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act, nor as in any manner affecting any cause of action existing in favor of any 
purchaser against his grantor for breach of any covenants of title. 

“Sec. 4. That section 5 of an act entitled “An act fora grant of lands to the 
State of lowa in alternate sections to aid in the construction of a railroad in said 
State,” approved May 17, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled “‘ An act extend- 
ing the time for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the States of 
Minnesota and Iowa, and for other pu es,"’ approved March 3, 1865, and also 
section 5 of an act entitled “ An act making an additional grant of lands to the 
State of Minnesota in alternate sections to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State,” approved July 4,1866,so far as said sections are applicable to 
lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed; and so much of the provisions of section 4of an act approved 
June 2, 1864,and entitled “ An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act making a 
grant of lands to the State of lowa in alternate sections to aid in the construc- 
of certain railroads in said State,’’’ approved May 15, 1856, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed so far as they require the Secretary of the Interior to reserve 
any lands but the odd sections within the primary or 6 miles granted limits of 
the roads mentioned in said act of June 2, 1364, or the act to which the same 
amendatory. 

“Sec. 5. That if it shall be found that any lands heretofore granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and 
restored to the public domain lie north of the line known as the “‘ Harrison 
line,’ being a line drawn from Waliula, Washington, easterly to the southeast 
corner of the northeast one-fourth of the southeast quarter-section 27, in town- 
ship 7 north, of range 37 east, of the Willamette meridian, all persons who had 
acquired in good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
any portion of said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in pos- 
session of any portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the 
same under written contract with said company, executed in good faith, o: 
their heirs or assigns, as the case may be, shal! be entitled to purchase the lands 
so acquired, possessed, or improved, from the United States, at any time prior 


is 


to the expiration of one year after it shall be finally determined that such lands | 


are restored to the public domain by the provisions of this act, at the rate of £2.50 
per acre, and to receive patents therefor upon proof before the proper land office 
of the tact of such acquisition, possession, or improvement, and payment there- 
for without limitation asto quantity : Provided, That the rights of way and ripa- 
rian rights heretofore attempted to be conveyed tothe city of Portland, in the 
State of Oregon, 7 the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the Centra! 
Trust Company of New York, by deed of conveyanco dated August 8, 1886 
and which are described as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being 25 
feet on each side of the center line of a water-pipe line, as the same is staked 
out and located, or as it shall be hereafter finatly located according to provis- 
ions of an act of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon approved 
November 25, 1885, providing for the means to supply the city of Portland with 
an abundance of good, pure, and wholesome water over and across the follow- 
ing-described tracts of land: Sections 19 and 31 in township 1 south, of range 6 
east; sections 25, 31, 33, and 35, in township | south, of range 5 east; sections 3 
and 5 in township 2 south, of range 5 east; section 1 in township 2 south, of 
range 4 east; sections 25, 25, and 35, in township 1 south, of range 4 east, of the 
Willamette meridian, in the State of Oregon, forfeited by this oct, are hereby 
confirmed unto the said city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, iis successors 
and assigns, forever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore-described strip 
of land, over and across the above-described sections, for the purpose of con- 
structing, maintaining..and repairing a water-pipe line aforesaid. 

“Sec, 6, That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
by reason of such forfeiture inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to 
which lands may have been granted by Congress, except as herein otherwise 
provided; nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of land originally 
covered by any such grant, or to confer any right upon any State, corporation, 
or person to lands which were excepted from such grant. Nor shal! the moiety 
of the lands granted to any railroad company on account of a main anda branch 


line appertainjng to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within the con- | 


flicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when but one of 
such lines has been completed, inure, by virtue of the forfeiture hereby d¢ 
to the benefit of the completed line." 

“Sec. 7. Thatin all cases where lands incladed ina grant of land to the State 
of Mississippi, for the purpose of aiding inthe construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, 
or with the allowance or approval of such officers have been entered in good 
faith under the pre-emption or homestead laws, or upon which there were bona 
fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 1890, arising or 
asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the laws of the United 
States, the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands under 
sach sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and persons claiming the right to 
enter asaforesaid inay perfect their entry under the law. And oncondition that 
the Gulfand Ship Island Railroad Company within ninety days from the passage 
of this act shall, by resol ution of its board of directors, duly accept the provisions 
of the same and file with the Secretary of the Interior a valid relinquishment 
of all said company’s interest, right, title, and claim in and to all such lands as 
have been sold, entered, or claimed as aforesaid, then the forfeiture declared in 
the first section of this act shall not apply to or in any wise affect so much and 
such parts of said grant of lands to the State of Mississippi as lie south of a line 
drawn east and west through the point where the Gulf and Ship Island Rail- 
road may cross the New Orleans and Northeasterii Railroad in said State until 
one year after the passage of thisact. And there may be selected and certified 
to or in behalf of said company lands in lieu of those hereinbefore required to 
be surrendered, to be taken within the indemnity limits of the original grant 
north of said line nearest to such part of the line as may be constructed at the 
date of selection. 

* Sec.8, That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company of Alabama shall be 
entitied to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its road from 
Girard to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior, in 
makingsettlementand certifying to or for the benefit of said company the lands 
earned thereby, shall include therein all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise 
disposed of by said company, not to exceed the total amount earned by said 
company as aforesaid. And the title of the purclrasers to all such lands are 
hereby confirmed so far asthe United States are concerned. But such settle- 
mentand certification shall not include any lands upon which there were bona 
tide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 1890, arising 
or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the laws of the United 
States, 

“ The right hereby given to the said railroad company is on the condition that 

t shall, within ninety days from the passage of this act, by resolution of its board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same,and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title 
and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of its grant as have hereto- 
fore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, where the Giovern- 
ment still retains the purchase-money, or, with the allowance or approval of 
such officers, have beementered in good faith under the pre-emption or home- 
stead laws, or as are claimed under the homestead or pre-emption laws as afore- 
said, and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands 
under such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and all such claims under the 
pre-emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by law. Said com- 
wany to have the right to select other lands as near as practicable to constructed 
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road and within indemnity limits in lieu of the lands so: juished. Andthe 
title of the United States is hereby relinquished in favor of all persons holding 
under any sales by the local land officers of the lands in the granted limits of the 
Alabama and Florida Railroad grant, where the United States still retains the 
purchase-money, but without liability on the part of the United States 
r. B, PLUMB 
1, N, DOLPH 
V the part of he S 
I. E, PAYSON 
bk. J. TURNER 
M ey tofi i 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
A message from the House of Representativ« Mr. McPu 


its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed }) 
tempo) 2, 


the President 


REPORTS OF COMMITTE# 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re! 
the bill (H. R, 3715) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing th 
construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,’’ appro: 
July 16, 1888, reported it without amendment 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was rett 
(H. 
Tennessee River, at or near 
out amendment 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bil 
(Hf. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling Green 
and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over Green 
and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, reportedit withana 
ment. 

He aiso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
4257) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling Green and Chat 
tanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over Green and Barren 
Rivers, in the state of Kentucky, reported adversely thereon 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 





bill 
ittle 
th 


rred the 
2, 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the | 


Niles’ l’erry, ‘Tennesses reported ' 


mend 


~! 


and the 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill ( H, 
R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon 
PRINTING OF CERTAIN LA 
Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom wa 
| referred the following resolution, reported it without amendment; and 
| it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
Resolved, That there be printed and placed in the document-room for the 
of the Senate 500 extra copies of public act No. 145, an act to simplify the laws 
in relation to the col on of the revenue 


Mr. MANDERSON. I report back favorably fron wi 
on Printing with amendments the following order introduced yesterday 

Ordered, That public act No, 211, dires 
be reprinted for the use of the Senate 


the pi ase of « nl 


I ask for its present consideration. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso 
lution. 

The PRESIDEN’! pro ] Che amendm«e nts of the committee 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after the word ‘‘that in the first lin 


the words ‘‘ five hundred copies of,’’ and in the second line strike out 
‘* reprinted ’’ and insert ‘‘ printed and placed in the 
so as to read 


document-room 


That 509 copies of public act No. 214, dire g the purchase 
etc., be printed and placed in the docu 


nent-roo for t) f th = 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to 
Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed 


by the 


Committee on !f’rint 


ing to report back an order adversely, and I ask that it be indefinitely 
postponed. It is an order for the reprinting of the pensionact. I find 
that by the action of the Senate taken about a month since,5,0 
of the act were ordered printed, 

The PRESIDENT pro le mpore. The order w be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


lered, That public act No.181, granting pens ato ! “ 
be printed for the use of the Senat« 


The PRESIDENT pyro tempor The order being adversely reported 
} 
the committee will be discharged from its further considerat 
there be no objection 
BANKI racs J 
The PRESIDENT pvo tempore. ‘The Chair lays before the ate a 


telegraphic communication from IF’. N. Bardwell, president 
Furniture Association of Boston, Mass., addressed to the Vice-Pre 
dent and forwarded by that official, relative to the bankruptcy bi 
which will lie on the table, that measure having heen reported 








1 THE HOUSE. 

A messa rom the House of Kepresentatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 

a Cle that the Hlonse had coneurred in the resolation of 
i ‘ t matter of the erection of the statue ol 
L te 

1— COURT EXPENSI 
PRI DENT j laid betore the Senate a letter of the 

Cc} J i" of the Supreme Court of the United States, transmitting 

le t marshal of the court in response to Senate resolution | 
of t 12, 1890, calling for a detailed statement of the fees charged 
an eceived by the marshal of the Supreme Court of the United 
State 

ALLISON. I move that the communication be referred to the 

Committee on Appropriations. ‘There is a matter connected with fees 
in the Supr Court under consideration by that committee. 

The PRESIDENT p) pore. t will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriation Shall it be printed ? 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL. And printed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


rom the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


lessape 


he nendments of the 


propriating money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution | 


the 


in 


EASTERN BRANCH BRIDGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 


cation from the Acting Secretary of War, in response toa resolution of 


the Senate dated August 9, 1890, calling for information in relation to 
the bridge across the Eastern Branch at Washington, D. C.; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11568) defining ‘‘lard,’’ also imposing a tax upon 
and regulating the manufacture and sale, importation and exportation 
of compound lard, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK, 
on Agricalture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 1 desire to make a suggestion. Asthe main char- 
acteristic of the bill is agricultural, therefore the bill should be con- 
sidered in the first instance by the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. It should then probably be referred to the Committee on 
Finance, because there is substantially a question of revenue contained 
in the bill. 

TRIAL OF LIEUTENANT 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair Jays before the Senate a 
communication from the acting president of the board of commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the Senate of August 21, offered by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB], certain papers in connection with the trial of charges 
against Police Lieutenant Guy. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
panying papers, be referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia without printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, 
of objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee will determine, I take it, whether 
there is any need to have the communication and the accompanying 
papers or any part of them printed. It seems to be quite a consider- 
able bundle of papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The documents accompanying the 
communication are quite voluminous. It will be referred without 
printing to the Committee on the District of Columbia, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 


GUY. 


It will be so ordered, in the absence 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The hour of 12 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the bill comes up as the unfinished business, and is now before 
the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAVIS. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, and I move 
that it lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance I report sundry 
amendments to the pending bill, and as they are amendments of con- 
siderable importance I ask that they be read for the information of the 
Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island, 
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Senate to the joint resolution (S. R. 120) ap- | 


I move that the bill be referred to the Committee | 


I move that the communication, with the accom- | 


Aveaust 28, 


_————————————_ des a 





from the Committee on Finance, and in its behalf, reports sundry 
iments, which will be read. “i 
Mr. ALDRICH. The first is to insert an additional section 
Che PRESIDENT pre tempor: Are the amendments | 
sidered ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; 
The PRESIDENT pro / 
ordered to be printed. 
The Secretary read as follows 


ant 


} ’ 
»ve DOW con 


only to be read for information 
The amendments will 


be read 


mpore, 


i 

Sec. 2 That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffe: 
} hides provided for in this act are made with a 
| with countries producing these articles: and for this purpose, on and after the 
| Ist dayof July, 1891,wheneverand so often as the President shall! be satisfied that 


5 government of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses 
cofl > 

' 

| 

} 


, tea, and 


view to secure reciprocal trade 





le 


fee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of suc! articles, imposes duties 
or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products « 
which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, niolasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides iuto the United States he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unjust, 
he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to suspend, by proclamation to 
| that effect,the provisions of this act relating to the free introduction of such 
sugar, molasses, coffec, tea,and hides, the production of such country, for such 
time as he shal) deem just, and in such case and during such suspension duties 
shall be levied, collected,and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides 
the product of or exported from such designated country, as follows, namely By 
All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 1 
polariscopic tests as follows, namely 
All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms. sirups a 
| of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and cor 
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, seven 
| tenths of l cent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of a de- 
gree shown by the polariscopie test, two-hundredths of | cent per pound addi 
tional. 
All gugars above No 


tlre United States, 





13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No 
13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents per pound. 

All sugar above No. I6and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, | 
per pound, 

All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 


cents 


cents per pound. 
Molasses testing about 5 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 
Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as mo- 
lasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 
On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 
On tea, 10 cents per pound. 
Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora gonat-skins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on, I} cents per pound. se 
Restore House paragraph 290 (Senate No. 278) and add the following proviso: ; 
“Provided, That such fish shall be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per 
pound in lieu of the duty herein provided for, when exported from or the prod- 
uct of the fisheries of any country, whenever and so long only as American 
fishing vessels shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to purehase 
supplies, including bait, and to land fish for shipmentin bond tothe United States 
without restraint or the imposition of fees or other Government charges.”’ 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendments may be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
tee on Finance ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. They come from the committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee on Finance will be stated. ‘ 

The Secretary. On page 56, line 24, in paragraph 246, after the 
word ‘‘ cleaned,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ one 
and one-half;’’ so as to read: 

Rice, cleaned, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Upon thisamendment at the time of 
adjournment yesterday the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] had the 

' floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Louisiana ? 

Mr. VEST. I would prefer to proceed now. 

Mr. GIBSON. Very well. 


| 
| Mr. VEST. Mr. President, no legislation in this bill illustrates more 
| 


They will be printed. i 
Do I understand that they come from the Commit- 


The pending amendment of the Com- 


vividly its unfairness and the partisan character of the bill than the 
provisions iu regard to rice. 
I had occasion yesterday to make some allusion to the pretense of 
protecting the agricultural interests of the United States in the in- 
creased duty upon wheat, corn, corn-meal, and some other articles. 
We have increased the duty upon wheat in order to protect the Amer- 
ican farmer, when we exported last year 46,414,129 bushels and im- 
ported 1,946 bushels of seed wheat because the price averaged about 
$1.75 a bushel on the imported article when American wheat was worth 
about 85 to 90 cents, showing that the article imported was for seed and 
not for ordinary consumption. 
We exported during the same year of corn upon which the duty bas 
also been increased 69,592,929 bushels, and we imported during the 
same time 2,388 bushels, and no man outside of a lunatic asylum will 
pretend that these 2,388 bushels brought down the price of corn raised 
by the American farmers. 
We have also increased the duty upon animals under the false pre- 
| tense that the importation increased fromabroad when the tables show 
beyond any sort of question that from 1888 to 1889, as admitted at least 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicn], the importation 
| decreased; and in the face of that fact we are to-day using every sort 
| of means in our power to induce Great Britain to take our beef and to 

remove the quarantine regulations upon it and to induce France to 

take our pork, and our minister to France has so far as not only 


RR PLE 1 ge RS Bes 


katt, 


to enter a protest against the present rules and regulations of the French 
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Government, but to enter int6 an argument to convince the French | an increased importation h 
people that their interests lie in thedirection of increased importations | dent, to add to the ik. g 
into that country of the American hog. tion, every intelligen n hat t { 

We have also ihcreased the duty upon beef, mutton, and pork, the | planters of the ith, and t t 
export of which last year was 286,991,121 pounds and the import 215,- | price « egro labor in | 5 
575 pounds; we have increased the duty from 1 centa pound to2 cents | the lands—and it is very « 
a pound. Of baconand hams we exported last year 400,224,646 pounds | product—will simply Ase t h 
and. imported 272,130 pounds, and yet the miserable pretense is made | into effect And yet v re told . +f 
that the 272,130 pounds brought down the price of the 400,224,646 | increased taxation is in the \ bor, an 
pounds! | poor ignorant negro who follows the flag of t party with 


We have gone into the orchards of the country and attempted to hum- | the devot 
bug the apple-raisers by putting a duty upon apples, dried and green, | anything e! 





tl se, WHO ls be 11 n t 
which have hitherto been upon the free-list, and next year the coun- | habitats, who is an animal peculiar to the soil 
try will resound with Columbian eloquence as to the products of the tu i where he is always found—t du ut 
orchards, and the apple-grower will be told North, South, East, and | down in the face of increased importation, and the teeth of 1 it 
West, ‘‘ Behold what we have done for you; behold our worship to the | of gratitude, not due from the negro tothe | ican } 
goddess Pomona.’’ Of apples, dried, the exports were 22,101,570 | ul fepublican party to the negro! These same negroes will i 
pounds and the imports none; and yet we have put a duty apon them | atthenextelection, ‘‘ Vote the Republican ticket; westruck the 
of 2 cents a pound, they having been heretofore on the free-list. Of | from your limbs when the Democratic party tried to rivet them u 
apples, green or ripe, the exports were 942,406 barrels; imports, | you; vote against the rebels; they are your enemies; vote 
none; and we have put a duty upon them under fhis bill of 25 cents a | friends;’’ and not one of them will ever hear of this | { 
bushel. if they ever do hear of it some Republican carpet-bagger will co 1 

W heat flour: We exported last year 9,374,803 barrels and we im- | and say ‘‘It is a Democratic lie made for electioneering pury 
ported 1,155 barrels, ‘The duty under the present law is 20 per cent. | are your friends and they are your enemies.”’ 
ad valorem, and this bill raises it to 25 per cent. under the pretext that | 1 do not hope to reach the negroes, but I hope to reach 
this inconsiderable importation has brought down the price of wheat | and intelligent people of this country and expose the pretense and i 
flour in the United States. We exported last year 624,226 bushels of | of this bill, which cries aloud with its rank injustice not only to hea 
oats, and we imported 22,324 bushels, and we have increased the duty | but to every honest man. 
under the same alleged reason from 10 cents per bushel tol5centsper | Mr. President, the farmer is to-day complaining of exist 
bushel. 


ditions. He is crying, not for bread, but for relief, and what do you 


Now, Mr. President, the argument, if it can be dignified with the | give him? You give him this bald pretext of excluding importat 


name of argument, for this increase, when there is no competition, as 
every sensible and honest man knows, is that the foreign importation 
comes in competition with the products of American farmers and is in- | 
creasing, as the committee say, from year to year, and thereby dimin- 
ishes the price. 

Now, let us apply this rule to rice, and see what the Finance Com- 
mittee has done. Rice is an agricultural product, raised principally in | 
South Carolina and Louisiana. Itis raised exclusively by negro labor. 
No white man can labor in the rice-fields of the South. A mule can 
not be used in the rice-fields, as every man knows. They can take no 
animals upon the rice-fields, The manual labor of the negro is alone 
available, and thousands of negroes in South Carolina and Louisiana 
live by what they make in the rice-fields and have no other means of 
support. They are a peculiar race, as every Southern man knows, dif- 
ferent even from the other negroes of the South. They live half in 
water and ‘half upon land, As I have said, no white man can stand 
the surroundings of the rice culture. 

Now, what are the factsin relation to the importation of rice? Let 
us see how this rule applies. The official reports show that we im- 
ported in 1888 49,297,108 pounds of cleaned rice, and in 1889 the im- 
portation increased to 64,164,962 pounds, the increase being 14,867,854 
pounds. Have we increased the duty under the rule which the Finance 
Committee have set up here, to keep out or destroy the competition 
which comes from this increased importation? ‘The importation of 
wheat, of corn, and of animals has decreased, and we have raised the 
duty. Now, when it comes to rice and there is an increase of impor- 
tation, has there beenany increase of duty? Weshallsee. The House 
bil! decreased the duty, instead of increasing it, in the face of these in- 
creased importations, from 2} cents per pound to 2 cents per pound, 
and the Senate Committee on Finance further decreases it to 1} cents KC 
per pound. So, with conditions reversed as between rice and wheat | committee will be perfectly willing to give that rate of duty 
and corn, the conditions are reversed as to taxation. thought to be best or proper and beneficial by the Senators represent 

The official report shows that in 1888 we imported of all kinds of | ing the States where this article is produced, although it is, 
rice 186,243,406 pounds and we exported of all kinds only 457,206 | twice the duty on any other agricultural product. 
pounds. The duty on uncleaned rice is reduced from 14 cents per| Mr. GIBSON. I did not hear all that th 
‘ pound under the present law, first to 1} cents by the House bill and | but I wish to obser 

then to 1 cent by the Senate bill. , D 
Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? | portunity after the Senator from Missouri concludes, but that it is a 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. 1: i 


| 
i 
that do not exist; you bring him this fraud which says to him, ‘* W 
will keep out corn and wheat and animals from competing with you 

| when he knows that what he wants is not increased duties, but add 
tional markets. He is to-day not only suffering from present condi 
| tions which have destroyed our commercial intercourse to a large ex- 
| tent with foreign countries where he finds his markets, but he is taxed 
| in order to put money into the pockets of the manufacturers of t! 
| country who sell their agricultural implements, even the tools of h 
trade, for one-half the amount to a foreign buyer that they sell 

to the American farmer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, is the Senator contending t 
increase of duty upon rice would help the rice-growers of the Uni 
| States or that the maintenance of the present duty would help th 
growers of the United States ? 

Mr. VEST. That is not the question, Mr. President. Iam d 
ing the premises of the Senator from Rhode Island, whosays that t! 
increased duty upon wheat and corn will help the wheat-growe1 
the corn-growers of the United States, and I ask him if the same ru 
does not apply to the rice-growers, and he can not divert me from that 
| argument by any such question as he puts here 
Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator from Missouri will allow me t 
| him a question, because I certainly would be inclined to defe1 
wishes about the matter. The duty on rice, as he says, is altogether 
the highest duty on the whole list of agricultural products. I think 
| it is twice as much as any other. There was a slight reduction made 
| 
j 


el 


of half a cent a pound, I think; butif the Senator from Louisiana and 
the Senators who represent that region of country where rice is pro- 
duced really think the duty ought to be maintained at the old rat 
of 2 cents a pound, I should vote for it, although it is against the 
recommendation of the Committee on Finance. I think, however, t! 
whic 


natol rom ) 
in the first place that rice is not m 
cultural product, as I shall show in a few moments 


manufactured article; and I wish to say still further that I made ap 
Mr. CARLISLE. I ask whether the importation of rice as stated by | plication to the committee when I saw the very low point to which 
him is only the rice which paid duty or whether it includes the rice | they had reduced the rates on rice, for higher rates, and I am glad to 
, imported from the Hawaiian Islands, which comes in free ? hear from the Senator from Ohio that the committe 
| & Mr. VEST. This is only the dutiable rice. | amendment I propose to offer. 
| @ Mr. CARLISLE. There is quite a large quantity imporied from Mr. SHERMAN. I can not speak for the committee; I nly 
the Sandwich Islands free. , for myself. The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. uining 
Mr. VEST. That is not included. This is dutiable rice, and on | of the injustice to this production made mainly by the negroes in th 
| @ which duty was paid by the importer. | South. As the reduction proposed did not even approach the rat 
: The duty on rice-flour, rice-meal, and broken rice is reduced by the | posed on other agricultural commodities, I supposed probally it v 


House bill from 20 per cent. ad valorem under the existing law to 1} | be acceptable. 
cents per pound, and then by the Senate bill to one-quarter of one cent 
pound, although we imported in’ 888 of granulated or rice meal | 
, 379,279 pounds, and in 1889 62,013,528, an increase in importation i 
of nearly 7,000,000 pounds. | it, for we have the natural country in the South to produce ri to 
How is this to be explained? Why is it that with a decreased im- | almost any extent. 


’ It is only a question, I suppose, of the price of 
portation of corn and wheat and animals the duty is put up, and with | labor; and if the Senators think the duty ought fo be maintained at the 


But if reduction is not in the judgment of the Senators 
from those States according to the best interests of the people wher 
this rice is raised, I shall without hesitation vote for the rate of dut 
that they think is necessary to maintain the industry and to de 
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old rate I think the committee will be very willing to do it, although Mr. VEST. It is a great relief to them that these 1,946 bushels of 
I do not speak for the committee. wheat that come in at $1.75 a bushel, if excluded entirely, will of 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will say for the committee that, upon the sug- | course put up the price of American wheat. What Senator can look 
gestion of the Sevator from Louisiana [ Mr. Gipson] and of other Sen- | in the face of his colleagues and not smile at the idea of any such pre- 
ators representing States where rice is produced, I have stated to them | tense, that ample relief is given to the farmers of the United States, 
that when this matter was reached we would concede the rates which | and if they believe it they ought to be disfranchised, any man who 
they have asked us as submitted in the amendment of the Senator from | would believe such nonsense as that—— 
Louisiana. Mr. SHERMAN, I am inclined to think that our producers for 
Mr. GIBSON, I have proposed an amendment which I understood | about thirty years have been working under such idle delusions and 
would be acceptable to the Committee on Finance, but it is not what | demagogical schemes, for I think wheat has been on the taxable list 
[ think should be theduty uponrice. I think the existing law ought | for many yeare. 
to remain justas it is because the rate was reduced in accordance with Mr. VEST. Yes; andit has had no more effect than if it had not 
the recommendations of the Tariff Commission in 1883. I will not, been. 
however, now iuterfere with the Senator from Missouri. Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That makes no difference. The men who have 
Mr. CARLISLE: Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio states that | gone before us of both parties who have framed tariff laws must have 
the duty upon rice is the highest rate of duty imposed upon any agri- | been demagoguing and firing in the air. 
cultural product, and therefore the committee has reduced it. I sup- Mr. VEST. Then the Senator from Ohio congratulates himself upon 
pose the Senator will concede that tobacco is an agricultural product. | the fact that he has doubled an idiotical tax. That isall there is of it. 
Mr.SHERMAN. Well, hardly. Mr. SHERMAN. [Iam only showing the argumentum ad absurdum, 
Mr. CARLISLE. We had yesterday a contest over the rate of duty Mr. VEST. Thg Senator has simply doubled a thing which has 
to be imposed upon certain kinds of tobacco produced in the States of | been proven by actual experience to amount to nothing, and he can 
Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Wisconsin, and to some extent in Ohio and | have the full benefit of that self-congratulation. I simply assert that 
other States in the North, and by a vote of the Senate the duty was put | it has done no good in the past and will do no good in the future, and 
at 481 per cent. upon one class of this tobacco and at 222 per cent. upon | if you were to put a tax of $50 on wheat it would not raise the price 
another, of American wheat, and the Senator from Ohio knows it. There is 
Mr. SHERMAN. Although tobacco is an agricultural product in | not enough that comes into the American market from abroad to affect 
| 





the strict sense, it is a result of agriculture, yet it has never been classi- | this article, and it is so with all these articles. 

fied in the agricultural schedule in our tariff laws, and therefore, when I was proceeding to allude to the additional humbug in this bill of 
| speak of it technically, although it isan agricultural product literally, | pretending to protect the farmer by putting a duty of 45 per cent. upon 
yet it has never been so classed in the tariff, but is treated by itself. | agricultural implements, the tools of his trade, when the manufacturers 
‘*Tobacco, etc.’’is treated as aseparate schedule. It is regarded simply | who receive this protection are to-day selling to the foreign buyer for 
as a matter of luxury, to be taxed to any extent desired for revenue. | one-half less than they are selling to the American consumer. 

Mr, CARLISLE. We have never had an agricultural schedule by Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri think the duty 
name until the present bill was introduced, of 45 per cent. levied upon agricultural machinery increases the price 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we have had, of the machinery to the American farmer ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. No. Now wehaveanagricultural schedule,which | Mr. VEST. That is not pertinent to this question. 
is a new thing entirely. Mr. ALDRICH. It is entirely pertinent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate tobacco has always been treated ina Mr. VEST. Nota bit of it. 
separate schedule. Mr. ALDRICH. It is exactly in the line of the argument the Sen- 

Mr, ALDRICH. Ido not suppose the Senator from Kentucky means | ator has been using in regard to wheat. 
to say that tobacco ought to be treated in the tariffschedules upon the Mr. VEST. Forty-five per cent. is put upon agricultural implements 
same plane or level with rice and other food products. for the purpose of protecting the manufacturer, and I say that it has 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why not? protected the manufacturer so effectively that he is now able to go 

Mr, ALDRICH. Because it is simply a luxury, the use of which is | into the unprotected markets of the world and sell for one-half to the 
entirely voluntary, while rice is an article of necessity. foreign consumer or user ofagricultural implements that he sells to the 

Mr.CARLISLE. But when you are considering simply the interests | American farmer. ‘ 
of the agriculturists of the country, which seems to be the paramount Mr. ALDRICH. Having had that effect, does it serve any longer as 
consideration now in this schedule, why not put tobacco upon the same | a protection tothe manufacturer? Is there any benefit to the manu- 
footing as other agricultural products ? | facturer now from the duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know that anybody in the Senate pro- Mr. VEST. No, and that is the humbug of keeping it in this bill. 
posed to treat the interests of the agricultural classes as distinct or | The manufacturer is told that he is protected, and the farmer is told 
separate from those of any other people in the country. that he is protected, when the result is in both instances that the 45 

“Mr, CARLISLE. We havea separate and a distinct schedule in this | per cent. is not necessary on agricultural implements and the increase 
bill, for the first time, entitled ‘‘Agricultural products and provisions.’’ | of 10 cents a bushel upon wheat and upon corn is no protection to the 

Mr. ALDRICH. We make adistinct schedule of chemical products, |} American farmer, and no intelligent man believes that it is. 
hut we did not infer from that that we proposed to make that schedule Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator believe that these agricultural- 
in accordance with the wishes of the chemical producers, implement makers sell their machinery to foreign people at a loss? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if the Senator will devote a portion of | Mr. VEST. No. 
his valuable time, however small, to the perusal of the report of Mr. Mc- Mr. ALLISON. Then if they sell at one-half the cost abroad that 
KINLEY, the author of this bill, he will see that he makes special claim | they do at home, on all that they sell at home they make 100 per cent. 
to the gratitude of the American farmers for having paid special atten- | Does the Senator believe that ? 
tion in this bill to their interest by putting up the duty on wheat, Mr. VEST. Iam coming to that. 
corn, oats, cattle, etc., a special claim that for the first time he has | 
devoted himself and that Congress is prepared to devote itself to the 
American farmer; but we are told, now this schedule has got in here 
by accident, that it is not intentional legislation in favor of the farmer, 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope he will come to it. 

Mr. VEST. Iam coming tothat. ([Laughter.] I think the Sen- 
ators will laugh on the other side before they get through with this. 
They certainly will when they meetthe people on it. That is the fraud 
but it simply happened so. and outrage and humbug of this whole thing. They sell a plow for 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who said that? I did not say that. $18 to the American farmer; that is what it costs him before he can 

Mr. VEST. That is the effect of what the Senator from Rhode Island | put that plow in the furrow in the field; and they sell the same plow 
said. free on board in New York to the South American exporter and the 

Mr. ALDRICH, I beg the Senator’s pardon. [said nothing which | man who takes it to South America, whether a farmer or exporter, for 
could be possibly construed into that. $9. They do not lose any money. Whois robbed? It is the Amer- 

Mr. VEST. It is not material; but the idea is this, if it amounted | ican farmer, who pays $18 for his plow. 
to anything, if there was any idea in it, that this special schedule here Mr. ALLISON. Who robs him? 
was not in the nature of class legislation. The Senator said there was Mr. VEST. He isrobbed by a conspiracy between the agricultural- 
i schedule as to chemicals also, but this was not intended to be any | implement maker aiid the middlemen. ; 
special legislation in favor of the farmer. Mr. ALLISON. That is to say, the agricultural-implement maker 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say the fact that the name of the schedule is | and the middleman make 100 per cent. upon every plow they sell ° 
called ‘ agricultural products,’’ and because all agricultural products Mr. VEST. They do between them. 
are put together, was no evidence of the intention to legislate in favor Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to have the Senator demonstrate that. 
of farmers, but the rates in the bil! were fixed for the benefit of the ag- Mr. VEST. I will prove it, and I did prove it the other day so that 


ricultural classes. no mortal man who was not blind with partisan rage could doubt it. 
Mr. VEST. I simply supplement that by referring to the report of | Mr. ALLISON. I am not blind. 
the author of the bill that it was intended as a special series of legis-| Mr. VEST. LI hope not. Ifthe Scnator is, I will perform a little 
lative enactments in behalf of the farmers of this country. operation in the way of restoring his ‘sight upon that subject. 
Mr, SHERMAN. .That is a fact. Here is the advertisement of the Ann Arbor Agricultural Company 





nae 
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1890. 








which was defended here by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Srock- 
BRIDGE]. Here isthe same plow, photographed with the same num- 
ber, sold in the United States for $18, and with no mark ‘‘ wholesale ”’ 
or ‘‘retail’’ upon it. Here is the same plow, photographed the same 
number, which is sold free on board at New York to the South Ameri- 
can or foreigner for $9. wee 
Now, what is the explanation of that? The Senator from Michigan 
after conferring with these manufacturers, whodid not themselves come 
forward in their own defense, says that this$18 plow issold to the mid 
dleman for $9, although the advertisement says $18, and that the $9 
difference between the price paid by the middleman and the $18 is the 
margin allowed for protit,commissions, etc. ,to the middleman. 
words, a farmer goes into a retail dealer’s establishment in one of the 
towns of Missouri and wants to buy one of these Advance plows. ‘‘ What 
is the price?’’ ‘‘Eighteen dollars.’’ ‘‘That is pretty high.’’ Yes, 
sir; but here is the price; here is the advertisement; $18 is what it 
cost me and what it is sold for by the manufacturer—$18.’’ The farmer 
paysit. He finds out that the real price at which the middleman has 
received it from the manufacturer is $9. Why is the advertisement 
made to the farmers of the United States ? 
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Inother | 


It is a feaud in order to con- | 


ceal the truth and enable these enormous profits to be made olf the | 


farmer by the middleman, and as a matter of course the manufacturer 
makes a profit by selling it at $9 to the middleman, and the middle- 
man has the margin between $9 and $18 upon which to plunder the 
farmer. If these gentlemen are satisfied with that exnlanation which 
they have made themselves, let them take it. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the duty on middle-men in this bill ? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about duties on middle-men. There 
are no duties upon men. That is another outrage of the bill. 
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rhe state of things described in this letter compelled the Engineering and 
Mining Journal to protect foreign subscribers, and it made arrang nts 


them to receive directly fr« 
the goods which cot 





he manufacturers, or through their agent 


ild be « cy rt 





It makes no money by this It receives the individual foreign orders and 
hands them over to the agents of the inufacturers to fillat the price it nat 
in its exportedition. Itgathers from all parts of the world the advertisements 
of all these exporting manufacturers, obtains ym them theirexport discounte 





and devotes from twelve to tv export edition to news co 
cerning the retail prices here foreign subseribers of Ame 
ican goods of every kind, 

These sales are retail sales Chey are sales made to any subscriber of the 
Engineering and Mining Journa More than tl rhey are not limited to 
subscribers, any person in any foreign co ry 1 send in and have his order 
filled at these rates Phere is no inquiry made to whether he isa subscriber 








That issupposed. It does not matter whether he is a don ora peon, a merchant 
or a book-worm, a farmer or a gambler What his occupation, business, o1 
means of livelihood is does not concern either the Journal or the agent of the 
manufacturer who fills the orde: No inquiry is c Whoever in a foreign 
country wishes to purchase at these prices is welcome and no quest s are 
asked him. No delays of six months or a year are made in shipping good 
No voluminous correspondence is beld 

This trade is retail trade. Each subscriber orders the unit article ad sed 
If itis a plow advertised, he orders one plow. If itisa dozen spoons thatisad 
vertised, he orders the dozen spoons. He can not order one teaspoon at the 
price of a dozen, orone fork at the price of a dozen, because they are only ad 
vertised by the dozen, and the dozen is a unit; but he orders only « plow 
one tedder, one mower, one reaper, unless, indeed, he should need any in 
thax one on his far lle buys exactly as the domestic retail subscriber buys 
and under the same iditions t the same prices Phe differ e 
the only ditferen« s in the price, - 

When the very grave and reverend Senators, the successors of the ‘ 
able men Webster, gravely discussed these questions last Friday the 


it for granted that this foreign trade was foreign wholesale trade, and that the 





goods were sent to the foreign wholesale dealer instead of to the foreign sub 
|} scribers to American newspapers 

The idea is absurd and impossible rhere is no foreign wholesale trad tt 

is not yet big enough to be wholesale rhe foreign trade that we p ip is 


Pauper | 


labor can come into this country without any duty, and it is almost | 


the only thing that is free. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to have a letter read 
upon this subject? . 

Mr. VEST. When I get through the Senator can read it. 
care to have it injected into my speech. 
time. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to produce for myself a little literature 
upon this subject. Before reading it, however, in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa[ Mr. ALLISON], let me call attention toone matter. The 
American middleman has for his profit the difference between $9 and 
$18 on this plow, according to the Senator from Michigan; and he ex- 
plains it in that way and says the manufacturer gets just the same from 
the American middleman, the retailer, that he gets from the foreign 
exporter or anybody who takes a plow free on board at New York. 
That means $9 out of which the farmer can be plundered under that 
explanation, and where is the profit of the man who buys a plow for 
$9 free on board at New York? Where does he get his profit? 

Here [exhibiting] is the foreign edition of this same paper, printed in 
Spanish, and distributed in the South American countries, distributed 
amongst the farmers there, showing that these are the prices advertised 


He can put it in in hisown 


to the farmers of South America; and yet the contention was made | 


I do not | 


and must be a retail trade for a long time to come 
in single articles, or 


In other words, itis atrade 
in the unit of single articles, with any purchaser w 


oO may 
order—withont asking any questions as to his occupation If not true of one 
or two special articles, it is perfectly true of all trade under discussi: In all 

| other trade the foreign wholesaler must get a better price than this foreign 1 


| tail trade gives the individual buyer 


; domestic wholesale buyer in the largest lots can n¢ 


Che Engineering and Mining Journal has a large domestic subse 
heir domestic subscribers are barred from. these export prices They can not 
get these special prices. A special price-list is secured for them, and they are 
permitted to buy at retail at the wholesale American rates, or what are called 
* wholesale American rates But these wholesale American ratesare far above 
the foreign export discounts. Let any person send tothe Engineering and Min 
ing Journal for two copies, one of its domestic edition and one of itsexport edi 
tion, and see the two offers that are therein made, t! 
scriber, the other to the domestic sul 

Every foreign subscriber to the World can buy here in New York, at retail 
anything advertised in any foreign supplement, orin any foreign newspaper 
at the prices and the ial discounts therein named. 
wholesale but retail prices. The World will guaranty to fill every order that 
will be sent to it from any country of the globe. It will fill that order by 
turning it over to the agent of the manufacturer who sells those goods 

But no domestic subscriber to the World can buy at these prices 
t buy within 


plion st 


the one to the foreign sub 


yscriber. 


spe These prices are not 


Vilen the 


25 per cent. of 


| these retail export prices. 


here the other day that these were not the retail prices, but that they | 


were the wholesale prices. Now, I propose to show that that is abso- 
lutely untrue, and that any man in South America, any farmer there, 
can buy a single agricultural implement from any of these manufact- 
urers, a single plow, a single hoe, a single rgke, and there is no whole- 
sale trade about it. I thought it very remarkable when the Senator 
from Michigan made his statement the other day that there was noth- 


ing im these advertisements to show that these prices were offered alone | 


to wholesalers. I believed then it was the retail trade, and I have 
been absolutely confirmed in my impression since. 

I will ask the Secretary, to save my own voice, to read an article 
which is contained in the New York World of Wednesday, August 27, 
upon this subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DISCOUNTS FOR EXPORTS—FACTS THAT THE UNITED STATES SENATE WILL 
WELL TO HEED—THE FOREIGN SUBSCRIBER BUYING AT RETAIL BELOW THE 
DOMESTIC WHOLESALE PRICE—THE EXPORT DISCOUNTS GIVEN TO ANY FOR- 
EIGN PURCHASER, WHOEVER HE MAY BE, AND WITHOUT REFERENCE TO THE 
AMOUNT HE BUYS—THESE DISCOUNTS REFUSED AMERICAN NEWSPAPERS FOR 
CLUB ORDERS OF THEIR DOMESTIC SUBSCRIBERS, 

To the editor of the World : 

I find that I have done the Engineering and Mining Journal an injustice in 
supposing or inferring that it made a profit by or through the supply of pro- 
tected American manufactures to its foreign subscribers at from 30 to 70 per 
cent, “discount for export only.”’ I find upon investigation that the Journal 
was in precisely the same condition that the World was and is. It had a very 
large foreign subscription list, scattered all over the world. The foreign man- 
ufacturers were offering from 30 to 70 percent. discount for foreign export trade. 
The regular commission merchants in this city who handled that trade did 
nothing to foster it, as will be seen from the following extract from a letter from 
a foreign subscriber to the Journal : 


“13 Port Roya. Street, Kingston, Jamaica. 
“The curse of your American trade isthe excessive prices charged by your so- 
called commission agents in New York, who pretend to ship at 2} per cent., but 
in reality, by -_y back discounts, and fictitious prices, actually pes 10 


to 20 per cent. us American goods can not compete with English in spite of 
meanness to us and less per cent. 


The article will be read, if there be 


bo 


“THOS. McNASH.” 


The following letter from the manager of the export edition of the Enginee 
ing and Mining Journal should end this question, It 


eaves nothing more to 
be said 


ENGINEERING AND MINING Jot New York, A 

Dear Sir: I am obliged to you forthe letter of August 25 
ings taken in the Senate regarding our * prices current 

** Prices quoted by us are, as you will notice at the head of the first col 

‘for export only,’ and the prices therein given are the prices at wh very 

foreign subscriber can buy in this market. It stands to reason that orders for 

farm implements are frequently for one only. If to buy one machine is retail 

trade, then these foreign prices are retail prices. 


RNAL, ugust 26. LS00 


respecting pre ceed 


mi, 


eh ¢ 





‘Our domestic subscribers are barred from the prices quoted in these columns 
These special discounts are ‘for export only,’ and in more than one tance 
we have lost our advertiser through our publishing these prices, 

‘Ll inclose an invoice from 8. Allen & Co. which you will see is for one of th 


machines quoted by us, and you will noti 
prices as reprinted by you in the World 
actly as stated by you in the World. 

* Your statement that the foreigner can buy at reta 


e that it conforms exactly wit 
and that th 


ih our 
' 


net price on the ly ex 


lin this market cheape: 


than the domestic consumer is as indisputable as the daily revolution of the 
| earth. We can enumerate any number of instances where houses have written 
to us: ‘Prices furnished are for export only, and it would be most injurious 


to us if these figures were circulated in the “home market.”’’ 
in going through our lettersthis morning we counted no less than fifty-eight 


received during the month of July, thanking us for publishing the‘ prices cur 
rent,’ as it enabled our subscribers to keep a check on the prices cha d them 
; on their indents. 
Yours, very truly 
ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAI 


To T. E. WILLSoN 

The whole contention ofthe pi ted manufacturers, caught red-handed a; 
held up tothe knowledge of the American people, is that they are selling abroad 
to the retail buyer at a wholesale foreign rate,and that therefore the foreign 
retail buyer is a wholesale buyer: With thismere juggle and vain excuse the; 
hope to deceive the American people. It can not be done 

They may trick the Republican members of the Senate, t 
lican farmer. 


otex 


it not the 


hte p ib 
r.E 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the statement from the Engineering and 
Mining Journal, containing the export prices with the discounts, shows 
this salient and important fact, that no American consumer, no resi- 
dent of this country can obtain these articles at the same price that 
they are sold to the foreigner, and I know an instance—the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] knows it, too, and we will produce 
the proof here—in which a man has made a considerable amount of 
money in New York by buying watches as a foreigner, baving them 
taken out of the country, and bringing them back and selling them to 
American consumers, and making the profit which is allowed, accord- 


WILLSON, 








) 
. 





Naas I ANTADNRiS lea ne teen alan 


- ing to explain. 
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ing to the Senator from Michigan, to the middlemen by the manufact- | licans found the poker.too hot to hold, and dropped it. 
He was detected, and they refused | 


urers of agricultural implements. 
to deal with hi: any further. 

I assert, moreover, and J can prove it beyond the shadow ofa doubt, 
that when the New York World, irritated and taunted by the denial 
of this statement, applied to these manufacturers to sell for their do- 
mesticsubscribers at the prices at which they sold to gointo foreign coun- 
tries— not the prices in New York, but the prices at which agricultural 
implements were sold, for instance, in South America, under this ar- 
rangement, in quantities of from 500 to 1,000—they refused to do it 
and said that the prices were alone for the foreigners, and not for the 
American consumers. 

I have a letter in my hand received th 
itors of the World, who says: 


; morning from one of the ed- 


Tuk Wor.» EprroriasL Rooms, Worry Buriprne, Park Row, 
New York, August 25, 1890, 
Dran Sir: I thank you for your letter which gave me the first (and only) 
news ! have of the fact that my accuracy hasbeen questioned. Tosatisfy you 
and any honest man—that I have told the simple truth, I inclose herewith a 


jetter fromthe manager of the export edition of the Engineering and Mining | 


Journal, from which I republished the advertisements. 

S.L. Allen & Co, refused to sell to the World’s domestic subscribers at the 
aaime discounts at which I can have orders filled here in New York for the 
World's foreign subscribers. I hold their letter refusing to do so. 

i write this letter with a pile of 8. L. Allen & Co.’s letters to the Engineering 
and Mining Journe! before me, giving their prices to its foreign subscribers, 
and they are exactly what the Engineering and Mining Journal prints and I 
had photographed. 

8.1L. Allen & Co, wrote to the World denying that they ever sold their imple- 
ments at the prices named in my article copied by photograph from the export 
edition of the Engineering and Mining Journal. With their receipted bills not 200 
yards away of single implements sold at these prices toany foreign subscribers to 
the Journal at retail, lobjected to publishing it—in their interests. It was un- 
true—conspicuously, even resplendently untrue—and I did not wish to draw 
attention to any particular firm out of many hundred by making it a vicarious 
sacrifice, 

They insisted and printed their letter in the Agricultural Press, which forced 
me to give it the notice it has received. 

If there is any Republican Senator who will go over the evidence on file in the 
office of the Engineering and Mining Journal that 8. L. Allen & Co. now sells 
and has been selling for three years to any of its foreign subscribers, or any per- 
son who sent it an order atthe prices named in its announcements to foreigners, 
and believe the statement that it does not sell to the foreigner at retail at these 
orices I fear he would believe neither Moses nor the Prophets, and that it is use- 
ess to add anything further to the controversy, which degenerates into a quar- 


-relas to whether the sale of one plow to any person wanting it is a wholesale 


or retail sale. 

No man of sense will question for one moment that the statements made in 
the Engincering and Mining Journal concerning its own private office business 
are strictly true or will ask for proof while the advertisement or “announce- 
ment”’ to its subscribers stands unquestioned, 

What is true of Allen & Co, is equally true of the Ann Arbor Agricultural Com- 
pany. They are birds of a feather—and in spite of Dundreary’s question they 
do tlock together. The latter has absolutely refused to even make an explana- 
tion to the readers of the World of theirtwoadvertisements in the April number 
ofthe Mail and Export Journal. They dare notattemptone. There was noth- 
Not a copy of the export edition of that paper is permitted to 
remain in this country, the editor assures me, and the copy sent here from Bue- 
nos Ayres with the foreign offer to the foreign reader was a surprise from which 
the company has not yet recovered, If the Senator from Michigan will inform 
himself of the other side of this question he will throw up his defense of this 
company which dare not defend itself before an audience of 100,000 listeners fa- 
miliar with the facta, 

{ regret thatso much prominence and free advertising should have to be given 
to two firms who happen to stand at the head of the alphabetical list when there 
are dozens further down who are much more flagrant offenders. 

Yours sincerely, 
T. E. WILLSON. 

G. G. Vest, Eaq. 


Mr. President, I have here extracts from the same paper, the New 
York World, giving what is stated by the editor of the Engineering 
and Mining Journal in corroboration of what has been read, and also 
the statements of the manufacturers, conspicuously that of Mr. A, B. 
Farquhar, president of the agricultural implement factory at York, 
Pa., who says he does charge less to the foreigner, that he has a right 
to do it, and that protection is for that purpose. I will read a few of 
these extracts and ask that the whole of them be inserted in my re- 
marks. I ask for the reading first of the World article. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


WHAT IS PROTECTION FOR ’—OF COURSE WE SELL CHEAPER TO FOREIGNERSTHAN 
TO AMERICANS—THE RINGING DEFIANCE OF THE PROTECTED AMERICAN MILL- 
OWNERS—THE WORLD'S EXPOSURE OF THE “ DISCOUNTS FOR EXPORTS ONLY"’ 
READ IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND PUBLISHED IN THE RECORD OF 
MAY 20-—-AN ATTEMPTED DENIAL FAILS UTTERLY—THE FACTS UNQUESTIONED 
AND UNCONTROVERTIBLE. 


The revelation made in the World of May 14 concerning the discounts granted 
by protected American manufacturers to foreign buyers has created a sensation 
throughout the country, and for the past week all the Republican organs have 
been engaged in explaining and denying. 

Mr. Lindquist’s report and the comparative tables published in the World 
were read in the House during the tariff debate, May 20, the World having sent 
copies to each member of Congress, and Mr, Suyser, of Ohio, attempted to 
make a denial on the authority of the Cleveland Leader, but found himself in 
® moment ina very deep hole, from which he was giad to crawl out. One of 
his colleagues rushed to the telegraph room and sent a dispatch to a widely 
known protected manufacturer in New York, asking him to telegraph a prompt 
and ringing denial. Within twenty minutes he received this reply from his 
corre-pondent 

“Of course we sell cheaper to foreigners than to Americans, 
tion for?”’ 

The sender of the dispatch, a protected manutacturer, who is not afraid of 
teliing the truth, not only sent this reply, but at the same time telegraphed the 
inquiry and his reply to a prominent Democratic member of the House to pre- 
vent any mistake about the facts if he should be misrepresented. The Repub- 


What is protec- 


1 The gag law and five- 
minute rule was applied to the Democrats. 


Every Republican newspaper that has touched this question has been ata 
great deal of pains to misrepresent it. The majority deny the facts én toto. 
fhe minority assert that the World quoted trade prices abroad and retail prices 
athome. The latter was the Cleveland Leader's assertion, and many Repub- 
lican papers have contented themselves with republishing the Leader's arti- 
cle, making no comment of theirown. The last number of the Engineering 
and Mining Journal disposes of the Leader and the Leader’s statements in a 
manner to make the editor of that Republican newspaper long for a foreign 


} consulship: 





Een 
SSS 


} though 


“* DISCOUNTS FOR EXPORT ONLY.’ 

‘In the House of Representatives, on the 20th instant, in the discussion of the 
tariff bill, Mr. Mansur, of Missouri, brought up the question of our manufact- 
urers selling their goods for export cheaper than they do tothe home trade, and 
he cited the Export Price List,issued every month with the Engineering and Min- 
ing Journal), in proof of the truth of his statement. Mr, Mansur, knowing the 
standing of this journal, naturally felt assured that the statements and figures 
published in our pages are absolutely correct and can be relied on; but Congress- 
man Smyser, of Ohio, with whose views these facts clashed, replied, quoting the 
Cleveland Leader to the effect that American manufacturers make lower dis- 
counts to the home trade than to the foreign, a statement which is so easily dis- 


- | proved that the Cleveland Leader can not be ignorant of the fact. 


* We reeently received a letter from the head of the chief protection organ- 
ization in this country asking in the most naive manner whether it is actually 
true that greater discounts are given to the export trade than to our home buy- 
ers; and, ifso,the reasons why. It would seem, therefore, that among the ultra 
protectionists there is a large and convenient amount of ignorance on a subject 
which we had supposed was so well known as to call for no special comment, 


| and which, in fact, isso well known thatthe regular monthly publication ot 


the fact,and of the actual export prices of our manufacturers, as given in the 
Engineering and Mining Journal, has never been questioned or controverted, 
we have had frequent letters from some manufacturers objecting to our 
letting the home trade know the prices and discounts at which they sell ‘for 


| export only.’ 


“In order to confirm the confidence which Mr. Mansur has shown in our 
statements, on receipt of the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD of 2Ist instant, contain- 
ing the report of these speeches, we had a few of the most important manu- 
facturing concerns, with offices in this city, interviewed, and we give here 
briefly the substance of what they say. The names are withheld, though we 
forward them to Mr, Mansur for his satisfaction. They are all firms of high 
standing, the largest concerns of their classes, and their statements are coally 
verified, , 

“The manager of a very prominent iron works said : 

“*We manufacture exclusively engines and boilers; we, of course, make a 
discount for export. As an illustration: The 2-horse-power engine on the 
first page ot our catalogue is listed at $700. Our lowest price for the same to 
dealers or wholesale honses of any kind in this country is $525 net; our ex- 
port price for the engine is $495 nét. Our export discount ranges from 2} to 7} 
per cent. better than the home trade, according to the size of the engines.’ 

* One of the very largest exporting firms, who manufacture silver-plated ware, 


mi We allow an export discount of 60, 10, and 5 from our list. The best home 
discount we ever give is 50,15,and 10 percent. This, however, is only on large 
orders.’ 

“Another of our large silver-plate manufacturers, who does a very large ex- 
port business, says: 

“ *Our export discount is 50,10, and 5 per cent. Our home discount is 50 per 
cent. Wesometimes allow an extra 5 per cent., but only witha few firms.’ 

“A slate-manufacturing concern, doing a very large business, says: 

***Of course we have special export discounts. (See ‘*‘ Export Discounts ”’ 
stamped on outside of our catalogue.)’ 

“The catalogue shows these ‘export discounts’ to be from 33} to 50 per cent. 
and on large lots 5 per cent. more. P 

‘One of the largest cutlery companies in the country,doing a good export 
business, says: 7 ‘ 

“* We. of course, make a considerable difference in the discounts on export 
trade. We object, however, to giving you our home discounts, as they fluctuate.’ 

“The export discounts in this case are 4 per cent. greater than those to the 
home trade, and the firm writes: ‘ Prices are for export only.’ 

‘‘A large fancy hardware house writes: 

** *Oertainly we make a difference on export trade. Our discounts, however, 
fluctuate so much that we will have to make a list out for you.’ 

“A very important hardware house answers: 

“* Lowest price at which we sell goods, class A or net, we allow for export a 
discount of 10 per cent.; upon all other goods we allow 33} per cent. for export 
and 25 per cent, to large home dealers.’ 

“One of the largest exporting manufacturers of paints and varnishes makes 
the following very important statement. We may say that the heads of this 
concern are, or were at the time of the last Presidential election, very strong 
Republicans and protectionists, Their political and politico-economical views 
appear to have been very greatly modified by the practical working of the 
trust-protection policy now in force and by the threatened increase in the 
tariff: 

“* We used to make a discount for export higher than for the home trade, but 
the trusts have completely destroyed the export trade in paints and varnishes. 
To give an idea of the injury trusts have done us you will readilysee. Linseed 
oil to-day is selling in England at 34 cents per gallon; we are paying 62 cents 
per gallon to the trust. This is a difference of 80 per cent. in favor of the En- 
glish manufacturer. White lead is sellingin England at 4 cents per pound; we 
are paying 6} net, making a difference of 60 per cent. against us. © can not 
buy our oilin England, as there isa tariff of 25 cents per gallon on oil; thus, 
with freight, insurance, and other charges, it bri the price of oil the slight- 
est fraction over the price charged by the trust. y are now talking of rais- 
ing the tariff on linseed-oil, This will enable the trust to again raise their price 
on it. 

‘**4s an illustration of the injury this trade is receiving, we can assure you that 
if the MeKinley bill were to , and could be guarantied to us for ten years, 
we could make thousands of dollars each year by removing our plant to Eng- 
land, manufacturing thereand importing the goods; indeed, at the present time 
there are many articles that we can buy, paying all charges of importation, and 
put into our show-rooms at less money than we can manufacture. This is par- 
ticularly true in the case of chrome yellow and other preparations in which 
white lead and linseed-oil are ingredients. Before the formation of the lead 
and linseed-oil trusts we were exporting these goods.’ 

“A manufacturer's agent, exporting agricultural teols, handles, etc., says : 

«Phe difference between home and ey port discounts in this line ranges from 
7} to 15 per cent,’ 

“A watch manufacturing company says: ‘ . 

“* The difference between home and export price is about 15 per cent. 

“This com y threatened to withdraw their advertisement from the Engin- 
ecring and Mining Journal because we quote their export discount in papers 
that circulate in the United States. A tool company which makes picks, ham- 
mers, etc.— 


+ 
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** Refuse absolutely to give the Engineering and Mining Journal an advertise suestion nobody’s patr r wD , 
ment as long as it continues to publish their export discounts, ym heve levisiatine for 2 ’ f 
*“The agent for a blower-manufacturer says they— a + 
“*Givea discount on al! of their goods of 1 yand 5 per cent. forexport, wheres 7 my 3 | ileg 
they only give 10 per cent. for home trade fe in the x of 
“& company manufacturing water motors, hammers, etc., makesthe follow ull individua ida 
discounts: : : . it etn, Sm: OD 
***On water motors, allow 40 per cent. for export, 30 per cent. for home 5 t hat is the 1 ik 
on hammers, 40 per cent. for export and 20 per ee nt xr home trade sia 1 I am prov t 
tools, they give 30 and 35 per cent. for export, only 20 per ce for me trade ia sO com 2 - 
“a manufacturer of packing writes us: a mtaag! 3 lf 
“ «The very bottom home price on packing is 40 cents net per pound an rests as again \ | 
best for export 38 cents, the list in both cases being 75 cents per p 1. the othe ’ 1 ' saiien 
These examples could be multiplied indefinitely and are merely ted it enenin ao z - 
firmation of what “every one knows:” that ourmanufacturers sell goods ** fi pein it i = ; r di 
e. rt” cheaper than to the home trad« Che fact is indisputable. i vi we lmpr i ) I 9 
ill it be surprising if the people of this country, who are imposed up putting up the ’ 
ff-protected trusts and who are taxed so enormously through th per these enormous bra 
ions of a war tariff, some day arise and sweep the whole protective po e ee 1a , i a} 
away without considering the incalculable injury that this sudden change of | 1t more al uit to I iral 
conditions will bring upon many important industries? of the United States Ho 
The Republican editor or speaker who attempts to further monkey with this | ., a6 nursning now 
mestion or who tries to delude the Republican voter with misrepresentations | "~ “" parsall oe 3 , 
this particular subject may wish he had never been born asthe Journal | are men, like ourselves, a iated 
gays, the facta published in the World have never been questioned or contro- | interest, looking out their 1 
verted, and never will be questioned or controverted. by t protected manu T have before 1 aes: evetraael ' the ; , be, t 
facturers, although they may be denied by the apologists whom they hire t ae va : ee aes : : 7 
misrepresent the facts and delude the publix in le interest oi f ittie-raise { the Unite 
Since the article of May 14 was prepared Mr. Lindquist has succeeded in \ h pape 1 r] “ ¥ ' ' 
taining from South America copies of the Export Price List sent to foreign cou protectionists I know of | naper ' ’ ( : Wy) 
tries with each copy of the American Mail and Export Journal, not a copy of | * ‘ - = out atch gy bed in oO \ 
which is permitted to remain in this country or to be seen by any America { was lately making a plea! the beef int ‘ 
and the second chapter of this exposure will be more crushing than . first clad to sav that this 1 ' 4 
—— think he is an ab 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I should like to make this matter as cleat it ‘ 
to other Senators as itisto me. The salient point in that statement He , 
of the editor of the Engineering and Mining Journal is that there is a 
difference between the discount allowed to foreign trade and the d : ‘ 
count to the consumers in the United States, even to the middlemen x 
~ . 1 re it < 
that they sell to the foreigners cheaper than they do to our own peo- , a o 
le; that they conceal this fact; and that some of these manufacturers cs oa panne ; 
oe withdrawn their advertisements from that paper because these had cha mn 
: ; ; 
facts have been made public. a me eeeren ef enehs tion of American lard hac 
But it has beensaid here that this was all a mistake; that there was | Under the circumstances, M eee Went 
no difference between discounts to foreign and domestic consumers of | meet with any concessions at : 


. ’ . . . 1 ; 1 voiced by the loption of tl ta ao that th - 1e€ ib no r of ; 
these articles. The Senator from Michigan said the other day that | *°' : ee oo nsec yn of an 


. ps “ i ang the a ( nm t tow 
South America bought these articles at the very same prices at which product of the Am h A word dropped M ‘ 
they are sold to American consumers. A gentleman in New York \ licate that further ne at tw 





odification of the 


saw that statement sent mea copy of the Engineering and Mining 


oO wreply s too indetiniteto rest y ase ANCE Or 
Journal of June 7, 1890, and I want to call the attention of Senators a ae + tke tril? levisiat ye he ia, ee ; 
who are disposed to see the truth about this whole matter to this ad- | atives, would be let A 
vertisement. Here isan advertisement, accompanied by a photographic | *°!! ae 5 Ce eee 
picture, reading in this way: Se he ec daeitinte feo ecuened eae 
Gaskets. Corrugated copper. Price,2 cents persquare inch, les | ent ivowals of retaliation as th ro rr it 
discount for home trade, bring out in strong relief the di ty « > cla t ) oducts a 
Now mark this: CT enn ee ine 
Less 60 per cent discount for export trade, . claim that } n is based eit rad t ection t 
I should like to see how Senators can get around that. — aa Wheseres ; Ceci sg erates lenge yp netinte nem f Saeed iy mete ig 
Mr. ALDRICH. What is the name of the party ? tariff duties it is distinctly stated that pt ; of | . 
Mr. VEST. The name of the party is not given, and it is given in | American industries, and no assussin-like atta 
hardly any-of these cases, because, as the Engineering and Mining | Horitts “TP tne Atmociona Haley fe onthucine it tea 
Journal states, these arrangements are made with the manufacturer to | frankness a 
sell to foreigners at the prices they furnish to him, and, as a matter of oss the sea 
course, he is not putting in this advertisement here for amusement, as Mr. President. it may be that it is a pretext nah 
he says, and he will go into a court of justice and swear toit. He (overnment that the products of th an. ho 
makes arrangements with the agents of the manufacturers, the terms it I read this to show that Fran 1 
are fixed, and then he advertises that any foreigner can, through the | tariff legislation to go into legislation favoring this count 
Engineering and Mining Journal, obtain the articles at the prices | mercial intercourse. We must show them . 
. i ispicion, that every hog and every pound lard 1 bacon we send 
Now, Mr. President, I will undertake with the Senator from Rhode | fyom this country shall be absolutely free from d id 
Island to make myself personally responsible that if he and I write to | ane yet it would not {acilitate il t ' 
the editor of this paper, that editor will give the Senator the name of | make this commercial war upon the 1 f 
‘ this manufacfurer; and I will undertake, under any sort of bond, for We are in exactly the same LW regia ( 
any reasonable amount that I can give, to establish before any court | [t may be a pretense upon tl rtof th 
of justice that this advertisement is authorized, and that I can buy as | declare that the beef from Am : is unsound, and t 
@ foreigner at 60 per cent discount, and that the Senator from Rhode way to find proof of the « ’ 
i Island will, as an American citizen, get no more than 30 per cent. dis- | United States. in orde 
count. we wereto! ix these iron 1 \ i eacn a 


Now, so far as human testimony is capable of going, I think that | ex¢} 
settles the question. From the advertisement itself and from the ad- | and Enola; 
‘ vertisements of 156 manufacturers that I have exhibited here—and I | }, er} 
have the papers to show it—these discounts range from 10 per cent. 
up to 70 per cent. of difference between what the American « 

the articles for and what the foreigner can buy them for. 
One minute more, and I shall be done with this subject, unless ot 





10UY | in which— 


t rrest 
proof is necessary, and if it is I will tryto furnishit. Jl understand that ‘ sent in relation 
We are now attempting, through the State Department and by legisla- | 7 ee: 


tion on the part of Congress, to extend cur commercial transactions | interested in pres 
abroad, to open up foreign couniries to American products, and espe- | ©! on { gen 
cially our agricultural products. Sir, lam anAmerican. There is not 7 In nn 6 Cian a ' ; 
a drop of blood in my body nor has there been a drop of blood in any | ernment w lity t 


nmer WW uire America 

of my people for two hundred years, so far as I know, that is not | fre modify re Tules go ! 

American. I have not one single element of sympathy with amy for- | G.oct jretein woe Deen eee a 
eign interest whatever. I believe in honest and just legislation. I | the fiscal systems of oth« ‘ 





: 
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table notice of a motion that as the American tariffs will inflict great injury 
upon the trade of Sheffield and upon British traders and artisans generally the 
Hour onsider whether a free market ought to be longer given to the compet- 
ing products of a foreiga Siate which puts a prohibitory tariff on British goods, 
(‘onservative cheers 

It will be seen from this that the government evaded Mr, Vincent's question 
entirely; but the mere fact that such an inquiry has been made indicates that 
ultimately it may be necessary for Mr, Blaine to extend his late Pan-American 
reciprocity arguments to the English trade 


‘ uf 


‘ow, Mr. President, in direct antithesis to these statements is the 
late jubilant utterance of the author of this bill, Mr. MCKINLEY, when 
he received a renomination for Congress and when he pointed to the 
tone of the British press in regard to the McKinley bill, as it is termed, 
as the best proof that that bill ought to be enacted. When he said that 
because it did not please Hnglishmen it ought to please Americans, 
Mr. McKINLEY, in my judgment, uttered the most narrow-minded and 
bigoted partisan statement that could possibly be conceived by mortal 
man. Ihave no respect for the statesmanship that would shut us out 
from commercial intercourse with the rest of the world. I believe in 
people protecting their own interests, but I do not believe in this Chi- 
nese policy that would shut us, and especially the farmers of the United 
States, away from the markets of the world. 

Mr. Blaine talks about reciprocity now with South America, when 
he, as an intelligent man, must know that the South American repub- 
lics are to-day and each day becoming our great rivals in agricultural 
exports. He knows that three-fourths of the exports of this country 
are agricultural and that an immense majority of them go to Great 
Britain. And yet we are told by the junior Senator from Maine | Mr. 
FRYE], in explaining the policy of the present Administration, that 
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we can have reciprocity with South America, but we can not have it | 
with Great Britain because Great Britain is our great rival as to manu- | 


factured products. 

Where shall we gell our wheat and corn and barley except in Great 
Britain? England is to-day a great factory. Her agricultural interest 
is comparatively nothing. She must have our wheat, our corn, our 
beans, and our potatoes. We can not sell them in South America, be- 
cause the Argentine Republic, as I know from detailed examination 
made by nyself in the course of my duties upon the committee with 
regard to the beef interests of the United States, is day by day becom- 
ing our great rival, both as to cattle and agricultural products, cereals 
and others, So far from our finding a market in South America, we 
shall find rivals there. And yet we stand dagger in hand and assail 
everything that comes from Great Britain, and every man who protests 
against this policy is marked down, of course, as being in the British 
interest and opposed to those of the American people! But no such 
contemptible conduct shall deter me from doing my duty here as | 
see it. 

I stand here as representing an agricultural State, and demand of the 
American Congress that it shall so legislate as to treat our people hon- 
estly and justly. In their behalf I protest against this system that 
shuts them out from the markets of the world in order to enable the 
manutfacturers of the United States to charge us from one-third to twice 
as much for their manufactures as they do to foreigners. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me one mo- 
ment to say a word in reply to the Senator from Missouri? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Louisiana yield ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The issue raised by the Senator from Missouri is 
entirely aside from any question fairly involved in the bill under con- 
sideration. The charge made by that Senator is that certain exporters 
or manufacturers of machinery sell their products for consumption in 
the United States at a higher price than when sold for exportation. 

Now the substantial accuracy of that statement can only be ascer- 
tained by a careful examination as to the relative quality of the articles 
sold in each case and of the circumstances under which sales were 
made. So far as lam concerned, the statement, whether true or not, 
would not influence my action or vote upon any item of this bill. 

To sustain the charge anonymous statements are read, sometimes in 
the form of interviews, sometimes in the form of printed advertise- 
ments, and sometimes in other forms. Whenever any name has been 
mentioned in this connection, in every single instance it has brought 
a prompt and emphatic denial. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will pardon me, I challenge—I use 
the word in a friendly sense, not offensively—a denial of the facts 
stated by me the other day in regard to the Northampton Catlery Com- 
pany, thatit was selling its goods cheaperabroad thanat home. There 
has been no denial. I said then that if it was denied I would be pre- 
pared to substantiate it by evidence which Senators on the other side 
would not dispute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in what I wassaying I had special 
reference to the statements made by the Senator from Missouri; I had 
not in mind at that time the statement in regard to the Northampton 
Cutlery Company. I have not heard from that company. But I re- 
peat that in every case brought to the attention of the parties interested 
a denial has been entered. 

One of the names used by the Senator from Missouri was some firm 
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by the name of Allen & Co., in New York, who deny the published 
charge in regard to their selling-prices. This is also true ot the Ann 
Arbor Agricultural Company, from whom the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] received a telegram a day or two ago, which, in 
his opinion and I think in the opinion of every Senator who heard the 
statement, furnished a singularly definite and clear denial of the state- 
ments made by the Senator from Missouri. 

Now, as bearing upon the question of the prices obtained for exported 
plows, I ask that a letter may be read, furnished me by Mr. EvAns, of 
the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Secrttary read as follows 
Chattanooga Plow Company, manufacturers chilled plows, plow repairs, cané- 

mills, evaporators, and furnaces. Newell Saunders, president; C.D. Mitchell, 

secretary and treasurer. | 
CHATTANOOGA, TENN., August 23, 1890. 


Dear Sin; Your inquiry of the 2ist received. Our foreign trade is with Mex- 
ico, Prices on implementsin the United States are governed by cost and com- 
petition between manufacturers. Foreign prices are our home prices plus the 
difference in freight and cost of conducting business. Our net prices on plows, 


| cane-mills, and everything we make, free on board cars at our factory, are pre- 


cisely the same to home and foreign customers. But the prices to farmers 
abroad are always higher than to farmers in the United States. 
Chattanooga cane-mills which we sell here for $24, $36, and $48, cost delivered 


| in city of Mexico $72, $98, and $145 and are retailed there at $100, $150, and $200, 


Chattanooga plows,on which the proportion of freight to cost is not so great, 
we price retail as foliows 





Number— ee Mexico 
2 $4. 00 . 00 
a a ca 6.00 12,00 
Nea ei Om abt 8.00| 16.00 
35 9.00 18.00 





Afier deducting the discount on Nexican money,this leaves the Mexican 
farmers paying an average of 75 per cent. more for their implements than our 
home farmers pay. 

Yours, very respectfully 
NEWELL SAUNDERS, 
President Chattanooga Plow Company. 
Hon. H. Clay Evans, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. VEST. Who has ever said anything about the Chattanooga 
Plow Company? I never heard of it and never mentioned the name. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the trouble about this matter, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The Senator does not mention names, and we have to bring 
such evidenee as we can from people who are engaged in the business, 
If the Senator will not furnish names we have to do the best we can. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have made a proposition to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, which I will repeat: I will putup any amount 
he says, to be forfeited it I do not show that every advertisement in 
these papers is genuine and authorized. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is to prevent the Senator from Missouri from 
giving the names of the parties and publishing them to the world ? 

Mr. VEST. Because I have not their names, but these parties state 
that they are authorized to name them. I will undertake to do more 
than that, Mr. President. I will undertake to buy through the Engi- 
neering and Mining Journal, or through the New York World, which 
docs the same sort of business, for any foreigner, at the prices named in 
these advertisements, the articles named. I will put up this penalty, 
and pay it if the Senator from Rhode Island can buy them for Ameri- 
can consumers at the same prices. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is aside from the question, Mr. President. 
That is not the point at all. If the persons making these charges are 
responsible, if what they say is correct, there is certainly no reason why 
they should not tell us in broad daylight who these people are that are 
doing this terrible thing, in order that we may verity their statements. 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, the editor of the Engineering and 
Mining Journal in his letter which has been read, and which, of course, 
the Senator from Rhode Island did not hear, goes on to state that one 
of the conditions under which he is made the agent or authorized to 
sell these goods is that he shall not make public the names of the par- 
ties, and he says that some of them have withdrawn their advertise- 
ments because he made public their names. They did not want the 
American farmers to know that they are being robbed. Why do not 
the Ann Arbor people appear here if the statement made with refer- 
ence tu them is untrue? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Missouri yiel 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr, VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, originally when thisdiscussion com- 
menced, as I recollect, it was asserted, or argued at least, that the dif- 
ference between the domestic or American price and the foreign price 
was the discount mentioned in these advertisements. Does the Seh- 
ator still hold to that opinion ? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course; the foreign price is that much 
less than the American price. 

Mr. HISCOCK. A difference of 45 or 50 per cent. 
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Mr. VEST. These various discounts I have named. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then you claim that the differences between the 
prices at which these goods go to the American jobber or w holesale 
dealer and to the foreign dealer are the discounts which are mentioned 
in these advertisements ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; substantially. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You will notice that the letters— 

Mr. VEST. I say here, and I can prove it anywhere— 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; itisnota matterof assertion or bluffing about 
it one way or the other. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody is bluffing. I sayI can prove it; that is all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well, I understand you to say that. Now, 
what I want to get at is precisely what you claim. 





a difference of 4, 5, or 10 cents; I think the highest you gave was 14 
cents. 

Mr. VEST. Much higher than that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not remember. 
than that ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. WhatI heard or noticed, I think, was fourteen. | 
mean in these interviews. I am not talking in reference to your ad- 
vertisements, but with reference to the interviews which you read, and 
which had been inclosed to youin a letter. 

Mr. VEST. 
views. If the Senator from New York will permit me, I will state 
what I said, if he will not put any words in my mouth. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not trying to put any words in your mouth; 
Iam merely getting at the contention. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I want. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I can understand very well how an 
American manufacturer, for the purpose of extending his market and 
sending his products abroad, for the purpose of introducing them to 
another market, might make a discount of from 5 to 10 or, perhaps, 
even 15 per cent.; but I can not understand how he can make a dis- 
count of from 25 to 55, or 60 or 624 per cent., and I want to know pre- 
cisely what the contention is. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, my contention is simply that American 
citizens can not buy as cheaply from these manufacturers as a foreigner 
can buy, and that the difference in price is the difference in discounts 
named in these advertisements. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘That is precisely what I wanted to know. 

Mr. VEST. And we are asked now to believe—or else the Senator 
from Rhode Island has said nothing at all—that these advertisements 
are anonymous and irresponsible, ace put in these papers simply for 
amusement, and that they are not cadiesiaad: and we are asked to be- 
lieve this in absolute contradiction of the statements of the editor of the 
Engineering and Mining Journal. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I do mot understand that the editor 
any where asserts that the difference between the American price to the 
same class of purchasers and the toreign price is the discount mentioned 
in these advertisements. 

Mr. VEST. That is exactly what it does say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr, President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the Senator from Texas ? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the statement to be that it may be 
the difference between the listed price to the retailer, what is called 
the retail price—that it is a discount off from that price; but I do not 
understand that the statement is anywhere made that that is a differ- 
ence made to the same class of purchasers. 

Mr. VEST. There is nothing said about wholesale or retail in these 
advertisements; and the Engineering and Mining Journal says a man 
can buy one plow or can buy five hundred at this price, if he is a for- 
eigner. There is no distinction between retail and wholesale. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I would like to ask—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senztor from Missouri rield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 5 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri how this trans- 
action which he describes differs from the transaction which has been 
over and over again avowed by high English authorities 2s the method 
of England in getting possession of foreign markets ? 

I remember once reading and quoting Lord Brongham’s description 
of the method by which English capital got possession of foreign mar- 
kets—by putting their surplus products into the foreign markets a4 
very low prices in order to bring down the prices of the foreign manu- 


You say they gave highei 





facturers. I remember also another very high English authority,.whom | pendency of the Mills bill one of the largest woolen-clothing manu- 
I once quoted at a meeting of Boston merchants, describing that «xact 


process by which England was enabled to bring down prices, with special 
reference to American markets. They began by taking their surpius 
and putting it there, at a low price, so that no American could com- 
pete with it in the American market. Now, how does this happen to 


I do not know the exact figures stated in those inter- | 


Does the Senator from Missouri yield | 
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| differ from that process? The object of 2 tariff is to prot gainst 
that method. 

Mr. VEST Mr. President, whenever any English merchant man 
ufacturer asks Great Britain to give him a protective duty and then 
charges the foreigner less than he d own people, he is guilty of 
the very same crime, for it is nothing else. He is robbing the pcople 
of his own country in order to extend |! n trade. I donot under 
stand that the English manufacturers o1 rchants are doing that 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, is that quite cl Here is a man es 
tablished in business, and he is supplying the markets of hisown coun 


| kets of another country where there are some manufa 
The letter read | 
here this morning indicates that these dealers are accustomed to make | 


| stand how it is any more or less a crime, whether it is in a p 


try with anumber of things. He want ssion of the mar 


ictures of thesame 
k his surplus and put it there perhaps at a mach 
less price than he can furnish it in his own country; or he has a sur 
plus which, without his consent, he has left on his hands, and hetakes 
t 
‘ 


to get pos 


ind, He will take 


1 
hat and dumps it abroad for whatever he can get, putting it in at 
ost, near cost, or below cost, as the case may be 

Now, I can not understand, myself, with great respect to the honor 

able Senator from Missouri, how that is a crime, and I can not under 

tected 
or in a free-trade country. It does not hurt the domestic consumer at 
all, and in the end, if the manufacturer succeeds in getting hold of the 
foreign market, it enlarges his business, in the end the domestic price 
comes down by reason of the smaller relative c 
actions are managed than small trar 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President-— 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Massachusetts will delay until I 
answer his colleague [ should be glad, although I would just as lief 
answer the whole state at once. 

I simply want to say to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR} 
that if these manufacturers will dump their surplus money on the 
farmers of the West they can do what they please with the remainder 
of the market. But what I object to is that theyand tho middlemen 
should charge my constituents $18 for a plow that they sell in South 
America for $9. It is no excuse to tell me that they are trying to gef 
a foreign market. I say they ought to sell for a reasonable profit first 
to their American fellow-citizens, and especially when agriculture isin 


st at which great trans- 


ictions. 


a depressed condition in the United States, as it is now. 


} 
| 
| 


Mr. HOAR. 
question. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not that precisely the same crime that was com 
mitted by the vineyard-owner who employed those who came to work 
at the eleventh hour and oaid them at the same rate as he paid those 
who came at the third and sixth hour? 

Mr. VEST. I do not care about going into a scriptural analysis of 
this question just at this moment, though I am ready to do that with 
the Massachusetts gentleman whenever the proper time comes 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dos 
to the Senator from Texas ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
ator from Texas twice. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, yesterday I offered an amendment 
to the pending tariff bill and requested that it be printed. I now find 
that it requires to be changed, and I therefore desire to introduce an 
other amendment and ask that it be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator fix 
the amendment he now submits be printed as 
vious amendment offered by him. 
jection. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. VEST. I now yield to the Senato 
DAWES] to ask a question. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I have always understood that one of 
the purposes of a protective tariff was to protect the American producer 
against this very precise thing of a foreign producer waiting his oppor- 
tunity to get our market below cost, and thereby either breaking down 
or stopping the American production. That is one of the purposes, as 
I nnderstand, of a protective tariff. When he undertakes to do that 
he is obliged to pay the duty himself and the tax, of which we have 
heard something here and with reference to which our friends on the 
other side omit to describe what they mean, whether 
producer or upon the consumer. 

Now, the testimony which I have produced was this 


T should like to ask the Senator from Missouri another 


Senator from Missouri yield? 


the Senator from Missouri yield 


[ have already yielded the floor to the Sen- 


m Texas asks that 
a substitute for a pre- 
[t will be printed, if there be no ob- 


from Massachnusett 


[ Mr. 


a tax upon the 


During the 


facturers, if not the very largest, of this country, a man whose word 
would be taken anywhere and everywhere by everybody who knows 
him, told me that but a few weeks before in the city of New York 
he was presented with an invoice by an importer of woolen goods at 
such a low price as, from his personal knowledge of what it cost to 
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produce abroad, as well as at home, astonished him, and he, at con- 
fiderable pains, with the help of associates, bought the entire invoice, 
and when he gave his check for it he asked the importer how it was 
that he was able to manufacture abroad the goods named in that in- 
voice at that cost, and the importer told him that he did not manu- 
facture at that cost, but that it cost him a great deal more; and then, 
in reply to the question, ‘‘Why do you sell it below cost?’’ the answer 
was: ‘‘ For two reasons. I have supplied my home market; I have 
this on hand over and above the demand ; it is better for me to sell it 
much below what it cost us than it is to keep it; and for the further 
reason that every yard of it which is put into your market takes the 
place of a yard manufactured by your people, and the more I can put 
in your market the more I get possession of it at the expense of your 
own manufacturers,’’ 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have heard all that before; I have 
heard it from the Senator. He says it now about as well as he did be- 
fore. It is the same interview and the same thing, asurplus stock that 
was run into this market and was sold off under an emergency. That 
does not affect the question at issue here. 

You may go into any of the large mercantile establishments, even 
that of my respectable friend, Mr. John Wanamaker, of Philadelphia, 
the Postmasier-General, and you will find what they call a bargain- 
counter, You will find the same thing at the Palais Royal here in 
Washington and at other large establishments. It is the counter where 
there are the odds and ends of surplus stock and things that have gone 
out of tashion, and they are put off at greatly reduced prices, often less 
than they cost to manufacture. But what would you think of one of 
these gentlemen who would put up those articles for sale at one counter 
to foreigners at 5 cents and at another counter for sale to Americans 
at 10 cents? How long ought such a condition as that to last and 
how long would it last ? 

Here is what they are doing, however. You go to the Ann Arbor 
manufacturing establishment and ask for a plow and they will tell you 
that the price is $15 at retail. You go to the retailer to whom they 
have sold and he will tell you the price is $18, and show you the ad- 
yertisement. And yet they admit that they sell the same plow abroad, 
or at any rate delivered free on board at New York, for $9. That is 
what we complain of. If they would put their surplus stock on the 
American market first orif they would even sell agricultural tools to 
the Americans at the same price, I would not be here attacking the 
system. but they will not sell to American citizens at the same price 
as to foreigners. It has been tried over and over again. As soon asa 
man is branded as an American he must pay double price. They say 
they do not take it from you directly, but that they sell it tothe mid- 
dleman and he takes it under the cover of theadvertisement. Is there 
any analogy between that and the case stated by the Senator from 
Massachusetts who last spoke ? 

Here is a system of manufactures that has existed for many years, 
not a surplus stock of old-fashioned articles, but for patented agricult- 
ural implements, and I bring here a photograph of the articles, with 
the patent mark upon them, showing that they are new and necessary 
agricultural implements sold in America. 

I read here the other day from the testimony of Mr. Emerson, a 
manulacturer of saws in Pittsburgh, Pa., who says he makes a busi- 
ness from year to year of paying 15 per cent. duty to get into the Cana- 
dian market, and then sells his large saws 15 per cent. less to the Cana- 
dian than he does to the American, and makes money by it. I can 
read the testimony again if desired. It is found in the volume of tes- 
timony taken by the Committee on Ways and Means of the House in 
1888. 

Here is the firm of Disston & Sons, of Philadelphia, that to-day have 
a systematic and regular trade in saws allover the world. They con- 
trol the English market, and they sell their saws there to the English- 
men cheaper than to Americans. Why? Because they have bought 
up all the saw establishments in the United States and now control the 
American market and can fix the price to suit themselves. 

Just as soon as they go into an open and unprotected market they 
are bound to sell cheaper to the foreigner than the American. What 
did Mr. Farquhar, of York, Pa., say? What is protection for? It is 
a condition within which they can operate to suit themselves upon 
everything inside, but when they get outside they have to fight in the 
unprotected markets of the world for their trade. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wili the Senator from Louisiana yield to mea 
moment? 

Mr, GIBSON, I will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri understands as well as 
I that the method which he proposes for the investigation of this sub- 
ject is entirely impracticable. Neither he nor I can spend our time to 
the extent of four or five days, perhaps, going to New York to investi- 
gate the matter, and he also knows as well as I that the testimony 
which he submits here would not be seriously considered in any court 
of justice in christendom for a moment. He depends entirely, as I 
said before, upon anonymous statements or newspaper interviews. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Rhode Island want the editor of 
the Engineering and Mining Journal—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. He does not furnish a name. 
Mr. VEST. He states facts here on his own responsibility. 
Mr. ALDRICH. He has no responsibility, because he is not a party 
implicated. Now, I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that he should 
| stop reiterating these statements two or three times a day or else he 
| should furnish the names of the parties. 
Mr. VEST. Ido not expect to satisfy the Senator from Rhode Island 
| even if I should produce here one from thedead. I have not theslight- 
est idea I could do so. I am talking now to people who are disinter- 
ested about this matter. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator had more facts he would have more 
| foundation for his argument. 
Mr. VEST. I have them. 
Mr. ALDRICH. You do not furnish them to the Senate if you have. 

Mr. VEST. No; I did not furnish them to the Senator. Nothing 
would satisfy him. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to paragraph 
| 246. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana offers an 
amendment, which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. Strike out paragraph 246, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Rice, cleaned, 2 mon pound; rice, uncleaned, 1} cents pound; paddy, 
1 cent per pound; rice-flour, rice-meal,and broken rice which will passthrough 
a sieve known commercially as No. 12 wire sieve, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mir. President, I understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in charge of the bill has stated to the Senate 
that the amendment I offer will be acceptable to the Finance Commit- 
tee. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], however, says he is dis- 
posed to accept any amendment that is designed to protect this in- 
dustry. . 

1 will say, Mr. President, that if I had my own way in the matter 
I should prefer that the existing law should stand. The tariff rate on 
rice in 1864 was 24 cents per pound; it was reduced in compliance 
with the views and recommendations of the Tariff Commission in 1883 
to 2} cents a pound; and it now stands at 2}cents per pound. I should 
prefer, as I stated at the outset, that the existing law should remain 
in force, and as I know that it will be utterly impossible to get any 
amendment through the Senate which is not accepted by the Finance 
Committee of this body, I must content myself, therefore, with the 
amendment which I now have the honor to offer, placing the duty at 
2 cents per pound. 

We all know the Finance Committee represented by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] controls absolutely the rates on every 
schedule. I have had great difficulty in inducing that committee to 
accept the amendment I offered. Its acceptance relieves mefrom the ne- 
cessity of detaining the Senate by any protracted discussion of the rela- 
tion of this industry to the revenues of the country; but I think it 
would not be uninteresting if I were to give a brief history of this in- 
dustry, if I were to state what its present condition is in respect of pro- 
duction, importation, exportation, and consumption. 

In the early history of the country, as we find it established in the 
provinces of Carolina and Georgia, Doctor McCulloh tells us in his Dic- 
tionary of Commerce and Navigation that there were produced as early 
as 1720 about 9,000,000 pounds of rice in this country and that there 
were exported in 1772 from the colonies about 60,000,000 pounds. 


The following table shows the export of rice from the United States, begin- 
ning with 1791 and continued by decades to 1830, inclusive: 








| 
Years. Tierces. | Pounds. 


, 368, 
» 233, 
, 804, 
, 997, 
, 418, 








Beginning with 1840, the statistics, until then wanting in positive data as to 
production, become more instructive as they hecome more complete. The fol- 
lowing table exhibits the production, export,» .d home consumption in the dec- 
ades stated : 


Year. Pr duction. 


Pounds, Pounds. Pounds. 
ei atehahiies 80, $41, 422 | 60,996,000 | 19, 845, 422 
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1364-65... snsahiundinsheabds 11, 592, 600 | 44, 
1865-66... sesvestersesineeeessesse veceeeoe} 18,908,720 | 76,514,006 
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The prices of rice in the New York market, per poun i, were as follows in the | In the next epoch of the his f this industry. that 
months of January and July of this period : | civil war, it absolutely disappeared; there was little « Ly 
~ ; : . | in 18 rhout 12.000.000 pnonunds « nt after ' 
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Nore.—Both 1887-88 and 1888-89 were years of great floods; hence the de ~ the de t 1 ) 
The domestic production during the last year amounted to 137,255,- I doubt very much whe r in Georgia and South ¢ they 
600 pounds and the foreign rice imported amounted to 186,243,406 | make rice at the present price 
pounds. It will be observed that the imports have increased more | I will state here that about 12 per cent. of the cost of the produ 
rapidly than the domestic production within the last two years. of rice is in the milling of it it may fairly be stated to be a ma 
The development of this industry has increased very rapidly i 1 the | fa tured article 
State of Louisiana. I quote now from the statement of Mr. E mile Mr. President, I desire to call the att the Senate toa 
Dupré, a highly respected merchant of New Orleans, engaged in this | improvement that has been adopts - in t of Louisiana in har 
g | ; a" 
rice industry. He says in 1866 and 1867 the production ‘amounted to | vesting rice. I hold in my hand ac copy imes-Democ rat, a pap 
about 100,000 bushels of rough rice. That would amount to 2,700,000 | published in the city of Orleans, of date August 14, 1890, which 
: . 1d ; , rn , ’ 
pounds of clear rice. In 1877 it amounted to 50,000,000 pounds of | gives & very Interesting account of the arriv lof s a train of twenty-two 
cleaned rice. From 1877 to 1889 it gradually increased until now it is | carsdirect from Chicago loaded with rice harvesters and accompanied 
Se . } 


93,663,000 pounds of rice. We produce, he says, 3,112,000 bushels of 
roughrice. The present crop, he says, will largely exceed these figures 
When asked what the capacity of Louisiana to grow rice was, he re- 
plied: 

It is almost unlimited, for the territory is susceptible of growing rice 
calculate there are to-day 2,500 square miles in different parishes in South 
ern Louisiana susceptible of being cultivated for rice, out of wh 
1,600 square miles unfit for anything but rice and raising cattle. 

Mr. McKENNA, of the House, desired to know whether 
furnish all the rice consumed in this country. Mr. Dupré 


That would furnish all we could use, and I am satisfied that, } 
tion continues at the rate at which it has been coming in for tire last four ot 
years from Kansas, lowa, Michigan, and several of the North western States 
andthe consumption inereases in the same ratio, I would not be at all surprised 
if, in five years, we make 20,000,000 bushels of rough ric« 


In the State of Louisiana alone. 

Mr. President, the total domestic production for the ye: ’R9 
was 137,285,600 pounds, and of this Louisiana produced 93,663,000 
pounds, and I should not be surprised. if the crop in Lonisiana this y« 
equaled 125,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. President, it was stated this morning that rice was an agric ult- 
ural product. That is nota fact. An enlightened merchant of 
Orleans, Mr. F’. J. Ernest, in his remarks before the F 
tells us: 

In 1878 there were only six mills in the State of L 
of62 pounders, Pounders are mortars that beat the rice in and work t! in 
up. in 1890 we havetwenty-one mills with 212 pounders, instead of 62 por inde 
twelve years ago. Besides there are two mills ir 1 course of erection now. They 
have started the foundation of them, and they still increase the number of 


pounders to 32 more, which makes a total of 25 » yande rs for the crop of 
nst 62 pounders in 1878. That shows the rice industry has been large and 


crop hasincreased. Notwithstanding the present Guty on rice, we have 
in keeping the price of rice down to where it was before the war. 
Jee is just as cheap to-day as before the war, but we can sts oe no further cut 
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fact some of them can not make it at the-e prices. 


These old lands can not 
make rice at the present prices. 

















by a large party of gentlemen from the Northwest. This paper 
it isthe first solid train of thisclass of freight ever run south of the Ohio Rive 
and de ymnstrates ina practical manner the growth of the rice industry and t! 
l rose of Lu “1a t vol t! st appliances in the « t atio and di 
position of that wl é @ « eal It may, in fact, be said to inaugu 
era in rice plantir ‘ affords a solution of that most vat is pre 
rice ilture, how t ‘ ‘ Aliy b AATEC Scale 
Phe cars « o ] trans} t able consign f fr 1 
brand new, this tk tia ’ They a ot « 3, W m 
of 30 tons 
I train came ig i ago in ©. W. Lewis, o 
< vio W 3 met et ‘ 2 oO i 
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destination. 
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| had been soldto planters c Calca 1 Par t ) ! h 
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cu 1 rac jllie 1 iaeat ta a ua ; i ss trom rd 
by t ruse noto vas the ik eat erated 
vik v in i a ally re 1, Experiments with t 
| some time ago had 3 leds t at sults, and during i 
last vear’s cropa put one ly irveste iad i ) j 
planters of that section : Mr. Center said tha 
the machines were multiplying rapidly. and that his firm now 1 ers fr 
the towns of Crowley and sh for three cars additional! rh 
received subseq t to the departure of the mammoth alr ( 
marked that another sp al tra yould so ! tart t 
Superintendent Omer, of the So iP road, w 4 at 
attached to the special freight for t accomn ition of a f tlemen 
vho will accompany the t i to its des i In en « 
ed to the press representatives t I Cc, Vv g f 
ag of t i rhe sp t ave to-night : ‘ 
at Morg rded ‘ ass band, It is the ten of t 
I 16 ¢ th d clat ! I 
| Among t ; , attend are the following 
Prentiss, Profess Knapp, J Kelly, Professor ! n iH 
| Judg K Ed. Moore Reid, John R 44 b> er 
| A. J. Day, W. Y. Davis, F. B. ¢ g, John Holt, L. \ G 
bye P. 3. J. J. Thon ¥. D. Martin, W. W. Duson, J. D 
Audings, W.H. McKinstry, E. Vandenbaumen, W.H. L I i 
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Center, A. Durio, R. C. Snively, Judge Collum, H. C. Smith, Judge Rodgers, 
Wm, Sharp, J. C, Padget, and H.C, Drew. 

rhe rice-growing industry in Southwestern Louisiana has grown to an as- 
tonishing extent within the last five years. Five years ago the rice crop was 
harvested with sickle, 

Mr. 8. L, Cary, of the Southern Pacilic Railroad, is responsible for the state- 
ment that no lees than 400 self-binding harvesters were in use, and that this 
vear not less than 1,000 would be in the field. Five years ago 250 car-loads of 
rice were shipped to New Orleans over the Southern Pacific Railroad. Last 
year the shipments reached 1,000 cars, and this vear it is estimated that not less 
than 4,000 car-loads of rice will be shipped from southwestern Louisianato New 
Orleans over the Southern Pacific Railway. 

One firm of machinery men have sold in that section $35,000 worth of steam- 
thrashers, $35,000 worth of * twine binders,’ and $50,000 worth of other farm 
machinery and implements within the past year. 

The business at Jennings Station, for example, has grown trom $250 per 
month six years ago to $1,000 per month now. 

The population in Caicasieu and Acadia Parishes has greatly increased within 
the past five years, and the agsessed value of Calcasieu Parish has risen from 
$1,000,000 to $6,000,000, 

Five years ago 5 acres was considered a large rice-field. Now, rice-fields are 
found all the way up to 2,000 acres, owned by one individual. Last year, on 
450 acres, one rice planter made a profit of $10,000. This year, on 3,600 acres, he 
expects a net profit of $60,000, 

The shipments of rice from Crowley, La., in 1887, over the Southern Pacific 
Railway, were 3 car-loads; in 1838, 30 car-loads; in 1889, 28 car-loads. And 
Mr. Cary estimates that not less than 1,500 car-loads will cover the crop of 189). 

On the arrival of the train in New Orleans it was welcomed by many 
of the leading citizens. As it passed along from village to village it 
was greeted by the people inhabiting Southwestern Louisiana until it 
reached the village of Lake Charles, a beautiful town on the borders 
of the lake from which it takes its name. I quote now from the Lake 
Charles Commercial, a paper published in that town, an account of the 
demonstration which greeted this train and the gentlemen on it; of 
the persons who attended the banquet and the addresses that were 
made on the occasion, especially by Professor 8. A. Knapp and Judge 
Thomas Kleinpeter; the toasts that were drunk, showing the joy of 
the people at this development of a new industry in that part of the 
State. There were present at the banquet to the guests who came on 
the train the following leading citizens: 


Rey. G. B. Rogers, Hon, 8.0. Shattuck, and Messrs. Sol. Bloch, T. E. George, 
D. R. Swift, William Murray, J. T. Brooks, 0, M. Richard, W. H. Haskell, sr., J. 
H. Poe, D. B. Gorham, A. P. Pujo, Sam Kaufman, L. Kaufman, M. J. Rosteet, A. A. 
Wentz, Adoiph Meyer, Jos. Fournet, and others, of Lake Charles; Messrs. L. E. 
Robinson, O. Fulton, N. Prentice,George D. Moore, and P.L. Drury,of Welsh; 
Léon Viterbo, of Viterboville; William Carey, of the Jennings Reporter; C. B. 
Lewis, of the Crowley Signal; O.H. Simpson, of the Attakapas Vindicator; C. 
PD. Otis, of Shell Beach ; E. H. Vordenbaumen, of Lafayette; J. R. Province, trav- 
eling agent for the Deering Company, and others, 

The article describing the banquet closes as follows: 


We can safely say that no pleasanter affair has ever occurred in our midst; 
and we look upon this as the dawn of a new era of prosperity for Southwestern 
Louisiana, Whenever the West and South unite,the prosperity of the Union 
will be assured ; and we welcome this first important business shake of the 
hand given to our State by Chicago. 

Come South and get acquainted with this great country,and you will always 
receive such a hearty welcome that you will surely return in love with our be- 
loved South and enchanted by the hospitality of its warm-hearted citizens, 


Mr. President, this is 4n industry not on the scale of the old plant- 
ing industries in the South, but itis generally pursued by men of small 
means, by small farmers who own smal! farms, some 100 acres in ex- 
tent, others 250, and but few over 500acres, It isan industry in which 
the colored people engage, but not exclusively, because we have ascer- 
tained that in Louisiana it is a healthful pursuit. White men expose 
themselves to it with as much impunity as colored men. So it is an 
industry of the small white and colored farmers. Some of them have 
accumulated capital and are extending their farms. It is a beneficent 
industry in this country, because it diffuses population; it tends to 
withdraw from the cities, that are congested, the population, young men 
and young women, to build themselves independent homes in the 
country. 

Many of the leading people in this rice industry in Louisiana are 
from the Northwest, as this statement shows. They are coming in 
large numbers because the land is fertile, the climate is mild. No 
healthier country in the world exists than this country of Southwestern 
Louisiana, so beautifully described by Longfellow in his Evangeline. 
We have people there trom all parts of the earth. The borders of the 
Téche country were settled by the French and Spanish, and afterwards 
many came from New England—people from Massachuvetts, Maine, 
and Connecticut. There is a large infusion of people from Kentucky, 
Virginia, and the Carolinas. But more recently there is a large number 
of people, as I said before, who have settled there from the Northwest. 
It is an admirable population, intelligent, industrious, law-abiding 
and neighborly, independent, patriotic. The harvest season begins 
in August and continues during the month of September, when the 
earth soon becomes hard and we can drive reapers over it; so that we 
apply machinery successfully to the harvesting of rice, whereas from 
time immemorial it was cut down with the sickle. 

The observations of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] in re- 
spect to binding-twine are also very important tothe people of Loui- 
siana, That article ought to be put on the free-list. It will be used 
extensively in the rice harvests. — 

It might be an interesting question to ask, and if I were going into 
the subject at any length I should discuss that phase of it, whence comes 
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the competition that we are meeting in the rice industry in this coun- 
try? because it will be observed that we have lost control, so to speak, 
of the American market for the last two years, and the importations 
are steadily increasing. Under the present rate of 2} cents per pound 
the importations exceed the domestic production, whereas trom 1867 
until 1887 the domestic production exceeded the importations. 

Why is it that the importations of this article exceed the domestic 
production? We all know that the Suez Canal changed the order of 
the universe commercially, and that our competitors are Asiatics and 
East Indians on the other side of the world. Their production, instead 
of coming around the Cape in light sailing vessels, comes now in steam- 
vessels through the Suez Canal, and while in old times this product 
was sold on bills at six months, now bills at thirty days and sixty days 
serve the purpose. 

The element of labor is one that can never be disregarded in the dis- 
cussion of a tariff question. I have letters of our consuls before me 
and I will ask Jeave to insert them, but will not detain the Senate, be- 
cause I know how weary we all are after so long a session. The min- 
ister at Peking reports that the average wages of able-bodied young men 
are $12 per annum, with food, straw shoes, andtfree shaving. In Japan 
the wages are from $8.60 to 12.96 per annum, and in British India we 
fiud that the labor paid there is to the males about 6 cents a day, the 
females 14 cents, andthe children 1 cent. In Kurnal the highest per- 
manent wages, with or without one meal per diem, are 50 cents per 
month, thatis $6a year. In Borat men employed by the year get from 
£0 to 100 pounds of grain per month and from 444 cents to $1.98 per 
annum. In Bombay and Madras laborers are paid from 6 cents to 12 
cents per diem, and when employed throughout the year, if furnished 
food, 224 cents per month, and without food 50 cents per month. 

We learn from areportofthe United States minister at Peking (Reports from 
the Consuls of the United States No. 83, September, 1887, page 489) as follows: 

* Coming, now, to the field hand whom the farmer hires, we arrive at the sub- 
stratum of labor. The average wages of an able-bodied young man are $12 per 
annum, food, straw shoes, and free shaving. Deducting $ for his clothing, he 
saves $8 annually, or may do so. Ten years’ saving will enable him to buy 
one-third of an acre of land (value per acre, $150) and necessary implements, by 
which he can attain by his own labor a subsistence. In twenty years he can 
become possessor of two-thirds of an acre and one-third of a buffalo, and with 
six years more saving he may purchase a wife, with whose assistance he can 
maintain himselfon his own land, in his own hut, and rear children. 

“ Thus, in twenty-six years from zero,a Chinese farm laborer may obtain what 
to him isa competence. Ascertain now the number of ycarsin which the same 
result might be aceomplished in all lands and we shall have, approximately, 
their relative wage rate. Thislabor gauge can not, of course, embrace the im- 
portant factors of decency and comfort in living, nor the death rate, which with 


other matters pertain to a full consideration of the subject.’’ 
In Japan, field hands receive their food and lodging, with wages from $8.60 


to $12.96 per annum, The wages of females are about $6 per annum. (See 
United States Consular Reporte No. 48, December, 1854, page 7382, 
In British India, we learn from the British Indian Famine port, 1871 to 


1881, that in Delhi, occasional labor is paid for males per diem, 6 cents; for fe- 
males, 1} cents; for children, 1 cent. 

In Kurnal, the highest permanent wages, with or without one meal per diem, 
are 50 cents perm nth. 3 

In Borat, men employed by the year get from 80 to 100 pounds of grain per 
month and from 44} cents to $1.98 per annum. ; 

In Bombay and Madras laborers are i from 6 to 12 cents per diem, and 
when employed throughout the year, if furnished food, 22} cents per month, 
and without food 50 cents per month. 

Hence the wages paid to laborers in the rice-fields of the South are manifold 
greater than those paid to laborers in the rice-producing countries of Asia. In 
the former not less than two-thirds of the cost of uction is disbursed in 
wages, and doubtless the same fact will hold true in China, Japan, and India, 
while evidently the contrast in this element of cost should render unnecessary 
any further comment than that without the intervention of the existing import 
tax on Asiatic rice competition would seem impossible. It iscommon to cry 
out against the soantad excessiveness of this duty, when it is in fact very far 
—_ being apportioned to the comparative value of American and Asiatic 
abor. 


We have here then this industry, the outlook of which is so favor- 
able, in which white men and colored men are employed, in which 
machinery is about to be used in harvesting the product, and in which 
the labor with which we come in competition receives about as much 
by the year as we pay by the fortnight. It does seem to me that under 
these conditions a higher rate of duty should be levied upon the im- 
portation than my amendment imposes. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Louisiana a ques- 
tion. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I do. 

Mr. VEST. Ihavealways been under the impression, and so stated 
here in the Senate, that the culture of rice could not be made with 
white labor. Is not that the case in South Carolina? 

Mr. GIBSON. Itis. I am speaking of Louisiana; and I said that 
I did not believe, if they would reduce the tariff any, that on the old 
lands of South Carolina and Georgia it would be possible to raise rice 
ata profit. I have here a statement showing that while the domestic 
production has been increasing and the importations have been increas- 
ing the price has been going down steadily. I will insert this table, 
which shows that the price of rice in 1869 was from $7.25 to $10 a hun- 
dred pounds; that in 1879 it was from $5.50, which was the lowest, to 
$7.25, which was the highest; and in 1880 it was from $5.50 to $8. 
Now it is from $3.75 to $5.75. 
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Lowest and highest prices of rice per 100 pounds in each year in the New 


York market from 1825 to 1889, inclusive. 





American ‘Almanac ior 1888. 

Year Lowest. |Higlist. Year Lowest. Highest 
~. 00 4.00 Is5s $2.75 @3 75 
2,00 3. 87 1859 00 1.50 
2.50 4.00 | 1860 3.00 4.62 
2. 41.00 1861 00 7.5 
2.50 3.75 1862 6. 62 7.75 
2.00 3.50) 1868 75 8.50 
2.50 a el ec dircied 7.00 15.50 
2.75 4.235 1865 ».75 14.00 
2.75 3. 75 1866 ...... 11.59 ». BS 
2.3 3.62 | 1867 ” 12.50 
2.75 4.50 1568 8.25 11.25 
8.00 $,25 | 1869 5 10. 0 
3.12 5.00 | 1870 ». 50 9.50 
3.25 5,37 || 1871 6.75 9. 75 
3.00 | 5.00 | 1872 7.50 9.50 
2.75 1.00 1873 00 9,50 
2.87 4.12 | 1874 6. 75 10. 00 
2.00 3.3 a 6.0 8. 50 
1.87 3.00 | 1876 5.00 7.50 
2.5 BS. GB 1) 1877 ...cccce 5. 00 7.00 
2.62 Oe Et ee cenesenéas cesses 5.50 8.00 
2.87 PE Marites wresqunessteeses oO 7:23 
*8, 25 *13.75 es 5.50 8.00 
*7,75 13, 00 Does 5. 00 7.73 
2. 25 3.50 32 >. 25 8.50 
2, 25 3.37 || 1883......... 4.00 25 
2.75 | ‘ee ) | 4.50 6.50 
2.75 5.00 | 1885... 3.25 ), 38 
3.37 4.50  1886......... +00 00 
4.12 1.62 | 1887 3.50 5, 25 
2.50 5. 87 Se 5.50 ) 
3. 62 4.87 |. 1889. 3.75 5.70 
3.25 5. 37 

* Error 


It is estimated that the cost of production even in Louisiana, where 
the circumstances and conditions are much more favorable than they 
are in the older States, is about $3.50 a hundred pounds. So if we put 


this tariff rate at 2 cents a pound there is a very small margin, if any, | 


for profit. Ido not believe it will check importations at all; and I be- 
lieve if it were not for the improved methods that are to be applied, in 
the face of transportation now on the shorter Red Sea route and the 
lower prices that are paid for wages to the laborers in the East, it would 
be almost impossible to maintain this industry here. 

Mr. CAMERON, I wish to ask the Senator a question with referenee 
to this subject of rice. 
a pound, would the States of Louisiana and Georgia be able to produce 
all the rice that we use in this country? Would it prevent importa- 
tions of rice ? , 

Mr. GIBSON. I think that with a duty of 2} cents a pound, the 
tariff duty that prevailed before 1883, we should raise all the rice that 
we would consume in this country. 
consumption, but exported largely until 1861. 
in 1860 we produced 187,000,000 pounds and exported 75,000,000 pounds, 
while now the importations slightly exceed the home production. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then why not make the amendment 2} cents a 
pound instead of 2| cents a pound ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I think that 2 cents a pound perhaps would enable 
us to live in Louisiana. 

Mr. CAMERON. Do you not want to do alittle better than merely 
live there? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ifthe Senator from Pennsylvania can induce the 
l‘inance Committee to accept 2} cents or 2) cents per pound I would 
very cheerfully accept it for the people I represent. ~But I could not 
induce the Finance Committee to agree to any advance over 2 cents per 
pound. I would be glad if he should have more success than I have 
had in the enterprise with the Finance Committee. 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not know what the Finance Committee wil! 
do, butI certainly should vote for 2} or 3 cents per pound if necessary 


amendment is voted upon I think I shall move to increase the duty 
to 24 or 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I believe [ have said about all I care 
to say on this subject. 
duty on rice. Here is an opportunity to help a meritorious class of 
farmers, but I have found no disposition to afford them any protection 


Suppose the duty on rice is placed at 3 cents | 


We not only supplied the home | 
The tables show that | 
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: broken rice and rice-flour. 


[ will join heartily in any attempt to raise the | 


except that derived from the amendment I have offered, and that is | 


meager indeed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
pee by the Committee on Finance, which will be again reported. 
. GIBSON. I did not hear the last remark of the senator from 
Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CAMERON. I said after the Senator's amendment is voted 
upon, or I will do it now, if the Senator desires, I shall move to place 
a tax of 3 cents per pound on rice. 


| we not? 
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Mr. GIBSON. I prefer to teke the vote on my amendment tirst. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the first committee amendment 
which I suppose is the first in order, be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The: 
amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, page 56, paragraph 246, strike out 
‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘one and one-half;’’ so as to read 


Rice, cleaned, 1} 





uestion recurs on the committes 


cents per pour 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finan 
was, in line 25, page 56, after the words 
“‘and rice flour and meal!.”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that amendment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 246 
was, inline 1, on page 57, after the word ‘‘one,’’ to strike out ‘‘and 


to paragraph 246 
‘uncleaned ric to strike out 


one-quarter cents ’’ and insert ‘‘cent;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
Uncleaned rice, 1 cent per pound 
Mr. ALDRICH [ hope that amendment will be disagreed to. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment of the Commitiee on Finance to paragraph 246 
was, on page 57, line 2, after the word ‘‘ pound,” 


Rice-flour, r 


to insert 
ce-meal, and 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment of the Commiitee on l'inance to paragraph 
246 was, on page 57, line 5, before the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one- 
half’? and insert ‘‘one-fourth:’’ so as to read 


One-fourth of 1 cent per 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ishould like to understand that last amendment, 
because I supposed we were to take the bill as it came from the other 
House, and that has a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound on broken 
rice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no competition with American producers 
on almost all the items embraced in this particular clause. 

Mr. GIBSON. The competition on rice-flour, ricc-meal, and rice 
broken is almost as large as it is upon cleaned rice. We imported last 
year 62,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isa waste product which does not come in com 
petition with our rice. It is a waste product in India. It does not 
come in competition with the American grower. It is used by brew- 
ers; the duty is strictly a revenue duty, and I see no reason why the 
duty should be above a quarter of a cent a pound. 

Mr. CAMERON. Is any 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, and toa considerable extent it must be im 
ported. The large amount which is necessary to be used by brewe1 
must be imported. The production of this quality of rice in the 
United States would never be sufficient to supply that demand. 

Mr. GIBSON. TheSenator from Rhode Island is misinformed. W: 
have the rice-flour; we make the rice-meal; and we have broken rice 
We make rice-flour in large quantities in Louisiana. Why should 
If the Senator understands the proposition that I submitted 
to the Finance Committee, it contained one-half of 1 cent tariff on 


a 


pound 


imported now ? 


thi 
{t isa manufactured article used by the 
brewers. I know very well that it is used also in other respects. 
think it should be putat half a cent to give harmony to the bill. A 
understand, the paragraph now allow 
rice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes 

Mr, GIBSON. And a cent and three-quarter 

Mr. ALDRICH. A cent and one-quarter 

Mr. GIBSON. \ cent and one-quarter upon uncleaned rice 
cent a pound upon paddy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr, GIBSON 


2 cents a pound upon cleane 


pon uncleaned 


Three-quarters of a cent a pound upon padd; 


Then there should be at least one-third of a cent on 


| the flour if you want to preserve any harmony in the paragraph. 
to keep out foreign rice from this country, and when the Senator’s | 


Mr. ALDRICH, 
duty on rice-flour- 

Mr. GIBSON. Orsymmetry, I ought to say 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isnot aquestionofsymmetry. I submit to the 
Senator from Louisiana if it was, the duty on rice-flour should be more 
than a cent a pound. It should probably be as much as on cleaned 
rice if it was a question of symmetry. This duty, asI ha 
stated, is simply a revenue duty; and it i 
force the brewers to pay one-half or one-quarter of a cent a pound 
As long as it must be imported I think that the amendment suggested 
by the committee upon this item is correct. 

Mr. GIBSON, 
the brewers? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


It is not a question of harmony. If it was, 1 


ve already 
3a question whether we shall 
7 


Does the Senator mean that broken rice is nsed.by 
Rice-flour and rice-mea! 

And broken rice ? 
Yes, 
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Mr. GIBSON. We produce those articles in the rice industry in 
Louisiana just as well as they do in India. 


Mr. ALDKICH. You only produce them incidentally and to the 
smallest extent possible. The Senator knows that as well as I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Finance, in line 5, on page 57. Is the 
Senate ready for the question? [Putting the question.] The noes 
seem to have it 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we had better have the yeas and nays on 


that, Mr. President. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be stated. 

lhe Secretary. In line 5, on page 57, strike out ‘‘ one-half ’’ and 
insert ‘‘one-fourth;’’ so as to read: 

Rice-flour, rice-meal, and rice, broken, which will pass through a sieve known 
com mercia 1s No. 12 wire sieve, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. GIDSON, I desire to say that the bill as it came from the 
other House, commonly called the McKinley bill, placed this duty at 
one-half of 1 cent pér pound, and if we raise the other rates to conform 
to the McKinley bill, I think in order to preserve the symmetry of the 
bill this rate should be raised from one-quarter of a cent per pound to 
one-half a cent a pound, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the question of agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PeTricgrew]. 

Mr. GIBSON. I think it may be well to state to Senators who are 
in favor of one-half a centa pound instead of a quarter ofa cent a pound, 
and in favor of retaining the rates that were fixed in the bill as it passed 
the other House—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is debate in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order during the 
calling of the roll. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr, DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with theSenator from South Carolina[Mr. HAMPTON]. I transfer that 
that pair to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casry], and I vote 
‘*vea,’’ 

Mr, HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.1]. 

Mr, HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPiERsoN], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Believingas I do that the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
Morn. ]. with whom I am paired, would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ I record my vote 

‘ ea.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to announce again that my colleague [ Mr. 
PAYNE] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] for 
the remainder of the session, unless otherwise arranged. I shall not 
announce the pair again, so that it may be entered for the session. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iunderstand that this amendment relates to the duty 
upon rice. That being so, I will observe my pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. I see he 
is not here. So I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Far- 
WELL] is detained from the Senate by illness, and has left the city for 
his home, being well enough to return home. 

Mr. BLAIR, Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Grorae}. 

Mr. SANDERS. I ask the attention of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE] fora moment. If there be no objection, I shall vote 
**yea.’’ The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorRHexs], with whom I am 
paired, is not present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS. I have no doubt that he would. I will take it for 
granted that he would, and I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. REAGAN (after having voted in the negative). I will inquire 
if the Senator from Montana | Mr. PowEr] has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. REAGAN, Then I will withdraw my vote. I am paired with 
him for awhile and did not know but that he had voted. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator had better vote to help make aquo- 
rum. 


Mr. REAGAN. 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has voted. Does the Sen- 
ator from Texas desire to record his vote? 

Mr. REAGAN. If there isa quorum without my vote, I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a quorum without the vote 
of the Senator. 


Tam paired with the Sena- 


{ will let my vote stand if it is needed to make a 
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The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—38. 
Aldrich Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, 
Allen, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Bate, Edmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, Squire, 
Blackburn, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Carlisle, Hale. Morgan, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pasco, Vest. 
Coke Hawley Pierce, Wilson of Md, 
Cullom, Hearst, Piatt, 
Davis, Hiscock, Pugh, 

NAYS—10. 
Barbour, Gibson, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Paddock, Teller, 
Colquitt, Quay, Washburn, 

ABSENT—36. 

Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Power 
Blair, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Kenna, Spooner, 
Brown, Farwell, McMillan, Stanford, 
Butler, George, McPherson, Stewart, 
Call, Gorman, Morrill, Vance, 
Casey, Gray, Payne, Voorhees, 
Chandler Hampton, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Daniel, Higgins, Plumb, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Louisiana to the amendment proposed by him. Does he 
desire to have it considered ? r 

Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw my amendment, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 


247. Rye, 10 cents per bushel. 
248. Rye-flour, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 
249. Wheat, 25 cents per bushel. 
250, Wheat-flour, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
Dairy products: 
251. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 
252. Cheese, 6 cents per pound. 
253. Milk, fresh, 5 cents per gallon. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 57, 
line 18, after the word ‘‘ pound,’’ to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That there shall be allowed a drawback on the sugar used in the 
manufacture of condensed milk equal to the duty paid on such sugar, less 1 = 
cent. of such duty which shall be retained for the use of the United States, but 
such drawback shail be paid only to the manufacturer of the condensed milk, 
subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe. 

So as to make paragraph 254 read: 

254. Milk, preserved or condensed, including weight of packages, 3 cents per 
pound: sugar of milk, 8 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The paragraph as it now stands reads: 

Milk, preserved or condensed, including the weight of packages,3 cents per 
pound; sugar of milk, 8 cents per pound. 

Condensed milk is now imported at 20 per cent, ad valorem. This 
provision will makea very large increase in the rateofduty. Precisely 
what the equivalent ad valorem will be I am not able at this moment 
to state, but it is very evident that it is quite a large increase, although 
the table shows no increase. 

It seems altogether unfair to impose a specific duty of 3 cents a pound 
upon condensed milk including the weight of the packages. There is 
a provision in the bill imposing duties, which were supposed to be suffi- 
cient, upon bottles, jars, and other articles of that kind imported, filled 
orempty. I think that the clause providing that the weight of the 
package shall be included ought to be stricken out, and I move to strike 
it out for the reasons I have stated. 

While I am on the floor I will also submit an amendment to strike 
out the words ‘‘sugar of milk, 8 cents per pound,’’ and make a brief 
statement on that subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The Secretary. Strike ont, in lines 16 and 17, the words “ in- 
cluding weight of packages;’’ and in lines 17 and 18 strike out the 
words ‘‘sugar of milk, 8 cents per pound.”’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. This —_ of milk is manufactured by tour or 
five establishments only in this country, I believe, according to the 
testimony given before the Committee on Ways and Means, which con- 
tains all the information I have on the subject. It is now admitted 
free of duty, and has always been admitted free of duty. Under the 
law as it now stands these four or five establishments, as the case may 
be, have been set up and appear to be, so far as the testimony shows, 
doing a reasonably prosperous business, 

This isa medicinal preparation. It is an article of food for infants 
and is used largely in casesof sickness. I have here on my desk a pe- 
tition with the original signatures. I have not counted them, but it 
is by a large number of physicians in the States of Minnesota 
and Wisconsin, protesting most earnestly against the imposition of this 








Vue 





1890. 








duty. It is very brief, and I will read a partof it because itsiates the 
. } . ald 
objections in a more condensed form, perhaps, than I could do mysel! 

We. the undersigned physicians of the United States, beg respectfully to call 
yourattention to the following facts relative to sugar of milk, which article f 
inany years past hasbeen free of duty, but now, in the McKinley tariff b 
duty of 10 cents per pound is proposed. 

It is only 8 cents. At the time this petition was sent here the bill, 
as it was prepared in the other House, proposed a rate of duty of 10 
cents a pound. 

Sugar of milk can not be properly considered a dairy product any more t! 
lactic and butyrie acids, which are also derived from milk, are also medicina 






and on the free-list. The sugar of milk tound in condensed milk is only that 
which appears as a natural constituent of the milk from which the cone sed 
product is made. Sugar of milk is almost entirely used in the manut I f 
medicinal preparations, and in the preparation of food for the s id for in- 
fants. Therefore, to impose on this article, the use of which is almost pur 
medicinal, a duty of 10 cents per pound is unjust and ill-advised. The avera 


yearly import of sugar of milk for the past four years hasbeen, accordi: > 
the Government statistical table, 266,600 pounds, at anaverage cost of 16.8cents 
per | yund, and the imports for the past year have been 382,302 | i 
average of 13.3 eents, hence a specific duty of 10cents per pound ont! 


Eight cents it is now in the bill— 


would represent an advance of over 69 per cent. on the former and 75 per « 
on the latter 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Sugar of milk, I understand, is manufactured from whey, which is | 


a by-product in the manufacture of cheese; and the imposition of this 
duty will not to any extent increase the production of whey or affect 
in any way whatever the price which the farmer receives for his 
milk. Inasmuch as it is almost entirely used for medicinal purposes, 
and has been free for many years without injury to any industry in this 
country, I am unable to see any reason why it shall now besubjected to 
this duty of 8 cents per pound. 

Mr. President, I am not disposed to consume the time of the Senate 
in the consideration of this schedule beyond what is necessary to make 
a brief statement of the facts, and will, therefore, say no more on this 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, which will be read. 

The SecreraRy. In line 16, page 57, after the word ‘‘ condensed,”’ 
strike out the words ‘‘ including weight of packages.’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment moved by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 17, page 57, after the word ‘‘ pound,’’ 
strike out: 

Sugar of milk, 8 cents per pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I think I shall have to call for the yeas and nays 
upon that amendment. I ask for a division, however, and not the yeas 
and nays. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In accordance with an understanding with Senna 
tors upon the other side of the Chamber I now ask to return to para 


| graph 135, which was passed over to allow some statements to be 


28, after the word ‘‘ rails,’’ tostrike out 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator might as well call for the yeas and | 


nays. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest that the Senator may as well call for the | 


yeas and nays. A division will disclose no quorum probably. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well; take the question by yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from New York calls for 
the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

They yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE]. 

* Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 

Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McCPHERSON ]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance]. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHegs]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLer]. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGan]. Unless my vote is necessary to make a quorum, | with- 
hold it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that the Senator from Rhode Island 
[ Mr. Drxow] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina {Mr. Hawp- 
TON}. I suggest that we transfer our pairs, and both of us can vote. 

Mr. DIXON. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DIXON. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from South Dakota { Mr. 
Perrigrew|." If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


Mr. ST (after having voted in the affirmative). 
my vote, 


I am paired with the 
p 


J am paired with the 
Iam paired with the 
iam paired with the 


I am paired with the 


I withdraw 


Iam paired with the Sen- | 


| promptly denied, without any suggestion or correspondence, ever 


cured in regard to the cost of producing steel rails. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be 
The Secretary read paragraph 135. 
The amendment of the Committee on 


read, 


bh inance was, in 
six-tenths 
so as to make the paragraph read 


line 5, 
’ and insert ‘‘ five 
tenths 

Railway bars, made of iron or steel, and railw 
steel, T-rails, and punched iron orsteel flat rails, five-t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Before we go into the subject of steel rails I want 
avail myseli of this opportunity of commencing the conversion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, which promises to take a long time and a 
large amount of labor and testimony. 

He said this morning, in regard to the difference between the price 
charged the foreigner and the American, that he wanted names 
I propose to give him an object-lesson and a name. Here is an arti 
manufactured in the United States [exhibiting], and here is a lett 


ay bars mace in part 


iths of 1 cent per poun 


ig on agreeing to tl 


question 


. 
NOW 


from Lazarus & Rosenfeld, manufacturers, 60 and 62 Murray street 


New York, August 26, 1890. The letter is from L 


Lehmann 


Dear Mr, McKeever: I send you herewith a 13-inch round embossed t 
tray. Iam buying this article in this city at $5.30 per gross, less 2 per cent., and 
am exporting it to London, England. The same article if bought for this 
market is not sold for less than $6.50 per gross - 

He bought it for $5.30 

Upon exporting these goods we receive a drawback from the stom-h 


which amounts to about 55 cents per gross 
Yours truly, 
_L. LEHMAN? 

This is the first installment of the testimony that I propose to give 
the Senator. Now, hecan correspond with these parties and see whethe: 
that is a bogus arrangement or not. I give him the name now 
want him to open his correspondence at once. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no disposition to open any correspondé 
The experience of the past has been that these people have 


, and | 


aiway 


Ly 


| statement made here on the subject. 


| 


Mr. VEST. 


There is the letter. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I should like to have had the Senator from 
Missouri emphasize a particular fact which appears in that lette: 
First, that they buy the goods for export at $5.30, less 2 percent. ; that 

| the price here for the trade in this country is $6.50; that the export 


agent, the exporter, gets 
ports it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. that the gentleman 
who buys the goods gets the drawback instead of the manufacturer ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He gets the benefit of it. \ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand his letter that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment: 
the committee in line 5, page 23, which has been read. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the amendment? 

Mr. McPHERSON. The vote is about being taken upon paragraph 
135, I rnderstand. I want to make a single statement before we de- 


all the drawback in addition when he ex 
Does the Senator mean to sa 


So he states 
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part trom this point, not to delay the Senate, because I know how im- 
portant time is with respect to the consideration of this bill; and, more- 
over, I know another fact, that there is no amendment which can be 
offered that will have the least effect in changing the rate of duty in 
any paragraph in it. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island has been lead- 
ing his party on that side of the Chamber, and the way in which he 
controls and governs all the votes on that side of the Chamber upon 
any question that comes wp, it matters not how absurd it may be, rep- 
resents, as I should think, something worse than Austrian tyranny. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I have noticed the same thing with the Sen- 

ator from New Jersey upon the other side of the Chamber. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. There is one statement I wanted to make when 
this matter was under discussion. When we passed this over a few 
days ago I was attempting to agcertain the amount of labor-cost in a 
ton of steel rails in order that we mightarrive at some kind of an idea 
as to what amount of duty was necessary to protect the labor employed 
in the steel-rail industry in this country. 

A few days before the consideration of this paragraph was reached 
the Commissioner of Labor sent to the Senate a report which he called 
a preliminary report of the cost of the production of pig-iron, steel 
ingots, steel rails, coke, coal, iron ore, and limestone. From this pre- 
liminary report, as found on page 35 in the table there presented, I 
undertook to make a computation as to the difference in labor-cost in 
producing a ton of steel rails in this country compared with the labor- 
cost in other countries; and when I speak of labor-cost I use it in the 
sense that a ton of iron ore is to be taken out of the earth and the dif- 
ferent stages of manufacture of that iron ore at every period until it pro- 
duces a ton of steel rails, and we found the amount to be a difference 
of about 27 cents per ton between labor in the United States in pro- 
ducing a ton of steel rails and labor upon the continent of Europe and 
in Great Britain. 

The computation was disputed upon the other side of the Chamber 
and a correspondence took place between the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMcNps] and the Commissioner of Labor, and finally between 
the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] and the Commissioner of 
Labor. In the letter sent by the Senator from Kentucky to the Com- 
missioner of Labor he asked for a comparative statement of the amount 
of labor-cost in a ton of steel rails in*tthe United States, upon the con- 
tinent of Europe, and in Great Britain. What did the Commissioner 
of Labor do in answer to that letter? I now invite the attention of 
the Senate to page 35 of this preliminary report of which I have 
spoken. 

We find here that he has taken the labor-cost in the United States 
in an establishment in which the labor-cost is reported to be the high- 
est, and we find that in taking the labor-cost in establishments upon 
the continent of Eurepe he has taken the one that represents the very 
lowest labor-cost of all, and he has done the same thing with reference 
to the labor-cost of the establishments in Great Britain. After taking 
these statements which represent the lowest labor-cost in Europe and 
the highest labor-cost in the United States, he then makes an average 
of those three establishments and he finds that the labor-cost is about 
$3.78 per ton greater in the United States under this method of com- 
putation than it is upon the continent of Europe. 

Now, I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, inasmuch as the 
average labor-cost in all the establishments from this preliminary re- 
port differs only 27 cents per ton and inasmuch as the labor-cost taken 
under the most favorable circumstances represents only $3.70 per ton, 
why the necessity of imposing $11.20 per ton duty upon steel rails, 
If, however, as I presume the Senator will answer—and he now seems 
to be speechless upon this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I presume he will answer that inasmuch as 
steel rails are imported into the country and it is the purpose of the 
Republican party to prevent importations, therefore we must impose 
a duty which will prevent them. If that be the answer, it is very 
plain and simple to me, and I can understand why you want a duty of 
$11.20 per ton. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair), The 
question is on the amendment of the committee. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the vote is taken I should be glad to ask the 
Senator from New Jersey if he thinks the committee has reduced this 
amount too much as he votes against the amendment of the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, In voting for the amendment of the commit- 
tee, five-tenths of 1 cent per pound, I am voting for what I think to be 
too high a rate of duty, inasmuch as the difference in Jabor-cost is only 
27 cents a ton. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
Senator. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No,I have suggested none. It is useless. I 
neither offer an amendment, neither do [ vote for a rate of duty which 
I think too high. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ‘There has been considerable discussion in regard to 


I did not hear any amendment suggested by the 
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the direct labor-cost in manufacturing a ton of steel rails, and I desire 
to placé in the RecorD three statementsshowing the labor-cost of mak- 
ing steel rails in three different establishments in this country which 
may be said to be representative establishments. Establishment No. 1 
is the Bethlehem Iron Company, at Bethlehem, Pa.; No. 2is the Cam- 
bria Iron Company, of Johnstown, Pa.; and No. 3 is the Cleveland 
Rolling Mill Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, and the statements show the 
cost of making steel rails in eachin the year 1888. I place these in the 
RECORD that the Senator from New Jersey may have some information 
of a practical nature upon this subject. 
The statements are as follows: 


No. 1.—Bethlehem Iron Company. 


To produce one ton of 
No. 1.—Labor-cost in producing one 
ton of steel rails 


Cost of labor in fuel required........... = $3. 08 $4. 








15 . 
Cost of labor in ore required ................ 4.66 | *5. 21 5. 26 5.42 
Cost of labor in limestone required ..... 32 .39 40 | 41 
Cost of labor at Works ..................seeeeeees 2.41 | 5.75 6.52 | 8.76 
Total labor COSt} cecieccccuseerne 10.47! 15.50! 16.52! 19.29 


* This item includes the spiegeleisen required. 
7In this table 50 per cent. of the cost of transportation on the material re- 
quired is.estimated as being paid directly to labor. 


No. 2.—Cambria Iron Company. 


| Material 
Labor- |required| Labor- 








No, 2,—Materia! used in producing Bessemer steel.| = 7 oe cr 
\material .| ton of | metal. 
| meta 
: phat ke eeminadae 
| Tons. | 
Ore: Labor in mining and connected therewith... $1.80 1,80 $3.24 
Coke: Labor in mining coal! and coking .............. 1.00 1,35 1.35 
Limestone: Labor in quarrying ...........:0:-recsssev 30 .90 2 
Labor in furmaces........0.....0cssssceree -soesesenee 1,46 
Labor on maintenance of furmaces.............60..cssees! eveeeereesnenne| eoeens cooveseee -50 
Transportation : | 
Labor-cost of freight on ore perton from mines 
iP i ilnead catinriocservsesiudtisede: Bins ppisesescosrscemennes 1.60 1, 80 2. 88 
Labor-cost of freight on coke per ton from 
Ne I etic stndennnanss cipubiniovemensebisth secon *,40 1,35 | 54 
Labor-cost of freight on limestone per ton | 
RR IIT HP AP CNOID a cisecntentnsss cviecoms coeeseo severe i *. 2 .90 23 


Total cost of labor on materials and at | 
furnaces in producing 1 ton of pig-iron..:. 

Ingots: iz 
For | ton of ingots 1.13 tons of pig-iron are re- | 
ST BI bine’ ventirneactabentteninwe 
Labor in converting 1 ton of ingots..... “oa 
Labor on maintenance of WOrks.,,................s000| seseeeeeeneeees 


Cost of labor in producing 1 ton of ingots..'..........--.0.|.+ 
Blooms: i 
For 1 ton of blooms 1.08 tons of ingots are re- | 
EEL LA ETL 
Labor in blooming 1 ton ot blooms.................. 
Labor on maintenance of mill..............-..+ 





Cost of labor in producing 1 ton of | 

IIS wiescvvccnsvscesemenesccqnsenseesiney sop senngel | capsenioosionspos | eoocescoececces 15.54 

Rails: / oe 
For 1 ton of rails 1.10 tons of blooms are re- | 
I OD etic cdarcinteasthehinco ct biasnn ser cassocnsevanvennin 
Labor in rolling 1 ton of rails...................sc000s0! 
Labor on maintenance of mill................. : 


o]ecvcsccee recess 17.09 





|. 

‘deine indicia 

Cost of labor in poptusing 1 ton of steel | 
rails from the mining of the ore, etc. sesfossvenensancenal 


scene 19. 58 





* In this statement 50 per cent, of the cost of transportation is assumed to be 

id to labor engaged in transportation, this being $3.65 on the ton of pig metal. 

ne other 50 per cent. of cost of transportation, excluded from the above table, 

being $3.65 on the ton of pig metal, amounts to $4.89 on the ton of rails. This 

$4.89 added to the labor-cost of $19.58 makes the total cost for labor and freight 
alone in a ton of steel rails amount to $24.47 to-day. 

The foregoing table takes no account of interest on $3,000,000 of capital, gen- 
= expenses of management, clerical force, cost of sales, etc., nor of insurance 
and taxes. 

The above tables show that the labor-cost alone exceeds $19. 


Statement of Cleveland Rolling-Mill Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, submitted 
by Hon. H, B, Payxe, of Ohio. 


Statemen! showing the cost of producing 1 ton of steel rails from Lake Superior iron 
ores, taken from the pay-rolis and erpense accounts. 








Paid for labor in mining 1 ton Of OF©..............c0ssereee $2.32 
Paid for labor in transportation of 1 ton of ore............... . 
Paid for labor in producing 1 ton of pig-iron from ore................ piappentiions tig . 
Paid for labor in producing 1 ton of steel rails from pig-iron......0+....00. 951 
Total amount paid for labor in the production of 1 ton of steel rails 
from Lake OB ircooccrecsvessornensoerecesaseonctecescccecesbontbpnnapeenens aseese ; 
Paid for materials and transpo on game (less the cost of labor), 
such as ore, spiegel, coke, coal, oil, gas, ganister, clay, brick, etc............ 7.67 
Total cost of 1 ton of steel rails manufactured from Lake Superior 
i inaeiens da sncdva scene cinasvaitantaneetsioiutninbbeguanseegpany oondinginneyromessicenghayentis Sab OO 





so 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator state what the cost is in each 
one of these establishments ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The cost at Bethlehem was $19.29 for direct labor. 
At the Cambria Iron Company’s works it was $19.58 per ton. That 
is direct labor-cost actually paid by each of these companies on account 
of the prodaction of a ton of steel rails. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What does it include? Does it include the 
salaries of officials, the pay of clerks, and everything else ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the sum paid for labor in the various proc- 
esses, but does not include, as I understand, the salaries of officials 
or the interest on capital or depreciation of the plant, or labor in col- 
lateral industries. The cost in Cleveland was$21.83aton. Ofcourse 
the Senator from New Jersey will understand as well as any one that 
the duty should be levied to equalize the relative total cost of produc- 
tion, not the mere cost of the labor at a single stage. 

The statement submitted by the Commissioner of Labor to Congress 
a few days ago shows a difference (with certain items of cost excluded) of 
about $9 per ton between the cost of producing a ton of steel rails, as I 
remember it—I have not the table before me—in England and in the 
United States. Senators upon the other side should understand that 
the cost of transportation is an important element in the cost of pro- 
ducing steel rails in this country—the cost of transportation to a mar- 
ket. Of course the cost of assembling the materials is a very impor- 
tant item, but beyond that the cost of transportation of the finished 
product toa market is of the highest significance in an article like steel, 
where the cost of transportation is very heavy. 

For instance, it costs as much to manufacture a ton of pig-iron in 
some parts of Europe as it does in Alabama. But when we are con- 
sidering what tariff rate is necessary to equalize cohditions this fact 
alone proves nothing. In other words, the man who produces pig-iron 
in the mountains of Alabama must send that iron either to Pittsburgh 
or some other Northern or Western distributing point for a market, 
and the cost of transportation from Northern Alabama to this point is 
as essential an item to him in the cost of producing the pig-iron as the 
ore or any of the other elements of cost. 

It may be true that at the present time, or under exceptional coudi- 
tions, steel rails may be producd at Mr. Carnegie’s works, near litts- 
burgh, within $6 or $7 a ton as low as they can be produced at somees- 
tablishment in Great Britain, but the cost of transportation to a market 
and the inevitable variations in market conditions and other relative dif- 
ferences must be taken into account, as well as the absolute relative 
cost of production. Again, in considering the proper rate of duty to 
be levied the comparison should not be made between the cost of pro- 
duction at an establishmentin this country most favorably located and 
the average cost in England. 

Mr. President, the statements of the Commissioner of Labor as sub- 
mitted to the Senate have all of them, as stated by that official, ex- 
cluded from the elements of costan allowance for depreciation of plant, 
the interest upon capital, differences in the original cost of the plant, 
etc. The Commissioner says very truthfully that a comparison which 
excludes these itenis is not of special value from an economicstand point. 
The cost of all the items not included is much greater in the United 
States than in Great Britain. There is no information furnished by 
the Commissioner which would enable us to fix a rate of duty which 
should be fairly compensatory and equalize the conditions between the 
two countries. 

We should remember that the steel-rail manufacturers of the United 
States have to send their rails sometimes several hundred miles to a 
market, and the transportation in this country from an interior point, 
like Steelton, or Pittsburgh, or Bethlehem, to Southeastern Missouri, 
or to Texas, or to Kansas, is an important element in the cost of pro- 
duction; and when the English ironmaster has an opportunity to send 
his rails to Galveston and to New Orleans by water at a much less rate 
of freight than any of the American manufacturers can send their rails 
to the same point, that element of cost should be taken into considera- 
tion in a discussion of the question of rates. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the Senator from Nhode Island has 
stated the labor-cost in the manufacture of a ton of steel rails at 
three establishments inthis country. I was not able to hear distinctly 
what the labor-cost was in each case, and perhaps could not repeat it 
from memory if I had heard it. But we have here the official state- 
ment of the Commissioner of the Department of Labor, made after a full 
investigation of this whole subject by experts, from which it appears 
that, taking an establishment in the northern district of the United 
States, where the cost of production, as we all know, is much greater 
than it is in the southern part of the country—I mean the production 
of iron, which is the basis of the steel rail—it appears that the total 
cost of a ton of steel rails in the United States in the most expensive 
district is $24.66 per ton. In Great Britain, at an establishment where 
the Commissioner himself concedes that less wages are paid than are 
ordinarily paid in that country, the total cost was $15.61, making a 
difference of $6.05. On the continent of Europe the total cost was 
$19.63, a difference of $5.03 between the cost there and here. 

Ihave here the Philadelphia Bulletin, which is the organ of the 
American Iron and Steel Association, received yesterday afternoon, 
from which it appears that the price of steel rails, not the light rail 
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but the standard steel rail, in England is £5, which, counting exchange 
at $4.56 per pound, is $24.30, and that the price at the mills in this 
country is $31.50 for the same character of rails. This makes a differ 

ence in the selling price of these rails here and abroad ot $7.20, and I 
learn from a recent number of this same Bulletin that the cost of trans- 
portation from London or Liverpool to Galveston or New Orleans was 
$3 per ton, which would make a difference of only $4.20 between the 
price there and here—that is, the price of our rails at the mills where 
manufactured and the price of the English rail laid down at our ports 
without any duty; and yet it is proposed in this bill to impose a duty of 
$11.20 per ton I have voted for that amendment because it reduces 
the duty proposed to be imposed upon this article by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, although I think that the duty ought to be much lower; 
but I know there is no prospect of securing the adoption of an amend- 
ment to reduce it. 

In this statement I have brought the 
ports and shown a difference of $4.20 between its cost and the cost oi 
the American rail at the mill; and when the Senator from Rhode Island 
speaks about the cost of transportation he seems to base his remarks upon 
the idea that the foreign rail will be carried from the seaports to other parts 
ofthecountry fornothing. Butthe American rail is notsentto New York, 
or to Galveston, or to New Orleans, as a general rule, because they are 
not going to construct railrvads in those cities. They must be trans 
ported to that point in the country where rai'road construction is going 
on, and so must the English rail or the Belgian rail when it reaches a 
seaport in the United States. They must be subjected to precisely the 
same rates for transportation into the interior that the American rail 
is subjected to, with this additional disadvantage, that it is obliged in 
every instance to start from the seacoast, while the American rails start 
in a great majority of instances, and so far as I know in all instances, 
from some interior point. 

The same rule applies in England and Belgium and Germany to the 
assembling of the materials, althongh perhaps, on account of the fact 
that the territory of those countries 1s not so large as ours, it will not 
have to be transported the same distance; and the same rale applies 
also to the compensation of officials and the administrative force of the 
establishments, all which the Commissioner of Labor says he has omit- 
ted in these cases, 


foreign rail simply to our sea 


[tis a little strange in looking over the preliminary report made by 
the Commissioner of the Department of Labor to find that not a single 
one of the large steel-rail establishments in the United States has fur- 
nished him with any information. Everybody knows that steel rails 
are manufactured much more cheaply in the large establishments, 
where great quantities are produced, than in thesmallerones. I have 
reason to believe, and I assert it here upon the best information I can 
obtain, that there are establishments in this country, such as the 
Cambria Iron Works and others, using natural gas, in which the cost of 
labor is not more than half what the Commissioner of Labor has stated, 
and other establishments in which the rail is made by one continuous 
process, there being but one heating from the ore to the finished rail, 
so that the finished rail itself comes out of the mill hot and ready for 
shipment to its destination. We have no statement as to the cost of 
labor in those establishments 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will take the two establishments, 
numbered respectively 1 and 2, in the statement made by tle Com- 
missioner of Labor, he will find that No. 1 used 4,868 tons of material 
within the time named, while No. 2 used 120,762 tons, or thirty times as 
much, and that the cost of making steel rails in No. 1 is given here at 
$24.79 a ton, while the cost at No. 2 is $27.68 per ton, or $3 a ton more 
in the concern making thirty times as many rails as the smaller one. 
That does not carry ont the statement the Senator is making about the 
very great saving which would be effected by a very large establish 
ment. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My statement was that he had taken a steel-rail 
establishment in the northern district of the United States, where the 
cost was greater. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both the establishments I have 
northern district of the United States, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainiy; and if the Senator will look down he 
will find other establishments in which the cost is less. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘those are the only two given in the United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. For steel rails? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But owing to the cheaper cost of iron in the South 
if the steel rails were manufactured there undoubtedly the direct labor 
cost and the total cost of the production of the article would be much 
less than it is in those establishments. 

I repeat the statement that we have no information from any of these 
large establishments which turn out their product at lower cost than 
the smaller ones in this report of the Commissioner of Labor, and from 
no establishment where natural gas is used, for in every instance we 
find the cost of mining ore and iron and assembling and making pig 
and assembling all the material included in the statement of cost. 

Now, Mr. President, while upon this subject I desire to ask the Sen- 
ators upon the other side, who owns the patents for the basic process 
in this country under which iron containing a large percentage of phos- 
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phorus can be turned into suitable steel for rails. Why is it that the 
people of this country are not allowed to have the benefit of that proc- 
ess and the consequent reduction of the price of the steel rail? 

Are we again in the same situation that we were a fewyears ago, 
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35 per cent. ad valorem. Revolving pistols valued at not more than $1.50 each, 
$1 each and 40 centseach ; valued at more than $1.50, $1 each; and in addition 
hereto on all the above pistols, 35 per cent. ad valorem. ; 


Mr. ALDRICH. In line 19, Isuggest a modification by striking out 








when the manufacturers of Bessemer steel rails in this country had “$2” and inserting “$1.50.” a . 
urchased certain patents under which there might be a cheaper pro- The f RESIDING OFFICER. he amendment will be stated. 
Rnetion and withheld them entirely from use, depriving the people of The SECRETARY. On page 40, line 19, in the amend ment proposed 


| by the committee, it is moved to strike out the words ‘two dollars’’ 


the benefit of the cheaper process and consequently a cheaper article? | 


I ask the Senators upon the other side—and I hope they will answer | #"d insert ‘*$1.50;’" so as to read: 

me—who owns to-day in this country the patents for this process under All double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns valued at not more 
which, if they could use it, the iron of the South containing phos- | “““” $6 each, $1.50. 

phorus could be converted into steel rails? Are those patents in the Mr. MCPHERSON. With respect to this whole paragraph, these guns 
hands of the same gentlemen who for years and years possessed the | come in now and are dutiable at 35 per cent. ad valorem. The propo- 
monopoly of the manufacture of steel rails in the United States, and | sition here is to make the duty specific, and the committee have car- 
do they propose to hold those patents and deprive the people of the | ried out no percentage whatever toshow us what thechange will be from 
benefit of them until such time as they see proper to change their | an ad volorem to a specific rate of duty. But in order that the Senate 
establishments and go into the manufacture of that kind of steel rails? | may understand exactly the effect of the amendment, I desire to state 
I should like to have an answer to this question. what the percentage will be under the different specific rates here as 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that what is known as the Bessemer | given from the values. 
combination—I am not sure whether it is the Bessemer Iron Company We will take the double-barreled breech-loading shotgun, the foreign 
or a corperation which controls or did control years ago the Bessemer | value $3.75 each, which would come in under the six-dollar valuation 
patent—pnow controls the Thomas-Gilchrist patent for making basic | clause in line 18, and the duty of $2 each would amount to 53 per cent. 
steel. The Senator from Kentucky, I suppose, is aware of that as well | ad valorem. On guns costing $4.63 each it would be 43 per cent. ad 
asIam. The representative of that company has stated before the | valorem; at $5.40 each it would be 37 per cent. ad valorem. Now we 
Committee on Finance on several occasions that they are quite will- | go on tothe next clause valued at more than $6 and not more than $12 
ing to allow iron or steel to be made by that process upon the payment | each. If you please let us take another class of guns, which I under- 
of a nominal royalty, but that it never has been found practicable or | stand sell for $6.17 to $6.20each. There seems to beasort of standard 
feasible up to this time to manufacture steel by this process in the | value for guns of different grades. The duty of $4 each would amount 
United States. to 65 per cent., nearly double the 35 per cent. rate of duty which is 

I will state further—and the Senator is probably aware of this as | now imposed. On the guns valued at $7.72 each, $4 duty is 52 per 
well as I am—that by a recent process known as the Henderson proc- | per cent. On guns valued at $10.61 the $4 duty is equal to 38 per cent. 
ess the phosphorus is being extracted from the ores of Alabama and of | Ou guns valued at $12.54—-we now get above the $12 class—they come 
neighboring States and soft steel is made, it is said, by the people who | in at $6 each and an addition thereto of 35 per cent. ad valorem, which 
are producing it, to be even superior to that manufactured by the | is equal to 80 per cent. as compared with 35 per cent., the present rate 
Thomas-Gilchrist process. of duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator knows that this same combination Take the single-barreled breech-loading guns valued at $1.30 each, 
or aggregation of capital, or whatever you may see proper to call it, | now dutiable at $1, the addition of 35 per cent. ad valorem is equal to 
while owning the other patents made the same statement, that they | 112 percent. On those costing $1.85 the proposed rate of duty is equal 
were willing for our people to take them upon the payment of a roy- | to 89 per cent. 
alty and manufacture steel rails, but they knew very well then, as Now, we will take the double-barreled muzzel-loading gun, the for- 
they know very well now, that nobody can engage in the manufacture | eign value of which is $2.30 each, and the duty of $2 is equal to 87 
of steel rails in this country in competition with them, with their old | per cent. ad valorem. On guns costing $2.80 each the rate is equal to 
establishments and their skilled labor, and we know that while they | 71 per cent. ad valorem. On guns costing $3.60 each, it is equal to 56 
held these other patents they prosecuted everybody who undertook to | per cent.; and on those costing $4.40 it is equal to 46 per cent. 
manufacture rails in this country under them, although they refused to I move to amend the amendment of the committee by striking out 
use them themselves, and thereby deprived the people of the benefit of | all after the word ‘‘ guns,’’ in line 18, down to the words “ad va- 
them. lorem,’’ in line 1, on page 41, and inserting in lieu thereof ‘35 per 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to call the attention of the Sena- | cent.;’’ so as to read: 
tor from Rhode Island, while this subject is under consideration, to one | Ail double-barreled sporting breech-loading shotguns, 35 per cent. ad va- 
fact in this estimate given to us by the Commissioner of Labor. If the | !orem. 

Senator will turn to page 35 of the report he will find that the Com- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sena- 

missioner of Labor takes a small establishment, the smaller of the two | tor from New Jersey will be in order after the pending question is dis- 

establishments in the northern district of New York in which the labor- | posed of, which is to strike out, in line 19, the words ‘‘two dollars’’ and 

cost of manufacturing a ton of steel rails was $1.54 compared with the | insert ‘‘$1.50.”’ 

labor-cost of $1.38 in the other establishment given. That, of course, The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

made the direct labor-cost of steel-rails higher in the United States The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment of the Senator from 

than it really was, because he took the highest priced establishment. | New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] will now be stated. 

That is establishment No. 3. Now, follow down the list and you find The SecreTARY. On page 40, in paragraph 164, in the amendment 

in the first establishment he took on the continent of Europe the | of the Committee on Finance, it is proposed, in line 18, after the word 

labor-cost was $1.04 a ton; take No. 4, and the labor-cost is $2.51; in | “‘ guns,’’ to strike out— 

my 5 it - ago in No. cian, —— in oe co is $2.68, = — it is Veluctatnotmore than Seach. Seach veined ah masnthen $5 and not more 
97, and in No. 9 it is $2.01; but in order to arrive at the labor-cost | than $12 each, $1 each; v at more than $12 each, $6 each; and in tion 

on the continent of Europe he took an establishment which gave a | theretoonall theabove, 3 percent. ad valorem. Single-barreled breech-loading 

> . . shotguns $1 each, and. 

labor-cost of $1.04. Was that a fair way of arriving at the average 

labor-cost in the two countries? So as to read: 

Then we come to Great Britain. There are two establishments given | _ Al! double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns, 35 per cent. ad va- 
in Great Britain, in which the labor-cost of one was $2.54 a ton and in | /°e™- 
the other it was $1.36 a ton. In order, seemingly, to make it appear The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
that the labor-cost in Great Britain was very much lower than here, in | of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment reported by the 
his computation he took the establishment that gave a labor-cost of | Committee on Finance. 
$1.36 per ton. The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 

Mr. ALDRICH. If Senators on the other side have no further re- | ment proposed by the Committee on Finance, to strike out the original 
marks to make upon this paragraph, I ask that we take up paragraph | paragraph and insert what has been read. 

164. The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 164, which was reserved, Mr. ALDRICH. Now, I suggest that we resume the reading of the 
will be read. bill, on 58. 

The Srcretary. The Committee on Finance report to strike out Mr. McPHERSON. We have the pistol portion of the clause yet 
paragraph 164, as follows: remaining, and I desire to offer some amendments to that. 

All shotguns valued at not more than $12each, 35 percent. ad valorem; valued | Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed that that paragraph had been disposed 
at more than $12 each, 40 per cent. ad valorem; pistols and revolving pistols, | of. 
ae aa. Mr. McPHERSON. That part relating to pistols? 

Anil in lieu thereof to insert: Mr. ALDRICH. I had supposed it was. 

164. All double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns valued at not Mr. McPHERSON. I thought there was nothing in that paragraph 
Ee atened Gantt tee ee disposed of but the part relating to. guns. 


the above, #9 per cout, ad ‘valorem, ’ Singlebarrel trecstiseding sheteuss, | Mr. ALDRICH. It was.all one amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment was disposed of by | ‘‘ pounds,’’ to insert ‘‘ pease, dried, 15 its per bushel » as to 
the vote of the Senate. If the Senator from New Jersey desires to | read 
move an amendment, the Chair will receive it. : re i » eeake OF @ Ar pa 
Mr. McPHERSON. I moved an amendment to that portion of the | Per bushel of six se, dried, 15 cents per bushel 
4 paragraph relating to guns, and now I wish to offeranamendment to; Mr. GORMAN. [I trust ttee will not insist 1 
the pietol clause of the paragraph, and I wish to make a statement in | amendment This i great tax upon the farn 
regard to it, of this country. The seed | t 1ust have in all this tian 
Ii you take the foreign value of revolving pistols at 87 cents each, | of untry must o c . r nt 
the duty of 40 cents each and 35 percent. ad valorem is equal to 81 per | that is raised along the borde: t u erable. but, asa 
cent. Thése goods now come in at a duty of 35 percent. On pistols | matter of course, not of iriety © n for the put 
costing $2.12 each the duty of 40 cents and 35 per cent. ad valorem is | pose of plantin; I think in my State alone, f it I have seen 
equal to 54 per cent. of the statisties furnished, this duty would be a tax me 
I move to strike out, after the word “‘pistols,’’ in line 1, on page 41, | and smal! gardeners amounting to $40,000 or $50, 
all down to and including the word “‘ pistols’’ in line 5; so as to read Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator Maryland will obs t h 
evolving pistols, 35 per cent. ad valorem. rate is about equivalent to the existing law. The u of value of i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. ported pease is 81 cents a el, and at 20 per cent. ad \ n tl 
The SECRETARY. In the amendment of the Committee on Finance | Tte would be 16 cents a a rhe committee propose to reduce the 


to paragraph 164, on page 41, line 1, after the word “‘ pistols,’’ it is pro- | House rate from 40 cents 
posed to strike out: 

Vaiued at not more than $1.59 each, 40 cents each; valued at more than $1.50, 
$1 exch; and in addition thereto on all the above pistols. 


So as to read: 


hel to 15 cents a bushel 
Mr. GORMAN. But without that they would be 
Mr. ALDRICH. Oh,no. They pay 20 percent. ad valorem now 
Mr. GORMAN. If this is not chee we can put pease on the free- 
list, and therefore I appeal to my friend from Rhode [sland, in the in 
: saat srest of the farmers, the small planters, and the gardeners every whe 
Revolving pistois, 35 per cent. ad valorem. terest of the farmer » th nall planters, an e gardepers every wher 
- : - nite . , ne He knows perfectly well that these seed pease must b 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote by which the Senate agreed | had from a northern or cold climate. We can not raise them and can 
to the amendment of the Committee on Finance will be reconsidered | not reproduce them in thissection of thecountry, although a very 
if there be no objection, and the question recurs on the amendment of portion of them is raised along a small strip on +3 e lakes. 
the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the committee. In the interest of that class of people whom we have all talked about 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


. . se much, I trust that the Senate will agree that these pease, which are 
The PRES'DING OFFICER. The question now recurs on the mo- . 


‘ ; ; ; brought in for seed and scarcely for any other purpose, may be put upon 
tion toamen proposed by the committee, to strike out and insert what | 





e on the free-list. 


sali 





the free-list, or at least that the duty may be largely reduced. 
has been reasi. 7 Mr.SHERMAN. I think they are brought in for soup and not for 
The amendment was agreed to. seed. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. Paragraphs 255, 256,and 257 | Mr ALDRICH. The pease in question are principally used as articles 
were read, as follows: | of food. 
Farm and field products: | Mr.GORMAN se at this ors efers to dried peas My 
=. 2 cemtemmmemmenateheemeda. = i ms a a I ee a thi P sragraph re 7 to lried pea Ly 
256. Beans, pease, and mushrooms, prepared or preserved, in tins, jars, bottles, | "Marks will apply to garden seeds, In paragraph 27 
or otherwise, 40 per cent. ad valorem. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
257. Broom-corn, $8 per ton. | of the committee to paragraph 266. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from The amendment was agreed to. 
Rhode Isiand if there is any country in the world that produces broom-| The reading of paragraph 266 was resumed and continued, as fol- 
corn, except the United States. | lows: 
Mr. ALDRICH. Canada, Jn {| Split pease, 50 cents per bushel of 60 pounds; pease in cartons, papers, or 
Mr. McCPHERSON. Not in any very great quantities. | other small packages, I cent per pound 
Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes. | Mr. CARLISLE. As to the last clause in that paragraph, ‘‘ pease 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. | in cartons, papers, or other small packages, 1 cent per pound,’’ I de- 
Paragraph 258 was read. The next amendment of the Committee | sire to call the attention of the Senate to a statement wh‘ch was made 
on Finance was, in paragraph 258, on page 58, line 7, after the word | before the committee in regard to that matter, which I think ought 
* cabbages,”’ to strike ont “*3 cents” and insert **1 cent;’’ so as to | to be considered. The first statement is that, taken in connection w ith 
read: | the administrative act, which was passed during the present session o! 
258, Cabbages, 1 cent each. Congress, it will increase the duty to about 60 per cent. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Ishouldlike to make anotheringuiry. What| I believe what I was about to read refers to pease in tins and cans, 
is the propriety, or judgment, or sense in imposing a duty of 1 cent on | and not to this provision. 
cabbages and putting saur-kraut on the free-list ? i M r. ALDRICH. I was about to suggest to the Senator that be was 
Mr. ALDRICH. The action is taken in both cases, as I understand, | mistaken about this paragraph. 
for the benefit of the people of New Jersey. [ Laughter. ] Mr. CARLISLE. W h at I was about to read relates to anothe para 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Ah! Iam very much gratified to hear it. giapo, ~ pease in cans or tins. 
The amendment was agreed to. | The reading of the bill was resumed. 
Paragraphs 259, 260, 261, 262, 263, and 264 were read, as follows: | Paragraphs 267, 268, and 269 were read, as follow 
7 259. Cider, 5 cents per gallon. | 267. Plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all kinds, commonl!ly known as nurse! 
260, Eggs, 5 cents per dozen. | stock, not specially provided for in this aet, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
261. eas — of, 25 per cent. ad valorem. | 268, Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel of 60 pounds 
22. Hay, 4 per ton. | Seeds 
263. er per oolien. } 269. ooo beans or seeds, 32 cents per bushel of 50 pounds 
264. Hops, 15 cents per pound. : M sTTTwP : wf . 
s : a ? Mr. PLUMB. I moveto restore the duty now existing on that prod 
~_ aon cinas - move to strike out of paragraph 264 ‘‘fifteen’’ | uct by making the rate 50 cents per bushel in place of 32 cents, and 
ancl . . that will correspond fairly with the duty which has already been im 
The ee nee _ The amendment will be stated. | posed by the odin of the Senate on the finished spaliaath caliaed ail. 
” The SEC tE Ak = On Pte 58, = paragraph 264, before the word I may say here that I am inclined to believe the duty which I pro- 
cents, a is proposed to strike out “‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so | posed on castor-oil, is too large, but I hope to suggest, before the bill is 
d as to read: through, a reduction in thatitem. It is now fixed upon what the law 
» Hops, 8 cents per pound. ; * oe has been since 1883. I propose to make the duty on the castor-bean 
FF Mr. ALDRICH. I promised the Senator from Iliinois not now in | the same as it is under the present law, to correspond practically to the 
: his seat [Mr. CULLOoM] that this paragraph should be passed over until | duty on the oil. 
he was in the Senate Chamber, and I ask that it may be passed over! Mr. McPHERSON. What is the duty on castor-oil ? 
without prejudice. : | Mr. PLUMB. Eighty cents a gallon. 
a I should like to be present also when it is con-| Mr. MCPHERSON. That was increased on your motion. 
4 side ° 


Mr. PLUMB. No, it was made just what it is now. There is no 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be passed over | increase. It leaves it just as it was in the law of 1883. 
without prejudice, if there be no objection. 


, 1 | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. Paragraph 265 was read, as The SecreTary. In paragraph 269, on page 59, line 4, before the 
follows: 


| word “‘cents,’’ it is proposed to strike out '*32’’ and insert ‘*50;’ 
265. Onions, 40 cents per bushe!. | as to read: 


Paragraph 266 was read. The next amendment ot the Committee | Castor beans or seeds, 50 cents per bushel of 8 pounds. 
on Fimance was, on page 58, line 16, in paragraph 266, after the word Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe amendment which was adopted on the mo 
“green,’’ to strike out “or dried; ” and in line 18, ‘after the word | tion of the Senator from Kansas placing the duty on castor-oil at 80 
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cents a gallon or avything approximating that is to stand, then the 
duty on castor-beans shonld be increased and the motion of the Senator 
from Kansas should prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. Paragraph 270 wasread. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 59, line 7, 
after the word ‘‘act,’’ tostrike out ‘' thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ’’ 
80 as to read: 

270. Flaxseed or linseed, poppy-seed, and other oil-seeds, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 25 cents per bushel of 56 pounds; but no drawback shall 
be allowed on oil-cake nfade Geen imported seed, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that they propose a duty here of 25 cents per bushel upon 
linseed or poppy-seed or flaxseed, and at the same time they give a 
duty of 27 cents a gallon on the linseed-oil. Now, a bushel of linseed 
or flaxseed will make 2} gallons of oil, and upon a gallon of oil you 
impose a duty of 27 cents, and upon linseed or flaxseed you impose a 
duty of 25 cents a bushel. You, therefore, give 67} cents protection 
on the oil which is made from the flaxseed or linseed to the oil trust, 
and have reduced the duty on the flaxseed itself from the House bill. 
I should like to have some explanation about the consistency of that. 

\fter the oil is extracted from it the manufacturer of oil has the seed 
itself, which is sold for feeding cattle, and is exported in very large 
quantities. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will remember that the paragraph in 
regard to linseed-oil was passed over until this paragraph should be 
acted upon. It is the intention of the committee, if the rate is fixed 
upon flaxseed at 30 cents per bushel, togo back and take up the para- 
graph in regard to linseed-oil and make it proportionate with the para- 
graph now under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 270. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I take it there will be no objection now to going back 
to paragraph 236, although I will wait if the Senator from Rhode 
Island prefers that I shall. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the amendment which the Senator from 
Kansas desires to offer? 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk to come in in any proper place. I think that after paragraph 236 
would be the best place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read, ; 

The Secretary read as follows: 

236). Hides and skins, raw or uncured, whether dry, salie.l, or pickled (ex- 
cept sheep-skins with the wool on), 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me it would be better to have this 
amendment taken up when hides are reached in order. 

Mr, PLUMB. Very well, I give notice also, in connection with that, 
that if it shall be adopted, I will move, when we come to paragraph 579 
in the free-list, to strike out the words: ‘‘ Hides, raw or uncured, 
whether dry, salted, or pickled,’’ and also all after the word ‘“‘anmanu- 
factured.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understanding was that the bill 
should be considered in order, and the amendments of the Committee 
on Finance acted upon. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihavenoobjection tothat. I will submit the amend- 
ment, to come in when it is reached. 

Mr. ALDRICH. — Let it be understood as pending. 

Mr. PLUMB, I also send to the desk an amendment which I will 
propose at the proper time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The two amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be printed and their consideration postponed 
until the conimittee amendments have been concluded. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. Paragraph 271 was read, as 
follows: : 

271. Garden-seeds, agricultural seeds, and other seeds not specially provided 
for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out the word “‘forty’’ and insert 
“‘twenty.’’ 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 ask, what are the seeds ‘‘ not specially pro- 
vided for in this act?’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. They areon the free-list or provided for in another 
Way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] will be stated from the 
desk. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 271, on page 59, line 12, after the 
work ‘‘act,’’ itis proposed to strike out ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty ;”’ 
so as to read: 

271. Garden seeds, agricultural sceds, and other seeds not specially provided 
for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. PLATT. I donot know but that it is all right that we should 
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have this amendment passed on at this time without any notice that 
the committee proposed to amend this paragraph, but I wish that it 
might be passed over for a few moments until I can get some papers 
in regard to it. I think it is a very great mistake to make this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that paragraph 271 may be passed over without 
prejudice. The Chair hears no objection, and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: I ask the Senate now to dispose of 
an item which was passed over at my request. Paragraph 271 was 
passed over at my request. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to that paragraph will now be 
stated. 

The SecrETARY. On page 59, in paragraph 271, afler the word 
‘‘act,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘40”’ and insert ‘'20;"’ so as to 
read: 

271. Garden seeds, agricultural seeds,and other seeds, not specially provided 
for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT. I will not ask for any division of the Senate upon this 
proposed amendment of the committee, but I had supposed that certain 
facts and statistics had been laid before the committee by seed-growers 
from our section of the country, which members of the committee say 
they have not received. The vote may be taken on the matter and it 
will go into conference, I suppose, if not changed in the Senate, and 
these statements can be laid before the conferees, and I shall be willing 
to abide their decision when they shall have all the facts before them. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If there should be no disagreement between 
the two Houses in respect to that paragraph it would not be subject to 
the action of the committee of conference. 

Mr. PLATT. It will be open to amendment in the Senate. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island from the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN. Itrusttheamendment will beadopted. This isthe 
paragraph which I had reference toa few momentsago. I thought the 
intimation of the Senator from Connecticut was that it should only go 
into conference and then be given up. 

Mr. PLATT. Itcan notgointo conference as it stands, because then 
there will be an agreement with the House. 

Mr. GORMAN. The bill as it comes from the House proposes a duty 
of 40 per cent. on garden seeds and agricultural seeds. This in an in- 
crease of tax from 20 per cent. under the existing law to 40 per cent. 
upon an article that is absolutely necessary to nine-tenths of this en- 
tire country for the small farmers. These seeds can not be raised ex- 
cept ina cold climate. It is not cold enough in Connecticut for the 
seed to be produced so as to be used in this section of the country. 

I am glad to know that the Senator in charge of the bill has moved 
the amendment, and I trust for the purpose of insisting upon it when 
we reach another stage of the proceeding. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the purpose of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. All I wished to say was that the committee shall con- 
sider the facts when they are laid before them by the people who think 
the duty ought not to be changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 272 was read,, as follows: 

272. Vegetables of all kinds, prepared or preserved, including pickles and 
sauces of all kinds, not specially provided for in this act, 45 percent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. This paragraph includes pease, beans, mushrooms, 
pickles, and articles of that kind preserved in jars and bottles, and the 
proposition is to impose a duty of 45 per cent. ad valorem. Upon part 
of them now the duty is 30 per cent. and upon another part 35 per 
cent., without any duty whatever upon the packages in which they 
are contained, but under the administrative act which was passed dur- 
ing the present session there wil! be a duty, as we all know, this being 
an ad valorem rate, upon the package, which will very largely increase 
this duty and make it from 60 to 65 per cent. ad valorem. The state- 
ment before the committee with regard to pease was: . 

Pease: The average cost of this article is 55 francs per case in France. The 
dutiable value under the present tariff of one hund cases would be $612— 

That is the value of the article-— 


duty at 30 per cent., $183.60. Under theadministrative bill this duty is increased 
by the increase in the dutiable value— 


Because packages are included in the dutiable value— 


taking in the cost of ail packages, charges, etc., to $1,062, which at the present 
rate of duty would be $318.60— 


As against $183.60 duty under the present law— 


and if the proposed duty in the new tariff bill goes into effect, the dutiable 
value being $1,062, the duty at 40 per cent,— : 


It is now 45 in the bill in place of 40— 


will be $424.80, showing an increase in duty under the new bill of 30} per cent, 
We attach herewith a memorandum showing the actual increase in duty on one 
hundred cases, with the percentage of increase under the administrative and 
new tariff bills, showing that the revenue will be increased under the new 
tariff bill and the admi ve bill 131 per cent. 

There is no occasion for any increase in duty on this article, as there is nocom- 
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petition between the French and American packed pease, the best grade of | terial as che ap as they could get it 


American goods selling at about the same price per tin as the best grades of 
French, while the can is nearly twice as large. I have had many years’ experi- 
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ence in buying the American article, and I know that the price on the French: | 


goods hes never influen ::d in the slightest degree the price on Awerican pease. 
This is true of the cheap=r grades as well as of the best, — 

Mushrooms,—What has been stated on pease applies with equal force to mush- 
rooms, except that there are absolutely none produced in the United States for 
canning purposes, and no amount of duty would enable them to be produced 
here so that they could be canned to advantage. What few are grown for com- 
mercial purposes are sold fresh to the hotel and restaurant trade, and the de- 
mand is in excess of the supply. 

Then, on pickles, sauces, etc. 

Present duty, 35 per cent.; proposed duty, 45 per cent.; 
bill increase to about 55 or 60 per cent. 
as they are. ; Ss ; 7 

There is no competition between the American and foreign goods, The En- 
glish goods are the ones most largely sold in this country, and if consumers 
want Crosse & Black well’s pickles or Worcestershire sauce they will not take the 
American article, The prices on the foreign goods range from $1 to $3 per dozen 
higher than the American under the present tariff. The increase in duty will 
benefit in no way the American manufacturers, but will increase the revenue 
and add materially to the cost of the goods to consumers, 

I do nut see why, in view of these statements, which so far as I know 
have never been controverted, there should be an increase of duty upon 
these articles. I move, therefore, to strike out ‘‘45”’ and insert 
‘*30,’? so that the rate of duty will be 30 per cent. ad valorem, which 
will be a large increase over the present rate, because of the passaze of 
the administrative act, which imposes duties upon the packages in 
which these articles are imported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 272, on page 59, line 16, after tue 
word ‘‘act,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ 45”’ and insert ‘‘30;’’ so as 
to read: 

272. Vegetables of all kinds, prepared or preserved, including pickles and 
sauces of all kinds, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the articles included in this para- 
graph are substantially luxuries, and 45 per cent. is certainly not a 
high rate of duty to assess upon articles of this kind. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not think that beans and pease can be very 
well classed as luxuries in this country. They may be luxuries to 
some people somewhere on the face of the earth, but certainly are not 
so considered by our people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must understand that the only beans 
and pease included in this paragraph are French beans and French 
pease, which are luxuries if any are. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not see why they are luxuries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not so much articles of food as sauces 
and condiments and things of that kind. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not see why they are luxuries simply because 
they are produced in France or somewhere else. They are simply 
beans and pease, and not as good, in my judgment, as our own. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraphs 273, 274, and 275 were read, as follows: 

273. Vegetables in their natural state, not specially provided for in this act 
pergent. ad valorem. 

274, Straw, 30 per cent.ad valorem. 

275. Teasels, 50 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I move to strike out paragraph 275. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
lows: 

275. Teasels, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I see no reason why this weed sbould be taken 
from the free-list and made dutiable at 30 per cent. ad valorem. Isup- 
pose this is another instance where the agriculturists are to be bene- 
fited by the imposition of a duty. This is a weed or plant which 
produces a burr that is used by the manufacturers of woolen goods, I 
believe, in making the nap upon their cloth. I donot suppose there is 
one farmer in the United States in five hundred who knows what a 
teasel is, and yet it is proposed here to take it from the free-list, where 
it has always been so far as I remember, and impose a duty of 30 per 
cent. upon it. I move tostrike it out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The teasel is cultivated and itis not a weed. It 
formerly was dutiable and it has been restored to the dutiable list. It 
is an agricultural product. It is very largely used. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
the fiscal year 1889, The Senator from New York states that it was 
at one time upon the dutiable-list. I had forgotten that fact, if it be 
a fact, which I do not dispute; but I should like to know of the Sena- 
tor from New York how long it is since it was upon the dutiable-list. 
It certainly has been upon the free-list a great many years, and yet we 
have imported only $2,309 worth in an entire year of tis useful article, 
which is used by the manalacturers of woolen goods, and is necessary 
in their industry. 

Mr. HISCOCK: Those who use it do not complain of the duty, and 
you have been assaulting—I beg pardon—an assault has been made 
upon these gentlemen that they are unduly unprotected. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have always advocated giving them their ma- 


with administrative 
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It is proposed to strike out paragraph 275, as fol- 


We ask that these be allowed to remain | 


There were only $2,309 worth imported during | 


| to this paragraph, which I suppos 
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, and Iam entirely willin 
rather than to help them by impo 
My idea of assisting our manulacture! 


stice to anybody else 


our manufactarers in that way 
taxes upon the people. 
doing inju 
essary for their use in 
sibly get them, so that they may produce their goods cheaper, and, 

I said yesterday, benefit themselves, their labor met 


is togive them the 


their industry at as low a cost ¢ 


ers, and the cons 

of their products. 

The PRESIDENT pro temp rhe ques n the amendment 
to strike out paragraph 275. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraphs 276 and 277 were read, as follow 

Fish 

76. Anchovies and sardines, packed in oilor otherwis 
ing not more than 5inches long, 4 inches wide, and 3} inches deep I 
whole box; in half-boxes, measuring not more than 5inehes long, 4 
wide, and I} inches deep, 5 cents each; in quarter-boxes, measuring not 
than 4} inches long, 3) inches wide, and 1} inches deep, 2} cents ea 
ported in any other form, 40 per cent. ad valorem 

77. Fish, pickled, in barre!s or half-barrels, ancl m serel or saln 


or salted, 1 cent per pound. 


<t amendment of the Committee 


60, line 13, to strike oat 


Paragraph 278 was read. The ne 
on Finance was, in section 1, on page 

200. Fish, fresh, salted, pickled, smoked, or preserved in any other mann 
cept in cans or other packages), not specially provided for in this a 1 t we 
pound, 

And to insert 

278. Fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or 
salted, pickled, fresh, frozen, packed in ice, or 
vation, not specially enumerated or p 
per pound, 


Mr. ALDRICH. 


half-barrels 


otherwise 


prepared tor preser 
rovided for I ri] 


in this act, one-hal! 
I offer for the committee an important amendment 
the Senators upon the other sid 
would like to look over before they are asked to vote upon it I w 


| therefore suggest that the paragraph go over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 278 will be passed over 
| without prejudice, if there be no objection. 
Mr. CULLOM. Theamendmerit is already offered, as I understand. 


The PRESIDENT pro The amendment of the Senator fr 


j te mpore, 
Rhode Island on behalf of the Committee on Finance has been ordered 


to be printed and is now on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before we pass from that paragraph I suggest that 
the punctuation of the amendment proposed by the Senate committer 
is not just as it is intended. It appears in this way 

Fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels), smoked, dried 
salted, pickled, fresh, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise prepared for pr 


tion, not special half of L cent pei 


pound. 


y enumerated or provided for in this act, one 


I understand that the object is to limit fresh fish to that cla 
frozen or packed in ice or otherwise prepared for preservation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is not the purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICi The action of the committee was that the Hous: 
paragraph should be restored as to rates, with a proviso to that 
graph. I ask that the paragraph may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be passed over 


of sh 


para- 


| without prejudice, to be considered with theamendments to it hereafter. 


Paragraphs 279 and 280 were read, as follows: 


279. Herrings, pickled or salted, one-halfof l cent per pound: herri oa) 
one-fourth of l cent per pound, 

280. Fish in cans or packages made of tin or other material, exce 
andsardines, and fish packed in any other rainner, notspecially enum 


! 


or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valore 


Paragraph 281 was read, 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was 
beginning in line 4, to strike out: 


281. Cans or packages made of tin, or other metal, containing sh h. ad 
mitted free of duty, not exceeding 1 quart in contents, shall be subject to adut 
of 8 cents per dozen cans or packages; and when exceeding 1 quart hall be 
subject to an additional duty of 4 cents per dozen for each additional half quart 
or fractional part thereof: Provided. That until June 30, 1891, euch « pac 
ages shal! be admitted as now provided by law 

And insert: 

281. Cans or packages made of tin or other mater ontaining fi of an 
kind admitted free of duty under any existing law or treaty, not exceeding or 
quart in contents, shall be subject to a duty on each can or package of 1! cents 
and when exceeding one quart, shail be subject to an additional dut for ea 


additional quart or fractional part thereof 


Mr. ALDRICH. The committee are satisfied, upon further exan 
nation of this subject, that the rates of duty levied by the House pro 
vision are suflicient for the purpose indicated in the paragrap! 


of 1} 


cents 


, and 


| they therefore recommend a disagreement with the amendment and a 


concurrence in the House provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor \ disagreement with the amend 
ment of the committee, so that the provision will stand as it came from 
the House of Kepresentatives ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to th 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. GORMAN, I should like to know what | 


ume of p raph 
281. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. Paragraph 281 is the one upon which 
the Senate has just voted, and rejected the amendment of the commit- 
tee; so that the part proposed to be stricken out will stand. 

Paragraphs 282 and 283 were read, as follows: 

YRUITS AND NUTS, 





Fruits 

282. Apples, green or ripe, 25 cents per bushel. 

283. Apples, dried, desiccated, evaporated, or prepared in any manner, and 
not otherwise provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound 

Paragraph 284 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, on page 62, in paragraph 284, line 4, after the word 
*‘grapes,’’ to insert ‘* 60 cents per barrel of 3 cubic feet capacity or 
fractional part thereof;’’ so as to read: 

281. Grapes, 60 cents per barrel of 3 cubic feet capacity or fractional part there- 
of; plums, and prunes, 2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 285 was read, as follows 

235. Figs, 2} cents per pound. 

Paragraph 286 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, to strike out paragraph 298 of the House bill, on page 
62, as follows: 

286. Oranges, lemons, or limes, in packages of capacity of 1} cubic feet or 
less, 25 cents per package; in packages of capacity exceeding 1} cubic feet and 
not exceeding 2} cubic feet, 0 cents per package; in packages of capacity ex- 


ceeding 2} cubic feet and not exceeding 5 cubic feet, $1 per package; in pack- 
ages of capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for every additional cubic foot or frac- 
tional part thereof, 20 cents; in bulk, $2.50 per one thousand: Provided, That 
when boxes in which oranges or lemons are imported shail be of shooks manu- 


facitured in and exported from the United States, and so verified in accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, there shal! be a 
rebate of the duties on such oranges and lemons of 2 cents for each box of 1} 
cubic feet or less capacity, and 2 cents for each additional 1} feet capacity, or 
fractional! part thereof. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

286. Oranges, lemons, and limes, in packages of capacity of 1} cubic feet or 
less, 13 cents per package; in packages of capacity exceeding 1} cubic feet and 
not exceeding 2} cubic feet, 2 cents per package; in packages of capacity ex- 
ceeding 2} cubic feet and not exceeding 5 cubic feet, 50 cents per package; in 
packages of capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for every additional cubic foot or 
fractional part thereof, 10 cents; in bulk, $1.50 per 1,000. 

Mr, CALL. Mr. President, the Senate onght not to agree to this 
amendment of the committee, the effect of which is to change the duty 
from the amount reported in the House bill from 50 cents per box to 
25 cents per box. It is a question of the adjustment of the duty upon 
different articles according to the merits of the case. In this case the 
orange interest in the State of Florida is the sole support of a very ex- 
tensive region of country. It has amounted toa very considerable sum 
and as reported by the proceedings of a convention of orange-growers 
to be something over $4,000,000, and it is now progressing into much 
larger proportions. 

Under this tariff bill these people are taxed upon all the necessaries 
of life, upon everything which they consume, and this, their sole re- 
source, is left without any benefit from the tariff except an infinitessi- 
mal or comparatively small amount of 25 centsa box. If we are to 
have a system of duties which are to be adjusted with reference to the 
interests of particular industries, this is an entirely unfair application 
of the rule. 

The manual which I hold in my hand, which has been submitted 
by a convention of orange-growers in the State of Florida, composed 
of people of both political parties, contains the following statement of 


facts: 
1, THERE 18 A COMPETITION, 


It has been represented to your honorable committee that there is no compe- 
tition between Florida and imported oranges; and an alleged fact cited, in sup- 
port, that the bulk of Florida oranges is marketed before the foreign oranges 
are shipped. This allegation is untrue. The following figures, taken from the 
records of the Foreign Fruit Exchange of New York, clearly prove its un- 
truth : 


Imports of oranges at all ports of the United States, January and Feb- 
BET, Fe Orccececesccesececascsnes ceonapenesquencctacccang isumastonemanectes ‘o 
FO WS aheEB ANS Larrsls, SHURE OO o000c<crerceccccesses 900000 stvesecesere soomsecevesiiadbonspens 






FOIE seeretnn serenqeeesid bene seins inanesngngnaninartaammeneserstnancet seesen vein 
Equal to one-fourth entire importation for the year. 
Saary and Pelamaky, MB cunass:cenatnngeeien secwintigemaptmne 
23,641 cases, equal tO .............ccrerenee 





TOE cenpovseun'n eponiiindntantatnislndsinettonstieashinenuciiinahias eres cssenepuoenneesupeerensegpeces 
Nearly one-fourth entire importation forthe year. 
January and February, 1899 .......... subesbvescsssevesveitn dccsaansvebes dus daideniooatiiaghines 261, 543 


145,869 cases and barrels, equal tO .......000..scovercrssesernsesessscesscrereversssesesesezcce BOM, 708 


SEITE nevis inecireer veptviipanieineanhigcanddaethieeeet dian nimngeenraianererandnhedain eins etl 

Equal to one-third entire importation for the year. 

Making for the year an average of nearly two million boxes, and in 
these particular months, when the orange-grower in Florida comes into 
the market, the heaviest of these importations from abroad occur. 

The statement gives the comparative cost of the Florida orange and 
the foreign orange in the New York market. This manual states the 
cost delivered for sale of the Florida orange at the sum of $1.70, which 
is greater than the cost of the foreign imported orange, according to the 
tables here cited, which I will not delay the Senate by reading. 


It is evident, then, that the heaviest importations are received in our markets 
during the two months of January and February, when the shipments from 
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Florida are largest. During these two months one-third of the foreign — 
tations are brought into direct competition with domestic oranges. Including 
the months of December and March with January and February (practically 
the whole of the Florida orange season) about one-half of the imported oranges 
are brought into direct and disastrous competition with the Florida crop. 


2, THIS COMPETITION IS DANGEROUS AND HURTFUL. 


The placing of the imported oranges upon the American market at a time 
when the Florida shipments are at their height has the effect of breaking down 
and glutting the market to such an extent that these perishable fruits are often 
sold at prices below the cost of production. It is unjust to the American pro- 
ducers that their products should be thus brought into a hurtful competition 
with foreign fruits, 


3. COMPARATIVE CO8T OF PLACING FLORIDA AND IMPORTED ORANGES ON THE 
NEW YORK MARKET. 

Beginning with the wild land, it costs at least $1,200 an acre to bring it to 
profitable bearing condition, After from twelve to fifteen years of labor and 
waiting, an acre of orange grove will produce in a favorable year an average of 
200 boxes of fruit (a high estimate). Money commands, in Florida, at least 10 
per cent. interest, and from that to 15 per cent. The interest on the capital rep- 
resented in an acre of bearing grove is,then, not less than $120. Cost of ferti- 
lizers and labor is $50 per acre per year, making the cost of a box of oranges on 
the tree Scents. To get the box of oranges to market the expense account will 
stand as follows: 


Cost on tree ........ Sepateeentereenenet swasersseenssessas suees ves ereroecouess succsentenscnsssoecosqoosessseess $0.85 
Picking, grading, sizing, wrapping, packing, paper, boxes, straps, nails, 

with other labor........ eupueanniahuaininesinne preveensecperesd atestnpesmncipsvebersscsnanavoseasies 35 

Freight (average) ..... sau oventahaehi cnugpelededaliignd siibnidaveandeaadnatsdhtacnnikanesithaweti .50 

heel 

Cost delivered for sale .......00......0secccsceseceseeess poniio qpocanien 008 


To this is added 8 to 10 per cent. commission on selling price, which, with the 
items of insurance, taxes, and other expenses directly chargeable, brings the 
cost of the box of Florida oranges up to not less than $1.95. ‘The average gross 
price obtained last season by the Florida Fruit Exchange, which compares 
favorably with other agencies, was about $2.25 per box, leaving a gross profit of 
30 cents a box on a perishable commodity, or 5 per cent. on a class of business 
in which 25 per cent. is considered the lowest limit of safety. 

This is the showing of an unusually favorable season. The disasters of frost 
or decay will put the balance against the producer. 

Compare these figures with the cost of laying down in our markets a box of 
foreign oranges. With cheap capital, cheap labor, and cheap transportation, a 
box of foreign oranges is put upen our markets at a cost, including present 
duties, not exceeding 90 cents per box. Is it not evident, then, that the foreign 
producer and speculator can sei! his fruit profitably in the New York market at 
a price lower than the bare cost of placing a box of Florida oranves in acart at the 
grove? Is it unreasonable to ask that at least the duties providedin the House 
bill be retained? Even they will only lessen the evil, without removing it. 

It is true that the foreign oranges are inferior to the Florida fruit. None the 
less does the foreign importation affect and reduce the price of the domestic 
fruit. It is proved by ali commercial experience that when a market is glutted 
with an inferior article, particularly of perishable commodities, the price of the 
superior article is invariably lowered. Does not the sale of ajulterated prod- 
ucts interfere with the sale of the unadulterated? The sale of shoddy injures 
the market for honest goods. The sale of a bankrupt stock is detrimental to 
the interests of the honest merchantand manufacturer. The reliable figures of 
the practical orange-grower should be considered as to the profits of the indus- 
try and not the glowing and unreliable statements of real-estate speculators 
and town-site boomers. 


4. THE ADVANTAGES OF THE FOREIGN PRODUCER OVER THE AMERICAN PRO- 
DUCER. 


Investigation has revealed the fact that of the thirty or more fruit-importing 
houses of New York City only three are American houses. The rest are owned 
or controlled by Italians, a majority of whom are not citizens of the United 
States. They are the kinsmen of foreign producers seut here to act as agents. 
The money received by them is sént bodily from the country, not even giving 
this country the benefit of exchange, leaving us financially poorer by just that 
amount, without taking into consideration the injury caused by the supplant- 
ing of a home product. An increased tariff will bea direct charge on the for- 
eign producer, for his profits are wide enough to stand a much larger increase of 
duties than is proposed. It will a the American producer to exactly the ex- 
tent that it steadies the home market from glu prices. Is it nota wae 
of the American Government to protect the wealth-producing American citi- 
zen from the forced competition ofthe wealth-consuming alien? On theside of 
the alien are massed cheap labor, cheap money, cheap freights, long-established 
groves,and the advantages which come from centuries of cultivated lands. 
Against the Florida orange-grower are grouped highly paid labor, high interest, 
high freights,and the protracted struggle with the virgin forest and uncalti- 
vated soil, Which shall we favor? 


5. PRESENT PRODUCTION OF FLORIDA ORANGES AND THE FUTURE OF ORANGE- 
GROWING UNDER ADEQUATE PROTECTION, 


Within ten years the production of Florida ora has increased from 350,000 
boxes to 4,000,000 boxes perannum, The groves which are now coming into bear- 
ing were planted more t ten yearago. The future increase of the crop depends 
on the markets of present years. If glutted markets are to continue to be our 
lot the rapid increase of the orange-raising industry will receive a serious check. 
If ox protection is afforded now the year 1900 will see American markets 
fully supplied with American orangesall the yeararound. Protection now will 
measure and assure the supply of the future. Protection will assure the con- 
tinued steady increase in the length of the Florida orange season, which will 
eventually supply the country with orangestwelve months intheyear. It will 
do this by encouraging the expenditure of time and capital in developing new 
ve of the orange, a line of experiment already attended with splendid 
results, 

6. OTHER INDUSTRIES ARE BENEFITED. 


Estimating the Florida orange = at 4,000,000 boxes, the ay a the 
Maine manufacturer of box sides will be $200,000; the heads will $200,000 
more; the single item of ing-paper foots up $125,000; nails, $20,000; straps 
for the filled boxes, $60,000. articles of purely American manufacture are 
merely items in the vast aggregate of the Florida orange industry. Twenty 
thousand persons own orange groves in Florida, with a total area of 250,000 
acres, Over $100,000,000 is invested in this industry. Employment is given to 
more than 150,000 le. Railroads and steam-ship lines receive yearly $2,000,- 
000 for transporting this crop, The vast increase of the aggregates of the oran 
owing business and its dependent industries will receive a serious check ifthe 
ust and reasonable arguments for a fair measure of protection go unheeded or 
are set aside. 
THE STATUS OF ORANGE-GROWING AS COMPARED WITH OTIER PROTECTED LN- 
DUSTRIES, 
The average duty on pmpustetons is 47 per cent. On oranges it amounts to 
less than 30 per cent, A rail mill, a cotton or woolen factory may be built in a 
year. A glass factory may be erectedinafew mouths. The entire list of highly 
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rotected manufactured articles is now produced by quickly turned capital, would give ample protection to t 


ut the purely agricultural product of orange groves is wrested from the virgin 
earth only after years of protracted labor and patient waiting. 
must pass before the first small return can be credited against the vast load of 
expense incurred. Even then a perishable commodity is often forced to an un- 
profitable sale upon a giutted market—glutted by similar products raised under 
more favorable conditions, under less stress of laborandexpense. The equities 
should be preserved, and — honorable committee is respectfully urged to 
give due consideration tot e equities under discussion. And it isfurther urged 


that not alone does the prosperity of an industry rest in your hands, but the | 


prosperity of a sovereign State, one of that Union of Commonwealths whose 
constitutional representatives you are. 
J. C. McKIBBIN 
President Florida Orange-Growers’ Union 
and Chairman Florida Tariff Com: 

Mr. President, upon the theories of this bill there can be no answer 
to the arguments which are presented by the orange-growersof Florida 
for such a duty as will protect them from the importation of an inferior 
quality of toreign fruit at a period of the year when the domestic fruit 
is ripe and placed upon the market. 

I do not know that I can add anything to this statement, further 


than to say that a very large convention of the orange-growers of the | 


State of Florida was held during the past winter upon these grounds, and 
with entire unanimity of opinion a paper was presented stating these 
facts and signed by M. H. Mabry, John E. Hartridge, J.C. McKibbin, 
R. F. Rogers, John H. Welsh, and George W. Wilson, committee. 


While the committee was out, Chairman Wilson addressed the convention on 
the issue as follows: 

** Not only is Florida feeling the direct and ruinous effect of the 
of Mediterranean fruit, 100,000 boxes of which have arrived in our por 
of the last three weeks, breaking prices and losing Flori 
another and even greater danger has recently come to not i 
America, the West Indies, and the coast of South America I 
have been planted in oranges during the pastfew years. When sug i 
these countries the question arose, ‘ What are we to do with our vacant land ? 
*Plant orange trees,’ was the answer. ‘Where can capital be had?’ 
England and the mother countries,’ came the reply, ‘and in any quantity, at 
4 per cent.’ 





“Gentlemen, so with their cheap money, cheap labor, rich lands, and cheap 


transportation, they can lay their oranges down at our packing-house d 


‘ rst 
an ship-builders aue already « 


less iponey than we can grow them. Ameri 
structing fleets to engage in this carrying trade. This is no chimera; itis! 
fact. It is notdistant; itis upon us. Shall we let the fruits of our painstak 


labor be taken from us, our living that we have established, by a set of me n 
who bave no sympathy with our social life, our traditions, or our institution 
Weare confronted with dire disaster, and it behooves ustostir o ives speed 
ily and make our plight known, through an efficient committee, to the law- 
makers of the country.” 

In the memorial adopted by the convention and which was presented 
to the Ways and Means Committee is the following statement: 


We would confidently assert to your committee that if this industry could be 





irse 


protected until it has reached a stage of fuil maturity and development we could | 


supply our home markets with better fruit (cheapened by inventions as ap- 
plied to harvesting, packing, and storing), and at prices bringing to the pro- 
ducer a modest but comfortablelivelihood. There isno danger ofthe people of 
the United Sfates having to pay high prices for oranges if the Government will 
pursue the policy of helping us get our industry fully established. Ours, gen 

tlemen, is a contest between well-paid labor, expensive operative capital, and 
the cheap capital and still cheaper labor of Eyrope, Mexico, Central America, 
West India Islands, and South America. Florida can not (allow us to reiterate 

compete on equal terms in the production of oranges while we pay $1 to $1.2 
per day for labor and 10 per cent. to 15 per cent. interest on our capital, while 
the same resu!t is reached in the countries mentioned with labor paid less than 
50 cents per day, with operating capital at 3,4,and 5 per cent 


Mr. President, the signers of this petition to Congress, which has 
been presented to the Committee of Ways and Means of the House, are 
men of both political parties. Those who are in favor of protection, of 
course find no want of harmony in that proposition with their views, 
nor do those who are not all agreefl upon the proposition, for it is a tax 
upon a luxury which may be imposed to any extent to which it will 
be a subject of revenue, and in adjusting the duty it should be placed 
upon those articles which can bear it and where the incidental benefits 
will be of the mostimportance to thecountry. Measured by that rule, 
there can be no doubt whatever that this reduction of 25 cents upon 


the rate imposed by the House is not a fair nor a just application of | 


the principle, and that the duty of 50 cents a box is not more than a 
reasonable tax easily borne by this luxury, and that the resulting benefit 
to orange-growing, which isa very great interest in the State of Florida, 
will be one adequate to the encouragement of the growth of this busi- 
ness in that State and elsewhere in the Southern States. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator sits down, I wish to ask him one 
question. Does not the orange-grower of Florida bear the burden of a 
great freight, which he pays upon his production before it is sold in the 
markets of the North, and a freight that is greater even than the freight 
by sea which the Mediterranean orange-shipper pays ? 

Mr.CALL. The Senator is entirely right, and that is one of the 
statements I have made. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say that nodoubt that is true, and that it is 
true, also, of a great many other things. It is true as respects hides. 
It costs less to transport hides from the Argentine Republic to New 
York than it does from Iowa. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is pretty nearly true, also, of corn. 

Mr. CALL. 


try. I have always insisted ever since I have been here, when a tarifi 
bill was under discussion, that luxuries were proper subjects of taxation, 
and this luxury of the orange was a proper subject for such a tax as 





Twelve years | 


That shows the propriety of providing for it in a sys- | 
tem which gives encouragement to the various industries of the coun- | 
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the orange-grower, and i think 1 v 
the Senate may, with entire justice to the principles upon which this 
bill is framed, let this duty stand at 50 cents a box. 

The advantages to the country, as have been stated in this paper, are 
very great. The railroads get $2,000,000 in freight, I have no doubta 
very much larger sum of money than they ought to exact from the 
people, and the country issupplied with a very superior article of fruit. 

| In the course of time there is no qu 1 whatever that the « ) 
ments there will amount to a ry ¢ ) Che people are 
| dependent entirely upon fruit for the ibsiste their pr fit, and 
out of the sale of this fruit ley pa all the he ipos d Ipon 
the various articles of subsistence and of t whit ita 1 in the 
| tariff bill, Under these « imstances, the request of tl peopl 
| which is an earnest one, and the complaint which they make tu 
| der the existing tariff, with the orange gro ing W ! in the VW 1 
dies and in Central America i with speedy and cheap « m 
tion, being brought i uk i e great ships, t tramp ‘ 
| and growing uj ) the island iout any ca : nd tl i 
tility of Cuba and the Y t I 1 is anid ¢ t \ 
| cost is almost nominal inthe importation of this f nto t 
| this country. 
| Mr. CARLISLE. A igh t lment pt iby the C 
| mittee on Finance inet the rates of d 1] om t it 
| J shall cheerfully « t my support, 
posed by the H l l it f : 
| I have listened 1 vhat |! d 1 | y f id 
| (Mr. CALL] and I d 
| given, either for the i ft rat f dut 
| maintaini1 I ute. The very paper {1 
reads shows that under the present rates of duty the ] 1 oO 
oranges in Florida | in ised in ten years fron ) 
41,000,000 boxes, an incr ( er] 100 } t Phat 
i , not | t : a , 
inte red to inj ext t i nd 
read in the pa} é of t l 3 
| which : mide byt tion of tl Cheit 
| orange groves are selling for almost fabulous prices, and every ! vhich 
| has come to my know! e indicates very arly t t 
avery prosperous one under the present rates of dut 
} When the Senator talks about the freight of $2,000,' 1¢ m 
| which is paid for the transportation of these fruits to N« \ nd 
| other markets, he must remember that the growers of the ora lo 
| not pay these freight Chey are paid by th ynsumer, 1 f protest 
that no additional burde ball be placed upon them by act of Con 
gress, atleast. I would rather reduce the burdens upon the con ers 


These fruits are not luxuries in any propersenseof the term, They 
are no more luxuries than apples and peaches. They have become ab 
solutely necessary to the comfort and health of the American peop! 
and lemons and limes especially are used largely in sickness. 

Without undertaking to detain the Senate by an attempt to d 
this subject at length, I desire to enter my protest against any increa 
of duties on these articles, because I think they are unnecessary and 
| because such a course would be contrary to the principles by which my 
action has been governed throughout the entire consideration of this 
subject. I would vote for a lower rate of duty than the Senate Com 
| mittee on Finance proposes, but I know we can not secure nd ther 

| fore I shall vote for their amendment as against the provision sent to 

| us by the House of Representatives. 

| Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the present rate of dut upon oranges 

| has existed at all events since the year 1883. I donot know! ich 

| further back its origin dates. 
e up before the two Honses 


two years ago the Mills bill made no reduction in the orange dut 


| r + . 

| When the question of tariff revision ca 
| 

| When the responsibility was upon the Senator from Kentucky in sug- 


gesting and directing the details of that bill, he brought forward no 
proposition to reduce the duty upon oranges, but h tood by the law 
as it existed up to that time 
When the Mills bill came to the Senate in that shape it went before 
the Committee on Finance. In tl irst draught which came from 
that committee there was a reduction of the duty upon oranges, and it 
was in this shape when was first reported to this bod but, upon 
further examination and further information, the committe estored 
the clause as it came in the bill from the House of Representativ« 
| The orange-growers of Florida have come from a ly irts of tl coun 
try; they have been building up t nd ry f t good ny years 
and have made some success at it, and they ha me to the conclu 
| sion that there is a necessity for some protection against the foreign 
crops imported from South Am from Italy, from Central Ame 


from Mexico, and the West Indie They think that if this ta bill 


| is to be framed u 1 the lines of protection, they are as much entitled 
to the favorable consideration of those who favor a tariff for prot n 
as any other class of agriculturists, or others envayved in industr 
suits who are asking that theirseveral ir tr may be p1 | 
Reference has been made by the Senator from Kentucl I 
increase in the product of Florida oranges; and he urges that as a rea- 
| Son why the duty should not be increased. But, Mr. I dent, tomy 
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mind it affords a reason why the duty should be increased. This isa 


perishable article, and unless it is consumed in a short time after it 
matures it is worthless; and when the (ruit-growers have shown by the 
large increase in the growth of the fruit, by the large increase in the 
production, that they are in a position to supply tle markets of the 
country, it would seem to be a reason why they should ask that they 
be protected against foreign producers. It is the home product that 
promises success that deserves encouragement, and a perishable article 
which is abundant should have the preference in our own markets. 

With this end in view the Florida orange-growers have come to- 
gether, They have had their convention, their association meetings; 
they have matured their -plans; they have made their statements, and 
when the House committee met and considered this proposition along 
with others with reference to changing the tariff laws, they submitted 
all the facts they had in their possession to the consideration of the 
committee. Some of these statements have been submitted by my 
colleague to the Senate thisafternoon. The matter was maturely con- 
sidered and after its consideration—— 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do not the oranges from the countriessouth of Florida 
come into the market at a time when the Florida oranges have been 
practically consumed, and therefore are not in competition with the 
production in Florida and Louisiana, being a perishable article? By 
the time that our crops have been consumed by the people of this 
country, then in come the crops from the southern islands to supply 
our people with this very necessary fruit. 

Mr. PASCO. I had intended to make reference to these arguments 
which have been used against the increase of the duty a little later on, 
and I will take that matter up at length before I get through with the 
few remarks I propose to make. 

All these facts with reference to the growth of the orange, with ref- 
erence to foreign markets, with reference to the dates at which these 
diferent countries send their products to this country, were before the 
House committee, and they were very maturely and carefully consid- 
ered, and, as a result of it, the paragraph was framed which it is pro- 
posed tostrike out, which nearly doubles the former duty upon oranges, 
The basis of the former duty was about 25 cents upon a box exceeding 
1| eubie feet and not exceeding 2} chbic feet; under the paragraph as 
proposed by the House, it was made 50 cents upon such a box. 

It was said by many that this is simply the production of a single 
State. But the large State of California has very great interests in this 
production as well as the State of Florida. Oranges are raised in the 
lower part of Louisiana,.and orange farms and groves located in these 
States are owned by people all over the United States. There are few 
States that are notrepresented in our population of orange-growers, and 
it is by no means a sectional matter or a matter limited to one partic- 
ular State. 

The effort that was made by the Florida orange-growers was partic- 
ipated in by the orange-growers of California. They went before the 
committee also and they made their statements, and, as I have already 
shown, the result was the increase of the duty to 50 cents a box upon 
oranges. The proposed duty in paragraph 286 on some of these items 
is the same as in the presentlaw. Theduty is 13 centsa box on pack- 
ages of 1} cubic feet or less; 25 cents for those of double that size, and 
soon. But in several respects the proposed duty is lower than the 
duty in the existing law. For instance: 

In packages of capacity exceeding 2} cubic feet and not exceeding 5 cubic 
feet, 50 cents per package; in packages of capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for 
wey Ss cubic foot or fractional part thereof, 10 cente; in bulk, $1.50 
per 1,000. 

In the existing law it is $1.60 per thousand. The estimated duties 
under the rates proposed by the House bill would amount to $1,843,- 
377.49, The estimated duties under the rates in the paragraph as pro- 
posed by the Senate committee is $1,078, 233.33, making a reduction or 
$765, 144.16 from the amount in the House bill. 

The chief argument which has been urged why 50 cents a box, as 
prescribed in the House bill, should not be continued is that the for- 
eign orange comes into the market ata different time from the crop 
raised in Floridaand in California. That is notaltogether true. A very 
large proportion of the Florida crop comes into the marketat the same 
time that the European crop does. In addition to that, we have to con- 
tend against the crop of Mexico, Central America, and the West India 
Islands. 

The orange-growers of Florida are endeavoring toraise different kinds 
of oranges. ‘They have introduced various qualities and kinds which 
ripen and mature at different seasons, and if this effort is encouraged 
and protected, it will be in their power, as they hope and believe, to 
supply the market at nearly all seasons of the year at which oranges of 
any kind are produced, and that being the case the competition will be 
continuous. In support of these views I wish to read a carefully pre- 
pared statement presented before the Ways and Means Committee by 
the Florida Fruit Exchange and the Florida Orange-Growers’ Union, 
in which they say: . 

It will not be denied that the West India, Mexican, and Central American 
fruit comes into market in October, November, and December. We are pre- 








pared further to show from tables compiled by the Foreign Fruit Exchange 
that the distribution of Mediterranean fruit begins in November and extends, 
in increasing quantities, through the ensuing six months. Out of 509,458 boxes 
of Palermo oranges received during the season of 1883-'89, 345,363, or over three- 
fifths, were received during the months of October, November, December, Jan- 
uary, February, and March, namely, in October. 437 boxes; in November, 18,912; 
in December, 84,449; in January, 77,674; in February, 93,057; and in March, 
70,840. And weare further prepared to show that there were received between 
December 15, 1889, and emg ny 1890, according to the statistics furnished by 
the Foreign Fruit Exchange, m Catania, Messina, and Valencia, excluding 
Palermo, 105,500 boxes; being at the rate of over 26,000 boxes per week, in com- 
petition with Florida fruit. 


Further on this memorial says: 
In conclusion, we beg leave to call your attention to the main points of the con- 


tention of those advocating the abolishing or reduction of the duty on foreign 


fruits. 
First. That the orange and lemon productions of Florida require no protec- 


tion, because the Mediterranean oranges come in later than the Floridas. To 


this we have conclusively shown by their own statistics that three-fifths of the 
Palermo fruit in 1888-89 was imported in November, December, January, Feb- 
ruary, and March,in direct competition with Florida fruit, and we have also 
shown that Jamaica, West India, Mexico, and Central America, come in earlier 


and during the marketing season of Florida fruit; and moreover, that we are 


raising later maturing fruit which will comein May, June, July, and August. 
We also note that California fruit comes in March and onwards. 


Mr. President, I will read from another document the argument of 


the Florida orange-growers presented before the Ways and Means Com- 


mittee on the House of Representatives. Mr. Wilson, the chairman of 
the committee, came from Florida to present this matter to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. He said, in a speech delivered before a 


convention of fruit-growers at home, which is included in this pam- 


phiet: 


Not only is Florida feeling the direct and ruinous effect of the importation of 
Mediterranean fruit, 100,000 boxes of which have arrived in our ports for each of 
the last three weeks, breaking prices and losing Florida at least $200,000, but 


another and even greater danger has recently come to notice in Mexico, Central 


America, the West Indies, and the coast of South America. Immense areas have 
been planted in oranges during the past few years. When sugar failed in these 
countries the question arose, “‘What are we to do with our vacant land?” 
‘* Plant orange trees,’ was the answer. ‘‘ Where can capital be had?” ‘“ From 
England and the mother countries,”’ came the reply, and in any quantity, at 3 
or 4 per cent. 

Gentlemen, so with their cheap money, cheap labor, rich lands, and cheap 
transportation, they can lay their oranges down atour packing-house doors for 
less money than we can grow them. American ship-builders are already con- 
structing fleets to engage in this carrying trade. This isnochimera; it is hard 
fact. Itis not distant; it is upon us. Shall we let the fruits of our painstaking 
labor be taken from us, our living that we have established, by a set of men 
who have nosympathy with our social life, our traditions, or our institutions? 
We are confron with dire disaster, and it behooves us to stir ourselves 
speedily and make our plight known, through ap efficient committee, to the 
law-makers of the country. 

Maj. G. P. Healy, of Jacksonville, following Mr. Wilson, said he could cor- 
roborate every word Mr. Wilson had said, and, in addition, it had come under 
his personal knowledge that large quantities of orange buds had been sent 
from Florida to the near-by countriesenumerated. He had eaten Florida navel 
oranges grown upon the wild stocks of Jamaica, budded with Florida buds, as 
good in every way as Floridas. Thousands upon thousands of buds have been 
sentout during the past eighteen months, and to Mexico over a million buds 


during the past year, ‘*Gentlemen,”’ he said, “if you don’t take measuresto 
shut out foreign-grown oranges = willsee the time within three years when 


Florida-grown oranges will not bring 75 cents in New York.” 


Their memorial then stated as follows: 


The growers of citrous fruits in the State of Florida, represented in conven- 
tion by the Farmers’ Alliance of the State of Florida, the Farmers’ Alliance Ex- 
change, the Orange-Growers’ Union, the Florida Fruit Exchange, the Horti- 
oultural Society of Florida, the Florida Orange and Vegetable Auction Company, 
and other associations composed of fruit-growers, and also of the railway and 
transportation — and their connections, respectfully memorialize the 
Con of the United States, and urge upon its attention that the present duty 
on res fruits is insuflicient to give the protection necessary to encourage the 
production of these fruits in the States of the Union in which this industry 
exists; moreover, but a small amount of revenue is produced, and we respect- 
fully urge and ask that such duty should be advanced toa special rate of 50 
cents per cubic foot, or $1 per box of 2} cubic feet. 


Further on the memorialists say, in presenting their case to the com- 
mittee: 


Ours, gentlemen. is a contest between well paid labor, expensive operative 
capital, and the cheap capital and still cheaper labor of Europe, Mexico, Cen- 
tral America, West India Islands. and South America. Flo can not (allow 
us to reiterate) com on equal terms in the of oranges while we 
pay $1 to $1.25 for labor and 10 per cent. to 15 per cent, interest on our 
capital, while the same result is in the countries mentioned with labor 

d less than 50 cents per day, with operating capital at 3, 4, and 5 per cent. 

It is claimed from some sources that foreign oranges do not come in competi- 
tion with Florida oranges for the reason the foreign fruit is put into our 
markets at times when we have no Floridas. This is not true. Florida has 
developed and is developing an early and late variety of oranges. To-day we 
are putting into our m the entire season. With proper induce- 
ments we can supply the demand of all periods of the year, and the recent suc- 
cessful experiments in cold storage will enable the wer to store his crop, to 
be distributed at the demands of the consumption, should the supply become 
— than the home consumption. Our viest shipments commence in 

ovember and last until June, during which time nearly al of the foreign 
oranges are thrown u our markets, coming directly in competition with us. 

We herewith submit an accurate statement of the receipts of foreign —_ 
(this does not include numerous small —— countries as yet in the 
transition stage of development) during the years 1887, 1888, and 1889. 


They submit a statement of the receipts of foreign oranges, not in- 
eluding small fruit-producing countries, during the years 1887, 1888, 
and 1889, which shows that a very large portion o! thecrop is imported 
into this couutry during the very month when our Florida oranges 
come into market. Without reading the table I ask leave to submit 
it with my remarks. _ 





| 
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1890. 





Reeeipts of oranges in United States. 


Boxes Mediterra- Jarrels 


Cases Valencias 



















nean. Jamaica. 
New York. ating New York. ay New York. 
1887. 

January 100, 182 54, 264 13,514 18, 204 10, 133 
February ieiaiihie cma 76,948 5. O45 13, 094 9, 100 3, 219 
March ......ccceeceesrerseeseseoeees 130, OO4 99, 025 | 10, 222 11,415 9.419 
April... 224, 496 137, 923 3, 804 19, 396 St 
May... 235, 002 157, 136 1, 309 15, 688 248 
TBM evescccerscvecceces veccescseves 152, 732 TEE Ciccseahountnansew Addie se iciaditanhitiarenainianiia 

July.. $4, 362 13, 461 |... cccccocseceees {74 - 
Augus' 48. 237 B, BOE facccccoce csocsccce}oesesssas 1,219 
September ne 10. 026 
ER aiitiies adennpienseze ppncts Sssaniaiiendnaia 23, 747 
November .... . sagt A. Usesseacpanes 22, 124 
EPOSGUIDEN osccescnevsccsceeseess 23, 150 DE Uscivscowatenaes 18, 028 
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desire to be protected. 

[ am presenting their views, and I say, Mr. President, a \ 
have to raise duties for.this purpose I am in favor of seein; 
tribution of the matter, aud I believe that this ’ proper < 
favorable consideration I will con *my reading. 

During the year 1889 not less than 20.0% f ‘ ids (not in 
what has been sent f1 1 California rom ties, were « ed to 
Mexico, West India Islands, South Amer t P ‘ ant 

| Europe, to be grown on the vastly increased acrea re trees planted 
and being p muted in these countries 

That closes what I have to read from this statement. ilso desire 


} States. 
| isa fair average of the price del 


| apprehension that the California produc 


to put in the Recorp, and not weary 
ment of Hon. Mr. VANDEVER, of the 
appeared before the Committee on Wa 
views, and also a letter of H. K. 


the Senate by reading it, a state- 

House of Representative who 
and Means and supported these 
that that California 


Snow, show 


orange-growers share in the opinions expressed by the orange-growers 
of Florida. 
The statements are as follows 
THE CROP IN CALIFORNIA STATEMENT OF HO? Ww VANDEVER, 


Three thousand car-loa''s, or 990,000 box 


s, of oranges were the 
transported from Southern Calif 


rail, to 
nts tol 0 p 
ivered on bo 
This is as low a rate as will possibly comy 


past season 
United 
ary seedlings 


ornuia, Dy 


various parts of the 
One dollar and twenty-five ce 


*r box for ordis 
urd the cars at the citrus centers 
the producer. It is with great 
er of oranges regards t! reasing im 
portation of this fruit from foreign countries to our markets 


ensate 


e im 





It costs 57 cents per box (by car-load lots) to transport oranges from Florida 
to New York City or to Boston, 

The average yield of an acre of orange trees in good bearing is 2 0 bo 

The transportation of a box of oranges from Italy to New York City or to Bo 
ton is 25 cents; duty 2 cents. Total freight and tariff 50 cents Ke costs 7 cents 
per box more to land oranges in New York or Boston from Florida than it cost 

! to bring them from Italy. Upon the basis of 200 boxes to the acre, th« Ita 

has the advantage of Florida in supplying New York or Boston with orange 


| plying the 


| erside and at Pasadena the entire 


| staying qualities, 


1,114,336 | 565 oS, Gay 66, 653 i 97, 257 
58, 365 35, 472 23, 491 6, 900 
' 81,218 99, 137 27, 405 1,939 
| 108,724 | 54,957 23,603 | 3,166 
} 181,927 |" 102,350 30, 647 3,747 
110,2 276 56, 959 12, 002 3, 900 
"420 10, 822 2, 127 GD fawccn eoseaneree 
3 eol 1, 486 1,117 831 
8, 380 
September . 95 7, 877 
October ... 404 | m), 463 
November.. ‘ 7, 681 sen andse~gueibietl 6, 151 
ae 31,589. 29 , 254 6, 012 3. 367 
670, 680 3, 927 126, 404 0, 915 91 9 
1889, 
January....... phintantiibns onesie 95, 597 47,568 4,580 3, 167 
a ectieaiad 41, 802 113, 069 10, 734 Wi ME Necenuconia 
March...... ; 152, 137 144, 045 bo 610 en UEP Lee ccdiaenaiaisisivaill 
April... 102, 495 | 86, 636 394 11,852 
May...... 83,205 | 41,007 os 779 | 9, 357 |.....00 
June... 79, 689 | 19, 576 12, 167 4, 989 
Jul¥..on 49, 849 TE Ehncintienecsigcabestenttvinasens 
August.... 14, 389 1, 696 ee 
September . 78 |. 7, 877 
October ..... 29 ( 3 
November sein Slt iE neikemebsendnl oveXien epenpeaet se 8, 028 
December........000c0008 » 5, 989 5, 367 SLED barvicteosee 3, 367 
25,447 | 463, 128 154, 647 £1, 668 19, 735 
1890, } } 

I oc sizaca wsstevestes sows 57,341 48, 279 47, 1 19, 573 1,696 | 
ns ccidgacracineopews stiied “79, 667 76, 256 52, 529 17, 800 7, 131 
RECAPITULATION. 

Years. Boxes. Cases, Sarrels, 


1, 677, 363 141, 330 
1,066,607 | 147,319 
ladlaoennindce .| 1,088, 575 196, 315 
1290 (first two months)... i llilaciacn nsisdueil inter. Gagan 137, 042 





The memorial proceeds: 
Over one-quarter of the whole probable yearly receipts from the Mediterra- 
uean have arrived in January and February—say, 261,543 boxes of oranges. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks that the 
people of Florida would be willing, for the reasons he has stated, to ac- 
cept a share of this robbery and to become monopolists to that extent ? 

Mr. PASCO, A share of what robbery ? 

Mr. HOAR. Of the tariff robbery. Does he think the people of 
Florida would consent to accept a share of it? 

Mr. PASCO. I will state thata large number of the gentlemen who 
are interested in these orange groves are as much in favor of a protective 
tariff as the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. They do not, then, regard it as a robbery on the part 
of monopolists? I am glad to know that. 

Mr. PASCO. According to my view of the tariff question the range 
of duties is about 47 per cent., which I think the Mills bill proposed 
to reduce to about 43 per cent. With the large debt that the country 
owes it would be impossible to get along without a very large import 
duty on different articles received into the country. The question of 
free trade will not bea question for this generation to solve. 
as immense amounts of money are obliged to be raised for the expendi- 


tures of the Government they must be raised through this means. No | 





As long | 


other method has evér been found so satisfactory to the people at large | 


as this way of raising money, and it is only a question, so far as I un- 
derstand it, as to the articles upon which the money should be raised. 
The Florida orange-growers believe that this is one of the articles 
that is deserving of theconsideration of the country, and if this system 
of protection is to prevail that they aredeserving of as much considera- 


of $I4 per acre. 
Common labor in the State of Florida is ws 
per day. 
One man’s labor is required to cultivate 10 acres of oranges; three 
days’ labor, which is about an average year's work, $300in Florida; $i in Italy 
The Italian producer, then, has the advantage of the Florida producer in sup 


rth $1 per day and in Italy 20 cents 


hundred 


American market of $14 per acre in transportation and duty and of 
$24 per acre in labor; a total of $38 per acre on oranges 
Phe tri nsportation of a box of oranges from Californim to New York or Bo 
* | ton is $1.25 per box (by car-load lots); to Chicago, 90 cents Labor in California 
is $2 perday. Therefore the Italian orang se-grower aes he advantage over the 
California orange-grower in New York of about $76 per acre, and in the Chicago 
market of about $58 per acre. 
lo place Florida and California in our American markets on equality with 
Italy the import duty on oranges and Jemons should be at least $1 per box 


The orange is the chief source of « 
provides fruit the year round. Oran, 


itrous wealth in Southern California it 
picked from the trees at Riv 


left on certain trees 


res may be 
year; the old crop being 
for use,and lasting in very good condition until a new crop begins to ripen 
without apparently affecting the new growth Phe California orange 
In this particular it is far superior to the Italian orange, and 
even better than the Florida orange The Riverside orange is famous for its 
excellence. The seediess navels bring large prices in the market, and the 


» has great 


seedlings of Southern California are generally in flavor and lusciousness far su 
perior to the best imported oranges from the Mediterranean. 

The orange belt of California extends from San Diego to Santa Barbara, skirt 
ing the Coast Range and the Sierras from 10 to 50 miles from the ocean. The 
base of the Sierra Madre affords the most favorable localities for orange culture 
Intense heat does not injure the orange. The Southern California orange will 
also stand a temperature 4 or 5 degrees below freezing. The orange is not a 
native of California; it was brought as seeds from Spain, long years ago, by the 


padres and the explorers who first settled the country. 

The extent in value of the industry at the present time can be 
the following figures: In Los Angeles County there are about 350,000 bearing 
trees; Santa Barbara, 30,000; San Diego County, 55,000; San Bernardino, 300,000 
Ventura, 5,000; in all, including scattered ranches, of which no account can be 
taken, nearly 1,000,000 bearing trees rhe significance to the country at large 
isimportant, It means that California intends to demanda share of the patron- 
age given to Mediterranean and Havana ranges, and that she can 
supply the entire demand 


imag ned from 


if necessary‘ 


VIEWS Or Tl, K, SNOW 


Austin City, Cat,, January 13, 1890 

DEAR Sin: Linclose you a petition of a great many orange-growers in this 
county to ask of Congress for more protection on our oranges rhe prese 
tariff is only about 25 cents a box, which is only about 8 per cent., where 
grapes are protected 50 cents a gallon, equal to 3 cents a pound for green 
and they sell here for $10 per ton, or one-half cent a pound. Good 
worth from $2.50 to $% per box in the markets 


swine 
rape 
oranges ar 


There ought to be a protection of at least $1 a box, which is only about 30 pe 
cent. There will be several petitions sent you, and I trust you will do all yo 
can to further our wishes. Senator STANFORD ought to help us, as it will be a 
great impetus to orange-growing, which will tax the railroads to their utmost 
to carry the fruit to market in a very few years. I will not bother 1 witl 
many remarks,as I know that you are very busy. This work ought to be d« 
before the committee on tariff You will know, of course 

Most truly yours, 
HW. kK. SNOW 

Hon. WILLIAM VANDRVER, . 


Washington, D, C 


Mr. President, the people of Florida are Jaboring under a great many 
difficulties. I regret 


very much to be obliged to infer from the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that he thinks that the burden 
should all be borne by the people of the section of country in which 


these fruit-growers live, and that none of the advantages shor ild be en 
joyed by them. 

The majority, in this bill, have increased 200 per cent. the duty upon 
cotton-ties. They propose to put sponges upon the free-list. ‘They car 
ried through a measure yesterday which threatens destruction to the 
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cigar manufactories in the State in which I live, and now when we b 

up a proposition to give some benefit toa part of the population of Flor- 
ida, many of them sympathizing with the Senator from Massachusetts 
in his political views, I am met with the suggestion that they should 
bear all the burdens and receive none of the benefits of tariff taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. President, if the farmers and agriculturists and fruit-growers 
of Florida could be relieved of the excessive taxation upon their agri- 
cultural implements and tools, upon the different implements which 
they have to make use of in raising these articles, and upon their cloth- 
ing and articles of domestic use, they would be able to get along as well 
as those living in any other section of the country, with lower rates of 
duty upon their own productions. Whenever the question comes up 
for a fair revision of the tariff they will be willing to bear their part of 
the reduction, but, while other duties are being raised and while addi- 
tional burdens are being placed upon them, they are not willing to see 
the duties lowered upon their products, in this instance as well as in 
others, and the advantages given by existing law to their products re- 
duced. 

A reference has been made by the Senator from Maine to the question 
of freights. Hon. H.S. Sanford is largely interested in orange-growing, 
and is acquainted with all the details of the business. He was in the 
city recently, and I conversed with him on this subject. He says 
the freights upon oranges from Italy to New York are from 12 to 24 
cents a box, and the freights trom Sanford, Fla., 45 cents a box, so 
that it will be seen the protection given by this bill, as it will be when 
modified by this amendment, simply removes about the difference be- 
tween the treights from Italy and the freights from Florida. It leaves 
the home product practically without any other protection than enongh 
to cover the difference in freights. 

Mr. President, while [ am on the subject, and referring to the fact 
that the people in our section have to bear all the burdens of the tariff 
and receive very little of ils advantages, I desire to say that in my 
opinion partisan and sectional lines are drawn all through the bill, and 
that all the benefit the people of our section get from it is simply in- 
cidental, because articles similar to ours are‘raised in other more highly 
favored States, In this connection I call attention to the fact that the 
off-products of the citrous fruits, such as citric acid, lime juice, oil of 
limes, lemon juice, lemon oil, lemon peel, orange flower or neroli, 
orange oil, orange peel, and orange sticks are, with one or two excep- 
tions, all placed upon the free- list. 

These are all products of Florida and ought to be encouraged, so as 
to assist this industry. They have received no attention whatever 
from the committee. Citric acid alone is protected. There is a small 
protection upon orange and lemon peel when it is preserved or candied, 
but 1 suppose that is simply on account of the sugar that is used inits 
manufacture. 

Mr. President, in view of the fact that we are practically with no 
protection except the difference between freight rates; that our oranges 
come in competition for three or four months in the year with Italian 
products and at other seasons with the products of Central America, 
South America, and the West India Islands; that the neighboring coun- 
tries, taking advantage of this low duty, are already going largely into 
this industry, and that in a few years they will have millions of | trees 
in Mexico to compete with the trees in our own State, I think that it 
is not unreasonable to ask, as I do, that the action of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, which carefully considered this entire subject, be sus- 
tained, and that the amendments offered by the Senate committee be 
rejected. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I ought to have said when on the 
floor a few moments ago, in order not to trouble the Senate again on 
this subject, that we have already by our legislation during the pres- 
ent session given to the growers of these citrous fruits a large degree of 
additional protection by the customs administrative bill, which ex- 
pressly abolishes all allowances for damages. It isestimated, and I have 
no doubt correctly, that at least 25 per cent. of these fruits shipped 
here from abroad decay and rot on the voyage and are absolutely lost. 
Yet the shippers are required to pay at the custom-house fall rates of 
duty upon the whole cargo as it left the foreign pert, although they land 
here to sell only about 75 per cent. of it. This of itself affords a very 
large measure of protection to the growers of these fruits in this coun- 
try in addition to what they have by the imposition of specific rates of 
duty provided for in the law. 

While I am on the floor I desire to say in response to the Senator 
from Florida that I did not vote for the imposition of any additional 

* burden upon his people by the increase of the rates of duty upon cot- 
ton-ties or tobacco or anything else which they are compelled to pur- 
chase and use. I opposed the imposition of those additional burdens 
for the same reason that I oppose this. I am looking to the interest of 
the consumers of the country who must have these things in order to 
live comfortably in their homes, and it makes no difference to me 
whether it is a product of the South or a product of the North, wher- 
ever we can reduce a rate of duty without injury to the industry Iam 
in favor of making the reduction, and I shall pursue that course 
throughout the consideration of this whole bill. 

Mr, PASCO. Mr. President, I did not suppose the Senater from 


Kentucky would think for a moment that I intended any reference to 
him in the few remarks that I made upon the imposition of burden- 
some taxation upon our people. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to say one thing that escaped me while I was 
on the floor before, and that is with referei:ce to the duty upon lemons. 
There is no request on the part of the fruit growers of Florida that this 
higher duty shall be placed upon lemons. Lemons are needed for the 
sick; they are used largely as a medicine. 

The production of lemons is not at all great in our State at the pres- 
ent time, and, as I understand the ma‘ter, the fruit-growers of our 
State and the fruit-growers of California ave not asked that this ad- 
ditional duty be put upon the lemon. Ii the committee are at all dis- 
posed to meet the proposition made by myself and my colleague, that 
the duty be retained as in the bill as it came to us from the House, we 
would be perfectly willing to submit to a reduction so far as the lemon 
is concerned. 

The Senator from Kentucky referred to the damage clause. I sup- 
pose he referred to section 22 of the act-wliich was passed during the 
present session. There is one feature of that damage clause which is 
not at all favorable to the orange-growers if advantage is taken to pur- 
chase damaged lots and then sort them. That section provides: 


Sec. 22. That no allowance for damage to goods, wares, and merchandise im- 
ported into the United Statesshall hereafter be made in the estimation and liqui- 
dation of duties thereon; but the importer thereof may, within ten days after 
entry, abandon to the United States all or any portion of goods, wares, and 
merchandise included in any invoice, and be relieved from the payment of the 
duties on the portion so abandoned: Provided, That the portion so abandoned 
shall amount to 10 per cent. or over of the total value or quantity of the invoice; 
and the property so abandoned shall be sold by public auction or otherwise dis- 
posed of for the account and eredit of the United States under such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Now, where that portion is abandoned, there may be 10 per cent. of 
salable fruit, perhaps more, in the box, and the whole of it can be 
thrown upon the market to come into competition with the fruits com- 
ing from our own fruit-growing States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask that the proposed amendment may be read- 


again. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment is a very long one. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the purport of it? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is the committee amendment reducing the rates 
proposed by the House on oranges, lemons, etc. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not knowthe form of the question. 
vote with the Senator from Florida or against him ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Against him. 

Mr. CULLOM. It votes to sustain the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Petricrew]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name wascalied). I beg leave to state that 
I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SqurRe]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I havea general pair with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron]. The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] has a pair with the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. MorrIt1]. By an arrangement between us the pairs have been 
transferred, and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton] 
stands paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL1]. I vote 
ae ” 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr.PvuGu]. I donot see him in the Chamber, 
and I withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), I have ageneral pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who I believe is not 
recorded, and for the present I withhold my vote. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was oon I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Voo! !£Es]}. 

The roll-call was concl > 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I will in- 
quire if the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I then withdraw my vote, unless it be necessary to 


Does ‘‘yea’”’ 


make a quorum. ' 

TheP ENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. HEARST. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. StanrorpD]. 
If he were here he w vote ‘‘nay,’’ and therefore I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GrorGce]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
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The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 18; as follows: 








is a very great increase; from 20 to 35 cents a pound it is a tremendous 


YEAS—28 jump, and it does not seem to me that it is necessary. 

. . Ph Sa I move to strike out ‘‘35 cents per pound,”’ in line 21, on page 64, 
Allison, — ae ipesenn and in line 22 I move to strike out ‘15 cents per pound’’ and insert 
Bate, ' Dixon, Mitchell, Stockbridge, ‘**20 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Berry, Evarts, ee —— The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
eo ey Seana Walthall Senator from New Jersey will! be stated 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Reagan, Wilson of Md. The SECRETARY. On page 64, line 21, strike out ‘35 cents pei 
NAYS—18 pound,’’ and in line 22 strike out ‘'15 cents per pound ”’ and insert 20 
Allen Hale, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, per cent. ad valorem ;’’ so as to read 
Barbour, Hearst, Paddock, Vashburn, Extract of meat, all not specially provided for in this luid extract of meat 
Cameron, a a Wilson of lowa. | 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
Casey oar, ierce, = al neniae pm : 
ere Ingalls, Piumb, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
ABSENT—28 proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 
é ~ = “Ds 7 
The amendment was rejected 
Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, | Tl >RES DENT — nai 4 a8 sot i 
Blodgett, Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, I 1e PRESIDENT pro tempor The reading of the bill will procee 
Brown, Farwell, MeMillan, Squire, he Secretary read as follows 
Butler, Faulkner, Moody, Stanford, a a i es at 
Call, Frye, Morrill, Turpie, on x i — r aa adel alle 1 wal . i 
‘ . 00. Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound ressed, 5cents per pound 
Chandler, George, Payne, Vance, am : : : 5 
Colquitt, Gibson, Pettigrew, Voorhees, The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line & 
+ n= Gomme, oo oe page 65, after the word “‘ tallow,’’ to insert ‘‘ and degras;’’ so as to read 
niel, Fray, uay, Se eee Laat Ss eo 
Dolph, Hampton, Ransom, 1. Tallow and ck is, Lcenty } ! / 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the words ‘‘and degra be omitt 
So the amendment was agreed to. | from this paragraph, and following it I shall move toadd an ! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The reading of the bill will proceed. | clause after the word ‘ pound 
The Secretary read as follows: | The PRESIDENT pro tempo If there is no obiection, the a 
287. Raisins, 2} cents per pound, | ment of the committee, proposing to insert the words ‘and « 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph | will be rejected, and the Senator from Khode Island pro 
288, page 63, line 18, before the word “‘ fruits,’’ to strike out ‘‘or’’ | ment, which will he stated. 
and insert ‘‘ and;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: The SECRETAR’ Add to the para 
288. Comfits, sweetmeats,and fruits preserved in sugar, sirup, molasses, or Wool-grease, including that known 
spirits, not specially provided for in thisact, and jellies of all kinds, 35per cent. | grease, one-half of Leent per pound 
aS vereeees. | Mr. CARLISLE, I suppose that upon the suggestion 
The amendment was agreed to. | from Rhode Island the Senate will disagree to the amendm yroposed 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: | by the committee to insert the words ‘‘and degra 
289. Fruits preserved in their own juices, 30 per cent. ad valorem. | The PRESIDENT prot yore. Chat bas alread een dor 
290. Orange-peel and lemon-peel, preserved or candied, 2 cents per pound 


Nuts: 
291. Almonds, not shelled, 5 cents per pound ; clear almonds, slielled, 7} cents 
per pound. 
292. Filberts and walnuts of all kinds, not shelled, 3cents per pound; shelled, 
6 cents per pound. 


293. Peanuts or ground beans, unshelled, 1 cent per pound; shelled, 1} cents 
per pound. 


‘ : ai : | 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- | 


graph 294, page 64, line 11, after the word ‘‘ kinds,’’ to insert ‘‘ shelled | 
or ;’’ so as to make the paragraph read : 


204. Nuts of all kinds, shelled or unshelied, not specially provided for in this 
act, 1} cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 
Meat products : 

295. Bacon and hams, 5 cents per pound. 

295, Beef, mutton, and pork, 2 cents per pound. 

297. Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially provided for in 
this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

298. Extract of meat, all not specially provided for in this act, 35 cents per 

und; fluid extract of meat, 15 cents per pound; but the dutiable weight sha!l 
nelude the extract and the tins, jara, bottles, or other articles containing the 
same,and no separate or additional duty shall be collected on such covering 
unless as such they are suitable and apparently designed for use other thanin 
the importation of meat extracts. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I make the same motion there that I did awhile 
ago in reference to another paragraph. I move tostrike out the words 
‘but the dutiable weight shall include the extract and the tins, jars, 
bottles, or other articles containing the same.”’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


strike out the words: 


But the dutiable weight shall include the extract and the tins, jars, bottles, or 
other artices containing the same. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The rate of duty now upon these articles is 20 
per cent. ad valorem. This makes a very great increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am inclined to accept the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. MCPHERSON rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. 
this question ? 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I rise to speak to the paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not to the amendment ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator does not object to the 
pending amendment ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No, sir. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This increase applies to extract of meat, which 
is used very largely for medicinal purposes, known as Liebig’s extract 
of meat, which will be brought here and will be purchased, whatever 


Does the Senator rise to speak to 


Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to say in regard to the amend vent n 


proposed that it is simply transferring this article from the tree-! 
where it is now and has been for a long time, and making it d 
at one-half cent per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam sure the Senator does not 1 to mal 


misstatement. 

Mr. CARLISLE 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I supposed it was 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is now dutiable at 10 per cent. as grease not 
otherwise provided for, or at 25 percent. asachemical compound. The 
Treasury Department has ruled both ways upon it. It never has been 
free. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I knew it was not enumerated in the dutiab!; 
list, and I supposed it was on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. At any rate, it ought to be upon the free-list, | 
think. This is the grease which is extracted from wool in cleansing 
it, and is used by the manufacturers of leather. It is not an article 
which we can encourage the production of, it seems to me, to any con 
siderable extent. There will not be a single pound of wool washed ox 
cleaned in any way in addition to what is now done on account of the 


I do not 
It never has been upon the free-list. 
Degras ? 


It never has. 


| imposition of a duty on this article; and it is an article, as I said, of 


absolute necessity tothe manufacturersot leather, and therefore if they 


: can get it cheap it has a tendency to reduce the cost of the production 
The SECRETARY. On page 64, line 22, after the word ‘‘pound,’’ 


of thatarticle. Iam told that it is absolutely necessary for them to 
import this article on account of some difference between the foreign 
and the home product. I understand that there is an acid or some 
element in the domestic production, which element, in their opinion 
at least, makes it not as suitable for finishing leather as the imported 
article. 

As I have said, this bill seems to be framed upon the theory of prote 
tion in order to encourage the production of articles at home. It will 
not have that effect in this case, because the duty will not, as I said, 
induce people to extract a pound more of this article from woo! than 
they do now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is certainly mistaken 
in his understanding of the question and in his expectation of what 
will be done if that duty is imposed. There are from fifty to sixt; 
million pounds of wool-grease now being allowed to run into streams 
in various parts of the country which, if we have this protection, wil! 


| be preserved and made use of in the preservation of leather, the manu 
| facture of soap, and for other purposes 


Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator says it has a protection now of eith: 
10 cents a pound or 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ten per cent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And still it is washed out in stream 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ten per cent., which amounts toa quarter of a cent 


rate of duty you impose upon it. The rate of duty of 35 cents a pound | a pound. We want to increase the rate. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. You want to double it? 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to ask a question. At one time there were 
a number of gentlemen here representing interests who were opposing 
the provision as it stood in the bill in the first instance. I desire to in- 
quire whether the modification is satisfactory to those interests. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The modification is satisfactory to all interests. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

Miscellaneous products: 

302, Chicory-root, burnt or roasted, ground or granulated, or in rolls, or other- 
wise prepared, and not specially provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound. 

Thenextamendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 65, line 
14, after the word ‘‘chocolate,’’ to strike out ‘‘ other than chocolate con- 
fectionery and chocolate commercially known as sweetened chocolate, 
three’’ and insert ‘* two;’’ so as to make paragraph 303 read: 

308, Chocolate, 2 cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 65, 
line 18, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three’’ and insert 
‘‘two;’’ so as to make paragraph 304 read: 

204. Cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not specially provided for in this act, 
2 cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


305. Cocoa-butter or cocoa-butterine, 3} cents per pound, 

806, Dandelion-root and acorns prepared, and other articles used as coffee, 
or as substitutes for coffee, not specially provided for in this act, 1} cents per 
pound, 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 66, 


line 14, after the word ‘‘ remitted,’’ to strike out the following addi- 
tional proviso: 

Provided further, That exporters of meats, whether packed or smoked, which 
nave been cured in the United States with imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory 


proof, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, 
that such ineats have been cured with imported salt, have refunded to them from 
the Treasury the duties paid on the salt so used in curing such exported meats 
in amounts not less than $100, 


So as to read: 
Salt: J 

307, Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 12 cents per 100 pounds; in 
sulk, Scents per L0Opounds: Provided, That imported salt in bond may be used 
in curing tish taken by vessels licensed to engage in the fisheries, and in curing 
fish on the shores of the navigable waters of the United States, under such regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; and upon proof that 
the salt has been used for either of the purposes stated in this proviso, the duties 
on the same shall be remitted. 


Mr. McPHERSON. It will be observed that by striking out the 
proviso as proposed by the committee the Western packers of meat are 
deprived of tree salt for packing their meats, while the fish-packers in 
the East are given free salt to cure their product. I move to strike out 
the whole paragraph, the effect of which will be to put salt upon the 
free-list. 

In order that I may not take up too much time of the Senate in the 
discussion of this question, I want to read a short extract from a few 
remarks which I had the honor to make in the Senate in 1886, I 
know that my speeches generally are not very entertaining; but in this 
case the remarks may ap to be edifying. In those remarks I de- 
scribed a visit that I paid to a salt factory -—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let the Chair first understand the 

yroposed amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move tostrike out the whole paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee propose to strike 
out part of the paragraph. . 

Mr. MCPHEKSON., I propose to strike out what is left. I move to 
strike out all that precedes the proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole paragraph ? 

Mr. McPHERSON, I move to strike out the whole paragraph, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey will 
proceed, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, what I said in 1886 reads in 
this wise: 

Let us take the article of salt. How much duty is im upon salt? I 
find that we imposed a duty of 12 cents per hundred pounds by the tariff act of 
Is83. Twelve cents per hundred pounds would be about 36 cents per barrel. 
I believe there are usually 300 pounds of salt in a barrel, I was informed the 
other day by a gentleman largely engaged in the man re of salt that ow- 
ing to the improved machinery employed in its production, to the great extent 
and area of a late discovery of salt-fields, he would like to make a contract to 
sell all the salt that his salt-works would produce fora yearat 40 cents a barrel, 
In other words, he said, ‘I propose to oe you oranybody with all the salt 
my works will produce for a year, and I th ~ 4 my ca; ty is 200 barrels a day, 
for 40 cents a barrel. 

The duty we have imposed is 36 cents a barrel, almost 100 cent, duty. 
Every poor man, ouany farmer, every man who uses salt, is to paya 
large tariff upon the salt product. 

Now, about the labor employed {n its manufacture; let us see the necessity 
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pain water from the lake down intoa hole inthe ground; they were pump- 
ng it out of the hole by the same engine and the same machinery into la 
evaporators. The only living soul whom I saw about the salt-works was the 
one individual who was running the engine. 

What is salt? Itis something born of the sunlight and theair. If you take 
a basin full of sea-water and set it in the sunlight the result is salt. This one 
individual was manufacturing salt upon which a duty was laid by the Govern- 
mentof36centsabarrel, Said J,‘‘My friend, how much wages do you receive?” 
* Ninety cents a day.” Ninety cents a day pajd for wages was producing 200 
barrels of salt. 

On questioning the gentleman I found thathe had been requested by the salt 
industry to visit Congress in 1881 as a representative of the labor part of that in- 
dustry to prove to a committee of Congress that unless a protection was afforded 
upon salt the sabor engaged in that industry would starve, and be came here 
for that purpose. He was ong 90 cents a ay, or starvation wages, even with 
a duty of 100 per cent, as protection to the proprietor of the works. Unfortu- 
nately this is the case with most all of our protected industries, 

Mr. President, that is my reason for asking that salt be put upon the 
free-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. VEST. I mast ask for the yeas and nays on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
on this question the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rose to ask the Senator from Missouri to with- 
draw hisdemand for the yeas and nays; but I do not care to do it now 
that they have been ordered. 

Mr. VEST. No, we must have the yeas and nays. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered the roll will be called. 

Mr. CULLOM. That ison the motion to strike out the whole para- 

ph? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Jersey to strike out the entire paragraph 307. 

Mr. VEST. That is to amend the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. McPHERSON. To amend the amendment of the committee 
by striking out in addition to the words the committee proposed to 
strike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro ‘empore. It is an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee. It proposes to strike out more than the com- 
mittee propose to strike out. 

Mr. VEST. The questionis whether salt shall go on the free-list or 
not. That is the whole of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson], and I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BARBOUR (after having voted in theaffirmative), I withdraw 
my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Has the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN | voted on this question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. MANDERSON, [I therefore abstain from voting, being paired 
with him. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the negative), I inquire if the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Virginia is not re- 
corded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washington with- 
draws his vote, 

Mr. SANDERS. Has a quorum voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is not recorded. 

Mr. SANDERS. I vote ‘*‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. lam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. GeorGe]. Ifhe were present, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he wo 
vote ‘* vea.”’ 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Florida Me Pasco] is paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. CAsry]. I wish to state, also, that 
my colleague [Mr. HARRIS], who is not present in the Chamber just 
now, is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL]. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I thought the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB] had voted. I am paired 
with him, and withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can vote to make a quorum, if necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote of the Senator from New 
Hampshire would not make a quorum. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Pending the announcement of the result, I move 


for the Sete, ~ I a! yy + Se —< ps ee that the | that the Senate adjourn. 
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The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Bate, Coke, Morgan, Walthall. 
Berry, Gorman, Paddock, 
Carlisle, Gray, Ransom, 
Cockrell, McPherson, n, 

NAYS—22. 
J i Frye Mitchell, Stewart, 
Ato Hale. Pierce, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Hawley, Power, Teller, 
Cullom, Higgins, Sanders, Washburn. 
Dolph, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Evarts, Ingalls, Spooner, 

ABSENT—49. 
Barbour, Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Dixon, Kenna, Squire, 
Blair, Edmunds, MeMillan, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Manderson, Turpie, 
Brown, Farwell, Moody, Vance, 
Butler, Faulkner, Morrill, Vest, 
Call, George, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Casey, Hampton, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md, 
Chandler, Harris, Platt, Wolcott. 
Colquitt, Hearst, Plumb, 
Daniel, Hiscock, Pugh, 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 
The PRESIDENT protempore. A quorum has not voted. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 29, 1890, at 10 
o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 28, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CurnBeEnrt, 
D, D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER directed the Clerk to read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr, Speaker, I make the point that there is no 
quorum present, 

The SPEAKER counted the House and announced the presence of 
167 members—a quorum. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the roll-call on the 
question, Shall the decision of the Chairstand asthe judgment of the 
House? The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. TURNER, of New.York. Mr>Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I find that to-day, after the morning 
hour, is one of the days set apart for the Labor Committee, and that 
the time assigned for business reported from the Committee on Agri- 
culture has expired. I desire, therefore, to be informed by the Chair 
why, this day being assigned to the Committee on Labor, the consid- 
eration of business reported from that committee is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not entered upon because gentlemen have 
been taking upthetime. Assoon as the business now before the House 
is disposed of the business reported from the Labor Committee will be 
taken up. 

. Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to occupy a moment on a 
question of order. Does the Chair recognize me for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know what the point of 
order is that the gentleman 

Mr. ENLOE, I make the point of order, Mr, Speaker, that the order 
which was adopted by the House fixing certain days for the consider- 
ation of certain bills reported from the Committee on Agriculture has 
expired, and that this day having been set apart by a subsequent spe- 
cial order of the House for the consideration of business reported from 
the Committee on Labor, the Committee on Labor is now entitled to 
the right of way. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a dis- 
tinction between business coming over under the first order and busi- 
ness under this order of to-day. In the Journal of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, first session, Forty-ninth Congress, I find that— 


Mr. REAGAN, as a privil question, under the order of the House of March 
16, called up the bill of the House “ to regulate interstate commerce and to pre- 
vent unjust discrimination by common carriers;’’ pending which— 

Mr. Hatcu made the point of order that the regular order was the consider- 
under the order of the 30th of April last, of such business as may 
be presented as Committee on Agriculture; the said order setting apart 
this day, after second call of committees, for the consideration of such busi- 
ness. 


The SPEAKER sustained the point of order, and held that the special order of 
the 30th of April took precedence of that of the 16th of March, for the reason 
it ned and set apart this day for the consideration of business pre- 
sented by Committee on Agriculture. 

Now, Mr. § er, the point of order that I make is that the Com- 
mittee on is entitled to this day and to Saturday, and that if 


this other business, under the Speaker’s ruling, comes over as unfin- 
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ished business it should be taken up on Friday or on Monday follow- 
' ing, or at such subsequent time as unfinished business may prop- 
erly be considered, because the special order of the House suspends 
| the operation of the regular rules of the House and sets apart a day 
| for the consideration of certain business, and names the committee 
| and gives it the privilege of having its business considered upon the 
| stated day. 
Therefore, if this is unfinished business, I insist that it should go 
| one as unfinished business until to-morrow, and if not disposed of 
| then, that it should be again taken upon Monday. That would be the 
case under the Speaker’s ruling, to which I do not agree and did not 
agree when it was made. We have tried this question as against the 
colored people of the country and now we are trying it as against the 
laboring men of the country; let us see if the hog can knock them all 
out. 

The SPEAKER. The last observation which the gentleman has 
made is not on the point of order, The Chairdirects the Clerk to call 
the roll, on the ground that the question raised by the gentleman from 
| Tennessee is the very question that the House has to pass upon. 
| Mr. ENLOE. Iask the Chair to rule on the point of order. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair declines to rule on the point of order. 

Mr. ENLOE. On what ground? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the ground that that is the very question 
which the House is now passing upon, the Chair baving already ruled 
upon it. 

Mr. ENLOE, Itis not the question that the House has to pass upon. 
I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is, Shall the decis 
ion of the Chair made on Tuesday morning stand as the judgment of 
the House? The Clerk will call the roll 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call can not be interrupted. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I addressed the Chair before the roli-call began. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I addressed the Chair, also, and the 
| Chair deliberately turned away and refused to recoghize me. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. And I was standing up calling out to the Chair 
in my thin voice before the roll-call commenced. | Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
130, nays 46, not voting 150; as follows: 


YEAS—10, 
McCord, 


| Anderson, Kans, Dingley, Smith, Il. 


Arnold, Dockery, McCreary, Smith, W. Va, 

| Atkinson, Pa. Dolliver, McDuffie, Snider, 

| Atkinson, W.Va. Dorsey, McKenna, Spooner, 
Banks, Dunneil, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Bartine, Evans, Miles, Stewart, Vt. 
Barwig, Farquhar, Morey, Stivers, 
Bayne, Fithian, Morrill, Stone, Mo. 
Belknap, Flick, Morse, Struble, 
Bergen, Forman, Mudd, Sweney, 
Bingham, Fowler, Niedringhaus, Tarsney, 
Bliss, Funston, Norton, Taylor, EF. B. 
Brewer, Gear, ©’ Donnell, Taylor, J.D. 
Brickner, Gest, O'’ Ferrall, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brookshire, Hansbrough, O’ Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Brosius, Hatch, Osborne, Townsend, Pa, 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Owens, Ohio Turner, Kans. 
Burrows, Haynes, Parrett, Vandever, 
Burton, Heard, Pay.1.e, Waddill, 
Butterworth, Henderson,lowa Paynter, Wade, 
Caldwell, Hermann Payson, Walker, 

| Candler, Mass, Hill, Perkins, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cannon, Hitt, Post, Wickham, 
Carter, Holman, Raines, Willcox, 
Caruth, Kennedy, Randall, Williams, Ill. 
Caswell, Kerr, lowa Ray, Williams, Ohio, 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Reilly, Wilson, Mo. 
Cogswell, Lacey, Reyburn, Wilson, Wash, 
Comstock, La Follette, Rock well, Wilson, W. Va. 
Conger, Lane, Rowell, Wright, 
Connell, Laws, Russell, Yardley. 
Dalzell, Martin, Ind. Seull, 
Darlington, McClellan, Simonds, 

NAYS—46, ~ 
Adams, Frank, McCarthy, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Geissenhainer, McClammy, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Goodnight, McRae, Stockbridge, 
Barnes, Harmer, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Hayes, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Blount, Lanham, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Chipman, Lawler, Mutebler, Turner, N.Y, 
Clements, Lehblbach, O’ Neil, Mass, Vaux, 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Peel, Venable, 
Dickerson, Maish, Penington, Wheeler, Ala, 
Enloe, Mason, Quinn, 
Forney, McAdoo, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—150. 

Abbott, Baker, Boatner, sreckinridge, Ky. 
Alderson, Beckwith, Boothman, Brower, 
Allen, Mich. Belden, Boutelle, Brown, J. B. 
Allen, Miss. Biggs Bowden, Browne, T. M, 
Andrew, Blanchard, Breckinridge, Ark, Browne, Va. 
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Brunner, Dunphy, Lester, Va. Sanford, 


Buchanan, Va. Fdmunds, Lewis, Sawyer, 
Buckalew, Elliott, Lind, Scranton, 
Bullock, Ellis, Lodge, Seney, 
Bunn, Ewart, Magner, Sherman, 
Bynum, Featherston, Mansur, Shively, 
Campbell, Finley, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Candler, Ga. Pitch, McComas, Smyser, 
Cariton, Flood, McCormick, Spinola, 
Catchings, Flower, McMillin, Springer, 
Cheadle, Gibson, Milliken, Stahlnecker, 
Cheatham, Gifford, Moflitt, Stewart, Ga. 
Clancy, Greenhalge, Moore, N. H. Stewart, Tex. 
Clarke, Ala, Grimes, Morgan, Stockdale, 
Clunie, Grosvenor, Morrow, Stump, 
Cobb, Grout, Nute, Taylor, Ill, 
Coleman, Hall, Oates, Thompson, 
Cooper, Ind. Hare, O' Neall, Ind, Tillman, 
Cooper, Ohio Hemphill, Outhwaite, Townsend, Colo. 
Cothran, Henderson, Tl. Owen, Ind. Tucker, 
Cow les, Henderson, N.C. Perry, Van Schaick, 
Covert, Herbert, Peters, Wallace, Mass. 
Ornig, Hooker, Phelan, Washington, 
Crain, Hopkins, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich, 
Crisp, Houk, Pierce, Whiting, 
Culbertson, Pa. Kelley, Price, Whitthorne, 
Cummings, Kerr, Pa. Pugsley, Wike, 
tcheon, Kilgore, Quackenbush, Wiley, 
Dargan, Kinsey, Reed, lowa Wilkinson, 
Davidson, Kuapp, Rife, Wilson, Ky. 
De Tlaven, Laidlaw, Rebertson, Yoder. 
De Lano, Lansing, Rogers, 
Dibble, Lee, Rusk, 


So the decision of the Speaker was sustained. 

The following-named members were as paired on all polit- 
ical questions until further notice: 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. EpMunps. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. Grson, 

Mr. VAN ScCHAICK with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Mr. THompson with Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. DAVipson. 

Mr. HorKk uns with Mr. Prices. 

Mr. BoureLLe with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. McKenna with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. BeLpEen with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. De LANo with Mr. Duwrpny. 

Mr. Perkrns with Mr. KILGorE. 

Mr. Finiey with Mr. CanpiEr, of Georgia. 

Mr. Nurse with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. Linp with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Owen, of Indiana, with Mr. Cooper, of Indiana. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBoTT. 

Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. Morrirr with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. Exvxis. 

Mr. Loper with Mr. ANDREW. 

Mr. Crare with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. Sawyer with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEy. 

Mr. GiFrorp with Mr. Hare. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WarrrlorNe. 

Mr. SMYsSeR with Mr. SENEY. 

Mr, WHeeE_er, of Michigan, with Mr. Cons. 

Mr. Scranton with Mr. STAMLNECKER. 

Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Grovr with Mr, Fires, 

Mr. Grosvenor with Mr. Jason B. Brown, 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. YopER. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. RoGers. 

Mr. Brownz, of Virginia, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. MATsuH. 

Mr. CaxaTHaM with Mr. CuMMINGS. 

Mr. BoormMaN with Mr. Cow Les. 

Mr. Tuomas M. BRowNE with Mr. Hooker. 

Mr. PIcKLER with Mr. OatTRs, 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. McMILir. 

Mr. KNapr with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. De HaveEN with Mr. Brees. 

Mr. Moors, of New Hampshire,with Mr. Drpexg, until the 30th in-. 
stant, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING, except on Butterworth 
option bill. 

On the Conger lard bill: 

Mr. Owen, of Indiana, with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. Kinsey with Mr. Rrrs. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. Ler. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. Evtzort. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Curcumoen with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. WaswInGToN. 


Mr. Hovuk with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. BecKkWItH with Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. BowDEN with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia. 
ay ENLOE and Mr. McCLAMMY asked that the vote be recapitu- 
ated, , 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am paired with 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrers}. If he were present, I 
should vote in the affirmative on this question, and I desire to be 
counted present for a quorum. 

Mr. MORROW. Iam paired with the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. WurrrHoRNeE], but have voted to make a quorum. If there is 
a quorum without me, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KINSEY. Iam paired, as announced by the Clerk, and have 
voted in order to make a quorum, If a quorum has voted, I desire to 
withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 130, the nays 46; 
and the decision of the Chair stands as the judgment of the House. 
The question now recurs upon the passage of the bill, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Before the roll is called I desire to 
raise the question of consideration between the eight-hour back-pay 
bill now pending and this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I hope the gentleman will not 
a question, as this bill, I ental can be disposed of in half 
an hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TuRNER] 
can not raise the question of consideration. The Clerk will proceed 
with the roll-call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 33, not vot- 
ing 167; as follows: 


YEAS—126. 
Alderson, Dingiey, La Follette, Rock well, 
Anderson, Kans. Dockery, Lane, Rowell, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Laws, Russell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dorsey, Martin, Ind. 1, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dunnell, McClellan, . Simonds, 
Banks, Evans, McComas, Smith, D1. 
Bartine, Farquhar, McCord, Smith, W. Va. 
i Fit McKenna, Snider, 
Bayne, Flick, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Bergen, Forman, Miles, — 
Biand, Fowler, oe i. 
Bliss, Funston, Morrill, Str 
Brewer, Gear, Morrow, Sweney 
Brickner, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brookshire, Hall, — Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, ringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hatch, Norton, Thomas, 
Burrows, Haugen, 0’ Donnell, Townsend, Pa. 
Butterworth, Hayes, O’ Ferrall, ‘Turner, Kans. 
a. neros®, : nang — 
Jandler, Mass. ea wena, ade, 
Cannon, Henderson, Ill Walker, 
er, Payne, 
Caruth, Hermann, Paynter, 
Cas" eii, Hill, Williams, Il. 
Cheadle Hitt, Perkins, 
Clark, Wis. Holman, Pox, Wilson, 
Cogswell, Houk, y, Wilson, Wash. 
Comstock, Kennedy, nes, right, 
Conger, Kerr, lowa Randal}, ¥ y 
Connell, Ketcham, Ray, 
Darlington, Lacey, Reilly, 
NAYS—33, 
Adams, Goodnight, Montgomery, Stone, Ky 
Belknap, Harmer Mutebler, Tucker, 
Bingham, Lebibach, O'Neill, Pa. vi . 
Blount, Mason Vi 
Burton, Me Penington, Sein, 
Covert, McCarthy, Wallace, N.Y. 
Dalzell, M er, 
Dickerson, McDutftie, Stewart, Vt. 
Frank, 


Abbott, Bullock, Cutcheon, Hare, 
Allen, Bunn, Dargan, 

Bynum, Davidson, NO 
Anderson, Miss. San De !laven, 
Andrew, , De Lano, Hooker, 
Baker, Cariton, —- Kelley. 
Bankhead, Catchings, nphy, 
Barnes Cheatham, Edn.unds, Kerr, 
Beck with, Chipman, Elliott, Kilgore, 
Belden, Clancy, Ellis, Kinsey, 
ee, ed, Clarke, Ala. Enlve, Knapp, 

Clements, Ew: rt, " 
Boatner, Clunie, Featherston, Lanham, 
Boothman, Cobb, Finl-y, Lansing, 
Boutelle, Coleman, Fitch, Lawler, 
Bowden, Cooper, Ind. Flood, Lee, 
eae Cooper, Ohio Flower, son Go. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cothran, Forney, Lester, Va. 
Brower, Cowles, Geissenhainer, Lewis, 
Brown, J. B. Craig, _ 
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McClammy, Phelan, Seney, Tracey, 
MecCormic Pickler, Sherman, Turner, Ga. 
MeMillin, Pierce, Shively, Turner, N.Y. 
Milliken, Price, Skinner, Van Schaick, 
lis, Quackenbush, Smyser, Wallace, Mass. 
offitt, Quinn, Spinola, Washington, 
oore, N. H. Reed, Iowa Springer, Wheeler, Ala. 
Moore, Tex. Richardson, Stahl necker, Wheeler, Mich. 
Morgan, Rife, Stewart, Ga, Whiting, 
ute, Robertson, Stewart, Tex. Whitthorne, 
es, Rogers, Stockdale, Wike, 
O’ Neall, Ind. Rowland, Stump, Wiley, 
O' Neil, Mass. Rusk, Tarsney, Wilkinson, 
Outhwaite, Sanford, Taylor, Lil. Wilson, Ky. 
Owen, Ind. Sawyer, Thompson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Perry, Sayers, Tillman, Yoder. 
Peters, Scranton, Townsend, Colo. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Funston with Mr. SKINNER, until further notice. 

Mr. CuLBertson, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. KiLcore, until far- 
ther notice. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. O’ NEIL, of Massachusetts, on the Conger lard 
bill. 

Mr. CutcHeon with Mr. DARGAN, on this vote. 

Mr. BECKWITH with Mr. SHIVELY, on this vote. 

Mr. BowpeN with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia, on this vote. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I desire to state that I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Lex]. If present, he would vote ‘‘ay’’ and 
I would vote *‘ no.’’ 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I am paired with the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. CowLes]. If he we present and voting, I should vote 
“fay ’’ on this question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DARGAN], but I desire to be counted to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. McKENNA. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. CLuNIE]; 
but in accordance with an understanding with him I have voted on this 
question. If present, I believe he would also vote for the bill. 

Mr. MORROW. I am paired with the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. WHITTHORNE], with the privilege of voting in case there is no 

m. I have therefore voted on this question. 

TheSPEAKER, The Clerk will announce the names of members 
who are present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BAKER, Mr. Barnes, Mr. Booruman, Mr. BucwHanan of Virginia, Mr. 

CuTcHEO 


|, Mr. nw, Mr. Krxsey, Mr. Mansur, Mr. O’Nert of Massachu- 
=. Mr, Rusk, Mr. Senry, Mr. Tarsney, and Mr. Witson of West Vir- 
n 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas recorded are 126 and the 
nays 32, and with the members present and not voting a quorum being 
present, the bill is passed. 

Mr. BROSIUS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I desire to make a few brief remarks explain- 
ing my conduct during the past few days while the votes were being 

on the Conger lard bill. 

The resolution that was offered by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON ] might be construed as acensure upon my action, and I think 
that as a member of this House I have a right to ask that my expla- 
nation should appear in the Recorp of the proceedings of this body, 
inasmuch as his resolution has been printed in the Recorp. I have 
no apology to make for my action in this matter-—— 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Irise to aquestion of order. I make 
the point of order that this is not a question of personal privilege. 
Every gentleman may desire to explain his votes. I would like to have 
or some of my votes where the previous question has cut me 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey can proceed by 
consent of the House. Is there objection? 
wary Mr. Speaker, I object. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no; do not ob- 

Mr. CANNON. I hope there will be no objection. for a brief state- 
ment _— prtieeee from New Jersey. 

Mr. WADE. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER, The objection is withdrawn and the gentleman 
from New Jersey will 4 
r. Speaker, I do not care to take up the time 

a jection is made to my doing so—— 
The SPEAKER. ection has been withdrawn. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. And I believe the objection in this case was made 
in the interest of saving time for the Labor Committee by the gentle- 
man from Missouri— 

Mr. WADE. That was the only reason. 
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The SPEAKER. The 
withdrawn. 

Mr. WADE. I did withdraw it. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Ido not care to proceed by consent if it is not 
my right as a member to do so, and will only say, Mr. Speaker, that 
I will make my explanation to my cor ts at the proper time. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I observed from the papers of yester- 
day morning, as well as from the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp when I 
came to the House, that my name appeared in the *‘ black-list’’ pre 
sented by my colleague, Mr. CANNON, on the previous day in the 
shape of a resolution submitted to the House for its action. I rise 
now for the purpose of explaining the cause of my absence. I was in 
the House until 3 o'clock on Tuesday, at which time I left the Hall 
on account of sickness in my family. 

Soon after I left, my colleague, Mr. FoRMAN, at my request, stated 
the cause of my absence, and I was excused by the House. Soon alter 
that, my colleague, Mr. CANNON, presented the resolution referred to, 
and I submit, Mr. Speaker, that upon reading that resolution, which 
by this time is familiar to the House, it is a very reasonable conclusion 
to draw that those who are named in that resolution, while present, 
simply answered when there was acall of the House and retused to 
vote on all other questions. And to show that that is the inference, 
Mr. Speaker, I refer to the Washington Post of yesterday, which draws 
that conclusion from the resolution. When that resolution was pre- 
sented and under consideration my colleague, Mr. FirutANn, endeavored 
togetrecognition tomakean explanation in my behalt,and having failed, 
went to my colleague, Mr. CANNON, explained to him the cause of my 
absence, and requested him to make a statement to the House of the 
fact, or to withdraw my name from the resolution, which he refused to 
do, allowing the resolution to go to the country without any explana- 
tion from those who had been unjustly treated by it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to comment upon these statements 
further than to say that I have voted for this bill which has just passed 
the House, known as the lard bill, every time it has been before the 
House for such action; and, Mr. Speaker, I welcome the new convert, 
Mr. CANNON, to the interests of the farmers, and I only regret that his 
anxiety for the farmers is of such recent birth. I only regret, Mr. 
Speaker, that he did not, asa member of the Committee on Rales, 
months ago bring in a special order authorizing the House 

TheSPEAKER. One moment. It seems to the Chair that the gen- 
tleman should confine himself strictly to his question of personal priv- 
ilege. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 
that. I say, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, let him go on. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The gentleman will suspend for a 
moment. This is nota question of hurting or helping anybody. Itis 
a question of the consumption of the public time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As against the Labor Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to clear himself of any 
imputation against his legislative character, if he thinks he has not al- 
ready done so, and the Chair hopes he will confine himself to that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Very well, Mr. Speaker. I was go- 
ing to accept the statement of my colleague |Mr. CANNON] that he 
could not be hurt after yesterday’s proceedings. [Applause on the 
Democratic side and manifestations of disapproval on the Republican 
side. | 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that gentlemen will not engage 
in discussion outside of the regular order which will delay public busi- 
ness. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 


Chair understands the objection has been 


stitue 
to a question of 


state if. 





Then, Mr. Speaker, I will return to 


It does not hurt anybody. 
Mr. Speaker, I—— 


All I wish to say in conclusion is—— 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. It is 
searcely proper for the gentleman to make that remark. Yesterday’s 


proceedings appear in the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD officially, and I 
am not afraid of yesterday’s proceedings. I am only afraid of lies out- 
side of this Chamber 

Mr. BOATNER. 
taken down. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, that does not come within the ruie. He says, 
** lies outside of this Chamber.’’ You would have a pretty big con- 
tract if you asked that all such expressions as that, with reference to 
persons outside of this Chamber, be taken down. 

Mr. McRAE. Let iiim say what he means by that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Lllinois. [ will ask the gentleman what he 
means by that expression. 

Mr. CANNON. I mean exactly what I say. What transpired 
touching certain alleged objectionable matter appears in the Recorp 
of this morning from the Official Reporters’ notes, without a change 
inthe dotting of an ‘‘i’’ or the crossing of a ‘‘t,’’ and in the pres- 





Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman’s words be 
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ence of this House and of the American people [ am willing to be 
tried upon the official record; but I object to being tried upon lies 
originating outside of this Chamber. 





Mr. ENLOE, I challenge that statement, Mr. Speaker——- 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. ‘To whom do you apply the word 
** lies ?’’ 


Mr. McCCLAMMY, That is what we want to understand. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Gentlemen will 
please take their seats, 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Several of us consider ourselves aggrieved by the 
remarks of the gentleman. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor, I think. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, but other gentlemen do not 
seem to think so, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Iam uncertain myself. I supposed 
the floor had been yielded to my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON]. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was going to say, I have no desire to 
make any comment on these facts which I have stated. I want what 
I have stated to appear. I feel that while it may have been a pleasure 
to my colleague [Mr. CANNON] to send that resolution to the public, 
that he bas already received his full reward, and I would not, if I 
could, add any punishment to that which he has already inflicted upon 
himself. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. BOATNER. 


The bill is passed. That is reward enough for me. 

Mr. Speaker, Lrise to a question of personal privi- 
lege. Day before yesterday the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. CANNON } 
introduced a resolution into this House in which he recited that certain 
gentlemen named therein had absented themselves after having an- 
swered to their names on acall of the House for the pu of break- 
ing a quorum. Some of those included in the resolution have con- 
iiuied it a reflection upon them as members of the House; that it 
indicated that they desired to shirk the responsibilities of their offi- 
cial duties. I want to say to the House now, in order that my con- 
stituents may fully understand the causes of my absence, that I de- 
liberately absented myself for the purpose of breaking a quorum, so 
as to defeat a bill which I can not properly characterize in parlia- 
mentary language, considering that measure as a blow at my con- 
stituency and at an industry which I represent. Believing that it 
can not be defended on any democratic or constitutional principles, 
I thought it my highest duty as their Representative to resort to any 
means to defeat its consummation short of absolute criminality, and 
for that purpose Iabsented myself from the House. [Cries of ‘‘Reg- 
ular order !’"] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 1 call for the regular order. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to correct the Recorp, Mr. Speaker, in 
regard io the controversy between the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
CoNGER] and myself, believing that the Recorp as reported and re- 
corded is not exactly as stated by myself, and not in accordance with 
the facts. To be brief (and I will say that in this question of privilege 
{| have tried to hurry matters this morning because labor bills are to be 
considered), it is stated on the floor of the House that Mr. ConGEr, 
that is, the gentleman from Iowa, or his friends, had attempted to 
delay an investigation in the Post-Office Department, which was to 
delay furnishing evidence to this House, which was proper evidence to 
be heard before the final vote upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ConGer did not delay it, but on the contrary I am satisfied— 
and I have never stated that he had attempted to delay it, although 
it is claimed that under a certain reading the statement of mine can be 
so construed—I am satisfied and know that he asked to have the 
evidence produced; but, as a matter of fact, the evidence is still in that 
Department. I desire to be perfectly fair, because we have had some 
sore spots within the past few days and I owe it to myself that I get 
no more criticism than justly due me in this House, but I am willing 
and ready to take that which is due to me. The gentleman who is 
chief clerk of the Post-Office Department complains that in some part 
of my statement in regard to him I gave the House to understand that 
he was impolite to me. I did not intend to so state, and while his 
statements were all perfectly polite, he refused to do what I wanted, 
just as I stated. I do not want to put upon the record any discourte- 
ous treatment by the gentleman to me as a member of the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, T Gade to put in the RecorD some telegrams in 
regard to the personal character of Mr. Fairbank—lI will not ask to 
have them —and also put in some affidavits in regard to the analy- 
sis which the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. CoNGER] introduced; and, as 
I enheabenl: ta has one also that he desires to place in the Recorp. 

Mr. CONGER. I shall not object if the affidavit I have can be put 
in also. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the telegrams and affi- 
davits will be printed in the Recorp. [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The telegrams and affidavits are as follows: 

Sr. Lovis, Mo,, August 25, 1890. 
STATE oF Missourt, Oity of St. Lowis, ss: 


L. ©. superintendent of N. K. Fairbank & Co., being duly sworn, on 
a our white clover brand of lard is made from pure hog fat only ; 
no adu n whatever. 


L. ©. DAGGETT. 


si, fo 


ban tn Git, a, ae ee ee, i i fh 
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Sworn to and subscribed before me this 25th day of August, 1890. My term 


ends June 30, 1893. 
Cc. D, GREEN, Jr., Not Public. 
Hon. W. E. Masoy, ary 
House of Representatives. 


New Yorx, August 25, 1290, 
Hon. W. E. Masoy, 
House of Representatives: 

I assert on oath there is no adulteration in our white clover brand of lard; it 
is ~ Bee fat. Oaths of all employés engaged in manufacture will follow if 
needed, 

HALSTED BURNET, 
Of N. K. Fairbank & Co., St. Louis. 


New York, Atrgust 25, 1890. 
Hon. W. E. Mason, 7 
House of Representatives : 
Assertions of adulteration in white clover lard either a trick of Squire, who 
has changed the contents of pails, probably, putting compound lard in a clover 
il, and tricking the chemist, or an error in analysis. I refer you to the cele- 
rated lard analysis of Fowler versus Armour, wherein all chemists disagree, the 
adulterated called pure and the pure being adulterated. 
anne on oath, sworn tothe purity of clover lard, and swear it is all pure hog 


HALSTED BURNET, 
N. K. Fairbank & Co. 


CurcaGo, Itu., August 21, 1890. 
Hon. WiLuiAM E. Mason: 


Congressman Brostvs is reported in this morning’s Tribune as having abused 
Mr. Fairbank personally and his business likewise in a most unjust manner. 
Of course he has been grossly misinformed, but we rely upon you, in common 
with all our Chicago Con men, to resent an insult to one of our very best 
and most publie-spirited citizens. 

PHELPS, DODGE AND PALMER COMPANY. 
HIBBARD, SPENCER, BARTLETT & CO. 
JOHN B, CARSON. 

REID, MURDOCK & Co. 


Carcaco, Itt, August 21, 1899, 
Hon. Wiri1aM E, Mason, M.C., 
Wash D. C.: 

In view of N. K. Fairbank’s well known position and standing in this com- 
munity, we are surprised to read in this morning's papers the personal attack 
against him and his business attributed to Congressman Brostus, Fairbank’s 
character is, of course, above reproach and needs no defense, but we protest 
against the introduction of such methods into ee on. 


> Ee ER. 
KENNETT, HOPKINS & CO. 
Cc, J. GAGE, 
J. A. SEXTON, 
WM. PENN NIXON, 
W. G. McCORMICK & CO. 
F, F. EAMES. 


Cuicaco, IL, August 21, 1890. 
Hon. WiLi1AM E, Mason, | 


louse 0. ‘ives, Washington : 
We protest nst personal abuse of Mr. N. K. Fairbank and of his firm in 
the House rday as reported in our morning papers. No one stands higher 


yeste: 
in this city or in the United States than Fairbank personally as a gentleman 
and as a merchant, and no firm commands greater respect than N. K. Fairbank 
& Co. in our business community. 

JESSE SPALDING, 


JOUN M. CLARK, 
JOHN B. LYON. 
GEORGE R, JENKINS. 


Cuicaco, August 21, 1890, 
Hon, WiLL1aM E, Mason, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. : 

Morning papers report that Hon. N. K. Fairbank and his firm were dis- 
credited on the floor of your House yesterday by a member from Pennsy!vania. 
In view of the high ss of not only Fairbank, but of all the members of 
his firm, in both a social and business sense, it seems to us the remarks as 
reported should not be allowed to pass wine, vee. 


J. W. DOANE & CO. 

_ae & CO. 

H. B, STO: 

A. F, SEEBERGER. 
CHICAGO, August 21, 1890. 


and 
zen is entitled to ion nst such an assault. 
pins es FRANKLIN McVEAGH & CO. 
R. W. PATTERSON, J. 


R., 
For the Chicago Tribune, 
L, Z. LEITER. 
STUYVESANT FISH. 


Wasuinetoy, D. C,, Disirict of Columbia, ss: 
I, R. J. of St. Louis, Mo., do solemnly swear that on July 31, 1890, I pur- 
in , 8.C., four of lard and had . 
“ B,” =“ and be) had them in them marked 
W: D.C.,and delivered them to 
received 


tents just the same as when I es ee ee 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th of A.D. 1890. 
o's RIZON, Notary Public. 


Mr. MASON. One word more, Mr. Speaker, and I will have finished. 
I do not know whether my name was on the black-list furnished by 
ae Ifit is not there, it ought to have been. 
I absent myself several times from the House to effect the break- 
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ing of a quorum upon the passage of this bill. I have no apology to | be heard. The gentleman made an attack upon the committee and I 


make for it; and while I have received some severe censures from some 
of my colleagues and other members, I am able to stand it. 
this reason: I had no opportunity before the committee to be heard upon 
the bill which it has produced. I had no opportunity during its con- 
sideration to be heard there. The rule was applied so that with the 
exception of two amendments we had no chance to ofer amendments. 
I submitted a request to allow me to have two minutes on each of four 
amendments, and offered to agree that that should be put into their 
rule, and that no roll-call should be had. That was refused, and be- 
cause that was refused I made the best fight I could; and now I am 
beaten, I accept my defeat as every man ought to accept it. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I wish it distinctly understood that I have no apology to make 
for the part I took in filibustering. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
by asking him a question? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Are we to understand you to say that you were 
allowed no opportunity to make a statement before the committee ? 

Mr. MASON. — On this bill I had no opportunity to be heard at all. 
I did not know the consideration of the bill had been entered upon till 
you reported it. It was introduced one day, printed the next, and re- 
ported the next. 

Mr, FUNSTON. Willyou allow me to correct the impression which 
you are making? 

Mr. MASON. I have said that I was not heard on the Conger bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. But you were heard on that question. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly I was heard on the question, but it was not 
the bill you proposed and . 

Mr. FUNSTON. It was essentially this bill—the essence of it. 

Mr. MASON. Yes, it is the essence of it with some essence added. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. With a perfect cut-throat clause put in it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You made a speech on the lard bill. 

Mr. MASON. But that was not the Conger bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You discussed the lard proposition in 
the committee. They heard you, and they can adopt and report any- 
thing they please. 

Mr. MASON. They can report anything they please! 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You discussed before the committee 
the whole question of lard. 

Mr. MASON. I did not doanythingof the kind. The bill that the 
House has passed to-day condemns property in my district without 
trial by judge or jury. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You discussed the whole subject, for 
I read your eloquent speech on the subject in the printed report of the 
hearings. 3 

Mr. MASON. I discussed one branch of the subject—well, two or 
three branches of it, perhaps; but I did not have an opportunity to dis- 
cuss a new element in this bill, and they brought up a bill in this 
House, Mr. Speaker, the elements of which I had no opportunity to be 
heard on, and that by a rule known to our party alone, and it is all 
right; I voted to stand by them in it; I wanted it; but it is hard to 
take your own medicine once in awhile. [Great laughter.] And I 
made up my mind, Mr. Speaker, that when that medicine was pre- 
a for me I would do as fine a job of kicking as I was able to do. 

Laughter.] Ihave done my kicking; I accept the situation; I will 
not apologize; and I will make no further explanation to any man ex- 
cept to my own constituents. 

Mr. FuNsTON and Mr. CoNGER rose. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire on the part of the commit- 
tee to make some observations. 

Mr. WADE. I object. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CONGER. One word, Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to add just one statement—— 

Mr. FUNSTON. I object. If I can not be heard I object to any 
further statement by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. Just this additional word —— 

Mr. FUNSTON. Not a word unless I have an opportunity to be 
heard. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MASON. I willhave my word, for I have been recognized, I 
aes ut face to face with the proposition of continuing this fight, Mr. 

ef — 

Mr. FUNSTON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois had not finished. 

Mr. FUNSTON: He had sat down. 

Ts, MASON. Well, that is no sign that I have finished. [Laugh- 
r. 

ite McCLAMMY. The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
has the floor and we want to hear him. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please be inorder? Will gentle- 
men take their seats? The Chair hopes this matter will be managed 


without unnecessary confusion. 
Mr. MASON. Now, Mr. § er-—-- 
Mr, FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I object to another word unless J can 
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desire to reply in behalf of the committee. He abandoned the floor 
and I claimed it, and he now undertakes to resume it with no more 
right than I have. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, another commit- 
tee, by the order of the House, are entitled to the floor at this time, 
and they insist upon their rights. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this whole discussion is irregu- 
lar. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson | must confine himself 
to the question of privilege and not interfere with the personal priv- 
ileges of other gentlemen. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman did not rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. He rose to introduce some evidencein relation to some 
meat-packers in his own city. He did not claim that it was a matter 
of personal privilege. 

Mr. MASON. Oh, yes, I did. I claim everything. | Laughter. ] 
Now, Mr. Speaker, give me thirty seconds more and | will finish. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine him- 
self strictly to the question of personal privilege. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Unless we can have an opportunity to be heard, I 
object. 

Mr. MASON. 
correct, 

Mr. FUNSTON. But you had sat down. Now, the question is 
whether the gentleman can take me off the floor or not. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois must appreciate the 
situation, and the Chair hopes he will act in accordance with his ap- 
preciation of it. 

Mr. MASON. Iam trying to do so, sir. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I insist that I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kansas have the kind- 
ness to take his seat? The Chair will be very much obliged to the 
gentleman if he will be in order. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I will doso, sir, but I protest against being sat 
down on by the gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] And when 
the gentleman states that the committee did not give him an oppor- 
tunity to be heard he states a falsehood. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. FuNsTON ] to order, and I ask that his words be taken down. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the words of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [ Mr. FUNsToNn] be taken down. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I am taking up the time 
which belongs to the Committee on Labor, and I will not trespass fur- 
ther. It was for that reason that I stopped the fight on this lard bill 
to-day, because I did not propose to fight labor bills. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I am with you on that. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. 
be in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The House must be in order before the Chair will 
recognize any gentleman. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the bills to be presented under 
the order which the Clerk will read. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLOE] rises to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to krow if the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] did not demand that the language used by 
the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. FuNston ] a while ago be taken down. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Takeit down. I will be glad to have it taken 
down; and we will take you down, too. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Indiana {Mr. CHEADLE] has 
demanded that the words of the gentleman from Kansas be taken 
down. 

A MempBer. The demand has been withdrawn. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I have not withdrawn the demand, Mr. Speaker, 
If I had thought of withdrawing it the last remark of the gentleman 
ought to be conclusive evidence to the House and the country that I 
ought not to withdrawit. [Applause.] I want it determined whether 
this is a deliberative body governed by parliamentary usages. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE} did 
make a request that the words of the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
FuNSsTON] should be taken down; but the remarks of the gentleman 
from Kansas were out of order; he had not the floor—— 

‘Mr. ENLOE. Does the Chair rule that a member who uses urpar- 
liamentary language can not be censured unless recognized for debate 
by the Speaker? ° 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not make any ruling on the sul)- 
ject;*he merely makes a statement. 

Mr. ENLOE. I submit that the Chair ought to give the House an 
opportunity to pass on the question. 

Mr. McMILLIN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be very glad to have the House 
come to apy resolution on the subject that it sees fit; only the great 
object which we ought all to have in view is to proceed with the pub- 
lic business—— 


The Chair stated that I had not finished, which was 


lam a labor man, 


The gentleman from North Carolina will please 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I agree with that remark of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. And for that purpose the co-operation of all the 
members of the House is needed. The Chair hopes he will have such 
co-operation 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly that is proper. I understood the re- 
mark of the Chair to be merely a suggestion that the gentleman from 
Kansas was out of order at the time—— 

The SPEAKER. That was all. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It was evident to the House that the gentleman 
was out of order; but that fact should never be taken as an excuse be- 
hind which any member may be permitted to escape from the conse- 
quences of an unparliamentary speech. Now, I did not happen to hear 
the gentleman’s remark; whether it was parliamentary or not I do not 


know; but the fact that it was out of order does not preclude the pos- 
sibility or the propriety of the words being taken down on the demand 
of any member. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 


The SPEAKER The Chair desires that this question may be dis- 
cussed in proper spirit. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, this House can proceed against any 
member for improper conduct, but this particular method of proceed- 
ing against a member applies to words spoken in debate, because the 
question follows, whether the gentleman shall be permitted to proceed. 
This is in accord with the ancient parliamentary custom. Whatever 
any member of this House may do which he ought not to do, the House 
under the Constitution can punish in a proper way; but the taking 
down of words is a proceeding to enable the House to come to a vote 
on the question whether the gentleman shall be permitted to proceed 
in order-—— 

Mr. ENLOE, I make the point of order that the gentleman is out of 
order. I ask that the rule of the House applicable to this case be read. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that 
this matter be postponed until 5 o’clock thisafternoon. [Cries of ‘‘ Oh, 
no!’’} Who objects? Who rises to object? 

Mr. ENLOE (standing). Ido. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I ask it in the interest of the 
business set for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that portion of the rules per- 
taining to this question. 

Mr. MASON. Before that 1s read-—— 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ifany member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the House, 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in. which case he 
shal! immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, 
to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without de- 
bate; if the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at lib- 
erty to proceed, but not otherwise ; and, if the case require it, ~~ shall be liable 
to censure or such poetierens as the House may deem pro 

If a member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the ‘menaber calling 
him to order shal! indicate the words ex to, and they shall be taken down 
in writing at the Clerk’s desk and read aloud to the House; but heshall notbe 
held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, if further 
debate or other business has intervened. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the ruling of 
the Chair is incorrect and that the Chair can not refuse—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no ruling. 

Mr, HERBERT. The Chair did rule, as I understood, that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE], when he made the demand that 
the words be taken down, did not have the floor—— 

Several MempBers. Oh, no! 

The SPEAKER. Notatall. The remark of the Chair was that the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funsron] had not the floor. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iwas undera misapprehension. I understood the 
Speaker to rule that the gentleman from Indiana had not the floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON, [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the business now before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The business before the House is the request ot 
the gentleman from Indiana that the words of the gentleman from 
Kansas be taken down and read to the House. The Reporter will fur- 
nish the language. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that every member of this 
House desires to see our proceedings conducted in an orderly manner. 
If any one does not that ought to be his desire. I suggest that the dif- 
ficulty arising upon the question raised by the gentleman from Indiana 
may he solved by permitting the gentleman from Kansas to make an 

-~ lanation of hisremarks. Ithink that is the r way out of this 

jcnlty, and I make the motion that the quan have five min- 
wn in which to make an explanation. 

Several Mempers. Let us have the words, 

Mr. ENLOE. We first want to have the language of the gentleman 
from Kansas read from the Clerk’s desk, in accordance with the rules. 

Mr. HOUK. The proceeding I propose is in accordance with the 
rules, 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House is that, if member is 
called to order for words spoken in debate, the member him to 
order shall indicate the words excepted to and they shall be taken 


down in writing and read to the House. Will the gentleman from 
Indiana indicate the words? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, of course I would not undertake to 
state positively what the used by the gentleman was, and for 
that reason I have asked that the Official Reporter may furnish a tran- 
scriptof thewordstaken down. Ireferto the language used by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas when he referred to thestatement of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MAson], stating that ‘‘ when the gentleman says’’ 
so and so—I do not remember exactly the words, but referring to some 
committee of the House—‘‘ he states a falsehood.’’? Of course the offi- 
cial notes will tell the exact words. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There wassomuch confusion that it is doubtful 
whether anybody heard what was said exactly. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, let me offer a suggestion which may 
possibly facilitate matters and allow the House to proceed with its 
business. [Cries of ‘All right!’’] 

I think the gentleman from Kansas, who is my friend, said thatifI | 
stated I was not heard on the Conger bill I stated a falsehood, and the 

gentleman is entirely correct in that. [Laughter.] But what I said 
that I was not heard on—and I want now to correct an impression that 
may have gotten out from any remarks that I made a few moments 
ago—I did not state that I was not heard upon the Conger bill at all, 
and I ask now that I be allowed the privilege of forgiving my friend 
from Kansas; I insist upon it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make this suggestion—— 

Mr. MASON. I have not finished yet, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. MASON. I want to make my statement here, so that there can 
be no misunderstanding about it in the future. What I did say was 
that I had not been heard upon the bill which was reported by the 
committee. I did not state that I had not been heard upon the Con- 
ger bill, forI had been—I mean the bill as originally introduced. But 
that bill was amended and changed in vital and important particulars 
and was reintroduced arid rereported in what I regard as a very dif- 
ferent shape; and the gentleman from Kansas agrees with me, I am 
satisfied, that I never did have a hearing upon “that t bill. Did I (ad- 
dressing Mr. Funston) ? 

And I do not see any reason, therefore, to carry on this controversy 
any further, and I insist upon forgiving my friend. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, while Iam very glad and always 
am glad to see an amicable adjustment of any difficulty or unpleasant- 
ness, and while I am inclined always here and elsewhere to enco 
rather than discourage such adjustments, yet if the gentleman has e 
the charge of falsehood against another member on the floor of the 
House the House itself has a grievance that no one member can forgive. 

Mr. HOUK. I move that the whole matter be indefinitely post- 

ned. 
eo ENLOE. That motion is not in order; and I insist that the 
words shall be read from the Clerk’s desk in accordance with the rule 
of the House, and then the proper steps shall be taken to preserve the 
decorum of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairthinks the gentleman has a right to have 
the words read from the desk. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want notonly ree vindicate the ere. the House, 
—_ to let the country understand that ——- not blackguard 

and fight each other on the floor of the pesacatthoes alteadian ling 
Tw than 

Mr. HOUK. I rise toa Fema oar 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman state it. 

Mr. HOUK. Is it in order eae ha a motion to give the gentleman 
from Kansas five minutes to explain his remarks ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Let the remarks be read first, and 
then the gentleman can be heard in a 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the only 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the cemeaie should first be sub- 
mitted to the House. 

Mr. HOUK. Noone could hear a half-dozen words of it, for that 
matter, owing to the confusion. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Will the House indulge me for a single mo- 
ment? 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the House is scareely in any tem- 
per to-day to settle the sort of question that is now before it. The 
whole matter evidently grew out of a misunderstanding; and I think 
a mere statement, and a very brief statement, will explain what seems 
to be an offense committed by the gentleman from Kansas against the 
dignity of the House. 

Nobody is more solicitous for the dignity of the House than I am, 
and nobod y—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that this is not proceeding 
in accordance with the rules of the House. 
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nor ask that the House shali surrender any right that it may have, or 
that the gentleman from Tennessee shall lose any privilege that he 

y have to insist that the words used shall be taken down and that 
the House shall take such steps thereafter as it may see fit in regard 
tothe matter. But Ionly want to make this suggestion, that the whole 
trouble has grown out of a misapprehension—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Very well; if the gentleman will not permit a 
sugvestion I will take my seat. 

Mr. ENLOE. [I insist that the gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If the gentleman insists, Mr. Speaker, I have 
nothing more to say. 

Mr. ENLOE. Idoinsist. Ido not want any one rule made to gov- 
ern Democrats and another to govern Republicans in this body. A 
gentleman on this side of the House was censured for language not half 
so offensive as the language used on yesterday and this morning on the 
floor of the House. 





Mr. CUMMINGS. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
for the regular order. 


Mr. Speaker [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 
The Chair hopes the House will proceed in order. 
In the interest of the Labor Committee I call 


Mr. WADE. Thatis right. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is seconding the gentleman in that to 
the best of his ability. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I want the Chair to understand that the gen- 


tleman from North Carolina is standing by him on that question. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the regular order. 
The Clerk read as follows 
That on Thursday and Saturday 

morning hour are ¢ 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. ENLOE. I rise for the purpose of endeavoring to ascertain by 

what means we passed from the consideration of the matter that was 


st 


, Augu 


xhausted on said days 


d 30, after sixt 


“a tes of the 
the House shall pro 


For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. ENLOE] can | jefore the House to the matter that you are now proceeding to have 


not interrupt the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] for the pur- 
pose of indulging in the same kind of debate that he himself objects 
to. ([Ories of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’} 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the words. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Sreaker, Will the 
his seat? The Chair will 
in order. 

Mr. Funston. I will do so, sir, but I protest against being sat down on by the 

tleman from I)linois. (Laughter. | And when the gentleman states that the 
committee did not give him an opportunity to be heard he states a falsehood. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now move that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Funston] be permitted to be heard. 

Mr. TUCKER. He has that right under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be heard. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It was not my intention to charge the gentleman 
[Mr. Mason] with having stated a falsehood; it was rather my inten- 
tion to declare my belief that he would not assert that he had not been 
heard on the lard bill. I knew he would not so assert, for I had confi- 
dence that he would not be guilty of a willful falsehood. The gentle- 
man and I have been personal friends, and I am sure I should not like 
to charge him with a falsehood, I did say if he did make su~h 
a statement he had stated a falsehood. That may be something of- 
fensive in such strong language; but certainly no one could be convicted 
of a crime or even of violating the propriety of this House by making 
a declaration coupled with such qualifications. The gentleman himself 
so understood me—— 

Mr. MASON. Yes, that is exactly what you did say. 

Mr. FUNSTON. And says I told the truth. Certainly this House 
ought to be satisfied if the gentleman himself is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit aquestion ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

Cries of “‘Regular order!”’] Itis one that affects the dignity of 
House. We have had explanations from gentlemen for using 
language in debate that was intemperate and unparliamentary. I sub- 
mit that yesterday in the presence of the House and the country two 
members of this House—and I say this not in any unkindness, be- 
cause I am not personally acquainted with these gentlemen; they be- 
long to a different party than that to which I belong; but in the pres- 
ence of the House they en in a personal difficulty on the floor. 
In this personal difficulty on the floor blows were passed. Now, I 
submit that this affects the dignity of the House much more than mere 
angry words, and if we are to have an explanation from gentlemen who 
transgress the rules it seems to me that gentlemen who go so far as to 
engage in a personal difficulty ought at least to make explanations to 
the House and relieve themselves of the contempt in which they place 
themselves. : 

It is due to the dignity of the House, it is due to the gentlemen them- 
selves. While I have no lecture to deliver, for it does not affect me 
more than other gentlemen, yet it is something that the House itself 
ought to take notice of; and, while I have presented no resolution and 
do not intend to do so, I feel that it is but right and proper that the 
attention of the country should be called to the fact and that these 
gentlemen may be permitted to make an explanation. I accomplish 
my purpose, sir, when I put on record the facts. Action can be taken 

the majority if desired, to the end that the dignity of the House 
be preserved. This is all I wish to say. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 10884) 
making appropriations for sundty civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


f ora er, I "] to make a parliamentary in- 


tleman from Kansas have the kindness to take 
very much obliged to the gentleman if he will be 


Mr. WADE. Mr. 
quiry. 


read. 

Mr. MORSE. There was nothing to consider. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The House passed from the consideration of that 
because nothing further was presented. The gentleman from Kansas 
has been allowed to make his explanation, and he has made it, and 
there was no further action proposed, and we proceeded to other busi- 
Dess. 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam satisfied to leave the matter as it stands with the 
other side of the House. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CoeapLe] 
should have presented a resolution if he intended to carry the matter 
any further. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The Speaker will understand that 
the special order excepts the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right. 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That on Thursday and Saturday, August 28 and 30, after sixty minutes of the 
morning hour are exhausted on said days, the House shall preceed to consider 
the bill (H. R. 9791) constituting eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics employed for or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States; that at 5 o’clock of Thursday, August 28, the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered; that on Saturday, August 30, the bill (H. R. 9632) reported 
from the Committee on Labor relative to alien contract labor shall be consid- 
ered; and that at 4 o'clock on said day the previous question shall be consid- 
ered asordered, Ifthetime herein designated shall not be required or consumed 
in the consideration of said bills, then the remaining time on etther of said days 
shall be given to the consideration of other bills reported from the Committee 
on Labor in the order designated by said committee; said order subject to gen- 
eral appropriation bills and conference reports thereon. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
finished business of the morning hour. 


The special order will 


Mr. Speaker, I call up the un- 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
tion of personal privilege is this—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
Speaker. 
ing hour ? 

Mr. ENLOE. The House has not proceeded to consider any busi- 
ness in the morning hour. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not begun. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one thing to which I wish 
to call attention in the Recorp that involves a question of personal 


My <jues- 


Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Can a matter of personal privilege interfere with the morn- 


The morning hour has begun. 


privilege, and I will submit it to the Chair. I find on page 9976 of 
the Recorp the following: 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. EXNLor said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DiIncLey). The gentleman will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. EN.or. That the Chair should not allow members to sta ‘ ind the 
Clerk's desk while the roll is being ealled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What was the point? 

Mr. Reep (the Speaker). A simple impertinence, that is all 

My response is reported as— 

Mr. Exvoe. I think it is, for th Speaker tobe violating the ru‘e of the Hx 


I think that the language used by the Speaker involves a question 
of personal privilege, for the Speaker of this House to characterize my 
demand for an enforcement of the rule of the House which tie Speaker 
has frequently enforced against other members, and which should be 
enforced against him—that he should characterize my condnect before 
the House as an ‘‘impertinence,’’ when I asked for an enforcement of 
the rule, I think involves a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The point of the gentleman from Tennessee is well 
taken, so far as the REcorD is concerned. The remark was made by 
the Speaker as an individual to Mr. DINGLEY, without any idea that 
it was being reported. It was entirely personal, privately made. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam glad to know that it was personal and not offi- 
cial. [Cries of “‘ Regular order !’’} 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 2 o'clock and five 
minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. VAUX. I rise to ask if there are any personal privileges left? 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks they have been exhausted, unless 
the second round has commenced. 

Mr. VAUX. I have a question of personal privilege, and I have 
not heen able to be heard. 


ACCOUNTS OF LABORERS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
is under consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

Whereas legislation is pending in Congress, in which delay must unavoidably 
occur, a8 to the site of the Lafayette statue, involving the question of its being 
located elsewhere than at the place selected; and 

Whereas the said statue has in the last few days arrived in this country, and 
will, unless stopped by authority of Congress, be immediately put in position 
fronting and obstructing the view to the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, 
which by authority of Congress was placed where it now is, fronting Pennsy!- 
vania avenue and the Executive Mansion: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the com- 
mission or board having charge of the matter of erecting the statue of Lafa- 
yette is directed to select some other site than the one selected,and to suspend any 
further proceedings relating thereto until the same is done. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I ask consent to put the resolution which has just 
been brought over from the Senate upon its passage. It will not take 
up a moment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
two hours have been wasted already. 
ACCOUNTS OF LABORERS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey objects, and the 
gentleman from Iowa has the floor, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, when addressing the House the 
other morning I said this bill is for the correction or adjustment of ac- 
counts under the eight-hour law. For one I have been all the years 
of my adult life an ardent friend of the eight-hour law. I believe it 
has its foundation in the constitution of man. I believe that the di- 
vision of time nade by an eminent English king several hundred years 
ago—eight hours for labor, eight hours for recreationand study, and eight 
for sleep—isa division of time that is necessary to be observed in order to 
secure the proper development of the laboring man and to bring him 
up to the high standard that he should hold in intelligence under a 
Government controlled by the masses of the people, and I believe that 
any men or class of men who seek to interfere with this proper appor- 
tionment of time which was made by the law of 1868 is an enemy to 
our civilization. 

But I believe also that the men who consented to accept $2.50 for 
ten or eleven or twelve hours of daily labor when the law said that 
eight hours should constitute a day’s work, and when men in other es- 
tablishments were receiving $1.75 a day, or two-thirds of what the 
Government employés received, were in practice the enemies 
of this eight-hour law; and having received that extra pay for the ex- 
tra service that they performed, receiving 75 cents or $1 a day out 
of time and opportunities of labor which should have been accorded to 
other laboring men in the country, these Government employés are 
not the men who should come forward and say, ‘‘ Weask an additional 
appropriation to pay for the time that ought to have been accorded to 
other men who were laboring in the community.’’ 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Do you know of any such instance ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Why here is the very case—a case which has 
been adjudicated in our courts—the case in 4 Otto. 

Mr. GEST. If the gentleman refers to the Martin case, it does not 
come within a million miles of sustaining the point he makes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will read the opinion of the Su e Court 
in the Martin case, 4 Otto, page 400, showing just how it applies to 
the present question. The court say: 


In the case before us the claimant continued his work, after u 
that eight hours would not be accepted as a day’s labor, but thathe must w: 
twelve hours,as he had done before. He received his pay of arpa for 
work of twelve hours a day as a calendar day’s work aluring the per in q 
tion without protest or objection. At that time ordinary under the 
same Government received but $1.75 per day at the same place, and those en- 

in the same department with the claimant in a private establishment at 

e same place received but $2 for a day's work of twelve hours, and the find- 
ing adds: * They had more work to do than the claimant had while similarly 


em eet The claimant's contract was a voluntary and a reasonable one, by 
w hich must now be bound, 


Mr. GEST. That contract was made before the act of 1868 was 
passed. The court said that he got full and reasonable pay, and that 


It will take up a moment, and 
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healso got, under the act of 1872, full pay for the time he had overworked 
up to the time when theorderof the Government was issued. The court 
further says that this opinion is in harmony with the act of 1872 and 
with the proclamation of the President. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, while on this proposition! have this to 
say; that the act of 1868 wasthoroughly discussed all through this coun- 
try. It was discussed especially in the West. I know the matter was 
before the = of Illinois and was thoroughly canvassed. It was 
betore the laboring people at that time in that State; and I was in the 
campaign of 1868 when this question was a prominent issue; and no 
man claimed that the act was intended in any way to fix the pay of 
thelaboring men. The argument was made distinctly that if the labor- 
ing men would consent to work only eight hours per day the tendency 
would be to increase the price of labor. That would have the effect 
of elevating the standard of intelligence among the laboring men of 
the country, and the indirect effect of the e of the law would 
be beneficial tothem. But no man claimed that the of the 
eight-hour law was intended in any way to affect the wages of labor 
directly, bat only indirectly. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived the special 
order is before the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I reserve the balance of my time. 

ACCOUNTS OF LABORERS—THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, while I was addressing the House 
the other morning on this bill, it will be seen the gentleman in charge 
of the bill [Mr. Gest] said that the Martin case, to which I have here- 
tofore referred, did not apply to this case, alluding to the contract on 
which Martin’s claim was made before the act of 1868 was If 
the gentleman will examine that case he will find that the only question 
involved was the effect of the eight-hour law on the rate of wages. I 
ask the Clerk to read the syllabus of that case to show what was in- 
volved in it, from 4 Otto, 400. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

1. The act of ey of Jane 25, 1868 (15 Stat., 77), declaring that eight hours 
shall constitute a "s work for all rs, workmen, and m: nics em- 
ployed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, is in the nature 
of a direction by the Government to its agents. 

2. Itis not a contract between the Government and its laborers that eight 
hours shall constitute a day’s work, It neither prevents the Government from 
making agreements with them, by which their © may be more or less t 
eight hours a day, nor does it be the amount of compensation for that 
or any other number of hours’ labor. 


ere, therefore, a laborer, in the habit of working for the Government 
twelve hours a day for $2.50 a day, is informed by the proper authority that, if 
he remains in the service at thatcompensation, he must continue to work twelve 
hours a day, and he does so continue, and is — accordingly, he can not after- 
wards recover for additional time over eight hours as a day's labor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker, that syllabus recites what 
was decided in the courts. Martin was working for the Government 
of the United States at the time of the } ome of the eight-hour law, 
and he continued in the employ of the Government up to June, 1869, 
and also up to 1872. In 1872an act was authorizing persons in 
the employment of the Government at the time the eight-hour law 
was to recover pay for that service on the basisof eight hours a 
day up to June, 1869, at which time an order of the Navy ment 
was promul or an order of the Government was promulgated, fix- 
ing the tions on which men who were working in the public em- 


ployment should claim pay. and the Secretary of the Treasury, upon 
application by Martin, him in full for his services up to June, 1869, 
for which he received 


This suit was brought to recover pay at eight hours a day from June, 
1869, up to 1872, the Supreme Court of the United States refused 
to allow him pay for that time, and, in deciding the case, the court 
held, as I held the other day, that the passage of the eight-hour Jaw 
was not intended to fix the rate of wages at all, but was simply for 
the purpose of adopting a rule of policy to govern the administrative 
officers of the Government in the employment of the labor required in 
the Government service. Now, I hold that to pay any laborer on any 
other basis than that on which he was employed by the officers of the 
Government is, in effect, to disregard the spirit of the eight-hour law, 
because if there is any class of men in this country who ought to pay 
to the law upon the subject of the employment of 
themselves. If a laborer consents to occupy 
twelve hours a day in the performance of labor when there is a laborer 
ee ee ee get pay for four hours of that 
time, the man who consents to do the twelve hours’ labor is the 
last man in the world who ought to find fault with his employment. 
The object of the eight-hour law was to adopt a line of policy, which if 
carried out in faith would have a tendency to make a demand for 
a ter number of laborers and thereby to enhance the wages of the 


Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question at that 

int? 
aah: KERR, of Iowa. er 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did not the in the Martin case rest upon 
the fact Sash Ghee toh bine 6 fabehety deatieah: betvoees the parties 
on another and did not the court decide that that contract was 
binding? But did not the court at the same time practically hold that 
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‘where there had not been such a contract entered into there should be 
t day’s pay for eight hours’ work? : 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, sir. The court in deciding this question 
expressly decided that the object of the law was not at all to fix the 
wages of the laborer. In order that I may more perfectly answer the 
gentleman’s question I will read from another portion of the decision 
of the court in the Martincase. The court, after reciting that formerly 
it had been the practice of Governments to fix the wages of labor and 
citing a statute of Great Britain which provided that a laboring man 


should not receive over two shillings a day, went on to say that that | 


policy had been abandoned under this Government, and that the ques- 
tion of the rate of wages was now left to the employer and the em- 
ployed. After reviewing these points the court says: 


A different theory is now almost universally adopted. Principals, so far as 
the law can give the power, are entitled to employ as many workmen and of 
whatever degree of skill and at whatever price they think fit,and, except in 
some special cases, as of children or orphans, the hours of labor and the price to 
be paid are left to the determination of the parties interested. The statute of 
the United States does notinterfere with this principle. It does not specify any 
sum which shall be paid for the labor of eight hours, nor that the price shall 
be more when the hours are greater or less when the hours are fewer. 
silent as to everything except the direction to its officers that eight hours shall 
constitute a day’s work for a laborer. The statute does not provide that the em- 


ployer and the laborer may not agree with each other as to what time shall con- | 


stitutea day’s work. There are some branches of labor connected with furnaces, 
foundries, steam or gas works where the labor and the exposure of eignt hoursa 
day would soon exhaust the strength of the laborer and render him perma- 
nently an invalid. The Government officer is not prohibited from knowing 
these facts nor from agreeing, when itis proper, that a less number of hours 
than eight shall be accepted as a day’s work. Nor does the statute intend that 
where out-of-door labor in the long days of summer may be offered for twelve 
hours at a uniform price the officer may not so contract with the consenting 
laborer. : 


Mr. COVERT. Was that a unanimous finding of the court? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is no dissenting opinion. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Gest] cited an order afterwards issued by the 
Navy Department in regard to the employment of labor, but that or- 
der, if you will examine it, shows conclusively that the right to fix 
the hours of labor and to regulate the time is left under the order in 
the hands of the executive officers of the Government. They go onto 
say that in the employment of labor they shall be governed by the 
rule in force in the place where the laborer is employed. Now, this 
case goes to show that at that very time these men werereceiving even 
greater pay for the same number of hours’ work than other men in the 
employment of private parties were receiving, even when employed at 
labor of a more difficult kind, and that therefore they were not enti- 
tled to recover. So I say the statement of the gentleman that this 
case of Martin does not cover the entire case provided forin this billis 
a mistake, 

I object to the bill in that it fixes a rule to govern the court. If the 

uestion were left to tha court without any limitation, the decision in 
this case would settle it in advance and would show the great impro- 
priety ofasking the court by ani act of Congress to review its own opinion 
and decide differently at the demand of the laborers. But this bill 
makes a special provision. I read from the first section: 


That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been employed by or 

on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th day of June, 

the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s work, and has not be n 

the full price of aday’s work for each eight hours he has been so employed, 

shall have the right tobring suit in the United States Court of Claims to recover 
such deficiency. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Read the rest of that section. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will read some more of it later. 


Mr. HAUGEN. It comes in very well at this point. You had het- 
ter read it. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Before the gentleman leaves the discussion of | do that ? 


that decision will he permit me to ask one question ? 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. First of all, according to your information, did 


this man Martin ever contract with the Government previous to the 


of the eight-hour law ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There was no contract whatever between Mar- 
tin and the agent of the Government previous to the passage of the 
eight-hour law; but the court in this decision goes on to say that if he 
continued to work, knowing the rate of wages he was to receive and 
the hours of labor fixed by the Government, he was estopped from de- 
nying that he had received his full wages. 


| 
| 





itis | 





| that had been made and taking up all the exceptions and considering 


the question whether it was discretionary or not that the men should 


| work eight hours, the court finally says: 


We are of opinion, therefore, that contracts fixing or giving a different length 
of time as the day’s work are legal and binding upon the parties making them. 
That is all there is of the Martin dk 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Oh, no. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thatisall itamounts to. You may argue forty 
hours, and you can not make any more of it than that. The court 
simply decided that Martin had a coutract, that he was working under 
a contract when the eight-hour law went into operation, and that he 
was to be paid according to his contract. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman,iu making this speech, is 
hardly complying with the spirit of my permission to him to ask me 
a question. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 
suggestion. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
tleman any more. 

The court says: 


cision, 


I am glad you allowed me to put in this last 


I shall not feel at liberty to yield to the gen- 
{ Laughter. ] 


We are of opinion, therefore, that contracts fixing or giving a different length 
of time as the day's work are legal and binding upon the parties making them, 
I have read, in the hearing of the House, the four points involved 
in this decision, and, if any person cares to look at it further, he will 


| cision covers the entire case. 
Now, in regard to the pending bill, the first section, as I have said, 
undertakes to provide for cases where, according to the language of the 
| bill, the laborer has not been paid the ‘‘full price of a day’s work”’ 
for each eight hours that he has been employed. By the terms of the 
bill we undertake to limit the court and compel it to say that, unless a 
man laboring for twelve hours a day has received ‘‘the full price of a 
day’s work’’ for every eight hours he has been employed, the court 
must find in his favor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. As the gentleman will see, the 
language to which he refers must be taken in connection with the pro- 
viso. 

| Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I was going to refer to the proviso. 
| read the bill. I read further from the first section: 


And for that length of service the claimant shall be entitled to recover the 
full price of a day's work, whatever that may be, less the amount he has already 
received, and in that ratio for any fraction ofa day, if, in the opinion of the court, 
such was the meaning of the said act of June 25, 1868, or any otherexisting law. 

Now the court has already decided plainly and squarely in the decis- 
ion I have quoted that the object of the statute of 1868 was not to fix 
the rate of wages at all; and every one whois familiar with the discus- 

sions at that time knows that no man in the country claimed that the 
act was intended tc fix the rate of wages at all. 

Mr. WADE. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

' 


| 
| 
| see that this is only a part of what the court decided, that this de- 
| 


Let me 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I can not consent unless it is a mere question. 

Mr. WADE. I just want to ask this: If your statement is true and 
if the Martin decision has settled this case, why not let this bill pass 
and let the question go to the court? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Because in the bill you put limitations on the 
court. 

Mr. WADE. No, we do not. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You undertake to prescribe what they shall 
decide; you propose to say that they shall reverse their former decision. 

Mr. WADE. Oh, no. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. In what section do we undertake to 
| Mr. WADE. 
| laws.”’ 


Mr. KERR, ot Iowa. 


The language of the bill is, ‘‘ or any other existing 


They say, as I have quoted here before: 

The claimant shall be entitled to recover the full price of a day's work, what- 
ever that may be, less the amount he has already received, and in that ratio 
for any fraction of a day, if, in the opinion of the court, such was the meaning 
of the said actof June 2, 1868, or any other existing laws, and, if anything is 
found to be due, judgment shall be given against the United States in favor of 
each claimant accordingly. 


They say further: 


That no payment heretofore made of a less sum per day than the full price 
of a day’s work, as provided in the first section of this act, shallaffect the right 


Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman has omitted one qualification: if | °! °°veTy- 


he did so without protest. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It does not say a word about protest. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman omits all refer- 
ence to the subsequent orders of the Department under which these 
men are employed and which were contracts between them and the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. This case goes into the whole field. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Allow me to call the gentleman’s attention to 
ee remark in that decision. I am not lawyer enough to pre- 
- construe the ye eeenety. I know in what sense 

been er vy workingmen of the country and by all who 
have discussed Martin case. In the conclusion of the cami (as 


the gentleman will find if he examines it), after covering all the points 


— =. eee Se Oe, ee 


- - i - ia an. oe rf TS. SSeS 


| ° , 

| Mark the words, ‘‘that no payment heretofore made shall affect the 
| right of recovery;’’ and it goes on to provide: 

| Norshall any terms submitted to by any such laborer 


Mark now the language, because the Supreme Court in this very 
case that I have cited say that if a laborer consents to work, knowing 
the price he is to receive is fixed by the officers of the Government, 
he can not recover. 

Mr. GEST. The gentleman ought to read all of that section. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam going to— 


Nor shall any terms submitted to by any such laborer, workman, or me 
chanic, whether for piece-work, stint-work, task-work, or any other kind of 
work, affect such right. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. 





Now read the proviso. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 


The gentleman asks me to read the proviso. 


Well, I do not think he will get any comfort from that. It reads: 
Provided, That the said court shall find that such terms, either in the number of 
hours re quired to be performed in a calendar day or in the rate established for 
such piece-work, stint-work, task-work, orany vt kind of work, required the 
erformance of more than eight hours’ labor in each calendar day to earn the 
ull price of a day's work, as set forth in the first section of this act, and that 
such terms were made since the passage of the act of 2th of June, 1868, consti- 


tuting eight hours a day's work,and are inconsistent with the first section of 
this act, and exacted by any officer of the Government as a condition of employ- 
ment or retention in the public service. 

This goes on to show that, if the agents of the Government told the 
man when they employed him that he was to be required to work twelve 
hours a day, and he knew that fact, and the man worked the twelve 
hours and received the pay current in the country for twelve hours’ 
work of that character, notwithstanding that fact, he shall have the 
right to recover one-third more for his services. Now, while I be- 
lieve in the eight-hour law and shall vote for a most stringent measure, 
if an opportunity is presented, requiring the officers of the Govern- 
ment to comply with the conditions of the eight-hour law in all proper 
cases 

Mr. GEST (interrupting). And reduce the wages proportionately. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (continuing). I say that the question of the 
rate of wages ought not to be fixed absolutely by law. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Nobody tries to do that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Itshould be fixed at what is the common price 
of wages in the country for the character of work in which the party 
is employed, and the officers of the Government should see that men 
who are employed by them should receive what is received as current 
compensation by other people in like work throughout the country. 
We. as the Representatives of the people of the country, should bear 
in mind that the taxes that are paid by the people are taxes upon la- 
bor, and that the money we raise from taxes to employ the various 
officers of the Government is money derived by taxation upon labor 
itself, and it is not just that we should require taxes to be paid by the 
common laboring masses of the country to pay employés of the Gov- 
ernment who receive their appointments oftentimes at the hands of 
friends as favors, and that people so employed should receive the same 
pay that other persons engaged in similar employment throughout the 
country receive, 

Mr. HENDERSON, oflowa. Why fix anysalary, then, forthe clerks 
in the Departments, for the judges throughout the country, and for the 
members of Congress themselves? We may as well fix compensation 
for certain other kinds of labor as for them. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have not said anything to the contrary. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understood you to say that you did 
not believe in fixing the rates of w 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, I say we ought not to fix it by an abso- 
lute standard, but that we ought to require the officers of the Govern- 
ment who employ labor at the various throughout the United 
States to give them the compensation current for other men ‘orming 
the same duties. That is common sense and fair play any other 
rule is unfair which taxes the people of the country who are laboring 
men to pay unequal compensation to officers of the Government. 

Now, in regard to the compensation of members of Congress and 
clerks in the Departments of the Government, etc., I suppose the in- 
tention is in all of these employments togive men the pay is current 
pay ‘or men performing similar duties throughout the country; and if 
they have paid more to clerks and members of than men of 
similar capacity and attainments receive elsewhere they have paid too 
much, and it ought to be reduced. 

My objection, Mr. Speaker, to the pending law is that it fixes abso- 
lutely a rule by which the Supreme Court of the United States is re- 
quired to determine the question in advance; and further I say that 
there are provisions in the law which provide, as I believe, in the in- 
terest of claim agents. We had a similar bill before in the last Con- 
gress; and I believe the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] has an 
amendment to modify this bill, which, it o aiagtes, would be a decided 
improvement. 

But the bill at present provides: 





And provided further, That whenever a sufficient number of claimants 
ene class shall join in the same a so that the amount claimed C-r ts the 
aggregate exceed the sum of $5,000, the said claimants shall have the right to 
appes! to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Now, the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa a. LACEY] pro- 
vides that the money recovered under this provision, if any, shall go to | of 
the claimants, and not to the claim agents. I know that in the last 
Congress there never was a greater lobby representing claim agents be- 
fore the Committee on Claims than those representing the claims un- 
der the eight-hour law. 

They swarmed by the seore around the committee-room. There 
were occasions on which forty of them were present; and if the truth 
were known, most of these claims are in the hands of claim squats, 
ready to be presented.and enforced in the Court of Claims just 
as this law sball be passed, and the men who did the wor 
will, unless the amendments of the gentleman from Iowa be 
get a very small portion of the pay. Of course it may besaid 


Hi 
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a@ man sells a bona fide claim which he has against the Government 
for a small price, it is none of our business what he takes for it. I 
know that answer will be made; but while there is some force in that 
proposition, yet I believe that these claimants have no justclaim against 
the Government, where they have been paid by virtue of an order ot 
the Department, in conformity with the contract of employment which 
was notice to them of the amount of wages they would be paid and the 
number of hours’ labor they would be required to perform before they 
got their pay. Andif they only worked that number of hours, un- 
derstanding what would be required of them, and received that pay, 
they ought not now to be permitted to come forward and claim any ad- 
ditional compensation. 

It is unjust, as I say, to the tax-payers of this country. These 
claims are held, it is true, mainly along our eastern border, and they 
are represented in a number of constituencies very close to this Capitol, 
and they feel, I have nodoubt, the pressure from that source in favor 
of the passage of this law. It is asked in the sacred nameof labor, and 
if it is asked in the sacred name of labor then it must be granted or 
else a man is to be held disloyal to the cause of labor. Now, I have 
been a laboring man all my life. I believe that the only legitimate 
way to earn money is to ak to labor for it, and that and 
every other method except by honest employment for the earning of 
money is not as high-toned and as honorable as it should be. 

I am in full accord with that sentiment, but I do not believe that 
this Government of ours should pass a law by which men out of the 
earnings of the masses of the people in the form of taxation should be 
permitted to receive more pay than they expected to receiveat the time 
they entered the employment. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a question? I 
ask him if the Government ials have promised to pay men for over- 
work, for instance where a man works ten hours a day and the Gov- 
ernment has to pay for the extra number of hours, are those 
men entitled to a fulfillment of that promise ? 

Mr. KERR; of Iowa. If they have been promised more—— 

Mr. WADE. Now, I want to say to the gentleman that three-fourths 
of the money that will be paid out under this bill will be paid under 
promises of Government officials to the men who did the work. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. A Government official has no right to offer 
any inducement to an employé of the Government that the law does 
not authorize him to offer, and the laboring men of this country are not 
to be presumed to be so ignorant that they do not know what the ad- 
ministrative officers of the Government have the right to give them for 
their work, or to offer them. 

Mr. WADE. §S the Secretary of the Navy says to a man, “If 
you work eight hours you shall receive $2 a day and if you work ten 
hours you s receive $2.50 a day.’’ The man goes on and works 
ten hours and receives $2 a day. I ask youif that man is notentitled 
to $2.50? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not think the gentleman from Missouri 
can show any such case as that. 

Mr. WADE. Oh yes, I can. 

Mr. BREWER. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri, if that be 
the fact, why did he not frame his bill on that theory? 

Mr. WADE. It isso framed. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is not any such implication in any por- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Not the least. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. The bill is founded on the theory that where 
a man worked twelve hours a day and got what he expected to receive, 
that he shall now, after the lapse of fifteen years, be permitted to come 
in and get paid for four hours’ labor that at the time he performed the 
work “ did not expect to receive. 

Mr. WADE. Now, the factsare that the Secretary of the Navy 
ised to pay men for ten hours’ work. They worked ten hours and they 
never have been the extra amount, and three-fourths of the money 
involved is for that kind of claims. 

Mr. KERR. of lows I wish to say to the gentleman that if there 
are any such claims there is no allusion to them in any place in this 
bill. 


Mr. BREWER. Nor in any of the reports. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. ‘Page 7 of the report, I believe, 
states it distinctly. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think that the officers of this Government, 
a War, bare bes men wi had gd common menue abd who Gil ot 
ve been men who had good common sense and who did not 
ake promises, they performed them. 
—— did make 


they performed them. 
of New Do you not know that they did not 
perform them ? 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No; I do not know anything of the kind. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is the exact question of 
fact that is to he submitted to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Do not you know they did not per- 


k | form these promises ? 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is a particle of evidence that they 


f| did not. There is nothing in See ansethanden tans 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, ef New Jersey. 
visedly on that point. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say that in your bill that you present for 
the consideration of the House you propose simply to change the rule 
by which men are to be paid whoare in the service of the Government. 

You propose at this late date, eighteen years after the order was 
passed, to declare that the law was made for a purpose that was not 
contemplated at the time it was because every man living at 
that time knows that it was not intended for that purpose, and every 
man knows that it was intended to fix the rate of wages only indirectly. 
With the eftect of throwing dust in the eyes ot this committee here to- 
day, they cite a resolution passed by this body a number of years ago re- 
citing that the intention was to fix the rate of wages. 

Mr. WADE. Let me ask the gentleman aquestion there. Did not 
Congress in 1872 settle what was the amount ef wages paid the men ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They settled from May, 1868, at the time the 
law was passed, up to June, 1869, at the time when the order was 
made, saying on what terms after that date the labor should be em- 
ployed. The law passed in 1872, when the men were familiar with 
the circumstances and knew all about it. It did not attempt to as- 
sume that there was any claim after 1869. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Do you not know that the law ex- 
isted after 1869 ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. After that, notice was given tothe employés 
of the Government as to the policy that would be pursued by the Gov- 
ernment, and after that time they were governed by the terms of their 
employment. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Where do you find that ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. After the proclamation of the 
President was issued, they should work eight hours. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, the gentleman made an assertion in his 

ch the other day that his reference does not bear out, and in order 

to show that it does not bear out his assertion I well read just what 
the .entleman quoted: 

Congress having enacted June 25, 1853, that “eight hours shall constitute a 

day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now employed, or who 

may be hereafter employed, by or on behalf of the Government of the United 


States, and that all acts inconsistent with this act be, and the same are hereby 
repealed’’— 


Now, mark that— 
all the officers of the Army and others in the military service having civilian 


laborers, workmen, and mechanics under their charge, will be governed ac- 
cordingly. 


And further : 


Hours shall be so regulated as to agree, as far as possible, with the hours cs- 
tablished in civil work in each locality. 


“Tn each locality.’’ 
Watchmen, clerks, messengers, and others whose services may be necessary 
at any and all hours are not considered to be embraced within the terms of the 
law. In cases of great necessity; as in military qperations, where men are on 
extra duty, they must perform the necessary service regardless of hours— 

Mr. GEST. Read the rest. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will— 


pa be estimating their extra-duty pay, eight hours will constitute a work- 
ge day. 

Mr. GEST. That is it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I was saying that that did apply; but that 
ouly applies in cases of great necessity, in military operations, when 
men are on extra duty, and the order says that it shall only apply to 
that class of men, and gentlemen want us, eighteen years afterwards, to 
make it apply to every man who worked for the Government, when 
the order says that men in the service of the Government shall be gov- 
erned by the hours of labor and by the pay in each locality. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. The hours of commencing. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then the rule of common sense will show how 
the law ought to apply. I asked the gentleman in charge of this bill 


The gentleman speaks unad- 


the other day if he thought that men who worked for the Government | 


ought to have more pay than the men who worked tor those who pay 
taxes and have to pay their men, and the gentleman was not prepared to 
assume that position. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. We only ask that the Supreme 
Court shall give effect to a statute of the United States. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They have given effect to a statute of the 
United States by a decision covering every point, under the terms of 
which decision these men have recovered all they were entitled to. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I take exception to that state- 
ment, and state that subsequent to that decision the order of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy of 1878 was made. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Has the gentleman from Iowa ever 
heard of that? 

_ Mr. FARQUHAR, The order of 1877 and 1878. 

Mr, TURNER, of New York. Has the gentleman from Iowa ever 
heard of that? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I presume I have read it a dozen times. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Here is the order of March 21, 1878, 
and I will hand it to the gentleman so that he may read it. Three- 
fourths of these claims he denounces come within that act. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
The following is hereby substituted, to take effe 
March 21, 1878. Why did the gentlemen under the terms of thgir 

bill make it apply as far back as 1368? 

Mr. TURNER, of New Yerk. It goes back of 1878. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. «© It says 


The following is hereby substituted, to take effect fr 


I will read it: 





t from this date 


m this date, for the cir- 


cular of October 25, 1877, in relation to the working hours at the several navy- 
yards and shore stations. 

The working hours will be, from March 21 to September 21, from 7 a.m, to 6 
p. m.; from September 22 to March 20, from 7.40 a. m. to 4.50 p. m., with the usual 


intermission of one hour for dinner. 

The Department will contract for the labor of mechanics, foremen, leadin 
men, and laborers on the basis of eighthoursaday. All workmen electing tu 
labor ten hours a day will receive a proportionate increase of their wages, 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. 
question at that point ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You asked mea question before, but I did 
not see that there was muchinit. ButI will hear the gentleman's 
question. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Are you not willing to pay them for 
the extra two hours thus contracted for ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ifthe Government contracted to pay them for 
ten hours a day and they worked ten and have only been paid for eight, 
then they could recover; but, as I understand, this bill has no appli- 
cation to such a case. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Will the gentleman kindly confine 
himself to my question: Are you willing to pay them for the over- 
time thus contracted for? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I am willing. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Then I say that three-quarters of the 
claims arising under this bil! are of that class. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say there is nots single claim of that nature 
that has not been open for suit all these years. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Oh, we know that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I donot think there are such cases; but if 
men, knowing their rights, have slept upon them for twelve years, it 
is too late to come forward now after the time has passed, when we 
know very little about the circumstances, and set up these claims now. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Will the gentleman kindly yield for 
another question ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Do I understand you to say now that 
because these men have slept on their rights you are not willing to pay 
them, although you have just said that you were willing? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam not willing where a man has had an op 
portunity for a great number of years to make his claim against the 
Government and has virtually said by his own action that he did not 
believe he had any claim—I am not willing that he shall comein now, 
after the lapse of ten or twelve years, and try to enforce such a claim. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Then, does the gentleman wish to 
plead the delay on the part of these claimants as an estoppel now, al- 
though the Government, through its Secretary of the Navy, agreed to 
pay them, but in fact refrained from paying them? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In the first place, I do not believe that the 
Secretary of the Navy agreed to pay those men and did not pay them. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Why, the gentleman himself has just 
read it to the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have read an order, but there is nothing in 
that order in regard to payment. 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

on the basis of eight hours ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And were they not paid? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. ‘They were not paid. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Howdo you know? Where is your proof? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. In the pay-rolls of the Department. 
And if they were paid, they can not be paid a second time. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. If the gentleman had brought in a bill pro- 
viding that men who, by the pay-rolls of the Department, were entitled 
to be paid for ten hours a day and had received pay for only eight 
hours should be paid, it would be a very different proposition. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is just what this bill does, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is nothing in this bill in reference to 
any such case. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York 
cases? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, sir. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to know from the committee whether it i 
a fact that the men who contracted to work ten hours per day did not 
receive more pay than the men who contracted for eight hours. 

Mr. WADE. They did not. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. There was no difference in the pay 

Mr. BREWER. I would like tosee something official on that point 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The committee could not put 
the testimony in the report. 

Mr. BREWER. But you could have put in some statement from the 


Now, may I ask the gentleman a 


Does it not say that they will be paid 


Will it not cover every one of such 
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Department, and that statement has not been made in any document 
that I have seen here. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Nor in any that I have seen, and I have ex- 
atnined the files of the committee. 

M1. TURNER, of New York. This bill was not before the Commit- 
tee on Labor in the last Congress; it was before another committee; so 
the gentleman examined the wrong files. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam willing to leave it to the House to say 
whether a careful reading of the bill does not show that the only ques- 
tion involved is this: that where a man received pay under a contract 
with the officers of the Government for a day’s work on the basis of 
twelve hours a day and according to the understanding he had when he 
performed that work, heshall now, after the lapse of from twelve to eight- 
een years, be permitted to come in and say that, because the law of 1868 
was passed, he ought to have additional pay to the amount of one-third 
more than that which it was agreed heshould receive. That isall that 
is involved in this proposed law. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow me to make a brief state- 
ment? I will be glad to correct him if he wants to be fair in this mat- 
ter. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to be very courteous to my friend. 

Mr. WADE. New, I want to say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
he can not help knowing—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is hardly courteous. 

Mr. WADE (continuing). Thatthe law was not made for ten months 
and twenty-four days afterwards, and that Congress went on and ap- 
propriated the money to pay these men for the extratime. Now, from 
that time, 1869, down to 1877, the law was obeyed, and when the Mar- 
tin case was promulgated the Secretary of the Navy presumed that it 
wasa direction to him, and he went on and assu to make contracts 
withthemen. He madeacontract, which the gentleman has just read 
from the report, to give the men who worked eight hours a day a full 
day’s pay and to give the men who worked ten hours additional pay; 
but he never did give them that additional pay, and that is what this 
bill proposes he shall do. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now I have given the gentleman a chance to 
make his statement, and in reply I want to say this: I have read 
most of the Martin case here in the hearing of the House. Ihave read 
it over myself several times, and I say to him that there is not a syl- 
lable in that case which sustains anything like what he has claimed 
in his argument. 


Mr. WADE. Does not the Martin case say that a man shall make 


@ contract ? 
Mr. KERR, of lowa. That he may make a contract. 
Mr. WADE. Well,these men did make contracts to work ten hours 


a day for extra pay, and they never got the extra pay; and does not 
the Martin case cover that? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. No. There is not a word in the Martin case 
showing that the men made any contract. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The contract of which the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WADE] speaks was made subsequently, 
and therefore could not have been referred to in the Martin case. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The Department advertised for laborers and 
stated the pay and the number of hours’ work a day, and these men 
were employed and worked under the rules of the Department and got 
their pay. 

Mr. WADE. They did not get their pay. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say they did get their pay on the basis of 
the advertisement, twelve hoursaday. Now, long after that work has 
been performed, you come in here and on behalf of a few laborers along 
the coast you insist that they shall be paid one-third more than it 
was agreed they should receive when they did their work. 

Mr. WADE. Iask the gentleman whether under the decision in 
the Martin case they can not get their pay. 

Mr. KERR, ot Iowa. Thatonly covers the period from June, 1869, 
down to the time of the passage of the act of 1872; it does not deter- 
mine anything further than during that period. 

Mr. WADE. Then I understand the gentleman to say that under 
the Martin case these mencan notrecover. Now, all we ask is to send 
these claims to the Court of Claims and see whether they can recover 


or not, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And after the Supreme Court of the United 
States, with all the facts before it and upon a full examination of the 
law under which this claim is made, has decided that a claimant in 
this situation is not entitled to recover, you want to direct the court 
to go back and disregard the facts of the contract and say that these 
laborers shall be allowed pay on the basis of eight hours a day, when 
they knew they were working at the rate of a certain sum for twelve 
hours a day. 

Mr. WADE. The bill does not say any such thing. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Every man who worked more than eight hours a 
day did so with the expectation that the Government would do him 
justice and him for the additional time. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. These men did not work twelve hours a day 
but ten hours a day; and by the Secretary’s order they were promised 
pay for the extra two hours. 


Quan 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You have not read the Martin case. In that 
case the court says that the men worked twelve hours a day. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Ido not need to read the Martin case; I have 
read the order of the Secretary. 

Mr. KERR, of- Iowa. I think the House understands this matter. 
If these gentlemen in their bill had referred to the order of the Depart- 
ment, had alleged that the Secretary of the Navy had not paid certain 
employés thesums which they were promised by the terms of their em- 
ployment, and had asked that the bill be passed on that basis, I under- 
take to say that no member of the House would have made any objec- 
tion to the consideration of that question by the court. 

Mr. WADE. That is just what we do ask. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ob, no; you donot. You ask that men who 
worked twelve hours a day and who were paid for their work shall 
now be paid on the basis of eight hours a day, thereby increasing their 
pay one-third. That is just what you ask in this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. LACEY. I merely desire now to offer an amendment—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I understood that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TuRNER] asked for recognition. He is a mem- 
ber of the committee, and I presume should have precedence, because 
it looks as if it would be im ble to finish this bill to-day. 

Mr. LACEY. I do not desire to take up any time, but merely to 
offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had the impression that theamendment 
was offered. 

Mr. LACEY. It was not offered the other day, because we did noi 
have time to consider it; it was simply printed in the Recorp for the 
information of the House. I wish to offer it now. I think, perhaps, 
the committee will accept it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The difficulty is this: It was 
understood that the gentleman from New York, a member of the com- 
mittee, should next for the purpose of debating the bill. 
I understand that under the order of the House only one amendment 
can be pending at atime. The committee have the right to perfect 
their bill; and they may desire to offer an amendment themselves. 
They have no desire to cut out the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa; that can be offered later. 

—— The Chair thought the amendment was already 


Mr. BUCHANAN, ‘ot New Jersey. No, it was simply read for ia- 
formation. The committee have no desire to cut off any member, but 
they do not wish to be cut off themselves. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from New 
York, as a member of the committee, should be ized, The Chair 
was under the impression that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa was already offered. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I assumed that it was. I referred to it and 
said that the gentleman from Iowa had offered it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. Bucn- 
ANAN] give me his attention? I think there is a very general desire 
to have this amendment offered or at least read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It has been read and was printed 
in the RecorD. The only desire of the committee is to guard them- 
selves against being cut off. The morning hour has now almost ex- 
pired and it is evident that this bill will go over to another day. The 
arrangement among the members of the committee was that the gen- 
tleman from New York, a member of the committee, should control 
the next portion of the time in connection with the measure. I will 
say to the tleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcry] that there is no desire 
to cut off his amendment, none whatever. 

Mr. TRACEY. I think it would be a great help to the bill. 

A MemBer. Why can it not be offered now ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Because the committee will 
probably have an amendment to submit; and under the rules only one 
amendment can be pending at a time. 

Mr. LACEY. This — be disposed of and then the other follow. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But the gentlemgn’s amend- 
ment would undoubtedly lead to discussion and would require a vote. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to inquire of the Chair for how many 

a single bill can occupy the morning hour. Is there any limita- 
tion in that ? 

The SPEAKER. There is no limitation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. This bill can be disposed of in 


the next w= | r. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. There are some other committees that desire to 
oceupy the morning hour. 

Mr. CONNELL. Has not this morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. Ithasnot. The Chair thinks he ought to recog- 


nize the from New York, who is a member of the committee. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well; I shall claim recognition later. I desire 
to offer the amendment I have indicated. ~ 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. er, I now yield ten min- 
utes to the from Ken . CARUTH). 

Mr. Before the gen proceeds may I ask how 


much time remains of the morning hour ? 


Arraram 92 











Vin 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


9289 





The SPEAKER. Two and a half minutes. 


the Government, and providing penalties for violation of the provisions 


Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether I may ' thereof. 


occupy the two and a half minutes now and seven and a half minutes 
to-morrow, or the next morning, when this matter comes up for consid- 
eration. Now, two anda half minutes speaking upon a question of 
this importance is a very short time. : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Itdepends upon whoistalking. [Laughter. } 

Mr. CARUTH. Well, it may seem a very long time to the gentle- 
men who listen, but to the man who may happen to have the good fort- 
une to get the floor itis a marvelously short time. [Laughter.] Now, 
our friend from Iowa here has occupied the time of the House for fifty 
minutes, barring such time as he may have been interrupted by gentle- 
men from the other parts of the United States. [Laughter.] Our friend 
from Iowa is opposed to the payment of these claims. He is in favor 
of a great Government like the United States maintaining the bar ot 
the statute of limitations against the body of our citizens. I am op- 
posed to the United States pleading the statute of limitations against 
any honest claimant. 
claims against the Government, and I wish sincerely, Mr. Speaker, that 
some method could be devised by means of which those who have hon- 
est debts due them by the Government could go before a court having 
jurisdiction, have their claims adjudicated, and then, when they get a 
judgment, go to the Treasury of the United States and draw their money 
without having to Gome back to Congress to go through the uncertain 
process of having an appropriation made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). The morning hour has 
expired, and the special order is before the House. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that 
all gentlemen who desire to do so may print remarks upon the bill 
just considered in the morning hour; also the one to be called up by 
theCommittee on Labor under the special order this morning, the eight- 
hour bill, and the other bill also provided in the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentieman from New Jersey ? 

There were no objections, and it was so ordered. 


LAFAYETTE STATUE, 


Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, for the 

of a resolution that the Senate has just sent over, which will 

take but a few moments. If it leads to any debate whatever I will 
withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read, alter 
which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas legislation is pending in Congress, in which delay must unavoida- 
bly occur, as to the site of the Lafayette statue, involving the question of its 
being located elsewhere than at the place selected ; and 

Whereas the said statue has in the last few days arrived in this country, and 
will, unless stopped by authority of Congress, be immediately put in position 
fronting and obstructing the view to the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, 
which by authority of Congress was placed where it now is, fronting Pennsy|- 
vania avenue and the Executive Mansion: Therefore, 

Beii resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the com- 
mission or board having charge of the matter of erecting the statue of Lafayette 
is directed to select some other site than the one selécted, and to suspend any 
further proceedings relating thereto until the same is done. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand that the 
consent of the House was given to agree to the resolution. I under- 
stood the consent was for its consideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is correct. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was objection, 
and there being no objection, and no gentleman rising to address the 
= the Chair submitted the question on the adoption of the resolu- 

Mr. TRACEY. We did not get much opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, CLAYTON VS. BRECKINRIDGE. 


Mr. LACEY. I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, for the informa- 
tion of the House, that on Monday next the Committee on Elections 


will call up the contested-election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge. 
EIGHT HOURS’ WORK. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Under the special order the Committee 
on Labor is assigned the remainder of this day for the consideration of 
certain measures specified in the order. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. ConnELL] is recognized. 

Mr. CO I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
9791) constituting eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the 
United States, or by contractors doing work or furnishing material for 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thateight hours shall constitutea day’s work for all laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics now employed, or who may hereafter be employed, 
by or on behalfof the Government of the United States,except in cases of extraor- 
dinary emergency which may arise in time of war, or in cases where it may be 
necessary to work nore than eight hours per calendar day for the protection 
of property or human life: Provided, That in all such cases the laborers, work- 
men, or mechanics so employed and working to exceed eight hours per calen- 
dar day shall be paid on the basis of eight hours constituting a day’s work. 

Src. 2. That all contracts hereafter made by or on behalf of the Government 
of the United States with any corporation, person, or persons for the perform- 
ance of any work or the furnishing of any material manufactured within the 
United States shall be deemed and considered as made on the basis of eight 
hours constituting a day’s work; and it shall be unlawful for any such corpo- 
ration, person, or persons to require or permit any laborer, workman, or me- 
chanic to work more than eight hours per calendar day in doing such work or 
manufacturing such material, except in the cases and upon the conditions pro- 
vided in section 1 of this act. 


Sec. 3. That any officer of the Government of the United States, or any per- 
I am in favor of the payment of all the just | 


son acting under or for such officer, or any contractor with the United States or 
other person violating any of the provisions of this act, shall for each offense 
be punished by a fine not less than $50 nor more than $1,000, or imprisonment 
not more than six months, or be both fined and imprisoned, in the discretion of 
the court. 

The Committee on Labor recommend the adoption of the following 
amendments: 

In line 3 of the title, after the word ‘‘States,’’ insert the words ‘or by or on 
| behalfof the District of Columbia,” and in line 4, after the word * Government,” 
| insert the words *'of the United States or the District of Columbia.” 

In line 6of section 1, after the word ‘‘ States,’’ insert the following words: “ox 
by or on belialf of the District of Columbia.” 
At the close of section 1, insert the following words 

‘Provided further, That not less than the current rate of per diem wages in 
| the locality where the work is performed shall be paid to laborers, workmen. 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States or the District of Columbia, and laborers, workmen, and mechanics em- 
ployed by contractors or subcontractors in the execution of a contract or con-, 
tracts with the United States or the District of Columbia shall be deemed to be 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States.” 

In line 2 of section 2, after the word “ States,’ insert the words “ 
behalf of the District of Columbia.”’ 

Add section 4, as follows: 
| “Thatall laws or parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed,” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the amend- 
| ments will be considered as pending. 
| There was no objection. . 

Mr.CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, every true friend of labor will rejoice 
that an opportunity is now given for the consideration of this bill, 

' which has for its purpose the improvement of the condition of the 
wage-workers of America. It is a bill that ought to receive and I 
trust will receive the support of every member of this House. The 
Committee on Labor, of which I have the honor to be a member, has 
most thoroughly and carefully considered its provisions and has unan- 
imously reported in favor of its passage. It is indorsed by the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor and by many assemblies of the Knights of 
Labor, Itis supported by the great army of wage-workers, who justly 
demand that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work and who will 
hail with delight its passage as a substantial and proper recognition of 
the reasonableness of their demand. 

Mr. Speaker, the workmen and mechanics of this country do not seek 
to escape from toil. They recognize the necessity of working. They 
cheerfully submit to the divine decree promulgated almost six thousand 
years ago that ‘‘in the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread.’’ They 
believe labor is honorable and that with it come contentment and hap- 
piness. They recognize, asall thinking men must do, that idleness is a 
curse. It is with a full appreciation of these self-evident principles 
that they now demand a reduction of the hours of toil. The demand 
that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work is a reasonable demand. 
It is a demand which sooner or later must be conceded. For the wel- 

fare and prosperity of our country I hope it may be conceded without 
unnecessary delay. The agitation at present existing will never cease 
until this is done. The strikes of the past are certain to be repeated 
in the future unless justice prevails. No question or controversy is 
ever settled until it is settled right. The breach between capital and 
labor, which is constantly widening, should be closed. The chasm 
between the masses and the favored few, which is rapidly becoming a 
yawning gulf, should be bridged. The leveling process is sure to come 
sooner or later, and it is for the people of this country to say whether 
it shall come peaceably and quietly, by increasing wages and reducing 
the hours of toil, or come as a thunderbolt of anarchy, bringing with 
it destruction of property and loss of haman life. 

Mr. Speaker, it is to°the honor and credit of the workingmen of 
America that in their efforts for the improvement of their condition 
they have been j;ioderate, reasonable, and law-abiding. With but few 
exceptions the strikes which have occurred have been attended bya 
strict observance of law and good order. The great strike for the eight- 
hour system which occurred at Chicago in May last was a splendid vin- 
dication of the peaceable, law-abiding character of American working- 
men. It was. also a demonstration of their~intelligence and loyalty. 
In a procession of twenty thousand men the utmost good order was 
maintained, while the Stars and Stripes waved along the entire line. 

It may safely be asserted that among no class in this country can be 
found a greater degree of patient endurance, intelligence, and patriot- 
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ism than among the laborers, workmen, and mechanics who constitute 
the great army of wage-workers. It is by fair argument and organized 
effort that they hope to secure their rights and to obtain for labor its 
just reward. These means have already proved potent in molding pub- 
lie opinion. The tide has commenced to turn. The great majority of 
business men of the country are already awakened to the true condi- 
tion of affairs, and now realize as never before the necessity of legis- 
lative action and conceding to wage-workers some of their reasonable 
demands. They view with alarm the danger that threatens the busi- 
ness and commerce of the eountry, not from organized labor, but from 
the tyranny of organized capital, which seeks to enslave labor and rob 
the wage-worker of the fruits of his toil. They see, as all who stop to 
think must do, that our free institutions and industrial progress are 
to-day in jeopardy from the concentration of power in corporations, 
trusts, and syndicates, and the arbitrary exercise of such power in the 
interest of capital. ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, I have referred to the great May Day strike at Chicago 
and throughout the civilized world in behalf of theeight-hour system. 
I now wish, within the brief time I shall occupy, to make a passing 
reference to the recent strike along the line of the New York Central. 
Iam not an advocate of strikes. Ideplore their existence. Imuch 
regret their frequent occurrence. As evils they seem unavoidable. 
As evils they will continue to exist until proper legislation is had and 
justice shall prevail. Until then, organized labor must protect itself 
by demanding what it is fairly entitled to receive, and when this shall 
fail, enforcing such demand as best it can by all lawful and peaceful 
means within its command. 

Organized labor means organized peace. Under exalted leadership 
the advance from serfdem and chattel slavery is being made. We are 
living in a progressive age. The workmen and mechanics of the elev- 
enth century were slaves; those of to-day are freemen, and as such 

* they havethe right both toorganize and to act for their self- ion: 
This is a proposition to which Mr. Webb, the present manager of the 
New York Central, evidently does not yield assent. Heseems to con- 
sider that ‘‘might makes right’’ and that, if he has the power tocrush 
the men who have had the hardihoed to ask a consideration of what 
they deemed their rights, it is his duty to do so, regardless of the con- 
sequences and regardless of the rights of thepublic. He has proclaimed 
that the great corporation which he represents proposed to vindicate 
its right to employ and discharge whomever it wished, whenever it 
pleased, and generally to ‘‘ run its own business in itsown way.”’ 

Now, this sounds very fine and as a ition may seem 
correct, but, carried to its natural and legitimate result, it means an 

absolute ignoring of the rights of employés, which rights, I contend, 

rup parallel with the road itself. Is capital a dictator and labor a 

slave? Surely the employés engaged in the tion of a great rail- 
way have some right as well as the officers of co. ion to deter- 
mine what is proper and reasonable respecting that part of the manage- 
ment which directly affects their personal safety, independence, and 
mauhood. Without laber the locomotive would remain stationary, 
the cars would be side-tracked, and the switches would remain locked. 

It is labor that created the road; it is labor that runs the road; and 

labor as well as capital should have the right to be heard regarding its 
management and operation. 

While this proposition may be controverted, no one will dispute that 
the demands of labor should at least be considered. This has practi- 
cally been denied by the management of the New York Central, while 
all propositions to arbitrate have been absolutely ignored. What has 
recently occurred unquestionably will be repeated, and itis not out 
of place here to predict with greater losses te the company and more 
; ous consequences to the public. Thesituationis one which properly 

' demands the attention of Congress. As representatives of the people 
we will be derelict in our duty if we fail to take action to prevent fut- 
ure —— of what has recently been witnessed. The vindication 
of a policy or the enforcement of a claim of right should not be made 
at the expense of the people and to the injury of the public. Some 
plan of arbitration should be devised and enforced. 

The man t of these great interstate lines of travel and com- 
merce should be required by law to submit to arbitration. That the 
New York Central refused to listen to i 
another evidence of the foolhardy and 
employés by railway corporations. The time is not far distant when 
serious consideration will be given te the demand of the 
interstate lines of railway, as well as telegraph lines, be owned 
and operated by the Government. For one I stand ready to advocate 
and favor this being done. I believe the plan is entirely practicable. 
I believe it would result in great good to the masses. I beleonindnanie 
@ question of time when it will be perfected and put in operation. But 
my time will not admitof a diseussion in detail of Government owner- 
ship and control of railways.. The bill now being considered relates to 
the hours of employment. It is one with regard to whieh public senti- 
ment has already so crystallized that there can now scarcely be a differ- 
ence of opi a eee 

While it may be denied the ‘‘ world owes every man a living,’’ 
it will be universally admitted that has a right to earn 
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denies this to many thousand willing workers. In America, which 
should be the workingmen’s El Dorado, there are upwards of a million 
men out of em t. ‘* Enforced i ”’ says Carlyle, ‘‘ is the 
Englishman’shell.’’ Thisapplies with double force to American work- 
ingmen. No system can be defended which will turn willing workers 
into this hell and lock the door against them. Shall we be now forced 
to confess that all labor-saving inventions have proved a curse in place 
of a blessing? 

This we must do unless the hours of toil are so reduced as to give 
employment to those who are willing to work. The inventions, which 
have been largely made by workmen and mechanics, were not designed 
as a blessing to the rich and a curse to the poor. Steam and electricity 
were intended by God for the benefit of allalike. With the aid of these 
most powerful agencies more can now be accomplished in the brief 
space of eight hours than formerly could be done in a week’s time. 

It is not long since that the members of this House received an ap- 
= to Congress from idle workmen, making known their condition of 

Ipless destitution and urging that the Government enter upon a sys- 
—_ of public work which might furnish the means of existence for 

e unem 

I quote the concluding part of the appeal and petition referred to, 
which is as follows: 

In the name of God and our common humanity, we humbly petition your hon- 
orable body to grant us that immediate succor our d rate strait demands. 
We confidently fee] that Che powee that armed and equipped a million of men 
for the preservation of this Union can now preserve its citizens from starvation. 

e know should a common enemy threaten this our beloved country, 
millionsof men would to arms one her boundless wealth would pour out 
like water for her defense. We beseech you to remember that there is no greater 
conceivable enemy toa nation than poverty. The dignity of a nation’s man- 
hood, the virtue of a nation’s womanhood, fall before the withering blight of 
erin truth, virtue, — honor become mere empty words, and all is bartered 
Im the nase of the ienmestal puiricts thet have bled and died for fecedens. we 
implore you tosave the citizens of this nation from destruction. The iza- 
ticn of the workers of any country inev heralds the downfall of its 
government. Webeseech you to break the of enforced 
fasten down the limbs of labor. We ask not for charity ; we but 
In the conscious dignity of American manhood, we demand the means of 
an existence by honorable labor be placed within the reach of all. 

Mr. Speaker, of all the nations of the earth America is the greatest, 
grandest, and best. Nowhere else in the great universe that God has 
given to man are the conditions so favorable for peace, prosperity, and 
plenty. We have en for all and to spare. Our agricultural and 
mineral resources are without limit. Enough is produced each year, 
if justly distributed, to relieve from poverty and want all who are in 
distress and bring contentment and happiness to every home. What 
becomes of the wealth created by labor? Is it not unfairly diverted 
to the pockets of a few while the many ave left to struggle in want and 
misery? These are questions which are being asked and to which we 
niust make 


for justice. 


when the Goulds, Vat ones, will 
own all that is worth possessing. Whatis trueof therich in New York 
and Boston is also true of Chicago and other Western cities. A few are 
absorbing the entire product of labor, which alone creates wealth, while 
the masses are 8 ling for mere existence. 

In view of this condition of affairs, can we do less than declare that 
eight hours shall constitute a day’s work, and so perfect existing law 

i honest observance of 


workers of the country in their struggle for a general of a 
SS ee ee for recrea- 
tion, 


It is as follows: 

Whereas on April 20, 1890, a bill was introd:: ed by Representative Cornett 
of Nebraska, known as House bill 9791, and w .ich was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Labor and ordered to be printed, and on July % 1890, was reported with 
endments itted to the Committee of the House on the state 
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eight-hour i enforced on labor performed for and on behalf of the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States. 

And »e tt further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be placed on the | 
record. of our proceedings, and also a copy thereof sent to Hon. W. J. CONNELL, 


the author of the bill. © ac eaveuetson 
GEO. H. HUGER, 
R. H. KERLE, 
Commitee, 

Not only has this bill been unanimously indorsed by the labor or- 
ganizations of the country, but its purpose of establishing eight hours 
as a day’s work is approved by the friends of labor, including the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

I quote from the Chicago Tribune the substance of some of the in- 
terviews with distinguished men during the ‘‘eight-hour”’ strike of 
May, 1890, as follows: 


Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States: I have in public expressed 
the opinion that every workingman ought to have such wages as would yield 
him decent and comfortable support for his family and enable him to keep his 

























































children in school and out of the mill in their tender age. Not only shou'd he | 
have this, but his wages should be sufficient to allow him to lay up against inca- 
paste by sickness or accident or old age some fund on which he could rely, I 

ve always advocated the policy which a the true interests of the 
workingmen of America. The prosperity of the country depends upon legisla- 
tion in interests of workingmen, which would bring comfort to their homes 
and happinesss to their hearts. 

Robert G. Ingersoll: Iam perfectly satisfied that eight hours are to become 
a labor-day. Fors man to get up before daybreak and work till after dark life 
is of no particular importance. He simply earns enough one day to prepare 
himself to work another. His whole life is spent in want and toil, and such a 
life is without value. Of course I can not say that the present effort is going 
to succeed; all I can say is I hope it will. I can not see howany man who does 
nothing—who lives in idleness—can insist that others should work tenortwelve | 
hours a day. The freeschool in this country hastended to put men on an equal- 
ity, and the mechariic understands his side of the case and is able to express | 

views. Under these circumstances there must be a revolution. That is to 
say, the relations between capital and labor must be changed, and the time 
must come when they who do the work, they who make the money, will! in- | 
sist on having some of the profits. Ido notexpect this remedy to comeentirely 
from the Government or from Government interference. I think the Govern- | 
ment can aid in passing good and wholesome laws; laws fixing the length of a 
labor day; laws preventing the employment of children; laws for the safety | 
and security of workingmen in mines and other dangerous places. Hut the 
laboring people must rely upon themselves, on theirintelligence, and especially 
on their political power. They are in the majority in this country. 

Dr. T. Witt Talmage: I rejoice in any movement which can make toil 
easier for the working people. The improvements in machinery will, I have 
no doubt, have the effect of enabling workmen to do as much in eight hours 
asthey would have done inten many yearsago. I believe. however, that ar- 
bitration isthe proper means by which a movement like this is to be carried 
out. There is no natural antagonism between capital antl labor, and it is nec- 
essary that both sides should remember the words of our Savior, “Do unto 
others as you would they should do unto you.”’ This is the only basis on which 
@ labor le like the present one should be conducted. There should be 
mutual and one side should respect the rights of the other. The 
golden rule, in fact, is the guide. 


T also quote from a wage-worker and citizen of my own city a por- 
tion of an interview published by The Omaha Bee during the Chicago 
strike, which I think well tvorth a placein the Recorp. It isas follows: 


When God created this universe-He, in His infinite wisdom, divided time in 
such a manner that the day consists of twenty-four hours, eight hours of which 
were intended for work, eight for sleep, and eight for rest. Now, why should 
we, mortals of His creation, attempt to undo this law by working ten and twelve 
hours and allow our minds to become as barren of intelligent ideas asa desert. 
Mr. Speaker, on one occasion, many years ago, in the consideration 
ofa £ financial problem by this House, the brilliant but eccentric 
Ran of Roanoke, tragically exclaimed: ‘‘I have foundit. Ihave | 
discovered the philosopher’s stone; it is—pay as you go.’’ I do not 
claim to be a Randolph or to be possessed of the remarkable gifts which 
made him such a striking and picturesque character in the history of 





cs aon has been found which will bring happiness to the wage- 
worker and peace and prosperity to capital. I[tis toso raise wages and 
reduce the hours of toil as will make life worth living and give work | 
to the unemployed. Why should not the wage-worker have some of 
the sunshine and leisure of life to enjoy the beauties of nature and the 
comforts of his home? 

The poet Goethe has truly said: ‘‘ Every man should hear a little 


in order that the worldly cares of life may not blot out the sense of 
‘the beautiful implanted by God in the soul.”’ As the tired laborer 
drags himself homeward after ten or twelve hours of weary toil, what 
are these words of the poet to him but hollow mockery ? Where is 
his opportunity for recreation and enjoyment, where the time for 
cultivating his sense of the beautiful? Thesky may be an azure blue; 
the heavens may be studded with countless sparkling gems; all nature 
may rejoice, but the weary wage-worker trudges along his way uncon- 
scious of it all; the sense of the beautiful has well-nigh been blotted 
ont of his soul. 

All hail the dawn of a new day breaking, 


When a spanpermet nation shall take away 
The weary burdens from backs that are aching 


[As ] With maximum labor and minimum pay. 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
CoNNELL] if it is the purpose of the proviso at the end of section 1 to 
make the Government of the United States liable for the payment of 
workmen and contractors employed by subcontractors. 
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actually employed by the Government. 
contractors. 








music, read a little poetry, and see a fine picture every day of his life | 
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No, sir; I do not think that is the purpose or effect 


Mr. CONNELL. 


of the provision referred to. 


Mr. HILL. The gentleman will observe that it provides at the end 


that they shall be deemed to be employed by and on behalf of the Gov 
ernment of the United States. 
of the Government of the United States, the United States would cer- 
tainly be liable for their payment. 


If they are employed by and on behalf 


Mr. CONNELL. 


Thatrefersonly to laborers, 


workmen, or mechanics 
cond section relates to 


Mr. TRACEY. 
to the proviso. 

Mr. HILL. I have reference to the proviso. If you will pardon 
me, you will see that the proviso relates exclusively to Jaborers, work- 
men, and mechanics employed by contractors and subcontractors, and 
provides that they shall be deemed to be employed by or on ! 
the Government of the United States. 


But the gentleman from Illinois {| Mr. Huinw} refers 


} 
i 


vehalf of 
Now, if they are employed by 


| or on behalf of the Government of the United States, the United States 


would certainly be liable for their payment. I do not suppose it was 
the intention of the committee to make that the law. 

Mr. CONNELL, No. 

Mr. HILL. And I havedraughted here an amendment which I wish 
to submit, covering that subject. 

Mr. CONNELL. Iam safe in stating that it was not the purpose of 


| the provision to make the Government liable to the employes of con- 


tractors, but liable only to the workmen and mechanics directly em 
ployed by the Government. 

Mr. HILL. With that explanation, Mr. Speaker, I would like’ to 
offer an amendment to come in at the end of this section. 

Mr. CONNELL. Theamendment may be offered and may be con- 
sidered as pending. 

Mr. HILL. Lask that it may he read and considered as pending at 


| this time. 


TheSPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Illinois [ Mr. H1iL1]}, 
in the time of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. CONNELL], proposes 
the following amendment to be considered as pending. 

Mr. CONNELL. I think there’ is no objection to that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman in charge of the bil! 
states that the amendment may be consideredas pending. The Clerk 
will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ States,’’ at the end of line 22, page 2, insert: 

‘** But the Government of the United States shall not be liable for the payment 
of such laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by contractors or sub- 
contractors."’ 


Mr. FARQUHAR. That will do. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will allow me, I wish to prepare 
an amendment which I would like to add to that, as an amendment 
to the amendment, and which I wish to suggest to the gentleman in 
charge of the bill at the present time, requiring the disbursing officer, 
on behalf of the United States, to first inquire, before final payment, 
whether or not the employés on such Government work have been paid 
by such contractor or subcontractor, in accordance with the terms cf 
this bill. 

Mr. CONNELL. If the purpose of the gentleman in offering the 
amendment is to perfect the bill, as it seems to be, I presume there 
will be no objection to it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 


our country. I do claim, however, that the philosopher’s stone has [Mr. H1LL] who proposes this amendment if he would not accept an 
been discovered, and that a remedy for the evils of the present | equivalent and make it a good deal shorter and more expressive; if . 


the gentleman will turn to his bill, at line 18, after the word ‘‘ and 


insert the words: 


For the purposes of this act, laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed, 


Mr. HILL. I do not think that would obviate the objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is the usual legal form, to save the United 
States. 

Mr. HILL. But the gentleman will observe one purpose of this 
act is to provide that laborers and workmen employed by contractors 
and subcontractors shall be employed only for eight hours a day; so 
that when you insert the words you propose to after the word ‘‘and’’ 
it does not obviate the objection that it would still bind the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Mr. CONNELL. ‘The purpose of the gentleman from Illinois f Mr. 
HILL) is evidently to perfect the bill, and if any suggestion can be 
made I presume they will be received with that purpose in view. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
O’ DONNELL] and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I am free to say that I gladly give 
voice and vote in favor of this bill to enforce the eight-hour law on 
Government premises. Ly this bill the United States says to all labor- 
ers, workmen, and mechanics in its employ that they shall not be re- 
quired to labor more than eight hours per calendar day on public work. 
‘The workingmen of the nation demand that the Government shorten 
the hours of toil, that those who labor may have more time for phys- 
ical and mental improvement and development of those qualities that 
fit them to become more intelligent citizens of the Republic. Organ- 


rrr re wae; 












ee te ‘ SoS. aoe i 
ae CDs FHS 


eg aly RB Spe Ss ~ 
iS Nie Ss a 





‘ workingmen to Euro 


I292 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AvuGUST 28, 





ized labor has for years petitioned and memorialized Congress for the 
enactment of this law, a supplemental statute that will have for its 
basis justice, humanity, and the promotion of happiness of the citizens. 
This will strengthen the act of 1468. 

The history of the struggle of the laborer and mechanic for shorter 
hours of toil, lessened drudgery, in this country may be of interest in 
connection witb this discussion. At the beginning of this century, in 
1806, the ship-builders and calkers of New York were obliged to work 
fourteen hours per day. They demanded that the hours of toil be re- 
duced to ten hours; the employers refused, and the workingmen organ- 
ized to secure justice, but were defeated. In 1832 the carpenters and 
calkers of Boston sought to make ten hours a working-day, and a long 
strike followed, which ended in disaster, though the agitation resulted 
in some success in Philadelphia and New York during the same year. 

The partial victory in the two great cities was an incentive to the 
masses to press on, and the demand for ten hours as a day’s work be- 
came general. The Government of the United States recognized its 
justice, and in 1838 President Van Buren, by proclamation, ordered 
that ten hours should constitute a day’s work with the employés in the 
arsenals and navy-yards of the nation. This was followed in the next 
year by the governor of New Jersey recommending a statute defining 
ten hours as all that should be required of the laborer. The system 
was adopted in the ship-yards at Bath, Me., and the leading industries 
in many cities gave approval by accepting the hours of7 a. m. to 6 p. m. 
as the time for labor. Here the reform stopped until 1845, when the 
first national labor convention was held in New York City, which 
united for reduction of the hours of toil. Theagitation continued, but 
little progress was made, 

Another convention was held three years later, in 1848, at Faneuil 
Hall, Boston, to advance the demand. Employers refused the radical 
change demanded, but all through the country the work of agitation 
went on, until one hour less was conceded, followed later by the con- 
cession of another hour, until in 1853 some of the trades had secured their 
demands, but quite generally eleven hours was agreed upon, though 
some of the large establishments adhered tothe old time. In 1864 and 
1865 there were many strikes; the large number of workingmen in the 
Army, battling for their country’s preservation, produced a scarcity of 
labor, and employers were obliged to conform to the wishes of their 
employés, and the eleven-hour system was entered upon, 

When the war was ended and the men who had defended the flag 
returned to the peaceful pursuits of life the labor market was over- 
supplied; the old system of long hours was revived; the overabun- 
dance of workmen compelled submission to the injustice, and the em- 
ployers were masters of the situation. The laborer still hoped for a 
diminution of the hours of toil. The New England Ten-Hour League 
organized for a ten-hour workday, and pressed their demands so urgently 
and forcibly that Massachusetts enacted alaw making ten hours a legal 
day’s work. This example was followed all over thecountry. Labor 
is now asking that nine hours be made a day’s work, and in some in- 
stances, after prolonged strikes, success has crowned the effort, but in 
many cases disaster and failure have been the outcome. 

It will be seen by this brief history that the action of the Government 
led to a reduction of the hours of labor of those citizens who toil. This 
may be the outcome if we pass this bill to-day. Eighthours for labor, 
eight hours for sleep, eight hours for improvement and recreation, will 
make the days gladsome for those who toil. 

Mr, Speaker, the workingman is better off in this country than in 
any other, It will be seen that the nation and its inhabitants havenot 
suffered by the lightening of the hours of toil; the country is the most 
prosperous in the world. Our people are accumulating wealth; there 
are some sharp contrasts in the social conditions, but t; aver- 
age of wealth and comfort is rising allthe time. I know the number of 
millionaires is increasing, but it is gratifying to realize that the num- 
ber of citizens worth four, two, and one thousand dollars is increasing 
wonderfully faster. ‘The ageregate wealth is large, and the distribu- 
tion is as nearly equal as will ever be reached under any government. 

We are in the forenoon of our national existence, but what a change 
in the condition of all in the last century, and forthe better—improve- 
ment and progress. This is the geniusof our people and is inwoven in 
the fiber of our free institutions. This, compared with the “ good old 
times ’’ we hear of, isan era of luxury in all strata of society. The 
statistics show that in the savings-banks of this country (six States not 
reported) there are 4,021,523 depositors, with $1,425,239,349 to their 
credit, an average of $354.40 for each depositor. In my own State of 
Michigan there are 99,245 depositors in savings-banks, who have $24, - 
015,207 on deposit. If you compute the millions deposited in building 
and loan associations, 
will find our artisans and laboring population are in the sunshine of 


rosperity. 
One of the enterprising papers of Michigan two since sent fift. 
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supplemented by the report of the Statistician of the Agricultural De- 
partment, who states that labor here secures a larger share of reward 
than in other countries; there isone pauper here to twenty-twoin Great 
Britain; our people consume double the amount of meat here over those 
of Great Britain and nearly four times the meat the inhabitan‘s of other 
Jands have; our consumption of cereals is three times as great as that of 
— in proportion to population nearly the same gratifying ratio of 
b , while our inhabitants have the same excess of clothing and other 
comforts. It should be the duty of Congress to improve the condition 
of our people, if possible, by legislation. Labor is courageous and con- 
tent under prosperity; let our laws aid labor, lift the general masses 
higher, and then we have the same patriotism and exalted citizenship 
that has made this nation prosperous and sweetened the relations of 
common life. 

England, Ireland, Scotland, Wales, Germany, France, Switzerland, 
Norway, Sweden, and Holland have sent to us their industrious arms, 
who have ditched the water, builded towns and villages, constructed 


our railroads, covering the land with harvests, and extended prosperity; 
these are welcome to our shores, for they become a part of our institu- 


tions; the oppressed of other nations for a century have found this Re- 


public a beacon of hope for all humanity. But of late there is a 
menace to our well-being, to the prosperity of our laboring population. 
The immigration within the last thirty years amounts to 10,434,506— 
nearly one-sixth of our population; during the last decade the immi- 
gration has been more than half of what it was for the whole thirty 
years. Of late a different class, in too many instances, are coming to 


us. They are not like the larger portion of the immigration hereto- 
fore coming to our shores from those countries. Many of these later 


immigrants are malefactors, criminals, and foes to established govern- 
ment, security, and law, who have left their native land for its good. 
Then, again, there are many coming from other lands who know noth- 
ing of our institutions, who elbow our people out of the way in the 
struggle for existence. There is a daily increasing tide, which, like 
the waters.of the 72gean, know no return. 


Their presence causes a bitter note of complaint from those who are 


displaced by these unwelcome strangers to our civilization and institu- 


tions. They come in hordes to our shores and supplant our workmen 

tures. This Administration a en- 
forces the contract-labor law, but it has no power to exclude the igno- 
rant, the vicious, gnd the disturbers. Their presence reduces the prog- 


ress and prosperity of our laborers and artisans, and their coming ad 


to the host of the discontented, recruits the restless force, and conscripts 
men into the army of tramps. This polyglot humanity here disturbs 
the harmonious relations between capital and labor, augmentsilliteracy, 


and increases poverty in the land. This is a menace to national de- 


velopment and industrial supremacy. What isthe remedy? It must 
be applied soon, for national discontent will demand action. It will 
be the maximum of legislative wisdom to satisfactorily adjust this mat- 
ter. 

Let us consider the subject soon, for the peril is great and rapidly 
increasing. The e begin to ask that undesirable immigration be 
controlled in the interest of prosperity and our workingmen; they wish 
eos classes be kept away—that the coming of these unde- 
sirable elements be repressed; the workingmen ask for protection by 
repression of such degrading competition. The leaders of thought and 
industry who aim to promote American labor ask for judicious enact- 
ments to save the American laborer the limitless field of a nation’s in- 
dustry—the industry American labor has created. The workingman 
of the United States believes in law and order. 

He has faith that the inviolable sanctity of the law can alone secure 
to the citizen the fruit of his industry and inspire him with the happy 
confidence which is the soul of all activity. The laborer here real 
that the railways are built, and many of the manufacturing establish- 
ments are nearly completed. He feels that the demand for new labor 
in the pioneer ind and enterprises of the West will be far less in 
the future than in days gone by. Forthesereasons the workingman asks 
Congress to protect him from unworthy competition—from such com- 

tition that, while it ves him of employment, also imperils pub- 
re tranquility. While cry of the American laborer is not America 
for Americans alone, it is America for those who are or will become 
Americans in the true sense ot the word, and who will conform to and 
uphold our American institutions and American liberty. 

There is much todo by this Congressin theinterest of labor. It will 
require wise counsels to adjust the ever-changing conditions and con- 


flicti panies Se eee eae a oof a 
With national development come of those w 
Perhaps we may in the futare get of the right thread of 


the too often snarled skein that links capital with labor. Labor and 
capital are not in conflict; they are harmonious, dependent each u 
theother. There isan assumed antagonism between capital and ; 
which is sometimes blown into fury by the breath of artful dema- 
I have spoken of what is needed now by our laws to protect 
Ce ames teak from misery. problems 
and in the interest of our civilization. ; 
I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. ATKINSON]. 
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Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the object of or- 
anized labor, as I understand it, is to adjust, as far as possible, pro- 
action to national demand, and to secure an honest day’s pay for 
an honest day’s work. Labor has sought collective action, there- 
fore, to control those industries that make the best use of our national 
resources. The need of such collective action has been demonstrated 
by a long series of experiences and experiments. Hence, admitting, 
as all must do, both the wisdom and justice of collective action on 
the part of the toilers of our country, the producers of the wealth of 
the land, the next step we should take as legislators is to inquire 
what organized labor demands at our hands and how far we should 
go in yiciding to such demands. 

All laws, Mr. Speaker, are compromises by which some advan- 
tages are sacrificed on the one hand, in order to secure in another 
form ter advantages on the other hand. We should all be of 
one mind in desiring the welfare of all our people, and especially 
the prosperity of the working masses who, unlike employers and 
capitalists, are unable at all times to protect and support themselves 
ont those dependent upon them. Whatever duties we owe to man- 
kind at large, we are Americans and at the same time owe to our 
country our best endeavers, and toour families as well as to our- 
selves we owe our undivided allegiance. 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that it is not only the duty of a government 

to prefect its labor in eve — manner, but I go farther and 
state that a government which refuses to do so—a government which 
refuses to enact such laws that will protect the weak as against the 
natural encroachments of the strong, is unworthy the name of a 
government, and ought to perish from the face of the earth. 
Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the eight-hour labor system. 
The qaestion of shortening the hours of labor is being agitated 
throughout the civilized portions of the world. Workmen in fac- 
tories and other manufacturing establishments in every section of 
the country have succeeded in reducing their working hours, and 
the advanced sentiment everywhere is in their favor. The Govern- 
ment of the United States can not well afford to be behind her indi- 
vidual citizens in respect of the employmentof herlabor. Already 
a law is in force fixing eight hours for a day’s work for all clerks 
in the Government employ. Why, then, shall we not enact a gen- 
eral law which will accord to its laborers the same numberof hours 
for a day’s work that it provides forits clerks? ‘The bill under con- 
sideration does this, and it is only common justice that it should be- 
come a law. 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat that I am heartily in favor of a general 
eight-hour labor law. Many good and substantial reasons can be 
given to sustain this position. I, however, to-day will advance but 
a few, because of the limited time allotted to me in this discussion. 

1. First of all, the great labor organizations of the country de- 
mand it, and, so far as [ am informed, it is not opposed in any gen- 
eral manner by manufacturers and employers. 

2. I believe if it were made- general it waquld, in a great measure, 
prevent strikes and lockouts, and would tend toward bringing em- 
— and employés together, and substitute sympathy and good- 
wil ae hatred and hostility, which in many localities at present 
exis 

3. Iam clearly of opinion that eight hours of effort and toil on 
a single stretch is long enough for any man or woman, however 
strong, to engage in during the twenty-four hours of theday. Eight 
hours for work, eight hours for refreshment and intellectual im- 
provement, and eight hours for sleep. This, in my judgment, isa 
proper and natural division; and if the General Government and 
all the States will fix eight hours for a day’s work, it will be a bless- 
ing to humanity and will prove the first grand step in lifting our 
working people up to a higher plane of physical manhood, of intel- 
ligence, and usefulness as citizens. 

4. The different States of the Union provide for all their citizens 
a thorough —— of education at public expense. The General 
Government should, in every possible way, encourage every measure 
that tends to educate the masses. A reduction of the number of 
hours for laborers will give them that much more time for intellect- 
ualeffort. Two hours a day of systematic literary work in ten y. ars’ 
time will make a good scholar out of any man of ordinary natural 
ability, and will be more than equal to the course of study required 
by the average co of the country. Dr. J. Dorman Steele, the 
author of the won system of ‘‘ Fourteen Weeks’ Text Books,” 
that are so ular throughout the country, once said in a public 
lecture that two hours’ stn y a day by a mature mind, if prosecuted 
for six years faithfully, would be more than equal to an ordinary 

course taken when one was less than twenty years of age. I 

this fact to encourage men to make proper use of their lei- 
sure hours. Let us hope, Mr. Speaker, that much of the spare time 
that will be afforded by the assage of this bill—if it should become 
a oe spent in reading, in study, and in earnest intellectual 


ymen 

5.. A fifth, and in my judgment a very important argument in favor 
of the passage of a general eight-hour labor law, is the fact that it 
will give ene to the many thousands that are now seeking in 
vain for w which they may be able to support themselves and 
their hel 
chinery 
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now being produced by one-fifth fewer laborers. 
therefore, of the eight-hour system will either give employment to 
present unemployed labor, or it will, on the other hand, do away 
in a large measure with the existing surplus of our manufactured 
products. 
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ten hours a day, there is an overproduction of manufactured prod- 
ucts in this country. To restrict the hours for a day’s work to eight, 
instead of ten, will necessitate the employment of one-fifth more 
men to produce the same quantity of manufactured products that is 
The adoption, 


6. A sixth and final reason that I shall offer on this oceasion for 


supporting this bill is the fact that it is a step in the direction of 
dignifying labor. 
made respectable by a legislative act; but it can not be denied that 
pave legislative action does lift the body-politic to a higher level. 


A man, if he wills to the contrary, can not be 


shall, therefore, Mr. Speaker, under all circumstances and upon 


all proper occasions, always strive to lift my fellow-man to a higher 
plane of citizenship; to dignify and ennoble the laboring masses; 
to give them a proper consideration for their toil, and to make them 
more independent, more intelligent, and more useful citizens of the 
Republic. 


hope, for these reasons, Mr. Speaker, the bill may become a law, 


and shall take pleasure in voting for it. 


Mr. CONNELL. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. CALDWELL]. 


Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, among the most important eco- 


omic questions which to-day are agitating the public mind and 
knocking loudly at the doors of this Congress for recognition and 
solution, is this labor question. 
lieving eight hours should constitute a day’s labor, as printed in this 
bill. 
considered as a social, political, or economic problem. 
in the couplet: 


I heartily support this measure, be- 


It is practical and for the best interest of our people, whether 
There is truth 


The longer the hours the shorter the pay, 
Whether you work by the piece or work by the day. 


The history of labor agitation proves that wherever the hours of 


labor have been shortened it has occasioned an increased demand 
for labor, an advance in wages, and a betterment of the condition 
of the wage-workers. 
labor b 
lieves that the 
and intelligence of its people can not long exist; that the greater 


The Republican party dignified and ennobled 
making freemen toilers unrequited and in bondage, and be- 
overnment which does not rest upon the happiness 


intelligence among a people the greater the safety, and if this Von- 


gress will open the door wide enough by the passage of this bill to 
enable them to admit that glorious sunlight into their homes it will 


prove an ee to noble effort, and the Government will be 
benefited and grow in corresponding ratio. 

We do not believe it is the province of the Government to support 
its able-bodied population, yet its care should ever be exercised in 
every constitutional way to lighten and brighten the pathway of 
its people. Thisis, Mr. Speaker, a broad and far-reaching question, 
one we have to meet and settle. Behind every Representative on 
this floor is an army of greater or less numbers which belongs to 
that class referred to by Frederick Douglass on a certain occasion, 
who struggle fifteen of the twenty-four hours for food and shelter. 
ee 2, ale toiled blindly on from morn till night, doing little 
thinking and less acting. It has not been many years since the 
miners of Great Britain were in a condition of slavery. They “were 
compelled by law to remain in the pits as long as the owner chose 
to keep them at work there, and were actually sold as part of the 
capital invested in the works, If they accepted an engagement 
elsewhere, their master could always have them fetched back and 
flogged as thieves for having attempted to rob him of their labor. 
This law was modified in 1797, but was not repealed till after the 
acts passed in 1797 and 1799.” (Trades Unions of England, p. 119.) 

This was hardly one hundred years ago. What a wonderful change. 
With shorter hours of labor, the growth and development goiug on 
in this wonderful age of cheap newspapers, books, and magazines, 
the begrimed toiler in the shop and mines, the sun-browned workman 
in the field and forest, has caught an see vem that has led him up 
to a higher plane ; he has heard a voice whisper: ‘‘ Then act aman 3” 
he has wrought and thought; he has confided his thoughts to his 
neighbor in toil, until the sublime + ee is presented of the Ameri- 
can laborer standing among his fellows the peer of any citizen. 

With all this progress which has been brought about by education, 
agitation, and Seatclasian, there is greater progress and development 
in store. Hugh Cavenaugh, a man of the highest standing and a 
prominent labor reformer of Cincinnati, an ex-representative to the 
national meeting held at Atlanta, Ga., in 1889, in an article published 
over his own name in the Cincinnati Evening Post of November 26, 
1889, details a state of facts which existed at that time, and doubt- 
less does to-day, in the cotton factories of Georgia, which is almost as 
bad as the deplorable condition of labor in parts of the Old World. 
He says: 

In the thirty-three cotton factories in the State of Georgia there are employed 
two thousand white children between the ages of seven and twelve years, every 
one of whom was questioned by the Knights of Labor committee of investigation, 
revealing the fact that of the entire number only seventeen conld read and write 
their name. The lowest number of hours worked by these children, or any of the 


operatives in this industry in this State, is sixty-eight per week, fourteen hours 
longer than is worked by the operatives in the same industry in Great Britain. 
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The wages are from 20 cents per day for the infants up to 60 cents per day for 


women and girls. Men in the packer room receiving as high as 85 cents a day. 
Fervently do we hope that this condition has not its counterpart 
in any other part of this great Union. The question comes to me Can 

pple reared under such conditions be patrioticand loyal citizens? It 
is time, Mr. Speaker, that the American Congress stretch forth its 
strong arm for the protection of the weak and defenseless, and while 
aware that we can not reach the laborers in the Georgia cotton mills 
and those of other States, this Government can and should set the 
example with her servants. 

This can only be done by passing and faithfully enforcing this bill. 
You will thereby prove to the employer of labor that more and bet- 
ter service will be given with shorter hours of labor, and the army 
of the unemployed will be lessened, and you will have taken a long 
stride in solving the labor problem, and shall be approaching the time 
when in my judgment you will have a purer and better citizenship 
and a happier and more contented people, 

Give our toiler some hope of something beyond his daily toil. 
Cheer him with the recollection from day to day that four hours at 


the commencement and ending of each day are his by sacred right— 
for home, for wife, and children. Let this be his hope and his home 
will brighten with his coming, He will have time for mental recre- 
ation, time for gathering his Tittle ones beside him for converse with 


books and papers to which they incline, or to sports with games to 
which they may be attached, time for mental and moral develop- 
ment and a consequent improvement in his worth as a citizen. Let 
us show this army of laborers that we believe eight hours of God’s 
sunshine is theirs and provide that it shall be theirs so faras service 
for the Government is concerned, and by doing so show to the em- 
ployers of labor elsewhere that their material pr rity lies in the 
pathway of the same reform. Let us pass this bill, remembering 
that— i . 
Ilo's trae to God who's true to man ; 
W herever is done 
To tho humblest and the weakest 
*Neath the all-beholding sun, 
That wrong is also Cone to ua, 
And they are slaves most base 
Whose loveof right is for themselves, 
And not for ail their race. 


Mr. CONNELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. WADE]. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, in addressing myself to the bill under 
consideration I do not propose to occupy even the limited time that 
has been granted to me. In common with the other members of the 
House, I understand that this is a bill that has been 
meets with the approval of organized labor. The 
was first presented to me by Mr. Kennedy, president of the Columbia 
Typographical Union, of this city. We have been visited by all the la- 
bor organizations represented in this city and the bill has met with the 
approval of the labor organizations of the entire country. Now, sir, 
in view of that fact and in view of the further fact that there seems to 
be no objection to the passage of this bill, I simply propose to extend 
my remarks in the KEcorD and ask that this bill be put on its passage. 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [ Mr. Renan. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, in two minutes little can be said in 
favor of any measure that comes before this House; but we may con- 
gratulate ourselves that this measure before the House so commends 
itself to the approval of the majority of the members of this House 
that it needs but little argument to bring support inits favor. On the 
25th day of June, 1868, the President of the United States approved 
an att passed by the Congress of the United States constituting eight 
hours a day’s work. In 1872 another act of Congress was passed with 
a view of giving a construction to that and a large 
sum of money to enable it to be carried into effect in accordance with 
its spirit and meaning. 

Alter the lapse of twenty-two years, and during all that time, there 
has never been a proposition to repeal that law. No complaint has 
been found againstit. It has worked to entire satisfaction in all the 


of the employés whe have been imposed upon, 
tices of the subordinate officials of the not 
according to the spirit and meaning of the law. This bill, as I under- 
stand it, coming from the committee, now before the House, is 
to-perfect that law and enable it to be carried out in the manner 
in accordance with the spirit and intent which had in passing 
it. There can be no question about it, and the shall have my 
hearty support. 

Mr. CONNELL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. Sloe 


aly CUMMINGS withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 


Mr. CONNELL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In that time, Mr. 
amendment, after the end of line 22, on page 2, and before the amend- 


I desire to offer an 
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ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, so as to perfect it. It 
reads as follows: 

Provided further, That any officer of the United States whose daty it is to pay 
such contractors or subcontractors shall, before payment of moneys due, as- 
certain and satisfy himself that the laborers, workmen, and mechanics 80 em- 
ployed have been paid by such contractors or subcontractors. 

That comes in before the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois: 

But the Government of the United States shall not be liable for the payment 
of such laborers, workmen, or mechanies employed by contractors cr subcon- 
tractors. 

That gives immunity to the Government upon the bond taken by 
the Government to indemnify itself for the contractor’s default. If 
the hours are fixed he gives a guaranty that the wages will be paid, 
and the provision will be made that the Government oflicer shall re- 
quire the subcontractor or contractor to produce his pay-roll and show 
specific payments, and that the contractor has paid the laborers thus 
employed for eight hoursa day. It further guards the Government 
by providing that there shall be no liability upon the Government for 
his failure thus to do; but at the same time enjoins upon an officer of 
the Government in good faith, as part of the duty attached, that he 
shall satisfy himself that the workmen who are worthy of their. hire, 
whose hours are fixed by law, have been paid before the account of 
the Government contractor is closed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be considered 
as pending. 

Mr. CONNELL. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LAWLER]. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I only wish to say that I am fully in 
accord with this bill presented by the committee. It is a question 
which for twenty-five years has been agitated by the working people 
of this country, and the practice is in vogue with many private cor- 
porations to-day. Therefore I hope that Congress will pass this bill 
this afternoon and make a national eight-hour law. I have no ques- 
tion of doubt in my mind that it will be enforced, and that it will not 
be made of no effect as were the bills passed in 1866 and in 1868, 

Mr. CONNELL. I reserve the balance of my time. 


ANTI-TRUST BILL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
2,000 additional copies of the act to protect trade and commerce against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies be printed for use in the document- 
room. ; 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from or [Mr. MurcHLeEr] to control the time in opposition 
to the bill. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the prop- 
osition to make eight hours aday’s labor. I hope the time will come, 
and come speedily, when eight hours shall constitute a day’s labor in 
all parts of this country. But I can not support this bill, and I want 
to state very briefly my reasons. I think there are serious objections 
to the measure, and I hope that the committee presenting it will have 
it so amended that we can all vote for it. Let me read from the bill: 

That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and 


mpeonses now empires. or who may hereafter be omehoeet, rar ones 
of the Se & OF & en 38 f of District of 


uarrels 
zed, what may he do under this bill? 
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the bill makes it a pure question of fact whether the emergency arose 

or did not arise. : ; Ft 
Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman permit a question at this point’ 
Mr. MUTCHLER. Yes, sir. 
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that the persons who furnish this material do not allow their employ¢s 


| 


to work more than eight hours. Consequently, if the post-office is to 
be built of brick he must go to the brick-manufacturer and say, ‘* You 
must make brick for this post-oflice and for nothing else; you dare not 


Mr. HILL. The gentleman will observe that this bill provides that | sell me the brick you have piled up in your yard, because your men 


in all such cases where the employer requires the man to work over 
time on account of necessity or emergency, they shall be paid on the 
basis of eight hours for a day’s work. ; 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Oh, that has nothing to do with what I am talk- 
ingahbout. The question is, whois to decide when an emergency arises ? 
Who is todetermine that? There is no power of determining it ex- 
cept by a jury in the criminal court. 

Mr. MOREY. Will the gentleman permit me to call his attention 
to the fact that this power to extend the hours of labor in case of 
emergency is limited to the protection of property and human life, 
and must it not be presumed that it will be exercised with a wise dis- 

retion ? 

F Mr. MUTCHLER. Suppose a freshet should come and threaten to 
break down an embankment, and the employer, thinking it likely to 
break through, requires his men to work more than eight hours for the 
purpose of protecting it; then suppose it turns out that there was noactual 
danger, that the employer was simply mistaken, can not he bearrested at | 
the instance of any employ¢of his by simply makinga complaint beforea 

justice of the peace, and must not he come into the criminal court, and 

must not the question be there determined whether there was or was | 
not an emergency? And if the jury, who may be in sympathy with | 
the laborer, shall determine that there was not an emergency, what be- | 
comes of the employer or Government officer? : 

Mr. MOREY. An accused person on trial for taking human life in | 
self-defense would be protected by any court in the land under such | 
circumstances, and I think that the gentleman from Pennsylvania as- 
sumes that there will be an unusual or a captious resort to the courts 
in these cases. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I simply say that what I have suggested may 
be done under this bill. And let me call attention to another defect 
in the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman allow me one word of ex- 
planation at this point? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I believe that emergency provision was sng- | 
gested by myself in the Committee on Labor, and I will explain to the 
House the necessity for it. Take, for instance, the Government works 
that are under construction on our lakes. We undertake here to make 
eight hours a day’s labor. Now, everybody knows that the break- 
waters that we are constructing upon the lakes are entirely subject to 
the elements. 
the words ‘‘or the furnishing of any material manufactured within 
the United States;’’ and in lines 10 and 11 of the same section we find 
the words “or manufacturing such material.’’ The ideaimplied here | 

is that no contractor, Government officer, or anybody else who may fur- 
nish material to the United States Government shal! permit the work- 
men engaged in the procurement of that material to work more than 
eight hoursaday. Now, if this bill becomes alaw with this language 
unchanged, no contractor who furnishes this Government with a post- 
eorne. an envelope, a sheet of paper, or with any of the supplies 
Ww the Government needs, can permit his empiov¢s to work more 
office 


| 





property in the storms which occur at that end of Lake Erie, and in 
which tens of thousands of dollars’ worth of United States property 
have at different times been washed away. When this eight-hour mat- 
ter was up two years ago the engineer in charge at that place called at- 
tention to the necbssity of providing for such emergencies, and he sug- 

the provision now under consideration. It is designed simply 
to meet an which can not be provided for in any other way. 
The engineer in charge there has no desire to exact more than eight 
hours’ work a day unless for the purpose of saving the public property, 
and certainly no workman would reasonably object to the extra require- 
ment in such a case. 

If there is so serious an objection to this provision as the remarks of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MuTCHLER] would imply, I 
suggest that instead of weakening the bill by striking out the pro- 
vision he ing stronger or better. 

Mr. M LER, I will doso. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Anything that will meet the emergency with- 
out friction, which will protect the rights of the laboring man and at 
the same time enable the Government to complete valuable work in 
accordance with the exigencies that may arise, will, I think, be entirely 
acceptable to the committee. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Now, Mr. 
another objection to this bill. In lines 4 and 5 of section 2 we have 


r, 1 want to call attention to 








Ih the harbor building at my own city of Buffalo shifts of men have 
been required to work from one morning clear through the night till 
the next morning in order to prevent the destruction of Government 
the Government is constracting a post- 

officer or contractor contracts with 

stone or lumber or any other necessary material. 





the Clerk. 


stand if amended. 


vernment officer or contractor must see to it | o 
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|} may have worked ten hours aday in making those brick, and if I buy 


such brick I am liable to be putin prison. You must starta new kiln 
of brick, and you must hire your men to work only eight hours a day; 
otherwise I can not contract with you.’’ Soin dealing with the man who 
supplies the lumber, this Government officer or contractor must require 
him to see that the men who cut down the trees, who hew the timber 
who prepare it in the saw-mill, work only eight hoursa day; for if they 
work five minutes over that time the contractor or the ag the 
Government is liable to be prosecuted and sent to prison. 

I say, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the committee would doa wis: 


ent of 


| thing by excluding from the bill the words I have read. 


A MEMBER. What are those words? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. In the fourth and fifth lines of section 2 the 
words ‘‘or the furnishing of any material manufactured within the 
United States,’’? and in lines 10 and 11, the words 
such material.’’ 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am asked how I would remedy my objection to 
the bill. I would remedy it by striking out the whole of the third 
section. 

A MEMBER. You mean the second section? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. No; the third section. Let the second section 
stand with theamendments I havesuggested striking outthe words I have 
read. I believe that the penal provisions embraced in section % should 
be stricken from the bill. I do not. think it necessary, in order to se- 
cure a working day of eight hours to our laboring men employed by 
the Government, that we should enact a law by which our own ofli- 
cers are liable to be put in the penitentiary for permitting Government 
laborers to work longer than eight hoursaday. It seems to me that 
if this bill be passed without the third section, and with the second 
section amended as I have indicated, it will be all that the laboring 
men can reasonably demand. With tle penal provisions stricken out, 
and with the other amendments I have suggested, I would heartily 
support the bill; and I think we could all vote for it. But the bill in 
its present form is, I think, too objectionable to secure the-vote of any 
person who wishes to deal fairly both with the Government and with 
the laboring men. 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have a word to say in reply to the 
gentleman who has just addressed the House [Mr. MurcuLer], I! 
you strike out section 3 you take from this bill every provision that 
will give it force and effect. The difficulty with the law which was 
enacted in 1868 was that there was no provision for its enforcement, 
and as a result it was persistently violated by the officers of the Gov- 
ernment. Now, I think I reflect the sentiments of every member of 
the Committee on Labor when I say that the committee desires merely 
to perfect this bill so that no injury will be done the Government, and 
that laborers, mechanics, and all classes of workmen employed by the 
Government will also receive ample protection. 

I have already conferred with several members of the committee re- 
gardirfg the objections made by the gentleman to section 2. There is no 
objection on my own part, nor so far as I can learn on the part of any 
other member of the committee, to strike out the particular words to 
which he makes reference in that section. Speaking for myself also as 
well as for the other members of the committee, I can add that there 
is a decided objection to striking out section 3 or any part of it. 

Mr. BLISS. It would kill the bill. 

Mr. CONNELL, It would have the effect of killing the bill, as has 
been suggested, and defeating the very purpose of the committee in 
framing it. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
TURNER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before that the Chair desires to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he proposes to amend the bill ? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I propose, Mr. Speaker, to strike out, in line 4 
of section 2, down to and including the word “‘shail,’’ in line 5, being 
the following words: 

Or the furnishing of any material manufactured within the United States. 

And also from and including the word ‘‘or,’’ in line 10, down to and 
including the word ‘‘ material,’’ in line 11. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggests that the amend- 
ment might be passed upon by the House now and save time 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I hope that will be done. 

Several MEMBERS. Question. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore, 


‘ 


‘or manufacturing 


The amendment will be reported by 


Mr. REILLY. I ask consent that the section may be read as it will 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The section will be read in that form 


by the Clerk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc.2, That all contracts hereafter made by or on behalf of the Government 
{the United States or by oron behalf of the District of Columbia, with any cor- 
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poration, person, or persons, for the performance of any work, shall be deemed 
and considered as made on the basis of eight hours constituting a day's work ; 
and it shal! be unlawful for any such corporation, person, or persons to require 
or permit any laborer, workman, or m ic to work more than eight hours 
per calendar day in doing such work, except in the cases and upon the condi- 
tions provided in section | of this act, 

The question was taken, aud the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. McCOMAS. _I move to furtheramend by striking out the words, 
in line 6 of section 2, ‘‘ deemed and considered as;’”’ and in line 8, after 
the word ‘' persons,’’ insert ‘‘ under such contract;’’ so that it will 
read: 

Sec. 2. That all contracts hereafter made by or on behalf of the Government 
of the United States, or by or on behalf of the District of Columbia, with any 
corporation, person, or persons, for the performance of any work, shall be made 
on the basis of eight hours constituting a day's work; and it shall be unlawful 
for any such corporation, person, or persons under such contract to require or 
permit any laborer, workman, or mechanic to work more than “ot hours per 

endar day in doing such work, except in the cases and upon the conditions 
provided in section 1 of this act. 


The amendment was adopted. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I want to amend in line 8 of sec- 
tion 2 by striking out the words ‘‘ or permit;’’ so that it will read: 


And it shall be unlawful for any such corporation, person, or persons to re- 
quire any laborer, workman, etc. 


There are many instances and circumstances that may often arise 
where the laborer would desire to work more than eight hours per day. 
If these words are allowed to remain in the bill he can not do this, 
even if necessary or desirable for the support of his family. This isa 
free country; and if a man can earn more money by working longer 
than eight hours a day he should be freetodo it. If he can better sup- 
nes his wife and children or pay for his house or his land by working 

yond eight hours a day, I do not see why he should not have the 
privilege of doing it. 

Mr. CONNELL. In that event he deprives the wife and children 
of some other laborer of the right to work, the very thing this bill is 
trying to correct. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is it exactly. 

Mr. BLISS. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. I think 
it would be a very serious injury to the bill. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I repeat, this is a freecountry; and if a man can 
not work when he wants to it is not a free country. The greatest 
crimes against liberty that have been committed have been committed 
in the name of liberty itself. 

Mr. CONNELL, But this law is for the protection of the workmen 
themselves. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the proposed 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan so the ene can proceed 
understandingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, line 8, section 2, the words “or permit.” 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr, Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill whether it prohibits a man from making a con- 
tract with another to work more than eight hours per day, if both 
desire to do so and neither of them is in the employ of the Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. CUTCHEON, That is just what it does. 

Mr. CONNELL. It does except in special cases where there is 
some necessity for it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And who is to decide when the special ne- 
cessity arises ? 

Mr. CONNELL, The parties can decide that for themselves, and 
if they make a mistake they are amenable to the court, as they 
ought to be. 

r. BUTTERWORTH. Who isto determine when there has been 
a violation of the law, or when there has been a mistake? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As stated by the gentleman trom Pennsylvya- 
nia, that is a question of fact to be determined by the jury. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand my friend from Nebraska 
insists if I take employment to work nine hous a day by my own 
consent, in order to secure the additional compensation, I am rob- 
ae somebody else of employment, and that that is the point in this 

ill. 
Mr. CONNELL. The point is to give everybody a chance to get 


work. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is just what the bill does, 

Mr. C HEON. No; the bill doesnot. We are simply erecting 
a Government aristocracy. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me ask the gentleman if this law is 
ee to apply in any case except in regard to Government em- 
ploy 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Not at all. 

Mr. B ERWORTH. It certainly is not pretended that it can 
reach beyond the employés of the Government. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is all that it does and what it 
is intended to do, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend is inerror. I think the bill in 
terms goes far beyond that. It in ——— terms seeks to control pri- 
vate contracts between citizens, if employer happens to have a 
contract with the Government to supply material or render service, 
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oo neither party is in fact working for the Government or in its 
employ. 

I submit, touching this intermeddling in the private affairs of the 
citizen, that it might be 7 pol for my friend to work but eight 
hours aday if he had only a wife, or himself, to support, while it might 
be necessary for me to have the increased compensation for working 
ten hours a day if I had to support a wife and twelve children. Now, 
we ought not to try to regulate by statute, I think, the precise 
number of hours that a man not in the employ of the Government 
shall work, unless, at the same time, we can adopt some regulation 
to limit the number of children that he should have, and generally 
regulate or fix the limit of his necessities and the range and meas- 
ure of his nsibilities. 

Mr. CONNELL. But half a loaf is better than no loaf at all. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true; but we have not come to 
the half loaf yet, and in this country there are loaves enough for all, 
if we have fair play, coupled with industry, economy, and sobriety. 

Mr. CONNELL. And that is the theory upon which this bill is 


framed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is a question, I will say to my friend, 
whether under this bill our Government is not getting too paternal 
and meddling in matters that are none of its business. I think from 
the evidence brought before me that possibly men working eight 
hours a day will in many lines of ero oe as much as 
they would working ten under the old régime. That is the testi- 
mony that has been adduced before the Commissioner of Labor and 
otherwise, but that does not determine the question as to the individ- 
ual right of an American freeman to sell without the meddlesome 
interference and restriction of the Government the only thing that 
God gives him to sell, that is his labor, in order to provide for his 
family ard better his condition. 

Mr. TUCKER. Or cotton-seed oil. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Nomatter what itis, whether it be cotton- 
seed oil, as my friend suggests, or his wheat, corn, or labor, or what- 
soever else he has pot 

Mr. MUTCHLE As a lawyer, do you believe any statute can be 
enacted that will prevent a man from doing that? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not, and if that is true, then my 
honored friend will see that this act would be nugatory. But I am 
discussing the wisdom, or want of wisdom, of attempting, to the pro- 
posed extent and in the manner proposed, to restrict the freedom 
and inherent right of the free citizen. I do not think we can do so 
constitutionally. And if we could, we should not do so. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. That is what I think. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We are all concerned, and apes con- 
cerned, to protect the rights of the American citizen. There is no 
man in America who is fit to associate with who does not eat his 
bread in the sweat of his face, no matter in what honorable voca- 
tion he labors. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. But there is no legislation that can say I dare 
not work ten hours if I choose to do it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This bill says it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Clearly if this bill abridges the constitu- 
tional right of the citizen it ought not to a 

Mr. MUTCHLER. No law can sayI shall not work over eight 


hours. . 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Gentlemen will correct me if I am wrong 
in my construction of the bill. It is better to be right than to at- 
tempt merely to please a considerable number of People, for any 

litical advan that may come to us as a result of pleasing them. 

ow, I understand that if this bill should become a law and if I 
have a contract to deliver to the United States at Fort Leaven- 
worth 1,000 tons of hay, and employ my neighbor to help me bale the 
hay for delivery to the Government, or to help me to it to the 
place of see and I agree with him to work ten or nine hours a 
day, or permit im to do so with or without increased pay, I be- 
come a criminal, and would be liable under this bill to fine and im- 
prisonment. 5 

Mr. WADE. That provision has been stricken out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that is the proposition 


nding. 

Pee WADE. That has been stricken out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir, that provision has not yet been 
stricken out, and the bill as it now stands would cover the case I | 
have su 5 

Mr. C IN. Any Government work. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will allow me, as thatsection | 
now stands it reads, by an amendment offered and adopted : 


That all contracts hereafter made by or in behalf of the Government. © 
And down in line 8: 


So corporation, person, or persons under such contract, to permit or re- 
q 

It is limited strictly and sharply to Government employment, and 
does not affect the in tb matter of a t. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is just what I want to get at. You 
ot the te emt neighbor sont alaee ma ould in 
so. In the case my w. might employ wi 2 
no sense be in Government employment. 
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I desire to ask the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], in 
order to get at the true import of the language of this bill so far as 
it has been modified, let us suppose that I am employed to build a 
tunnel for the Government, no matter where, or to do any work, to 
transport goods, if you please, from one place to another. Suppose 
it was the preference and a prime necessity of those who were em- 
ployed by me, and my own preference, that we should work ten hours 
a day, and we should agree to it; suppose I should pay the men for 
the increased hours of work, and they should do it. I understand 
that under this bill I would be liable to fine and imprisonment. Is 
that sot 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; if you even permitted them to do it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If i even permitted them to do it? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, you would have to go to prison. 

Mr. McCOMAS. When you make a contract as a Government 
officer you are probibited from making, as one of the terms of that 
contract, any agreement which requires or permits more than eight 
hours a day as part of that Government contract. That is the whole 


of it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is to say, that men who make 
contracts shall not modify them. 

Mr. McCOMAS. An officer of the Government shall not do it; 
that is all. It says that in all contracts made on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment, by a Government officer, he shall not, in any such contract, 
as the bill now stands, put in the body of that contract any require- 
ment or permission to do more than eight hours’ labor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand my friend, it provides 
that, if I have a contract with the Government to do certain work, 
for instance to construct a railroad to transport supplies from one 
point to another, to construct a tunnel, to cut and deliver 10,000 
cords of wood, or any other work, if in the prosecution of that work 
the men who are enga in it as employés, for me, work more than 
eight hours a day, although we o mutually desire to work nine 
hours and to increase the pay on the basis of the longer hours, or 
if I permit that, I will be liable to fine and imprisonment. Is that 


so? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is the purpose of this bill; in the case of 
the Government contracting, so far it makes him an official of the 
Government. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that 
the cause of labor, which is the cause of mankind, the cause of our- 
selves and our children, ca ibly be promoted by an act of that 
kind. If I thought so I would vote for it. Let us pause and reflect 
a moment upon what wearedoing. Have we indeed reached a point 
in this free country that, the freemen of the land are not allowed, 
although every man interested—the employer and the employed— 
desires to work nine hours a day with increased compensation—that 
we can not do it without the employer becoming a criminal under 
the law and liable to fine and imprisonment. If so, then it seems 
to me the Government has become thoroughly and utterly paternal 
and our privileges as freemen are being shamefully abridged. 

What aS not lovk for, what may we not fear if such legis- 
lation as this is even possible? The excuse is that there is not work 
enough for all. If it be true that there is not work enough for us to 
do—if that be true, and if we are forced to recognize that fact, 
which I do not in any wise believe, then let us resort to some other 
remedy. It seems to me that the highest right of an American free- 
man is to utilize the time and the faculties that God has given him 
to feed himself and his children; and instead of depriving the citizen 
of this inestimable boon, which is the birthright of every freeman 
in my country, a right that has been purch at the cost of forty 
centuries of conflict waged in the interest of larger liberty for men, 
I would close the gates of Castle Garden for a little season at least 

nst that kind of immigration which is depriving the boy and 
girl of America of the rights and opportunities they ought to enjoy. 

Mr. TRACEY. But it is the American boy and girl who ask for 
the passage of this law. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One single moment. 

Now, no one on this floor need to say that he is more the friend of 
labor than another. It is not true. There is hardly aman who has a 
seat in this House who did not begin life surrounded by conditions 
that compelled him to work and struggle with adversity, and no one 
here but won his ma oy by wisely utilizing the very privilege which 
this bill would strike down. The honorable gentlemen about me 
achieved the success that has marked their careers by extra hours de- 
voted to work. Gentlemen, this is not a mere question of votes as 
a result of a demonstration on behalf of labor. There is involved in 
this bill the question whether the time and ability of every American 
freeman is his own and to be enjoyed, or whether both belong to the 
Government to be employed only and to the extent permitted by the 
Government. I insist that one of the highest and most sacred rights 
of an American citizen is perfect freedom to employ his time and his 
faculties as he sees fit,and that the right to say I shall only work 
eight whether I want to or not and whatever my necessities, 
involves the right to say what, when, and how much I may eat and 


To regulate the hours of labor, as it is done in most of the States, 
is @ very proper but a very different thing from saying I shall not 
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work over eight hours if I want to, or that the man who hires me, at 
my request, to work ten hours and pays me for it is a criminal. 

I believe myself that eight hoursis better. I believe in providing 
that limitation upon the requirement by the Government, bat when 
you go beyond and say that a man who has contracted to deliver to 
the Government this, or that. or the other, that when I contract, or 
you contract, to deliver to the Government 10,000 tons of hay, or a 
million bushels of oats, or to construct a railroad from point to 
point—when you say thatI or you shall not agree with those whom 
we employ to work nine hours a day, you deprive each of them of 
one of the highest rights and most important privileges of an Amer- 
ican freeman. 

When you make a criminal of me for giving these men a larger op- 
portunity you deprive an American citizen of one of the most im- 
portant elements of civil liberty, and if the law does not emtend to 
the subcontractor and the subcontractor under him, you put it into 
the power of the contractor to stand aside and simply sublet his 
contract and thus escape the provisionsof the law. If we intend to 
experiment with Bellamy’s theory as described in Looking Back- 
ward, the provision of this bill which we are discussing is a very 
natural and proper step. 4 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This provision does extend to the subcon- 
tractors, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly; and if it isright it is right 
in the abstract, and, if I may not have the right to agree with my 
friend heré to work nine hours a day, it must be because it is a 
wrong that anybody should have or enjoy that right, since it rests 
upon the principle that no man has the right to work over eight 
hours a day, lest if he do he rob somebody else of a job. And yet 
the effort is made, and successfully, to show that men will accom- 
plish as much in eight hours as they have been accustomed to ac- 
complishin ten; and, if that be true, where does the increased oppor- 
tunity for employment come in? Ifit is right for the Government 
to say to me: ‘‘ You, as a contractor, shall not employ your neighbor 
to work nine hours a day,” it must follow, as I have suggested, that it 
is wrong in the abstract, for clearly that contract which would be 
wrong in the matter of cutting wood nine hours a day for A, who 
is a contractor, would be equally wrong for B, whois not a con- 
tractor, under the Government. 

Mr. LAWLER. Why, then, should it be applied to your Depart- 
ments? They work seven hours in then. . 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not object to their working seven 
hours or six hours. I would prefer six hours myself. My friend 
might prefer five. [Laughter.] That is not the point. My friend 
misapprehends the real point in this controversy. 

Mr. LAWLER. Right here it appears that there is no issue raised 
in the case of these men who are receiving payment of three thou- 
sand and four thousand or five thousand dollars, but there is in those 
who work by the day’s work. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Illinois is raising another 
and a totally different question. Whenever they work extra time 
they should be paid for it. This has nothing to do withit. I am 
talking about this clause in the bill which would make you a crim- 
inal if you should enter into an agreement with your neighbor to 
work or permit him in his own interest to work nine hours a day. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do you not, as a matter of fact, work from twelve 
to thirteen hours a day? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido so, and there is not a member on this 
floor who does not find it necessary to work as much. And my ob- 
servation is that any man that makes a success in life and gets ahead 
does it by working longest and best, of course of his own accord. 
One word more, for I want to get at the root of this matter. I am an 
American citizen and I have no pavience with anybody that is a recent 
transplant who tells me how to love my country and how to stand 
by it, or to instruct me as to its opportunities and its glories and at 
the same time intimates that he is more a friend to the homes of my 
country thanIlam. (Applause. ] 

Mr. LAWLER. These men love their country just as much as 
you do. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly those you refer todo; those I 
refer todo not. I refer to this because I have been criticised by some 
persons, not members of this House, but recent importations, men 
who never struck a blow for the freedom of the country they left 
and who brought nothing to our own that could add to its moral or 
mental elevation, who represent servile instincts and lawlessness, 
and yet these same creatures would assume to teach us what freedom 
is and how to throw around American institutions and American 
freemen the only true safeguards of both. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There are foreigners on this floor just as good 
citizens for the country as you are. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have not a doubt of it and I have never 
said otherwise. 

But now, Mr. Speaker, to return to the question, if the Govern- 
ment says to me that I shall not hire A or B or that A or B shall 
not hire me, even if we both agree, recognizing the necessity to both 
to work nine hours a day, it must be because it is inherently wrong. 

Mr. WADE. Yes, and it is. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well. If it is inherently wrong, as 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. WADE] says, then by all the rules of 
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morals and logic the law ought to apply to every man in private 
life as well as to contractors and subcontractors of the Government. 
Mr. WADE. And that is how we want to make it. [Laugh- 





ter. | : 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. Your purpose is to handi- 


cap industry and perseverance and offer a premium on dullness and 
sloth. Now, I will put this question to my distinguished brother 
from Missouri [Mr. Wap]: If I can not dispose of my time and serv- 
ice, the only capital which God gives me with which to earn my 


bread and win larger opportunity for my children as I please, in what 
sense am Lafreeman’? And if we go on in the same direction how 
long willit be until I am a serf? 

Mr. LAWLER. We answer that by saying that we are legislating 
here for American mechanics working for the United States Govern- 
ment, and we do not propose to interfere with private individuals. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. You are legislating their lib- 
ertics from them. The difference between my friend from Illinois 
{[Mr. Lawn] and me is that I would leave to every mechanic, the 
father of every family in this eountry, the widest possible liberty, 
while my friend would abridge the man’s liberty. In other words, 
while pretending or attempting to reduce his hours of labor he would 
deprive him of his freedom as a citizen. Thank heaven, no such 
proposition was ever sprouted in American soil. It has about it no 
trace of the spirit that belongs to American institutions. It belongs 
to a soil and a country where the government is everything and 
where the citizen is nothing. 

Mr. LAWLER. Organization of trades has been found necessary 
for the protection of dese men and their families in this country. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. LI understand that, but I am not talking 
about that, but am objecting to robbing workmen of their liberty 
under the pretense of enlarging their opportunity. 

Mr. LAWLER. But you are leading towards it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We are talking about different things. I 
am talking about the authority of this Congress to say to individ- 
uals that they shall under no circumstances, so far as contracts to 
render service to a Government contractor are concerned, be permit- 
ted to work more than eight hours per day, no matter what may be 
the conditions, no matter what may be the surroundings. That is 
something newinmycountry. Imay be wrong. This is a period of 
evolution and I may be wrong about this, but for me and my house, 
until there is a stress, until I find that there is no remedy except to 
abridge the liberties of American freemen to do as they please with the 
time and faculties which God has given them by which to earn their 
bread, I do not propose to adopt this method, at least until [lose all 
my confidence in and respect for the manhood of my countrymen. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
I desire to know who is controlling the time on this side. I under- 
stood the Chair to state some time ago that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania { Mr. MUTCHLER ] was to control the time in opposition 
to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentle- 
man that the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. CONNELL], in charge 
of the bill, is entitled to control practically an hour’s time if he de- 
sires to do so in favor of the bill. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. MurcuLeRr] was recognized to control the time in opposition 
to the bill, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania occupied so much 
time as he wished and did not manifest a desire to use any more, 
and unanimous consent was given to the gentleman from Michigan 
{Mr. CuTcuEon ] to offer an amendment, to which he addressed him- 
self. Then, nobody rising to oppose the bill except the gentleman 
from Ohio, the gentleman from Ohio was recognized. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, after the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Burrerworts ] bas concluded I shall ask to control the bal- 
ance of the time in opposition to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So much time in opposition to the 
bill as shall remain after the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Butrer- 
WORTH] conclades will be controlled by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MUTCHLER. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as the rule of 
conductin the navy-yards and in the other departments is concerned, 
I quite agree to the policy of fixing a day’s work at eight hours, but 
I have not yet got quite so far along in making serfs of my country- 
men that I am willing to say that a man is a criminal because he per- 
mits his employé to work nine hours under a contract to furnish sup- 
plies to the United States. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Does not the gentleman know that under the 
laws of the different States men, women, and children are forbidden 
to work in ecotton-mills and other factories twelve, fourteen, and six- 
teen hours a day? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that employés shall not be 
required to work excessive hours, but I do not know of any State in 
which men are placed in the position of ee 
if they by contract with those who work under them that they 
shall work nine or ten hours a day. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. There isa penalty provided for the violation of 
the law in Massachusetts and in New York ; and does the gentleman 
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mean to tell me that the General Government has no right to pre- 
scribe that men shall work eight hours per day on work that is done 
for the Government? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly the Government hasa right 
to fix the time during which itsemployés shall render service; and 
not only that, bat I believe that such a limitation as to the number of 
hours required is proper. But that is another question 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the State provides a penalty for the violation 
of its State law, why has not the General Government the right to 
provide a penalty for the violation of its law ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend must observe that the law to 
which he calls attention is wide apart from the provisions of this 
bill to which objection is urged. They are totally unlike. The ques- 
tion is as to the range of the bill, how far you may rightly go without 
subverting the liberties of the people. I agree with my friend, and 
always have done so, with regard to the proper limit of the hours of 
work; and the law in all the States, I believe, provides that in the 





absence of any contract to the contrary a day’s work shall be ten 


hours, eight hours, or whatever number may be specified. But this 


goes farther—much further. It applies to subcontractors, no matter 


where and how employed—not specially in any factory, department, 
or bureau, but wherever throughout the United States workmen may 
be engaged, not by the Government, but by a contractor or subcon- 
tractor, who may be engaged to build a ship, or improve a waterway, 
or the like; he may not —_ a workman to be employed over cigh 

hours a day under penalty of going to prison ; no matter how scarce 
labor may be, no matter though there be work for a thousand men and 
only a hundred to do it, without regard to any circumstances of this 
kind, I become a criminal, liable to fine and imprisonment, if I hire 
— or (which is more likely) if he hires me to work nine hours 
a ; 


a all 
Mr. CUMMINGS. If the contractor takes a contract under that 


specification, how can it be wron 


? ‘. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Bat the question is whether we should 


compel a contract which does wrong to the rights of the individual 


citizen. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The law, if passed, makes the specification. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true, but the question is as to the 
wisdom of the law, even if it was constitutional. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If a law of this kind violates the right of the 
individual citizen, why does not a similar law with regard to work 
in the “ene of Massachusetts violate the rights of the individual 
citizen 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My honored friend is comparing two laws 
which are unlike both in provision and object. No such law as this 
would be valid in any State in this Union. The circumstances may 
be entirely different. The law of Massachusetts relates specifically 
to factories ; it refers to certain conditions which are pointed out, and 
limits the number ofhours that may be required asa day’s work. The 


trouble with this bill, as my friend will observe, is that it is general 


in itsapplication. It is not to enlarge the opportunity of the work- 
man, but to abridge his liberty. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. It relates simply to contracts under the Govern- 


ment 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly, but to all kinds of con- 
tracts; and operates to restrict the highest rights of the citizen to 
work aceording to the necessities of his condition, and, although there 


may be but one hundred men to do a thousand men’s work, yet it 


makes me a criminal if I employ a hundred men or one man to work 
for a greater length of time daily than eight hours. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You understand that when you take the con- 
tract. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly; but we should not provide for 
making such a contract. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will allow me a moment I wish 
to ask him this one question: Has he noticed that the section as 
now amended is limited strictly to contracts made by the Govern- 
ment for the performance of work? It does not apply to the furnish- 
ing or the manufacturing of materials, but simply provides that when 
there is a contract to work for the Government the party shall not be 
required or permitted under such contract to work more than eight 
hoursaday. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend must certainly see that there 
is a very broad distinction between being an employé of the Gov- 
ernment and being an employé of a citizen having a contract with 
the Government for supplies, whether in one line or another. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
a question. 

Mr. EVANS. May I ask the oo a question ? 

The SPEAKER pro (Mr. Payson). The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTMH ] is still entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I beg pardon of my friend for having 
— so much u his time. 

The objection to bill as it is reported to the House is that it 
leaves the citizen little better than a serf. It turns civilization 
backward, instead of forward. It has some excellent provisions, 
such as that wherein it seeks to compel the observance of the law 
by bureaus and Departments of the Government in the matter of 
the number of hours of labor that are required of those in the employ 





te ak heehee ta aaa 


A 

‘a 
a 
| 





era 


See ih he ak ad 


1890. 








of the Government. 
wisdom in the bill. 
The statement made upon the floor of the House to-day that a law 


Beyond that there is, I fear, more politics than 


which makes it a penitentiary offense for a man to contract with his | 


neighbor to work nine or ten hours a day, getting larger compensa- 
tion therefor, is an enlargement instead of an abridgment of oppor- 
tunity, is brilliant in the extreme; and the pretense that anybody 
upon this floor has, during this discussion, suggested that it was un- 
wise to limit the day’s labor so far as Government employés are con- 
cerned to eight hours is wholly gratuitous and sounds very like an 


attempt to go on dress parade for political campaign purposes. The | 


issue here is as to the proper limitation upon the exercise of govern- 


citizen in disposing of his time and opportunity according to his 
necessities and desires. 

Those who carefully study the relation between capital and labor, 
between employer and employé, and who address themselves intel- 
ligently, as well as earnestly, to making those relations what they 
and Iam glad to recognize the thoroughly unselfish devotion of 
many members upon the floor of this House in their efforts to re- 
strain the exactions of capital in that wherein it appears to be 
heartless. Verily, they are entitled to their reward. But I have 
nothing but contempt for the mere actor in the arena of politics, 
who sighs over that about which he has no honest concern and be- 
comes demonstrative about economic questions of which he has little 
knowledge and no wisdom. 

Every gentleman upon this floor who, in the line of his own ex- 
perience, knows what it is to earn his bread, must realize the truth 
and force of the fact that the present and future prosperity of his 
children, and those who come after them, will be found in preserv- 
ing to each citizen the largest liberty consistent with the public 
safety, and such member can not be other than a friend of the 
workmen of our country, and he can not fail to realize, also, that we 
are a nation of laborers, all workmen, some in one field of endeavor 
and some jn another, but none the less all workmen, striving to 
provide for those who depend upon us and to aid those among whom 
our lot has been cast to achieve the success upon which their com- 
fort and happiness in large measure depend. 

The economic and social problems that confront us will be found 
difficult enough to solve when men bring to the work intelligent con- 
viction and honest effort. We will not be helped any by the mere 
gratuitous lip service of the pretended friends of labor, nor by the 
unintelligent efforts of those who have not given the subject studi- 
ous investigation and careful thought. 

I desire to submit, in conclusion, that the intelligence and saving 
common sense of the people of this country are too often underrated, 
and there is too little disposition to accord to principle and to clean 
personal character the power and influence that attach to both. 

Outrages upon liberty have been most frequently committed in the 
name of liberty. It is so with labor. The wrongs that have been 
inflicted _— the workmen of my country are most frequently the 
result of the efforts of those who assume to be their special friends 
and champions. A friend who lacks discretion is more dangerous 
than an avowed enemy, and zeal without intelligent guidance is like 
a ship without ballast or rudder. I repeat, we are a nation of la- 
borers. Wearethe Government, and we can enlarge the opportunity 
of all without restricting the proper liberty of any. The Dill will 
be greatly improved by the amendments offered bythe gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas], the gentleman from Michigam [ Mr. 
CUTCHEON], and others. It is to be regretted that it still has em- 
bodied in its provisions a plain and direct assault upon the inher- 
ent right and most sacred privilege of every workman in the United 
States, and it may be doubted whether the good accomplished can 
sufficiently atone for the evil which may result from the adoption 
of the measure unless it shall be further amended. It isto be hoped 
that the provision to which I have called attention may be moditied 
before the bill goes from this Capitol. 

There is a thought or two I wish to add to what has been said 
touching the wisdom and justice of abridging by law the right of a 
citizen to use his time and ability as he pleases in order to provide 
for his necessities and those of his family. It not only strikes a blow 
at the liberty of the citizen, but it offers a premium on idleness and 
vice, while it rebukes and condemns industry and perseverance. 

The proposition that in this goodly land, which would support a 
—— of 500,000,000, there is not employment and room for 

5,000,000 and that we must by law restrict the opportunity of each 
citizen to earn bread, and by the same logic limit the quantity and 
quality of what he eats, will not for a moment stand the test of crit- 
ical examination. Yet that is just what this bill proposes. 

Why, gentlemen, there is not a man about me whose whole life 
has not been a protest against the principle and policy of this bill. 
There is not a member who hears me whose life would not be a flat 
failure if he had been controlled by the principle of this measure. 
There stands in front of me my good friend from New York, Amos 
CumMines. If his success is due to any one thing more than an- 
other it is to the fact that he has worked more hours and worked 
harder than his competitors, and by so doing has left them bebind 
in the race, and as a result he has won honorable distinction in the 
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| councils of the nation. He works now not less than fourteen hours 
aday. Here on my right is my equally worthy friend, General 
HENDERSON, of lowa. Iknow that he never saw the day he worked 
less than twelve hours. His honorable position here attests the 
wisdom of his course. The same is true of my friends FARQUHAR, 
CUTCHEON, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, and the other honorable 

; members here. Nor is that all. I do not know of any one on or ofi 
this floor who does not owe his success in life, whether in business or 
politics, to extra effort and longer hou: nd the idea that somebody 


else has been robbed thereby is utterly at variance wit 


: ] h the fact. 
this bill proceeds on the theory that we can make 


] 
tiki 


Yet 
yoke-fellows 
and secure to 
all equal thrift by limiting the opportunity of each, and sending to 
the penitentiary as a felon the employer who gives to either an extra 
hour’s work for an extra hour’spay. That is the idea of the chairman 
of the Committee on Labor. It is the idea which finds expression in 
this bill as reported to the House. And so captivating to the mere 


| politician are the supposed political advantages that will accrue to its 
should be, in the interest of all concerned, are entitled to all honor, | 


supporters, that one gentleman hops about and frantically shrieks 
for the “‘ yeas and nays” in order to go on record himself for or put 
some member on record against this folly. 

The worst features of the bill have been eliminated by the vote 
of the House, but there remains still the fatal defect which marks 
it, a meddlesome abridgment of the personal liberty of the citizen, 
and to that feature Iam and will continue to be unalterably opposed. 
Nor will it be necessary to resort to the ‘‘ yeas and nays” in order to 
apprise my constituents what my convictions are upon this subject 
or any other. df they trust me, I much prefer that it be because of 
their knowledge instead of their ignorance of my official conduct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MuTCHLER] is recognized. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven minutes. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I ask at this time to have an amendment pend- 
ing to be voted on at 5 o’clock—an amendment to strike out the third 
section. 

The SPEA K ER pro te mpore is 
moves to strike out the third 
consent —— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My amendment is pending, I understand, and 
should be disposed of first. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Therights of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CurcHEoN] will be protected. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania in his own time moves to amend by striking out section 3, and 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment be considered as pending 
at the hour of 5 o’clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I desire to be heard fora moment on my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I will yield tothe gentleman from Michigan. 
How much time does he desire? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Only a minute or two. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield two minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not ask more than two minutes to discuss 
my proposed amendment. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The House will be in order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, liberty is equality; and liberty 
among citizens implies equality in the right to gain alivelihood, Any- 
thing that operates to impair or take away that right to gain a liveli- 
hood tends toward slavery, not liberty. Thegentleman from Maryland 
{Mr. McComas] says that this bill does not apply to materials or the 
manufacture of materials; that it applies only to the labor which 
shall be done upon Government work, Now, Mr. Speaker, in my dis- 
trict we have many Government works in progress upon rivers and 
harbors. 

They consist in the building of piers and building timber cribs, and 
filling the cribs so built with stone. Now, if this bill becomes a law 
in its present form, the workmen, who are workmen of the vicinity 
usually, poor laboring men, can not be permitted to exercise the poor 
privilege of working more than eight hours if they desire to do so. 
They are deprived of the right which every freeman should have of 
using his time to his own best advantage, while the workmen all around 
them upon the farms, in the miils, in the shops, and in the furnaces 
may work just as long as they please. But the man filling stone in a 
Government crib, or hewing timber for the Government, can not be 
permitted by the contractor or subcontractor to work in excess of 
eight hours a day, and if he is permitted to doso the contractor or sub- 
contractor makes himself liable to this penalty of $1,000 and the im- 
prisonment specified in the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Are they not working eight hours now on all 
Government work? That is the practice on all Government works 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam not against the eight-hour law; I am in 
favor of it. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. But you are against its enforcement 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I favor restricting the contractor that he may 
not require over eight hours work; but what I do object to is the re- 
striction that you are imposing in this bill upon the contractor or the 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
section of the bill, and asks unanimous 


subcontractor, whereby he is prohibited from allowing a man who goes 
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to work the privilege of working longer than eight hours if he shall 
choose to do so, when by thus exercising his poor privilege he may earn 
larger wages for the support of his family and to better his own condi- 
tion. 

Now, I claim that te work in excess of eight hours, or at any other 
time, is a rightthat every free man should exercise. Every man should 
have the privilege of saying how many hours he will employ in labor. 
If he can not get employment at the hours he chooses to fix for him- 
self, then he has nobody to blame but himself. But here you make a 
restriction that if a man wants to work in excess of eight hours he is 
prohibited under heavy peneglties on the part of his employer from do- 
ing 80. 

I am opposed to all such restrictions, and I move to strike out the 
words in the eighth line ‘‘ or permit;’’ so that it shall read: 

And it shall be unlawful for any such corporation, person, or persons to re- 
quire any laborer, workman, or mechanic to work more than eight hours, ete, 

It, seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that no just-minded or right-thinking 
man can object to such an amendment as that. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield now three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TurNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, we have heard a great 
deal of eloquence from gentlemen on this question under a misappre- 
hension, I think, of the facts of the case as embodied in the pending 
bill. This bill simply provides an extension of the present eight-hour 
law, 80 as to make it applicable to contracts of all kinds for Government 
work; and that in entering upon such contracts the contractor may 
know in advance that he must make his contract upon the basis of 
eight hours’ work for a day’s labor on the part of his employés. 

It provides that he shall pay his employés on the basis of eight hours 
for a day’s labor the same wages that are paid for a day’s work of a 
similar character in other avocations of life. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And so far as that is concerned I have no objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Now, gentlemen say they are all for 
an eight-hour bill, they favor an eight-hour law. But, Mr. Speaker, 
they are like other gentlemen of whom I have heard—they are very 
willing to have the law but are against its enforcement. I say that it 
can be no possible hardship to any man when working to say thateight 
hours shall constitute a full day’s work with a full day’s pay; but it 
is a hardship to many people who are seeking employment to say that 
any man who is thus working for the Government, and getting a full 
day’s pay for eight hours, shall be at liberty to work a day and a half 
and get a day and a half or two days’ wages to the exclusion of some 
other laborer from employment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will you yield for a question just there? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. No; I have but three minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But this does not apply to any but Government 
laborers. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I know that; and if any gentleman 
feels that his liberties or his privileges as a free man are trampled upon 
because he can not work twelve hours for the Government and get extra 
pay to the exclusion of somebody else, he has all the wide world over 
in which to seek another job. He is not under any obligation to work 
for the Government if he does not agree to the terms imposed. 

This is practically saying that the statute which is upon our statute- 
books, and has been since 1868, shall apply to all Government work 
and to all contractors on Government work who shall employ their 
men on the basis of eight hours for a day’s work. It provides that the 
men so employed shall not take advantage of the shortened hours of 
labor by an agreement between themselves and the contractors, and 
earn about two days’ pay for a regular calendar day’s work. That is 
ail there is in it, The liberty of the individual is not trenched upon: 
his private rights are not infringed. He is still a free man, to work or 
not to work, as he pleases. Nobody is obliged to work if he does not 
want to work, under the terms of the Jaw. And it is necessary that 
this should pass to secure the enforcement of the eight-hour law, as an 
experience of twenty-two years has shown; because we have had Gov- 
ernment officers trying to play smart, if I may use the expression, 
and evade the mandatory provisions of the law and head it off. If I 
can work eight hours a day for the Government—and this is the point 
that I wish the gentleman’s attention to—and get a full day’s pay for 
a calendar day, working that length of time, and then take the addi- 
tional two hours that the Government intended should be hours of 
rest, and give it to some other work, I do it to the exclusion of some- 
body else, and the injustice that gentlemen speak of is perpetrated by 
the very law itself which seeks to correct that injustice. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONNELL, I yield two miuutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Morey}. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I amin favor of this bill because by its 
provisions it is proposed that the Government of the United States shall 


set the example of shortening the hours of labor to those who toil. Our 
Government, sir, has an interest in all the people of this country. It 
has an interest not only in the men that toil, but it has an interest in 
the women and the children. It has an interest in the youth who are to 














or more of laboring men and women, with 
they get out at some factory already lighted up. Go down the same valley at 
7.30 in the evening and you will again see them going home. They must get 


bett, for instance, who will sit up nights stu 


come after us and those who are now coming upon the stage of action. 
The policy of our Government and the civilization of this age require 


that the hours of labor shall be shortened to those who are cémpelled 
to toil. In our country those who labor do not represent a class, thank 
God, but they represent a condition. From that condition every man 
of spirit and ambition looks hopefully forward for something better for 
himself and his children. We are here not simply to earn meat and 
bread, but we are here to be educated, to educate our children, to fit 
them for the positions to which every child of every freeman of this 
country may aspire. 

In this free country of ours every avenue to honorable and useful 
achievement is open to every child of the Republic. 

It is honorable to labor, and the genius of our civilization has dig- 
nified and ennobled labor. From the ranks of those who toil have 
sprung some of the noblest specimens of our race. There should be no 
limitations set between those who perform the manual labor of the 
world and those who follow the other honorable and useful pursuits of 
life. 

The improvements in labor-saving machinery, which have marked 


the present epochin human experience, should bring a full measure of 
relief to those who are bearing the heavier burdens in life. Give them 
an opportunity for improvement and cultivation to fit themselves the 
better to perform every duty which may be imposed upon them as 
citizens of our great Government.. Give them a chance to give more 
of their lives to their wives and their little ones. 


The tendency of the bill is in this direction and sets an example on 


the part of the United States to all who employ labor. And so the in- 
fluence of our Government will be felt for the amelioration of the con- 
ditions which surrounded those who toil. 


I append here an abstract from a lecture given by Wendell Phillips 


more than twenty years ago: 


Let me tell you why I am interested in the labor question. Not simply be- 


cause of the long hours of labor; not simply because of the specific oppression 
of aclass. I sympathize with the sufferers in Europe; | am ready to fight on 
their side. But Ilook on christendom with its 300,000,000 of peap e, and I see 
that out of this number of people 100,000,000 never have enough to eat 


Physiologists tell us that this body of ours, unless properly fed, properly de- 


veloped and sustained by rich blood, and carefully nourished, does no justice 
to the brain. 


You can not make a bright, good mind from a starved body, and so this one- 


thisd of christendom who have never had food enough can never be what they 
should be. 


Now, I claim that the social civilization which condemns every third man to 


take below the average nourishment God prepared for him did not come from 
above; it came from below, and the sooner it 


down the better. 
Come over on this side of the ocean; you will find 40,000,000 of people ; and I 


suppose they are said to be in the highest state of civilization. And yet it is not 
too much to say out of the 40,000,000 at least 10,000,000 who get up in the morning 
and go to bed at night spend the whole day in the mere effort to barely live. 


They have not elasticity enough in mind or body to do anything in the way of 
intellectual or pe I take a man, for instance, in one of the manu- 
facturing valleys of Connecticut. If you get into the cars there at 6.30 in the 
morning, as I have often done, you will find getting in at every station a score 

their scanty dinners in a pail; and 


up at 5.30 a.m. and work till nearly 8 p. m.,a good solid fourteen hours. Where 
is the time for study? There will be a — a among them them like Cor- 
y ng, 


and who will be a scholar at 
last perhaps, but he is an exception. 

The average man, nine out of ten, when he gets home at night does not care 
to read an article from the North American Review or a long speech from 
Charlies Sumner. If he can not have a good story and warm supper and a glass 
of grog perhaps, he goes off to bed. Now, I say the civilization that has pro- 
duced this state of things in nearly the hundredth part of the American Repub- 
lic d%M not come from above. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McKINLEy. ] 

Mc. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill. It has 
been said that it is a bill to limit the opportunity of the workingman 
to gain a livelihood. This is not so; it will have the opposite effect. 
So far as the Government of the United States, as an employer, is con- 
cerned, in the limitation for a day’s work provided in this bill to eight 
hours, instead of putting any limitation upon the opportunity of the 
American freemen to earn a living, it increases and enlarges the oppor- 
tunity for the workingman toearnaliving. [Applause. ] ht hours 
under the laws of the United States constitute aday’s work. That law 
has been on our statute-books for twenty or more years. 

Several MeMBeERS. Since 1868. 

Mr. McKINLEY. They say around me that it has been on our 
statute-books for twenty-two years. In all these years it has been ‘‘ the 
word of promise to the ear,’’ but by the Government of the United 
States it been ‘‘ broken to the hope.’? [Applause.] The Govern- 
ment and its officials should be swift to execute and enforce its own 
laws, and failure in this particular is most reprehensible. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it must be remembered that when we constitute 
eight hours a day’s work, instead of ten hours, every four days give an 
additional day’s work to some workingmen who may not have any em- 
ployment at all. [Applause.] It is one more day’s work, one more 
day’s wages, one more opportunity for work and wages, an increased 
demand for labor. I am in favor of this bill as it is amended by the 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

It applies now only to the labor of men’s hands. It applies only to 
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their work. 
portation. 


It does not apply to material, it does not apply to trans- 
It only applies to the actual labor, skilled or unskilled, 


employed on public works and in the execution of the contracts of the | 


Government. And the Government of the United States ought, finally 
and in good faith, to set this example of eight hours as constituting 
a day’s work required of laboring men in the service of the United 
States. [Applause.] The tendency of the times the world over is for 
shorter hours for labor, shorter hours in the interest of health, shorter 
hours in the interest of humanity, shorter hours in the interest of the 
home and the family; and the United States can do no better service 
to labor and to its own citizens than to set the example to States, to 
corporations, and to individuals employing men by declaring that, so 
far as the Government is concerned, eight hours shall constitute aday’s 
work, and be all that is required of its laboring force. [ Applause. | 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, this bill should be passed. My colleague, 
Mr. Morey, has stated what we owe the family in this connection, 
and Cardinal Manning, in a recent article, spoke noble words on the 
general subject when he said: 

But if the domestic life of the people be vital above all; if the peace, the pu- 
rity of homes, the education of children, the duties of wives and mothers, the 
duties of husbands and of fathers, be written in the natural law of mankind, 
and if these things are sacred, far beyond anything that can be sold in the mar- 
ket, then I say, if the hours of labor resulting from the unregulated sale ofa 
man’s strength and skill shall lead to the destruction of domestic life, to the 
neglect of children, to turning wivesand mothers into living machines, and of 
fathers and husbands into—what shall I say, creatures of burden’—I will not 
say any other word—who rise up before the sun, and come bacx when it is set, 
wearied and able only to take food and lie down to rest, the domestic life of 
men exists no longer, and we dare not go on in this path. 

Mr. Speaker, we owe something to the care, the elevation, the dig- 
nity, and the education of labor. We owe something to the working- 
men and the families of the workingmen throughout the United States 
who constitute the large body of our population, and this bill is a step 
in the right direction. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SmiTH]. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, while I work from sixteen 
to eighteen hours a day for my constituents, yet I am willing that all 
laborers should work only eight hours, unless they are paid for work- 
ing beyond thattime. In the two minutes allowed me I have not time 
to elaborate on this, but it seems to me, from the discussion so far pre- 
sented, that there isa misapprehension of this bill by some gentlemen. 
It does not prevent a person from working more than eight hours, but 
it does prevent the Government, when it employs a man to work eight 
hours (which, as has been said by the gentleman from Ohio, constitute 
a day’s work under the laws of the land)—it prevents the Government 
of the United States from receiving his labor for ten hours and only 
paying him for eight hours. 

A simple reading of the bill will correct the misapprehension: 

Eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics, ete., except in cases of emergency: Provided, That in all such cases 
the laborers, workmen, or mechanics so employed and working to exceed eight 
hours per calendar day shall be paid on the basis of cight hours constituting a 
day’s work. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Howcan they work more than eight hours when 
they are not permitted to do so? 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Section 2 provides, and that is the point 
that our friends object to: 

And it shall be unlawful forany such corporation, person, or persons to require 
or permit any laborer, workman, or mechanic to work more than eight hours 
in any calendar day-- 

And there they stop. But it says— 


to work more than eight hours in any calendar day in doing such work or 
manufacturing such materials except in the cases and upon the conditions pro- 
vided in section 1 of this act. 


Which provides that if they have worked more than eight hours 
they shall be paid extra for it. I am heartily in favor of the bill. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. That clause which you refer to refers only to 
the cases of emergency. 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. This eight-hour question will not down with 
talk. When youcan see processions of 30,000 men tramping the 
streets of our great cities, when those men, independent of Congress 
and politicians, can make eight-hour laws and contracts, we are alittle 
behind the procession in the House of Representatives. 

Now, while the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH] was 
talking, if he had devoted a little more time during the morning hour 
to the discussion of the adjustment bill he would have had all the 
argument he desired and all the answer. The act of 1868 was re- 
peatedly violated by the officers of the Government, and was so violated 
even after the proclamation of the President; and when this Congress 
seeks now to cleat down this law, and then to make it penal or a felony 
to break the law, gentlemen talk about the liberty of the American 
citizen and make a stumpspeech that has nothing to do with the bill. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, Mr. Speaker, one word. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I knowit. Oneword. Thisis the first vote of 
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the sense of this Congress and the only opportunity in twenty year 
| that the House of Representatives has had to say whether it is in a 

cord with American thought or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempo Che gentleman from Pennsylvania ba 
four minutes remaining. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I think I have six minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has four minutes 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield three minutes to my colleague [ Mr. 
Vaux]. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker, very much has been said and eloquently 


said about the rights of the laboring man, and against all that has been 
said asking Congress to protect his rights and protect him in the rights 
of his own independent judgment I have not a word to say. That is 
amatter entirely within the discretion of the honorable members of this 
House; but when they ask me to enact class legislation, and that, too, 
class legislation the most marked of all that has ever been presented 
in my time in Federal legislation, and ask that that class legislation be 
enforced by penalties, by fine and imprisonment, I think class legisla 
tion has gone aboutas far as the American citizen is willing itshould go. 

Now, a great deal-has been said, and I do not criticise or traverse the 
eloquence that has been emitted in this discussion; but Lask this louse 
to say whether or not, in asking for this system of class legislation, they 
are going very far from the old doctrine that we were taught, and that 
for the benefit of these workingmen of this country this class legislation 
is to be forced by fine and imprisonment; yet, so far as I can see, it 
seems that it does not apply this imprisonment to anybody but the Gov- 
ernment. They say the ‘‘Government’’ is to be imprisoned, the ‘*‘ Gov- 
ernment is to be fined, or anybody ‘‘ representing the Government 
to be fined or imprisoned. 

Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima practical 
question ? 

Mr. VAUX. Certainly, if there is such. 

Mr. EVANS. Iam in favor of the eight-hour law. 
of it so far as it affects contractors. I am employing mechanics and 
laborers. They work ten hours aday. I pay them the scale of wages 
agreed upon by the amalgamf&ted iron and steel workers, molders, and 
mechanics. Would I be subject to fine and imprisonment under this 
bill as a criminal ? 

Mr. VAUX. Yes, sir, if you employed them on a Government con- 
tract. 

I ask the attention of the gentleman to the third section: 

That any officer of the Government of the United States, or any person act 

ing under or for such officer, or any contractor with the United States or other 
verson violating any of the provisions of this act, shall for each offense be pun 

ished by a fine not less than $50 nor more than $1,000, or imprisonment not more 
than six months, or be both fined and imprisoned in the discretion of the court 

So that by this law every man employing twenty men who shall 
unintentionally or accidentally violate this law, these twenty men can 
apply to have this law put in force, and he can be fined a thousand 
dollars and imprisoned six months for each offense. If this is not class 
legislation with a vengeance I do not know what class legislation is. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I now yield a minute to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FLower]. 

Mr. FLOWER. I desire to offer as an additional section to this bill 
the provisions of the bill (11. R. 11236) to limit the hours of work of 
clerks and employés in first and second class post-offices, as follows: 


That hereafter eight hours’ labor shall const'tute a day’s work for clerks and 


employés in all first and second class post-offices whose salariesdo not exceed 
$1,400 per annum, for which they shall receive not lessthan the classified salary 
for a day's work. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of 
this act there is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any moneys in the Treas 

ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,782,685, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary. 

Even if this amendment should not be adopted, I would vote for this 
bill but for the fact that I am paired with my colleague [| Mr. BeLpEN]. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, theamendment will 
be considered as pending. 

Mr. KERR of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is second to none in importance 
that has claimed or can claim the attention of this House. 

It is the appeal of an element in our country which has already re- 
ceived too little attention at the hands of Congress. Briefly stated, it 
is the crystallized statement of labor, courteously made, but firmly, 
asking for relief which will elevate and ennoble the wage-workers of ou: 
land. The true lover of his country must and does recognize that a 
Government to exist in a prosperous state must have as its basis an in 
telligent, happy, ani prosperous people. 

Ignorance among the masses has ever been the bane of civilization. 
It begets unrest both in the relations of the citizen to the state and to 
his family. Domestic peace, contentment at the home fireside is the 
first condition of national peace. We recognize that the safety of th 
Republic rests upon the happiness and contentment of all her people. 

This bill recognizes the claim of the laborers under the Government 
to be shown the same consideration shown the clerks under the Gov- 
ernment. This bill wipes out thedistinction so long maintained against 
the daily laborers employed on Government work. It would be im- 
possible for a private firm to inaugurate this reform alone, for the rea- 
son that they must compete with theircommercial rivals. But the Gov- 


; ig 


I simply speak 








SS See So 


| 
{ 
: 











. 


SN ne 


Ke 


=e 


SE SACU AE ELIE Ee PRE 


SEE Se SBT EI 


LE eI OR RCN. met gre 


"9 apoew'a 


ee ee 


9302 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBSE. 


AvGustT 28, 





ernment has no competition and can well afford to take the first step, 
which, I believe, will tend to prepare the country for shorter hours of 
labor. 

It may besaid that such Jegislation isa breach of precedent. Admit 
it. In this rashing age of thought and measureleas activity it is well 
that we be not too closely wedded to long established precedents. By 
this bill we say to the wage-earners and the world at large that we 
recognize and adopt that good provision in the divine economy that 
eight hours were given to man for sleep, eight for labor, and eight 
for mental development. And while it is not the province of Congress 
to interefere with the private affairs of our people, while we may not 
say to the employers of labor how many hours the employed shall 
work, believing as we do that intelligent, well directed effort is more 
conducive to the interests of the employer, we say to the world, as far 
as those who labor for the Government ave concerned, eight hours of 
heaven’s sunlight at the beginning and ending of each day isand shall 
be his for mental and moral development. We are trying no new ex- 
periment from one standpoint. 

All history shows and all experience teaches that cheerful, contented 
labor is the most valuable to employers. Alacrity takes the place of 
sluggishness, and intelligent, well directed action the place of the life- 
less, spiritless machine. The friends of this measure expect much to 
come of it to laboring men of thiscountry. Their lot is comparatively 
ahardone. It is not for us to stop now and inquire from what cause 
or series of causes such great numbers of our fellow-citizens are com- 
pelled to perform arduous labor in order that they and those they love 
may live. Such, however, is the condition presented. Be it ours to 
use such power as we have to lighten this burden. 

We present this measure believing that it will carry into the count- 
less homes a degree of the sunlight of hope and good cheer. We have 
in our country a vast army of unemployed labor. This is due not so 
much to the suggestion that there is nothing forso many todo as to 
the sordid, avaricious, grinding policy pursued by so many towards 
the employed. The employer too often loses sight of the fact that the 
laborer thinks as he works. He forgets that if discontent and unrest 
sit where the satisfied soul should dell this condition not unfre- 
quently bodes no good to his interest. By this bill we set the exam- 
ple to the private employer of labor and confidently expect the result 
of this legislation to demonstrate that with an opportunity given the 
wage-earner to read and cultivate those finer qualities of his nature 
more and better service will result. 

The American Congress in 1868 placed this law upon the statute- 
beoks, but it was nugatory for want of penalties to enforce it. This 
measure supplies the remedy. This measurewill put in operation the 
law passed twenty-two years ago, but which after all these years has 
proven fatally defective because wanting in penalties to enforce it. 
We predict as the provisions of this legislation go into effect a new 
dignity will attach to labor. We expect to see the army of the un- 
employed grow less, and as a consequence fewer strikes, and conse- 
quently less conflict between those handmaidens of civilization, cap- 
ital and labor. 

Mr. Speaker, I regard this bill as the key-note to a song which will 
swell and fill our land with joy. While apparently a small measure, 
in it, inmy humble judgment, we will yet find, the germ of a bountiful 
harvest of much that makes a people happy. 

Let the American laborer be recognized as worthy of Congressional 
care and guardianship; let him see that the nation recognizes that in 
his hands as much as in any other rests the responsibility of Govern- 
ment; let him, in other words, beable to take hig loved ones to his bosom 
and say, ‘‘ My Government is considerate for my interests,’’ and we 
may rest assured he will respond with this declaration, “‘I love my 
country in return.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to emphasize a thought heretofore but briefly 
alluded to. It is the absolute necessity to the existence of liberty for 
an enlightened citizenship. Men, as a rule, are not ignorant or unin- 
formed from choice, but from necessity. Let the literature of the day 
come to the home of the toiier with time to master it at his command; 
let the father have time morning and evening to become acquainted 
with his wife and children and cultivate those qualities which beautify 
the home; and who will deny that better homes, better husbands, bet- 
ter wives and children must bless our land? And if I am correct in 
this—and I challenge successful contradiction—a more intelligent, con- 
tented, and consequently a purer citizenship will bless our land. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time under the special order for 
the discussion of this bill has expired. The hour of 5 o'clock havingar- 
rived, the previous question is operating upon this bill and pending 
amendments. 

DISTRESS IN OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Pending the further consideration of 
this bill, I ask unanimous consent to take up the conference report on 
the joint resolution for the relief of Oklahomasufferers. It will take 
but a moment to dispose of. The conferees have agreed, and I would 
like to put it through the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses on 
the amendments of the House to the joint resolution (S. R.120) appropriating 


Se a = 


money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from eagnenenaae tothe amendments of the House, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

; Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the unexpended balance of an appropriation made by public resolution 
numbered 15, approved April 25, 1890, for the relief of persons in the district 
overflowed by the Missiasty pi River and its tributaries, be, and the same is 
hereby, reappropriated to the Territory of Oklahoma, to be expended as the law 
of said Territory, enacted for the purpose, may direct, for the relief of citizens of 
that Territory who have been rendered destitute by the unexampled drought of 
the present season.”’ 

And the House agree to the same. 

D. B. HENDERSON, 

J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Pr. B. PLUMB, 

EUGENE HALE, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the joint resolu- 
tion appropriating money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution 
therein submit the following written statement in explanation of the action 
agreed upon by the conference committee, namely : 

In lieu of all after the enacting clause of said joint resolution they recom- 
mend the following: 

That the unexpended balance of an appropriation made by public resolution 
numbered 15, approved April 25, 1890, for the relief of persons in the district 
overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries, be, and the same is 
hereby, reappropriated to the Territory of Oklahoma, to be expended as the 
law of said Territory, enacted for the purpose, may direct, for the relief of citi- 
zens of that Territory who have been rendered destitute by the unexampled 


drought of the present session.”’ 
D. B. HENDERSON, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Is there objection to the present con- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Chair hears none. 


sideration of the conference report? 
The conference report was adopted. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report of the conferees was adopted ; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the pending 
amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1, line 6, by inserting, after the word *‘ State,” “or by or on be- 
half of the District of Columbia.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (recommended by the committee) was read, as 
follows: 

Ge same section amend by adding, after the word ‘ work, in line 14, the 
fol : 

“Provided Surther, That not less than the current rate of eo diem wages in the 
locality where the work is performed shall be paid to laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States 
or the District of Columbia; and Jaborers, workmen, and mechanics employed 
by contractors or subcontractors in the execution of a contract or contracts with 
the United States or the District of Columbia shal! be deemed to be employed 
by or on behalf of the Government of the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. McComAs) was read, as follows: 

Provided further, That any officer of the United States whose duty it is to pay 
such contractorsor subcontractors shall, before payment of money is due, ascer- 
tain and satisfy himself that the laborers, workmen, and mechaniessoemployed 
have been paid by such contractors and subcontractors. 

Mr. CONNELL. There is no objection to that amendment so far as 
the committee are concerned. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. H1_L) was read, as follows: 


At the end of section 1 as amended add, ‘‘ but the Government of the United 
States shall not be liable for the payment of such laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanies employed by contractors and subcontractors, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (recommended by the committee) was read, as 
follows: 

Amend section 2 py inserting, after the word “States,” in line 24, the words 
“or by or on behalf of the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. CurcuEon) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Line 8, section 2, strike out the words “or permit.”’ 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and there 
were—ayes 87, noes 52. 

Mr. CONNELL. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONNELL subsequently withdrew the demand, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment to the third section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please withhold 
it until the other pending amendments aredisposed of. The Clerk will 
report the next amendment. 








iP mes ae 


1890. 








The next amendment (offered by Mr. MUTCHLER) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out section 5 

Mr. McCOMAS. 
2 offered by myself, which was accepted by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, striking out certain words. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to. 
Mr. McCOMAS. It has not been so read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sence of the gentleman. They have been agreed to. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that section 2 as amended 


be now read. 
Section 2 as amended was read, as follows: 
Sre. 2. That all contracts hereafter made by or on behalf of the Government 


of the United States, or by or ou behalf of the District of Columbia, with any 
corporation, person, or persons for the performance of any work, shall be made 
on the basis of eight hours constituting a day’s work; and it shal! be unlawf: 
for any such corporation, person, or persons under such contract to require 
laborer, workman, or mechanic to work more than eight hours per cal 
day in doing such work, except in the cases and upon the conditions pr 
in section 1 of this act. 


Mr. McCOMAS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MutcHurr], to 
strike out section 3. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
not section 3 to be first perfected ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment pending to section 3. 

Mr. HILL. But I am proposing an amendment to that section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But that is not in order. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent to offer an amendment tosection3. Is there objection? 

Mr. REILLY. Letit be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 3, line 3,after the word “person,” insert ‘intentionally; so that the 
clause will read, “or other person intentionally violating any of the provisior 
of this act,’’ ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MUTCHLER to strike 








Ought 


out section 3, and the Speaker pro tempore declared thatthe noes seemed | 


to have it. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and theamendment was rejected—ayes 38, noes 
107. 


‘The next amendment (recommended by the committee) was read, as | 


follows: ‘ 
Src. 4. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby re- 
pealed. ' 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
passage of the bill; but certain amendments have been offered—I do 
not know whether they were adopted or not—which would improve the 
bill. It will only take a moment to read the bill as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
ing of the bill at this stage if he demands it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I call for the reading; it will take 
buta moment. I do not ask for the reading of the engrossed copy of 
the bill. 

The bill as amended was read. 

The question being on the passage of the bill— 

Mr. CALDWELL, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being—ayes 29, noes 129 
(less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative). 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. On behalf of the committee I move to amend 
the title ot the bill so as to read: ‘‘A bill constituting eight hours a 
day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or 


on behalf of the Government of the United States or by or on behalf of | 


the District of Columbia or by contractors doing work for the Govern- 
ment of the United States or the District of Columbia, and providing 
penalties for violation of the provisions hereof.’’ 

The amendment of the title was agreed to. 

Mr. CONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

le. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
game: 

Joint resolution (S. 115) providing that nothing in the diplomatic 
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Mr. Speaker, there was an amendment to section | 
Those amendments have been agreed | 


They were read probably in the ab- | 


The question is on agreeing to the | 


Undoubtedly; but there is no amend- | 


Mr. Speaker, I do not want to delay the | 


The gentleman is entitled to the read- | 


, TY 
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and consularappropriation bill 


I strued to interrupt t! 
lication of the reports of the International American Conference 


A bill (S. 329) granting a pension to John L. Russell 
A bill (S. 762) granting a pension to Jeremiah White; 
A bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Thomas Todd; 
A bill (S. 238) granting a pension to John Conolly; 
A bill (S. 2616) granting an inereas pension to Harrison De F 
| Young; 
A bill (S. 2780) for th lief of I yurgh and Julius Lans 
burgh; 
A. bill (S. 2749) granting an in t pens to A istus J. Wer 
nitsch; 
A bill (S. 2863 reasing the pension of Andrew J. Konkle 
A bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caroline Huddell Whit 
A bill (S. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near the ld’s 
| Island, at the entrance to Booth Ba [arbor, otherv 
Townsend Harbor, Ma 
A bill (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands to t t ) 
Haven, Conn., for a public par] 
A bill (S. 3348) g t 1 per 1 to Mary J. Milroy 
A bill (S. 3608 antin pe ) » Mary C. Winslow 
A bill 8. 4312) toy e Al i te tea l 
and Marco Aure! 
A bill (S. 3730 anting ip on Ww Mary i. Gre ne, W low of 
| Orlando A. Green who served in t ndian war 
A bill (8S. 3927) granting a pens Maria EF. Bake 
A bill (H. R. 11380) maki: Ly iations for additional al 
force and other expenses to carry into effect tl uct entitled An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapat 1 for t 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent paren from September 1, 1890, for 
| the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 213) amending and construing the act ap 
proved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pension and other ca 


rhe SPEAKER was proceeding to lay before the House some re 
quests for leave of absence, when 

Mr. BLISS moved that the House adj¢ 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 


‘ 5 o’clock and 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned 


RESOLUTIONS 





Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, the following resolutions were i 
duced and referred as follows 

By Mr. FUNSTON 

Resolved, That on Tues lay the 2d of S ptembe mmediately afters 
utes of the morning hour have expired, H. R.52 fo 
sideration, and the previous question shall be ,o 
Wednesday, September and that no other b unt 
bill is disposed of: P. led, } r. This ord wit 
consideration of conference reports or appropri 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts (by request 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be req ted to ir ‘ nd 
port on the expediency of testing machinery patented by John A, I 
saving wrecked life and property on rivers and ! I 

| to the Committee on Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was deliv 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on Commerce eported ta 


vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3751) to grant to the Mobile and 
Dauphin Island Railroad and Harbor Company a right to trestle acro 


the shoal water between Cedar Point and Dauphin Island, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 3026)—to the House Calendar. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fo! 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fi 
| lows: 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Ma achusetts: A bill (H.R. 11 ))toa nd 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation toi liate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for her ] proved 


June 10, 1880 


-to the Committee on the Judi 


By Mr. HEARD ju \ bi H. R. 11881) to preveat the 
building of houses along certain alleys in the city of Washington, and 
for other purpos to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

| By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H.R. 11882) to make legal and valid 
naturalization certificates issued by the municipal court of Biddeford 
Me., in the First Congressional district of Maine, and for ot! I 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 217) for the appoint- 


ment of a member of the Board of Managers of the National Soldiers’ 
Home——to the Committee on Military 


ffairs 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BECKWITH: A bill (H. R. 11883) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Orsemus B, Boyd—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R, 11884) removing the charge of deser- 
tion and granting an honorable discharge to Wentley Brager, Company 
G, Sixty-fifth lllinois Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 11885) granting an increase of 
pension to Henrietta Boeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11886) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Peter Seibel—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11887) for the relief of James R. 
Mills—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 11888) for the relief of Thomas 
Coughlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11889) for the relief of Edward J. Hogan—to the 
Committee on Military Affaire. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 11890) for 
the relief of the assignees of John Roach, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 11891) granting a pen- 
sion to Simon Archer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11892) granting an increase of pension to J. Enoch 
Baily—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11893) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C, McElravy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

sy Mr. CARLTON: Petition of the citizens of Green County, Georgia, 
protesting against the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Resolution of Detroit Board of Trade, approving 
of Mr. Blaine’s reciprocity proposition—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of 80 citizens of Hastings, Mich., 
asking that Phoebe Sisson be restored, to the pension-rolls—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 


SENATE. 
Fripay, August 29, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

BILLS INDEFINITELY POSTPONED. 

Mr. REAGAN. There are two bills introduced by me on the Cal- 
endar that relate to subjects which have been acted upon. I desire to 
have them indefinitely postponed, so as to carry them off the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the Orders 
of Business? 

Mr. REAGAN. The first is Order of Business No. 1, the bill (S. 58) 
for the free coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
pened, if there be no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. The other is Order of Business No. 21, the bill (S, 
3769) to provide for the irrigation of the arid lands of the United States, 
and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of the Woman's National Indus- 
trial League, remonstrating against the outrages committed by the 
‘““armed assassins known as Pinkerton’s detectives,’’ as set forth in the 
memorial, and praying for the protection of law-abiding citizens and 
the punishment of the outrages complained of by the State and Na- 
tional Governments. 

As it may involve some law, I move that the memgrial be referred 


' to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of leading manufacturers who use 
velveteens and corduroys, and importers of these goods, doing business 
in Boston, Mass., praying for a modification of the increase 
in the rates of duty on sucb fabrics. The petitioners desire that this 
petition be printed in the Recorp, It is an important petition with 
reference to the pending bill and very brief; but not to violate the cus- 
tom of the Senate in that respect, I ask that it be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of leading manufacturers of caps, 
fancy boxes, etc., and importers of velveteens and corduroys, doing 
business in New York, asking for a modification of the proposed increase 
of duty on velveteens and corduroys, and also affidavits showing the 
cost of manufacturing these goods in England ; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of a large number of settlers in 
Northwestern Kansas, asking that the Government take such steps as 
will furnish to them relief on account of the failure of crops, various 
methods of relief being suggested. I move that the petition, with the 
accompanying papers, be referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

Mr. CAMERON presented the resolutions of the Tariff Reform Club 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the Federal 
election bill ; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition of leading firmsin Chicago, III., 
for a modification of the proposed increase in the duties on velveteens 
and corduroys, which I move lie on the table. This petition is brief 
and the petitioners very modestly request that I ask permission of the 
Senate to insert it in the Recorp. I make that request. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to printingit 
in the Recorp, it will be printed as a document, if the Senator desires. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let that be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It willlieon the table and be printed 
as a document. 

Mr.QUAY. I presenta petition of leading firmsin Philadelphia, Pa., 
some of whom are manulacturers who use velveteens and corduroys for 
making caps, slippers, clothing, box-lining, etc., and others whoareim- 
porters of these fabrics, praying for a modification of the proposed in- 
crease of duties on these and I ask, as did the Senator from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CuLLoM], that the petition be printed in the Recor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to that, the 
petition will lie on the table and be printed as a document, if there be 
no objection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, FAULKNER. I am instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6498) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac River at the Bennings road, in the District of Columbia, to 
report it favorably, and as the committee has already reported a simi- 
lar Senate bill I ask that this bill be substituted therefor on the Cal- 
endar, and that the Senate bill be postponed indefinitely. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the bill now reported may be substituted for 
and take the place on the Calendar of the Senate bill on the same sub- 
ject, favorably reported from the same committee and now on the Cal- 
endar. 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And theSenate bill to be indelinitely postponed, 
I suppose ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That will besubsequently done. The 
Chairs hears no objection. The bill (S. 2589) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at the 
Bennings road, in the District of Columbia, will be postponed indefi- - 
nitely. © 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11543) granting a to James H. Means, M. D., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4358) for the relief of the admin- 
istrator of Jeremiah Simonson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4359) for the relief of Cornelius 
Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4360) tor the relief of David Redfield; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KENNA introdueed a bill (S. 4361) for the relief of Sarah E. 
Harless; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

PROPOSED RECESS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer a resolution and ask that it may be read 
and lie on the table. I shall call it up for consideration at some later, 
a i te when we shall know a little better how we are get- 

on, 








Vive 


1890. 








The concurrent resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of R 
two Houses adjourn on the 19th day o 
10th day of November, 1590. 


THE ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


»resentatives concurring), That when the 
September, 1890, it be to meet on the 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate —— copies of the | 


minutes of joint hearing before the Senate Committee on Education and La- 
bor and the House Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traflic upon joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 2), held June 14, 1890, together with the report of the Senate com- 
mittee. 


Mr. BLAIR. 
diate action upon it: 


Resolved, That the expenses of reporting and printing the hearings given by 
the Committee on Education and Labor on the joint resolution (S. R.2) propos- 


ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States in relation to the | 


manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholi 
liquors be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Expenses of the Senate. 
Mr. BLAIR. 
committee ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
a matter of statute—required by the statutes of the United States to 
be so referred. 
Mr. BLAIR. 


7 


I will acquiesce, I think, on that statement. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 9791) con- 
stituting eight hours a day’s work for,all laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanicsemployed by oron behalf of the Government ofthe United States, 
or by or on behalf of the District of Columbia, or by contractors doing 
work for the Government of the United States or the District of Co- 
lumbia, and providing penalties for violation of the provisions hereof; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. a granting a pension to John L. Russell; 

A bill (S. 762) granting a pension to Jeremiah White; 

A bill (8. 843) granting a pension to Thomas Todd; 

A bill (S. 2386) granting a pension to John Conolly; 

A bill (S. 2616) granting an increase of pension to Harrison De F. 
Young; : 

A bill (S. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Julius Lans- 
burgh. 


A bill (8. 2749) granting an increase of pension to Augustus J. Wer- | 


nitsch; 

A bill (S. 2863) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Konkle; 

A bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caroline Huddell White; 

A bill (S. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near the Cuckold’s 
Island, at the entrance to Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as 
Townsend Harbor, Maine; 

A bill (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands to the town of New 
Haven, Conn., for a public park; 

A bill (8S. 3348) granting a pension to Mary J. Milroy; 

A bill (S. 3608) granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow; 

A bill (S. 4312) to provide American registers for the steamers Stroma 
and Marco Aurelia; 

A bill (S. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of 
Orlando A. Greening, who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (S. 3927) granting a pension to Maria E. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for additional clerical 


force and other expenses to carry into effect the act entitled ‘‘An act | 


granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent parents,’’ from September 1, 1890, for 
the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 213) amending and construing the act ap- 
proved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pension and other cases; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 115) providing that nothing in the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill shall be construed to interrupt the pub- 
lication of the reports of the International American Conference. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That George W. Hardwick have leave to withdraw from the files of | 
the Senate the papers filed by him for consideration in connection with Senate | 


bill 2005, entitled *‘A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the military 


record of George W. Hardwick,” said bill having been reported adversely t 
the Committee on Mili Affairs of the Senate, as the charge of denuntien bat 

aon oran removed from the record of said Hardwick by order of the 
Bocretary ar, 
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I submit the following resolution, and ask for imme- | 


The resolution will be referred un- | 
der the rules to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent | 


Is ita matter of necessity that it should go to that | 


It is not only a matter of rule, but | 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. VEST. Iask the Presiding Officer to lay before the Senate a 
bridge bill which has been on the table for some time. It is a matter 
of considerable importance. It is a bill which was passed by the House 
of Representatives and sent to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives, which will be twice read. 

The bill (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri 


gr 
yunty of St. Louis, 


| 
| 


River between the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the « 
| Missouri, was read twice by its title. 


Mr. VEST. I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. A 

| similar bill has been considered by the Committee on Commerce and 
reported to the Senate, and is now upon the Calendar. While it was 
pending here this bill was passed by the House of Representativé 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 


unanimous consent that the bill be now considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall have to ask thatit be laid aside. 
| not in print, I should like to see it before it passes. 

Mr. VEST. The same bill is in print here, reported from the Com 
merce Committee of the Senate, and is upon our Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know, but this is a very rapid way of passing 
| House bills that are in writing. 
Mr. VEST. I would not have asked it if the bill had not already 
| been considered. It simply amounts to doing something that has al- 


As itis 


| ready been done. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be, but I should be very glad to have 
| an opportunity to look at it. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only ask unanimous consent that it may be laid 
| aside for a few minutes. I do not wish to interrupt my friend, but I 
should really like to look at the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Letit lie on the table until the Senator can examine it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. lIask unanimous consent that it be informally 
Jaid aside. Very likely in ten minutes! shall withdraw my objection, 
after I look at the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said (the revenue bill being under con 
sideration): With the permission of the Senate, I wish to ask the Sen 
ate, if the Senator from Missouri desires it, to again consider this House 
bridge bill. I have looked at it and am entirely satisfied that it is cor- 
rect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
| unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside to enable him to ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri River between 
the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, Missouri. 
The bill will be read at length, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 4294) for the erection 
| of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city of St. Charles, 
Mo., and the county of St. Louis, Missouri, will be taken from the 
Calendar and indefinitely postponed. 


j 


Vermont objects 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9791) constituting eight hours a day’s work for all 
laborers, workmen, and mechanivs employed by or on behalf of the 
| Government of the United States, or by or on behalf of the District of 
| Columbia, or by contractors doing work for the Government of the 
United States or the District of Columbia, and providing penalties for 
violation of the provisions hereof, was read twice by its title, and re 
| ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


PAY OF SESSION CLERKS, 

Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
| Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay the per diem clerks to the committees of the Senate and the 
clerks to Senators, during the coming recess, out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, the per diem now allowed by law during sessions. 


DESTITUTION IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the joint resolution (S. RK. 120) appropriating 
money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses es follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to theamendments of the House 

| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing: 

“That the unexpended balance of an appropriation made by public resolution 
numbered 15, approved April 25, 1890, for the relief of persons in the district 
overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries, be, and the same is 
hereby, reappropriated to the Territory of Oklahoma, to be expended as the law 
ot said Territory, enacted for the purpose, may direct, for the relief of citizens 
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of that Territory who have been rendered destitute by the unexampled drought 
of the present season.’ 
And the House agree to the same. 
1”. B. PLUMB, 
EUGENE HALE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Benate. 
D. B,. HENDERSON, 
J.G, CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the 


* revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment, moved by 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHErson], will be stated. 

The Crier Clerk, Strike out paragraph 307, as follows—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It need not be read, having been 
read once, uniess called for. The yeas and nays having beenordered on 
the amendment, the roll will be cailed. 

Mr. COLQUITT. ‘The effect of the amendment is to putsalt on the 
free-list, is it not? Is that the amendment as it is now before the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It was sostated by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], who spoke last evening on the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is the effect of it. That will not be the direct 
eftect of striking out the paragraph, but the purpose will be accom- 
plished of placing salt on the free-list. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senate voted down the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. McPERsON}j to strike out the whole para- 
graph, I understand. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. CULLOM. _I think we took the vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays were ordered and 
the roll called, and the want of a quorum was developed, whereupon 
the Senate adjourned. 

Mr. CULLOM. I remember now. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. President, my object is not to make any ex- 
tended remarks, but merely to refer to the discussion of this question 
in the Senate fifty years ago. It seems that the effort was then made 
in the incipiency of a salt combination and monopoly, the trust not be- 
ing then known as such, with a view to control the sale of salt in this 
country, when the works were fewand scattered. I merely propose to 
read, as a matter of history, and with a view to recall to our mindsthe 
long contest that has been made to resist the effect of this monopoly, 
what was said by Mr. Benton in the Senate Chamber some fifty years 
ago. His remarks were these: 

The Supreme Ruler of the Universe has done everything to supply His creat- 
ures with it. Man, the fleeting shadow of an instant, invested with his little 
brief authority, has done much to deprive them of it in all ages of the world, 
and in all countries salt has been a subject, at different periods, of heavy tax- 
ation, and sometimes of individual or of Government monopoly; and precisely 
because, being an article that no man could do without, the Government was 
sure of its tax, and the monopolizer of his price. Almost all nations, in some 
period of their history, have suffered the separate or double infliction of a tax 
and a monopoly on its salt, and, at some period, all have freed themselves from 
one or both. At present there remain but two countries which suffer both 
evils, our America and the British East Indies. All others have got rid of the 
monopoly; many have got rid of the tax. Among others, the very country 
from which we copied it, and the one above all others least able todo without 
the product of thetax. England, though loaded with debt and taxed in every- 
thing, is now free from the salt tax. Since 1822 it has been totally suppressed, 
and this necessary of life is now as free there as air and water. She even has 
a statute to guard its price and common law to prevent its monopoly. 

He concluded his speech with declaring implacable war inst this tax, with 
all its appurtenant abuses, of monopoly in one quarter of the Union and of 
undue advantages in another. He denounced it as a tax upon the entire econ- 
omy of nature and of art—atax upon man and upon beast, upon life and upon 
health, upon comfort and Juxury, upon want and superfiuity, upon food and 
upon raiment, on washing and on cleanliness. He cal it a heartless and 
tyrant tax, as inexorable as it was omnipotent and omnipresent; a tax which 
ho economy could avoid, no poverty could shun, no privation escape, no 
cunning elude, no force resia, tno dexterity avert, no curses repulse, no pray- 
ers could deprecate. It was a tax which invaded the entire dominion of human 
operations, falling with its greatest weight upon the most helpless and the 
most meritorious, and depriving the nation of benefits infinitely transcend- 
ing in value the amount of its own product. “I devote myself,”’ said Mr. 
Benton, “to the extirpation of this odious tax, and its still more odious prog- 
eny, the salt monopoly of the West. I war against them while they exif and 
while I remain on this floor. Twelve years have passed away—two years 
more than thesiege of Troy lasted—sinee I began this contest; nothing disheart- 
ened by so many defeats in so long a time, I prosecute the war with unabated 
vigor; and, relying upon the ness of the cause, firmly calculate upon ulti- 
mate and final success.”’ 


Fifty years ago that was adeclaration that implacable war was to be 
made against this tax, this salt monopoly; but it exists still, and it has 
increased in power and influence and in the control of the markets of 
this country until to-day. When fifty years ago this fight began it 
was expected that it would last but a brief period. It is here now, 
and I have no doubt that Mr. Benton and his confréres who were at 
that time in the Senate would turn uneasily in their gravesif they were 
to hear at this late day the audacious proposition that the tax is a 
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blessing, that the tax is a means and instrumentality of wealth, that 
it is not a curse, as he then regarded it to be, and that even upon this 
very necessity or life it is regarded as a blessing to humanity. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire if that speech was made about 
the same time that Mr. Benton made his cclebrated statement that the 
whole Territory of Oregon and the Pacific coast were absolutely worth- 
less and would not raise any considerable crops or support human life. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire what was the price of salt at 
that time. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam not able toin orm the Senator, but if it will 
influence his action to have information : pon this question I will make 
the investigation and give him the point-. 

Mr. BLAIR. My impression is that the price of salt under the 
operation of this tariff imposition of whic!: Mr. Benton so complained 
is about one-twenty-fifth of what it was in his day. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will a'low me, I desire to supple- 
ment what was said by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
about Mr. Benton saying that the entire \Western coast was worthless 
by referring him to a speech cf Mr. Webstcrin 1850 on the compromise 
measures, when he said substantially the same thing and insisted that 
there could be no agriculture on the Pacific slope. He insisted that 
the whole coast would not produce one-third as much in agriculture as 
the State of Illinois, not one-half, nay, said he, not one-tenth as much. 
So I want Mr. Benton to be in good company. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Benton was in excellent company and so was Mr. 
Webster when he was in the company of Mr. Benton, and they both of 
them seem to me to have been in that particular eminent illustrations 
of the maxim which I will commend to the consideration of the other 
side of this Chamber, and that is, that prophesying is not an exact 
science. . 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the roll-call had been commenced, and that I had answered to my 
name. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has always been undersivod in 
the Senate that when a roll-call fails for want of a quorum there has 
been no response. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I responded to my name this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senator fiom Georgia [Mr. 
CoLQuitt] rose before the Senator responded, and is, under the rules, 
entitled to recognition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihope there will be unanimous consent to the Sen- 
ator proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia will pro- 

ceed. 
Mr. COLQUITT. I will not detain the Senate. I have no desire 
in the world to prolong the debate upon this item or any other item 
in this bill. I merely wish to say a word in reply to my friend from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] who asked in regard to the price of salt. 
Whatever salt may have been worth heretofore, or however cheap it 
may be in this country now, if we can get it from abroad cheaper, I 
think ourpeople ought to be entitled to it even if itis but one-tenth 
of a cent cheaper. 

Mr. BLAIR. Salt is several times cheaper now than it was at that 
time. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I do not suppose that my friend contendsthat the 
imposition of the tax has made it cheaper. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly Ido. That is my understanding. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Thatisamostsingularparadox. Itisan anomaly 
that here there should come the representatives of these monopolies 
and of these manufacturing establishments, their committees, their 
leading men, their presidents, their directors, their stockholders to argue 
for and urge the imposition of a tax the effect of which is to reduce the 

rice of the commodity which they have in the market. It is a palpa- 

le and absurd inconsistency that they should argue to the consumers 
of this country that the imposition of this tax lessens the price of the 
commodity to the consumer, while upon the other hand when the wage- 
workers turn up and demand their s it is urged that the imposition 
of this tax is necessary in order that the manufacturers may increase 
their prices to pay the wage-workers ! 

Mr. BLAIR. May I suggest to the Senator that so far as I know 
there has never been any claim that the imposition of a tax reduces 
prices, but the protection to the home iudustry which may or may not 
come from the tax, the protection and development of the home in- 
dustry, cause the decrease in prices? 

Mr. COLQUITT. Well, if it was mide a t deal cheaper here 
and if that was the case, Iam perfect)y satisfied there is not a manu- 
facturer who would ever have come beivre the Committee on Finance 
or the Committee on Ways and Means asking to be allowed to sell for 
a less price. The manufacturers are no! such humapitarians, they are 
not such philanthropists, they are not so benevolent as todemand that 
the Congress of the United States should go forward in legislation and 
enforce upon them what they desire to do, to sell their cheaper 
than they are able to sell them now by the imposition of this tax. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. a (when his name was called). I am paired with the 








1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 9307 











l 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], otherwise I should vote | Gorma: Moody Pic Stanford 
‘“nay ’’ on this motion of the Senator from New Jersey. ae Morrill. Platt Stewat 
Mr. CARLISLE (when his name wascalled), Iam paired with the | Higgin: a an Same a 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock] who is not in his seat, and I | Jonesof Nevada, Pas Ss Voorhes 
withhold my vote. } Henna Pettigre' squire Wi 
Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the | So the motion to strike oul was rej l 
Senator from Alabama {Mr. PucH]and withhold my vote unlessit shal] | The PRESIDENT t endment to this paragrapl 
benecessary tomake aquorum. I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ and doubtless proposed by the Committee on I can be considered now o1 
he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ unanimous consent. The motion the Senator from New J¢ 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with | Strike out the entire paragraph having been 1 
the Senator from North Carolina [| Mr. VANCE] and withhold my vote. | equivalent to an aflirmative declaration in fa paragraph as it 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). +I am paired with stands; and it can not be changed in © 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. | by unanimous consent. Is there object 
Mr. HAWLEY (when Mr. Piatr’s namewascalled). Mycolleague| Mr. VEST. I do not propose to ma m, but I 
[Mr. PLATT], who is necessarily absent, is paired with the Senator | like to inquire from the Senator 1 charge of this bill why this ] 
from Virginia [Mr. BARrBour]. | tion of the House bill has been siz nout. It was enacted in 18 
Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the | and has remained the law evet . Why now make this d 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorness], but I am at liberty to | nation against the mi ckers int iterior of the United St 
vote to make a quorum. F I have constituents tl ed interested in t question 
The roll-call was concluded. | Mr. CULLOM. uve I. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sure that no quorum has voted. I therefore Mr. ALLISON. Ir. | lent 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ Ir. VEST. Does the Senator wish to 
Mr. CAMERON. My pair with the Senator from South Carolina| Mr. ALLISON. I hope the opportu t ote 


[ Mr. BurLER] has been transferred to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. | ©" the ani sndment of the committee. 


MorRILL], and I therefore vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ | Mr. VEST. That is what I was about to ask, althou 





Mr. HARRIS. In view of that transfer, I will record my vote. I | 2 ry distinct and « . b vo putt ; 
vote ‘* vea,”’ : upon the e-list l itt : iment strik ir \ 
~ Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin | * Very large interest in the interior of the United Stat It repea 
[Mr. SPooNnER]. law which was enacted after long and anxious consideration and di 
Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr, | bate to place the meat-packers of the United States upon th hapa 
CAseEY]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. | ing with the fishermen upon the northern portion of t Atlant 
Mr.CULLOM. Having a general pair with the Senator from Dela- | board. 
ware [Mr. Gray], but with the understanding between us that either | Mr. CULLOM. he Senator will allow me to say that the exp 
may vote when a quorum is not present, I will let my vote stand. | sion to me from those persons interested in packing of meat is that 
Mr. WASHBURN. My colleague [Mr. Davis] is paired with the | they have been very indignant at the manner in which they have been 
Senator from Indiana {Mr. TuRPIE]. — | treated in comparison with other peopl 
Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. | Mr. VEST. Exactly. 
GrorGE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ api Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I only rose to see whether I under 


Mr. MANDERSON. As my vote seems to be needed to make a | Stood the decision of the Chair. As I hearabout me, the Chair decide 
quorum, I will vote, as it does not change the result. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ that the Senate having failed to strike out the whole of this paragraph 
Mr. McMILLAN. I vote to make a quorum. I vote “nay.” — it is not in order to strike out a part of it. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. | The PRESIDENT protempore. Exceptby unanimous consent. ‘TT! 
CARLISLE], who has just entered the Chamber and who is paired with | VC of the Senate refusing to strike out the paragraph was equival 
my colleague [Mr. Pappock], that as but one vote is needed to make | & #2 affirmative declaration that the entire paragraph should star 
a quorum of the Senate, I think he can vote with perfect propriety That being the case, a motion to amend it is no longer in order in Cor 
] M:. BLAIR. I can vote to make a quorum. . ’ mittee of the Whole except by unanimous consent ‘ 
Mr. MANDERSON. I notice by the vote of yesterday that my col-| Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Chair pardon a suggestion 
league voted ‘‘yea’’ on this proposition. : r : | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 
Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the Senator that he transfer bis pair | Mr. CARLISLE. ‘The proposition made by the Senator fron 
with my colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN] to his colleague [Mr. Dh soenee 1. | Jersey was to amend the amendment pr yposed by the committ 


Mr. MANDERSON. I have voted in order to make a quorum, as it | The PRESIDENT pro ¢ . But his proposition was to 
did not change the result. ; out the entire paragraph 
Mr. CARLISLE. After the statement made by the Senator from Mr. CULLOM. sut a part of the paragraph was already out 
Nebraska as to the vote of his colleague yesterdav, I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ | ‘The PRESIDENT protempore. Ni 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to inquire if the Senator from | Mr. CULLOM. So far as the report of the Committee of the Whole 
Delaware [Mr. Hiaains] has voted. is concerned ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware is not | The PRESIDENT protempore. No. 
recorded. Mr. CULLOM. It scems to me that the proposition of the Senat 
Mr. McPHERSON. Then I desire to withdraw my vote. | from New Jersey was to strike out what was left of the paragraph. 
Mr. BLAIR. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- | The PRESIDENT pro tempo The Senator is mistaken. No vot 
PHERSON] that we transfer our pairs so that heand I can vote, I vote | 248 been taken on the amendment proposed by the committee. 
“ nay,” | Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like to differ with the Chair upona pa 


Mr. HALE. My colleague [Mr. Frye] is detained in conference liamentary ruling, but it strikes me that when a motion to strike out 
upon the river and harbor bill. He is paired with the Senator from | the whole clause and insert something else is voted down, that does not 
Maryland [Mr. GormMAN]. If my colleague were here, he would vote | prevent the Senate from striking out or any Senator moving to stri 
“nay.” : | outa part. Perhaps I am mistaken about that, butI have this furth 

Mr. BLAIR. On this vote the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. | to say, that it makes no difference whether this is stricken out or not 








GrorGe] is paired with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. Hicarns]. because there is another provision in the bill which will allow the re 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I vote ‘‘ yea.” | fund of any duty paid on any article used in the manufacture of good 
’ ~ | far exnor ag } : 4} . 1 \ 1 . 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 29; as follows: for —e2 general provision further on in the bill. As a rebate on 
YEAS—15. | salt is already covered by another section of the bill, I do not consid 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vest this of any importance. 
Berry. Colquitt, McPherson, Walthall. Mr. HALE. I suppose the ruling of the Chair is based upon 
>. am I , "T1. c ror ton that i } y | } t 
oll pamyeen, ony Wilson of Md, pa that a paragraph is to be amended it ought to | 
ita “ efore the vote is taken on the motion to str out 
NAYS—29. aoe ae l i rik if 
Aldricl : } The PRESIDENT pro ¢ po Lhe ¢ 1ir w rll ti itt tion of 
; rich, Doiph, MeMillan, Sherman, | the Senate to the law upon j nihong agar ~ ad 
Allen, Edmunds, Manderson, Stockbridge ao ~ Bie a va _ 1 which appears in Jelerson 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, oo Manual, on page 242 of the compilation of Senate Rules, et 
Blair, Hale, Plumb, Washburn When it is pt 
Cameron, Hawley, Power, Wilson of lowa fr rd 4 { . ; ' . ' b pakege ph, or pa 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, ; vane fi aaa poh pa , :ph may make itas perfe tas they can by ams 
Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, fore the question is put for inserting it. If it be received. it car 
Dixon, Ingalls, Sawyer | rs rwat . in f n . re ause the Hi use has. < ~~ a 
’ nat torr imi manner, li il 18 propos to amen } 
ABSENT—49. graph, the friends of the paragr oss re fi ton > < perfe 
Barbour, Butler, Daniel, Wastines | amendme ts, before the question is put trikit ‘ee Pr 
Blackburn, Call, Davis, Frye , it be retained, it can not be amended aft vard. be« e a vote ava 
ea Casey, Eustis, George, out is equivalent to a vote agreeing to it in that form ’ 
rown, Chandler, Farwell, Gibson, Therefore the motion to amend proposed by the Committee on Fi- 
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nance, to strike out a part of the paragraph that has been retained by a 
vote of the Senate, can be entertained only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire whether there is any objec- 
tion to taking a vote on this committee amendment. If there is not, 
we may as well come to the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ithink asa matter of parliamentary law the Chair 
isright. It isa simple inadvertence in the committee not insisting 
upon a vote to strike out a portion of the paragraph before reporting 
the bill to the Senate, and I hope that by unanimous consent the vote 
may be taken. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask leave to observe in relation to the matter of unan- 
imous consent that of course this whole matter will be open to be dealt 
with in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly it will. 

Mr. HOAR, But that time will probably bea time when there will 
be little opportunity for discussion; we shall be just closing up the bill, 
and therefore it would be better to have unanimous consent to have 
the amendment acted upon now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If Ihad understood the parliamentary status of the 
case to be as the Chair has stated it to be—and I presume correctly—I 
certainly shovld have insisted upon the vote being taken upon the 
committee amendment first; but I am quite willing, so faras I am con- 
cerned, that the matter shall go over, and I will offer for thecommittee 
an amendment in the Senate, unless it is desired that a vote shall be 
taken now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, 








<7 STEELY 


Let us settle it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I interpose no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Itis better to dispose of it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that unanimous consent may be granted to 
dispose of it now. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Ohio to state that the 
action of the committee striking out this portion of the clause in rela- 
tion to the exporters of meat amounts to nothing, because another part 
of this bill has substantially the provision of law as it now exists, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire to say a word as to the point 
of order. 

Mr. VEST. I should rather dispose of this question, but if there is 
a point of order to be raised let us settle it now. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to raise a point on the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. VEST. That can be settled afterwards. While the thing is 
under consideration, I want to ask the Senator from Ohio a question. 
I should like to understand this matter. I understand the Senator 
from Ohio to state that the action of the committee in regard to the 
latter part of this clause is immaterial because there is another pro- 
vision in this bill which covers the existing law; in other words, which 
gives a rebate to the exporter of salted meat in the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator turn me to that part of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. §Itis on page 149, section 24. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis the section in regard to using foreign materials 
in manufacturing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, and in production. It reads: 


Src, 24. That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United 
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States— 
As amended by the committee— 
§. there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback equal in 
f amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 per cent, of such duties, 


Perhaps there may be some question whether the words ‘'or pro- 
duced” are sufficient to cover the matter, but I think they cover salt 
used in packing meats, eté. ; that is, salt which has already paid a duty. 

Mr. VEST. I must very respectfully differ from the Senator from 
Ohio. The latter portion of section 24 requires that the articles shall 
be specifically identified. Now, how are you going to identify salt that 
is used in the preservation of meat? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to understand whether we are to finish 
this matter now and are to have unanimous consent to consider the 
question as open. I ask unanimous consent that it may be so treated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment proposed by the committee 
may be now considered. Is there objection ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Before that is done I desire tocall the attention of 
a the Chair, if the Chair will permit me, to Rule XVIII of the Senate. 
i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator trom 

Texas, 
; Mr. REAGAN. 





Rule XVIII provides: 
Rute XVIIT. 
AMENDMENTS—DIVISION OF A QUESTION. 


if the question in debate containsseveral propositions, any Senator may have 
the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not be 
. divided ; but the rejection of a motion to strike out and insert one pro’ n 
; shall not prevent a motion to strike out and insert a different noes on; nor 
ei shall it prevent a motion simply to strike out; nor shall the of a mo- 
z tion to strike out prevent a motion to strike out and insert. But pending a 
motion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be 
inserted shall each be regarded tor the purpose of amendment as a question ; 
and motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have precedence. 


} If I understand this rule, it conforms to what I have always under- 
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stood to be the general parliamentary law, that when a motion to amend 
is made and is decided the same motion can not be made again, but a 
motion embracing more or a motion embracing less may be made. It 
seems to me that the rule covers the case before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance not- 
withstanding the pointoforder? The Chair hears none, and the amend- 
ment is before the Senate, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] being 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me fora 
moment to make a statement in regard to the attitude of this particular 
amendment ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that there is a division in committee as 
to the propriety of making this amendment. A majority of the mem- 
bers were in favor of the amendment and a minority were in favor of 
retaining the House provision. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, in regard to the statement of the 
Senator from Ohio, for whose opinion I have always great regard, I ask 
the attention of theSenate to the section referred toby him. I think 
the Senator is unquestionably mistaken. I know the parties most 
deeply interested in this matter put no such construction on section 
24. I was under the impression, when the Senator from Ohio inter- 
rupted me, that he referred to some other section. I think an analyt- 
ical examination of this section will show that he is unquestionably 


wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the only provision I know of which re- 
lates to the rebate of duty on articles used in manufacture or produc- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. I think it is beyond question—I will not say beyond 
question, but undoubtedly the weight of authority would be against 
the construction put upon it by the Senator from Ohio. The section 
reads in this way: y 

Sec. 24. That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United 
States, there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback 
equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 per cent. of 
such duties. 

Now, I call attention to the fact that it is not a manufacture. Itis 
simply a process for the preservation of an article which is already in 
existence and to which there is nothing to be added. It simply pre- 
serves. The section continues: 


Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from domestic 
materials— 


Which is not the case here at all— 


the imported materials, or the parts of the articles made from such materials 
shall so appear in the completed articles that the quantity or measure thereof 
may be ascertained: And provided further, That the drawback on any article 
allowed under existing law shall be continued at the rate herein provided. 
That the ss materials used in the manufacture or production of articles 
entitled to drawback of customs duties when exported shall in all cases where 
drawback of duties paid on such materials is claimed, be identified, the quan- 
tity of such materials used and the amount of duties paid thereon shall be ascer- 
tained, the faets of the manufacture or production of such articles in the United 
States and their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the drawback 
due thereorf shall be paid to the manufacturer, producer, or exporter, etc. 


Now, it is manifest without any argument that salt can not be iden- 
tified. It is out of the very nature of the case that it should be, and 
I take it that it will hardly be contended seriously, after examination, 
that this clause was ever intended to apply to the case that is now 
pending before the Senate. it can not be carried out, and I do not 
think that such was ever the intention of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care to raise a question which it may not 
be necessary to raise, but the argument for retaining this proviso is a 
very simple one, and the Senate can decide it in less time t we can 
discuss the general clause as to whether it embraces this article. The. 
idea of retaining this proviso is that according to the fashion or at least 
according to the idea held in foreign countries it was thought that no 
pork could be really merchantable unless it was cured by a certain 
kind of salt. Whether that be true or not, and whether the American 
salt is not sufficient to the purpose, is not a question to be raised. Ifthe’ 
market demands a particular kind of salt for curing meats, it is but 
right that that salt should be used, although the American salt may 
be just as good, and therefore this provision no doubt was inserted by 
the House, and I think it is pow the law. 

Mr. VEST. The law of 1883?* 

Mr. SHERMAN. Therefore I donot see myself any objection to re- 
taining it where itis. But there was a difference of opinion, as has 
been said, about it. It is said now and insisted upon by the American 
salt producers that their salt is just as good as any English salt or any 
other kind of salt, and that therefore there is no reason for such a pro- 
vision as this. 

Mr. CULLOM. Those who export these meats say that they are re- 
quired, in order to find a market abroad, to use imported salt, and 
therefore whatever may be the fact with reference to the quality of the 
salt, it is certainly true that foreign salt has to be used in order to get 
our meats into markets. 

Mr. GRAY. Why? 
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Mr. CULLOM. Because they think abroad that their salt is better; 
I do not know what else. That is their claim. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Ohio states the whole case when he 
says that the American producers of salt, in New York especially, 
think that their salt is as good as English salt, and they want such legis- 
lation as will compel the meat exporters of the United States to use 
their commodity. That is just exactly the thing in this whole tariff 
scheme to which I object. Itis the use of the legislation of the United 


States for classes, without regard to the general interest of the con- | 


sumers throughout the country. We have it in every clause almost of 
this bill, certainly in every important clause in it; and here comes a 
class of people, and we have had a conspicuous example of it lately in 
Congress without referring to the particular bill, who want you to eat 
a certain thing because they make it and they are making money out 
of it, and come in, after they have failed to get a State law, to get Con- 
gress, which is the omnium gatherum of all the crankism in the entire 
country, to give them one, and say, ‘‘ Now give us an act of Congress, 
and make the people eat what we produce and shut all others out of the 
market; do not let a man say whether he thinks it is healthy or not; 


do not let him say whether it shall go into his stomach, but make | 
him take what we make, cram it down him, and put his money in our | 


pockets.’”’ That is what this Governmentis made for according to the 
new idea of things ! 

If the construction of the Senator from Ohio is correct, why is it 
not applied to fish? If meat is a manufactured article, why is not fish 
a manufactured article, and why is not the whole of this paragraph 
struck out here? Why do the committee retain the provision in re- 
gard to fish, making a discrimination in favor of the Atlantic seaboard, 
and strike out all existing legislation in favor of my constituents and 
the meat exporters of the West? 

I do not care to say anything generally upon the question of salt. 


I had supposed that the public sentiment of the country was in favor | 


of putting salt upon the free-list, and all the distinguished Senators 
upon the other side have at one time or another voted in favor of put- 
ting it on the free-list. 
distinguished himself in a very eloquent speech, in which he compared 
the salt trust of Onondaga County, New York, to the most odious 
monopoly that ever existed from the time of the Tudors, and he was 
supported by the Senator from Connecticut, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and others. I have got the list here, but I do not propose to 
read it to show any inconsistencies, because I think they have a per- 
tect right to change their opinion with changed conditions. But if 
they retain the same opinion, it seems to me they should say so; and 
I could read from speeches which furnish the most admirable arguments 
for the position I still hold, that salt should be put upon the free-list. 
They ought to be consistent, and vote with us now to put the whole 
commodity there. e 

I do not know—because I shall say nothing here of which I have not 
sufficient evidence to create moral conviction—I dé not know whether 
there is a salt trust in the United States to-day or not. I know there 
was one. I have before me an article from the New York Times, which 
created considerable excitement at the time it was published, giving 
all the particulars of the creation of a — trust to corner the product 
of the whole world. That was in 1888. It is headed ‘‘ The Salt 
Union, Limited.’’ It goes on to state that the great honse of Morton, 
Rose & Co.—Sir John Rose and Mr. Levi P. Morton—are at the head of 
what is called the Salt Union in Great Britain, and a large folio pros- 
— sets forth in detail the plans and objects. It is published in 
ndon, under date of October 8, 1888, and reads as follows: 


The share list will close on or before Friday, October 12. 
Messrs, Morton, Rose & Co. are authorized to invite applications for the 


shares and debentures of the Salt Union, limited, incorporated under the com- | 


panies’ acts, 1862 to 1888. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand that the Senator from Missouri is 
reading a statement to show that there is a salt trust in England ? 

Mr. VEST. I am going on, if the Senator would just possess his 
soul in patience for a minute, to show that this was followed by the 
application of this same scheme to the UnitedStates after the Novem- 
ber election in 1888. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have understood the Senator to declare several 
times that there was no such thing as a salt trust or any kind of a trust 
in England, and could not be. - 

Mr. VEST. I repeat every word I said in regard totrusts. I said 
that trusts did not exist in England, or if they did exist they could not 
be maintained in one case out of a thousand because of the enormous 
amount of capital that was required to corner the product of the whole 
world. It was undertaken in this case to corner the produce of the 
world with a capital ot $25,000,000. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question if he | 


will allow me to do so. 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. 


Mr. TELLER. Is not the Senator aware that there is a steel-rail | 


trust in Great Britain that includes all the manufacturers of Great 
Britain, all the manufacturers of Belgium, and all the manufacturers 
of Germany except one concern? 

Mr. VEST. There was such a combination or such a trust. 
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Mr. TELLER. 


There is now, is there not? 


| Mr. VEST. I do not know. 
Mr. TELLER. Has the Senator any information that it is broken 
up? 

Mr. VEST. I have heard that it was. I saw astatementin a paper 


that it was, but I do not know as tothat. But in regard to the salt 
trust I know it did exist, and I know it extended to the United States, 
I do not propose to read the whole of this article, but the object of the 
trust was set forth in these words 


The scope of this gigantic corporation is not limited to Great Britain. In the 
articles of incorporation it is declared as among the objects 

lo purchase or otherwise acquire, take over,and amalgamate all or any salt 

mines, works, lands, or undertakings, whether in the United Kingdom or else- 


where. 

Toenter into any arrangement with any Government or authorities, supreme 
municipal, local, or otherwise, and to obtain from any such Government or au 
| thority all rights, concessions, and privileges-which may seem conducive to 
the company’s objects or any of them. 

And the shares were placed with great rapidity at a premium of £5 
10s. on £10 shares, and it was a success unquestionably for a time, 
whether it exists nowornot. It was then extended, after the election, 
to the United States, and I hold in my hand an extract from au inter- 
view with Mr. Thurber, published in the New York Times and in the 
World, in which he says— 


ka Salt C 
Whyland 
that Burger 


That Mr. Burger was an agent for the Eure 
Higgin’s salt in this country As Thurber 


salt, somebody must have figured it out 


mpany which hendled 
& Co. had dealt in this 
represented the firm. 

He then went on to say that the trust' was made for the purpose of 
controlling prices in this country in order that there might not be ruin- 
ous competition. Whether that trust exists to-day or not I am unable 
tosay. Ina debate not long since had in another branch of Congress 
it was asserted by a large salt manufacturer, a member of that body 
from Michigan, that he was able to compete with foreign salt on the 
Atlantic seaboard and he wanted no duty upon hiscommodity; and 
whether this duty be large or small, even if it be infinitesimal, as a 
matter of principle it should not be retained upon that great necessary 
| of life. 

But what I rose to notice particularly was the unjust discrimination 
made against the pork-packers and the beef-packers of the United States 
by repealing the law of 1883. We then gave them a rebate when they 
used imported salt in the preparation of their commodities for the for- 
eign market. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President- 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Missouri 
markahle statements in reference to a trust 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg theSenator’s pardon 
know that he had the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I voted against putting salt upon 
the free-list because the experience in my part of the country is that 
salt is now about as low in price as can be. In fact, I think it is less 
now than it hasever been before. The salt at the Michigan salt works 
I understand sells at 42 cents a barrel, including the barrel, which 
makes about 20 cents for 280 peunds of salt. But I oppose the striking 
out of the provision relating to a drawback for the curing of meats, oa 
I agree with the Senator from Missouri that the paragraph found in 
section 24 of this bill will not apply tosalt, although it was hoped that 
in some way it might save salt in case this other proviso should be 
struck out. I hope we shall reach section 24 before the debate on this 
bill is closed, in order that we may by discussion and comparison of 
views ascertain just what that does apply tp, when it is ascertained 
| whether it is wise legislation, about which I have some doubt myseif. 
Mr. President, there are several pork-packing establishments in my 
| State which pack meats for the British market, and in every instance 
| they are required by their customers to use English salt, and they do 
use English salt. 1 do not know whether it is better than the best 
quality of Saginaw salt, but the pork-packers say that it enables them 
io give the meat a lighter color, and therefore it is desirable in the 
markets of Great Britain, where the meat is cured with the best Liver- 
pool salt. 

No hardships can occur to the manufacturers of salt in this country 
from this provision, because the American meat-packer would not use 
English salt but for thiscompulsion. The American salt is far cheaper 
than the English salt. I have before me letters from two pork-packers 
in my State who use English salt largely and American salt as well. 
American salt now costs in the city of Chicago $4.50 aton. The best 
Michigan salt, which is used by these pork-packers in packing meat 
| for the American market, costs $4.50 a ton. ‘The English salt in the 
| same market, without duty, costs $8.57 per net ton of 2,000 pounds. 
Thusin the Chicago market the American salt is to-day about one-half 
the price of the English salt without any respect to the duty. 

So it seems to me, in view of the fact that this is a very important 
industry, and in view of the fact also that these pork-packers would 
not use English salt but for the necessity of using it to secure the Eng- 
lish market, that this provisio as inserted by the House, which is the 
present law, should be retained. 

I may say also in this connection that there is a constant diminu- 
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tion of the amount ©/ salt imported into this country. The American | for taking up the time of the Senate I could prove it mathematically 
producers of salt seem to be in a situation to successfully have the | almost—has come from the discovery of new salt deposits and compe- 
American market even at the low prices I have named. I see by re- | tition in the United States, and the tariff has had nothing to do with it. 
ferring to the tables, which I will not quote from, that there is a con- | We should have had the same fall under free-trade absolutely, or under 
stant diminution in the amount of salt imported since 1880. an exclusive tariff. I had here, not long since, and have now at my 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, theSenatorfrom Missouri[ Mr. V rst] | residence, a pamphlet from Dr. Engelhart, of New York, in regard to 
made some assertions, as I understood him, with reference to a salt | salt discoveries recently made in that State. He says they have dis- 
trust, that at least were very surprising tome. I live in one of thesalt | covered there beds of rock-salt, from 40 to 90 feet in thickness, and they 
centers. I assert that there was an English trust insalt, and its object | are practically inexhaustible. I have seen in the western part of Loui- 
was to put up the price of salt, to control the market, and I assert | siana a salt deposit that would furnish salt for this world and five more 
that they attempted to extend that combination to this country and ab- | like it for an illimitable period. I use the word witha due sense of its 


solutely failed. Certain of the American producers were in favor of it, 
others were against it; and I know whereof I speak on that question, 
and except for the position of the American producers to-day we should 
have an English trust controlling the salt product of the United States. 

Our salt has reached a point where it is nearly as cheap as earth and 
I believe of as good quality as any of the salt that is produced else- 
where for the purpose of curing meat. It is the competition that is 
maintained in this country which holds it down to the present price. 
I ask the Senator from Michigan the price of salt now. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Fifty cents a barrel. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Fifty cents a barrel of 280 pounds, 

Mr. McMILLAN. And that includes the barrel. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And that includes the barrel; and that is worth 
how much ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. From 15 to 20 cents. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Fifteen to 20 cents, and thatis the great hardship 
that is imposed upon the people of the United States! Within ten 
years salt has depreciated in price at least 50 per cent. Ten years ago 
it was a dollar a barrel. 

Referring to the price that I gave in respect to salt, the Senator from 
Olio [Mr. SHERMAN] says that with 280 pounds to the barrel the re- 
sult is that the cost is about 10 pounds fora cent. In my judgment, 
in view of the quality of salt that is now manufactured in the United 
States, and the fact that it is necessary that the present position of the 
American manufacture should be maintained to prevent a salt trust 
originating on the other side, it would be eminently just and wise to 
encourage this industry, and so the aniendment should be adopted. 

When we come to consider the provision in reference to drawbacks 
on foreign materials which are used in manufactares, the provision 
which has been referred to by the Senator from Ohio, if it is thought 
wise to enlarge, it will be done, but it is extremely proper that any 
draw back which is to be allowed should be provided for in that provision 
upon ageneral policy which is to extend to and cover all articles which 
we import. 

Mr. VEST rose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator from Missouri desire the floor? 

Mr. VEST. Isimply want to state to the Senator that I made no 
ebarge that a salt trust in the United States is now existing. I repeat 
what I said before, that the English syndicate, which the Senator him- 
self says was complete, sent an agent to this country, a Mr. Burger, 
who was suecessful to a large degree both in Michigan and in New 
York in inducing the salt manufacturers to go into the trust. I have 
before me now dispateches—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. LI have this to add, that the attempted combina- 
tion was abandoned; that he was not successful in New York; I am 
not prepared to speak for Michigan. A very small proportion indeed 
of the manufacturers of salt in New York were willing to go into that 
combination. I may add asa contribution to the literature and the 
knowledge upon this subject that it is utterly impossible to cover the 
production of salt by any syndicate or by any combination. In the 
eounty of Onondaga, in which the Syracuse salt springs are situated, 
within the last four or five years, at a distance of some 23 or 24 miles 
south of what was supposed to be the salt deposit, or at least the point 
at which the salt-brine was pumped up, they have sunk shafts or wells 
to a considerable distance and struck solid rock-salt some 24 feet or 
more deep, and are now taking brine therefrom into the city of Syra- 
cuse for use in the manufacture of soda-ash, and we believe for use 
there is no limit to that immense field of salt in that county. 

They might succeed in forming a syndicate here in the United States 
that would include the present salt manufacturers, and it would sim- 
ply require the expenditure of sufficient money to sink another well 
on the part of some capitalist, and he would go into the manufacture 
of salt outside of the syndicate. 

Mr. TELLER. Thesame is true of Wyoming. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Colorado says the same is true 
of Livingston and Wyoming Counties, and I know that to be so. 

Mr. VEST. There is no question in regard to that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And I wantte add in this connection that the duty 
that has been maintained on salt is the controlling force which has de- 
veloped this salt production all over the United States. Perhaps I 
am too general when I say all over the United States, but in many of 
the areas in which it exists it has been stimulated by protection and 
investigation, and bas resulted in these new discoveries and in the 
further developments. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The fall in the price of salt—and I think if it were not 


meaning when I say the deposit is simply inexhaustible; there is no 
end to it. We have these same salt deposits allover the world. Eng- 
land has them in nearly the same abundance that we have. They are 
found in Asia, in Africa, everywhere. They have large salt deposits in 
my own State, and in Kansas, and in Arkansas, and in the Indian 
Territory, and in Texas, and all through the West, all through the new 
States. So the supply is inexhaustible. 

Now, why should we shut out foreign salt? We know that the dairy 
interests of the United States require it, and they will buy it, no mat- 
ter what the duty on itis. The idea obtains amongst the dairy people 
that the finer grades of English salt are absolutely necessary for good 
butter. My constituents in Kansas City and St. Louis will have En- 
glish salt for their meats, I do not care what duty you put upon it. 
They are determined to have it, because they have the idea, based 
upon experience, that it is the best salt they can use for their business. 

In regard to the trust, I do not care to say anything further than 
that if any credibility is to be given to the statements of the men en- 
gaged in forming this trust and extending it, after it was created in 
Great Britain, over the United States, a large number—whether a ma- 
jority or not I am not prepared tosay, but a large number—of the salt 
manufacturers of the United States agreed to go into it. I have be- 
fore me a dispatch from Detroit, dated March 18, 1889, stating that the 
salt manufacturers had held a meeting there and a majority had agreed 
to go into the combination: 


The idea is to shut down all works where fuel costs so much that there is 
only a narrow margin of profit, and the profit of each district to be regulated by 
the area it can control, this being, of course, regulated by freight rates. Mr. 
Burger is now in Saginaw— 


That was this English agent— 


and the details of the trust, or “syndicate” as it is called, as preferable to 
“trust,” are being arranged. The entire salt-producing territory of the country 
will be included & the trust, which is said to have a capital of $25,000,000 The 
advance in price of the commodity, under the manipulation of the trust, will 
be about 5 cents a barrel at the outset in the Michigan market. 

That was published in the New York Times of March 19, 1889, and 
the New York World of Mafch 21, 1889, has an interview with Judge 
Comstock, in which he stated that the trust was being extended over 
this country; and then with Mr. Thurber, who stated: 

We are simply forming an association of capitalists to’ purchase good salt- 
works, and with improved machinery and with an improved process of manu- 
facture we will turn out a better article at a much less price. We will have a 
eapital of $10,000,000, and I am sorry that, as the matter is not yet settled, I can 
not give you the names of the principal men in the association. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co.quirr], however, has 
a publication giving the names of the directors and stockholders and 
the mines they have purchased. I remember very distinctly—and that 
is all I know personally about it—that in the last Presidential cam- 
paign I went into West Virginia to make some speeches for the Demo- 
cratic party, and I went into the salt country, and I saw there wells 
abandoned. I talked with the people, as is the habit of a public man 
engaged in a canvass, in regard to the cause of there being no further 
manufacture of salt in that country, and they told me invariably, both 
business men and the common farmers in the neighborhood, whoseemed 
to feel it very acutely, that some sort of trust had taken all the wells 
in West Virginia and closed them down except one or two; I think one 
was then in operation. Whether those people were entirely mistaken 
or not, I am not, of course, prepared to say, but we do know ‘rom sta- 
tistics that the salt product of West Virginia has fallen off largely; that 
the wells have been closed up, and that something was at work, whether 
it was the competition from i or whether it was the operation 
of the trust that has brought about the status of things now existing. 

I will ask merely to put these statements in my remarks to show the 
basis of my opinion upon this question, and I close what I have tosay 
with simply repeating what has been so often said by the Senator from 
North Carolina [ Mr. VANck] when we have been told that the tax was 
so small that no attention should be paid to it, that it fell in such an 
infinitesimal degree upon the people of the United States that nobody 
felt it. I will not quote the language of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, who said if it was big enough to steal it was big enough to keep, 
but I will say that if it is worth while to put this tax on the people it 
is worth while to keep it off the people. 

The ages referred to are as follows: 

Levi P. Morton, the Republican candidate for Vice-President, is at the head 
of the great London banking house of Morton, Rose &Co. Sir John Rose, Mr. 
Morton’s partner in the firm, some days ago died suddenly in Scotland, leaving 
the burden of responsibility for the firm's doings upon Morton 

A large folio prospectus set forth in detail the plans and objects of Mr. Mor- 
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ton’s latest great business undertaking. 
of October 8, 1888: 

“The share list will close on or before Friday, October 12. Mess { 
Rose & Co. are authorized to invite applications for the shares and debentures 
of the Salt Union, Limited. Incorporated under the companies acts, 1862 to 
1888. Capital £3,000,000, in shares of £10 each, divided into 200,000 ordinary 
shares of £10 each, and 100,000 7 per cent. preference shares of £10 each. (Divi- 
dend payable out of the profits of each year.) Payable per share, £1 on appli- 
cation, £3 on allotment, £2o0n Ist November, 1888, £2 on Ist December, 1588, and 
£2 on Ist January, 1589. 

After the last payment the shares may be converted 
in any amounts not less than £10. 

‘About £900,000 of the ordinary share capital is subscribed by the vendors of 
salt properties and lands.” 

The scheme contemplated includes nothing less than the combination of a 
salt-producing industries of Great Britain and other countries into one giganti 
corporation for the purpose of increasing and maintaining the price of this staple 
necessary of Jife at figures which, according to the prospectus, will pay the 
vestors at least 20 per cent. dividends per annum. 

In the board of directors of this latest scheme of monopoly, t! Right Hon 
Lord Thurlow, P. C., stands at the head as chairman. Associated with him 
are the heads of several of the largest salt-producing companies and firms in 
England, and the following: Pascoe St. Leger Grenfell, of the firm of Morton 
Rose & Co.; John Corbett, member of Parliament; Hon. A. Lionel Ashley 
E. 8. Baring-Gould; Hon. Charles William Mills, member of Parliament ; 
Herman John Falk,and Walter Robinson, a director of the Great Western Lail- 
way Company. 

The projectors of the scheme have succeeded through theiragent, one Robert 
Fowler, in entering into contracts with the projectors of the great majority of 
the salt-producing works of Great Britain, the contracts bearing date all the 
way from July 9to October 6. In the language of the prospectus 

‘1. The object of the company is to consolidate the undertakings of the salt 
proprietors in the United Kingdom, with a view to ending reckless competition 
which injuriously affects the salt industry, without conferring any adequate 
advantage on the public. 

“9 The properties to be acquired or controlled by the company are of great 
extent and magnitude. Some ofthe salt firms have been established upward of 
a century; their salt brands are known throughout the civilized world, and the 
benefit of their personal business connections will for the most part be pre- 
served. The properties include freehold and leasehold salt, brine, and other 
lands, brine shafts, works, buildings, salt pans, railway sidings, tramways, and 
lines into works; steamers, boats, flats, barges, gas works, locomotives, railway 
trucks and vans, quays, landing stages, timber yards, fitting shops, warehouses, 
horses, ponies, vehicles, cottages for workmen, brick-yards, railway and river 
communication, and factories for making most of the articles required inthe 
trade, rendering the aggregate property one of the largest and most complete 
in the kingdom. 

“3. The following are the firms, companies, and persons between whom and 
Mr. Robert Fowler, of Victoria Mansions, Westminster, contracts and terms 
for sale and purchase, or leasing, or renting, have been made. [Here follows 
a list of 64 firms, companies, and persons. } 

“Other properties are under offerto the said Robert Fowler, prices are being 
adjusted, and the offers may become contracts atany moment. In the case of lim- 
ited companies, the agreements are subject to formal confirmation by the share 
holders.’ 

In the article setting forth the inducements to subscribers to shares it is 
stated that ‘“‘the highest price of common salt during the Jast ten years has 
been 7s. per ton at the works, the lowest 2s, 3d., the average price about 5s. 6d. 
For East Indian salt the highest price has been 13s., free on board, the lowest 
6s. 3¢. In 1872the price of common salt reached 20s. per ton, and did not fal! to 
7s. per (on until 1876. The average price during the four years 1872, 1873, 1474, 
1875, was over Ils. perton. The shipments of salt in 1875, when the price was 5 
per ton tmnore than in 1887, were larger than in 1887. In 1885~-'86 East Indian salt 
was sold at 13s, per ton, free on board, and that price could easily be obtained 
and maintained, or even a higher one, without any detriment to the trade. 

“It has been long evident to all conversant with the salt trade that the only 
bar to its great suceess has been disunion among its members, During the in- 
terval that associations have prevailed large fortuneshave been made. 
company, by uniting practically all the various works, will secure that unity 
which has been lacking,and will, by preventing reckless competition, secure 
prices for salt which, while most amply paying all the shareholders, will not be 
felt burdensome by the purchaser. Few trades in the country : capable of 
being so easily united and worked, and no trade can earn such good dividends 
without raising prices to a prohibitory or injurious point. The company will 
begin by earning good dividends.” Inatable ofstatistics showing the shipments 
of Cheshire salt in the ten years from 1878 to 1887 inclusive it appears that there 
were exported to “‘ United States (North), 1,524,238 tons; United States (South), 
711,329 tons,”’ and that the total exports were 10,894,880 tons. The shipments to 
the United States, North and South, were greater than the home consumption 
of Great Britain and over twice as large as the exports to any other conntry ex- 
cept the East Indies. 

The produce of rock-salt, white salt made from brine, and salt contained in 
brine used for making alkali under Solvay’s process, in 1887, amounted to 
2.206.951 tons. 

With these figures for a basis it is set forth that: ‘Taking the estimated pro- 
duction of the works acquired by the company at 2,000,000 tons per annum, an 
average profit of 5s, per ton would yield annually £500,000. Dedueting interest 
on debenture stock, £45,000, and dividend on preference shares, £70,000—total, 
£115,000—would leave £335,000, or nearly 20 per cent. per annum, available for 
reserve fund and dividend upon the ordinary share capital.” 

The entire cost of all the properties acquired and the expenses of organizing 
the monopoly are stated at £3,704,519. 

The scope of this gigantic corporation is not limited to Great Britain. 
articles of incorporation it is declared as among the objects: 

To purchase or otherwise acquire, take over, and amalgamate all or any salt 
— works, lands, or undertakings, whether in the United Kingdom or else- 
where. 

To enterintoany arrangements wit':any Government or authorities, supreme, 
municipal, local, or otherwise, and to obtain from any such Government orau- 
thority all rights, concessions, and privileges which may seem conducive to the 
company’s objects or any of them. 

Mr. Morton’s success in placing the shares of this salt monopoly is testified 
to by the fact that they are already quoted at £5 10s. premium on £10 shares. 


A SALT TRUST ORGANIZED—TO CONTROL THE PRODUCT OF THE WHOLE COUNTRY 
A COMBINATION WITH A CAPITAL OF $25,000,000 TO SUSTAIN THE MARKET. 


Derroir, Micu., March 18, 

The latest contribution to thesystem of trusts is the great American Salt Trust, 
now in process of incubation. 

Northern and Western markets are largely overstocked with salt, there being 
at least one-fifth as much in the hands of manufacturers waiting for purchasers 
as could supply the whole country for one-third of the year, and it could be 
readily bought (at the works) at the average Liverpool price for the same grade. 

Last year Michigan produced 4,243,264 barrels of salt, and the manufacturers 
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$25,000,000. The advance in price of the commodity, under th 
the trust, will be about 5 « tsa barrel at the outsetin the Michigan n 
Times, March 19, 1889, . 

And the New York World of March 21, 18 
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Nothing has so stirred the 1 ifacturing and seral busing 
Syracuse as the report to-day that a national salt syndicate was bei 
and that the Onondaga reservation manufacturers were to join it Ch 
industry on the Ono ga reservation has not been profitable for years, on a 
of strong competitiofi at Warsaw and in the Michigan fields, the cost 
fuel being the chief drawback 

Che utmost secrecy has been observ the 
the individual manufacturers, but it ed that only a short t 
H. Burger, who represents the capitalists interé lin the trust, bot 
and American, was in Syra ake negotiati that a secret 1 
the salt men was held and general consent was obtained by Mr. Burger for them 
to join or sell out to the syndicate, ont t 


il 





count 


the 


1s len 


large companies a 


m ao 
h Englis! 
neeting ot 


use to m 


ms; 

















he ground thatevery manufacturer would 

be benefited by an increase in prices, It was agreed on Mr. Burger's departur 
that the matter should be kept from publication until he had made satisfact 
arrangements with the Michigan manufacturers, which seems to have be« 
completed. The Onondaga reservation salt interests are virtually governed 
by the American Dairy Fine Salt Company and the Onondaga Coarse Sal 
sociation. Judge George F. Comstock is the presidentand J. W. Barker t) 
secretary of both corporations, and it was throu Jue Comstock that Mr 
Burger succeeded in getting the manufacturers interested, it is said 

Judge Comstock said to-day You may say that I believe it to be true tl 


there are capitalists who profess at least a desireto buy upand consolidate the 
leading salt interests in this city, and that so ts liv 1 Ey 
land, Some ofthem live in New York. yi med 





me of these capitalis 
rheir view, if l am cx 
is that there are economies attainable in the un 








on of these i h will 
enable them to make reasonable profits out of the business. The salt trade—! 
mean the domestic salt trade in this country—has, to my knowledge, beena ! 
ing trade for several years I have on my handsa large amount of salt-mar 
ufacturing property which I hold under a trust to sell forthe benefit of a lar 


number of parties who are creditors 



























and stockholders of corporations, and | 
will sell it if I can get a fair price. The newspapers may like it or not, just as 
they please. Thescheme referred t note t Itis notan Er sh con- 
trol that is contemplated 1c control will be in the United Stat 

Judge Comstock said further that the story of $25,000,000 of st i avr 
dicate was at least double the amount expected to be rais In} pin 
$10,000,000 would be nearer correct. The whole amount wi ’ 
will include a greater part of salt interests in this locality. H \ it able to 
state the figure for which the entire amount was offered, and perha 1 not 
be inclined to tell if he could, 

‘Was this movement started in the West?’ was asked 

No. The Michigan flelds are only « of tue salt t ts of t 
which it is proposed to obtain. From the reports it ! ’ it a 
factory price has been agreed upon thers 

“When was the syndicate formed’ 

It is not fully formed yet An agentof the English capitalists ha 
this country witha view to uniting with New York men 

‘J.G. Wynkoop, secretary of the Salt Spring Solar Salt Company, said that! 
company was outside of the Onondaga Salt Association, to which 
other companies belonged. He was not fully infor las to th 

It is reported that in the end the Onondaga re ut ” 
down entirely on account of the inereased cost of 1 ifacture o ther fields 

The Thurbers having no longer an biect ne ti t rar n th 
business, Mr. F. B. Thurber stated to a World reporter: ** We are simply form 
ng an‘association of capitalists to pu » good salt rks, and withim proved 
machinery and with an improved process of manufacture vill turn out a 
better article at a much less price. We wil! have a capital of $10,000,004 id i 
am sorry that, asthe matter is not yet settled, I can not give you th i a « 
the principal men in the association.” 

It is noticeable that the prime movers in tl Amer I re * 
giish capitalists,’ the Thurbers, leading yrters of En sh salt nd the de 
caying “fine salt”’ industry of Syracu while one salt: turer not 
interested, the Salt Springs Solar Salt Company, represen th solar salt 
industry, the only one legitimately profitable of late years on the Onondaga 
reservation; also that Mr. Thurber’s unctuous disclaimer of the probability of 
higher prices for salt is directly at variance with the plan upon which M 
Burger, the general agent in charge of the matter, is proceeding in Michigan, 
where an immediate raise is promised. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only desire to say a few words. 


In the first place, I want to say, as to the provision referred to here 
by the Senator from Ohio as co\ ring this question, that on a sugg 
tion of that kind made by a member of the committee I forwarded it 
to parties interested in the exportation of salt meats and called their 


attention to it, and they decided that so far as they rned it 
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did not meet the case, and that they would get no drawback under that 
provision reterred to by the Senator from Ohio. 

If this drawback is to be given at all, it ought to be given where this 
provision applies that is proposed to be stricken out by the committee. 
I think the proviso ought to be reinstated, because it seems to meclear, if 
we are disposed in any instance to favor exporters of agricultural prod- 
ucts, we ought to be willing to allow the law to remain as it is. To 
show what I said a moment ago, that it made no difference with the 
home product whether this provision remained in or out, for the rea- 
son that it is a fact, as stated by these people who export, that the 
purchasers in the foreign countries require absolutely the use of the 
foreign salt in curing the meats which our people export, I desire to 
read simply a clause in a letter which I have from a very honorable 
gentleman connected with this business, in which he says: 

The foreign trade demands products cured with imported salt and will lake 
no other, The exporter would gladly use domestic salt if he could. With a 
rebate he could, as things now are, make more by using the domestic salt if 
the foreign trade would take provisions so cured, but it will not, 

Now that is the declaration of a gentleman connected with a very 
large export business of both cured pork and beef. They have been 
carrying on that trade for a good many years, and the assertion is abso- 
lutely that the purchasers in foreign countries will not take the prod- 
uct that they ship to them—cured pork or beef—unless it is cured by 
foreign salt. 

Now, if that is so, it will do no good to our home manufacturers of 
salt to strike that provision out of the bill, because simply the export 
trade would cease unquestionably for the time. Whether inthe fut- 
ure a different state of things might prevail or not Iam not able to 
say, but so it is at present. The export trade demands this foreign 
salt. 

The question simply is whether we are willing to do anything to cut 
off that trade, or whether we will not stand by the law as it exists, 
and vote against the amendment proposed by the committee. 

So far as this general discussion is concerned, I have always been in 
favor of protection, and in favor of protecting salteven, as I have voted 
at previous sessions as well as at the present; but this is not a ques- 
tion of protecting American salt. It is more a question of protecting 
our American people engaged in the shipment of our products to foreign 
countries; and it seems to me we ought to be willing to allow the pro- 
vision to stand as it is in the law. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President, I hope that this proposed 
amendment of the Committee on Finance will be adopted. I think 
the Senator from Illinois rade a very correct statement just now, that 
this rebate is in the interest of the American packers. I think, sir, 
that is all there is of this proposition. It may be that foreign pur- 
chasers of our beef and pork prefer to have them packed with toreign 
salt. It is undoubtedly true that our salt is just as good as foreign 
salt, but the foreign market may prefer meats packed with foreign 
salt. Llowever, I insist that the statement of theSenator from Illinois 
is absolutely correct, that this proposition to grant a rebate is purely in 
the interest of a dozen or so American packers. The packers do not 
pay one cent more for a steer because they get this rebate. Our 
ple at home get no rebate from the salt which they use in packing their 
beef. 

I have here the reports from the custom-housesof St. Louis, Chicago, 
Boston, and New York, showing the amountof rebate paid to American 
packerson foreign salt. They are very voluminous.’ I merelystatethe 
fact that I have the statistics here. During the last five years there 
has been paid to a few American packers, whose names you can count 
upon the fingers of your two hands, $257, 175.97. 

I submit that our American packers have been very successful in the 
pursuit of their business, and if all our consumers of salt who prefer 
to use the foreign salt have to pay this duty upon foreign salt without 
a rebate, I insist that these half-dozen or twenty gentlemen through- 
out the country who ge the full benefit of this rebate can very well 
afford to leave this $257,000 in the Treasury. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question? He gives the sta- 
tistics, as I heard him imperfectly, of the amount of rebate that has 
been allowed to the packers. ~ 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Can the Senator give us the amount of imported salt 
in bond that has been used by the fishermen under this legislation? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, I have not those figures. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to see them. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Upon the general subject of salt, at the time 
referred to by the Senator from Georgia a short time ago, the price of 
salt in those days was from twoand a half to three dollars abarrel. I 
will state that Michigan last year produced 4,500,000 barrels of salt, 
which has been sold at from 48 to 56 cents a barrel, including the bar- 
rel, which cost abeut 21 cents, The price of salt is certainly not very 
oppressive. The production of salt in Michigan was stimulated by the 
duty which was imposed, and the present low price, I think, is entirely 
due to the enactment of that duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator what the price of salt in 
bulk is in Chicago, and what hasit been for the last four or five years ? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The price of foreign salt ? 
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Mr. ALLISON. American salt used by o-r packers, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Ido not think the American salt is handled 
in bulk, 

Mr. ALLISON. I, of course, do not know, but I have before me a 
letter trom an American packer, a packer in my own State, who says 
that he buys salt in bulk in Chicago at $4.50 a ton, used in packing. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It is possibly shipped direct to packers in 
that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read the letter if necessary. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to say one word in regard to the 
salt trust, to which the Senator from Missouri has alluded. I know 
very well the president of our Michigan salt trust, a very distinguished 
Democrat, and a very fine, able business man. I know that he spent 
some time in New York with these foreign parties negotiating with 
regard to a trust, but I also know that, while time was spent in that 
negotiation, no trust was formed embracing our American producers. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator -trom Illinois takes the floor, I 
desire to read a letter received by me from T. M. St. Clair & Co. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Will the Senator from Iowa excuse me one 
moment? He asked me a question which I was unable to answer. I 
now state upon the authority of a gentleman from the Saginaw salt re- 
gion that bulk salt is sold in Saginaw to packers at about’$2.40 a ton. 

Mr. ALLISON. In Saginaw? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, At $2.40 a ton, in Saginaw. 

Mr. ALLISON. That isabout 10cents a hundred. St. Clair & Co., 
who are large packers for the foreign market in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 
state in this letter: 

We would add to what we have previously mentioned that we can buy fine 
American salt for packers’ purposes at $1.50 in Chicago, in bulk, perton. En- 
giish saltis at present costing us 25s. in Liverpool; freight to Chi l4s., mak- 
ing 40s. per longton. This makes $8.57 per ton of 2,000 unds laid down in 
sacks at Chicago. Deduct $1 per ton for sacking, and we have $7.50 per ton in 
bulk without duty, as compared with $4.50 for the American salt. 

I merely read this letter for the purpose of showing that American 
packers would not use foreign salt if they were not compelled to do 
so in order to meet the demands of the English market. 

I have here a letter from Mr. Burt, which I find among my papers, 
who is a leading manufacturer of salt in Michigan, and, I suppose, well 
known to gentlemen on the other side. He is a very prominent Dem- 
ocrat. Hestates in this letter, which I shall not read, that the American 
saltis as good as the English salt, but the English purchasing agents 
require the meat to be packed in foreign salt, thus forcing the packers 
to use imported salt to a certain extent. I merely show that this is a 
recognized fact among the producers of salt as well as the packers of 
the United States. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me simply to make a sug- 
gestion which will throw some light on the inquiry made by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, I think, in reference to the amount of salt used 
for curing fish? I havea table in my hand which states that the total 
imports and withdrawals for consumption, curing fish, amount to 105,- 
502,527 — the value of which is given at $106,955.88. I thought 
perhaps it might be a partial answer to the inquiry made by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

I desire to add that it is not a question of preference on the part of 
these exporters of cured meats at all. Itis a question of necessity. I 
have information from gentlemen engaged in the business that they 
would prefer touse the American salt, because they can get it cheaper, 
but as a matter of fact they are in this trade and do not want to lose 
it, and they do not wish the Con of the United States to legislate 
in such a way as will cut them off from the foreign trade. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I can not consent to depart from 
the consideration of this paragraph without a single word with respect 
to the very peculiar position taken by my friend from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON ], and it gives the very best possible illustration of the doctrine 
of protection gone to seed. When you come to compare the Senator’s 
vote in favor of a protective duty on salt with his argument or state- 
ment showing the fact thatit is absolutely necessary, for the packing 
of meats in this country for export, that the foreign salt should be pur- 
chased and used for that purpose, notwithstanding it costs double what 
American salt costs, what is the conclusion ? 

Although the protected American salt should stand by the car-load 
at the door of the packing-house, it could not be used even when the 
foreign salt, as he states, costs double the price of the American salt, 
and yet he is willing to impose a duty upon imported salt in order that 
goods for the use of the American consumer shall be compelled 
ee ee ee eee 

uty 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator of course does not want to misstate 
me. He ee ee what I said. I stated that the for- 
eign consumer upon salt, although the American salt is 
justas good and so recogn can be forhalf the amount; 
and the American salt is used wholly in United States for 
Se esa consumption. So the statement of the rr 
New Jersey as respects my position in that particular is quite ere 
roneous, 
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The Senator from Michigan [Mr. SrocKBRIDGE] has stated tbat 
(American salt for packing purposes can be had at $2.40 a ton at Sagi- 
naw. The concurrent testimony is that all packers use American salt | 
for American consumption and that it is just as good. We have used | 
in the United States 11,000,000 barrels of American salt in the last | 

| 
} 
| 
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year and less than a million and a half barrels of foreign salt. So itis 
perfectly apparent tbat this question of the use of Liverpool salt is an 
English prejudice, it may be, but at least they exclude American salt. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Itis a prejudice you are bound to respect, how- | 
ever, in order to make a market for your packed products. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; that is what I said. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It seems to me that the Senator's argument | 
does not hold together very weil. In the first place, he imposes a duty 
upon salt which, if it has any purpose or meaning at all, is to increase 
the price of salt in this country, and to that extent it increases the cost 
of American meats to the American consumer. Now, we turn to the 
foreign salt, and he says that the American salt is just as good for the 
packing of foreign meats. The facts are against the Senator’s propo:i- | 
tion. The evidence is that we can not sell our meats in any foreign 
market except when pacl:ed with foreign salt. Therefore, that dis- 
poses of the whole question. We may use any kind of hypothesis we | 
please, if the fact remains, and we are confronted with that tact, we 
shall have to adapt ourselves to the circumstances. We must import 
foreign salt and pay the duty, and such increased price on the Amer- 
ican salt as the duty compels. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, a single word only. Unless we 
propose by this legislation to discriminate against the packers of pork 
and beef for export and in tavor of other classes of manufacturers who 
produce goods for export, the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Finance ought not to be agreed to, for I think it is perfectly clea: 
to any Senator who will read the twenty-fourth section that it does 
not coverthiscase. It willapply, of course, to machinery which is com- 
posed of separate parts and many other articles, perhaps, which can be 
produced in this country and exported; that is to say, articles so con- | 
structed that the different parts may be separated, and it may be de- | 
termined what was made from a domestic product and what was made | 
from an imported product. 

Now, upon the other question, as to the price of salt in this country 
and the compulsion which rests upon the packers of our pork and beef 
to useimported salt in order to sell their products abroad, I haveonly | 
this tosay: The Senator from Iowa has stated that imported salt is 
used by our pork and beef packers simply because of the fact that it 
is demanded by the purchasers of their products abroad, although he | 
says that the price of American salt of as good a quality is only one-half 
that of the imported salt. If this be true, and I have no doubt it is, it 
may account for the importation of the foreign salt for use by our pork 
and beef packers, but no Senator has undertaken toaccount for the im- 
portation—quite a large one, too, as appears from the statistics furnished 
by the Senator from Lllinois—by the packers of fish for export. 

I submit to Senators upon the other side that if the effect of the pro- | 
tective tariff has been, as they claim, to bring down the price of salt in 
this country below the price of the same product of salt abroad, why | 
is it that the American fishermen and the packers of fish import for- 
eign salt and use it in packing theirarticles? This fact can not be ex- | 
plained except upon the hypothesis that foreign salt is cheaper without | 
the duty than the American salt. When they import the foreign salt 
and use it in curing their fish and export the fish, they receive back, 
under the present law, either 90 or 99 per cent.—under this bill 99 per 
cent.—thus getting, as they understand it at least, their salt cheaper | 
than they could buy the American salt. 

Mr. President, I deny absolately that the reduction of the price of | 
salt in this country or the reduction of the price of any other article 
has been brought about by the imposition of protective duties. It has 
been brought about, as was stated by the Senator from Missouri, by 
the discovery of new sources of supply, by the employment of new | 
processes. Why, sir, in the State of New York, where, as the Senator | 
from that State has already stated, they have discovered a mine of rock- | 
salt which can be taken out simply by quarrying, like stone, out of 
the earth; and at other places in the State of New York where the 
water belongs to the State, and every man has a right to use it by pay- 
ing a small royalty, the salt is actually made in tanks by evaporation 
from the heat of the sun, with no considerable manual labor. 

The salt deposit in the State of Louisiana had been alluded to, where | 
nothing is to be done except quarrying, and I believe the product is | 
98 or 99 per cent. pure salt. Inthe State of Michigan, which, as every- | 
body knows, is a great lumber-manufacturing State, the general rule is 
that the salt-works are carried on in connection with the saw-mills, and | 
the cost of the production of salt is greatly reduced by the use of slabs 
and sawdust as fuel, materials which otherwise would be entirely 
wasted. 

It is these things, the discovery of new processes, the discovery of | 
new sources of supply, the utilization of this waste material in Michi- | 
gan, the evaporation of the water by the heat of the sun in the State | 
New York, and many other causes which have brought down the price 
of salt here, and not a protective tarift. 

But, Mr. President, suppose the protective tariff had brought it 
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| or fifteen years between two and three hundred million doll: 


| It shows that the people made a bad contract, 


| England, and there has been a salt trust there for years. 


sider the cause of depression in British trade. 
| souri said that he had seen somewhere in a newspaper that the trust 
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down, suppose the protective tariff had reduced the price of pig-iron, 
steel rails, and many other articles which I might mention, as claimed 
by our friends upon the other side; how much have the people of thi 
country paid for it, and when are they to receive the dividends upon 
the money which they have paid in the form of increased prices fo 
these products? It is estimated by Mr. David A. Wells, Edward At 
kinson, and Mr. A. b. Faquahar, three accomplished statisticians who 
have given this subject patient and thorough investigation, that the 
people of this country have been paying from fifty to eighty million 
dollars per annum more for pig-iron alon | f your tariffthan 
they would have been compelled to pay without it. It« 






n be shown 
last twelve 
irs more 
and still they are not 
Although we have paid from fifty to eighty 


for steel rails than they were selling for abroad, 
down to the foreign price. 


million dollars more for pig-iron, that is not yet down to the foreign 
price. 
Everybody can see that in order to reimburse the people for the 


money which they have expended on account of the increased prices 
these products must not ouly fall hereafter and remain for all time 
to come at the foreign price, but they must go below it so the people 
can receive some dividends upon the money which they have invested. 
They can receive those dividends in no other way than by a reduc- 
tion in the prices of the goods which they are compelled to buy and use 

Undoubtedly, the imposition of this duty upon salt in the first in 
stance was to increase its price, and I think it can scarcely be denied 
that its maintenance now is at least to keep up the price at the present 
figure. How long, then, I say, before our people—assuming, for the 
sake of argument, that the price has been somewhat reduced by the 
protective tariff—are to get back again, by reason of reduced prices 
below the foreign price, the extra money they have paid? This isa 
feature which our friends upon the other side never seem to consider. 
Mr. President, when 
they went into partnership with the producers of these articles to pay 
them increased prices for their products upon their promise that here- 
after they would reduce them. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, to hear the Senator from Kentucky 
one would suppose that the price of salt was alarming. Does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky know the price of a barrel of salt at the great salt- 
producing points of the United States? The cost ofa barrel to put the 
salt in is from 18 to 20 cents. That is labor, at least, practically all 
labor. The price of the salt is about 30 cents. Salt has been selling 
at various points in the United States where it was produced, with the 
barrel included, at from 47} to 55 cents for several years. ‘Two hun- 
dred and eighty pounds of salt have been sold to the consumer at re- 
tail for $1 a barrel in nearly all points in the United States. 

A good many years ago, quite early in the history of this country, 
we had free salt, and salt went to $4 a barrel, with just as much salt 
in the country as there isnow. The truth was that all the American 
manufacturers of salt shut up and then the foreign producers of salt 
put up the price. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. TELLER. 
learn something 
questions. 

The Senator from Missouri admitted that there was a 
England. 


When was that, Mr. President? 
That was right after the war of 1812. 

{ was not here then. [ Laughter. | 
No, the Senator was not here; but the Senator might 
by the study of the history of the country upon these 


salt trust in 
I suppose nobody will deny that there is a salt trust in 
I do not sup 
pose anybody familiar with the economic conditions of Great Britain 
will deny to-day that nearly every great manufacture there is con 
trolled by a trust. There are trusts to sell in Great Britain and trusts 
tobuy. They have trusts to procure for themselves the raw material 
as cheaply as possible, to prevent competition, and then they have 
trusts in all departments of manufactures for the purpose of creating a 
price to suit themselves. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into any discussion of the 
tariff question, but the Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from 
Missouri are very much disturbed about the price of American stee 
rails, They seem to have forgotten that the stimulus we gave to the 


| rail manufacture in this country has lowered the price of rails the world 


over. It was stated before the British Commission in 1885 that devel 
opment in the steel industry in the United States had exceeded that o1 
anything in the world. That isa fact which everybody who has gis 
the slightest attention to these subjects understands. 

[simply want to call the attention of the Senate for a moment to 
the steel-rail trust as detailed in 1885 before the commission to con 
The Senator from Mis 


en 


had broken up. Ifso, it has broken up within a few months. Th 


fact is that it isin full existence to-day. A witness came before the 
commission and was asked this question: 

Can you give us any information with regard to the assoviatior h we 
understand has been formed for the purpose of distributing the order ived 


for the manufacture of rails” 
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He replied 


I had someti 
itsince, It wa 
at less than 
partics sellin 
were require a the 
im previous years, 


ne to do with the origin of that association, and the conduct of 
» formed two years ago, at which time steel rails were being sold 
L4 per ton at the works, that price, I believe, being a loss to the 
- them varying from 5s, to 10s.aton, The quantity of rails that 
n had falien off to only about one-third of what it had been 
we were all of us working nothing like half time, and when 
orders came in it became a question, is it better to take these orders ata known 
loss or let the works stand and have an indirect loss in that way? The compe- 
tition became so keen that we got down to less than £4 a ton at the works. 
After some time the makers in England, all except one firm, agreed to join the 
aseociation, and it was decided to endeavor to associate the Belgians and the 
Germans with us as being the only two countries that exported rails. 


i will say that later France exported some rails and so did Germany 
and so did Austria. I call attention to the way this trust met that 
exportation of rails from countries cutside of the association: 

It ended, alter taking the figures of three years of the exports from the three 
countries, that Great Britain kept 66 per cent. of theentire export trade. Bel- 
gium had 7 per cent. and Germany 27 per cent. 

Later I believe they changed it and gave Germany more and Great 
Britain less. In fact, he states that right here; I thought it was stated 
in another place: 


We have since modified the division a very little, and given Germany | or 2 
= cent. more and Belgium one-half per cent. less; but in effect this country 
is reserved two-thirds of the export trade. Thenextthing that we hadto do, 


having acreed upon what proportion each country was to have of the orders of 
the world, was to agree amongst ourselves how we should divide those orders, 
and we thereupon assessed the capabilities of each work, each company repre- 
senting a certain number of parts out of one hundred parts. 

The effect of this has been that we have gone on for two years dividing the or- 
ders in something like a proper proportion, and we have mupeteiaes a priee of 
£4 15s. a ton at the works, it having been, when we began, £ 


Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator read from? 

Mr. TELLER. I read from the evidence in the report of the royal 
commission appointed to inquire into the depression of trade and in- 
dustry, and I have just read paragraph 2271, the testimony of Mr. I. 
T. Smith, December 17, 1885. 

Paragraph 2272, the question is: 

The purehaser bas nothing to say, has he,as to what make it shall be,whether 
itshall be Belgian,German, or British? Yes: wedo consult the convenience of 
the purchaser to a very large extent, and we have had no difficulty inar ing 
that, because if a purchaser preferred English rails we should i in Eng- 
land, and as far as we could we should give it to the company which the pur- 
chaser preferred to deal with, if the position of the works and so on was more 
cop venient than thatof others. Wesometimes get a great deal more than our 
proportion, because customers prefer to deal with Engiand, and as we get ahead 


we try to influence orders to go to Germany and Belgium to level us down to 
our fair proportion. 


There is a good deal of very interesting testimony in connection with 
this report which I will not take the time of the Senate to read. Mr. 
Dale asks the question: 


Your association is charging more than they really need to charge for profit? 
We are not charging much profit. 


That is paragraph 2278. Now paragraph 2279: 
What would be the position of a man opening a new firm? The position of 
aman opening a new firm would be, that if he would not join the union we 


should have to put our price to the point that would prevent other people com- 
ing into it, 


Into the work. ° 
The point to which we regulate our price isto minimize competitionas much 


as we can, 
2288. The price would have been about £4, then, according to the figure 

have given? Under the extreme competition that was going on just at the the the 
we started it was about £4, and we put the price up to £4 L5s., but we have only 
realized about £4 15s., because there have been a good many cases in whieh we 
have had to compete ‘with France, and one or two cases in which we have had 
to compete with Austria, and when any firm supplies rails under the standard 
price ihe price is made up out of the ante of the association. 


. * 


2301. But then you still have the fact cia you that you have willingly sur- 
rendered to Germany, oe period I have named, 246,000 tons ? have 
willingly surrendered, that is true; but ave should have had probably to sur- 
render an equal —, if we had gone on competing and to have surrendered 
it ata less price. The share of work given to the Germans and Belgians in the 
last two years is based upon giving them the share that they took in 1881, 1382, 
and 1883, in competition with us. 


I want to call attention now to how the competition works: 


2360. With regard to the firms outside the union, are their prices less than those 
in the union or about the same; do they fluctuate in accordance with your 
prices? They fluctuate to some extent, because when we know that rails are 
required in a district where such a firm is well situated to supply them, we put 
some of our members in a condition to compete, and make up the difference in 
— . . - + * . * 

2353. Would you kindly say in what way you put the members of the union 
ina condition to compete’ If rails are required in the hborhood of the 
works of a firm that is outside the association, and we havea 50 or 100 miles 
away who could execute the orderand whose turn it was to have the order, and 
whose works required the order, we should allow that firm to quote as nearly 
as possible what we thought would be the andif this firm had taken the 
order at 3s., 4*., or 5s, less than our stand: price we shou:d make up that — 
to them, and in that way the standard price of £4 15s, has been reduced, as 
you, to £3 13s, ; it costs us 2s. all arow 


That is all I desire to read on that point; and I will suggest to the 
Senator from Kentucky, who is alarmed about the.price of salt, that it 
is very probable this English salt trast would be quite able to control 
the American market fora few years until the American salt enter- 
prises were 

Mr. President, ev ery nation ought to produce its own salt. It is as 


absolutely essential to national existence in time of war as that it should 
produce its own gunpowder, or that it should produce its own clothing, 
or its own food. The Senator from Kentucky says he does not think 
this system has been the result of a tariff. Possibly not, but at all 
events we puta tariff on salt, and the American consumer in very many 
places is buying salt for less than the tariff price. Yet the Senator as- 
sumes now in the remarks he has just made that the continuance of 
the duty on salt is adding to the price to the American consumer. 

Two years ago I went over this salt subject very carefully. I have 
not the figures before me now, but the expense, the outlay the ordi- 
nary family makes for salt is so absolutely inconsequential that it does 
not pass into the calculation of the head of the family as to its cost, 
unless he is a farmer and uses the salt as a fertilizer. Then, if he is 
near a great center of salt production, like Western New York, like 
Michigan, or points in the extreme West, he can get it so cheap that 
it is practically valueless, I may say, especially when he takes the in- 
ferior product, or what is called the waste product of the salt- works. 

The Senator from Kentucky says that there is practically no labor in 
salt; they just quarry it out. If they quarry it, itis labor. Of every 
barrel of salt more than one-half what it sells for in this country rep- 
resents labor. At least 35 per « 2:nt. of the direct cost of the salt in the 
various manufactories is laber. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Allow me one moment, and I shall not prolong 
the discussion further so far as I am concerned. I am not alarmed to 
any considerable extent about the price of saltin thiscountry. I have 
conceded, and cheerfully concede, that the price of salt has fallen very 
greatly in this country, as I think it has all over the world in salt- 
producing countries. My contention simply was that the tariff had 
not reduced the price, and I was responding to the statement made by 
the Senator from Iowa and other Senators on that side in explanation 
of the fact that our pork and beef packers purchase foreign salt. 

My answer to that argument was that it did not show that Ameri- 
can salt would be purchased if it were not for this compulsion, because, 
as I said, the packers and exporters of fish, who are under such com- 
pulsion, actually purchase and use the foreign salt, as shown by the 
statistics submitted by the Senator from Illinois. I assume, and think 
it is safe to assume, that the people engaged in that business under- 
stand their own interests, and understand the effect of their own busi- 
ness transactions, and would not purchase the foreign salt in preference 
to the American salt, one being as good as the other, unless they got 
the foreign salt cheaper than the American salt. That was the whole 
of my argument on this subject. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not want to prolong this debate or 
eceupy any more time upon it, but I am very much struck with the 
similarity of the argament that is compelled in the championship of 
privileged classes the world over. The Senator from Colorado, in mak- 
ing an argument in favor of this salt-producing trust or monopoly in 
the United States, does not differ at all from his confréres on the other 
side of the Atlantic. 

I saw ashort time ago an extract from an English paper in which 
the writer lashed with his scorn and contempt the argument that had 
been made that the expense of supporting the aristocratic establish- 
ment of that monarchical country was an unjust tax and burden upon 
the people of that country; that the Queen and the lords and the cham- 
berlains and the gentlemen in waiting and the ladies of the bed-chamber 
and the equerries, and all that Old World establishment, were a privi- 
leged class that had no right to impose itself upon the labor of the 
country. 

The paper that was controverting this attack upon this established 
order of things, as I said, treated with scorn the Englishman who could 
for one moment argue against an English institution so old and glori- 
ous and useful to the country, on the score of economy. ‘The argument 
was that it only amounted to a penny or two a head for all the people 
of the United Kingdom to support this great establishment. And here 
we to-day hear the sameold argument repeated: Why, it is only an in- 
considerable tax on each man, woman, and child. And the Senator 
dwells upon the cheapness of salt and upon what a great quantity ean 
be bought for a very small sum of money. 

Mr. TELLER. I deny that it is a tax at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Waita moment. It is an inconsiderable tax, says the 
Senator from Colorado, on each man, woman, and child in this coun- 
try; and he holds up to what he thinks deserved contempt the economic 
argument that we ld decline to pay this inconsiderable, infinitesi- 
mal per capita tax to support the t salt industry; every country 
should have its own salt and be able to produce its own salt; and there- 
fore should have a privileged class producing that salt, with power 
given it by the ve branch of the Federal Government to levy a 
tribute, small and infinitesimal as it is, upon all the people of this 
country. I only want to draw attention to the similarity of argument 
that is compelled from the advocates of privilege the world over. Itis 
a small, a very small tax on each one, but aggregated it is a very large 
sum. 

The Senator from Illinois*told us just now that the rebate to the 
fishermen of New England of the duty alene upon salt used in packing 
fish, just that one use of the article, amounted to a good deal over 
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$100,000. That is a large sum to take out of the people of the country 
for one use, and that a very limited use comparatively of this artic! 
But so it is, Mr. President. ‘‘ Many a mickle makes a muckle,”’ 
the Scotch proverb has it, and the beneficiaries of the tariff laws have 
found out long ago that when they want to get the greatest possible 
benefit from a protective tax they must seek the commonest articles 


universal use and consumption, and a very small tax per capita will | 


produce a very large sum for their benefit. 

Mr. TELLER. TheSenator from Delaware put words in my mouth, 
either purposely or accidentally, that I did not use, when he declined 
to allow me to interrupt him. 

Mr. GRAY. I yield now to the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, the Senator yields now; but I wanted him to 
yield when he made the statement. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not propose to yield in the middle of a senten: 

Mr. TELLER. 
ing a small tax on salt. He pays no tax on salt. I said that in th 
great centers of salt manufacture salt is selling cheaper than the duty 
would be on it if he had it to pay. The Senator may have misunde: 
stood what I said. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not attempt 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator need not interrupt me now. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not pretend to quote the Senator; I only stated 
his argument. 

Mr. TELLER. I said nothing about a tax at all. The American 
consumer of salt pays no tax whatever, as he does not pay a tax on a 
hundred things, even if the duty is a tax. 

The Senator from Delaware, like all of his confréres on that side, is 
exceedingly sensitive about trusts. They have talked a gteat deal 
about American trusts, but the moment anybody calls attention to an 
English trust, that moment they seem to think it is a matter pretty 
nearly if not quite a personal offense. 

I am going to put in the Recorp—I am not going to read it unless 





I said nothing about the American consumer pay- | 


ik 


somebody requires that I should—a little of the English opinion on | 
this American, McKinley tariff, and it isso nearly alike with the opinion | 


of the Senator from Delaware and other Senators on that side that it 
will be very interesting reading to the American people. They tell us 


that their solicitude for the American people is that they do not want | 


to see the English people robbed. The English people say that we are 
going to rob them; that we are stealing their markets; that we are 
going to deprive them of the opportunity of getting rich from the prod- 
ucts of their labor. 

At a public meeting not long since they declared that they had prac- 
tically paid the expense of our Government, including our great war 
debt and all that, and we had levied this tribute upon them. They 
held a public meeting not long ago in Sheffield, and they discussed the 
matter there with a good deal of bitterness. They concluded that the 
only hope they had was from the Democratic party, and they finally 
concluded that there was a fair prospect that the Democratic party 
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might get into power; and, if the Democratic party did, then the lezis- | 


lation would be in such a way that they would be benefited, and not 
the Amerizans. 

I have here extracts from English newspapers which cover just a 
sheet of paper. I do not desire to take up the attention of the Senate, 
but I ask to have it put into the Recorp in connection with my re 
marks, and I would commend it to the Senators on the other side to 
see what good allies they have on the other side of the water. It is 
possible after they have read this that they may change the tenor of 
their remarks somewhat. 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the Senator takes his seat, will he allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. Would the Senator like to see all trade with Great 
Britain destroyed ? 

Mr. TELLER. Idonot propose to destroy trade with Great Britain. 
I have not proposed to destroy any of it, except where we can produce 
articles that Great Britain produces. I believe in encouraging the 
American manufacture and paying the cost of its production to Amer- 
ican labor, and not to English labor in Sheffield, and Lancashire, and 
Birmingham, and other points. 

Mr. DANTEL. If the Senator will allow me to inquire further-—— 

Mr, TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is not reciprocal trade between two nations advan- 
tageous to both? 

Mr. TELLER. There is more or less reciprocal trade, but it is not 
that any one nation buy of you because you buy of them. They buy 
of you because they can buy cheaper. Great Britain bought of us last 
year a very large amount more than we bought of them. Does any- 
body believe they would have bought of us if they could have bought 
anywhere else cheaper? Trade does not know any sympathy. Trade 
does not know any blood relation either. We might buy of Great 
Britain ever somuch, and if she found that she could get her imported 
products a hundredth part of acent less by buying somewhere else she 
would buy somewhere else. So do we. We buy where we can buy 
the cheapest when we buy trom abroad, and it is the same here in our 
own domestic competition. 


Nobody buys of his neighbor and pays an 
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“WHO PAYS IMPORT DUTIES” 

An American paper no! long ago proved very exactly how, when internal 
or other competition exists, the consumer does not pay the duty on imported 
seoods, The case of steel rails was selected for illustration. Steel rails at the 
time shipped from Liverpool], with freight, insurance and other charges, to New 
York cost $25 a ton, The American duty was $17 a ton. Hence, if the con- 
sumer paid the duty the selling price of steel rails would have been $25 plus $17, 
whereas, as a matter of fact, the selling price was $28. Thus the consumer ben- 
efited by a reasonable price, and the English seller, whose rails had cost $25 
and had to be sold at 823, was compelled to pay $14 of the $17 duty in order to 
do so. It is, therefore, apparent that, where there is competition, whether in 
iron, cutlery, or corn, the consumer does not suffer, while the home producer 
mins by revenue duties, 

The Mauchester Examiner and Times, of Wednesday, July 16, 1890, says: 

* But there is no evidence that the majority of the people of the United States 
wish toinjury British industries or that they would be in favor of a policy in- 
tended to have thatresult.” This istrue. Noone wantsthis resultalone. But 
ihe Examiner and Times in the next sentence says exactly what we do want, 
namely, *‘ What they do desire isto improve their own industries.” This is 
exactly whatthe MeKinley bill wasframed todo. Nothing more, nothing less, 

tHE GREAT SHEFVIELD MASS MEETING. 

At the mars meeting at Sheffield on July 14, 1890, the honorable mayor (Alder- 
man Jackson), who made the opening speech, said: “I have been engaged in 
business for the last forty years, and during that time L have seen the markets 
of the United States gradually getting narrower and narrower. At one time 
pretty nearly one-half the workingmen of this country were engaged in manu- 
facturing goods for the United States. To-day a very small proportion indeed 
are engaged in work for that market, and if this tariff! becomes a law,as there 
is every probability it will, that proportion will diminish greatly, until there 
is very little really of it left. That, I think, is a reason why we should lift u 
our voices and say that the time has come for having a little hit of square talke 
with America vpon this tariff question.” 

Mr. Howard Vincent, M. P., in his letter which was read at the meeting, thus 
arrogantly refers to the factthat the United States has prospered at the expense 
of England: *‘ The United States of America, established really by ourselves, 
peopled by our kindred, have prospered especially at our expense. Now they 
propose to do all they can wholly to exclude British goods, heedless of the fact 
that the English are their best customers. If the prohibitory tariff is enacted 
it will hit us heavily.” 

Another gentleman, Mr. Hobson, took occasion not only to object to the 
American tariff, but to all tariffs. He said: ‘1am not here to speechify either 
upon the subject of fair trade or free trade, upon liberalism or conservatism, 
but Tam here simply to enter a strong protest against the tariff bill that is be- 
fore the Legislature of the United States. And not only against that prohibit- 
ory tariff will [ protest, but quite as strongly against the tariff of any other 
country.” 

Mr. Llewellyn, president ofthe Sheflield Labor Association, made a somewhat 
Vigorous speech, in which he makes the extraordinary admission, for a free- 
trader, that the proposed increase in the tariff made by the McKinley bill will 
not come out of the American consumers, but out of the profits of the British 
manufacturer. Said he, ‘Supposing their bill should pass and British goods 
should continue to find their way into the market, thisincreased tariff must be 
raised somewhere. Where is it to come from’ There are only three sources. 
Hither the price of the goods must be raised, and that is altogether out of the 
question, or it must come from the profits of the manufacturers, and they will 
tell you they are quite sure they can not afford it; or, thirdly, it must be pulled 
off the men’s wages; and you are here to-night to say that you can not stand 
another two and a half, that you are determined you will not stand it, but that 
you will raise your emphatic protest against this unfair bill. “I haveheard men 
to-day say they would not care if the bill did pass and there were even higher 
tariffs. But who are they that sayso? Men who have got their bread but- 
tered ; men who have made for themselves fortunes, I have not heard a work- 
ingman sayso. Protests have been made over in America against this bill from 
the jobbing hardware men, an association that represents $35,000,000. Our meet- 
in ~oatans and our protest is going to helpand strengthen their hands, and it is 
going to help and erong thes those in the Western States. [ am not sure, my- 
self, — all, that the bill will pass. At any rate, we will do our best to pre- 
vent it,” 

RETALIATION THREATENED, 


A dispatch from London, dated August 16, says: “ English as well as Irish 
manufacturers and workingmen continue to be stirred up about the McKinley 
bill. Advices from Germany state that a number of Saron and Thuringian 
manufacturers are about to transfer their entire establishments to the United 
States, and their example will be followed by several British houses, so far, at 
least, as establishing branches in that country isconcerned. On the other hand 
the movement in favor of retaliating is gaining ground, both in England and 
on the Continent. Popular sentiment in Great Britain, France, and Germany 
loudly demands discrimination against the United States, and Lord Salisbury's 
Government is inclined to regard the proposition with favor. Nothing, of 
course, can be done until the next session of Parliament, but meantime thin 
will be made as uncomfortable as possible for American exporters, especially 
of food products, by methods Britishers areexpert in. Quite possibly another 
pork disease may be discovered, imported cattle will develop an astonishing 
amount of pleuro-pneumonia, and American manufacturers, who have man- 
aged to obtain a market in Great Britain, will find the merchandise marks act, 
recently enacted, of considerable injury to their trade.” 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I understand from the argument 
made by our friends on the other side that they think that this duty 
of 8 cents a hundred pounds on salt goes directly to the producer, to 
the manufacturer of salt. A barrel of salt is sold for about 48 cents, 
[am told by those who know something about that business, and the 
barrel costs about 20 cents. That makes about 28 cents for the salt in 
the barrel. That is to say, at 230 pounds to the barrel, the salt costs 
10 cents a hundred pounds. ‘The producer sells a hundred pounds for 
10 cents. The duty on that is Scents. I understand, then, that if we 
should abolish this duty the consumer would be able to buy his salt 
for 2 cents a hundred pounds. That is the argument exactly, if I un- 
derstand it. 

Does any human being suppose that the people who produce salt in 
Michigan would be able to sell it for 2 cents a hundred pounds? No- 
body in the wold could sell it for that. Bheirargument is that the 8 
cents on a hundred pounds raises the price of salt just that much. 
ae the duty was 10 cents, the tariff being 10, their argument 
would be then that taking off the duty would give us the salt for 
nothing, and if it were 12 cents, taking it off would compel the producer 
to give us 2 cents a hundred pounds to take salt away. 
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As to this matter of international trade, which some of our friends 
are anxious to maintain, it will maintain itself if there is any necessity 
for it. That is their doctrine. That is the free-traders’ doctrine: 
‘* Let the world alone; keep your hands off; do not try to protect your 
own people; let everything run, every man for himself and the devil 
take the hindmost.’’ Itisa very cruel, hard-hearted doctrine, and no 
decent government really believesinit. There is no more paternal, pro- 
tective government in the world than that of Great Britain, as can be 
easily shown by any one who examines their system of taxation and 
protection. They will tax the manufacturer upon, say, 20 acres, and 
say nothing about his buildings, and their ships pay no tax at all unless 
they are shown to have earned an income. 

We buy infinitely more of China than we send her, but the account 
settles itself. -We need not think we have got to get up some sort of 
excuse for carrying something in a ship over to China to pay for tRe 
tea. We pay for it in drafts on London. If we send a cargo of goods 
there to pay for tea, well and good; but, if not, our draft on London 
answers the purpose, and the farther course of the transaction need 
not concern us, 

So it will be with all nations. I can imagine circumstances in which 
we might have nothing to send abroad and might not have anything to 
buy from abroad. Wherever trade is necessary to the welfare of man- 
kind, if another nation has what we want and we have what they 
want, then by all means facilitate that intercourse by all methods in 
your power; but if there be any way by which we can dispense with 
the carrying of those tive products one way 3,000 miles and the 
other way 3,000 miles, dispense with it, and you are both the richer 
for it. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance, to strike out from 
paragraph 307 the proviso. [Puttingthe question.] By the sound the 
noes have it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. This vote is upon the amendment of the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon the amendment of the com- 
mittee to strike out the proviso in paragraph 307. A votein the nega- 
tive lets the proviso remain in the paragraph. 

Mr. CULLOM. A negative vote is against the report of the com- 


mittee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A negative vote will allow the pro- 
viso to stand in the paragraph. ‘The roll will be called on agreeing to 


the amendment of the committee to strike out the proviso. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PeTriGrRew]. It he were present, Ishould 
vote *‘ nay.’? 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco}. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIeE], and will withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with tha 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye}. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcr], but on this question 
I shall try to make an exchange of the pair. 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. WALTHALL’s name was called), The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is necessarily absent, and is 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired on all questions with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcotr]. r 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska { Mr. 
PADDOCK], unless he is present and voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam paired with him. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I wish to state 
that I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], but 
I have taken the liberty to vote, having transferred my pair to the 
Senator trom North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], so as to permit the Sena- 
tor from Mich [ Mr. McMILLAN] also to vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I vote “ yea.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 


Iam paired with the Sen- 


HARRIS]. 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—15, 
Allen, Evarts, Hiscock, Quay, 
Dawes, Hale Hoar eit 
Dixon, Hawiey, MeMillan, Stockbridge. 
Dolph, Higgins, Power, 
NAYS—31, 
Allison, Danie), Jones of Nevada, Reagan 
Barbour, Edm Me Sherman, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell, Teller, 
Cockrell & ; Pinte ~ Wi bu: 
re . , rn, 
Coke, om mn, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, I Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Jones of Arkanéas, Ransom, 


eae 


nea 


oa 
Ve 
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ABSENT—38. 


Aldrich, Chandler, Manderson, Squire, 
Blackburn, Davis, Moody, Stanford, 
Blair, Eustis, Morrill, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Paddock, rurpie, 
Brown, Frye, Pasco, Vance, 
Butler, George, Payne, Voorhees, 
Call, Gorman, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cameron, Harris, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Carlisle, Hearst, Sanders, 

Casey, Kenna, Spooner, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ceed. oh it , 4 

The Secretary read paragraph 308. The Committee on Finance pro- 
posed to amend the paragraph, on page 67, line 1, by inserting, before 
the word ‘‘two,’’ the words ‘‘ without further process of manufacture; ’’ 
so as to read: 

308. Starch, including all preparations, from whatever substance produced, 
fit for use as starch without further process of manufacture, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thecommittee, upon further investigation, are sat- 
isfied that. this anfendment should not be made, and I ask that it be 
disagreed to. ; 

The amendment was rejected. - 

Paragraph 309 was read. The amendment of the Commitiee on Fi- 
nance was, on page 67, line 4, after the word ‘‘gum,’’ to strike out 
‘¢9 cents’’ and insert ‘‘1 cent;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

309, Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1 cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 310 was read, as follows: 
310. Mustard, ground or preserved, in bottles or otherwise, 10 cents per pound. 


Paragraph 311 wasread. The amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on page 67, line 8, after the word ‘‘found,’’ to strike out 
‘cayenne pepper, 2} cents per pound, unground;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

311. Spices, ground or powdered, not specially provided for in this act, 4 cents 
per pound ;.sage, 3 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 312 was read, as follows: 


312. Vinegar, 7} cents per gallon. The standard for vinegar shal! be taken to 
be thatstrength which reauires 35 grains of bicarbonate of potash to neutralize 
lounce troy of vinegar. 


Paragraph 313 was read. The amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on page 67, line 21, after the words ‘‘ per cent.,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘on’’ and insert *‘ of;’’ so as make the paragraph read: 

312, There shall be allowed on the imported tin-plate used in the manufact- 
ure cof cans, boxes, packages, and all articles of tinware exported, either empty 
or filled with domestic products, a drawback equal to the duty paid on such 


tin-plate, less 1 per cent. of such duty, which shall be retained for the use of the 
United States. 


The reading of the bill will pro- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 
SCHEDULE H.--SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES, 
Spirits: 

314. Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
materials, and not specially provided for in this act, $2 per proof-gallon 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the paragraph so as to make the 
duty $3 per proof-gallon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 1, page 68, after the word ‘‘act,’’ strike 
out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 


Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other mate- 
rials, and not specially provided for in this act, $3 per proof-gallon. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. [Putting the question.| By 
the sound, the ‘‘ayes’’ have it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to hear the amendment again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair announced that the ‘‘ayes’’ 
appeared to have it. Does the Senator from Kansas desire the yeas aud 


nays? 
Mr. PLUMB. No,I do not, if that is the result of the vote. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is agreed to. 


Paragraph 315 was read. The amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on page 68, line 10, after the word ‘‘ gallons,” to strike out 


“‘or in bottles of less capacity than 1 quart;’’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


315, Each and every gauge or wine gallon of measurement shall be counted 
as atleast ae ; and the standard for determining the proof of brandy 
and other spirits or liquors of any kind imported shall be the same as that which 
is defined in the laws relating to internal revenue; but any brandy or other 
spirituous liquors, imported in casks of less capacity than 14 gallons shall be 
forfeited to the United States: Provided, That it shall be lawful for the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in his discretion, to authorize the ascertainment of the proof of 
— cordials, or other liquors, by distillation or otherwise, in case where it is 


— ble to ascertain such proof by the means prescribed by existing law 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Paragraphs 316 and 317 were read, as follows 


316. On a'l compounds or preparatons of which distilled spirits are ol 
ided for in this act, there shal! b 


levied a duty not leas than that iniposed upon distilled spirits. 


Paragraph 317 was read. ‘The amendment of the Committee on Fi 
nance was, on page 63, line 25, after the word ‘‘other,’’ to strike out 





similar:’’ in line 26, after the wore. ‘‘ bitters,’’ to insert *‘ of all kinds; 
and in line 26, after the word *‘ spirits,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘and 
not specially provided for in this act;’’ so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

317. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia,and other spirit 
uous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirit , r gall 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In order to make a uniform rate, ‘‘$2,’’ at the top of 
page 69, should be ‘* $3,’’ and I move that amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, page 69, before the word 
strike out ‘‘ two’’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’ 

Three dollars per proof gallon 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 318 was read, as follows 


318. No lower rate or amount of duty shall be levied, collected, and paid on 
brandy, spirits, and other spirituous beverages than that fixed by law for the 
description of first proof; but it shall be increased in proportion for any greate: 
strength than thestrength ofthe first proof, and a}) imitations of brandy or spirits 
or wines imported by any names whatever shall be aubject to the highest rate 
of duty provided for the genuine articles respectively intended to be represented 
and in no case less than $1 per gallon 


Mr. ALDRICH. Thereshould be a dollar a gallon added in the last 
line of the paragraph to make the rate of duty uniform with the rates 
adopted in the preceding paragraphs. It should read, ‘‘and in no case 
less than $2 per gallon.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. It should be ‘‘ $2.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. In line 13, on page 69, after the word ‘“‘ than, 
strike out ‘‘$1’’ and insert ‘‘$2;°’ so as to read 


And in no case less than $2 per gallon. 


stated. 
‘* dollars 
so as to read 


I move that amendment, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraphs 319 and 320 were read, as follows: 

319. Bay-rum or bay-water, whether distilled or compounded, of first proof, 
and jn proportion for any greater strength than first proof, $l per gallon 

Wines: . 

320. Champagne and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not 
more than 1 quartand more than | pint, $7 per dozen; containing not more than } 
pint each and more than one-half pint, $3.50 perdozen; containing one-half pint 
each or less, $1.75 per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing more than 
1 quart each,in addition to $7 per dozen bottles, on the quantity in excess of | 
quart, at the rate of $2.2) per gallon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 21, on page 69, to increase the duty to 
$10 per dozen, and I also move to increase the other duties in the par- 
agraphin proportion. Ido not know but that there may be some frac 
tions necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; ‘'$5”’’ in line 23. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to make it ‘‘$10 per dozen ’ 
in line 23 ‘* $5 per dozen.”’ 

The PRESIDENT 


in line 21, and 


And ‘ $2.50” in line 24. 
Mr. PLUMB. ‘‘ Two dollars and fifty cents’’ in line 214. 
Mr. ALLISON. And ‘'$10’’ in line 1, on page 70. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then on page 70, line 

rate should also be changed to what? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would make that about $3.25. 

Mr. PLUMB. I donot know but that it would be right to make 
it “*$10,’’ in line 21, ‘‘$5”’ in line 23, and ‘‘ $2.50’ in lines 24 and 25 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the first line, on page 70, ‘‘$7”’ 
changed to ‘* $10.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
** $2.25,’’ in line 3, on page 70? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Three dollars. 

Mr. PLUMB. Three dollars? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be treated as 
one question, if there be no objection. 

The SECRETARY. Line 21, page 69, after the word ‘ pint,” strike 
out the word ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ in line 23, after ‘* pint,’’ 
strike ont ‘* $3.50’’ and insert ‘'$5;’’ in line 24, after the word ‘‘less,’’ 
strike ont ‘$1.75’ and insert ‘‘ $2.50;”’ 


pro tempore. 


3, the excess 


needs to he 


What is to he inserted in place of 


in line 1, page 70, strike out 


‘**seven’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in line 3, after the word ‘‘ of,” 
strike out ‘* $2.25’ and insert $3,’’ so as to read 
Wines 


320. Champagne and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not 
more than one quart and more than one pint, $10 per dozen; containing not 
more than one pint each and more than one-half pint, % per dozen; contain 
ing one-half pint each or less, $2.50 per dozen; in bottlesor other vessels co: 
taining more than one quart each, in addition to $10 per dozen bottles, on the 
quantity in excess of one quart, at the rate of $3 per gallon 


Mr. ALDRICH. The last ‘‘$3”’ 
respond. 

Mr. PLUMB, 

Mr. BLAIR, 


should be $3.25 or $ 3.50, to cor 


I move to make it $3.25 
I would like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if 
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he thinks this amendment will have the effect to stimulate home in- 
dustry? [ Laughter. } 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the purpose of the Senator from Kansas 
is to increase the revenue? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is my purpose exactly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire the opinion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
as to whether this will have the effect to stimulate and increase home 
industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In what respect ? 

Mr, BLAIR. In the manufacture of spirituous liquors. 

Mr. PLUMB. That question might better be addressed to the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. New Jersey is said to be the home of the 
American champagne. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to know from the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, then. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, The subject is altogether too large. I can not 
do it justice. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the subject ought to be called up earlier in 
the morning. [{ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Secrerary. In line 3, page 70, strike out the word ‘‘two”’ 
and insert the word ‘‘three;’’ so that it will read: 

Three dollars and twenty-five cents per gallon. 

Mr. PLUMB. The purpose I have in offering this amendment is 
because the people who use articles of this kind, which are luxuries, 
can well afford to pay the increased duty, and, therefore, to that ex- 
tent recoup the Treasury for the revenue it will lose by other portions 
of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in order to make this increase sym- 
metrical in the paragraph preceding (319) the rate should be increased 
from $1 to $2 on ‘‘bay-rum or bay-water, whether distilled or com- 
pounded,”’ etc. . 

Mr. PLUMB. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 16, on page 69, paragraph 319, strike 
out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two,;’’ so that it will read: 

Two dollars per gallon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

821, Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermouth, in 
casks, 30 cents per gallon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
to indicate what would be a proper increase in this class of liquor in 
order to correspond with what has been done in the preceding para- 
graph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That should be 75 cents. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I move to make the duty 75 cents, instead of 
50 cents. In line 5, I move to strike out “‘ fifty’ and insert “ seventy- 
five.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 9, I move to make the duty $2. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two dollars and fifty cents would be the propor- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph has not yet been read, 
The Secretary will proceed with the reading. 

The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 

In bottles or jugs, per case of one dozen bottles or jugs, containing each not 
more than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, or twenty-four bottles or jugs con- 
taining each not more than 1 pint, $1.69 per case. 

In line 10 the Committee on Finance proposed to strike out ‘‘ sixty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ sixty-five;’’ so as to read: ‘‘65 cents per case.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to make that ‘$2.50 per case.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the paragraph was continued, as follows: 


And any excess beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs shall 
be subject to a duty of 5 cents per pint or fractional part thereof. 


The Committee on Finance proposed to strike out the word “‘ five ”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘six and one-half.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to make that “‘ ten.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, make that “‘ten.”’ 

The Cnrer CLERK. So as to read: 

Subject to a duty of 10 cents per pint, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, in 
line 13, after the word ‘* thereon,’ to insert: 

But no separate or additional duties shall be assessed on the bottles or Jugs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The remainder of paragraph 321 was read, as follows: 


‘Provided, That any wines, ginger cordial, or vermouth imported containi 
more than 24 per cent. of alcohol shall be forfeited to the United States: A 


provided further, That there shall be no constructive or other allowance for break- 
age, leakage, or damage on wines, liquors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, 
cordials, brandy, and other spirituous liquors imported in bottles or jugs shall 
be packed in kages containing notless than one dozen bottles orjugs in each 
package; and all such bottles or jugs shall pay an additional duty of 3 cents 
for each bottle or jug. 


The Committee on Finance proposed, in line 3, page 71, after the 
word ‘‘jugs,’’ to insert the words: 

Containing more than | pint,and 2 cents each on bottles or jugs containing 1 
pint or less 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, in charge of this bill, to the apparent inconsistency of the para- 
graph just read as compared with paragraph 315, on page 68, the par- 
agraph prohibiting the importation of brandy in jugs or bottles. In 
this paragraph brandy is included in the articles that may be packed 
in bottles or jugs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Iowa is mistaken about 
that. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is provided in paragraph 315 that— 

Any brandy or other spirituons liquors, imported in casks of less capacity than 
14 gallons, shall be forfeited to the United States, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis only as tocasks; it does not refer to brandy 
in bottles. It only refers to casks. 

Mr, ALLISON. Yes, I see. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reading may be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
reading will proceed. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 71, line 6, paragraph 322, after the 
word ‘‘gallon,’’ the Committee on Finance propose to insert the words: 
But no separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs. 

So that the paragraph shall read: 

322. Ale, porter, and beer, in bottles or jugs, 35 cents per gallon, but no sepa- 
rate or additional duty shall be assessed on the botties or jugs; otherwise than 
in bottles or jugs, 20 cents per gallon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out the word ‘‘thirty-five,’’ in line 
6, and insert ‘‘sixty.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLerk. In line 6, page 71, strike out *‘ thirty-five ’’ 
and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to read, ‘‘60 cents per gallon.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 8, page 71, after the word ‘‘ jugs,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘* forty.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLerk. Inline 8,page71,strike out the word “‘ twenty ”’ 
and insert ‘‘forty.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I will change that and make it ‘‘thirty-five.”” I 
think that will be sufficient. 

The Cuter CLerK. So as to read, ‘35 cents per gallon.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read the next paragraph, 2s follows: 

323, Malt extract, fluid, in casks, 20 cents per gallon; in bottles or jugs, 40 
cents per gallon; solid or condensed, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island what proportion 
that should be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That should now be thirty-five. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thirty-five and sixty ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; it should be the same as the preceding para- 
graphs for similar articles. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I move toinsert ‘‘ thirty-five ’’ inplace of ‘‘twenty ”’ 
in line 10, ‘‘sixty’’ in place of ‘‘forty’’ in line 11, and “‘sixty”’ in 
the place of “‘ forty ’’ in line 12, on page 71. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. So as to make the paragraph, when amended, 
read: 


323. Malt extract, fluid, in casks, 35 cents per gallon; in bottles or jugs, 60 
cents per gallon; solid or condensed, 60 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, these sev- 
eral amendments can be considered as one amendment. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was 
to strike out the word ‘‘sixty,’’ in line 16, page 71, paragraph 324, 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘fifty;’’ soas to make the paragraph read: 

324. Cherry juice and prune juice, or prane wine, and other fruit juice, not 
especially provided for in this act, containing not more than 18 cent. of 
alcohol, 50 cents per gallon; if containing more than 18 per cent. of alcohol, $2 
per gallon and 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. I inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island what rate 
that should be in order to be proportionate with the other paragraphs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That should be 75 cents. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to make it 75 cents. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I hope the amendment will be re- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 
The Cuter CLERK. Paragraph 324, in line 16, page 71, strike out 
‘sixty’ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 
324. Cherry juice and prune juice, or prone wine, and other fruit juice, not 
, 
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jally provided for in this act, containing not more than 15 per cent. of elco- 
hol, 75 cents per gallon. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mzr. President, this is a very large increase ovet 
the present rate of duty upon cherry juice. Cherry juice is now ad- 
mitted at 20 per cent. ad valorem. There are very large importations 
of this article, although they are not shown upon these tables. The 
expert who made up these tables has stated the importations of cherry 
juice either under paragraph 288 or 289, both of which relate to fruits. 
Paragraph 288 reads: 

Comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits preserved in sugar, sirup, molasses, or spirits, 
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not specially provided for in this act, and jeilies of all kinds, % per cent. ad | 


Valorem. 
Paragraph 289 reads: 
Fruits preserved in their own juices, 30 per cent. ad valorem 


I say the expert has placed the importations of cherry juice under 
one or the other of these paragraphs, as he himself has informed me. 
So that we have in the table relating to paragraph 324, the one under 
consideration, no statement showing importations of cherry juice, the 
whole of the importation stated here being prane wine, which is quite 
a different article. This, of course, applies only to prune wine and 
cherry juice containing not more than 15 per cent. of alcohol. My in- 
formation is—and I think that is the judgment of the Treasury De- 


partment, or the experts of the Treasury Department—that 18 per | 


cent. of alcohol is absolutely necessary in order to preserve this juice. 
It is not abeverage. It is not an article, either, which competes with 
any article produced in this country. 

It is made, as I understand, from the German cherry, which has 
some peculiar quality which fits it better for this purpose than any 
cherry we have in this country. ‘There has been quite a large impor- 
tation of it. I have a letter here from a gentleman in New York, who 
says: 

The average importation of cherry juice into this country for, say, the past 
ten years, has been about 4,000 puncheons annually. Atan average contents of 
160 gallons to the puncheon this would be 610,000 gallons, Of this quantity we 
ourselves imported about 75,000 gallons, and statistics can easily be procured 
ofthe collector of customs at this port, or of the Treasury Department, to prove 
the correctness of these figures. The price of cherry juice abroad has ofcourse 
varied considerably, according to supply and demand; we have purchased it as 
low as 30 marks per 100 liters, free on board Hamburg (about 28 cents per gal- 
lon), and as high as 55 marks per 100 liters (about 51 cents per gallon)— 


It is now proposed by the amendment to make the duty 75 cents per 
gallon— 


and the article may be said to vary in price between these two extremes. 
Cherry juice, while coming under the same class as prune juice (fruit juices), is 
an entirely different article from the prune juice, colt thes Treasury Department 
has several times in its decisions designated it as ‘the cherry-fruit juice of com- 
merce,” and held it to be dutiable at 20 per cent.— 


Which is the rate stated by the expert here in regard to these preced- 
ing paragraphs to which I have alluded— 


while it claimed that prune juice was a non-enumerated article and recently 
decided that this should pay $2 per proof-galion for the alcoho! contained and 25 
r cent, ad valorem. It appears to us thatthe purposevf the Republican mem- 


rs of the Senate Finance Committee ‘to prevent the fraudulent importation 
of alcohol" — 


That is the reason stated here for the imposition of this high rate of 
duty— 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I inquire of the Senator—— 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Kentucky yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I shall be through in a few moments. 

This letter continues : 


It appears to us that the purpose of the Republican members of the Senate 
Finance Committee ‘‘to prevent the fraudulent importation of alcoho! ’’— 


As I have said, that is the reason stated here for this duty— 


is aimed more at this article of prune juice than at cherry juice, which latter is 

fortified with only sufficient alcohol to keep it from fermenting, and if the pro- 

ed new tariff restricts the amount of alcohol that may be contained in same, 

© object of the Republican members of the Finance Committee wotild be ac- 

complished without requiring any advance in the rate of duty on an article 
not produced in this country to any extent. 

The rate of duty on prune juice (under the decision above referred to) is 
about 45 cents per gallon, and the proposed advance to 50 cents would not be 
prohibitive, while on cherry juice, as purely a fruit juice, it is now 20 per cent. 
ad valorem, or about 7 to 8 cents per gallon, and such an enormous advance as 
to 50 cents per gallon would be prohibitive. We therefore hope that you will 
use your valuabie efforts to keep the rate on cherry juice down to a reasonable 


figure. 


gallon and 25 per ceat. ad valorem if it contains more than 1: 
cent. of aleohol, which is necessary for the purpose of preservation, : 
understand 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, a paragraph similar to this was i 
serted by the Senate Committee on Finance in the tariff bill of 188: 
upon the representations of the experts the Treasury Department 
that these articles, which were essentially beverages and were used 
for that purpose, as the Senator from Kentucky has shown by the stat 
| ment which he has just read 
Mr. CARLISLE. No 
Mr. ALDRICH. Were being imported, in order to evade duty, as 
fruit juices at 20 percent. ad valorem. The same du ild belevied 
upon them as upon still wines, as they contain no larger or no smallet 
percentage of alcohol than still wines. They are used for the same 
purpose and should pay the same rate of duty. Any less rate of dut 





|} more than three 


It is now proposed to raise the duty to 75 cents per gallon by the | 


amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 
I will find that part of the letter which states the uses to which it 
is put. Perhaps, however, that is another statement. Here it is: 


It is an article very largely used in commerce, being the basis particularly of 


preparations such as cherry brandy, blackberry brandy, cherry bounce, etc. 


It is used, I believe, also in preserving fruits. The writer goes on 
to state that the importations do not interfere with any industry in 
this country. I think it proper to make this statement in order that 


i mineral waters on the free-list, 


would be an injustice to the producers of still wines, an injustice to the 
revenue, and I hope that this rate which is fixed in this bill upon still 
wines will also be fixed upon cherry juice and the other articles pro- 
vided for in this paragraph. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not stated that this article of cherry ju 
was used as a beverage. On the contrary, I said it was not used itself 
as a beverage, but that it is the basis of cherry brandy, cherry bounce, 
ete., just as hops and barley are used as th for the manufacture 
beer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, it is one of 
manufacture of these wines in this 
manufacture of whisky. 

Mr. HISCOCK, 
brandy. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is mixed with it; it 


ical change, as in the case of 


DaASLS 


ol 


usec. in the 
is used in the 


the materials 
country, just as corn 


And it is simply mixed with alcohol to make cherry 


not go through a chem- 
It has not to be malt 


ymponent partot alcohol with 


do 
hops or barley. 
or changed chemically tis simply ac 


which to make cherry brandy. 


Mr. CARLISLE. It is acomponent part of brandy, which is of 
itself a beverage after it is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr, PLUMB] to the amendment 


of the Committee on Finance. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows 
If containing more than 
ad valorem. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That should be $3. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to make it $3. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Curer CLERK. It 
**three;’’ so as to read 


18 per cent. of alcohol, #2 pez 


The amendment will be reported. 


is moved to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert 


Three dollars per gallon and 25 per cent. ad va 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, in 


line 24, page 71, paragraph 325, to strike out the word 


’ and 
insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to make the paragraph read 


‘thirteen 


325. Ginger-ale, ginger-beer, lemonade, soda 
lain green or colored molded or pressed g 


w 
fourths of a pint, 10 cents per dozer 


id other 


iss boltties, containing each not 


water,a sii ir waters 





The améndment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, in line | 
six ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;”’ 


, page 72, to strike « 
so as to read 
Containing more than three-fourths of a pint each and 
20 cents per dozen; but no separate or duty 
bottles; if imported otherwise than in plain green or col 
giass bottles, or in such bottles containing more than | 
gallon, and in addition thereto duty shall be collected on the bottles, « t 
coverings, at the rates which would be chargeable thereon 


iditional 





The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this par 


Ginger ale, ginger beer, lemonade, soda ater, and oth 


plain or colored molded or pre 


after the wor 


I move to insert y 
word ‘‘artificial.’ I doso for this 
mittee on Finance, and it was 
Ways 


mm: The proposition of the Com 
proposition of the Committee on 
Repre 


and tnis 


ream 
also the 
and Means of the House of 


sentatives to place natural 


paragraph is intended to em- 
brace only these artificial water 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the amendment of the § 
tuckv is right. 


Mr. CARLISLE. 


enator from K« 


In order to remove any ambiguity I propose that 


| amendment. 


we may know what we are doing when we propose to make the duty | 


7% cents when it is now admitted at about 7 or 8 cents a gallon, the 
urpose 
SC euedion of alcohol,’’ when the duty fixed will prohibit its impor- 


being, as stated by the committee, “to prevent the fraudulent | 


i 


tation under this clause and throw it under the second clause at $3 per 


The PRESIDING OFFICEP. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 21, 
insert the word ‘‘artificial;’’ 

Other simil 


The amendment 
page 71 


to read 


‘ 1] } rer rt 
¥ i 2 ec MJ t 
li De I Pp \. 


after the word ‘‘similar,’’ 
50 as 


ir artificial waters, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Cuier Clerk. The next amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance is to strike out paragraph 338, as follows: 


All effervescent mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters: 
and all artificial mineral waters in green or colored glass bottles, containing not 
more than 1 pint, 25 cents per dozen bottles, If containing more thanl pintand 
not more than 1 quart, 50 cents per dozen bottles, But no separate duty shall 
be assessed upon the bottles. If imported otherwise than in plain green or col- 


ored glass bottles or in such bottles containing more than 1 quart, 20 cents pas 
ser 


galion,and in addition thereto duty shall be collected upon the bottles or ot 
covering at the same rates that would be charged if imported empty or sepa- 
rately 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, under an arrangement with the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber, I have consented to ask the 
Senate next to take up Schedule K, wools and woolens. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before doing that, Mr. President, I would like to ask 
the Senator the reason that influences the committee in striking out 
the provision of the House bill with reference to mineral waters, thus 
rejecting the protection that bill gave, as it came from the House, to 
our own patriotic mineral waters. Is there any reason why that in- 
dustry should not be protected as well as any other? 

Mr. ALDRICH. When that question comes up in its regular order 
I shall be very glad to answer it. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the question now. 

Mr. TELLER. We have passed that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have passed from the consideration of that 
paragraph, and I was just suggesting to the Senate that we now take 
up Schedule K, beginning on page 84. 

Mr, GRAY. Mr. President, 1 would like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island if the effect of striking out paragraph 338 will be to put 
the articles mentioned therein on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH, No, sir; they will be dutiable under another para- 
graph. 

Mr. McPHERSON. As I understand, the effect will be to put the 
natural waters on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; I made that statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. How about the article inclosing the mineral water, the 
bottle or other incasing ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bottle pays a duty. 

Mr. BLAIR. Nothing but the fluid comes in free? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nothing else. The bottles pay a duty amounting 
to about 18 cents a dozen. When natural waters are reached in the 
free-list the whole question will come up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
that Schedule I be omitted from consideration for the time being and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Schedule K. Is there 
any objection? The Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Schedule K.—Wool and manufactures of wool. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island and 
to the Senate that we might dispense with the reading at the desk of 
the parts of this bill relating to wool itself, because I desire to move 
to strike them out; and in the discussion which will occur I suppose it 
will be referred to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will have to be read once, and it might as well 
be read now as at aiy time, I suppose. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


357. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals shall 
be divided for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon into the 
three following classes. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose the Senator from Rhode Island will not 
insist upon aseparate motion being made for each paragraph, but that 
at the end I may move to strike out the whole. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the paragraphs must be read once, and I 
suggest that they be read now, informally. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And then a motion to strike out will be allowed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraphs 358 to 366, inclusive, as follows: 


358, Clase 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, or other 
wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools, and wools 
of like character with any of the poets. including such as have been here- 
tofore usually imported into the United States from Buenos Ayres, New Zea- 
land, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, — Great Britain, Canada, and else- 
where, and also including all wools not hereinafter described or designated in 
classes 2 and 3. 

359. Class 2, that isto say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combin 
wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of lish blood, an 
usually known by the terms herein used, and also hair of the camel, goat, 
alpaea, and other like animals, 

260, Class 3, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Val- 
paraiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and including all such wools 
of like characteras have been heretofore usually imported into United States 
from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting improved wools 
hereinafter provided for. 

361. The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter de- 
posited in the principal custom-houses of the United States, under the authority 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the standards for the classi of 
wools under this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall have the authority 
to renew these standards and to make such additions to them from time to time 
as may be required, and he shall cause to be deposited like standards in other 
ewstom-houses of the United States when they may be needed. 

362. Whenever wools of class 3 shall have been fanguoved by the admixture 
of merino or English blood from their present character as represented by the 
standard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the principal custom- 
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houses of the United States, such improved wools shal) be classified for duty 
either as class 1 or as class 2, as the case may be. 

363. The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed 
shal! be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second classes which 
shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would 
be sub) if imported unwashed. 

364. Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from 
the sheep without any cleansing; that is, in their natural condition. Washed 
wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the a 
back. Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep’s back shall 
considered as scoured wool. 

365. The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals which shall be imported in any other than ordinary condi- 
tion, or which shall be changed in its character or condition for the purpose of 
evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt, 
or any other foreign substance, or which had been sorted or increased in value 
by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shall be twice the duty to 
which it would be otherwise subject : Provided, That skirted wools as now im- 
ported are hereby a Wools on which a duty is assessed amounting to 
three times or more than that which would be assessed if said wool was im- 

orted unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled on account of its being sorted. 

f any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act imported as of any 
specified class, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as of any specified 
class, shall contain any wool or hair subject to a higher rate of one than the 
class so specified, the whole bale or kage shall be subject to the highest rate 
of oS on wool of the c subject to such higher rate of ams and 
ifan le or package be claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, 
wool, hair, or other material of any class specified in this act, and such bale 
contain any admixture of any one or more of said materials, or of any other 
material, the whole bale or package shall,be subject to duty at the highest rate 
imposed upon any article in said bale or package. 

366. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 11 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class 12 cents per pound. 


The Committee on Finance proposed, in paragraph 367, line 20, to 
strike out the word ‘‘ Russian;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


367. On wools of the third class and on camel’s hair of the third class the 
value whereof shall be 13 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty 
shall be 32 per cent. ad valorem. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 22 of the same paragraph, after the 
word ‘‘ pound,’’ to strike out ‘‘including charges.’’ 

Mr. MOODY. I hope the committee will not insist upon that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It makes no difference whether the words are left 
out or included. I have no feeling about it one way orthe other. If 
the Senator from South Dakota desires to have the amendment rejected, 
it will be perfectly agreeable to the members of the committee. 

Mr. MOODY. And in the next paragraph the same words occur. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. What is the proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will report. 

TheSecreraRy. On page 87, line 22, ae 367, the Committee 
on Finance propose to strike out the words ‘including charges;’’ so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

367. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the value 
os shall be 13 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 32 per cent, ad 
valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 87, 
in paragraph 368, line 24, before the word ‘‘camel’s,’’ to strike out 
‘‘Russian;’’ so as to read: 

368, On wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall exceed 13 cents per pound, including charges, the duty shall be 
50 per cent, ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ell, Mr. President, what has become of the 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been disagreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The matter is already provided for in the admin- 
istrative bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that it will not change the meaning of 
the law in any respect w those words are in or out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be con- 
tinued. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 368, page 88, line 1, to strike out the words “including 
charges.’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 369, as follows: 

369. Wools on the skin shall pay the same rate as other wools, the quantity 
and value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the ry 
may prescribe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This concludes the reading of all re- 
lating to wool. Now, if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] 
desires to make his motion it will be in order. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I was not giving strict attention 
and did not hear where the Secretary reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The ended at the end of line 


5, page 88. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The next clause ought to be read. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Paragraph 372? 


Mr. ALDRICH. None of the succeeding refer to raw 
wool. The paragraphs that have been read are all the Te- 
lating to duties upon every description of raw wool. para- 
graphs, 370 and subsequent paragraphs, relate to manufactures of wool. 


- 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Isee. Then, Mr. President, I move to strike out 


all that has been read with a view of placing all these classes of wool | 


upon the free-list. But I will not occupy much ofthe time of the Sen- 
ate in support of this motion because I assume that it will not be suc- 
cessful. Butstill, being in favor of free wool, I think it is my duty to 
make the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 84, line 15, after the figures ‘‘ 357,” 
strike out the remainder of page 84, page 85, page 86, page 87, and down 
to and including the word ‘‘ prescribe,’ in line 5, on page 88, being 
paragraphs 357 to 369, inclusive. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this part of the schedule which has 
been read not only directly increases the rates of duty upon wool of all 
classes very materially, but it contains provisions which will have the 
effect of indirectly still farther increasing them and embarrassing the 
importation of this article, which all our woolen manufacturers are com- 
pelled to have. 


Before proceeding to say anything in support of the proposition for | 
free wool, about which I shall say but very little, I think it proper to | 


call the attention of the Senate to these new provisions. 

Paragraph 361 contains an entirely new provision, but it is not very 
material. It simply relates to the samples of wool to be furnished by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Paragraph 362 is entirely new and reads as follows: 

Whenever wools of class 3 shall have been improved by the admixture of 
merino or English blood from their present characteras represented by the stand- 
ard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the principal custom-houses of 
the United States, such improved wools shall be classified for duty either as 
class 1 or as class 2, as the case may be. 

The effect of that will’be that whenever there is any improvement 
of the wool by the admixture of merino or English blood the duties 
upon wool of the third class, which is used by our carpet-manufactur- 
ers, will be raised to the rate prescribed for class 1 or class 2, as the 
case may be. 

Paragraph 364 is also entirely new, and reads as follows : 

Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from the 
sheep without any cleansing, that is, in their natural condition. Washed wools 
shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the sheep’s back. 
Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep’s back shall be consid- 
ered as scoured wool. 

The bill provides that the duty upon washed wool of the first class 
shall be twice the duty imposed upon unwashed, and the duty on the 
wools of the first and second classes which shall be imported scoured 
shall be three times the duty to which they would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed. Therefore the effect of the paragraph which I have 
just read is that if the wool is cleansed in any manner whatever after 
it is removed from the sheep’s back it will be required to pay three 
times the amount proposed to be imposed by the bill upon unwashed 
wool; that is, wool of the first class will be compelled to pay 33 cents 
a pound, and wool of the second class will be compelled to pay 36 cents 
a@ pound simply because it has been cleansed in Some manner after it 
was taken from the back of the sheep. 

Then there is a new clause entirely in paragraph 365: 

The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other 


like animals which shall be epeomes in any other than ordinary condition, or 
which shall be changed in its c 


other foreign substance— 
That is the present law— 


or which has been sorted or increased in value by the rejection of any part of 
the original fleece, shall be twice the duty to which it would be otherwise subject. 


That is to say, if any part of the fleece is removed, or if it is assorted to 
any extent whatever, it must pay twice the duty imposed by the provis- 
ions of the law upon wool of the same class not in any way assorted. 

Provided, That skirted wools as now imported are hereby excepted. 


I call the attention of the Senate to this provision particularly: 

If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act imported as of any 
specified class or ciaimed by the importer to be dutiable as of any specified class, 
shall contain any wool or hairsubject to a higher rate of duty than the class so 
a the whole bale or packageshall be subject to the highest rate of duty 
el ble on wool of the class subject to such higher rate of duty, and if any 
bale or package be claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, 
hair, or other materialof any class s fied in this act, and such bale contain 
any admixture of any one or more of said materials, or of any other material, 
the whole bale or pooeate, shall be subject to duty at the highest rate imposed 
upon any article in said bale or package. 


So that if wool, for instance, of the third class is imported and it is 
found upon ion that it contains a particle of wool of the first 
class or a particle of wool of the second class, no matter how small 
the quantity may be, it will be required to pay the duty upon the wool 
of the first or second class, as the case may be. 

If shoddy, mu 


designated in this bill is brought in and contains any admixture of 


these materials, or contains a particle of wool, then the whole package | 
must pay the rate of duty imposed by the bill upon that article which | 


is subject to the highest rate, no matter how small a quantity may be 
found in the i 

__ This bill ee to imposea duty of 30 cents a pound upon shoddy, 
instead of 10 cents a pound, as imposed under the present law. Why 


we should want to encourage and protect the manufacture of shoddy in 
this country I am not able tosee. But such is the provision of the bill. 


aracter or condition for the purpose of evading | 
the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt or any | 


ngo, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class | 


| These are the new provisions which, as I said before, havea tendency 
themselves very largely to increase the rate of duty upon these wools, 
because it can not be possible, it seems to me, that wool can alway 
| be so assorted that each packageshall be all of precisely the same class 
and containing not a particle of any other material or class. Some 
parts of another class might be found in it, and thenit would have to 
| pay these higher rates of duty even when there was no intention to 
| commit a fraud. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not propose to go extensively, as I said be- 
fore, into the argument in favor of free wool. That question has been 
discussed again and again in Congress and before the people, and will 
continue to be discussed, I suppose, for many years to come. 

I concede that it is exceedingly difficult to say precisely what the 
effect of the duty is upon the price of domestic wool. There are many 
intelligent gentlemen who insist, and give apparently good reasons for 
it, that the duty does not in fact increase the price of the domestic 
clip because of the fact that our domestic manufacturers of woolen 
goods are compelled, in order to produce certain varieties of these goods, 
touse foreign wool, and it is argued that if they could be permitted to 
have access to the wool markets of the world, where they could pro 
cure at reasonable prices all the different qualitiesof wool, it would 
enable them to manufacture different kinds of goods from those they 
are now making, thus creating a greater demand and a more extensive 
market forthe domestic clip of the United States. There is certainly 
force in that argument. 

It is contended by other gentlemen, and among them some of the 
wool-producers themselves, that this duty does not increase the price 
of American wool, because of the fact that our domestic consumers of 
wool fix the price in this country at just such figures as will prevent 
| the American wool-grower from exporting his product and selling it 
| abroad at the prices prevailing there. I haveon my deska letter from 
a very intelligent gentleman who is personally known to me and to the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who says he is engaged in grow 
ing merino wool in the county of Vinton, in Ohio. I would like to 
| read that letter, because it shows the view of an intelligent gentleman 
ae in this business, who has put himself to very considerable 
| 





trouble to ascertain where and how it is that the prices of American 
wool are fixed. 
After some preliminary remarks he says: 


I have been interested, in a small way, for some years in the growing of 
merino wool on my farm in Vinton County, Ohio, and have ascertained how 
the prices paid to growers are fixed from year to year, 

The sheep-raisers do not fix the price; they do not say to the agents of the 
buyers for our woolen factories: ‘* We are asking—have fixed—sucha price on 
our wool this year.’’ But the buyers say: ‘‘ We give so much for wool this 
year.” 

What is that price? Invariably only so much above the natural level of prices 
fixed, regulated, and controlled by the London (Mark Lane) and Liverpool 
prices as will prevent our wool-growers from exporting their wool at a profit 
over home prices. 

Long knowing this, by having carefully studied the prices paid to first hands 
for some years, I tested it. 

In the spring of 1888 we had to sell our woo!, washed in the fleece on the sheep, 
Ohio XX, for 28 cents per pound, In the spring of 1889 the price generally 
paid for the same was 50 cents per pound. We got 31 cents,owing to much 
of it being XXX, 

Republican stumpers went through the woa}growing districts last fall and 
told the people that Cleveland and CARLISLE’ s— 


Very good company— 


| tariff talk had put wool down to 28 certs per pound in 1858, and that Harri- 
| son’s election, with the certainty of high protection on wool, had raised the 
price to 30 cents. 
| Iknew that this was idle talk, asa Republican Senate would prevent tarifl 
| reduction by Cleveland and CARLISsLE&, thatit was but the fallacy of post hoc, ergo 
| propter hoc, concurrence for cause and effect, the same asa gravely proposed 
remedy in an agricultural paper for grub in sheep’s noses. The man propos 
ing the prevention had a flock of sheep with long, natural tails that were free 
| from the grub, and a neighbor had a flock with the tails cut short, and they 
had the grub, ergo, to prevent grub let sheep’s tail4 alone. 

But, to test my discovery that our woolen manufacturers only paid for our 
wool enough above the natural Jevel of prices, as fixed by the free competition 
of the world, as would prevent its export ata profit above such prices; that 
they are compelled to do this to recoup as much as possible, in the prices paid 
to home growers, the high duties they pay on imported wools, which are nec- 
essary for mixing, I, in October, 1889, wrote to The National Stockman and 
Farmer, published in Pittsburgh, Pa., to give me the Liverpool prices of such 
wool, for the six months, April to September, of 1888 and 1459. 

Remember that when wool is not washed on the sheep, if it brings 21 to 24 
cents per pound, the same if so washed will bring 30 cents per pound and ove: 
October 10, 1889, that paper, at page 506, states as follows: 

** At the request of a reader we have secured some figures for comparing the 
prices of Australian wools (unwashed) in Liverpool last year and this yea: 
| with those of acorresponding grade of Ohio wool, For the facts here given we 








acknowledge obligations to Justice, Bateman & Co., Philadelphia 
Australian 
istralian, Ohio X 
Port St. Philip, ees 
Mont unwashed. 
on is 
| 
1888, 1889. 1888, 1889, 
} 
| 
: Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Centa. 
| April 2 5 | 31 3h 
DP eases ccccusceqeeanotodeonts 21 25 294 33 
SE shscew sesotcecmsesnieontabhasialinn 22 26 295 | 33 
 ——— 22 264 | 29 | 34 
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Showing an increase in 1889 over 1888 in every instance. 

Now, Mr. President, taking this statement to be correct as to the 
relative prices of washed and unwashed wools, the prices of Ameri- 
can wools in 1888 and 1889 followed the prices of Australian wools in 
the foreign market; and if the election of President Harrison had, as 
our Republican friends claina, the effect of increasing the price of wool 
in this country, it also increased the price in Australia, Liverpool, and 
London, because prices went up there exactly in the same proportion 
that they went up here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand that the Senator from Kentacky 
concurs in the statement which his correspondent makes in regard 
to the theory upon which prices are fixed in this country ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think so. I think it is beyond question that if 
the American consumer of wool refuses to pay our domestic producers 
of wool as much as they could get for their wool abroad they would ex- 
port it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What struck me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What struck me asvery singular in the statement, 
from hearing it read from the letter of the correspondent of the Sena- 
tor, was this, that the American purchaser only paid a sufficient sum 
above the London price to prevent the wool-producer of this country 
from exporting his wool. Why should he pay any sum above the 
London price to prevent the American producer from exporting? It 
strikes me, if the Senator’s theory is correct, that he would pay as much 
less a price as would measure the cost of freight and expenses of ex- 


poring. 

Mr, CARLISLE, That is what I said, Mr. President. He pays the 
American producer just that price which will prevent him from send- 
ing his wool abroad and selling it at a higher price than the domestic 
consumer will pay. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the statement made by the Senatorshows that 
the price paid for wool in Ohio was a number of cents higher than 
that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; because one was washed and the other 
unwashed, and the letter states the proportions. 

Mr. ALDRICH, If the Senator from Kentucky is as well posted as 
I think he is upon wool, he will understand perfectly that Australian 
unwashed wools do not shrink any more than Ohio washed wools, and 
that they stand practically upon the same level. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what my correspondent says. 

Jr. ALDRICH, And they have about the same value. Now, if 


- the price is fixed in the manner suggested by the correspondent of the 


Senator, why should they pay in Ohio from 5 to 8 cents a pound more 
than the London price if the price is governed by the London rates? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I have explained that fully, and 
the gentleman who writes this letter has explaineditfally. The prices 
which I have quoted for two years in London are the prices of Austra- 
lian wool unwashed, and he says that when the unwashed wool sells 
at this price in Liverpool then the washed wool sells at the higher 

ice which they received in Ohio for the two years that he mentions. 

e says the difference between prices per pound on the Australian 
wool and the prices per pound of Ohio wool, both in 1888 and 1889, 
was the difference between washed and unwashed wool of the same 
kind, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was trying to impress upon the 
Senator that Ohio washed wool and Australian unwashed stood, when 
manufactured, in relatively the same position, and that there was no 
more shrinkage in unwashed Australian wool than there was in washed 
Ohio wool. 

Now let us follow the matter a little further. ‘The Senator said, or 
his correspondent said, that the purchaser in Ohio paid 5 cents a pound 
more for wool of the same grade than the London price. Now, if the 
Obio producer sends his wool to London he must pay for transporta- 
tion, pay commissions ani other charges, amounting to at least 2 
cents a pound; so that the Ohio wool-grower receives at least 7 cents 
a pound more than he would have done if he had sent that wool to 
Liverpool for sale, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the Ohio wool-grower received 6 
or 7 cents a pound more in 1888 and 1889 for his washed wool than 
was paid for the Australian unwashed wool sold in the foreign market. 
That is the statement. Before making the statement of actual prices, 
the gentleman states that when the price of unwashed wool, for in- 
stance, is 21 cents, which was the price of Australian wool at one of the 
dates he mentioned, the price of washed wool would be about 30 cents, 
and that proportion rans through all the table, showing that if Ohio 
wool had been unwashed it could nothave been sold for more than the 
other, or if the Australian had been washed it would have been sold 
for as much as the Ohio. 
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Now, Mr. President, a word upon te other point which the Senator 
from Rhode Island makes, that the Australian wool unwashed will not 
shrink more than Ohio wool washed. I can show the Senator, from 
the statement of the Wool-Manufacturers’ Association and from the 
testimony of their representatives before his Committeeof Finance, 
that they claim that the Australian wool does shrink, and that it takes 
4 pounds of it to make a pound of cloth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; the Senator from Kentucky is entirely 
mistaken about that. He can not find any such evidence fromany man- 
uiacturer in the United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will find evidence to show that the claim made 
by the manufacturers of wool is that they are very much handicapped, 
to use a common expression, by the fact that they have to pay duty 
upon 4 pounds of wool unwashed in order to get material for 1 pound 
of cloth. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Thecontention of the wool manufacturers is, and it 
has been their contention from 1867 to the present time, that it takes 4 
pounds of South American mestiza unwashed wool to make one pound 
of finished cloth. But no manufacturer has ever claimed anywhere 
that it takes 4 pounds of unwashed Australian wool to make a pound 
of finished cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well; we will see when we come to that 
part of the bill. 

Mr. President, I have read to the Senate part of a letter from a pro- 
ducer of merino wool in the State of Ohio, and if I did not dislike to 
occupy so much of the time of the Senate I should like also to read a 
letter from a manufacturer of woolen goods in this country, a very in- 
telligent gentleman, upon the same subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the name of the Senator’s correspondent Smith ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, sir; his name is Judge Alfred Yaple, a very 
intelligent gentleman, who is well known to both the Senators from 
Ohio. 

I hold in my hand a letter addressed to me by Mr. Robert Bleakie, 
who is known, I presume, to the Senator from Rhode Island, a re- 
markably well written letter, containing a great deal of matter which 
I think the Senate and the country ought to have the benefit of, but it 
is too long for me to read without occupying more time than I ought 
upon a single point in this schedule, because we are all anxious to 
reach the manufactures of wool as soon as we can. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that it be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr.CARLISLE. In thisletter, Mr. President, this gentleman shows 
what has been the effect, as he claims, of the imposition of the in- 
creased duty upon wool in 1867, that the wool-producers of the coun- 
try then promised the manufacturers an consumers that if that duty 
was imposed they would in a few years be able to supply the whole 
American demand for wool; that they have not kept their promise; 
but that, on the contrary, they have found it so much more profitable 
to sell their sheep and their lambs for mutton that they are selling 
every year twenty million sheep to butchers and are still clamoring 
for more protection upon their wool. But on the suggestion of the 
Senator from Rhode I will ask leave to insert this letter in the 
RECORD as a of my remarks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator passes from that point I sup- 
pose he is as well aware as I am that the contention of the wool-grow- 
ers is that the act of 1883 so reduced their protection that it made the 
production of wool in this country unprofitable, and they give that as 
a reason for the slaughter of the sheep, instead of the reason which the 
Senator from Kentucky has given. 

Mr.CARLISLE. Well, Mr. President, I suppose the duty upon wool 
is advocated partly at least upon the same ground that is supposed to 
justify other high rates of duty, and that is that we must compensate 
our producers for the difference in the cost of labor here and abroad. 
That heretofore, at least before this discussion commenced, was sub- 
stantially the sole ground upon which these high rates of duty were 
advocated. 

But some Senators upon the other side said during this debate that 
this was not the sole ground, but that th~y wanted to equalize the con- 
ditions between this country and other cv intries in all respects. Three 
gentlemen appeared before the Commit+ce on Ways and Means and 
asked for an increase of duty upon all th. se classes of wools—one from 
Montana, one from Colorado, and one from Texas—and I will call the 
attention of the Senate for a very few mo-nents to their statements. 

The gentleman from Montana stated to the committee in detail the 
cost of producing wool in that State, inc] uding interest upon the capi- 
tal invested, rent of the lands, wages of labor, taxes, and every ele- 
ment that could — be included in the cost. He took for illus- 
tration a flock of 2,000 sheep, ucing, as he said, 10,000 pounds of 
wool, but I find in the The which I have before- me, 
of a very recent date, a carefully compiled table showing the average 
weight of fleeces in every State and Territory in the Union, from which 
it that in Montana the av quantity is 7 pounds per fleece, 
Ww would make 14,000 pounds of wool from this flock, instead of 


sags meant. ; 
Gafni tee this wool in Mon- 
tana 100, the labor-cost was as follows: Herder, $420, and 


his board at $180, which is a pretty high rate, it seems to me; shearing, 





1890. 





| 
$140—7 cents per fleece, making $740 for labor. But there was sold out | 
of this flock $750 worth of lam>s, which is more than the total labor- 
cost o/ producing all the wool aud all the lambs. 

In Colorado a flock of 2,000 sheep was also taken, producing 13,000 | 
pounds of wool, notwithstanding the Manufacturer says that they 
produce 7 pounds to the fleece, which would be 14,000 pounds, and the 
total cost was $2,945. For labor, the herder cost $420, a farm hand 
$4120, and extra for shearing $140, making $980, which is nearly 37 per 
cent. of the cost. But the lambs sold brought $750, leaving an expend- | 
iture for the Jabor in producing the lambsand the wool, of only $230, 
which is less than 8 per cent. of the total cost of producing both. 

A gentleman from Texas appeared before us—and I speak of these | 
States now because they are among the largest wool-producing States 
in the Union—in Texas over 28,000,000 pounds of washed and unwashed 
wool were produced this year; in Montana about 13,000,000 pounds, 
and in Colorado perhaps three or four or five million pounds; I have 
not the exact figures in my mind at this moment. In regard to Texas, 
Mr. Shepard, who seems to be a very prominent man among the wool- 
growers of the country, stated the cost of producing wool from a flock 
of 5,000 sheep, producing 35,000 pounds of wool, the whole cost being 
$7,977, including every element he could think of, interest, taxes, rent 
of land, and everything 

Mr. TELLER. Ishouldlike toinquireof the Senator where that is. | 

Mr. CARLISLE. InTexas. I have already spoken ot Montanaand | 
Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I heard that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In Texas in the cost of the labor are included the | 
wages for one herder for every 1,200 sheep, whereas the gentlemen | 
from Montana and Colorado both testified that one herder was sufli- | 
cient for 2,000 sheep in those States. I think the sheep would not re- 
quire so much attention in Texas as in the States of Coloradoand Mon- 
tana; but, however that may be, he gives the labor-cost for herders, | 
$500; one foreman, $420; shearing, $600; extra labor, $250; making | 
$2,470, which is less than 31 per cent. of the whole cost. They sold | 
lambs for the sum of $1,500, leaving expenditures for labor on wool 
and lambs $970, which is a little over 12 per cent. of the total labor- | 
cost of producing both. 

Then this gentleman takes his own flock of 18,000 sheep, kept on a | 
tract of 85,000 acres of land, producing 108,000 pounds of wool, at a 
total cost of $22,979, including his own services and attention and 
everything he could put into it. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if this man was 
running his sheep on the public lands’? 

Mr. CARLISLE. He was renting a part of the land, he said. 

Mr. TELLER. From whom ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. He was renting part of the land from the State 
ot Texas. 

Mr. TELLER. At what figures does he rent ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is all stated in the testimony, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell us at what figures? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will turn to it in a moment, when I finish this 
statement. 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 can not give the figures, but none of these herd- 
ers or stock-raisers are on the public lands except where they have | 
leased the school lands and paid arental. Ido not know what they | 
paid for them. Besides that, the most of them own large bodies of | 
land. ; 

Mr. CARLISLE. This gentleman states that he owns quite a large | 
body of land himself and rents the remainder from the State of Texas, | 
I think, for 4 cents an acre. That is my recollection. The Senator | 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who has the testimony before 
him, tells me it is 4 cents per <cre. 

The labor-cost, without reciting it in detail, was $5,711, which is 
less than 25 per cent. of the total cost, and he testifies that he sold 
$6,000 worth of lambs, which is more than the whole labor-cost of pro- 
ducing the wool and the lambs. This gentleman appeared before the | 
committee and was very urgent and persistent in demanding that there 
should be an increased duty upon wool, and especially upon wool of | 
the third class, which he says they could produce with sufficient pro- | 
tection; that is to say, he urged the imposition of a duty which would 
justify the people of Texas in going into the production of this inferior 
article instead of continuing to produce the superior one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let me finish this statement. We investigated 
the subject to some extent to see whether he needed protection. It 
appeared from his testimony that he commenced this business in the 
State of Texas in 1881 with 3,000 sheep, worth $2 each, or $6,000, and 
that he has now 18,000 sheep, worth $36,000, and has sold every year 
25 per cent. of his flock and got the money for it. That is to say, dur- 

a period of nine years he has multiplied his flock sixfold, besides 
ng all the wool produced by it, and selling 25 per cent. of his sheep 








EE 


se 


refusing to increase the duties upon wool, has greatly injured his 


Mr. BLAIR. That is worse than manufacturing. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, a good deal worse. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me a mo 
ment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly 

Mr. ALDRICH. The inference which I draw from the statement 
made by the Senator is that these gentlemen could engage in sheep- 
raising under the conditions which he has named, that is, selling their 
lambs at the price named, and having the land increased in value, and 


| give away their wool, and still make money. 


Mr. CARLISLE. That is exa tly the very point Im ike, and I say 
that under no circumstances can the people of this country who own 


| high-priced lands‘compete with the people of the West and Northwest 


with their low-priced land; and consequently in Ohio and in Kentucky 
we can not continue the wool-growingindustry as a profitable business 
on the high-priced lands in those States. 

Mr.TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kentucky wh 
proportion he thinks of the wool of this country is raised by the herde: 
on the public lands and the cheap lands of Texas. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not able to state at this moment, but I do 
know this, or at least I think I know it, that the quantity produced 
upon the cheap lands in the Northwest is constantly increasing and that 
the number of sheep and quantity of woo) produced on high-priced land 
is constantly decreasing. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me to say that an examina 


tion of therecords willshow that that statement is incorrect. I know, of 


my own knowledge, that the sheep industry is decreasing on the publi 


| lands very materially, and everybody knows that 


Mr. CARLISLE. Decreasing! 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, decreasing. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Inevitably the sheep industry will decrease on 
certain parts of the public lands and on all the public lands whenever 
they begin to fill up with populatiox. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The raising of sheep is a pioneer industry, the 


| first industry in which people engage when they have wide areas of un- 


occupied and cheap land, but the moment settlers begin to go in and 
divide up the land into farms, they engage in the production of wheat 
and corn and potatoes and other things, and sheep-raising in large flocks 
diminishes, and necessarily so. If we look back to the earliest history 
of mankind we find that the keeping of flocks was one of the very first 
occupations in which the people engaged. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell me how many sheep there are 
in the State of Colorado, with an area more than two and a half times 
that of the State of Ohio? 

Mr. CARLISLE. No; I cannot. I was under the impression that 


| I had a statement showing it, but I find that it only states the quan 


tity of wool produced. 

Mr. TELLER. It is less than 2,000,000; about 1,700,000 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is it increasing or decreasing? 

Mr. TELLER... It is decreasing. The Senator will allow me to say 
that it is decreasing in all that country, and inevitably must decrease; 
and I think it would not be out of the way to say that in ten years the 
sheep industry on the public lands will be practically ended. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why? 

Mr. TELLER. Beeause the country is being settled. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Thatisit. It isnot the tariff; itis not the want 
of sufficient protection. It is because the people are opening up farms 
and producing wheat and corn and rye and all the varieties of crops 
which can be cultivated upon that soil, and that process will continu: 
to go on; but there never will be a time when there will not be large 
numbers of sheep in this country, because every farmer, however smal] 
his holding, wants a little flock of sheep upon his land for the mutton 
and for the benefits derived from their pasturage. 

Mr. ALLISON. I intended toask the Senator from Kentucky where 
in the near future, in view of the statement of the Senator from Col- 
orado, the chief seat of the wool industry will be in our own country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ithink that the sheep industry, the wool-growing 
industry—I mean by large flocks—wil! naturally gravitate towards the 
unoccupied lands, and the large flocks will continue year by year to 
diminish and disappear from the populous part of the country, and 
with the constant increase in the value of land the time may come when 
there will be no large flocks of sheep in this country, as it will undoubt 
edly come when we shall have no such large herds of cattle as we have 
now on the great plains of the West; but every farmer will have hi 
sheep and his cattle and we shall always have at least a partial supply 
of domestic wool. 

But I do not believe if the consumptive demand in this country for 
woolen goods goes on hereafter as it has heretofore that we shall ever 
produce in this country a sufficient quantity of wool to supply all ou: 
demands. We have not done it up to this time, and after a high tariff 
of more than twenty years the quantity is diminishing instead of in- 


| creasing, as Senators themselves state 
the market and getting the money for them; yet he says Congress, | 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky understand that 


| the wool which is produced in Texas or on any unoccupied lands south 
| of Montana or Wyoming competes in any sense with the wool which 


grows in Ohio or Michigan or Pennsylvania? 
Mr. CARLISLE. I think itdoes. True, it is not used for the same 
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purpose; I mean to say that it is not used in making precisely the same 


kind of cloth; but it enables our manufacturers to make and sell a differ- 
ent kind of cloth, which takes the place of the kind manufactured trom 
the Ohio and Pennsylvania wool to a certain extent, because, as every 


Senator knows, when two articles can be applied to the same purpose 
they compete with each other to a certain extent, but not as much as 
if they were both used in making precisely the same kind of garment or 
the same kind of cloth; but they supply the same use, the same de- 
mand, 

Now, Mr. President, we have been told in the case of sugar that it 
ought to be put on the free-list because we did not produce sugar 
“‘substantially,’’ to use the language of the Committee on Ways and 
Means in its report, ‘‘ to the extent of our wants’’ for home consump- 
tion, Let us test wool by the same rule. According to the best au- 
thorities we consume in this country about 600,000,000 pounds of 
unwashed wool every year, including our domestic production, the 
wool contained in imported woolea fabrics and the raw wool brought 
here from abroad. The whole consumption is about 10 pounds per 
capita. Now, as I have said, we have had a high duty comparatively 
upon this article for more than twenty years, and what is the result? 

Out of 600,000,000 pounds of wool we have imported in the form of 
manufactured cloth 150,000,000 pounds, and we imported in the year 
1889 wool of the third class amounting to 100,000,000 pounds, upon 
which we paid a duty of about $3,000,000, and 29,626,000 pounds of 
clothing wool upon which the duties amounted to nearly $3,000,000 
more, or about 10 cents per pound. 

I have here thestatement of the Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, 
from which it appears that we produced in this country a little over 
321,000,000 pounds of unwashed wool in 1888, So, then, after thislong 
period of protection we have produced only about one-half of our do- 
mestic consumption, as this correspondent, whose letter will be printed 
in the RecorD, shows; not enough to furnish toeach man, woman, and 
child in this country 24 ounces of wool per annum for clothing, when 
the absolute demand is for 72 ounces to make one dress for a woman 
or one suit of clothes for a man. 

Mr. GIBSON, Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to make a 
suggestion ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to state that under the Robert J. Walker 
tariff the sugar industry in the State of Louisiana produced a little more 
than 50 per cent. of all the sugar consumed in this country, and that 
if it were not for the high bounties placed upon sugar in Austria and 
Germany and France, and the disasters which were inflicted upon this 
industry in the State of Louisiana, that State, with Florida, Kansas, 
and Nebraska, under a properly regulated tariff, that is, a tariff which 
would establish between that industry and the other industries of the 
United States a just equilibrium and a proportionate share of the pro- 
tection afforded by the Government, we should be able to produce, in 
less than five years, all the sugar that is required to supply the market 
of the United States. 

Yet, whenever a tariff bill is brought in here by those who advocate 
a tariff for revenue for individual and corporate interests and their pro- 
tection, even to the extent of prohibition, upon all commerce and for 
reduction of the revenues of the Government, or a tariff for revenue 
with incidental protection, all the gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber and all the leaders of the Republican party propose to trade 
off this sugar industry in order to secure, if possible, markets for North- 
ern industries. Why should they not give Southern industries the 
benefit of tariff protection? Why exclude them and determine the 
policy by lines of latitude’ 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to sup- 
plement further the statement of the Senator from Louisiana ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 


Mr, ALDRICH. I desire to supplement the historical statement | e 


made by the Senator from Louisiana with the further statement that 
fifty years ago under a tariff which, as he says, was 30 per cent. ad 
valorem, Louisiana produced more sugar than she did in 1890 when 
the protection was 80 percent. ad valorem. In 1840,on the other hand, 
there were produced in the United States 35,000,000 pounds of wool, 
and in 1890 there were produced more than 300,000,000 pounds. This 
shows the relative claims of these two articles for the consideration of 
the American Congress. 

Mr, GIBSON. I desire to say that the statement of the Senator 
trom Rhode Island is not fair. It ismisleading. There was noslaugh- 
ter of all the sheep in this country during the civil war. The sheep 
produces itsown wool. There is no manufacturing process carried on 
to produce wool. But we know that the most ve industry in 
the United States, combining the highest skill scientific processes 
and the most costly apparatus in any business in this country, and the 
most expensive labor, and the most scientific methods of agriculture 
are applied to the sugarindustry. Thereis no agricultural product in 
the world requiring so Jarge an amount of capital per acre, and there 
is no manufacturing process in the world which requires so much ex- 
penditure in machinery. No other one single industry concentrates 
so much capital or compels such a system or so much organization. 

Now, I do not wish, and I never wish, to refer to that epoch, but 
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during the civil war nothing was left in this garden spot of Louisiana 
but chimneys and ruins. We went down there from 225,000 tons a 
year and more to 5,000 tons in the last year of the civil war, and then 
the levees were swept away, and these public works were destroyed by 
the military commanders on both sides, as they were in Holland. The 
levees were broken down, and the lands were overflowed year aiter 
year, and not only that, but the export bounties that were given by 
Germany and Austria and France overwhelmed this industry in all 
other lands, reducing the price to a point but little above the cost of 
production. It is wonderful that the sugar industry has survived and 
prospered in the midst of so many catastrophes, burdens, and discour- 
agements, 

Now, I beg pardon of the Senator from Kentucky for consuming 
so much time. It is proposed whenever the tariff system comes up here 
to treat this industry in a lett-handed manner, as if it were of illegiti- 
mate birth, disowned, disfavored by the very promoters of the pro- 
tective system. I will ona proper occasion show that the much talked- 
of idea of reciprocity as now pro will bring no relief to the peo- 
ple of this country and that it will not reduce the price of a pound of 
sugar to the consumer in the United States or open a market fora 
single pound of flour or a yard of cloth or a pound of meat. We pro- 
pose to establish reciprocity with the people of South America and with 
Porto Rico and Cuba while we are building a high stone wall to shut 
off our kin people—our countrymen, if I may speak of them so—in Can- 
ada, and placing restrictions and impediments upon our commerce and 
trade with the largest consumer of our products, Why should we sac- 
rifice our agriculturist in sugar to open markets for our manufact- 
urers in the countries south of us, who really consume little or noth- 
ing of our commodities, and yet close the markets for our agricultur- 
ists in England in order to protect our manufacturing industries? Why 
not sacrifice wool as well as sugar? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. DAWES. Just for a single interrogatory. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. TheSenator from Louisiana has alluded to the amount 
of the production of sugar under the Walker tariff. Will he be kind 
enough to state the comparison between that production and the pro- 
duction of the present day ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not feel that I can intrude longer upon the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Louisiana no doubt will address 
himself to this subject hereafter. 

Mr. GIBSON, I feel that I have already overstepped the limit. 

Mr. DAWES. It will only take a minute to state it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not know that I understood the question of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. My question was whether the production under the 
Walker tariff was —_— or less than the production of the present day. 

Mr. GIBSON. , Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who has been so long and so honorably connected with the mak- 
ing of tariff bills, ought to know that sugar and every other industry 
in this country advanced more rapidly under the Robert J. Walker 
tariffthan underany other tarift in its whole history. If he will ask his 
neighbor the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] he will make the same 
confession. If I had the Recorp here, I would quote his eloquent 
words in describing how the industries of this country throve under the 
Robert J. Walker tariff. Iam not permitted by the restraint that we 
put upon ourselves in this body to trespass fi upon the indulgent 
courtesy of my friend, the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Car- 
LISLE]. 

Mn DAWES. It would not take half so long to tell as to make the 


xcuse. 
Mr. GIBSON. I think the Senator fram Massachusetts can have a 
rivate conversation with the Senator from Iowa, who can enlighten 
him better than I can upon the merits of the Robert J. Walker tariff. 
Mr. CARLISLE. It was not my intention to introduce the sugar 
uestion into this debate, and I referred to it te Rage me as of 
avnter that the same argument which justifies the oe 
upon the free-list would j the placing of wool upon the é 
under h we have not suc- 


that is to say, after a igh protection 
an oe pssdestinn to an extent which would supply, 


ceeded in 
or substantially supply, the home demand. 

Mr. President, I have already spoken longer upon this subject than 
I intended, but there is one aspect of it which I think ought to be con- 
sidered. In my opinion, the admission of foreign wools free of duty 
will not in the end injure our wool-growers to any extent whatever, and 
it will vastly benefit the manufacturers of woolen goods and the con- 
sumers a veaeee products. If our woolen manufacturers could have 





access to great woolen of the world and make their selec- 
tions from all the wools that are there offered for sale, it would enable 
them to uce various grades of goods which can not now 


they pro- 
duce, to produce them cheaply, and at the same time it would have 
a tendency to raise the price of wool in foreign markets and to that ex- 
tent assist our domestic wool-growers. 
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The very moment a great country like the United States, with 65,- 
000,000 people, enters the markets of the world to buy any particular 
article, the price of that article will go up, and the foreign manufact- 
urer who now excludes the American manufacturer from the markets 
outside of his own country will be compelled to pay higher prices for 
his material than he pays now; and thus our manufacturers and the | 
foreign manufacturers will be placed more nearly upon a footing of 
equality than they are now in the markets of the world, because we 
could help our manufacturers by equalizing the cost of production here 
and the cost of production elsewhere better than we can help them in 
any other way. 

As I had occasion to say a few days ago, in the great contest for the 
markets of the world the result is not determined so much by actnal 
prices as by relative prices. No matter what the cost of producing a 
given article may be, for whether it be $100 or $10, if it is the same to 
the foreign manufacturer as it is to the American manufacturer, we 
stand upon an equal footing with him. Ii, therefore, by our demand 
upon foreign markets the prices of iron and wool and other materials 
used by our competitors abroad in their markets is so raised that their 
cost of production is increased, it helps our manufacturers precisely to 
the same extent as if our cost of production was decreased —T mean in 
the contest for the markets abroad. 

That is the philosophy which lies at the foundation of my position 
upon this subject, We need not attempt to cut down the rates of 
wages in this country, for we could not do it if we would. Senators 
upon the other side very frequently assume that if we had free trade 
or lower rates of duty all our manufacturing establishments would be 
closed, all our mines would be abandoned, and all the mechanical arts 
in this country would cease to exist. Why, Mr. President, the whole 
world could not supply us. The whole world could not supply the 
United States with the seven thousand millions’ worth of manufact- 
ured products which we produce and consume annualiy. ‘These in- 
dustries would go on in this country, and the effect of our demand 
upon foreign producers for seven thousand millions’ worth of manu- 
factured products would inevitably be to raise the prices there and 
keep the prices up here to a considerable extent, equalizing, in othe: 
words, the cost of production, equalizing the price of the finished 
article, and we should go side by side with the English and the Ger- 
man and the French manufacturer into the markets of the world and 
undersell them. 

The best way, and the only legitimate way, in my judgment, to pre- 
serve the home market for the domestic producer is to produce the ar- 
tidle so cheaply at home that no foreign producer can invade it and sell 
his wares in competition with us, and that we can do and will do when- 
ever we adopt a policy which places our manufacturers upon a footing 
of equality with the foreign manufacturers, either by reducing the cost 
of production here or by increasing the cost of production abroad; and 
this can be done without diminishing the rates of wages, for the statis- 
ticsshow beyond question that the higher the rate of wages paid in this 
country the lower is the cost of production and the lower the price of 
the article in the market. 

Mr. Edward Atkinson, in his recent work, has demonstrated this so 
clearly that no man who reads it can doubt. Mr. Joseph D. Weeks, 
a protectionist of protectionists, but an intelligent and honest man, 
who deserves the thanks of the country for the conscientious manner 
in which he discharged his duty as the agent of the Census Department 
in 1880, hasshown beyond question in the twentieth volume of the cen- 
sus reports, devoted to the wages of labor, thatas wages rise the cost of 
production diminishes and the selling price decreases. 

Why, Mr. President, suppose it takes ten men to produce a given 
quantity of a certain article in a day, and they are each paid a dollar a 
day, it will amount to $10 for labor, but suppose a machine is invented 
by which the same quantity can be turned out by one man in one day 
and he is paid $5 a day, the actual amount of wages paid by thie man- 
ufacturer to a single laborer has increased 400 per cent., and yet he has 
aan the same amount of product with one-half the actual cost for 
labor. 

Mr. HOAR, I should like to ask the honorable Senator a question 
with his permission. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. In the case the Senator states, the other nine men are 
turned out of employ and are seeking todo the same job of which they 
have been deprived; is it likely that the man, No. 10, will get $5? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not know that [ understand the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says that if ten men are doing a certain 
work for a dollar a day, and a machine is invented by which one man 
does the same thing, he will get $5. day, and still the production 
will not be diminished while the wages will be increased, I asked 
him if, in the particular case which he has supposed, the other nine 
men being turned out of employment and seeking precisely the same 
ob , he is quite sure that man No. 10 will get $5. 

_ Mr. CARLISLE. I did not say he would. I simply put a case to 
illustrate my argument, and there are actual cases, as the Senator very 
well knows, where a skilled man takes charge of a machine and receives 
four or five times as much as the unskilled man who worked on the 
same article before. I do notagree with an inference which might he 
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drawn from the Senator’s statement that the introduction of m: 
is a misfortune to anybody. 
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of that particular employment, but they will g 


in the market. 
anything, and every time we increase the « 
buy with his wages it has precisely the same effe: 
rectly diminished the amount of money received by him for his labor. 


It is true that in the case supposed the nine me 


Ip} n will be turved « 


get employm«e ntat so 


other work at the same or perhaps befter wages than they received he 
fore, and the general result will be that the whole community, includ 
ing the laboring man himself, notwithstanding his frequent protes 
against the introduction of labor-saving machine: | be vastly ben 
efited by its introduction and use. 

Its use has a tendency to cheapen the necessaries of life which hei 
compelled to have; it has a tendency to increase the purchasing powei 
of the wages he receives for his labor. It increases } ymforts and 
promotes his prosperity and welfare in every respect. I have no sym 
pathy whatever with that spirit which would arrest the progress o 
the age. Let the inventions go on and let us multiply as many time 
as we can the machines in our shops and factories, cheapen the cost of 
production, diminish the prices of the necessaries of for which alone 


the laborer works, because he can not cat or drink or wear the money 
received for his labor. 


His wages are worth nothing to him 
As a general rule, he s 


<cept what they will purchase 
ives but very little if he saves 
st of the things he has to 
on him as if we di- 


But, Mr. President, I owe an apology to the Senate for having 


oceu- 
pied so much of its time, and will detain it no longer 
The letter referred to in the remarks of Mr. CARLISLE is as fol 
lows: 
Ilype P MAss J e 18, 1890, 


Dear Sin: I have been asked by members of the Wool Consumers’ Asso- 


ciation to lay before you a New England manufacturer's reasons why wool 
should be placed on the free-list, and why the tariff bill 1 
should not become a law. 


ow before the Senate 
As it will require considerable space to do this, I 
will proceed at once. 

In the earlier days of our Government it was thought expedient to extend 
aid to infant industries, struggling for a foothold, by means of a tariff sufficient 
to prevent ruinous competition from abroad, and in many cases this worked for 
the good of our people. But the skme wisdom which gave this aid was prompt 
to withdraw it when it was apparent that it had failed to accomplish the desired 
result, and this not only without injury, but with positive benefit to the coun- 
try. ‘Take, for example, the silk industry. For many years the attempt was 
made to help on the production of raw silk by a duty upon it of from 12 to 50 
per cent., and in some of the New England States, especially Connecticut, the 
fields were dotted with mulberry trees to furnish food for the silk-worm. 

But no amount of Government protection could bring that industry up to the 
expectations of its promoters, and about 18§é raw silk was placed on the free- 
list, though many feared this would bring disaster to the farmers who had been 
engaged in this culture, especially in Connecticut,and to the numerous small 
silk-mills upon herstreams. Yet, to-day, the wisdom of making silk free will 
hardly be questioned by any one, and least of all by the people of Connecticut, 
who have in their midst the great silk manufactories of Cheney Bros. and others 
structures which never could have been supported by the domestic production 
of silk. To illustrate how manufactures will increase and flourish when freed 
from artificial impediments, I quote the following concerning silk manufacture 
from the American Almanac, 1886 


Percentage 


IS70 1380, of 
increase. 
Establishments ' = nowpcene 44 332 iA 
Capital semetentinuns . $5, 200,000 | $19, 100, 000 208 
Hands employed ; 6, 699 31, 337 OT 


Wages.......+ 


. $1, 900, 000 $9 
Value of product.. 


, 100, 000 
$12. 700. 000 


$41, 000, 000 


Now, in the same days when raw silk was taxed, raw wool also was heavily 
taxed, but in 1857 the same statesmanlike sagacity which had freed silk from 
its burden substantially relieved wool, and from that time to 1861 our manufact 
ure of woolen goods increased in magnitude by leaps and bounds, When the 
war broke out every possible source of revenue was utilized, and wool had to 
bear its share of the public burden. In 186] a tariff tax of 5 per cent. was placed 
on wool costing not over 15 cents; the next year it was raised to 15 per cent. on 
all wool costing between 18 and 24 cents; in 1863 Canada wool was admitted 
free ; from 1861 to 1867 the tax was from 25 to 30 per cent. on value. This was 
the ultimate limit of the burden which the able and patriotic leaders of the Re- 
publican party thought wool should bear, and this with other like taxes was 
deprecated by those leaders, was excused asan undesirable necessity occasioned 
by the great cost of the civil war, and they solemnly pledged themselves to se- 
cure its removal as soon as that necessity had ceased. It was submitted to, un- 


der these pledges and the hope of anearly relief,ascheerfullyasmightbe. But 
alas! for misplaced confidence. In violation of those pledges, in 1867, two 
years after the war had ended, a combination of certain carpet manufacturers 
woolen goods manufacturers, and Western wool-growers, as mischievous as 
any of the present trust combinations of Standard Oil or sugar monopolists, 
was suffered to log-roll a bill through Congress imposing a duty of from 50 to 
60 per cent. on all clothing wools imported into this country. Many of our 
ablest nianufacturers then predicted that this would do great injury to the 
woolen industry of the country, and those predictions have been abundantly 
verified. 

It is needless to produc e here statistics to show this. The factis universally 





known and admitted; and the excuse offered for retai 


ir 
duty on wool is that it isfor the benefit of the wool-raisers and to stimulate 


g or increasing the 


production. The same reason was given in 1867, and the wool-raisers this side 
of the Missouri River (for at that time hardly any wool was grown the other 
side) promised to give us all the wool the country needed in return for that high 
protection. They have not kept that promise, On the contrary, they have 
either gone out of the business or brought their flocks down to a mutton-con- 
sumption basis. 

This is shown by the fact that the number of sheep east of the Missourl has 
diminished from 22,000,000 to 9,000,000; and even in the States and Territories 
west of the Missouri, where most of the woo! o-day, the same con- 
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dition is apparent in the slaughter of lambs for the table—notably inColorado, | cles on the free-list than the Mills bill, as was done herea short time ago by Mr. 


Texas, and California In 





000 pounds to 20,000,000 pounds, as appears by the following table, for the accu- 
racy of which Iw voucl 
° 
Yea Clip. Yea Clip. 
Pounds. Pounds. 

1876 56, 550,970 || 1882...........0- 40, 527, 639 
1877 53,110,742 1883... : ° ' 40, 848, 690 | 
i878 pore 40, 862, O91 Isn4 ° . : 87, 415, 339 
1879 16, 903, 360 it aaininornttntinceystinareneensauitietecsiaaisiail 36, 561, 390 | 
1880 s Bat ol SS OG 33, 509, 160 | 
1881 ; es 45, 076,639 || 1887 31,564, 231 


This can not be from lack of enough protection on wool, for the tax of l0 cents 
per pound on this kind of wool is equal toa protection of Mto75 percent. Itis 
because mutton is worth 40 per cent. more now than it was in 1876, and the 
sheep farmer can get better returns, at less trouble, by selling his sheep for the 
table than by keeping them for their wool. 





The following table shows the winter price of wether mutton in San Fran- 
cisco during the period from 1876 
Year. Price. Price, 
ID ncrccerssecsnecsesscnsnenorevencnnsorsepeoveyl MD $4. 00 
1877 ‘ siidiieban-avenvedoanameennts 3.50 4.00 
° wo ecsneenedl, aaa 4.50 
1879 5 apd ontvetquenvene «| 8.75} 4.25 
ee psovvenwenerenpentvenmeney. mua 4.00 
1881 a wee 4.00 5.00 
1882 ie keemasesonnel ae 4.90 


IT have demonstrated ina letter previously published thatin the twenty years 
from 1967 to 1887, a time of high protection on wool, the number of sheep in this 
country increased less than 3 per cent. annually, while their normal increase 
when not slaughtered for food is at least 50 per cent. annually; and that up- 
wards of 20,000,000 sheep were killed yearly to meet the demand for mutton. 
I think that those statements have not been publicly questioned. 

It is then evident from all the foregoing that the sheep farmer does not need 
rotection to enable him to reap the full benefit of the market which he pre- 
ers, the mutton market; and that he does not deserve protection at the ex- 

pense of other industries, because by his own act he has put it outof his power 
to keep his promises and supply the wool which the necessities of the country 
demand. 

In the resolutions adopted by the National Association of Wool-Manufactur- 


ers at its annual meeting, October 2, 1889, it is stated that “‘ the quantity of 
foreign woo! introduced into this country in the shape of goods and yarns has 
increased to the enormous total of 141,474,144 pounds in 1888, eq ng 44 per 


cent.of our total home production of woois of all descriptions,” thus placing 
our home production at 321,532,000 pounds as it comes from the sheep’s back ; 
but Mr. J.P. Truitt, of Dolan & Co., of Philadelphia, a most unim ble 
authority, shows that all this domestic wool, when cleaned for cloth-making 
purposes, amounted in 1889 to 134,795,250 pounds. 

Peducting 15 per cent, lost in manufacturing, there are left 114,576,048 pounds 
of cloth, not 24 ounces for each of our population, estimating the latter at 60,000,- 
000, As it will take 72 ounces of woolen cloth to make a suit for aman or a dress 
for a woman, it is easy tosee that many must get along with ar little wool in 
their clothing even when we include all that is imported; and if restricted to 
home production the quantity of wool in a so-called woolen coat will be hardly 
enough to decently vencer the cotton and shoddy in it. 

Therefore, the more pea the duty on wool, the greater must be the 
quantity of shoddy and cotton used in manufacture to supply the place of the 
wool which our sheep farmers do not and will not supply to us. This state of 
things is not desirable from any point of view. It not only cripples the manu- 
facturer and cheats the consumer, but it even injures the wool-raiser in the very 
matter which he is apparently so anxious to protect, the price of his wool. 
For the more extensively shoddy is used to clothe the people the less will be 
the demand for and the price of wool. 

iam an ardent admirer of the tariff bill prepared by the House of Representa- 
tives when you were its Speaker, and known as the Mills bill, because it pro- 
posed to give our industry free wool and open to it the same chances for devel- 
opment that are enjoyed by the silk, cotton, and leather industries, which, 
getting their material at the world's market price, have expanded and grown 
until they are a credit to our country, and doa profitable exporting business. 
All that has been possible for them is possible for the woolen industry under 
similar conditions. 

Put it upon the same plane, take it out of polities, and cease making a foot- 
ball of it, and this industry, which even now, in New England, has an output 
whose yearly value is nearly $150,000,000, and in which about 80,000 people find 
employment and the security of their homes, will again mt as tempting a 

| channel! for a England capital 4 oo our Lo ares Yeolslet! wrences 
were built up. Let us return again ante-war prece when on 
was not wholly in the interest of monopolists, nor n ted the busy whee! 
whose hum is New England's sweetest music, giving to her people and 
surrounding their homes with needed comforts. 

Asillustrative of what the woolen-manufacturing industry might do, if com- 

ratively unhampered by vexatious legislation, I will refer briefly to the manu- 
Rasore of carpets. In that business, 8,843,691 pounds of wool were consumed in 
1869; in 1887, 77.504.477 pounds were used. Practically all of this was imported, 
as the home production of carpet wool that year was only 4,000,000 pounia, ood 
double that quantity was used in other manufacture than that of carpets. The 
wool so imported paid a duty of at Jeast 2} cents per pound. Thus we see that 
the carpet industry, not debarred under a duty of only 2) cents per pound from 
going upon the markets of the world for its raw material, in those twenty-seven 
years increased over 876 per cent. 

It is interesting to note, also, that the duty paid that year on this imported 
woo! was over $2.000,000, while the whole value of the home production was 
only $610,000! This exhibits to perfection the beauties of indiscriminating pro- 


tection. 

For advocating such views as Ihave here ex during the last Presi- 
dential campaign, | and others met the determined opposition of Republican 
liticians and home-protection organizations; and we were called free-traders 
asking that the pledges made by the representatives of the Government 
twenty-five years ago be redeemed. Of course, we know that those who cried 

out “ free trade ’’ did so only to cover up their real designs. 
It is, however, rather amusing to hear them now attempt to curry favor with 


the people of New England by claiming that the McKinley bill puts more arti- 


the latter State the wool clip has fallen from 56,000,- | 


| $5,651,000. 





DinGiey, of Maine. We were also assured, two years ago, that the success of 
the Republican party with its high protective platform would revive all the 
drooping branehes of business and make every one happy. Especially was 
this to be so in the woolen industry. But in looking back over the last two 
years we do not find much to be thankful for, unless we can be comforted like 


| the farmer's wife from Mr. Driso.evy's district in Maine, who, when asked how 


she had been during the winter, auswered that she “had enjoyed very poor 
health.” 

I find that in 1889 the number of failures among wool-dealers was 11, liabilities 
$2,293,000, assets $1,381,000; wool-manufacturers 61, liabilities $8,149,000, assets 
Total failures, 72; liabilities, $10,442,000; assets, $7,032,000. 

This is not very cheering of itself. When compared with the previous year it 
is less so. Then the number of failures among wool-dealers was 8, liabilities 
$536,000, assets $253,000, wool-manufacturers 49, liabilities $3,101,000, assets $1,- 
723,000. Total, 57; liabilities, $3,637,000; assets, $1,976,000. In 1839 the number 
of failures was 15 per cent. greater, the liabilities 150 per cent. greater, the assets 
less than half as much. 

if this is the result when increased tax on wool is only threatened, what will 
happen when such tax is an actual fact? The only hope is in the fact that the 


| lessons taught by tariff reformers is daily taking a firmer and deeper root among 


the laboring masses. As when our Savior sought for disciples He took thom 
from among the fishermen on the banks of Galilee, whose plastic minds were 
open to receive impressions, while educated ignorance, the child of prejudice, 
in the temples could receive no light, so now the truths of tariff reform find 
their converts among those whose labor is their sole capital. 

If the adjustment of this matter rested with their votes, the woolen industry 
and all other manufacturing industries would quickly stand where they ought, 
side by side with cotton, silk, and leather; and indeed we have the reported 
statement of Mr. McKin.ey, the author of the present bill, that every argu- 
ment which can be urged in favor of taxing wool applies with equal force to 
taxing hides. As he seems now to be reconciled to free hides, may I not hope 
that before long he may become a convert to free wool? 


Very truly yours, . 
ROBERT ‘BLEAKIE. 
lion. Jonw G, CaRLIsie. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not think that at this period 
of the debate, or indeed at any other, it is necessary to enter into any gen- 
eral discussion upon the wool tariff. A very few facts demonstrate the 
wisdom of the policy provided by the act of 1867, and the facts speak 
more eloquently than words. I have before mea statement showing 
the products of wool in the United States, and the effect of the various 
tariffs upon wool. In a general way I may say that from 1810 to 1860, 
at the time of the passage of the Morrill tarift bill, there was no pro- 
tection on wool. Practically wool was admitted duty free, although 
at different times and by different tariffs, especially that of 1842, there 
was a small duty on wool. 

The result was that in 1810, the statistics of the earliest date that I 
have in hand, which are probably accessible to any one, it was shown 
that the number of sheep in the United States was 10,000,000, and the 
amount of wool produced was 13,000,000 pounds. So the matter con- 
tinued until 1860, when the number of sheep had been increased to 
22,471,275, or had more than doubled in fifty years, while the popula- 
tion had increased four or five fold. The quantity of wool produced 
was 60,511,343 pounds. 

In 1867 the farmers of this country, feeling that gross injustice had 
been committed in respect to their interests, and feeling that the same 
principles which had been applied to all kinds of manufacturing in- 
dustries had not been applied to the important industry of wool-grow- 
ing, insisted by a popular demand coming from every State of the 
Union (because every State in the Union is more or less interested in 
the sheep industry) upon Congress giving them some reasonable pro- 
tection, not so high a protection as is given in favor of manufacturers, 
but a reasonable protection, which was provided for by aduty of from 
10 to 11 cents a pound. 

At that time, or shortly after the passage of that act, the number of 
sheep had increased in 1870 to 28,477,951, and the number of pounds 
of wool had increased to 100, 102,387, showing not only a large increase 
of the number of sheep but a still larger increase in the number of 
pounds of wool produced. 

Under the operation of the act of 1867 the sheep in thiscountry were 
enormously improved. The best breed of sheep from difrerent parts 
of the world were brought here, improved, and perfected, so that in a 
short time the average for a sheep was 5 or 6 pounds of wool for each 
sheep, instead of i} pounds. So it continued. 

In 1880, a period of over ten years, the number ofsheep had increased 
to 40,765,900, while the number of pounds of wool yielded was 240, - 
000,000, almost three times the amount of wool produced when the 
tariff of 1867 was framed. By 1884 an agitation had occurred and an 
endeavor had been made to reduce the duties not only on wool, but on 
woolen goods and all other lines of goods, to the extent that in the act 
of 1883 the duty on wool was somewhat reduced and the duty on 
woolens, and that made a very seriousdisturbance in the wool industry ; 
so that in 1884 we produced the highest quantity of sheep and of wool 
in this country; the number of sheep had increased to 50,360,243, while 
the pounds of wool had increased See or more than 
6 pounds to a sheep, insteail of 1} pounds, as the old system. 

Under the operation of the act of 1883 the wool industry of this 
country has been greatlydiscouraged. There wasa reduction, not very 
large it is true, but still there was a reduetion of the duty on wool. 
The result was that rapidly the number of was reduced, and 
consequently the amount of domestic wool produced in this country in 
1887 had failen to 265,000,000 pounds, and the number of sheep had 
fallen to the same extent, and that kind of discrimination still con- 
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tinues because the law has not been changed, although several efforts | « d build up the manufacturing industries appl 
have been. made to change the duty on wool and to restore the condi- | H neouraged by this proté " 
tion to the act of 1867. I t . ha 

Ho-vever, at this moment the number of sheep and the number of | by your tariff la 
pounds of domestic wool are rather increasing than otherwise, but not irplus production of : é 
rapidly. there meet with compet 


lhis bill practically maintains the present duties and gives only an 








5 increase over the act of 1883 of about 1 cent a pound, and scarcely that. cht to 
& The average is not quite 1 cent apound in my judgment. 1 he rate is | needed for American 
: less than the rate on almost any other article in the tariff, much less | have nov ut also 
than the average rate. I believe it is not quite sufficient, but yet the | we import. 
F wool-crowers of thiscountry believe that under the provisions of this We have lav A 
¢ bill as it is now reported not only will they reclaim their industry, but | va of mountair ‘ 
{ they will rapidly advance and increase it. produce in this counts as is shown by t 
; Most of the provisions of this bill which are beneficial to the wooi- | wool that is necessary, not only to 1 
ge. growers are contained in the legislative clauses or definitions. By th lustries, but even to go b : 
z act of 1867 wool was divided into three classes, depending mainly upon lat We can suppl) ry Val ‘ 
the country from whichit came. One wastheclothing wool, the second wool depends first on the 
the combing wool, and the third the carpet wool. The combing wool | t! od it consumes. 
3 and the clothing wool are those used in making the cloth for the wear lhe cheaper wools are raised in ih ld | is in Texas, ¢ 
3 both of males and females, while the carpet wools are mainly the car- | and the Western country, but they are constantly imp 


pet wools from Mexico and other countries where the sheep have not | and beginning to raise combing wool and clothing wo \ 
been improved, and the rates of duty on those wools were made very | Eastern States, especially in Ohio, we raise the very best of wor 
low under the act of 1883. wool industry is very important to the fa 
The result of that has been to discourage the growth of sheep and | an annual crop by the clip, but also yielding him a healt 
the improvement of sheep, and the quantity and quality have both di- | sale or for his family use, but it has also a 








nuch more important 
minished so that here we have a striking lesson in the experience of | ing upon agriculture even than this. It frnctilies the ground 
the country for a period of more than twenty years, from 1867 to 1890. | manure is more valuable than to allow a flock of sheepupon th 
The beneficial effect of protection to the farmer has been to enormously | land 
increase this important industry and to supply two-thirds of all the It can be plowed in and yields an increase. Sheep « 
wool necessary for the manufacturers in this country. solutely necessary for land that has been used constantly for 
Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me foraquestion? | and no farmer can succeed well in cultivating 1 ul 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. more or less sheep. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator to say that since Se in every respect the sheep industry is one of the m« 
the tariff act of 1883, in which the rates of duty on wool were reduced, | the country, first, in supplying our clothing, next o 
, the number of sheep has been reduced by reason of that tariff act? kinds and woolen goods of every kind and degree, and next | 
és Mr. SHERMAN. I do say so. ing food, and next in increasing and fructifying the lands on wh 
’ Mr. McPHERSON. Is the Senator not aware of the fact that there | the sheep live. So, then, it is a matter of vital importance, and I ma 
? has been an increase, that there are a greater number of sheep, and that say that no nation can be rich or independent unless it ‘s ab 
5 there was a greater increase from 1883 for three or four years after that | its own clothing and be independent in raising wool for the ma 
5 than there had been under the preceding tariff of 1867? ure of woolen goods, and no farm inthe country which has been cu 
if Mr.SHERMAN. Everytableofstatisticsand every statement I have | vated for more than ten or fifteen years can be productive unless it 
seen showsthecontrary. In 1884, before the tariff act of 1883 had really | fruectified by the growth of sheep upon the farm. ‘Theretf 
= got intooperation, practically the number of sheep had increased to 50,- | industry of the highest importance and the highest interest and it oug 
bes 360,243. That was the highest notch, and then it went down rapidly. | to be protected. 
‘ Mr. MCPHERSON. That was after the tariff act of 1883. It took Now all that is done by this bill is practically to re-enact the } 
FY effect some time in July, 1883. , | ions of the act of 1867, which operated so well 
Mr. SHERMAN. The effect of a tariff never can be estimated until Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator be kind enough to state « 
z at least a year after its passage. That isa rule which may be applied | the difference between the present law and this bill ? 
e to all articles, I have no doubt the effect of the present tariff willnot | Mr. SHERMAN. The rates proposed by this bill are a little le 
3 operate at all or increase prices to any considerable extent until a year | than the rates existing under the act of 1867. It advances the rates ot 
& from this time, because we know that all foreign merchants and per- | the existing law about 1 cent apound, although it can hardly be said 
¥ sons engaged in business make their importations with a view to avoid- | that it is that much, because the rate on carpet wools, a class which is 
a ing any increase of duty, and they generally get a year’s supply in ad- | more largely imported than any other, is now put by this bill at 32 


vance. It is so now, and one of the causes of the disturbance in our | per cent. ad valorem. 


3 money market at this moment is the enormous amount of goods brought | No specific duty is put upon carpet wool, while the rate on clo 
Es into the country in order to avoid the operations of the bill which we | wool is 11 cents per pound, and on combing wool the same, and that 
S are about to pass, and that has really tended to make a stringency in | rate is a little less than the rate of 1867, and but a shade more th 
Fe the money market, and so every person familiar with this subject will | the rate of 1883. But, as I said, the provisions contained in this 
a tell you. | which have already been read, do define more accurat what { 
; Let us go a little further. Why is it that the farmer demands pro- | ditference between clothing wool, and carpet wool, and com 
tection on this article? Is it not a manufacture in the sense of pro- | so classify them and describe them as to prevent frauds. 
duction? The growth of sheep and the yield of wool is purely an in- It is admitted on all hands, by manufacturers and wo er 
a dustry. The farmer is constantly endeavoring to increase his sheep, | alike, that under the provisions of the act of 1883 many fraud 


and is constantly endeavoring to increase the yield of hissheep, because | practiced—what I call frauds. The importers do not consider ther 
the profit after all is in the wool. If you destroy the woolen industry, | frauds; that is, they take advantage of t 


: g é imperiect deunitions of the 
B you destroy the sheep industry, because nothing like the quantity of | old law to bring higher priced wools in at the lower rates. They 
a sheep would be produced in this country but for the fact that the wool | sider that to be fair and just and that they have aright todo it. | 
crop, the clip of wool, is worth more than the sheep, and if you destroy | not say, therefore, in the strict sense, that there is an intention to 





the wool industry you destroy the sheep industry. 
There is no sufficient motive to raise sheep merely for food, because | 


| 
| le 
ceive as a fraud, but still it is a traud in law; it defeats the obiect of 
j { 
beef can be raised cheaper for food than sheep, but it is because the 
' 


the law, because the classifications made by the wool tariff, classifying 


A wools into three grades, did intend to describe clothing wools as more 
2 sheep yield a large annual product year by year. If it is 6 pounds of | valuable thanany other, combing wool as somethingsubstantially sin 
‘ wool it will be equivalent to $1.50, or about the value of a sheep, 80 | ilar in value, and then carpet wool as of far less value; but on accou 
2 that the annual increase caused by the clipping of wool is worth more | of the imperfection of the language used for the change i i 
to a farmer than all the sheep he can produce. Indeed, one year’s | ter of sheep in the different countries this language was not correct, and 
clipping of clothing and combing wool is about equal fo the value of the | the present bill does attempt to define in specific words the various 
carcass of the sheep. qualities of wool. 
What the farmers of our country ask, and what they have demanded Why is this? Because in defining these classifications they use tl 
pretty diligently and sometimes boisterously, sometimes complaining description of the country. It is only necessary for me to turn to th 
of great injustice, is that the same principle which is applied to all | bill to show you that it is largely dependent upon the description + 


other kinds of productions or manufactures should be applied to the | the country in which the wool is produced, because at the time the act 
farmer. Why should it not be? His productions are the result of his | of 1867 was framed that class of wool was produced in those countris 





= labor, not, it is true, in the workshop, but in the field. He must make | and therefore in describing what was called ca: pet wools this was the 
eo his money by what he produces just as the manufacturer does, and the | deseription used: 
z same principle which declares that it is good policy to protect the labor- | Class 3, that is to say, Donskoi, native South A in, ¢ 1, Valparaiso 
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native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and including all such wools of like 


character as have been heretofore usually imported into the United States from 
Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting improved wools here- 
inafter provided for. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I said there was 1 cent, and that is all there is 
about it. Taking the ad valorem computation here tends to deceive, 
| and the Senator must be aware of it, because the prices of wools have 





This is the description given. Now, when you take the wools of | one down, and the specific duty remaining the same, 10 and 11 cents, 
those countries you find that they have been greatly changed. Those | Would naturally increase the percentage as the price fell. But therate 


countries are advancing, especially South America. Sometimes it is 


said that the South American wool does not compete with ours. On 
the other hand, so remarkable has been the growth of the sheep indus- 


try in South America that they now produce some of the best combing 


and clothing wool that can be found anywhere. 

Their wools command high prices. ‘They have done precisely what 
we have done since the act of 1867. They have improved the character 
of their sheep and instead of producing carpet wool they produce wool 
of higher value; and therefore it is necessary to change the classifica- 


tion or description, and this has been done, aided by the experience of 


manufacturers of wool and the producers of sheep, and the arrange- 


ment or classification thus made has been agreed to between parties of 


opposing interests. 

The sections which have been read only leave the law, so fur as the 
rates of duty stand, asitisnow. The slight increase that was made 
under the proposed bill that passed the Senate last year, of 1 centa 
pound instead of two rates of 10 and 12 cents a pound, making the rate 
11 cents a pound, has been adopted and applied to two of these great 
classes. Another provision has been made to prevent noils and some 
other parts of the fleece which were introduced as carpet wools, and 
which are really more valuable than the best clothing wool, and have 
been so classified as to bear their rightful proportion of the duty. 

These are the general facts in regard to the duties on wool. The 


farmers in every part of this country ask of you only the same kind of 


treatment that you apply to others. I do not say anything now in re- 
gard to the rates of duty imposed on manufactured goods, because I do 
not care so much about them. lam willing to give the manufacturers 
of our country engaged in manufacturing woolen goods such reasonable 
protection as willenable them substantially tosupply the home market. 
{ know as a matter of fact they can notsapply it, because fashion, cus- 
tom, luxury enter into the question of the use of foreign goods, and I 
have no doubt, whatever rates of duty we may impose, that certain 
classes of woolen goods will be brought into this country simply as a 
mere matter of fashion, luxury, or expense. Some people will not wear 
American goods, not because American goods are not as good as an 
others, but simply because they think it more fashionable to wear the 
foreign goods. 

I say, then, this classification of wool does bear a fair proportion to 
the different classes as their values in the market bear to each other, 
and no arrangement that I know of can be made to more justly classify 
and arrange these duties than has been made here by the joint consent 
of the wool-growers and the woolen manufacturers. As to whether 
the rates are too high or too low, I can only say that they are less than 
the average rates of duty imposed by this bill upon other articles, and 
there is no reason in the world why the same degree of protection 
should not be extended to farmers in raising wool as to the manutact- 
urers in converting that wool into cloth. 

I went over this subject two or three years ago much more fully 
and elaborately and with ample statistics than I care to do nowin view 
of all the subjects which are to come before us, and I thinkI have said 
all that it is necessary for me to say at this time. It may be that upon 
fuller consideration some future provision may be proposed in regard 
to this bill, but if so it will not c with the intention of raising the 
duty beyond the rate now proposed, but for the purpose of making 
clearer the classifications which are given in the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, the statement made by the Sen 
ator from Ohio touching the comparison of the present bill with the 
law of 1867 Tam not prepared at this moment to dispute. [ think, 
however, the Senator is slightly mistaken in that comparison. But in 
respect of his statement comparing the proposed bill with the tariff law 
of 1883, we have the testimony before us in the tables which shows how 
near the Senator was to stating the exact facts. 

Let me premise by saying that there was scarcely any increase in 
duty, as I understood him to say, above the tariff rates of 1883. Now, 
if you take the wools of the first class, costing 10 and 12 cents a pound, 
taking the valuations of 1889 as a basis, the increase of rate has been 
from 49 per cent. and 35 per cent., taking the two grades under the 
existing law, to an average ad valorem rate of 54 per cent., or an in- 
crease of 27.21 per cent. ‘ 

Now, take wools of the second class, under the importations of 1889, 
coming in at different rates of duty, of 48 per cent., 43 per cent., and 
26 per cent., and we have now got an average ad valorem rate of 61.52 
per cent., or 53.41 per cent. increase. 

Now we will go to wool of the third class, of which a very large 
quantity is imported, known as the carpet wools. Under the existing 
rate the percentage is 24.61 per cent.ad valorem; that isthe wools of the 
lower grade coming in now at 2} cents. The proposed rate of duty is 
32 per cent. ; and coming in at a duty of 12 cents a pound causes an in- 
crease from 30 per cent. to 50 per cent. Therefore the Senator can not 
say, I think, that there have been no increases of duty in the proposed 
bill over the existing tariff rates, 


fixed by this bill is only 1 cent on any grade above the rate fixed by 
the law of 1883. I have the two laws before me. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes, but thesimple imposition of arate of duty 
of i cent a pound upon wools of the first class when importations came 
| in very largely under a 10 cents per pound duty, and last year amounted 
| to $2,229,772.50, while only 13,185 pounds under the 12 cents a pound 

duty were imported. This bill will tend to increase practically all the 

wools of the first class 1 cent a pound, and the same rule applies with 
| respect to the other classes. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator deny now the proposition I 
| make that the increase is only 1 cent a pound on any grade? I have 
| here the law of 1867. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I will not deny the statement at present, be- 
| cause I want to make a very correct computation and speak advisedly 
about it, bnt whatever argument the Senator may make touching the 
| first-class wools or the second-class wools which enter largely, and in 
fact almost entirely,into the manufacture of cloths and clothing in this 
country, certainly the argument he makes can not and does not apply 
to the carpet wools, of which we raise little or scarcely any at all. 

I am not willing to admit the argument of the Senator that by an 
increase of duty on wools of the first and second class, judging by the 
experience of the past—and there is no way of judging the future ex- 
cept by the past—it will have the tendency of increasing the growth 
and production of sheep in this country to an extent that will give us 
the clothing wools we need, for the sheep industry in this country has 
been going down year after year. The farmer no longer grows wool 
in this country upon the old farms throughout all of the Eastern and 
Middle States, and in fact in very many of the Western States. ~ 

He does not grow sheep for the purpose of the wool that they pro- 
duce, but he grows them for mutton. You go to any one of our great 
cities or any of our live-stock centers where the sheep and the cattle 
and the produce of our Western farms and prairies come to market,and 
whatdo you find? You will find scarcely a single sheep coming in 
there that is more than six months or ayear old. In short, I think it 

may be correctly said that of the whole number of sheep to-day that 
come to our great market-places for consumption, more than one-half 
of them are less than a year old. In tact they come as lambs and then 
only perhaps the male members of the flock are sent to market. 

It is not an vncommon thing to see thousand and tens of thousands 
of lambs come from the State of Texas, even in the months of Febru- 
ary and March, to the city of New York to be marketed. Whatis the 
result? The result is simply that of course there is a diminution in 
our flocks. There has been an increase and there is an increase every 
year in the production of sheep in this country of about 50 per cent., 
but they do not live long enough to becounted. Therefore it does not 
follow, but it is proof positive to the contrary, that sheep are grown 
for the. purpose of producing wools. They are grown for quite a dif- 
ferent purpose; they are grown for mutton, and they always will con- 
tinue to be. 

The Senator from Ohio stated that the farmer can grow cattle cheaper 
than he can grow sheep. That can not be true for this reason: That 
the farmer will produce a sheep fit for mutton in two or three months, 
and certainly, as the farmer is dependent upon his own home supply, 
he can not always avail himself of beef, and therefore he resorts to the 
easier and better mode of killing a mutton instead of a beef. The 
quantity is smaller and it is easier to preserve and to keep it, and it 
has become the great food of the farmer in this country. 

Then we are informed that there are about sixty-four or sixty-five 
millions of people in this country under the new census and a little 
over a million of them are sheep-growers or wool-growers, and that the 
number of sheep in the country isonly about 44,000,000 all told, makin 
about forty-four sheep to each one of the wool-growers when divid 
among them. Wool-growing, therefore, can not be an industry. Itis 
simply an incident of farming, and the farmer disposes of the product 
of that flock every year. He does not keep them for the wool, but for 
the mutton. 

Now, Mr. President, I notice that the Senator from Ohio did not 
vouchsafe any statement whatever with respect to the carpet wools. I 
would like to have sent to the Secretary’s desk a statement to be read 
with respect to the carpet-wool industry in this country, a statement 
made by the t manufacturers themselves, which states this ques- 
tion a great better and plainer than I have ever heard it stated 
before. Itis very short. Ishall not ask to have but little of it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if there he 
no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


XIL. In a word, it is our judgment as carpet manufacturers that the practical 
effect of this bill, taking into account the changes in classification, in rates, in 
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limit, and the arbitrary definitions and restrictions, will be to about fourfold 
the present duty = carpet wools on the av: ; that is to say, to 
add two and a half fold to duty charges of the war ff, thus making nec- 


essary enormous compensatory duties on carpets in order to permit the Ameri- 
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can carpet manufacturers to continue to hold their market against foreign com- 
petinon. : 4 he 

These demands for increased duties and more vexatious restrictions upon our 
raw materials are all founded upon an hypothesis as novel as it is misleading. 
It is claimed that with prohibitory duties, or nearly so, the United States can 
raise all the third-class wools needed in her carpet manufacture. This propo- 
sition is one which protectioaists must dismiss altogether from their plans. 

None of the postulates by which the system of protective duties is defended 
will apply to third-class wools. It is an accepted axiom of protection that tar- 
iffs shall be levied only upon such articles (besides mere luxuries) as we are capa- 
ble of producing in sufficient quantity to regulate market prices, The logical 
application of this principle requires that third-class wools shall be placed upon 
the free-list. While the undersigned make no demand for free third-class wools, 
they protest against singling out their industry as the one only industry which 
is to be made to suffer under a new tariff, by reason of the conspicuous viola- 
tion of the foundation principle of the protective system. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, these gentlemen go further, and 
say: 

No duts# upon carpet wools can be high enough to induce their production in 
the United States. 

I think everybody will admit that carpet wools are the refuse of the 
world. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator must know that that is denied over 
and over again in testimony taken before the committee, and that we 
do produce it, and we can produce it to any extent. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The denial of it is not found in the fact when 
you come to take into consideration the amount of carpet wools imported 
into this country that there is not a great amount of them produced 
here: 


Carpet wools are the refuse of the world, grown on the native sheep of semi- 
barbarous countries, and commanding prices so low that they can not even be 
grown at a profit in Texas, on lands that cost nothing. 


They go on further to Say: 


The quantity of carpet wools grown throughout the world is steadily decreas- 
ing, even to the exvent of causing some apprehension as to the future supply. 
The reasons for this are apparent. The fiber of third-class wool is unfitted for 
the higher forms of manufacture, and, as a consequence, it commands a price far 
below that of other wools. These other wools can be raised anywhere in the 
United States at « cost to the producer no greater than the cost of raising the 
third-class wools. 


Now, here is the testimony of Mr. Shepard: 
Mr. A, E. Shepard, the president of the Texas Wool-Growers’ Association 
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delegated to address your committee in January last upon the ability of the | 
United States to produce third-class wools, was asked by a member of your | ; : oes : 7 
for years, beginning in 1867, as the Senator says, to the present time. 


committee what rate of duty would be sufficient to induce the raising of third- 
class wools in Texas, and he replied: “Sufficient protection to make it as re- 
munerative for us to raise that class of wool as to raise fine wool, and nothing 
else. I mean that you should give us equal protection to enable us to do that.’ 


In other words, you must impose the same rate of duty upon the 
third-class wools per pound that you do upon the first-class wools per 
pound in order to enable them to grow them. 

Another word with respect to the duty upon the first and second 
class wools. Mr. President, this is the only civilized country in the 
world, so far as we are inforthed, which levies a duty on raw wool. 
In short, every country without exception, whose wool-manufacturers 
come in competition with ours, enjoys the advantage of free wool, as 
the following tables will show: 


TABLE I,—List of frec-wool countries. 


Austria, France, New South Wales 
Belgium, Germany, Norway, 

British India, Great Britain, Portugal, 
Canada, Greece, Sweden, 

Chili, Italy, Victoria, 
Denmark, The Netherlands, New Zealand, 
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Woolen goods are one of the necessities of civilized existence, and 
the experience of the whole civilized world teaches that entire freedom 
to purchase raw wools untaxed is to the advantage of both manatact 
urers and growers, 

It has been urged that the wool-growing industry of the United States 
will be prosperous and expansive according as the manufacture is pros- 
perous and expansive, and not otherwise, If this be true, why has the 
duty been increased upon the raw wools, which wi!! make a great dif 
ference to the manufacturer while it can make no difference to the 
grower so long as the rate remains as at present amply protective against 
the directly competing wools ? 

Fine combing wools are produced only to a limited extent in the 
United States; strictly fine qualitiesare grown in but small quantities. 
A large proportion of all the fine combing wool has been and must be 
imported. So long as our manufacturers must enter foreign markets 
for wool they must encounter disadvantages, which in turn become 
their competitors’ advantages. Their purchases must be concentrated 
upon certain kinds of wools not grown here and necessary to the par 
ticular fabrics they intend to make. 

This concentration enhances the costof these wools. For the wools 
with which our finest woolens are made we must go to the Cape of Good 
Hope; for the body of the goods we need the tine clips of the River 
Plate and Australia, and for our choice worsted goods, both for men 
and women’s wear, we have to look to the long fine staple of Australia 
and New Zealand. In 1888 we imported over 114,000,000 pounds 
How much were the wool-growers benefited by the $4,729;486 gathered 
in by the Government ? 

Mr.SHERMAN. What does he say was the importation? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ido not know thatmy figures are entirely cor 
rect. I have not verified them, as is my custom. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Does not the Senator know that the product in 
this country is about 300,000,000 pounds, and twice and a half times 
the amount of the importation, and yet the Senator says we do not 
produce the very finest wools that can be produced, while the finest 
wools that are produced anywhere are produced in the United States ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. _I admit in limited quantities in some porcions 
of Pennsylvania and Ohio they produce the fine wools, but it has neve 
been increased under the high rates of duty which have prevailed here 


They have produced these wools in no such quantity as they are re 
quired, 

The manufacturers who paid the duties recouped themselves by add- 
ing the duties to the cost of the cloth, and under the operation of an 
indirect tax gently shifted the load to the uncomplaining consumer. 
The wool-grower was not benefited by the tax and the consumer wa 
injured, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to know where that statement comes 


from, Is it the Senator’s own statement ? 
Mr. MCPHERSON. It was furnished me with some statistical in 
formation. 


Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator has been misled in this. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not the papers with me, but I can bring 


| them to-morrow. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The whole amount of unwashed wool of the first 


| class imported to this country was 22,297,725 pounds in the year 1889, 


All of these countries that are our principal competitors in the man- | P a 
| So when the Senator says that we consumed one hundred millions of 


ufacture of woolen goods allow the importation of wools duty free. 
Now, what are the countries that levy tax upon wool? Among them 
we find the United States of America. 
the list of free-wool countries is found in the list of these countries that 
impose a duty. 


TABLE IT.—Showing countries levying import duties upon unmanufactured 
wool, with amount of same reduced te United States currency. 


Per pound, Per pound. 















SE chatiickbednctititicevescers ieelitadlg "$0. 02 United States of Colombia...... 90. 023 
United States... Se WE andthe cetd, nonsuitiebdensinil 016 
San Salvador... soe .06 | Korea........ asses elie oti (ft) 
Ecuador........ ‘ EE TIN can co... <cuvronseteoncascben Ol 
Porto Rico .. 69  Turkey............ . 0072 
Mexico... .046 | China 0036 
SS 041 Spain 0031 
Argentine Republic .. +) Switzerland... atchinte 0006 
Soe wid > PE aN isa cccauicaes Sénenines! dsaes cccves 2) 
Honduras........... diindeeniisaressvsesese . 032 


*And 65 per cent, ad valorem. 


, | 8 per cent. ad valorem. 
+ 2% per cent. ad valorem. 


23 percent ad valorem, 

And among them all there could not be found a single one where the 
rate of duty is more than half that of the United States and scarcely 
one of them that is one-fourth of the duty levied in the United States. 

It will thus be seen that in the list of free-wool states are found the 


largest producers of fine and medium wools in the world, and in the 


list of wool-tariff countries only wools are produced of the lowest and 
cheapest grailes, and, with the exception of the United States, nocoun- 
try levying tariff duties on wool of as much as 2 cents per pound makes 
any attempt to manufacture raw wools. 
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One that should be found in | 


and the whole amount of the second class imported into this country 
in the same year was 6,558,664 pounds, while the amount of the home 
production of these classes of wool is not less than 250,000,000 pounds. 


foreign imported wools of the first and second classes, he must be mi 
taken. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Possibly there may be some mistakes in the 
figures, and if so I will correct them. My statement did not apply 


| to wools of the first and second class alone. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Nearly all the importation into this country is of 


| the third class, carpet wools, and much of the first and second classes 


is included in that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
been out of the Chamber for a few moments and I do not 


| have 
understand 


| whether the Senator from New Jersey gave the name of the gentleman 


who has furnished him the information. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not given the name, and I do not know 
but that the figures may have been misplaced in some way. If they 
be incorrect, I will correct them. 

A free selection of many varieties of wool is essential for the manu 
facture of the cloths required by the trade, and the seclusion of foreign 
wogl so interferes with the necessary supply of raw material as to re- 
duce rather than increase the quantity of American wool used. Besides 
this, the woolen manufacture can not be successfully developed with 
out the free selection of raw material, and the prosperity and activity 
of the home manufacture of woolens is the first and essential element 
in increasing the use and demand for American wool. 

The system of secluding wool by more or less prohihitory duties has 
proved so destructive to the manufacture that during the two years end 
ing with November, 1839, one hundred and two failures of wool-manufact- 
urers took place, involving liabilities of over $10,000,000. It follows 
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of necessity that our manufacturers must either import the wools not 
grown in this country or limit the range and quality of their product, 
Our contention is that if the wools now imported could be obtained by 
our manufacturers free of duty in order to make the higher fabries, they 
would displace the imported goods and afford so much more employ- 
ment to our own labor, 

In spite of the heavy duty on this character of wools, since i867 there 
is no native indestiy to protect. These heavy duties have restricted 
the nome manufacture, besides greatly increasing the cost of clothing 
by helping the foreigner to send to this country vast quantities of 
woolen goods that with free wool and moderate duties upon the goods 
might be manufactured at home. 

And with a readjustment of values, such as free wool would require, 


- what would be the effect upon the American wool-grower? The world’s 


production of wool in 1889 was nearly 2,000,000,000 pounds, and is not 
in excess of the demand. Of this amount the United States produced 
about 245,000,000 pounds, and imported in different forms about 350,- 
000,000 pounds, our consumption being about 600,000,000 pounds, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That includes the whole amount of wool in the 
manufactured goods. 

Mr. McCPHERSON, In the manufactured goods. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator would dropoff that figure he would 
find that the imported wools are comparatively small that are brought 
in in the imported cloth. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I stated that it came in in different forms. 
About 600,000,000 pounds consumption were imported, as my paper 
states, in different forms, meaning in raw wool and also in cloth. 

As muchof the importation was low-grade cheap carpet wools, which 
no American producer can afford to grow, and much more a high grade 
of wools which long experience has shown we can not produce, if ad- 
mitted free of duty no injury could result therefrom to the wool-grower 
at home, but instead a decided benefit, because of the increased use 
of and greater demand for the home product resulting in the building 
up in this eountry of a manvfacture which in a few years would be able 
to supply all the demands of our people for all grades of clothsat lower 
prices than had ever been known before. 

The bulk of the wools grown here, while showing a wide range of 
character, find their greatest use and value when mixed with imperted 
clips impossible for us to reproduce. This should be an intelligent and 
convincing argument to the American wee!-grower when coupled with 
the fact that the entire product of the country is far below the amount 
consumed. 

Thero is searcely an intelligent and practical woolen manufacturer 
in the country who will not say that the wool-grower in this country 
is not protected over 5 cents per pound with a duty of 10 cents per 
pound, and who will not further say that if the duty on raw wool were 
removed, and a new equalization or readjustment of wool values were 
made to meet the changed conditions all over the world which sucha 
policy would enforce, the value of his wool would be permanently en- 
hanced by more than he now receives under a so-called protective tariff. 

But this is not all. The cost of clothing would be reduced, and the 
money thus saved would come back to him in the purchase of other 
farm products upon which he almost exclusively relies for his profits, 
In the principal farming States east of the Missouri River wool-growing 
was once an industry, but it is no longer an industry, not even an in- 
cident to farming, and may now be classed as a by-product. It is be- 
cause mutton is worth 40 per cent. more now than it was in 1876, and 
the sheep-farmer can get better returns at less trouble by selling his 
sheep for the table than by keeping them for their wool. 

Mr, J. R. Dodge, the able Statistician of the Department of Agricult- 
ure, estimated the number of sheep in the United States in 1867 at 
42,000,000. In short, from 1867 to 1889, under high protective tariffs, 
we find we have to-day about 600,000 more sheep than we had in 1867. 

Twenty-two years of a high wool tariff failed permanently to increase the 
flocks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish the Senator would read that last sentence 
over again. I want to emphasize it as to the number of sheep in this 
country compared with i867. 

Mr. McPHERSON, This is copied from J. R. Dodge: 

Mr. J. R. Dodge, the able Statistician of the Department of Agriculture, esti- 
mated the number of sheep in the United States in 1867 at 42,000,000 (Bulletin 
National Association Wool Manufacturers, iv, 236),while his latest estimate, that 
of April 1, 1889, shows a total of only 42,599,079, 

It is copied from this bulletin. 

Mr. MITCHELL. How many? 

Mr. McPHERSON, Forty-two million. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In 1867? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Forty-two million. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The number was 24,000,000 in 1867. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had a statement read a few moments ago from 
the very table referred to. I think somebody has taken advantage of 
the Senator. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What does the Senator from Oregon state the 
number to have been in 1867? 

Mr. MITCHELL. In 1867, 24,000,000. . 

Mr. McPHERSON. What was the number in 1887? 
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Mr. TELLER. I suggest that the Senator onght to give us the name 
of the author of tbat statement so that we may know if he is to be re- 
lied unca. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iwill. What was the number of sheep in 1887? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In 1884 it was 50,000,000. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In 1887 what was it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had the table here awhile ago, but the Reporters 
took it. I think it was about 42,000,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In 1867 the number was about 24,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have the table now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In 1887 the number was about 44,000,000. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In other words, there has been no increase in 
late years, but a gradual decrease in the number of sheep. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I will 
state that from 1867 until 1883, under the protective tariff of 1867, 
there was a gradual and immense increase in the number of sheep and 
the production of pounds of wool in the country; but after the enact- 
ment of the tariff of 1883, which largely reduced the rates, in the next 
five or six years there was a reduction in the number of sheep of about 
7,000,000, 

Mr. MCPHERESON, This report proceeds to go on and state the rel- 
ative number of sheep as reported by the Department of Agriculture 
in the principal farming States of the Union, showing a very great de- 
erease in the number of sheep during that period of time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The decrease could only have been since 1883. 
Prior to that time, from 1867, there was a gradual, and what may be 
called an immense, increase annually. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will proceed with my statement. 

In the principal States where wool-growing and farming go hand in 
hand, the flocks of sheep have steadily and seriously decreased, as is 
shown by the following comparison of the sheep reported in the years 
1867 and 1889: 

TABLE III.—Showing the relative number of sheep reported by the De- 
partment of Agriculture in the principal farming States of the Union. 











| 
February, February, 
States. | 1867. "| «1889, 
895, 884 | 547, 725 
1, 335, 980 | 365, 770 
5,373,005 | 1,548, 426 
3, 456, 568 935, 646 
933, 193 | 805, 978 
700, 666 | 435, 846 
005,509 | 1,100,444 
764, O72 | 773, 468 
, 083, 870 1, 420, 000 
. 159,177 | 4,065, 556 
028, 767 2, 134, 134 
Wisconsin. a»| 1,664, 388 | 793,146 
NN aes ee aN a as A dean 399, 425 | 540, 700 
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At the famous wool-trade dinner held in Boston on April 10, 1877, 
Mr. George W. Bond, than who no higher authority exists or existed so 
far as the question of wool is concerned, made the following deliberate 
statementina thoughtful and conservative speech upon this very subject: 

As you know, the wool-growers did insist upon an extremely high tariff, par- 
ticularly upon merino wool; but having obtained it, I for one did not desire it 
to be disturbed until it should bave a fair trial, though | never doubted, judg- 
ing from the experience of this and all wool- wing and manufacturing coun- 
tries, that it would ve disastrous to their interests. It has had ten years of 
trial, and the result been in accordance with all such experience, as will be 
seen from the prices realized for Ohio wool: 

From 1824 to 1861: Fine, 53.3 cents; medium, 42.4 cents; coarse, 34.5 cents, 

From 1862 to April, 1867: Fine, 57.4 cents; medium, 50.3 cents; coarse, 47 cents. 

From April, 1867, to 1877: Fine, 45.4 cents; medium, 44.2 cents; coarse, 40.7 


cents. 
From 1877 to 1889: Fine, 38cents; medium, 38.9 cents; coarse, 33.4 cents. 


Mr. Bond’s prediction has been singularly verified. His statement 
is here supplemented from 1877 to 1889 from Mansur & Co.’s wool 
circular. 

Tariffs are not enacted to depress the prices of commodities, although 
the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH] and 
the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] are fond of 
pointing to low prices as the result of that system. No one doubts 
that the intention of the tariff of 1867 was to enable the wool-growers 
to charge a higher price for their wool than similar or better wool could 
be bought for abroad. With twenty-two years of a high wool tariff, 
the highest ever known in the history of any country, it has failed per- 
manently to increase the flocks or en of the fleece. 

With free wool the United Kingdom and France have both grad- 
ually increased their flocks—one maintaining 235 sheep and the other 
100 sheep to the square mile, while the United States, with high pro- 
tection, can not maintain 14 to the square mile. 


Our carpet wools are almost wholly imperted, and a tax upon them - 


protects no American ucer of wool. 
Mr. MITCHELL. ill the Senator allow me to interrupt him at 
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Mr. McCPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator has several times mac the siate- 
ment that no carpet wools are produced in this country, and he re- 
peated it again just now. The estimate of the Bureau of Statistics in 
188:3 of the ssi produced in this country that year was 320,000,000 
pourds—233,000,000 pounds of clothing wool, 65,000,000 pounds of 
combing wool, and 22,000,000 pounds of carpet wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. How much carpet wool? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Twenty-two million pounds in 1883. There is 
not so much produced now, because there has been less protection 
atiorded to the coarser wool than to the other classes of wool. The « 
timate now is about 10,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But there is as much protection afforded to that 
class of wool as there was at the time of which the Senator speaks. I 
have a statement here which I believe is made by the American Wool 
Manufacturers’ Association in 1888, that there were only a little over 
640,000 pounds of third-class wool produced in this country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are several estimates made by witnesses 
whose testimony is incorporated here in this document. The Senator 
will find in Miscellaneous Document No. 149 the testimony of the wool- 
growers of this country. The estimate places it at about 10,000,000 
pounds now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I know it has been said that a certain amount 
of carpet wool is produced in this country, and in proof of it they show 
the fact that the manufacturer of carpets requires a larger amount of 
wool than we import; but the answer to that is found in the simple 
fact that they are making carpets of shoddy, mungo, waste, and every- 
thing of that kind, and therefore no correct estimate can be given. 

No industry in the country to-day has a darker outlook than has the 
carpet-manufacturing business, caused by overproduction and no out- 
let for the surplus stock. The home market was glutted and the goods 
could not be sold elsewhere. This bill, should it become a law, will 
simply add to the present depression in the carpet-manufacturing in- 
dustry, and deprive labor of employment without conferring benefits 
upon any one else in this country. 

In a recent conversation with a prominent manufacturerin my State 
he said that the high rates of duty on wool had transformed the woolen 
factories into shoddy mills. In 1880 the mills used over 50,000 pounds 
of shoddy. The demand for substitutes for wool had become so great 
that in 1888 we imported over 4,000,000 pounds of shoddy, mungo, and 
rags, and in 1889 the importation was eight and one-half millions. This 
reduces the priee of domestic wool, throws upon the market a vast 
quantity of cheap, worthless goods, made from shoddy and cotton, which 
the inexperienced purchaser will always buy because they lock well 
and seem cheap, and because he has not the money to pay for a genu- 
ine article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
that paper. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Which paper? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The one he has just been reading. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. This is my own paper. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It ismy own paper, with the exception that I 
have copied in one or two cases the information I have received, which 
purported to be taken from statistical information, and I believed it 
to be truthful. Idid not verify it; I had not time to do that; but | 
will see that verification is made, and if there is anything in the state- 
ment which is not exactly true I shall have it corrected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate more 
than two or three minutes. 


I think the Senator ought to give us the author of 
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able rates, but they should not complain of that and d t 
a rate of duty one-third h on his production 
The Senator from New rsey stated another th t] not cor 
rect. He stated that there were no carpet wools produced in this 
country, and that we can not produce them. Here are witn ; all 


, in Montana, in Idaho 
and the Dakotas, everywhere, they not only produce carpet wools, but 


very good carpet wools, carpet wools that are advancing now and prob- 


ably will take their place after awhile as clothing wools and combing 
| wools have done. 
Mr. McPHERSON. How long, may Ll ask the enator from Ohio, 


| sheep, can be grown anywhere. 


has such a condition of things existed ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do verily believe that but for the act of 1875 
we should have produced in this country «all the carpet wools that are 
necessary for our carpet industry by this time 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator from Ohio believe that the 
cheap carpet wools can be grown anywhere in the United States ot 
America and grown with profit ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They can be grown with profit in Texas, in New 
Mexico, in Arizona, in California, in Colorado, in Wyoming, and in 
Montana. 


Mr. McPHERSON. 
great deal more profit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They will after awhile, but they can only grow 
better grades of wool when thesheepare put in small flocks on a farm. 
It is the food and the care and attention that make the superior 
product. As a matter of course, they can not raise the fine-blood 
merino sheep as yet on the plains, because those sheep can not endure 
the climate and the exposure. They are like high-bred Durham cattle, 
or the Devon cattle, they must be cared for; they are the pr 
care and cultivation. But the wilder sheep, the common Mexican 


Indeed, Mexico furnishes the type « 


But they can grow better grades of wool at a 


1 ‘ 
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this kind of sheep. 
Now, here is another thing. 
this official statement. 


1886 was 48,322,331. 


I will give the Senator figures from 


The total number ot sheep in this country in 
The number gradually rose from 1867 up to 


| 1884, when it attained the largest figure, 50,626,626; and from that 


time until the present, although now there 
number of sheep has declined. 


is a kind of reaction, the 
The Senator quoted 1867, but it wa 


| 1887, Isuppose. The number that year was 44,759,314. Under tl 


I advise the Senator from New Jersey to look over his figures, because 


he certainly has made statements which are entirely at variance with 
the papers upon which we are framing this bill, and upon which we 
rely, not only as to the amount of importations but as to all the facts 
connected with the whole sheep industry of the country. He has pro- 
duced some statement from a carpet manufacturer, I am bound to say, 
and the Senator must know, too, that the carpet manufacturers, their 


representatives and agents, concurred in this arrangement of the wool | 


schedule so far as the duty on carpet wool is concerned. I do not 


the arrangement; but, on the other hand, when we come to compare 


the duty on carpet wool, which is 32 cents, only a slight increase, if | 


any at all, upon the former rate, aceording to the tables I have before 
me, with the duty in favor of the carpet manufacturers, I find a very 
different state of facts, and I hope the Senator will have this corrected 
when he comes to deal with the,carpet manufacturers. He complains 
that they are now a very much oppressed industry by this duty of 32 
per cent. on their carpet wool. 

I find that of every one of the grades of carpets in this bill one is 
65.23 per cent., another is 71.92 per cent., another is 82.36 per cent., 
and another is 82.25 percent. What class of goods this gentleman 
manufactures I do not know. If that is the protection that he thinks 
is necessary for him I would not—I was going to say I would not trust 
the man who came here as a manufacturer of carpets under existing 


operation of the reduction of duty enacted by the act of 1383 the decline 
was about 6,000,000sheep. Ifthe increase had goneon after 1883 asif 
had gone on trom 1867 to 1883 the amount ofsheep in 1834 would hav 
been 52,300,000; in 1885, 56,000,000; in 1886 19, 900, 000 in 1% 
64,000,000; and I have no doubt at this time the number would hav 
been over 70,000,000 sheep. 







Mr. MCPHERSON. What is the number of sheep the pre 
time ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, About 46,000,000, I believe it is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, not so much as that Some estimates make 
it only 42,000,000 or 43,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to be alwaysvery exact about such figut 


I think the Senator from N ligdres. ‘Ther 
has been a decline. 


Mr. McPHERSON. As to my figures, they were given to me by an 


w Jersey ought to revise his 


J L | authority that I thought was entirely accurate, and he says that t! 
know who this man is (the name is not given) who is discontented with | 


latest estimates of Mr. Dodge, the Statistician of the Department 


Agriculture, for April 1, 1889, show the total for the year to be 42,599, 
000. So it does not differ very materially from the Senator’s figur 


Mr. SHERMAN. ‘This important fact is shown by the statistics I 
have already given, that from 1810 to 1860, under a tariff which pra 
tically through its whole course allowed wool to be admitted free of 


duty, the number of sheep and quantity of wool had only doubled in 
fifty years, while population and production of every other kind had 
enormously increased; and from 1367, you might say from 1860, when 
the Morrill tariff act was passed, pi ictically from 1867 up to 1883, th 

number of sheep had increased nearly threefold. 

I thin’ the number increased from about 18,000,000 in 1867—I can 
not state the exact number that year as it is not given in the table before 
me—but at any rate it ran up to 50,000,000, and the quantity of wo 
had increased from 14 pounds to the fleece to the average of 6 pounds 


law who demanded for himself more protection and then refused to give | In Ohio it was not at all unusual with the finer sheep to go up as high 


to the farmer one-third as much as he received on every article he man- | as 10 and sometimes to 20 pounds. 
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remarkable sheep that have yielded some 20 pounds of wool, which is 
very extraordinary. [ut the average had gone up to 6 pounds. 

So,uuder a fair protective tariff which would induce the tarmer him- 
self not only to pay attention to the character of the sheep, but totheir 
careand cultare and custody, the sheep industry is rapidly prospering. 
If the law of 1867 had remained to this date there would have been no 
need to have any imported wool to supply all the clothing that could be 
manufactured by the manufacturers of the country. 

ven to-day, as it is, the quantity of wool supplied by the domestic 
markets is about 270,000,000 pounds, while the entire importation of 
clothing and combing wools does not exceed twenty or twenty-five 
million pounds. The rate of duty on carpet wools was put clear down 
by the act of 1883; they were practically almost free; some of the grades 
were free; and the result was that, instead of raising our own carpet 
wools, the amount of importations rapidly rose until four-fifths of the 
wool introduced into this country is carpet wool, as the Senator from 
New Jersey cails it, the dregs of the earth, and it is brought here and 
made into carpets, while if the old policy had been maintained under 
the act of 1867, inall human probability all that carpet wool would 
have been grown in our Western States. As a matter of course, in the 
older States, where farms are more valuable, they can not afford to raise 
the coarser sheep; they give them more attention, and they therefore 
expect a better yield. But there is no trouble at all in this country 
of ours in producing all the carpet wool and all other wools that are 
necessary to supply our own demand. 

Mr. DANIEL. Belore the Senator takes his seat, will he be kind 
enough to tell us what was the effect of the tariff of 1867 on the price 
of wool to the farmers ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It varied more or less by the season, but I do not 
think there was any very radical change. If anything, there was a 
decline. My observation is, asa rule, thata rate of duty put upon any 
kind of production, whether a production of the farm or a production 
of the workshop, inevitably tends to lower the price. Ihave no doubt 
of that; but any duty whatever pnt upon any form of industry tends 
to encourage it and increase iteither in its manufacture or production. 
Whatever may be the source of production or the mode of production 
it naturally tends to lower the price; and that is what we desire. We 
on this side of the Chamber desire as much cheap food and cheap arti- 
cles and cheap goods as any one else. 

The question is whether on the whole that result can be obtained by 
building up in our own country domestic manufactures, or whether it 
will be obtained by depending solely upon foreign mavufactures and 
foreign products. All experience has shown that a protective tani, 
by diversitying and increasing our interests, by increasing manufact- 
ures and increasing production, tends to reduce prices, and that is one 
of the benefits derived from the system, not only in making us inde- 
pendent by supplying all our wants, but actually bringing home to the 
consumer improved articles at a cheaper price. All the statistics on 
this subject will show that that is the tendency of a protective tariff. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a recent num- 
ber of The Manufacturer, which contains what appears to be a care- 
fully compiled table showing the number of sheep in the country at 
the present time, accordiug to the recent reports of the Agricultural De- 
yartment, the number of pounds of washed and unwashed wool pro- 
duced in each State and Territory; and from this it appears that there 
are now 44,336,072 sheep in the United States, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is what I supposed there were. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It shows that the average weight of the wool clip 
in the State of Ohio is 5 pounds instead of 6, as stated by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I stated that the average in 1884 was 6 pounds all 
around, It may have declined. I have no doubt that there has been 
less care taken of sheep, and that the sheep industry throughout the 
country has declined since the tariff act of 1883. 

Mr. CARLISLE. From this statement it appears that washed and 
unwashed wool produced in the country during the present year was 
13,695,377 pounds greater than last year, and the increase of scoured 
wool on the market was 4,832,870 pounds more than last year. So the 
number of sheep is increasing to some extent, and also the number of 
pounds of wool. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I said, I think now the tendency to decline 
has somewhat changed. We have the exact figures in Ohio. I have 
the censns report as to the production of sheep in Ohio, farnished 
mainly by our United States authorities, and I notice in that report 
the number of cattle and the number of sheep in Ohio is somewhat in- 
creasing this year as compared with last year. They have there an 


*annual assessment of all kinds of live animals, so that we are able to 


know every year about the growth, the increase or decrease. I think 
that the sheep industry is rather increasing now than otherwise. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There were at least 50,000,000 pounds less wool 
produced last year in this country than in 1883. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose that is true. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is somewhat confusing to hear the 
Senator from Ohio say that the object of this duty, as of all protect- 
ive duties, is to cheapen the commodities to which they relate, and 
that the effect of the tariff of 1867 has been, in his opinion, to reduce 
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the price of wool for the American wool-grower. We had been led to 
believe by some of the crators upon that side of the Chamber, by sev- 
eral in this debate, and within a very few days, that cheapness was a 
thing we ought to despise, condemn, trample under foot. 

One of the Senators on the other side eloquently said that cheapness 
excited him to wrath, and he expressed himself in eloquent denuncia- 
tion of it. In fact, we had as the key-note of this Administration, be- 
fore it came into power, from its leader, the distinguished gentleman 
now President of the United States, the assertion in a very epigrammatic 
form that a cheap coat meant a cheap man inside of the coat. 

So it is a little confusing to hear the Senator from Ohio now laud 
what he says is the effect of the tariff, the cheapening of commodities; 
and he has confessed that the effect of the tariff of 1867 was a decrease 
in the price of wool to the American wool-grower. 

It would be curious, if the Senator from Ohio had remained in his 
seat, to have asked him why it was that the tariff of 1883, which low- 
ered the duties, had the effect which he also states that it had, to drive 
out of business to a large extent the wool-growers of the United States 
or in his part of the country. 

But we can not clear up all these things in a day, or in a moment. 

It cheapens the article to increase the duty and it cheapens it to de- 
crease the duty. However, wecan notexplain these things in a mo- 
ment; we can not get, uno flatu, at the philosophy that underlies these 
remarkable phenomena. 

But, Mr. President, I only rise now to call attention to what seems 
to me the most important thing in regard to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky, which puts wool upon the free-list. This dis- 
cussion has been very interesting in regard to the statistics of sheep- 
raising and sheep-husbandry in the United States, and there hasa 
great deal been said here tosshow that after all the wool-grower, by 
being less avaricious in his demands upon the law-making power, 
widening the horizon ot his hopes and desires, may by a fair accommo- 
dation secure the market that he desires and at the same time not put 
an undue burden npon the manufacturer, and, what is worse than all, 
upon the great mass of consumers of this country, in order to accom- 
plish his object. 

The serious thing about this increase of the duty upon wool, the se- 
rious thing about refusing to put it upon the free-list, is this: I find here 
from the Committee on Finance this explanation of the changes that 
have been made in the wool schedule: 

WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL, 

Say the committee: 

The demand from the representative wool-growers of the country that the 
rates upon wool should be largely increased, has led the committee to recom- 
mend the adoption of the new classification herein suggested, which it is hoped 
will result in a uniform and honest classification of wool. 

The important part of this report from the Finance Committee is as 
follows; it is very brief: 

The increase of rates for the manufactures of wool have becn made necessary 
by this increase in the wool rates. 

Ah, Mr. President, here, after ali, is the ultimate reason for this in- 
crease of tax upon the clothing of the people, the increase of the tax 
upon the raw material which enters into their manufacture. It is be- 
cause of that fact, and not because I have any desire, or any one on 
this side has any desire, to interfere with the prosperity of the wool- 
growers that we think the Senate should pause before it takes this 
most important step of raising the price of wool to the manufacturer 
and the price of clothing to the people. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that the effect of the tariff upon any imported commodity which 
competes with the products of our own country is to reduce the price 
of the article itself. That appears to be the doctrine of our friends on 
the other side, and the compensation is given to the manufacturer be- 
cause of the higher tariff rates placed on the raw material ! 7 

Mr. GRAY. To reduce the raw material ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 

Mr.GRAY. Thatis oneof those conundrums which arise out of the 
confusion of statement and argument upon the other side, and I am 
not ingenious enough to attempt even to answer them all, The argu- 
ment on that side is made, I know, with a great deal of pertinacity 
that the effect of these duties is to decrease the price of the commod- 
ities to which they refer. 

But, Mr. President, the common sense of this whole matter, the 
philosophy that appeals to the plain mind of the country, is that when 
you impose a tax it has to be paid by somebody, when you increase 
the cost of the raw material to be manufactured you thereby increase 
the cost of the products manufactured, and if you increase the tax on 
raw wool then, as this Committee on Finance has said, it becomes nec- 
essary to increase the tax on the manufactured articles. Somebody at 
last in this dismal progression must pay that increased cost, and those 
who must pay it, to my apprehension, s ng and unsophisticated 
as perhaps Senators on the other side would think it, are the great mass 
of the consumers of this country. 

Do Senators realize, when they propose this increased tax on wool 
and the uent necessary increased tax on manufactures of wool, 
the extent of it? I have before mea table giving the tariff rates on 
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woolen goods from the beginning to the present time, including the | out stopping to read it in detail J shall ask to have it printed in t 
proposed tariff rate in the bill now before us. Itisinteresting, and with- | Recorp. 








OUR INFANT WOOLENS 
The following table will show the progress made in the course of one hundred years in nursing the woole: fant. | ea tariff pap, to the 
ng stage of existence. 
| > , 
| Rate of duties under the tariff of 
Articles. 
| 1791. | 1859 1861, S64 188 0 
| Per ct,| Per ct. 
Dress-goods of cotton and worsted, costing 15 cents 5 19 | 30 per cent 55 per cent 68 per cent 88 per ce 
the square yard. 4 
Same, costing 20 cents square yard............... ) 19 30 percent 50 per cent 60 per cent 90 per cent 
Same, all wool or of mixed materials, costing 24 cents 
square yard a an a te la eens 0 : 5 24 «30 per cent 47 per cent. 77 per cent 100 per cent 
Same, costing 30 cents square yard ................... 5 24 | 30 percent.. 55 per cent, 70 percent 90 percent 
Same, costing 60 cents square yard............. inal 5 24 30per cent , 45 per cent ..| 5S per cen 70 per cent 
Same, weighing over 4 ounces square yard...... i 5 24 | 25 percent. and I2cts, | 40 percent. and 2icts, 40 percent.and 35cts. 0 percent. and tic 
| per Ib. per ib. per lb. per lb 
Ready-made clothing..............+-sseccssseeseesees sesecees 7 24 | DBpercent, and l2cts. | 40percent.and cts. | 35 percent. and4 60 per cent. and W cts. 
per lb. per lb. per lb. per lb 
Tapestry Brussels carpet ............. 7 24 30 cts, per sq. yd 50 cts. per sq. yd. 20 cts. per sq.yd.and 28 cts. per sq. yd. and 
® per cent wW per cent 
Tapestry velvet carpets. ...............ceeeeeee ; pensmitogsinn ve 24 5S0cts. per sq. yd 86 cts. per sq. yd. 25 cts. per sq. yd. and | 40 cts. per sq. yd. and 
30 per cent. 3U per cent. 
Brussels carpets............00-sss0+ ‘ ap eerewn 7 2 | 40 cts. per sq. yd 70 cts. per sq. yd. ~ects.persq. yd.and 40cts. per sq. yd. and 
sy per cent, 30 per cent. 
Druggets and bockingg..............:.cseecereeeneerenseerseeeee 5 24 20 cts. per sq. yd 25 ets. per sq. yd 15 cts, persq.yd.and 20 cts. per sq. yd. and 
&0 per cent. 30) per cent. 
Silk goods, including velvets and plushes......... 74 19 | 30 per cent... 60 per cent... 50 per cent. Average probably 90) 


per cent, 
Woolen hosiery and underwear— 


Costing 32 cents per pound 5 24 | 30 per cent, 
Costing 42 cents per pound............0eeceeees wupimube 5 24 30 per cent...... 
5 
5 
5 


90 per cent 

79 per cent..... 

62 per cent 

54 per cent 

Average 37} per cent 


77 per cent 
79 per cent 
74 per cent 
SZ per cent. 
a) per cent. 


14 per cent 
175 per cent, 
135 per cent 
120 per cent 
) per cent, 


Costing 62 cents per pound... 24 | 30 per cent ..... 
Costing 82 cents per pound... 24 30 per cent 
LABOR BOOGS..0rcccvececeoscesseesoceseceese 15 30 per cent 

Cotton hosiery— 
Costing 62} cents per dozen 





24 3 per cent 


inv aeacnneuines > 7+ | £24) SO percent ...... 35 per cent 10 per cent 110 per cent. 
Costing 2.10 cents per dozen Socibetafien ceomsinaunes 7} 24 30 per cent ..... 35 per cent 40 per cent 76 per cent 
Costing 4.10 cents per dozen ...............-0000 74 24 W percent 35 per cent 10 per cent 64 per cent. 


| 

Bat I want to call attention, for I intend to occupy the Senate buta 
few moments, to one article in this most remarkable category of taxa- 
tion, in this great tax-list, which is proposed now to be enacted into 
law, indirect, it is true, but burdensome many times more than any 
tax-list which the tax-payer is called upon to pay to the collector who 
comes with his demand for so many dollars and so many cents as his 
contribution to the expenses of the Government under which he lives— 
a tax-list much more important and much more affecting his daily life 
and his prosperity than any other that he is called upon to pay. this '.:: iy there is no dispute as to the increase of the duty, and what 

Now, wool hosiery is an article used by all the people. It is an arti- | I want to call the attention of the Senate and the country to is that it 
cle of absolute necessity in a large part of our country, where climatic | is made necessary, they say, by this increase of the duty upon raw 
conditions make it necessary forsanitary well-being. It will appear by | wool. 
the table to which I have referred that those grades which cost 32 cents This is an enormous addition to the tax burdens of the people who 
per pound are subject to a tax of 77 per cent. by the present law, and | are compelled to buy and compelled to use this most necessary article 
that the tax is raised to 214 per cent. under the proposed law. Woolen | of clothing, being a rate of duty in the cheaper grades of those articles 
hosiery costing 42 cents per pound is increased from a tax rate of 79 per | that are used by the poorer people of the country of more than double, 
cent. ad valorem under the existing law to 175 per cent. ad valorem. | more than a hundred per cent. 

On woolen hosiery costing 62 cents per pound it is increased from I think we may well pause and turn our attention trom the well 
74 per cent. to 135 per cent.; on that costing 82 cents per pound it is | being of the wool-growers and not confine our discussion entirely to a 

«increased from 35 per cent. to 50 per cent., thus fulfilling in this | matter of a few cents more or less to them, but let the consumers have 
enormous increase that great rule which has become an economic rule | their day before this Senate, and let their interest be considered as ovei 
on the part of those who lay these taxes and make these schedules, | against those who are so clamorously demanding this increase, in order, 
and that has been allnded to by the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. | as they say, to make prosperous an industry which already seems to 
VANCE] so often, that the increased burden must be borne by the | be conducted in a natural way and under natural conditions to the 
cheaper articles, and by those articles which enter into the daily con- | great profit of those who conduct it wisely, those who avail themselve: 
sumption of the people, and therefore bearing most hardly upon the | of the cheap lands and great ranches and the wide ranges of the trans 

r. The discrimination is in favor of those who buy and use the | Mississippi. Let the condition so favorable to them be their sufficient 
higher priced articles. | protection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow metoask him a question? | 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Willhe be kind enough to inform me in what part 
of the world woolen hosiery can be bought for 32 cents a pound ? 

Mr. GRAY. I have no information on the subject other than that | 
derived from these schedules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did notsuppose the Senator had. 

Mr. GRAY. I only read from a table made out by a dealer in 
woolen hosiery, and that is.the description of grades contained in the 
bill before us. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish the dealer would tell the Senator where 
woolen hosiery can be bought at that price. The price of scoured wool 
in England is 50 cents a pound. 

Mr. GRAY. I have had some experience before with the Senator 
from Rhode Island, who contradicts a statement where there seems to 1 oun! did pe: 
be no other way of getting around it. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me that the fact is transparent upon 
the face of it, that where wool before it is scoured is worth 20 or 24 
centsa pound, and a shrinkage of 50 per cent. would make it cost scoured | 
from 40 to 50 cents a pound, there can be no such thing as woolen | 
hosiery manufactured and sold at 32 cents a pound. 


Mr. GRAY. I read this table from those who appear to know some- 
thing about it for what it is worth. I should be very glad to give the 
| Senate confirmation of the truth of what I say when | have time to 
| do it from the language used in this very bill, but I will not pause 
to do that now. I read it for what it is worth, as it purports to come 
from persons who have expert knowledge of what they are talking 
about. 
Whatever we may say about the analysis of the different grades otf 


Mr. President, I do not pause now to dwell upon the arguments 
the Senatorfrom Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] has already made so clear, 
that after all the wool-grower himself will be embraced within the 
benefits of this scheme of lower taxation by the encouragement to the 
manufacture of woolen goods in this country, which it will give by 
making a better market for his product when mixed with the wool 
which must of necessity be imported in order to make certain classes 
and the most important classes of these goods. 

Let me call attention, before I take my seat, toastatement that has 
been sent to me to-day, coming froma firm of manufacturers and im- 
porters of woolen and worsteds for men’s wear, giving a table show- 
ing the amount of duty under the present law on the average class of 
woolen cloth that comes into this country : 
entage of duly on worsted and woolen q ods for men’s wedi 
seed under the tariff of 1883 and the Dingley resolution of 
May 9. 1890, compared with the amount and percentage of duty on the 
eame class of goods as prov ided in the Me Kinley tariff bill now pending in 
the United States Senate. 


NOW Asse 


i 


These calculations are based on goods weighi: 
| wide, 


ig 1) pounds per yard nches 
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Present duty, from 77 to 124 per cent.—average 100} per cent. 

Proposed duty— 

Made necessary, as the Finance Committee says, by this increase in 
the duty on wool— 

Proposed duty from 96 to 162 per cent,—average 129 per cent. 

I submit the statement: 


Statement of the amount and percentage of duty on worsted and woolen goods 
Sor men’s wear as now assessed under tariff of 1883 and the Dingley reso- 
lution of May 9, 1890, compared with amownt and percentage of duty on 
same class of goods as provided in McKinley tariff bill now pending in 
the United States Senate. 

[Note.~These calculations are based on goods weighing 1} pounds per yard, 56 
inches wile. Present duty from 77 to 124 per cent.; average, 100} per cent. 
Proposed duty from 96 to 162 per cent.; average, 129 per cent. | 
One and one-fourth pounds per yard is the average weight of fall and winter 

suitings. 

One pound per yard isthe average weight of spring and summer suitings. 
One and three-fourths pounds per yard is the average weight of winter over- 
coatings. 





o Amount of duty per yard and percentages of | Increases by pro- 
= same on foreign cost | posed new law. 
- — ——} — 
ay Under present law. Under proposed law. te 
~~ > } eo. 
& 2 Ea .. ._o 
S48 = se =. 3 | oe 
~ <3 =a 4 3 
“s » o co j a! 
eT. A Be a | & 
ao 30 4 o 
= = £ x =e 
5< B eB | 38 
. - = = 5 ° oe 
= 2° 2° = < 
e | 
( Cer Per cent. Cents. Per cent. Cents Per cent 
19 61 124 79} 162 18} | 38 
1) 6)! 123 80 160 184 | 37 
il 62 122 80} 158 | 18} 36 
, 62 120 81 156 | i9 | 36) 
; 62 118 81h 154 19 36 
v4 G3 uz | 2 152 19 «6| 
55 6 15 } 82) 150 19} | 35h 
56 63 ll x3 148 19 35 
57 64 112 83) 146 | 19% 34 
58 4 | 110 } S4 145 | 20 3A 
59 64) 109 | Bah 143 | 20 34 
oo 65 108 85 141 20 33 
ol 65 107 &5} 140 205 334 
oe “5 106 86 139 20; 33 
63 66 105 86) 137 t } 32h 
61 664 | 104 87 136 2; | 3 
oOo 67 | 103 87} 135 20} | 3h 
66 67 101 SS 133 21 32 
67 67} 100 SS} 132 21 31} 
68 67 99 Rg 131 | on 314 
69 68 os sO} 130 j 21; } a1 
70 684 os 90 | 129 | 21} 30) 
7 6y 97 oO; | 27 21) 30 
72 ! 69 | 96 91 126 2 30} 
73 69} 95 1; | 1% 22 | 30 
74 70 %® 92 | 124 22 30 
75 70 93 924 123 22} 30 
76 70) 93 93 | 122 221 294 
a Pop oe) oe erie 23 6 | | (O 
73: | 71 | 91 4 120 23 | 29% 
79 71h 90) 94) 120 23 29 
80 72 90 | 95 } 119 23 29 
120 92 77 15 | 96 | 23 19 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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* Forty per cent. and 35 cents per pound. 


In connection with this table I ask the Secretary to read a statement 
made by this firm, which very tersely, very ably and clearly, as I think, 
presents an argument that is worthy of consideration of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read it, if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


We present a statement of the duty on worsteds and woolens for men’s wear, 

euperiiinn to the present tariffand the Dingley resolution of May 9, 1890, com- 

red with the duties on the same class of goods provided in the pending tariff 
fll. 

Those who contemplate these figures will be impressed with the large amount 
of the present duty, and the question will naturally arise that, if it is in the 
power of a high tariff to make any class of industry prosperous, why the man- 
ufacturers of woolensare not eo. If thisend has not been accomplished by such 
extreme duties, they will be perplexed that the cause has not been discovered, 
and that still higher duties are relied upon to accomplish this purpose. 

The explanation of the claimed prostration of the woolen industry appears to 
us to have its basis in the following causes: 

When this enormous duty was established, the manufacture of such goods 
became so profitable that the mills and machinery of the country were perhaps 
profits possible under 
such a tariff induced the establishment of enormous mills on the principle of 
stock companies. Capitalists having no knowledge whatever of the business 
subseri the capital and formed these corporations, employed superintend- 
ents, presidents, and treasurers to conduct them, at liberal pay, whose largest 
interest in the coneern was their fixed salaries. 

These corporations engaged the services of business firms to sell their prod- 
uct on commission, and upon these firms they largely depended for ions 
regarding the style and character of, the goods they should produce. us, the 
sellers of the product and the managers of the corporations were but incidentally 





interested in the economies, expert handling of every facility of the mill, and, 
above all, in the judicious production of gee and fabrics in market demand, 
at the same time absorbing for their salaries and commissions a sum which in 
itself would be a fair return as a net profit of such a manufactory. 

There is no amount of duty possible that will make such managementin any 
branch of industry permanently successful, and the larger the amount of duty 
the more likely is industry to fall into this class of management. In other 
countries, similar industries are dependent for success upon the knowledge, 
skill, capital, and personal direction of those whoown and operatethem. The 
owner possesses the capital and the knowledge, conducts his own manufactory, 
and sells his own goods, receiving bona fide orders for them at fixed prices from 
the “ warehouse man.”’ 

The most wealtby and successful manufacturers abroad would consider the 
salaries paid by American corporations to presidents, treasurers, superintend- 
oate.enll commissions for selling,a full and large return upon their business, 
which, to a great extent, with American manufactories, is all embraced in what 
would be called expenses, and is charged to the net cost of goods. If the profit 
in the manufacture of woolen goods in Europe were sufficiently large to create 
the same system of production and distribution which these conditions origi- 
nated here, it would effectually weaken foreign competition. ‘ 

The claim that this duty is necessary for the protection of American wages 
is easily exploded by taking the amonnt of duty per yard, and considering the 
labor necessary to producethe yard. Without going into this subject in detail, 
we would simply call attention to the fact that of an average fabrie of a class 
costing, say, 73 cents per yard abroad the American weaver can make 100 yards 
per week, upon which there is a present duty of $69.50. Of course there is con- 
siderable other labor, such as spinning, dyeing, and finishing. 

The American weaver would receive $12 per week, and the English weaver 
$6 per week. It will be observed how much of this duty goes to support bad 
management, created by the allurements of the large ereits possible under a 
high tariff. With the increased tariff, doubtless, there will be atemporary boom 
and gathering of profits for a short season, but the stimulus to incompetent and 
extravagant embarkation in the business will shortly leave this branch of in- 
dustry in even a worse condition. 

It is well known that the success and stability of any branch of industry are 
better maintained when the profits are moderate, and the business therefore 
necessarily confined to those who have experience, knowledge, and skill in its 
prosecution. Itis a fact that the woolen industry years ago was more gener- 
ally prosperous under a lower tariff, because it was subject to these conditions. 
We have been dealers in woolen goods since 1857, and have reached our pres- 
ent business by a continual connection with consumers of men’s woolens. 

The output of our American mill is larger than the source from which we ob- 
tain our foreign supply, and if the demands of the trade were exclusively for 
American fabrics it would be to our interest. We are concerned in the stability 
and prosperity of the woolen industry, and fully recognize the fact that the 
permanent employment of American labor at good wages is the basis of national 
prosperity upon which we all depend. 

Respectfully, 
EDWARD T. STEEL & CO., 
Manufacturers and Importers of Woolens and Worsteds for Men's Wear. 


PHILADELPHIA, August 28, 1390. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, only a word further. It does seem to 
me that in this very practical business transaction of imposing a tax 
we have not been as thoughtful as we ought to be upon the fact that 
there are two sides to this negotiation. We are here as representing 
the tax-laying authority of the United States, and we have here the 
demand of a class represented by the wool association, gentlemen of 
eminence, respectability, and worth, who ride here in palace cars, who 
stay here for long weeks, who besiege the doors of the Ways and Means 
Committee and the Finance Committee of this body, on the one side; 
and there is the great hody of the American people, out of whose pock- 
ets and out of whose hard toil, day by day, these taxes must come, on 
the other side of this negotiation. 

Let us deal fairly with both; do no injustice to the wool-grower, but 
ask whether it is altogether fair that we should listen with such atten- 
tive ears to his arguments in favor of an increase of duty upon the raw 
material that he produces without giving as much attention, at least, 
witbout turning our eyes and ears to those mute appeals that come up 
from all over this country from the men and the women and the chil- 
dren, who ask you why is it necessary for the protection of this woo} 
association that you should increase the taxes on our woolen clothing, 
that of our wives and little ones, to a rate that means more than double 
the present rate, and which in some cases reaches as high as 214 per 
cent., if the tables from which I read are to be relied upon. 

Mr. President, this onerous tax, not for revenue, as is confessed, but 
for the protection of a class, however worthy, comes out of the pockets 
of the people, as I have already said. It comes from those who have 
earned it, and it is to be paid to those who did not earn it, and on the 
plea that thereby an American industry is to be supported, and patri- 
otic motives are appealed to, sentiment, and all the time that sentiment 
and that patriotic appeal rest upon the hard, naked fact that it takes from 
the toilers of this country a percentage of their toil to payit. It means 
that many more hours or days of labor to those who buy these neces- 
saries of life. 

Senators on the other side have said at various times thaf the tax in 
a given case was so insignificant that it was not to be regarded and 
could not be looked upon in the light of a burden, and they have said 
at other times that the tax itself would have the tendeney to reduce 
prices to consumers. 

Mr. President, the — common sense of the people, that aver- 
age judgment and intelligence which is rarely mistaken, knows better 
than this. Those who are called upon through their business to dis- 
tribute these articles of necessity to the people know better than this. 

There was sent to me the other day an advertisement that was dis- 
played in the street cars of Philadelphia, one of which I saw myself, 
which, whatever may be said here, shows that those whoare concerned in 
the distribution of thesearticles of common necessity feel, by an instinct 
as unerring as it is intelligent and significant, that this enormous in- 











= 
‘ 











- 











ig 


a 


crane 


1890. 


crease of duty on woolen goods is going to be a burden to the consumers 
of the country. Here it is just as it was and is displayed in the ad 
vertising spaces of these public cars: 
THE 
McKINLEY TARIFF BILL 
DovsLes THE Duty ON 
FOREIGN HOSIERY. 
No CHANGE IN PRICES WITH US 
AS YET. 
Cook & BRrorTHer 
49, 51, and 53 N. Eighth st 
Mr. STEWART. What is the name of the firm? 
Mr. GRAY. Cook & Co., as reputable a firm as there is in the city 
of Philadelphia. I know it very well. 
Mr. STEWART. They are importers, are they not 
Mr. GRAY. They have committed the crime of importing cheap 


' 


hosiery for the millions of people in this country. Yes, sir; I confess | 


for them their guilt under that charge. 


Mr. STEWART. Then that did not come from the common ps 
ple, but it came from the importer 

Mr. GRAY. They, with business instincts, with sentiment and wit! 
favoritism thrown aside, tell the people that this McKinley tariff bill 
doubles the price of hosiery, and they do, in order to put in a stroke 
of business themselves, tell the people they will do well by lay 
hosiery now, as prices have not gone up yet. 

Mr. President, it is a significant fact about all this, it is the plain 
and undeniable fact, that an increase of duty on these nec« le 
life means an increase of burden by imposing on the people ef this 


country higher prices for their clothing, higher pri 
of universal consumption and daily use; and we ought 
at the threshold of this important measure and consider 
people are able or sheuld be called upon to bear this burden for the 
sake of increasing the price of wool to those who are growing it on t! 
cheap lands west of the Mississippi. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator whether it would not be well 
to suggest along with this advertisement from Cook & Co., who want 
to increase their trade, that the true eftect of the McKinley tariff bill 
is going to be to reduce the price of hosiery and let the consumers have 
the benefit ? Theinstinct of the importer teaches himthat he has got 
to sell out very quickly or lose on his goods. 

Mr. GRAY. Over and over again we have had that suggestion made, 
and for a hundred years the people have been paying taxes and waitin; 
for the time when the tax may be taken off or lessened; and the Senat 
and ! will grow older than we are before we reach it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is on the sideof Cook & Co. I want the 

ple there toholdon. They will get their goods cheaper a little 
oo on, in the course of a month, when the bill is enacted into law. 

Mr. GRAY. Always to-morrow, never to-day. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
the sun shines. 

Mr. GRAY. 
regard— 








With the Senator and the rest of the people in this 


Man never is, but always to be, blest 


Andif that is all he has to say to them he has a right to say it, and 
he may do it. 

I want to read in connection with what I have just said the report 
made in one of the hearings before the Finance Committee of a com- 
mittee who I expect were importers of hosiery, but let me just here in 
passing remark that although I feel I ought to apologize for alluding 
to the testimony of an importer, and although we have been called 
upon several times to expiain why it was we had the hardihood to 
bring into court an importer of any of the articles of daily domestic 
consumption and ask him to tell us anything about the business which 
presumably he understood and knew something about, this very bill 
by its title and by every paragraph in it deals with imports, is a tax 
on imports. 

That is all there is to it, and it would seem that an importer ought 
to be the very man of all men to speak in regard to a scheme of taxa- 
tion upon imports. But, however, for what it is worth, not so much 
of course as a manufacturer who is interested directly in a tax that 
comes from the people and goes into his pocket, but for what it is worth, 
let me read a paragraph from the statement of this committee made 
before the Finance Committee: 


An increase of the duties— 
Say they— 


An increase of the duties on all these goods will produce possibly higher 
prices for the stock on hand for a short while or perhaps for a longer period of 
time, it the great manufacturers here form a trust excluding all new mills and 
preventing them, by reducing their own goods under cost for some time, from 
prospering. The members of the trust, say ten or twenty, wil! make handsome 
profits, perhaps $50,000 each a year, which would put at best $1,000,000 into their 
treasury, which, with most of them, is overflowing already. For this one 
maillion coming to at most twenty men, the whole population of the United 

©3, men, women, and children, would be taxed from 25 to 40 cents a head a 
year; say 60,000,000, supposing that 10,000,000 do not wear any stockings, $15,- 
000,000 to $24,000,000, z 


sos 
ws 


’ 


Cook & Co. and the Senator need to make hay while | 


Now, that is one articleof very nex ary use It 
to travel outside of this and consider the whole scheme of th 
‘ir. Wells, a gentleman whom I will ve rin to cite 
thority in this presence, ln a very Care ilstu ly whl hh ms to! 
made of this matter, has estimated t] ax resulting to 1 I 
ple of the I nited States from this ind LX ( he tari Lm to 
about $40 a year to each head of a 

Mr. President, I do et n. 
municipal,county, or State, a this broad 
land of eurs that imposes such a tax rate upon the people 
iS tl ul The tax tl] . as , \ l 

( nin d and i 
t t coll vat 9 i 
that attack the } sperity Mi t 
country, are the tax th I ha i 
at every turn, when h ti 1¢ morn th | ed « 
| pail, when he comes hon a the r to « 
taxed earthen ware wh h ‘ Lo I eii on 
decent worsted coat ! i a iit i ( 
law < ld be pre A ipa i . 
( covered | t , I ) } 
\ their own ] it Lt nd 
1e worsted clothing l r tl i é 
ker in this count the decen V v h he to the 
house oO ( 1 on h | { 
aiscove d He w i th 

ck, and straightway 1 I { rel ] | t 
not to be; th j 
you must put that into a class where it will | 1 
; the broadcloth that yn th K Ol | I iat l 

That ther i t i 
fay last, directly a all h t l 
] cla l ) i i y 

i iiect ii \ 

I woeni L i i I } eT 
i we 1 a Oo ) 

em pa 14 « its J r 1 i < i { 

¥CI te at li I Line n rou li, dt iti t 
were ynly La highe r ora ( ci lin h ash ] 
the Senator from Ver I think, touched his own Chat 
the kind of goods,’’ ] l- it was only the hig gra hat we 
not worn by the masses, | in that expensivy hedule t 
posed to be out of their reach. The iator shakes his head, but 
am sure if he will recoll 1oment and tax his memory he will not 

| disagree with me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will recall the matt I think he 
will remember that he said the cloths referred to, namely, worsted 
cloths, were cheap cloths and used for making articles of cheap clot 
ng. Istated that worsted cloths were used by everybody and that 
Senators and gentlemen everywhere wv worsted cloths made up into 
clothing. That was the statement. 

Mr. GRAY. Ir collect vé« y well the effect of the Senator’s state 
ment. Of course, I can not repeat h yrds at th i 10! time ut 
it was to traverse thestatement I made, that the worsted clothing which 
was the subject of that Dingley act and upon which the tax w then 
increased was not of the less expensive kind of fabric which went into 

| the wear of men of small means, those worsted cloths which would ma 
a decent Sunday coat, as I said just now, at a comparative 
sive rate as compared with some other good 

Mr. President, I have here, and I will not detain 1 ite, a } 
list of an importer of cloths, one of those exter >] int 
which the Senator from Vermont alluded to, in which t vO! Is that 
were dealt in by him and manufactured into the expensive cloths that 
he spoke of cost anywhere from two to three d iTS a 
these worsteds tha e were dea r witl the Ding! vet ) | 
in the terms of th tself, in the tax law, were wv teds 
than 80 cents per pound. Theretore, it auld] tin t egor 
to which I have alluded. So we go all nye, wherever touch this 
tariff we strike in the interest of tho ho are the beneficiaffes of it, 
those articles of un rsa sum pt 1 W h go into the d 
daily use of all peop! nd the tax fi 60,000 
a large sum to those who collect it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. | re the Senator fromt 
I respectfully ask ] f is not per | ] 

e all wool? Worstec I I in 
form of manufacture, of dr , nD 
know of any reason why worsteds sh 1 not lin the 
V oolen , as t! y ¥ e intended to | 

Mr. GRA I | not say just now that ther ‘ 
reaso h 1 ‘ } 7 ‘ I 

ied that b 1 1 mad 1] 
law of 1885, | beli« the vorste enabled to « 
cent. ad valorem and 30 cents | ) f { 
| something less than the rate that obtained on v clot ‘ ot 
exactly sure of my figures in that respect, but 15 ) per it. O1 
| percent. less than the duties that were exacted for other woolen clot! 
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This difference, if I understand it at all, between the tax on worsted 
cloths and on ordinary woolen cloths was because those long combing 
wools, from which worsted cloth is made, came in free of duty; and 
therefore the tax upon the product of the manufacture of those wools 
was less, and rightly less, than it was upon those where a tax was laid 
upon the raw material. 

But, Mr, President, by the Dingley act we raised the tax on the man- 
ufactured products and left the raw material free, legislating in the in- 
terest of the manufacturer entirely, and leaving out of consideration 
altogether any incidental effect that it might have in the more or less 
increase it made in the clothing of the mass of the people of this coun- 
try. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, and I shall be through. Of necessity, 
as it would seem, in a tax schemeof this kind, where you seek to pro- 
tect an industry, you are compelled—and Iam not finding particular 
fault with the Senators who framed this bill; it seems to have been a 
necessity of the situation in which they found themselves—you are 
compelled to go to those articles and those commodities that are uni- 
versally used, that are of every-day consumption, for upon those and 
those alone when the tax is laid can any very considerable harvest be 
reaped. 

The consumption of the rich, great as it may be, is insignificant in 
comparison with the consumption of the masses. The silks, the vel- 
vets, the diamonds, the pearls that are used by the rich, great as their 
aggregate may be, are nothing in comparison with the aggregate of 
these small expenditures, made every day by all the people over this 
land; and therefore, where you want to protect an industry, as you 
call it, where you want to turn money into the coffers of an enterprise, 
you have got to seek, from necessity, an industry, a manufacture that 
deals with these matters of common, every-day use. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the Senator any advices as to the fact that 
the price of worsted clothing in this country bas been increased to the 
consumer by the passage of the Dingley bill? 

Mr. GRAY. What was the object of passing it, unless it was? I 
have no advices. The bill was passed in May last, and I have been 
pretty continuously here since then; I have had no opportunity of mak- 
ing the inquiry. I have no doubt that the price will be found to have 
been increased. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not understand that prices have been ad- 
vanced at all, so far as that isconcerned. I can point the Senator to 
this fact, as the result probably of the passage of the Dingley bill, that 
according to recent statistics some thirty-five hundred loomsin England 
engaged in this business havestopped work since the passage of the Ding- 
ley bill, and the amount of worsted cloths that have been imported into 
this country in the last two or three months is less than one-halfof the 
amount imported in the same months a year ago. Asa further de- 
velopment, a great many looms have been started up in this country 
engaged in the manufacture of those worsteds, giving employment toa 
great many hundred operatives in this country. 

Mr. GRAY. Idoubt very much whether it was sound economics or 
very much worth while for the American people, in order to destroy 
3,500 looms in England, to add a tax of many thousands of dollars to 
the people who wear coats in this country. It may be some satisfac- 
tion to the Senator from Oregon, but if there was a profitable trade be- 
tween the people who could make that article cheaply for the people of 
this country who wear woolen clothes and decent coats, I do not see 
that it was such a time that it should be the object of special legisla- 
tive attack. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator assumes, in all that, that the price 
in this country has been advanced. 

Mr. GRAY. So I do assume; and, as I said awhile ago, it is assumed 
by the people. It is assumed, as I said justnow, by the people who 
deal in hosiery. I Suppose the Senator would be one of those who 
state that doubling the duty on hosiery will not increase the price to 
the women and children next winter of this mostimportant article; but 
people know better; those who deal in it know better; thecommon sense 
of the case contradicts it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the debate 
upon the Dingley bill, so called, and to statements made then by the 
Senator from Delaware. He said: 

They— 

Referring to the worsteds in question— 
happen to have made a very important element in the clothing commodi- 
ties of the country, and have produced at a comparatively reasonable cost, as 
compared with other woolen products, a useful, and comfortable, and_decent, 
and respectable garmeat, within the reach of those classes that are not Wealthy, 
within the reach of those who have to consult their income and their outgoing 
expenses, 

Again: 

Mr. President, I still think the Senator from Vermont is mistaken as to the 
matter of fact, the information that he has in regard to the character of these 
so-called worsted cloths. I have made some inquiry among many passes in 
the trade—I think most of us have been somewhat interested in fabrics of 
which our cloths are made—and I have always unde as the result of my 


rstood, 
inquiries, that worsted cloth was a cheaper cloth than the high-grade woolen 
cloths, 


i reaneneeitat ta cele nae, beanie 


And again: 

Unless I am greatly mistaken—I admit the Senator from Rhode Island is bet- 
| ter informed—the class of wools from which worsteds are made is not precisely 
the same class in all respects from which the best woolen cloths are made. 

The Senator was then laboring under the impression that worsted 
cloths, using the term in a generic sense, were much cheaper than woolen 
cloths? 

Mr. GRAY. I was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I simply sought to correct him by stating that 
worsted cloths included as well the very best quality of cloths that 
were used, if there is any difference in classes of the people of the United 
States, by what would be understood to be the better class of people. 

Mr. BLAIR. The richer class, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The richer class, not the better—I will retract what 
I said; the richer class of people. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not the Senator from Rhode Island think he would 
have been treating me with a little more fairness, considering his oppor- 
tunity of knowledge and my lack of opportunity of knowledge, to have 
also informed me and the Senate that the very article we were dealing 
with in that Dingley bill, by the very terms of the law, referred to 
worsted cloths of less than 80 cents a pound in value? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not discussing with the Senator from Dela- 
ware the question as to those particular cloths, but as to the worsted 
cloths taken by and large, what the term meant. The Senator said a 
few minutes ago that worsted cloths were made from wools that were 
admitted free of duty, as I understood him. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg also to correct the Senator in that regard. 
There are no wools admitted free of duty that I know of at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me read, then, trom the source of my immediate 
information. I maybe mistaken. I only want tosay before I doit that 
whatever may have been the debate at that time, I confess I was not 
then so well informed as the Senator from Rhode Island; I doubt 
whether I am everso weli informed; but the fact remains now, and I 
allude to it for that purpose, that in this very matter of worsted cloth 
the purpose was to bring it in some classification so that it might have 
the tax burden upon it that other cloth had, which was an article that 
belonged to the cheaper grades of cloth that went into the manulacture 
of clothing that was comparatively inexpensive, being made of worsted 
cloths less than 80 cents per pound. But my authority for what I said 
in regard to the matter, to which the Senator last alluded, is one of the 
statements made in the hearings before the Committee on Finance by 
Ernest Werner and P. B. Worrall, the subcommittee, in which they 
stated: 


The differential rates of duty on worsteds in the tariff of 1883 were based on 
the discrimination which was made in the wool schedules of the same tariff, 
in favor ofcombing wools by allowing them to come in at the same rate of duty, 
whether washed or unwashed, while clothing wools washed were obliged to 
pay twice the duty of combing wools washed, 


Isee my mistake, and I am thankful to the Senator from Rhode 
Island for correcting it; but the force of my argument still remains, 
not comingin free of duty, butcoming in at about one-half of the duty 
imposed on the other class of wools. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, if the Senator will—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, and I am through. 

It is to be noted that this discrimination in favor of combing wools is retained 
in the present bill, without the corresponding reduction of compensatory duties 
on the goods, 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I will correct both 
his statement and that of the importers from which he has read. The 
gentlemen who signed that statement should have known what is known 
to every intelligent observer in the United States, that worsted cloths 
are now made, and have been for several years, from wools of the first 
class, and not from wools of the second class; that they are made 
almost exclusively from merino wools, which are classified among wools 
of the first class; and that what are known technically as combing 
wools are not used to any considerable extent in the manufacture of 
worsted cloths either in the United States or anywhere else in the 
world. 

Now, oneother word. The Senator from Delaware says we complain 
of Senators upon that side of the Chamber for citing importers in 
evidence upon this questian. We do not complain that they cite im- 
porters or that the importers appear here by or through Senators upon 
the other side, but we do find fault that they furnish no other evidence 
and they apparently appear for no one else except the importers. They 
do not cite the evidence of a single consumer in the United States. They 
have never brought here the opinion or the statement of a man who 
was not directly interested in breaking down the American market and 
destroying American manufactures. 

I think from a patriotic standpoint we have a right to find fault with 
Senators upon the other side that they never bring any one to the bar 
of the Senate to plead their cause or to sustain the which they 
make other than the importers. As the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar] suggests, they are dependent upop foreign manufacturers 
and their prosperity depends upon the lack of success and prosperity 
of the American e. 

Mr, GRAY. r 


dent, I would be very far from accusing the 
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Senator from Rhode Island of anything like indirection in any argu- | for trading in our market; and while we ievy that charge we protect 


ment that he made, \vut if it were not for my high opinion of his char- 
acter and what I know of his fairness and directness I should have said 


that there was an object in view when he asked us to bring here the 


consumers as witnesses in regard to these schedules, running through 
these tables and through one hundred and eighty-seven pages of this 
complicated and labyrinthine scheme of taxation. 

He knows that the great mass of the consumers of this country have 
not the time to examine this bill and understand it. He who sits day 
by day and night by night with an expert by hisside in order to thread 
the maze of this piece of oppressive taxation asks us to bring the con- 
sumers and those upon whom it is laid to explain what he has acquired 
with such toil and labor and expenditure of time. It is because these 
importers have an interest which enables them and stimulates them to 


examine this very thing that we bring them here as the best possible | 


witnesses on the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My estimate of the character and intelligence of 
the American people is such that, upon a question of this kind, which 
has been debated publicly for thirty years—yes, a hundred years, as the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] well says—-I am certuin that, 
if they believed their interests were involved or at stake and this legis- 
lation or any other that was before Congress proposed to destroy their 
rights or interests, to place unnecessary burdens upon them, they would 
be heard here in emphatic protest; their testimony would be too plain 
to be mistaken; and it would not be necessary that they should be 
represented by the importers, who appeared in the Marble-Room of 
the Senate several months ago, or by importers’ arguments alone upon 
the floor of the Senate. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] says very truthfully 
that, while the items of this bill may be and some of them are compli- 
cated, each one refers to the interests of some particular class, and the 
people understand them as well as Senators here. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire what the particular ques- 
tion under consideration is. What is the pending amendment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE}. 

The Cater CLERK. On page 84, line 15, strike out all of paragraph 
357 down to and including line 5, on page 88. 

Mr. STEWART. The effect of that would be to put wool on the 
free-list, I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the effect of the amendment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not authorized to state 
the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. No; the Chair is not authorized tostate, but that 
I understand to be the effect of theamendment. Thatis rather a broad 
proposition. It has been assumed that the tariff on wool was a tax 
which produced a direct burden upon the people. 
tion is that the wool-growers ot this country are ndt to be a very large 


we would obtain the wool from South Amerita, from India, and Aus- 
tralia, as the wool-growers there and the Mexicans can produce wool 
more cheaply than we can here, because they have cheaper labor; and 
assuming that those wool-growers, after they had destroyed the wool- 
growing in this country, would voluntarily sell wool cheaper than it 
would be sold for if we cultivated it in this country. 

Now, there is a rale that applies to prices everywhere, and that is 
the rule of supply and demand. If there is a large amount of wool 


produced in this country or in any other country, it will inevitably | 


have a tendency to bring down the price everywhere in the world. If 
with regard to this article, as many others, you have free wool, you will 
destroy the wool-growing in this country and diminish the aggregate 
of wool production, and as you can not compete those who do produce 
wool will sell it for as much as they can get. 

Suppose that you had all your woolen manufactures destroyed in this 
country, do you think you would get cheaper commodities? What is 
produced in this country supplies a large portion of the market of the 
world, because it supplies to a great extent the people of the United 
States, who are very large consumers. That makes a larger supply, 
and reduces the price of clothing to all the people of the world, and 
those who sell here and get this market must comply with the condi- 
tions produced by this production; they must sell cheaper. 

Take your iron and steel. The great development of those indus- 
tries has forced the world tosell cheaper. The only way we can cheapen 
commodities is to produce more largely. The only way we can pro- 





| American people by President Cleveland. 


our own markets and build up our industries here and cheapen the 
articles tothe consumers. It is not a tax upon our people. ‘They are 
not complaining. It is the foreigners that want these markets who 
complain. It is Great Britain, that is spending her millions to acquire 
markets, that complains. It is Great Britain, that is subsidizing her 
steamers to go to every port of the world in order to get markets, that 
complains. It is Great Britain, that has her navy and her army to sub- 
jugate millions and hundreds of millions of mankind for a market, that 
complains that she can not have our market free. Thatis the trouble. 
There is where the argument comes from. It comes from that portion 
of the public press that is interested in importations 

The attempt to convince the American people that it is a tax has 
failed and will fail. It is no tax. It simply increases the price of 
commodities. If it is levied properly it increases them alike, and if 
we should pay higher, which I claim we do not in the long run, if we 
should have to pay higher for a particular thing, the man gets a higher 


| price for all he produces, and the whole transaction is simply on a 


higher basis. Our wages must remain on a higher basis than slave and 
cooly labor in other countries, and everything else must correspond. 
It is simply doing business on a higher plane. We are enjoying, and 
on that basis we can enjoy, more of the comforts and luxuries of life. 
That is ascertained. 

Now, it is said that this wool tax is specially odious. Why is this 
particular attack made upon it? I donotunderstand why itis. Ido 
not understand why patriotic Americans should prefer to encourage and 
benefit the people of South America and India or Australia rather than 
our own people. All these pleas for free trade mean to favor other 
countries, to give other countries our market; and whatever you may 
say about the common people, whenever the question has been fairly sub- 
mitted to them they have usually decided right. They have been and 
will be in favor of a tariff. . 

No party can propose to represent a foreign interest as against the 
interest of the American citizen, and succeed. It has been tried on this 
wool question. This particular question was fairly submitted to the 
This was his special hobby. 
It was submitted to the American people, and they could see that to 
destroy the wool industry in this country was not only unjust to the 
farmer, but they could see that when that industry was destroyed the 
price of wool would go up and the farmer would have more to buy and 


| less to buy with. 


} 


Destroy your homeindustries and allow the countries of Europe, that 


| have their own people protected by tarifis and by their trade regulations, 


| to enjoy our markets without giving their markets to us, and you will 


place our people in a very dependent condition. If you destroy ow 


| industries and give our markets to foreigners for nothing, they will not 


| surrender their markets to us. 
First, the assump- | 


| 





| 


duce more largely in this country is by accepting the conditions of this | 


country, which are higher wages and a higher state of civilization, bet- 
ter pay. That is the only way we can manufacture and the only way 
wecan produce here. ; 

If we were to stop the production here and cut off the home supply, 
do you think that articles of the world’s use, such as clothing and iron 
and steel would be cheaper? Certainly not. They were not cheaper, 
although wages were just as cheap and cheaper thirty and forty years 
ago, but they have grown cheaper all the while by the additional sup- 
ply which the people of the United States have furnished. 

The idea of calling this a tax is incorrect; it is absurd. It is no tax. 
It is a charge on the foreign producer, on whatever he may produce, 


: of that market comes from manufacturing. 


| amount to anything by free trade. 
part of the people; second, assuming that if wool was on the free-list | 


| away our market? No. 


| you will have to deal by barter for those articles. 


| buy only what we must have 


Let any Senator investigate the ques- 
tion, and tell me where we could get an extra market that would 
Would Great Britain orany of the 
European countries buy more wheat of us than they want? Great 
Britain as a nation does not buy wheat, but her people do, and individ- 
uals buy it in the Liverpool market or where they can buy it cheapest, 
and they only buy what their people want to eat, and nothing more. 

Do you suppose you can increase your exports of wheat by giving 
Take any other article. Do you suppose 
you can increase your exports of cotton by giving away our market? 


| No. Then, if you destroy the home manufacturer, how are you going 


to pay for these foreign articles? You can not pay for them; you will 
have to do as they did in the early times, in the free-trade times; 
You can not get the 
If you take the money to pay for them you bankrupt the 
They will not take your wheat, and they will take no more 


money. 
country. 


| of any article than they need, and whether you have free trade or not 
| they will only buy what they want. 


That is what we buy of other countries; we buy what weneed. We 
do not ask what China buys of us. We buy what tea we want. We 
have no regard for the trade with Brazi]. We buy only what coffee we 
want, and it does not make any difference what they buy from us, we 
And if we destroy our home market by 
inviting them with their cheap labor and with their high tariffs to sup- 
ply us with manufactured articles, and thus break down our manu 
facturers, we deprive our people of a home market, and where are we 
going to find a market for their products? What are we going to buy 
with, if we have no home market? Our home market is 95 per cent. 
of the whole market, and of that 95 per cent. I think more than 60 per 
cent. comes from manufactures of one kind oranother. More than halt 
If you break up this man- 
ufactuying and reduce your market so that you can not sell your prod- 
ucts, how are you going to get money to buy abroad ? 

Now, to get things cheap is not the greatest desideratum in the 
world. It is to get things, and if you have no money to buy them 
with, if does not make any difference to you about their price. If 
you can not sell your commodities, youcan not buy. I do not believe 
in cheap men, and I do not believe in any cheaper commodities than 
the genius of our country can produce, that can be produced with free 
labor without mechanical devices 

Sixty-five millions of people, with the genius and enterprise of the 
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ple of the United States and with resources unlimited in extent 
nd in variety, can produce all that man needs on as cheap a basis as 
we are entitled to have them. We should not destroy our market by 
buying from abroad, but we should avail ourselves of our right to be 
producers and reduce prices by adding to the commodities of world 
and taking care of ourselves as other nations do. 

I tell my friends on the other side that they can not take this duty 
off wool, and that free wool will not be endured by the common peo- 
ple of this country. When that proposition is fairly submitted to them, 
stripped of all others, there is no doubt about what the result will be, 
They know more about the consequences of these things than you 
think they do. They are not importers; they are not on the other side 
of the question, but they are producers and consumers, and they are 
aware of the fact that, if they are to have a market here, they must 
stan a tariff and build up our home manufactures, and let the wool 
be manufactured in this country. They understand that, and they 
are willing that the manufacturers of woolen goods shall be well pro- 
tected, so that there shall be little or no importation of wool in any 
shape, whether in the shape of cloth or of the raw material. They are 
willing to submitto that to build up our home market, and they know 
that their prosperity depends upon this. There is nota wool-producer 
ip the West who does not understand it. They do not object toa high 
tariff on manufactured articles, because you furnish the great market. 
What advantage they can get abroad is nothing tothem. What they 
ask of you is to consider their interests and let them live. There is 
no harm done; each supports the other as one great family, and that 
is what the United States must and can do. 

Why this talk about a tax when it is merely protection to a home 
industry, when it is building up our own industries, and when nobody 
complains of it, except the foreigners who pay it, because it prevents 
them from enjoying our market which is so valuable to them? That 
has been the contest from the beginning, and every time you had free 
trade in any shape, and you can trace it through, you have had hard 
times. Itis only a protective tariff that enables us to build up our 
own manufactures and our own industries. 

We have competition between 65,000,000 people; we have got cheaper 
supplies for the laboring man in this country than almost any coun- 
try in the world, certainly 50 per cent. cheaper than they were fifty 
years ago, if they had enjoyed the same luxuries then and the same 
advantages. This country must, with its resources, its free institu- 
tions, its genius, its enterprise, have a capacity to take care of itself. 
I would be ashamed to say that there was anybody in this country 
who would avail himself of the higher wages, of the better education, 
of everything that pertains to the advancement of civilization and the 
comfort of civilized life, and at the same time would claim that what 
he wanted to use must be produced by slave labor in some other coun- 
try. If it was not for the selfishness of those who are for the tariff 
calling everything raw material that comes to their shops, there would 
be no difficulty about this question. 

Place it all around, and it is no tax; place it all around and it equal- 
izes itself; place it all around and it makes one family of this great 
country and insures its prosperity and independence, and insures ulti- 
mately cheaper productions than we should otherwise have. Drive 
away your manufactures and you will have trusts in other countries, 
monopolies cruel and unrelenting, which you can not reach. There 
will be no competition if you destroy the manufacturing interests of 
this country and destroy production here. I have witnessed it on many 
articles, For example, with no tariff on quicksilver, it was in the 
hands of a few monopolists, and ee ae it up toruinous prices. We 
put on a tariff that enabled it to be produeed in this country, and quick- 
silver went down, because foreigners no longer had the monopoly. It 
was so with borax, and it is so with almost every article that you may 
name. 

It is human nature to get all a man can; and if you give foreigners 
of any kind the monopoly of your market and you produce nothing, 
they do not hear your complaints when they fix the price upon you. 
Let no foreigner fix the price of any article that can be manufactured 
in this country by free labor and the genius of Americans for manu- 
facturing. With the genius we have for machinery and for inventions, 
and enterprise, and intelligence, let the price of no article be fixed by 
foreigners that we can produce here. 

Now, I look upon this tariff as no tax, but as a protection or benefit 
to every laboring man. It does not cost a cent. Take the matter of 
coffee. I was here when the tax was taken from tea and coffee. I 
heard the poor man’s cry at that time the same asI hear it now. I 
was sitting in this chair at that time. I listened to it and I voted to 
remove that tax. I doubted the propriety of it at the time, and I 
think Isaid so, At all events, I recollect distinctly that that was my 
opinion. 

We have not gained one cent by the removal of that tax. Brazil has 
sold us the coffee at the same price, and we have lost, I suppose, about 
$125,000, 000 without getting any cheaper coffee, and given that amount 
to Brazil. We have got no cheaper tea, Iam unable to find the arti- 
cle, followed through a series of years, that we get cheaper by wee 
free trade. Wo simply build up a trust somewhere else, and — 
charge all they can, and if we are not producing they charge as 


much asifweare. If you are producing nothing in this country, you 
are dependent upon other countries. Independence is only acquired 
by home production. You must be able to do it yourselves. Wool 
can not be by any party put upon the free-list. We have the un- 
limited regions of the West, where wool can be produced, so far as the 
land is concerned, cheaper than anywhere in the world, but so far as 
labor is concerned, no, Our labor must be more highly paid, and if 
they can not get high pay they will go in‘o something else and the 
whole business will cease. 

We have an unoccupied country, a boundless region, that is hardly 
fit for anything else than raising sheep, «nd we can produce our sup- 
ply at home. Whatis necessary is to put such a tariff upon wool as to 
enable us to pay our laborers, so that our laborers will stay in that in- 
dustry, and not put them in competition with the coolies of India or 
the peonsof South America. That we can not do. You must not ask 
us to doit. They are Americans, living in a higher civilization, con- 
tributing to your prosperity, and you contributing tothem; but for the 
sake of benefiting other countries, and not America—and there can be 
no other benefit—would you destroy this great industry? 

I tell you again that itcan not be done. The American people are 
beginning to understand their own interest, that they are one great 
fainily, and they must protect each other, and if they pay a higher 
price for an article they pay it to Americans, and they receive in re- 
turn a higher price for what they have to give in exchange, and with 
that they are satisfied. 

That is the patriotic view of the question, Free trade is the anti- 
American view of the question. It was repudiated in the beginning of 
your Government. When your Constitution wasdiscussed by the States 
after the war of Independence, that was almost the only question dis- 
cussed. We had no carrying trade, and we were unable to establish 
manufactures; and for the purpose of j:rotecting American industries, 
and to. build up manufactures and protect American commerce and the 
carrying trade, the Constitution was formed. These were the petitions 
that were sentin. It is American to protect America against all the 
world and build up this country. That is the true American idea, 
and it must and will prosper and it will succeed, and free trade can 
not be maintained. Whenever you go before the people on that issue 
you will be defeated, for it is unpatriotic and un-American. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr, President, I propose to make a brief response 
to the extraordinary statement made by the honorable Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that we have no consumers here to pro- 
test against a high protective tariff and against this bill, 

Mr. President, we can hardly bring the men from the plow and the 
field to the lobbies of the Capitol in Washington to protest that they are 
being robbed for the benefit of others. We can hardly bring the man 
from his plane and saw, whose daily labor is necessary for the support 
of his family, to the lobbies here to testify to the wrongs done him by 
class legislation. We can hardly bring the blacksmith from his anvil 
here to testify that he does not want a high protective tariff. 

But, Mr. President, these are not the only sources of information as 
tothe public desire and the public interest. The manufacturers, by 
possessing large wealth and large intelligence, can easily concentrate 
their intelligence and their wealth and bring it to bear with all! its 
power upon the Congress of the United States, and they do it. 

But the people at home do have a way of reaching Congress, They 
have thirty-odd Senatorshere, representing consumers, poaetios against 
the outrage of this bill. Thatoughtto pass for something. They have 
nearly the half of the representation in the other wing of the Capitol 
protesting against this bill in the name of the consumer, and it is not 
yet two years since the American people were appealed to on this very 
question, when, by 100,000 majority, their verdict was rendered against 
a high protective tariff, notwithstanding they did not secure the elec- 
tion of their President under the recognition ot the State-rights prin- 
ciples in the Constitution of the United States and its peculiar struct- 
ure; but a majority of 100,000 of the American people, if it is assumed 
that that was the question in issue, pronounced against a high pro- 
tective tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is speaking of the count now. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, there are other sources of informa- 
tion. If we look to the press of the country, which is a reflex of the 
popular interest and popular opinion of the people of this country, 
there come up daily protests against the wrong of this bill. Go to the 
great metropolitan press of New York ond there you find a large num- 
ber of the leading papers of that city, and that State, and of the Union, 
the Herald, the World, the Sun, the Tin:es, protesting against the mon- 
strosity of this bill in the name of the people. You find it all over 
the country. 

There is still another and more direc: way in which the consumers 
of this country are protesting against t!iis bill. They are assembling 
in their State conventions and in their Congressional conventions all 
over the Union, and they are sending their protests here against the 
passage of this bill, and it is not limited, Senators may as well under- 
stand, to the action of Democrats as such. The Farmers’ Alliances 
all over the country are protesting against this bill, the labor organi- 
zations are protesting against it, and the State labor convention of 
Missouri only a day or two ago denounced this bill. 
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These are voices coming from the people. It is the concentrated Mr. DAWES. Iam happy to find the Senator agreeing with me in 
will of the people expressed through these State and Congressional one point. He would rather have it all produced here. 
conventions and through the press and through the voice of their rep- Mr. CA RLIS LE. Undoubtedl; ; 
resentatives here in Congress by which the consumers are heard. So, Mr. D AWES. Then the question between him and me would be, 
I could but feel surprised when the Senator from Rhode Island as- | what is the b st means of producing it all here ? 
sumed that we had brought no consumers here to protest against the Mr.CARLISLE. That is exactly the question between us. I think 
outrage of putting an average tax of fifty-odd per cent. upon the imports | we have al! substantially the same end in view, but we differ as to the 
into this country. means by which it is to be s I would much prefer to see 
Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island all the wool consumed in this country produced at home by our own 
[Mr. ALDRICH] made a statement a few moments ago in regard to the | people, and I would much } rtos the manufactured woolen 
manufacture of worsted goods which I think can not be sustained. goods consumed by our people produced I think the best way 
It is undoubtedly the fact that there is a discrimination made in the | to bring about both of those results or, if 1 th, certainly to bring 
tariff law as it now exists and in this bill as reported between the cloth- | about one of them, which w tainly be a great improvement ove! 


ing wools, that is to say, the woolsof the first class and the wools of the 
second class, or combing wools. 

Under this bill and under the law as it stands clothing wools, wools 
of the first class, imported washed, are required to pay double the duty 
imposed upon the unwashed wool, being 22 cents instead of 11 cents, 


abroad. 
Mr. DAWES. 
about what time 





whereas the combing wools, unwashed, are not required to pay this | whole of I 
double duty, but all classes of scoured wools are required to pay three | Mr. ( ASL 
times the duty of the unwashed wool. This, therefore, is undoubtedly | our protectionist 
a discrimination in favor of the combing wools, from which, as I un- | benefits of the pi 


derstand it, the worsted goods are mainly, if not entirely, made. prophesy. 





the present condition 
free wool and let t! 
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s co 


In the litigation which occurred before the United States court very | Mr. DAWES. I should | » try the experiment with a ne\ 
recently, in which the validity of the decision made by the Secretary | prophet. T nator says he wants to the day when all the 
of the Treasury placing worsted goods upon the same footing with each ma be produced in this country, and then he intimat 
woolen goods was involved, this very question was made. It was con- | that, on the whole, we had bet let other people produce it rat 
| 
| 


tended before the court that the Secretary of the Treasury was right in 
his rulings classifying the worsted as woolen goods, because they were 
made from the same kinds of wool by reason of recent dis 
machinery, as it was claimed, by which these shorter wools could be 
combed, and therefore used in making worsted goods. | knowledge upon t 

But, as a matter of fact, the jury found against them. It was dis- | 
puted by the parties who had brought the suit and was not sustained | 
by the court, and upon that information I state that, in my opinion, 
the Senator is mistaken in saying that any considerable quantity of 
worsted goods are made from wools of the first class or clothing wools; 
and, if this be true, there ought not to be the same rate of duty upon | 
the worsted and upon the woolen goods. 

1 want to say here that I voted in the House of Representatives dur- | 
ing the present session to place worsted goods upon the same footing, | 
classifying worsted goods with woolen goods, because, on the informa- 
tion which I then had, I thought it was an act of justice to the manu- 
facturers of woolen goods, but subsequeat investigations have induced 
me at least to doubt very much the correctness of that vote. 

The Senator who last addressed the Senate upon the other side of the 
Chamber [Mr. STEWART] asserts that we appear to forget on this side | 
of the Chamber that the wool-growers of the country are a part of the | 


Mr. CARLISLI 
ussion to-day to 
I have stated tha 


coveries ot | ¢ 


this country, and 
mestic to m 
not, I do not 


wool 
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tion of the duty | 
being the case, I : 
of wool here. 


Mr. DAWES. 


Representatives a 


when some man 


ple. Why, Mr. President, of course they constitute a part of the 
ple of the United States. There are about 65,000,000 people in 
the United States, men, women, and children, and about 44,000,000 
sheep, which is about two-thirds of a sheep to each individual. 
These sheep produce about 268,000,000 pounds of unwashed wool, ac- 
cording to the most recent statistics we have, which is about 4.4 of a 
pound of wool to each individual; whereas, as a matter of fact, each 
individual uses 10 pounds of wool in his woolen clothing, his 
carpets, and other manufactures of wool necessary for the use of the 
people. 
So we have this state of the case, that 1 in 65, that is 1,000,000 out 
of 65,000,000 of people, produce wool, and they produce 4.4 pounds of 
wool to each individual of the 65,000,000, who consumes 10 pounds, 
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of the wool-growers, and h 
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asked him what he would do 


was reminded of the story of the darky wh 
I think, Mr. President, that the tendency of the 


y which my friend from Massachusetts advocates is 
ery kind of warfare between different classes of pro 


ducers in this country, each one contending that the imposition of a 


hing which he has to use in his industry is an injury 


So long as the relation established between the wool 
mantacturer in 1867 was maintained both prospered 
prospered ; the number of sheep produced in this coun 
the number luced } 


e 


ear; of pounds of wool pro ed by 

and every single individual in the United States—speaking now of av- | the sheep increased; the improved aes es the sheep in reased ever 
erages—is compelled to pay a higher price upon 10 pounds of wool in- | year, as did the manufacture of woolen goods; but when that relat 
cluded in his clothing and carpets and other articles in order to get | was destroyed in 1883 the very reverse was produced 
some sort of benefit from 4.4 pounds of wool in this country, and that! Mr. CARLISLE. Well, Mr. President, I do not think it can b 
is given to 1,000,000 people to the exclusion of all others. | tablished at all that the slight change made by the rates of duty upon 

That is what the application of the rules of arithmetic shows in re- wool by the act of 1883 was any injury whatever to the wool-growet 
gard to this matter; and therefore we are perfectly justified in saying ofthiscountry. The price of wool was falling before that. It has fallen 
that when the charge is to be imposed upon all the people it is for the | some since that time. Of course there have been fluctuations, as ther 
benefit of only a part of the people engaged in a particular industry, | are in the prices of all articles; but I say that in my opinion if we had 
and even those people are not all engaged exclusively in that industry | a duty of a thousand per cent. upon wool the same {fluctuations in pric 
by any means, forif you take even the State of Ohio you will find that | would o cur, the same d ise in the number of sheep would occur in 
the total value of all the wool produced in that great wool-growing | some sections of the country, while ther uld be an in sin 
State is only about 4 per cent. of the values of its whole agricultural | number in other sections of the country, b ultimate 1 decrease in 
products, and all the people of Ohio and all the people of the United | the samesection where the increase was formerly. Changed conditions, 
States are to be taxed upon their clothing and their carpets and their | the influx of people from other parts of the country, the settlement of 
woolea goods of all kinds to protect 4 per cent. of the agricultural prod- | the country, and a thousand things with which the tariff has nothing 
ucts of that State. whatever to do cause these periodic increases and decreases in prices and 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to ask the Senator, in connection with his | increases and decreases in of sheep and the amount wool 
statement that out of 10 pounds of wool used by every individual in | produced. One of the great causes for the diminution of the nut 
this country only 4 of them are produced here—— | sheep at the present time and during the last eight or ten year 


Mr. CARLISLE. Four and four-tenths. | been the 

Mr. DAWES. In that neighborhood. What I wanted to ask the | that, as nearly a 
Senator was whether he would rather have that produced in this coun- | slaughtered eve: 
try or have it produced abroad. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I would by far rather have it all produced here. 
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Mr. DANTEL. 


Mr. President—— 
Mr. Will the Senator yield to me for two or three min- 
utes? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say a few words in answer to a state- 
ment made by the Senator from Kentucky in regard to the class of wools 
used in the manufacture of worsted goods. I was surprised to hear the 
statement from that Senator, who is usually so intelligent and well in- 
formed upon these subjects. I will say tohim that I speak with abso- 
lute knowledge when I say that the wools used in the manufacture of 
worsted goods, that isthe cloths for men’s wear, are almost exclusively 
merino wools and other wools which are incluged in what are known as 
clothing wools in the laws of the United States; in other words, wools 
of the first class in this bill. 

In 1867, when these classifications were made, the long English 
wools were the only wools combed, and they were used at that time 
in making worsted dress-goods or stuffs which had a luster and which 
were then in fashion all over the world. They were the only kinds 
of wools that could be used in the manufacture of those goods, and 
those goods were about the only kinds of worsted goods made. Sub- 
sequent improvements in machinery and subsequent inventions al- 
lowed all kinds of merino or short wools to be combed, and they have 
been found not only better, but indispensable, in the manufacture of 
all kinds, or nearly all kinds, of worsted goods, which include goods 
for men’s wear and the finer kinds ot worsted dress-goods for women’s 
wear, These are all made—I speak within bounds when I use the 
word ‘‘all,’’ because any exception would be rather extraordinary— 
from merino wools, either from Ohio or Michigan or from the finer 
grades of Australian wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What then becomes of the combing wools ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are used in making carpets. There are very 
few combing wools imported. If the Senator will look at the impor- 
tations for the year ending June 30, 1890, he will find the importations 
of those wools are only 7,000,000 pounds against 22,000,000 of the 
wools of the first class, and there are but very few of those wools pro- 
duced in this country, There are some produced in the Senator’s own 
State, Kentucky—more there than anywhere else—and some other por- 
tions of the country, but the quantity of long English wools used here 
is very small, and that amount is used in carpets or in coarse goods for 
men’s wear, or for purposes where a strong wool which takes a good 
color is required, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I know that in the trial to which I referred the 
manufacturers of worsted goods, who were resisting the claims of the 
importers, whosued to recover duties paid under protest, made the very 
claim which the Senator from Rhode Island now makes, and the testi- 
mony was taken upon the subject, and I shall endeavor to get the re- 
port of that trial. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, the contention then 
made was that as these various classifications were inserted in the act 
of 1867, when the conditions to which I have referred existed, there- 
fore the worsted goods now used could not have been intended as the 
worsted goods which the act of 1883 provides for, and that they should 
be dutiable as woolen goods. But the court held, and I think very 
properly, that the re-enactment of this provision in 1883, when worsted 
goods were made from the merino wools, nullified this claim in regard 
to what was true in 1867. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kentucky 
if this was not the condition of that suit, that it was not that the jury 
found that, notwithstanding the goods might be made from the first- 
class wools, yet the ruling cf the court was that, by force of the name 
or description, they must be considered as worsted and not as woolen 
goods, I understood that was the decision. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The court held, as the Supreme Court has held 
and all other courts have held for many years, that the article must be 
dutiable according to its commercial designation, and, these being called 
in the act of 1883 ‘worsted s,’’ they were worsted under the 
law and should bear the rate of duty provided in the law for worsted 
goods. Iam notsufficiently familiar with all the proceedings of the 
trial to undertake to say exactly what was the decision by the court or 
exactly what was left to the jury. I therefore prefernottodo so; but I 
shall endeavor to get the report of the trial. 

Mr. DAWES. My impression was, not that the jury found that the 
goods themselves were made from second-class wool, but the ruling of 
the court in the case was in accordance, as the Senator from Kentucky 
says, with the uniform decisions that, whether they were made from 
one class or another, they came in by a duty which was fixed by the 
nomenclature, 

Mr. CARLISLE. That may be true. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. COLQUITT, Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. COLQUITT. The Senator from Virginia has yielded for a con- 
siderable time out of courtesy to other members of the body on both 
sides who have engaged colloquially in the discussion of this matter, 
reserving his right te the floor. I would ask the consent of the Senator 
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from Rhode Island that we now adjourn, leaving the Senator from Vir- 
ginia on the floor so that he may proceed with his remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Beforean adjournment is taken, I desire to suggest 
that we agree, by unanimous consent, to have evening sessions upon 
Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday of next week. 

Mr. CARLISLE. May we not also agree upon some time in the 
morning to take the vote on the pending amendment, so that the Sen- 
ate may proceed to consider the remainder of this woolen schedule, 
which is important? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope we may be able to get a vote on the pending 
amendment the first thing to-morrow morning. I should be very glad 
if we could. Perhaps I had better ask unanimous consent for evening 
sessions to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was about to suggest that 
the request for unanimous consent had better be made when a quorum 
is present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Chair is right about that, and I will 
make the request to-morrow morning. In accordance with the request 
of the Senator from Georgia, I now move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, August 30, 1890, at 
10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 29, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D, D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 10060) 
for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city 
of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, Missouri. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. There is no private business on the Speaker’s 
table and no unfinished business. The gentleman trom Wisconsin 
{Mr. THOMAS] is recognized. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

N. K. FAIRBANK & CO. 


Mr. ADAMS. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THomas} 
to withhold his motion for one moment that I may submit a request 
on behalf of my colleague [Mr. TayLor, of Illinois], who is kept from 
the House by illness. He simply desires to have printed in the Recorp 
atelegram from N. K. Fairbank & Co. somewhat similar to the telegrams 
received by my colleague [Mr. Mason] and put into the Recorp of 
yesterday, but not covering exactly the same ground. The telegram? 
printed in the Recorp of yesterday were telegrams from prominent 
men in Chicago testifying to the high personal character and standing 
of Mr. N. K. Fairbank. I indorse these statements most earnestly, 
for I know Mr. Fairbank personally. 

There were also telegrams from representatives of the firm of N. K. 
Fairbank & Co. at other places than Chicago, stating positively that 
compound lard was not placed by that firm in packages marked with 
the clover-leaf brand. The telegram which I wish to insert is from 
the firm at Chicago, denying positively that lard branded by them 
‘* whiteclover, pure’? is in fact adulterated lard. They make no charge 
against members of this House or the Agricultural Department. They 
intimate that members of the House and the Agricultural Department 
have been imposed upon by outside persons, and they ask an official 
investigation. : 

Mr. Fairbank is a constituent of my colleague [Mr. TAYLoR, of Illi- 
nois}. My col e has been absent several days by reason of illness. 
Otherwise he would have done his duty by his constituent, Mr. Fair- 
bank, by having this telegram printed in the RecokD, as were those 
presented by my colleague [Mr. Mason]. 

Mr. THOMAS. You do not ask to have it read? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir; I do not wish to delay the House. 

The SPEAKER. [If there is no objection, the telegram submitted 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ApAms] will be printed in the 
Recorp. The Chair hears no objection. 

The telegram is as follows: 

Cacao, ILL., August 25, 1890, 
Hon. Asner TAyLor, House of Kepresentatives, Washington: 


Please deny, in eared ee possible terms, the charge gressma 


made by Con: n 
us “‘ White Clover Pure,” is, in fact, adulterated. 


CoNnGER that lard b 

Such lard as sold and shipped by us is always absolutely pure. Our competi- 
tors, pe — ousagency, —_ Pandtenty oes the con- 
tents of ou kages for purposes, we demand an official investigae 
— ee N. K. FAIRBANK & CO. 








1890. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Mr. CUMMINGS, be excused from attendance, on account of sick- 
ness. 

There being no objection, the leave of absence was granted. 

3y unanimous consent, leave of absence was also granted as follows: 

To Mr. LAWLER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
Mr. Harcn, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
Mr. SKINNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
Mr. Rusk, for this day, oa 2ccount of sickness. _ 

Mr. Reep, of Iowa, for two weeks, on account of sickness, 
Mr. SHIVELY, for four days, on accoz»t of sickness. 
Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, on account of impori 








ant b 


usi- 
Mr. OATES, on account of important business, until September 6. 
To Mr. FiTHIAN, until September 10, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. McCormick, for the rest of the week, on account of impor- 
tant business. : 

To Mr. CHEATHAM, until Friday next, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. Dips, for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that indefi- 
nite leave of absence be also granted to my colleague, Mr. RoGERs. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground ? 

Mr. McRAE. On account of important business, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 


BUSINESS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR, 
Mr. THOMAS. 


on the Private Calendar. 
The motien was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole | 


House on the Private Calendar, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 


for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar, and the Clerk | 


will report the bill last before the committee, coming over under the 
head of unfinished business. 


CLAIMS UNDER THE 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies 
taken and used by the United States Army as reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the * Bowman act.”’ 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, there has been an arrangement be- 
tween some parties and myself in relation to this bill, and I would sug- 
gest that by unanimous consent House bill No. 11382, which is some- 
what of a revised bill, containing the same cases, so far as I know, 


BOWMAN: ACT, 


with some eliminations, be substituted in place of the bill now under | 


consideration. I make this request for unanimous consentif it is sat- 
isfactory to the other side. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin a question first. 
11382), as printed, contains all amendments necessary to perfect the 
text of the bill which was introduced and considered previously. 


before the committee when it came up for consideration, so that the per- 
fected bill might be considered. I understand the gentleman now 
moves to substitute this bill (No. 11382) for House bill No. 7616. Is 
that the motion ? 

Mr. THOMAS. That was the proposition I made, with the excep- 
tion, of course, that the same objection obtains to this bill that I have 
to a great many cases in the other bill, and especially to the very last 
case. 


Mr. McCREARY. Let me ask the gentleman this question: In 


what respect does the bill (H. R. 11382) to which the gentleman refers, | 


differ from the former bill under consideration ? 

Mr. THOMAS. The most important changes are the elimination of 
certain matters that had not been reported from the Court of Claims, 
but which had inadvertently crept into that bill, as I understand. 

Mr. McCREARY. Are all of the bills reported favorably from the 
Court of Claims included in this substitute bill ? 

Mr. ENLOE. All in which there are findings before the Committee 
on War Claims of the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand they are all here. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 
Does this bill provide that these claims are subsequently to be sub- 
mitted to the Attorney-General ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I am going to propose an amendment to that effect 
myself, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin ? 

_Mr. ENLOE. I hope the suggestion of the gentlemar from Wiscon- 
sin will meet with the approval ofthe committee. It will very much 
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I now renew the motion, Mr. Speaker, that the | 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider business 
| to gentlemen that it contains everything that the other bill contained, 


| 


The bill to which he refers (House bill | 


This | 
was done for the purpose ot having the matter in an amended shape | 
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facilitate the consideration of the bill, and it contains everything that 
ought to be in the bill, I am satisfied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that bill has not yet 
been reported from the committee. The gentleman offers it as an 
amendment to the pending bill, in the nature of a substitute, and asks 
unanimous consent that this may bedone. Is there objection? [ After 
a pause.}| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. THOMAS, Now, Mr. Chairman, 
to read this substitute bill. 





ry! 
LINK 


[ hardly it is necessary 


The CHAIRMAN. Unless dispensed with by the committee, the 
rules require that it shall be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to suggest, while all that can be done in 
| tus House it can hardly be done in committee. The gentleman may 
make his motion recommending the substitution; and then when we 


come to the liouss it can be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that this is a sub 
stitute in the nature of an amendment 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course, if considered as an amendmen 
way it may be recommended to the House. That may done 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the motion of the g¢ 
man from Wisconsin? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will not object, provided consent is asked 
and given by the gentleman that the bill as amended, or the substi- 
tute rather, be printed in the REcoRpD. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chairman, and I 


; 
uy 


in that 


we 


ntle- 


have no objection to the reading of the bill at large, if necessary. But 
my only idea was that it would take up too much time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wiscousin a 


question—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be considerable anx 
iety on the part of gentlemen as to what this bill contains. I will say 
and some two or three cases that were not in the other bill, that 
were subsequently reported by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill! will be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. If itshould happen that there are claims that have 
been reported by the Court of Claims, that have been omitted by acci- 
dent, will you consent to have them come in? 

Mr. ENLOE. If any such thing as that should occur they could be 
offered in an amendment, but to consent to such an arrangement as 
that would be equivalent to saying that the bill should not pass the 
| House. 
| Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
| I want to know, if that bill is substituted, whether it is subject to 

amendment the same as the bill for which it is a substitute ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; it is in exactly the same position as 
| to amendments as the bill for which it is substituted. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
| [Mr. THOMAS] one question. If I understand correctly, the substitute 
which he ofters contains only the claims for supplies furnished to the 
Army. There is nothing in the bill but claims for supplies. 
Mr. THOMAS. Well, I am not sure but there may be one case, 
| possibly, different from that, but all but one, I believe, are for supplies, 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Chairman,I call for the reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. SIMONDS. There is no rule requiring the reading of the bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I hope gentlemen will not insist 
on the reading of the bill. It was read once before. 

Mr. ENLOE. I- understood the gentleman to ask for unanimous 
consent to substitute this bill for theother, and that was given; and so 
this bill is substituted for the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Kerrj asks for 


| 


| 





unanimous consent that this bill be printed in the Recorp. Is there 
objection ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill will be read. I think the bill 
ought to be read. 





Mr. McCOMAS. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana 
HOLMAN ] that the bill was read once before. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand there was a bill similar to this 
pending before the House, and by unanimous consent the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. THoMAs] was allowed to substitute the bill 
which you hold in your hand for the original bill. Now, that origi- 
nal bill had been read a first and second time, and we were consider- 
| ing it, and I ask this question: Whether it is necessary, now that this 
| bill is substituted for the original bill, that it shall have a first and 
| second reading, it being a substitute for the original bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks this is a substitute in the 
ure of an amendment which has not yet been read. The Chair 
the opinion that unless there is unanimous consent to the contré 
under the rule it will have to be read. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ithinkit will have to be read once, but I do not 
| think it will have to be read twice. 

The CHAIRMAN, It has not yet been read. 
Mr. McCREARY. This is an amendment in the nature of a 
tute, and any member can demand the reading of it once. 


Mr. 


| 
| 
| 


nat 
is of 
ary, 


ibsti- 
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Mr. DOCKERY. But he can not have it read twice. 

Ir. MCCREARY. No; because theoriginal bill has been read twice. 
lhe CHAIRMAN, Like any other amendment offered, it must be 
read at the time it is offered, 

Mr. McCREARY. LI agree with the Chair that it must be read now 
once, but I do not understand that that would be its first reading, this 
being in the nature of a substitute for the original, which has had a 
first and second reading. That beingso, the substitute can now be read 
once, 

The CHAIRMAN, It is a substitute in the nature ofanamendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Willthe Chair hear me tora momenton that? Llask 
the Chair if it was «: + by unanimous consent that this was adopted as a 
substitute? That being so, it is now standing in the attitude in which 
the original bill stood, is itnot? It takes the place of tho original bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The demand for its receding onght to have 
come in before it was adopted ssaaanstitnte. It can not comein now; 
it is too late. 


Mr. ENZOE. It is too late to demand the reading now. The de- 
mand should have been made before it was adopted as asubstitute for 
the original bill, which had already been read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ofthe opinion that, ifinsisted upon, 
this substitute must be read. -Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill ought to be read once. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Chairman, let me suggest to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], if he will hear me for a moment, 
the bill will have to be read item by item under the five-minute rule. 
If itis read now it will only take up an hour of time to enumerate 
these names. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not insist upon 
consuming this hour. We have not had a private-bill day in sixteen 
weeks, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think this is a measure that warrants a 
departure from the regular order of procedure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will remind the gentleman that oftentimes 
in Committee of the Whole the first reading of the bill is dispensed 
with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But not a bill of this character. 

Mr. MORGAN. These are the taetics that have been pursued for 
eight months on this bill, and we will recollect the gentleman on mat- 
ters of such importance. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi is not in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say that much, however, out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will certainly have the bill read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the several persous in this act named the several sums men- 
tioned herein, the same being in full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken 
and aceepted in each case as a full and final discharge of, the several claims ex- 
amined, investigated, and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the 
United States under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “‘An act 
to aford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in 
the investigation of claims and demands against the Government,” namely : 

To Thomas N. Allison, administrator of James L. Allison, deceased, of Jack- 
son County, Alabama, $920. 

To St. Cecilia's Academy, of Nashville, Tenn., $930, 

To William W. Anderson, of Harrison County, Kentucky, $425. 

To John RB. Watkins. administrator of Matilda W. Anderson, of Haywood 
County, Tenneasee, $2,%, 

To T. 8. Galloway, administrator of Jackey Armour, deceased, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, $1,151, 

To Betty L. Abbington, administratrix of James B. Abbington, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, $2,774.50. 

To A. Hf. Alfrey, of Benton County, Arkansas, $115. 

To Anna M. Anderson, administratrix of George A. Anderson, deceased, of 
Washington County, Maryland, $1,396.50. 

To W. R. Billingslea, administrator of Sarah Billingslea, of Warcen County, 
Mississippi, $2, 233. 

To Sarah A. Bishard, administratrix of Daniel Bishard, of Bourbon County, 
Kansas, $225. 

To T. J. Powell, administrator of Warren M. Benton, of East Carroll Parish, 
Louisiana, $14,585. 

To a Loague, administrator of Elizabeth Becton, of Shelby County, Ten- 
nessee, $1,055, 

To Mary A. Blaekwell, of Shelby County, Tennessee, $940, 

To ea Bazinsky, adm tnistrator of Abraham Bazinsky, of Warren County, 
Mississippi, $23,648. 

ToU ‘- Buskirk, of Logan County, West Virginia, $672. 

To George W. Bowen and William T, Bowen, administrators of James 
Bowen, of C ulpeper County, Virginia, $4,488.87. 

To William K. Booe, of Lonoke County, Arkansas, $420. 

To Mrs. Sarah Agnes Park, Thomas M. Brown, Eliza C, Brown, Mrs. Evelyn 
Dy er, heirs of Thomas J. Brown, deceased, of Monroe County, Arkansas, 
$1,164, 

To Joshua Baker, of Gibson County, Tennessee, $154. 

To Aaron Stanton and James ©, Brandon, exeeutors of Charlotte S. Brandon, 
deceased, of Adams County, Mississippi, $5,602, 

To Thomas M, Barksdale, of Limestons County, Alabama, $159, 

To Moses Brooks, of Shelby Cosanty, Tennessee, $783. 

To William H. Borders, ot Washington wv Kentucky, 9180.50, 

To Elizabeth Anon Best, executrix of David Best, deceased, of Frederick 
County, Maryland, $671. 

To George H, Beckwith, of Jefferson County, West Virginia, $1,820. 

To J.B. ees and W. H. Se neeD, executors of Dixon 8. ‘Boswell, of Fay- 
ette County, Tennessee, $1,025. 

ToA M. Belt, McGill Belt, and E. Oliver Beit, administrators of John L. 
Belt, deceased, of Frederick County, Maryland, $470. 


To R. H. Wood, executor of John H. Bills, deceased, of Hardeman County, 
Tennessee, $2,209, 
To Joseph Blakemore, of Cherokee County, Alabama, $175. 
To Jesse A. Bailes, of Jefferson County, Tennessee, $192. 
To William M. Brewster, of Claiborne County, Tenne easee, $575.50. 
To Elia Bryan, administratrix of William A. ‘Bry an, of Fayette County, Ten- 
nessee, $725, 
To Chesley J. Burnett, of Hamblen County, Tennessee, $264.20. 
To Oliver G. Butts, of Loudoun County, Virginia, $400. 
To George L. Branscom, of Hardeman © ounty, Tennessee, $432 
To Levi W. Brooks, of Walker County, Georgia, $1,382. 
To Stephen Bird, executor of John ‘Bird, deceased, of Missis-i—5, County, 
Missouri, $7,139.50. 
To James G. F ield, administrator of F2mund Bickers, deceased, of Culpeper 
County, Virginia, $1,153,50, 
T o George Cooper of John, oi Loudoun County, Virginia, $314. 
“o John M. Campueil, of Gibson C ‘ounty, Tennessee, $1,046.50. 
‘To Anna M. Cogswell, of Hot a Jounty, Arkansas, $3,884. 
To William H. Cook, sr., of St. Mary Parish, Louisiana, $2,085. 
$1 = George W. Chapman, administrator of John M. Cook, of Franklin, La. 
fo. Andrew Cathey, of Tishomingo County, Mississippi, $575. 
To Elizey C bambiin, of Loudoun County, Vv irginia, 
To E. J. Conard, of Loudoun County, Virginia, $1,526. 
To Mary A. ¢ ‘onard, administratrix of John W. Conard, of Loudoun County, 
Virginia, ®, 431, 
To Alexander Chavis, administrator of Jordan Chavis,of Haynes Bluff, Miss. 
(Warren County), $950, 
To James W. Allen, administrator of Thomas B. Crenshaw, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, $943.40. 
To Ebenezer Cunningham. of Cherokee County, Alabama, $1,430. 
To Broussais Coman, administrator of James L. Coman, deceased, of Madison 
County, Alabama, $673. 
To James 8, Coleman, executor of Daniel Coleman, deceased, of Jefferson 
County, West Virginia, $560, 
To A. M. Cloud, administrator of B. F. Cloud, deceased, of Claiborne County, 
Tennessee, %, 912. 
To Ada E. Lawrence, administratrix of C. De France, of Adams County, Mis- 
sissippi, $514. 
To W. P. Wilson, administrator of Eliza M. Dawson, of Shelby County, 'Ten- 
nessee, $19,237.68, 
To Elizabeth P. Dyer, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $490. 
To W.H. Douglass, of Shelby County, Tennessee, $390. 
To Clarence M. Dowling, administrator of Michael Dowling, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, $1,778. 
To Jeremiah F. Dorris, of Carroll Parish, heute, $3,155. 
To James Dillard, of Goochland County, Virginia, $1,537. 
Minsisete ——— = Dunbar, administrator of Celeste Dunbar, of Jefferson County, 
To wile Cc. “Davidson, of Jackson County, Alabama, $650. 
To Edwin Dickinson, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $4,300. . 
To Eli T. Diamond, of Lee County, Arkansas, $1,300. 
: oor 7. Dominique, administratrix of Louis Dominique, of Baton Rouge, 
a 
ToF. M, and Josiah E. Davis, executors of Eliza Davis, deceased, of Wash- 
ington County, Mary leak $366. 
To Laura B. Buford and V. Ruth Bowhannan, administratrixes: of Mary J 
Dooley, deceased, of Shelby County, Tennessee, $1,533.87. 
To Annie EF. Davis, administratrix of John H.’ Dav is, deceased, of Hinds 
County, eiateetans, $495. 
To B. J. Kimbrough, administrator of Asa Douglass, deceased, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, , 
To Daniel Earnhart, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $534. 
To Susan S. Eyler, administratrix ofAndrew J. Eyler, of Washington County, 
Maryland, $520. 
To. Elias Eakle, of Washington County, Maryland, $451. 
To Leonard Emmert, of W ashington County, Maryland, $342, 
To J. A. Thomas, administrator of Mary Emerson, deceased, of Hardeman 
County, Tennessee, $290. 
To k. W. Montgomery, administrator of Benjamin C. Embry, deceased, of 
Green County, Kentucky 
To Willis Ferrill, of Shelby County, Tennessee, $450. 
To Thomas 8. Fogg, of Giles County, Tennessee, $2,167.41. 
To Elizabeth J. Finney,of Fayette County, Tennessee, $285. 
To Mary 8. Fogg, of Madison County, Tennessee, $600.50. 
To Samue! F. Beach, executor of Anthony R. Frazer, of Alexandria County, 
Virginia, $12,890.87. 
ToSamuel M. Foltz, executor of Jacob Feltz, deceased, of Washington County, 
Maryland, $125. 
To Jacob Friend,executor of Henry Friend, deceased, of Washington County, 
Maryland, $570. 
To 8.8.Gloyd and Jacob A. or. executors of Samuel Gloyd, deceased, of 
Montgomery County, Maryland, $550. 
To John A. Gwin, of Marshall County, Mississippi, $606, 
To Horace P. Hobson, administrator of John Petaves,af Payette County, 
Tennessce, $3,23 
To M.W. Seats “itt cas J. K. Gates, executors of James F. Gates, of Fayette 
Cons Fey, Sepnasnes, SES 
ph Grantham, of Clarke eae. Virginia, $1,895. 
Te William J. Grantham, of nen West Vest Virginia, $265. 
To Amos L. Moody, anes Argy L. Garner, deceased, of Colbert 
County, Alabama, $8,030, for the use of the heirs of Argy as Garner, deceased. 
To Varina B. , of Concordia Puri sh, Louisiana, $8,200. 
administrator of Celia A. Groves, deceased, of Madison 


uisiana, 
Pere Willi 8. Geo: xe. $178. %, and to Be'le Dinges, $178.85, as heirs of Solo- 

mon George, decease of Loudoun County, Virginia. 

To William B. Grover, administrator of Emily J. Grover, deceased, af Henrico 
County, Vi ia, $3,025. 

To Samucl 8S. Gloyd, of Montgomery Cou aty, Maryland, $492. 

To William W. Green, of Camden Counts, Missouri, $270. 

To William Garrett, of Davidson County, "Tennessee, a ee 


To Thomas I, Holmes, Fnistrateis of Wi ae, ove 
To Isabella Hance, admin x of Wi. liam Hance, Reet. Montgom- 
ery County. Maryland, $3,835. 


To John W. Hopkins, of Pulaski County, Kentucky, $1,175. 
To Indiana FE, administratrix of John P. Hughes, deceased, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, 


436. 
To William R. r, administrator of Ecloe A. Harper, deceased, of Chat- 
cue Georgla, $1, 161.70. 
on RA aster administrator of A. F. Hurley, deceased, of Montgomery 


“To Fi a Hed Chattooga County, Georgia, $1,413. 
Retort Aa pe ghana 
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To John Loague, administrator of Delos A. Harrell, deceased, 
County, Tennessee, 255 aie a 

To Mattie B. Pitman, administratrix of Fannie T. Hunt, deceased, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, 22,945 

To William Owen, administrator of Sarah Harris, deceased, of Warren County, 
Mississippi, $870. P 

To Francis A. Harwell, of Cherokee County, Alabama, $25! 

To Robert E. Hale, of St. Francis County, Arkansas, 3800 

To Newitt Harris, of Fayette County, Tennessee, 26%. 

ro James Higginbetham, of La Fayetfe Parish, Louisiana, 22,( 

To illiam M. Hawkins, administrator of William Hawkins, decease 
Monroe County, Arkansas, $1,020. 

lo Nenjamin Holt, of Wayne County, Tennessee, $176. 

ro Tilghman Hilleary, jr., of Frederick County, Maryland, $1,036 

lo Caroline C. Hedges, of Hinds County, Mississippi, $5,135.50 

fo John Heftebower, of Washington County, Maryland, $1,764.50 

To H. H. Hughey, of Lineoin County, Tennessee, $275 

fo W. H. Halliburton, administrator of James Furlong, deceased, of Arkansas 
County, Arkansas, $4,400, 

To Ann E, Graves, executrix of Samuel Hutzell, deceased, of Washingt: 
County, Maryland, 9570. 

To Amerieus V. Warr, administrator of Nicholas H. Isbell, deceased, of Fay- 
ette County, Tennessee, $13,475.15. 

To Furney Jones, of Claiborne County, Tennessee, $440. 

To James C. Jenkins, administrator of Thomas C. Jenkins, deceased, of Har- 
deman County, Tennessee, $1,275. 

fo Harriett. Jones, administratrix of John L. Jones, deceased, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, $870. 

To William Johnson, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $1,325. 

To John T. Jones, of Phillips County, Arkansas, $6,705. 

To J. L. Johnston, guardian of Elizabeth M. Johnston, of Monroe County, 
Tennessee, $705, 

foUlayton U. Keedy, administrator of John D. Keedy, of Washington County, 
Maryiand, $45. 

lo Jacob H. Keedy, of Washington County, Maryland, £121. 

To Juhn H. King, of Washington County, Staryland, $500. 

To James YW. Knott, cf Sneiby County, Tennessee, $150. 

®; ceorge Koonce, of Jefferson County, West Virginia, $1,580. 

To Daniel Beard of N., administrator of Eli, Koons, deceased, of Washington 
County, Maryland, $165. 

To William R. Kearney, of Hardeman County, Tennessee, $420. 

To Charies F. King, of Franklin County, Ohio, $190. 

To Benjamin Kenney, of Shelby County, Tennessee, $350. 

To Charlotte L. Drain and Francis P. Drain, administratrix of John Lamden, 
deceased, of Alexandria County, Virginia, $4,144. 

To John H. Lighter, administrator of Peter Lighter, deceased, of Frederick 
County, Maryland, $427. 

To Phillip Lindsay, of Lauderdale County, Alabama, $331. 

ToG. Silberberg, Bertha Silberberg, Samuel Marks, Nora Marks, and Hannah 
Lubinsky, heirs at law of Simon Lubinsky, deceased, of Warren County, Mis- 





ippi, 3713. 

-e William Lloyd, of Jefferson County, West Virginia, $1,708. 

To Henry N. Lansdale, of Frederick County, Maryland, %42. 

To David M. Lindsey, administrator of James Lindsey, deceased, of Wash- 
ington County, Maryland, $1,057. 

To Eliza C. LaRue, of Jefferson County, West Virginia, £1,890. 

To Juekson P. Lewis, of Shelby County, Tennessee, $305. 

ToJoseph Lowe, of Loudoun County, Virginia, $740. 

To Nancy Lewis, of Hinds County, Mississippi, $306.60. 

To H. C. Dunavant, administrator of Samuel B. Lanier, deceased, of Missis 
sippi County, Arkansas, $10,187,30. 

To Abner D, Lewis, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $3,021. 

To Elizabeth Mulvehill, of Frederick County, Virginia, $4,345.17. 

To T. 8S. Galloway, administrator de bonis non of James Marsha!!, deceased 
of Fayette County, Tennessee, 922. ' 

To Elizabeth Griggs, administratrix of Charles Murphy, deceased, of Harde- 
man County, Tennessee, $3,187. 

To John W. McKnight. of Paducah, Ky., $951 

To Eliza Marsteller, administratrix of C.C. Marsteller, deceased, of Prince 
William County, Virginia, $2,537. 

To Joanna McKenna, administratrix of Samuel McKenna, deceased, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., $5,007. 

To John B. MeGhee, administrator of Ann E. McGhee, deceased, of Monroe 
County, Tennessee, $705. 

To John Mack, of Jackson, Miss., $300. 

To Rachel Martin, administratrix of Thomas L. Martin, deceased, of Mont- 
gomery County, Arkansas, $1,112. 

To Arthur Miller, of Madison Parish, Louisiana, $760. 

‘To Hezekiah Myers, of Sharpsburgh, Md., $252. 

To John H. Mitchell, of Fort Smith, Ark., $2,070. 

To John R. MeKinnie, administrator of David McKinnie, deceased, of Harde- 
man County, Tennessee, $1,{ 42. 

To John KR. McDowell, administrator of John McDowell, deceased, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, $15,570. 

To Ann Moreau, of Avoyelles Parish, Louisiana, $5,995. 








To Sarah E. Mendenhall, administratrix of F. M. Mendenhall, deceased, of 


Shelby County, Tennessee, $588.73. 

To Susan Merrill, of Lee County, Mississippi, $515. 

To Thomas B, Moore, administrator of Lydia Miller, deceased, of Jefferson 
County, West Virginia, $3,295. 

To John Murdock, of Washington County, Maryland, $72. 

To George Minga, Isle of Wight County, Virginia, $253. 

To Duncan Marr, of Clarksville Tennessee, $9,424. 

To Victor H. Newcomer, executor of John G. Miller, deceased, of Washing- 
ton County, Maryland, $332. - 











To Herman L. Routzahn, a 

County, Maryland, $248, 

| To Betty B. Reily, of Fredet 
To Robert E. Russel!, of Loud 





To Edward Tearney, admit 
West Virginia, $1,815. 
t To Thomas H., Reynolds, of I 
j To George A. Davis, administrat 1 
| Maryland, $653 
| To Mary E. Gibson, administratrix of James M. Rodgers, of Shelby 
Tennessee, $2,518 
ro Absalom Riley, of Loudoun ¢ nty, Virginia, $ 
lo Pierre Pamios, administrator of Nicholas Rue, deceased, of P 


Parish, Louisiana, $760. 
| To William A. Smith, of St. Mary's County, Maryland, $1,925 
} lo Thomas Stewart, of Limestone County, Alabama, $1,678. 
To William Shifler, of Washington County, Maryland, $140 
lo John Hoffman Smith, of the District of Columbia, 99,774. 
To Mary Sydenstr cker, of Greenbrier County, West Virginia, $395 








| 
| To Almira E. Still. administratrix of William IF. Still, deceased 
| County, Tennessee, $508. 
} To Elisha N. Shadden, of Pulaski, Tenn 1 
ro Jeremiah B. Simmonds, of Pine Bluff, Ark., $1,485 
To David Singleton, of Adams County, Mississippi, $820 
To Mary Smith, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $1,126.50 
To James Sessions, of Warren County, Mississippi, $605. 
| lo Mrs. Elizabeth Seward, of Gibson County, Tennesse: is; 
To Robert Smith, of Madison County, Tennessee, S10 
To Jesse M. Shivers, administrator of James Shivers, deceased, of H 
County, Tennessee, $2,413 
ro George K. Sims, of Gibson County, Tennesse 
I lo James H. Stafford, of Warren County, Mississippi, $1,386 


To C. W. Hunt, administrator of William L. Shelton, deceased, of 
County, Alabama, $1,386.50, 
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Pol net Y. | i ss 
lo Pi Pr s 
fo William P. Pos 
ro Jo i ( 
lo Thomas 58. Poi xt I 
; of C.C.P l : 
To J. WV. B. Robinson. a < 
of Monroe County, Arkans 
ro W am N. Pott la ( 
To W am Robinson, of Roane ‘ 
lo Malindo Rodgers, of Green er ‘ inty, West \ 
To Robert W. R ‘ f Gre rier ( West Virg 
lo Madison Randolph, of She y 5 ennesst Si 
lo the corporation of the Roman ¢ o Church clergy, of ¢ 
Maryland, $4,035.50, 
lo John B. Reid, of Fayette Count Tennesse 
T Ries, of Ce ert County, Alaba 
T saves, administrator of Edmund Reaves, of Hardeman C 
Te $2,163 
i Rohrba Washing 
n C. Ramey,of Jeffe ) 
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['o Louisa Sehrader, widow of Charles Schrader, deceased, and tutrix 


minor children, of Pineville, La., $275. 
lo Rebert D. Salmons, for the use of George C. Harris and John M 


Het 


trustees for the creditors of Robert D. Salmons and Isaac D. McGoodw 
ministrator of William H. Wooten, decgased, of the State of Kentucky 


fo A, T. Sneuffer, administrator of Kichard Thomas, of Frederick 
Marviand, $535. 

To Thomas Trundle, of Frederick County, Maryland, $&@ 

lo Otho W. Trundle, of Frederick County, Maryland, ¢ 

I james Tueker, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $500 

lo Lucius J, Seals, of East Feliciana Parish, Louisiana, 31.275. 

tT 





{ 


To Thomas Polk, administrator of Levi M. Todd, of Fayette Coun 


nessee, $1,065 


ro J. A. Thomas, of Madison County, Tennesse. 150 








To Martha L. Trigg, of She ty, Tennessee, $4,550. 

ro D. A. and J. M. Thomas, a inistrators of W. C. Thomas 
County, Alabama, $1,628, 

lo Sarah M. Thomas, of Adams County, Mississippi, $2,044.07 

ro Joseph 8S. Thompson, of Lee County, Arkansas, $1,340 

‘To Frank Slade, administrator of John E. Tunis, of Norfolk Counts 
DL BOT, 

ro A. U. Taylor, administrator of Theodocia Turner, of Gibson ¢ 
nessee, TouU0, 

To J. A. Thomas, administrator of Samuel Thomas, of Madison 


nessee, $159. 
ro J. A. Thomas, administrator of Mary Emerson, of Madison (¢ 
nessee, S20 


ro C. L. Thomas, administrator of Lewis Thom leceased f Clark 


Arkansas, $1 338. 
To Milton J. Durham, administrator of Leona: raylor, deceas« 
County, Kentucky, $1,626 


ToS. H. Broadnax, administrator of George T. Taylor, of Tipton Cx 


Tennessee, $1,425. 
To George W. Thornton, administrator of Mary Thornton, deceased 


To James W. Johnson, administrator of Samuel McClung, deceased, of Green- | kee Co inty, Alabama, $602.10 


brier County, West Virginia, $2,006. 


fo J. BR. Vinyard, administrator of W. K. Vinyard, deceased, of 


ToH. A. Beiljexecutor of Rebecea Montgomery deceased,of Oktibbeha County, | County, Arkansas, $509. 


Mississippi, $1,302. 


To William G. Davis, administrator of Coleman Marshall, of Jefferson County, 


Tennessee, $610. 
To Robert S. McDonald, of Benton County, Mississippi, $1,959. 
To David S. Noe, of Hamblen County, Tennessee, $360. 
To James C. Noe, of Grainger County, Tennessee, $1,090. 
To William Nuctolls, of Hardeman County, Tennessee, $2,173.00. 
To R.C. Ogtesby, of Washington County, Mississippi, 99,546. 
To John A. Oursler, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $2,439.10. 
To Henry Piper, of Washington County, Maryland, $452.25. 
To Samuel D. Piper,of Washington County, Maryland, $957.90. 
To William A. Brown, administrator of Dedriek Pike, of Monroe ( ‘ounty, 
Arkansas, $2,258. 


To Flizabeth Smith, administratrix of John Putnam, deceased, of Sebastian 


County, Arkansas, $1,568. 





| lo Jesse K. Vawter, of Jennings County, Indiana, $17 
| lo Jacob D. Virtz and L. H. Vincent, ad iistrators of Peter Virt 
of Loudoun County, Virginia, $1,287.10 

| lo Robert H. Walton, of Hardeman County, Tenness ; 

fo Mary KE. Wagely, administratrix of David A. Wa leceased 
| son County, West Virginia, %9! 
| lo Fletcher R. Veiteh, John W. Veitch, Margaret Veitch, and Lizzic 
| of Prince George County, Maryland, $7,293 

To R. T. Coles, administrator of William H. Wortham, deceased, o 


County, AlabAma, $1,445 
To Lather Walters, Floyd County, Georgia, $771. 
To Thomas H. Wysong, Jefferson County, West Virginia, $1,% 
To Thornton O. Wyndham, of Clarke County, Virginia, $2,090 
To Charies W. Woods, of Montgomery County, Maryland, %# 
To John H. Elliott, administrator of John R. Whitlock, deceased, of 


To Jot Rolater, administrator of James Pinkston, of Cherokee County, Ala- | County, Alabama, $400. 


To John Walker, of Jackson County, Alabama, M73 
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To Harrison Winfield, of Warren County, Mississippi, com. 

To Jalius Witkowski, of Carroll Parish, Louisiana, 

To William R, Webber, administrator ‘of Mathew Ww Webber, deceased, of 
Fayette County, Tennessee, $895. 

To Mary E ells, sole heir of Daniel J. Wells, deceased, of Hardeman County, 
Tennessee, $455. 

To Mary E. West, executrix of Richard T. West, deceased, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland, $1,095. 

To Sarah MoF errin, administratrix of Robert Waters, deceased, of Shelby 
« any. Tennessee, $1,752. 

To ©. Williamson, administrator of J.I. Williamson, deceased, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, $1,375. 

To George H. Wenner, of Loudoun County, Virginia, $1,197. 


To William H. Wilson, administrator of Isaac N. Webb, deceased, of Harrison 
County, Kentucky, $270, 


To Hattie E. Winn, of Carroll Parish, Louisiana, $2,200. 

To T, 8, Galloway, administrator of Mary G. Wilkes, deceased, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, $1,430, 

To William D. W alker, of Warren County, Mississippi, $627. 

To T. 8. Galloway, administrator of Mary G, Wray, deceased, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, $1,150. 

To John B. Wiltberger, executor of Charles H. Wiltberger, of the District of 
Columbia, $3,581. 

To William W. Watson, Tensas Parish, Louisiana, $2,775. 

To Simon Witkowski, of Carroll Parish, Louisiana, $7,200. 

To E. D. Young, of Warren County, pene $6,304, 

To M. W. Young, of Benton County, Mississippi, $794. 

To Jonathan Yaste, of Frederick County, Maryland, $868. 

To Thomas D. Meares, ad:ministrator of Armand D. Young, deceased, of New 
Hanover County, North Carolina, $.0,210, 

Mr. HOLMAN (during the reading of the bill). In view of the 
amendments which are to be offered, for myself I will not insist upon 
the further reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to dispensing with the further 
reading of the bill. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the first reading? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, in order fully to understand the 
provisions of this bill, I will state when this matter was up before 
the Committee on War Claims, in placing these cases in what I called 
an “‘omnibus bill,’’ I took the position that the Court of Claims 
had granted them without inquiry whether they were right or wrong. 
The consequence is there is a difference of opinion in the committee 
as to the propriety of passing this bill, and in order to reconcile that 
difference the members of the committee have agreed upon amendment 
in three particulars, which I think will avoid all objection. 

The first amendment is: 

Insert afier the word *‘ ne in lite 5, page 1, the following: “ Ex- 
cept as hereinafter prov ‘ae 

The second amendment reads as follows: 

pane by inserting after the word *‘Government,” in line 3, of page 2, as 
follows: 

** Provided, however, That no one of the said claims or sums hereinafter men- 
tioned shall be paid until the Attorney-General shall, in the order in which 
they were passed by the Court of Claims, first cause the record and evidence 
in the Court of Claims and such other pertinent evidence as he shall deem nec- 
essary as to the loyalty of —_ claimant or claimants, and the justice of the 
amount found due in each such claim or case to examined, and thereupon 
shall certify that he finds no probable cause for a new trial; and if he shall 
find robable cause for a new trial he shall so certify. 

he Attorney-General is hereby directed to cause such examination to be 
made within six months from the of this act. In all cases where the 
Attorney-ieneral shall certify that he finds probable cause for a new trial, the 
claimant shall be entitled to a new trial on motion to that effect, without costs 
of motion, which motion sball be addressed to the Court of Claims, on notice 
to the Attorney-General, within one year after the date of such certificate, and 
in all the cases or claims mentioned in this act where the Attorney-General 
certifies that he finds probable cause for a new trial no payment shall be made 
under the provisions of this act.” 

The third amendmentistoamend by striking out the word ‘‘namely,’’ 
in line 3, page 2, of the bill, and insert: 


The several persons, claims, and sums are as follows. 


The object of these amendments, Mr. Chairman, is to have the At- 
torney-General do exactly what I think the Committee on War Claims 
should have done. This bill carries on its face very nearly the same 
amount that the old bill did, by reason of several claims having been 
added by order of the Committee of the Whole at the time the bill was 
up last, while several other claims have been stricken out for the reason 
that the Court of Claims did not pass upon them atall. The whole 
amount carried by the bill is $537,014.15. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to correct my friend from Wisconsin in 

rd to the cases stricken out, and which he said had never been con- 
sidered by the Court of Claims. They were stricken out because there 
were no findings of the Court of Claims before the committee. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will correct it by saying that there was no evi- 
dence before the Committee on War Claims that they had passed the 
Court of Claims. That is what I am getting at. 

Mr. ENLOE, The findings had been misplaced or lost. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have not investigated 

There are two hundred and ninety cases or thereabouts in this bill. 
There are one hundred and seventy-six of these cases in which the Fed- 
eral archives intimate or show that the claimants were disloyal. Eighty- 
four of these one hundred and seventy-six cases were notexamined, so 
far as the Confederate archives are concerned, by the aa of Claims; 
so that we have no opinion of the Court of Claims u —— - 
four cases. My examination of these cases would ind that the 
deusion of the Court of Claims had been made without that suelo 
tion into the meritsof many other claims that ought to have been made. 





Aveust 29, 





Now, as I have stated in this committee when the bill was up for 
consideration before, I am not censuring the court. The court is bat 
a commission in this case, inquiring into the facts, while sitting, it is 
true, as a court; but its findings are not conclusive upon Congress. 
The attorneys on each side make up their cases, and the court has 
to go by the case as made up; and I think that in the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s Office the young men managing the cases before the court (and 
I do not know who they were) were a little careless, to say the least 
of it, in bringing out the facts on the part of the Government. 

Now, I find a vast number of these cases, when I come to examine 
the testimony taken by the court and the evidence given before the 
Southern Claims Commission, where, in my judgment, if the same facts 
had been brought out before ‘the committee that had been brought out 
before the Southern Claims Commission, these parties here never would 
have gotten an award. 

Now, under that state of the case the committee will see the impor- 
tance of adopting the amendment which I propose. It is tosubmit each 
and every one of these cases to the Department of Justice with the power 
to cause to be examined, not only the evidence taken before the Court 
of Claims, but also any other evidence which the Department may find 
that is pertinent to the case, and if, in the opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, a case is good, then it is to be certified for payment, but, if wrong, 
he is to certify it fora new trial. The parties are to havea year in which 
to move for a new trial without costs of motion, and in a case where a 
new trial is ordered that case is not to be paid under the provisions of 
this hill, That is the substance of the amendment. I do not think it 
is necessary for me to go into the merits of any of these cases, and I shall 
leave the matter now until I hear what the other side have to say. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman before he sits down answer 
two or three inquiries ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand from the ssealiemnial s statement 
that the Committee on War Claims have not themselves investigated 
the facts in a single one of these cases amounting to over $537,000? 

Mr. THOMAS. That is so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the Court of Claims adjudicated any of these 
cases? Has there been anything more than a report of the facts, as 
they found them, for Congress to adjudicate? 

Mr. THOMAS. In answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Maine, I will say that the decision of the Court of Claims was made in 
each of these cases under the Bowmanact. That act provided that the 
court should hear testimony, first. as to the loyalty of the claimant, and 
then, if they found that he was loyal, they were to go on and investi- 
gate the merits of the case and make a report to Congress of the facts, 
subject, however, to the action of Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Another i inquiry. I notice that here is a bill in- 
volving several hundred private claims that have not been adjudicated 
by any court, butsimply the facts in each case reported. How does it 
happen that ‘all these several private claims have been bunched in one 
bill, for the first time in the history of Congress. 

Mr. THOMAS. AllI can say in answer to that question is that 
a majority of the Committee on War Claims—I presume I am not 
doing anything improper in stating the action of the committee—a 
majority of the Committee on War Claims were of opinion that that 
was the proper way to do, so they presented the bill to the House in 
that form. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Was any such bill reported to the committee, or 
were there several private bills referred to the committee, and did the 
committee then make one omnibus bill and report that to the House? 

Mr. THOMAS. Thegentleman is correct, if I remember the cireum- 
stances. case was referred to the committee, some by bill and 
some by petition, and from those cases this bill was made up by the 
committee. I filed with the House a dissenting report, deeming it the 
duty of the committee to examine and investigate each claim upon its 


merit and to present it here by itself, so that the House might have an 
opportunity to consider each claim unembarrassed by any other in- 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to make another s tion. I suppose there 
is not another gentleman in the House who does not thoroughly ander- 


stand the exact position of this bill, and I was about to suggest that 
unanimous consent be had that the general debate upon this bill shall 
not occupy more than one hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before that proposition is put, I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Wisconsin aquestion. Isit nota fact that this bill 
includes the same claims that were included in the bill which passed 
the Fiftieth Congress? 

Mr. THOMAS. The same claims, I understand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill that then passed this House included 
claims amoun to about $240,000, and we have here the same iden- 
tical claims, for same amounts, that were included in that bill, and 
that bill was passed by the House almost unanimously in the Fiftieth 


Mr. DINGLEY. That was an omnibus bill, I believe? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, that also was called an omnibus bill. 
The claims were the same that are included in this bill and they were 
fully discussed at that time and generally understood, I think, by 

























1890. 





The bill failed in the Senate; that is, it | 


every member of the House. 


was not rejected there, but it failed for want of time to consider it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that a portion of the 
claims in this bill—not all of them by any means, but a portion of 
them—are the same that were included in the bill that passed the 
House in the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, the same claims are included in this bill. | 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And the otherclaims in this bill are | 
of the same character. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I wish tosay, upon that point, 
that in the Fiftieth Congress the claims that were bunched together 
and that passed the House in the bill referred to took exactly the same 
course. Thatis, they were not considered separately by the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, but were put together in one bill upon the assump- 
tion that the court had decided rightly, and they were brought into | 
the House and passed in that way; but the bill failed in the Senate. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 

| 
' 
| 


Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Is it not true thatall the claims em- 
braced in this bill which were not before the Fiftieth Congress are of 
the same character as those which were before that Congress ? 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘They are all for suppliesclaimed to have been fur- 
nished to the Army during the time of the late war. The claimants all 
claim to be loyal 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And prove it. 

Mr. THOMAS. And the court has certified that it finds from the 
testimony that they were loyal. The only difference between myself 
and anybody who may adopt the view of the court is that I find upon 
investigation there are a great many claimants—not all by any means, 
but a great many—who in my judgment could not be thought to be 
loyal, and still they may be. 

For instance, in the State of the gentleman from Alabama there are, 
I remember, several cases where the sons or sons-in-law of a man went 
into the Confederate army and were supplied by their father or father- 
in-law with clothing and money in order to get ready for that service; 
and the father or father-in-law has brought no testimony before the 
court to show that he was loyal to the Government of the United 
States. Now, that may be so; I can conceive of a case where it could 
be so—that his affection for members of his family might induce him to 
furnish them clothing and money though they went into the army 
against his will. But testimony to that effect was not brought before 
the Court of Claims. : 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin whether 
he would not be willing to let the question of general debate be settled 
now, and then have this discussion continue under that arrangement. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think that is the best way. 

Mr. ENLOE. If we expect to make any progress we must proceed 
in that way. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
T1oMAS] has moved that general debate be limited to one hour. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to correct the gentleman, I did not make 
a motion, but submitted a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to say that many of the claims embraced 
in this bill were considered in the Fiftieth Congress; and substantially 
this bill has been debated several days in the present Congress. The 
general principles applicable to these claims are understood by mem- 
bers and have already been debated at length. I therefore see no ne- 
cessity for any consumption of time now in general debate, especially 
as the bill has to be read paragraph by paragraph. I therefore suggest 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin that he ask unanimous consent to 
close the general debate in five minutes, or at the outside thirty minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Five minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection at all to that suggestion. Ifit 
is the desire of the House to go at once into the consideration of this 
question under the five-minute rule, I am perfectly satisfied. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ido not want to be understood as assenting to 
the suggestion that this bill must be read section by section or para- 
graph by paragraph. The pending proposition is simply a substitute 
for the bill; it has been read once, and there is no rule requiring an 
amendment in the form of a substitute to be read paragraph by para- 








whether any bill covering all those claims had been introduced in the 
Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam not able to answer that question. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin 
allow me to ask him a question? : 


ph. 

Mr. McCREARY. I shall notask the reading by paragraphs, though 
some member indicated a few moments ago that the bill was to be read 
in that way. 

Mr. KERR, of Fowa. My understanding, when the objection to dis- 
pensing with the reading of the bili was withdrawn, was that it should 
be read paragraph by paragraph. 

Mr. REILLY. I think that was the understanding when the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin offered his proposition by unanimous consent. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. There was no such question submitted to the 
Committee of the Whole. 


XXI——585 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 























9345 


Mr. ENLOE. I hope the Chair will submit the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin and let us make progress in some way. If 
we must debate the bill by paragraphs, let us proceed to do so. 

Mr. THOMAS. Gentlemen on this side who have spoken to me de- 
sire to occupy, I understand, about thirty minutes, among them the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy]. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand the gentleman fr 
take his opportunity under the five-minute 1 

Mr, CUTCHEON, I think all gentlemen « 
the time they require under the five-minute rule 
consent that general debate be now closed on the 
run for several days. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Michigan | Mr. CUTCHEON ] 
asks unanimousconsentthat general debate be now considered as closed. 
Is there objection? The Chairhearsnone. The gentleman from Wis- 





ym Maine is willing to 


lesiring to speak can get 
ask unanimous 


It has already 


I 


} 1) 
lil, 


consin [Mr. THOMAS] will send to the Chair the amendments which 
he offers to the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments submitted by M 
THOMAS. 

The first amendment was read, as follows 

After the word “‘ appropriated,” in line 5, insert the ls xcept as here 
inafter provided,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment submitted by Mr. TMmoMAS was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘Government,”’ in line on page 2, the following 


‘* Provided, however, That no one of the said claims or sums hereinafter men 
tioned shall be paid until the Attorney-General shal], in the orderin which they 
were passed by the Court of Claims, first cause the record and evidence in the 
Court of Claims and such other pertinent evidence as he shal] deem necessary 
as to the loyalty of the claimant or claimants and the justice of the amount found 
due in each such claim or case to be examined, and thereupon shall certify that 
he finds no probable cause for a new trial; and if he shall find probable cause 
for a new trial he shall so certify. The Attorney-General is hereby directed to 


cause such examination to be made within six months from the passage of this 
In all cases where the Attorney-Genera! shall certify that he finds probable 





wane for a new trial the claimant shall be entitled to a new trial on motion to 
that effect, without costs of motion, which motion shall be addressed to the 
Court of Claims on notice to the Attorney-General within one year after the 
date of such certificate; and in all cases or claims mentioned in this act where 
the Attorney-General certifies that he finds probable cause for a new trial 
payment shall be made under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like toask the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin a question. Why is it necessary, after these claims have been con- 
sidered and favorably reported upon by the Court of Claims, that they 
shall be again referred to the Attorney-General for further investiga- 
tion ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, it is for the reason, Mr, Chairman, that I do 
not consider for one that the Court of Claims has made as accurate and 
careful an investigation of many of these cases as I think should have 
been made. It is true that they have made a report of their findings 
on each of the cases referred to them, as embodied in the bill which is 
reported to the House, and in each case they have found the party to 
be loyal and also found the amount to bedue as mentioned in the bill. 
The findings in each case are made on the testimony submitted to the 
court. But, as lexplained to the House before, I am inclined to think 
that the court did not make that careful investigation of the facts in 
many of the cases which I think should be made before we are war 
ranted in making an appropriation to pay them. 

Mr. McCREARY. Under the provisions of 
Bowman act it is required— 

That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee i 
ate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, which in 
volves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee o1 
may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, prvofs, and documents pe 
ing thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States 
the same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as the court may 
When the facts shall have been found the court shal! not enter judgment 
on, but shall report the same to the committee or to the House by 
case was transmitted for its consideration. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to make ; 
my colleague, if he will yield for a moment. 

Mr. McCREARY. In an instant I will. 

What I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, is this: The 
ferred to the Court of Claims, the court consisting of five gentlemen 
who are presumed to be learned in the law; and they have made an 
investigation, examined the testimony, presented and submitted a 
favorable report to the House upon each of the claims so referred to 
them. Now, I see no necessity, neither do I see any wisdom, in re- 
ferring these claims to the Attorney-General, who is already overbur- 
dened with work—one man—to examine the cases seriatim, each one 
upon the testimony submitted before the court already, and which 
have been already examined and favorably reported upon by five offi- 
cers of the Government acting as a conrt and proceeding under the 
provisions of the law to investigate and report upon the claims. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And the Attorney-General repre- 
sented in each case. 

Mr. McCREARY. And, as is well suggested by the gentleman from 
Alabama, the Government represented by the Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral before the court in the investigation of each of the claims. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I for one can see no necessity for send- 
ing these cases back for a new report and a new investigation by another 
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ofiicer of the Government after they have already received a full in- in as an entirety, and does not come within the meaning of the rule 


* vestigation and favorable report from the Court of Claims. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I wish to state that the position my 


which requires that a bill must be read by paragraphs. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But it has not been read at 


colleague takes to-day is precisely the position that prevented this bill | length. 


from being passed through the House four months ago. There are a 
number of gentlemen who believe that the claims embodied in this 
bill ought to pass without question. ‘There are at the same time 
another portion of the members of this House, and the chairman of 
the Committee on Claims himself, who believe that many of the claims 
have not been sufficiently investigated to warrant an appropriation, 
and that there ought to be some further investigation of them before 
payment is ordered. 

‘The form in which the bill comes before us to-day is the result of a 
compromise reached in the committee between these different views; 
and | hope the House will adopt that compromise and get the matter 
out of the way, and get these amounts paid out as soon as possible to 
the parties who are justly entitled to receive them. 

So | repeat, Mr. Chairman, while the position the gentleman takes, 
according to my idea, is exactly correct, yet in view of the fact that 
this isa compromise idea, agreed upon by the committee, which we 
asked the Hense to concur in, I hope no gentleman on the floor, no 
friend of the bill, or of any claim in the bill, will raise any sort of ob- 
jection to allowing it to pass just as reported. 

Mr. McCREARY.. Mr. Chairman, all legislation is more or less the 
result of compromise. I was interested in the passage of this bill be- 
cause I thonght it right each day when it was considered heretofore. 
I was not aware that there had been any compromise made by the 
members of the committee or by those who had been advocating and 
opposing the passage of the bill on the floor of the House. I simply 
arose to state that I saw no good reason for referring the claims now 
to the Attorney-General, and I say again that I see no good reason 
for so referring them. It will only result in delaying them and deny 
that speedy justice to those who are entitled to it which we ought to 
accord, 

Lut I yield to the decision reached by gentlemen who are, like my- 
self, anxious to see the bill pass; and if my friend from Wisconsin, the 
chairman of the committee, and his associates think justice will be 
advanced and that it will be the part of wisdom to let these claims go 
through the process which he has outlined in the amendment, that is 
to say, a further supervision by the Attorney-General, I shall make no 
no further objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. THOMAS. I now offer the further amendment which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out the word 
and inserting : 
“The several persons, claims, and sums are as follows.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have not the substitute before 
me—lI believe it has not yet been printed—but would be glad to have 
the proposition as it would stand if amended read. 

The section of the bill was read as proposed to be amended. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the paragraphs of the 
substitute. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Under what rule are the items of the bill now being read in 
this manner? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the five-minute rule by paragraphs. The 
Chair will state that this is an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute. The committee are not informed whether this is identical with 
the original bill as to the items or not. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, 

Mr, CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, thesubstitute was read thismorn- 
ing when it was offered, down to a certain point, and then the further 
reading of it was dispensed with, This is not an original bill, and 
therefore it is not necessary to read it by phs, but asan amend- 
ment: and it was read as far as any body required it to be read this morn- 
ing. The reading was then dispensed with by unanimousconsent. There 
can be no information gained by a repetition of the bill item by item, 


as read this morning. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I think the bill ought to be-read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire te make a 
statement. As I understand, this substitute is in the nature of an 
amendment and has been read to the House. I know of no rule that re- 
quires it to be read again under the five-minute rule. The substitute, 
of course, can beamended. I do not think the rule would require it to 
be read again by paragraphs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
stitute to the bill has been read at 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill that is now pending a8 a substitute 
has been read aa 

Mr. CLEMENTS. And the original bill has been read in the House 
or in committee. This amendment in the nature of a substitute comes 


“namely,’’ in line 3, on page 2, of the bill, 


I will inguire whetties any sub- 


The CHAIRMAN. The substitute was being read this morning, 
when the further reading was waived. 

Mr. KERK, of lowa. But it was waived with the understanding 
that it was to be read again a second time by paragraphs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will say to the gentleman that 
no time will be gained by dispensing with the reading of the items. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr, Chairman, I am advised by one or two gen- 
tlemen around me that the reading of the substitute was dispensed 
with when it was offered originally, with the understanding that it 
was to be read by paragraphs. In view of that fact, of course I do not 
desire to insist that the reading shall stop now. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not understand that any such consent as 
that was given. 

Mr. RIGHARDSON. It was suggested. There was no agreement. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It was suggested, but it was objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state ihe position as he under- 
stands it. It was tacitly agreed at the time. The gentleman from 
Indiana-called for the reading of the substitute, and afterit had been 
about two-thirds read he withdrew his request and the balance of the 
bill was not read, but there was an understanding that the bill should 
be read by paragraphs, treating it like other billsin thatregard. While 
it is a substitute in the nature of an amendment, it contains so many 
items that the committee can not be informed as to the items without 
its being read at length. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think we would save time by going ahead with the 
reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will proceed with 
the reading. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. When it was intimated that this bill was to be 
read again, that was objected to, and we are not now under the rule 
which requires a bill tobe read by paragraphs. This is simply an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] that he will not save any time by such a 
course as that. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will say to the gentleman that there was an 
understanding, when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HomMan] and 
others withdrew their call for the reading of the bill, that the bill 
should be read by paragraphs, and I think it will facilitate the con- 
sideration of it if it is read now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that that was the 
understanding. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state to gentlemen 
who want to consider this bill and want an opportunity to vote on it, 
that I think we are taking the best course to get to a vote on the bill, 
and I do not think, in view of the amount of time that has been con- 
sumed in debate on this bill on previous occasions, and in view of the 
number of Fridays upon which we have been denied the opportunity 
to consider bills on the Private Calendar, I do not think gentlemen 
will be disposed to consume time unnecessarily. I think the bill bad 
better be read. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the bill begin where it was left off at the other reading. 

Mr. McCREARY. That is right. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is fair. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent that the reading be resumed at the point where it was stopped, 

on page 19. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. he items have been read up to that point. 

Mr. ENLOE. It seems to me the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. 
BUCHANAN] might be willing that we go on, as we are trying to deal 
with this matter somewhat in the spirit of ee I have no 
doubt but that the tary situation would have placed it witbin 
the power of the to have dispensed with any other reading of 
the bill, Scnianameiemmened here those of us who did not want to 
take unfair advantage of the situation are perfectly willing that 
the should begin where it was left off betore. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New J: . I have nothing to compromise. 
Iam that this shall be considered and voted on 
on its merits. If the reading of the bill is to be resumed where it was 
left off, I will have to object, as there are only a few members who 
have been able to procure of this bill, and we do not know what 
is in the amendment proposed as a substitute. Ithas not been printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It has been printed, and I will suggest to the gen- 
tleman that nineteen pages have been read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But it has not been printed. 
Pena Yes, and I will give the gentleman my copy of 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the gentleman might well consent that 
the reading begin where it wasleft off. I appeal tothegentleman from 
New Jersey to let that be done. 














1890. 





Mr. McCOMAS. That will give ample opportunity for debate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jerse. Ihave not been able to see a copy 
of this substitute. If I can be furuished with a copy of the substitute 
so that I may be informed as to the contents of it, I will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do not until I have an oppor- 
tunity to see a copy of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, » SU! 
stitute in the nature of an amendment, would, of course, stand in the 
same situation as any other amendment, but there was a tacit under- 
standing that the bill should be read to the committee, and it was par- 
tially read; and now the request is that the reading may be resumed 
where it was left off. Is there objection to that? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
stitute, and I withdraw my objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To A.T. Sneuffer, administrator of Richard Thomas, of Frederick Co1 
Mary land f53. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iask unanimous consent to make an amendment 
in the paragraph just read by striking out the letter ‘‘e’’ in the word 
** Sneuffer,’’ and inserting the letter‘‘o’’; so as to make it read ‘‘ Snouf- 
fer.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To William H. Wilson, administrator of Isaac N. Webb, deceased, of Harri- 
son County, Kentucky, #270. 


Witheut objection, the amendment will be con- 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to ofter an amendment to the 
section just read, by striking out the sum ‘‘$270’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,- 
130.’’ When this claim was first brought before the Court of Claims 
it was for $2,130 worth of property taken and used by the Government, 
and only $270 of it was commissary stores, and the balance, $1,860, 
which was found to have been the value of the property taken, is rated 
as quartermaster’s stores that were taken possession of at the town of 
Cynthiana, Ky., and used for hospital purposes, and it was so reported 
in the findings of the Court of Claims. Why the bill was drawn this 
way I do not know. My attention was called to it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will ask the gentleman if he has the finding of 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
several gentlemen here did not understand the matter. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will. If it is not perfectly acceptable 
I will not insist upon the amendment, as I do not want to cause de- 
lay by discussion. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
estate. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
master’s stores taken. I do not want toenter into any diseussion, but 
think it should be perfectly acceptable, and that it comes directly within 
the line. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FINDINGS OF FACT. 


At a Court of Claims held in the city of Washington on the 18th day of June, 
A. D. 1588, the court filed the following findings of fact, to wit : 

The claim in the above-entitled case, for supplies or stores alleged to have 
been taken by or furnished to the military forces of the United States for their 
use during the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, was transmitted to 
the court by the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives. 

T. W. Tallmadge, om. appeared for claimant,and the Attorney-General, by 
Lewis Cochran., esq., \s assistant,and under his direction, appeared for the 
defense and protection of the interests of the United States, 

On a preliminary inquiry the court, on the 26th day of April, 1386, found that 


I have. 


I had an iptpression that it was for injury to rea! 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 









Mr. THOMAS. The findingsas reported by the court would indicate 
that the whole claim, as suggested by the gentleman trom Kentu 
ought to be allowed if any of it is allowed, for the reason that the c 

hat supplies were furnished. Two hundred and seventy dolla 
worth of meal for rations was taken and the oth furniture t 
for hospital use by orde: Ge + Le The court say 
not presented to the proy pai \ i Oo 


The matter before the committee being a sub- | i 


I now have a copy of the sub- | 


it, as the whole claim had i presented 331 ene 
nd, however, t] { ul the 
pression tha it was 
Mr. STONE, of Ke 
gentleman. 
Mr. HOLMAN Ih ype t! 
The amendment was a 
Mr. HOLMAN. Two hundred and enty di rs i ! 
mentioned by the court. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The amount found by the cou 


“70 tor commissary stores. Che whole claim was p! ited to th 


They fou 


1,860 of it that was quartermaster’ 
was the finding of the court. They said that $270 
of it was commissary supplies, and the committee i1 
put in the $270 as the amount when $2,130 should have been put in 
Mr. HOLMAN. Asa matter of fact, the court found for only $27 

tT 


Commissary-General. There was 
supplies. That 


1 urawin 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The court found for $2,150, and stated 
the amount of commissary stores as $270, and the other as quart: 
master stores, ' 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That is it exactly 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to the $1,860 and odd of the cla y did 
pass. They say that was barred by the statute 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. They say it was barred because pri 
sented to the Commissary-General instead of the Quartermaster-Ge 
eral. ' 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, was not presented to the Quartermaster 
General, and the Bowman act expressly states that the court shall not 
consider a claim that is barred by any statute of the United States. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I hope this House is not goin 


down a proposition of this kind because the claimant in this case did 
not know that there was a division between commissary and quarte 
| master supplies when he filed his claim, and that they had to be filed 


| in separate Department 


I will ask the gentleman if he will have it read, as 


No; it is not real estate; it was quarter- | 


the person alleged to have furnished the supplies or stores, or from whom they | 


were alleged to have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the United 
States throughout said war. 

The case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the 4th day of June, 198°. 

The petition alleges that during the said war of the rebellion the United 
States forces, by proper authority, during the month of July, 1362, took from said 
Isaac N. Webb quartermaster stores and commissary suppiies of the value of 
$2,590, and appropriated the same to the use of the United States Army in the 
following manner: 

Cooked rations for the board of sixty men of the Seventh Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, from —— day of ——— to day of , at 76 cents per 
day each, to amount of $720, for the payment of which s claim vas presented 
to the Commissary-General of Subsistence under an act of Congress approved 
July 4, 1864, and was by said Commissars-General disallowed, reference being 
made to the declaration and proof in said claim for more specific description of 
said commissary supplies. 

That the quartermaster stores which was the property of said deceased, and 
appropriated by the United States Army, consisted of articles of furniture then 
in the hotel at Cynthiana, Ky., and were appropriated by order of General 
Burnside for hospital p ses, and of ihe reasonable value of $1,360. 

The court, upon the ev 
of counsel on both sides, find the facts to be as follows: 

The elaim for property all to be quartermaster stores was not presented 
tothe Quarterinaster-Gen , and is therefore barred by a law of the United 
States. (Dodd’s Case, 21 ©.Cls., p. 117.) 

The commissary supplies were furnished as alleged between about Novem- 
ber and about Decen:ber 15, 1862, to the value of $270. 


Filed June 18, 1388. 








SY THE CovurRr. 


Atrue . 
Test, thie int day of June, A. D. 1983. 
[srat.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 


Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


Mr. HOLMAN. L beg 1 iyi nas pardon. Ch 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Itis the exact point made by th 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no evidence before the House at all 

| favor of this claim. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentuck The evidence is cleat f yy t 
court, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The court simply says in effect that they did n 
consider that claim because it was barred by the statut 

Mr. STONE, of Kentuel Che court says 

Phat the quartermast stores which was the property said dece cud, a 
appropriated by the United S s Army, consisted of art yf f I 
} e hotel at Cynthiana, ind were appropriated, | order ( ier 
B side, for hospital pur s, and of the reasonable value of $1.8 

What can be plainer? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Theystate in ex ss tern 3m id . 
that they have no jurisdiction 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. They say th 

rhe court, upon the evidence, a te nsid rg t A 
| of counsel on both sides, find the facts to be as vs 

The elaim for property alleged to be quart« : 
to the Quartermaster-General, and is ti ) i 
states 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why rtainly. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentu It was ip led ( 
sary-General because the claimant did not understand that pa f th 
claim should have been filed with one Department 
other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The tter « . WwW ’ 
because the court could not pass upon 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 1! take u e time, and th 
fore ask for a vote of the committee hout further stat ent 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understood 1, if lam not m 
taken. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to say to the gentleman fr [Indiana that 
technically he is right; that $270 is the amount th is found by the 
Court of Claims. They took the evidence in the wh ise and ex 
ymined it, and after an examination of the whole facts they found the 
taking of the property and the value of it; but because the statute of 


, and after considering the briefs and arguments | 
| limitation operated against that 


ranch of it, they did 


this should be paid, but found that it was due. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But the jurisdiction depended in the first place 


| upon the finding whether the party was loyal and whether the claim 


was barred, and if it was barred by any statute the court had no ju 


| diction and eould not inquire into the facts. 


Mr, ENLOE. I will admit that the gentleman is te 
but I believe this claim ought to be allowed 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 


hnically right, 


Mr. Chairman, I ask for a yote, 
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The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Stone, of Ken- 
tucky; and the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask fora division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 2. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will not insist upon a quorum for 
the reason that I notice that the chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims [Mr. THOMAS] has consented to this proposition and: votes in 
favor of it, and of course he has examined the subject and understands 
it better than I do. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Jonathan Yaste, of Frederick County, Maryland, $868, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. This 
bill as it comes before us to-day obviates an objection that I made to 
its consideration several months since. We now have a bill which 
has been introduced in the House in the proper form and reported 
favorably by a committee of the House. In regard to the reports 
from the Court of Claims, the law expressly provides that they shall 
be referred to this House for consideration, and I think the intention 
of the act was that when the claims were thus presented here they 
should have consideration. For that reason I think that upon every 
separate item of this bill there ought to have been a report from the 
Committee on War Claims showing that they had investigated the 
matter and had found favorably upon it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him, 
there is a report in every case. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, There is a separate report from the commit- 
tee on each item. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And the finding of the Court of Claims is attached 
in each case. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But there is no report from the House com- 
mittee, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly; there is a special report in each case. 
The proper thing has beendone. It was proper to require it to be done, 
and it has been done. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa, Then the ob: »0 that I made when the mat- 
ter was up before, and which was made at a time when the facts seemed 
to warrant it, no longer holds good. If since that time there have 
been reports made upon every item, of course that objection fails. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not concede that there were not reports 
in each case before. There may not have been reports in each case at 
this session of Congress, at the time when the gentleman took the floor 
against this bill, but there had been in a previous Congress a report 
from the Committee on War Claims in each case. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, Mr. Chairman, I concede that that ob- 
jection is no longer tenable. But there is another thing in regard to 
these claims. I think the evidence ought to be very clear and conclu- 
sive in all these cases before there should be a favorable report from 
the committee, because of the fact, as I understand it, that nearly all 
of these claims had been investigated by the Southern Claims Com- 
mission and had been reported unfavorably. 

Mr. McCREARY. Could there be any better safeguard thrown 
around this bill than a favorable report in each case from the judges 
of the Court of Claims, each claim beingsubsequently examined by the 
Attorney-General before payment? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex- 

vired. 
; Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what the gentleman 
from Iowa [ Mr. Kerr] has said, I think it is not improper to draw a 
distinction. I would not myself favor grouping all reports from the 
Court of Claims in one bill and forcing the House to a vote upon them. 
But the claims embraced in this bill are not of a class that can estab- 
lish a dangerous precedent in that regard. These are claims for sup- 
plies furnished hy loyal men to the armies of the United States during 
the war. If they had been reported upon favorably by the Quarter- 
master-General’s Office, they would have all gone into one bill and, un- 
der the 4th of July law, would have constituted one act for the reliet 
of the variousclaimants concerned. Hence, no hardship can come from 
putting these claimants in the condition in which they would have 
been if the Quartermaster-General had done with these claims what 
the Court of Claims now says was proper to be done, and these cases 
can not be made a precedent for indiscriminate claims coming from va- 
rious sources and arising under widely different circumstances. 

These claims are necessarily limited in time, and they are now com- 
paratively few in number. Thestatement has already been made that 
they had been severally reported upon by the Committee on War Claims, 
and, as I have said, they are now only in the condition that they would 
have been in it the Quartermaster-General’s Office had done as it is con- 
ceded by all it should have done and allowed these claims in the first 
instance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in connection with what,the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has justsaid, I think there should 
be an additional fact stated in order that we may understand the real 
position of this bill. It is true that if the Quartermaster-General had 
adjudicated these cases they would have been sent to the Committee ou 
Appropriations, to be placed properly in one bill; but not having been 


adjudicated, but simply referred to the Court of Claims for report of the 
facts, they stand before Congress precisely in the same attitude as any 
other claims, 

It seems to me that the Committee on War Claims in this matter 
has set a precedent which, if it should be followed, would be likely to 
result in a great deal of confusion and danger in the future legislation 
of the House. There have been referred to that committee a number 
of private bills involving about half, perhaps, of the various claims em- 
braced in this bill. That committee, instead of reporting as they 
should have done under the rule, upon each individual bill as sent to 
the committee, have ingrafted one private bill upon another, making 
an omnibus bill, in violation of the rules of the House and contrary 
to what the House itself could have done if each bill had been reported 
separately to the House. 

Now, without discussing at present the propriety of these claims, 
the question is whether the Committee on War Claims or the Commit- 
tee on Claims can, under the rules, as a matter of parliamentary prec- 
edent, unite in a single omnibus bill every claim on which the Court 
of Claims has made a report of facts—not an adjudication, because if 
there had been an adjudication then the matter would have gone to the 
Committee on Appropriations and would have been properly included 
in the regular appropriation bill. I submit that these matters having 
gone, not as adjudicated claims, but simply on a statement of the facts, 
to the committee, the committee was bound to report separately each 
bill referred to it, and had no right to violate the rules of the House by 
ingrafting one private bill upon another, bringing here a bill contain- 
ing two hundred and eighty-nine private claims, of which, as I am in- 
formed, nearly one-half have never been even referred to the commit- 
tee in the form of private bills. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me to say that I think he 
is in error as to his premises? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to be corrected if I am in error. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The fact is that most if not all of these claims 
were filed in the Quartermaster-General’s Department as required by 
law; my friend from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] says allofthem. They 
were rejected there, aud this proceeding is in the nature of an appeal, 
an appeal which the law provides from the decision of the Quartermas- 
ter-General. Hence I think it would be a hardship to hold that these 
claimants who, as the Court of Claims has held, are entitled to recover, 
should be placed in a worse condition than they would have been if 
their claims had been allowed in the Quartermaster-General’s Depart- 
ment, 

I agree with my friend from Maine that we ought not to establish a 
precedent which will allow all classes of claims to come in here ina 
single bill. I am interested, ashe is, in pursuing those methods which 
conduce to good legislation; butin this proceeding we do not establish 
any such precedent as he apprehends. These are claims which would 
have been embraced in a single bill if fhe Quartermaster-General’s De- 
partment had done what the Court of Claims and the committee say 
they should have done. These claims stand on the same footing as the 
‘**4th of July claims.’’ This proceeding is an appeal from the action 
of the Quartermaster-General’s Department. 

Mr. McCOMAS. These are ‘4th of July claims.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course they are different from the “‘ 4th of July 
claims,’’ so called, because the ‘‘ 4th of July claims ’’ are claims which 
have been adjudicated by the proper officers under the law. These 
have not been adjudicated by the Quartermaster-General’s Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They were adjudicated, but rejected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But there could not have been an adjudication in 
the sense in which I use the term unless the claims were examined 
and allowed by the proper adjudicating officer. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like toask the gentleman from Maine whether 
it makes any difference in regard to the question of adjudication 
whether the adjudication be favorable or unfavorable. As I under- 
stand, the adjudication is a passing upon the merits of the claim and 
evidence on which it is based. That was done in this case, and the 
decision reached in the adjudication was unfavorable. This appeal 
was provided by Congress, and now the claims come here with a favor- 
able finding of the court and the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course I can understand that these particular 
claims may involve considerations of equity which may commend them 
toCongress. But whatI desire to protest againstis the dangerous prece- 
dent that we may be setting. These claims stood before the commit- 
tee in no other relation than any other claim; and I desire to protest 
against a violation of the rales of the House by a committee to which 
private bills are sent when that committee ingrafts one private bill 
upon another, making two hundred and eighty-nine private bills brought 
inasone. Although in this case the proceeding may result in sub- 
stantial justice—I am not here to say anything about the merits of 
these claims—I can see that in a short time the Committee on Claims 
or the Committee on War Claims, proceeding on the precedent which 
we may now set, may place in one omnibus bill a large body of private 
bills involving a variety of private claims and may report this omni- 
bus bill to the House for action. I wish at this time to enter my pro- 
test against accepting as a precedent for our guidance in the future the 
action that has been taken in this case. 
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I understand that as to a large portion, at least half, of the claims | Maine demands. Theseclaims are the accumulation of six years, and 


contained in this bil! no bill has been referred to the committee. I | Congress has during all of this time refused to act upon them. Si 
do not know whether that is the fact or not, but I so understood from | years’ claims have come to the committee in a bunch; and it isimpos 
the chairman of the committee. sible for the War Claims Committee to take each one and examine if 
Mr. THOMAS. That is the fact. | separately, as has been done in the Courtof Claims. It would be man 
Mr. DINGLEY. The chairman of the committee informs me that | ifestly impossible for the committee to do t] 1d it is the purpose o 
there are included in this bill claims which have never been sent tothe |! this amendment to permit the Attorney- al of the United States 
Committee on War Claims in the form of a private bill to go over each one of the claims carefully 1 give to each one that 
Mr. McCOMAS. That is a mistake. examination which we of the committee had not time to give it. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. A bill involving all these items was intro- | These claims have all been considered by the Court of Claims, and, 
duced on the 12th of July by the gentleman from Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, let me ask, have gentlemen of this ¢ mber taken oc- 
Mr. DINGLEY. I know that was done subsequently, to cover the | casion of late to find out how that court is organized Let me state 
difficulty. | tothem: First, we have William A. Richardson, of Massachusetts, who 
Now, I do not wish to be understood as objecting to this bill. Ido | was appointed on June 2, 1874, and chief-justice in Jam 1 
not know but it may be a proper and just measure. I simply desire to | He was appointed by President Grant. He had been a judge of | 


place myself on record as protesting against this method of doing busi- | bate and of insolvency in his own State for a period of more than 
ness, for gentlemen can see that if it is to be continued in the future | teen years, and was one of the commissioners to revise the statutes ot 
great abuse and great danger may result. the State. He was Secretary of the Treasury of the United States at 

Mr. SIMONDS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. | the time of his appointment. Then we have Charles C. Nott, of New 
DINGLEY ] bas stated repeatedly that this action of the Committee on York, who was appointed by Abraham Lincoln in February, 1865, who 
War Claims is a violation of the rules of the House. I submit that it | had been long engaged in the active practice of the law in the city of 
would be a matter of extreme difficulty for the gentleman to point out | New York, and was for several years the commissioner of loans in 
what rule of the House has been violated by the reporting of the bill | thatState. Glenni W. Scofield,ot Pennsylvania, was appointed the 20th 
under consideration in the manner in which the committee have pre- | of May,1881, by President Garfield. He had beena judge in that State 
sented it. and many years a Representative in Congress. He was the Regist« 

Mr. DINGLEY. I refer, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will per- | the Treasury at the time of his appointment. Lawrence Weldon 
mit me, to the original bill reported by the committee, Being an omni- | Illinois, was appointed in 1883 by President Arthur; had an ex 


cerned, of what the Digest and the rules provide in that connection. 
But the gentleman misapprehends, I think, the question presented The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired 

here, for that has not the slightest pertinence to the matter which is| Mr. SIMONDS. I would like to be permitted, Mr. Chairman, to pro 
now pending before the House. That refers to the incorporation of | ceed for a few moments longer. 

other bills by way of amendment to a pending bill. TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Connecticut asks unanimous 


bench—almost every one of them without exception. 


} 
bus bill embodying a vast number of claims. It has been repeatedly | practice of the law in his own State, and had served as United Stat: 
decided by the presiding officers of the House that it is out of order to district attorney in Illinois during President Lincoln’s Administratior 
incorporate the provisions of a bill for the relief of any one person in a | And John Davis, of the District of Columbia, also appointed by 1: 
pending bill for the relief of another; and certainly if the House can ident Arthur in 1885. He had practiced Jaw in New York City a 
not do that under its own rules, the committee would haveno authority | in this District, and was assistant counsel for the United States 
to do it. the French-American Claims Commission. 
Mr. SIMONDS. I am perfectly well aware, so far as that iscon-| All of these gentlemen have had an extensive experience on the 
| 
i 


The Clerk read as follows 


Mr. DINGLEY. Bat does the gentleman say that the committee consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? ‘The Chair 
could do directly what the House itself can not do; that is, to ingraft | hears none. 
one private bill upon the other? | Mr. SIMONDS. It is hardly possible that a court could be consti 
Mr. SIMONDS. The answer to the question of the gentleman is | tuted of gentlemen more thoroughly competent to carefully examine 
the suggestion that the committee have done nothing of the sort. | the cases which are referred to them. And right here I would like to 
Mr. DINGLEY. This bill is an evidence of what they have done. have the committee understand the percentage of these claims that go 
Mr. SIMONDS. The comnittee report a bill covering a class of | to the Court of Claims that are allowed there. I ask the Clerk to read 
| 


claims—a number of them. It has not taken any private bill and | 
ingrafted other bills, by way of amendment, upon it; and the rule to | 


which the gentleman refers pertains exclusively to the procedure in | —- oe sohtente {pril, 1890 
the House when a bill is under consideration. | My Dear Sir: Replying to your letter of inquiry of date April 22, 1890, I have 
Mr. DINGLEY. But the original bill reported by the committee | the honor to state that the first finding under the Bowman act was made Apri 
had not been referred to that committee. The only way they obtained oa See a a a ae ae en ee ee a 
jurisdiction to make a report to the House at all was on some one of | inder the Bowman act, 1,020 cases. ‘The amount passed upon by the court is 
the private bills referred to them. | upwards of $7,000,000, This amount includes not only the Bowman-act cases 
Mr. SIMONDS. _I will reach that point in due time if the commit- | V0" ‘)¢,aucetion of loyalty is precedent to give jurisdiction, but all other cases 
tee will give me a little latitude to proceed with this argument. that act wherein loyalty was not a subject of ing Liry F ind 
First, Mr. Chairman, let me say a word as to the character of the Of this number of cases tried, 553 have been decided in favorof claima 


. ‘ “ . : on whi »mbrace the classes above referred to 
court that passed upon the claims embodied in this bill. The gentle- |; =e ually _ Peep an te ote a a in lia a 
man from Maine has stated in the course of his argument and has said | port of the Attorney-General, commencing in 1886 and ending in 1859, It will 


again and again that the Court of Claims has not adjudicated these be seen upon reference to his last report that the percentage of allowance 
; y, g -¢ sroportion to the nount « imed is about 7 per cent 
claims. Now, I for one, should be exceedingly glad if the gentleman | P*pPo" en fe he amount claimed is a ‘ee 








$ Sug, ester p findings, in case hat form ay tofthisa ‘ a 

wonld tell us exactly what he means by ‘‘ adjudicating ”’ the claims? | in whi Piteciie aan nes = iaitiinteesd anadtin , be elim 7 uted, that the 

Mr. DINGLEY. That a judgment has not been rendered. | amount allowed for cases for stores and supplies will scarcely reach 6 per cent 

Mr. SIMONDS. The court can not render a judgment. [rh rane Soemeneros es © Sie Neate Se the pesecatage of atte 

6% Tuy . . } ances throughout the time covering the trial of Bowma act case n the ¢ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely; but—— | of Claims. 

Mr. SIMONDS. The law does not permit them todo it. Yours, very respectfully 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ah, but the gentleman makes a ne 

Mr. SIMONDS. Now, if the gentleman will permit me to proceed | 1!0"- V- ©. Sttonps, House of Representatives 
without interruption, he will have an opportunity of answering inhis| Mr. SIMONDS. It will be seen from the letter which has just been 


own time. Let us examine first the proceedings of the court in de- | read, Mr. Chairman, that the Court of Claims have only allowed about 
termining these cases and in reporting their findings to Congress. | 7 per cent. of the whole amounts which have been submitted to that 
The court find, first, that the claimant is loyal; second, that the United | court, and evidently only about 33 per cent. of the number of case 
States Government owes him so much money; and on that they base | When this letter was under discussion before, the gentleman from Ar 
their report to Congress. Thereis nothing needed, then, to make their | kansas [Mr. KoGERs] said his attention had been called to the mannet 
action an adjudication except a judgment, which could be rendered but | in which the Assistant Attorney-General had conducted his part of 
for the fact that the law forbidsthe court togive judgment. And that | the business, and he said 
is the reason there is no ‘‘ adjudication ’’ of the claims in the sense that a til si : sae Giese Side ati oh 
» : he Assistant Attorney-General under the last Administration who had charge 
my friend from Maine uses the term. of these measures was a Union soldier, I believe, with the rank ofcolone!. He 
Now, every one of these cases has come before the committee by a | read law in the office of Secretary Stanton. Heis one of the brightest men that I 
bill or petition, without a solitary exception; and, as I am credibly in- | KW ' b's profession. and fT know no man anywhere of higher character on 
formed, a bill has been introduced for every one of these claims at this |?" "°C" 
session, though it would be unfair to require that, in view of what the | The gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. BUCHANAN ], speaking of th 
Bowman act provides for continuing the cases from one term of Con- | S4me matier, stated at that time 
gress to another. I just want to say this, that | have the word of the present Attorney-Cienera 
The Committee on War Claims can not in the very nature of things | {Mt there is nothing in the re inte eae management of Teas cases toshes 


. . . . - the least dereliction on the part of the late Attorney-Cieneral, or of the gentle 
give to each claim the kind of examination that the gentleman from | man named by the gentleman from Arkansas. 
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Now, you have before you the composition of the court. You have 
before you the character of the Attorney-General who appeared on be- 
half of the Government. You have before you the statement as to the 
number of cases which are allowed and the percentage of the amounts 
which are allowed. Isubmit that every one of these cases has bad the 
most thorough discuss‘on and examination that is possible, and it is 
not reasonable to expect the Committee on War Claims or anybody else 
to take this accumulation of six years and go over the cases in the way 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiInGLey]| seems to demand. Now, 
these cases have all come to this House either by bill or petition sepa- 
rately, and, as I said before, a bill has been introduced in the present 
session as to each one of them and gone to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

They come up here together. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
DiINGLEY ], if 1 understand him, says in substance that it is violating 
the parliamentary procedure of this House for us to put these claims 
into a single bill. He might just as well say that theriver and harbor 
bill is a violation of the parliamentary procedure of this House. He 
might just as well say every appropriation bill, the sundry civil and 
every other one, is a violation of parliamentary procedure. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The river and harbor bill is authorized by the 
rule. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Certainly it is, but there is no special authority 
given there that they may bunch everything together under that rule. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was the intention originally as to that. 

Mr. SIMONDS. ‘The same remark is applicable to all the appropri- 
ation bills, every one of them; and, as I am credibly informed, the so- 
called ‘‘ 4th of July claims’’ have been paid in the same way, and, as 
I am credibly informed, the Southern Claims Commission findings 
were put into one bill in the same way. And I believe that when 
these claims are fairly classed together, as they are, having been thor- 
oughly examined and adjudicated by a competent court, it is not the 
thing to rise here and say that the Committee on War Claims have 
failed in their duty ina single particular. [Applause. } 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman from Con- 
necticut permit a single remark? ‘The statement I made was in refer- 
ence to the administration in the Attorney General’s Office so far as 
the late Attorney-General was concerned and so far as his chief assist- 
ant inf charge of these claims were concerned, but it did not extend to 
all the subordinates in that office. 

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. Chairman, many members of this House and 
the newspapers of this city have felt called upon to criticise the posi- 
tion taken by the minority of the War Claims Cemmittee as to this 
bill. The gentleman who has just sat down represents the majority 
of the Committee on War Claims and I think that that committee should 
have investigated these claims, notwithstanding the fact that the Court 
of Claims has, as he says, adjudicated upon the question and decided that 
these parties were loyal and entitled to the allowance of the claims, 
Now, the law itself provides that the adjudication of the Court of 
Claims, when made, shall not be final, but shall be subject to the re- 
vision by Congress, or by a branch of Congress sending the claim to 
them. 

To illustrate to this House how following these decisions blindly 
would operate, I wish to call attention to the last case upon this bill. 
I do it because it is the last case, and there are hundreds, or I believe 
there are hundreds, of just such cases that have been decided there; 
and if it were not for the amendment providing that the Attorney- 
General shall thoroughly examine these cases not only on testimony 
taken before the court, but also in the light of any testimony he can 
find, I could not conscientiously vote for the passage of this bill. 

The last item of the bill is: 

To Thomas D. Mears, administrator of Armand D. Young, deceased, of New 
Hanover County, North Carolina, $10,210, 

Now, sir, [hold in my hand absolute evidence from the rebel archives 
that this man, Armand D. Young, of the county and State mentioned, 
in the years 1862 to 1864, during the rebellion, signed as security the 
bonds of one P. H. Langdon and one Richard F. Langdon as assistant 
quartermasters of the Confederate army. He became security for the 
performance of their duties, stood in their places, and was responsible 
upon written bonds which to-day are filed in the archives. 

Now, if this court is so perfect in its decisions, why did it not take 
that and adjudicate upon it? A hundred or more cases are in the same 

ition. These certificates are from the Confederate archives. The 

partment of Justice furnished a copy of these on June 21, 1889. I 
thought it was most astonishing that they should decide that case in 
this way, and when I came to look at the decision I found it was sev- 
eral months previous to this time. 

The attorneys of the Government, who have been loudly lauded here, 
could not even step over to the War Department and examine the Con- 
federate archives in order to protect the Government, Sir, Iam not 
here to shield them. I do not care if they were army officers. I care 
nothing about theirstanding. I say that they, or theirsubordinates who 
are operating under them, neglected their duty, and it becomes my 
duty, sir, when Iam a member of a committee of this House, when a 
matter of that kind is referred to me, to investigate it and report the 
facts, instead of bunching them all together in an omnibus bill and 
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swallowing them blindly without regard to the facts when the facts 
were easy to ascertain, because they are matters of record. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The question I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman is 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Chairman, I heartily concur in the suggestion of 
my friend from the State of Maine [Mr. DixGuey] as to the vicious- 
ness of the policy of bringing into this House an omnibus bill covering 
a large number of private claims. I am unable to discover any rea- 
son why this mass of claimants should be given that great advantage 
over other private claimants who are appealing to this body {or relief. 

On the other hand, I see the best of reasons why this course should 
not be pursued in this class of cases. We have the fact stated that in 
eighty-four cases the court which ascertained the facts in reference to 
these claims did not have recourse to the rebel archives, where testimony 
would be found in reference to the loyalty or disloyalty of the claimants. 
Mr. Chairman. we have heard it stated here to-day that the law officers 
who represented the Government when these claims were being heard 
were men of high character, diligent in the performance of their duties. 
I am not here to attack any officer of the Government, nor to cast any 
imputation upon his conduct before that court, but I noticed that when 
my friend from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] was quoted as giving a 
certificate of character to these law officers he rose in his seat and 
qualified that statement and limited it to the Attorney-General and 
certain attachés of his office. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And I made that limitation ad- 
visedly. © 

Mr. MOREY. Yes, sir; and made the limitation advisedly. I will 
say here I have been informed, but am not able to designate the gen- 
tleman, and would not do it without definite information, but I have 
been informed that in many of these cases the law officers charged with 
defending the rights of the Government accepted without question and 
as correct the brief as to the law and the facts of the attorneys of these 
claimants themselves. It is unfair to this House, it is unfair to the 
thousands of applicants for relief at the hands of this body, to bring in 
here an omnibus bill embracing hundreds of claims belonging to one 
class of cases and appropriating more than one-half million of dollars, 
and compel members of this House to vote away this vast sum of money 
without an opportunity to distinguish between the fraudulent and just 
claims which may be embraced in the bill. 

The principle is vicious, because it appeals to every member to vote 
for every other member’s claim for the purpose of securing his own 
claim. It is a principle which is not applied to other private bills, and 
ought not to be applied to any class of private claims. I shall vote 
for every just claim against our Government, for I know how difficult 
it is for an individual-to get justice from a great government; but I 
am unwilling to vote fora bill covering hundreds of such cases in a 
lump without separate examination and report thereon by a committee 
of this House, and I shall vote against this bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment tocome in on 
page 15 of-the bill, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 7, inserting the 
following: 


To John Kelly,of Alleghany County, Virginia, $6,571.71. 


I will just state, Mr. Chairman, that that claim was in the original 
bill and has been omitted in the substitute. The matter has been be- 
fore the Court of Claims and upon, and was recommended by 
the Committee on War Claims of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would state that that case was left out of thesub- 
stitute bill for the reason that, I was informed, the Court of Claims had 
recalled it for further investigation. 

Mr. TUCKER. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin, the 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims, that after he told methat 
was his impression I sent to theclerk of the Court of Claims the fottowing 
note, and have here his reply to it. 

The note and reply are as follows: 

Dear Sim: Will you kindly let me know at once if the Court of Claims has 


ordered a rehearing in the case of John Kelly, Alleghany County, Virginia 
(claim for supplies), and which claim is on page 15 of H. R.7616? 


Very truly, 
H. ST. G, TUCKER. 





Court or CLAIMs, August 29, 1890. 


Dear Sin: The court filed findi of fact in the case of John Kelly vs, United 
ee No. 446, February 7, 1887,and the same was certified to Congress Febru- 
ee 8, 1887. 

° Ee nae have been had since in the case. 
y, etc., 
= J. RANDOLPH, Clerk. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe that paragraph of the bill 
has not been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the paragraph, as follows: 


To Thomas D. Meares, administrator of Armand D. Young, deceased, of New 
Hanover County, North Carolina, $10,210. 





1890. 








Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make 
out the last word to enable me to say a few 
I wish to make a few observations upon an 
ago by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE], which was adopted, 
increasing an appropriation of $270 up to $2,130; but before speaking 
of that amendment I wish to say a word in regard to these claims gen- 
erally. 


words in regard to this bill. 


Years ago when claims of this class came before the Congress gen- | thing. 


tlemen very properly said: ‘‘ This claimant has not had his day in 
court and it is theduty of Congress to act upon the necessarily partial 
statements that have been made and to reach the best conclusion that 
can be reached under the circumstances;’’ but the committee are of 
course aware of the fact that the great body of these claimants have | 
now had their day in court. I think no tribunals have ever been cre- | 
ated in this country so competent, from the nature of their organiza- 
tion, as the two tribunals organized by law, the one applicable to the 
loyal section of the country, the other to the section that had been in | 
insurrection. 
The 4th of July act, passed on the 4th day of July, 1864, conferred 
ample powers upon the Commissary-General and upon the Quarter- 
master-General, and the act of 1871 created the Southern Claims Com- 
mission, a very able body of lawyers. ‘The latter commission was in 
existence for ten years, and both tribunals had the power to send 
their agents everywhere to take testimony, both for the Government 
and against the Government, and that testimony was reported and 
acted upon without any expense whatever to the claimants, 
7 or 8 per cent. of the claims was allowed by those tribunals, and now 
many claims which were entirely or partially rejected there have been 
resurrected and brought up for reconsideration by the Courtof Claims. 
Instead of it being a matter of surprise that only 7 or 8 per cent. of 
the claims was allowed by that court the wonder is that the court was 
able to allow anything near 7 per cent. of the claims, for the reason 
that those claims had already been examined by tribunals having much 


About 


better opportunities for examination than the Court of Claims can pos- | 
sibly have, because Congress has never been so liberal in any other | 


case as it was in furnishing those two tribunals with ample facilities 
to obtain testimony in every State of the Union. 

Bat what I desire especially to speak of now is the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. StoNE], and to show how 
readily we make mistakes when we attempt to adjudicate these mat- 
ters in a hurry. The gentleman from Kentucky made a motion to 


increase the amount of the appropriation I have referred to, and he | 


will discover that, in the hurry of the moment, he entirely misappre- 
hended the finding of the Court of Claims in that case. My friend 
read as a part of the judgment of the court an extract from the peti- 
tion which is quoted in the opinion of the court. The court say: 


The petition alleges that during the said war of the rebellion the United | 


States forces, by properauthority, during the month of July, 1862, took from said 
Isaac N. Webb quartermaster stores and commissary supplies of the value of 


$2,530, and appropriated the same to the use of the United States Army, in the 


following manner: 


Cooked rations for the board of sixty men of the Seventh Regiment, Kentucky 





Volunteers, from ——day of —— to day of ——, at 75 cents per day each, to 
amount of $729, for the payment of which a claim was presented to the Com- 
missary-General of Subsistence under an act of Congress approved July 4, 1864, 
and was by said Commissary-General disallowed, reference being made to the 
declaration and proof in said claim for more specific deseription of said commis- 
sary supplies, 

That the quartermaster stores which were the property of said deceased, and 
appropriated by the United States Army, consisted of articles of furniture then 
in the hotel at Cynthiana, Ky., and were appropriated by order of Genera! 
Burnside for hospital purposes, and of the reasonable value of $1,860. 


That is as far as the petition goes. Now, what do the court say, 
and what are we acting upon in allowing this claim? The court says 
just this and zo more: 


] 


a formal motion to strike | eral 


amendment offered awhile | | 


The court, upon the evidence, and after considering the briefs and arguments 


of counsel on both sides, find the facts to be as follows: 

The claim for property alleged to be quartermaster stores was not presented 
to the Quartermaster-Genera], and is therefore barred by a law of the United 
States. (Dodd's Case, 21 C, Cls., p. 117.) 

The commissary supplies were turnished as alleged between about Ni 
Mand about December 15, 1862, to the value of $270, 

Now, that is the whole finding of the court. 
the $270, because the court had nothing else before it. 
petition to show what allegations and claims were made, and then the 
decision applying simply to the $270. 


} . 
vemoer 


It applies simply to | 
I have read the | 


It is clear that the decisicn of 


the court was confined to that, because, under the Bowman act, the | 
court had no jurisdiction of the case if it was barred by the statute of | 


limitations. So my friend will see that he has inadvertently made 


the petition a part of the decision of the court, and that the House | 


therefore has acted in this matter upon no testimony whatever. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this discussion for the 
last few minutes has been useless. The amendment to which the ge 
tleman refers has been. adopted by a majority of 47 in a total vote of 
51. Sometimes I have seen a man defeated in his efforts to doa thin 
show that it hurt, but usually gentlemen when they are defeated has 
the grace to submit to the decision of an overwhelming majority wit 
out ex post facto complaints. ; 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLmMAN] talks about how 
these claims come here, says that they have had their day in court, 


ne 


r 
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and the Southern Claims imission. rh itleman 
diana himself was the chief factor in framing the law by which t 
ome before Congress, and that, I think, i sufficient an ‘ 
what he has said on that subject 

Mr. HOLMAN, If1 friend re i Bowman act he is righ 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky Che gentlem ym Indiana told yo 
that I had read from the petition of the ly I read from no such 

The Clerk read the ir the ( Cl ind I read 

| the finding of the Court of Cl: I x] y that they 

find that property to the valu 2,130 had l » United 

States troops, part of it in rations for the n i t spital sup 

plies. Possibly the gentleman from Indiana no yn of what 

rations mean to hungry soldiers, o1 whatt ) t hospital 
mean to a man who has been shot ’ tt 

Mr. HOLMAN. Th men yt h yr an 
friend knows. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky No, sit ere ask » 
at that time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And they got it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, they got it; and honesty dictat 
that the Government of the United States s] 1 now be willing to 1 
imburse the parties who furnished to its yor dyin ldiers 
of the comforts of life. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What eviden 1d that dollar 

| that claim of $1,860 is correct 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The of ¢ that it f 

correct. The amount claimed was $2,580, and after investiga 

| $2,130 was found to be due, $1,860 being for hospital supplies \ 
I want to tell the gentleman from Indiana that when these supp 
taken for the use of the Federal soldiers, th { of Cynthiana. 

| contributing hospital supplies to men on the other side who wer: 
there; and the citizens of Cynthiana who were there were showing « 
sideration and kindness (more than the gentleman is willing to ha 
shown by the Government of the United States) to the men upon th 
side to which the gentleman belonged, who were there in hospit 

| Mr. HOLMAN. Thatcertainly has nothing todo with this claim 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It may have nothing to do with it; bi 
the gentleman states that this claim is not honest, that t ju 
and that the court has never found the amount to be du ‘ 
saysin so many words in this very finding that the prop ta 
and used by the Federal Army—taken b der of G l 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will th ntleman allo 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, I will all ! t i 
| Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is labo ra 
| sion—- 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. se & [ und d 
case. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman that ght 
| and read 

Mr. STONE, of Kentux ky. Ller« 3 the p on id ere 
finding of the court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask him to examine that paper and set! 
| the court is not simply etating what the petition alleges. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. ‘The court would not say tl tateme 
| were true if it had not evidence to sustain the finding 

Mr. HOLMAN. The court does not r they are t 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Istand by the co i t 
| Statements of the petition are true 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the finding of the court th 
| simply reciting the statements of the petition ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (reading 

That the quartermaster’s stores w 1ich we l r¢ i 
| and appropriated by the United States Arno; 

That is what the court says. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. yt at all; that is simply { 
petition alleges. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Well, Mr. Chairman, I can not affo 
to talk to a man who is fixed in obstinacy and w ot believe tl 
| truth that his own eyes have proved to hir 
[ Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Lh ype the time of the gentieman w ‘ i 
Mr. STONE, of Kentuck I hope I may have a n te or tw 
more. 
Mr. HOLMAN, I trust the ge nan n i 
interrupted him. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no ob tion, the gentl nv Ll pr 
ceed for five minutes. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I want to say afew words a 
matter in general—— 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will have that petition rea 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Ido not care anything about the pet 


and that the cases have been adjudicated by the Quartermaster-Gen- | petition. 


tion; I have been reading what the court said 
The court was simply stating the conte 


Mr. HOLMAN, 
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the 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. You have been told to-day the character 
of the court by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not assailing the court. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. They are Republicans—I imagine as 
black as Egypt. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think so, most of them. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. But so far as legal ability is concerned 
I apprehend they are equal to any five gentlemen whom my friend 
from Indianacould pick out in the United States. 

Mr, HOLMAN. They are excellent gentlemen. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Was any other part of this petition considered 
by the court except the part that they held they had jurisdiction of? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The court would not state in so many 
words that certain things were true if the matters from which the 
proof of the statement resulted had not been cunsidered by them. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Was anything considered by the court except 
that part of the claim which they said was not barred ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The court said in so many words— 

Phat the quartermaster stores which was the property of said deceased, and 
appropriated by the United States Army, consisted of articles of furniture then 
in the hotel at Cynthiana, Ky., and were appropriated by order of General 
Burnside for hospital purposes, and of the reasonable value of $1,860. 

M. HAUGEN. Is not that a recital of the statement of the peti- 
tion ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No, sir; thatis the very finding of the 
court, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my triend allow me— 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend has fallen into a most extraordinary 
rw 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No doubt I have from your point of 
view, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will examine again the document 
‘rom which he has just read, he will find that in the language which 
he quotes the court is simply reciting the statement of the petition. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I willask my friend a question. If the 
petition of the claimant states the truath—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. But how do you know that? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Is it necessary for the court to say ex- 
plicitly that the petition states the truth? I would like you to answer 
that question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend—— 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Are you a lawyer? 

7 HOLMAN. Iam morea farmer than Iam a lawyer. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, you are like a good many other 
members of the House who claim to be farmers because they have not 
practiced law since they have been elected to Congress. Upon the 
same principle I might claim that I am a lawyer because I have not 
sowed 150 acres of wheat by my own labor since I was elected to Con- 
gress in 1884, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will allow me one word further-—— 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There are no quotation marks accom- 
panying what I have read. This is the finding of the court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The court never indicates in that way recitals from 
the petition. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to 
undertake to argue with a man who will not believe. No man isso 
hard to convince as a man who will not believe. 

Now I want to say a few things in regard to these claims in general. 

Since my entrance into Congress, Mr. Chairman, I have been con- 
nected with the War Claims Committee, and I have not ceased during 
my service in this body in trying to do right and justice to those peo- 
ple who were loyal to the Government when I was not loyal—people 
who had no sympathy with me and who never furnished anything to 
me during the time that I was in the Confederate service. But I came 
here with a belief that the Government should do its duty to this class 
of claimants, I found them before Congress. I believe that these 
claims, where these people were loyal to the Government during the 
war, should be paid; and I do not believe that any should be paid who 
were not loyal. I have always taken the position that no claim ought 
to be audited or paid which belongs to a man who aided or assisted the 
rebellion in any way. I was in the Confederate army, believing that 
I was right; and I believe that every man who entered that side and 
engaged in that service ought to have believed that he was right; and 
if there were any who either from hypocrisy or any other cause entered 
that service, not believing it to be just and right, certainly they ought 
not to be rewarded by this Government. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I started to say a word in connection with my 
service on the Committee on War Claims for the pu of saying 
this, that my service in the Confederacy has had no tendency to preju- 
dice my mind in the slightest degree against this class of loyal claim- 
ants. I know it may be assamed by gentlemen occupying a different 
position from myself that such a service in the past would very likely 
have that tendency. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to state tothe gentleman that I am satisfied 
it is the universal opinion of gentlemen on this side of the House that 
the gentleman from Kentucky has acted honestly, fairly, and favorably 
and has probably been as much in favor of doing justice to the Union 
soldier as any man in the Union Army. 

Mr. BROSIUS. There is no doubt ot that. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I thank the gentleman for the state- 
ment. I have tried to do what I thought was honest and right and 
correct, feeling that I could be impartial in regard to these matters. 
I have believed, Mr. Chairman, that there was no necessity for living 
in the past in regard to these matters; that I was sent here tor my 
people and for my State, and I represent as honest and intelligent a 
people as exists in the United States; so that I can not do less than 
to undertake to be fair and honest about every matter that came be- 
fore the committee of which I had the honor of being amember. To 
say that I have never made a mistake would be going beyond the bounds 
of what humanity can ever claim. I may have done so, but if I did 
it was an error on my side in trying to do justice to the claimants here 
and not against them. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. If I have time to answer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and 
the Chair will have to submit the question to the committee for unan- 
imous consent, as there has been so much debate. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin asks to be allowed to occupy the floor for five min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

Mr. THOMAS. I only want to ask the gentleman a question, and 
will not occupy a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky tosay 
that he does not wish persons who were in the Confederate army, or 
sympathized with the Confederacy, to receive any of the benefits of the 
Bowman act. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No, sir; Ido not. They went in the 
same boat with me, and they must fare as I do. 

Mr. THOMAS. Are you not satisfied that there are claims embod- 
ied in this bill where the parties were not absolutely loyal ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I can not say that I am absolutely sat- 
isfied of it, but I think it possible, 

Mr. THOMAS. The claim of Hiram D. Young, for instance, who 
signed the bond of an assistant quartermaster in the Confederacy. 
Now, he must have sympathized with the Confederacy. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Well, I could not say in regard to any 
special claim, and would not like to make any statement upon that; 
but only this, that if this gentleman was connected with the Confed- 
erate Government in any way he ought not to be paid. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. That wasacase, very possibly, where 
the quartermaster was engaged in collecting supplies and distributing 
them to indigent people, because several quartermasters were engaged 
in that duty and were not actually in the military service. 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, all I contend for is te have an honest and fair 
investigation of these claims. ; 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman is aware that I have 
never objected to that. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘I suggest to the gentleman from Wisconsin if he 
has doubt of any claim that he move to strike it out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The investigation of them is provided in the 
amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. The Attorney-General is capable of examining any 
claim under the amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to come in after line 21, but before doing it I wish to ex- 
plain a few matters. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Does the amendment refer to this same item ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No; to another item. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will you permit me a single statement, then, in 
regard to this item ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I yield. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish tosay a word relative to the item, as I un- 
derstand it, on page 29, to allow William H. Wilson, administrator of 
Isaac N. Webb, of Harrison County, Kentucky, $270, and the amend- 
ment which I understand was submitted by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky which increases it to $2,100. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The increase is actually $1,860. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It does seem to me that according to the findings 
of the Court of Claims there ought not to be any misunderstanding in 
the minds of the committee and no controversy as to this item. 

The court, after reciting the petition, say: 

upon the ev and after considering the briefs and ments 
feet) both sition find ths facts to be as iglinrae : - a 


The claim for property, al to be quartermaster stores, was not presented 
to the Quartermaster-General, and is Geseiese barred by a law of the United 


The commissary supplies were furnished as alleged between about November 
30 and about Dessesber In, 1862, and to the value of $270. 





1890. 
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It does seem to me that there ought to be no misunderstanding | 
among the committee about that; that the claim ought to be allowed | 


for $270. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
amendment, and I will explain why I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to make it at this time. During the first session of the last Con- 
gress a bill which I had introduced, containing the provisions of the 


. . ] 
amendment I now hold in my band, was reported favorably to the 


House and was considered in the Committee of the Whole, and would 


have passed the House had not a gentleman on the other side, just | 


before the House was to adjourn or take a recess, interposed an objec- 
tion. The gentleman was subsequently induced by those who knew 
the character of the bill to withdraw his objection, which did not relate 
to the bill at all, and he did so; but the Chairman held that the with- 
drawal came too late, as a motion to takea recess had been made in the 
mean time, and that it was now too late for him to withdraw his ob- 
jection. 
feated, and no other opportunity came during that Congress. 

The bill proposed simply to refer a certain claim of Battelle « 
Evans to the Court of Claims. This is all that was souglit by the 
bill, and it is all that is sought by this amendment. ‘The claim is one 
that the Government justly owes, but its payment was prevented by 
circumstances over which the claimants had no control. 

They agreed, in 1862, to furnish beef to General Lander’s division, 
then stationed along the line of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, between 
New Creek (now Keyser) and Cumberland, Md. While this contract 
was in force, in May, 1862, the army was ordered into active service, 
under General Frémont, and these contractors were ordered to.follow 
the army on its forward movement, which they declined to do until 
some new contract was entered into. 


It was then agreed that they should be paid whatever was right if | 
they would continue to supply the army with fresh beet, and that the | 


hides and tallow should be returned to the railroad by the Government. 


When Battelle & Evans presented their accounts for payment the ac- | 


counting officers refused to pay anything beyond the price fixed in 
the first contract, and while the claim for the additional compensation 
promised by the commissary was being prosecuted in the Departments, 
which the Court of Claims at that time required to be done, under thie 


decision of what is known as the Clyde case, the claim itself became 


barred by the statute of limitations in any proceeding in the courts. 


In 1872 Congress passed an act authorizing the Court of Claims to | 


take up and pass upon the claim of ‘‘ cattle and beef sold and delivered,”’ 


but no allowance was made for the damage arising out of the failure of 
the United States to furnish transportation for the hides and tallow, as 
had been agreed upon between Battelle & Evans and the commissary. | 


This was an oversight in the passage of the bill, which was intended t 
cover ail of the claims. 


at New Creek, West Virginia, and along the railroad. 


agreed upon, in writing, Shows this fact. 


that the hides and tallow should be returned to the Baltimore and Ohi 
Railroad. 

This was never done. The hides and tallow were destroyed. N« 
payment was ever made for the hides or tallow, or for the failure to re 
turn the same as was agreed. The only surviving party now is Mrs 


Battelle, who resides in Bellair, Ohio, who is a very estimable lady 


and in very destitute circumstances, and greatly needs the residue o 
this claim, and all I now ask is that this claim be reterred to the Cour 
of Claims for decision, and that she may be allowed to receive what 
ever is due her, and I propose to amend this bill so as to accomplis! 
this end by providing that if her claim is allowed that it go in this list 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that it is not i 
order to ask such an amendment as that. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
unanimous consent. It is only asmall claim; and I want to say an 
other thing, and that is that this bill ought to have passed on a divis 
ion of recognitions, which was agreed upon at the time I was allowec 
to bring up this bill. Our side got one bill less than the other side 
The vote on the bill was cut off, and I never got a chance to have i 


considered after that, although it was reported unanimously by the 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to make an | 


The result was that the passage of the bill was thereby de- | 


They «were paid only for the beef they de- | 
livered. The first contract only provided for the delivery of the bee! 
They did not 
agree in that contract to furnish beef at another point, and the contract | 
And the Commissary- 
General agreed, when the army was about to move, that if they would 
follow up the army with their cattle they should not only be paid for 
their beef what was right, but he agreed on behalf of the Government | 


I anticipated this, and hence I ask 





The Clerk read as follows 
After lin 1, page 29, insert tl ollowing 
i led, That the claim of Battelle & Eva gre ie 
contract made by the with the United States, through the commissary of 
| Sistence and the quartermast at New ( ‘ n the State of West Virg 
j 1852, for the delivery of b »> the I ted te Arn ind for the ret 
| the hides and tallow of the nals slaught« i ier the said contract t ome 
| point on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, is by r red t t irt of 
Claims for trial and adjudication; and if in s 1 Case a show » the 
court that either of such off s of the ¢ s tlated la l h 
the claimants to deliver the said hides and ta rf s id 
tattelle & Evans at some point upon the said ra ad ‘ rn 
ment failed to perform said engagement as to the who ra art vid 
j property so agreed to be delivered, then and in t is er 
| a judgmenttor any damages that were thereby sustained fa id 
Battelle& Evans, or their lewal repr: itives, and which dar be 
| found by the court not to have been heretofore paid, and the sam« i 
upon the same terms and condition as is herein p ovided as to othe: 
| Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I must raise the point of order upon 


| that. Itis not germane tothe bill. It will not do, in my judgment 
to attach such an amendment to a bill of this kind 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. What is the point of order? 
Mr. THOMAS, It has nothing to do with this kind of a bill Iti 


piling up one bill upon another, the very thing the rules say we shall 
not do. It is an entirely different situation from claims of the kind 
| provided for in this bill, cases decided by the Court of Claims Lich 
the loyalty of the party and the amount due have been adjudicated. 
Mr. KERR, of lowa. I make the point of order that no 


in Vv ‘ 


bill em- 
bracing this subject is before this House or has ever been introduced 


| 

| Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wish to say in ply to that 

| Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, it is piling one bill upon anotbe: 
| and we have no right, in my judgment, and the House has no right, to 
| put half a dozen bills on this bill which have no relation to the sub 
| 


ject-matter of the bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, just one word in reply 
to that. That is what this bill is—two hundred and eighty-nine bills 
piled together and grouped in one bill. Because my claimant happens 
to be a widow living on the borders of the Ohio River, is thatany reason 
why her claim should not be included? It is said it is no part of uny 
bill that is before this House, but I will say that I have taken a bill 
and have added to it and changed it so as to adapt it to this bill and 
make it simply an amendment which could make no trouble. 


If the Court of Claims, as my amendment provides, does not find that 
| there is something due to this woman, it will not have to be paid; and 


| she can not get adollar from this great Government unless the claim i 

justand fair. Therefore, I trust that the gentleman will not make thi 
| point of order; and as I have adapted the amendment to the bill | 
| hope the point of order will be overruled. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would be very glad to accommodate the yentle 
| man, but if we did not insist upon this point of order it would be set 
ting a precedent by which any bill in this House might be added to 
| this bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. If this bill is not considered 
Congress this woman will probably die in the mean time. 

Mr. THOMAS. If you can add this amendment to the bill you can 
add any bill before the House toit. I say that that would certainly 
in violation of the rules, and set a bad precedent. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether the claim has ever been heard and reported upon by the Court 
of Claims? 

Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR. 


) 


! 
intil nex 


pe 


> 


) 


It neverhas. I provide by thisamend 


"| ment that it shall be reported on by that court before it shall pass into 
- | the hands of the Attorney-General. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill before the committee is for the allow 


: ance of certain claims for stores supplied for the use of the Army of the 
“| United States, as reported by the Court of Claims, under the provision 
| of the Bowman act. Therefore, the Chair thinks this amendment 
not in order; and the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to print 
| inthe Recorp the report of the Court of Claims in the case of Wilson, 
| administrator, against the United States, ont of which this $1,860 item 
vTOWS, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection 

There was no objection 

The report is as follows 


1 . 2 
icave VW 


ll be given 


1| 


t 


The Committee on War Claims, to wh 
the relief of the estate of Isaac N. 
trator, report as follows 


ch the 
iif 


bill (H.R 
Wilson 


im was reterr< 


Webb, deceased, W 


“) for 
; 10 


llian adminis 


committee. Tl e ys mys mr nee | ee = -— of the orty : “ee en as, t »W — wee re 
tom om ‘ erred the claimo liam ison, administrator, not being fully and clearly 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima advised of the facts in said claim, referred the same to the Court of Claims for a 
question ? finding of facts under the provisions of the Bowman act, This claim has been 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
of Claims? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No, it was not; that is what I wan 
done now, and this widow is so old and so infirm that I ask that thi 


Certainly. 
Has thisclaim been passed upon by the Cour 


amendment be added here, with the proviso that it go to the Court of 
Claims, and that whatever damages are allowed her be paid under the 


same conditions under which these other claims are to be paid. 


Le 
the amendment be read and then you will understand it better. 


returned by said court with findings of fact, which are appended hereto. 
| Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passag: 


t 


House Report No. 2746, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


t rhe Committee on War Claims,to whom was referred the claims of William 
H. Wilson, administrator, and others, report as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress, to whom was 
referred the claims of William H. Wilson, administrator, and others, not being 
fully and clearly advised of the facts in said claims, referred the same to the 
Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the provisions of the Bowman act. 
These claims have been returned by said court with the several findings of 
fact. The committee are satisfled as tothe loyalty of the several claimants, and 
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that property to the amount specified was taken from them, and that the same 
was used by the Army o! the United States, and that the amount found due them 
by the Court of Claims should be allowed and paid to them. 

“Your committee report herewith « bill appropriating the money to pay the 
several claimants,and recommend itepassage. 





House Mis. Doe. No, 488, Piftieth Congress, first session. | 
Lettcr from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the find- 


ings of factin the case of William BH, Wilson, administrator, against the United 
States, 


William H. Wilson, administrator of Isaac N. Webb, cs. The United States. Con- 
: gressional case No. 317. 
OCierk's Orrice, Washington, June 21, 1838. 
Six: Pursuant to the order of the court, I transmit herewith a certified copy 
of the findings of fact filed by the court June 18, 1888,in the aforesaid cause, 
which case was referred to this court by the Committee on War Claims, House 
of Representatives, under the act of March 3, 1885. 
lam, very respectfully, yours, etc., 
JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


[Court of Claims. Congressional case No. 317. William H. Wilson, adminis- 
trator of Isaac N. Webb, vs. The United States.) 


FINDINGS OF FACT. 


Ata Court of Claims held in the eilty of Washington on the 18th day of June, 
A. D. 1888, the court filed the following findings of fact, to wit: 

The claim in the above-entitied case, for supplies or stores alleged to have 
beer. taken by or furnished to the military forces of the United States for their 
use during the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, was transmitted 
to the court by the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

T. W. Tallmadge, esq., appeared for claimant, and the Attorney-General, by 
Lew's Cochran, esq., bis assistant, and under his direction, appeared for the 
defernse and protection of the interests of the United States. 

On a preliminary inquiry the court on the 26th day of April, 1886, found that 
the person alleged to have furnished the saree or stores, or from whom they 
were alleged to have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the United 
States throughout said war. 

The case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the 4th day of June, 1838, 

Tho petition alleges that during the said war of the rebellion the United 
Stat: s forces, by proper authority, during the month of July, 1862, took from said 
Isaae N. Webb quartermaster stores and commissary supplies of the value of 
$2,550, and appropriated the same to the use of the United States Army, in the 
following manner: 

Covoked rations for the board of sixty men of the Seventh Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteers, from —— day of ——— to —— day of ———, at 7i cents per day each, 
to a:iount of $720, for the payment of which a claim was presented tothe Com- 
miss ury-General of Subsistence under an act of Congress approved July 4, 1864, 
and was by said Commissary-General disallowed, reference being made to the 
declaration and proof in said claim for more specific description of said com- 
missary supplies. 

That the quartermaster stores which was the property of said deceased, and 
appropriated by the United States Army, consisted of articles of furniture then 
in the hotel at Cynthiana, Ky., and were appropriated by order of General 
Burnside for hospital purposes, and of the reasonable value of $1,860. 

The court, upon the evidence, and after considering the briefs and arguments 
of counsel on beth sides, find the facts to be as follows : 

The claim for property alleged to be quartermaster stores was not presented 
to the Quartermaster-General, and is therefore barred by a law of the United 
States. (Dodd's Case, 21 OC, Cls., p. 117.) 

The commissary supplies were furnished as alleged between about Novem- 
ber 50 and about December 15, 1862, to the value of $270. 

By THE Court. 

Filed June 18, 1888. 

A true copy. 

Test, this 2lst day of June, A. D. 1888, 

[Sra } JOHN RANDOLPH, 

Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


{In the Court of Claims. December term, 18h. William H. Wilson, adminis- 
trator of Isaac N. Webb, vs. The United States. No. 317, Congressional. | 
PETITION. 
| Presented by T. W. Tallmadge, attorney.—Filed April 16, 1885.—J. R.] 

To the honorable the Court of Claims of the United States : 

Your petitioner, William H. Wilson, respectfully represents that on the 10th 
day of Apri!, 1865, at the oe term of the county court for the county of Har- 
risou, State of Kentucky, he was appointed administrator upon the estate of 
Isanc N, Webb, with the will annexed, and therefore presents this claim as legal 
representative of Isaac N. Webb, who was a citizen of the United States and 
died at Cynthiana, Ky., December, 1877, or January, 1878, where he resided 
during the late war of the rebellion, and he did not give any aid or comfort to 
the late rebellion, but was throughout that war loyal to the Government of the 
United States. ‘“ 

That during the said war of the rebellion the United States forces, by proper 
authority, during the month of July, 1862, took from said Isaac N. Webb quarter- 
master stores and commissary supplies of the value of $2,580, and appropriated 
the same to the use of the United States a in the following manner: 

Cooked rations for the board of sixty men of the Seventh Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteers from —— day of to —— day of at 75 cents day each, 
to amount of $720, for the payment of which a claim was presented to the Com- 
missary-General of Subsistence under an act of Congress approved July 4, 1364, 
and was by said Commissary-General disallowed, reference being made to the 
declaration and proof in said claim for more specific description of said com- 
niissary supplies. 

That the quartermaster stores, which was the property of said deceased and 
appropriated by the United States Army, consisted of articles of furniture then 
in the hotel at Oynthiana, Ky., and were appropriated by orderof General Burn- 
side for hospital purposes, and of the reasonable value of $1,860, the specific 
articles and value of said furniture to be shown in the tien of this case, 
as eoet in original claim filed before Congress, with petition therein pre- 
sented, 

That no remuneration has been made for this your petititioner’s claim, either 
to the deceased, his Jegal representatives, or any other for him, but peti- 
tion has been presented tu the Congress of the United for relief, and on 
or about the isth day of February, 1585,was, by the Committee on War Claims of 
the House of Representatives, referred to the honorable Court of Claims under 
section | of an act of Congress, approved March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to afford 
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assistance and relief to Congnens and the Executive Departments in the investi- 
gation of claims and demands against the Government.” 

Your petitioner further states that the said claim has not been assigned or 
transferred, and he is the party duly authorized aforesaid to present the same 
before the honorable court; that it is correct and just; that he did not giveany 
aid or comfort to the late rebellion, but was throughout that war loyal to the 
Government of the Uuited States. 

And your petitioner claims the sui of $2,530, and prays for a finding of the 
facts before set forth, and such facts as may be shown by the evidence, and the 
report thereof to the committee by which the case was transmitted as provided 
in said act of March 3, 1883. 

W. H,. WILSON, 


Administrator of Isaac N. Webb, deceased. 


Personally appeared before me W. H. Wilson, who, being duly sworn, says 
that the statements contained in the foregoing petition are true, to best of his 
knowledge, information, and belief. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of April, 1885. 

[ SEAL. | » ORIE LEBUS, 

Notary Public, Harrison County, Kentucky. 
State of Kentucky, Harrison County court.—Special term. 
Apri 10, 1885. 


On motion of William H. Wilson, it is ordered that administration upon the 
estate of Isaac N. Webb, deceased, be, and the same is hereby, granted unto 
him, with his will annexed, whereupon he took the oath prescribed by law, and 
together with J. T, Cook, his surety, who is accepted and approved by the court, 
entered into and acknowledged bond to the Commonwealth of Kentucky as 
administrator aforesaid, conditioned ec law, and thereupon the court 
grants letters of administration herein to him in due form. 


A copy—aAttest : 
(sex. ] R. M. COLLIER, 
CCC D.C. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I ask unanimous consent to print in 
the Recorp the report of the Committee on War Claims in regard to 
the bill which I offer as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bucu- 
ANAN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

“And the Court of Claims shall retain jurisdiction of the claim of Forman 
Mathews and David Stout Parker, of Ocean County, in the State of New Jer- 
sey, for recovery of the value of their schooner, the Twilight, sunk by collision 
with a public vessel of the United States, and, upon fuil hearing of said cause, 
shall enter such judgment therein as right and law may require, with leave to 
either party to appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States.” 

Mr. THOMAS. Imake the same point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. What is the point of order ? 

Mr. THOMAS. That it is not germane to this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Why, Mr. Chairman, since this 
discussion has gone on I have looked at the several reports as to the 
different items in this bill, and I find that it contains everything from 
potatoes to peanuts and from rails to rubbish, and certainly somewhere 
within that wide range a schooner would find a place. This claim has 
been reported from the Court of Claims, and stands on precisely the 
same footing as these otherclaims. It was referred inthe Forty-eighth 
Congress to the Court of Claims. That céurt has made its report, and 
this amendment is simply to send the claim back to the Court of Claims 
to pass its judgment upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it reported by the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman act? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It was. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I do not understand that it was so reported. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It wasso reported. It was re- 
ferred under the Bowman act, and I do notask as much for this claimant 
as is asked for the others. I do not ask this House to-day upon the 
findings of fact rted under the Bowman act to say that the claim- 
ant shall be paid; but I ask less than is asked fortheothers. I ask that 
it be referred back to the court to see whether under these findings 
this private legal claim should be paid or not, with leave for an appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey whether the claim mentioned in this amendment is for supplies 
taken for the use of the Army of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 1: is not for supplies furnished 
to the Army; neither is that bill exclus. vely for supplies furnished to 
the United States Army, especially since it has been amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of o inion that if there were any 
items in the bill that were not for that purpose they would be subject 
to a point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. The point of order bas never been raised, and this 
bill is not even for supplies to the United States Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is clear!y of opinion that the amend- 
ment is not germane to the bill. The character of the bill is shown 
by its title, which is ‘‘A bill for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army,”’ ete. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, if the Chairman please, | 
will move to amend the title when we reach that. { Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order, in the opinion 
of the Chair. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move that the committee now rise and report this 
bill to the House. 


1890. 





Mr. PAYSON, I desire to offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of the bill. ; 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Has the last paragraph of the bill been read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

The amendment of Mr. PAYSON was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding the following words: ; , 

“All Treasury drafts in payment of the claims appropriated for in this 
shal! be made payable and delivered to the parties named, respectively, o i 
ease of the death of the party, to his or her executor or administrator. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
that amendment. h 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the gentleman will not object to that. 
is a very just and wise amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the arrangement now 
carried out by the Deparment isa good one. These drafts are now 
made out in favor of the claimant. 
draw money upon a warrant for a war claim; but it has heen aregula- 
tion of the Department for twenty-five years, ever since the war, that 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word upon 


It 
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| United States shall go to the citiz 


| 


Nobody else but the claimant can | 


the warrant shall be delivered to the attorney who has been represent- | 


ing the claim for perhaps twenty years, and has advanced his own 
money in order to prosecute and perfect it. The attorney then goes 
to the claimant and together they collect the money and the settlement 
is made. Now, that is fair. I am no attorney, and I have no interest 
in anybody who is an attorney; in fact I do not care about the attor- 
ney’s interest at all, except that I wish to treat everybody fairly. 


But if you mail a draft to some place in Tennessee or Kentucky or | 


some other remote portion of the country, and the claimant alone can 
collect the money, evidently the attorney, who may be in Washington, 
or New York, or Chicago, or some other distant city, willin many cases 
stand a very poor chance of getting his fee. On the other hand, when 
you pursue the course which the Secretary of the Treasury has pursued 
for many years, both parties are protected. The Secretary can adjust 
any differences that may arise between the attorney and the claimant. 
He is authorized to do that, and he has made regulations by which the 
adjustment can be made satisfactory. On the whole it seems to me bet- 
ter to let the matter stand as it has been for many years past under the 
regulation I have stated. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope that the amendment will be adopted. For 
many months I have been most earnest in my efforts to secure the pas- 
sage of this bill. I know a great many honest people who have made 


| 


9359 


a 


The gentleman from Tennessee says that the easy way, the bh 


io manage the business is to let the attorney, the claim agent, whoi 
sometimes, often possibly in a majority of cases, a scalper, sit di 
with his client, with the Treasury draft in his hand, and arrange his 
percentage. That may be the best way for the benefit of the scalper, 
but certainly not for the benefit of anybody else. Mr. Chairman, what 
harm can it do, when we are opening the doors of the Treasury here 
for honest claimant noney of the 


St Way, 


wi 


, to say that in the first instance the 1 


, othe ho 


en est claimant, and tono 
body else, to the map or the woman who, twenty or twenty-five yea1 
ago, had his or her property taken to aid in putting down the rebell- 
ion? What harm canit do to say that one hundred cents on the dol 
lar shall go, in the first instance, to that man or that woman, and let 


him or her arrange with the attorney ? 

My experience and my observation in if a de 
fession authorize me to say that no honest lawyer will b 
the adoption of this amendment. No honest man, p1 
for a reasonable fee, will be less likely to receive that 
the adoption of this amendment. 


the ranks « erving pro 
ijured by 
osecuting a cla 
' 


fee by reason ol 


[hese ‘‘scalpers’’ undertake to exact fees of 25 and 50percent. In 
regard to these claims I want the 100 per cent. to go to the claimant 
himself, permitting him to settle with his Jawyer. It seems to me | 

| need not enlarge upon this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendmentis exhausted. 


| of attorneys’ fees in pension cases every 


these claims and have employed attorneys, and who will settle with | 


them if they obtain this money, after twenty-five years of waiting; 
but I am anxious that honest claimants may know and that the coun- 


| 30 per cent. of the 


try may know that, as this amendment indicates, this is a claimants’ | 


bill and not an attorneys’ bill. There can be no difficulty about the 
matter which the gentleman from Tennessec suggests. Let the attor- 


neys settle with their clients in the way proposed, but let Congress do | 


this long-delayed justice to these claimants and pay the money to the 
parties named in the bill or their representatives. It Would give this 


| 


legislation a better standing in another body as well as a better stand- | 
ing before the country, and I appeal to my friend not to oppose the | 


amendment, but to accept it in good faith and Jet us pass this bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Maryland says this amend 
ment will commend this bill to the Senate. 
to say that in the Forty-ninth Congress, when we passed the 4th of July 
bill providing tor the payment of war claims such as these, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] offered an amendment identical 
with that which his colleague from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] has offered 
to this bill and the House adopted it. The bill went to the Senate, 
and instead of being commended to the Senate by that amendment, 
the Senate unanimously struck the amendment out. The bill came 
back here and went to a committee of conference of which the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Stone] and myself were members, accord- 
ing to my present recollection. We met the Senate conferees and agreed 
that that amendment should be stricken from the bill. The bill came 


In reply to that I want | 
| the last two words. 


| went to the attorney as a fee fi 


back to the House and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] | 


objected to its consideration. Unanimous consent was required to get 
the bill considered. We went to the gentleman from Illinois and ap- 
led to him to withdraw his objection, and about two days before 

e session closed he did so and the bill passed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, let us do our whole duty and let the Senate 
take care of itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, the suggestions made by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] are not even persuasive to 
me. lam utterly indifferent as to what the fate of this amendment 
shall be in any other place. I am more anxious that the amendment 


shall be adopted, if it commends itself to the considerate judgment of 


this House of Representatives. I know, aseverybody knows, the evils— | 


I hardly know how to measure the words that I shall use with ref- 
erence to this matter—I know the evils, the scandals, the robberies, 
that are carried on by claim agents in and about thiscity when claims 
are allowed by Congress. Every man within sound of my voice knows 
of them by information, if not directly from honestand poor claimants 
this country over, if not from the experience of some among his own 
constituents. 


\ohe 


oy 


Mr. CUTCHEON, I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
I hope this amendment will prevail. More than that, 
placed a precisely similar amendment upon the 
bill in regard to the fees of pension attorneys. known t 
every member of the House who has anything to do with pensions that 
pension attorneys have their claims collected gratuitously thi 
United States before the honest pensioner can ever touch a farthing o! 
his pension. The United States collects in this way a 


I wish we had 

pension appropriation 
It fact 
A IS wd ii 


by 
: : 
million dollar 


y 3 I trust that the Gov 
ernment of the United States is not going any further in this direction. 


year. 


In regard to the war claims now before us, the gentleman from Ten 
nessee says that the draft will be made out in the name of the claim- 
ant and will be sent to theattorney. What will theattorneydo? He 
will write a letter to the claimant ting that he holds the Treasury 


draft, and if the claimant will make out 
izing him to collect the money, he w 
mit the balance. 


a power ol attorney author 
ill take out his percentage 
It is within my personal knowledge that frequently 

the claim has been exacted in this way 
for attorneys’ fees. I trust that we shall put such a pro th 
bill as will prevent anything of that kind in regard to these war claim 
and I hope that hereafter our pensioners will be protected from this 
species of extortion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CurcHEON 
will allow me to call his attention to the fact that this House passed 
at the last session—by a unanimous vote, 1 believe—a bill to reduce 
the fees of pension attorneys to the extent, in the aggregate, of half a 
million dollarsannually. It is not the fault of this body that that bill 
is not now a law. 

[ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. CHEADLE. 


and re 


amount ol 


iso on 


I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to emphasize, if possible, 
what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYson] has said in regard to 
the necessity for thisamendment. It does seem to me that this Con 
gress ought not to consent to the passage of a bill carrying so large a 
sum of money as this without providing that every dollar of the money 
appropriated shall go to the claimants from whom it has been with 
held for a quarter of a century. I have been in Congress only a short 
time, yet 1 have been here long enough to know something of the rob- 
bery practiced by these claim attorneys. I know that in one case in 
the Fiftieth Congress more than 33 per cent. of the amount of a claim 
yr his services when they were not worth 
in fact one-tenth part of the amount he received. 


I know also that in the case of pensioners, one or two pay days pas 
after the pension is allowed before the pensioner can rr é anything, 
it being necessary that the claim of the pension attorney shali be sat- 
isfied before the pensioner can obtain one cent of the pension granted 
him by the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Yes; sometimesa whole year passes aft 


the allowance of the pension before the pensioner begins to receive any 
thing. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I submit that every c 
equity demands the adoption of the amendm 
Illinois, and I trust that it will be agreed to without dissent. 

Mr. WHEELER, Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I think the amend 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYson] ought 
to commend itself to the favorable consideration of members of the« 
House, and certainly no friend of this bill will jeopardize or delay its 
passage by opposition to the amendment under consideration, 
gentlemen argue that the amendment wiil commend the bill to the 
Senate, while others seem to argue to the contrary. I am utterly op- 
posed to shaping our legislation upon any such basis, but as the matter 
has been discussed gentlemen will recollect that the Senate inserted in 


nsideration of justice and 
nt of the gentleman from 


ot 


SOmMmC 
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the direct-tax bill an amendment almost precisely of the same tenor, | during the war is not per se essential to enable a claimant to recover 
thereby showing that they concur in the view suggested in the amend- | payment for property taken from him by the Government or its offi- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois. cials. 

Now, a moment as to the general character of this bill and a word The legislative appropriation bill of July 12, 1870, included an ap- 
in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, HoLMAN] | propriation for the payment of judgments rendered by the Court of 
and others. I want to call attention to some of the cases embraced in | Claims, but with the proviso that (see 13 Wallace, page 133)— 
this bill, and I may as well take the first case— that of Mr. Allison. The proof of loyalty required by the abandoned and captured property act, 
[ hold in my hand the report of the Southern Claims Commission, | 4nd by the sections of several acts quoted, shall be made by proof of the mat- 
This case is found on page 411, reports 71 to 74. It shows that this | ‘¢'* eauired, irrespective of the effect of any executive proclamation, pardon, 


: ; F ~~. | amnesty, or other act of condonation or oblivion. And inall cases wherejudg- 
tribunal tried this case nearly twenty years ago, and found that $2,506 | ments shall have been heretofore rendered in the Court of Claims in favor of 
was justly due to Mr. Allison. The court found the supplies were 


any claimant, on any other proof of loyalty than such as is above required and 
sold to the Government and used by the Army, and that at reasonable | provided, and which is hereby declared to have been and to be the true intent 
market prices they were worth $2,506. 


and meaning of said respective acts, the Supreme Court shall, on appeal, have 
c no further jurisdiction of the cause, and shall dismiss the same for want of ju- 

It appears from the decision that his loyalty was fully established, 
but apparently after the trial was over, or at least after the evidence 


risdiction, 

In the case of the United States rs. Klein, 13 Wallace, page 128, 
was closed, two men testified or presented affidavits that Mr, Allison | the Supreme Court held that by imposing the conditions contained in 
had used disloyal expressions, and therefore the court rejects the claim. | the proviso, Congress had encroached upon the Constitution and that 
When this claim is presented to the Court of Claims, twenty years later, 
they find that Mr. Allison was loyal and therefore entitled to the whole 


Congress had exceeded its powers. 

The Court proceeded to consider the various laws enacted by Con- 
amount of the claim; but, possibly in a spirit of compromise, they cut | gress during the war regarding property in the Southern States, and 
it down from $2,500 to $900 by reducing the prices charged for the | on page 137 the decision says: 
articles furnished; and certainly an examination of those prices will It is thus seen that, except to property used inactual hostilities, as mentioned 
convince any reasonable man that they were not too high, but that | in the first section of the act of March 12, 1863, no titles were divested in the 
they were proper and just. insurgent States unless in pursuance of a judgment rendered after due legal 

a ‘ . * a . proceedings. The Government recognized to the fullest extent the humane 
Let me urge one further consideration as showing the injustice suf- | maxims of the modern law of nations, which exempt private property of non- 
fered by claimants of this character. The value of-the supplies fur- | combatant enemies from capture as booty of war. 
nished by this man in 1863 was $2,500, which amount was at that time Even if it were true that any of the claimants whose claims you are 
justly due him. ‘Thatsum running at legal interest, compounded reg- | now considering aided the cause of the Confederacy, it is also true that 
ularly since that time, would amount to over $17,000, which is thesum | they all received a pardon from the President twenty-five years ago; 
he is now justly entitled to. And yet, after working and waiting for 


and in the opinion in the Klein case, pages 147 and 148, the court says: 
twenty-seven years, he is compelled to come here begging Congress to 


" , . : To the Executive alone is intrusted the power of pardon, and itis granted 
give him $900; and, as has been remarked, one-third of this will prob- | without limit. Pardon includes amnesty. It blots out the offense pardoned 


| 
ably go to the attorney, so that this claimant will receive not over $600 | and removes all its penal consequences. It may be g'anted on conditions. 





: , ; - * * Now, it is clear that the Legislature can not change the effect of suck 
in settlement of a claim which justly amounts to $17,000, and there are a . . = 


, 7 ‘ , s a pardon any more than the Executive can change a law. 
men on this floor who would prevent his getting the little pittance of The act of March 3, 1883, by which the cases now before us were re- 
$600 if it was in their power to do so. 


: ; : ‘ ferred to the Court of Claims, endeavored to circumvent the force and 
_ Now bear in mind that Mr. Allison has waded through two courts | effect of the decision of the Supreme Court by providing that the Court 
in his efforts to get justice, both courts finding that the articles were | o¢ Cjaims was given jurisdiction in only those cases where the claim- 
purchased and used by the Government, and the Court of Claims also | an¢ proved loyalty, and for that reason it is only such cases that are 
finding that he was always loyal, and the Southern Claims Commission ; 


eth ais 4 : : now before this body. All the legislation of Congress upon this sub- 
ae substantially the same as determined by the Court of ject has been very unjust to the citizens of the Gulf and Atlantic 


. ‘ * ‘ States. 
A great deal has been said by the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. The act of July 4, 1864, provided for the payment for quartermaster 
THOMAS] with regard to the loyalty of these claimants, and he has | sjores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the United 
also intimated that these courts were not sufficiently strict in consid- 


; ; ; States by loyal citizens in States not in rebellion. This, of course, ex- 
ering the question of loyalty, that they were careless and declared men | ¢jnded all Southern States except Kentucky and Missouri. (See Stat- 
to be loyal when according to the evidence they should have found | utes at Large, volume 13, 381.) ° 
otherwise. The joint resolution of 18, 1866, volume 14, page 360, enacted 

Had the gentleman looked into these cases and examined the evi- ie ee eet ’ oft in a 


: : that the provisions of this law— 
dence upon which the judgments of these courts were based he would Be, and the same are hereby, construed to extend to the counties of Berkeley 
never have ventured such an opinion. The facts are just the reverse. | and Jefferson, of the State of West Virginia. 
eae were almost cruel in their exactions regarding proof of The joint résolution of July 28, 1866, volume 14, page 370, provided 
os, ke _ ‘ > law— 
Why, sir, I hold in my hand one of the judgments of the Southern oe iM to the loyal citizens of the State of Tennessee 
Claims Commission with regard to the question of loyalty. Theclaim- s v i hich he en ade del ts in the oth : South 
ant proved clearly and positively that he wasa loyalman. There was |. The first law whic for th aditdie ‘ti ae Fas t iain - . = 
not one word or syllable to controvert the evidence upon this point, | States an a ih Ja co ‘Boa - = Cindi Coens the act 
All the witnesses testified that he was loyal to the United States Gov- | of March 3, 1871, which authorized the Southern 2S Vommen, 
ernment during the entire war; but the court accepted the evidence of | t as of eee a aia Lm ae 
i ati ; j i . Ww uty itsha receive,examine,and consider the justice and va i y 
: ies) sags Ab mmepleamer map ry aha ae e ones hy oc mast op Tae >| of such claims as shall be brought before them, of those citizens who remained 
» Unk | the y had been shot down and thrown | joyal adherents to the cause and the Government of the United States during 
over a precipice; and simply and solely because this man was neither 


the war, for stores or supplies taken or furnished during the rebellion for the 
shot down nor injured nor thrown over a precipice the court is not sat- | use of the Army of the United States in States proclaimed as in insurrection 
istied that he was loyal and rejects his claim. 


against the United States, including the use and loss of vessels or boats while 
I read from the third general report of the Southern Claims Com- 


employed in the military service of the United States. And the said commis- 
sioners in considering said claims sball be satisfied from the testimony of wit- 
mission, page 221. Itis thecaseof Lindsey Allen, of Franklin County, 
Here is the language of the court: 





nesses under oath or from other sufficient evidence of the loyaity and adher- 
ence of the claimant to the cause and the Government of the United States 
before and at the time = = sonia = es of the peepee for which an 

This claimant professes to have been loyal to the United States, and his wit- | ¢!#im shall be made, an wantity, quality, and value © peeperty al- 
nesses testify to his loyal reputation and to his very strong expressions of con- leged to have been taken tal furnished. (See 16 Stats., page 524.) 
demnstion of oe mpegs its london; 7u8 he was never peppenally The gross injustice done to claimants by this tribunal caused numer- 
threatened, molested, or injured on account o s Union sentiments. et one 7 
of the witnesses, who onpeuisee the opinion that Mr, Allen was a Union man, | US appeals to Congress, and on March 3, 1883, the law was enacted 
says: “Threats against Union men were constantly in circulation during the called the Bowman act, 

Section 1 provides— 


Mo ane he ay that such poeeete ease in Soret nae carried into 
effect. Five Union men were shot and thrown from a bluff within 6 or 7 miles 
of claimant, and another was hung in Marion County, Alabama, all because That whenenen aiaie on eater ta pon tiugbetees ony aa of pam 
of their Union sentiments. They were non-combatants, connected with no | *¢ td ree ethan aid Gntastainathon of taete the euuelans n i a 
army, and two of them were between sixty and seventy years old when | Vo!¥es t + Se, with the voushe rs, and docume ts rtain- 
killed.” The loyalty of the claimant and his escape from personal injury are may cause the eae itted to th: Court f Pi f the U ited Si “ - 
wholly irreconcilable with the facts above recited. ing thereto, to ramen es: e ms e tates, an 

. the same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as the court may adopt. 

When the facts shall have been found, the court shall not enter judgment 

thereon, but shall report the same tothe committee or to the House by which 
the case was transmitted for its consideration. 


Section 2 provides— ° 


That when a claim or matter is pending in ret the Executive Departments 
which mem ees eto’ one of or law, the head of = De- 
partment may transm same, vouchers, papers, proofs, and docu- 
ments ape ome: bene to said court,and the same shall be there proceeded 
in under such rules as the court may When the facts and conclusions of 
law shail have been found, the court not enter judgment thereon, but shall 


The court here virtually decides that because this man (Mr. Lind- 
sey Allen) was not killed he could not have been loyal, and because 
he was not either killed or injured the court rejects his claim. And 
this is the court which gentlemen say found men were loyal upon in- 
sufficient evidence. 

And all this cant about loyalty is flaunted before Congress in the 
face of the fact that the Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
clared over and over again that proof of loyalty to the United States 
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report its findings and opinions to the Department by which it was transmitted 
for its guidance and action. 
Section 3 provides that— 


The jurisdiction of said court shall not extend to or include any claim against 
the United States growing out of the destruction or damage to property by the 
Army or Navy during the war forthe suppression of the rebellion, or for the 


use and occupation of real estate by any part of the military or naval forces of | 


the United States in the operations of said forces during the said war atthe seat 
of war. 


Section 4 provides that— 


Unless the said court shall, ona preliminary inquiry, find that the person who 
furnished such supplies or stores, or from whom the same were taken as afore- 
said, was loyal to the Government of the United States throughout said war, 
the court shall not have jurisdiction of such cause, and the same shall, without 
further proceedings, be dismissed. 


The claims we are now considering were before the Southern Claims | 


Commission under the act of March 3, 1871, which I have cited. 
were appealed to Congress, and by that body referred to the Court of 
Claims under the act of March 3, 1883, from which I have just read; 
and that court adjudicated the cases in favor of the claimants. 

These old men have been disappointed and their cases delayed long 
enough. The injustice of Congress to these claimants is too apparent 
to be longer continued, and the limit of endurance of these poor people 
has been reached. The time has come when avote is to be taken, and 
I appeal to all men who believe in fair dealing, in honesty, in integ- 
rity, and in humanity to vote for this bill and let the struggle cease. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, permit me to say just a word, and that 
is to express the hope that gentlemen, in their solicitude to protect 
these claimants, will not consume the entire remainder of this day and 
thereby prevent them from an opportunity of getting anything at all. 
I ask for a vote. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill was Jaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now rise 
and report this bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed | 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of the | 


Whole House, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 7616, on 
the Private Calendar, had directed him to report the same to the House 
with various amendments, and, as so amended, that the bill do pass. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
off a demand for a separate vote on one of these amendments, will it? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the several amendments. 


Unless a separate vote is asked for on the amendments as they are read | of $6,368, and interest from the time of presenting transcript of the judgmentto 


they will be considered as having been agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask aseparate voteon the amendmentin relation 
to the claim of Wilson, administrator, vs. The United States. 

The SPEAKER. 
on which a separate vote is not demanded. 

The remaining amendments were read and agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment on which 
the gentleman from Indiana demands a separate vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘ Kentucky,” in line 18, strike out the words ‘“‘two hundred 


and seventy” and insert in lieu thereof the words “two thousand and one 
hundred and thirty.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. On that I ask g separate vote. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that these are amendments 
to a substitute; and the question now is on the adoption of the substi- 
tute as amended. 

The substitute as amended was adopted. 

The question recurred on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. Hor- 
MAN, there were—ayes 89, noes 8. 

Mr. HOLMAN, In view of the large preponderance of the aflirm- 
ative vote, I shall not ask a further count. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

+ TheSPEAKER,. The question recurs on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 


They | 


The adoption of the previous question will not cut 


The Clerk will report the restof the amendments | 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit 


| tee of the Whole for the further consideration of business on the Pri 


vate Calendar. 

Mr. TRACEY. Pending that motion I ask unanimous consent to 
put on its passage a bill which has passed the Senate and is included 
in this omnibus bill which has just passed the House, and also to strike 
that from the bill which has just passed Che matter to which I refer 
has passed both the Senate and the House separate 

Mr. THOMAS. I must insist on the motion 


Mr. TRACEY. I hope the gentleman will not object. This im 
| ply carrying out the intention of the Senate and the Hoi 
Mr. DUNNELL. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motionof the ¢g eman 
from Wisconsin. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 


J. F. BAILEY & CO, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis now in the Committee of the Whole 


for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, and the Clerk 
will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows 

A bill (HL. R. 3913) granting jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, no 
ing any statutory bar, of the claims of J. F. Bailey & Co. and others 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent tliat this 
bill be passed over informally without prejudice, not to lose its place 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam willing that it shall be passed over, but am 
not willing that it shall be done without prejudice. I want to get to 
the other bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. This only allows the bill to retain 
its place. 

Mr. THOMAS. Very well; I withdraw the objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was informally passed ove: 

CHARLES STOTESBURY, ADMINISTRATOR. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 


endar., 
The Clerk read as follows 


A bill (H, R. 3308) to open and set aside an order of the Courtof Claims can- 
celing a portion of a judgment against the United States, remitted through mis- 
take as to the facts in regard tothe same by claimant tothe United Stat 
to refer the matter to the Court of Claims for such further action 
shall find to be just and equitable. 


The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the order made on the 28th day of April, 1884, in the 
Court of Claims of the United States, in the case then pending in said court in 


which Charles Stotesbury, as administrator of William Stotesbury, deceased, 
was claimant, and the United States were defendacts, said case being numbered 


s, and 
said court 


| 13416, in and by which order, upon the remitting by claimant to the United 


States of the sum of $4,933, residue of the sum for which judgment was entered 
in said case on the 7th day of January, 1884, and upon the payment of the sum 


the Secretary of the Treasury, pursuant to the statute, the United States were 
acquitted of said residue, and said judgment was canceled upon said terms, be, 


| and the same hereby is, opened and set aside, and the matter referred back to 


the Court of Claims, 
Sec. 2. That the claimant have permission and opportunity, upon notice tothe 
Attorney-General of the United States,to make a motion before the Court of 


Claims, at any term thereof within one year from the passage of this act, to re- 


| store said judgment to full force and effect as to the portion thereof remitted 


and canceled, and if, upon the hearing of said motion, said court shall find that 


| said remittitur of said sum of $4,933 judgment was made by claimant through 


mistake of the facts, and that said remittitur and cancellation of said residue of 
said judgment were, and are, under all the facts and circumstances of the case, 
unjust and inequitable to the beneficiaries entitled to the said judgment, and 
that it would be just and equitable so to do, then in that case said Courtof Claims 
is authorized and empowered, and jurisdiction and authority are hereby given 


said court, to grant said motion and to restore said remitted part of said original 
judgment as a valid and existing judgment against the United States for the 
sum of $4,933; otherwise toreaflirm said order of April 28, 1884. 

Sec. 3. That in case said Court of Claims restores said remitted part of said 


original judgment as a valid and existing judgment against the United States, 
pursuant to the provisions of the second section of this act, the amount thereof 
shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any moneys in the Treas 


ury applicable to the payment of prize to captors; andif there shall not be 
money applicable for that purpose in the Treasury, or sufficient therefor, then 
the same, or any part thereof for which prize-money in the Treasury suff 
cient, shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwis« 
ated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope the report accompanying the bill he 
read. 

The report (by Mr. LAIDLAW) was read, as follows 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3308) to open 
and set aside an order of the Court of Claims canceling a portion of a judgment 
against the United States, remitted through mistake as to the facts in regard to 
the same by claimant to the United States, and to refer the matter to the Court 

| of Claims for such further action as said court shall find to be just and equi 


Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


iad 
Vie 


7 


table, respectfully report as follows : 

That a bill was introduced into the House of Representatives of the Forty 
ninth and Fiftieth Congresses embracing the same subject-matter as this bill, 
and substantially to accomplish the same ends. That it was referred to the 
Committees on Claims in said former Congresses (Forty-ninthand Fiftieth) and 
by said committees reported favorably to the House in said Forty-ninth Con 


gress, with certain amendments recommended in the report, a copy of which 
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report is hereto attached. The present nat anata te a ee the city of Petersburgh, who was a merchant there and had retired from 
vded in said report rhe present committee adop 1¢ report of the former = f ; 5 Z s 
an mittee us their own, and recommend that the present bill do pass, except- busine sas early as 154: 3. Phe principal part of his fortune consisted 


hands of Edward Barnett, esq., an attorney at Jaw and real-estate agent. 
When the Union Army came to New Orleans the first act of General 

Butler was to issue a proclamation protecting absolutely from use by the 
at Government or from confiscation the property ofprivatecitizens. Not- 
against the United States, remitted through mistake as to the facta in regard to sa ; 2 5 . -al B van ganerected 3 a 
the same by claimant to the United States, and to refer the matter to the Court | Wit hstanding that, when Genera Butler was superseded in command, 
of Claims for such further action as said court shall find tobe justand equitable, | this property was taken from Barnett by Capt. James W. McClure, and 


liouse Report No, 2172, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 


ing as to the amendments proposed in the former report, | of business real estate in the city of New Orleans. It was there in the 
Phe Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1532) to open 1] 


et aside an order of the Court of Claims canceling a portion of a judgment | 


baving considered the same, submit the following report: upon that demand by Captain McClure Barnett surrendered to him 
rhe claimant, as administrator of the estate of William Stotesbury, deceased, . : - a ; 
obtained, in 184, a jadgment in the Court of Claims against the United States money, notes, and leases belonging to Day 18, the property amounting 
for the sum of $11,301, from which jadgment the United States appealed to the | in all to $21,828. Davis was always represented to be a loyal, un- 
Supreme Court; that thereafter the claimant, through his attorney, remitted | swerving adherent of the Union. He moved from Virginia as soon as 
oes ie api } judgment ; whereupon the balance was paid by the United States | +. war closed, and died in New York. The facts in this case are set 
The claimant has produced evidence tending to show that he was induced to | (orth elaborately in this report. 
Suni sald cums ender & suistenle of eh ane See by sgncon = one Seaee Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
MSrhe — on ts of ert die he should be ‘permitted to make hlochowing What became of that money and property that were taken ? 
in the cour! which r ende red the judgment, and, if the facts warrant it, he should Mr. VENABLE. It isin the hands of the United States Govern- 
receive the am t tted ment to-day. 
The CHAIR M AN. The question is on laying the bill aside. Mr. HILL. The seeurities and all? 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, this is a most remarkable bill, and Mr. VENABLE. The securities and all; that is, if they have not 
I would like to have some explanation of it. been used by the Government. Here is a receipt from Mr. Barnett by 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No more remarkable than some | J, W. McClure for this money, for these rent notes, and for these leases. 
of the items we have already passed. Here is Mr. Armstrong’s delivery to Mr. Barnett, after the war in 1865, 
Mr. THOMAS. No; but there is no provision similar to the one in | of the property itself, but no delivery of these notes or money or bonds 
the other bill protecting the interests of the Government. which Barnett tarned over to MeClure. 
As 1 understand this bill, Mr. Chairman, there was a settlement be- Mr. HILL. I would like to ask if any application was ever made to 


tween the Government and the claimant, in order that he should not | the Government for the restoration of these securities. 

run the risk of an appeal to the Supreme Court, by which he remitted Mr. VENABLE. Not that I know of. 

acertainsum. Now he proposes to submit it to the court again and Mr. HILL. I would also like to ask whether they are valuable now 

have this sui that he remitted returned to him, on the ground of some | or not. 

misrepresentation; but the bill does not provide that in that case the| Mr. VENABLE. Here is the proof that the Government officers 

matter shall go to the Supreme Court for review. there took those notes, took the buildings and rented out those build- 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it looks very much to me as | ings to tenants during the wh le two years. 

if this judgment was paid, or the case settled, on a compromise; and Mr.WILLCOX. DolIunderstand the gentleman tosay that the Gov- 

it does not seem that it would be proper under those circumstances, | ernment has got this identical property ? 

after the claimant had received about half of his claim and got this Mr. VENABLE, No, the Government surrendered this property in 

money, which apparently was paid to him in consideration of his | 1865, It took it in 1863. 

abandoning the rest of his claim, that the Government, after it has Mr. MAISH. Except the leases, the ret notes, and the cash. 

parted with $4,000, and on that sum lost its right of appeal, appar- Mr. VENABLE. ‘They did not surrender them. 

ently as a mattes of compromise, should now be compelled to go and Mr. BREWER. I ask for the reading of the report. 

adjudicate the whole matter over again, when it has parted with half Mr. MAISH. It isa very long report. 

of the money, when the whole claim might have been decided adversely Mr. HILL. I think it had better be read. 

to the claimant if the whole matter had gone up at first. Mr. VENABLE. This is a unanimous report made by Mr. THomas, 
Mr. WILI©COX. Mr. Chairman, thechairman of thecommittee hav- | the chairman of the committee. 

ing this matter in charge [Mr. LAIDLAW] is not present in the House Mr. HILL. How much is the amount? 

to-lay, and I think it would be unfair to dispose of it without his Mr. VENABLE. Twenty-one thousand eight hundred and twenty- 

being present to explain the bill. It is a matter that I am not familiar | eight dollars and thirty-three cents. 

with, although I am on the same committee. I therefore move that Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, this case comes from the Commit- 

this bill be passed without prejudice at this time. tee on War Claims, and the report was made by myself. It is acopy 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. W1Lt- | of reports made in several Congresses, both in the House and in the 

cox ] moves that this bill be laid aside without losing its place on the | Senate. At the time I made it [ supposed there was no question as to 

Calendar. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears | the loyalty of this man, Mark Davis. I will say to the House that 


none. since there has been a question raised I have very carefully investigated 
The Clerk will report the next bill. the matter, dnd am still of the opinion that there ought to be no ques- 
HEIRS OF MARK DAVIS, DECEASED. —s hem rem This is <sanee —_— = only oe 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4496) for | out the whole matter is a question as to whether wane Was toys: 
the relief of the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased. ornot. The facts are that he had property in New Orleans—a large 
The bill was read. as follows: number of houses and stores—that were taken possession of, he being 


Whereas it is shown that the military authorities of the United States in com- | 9” old gentleman, : iding in the Btate of Virginia, the property 
mand of the city of New Orleans, on the 23d day of February, 1863,demsndedand | Was used and occupied by the Federal troops. 
received, at the said city of New Orleans, from the agent of Mark Davis, a loyal The rent that the property had been fetching, the amount of money 


Gtizen of the United Statesthen residing at Petersburgh, in the State inia, for which it was rented, was accounted for by the Government. . The 
certain personal property, consisting in part of fifty-five promissory notes of the ~ : 
queentand value in the 6, without interest, and deducting certain in- | property had been rented and notes given for the rent, and after the 


dorsements thereon, of $27,383.38, and | currency to the amount of $275.30, | notes became due the Government took them up and said, ‘* We will 
and also demanded and received of certain real estate belongi Lg ; had this perty fro P. the rent, beca 
said Mark Davis, and subsequently collected eertain rents for the use an relieve the men who a hi ~“ h 7 ee ee ponienne “ong 
eupation of the same, the amount whereof does not clearly appear, all of which | Weare occupyingit.’’ SoIthink thereisnoquestion about the amount. 
said personal property and real estate were duly receipted. for by the officer re- Now, I made investigation of the Confederate archives to find if there 


ceiving thesame; and was any other man by the name of Mark Davis. I made that inquiry 
parian ane constitu residunty legatees afte eaaiey SherucommeTein evtsin | After I had made the report, and consequently it did not appear in the 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- | report. The fact is that the Confederate archives show the following, 


th land directed to pay to the residua legatees named in the last. will rmed Seer NF 
Soliman of Mark Davis, deceased, or to their heirs and out of any as I am info by a letter of the etary of War of February 2 -, 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $21,828.33, that 1890: 

being the face amount and value of the promissory notes and cash so taken: One Mark Davis subscribed $3,000 to the Confederate States loan, at Rich- 
Provided, That the payment of the said amount to the said resid mond, Va, 

their heirs or assigns, shall be received as fall acquittance and a discharge at One M, Davis subscribed $300 toConfederate States loan, at Richmond, Va. 
all claim or demand against the United States growing out of orin any way One M. Davis, of Liberty, Va., paaew § arms for use of the Old Dominion 


connected with the said taking, whether of the personal property or real estate. on signed a petition for the a tanner, and as of the 
Mr. HOLMAN, - I think the report should be read. ar committee for Redford Coun nin, volunteered (on behalf of eltizens 
om wl Libety, Va.) to take care of wounded soldiers. 
tig ere I -- report is wae po es One M. —o Con we scored a= Company D, Ninth or Nineteenth Ten- 
-Mr,. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. think there shou some | nessee Ca nfederate States army. 
explanation of this bill. I understand it is a bill for the relief of the gg omy | Liberty, so Ge > Cine ee a _ 
heirs of Mark Davis. M1 Davis (same signature as above) at Lynchburgh, Ve.,for hire of oo eos 
Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Vew anit] will M. (his x mark) Dayis, at Danville, Va., for building a bake-oven. 
be able to state the facts, as I understand it, o Mr. BREWER. Where did this man live? 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask for the reading of the Mr. THOMAS. He lived at Petersburgh, Va. Now, all the neigh- 


Mr. VENABLE. This is the claim of the heirs of k Davis, of | bors, acquaintances, and friends of this man say that he was an old 
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man atthis time. He is now deceased. They say he had retired from | city of New Orleans was uate had on | 
business, and that he had exhibited his loyalty to such a degree us to | August, 14 a ' ( eI 
become unpopular in the neighborhood where he lived. His financial | alter his } imation of M 
agents made oath that they handled all his funds and money during | of property of whi r kind eld inv bic 
the rebellion and that he made no such loans, and that this is not the | laws of t United 8 7 
map. I will read one of the affidavits, and there are a great many of | or, in face of the a of ¢ , 
ther 1862, make any order as \ r 

It is as follows: ve, Union Bank, 

' ' r 

The depenent, M. M. Davis, now of the city of New York, b » reside: but 1 am ik to { 
Petersburgh, Va., from April, 1861, to 1865, says that he is a ne] f th stances din vie 1 
Mark Davia, sr., whose claim is now pending before the House of Repres« ‘ ovalls uld have b 
tive r money collected by the Federal officers for his rent of property in New on we ear 
Orleans during the war. That he was the finaucial agent of the i Mar} whether! LV 
Davis, sr., from January 1, 1861, till 1875. That he knew all the fina : ts of | come tolook atit, isoverw ne that he 
his said uncle and was intimately acquainted with all his transaction rhe | ashecribed to the Confederate loan. that he v 
affiant further says that his uncle, Mark Davis, sr., did not, on the 26th day of . = eal s ae : eae so 
December, 1862, or at any other time, subscribe $3,000 or any other sum to the | any Gisioyal act, tie Was soyal tnrougnou 
Confederate States loan, and for the following reasons: _ | that he was not subject to military duty. Te d ne 

First. The said Mark Davis always, without exception, signed his name Mark disloval He and his fam were knew! the neighbor Las t 
Davia, sr., and no name of Mark Davis without the senior can be his name or | ~ - : ae — o ——s ar . 
signature. In examination of his papers ! find his signature was invariably | Nien, and then and for a good man) ea ithey were un 

~ Mark Davis, sr., and this was to distinguish him from other Mark Davises. It | han on account of their loyaity 

was a very common name, and he had a nephew named Mark Davis. Mr. HILI Will the gentleman pern 

Second, His property was chiefly in New Orleans. When General Butler took S = : M . eee on re ees 

ossession of the city in May, 1462, his main source of income was cut off i Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, Mr. Chai e sha 
fe was not able to make and pay a subscription of $3,000. upon this bill without further delay. 

Third, He was a foreigner and was loyal to the United States Government. Mr. BUCHANAN. of New ge Was this property se . 
He had no confidence in the success of the Confederate cause, and would not | ee ee aaa Sr eae 
have invested in a cause that he felt was bound to fail. ie the Butler administration in New Orleans é 

Fourth, That said Mark Davis,sr., placed his money with me and made his | administration? 
payment through me during the period of the war. No sum could have been | Me THOMAS. Under thecubsscuent administration. 

aid as a subseription to Confederate loan without my knowledge, and I never | . a i ag 

new or heard of such subscription or loan. Mr. HILL. If that is so, then the decision which you 

M. M. DAVIS would not be in point. 
Now, a number of the affidavits are from Mark Davis’s neighbors. Mr. THOMAS. Oh, yes. The decision is that General Butler 


This is the affidavit of his nephew, and there is also the affidavit of an- | ing made and published his proclamation, ait r tha > wa 
other nephew who was with this nephew, and they transacted all his protected, and any subsequent commander at New Orlean 
financial business, The fact that this man at that time was known in | the other course and seized the property 
his neighberhood as a Union man, and that the whole family was so 


‘ 


43wio 
of the citizen violated the 


unintentionally perhaps, and his actions were void, and that the pa 
known; the fact that there are in Virginiaa great many men by the | was entitled to recover. 
name of Mark Davis; the fact that this man, Mark Davis, sr, invari-| Mr. HILL. 1 understood you to say that the subsequent comman 
ably signed his name Mark Davis, sr., wherever he subscribed it, and | at New Orleans, General Banks, I believe, revoked that order \ 
the fact that there is no other evidence to show that he is the man re- | eral Butler. 
ferred to in the Confederate archives, convinces me beyond areasonable | Mr. THOMAS. No, I did not say that. 
doubt; and taking that in connection with the fact that the gentleman Mr. BANKS. I do not remember that I ever revoked any order ¢ 
from Virginia [Mr. VENABLE] has personally examined the matter, [| General Butler 
am of the opinion that thereis no probability of thisman beingthe man | Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 1 wish to ask the gentleman 


mentioned in the Confederate archives. 

There is another thing, Mr. Chairman, that I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to. If by any accident it should prove that this 
man was the man mentioned in the Confederate archives, we have the 
decision of the Supreme Court to show that he is entitled to this amount 
notwithstanding. The fact is that when New Orleans was captured | 00 treasonable offense against the United States. He and anumber: 
General Butler issued a proclamation declaring that property of citizens | others asked and obtained pardon; but it was conceded by his neigh 
sliould be protected and should not be confiscated or taken except | at the time that he made the application under the advice of ait 
through the regular channels of the court. Afterwards a new com- neys for the reason that it was feared by some that the mere fact of 
mander came into possession of New Orleans, reversed that order, and | dence in a hostile territory might be regarded as an offense requirii 
took the property, especially that of citizens not there, and devoted it pardon. 
to the use of the Government. This property was taken in that way. | Mr. BANKS. And because pardon and amnesty were necessary to 

1. The Supreme Court of the United States decided in 1864 that the | secure his safety afterwards 
military occupation of the city of New Orleans by the forces of the | Mr. THOMAS. Yes; and, as is suggested by the gentleman fror 
United States after the dispossession of the rebels from that imme- | Massachusetts, because the pardon was necessary to secure the safety 
diate region in May, 1862, may be considered as having been substan- of his person and property, whether he had been in tl 
} 


whether this Mark Davis did not subsequently apply to the Genet 
Government for a pardon, and whetherhe did not receive a pardo: 
Mr. THOMAS. It appears that he did. He had lived in a Stat 
that was in insurrection, and he felt that that fact would warrant hir 
in asking a pardon. but he stated at the time that he had committ 


Te 


1 toe re bellion or m 
tially complete from the publication of General Butler’s proclamation i 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If the Government took possession and he 
of the 6th (dated on the ist) of that month; and all the rights and | possession of the property of a person who was i ] was not 
obligations resulting from such occupation, or from the terms of the | that, in effect, a practical confiscation of the proj 1 did not th 
proclamation, existed from the date of that proclamation. | fact obviate the objection that the property had not bee yndem! 

2. This proclamation, in announcing, as it did, that ‘‘all rights of | by process of law? 
property ’’ would be held ‘‘ inviolate, subject only to the laws of the| Mr. THOMAS. The law provided that in districts: i] 


United States,’’ and that “all foreigners not naturalized, claiming al- 


Government of the United States, not the theate 
legiance to their respective governments, and not having made oath of 


leans was in possession of the Army of the United States, the cor t 


allegiance to the government of the Confederate States,’’ would be | should be by process of law. They proceed against a man in the: 

* protected in their persons and property as heretofore under the laws | charging him with being a rebel against the | nt and aski 
of the United States,’’ did but reiterate the rules established by the | in court that it be so adjudged and his proj n ated. In 
legislative and executiveaction of the National Government, and which | that way his property mig! taken me ( ce 


may also be inferred from the policy of the war in respect to the por- | cided that after General Butler h: 
tions of the States in insurrection occupied and controlled by the troops | property rights should be held sacre 


acred, and that property should t 
of the Union. It was the manifestation of a general purpose, which confiscated by the Army, but should be left to process of lav 
seeks the re-establishment of the national authority and the ultimate | after that proclamation was issued, which wasa proclamation of va 
restoration of States and citizens to their national relations under bet- | to the inhabitants, declaring that their property should be protected 
ter forms and firmer guaranties without any view of subjugation by | any takingof property by the military force was null and void. How 
conquest. ~ | ever, I do not base this claim upon that groun I base it upon th 

3. Substantial, complete, and permanent military occupation and | !oyalty of this Mark Davis, for | do not lx s there is anything tha 
control, as distinguished from one that is illusory, imperfect, and tran- | can be shown against it. 
sitory, works the exception made in the act of July 13, 1861, which | Mr. SMITH, of Illinois re the gentleman from Wiseonsin [ M1 


s he 
in this case and prepared the report, and as he 
has been a Union soldier himself, I wish to ask | 
isfied from the evidenc 


excepts from the rebellious condition those parts of rebellious States | TuoMAs] takes his seat | would like toask him one question. A 
“from time to time oceupied and controlled by forces of the United | examined the evidence 
States engaged in the dispersion of the insurgents;’’ and such military | 
occupation draws after it the full measure of protection to persons and | 
property consistent with a necessary subjection to military government. | his Government. 
(The Venice, 2 Wallace, pages 258 and 259. ) | Mr. THOMAS. Beyond adoubt. 

A military commander commanding the department in which the Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. That is all. 


¢ him whether he is sat- 


e that this claimant was a Union man, loyal to 
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The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 
NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMMITTEE. ° 
Mr. BOWDEN. ‘The next bill on the Calendar is a House bill for 
the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee. A Senate bill sim- 
ilar in substance has come over to the House and been favorably re- 
ported here. I suggest that the Committee of the Whole consider the 
Senate bill instead of the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection, that will be done. 
hears no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (5. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the Norfolk County ferry committee, of Nor- 
folk, Va., outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $42,300, that being the amount collected by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment of the United States Army as tolls and ferriages for the transportation of 
civilians, their animals and freights, for three years and eleven months, ex- 
cepting elght days, beyond the current expenses and repairs of said ferry, as 
found by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case is long, and 
if the committee will indulge me I can state the claim in a few words. 

This is a bill to pay the amount of the finding of the Court of Claims 
in favor of the Norfolk County ferry committee. This ferry, the boats 
of which ply between the cities of Norfolk and Portsmouth, is the prop- 
erty of the corporation of Norfolk County and the city of Portsmouth. 
The profits realized from the running of the ferry go to the support of 
the free schools of Norfolk County and Portsmouth. In May, 1862, 
the Federal authorities took possession of this property and used it 
both for civilian travel and for the transportation of troops and muni- 
tions of war. It was a very valuable franchise and paid very largely. 

The Government has never given to the owners any compensation 
for the use of that property, although it was within the Union lines 
and not at the seat of war, that section of country being at the time 
represented in this House and also at the other end of the Capitol. Al- 
though after the war a settlement was sought, yet it was denied by the 
various departments until finally the claimants made an appeal to 
Congress. They have been urging this appeal for the last ten or twelve 
years. The claim was referred to the Court of Claims, and was there 
inguired into. It embraces no charge to the Government for the trans- 
portation of troops or munitions of war, but simply compensation for 
the civilian travel while the Government occupied the property. The 
net profit on this civilian travel, according to the award of the court, 
was $42,300. 

Having thus briefly stated the case, I will gladly answer any ques- 
tions in regard to it. 

The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM JEWELL COLLEGE, MISSOURI, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1574) 
for the relief of William Jewell College, of Liberty, Clay County, Mis- 
souri. 

The bill, with the amendments reported by the Committee on War 
Claims, was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the trustees of William Jewell College, of Lib- 
erty, Clay County, Missouri, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $5,200, in compensation for the use, occupation, and 
demages to the college building while used by the United States Army, subse- 
quent to September 16, 1861: Provided, That the said sum be accepted in full 
payment of all claims against the United States down to the date of the pas- 
sage of this act. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


Strike out the words “ five thousand two hundred,” line 7, and insert “two 
thousand two hundred;"’ strike out the words ‘‘and damages to,” line 8, and 
insert the word “‘and”’ after the word “use,” line 8, and insert the word “‘of,”’ 
line 8, after the word “ occupation.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. The effect of these amendments is to reduce the 
amount appropriated tothe extent of $3,000, and to strike out all 
compensation for damages. 

Mr, HILL. I ask that the report be read or that the circumstances 
of the case be stated. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, this bill, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, appropriates $2,200 to the trustees of William 
Jewell College, located at Liberty, Mo. This amount is appropriated 
as compensation for the use of the college building and grounds as a 
hospital by United States troops after the battle of Blue Mills, in 
1861, and also for the use of the college and grounds in the summer of 
1862 by the Fifth Missouri Cavalry, commanded by Col. William R. 
Penick. 

A Member. ‘This is to pay for rent and occupation ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; rent and occupation. No allowance for 
damages is included in the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Was there any contract, or was this property 
simply taken and used ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was taken and used by the military forces. 
The bill provides simply for the payment of rent. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is first on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The Chair 





The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS BLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 1512) 
for the relief of the heirs ot Thomas Black. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the sum of $4,617.60 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, to be paid to the heirs of the late Thomas Black, deceased, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in compensation for prop- 
erty taken by the naval forces of the United States during the war of the rebell- 
ion from the said Thomas Black, a loyal citizen of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania) was read, as fol- 
lows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1512) for 
the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black, report as follows: 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report from the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth Congress, a copy’ 
of which is hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 


{House Report No. 2677, Forty-eighth Congress, second session. | 


Under the act of March 3, 1871, this claim was filed by Thomas Black, a native. 
of Maine, who had moved to South Carolina prior to the late war, and had ac- 
quired property on Edisto Island in that State. When the claim was filed, Mr. 
Black was old and infirm, and died September 25, 1877, paves three daughters, 
and leaving no personal property to be administered, ax all the parties were 
very poor at the time of his death. 

According to law, the commissioners could not receive testimony after March 
10, 1879. Owing to the death of Mr, Black and the poverty of his three daugh- 
ters, there was no administration until May 13, 1879, and the testimony was 
then taken and filed with the commissioners May 17, 1879; but the commission- 
ers did not consider or act upon the testimony on the ground that it was filed 
too late, and they had no jurisdiction to act upon it. There was no adverse 
action on the claim itself, 

The first question, then, is, should the claim be now considered, if otherwise 
meritorious, notwithstanding the proof was filed two months and seven days too 
late for the commission to exercise jurisdiction? It appears that the death of 
this old man, poor and infirm, and the leaving in poverty three daughters, suf- 
ficiently accounts for the delay, since there was no person competent to press 
the claim until May 13, 1879, and the testimony was filed in four days after ad- 
ministration granted; and especially should the United States be lenient in the 
ease of this claim, when it is so clearly and conclusively shown that Thomas 
Black was one of the few inthe South who remained at all times loyal to the 
Union during the war. 

This brings us to consider the proof of his loyalty. This should be clearly 
established, for there is a presumption that one who resided in the Confederate 
lines during the war was not loyal to the Union, although there were several 
loyal men who were so resident at Charleston, 8. C., and who were well known 
to besuch. Among them,as appearsfrom the testimony, was James L. Petigru, 
esq., theablest lawye~ of his day in the State; and the loyalty of Thomas Black, 
an humble citizen, is fully established by the testimony of Hon, Charles Mac- 
beth, mayor of Charleston during the war, and of Hon. James B. Campbell, a 
poaiaes citizen of Charleston, who was elected to the United States Senate 

y the first South Carolina Legislature which convened after the war had ended, 
and by other reliable witnesses. 

Mr. Black was arrested and confined by order of General Ripley, command- 
ing the Confederate forces in and near Charleston, on account of his adherence 
to the cause of the Union, and with difficulty obtained his release from impris- 
onment, as he would not declare adherence to the Confederate cause. On this 

int of loyalty there does not seem to be any room for doubt from the evidence. 

he claim arises as follows: Mr. Black’s home was on Edtsto Island, and the 
Confederate forces ordered him to leave the island, which was about to fallinto 
the hands of the United States forces. He was thus compelled togod to Charles- 


ton, but returned to the island to look after his property, when was taken 
by armed negro troops on board the United States gunboat Penguin, whence 
he was released through the kind offices of Captain Boutelle, then of the United 


States Navy, and now of the Coast Survey, who states that he was released with- 
out parole and unconditionally, the only instance of the kind that he remem- 
bers to have occurred. é : 

The soldiers who landed at Edisto [sland, after occupying it, teve down tne 
houses on Mr. Black's plantation in order to use the lumber for Government 
purposes, and also took for the Government use a large barge, a pile-driver, a 
cart and harness, and the provision crop of Mr. Black. These articles, with 
some others taken, were for the convenience and use of the Army. 

The barge was a 14-oared boat, 45 feet long, and was worth $375, and the pile- 
driver $278, according to the testimony of Gierkes Deignan, an expert of forty 
ae experience in ship and boat building. The items ofthe claim are proven 

y an eye-witness, and the values are substantiated testimony of several 
witnesses, excepting the lumber charged for in the claim. While it is in evi- 
dence that this lumber was taken and used by the United States troops, yet the 
quantity of lumber is not given, and we therefore do not consider this item 

roven. 
- The rest of the claim appears to us to be fully established,and we therefore 
recommend that the bill do pass, with the following amendment as to the 
amount: Strike out ‘$992.60 and insert instead thereof “ $617.60,” so that the 
claim shall be reduced from $4,992.60 to $4,617.60. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DAVID B, SANDERS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 
endar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of the heirs of David B, Sanders, deceased. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay tothe heirs of David B. Sanders, deceased, !ate of 
Livingston County, Kentucky, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise the sum of $3,357.50, for fuel, forage, lumber, and brick fur- 
nished to and used by the Army of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. Stone, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill R. 2960) for 
the relief ofthe heirs of David B. Sanders, deceased, rts as follows: 

This isa claim for quartermaster stores furnished Army of the United 
States during the late war. Claim stated at $5,000. 

Claimant filed his claim in the office of the Quartermaster-General for adjudica- 











1890. 





tion under the act of July 4, 1864. The claim was given to Special Agent J. ©. | 
Dougherty for examination and report; and on December 26, 1874, he reported 
to the Quartermaster-General that the decedent's loyalty was established, and 
recommended payment for the following stores: 

For 40 tons of hay, at $15 ......... 


«| 
puuaduddleoessseccowss $600. 00 
For 2 tons of Hungarian grass, at $15 











ov esnees 1.00 
For 2,500 binds fodder...... ...........-. 37.50 
For 600 cords wood, at $2.50... eleven 1,500. 00 
For 8,000 feet of lumber, at $20....... .......... 160.09 





For 55,000 feet of lumber, at $ 
For 6,000 brick, at $8........ 


30. 00 


Di insacen ebiighittipediits 
Sbdeateepenoesens 480, 00 


' 

} 

Amounting to Ieacwindedteininnkioeninie «a. 3,357.50 

Col. James A. Ekin, deputy quartermaster-general, transmitted the claim to | 

the Quartermaster-General with a recommendation that the claim be suspended, | 

and no action has been taken on said claim. 

Your committee are satisfied that the claimant was a loyal citizen, and that 

stores of the value ot $3,357.50 were taken and used by the Army of the United 

States, and report back the bill and recommend its passage with the following 
amendment: 

Strike out the word “heirs” i 

\ 

} 

| 

| 


wherever it occurs in the bill and insert in lieu | 
thereof the word “ estate.”’ 


The amendment recommen ed by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN N. DORR, SR. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on tke | 
Calendar. | 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr. | 
The bill is as follows: | 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is lrereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to John N. Dorr, senior, of Crittenden County, 
State of Kentucky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $150, for one horse taken from him by the United States Army 


during the late war. e 


The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 2917) for 
the relief of John N. Dorr, sr., report as follows: 

That the claim is for a horse taken from the claimant by the Army of the 
United States during the late war. Claim stated at $150. | 

The proof filed in support of the bill shows that in 1563 the command of Colo- | 
nel Johnson, United States Volunteers, took from the claimant one horse of | 
the value of $150, for which he has not been paid. The loyalty of the claimant 
and the value of the horse are established by the best citizens of Crittenden 
‘County, Kentucky. 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


L. CAIN ET AL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on the 


Calendar. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 
A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the respective sums of money as hereinatter provided to the re- 
spective persons named herein, or to their heirs or legal representatives, to wit, 
for cotton taken by order of General A. E. Burnside to strengthen the fortifica- 
tions at Knoxville, Tenn., November 17 and 18, 1863, to wit, J. L. Cain, 6 bales, 
2,269 pounds, at 75 cents per pound, $1,701.75; Hugh G. Kyle, administrator of 
A, A. Kyle, deceased, 7 bales, 3,500 pounds, at % cents per pound, $2,625; Alex- | 
ander Kennedy, 10 bales, 4,500 pounds, at 75 cents per pound, $3,375; W.C. Hazen, | 
surviving partner of G. M, Hazen, deceased, 34 bales, 17,303 pounds, at 75 cents 
per pound, $12,975. 


The report (by Mr. Stone, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2990) for 
the relief of J. L. Cain and others, report as follows: 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises wil be found stated in House | 
report from the Committee on War Claims of the Fiftieth Congress, a copy of | 
which is hereto annexed for information. r 


Your committee adopt the said report as their own and report back the bill | 
and recommend its passage. 


[House Report No, 3190, Fiftieth Congress, first session. } 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 97) for the | 
relief of J. L. Cain and others, report as follows: 
The committee find the facts of this case fully and accurately stated in Senate 
report from the Committee on Claims of the present Congress, which report is 
hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 


Your committee adopt the said report as their own and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 


[Senate Report No. 778, Fiflieth Congress, first session. | 

The committee to whom was referred the biil (S. 97) tor the relief of James L. 
Cain, A. A. Kyle, Alexander Kennedy, and W.C. Hazen, surviving partners of 
G.M. Hazen & Son, bave carefully investigated the facts bearing upon the relief 
asked by said bill and find that the Committee on War Claims of the House of 
Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress referred these several claims to 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1483. 

The fullowing are the facts found by the record of the Court of Claims, as 
shown by certificate of their findings certitied on the 25th of November, 187 
[Court of Claims. Congressional Case No. 358. James L. Cain, A. A. Kyle, 


Alexander Kennedy,and W.C.Hazen,surviving partner of G.M.Hazen & 
Son, vs. The United States. } 


FINDINGS OF FACT, 
Ata Court of Claims held in the city of Washington on the 16th day of May 
_ 1887, the court filed the following findings of fact, to wit: P : 
This case, referred to the court by the Committee on War Claims of the House | 
of Representatives March 4, 1885, was submitted on briefs and arguments by J. | 
F. Kenney, esq., for claimants, and Robert A. Howard, esq., Assistant Attor- | 
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| ernment of the United States during the entire war ; 
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ney-General, and Edward W. Watson, esq 


of the Department of Justice, for the 
defendants, and the court finds the facts to be as follows: 
I 
The claimants were residents and citizens of Tennessee, and throughout the 


war of the rebellion were 


loyal to the Government of the United States, and 
did not give any aid or co 


nfort to the rebellion 
Il. 


About the Ist of September 


1863 


Knoxville was o« pied by United States 
forces under the command of Maj. Gen. A. E, Burnside 
In November following a Confederate armv, under the command of General 


Longstreet, was on a march to attack it. 
A large amount of military stores had, in the mean 
but no sufficient fortifications had as yet been « 


lf, 


gency the following cotton belonging to the several claimants, 
with cotton of other parties, in the city of Knoxville, was furnished or taken 
and used under the direction of the engineer officers for the use of the Army 
Six bales, of 2,269 pounds, belonging to said J. L. Cain. 
Seven bales, of 3,500 pounds, belonging to said A. A. Kyle. 
Thirty-four bales. of 17,300 pounds, belonging to said George Haze 
fen bales, of 4,500 pounds, belonging to said Alexander Kennedy, 
lV. 


The cotton so taken was effectively used for the defense of the city. 

After the repulse of the enemy, the claimants applied to General Schofield, 
who had succeeded General Burnside in command, for the return of their cot- 
ton. But, instead of returning it, it was disposed of,as appears in Finding V, 
under the following order 


icted 


been deposited there, 
onstr 


In this emer 


Special Orders, No. 57 


ITEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE OLO 
ville, February 
The chief quartermaster of this department will proceed to collect all 
cotton that has been used in the construction of fortifications and for other pur 
poses in the vicinity of Knoxville, not absolutely necessary for the public serv 
ice, and ship the same to Louisville, to be turned over to the chief quarte: 
master, there to be disposed of forthe benefit of the Government according to 


Ano 26, 1864 
v2 2 


| existing regulations. 


He will also take the necessary steps to ascertain the parties to whom such 
cotton may have belonged, the amount taken from each. party, their loyalty 
and give the proper vouchers therefor, according to the loyalty of each. 

Brigadier-General Tillson will render such assistance as may be in his power 
to the quartermaster to enable him to carry 


out this order. 
Rv command of Major-General Schofield 


HENRY CUSTISS, A, A. G. 
wa 

rhe cotton was taken by General Burnside, November 25, 1863, but the order 
of General Schofield to gather up from the fortifications was not issued until 
February 26, 1864. Nearly four months elapsed from the first taking before thips 
order was fully executed. The waste in the mean while was found to be large. 
Of the 313 bales originally taken from alli the citizens only 218 bales were saved 
What became ofthe % bales of deficiency does not definitely appear. 
have been taken by the soldiers to fill their bunks; some used to calk pon 
toons; some lost by pillages, and much worn out and used up in the works 

Of the 218 bales recovered, 40 were used by the medical department; 158 stored 
by the quartermaster near the railroad depotawaiting shipment were accident 
ally set on fire by boys playing in its vicinity, and all, with the exception of 
about 20 bales, consumed, Twenty bales were shipped to the chief quarte: 
master at Louisville. What became of the other 20 bales does not appear. 

Nor does it appear from which one of the citizens the cotton lost, burned, sold, 
used had been originally taken. 











some 


or 
VI. 

Said cotton so taken, or furnished, from the claimants was never returned to 
them, nor have they received any compensation therefor. The market value 
of the cotton at the time and place was 75 cents a pound, amounting to the sev 
eral parties as follows : 
Fo Tee CIE eevircsvconcoesen 


, $1, 701.75 
W.C. Hazen, survivy 1 


ing partner of G. M. Hazen & Son 


2, 975, 00 

A.A. Kyle ° Sevpccoenncese a ‘ odeasiat 2, 625. 00 

Alexander Kennedy.. 3. 375.00 
By THe Cour’, 


A true copy. 
Test, this25th day of November 
SEAL 


A.D 


13, 
JOHN RANDOLPH 

issistant Clerk Court of Claims 
The findings of fact clearly show that the claimants were loyal to the Gov 
that the property taken 
from them by General Burnside in order to meet the cmergency which arose 
by reason ofthe advance of General Longstreet's army was intended by the com 
manding general to be compensated for, as is shown by the second clause of 
Special Orders, No.57,in which he says: *‘ He will also take the necessary steps 
to ascertain the parties to whom such cotton may have belonged, the amount 
taken from each party, their loyalty, and give the proper vouchers therefor ac 
cording to the loyalty of each.” 

After the emergency had passed that induced the general commanding to 
seize and use this cotton, the claimants applied to General Schofield to return 
the same to them, instead of doing which he ordered it to be taken to Louisville 
to be turned over to the Quartermaster-General, to be disposed of for the benefit 
of the Government. 

Your committee, under these circumstances, can see no just reason why the 
action of the agents of the Government, under the facts found by the Court of 
Claims, should not impose upon the United States the obligation to pay to the 


| claimants the value of the property taken by the Government from them 


Your committee would therefore recommend that the bill be amended 
line 10, after the words “to wit,”’ by striking out “I,” 
in line 22, by striking out ‘‘seven”’ and inserting and in line 23, by 
striking out all after the word “dollars,” and that the title be amended so as to 
read, * For the relief of J. =. Cain and others,"’ and as so amended the bill is re 
ported tavorably with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move that the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let meask the gentleman what amount is carried 
by the bill. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 


and inserting 1.: and 


five 


About $20,000. 
I remember that we passed a bill in the last Con 


| gress covering some of this cotton. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; there were several bills passed 
at different times in regard to this matter. 








Mr. CUTCHEON. How are you able to identify the cotton ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 1 am not able to identify it. The Gov- 
ernment did that for itself, and the gentlemen from whom the cotton 
was taken established their claim before the court; and all, with the 
exception of the four who are named in this bill, have been paid. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What rate does the committee recommend ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Seventy-five cents a pound—what it was 
found to be worth at the time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, On what theory do you propose to pay 75 cents 
a pound ? 

Mr STONE, of Kentucky. On the theory that the court found it 
to be worth that price atthe time it wastaken. In fact, soon afterwards 
it was worth over a dollar a pound. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That may be; but I happen to know something 
about this cotton myself, as I said in the last Congress. I was there 
in Knoxville when the cotton was taken and used for fortifications. It 
might have been worth 75 cents a pound if they could have gotten it 
out to market, but I would like to know how, in the condition that 
East Tennessee was in at that time, they could have found a market 
for the cotton. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
I was there, too. [Langhter. | q 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, but on the other side of the cotton. 
[ Langhter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes; the gentleman was on the inside 
and I wason the outside of the fortifications at that time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, Fort Sanders and this cotton was between 
us at that time, Iam glad tosay. [ Langhter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then did not my friend get the benefit of the 
cotton ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; I was very glad to get the benefit of it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Did not you think your breastworks were worth 
75 cents a pound at that time? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. This is a just claim, Mr. Chairman, and it ought 
to be paid. One similar to it bas already been paid in the last Con- 
gress. I sincerely hope there will be no question about its payment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The only point I am making is as to whether, 
under the circumstances, it was worth 75 cents a pound. I know the 
cotton was taken for the purpose named. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It was worth that to any man inside of the 
breastworks, was it not? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; it was probably worth that to me, at least 
the bale I was behind. [laughter. ] 

But if the committee has deliberately decided on the that it 
was worth that, I have not any objection to paying for the cotton. I 
know that there was some very loyal people in Tennessee at that 
time, and I know the cotton was used for that purpose, because I was 
behind one of the bales myself, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly there were times when 
cotton was worth many times ever 75 cents fer such purposes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection, so faras my lar bale 
is concerned, to paying for it. I think it was worth fully that. Cer- 
tainly I thought so then. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I have some objections to this bill. 
From the finding of the court it dees not appear what became of a por- 
tion of the deficiency of 75 bales, which wasalleged to exist, Ithonght 
it was a little doubtiul as to where the cotton had gone. The court 
found that it was taken and never returned to the parties. It struck 
me at the time that this ought to go in and be paid for out of the cot- 
ton jund, instead of making an appropriation from the Treasury, and 
I would like to see the bill so amended, if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will consent to amend it, by providing for the payment out of 
the cotton fund. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It would be useless to do that, because 
this cotton was taken possession of by the Government, and but a 
smal! quantity of it was sold and the proceeds turned into the Treas- 
ury. What is known as the ‘‘ cotton fund”’ in the Treasury was cot- 
ton that was actualiy sold by the Government, and it would be very 
unfair to the people who are interested in that fund to require cotton 
taken and used under the circumstances that this was taken and used 
=. be paid out of that fund, It would be taking the money that be- 
ongs to somebody else and appropriating it to this purpose. 

Mr. THOMAS. Very well; I will = insist. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had had under consideration sundry billson the Private 
Calendar and had directed him to report the same to the House with 
various recommendations. 


I understood the gentleman was there. 


HOUR OF MEETING SATURDAY. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Pending action on these bills, I 
would like to ask unanimous consent that anextra hour be allowed for 
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debate only upon the eight-hour adjustment bill, and that for that 
purpose the House meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning; and that 
immediately after the reading of the Journal debate upon that bill be 
in order, but that no vote be taken before 12 o’clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The consideration of the bill to go on as usual in 
the morning hour, after that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And the morning hour to com- 
mence whenever the bills on the Speaker’s table are disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey asks unzoimous 
consent that the session of the House to-morrow begin at 11 o’clock 
instead of 12 o’clock, the extra hour to be devoted to debate only upon 
the eight-honr adjustment bill. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears noné. 

MARK DAVIS. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 4496) for the relief of the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, was ingly read the third time, and passed. 

NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMMITTEE. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

House bill 1121, relating to the same subject, was ordered to lie upon 
the table. 

WILLIAM JEWELL COLLEGE, OF LIBERTY, MO. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Liberty, Clay 
County, Missouri. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is an amendment to that bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There was an amendment reported by the com- 
mittee, but the bill is printed with the amendment embodied in the 
bill. The amendments do not show in the bill, but the bill as agreed 
to by the committee is correctly printed, including the amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is to say, the amount riated is $2,200. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, theamountappropriated in this bill is $2,200. 

TheSPEAKER. The qnestion is on agreeing to the amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems there are no amendments. The bill is 
correct now, $2,200 as now reported. The amountof the original bill 
seems to have been $5,200. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The original bill appropriated $5,200, and the com- 
mittee reported it back with an amendment reducing it to $2,200; but 
the amendments do not appear in the bill as reported from the com- 
mittee, It is simply printed as though it were an original bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the amendments should be 
agreed to. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingiy read the third time, and 
passed. 


THOMAS BLACK. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. RB. 1512) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID B. SANDERS. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (4. R. 2950) for the relief of the heirs of David B. Sanders. 

The Clerk reported the amendment: 

Amend by striking out, in line 4, the word “ heirs " and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘estate.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The title of the bill was amended by striking out the word ‘‘ heirs’’ 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word “‘ estate.”’ 
JOHN N. DORR, SR. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (1. RB. 2917) for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
J. L. CAIN ET AL. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain et al. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. THOMAS moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
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PORT OF DELIVERY AT CAIRO, ILL. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, Ill., 
a port of delivery in the customs collection district of New Orleans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Cairo, in the State of Illinois, be, and hereby is, estab- 
lished as a port of delivery in the customs collection district of New Orleans, 


and that there shall be appointed at said port a surveyor of customs, with com- 
pensation of $350 per annum and the usual fees and commissions. 


the bill? 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by whieh the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

House bill 6778, relating to the same subject, was ordered to lie upon 
the table. 


REPRINT OF REPORT ON 
The SPEAKER. 


[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT BILL. 


The Chair desires to present the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Simonps | for a reprint of the report 
numbered 2401 on the bill (H. R. 10881) known as the international 
copyright bill. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

+ CUSTOMS DISTRICT, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9602), to establish the cus- 
toms-collection district of Tennessee, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the customs-collection district of Tennessee be, and the 
same is hereby, created and established, to comprise the State of Tennessee, in 
which Nashville shall be the port of entry and Memphisand Chattanooga ports 
of delivery. 

Sec. 2. That there shall be in said district one collector, and such deputy col- 
lectors, inspectors, and other employés as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
deem necessary, whose compensation shall be prescribed by him. 

Sec. 3. That the officers stationed at said subports shall have authority to en- 
ter and clear vessels, receive duties, fees, and other moneys, and perform such | 
other services as, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, the exigencies 
of the service may require. 

Sec. 4, That the privilege of immediate transportation of unappraised mer- 
chandise, under the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, is hereby extended to 
the ports of Nashville and Memphis. 

Sec. 5. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury recommends the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. He does, and the bill also comes with the 
unanimous recommendation of the Committee on Comrmerce. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I object, unless there shall be some 
other opportunities for recognition of members. I hold in my hand a 
bill that comes over from the last Congress, which I very much desire 
to have considered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do not object to my bill. 
recognition I have had this session. 

Several MEMBERS. Do not object to this. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. . 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


This is the only 


OWNERS AND CREWS OF CERTAIN AMERICAN WHALING VESSELS. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the passage of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and I would like to make a very brief statement in regard to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10267) forthe relief of the owners and crews of the American whaling- 
vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa. 

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay | © the owners (through their legal representatives) 
of each of the vessels M , Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa, 
out —— in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $60,- 
000, in full com for losses sustained and services rendered by them in 
abandoning their business of whale-catching and resuing 900 seamen in the | 
Arctic seas, 

Sec. 2, That said moneys shall be paid over to the owners of each of said ves- 


sels, for the benefit of themselves and of such of the officers and crews of said 
vessels, ively,as were engaged in that particular season of the cruise in 
the Arctic n during which said rescue was made, and such moneys shall be 


by the owners between themselves and said officers and crews in 
the proportion to their respective lays, and in the same manner as the ordinary 
earnings from the said cruise would have been distributed. The Secretary of 
the Treasury shall not be bound to see to the application of said moneys by 


the owners. 
Sec. 3. That said vely, shall deliver to the Secretary of the 


owners, 
Treasury, upon the receipt of said money, and in behalf of themselves and said 
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ns, equitable or otherwise, which 


iwainst the United States on account 


officers and crews, a full discharge of all cla 
they have, or think they in any way have 
of the aforesaid losses and services 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
report will be read. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I would like to make a state- 
ment, for I believe this bill will be passed by unanimous consent when 
the facts are understood. Nineteen years ago 1,200 seamen in thirty 
vessels were frozenin in the Arctic Ocean, and they sent word by asingle 
boat through 50 miles of open sea to make an appeal to the masters of 
these vessels that they should abandon their voyage and endeavor to 
rescue the 1,200 men. They did abandon their voyages. They sue- 
ceeded, after a desperate struggle, in saving the lives of 1,200 men that 
were aboard these ships. All these ships were lost, and Congress after 
Congress during these nineteen years has made reports favoring the 
remuneration of these owners, but the recommendations have not as yet 
been acted upon. There are several instances where such remunera- 
tion has been given. We have a precedent in this Congress where an 
English ship rescued some men and they were rewarded. [Cries of 
**Vote!’’ ‘*Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee is as follows: 

In lines 7 and 8, page 1, strike out the words ‘‘sixty thousand dol- 
lars’’ and insert the following: 

Nineteen thousand eight hundred and sixty-one dollars and twenty-seven 
cents to the owners of the vessel Midas, $21,527.95 to the owners of the vessel 
Daniel Webster, $23,611.20 to the owners of the vessel Lagoda, $25,111.32 to 
the owners of the vessel Progress, and $33,889.16 to the owners of the vessel 
Europa. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iwish to inquire if there was a unanimous 
report of the House committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Yes, sir; it was a unanimous report. I 
prepared the report myself, and it was unanimously agreed to by the 
committee. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Is there objection? 


[ hope that a statement will be made or that the 


ISABELLA HANCE, ADMINISTRATRIX OF WILLIAM HANCE, 

Mr. TRACEY. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2058) for the 
relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix of William Hance. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay Isabella Hance, administratrix of William Hanc« 
of Montgomery County, Maryland, out of any money inthe Treasury not othe: 
wise appropriated, the sum of $3,835.30, being for stores and supplies taken and 
used by the United States Army, as found by the Court of Claims, the same being 


in full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken and accepted as a full and final 
discharge of, the whole claim 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iwill state to the gentleman that this bill is already 
included in the bill that was passed this afternoon. 4 

Mr.HOLMAN. Then what is the purpose of passing it, if it is al 
ready in a bill that has passed the House ? 

Mr. TRACEY. This is a bill that has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. - The House can not pass two bills on the same su)- 
ject the same day. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
House bill. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iask unanimous consent that the item be stricken 
out of the bill which was passed this evening. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move that the bill H. R. 4480, on the same sub 
iect, be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paszed ; and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


STEAM FOG-SIGNAL AT LIGHT-STATION, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. lask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3871) for the establishment of a steam fog-signal at 
Ludington light-station, Michigan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,500, or so much 


thereof as may be necessary, for the establishment of a steam fog-signal at Lud- 
ington light-station, Michigan. 


This is a Senate bill. 
I have no objection, if it is stricken out of the 


LUDINGTON 
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The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
ject. 

The SPEAKER, 
minute. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object, anyhow. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE NEPTUNO, 


Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Neptuno. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it.enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and ditected to cause the foreign-built steamer Neptuno, purchased and wholly 
owned by American citizens and repaired by them, to be registered as a vessel 
of the United States. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said steam-vessel, steam-boiler, 
steain-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, aud cause to be granted the 
proper and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam a and appur- 
tenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States, and 
were not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests to be 
applied to the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will be 
the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspec- 
tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save the 
fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenaices not being constructed pur- 
suantto the requirements oft 1e laws of the United States, and are of unstam 
iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if said boiler, 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength and 
safety. 





Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
The time has arrived for taking a recess; and I ob- 


The time has not yet arrived by more than a 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to hear a statement concerning 
this bill. 


Mr. FLOWER. This vessel was built in England for $33,000 and 
it has been repaired in this country to the amount of $36,000, and they 
want an American register for it. They want to take it from under 
the English flag and put it under the Stars and Stripes. That is all. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

TheSPEAKER. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the House 
is declared in recess until 8 o'clock this evening, for the purpose con- 
templated by the rules, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DInaLEy] 
will act as Speaker pro tempore. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
Mr. DINGLEY in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of business under the rule for 
Friday evening sessions; and, pending that, I ask unanimous consent 
that one hour be devoted to the consideration of Senate bills on the 

‘alendar in their regular order, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that, after the House shall have resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, one hour be devoted to the consideration of 
Senate billson the Calendar in their regularorder. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, in explanation of this 
request, that the Senate has been very kind in passing House bills. 
‘There are now on the Calendar a large number of Senate bills which 
have not been considered here ; there is a feeling in the Senate that the 
House has not treated them fairly, and it seems to me only fair that a 
portion of this evening should be devoted to those Senate bills. We 
shall get more bills through both Houses on this plan than in any other 
way, and I trust thatevery gentleman present will see its fairness and 
that no objection will be made. 

Mr. REILLY. I hope the gentleman from Kansas-—— 

Mr. MORRILL. My request is that only one hour be devoted to these 
Senate bills, and after that the gentlemen present can have unanimous 
consent to call up their bills, 

Mr. REILLY. With that understanding I shall not object. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I hope there will be no objection to the request or 
the gentleman from Kansas, By taking up these Senate bills now they 
will become laws, while bills which pass the House at this stage may 
not become laws at this session. 

Mr. REILLY. Do I understand the proposition to be that after this 
first hour we shall go into Committee of the Whole and that unani- 
mous consent will then be given for menibers to call up bills from the 
Calendar? 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘That these Senate bills be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole for one hour and that thereafter unanimous consent 
be given for gentlemen present to call up bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1s there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas ? 

Mr. HERMANN, I should like to understand whether a member 
who has a Senate bill called up in the first hour under this 
ment will have the privilege of calling up any other bills later. 
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Mr. MORRILL. The proposition is that we take up the Senate bills 
on the Calendar in their order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas 
that he put his request in this way: That after the hour devoted to Sen- 
- bills each member present shall have the privilege of calling up a 
bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is the suggestion; that unanimous consent 
shall be given for each member present to call up a bill. 

Mr. BAKER. That is the method that was pursued a week ago. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] asks unanimous consent that after the House shall have resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole one hour shall be devoted to the 
consideration of Senate bills upon the Calendar in their regular order. 
. Mr. McCREARY. Are there enough Senate bills to occupy the 

our? 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether after the ex- 
piration of this hour we are to retarn to the list of applications for rec- 
ognition which is on the Speaker’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands it, the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Kansas contemplates that at the end of one 
hour the committee shall rise and that after that unanimous consent 
shall be given for members present to call up bills. 

Mr. MOREY. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that that will do away 
with the list on the Speaker’s desk, under which we have been oper- 
ating for several Friday evenings. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands the request, 
it will require a departure from the list for the first hour, but at the 
end of the hour the list will be-resumed, 

Mr. MOREY. With that understanding I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas ? 

There was no objection. ‘ 

The motion of Mr. MorRILL, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. GEAR in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first Senate bill on 
the Calendar. 

AMANDA L, WISNER. 


The first Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1303) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Amanda L, Wis- 
ner, widow of John L. Wisner, late corporal of permanent party United States 
Army, New Barracks, Kentucky, ee the Mexican war, at the rate of 
$12 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1303) granting 
ncn to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner, have considered the same and report as 

ollows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate report No. 534. Your committee adopt 
the same as their report and return the bill to the House with the recommend- 
ation that it do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 534, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 

The Committee on Pousieen Je whom was referred the bill (S. 1303) granting 

a pension to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner, have examined the same and report : 

hisclaim was rejected September 17, 1887, on the ground that the soldier was 
not in active service during the war with Mexico, nor was his disease incurred 
while en route to, or returning from, the seat of war, nor under such circum- 
stances as would entitle the widow to a pension. 

The reecrds ofthe War Department show that the soldier enlisted in Captain 
McCrea’s company, permanent detachment, Third Regiment United States In- 
fantry, Fe 23, 1847, and was discharged from the service June 23, 1848; 
that he was stationed at New Barracks, Kentucky, during the term of his 
enlistment; that he was adm to the hospital as follows: August 30, 1847, 
with diarrhea; September 11, 1847, with remittent fever; March 28, 1848, with ty: 
phoid fever; A 23, 1848, with neuralgia. 

Claimant states that on account of sickness known as the “ black tongue,” a 
fever, the soldier never recovered from the injuries of his service in the war, 
and that the said injuries caused him to become insane, and he died in the Hos- 
pital forthe Insane at Mt. Pleasant, lowa, on or about September 20, 1868; that 
sheis now fifty-nine years of age and the mother of seven children. 

In affidavit filed October 30, 1886, J. B. Raines, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, testifies 
that he knew soldier from 1852 to the time of his death ; that the said soldier 
frequently complained of pains in his head which grew worse until he became 


insane. 

In affidavit filed October 30, 1886, Charles Call, of Oskal Iowa, testifies to 
soldier's continuous sickness from 1862 to the date of his d ; that said sick- 
ness terminated in insanity, from which disease soldier died. 

In affidavit filed October 30, 


uen| 
caused intense pain in the head ; that having been adju i 
—_ insane asylum in November, 1865, where he died about ten months there- 
r. 


Mary A. Rai H. M. Bassett, B. F, Dutton, and J. M. Janney all testify to 
+ a eee a neuralgia and pain in the head, causing insanity and death 
o r. 

The records of the War Department show that soldier was in the service dur- 
ing the war with M in consequence of which he incurred disease termi- 
nating in insanity and to military orders, and it was 
fanit of his that he was not at the seat of war. The show that his 

ities were incurred in the service and in the line of his military duty. 
facts warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


no 
d 











» »* 
? 


1890. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- | 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM N, CLINE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 805 
granting a pension to William N. Cline. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
dimitations of the pension laws, the name of William N, Cline, late of Company | 
D, Eleventh Regiment, Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting a pension to William N, Cline, submit the following report: 

That the facts in this case are clearly shown by the Senate report, which is 
hereby adopted. The report is as follows: | 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 805) granting 
a pension to William N, Cline, have examined the same and report : 

‘**A similar bill passed the Senate at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, | 
The facts are fully set forth in the accompanying report: i 

“William N.Cline, the claimant in this case, enlisted asa private soldier in Com- 
pany D, Eleventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, on the 23d day of Au- | 
gust, 1862,and wasdischarged from the service of the United States September 13, 
1865. On the 7th day of October, 1885, he made application for pension, alleging 
as the basis of his claim that he contracted rheumatism near Elm Springs, Ark., 
winter of 1862, fromexposure. The claim was rejected August 19, 1886, on the 
ground that the claimant had not been disabled in a pensionable degree on ac- | 
count of rheumatism since October 7, 1885, date of filing his claim. 

“The Adjutant-General, United States Army, reports him in the hospital at 
Fort Scott, Kans., sick. The Surgeon-General of the United States Army re- 
ports claimant admitted to hospital at Fort Scott, November 17, 1862, with 
rheumatism. 

“Thomas Seat, an employé of the United States at the time, swears that— 

“*In winter of 1862 the claimant, Cline, contracted rheumatism from exposure 
incident to the service; that he was personally acquainted with claimant at 
the time of enlistment, and up to late fall or early winter of 1862 he was a 
hearty, robust man. He has frequently since suffered from the recurrence of 
the rheumatic attack, disabling him, I should say, at least as much as the loss | 
of anarm.’ 

‘* This affidavit was made May 21, 1836. 
May 17, 1885, swears— 

*** He first treated the claimant for rheumatism the Ist of October, 1865, it then 
being of an inflammatory character; continued treatment until in the fall of 
1870. I retired from practice in the spring of 1871. and have not treated him 
since, though he has been treated by other physicians to my personal know!l- 
edge.’ 

Dr. J. W.Spence swears that he was the family physician of claimant for 
two years (1882- 81); has treated claimant for rheumatism; for one very severe 
attack in June, 1882, 

“The board of examiners at Lamar, Mo., under date of December, 1885, report 
no rating for rheumatism, but one-half for the disability caused by tumor of 
right knee, and one-fourth for that caused by disease of left ear; in all, three- 
fourths total. 

“After a careful consideration of the case your committee incline to the be- 
lief that the disability was contracted in the service, and therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill.” ' 


The Dill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- | 
mendation that it do pass. ; 


ZEPHANIAH H. BONES. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 811) 
granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. au- | 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Zephaniah H, Bones, late of Com- 
pany H, Seventh Regiment lowa Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. Morr.) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 811) 
granting a — to Zephaniah H. Bones, submit the following report: 

That the facts are fully set forthin the Senate report, which isadopted by your 
committee. The report is as follows: 

“ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 811) ¢ 
a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones, submit the following report : 

“ A similar bill passed the Senate at the first session tiftiethK Congress. 
facts are fully set forth in the sccompanying report made at that time. 

“The committee recommend the passage of the bill.” 


SENATE REPORT. 


Zephaniah H. Bones enlisted May 28, 1863, as a private soldier in Company H, 
Seventh Regiment lowa Volunteer Cavalry, and was discharged from theservice 
July 14, 1865. 

On June 25, 1881, he made application for pension, alleging in his declaration, 
as a basis of hisclaim, that at Davenport, Iowa, about July 1, 1863, he contracted 
sore eyes and chronic rheumatism. 

The claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions, December 5, 1883, on 
the ground “that claimant had not been disabled in a pensionable degree by 
reason of his alleged sore eyes and chronic rheumatism since June 25, 1881, the 
date of filing his application.” 

Lieut, Allen Ellsworth swears that when claimant was enrolled in his company 
he was a sound, healthy man, not afflicted with sore eyes, If he had been, affi- 
ant would have known it,and that “ while in the service and line of duty at 
Davenport, Iowa, in July, 1863, he contracted sore eyes and rheumatism so he 
had to be discharged by our surgeon.”’ 

Dr. D. W. Stewart swears that his acquaintance with claimant commenced in 
the latter of July, 1865, and continued up to the spring of 1868; that during 
that time he medically treated him at intervais for chronic rheumatism and ex- 
hey sore eyes. 

Dr. L. W. Jacobs, of Ossawatomie, Kans., swears that he “ was the family 
S ian of the claimant, commencing May 23, 1874, to the presenttime (June, 

), and that during all of said time he was afflicted with chronic rheuma- | 
tism, from which has resulted chronic pericarditis. The dimness of vision 
seems to be owing to diseased condition of optic nerve. In my judgment his | 
ae to perform manual labor is not less than one-half by reason of said 


S. 805) 


Dr. Owen Blacken, under date of | 








ranting 


The 


Edward Wallace and John Bones swear to continuance from 1868 to 1874, and 
that they saw Dr. Holliday treat him for sore eyes and chronic rheumatism 
during that time. 
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| limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
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| Bay. 
| charge with many others; that when he was examined I stood close beside him. 


9365 


J.D. Walthall, M. D., of Paola, Kans., swears that during the last year 
he had several opportunities of examining the claimant, When he first, saw 
him he was not able to stand erect—could walk some by the support of a cane 
His case presents an aggravated form of chronic rheumatism ; it does not yield 
to treatment and will undoubtedly continue to grow worse. * * A larger 
part of his time he is totally disabled from ail kinds of labor. 

Dr. J. T. Parramore, March 9, 1882, as examining surgeon, reports his dis 
ability as probably permanent. Has weak eyes; disability one-eighth total. 
Complains of rheumatism ; has no physical signs of the disease, yet he no doubt 
is afflicted with rheumatism; disability one-fourth total—three-eighths total. 
Dr. Haldeman, examining surgeon, reports that he can see noreason for recom- 
mending pension. The board at lola, Kans., declines to make rating. 

Your committee, while admitting the disagreementin the medical testimony, 
that 
he was a sound, able-bodied man at enlistment; that he is now poor and suf- 
fers from the disabilities all the time; are of the opinion that the bill should be 
reported favorably, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. ; 


1884 


as 


ROZALIA JUNK. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill 
ranting a pension to Rozalia Junk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be il enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


Rozaha Junk, widow of John 
of the Sixth Regiment 


S. 1702) 
cr 
> 


Junk, alias John Younge, la@e a private in Ci 
of Wisconsin Volunteers. 


mpany K 


The report by (Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting a pension to Rozalia Junk, submit the following report 

Your committee believe, from a careful examination of the Senate report 
hereon, which is hereto annexed and made a part hereof, that this is a merito- 
rious claim, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1702) granting 
a pension to Rozalia Junk, have examined the same and report: 

A similar bill was introduced at the last session of Congress and was favorably 
reported by this committee. That report is adopted, and is as follows 

From the report of the Adjutant-General it appears that John Junk, or 
Young, as the name was pronounced, the husband of the claimant, was drafted 
September 22, 1854, He was examined and held to service, sent to draft rendez- 
vous, forwarded to Sixth Wisconsin Regiment, and delivered at City Point, He 
was mustered out with his detachment June 6, 1865, making eight months’ serv- 
ice from the date of drafting to muster-out. Hedied May 7, 1879, and his widow 
filed application for pension, claiming that his death was caused by an aggra- 
vated case of hernia incurred in the service. The claim was rejected on the 
ground that the claimant admitted her inability to furnish the proof required 
by the Pension Office that his disability originated in the service, 

Wyta Stramsky, for thirty years a resident of Kewaunee, Wis., testifies that 
he was acquainted with the soldier five years before he went into the Army. 
He was often in his employ; knows that he was a strong, healthy man lie 
says: 

‘I was with him when he went into the Army, and accompanied him to Green 
I was at that time assistant United States marshal, and had John Junk in 


He was naked, and he was pronounced by the examining surgeon to be a sound 
man,and I know of my own knowledge if he had a rupture at that time I should 
have seen it. He was my personal friend, and [ knew him intimately before the 
war and alter his return. On his return I saw him as he came off the boat, in July, 
1365, which was the time, as I now remember, he came home. I made inquiry 
about his health, and he told me he was all right except a rupture he received, as I 
now remember it, in the engagementat Richmond in crossing aditch into which 
hefell. Lknow that after hisreturn he was notabletodohard work. Healways 
complained of hisinjury. I knew him intimately up to the time of his death, 
and I have no doubt that his injury caused his death. It was a matter of gen 
eral repute at the time of his death, which was sudden, that it was caused by 
his rupture,” 

Wenzel Shimmel testifies to his intimate acquaintance with the soldier; they 
lived in the same town of Carlton, in Kewaunee County, and he knows he was 
sound before his service; that when he returned he had a rupture and 
truss. Healso heard him relate how the injury was received. 

Joseph Kozel testified that he was a neighbor, fellow-countryman, and com- 
rade of Junk. They were drafted at the same time, examined bv the same sur 
geon, and both pronounced sound. One was sent to the Sixth, the other to the 
Eleventh Wisconsin Regiment. Knows that he came home with rupture 
lieves that he died in consequence of it. 

Frank Harmacheck testifies that he knew him well before service; that he 
was sound; that he came home with arupture of which he believes, and all the 
neighbors believe, he died, He died very suddenly. He was at his house an 
hour after he died. Hedid not see his rupture before. He saw it then, and his 
inwards protruded to such an extent that he could not live. The protrusion 
was as large as his two fists. The doctor who was sent for to attend him says 
he hai been dead more than an hour when he arrived; that he made no exam- 
ination, : 

The claimant says her husband was the only person in his regiment or com- 
pany of his nationality; that he could not speak English, and consequently 
made no acqtaintances ; did not learn the names or living places of any of the 
soldiers with whom he was only for a short time associated. For this reason 
and knowing that she could not obtain a pension under the general laws, she 
has appealed to Congress. 

There appears to be no doubt as to the soundness of the man prior to his serv- 
ice, nor as to the incurrence of the disability, which was aggravated and 
danzerous tase of hernia, and finally proved fatal. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass, 


vore 


an 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask the committee to indulge me 
amoment. I have here a pension bill that I am very anxious about, 
and I am not able to remain this evening. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lshall have to object, Mr. Chairman, to changing 
this order for one hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Objection is made. 
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BETSEY MANSFIELD. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1703) 
granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Betsey Mansfield, mother of Frank- 
a Mansfield, late a private in Company I of the Fifth Regiment of Wisconsin 
Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAwyER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 1703) 
granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield, submit the following report: 

The Senate report in this case, which is hereto annexed and made a part 
hereof, shows that this claimant, the mother of Franklin Mansfield, a private 
in Company I, Fifth Wisconsin Volunteers, who died in the service, made an 
application for a pension, and that the same was rejected for the reason that her 
ane Wee ableto support her. The report shows her now to be very old 
and needy. 

Your committee would therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 333, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1708) granting 
a pension to Betsey Mansfield, have examined the same and report: 

A similar bill was introduced during the last session of Congress, and was fa- 
vorably reported by this committee. That report is adopted, and is as follows: 

“The claimant is Betsey Mansfield, mother of Franklin Mansfield, ® private 
in Company I, Fifth Wisconsin Infantry, who died at Fairfax, Va., November 
14, 1861. 

‘From the evidence it appears that the soldier was a mere youth at thetime 
of his enlistment; that he enlisted contrary to the father's wishes; that his 
death affected his father very seriously, and that he became and remained dis- 
sipated and reckless, It isalsoshown by the evidence that soon after his son's 
death he was seriously injured by a fall; that his mind was affected, wholly 
unfitting him for business or manual labor. 

” The claim is rejected on the ground that he was the owner of considerable 
land, which was purchased at an early period, but it does not appear that it 
was productive or that much of it was improved. Immediately after his son's 
death he sold a horse belonging to the soldier, and which he had left at home, 
The price obtained was $50, and the money was used for their support. While 
felling timber, prior to 1561, he was struck on the head, and in addition to his 
other peculiarities he became deranged onthe subject of religion and persisted 
in exciting diseussions. It is affirmed by reputable witnesses that the net in- 
come, in 1861, from his farm and shop did not exceed $150, and some years it 
ws less, 

‘Tt isin evidence that prior to the son's enlistment the father was subjected 
to tenporsry mental incapaeity; that the claimant has earned her own living 
by toil and management. In 1883 their possessions were reduced to 40 acres, 
mortgaged to affiant,O. D. Bishop, for 6600,two cows, and a pig. The father, 
years back, owned more Jand, but it had been sold from time to time to pay 
debts incurred in a reckless way and from which there was no escape. There 
is no contradictory evidence that is of any value, and it is apparent that the 
mother is very old, very needy; that she has bravely struggled to maintain her- 
self, and that it is time she had relief. 

“ The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.”’ 


Mr. BYNUM. I should like to know the object of passing these 
bills pensioning the widows and mothers of deceased soldiers. Are 
they not entitled to pensions under the general law ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Itsavesthe necessity of their paying a pension 
attorney a fee of $10, and also the necessity of presenting at the Pen- 
sion Office the proofs contained in the report. 

Mr. BYNUM. Why not save all the widows of soldiers the neces- 
sity of paying the fee of a pension attorney ? 

Mr. BLISS and others. We wish we could. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


SALLIE DOUGLASS HARTRANFT. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1840) 
granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranft. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie Hartranft, widow 
of the late Bvt. Maj. Gen, John F. Hartranft, United States Volunteers, at the 


rate of $100 per month, 
Mr. WASHINGTON. [call for the reading of the report. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting 
a pension to Sellie Douglass Hartranft, have examined the same and adopt the 
Senate report, which is as follows: 

* This bill to pension the widow of the late General Hartranft appeals toevery 
sentiment which has birth in admiration for faithfal services and successful 
achievemenis, and in sympathy for the distresses which follow adversity. A 
brave soldier and illustrious in many walks of civil life, his talents were claimed 
by the public and were devoted to its service, and he died urely of dis- 
ease contracted from exposure in the field, without pro for his family, 
who are dependent on charity for their support. 

“The committee do not deem it necessary to present a detailed account of 
Gencral Hartranft's services during the rebellion; his fame is linked with that 
of the Ninth Army with which he remained connected until the close of 
the war; but they adopt instead the tribute paid to him by his successor in the 
executive chair of Pennsylvania, who interprets the wishes of the people of his 
State in the following letter : 

‘COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, Executive CHAMBER 
“ Harrisburg, January 20, isgo. 

“My Dear Sir: I have been informed that a bill has been introduced in the 
Conate to grant a pension of $100 per month to the widow of General John F. 

artranft, late of Pennsylvania, deceased, I am not able to say whether or not 
General Hartranft received a pension during his life-time, but 1am very sure that 
his physical capacity was greatly reduced while he lived, and his death much 
hastened by the physical suffering which he endured in co: uence of the 
chronic diarrhea which was the result of his army life. A man of 
orous constitution and coming of a long-lived race, with ad noteasily 
preyed upon, he should have lived in good health toan old age, He died be- 
fore he reached the age of sixty. His services to the country are so well known 
that it is not necessary for me to speak ef them, 


“A man of great modesty and retirin 


disposition, he did not press himself 
forward, and, asa result, scarcely secu 


the recognition from the Government 
to which he was richly entitled. He leaves his family with practicaliy nothing 
for their support. His mother is wan cae during her life will receive a 
little income from his father’s estate, to w the general would have been en- 
titled had he survived his mother. This mother is somewhat helpless, and is 
really a charge upon the general's family, with income sufficient, probably, for 
her individual support. This leaves his widow and two daughters with practi- 
cally nothing to support them. Upon every ground, therefore, this bill provid- 
ing for a pension for Mrs. Hartrantt is just and right. I sincerely hope that it 
may meet with favorable consideration upon the part of your committee and 
prompt action by Congress. 
**T have the honor to be, very cordially yours, 
“JAMES A. BEAVER. 

“Hon. C. K. Davis 


A 
* United States Senate, Washington, D. C.”’ 


“In confirmation of Governor Beaver’s opinion that the death of General 
Hartranft was attributable to ‘ the chronic diarrhea, which was the result of his 
army life,’ is the following testimony of Dr. Lewis W. Read, surgeon-general 
Ln volunteered through R. H. Sprague, esq., in support of the 


“ SURGEON-GENERAL'sS OFFICE, 
“ Norristown, February 17, 1890. 


‘Sm: I have the honor to eapuesonh that I knew General J. F. Hartranft in- 
timately for more than thirty-five years. His health before the war was good. 
relatio th him during the war. He was compara- 
tively well before the Vicksburg campaign, after which he complained fre- 
quently of diarrhea and functional disease of the liver. 

** These conditions continued or recurred during the remainder of his life, and 
as a consequence his physical vigor was greatiy impaired, and he was the 
victim of an intractable indigestion, or dyspepsia, with functional disease of the 
kidneys, which, for the last two years, ¢ aggravated, and gave all the evi- 
dences of organic disease. The urm@mia consequent upon this was the cause of 
his death. In my opinion the source and origin of these diseased conditions 
were generated or contracted during his term of service in the United States 
Army. 

“Very respectfully, 


I had a close 


“LEWIS W. READ, 
Surgeon-General of Pennsylvania. 


“Mr. R. A. SPRAGUE. 

“In view of all these considerations the committee feel justified in reporting 
favorably upon the billand recommending its passage, which is hereby done.”’ 
Mr. WASHINGTON. I desire to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MorriLi] what the pension would 
be in this case if granted under the general law. 

Mr. MORRILL. It would be $30. My recollection was that this 
bill had been amended in the House committee so as to make the pen- 
sion $50. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I was about to say that $100 a month seems 
to me a pretty extravagant pension for us to vote without considera- 
tion, this pension to continue nobody knows how many years. I de- 
sire to offer an amendment to strike out ‘‘$100’’ and insert ‘‘ $50.” 
Mr. MORRILL. The understanding in the committee, and I believe 
the instruction of the member who reported the bill, was that it should 
be amended so as to make the pension $50. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is stated in the report. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by striking out ‘'$100”’ and in- 
serting ‘‘$50.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MorRRILL]? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry 
that the gentleman from Kansas has this amendment. Gen- 
eral Hartranft was a very disting officer, a very distinguished 
soldier, a very distinguished man. In the State of Pennsylvania no 
man was better known. Entering the Army in the late war he 
achieved great reputation in the and on return to civil life 
he was twice elected governor of our State. He was a man of great 
modesty, who never ee his own claims. He worked from his 
youth until the day of his death to support his family, but died with- 
out leaving practically any property. 

The Senate of the United States examined this claim thoroughly and 
recommended very justly that the widow of this high officer should be 
pensioned at the rate of $100 a month, the rate at which the widows 
of many other d officers had been pensioned. I hope that 
this Committee of the Whole will permit this bill to pass at the same 
rate that has been agreed to in the Senate. I believe they will thus 
do an act of justice to the of this hero; for he was a hero, a 
natural-born soldier, to whom President Grantoffered a in the 

army; but his circumstances would not permit wen ees. 
Like the man that he was, he to make a living for his family 
in the pursuits of private life, in the hope of Jeaving them something 
to live upon after his death. But he was unsuccesstul, so to speak, in 
many of the enterprises upon which he entered, and, as I have said, he 
died practically a poor man 

I t this bill to pass at the 


hope the Committee of the Whole will 
rateof $100a month. The whole State of ee 
ee en ee eee eee See te. 
There is no man who knows history of the war of the rebellion who 


does not know the great reputation gained by General John F. Hart- 
ranft as a soldier, as one who aided materially in vindicating the cause 


of the Union. 
Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. I trust that the gentleman from 
pending amend- 


Dueerees [Mr. O.NEILL] will consent that the 
ment = Only last Friday night this House voted to pension 
at the magnificent sum of $12 a month a woman who bore three boys 
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to grow to manhood and die, each of them having been killed in de- 
fense of the Union. i. 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, no; the pension in that case was $50. ‘ 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, $12. Now, if this House can vote to pension 
at that rate the mother of threé boys who died that this Government 
might live, the friends of the widows of other soldiers can afford to as- 
sent to a pension of $50. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 1 feel the same sympathy for the 
widow of a private soldier that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] does. I would willingly vote to increase the pension in 
the case to which he refers if the question should come before the 
House. I would draw no invidious or unjust distinction in these pen- 
sion cases. But, Mr. Chairman, whileIshall vote ‘‘no’’ on this amend- 
ment and trust that it may not be adopted, I am unwilling to delay 
the proceedings of the Committee of the Whole for any great length of 
time in contesting this question, and will therefore say no more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. MorRILL]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. As the amendment was proposed by myself 
as well as by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MorriLi], I wish to 
say a word upon it. I was aware that this gentleman had been gov- 
ernor of the State of Pennsylvania as well as a general in the Union 
Army. Butifweare going to pension the widow of every general above 
the grade of brigadier at the rate of $100 a month, we shall place a 
heavier burden upon the tax-payers of the country than we havea right 
to ask them to carry. Their interests ought to be considered as well 
as those of the soldiers and their widows. I am willing to do justice; 
I am willing to do more than justice; I am willing to vote a pension to 
every soldier's or officer’s widow suflicient to keep her from want, but 
I do not think we should enter upon this extravagant system of legis- 
lation. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I suggest to the gentleman that 
he allow an amendment to his amendment making the pension at $75. 
We have done that heretofore. I offer that amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will object to that. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, it 
was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. MorRILL was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES A. NORTON. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2954) 


granting a pension to Charles A. Norton. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Charles A. 
Norton, late of Compan , First Regiment of Maine Cavalry, and Company 
K, Seventh New Hespekios Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month. 


The report (by Mr. FLIcKk) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2954) 
granting a pension to Charles A. Norton, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report made by the Senate committee, as follows: 

“ The claimant, Charles A. Norton, late of Company K, First Regiment Maine 
Cavairy, and of Company K, Seventh New Hampshire Infantry, is now receiv- 
inga pension of $45 per month for the loss of his rightarm. He filed an appli- 
cation in the Pension Bureau for an increase to $72 per month under the pro- 
visions of the act of June 16, 1880. 

“| is claim was rejected on the grounds that his condition was not such asto 
require the ‘constant personal aid and attendance of another person,’ in the 
language of the act. 


“Pending the cution of his claim for increase he was examined by the 
medical board of this city, and under date of November 7, 1889, the following 
ratings by said board were reported : 

For loss of right arm................ name dnanneiteneeees e-vee $45.00 
For disease of heart ...... : 8.00 
For loss of left eye........ “a 8,00 
For nervous disability nana a 





“It is shown by the evidence that the claimant received severe gunshot 
wounds, resulting in loss of the sight of the left eye in 1862 and loss of right arm 
at the battle of Fort Fisher in 1865. That he has been subjected to three subse- 
quent amputations and four other separate and distinct surgical operations, 
with resulting reflex disturbances, causing heart disease, partial paralysis, total 
blindness following periodical attacks lasting for several days,and nervous 
prostration accompanied by excessive physical suffering. He can not dress or 
undress himself and has not been able to do so for many years, and to obtain 
any rest he has to be kept under the influence of morphine. 

“Itis a unique and historic case, and the facts are matters of record. (See 
Medical and Surgical History of the War, volume 3, page 748, and American 
Journal Medical Science, April, 1884, page 450.) 

“The claimant is a thoroughly educated physician, and for a time tried to 

ice his ‘ession, and did to a limited extent, but in recent years he has 

nm compelled to abandon all work. All his personal effects have been sacri- 
ficed, including his medical library and surgical instruments. He has abso- 
lutely nothing but his pension left. 

“A devoted sister has seriously impaired her health and exhausted her estate 
in his behalf.” 

Your committee are satisfied that these combined disabilities are all legiti- 
mate sequele of the pensioned cause and of wounds received in battle, and 
that they are such as to justly entitle the claimant to an increase, and therefore 
recommend that said bill be amended by striking out of line 7 the words *' sev- 
enty-two”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ fifty-five,”’ and when so 
amended that said bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
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DANIEL DONOVAN. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1238) 
granting a pension to Daniel Donovan. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Donovan, dependent father 
of Jeremiah Donovan, late Companies F and G, Ninety-ninth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Nure) is as follows 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1238) 
granting a pension to Daniel Donovan, submit the following report 

The grounds upon which pension is claimed are set forth in the report of the 
Senate Committee on tensions, which is as follows: 

“ That the son of the said Daniel Donovan, whose name was Jeremiah Dono- 
van, enlisted in the Union Army in the war of 1861 and served in Companies F 
and G, Ninety-ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was killed 
while aciing M the line of his duty in the service at Gettysburgh, Pa., July 2, 
1863; that the said Daniel Donovan, the father of said deceased soldier, is now 
avery old man, being something over seventy-two years of age, and was at the 
time of the enlistment of his son advanced in years and largely dependent upon 
him for hissupport; he is very poor, is dependent upon what little he can earn 
by his daily labor for his support at this time, aided by the charity of benevolent 
persons. The mother of the deceased soldier died some time since. 

“The committee conclude that this case is clearly within the ordinary rule 
granting pensions to dependent parents, and that this bill should pass 

Your committee likewise report favorably on the bill and ask that 





it do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LLOYD H. SNELI 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 1043) 
granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell, 

The bill is as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions an l 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lloyd H. Snell, late a private in 
Company F, First Regiment of Maine Volunteers, and pay him a pension from 


and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. Nutr) is as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1048 
granting a pension to Lloyd H, Snell, submit the following rey 

The facts in the case are fally set forth in the report of the Senat 
on Pensions, which is as follows 

**The beneficiary under the bill entered the service in July, 1863, and was 
mustered out in June, 1365. He wasenlistedas a substitute, and was subjected, 
according to medical testimony in the case, toa rigid examination itis first 
service was as a nurse in hospital, where ne was under the eye of the hospital 
steward, who afterward became assistant surgeon to his regin t. This offi 
cer, affirming other testimony, certifies to his soundness at enlistment and 
while in hospital. 

‘The soldier and steward, then appointed surgeon, went to the regiment in 
the spring of 1864. During the long marches in the Shenandoah Valley, in t! 
fall of that year, the soldier was first attacked with rheumatism in the servic 
for which he received the prescriptions and care of the assistant surgeon. Fo! 
lowing the rheumatism were vertigo, heart trouble, debility, and nervous and 
muscular prostration, until at his discharge his condition is described as that 
of a broken-down man. 

“ The soldier's declarations for pension were filed in June, 1876, and April, 1878, 
both alleging rheumatism asa principal disability, and the claim was rejected 
in July, 1382, ‘on the ground that the disease for which pension was claimed 
originated in causes which existed prior to enlistment.’ The record shows that 
rheumatism was the disease referred to as the ground for rejection, and the tes- 
timony shows that the attack revealing its prior existence occurred in May, 
1860, and was confined to the hands and wrist of the soldier; that it was severe 
enough to lay him by from his work as a shoemaker for a period of two weeks, 
but not severe enough to require the services of aphysician, With that excep 
tion, it was established and accepted by the bureau that the soldier had been 
free from disease before enlistment, and that there had been no recurrence of 
rheumatism from the time of the attack,in May, 1860, to that in the service 
October, 1864, about four and a half years. 

“This looking back four and a half years over the life of a soldier discharged 
from the service because no longer able to perform his duties, and using the 
resources of the Government in ferreting out an instance ofa fortnight's illness 
not severeenough to require the advice of a physician, but remembered and 
brought forward only for the purpose of defeating his claim for a pension, pre 
sents a case of more careful and assiduous nursing of an accidental cold, with 
rheumatic attachments, than the letter or spirit of the pension laws requires of 
the medical branch of the Pension Bureau ; and, recognizing the facts that this 
soldier was at the time of enlistment and had been for over four years previ 
ously a sound man; that he was discharged from the service broken down, and 
has remained broken down to this day, the committee pass over the questions 
of original and recurrent attacks of disease,on which the case was rejected, as 
better suited to the pages of a medical treatise than to sustain adverse action 
on the case under consideration, where the soldier needs the pension money 
to procure bread ; and, on its general merits, they approve the bill and recom- 
mend its passage.”’ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill, 
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The bill was laid asije to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

JOHN M’LAREN. 

The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S 
granting a pension to John McLaren. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, aubject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John McLaren, latea private in Com 
pany K, Third Regiment United States Infantry, and in Captain Fell's com 
pany, Seventh Independent Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and a sergeant 
in Company H, Third Regiment United States Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follow 


The Committee on Invalia Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting a pension to John McLaren 


. 2466) 
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subrait the following rey 
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That the Senate report fully and clearly sets forth the facts in this ease andis 
hereby adopted. The report is as follows: . 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill grantinga pen- 
sion to John McLaren, have examined the same and report: 

“ The claimant enlisted in Company H, Third United States Infantry, Decem- 
ber 12, 1857, was discharged December 12, 1862; again enlisted August 13, 1864, 
Veteran Reserve Corps, and discharged August 18, 1866, and re-enlisted Septem- 
ber 4, 1866, in Company H, Third United States Infantry, and was discharged 
September 4, 1869, and re-eulisted in same company March 15, 1870, and was dis- 
charged March 15, 1875, 

* It appears that he received agunshot wound at the battle of Antietam,on left 
leg, which was nearly healed at time of his enlistment in the Veteran Re- 
serve Corps,and that he was injured by being crushed between two wagons, 
while in the service, and is suffering from hernia; and from exposure in 1574 he 
lost the sight of the right eye, and Ris disabilities undoubtedly are attributable 
to his injuries and exposure while in the line of duty, as he was a healthy, 
strong man at the time of his first enlistment, and was sadly disabled at his 
final discharge. 

* We therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HENRIETTA E. BOGGS, 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1928) 
for the relief of Henrietta E, Boggs. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act there be paid, 
out of the naval pension fund, to Henrietta EE. Boggs,-widow of the late Rear- 
Admiral Charles 8S. Boggs, United States Navy, the sum of $0 per month dur- 
ing her widowhood, the same to be in lieu of her present persion. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1928) 

granting an increase of pension to Henrietta E. Boggs, submit the following re- 
rort: 

. That the Senate report fully and clearly sets forth the facts in this case and is 
hereby adopted. The report is as follows : 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill for the relief of 
Henrietta E, Boggs, have examined the same, and report: , 

“ The claimant is the widow of Charles 8. Bogas, whodied April 22, 1888, She 
married him April 8, 1875, her former husband having died in 1860, and his 
former wife in November, 1873. 

“Charles 8. Boggs was appointed a midshipman in the Navy November 1, 
1826, and was promoted from time to time, becoming a rear-admiral July 1, 1870, 
and retired from service May 21,1873, It appears that he was a vigilant and 
able officer, and died of disabilities contracted during his service and in the line 
of duty. 

“She filed a declaration for a pension September 14, 1888, and December 31, 
1889, was allowed a pension at the rate of $30 per month, from April 23, 1888, 
and now asks an increase to $50 per month, . 

“In view of the long and faithful service of Rear-Admiral Boggs and the fact 
that widows of other officers of like rank have been given such an amount, this 
bill commands our approval; we therefore recommend its passage.” 


Tho bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
inendation that it do pass. 


DANIEL H, KENT. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1356) 
granting increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $36 per month, 
in lieu of his present pension of $24 per month, the name of Daniel H. Kent, 
late captain Company F and brevet major and lieutenant-colone!l of the Fourth 
Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1356) 
yranting an increase of pension to Daniel H, Kent, submit the following re- 


ort: 
' That the Senate report fully and clearly sets forth the facts in this case and is 
hereby adopted, The report is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1356) granting 
increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent, have examined the same, and re : 

* The ease provided for in the bill under consideration was presented to the 
committee so late in the last session that, although reported on favorably to and 
aes by the Senate, it failed for lack of time to secure consideration in the 


ouse, : 

‘The petitioner for increase is now receiving pension at $24 per month for 
gunshot wound of rightarm at and below elbow. This was granted upon an 
official examination made before the of the act of August 4, 1886, upon 
the following statement of the condition of applicant: 

** Ball entered right fore-arm about an inch and a half below flexure of elbow 
joint on anterior surface, and came out on dorsal surface about 2 inches below 
elbow joint. Cicatrices large, deep, and adherent. About 2} inches of ulna 
have been removed, Motion of elbow-joint considerably impaired. Complete 
loss of rotary motion of radius. Atrophy of muscles. Fore-arm 2 inches less in 
circumference than the left, and arm an inch less. G of hand very feeble. 
= — fully flex nor extend fingers of right hand. Li ttle finger permanently 

iexed,’ 

“The eminent surgeon, Dr. D, Hayes Agnew, certifies as follows in respect of 
Captain Kent's condition : 

** Mr, Daniel H. Kent, captain commanding the Fourth Delaware Regiment, 
in a charge at Rowanty Creek, February 5, 1865, received below the elbow a 
shot, which required an excision of a portion of the ulna. The injury was fol- 
lowed with a dreadful neuralgia of thearm and hand. To relieve this I ex- 
vised a considerable portion of the ulna nerve in October, 1 with only partial 
relief. I have advised amputation as the only operation likely to give any de- 
cided exemption from suffering.’ 

* The petitioner is not only totally disabled in his right arm for all pepe 
of manual labor, but is a constant sufferer from pain and without alle- 
viation. He is clearly entitied to the increase provided for total disability of 
arm in the act of August 4, 1886, and the committee approve the bill, with an 
amendment making such increase up to $36 per month, instead of $50, such in- 
cream to take effect from and after passage, and, so amended, they recommend 

is passage. 
* Amend by striking out — in the fifth line of the first section of the bill 
e 


sok Slee in lieu thereof the words ‘thirty-six,’ and by striking out all of 
section 2.” 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me from what I 


“December 24, 1848, and enlisted mber 28, 





gather from the reading of the report that the disability of this man 
Kent does not warrant any such increase of pension as that. I would 
like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to give some explana- 
tion. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I happen to know Mr. Kent personally and am ac- 
quainted with the character of his injury. He has been an extreme 
sufferer for twenty years, and would be better off if his arm had been 
amputated above the elbow. I know that Dr. Agnew undertook to 
remove the nerve of the arm to relieve him from the incessant pain he 
had suffered for so many years. The operation was not a great success, 
but partially relieved him. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask this 
question: Do I understand there is total disability of the arm ? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Why, I say he would have been better off if the arm 
had been amputated, ik is very much attenuated and is of no use to 
him. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, ifthearm was amputated what pension 
would he be entitled to under the law? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Why, $36. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Very well; I lave no objection. 
sired that there should be uniformity in these matters. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM H. FENTON, 

The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar, was the bill (8. 998) 
io remove the charge of desertion from the record of William H. Fen- 
ton. 

The bill is as follows: F 


Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to cause the records of the War Department to be so amended 
as to remove the charge of desertion from the service record of William H, 
Fenton, late a private in Company G, Nineteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, 
and to grant an honorable di e tothe said William H. Fenton as a private 
of said company, as of the date of May 27, 1864. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 998) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of William H. Fenton, having 
considered the same, respectfully report: 

That the facts in this case are fully set forth in the following extract from the 
Senate report on a bill of like import in the Fiftieth Congress: 

‘* The case may be briefly summed up that he, being under thirteen years of 
age and not cligible for enlistment in the Army, was induced to believe that he 
could join the company as a musician, and according!y was enrolled, and when 
he was enrolled was then by his officers treated as a private soldier and re- 
quired to perform the duties ofa soldier,and performed such duties faithfully and 
as wellas a boy of his age could do, performing guard duty and participating in 
all the battles in which his regiment was engaged, and after two years and 
three and a half months re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer, being only a few 
days over fifteen years old, on January 1, 1864, and served faithfully till ay 27, 
1864, when he was detailed for pioneer duty, and whilst performing such a 
under the direct orders of his orderly-sergeant was placed under arrest by h 
captain, and ne ying al a corporal participated in the battle of New ve 
Church, Georgia, and during the night in the retreat of the regiment and the 
confusion incident to a night movement he became lost from his comenny. and 
fearing the continuance of the hardship and treatment of his captain he re- 
carmen to friends and made his way to Indiana, where he is shown to have been 
suffering from a severe attack of chronic diarrhea, from which he has never 
recovered, Not os reported to his company he was marked as a deserter. 
His re-enlistment on January 1, 1861, by the proper officers of the Army, who 
are presumed to have known the laws and requirements in — to the age 
of those oy for enlistment, being then only fifteen years old, was in direct 
violation o 
re-enlistment nted his age. 

**In war, soldiers are compelled, on account of frail humanity, often to submit 
seemingly to bardships and oppressive discipline, and, while such hardshi 
and oppressive conduct on the part of those clothed with brief authority wi 
not justify illegal acts on the part of the soldier and will not joy desertion, 
yet there may be cases exceptional in their nature, and while the act of the 
soldier deserting or absenting himself without leave from the command ma 
not be justified _ it may be excusable. Your committee consider this su 
acase. And while they can not justify the soldier-boy Fenton in deserting or 
absenting himself without leave from his command, yet under the circum- 
stances such act is by your committee red excusable.” aoa 

ent an e 


conside 
A copy of the record of this soldier furnished by the War 

petition ofthe soldier are herewith printed and made a part of this report. 
Your committee believe that simple justice will only be done by correcting 

the military record of this soldier, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


I only de- 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 


Washington, June 19, 1886, 
Str: I have the honor to return Senate bill 3139, Fiftieth , first ses- 
sion, authorizing the removal of the charge of desertion nst and the issue 
of an honorable discharge to William H. 


ton, late a private in mors ey Ao 
Nineteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, transmitted ee of the - 
ate Committee on Military Affairs, and to report as : 

William Henry Fenton, aged sixteen vears, was enrolled September 15, 1861, 
to serve three years in the company and regiment mentioned, and served faith- 
fully (having re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer on January 1, 1864), until May 
2, ised. when he is reported as having “ deserted near Pickett’s Mi is, Georgia, 
while in front of the enemy.” He never rejoined his command, which was re- 
tained in service until October 24, 1865. 

The following isa areepnte of testimony which has been submitted to this 
office in this case, to wit: 

On October 26, 1881, the applicant (Fenton himself) testified that he was born 

— 1861; was not quite thirteen years 

of age. It was understood when enlisted that he Se asa 
i eer (een en Sie Ware wees ent May 

an 
ities 
rther 


was 
Ste aes the regi pioneer 5 
the 27th May, 1864, being near regim his captai: him, and, not 
deta S daring the battle om that day he 


i law of February 13, 18€2, and there is no evidence that upon his - 
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was compelled to enter the same under arrest and under charge of a corporal. 
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The captain of the company was wounded and taken away, without releasing | 


applicant, who was subjected to indignities and disgrace by such unjustifiable 


arrest, and under the influence controiling his better judgment at the time he | 


deserted, On account of his tender years, his long service for his country prior | 


to his desertion, and the unjustifiable arrest and disgrace imposed upon him at 
the time, he asks that the charge of desertion be removed. _ . 

On November 14, 1881, Sylvester Doty, of Southington, Ohio, testifies that he 
was orderly sergeant of applicant's company, and was well acquainted with ap- 
plicant, and corroborates the statement of applicant throughout as to detail for 
pioneer duty, ete. : : 

On October 30, 1881, George N. Lawson, of Corry, Pa., and a former member of 
Company G. Nineteenth Ohio Volunteers. testified that he was acquainted with 


applicant had been absent from the company, as affiant learned, on detached 
duty and returned tothe company as the regiment was going intoa fight; Captain 
Smith, of the company, not knowing that applicant had been detailed by Ser- 
geant Doty, when he saw applicant, caused him to be put under arrest, and dur- 
ing the engagement applicant was made to enter the battle under charge of a 
corporal. 

Affiant remembers hearing Sergeaht Doty tell Captain Smith that he had de- 
tailed applicant into the pioneer corps; the captain was wounded before appli- 
cant was released from arrest and was taken back by the deponent; so appli- 
cant was kept under arrest, as affiant thinks, unjustly, and felt soaggrieved that 
he deserted and never again returned to the regiment. 
young when he enlisted as a musician, and never received very kind treatment 
at the hands of his commanding officer aforesaid. 

On December 10, 1881, Jason Hurd, of Braceville, Ohio, testified that he was 
formerly second lieutenant of applicant's company, and to the same effect as 
George N. Lawson. He also says thatapplicant was enlisted asa “ mtisician”’ 
at about fourteen years of age, and was placed on the rolls as a privateto fill up 
the company, “* which there was some difficulty in doing.”’ 

This office since 1881 has repeatedly declined to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against this soldier on the ps that the nature of the case, as shown by 
the record and the testimony, did not bring it within the purview of any law 
authorizing the removal of charges of desertion. 

An adverse report was made by the Senate Committee on Military Affairs 
upon a similar bill to the one in question on February 15, 1884 (Report No. 183, 
Senate bill 1103, Forty-eighth Congress, first session). 

Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J. C. KELTON, 
Assistant Adjutant-Genera’. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


PETITION OF WILLIAM H. PENTON, 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. : 
The undersigned respectfully represents that at the age of thirteen years he 


enlisted as a musician in Company G, Nineteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, | granting a pension to Mena Holmes. 


and after some two months’ service was given and carried a musket asa private. 
That on the Ist day of January, 1864, he re-enlisted in the same company and 
regiment, to serve during the war, and that on the 27th day of May, 1564, he left 
his company and regiment without leave and did not thereafter return to the 
service. And now respectfully asks that your honorable body take such steps 
for his relief as wil] cause the proper authorities to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge for the following reasons, to wit : 

About the 26th day of May, 1864, 1 was detailed by the orderly sergeant of 
our omepnny to go with the wagon train. This was about 1 o'clock p.m. I 
worked hard nearly all night till we got the wagons out of the sand, and re- 
turned to the front next morning about 8 o’clock a. m., with the wagons; and 
the captain of our company, not knowing of the orders given me by the orderly 
sergeant, put me under arrest for straggling. Just then the regiment received 
orders to charge on the enemy, and I staid with my company till 10 o'clock on 
the night of the 27th, when we were driven back by the rebels, and in the con- 
fusion I t lost, and lay down in the pines, and, being exhausted, went to 
sleep, and did not wake till near noon of the 28th, and then I did not dare to 
go back to my regiment. I had nothing to eat from the noon of May 26 to 
May 28. When I received orders to go to the wagons, as aforesaid, we had to 
march back 12 miles to where the wagons were stuck in the sand, and marched 
back 12 miles to the front where we started from. 

At the time I left my company and regiment I was sick, suffering with chronic 
diarrhea, and was not in fit condition to endure the hardships of camp life, and 
was a mere boy, and did not understand the consequences of my actions, as I 
would have done had I[ been older. I enlisted September 27, 1861, and served 
till May 28, 1864, and wasin every battle fought by our regiment while I was 
with it, and drove an ambulance at the battle of Perryville, Ky., when our 
regiment toox no part in said batile. 

On account of the hardships endured and disease contracted while in the serv- 
ice [am broken down and unable to earn my living by labor, which is al! I bave 
to depend upon, having no other source of income to support myself and family 

WILLIAM H. FENTON, 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, Erie County, ss: 


On this 10th day of January, 1888, before me, a notary public in and for said 
county and State, personally came the above-named William H. Fenton, and, 
being duly sworn according to law, doth depose and say that the statements by 
him made in the foregoing petition are correct and true. 

(SEAL. ] WM. ©. JACKSON, Notary Public. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, 


WILLIAM P. MADDEN. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 803) 
granting a pension to William P. Madden. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William P. Madden, late pri- 
vate Company I, Sixth United States Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 803) granting a 
pension to William P. Madden, have considered the same and report: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 22. Your committee adopt 
the same as their report, and respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 

{Senate Report N4. 22, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (S. 803) granting a 
pension to William P. Madden, submit the following report : 

A similar bill passed the Senate at the first session, Fiftieth Congress. 
facts are fully set forth in the accompanying report. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The 
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SENATI 
William P. Madden, the claimant, 


REPORT. 
enlisted in Company I, Sixth Regiment 
United States Infantry, April 29, 1851, and was discharged April 29,1856. On 
Apri! 18, 1884, he made application for pension, alleging that while at Fort 
Kearney, Ind. Ter., on July 4, 1834, he incurred deafness of right ear by firing a 
und taking cold in said ear caused total deafness. Also con- 
g the mail between Fort Kearney 
and Fort Laramie during the winter of 1854 and spring of 1855, and at the battle 
of Ash Hollow in September, 1855, 

George Friederich and William Mealy testify to prior 
currence of disability as alleged. William Mealy 
states that he wasa comrade and perso 


soundness and to in- 
, in a subsequent affidavit, 
that claimant incurred his 


service, and that heis 
more or less disabled eversince. Dr. John S. Hidden testifies that he prescribed 


for claimant in the spring of 18% for chronic bronchitis and congestion of the 
liver, and continued to prescribe for him at various times up to 1870; that dur- 
ing the seven years he was disabled one-half. Dr. G, L. Nichols swears that 
he has treated claimant more or less for twelve years for chronic congestion of 
the liver and kidneys,also for heart disease, which has become very trouble 
some; disabled 25 to 30 per cent. for manual labor, 

William Hunton swears that he first prescribed for claimant in 1879‘ 
chronic constipation; * * * claimant can do some manual labor, but is not 
physically able todo much.”’ Dr. A. B, Anderson prescribed for claimant in 
Is7y for congestion of the stomach and liver. Dr, C. A. Cole testifies similarly 
to Dr. Anderson. 

The board of surgeons of Marysville, Kans., rates him at one-half total for 
deafness of left ear, and three examinations made by the same board make same 
rating —one-half total. 

A. M. Legg, special examiner, 
mends further examination. 

George W. McKean, special examiners 
mends further examination.’ 

J. W. Burnett, special examiner, recommends rejection of claim as “‘ having 
no merit from its start,’’ which was approved by the Commissioner of Pensions 
and on October 7, 1886, the claim was rejected on the ground of no record evi 
dence of the alleged deafness, disease of lungs and liver, and the claimant's 
inability, after a special examination of the claim, to produce satisfactory tes 
timony counccting said disabilities with the service and line of duty. 

Your committee, after weighing carefully all the facts in connection with 
this case, are of the opinion that the claimant should be pensioned, and there 
fore recommend the passage of the bill 


milly sure 


for 


‘doubts the merits of the claim,’’ but recom- 


doubts merits of claim, but recom 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MENA HOLMES. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 1524) 


The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mena Ilolmes, widow of John 
Holmes, late coxswain, United States Navy. 

The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1524) granting 


a pension to Mena Holmes, have considered the same and report : 
Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 438. Yourcommittee ad 


opt the 
same as their report and recommend the passage of the bil! 


[Senate Report No. 433, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1524 
a pension to Mena Holmes, have examined the same and report: 

Claimant in this case isthe widow of John Holmes, whoserved on the United 
States ships Potomac, United States, and Cyane, from 1834 to 1839; Brandy- 
wine, Fairfax, and Delaware, from 1839 to 1843; Cumberland, 1543 to 1845; 
United State S46 to 1849; Taney, Mississippi, and Independence, from 1849 to 
June, 1852. 

He was drawing a pension of $ per month at the time of his death, 

His faithful service is testified to by the officers under whom he seryed, and it 
appears that the widow is in destitute circumstances, 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


granting 


~s, | 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


PHILLIPE RAY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to Phillipe Ray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phillipe Kay, late of Company B 
First New Jersey Cavalry in the war of the rebellion. , 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting 
ension to Phillipe Ray, submit the following report 

he claimant was mustered on the 20th of August, 1861, as sergeant of Com 
pany E, First New Jersey Cavalry. In 1862 he was transferred to Company LB 
and madeacorpora!. At Harrisonburgh, Va., June 6, 1862, while on retreat he 
fell with his horse and was rendered insensible from concussion; was however 
aroused by a comrade, but not in season to prevent his capture by the enemy, 
and for several months of that year it appears by the regimental rolls he was a 
prisoner. He was returned subsequently as a paroled prisoner and rejoined his 
regiment, and at the expiration of his term of service he re-enlisted, 
discharged July 24, 1865. 

He filed an application for a pension in 1569, claiming disabilities originating 
in exposure while a prisoner at Belle Isic and Lynchburgh, Va., but relin- 
quished the same in 1871, with the avowal that the evidence required by the 
Pension Office could not be furnished. : 

Upon his own application the case was afterwards reopened, and June 17, 
1887, was adversely disposed of by the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, be 
eause, while he may have contracted his disability in the service, the evidence 
failed to prove it. 

The evidence submitted to the committee shows, by the certificate of the ex 
surgeon of his regiment and the affidavit of a party who knew him before and 
at the time of his enlistment, that he was then a sound man. 

That later, and in 1873, he was suffering from some kidney trouble, by affi- 
davits of women who took care of his room. The medical examiners to whom 
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his case was committed, reported his disability from diabetes at one-fourth total 
and permanent, and that in their belief it originated in the service and in line 
duty. 

Foe cictaamt himself testifies that he contracted a severe cold on account of 
want of shelter while a prisoner, but that his health improved after his return 
to his regiment, yet during ‘ Burnside’s mud march” he suffered a relapse, 
since which this disease has been continuous. He accounts forthe impossibility 
of testimony from his comrades by saying he never complained, because he was 
desirous of promotion, which would have been difficult had his physical condi- 
tion been known, 

In consideration of the long service of this soldier and the reasonable proba- 
bility that his statement is true we recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. How much does that carry? 
The CHAIRMAN. The regular amountallowed by the pension laws. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES CORY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1294) 
to increase the pension of James Coey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Seeretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of James Coey, late major of the One 
hundred and forty-seventh Regiment of New York Volunteers, and pay him at 
the rate of $60 per month in lieu of the pension now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1294) 
granting an increase of pension to James Coey, submit the following report: 

That they have examined the case and annex the report of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and recommend the bill do pass, 


[Senate Report No, 352, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1294) to increase 
the pension of James Coey, have examined the same and report : 
The case of the beneficiary under the bill received the consideration of the 


committee at the last Congress, and the statement and recommendation made 
then are repeated now; by which it appears that he enlisted August 21, 1862,in 
Company E, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers; 
was commissioned first lieutenant October 4, 1862; captain, February 24, 1863; 
major, October 28, 1864; lieutenant-colonel, November 15, 1864, but not mus- 
tered, the regiment being below minimum ; lieutenant-colonel by brevet, March 
18, 1865, ** for conspicuous gallantry in the battles ofthe Wilderness and at Laurel 
Hill, Va.;"’ colonel by brevet, April 9, 1865, ‘for gallant and meritorious serv- 


ices during the war and in the recent campaigns, terminating with the sur- 
render of the insurgent army under General Robert E. Lee.” 

He was severely wounded in the leg at Laurel Hill, Va., and at Hatcher's 
Run, Va.; on February 6, 1805, he was terribly wounded in the head. It was 
on account of the last wound that he was pensioned from June7, 1865, at $25 per 
month, which was increased to $30 per month from August, 1886, the increase 
being for the original disability and resulting diseases, total deafness of right 
ear, facial paralysis, and loss of sense of smell. 

The bill under consideration provides for an increase of pension to $60 per 
month. The claimant's disability, in substance correspondig with the techni- 
cal medical description, is: Gun-shot wound through the head, the ball enter- 
ing below the left eye, near the nose, and ng out thro’ the right side of 
the head, underthe right ear. Subsequently a small piece of the ball out 
of the right ear. He has lost use of hearing in right ear entirely, and is suffer- 
ing, and has been for the last four years, from a discharge from the right ear. 
Further, that he is suffering from paralysis of the entire right side of face; the 
eyelid of right eye is completely paralyzed and does not perform its usual func- 
tion of protection to the eye, and thus the sight of right eye is much impaired 
and is constantly growing weaker; and the sense of smell is entirely lost, 
Memory is also impaired and capacity for mental labor. 

There is no question about the extent of disability as above stated, nor that it 
is permanent and of a character that will increase with years, nor that the com- 
plication of troubles now affecting claimant is directly resultant from his wounds 
received in service. 

Your committee deem thecase so plain and meritorious thatthey recommend 
the passage of the bill, amended, however, by limiting the pension thereunder 
to $50 a month. 

Amend by striking out in the sixth line of the bill the word “seventy,” and 
in = seventh line the word “‘five,’”’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“sixty.” ‘ 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this would 
break the uniformity in such cases. I do not think the disability war- 
rants an increase from $30 to $60. If we could afford it, it would bea 
pleasant thing to increase every man’s pension, but we can not afford 
to do that. I would like to hear from the gentleman in charge of the 
bill some better reason than is given in the report for that increase. 

Mr. MOKRILL. Mr. Chairman, the bill was reported by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Turner], who is not present this even- 
tng. Iwill say in reply to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Wasu- 
INGTON] that the committee have carefully considered all these mat- 
ters, examined the evidence, diseussed these questions in full commit- 
tee, and the reports are passed by a majority of the committee. A 
hasty reading of the report would hardly give the gentleman a correct 
idea of the matter. 

Mr. TUCKER. But su we have given it a careful reading? 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object to the passage of the bill at that rate. 

Mr. MORRILL, Then I ask unanimous.consent that the bill may be 
laid aside. : 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let it be passed over and retain its place on 
the Calendar. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the gentleman who ts the bill is not 
here, the Chair would suggest that it be laid aside without losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Avaust 29, 





JOHN SWEARER. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2493) 
ting a pension to John Swearer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!l the name of John Swearer 
at the rate of $20 per month from the date of the passage of this act,in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana), was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid ions to whem was referred the bill (S. 2493) 
=~ ting an increase of pension to John Sw earer, submit the following re- 
port: 

Your committee have had said bill under co )sideration, and, recommending 
the paasage of the bill, adopt the report of the Senate committee as our own, 
which is in the rons words, to wit: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2493) grant- 
ing a pension to John Swearer, have examined the same, and report: 

‘Atthe time of the attack on Fort Sumter a party of stone-masons and brick- 
layers were engaged in strengthening its insecure defenses, One of these, John 
Swearer, volunteered to help man guns. ‘The whole lar force in the 
fort under or Anderson numbering only sonie sixty men, his services were 
accepted, and he was privileged to be the first man in the fort who was wounded, 
and so the first, also, in the war of the rebellion. The circumstances under 
which the claimant under the bill was thus permitted to exhibit his manliness 
and patriotism are detailed in the following letter from Major-General! Double- 
day, at the time in command of one of the companies garrisoning the fort : 

* “Tn the first opening of the enemy’s batteries against Fort Sumter (April 12, 
1861) the fort was garrisoned by only two companies of the United States Army, 
under command of Maj. Robert Anderson. I commanded one of these com- 
panies. Our sixty men were invested by several thousand. The labors that 
devolved upon the regular troops were immense in their efforts to put the 
works in a proper condition to resist an asseult. In this emergency, John 
Swearer, with a few of his companions who were masons and brick-layers, and 
who were at work in the fort, served atthe guus “4 or bombardment, and 

rformed all the duties ofasoldier. Atthe close of the action Swearer was 

ly wounded by a piece of shell entering his body. 

*** He was the first man wounded in the |: te civil war. Instead of fa month 
pension dating only from 1884, I think his ;.cnsion should be increased, and it 
should date from the day he was wounded. 

“* ABNER DOUBLEDAY, 
** ‘Major-General, U.8. Army,formerly Capt. Co. E, First U.S. Artillery.’ 

“The service performed by the claimant was in no sense required by or in- 
cident to hisemployment. It was an act of generous and spontaneou ; _—_ 
otism, most lily to be remembered in hisbehalf. It is ially tu be so 
remem since age has come to him with disease resulting his wound, 

and poverty as companion to both. He was pensioned under the statute of 
a = at $4 per month, and that rating was increased to $3 from Septem- 

“In consideration of the peculiar and meritorious circumstances surround- 
ing the case, the committee do not hesitate to reeommend the passage of the 


We further recommend the amendment of the Senate bill by adding thereto 
the following words, to wit, “in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.”’ 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Ada to the bill the following : 

**In lieu of the pension he is now receiving."’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I not catch the amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Twenty dollars a month. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does not that bill provide for arrears also? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Something is said in there about arrears. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not provided for in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


BENJAMIN W. BOTTS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 437) 
a pension to Benjamin W. Botts. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the laws, the name of Benjamin W. Botts, of Missouri, 
late a member of y B, Thirtieth Regiment Lowa Volanteers. 


The report (by Mr. MorRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 437) 
granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts, submit the following report: 

That the report clearly sets forth the facts in this case ; fore it is 
adopted. Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 


to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 


The Committee on Pensions, 
in W. Botts, have examined t\,e same and report: 


sion to Benjam 
The record in this case discloses a peculiar state of facts. In ber, 1362, 
the soldier, then a minor, left his home in ] avis County, Iowa, Keokuk, a 


recruiting station, for the purpose of enlisti .g inthe Union papemnas of 
the fact pisdblinaichenteianmtnedh ited wenitonoenll . Onpre- 
senting asa reerui:, and learning t!.is fact, he sent home for such con- 
sent, and waiting its arrival, joined the company in its drills and submitted to 
camp discipline. The fether’s consent received, he was mustered into service 
on eee Oteker, ES ee aes a & 
hospital, broken out with measles. was discharged from hospital an 
the service November 18, 1862. ne een ene See 
discharge as chronic gastritis, chronic hitis, and general debility. e 
certificate adds; ‘‘ Should not have been mustered,”’ 
r pension was rejected on the und that the measles which 
uced the disease of lungs was contracted prior toenlistment. This is tech- 
true, and justifies the Pension Bureau, under its in its - 


ment. But, oa record was 
service from the time when he first offered himself 














been amenable to the discipline of the camp, and by participation in drills had 
been preparing himself for service as a soldier. His good intentions were un- 
deniable, aud ft is also undeniable that he contracted the measies while thus 
dergoing a soldier’s training. 

vets soon as the father’s consent was received, he formally consummated the 
contract which had tacitly existed for nearly a month. He is in equity entitled 
to the same consideration as if he had perfected his enlistment at the first attempt. 
As to the rest, hiscase is without flaw. A large amountof evidence is presented 
from family physicians, laboring associates. and friends, showing soundness be- 
fore his application to enlist, and his seriously diseased condition since his 
discharge, with that of comrades while in camp, establishing the fact of the 
contraction of the disease while learning the manual of arms. His condition is 
such, as shown by the reports of medical examiners, as to invoke sympathy, 
and believing this may be exercised in the soldier's favor, along with substan- 
tial justice, the committee approve the bill and recommend it for passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS H. HOPKINS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 759) 
granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas H. Hopkins, late a pri- 
vate Company K, Second Regiment Illinois Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 759) 
granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins, submit the following report: 

That tue facts in this case are clearly and fully set forth by the Senate report 
and are hereby adopted. 


SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bili (S. 759) granting 
a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins, have examined the same and report: 

This claimant made application for pension several years ago, alleging enlist- 
ment at Pittsfield, 111, June 13, 1861, and the incurrence of his disability the latter 

yart of June, 1861,at Camp Butler, near Springfield, [ll.,by becoming so over- 
seated as to cause disease of the lungs, from which he has never recovered; that 
he lay sick at Camp Butler about three months. On February 21, 1839, his claim 
was rejected on the ground that the records of the War Department fail to show 
the service as alleged. 

Accompanying the papers presented to the committee is an affidavit of the 
claimant in which he swears to his enlistment in Company K, Second Ilinois 
Cavalry. That he enlisted at Pittsfield, Pike County, [llinois, June 15, 1861, and 
that a discharge was given him at the expiration of about three months’ sery- 
ice. That he was an able-bodied man at the time. 

Presley G. Athey, late captain of Company K, Second Illinois Cavalry, swears 
under date September 7, 1889. 

‘That Thomas H, Hopkins enlisted at Pittsfield, Ill., on or about June 13, 
1861, to serve three years or during the war, and that he was sworn into the serv- 
ice of the United States on or about June 20, 1861, in the company afterwards 
lettered K, of the Second [llinois Cavairy Volunteers; that on June 28, 1861, he 
received orders to march; that on June 30, 186], he took up line of march for 
Camp Butler; that while on said march, owing to excessive heat, dust, want of 
water, and exposure at nights, Thomas H. Hopkins was so overcome as to pro- 
duce, and did produce, hemorrhage of the lungs, which caused his discharge at 
Camp Butler, IL, on the 5th day of August, 1861, by Silas Noale, colonel of said 
regiment; said claimant grew worse all the time; that on the 12th day of Au- 
gust, 1861, said Company K was examined by surgeons and passed upon when 
a new roll was made, and hence the name of Thomas H. Hopkins does not ap- 
pear on the rolls of the War Department at Washington; said Hopkins was at 
the time of his enlistment, and for some time prior thereto, a sound, able-bod- 
ied man, as thisaffiant verily believes. The facts are personally known to this 
affiant.’’ 

Captain Athey resides at New Albany, Mo. 

Mrs. T. B. Snyder, of Kansas City, Mo., swears to an acquaintance of over 
sixteen years; he has been an invalid most all of the time, not able to do man- 
ual labor on account of weakness of lungs; under care of the doctor a great 
deal; 

Your committee are of the opinion that the claimant has fairly established 
his enlistment. He has also established prior soundness, and with the evidence 
presented he has established continuance. The affidavit of Captain Athey is 
so strong and directly to the point as to service that we recommend the passage 


of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will de laid aside to 
be re to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to have to object 
to anybody’s bill, but I will have to object to that, By a careful pe- 
rusal of that report, I learn that the applicant was not in the service 
to exceed thirty days. He claims to have been taken sick with lung 
disease on the march to camp. He was discharged in August, after 
having enlisted in June. I do not think it is right to put a man like 
that on the pension-roll, to be a tax on the people of this country for 
the next forty years. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
service three months? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Do I understand my friend to say that a man who 
entered the service of his country and was disabled in that service, 


Does not the report indicate that he was in the 


even although he served only thirty days, is not entitled to a pension? 
Mr. MORRILL. And when he has hemorrhage of the lungs? 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Thegentleman has put words into my mouth 
that I did not use. You are laying down a general proposition that I 
have not stated. I say the statements in that report indicate that this 
man enlisted and started for camp, as I get it from the hasty reading 
of the Clerk; that he broke down from the heat and dust on the road 
to camp, and he claims that that gave him a lung disease from which 
he has suffered ever since. I think that is getting it down to a pretty 
fine point. 

Mr. MORRILL. 


The report shows that hesuffers from hemorrhage 
of the lungs. 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. He must have suffered from it before, if he 
got it in one day, on one march. I shall have to object. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I ask that the bill be laid aside. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. As I understand the gentleman’s request, it 
is that the bill be laid aside without action. 

Mr. MORRILL, Without action. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

HUGH BRADY. 

The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill | 
granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to inerease the pension of Hugh Brady, late of Company 
I, Eighty-fourth Regiment of Illinois Infantry, to $30 per month, in lieu of th« 
pension now received by him under certificate 62848, 

The report (by Mr. MorriLt) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pension, to whom was referred the bill (S.757 
granting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady, submit the following report: 


That the facts in this case are clearly set forth in the Senate report, which is 
hereby adopted. 





SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hugh Brady, have examined the same, and report 

This bill passed the House of Representatives during the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress and was favorably reported tothe Senate, The facts ar« 
set forth in the report made at that time: 

“The beneficiary named in the bill is now a pensioner at the rate of $24 per 
month, on account of a gunshot wound of left hand and breast, piles, and 
disease of heart, contracted while serving as private in Company I, Eighty 
fourth Regiment Llinois Volunteers. This rate was fixed by the Pension Bu 
reau because the combined disabilities are held as equivalent to the disability 
resulting from the loss of a hand or foot, for which the act of March 3, 1883, pro- 
vides said rate. By the provisions of the act of August 4, 1886, the rate of pen 
sion for loss of a hand or foot was raised to $30 per month, but equivalent dis 
abilities were not increased over the former rate 

** Pensioner asks that his pension be increased to $35, the rate now provided 
by law for loss of leg above the knee, or arm above the elbow, or total disability 
in either. Such a disability, however, is not shown by the medical certificates. 
But as the disability, as heretofore stated, is equivalents to the loss of a hand 
your committee are of opinion that the pension should be increased to $20 per 
month, and therefore recommend that it do pass.’’ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


fully 


MARY A. DOUD, 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2407) 
for the relief ot Mary A. Doud. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Doud, dependent mothe: 
of William C. Doud, late a private of the First Regiment Connecticut Heavy 
Artillery, of the city, county, and State of New York. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S 
for the relief of Mary A. Doud, submit the following report: 

That they have carefully examined the report of the Senate committee, which 
is hereto annexed and made a part hereof, and believing the case to be a meri 
torious one they would recommend the passage of the bill, 


2407) 


[Senate Report No, 7°4, Fifty-first Congress, first session, | 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2407) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Doud, of the city, county, and State of New York, have ex- 
amined the same and report 

That a bill similar to this in its provisions was referred to thiscommittee dur- 
ing the last Congress. It was fully considered and reported upon at that time. 
The report is hereby approved, attached hereto and made a part of this report 
and we thereupon again recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 447, Fiftieth Congress, first session. } 

The claimant is the mother of William C. Doud, who enlisted February 17, 
1863, in the First Connecticut Volunteer Regiment of Meavy Artillery, in which 
he served until February 5, 1864; he then re-enlisted and served in the same 
regiment until September 5, 1865, when the command was mustered out. The 
soldier died of diarrhea and consumption June 12, 1870, in the city of New York. 
It appears from the testimony of his comrades, Cook and Durfee, who served 
in the same regiment with him, that William C, Doud rendered service as above, 
and that his pay was remitted to his mother for her support. The husband of 
the claimant had many years before the war abandoned her, gone to California, 
and died there; and the son, his mother remaining a widow, having no other 
means of subsistence except their manual labor, lived and worked together at 
sewing garments for the clothing and tailor shops, 

It is shown by testimony of his comrades, Durfee, Dietrich, and Atheington 
that said William C. Doud, at the siege of Yorktown, Va., in May, 1862, con- 
tracted chronic diarrhea; that he suffered with it during the whole of his sub 
sequent service. The disease seems to have never been cured, but to have 
lasted until his death. Thetestimony of the two brothers Hoyt shows that the 
soldier was married about fourteen months before his death, but that his wife 
afterwards married again and has sinee died herself. These witnesses were 
There were 
no children of this marriage. The claimant is sixty-four years old, without 
means of support except her needie, and is now too old to work steadily there- 
with. She was very largely dependent upon her son, the soldier, who, as we 
think is shown, died from disease contracted in the military service. 

We recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
EVELINE A. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes. 


NOY Es, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


He it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roli, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Eveline A. Noyes, widow of James F. Noyes, 
late of the Tenth Independent Rattery, Wisconsin Light Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


fhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, fo whom was referred the bill (S. 1554) 
granting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes, submit the following report: 

Believing from the report of the Senate committee, which is hereto annexed 
and made a part hereof, that this is a meritorious case, they would recommend 
that the bill do pass. 





[Senate Report No, 872, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 
- The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1554) granting 
n pension to Eveline A. Noyes, have examined the same and report: 

Phis is a bill to pension Eveline A, Noyes, widow of James F. Noyes, late a 
member of the Tenth Independent Battery of Wisconsin Light Artillery. 

The widow claims that her hushand died of disease contracted in the service, 
and this appears to be the fact. The Adjutant-General's report shows that he 
was sick from May 18 to August 30, 1864, and that he was captured and a pris- 
oner in the Confederate prison. When he enlisted he was a practical, hard- 
working farmer, and there is abundant testimony to show that he was entirely 
sound when heenlisted. He was mustered out at the end of the war, and re- 
turned to his home broken in health and continued to fail until he died, There 
is a Jarge number of affidavits which show that bis illness was continuous and 
that as he grew weaker there were indications of dropsy, and of this he finally 
died. His widow claimed that he died of dropsy, but was unable to meet the 
requirements of the Pension Office, which demanded evidence when, how, and 
where he incurred this disease. 

There have been three special examinations. and the report in each instance 
is favorable to the claimant, but the records of the War Department do not show 
that he had dropsy, nor is there any medical testimony identifying this disease. 
It is enough forthe committee to know,.as is positively shown, that he was 
sound when he entered the service, that he came out of it diseased, and that he 
was sick and a sufferer to the time of his death. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour has arrived at which this order of the 
House has expired, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was.agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro ae having 
resunsed the chair, Mr. GEAR reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had had under consideration sundry pension bills, which they 
reported back to the House with various recommendations. 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendments, were severally ordered to be 
read a third time; and they were accordingly read the third time, and 
passed: 

A bill (8S. 1303) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner; 

A bill (8. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline; 

A bill (S. 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones; 

A bill (S. 1702) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; 

A bill (S. 1703) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield; 

A bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. Norton; 

A bill (S. 1238) granting a pension to Daniel Donovan; 

A biil (S. 1048) granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell; 

A bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren; 

A bill (S. 1928) tor the relief of Henrietta E, Boggs; 

A bill (S. 1356) granting increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent; 

A bill (S. 998) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
William H, Fenton; 

A bill (8. 803) granting a pension to William P. Madden; 

A bill (S. 1524) granting a pension to Mena Holmes; 

A bill (8S. 992) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

A bill (8S. 437) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts; 

A bill (S. 757) granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 

A bill (S. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Doud; and 

A bill (8. 1554) pecans: a pension to Eveline A. Noyes. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from: the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the 
amendments agreed to, the bills-as amended ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 2493) granting a pension to John Swearer; and 

A bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranft. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask unanimous consent to print in 
the RecorpD some remarks on the bill granting a pension to Mrs. Hart- 
raoft. I was very well acquainted with General Hartranft, was acom- 
rade of his, served with him for three years, was an intimate personal 
friend, and should be very glad to print some remarks in connection 
with the bill granting a pension to his widow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do wish unanimous consent to 


let the amendment go at $75 a month for Mra. Hartranft. 


Objection was made. 
MRS. REBECCA E. SIMON, 


Mr. REILLY. I ask unanimous consent to take up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca 
E. Simon. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to reissue the pension certificate of Mrs. Rebecca E. 
Simon, widow of William J. Simon, late su: n United States Navy, and allow 
ad a pension at $50 per month, the same to be in lieu of the pension now paid 

er, 


Mr. REILLY. Mr, Speaker, this bill and report were read at last 
Friday evening’s session, but owing to the arrival of the hour of half 
past 10, when under the rules we are obliged to adjourn, further con- 
sideration was cut off; and I request that the reading of the report be 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request to dis- 
pense with the reading of the report? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Iowa that the report was read in full at the last Friday evening 
session and printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, As the report was printed, I withdraw the de- 
mand for its reading, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH P, NEWHOUSE, 


Mr. KINSEY. TIcall up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
11456) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth P. Newhouse, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Elizabeth P. Newhouse, for- 
merly wife of Christian Newhouse, deceased, late of Company E, Fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, upon the pension-roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11455) for the relief of Elizabeth P. Newhouse, submit the following report: 

Claimant is the divorced widow of Christian Newhouse, who was a soldier in 
Company E, Fourth Reziment Indiana Cavalry. The evidence shows that 
Christian Newhouse served his country with credit for nearly three years and 
received an honorable discharge. After his return home, that he was a man of 
good repute and ee by his neighbors, but some time afterward was occa- 
sionally under the influence of strong drink, and while in that condition was 
overbearing and abusive to his wife. Ie gradually became more and more 
addicted to the habit until his wife was compelled to leave home for safet 
during his periods of delirium. Finally it became evident that it was same 
for her to longer remain with him; therefore she applied for a divorce, which 
decree was granted June 26, 1873. 

The affidavits ot many witnesses show that the claimant is, and was at that 
time, a kind-hearted, virtuous, and noble christian woman; that she was very 
patriotic and loyal, being a very industrious member of a society, during the 
war, for the aid of the soldiers in the field and their widows and orphans at 
home. The oe ae that claimant frequently took care of her divorced 
husband in times of sickness, and thatat his final sickness she had him brought 
to her home and took care of him, and ministered to his wants until his death, 
which is shown by evidence to be August 21, 1880. Claimant is now nearly 
three score and con yo of age, and has very little of this world’s goods and 
has never remarried. Your committee report favorably and recommend that 
the bill do pass, with amendment, “‘and pay her a pension at $8 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How much does this bill carry ? 

A MemBer. Eight dollars a month. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOEL HENDRICKS. 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9293) 
granting a pension to Joel Hendricks, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he hereby is, di- 
rected to placeon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions of the pension laws, 
the name of Joel Hendricks, who was enrolled July 2, 1832, in Capt. James 
Orr's company of cavalry of Indiana Militia, in Black Hawk war, and mustered 
out of service with said company August 12, 1832, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $26 per month from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9293) grant- 
ing a pension to Joel Hendricks lly report as follows: 

Phe said Hendricks was enrolled Jul 2, 1832, in Capt. James Orr’s company 
of cavalry Indiana militiain the Black Hawk war; was mustered out of the serv- 
ice honorably with such company A 12, 1832. It rs from a numer- 
ously s petition, and also from a vits, that Mr. Hendricks is now sey- 
enty-eight years old; is totally disabled, being unable to perform manual labor 
necessary to procure his subsistence, and thatclaimant has no income from any 
source whatever suflicient for the maintenance of himself and family. 

R. L. Parsons testifies that he has been personally and intimately acquainted 
with Mr. Hendricks for the past twenty years; knows from personal knowl- 

that he is now almost totally disabled from following his occupation (shoe- 

); has no income sufficient to maintajn himselfand family; that he is 

wi means of support other than his labor; and that he has no friends le- 

ly bound or able to su .him. Similar facts occur in the affidavits of 
ue! Gaskins and of Mr. himself. 

In view of the facts stated, your committee report the bill back with the rec- 
ommendation that it do with the following amendment: Strike out the 
word “ twenty,’’ in line 10, and substitute in lieu thereof the word “ eight.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JEANIE BRENT DAVENPORT. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent to take up for consid- 
eration the bill (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport. 








1890. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jeanie Brent 
Davenport, widow of Capt. Henry K. Davenport, late of the United States Navy, 
at the rate of $50 per month, 

The report (by Mr. RANDALL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.721) granting 
an increase of pe to Jeanie Brent Davenport, have considered the same, 
and respectfully report as follows : : 

Said Bill is clantler te House bill No. 10503, which was reported favorably at 
this session by your committee and is now on the Calendar. It is respectfully 
recommended that the Senate bill be substituted for the House bill, and that 
the former be put upon its passage. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert 
**thirty.”” 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that the 
beneficiary gets $30 a month now. She is a widow and is not getting 
enough. 

Mr. MORRILL. On what ground is the increase asked ? 

Mr. RANDALL. On the ground that she is of advanced years, with- 
out means, and that $30 is not sufficient for her wants; alsoon account 
of the meritorious services of her husband during the war. The bill 
came before the Committee on Pensions and was very carefully looked 
into, The committee reported it unanimously. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What was the rank of the officer ? 

Mr. RANDALL. He was a captain in the Navy. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What rank would that be equivalent to in the 
Army ? 

Mr. RANDALL. 
nel of the Army. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the regular pension ? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the regular pension. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What age is she ? 

Mr. RANDALL. She is sixty-four. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I shall notargue this case, but I am opposed 
to these special cases. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


A captain of the Navy has the same pay asa colo- 


MRS. MARGARET O0’CONNER, NOW SULLIVAN. 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
9236) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret O’Conner, now Sullivan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it exgucted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Margaret O'Conner, now 
Sullivan, the widow of Robert O'Conner, who served as a soldier in Company 
F, Eleventh United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension 
from and after the passage of this bill. 


The report (by Mr. Hit) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9236) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret Sullivan (formerly O'Conner), have considered the 
same, and report as follows: 

A similar bill was reported to the House yd your committee at the first session 
of the Fiftieth Congress. The number of the report is 2000. Your committee 
adopt said report as applicable to this bill, and retura the bill with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


{House Report No. 2900, Fiftieth Congress, first session. | 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10485) and 
petition of Margaret O'Conner, have considered the same, and report as follows: 

The claimant asks in her petition that she berestored to the rolls asthe widow 
of Robert O’Conner, who died in the Mexican war while a soldier in the Eley- 
enth United States Infantry, Captain Ramsey’s company. Shestatesas follows: 

“T received a pension as his widow until it was taken from me by reason of 
cohabiting with one Jobn Sullivan and having children by him. Sullivan was 
a soldier in the late war and served, until it closed, with honor and bravery. 
Sullivan is dead, my children have left me, and [ am living alone, destitute, and 
dependent on charity for the common needs of life. Lama very old woman 
and can not be a tax on our good Government but a few years longer at best.” 

Your committee have investigated the case and find that the claimant's first 
husband, Robert O'Conner, was a soldier in Company F, Eleventh United 
States Infantry, from January 1, 1848. He enlisted for the war with Mexico, 
but died July 16, 1848, from diarrhea contracted in service. 

The claimant, in 1873, was placed on the pension-roll as the widow of said 
soldier, but in March, 1882, her pommon was suspended, and subsequently her 
name was dropped from the roll because she was not entitled to her pension. 

The folowing opinion of the Acting Secretary of the Interior, when the claim 
was on appeal, shows the cause of dropping : 


DxePARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, September 12, 1885. 

Sime: Herewith are returned the papers which accompanied the report dated 
the 7th of February last, upon the appeal from the action of your office drop- 
ping the name of Mrs. Margaret O’Conner, widow of Robert O'Conner, fromthe 
pension-roll. Mrs. O'Conner was pensioned by certificate No. 7334, issued on 
the 3ist of July, 1873, on account of the death of her husband in 1848 of disease 
contracted while he was a private in Company F of the Eieventh Regiment of 
United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico. 

The report of your office, dated the 5th of May, 1834, sets forth that the name 
of the pensioner was dropped from the roll under the act of August 7, 1882, on 
Ce of her open and notorious adulterous cohabitation with one John O’Sul- 

van. 

Since that report was made the case has been further investigated by your 
office, on the suggestion of this Department, and in the report of the 7th of Feb- 
ruary last your office proposes to adhere to the action dropping the name from 
the roll on a different ground, which is, that the evidence is sufficient to show 
that Mrs, O'Conner was married to said John O'Sullivan in 1549. 

In this view of the case this Department concurs. The testimony of John 
Feechy coving forth that he was present at the marriage of Mrs. O'Conner and 
John Hivan in 1849, sustained by the fact that a license for the marriage 
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was procured; the testimony of Mrs. Lucy S. Kellogg, setting forth than Mrs 
O'Conner admitted to her that she was married to John O'Sullivan; and the 
cohabitation of the parties from 1849 to 1883 are deemed sufficient proof of the 
marriage. : 
The action of your office dropping the name from the pension-roll is affirmed 
on this ground. 
Very respectfully, 
G 


A. JENKS, Acting Secretary 


The CoMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS 

Itis seen by this statement that the claim was rejected by the Pension Bu- 
reau on the ground of the remarriage of the widow 

The second husband, Sullivan,isdead. The claimant is in destitute cireum- 
stances. She is about seventy years of age 

Your committee are of the opinion that the remarriage of this claimantshould 
not deprive her of her right toa pension. Her first husband Was a 
soldier, and died while in the service of his country 

The pension laws relating to the Revolutionary war allow the granting of 
pensions to those widows of soldiers who, having remarried, again become wid- 
ows. The honorable Commissioner of Pensions has expressed himself as fa- 
vorable to the enactment of a law allowing pensions to all widows of soldiers 
while they are widows. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY 8S. MILLER. 
Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 3214) grantinga 
pension to Mary 8. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll subjectto the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 8. Miller, as the widow of Will- 
iam J. Miller, late private of Company K, Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Volun 
teer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LAws) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 3214) 
granting a pension to Mary S. Miller, submit the following report, being report 
ot Senate Committee on Pensions on same bil), namely: 


O'Conner 


{Senate Report No. 149, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 

Claimant isthe widow of William J. Miller, who served as a private in Com- 
pany K, Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, from August 1!, 1862, 
to July 17, 1865. 

Soldier was drawing a pension of $8 per month atthe time of his death, by 
reason of disability from chronic diarrhea. Claim was rejected August 19, 1889, 
on the ground that claimant is not the legal widow of the late soldier. 

A copy of the records of Mahaska County, Iowa, shows that soldier was 
married to one Pheebe Blacketer, November 3, 1861. She applied for pension in 
June, 1865, supposing the soldier to have been killed in battle. This claim was 
rejected August 19, 1889, on the ground that there is no pensionable period, 
claimant having remarried prior to date of soldier's death. 

The records of Mahaska County, Iowa, show the marriage of soldier to Mary 
S. Graham, claimant in this case, May 22, 1866. This was nearly four months 
after the marriage ofsoldier’s first wife (Phaebe) to Mr, Fletcher, which occurred, 
according to report of special examiner, January 24, 1866, 

In affidavit filed May 15, 1883, claimant states that her late husband, William 
J. Miller, was divorced from his former wife, Phosbe Miller, prior to May 22, 
1866 ; that before that time soldier had commenced divorce proceedings and pub- 
lished notice against the said Phcebe Miller, at Oskaloosa, Mahaska County, 
Iowa, and while the same were pending received notice that a divorce had 
been granted Phabe Miller elsewhere, but where this claimant does not know ; 
that the said soldier thereupon dismissed his proceedings in Mahaska County, 
Iowa, and he and affiant were married ; that the notice of the divorce received 
by claimant’s late husband from the said Phosbe Miller was lostin moving from 
place to place, and claimant is therefore unable to furnish proof of the same. 

Phoebe Miller, soldier s first wife, states before a special examiner that she 
had no knowledge of a divorce proceeding against her by soldier, and that she 
was neither divorced, nor did she ever apply for a divorce from soldier: that 
she never expected to hear from him again, and therefore she married Mr, 
Fletcher. 

It is shown by medical testimony taken by special examiner that soldier died 
from chronic diarrhea, the disability for which he was pensioned. It is not 
shown, however, that soldier was cver divorced from his first wife. although 
she married another man about four months before soldier was married to this 
claimant. 

The testimony in the case indicates that soldier was but eighteen years of 
age when he was married to his first wife, with whom he lived only afew months ; 
that the said marriage was an unhappy one and that soldier had just grounds 
for divorce; that the present widow before consenting to marry soldier was sat- 
isfied that there was no legal barrier to their marriage; that the first wife was 
married to James Fletcher several months before soldier was married to this 
claimant, and, therefore, had no claims upon him. It is weil established that 
soldier regarded claimantas his only true and lawful wife, andsolived with her 
to the day of his death, September 29, 1887, nearly twenty-one years. It is also 
shown that claimant cared for and nursed soldier through all of his sickness, 
and earned a living for the family when he was unable to work. She was to 
him in every respect what a true wife would be to her husband,and no blame 
ean attach to her, believing, as she did, that there was no obstacle in the way 
oftheir marriage. 

In an affidavit filed June 13, 1889, Hon, E.S. Gaylord, a prominentand highly 
respected citizen of Washington County, Nebraska, testifies that he has persona! 
knowledge that the late soldier and claimant lived together in the most repu 
table manner during the last ten vears as man and wife; that the said soldier 
was a weakly, sickly man and without means; that during much of the time 
his wife was compelled to do washing, sewing, and housework for other per- 
sons in order to maintain herseif and husband; that she worked for this affiant 
in such ca ity. he being a near neighbor to them; that said work greatly im- 
paired claimant's health, and that she is now greatly broken down and without 
means of subsistence; that claimant and soldier always lived together in loy- 
alty and fidelity as man and wife. 

In affidavit executed June 14, 1890, Melissa A. Faust, of Douglas County, Ne- 
braska, testifies that she was intimately acquainted with claimant and her hus- 
band, William J. Miller, and knows that they were married on the 22d day of 
May, 1856, and lived togetheras husband and wife until his death, September 29, 
1887; that affiant lived nearby them nearly all of the time, and knows that the 
said soldier was in poor health and confined to the house during the last two 
years of his life, being unable to perform any kind of work, and had not claim- 
ant cared for and nursed him he would have been a charge upon the county. 

The facts seem to warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
— the passage of the bill with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. ™ 


CONRAD M’CLAIN. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9934) granting 
a pension to Conrad McClain. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Conrad McClain, late of Company 
F, One hundred and nisth Regiment of New York Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Frick) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
9934) granting a pension to Courad McClain, having examined and considered 
= same, report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it 

oO pass, 

Conrad McClain was a soldier in the One hundred and ninth New York Reg- 
iment, being the regiment of Colonel Catlin and General B, F. Tracy, and he 
served therein about three years. He filed application for pension in 1386, 
claiming for gunshot wound in head and right fore-arm, and chronic diarrhea, 
which was rejected on the ground that there was no pensionable disability 
eee gunahet wound in head and no record of origin in service as to the other 
CiAlmNs. 

He was treated at Chester Hospital, at Laurel, Md., and at Harewood Hospital, 
Washington. The Adjutant-General's report shows that he was wounded, but 
does not show the details, and the Surgeon-General’s report shows his hospital 
treatment for wounds. His colonel, Isaac 8S. Catlin, testifies as to his being ill 
with malarial fever and as to his being furloughed in 1862 on account of illness, 
and testifies to his wounds, and that one of them was incurred while he was re- 
covering the colors of the regiment. the bearer of them having fallen mortally 
wounded, and also expresses the stron belief in the merit of his claim, and 
that he has never recovered from his illness, and has a letter on file to General 
Tracy strongly recommending this claim. 

Comrades also swear to his illness and injuries in the same way, and Sara A, 
Young, who was a nurse at the hospital at Laurel, Md., and took care of him, 
testifies as to his wounds and that they were severe. it is also shown by the 
testimony ef those with whom he has worked and associated since his disc 
that he has suffered ever since with diarrhea and general debility, and that 
has not been able to perform anything like full manual labor. 

A medical examination was had at Maquoketa, lowa, and the wounds were 
reported with a statement that they think it probable that his disabilities were 
incurred in service, but that there were no ive of disease in the rec- 
tum, but say that he is entitied to a rating for a wound in the head. 

Your committee can not see wherein the ruling of the Department that there 
was no record and no proof of origin of complaintin service is justified; the 

roof seems to be entirely satisfactory upon all of these points; and the record 

iscloses no ground upon which relief should be denied him, and the bill should 
Pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MES, LEONORA COON, 


Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7574) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
Umitations of the a nsion laws, the name of Mrs. Leonora Coon, widow 
of the late Denby L. Coon, late adjutaut of the Second Battalion, Third Regiment 
Michigan‘Cavatry, at the rate of $14 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 7574 
granting a pension to Mrs, Leonora Coon, respectfully recommend that the bil 


pass. 

Mrs. Coon is the widow of Denby L. Coon, who at the date of his death was 
receiving a pension for rheumatism, from which discase it is claimed he died in 
1885. The origin of rheumatism in the service was proven in the claim for orig- 
inal pension, but the widow's claim was rejected by the Department on ground 
that soldier did not die of rhenmatiam. re are on file the affidavits ot three 
physicians and one druggist, all of whom treated the soldier, and all agree in 
their affidavits in — for rheumatism and nothing else,and the doctor 
and d who treated him in last illness swear that rheumatism was the 
cause eath, On —_— examination there are conflicting statements made. 

John H. , druggist of twenty years’ standing, swears that he called 
on soldier several times a week. Saw him right before he died; foot and toe 
sore from rheumatism ; toe amputated; otherwise in health. 

Dr. Nichols treated him from 1878 to 1884 for rheu , Which he describes 
in his affidavit as inflammatory, but, on special examination as gouty, mala- 
rial, and progressive. He thought death due to impairment of n ion of the 
parts, i . obstruction of circulation due to previous rheumatism and 
varicose of left leg. 

Dr. n B. Lester attended the soldier in last 1!lness, and swears aaa 
in nal affidavit that he died of rheumatism. He amputated the toe of 
foot where rheumatism was located. On special examination he swears that 
soldier died of lung trouble, but repeats his statement of treatment for rheuma- 
tism of left leg and foot. The special examiner reports him as a quack. 

Dr. C. W. Slawson was the family physician from 1865 till 1870, and treated the 
soldier for rheumatism; was otherwise a healthy man. 

The soldier's legal adviser, Judge John Lewis, swears that he saw him often, 
and he always meeetant of rheumatic pains in left leg and foot, and could 
not wear boot com bly. 

Tho soldier was sick in bed for three months prior to his death, during which 
time it is evident gangrene set in, and the left foot was rotting away and the 
big toe had to be amputated. All the physicians agree that there was no other 
disease that this ition could be attributed to except rheumatism. The sol- 
dier enlisted October, 1851,and was discharged for disability September, 1862. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and > 
; WILLIAM STOVER. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9935) 
grauting a pepsion to William Stover. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, That the Secrotary of the Interior hereby, author- 
ised and dinented i to place on the peaienaet, stiyect tothe provisiens and Hm- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of William Stover, late of Company I, 
Twenty-fourth Regiment of lowa Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. FLIck) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill a R. 
9935) granting a pension to William Stover, having examined and considered 
the same, report the same back to the House with a recommendation thatit do 


ass. 

William Stover was a soldier in Company I, Twenty-fourth Regiment, Iowa 
Infantry, and served about three years. 

He made application for pension in 1880 on the ground of chronic diarrhea, 
lung, and heart trouble, and rupture, claiming that he incurred the rupture by 
a mule falling upon him near Helena, Ark., and that the other diseases were 
contracted by exposure in the Army in lying out nights in sleet and rain; that 
he has been disabled therefrom ever since. 

The claim was rejected in December, 1888, on the ground that there was no 
record of rupture or disease of the heart or lungs, and that the evidence taken 
did not connect his complaint with army service, and that their existence at 
discharge was not shown, and that there was no evidence of chronic diarrhea 
since discharge. 

We can not agree with the finding of the Department upon these facts, and 
believe that the evidence fairly shows to the contrary upon each one of them. 

The evidence of the claimant himself is very full upon all of these points, and 
he is reasonably well sustained in regard to all of them. It may be said,as 
having a bearing upon all of the zo. that the evidence is full and complete 
from neighbors, comrades, and ily that he wasa strong, healthy man pre- 
vious to enlistment, and that he has had these various com plaints ever since, and 
that he wore a truss after the all injury from the mule falling upon him. 

The Adjutant-General reports the 1 records are not on file, but the 
records show that he was in ital in Louis, but no details are on file. 
The Surgeon-General reports that was admitted to hospital steamer City of 
Memphis, in 1863, with chronic diarrhea, several of his comrades testifying fully 


as to his sickness and diarrhea from exposure, and also that he complained of 
the other injury, and that he wore a truss after he returned from ital at 
St. Louis, and did not do so before going there. These facts, in to his 


past condition and wearing of truss after he came home, is fully sustained by 
numerous witnesses. 

He has been twice examined by medical boards, once at Dubuque and once 
at uoketa, and both of these boards re; his condition as to the ia 
favorably for a rating, and express the epinion that it was incurred in ice, 
and two special examiners, who have examined his case and taken evidence, 
A.A.Holmes and B. P. Me iel, report that they believe the claim for hernia 
is meritorious. The most that can be said in favor of the action of the Pension 
department is that perhaps there was not technical proof of the incurrence of 
the rupture in service, but that it did therein incur does not admit of a doubt 
upon the evidence. There seems to ee upon which to rest even 
a question upon the fact. A great deal of mony has been taken and it all 
points to one conclusion, that he is entitled to relief, and the bill should be 
passed 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMPSON RILEY. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8473) granting 
a pension to Thompson Riley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
acted, etc., That the Secre' of the Interior is h thorized and 
divccted to —< upon the tte = pe get my at the ee $20 a month, the 
name of Thompson Riley, of Capt. Lemuel Ford's company of Indiana troops in 
the Black Hawk war. : 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8478) grant- 
inga pension to Thompson Riley, have considered the same and report as tol- 
lo . 


ws: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. Lemuel Ford's company of United States 
oats Rangers, and served from July 2, 1832, to July 2,1833,in the Black 

awk war. 

In his application for relief by special act the claimant declares he is seventy- 
eight years old, ond reason of , from which he has been a sufferer for 
twenty-one years, he is unable to perform any manual labor. His identity and 
loyalty are the testimony of 5.B. Downing and A.G.Clyman. 
It is further ae a ye ; a by reason << aie disease almost 

tirely he! pless, Ww: survives, aged seventy 
euPhat the i isa proper one for the favorable Sonetdcnntion af Congress is 
shown in a petition signed by sixty-seven citizens of Drakesville, Iowa. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the relief prayed for should be 
—— the bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that 

t do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be and read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, LOUISA M. GORDON. 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 10355) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be Renettal, ste. Teak Ges Renestany of the Ratorter be, Got be i heeshy, ox 


thorized and to the nameof Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon, 

widow of Monroe B, first lieutenant commissary Eleventh - 
mentof Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, United States Army, on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. WiLson, of Kentucky) is as follows: 


Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the Lill (H.R. 
tGtonuing o pesien totes. Locke M. Gordon, submit a hie = 


the widow of M: Moreau 
beneficiary was a pensioner 18 ioneae ter =) 
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JOHN GRACE. 


Mr. BELDEN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9716) grant- 
ing a pension to John Grace. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of John Grace, father of Edward 
Grace, late a sergeant in Company A, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teers 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
9716) zianting a pension to John Grace, submit the following report: 

John Grace is the father of Edward Grace, who enlisted in Company A, 
Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteers, September 2, 1861, and died July 
3, 1863, of wounds received in actionat Port Hudson. He had another son who 
also died from wounds received in action. The wife of claimant, and mother 
of these two soldiers, applied for pension, but her claim has been rejected by the 
Pension Bureau because the soldier, Edward Grace, left surviving him a widow 
who was pensioned and continued to draw pension until her remarriage, a few 
years later. 

The mother ot Edward Grace is now dead, as is also his widow, as shown by 
the evidence before yourcommittee. Theclaimant, John Grace, is now eighty- 
three years of age, has no property or income from any source, and is now sup- 
ported by a widowed daughter-in-law, who has five children to maintain by her 
own efforts. He feels that he is too much of a burden upon her, and asks that 
the Government, in whose service twoof his sons have died, grant him a pen- 
sion, that he may be spared the necessity of spending the few remaining months 
of his life in the almshouse. 

Your committee are of opinion that his request should be granted, and there- 
fore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


H. R. 


The hill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was Accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. In 
what order are the calls made by the Chair? I think my name ought 
to have been reached before now upon the list coming over from last 
Friday evening’s session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gentleman is second on the list 
after this. 


PRESLY HALE. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Presly Hale, late a private of 
Company E, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and allow him $72 per 
month from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10457) granting an increase of pension to Presley Hale, has considered the same, 
and report as follows: 

The claimant was a private in Company E, Sixty-fifth Indiana Volunteers, 
and rendered honorable service for nearly three years in the war of the rebe!!- 
ion. During the period of his service he contracted chronic diarrhea and dis- 
ease of eyes, and he is now a pensioner at $10 per month, under the general 
pension laws, on account of those diseases. 

It appears that the claimant is now totally blind in both eyes, a condition 
which followed soon upon his being struck in the left eye by a nail which he 
was attempting to drive; this occurred in 1882, and total blindness of both eyes 
su rened in 1883. 

The claimant has applied to the Pension Bureau for an increase of his pen- 
sion, but the claim stands rejected on the ground that the loss of sight is not 
due to the disease of eyes which the claimant contracted in the service and for 
which he is pensioned, but is the result of the injury received in 1882. 

The claimant contends (and your committee think reasonably) that if it were 
not for the pre-existing disease and impaired sight of his eyes the accident 
above referred to might have been avoided; it is further contended that the 
right eye would probably never have gone blind after the injury of left eye if 
it were not for the diseased condition of the eye from Army causes. 

He is now wholly incapacitated for any manual labor, and, besides requiring 
constantly the services of an attendant, is entirely dependent upon others for 
su rt. Heis reported by the special examiners who investigated the case 
to be a and worthy man. His petition for relief is signed by a Jarge num- 
ber of the citizens of Selvin, Ind., where he resides. In view of the claimant's 
long and honorable service, his present deplorable condition of blindness and 
dependence, and the fact that he is already a pensioner on account of disease 
of eyes contracted in the service, your committee return the bill with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word 
“seventy-two” and inserting the word “forty,” so as to make the pension $40 
per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


W. W. SEELY. 
Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8163) grant- 


— to W. W. Seely. 
ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
rected 


Be it 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. W. Seely, late a private in Com- 
pany H, Second Regiment of ta Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (H.R. 


4 a neon to W. W. Seely, submit the following report : 

. We cs beneficiary named in the bill, was a member of Company 

5 oe t of Volunteers,in the late war. He served 
ae from the time 


enlistment, F 18, 1864, to the close of the 
war, was discharged on the llth day of July, 1865, at Louisville, Ky., with 
his regiment. He was with his company sent to Fort Snelling, near St. Paul, 


i 





on the 2ist day of that month he received his Gate. On the follow- 


ing day he, with a number of his comrades, took passage in a stage for home, 
which was 135 miles distant. This was his only means of conveyance 

Mr. Seely resided at Winnebago City, and did when he enlisted into the mili- 
tary service. The driver of the stage was intoxicated, and before they had pro 
ceeded far, and while within afew miles of Fort ng, the intoxicated driver 
overturned the stage,and Seely, who was compelled to ride on the top for want 
of sufficient room with his comrades, was throwa into the ditch, and he received 
an injury to his spine which entirely ruined his health for life. He was carried 
back to St. Paul, placed in a hotel, where for a month | unable to leave 
his bed. After several weeks of confinement he was ta 1 to his | 

Mr. Seely has always borne an excel! acter Ile was a graduate from 
coliege and held many places of trust and honor. He enlisted as a private and 
devoted himself to the cause of hiscountry at atime when he could have earned 


Sne}] 


wis 
ome 


ent char 


and commanded a good salary, and the committee think he was entitled tosaf 
transportation until he reached his bome. 

He was in no way at fault when he received the injury. His return to | 
home was a journey incident to his service, and while he could not receive a 


pension under the general laws, this spirit would afford him a just relief 

Mr. Seely has never recovered from the injury. The proof is conclusive that 
ever since the accident he has been subject to great pain, suffering, and sickness 
from the injury received. He is unable to labor, is poor, and entirely without 
means. He has a wife who was his companion before the war, still dependent 
upon him for support. 

Your committee believe that Mr. Seely should be placed upon the pension- 


roll and be treated the same as if he had received his injury before the discharg¢ 


was placed in his hands, for he was still in transit when be was injured, and 


they report this bill back with a recommendation that it pass. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr.Speaker, how much does that bill carry? 
A MEMBER. Twelve dollars a month. 
Mr.CASWELL. The man is to be placed on the pension-roll the 


same as any other disabled man and to be pensioned according to the 
time of his disability. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Has he nota right under the general law re 
cently passed to apply for a pension ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Ido not know how that may be, but that does 
not affect the merits of the case. The same question might be asked 
about almost every bill we pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF 


Mr. COLEMAN. [ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
reports on these bills be dispensed with, as it occupies a great deal of 
time and the cases have all been considered by the committees. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 

rHOMAS J. REED. 
I call up the bill (H. R. 


BUSINESS, 


Mr. PARRETT. 


10458) granting a pen 


sion to Thomas J. Reed. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas J. Reed, late first lieu 
tenant and acting quartermaster Pioneer Corps, Third Division, Thirteenth 


Army Corps. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed, submit the following report 
The claimant entered the service as a corporal in Company E, Twenty-fourth 


Indiana Volunteers, on July 6, 1861; subsequently he was promoted to sergeant, 
and after a year’s faithful service he attained the rank of second lieutenant, 
which was soon followed by promotions to the grade or first lieutenant and 
captain. 


He tendered his resignation December 28, 1363, and was honorably discharged 


on surgeon's certificate of disability, which reads as follows, to wit 


“New Irerta, LA., December 10, 1853. 

“Thomas J. Reed, captain of Company E, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, having applied for a certificate on which to tender his resignation, 
I do hereby certify that I have carefully examined this officer and find that prior 
to his enlistment he had received a severe wound across the dorsum of the foot 
with an ax, severing the tendons and injuring the bones, and that since coming 
into the service he has once or twice received additional injuries of the foot, and 
that in consequence thereof he is, in my opinion, unfit for duty. Said injury is 
such as to materially injure the mobility of the foot and interfere very much 
with locomotion, becoming irritable and inflamed on marching and preventing 
him from discharging the duties of his position. 

“A, W. GRAY, 
“Assistant Surgeon in charge Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers 

The claimant filed an application August 29, 1888, for pension on account of in- 
jary of foot, and a medical examination, ordered by the Pension Bureau, shows 

m to be seriously disabled by said injury. The rating recommended by the 
board is total of his rank, which was first lieutenant at the time he alleges he 
was injured in the service. His allegation is as follows: That at Port Hudson, 
La., while leading his horse off a boat, his horse slipped and fell on him, mash- 
ing his left foot. This was about August 1, 1862. He was in charge of transpor- 
tation at the time, and there was no one with him that he can now find who 
knew the fact; for this reason he is unable to furnish the proof of origin re 
quired by the Pension Bureau. 

The claimant's ition for relief by special act shows that he is fifty-five years 
old, in poor health, and without pro y or means of support. The petition is 
numerously signed by prominent citizens of the community in which the clai m- 
ant resides, and additional proof in the shape of affidavits of disinterested par- 
ties is filed to show that hisallegations are entitled to credit and that his condi- 
tion is such as to require prompt relief. Proof of soundness and freedom from 
lameness at the time of his enlistment is also filed. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows 
Insert at the end of the bill the words, “the pension to commence with the 
approval of this act.’ 

Mr. PARRETT. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be amended 
by striking out all after the word “‘late,’’ in line 6, and inserting ‘‘ cap- 
tain of Company E, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers.’’ This 
amendment properly identifies the soldier. 
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AvcGust 29, 


There being no objection, the amendment of Mr. PARRETT was | —_ then the status of the soldier remains unchanged, no new testimony 


adopted, 

The question recurring on the amendment of the committee, it was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DAVIS. 


Mr. HILL. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9617) 
to relieve John Davis of the charge of desertion and grant him an hon- 
orable discharge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army the charge of desertion now standing on 
said rolls and records against John Davis, late of Company F, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and grant him an honorable discharge 
and that the said John Davis be restored to all rights lost or suspended by sai 
charge of desertion or by reason of not having been previously discharged : 
Provided, ‘That this act shall not be construed to give to the said John Davis, or 
his legal representatives or heirs, any pay or allowance for a period of time 
he was absent without leave and not in the military service of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill R. 9617) 
torelieve John Davis of the charge of desertion and to grant him an honorable 
discharge, have considered the same, and report as follows : 

That John Davis enlisted April 8, 1864, in Company F, Nineteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry for three years, and was mustered into the 
United States service the same day and sent to Galloup’s Island rendezvous, 
and from there wassent via Fortress Monroe and Alexandria to Mason’s Isl- 
and, D.C., and from there he was sent to the front to join his regiment Apri] 30. 

May 6, 1464, directly after he had joined the saglanes at the second day’s bat- 
tle of the Wilderness, he was severely wounded in the left hand by the fragment 
ofa shell which tore out the palm of the hand and wrist, and cut off one and 
permanently stiffened two of his other fingers. The same or another shell ex- 
ploding near him so blinded or affected his eyesight that he was for over two 
years nearly blind, from the effects of which he never entirely recovered. After 
being wounded he was sent to the rear by the surgeon of the regimentand was 
given quarters in an old church at Fredericksburgh. 

The city was full of wounded, and when the rest were sent to Washington he 
was left behind and remained there till his wife,to whom he had sent word, 
came for him and took him home, where he remained ti!l the close of the war, 
unable by reason of his wound and blindness to rejoin his regiment. He was 
with his regiment and in actual service less than seven days, but his name ap- 
pears upon the muster-out roll of Company F as * absent, sick in United States 
weneral hospital May 6, 1864," and he was never mustered out of the United 
States service. 

On the muster-out rolls in the adjutant-general’s office of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, a copy of which is hereto attached, he is noted as “ mustered out on 
the 30th day of June, 1865, as absent, sick.’’ There is no charge of desertion 
against this soldier upon the records of the War Department, and when all the 
facts sre considered your committee are of the opinion he did not intend to de- 
sert, and that he should be granted an honorable discharge to date from April 
30, 1865, the date of the muster-out of the regiment. 

Your committee append a copy of the report of the War Department in this 
case, and recommend that he be granted an honorable discharge ‘‘ to date from 
April 30, 1865,” and that as so amended the bill do pass. ~ 


Case of John Davis, late of Company F, Nineteenth Massachusetts Volunteers. 
RECORD AND Pension Division, May 27, 1990, 


The official records show that this soldier was enrolled April oy to serve 
three years and mustered in the same day ; that he was recei at Galloup’s 
island rendezvous, Boston Harbor, Mass., April 8, 1864, and sent to the Nine- 
teenth Massachusetts Volunteers on April 24, 1864; that, on April 27 following, 
he was delivered to an officer at Fort Monroe, Va., to be delivered at Alexan- 
dria, Va.; thaton April 29, 1854, a detachment of twenty-nine men—names not 
given—of the Nineteenth Massachusetts Volunteers was received at Mason 
Island, D. C., and on theday eae April 30, 1864), twenty-six men—names 
not given—were forwarded from thatisland to the Nineteenth Massachusetts 
Volunteers. 

There is no positive record that the soldier ever joined that ment, but it 
is inferred that he did, as on the muster-out roll of Company F, June 30, 
1965 (the only roll of the company on which his name appears), he is reported 


~ “absent sick in United States general hospital, May 6, 1864.” 


A careful search of all hospital and such other records as would be likely to 
afford some information relative to this soldier has proved futile. 

The following is a synopsis of the testimony heretofore submitted to the De- 
partment in connection with application for removal of the charge of desertion 
standing against this soldier, to wit: 

Under date of February 17, 1890, Mary O’Grady, of Joliet, Lll., testified that 
she was the wife of Anthony O'Grady, who served as a private in Company F, 
Nineteenth Massachusetts Volunteers, under the name of John Davis, having 
been married to the said Anthony O'Grady on or about October 1, 1857, at Stock- 
port, England; that her husband went to Fall River, Mass., in January, 1864, 
to obtain work in the mills, but as work hegpene’ to be scarce he enlisted in 
the army, and that in a letter from ‘s Island he told her to address him 
as John Davis, the name under which he had enlisted. 

That some time in June, 1864, she received a letter from Pentorteabarsh. Ya,, 
written by a stranger for her husband, in which it was stated that he (the sol- 
dier) was in a precarious condition; that he was blind, was without i. 
and entirety Gapantent upon the charity of others, That afliant immediately 
started for ericksburgh and found him in the condition deseribed in the 
letter; that he was in a pitiable condition; his hand badly wounded, so much 
so that theaffiantatthe time *' feared that it would pe een eg 
tated,” and that when asked how he had met with sucha he 
that he had been hit with a piece of shell at the battle of the Wilderness on 
7, 1864, and that the blindness followed soon after. 

That she, affant, then took him to Scranton, Pa., and there for over two years 
le was so blind that he had to be led around; that they were poor and could 
not afford a regular physician, but bought medicines from an Indian herb 
doctor; that after awhile her husband's sight gradually came back, but it has 
never been fully restored, and to this day he has been compelled to use glasses ; 
that the inju hand was slow in healing, and still remains crippled. 

Affiant further declared that it was impossible for her husband to have re- 
turned to his command, as his condition would not have permitted it, but that 
he would have done so had he been able. 

On April 10, 1890, the application for amendment of record was denied on the 
ground that the testimony was not deemed suffitient to warrant favorable ac- 
tion. 


ving been presented. 
It is oe ag to add that on Fe 18, 1890, a communication was addressed 
to the Hon, C, A. Hri1, M. C., in which the full military hist of this soldier 


was given, together with the reasons why the Department declined to consider 
the case favorably. 
Respectfully submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Caplain and Assistant Surgeon, U.S. Army. 
The Secretary or War. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICz, 
Boston, Mass., January 25, 1889. 
The name of John Davis, of Newbury, twenty-three, occupation, oper- 
ative, is borne n the muster-out roll of Company F, Nineteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, Colonel Devereux; enlisted on the &th day 
of April, 1864, and mustered into service of United States on the 8th day of April, 
a. for three years; mustered out on the 30th day of June, 1865, as absent 
sick. ’ 
[SEAL.] SAMUEL DALTON, Adjutant-Genera’. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN MORAN, 


Mr. PAYNTER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9391) granting 
an increase of pension to John Moran. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to increase the pension of John Moran, late first lieutenant Company I’, 
Fifty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers, and allow him, 
- — to his present pension, the legal rating for complete scrotal hernia of 

ght side. . 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran, submit the following re- 


Claimant was enrolled as first lieutenant of Company F, Fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers, on the 30th day of September, 
1864; was disc’ September 2. 1865, for d ility from chronic diarrhea, and 
is now suffering from scrotal hernia on right side and edematose condition of 
lower limbs; evidence on file going to show that hernia is caused and aggra- 
vated by chronic diarrhea. All this bill asks is that he be allowed an additional 
eee Sane legal rating of hernia as may be determined by the Pension 

en 

e existence of this disability is fully established. Prior soundness is proven. 
This additional claim was rejected for the reason that he could not clearly prove 
origin of hernia, which is always difficult to prove, and your committee, after 
a careful consideration of all the evidence in this claim. recommend the 
sage of the bill. He is now drawing thesmall sum of $1.25 per month, and E in 
— circumstances and entirely disabled from the performance of manual 

r. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


N. L. YOUNG, 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask for the consideration at this time of the bill 
(S. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol! i? to the provisions and 
limitations of the on laws, the name of N. L. oung, mother of Henry 
H. Young, tate lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2610) 
granting a pension to N. L. Young, submit the following report: 

Mrs. ~ L. Young is the mother of aoney H. Toumm, wie wasan officer in the 
Second Rhode Island Volunteers and chief of scouts, and aid-de-camp on the 
staff of General P. H. Sheridan, with the rank of major, in the war of the re- 
bellion, in which service he distinguished himself by his gallantry, eminent 
courage, and —— ability. 

5 After the close - active pepeimieset So wae, bat vithiie the Second Rhode 
sland Regiment yet remained in serv Government, said Henr 
HH. sous was commissioned as lieutenant-colonel in said t*' for ealiant 
services during the war;"’ but was not mustered in as having accepted 
service with and accompanied General Sheridan to his new command in Texas 
in of secret-service duty, where he was killed while in the performance 
of that duty, as set forth in the statements hereto annexed. He neither a 

— nor ee. ‘ot ‘ittiotk esi sii in 
mother aged. and dependent, and,as your comm eve, 
entitled to the rel peapeced. 

They therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Warsaw, Inu., November 18, 1889. 
To the Chairman Military Committee, Uniled States House of Representatives : 
— Enesco Sn poner te ctnte es anes ie ten mertaees of Ba; 
enry Harrison Young throug c war. Major Yow took part 
all the great battles of the Army of the P from the battle of First Bull 
Sen ea = 1s Rosarees anon So eaaaionh coms 
1865. was promoted from first lieutenant t 
Cwtor gallantry at Bull Run, and for valuable services in Peninsula Eepaien 


and M 1862, was made nee l of 
erignde, which he rendered naleaie services duri ~ seme of 
Fredericksburgh, at Salem Church, Gettysburgh, and 


seamen oe my staff from Ivania thro the battles of 
‘olypotamie, Cold Harbor, Petersburgh, first of Washing- 
Ste ) uan a and Cedar Creek 
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1890. 


At the close of the war General Sheridan offered to recommend Biniee Young 
for the commisston of lieutenant-colonel in the United States regular Army, 
which offer Major Young declined, but went with General Sheridan to his new 
command in Texas in charge of secret-service duty, General P. H. Sheridan 
stated to me in person that Maj. Henry H. Young went over into Mexico on 
matters connected with the secret service that he, Sheridan, was not at liberty 
to divulge, and probably never would be, and that returning scouts reported 
that Major Young was attacked by Mexican troops, who would not believe his 
statements, and that Young died fighting. Major Young had with him a num- 
ber of his old scouts. : 

While at the time of his death Major Young may not have been regularly in 
the military service, so as to entitle his widowed mother to a pension under 
existing laws, yet he surely died while engaged in most perilous service to the 
country he loved so well. I know personally that the mother of Maj. Henry 
H. Young, Mrs. N. L. Young, was dependent upon her son, Major Young. for 
support, and that Major Young while on my staff sent most of his pay over his 
expenses to her. I respectfully urge that Maj. Henry H. Young rendered such 
special valuable service during the war, and died subsequently while engaged 
on secret service for his country, as to entitle his aged widowed mother toa 
sufficient special pension to relieve her from poverty. 
Very respectfully, 

OLIVER EDWARDS, 
- Brevet Major-General, U.S. A. 


To the Chairman of the Military Committee, House of Representatives: 

Itis within my knowledge that Maj. Henry Harrison Young, Second Rhode 
Island Volunteers, entered Mexico in the summer of 1865 at the request of the 
late General P. H. Sheridan, who was then in command of the United States 
forces upon the line of the Rio Grande River. An army of over 60,000 men had 
been sent to the Mexican frontier, and were held there toawait the outcome of 
the attempt of the late Napoleon III to establish a monarchy upon the North 
American continent. 

It became necessary that accurate and reliable information should reach Gen- 
eral Sheridan from time to time of the true condition of affairs in Mexico, in 
order that the Government of the United States might be able to determine 
whether or not it would be necessary to assist their sister Republic in her 
effort to dislodge Maximilian. ' 
Major Young had been on duty at General Sheridan’s headquarters as chief 
of scouts in the campaign in the Shenandoah Valley and the closing scenes 
around and beyond Richmond that resulted in the surrender of the Army of the 
Northern Virginia at Appomattox court-house. He wasthoroughly well qual- 
ified to undertake ome a mission. Active, energetic, cool, deliberate, abso- 
lutely fearless, and withal of good judgment and not easily mislead, anything 
from his pen regarding the condition of affairs upon the side of either of the 
belligerents could be depended upon, and I know that no other source of in- 
formation regarding the status in Mexico at that time was looked upon with 
the same reliance as to its credibility as was his own. 


” . - * * . * 


Knowing that he entered Mexico in the interests of our Government, not- 
withstanding the fact that at the date of his death he was not regularly in the 
military service of the United States, and considering the great service he ren- 
dered during the war, I would most ay yee urge upon rao proper military 
committee in Congress that a pension granted his aged and infirm mother 
from the date, or supposed date, of his death, believing that she is justly en- 
titled to this consideration from the United States Government. 

(At the date mentioned was chief of staff to General Sheridan.) 

GEO, A, FORSYTH, 
Liewtenant-Colonel Fourth Cavalry, U.S. Army. 


HfADQUARTERS SEVENTH CAVALRY, 

Fort Riley, Kans., November 22, 1889 
I desire to here testify as to the great service rendered to this country during 
the last year of the war of the rebellion by the late Maj. Henry H. Young, who 
was, from the autumn of 1864 until the winter of 1866, in charge of the scouts at- 
tached to the headquarters of the late General Sheridan. Throughout the Shen- 
andoah campaign Major Young had a body of about fifty picked men, who 
were uniformed and equipped as rebel cavalry and livedin and about the flanks 
of the rebel army. 

Their careful handling by sales Young was such that General Sheridan was 
kept fully informed of almostall the movements of General Early’s command. 
And in the Appomattox cam ign Major Young and his scouts, after the battle 
of Five Forks, kept the touch of the rebel army, and it was through their push, 
daring, and cheek that we were enabled to capture all the railway trains sent 
with supplies on the 7th and 8th of April from Danville and Lynechburgh for 
Gene ‘sarmy. 

At the close of the Appomattox campaign Pesemperes General Sheri- 
dan to New Orleans,and was sent by him to the Rio Grande River to assist in 
the overthrow of the imperial en of Maximilian and French rule in 
old Mexico. While thus —a he was under pay as a secret-service man, 
and toa extent he aided by his skill and pluck in furthering the plans of 
General Sheridan to force Bazaine and the French imperial army of occupation 
out of the country and the eventual re-establishment of the Republic of Mexico 
under President Juarez. Before this finality was reached Major Young was 
killed, and in his death the United States lost one of her most gallant defenders. 
He died in the cause of freedom and in carrying out the wishes and well laid 
plans of his commander, the late General P. H. Sheridan. 

JAMES W. FORSYTH, 
Colonel Seventh Cavalry. 


the third time, and passed. 
MRS, CLEMENTINE FINK. 


Mr. LANHAM. [ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 11687) eons the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink. 
The bill was , as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Clementine Fink, widow 
of Captain Fink, late of Company —, First Regiment of Michigan Volunteers, 
a pay her a pension of $40 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiv- 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


11687) ting a pension to Mrs. Clementine Fink, submit the following report : 

Captain Fin was the husband of t, and served as a private soldier in 
the war and was sergeant-major of the Eighth ment. He after- 
wards served in the Mexican war, and was brevetted lieutenant for meritorious 


XXI——587 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 


9377 


conduct at the taking of the City of Mexico, where he received three severe gun- 
shot wounds which disabled him from active service for six months. 

Captain Fink was brevetted second lieutenant for gallant and meritorious 
service in leading the attack on the Heights of Chapultepec, being the first man 
over the ramparts. He was promoted captain,and in 1861 died while in the 
service in the State of Michigan. 

The claimant is drawing a pension of $20, the usual amount given to the 
widow of acaptain, but this claimant is now seventy-two years of age, very fee- 
ble and poor, and has no means of support but that sum, which is inadequate 
for that purpose, and the increase is recommended by O. B. Willcox, brigadier- 
general, who isacquainted with the facts in this case as wellasthe parties. The 
services of this soldier having been engaged in three wars, and being of an ex- 
ceptional and unusual character, the committee recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out the word “ forty”’ in line 8 of said bill and to insert in 
lieu thereof the word **thirty’’’ and that said bill asso amended do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the report was 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 





FRANK W. MORGAN. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 6558) to remove the charge of desertion against Frank W. Morgan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, directed to remove the charge of desertion against Frank W. Morgan, 
late of Company G, Fourteenth United States Infantry, and issue to him an 
honorable discharge from the Army of the United States. 


The repert (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6558 

to remove the charge of desertion against Frank W. Morgan, respectfully re- 
port : 
’ That the War Department report of the military record of Frank W. Morgan 
shows that he enlisted as a musician (band Fourteenth Infantry) February 17, 
1865, for three years. Was admitted to Armory Square General Hospital, Wash- 
ington, D.C., May 7, 1865, and treated to June 29, 1865, for acute diarrhea; sub- 
sequently was treated for intermittent fever,and returned to duty on the 5th 
day of July, 1865, but failed to rejoin his command, and was marked as a de- 
serter on the latter date. 

This soldier states that he enlisted when but twelve and a half years of age; 
that he was with his regiment at the battle of Five t orks, and was at the battle 
of Hatcher's Run and before Petersburgh; that he was taken sick at Burkville 
Station, Va., and was sent to City Point, and from there to Armory Square Hcs- 
pital; from there to Fort Trumbull Hospital, and from there home sick by the 
commanding officer, Hesays they did not send for him, as they knew he “ was 
a played-out boy.’’ This soldier's statement is corroborated by other testi- 
mony. 

The committee find that this case is not unlike many others. Boys were en- 
rolled during the civil war in violation of law and the Articles of War. Many 
of these had not the physical strength to endure the hardships of the service. 
They were often sent or permitted to go home “to get well.”” Many of these 
were marked as deserters or absent without leave. 

The committee believe that it would be but a simple act of justice to grant 
the relief asked for by the bill. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS H. BRUCE, 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. I call up for consideration at this time the bill 
(H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Thomas H. Bruce, of Lewis County, Kentucky, was an engineeron 
steam-boats employed by the United States Government in transporting troops 
and supplies during the late war of the rebellion, said position being dangerous, 
on account of the enemy often firing from the banks of the rivers at the menon 
the boat; and 

Whereas said Bruce was shot and wounded so as to unfit him for work evei 
since: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior_be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ce to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas TY. Bruce, of Lewis County, 
Kentucky. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4220) granting a pension to Thomas H. Bruce, submit the so report 

Thomas H. Bruce isa citizen of Quincey, Lewis County, Kentucky. During 
the late civil war he was a regular licensed engineer on boats used by the 
United States in the transportation of her troops. In October, 1864, he was an 
engineer on the steamer Beile of St. Louis, navigating the Mississippi River 
between Memphis, Tenn., and St. Louis, Mo. The steamer was ordered by the 
United States to transport troops from Memphis to St. Louis. While onthe trip 
between said points laden with the United States troops the steamer was fired 
upon by Confederate troops at Randolph, Tenn., on or about the 27th day of Oc- 
tober, 1364. 

As a result of such firing said Bruce, while on daty at his engine, received a gun 
shot wound in the left arm and shoulder. The effect of the wound has seriously 
disabled the left arm. Bruce was loyal to his Government during the late war. 
He was compelled to render the services which he was rendering when he was dis- 
abled. It was just as important to the Government to have him operate the engine 
of the said ateamer as to have the services of a soldier in the field. Under the 
provisions of the general law he is not entitled to a pension. We recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF ROBERT J. BAUGNESS. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 735) 
for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of Robert J. Baug- 
ness, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to correct the record of Robert J. Baugness, late a private in Company J, 
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Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteers, so as to remove the charge of desertion from 
the same; and the proper aceounting officers of the Treasury are direeted to pay 
to the heirs or legal representatives of the said Robert J. Baugness, deceased, the 
bounty and allowances that would have been dne him had not such charge of de- 
rertion appeared against him on the rolls. 


The report (by Mr. W1LLtaMs, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 735) for re- 
lief of the beirs of Robert J. Bangness, submit. the following report: 

‘This is a bill to remove the charge of desertion againat Robert J. Baugness, de- 
ceased, and directs the p r accounting officers of the Treasury to pay the heirs 
or legal representatives of said Robert J. Baugness the bounty and allowances 
that would bave been due him had not such charge of desertion appeared against 
him on the rolls. This bill passed the Senate February 17, 1800, was reported fa- 
vorably in Forty-eighth Congress, and reported adversely in the Forty-sixth and 
Forty-seventh Congresses. 

The facts, so far as they can be ascertained, are that said Robert J. Bangness 
enlisted September 10, 1461, in Company H, Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteers, 
and remained with his company to Replember 29, 1862, when he was sent to hos- 
pital at Springfield, Mo. ‘The orderly sergeant says he had received a flesh wound ; 
while on a Jark stealing peaches he was shot by the guards; he never rejoined 
his regiment. 

One William Downing has an affidavit on file, in which he states that Robert 
J. Baugness, on or about the lst of January, 1963, enlisted in Seventy-sixth Mis- 
souri Militia, and was killed on the 15th of June, 1863, while fighting the enemy. 
William Downing states that he saw him killed. 

W. W. Ritchey, captain of Company I, Seventy-sixth Regiment of Missouri 
Militia, states that he did enlist on the 6th day of January, 1863, one Robert V. 
Jackson, a young man about seventeen years of age. and that he served, and that 
Jackson was killed on the day above stated. Said Ritcbey farther states in affi- 
davit that he believes that said Jackson was identical with and is the Robert J. 
Bauguess who is reported as a deserter from the Thirty-seventh Ilinois, on in- 
formation received from a member of his regiment and trom letters received from 
Bangness's father and from a photograph of said Baugness sent to him. 

Your committee do not regard the case as free from doubt, but, in view of the 
youth of the soldier atthe time of enlistment and desertion and in view of his 
early enlistment and being killed fighting the enemy, recommend the passage of 
the Senate bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and ’ 


ALEXANDER EVANS. 


Mr. CARUTH. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R- 
9072) increasing the pension of Alexander Evans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

De it enacted, ete., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to Pay Alexander Evans, of Louisville, Ky., a soldier in the 
Mexican war, the sum of $30 a month, in lieu of the pension now paid to him. 

The report (by Mr. De LaNno) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9072) increas- 
ing the pension of Alexander Evans, have considered the same and report as fol- 
lows: 

The claimant was a licatenant in the Sixteenth United States Infantry, and 
servod from April 9, 1847 to August 7, 1848, in the war with Mexico. 

He is now receiving a pension at $8 per month under the Mexican war service 
pension act of January 20, 1887. 

His petition for an increase of his pension is epee the statements of 
W. B. Hoke, 8. D. Johnson, M1. B. Grant, and other citizens ne Ky., to 
the effect that he (the petitioner) is now in his seventy-sixth yeur, entirely de- 
pendent, in very feeble health, and one unable to earn a support. 

In view of the facts stated, your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 
with an amendment to allow a pension of $25 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Pensions was 
read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike ont “thirty” and insert “twenty-five; soas to make the pension 
$25 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

@ SaMver D. WaRprR. 

Mr. FLICK. IL ask consideration of the bill (S. 1506) granting re- 
lief to Samuel D, Harper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
rewove the e’of desertion now standing on the rolls of the Army qoninet the 


‘per, late a private in Company K, 


© of Samuel D. ee 
olunteer mnees, ae now a resident of Huameston, Wayne County, Iowa, and 


grant him an honorable discharge of date Angust 13, 1865. 
The report (by Mr. Carty) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military A to whom was referred the bill (S. 1506) 
granting relief to Samuel D. Harper, considered the same, respectfully 
report that all the facts bearing upon this case are f set forth in 
report accompanying this bill, w is herewith asa of 
and for the reasons therein stated the committee recommend the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOUN CLARK. 


Mr. McRAE. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 7897) to increase 
the pension of John Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior increase the of 
John Clark, late a private of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment United In- 
fantry Regular Volunteers in the Mexican war, from the sum of $8 to the sum of 
$25, the samo to be in lieu of the pension now drawn by him. 


The report (by Mr, Hutt) is as follows: 
The Committee on Penasi to wh referred the bill (H. R. 7897) gran 
tng an inesense of pension to John Clark have considered the ess 8 e 
petitioner served as a privatein Company F, Sixteenth United States 


try, from March 31, 1247, to August 5, 1848. He is now a er at $8 per 
month for service in the Mexican war, said pension having granted under 
the nqrmnees Jaw upon proof of disability from rheumatism, rapture, and varicose 
ve 

In his petition for relief the claimant declares he is now too old and feeble to 
earn & 6u by manaal Jabor, and that the diseases from which he suffers have 
existed since the war with Mexico. 

Accompanying the bill are two petitions signed by a large number of citizens 
of Mulberry, Franklin County, Ark. These petitions set forth that the claimant 
is almost wholly unfitted for manual labor by reason of age and disability, and 
that his only source of income is his small pension. He possesses no property 
except a few tools and household articles. is age is sixty-three years, and he 
has been known as an honest, hard-working man. 

Your committee believe the case to be a meritorious one, and the bill is there. 
fore reported back with the recommendation tbat it do pass with the following 
amendment: Strike out the words “twenty-five,” in line 7, and subs‘itute in lieu 
thereof the word ‘‘ twenty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the report was 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY CANNON. 


Mr. TRACEY. On behalf of my a Mr. QUACKENBUSH], 
I ask the present consideration of the bill (H.R. vg granting a 
pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of James Cannon, late of Com- 
pany D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Cannon, the blind and depend. 
ent danghter of James Cannon, deceased, late a private of Company D, One hun- 
«red and twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers, and pay her @ pension at 
the rate of $!2 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SawYER) is as follows: 


canting o pee toe a Cannon, submit the anes: 


That 
Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers, who 
in battle. That the widow of said sol- 


died June 24, 1864, from wounds 
Mary is now 


dier, the motber of said 2 died in December, 1880. That the said 
totally blind, and has been since she was two years of age, and is entirely without 


means of support, and dependent upon others. 

Your committee think it but simple justice that this poor, blind daughter of a 
soldier who give hia life to his country should receive the pension that the mother 
received d her life, and therefore recommend bill. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. A. W. ACKLEY. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 11375) granting « pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley. 
. The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


t and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the laws, the name of A. W. Ackley, dependent 
peothes Saas , late a private in Company F, Fourth Regiment Mich- 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


grantin oe A We ackloy LiCl 
a rs. A. W. Ac , subm 6 fo! : 

«Lhe proposed beneficiary is the meter of Jobn T. Aekiay. whoenlisted June 
did Atiguat 6 1882, of wounds received in hs 

He left surviving him a widow, but no minor children. The widow drew pen- 


Ae ly eh bane th cane ld in’ the bill in her 
There being no to any one on account of service and death of 


There being no snjeetion aay oy Fampeeee — to be 
engrossed, read a time ; ing engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, , 

POLLY GRAY. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he hereby is, au- 
Checiond end. dinsctad. So Sie eae Poll, Gra; ee Fromen Gees : 
late a soldier in the war of 1813. ae ” 

The report (by Mr. Parrett) is as follows : 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4514) grant- 
inge to Polly Gray, have considered the same and respectfully submit 



































































































glans to give title under that act, only six daysof service being shown by the tes- 
y of the witnesses above named. 5; . 5 

The proof submitted in support of the bill fully establishes the identity of the 
claimant as the widow of the soldier, and shows that she is eighty-four years old 
and owns no property, but is entirely dependent upon others for support. She 
gwears that she often heard her husband eay that he was on duty with the Ver 
mont militia guarding the arsenal at ee Vt. He stated that he was on 
’ duty for seventeen days, and then enlisted to aid in repelling the invasion of 

teburgh. - : 

In view of claimant's great age and destitution, sour committee report the bill 
back recommending its passage. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that an 
amendment be adopted fixing the rate at $12 per month. It should 
have been placed in the bill, and also the initial letter ‘‘E.” in the 
name. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from Illinois will be 
adopted. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RHODA BUCK. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda 
Back. 

The bill is as follows: . 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rhoda Buck, widow of Hasson A. 
Buck, late of Company K, Seventh Michigan Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8713) 
granting a widow's pension to Rhoda Buck, submit the following report: 

Rhoda Buck is the widow of Hassan A. Buck, sergeant Company K, Seventh 
Michigan Cavalry. She made an application for pension in September, 1889, and 
it was rejected on the ground and by reason of her inability to show cause or date 
of her husband's death. 

The record evidence on file with her application shows that he was wounded 
severely at the battle of Gettysburgh, and from which he never fully recovered. 
Being untit for active duty he was transferred to the Invalid Corps, and in Sep- 
tember, 1865, mustered out of service and returned to his home. 

The wound received in battle was a very severe one, which unfitted him for 
labor. About April 1, 1866, he left home to visit a friend, and never has been 
seen by any of his friends since that date, — diligent search has been made 
for years. The supposition is that he became deranged, wandered off, and per- 
ished. His home was a most happy one previous to hia enlistment. He was a 
man of habits, and a very gallant soldier, and by his disappearance his wife 
and children were deprived of a husband and father’s care. 

Every effort was made to trace his disappearance, without success, for the past 
twenty-four years, and there can be no doubt that he lost his life while in a feeble 
or demented condition. The widow has maintained herself by hard labor since 
her husband enlisted. She is now destitute. 

ee committee, believing this a meritorious claim, recommend the passage of 
the bill. 


There being no objection, the: bill was considered, ordered to be 
en and read athird time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 


ELIZA PYLE. 


Mr. LEWIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle. 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ae laws, the name of Eliza Pyle, late a nurse in the hos- 
pita! of: the Fortieth Illinois Regiment Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. Lang) is as follows : 
‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5079) 
granting a pension to Eliza Pyle, submit the following report: 

The evidence shows Eliza Pyle was a nurse in Fortieth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteers, from September 7, 1861, to March, 1862; that she was industrious and 
faithful at all times while in the service; that in November, 1861, while in the 


service she was taken sick of the measles, which affected her eyes at the time, and 
as a result of which she is now totally blin ; 


d. 
the bill back with the following amendment: 


Your committee therefore report 
in line 7, add the following: ‘ At the rate of $25 


After the word *‘ Volunteers,’ 
per month.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, and as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


T. A. MORTON. 


Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
nt consideration of the bill (S, 2813) granting a pension to T. A. 
orton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to on the pension.roll the name of T. A. Morton, late 


t New York Cavalry, at the rate of #24 « 
of that which he now receives. 


The SPEAKER tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I want to hear something 
either the report to be read or some ex ation given. This seems 
to be an increase to $24 per month. hat is he now receiving? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read if the gentle- 
man desires it. 


about this bill, 
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The report was read at length. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will have to object to the passage of this 
bill. That claimant is getting $4 per month now by a special act, and, 
as I understand it, that enables him to make his application for a re- 
rating at the Pensian Office 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not so understand the law. Where aspecial 
act fixes the rate of pension, the Pension Office can not increase it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. That can only be done by another 
special act " 

Mr. BYNUM. Was this pension originally fixed at $4 permonth? 

Mr. SAWYER. Iso understand. 

Mr. BYNUM. This is the first time I ever knew of a man who 
came and asked special relief at a less rate than he was entitled to. 

Mr. SAWYER. It has been a long time since Lexamined the case, 
although I reported it. I know the party; but I have forgotten the 
circumstances of the case. 

Mr. BYNUM. Unless the gentleman in charge of the bill can give 
accurate information as to whether this is fixed by a special bill or 
his rerating was fixed by a medical board, I think if is not a proper 
case for an increase. He ought to take his chances as other soldiers 
by letting the board of medical examiners rate his case according to 
his disability. re 

Mr. SAWYER. Ican not say positively whether that was done 
or not. It bas been some time since I made the report in the case. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think we ought to let the bill go over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill is not 
before the House for consideration. 

Mr. SAWYER. It will of course retain its place on the Calendar. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [M: 
O’DONNELL ] is next on the list, but does not seem to be in the Hall 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Then I ask the House to take up and consider 
the bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo 8S, Coftin, late chap- 
lain Thirty-second Regiment of lowa Volunteers. : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was that recognition arranged before the 
House met or after? 

Mr. HEARD. It is not fair to other members who have been wait 
ing here all evening. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I willsay that I made my arrangement without 
knowing who was to be Speaker to-night. 

Mr. HEARD. Ifthe gentleman is not on that list he ought not to 
take the place of somebody else. 

Mr. DOLIVER. This bil) will take but a moment. 

Mr. HEARD. Ifthe gentleman is entitled to a call on that list, 
then he ought to have the opportunity of presenting the bill, but i* 
not I hope he will not insist. I only want fair play. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, as the Chai: 
derstands it, to the request of the gentleman from Iowa. 


ith 


ELIZABETIU ABELL. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Abell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Abell, of Jackson County 
Ind., widow of George W. Abell, of the T'wenty-second Regiment Indiana Volun 
teers. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. 8 
granting a pension to Elizabeth A bell, submit the following report 

The applicant was the widow of one George W. Abell, deceased, who enlisted 
as a private in Company E, ‘Il'wenty-second Indiana Volunteers, on September 4, 
1862, and died at Murfreesborough, Tenn., on February 23, 1863, of pneumonia 
contracted in the line of duty. He left surviving him the widow, this applicant 
and two minor children. Applicant was granted a pension, which commenced 
with the death of her husband and ceased npon her remarriage to one Fielding 
Johnson. The pension was granted to the guardian of said minor children, which 
ceased in 1876, upon the youngest coming of age. 

That affiant’s marriage proved unhappy, said Johnson failing to provide for her 
and treated her with violent cruelty until she was compelled, for self-preserva 
tion, to apply for and obtain a divorce, which was done within the last few years, 
with restoration of the name of Abell. That she has resided in Jackson County 
Ind., for many years, is a women of good character, has no means of snpport what 
ever, and in her advancing years is not able to support herself. 

Inasmuch as no oneis drawing a pension on account of the services of said Abel 
your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


RA40 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOUN FROHLIN 


Mr. WICKHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 8519) granting a pension to 
Jobn Froblin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pepsion-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Froblin, late a private in Com- 
pany I, First Regiment Ohio Light Artillery, at the rate of $30 per month. 








The report (by Mr. YopER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8519) 
granting a pension to John Frohlin, submit the following report: 

Claimant enlisted August 22, 1864, and was discharged June 25, 1865, on account 
of'frozen feet, which injury constantly increased until it finally resulted in the 
loss of his right leg in ae 1866. 

He applied for pension in 1868, alleging that while in line of duty near Alexan- 
dria, Va., on the 23d day of December, 1864, in line of duty, while standing guard, 
he froze both feet. 

It was®rejected after repeated cxaminations in the Pension Bureau on the 
ground that his limbs were diseased prior to enlistment. 

Claimant is an uneducated German, and made some contradictory statements. 
‘The testimony on file, by a man who was with him at the time. shows conclu- 
sively that be was subjected to two rigid examinations by the Government sur- 
geons, and pronounced sound, and accepted as a sound man; and your comwmit- 
tee think it is not creditable to a government to first accept a man as sound, and 
afterwards reject him on coshatenl grounds, and, to say the least of it, doubtful 
and contradictory evidence, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’GREGOR. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to Jobn 
McGregor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
place the name of Jobn McGregor, son of Murdock McGregor, late a private in 
Seventh Battery of Indiana Light Artillery Volunteers, who was kilied in the battle 
of Stone River on December 31, 1862, upon the pension-rolls at the rate of $18 

r month ; and as the said John McGregor is of unsound mind, wholly incapa- 
ple of managfmg hiseatate, that such geome be made payable to legally — 
guardian, Jackson Wills, of Greenfield, Ind., or his legal successors in the trust. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking ont the preamble of the bill. 

The report (by Mr. Martin, of Indiana) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8557) 
granting a pension to John McGregor, submit the following report : 

Murdock McGregor, while serving as a private in the Seventh Battery of In- 
diana Agee Artillery in the war of the rebellion, was killed in the battle of Stone 
River. He left a widow, Sarah F. McGregor, who was pensioned and continued 
on the rolls until the 3lst day of June, 1882, when she died. 

Jobn McGregor is the son of Murdock McGregor and is now forty-four yeara of 
age. He has been an imbecile from birth and is not only mentally but physically 
unable to take careof himself and has no property whatever. These facts are abun- 
dantly established by the affidavits of Jackson Willis, the legal guardian of said 
McGregor, and Dr. John W. Selman, and is not controverted by any one. The 
practice in such cases as this has been to grant a pension of $18 per month, and 
your committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that it do 
pass, amended, however, by striking out the preamble. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrosed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. » 


ABIGAIL HUGHES. 


Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abi- 
gail Hughes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place op the pension-rolls of the United States the name 
of Abigail Hughes, widow of Benjamin G. Hughes, late of Company F, Seventy- 
fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, subject to the con’itions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws of the United States. 

The report (by Mr. YopER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 4858) 
arenting © sion to Abigail Hughes, submit the following report: 

Ab aghes was the widow of Benjamin J. Hughes, who enlisted November 
19, 1861, as private in oer ¥, Seventy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and 
was killed in battle of Stone River, December 31, 1862. She drew a pension until 
her remarriage with one George Lacrone in October, 1870, the children of the sol- 
dier in the mean time having passed pensionable age. Her second spemstoge was 
an unfortunate one, as appears from the fact that she had to apply for a divorce, 
which was granted her at the October, 1479, term of the Greene County, Ohio, 
oan “ common pleas, on account of cruelty and abandonment by her second 

us . s 

The claimant is now neariy seventy years of age, has no ee income 
from any source, and being badly afflicted from rheumatism and troubles, 
is no longer able to earn her subsistence by manual labor, and consequently de- 
pendent upon her friends for a. 

» The case comes clearly within the well established rule of Congress to provide 

for the dependent relatives of soldiers who lost their life in defense of the coun. 

iy and we therefore return the accompanying bill with the recommendation that 
0 pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


T. A. MORTON. 


Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. 
A. Morton. 

The bill is as follows: 

_ Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of T. A. Morton, late 
of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment New York Cavalry, at the rate of $24 a 
month, in lieu of that which he now receives. 

The report (by Mr. SAwyER) is as follows: 


The eae > Seva, Sesstoma, \ aon wes referred the bill (S. 2813) 
granting a pension . A. Morton, su wing report: 
The report of the Senate committee, which is hereto annexed and adopted by 
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this committee, contains a very full statement of the case, and, believing the 
to be a meritorious one, they coma the passage of the bill. . - 


SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pension 
to T. A. Morton, have examined the same and meer -—- 

Your committee had under consideration a sim bill during the last Congress. 
The report then submitted was favorable, and the bill passed the Senate, but 
failed of action in the House. The former report is adopted and submitted : 

The claimant is now receiving a pension of $4 a month by special act, for injury 
to abdomen and head. He asks that the pension be increased to $24 a month. 
One of the reports of the board of examining surgeons rates his disability at six. 
teen-eighteenths of total, and another rates that for deafness at total of the rating 
for that disability. 

The certificate of discharge from the Ladies’ Home Government Hospital, New 
York, states that the applicant had been deaf eleven years prior to his enlistment 
and it is upon this seoeel that the Pension Office has denied Morton any pension 
for that disability. In contravention of this record evidence is the testimony of 
half a dozen witnesses who knew him well before enlistment and who swear that 
his hearing was . 

Dr. Henry E. B. Miller says the claimant ‘‘wassound at enlistment. I have treated 
him ever since he was sent home on furlough.” 

Dr. John Miller says: ‘Good hearing at enlistment. Have treated him more 
or less ever since he was discharged.” 

Michael Kelley and Betsey Allen say they knew claimant five years before he 
enlisted. He was an able- robust man, and had good hearing. 

Michael Wright and James Winters ‘‘ went to school to claimant before he en- 
listed. His hearing was good." 

William Matthews and James Wright, comrades during his army service, say 
his hearing during service was good; that he was able to do as much as his com- 
rades, and that not having seen him after the horse fell upon him during Mosby's 
raid, they eae him dead until they met him as fellow-inmates of the Soldiers’ 
Home at Bath, N. Y. 

Dr. F. Wylie certifies, April 23, 1885, that he treated claimant from November, 
1880, to March, 1882, while an inmate of the Soldiers’ Home, and that his condition 
on account of the disabilities claimed renders him totally unable to perform 
manual labor. 

Your committee, in view of the mass of testimony going to show claimant's 
soundness prior to enjistment, recommend the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill was once before presented 
and it was objected to. the objection withdrawn ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I understand that the gentleman from Indiana 
L Mr. ee dee his objection to its consideration. 

Mr. BYNUM. The provisions of the bill having been explained 
to me, I will withdraw my objection under the circumstances. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I objected to the passage of 
that bill. I have not withdrawn my objection. 

Subsequentl 

Mr. WASHINGTON said: Mr. Speaker, having had an explanation 
from the gentleman from New York [Mr. SawyYER] in regard to this 
bill, I withdraw my objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. HICKS. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the vill (H. R. 10753) for 
the relief of Mary E. Hicks. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘‘An act to restore pensions in certaix 


cases,” approved June 9, 1880, shall be construed so as to include within its pro. 
oe Ey Hicks, widow of Capt. Daniel Hicks, of the Adrian Guards, Mex- 
can war. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10753) for the 
relief o' Mary E. Hicks, have considered the same and report: 

The committee believe that the act of June 9, ane, wae tended to include the 
widows of officers of the Army as well as those of the Navy. 

Mrs. Hicks is the widow of t. Daniel Hicks, of the Adrian Guards, Michigan 
Volunteers, in the war with Mexico. Her —_— was originally $25 per month, 
but subsquent ion resulted in a reduction to $20 per month. 

The bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


ANNA PLATT. 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
= consideration of the bill (H. R. 5524) granting a pension toAnna 
latt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ard is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to on the pension subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension the name of Anna t, late volunteer nurse in Armory 
Squase Hospital during civil war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr. SAwYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pe to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5524) granting a to Miss Anna submit the follo : 
The evidence with 





her own use no com ee, anes Se woee Seetly 
stipend allowed her for the comfort of the iers in o hospital ward wader her 
care. : 

She has in her books the names of over two handred and 

nee See . 

a uence labors 

and brain 

she is now 
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as a nurse, that she received no compensation therefor, and her present needy 

circumstances, are clearly established before your committee. coe 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the following 

amendment: . 
Add to the bill the words ‘and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Ada to the bill the words “and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per mouth.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. ; 

The biil as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


JOHN H. GROVE, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension 
of John H. Grove. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to John H. Grove, late a member of Company C, 
Thirty-foarth Regiment Independent Volanteers,a pension of $72 a month, in lieu of 
the amount now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4210) 
to increase the pension of John H. Grove, having faily examined the papers in 
the case, submit the following report : 

Jobn H. Grove was late a corporal in Company C, of the Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted at Huntington, Ind., on the 28th 
day of August, 1861, for the term of three years, and was honorably discharged 
on the 29th day of September, A. D. 1863, at St. Louis, Mo., because he had lost 
his arm at the battle of Champion Hills, Mississippi, on the 16th day of May, A. 
D. 1863; arm amputated above the elbow on the 17th day of May, 1863. 

On the 23d of September, 1863, he was granted a pension of $8 per montlt, which 
was increased June 6, 1866, to $15; June 4, 1872, to $18; June 4, 1874, to $24, and 
December 11, 1836, to $45 per month. Since that date his disability has slowly in- 
creased. He applied for a further increase on April 8, 1889, and showed by com- 
petent and sufficient evidence that by reason of suffering with constant pain in 
the stump of his left arm, and the extra strain upon his right arm, his right arm, 
right hand, right leg and foot are partially paralyzed. The evidence shows that 
the claimant suffers from a constant tremor and motion of right arm, hand, leg, and 
foot. His memory has failed; he has an impediment in his speech, so that he is 
not able to attend to any business, and he requires the aid of another person in 
dressing and eating.” The stump of the arm which was amputated is short and ir- 
regular in shape and the cicatrix imperfect and sensitive, so that be has never been 
able to wear an artificial arm. 

His condition is not such as to require the constant aid and assistance of another 

rson, and therefore be entitled to the rate of $72 per month under the general 
aw asrecently amended. ‘There is no general law by which the claimant could 
have his pension increased to any sum intermediate between that rate which he 
is receiving and the rate for total disability. The evidence clearly éstablishes 
two things: First, that heis suffering from an injury incurred in active service 
and in the line of duty which disables him to a much greater degree than he is re- 
ceiving a pension for; second, that his case is one not provided for by the genera! 
law. His condition is steadily growing worse, and he is in great danger of com- 
plete paralysis or death as a direct result of the injury for which he is pensioned. 

In the bill the word ‘“ Independent” is used where *‘ Indiana” should have 
been. 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended to correct this mistake, by 
striking out the word “* Independent,” in line 5, and inserting ‘‘ Indiana.” That 
the bill be further amended by striking ont ‘‘ seventy-two,’* in line 6, and insert 
ing in lieu thereof ‘‘ sixty,” and that the bill as amended do pass. 


The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM DUNN. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 9425) granting a pension to 
William Dunn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is bereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Dunn, late of Company I, 
Second United States Artillery. ; 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the biil (IH. R. 9425) 
wis aponien to William Dunn, submit the following report: 

That William Dunn enlisted August 15, 1861, in Company B, Forty-ninth Penn- 
sylvania Infantry, and joined the regular Army, Battery I, Second United States 
—% October 2!, 1862, and was discharged July 20, 1865, on certificate of dis- 
ability. 

He filed claim for a pension March 26, 1883, and it was rejected October 23, 1883. 
His claim was based on injury to right hand, crushing index, middle, and third fin- 

ers, leaving only the thumb and little finger, incurred white assisting. in unload- 

gz sick and wounded soldiers from cars at Philadelphia in May, 1863. That while 
one of the cars was being pushed up for the purpose of coupling it his hand was 
caught. That he was there under a ten-day furlough, from April 15, 1863, and the 
records show that he was admitted to hospital at Philadelphia for treatment for 
this hurt of hand on the 25th, same mont The hospital record states that his 
hand was injured while unloading wounded soldiers. . 

His claim was re because the injury was not incurred in line of duty. 
His own statement is that he was at Philadelphia en route to his regiment at ex- 
piration of his leave, and was called on and directed by some one in the United 
States uniform te assist as aforesaid, which he did, aed the accident occurred. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CALVIN GUNN. 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the — consideration of the bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pen- 
sion to Calvin Gunn. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin Gunn, late a member of Capi 
Isaac G. Messic’s company of California Volunteers, in the Humboldt, California 
Indian war of 1858 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the re- 
port in that case or else I should like t a statement from 
somebody who knows about it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Perhaps the gentleman in charge of 
the bill can give « brief statement. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. The facts in 
Gunn served in the Indian war in California in 1852. 
very meritorious one, and I hope that there will be 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I am 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 752 in 
ing a pension to Calvin Gunn, have considered the same and report 

In his petition for relief by special act the claimant declares that he served as 
a sergeant in Capt. Isaac G. Messec’s company, California militia (known as the 
“ Trinity Rangers”), from October 14, 1858, to April 4, 1859 

This company was organized pursuant to a proclamation issued by John D. 
Weller, then governor of California, calling for volunteers for the suppression of 
the Indians that were at that time engaged in pillage and murder in the counties 
of Trivity and Hamboldt in said State; that while engaged in said service and 
during a severe conflict with the Indians, he (claimant) received a dangerous gun 
shot wound of the left side below the nipple, the ball passing through bis body and 
coming out at the short ribs at the right side; that by reason of said wound he was 
obliged to give up his occupation of mining and farming in California and com 
east to St. Louis, Mo., where he is now engaged as a night watchman in the po! 
department. 

The claimant originally applied to the Pension Barean, but his claim wa 
jected on the ground that the organization to which he belonged was not in t! 
service of the United States. 

The fact that the claimant received the wound at the time and under thie ci 
cumstances herein set forth is clearly established by the testimony of Capt 
Isaac G. Messec, who commanded the company and was present when the wound 
was received. 

The claimant's certificate of honorable disc 
Captain Messec, is on file with the papers 

Medical and other testimony on file shows the wound to be a severe one, and, 
as a result, the claimant is permanently disabled for the performance of manual 
labor. 

By an act of Congress passed March 2, 1861 (see page 109, U.S. Statutes at Large 
vol. 12), the State of California was reimbursed by the General Government fo: 
the expenses incurred during said Indian war 

In view of all the facts, including the recognition by Congress of the servico 
rendered, your committee are of the opinion that the relief prayed for should be 
granted, and the bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

Nore —Amend by spelling the word in line 6 ‘‘ Messe 


» heat 


this case are that Mr. 

he case is a 
no objec tion to 
statement of the 


satisfied with the 


harge from the service, signed by 


Messi 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


instead of 


DANIEL P, ROBERTS, 


Mr. SMITH, of Iilinois. Mr. Speaker, { ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pen- 
sion of Daniel P. Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, late a second 
lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Missouri Volunteers in the war 
with Mexico, to $50 per month from and after the passage of this act 


The report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10898) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel P. Roberts, having given the same due cor 
sideration, beg leave to report as follows 

The claimant served as a second lieutenant in Company F, Third Missouri Vo! 
unteors, Mexican war, and he is now in receipt of the service pension at $ 
month provided by the act of Congress of January 29, 1887. 

Prior to the allowance of his service pension the claimant made application for 
yension on account of a double rupture, which he alleges he incurred during his 

fexican war service, but the claim was rejected January 10, 1887, by the Pension 
Sureau on the ground that there is no record of the alleged rupture, and the tes 
timony in the claim, after a special investigation, fails to show that the said dis 
ability was incurred in the service and line of duty. 

The claimant is now about seventy-six years old, with no property or means of 
support aside from his small pension, and entirely incapacitated by old age, 
double rapture, rheumatism, and disease of eyes to earn a support by manual labor. 

The facts are shown by the sworn statements of Dr. J. W. Weir, Dr. L. D. Bun 
gess, James Bottom, and Samuel Morrison. ‘wo petitions, signed by a large 
number of the citizens of Randolph County, Ill., are aiso filed in support of the 
bill and show the claimant to be worthy and in need of the increase of pension 
prayed for. 

The passage of the bill is recommended with the following amendment 
out the word “fifty,” in line 7, and substitute in lieu thereof the word 
so as to allow a pension at $20 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


> pel 


Strike 
twenty;” 


DANIEL J. MAHONEY. 


Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4451) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion from the record of Daniel Mahony. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion standing against the name of 
Daniel Mahony, late a sailor in the United States Navy, be, and the same is 
hereby, removed ; and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed 
to issue to him, the said Daniel Mahony, an honorable discharge. 
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Amond the title so as to read: “A bill for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Daniel J. Mahoney.” ' 


The report (by Mr. DoLLiver) is as follows: 
The Committee on Naval Affeirs, to whom was referred the bili (H. R. 4451) for 





the removal! of the charge of desertion from the record of Daniel y, beg 
leave to report the same back with anamendment, by changing the name of * Dan- 
jel Mahony "’ to ** Daniel J. Mahone 


In support of the action pi on this bill we submit herewith the favorable 
recommendation of the Navy Department, which your committee adopt as a part 
of their report, and recommend that the bill do pass with the amendment noted. 


Navy DErakTMest, Washington, June 2, 1890. 

Sin: Referring to your communication inclosing Senate bill 2400, “for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion from the record of Daniel Mahony,” and a letter 
from Mahony giving a history of his service in the Navy and Army, I have the 
honor to state for the information of the Committee on Naval A ffairs of the Senate 
that it appears from an examination of the records in this it, and of 
those in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, that one Daniel J. Ma- 
honey enlisted in the Navy October 23, 1860, as second-class boy for three years, 
and that he served under such enlistment as follows: As second-class boy on 
board the United States steam-ship North Carolina from the date of his enlistment 
to November 7, 1860, and on board the United States steam-ship Vandalia from 
‘November &, 1460, to September 1, 1861; as first-class boy on the Vandalia from 
September 1, 1861, to Novewber 1, 1862; as landsman on the same vessel from the 
last-named date to February 4, 1863, and as landsman on board the North Caro- 
lina from February 5 to February 11, 1863; on board the Colorado from Febru 
12 to June 20, 1863, and on board prize bark Neptane from June 21 to July 14, 
1863. 

On the latter-named date he was transferred to the receiving--hip North Caro- 
lina, at New York, but on the rolls of that vessel he is marked as having ‘‘ never 
reported.” The records in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury show 
that the balance due Mahoney up to June 20, 1863, was $176.48. 

In view of the fact that Mahoney failed to report on board the North Caro- 
lina atter his transfer from the Neptune and inasmuch as it does not appear that 
he subsequently reported on board any naval vessel or at any naval station of the 
United States, he is regarded as having deserted the service from the date on 
which the memorandum “never reported" was entered opposite his name on the 
rolls of the North Carolina, namely, July 14, 1863. 

It farther appears from an examination of the records in the War Department 
that one Daniel M er! was enrolled in the Fourth New York Heavy Artillery, 
at Lockport, N. Y., on the 6th of September, 1864, as a private (unassigned), for 
one year, under which enlistment he became entitled to $100 bounty, one-third of 
which he received on enlistment and another third when mustered out of the 
service. The third installment was withheld under the following decision of 
the Second Comptroller of the eeeanape * Volunteers, under the act of July 4, 
1864 (13 Stat., 379), discharged before the expiration of their term of enlistment 
because their services were no longer necessary, are only entitled to that portion 
of the bounty which has actually matured at the date of ye He was as- 
signed to Company C, IT'wentieth New York State Militia ( tieth New York 
Volunteers), and is reported present on roll dated October 31, and on subse- 
quent rolls to April 30, 1865, and was mustered out of service on a detachment 
muster-ont roll at Richmond, Va., on June 17, 1865, under authority of the War 

ment, dated May 20, 1865. 
rem the statement of his services in the Army and the Navy, contained in 
Mahoney's letters of application for the removal of the charge of desertion, and 
® comparison of the descriptive lists of the Daniel J. Mahoney and Daniel Ma- 
honey above mentioned, as having served under enlistments m the Navy and 
Army, respectively, the Department is satisfied as to their identity with the ap- 
plicant in this case. 

In view of the long service of Mahoney in the Navy, covering almost two years 
and nine months of his term of enlistment of three years, and of his ene 
enlistment and faithful service in the Army and honorable discharge the " 
= Department commends the bill to the favorable consideration of the com- 
mittee. 

The letter of Saheney which accompanied the communication of the committee 
oe returned. His address is 1130 First street northwest, Washington, 

ste Very respectfully, 

F. M. RAMSAY, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
Tion. Wittaam E. Cuaxpier, 
Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I should iike to hear some statement as to 
this case. I do not think we should remove a charge of desertion 
without some good reason. 

Mr. QUINN. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that this man 
served nearly five years in the Navy and the Secretary of the Navy 
recommends that the bill pass. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agrees to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the committee. 

‘Mr, WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Have we any right to extend the time of this 
session beyond half past 10? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We have not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. O&n we not turn the clock back, 
then ? 
NANCY J. DORLOS. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. ker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to 
aney J. Dorlos. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


——- it enacted, , as nn aes < = meen ontheniand fond divested 
place upon the inv: “roll, a a name ancy J. 
» widow of Gearge P. Dorlos, late of Company C, One hundred and seventh Ohio 
olunteers. 
The report (by Mr. F1cix) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pepainns, to whem was referred the bill (H. R. 4179) 
erpeting p wiiee's paacien to Maney - Dorlos, submit the following : 
That Nancy J. Dorlos was the reputed wife of George P. Dorlos, 





C, One hundred and seventh Ohio Volunteers. That said Dorlos married said 
Nancy at a time when he had another lawful wife living,which fact was unknown 


to said Nancy. That before said George P. Dorlos died his first wife died, after 
which said 7° P. Dorlos continued to reside with said Nancy, recognizing and 
treating her as his wife up to the time of his death. 

There is no evidence to show a divorce from the former wife, and ander the 
rules of the Pension Office continued cohabitation with said Nancy after the death 
of the former wife would not be sufficient to validate the uch as 
Mrs. Nancy J. Dorlos married said George P.in good faith with no know!l- 
edge of the existence of any prior marriageand inasmuch as she cohabited with 
her said reputed husband up to the date of his death and for several years after 
the death of the former wife, we recommend that the bill be passed and that sho 
be put upon the peusion-roll as widow of George P. Dorlos. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER CALLISON, 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Alexander C mn, 
who enlisted for the Mexican war and did service on the frontier as a soldier in 
Company B, Powell’s battalion, M Infantry, and that said Alex- 
ander Callison be paid a pension of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Norton) is as follows : 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8028) grant. 
ing a pension to Alexander C , have con the same and report: 

‘The claimant was a private in Company B, Powell's Battalion Missouri Volun- 
teers, and served from July 1, 1847, to November 9, 1848. 

Tn an application for pension filed December 21, 1883, Mr. Callison declared that 
at Nebraska City, Nebr., in January, 1848, he severely froze his right foot, and in 
support of this allegation his comrades, James S. Pratt and M. , testified 
that the claimant incurred the oy from exposure on picket duty at the time 
and place alleged. Medical evidence filed by the claimant showed the existence 
for the past twenty years of a serious disability from frost-bite of right foot, 
and that amputation of the right great toe had rendered necessary. The 
examining surgeons found a severe disability of the foot and rated the same at 


three quarters ; 

etlenee of the claimant's loyalty during the late war was also but the 

Pension Burean re; the testimony as insufficient to establish the claim, and 

the claimant being unable to furnish additional proof the application was disal- 
1 


wed, 

After the e of the Mexican war service-pension act the claimant filed 
another application for pension, but the same was on the ground that 
the organization to which he belonged did not serve in Mexico or en route thereto. 

The claimant is now seventy-two years old and greatly disabled for the per- 
formance of manual labor. 

The valuable services of Powell's Battalion os the period of the Mexican 
war have been y eoongeueed Da your aemummnone $5 Sapettn Se Gee Bones, 
and a bill including the members of that organization within the provigions of the 
Mexican service act has been reported favorably to the House at this session. 

The passage of the bill for the relief of Alexander Callison is respectfully rec- 
ommended, amended, however, as follows: By inserting the word “twenty” in 
line 8 in lien of the word “twenty-five.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing ; and being engrossed, it was according read the third time, and 
passed. 
MRS, M. FE. DANIELS, 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I desire to call up for _ 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to , 
M. E. Daniels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ae oe the pee of the stents be. ant be is hereby, - 
th ized place pension-r su Visions an 
Seen of tho pansion on. the name of Mrs. M. E. Daniels, formerly Mrs. 

. 3s. 

The report (by Mr. Frick) is as follows: 

The Committee -) Havalld Region to om wees referred the bill (H. R. 1279) 
granti pearten ; ; Daniela, subm report : 

In 1862 2 rs. M. E. Glines, now Mrs. M. E. Daniels, joined noble corps of 
— and self-sacrificing women known as “volunteer nurses.” Entering the 

ital at Alexandria, Va., she remained there during almost the entire war, 


caring for the sick and wounded soldiers with such and devo- 
tion as to command from the sufferers there a testimonial, of which the wing 
is an extract: 
““Wo embrace this opportunity to our most heartfelt gratitude and 
thanks to Mrs. Glines for the constant ition, as well as the noble, and 
manner in which she has ministered to our wants, and ask she may 


testimonial we have in our power , 
admiration of her many virtues, and the entire sat- 


ee 
roof of ae ep ote 
merited in her noble vocation. 


Mr. J. G. says: 

"Busing tha war tire, Gliges was very devoted and assiduous in her attention 
to queens een and performed an amount of hospital service equaled by few 
and exceed 


by none.” 
Surgeon-General Hammond says: 
“Iam well ted with Mrs. Mary E. Glines, who came bere in 1862 as 
nurse in our m United States hospitals. I remember well her valuable 
services rendered to the sick gnd wounded, and beg leave to recommend her as 
en eae: 

“Mrs. Glines I know and esteem her highly. She labored hard among the 
sick and wounded soldiers, and will long be remembered by them. She deserves 
well of this Government.” 

a ee eee On Mee ene 





1890. 





“‘Glines,” in the sixth line, the words “a volunteer nurse in the late war, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
GEORGE M’KINNEY, JR. 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R, 5121) to correct the military record of George McKin- 
ney, jr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the military record of George McKinney (or George W. 
McKinney), jr., late of Campers © Thirty-sixth Indiana Cavalry, who was mus- 
tered in said company October 23, 1861, to show him continuously in service from 
date of enlistment to date of muster out, September 21, 1864, and to remove the 
charge of absence without leave standing against him. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5121) 
to correct the record of George McKinney, jr., baving considered the same, re- 
spectfully report: 

That George McKinney, jr., was enrolled August 23, 1861, in Company E, Thirty- 
sixth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, for three years. After the battle of Shiloh he 
was sent to Jefferson Barracks, Mo., sick. From Jefferson Barracks he was fur- 
loughec and senthome. Such furlough was extended from time to time on account 
of his continued illness, until finally learning that he was reported on his regimental 
rolls as a deserter, he reported in person to Louisville, Ky., and was forwarded to 
aera Tenn., June 25, 1863, under charge of desertion, for trial by court-mar- 
tial. 

He was too ill for trial and remained in hospital until January, 1864, when brought 
to trial and found guilty of absence without leave. He maintains that such ab- 
sence was purely the result of his disability, which was contracted in the service 
and cites the fact that when he did retarn he was at once sent to hospital. After 
his trial and the sentence of the court he returned to duty, and was finally mus- 
tered out with his regiment in September, 1864. Your committee believe the sol- 
dier should be relieved of the charge and finding of absence without leave, but 
think he should not demand or receive pay during his absence from bis command, 
and would therefore recommend that the bill be amended by adding to the end of 
the bill: “Provided, That this act shall not entitle such soldier to pay or emolu- 
ments from August 18, 1862, to June 23, 1863;"" and that the word “cavalry,” in 
line 4, be stricken out and the word “infantry” inserted in lieu thereof; and the 
words *‘to show him continuonsly in service from the date of enlistment to date 
of panies out, September 21, 1564,"" be striken out, conmmencing in line 7 of such 


Your committee submit herewith the report of the Adjutant-General and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill as amended. 


Case of George (W.) McKinney, ft; late private Company E, Thirty-sizth Indi- 
ana Infantry Volunteers. 


RECORD AND PENSION Division, April 2, 1890. 


George (W.) McKinney, jr.. private Company E, Thirty-sixth Indiana Infantry 
Volunteers, was enrolled on August 23, 1861, to serve three years. While sick at 
eneral horpital, Jefferson Barracks, Mo., with rheumatism, he was furloughed 
‘or twenty days on May 19, 1862, and this furlough was extended at Indianapolis, 
Ind. He failed te return on — of his extended furlough, and therefore 
became a deserter on July 1, 1862. 

General Orders, No. 92, War Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, dated July 
31, 1862, revoked all leaves and furloughs on August 11, 1862, and directed that 
all soldiers fit for daty, absent on August 18, 1862, be regarded as deserters, un- 
less restored. The only excuses for absences after August 11, 1862, were to be: 
First, order or leave from the War paperaeeas second, disability from wounds 
received in service; and, third, disability from disease rendering the soldier unfit 
for military duty (but must be so sick that he can not visit places of amusement, 
mako social visita, etc.). 

As this man had not rejoined his command on August 18,1862, he was dropped 
as a deserter on that date. 

He was received at Soldiers’ Home, Indianapolis, Ind., June 23, 1863, and at 
Barracks No. 1, Louisville, Ky., June 24, 1863, with remark, ‘‘ a deserter from In- 
Santas, Ind.,” and was sent to Nashville, Tenn., as a prisoner on June 25, 


He was arraigned before a general court-martial convened at Whiteside, Tenn., 
on January 13, 1564, on the charge of desertion, specifying that after the expira- 
tion of a furlough granted him at St. Louis, Mo., y 19, 1862, and which was re- 
newed at Indianapolis, Ind., he failed to report as ee by said furlough ; was 
marked a deserter on August 18, 1862, in pursuance of general order from the War 
Department, and did not rejoin his company and regiment until on or about Sep- 
tember 24, 1863. He was found not guilty of desertion, but guilty of absence 
without leave and sentenced to forfeit all pay and allowances ee him from the 
United States from the 18th of August, 1862, until the 23d day of June, 1862." The 

sanoetings, findings, and sentence of the court were duly approved and con- 
et by Major-General! Stanley and published in General ers, No. 22, head- 
quarters First Division, Fourth Army Co dated March 2, 1864. 

In view of the findings and sentence of the court-martial in the case of this sol- 
dier no charge of desertion stands against his record, but he is considered as hav- 
=goee absent without leave from July 1, 1862, to June 23, 1863. 

® was mustered ont with his company on September 21, 1864. 

The only explanation made by this man of his prolonged unauthorized absence 
is to the effect that he went home on furlough on account of lung trouble, result 
of measles; had his furlough renewed from time to time, and finally got what he 
supposed to be a genuine discharge a whereupon he remained at home 
some months longer, but he finally learned that he was marked as a deserter, and 
then he at once reported himself to military headquarters at Indianapolis, Ind. 

The conviction of this soldier of absence without leave by a general court-mar- 
tial, the sentence being duly eegneres and executed, is held to be a legal bar to 
any further action in the case by the War Department. 

espectfully submitted. 
’ ¥. C. AINSWORTH 


Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. 8. Army. 
The Secretary or Wau. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. There is another verbal amendment. Strike out 
the word “ cavalry” and insert the word “ infantry.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


sof 
7 oF 


»y 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


(22 eee ae 


9383 


ing ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


JOUN T. BALLARD. 


Mr. BREWER. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7910) granting a pension to John 7. Ballard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations ea lawa, the name of John T. Ballard, late private of Com 
pany F, Eighth Michiggn Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNapP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. I. 7910 
granting a pension to John T. Ballard, submit the following report 

From the records of the War Department it appears that John 'T. Ballard 
served in Company F, Eighth Michigan Volunteers, from April 1, 1865, to Sep 
tember 22, 1865. These records furnish no evidence of any disability and the hos 
pital records of the regiment are not on file in the War Department 

Mr. Ballard filed a claim in the Pension Office on August 30, 1876, based upon 
having contracted dysentery and indigestion while in the service near Pulask 
Tenn., about August 1, 1885. 

His claim was specially examined and finally rejected by the Pension Office on 
the ground of no record evidence of the disability in the service and failure to 
show by reliable testimony that his disease originated in the service or existed at 
discharge, and all of this in face of the testimony of soldier's family physician 
showing that he was sound at and before his enlistment; the testimony of the 
assistant surgeon of his regiment, a man of good reputation, showing treatment 
in service for dysentery of an obstinate character, which still existed at the time 
of discharge, and that of several comrades in arms to the same effect. 

Continuance of said disability with indigestion from date of discharge to 1882 is 
fairly well shown, but the special examiner seemed to have had the habit of call 
ing all testimony in favor of the claim as “‘ biased in favor of claimant” and unre 
liable, and ali such throwing doubts upon the case as ‘‘unbiased”’ and ‘‘reputa 
ble.” It is claimed by the family physician that all of the Ballard family as they 
grew older were sufferers from liver disease, probably of hereditary character 
yet neither he nor any of the other witnesses seen by the special examiner could 
testify that the soldier was a sufferer from such disease before or at his enlist 
ment. 

The assistant surgeon made his affidavit in 1876; seven years thereafter a spe 
cial examiner of the Pension Office calls on him, and because he could no longer 
remember the man, yet admits the genuineness of his aflidavit and signature, 
throws said testimony aside, upon the ground that he can not explain his affidavit. 

Reading the testimony as a whole and comparing it with the ‘‘summary,” as 
made by the special examiner, would lead any intelligent person to believe that it 
was the special examiner, and not the witnesses, who was biased in the case. 

Repeated medical examinations made between 1876 and 1882 revealed that Mr 
Ballard was suffering from chronic gastric catarrh, and evidence filed since shows 
continuance of the disability. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the evidence is sufficient to warrant 
favorable consideration of the accompanying bill, and therefore return the same 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH PHILLIPS. 


Mr. MUTCHLER. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
6227) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to a peerenens and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Phillips, of Marion County 
Ill., widow of Jonathan Phillips, late a soldier in the Seminole Indian war, at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. PARRETT) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6287) grant 
ing a pension to Sarah Phillips, have considered the same, and report as follow: 

The claimant's deceased husband, Jonathan Phillips, was a private in Capt. 
Robert Newton's company of Tennessee Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and 
served from January 31, 1818, to June 30, 1218, 

In her petition for relief the claimant declares that she is eighty-four years old 
and dependent for her support upon her children and upon alife interest in a farm 
of 120 acres which is cultivated by her children; that her husband, the soldier 
died on the 2d day of April, 1857, of pneumonia, superinduced by lung trouble 
which she believes originated while ie was in said ser She further states 
that she still remains the widow of Jonathan Phillips. 


ice, 


The claimant's identity as the widow of the soldier is established by the sworn 
statement of Mary Cameron, who was present at their marriage and has known 


the parties since. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend 
ment: Strike out the word “twelve,” in line 8, and substitute in lieu thereof the 
word “eight,” it being the purpose of the committee to recommend a pension at 
$8 per month. 


Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee be not agreed to, but that the amount 
may be fixed at $12; and in support of that I want simply to say 
that this is an old lady eighty-four years of age; we have passed 
another bill to-night granting a lady of sixty-four years $12 a 
9 and I do not see any reason why a distinction should be 
made, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading ; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

MICAGER IMANCOCK. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I have a bill here granting a pension to a man 
one hundred and two years old, and would like to have it considered. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place the name of Micagen Hancock on the pension-roll 
oomre to the pension laws of the United States, he being a soldier in the war 
of 1812. 


————————————————— 
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The report (by Mr. PaRReETT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2487) nting 

a pension to Micager Hancrck, have considered the same and report as follows: 

four committee beg leave to report that Micager Hancock was a soldier in the 
war of 1412, and entered the service at Eagerry, Del., in the opring of 1813. He 
served under Capt, Samuel Taylor, and fought at the battle of Lewiston, in April, 
1813. It appears when the term of service was up and the war was over that the 
captain relieved all bis men, and they were permitted to return home. 

These facts appear in an affidavit made by the applicant. He is without cor- 
roborating testimony, and your committee have been compelled to rely upon his 
statement as being true, it being vouched for by the affidavits of J. C. Brewer, 
L.. N. Hollett, J. C. Bledsoa, and J. B. Keeves, who are four of the most reputa- 
ble and well knoyn citizens residing at Mr. Hancock's home, who testify that 
they have known him for thirty years and more, avd that he isa man of undoubted 
truth and veracity. Mr. Owkn, who is the Representative in Congress from that 
district, states that he has known the family for many years, and that they are 
thoroughly reputable citizens, and are seqaenet as among the most upright and 
circumspect family in their community. r. Hancock is very poor. 

In view of the fact that Mr. Hancock is one hundred and two years of age and 
is thus thoroughly indorsed, your committee believe that he is entitled to credit, 
and aceept his statement as true, and therefore recommend that in lines 5 and 6 
the words ‘‘according to the pension laws of the United States” be stricken out, 
and that “at $25 per month” be inserted, and thus amended that the bill do pass. 





The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There is a verbalamendmentinthe name. It is 
printed “ Micagen” in the bill. It should be ‘‘ Micager.” Iask that 
it be corrected in the body of the bill and also in the title. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for athird read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

MYRON A, EASTMAN. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11040) 
to relieve Myron A. Eastman of the charge of desertion. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and be is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the rolls and records in the War Department of the 
United States Army the ao of desertion now standing on said rolis and 3 
against Myron A. Eastman, late of Company F, One hundred and seventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and to grant to said party an honorable dis- 
charge. 


The report by (Mr. WiLL1AMs, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affaire, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11040) to 
relieve Myron A. Eastman of the charge of desertion, submit the following report: 

The official records show that this soldier was enrolled March 2, 1862, in Com- 
pany F, One hundred and seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, to serve three years ; 
that he was captured at the battle of Gettysburgb, Pa., Jaly 1, 1863, and that he was 
sent to the parol camp at West Chester, Pa., on the records of which he is borne 
as a deserter. 

On June 21, 1863, he was reduced to the ranks from first sergeant. On January 
28, 1865, while a deserter at large, he re-enlisted at Detroit, Mich., under the name 
of Myron B. ee was assigned to Company G, Sixteenth Michigan Volun- 
oaes and served faithfully therein until mustered out with the company July 8, 
1865. 

The evidence shows that he was very young when he first enlisted, but a mere 
boy. That after serving faithfully over a year he was promoted to be first ser- 
geant of his company. That soon thereafter he was reduced to the ranks for the 
accidental discharge of his gun. Several of his comrades swear thatit was purely 
an accident, and that the erder reducing him to the ranks was cruel and unjust. 

T. F, MeCoy, late colonel of the One hundred and seventh Pennsylvania Volan- 
teers, states that— 

“During his absence on sick leave in June, 1863, the soldier was reduced to the 
ranks while on the march to Gettysburgh, without a hearing or any allowance or 
explanation, for analleged disobedience of orders in the matter of firing, of which 
affiant does not believe him to have been guilty; that he (attiant) knows that Gen- 
eral Paul would have restored him to duty as soon as the facts had been brought 
to his notice, but, the general having been wounded on the first day, it was impos- 
sible to have done 80, circumstances combining to prevent justice being done.” 

. W.d. Sheafer, late major of the same regiment, on March 19, 1890, confirmed 
the general statements of Eastman, and that when they arrived on the field of 
Gettysburgh he asked the lieutenant-colonel to reload the guns, but the latter 
refused on account of the orders of General Paul and that they were not allowed 
to load until the regiment went into action on the double-quick. Affiant is satis- 
tied that if the matter had been referred (as was usual with such offenses, to the 
major) to him, the soldier would not have been reduced; and furthermore that 
Kastman was a good soldier. 

Frank H. Wentz, late second lieutenant; P. H. ae late corporal; and J. 
KE. Allen, late private, all of Company F, One handred and seventh Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, in separate aftidavits corroborated the soldier's account of his 
treatment just a to the battle of Gettysburgh. 

After the soldier's reduction to the ranks he was captured during the battle of 
oe. was paroled, and while at the parol camp at West Chester he was 
stricken with rheumatism and general debility, and his her came and took him 
home. He was sick for a long time and unfit for duty. When he did finally re- 
cover he re-enlisted, as above 8 , and served his country faithfully to the end 
of the war and received an honorable discharge, but under an assumed name. 

As appears by the record, this boy-soldier was unjustly treated. Feeling his 
bumiliation deeply, sick in body, and sore at heart, he did not return to his regi- 
ment. But as soon as be recove he did return to the service of his coun 
and has ever been a loyal and reputable citizen since that time. He served fait 
fully as a soldier for about two years. 

In war soldiers are ———s on account of frail hamanity, often to submi 

seemingly, te hardships and oppressive discipline, and while such hards 
oppressive conduct on the part of these clothed with brief aut! will not — 
tify illegal acts on the part of the soldier and will not jastify d yet 
may be cone exceptional in their natare which may not be justified and yet may be 
excusable. 
- Your committee believe that only simple jastice will be done to this soldier by 
removing or correcting the charge of desertion from his record, and by directing 
an ite Sean to be granted to him, and therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
en , it was accordingly read the third time, and ls 
r. MORRILL moved to reconsider the votes by which the several 
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bill were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes 
having arrived, the House stands adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. 
to-morrow, 





EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


FRAUDS UPON THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


A communication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting facts 
and papers in answer to House resolution of August 16, 1890, reciting 
that frauds were charged to have been practiced upon the Post-Office 
Department by one Alexander J. Wedderburn—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: 
Resolved, That the Public Printer is hereby instructed to print in pamphlet 


form 5,000 copies of the bankrupt bill (H. R. 3316) as reported to the Senate from 
its Comniittee on the Judiciary ; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7072) for the relief 
of William G. Halpin, accompanied by a report (No. 3027)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8551) for the regu- 
lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for 
the protection of the people from empiricism in relation thereto, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3028)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11069) for the 
relief of Alfred Crayton, accompanied by a report (No. 3029)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FUNSTON, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which were 
referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 10928) to provide for fixing a uniform standard of classi- 
fication and grading of wheat, corn, oats, barley, and rye, and for other 

urposes; a 
A bill (H. R. 11468) authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to es- 
tablish uhiform grades for grain; 
reported, asa substitute therefor, a bill (H. R, 11895) to provide for es- 
tablishing a uniform standard for wheat, corn, oats, barley, and other 
grains, and for other purposes; which was read twice, and, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3030), referred to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H. K. 11894) to provide for banks of 
deposit, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R, 11901) to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to promote the industry of raising, decorticating, and un- 
gumming fibers from fibrous plants, and the manufacturing of the same 
into fabrics in the United States—-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Joint resolution (H, Res. 218) to allow the Post- 
master-General to expend $10,000 to test at small towns and villages 
the system of the free-delivery service, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to Mary 
Buckland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H, R. 11897) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military records of Edward Roche, late of Company 
G, Eleventh Regiment New York Volanteers—to the Committee on 





Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11898) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah Parks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. O’DONNELL: A bill (H.R. 11899) gran a sion te 
Phsbe A. Sisson—to the Committee on Invalid foe igh 








1890. 
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By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 11900) for the relief of Matilda 
Grippen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: ‘ 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of 87 persons and 80 representative in- 
dorsements from the Sixth Congressional district of New York, asking 
for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BREWER: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Mary Buck- 
land for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of citizens vf Bur- 
lington, N. J., for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law—to the 
Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of 188 citizens of the Fifth Congres- 


sional district of Minnesota, in favor of a national Sunday-rest law— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 59 citizens of Hancock County, Illinois, 
for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 219 citizens of the Sixth Congressional 
district of Illinois, asking for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: Petition of Willis Boston, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Andrew J. Ingle, for the same relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of F. C. Harris, for same relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition of Mrs. Amanda M. Carter. 
S. Carter, and 315 others, citizens of Grant County, Indiana, for a na- 
tional Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Petition of Matilda Grippen, for widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of U. 8. Grant Post, 327, Grand Army 
of the Republic, opposing the removal of the remains of General Grant 
from their present resting-place—to the Committee on the Library. 





SENATE, 
SATURDAY, August 30, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 

The ‘ournal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a com- 
munication of the 28th instant from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, inclosing a draught of a joint resolution authorizing the transfer 
of certain appropriations for the Indian service on the books of the 
Treasury; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS -AND MEMORIALS. ‘ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present a petition of the officers of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying for 
the passage of the proposed law, or the substance of it, on the subject | 
of the settlement of private land claims in that Territory, and repre- | 
senting the great injury to society and progress there, owing to the un- | 

| 


} 
} 
} 
| 
| 


settled condition of land titles. I move that the petition lie on the 
table, as the bill has been reported. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. MORGAN. I present a memorial in the nature of a protest from | 
the colored people of Birmingham, Ala., and that vicinity, who met 
in mass meeting on the 15th of August, 1890, and who in their resolu- 
tions have preferred a request that I should present to the Senate this 
paper on behalf of the colored citizens of Birmingham, by Prince Rob- 
inson, chairman of the meeting, and the secretary. 

I will call attention to one of the resolutions to show the purpose of 
the memorial, after various preambles and recitals in regard to this 
matter: 

Resolved, That we, the colored people of Birmingham, Ala.,in mass meeting | 
assembled, do hereby enter our solemn protest against the passage of the said | 
election bill. 

I move that the memorial lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, signed by 110 citizens of Tennessee, praying 
for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of merchant tailors and cloth- 
ing manufacturers, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for such amendment 
of sections 392 and 396 of the McKinley tariff bill, in regard to woolens 
and worsteds and ready-made clothing, as will prohibit the free im- 


| 
} 





portation of made-up wearing-apparel; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition with 172 individual signatures aud 730 
representative indorsements of citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage 
of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on Educa 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of 320 citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 235 citizensof New York State, 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Mary B. Cushing, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 


and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman; and 

A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGar- 
vey. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4352) for the relief of Basil Moreland, asked that 
the committee be discharged from its turther consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia I. Woods, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a reper: thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Aifairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9212) to relieve John J. Murphy from the 
charge of desertion, asked that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9630) granting a right of way through and a 
right to terminal grounds in the State of Washington to the Portland 
and Puget Sound Railroad Company, and for other purposes, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2174) to remove the charge of desertion 
from Ellery C. Folger, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably the House concurrent resolution for printing 
the Report of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1889 with 
certain amendments, and I ask for its present consideration, 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 


| lution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on Printing will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word ‘‘ printed,’’ in the fourth line, 
strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘and bound sixteen;’’ strike out 
‘*ten’’ in the fifth line and insert ‘‘eight;’’ and strike out ‘‘eight’’ in 
the sixth line and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That of the Report 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1889 there be printed and bound 


16,000 copies for the use of the House, 8,000 for the use of the Senate, and 20,000 
for the use of the Commissioner of Education 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on its amendments to the concurrent 
resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro lempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr, FAULKNER introdaced a bill (S, 4362) granting a pension to 
Catharine A. Sharp; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4363) for the relief of the trustees of the 


The amendments of the Committee 


| Methodist Episcopal Church of Flat Woods, Braxton County, West Vir- 


ginia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 4364) for the relief of H!. H. Helper; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

REPORT OF AMERICAN HISTORICAL 

Mr. HAWLEY. 


ASSOCIATION. 
Iask the Senate to take up the report made by 


the Printing Committee about two days ago in favor of printing the 
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annual report of the American Historical Society, which was laid over 
for some reason. 

rf it~ PRESIDENT pro tempore. Lf there be no farther morning busi- 

, that order is closed. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, being in 
ae 1, the Senator from Connecticut moves that the Senate to 
the consideration of Order of Business 1947, a concurrent resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] authoriz- 
ing the printing of 4,500 extra copies of the report of the American 
Historical Society for the year 1889, If there be no objection, it will 
be read at length. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to sub- 
mit a report from the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. HAWLEY. This isa matterof morning business, It will take 
but a moment. I do not see why these little things should be mixed 
up and made hash of. I shall be done in a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is mistaken in suppos- 
ing that this is morning business. It ison the Calendar likeany other 
general order. The resolution will be read at length, if there be no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Hoar, June 18, 1890, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of sentatives coneurring), That there be 
= of the report of the American Historical Association _ the year ending 

mber 31, 1889, 4,500 extra copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 2, 000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for the 
use of the Smithsonian Institution and the American Historical Association. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Connecticut would ex- 
plain (as I believe the fact to be, but I should like it to go in the Rec- 
ORD) whether this association has now by law some official connec- 
tion with the Smithsonian Institution, so that it will appear, if it be 
true, that this is not providing for printing the documents of a mere 
private society having no relations with the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. TheCongressional act of incorporation was approved 
Javuary 4, 1889. The society had been in existence for four or five 
years before. Its object is declared to be: 

For the promotion of historical studies, the aotention and preservation of 
historical manuscripts, and for kindred purposes in the fateensh of Amseniean 
history and of history in America. Said association is authorized to hold real 
and personal estate, etc. 

That it is not necessary to read. 


Said association shal! report annually to the Secretary of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution concerning its proceedings and the condition of historical study in 
America, Said Secretary shall communicate to Congress the whole of such re- 
ports or such portions thereof as shall see fit, The as > Smith- 
sonian Institution are authorized to permit said association it its col- 
lections, manuscripts, books, pamphlets, and other material Pek in the 
Smithsonian Institution or in the National Museum, at their discretion, upon 
such conditionsand under such cH as they shal! prescribe. 

Tt will result in an exceedingly valuable collection of historical man- 
scripts, publications, ete., in E National Libra The association 
numbers hundreds of members, including every eading librarian or 
student of history in the United States, I think. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FYROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels; 

A bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock; 

A bill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos; 

A bill (11, R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove; 

A bill (IL, R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce; 

A bill (1H. R. 4451) for the removal of the charge of ‘desertion from 
the record of Daniel J. Mahoney; 

A bill (11. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 

A bill (Lf. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle; 

A bill (H. R. 5121) to correct the military record of George McKin- 
ney, Jf. 5 

A bill (IL. R. 

A bill (HL. R. 

A bill (H. R. 6558 
W. Morgan; 

A bill (H. R.7 






5524) granting a pension to Anna Platt; 
6287 granting a ——— to Sarah Phillips; 
) to remove charge of desertion against Frank 


523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; 

A bill (11. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon; 

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Reg- 
iment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (11. R. 7897) to inerease the of John Clark; 

A bill (fH. R. 7910) granting a to John T. Ballard; 

A a 3 R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison; 

A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W. Seely; 

PP nna bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecea E. 

A bill (HH. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley; 

A oo TE 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin; 

A 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor; 

+ bill (HR Oris) eatin to Elizabeth Abell; 

A bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck; 
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A bill (H. R. 9072 increasing the pension of Alexander Evans; 

A bill (H.R. 9236) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret O’Conner, 
now Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks; 

A bill (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 9617) to relieve John Davis of the a of desertion 
and to grant him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Genes; 

A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain ; 

a bill (H. R. $935) granting a pension to William Stover; 

A bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension to Mrs, Louisa M. Gordon; 

A bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; 

A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, 
late a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Mis- 
souri Volunteers, in the war with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 11040) to relieve Myron A, Eastman of the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley; 

A bill (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth P. Newhouse; 

A bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink; 

A bill (H. R. 9602) to establish the customs district of Tennesseee, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10267) for the Yelief of the owners and crews of the 
American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and 


Europa, 

A bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Neptuno; 

A bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black; 

A bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib- 
erty, Clay County, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr.; 

A bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of the estate of David B. Sanders, 
decensed ; 

A bill (Hl. R. Maat) for Ges peliet of tee L. Cain, and others; 

A bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of the heir of Mark Davis, deceased ; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, 
known us the ‘Bowman act.”’ 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills, each with an amendment in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranft; 

A bill fs: 2493) granting a Soaiien to John Swearer; and 
A bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. Norton. 


The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A (S. 437) a to Benjamin W. Botts; 

A bill (8. 471 the relief of the Norfo County ferry committee; 

A bill (8. 721 ting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport; 

A bill (8.'735) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 


Robert J. Baugness; 
A bill e 757) granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 
A bill (8. 803) granting . Madden; 


to Phillipe Ray; 
charge of desertion from the record of 
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Boggs; 
i 2058) for the relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix of 


eae a for the relief of a ag = 
granting a pension to N. oung; 
(8. 3708 a a pension to John McLaren; 
(a ai78 censtitating Caio, IL, - of delivery in the 
cus- 
district of asec 


bill (S. 3214) Saas ate a shee to Mary 8, Miller. 
THE BEVENUE BILL. 


= 
a) 


il 











1890. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to strike out—— 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE FOR POST-OFFICE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. [Task the Senator from Rhode Island to yield to 
me to have a small bill : ; a 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it will lead to no diseussion I will yield. 

Mr. McMILLAN.” It is asmall bill and will take but a moment. 





I 


ask the Senate to to the consideration of the bill (H. RK. 10086) 
granting leaves of absence to clerks and employés in first and second 
class post-oftlices. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside to enable him to obtain consideration of the bill indicated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that considerably explained 
before I shall be ready to vote for it. 
large subject and a very new one. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill was passed 
recommended by the Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see that it was passed by the other House be- 
cause it is entitled a House bill, but I certainly-—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. It provides that clerks in first and second class 
post-offices shall have a leave of absence of fifteen days. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And that starts in on the operation of procuring 
extra help in all these offices all over the country for that period of 
time. In some of the great cities undoubtedly in some way there 
should be some leave of absence fairly given, but to apply it every- 
where, itappears to me, will cost a great deal. I think the post-oflice 
in the town where I live would fall in that class; Iam quite sure of it. 
The gentlemen who are concerned in that office get quite as much leave 
and quite as much rest, and perhaps more than young gentlemen em- 
ployedin other occupations in the same town—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this bill gives rise toany discussion I shall have 
to object toits consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam speaking just now. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall have something to say on the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I shall interpose an objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to finish my sentence if I can. 
the bill was taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was about toconclude by saying that this mat- 
ter deserves a good deal of consideration. There are some aspects of it 
that commend themselves to my sense of what is fair and just, and per- 
haps necessary for the health of the clerks in the great cities, unless the 
force is sufficiently large to enable them to have a day or a week off, as 
the clerks in stores and other occupations do. 

But to return to my own city, where I know something about it, be- 
lieving as I do that that post-office, which has a large income, falls 
within the clause (and for this purpose it does not make much differ- 
ence whether it does or not), theclerks employed in that office have quite 
aseasy atime and quite as much time to rest as the other young gentle- 
men and ladies employed in honorable and honest occupations about the 
town, and geta great deal more pay. Therefore it requires some con- 
sideration tosee whether this thing as it stands ought to go. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I suppose, then, the bill will go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Chair understand that there 


by the other House and is 


I believe 


The Senator from Vermont is en- 


is objection to the request of the Senatorfrom Michisan that the unfin- | 


ished business be informally laid aside and this bill be now considered ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that we had as well take the little time that it would require to con- 
sider this bill as to consume it in a call of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We must havea call of the Senate if we proceed 
with this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Objection being made, the Senate 
resumes consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Tennessee, I takeit, will under- 
stand my reasons for interposing an objection. The Senator from Texas 
gave notice that the consideration of the bill would lead to discussion, 
and I felt obliged under the agreement or understanding we have to 
make an objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we are to come toa vote at this time, I should 
think the Senate ought to be fuller. If any one is ready to take the 
floor, of course I have no suggestion to make and nothing to say. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us go ahead with the tariff bill, because we | 


should have to divide on the other question. 
“ PUBLIC BUILDING AT SHEBOYGAN, WIS. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield to 
me a moment to enable me to ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 
4158) for a public building at Sheboygan, Wis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 


Mr. SPOONER. If the bill elicits debate, which I do not think it 
will, I shall not press it. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. G. FETHERSTONE 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will yield to me, 
I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pen- 
sion to J. G. Fetherstone. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside to enable him to ask the consideration of the bill indicated by 
him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to considerthe bill. It proposes to place on the pension-rolls 
the name of Jesse G. Fetherstone, latea private in Fletcher’s First Ten- 
nessee Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LITTLE TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to con- 
sider at this time a little House bridge bill. It is Order of Business 
1957, House bill 8523. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside to enable him to ask forthe consideration of the bill (Ht. R. 8523) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Little Tennessee 

tiver at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L, Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
19th of August approved and signed the act (S. 3329) authorizing the 
city of Charleston to open Concord street through the grounds of the 

| United States in that city. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 28th of 

| 
| 


a 


August approved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions: 

An act (8. 276) providing for leave of absence for officers and em- 
ployés in the customs service of the Government who receive per diem 
compensation ; 

An act (S. 3127) amending an act enitled ‘‘An act to constitute Lin- 
coln, Nebr., a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act 
of June 10, 1850, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and tor other purposes,’ to 
the said port of Lincoln;’’ 

An act (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish the customs collection 
district ot Puget Sound; 

Joint resolution (8. R. 71) directing the Librarian of Congress, the 
librarian of the Senate, the librarian of the House of Representatives, 
and the librarian of the Department of Justice, respectively, to deliver 
extra or duplicate copies of law books to the law department of the 
Howard University; and 

Joint resolution (S, R. 116) extending the privilege of the Library of 
| Congress to the members and secretary of the Interstate Commerce 
| Commission and the Chief of Engineers ot the Corps of Engineers United 
| States Army. 

The message further announced that the President had, on the 29th 
of August, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (5. 388) to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
the record of Noyes Barber on the rolls of the Navy Department; 

An act (S. 4335) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit and 
district courts for the western district of Missouri; 

An act (5. 2661) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize foot 
and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, 
in the State of Minnesota,’’ approved July 5, 1484; 

An act (5. 2979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at some accessible point between the mouth of the 
IiJinois and the mouth of the Missouri Rivers; 

An act (S. 3795) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River by the Oregon Railway Extensions Company ; 

An act (5. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Julins Lans- 
: burgh; 

An act (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Virginia L. M. 
| Ewing; 
|} Anact(S. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, an army nurse 
| in the late war; 
| An act (S. 510) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds; 
An act (5S. 775) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 
An act (S. 916) granting a pension to Mary E. Harney; 
An act (S. 1203) grantinga pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth; 
An act (5. 1256) granting a pension to James A. Myers; 
An act (5S. 1732) granting a pension to Nancy A. Thornton; 
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An act (S. 2043) granting a pension to Edgar M. Cherry; 

An act (S. 2366) granting a pension to Florida Kennerly; 

An act (S. 9808} granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 

An act (S. 3101) granting a pension to Anne Rodgers Macomb; 

An act (8. 3177) granting a pension to Ursula Lucretia Haight; 

An act (8. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. Scoopmire; and 

An act (S. 3498) granting a pension to G. L. Pease. 

The message also announced that the President had on this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 4312) to provide American registers for the steamers Stroma 
and Marco Aurelia; , 

An act (S. 2594) providing for an inspection of meats for exportation, 
prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, and 
authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain cases, and 
for other purposes; 

An act (8S. 3714) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands 
to the more complete endowment and support of the colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862; 

An act (S. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. Eadie; 

An act (S. 2976) granting a pension to Mary L. Bradley, formerly 
Mary L. Smith, who served as a nurse in the war of the rebellion; 

An act (S. 314) for the relief Mary B. Le Roy; 

An act (S. 2832) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland; 

An act (S. 2859) for the relief of Caroline Baker Stevens, relict of the 
late Col. Robert J. Stevens and daughter of the late Col. Edward D. 
Baker; , 

An act (S. 1502) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald; 

An act (S.2036) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. Selina 
Buchanan; 

An act (S. 2066) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension- 
rolls; 

An act (8. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near the Cuckold’s 
Island, at the entrance to Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as Town- 
send Harbor, Maine; anc: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 115) providing that nothing in the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill shall be construed to interrupt the pub- 
lication of the reports of the International American Conference. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 11120) 
providing for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics arising under the eight-hour law; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Featherstone; 

A bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the constraction of a bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the: Missouri 
River between the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, 
Missouri; and 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of 
Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I desire to move that the Senate take 
a recess until 1 o’clock. I have important business at the Depart- 
ments which has been lingering now for several weeks on account of 
the pressure of the tariff bill, and other Senators have the same, and I 
think it entirely too much to ask of us that we sacrifice our health and 
convenience and everything else in order that this puttering work may 
be done while hunting and waiting for a quoram to come in when we 
have got to get a quorum in the usual process; and unless the Senator 
in charge desires to proceed with the tariff bill now, I shall ask that the 
Senate take a recess so as to enable some of us to attend to other impor- 
tant accumulated work. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the remarks of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to be in the nature of an objection, although he has 
taken a peculiar way to express it. I will, therefore, ask that the reg- 





ular order be proceeded with. 

Mr. BLAIR, If it is desired to go on with that bill, of course that 
is more important. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island calls 


fof the reeular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

~ Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that I hope that we may conclude the 
consideration of the pending schedule to-day with the purpose of tak- 
ing up the sugar schedule on Monday; and I also give notice that on 
Monday I shall ask the consent of the Senate that a recess be taken 
from half past 5 until 8 o'clock for the three days remaining—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am fearful the Senator is not heard. I hear 
him, but I do not think others do. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I was stating that on Monday I should ask that 
consent be given for the remaining three days to be devoted to general 
debate on this bill, namely, Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday of next 
week; that a recess be taken from half past 5 to 8 o’clock each day, 
and that the evening sessions be devoted to debate exclusively. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment offered by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerk. On page 84, line 15, after the figures 357,” 
strike out the remainder of page 84, page 85, page 86, page 87, and down 
to and including the word ‘‘ prescribe,’’ in line 5, on page 88, being 
paragraphs 357 to 369, inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken out 
having been once read, the further reading will be waived, if there be 
no objection. Is the Senate ready for the question on the motion to 
strike out ? 

Mr. VANCE. [ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE | 
who offered the amendment is not now present, and I think he had 
some further observations to make. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He can make them further on in the schedule jus: 
as well. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Can not we proceed with the consideration of 
some other parts of the schedule until the Senator from Kentucky 
comes in? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course being taken if 
it is agreeable to Senators on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is just as well to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem If there be no objection, the read- 
ing of the bill will proceed, beginning with paragraph 370, on page 88, 
and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky will be 
informally passed over without prejudice, the yeas and nays having 
been ordered upon it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. [have no objection, so faras Iam concerned, to 
the vote being taken if it is desired by gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber, but I think it better that the Senator from Kentucky 
should be here. 

Mr. DANJEL. The Senator from Kentucky is not here, and he 
probably desires to be here before this vote is taken. 

Mr. HALE. If the clerks can be persuaded to read on with the bill 
we can make some progress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris inthechair). The ques- 
tion <% the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Car- 
LISLE]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is now in the Senate 
Chamber, and if he desires to be heard farther he can proceed now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
DANIEL] has been recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator from Kentucky desires to make any 
remarks I will yield. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have no disposition to prolong the discussion, so 
far as I am concerned. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, before the vote is taken I desire to 
submit some remarks upon the effect ot the high tariff upon wool, and 
to show, as I think I can, that some gentlemen who have spoken on 
this subject have wrongfully attributed the decline of the price in wool 
and the decrease in the number of sheep to the tariff of 1883. If the 
facts and figures which we have submitted to us in the various reports, 
agricultural and manufacturing, upon the subject of wool prove any- 
thing, they seem to me to demonstrate that the high tariff upon wool 
and woolens is a complete failure. If it was designed to stimulate the 
growth of American manufactures of woolen, it has failed. If it was 
designed to increase the number of American sheep and the cultivation 
of-fiocks, it has failed. If it was designed to increase the wool clip of 
the United States, it has failed. If it was designed to decrease the 
prices of wool, it has succeeded. 


THE HIGH TARIFF OF 1867 DECREASED THE PRICE OF AMERICAN WOOL. 


In 1883, when the tariff of that year was under discussion, I find in 
the RecorD of February 7, 1883, theseremarks from the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]: 

The State of Ohio produces 25,000,000 pounds of wool, far more than any other 


State in the Union. It is not large flocks and herds, as in California and 
Texas, but almost every tarmer a flock of sheep averaging about one hun- 
they uce fine wools that are now most 


dred in number, and from these 
valuable tocommerce, to the amount of 25,000,000 
of the existing law the price of wool has grad 
wool-growers and the wool-man 


nds. Undertheoperations 
y gone down, Upto 1866 the 
ufacturers were in a state of pocpseuet war 
that there ought to be no 
ought to bea duty upon 


west te conned iS he a aaa hey finally reconciled 
their sateneets 1866, and the Tariff Commission, in speaking of that important 


, say this: 

“ The law fixing these duties was passed in 1867, with the approbation of ti 

cntire body of prancers,so far es any expression could be secured; and the wi 
w su nthe w 

of sheep husbandry during the past fifteen years.” ar 

The Senator from Ohio continued: 


In the table which I have now before me it is shown that in 1867 the price of 
woo! was 51 cents a in 1870 it was 46 cents a pound, in 1875 it was 

a pound, in 1880, was an abnormal year, 48 cents a 

am told these wools are sold in Ohio at from 36 to 40 cents a po 














































sult of the policy of protecting the wool-growers has been, as it is in all indus- 
tries, to gradually reduce the price. 


Here, Mr. President, attention may be well fixed to the two theories 
that the Republican party hold upon the subject of the tariff on wool. 
We find the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Nevada and 
various other gentlemen who coincide with them in opinion most 
strenuously insisting that we shall place a higher tariff than that now 


with them insisting also that we shall place a high tariff there—the one 


increasing the price of their wool, the other declaring that in this case, 
as in all industries, the effect of the high tariff has been, and is now, 
operative to decrease the price of wool. 


fect of it was ? . 

Mr. DANIEL. In my opinion the effect of the high tariff has been 
to decrease the price of wool. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, Mr. President, it has been the contention 
on the other side of this Chamber all the while that there should be no 
protective tariff upon wool because it increased the price of raw ma- 
terials and therefore increased the price of clothing to the poor people 
and consumers of this country. According to the Senator’s theory 
now, the effect of a high tariff is to reduce the price of the manufact- 
ured article by giving raw material cheap. 

THE GREAT VARIETY OF WOOLS., 

Mr. DANIEL. Not by any means. I will answer the suggestion 
of the Senator from Oregon, which I recognize to be entirely pertinent, 
and I think when the subject is discussed it will be shown that the 
tariff on wool and woolens is sui generis, it is altogether peculiar, and 
you can not conjecture from the effect of a tariff on a specific article 
that stands out by itself isolated from others what it will be when ap- 
plied to a subject of such infinite variety and produced under such an 
infinite variety of circumstances as is the raw wool. 

Mr. George William Bond, of Boston, who isan expert upon the sub- 
jec? of wool, was a few years ago employed by the Treasury Depart- 
ment to make samples for appraisers, and in making these samples he 
produced one hundred and thirty varieties of the raw wool, and all the 
manufacturers of wool informed Congress in all the various ways in 
which they can approach the subject that it isin the commixtureof this 
large variety of wools and in the capacity of the manufacturer to as- 
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semble them together and select out of them the particular variety that 

may be needed for a particular purpose in which consists the supe- 

riority of position of foreign manufacturers of wool over the American. 

THE COMMIXTURE OF WOOLS NECESSARY TO SUPPORT MANUFACTURES, AND MAN 
UFACTURES NECESSARY TO SUPPORT THE MARKET. 

Now I think, sir, that the Senator from Oregon will at least appre- 
ciate what is our conception of the subject, whether he may concur in 
it or not, when he remembers that the woolen manufacturers of Eng- 
| land, the woolen manufacturers of Germany and of the continent of 
Europe, can assemble their materials of raw wool for any kind of article 
they wish to produce from all quarters of the globe absolutely free, 
| and thus selecting the raw material which is to be embodied into the 
| manufactured goods at bottom prices, they are enabled thereby to cre- 
ate a market for all manner of wool from the different countries, to 
| produce activity in their manufacturing trade, and, with better prices 
| for the raw material than we can afford to pay under this high tariff, 
to produce a cheaper net result in cheaper fabrics for the people to 
wear. 
PRICES OF 





AMERICAN WOOL LOWER UNDER 


TRADE, 

Now, Mr. President, I shall develop the thought that I have on this 
subject by endeavoring to prove one fact after another. In the first 
place, then, I contend that the high tariff on wool and woolens has de- 
creased the price of raw wool. I first give in evidence of that fact the 
concessions of Republican statesmen of high rank. I give also the opin- 
ion as expressed by the Superintendent of the Census, Mr. R. P. Porter, 
who is the proprietor of the New York Press, and who states in a recent 
issue of that journal that the price of wool is now cheaper than it was 
under free trade, and who, like the Senator from Ohio, deduces the con- 
clusion that it is the effect of the high tariff to bring about that result. 
THE DECLINE IN PRICE OF AMERICAN WOOL NOT CAUSED BY THE TARIFF OF 1883, 

Then, Mr. President, I produce from the Statistical Abstract of 1889 
the prices of fleece wool, fine, medium, and coarse, from the year 1824 
to the year 1890, and here I would ask the attention of the Senator 
from Oregon and of the Senator from Massachusetts to the fact that the 
decline in the price of raw wool was not produced by the tariff of 1883, 
which was lower, but followed upon the tariff of 1866 and 1867, which, 
it is contended, stimulated the production of wool and woolen manu- 
factures. Iask, Mr. President, to insert this entire table as it is an 
instructive one, and I will read a few figures from it: 


HIGH TARIFF TITAN UNDER FREE 


w York market for the months of January, April, July, and October of each 


year from 1824 to 1890, inclusive. 
{From Mauger & Avery’s Annual Wool Circular. | 














January. April. July. October 
Year. ee 1 | 
| ae i- | + | bei ss 5 | , : 
° Fine. — een Fine, | — |Coarse.| Fine, | — |Coarse. | Fine _—_ Coarse. 
} i | | i 
| Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. Cents. Cents. 
_ 68 | 53 | 40 | 70 46 | 31 | 55 | 40 | 30 60 | 40 30 
cael 60 | 43 | 32 | 60 | 42 | 33 | 50 41 $2 | 50 42 36 
pebeesoee 55 43 38 | 52 | 46 | 41 37 30 26 | A3 | 37 | 32 
36 32 | 28 | 45 34 | 30 | 37 31 25 | 43 | 32 25 
42 | 30 25 | 44 | 36 | 28 | 48 33 | 33 | 48 40 } 32 
ca iceae BM) | 45 3 45 35 32 | 46; 36) 32 37| 3 27 
ies ersadectoesnnhsncestnt succuerbsdysbertonssesarensoese ssssescesve 40; 3 30 50 38 32; 6} 6O| 40 70; 48 
esp ca shdcnkerighirtainthn dct Ceshaseoes 70| 60 a 60 50} 75) | 50 70; 60 50 
aaa a ee | 55 44| 60] 52 2; 50 42 30 50 40 | 30 
cb oa 55]; 41 33 63 53 38 61 54 40 65 55 | 45 
eoveee 7 60 48 | 7 56 44 | 60 50 | 40 2 50 | 40 
Sisatublidbids sah iiialebecsrecicaniniMeenmetnnesaieose 63| 50 40 65| 60 45| 63 56] 42 65 60 45 
lilac aiehstianclliaillemphtlgsiechiptchlcirniinebcenheteanericcaneseee | 6) 4| 68| 62 47 70| 60| 50 7 6o| 50 
pappelaetdnweapenssasanstteostebissevedetencisigabverusseauiteseorecsmnstctenresasamepeesteeseesss 72} 63 48 68 56 46) 52) 52) 36 49 40 | 31 
souavsiaahevenaasbeunadbdbe casieasdphessecovnessesecshotvepen 50| 42 | 35| 50 42 | 46 36} 30 | 56 43 | 37 
iadbcidicdaieah tenuate 56; 48 33| 56 48 33; 57| 48| 40 60 55 44 
asi 50; 45 3} 49| 43; 36/ 45) 39) 33 46 38 | 33 
paleo | 45 | 58) 44 3 50 a). 3 48 42 | 33 
aseee eee 48 | 42 35| 46 40; 32| 4 a7] 30 38 31 | 25 
353; 30 23| 33] 2 3) 3 | 30} 26 36 32 | 26 
wi 37| 30 2%) 43 3%} 30) 45 37} 32 50 40 | 33 
ied 47| 40 31 45 38} 32] 40| 36 30 38 35 | 23 
sail 40 35 30/ 38 33; 23] 383| 32! @ 36} 30} 22 
ni tailietisidinstideaitinandhjsiidiansiiaeenionsnsnisiatstecsinemnecnationiepteseuaen 45 40 30 | 47 40 | 31 | 46 | 40 | 31 47 | 40 | 30 
a PN AOE 45 | 38 20 | 43 37 30 | 33 | 32 | 28 33 30 | 24 
tines 33{ 30 23 40 36 3) 40) 3) 2) 42 36 | 30 
ipteniarghalntabionesieee 47| 40 33/45 37 30; 45] 37| 30 46; 40 35 
46; 40 33| So; 44 3B) 47) 42) 37] 45] 40 35 
OreSeesccececess eosees cocees 5 38 | 34 | 42 36 | 33 45 38 | 33 | 50 42 37 
late 58 | 56 50 | 62 56 | 50 | 60 | 53 48 | 55 | 50 48 
ccc dstacassasnesereanvsxaresaromneenearrsvsoeeereene 53) 47 42| 57 52 46) 45 37; 30] 42 36 30 
sctlsilsteicna soceeiehsovsesbatintereh eegeqnarsestveness 40 35 32 | 43 35 | 32 | 50 40 | 33 | 52 | 41 36 
IIIT siitdelesnsrosseguickescecectéeasesonacenecarensscovene 50 | 38 35 | 57 45 | 38 55 42 | 36 | 60 | 55 | 45 
58 | 50 | 42 | 60 | 56 | 45 | 56 | 50 40 | 38 | 30 25 
40; 33 27 ai” = 30 43) 37 30) 56 | AL | 36 
6) 52 45; 60) 46 37 56 40 35 60 50 2 
iniece 60/ 50 42; 52 45 40} 55| 50, 40) 50] 45 40 
be 45 | 40 37} 45 37 32! 38 30 2) 47 48 50 
ses eee teessecesevstecses sevens cseescseones ses 48 50 50 | 46 45 43 | 48 7 45 | 60 60 63 
Siteencpastnidinsieces 7 68 70| 80} 85| 80 75] 70 6| 8| #80 76 
steee so} 7 7%6| .78) 77| (%2j 100) 100 9} 103) % 100 
inetein asigebereasgbetes 102; 100 96 | 80 | 80 75 | 75 73 | 65 75 | 75 65 
eeseipeinilenpecdyiilonsce 70 65 50 65 | 0 43 | 7 67 | 60 63 | 60 56 
ends 68 53 50; 60] 55 50 55 49 | 45 48 46 40 
48 43 38 | 50 48 45 46 45 | 43 | 48 | 48 45 
el 50) = 50 | 48| 50 50 48 48 48 | 47 48 48 | 46 
iectbinpseie 48) 46 | 44 48 47 46\ 846} 5 43 48 48 44 
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Jo. eee: eee cee 
; mare. Fine. oe | | | 
| 


Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
4 50 


= oF 
\Coarse. Fine. | — = Fine. 


Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
52 47 





| 
Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
6 55 











43 62 : 63 62 58 
66) 80 80) . 76 72 q 65 66 60 BT 
6| 56 53 48 5o| 848 44 54 53 47 
47| 56 56 47 53 53 | 46 54 Da 47 
47; G4) 52 46 52 49, 46) 48 50 42 
42 46 49 40 | 338 35 | 31 | 45 40 33 
236 45 40 33{ 50 a4) 3s7| | «# 3) 
a3; 40 43 35 36 35 32} 3 37 32 
3| 36 34 31 37 33 jl 43 38 
48 55 60 52 46 48 42 46 48 42 
43 40 44 37 42 44 36 | 43 46 31 
47 42 45 34 42 5 34 42 45 34 
33 “4 44 37 39 41 33 39 40 34 
34 33 38 34 35 34 30 35 34 30 
29 32 32 28 32 31 28 33 35 32 
32 33 34 30 33 33 29 35 38 31 
34 33 27 33 34 37 34 32 36 34 
33 31 34 33 29 33 31/* 31 34 31 
38 33 37 31 35 a0) 82 33 37 31 


Nore.— Wool, owing to its wide variety, difference in character and condition, liability to shrink in cleaning, is precluded from speculative operations 


which apply to products which may be dealt in as‘ futures.”” For 


Thus it will be seen the price of fine wool fell from 70 cents per 
pound in 1866 to 44 cents in 1882, medium wool from 65 to 46 cents in 
the same period, and coarse 50 to 47. In 1879, with the high tariffin 
full operation, fine wool had fallen to 34 cents, medium to 35, and 
coarse to 32. 

This fal! of fine wool from 70 to 34 cents a pound took place under 
that high tariff of 1867, which was eulogized yesterday afternoon by the 
Senator from Massachusetts as one that had produced such re- 
sults, and now in 1890 the price of the same order of wool is 33 cents 
a pound, maintaining just about the same position that it had under 
the tariff of 1866—'67. 

Mr. President, you may follow this table through all its diversities 
and ramifications through various years and different seasons of the 
year, and it discloses and demonstrates the fact that under the high 
tariff of 1867, it is true, as was alleged by the Senator from Ohio in 
1883, that the price of wool had gradually declined. 

" UNDER NIGH TARIFF THE NUMBER OF SHEEP DECREASED. 

How is it respecting the number of sheep? The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yesterday afternoon contended that under the tariff of 1867 
from year to year the number of sheep had gradually increased for 

and he attributed the recent falling off in the number of sheep 
in the United States to the tariff of 1883. I do not so read the 
before me, Mr. President. From an extract from the report of the Ag- 
rieultural Department I beg to present these figures: 

Whole number of s in United States, in the years given below, as by 
Agricultural epee 1867, 39,335,389 ; 1877, 35,804,200 ; 1879, 38,123,800 ; 1880,43,576,- 
899; by census, , 42,192,074; 1881, 45,016,224; 1883, 49,237,201; 1884, 50,626,626; 
1885, 50,360,243 ; 1886, 48,322,331 ; 1987, 44,759,314; 1888, 42,599,079. 

Mr. Warner says in the pamphlet from which I get these figures: 

There are not one-third as many sh: kept in New ayant to-day as were 
kept there in 1840. The figures are 3, 7 for 1840, and 1,237,085 for 1887. In 
the Middle States there has been «# si fa) off, from 7,403,557 in 1840 to 
2,968,082, In the Western and Southern States re has a considerable 
increase in the period under consideration, but during the past half dozen years 
there has becn a decrease even there, so that the total number of sheep in the 
er was 44,759,314, as against 48,322,331 the previous year, and 50,- 

Sheep-raising is an industry that is growing on the lands of the South 
and West, and is decreasing on the more fruitful lands of the North. Nothing 
but a distorted imagination can make a sectional question out of this, and none 
but a political shepherd can object to the abolition of the duty on wool and a 
consequent cheapening of clothes. 


It is true that in the course of a few years after 1883 the number of 
sheep did begin to decline, but the declination was not as continuous 
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Number of sheep inthe several States named at the given dates, as stated in the United States Agriculiwral Reports. 


these reasons the prices of wool are not liable to the same changes as cotton, wheat, etc. 


tive as it had been during the same number of years when 
of 1867 was in complete operation. 

Mr. President, let us look at the operation of this high tariff of 1867 
upon the of various Commonwealths. We all know that in New 
England and in the Atlantic States sheep have so far declined that the 
cultivation of flocks is no longer regarded, at least in New England, as 
a considerable item of agriculture orcommerce. But let us look atthe 
state of affairs in some of the great Commonwealths of agriculture. 


DECREASE OF SHEEP UNDER HIGH TARIFF IN OHIO, MICHIGAN, PENNSYLVANIA, 
NEW YORK, INDIANA, ILLINOIS, WISCONSIN, AND IOWA. 


Take the State of Ohio, for instance. In 1866 there were 6,588,000 
sheep; in 1867, 7,159,000; in 1869, 6,300,000; in 1877, ten after 
this high tariff had been in effect, there were 3,900,000; in 1878, 
3,700,000; in 1879, 4,040,000; in 1880, 4,243,000. 

How can any logical mind reach the conclusion that this high tariff 
on wool and woolens has been productive of benefit either in the mat- 
ter of price to the American wool-producer or in the increase of the 
number of sheep, when immediately under its operation you see both 
undergo a positive decline? If any deduction can be drawn from the 
fact as thus unfolded, must it not be the deduction that under the 
operation of these laws some element had been introduced into our 
country’s affairs which produced injuries to the industries or to the 
enterprises which had suffered such injurious decline ? 

How was it in the great sheep-producing State of Michigan? In 1866 
there were 3,473,000 sheep; in 1880 there were but 1,930,000. The 
high tariff, if a tariff is concluded to be a matter that is a factor in this 
business, has more than decimated the Michigan flocks. How was it 
in Pennsylvania? In 1866 there were 3,230,000 ms in 1880 there 
were ~ enemy or more than half had passed away. In New York in 
1866 were 5,117,000; in 1880 there were 2,338,000. In Indiana 
in 1866 there were 2,783,000, and in 1880 1,029,000. In Illinois in 1866 
there were 2,446,000; in 1880 there were 1,155,000. In Wisconsin 
there were 1,260,000 in 1866, and in 1880 there were 1,329,000, In 
Towa there were 1,950,000 in 1866, and in 1880 there were 463,000, or 


i from to year, and it tells its one tale. 
ee eae the number of sheep in the United States 
, and in the great wool-producing States it partic- 


“ I ask leave to present that talle in full in my remarks. It isas fol- 
ws: 


nor as 
the 


















1879. 1980. 
7, 159, 177 000 040, 
jai | Samer tenes) tenes 
3, 456,568 | 3, 045, 581 1,600,000 | 1,632, 807 
5, 378,005 | 4, 247'359 2,121,000 | 2) 338, 148 
3,083,870 | 2 622)780 1,039,500 1,029,570 
fasts | tant keres| hues 
2,399,425 | 2, 832, 241 445, 000 ae ass 
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Number of sheep in the several States named 



















at the given dates, as stated in the United States Agricultural Reports—Continued. 





States. 1882. 1883. 1384 1885. 1886. L887 18 
i eerie i nee 5, 050, 41 5 

meee soseaphaaieciedhewaanginaeatate> | 2,320,752] 2,436,790 | 2 

1 BEAM os nooe veneennreennnee eens 708, 48 yo a #13, 

Pennsylvania 750, 451 803, 335 1 

2 eee 1, 782, 332 1, 732, 332 9 

Indiana a 1, 111, 516 1, 122, 631 1, 

THinois........0c0e2-..« 1, 026, 702 1,149,906 | 4, 12% 

Wisconsin ............. wits 1, 350, 175 | 1, 363, 677 1, 33 

TOWG .....scccesccercecesnsencneesressasesesocsos 72, 681 497, 161 4° 























 — swteccsmanuarenapdiinensacanbebooesepenencs ceqnesocsonsocedccqevacnereccnenteusceccosoteceseoes 14, 761, 150 | 15, 166,374 | 14,999, 5 
= pany 7 956.275 | 7.558.461 | 6.802.615 | 4.761, 831 5, 659, 451 
TRBTIRE ccccccvesers ccccncacnccccessorece cecnsesesces osces s+ cess eccsoosescescosucossconcosesooces “ndeweten cesveee| ©, 850, 000 ‘ 7, 956, 27 ; f : 
eRe BR oo cece's sn ccascescocerecesasocccnnesoncnss so cncereeseeres cecaneeecees nacnetnocaoressecscscseesesenes seccee | 6,352,344 | 5,907,680 | 6, 203, 064 5, $92, 911 6, 06 3 28 

eee an nr sh sins dew wevip babar cdbipaabsasabensbbonensesscnsocsseuieinetdl, Sayan OOM s Em Gan, BOD | 16.100, S99 | 12 660, S73 | 12, 873,318 | 10, 224, 560 3,615, 451 

| ! 
Sihiandticalapiaeinasiae Se Se 5 aikgeaiiahiaiteetletteticigiat 
DECREASE OF OUR WOOL CLIP. Number and capacity of cards used in the manufacture of woolen goods 1 





































I pass from the number of sheep to the wool clip of the United States, each State and Territory of the United States in 1870 and 1880. 
and I produce from a pamphlet written by Mr. John De Witt Warner - 
the wool clip of the, United States and the wool clip of the older States 0 
from 1866 to 1888. In this table it appears that there has been a con- | ; 
tinuous decline in the value of the wool clip of the United States and States and Territories. it ia Daily « 
in the wool clip of the older sheep-producing States. Sete. | "pacity Sets pacity 
The wool clip of the United States, in pounds, 
a neeanncgrceeee Pounds. Pounds 
| I atell 24 1, 836 15 1,2 
Years. | Clip of older | Total elip of oe. jondeegeuan sneepeibaiineessin 17 1,448 29 2, BO) 
; States. | United States. | California............... 46 8, 000 60 7,24 
eee ee ch dlaiiiaalalcaliihlablial tle thi teenie iieasniais | Cennecticut......... 600 70, 085 435 59, & 
la i 30 2,475 13 1,7 
| 120,000,000 137,000,000 | District of Columbia ..... adigiialedbieiin ‘eamsaeite ! catia 
| 140,000,000 | 160, 000, 000 | Floridaa.....sc.cssccccecessosssscsveeeevesvesevess seven 1 50 
150, 000, 000 NI INN... i seslantcnetilinenencomibensnentorios 72 5, 454 42 3,7 
135, 000, 000 ea caaerianeuttopannenenheneaiatesanil 250 21, 302 106 10, 67 
130, 000, 000 163, 000,000 | Indiama............... 0... 346 | 32. 467 160 18,445 
110, 000, 000 146, 000,000 | Towa........ : 199 19, 482 56 4,420 
120, 000, 009 160, 000,000 | Kansas... 24 | 1, 270 9 a9 
125, 000, 000 174, 000, 000 | Kentucky... aid 208 | 17, 768 154 14,7 
120, 000, 000 178, 000, 000 a cctcnceenewustarsaodaidnen 12 800 
125, 000, G00 aa sincccinmipeinibaioninon 331 | 33, 020 261 0, 5 
112, 500, 000 198,250,000 | Maryland............ 60 | 4.158 0) 2) 870) 
120, 000, 000 208, 250,000 | Massachusetts... 1, 367 | 159,484 | 1,356 5 
125, 000, 000 211, 000,000 | Michigan............ 116 | 11, 430 51 4.¢ 
133, 000, 000 232, 500,000 | Minnesota ................0..0000 sabepedenies 19 | 2, 105 21 2.2 
148, 000, 000 OD bE oo cccct sees 0 200 ctcscesce sconce covece ve 17 1, 405 > ! 
164, 000, 000 OO © IIE... ccscrnnastnrneseccnsees 258 21, 162 126 i 
166, 500, 000 290,000,000 | New Hampshire.............00:0<.00000009 351 | 14,550 293 u 
177, 500, 000 ey ans 81 10, 700 136 2 
000, 000 308, 000,000 |. New Mexico.......... 1 100 
165, 000, 000 302, 000,000 | New York.......... 845 84, 470 443 10) 
160, 000, 000 285, 000,000 | North Carolina... 73 5, 698 57 5, 
162, 500, 000 269, 000,000 | OO... cece cece 334 28, 376 182 14, OF 
156, 000, 000 260, 000,000 | Oregon ............ 21 3, 955 21 2.2 
| Pennsylvania 1, 317 | 140, 362 138 172, 4¢ 
ee ee : >. 7 ————_ | Rhode Island. .... 474 64, 639 432 54, 02s 
On examining these figures — ee ae 25 1, 458 11 TH 
‘ 77 0, 307 Us 8, 450 
Says the commentator— en niepsinttuacsoesatoeucamaptoreiors ' | * a : vane 
it will be seen that there was a notable increase in the wool clip both of the | Utah .............::cccsceccseenseerenmnereees 19 1, 475 24 1, 56K) 
whole United States and of the older States in 1867 over 1866, and in 1868 over | Vermont....... aapasansenbenaenuliniaies wisn 75 18, 070 145 16,79 
1867; but after 1868— IID cecennansnncnnbiedisaresture-ereseunsindpess sesceel 116 8, 011 4 5, O85 
‘ , é | OND. cissunnctmnnisipainel eaccescsees , 2) 
At which time the high tariff of 1867 must have had time to get in | West Virginia........00000.0........ 132 10, 15: 72 5, 31 
full sway— Wisconsin 134 11,013 75 6.39 
there was a falling off every year till 1871, and the product of 1868 was not again Pe ctcwnn iets vo ecnenssss scovnsesensnenanenoseeges 8, 366 857, 3 5, 961 TCA, ( 

















reached till 1874. That is to say, under fostering care of the tariff the pro- 
duction of wool in the United States absolutely declined, or did not increase, 
for six years. The country grew and in all other directions, but its 
wool industry stood still, 


DECREASE OF MANUFACTURES UNDER HIGH TARIFF. ‘ 
So, Mr. President, if you look at the number of cards which were 
employed in the manufacture of wool in the United States—and I | 


produce here a table showing them in 1870 and 1880—yon will see in 
the various States a steady decline. 


We are going through— 
As is remarked by this writer— 


We are going through the same experience we had sixty-four years ago. 


the tariff of 1824 there was imposed a tariff of 25 per cent. to 33} 
cents per pound, and 15 per 


woolens, 20 per cent. on raw wool costing over 1 
under 10 cents per pound. The following is the re- 


By 
er cent. on 


cent. on raw wool costi 


sult as told by George William Bond (the protectionist wool e rt * 
“Anticl that, in spite of the duty upon the raw materials, this protec- 
tion wo e the woolgn manufacture remunerative, the erection of woolen 


milis steadily increased; but protection thus gained was checkmated by Great | 
Britain expressly to retain the business of thiscountry. * * * Professedly 
for this pepe she soon after reduced the duty on raw wool from 6d. to 
ld, and r to half-penny per pound, while in this country foreign wool 
was subjected to a duty of 


percent. * 
States) was still insufficient. The im 
under a tariff which was on! protective. Sooner orlater nearly ail 
of them (manufacturers) failed, and their agents were obliged to take posses- 
sion under the mortgagees—many of whom soon went through the same ex- 


The clip of the country (United 
of wool and woolens continued 


History is itself. That the woolen industry was not prosperous 
after our tariff was in 1867 sufficiently appears from the following figures 
taken from the census. 


IMPORTATIONS OF WOOL. 


Furthermore, Mr. President, this high tariffon wool has not checked 
the importations of foreign articles. The fact that this high tariff on 
wool has not checked the importations of foreign articles demonstrates 
most conclusively that a commixture of the foreign article is necessary 
to the utilization of our own wool. We produce in round numbers 
something like 250,000,000 pounds of wool per annum. We need and 
areobliged to get, in order to clothe our people, about 350,000,000 pounds 
more. 

A few days ago, when discussing the question of the tariff on sugar, 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircneL_] called my attention to the 
fact that we could not produce enough sugar in the United States for 
the use of our own people; that the home product supplied but about 
10 per cent.; and he concluded that it was wise aud just to take the 
tariff off sugar and make it free, because this country did not produce 
and could not produce, as he concluded, enough for the use of our en- 
tire population. The same identical situation is presented in the case 
of wool. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will allow me to suggest that in 
the case of sugar we only produce about 10 per cent. of the whole 
amount consumed in this country, and in the case of wool in 1883 we 
produced about 80 per cent. of the consumption in this country, and 
with the further belief that if the wool industry is properly encour- 
aged we could produce the whole amount consumed in this country, 
about 600,000,000 pounds. 
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Mr. DANIEL. The same belief that is expressed by a few wool 
men is expressed by the sugar men in Kansas who want beet sugar, 
and of New Orleans and Louisiana, who want cane sugar, and of Cali- 
fornia and all other localities where they are clamoring for the same 
kind of protection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Asa matter of fact, we never have produced 20 
per cent. in any year of sugar, and, as a matter of fact, we have pro- 
duced 80 per cent. of the amount of wool consumed. 





PROTECTION HAS NOT PROTECTED IN THE CASE OF WOOL. 


Mr. DANIEL. The application of a principle can not depend upon 
@ percentage, and furthermore if there be any philosophy to be deduced 
from these figures, they show that under a protective tariff, such as the 
high tariff has been called, you have gotten away from your capacity 
to supply the American people just in proportion as you have applied 
your so-called protection. Your number of sheep has decreased; your 
wool clip has decreased, the price of wool has decreased, and if you are 
thus advancing backwards under your protective tariff and getting 
further away from the result every day, it will take a finer mathema- 
tician than the Senator from Oregon to calculate the time when we shall 
produce enough in the United States for all our inhabitants. 


CUMULATIVE FOURFOLD TAXES TO PROTECT PROTECTION AGAINST PROTECTION, 


A singular thing, Mr. President, hasalsohappened. The gross value 
of our wool clip for the last year was abont $70,000,000, about a dollar 
a head of wool for the people of the United States, or a little more, and 
to enhance that one dollar per capita in the hands of about 1 in 65 of 
all the people, for the chance of enhancing the property of one million 
people, no less than four different forms of taxation are applied in this 
bill. A cumulative tax on everything connected with the subject- 
matter, to the total massacre of every interest concerned in it, is ap- 
plied, and in this wise is this tax multiplied. In the first place, upon 
the idea of protecting the American woolen manufacturer and his labor- 
ers against the pauper labor of Europe, you put up one tax on the manu- 
factured goods. The moment you do thatthe representative of the wool- 
producer comes in and says, ‘‘ Here you are protecting the manufacturer, 
and why not protect me?’’ In order to appease and placate him, a tax is 
then put upon the raw material. Then, says the manufacturer, ‘‘Since 
you are now having protection in the second degree upon the raw ma- 
terial, and the infant indastry idea is abandoned, you must give me a 
compensatory duty, because the English and the German manufacturer 
has no such tax on raw material to pay for,’’ and so you put in the bill, 
in addition to an ad valorem tax, a specific tax to protect protection 
— protection; and having now a three-story tax—protection in the 

degree—you are not then done. The American tailor and the 
manufacturer of ready-made goods comes in and says, ‘‘ Here you have 
tected the manufacturer upon the production of this cloth, you 
ove protected the wool-grower upon the production of the raw ma- 
terial, you have again given the manufacturer of the cloth a second 
protection in the way of a specific tax, and now I have got as an arti- 
san to compete against the manufacturer of the finished fabrics in Eu- 
rope in cutting cloths for customers, and I must have my protection.” 
And so in this bill, upon an article of prime necessity, upon the cloth- 
ing which must be worn by the rich and the poor, is a cumula- 
tive fourfold tax to protect everybody except the people who are more 
interested than any others. They want cheap clothes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me I wish to correct a 
statement he made a moment ago. 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator stated a moment ago that the in- 
creased tarif,or tax, as he calls it, on wool had not had the effect of 
limiting the importation of foreign wool to this country. Now, the 
fact is that under the act of 1867, which was highly protective—at 
least much more so than the act of 1883—the importations in 1882 
were but 47,208,175 pounds of wool. Then came the act of 1883, by 
which the duties were largely reduced, and what was the effect on the 
importations? From 1883 to 1887 the impoftations had increased to 
81,504,477, partly scoured and equal to 114,000,000 pounds of our raw 
wool, and in the year 1888 to 126,487,729 pounds of raw wool, and 
during the past year, 1889-’90, the amount of our importations, not 
of course raw woolalone, but including raw wool and the woolen goods, 
amounted to about 378,000,000 pounds, some 98,000,000 pounds of 
which carpet wools, and great portions of which were scoured. The 
whole equal to 150,000,000 pounds of our raw wool; besides the impor- 
tation of combing and clothing importations, amounting, the former, 
to over 8,000,000 pounds, and the latteror clothing wools over 25,000,- 


000 pounds. 
Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from Virginia will 
moment, the Senator from Oregon, by the statistics which he has pro- 


- duced, shows that the importation of wool largely increased for the year 


1883. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘That was a slip of the tongue. - They had not 
increased largely in 1883. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator read the figures again before 
1883 and the figures after? 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill. The importationsin the year 1882—that 
wos prior to the of the act decreasing the tariff—were 47, 208, - 
175 nds. The next that I have is for the year 1887. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator then skips 1883. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I said 1883 before by a slip of the tongue. 
They had not increased in 1883 because the reduction in the tariff had 
not had its effect in 1883, but in 1887; four years after the act of 1883 
had been in operation, the importations had increased from 47,208,175 
in 1882 to 114,038,030 pounds, or what was equal to that in 1887, 
while in 1889 the importations had increased to 126,487,729 pounds, 
estimating the scoured as at raw, while in the last fiscal year, includ- 
ing woolens, the importations amounted to about 378,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. CARLISLE, The rate of 1883, of which complaint is made on 
account of its slight reduction in the duty upon wool, took effect on 
the Ist day of July, 1883. Therefore no importations were made 
under the operation of that Jaw until the fiscal year 1884. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the fact. I have given no importations 
except by a slip of the tongue a moment ago between 1882 and 1887, 
but I did give the figures for those two years, showing the effect of the 
act of 1883 in largely increasing the importations of foreign wool. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not refrain from maki 
specting the reduction made by the tariff of 1883 
the statistics just read by the Senator from Oregon. 

The Senator from Oregon says that the tariff of 1883 largely reduced 
the duty on wool. It reduced the duty on carpet wools one-half cent 
a pound, which class has constituted the largest item of the importa- 
tions between 1883 and now, so that whatever argument may be made 
as respects the tariff of 1883, it remains as a fact that the duty unon 
carpet wools, which constitute the largest importation, was only re- 
duced one-half cent a pound. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That wasa considerable reduction as applied to 
wool of that e. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The value of wools imported in 1882 was $48, 457, - 
570, and in the fiscal year 1883, which was still before the act took effect, 
the value was $55,224,283, showing an increase of about $7,000,000. 
In 1884, which was the first year the act took effect, it was $53,542, 292, 
or about $5,000,000 more than it was before. So the increase was larger 
from 1882 to 1883, before the act took effect, than it was afterwards when 
the act had taken effect. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But take it on an average of four or five years 
and the increase in the importations after the act of 1883 was more than 
double the average of the five years prior to that act. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am fully prepared to answer the question and sug- 
gestion of the Senator from and if he will look at the Agricult- 
ural Report for 1889, 246, I think that from the statement there 
given, which I have anticipating just some such question as 
he has asked, Se a Sener SUPT. I pre- 

that report of the wools entered for consumption 
in the United States from 1867 to 1884, inclusive, stated ra of 
each class, quantity, and value; but, without going through all the de- 

i me ask that Senator to observe the striking 
fact that under the tariff act of 1867 the imports arose in lines of fluctua- 

of wool to 26,785,172 in 1880. 

farther that of combing wool the importations rose 

from 150,302 po to 13,266,858 pounds in 1880, and of wools 

7 to 59,320,412 pounds. Then it will be ved that 

the tariff act of 1883, to which the Senator now at- 

tributes this increased im m, under the tariff act of 1867 there 

were these decisive increases in our importations both of combing wool 
and of clothing wool. 

Here are the importations from 1867 to 1884. [See last table on next 


J 
P Then I present along with that a table giving the net importationa 
of raw wool from 1822 to 1889, and ask leave to insert it in association 
with my remarks: . 


an observation re- 
in connection with 


4 
2 
F 
Z 


IMPORTS, 


Net importation of raw wool, 1822 io 1889. 
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Periods. Aggregate, | Annual imports 
bg a per capita 
Pounds. 


Pounds, 
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The average supply since 1840 from domestic and foreign fleece has 
been as follows: 


Total wool resources by decades, average per annum. 









*er capit 
Periods. Product. Imports. or : — a ° 

| Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. 
LS41-1850......cccccceccesceeeeereeeee| 46,000,000 13,976,459 | 55, 976, 459 3.0 
1851-1860.. -| 66,000,000 | 23, 01C,629 | 89, 010, 625 3.3 
1861-1870... 150,000,000 | 50,161,113 200, 167,113 5.4 
1871-1880... .| 186,275,000 64,091,664 | 250, 366, 664 5.7 
1881-1889.. ...... ipediigth Weminvedis | 281, 222, 22 87,429,195 368, 651,417 6.5 


Then, further, I present the value of the importations of wool from 


1865 to 1888, as taken from the pamphlet of Mr. Warner to which [ | 


have heretofore referred. 


Value of wool imports, 1865 to 1888. 






. | Manufact- 
Year. Raw wool. an —— Total. 

1865 ... ° ..| $6, 309, 701 | $410, 395 ($20, 347,563 | $27,067, 659 

oe | 9,479,043 589,490 | 57,115,899 | 67,184,432 
6, 246, 157 518,473 | 44,813, 212 51, 577, 848 | 

4, 030, 245 49,649 | 32,371,329 36, 451, 223 

5, 600, 958 68,103 | 34,560,324 | 40, 229, 355 

6, 743, 350 55, 609 | 34,435,059 41, 234, 018 

9, 780, 443 87, 667 | 38,751, 973 48, 620, O83 

27, 206, 073 222,211 | 52,176,710 79, 614, 904 

20, 433, 938 199, 687 | 50, 875, 806 71, 509, 420 

8,250,306 | 151,156 | 46,732,082 | 55,133,494 

11, 071, 259 149,109 | 44, 460, 595 55, 680, 963 

8, 247,617 45,322 | 33,164,486 | 41, 457, 425 

7,156, 944 33,265 | 25,668,657 | 32, 858, 866 

8, 363, O15 | 19,071 | 25,211,083 | 33,593, 169 
5, 084, 545 22,121 | 24,333,700 | 29, 390, 366 | 
23, 727, 650 297,196 | 33,613, 897 57, 638,743 | 

9, 703, 968 138, 363 | 31,018,063 40,860,394 

11, 096, 050 358, 366 | 37,003, 134 48, 457,570 

10, 949, 331 438,750 | 43, 836, 202 55, 224, 283 

12, 384, 709 564, 694°' 40,592,889 53,542,292 

8, 879, 923 287, 254 | 35,489,3u5 44,656, 482 

16,746,081 | 1,036,869 | 40,384, 450 58, 157, 400 

16, 424, 479 1, 855,618 | 44,235, 243 62,515, 340 

15, 887, 217 1,719, 154 | 46, 000, 236 63, 606, 610 





*These figures are given in the only shape in which they are obtainable for 
the purposes of this table. But it must be remembered that the prices both of 
wool or of its manufactures have fallen so of late years that the figures for the 
latter years represent proportionately.a much greater quantity of wool or goods 
than do those for former years, the $63,600,000 of 1888 representing more than 
would $100,000,000 in 1872. The increase of importation has, therefore, been at 
an even greater rate than the figures above would indicate.’ 


Wools entered for consumption in the United States from 1867 to 


Years. 





HOW OUR AMERICAN MARKET FOR DOMESTIC WOOL IS CURTAILED. 


So, it will be seen that by the operation of this high restrictive tariff 
you are building up the manufacturers of England, Germany, and 
France, there being no American market in which the cheap wools of 
other countries can find a competitive purchaser; and by the inability 
of the manufacturer to introduce those very foreign wools into his 
a he is cut off from the power of producing the goods which 
would compete with those of the foreign manufacturer, and our Ameri- 


can wool producer is denied a market which would otherwise make ac- | 


tivity 


. in the woolen trade, and produce a better home market for 
im. ' 


XXI——588 
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TARIFF PROTECTS FOREIGN MANUFACTURERS, 





i 


THE HIGH WOOL 


Mr. President, I call attention also to the tact that this high tariff 
| upon wool and woolens is working in the same manner as the sale of 
agricultural implements at lower rates to other countries than to our 
own. It is developing the woolen industries of other nations, not our 
|own. It is working in the exact oppesite direction to that in which it 
| was originally devised to work. ‘This has been explained over and over 
| again by the woolen manufacturers themselves. Inthe year 1878 many 
of the woolen manufacturers of the United States presented a petition 
to Congress in favor of tariff reform on this subject. They asked that— 

The duties on all wools be largely reduced, if not wholly removed; that wools 
not produced in this country be put upon the free-list, and that the duties on 


woolens be fixed at a moderate rate corresponding with the scale adopted in 
other manufactures. 


| e . “as > ~ 7 2 
| This petition was dated Boston, January 7, 1878, and wassigned by 
} 


over one hundred of the leading woolen manufacturers of the United 
States. ; 

During Mr, Cleveland’s Administration, Mr. Secretary Manning sent 
| out circulars to the woolen manufacturers of the United States and re- 
| ceived a reply from Mr. William Whitman, the president of the Na- 
| tional Association of Woolen Manufacturers. I wish the time or the 
| space permitted the inclusion of that entire reply in my remarks, but 
| 1 extract trom it just this much: 


The high duty is not the only difficulty with which our manufacturers requir- 
| ing foreign wools have to contend  Itis held that complete protection to the 
most important branch of our wool-growing industry, the merino-sheep hus- 
bandry, requires that washed wools in class 1 should be subject to double the 
duty of unwashed wool, and the duty on scoured wool should be three times 
the amount upon the unwashed wools—an arrangement which compels the im- 
| portation of class 1 wools to be in the greasy state, necessitating the transpor 
tation charges on from 2} to 3 pounds of grease and dirt in the wool] required 
for a pound of cloth. The effect of the compulsion to buy greasy wooland pay 
a heavy specific duty on its impurities, isthat the American manufacturers are 
thereby obliged to give undue preference to light condition over fineness and 
the other valuable qualities of wools offering in foreign markets. Our manu 
facturers, moreover, are obliged by this restriction to concentrate their compe 
tition in foreign markets upon the always sinall proportion of the lightest un 
| washed wools, while our foreign competitors, having to pay duty neither upon 

wool nor on grease and dirt, can buy the heavy wools in the market to much 
better advantage. 


Then he shows how the foreigners are protected: 


To these considerations it should be added that the high specific duty on 
clothing wools—a duty irrespective of the cost—practically excludes the cheap 
and abundant clothing wools of South America, and by freeing them from our 

| competition for their purchase, makes them much cheaper than they would 
otherwise be to the manufacturers of France, Belgium, and Germany, who work 
them up into cloths and stuffs by the cheapest labor in Europe. 

It may be said that a remedy for these difficulties is to be found in the exclu- 
sive use of the domestic wools, which will be abundantly supplied under due 
protection. To this wereply that neither our own country norany other in the 
world does or can produce to advantage wools of all kinds and grades, Ex- 

| perience under high protection of wool in this country for over thirty years 
| has demonstrated that our domestic wool-growers find it to their advantage to 
| produce only the staple wools required for the ordinary range of woolen fab 
| ries; and as these fabrics will always be in demand, they build up their flocks 

| a work of time—for the production only of the fleeces which will be profitable 
| for a long series of years. 


. 


1884, inclusive, stated by years for each class, quantity, and value, 





No.1. Clothing wool. No.2. Combing wool. No. 3, Carpet and — 
ilar wool, 
Total 
pounds, 

Pounds Value. Pounds Value Pounds Value, 

1, 270, 356 $415, 609 150, 302 $31,827 | 36,263,017 | $5,332,074 | 37,683,675 
4,681, 679 918,588 1,804,272 332,315 | 18,096,600 2,704,768 | 24,582,551 
2,512, 202 505,715 | 4,533,367 | 1,092,297 | 27,650,371 3,653,082 | 34,695. 940 
6,530,493 1,249,152 | 2,752,569 765, 147 | 29,351,006 | 3,416,024 | 3%, 634, 06s 
5, 957, 461 1,201,201 | 17,665,600 | 3,167,835 | 26,550,995 | 3,335,638 | 50,174,056 
16, 871, 332 4,183,960 | 41,155, 460 8,952,131 | 36,289, 141 6, 435, 468 94, 315, 923 
6, 029, 488 1,744,200 | 49,540,231 | 12,723,501 | 28, 642, 863 5,908,465 | 84,212 582 
2, 398, 210 $15,307 | 27,087,438 | 6,193,150 | 27,308,090 4,603,410 | 56,793,738 
13, 117, 679 3, 602, 535 7, 769, 157 2, 153,261 | 30,799, 458 4, 472, 826 51, 6 204 
8,643,366 2,187,713 3,167,307 1, 153,504 | 28, 465, 005 4, 546, 308 40, 275, 678 
9,294,029 2,202,639 ? 2,509,954 430,715 | 28,310,411 8,979,617 40,114, 394 
9,916,012 2,431,043 3,028, 869 969, 683 | 26,856,280 3,504,640 39,801,161 
5, 229, 987 1,114, 301 1, 709, OL 413,761 | 33, 163,054 3, 988, 752 40, 102, 642 
26,785,172 6,412,273 | 13,266,856 | 3,801,730 | 59,320,412 7,699,663 | 99,372,440 
20, 609, 707 4, 751, 454 4,421,491 1, 271, 332 | 42,385,769 6,038,041 | 67,416,967 


13, 489, 923 
11, 546, 530 


3, 042, 407 
2, 567, 443 


2, 318, 671 
1, 373, 114 


648, 252 
343, 987 


47, 208, 175 6, 
40, 130, 323 


642, 699 


| 63,016,769 
5, 580, 558 


53. 049, 967 
j 
PRESIDENT GRANT SAW IN 1874 WHAT THE DEMOCRACY CONTEND FORK 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. StrEwArrt] yesterday rather spoke 
of this subject as if it were a Democratic idea alone and as if it were 
one in which the Democratic theory would seriously interfere with the 
welfare of the people ot thecountry. Mr. President, Republican opin- 
ions are as thick as dust in vacant chambers that this is the correct 
policy. You have it in the message of President Grant in 1874, in 
which he said 
The introduction free of duty of such wools as we do not produce would 


stimulate the manufacture of goods requiring the use of those we do produce, 
and therefore would be a benefit to home production 


| The argument could not be more sententiously and clearly expressed 
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than that, and it came from the great head and leader of the Repub- 
lican party. Again, in 1875, he said: 

These duties [on raw material} not only come from the consumers at home, but 
act as a protection to foreign manufacturers of the same completed articles in 
our own and distant markets, 

General Grant saw twelve or fifteen vears ago, just as plainly as Presi- 
dent Cleveland saw in 1588, that this tax on wool was a hollow pretense, 
that it was building up European manufactures to the prejudice of 
our own, that it was putting a burden upon American consumers which 
was useless, and that it was restricting the market for the wools of 
American producers and was producing a decline in prices. 

THE HIGH WOOL TARIFF EXPOSED AS A FRAUD. 


The distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has expressed 
his views upon this subject, and to him, as well as to the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SizrMAN], I appeal to answer his colleagues who, as they 
find ita little more consistent with their present theory, endeavor to load 
the tariff act of 1883 with all the evil which has afflicted the manu- 
facture and the production of wool, The Senator from Iowa, in his 
speech which was made before the tariff act of 1883 became a law in, 
commenting upon the tariff of 1867, said: 


I will say with regard to the duty on wool and woolens that I d it not 
as an intentional fraud, but as operating as though it were a fraud, upon the 
great boay of the ple of the United States. I ailudeto the wool tariff, a law 
the effect of which has been to materially injure the sheep husbandry of this 
country. Ina single county in the State of lowa, between 1867 and 1869, the 
num sheep was reduced from 22,000 to 18,000 in two years; and what is 
true of ¢ county istrue to a greater or less extent of other counties in lowa; 
and during this time the price of wool has been constantly depreciated. As 
the law now is, the tariff upon fine wools of a character not produced in this 
country is 100 ps eent. upon their cost. The tariff upon woolens of the same 

ut 50 per cent., so that the finer woolen goods are imported, 
aud the crarser fabrics. Before the tariff of 1867, our manufacturers of fine 
goods mixed foreign fine wools with our domestic product, and were thus able 
to compete successfully with the foreign manufacturer of similar wools. 

Thus the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Massachusetts 
will see that the great champion of Republicanism from Iowa analyzed 
the facts of our economic history and of our statutes just precisely as 
the Democratic party on this side of the House are analyzing them to- 
day, and if they do not vote according to that clear analysis and to 
that demonstrative proof it is because they have changed their posi- 
tion with regard te the facts, and not because the facts are hot as plain 
now as they were then. 

HOW OUR DOMESTIC MARKET Is INJURED EXPOSED. 

Continuing, in the speech above quoted, the Senator from Iowa said: 


But being prohibited from importing this class of wools, these fine goods can 
not now be produced in this country as cheaply as they can be imported. Con- 
sequently, mills that were formerly engaged in producing these goods have 
been compelled to abandon business or manufacture coarser fabrics. If they 
could afford to manufacture those fine goods, they would make a market which 
we do not now have, for our fine wools to be mixed with other fine wools 
of a different character from abroad. This want of a market, as I understand 
it, is the reason why our fine wools now command so low a price. There is no 
demand for them at home, and we can not export them in competition with 
fine wools grown in other countries. 

I have before me now the extract which I referred to from the New 
York Press, edited by the Superintendent of the Census. Says that 
gentleman: 

Wool is lower to-day than during the days of free wool. * * * The meat 
supply of the country as well as its woof supply was enormously increased by 
what the Telegram calls the wool steal (the wool tariff). 

Then, commenting upon this fact, he says: 


Just what the Press claims. The protected product is cheapened to the con- 
sumer. 


THE PRICE OF AMERICAN WOOL LOWERED, BUT THE PRICE OF FINISHED PROD- 
UCTS INCREASED. 

Now, Mr. President, it may bedesirable to explain an apparent para- 
dox. Gentlemen say if it has lowered the price of American wool, 
does it not also lower the price of the finished product to the con- 
sumer? By no means necessarily, because the American wool is not 
the sole staple which produces that product, because by lack of ability 
to get the necessary article of wool to mix with the American wools 
without paying exorbitant duties the American manufacturer is crip- 

led in his business, and because he is crippled in his business he no 
eaaer makes a market for the varieties of wool which would build up 
the trade and produce activity, increase, and progress in all branches 
of enterprise connected with it. 
NUMBER OF SHEEP IN OLD ENGLAND MAINTAINED WITH FREE TRADE. 

There is another fact which I should like to have explained by gen- 

tlemen who insist on this bigh increase of the wool tariff. 





_ has free trade in wool; we have high protection, and two facts of con- 
relief—the English 


trast stand out in bold manufacturers aré prosper- 
ous and the American manufacturers are not prosperous. Consequentl 
the wool or the sheep husbandry is prospering in free-trade England 
more than it is prospering in the protected United States. In Great 
Britain where they have free wool and high- lands they had, in 
1886, 28,950,000 head of sheep, and, in 1888, 28,936,000 head of sheep— 
but a slight decrease. 

Mr. SPOONER. May I ask the Senator what he is reading from ? 

Mr. DANIEL. It makes no difference what I am reading from. 

Mr. SPOONER. I t it was some official document. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam stating it on my own responsibility. Iam not 
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reading from a document. I am reading from a paper which I rely 
upon, and I am stating it upon my own responsibility. I would be glad 
to tell the Senator—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not putting the question to the Senator with 
any pur . 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand that. I did not mean to reply other- 
wise. Iam reading from a collation of facts on this subject which I 
have entire confidence in. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator reads froma paper the authorship of 
which he declines to give, I have no objection. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have assumed the responsibility ofit myself. That 
is enough for the Senator. If I am incorrect I should be very glad to 
be shown so, but I am satisfied to state it so. I do not have to give 
my authority for every statement that I make on my own responsibil- 
ity, or I should be glad to furnish the Senator with the original source 
of it. I have not the British documents before me, and I am obliged 
to take the fact from some compilation. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator indicates considerable feeling upon 
my question. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have no feeling about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator to recollect that it is a question 
very often put in the Senate and never with any purpose to offend. 
The Senator was reading from a paper and I thought perhaps he had 
given when he commenced to read it the author of it. I did not hear 
it, and I desired to know what itis from. That is all. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ibeg on of the Senator if my manner indicated 
the slightest notion of I did not feel that he meant that, and 
it was a mere earnestness of mannerism and not any feeling whatever 
towards the Senator’s question, which I recognize to be perfectly per- 
tinent, and which I should be glad to reply toif I had the original docu- 
ment before me. But I have seen a similar statement in a variety of 
documents and I think it will be found in our statistical reports. I 
know I have met with it in many directions to some such purport as 
that here in the United States, with a boundless area of new lands which 
especially invite the cultivation of sheep, as contrasted with Old Eng- 
land, where the lands are dear, there has a diminution in the num- 
ber of sheep under protection, while there they have either increased 
or maintained a level of number under free trade. 


WOOL MANUFACTURE IN THE UNITED STATES CRIPPLED, 


Further, Mr. President, I simply call attention to one additional 
fact, that this tariff on wool has crippled the manufacturers of the 
United States. The number of failures of manufacturers of the United 
States in 1889, immediately after the Presidential election, compre- 
hended hundreds of individuals and millions upon millions of money. 
The only reason that I can see why 4 political party will persist in a 
policy which has been so fatal to every interest con: with it is 
simply because the industries of the United States have formed 
a sort of trust and alliance by which the one is called upon to stick to 
the other. 

The manufacturers of the United States were anxious altogether for 
free wool, but when they asked for what was reasonable protection, 
considered by the standards of nowadays upon the manufactured ar- 
ticle, which was consistent with the early policy of this country, the 
representatives of the raw product of wool came in and i that 
they should have a high protection. Then the manufacturers stood 
by the producers of the raw wool and joined in their cry for fear that 
if they did not the farming population of the United States would rise 
against the manufacturers and take off all protection whatsoever; and 
then having induced the farmers to believe against plain disclosures of 
the facts of the record of our agricultural and manufacturing reports 
that they were benefited, they came in and demanded a second tax to 
protect them against the protection that they had given to the farmer, 
and put up the third story of this ruinous castle of so-called protection. 
This combination of interests, notallied otherwise than by the attempt 
to combine numbers to crush out interests—this combination of inter- 
ests is that which, against the judgment of the Republican leaders of 
the United States, against the jud t of the wool ex of the United 
States, against the judgment of the manufacturers ves, against 
the interests of the farmers, is foisted by a false policy upon the people 
of the United States and makes them pay millions and millions of dol- 
lars for cheaper and meaner cloths than could be bought without it. 


THE MAIN BURDEN UPON THE POOR. 


Mr. President, in this bill the main burdens have been made to fall, 
as they do in all such systems of taxation, upon the poor. By the 
anal of its made the of the committee ot 
the House of Representatives, you will find that in this bill the lowest 
rate of woolen yarn, worth about 30 cents, is taxed 112 per cent., While 
the most costly yarn is taxed 72 per cent. 

Now, briefly here, in answer tothe Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Stew- 
ART], who says this is not a tax at all; that it is a mere charge upon 
the manufacturers. If that be true, why has such skill and such 


ufacturer or ucer a rate for bringing into our those 
articles which will t the poor and the great mass of the e 
and a lower rate for in those which will benefit the y i 








< af 
Vs 


a 


1890. 





—EE 





| 

it is not a tax, why do not the rich take it upon their shoulders and not | 
put it upon the poor? - 
Furthermore, Mr. President, a coarse cheap blanket is taxed 106 per | 
cent. and a fine blanket 72 per cent.; a coarse woolen hat 111 percent. 
and a fine hat 66 per cent.; cheap dress goods for women and children | 
106 per cent., and the finer 73 per cent. ; the lower grade of woolen | 
cloth 125 percent, and the highest grade 86 per cent. ; the cheapestof un- | 
derwear from 112 to 138 per cent., the finer 78 per cent. ; coarse woolen 
shawls and goods 135 per cent. and the finest 9 per cent. 
ophy is there in a scheme of taxation which heaps the burdens of a 


government so unequally upon the great mass of the people who are 
toiling to produce these results and which is cheapening the luxuries | 


ofthe rich who may go in purpie and fine linen every day ? 
THE HOME-MARKET THEORY A FAILURE AS TO WOOL. 
Mr. President, one other observation ingeneral. It has been alleged 
that this system of high cumulative protection is building up a great 
American home market. It has not built up an American market for 


our wool or our sheep or for anything that is associated with this par- | 


ticular industry. The State of Connecticut, I believe, is about the 
third State in the manufacture of wool in the United States, Massa- 
chusetts and Pennsylvania probably ranking ahead of her, A few days 
ago the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] told us about the 
high price of agricultural lands in that State as contrasted with some 
other States which were not so highly favored by the home market. 

I suggested to the Senator then that perhaps he had better study the 
figures of the present census. We have some of those census reports 
now in advance, and from a recent paper, the National Democrat, of 
August 27, I begleave tocommend a few of the figures which it discloses 
to his consideration: 

The State of Connecticut now contains— 

Says this article— 


twelve cities. In the appended table each of these cities is selected as the cen- 
ter of the group of farm towns nearest it, the farming character of each town 
being proved in almost every case by the description of it as ‘ agricultural" in 
the Connecticut State Register of 1590. 


Here is the grouping of these towns in this article: 





Popu- 









° Popu- 
Group. lation | lation 
. 1880, 1890 
Isl asidica cs deca aiadnlidbanedeencs valeebudebsacssetteeds asi ecageson 2, 491 * 
Hartford........... 6,010 5, 49 
Bridgeport . 6, 216 5, 
Waterbury . 2,910} 2,179 
Meriden......... 8,767 | 3,3 
BE ic cnnitcatddvnccgentbiectdllintliteas feecmeestntin 3,215 3, 
PRUE scctatinn Sansease 3, 927 3, 4 
a a cern act tes weer ceeneel 5, 956 5, 195 
IIT ctcns teicapwactes 9 2, 689 2,210 | 
NIN oles cacistiiancashs inci tueadacntddetis eapesaditeeressesthbehbed tnmaeaaenee 2,972 2,608 | 
as ni ha liana an nsmuvmiebeteiinenk’ eas 3, 705 5 | 
Rock ville.....cccvssssseee a aaa ae ad 4,487 | 42 | 
Total... sander ens duitoda EdiiirchithlowekanpitstviteescStete tcincdasdcocestt 48, 315 3. 567 | 
' 


What is the matter with the home market in this specimen exem- 
plar state of high protection, that in this great American Republic, 
where progress is so rapid and population and wealth are increasing 
in almost fabulous rate, they are shrinking and shriveling in their 
population and the home market is failing to produce or even to sus- 
tain the riches of the accumulated population of the towns? 

We have been told sometimes that protection in this country is what 


is attracting to our shores the artisans and the population of free-trade _ 


England; and it was one of the Senators on the other side who re- 
marked a few days ago, ‘* You do not see Americans going to England, 
but you do see English capital and English artisans and English people 
coming here.’’ How is it, let me ask the champions of these home- 
market towns, that you do not find the American from the unprotected 
regions of this country going to them, but you do find them going away 
from the very spots where the rays of protection bring warmth and 

ht to a focus, and going out into the regions of the South and the 

est where protection has built up no such desirable home markets 
as these? Says this writer: 

The decrease, subject to very slight revision in the final returns, during the 
ten years in these twelve groups is 4,748, or about 10 per cent. In the thirty- 
seven “farm towns nearest cities,” which make up the whole twelve groups, 
two or three towns have been used twice over, in cases where they adjoin two 
cities—a point to which the ardent protectionist can not object, as in that case 
the farm town is su to receive ‘ protective” benefits from both its urban 
neighbors. It will observed also that in only a single group of towns has 


there been a gain of lation during the ten years, and in that but the merest 
trifle. The figures, EneraA derive their chief value from the fact that they 


test and vitiate the “truck farm"’ and “ proximate farm town”’ theory on the | 
choicest ground—in a New England State, in towns close to bustling | 


and prosperous cities, where the farmer may be sup to encounter no prob- 
lems of transportation, and where the competition—in “ garden sass” at least 
with other regions of the country is reduced to its lowest terms, 

Ona scale, indeed, the whole State of Connecticut may be taken as a 
visionary sample of this “ loca]-market" dogma of protection. Its cities are 
well scattered over the State, all but two of the eight counties containing one 
or more of them—in this respect Connecticut being unlike Massachusetts, with 
most of her cities in her eastern counties; or New Hampshire, with her cities 
near her lower boundaries: or Rhode Island, with population centered near 
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Providenc or Vermont, with almost no cities at sll. From four tot a 
road lines, or branches, traverse each Connecticut county, bringing almost all 
the « ntry towns into pretty close connection with the urban centers, Yet 
under these singularly favorable conditions for local markets the farm towns 
of Connecticut continue their steady decline 
Inthe rural county of Litchfield all but eight of the twenty-six towns score de 
creases by this year’s census returns; the rural county of Tolland shows gains 
in but three of her towns; and of the State's pa say, LI8,000 in the ten 
years, about 95,000 is found in the twelve cities, w h now contain about 50 per 
| cent. of the whole population of the Commonwealth, Universally the farm 


| towns lose under precisely the conditions that the high protectionist vaunts as 


mostfavorable. That concrete fact is established by the st sus enumera- 
tors, and if the protectionist alleges side ca st t he decline, he 
must at least confess that his “ home-market h ( ticut makes 
mighty poor progress in resisting them 
REACTION WILL FOLLOW ALSS Tim ° 
Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] the other 


day predicted that when this bill passed there would be unexampled 
prosperity in this country. I do not doubt, sir, that after the policy 
which is indicated in this bill has been embodied into a law there will 
be a great momentary stimulus to both commerce and manufactures. 
You already see that the importers of New York are rushing in their 
imports from different countries in order to get ‘‘inside the breast 
works’’ before the wall that is to be built around that great commer- 
cial cityiserected. And you will find that corporations will be formed, 
and that there will be a rush of capital into these highly protected in- 
dustries; that new towns will dot the plains, and that for a season 
there will be what may be called flush times in new activities given to 
commerce and manufactures. 

But, Mr. President, when a year or two have passed, when the sturdy 
self-independence of the American citizen, which has been wont to start 
out with its own right hand and inborn genius to build up local and 
personal industries has been absorbed in these corporations hastening 
to be rich—when everything is moved by trusts and combinations, and 
the momentary stimulus wears out, there will be a pay-day in the cal- 
endar, and it will come like athiefin the night, unannounced. I hope 
that it may be long averted. I hope, indeed, that my vaticinations 
may be incorrect, and that it may not come at all; but if there be any- 
thing in the teachings of history and of economic experience, it is just 
as certain as that the wheel of time shall turn around. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr, President, the Senator has endeavored to make 
a frightful example of Connecticut in support of his doctrines. He 
should know, and does know, doubtless, that the tendency of people 
towards cities is common to nearly all cities and to all States and na- 
tions in modern times. He shows, what is undoubtedly true, that in 
Connecticut the population has tended towards certain centers, and 
that the population of farming towns in a number of instances is not 
as great as it was in the previous census or the census before that, and 
the reduction has been going on for some time. He thinks that we 
show the nnfavorable influences of the protective doctrine. Now, if 
he will go to free-trade Great Britain, the ideal of the Democracy, he 
will find precisely the same tendency there, and I am not sure but in 
a greater degree. It is not to be charged to one doctrine more than to 
the other. 

Mr. HOAR. London is the most rapidly growing city in the world. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; the Senator from Massachusetts reminds me 
| that London is the mostrapidly growing city in the world. We think 
there is nothing like the growth of some of our Western cities, but Lon- 
don has run rapidly up to 4,000,000, and it is like Jonah’s gourd, no- 
body knows whatitisto-day. It is absorbing, like Chicago, the country 
around it; all the country reads are becoming continuous lines of build- 
ings. 

Now, in Connecticut, the Senator will find, if he will examine, that 
these concentrations of population take place upon the streams where 
thereis valuable water-power, along which there sometimesarises al most 
| a continuous village, and the farms not being as profitable in some re- 
| spects as they used to be the people settle down into the villages and 
| manufacturing cities. The value of the farms has not gone down on 
| the whole; they are still cultivated. They would be worth next to 


nothing, | might say, if it were not for these manufacturing villages. 
There is a tendency toward aggregation that we can not prevent by 
any legislation, it isan economical and irresistible tendency, but its 
effect we can immensely modify by keeping up and extending manu- 

facturing, for without that oar people could not live at all, I think 
Connecticut would reduce in population if it were not for the manu- 
| facturing interest. 

If the Senator will search the history of our business enterprises he 
| will find eases in which individuals and corporations, working at a dis- 
| tance from a navigable river or the seacoast, being about to enlarge or 
modify their works, pull up its stakes there and go down to the river- 
side or to the banks of Long Island Sound, because there they can re- 
| sort to water transportation any time, and hold a check upon railroad 
rates. These are among the reasons for our condensation in cities, gnd 
these reasons are somewhat the same in free-trade Great Britain. The 
| social tendency and the attractions of crowded life assist. 

But if the Senator will take the whole view of our State he will see 
that we have more landholders than formerly and that the average 
value of lands has increased, The population of the State has grown 
118,000 in ten years. The moneys in the savings-banks, an excellent 
test of the prosperity of the common people, grow year by year. There 
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is no possible indication of the prosperity and progress of a people that | Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator to answer my question, and 


we do not exhibit. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, just one word in reply to the Senator 
from Connecticut. He seems tomisapprehend my position. I only 
state these facts to rebut the argument that he and other gentlemen 
who concur with him have made, that the tendency of these cumula- 
tive taxes is to produce a home market to the farmer. I cite this Con- 
necticut example to show that it is destroying the local home markets 
of the farmers and is building up the country in centers, just as he has 
indicated. 

Furthermore, the Senator very much misapprehends me if he sup- 
poses that I am in any way opposed to manufactures, for I agree with 
him that judicious manufactures well placed and run on business prin- 
ciples are great benefactions to every State and every country and to 
every people. What I object to is the crippling of manufactures, against 
its protest, by a charge upon it for raw material, and then paying it a 
bonus in the form of a secondary tax to pay it an additional sum for 
the amount it has to pay for that raw material. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not care to take more than a mo- 
ment of time in reply to the remarks of the Senator from Virginia, and 
that is simply for the purpose of calling attention to his logical incon- 
sistencies, 

He says thatthe policy inaugurated in 1867 has had the effect to con- 
stantly depreciate the wool growth of this country both in value and in 
quantity; and yet there is not a wool-grower in the country who asks to 
have that policy abandoned. He proposes to substitute for it free trade 
in wool. There is not a wool-grower in the country, understanding his 
own interests and studying his own interests, but would consider the 
policy which the Senator suggests as a cure for a system which he says 
works constant reduction in the prices and value of the wool product, 
ruinous, and one necessarily compelling him to abandon the attempt to 
grow wool in this country. 

Again, the Senator says that the policy of 1867 worked precisely the 
same effect upon the wool-manufacturer; that although under it the 
wool-manufacturer’s raw material was growing cheaper and cheaper 
every year, yet it had that remarkabl eeffect upon the wool-manufact- 
urer that as his raw material grew cheaper and cheaper his results 
and profits were all the time diminished, and the wool-manufacturer, 
instead of clinging to the idea of what he calls a high tariff upon wool 
production as a means of cheapening his raw material, asks to have this 
tariff abandoned and the very opposite adopted as the meansof reduc- 
ing the value of his raw material. The wool-manutacturer says that 
free trade will cheapen his raw material. The Senator from Virginia 
says that the high tariff, as he calls it, of 1867 has reduced the raw 
material and will continue to reduce the raw material. 

Mr. President, it is said that there is poetry in statistics. That is 
true, and I have seen people run crazy with statistics, frenzied like 
poets, But there is also jugglery in statistics. I donot use that word 
offensively to the Senator from Virginia. Nothing isso unsafe as a 
leader as assorted statistics. I have seenin my experience men adopt 
theories and then assort statistics to maintain them, and the assorted 
statistics are delivered over for us here. 

The application of the Senator’s theory by men of experience in the 
matters to which they pertain is worth more in the solution of the 
question than theories maintained by assorted statistics. 

Take his reference to the towns in Connecticut to show that a home 
market in Connecticut, produced by means of manufactures there, has 
caused a decline in the value of the property of Connecticut. Assort 
the statistics and pick out the effect upon a locality in Connecticut and 
leave out the statistics of other localities and you can make the condi- 
tion of Connecticut just what you please. Take the statistics of the 
prosperity of the manutacturers of Connecticut by themselves and they 
knock the pretense of the Senator from Virginia out of sight in a mo- 
ment. ‘ 

The whole of these statistics that tell the history of the industries 
and the prosperity and the growth and the wealth of Connecticut are the 
only lesson that can be learned trom statistics as pertaining to Con- 
necticut. Assort the statistics in reference to particular years of the 
production of wool in this country and then assort again the statistics 
and put the value of wool one year with the value of wool another 
year, picking out the highest and the lowest and leaving the average 
to take care of itself, out of sight, will lead us the Lord knows where, 

But, sir, the real use and the safe and honest use of the statistics is 
to tell us what, asa whole, has been the result of this tariff. Has the 
business of production in this country, either of the raw material or of 
the manufactured article, as a whole, been on the increase? Has it 
wrought more of good than of evil asa whole? When the Senator is 
able tosatisfy the people of this country that the effort to furnish more 
@wuployment for her people, more investments for her capital, more 

_market for the products ot her soil, has on the whole worked an evil, 
then he will derive some useful lesson from the statistics. ; 

Mr. DANIEL. May I interrupt the Senator to ask him a question ? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Why in the bill are not hides protected? Why do 
you not protect the shoe and leather manufacturers and the ucers 
of hides by a tariffon them? What is the difference between hides 
and wool? Will the Senator explain that? 


I will repeat it. I have not heard him answer it. If the high duty, 
as he calls it, upon wool imposed in 1867 has had the effect to reduce 
the price of the raw material, what is the reason why the manufacturer 
wants it abandoned? 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator permit me to answer? 

Mr. DAWES, Yes, that is what I want you to do. 

Mr. DANIEL. Because it is only to reduce the price of one portion 
of his raw material, while it has so increased the price of all the other 
portions that when he gets it all together the sum is greater. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not quite hear the answer, but I suppose it is a 
good answer, else the Senator would not have made it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish the Senator would make as good an answer 
to the question I asked him. 

Mr. DAWES. But the simple logic of the course pursued by the 
men who produce the wool and the men who produce the manufact- 
ured article out of it, I submitted to the Senator, and I persist, is a 
course more intelligent, more in accord with their real interests. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam afraid the Senator did not hear my question. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose I did not, and therefore I hope the Sena- 
tor will allow me—— . 

Mr. DANIEL, I asked the question why it was that there was no 
tariff in this bill on hides—why they were not protected in the same 
way as wool? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I am not to be diverted from this posi- 
tion by any such interrogatory as that. If the Senator thinks that that 
elucidates his logic as it relates to the producer of wool and the manu- 
facturer of it, it only confirms my opinion that the Senator has been 
made mad with statistics. 

Mr. President, I want an answer to the question how it is that the 
wool-grower wants to maintain a tariff, the effect of which is to reduce 
the price of his wool, and the wool-manufacturer wants the tariff aban- 
doned, which has the effect to reduce the cost of his raw material. 
They are both fools, or the Senator from Virginia has been led astray 
by assorted statistics. Statistics,as a whole, honestly applied, do not 
bear out any such conclusion as that to which the Senator comes. 

I know that they can be made to state anything. I knewa wonder- 
ful statistician in 1867 who went to work on statistics with a theory 
and he has come out a rank free-trader, turning over statistics, and 
whenever facts confront him he answers in substance, ‘‘the more the 
pity for the facts; the theory is sound, and there must be some mis- 
take about the facts.’’ ‘ 

Mr. President, the idea that there can be any antagonism between 
the wool-grower and the wool-manufacturer, or the attempt to create 
it here in this way, is idle and is injurious to the interests of both. 
The wool-grower can not prosper when the wool-manufacturer is not 
prosperous, nor can the wool-manufacturer prosper unless the wool- 
grower also is prosperous. 

Mr. VANCE rose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal toSenators upon both sides of the Cham- 
ber toallow a vote to be taken upon the pending amendment. ~ It must 
be apparent to the Senate that unless we make ter progress with 
the discussion and disposition of this bill the time fixed for taking the 
vote will be reached without some of the important questions involved 
in the bill having been discussed at all, and I again appeal to Senators 
upon both sides of the Chamber to allow a vote to be taken upon this 

uestion. 
, Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, yielding to the appeal of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, I shall refrain from the remarks I was going to 
make, and yield the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] 
to strike out certain paragraphs that have already been read, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
speak to the ing motion. 

Mr. ALLISON, I rise to ask a question and to call the attention ot 
the Senator from Kentucky to the fact that, under the ruling of the 
Chair, if his motion fails no other intervening amendment will be in 
order, 

Mr. CARLISLE. . We understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator criticised very severely several sep- 
arate provisions within the lineof this motion tostrike out. I suppose 
he does not wish to make any amendment them. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My motion is to strike 1 out. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know; and that failing—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. That failing, I understand that under the ruling 


Does the Senator from Iowa rise to 


made a few days no amendment can be entertained to the para- 
graphs already while we are in Committee of the Whole. , 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reterring to that ruling, the Chair 


begs to state that several Senators have criticised the opinion of the 
Chair and referred to Rule XVILI, ignoring the fact that the motion 
was pot one to strike out and insert, but one to strike out merely, to 
which that rule is in no sense whatever 

The yeas and nays having been o on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, the roll will be called. 
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yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in part 


colleague [Mr. PADDOCK] has been called away from the Chamber on | of wool, the duty shall be 30 cents per pound 


business in one of the Executive Departments. He is paired with the 
ee See ee. See. I do not know how my col- the reason why the duty upon shoddy is increased from 10 cents per. 

Me TELLER (when hie name wen called). Iam vaired with the | pound to 30 cents per pound, an increase of 200 per cent. upon this 
fie te fi a. "ition 8 [Mr Berry] ' If he were oaneil I should | article, which I suppose we do not want to encourage the production of. 
sane nay.” aoe ee h en Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator well knows that it is a substitute for 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired | 
generally with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. I 
voted inadvertently, not observing that he was absent from the Cham- 
ber. I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
SquIRE] with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. My col- 
league, if present, would vote ‘*nay’’ on this question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [Mr. Pratr} has gone home to at- 


Mr. CARLISLE. I should like toask theSenator from Rhode Island 


i The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. ; | NAYS—27. 
: Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- | {irich, es a Siemmnaa 
=] many a b8e Mat ids gAaiis stew? ’ 
ator from South Dakota [ Mr. PETTIGREW }. : Allison, Evarts, Jones of Nevada Stock bridge, 
Mr. CARLISLE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired at present | Cameron, Hale, MeMillan, Peller, 
i with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Pierce]. If he were pres- | one rele M tohe ! “ aabene, fe 
ulionm, iggins Sawver, ison of i a. 
ent I should vote “‘ yea.’”’ 7 ; | Dixon, Hiscock eres 
Mr. DAWES (when his name wascalled). The Senator from Georgia ommaaeihts 
{Mr. Co.quitr] has been necessarily called home for several days, and ; Sk. i 
re . > . - 2 : Barbour, Davis, Kenna Power 
I am paired with him for the time of his absence. I shall therefore | j..,,. ee ee F Aa 
consider myself paired on this and all subsequent votes, unless other- | Blackburn, Eustis, Moody, Reagan 
wise announced, with the Senator from Georgia. I should vote ‘‘ pay’’ ned “ eee ae Handers 
if he were present, and he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ ; a Nei — > ea 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with thesenior | Butler, George, Pettigrew Purpie 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. Call, Gorman, Pierce Voorhees 
r . | Chandler, Harris, Platt, Waithall, 
Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris was called). My col- | Gojquiti ceed Plumb Wolcott 
league [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator from \ ermont 0! [r. Se tie satndienens wee rehected. 
MorRRILL]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘yea. The PRP RQINEN’ - a wei cians 
. SAN : : “ . The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with | sandal ! 5 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who is detained from | ~~, a 9 ae ne on a 
' : 3 : ‘Snay 1? | Lhe Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, as follows 
the Chamber by illness. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay. feat eine a renee ee ee 
Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. PADDOCK’s name was called). My | 370, On noils, shoddy, top waste, siubbing waste, roving waste,ring waste, 
| 


wool, and with a view of giving protection to the lower grades of wool 
this duty has been increased from 10 cents to 30 cents a pound. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

371. On woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, the duty shall be 10 cents per pound, 


372. Wools and hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in the 


form of roping, roving, or tops, and all wool and hair which have been advanced 
in any manner or by any proceas of manufacture beyond the washed orscoured 
condition ,not specially provided for in this act, shall be subject to the same duties 
as are imposed upon manufactures of wool not specially provided for in this 
act. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 88, 
line 22, after the word ‘‘be,’’ to strike out ‘‘twice’’ and insert ‘‘ two 


; é ai and one-half times;’’ so as to make paragraph 373 read: 
tend the funeral of a near neighbor, an old and prominentcitizen. He Fs 


} 
| 
| 
| 
is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. | die Gan ales cone. aiid sae as ales conta vabeee a aio % 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague [Mr. PAYNE] desired, I know, to | cents per pound, the duty per — nes = pret pe pa many gaege ee 
vote for retaining these woolen clauses in the bill, and he made some | imposed by thigact on s pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and ip ad 
arrangement with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] to pair | more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the duty 
with him in that direction. I suppose it would make no difference in eee a act on . — never ews Hepes ee a aes and in - 
the result of the vote, and therefore I do nothing but leave his pair | (iuantvereie Sper cot el or acrloalf tines the duty losin by tas 
stand with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], unless some | act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 
Senatorshould see proper to pair him with a Senator on the other side. | per cent. ad valorem. 
My colleague, as he told me, would vote for retaining the wool-tariff 
clauses as they are in the bill, and therefore would vote ‘‘ nay”’ on this 
proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PiuMB]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am paired, as stated, with the Senator from | 
North Dakota [Mr. Pierce], but if there be no objection I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], so that I can | 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
not in the Chamber, and I desire to state that he is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I do not think the amendment 
proposed by the committee ought to be ayreed to. In fact the rate ot 
duty proposed by the bill as it came from the other House is a large 
increase over the present rate and is not justifiable in my opinion. The 
rate proposed by the House on ‘‘ woolen and worsted yarns made 
wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel’? (which has 
heretofore been free, but is now classed in this bill with wool of the 
first class and made dutiable at 11 cents per pound), ‘* goat, alpaca, or 
other animals, valned at not more than 30 cents per pound,” is ** twice 
the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class, and in addition thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

That is the provision in the bill as it came from the House, and it 
Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that the Sen- | proposes to impose a duty of 22 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] be paired with the Senator from | valorem upon all these yarns which are worth less than 30 cents per 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. Then he and I can vote, if that is agreeable to pound, The Finance Committee of the Senate proposes to increase the 
him. ; specific duty from 22 cents per pound, as proposed by the House, to 27} 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is entirely agreeable. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem upon an article which must 

Mr. TELLER. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ be worth Jess than 30 cents a pound in order to come in under this 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina | clause. 

[Mr. BuTLER], but if necessary to make a quorum I am at liberty to The rate of duty under the present Jaw upon this class of yarns 
vote. valued at less than 30 cents per pound is 70.32 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I have not voted because I | The House propose to raise it to 112.70 per cent. ad valorem, and the 
am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. Senate committee amendment to over 132 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. | This is the material which is necessarily used by the manufacturers 
WALTHALL]. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is paired of woolen and worsted cloths, and Iam unable to see any sufficient 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr.Squire]. Ifagreeableto him, | reason why even the rate of duty proposed by the House should be im- 
we can pair the Senator from Washington with the Senator from Mis- | posed upon it, and, much less, why we should impose a duty of over 
sissippi, and the Senator from Virginia and I can vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ | 139 per cent. : 

Mr. DANIEL, I vote ‘‘yea.’”’ ee hope the amendment proposed by the committee will not be adopted, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire tostate that my colleague [Mr. Davis] | and I think that the rate proposed by the House ought to be reduced. 


is paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenatorfrom Kentucky understands, of course, 


The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 27: as follows: | that the specific rates in this bill are intended to be compensatory for 

YEAS—I7 the rates upon wool or substitutes for wool. ‘The rate upon sconred 

oe wool by this bill is 33 cents a pound. The rate fixed upon all substi- 

' Gibson, Morgan, Vest, tutes for wool in paragraph 370, which we have just adopted, is 30 

¢ Carlisle, Gray, Pasco, Wilson of Md. cents a pound. The Senator must understand that if we propose to 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, 4. 

Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, make the duties on yarnscompensatory this rate must not be less than 

Daniel, MePherson, Vance, | the rate fixed upop sconred wool or upon all the substitutes of wool. 
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The rate proposed by the amendment of the Senate Finance Commit- 
tee is only 274 cents a pound as against 33 cents a pound upon scoured 
wool of the first class, or 36 cents a pound upon scoured wool of the sec- 
ond class, or 30 cents a pound upon the various substitutes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We haveagain presented to us the doctrine of com- 


penvsatory duties by the Senator from Rhode Island. I should like to 
ask that Senator for what is this to compensate the manufacturers of 
these yarns. For an increased price of their wool on account of the im- 
position of the increased rate of duty or for a reduced price of their wool 
resulting from the increased rates of duty upon that article? 

We have reached a point where it seems we ought to have a distinct 
and final understanding upon this subject; that is, upon the question 
whether the imposition of protective rates of duty upon an article which 
is produced in this country reduces its price orimereases its price. This 


_ question has been answered both ways repeatedly during this diseus- 


sion, TheSenator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday afternoon, in a 
brief statement made by him, admitted that the imposition of pro- 
tective rates of duty upon wool by the act of 1867 had not increased 
its price, but had decreased it; but other Senators upon that side of the 
Chamber insist that the imposition ofsuch a duty increases the price, and 
this bill isframed upon that theory. Consequently we find that wher- 
ever a new duty is imposed upon a material used in our manufactures 
or an increased duty is imposed upon such a material, there must be 
an increased duty upon the product made from it, in order, as the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island says, to compensate the manufacturer. 

Now, in the first place, the fact that the wool from which these yarns 
are manufactured is not all imported must not be overlooked; in fact, 
very little of it is imported; and therefore this compensatory duty can 
not be justified upon the ground that it is to reimburse the manufact- 
urer of the yarns an amount of money which he has actually paid 
out of his pocket at the custem-house upon the imported article. It 
must be placed solely upon the ground, therefore, that the imposition 
of the increased rate of duty upon wool from which these yarns are 
made increases their price; and yet the facts stated throughout this dis- 
cussion and admitted upon the other side show that the price of wools 
has decreased since 1867, when this high rate of duty was imposed 
upon them. 

J insist, therefore, that we have reached a point in the consideration 
of this bill where we should have a distinct and a final understanding 
upon this subject, because if we are to continue throughout the re- 
maining provisions of this bill to impose what ace called compensatory 
duties upon the finished product, it can be justified only upon the 
ground that the duties upon the materials increase their price, although 
those materials are produced here in our own country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the compensatory duties levied by 
the provisions of this bill are not imposed for either of the reasons sug- 
gested by the Senator from Kentucky. The reason for their imposition, 
as I think the Senator,voderstands, is to equalize, if possible, the con- 
ditions, 30 far as the cost of wool is concerned, between the foreign and 
the domesticmanufacture. If the domestic manufacturer imported the 
wools or substitutes, he would be obliged to pay the duty, and should 
be compensated jor theamount paid. Otherwise, of course, he would 
be under an additional disadvantage on account of the wool duties as 
compared with his foreign competitor, who has free wool. If he does 
not import the materials, he is brought in competition with a foreign 
manufacturer who has'the advantage of cheaper wool or sub- 
stitutes for wool, it may be, to the fall extent of the duty which we 
impose in the United States. Under these circumstances, it is abso- 
lutely necessary, if we propose to continue the manufacture of wool in 
this country, that through adequate compensatory duties foreign and 
domestic manufacturers should be placed upon a basis of equality. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Rhode insist that 
the imposition of an increased rate of duty upon the material which 
the American manufacturer has to use has a tendency to put him more 
nearly upon a footing of equality with the manufacturer who has free 
material? It is precisely the contrary. The foreign manufacturer has 
free materials for use in the production of his goods, and thereby, ac- 
xording to the Senator's argument, which is correct, has an advantage 
over the American manufacturer. Why has he the advantage? Simply 
because under the law which gives him free raw material he secures it 
at lower cost, and to compensate the American manufacturer on ac- 
count of this disadvantage under which he labors from this cause, the 
Senator proposes still further to embarrass him by putting an increased 
rate of duty upon his material, and thus make it cost him more accord- 
ing to the theory of this bill. 

Mr. President, this compensating duty, as it is called, can not be 
justified upen the ground that it aids the domestic manufacturer in 
thecontest with his foreign competiter. It must rest upon the ground,if 
it can be justified at all, that the imposition of the increased duty upon 
the material used by the domestic manufacturer increases its cost to 
him, and that therefore he must have an increased duty upon his fin- 
ished product. 

The Senator says that it is justified upon the ground that its pur- 
pose is to equalize the conditions between the manufacturers here and 
the manufacturers abroad, which is simply another form of stating the 
argument to which I have just replied. It does not tend to equalize 





the conditions, but, on the contrary, tends directly and inevitabiy to 
make them still more unequal than they are now by imposing upon 
the material used by our manufacturers anincreased charge which the 
foreign manufacturer does not have to pay, and therefore —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Waita moment. Therefore it excludes our do- 
mestic manufacturers of these goods not only from the other markets 
of the world, but raises their price here to such an extent as to encour- 
age their importation from abroad, for it is a rule of trade as inflexible 
as any rule in mathematics that our importations increase when our 
prices rise and decrease when our prices fall. It is high prices in this 
country that bring goods here from other countries, and low prices in 
this country that exclude them. + 

Therefore, when you place in this bill a provision which increases 
the cost of production and thereby necessarily increases the price at 
which the articles sell in the market you offer to the foreign importer 
a premium to bring his products here and sell them in competition 
with ours, What we want, therefore, more than anything else in the 
adjustment of our tariff laws, if their purpose, or any part of their pur- 
pose, be to aid and encourage American industries, is to enable e 
industries to turn out their products at such prices as will exclude the 
foreign product from competition with them in the home markets, 
and if possible at such prices as will enable our producers to export 
them and sell them in the foreign market in competition with foreign 
producets. We can never reach that point, but will be constantly re- 
ceding further and further from it, if we continue to incorporate into 
our legislation these provisions which increase the cost of production 
in our own country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the argument of the Senator from 
Kentucky should have been addressed to the Senate when the para- 
graphs relating to the duties upon wool were under consideration. He 
questions the wisdom of the policy of adopting these rates. Having 
once decided, as the Senate has so far as it can control this matter, to 
place these duties upon wool, it is indispensable, 1 repeat, to equalize 
the conditions between the domestic and foreign manufacturers. 

Mr. CARLISLE. How equalize it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I will say a few words in regard 
to this point, because this same question will arise in many other items 
in these schedules as they come up. 

It seems to me that the Senator from Kentucky overlooks the main 
facts in regard to these duplicate and triplicate and quadruple rates 
upon woolen goods. He forgets—no, he does not torget it, because he 
is perfectly familiar with the fact—that it requires 2 pounds of or- 
dinary wool as taken froma the sheep’s back to make a pound of what 
is called washed wool. It takes 3 pounds of unwashed wool to make 
a pound of scoured wool. It takes 4 pounds of unwashed wool to 
make a pound of cloth. That is a fact. If the Senator disputes it 
then we are all at sea; but that, I believe. is a conceded fact. 

At any rate it is proved by every witness who came before the com- 
mittee, and is shown by the importers and manufacturers and all 
wool-growers, that it is a general simple rule which may vary in de- 
gree according to the character of wool, the finer wool being better, 
that 2 pounds of unwashed wool are equivalent to 1 pound of washed 
wool; that 3 pounds of unwashed wool are equivalent to 1 pound of 
scoured wool, and that 4 pounds of unwashed wool are required to 
make 1 nd of cloth. That seems to be rather strange. One would 
wonder how this waste could occur, but it is so as-a matter of fact. 
Thegreasein the unwashed wool is removed partially when it is washed, 
still more when it is scoured. It not only takes off all the dirt, but 
all the fiber of the wool. Still, in the next of man ; 
when the wool is converted into cloth, there is a waste, so that all 
parties have agreed to the general rule that it requires 4 pounds of un- 
washed wool to make 1 of cloth, 

That does not apply to al) kinds of cloth. It only applies probably 
to the better wool. ‘The general rule is that of good quality it may re- 
quire 4 pounds of wool to produce a pound of cloth, but it does not ap- 
ply to all, because in certain articles they use other substitutes for wool 
to the extent that they use cotton in satinets and in some formsof goods. 
I am not a merchant or a manufacturer or anything of the kind, and I 
may confound these matters, but in many classes of goods made ey 
of wool there is cotton, and in many there are other articles. In all 
carpet wools there are t varieties of substitutes. Therefore, the 
rule does not apply to but in all cloths of every kind whatever 
it may be said that it requires 4 pounds of wool to make 1 pound of 


cloth. 

That is the reason of this discrimination. In regard to these cheaper 
woolens that are provided for here at two and a half times the rate, 
they are mainly made of cheap wools which bear a low rate of duty com- 
paratively. carpet wools are sometimes used more or less for this 
class of goods, and the inferior wools are used for that purpose. Still, 
the endeavor was to equalize the number of pounds of wool that are re- 
quired for a pound of cloth, because now we are dealing with cloth or 
woolens, the manufactured articles. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yarns. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yarns; the same thing. Yarn, before it is pre- 
pared and called yarn, must go through the process of washing, scour- 
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ing, and the other process that is necessary, carding probably. Iam 
oben expert in this matter, and I only know what I gather from the 
information furnished ; but it goes through all the processes; so that yarn 
is a manufactured article of wool, but it is not so highly manufactured 
as cloth, because the wool onsite it is woven into cloth loses some- 
hat by the of manufacture. 

"oie in fixing the ratio the House fixed the ratio of 2 to 1. 
The Senate committee, however, proposed to increase the rate upon the 
statement made before it by men who are interested no doubt upon 
this matter, but certainly made without a division of opinion that 
that was not enough; that it required 2} pounds of wool to make a 
pound of yarn. Whether that be so or not I do not know, but that 
was the best evidence we had; and unless the Senator from Kentucky 
can controvert that fact his argument fails. 

So as you go along into higher grades and higher prices of woolen 
goods, where the waste is greater, the ratio increases. In some cases 
3 pounds of wool are made the equivalent of 1 pound of cloth, in other 
cases ot cloths of the higher grades it requires 4 pounds; and therefore 
the corresponding duty on the goods is made four times the amount of 
the duty on the unwashed wool. 

If the duty upon wool had been levied on the washed or scoured 
woo], it would have been much higher, but as the wool enters into 
market mainly as unwashe : wool, or wool washed on the sheep’s back, 
as a matter of course the rate of duty is fixed upon the wool that is 
usually imported in that coadition, generally in a very dirty state; and 
when you come to convert taat into cloth, it takes, as I say, from 2 to 
3 or 4 pounds of the wool to make a pound of cloth. 





That is the reason for the difference between these various grades — | 


that as the product advances in quality and value it takes more wool. 
Therefore, according to the testimony of every one connected with this 
whole business, and it has never been contradicted or denied by any 
one, 4 pounds of wool are required to make 1 pound of cloth. If that 
be true, ifexplains the whole of these progressive stages of two, three, 
and four. 

Now, what is just and right is that the duty on the woolen goods 
should correspond substantially with the duty on wool, giving the 
manufacturer a reasonable protection for the conversion of that wool 


into cloth, and giving him a duty that will bear a just relation to the | 


value of the foreign wool and the domestic wool. 

In regard to the other rule that the,Senator from Kentucky men- 
tions, I have no doubt whatever that under the operations of this pro 
tective tariff the effect will be—not in a year, not in two years, but as 
soon as the law takes effect and is in full operation, and encouragement 
is then given to the manufacturers and producers of wool, and the in- 
evitable efiect of domestic competition at home will be to reduce the 
price of wool and woolens. In every speech I have ever made where 
I have alluded to the subject at all, or in any speech or remarks I have 
ever made in the Senate or in the House as a member where this sub- 
ject was discussed, I have always said that what I désired to do was, 
not to make dear goods, not to compel the consumer to pay higher 
prices, but it was to induce the manufacture of goods in our own coun- 
try. 

Mr. President, if I had the power I would frame the law so that 
every article, of any name or nature whatever, that could be manu- 
factured in this country of ours should be manufactured here; and 
then, if left open to the competition which always springs up if undis- 
turbed by trasts or combinations, that competition will always reduce 
the price lower and lower, down to the absolute cost of manufacture or 

uction, so that the cost of production would decide the value of 
the article in ourown country, and the cost of manufacture, governed by 
the wages paid to our laboring men, higher than are paid abroad, should 
fix the prices in this country, and then we would get the benefit of 
any invention, any improvement, any increased competition, any in- 
creased effort made on the part of laboring men or inventors to lower 
or lessen the price of goods. That is my idea of a protective tariff, of 
a protective policy. 

If I supposed or believed, as the gentlemen on the other side seem 
sincerely to believe, that these duties are added to the cost, piled up 
and accumulated upon the cost of the article, that the consumer must 
pay it, that there was no evasion of that universal fule, I would not 

vor a protective tariff atall. But I know that all human experience 
teaches, and the experience of our own country more than anywhere 
else teaches us, that if we have the facility of trade and the inducement 
to go into manufacture or production of any kind, we can by our own 
superior intelligence, by the character of our people, by free and fair 
competition, undisturbed by trusts or combinations, reduce the prices 
to as low a rate as they ought to be reduced with dne regard to fair 
wages to American laborers. 

Mr, President, we must uot only consider the interest of the laborer 
in this matter, but we must induce, by our laws, capitalists to invest 


in the production and manufacture of these articles, because, unless | 


we can do so, unless we can cause capitalists to invest in the necessary 


plant to manufacture, as a matter of course we can give no laborers | 
employment, and therefore these protective laws must be made not | 


only to induce capital to come in for the purpose of legitimate profit, 
but also with a view to give our people fair and reasonable wages 


the 
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and fair and reasonable prices. Then, if on account of the higher prices 
paid for labor in this country and the higher rate of interest on capital, 
the domestic article costs a little more than the foreign article, I say 
it is better for the American people, better for the consumers, to pay 
that increased cost, rather than not have the article manufactured here. 

Mr. President, so far as I am personally concerned, I can have no in- 
terest whatever in these tariff laws. Iam unfortunately neither a pro- 
ducer nor a manufacturer nor an importer. I am a consumer to the 
extent that I have any connection with the articles named in this list. 
As a consumer I believe, in common with the great body of our people, 
that if we do protect, foster, encourage, and diversify our industries, 
although in the commencement it may advance the price to the con- 
sumer, yet in the end it will reduce the price and fix the price to be 
paid in our own country at about the fair rate for the men that are em- 
ployed in manufactures and a fair rate to capital employed in man 





u 





factures, which is absolutely necessary; and when it is thus reduced to 
that price we ought to pay it cheerfully and fairly. 

I believe that if these laws now could be framed upon the basis of 
this bill, with any sign that they would endure for a number of years, 
there would be no difficulty about prices; that we should be able to 

compete with other countries and soon be able to export certain classes 
of goods to foreign countries and comp with those count n the 
| markets of the world. 
| S$Such, Mr. President, are the ideas that I entertain in supporting a 
| protective tariff bill—not for the purpose of building up manufacturers 
particularly, not for the purpose of enriching a few men l« ing 
them the advantage over laborers, but to induce industry, t re 
employment,go diversify employments, in order that we may not only 
manufacture articles needed on the farms, in the workshops, and in 
| the mines, but encourage every class of industry that will give honest 
| labor fair employment and give capital a new inducement to and 
embark in all kinds of business. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, so far as I know, the Senator from 
Ohio has always been consistent in his advocacy of the theory that the 
| imposition of protective duties upon goods the like of which are pro- 
| duced in this country has a tendency to reduce prices, and I shall 





But what 
inconsistent 


| therefore have no contention with him upon that subject. 
I have endeavored to show is thatsuch a theory is wholly 
with this theory upon which this bill is framed. 

This bill is framed upon the theory that compensatory duties are 
necessary in order to reimburse the manufacturer, who uses ma 
terial, for the increased cost to him on account of the imposition of the 
duty upon the materia]. Thatis the theory which I endeavored to get 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] toannounce, but which 
he does not announce in his remarks, although he does in bis bill. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN | asserts 
that it requires 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound of 
woolen cloth, and asserts that until thisiscontroverted these compound 
duties, or this multiplication of duties, mustbe justified. I know that 
this is the estimate which has usually been made, and upon which our 
legislation on this subject, since 1867 at least, has been based. But I 
controvert the statement that, as a universal rule, or even as a gen 
eral rule, it requires 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound 
of cloth. If, however, that be conceded, I assert that in the waste, ot 
which the Senator from Ohio speaks, there is valuable material which 
is utilized by the manufacturers. 

The Senator from Ohio states that it requires 3 pounds of unwashed 
wool to make 1 pound of scoured wool, and 4 pounds of unwashed 
wool to make 1 pound ofcloth. If this be true, there would be a loss 
of at least 25 per cent. in the manufacture of 1 pound of cloth from the 
scoured wool, whichI deny. The waste will not exceed, in my opin- 
ion, 15 or 18 per cent., and that is not lost. It consists to a large 
extent of noils, roving waste, ring waste, etc., upon which this bill 
imposes a duty of 30 cents per pound. It must be worthsomething. It 
must be worth more than 30 cents a pound in order to justify this rate 
of specific duty. As a matter of fact, noils are worth 

Mr. SHERMAN. A large portion of these cheaper wools referred 
to under the duty of 30 cents a pound must be made out of cheaper 
kinds of wool, such as carpet wools kinds of which come from 
Germany. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is aside from the point I am discussing, 
Mr. President. Of course it is conceded that in some 
it would require 4 pounds to make—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is speaking about the duty of 10 
cents a pound. The duty on carpet wool is 30 cents, and they use car- 
pet wool to some extent in the manufacture of woolen goods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But, Mr. President, all this waste, whether it oc- 
curs in the manufac ture of cargets or the manufacture of woolen cloth, 
is subject under this bill to a duty of 30 cents a pound. That is the 
point I was on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Noils and those things originally supposed 
waste wool are really worth more than any other kind of wool. 

Mr, CARLISLE. The Senator from Ohio will understand that I am 
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not complaining of the duty of 30 cents on waste in this bill. I am 
alluding to it only for the purpose of showing that those te wools 
have value ; that they are not in fact waste, as the Senator has stated, 
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and that although in the manufacture of certain kinds of woolen cloths 
they may actually manipulate 4 pounds of unwashed wool in making 1 


pound of cloth, still the waste itself is valuable. Although it does not 
go into the pound of cloth it is on hand to put into some other pound 
of cloth, and is carried over from one process to another, so that the 


manufacturer has no right to claim that he shall have a compensatory 
duty upon the theory that it takes 4 pounds of wool to make 1 pound 
ofcloth. That is the point Iam making. 

In the first place, I say that it is not a universal, or even a general, 
rule that 4 pounds of unwashed wool are manipulated in making 1 
pound of cloth. In the second place, I say that even in those cases 
where 4 pounds are manipulated in making 1 pound of cloth, the 4 
pounds of wool are not actually consumed in manufacturing the cloth. 
Yet the manufacturers have succeeded in getting the Committee of 
Ways and Means of the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate to give them in this bili four times the amount 
of duty upon a pound of unwashed wool and an ad valorem rate for their 
protection upon every pound of woolen cloth imported for sale here, if it 
is valued at over 40 cents per pound, and not only upon every pound of 
imported woolen cloth, but uponevery pound of imported worsted cloth, 
a part of which is cotton, a free article, subject to no duty whatever, and 
notwithstanding the fact that the cotton put into these imported worsted 
goods was originally shipped abroad from this country, mannfactured 
abroad, and shipped back here, which is of itself a large protectien to 
our manufacturers of domestic worsted goods. All the charges of 
transportation both ways, commissions, insurance, ete., have to be paid 
by the foreign manufacturer upon the cotton before it ever reaches the 
markets of this country; and still 44 cents a pound afd 50 per cent. 
ad valorem are put upon worsted cloths by this bill, under the last 
clause of the next section to be considered, if the value of the goods is 
over 40 cents per pound. 

And, moreover, Mr. President, while lam upon this subject, this bill 
not only gives to the manufacturer a specific duty equivalent to the 
duty upon 4 pounds of unwashed wool, which, of course, compensates 
him entirely for the whole amount of wool he uses in the manufacture 
of a pound of cloth, even if he uses the imported wool, but it gives him 
a duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem besides upon the whole value of the 
cloth, including the value of this same wool, upon which he has had 44 


‘cents a pound specific duty. 


Now, when he has received his 44 cents a pound, specific duty, to 
compensate him for the duty upon the 4 pounds of unwashed wool, he 
is even with the foreign manufacturer. He is upon equal terms with 
the foreign manufacturer so far as the wool is concerned. Whatfurther 
right then has he toa duty upon wool for his own protection? He has 
none whatever, Mr. President, and yet this bill gives him 50 per cent. 
ad valorem in addition to this sum of 44 cents, and this is upon the 
whole price of the cloth, including the wool. Suppose the wool is worth 
20 cents a pound abroad—and I showed by a letter yesterday that it 
ranged from 21 to 22 cents, but is sometimes even higher. The 4 
pounds of wool used by the foreign manufacturer, therefore, costs him 
at least 20 cents a pound, which is 80 cents. 

Now, the domestic manufacturer, to compensate himself for the duty 
on the wool, has a specific duty of 44 cents a pound on the cloth, and 
he has also a duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem upon 80 cents, the cost of 
the wool abroad to the manufacturer, which gives him 84 cents on ac- 
count of the wool used in the imported cloth, to say nothing of the 
protection which he receives from the ad valorem rate on the remainder 
of the cost of the article. Thus he gets over 20 cents a pound on the 
4 pounds of wool which he says he has to use, although the duty on 
the domestic wool is only 11 cents per pound. 

All that the manufacturers have ever claimed was that they should 
have the ad valorem rate for their protection, conceding all the time 
that this specific rate was only for the purpose of compensating them 
for the additional cost of the wool by reason of the duty on that ma- 
terial. But they have under this bill at least 84 cents per pound upon 
all woolen and worsted cloths valued at more than 40cents per pound, 
and upon all other manufactures of worsted weighing over 4 ounces to 
the yard, which is nearly twice as much as the duty upon 4 pounds of 
unwashed wool, and they have besides 50 per cent. ad valorem upon the 
remaining cost of the imported goods. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky is now upon a very 
important branch of this whole question. 

Mr.CARLISLE. I think so, 

Mr. ALLISON, If it be true, as stated by the Senator just now, as 
I understood him, that the compensating duty is excessive because of 
the mode of its levy, then it seems to me we ought to modify this bill. 

Now, if Ido not interrupt the Senator by lengthening my state- 


. ment—— 


Mr. CARLISLE. I have noobjection. I want to hear the Senator. 
Mr. ALLISON. This bill does not fix a uniform limit on all wools. 
Mr. CARLISLE. But on all woolen cloths and worsted cloths, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. On all weighing over 4 ounces to the yard. 

Mr. ALLISON. On this very provison we have now before us it is 
twoand a half, the latter part of the provision 3 pounds,ete. Now, the 
statement of the manufacturers is—and I want the Senator’s views upon 
this point—that in order to compete with like manufactures in Ger- 
many, or England, or France, it is necessary tor them to be placed upon 
an exact equality as respects the material which enters into the man- 
ufacture. The statement of the American manufacturers is that the 
manufacturer in Germany has his wool free, and therefore when he 
manufactures a yard of cloth, if that yard of cloth costs 80 cents in 
Germany, the cost of the wool enters into it as a part of it. 

The manufacturer here claims that the cost of the wool in this coun- 
try enters into the production of a similar article. If that cost be 20 
cents a pound, multiply that by 4 and you have 80. Then, if you 
multiply the duty by 4, it will be 44 cents, in addition to the 80 cents, 
which is the cost to the German manufacturer, and that requires that 
there shall be a compensating duty for the material and cost of manu- 
facture. 

Now, the material here, costing so much more, enters into the cost 
of the manufacture as it does in Germany, and therefore this compen- 
sating duty is placed upon the raw material, and the manufacturer 
here is only upon an equality, and he should have an ad valorem rate, 
whatever it is, to compensate for the difference between the wages here 
and the wages in Germany. , 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is exactly what I said. 

Mr, ALLISON. Now I want the Senator to explain why it is that 
that is not the correct theory, so that we can all understand. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is the correct theory upon the assumption that 
it requires 4 pounds of wool to make a pound of cloth, and upon the 
additional assumption that the duty upon the wool increases its price 
by 11 cents a pound to the American producer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now the Senator has stated that if the American 
manufacturer makes a pound of cloth, the wool in it cosiing 20 cents 
a pound, amounting to 80 cents, and therefore, there being 4 pounds 
of wool, he must have a compensatory duty of 44 cents on that pound 
of cloth in order to protect him against the foreign manufacturer who 
has free wool. 

Now, let us stop there a moment and see if he is not made entirely 
equal at that very point with the foreign manufacturer, so far as the 
wool is concerned. That is the point I made a few moments ago. 

But what else occurs in this bill? You have given him the 44 cents 
a pound upon the imported cloth in order to compensate him on ac- 
count of the duty of 11 cents a pound on 4 pounds of unwashed wool, 
and you have thus made him even with the foreign manufacturer so 
far as the wool is concerned. But this bill goes further and gives him 
50 percent. ad valorem besides upon the whole price of the foreign cloth, 
including the 4 pounds of wool supposed to be in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me a 
moment upon that point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Kentucky yield ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not that true of manufactures of cotton, upon 
which material there is no duty on either side of the Atlantic? Is not 
that true of silk, upon which there is no duty? 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the duty upon silk is altogether protective, 
although it yields a revenue. The object of the duty upon silk was 
protective. The object of the duty upon cotton goods is altogether 
protective, and what the manufacturer of woolen goods claims as neces- 
sary for his protection is the ad valorem rate of duty alter he has been 
compensated for the increased price of his wool, and not the specific 


rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And he is precisely-— 
Mr. CARLISLE. And more than compensated, as I claim. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And he is simply placed upon equal terms with the 
manufacturer of cotton goods. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Notatall. You have put 50 percent. ad valorem 
uty here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the manufacturer of wool has 50 per cent. ad 
valorem that protects him against lower cost of products, and the cost 
of material on the other side is included in both cases, as it goes into 
the general cost of the manufactured goods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is true that raw silk is free, but it isalso equally 
true that it is all imported, and that the manufacturer is subjected to 
the charge of transportation, at least, and the other charges incidental 
to transportation, handling, and sale in this country, increasing very 
considerably the cost, which is a charge upon him. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In the case of cotton—— 
Mr. CARLISLE. In the case of cotton there is no such charge. 
But you do not propose to put a duty of 50 per cent. upon the cotton 
schedule and a specific duty besides. The specific duty would be un- 
necessary, upon the theory of the Senator from Rhode Island, as I said, 
because there is no duty upon the raw material, but the ad valorem 
rate of duty is protective, and to some extent a revenue duty. 

Now, the put I was making is simply this: That, accepting the 
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statement made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] as being 
universally true concerning the amount of wool, the number of pounds 
of wool, used by the manufacturer of cloth, still this bill gives to the 
manufacturer a greater degree of protection than it ought to give; that 
is, it does not equalize him, so far as the wool contained in the foreign 
cloth is concerned, with the wool-grower. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
in this discussion, but I wish to make a few observations. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
? Let me first correct a misstatement that I have 


, } 
Kentucky 


Mr. CARLISLE. 
made. 

I believe I stated that the bill was framed upon the theory that there 
was to be a compensatory duty of 44 cents a pound on all the woolen 
and worsted cloths weighing over 4 ounces to the yard. That duty 
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Mr. President, [ do not wish to occupy any time | 


compared with our 44,000,000 of to-day. 
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now engaged in a project having in view the enlargement of our trade 
and commerce with that country. She has but 4,000,000 population 
and 77,000,000 sheep to our 44,000,000. With a less duty than we 
have—! it is a duty of only 2 cents a pound upon woo! im- 


helieve 
ported there 

Mr. CARLISLE [wenty-five per cent 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithank you. It is 25 percent. ad valorem in the 
Argentine Confederation. Yet she has produced 77,000,000 sheep as 
What is it that creates that 
condition in that South American Republic as compared with ours ? 
It is because of the character of the air, soil, and country. The sheep 


| there, and the raisers of sheep, are, as compared with our own people, 


imposed on all woolen and worsted cloths valued at over 40 cents per | 


und. 
Sane entirely of cotton warp or other vegetable fiber the 44 cents 
a pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem apply only to the elasses weighing 
4 ounces to the yard. In the hurry of the debate I may have con- 
founded the two clauses. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
this is not a new question) that the woolen manufacturer, in order to 
be successful in this country, must at least be placed upon an equality 
with the woolen manufacturer in other countries; otherwise, no mat- 
ter what the amount of duty we place upon wool, the woolen goods 
would be imported from countries where wool was free. Theretore, 


Under the clause relating to worsted dress goods which are 


nomadic. 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANrEL] did me the honor to read 
some observations which I made in 1870 as respects the wool and woolen 
tariff. The conditions of 1870, as compared with the conditions ot 
1890, are as varied and different as it is possible for them to be. ‘The 


| Australasian countries in 1870 had just begun the production of wool. 


I have not the figures before me, but I will venture the statement that 


| they did nat produce then to exceed 15,000,000 or 20,000,000 pounds. 


Mr. President, it has always seemed to me (because | 


in all these discussions I have taken it for granted that there must'be to | 


the mauufacturer some compensating duty in order that woolen goods 
should be manufactured here. That principle is involved in the law 
of 1867 and hasremained, so far as I have heard the debates, practically 
undisputed until now, that a compensating duty is necessary in order 
that manufactures may be conducted here. 

I have heard this morning a good deal of debate about the law of 
1883, and I heard a great deal about it yesterday, and that the de- 
pression of the wool-growing industry came from the mistake made in 
the act of 1883. Why, Mr. President, in my beliet no greater mistake 
has ever been made than to attribute the reduction in the price of wool 
to the wool tariff of 1883. In 1880 we imported more pounds of wool 
than we have ever imported since, and I have before me the commer- 
cial statement of 1880, showing an importation of 128,000,000 pounds, 
and more, of wool in that year. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It came in under the tariff of 1867. 

Mr. ALLISON. It came in before the law of 1883 was passed. 
Therefore, for one I am getting somewhat tired of the statement that 
all the evils which the wool-growers of the United States have been 
laboring under come from the legislation of 1883. 

Mr. HOAR. Was that an exceptionally large amountin 1880? How 
does it compare with the amount for 1879 and the amount for 1881 ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is exceptionally large as compared with 1881, 
and it is much larger than the amount for 1879; but the point I make 
is that if the provisions of the wool tariff in 1883 were such as to re- 
tard the growth of wool in this country, that wool tariff should receive 
the condemnation that it has received upon this floor. 

The great importations of wool now into this country are of carpet 
wools valued at less than 12 cents a pound, carpet wools that are not 
produced by our people, no matter what may be said. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And let me add, ought not to be. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We can do better. 

Mr. ALLISON. I say that the American farmer and producer, 
whether upon the hills of Ohio, the undulating plains of my own State, 
or in the mountainous region, if he raises wool at all, ought to raise 
wool that has a value in the market without having to compete with 
these semi-barbarous wools that are gathered from the plains of Asia 
and South America. 

Mr. President, what I want as respects this debate is, if I can, to 
draw it down to the practical and effective result of our tariff laws. 
For one, I desire to protect the American wool-growers to the fullest 
extent that they need protection. But I do not want the American 
wool-grower to have in his mind the idea that all the ills of life as re- 
spects wool come from the legislation of 1883. I want to warn him, 
and to put upon record the prediction that the legislation which we 
propose here will not be legislation which will materially advance the 
price of wool. 

Mr. PLUMB. What about the price of woolen goods? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will advance neither material, in my belief. The 
tendency in this respect is down and down, and the competition be- 
tween this country and England and everywhere is sharp. 

Why, Mr. President, it is said that because of the legislation of 1883 
the price of wool has been depressed. Itis 4 cents a pound less this year 
than it was last year. Has the tariffaffected the price of wool this year 
as compared with the price of last year? The tariff is the same. 
There are many conditions and situations that affect the product of wool 
as well as woolen manufactures. 

Look at South America; look at the Argentine Republic. 
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Now, Australasia and its colonies pour into the markets of the world 
500,000,000 pounds of the finest wool grown on this globe, the most 
of it wool that enters into the finest productions of cloth, Has that 
had nothing to do with the reduction of the price of wool? 

[ appeal to those who are more familiar with the manufacture of 
wool than I am, and I have no doubt they will tell you that the wool! 


| used in the production of the finest cloths, whether in Germany, the 


United States, or in Great Britain, comes from the Australian colonies. 

Mr. President, I mention this for the purpose of bringing this de 
bate, if I can, down to the question as to what we ought to do here, 
having in mind first to protect the American wool-grower as nearly as 
we can protect him in his products, because I agree with every Senator 
upon this side, and I believe almost every Senator on the other side, 
so far as they have spoken, that the woolen industry in ourcountry is 
one that should be amply protected and cared for in order to make us 


| as independent as we can be in this industry as well as in others. 


| cent a pound, 


1 only make these observations for the purpose of showing, if they 
be true, that there are other elements which enter into all these mat- 
ters besides the mere question of a cent a pound upon wool. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] said truthfully that the increase in the 
bill was a small increase upon wool. So itis, if you take the direct 
increase. Take the importations of 1889. I have them here. The 
proposed bill would only impose upon clothing wools, wools of class 
No. 1, $229,000. That is all the addition there is in this bill for the 
benefit of the farmers who produce clothing wool in this country, 1! 
When you take the wools of the second class, known 


| as combing wools, the duties are increased to the extent of $385,000, 


making in all less than $600,000. 

The increase, then, js simply upon wools of the third class, which 
are the carpet wools that are imported, and the increase is chiefly upon 
the class which now comes in at less than 12 cents a pound in value. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON, Ido. 

Mr. VANCE. I understood the Senator to say that the effect of this 
bill would not be to materially increase either the price of wool or the 
price of the finished products. 

Mr. ALLISON, I stated that awhile ago. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to say to the Senator that I know it to bea 
fact that a leading tailor in this city informed a Senator not three days 
ago that the price of woolen goods was already advanced 20 per cent 
in anticipation of the passage of this bill, and is still advancing. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely entered that for the moment as a predic- 
tion. I have no doubt that that sort of thing is going the rounds 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], yesterday I believe it was, 
introduced here an advertisement respecting some hosiery in Phila 
delphia. Well, it may be that the price of hosiery will be increased. 
When I speak of increase I speak of the general increase and perma- 
nent increase. I do not mean to say that under the effect of this bill 
there will not be increases in particularthings. I have no doubt there 
will be increases in the prices of certain articles. Butthat isaside. 1] 
will return to that question, because if I am mistaken about it I hope 
the Senator from North Carolina will put me right. 

The increase of daty upon wool is a nominal increase in one sense. 
But the Senator from Ohio said truly that it was one of the provisions 


| and definitions of this bill that gave trouble, and therefore it was that 


I put the question to the Senator from Kentucky as to whether he in- 
tended to confine his motions to amend this bill to moving to strike 
out the clause respecting the definitions contained in this bill. Here 
are shoddy and noils increased from 10 cents a pound to 30 cents a 
pound. That is anenormousincrease. And there is an enormous in 


| crease on all these articles that are the refuse of scoured wools 


We are | importation of high-priced woolen raw material. 


Now, Mr. President, I have no doubt that the farmer believes that 
he has been greatly injured in the past by means of what he calls the 
Let me turn to the 
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importations of last year, where I find only a little over 8,000,000 
pounds imported of all this material which is now to pay 30 cents a 


pound duty. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What material is that, may I ask? 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean the material which is included—— 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Shoddy? 

Mr. ALLISON. Noils, shoddy, top waste, etc. The manufacturer 
took advantage of the duty of 10 cents a pound and imported these ar- 
ticles to that extent. But there are other things in this woolen sched- 
ule which, it is claimed by the manufacturers, compel them to pay ad- 
ditional duties, and one is the fact that there shall be no sorting of 
wools. ‘There is a provision in this bill’that there shall be no sorting 
of wools abroad, which isa common custom, and that if wools are 
sorted, they shall pay doubleduty. So, if acarpet wool is sorted, even 
as to color, and pays 32 cent., it has to pay 64, the value being un- 
der 13 cents a pound. if it is over 13 cents a pound and is sorted, 
then on the value at the place of production it pays 100 per cent. 

Mr. President, I make this statement in justification of at least my 
own conduct as respects this wool schedule. I have always believed, 
and I believe now, that in many respects this schedule is higher than 
it ought to be. But having been a participant in the making of the 
tariff of 1383 (whereof, I believe justly, the manufacturers had a right 
to complain because we so adjusted and arranged it as to induce large 
importations of manufactured goods which we ought to make here), 
I with my colleagues assented to the general provisions of the woolen 
achedule of this bill, and I did so, as was said by Senators upon the 
other side, because this question has become a party question to a cer- 
tain extent. 

When we went into the consideration of this bill in the Committee 
on Finance, as Senators on both sides know, and I think the public 
ought to know, we were told to make this bill to suit ourselves on the 
meee side, and that the Democratic side would content itself 
with moving such amendments as it chose. Therefore it was that this 
bill bas been made up according to the best knowledge of the majority 
of the Republican members of the Finance Committee. If I had made 
it myself I should have made many changes init. So we find our- 
selves now confronted with this as a question on this side of the 
Chamber and on that. SoI repeat that although there are some pro- 
visions in this schedule, and a many of them, that do not meet 
my approval, yet I can not but believe that the statement made by the 
manufacturers as respects the compeasating duty is a just statement. 
We may not have reached in this bill the exact and proper propor- 
tion —— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Did I understand the Senator tosay that ‘‘he 
can not believe,’’ or “‘ can not but believe?’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. “I can not but believe.’’ I will put the question 
to the Senator. If we puta duty upon wool, and then enly the usual 
ad valorem duty upon the manufactures of wool, say 40 or 45 per cent., 
will woolen goods be mannfactured most abroad or here? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Fitty per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that is on the higher pricedarticle. It 
is 50 per cent. ad valorem upon pure luxuries, not upon ordi 
woolen goods. If wedo that then it is plain to me that the great body 
of woolen goods will be manufactured abroad and not here. 

The Senator asks me why that isso. My answer is that we consume 
600,000,000 pounds of wool in the United States; that we produce but 
265,000,000 pounds according to the last statement, and that there- 
fore there must come in 335,000,000 pounds either in the shape of im- 
portations of wool for our manufacturers or in the form of manufactured 
goods for consumption in thiscountry. In that condition in which we 
are situated I can not but believe that the people who produce the 
265,000,000 pounds should be enabled in some way to receive a fair 
price for their wool; and I come to that point now with a view of sug- 
gesting to the Senator from Kentucky an element which he has not 
yet considered. 

The producers of wool in this country, producing less than half the 
consumption, with a duty of 11 or 12 cents, or whatever you please, 
per pound upon this weel, must in some way, until home co iti 
shall rise to the point where production exceeds consumption, be able 
to add a large portion of this duty to the price of the wool which they 
sell. Thereiore, so believing, I think there must be a compensating 
duty to the manufacturer in order to enable him to manufacture at all. 

Now, Mr. President, when it comes to the question as to what that 
shall be, I confess myself not sufficiently an expert to know. In this 
very article it is proposed at two and a half, later on three, again three 
and a half, again four, and again four and one-fourth. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Iowa yield tome a moment to 
ask a question ? 

Mr. ALLISON. With pleasure. 

-Mr. PLUMB. The duty on wool is increased acentapound. The 
Senator thinks a large portion of that increase will inure to the benefit 
of the wool-grower. Will he state what the large portion of the effect 
of the imerease of 1 cent a pound will be? 

Mr. ALLISON, I did not speak of the increase when I was speak- 
ing of that. I spoke of the same duties, whether the duty now or the 
duty which would be added. It the Senator wants to know what I be- 
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lieve as respects the adding of 1 cent a pound, I have already answered. 
I do not believe the effect will be to increase materially the price of wool. 
I think it may possibly increase it somewhat, as I on said. But I 
would like to have some gentleman on either side—and I ask the ques- 
tion for an answer—tell me whether any one here believes that the duty 
upon wool, whether it be 11 cents or 12 cents, adds to the price of the 
American product. 

Mr. McPHERSON. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the price to the American wool-grower added 
to by reason of the duty? I ask the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, if it does not add-—— 

Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. President, I und: rstood the Senator from New 
Jersey to say ‘‘no’’ inanswerto the quest.on of the Senator from Iowa. 
I do not know whether I misunderstood him or not. 

Mr. VANCE. It it does not add to the price of the native wool, 
then certainly there is no earthly excuse for increasing the duty in 
order to protect it and giving that as a reason. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now that the Senator from North Carolina is on 
his feet, I hope he will give me his views on the question as to whether 
or not the duty of 11 cents a pound adds, aud, if so, how much, to the 
price of American wool because of the imposition of that duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to answer ? 

Mr. ALLISON, . I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I stated yesterday, Mr. President, and I will re- 
peat now, as briefly as I can, that it was exceedingly difficult to say 
what the effect of the duty was upon the price of the American prod- 
uct. Some contend ‘that by reason of the duty the demand for the 
American product is decreased by the exclusion of foreign wools, which 
are necessary in the manufacture of certain kinds of cloth, and that 
this decreases the price, while others claim that the price is inereased. 

Of course, we can all understand that when the American manufact- 
urer is excluded from all the other markets of the world and com- 
pelled to rely upon the domestic geen and can make only those 
qualities which can be produced from American wool, there will not 
be such a demand for wool as would otherwise exist; in other words, 
it would not bring the full valve which it would if the domestic manu- 
facturer could get the foreign wools to mix with the domestic for the 
manufacture of the finished product. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know there is a difference of opinion as respects 
the effect of mixing wools and sorting wools and all that; but what I 
want to get at is whether or not the duty of 11 cents a pound adds to 
the price of wool in the United States. That is the question. 

It is true that we do not export one pound of wool to any place on 
this globe. I say one pound. We practically do not export at all. 
Therefore our market is the only market for the American producer, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Iowa let me answer the 
question in my way ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator irom New Jersey? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer itin my way, and then it may help 
the Senator to answer it in his way. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have no doubt it will. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall yield to the Senator in a moment. 

Mr. President, London is the market for wool. The price of woolin 
London is as fixed and permanent as the price of silver, and more so 
until the time we passed our silver bill. In other words, you may 
take the price of wool the world over and it is quoted with reference 
to the London price. I may be mistaken about that; and ifI am I 
hope some Senator will correct me. Every manufacturer in the United 
States and in every other country buys his wool at the London price 
plus the costo! transportation from London, or, taking that into ac- 
count, to the placeof manufacture. Therefore the price is the 
free-trade price. Is it not? Very well. {t is the price there with 
dutyadded. Wool is gathered there from the fourcorners of the world, 
from Australia, from India,and soon. All wools meet there. Now, 
if the American manufacturer finds a deficit in the production of 
his own country he must go to London to buy and be governed by the 
London price. If that be true, when he does buy he must pay the 
duty, and therefore the duty is added to the price. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. By the Senator’s consent, I desire to state that I 
think his assertion is incorrect. What is the reason for the 
duty on wool if the Senator’s theory is that it will not imerease the 

ice? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the theory on that side. 1 am trying to 
prove that it does increase the price; that is what I am trying to 
prove, and if I have not made myself understood by the Senater from 
Texas I certainly have been very unfortunate in the language I have 


uch as we produce 265,000,000 pounds of weol and consume 
600,000,000 pounds of wool—I recognize, of course, the conditions sug- 
gested by the Senator from Kentucky—I undertake to that the 
great body of the duty is added to the price of wool in thie country, 
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and that if it were not for the duty the priee of Ohio fleece wool in Lon- 
don and the price of the best Oregon wool in London would be a shade 
less than the price of wool from Australia, and it would be practically 
the price of Australian wool less the duty now imposed upon wool in 
this country. ‘ 

The markets are perfectly open to everybody who will look at them. 
I invite Senators on that side of the Chamber to bring in tgeir authori- 
ties on political economy, their European price-list or that blue book 
that my friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] consults occasionally in regard 
to manufactured plows, and from them I think it will be seen that the 
price of wool in this country is substantially the London price plus 
the duty. 

Now, I repeat, if that be true, then, when we are to have manufact- 
ures at all in this country, we must have them in some way compen- 
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sated for the additional cost of wool to them as compared with the | 


wool of people who manufacture woolen goods elsewhere. 

It was partly in vindication of thisidea that I have ventured to make 
any suggestion repecting this bill at this time, considering the haste as 
respects these schedules. But I feel sure that we must give the man- 
ufacturers a compensating duty, and if the Senator from Kentucky will 
show me anywhere that the compensating duty proposed is too high, 
then I shall go with him, and feel bound to aid in reducing it. But 
my own judgment is, with the best light I have, that while it is high, 
yet it may be necessary to enable us to successfully compete with those 
who are producing these articles abroad. 

Now, Mr. President, before I sit down I want to say one word in 
response to the Senator from North Carolina. The Senator from North 
Carolina asked me if the effect of this bill, taking it by and large, will 
not be to increase the price of woolen goods. My answer to that is 
this: This bill has been under consideration in the two Houses for 
four months. I am not speaking of that consideration which it re- 
ceived in committee. It came here on May 21. There is a large in- 
crease, as is claimed, upon certain articles of woolen goods, as also 
upon wool, Now, the price of wool has gone down 4 cents a pound 
pending the consideration of this bill, as I understand. If I am mis- 
taken I shall be happy to be corrected. As the price of wool has gone 
down, the price of the world’s product of wool (not that of the United 
States alone) has gone down. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does not that show that our price is affected by it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly affected by it. 


| 
| 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Free trade would give him, the Senator says, the 
priceof Australian wool less the cost of transportation toLondon. But, 
Mr. President, the question is not what the producer of American wool 
would receive in London, but what he would receive here in his own 
country; and I submit to the Senator from Iowa that he would not 
export bis wool under any circumstances likely to occur, but would sell 





it here in the home market, and then he would receive in the home 
market the price of Australian wool in the London market plus a suf- 


ficient amount to prevent him from exporting it; because 
can consumer would be compelled to pay him that o 
his wool. 

The price of Australian wool in the London market would rise, as 
the price of all other wools in that market and all othe: of 
the world would rise, because of the increased demand from this coun 
try for more than 300,000,000 pounds every year. This would brin 
up the price, and hence the American producer of wool would receiv: 
in Ohio and elsewhere this increased price of Australian wool in th 
London market plus a sufficient amount to prevent its shipment 

The Senator will not deny, I presume, the tact that the price of these 
wools all over the world would rise on account of 1d, 
and if so, upon his own theory that the 
lat 


a 
sil 


the Ameri- 
r he would ship 


irket 


our increased dem: 





price of our wool here is reg 
ed and controlled to a large extent by the world’s product of the 
same kind of wool, our wool-growers will receive the benefit from it. 


ril- 





Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but, Mr. President hink the Senator an 
Mr. ALLISON. but, Mr. P i Lt tl t 1 
myself differ in this respect: The Senator from Kentucky seems to 
think that the universal product and the universal demand would allow 
fixing the price here as elsewhere. If I do not interrupt him by ex 
jlaining my views, I will say that I agree with him tl ry la 
I BM) . < 
increase in the production of wool in the last few years h ted tl 
price; no doubt about that. I also agree with him that re W 
to be a great diminution in the production of wool now that would 
affect the price. 

Bat what I want him to tell me is whether or not our duty has tl 


effect now—because I do not wish to go int e domain of speculation 


for the future as to what would be the best policy, not at this moment 
at any rate—what is the effect now of this duty? Is not the material 
effect, the controlling effect, to place the wool-grower of the United 
States upon a very much higher plane as respects price than the wool- 
| growers in all the other countries of the world ‘ 
Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, when I see the prices of wool con- 


I agree to that. I} 


undertook to show, as the Senator will remember, that the injection | 


of 500,000,000 pounds of wool from Australia affected the price of the 
world’s product of wool, and so from other countries. As the price of 
wool goes down the price of woolen manufactures goes down inevitably. 

I have heard here a great deal saidabout trusts. I have yet to hear 
it stated on this floor or elsewhere that in the manufacture of woolen 
goods in this country, or in any other country, there is such a thing as 
a trust or a combination. Its manufacture is of such universality and 
is engaged in by so many people that there is no combination, so far 
as I have ever heard, respecting it. 

It may be that under this bill there are a few items of woolen goods 
the price of which will be advanced; for instance, those that the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina referred to when he undoubtedly went to some 
fashionable tailor in New York City or London, who would never think 
of clothing a man in this country with an Amevican product. That 
tailor would undoubtedly say that ‘‘ the price of these woolen goods hav- 
ing been advanced, I have got to advance on the cloth that I make up 
into your suit.’? Ihave no doubt there will be some of that effect upon 
the high-priced clothing of the United States. 

But, as respects the low-priced clothing, the clothing that we are all 
in the habit of wearing here day by day, there is no material increase. 
Why? Because the American manufacturer has the market to-day, 
and he will hold that market, and the competition that comes in be- 
tween the manufacturers of the United States will be sufficient to 
keep down the price to a reasonable eum. 
the Senator from Rhode Island prompts me to say, that the effect of 
this bill upon our manufacturers will be to enable them somewhat to 
enlarge their manufacture of fine goods; that the competition will be 
still sharper in our own country, and that by this competition the 
prices will be kept down. 

So that now I put myself again in the line of prophecy to say that, 
with the exception of a few high-priced goods, whether they be for men 
or women, this bill will not materially change existing conditions as 
respects the woolen trade in our country, whether it be in wool or woolen 
manufacture. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from North Carolina wil! permit me 
I would like to answer something stated by the Senator from lowa. 


| 





on 


The Senator from Iowa spoke in regard to what the price of Ameri- | 


can wool would be if we had free trade. ‘The Senator has made a very 


able and a very practical speech, and I concur with bim in many things | 


he has said, but of course not in all. The Senator states that if ther 
were free trade in woo] the American producer of wool would receive 
in the London market just what the Australian wools brings-— 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, if he produced the same kind of wool. 


«ae 
Vee 


with 
the prices of wool in other countries and fall with the prices in other 
countries, I confess that Iam unable to see exactly how the tariff in 
creases the price. We do not fix the price of wool in this country. 
It is fixed, as the Senator from Iowa has admitted, to a certain extent, 
at least, by the supply and demand throughout the whole worll. Our 


i 


stantly fluctuating in this country, and when I see that they rise 


| production is decreasing, and consequently if we fix the prices of wool 


they ought to be increasing, because the domestic demand is increas- 
ing, and yet we find that just exactly the contrary process is going on. 
The production of wool is decreasing in the United States, the demand 
for wool is increasing in the United States, and yet prices are falling, 
which shows beyond any doubt or cavil that we do not fix the price 
here, but that it is fixed by the world’s supply and demand. 

Now, while I think that the abolition of the duty on wool would not 
hurt the American wool-grower to any extent, it would certainly help 
the American manufacturer, because he could go into the foreign mar 


| kets and buy the wool to mix with ours and produce his woolen goods 


cheaper and sell them cheaper at home, and, as I said this morning, 
perhaps sell in the foreign market besides. 

But I will not discuss this question further now, because other Sena- 
tors desire to be heard, but may discuss it hereafter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kentucky a 
question before he takes his seat. While it is undoubtedly true that 


| the general level of prices all over the world is governed by supply 
And I have no doubt, as | 


and demand, and that prices here fluctuate with the prices in the genera! 
markets of the world, is it not also true that the relative price between 
the United States and Great Britain is always maintained? In other 
words, is not a higher price always maintained here by the operation of 
our tariff laws ? 

Mr.CARLISLE. That is a question which I could not answer with 
out entering into perhaps a very laborious investigation and a very nice 
calculation, because, as I undertook to show yesterday, which I will 
not repeat to-day, we find that the prices prevailing in 1888 and 1889 
unwashed Australian wool corresponded substantially 
prices in this country for washed wool; that 
washed wool would have sold for if unwashed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There isanother question. The Senator said a few 
moments ago that if we should place wool upon the free-list the prices 
of foreign wools would increase with the increased demand. Now 
where would that increased demand come from ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The United States. 


with the 


is to say, for what ou 


Mr. ALDRICH. Why? Would our people use more wool ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I supposed I had made it sufficiently plain, Mr 
| President, that in my opinion if the manufacturers of the United States 
could have acceas to foreign markets for the purchase of wool th vould 
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enter upon the manufacture of many grades and qualities of cloths 
which they do not now make, and increase the manufacturing estab- 
lishments and increase the demand. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Would they use any more wool than the Belgian, 
French, and English manufacturers are now using to supply the Ameri- 
can market? 

Mr.CARLISLE. The American market would not be supplied at all 
by foreign manufacturers, The demand for these goods would increase 
here enormously if we could.make them as cheaply as they are made 
abroad, because we can only get them now by paying the foreign prices 
with an enormous duty added, ranging from 65 to 90 or 100 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator is quite aside from what I am 
trying to impress upon him, which is that the American market is now 
supplied by somebody, either by the American manufacturer or the for- 
eign manufacturer. If the American manufacturer supplies the whole 
market instead of it being divided with the foreign manufacturer, no 
more wool is required, whether it comes from Australia, or Ohio, or 
Michigan, or anywhere else. In other words, the aggregate demand 
for wool will not be increased simply by a change in the legislation of 
the United States. If the Senator means that other conditions may 
increase the demand, I can understand that; but there will be no in- 
creased demand growing out of putting wool on the free-list in the 
United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator has not understood me. My state- 
ment was, and I endeavored to make it clear and distinct, that if we 
had access to these foreign wools the demand of our domestic manu- 
facturers for wool would be largely increased, and besides they could 
enter upon the manufacture of different qualities of cloth which they 
can not now make, and that the domestic demand here in the United 
States for woolen goods would be so largely increased over what it is 
now by the fact that they would be cheaper. We have now when we 
bring in the goods to supply our demand to pay the cost of their manu- 
facture with the profit of all the dealers through whose hands they pass 
and from 60 to 100 per cent. duty besides. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In other words, aman would wear two coats where 
he wears one now. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes; there might be circumstances where he would 
wear two woolen coats where he now wears one. 

Mr. GRAY. I will tell you one effect: he will wear a woolen coat 
where he wears shoddy now, and woolen mills here would be used in 
place of shoddy mills. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I have listened, as I always do, with 
a greatdeal of pleasure to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and 
I listened to his recent able speech with more than usual attention be- 
cause I was anxious to find out where Senators on that side stood and 
what they were after in this woolen schedule; but I confess that I was 
not able to comprehend exactly the position that that Senator and his 
associates have assumed. “ 

He says, in the first place, that there are many things in this bill 
which are very wrong, and yet he is going for it, and he has not given 
us any help to redress any of the wrongs which are in the bill. 

In the next place, he said that neither this tariff nor the tariff of 
1883 had made any material difference in the price of either the raw 
wool or of the manufactured product, and in the course of a few minutes 
he said that it would increase the price of the finished pro@uct in some 
particular articles, articles of pure luxury I believe he described them; 
that is, articles which were all wool and not shoddy. 

On the whole, sir, I come out at the hole at which I wentin. I did 
not understand, when he began to speak, how the bill could be of any 
service so as to relieve the wool-growers if it would increase the price 
of their product, nor how, if it was not to increase the price of wool in 
this country, it could be the foundation of almost double the price of 
all woolen manufactures. I could not understand that for my life, and 
I do not understand it now. I do not know what the position of Sena- 
tors on that side is. 

Many years ago there was an old darky who used to fish on a rock 
in the Mississippi River. He would get out upon his rock and take his 
seat and light his pipe and fish for cat-fish. One day he swung an un- 
Ksually big cat, and in the struggle’the cat pulled him off the rock and 
he was drowned, and the poet of the local newspaper had the following 
couplet describing the catastrophe: 


The neighbors never could make out, 
By the aid of all their figuring, 
Whether the nigger went a-fishing 
Or the cat-fish went a-niggering. 
[ Laughter. ] 


I can not make out for the life of me what the Senator is after when 
he insists on increasing the duty on raw wool for the benefit of the 
producers of raw wool, alleging at the same time that it is not going 
to make any difference, but will rather make the wool cheaper, when 
he insists on basing upon that figure on the raw wool a very large in- 
crease in the manufactured product on the ground that it is going to 
make that cheaper also. That is a kind of mathematics that is pecu- 
liar to the school of protectionists. It is not found in the old arith- 
metics which were taught in the schools where I was educated, and which 


to some extent in benighted suburban regions are still taught to the 
youth of the land. 


Now, either this bill will raise the price of wool or it will not. If 
it will not raise the price of wool, those of us who vote for it are hum- 
bugging the farmers. The bill will either raise the price of the woolen 
products which clothe the people or it will not. If it will not raise the 
price, then it is of no use to the manufacturer. If it does raise the 
price, then it is a burden to the consumer. And so the theory of the 
Senator iseall wrong. He can take which horn of the dilemma he 
pleases. I always observe, though, that whenever there is a doubt 
about what the effect of a schedule will be, the manufacturer gets the 
benefit of the doubt, which is a very benevolent and beneficent feature 
in the common law in the treatment of criminals. [ Laughter. } 


[Mr. PLUMB addressed the Senate. See Appendix. | 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, a very illustrious predecessor of mine, 
representing Massachusetts on this floor, Rufus Choate, declared in 
1842 that it was impossible for human ingenuity to say anything new 
on the subject of a protective tariff; and while [ have listened with a 
good deal of interest to the debates on the general principle of this 
bill, I think Mr. Choate would probably repeat that observation if ha 
had heard the discussions this winter and summer. 

I do not rise, therefore, to enter upon a discussion of this question, 
but I think I ought to allude to one observation which has been made 
by the honorable Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], made, certainly 
as he made it, with the most absolute kindliness and good nature o1 
expression and of feeling. He seemed to think that there was a dis- 
position on the part of the manufacturers of the East, as it were, to lic 
down upon the protection and care of the Government in relation to 
their interests, and that the old energy, perseverance, and enterprise 
which would lead Americans ordinarily to push their adventure and 
investment into foreign countries were wanting in that class of our fel- 
low-citizens; and the Senator commented with some severity upon the 
absence of the ordinary means of extending trade into foreign countries 
on the part of this class of people. 

I wish to declare as a matter of opinion that nothing could be more 
unfounded than such a suggestion. These communities were driven 
into manufacture out of commerce by the protective policy established 
by the South under the lead largely of Mr. Calhoun in the period just 
following the war of 1812. Among the great arguments against the 
protective system is a speech inthe House of Representatives by Mr. 
Webster and an article in the North American Review by Edward 
Everett. They voiced the interest and the opinion of the communi- 
ties which they represented in that day. But, contrary to their pro- 
tests, they were forced to take to this newoccupation. They have built 
it up and made it what it is, not originally of their own volition. 

Of course, the generations have changed, but the spirit and the tem- 
per have not changed, and I think there have been no greater instances 
in the history of modern life than the business risks and the enter- 
prise which have been shown by these manufacturing communities in 
their struggle to extend their markets everywhere. They have built 
up the railroad systems in the West in order that those regions might 
be settled and in order that new customers mightcometothem. They 
are building the railroad systems of the South in Texas and elsewhere. 
They are building to-day the railroad systems of Mexico. They are 
sending their investments to Japan and the Sandwich Islands. Wher- 
ever they can get the edge of the sharpest knife into a foreign market, 
their energy and enterprise is taking the lead, and if they do not get 


| hold of the South American, and African, and Asiatic markets in com- 


petition with England, with Germany, and France, it is because the 
policy of the legislation of this country denies them the instrumentali- 
ties which in every other manufacturing country legislation has given 
to the manufacturer. 

England is circling the world with her military posts, The islands 
of the sea, the unsettled or the barbarous lands of the continents are 
but the stepping-stones by which England has coiled herself around 
the globe like a mighty snake. She spends enormous sums for her 
army; she spends enormous sums for her navy; she spends enormous 
sums in subsidizing her steam-ships and in paying for her mails, an- 
other form of subsidizing her steam-ship lines; and this whole expendi- 
ture, army, navy, commerce, settlement, political dominion, is but the 
expenditure which England is making in the interest of her manu- 
factures, 

Now, if you will give to the manufacturers of the East one of these 
many instrumentalities, if you will but establish for their use, with a 
reasonable assistance trom the Government, the means of commerce 
that the carriers may take their manufactures abroad and bring the 
produce of foreign countries by direct American lines of transportation, 
we will take all the methods which human ingenuity and human en- 
terprise can suggest to introduce the products of American manufact- 
ure into foreign markets. 

It is not the absence of the spirit of adventure, it is not the absence 
of a willingness to take the responsibility or risk in the manufacturing 
communities of this country; it is the refusal by Congress, after their 
repeated application and supplication, to give them the means which 
the experience of mankind has suggested to every other manufacturing 
nation on the face of the globe. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, in the few observations I made 
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earlier in the day respecting this bill genérally and this schedule espe- 
cially, I must have been wholly misunderstood by the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. PLUMB], as well as by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. 7 

What I meant to say and what I did say in respect to this bill was, 
that in its preparation it was a party bill, and endeavored to emphasize 
that fact by disclosing the method of its origin. We were met in the 
Finance Committee, at the threshold of the consideration of this bill, 
with a statement that it should be prepared by the Republican mem- 
bers of that committee. Why? It is perfectly well known that the 
two sides of this Chamber are divided in relation to the public policy 
which should be maintained in regard to a tariff. 

The Senators on the other side of this Chamber are following party 
lines by saying that the protective policy which has been upon our 
statute-books for thirty years is a vicious policy, and that it should be 
overturned. Their President two years ago placed a banner of free 


trade, as distinguished from the protective policy of the Republican | 


party, upon the outer wall and defied us to combat on that issue; and 
the Mills bill was prepared in the House of Representatives distinctly 
and avowedly and purposely upon those lines. 
when we came into the committee-room for the consideration of this 
bill we were practically two opposite hostile forces as respects the 
policy which should prevail in its preparation. 


Believing as I believe, that fair and reasonable protection to the in- | 


dustries of our country is a wise and just policy in orderto prevent the 


inundation of the productions of foreign countries to the detriment and | 
destruction notonly of our manufacturing but our agricultural interests, | 


I stood with my party in this contest for the preparation of the pending 
bill for the consideration of the Senate. 


I stated, aad I repeat what I said, that in the preparation of this bill 
many of its items were regarded by me as too high; but in a bill cov- | 


ering nearly two hundred pages and eight hundred items it must be 


found in the nature of things that there must be a composition of diverse | 


views respecting details. 

I will take for illustration the chemical schedule. In the chemical 
schedule, covering as it does many pages and extending over a large 
number of articles, I might pick out articles that I think are higher 
than they ought to be, but the reasonable and fair judgment of my as- 
sociates overruled me in that respect. 
because in the general preparation of the details of the bill here and 
there and now and then I was overruled, as I overruled my associates 
in a good many articles in the bill, they conceding what I believed to be 
wise against perhaps their individual judgment, I am now to oppose 
the bill. Not at all. 

We broughtin here a general scheme of detail, and that was all I 
said. When the Senator from Kansas says that I admitted that I was 


a bond slave I desire to state that I am as free as he is upon this floor | 


or anywhere else as respects this bill. But I am in favor of the gen- 
eral principle of protection to American industry and ‘American inter- 
ests as I understand them; and therefore it is that when we come to 
the minor details of the bill I stand upon the enlightened judgment 


of my associates as well as my own, and have agreed to the details of | 


the bill, with some few exceptions, as reported by the committee. I! 
shall be found before this debate closes upon some material points in 
antagonism with the majority of my Republican associates on the com- 
mittee. I do not know how the Senator from Kansas and the other 


Senators upon that side of the Chamber may stand as respects some of 


these questions. That was all I meant to say when I stated that I 
thought the rates in some of these schedules were too high. 

As to the schedule respecting woolen goods, it is not possible for 
me to know absolutely all the details, and I suppose I am disclosing 
no secret when I say that this schedule has been substantially made 
up by experts who are familiar with this trade, and by the agricult- 
ural interests which are interested in the growing of wool. Whether 
two and a half times the specific duty is exactly the amount, I do not 
know. I doubt whether the Senator from North Carolina or the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky even has that expert knowledge which enables 


either of them to say whether this specific duty is a remunerative or | 


compensatory duty with the duty on wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator refers to the duty in the paragraph 
now under consideration ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I refer to the pound duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. On the yarns, which is the paragraph under con- 
sideration ? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the yarns and on the different kinds of cloth. 
Certainly, the experts say that two pounds and a half of unwashed 
wool will make a pound of a particular cloth, while a pound of an- 
other particular cloth requires 4 pounds of unwashed wool. 


absolute exactness what that is, then they have had more time than I 
have had in the preparation of this bill. 

So in regard to amendments to this particular schedule, I do not wish 
to hazard my judgment as against the judgment of my associates upon 
the committee who have more expert knowledge, and who say that 
these rates, corresponding with the wool duties, are necessary in order 
to maintain the existence of the woolen-manufacturing industries in our 
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country. I can ygtresist the belief that some of the rates are too high, 
but they are woth upon the higher grades of manufacture, if at all. 
The Senator fromrNorth Carolina [Mr. VANCE] has over and over 
again undertaken, and even the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
the other day by tables undertook, to show that these schedules were 
highest upon the low-priced goods. That may be true if you figure 
out the percentage of the schedules, but it is perfectly well known to 
every one here that we have the absolute market of the low-priced 
goods in woolens, and have held it for twenty years. Therefore, the 
home competition fixes the price, and under the existing law none of 
| these low-priced goods are imported practically. That is all I care to 
say respecting this schedule. 
| Imay as well remark now that I have never been satisfied with 
| the carpet-wool schedule of this bill. I do not believe that it is wise 
| for us to undertake to produce the low-priced carpet wools in ourcoun- 
| try. Ihave believed that for some years. Yet, the wool-growers of 
| our country who are scattered all over the States believe it can be done. 
Iam willing that they may test that, and if it can be done I shall be 
| glad of it; but I do not believe it will be accomplished. 
This schedule is made up on the idea of protecting our great farm 
| ing industry engaged in the production of wool, and, although it does 
not meet fully my approval and judgment, I am willing that it may be 
tested and thoroughly tested in the interest of the great agricultural 
States of this Union, especially as those interests have been for some 
| years in a depressed condition. ‘They are not so now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator that when- 
ever he or those who particularly represent the wool-growing interest 
manifest a readiness to reduce the duty on wool they will find them- 
selves met by the manufacturers with an equal readiness to reduce 
protective duties on the manufactured articles. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am only speaking now of the low-priced carpet 
| wools. Iam not prepared to suggest in any way that the great wool- 

producing interests of our country should not be protected as other in- 
terests are protected in the UnitedStates. When weare willing to turn 
ourselves into a free-trade country then I shall go with the Senator from 
Kentucky in his motion to put wool on the free-list, but until we have 
reached that point I am in favor of caring for the million of farmers, 
more or less, who are engaged in the industry of producing wool, as I 
am for caring for those who are engaged in other industries, no matter 
what they are. 

I repeat that this bill has been prepared upon the line of protection 
| to American industries, and while some of its details, at least, are in 
my own judgment unwise, and I have given an illustration, yet I am 
for standing by the protective principle and working it out as respects 
| the agricultural interests of this country while it is being worked out 
in other interests and for otherindustries. Thatisall there is about it. 

There are some other schedules in this bill which I do not quite 
| agree to, but whith I have assented to. I have thought that the to- 

bacco schedule was too high, but the judgment of this side of the Cham- 

ber, with almost absolute unanimity, is in favor of that tobaccoschedule. 
| Tobacco is an absolute luxury. No man need use it. I refer to the 
tobacco provided for in this bill, because we are not providing here in 
| the bill for the 225,000,000 or the 300,000,000 or 400,000,000 pounds 

of tobacco produced in our own country. Weare only providing for 
| the luxuries of tobacco, for that class and kind of tobacco which is 

used chiefly by the men who have either acquired a fortune or who 
| are lavish in their expenditures upon salaries or wages. Therefore, 
} although I believed that this duty was too high, it being a matter of 
luxury and furnishing a great revenue to our country, I gave it my 
assent, and am willing that that shall be tried as we have tried other 
high duties upon luxuries in this bill and in former bills, 

Upon the motion of the Senator from Kansas yesterday the duties 
upon distilled spirits and wines were largely increased, and not for 
the reason, as I take it, that the Senator from Kansas desired to pro- 
tect particularly the production of distilled spirits in this country, but 
because he belived that those articles were luxuries and could afford to 
pay a high tax. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
nue. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, and because, as the Senator says, 
we shall need the revenue. Upon that question I regret to say that I 
have not my papers here prepared to show what the needs of the rev- 
enue are, but when the sugar schedule comes up for consideration, 
which involves the largest amount of revenue in the bill, I think I 
| shall be able to show conclusively that we can put sugar upon the 

free-list, and thus relieve the consumers of our country to the extent of 
| 2 cents a pound on the sugar they consume. 

Mr. SPOONER. Without any danger to the revenue? 

Mr. ALLISON. Without any danger tothe revenue. Iam in favor 
of that provision; thatis, I am in favor of admitting free of duty all sugar 
under No. 16 Dutch standard, as I am also in favor of giving what I 
| understand and believe, under the circumstances and conditions, a suf- 
| ficient and fair inducement to those who are engaged in refining sugar 





And because I also believe we shall need the reve- 


j 


in our own country. 


_Therefore, Mr. President, when we are called upon to debate this 
bill in its details and in the interests involved in it, I am prepared to 
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show the faith that is in me as respects every provision of it in detail. 


But we are confronted bere, as is well known, by two conflicting sys- 
tems, one side proposing amendments in the interest of free trade and 
the other side proposing amendments in the general line of protection. 
So it is that I said what I did say in regard to the bill. 

Now one word more in response to the Senator from Kansas as re- 
spects the duty on wool, I asked the Senator from North Carolina to 
tell me whether he believed that the existing duty of 10 cents a pound 


upon wool increased or diminished the price of wool. I received no 
answer from him upon that subject. 

Mr. VANCE rose. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will pause now for an answer. I want to know 
whether in the Senator’s judgment the duty upon wool under existing 
law, or the duty as proposed bere, increases the price of wool to the 
American producer of wool in the markets of the United States. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator must notthink that I undertook to evade 
the question. 

Mr. ALLISON, I did not. 

Mr. VANCE. I rose and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Car- 
LISLE] asked me to let him answer the question, and he answered it 
for me. - 

I say that this duty will decrease the price, in my opinion, of Amer- 
ican wool, for the reason that the American wool and all other prod- 
ucts, whether American or European, depend upon the general law of 
supply and demand, and that inasmuch as the American wool can only 
be used by admixture with certain foreign wools, a duty which pre- 
vents that free admixture and the free coming in of the foreign wool 
decreases the demand for the American product, 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well. Then theSenator from North Carolina 
believes that a duty of 10 cents a pound upon wools imported into this 
country, where the supply confessedly is less than one-half of the con- 
sumption and absolutely necessary for our manufacturers, or if not for 
them for our consumers in the shape of clothing, diminishes the price 
of wool to the American farmer, 

Mr. President, if that be true, I am sure we are at sea in this bill or 
avy other bill. If that is a possibility, then I confess that I have no 
knowledge of the method of making up tariff bills, or tax bills even, 
if the Senator so chooses to term them, because it is just as well known 
that the price of wool in Boston is the price plus the duty as compared 
with the price in London as it is known that two and two make four. 
Undoubtedly the Senater in following out that line would make this 
increased duty upon woolen goods diminish the cost of woolen goods. 
That would bea most gratifying situation. Why? Because in the 
nature of things we can not produce and do not produce all the woolen 
goods that we consume in this country at this moment. 

Mr. President, in the statement just made I was not able to say and 
I do not say with accuracy that 12 cents a pound on wool means ab- 
solutely 12 cents a pound added to the price in this country, and yet 
I venture the statement that in nine months out of twelve that is the 
exact truth, and it will be the trath until we produce practically the 
amount of wool necessary for our own consumption, and when we do 
then the competition of our producers will reduce the market price of 
wool. Iam now quoting the exact language of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, we have wandered somewhat away 
from the real question before the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB, Will the Senator yield to me until I offer some amend- 
ments, to have them printed ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present three amendments, which I ask may be read 
and printed, and lie on the table. I shall offer them at the proper 


time. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The amendments will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In Schedule D, paragraph 211, line 8, after the words “ bass-wood,”’ insert the 
word “spruce.” 

Insert as an additional section: 

** Suco, —. On the lst day of May, 1991, and annually thereafter rectifiers of dis- 
tilled spiritsshall pay an annual special tax of $500, and wholesale liquor-deal- 
ers shall pay a similar tax of €250, both in lieu of the tax now imposed by sec- 
tion 3244 of the Revised Statutes.”’ 

Insert as an additional section: 


“Sec.—. That from and after sixty days from the date of the passage of this act 
there shall! be levied and collected on all distilled spirits thereafter produced in 
the United States a tax of $1.25 on each proof gallon or wine gallon when below 


roof, to be paid by the distiller, owner, or person having possession thereof, be- 
ee mana been the distillery bonded warehouse.” 7 


The FRESIDENT pro tempore. These proposed amendments will be 
printed and lie on the table, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I was proceeding to say that in 
this discussion we have wandered away from the real question under 
consideration. The last paragraph read relates to the duty upon woolen 
and worsted yarns, and nothing else. The proposition of the Com- 
mittee on Finance is to impose a specific duty of two and a half times 
the duty imposed upon a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, a 
specific duty of 27} cents, and 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

TheSenator from lowasays that he is not prepared to state whether this 
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is exactly the proper propontion or not, assuming that we are to give 
what is called compensatory duties; that it may be too much or it may 
be too little. Of course I have no personal or practical knowledge upon 
this subject, and must depend for my information upon the statements 
of others who have, or profess to have, such knowledge. I have here 
a letter from a gentleman who transmits with it two samples of goods 
which are here on my desk, and in this letter he says: 


The piece represented by sample No. 1 was manufactured from 10} pounds of 
raw wool, which was spun down to7} pounds of yarn, and this was used for tlic 
weft or filling. 


These are worsted goods. 
The warp weighs 3} pounds and is entirely composed of cotton, so that the 
total weight of the piece is 11 pounds, of which nearly three-eighths is cotton. 
Now, if Senators will make the calculation they will find that when 
10} pounds of wool, unless I am mistaken, for I made the calculation 
somewhat hastily, is spun down to 7} pounds of yarn, there is simply 
a loss of 22 per cent. 
Ry piece represented by sample No. 2 was manufactured from 10} pounds of 
‘ool. 


Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to irterrupt him right 
there, although it does notsay so, it must undoubtedly mean 10} pounds 
of scoured wool. If it means unwashed wool, I shall be glad—— 
Mr. CARLISLE. The writer says: 


The piece represented by sample No.1 was manufactured from 10! pounds of 
—_ — = was spun down to 7} pounds of yarn, and this was used for the 
weft or y 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not know the exact relation, but I should say 
10 pounds of scoured wool would spin down with the loss of a pound 
at least in spinning. 

Mr. CARLISLE, The duty upon 10 pounds of scoured wool would 


be $3.30. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I only want the Senator to state what 
the facts are about it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In that ease there would be no sort of compensa- 
tion in this provision for the duty on wool. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I do not interrupt the Senator, I will state fur- 
ther that 10 pounds of unwashed wool would be equivalent to 2} or 3 
pounds of scoured wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Theduty upon every pound of scoured woolis 33 
cents under this bill. It takes more than a pound of wool to make a 
pound of yarn, and your compensating duty would be wholly insufli- 
cient. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore in 10 pounds of unwashed wool there 
could not be 7} pounds of yarn. That isthe point I make. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the statement, and I shail read further 
on the writer’s statement, where he says if his figures are disputed he 
is prepared to prove them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who is the writer? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. McKeever. He says: 

The piece represented by sample No.2 was manufactured from 10} pounds of 
wool which was spun down to 6} pounds of yarn, and the ,compeged en- 
tirely of cotton, ee 6 pounds, so that the cotton in sample No. 2 is nearly 50 
Ev".Set's pena ent G0 ber sone oa sclocsmn, web cloas on thot punts 
manufactured wool, but on the 6 pounds of cotton, simply because the goods 
weigh over 4 ounces to the square yard. 

In the case of this sample the loss was 25 per cent. This being so, 
it takes 2 pounds of wool to make 1} pounds of yarn, and therefore a 
specifie duty of 15 cents a pound, as I make it out, upon each pound 
of the yarn made will exactly compensate for the duty on the wool. 
The bill as it comes from the House proposes 22 cents, and the Senate 
Finanee Committee proposes 27} cents. Now, I submit these facts and 
the samples. This gentleman says at the close of the letter: 

If the foregoing figures of mine should be disputed, I can give you all the 
facis to prove my statement. 

The only difference between these two samples is that one of them 
weighs a little less than 4 ounces to the yard, whereas the other weighs 
a fraction over 4 ounces to the yard, and consequently sample No. 2, 
under the terms of this bill, must bear a duty of 44 cents per pound 
and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, if these facts are not correct, I assume that Senators on the 
other side will be able to show it. I have, as I say, no information 
upon this subject except what I get ‘rom these statements. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator wi'l allow me, I of course do not 
pretend to be a manufacturing experi, but I do know enough about 
woolen manufactures to know that there are no 10 pounds of unwashed 
wool produced in the world that will make 7} pounds of wool in the 


cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Whatsort of woo!, then, does the Senator suppose 
this gentleman was ing about? 1s it scoured wool ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, He must mean scoured wool, and he must mean 
that 10 pounds of scoured wool make 7} pounds of that quality of yarn. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, as I have said, if that be the case there 
should be a duty of 33 cents a for every pound of wool used in 
manufacturing these yarns, the compensating duty which you pro- 
pose would be _—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. t it is not all wool; it is only half wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the wool that is in it is just the same as the 
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woo! in woolen cloths. These yarns are used in the manufacture of 
these goods, and in the manufacture of what are called woolen goods 


also. There is no difference in the yarns. ' 1 , 
Mr. ALDRICH. Of course the yarns under consideration in this 


paragraph must be made of some substitute for woolin part. There can 


be no question about that. It is very easy for the Senator to see that | 


yarns valued at 30 cents a poundor less could not be made of pure wools 
of the first or second class. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
controversy when a little further testimony perhaps may be of use and 
benefit. Without discussing any other phase of the bill except to put 


Mr. President, we are at that stage now of this | 


in certain facts I havein my possession in support of the position taken | 


by the Senator from Kentucky, I wish to say that having been for the 
past three or four weeks diligently employed in trying to obtain testi- 
mony from the manufacturers of woolen goods who could give infor- 
mation as to the number of pounds of unwashed wool it required to 
manufacture a yard of cloth, I failed to get it because of the fact that 
every manufacturer whom I applied to gave me to understand that he 
did not want to meddle with the matter. Yet from one of the manu- 
facturers of my own State I obtained the information that the aver- 


age number of pounds of unwashed wool needed for a yard of cloth did 


not exceed 3 pounds. 

But, through the instrumentality of a friend, I succeeded in finding 
a gentleman who had been for twenty years employed in the woolen 
and worsted manufactories of Massachusetts and Rhode Island and 
elsewhere as a superintendent. He was commended to me by a gen- 
tleman whom I trusted. This gentleman reached Washington yester- 
day, and from his books, covering a period of time I can not pretend 
to say how long, but long enaugh certainly to convince any reasonable 
man that they were not made up for this occasion, he gives me test 
cases which show a certain number of pounds of cloth manufactured 
from a certain number of pounds of wool, going back to 1884 and com- 
ing down to the year 1890, in which the number of pounds of wool I 
take it 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator give the name ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. 
should like to ask the gentleman’s consent before giving it in an open 
manner. I have no doubt at all but what he would be perfectly will- 
ing to have the Senator, or any Senator for that matter, know his name. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator proceeds, I will say to him that 
there is no contention here on the partof any one that it takes 4 pounds 
of Ohio wool, or of any wools produced in this country, to make a pound 
of finished cloth. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. Let me first read what the gentle- 
man says as a context to his own statement: 


This statemeat is prepared by me from actual working statistics taken from 
my books while superintendent of different worsted mills in Massachusetts and 
Rhode Island, covering an experience of‘twenty years, and states fairly and 
correctly the cost and percentages in the different stages of manufactures be- 
tween wool and the manufactured product, ' 


Now, we will take up the first case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a single 
question? What does he understand by raw wool ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
man speaks of the unwashed wool. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Your understanding is that raw wool means un- 
washed wool. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Unwashed wool. 
Australian wool for making 2-40 yarns, or, in other words, 40 

yarn, single, to weigh 123 grains. 
A lot of 1,600 pounds of wool, unwashed, at 43 cents per pound, $682. 





, . 
yaras of 


RESULT. 


Pounds.| Per cent. 





914 =57.12 
82 =05, 12 
7 ==l. 16 
587 | =36.70 
1,600 | =100.00 
Actual cost of tops, 75.27 cents per pound. 
RESUL1 
Tops, 914 pounds, 
Pounds, | Per cent 
IR oo nsero sc cccnenssesenciecinioones 857 | =93.76 
Shrinkage................ 57 





Actual cost of yarn without labor 90.28 cents per pound. 
Labor, 16 ceuts per pound, $137.12. 
Noils and waste, 156 pounds, at 40 cents, $62.40. 


Here is the actual cost of the yarn. 
Mr. HOAR. May I interrupt the Senator? 


viv 


“* 


I will give it to the Senator privately, but I | 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. No, I can not yield for an interruption now. 
It would confuse my statement 
Mr. HOAR. I wanted to put lest to the Senato 
Mr. McPHERSON I \ 
Actua of yar 
ce ' oo 
ir 719 
12 
Less wast 1 4 ta 0 
Ve ta 
We have now got down to the actual costof the yarn. We ha ib 
| tracted the noils and the waste, and have got in the cost of 
Cost of mnrert 7 1.600 ' $ vfo 8354 y $ > ? i 
si 6 
I LI 
One thousand six hundred pounds of raw Australian wool, cos x 43 ce ' 
| per pound, after having been scoured, produced 914 pounds of tops 
Chese tops were spun into 2-40’s yarn,and produced 857 pounds yarn ata 
cost of 80.28 cents per pound, equal to 968s. 
RECAPITULATI 
One thousand six hundred pounds of raw woo! at 43 c« perpound equals 
$688, reduced by scouring to 914 pounds; hence actual costof said 914 pounds of 
tops equals $75.27 cents per pound. Thesel4 pounds of tops bein rned into 
yarns produced a shrinkage of 57 pounds of hard and soft waste, and the & 
pounds of yarns cost 80.28 cents per pound, which are equal to 9688 
Actual cost of 857 pounds of yarn, at 80.25 cents per pound, equals $688. Thes 
857 pounds of yarns in being made ready for the beams suffered a loss by) 
shrinkage of 2} per cent.,and the $35} pounds added that additional cost to it 
and the pound of yarns became 82.35 cents per pound, equal to 9685 
PAY TO LABOR, 
Labor for scouring, combing, spinning, and producing 857 pounds ot 
yarn at 16 cents per pound. j senses erecsobeete 
Labor for getting the reduced 857 pounds of yarn into $35) pounds 
ready for the beams, at 2} cents per pound 20. 68 
Labor for weaving the 8354 pounds, at 2} cents per pound 20. 68 
| Dyeing and finishing 835} pounds, at 10 cents per pound > ) 
Total to labor ‘ —— oni ; 262. 43 
ANALYSIS, 
Cost of 835} pounds of yarn, at 82.35 cents per pound £688, 00 
Less for 156 pounds of hard and soft waste, which sold at 40 cents per 
pound : . smn nescune tee 62.40 
Net cost.. 625.60 
Paid to labor 262. 4 


I speak of the unwashed wool, and this gentle- | 


100. 00 | 





Total cost, labor included ‘ den ceseneens 

The result from this investment of $888.08 is the production of 835 
yards of cloth weighing 16 ounces, or 1 pound, to the square yard, equal t 
per pound, or square yard, 

These 835} yards sold to the jobbers at $1.50 per square 
$1,253.25. Net profit, $365.22, equal to 41 per cent 
with no backing or admixture of fiber of any kind. 

The labor-cost in this particular manufacture corresponds nearly with 
the labor-cost as is given by Mr. Waldin, the commissioner of labor in 
the State of Massachusetts for the manufacture of this kind of goods. 
He gives it at 29.5 per cent. of the total cost of the product. 

Labor, $262.43 to cost of production of $883.03, equal to 29.5 per cent 

Net profit of $365.22 on $5833.03 investment, equal to 41 per cent 


square 


0 $1,063 


yard, realizin 


rhese were all worsted 


REMARKS. 

Paragraph 374 gives the value of cloth imported at from 24.3 cents per 
yard of 1 pound weight to 26} cents per square yard of 1 pound weight As 
there is no woolen or worsted cloth at any such low figure as 24.3 cents and 26 
cents per square yard of | pound weight, goods of this kind imported were com 
posed of shoddy and cotton; more cotton than shoddy, and the duty of 33 cent 
per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem is given in the comparative statement 
page 89, as 146.99 per cent. and 175.65 per cent. provided it was wool. But as 
these goods contained more cotton than shoddy, and which was worth in Eu 
rope 16 cents per pound, hence the proposed duty of 33 cents per pound is over 
200 per cent., and adding to it the 40 per cent. ad valorem makes it 240 per cent 
ad valorem, and not either 146.99 per cent. or 175.65 per cent 


iare 


Then he gives another result of six months’ working in first-class 
worsted factories. He gives here both foreign and domestic wool used 
The total wumber of pounds is 1,474,536. He gives the result of that. 
He then takes the result again for six months following, of 1,807,040 
pounds, and he brings it down to a result giving you the cost of the 
yarn. He does not carry this test beyond the yarn itself, but he 
gives the value of the wool, of the combed wool, of the noils, of the 
tops, of the card waste, of the burrs, the shrinkage, everything. He 
takes every single item of expense, and what is the result? He makes 
out that a pound of worsted cloth, of this fine cloth, does not require 
to manufacture more than 2 pounds of wool. This is a verification of 
the statement made by the Senator from Kentucky upon the authority 
of Mr. MeKeever, as I understood him to say York. 


Re ign a 


from New 


sullof sic months’ working in a first-class worsted factory. fo 1 domestic 


mixed 


Total, 1¢474,53 


Pounds, Per cent 


Tops 1, 137, 350 77.1 

Noils ; 157, 783 10.70 

Shrinkage 179, 403 12.17 
nl tidiinentcianinesodeeieiinaiin l 174, 36 "100. 00 
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Result of the second six months’ working. 
Total, 1,907,040 pounds, 





Pounds. Per cent. 

IED cn vecsvewvenensane senses 1, 306, 670 72.31 
SUE sicimtescnpnateth gue psebubasendesniemmatsinnaiys tame 195, 830 | 10. 84 
IEE ssccvicititientistisnsisaghtindasiaiptiniiaiadelip iin inisatnls opveietiebaabedimandil a 304, 540 | 16. 85 
SEIN asinsiitnipentl his cian anette adchidtpieeenasn nia tii hie thiaieaienaiealiin 1, 807, 040 100. 00 


Result of whole year working. 
Total, 3,281,576 pounds, 


RESULT. 
— 
Pounds, |Per cent, 
ees csalieis ae wuniidiviietessteséiitipeitatinigntiiei Gi aia 
ieee sinatesslinadenvatecs posaneetenetoiens sotetvetiaa 353,613 | = 10.77 
SI TLIRIID ce csaveronseser-n+0 gcsnediivianeveretocneett mentensheinmmibabionten »| 483,913 | = 14.75 
Total...... : iieeotegietsenitliesie ealiiaiihieatiasaa: aa =100.00 
| 
Pennsylvanta, Ohio, and Australian wools (2-48 yarns). 
Wool, 25,050 pounds; tops, 12,985 pounds; noils, 2,787 pounds; card waste, 
547 pounds; burrs, 131 pounds; shrinkage, 8,600 pounds, 


RESULT. 


| 
Pounds. Per cent, 





I ane adi eatin anil a aaah epuiaeteenions 12, 085 | = 57.84 
Noils*.. ; selves eitieindiendeineiiditaenaanteniameimaiatemandieamiaiadnad 2,787 | = 11.13 
Card wastet... oe M47 | = 02.18 
Burrs]...... ipueeh een Retwer minha tewintndiadnaiitercates sasine envopescensenes 131 = 00, 52 
SIIIIED -novseinassummene pesanedeumathbedbareswcdit wiennuiddinéoesiisianiund 8,600 | = 34.32 

is iiaisiceraie nas ceensticcacns nitelieadidctdab tied saneloapateinsubdiabediail 25,050 | =100.00 


i 


t Are worth 4 cents per pound. 
2 Total loss. 


Labor to produce tops, 6 cents per pound, or $779.10 for the lot. 

The woo! originally cost 34 cents per pound ; after paying for labor and scour- 
ing its cost was 79.3 cents per pound; adding 8 cents forspinning per pound and 
the 10 per cent, of shrinkage to make it into yarn, the net cost was 87.3 cents per 
pound. This yarn sold at $1.05 per pound, leaving a net profit of 14.7 cents per 
pound, or 16.8 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted at some time convenient to the Senator—he 
was quite right in not having the reading of his table interrupted —to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator now want to ask it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. The Senator will pardon me, be- 
cause I did not want to break my statement. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator was quite right in not having his state- 
ment interrupted. But I want to ask those Senators who have been 
upon the Committee on Finance or the Committee on Ways and Means 
in the House, respectively, and have been familiar with this discussion, 
of course, for a great many years, if they do not understand that this 
proportion of the weight of unwashed wool to the weight of the fin- 
ished woolen cloth into which it is made is a matter which is sub- 
stantially settled by English experience where there is no dispute about 
it; where it does not come in to affect the compensatory clauses of our 
tariff at all, but is a matter of the experience of English manufacturers 
laid down in their publications on that subject? The thing is settled 
by the experience of mankind., Their formula of course varies with 
the particular lot of wool or the particular manufacture; but I ask 
whether their general formula is not that 4 pounds of the unwashed 
wool make 1 pound of the cloth? 

“Mr. MCPHERSON. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts 
I wish to state that, so far as I am concerned individually, I donot un- 
derstand anysuch thing. I do not understand that anybody has ever, 
in England or elsewhere, argued as broadly as the Senator puts it. 
There are certain kindsof wool which of course sbrink away very much 
more than others. As to the Australian wool, from which these sam- 
ples were drawn and from which these goods in part were made, it cer- 
tainly is a wool which wastes less from the unwashed condition until 
you get it into the product itself, into the cloth, than any other wool 
in the world. 

Mr. HOAR. Less than Ohio wool? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think it shrinks less than Ohio in, It is 
lighter wool than Ohiowool. Therefore it can not be taken, of course, 
as a basis for all kinds of wool; but I do affirm that the compensatory 
duties which are provided here in this bill are far in excess of what 
they ought to be, and that the rate of compensation given in this bill 
ought to be 3 cents a pound or less. 

r. HOAR. What TI desire, if the Senator will pardon me, to get 
at is this one fact, I do not profess to bea learned person myself on this 


*Are worth 40 cents per pound. 
~ +I1s worth 16 cents per pound. 
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subject, but is it not true that, taking the average of the wool upon 
which our customs duties are imposed and will be imposed in the fut- 
ure, the English or foreign manufacturers treat 4 to 1 as the genera! 
average formula? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No, I do not think that is so; and even if it by 
so, the importations of wool we require to mix with our clothing wools 
in this country are wools of a lighter character, like the Australian 
and other wools of finer character; and as far as the carpet wools ar 
concerned, it is not: a matter of so much consequence, because they ire 
lower priced. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator speaking of carpet wool? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No; but of the high-priced wool, where th; 
duty is 11 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator know—I am sure he should— 
that the duties fixed in 1867 upon the basis that 4 pounds of wool wer 
required for 1 pound of cloth, were fixed upon the theory which was 
then conceded by all, and which has been established and re-established 
a thousand times since, that it took at least 4 pounds of South Ameri 
can unwashed wool to make a pound of finished cloth? The Argentin: 
Republic produces more wool than the United States, and the averag: 
shrinkage of her clip is as I have indicated. In order to give our 
manufacturers compensatory duties it is necessary to take as a basis 
the wools that shrink the most, and not those that shrink the least. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘Those that would come in competition ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those that would come in competition with ou: 
wools. We are prevented by our tariff from buying these South A meri- 
can heavy-shrinking wools. That puts down the price of these wools 
to the foreign manufacturer. The compensatory duty is placed upon 
that basis. «I can bring the testimony of all the manufacturers of the 
United States, everyone who knows anything about it, to confirm the 
statement which I make, that this class of wools shrinks 75 per cent. 
In other words, it takes 4 pounds at least to make a pound of finished 
cloth. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say, in response to what the Senator from 
Rhode Island has said, that this isa matter that I do not know anything 
about, but a gentleman who is thoroughly reputable told me that he 
had furnished to the Committee on Finance samples of goods and was 
ready to establish by testimony which could not be disputed that it 
took less than 4 pounds of wool to make a pound of finished cloth, but 
he was not permitted to make the statement. He simply said the com- 
mittee had declined to give him a hearing and made a promise to him. 

Now, I only speak of this in order that the Senator from New Jersey 
may be re-enforced in his statementand know exactly what the facts are. 
I have a regular statement which I suppose other members of the body 
have received also, at least I know the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] has from one of his constituents, to the effect that this 
was an overstatement, that there was no such average and no such re- 
lation except that it might be incidental. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no contention, as I said before the Sena- 
tor from Kansas came in, on the part of the committee, or on the part 
ofthe manufacturers, or of anybody else, that it takes 4 pounds or any- 
thing like it of the light Australian wools to make a pound of finished 
cloth. A large class of wools, notably the South American wools and 
wools from the Cape, do shrink that amount, and those are the wools 
that the foreign manufacturers buy to compete with our manufacturers 
I have several statements in my possession which show upon the very 
best of evidence that it takes of these wools 4 pounds, 4}, and 4! 

unds in many instances to make a pound of finished cloth. 

Mr. PLUMB. Werethere not some statements made before tlie com- 
mittee and samples furnished to show that it does not take so much ” 

Mr. ALDRICH, The importers have made such statements before 
thecommittee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am not speaking of importers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Evidence was given before the committee that it 
did not take 4 pounds of light Australian wool or of Ohio wool t 
make a pound of finished cloth. It does, however, take 4 pounds of a 
largé class of wools that compete with the American. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the average ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There can be no average about it. We have to take 
those that compete with us. We know that there isan average shrink- 
age of 75 per cent. in these wools and it requires 4 pounds—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Are not these other wools used that do not take so 
much ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereare other wools used, but those are the wools 
we have to compete with. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. The Senator from Rhode Island says that there 
is no contention upon this question. If I understand the state of the 
case at this moment, that is exactly what the contention is. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa raised the point that it is time we began to determine 
whether the compensatory rate of duty as provided in this bill is cor- 
rect, as I understood him. Then there are three or four things to be 
considered with respect to the rate of compensatory duty. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senator does not want to misrepresent me. | 
said there was no contention over the fact that it did a take 4 pounds 
or anything like 4 pounds of the light shrinking Australian wool te 
make a pound of finished cloth. 


; 
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Mr. McPHEKSON. for 
the opposite, and therefore I suppose I did not hear him distinctly. 

The Senator from Iowa asks another question. He asks whether | 
the duty of 10 cents a pound on wool increases the price to the Amer- | 
can producer of wool. For one I want to admit that to a certain ex- | 
tent it does increase the price to the American producer; but that it 
increases the price to the American producer to the extent of 10 cents 
a pound I do not believe, and for this reason: The American manv- | 
facturer is obliged to buy his wools all over the world to mix with the 
wools produced in this country, and the wools produced in this country 
are the easiest obtainable and the greatest inamount. The American 
manufacturer is compelled to go into a competitive market when com- 
petition is active and pay competitive rates tor his foreign woo’. This 
would have a tendency, of course, to reduce the price of domestic wool. 

I think it can be safely said that with a duty of 10 cents a pound the 
American producer of wool does not receive in protection more than 
halt of it, but that he does receive some protection I am willing to ad- | 
mit. We do not grow one-half the wool we need, hence a duty on for- 
eign competitive wools would enhance the price of wools at home. I | 
also think that if all nations manufacturing woolens should remove | 
duties, a readjustment of values would thus be enforced that would 
tend to raise the price of such fine wools as we grow everywhere, and 
the market would be stable and permanent. 

But every particle of the protection of 11 cents a pound which this | 
bill proposes for the American producer of wools does not go to him. | 
Under this bill the American manufacturer will get a big share of it, | 
as will be noted in the dress-goods paragraph, if you please, where you | 
find this condition of things, that you raise the duty on wool 1 cent 
per pound and the compensatory duty on cloths 33 per cent. 

The specific duty on women’s dress goods under 4 ounces per square | 
yard has been increased from 9 cents to 12 cents per yard, an increase 
of 33} per cent. with only an increase of 1 cent per pound on wool; 
and not content with that you have increased the ad valorem rate ol 
duty from 40 to 50 per cent., which is an increase of 25 percent. I | 
admit that the duty of 11 cents a pound on wool is a perfectly propor- | 
tionate duty; and as this bill is constructed from one end to the othe 
a duty of 11 cents a pound upon wool is no higher than other things | 
upon the list. But I want to say that when you proceed one step be- 
yond the wool duty, the duty of 11 centsa pound upon the finer grades 
of wool, and you reach the manufactures of wool, it then becomes flat 
burglary. 

There never was such a bill made before in the history of the world. 
You propose here to give 2 compensatory duty of 44 cents a pound on 
cloths under the supposition that nobody will discover the fact that 
these very cloths which come in under a 44 per cent. compensatory duty 
may be half or three-fourths cotton, and in the majority of cases they | 
are. 

I have some samples of goods ‘upon my desk which have been fur- 
nished me with a statement made concerning them that they come in 
under these different paragraphs 374, 375, and 376, and provision is | 
made in this bill that the compensatory rate of duty shall be upon all- 
wool goods; that is, while they are not described in the paragraphs as 
all-wool goods the compensatory duty is levied as upon all-wool goods. | 
Now here are two samples of goods [exhibiting]. One is all woolen 
and the other is half cotton, and both are subject to the same compen- | 
satory duty of 44 cents a pound, and who gets the benefit of it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. One all cotton? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No, one is part cotton and part wool, and so on. 

There is another thing to be taken into consideration. If in the first 
place the manufacturer gets some part of the 11 cents a pound duty 
which you suppose you are giving to the farmer, and if in addition to 
that the manufacturer geis a larger percentage in a compénsatory duty 
than he is entitled to receive because it does not take 4 pounds of wool 
to make a pound ofcloth, there he is benefited again. 
way is he benefited? He is benefited by a high ad valorem rate upon 
the woolen goods, and that you say is to protect the American manu- 
facturer, to enable him to pay for labor employed in the manufacture 
of American products in competition with pauper labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to understand one statement before 
the Senator passes from it. Did I understand him to say that nearly 
the entire amount of the importations was three-quarters cotton ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No; I was speaking of the sample goods I have 
before me; one-half, and even more, as I understand, of these goods is 
cotton. 

Mr, ALDRICH. A large proportion of the importation? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Some of the samples here are half cottou, some 
of them all wool, and some have to the extent of three-fourths cotton. 
But as wool would be the component material of chief value, as a 
matter of course they receive the compensatory duty for wool. 

It is then stated that we must have an ad valorem rate of duty of 


Europe. 

Now, I refer to a statement made by Consul Schoenhof, who I think 
every Senator upon that side of the Chamber will recognize in a mo- 
mentasa gentleman of large experience and great ability asa statistician 
and anexpert. He was selected to visit the different establishments in 
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I understood the Senator to contend for directly | Europe and America and to ascertain the labor-cost of different prod- 
| ucts manufactured both in America and England in competition one 


withtheother. I haveno statement as tothe difference in cost between 
the manufacture of wool yarns in Europe and in America, but I have 


with regard to the difference in cost of the manufacture of cotton yarns, 


| and the statement made by Mr. Schoenhof is that there is but very lit- 


tle difference between the two yarns in fhe cost of the manufacture. 
Consul Schvenhof in his report to the State Department from Tun 
stal, August 28, 1886 


page 208), speaking of the comparative labor- 


cost in the manufacture of cotton goods between Old England and New 
England, writes as follows 
I set alongside the price-list for the Grinnell Wa tas Nos. 5 léat Fal 
River, as in force in March of this year, and the prices ally paid Laneca 
hire for the same numbers of yarn [take only sucht ibers out of 
as come here u der review, comparative pr es actually i fo nit st 
ton yarn in Massachusetts and Lancashir« 
Lan Mas 
sh i 
No. 18 $0. 52 40 
No. 20 ”) > 
No. 28 61 64 
No, 32 io 72 
No. 40 1.00 QS 
No. 4 4.32 1.14 
No. & ] 1.29 
What is true of spinning 
Says the same authority 
isalso true of weaving, and the fact is fairly well authenticated that sured by 


the piece or pound price, our labor in cotton spinning and cotton manufactu 
ing is fully as cheap as British labor, while its earnings are on an average 50 
per cent. higher. Cheap produ and high earnin bre, pretty 
well in hand, 


The duty upon « 


Lion es go, lhere 


xLton goods for the protection of American labor employed 


in that industry fs from 35 to 6) per cent. Upon what hypothesis can it be 
shown that American labor working for a less price per piece or pound is per- 
mitted to share any part of the protection given to the cotton factory ?” 


Mr. President, I do not know that I want to take up the time of the 
Senate to-night in presenting a list of these different samples of goods 
that I have here, showing the effect of this proposed legislation upon 
the cost of these goods: and perhaps, therefore, I may call attention, 
omitting that and one or two other things, with respect to the labor- 
cost in the manufacture of the goods upon which you propose to levy 


| a duty of 50 per cent., as you say, to protect the home manufacturer 


aiter you have given him two or three slices out of the compensatory 
duty. 
Mr. Wadlin, in his report for 1890, on page 81, giving the amount 


| of the average labor-cost in the manufacture of woolen goods, gives it 


at 21.95 per cent., and the worsted goods at 21.04 per cent. He goes 
on to state, speaking of the industry, having written to a large num- 
ber—some thousands of them—and they report to him 


yat is 


In the following industries the percentage of wage-« 
not exceed 33.33 per cent. of the cost of the product 


above 20, but does 

in those we find cotton goods, worsted goods, and woolen goods. 
Now he refers us to page 30, speaking of cotton goods, in which the 
labor-cost in the amonnt of goods of 5,861,296 pounds manufactured 


| into cotton sheeting was only 18.89 per cent. of the cost of manufacture. 


The rate of duty proposed here is 35 per cent. upon this imported 
article, while Mr. Wadlin tell us the entire average labor-cost is only 
21.4 per cent., and in this test case but 18.897 per cent 

Then there are other things in this bill. For instance, we have the 


| worsted goods, we have the cheviots, we have the carpetings and things 
| of that kind, upon which Mr. Schoenhof gives us some information as 


In what other | 


well, and while I am upon my feet I think I will put it in the Recorp. 
I will take them up one by one. 

Ve will take first the subject of worsted goods, in the manufacture 
of which England has taken an advanced position by reason of her 
ability to control in large measure the woolssuitable forcombing. Raw 
wools being admitted duty free into England, London became the 
store-house of the combing wools of the world. The factories in the 
United States were limited in the choice of these wools. It is one thin, 


| to make corded soft wool goods, and quite another to make combed 


wool goods when the imperfections all lie and show upon the smooth 


| suriace, 


Notwithstanding all these disad vantages, the American worsted manu 
facturers have made great progress, and with free wool can now com 
pete with England in any market, both as tocostand quality. In 1888 


| Mr. Schoenhof visited Philadelphia, where the highest wages paid in 


ce ; _| try—at least so Mr. Schoenhof reports; it is notmy own opinion— 
50 per cent. to protect the manufacturer against the pauper labor of | 


this country in the woolen industry are paid. He also visited Rhode 
Island, where, perhaps, he lowest wages are paid in the same indus- 
and 
drew a comparison between American cost and English cost in a line 
of goods known to the trade as 16 ounces 6-4 black corkscrew worsted 
coatings, which sell in England for about $1 per yard. 

In his report he gives minutely every item of labor-cost and othe: 
expenses in the manufacture of these cloths, Omitting the cost of the 
wool the whole mill-cost compares as follows 
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' 7.38 cents per yard, 
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Philadelphia, 50.67; Rhode Island, 37.71; England, 46.04. The 


English total and the Rhode Island total show a higher cost in Eng- 
land. 

Labor-cost based upon $1 per vard in England: Philadelphia, 40.3; 
Rhode Island, 30.40; England, 24.97. 

Labor, therefore, gets 15.3 cents more per yard in Philadelphia, weal 
in Rhode Island 5.43 cents more than in England in the manufacture 
of a yard of worsted cloth costing in England $1 per yard. The duty 
upon this cloth is 50 per cent. ad valorent. 

The same authority gives the comparative cost of manufacturing chev- 
iots composed ofshoddy and wool. Owing tothe high tax upon wool, there 
is no country in the world where shoddy is so much used in the manu- 
facture of cloths as in this country, and therefore nocountry where the 
people are so much cheated and defrauded. It being-sufficient for my 


purpose to find the comparative labor-cost, the cost of material is there- 
fore omitted from the computation, 

The mill account of the total cost of manufacture of these cloths in 
the United States is 30.42 cents; in England, 30 cents. 

The labor cost in the United States is 18,07 cents; in England, 12.75 


cents. Labor here gets 5.22 cents per yard more than English labor. 
Duty, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

By the same authority kersey cloth is worth in England 88 cents 
per yard; the mill-cost in the United States, 36.2 cents; in England, 
31.25 cents. 

Labor-cost: United States, 22 cents; England, 13.62 cents. 

Labor in the American mill receives over and above English labor 
Duty, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

INGRAIN CARPET INDUSTRY. 


J present herewith a statement by Mr. Schoenhof of the cost of 
manulacturing two-ply 4-4 ingrain carpet, superior quality, in America 
and England, omitting material as before: 

Mill expense: United States, 12.32 cents per yard; England, 15.76 
cents per yard. 

Labor: United States, 7.92 cents per yard; England, 8.26 cents per 
yard, 

American labor gets .34 cent per yard less than English labor. Duty, 
40 per cent. ad valorem. 

While American labor gets less than Pnglish labor, the duty is 40 
per cent. ad valorem to protect American labor against the pauper Ja- 
bor of Europe ! 

Mr. HAWLEY. I sincerely wish the Senatorwould give mea little 
explanation of the statement he has been repeating over and over again. 
Let me make a preliminary explanation. If the American operative 
will produce a great deal faster than the other, I can understand what 
the Senator means ; but does he mean that the operative in each case 
the same daily wages? If the American operative gets less per day, 

do not understand his statement at all. I want to know whether he 
means that the daily payments to the operative are the same in each 
case, or whether he means that it is less in America. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will explain to the Senator just as briefly as 
Iecan. You are comparing a yard ora pound of English carpet with 
a yard or a pound of American carpet, and in your tariff bill you levy 
a duty to protect the American laborer and the manufacturer of Ameri- 
can carpet on that pound or yard. 

Mr. Schoenhof shows that the Jabor-cost in producing a yard or a 
pound, as the case may be, of American cloth compared with English 
labor, and compared with English Jabor it is as I have stated. There- 
fore, the labor in this case is measured by the product of labor, and if 
labor in the United States costs no more to produce a yard of cloth 
than labor in England costs to produce the same yard of cloth, why do 
we impose from 40 to 50 cents per yard upon that cloth to protect the 
American laborer? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What kind of goods does the Senator speak of? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. All kinds of goods—ingrain carpets, cheviot 
goods, worsted goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What particular kind of goods? 

Mr. McPHERSON. The one I am giving now is the ingrain-carpet 
industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Dees not the Senator know that that statement 
was <lenied and showa to be absolutely false by half a dozen carpet- 
manufacturers years ago, and that he is reading ancient history which 
has been shown to be false time and time again ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It has never been successfully contradicted in 
the world, and they defy contradiction, they defy anybody to present 
eng tain totieu> todbnatetenns eemmen tie is taken from 
their own books, and therefore it can not be denied. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has not at all approached an answer 
to my question. I want to know whether the operative in ene case 
gets 75 cents a day and the other a dollar a day. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It does not matter whether he gets 75 cents or 
a dollar or adollaranda halfaday. I havealways argued that Amer- 
ican labor is as much better than foreign labor as the pay is better; that 
the product of American labor when the cost is measured by 
of American labor is cheaper than any labor in the world. That is my 
argument; and when you raise the duty 40, 50, or 60 per cent. ad valo- 
rem upon the products of foreign labor to protect American labor, you 
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first ought to show that American labor gets any part of that protec- 
tion. 
Mr. Schoenhof says: 

I have taken the highest American weaving wages paid, not taking into ac- 
| count that with the improved looms weaving is done at from three-fourths to 
1} cents less per yard. Still, with all this, the general cost is much less than the 
E nglish cost, and with wool at the English costa yard of carpet could be pro- 
dueed in America for 41.07 cents which costs 44.51 cents in England. 

It is getting late, Mr. President, and I will postpone further re- 
marks until Monday. 

Mr. GIBSON. 1 offeran amendment to the pending bill. I move 
to amend the bill in Schedule E, on page 52, by inserting in line 10, 
after the words ‘‘ the United States,’’ the following: 


Or from sirup produced from sorghum, beets, or sugar-cAne grown within the 
United States. 


In line 22, after the word ‘‘States,’’ 
words: 


Or from sirup produced from sorgham, beets, or sugar-cane grown within the 
United States. 


And on page 53, line 2, after ‘‘ United States,’’ insert: 
Or from sirup produced from sorghum. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The suggested amendments will be 
received and printed. 


where it first occurs, insert the 


HENRY L. MULVIN. 


Mr. CAMERON. Iask unanimous consent that the vote by which 
Senate bill 3600 was indefinitely postponed may be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerk. A bill (8S. 3600) for the relief of Henry L. Mul- 
vin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, _ vote by 
which this bill was postponed will be reconsidered and the bill placed 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BATE. That isa)l right, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be placed upon the Cal- 
endar or recommitted to the committee ? 

Mr. BATE. Probably it had better be recommitted. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. Rk. 4451) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of Daniel J. Mahoney was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

a —. (H. R. 5121) to correct the military record of George McKin- 


a bill (H. R. 6558) to remove the charge of desertion against Frank 
W. Morgan 

A bill (E (H. R. 9617) to relieve John Davis of the charge of desertion, 
and to him an honorable discharge; and 
1 (H. R:11040) to relieve Myron A. Eastman of the charge of 
desertion. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R, 9602) to establish the customs district of Tennessee, 
and for other purposes 

A bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the owners and the crews of the 
American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, 
and Europa; and 

A bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer 


N 
e following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 

ferred to the Committee on Claims 

A bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black; 

A bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib- 
erty, Clay County, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 2917) for the ‘relief of John N. Dorr, ‘sr. ; 

A bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of the estate of David B. Sanders, 
deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others; 

A bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased ; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims forstores and 
supplies taken and used by the United States Armyas reported by the 
Courtof ee ee known 


A bill (H. R170) granting a pension to Mrs M. E. Daniels; 
A bill (I. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock; 
<a to Nancy J. Dorlos; 
A bill. Sanat of John H. Grove; 
A bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruee; 

A bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 





_ 


A bill (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Py); 

A bill (H. R. 5524) granting a pension to Anna Platt; 

A bill (H. R. 6287) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips; 

A bill (HW. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; 

A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon; 

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi- | 
ment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7910) granting a pension to John T. Ballard; 

A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison; | 

A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W. Seely; 

A bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca E. 
Simon; 

A bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin; 

A bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor; 

A bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell; 

A bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 9072) increasing the pension of Alexander Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9236) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret O’Conner, 
now Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks; 

A bill (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; 

A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain; 

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; 

A bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon; 

A bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

A biil (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; 

A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, late 
a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Missouri 
Volunteers in the war with Mexico; 

bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley; 

A bill (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth P. Newhouse; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink. 


ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That bill has been reported by the Senate committee 
and is on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “Then it will lie on the table. 


JOHN SWEARER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2493) granting a pension 
to John Swearer, which was, in line 4, alter the word ‘‘act,’’ to insert 
‘* in lien of the pension he is now receiving.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALLIE DOUGLASS HARTRANFT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1840) granting a pension | 
to Sallie Douglass Hartranft, which was, in lines 5 and 6, to strike out | 
**$100”’ and insert ‘*$50,” 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment | 
of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous cousent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DAvis, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready forthe question 
upon the pending amendment ” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I promised the Senator from Ne- 
vada { Mr. Stewart] to yield for a motion for an executive session. 

Mr. STEWART, I move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Nevada. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were ned, and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. 
mi) GeRenstonienrant until Monday, September 1, 1890, at 10 o'clock 

m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 50, 1590. 


The House met at llo’clocka. m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curnperr, 
D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the present hour 
was at the disposal of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Turner] 


He is not present, but by an arrangement with him I was to control 
the time; and at the time the morning hour expired, when this bill 
was last before the House, the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. CAruTH 
was proceeding in time which had been yielded to him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky has seven min- 
utes. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, in the district so ably represented by 
my friend and colleague [ Mr. MoNTrGOMERY ] there resided in the olden 
time a gentleman who kept a hotel, and was noted for his talkative- 
ness, On one occasion a traveler came there and stopped at his hotel, 
and the old man talked to him until bed-time that night and talked 
him to sleep, and when he got up in the morning he continued the 
strain until the traveler got on his horse and rode away. In abouta 
year thereafter the same traveler rode up to the tavern door, and as 
he was on the point of dismounting the landlord came up to him, 
shook him by the hand, and said, ‘‘ My friend, as I was saying to you 
when you were last here’’—and he took up the conversation where he 
left it off a year before. [ Laughter. | 

As I was saying to members of this House when last I addressed 
them upon this subject, I am in favor of paying the debtsof the Go 
ernment of the United States due to any person who has an honest 
claim; and I amin favorof throwing wide open the doors of the courts 
in order that they may go there for the purpose of testing their rights 


| under the law. If I understand the purpose of this bill, it is to open 


the court-house door, to allow these persons to litigate with the Un 
States as to the justice of theirclaims. I think that this isa very ne« 
iarcase. Although in 1868 the Conyress of the United States placed 
upon its statute-hook an act that regulated aday’slabor,noattention was 
paid to it by the officials of the Government; and it beeame 1 ary 
to issue, not one, but two proclamations of the President of the United 


ted 
»y 


States in order to compel the subordinate officials of this Government 
to pay attention toa solemn law which the Congress ot the United 
States had enacted. 

So I say that when we are affording these people an opportunity to 


go into court for the purpose of testing the law that we have made we 
are simply asserting the dignity of our own act. I know there are a 


great many members of Congress and others whp talk about “ stale 
claims,’’ about years having elapsed and these cihims having become 
‘*stale.’’ Whose fault is it that claims become ‘‘stale?’’ Congress 


after Congress, session atter session, honest claimants against this Gov- 
ernment come knocking at the doors of the legislative halls asking for 
their money, and session after session Congress adjourns without pro- 
viding for their payment; and then, after years have elapsed, gentle- 
men get up here and talk against the claims because they are ‘‘ stale! 
These men try to make for themselves reputation as ‘‘ watch-dogs ot 
the Treasury.’’ 
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My friend from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]—I am sorry that he is not in his 
seat—is trying to make himself a watch-dog of the Treasury. [Laugh- 
ter.] These are the gentlemen who believe in the doctrine that— 

Little drops of water, 
Little grains of sand, 

Make the mighty ocean, 
And the beauteous Jand. 


And their motto is that— 


° These little items, 


Minute though they be, 
Make the mighty millions 
Of the Treasuree, 

| Laughter. ] 

They come here and attempt to guard the Treasury against the 
payment of these small but honest claims. They are the watch-dogs 
of the Treasury. They set themselves up as guardians of ‘‘ the peo- 
ple’s money,’’ and they try to guard it against everybody, provided the 
person who attempts to get it does not come from their own locality. 
| Laughter.] Why, sir, the gentleman from Iowa told us the other 
day that the claimants iu this case came mostly from the East. If they 
had come from the West, and especially if they had come from Iowa, 
the watch-dog might have remained in his kennel, and the approach- 
ing claimant could exclaim— 

’Tis sweet to hear the watch-dog’s honest bark 
Kay deep-mouthed welcome as we draw near home. 

{ Laughter. } 

Here is a proposition embodied in this bill to allow these men who 
have perlormed labor for the Goverament beyond what should have 
been their day’s labor under the law to receive just compensation for 
that extra work. It is not proposed to pay them this money now, but 
only to pay then after they have presented their case to the Court of 
Claims and that court has favorably adjudicated their demands. I say 
that if there is to be any sanctity in the statutes of the United States, 
if the laws that we put upon our statute-books are to amount to any- 
thing, then these men are entitled to the relief they seek. 

In 1868, more than twenty-one years ago, you passed this law. 
By a resolution of the Congress of the United States at a subsequent 
date you said what the law meant. You said it meant that a man 
should be paid the same wages for eight hours as men in the locality 
where the labor was done were paid for a full day’s work, and that is 
the rule that now prevails in the Departments. But, notwithstanding 
that declaration of Congress, a Secretary of the Navy, sworn to uphold 
the Constitution and enforce the laws—a Secretary of the Navy had 
the audacity, in face of the solemn enactment of Congress, to issue an 
order in which he set aside what Congress had said should be the law 
and fixed ten hours as a day’s labor. And it is, as we understand from 
this report, to obtain pay for the extra labor thus enforced that these 
men now desire to appeal to the courts of justice. Are they entitled to 
this relief? Gentlemen say that to pay them may take three millions 
outof the Treasury of the UnitedStates. What difference does it make, 
if the debt is just, whether it takes three millions or thirty millions of 
money? The question is simply: Do we owe this money? If we do, 
we ought to pay it. If we do not, we ought not to pay it. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Dinciey]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this bill ought to 
pass. I can hardly understand how, under all the circumstances, we 
can refuse to these thousands of laborers, workmen, and mechanics who 
have been employed by the Government the right to go to the Court 
of Claims for the purpose of testing the justice of their claims against 
the Government. 

The facts, as I understand them, are simply these: In 1868 the Con- 
gress of the United States what is known as the eight-hour law. 
The law simply provided that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work 
for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of 
the Government. These workmen claim that under this law they are 
entitled toa full day’s pay for each eight hours’ work which they per- 
formed; and they ask that they may be permitted to go to the Court of 
Claims in order to determine the justice and equity of their claims. 

The debates in Congress when this Jaw was enacted, the order which 
was issued by the Adjutant-General immediately after the passage of 
this act, the proclamation of the President a year later, and especially 
the act of Congress passed in 1872 directing the accounting officers to 
settle with laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed up to that 
time atthe rate of a day’s wages for each eight hours’ labor performed, 
seem to carry clearly the conviction that it was the intention of Con- 
gress in enacting the law ot 1868 to pay these laborers, workmen, and 
mechanies a full day’s wages for each eight hours of labor, and not, as 
the act was construed by some of the officers in the Departments, to 
reduce their pay in consequence of the reduction of the hours of labor. 

However that may be, this bill provides that this very question as 
to the intent of the eight-hour law of 1868 shall be determined by the 
court on the application of these workmen to have their cases reviewed ; 
and I see nothing in the bill that in any way interferes with the proper 
decision of that question. Of course there is waived first of all the 
lapse of time; and it is appropriately waived, because the officers of 


I yield five minutes to the gen- 
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the Government and not the workmen themselves have been at fault. 
There is appropriately waived also the fact that these men received pay 
according to the construction given to the law by the officers, because 
these workmen had no other way to do than to accept the amount that 
was offered them and receipt for it. There isalso excepted in the bill, 
and it seems to me appropriately, ‘‘any agreement exacted by any offi 
cer of the Government as a condition of employment or retention in 
the public service.’’ 

I call attention to the fact that under the act of 1872 all such labor 
ers who had worked between 1868 and 1872 over eight hours per day 
were paid the price of a day’s work for each eight hours’ labor, which 
is all that is claimed by the laborers who ask to go to the Court ot 
Claims under this bill. 

The suggestion has been made that the whole matter be referred to 
the accounting officers of the Treasury with directions to settle with 
each claimant. If the direction could be given to the accounting offi 
cers to pay each employé a full day’s wages for each eight hours | 
should be glad to concur. But this is not what gentlemen who mak: 
the suggestion propose. They propose to refer the matter to the a 
counting officers who have already decided that these men are entitled 
to nothing, and such reference would simply defeat the claimants, who. 
as a last resort, ask to go to the courts to have their rights determined. 
under the eight-hour law. 

If there has been a voluntary agreement by any employé or labore: 
to work eight hours each day and to subject himself to a reduction ot! 
pay according to the hours of labor, then the decision in the Martin 
case would control. But if there has been no voluntary agreement—' 
if everything that has been done is an exaction on the part of the offi 
cer, submitted to under protest by these men, then there certainly is 
no reason why the fact that they were told they should work this 
length of time and have a reduction of pay should affect the decision 
in this case. 

Mr. BREWER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have but a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of thegentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DinGLey] has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
utes additional. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now I will yield for the question of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. BREWER]. 

Mr. BREWER. I take it from your argument that if a man should 
come to you seeking employment in your business and you should offe: 
him certain wages per day, and he, while protesting against the rate 
of wages offered and saying he oaght to have more and ought to have 
certain hours of work, does in fact consent, and does go to work upon 
your terms, he is accepting the employment ‘‘ under protest.’’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, does the gentleman think his way of statine 
the question is at all fair and jast? 

Mr. BREWER. It seems to me an exactly analogous case to the one 
now before us. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Here was an officer of the Government directed by 
law to employ these men to laboreight hours asa day’s work, and that 
officer violated the law—— 

Mr. BREWER. But there was nothing in the law that prevented 
these men from contracting to work ten hours a day. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If it was done voluntarily-—— 

Mr. BREWER. What does the gentleman mean by ‘voluntarily ?”’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the officer of the Government, in violation of 
law, imposed upon these laborers an agreement—— 

Mr. BREWER. If they went to work under those terms, was not 
their action voluntary so as to make it a legal contract? 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘That is a question which the court will determine 
Bat if the officers of the Government violated the law which existed at 
that time—and that is the first thing that the court must find in orde: 
that these claimants may recover—I am sure the gentleman’s sense o! 
fairness and honor would prompt him to say that these laborers or 
workmen who went to work under protest relying upon the faith o! 
the Government and the laws of the country should not suffer in con 
sequence. This case is not parallel at all with that of employment 
by an individual as put by the gentleman, and it seems to me that an 
honorable man looking at the law as he should, looking ut the agrec 
ment that the nation made with these workmen, would say that the; 
should be paid according to the intent of the law, and that the officer- 
of the Government should not be permitted to step in and violate the 
law and then deprive these laborers of their pay. 

Mr. BREWER. I would like to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. 

{ Here the hammer fell }. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
from New York [Mr. Covert]. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that the pending meas- 
ure may be enacted intolaw. Itseems to me that its passage will be but 
an act of simple justice, long delayed, to those who have received gross 
injustice at the hands of the Federal authorities, Over twenty years ago 
the Congress of the United States, by asolemn enactment, ordained that 


I yield the gentleman two min- 


I now yield to the gentleman 
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eight hours should coustitate a day’s work on the part of all mechanics, 
laborers, and workmen thereafter to be employed in the service of the 
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General Government. There can be no misunderstanding, no miscon- | 


struction, it seems to me, as to the intent of this provision oflaw. _ 

Prior to the passage of this enactment ten hours constituted a day’s 
work to be performed by the employés of the Government referred to 
in the pending measure. \ L 
class of workmen were employed, in some instances seemingly placed 
their own construction upon the law thus solemnly enacted, and, as 
claimed by these employés, deprived them of all benefit arising trom 
its passage. It is alleged that inother, and perhaps the great majority 
of cases, promises of added pay for work in excess of eight hours were 
made by departmental officers, and that these promises have never 
been fulfilled. 

The claim of these workmen is simply that when they had labored 
eight hours each day they were entitled under the law to pay fora full 
day’s work, whatever that pay might be. The pending measure simply 
makes provision that whoever, coming within the classes of employés 
mentioned, has been employed in the Government service under and 
since the act of 1868, and has not been paid the full price of a day’s 
work for each eight hours he has been so employed, shall have the right 
to bring suit in the United States Court of Claims to recover such de- 
ficiency; and power is given to the court to take jurisdiction of all such 
cases without regard to the lapse of time, and if, in the opinion of the 
court, he was, under the act of 1868, or other existing laws, entitled to 
the full price of a day’s work for cight hours’ service, to adjudicate 
such claim upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day’s work; 
and for that length of service the claimant shall be entitled to recover 
the full price of a day’s work, whatever that may be, less the ammount 
he has already received, and in that ratio for any fraction of a day, if 
in the opinion of the court such wasthe meaning of the act of 186%, or 
any other existing laws; and if anything is found to be due, judgment 
shall be given against the United States in favor of each claimant ac- 
cordingly. 

These are the substantial features of this bill. I have stated the 
material parts of it, without any attempt to reproduce the measure in 
its entirety. It will beseen that no question is involved hereas to the 
propriety or impropriety of establishing the limit of time which shall 
constitute a day’s work on the part of those engaged in these branches 
of the public service. The law-making power of the land settled that 
question by the enactment of over twenty years ago. This House, by 
an overwhelming vote, only the other day reaffirmed the provisions of 
the act of 1868, and extended those provisions to other classes of Gov- 
ernment employés. , 

The simple question te be determined now is, shall the mechanics 
and workmen interested in the question brought about by the conditions 
presented be permitted an opportunity to test the validity of their 
claims? Abouta year after thé passage of the original ‘‘ eight-hour 
law’’ President Grant issued a formal proclamation directing that from 
and after that time no reduction should be made in the wages paid by 
the Government by the day to such mechanics or workmen on account 
of the reduction of the hours of labor. 

Four years later the same Executive issued another proclamation 
again calling the attention of the officers engaged in the Executive De- 
partments to the provisions of the act of 1868, and to his former proc- 
lamation upon the same subject. ‘The appropriation act cf the same 
year called attention to the first enactment on the subject and to the 
several proclamations of the President, and directed the proper ac- 
counting officers to pay for the services of this class of employés with- 
out any reduction on account of the decrease of the hours of labor. 

This, briefly stated, is the record of legislative and executive action 
already had upon the matter now under consideration. I may add that 
repeated efforts have been unsuccessfully made from time to time in 
Congress to pass measures similar to the one now under discussion. 
The claimants here can scarcely be charged, therefore, with laches or 
with sleeping upon their reserved rights. 

It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that any attempt now to discuss the 
meaning and object of this prior legislation would be entirely unnec- 
—- It seems to me that the legislation already had speaks for 
itself. 

But with exceeding care, with a degree of attention for which full 
credit should be extended, the committee reporting this bill have ex- 
amined fully into this question. They have reproduced in their report 
extracts from the discussion had in the Senate when the original 
measure was before that body, and these extracts establish conclusively, 
it seems to me, that the effect sought was not by any means to bring 
down the rate of wages because the time for labor was shortened. 

From these premises I submit that the only fair and logical deduc- 
tion that can be drawn is that if these employ¢s of the Government since 
the passage of the enactment referred to have been coerced to perform 
ten hours’ labor per day before they could receive pay tor a full day’s 
work, or if their wages have been reduced because they did only eight 
hours’ work a day—if either of these conditions have prevailed, they 
= entitled in morals and in law to the remedy they now seek to en- 

orce, 


The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] in his argument against this 
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bill has quoted the case of Martin vs. The United States (4 Otto’s Re- 
ports, 400), and has claimed that the decision in that case is absolute 
as against the right of these claimants to recover. But in the Martin 


| case the claimant had acquiesced in the agreement that eight hours 


But the official agents through whom this | 
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should not make a day’s work. He had received his pay upon a basis 
of twelve hours constituting a day’s Jabor, without the slightest pro- 
test. He gave a receipt in full for his pay upon this basis. The court 
conld have rendered no other decision, it seems to me, but a decision 
adverse to the claimant under these circumstances. 

But here, as I am instructed, the conditions are entirely dissimilar. 
Here there were protests; here there was no understanding or agreement 
between the parties such as existed in the Martin case. Here there 
was no waiver of the reserved right of the claimants. 

Itis of course understood that Congress by the enactment of this meas- 
ure does not by its aflirmative action settle or in any manner determine 
any legal proposition that may be involved here. Wesimply by the pas- 
sage of this act say that these claimantsshall have their ‘‘ day in court.’’ 
The Court of Claims will take under careful advisement all the facts 
in the case and all the principles of law which may be applicable to 
the facts presented. 

The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. KErr] protests against the passage 
of this bill because, as he avers, he has reason to think that some of 
these claims have been assigned, and are now in the hands of specu- 
lators. I do not know how correct he may be in this assumption, but, 
even if it be true, it does not affect the principle involved here. If 
any such assignments have been made, the contracts were periectly 
legal and legitimate. This Congress has already passed some measures 
the direct effect of which will be to interfere with, to restrain, and 
limit legitimate trade. We did that the other day when the majority 
passed the Conger bill. 

We have another measure pending limiting dealings in ‘‘ futures.’’ 
3ut no law has yet found its place on our statute-book forbidding an 
assignment of a legitimate chose in action, If it be true that in iso- 
lated instances these assignments have been made, such action should 
not affect the principle involved here, nor can it affect the cases of those 
workmen who still hold in theirown right these claims against the 
Government. 

The gentleman from Iowa says, also 

If there is any class of menin this country who ought to pay particular at- 


tention to the law upon the subject of the employment of labor, it is the labor- 
ers themselves. 


ss 


I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this is worse than begging the question. 
Does not the gentleman—himself an astute lawyer—know that as a rule 
the class of people aftected by this bill are the very people who, by 
reason of the conditions which surround them, are incapableof drawing 
nice conclusions and of determining questions of law upon which even 
gentlemen on this floor seem, from this discussion, to entertain con- 
flicting opinions? 

The people affected by this bill are the class of people who rely upon 
promises made to them by their employers; they are men who regard 
definite statements made by those in authority as to how much they 
shall receive for certain stipulated hours of labor as binding and con- 
clusive. ‘‘ Their brows are wet with honest sweat.’’ They have no 
time to read law digests, and no money to pay lawyers for elaborate opin- 
ions, They are to agreater extent perhaps than any other class of our 
citizens of that number who need all the protection that law and equity 
can throw about them. 

One of the unquestioned edicts of the universal moral law is that 
‘the laborer is worthy of his hire.’’ 

It would seem to me, sir, an act of the grossest injustice, in the face of 
the facts presented, to deny to these claimants the privilege of attempt- 
ing at least to substantiate theirclaims. [t would bean act of grossest 
wrong to close the doors of our courts in the faces of these men and to 
say to them that the strong arm of the law shall prevent them from 
seeking that justice which is equal and impartial. It would bea per 
version of that justice which is for rich and poor alike—alike for the 
strongest Republic on earth and for the humblest servitor, who in his 
dual character of citizen and workman constitutes a part of the strength 
and integrity of the Republic. 

[ Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
tleman from Kansas [ Mr. MorrILL}. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, the time allotted to me is entirely 
too brief to allow me to enter into any general discussion of the ques- 
tion before the House. But I holdin my hand an appeal made by the 
workingmen of Kansas to Congress in 1474. As this appeal containsa 
full but concise statement of the case on behalf of these men, I desire 
to have it read, together with a brief in relation to the law of the case, 
presented in 1876. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EIG 


I yield five minutes to the gen- 


1iT-HOUR LAW—AN APPEAL TO THE HONORABLE SENATORS AND REPRESEN’ 
ATIVES IN CONGRESS, ASSEMBLED AT WASHINGTON, D. ( 
GENTLEMEN: We respectfully make known to you that we were employed 
by the United States Government, under the direction and by authority of the 
commander of the Department of the Missouri, and that between June 25, 1868, 
and the 15th of August, 1872, we were required to work ten hours per day, in 
violation of the act of Congress known as the eight-hour law. 
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It having become known to the executive d rtment of the Government 
that the law was evaded,and on the 19th of May, 1869, the President of the 
United States msxued his proclamation, directing that there should be no reduc- 
tion of wages on account of the reduction of the hours of labor, and that eight 
hours was a day's work, according to the act of Congress, approved June 25, 
186% 

Now, we invite your attention to the fact that the President's proclamation 
gave no protection to the workingmen in this, the Department of the Missouri, 
and we had to work ten hours each day up to the 15th of August, 1872, three 
months after the President'ssecond proclamation, dated May 11, 1872, and again 





directing all officers of the Government having charge of the employment and 
payment of workingwen to make no reduction in the wages on accountof the 
reduction of the hours of labor. 


As Government employés, we believe we hada right to the benefit of the 
eight-hour law, which brought the sunshine of happiness into the home of 
many a laboring man throughout the land, but we were deprived of its bless- 
ings for more than four years, by being compelled to work two hours per day 
more than the law of Congress required of us, or suffer a reduction of our 
wages or the loss of our situation. 

Our claims are acknowledged to be just and reasonable, and the accounting 
officers of the lreasury Department have, under the provisions of an act of Con- 

ress approved May 15, 1872, settled and paid us fora portion of the time, namely, 
caeveun June 25, 1868, and the 19th of May, 1869; and we now claim pay for the 
balance of the time. The honorable Secretary of War informs us that rolls of 
all employés hired in this Department, entitled to the benefits of the eight-hour 
law, with statements of the amount due them, were, in May last, forwarded to 
the Third Auditor of the Treasury for settiement. But the cause of non-pay- 
ment by the Treasury of these claims for services since May 19, 1869, is owing 
to want of an®ppropriation for that pur And the honorable Secretary of 
War says that on the 10th of February, 1874, in a communication to the House 
of Representatives, he asked that the provisions of the act of May 18, 1872, ve 
extended so as to cover the period from May 19, 1869, to the time when full wages 
— paid for eight hours’ labor, and that Congress did not take final action in 
the matter. 

From all the evidence we furnish, it will be seen that all who know the nat- 
ure of our claims acknowledge them to be just and honorable; and it is for 
our honorable Senators and Kepresentatives to say that the laborer is worthy 
of his hire, and for the National Government to prove that justice shal! be done 
to the working classes of this country. 

And it will be ever remembered that the man who votes against making an 
appropriation tu pay our just claims, votes that an order of the commander of 
a military department of the United States can veto and setaside an act of Con- 
gress, especially when such an act is made for the benofit of the working 
classes. 

To sum up our statement, it amounts to this: 

First. Congress enacted that eight hours should be a day's work alter June 
25, 1868, 

: Second. We worked ten hours per day between June 25, 1868, and August 15, 
872. 

Third, We received extra pay for the time between June 2, 1868, and May 
19, 1869, 

: Fourth. Government owes us for the time between May 19, 1869, and August 
5, 1872. 

Filth, Our claims are audited and allowed-to be correct and just. 

Sixth. We appeal to you for an appropriation to pay us our claims. 

Our honorable Kepresentatives from this State will attend to the matter for 
us, and we refer to them for further information. 

Trusting that you will see that justice is done, we wish to say that weask for 
no favors, but for payment for service rendered, and on behalf of the claimants 
we have the honor to be, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
PETER O’ FARRELL, 
FRANK H. OSBORNE, 
JAMES WHITLOCK, 
Corresponding Committee for the Workingmen of Kansas. 


Le&AVENWORTH, Kans., November 10, 1874. 


BRIEF. 

Ex. No.1, January 12, 1876, Mr. William A. Phillips introduced the following 
bill (HL. R. 1005); which was read twice, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed : 

“A bill to amend the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,1872, and for former 

years, and for other purposes,’ approved May 18, 1872. 


‘Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 2 of the act entitled ‘An act making 
ees for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 

, 1872, and for former years, and for other pe —- May 18, 1872, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to include, in settlement therein 
provided for, all accounts for the services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, between the 
19th day of May, 1869, and the date when full payments were commenced for 
So hours’ labor, without redaction on account of the reduction of the hours of 

by the act approved on the 18th day of May, 1868, and when it shall be 
made to appear that the reduction of the hours labor was the sole cause of 
the reduction of wages; and a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise ——n = 

March 9, 1876, Committee on Appropriations discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. Thomas J. Cason, of Indiana, appointed a subcommittee to examine into 
the merits of the bill and report the same back to the committee. 


EVIDENCE PRODUCED IN SUPPORT OF BILL. 


Ex. No.2, February 29,1868, General Orders No.6, issued from Headquarters 
Department of the Missouri, Fort Leavenworth, Kans., by Maj.Gen. A.J. Smith 
commanding, establish the rate of pay, per diem and month, of all classes of 
employés in the Quartermaster’s Department, at any station in the military 
Department of the Missouri. 

cx. No.3. February 24, 1869, circular issved from the office of the depot quar- 
termaster, Fort Leavenworth, Kans., by General Benjamin C. Card, depot quar- 
termaster, as follows: 

“On and after the Ist of March next, until farther notice, the workshops and 
places of labor at this depot wil! be open daily, as follows: 

“From 7 a.m. to 12 m.,and from 12.45 p. m. to 5.45 p. m. 

“‘Employés choosing to work these hours will receive the same rate of pay as 
now allowed. Those working only the hours comprising the legal day’s labor 
will receive four-fifths of the day allowed in the othee case.”’ 

Ex. No, 5. March 26, 1869, General Orders, No. 4, issued from the Headquar- 
ters Depeutncans of the Missouri, Fort Leavenworth, Kans,, by Major-General 
Schotieid, commanding, requires all workshops and 

Sanco 20 bestepenten haus one Coe emma , on and after 
, 1869, and all civil employés who choose to work the ten hours will be for 
overwork at the game rate as for the legal day's work of eight hours. 
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Ex. No. 4. March 24, 1869, General Orders, No. 3, issued from the H uarters 
Department ot the Missouri, Fort Leevenworth, Kansas, by Major-General 
Schofield, commanding, establishes the rate per diem and month for all em- 
ployés in that department, and reduces the pay one-fifth of the following classes 
of laborers, workmen, and mechanics: Master mechanics, blacksmiths, assist- 
ant blacksmiths, whee! wrights, carpenters, saddlers and harness-makers, paint- 
ers, masons and plasterers, overseers of laborers, and laborers, but retains at full 
rates of wages the tollowing, *‘ whose time may be necessary at any and al! 
hours:” Clerks, storekeepers, watchmen, train-masters, depot train-masters, 
assistant train-masters, teamsters with trains, depot teamsters, depot ostlers, 
chief herders, herdsmen, and cooks. 

Ex. No.6, May 19, 1869, the President of the United States issued his proclama- 
tion as follows: * * * ‘From and after this date noreduction shall be made 
in the wages paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics on account of such reduction of the hours of labor.”’ 

(See volume 16, Statutes at Large, page 1127.) 

Ex. No. 7. May 11, 1872, the President of the United States issued his second 
proclamation, and after reciting his proclamation of May 19, 1869, says: “And 
whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Congress and the proclama- 
tion aforesaid have not been strictly observed by all officers of the Govern- 
ment having charge of such laborers, workmen, and mechanics: Now, there- 
fore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby again call 
attention to the act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all officers of the execu- 
tive department of the Government, having charge of the employment and 
payment of laborers, workmen, or mechanics, employed by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States, to make no reduction in the wages paid by 
the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on ac- 
npmiat - reduction of the hours of labor."’ (See volume 17, Statutes at Large, 
page . 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FLowER]. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, I have carefully read the report of 
the committee on this bill, and I assure you that I am heartily in favor 
of the measure. I believe that had members of Congress been inter- 
ested in the payment of this money as they were in a question affect- 
ing their own pay which arose here a few months ago twenty-two years 
would not have elapsed and the claim still remain unpaid. I know 
that the claims of Representatives to their pay went through at this 
session very quickly; and J hope that the claims of these workingmen 
will be adjudicated by the Court of Claims with the same celerity. I 
trust also that the committee will bring up the bill establishing an 
eight-hour law for the benefit of post-office clerks. I believe that the 
law ought to be applied to that branch of the public service, as those 
employés perform more arduous duties than any other class of em- 
ployés under the Government of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. WADE}. 


[Mr. WADE addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I yield now to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY]. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of this bill those who 
oppose its seem to entirely ignore the fact that there is a stat- 
ute of the United States which prescribes what shall constitute a ‘‘le- 
gal day’s work;’’ and the question is discussed and treated by these 
geatlemen as though it were one arising upon a voluntary contract be- 
tween individuals standing upon an equal footing and oes to 
contract. Of course we all understand that in such cases the agree- 
ment—the contract—of the parties constitutes in itself the law by 
which the contracting parties are to be governed, and all that the law 
of the land undertakes to do in such cases is to execute the contract 
between the parties as they made it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is no such question here. By the exercise 
of its sovereign power the Government of the United States has en- 
acted a law under which the rights of the parties are to be determined. 
We have made the law, and that is the contract now by which we are 
bound. We said by solemn act of Congress that eight hours shall con- 
stitute a day’s work for all laborers and mechanics employed by or on 
behalf of the United States, the effect of which was to say to such em- 
ployés that when they performed eight hours’ work in a calendar day 
for the Government that the Government would then compensate 
them therefor by payment of a day’s wages; for a legal day’s work 
they were to receive a legal day’s pay. 

It is therefore, Mr. Speaker, the fact that such a law as this appears 
on the statute-books that gives rise to the very controversy now before 
us. Again, the argument upon the assumption by the op- 
ponents of the bill that the eight-hour law is not a wise nor an expe- 
dient law. It is not only useless, but foreign perhaps, to the question 
now before us to discuss either the wisdom or the propriety of that enact- 
ment. It ought to suffice to know that the law-making power of this 
land, in the exercise of its wisdom and sound discretion, did enact such 
a law, and like all other laws, is to be enforced; and if not intended 
so to be, ought without delay to be repealed. But since that question 
has been thrown into the discussion, and if necessary to discuss the 
merits of that law, abundant and conclusive argument is at hand to 
justify the passage of that act. 

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, it has stood not only unrepealed, but 
without any attempt to repeal it for a period now of over twenty-two 
years. On the contrary, repeated efforts on the part of the Chief Ex- 
ecutive and of have been had to enforce and carry it into exe- 
cution, And, asa matter of fact, the law is to-day strictly observed 
by the Government in all its Departments. The wisdom and sound 
public policy of such a law is not only demonstrated by act of Congress, 
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but was demanded and approved by the large mass of our working 

ple throughout the country, and they constitute the great mass of 
our citizenship. And so late as the Ist day of May last the working- 
men, mechanics,and laborers throughout the length and breadth of the 
land made a united and determined effort to have inaugurated the 


game system of eight hours for a day’s work throughout thecountry, | 


and the movement met with a large measure of success, and in my 
humble opinion, Mr. Speaker, the time is not far distant when it will 
be universally adopted. As indicative of the sentiment of Congress in 
view of this past legislation I had the honor of presenting to the House 
the following resolution on the Ist day of May last, which was referred 
to the Committee on Labor, and which I hope to see favorably reported 
by that committee: ’ 

Whereas a law was enacted by Congress on the 25th day of June, 
viding *‘ that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics now employed or who may hereafter be employed by or 
on behalf of the Government of the United States,’’ thereby declaring this Gov- 
ernment in favor of the system; and 

Whereas the mechanics, workmen, and laborers, comstituting as they do the 

t bulk of our patriotic citizens, are on this Ist day of May, A. D. 1890, agitat- 
ng and demanding that henceforth eight hours shall constitute a legal day’s 
work: Therefore, : 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that the said demand is reasonable 
and just, and that it is our belief that the inauguration of said system of eight 
hours for a day’s work would be conducive to the public weal and tend to pro- 
mote the industrial, commercial, intellectual, and moral advancement of the 
people. 

The arguments in favor of this system have found favor very gener- 
ally among our people, and if time permitted and the occasion war- 
ranted I should be glad to enumerate some of them. It tends to the 
higher development of the citizen, renders him more capable of per- 
forming better service to his employer, and will enable him to con- 
tinue it in vigor for a greater number of years. But, as I have said, it 
is foreign to the question now before us, and I ought not perhaps to 
trespass upon the indulgence of the House by digressing from the direct 
issue, especially in view of the action of this House only day before yes- 
terday in passing the bill amendatory of the act of 1868, so as to render 
it more effectual, and thereby emphasizing our approval of the eight- 
hour system. I will therefore leave this branch of the question with 
a quotation on this theme from that eminent christian statesman, Car- 
dinal Manning, which contains a word of philosopby that must com- 
mend itself to all fair-minded people. It is: 

But if the domestic life of the people be vital above all ; if the peace, the pu- 
rity of homes, the education of children, the duties of wives and mothers, the 
duties of husbands and of fathers, be written in the natura! law of mankind, 
and if these things are sacred, far beyond anything that can be sold in the mar- 
ket, then I say, if the hours of labor resulting from the unregulated sale of a 
man's strength and skill shall lead to the destruction of domestic life, to the 
neglect of children, to turning wives and mothers into living machines, and of 
fathers and husbands into—what shall I say, creatures of burden ?—I will not 
say any other word—who rise up before the sun, and come back when it is set, 


wearied and eble only to take food and lie down to rest, the domestic life of 
men exists no longer, and we dare nét go on in this path. 


Let me therefore, as briefly as I can, present the question now before 
us. This bill does not ask the adjudication at the hands of Congress 


of the rights of the claimants, or of those who will be benefited by its | 


passage. All they ask is that they may have an opportunity of having 
determined by the court, a court of the Government’s own creation, 
the legal rights to which they claim they are entitled. On the 25th of 
June, 1868, Congress passed a law commonly known as the eight-hour 
law, which reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That eight hours shall constitute a day's work for all ia 


rs and mechanics now employed or who may hereafter be employed by or 
in behalf of the United States, 


The intention of Congress in passing this act is plain and unmistak- 
able. Ido not know that it has ever been anywhere questioned, ex- 


cept by certain subordinate Government officials, as I shall hereafter | 


refer to. The debates in both Houses of Congress when said bill was 
uncyr consideration leaves no room for doubt that it was the clear, un- 
equivocal intent of Congress in passing said law that eight hours 
should constitute a legal day’s work and entitle the person rendering 
it to a legal day’s pay. Some of the Government officials, however, 
sought at first to construe this law differently; but the same coming 
to the knowledge of President Grant, he issued a proclamation on the 
19th of May, 1869, and a second one of the same tenor on the 11th of 
May, 1872, both of which I quote as showing the construction placed 
upon said act by the President of the United States: 


Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted on and after 

date eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics 

employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, and repealed 
all acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith : 

Now, therefore, I, Ulysses 8. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
direct that from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the wages pai« 
by the Govertiment by the day to such workmen, laborers, and mechanics on 
— —< the — ~ oy ha a of labor. 

n mony whereo' ve hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of 
tg Caled Eaten fo be atten : 
a tyo ashingion, this 19th day of May, in the year of our Lord 
1869, and of the Independence of the United States the ninety-third. 
U 


S. GRANT. 
By the President: , 


HAMILTON FISH, 
Secretary of State, 


yt 
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d June 25, 1868, constituted on and afte: 
s work for all rs, workmen, and mechanics 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and 
| Whereas on the 19th day of May, 1469, by Executive proclamation, it 
| rected that from and after that date no reductior 10ould be made in th 
paid by the Government by the day workmen, and 
on account of the on of the he labor; and 
| Whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Cor 
mation aforesaid have no en strictly « rved by all of 
ment having charge of 
Now, therefore, 1, Ulysses S. Grant, P 
again call attention to the act of Congress aforesaid l t officers of 
the Executive Departments of Government 
ment of laborers, workmen, and mechan 
Government of the United States, to make duction in the w s paid by 
the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on 
count of the reduction of the hours o abe U.S. Stats. at Large, \ ime 17, 
| page 955 
Dated May 11, 1572 


Whereas the act of Cx 


that date eight hours a day labore 


was 


wa 


to such orers mechan 


reduc rs of 


gress and the procla- 
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ich \ t 


the hav e cha of t 


s, employed by or on behalf of 
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called to 
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| And later on, President Cleveland’s attention having been 
| alleged violations of this act, he used the following 
ence to the same: 


I believe that the law is a sound oneand ag ne, and that it should bee: 
forced to the letter. I have no information regarding instanc ylation 
or evasion, but if such instances are presented to me | will seedhat the abuse 
is remedied and the full spirit of the law is enforced, which I understand to be 
to pay workmen in the Government employ for eight hours’ work daily what 
is paid outside of the Government employ for a full day's work. The Gevern 
ment can not afford to set the example of non-enforcement and non-observan 
of its own enactments. 


, 
language rel 





od « 


sof ita vie 


This clearly demonstrates, better than any words which I conld use 
the construction plaeed upon this act by the Chief Executives of t 
United States. But, Mr. Speaker, if further argument were necessary 
to carry conviction to the minds of the members of this body, a co 
clusive answer is to be found in the act of Congress of May 18, 1872, 
which provided and appropriated money to pay all laborers, workme: 
and mechanics employed by the Government who were made to work 
more than eight-hours for a day’s work and received only a day’s pay 
therefor. It was an act made necessary by the evasion, or, if you please, 
the construction which certain Government officials had placed upon 
the eight-hour law, and Congress, entertaining no doubts about the 
rights of these men, af once appropriated the necessary amount to pay 


|them. As bearing upon the question, Mr. Speaker, I will quote this 
| act of 1872: 
° Act of May 18, 1872, 


Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officers be, and are hereby, authorized 
and recuired, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of workmen, la 
borers, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of th: 
United States, between the 2th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constitut- 
ing eight hours a day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechani 
and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of the prociamation of the President con 
cerningsuch pay, to settle and pay for the same without reduction on aceount 
of the reduction of the hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to 
pear that such was the sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a suffi 
for said purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
otherwise appropriated. (See Statutes at Large, volume 17, page 134 
Appropriation act, approved May 18, 1872. 
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| Notwithstanding, however, all this, Mr. Speaker, it seems that in 
| some Departments of the Government, particularly the Navy Depart- 
| ment, full force and effect was not given to this law as construed by 

the President and by Congress, and the House of Representatives on 
| the 9th of May, 1878, passed the following joint reselution with the 
| view and for the-purpose, as shown by the debates thereon, of giving 
a construction to the act of June 25, 1868, which should thereafter re- 


move all doubt, question, or controversy as to its meaning, and the 
language of this joint resolution is in harmony with and clearly ex- 


presses the intent that Congress had in view when the eight-hour la 
was passed. The resolution was as follows: 
[H. Res. 176, Forty-fifth Congress, second session 
for the enforcement of th: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of An 
in Congress assembled, That ac« 
act of Congress approved Jun 


Joint reso 


eight-hour law 


ition toy 


intent and meaning of th 


An act constituting eight hours 


ording to the true 
25, 1868, entitled 





a legal day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by o 
on behalf of the Government of the United States,’ eight hours constitute a 
day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics; and while the act 
remains upon the statute-book no reduction shall be made inthe wages paid by 
the Government, by the day, to h laborers, workn and mechanics ona 

count of the reduction of the hours of labor heads of Depart 


and that allthe 


ments, officers, and agents of the Governn« directed to 





said law as long as the same is unrepealed 
Passed the House of Representatives May ] 
Attest GEO. M. ADAMS. ¢ 
Qo thet we see Mr. Sneaker thore i left for tent 
) (hat we see, Dir. Speaker, the Is no room ieit tor contention as 


to the spirit and meaning of said act of Congress, and consequently no 
force can attach to the argument of those who oppose the passage of 
| the present bill by the construction they seek to place upon that act 


and I feel, therefore, that I need consume further time in consider 


not 
LOU 








ing that feature of the case. The greatest complaint as to the evasion 
| of this law arises from the course pursued in the Navy Department. 
| The Secretary of the Navy undertook, by official orders issued in his 


Department, to fix the number of hours that should constitute a day's 
work, entirely regardless and without considering the said act of Ju: 
25, 1868. One of the orders, perhaps the first one, I will read, as showing 
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the manner in which the present controversy originated. It is as fol- 
lows: 
[General Order No, 227,—Extract. | 
Navy Department, Washington, June W, 1877. 


The Department has fixed the rate of labor for mechanics, foremen, leading 
men,and laborers on the basis of ten hoursaday. All workmen electing to 
Jabor only eight hours per day will receive a proportionate reduction of their 


wares. 
rk. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 

This order was subsequently modiiied in some respects by other or- 
ders, and by the issuing of certain form of agreements or contracts, 
which the men employed in the different navy-yards were obliged to 
sign under pepalty of dismissal, and which, when signed by the work- 
men, as shown by evidence submitted to the committee, was done un- 
der protest. Now, I want tosay, Mr. Speaker, in regard to these orders, 
hurriedly passing along, that in my opinion they are clearly illegal. 
The Secretary of the Navy had no power to make or issue any such or- 
ders; it was an act clearly ullra vires; he had no more power or right 
to ignore, evade, or violate an act of Congress by any order that he could 
make or issue not warranted by law than any other citizen, and from 
evidence su®mitted to the committee it appears to me that this whole 
proceeding was an attempt on the part of certain subordinate officials 
of the Government to evade a positive law which they should have been 
the first to have enforced and upheld. 

So that in no aspect of the case, I submit, could there be any seri- 
ous question as to the liability of the Government to pay its workmen 
for services rendered by them in excess of a legal day’s work and for 
which they received only a legal day’s pay. Reference has been made 
to the decision of the Supreme Court in the Martin case, reported in 
4 Otto, United States Reports. That decision has been referred to and 
commented upon by the gentleman from New Jersey reporting this bill 
[Mr. BucHANAN], and I am sure he has clearly and fairly presented 
it when he says that that decision, instead of being against these claim- 
ants, must bean authority in their favor. In that decision the Supreme 
Court say: 

We regard the statute chiefly as in the nature of a direction from a principal 
to his agent that eight hours is deemed to be a proper length of time for a day's 
labor, and that his contract shall be based upon that theory. 

And if any contract made by these claimants has been made upon 
that basis, that is, of eight hours fora day’s work, of course there weuld 
be no question here; but that is not the case, and therein arises the 
whole controversy. The Government undertook in point of fact to 
compel them to work a greater number of hours than eight to consti- 
tute a day’s work, and only paid them for a day’s work. In addition 
it must be borne in mind that Martin had received an extra compen- 
sation for time over and above eight hours, made by the act of 1872 
above referred to, and had receipted in full for all claims against the 
Government; so that the Martin case is not at all analogous and no au- 
thority in the questions here presented. 

But, asI have said, Mr. Speaker, we are not called upon now and 
here to adjudicate these claims; the present bill simply authorizes 
these claimants to be heard in a court of justice and have their rights 
under the law adjudicated and determined. They can not bring suit 
against the Government owing to one of the relics in our institutions 
coming down to us from past ages, that the Government can not besued. 
But in a country like ours I submit that where a citizen asserts a claim 
against the Government under and by virtue of one of its own laws im- 
posing a liability on the Government, there isno good reason why such 
citizens should not be allowed to have such claim adjudicated by the 
courts. If the court decides that these men have no claim in law or 
equity against the Government, they have their labor for their pains; 
no undue advantage is asked or sought. The Government is to be 
represented by counsel, shall have aright to appear and be heard and 
submit evidence and in every way known to the judicial procedure 
protect the interest of the Government. 

Why, then, Mr. Speaker, shall we refuse to pass this bill? Bills of 
a similar character have been by Congress, and only the other 
day a contractor who had done work for the Government and alleges 
he has a claim against the Government was authorized by a bill passed 
by this House to present his case tothe CourtofClaims, These claim- 
ants are poor men who have nothing but their daily toil to depend 
upon, and they come here through petitions and by representatives 
from their own ranks to ask for the passage of this fair measure, The 
Government expects of its citizens observance of the law, and we are 
all proud to realize a disposition on the part of our people to do so. 
The Government itself should be the last to seek to evade liability un- 
der its own laws, and if in the construction placed upon this law any 
citizen has been deprived of a just right to which he was entitled un- 
der the law we should hasten to remedy the wrong done him. 

We have heard much, especially during the present session of Con- 
gress in the discussion of the tarift and other measures, of the dignity 
of American labor and elevating the American workingman, senti- 
ments in which we all share and results which we all hope to see ac- 
complished; but we can illy afford, as representing the Government, in 
a measure of this character to ignore or slight the demands of our work- 
ing people upon such a case as is now before us, I trust, therefore, 


Mr. Speaker, that this bill will pass, and that the cases when they go to 
the courts shall have a speedy adjudication. 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, if I shonld make any objection to 
this bill, it would be that it does not go as faras it should and provide 
in express terms that all claims, under its provisions, for labor per- 
formed in excess of eight hours per day, should be referred to the Court 
of Claims, to be adjudicated upon the basis that eight hours consti- 
tuted a day’s work. A bi!l with an express provision of this nature 
was introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Gest] during the 
early part of the session. The bill to which I refer is known as House 
bill 3829. For some reason, probably to overcome objections that 
might be made to such a provision, the original bill referred to has 
been toned down until it is somewhat doubtful if the claimants for 
whose benefit it was intended will obtain the substantial relief they 
desire. 

However this may be, one thing is certain—the bill in its present 
modified form ought to be satisfactory to those who heretofore have 
considered it their duty to oppose it. In place of requiring the Court 
of Claims to ascertain and determine the amount due these claimants 
on the basis of eight hours constituting a day’s work, as I believe it 
would be entirely proper to do, this bill (H.R. 1121) merely confers 
jurisdiction and provides that if in the opinion of the court the claim- 
ant, under the law, was entitled to the full price of a day’s work for 
eight hours’ labor, then it shall render judgment accordingly. 

I would like to inquire, Mr. Speaker, how any person who approves 
of the eight-hour system and who believes that a party should have 
his ‘‘day in court’’ can object to this provision. This bill does not 
undertake, as did the one first introduced, to determine that these 
claimants, as a matter of right and law, should be paid for each eight 
honrs he was employed, as fora fullday’s work. This question is left, 
by the provisions of this bill, entirely to the court. It the court shall 
decide that under the act of June 25, 1868, or other existing law, the 
claimants under this bill are not entitled to the full price of a day’s 
work for eight hours labor, that ends the whole matter and there is 
nothing further left for the court to determine. 

If, on the other hand, the court shall decide that under such law the 
claimants were entitied to pay which they never received, then, in such 
event, it will become the duty of the court to render judgment in favor 
of each claimant accordingly. Can any fair-minded person object to 
this being done? I submit, Mr. Speaker, that objections to this bill 
are technical in their nature and do not go to the merits of the case. 
If the Government of the United States is justly indebted to these 
claimants, it ought to make payment to them of any balance remain- 
ing due, regardless of technicalities, This isa self-evident proposition. 
This is ali that is contemplated by this bill. 

As already stated, I believe it should go one step beyond this, and 
declare that these claimants should be paid for each eight hours as for 
a day’s work. I believe this to beacorrect constructionof thelaw. I 
believe it would be just and right. I believe it would be in harmony, 
not only with the express terms, but with the purpose and spirit of 
the act of June 25, 1868, which reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all jabor- 
ers, workmen, and mechanics now employed, or who may hereafter be em- 
ployed, by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, (U.S. Statutes 
at , vol. 15, page 77.) 


Now, Mr. Speaker, is it possible that in the enactment of this law 
Congress intended to do the laboring man a positive injury? If the 
construction contended for by those who deny the right of these claim- 
ants to the pay of a day’s work for eight hours’ labor is correct, then 
it was so intended. I deny, however, that such was the purpose of the 
act referred to. It was intended as beneficial legislation. It was in- 
tended to give to laborers, workmen, and mechanics in the employ of 
the Government the price of ten hours’ work foreight hours’ labor. It 
was not intended to reduce their pay about one-fourth, as of necessity 
would follow if any other construction was given to the act. 

This is clearly shown by the proclamation of President Grant to 
which reference has been made. It is also shown by all the proceed- 
ings of the representatives of the Government relative to the enforce- 
ment of the law. - 

The attempt of certain officials of the Government to overcome and 
render nugatory the provisions of the act referred to should not be al- 
lowed to succeed. claimants should receive the full pay to 
which they are entitled under the law. At least they should be al- 
lowed to have their claims considered by the proper legal tribunal and 
their rights under the law judicially passed on. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OsBoRNE]. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I will say I am somewhat rised 
that it should be necessary to consider this bill at all. If we look into 
the facts out of which the circumstances arose, which brought this case 
before Congress, we must say that there has certainly been a neglect of 
duty on the part of those who alleged at least that they ted the 
Government of the United States. There was an act of that 
fixed the number of hours which each man in the employment of the 
Government should work, to constitute a day’s work. It seems to me 
that that should settle the matter. 
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However some wiseacres in the Departments of the Government saw 
fit to sit as a court of appeal upon the acts of Congress, and the rules 
and regulations were established in the Departments that required the | 
laboring men to work more than the hours fixed by law. They issued | 
orders and in some cases required the men who were in the employ of | 
the Government to sign contracts binding themselves to work ten or 
twelve hours aday. Then when they came to settle their accounts 
with the Government, these contracts made by the officials of the De- | 
partment were pleaded against their rights to receive the excess in pay 
to which they were entitled. Out of that arose this controversy. The 
man’s place depended upon this acquiescing in the wishes of the De- 
partment. Of course he must take what was given to him or he must 
lose his place. He remained, and time has run along now until the 
statute of limitations has run against his claim, and the same officials 
now stand up and defiantly say that they can not recognize his right. 


Now, the force of this bill is simply to allow those people to go to | 
the Courf of Claims of the United States, and if they can show a state | 


of facts that will entitle them to more than they received for their pay 
and their day’s wages, that then they may come to Congress and ask 
for an appropriation. 
to me that there must be a desire upon the part of some officials and 
upon the part of Congress to insist that everybody who works for wages 


for the Government shall be required to work their day over again by | 


going constantly to the courts before they are paid. 


It seems to me, further, that if these people were not poor people, if | 


they were not laboring men, then the proclamation of President Grant, 
if not the act of Congress, would have been listened to; but as they are 
poor men, who are bound to work day by day for their bread, there- 





It is a long way around to get justice; it seems | 
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fore they can be turned off and compelled to establish in court that 
which they earned by the sweat of their brows. I do hope that this 
bill may be passed without a dissenting voice. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CuIPMAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcry]. 

The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair), 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cu1pMAN] addressed the Chair, 
and desires to speak in opposition to the bill. The Chair understands 
that the time for debate on the bill was limited. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. But there will be debate in the 
morning hour on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gentle- 
man from New Jersey to control the time up to a quarter past 12 in 
favor of the bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam occupying the time yielded 
to me by the gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNER] out of his 
hour. ; 

Mr. LACEY. Perhaps the gentleman will be willing to hear this 
amendment read. I simply desire to offer the amendment and have it 

nding. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Let us hear what the amendment is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be in order at the 
beginning of the morning hour. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Let the amendment be read now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Co1pMAN] will be recognized during the morning hour. 

Mr. LACEY. I now offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. It was presented the other day, but there have been 
some additions and modifications. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be in order at the 
beginning ofthe morning hour. This hour is for discussion only. The 
morning hour begins at quarter past 12. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I understood the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TURNER] that the amendment was to be offered at 
this time. © 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
be pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, at end of section 2, the following words : 

“And provided further, also, That upon the commencement of such suit any 
claimant in such class may petition to be admitted as a prosecuting claimant 
therein, and the Department of Justice shall prepare a form of petition for such 
purpose,and shall furnish the same in Seams, with proper instructions for ex- 
ecuting and filing thesame, to any applying claimant, tree of cost,and upon the 
filing with the clerk of the Court of Claims of such petition, roperly executed 
and verified under oath,such clerk shall forthwith notify the Department of 
Justice of such filing,and if no reason appears to the contrary, such claimant 
shall be admitted asa party tosuch suit; and unless the Government shal! trav- 
erse some material allegation in said petition,no attorney or agent shall be 
entitled to demand or receive any fee or compensation whatever for any serv- 
ices rendered or alleged to have been rendered to said applying claimant, in 


connection with the preparation or filing of said petition, orthe presentation of 
said petitioner's claims, 


led, Thatit shall be unlawful for any attorney to demand or receive any 
fees for services in such suit or collecting of such claims, exceeding 5 per cent. 
of the amount of any such claims; and payment of such judgment shall only 
be made to the claimant in person or to the heirs eradminletrators ur executors 
of such claimant if dead, and not to any agent, assignee, or attorney.” 


_Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to enter upon a discus- 
sion of this amendment. I donot know that it will meet with any op- 


I now yield for a minute to the 


It may be read with the understanding that it is to 
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position from any source, but if it does I would like to be recognized to 
present my views upon it. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman present that as an additional sec- 
tion, and where does it come in? 

Mr. LACEY. It is a proviso. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer an additional section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Atthe proper time an amendment will 
be in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to have it read now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One amendment is already pending. 

I desire to have it read now for information 
offer it at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That a sum sufficient to carry out the purposes of this act, and to pay all claims 
as fast as they may be adjudicated, is hereby appropriated out of any money i 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER pro t The gentleman from New Jersey hav 
ing charge of the time will please give his attention. To whom does 
the gentleman from New Jersey now yield time? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. We have been proceeding unde 
the order for debate for one hour until 12 0’clock. I suppose that at 
12 0’clock the regular session will commence, and when the morning 
hour is reached again I desire to call up this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chaig was informed that debate 
was for one hour this morning, which was entered upon at a quarter 
past eleven. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The terms of the provision were 
that there should be a session of one hour from 11 o’clock for debate, 
to commence after the reading of the Journal, and the reading of the 
Journal took a part of the time. 

Mr. REILLY. That was the understanding, and the reading of the 
Journal took a portion of the time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would like to ask a question for information. 
Is there any tabulation of these claims by which the House can be in- 
formed as to the number of men who are claimants, where they pro- 
tested against working the extra hours, and is there any list of those 
who voluntarily worked hours in excess of eight? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There is no list. There is adata 
in possession of the Government as to certain places in which they did 
and in other places there is no such protest. For instance, at some of 
the arsenals they protested. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It seems to me that if these men protested against 
working more than eight hours at the time they performed the labor and 
were compelled to do so, it would be cruel to send them to the court. 
We should appropriate the money to pay them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman will at once see 
that that is a matter that will take some time for somebody to sift 
out; and the court can do it better than we can. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The morning hour begins at 12 o’clock 
and 5 minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I now call up the unfinished 
business, and yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
CHIPMAN }. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
consent—— 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is very similar to, almost 
identical with, the bill which was introduced here and failed to pass at 
the last session of Congress. It is subject to the same criticisms that 
that bill was then, and I regret very much that I am obliged to criti- 
cise it, for Iam in favor of the payment of these claims, believing as 
I do that they are valid claims and that the persons who own them 
were debarred from receiving them by a wrong construction put upon 
the law. 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether anything I will say or any sug- 
gestion I may make upon this subject will be of any use, for I observed 
the treatment of the eight-hour bill yesterday, when the House emas- 
culated it in response to the cry of ‘‘ personal liberty,’’ which was 
raised by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ButrERWoRTH] and the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CuTcHEON], a cry which was utterly un 
founded, utterly inapplicable to that bill, because we were not enact- 
ing a law for the whole country, but we were determining what the 
relations of the Government should be towards its own employ¢s and 
what law it should establish for doing its own business, and therefore 
I say that when that word ‘‘ permit ’’ wasstricken out of the bill yester- 
day allits virile power was taken from it; the grand principle which we 
sought to assert was abandoned, and the bill was entirely and thor- 
oughly emasculated and made helpless to achieve the results we hoped 
to achieve. I shall probably vote for this biil because it is the only 
measure I will have the opportunity to vote for but it is about as 
teeble a remedy as could possibly be proposed for the grievance weseek 
to redress. 

The language, it seems to me, is very carefully drawn to prevent it 
from being efficient. We all know the attitude assumed by the Su- 
preme Court upon this question, and while I think—I say it with all 

respect to that great tribunal—while I think they escaped the entire 
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meaning and intent of the eight-hour law, still their decision as itstands 
is the law, and I find nothing in this bill which will prevent the Court 
of Claims from being governed by it and from giving an adverse decis- 
ion to these claims under it. 

If that is so, then this bill is a mere makeshift, as the bill in the last 
Congress was a mere makeshift. It holds out a promise to the claim- 
ants under it which in the end will prove to be a mere delusion and 
a snare, and which will never result in any actual benefit to them. 
What rule of law will govern the Court of Claims in examining this 
question? The case which is put to the court by the bill is expressed 
in these words: 

And if, in the opinion of the court, he was, under the act of Jane 25, 1864, or 
any other existing law, entitled to the full price of a day’s work for eight hours’ 
labor or service, adjudicate them upon the basis, etc. 

We remit the whole question of the interpretation of the law to the 
Court of Claims. We leave it exactly where the Supreme Court has 
left it, and we leave the decision of that court (a hostile decision to the 
claimants) paramount over the judges of the Court of Claims, which 
they will be bound to follow in adjudicating these cases. Is that the 
intention of this House? Is that the way weare to relieve these claim- 
ants? Is that the way that we are to declare our honest conviction 
that the eight-hour law meant something, and that when a man wascom- 
pelled to work ten hours under aneight-hour law he was entitled to pay 
for the two additional hours? 

I wish I bad time to enter more fully into this question, but I un- 
derstand that an amendnitnt has been offered by my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] which grapples with the difficulty and pro- 
vides a remedy for the very case itself, It does not remit these work- 
ing people to the Court of Claims, but it calls upon this House to man- 
fully instract the Departments to pass upon their claims, and provides 
for the appropriation of a sum of money sufficient to pay them. That 
is the relief which should be given to these working people. That is 
the relief which it is in our power to givethem. If we do not believe 
thai the eight-hour law meant eight hours’ work, then let us not pass 
this Lill. If we do believe it, let us amend the bill; let us appropriate 
the money; let us stand by our convictions; let us give the werking- 
men a measure of relief which will actually relieve them. As I have 
said, Mr. Speaker, I shall probably vote for this bill, but, I repeat, it 
is a mere delusion. The men who claim under it may live and will 
live, perhaps, for years and years—— 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Please do not interrupt me. I say, Mr. Speaker, 
these men may live for a century and not one dollar will they receive 
under this bill. Look at the reports from the Court of Claims upon 
the Calendar of this House. Look at the claimants whe come here and 
spend year in and year out, from youth to old age, upon the faith that 
some respect will be paid to the decisions of a court instituted by the 
Government itself, but who go away session after session disappointed. 
Anil this is the Barmecide feast to which we are inviting these work- 
ingmen! Thisis the balm which we offer for their wounds! This is 
the remedy which we provide for their grievance! I say, Mr. Speaker, 
this bill is a mere make-shift, ‘‘a goodenough Morgan until after elec- 
tion.’’ It means nothing; it will do nothing; and, in my judgment, 
it is meant to do nothing. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to oceupy the attention of the 
House for a short time in giving the reasons why | can not consistently 
vote for this bill. 1 agree with my honored colleague who has just 
taken his seat [Mr. CarpMAN] that if the position which is assumed 
here by the friends of the bill is correct, the manly and honorable way 
for this House to act is not to refer these cases to the Court of Claims 
to adjudicate them, because, according to that view, there is nothing 
to adjudicate, but to pass a bill referring these claims to the several 
Departments to compute the amounts claimed to be due, and then to 
appropriate the money to pay the amounts so found. 

But I do not take the position which is assumed here by the friends 
of this bill. In 1868 the Congress of the United States passed a law 

roviding that eight hours should be a day’s work, and there it stopped. 
can a gentleman by the name of Martin, who was employed by the 
Government at that time and continued in its empley at the same rate 
of wages that he had been receiving, brought a suit to recover pay for 
the difference between the time that he had worked and eight hours 
per day. The case went to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and was decided by that tribumal. That decision settled two ques- 
tions conclusively. What were the two propositions that were thus 
' gettled by the Supreme Court? The first was that this eight-hour law 
in no way affected or referred to the question of wages. 

The second was that it in mo way interfered with the Departments, 
or the heads of Departments, or, in other words, the Government 
and those who desired to work for the Government, entering into con- 
tracts for as many hours’ work per day as they saw fit, and for such pay 
as might be agreed upon. These two iti I say, were settled 
beyond controversy. Now, after this, or even before this—it has been 
referred to several times here—the President of the United States is- 
sued an order asking the Departments, er commanding them, if you 
ee the eight-hour law in their dealings with their em- 
plo 
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This was before the decision of the Supreme Court in 1876, and the 
court in the decision which it rendered alludes to the order which was 
made by the President. I desire to call attention to what the court 
says. I will not refer to the volume of reports, but will simply read 
so much of the decision as is set forth in the report of the committee 
as submitted by my friend from Missouri [Mr. WADE]. The court, in 
construing that case (the eight-hour law), says: 

This was a direction by Congress to the oflicers of the United States establish- 
ing the principle to be observed in the labor of those engaged in its service. I 
prescribed the length of time which should amount to a day's work when no 
special agreement was made upon the subject. 

Again, referring to the proclamation of the President, the court 
gays: 

We regard the statute chiefly as in the nature of a direction from a principa! 
to his agent, that eight hours is deemed to be a proper length of time fora day's 
labor, and that his contracts shall be based upon that theory. 

The proelamation of the President and the act of 1872 are in harmony with 
this view of the statute. 

Yet gentlemen take the floor here and argue as ifthe Supreme Court 
of the United States was not the appropriate constitutional tribunal to 
say what the law isand how the statutes should be construed, but asif 
this function belonged to the executive branch of the Government or 
to Congress; and upon this theory they seek to rest their case. 

Now I have stated what the lawis. I have stated the decision of the 
Supreme Court; and following out that line let us see where it leads 
us. The Secretary of the Navy in 1878, being familiar with this statute, 
being familiar with the decision of the court, says to the men at the 
head of the various bureausof his Department that laborers shall be em- 
ployed tor certain hours and receive a certain rate of wages therefor. 
I call attention again to this order, which is set forth in the report it- 
self : 

Navy Department, Washington, March 21, 1878. 

The following is hereby substituted, to take effect from this date, for the cir- 
cular of October 25, 1877, in relation to the working hours at the several navy - 
yards and shore stations: 

‘The working hours will be, from March 21 to September 21, from 7 a. m. to 6 
>. m.; from September 22 to March 20, from 7.40a. m. to 4.30p. m., with the usual 
ntermieston of one hour for dinner. 


Now, hereis the gist of this whole order: 

The Department will contract for the labor of mechanics, foremen, leading 
men,and laborers on the basis of eight hoursa day. All workmen electing to 
labor ten hours a day will receive a proportionate increase of their wages. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is not Secretary Thompson’s own order, I 
believe, if the gentleman reads it correctly. His order related to work- 
men electing to work eight hours. 

Mr. BREWER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not 
occupy my time. Iam reading what the committee itself has set forth 
in the report. In this order the Secretary of the Navy prescribes that 
eight hours shall be considered a day’s work; but he says to the men, 
‘*Tf you work ten hours you shall receive pay for ten hours.’’ 

Mr. WADE. Now, then, they did not receive it. 

Mr. BREWER. My friend says they did not receive it, and there is 
where he is mistaken. My friend from New York [Mr. TURNER] made 
that statement the other day to gentlemen sitting here in their places; 
he declared: that these men who contracted to work for ten hours per 
day did not receive their pay for ten hours. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is a fact. 

Mr. BREWER. My friend from New Jersey [Mr. BccHANAN], 1° 
am sure, will not say that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do say that the terms of that 
order never were fulfilled by the Department. 

Mr. BREWER. That is deceptive, just like your report. 

Mr. TURNER, of NewYork. Iftheydidget their pay for ten hours, 
they can not get any more when they g¢> to court. 

Mr. BREWER. I will offer an amendment to that effect; will the 

ntleman vote for it? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. 
ment is, 

Mr. BREWER. Now, what are the fxcts? I assert here that these 
men did get pay for working ten hours : day. Now, what is claimed 
on the partof these workmen? It is thi:—and this is a fair statement 
of their proposition, as it ought to be st ted by the members of this 
committee, who should not undertake to cover it up—— 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. There is noattempt to cover up any- 
thi 

Mz, BREWER. It is claimed ou the part of these workmen that 

they were compelled to work ten hours per day, and that they did so 
‘ander protest,’’ as stated by my friend ‘rom Maine [Mr. DincEy]. 
There is no pretense that they did not receive what the Government 
agreed to pay them, but they say: ‘‘ Under the law of 1868 eight hours 
were madea legal day’s work; and we were entitled to receive for eight 
hours’ work what we in fact received for ten hours.”’ 

Mr. WADE. The gentleman from Michigan is misstating the prop- 
osition, ' 

Mr. BREWER. That is what the facts are. 

Mr. WADE. No, sir. 

Mr. BREWER. Now, it is the most preposterous and ridiculous 
proposition ever asserted on the floor of Congress to say that thousands 


I wil! see, first, what the amend- 





' 
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of men were employed in the navy-yards under a contract with the Gov- 
ernment to work ten hours aday tor a certain sum, and yet they never | 
have been to the Navy Department to ask, that they shall be paid the 
difference between what the contract said they should receive and what 
they actually did receive—the difference between pay for ten hours 
daily work and the pay for eight hours’ daily work. Of course they 
never have presented any claim at the Department except upon the the- 
ory I have stated. 4 wt 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Michi- 
gan this question: Whether it was the duty of the employes them- 
selves to execute the law or the officers of the Government ” 

Mr. BREWER. Oh, that is simply undertaking to befog the ques- 
tion I am discussing. ; 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No, sir; it is not befogging the question. It is 
the plain question of fact that this case presents. 

Mr. BREWER. Because the Departments enforced the law accord- 
ing to the decisioy of the Supreme Court. 
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Mr. TURNER, of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. BREWER. And it is not strange that he should, because | 
have seen him often differ with some of the ablest men on this floo 
during the present session on plain propositions. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, these men upon these terms went to work; and 
to say that because they went to work under a protest—in other words, 
because they did not get what they w entitled to, according to their 
belief—they ought to be paid again, in my judgment too ridiculous 
an argument to be presented to an intelligent body of men. 

rhis is the condition in which the matter res It is said that these 
men here who worked ten hours only received the amount they were 
entitled to for eight hours’ work, and that they have a claim for the 
balance. I turn again to the decision of the Supreme Court, or a por 


tion of it, recited in the report of the committee, and let us see if the 
d 


Government did not make a clear distinction. I find in this case < 


Martin the court held 


In the case before us the claimant co nued his work after understandi: 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Do you mean to say that Secretary Thompson, | that eight hours would not be accepted as a day's labor 


in issuing within thirty days one order revoking a preceding one and | 
then issuing a third revoking both the others, was carrying out the | 
law according to the decision of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, the last suggestion made by my friend 
from New York, to the effect that because the Secretary of the Navy | 
within the space of a few months’ time issued three different and con- | 
flicting orders, he was not therefore carrying out the law on the statute- 
books, is not a strong legal question. Now,I have stated what the 
law was, and no man, in my judgment, except one who undertakes to 
say that the Supreme Court did not know what the law was and did 
not understand the law they were undertaking to construe, would ¢con- 
trovert that suggestion. 

But let us follow it up a little farther and see what it resultsin. I 
say in the first place that the law was so and so, and theSupreme Court 
of the United States say that it was so and so, and the Secretary of the 
Navy, carrying out that statute, issued an order and these men went to 
work under that order, upon an express, or at least an implied, under- 
standing that they were to be paid ten hours a day for ten hours’ work; 
and I assert here that the order was carried out to the extent of paying 
them in full, and I challenge contradiction of the statement, and there 
is not a single scintilla of evidence in the Department of the Secretary 
of the Navy to controvert the idea that they did not receive the sum 
which was agreed upon under their contract. 

But now we go on a little farther, and what is the pending proposi- 
tion? It is this: That notwithstanding the fact that these men have 
been paid—and nothing is shown to the contrary—for every single 
hour’s work they performed, in accordance with the provisions of the 
contract made, it is now sought to repay them or allow them to be 
paid again, because, forsooth, as stated by my honored friend from 
Maine [Mr, DINGLEY], these meri were compelled to do it; that is, 
compelled to enter into this contract and to undertake the labor for 
which this bill seeks to make this new or additional payment. What 
nonsense, Mr. Speaker! 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Why is it nonsense to ask only 
that to which they are entitled under the law ? 

Mr. BREWER. Well, it would be nonsense for any man to go to my 
friend, farmer as he is—and I use this as an illustration of the posi- 
tion—and ask if he wanted to employ a man on his farm. You respond, 
**Yes,sir; Iwantone. How much perdaydoyou want for your labor? ”? | 
“*T want $1.50."’ ‘‘ Well, Ican not pay that; I will give you $1 per day 
and you can work for me ten hours.’’ He replies, ‘‘ I can not do that; 
I have a family to support, and I can not support them on that pay.’’ 
You respond, ‘‘ That is all I can afford to give you; it is all the labor 
is worth, and it is all I shall pay.’’ But yet notwithstanding this the 
man goes to work under a protest, saying that the amount offered tor 
the labor is not sufficient. 

Doyou think that he would thereafter have aclaim against you for the 
difference in what he thought he should have and what you were will- 
ing to give? These men employed by the Government are presenting 
a claim that is based on a similar principle. They are now employed 
by the Government, or if not, they were at that time; they knew ex- 
actly what the proposition was that the executive officers of the Gov- 
ernment held ont to them, that they were to receive so much per day 
for ten hours’ labor and so much per day for eight hours’ iabor; and 
who can gainsay the fact that the officers of the Government were not 
authorized to contract with the men under the statutes on these terms? 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentieman allow a question there ? 

Mr. BREWER. Not now; I have not the time. 

They knew what the proposition was; they knew what the pay was 
to be; they knew what they would be entitled to under the law for 
eight hours’ work; but they claim, ‘‘ We are entitled to the difference 
between eight hours and ten hours for all the time that we worked over 
eight hours.”’ 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. And that is the law. 

Mr. BREWER. Well, that is just where my honored and eloquent | 


| not receive ten hours’ pay for eight hours’ work 


And these men entered upon the work when they knew they would 


| but that he must work twelve hours, as he had done before. He received his 


pay of $2.50 per day for the work of twelve hours a day as a calendar day's 
work during the period in question without protest or objection. At that time 


ordinary laborers under the same government received but $1.75 per day at the 


same place; and those engaged in the same department with the claimant, in 
a private establishment, at the same place, received but $2 for a day's work of 
twelve hours. 


Chere was a distinction or a difference between the time which was 
employed by these men and a difference in the payments; and the same 
policy was continued under the order of Secretary Thompson in 1872 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to this bill that is 
presented here. How specious is this argument made by gentlemen 
favoring this bill. Why, look at it fora moment. They say, ‘‘All we 
ask of the Government is to permit us to go into court, and if there is 
nothing our due, then of course we will abide the result,’’ 

Why, Mr. Speaker, here are a few thousand men interested in this 
bill; but they are not the only people in this eountry who are inter- 
ested in legislation. Itisin my judgment unfortunate for the Congress 
of the United States and untortunate for this great country of ours 
that to-day, and day after day, week in and week out, during these 


| latter years, we are sitting here, not legislating for the great masses of 
| our citizens, but in the effort to pass bills for the special benefit of 


the few as against the many. 

Too true is it, Mr. Speaker, that the great body of our people to-day 
have seemingly come to the conclusion that the Government of the 
United States in some way has a duty to perform in supporting the 
people, instead of the people supporting the Government. And it i 
true also that they seem to think that somewhere, covered up here in 
this city, the capital city of the nation, is a store of wealth in countless 
millions; that there is a fountain here that pours forth greenbacks, 
gold, and silver in untold quantities, and that it is the duty of the 
Congress of the United States to so legislate that this money shall be 
divided among the people from day to day. Hence we see these organi- 
zations, these professions and business interests of the country, coming 
here and demanding special legislation in their interest. I say that 
there are a few thousand people interested in the passage of this bill,’a 
few thousand that will receive its benefits; but, Mr. Speaker, it is bad 
policy for this country, bad policy for this Government, bad policy fo: 
this Congress, to say that none but the beneficiaries shall be consulted 


| in the passage of legislation. It is, inmy judgment, our duty to con 
| sult the wishes and wants of all the people; and while.we deal justly 


with the few, let us see to it that we do not thereby deal unjustly with 
the many. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, let us look a little further 

duty to these individuals, standing here as the representatives of the 
Government, that I as an individual owe to the man whom I take into 
my employ. We owe no higher duty to them than we oweas individ- 
uals to the men we employ, and that is, to deal justly with them, to 
always feel assured that they shall have all that they earn, and that 
they should be paid not only in accordance with the letter of the con- 
tract, but the spirit of the contract as well. And let us see if that } 
not been done by the Government of the United States. They con 
tracted with these men; they paid them according to contract. Why, 


Ve owe the sam 





let us see what would be the anomalous condition in which w ud 
find ourselves. Some of the men in the employ of the Government 
said, ‘‘ We will work but eight hours a day and take eight ho pay.’ 
Others said, ‘* We will work ten hours and receive ten hours’ pay. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York And they all got the same pay. 

Mr. BREWER. Now my friend states that which I must say there 
is not a particle of evidence in the Department to warrant his stating 
and I hope he will not repeat itagain so as to interfere with me. Now 
Mr. Speaker, I say, supposing, as these men got paid for ten hou 


work, that we should pay them now fortwo hours extra. We are not 
asked to pay the men who worked but eight hours and got but eight 


friend from New York differs with the Supreme Court of the United | hours’ pay anything more than they got. We do nut pay them anything 


extra. Now, let us look at this bill. Ifit isnot the most anomalous 
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production that ever was printed in the English language, then I do 
not understand that language. Let us see : 


That whenever any laborer, workman, or mechanic has been employed by 
or on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th day of June, 
1865-— 


Why, they told us they had settled these matters up to 1872, but of 
course they go back to 1868— 
the date of the act constituting eight hours a day's work 

Now, let us see— 


and has not been paid the full price of aday’s work for each eight hours he has 
been so employed 

Here is where the milk isin the cocoanut. Eight hours being a day’s 
work, as they claim, they were entitled to all that they were paid for ten 
hours. Now, that is the theory ; and if my friend from New York [ Mr. 
TURNER] knew as much about the views of these workingmen as I do he 
would know that was it, and not the theory that he is advancing here— 
shall have the right to bring suit in the United States Court of Claims to re- 
cover such deficiency; and the said court is hereby authorized to take juris- 
diction of alisuch cases without regard to the lapse of time, and if, in the opin- 
ion of the court 

Now this is thrown in, and I call your attention to it, and then I will 
call your attention when we get along a little further to where they, 
as the boys would say, ‘‘knock the stuffing’’ entirely out of that sen- 
tence which they put in there, giving the court some power. 

And if, in the opinion of the court, he was under the said act of June 25, 1868, 
or any other existing law— 

It does not make any difference whether that law was passed years 
after they performed this work; if they are entitled to it under the 
present law, why of course the court must so adjudicate— 


entitled to the full price of a day's work for eight hours’ labor or service, ad- 
judicate them upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day’s work. 


Now you see they are adjudicated, but upon the principle that eight 
hours constitute a day’s work. Now, I can notread the whole bill for 
I have not the time. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Goon; you are making a good speech. 

Mr. BREWER. But 1 want to call your attention to another pro- 
vision here, because they seem to have left in section 1 some little thing 
for the court to determine, but here it takes it all away. I want to 
call the attention of the House to section 2 of this bill— 

That no payment heretofore made of a less sum per day than the full price of 
a day's work—— 

Now, as to the argument that they are to have a full price fora day’s 
work. That is what they got. It does not matter whether a day was 
eight hours, or ten, or more. Section 2 reads: 

That no payment heretofore made of a less sum per day than the full price of 


a day's work, as provided in the first section of this act, shall affect the right of 
recovery — 


Do you not see it does not affect the right ?— 


nor sha)l any terms submitted to by any such laborer, workman, or mechanic, 
whether for piece-work, stint-work, task-work, or any other kind of work, af- 
fect such right: Provided, That the said court shall find that such terms, either 
in the number of hours required to be performed in a calendar day or in the 
rate established for such piece-wook, stint-work, task-work, or any other kind 
of work, required the performance of more than eight hours’ labor in each cal- 
endar day to earn the full price of a day's work— 


Now, in all cases where they bad to perform more than eight hours’ 
work, what they received is not to be considered; but if they worked 
more than eight hours they are to receive pay, under the construction 
of this act, for the time they worked over eight hours that they were 
paid for. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Read on a little more, for the next provision is 
entirely inconsistent with what you have said. 

Mr. BREWER. Well, I am going to read it— 
as set forth in the first section of this act, and that such terms were made since 
the passage of the act of 25th of June, 1868, constituting eight hours a day’s 
work, and are inconsistent with the first section of this act, and exacted by any 


officer of the Government as a condition of employment or retention in the 
public service. 


Mr. MUTCHLER. You see, in the Martin case, the Supreme Court 
say it is not inconsistent with the act of 1868. 

Mr. BREWER. I understand, Mr. Speaker, they say that, but our 
friends are trying to enact something to get around that decision. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. They take it all back. 

Mr. BREWER. Again: 

Provided, That all suits under this act shall be commenced within two years 
oo and after its passage, and any number of claimants may join in the same 
suit, 

Now, let us see how liberal our friends are towards the Government. 
Of course, the Government ought to have some rights. If you give 
them the right to bring suit the Government ought to be itted to 
go into the court upon equal terms. It provides that claimants hav- 
ing claims aggregating in amount $5,000 may go to the Supreme Court 
if the decision of the Court of Claims is adverse to them; but they do 
not give the Government that privilege. The Government can not 
take an appeal, but this bill would give that right to the claimants. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to take up farther time in present- 
ing reasons why I can not vote for this bill. 
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It is claimed here, and 
you will remember very well, you gentlemen who are doing me the 
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honor to listen to me to-day, that in all the speeches made by our 
friends in favor of this bill, all they asked was the privilege of going 
into the court. Why do you not go into court? ‘‘ Because,’’ they 
say, ‘we expected that Congress would grant us relief, but we can not 
go into the courts now, because the statute of limitation prohibits us 
from entering the court.’’ 

Then, I say to you, my friends who are in favor of this bill, why 
not simply prepare a measure and present it here allowing these claim- 
ants to go into the court and present their claims and have them ad- 
judicated, and that alone, and not seemingly attempt to tie the hands 
of the court and say how it shall render its verdict? If that is the 
only object you desire to accomplish, then I say why not in a bill of 
ten lines, or of five lines, authorize these claimants to go into the courts 
notwithstanding the statute of limitation? But, my friends, this law 
was framed here after consulting, not with the men who are interested, 
but with men who are ‘‘ walking delegates,’’ and are paid for it by these 
poor men who toil for $1.50 or $2 a day—delezates who get their bread 
by the sweat of other men’s brows. They get their food and drink from 
those whom they are attempting to deceive by their supposed influence 
and work. I, Mr. Speaker, would be glad and I am pertectly willing 
to vote for the strongest kind of eight-hour law, and I am perfectly 
willing that the rate of wages should be fixed in such law. I am not 
here to condemn those who are engaged in honest toil. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa pointof order. I think 
gentlemen ought not to be engaged in conversation right near toa gen- 
tleman who is addressing the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will cease conversation. 

Mr. BREWER. It does not interfere with me, but it may with 
those who desire to hear me. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that Iam not here to criticise or to take one 
farthing from those who have to earn it by honest toil. Far from it 
We come here and talk about labor, and that this legislation is in the 
interest of the laboring men of the country. Why, Mr. Speaker, I rep- 
resent a district where there are two hundred thousand working peo- 

le or more. I know but very few who do not live by their toil. It 
is true they do notall live by the wages they earn by the day or month, 
but they are laboring people; and I may-say in this connection that I 
know what it is to toil myself, and while these men are complaining 
because they do not get more wages than $2.50 for ten hours’ work, I 
can say to you that I myself have toiled on the farm day alter day, in- 
stead of ten hours, fourteen hours, and instead of $2.5 a day I re- 
ceived the meager pay of 50 cents a day. 

Mr. WADE. It was not enough, was it? 

Mr. BREWER. No, it was notenough. I get all I can, just as | 
advise all the people of this country to get all they can honorably; but 
I would not encourage them to repudiate any honest contract that they 
have entered into with the Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are two amendments that I desire to pro- 
pose to this bill, and if my friends who support the bill are correct in 
what they state, and are stating what they mean, they can not do oth- 
erwise than suppurt these amendments. My friend from New York 
says that these men did not get what they contracted to receive. If 
they did get what they contracted to receive then they ought not to 
be paid again, but if they did not they ought to be paid whatever'is 
due them. If they contracted to work ten hours per day and did not 
receive the pay which they agreed to take and the Government to pay 
for ten hours’ work, the Government ought to pay them, and the Gov- 
ernment would have paid them long ago if that was the case; but the 
statement is not true that they failed to get the amount agreed upon. 

Now, in order to carry out that theory, I desire, if I can get an op- 
portunity, to propose this amendment: 

Provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever the court sha)! 
find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service 


under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the amount 
upon. 


Can anybody object to that? Can any man who has a claimagainst 
the Government object to the proposition that if he has not been paid 
what he contracted to receive he shall have a right to recover, but that 
if he has been paid he shall not have the right to recover ? 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. BREWER. Yes, if it will tend to elucidate this matter. 

Mr. WADE. Suppose John Smith had been hired by the Navy De- 
partment and worked thirty days, and received, under protest, pay at 
the rate allowed by the Department, would not the fact that he con- 
tinued to work the next mouth and accepted the same pay be an im- 
plied contract, and would not he be barred under your amendment ? 

Mr. HEARD. And ought he not to be? 

Mr. WADE. No, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. If he works the second month, after having received 
notice the first month, is not that a voluntary service, and ought he 
not to be bound by its terms? 

Mr. WADE. No, sir. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr.8 er, it is wonderful what charity we have, 
and it is very wonderful how liberal we are when we come to pay 
money out of the Treasury and not out of our own pockets! I have 
another amendment which I desire to present. I can see no reason 
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why these claimants, if they do not get $5,000 of their claims together, 
should not be permitted to appeal to the Supreme Court. Even if one 
man has a claim, and desires to have a test case made in the Supreme 
Court, I do not know why he should not be permitted to take his case 
there. The parties interested can contribute among them the money 
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to pay the expenses, and, if they desire to have the law tested, they | 


should be permitted to carry it to the Supreme Court. Therefore, | 
shall move to strike out the last proviso of the bill, which provides 
that they can not go to the Supreme Court without having an aggre- 


substituted for it the following: 


nd any such parties, as well as the United States, shall have the right of ap. 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 

Mr. BREWER. 
amendment will be accepted by the committee. If the first amend- 
ment to which I called the attention of the House, providing that it 
these men have not been paid they shall be paid, and that if they have 
been paid they shall not be paid again—if that amendment is adopted 
I shall vote for the bill, although I think it ought to have been simply 
a bill removing the bar of the statute of limitation and permitting 
these men to go into court and test the validity of their claims. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I desire to ask my friend a question. 
If there was a contract in any case between the Government and the 
laborer that he should work for a specified sum, has Congress any power 
to pass an act impairing the obligation of that contract? 

Mr. BREWER. Well, that is a constitutional question, and this 
bill, I imagine, is largely a matter of sentiment. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question upon the pending amendment and upon the engross 
ment, third reading, and passage of the bill. 

Mr. BREWER. 
submit the two amendments which I have read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
mittee are willing to accept. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to offer those two «amendments and to have 
them pending. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish to know whether it is 
the intention of the committee to compel us to vote on this bill with- 


We will accept that. 


out allowing any amendments except such as are proposed by the com- | 


mittee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is the intention of the com- 
mittee to get this bill out of the way in the morning hour. It has 
already occupied more time than is necessary, and I insist on my mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are two amendments pending. 
‘The gentleman from New Jersey ‘moves the previous question —— 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I offered my amendments before | 
yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are two amendments now pend- 
ing. 

Mr. BREWER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments I have read may be considered as pending under the previous 
question, if it be ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was misinformed. ‘The 
motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Brewer] is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend from New Jersey will pardon a sug 
westion, why not call the previous question on the pending amend- 
ments and let them be disposed of, so as to allow further amendments 
to the bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have made my 
Speaker; I ask that it be put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey de 
mands the previous question. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. Are the 
two amendments which I have sent up pending, so that I can have a 
vote upon them? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One amendment, as the Chair under 
stands, was assented to by the committee. 

Mr. BREWER. The amendment striking out the second proviso 
and inserting what I propose has been accepted. I desire a vote on the 
other. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s amendment can not 
be accepted by the committee; it must be voted upon by the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
whether the amendment which I submitted, to make an appropriation 
is pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. I renew my parliamentary inquiry, whether the 
amendment which I offered is pending, the amendment proposing to 
make an appropriation of money ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment is not pending. 


Mr. 


motion, 


The gentleman from New Jersey moves 


It 


was not received as anamendmentat thetime the gentleman proposed it. | the bill as amended to be engrossed and read the third time. 


vine 
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My friend from New Jersey suggests that this | 
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Mr. BLAND. Then I desire to offer the amendment now. I gave 
notice at the proper time that I should offer it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not be pending except oy unan 
imousconsent. The gentleman from Missouri[ Mr. BLAND] asks unan 
imous consent to offer an amendment. I! 

Mr. DINGLEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. BLAND. lam not 


s there objection ? 


Objection is made 


in favor of this bill; but I ask gentlemen 


| who claim that it is a good bill why they are not willing to appropriate 
gate sum of these claims amounting to $5,000, and I shall ask to have 


money to carry it into eftect. 
iraud upon these people? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Why do you undertake to perpetrate a 


Che question is upon the amendment 





of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcrEy], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 2 the following 

‘And provided further, als Phat upon the con nent of suc suit any 
claimant in such class may petition to be admitted as a prosecuting claimant 
therein; and the Department of Justice shall prepare a form of petition for such 
purpose and shall furnish the same in blank with proper instructions for exe 


cuting and filing the same to any applying claimant free of cost And uponthe 
filing with the Clerk of the Court of Claims of such petition properly executed 
and verified under oath such clerk shall forthwith noUly the Department of 
Justice of such filing; and if no reason appears to the contrary such claimant 
shall be admitted asa party to such suit. And unk Government shall 
traverse any material allegation in such petition, no attorney or agent shall be 
entitled to demand or receive any fee or compensation whatever for any serv- 
ices rendered or alleged to have been rendered to such applying claimant in 
connection with the preparation or filing of said petition or the presentation of 
said petitioner’s claim: Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any attorney to 
demand or receive any fees for services in such suits or collection of such claims 
exceeding 5 per cent. of the amount of any such claims; and payment of such 
judgments shall only be made to the claimant in person or to the heirs or ad 


ss the 


ministrators or executors of such claimant if dead, and not to any ogent, as- 
signee, or attorney.’’ 
The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 


| LACEY, it was adopted. 


Before the previous question is ordered I desire to | : —¢ 5 
| ments which were sent to the desk by the gentl: 


a | N . 2p ‘rp } 
Che latter amendment the com- | (Mr. BREWER]. 


| unanimous consent upon approving the amendment which the vent 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the amend- 


man from Michigan 


The Clerk read as follows 


Add as an additional proviso the following 


Provided further, That this act shall not be operati whenever the court 
shall find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or 
service under a contract, express or implied, and has been paid tl or the 
amount agreed upon.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Does the gentleman f: Michigan 
offer this as a new section? 

Mr. BREWER. The other amendment was accepted 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. [t can not be aces pted. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire the other amendment to be taken up first 

Mr. HEARD. I ask the Chair to take the sense of the Ho 


man from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] is willing to accept. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That, I understand, is just what 
the Chair was going to do. 
Mr. BREWER. I want my other amendment taken up iirst—the 


one which the committee agreed to accept 
The Clerk read as follows 


Strike outallafter ‘‘ further,” inline 21 ¢ rt ' y 
parties, as well as the United States. shall ha t! tof aj 


i » j Si 
preme Court of the United States 
The SPEAKER prote mpore. Is there objection to ent Lint 
amendment? The Chair hears none 
The question being taken, the amendment v agreed to. 
Mr. BREWER. Now I ask thatthe cuestion be taken o: hi 
amendment. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be reported. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The mo iv i havinu « er 
the House under the special order 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey nasm he ; in ) 
this day belongs under the order of the House to the Committee on 
Labor, I ask unanimous consent that the pending )i!! be now disposed of. 
Mre CUTCHEON. I hope that may be don 
The SPEAKER protlempore. The gentleman from New Je y | Mr. 
BUCHANAN] asks unanimous consent that the special order be post- 
poned until such time as the pending bill is disposed of. Is there ob 
jection? The Chair hears none. The question on the ndment 
of the gentleman from Michigan 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jerse Le 
Che Clerk read as follows 
\dd as an additional proviso t ) 
tnd provided furthe That thisact shall t i ourt 
shall find that such laborer, workman, or meclia pe ned such labor or 
service under any contract, expre rimplied, a paid for the 
amount agreed upon 


The SPE AKER pro l¢ pore 
the amend ment The ayes appear to have i 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, the ame acreed t 
being—ayes 57, noes 53 

The SPEAKER pro lé mpore, 


having put the jllestion o rreeing to 


“iment was 


o; there 


The question is now upon ordering 
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Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understood my friend from New 
Jersey [Mr. bucHANAN] to say that he would give me one minute be- 
fore this matter was disposed of to make a suggestion. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The previous question has been or- 
dered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I ask unanimous consent—— P 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can proceed if there is 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I did make the promise which 
the gentleman states, but I have had to yield to the exigencies which 
surrounded me. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. My object, Mr. Speaker, I will state, 
because objection may be made, and I do not wish the House to think 
that a trap has been prepared, is to offer an amendment which will be 
in effect a substitute forthe bill. After describing the supposed claims 
of these laborers it provides that— 

They shall have the right to present their claims to the accounting officers of 
the Treasury, who shal! adjust the same without prejudice, and report such de- 
ficiency ; and a sufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated to pay all de- 
ficlencies so ascertained, and the Treasurer is directed to pay the same. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That leaves the law without having been construed. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. But the law has been already con- 
strued by the courts, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposed 
amendment? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I shall have to object, as it makes 
an appropriation long before the judgment is rendered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, moved to reconsic or the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid og the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ALLEGED FRAUDS UPON THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with the regular or- 
der | ask unanimous consent to present a matter to be printed in the 
RecorpD, a communication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting 
facts and papers in answer to House resolution of August 16, 1890. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the papers were ordered to be printed. 

They are as follows: 


[Letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting facts and papers in answer 
to House resolution of August 6, 1890, reciting that frauds were charged to 
have been practiced upon the Post-Office Department by one Alexander J. 
Wedderburn. } 

OFFice OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., August 23, 189), 


Sin: On the 16th instant a resolation was adopted in the House of as 
atives reciting that it had been charged in the columns of responsible journals 
that gross frauds had been practiced on the Post-Office Department by one 
Alexander J, Wedderburn, in connection with the transmission th h the 
mails ofa large number of newspapers entitled The National Furm and Fire- 
side at one-eighth of the rates established by law; that said printed 
in Alexandria, Va., were mailed at a post-office called Grange 
lished at the request of Wedderburn, one of whose employés was master; 
that an investigation of these facts had been made by the Post ice Depart- 


ment, with the result of discontinuing the said ; that it had been as- 
serted that criminal proceedings were not instituted — Wedderbrrn, the 
Department of Agriculture having inter in his behalf; and requesting the 


Post master-General to transmit to the House all the facts in possession of the 
Post-Office Department in this matter, ineluding the reports of the ce 
inspectors, together with any correspondence had with the Department of Ag- 
riculture. 

A copy of this resolution, signed by the Clerk of the House, reached this De- 
partment on Monday the 18th instant. I had left the city for a fewdays on the 
preceding Friday, the 15th instant, and the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, who, in addition to myself, alone had full knowledge of all the facts in this 
case, was absent at the death-bed of his mother, having left Washington on the 
9th instant. Immediately upon my return I caused the papers to be 
and have the honor to submit them to you herewith in answer to call of 
the House of Representatives. 

This Department has had no correspondence in this matter with the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

The facts in this case may be briefly summarized as follows: Grange pis 
nota city, town, or village, nor a place of resort, except that once a year an agri- 
eultural fair is held there for a od of about two weeks, It is a flag stat on 
on the railroad, distant in one direction a mile from the next and in 
another direction a mile andahalf. There is no commercial or private busi- 
ness transacted at that place, There were but two families permanently ac- 
commodated by the post-office, in addition to the ctor of a weekly paper, 
nominally issued there, but, in reality, published at Alexandria, Va., and one of 
these families receives part of its mail through a rented box at a boring 
post-office. The only person really benefi by the continuance of the office 
was Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, yt etor of The National Farm and Fireside, 
the editions of which, printed at Alexandria, he has been regularly sending by 
express to Grange Camp, to. be mailed through that post-office, : 

1© Department's investigation discloses that the post-office was srtigieely 
established through the exertions of Mr. Wedderburn, April 22, 1887; an 
order for its discontinuance was made April 16,1888,which order was rescinded 
April 24, 1888, and that the person appointed to be postmaster, and who served 
as such until the office was discontinued, was not a resident of the place, per- 
formed none of the duties of the office, and was postmaster inname only. The 
ae a the peste. a a — eB ne a em- 
oy és, who permitt 7 erburn to obtain su postage-stamps on 
: it and to mail issues of his paper without requiring advance t of 
postage, both of these canes n violation of plain of 
ond nes to have — ved all the ona Tr 
k , therefore, although not an employé service, 
was absolute director of the post-office at Grange Camp, mailed ue there 
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in unlimited quantities, and brought or sent there other mail matter from Alex- 
andria and from Washington, thus swelling the amount of his stamp cancella- 
tions, exercising all the power of the postmaster, realizing all its benefits, and 
being almost its solepatron. Itthus resuited that while the receipts of the office 
during the time it was in existence amounted to $1,495.81, $1,215.02, or 81 per 
cent. of the whole, went to pay the commissions of the postmaster. The receipts 
from other business than that of Mr. Wedderburn averaged a little more than 
2centsaday. Because the salaries of the post-offices at Washington, D.C.,and 
Alexandria, Va., are fixed by law, and the compensation of the respective post- 
masters is not a variable sum, dependent upon the cancellations of stamps, the 
whole, or nearly the whole, amount of these commissions, $1,215.02, paid on can- 
cellations of mail matter diverted from the two offices mentioned, was a com- 
plete loss to the Government. 

Upon these facts, developed by post-office inspectors, the post-office at Grange 
Camp was discontinued. 

The paper above mentioned has not yet been denied admission at second-class 
rates, That matter is still under consideration and the Department is await- 
ing further proofs, 

The question as to the prosecution of Mr. Wedderburn has been submitted to 
the Attorney-General for his opinion. 

For convenience, a list of inclosures is given below. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, vour obedient servant, 
JNO. WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General, 
Iion. Tuomas B. Reep, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 





LIST OF INCLOSURES. 


A.—Correspondence in Office of Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
1. Third Assistant to chief inspector, May 22, 1890. 
Third Assistant to = Grange Camp, June 17, 1890. 

Third Assistant to First Assistant, J une 17, 1890. 

Third Assistant to postmaster Grange Camp, June 20, 1890. 

. Third Assistant to chief inspector, June 20, 1890. 

. Third Assistant to Mr. Wedderburn, June 27, 1890. 

. Mr. Wedderburn to Postmaster-General, August 13, 1890. 

. Memorandum as to compensation of master at Grange Camp and 

amount of postage paid on National Farm and Fireside. 

9. Specimens of National Farm and Fireside. 

B.— rs in office of First Assistant Postmaster-General. 

1, Original jacket and inclosure in matter of first establishment of office 
at Grange Camp, April 22, 1887. 
2. Jacketand inclosures in regard to the discontinuance of office at Grange 
. — a 16, 1888, and the subsequent rescinding of that order, 
pril 24, 1888. 

. Jacket and inclosures in regard to discontinuance of post-office at 

Grange Camp, June 25, 1890, 

. Jacket and inclosures (not acted upon) in regard to the re-establish- 

ment of the post-office at Grange Camp, July 8, 1590, 

. Postmaster Dunn Loring to First Assistant Postmaster-General, re- 
porting closing of Grange Camp office, June 25, 1890, 

Letters from Hon. E. H. Cone .C.; Hon. E. H. Furston,M. C.; Hon. 
E. P. Avtey, M.C.; Hon. M. B. Wrient, M. C.; master Alexandria, 
Va.; Mr. R. R. Farr, Fairfax C. H., Va.; Mr. Albert Peacock, Lewins- 
= Va.; and reply of Third Assistant Postmaster-General, July 16, 

890. 
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. Report of Inspector Arrington, July 9, giving reasons why post-office at 
Grange Camp should not be >amehled 
8. Letter from Hon. A. S. Pappock, United States Senate, to Postmaster- 
General, July 16, 1590. 
©.—Papers in Office of Chief Post-Office Inspector, 
1. Report of Inspector Arrington, July 12, 1890. 
2. Report of Inspector Arrington, July 31, 1890. 
3. Statement of A.J. W. rn, June 20, 1890. 
4. Statement of A.J. Wedderburn, June 24, 1890. 
5. Statement of A. J. Wedderburn, to editor Star. 
6. Third Assistant Postmaster-General to Chief Inspector, June 20, 1890, 
7. Chief Inspector to Inspector King, July 8, 1890. _ 
8. Inspector Arrington to Inspector King, July 12,1890. 
9% oe for admission of Farm and Fireside at second-class rates 
—_ Alexan post-office. 
10. Chief Inspector to Inspector King, June 21, 1890. 
11. Chief Inspector to Inspector King, July 16, 1890. 
12. A. Freeman to Postmaster-Genera), July 15, 1890. 
13, Hon. A.S, Pappocx, United States Senate, to Postmaster-General, July 


7, 1890. 
14. Reply of Postmaster-General to Senator Pappock, July 15, 1890. 
D.—1. Copy of resolution of the House of Representatives, August 16, 1890. 


A.—CORRESPONDENCE IN OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POST- 
MASTER-GENERAL. 
Post-Orricz DEPARTMENT, 
OFFicr OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 22, 1890. 

Sir: The National Farm and Fireside was accepted for entry and mailing as 
second-class matter at Grange Camp, Va., November 8, 1887. 

It has recently been represented to this office— 

That it is printed at Alexandria, Va., and sent to Grange Camp by express, 
and there mailed at the pound rate of postage. 

That much of the business of the publication is transacted through post-office 
box 33 (?), Washington, D. C. 

That the legitimate circulation of the paper does not exceed from 300 to 500 


copies, 

Phat from 10,000 to 15,000 copies of each issuc are being mailed and that the 
so-called sam copies are paid for atthe rate of 3 cents apiece by John P. 
a & Co., = a — be are ag topo — are the way ee it for 
the purpose of influencing onona now pending before Congress. 

Vey aed chen pe es petition, which each reader is requested to 


Mr. W. W. Kimball, of Boston, Maass., now in this city, is the agent of 
DE Nee inl Been ona ainn 
ee ee ee a idaienl si ie ae 
ence at Grange Camp, Va., ng an arrangement with the postmaster 
which he receives all the emoluments of the office in 
upon, which is paid the daughter of the 
That the Department is being de’ 
place of business properly belonging to Washington and 
; oS SE PGR AREED ae thorough investigation of all the facts 
n the case. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
A. D. HAZEN, 
m Gite Third Assistant Postmaster-Gencral, 
. RATHBONE, : 
Chief Inspector, Department, 





1890. 





Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, | 
OrFrice OF THE Turep Assi4TANT PoOsTMASTER-GENEBAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 17, 1990. 
Sin: The National Farm and Fireside, published at your place, has been de- 
cided by this office, after consideration of the application and papers su mitté d 
by the publishers, to be not entitled to admission into the matis at the sec \- 
class rate of postage, under the provisions of paragraph 4, section S25, Postal 
Laws and Regulations 
You are direeted to inform the publishers of the action of the Departme 
and to require postage at the third-class rate on ail copies of the p a 1 


preaented for mailing at your office. 


Yours, very respectiully, 
A. D. HAZEN 
Third Assistant Postmas G al, 
PosTMASTER, Gra et rp, } r 
Post-Orrice DEPARTMEN 
Orrice OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL 
Washington, D. ¢ Ju 17, 1899. 
D Sire: I beg leave to submit herewith a copy of a report of Post-Office 


Inspector T. M. Arrington, in case of The National Farm and! 


newspaper that purports to be published at Grange Camp, Va 


ireside,a weekly 
In a 


corda e 
with the recommendation of the inspector the privileges of the seeond-class | 
rates of postage have been withdrawu from the publication. 

As this appears to be a ease where the post-office has been run in the interest | 
of the publisher of the paper, I respectfully recommend that the office be dis- 
continued. 

Very respectfully, 
A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. i 

Hon. J. 8. CLARKSON, 

lirst Assistant Postmaster-General. 
j 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


Orvice OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D.C., June & 
Sir: The erder sent you yesterday, withdrawing the privilege of entry « 
second-class matter at your office of The National Farm and Fireside is here! 
modified so far (and no farther) as to permit the publisher to mail the edition of 
the paper for this week. 
Yours, very respectfully, 


), 1890. 





A. D. HAZE 


Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 





PostMAsTEr, Grange Camp, Va. 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
THE THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 20, 1890. 


Sin: In compliance with your verbal request of yesterday I return herewith 
the report of Post-Office Inspector Arrington relative to the status of The Na- 
tional Farm and Fireside, published at Grange Camp, Va., and of the post-oflice 
at that place. I send you also copy of a report made on the 2d of March, 185s, 
by Post-Offiee luspector W. 5. Ridgely upon the affairs of the post-office at 
Grange Camp, which exhibits a state of things at that time somewhat similar 
to what is shown by the report of Inspector Arrington. It seems that short!y 
after the receipt by this office of Inspector Kidgely's report. namely, on Mar. 
20, 1388, a copy of it was transmitted to the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
with a recommendation for the diseontinuance of the office, and that an order 
to discontinue was made on the 16th of April, 1888, but rescinded ten days after- 
wards. 

J inclose also copies of two applications made by Alexander J. Wedderburn 
publisher of The National Farm and Fireside, for the entry of that paper at 
Grange Camp, Va., and for the entry at Alexandria, Va.,of what is called the 
Virginia edition of The National Farm and Fireside ; and although this office is 
not aware of any fraud in connection with these applications it may bethat upon 
special investigation fraud will be discovered. I should be glad to have you 
specially investigate the status of the Virginia edition of The National Farmand | 

ireside, with the view of discovery whether it is advisable to exclude it from | 
the mails as second-claas matter. 

There is still another paper, it seems—The Progress— published at Alexan- 
dria, Va., by Mr. Wedderburn, the status of which it might be well to inquire 
Into. 

I send also paper showing sales, cancellations, and commissions of the post- | 
master at Grange Camp from the second quarter of 1887 to the fourth quarter | 
of 1889, inclusive, and suggest that inquiry be made to ascertain whether the 
postmaster or his assistants or agents have been guiity of making false re- 
turns in order to increase the compensation of the office. 

in transmitting to you the above-mentioned papers, I beg leave to call your | 
attention to the fact that the present assistants of the postmaster at Grance | 
Camp, a Mr. Swayze and his daughter, have, according to Inspector Arringtou's | 
report, been habitually violating the act of Congress of June 17, 1378, in selling | 
stamps to the publisher of The National Farmand Fireside, Alexander J. Wed- | 
derburn, without requiring payment therefor in cash,an offense which is pun- 
ishable by fine or imprisonment and which would seem to be in this case of | 
sufficient gravity to warrant a criminal prosecution of the offenders. 

| 
' 
| 


OFFICE OF 


After the peuetatien is completed, i should be giad to have you commini- 
eate the result to this office. 


Yours, very respectfully, 


A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. | 
E. G. Ratupone, Esq., i 
Chief Posi-Ofice Inspector, Washington, D. C. 


| Grange Camp than to any otber other office twenty-two fan 


Post-Orrice DerarTMEn?, 
Orrice or tar Tamp AssieTant PosrmasTeR-GENERAL, | 
Washington, D. C., June 2, 189. 
SiR: Ponting ptestines investigation, which has been directed, into the status | 
of your paper ( National Farm and Fireside), heretofore entered and mailed 
as second-class matter, the order recently issued excluding it from the privileges 
of second-class matter has been suspended until further notice, Since, however, 
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| consideratic 


existence can be easily shown 


| daughter, and the clerk in the post-o 


| two Wiliams families and five to mine, 


| letters is there any reason why they should be denied proper postal facilit 


| date the public and increase the postal facilities? 


| field, namely: Messrs. Durant, Charles Taylor, T. Brent and wife, M. } 


| to | mile nearer Grange Camp than any other office. 


| append their names,as follows: Th« 
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the post-office at Grange Camp has been discontinu your right tor the 
| paper at another post-offic un be decided only through a new applicat 
Y« very resp¢ 
A. D. HAZEN 
a 3 Fs 
\ D ) 
DEAR Su rb Ge ‘ 
and others wh ave recommends the re-« . im ‘ < , ‘ 
Grange Camp, Va., based doubtless upon the infor t i: i from t 
“intelligent inspector of the Department,’ to whom ‘ rusted, 
so full of erroneous statements, and naturally so mis lis i sea ¢ 
that | feel constrained to direct attention thereto 
Presuming from the prompt apd just manner in whi ou i rd 
the revocation of General Hazen's order to suppress my paper that i cles 
to act without prejudice and with entire justice, I shall ask your altention 
following facts: 

Latin motto Fuls in uno, falsus in omnibus would certainly eas d 
credit the report of your intelligent inspector’’ were only one of his stat 
ments capabie of contradiction; but of the fifteen reasons given for « né 

| ing the office it appears to me that only one is of sufficient importance to need 





n, except those which can readily be shown to be ert 


ymeous or m 











leading. Allow me to take up and dispose of them e/ s stim 

Ibe causes given for the action of the Department are fifteeu numb al 
I shall takethem up and reply preto serialim 

Charge 1. Grange Camp is neither a city nor town; 15 without commercial or 
maaufacturing interests; and it is only used once a year for a fair. 

Replyl. While nota city, town, manufacturing or commercial center, Grange 


Camp is a pleasure-ground, used oftener than once a year 
Charge 2. 1t is a flag station on a Virginia railroad. 
Reply 2. Neither can its being a flag station ona Virginia railroad affect this 

matter, as post-offices are frequently established outside of cities, towns, com 

mercial and manufacturing centers, and they are aiso often established at flag 
stations even on Virginia railroads. If thetruth must be told, the large majority 
of fourth-class offices are located at some lonely cross-road store in the bach 
woods, or, worse still, in the home of some country gentleman; therefore thes: 
reasons amount to nothing, in arguing the case, except to show that probably 
the writer had fully and carefully studied the art of *‘how not to do it 
it was desired that he should not. And the assertion that a truth 
leads to incorrect conclusions holds good in this case as in others 
harge 3. It is situated within a mile of Dunn Loring and 1) mies of Vienna 
both post-office villages. 

Reply 3. The distance is i rrectly stated. To Dunn Loring it is 1} miles 
and to Vienna over 2} miles by county road What constitutes a post-ofliee vil 
lage in the eyes of the writer! am ata lossto understand. Let us compare 
Grange Camp with the “ manufacturing and commercial’ center of the post 
office village of Dunn Loring, and mark the result. Dunn-Loring consists of 
one depot, one store and dwelling oceupied, two other dwellings, one of which 
never has been occupied, and one other family a few hundred yards 
When compared with the population of Grange Camp, as given below 





when 
half telid 
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distant. 


, apy in 
telligent person can see where the advantage belongs. 

Charges 4 and 5. That, besides myself, only two families were benefited by 
the mail facilities, etc.; that the mail from Grange Camp, besides my own 


would not exceed 2 cents perday. 

Replics4and5. These statementsare incorrect, and must have been known 
to the “intelligent inspector,” as is easily proven. The Williams families, M: 
yhnston, Mr. Swayze, and my own, all white, live immediately upon the 
rounds or on the farms adjacentthereto. In Mr. Johnston's and my families 
are employed five colored persons, all of whom write and receive letters fai 
above the ordinary average fer colored persons. Mr. A. C. Williams, as secr 
tary of the Grange Camp Association, paid in for that association last year on 
one voucher over $24, which alone exceeds by over 300 per cent. the amou 
stated by your inspector. As secretary ofthe District Grange of Northern Vi 
ginia my mail has exceeded $7.30 per year (which again disproves it 

The personal mail of Mr. Williams is not inconsiderable, and lam confident 
that, leaving out my individual and Grange mail, the cancellations of the office 
would compare favorably with those of a large majority of fourth-class offices 
if it would not rank very high in the average scale. Your inspector seems t 
have ignored entirely the existence of Mr. Johnston's family, and also that of M1 
Swayze (the assistant postmaster), who, together with his family of five, have 
resided 6n the ground for over eighteen months, That the inspector knew of their 

He not only conversed with Mr. Swayze, b 
was in his house, and certainly saw and conversed with Miss Swayze, h 
ce. Was it possible, under such circun 
stances, for him to have forgotten their existence in his enumeration of the pop 
lation of Grange Camp? Or could it have been an intentional! omission 
by @ man sent to see only what he wanted” 

Charge 6. That of the twenty-eight signers to the petition, six belonged to t! 
said to b 








mad 


and ‘‘the remain 
siding within the delivery of other post-offices.’ 

Reply 6. 1t may be true that six of the signers to the petition belonged to the 
Williams families and five to mine, but if all of these persons write an 


ler are 


receiv 
under an administrat to accomm 
Admit, for argument’s salk« 
in passing, that some of your other charges are sufficient rant my pun- 
ishment, is the entire inity to! \isdeeds 
supposed? 

Having penne of eleven of the twenty-eight 
summarily, the writer asserte, with his u 


yn which announces its avowed policy to be 


to wa 


omn © nade to suffer tor my real o 


signers to the petition thus 


ia! incorr ness, hat the baiance of 
the signers reside within the limits of other post-offices. The facts are that of 
the other seventeen seven reside on the grounds, as follows: M. Diggs, J. Wi 
son, A. Wilson, E. Hawkins, RK. Pullen, RK. L. Johnston, and U.M. Johnston. TT! 
remaining ten all live nearer to Grange Camp than to any « poet-off 





unless one or two may be nearer to the recently established post-offic« 


tot the 


H. Nickens, H. Brown, and Jerry Smith. 


This leaves only oneo 
eight not accounted for, all of 


whom reside within from one-quarter of a n 


Upon a cursery examination of the locality I find that there reside nearer to 
ies, and had your 
inspector taken the pains he should have done, if he desired information, ther: 
wouki have been no trouble in his ascertaining the correctness of this etate 
ment. Of these families, ten are whiteand twelve are colored, ot including the 
colored families on the grounds. That there may be no mixiake as to this, | 
white familles are those of A. ©. Williams 
Frank Williams, Mr. Durant, Oscar Moore, Mr. Terrett, Mrs. Hunter, Mr. Pick 
ett, Mr. Johnatou, Mr. Swayze, A. J.Wedderburn,in all ten. The eolored fami- 
liesare those of Mrs. Harney, Marlow Brown, H. Nickens, F. Williams, H. Brown 
H. Bell, JerrySmith, T. Bell, M. Bell, Dobbie, 'T. Brent, Chas. Taylor, in all twelve 
The last-named person resides onthe Dunn Loring farm. With few exceptions. 
all of these persons reside within the mile limit for special-delivery letters, 
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The National Farm and Fireside, which I regularly sent by express to mail! from 

Grange Camp. 

Reply 7. As to being the only person served by the office, and consequently 
benefited thereby, the preceding paragraphs show the incorrectness of this 
statement. 

Ktegarding the National Farm and Fireside being sent from Alexandria to 
Grange Camp, I have to say: 

First. I know no law to forbid the printing of a newspaper in one place and 
and mailing itinanother. So far as I know, the postal laws have been faithfully 
observed in its publication. 

Second. For seventeen years the paper ran on in the even tenor of its way 
without hinderance (except on one occasion, when the Department thought I 
was advertising my fertilizer business too heavily; but they receded from that 
position on investigation), until I presumed to advocate the passage of the Con- 
ger lard bill; when suddenly the postal authorities pounced upon my paper 
without a. word of warning, and issued an illegal and unwarranted order deny 
ing it the United States mails at newspaper rates. 

Vhen the office was established at Grange Campand The National Farm and 
Fireside entered there as second-class matter—and for many months thereafter, 
however, it was printed there, as well as mailed from that place—owing to rea- 
sons perfectly legitimate, it was deemed best to remove the printing to Alexan- 
dria, The greater portion of the editorial work was and is stil! doneat Grange 
Camp, as I reside chore from April to November (which again disproves the in- 
spector’s statement that I reside most of the time in Alexandria). I wouldlike 
to know as to the ee to printing a paper in one place and mailing it at 
another. And, further, has the Department ruled that a paper can not be 
printed in whole or in part in one place and mailed from another as second- 
class matter’? If such rule exists, how does it coincide with the law, which says 
that agents and dealers can mail to subscribers at offices other than that of pub- 
lication’? If there is no such regulation, what has that to do with the matter? 

Charge 8. The office was originally established upon my exertions, and the 
person appointed postmaster,and who continued as such until the office was 
discontinued, was nota resident of the place, etc. 

Reply 8. 1t is an undisputed fact that the office was created at my request and 
for my benefit principally,as my written an and papers in the case will 
show, wherein are set forth the kind, quantity, and character of the mail to be 
sent therefrom; and this, after a protest from the nearest (Dunn-Loring) office 
and an investigation by the Department. 

The idea intended to be conveyed regarding the postmaster, Mr. Luckett, is 
calculated to deceive if notsointended. Mr. Luckett, at the time of his appoint- 
ment,was a resident of Grange Camp. 

Charge 9. The duties of the office were performed by an employé of mine, who 
allowed me to get my stamps on credit. 

Relpy 9. There has been no attempt to deny that an employé of mine per- 
formed tho duties of postmaster. If it was illegal to have sold me stamps on 
credit I was unaware of it, and presumed the Government only desired to get 
the amounts due at the end of each quarter, which the Treasurer's reeeipts will 
show have been paid. 

Charge 10. That I received the emoluments of the office. 

Reply 10. This appearsto me to be of noconcern a to the postmaster and 
myself, but as the office was suspended a few months after it was started on pre- 
cisely the same ground (that I was its chief patronand chief beneficiary), and 
as the whole subject was then fully discussed, and the authorities decided that 
the question of the disposition of the profits of the office was one for the consid- 
eration of the postmaster, and not of the Post-Office Department, and the office 
was at once re-established, I am ata loss to see what blame attaches either to 
Mr. Luckett or myself. . 

Charge 11, I was the absolute director of the office, and mailed my paper in 
unlimited quantities,’* without liability of being questioned as to its legitimacy.”’ 

Reply 11. For years I have mailed each year several large editions of The 
National Farm and Fireside, and intend to do so in the future, unless a general 
rule is made to the contrary, applicable to other papers as well as mine, I re- 
member eight years ago sending into eanereranee an edition of twenty-five 
thousand, advocating the election of that friend of the farmer, Governor Pat- 
tison, as my contribution to his successful canvass, and its “legitimacy ’ was 
not even then questioned. 

Charge 12. That I brought ‘‘ other mail matter"’ from Alexandria and Wash- 
ington so as to swell the cancellations at Sane ney 

Reply 12. The insinuation that I secured mail from Washington and Alexan- 
dria other than my own and that on which I paid the postage is absolutely faise. 

Charge 13, The receipts of the office are shown to be large enough to pay the 
Government during its continuance .79. 

Reply 13. The strangest of all reasons given for the suppression of the office 
is the one that it wasa paying fourth-class office, 

The figures presented show that the Government received something every 

uarter, That, so far from being an expense, like 75 per cent. of alljthe fourth- 
class a of the country, it actually paid 19 per cent. profit. 

a In the thirty-eight months of its existence it paid $280.79 into the-United States 
reasury. 
When iillions have to be appropriated every year for the support of fourth- 

class offices, it seems remarkable that one of the few paying offices should be 

discontinued, while non-paying offices are allowed to continue and are con- 
stantly being established under the rule alluded to. 

Charge 14, That the receipts from mail other than mine did not average 2 cents 
per day. 

Reply 14, This charge has been disposed of above. 

Charge 15. That the whole, or nearly the whole, of the commissions paid were 
a dead loss to the Government. 

Reply 15, This charge I also deny, for two reasons: 

First. Had the large majority of the mail not been sent from Grange Camp, 
it would have had to be mailed from some other fourth-class post-office in th 
neighborhood, in which event the Government would not have received any 
more than it did in this case. 

Second. The commissions enabled me tocirculate very much more mail (which 
mail, by the way, was in connection with my Grange work, and not for my in- 
dividual benefit) than I otherwise could have done. 

en together, I believe the Government is a gainer rather than a loser by 
the transaction, as the writer tries so hard to show. 

These being the facts, it hardly seems that this injustice should be permitted, 
as there was no intention to discontinue the office (as shown by the uest for 
a new bond dated June 14, 1890) until theattempt was made tostop The National 
Farm and Fireside. And if you examine the conversation between Inspector 
Rathbone and myself, on June 20, 1890, you can not but see that I have strong 
—- tive evidence for believing that that attempt to su: my paper was 

ue to its advocacy of the Conger lard bill and instigated by t the nents 
of that measure. The Department having found itself in theawk —- 
of having violated the constitutional right of the freedom of the press, in its at- 

tempt to shield itselfdescends to the small expedient of trying to suppress a 

fourth-class post-office, which not only inconveniences myself, but many others, 


Yours, respectfully, 
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN. 


Hion, Joan WANAMAKER, 
PostmasterGeneral. 
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Charge7. The only person benefited by this office was myself, as the editor of Compensation of the postmaster at Lor ys Camp, Va., and amount of postage pa 
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Aveust 30, 


on National Farm and Fireside, maile 


at that ofice from May 14, 1887, to Marc’ 
31, 1890, by quarters. 


. 7 





5 in | Postage « 
la | Compensa- (“\-,.? 
Quarter ending— Sales. | ——- | tion of ee 
postmaster, | “pj esid, 
June 30, 1887 .... $62.96 | $65.83 | $59.50 ¢9 
Sept. 30; 1887 . 74.25 | 82. 38 69. 43 | 10 
Dec. 31, 1887 ..... 170. 98 165. 43 117.71 | 16 
Mar. 31, 1888 ..... 163. 02 217. 68 143. 84 | 17 
June 30, 1888 ..... 71,02 | 87.09 | 72, 25 | 20 
Sept. 30, 1888 179. 44 | 189. 66 129. 83 17 
Dee. 31, 1888 ..... 105. 30 | 118. 10 | 90. 86 | 2 
Mar. 31, 1889 ........ ; 58. 46 | 60. 64 | 56, 38 | 8.4 
JUNO BD, WED nn eeccecersesorseeceseceree] 68,13 | 63.28 57.97 | 5 
Ry PED cncrescensenocnnenesterenpescecs 56.12 58.56 | 55.14 | 9 
I, Ws SD ewitcsecntpaienede 95. 90 97.98 | 78.79 ,, 
Ns Shy OOM sorccnessapbiteusvedeescevhosbes 77.91 82.24 | 69. 84 ll 
RE shisha Sencencienibncdus 1,178.48 | 1,288. 87 1,001, 04 153. 





Mem.—Swayze, asst. p. m., says that paper has about 500 subscribers, whi: 
would make the average legitimate allie a quarter about 400 lbs. or less. |! 
would thus seem that the greatest part of the papers mailed nearly every qua 
ter have been sent as sample copies. 


Here follow five copies of the National Farm and Fireside.) 


B.—PAPERS IN OFFICE OF FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GE 
E ° 
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[No. 1012.) 
Post-OFrFricE DEPARTMENT, 
Orrice or THE First Assistant P. M. GENERAL, 
April 7, 1887. 
New office in the State of Virginia, county of Fairfax, to be named Grance 


‘amp. 
For P, M., Ludwell H. Luckett. 
Applied for by 40 citizens. 
Queries sent April 7, 1887, to Ludwell H. Luckett, care of the postmaster at 
Fairfax C. H. : 
Queries returned April 10, 1887, 
It will be situated in the 
range * Route No. 
increase the distance . ; , : 
Between the offices of Dunn Loring, 1 mile east, and Vienna, 5 miles west 
Nearest office not on route. 
Its distance is miles in a direction. 
Population to be supplied, 20 families. 
Number of inhabitants within village, summer resort. 
Or not on any established route, but to receive special supply fron. —-—— 


c 





and answered as follows: 
quarter of section , township —— 
, from Washington to Leesburgh, and wi! 






































distant miles, and — by for > 
(Indorsed:) No. 1012, April 7, 1887, Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, Vir- 
ginia State. 


Papers to Fairfax C. H. £500 bond. 

Referred to contract office, April 2 1887. Contract office returns case Apri! 
12, 1887, and reports can be supplied from R. R. route No, 11004, provided the 
mails are taken to and from the post-office without expense to the Depart- 


ment.—Sweney. . 

ene Camp on Route 11004, and appoint Ludwell H. Luckett, P 
M.—A. Leo Knott, Acting P. M. General. 

April 22, 1887. 


Hon, W. H. F. Ler. 


GRANGE Camp, VA., April 4, 1887. 
Dear Sie: In asking for a post-office at Grange Camp it was suggested that 
such reasons should be given for its establishment as may seem to justify it, in 
view of the proximity to the offices at Vienna and Dunn Loring. 1 will therefore 
tate : 


s' : 

First, The wagon-road to Dunn Loring is about 1} miles; to Vienna betwee: 
2} and 3 miles. That they are almost impassable at times, and [ understand 
neither are public 

Second. There are to be published at Giange Camp, two pease; one week|y 
with nearly 2,500 regular circulation, and one monthly with about 500 circula- 
tion. 

Third, Grange Camp Hotel will be opened on May I, as a regular summer re 
sort and excursion grounds, and in addition to the neighborhood mail there w'! 
bea transit mail from the office. 

Fourth, I find upon in , a8 shown by the petition annexed hereto 
that over twenty families be y convenienced - the office. 

Fifth. The office shall not cost the Government one dollar more than the pres- 
ent offices would, and will add considerably to its revenue and aid in develop 
ing and improving this section. . 

Sixth. If it be found necessary to erect a crane or to goto any other expens: 
for the purpose of establishing the office, it will be done at the expense of t!« 
management of Grange Camp. , : 

Seventh. There is held by the association, annually, an exhibition lasting 01 
week, at which time thousands of people gather on the grounds, and the oflice 
would be a source of great convenience to the members of the Grange Cam) 
Association and their exhibitors and visitors. > 

Eighth. The District Grange of Northern Virginia have recently organized 
Mutual Insurance Co. and are preparing to organize a life association. I!) 
headquarters of both of these concerns will be established at Grange Camp pr) 
vided this office is established. ; 

As the various enterprises hereinbefore mentioned will necessitate consiie: 
able outlay and will add greatly to material peomesty of the neighborhoo! 
it is earnestly requested that the office be established at the earliest practica!!« 


ee respectfull 
rs, , - 
a a ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN. 
Secretary Grange Camp Association 
To the PostMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C. 
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RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY, 
Duxn Lorine STaTion, April 8, 1887. 


Dear Six: I am informed that Mr. A. J. Wedderburn is trying to establish a 
I therefore write you to not allow the office 
that place, as the Dunn Loring office is but a little over three-fourths ofa 
mile to the Grange Camp, and will answer all purposes for mail matter for the 
Grange Camp, and would not be of any benefit to any others. 

you will notestablish any new post-o 
emain, yours respectfully, 


t-office at the “ Grange Camp.’ 


ffices inside of 2 miles to my office. 
F. BRENIZER, 
Postmaster, Dunn Loring. 
First AssIsTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Grange Camp Office, Fairfax County, State of Virginia.) 
Post-OFFIcE DEPARTMENT, 
Orrice oF First ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1887. 
Respectfully referred to the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service for 
his opinion as to the name proposed. 
Respectfully, 





OFFICE OF THE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT 
RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1887 
Respectfully returned approved. 
T. E. NASH, 


General Supe: 


To the PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We, the undersigned, most respectfully solicit the opening of a post-office at 
Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, with Ludwell Henry Luckett as post- 


Alex. J. Wedderburn, Grange Camp Association of Northern Vir- 
ginia; Liberty Publishing Company (monthly), Patrons Mutual 
Fire Insurance Association, National Farm and Fireside Publish- 
ing Company (weekly), Mrs. 1.8. Wedderburn, Thos. B. Criten- 
den, Alex. J. Wedderburn, secretary District Grange of Northern 
Virginia; Jno. M. Fletcher, L. H. Luckett, Mrs. Dr. Wedderburn, 
Gus. Wedderburn, Franklin Williams, F. Williams, jr., Mrs. H. 
Williams, A. C. Williams, F. A. Williams, Mrs. M. F. Williams, 
William Durant, Chas. A. Denison, Mrs. C. A. Denison, Fannie 
Williams, T. A. King, Mary Haney, Lizy Bell, Harriet Bell, 
Mabre, Margaret Harrison, Jos. Frey, Harriet Brown, Francis 
Williams, Andrew Williams, Frank Williams, George Brandt, 
John E. Carter, Oscar A. Hudson, Henry Hudson, Susin Jack- 
son, Katie West, Mrs. Hannah Hudson, Miss Missouri Hudson, 
Henry Vickens, Maria Vickens, Austin Cramp, George Burley. 


77H APRIL, 1888, 
Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, Virginia State, Ludwell H. Luckeit, P. 
M., appointed 22d April, 1887. 
Reasons: P.O. inspector recommends office not needed. 
Referred to contract office, 7th April, 1888. 
Apr., 1888, and reports no objection. 
Jiscontinue, to take effect April 20, 1888.—A.E.S., First Assistant P.M. Gen- 


Contract office returns case 12th 
Route 11004, Hagerty. 


Apr. 16, 1888, papers to Dunn Loring. 

The order of April 16, 1888, discontinying the post-office at Grange Camp, Fair- 
fax County, Virginia, to take effect April 20, 1888, is hereby rescinded.—A. FE. 
Stevenson, First Assistant P. M. General. 

Recommendations.—Inspector’s report recommends discontinuance. 


Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1888. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith the report of Inspector Ridgely 
in the case against L. H. Luckett, postmaster at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, 
Virginia, from which it will be seen that large quantities of matter are being 
diverted from a Presidential office to Grange Camp for a consideration and in 
order to increase the postmaster’s compensation. 

I beg leave to state that the best interest of the postal revenue demands that 
the Department should take prompt and earnest steps to have the practice, re- 
ferred to by Inspector Ridgely, discontinued. 

Respectfully, etc., 
H. R. HARRIS, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. A. E, STEVENSON, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General. 


Post-OFrice DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF Post-Orricr INsPEcToR, 
Grange Camp, Va., March 2, 1888. 
W. P. Ryax, Inspector in Charge: 
I visited Grange Camp this date. I find the following condition of facts re- 
lating to this office: The postmaster, Ludwell H. Luckett, is only nominally 
He does not reside at Grange Camp and rarely visits it. 
time of his appointment he was a traveling agent to sell phosphate for Alex. J, 
Wedderburn, and his name was used by Mr. Wedderburn for purpose of ob- 
taining an office at Grange Camp, the benefits of which have chiefly inured to 
The name of Luckett has been retained, but the office is 
eunducted by a young man who, though nominally assistant to Luckett, is act- 
ually the general agent of Alex. J. Wedderburn. 
cellations and profits of the 
post-office is conducted in his interests and for his benefit. 
per filed herewith marked Exhibit B 
; being the case, the solicitation of matter within the delivery of Wash- 
ington post-office (D.C.), as shown by a letter filed herewith (marked Exhibit 
No. A) of Rider & Addison, of Washington, D. C., and the statement marked 
fourth, inanswer of Thomas B. Crittenden, in Exhibit B, wasin violation of the 
stal laws, section 515. Mr. Wedderburn, while conducting this post- 
range Camp in the name of another person and getting sole benefit 
from its cancellations, has been soliciting mail-matter in Washington City to 
be deposited for mailing at Grange Camp and has actually received and de- 
posited the same at Grange Camp post-office and reaped the benefit of all can- 
eeilations upon said mail-matter so solicited and obtained. 
t, in connection with the further fact that the Grange Camp post-of- 
to be merely a subterfuge by means of which Mr. Wedderburn 
hthe mails at the expense of the United States and 
with little cost to himself, and this in large quantities, as shown by state- 
ment of thesales and cancellations marked ‘‘(,” establishes a condition of af- 
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postmaster. 


edderburn. 


A The latter gets all the can- 
While not nominally postmaster the 
In this connection 








ppears 
gets his mail-matter thro 


fairs which is discreditable. The pretense of using the name of Ludwe!il H. 
Luckett for A. J. Wedderburn’s benefitisa fraud which ought not to be permitted. 

It appears from this statement, ‘‘C,”’ that Mr. Wedderburn’s cancellations in 
1887 amounted to $246.64, and that the Post-Office Department carried mail-mat- 
ter for him to that amount during three quarters of that year without cost to 
said Wedderburn. In addition to this amount of stamps actually furnished to 
Wedderburn without cost, the epxense of keeping up a post-office at Grange 
Camp is incurred by the Department chiefly for the benefit of Alexander J, Wed- 
derburn. Anexamination ofthe third answer of Thomas B. Crittenden’s sworn 
statement (marked Exhibit B), shows that besides the mailing of Alexander J. 
Wedderburn’s mail-matter the business of the office will not average more than 
two stamps per day, or about $3.96 perquarter. This being the case, and the fur- 
ther fact that post-offices are located at convenient distances on either side of 
Grange Camp, one at Vienna and the other at Dunn Loring, I believe that the 
interests of the Post-Office Department will be subserved by the discontinuance 
of the post-office at Grange Camp, and therefore recommend that it be discon- 
tinued. 

WM. S. RIDGELY, 
Post-Office Inspect 


Wasnineton, D. C., March 1, 1888 


DEAR Sir: Answering your inquiry as to how some of our calendars ad- 
dressed * City’ came to be mailed from ‘‘Grange Camp, Va.,’’ we desire to say 
that Mr. A.J. Wedderburn requested us to let him mail them and to give him 
credit for the stamps on his account 

The amount credited was $5.25 

Yours respectfully, 
RIDER & ADDISON 

Mr. RIDGELY. 


JUNE 20, 1890, 

Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, Virginia State, Ludwell H, Luckett, P 
M. Appointed April 22, 1887. 

Reasons: P. O. inspector’s report recom'ds, office not needed. 

Referred to contract office June 20, 1890. Contract office returns case June 
20, 1890, and reports no objection to its discontinuance from R, R, route No 
11044—Wm. J. Pollock. 

Discontinue to take effect June 25, 1890.—J. W., P. M. General. 

June 23, 1890. 

Papers to Dunn Loring 

Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 17, 1890. 

DEAR Siz: | beg leave to submit herewith a copy of a report of P.O. Inspector 
T. M. Arrington, in case of The National Farm and Fireside,a weekly newspa- 
per that purports to be published at Grange Camp, Va In accordance with 
the recommendation of the inspector, the privileges of the second-class rates of 
postage bave been withdrawn from the publication. 

As this appears to be a case where the post-office has been run in the interest 
of the publisher of the paper,I respectfully recommend that the office be dis 
continued, 

Very respectfully, 


A. D, HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Hon. J, S. CLARKSON, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
OrFrice or Curer Post-Orrice INsPEectTo! 
Washington, D. C., June 14, 1890, 

Dear Sir: This case was made up with a view of ascertaining the fact 
whether or not The National Farm and Fireside, a weekly newspaper entered 
at the post-office at Grange Camp, Va., as second-class matter should be con- 
tinued as matter entitled to such rates, Inthe investigation of this case a state 
of facts are found to exist making it necessary to treat of the management of 
the post-office at Grange Camp, Va., in connection with the publication of the 
newspaper, as the two are so interwoven that it would seem hard to separate 
them. = 

The National Farm and Fireside is owned and published by Alexander J. 
Wedderburn, esq.; he rents box 33 inthe Washington, D. C., post-office, and box 
16 in the Alexandria, Va., post-office, and he receives mail at both places; he 
lives at Alexandria, Va.,during the winter, and at Grange Camp, Va., during 
the summer. The National Farm and Fireside is printed at Alexandria, Va 
and mailed at Grange Camp, Va..to which office it is sent in boxes by freight. 

Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, is a amal! station onthe Washington 
and Ohio Railroad, though it can hardly be called a station, as thereis nostation 
agent there and the trains do not stop unless signaled, There is a post-office, 
and Ludwell H. Luckett is postmaster. He lives at Unison, Loudoun County 
Virginia, 51 miles from Grange Camp. He was appoirited April 22, 1887. He 
has never lived at Grange Camp, never performed any of the duties as post- 
master, and receives none of its revenues. Mr. Alex. J. Wedderburn virtually 
owns, controls, and runs the post-office in his interest, as his individual pro, 
erty, having agreed with Mr. Luckett that he would pay the expenses of the 
office and the revenues were to be his. Mr. Wedderburn has been paying Miss 
Minnie Swayze, a daughter of Mr. W.S. Swayze, $10 per month to attend tothe 
post-office. This he did up to the Ist of January, 189%; since then he has paid 
nothing, simply permitting Mr. Swayze to live in a house at Grange Camp free 
of rent. Both Miss Minnie and Mr. W.S. Swayze have been sworn in as assist 
ant postmasters, 

Mr. Wedderburn has stamps, etc., ordered when he desires, takes them away 
without paying for them, and in every way runs the office as his private prop 
erty. Hesends large quantities of papers, letters, and circulars from Alexan 
dria to Grange Camp by freight, in boxes; there they are stamped and mailed 

To give you some idea of the business transacted at Grange Camp: From 
April 1 to and including June 5 (the date of my visit) the sales of stamps 
amounted to $234.26 and the cancellations to $244.58: and I will state that 
during this time not $1 worth of stamps have been sold other than those 
taken by Mr. Wedderburn, and there have been no cancellations of stainps other 
than his. Besides Mr. Wedderburn, I learn there are only two regular pa- 
trons of the Grange Camp post-office; these are Mr. A, C. Williams and Mr. 
Frank Williams, two brothers. Dunn Loring post-office is only about three 
quarters of a mile from Grange Camp and Vienna only 1) miles, Grange Camp 
being between the two. 

As to the mailing of The National Farm and Fireside: From April | to May 
30, 1890 (nine issues), he mailed 2,994 pounds. I learned from Mr. Swayze, who 
helps his danghier to attend to the duties of the post-office and who seems to 
be very familiar with Mr. Wedderburn’s mode of business, that it takes about 
6) pounds per week to supply the regular subscribers, or for the nine weeks, 
540 pounds; the others, 2,454 pounds, were sent out as sample copies. Mr. 
Swayze says these papers average eight to the pound, so that 4,320 were sent to 
regular subscribers and 19,632 as sample copies. 
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On Jane 7 Mr. Wedderburn, at my request, called to see me. He stated that 
it was true that he ran the office at Grange Camp; — the expenses 
and took the revenue. He stated that The Parm and Fi é was run in the 
juterest of agriculture. I called hisattention to the fact that the last two issues, 
herewith inclosed, contained almost identically the same matter and that they 
advocated the passage of some land bill by Congress almost exclusively. He 
said, yes,when he putin what he considered good reading matter for the farmers 
he kept it in his paper tor some time; and that be was advocating the passage 
of a bill in the interest of the Agricultural Department, and if it became a law 
he hoped to get a place, an appointment. 

I asked him about the circulation of The National Farm and Fireside, and he 
stated that bis regular weekly edition was 5,000; that sometimes he issued as 
many a8 15,000 copies; that he has about 2,000 paying subscribers, the rest of 
the issues he sent out as sample copies; that he usually sent them in Congres- 
sional districts at the request of members of Congress; sometimes they paid 
him for them, and sometimes he got nothing. 

Under all the circumstances, 1 deem it my duty to recommend, first, that the 
08t-office at Grange Camp, Va., be discontinued and, second, that The National 
‘arm and Fireside be not allowed the privileges of second-class rates of postage. 

\ ery respectfully, 
T. M. ARRINGTON, 
: Post-Office Inspector. 

J. D. Kuve, Esq., 

Inapector in Charge, Washington, D.C, 


(No. 1012.) 


Post-OrFrice DEPARTMEST, 
Orrice Or First ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
July 8, 1890. 

Re-est —in the State of Virginia, county of Fairfax, to be named Grange 
Camp. 

For P. M,, ———. 

Applied for by 28 citizens. 

Queries sent sth July, 1890, to A.C. Williams, sec’y, ete., eareot the postmaster 
at Dunn Loring 



































Queries returned ———., 15—, and answered as follows: 

It will be situated in the quarter of section , township . ran, 
———-, —-=-———» Route No. , from to ———, and will increase the d 
tance i 

Bet ween the offices of ———, ——— miles and . miles ‘ 

Nearest office not on route, ———. 

Its distance is ——— miles in a ——~— direction 

Population to be supplied, ——— 

Number of inhabitants within village, ——— 

Or not-on wny established route, but to receive supplies from , distant 








miles, and supplied by tor » 

(indorsed :) (No. 1012.) 8th July, 1890, Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, 
Virginia State. 

Papers to Dunn Loring. 

Wrote Hon. Park Agnew July 31, 1890, for name of some one to serve as P. M. 
during session of Grange Camp Association. 








Wasnrnoton, D. C., July 1, 1890. 

Dwar Str: I write to most respectfully urge the re-establishment of the post- 
office at Grange Camp for the following reasons : 

First. The office accommodates between twenty-five and thirty-five patrons; 
not two, as stated, 

Second. It is of immense convenience to the many visitors who meet from 

various States during the annual exhibition, 

Third. The Grange Camp Association has a mail of between $30 and $0a 
year, which is about as mucli as ordinary cancellations at fourth-class offices. 

Fourth, One patron (Mr. Williams) mails between $20 and $30 a year at the 
office 

Fifth. All of the subscribers to the accompanying petition (twenty-eight in 
number) mail more or less matter at the office. 

Sixth. The office isa mileand a quarter from the nearest post-office by a road ; 
in a bee-line over marshes, branches, and through bushes or down the railroad 
track, it is about nine-tenths of a mile. 

Seventh. During the summer, ye fall months I resideat the camp and 
my mail is important and large, and I should be accorded the same = eges 
asany other patron of the post-office, y as my mail, which is not of a 
personal but general character, consists of more than that ofany ordinary fourth- 
class office in the State. 

Highth. The Grange Camp Association is a chartered organization for the 
benetit of promoting agriculture,and is in no sense speculative or table. 
To do away with the office will seriously inconvenience and injure associa- 
tion and thereby damage the entire county. 

Ninth. The summary discontinuance of the office, together with the semi-of- 
ficin! publication connected therewith, which certainly easts undue reflection 
upon me, and seems to demand, if I am net guilty of the crimes charged, that 
the office should be re-established. 

Hon. Park Agnew, of Alexandria, will recommend a suitable postmaster, 
have no doubt, and I most sincerely hope you will kindly revoke the order for 
its disestablishment. 

Yours, respectfrlly, ALEX. 8. WEDDERBURN. 


lion, Joun WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General. 


Com™ITTEe ON Commerce, Hovex oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 23, 1890. 
Sin: I beg to call your attention to the case of the post-office at a 
Fairfax County, Virginia, and urge that no change in the location of that office 
shall be made. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
TH. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
lion. First AssistTaANt PostTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Post-Office Department, City. 


L®SWENSVILLE, Farrrax Country, VimGrnia, June 30, 1890. 


Resrecrep Sir: Referring to the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange 
Camp, Va., allow me, as president of the Grange Camp , tosay that 
the ustenn of said office will, in my belief, work a great injury to said associa- 
tion and through that to the people of the county. 

The amount of regular business done at the office may be small, but when 
you consider that you have, in addition to.that, that of the attending the 
annual fair and pienic and the mail of Grange Camp all taken to- 
gcther make up a business as large as is done by very many fourth-class 
post-offices throughout the country. 

It is hoped, therefore, that the matter of the re-establishment of said office 
may belooked upon with favor by you. 

Very respectfully, WM. B. 
President Grange Camp 
Hon, Jonn WANAMAKER, 


Postmaster-General of the Uniled Slates. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
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Granxee Camp, VA., June 23, 1890. 

Sir: Understanding thatthe ce atthis olace is to be discontinued upon 
the grounds that }| is used only for the benefit oi Mr. Wedderburn and two fam- 
ilies, 1 desire to sa; that as the secretary of the Grange Camp Association, I re- 
ceive considerable mail and mail a number of letters, circulars, and catalogues. 
The postage is considerable. During our annual exhibition, which continuesa 
week every year, the office is of great convenience to the visitors, who come 
here from several States to exhibit their goods. To discontinue the office would 
be a serious inconvenience to the association. 

Trusting that the matter may be reopened and the office continued, I remain 


Yours, respectfully, 
A. C. WILLIAMS, 


Secretary Grange Cantp Association. 

Finst AssisTaANT PosTMasTER-GENERAL, 

Washington, D. C. 
GRANGE Camp, June 30, 1890. 
Finst Assistant PostMasTER-GENERAL, Washington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned citizens of Grange Camp and vicinity, respectfully ask 
that the post-office at this place be re-established, It is a convenience to the 
neigh ood. Its discontinuance will be of great detriment to the Grange 
Camp Association. 

A. C. Williams, Alex. J. Wedderburn,jr., Jerry Smith, F. Williams, 
Wm. Dorant, Oscar Morse, Henry Nickens,George Brent, Bell 
Brent, Frank Williams, jr., Charles Taylor, jr., Charles Henry 
ohn Gus Wedderburn, Alice Wilson, Welton Williams, Mrs. 
F. illiams, Mrs. F. Connor, M. F,S. Williams, R. Le Grand John- 
ston, Mary V. Johnston, Mrs. Millie Diggs, I.S. Wedderburn, Alex. 
J.Wedderburn, Richard Pullem, Jerry Wilson, Mrs. Emma Haw- 
kins, Miss M. Addison, M. B. Wedderburn, 


RICHMOND AND DANVILLE Raitnoapd Company, June 30, 1390. 


Dear Six: As per your letter of Jane 23, in regard to closing the Grange Camp 
office, I have done as instructed. Office was closed June 25, 1890. 


Respectfully, 
F. L. BRENIZER, 
Postmaster Dunn Loring, Fairfax Oownty, Virginia. 
J. 8. CLarxKson, 


First Assisiant Posimaster-General, Washington, D. C. 


Room or ComMIrTrse on CotnaGr, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES, 
House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 5, 1890. 

Srr: I have known Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, of Virginia, for past three years, 
and have found him an upright, reliable gentleman. He isan enthusiast on the 
subject of agriculture and has been doing earnest and effective work in the in- 
terest of the farmers of the country. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon, Joun WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General. 
(Indorsed ;) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. E, H. Concer, House of Representa- 


tives, giving statement of facts in case of post-office, Grange Camp, Va. By di- 
rection of Postmaster-General. 


E. H. CONGER. 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
Hovsr or Representatives, UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D.C., July 7, 189. 
Dear Sir: Ido not believe the post-office at Grange Camp, Va., should be 
discontinued. Please give the matter careful attention. 
E. H. FUNSTON., 


A. L. BLISS, 


JNO, H. GEAR, 


(Indorsed :) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. E. H. Fuxrsrox, House of Representa- 
tives, giving statement of facts in case of post-office, Grange Camp, Va. By di- 
rection of Postmaster-General. 


TI concur. 


I concur in the requestof Hon. FE. H. Funston. 


Aous¥ OF KEPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D. C., July 7, 1890. 
Sim: I have been at some pains to ascertain the status of the Grange Camp 
post-office, Va., and while entirely out of my personal interests, yet 1 am satis- 
fied the office is needed there and hope the way may be clear to re-establish it. 


Very respectfully, 
EDWARD P. ALLEN. 
Hon. PosTMasTer-GENERAL. 
We concur in the foregoing recommendation. 
M. BROSTUS. 
JOHN Tl. WILSON. 
ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE. 
(Indorsed :) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. E. P. ALLEN, House of Representatives, 
giving statement of facts in case of post-office, Grange Camp, Va. By direction 
of Postmaster-General. . ; 


House or Reeresextativzs, Washington, July 1, 1890, 


Dear Sir: I respectfully request that a post-office be re-established at 
Camp, Va. lI care not who may be postmaster, but for benefit of m 8 
See be re- 
estab! lo 

This request is personal. 

Yours, truly, 


M. B. WRIGHT, &. C. 

Hon. Jown W4ANAMAKER. 

(Indorsed ;) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. M. B. Wriert, House of Representa- 
tives, giving statement of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va. By direction of 
Postienterleneral. 

Ustrep Srates Post-Orrice, 
Alexandria County, Virginia, July 3, 1890. 

Dear Sin: The Republican county chairman (Hon. R.R.Farr) of Fairfax 
County with me that the post-office at Grange Camp should be contin- 
ued and it servesabout as many patrons as most offices of like character 
in this State. 

Yours, traly, etc., 


Hon. Jom~ WANAMAKER,. 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 

(Indorsed :) July 15, 1890.—Wrote postmasterat Alexandria, Va., giving state- 

ment of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va. By direction of Postmaster-General. 


PARK AGNEW. 
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Farrrax Court-Hovse, Va., July 2, 1890. | at it from the time of its estab! Apt [887 to t late isd 
. . . ant Jur 25 180% 
Dear Ste: I have heard with regret that the post-pffice al Grange Camp, | U@Pce ut 
Fairtax County, Va., has been discontinued. 





| 
| 
| 

1am a member of the association and feel a deep interest in the success of the | . + ( Lis 
camp. It isa farmers’ enterprise, and we mect there once a year and remain va t 
ten days or two weeks for pleasure as well as profit, and you can readily see 
what a great convenience the office is to the general public as well as the neigh- a 
borhood. : From April 22 to December $308. 17 S24 ‘ 

I respectfully ask that the action of the Department be reconsidered and that | y..+ ending December 31. 15%* =. 136.78 
the post-office at Grange Camp be re-established. | Year ending Deceml« a6 12 a 

Very respectfully, yours, R FARR | January 1 to June 25, 1890. . 8) 
g tk 
Hon. Joun WANAMAKER, i Total ; 
Postmaster-General, 

(Indorsed:) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Mr. R. R. Farr, Fairfax Court House, Va., By this it will be seen that the total receipts of the , s ; 
giving statement of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va. By direction of Postmaster- | was in existence amounted to $1,495.81. of which’ $1 it 
General. to pay commissions to the postmaste: lhe receipts f other sine than 

os i that of Mr. Wedderburn, according to the report of t p spe 
LEWINSVILLE, VA., July 7, 1890. average a little more than 2 cents a day 
—_ : The post-offices at Washington and Alexandria, Va., from which the matt 
The PosTMASTER-GENERAL : oe auth at Grange Camp was diverted, are salaried offices, and the whol 

As a citizen of Fairfax County, a member of the Grange Camp Association, | nearly the whole amount of $1,215.02 paid for compensation to the Grange Ca 
I heartily concur in the recommendations of Hons. R. R. Farr and Park Agnew | osice was therefore a dead loss to the Government. 
that the eflice at Grange Camp be re-established. oe Upon the facts developed by the inspection t] post-office was dis 

lam cognizant of the fact that this office is of great value to the association | py the First Assistant Postmaster-Genera! 
and its visitors, and as such is valuable to all the farmers of this section. : Yours, very respectfully, 

ALBERT PEACOCK, } F ? 4 D. HAZ! 

(Indorsed:) July 15, 1899.—Wrote Albert Peacock, Lewinsville, Va., giving - e se mt P 
statement of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va. By direction of Postmaster- Hon. E Z ae ‘ 

General. House of Repres 
Post-Orrick DEPARTMEN 
Post-OrFick DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAI 
Orrice or THe Taixp Assistant PosTMAsTER-GENERAL, Washington, D. C., July 15, 189 
Washington, July 16, 1890. Sir: I have the honor to send you herewith copy of a report dated the 9th 
Respectfully referred to the First Assistant Postmaster-General's Office. inst., made by Post-Office Inspector T. M. Arrington, giving reasons why the 
A.D. HAZEN, post-office at Grange Camp, Va., should not be re-established 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. Yours, very respectfully 
MADISON DAVIS, 
oe Acting Th Assistant Postmaster-Ge 
Post-OFFIce DEPARTMENT, Hon. J. 8. CLARKSON, 
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT PoOsSTMASTER-GENEBRAL, First Assistant Postmaster-Genera! 
Washington, D. C., July 15, 1890, — 

Sir: I transmit herewith, for your information, copy of a letter this day sent Post-Orvick Det renee 
from this bureau, by direction of the Postmaster-General, to Hon. E. H. Concer, OFFICE OF Post-OFFICE LNsi oe 
relative to the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange Camp, Va. A similar 7 Washington, D,C., July , 15% 
letter has been sent to each of the following-named gentlemen: Hon. E. H. DEAR SIR I pon a report made by me under~ate of June 14, 1890, the post 
Fuwnsrox, Hon, E. P. ALLEN, Hon. M. B. Waieut, Albert Peacock, Park Agnew, | Office at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Vir ia, was discontinued on June 20 
R. R. Farr. I learn that an effort is being made to have this office re-established, and I deem 

Yours, very respectfully, it my duty to give to the Department more fully than I did in my first report 
A.D. HAZEN, the reasons why this office should have been discontinued and why it should 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. not be again established. ; 
Hon. J.S. CLARKSON, On April 17, 1887, a petition with forty names was filed with the Departme¢ 
First Assistant Postmaster-Genera/. by Alexander J. Wedderburn, esq., asking that the office be established i 
that Ludwell H. Luckett be appointed postmaster. April 22. 1587, the office wa 
— established and with Mr. Luckett appointed postmaster. March 2, 188s, Ps 
: = ss Office Ins tor William 8S. Ridgely visited Grange Camp (case No. 98847 ( ' 
oe lee Post-OF FICE DUPADENAN®, under that date submitted a report, upon which an order was issued April |: 
Ovrics or THE TaInD ASNT shinee DC. Fale 16, 1500. 1888, discontinuing the office; thisorder, however, was rescinded April 2:4, cig! 
, D. C.,« . 5 


days later. 
Sir: By direction of the Postmaster-General I have the honor to acknowl- Grange Camp is situated on the Washingfon and Ohio R. R., between the | 
edge receipt of your letter of the 7th instant, asking the re-establishment of post- | offices at Dunn Loring and Vienna. 
office at Grange Camp, Va.,and, in reply, to give you the facts in connection | from Duna Luring to Grange Camp, is 1 mile; from Vienna it is 1.6 miles. A 
with the recent discontinuance of that office, which are as follows: Grange Camp there is held once a year gn agricultural fair, from which fact 
The place known as Grange Caurp is not a city, town, or village, nor 4 resort | derives its name. These fair grounds contain 40 acres. The trains do not st 
for pleasure, health, or any other purpose known to the Department, except | except upon signals, and there is no railroad agent. Near Gra: 
that once a year an attempt is made to hold there an agricultural fair; it is ! 


The distance, as measured by the railro 





np iiv 





Mr. A.C. Williams and his brother, Mr. Frank Williams; they both | im th 
merely a”* flag station” on one of the Virginia railroads, distant but a mile in | same yard. These two brothers and their families were and will be the on]; 
one direction from Dunn Loring and a mile and half in another from Vienna, | permanent patrons of the post-office. True, Mr. Swayze and his family are 
both of which are post-office villages. present living on the grounds and Mr. Wedderburn and his family live near by 

No commercial, manufacturing, or other private business is transacted at | but they are not permanent. Mr. Wedderburn lives in Alexandria, Va.,in th 
Grange Camp, and so inconsiderable is the population in the vicinity of the | winter, and keeps a box in the Alexandria post-office and one in the Washin 
station that upon a recent thorough investigation of the matter it was ascer- | ton post-office, and Mr. Swayze is only there temporarily. These f fas 
tained by an intelligent inspector of the Department that, besides the proprie- | and no more, would be the patrons of the office. 
tor of a weekly paper nominally issued there (but which in reality is published On July 2, at Grange Camp, | had an interview with Mr. A.C. W Ams, W 
at Alexandria, Va., where the proprietor himself mostly resides), there were | was one of the patrons of the Grange Camp office Il asked him how many 


only two families permanently aecommodated by the post-office, and these to 
quite a limited extent, one of them, in fact, getting part of its mail through a 
rented box at the post-office at Vienna. A petition, it is true, has been recently 
submitted to the Department, signed by twenty-eight persons, but it appears 
that six of the signers of this petition are members of the two families above 
alluded to,five are of the Wedderburn family, and the remainder are said to be 
residing within the delivery of other post-offices. 

The only person who was really benefited by the establishment and the con- 
tinuance of the post-office at Grange Camp is Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, proprietor 
of The National Farm and Fireside, the paper above referred to, edited and 
eee at Alexandria, Va., but the issues of which for years, it seems, Mr. W ed- 
derburn has been regularly sending by express to Grange Camp, to be mailed 
from that post-office, the object of which will presently appear. 

From the investigation made by the Department’s inspector it was further 
ascertained that the post-office at Grange Camp was originally established 
through the exertions of Mr. Wedderburn, and that the person appointed to be 


trons there would be provided the office was re-established ; he could not sn 

I then asked him if he could tell me any others that would be besides the m 
bers of the four families I mentioned (the ones above), and he could not na 
one. He stated that he had been a patron of three offices, to wit, Dunn Ls 
ing, Grange Camp, and Vienna; that he had received mail matter from a 
three ; that ho had a box in the Vienna post-office that he had kept for the pa 
fifteen years. I asked him why he had kept this box if he considered hims 
a patron of the Grange Camp office; he said he did so for the reason that h¢« 
did not know whether the office at Grange Camp would be permanent, and 
besides, he wasa correspondent for several newspapers, and Vienna was kno 
as his post-office, and he did not care to change it. 

I told him his argument was about the strongest I had heard showing the 
was no necessity for the office. I then asked him, in the event the Departm 
saw fit to re-establish the post-office, who was there th yuld be appointed 
postmaster. Hereplied that hisname had been mentioned. I asked him if h 





would have the place; -he said he would not, and could only answer by sayi 
postmaster, and who continued as such until the office was discontinued, isnot | that Hon. Park Agnew would recommend somesuitable person. Mr. Ludw: 
a resident of the place, never rendered any returns or performed any of the | H, Luckett, when he was appointed postmaster, lived at Grange Camp, but! 
other duties of the office, never even visited it, and indeed in nothing but the | soon thereafter, and has not resided there since. I submitted to him the orig 


name was an officer of the Government. 

The entire duties of the office were performed by one of Mr. Wedderburn's 
employés, who, with his daughter, was sworn in as assistant postmaster, and 
who, under an arrangement between them, allowed Wedderburn to get all his 
supplies of postage-stamps on credit, to mail all the ixsues of his paper without 
requiring cash payment of postage thereon, both of which acts were in viola- 
tion of the plain letter of the law, and to receive all the emoluments of the of- 
fice, one of the assistants being granted by Wedderburn asalary of $1Va month, 
payable upon the private settlement of the post-office business every quarter. 

In short, Mr. Wedderburn, although not an erapioyé of the postal service, was 
the absolute director of the office at Grange Camp and of the assistant postmas- 
ters there, mailing his papers in unlimited quantities without the liability of 
any question being raised as to their legitimacy so long as his directorship con- 
tinued, bringing or sending there other mail matter from Alexandria and Wash- 
ington soas to swell the amount of stamp cancellations, exercising all the power 
of the postmaster, realizing all the benefits of the office,and being, as before 
intimated, almost its sole patron, 

The following statement shows the receipts of the office and the commissions 
allowed by the Department on the cancellations of stamps upon matter mailed 


nal petition upon which the office was established and he appointed postmast 
and he stated that he knew very fewof them and did not know where t! 
got their mail. In astatement filed by Mr. A. J. Wedderburn during this i 

| vestigation he frankly states that “it was known by every one that the offic 
was created, after careful investigation, for my benefit. 

I am unable to say, but it seems entirely true that the office was used for his 
benefit. As to the receipts of the office, I will say that for the year 1887 the sales 
were $308.17, the cancellations $303.64, and the commissions were $246.64; fo 
the year 1888, sales $517.78, cancellations $604.55, and the commissions $436.7* 
for 1889, sales $273.60, cancellations $290.46, and commissions $248.30; for 189 
to June 25, sales $396.26, cancellations $442.20, and commissions $223.30. Sot 
it will be seen from the establishing of the office, April 22, 1887, to the date of 
discontinuance, June 25, 1800, the commissions have amounted to $1,215.02 A 
of this time Ludweil H. Luckett has been postmaster, and has nevesg re 
one cent as such, all of the pay going to A, J. Wedderburn. The receipts of t 
office have been almost entirely from Mr, Wedderburn’s mail, shipped ther 
mailing by him from Alexandria and some from Washington. 

In the report made by Inspector Ridgely. above referred to, he submitted a 
sworn statement, made by Thomas Bb, Crittenden, who was at that time in 
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charge of the office and in the employ of Wedderburn, in which he stated that 

besides Wedderburn’s mail the business of the office would not amount to more 

than two stamps per day. January 29, 1887, Mr. Wedderburn employed Miss 

Minnie Swayze to run the office for him, agreeing to pay her $10 per month 
e 





with the understanding that all she received at the office other than his mail 
was to be in part of her salary; so that she kept an accurate account of the re- 
celpts, and from January 29 to December 31, 1889, the receipts were $11.97; from 
January | to June 25, 1890, they were $2.59. In my opinion the public interest 
does not demand an office at Grange Camp, and it should not be re-established. 


Very respectfully, 
.T. M. ARRINGTON, 
Post-Ofice Inspector. 
J. D, Kine, 
Post-Office Inspector in Charge, Washington, D, C. 





COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY, 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., July 16, 1890, 

Sim: Lbheg to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 15th 
instant relative to the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange Camp, Va., 
and to which matter [ called your official attention on the 7th instant, specific- 
ally stating that on the basis of certain other letters presented by Mr. Wed- 
derburn I trusted that you could see your way clear to continue that office. 

I have no desire to receive further information of the investigation which 
you state is still in progress, The reasons furmished for the discontinuance of 
the office seem to me ample for your decision in the matter. 


Very respectfully, 
. A. 8. PADDOCK, 
United States Senate. 
lion, JouN WANAMAKER, 
Postmoster-General, Washingtén, D, C. 





C.—PAPERS IN OFFICE OF CHIEF POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR. 
Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, Orrice or Post-OFrrice INSPECTOR, 
Washington, D. U., July 12,1890. 

Dear Str: This case was made up for the purpose of investigating the status 
of The National Farm and Fireside, a paper claiming to have its publication of- 
fice at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, with a view of ascertaining the 
legitimate subscription list to said paper, and also to report upon the tact 

whether it should be mailed as second-class matter atthe pound rates of post- 
age. This investigation has developed a state of facts in connection with the 
Grange Camp post-office; the publication of The National Farm Fireside, and 
Alex. J. Wedderburn that seems to be without a parallel in the history of the 
Department, 

Gn the %h instant I reported upon the post-office at nee Camp, and in this 
Ishal), as closely as possible, confine myselfto The National Farm and Fireside, 
and later I will submit a report upon Mr. Wedderburn, 

The National Farm and Fireside, published by Alex. J. Wedderburn, is a 
weekly newspaper that has been printed and published at Alexandria, Va., en- 
tered as second-class matter, and mailed at Grange Camp, Va., and bearing the 
name of Washington, D.C.,, on the front page, seeming)y for the purpose of cre- 
ating the impression that it was a Washington paper, As to the subscribers to 
the paper, Mr. W.S.Swayze,who has been familiar with the mating a the 
paper, baving been attending to the post-office at Grange Camp weighing and 
mailing the papers, informed me on June 5 that about 60 pounds of each issue 
were sent to subscribers, or those supposed to be, and a much larger number 
mailed every week as “sample copies; for illustration, from April 1, 1890, to 
May 30, 1890. there were sent out nine issues, aggregating 2,994 pounds; for the 
nine issues it would take 540 pounds for the subscribers, and the balance, or 
2,454 pounds, were sent out as ‘sample copies.’ 

I weighed some of these papers/and it takes about sixteen to make a pound, 
so that while 960 copies were sent to subscribers, 4,362 copies were mailed as 
“sample copies"’ each week. Mr. Wedderburn stated to Major Rathbone inan 
interview on June 20, tothe gontinn,, How many subscribers have you? "’ that 
‘* There are some 2,000 on the book#; I will say over 500."" Question: “How 
many sample copies do you send out permonth?"’ Answer: ‘* When Congress 
is notin session we send very few;, when it is in session we send as many as 
we can dispose of; '’ and stated that of one issue he had sent out as many as 25,- 
000 copies, He further stated that “ it (the paper) belongs to John J. Nicholson 
& Sons, of Baltimore; I run it for them; and that he had never printed less 
than 2,000 copies. 

In a statement filed by Mr. Wedderburn in this office on July 7, 1890, he says 
his regular subscribers are 304; to exchanges, advertisers, complimentary,and 
to officers of the State Granges, 297; and to Congressmen and Senators, 404; 
making a total of 1,005. These 404to members of Congress and Senators he 
states are all paid for, but when asked who paid for them he declined to say. 
So that from his own statement he sends out from 2,000 to 25,000 copies each is- 
sue, and his actual, bona fide subscribers, who themselves take his paperand pay 
for it, amount to just 304; now adding to these the 404 that are sent to members 
of Congress and Senators, we have 708, all that he claims are paid for. On June 
25 the post-office at Grange Comp was discontinued, but upon the order issued 
June 28, 1890, signed by Hon. A. D. Hazen, Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Mr. Wedderburn bas been permitted to mail his paper at Alexandria,Va. July 
5, 1890, he mailed 70 pounds, purporting to be to the regular subscribers,and on 
July 8, 1890, he mailed 253 pounds as ‘sample copies,"’ all addressed to parties 
living in the State of Louisiana. 

The subscription price of this paper is $1 per year, and the number sent to 
subscribers is so small as compared to the number sent as ‘‘ sample copies "’ that 
it would seem that the paper is being published at nominal and is there- 
fore not entitled to the pereliages of second-class rates under the rulings that 
have heretofore been governing the Department. Senge h 4 of section 328, 
Postal Laws and Regulations, requires a paper to have a legitimate list of sub- 
seribere, and that it must not be ‘designed primarily for advertising ye 
or for free circulation, or for circulation at nominal rates,"’ (Act of March 3, 1879, 
sec. 14, 20 Stats., 359.) 

Following paragraph 4 of section 331, Postal Laws and Regulations, in defin- 
ing the meaning of section 328, ‘The question whether a publication is pri- 
marily designed for advertising purposes is one of fact, to be determi in 
each case from the evidence” 14 Opins. Atty. Gen. 308), and in doubtful cases 
the Department will judge from the appearance and matter in the publication, 
the price and amount derived from subscription, “the number of subscribers 
in proportion totheissue, * * * or if the circulation be principally gratu- 
itous,and the list of subscribers so small as to appear only a nominal list, se- 
cured merely to bring the publication within the pound rates, * * * it 
may reasonably be deemed to be designed primarily foradvertising purposes”’ 
(Paragraph 4 of section 340, Postal Laws and Regulations). “‘ After a publica- 
tion has been admitted to second-class rates, the continuous mailing of sampie 
copies in numbers exceeding the issue to regular subscribers * * * will be 
deemed evidence that the publication is primarily designed for advertising or 
free circulation.’ 

Mr. Wedderburn stated that the only interest John J. Nicholson & Sons had 
in his paper was that they were his financial backers. Still he hasst ted to me 
that he could not have published his paper had he not been allowed the privi- 
leges and revenues of the post-office at Grange Camp, Va. He also made a 
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similar statement to you in the nee of Colonel Helm. This would show 
that, while he claims Nicholson & Sons as his financial backers, the Post-Office 
Department, innocently, has been in reality furnishing him the means to run 
his paper. Surely itcan not be the policy of the Department to establish post- 
oftices for the sole benefit of one man, and thereby enable him to publish a news- 
paper, in effect offering a subsidy for that a, Should this be so, there is 
no telling how far it may be abused, and it would be setting a precedent that 
would in all —- be taken advantage of by other publishers who are un- 
able —— ly to = a papers. 
ery respectfully, 
— " T. M. ARRINGTON, 
Post-Office Inspector. 
J. D. Kine, Eaq.. 
Inspector in Charge, Washington, D. C. 


Post-Orricr DeraRTMENT, 
OrFice oF Post-Orrice INsPEcTOoR, 
Washington, D. C., July 31, 1890, 


Dear Sir: Grange Camp post-office, Fairfax County, Virginia, was estab- 
lished April 22, 1887, upon a petition signed by forty names which is herewith 
inclosed, This petition was filed with the De ment April 17, 1887, by Alex. 
J. Wedderburn. Ludwell H. Luckett, a man in the employ of the said Wedder- 
burn, was appointed postmaster. Since this office was established to the date 
of its discontinuance, June 25, 1890, it has been in charge of the following per- 
sons: Ludwell H. Luckett, John M. Fletcher, Thomas B. Crittenden, Graham 
— W. 8. Swayze, and Miss Minnie Swayze, all in the employ ofthe said Wed- 

erburn. 

Ludwell H. Luckett, the postmaster, remained at Grange Camp about four 
months in the early part of 1887. He then moved to Union, Loudoun County, 
Virginia, where he has since resided, retaining all the time the position of t- 
master at Grange Camp in name, permitting Mr. Wedderburn to suggest whom 
he wanted to act as assistant postmaster and to run the office. Of the above- 
named parties who have at different times had charge of the post-office, Lud- 
well H. Luckett, John M. Fletcher, Thomas C. Crittenden, and Graham Hil! were 
regularly in the employ of the said Wedderburn, and attended tothe post-office 
as a part of their regular duties, and receive no extra compensation for attend. 
ing to the duties of the post-office or any of the revenues of the said office. 

January 29, 1889, W. 8S. Swayze and his daughter, Miss Minnie Swayze, as- 
sumed charge of the office, and Wedderburn agreed to pay Miss Minnie Swayze 
the sum of $10 per month to ran the office. This sum he paid to October 29, 

1889 (nine months); from this time to June 25, 1890, he paid nothing, except to 
allow Swayze and his family to live ina house on the Grange Camp fair grounds 
free of rent. From April 22, 1887, to June 25, 1890, Alex. J. Wedderburn has re- 
ceived the entire revenue of the office, amounting to the sum of $1,215.02. 

In the agreement between Mr. Wedderburn and Miss Swayze she wasto keep 
an account of all matter mailed at the Grange Camp office other than that 
mailed by Mr. Wedderburn, and it was to bea part of hersalary goingtowards 
making up the $10 per month that he was to pay her. In her affidavit she 
swears the amount she received from January 29, 1889, to December 31, 1889, 
was $11.97, and from January 1, 1890, to June 25, 1890, it was $2.59, or for the 
seventeen months she was in charge $14.56,about 86 cents per month. This 
would make the legitimate revenues of the office from the date of its establish- 
ment, April 22, 1887, to its discontinuance, June 25, 1890, over three years, about 
$32.30. i feel sure from the surroundings and the patrons (which will be shown 
later) that this is a liberal estimate. Mr. Wedderburn received $1,215.02; the 
legit te receipts would have been $32.30; showing that he has received the 
sum of $1,182.72 illegitimately. 

Grange Camp is situated on the Washington and Ohio Railroad, between 
Dunn Loring and Vienna, The distance from Grange Camp to Vienna post- 
office is 1.6 miles, from Dunn Loring post-office | mile, and from Mary field post- 
office 2} miles. (See Diagram, Exhibit A.) At Grange Camp there is held once 
a year an agricultural fair, from which it derives its name. These grounds con- 
tain 40 acres. Grange Camp can hardly be called a railroad station, for the 
reason that there is noagent and no trains stop unless they are signaled. There 
is no business of any kind carried on exceptfor one week in the year when the 
fairis being held. In about one-fourth of a mile live two brothers, A, C. Will- 
iams and Franklin Williams. They are farmers and live in the same yard. 

The two Williams brothers and their families were the only regular patrons 
of the Grange Camp post-office. This is not only shown by a personal obser- 
vation (for | walked over the ground from Dunn Loring to Vienna), but is 
sworn to by both W.S.Swayze and Miss MinnieSwayze. (Exhibits Band C.) 
This does not include Swayze and his family, as they are not permanent, or 
Wedderburn and his aye as ener only reside at Grange Camp during the 
summer, their residence being in Alexandria, Va. Mr. A.C. Williams, who is 
mentioned as having been one of the patrons of the Grange Camp post-office, 
is in fact and has been all the time a regular patron of the Vienna office. 

He informed me that he had a box in that office and had kept it for the past 
fifteen years. He had not changed it to Grange Camp for two reasons; the first 
was that he did not know that the office at Grange Camp would be permanent 
and the second was that both his wife and himself were correspondents for sev- 
eral news: rs, and Vienna was known as their office, and he did not care to 
change it. I told him his argument was very strong, showing that there was 
no necessity for the office at Grange Camp. (Special teport under date of July 
9, 1890.) 

Of the forty names signed to the petition upon which the post-office was es- 
tablished only fourteen were ever patrons. These were members of the fam- 
ae ° two Williamses and Wedderburn and those employed by them, (Ex- 

bit D. 

Ludwell H. Luckett, who was the only postmaster ever appointed at Grange 
Camp, swears that he never received one cent of the emoluments of the office, 
and that he todk the appointment simply through the request of Mr. Wedder- 
burn,who been kind tohim. ( Exhibit E.) The post-office at G 
Camp has been control by and run almost exclusively in the interest of 
said Alex. J. Wedderburn; in fact, in a statement filed by him, which is here- 
with inclosed, he states that “it was known by every one that the office was 
created after careful investigation for my benefit."’. Nearly ali the matter mailed 
at Gra Camp has been carried or shipped there by the said Wedderburn; 
stamps have been put upon his mail without any payment therefor. He has 

ublished The National Farm and Fireside, a weekly newspaper, at Alexandria, 
v. and shipped it there by freight, from which office it was sent as second- 
class matter at the pound rates. 

He sent large quantities of letters and circulars there to be mailed. Upon all 
of these the would be put at Grange Camp, and he paid for none of the 
stamps, thereby causing (I think innocently) the officials who were acting for 
him and in ch of the office to violate the act of Congress of June 17, 1878 (sec. 
174 P. L. and R.), and violating, himself, section 5451 of the Revised Statutes o1 
the United States, in that he was paying a Government official (Miss Swayze) 
to commit a crime, or fraud, against the laws of the United States, Wedderburn 
would at the end of each quarter deposit a sum due the United States, as shown 
by the quarterly statement. This is all he ever paid. He in my opinion, 


also v section 5475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in that he 
has used this post-office and the property of the Post-Office Department (stamps) 
for his convenience, 


ant Sen sepeeees Goes te Shown use to the detri 
ment of the Government and of the public service. 
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Mr. Wedderburn has also solicited matter in the city of Washington to be 
mailed at Grange Camp, stating that he received @ per cent. for so doing. (See 
statement made by Mrs. Charlotte Smith, Exhibit F.) This she stated to me, 
after reading it over to her several times, was absolutely correct, but refused to 
sign it and swear toit, saying she did not wish to get Mr Wedderburn into any 


trouble. (Mrs. Charlotte Smith is the editor of a paper published in the city of | 


Washington, known as The Working Woman.) 

The National Farm and Fireside, the mq published by Mr. Wedderburn, to 
which reference has already been made, has been printed at Alexandria, Va., 
entered as second-class matter and mailed at Grange Camp, Va.,and bearing the 
name of Washington, D. C., on the front page, seemingly for the purpose of creat- 
ing the impression that it was a Washington paper. 

Asto the subscribers to The National Farm and Fireside in a statement filed 
by Mr. Wedderburn (Exhibit G), he says his regular subscribers are 304. He 
sends to exchanges, advertisers, complimentary, and to the officers of State 
Granges 297, and to Congressmen and Senators 404, making a total of 1,005 
These 404 to the members and Senators he claims are all paid for, but refused to 
say who paid forthem. It will therefore be seen from his own statement that 
he has just 394 actual, bona fide subscribers who take his paper and pay for it 
themselves. In an interview with Major Rathbone, Chief Inspector,on June 
20, Mr. Wedderburn stated that he never printed less than 2,000 copies of his 
paper, and sometimesas many as25,000 copies. All of the copies of The National 
Farm and Fireside over and above those sent to subscribers, and the ones men- 
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ntinuance of the Grange Camp post-office, the National Farm 


and Fireside has been mailed at Alexandria, Va.,under an order dated June 28, 
1800, signed by Hon. A. D. Haz Third Assistant Postmaster-General. On July 
5 he mailed 70 pounds purpor g to bet scribers ion July 8 he mailed 


| 253 pounds ¢ 















aS Sample copies,all addressed to parties e State of Louisiana, 
so it will be seen that of t ss h a half times as many as 
sample copies as he did to his subseribers 1s out his paper as he has 
it would seem to me that Mr. Wedderburn has arly violate i paragraph 4 of 
section 328, P.L. and R., the clause following agraph 4 of secti mn LPL.L 
and R., and paragraph 4 of section 340 P. L. and R Special report under date 
of July 12, 1890 : 

My conclusions are that Grange Camp post-office should not be re-estab 
lished; The National Farm and Fireside should not be permitted to be sent 
through the mails at second-class rates, and that Alex. J. Wedderburn should 
be prosecuted for the violation of sections 5451 and 5475 of the Revised Statutes 
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B. 


Statement made by Miss Minnée Swayze at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, 
July 17, 1890, 


That she came to Gesgpe Gem, Va., with her father, W. 8. Swayze, in De- 
cember, 1888; that her fa came at the suggestion and request of Mr. A. J. 
Wedderburn to take charge of the Gra: Camp fatr grounds; that on Janu- 
ary 20, 188), she was employed by Mr. Wedderburn to take charge of the post- 
office at a salary of $10 per month, Mr. Wedderburn agreeing to pay her that 
sum; it was also understood that what money was taken in the post-office 
was to be a part of the $10, and that Mr. Wedderburn was to pay the balance; 
that from January 29, 1889, to December 31, 1889, she took in cash in the post- 
office amounting to $11.97; that Mr. Wedderburn paid the balance, making the 
310 per month to some time in October, 1889, since which time he has paid noth- 


ing. 

, January 18,1890, to June 25,1890, she took in cash in the post-office $2.59; 
that Mr, Wedderburn would send his mail matter, consisting of newspapers, 
letters, ancl circulars, to the post-office by freight and individuals coming con 
Alexandria, Va., weekly, to be mailed at Grange Camp; that she regarded her- 
self as in the employ of Mr. Wedderburn and did what he directed her to do 
with the mail matter; that the postage was all put on at Grange Camp from 
stampsfurnished by the Department; that Mr. Wedderburn never paid for any 
of them; that he had entire control of the post-office, and at the end of each 
quarter, when the quarterly statement was rendered the Department, he would 
usually deposit the balance due, and that was all he ever paid. 

He never, in fact, paid for any of the stamps, either for his newspapers or for 
his letters or circulars; that soon after she took charge of the office she thought 
she ought not to let him have the stamps without his paying for them, and sent 
him word that he must pay for them,and he stated that it was all right; that 
the Department understood it; that an inspector had been to Grange Camp and 
they (meaning the Department) kmew all about it; that since she took charge 
ol the post-office, January 29, 1589, to June 25, 1890, the date it was discontinued, 
the only regular patrons of the Grange Camp post-office were Mr. Franklin 
Williams and Mr. A. C. Williams (two brothers living in the same yard) and 
their families, besides, of course, her father's family and Mr. Wedderburn. 

MINNIE SWAYZE, 

Witness 

A. M. Swayze. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, at Grange Camp, Va., July 17, 1890. 
T. M. ARRINGTON, 
Post-Office Inspector 
Cc, 

W.S. Swayze, being first duly sworn, makes the following statement, to wit : 

That he now resides at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia; that he 
moved there from Prince William County, Virginia, Deeember 14, 1888, at the 
earnost solicitations of Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, to assume charge of the Grange 
Camp fair grounds; that when he first came to Grange Camp a young man in 
the employ of Mr. Wedderburn, by the name of Graham Hill, was in charge of 
the post-office; that on January 29, 1889, his daughter, Miss Minnie Swayze, and 
himself assumed charge of the post-office and were in charge of the same 
until the office was discontinned June 25, 1890; that Mr. Wedderburn agreed 
to pay Miss Minnie Swayze $10 per month for her services in running the post- 
office; that the post-office was run under the direction of Mr, Wedderburn; 
that he had entire control of it; that he sent his mail matter to the post-office 
regularly to be mailed by freight from Alexandria, Va,, sometimes by persons 
coming from Alexandria to Grange Camp; that this mail matter consisted of 
letters, circulars, and newspapers, sometimes in very large quantities; that the 
necessary postage was put on this mail matter atGrange Campfrom stamps fur- 
nished by the Department; that bis daughter objected to this unless the stamps 
were paid for, and Mr, Wedderburn stated to hin that it was all ht; that the 
Department understood all about it; that during this time Ladwell H. Luckett 
was postmaster, he resided at Unison, Loudoun County, Virginia,and gave no 
attention to the office, having nothing whatever to do with it; that his daugh- 
ter and himself took charge of the office at the requestof Mr. Wedderburn. 
That on October 29, 1889, a settlement was had with Mr, Wedderburn,and he 
paid 990 for nine months’ service for Miss Minnie in attending to the post-office. 
Since that date he has paid nothing. That Mr. Wedderburn never paid for any 
of the stamps, the postage on bis mail; thatat the end of each quarter hewould 
deposit the amount due the United States, and that was all he ever paid; that 
upon one occasion Mr. Wedderburn remarked that we ought to have the Gov- 
ernment owing us sometimes; that the post-office at Grange Camp was on the 
Washington and Ohio Railroad, about three-fourths of a mile from the post- 
office at Dunn Loring, and 1} miles from the post-office at Vienna, and about 2 
miles from the post-office at Marylield. That there is no station agentat Grange 
Camp and trains do not stopexcept upon being signaled; that the regular pa- 
trons of the Grange Camp post-office were A. C. Williams, Franklin Williams, 
A.J. Wedderburn, and himself and their families, and these would be all ifthe 
office was again established. 

W.S. BWAYZE, 


Witness: 
Wa. J. MAXWELL. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me in Washington, D. C., Jaly 21, 1890, 
T. M. ARRINGTON, 
Post-Office Inspector. 


Dd. 


Names lo the petition filed in the Department April 17, 1887, upon which the post-office 
at Grange Camp was established. 


Names. Present post-office. Remarks, 
Alexander J, Wedderburn... Washington and 
Alexandria. i 
Mrs. 1.8. Wedderburn .........'..... FO ....ceceececeeesee) Wife of Al. J. Wedderburn, 
Thomas 8B. Crittenden .........) West Point, Va..... Was printer for A.J. Wedder- 
j | burn, 
John M, Fletcher.. .| Baltimore,Md...... | Do 


L. H. Luckett Unison, Va........... Was at Grange Camp four 
months in the em ploy of 

; W edderburn. 

Mrs, Dr. Wedderburn............ Alexandria, Va..... Mother of A.J. Wedderburn. 


Gus Wedderburn. oo! Washington and | Son of A. J. Wedderburn, 16 





Alexandria. years old when he signed 
i tition, 
Franklin Williams . Vienna, Va.......... Lives near Grange Camp. 
F. Williams, jr .......... in acetal biel reals insaaall Son of Franklin Williams, 
Barn. BE, WERT oo. 0000000 coves! covees aunibevesbendin site Wife of Franklin Williams. 
A. C. Williams ........... corse, Brother of Franklin Williams, 





Names to the petition filed in the Department April 17, 1887, etc.—Continued. 





Names. |present sathattien'| Remarks. 
















PB I ccntertensendinneses 
Mrs. M. F. Williams 
William Durant ........ 
Charlies A. Denison 


Mother of Franklin Williams. 
..| Wife of A.C. Williams. 
-| Has been all the time. 


onteeeeee aeeeeeees 


do e Do. 
ashington,D.C.| Daughter of Franklin Will- 
| tame 





Mrs. Charles A. 
Fannie Williams................ 


| je 
ee ee | ae 
Mary Haney (col.).. .| Vienna, Va............ Has been all the time. 









Lizzie Bell (col. ) ......00.....0..00].+.-<0 ON ERE " 

Harriet Bell (col.).. do. oi Do. : 
Se Sn .| Dead ; post-ofliee was Vienna. 
Margaret Harrison... enna, Va ..| Has been al! the time. 

James Frey (col.)'...... cect wcdtinntel Do. 

Harriet Brown (col.)..... 1 Sa Do. 

Francis Williams (col.) Dunn Loring, Va. Do. 

Andrew Williams (col.)........).....GO......cccseeeecenees Do. 

eS eC 8 a Do. 

George Brandt (eol.)..... .| Pittsburgh, Pa. 

John E. Carter (col.) ..... ee ee Has been ali the time. 

Osear A. Hudson (col.) .......... Not known. | 

Henry Hudson (col,) ..........+!..ccessesererseseeeeesreereee | Dad; did live with A.C. Will- 


| jams. ; 
Susin Jackson (col.) Vienna, Va.........+| Has been all the time. 








Katie West (Col.).............s0000| ss--e0 ca wcocunnensonet Do. 

Mrs. Hannah Hudson (col,)... Dann Loring, Va.) Do. 

Miss Missoura Hudson (col.) Somewhere in | 
Massachusetts. | 

Henry Nickens (col.)............ Lewinsville, Va...| Has been all the time. 

Maria Nickens (col. ) ............ aie elect a ae | Do. 

Austin Crump ........... evediainhhisichaviainban .| Not known. 

George Beverly (col.)............ Somewhere in | Was at Grange Camp a short 
Pennsylvania. time. 


The only signers to this petition that received their mail at the Grange Camp 
post-office were those of the two Williams families and Mr. Wedderburn and 
those in his employ, in all fourteen. 

This information was obtained from F.L. Brenizer, postmaster at Dunn Lor- 
ing, A. C. Staats, postmaster at Vienna,and Miss Minnie Swayze, assistant post- 
master at Grange Camp. 

Of the 40 petitioners, just one-half are colored people. 


E. 

In connection with the post-office at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, 
Mr. Ludwell H. Luckett, the late postmaster, makes the following statement: 
That at the time of his appointment as postmaster he was living at Grange 
Camp. This was in the spring or early in the summer of 1887, That he con- 
tinued to reside at Grange Camp for a few months thereafter. He then moved 
to Unison, Loudoun County, Virginia, where he has since resided, Unison is 
about 25. or 30 miles from Grange Camp. When he left Grange Camp in 1887 
John “M, Fletcher, an employé of Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, was in charge of the 
»0st-office. ; 

: After Mr. Fleteher left Grange Camp Mr. Graham Hill had charge of the office. 
Tiill was also in the employ of Mr. A. J. Wedderburn. After Hill, Mr. W. 5. 
Swayze and his daughter, Miss Minnie Swayze,have had charge of the post- 
office. That he has never had any direct benefit from the post-office; has never 
received any of its revenue; that he took the appointment atthe request of Mr, 
A. J. Wedderburn, who had for several years na friend of his,and he was 
pe to be of service to him; that it was understood between himself and Mr. 
Vedderburn that Mr. Wedderburn was to have charge of the post-office, pay the 
expenses, and have what the office paid ; that Mr. Wedderburn always su ted 
whom he wanted to be in charge of the office and he had appointed them. the 
has given the office no personal supervision since he left Grange Camp in 1887. 
That he knew Mr. Wedderburn was printing his paper in Alexandria and mai!- 
ing it at Grange aan. but he thought itwas all right; in fact, had given it very 
little thought. That he does not know how many patrons the office has had. 

After examining the petition upon which he was appointed postmaster Mr. 
Luckett states that he does not know very many of them and does not know 
where they get theirmail. Not having attended tothe post-office in person, he 
is unable to say just when they get their mail or how —7 of them that were 
patrons of the Grange Camp office. After Mr. Fletcher had charge of the office 
and before Mr. Hill took charge Mr. Thomas B. Crittenden had charge of the 
offiee fora short time; he was also in the employ of Mr. Wedderburn. That 
when he was appointed postmaster he was in the employ of Mr. Wedderburn. 

. Now, Mr. Luckett, I desire to ask you plainly whether or not you and 
Mr. Wedderburn ever entered oo see by which you were to take 
the appointment as postmaster and was to look after the mailing of his 
matter and that of others, witha view ofincreasing the revenue for his benefit. 

A. No, I never entered into —~ such agreement. 

Q. Why did you take the appointment as postmaster ? 

A. I took it simply through the request of Mr. Wedderburn, who had been 
very kind tome, and I was glad to do anything I could for him in return. 

Q. Do you know how much money Mr. Wedderburn has made out of the 
post-office? 

A. Ido not; have no idea, 

Q. How long did you reside at Grange Camp? 

A. About four months, I think in 1887. 

Q. Did you and Mr. Wedderburn ever make any agreement by which he 
was to pay the —_—o- of running the office and he to have the revenue? 

A. No, we made no such an agreement; but I supposed if there was any 
revenue he was receiving it. I never gave the matter a thought. 

Q. Did you know that office was being used by Mr. Wedderburn soiely in 
his own interest, and that by bringing his mail from Alexandria to mail in the 

Camp office he was defrauding the Government? 

A. No; I did not have any wii f of this, and if I had known of it I 
should have at once reported it. IfI known anything was wrong I should 
have at once let the Department know it. . 

Q. Did you know that Mr. Wedderburn was using the stamps from the post- 
officeand not paying for them? 

A. IT did not. 

L. H, LUCKETT. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me, at Grange Omg oe a. 
* Post-Office Inspector. 
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F, - ted to have a summer resort there if the association hal not got into t 


Mrs. Charlotte Smith states that some time in March, 1890, she appeared be- 
fore the House Comittee on Agriculture and submitted an argument in thein- 
terest of pure and unadulterated food, etc.; that soon thereafter Mr. A. J. Wed- 


; 1 pay him his salary. I was to pay the salary of tl ssistant postmaster. If 
‘d rinted and dis- | *™° ) 3 salary pay the salary « 1¢ assistant pos . if 
derburn came to her and requested that she have her address p you take the thing right straight through, I have not made much. 


tributed through the mails, saying at the time that he would pay all expenses; 
this she ameedie do and ae to considerable expense in printing, ete.; that 


she presented the bill to Mr. Wedderburn he seemed to get mad and refused to 
pay ‘ he $10 that she had paid for giving as his reason that he desired 
to mail the letters himself at a post-office he had out from Alexandria, Va. ; 
that he could have gotten 60 per cent. of the postage by mailing them there ; 
that he did not want her to mail any more, but to give them to him : that after 
this she did give him one lot to mail and he took them away with him—about 
two hundred letters. 


with attached, tome. I called again on July 19 and requested her to sign and 
swear tothe same. I read it over very carefully to her and made one change, 
that of buying the stamps at the Senate post-office, at her suggestion, and then 
read it over again to her, and she stated that it was correct in every particular, 
but refused to sign it, saying that she did not want to get Mr. Wedderburn in 
any trouble; that Colonel Dudley was her friend, and she would talk to him 
about it. She stated that Wedderburn called upon her yesterday and paid her 
the balance he owed her. She was quite abusive in talking about the postal 
officials, from the Postmaster-General to the charwomen. | 

| 


T. M. ARRINGTON, 
JULY 19, 1890. 
G. 
WasuincTon, D. C., July 7, 1990. 
An accurate count of my mail-book shows as follows: 











Regular subscribers........00-+ssseereeeeee tidal Ancien a tal rmpgunnab vans 304 
Exchanges 45 
Advertisers 14 
Complimentary ......... 78 
4il 
Congressmen and Senators (all paid fOr)............:ccseecensennceeeeeres ; 404 
Officers of State granges euenee eapadduateneualingebiniorvenmeskdesgnentusscouee petlete 160 
' 
1, 005 
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, 
Publisher National Farm and Fireside. | 


a | 


Statement made by Alex. J. Wedderburn, June 20, 1890, in chief inspector's office. 


Alex. J. Wedderburn, editor and publisher of The National Farm and Fireside, 
called at my office to-day and made the following statement: 

Mr. WeEDDERBURBN. The trouble I had wasthis, There was no reason for in- 
vestigation, I am perfectly willing to go into all that. I had at least one thou- 
sand or fifteen hundred subscribers on my book, and quite a number of sub- 
scribers all over the United States. It puts me in an awful fix. 

Mr. Ratusone. There is one thing I do not understand, and I would like to 
have you explain it to me, and I am glad that you have called. 

The Post-Offtice Department appointed a postmaster down there some two or 
three years ago, who resides 51 miles away from Grange Camp ; he has no con- 
trol over the office whatever; and you employ some lady down there—a Miss 
Swayze, I believe--to take charge of the office. You pey her $10 a month (or 
have been until January, since which time you have been giving her house- 
rent in lieu of her services). This postmaster has no more contro! over that of- 
fice than a man in China; and you seem to be controlling it and running it, 
and, as I understand, you get the profits. Am I right? 

Mr. Wepprersvurn. Yes,sir. Let metell you the wholething: I came hereto 
this Department about three yearsago; I wenttosee Mr. Haynie, who was chief 
clerk. I was introduced to him; I madea statement tohim, I saw the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General. I had letters of introduction to him, and told 
him very plainly that I was going out there in the country and wunted to run 
this post-office, and that I wan Mr. L———, who was superintendent of the 
grounds and who was in my employ,to be appointed postmaster. He asked 
me to get recommendations,and 1 did so. He hesitated about making the ap- 
pointment, and asked me to write a letter, and I sat down and wrote a letter and 
stated everything I stated to Mr. Haynie—everything. They then made the ap- 

intment, and he staid there about five or six months,and whenhe went away 

r. Thomas B.C was appointed master. e ran the post-office as hia 
assistant,and Mr. H asaclerk. I made arrangements with Mr.S to 
5° and take charge ofthe grounds and run the hotel. I did not divide the profits, 

guarantied that out of post-office he should get $10a month. I gave him 
up to the Ist of January—— 

Mr. Ratusone. I understand, further, that there are but two patrons of that of- 
fice outside of yourself—t wo br nd that on one side a post-office is only 
three-quarters of a mile from your office, and on the other side a mile and a 

uarter. 

7 Mr. WEDDEERBURN. That is a mistake. 

Mr. Ratusone. What is the nearest post-office? 

Mr. Wepperscrey., It is nine-tenths of a mile, Dunn Loring. It is abouta 
mile and a quarter eres walk it, and by the railroad itis nine-tenths of a mile. 

Mr. Ratusone. What is the nearest post-office on the other side? 

Mr. WeppERBURN. Vienna; about 2 miles by going around the road. 
oar RatTHEoNe. How many patrons are there of the Grange Camp post-of- 

Mr. WeppeasvrRy. I can not answer that, sir; [ do not know, because I never 
had anything—-. When I started that ffice I went right in the neighbor- 
hood, and you will find here an application for that post-oflice signed by over 
thirty (I started to say over forty, but I am positive it was over thirty people). 

Mr. RatTurone. Patrons of that office? 

Mr. WEepprersvey, I do not know how many.of them got their mail there. 
The application was to have the post-office established there. 

There is another point in connection with this: We have our Grange Camp 
Association fair, which runs for a week; and it is a very great advantage to 
~~ who come from all over the country to get their mail. In addition to 

. a8 I stated in my letter, I had all this Grange Camp literature to send out, 
and I sent it out accordingly. 

Personally 1 have not derived any benefit. This question arose under Mr. 
Haynie’s supervision. They did exactly what you did; it is only a little differ 
ent. You have taken up my paper and decided to abolish the office. I come 
here and [ask why? Would there be any objection to Mr. L getting the 
percent.? They said, No, I don’t see that there is. 

Mr. Raturonxe. What is your arrangement with Mr. Luckett’? 

Mr. Weppersvrs. I have not any objection to telling you, in the world. 
Mr. .——— and I have been the warmest personal friends. At the time he took 

of the post-office he was su ntendent of the place and the grounds and 
was incharge of them. We did not propose to increase his salary. We ex- 
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office yourself, and you have a man appointed postmaster who lives 51 miles 


she bought about $10 of pestage-champe end sent oft one lot by mail; that when away? 


not apply for it. 


unless Mr. W 

I will be perfectly frank in telling you. Simply because we would have to go 

: ~— t rac 108 : thange the bond, and that would 
» h ethestatement here- | t° work and make a change in postmaster and change th ‘ 

July 16 I called upon Mrs. Charlotie Smith, and she made take some trouble, and I have been so busy that I have not been able to attend 

to it, 


assistant postmaster, makes all that 


who get their mail at that office? 


Mr. WEDDERBURN. Indeed I don’t sir. | i sta vbout that 
sir, to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
Mr. Ratnsoxe. How do you send out this publication, The National Farm and 


| there 


for seventeen years. I bave subscribers for the whole of that time, and th 
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le and prevented us from doing it. 
Mr. Ratusoxe. What is your arrangement with Mr. Luckett? 
Mr. WEDDERBURN. My arrangement was that I was to pay all the expenses 


Mr. Ratupone. I do not understand this. Why should you control this post- 


Mr. WEDDERBURN. He was not 51 miles away when he was appointed 
Mr. RaTHeone. Why did you not take the post-office yourself? Why did you 


Mr. WeppeErsvry. I am now perfectly willing to assume the postmaastership 
would take it. The reason we have not made any change 





Mr. RATHBONE. You make all the requisitions for stamps, as I understand 
Mr. Weppersvry. I have never done anything ofthatkind. Mr. Swayze,t 


Mr. Ratusone. You are the principal patron of that office? 
Mr. WEDDERBURN, Yes, sir. 
Mr. RATHBONE. Don’t you know as a fact that there are but two other peopl 





Fireside; do you send it at second-cla 
Mr. WEDDERBURN,. Yes, sir; certainly, sir. 
Mr. RATHBONE. How many subscribers have you 
Mr. WEDDERBURN. The 





ire some 2,000 on the books; I will say over5 

Mr. RatnBoxe. How many sample copies do you send out per month? 

Mr. WeppEerevry. When Congress is not in session we send very few; when 
tis in session we send as many as we can dispose of. 





Mr. RATHEONE. How many do you think you have sent out in the past five 
or six months? 

Mr. WEDDERBURY. I could give you that exactly, sir. One i c wa 
including our regular edition, as an extra edition. 

Mr. RATHBONE. I understand that you publish this paper in Alexandria. You 
live in Alexandria? 

Mr. WEDDERBURY, Yes, sir; I live in Alexandria about flve months and i 
Grange Camp about seven months; and I have an office in Alexand: 

Mr. RatuBone. Where do you print vour paper; in Alexandria? 

Mr. WEDDEREURN. I print my paper there. 

Mr. RATHBONE, You have a k box in the post-office at Alexandria” 


Mr. WEDDERBURN. I have a lock-box there 

Mr. Ratrurone. Also in Washington? 

Mr, WEeppERBURN, Yes. 

Mr. RATHBONE. Have you an oflice in Washington 


Mr. Wepperpvrey. I have no business office in Washington rhe idea is to 
get an agricultural paper. We put the place on ‘‘ Washington,” and that was 
taken up by the Attorney-General! here, and they decided that this i 


Mr. Ratupone, Are all of the copies like this’ 

Mr. WEDDERBEURN. They are all exactly alike, sir 

Mr. Ratueoxe. The post-office has been abolished. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. I hoped that that could be changed, because we need a 
post-office there, and I do not think it would be a very hard matter to do that 
Mr. RATHBONE. My information is based on an inquiry, as that there are or 
two patrons of the office outside of yourself. Ifthat is true, there is no oceasio 

for a post-office there. 

Mr. WeppERBURN. Suppose, for instance, I have got mail there; I am sendi: 
it off there—— 

Mr. Rarusoxe. You publish a paper in Alexandria; now why not mail i 
» Why do you send them by expre lown to Grange Camp to mail 
them? 

Mr. WeppERsBURN. For the simple reason—you want to know that—the last 
eighteen months we have had a litigation in Grange Camp. To print my pape: 
there in the winter-time requires a building that | have not got It requires a 
building with plaster. You can not run a pressin cold weather without coal 
and that was the only reason the printing office was moved to Alexandria, and 
as soon as this litigation has—— 

Mr. Ratusone. Did you ever print this paper in Grange Camp” 

Mr. WeppErsvURN,. For six months, from March until the foil 
ary. 

Mr. RatTHsoxe. You have topay the same amount of postage at Cira 
Camp that you would in Alexandria” 

Mr. WEDpDERBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. Ratupone. The additional expense is the transportation of the pa). 
from Alexandria to Grange Camp?” 

Mr. Wepprrsvry. Il am not bothered about that, sir. I am willing to ma 
this paper in Alexandria. 

Mr. RATHBONE. It looks to me thatthe maintenance of a post-office at Grang 
Camp is almost exclusively for the convenience of one patron—just the ons 
patron. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Itis very largely. It may be so, sir; but it seems to me it 
has been for the benefit of our whole order in the United Stat 

Mr. Ratunore. Woald it not be cheaper for you to mail your publication at 
Vienna, which is only a mile away? Could you not haul it from Camp Gra 
to Vienna cheaper than from Alexandria? 

Mr. WeEpDpERBURN. No, sir; because we can hau! it from Alexandria for 8 cents 
a hundred if we had to get it, and from Vienna it would cost me more. 

Mr. RATHBONE. Aninspector of this Department examined these publicat 
and in his opinion they were unmailable at the rates you were sending then 
and report was made to me; I in turn referred it to the Third Assistant Post 
master-General, and the Third Assistant holds that it is unmailable: tt i 
spector recommended that this publication be excluded from the mails and that 
the post-office be abolished, and that recommendation was concurred in by the 


Third Assistant, who excluded this publication from the mails,and it was con 
curred in by the First Assistant, who abolished the office hat isthe status of 
affairs. 


Mr. Wepprrecry. In regard to the office, I suppose that will have to be 
taken up with the First Assistant Postmaster-General; but in regard to the 
mailing of my paper, I do not think that has anything to do with the post-office 
I submit a paper for consideration. There is a piece of work that has been pub 
lished for seventeen years, The firstday of May this year it has been published 


Government steps in here and says —— 

Mr. Ratueone. The Government has the right to determine what mail sha! 
be conveyed in the mails and what shall not; or, in other words, the law pro 
vides that certain publications shall not be carried in the mails except at cx 
tain rates, And the law has decided that the publication in this case is prohib 
ited by the law at the rates you have been paying 

Mr. WeppEerseurs. Isa paper publishing a bill before Congress against the 
law? 
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Mr. Rarusonr. I do not know what the particular point about this paper is. 

Mr. Wepprersury. This isa very scrious thing Itis a question of thousan 
of dollars to me. I would not take $5,000 for my paper to-day. I simply want 
to say that I will be very much obliged to you if you will let me send my paper. 
I can not stop matter of that character 

Mr. Rarusone, The Third Assistant Postmaster-General had sample copies 
of your paper before him, and he decides that it should be excluded from the 
mails, and has done it. He is the man for you to labor with. 

Mr. Weppersury, I do not know what todo. I donot want to go up to the 
Capitol and get men to come here. I certainly will have to bring suit; I can 
not afford that. The Government has got no right-— 

Mr, RaTHBone. You are publishing a paper here that the Department has 
decided is unmailable at the rates you have been sending. 

Mr. Wevpersuren. Refer to the law; I mean the clause on which you made 
that decision. Here I am, a citizen of the United States, doing nothing illegit- 
imate. 

Mr. Ravupony, If youare doing an illegitimate business, you must expect 
to be—— 

Mr. Weppersury, My dear sir, lam not doing an illegitimate business. 

Mr. Ratupone. Thatis a question to be determined. 

Mr. Weppersurn, | have read that section (328) over very carefully, and I 
can not see Our whole thing is information of a public character; cer- 
tainly of the best character. We are publishing matter here that no other pub- 
lication in the United States discusses, and if there is anything illegitimate in 
that [am absolutely unable to see what it is. 

Mr. Ratupnone. This section provides that ‘‘ Nothing herein contained shall 
be so construed as to admit to the second-class rate regular publications de- 
signed primarily for advertising purposes, or for free circulation, or for circula- 
tion at nominal rates.”’ 

Mr. Wepprrsury. That paper is a dollar a year; you can get papersall over 
the country for a dollar a year. 

Mr. RaTHBONE. As to the question of excluding from the mails, you will have 
to see the ‘Third Assistant Postmaster-General about that, as he has full charge 
of that. These copies I should be very glad to keep and look over. 

Mr. Wepperevury. I would be very glad to have you keep them here where 
I can have them. 

(Mr. Wedderburn left here; returned at 2 o'clock p.m. the same day, and 
made the following additional statement, ) 

Mr. Wepprersurn. I wanted to be allowed to send the paper out this week. 
I can not see the decision in this case would affect the paper at all; I can not 
believe that, I would like very much to be allowed to mail them. 

Mr. Ratupone, I can not understand why you do not mail that paper in 
Alexandria. 

Mr, Wevpersurn, Tasked the gentleman, and he told me that it would not 
be allowed to be mailed at any point. 

Mr. Rarnseoner, The paper is unmailable, as you have been mailing it. 

Mr. Weppersurn. How can you hold that ? 

Mr. Rarmsone. Itisan advertising paper. Tell me something about your 
connection with this paper. 

Mr, WEpDERBURN. It belongs to John J. Nicholson & Sons, of Baltimore, I 
runitforthem. - .. 

Mr. Rarurone. There was something said about your advancing the passage 
of this lard bill with the view of getting an appointment inthe Agricultural De- 
partment. What was there about that’? . 

Mr. Wepprrsurn, That is funny. Has a man got the right to advance a 
measure that he believes right or wrong; has he got the right to advance a 
measure which is before Congress? 

Mr. Ratrupone. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. Weppexnury. I have hadan appointment under the present Administra- 
tion to write a book. The Committee on Agriculture eer ado ry 
report to increase the epunegetiies on account of the work thatI did. Ithink 
Mr. Rusk will take my partin that. 

Mr. Rarupone, Are you not publishing this paper for the purpose of getting 
an popentmens? 

Mr. Wepprersury, No, sir. 

Mr, RatHponer. Do you not expect to get an appointment under the bill? 

_ Weppersvury. No, sir; if the food bill ever passed I hope to get an ap- 

niment, ~ 
“— RaTHBoNE. That is the Paddock bill? 

Mr, Wepperrsurn. Yes, sir; and you have not seen very much about that in 
my paper. 

Mr. Rarunonn. On this point I am clear, that there should not be a post-office 
at Grange Camp, because | know from a personal investigation by one of my 
men that there are only two patrons of that office. 

Mr. Wepprersvureyn. Iam ange find out about that, and will let you know. 

Mr, Ratupone, But I have already investigated it. There are only two pa- 
irons, named—— 

Mr. Wepperpury. Those are two brothers named Williams. 

I do not want to raise that question atall. Iam looking out for my paper— 
my paper -now; I cm not asking any questions about the Grange Pp 
post-office. 

Mr. Rarunone. There is one thing I would like to inquire into a little more 
specific, and that is your arrangement with Mr, Luckett, the postmaster. You 
had some arrangement with him by which he was to be postmaster in name 
and you postmaster in fact, 

Mr. WEppersurn. Not at all; so far as the receipts of the office are con- 
cerned, yes. When Mr. Luckett was appointed, he was the clerk, just as there 
are at most of these small resorts. He received some—— 

Mr. Ratrusone. How long was that? 

Mr. Wepperevrn,. Three years ago. 

Mr. Raturone. Anda he has not been there for nearly three years ° 

Mr. Wepprersurn. He left in about four months after that. 

Mr. Ratupone, Say about two years and eight months he has not been there. 

Mr. Weppersvury, No, sir; he has been there occasionally. 

Mr. Ratupone, What part of the work of the office do you perform, if any? 

Mr, Weppersury. I have never looked at a single boos, except at the end of 
the quarter I have asked him. to show me their reports. { have never looked 
at the books to compare, They told me when he first went there that I could 
not even go into the post-office; that was one of the rules, that nobody except 
the posimaster, his assistant, and clerk could go into the post-office. 

Mr. Ratipone, How do you get your stamps from that office? 

Mr. Wepprersunn. We send the papers there, and they stamp them and can- 
celthem. Very often I have sent 200 or 300 or 500 into office already 
stamped ; often [ send papers into the office and they stamp them. 

Mr. RaruBonr, You pay for the stamps afterwards? 

Mr, WeppersurRy, Yes, sir. F 

Mr. Rarupons. They render you bills for the stamps? 

Mr. Wepprrsvury, Yes, sir. : 

Mr. RatHronr. How often? 

Mr. WrEDDERBURN. About once in three months, 

Mr. Ratrunone, So you pay for your stamps that you have used previously— 
about once in three months, 

Mr. WeppERBURN. Yes,sir, Unless, in another way—sometimes I stamp 
them, and get them te— 
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Mr. RatHurone. But as a rule you send your matter to the office, they stamp 
them, and, about three months later, you pay them for the stamps’? 

Mr. Weppersvury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ratupone. The reason why I ask you somany questions is that it seems 
to be a very peculiar transaction. ‘There is nota parallel with this case in the 
history of the Department. 

Mr. WeDDERBURN. The same thing came up here under the Department be- 
fore. They raised the question as to whether you hada right to give me the 
ottice, and I said,if you get your money it does not make any difference who 
gets the office—just so the Government gets its due. 

Mr. Ratupone. You have all the benefits and emoluments of the office under 
your arrangement with Mr. Luckett? 

Mr. WEDpDERBURN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. RaTueone. Your arrangement with Mr. Luckett is—— 

Mr. WEDpERBURN. That I am to pay the expense—— 

Mr. RatHrone. And your arrangement with Luckett is that the stampsare to 
be ordered from the Department in his name? 

Mr. WeppErsvrey. For the post-office— 

Mr. Ratnpoyer. You say he renders you a bill” 

Mr. Wepperrury. Whenever he wants it he renders a bill. He usually ren- 
ders it every three months, and I pay it. 

Mr. Rarueone. For instance, at the end of the quarter he sends you abill for 
$500, and you send him a check for that amount? 

Mr. Wepprersury. There is no intention to do anything wrong in the world, 
and I do not think there has been; but I do not want the question of a post- 
office discussed at all. 

Mr. Ratusone. It seems very strange to me that you publish a paper in Alex- 
andria and you box it up and ship it by freight, ata cost, to Grange Camp, and 
there you mailit. Why don’t you mail it from Alexandria? There must be 
some inducements for you to go to that additional expense—— 

Mr. WeppEeRBURN. That I get the revenues of the office. 

Mr. Ratrusone. Then the inducement for you to ship your paper to Grange 
Camp is that you derive the revenues of the office? 

Mr. WeppERBURN. Certainly, sir; certainly, sir. There is no other thing. 1 
have certain claims upon the place (Grange Camp), and intend ultimately to 
buy it. If Ido buy it, I intend to put up an office and print my paper right on 
the ground. 

Mr. Ratunoxe. Grange Camp is a railway station? 

Mr. WeppDERBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RatHsone. You have no station agent there” 

Mr, WepprersurRn, No, sir. 

Mr. RatHuone. Do the trains stop there? 

Mr. Weppersury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RATHBONE. You have to signal every train that stops? 

Mr. Wepperscren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ratupone. How large a place is Grange Camp; how many acres? 

Mr. Weppernurn. We have 40 acres in the camp proper; then I have my lit- 
tle house besides. There are about 43 acres; then we have, besides that, a yo 
of pesvene. We have got a nice place and a place that will ultimately be 
considerable of a place. 

Mr. Rarapone. How far is Gra Camp from Alexandria? 

Mr. Weppersvury. Thirteen miles. I can get an agent there if I want him, 
except for the fact that we haven't got @ man that we can trust to do the work 
in eeveee shape. So I have not asked for one. 

r. RATHBONE. There is nothing for an agent to do there? 

Mr. WeppersvurRN. Oh, yes; during the fair. 

The post-office being moved is going to hurt me. : 

So far as _— saying there are only two people there, there are Cha} Will- 
jams and his wife; Mr. Swayze, who gets a deal of mail; my family gets 
a good deal of mai! and sends off a gooddeal. We have got two or three serv- 
ants, whose family lives in Baltimore, and they get a good deal of mail; then 
there is Mr. Johnson’s family. Say there are five families. 

Mr. RatuBone. Do you suppose it would average a dozen letters a week ? 

Mr. Weppersurn. Yes, sir; more than that. 

Mr. Ratusone. The Post-Office Department can hardly afford to establish 
and maintain an office to accommodate two or even one-half dozen families. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN., It seems to me you put the post-office where the most mail 
is. I certainly have more mail. 

Mr. RaTuHBoNeE. Yes, but you mail it all from Alexandria. You told me thi¢ 
aneing you have a lock-box in Washington, where you get nearly all your 
mail, 

Mr. Weppersury, Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Ratupone. I notice in one of your papers you speak of the contest be- 
peeee Saeeeeennge of the Big Four, a man named Kimball, and yourself. Who 
is Kim) 

Mr. WeppEersury. He is the gentleman who represents the pure-lard people 
in this district. 

Mr. RaTHBONE. The matter of admitting your r to the mails you will 
have to settle with the Third Assistant. Inthe opinion of our inspector it was 
not proper to be mailed. 

Mr. Weppersvry, Let me tell you I do not want to get intoa wrangle. All 
I ask, as a matter of equity, is that I be allowed to send off this issue of the 

r, which is all to mail. Ido not think there ought to be any in- 
ustice in stopping That is a down t cost to me—so many dollars and 
cents, But prepeee, of course, to deal with the case before the Postmaster- 
General, and I have no idea thatthey are going to stop my paper. I can not de 
that. It hurts my prsqeete. 

Mr. Ratruesone. Did I understand you tosay this morning that your bona fide 
subscription list is about 500? 

Mr. WepperRsuRy. I said that it exceeded 500. 

Mr. RaTuroxe. About how much is it, do you think; 600? 

Mr, WeppersurRN. We never print less than 2,000 copies. You ask me a ques- 
tion that I can not answer ut my I presume it is 1,200 or 1,500. 
We say it is over 500, But the regular circulation of the paper I know is 1,860— 
that is the regular edition of the paper. . 

Mr. RatTHBONE. You often printas high as 15,000? 

Mr. Weppersury. No, sir; I do not know anything of the kind. I have 
printed 5,000severaltimes. . 

Mr. Rarusons. Why do you print them—in advocacy of this bill? 

Mr. Wevpersury. Yes, sir. To circulate my—— 

Mr. Ratusone. What particular interest has your backer Nicholson ? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. He just backs me financially. He has nothing to do with 
that. He is backing me asa financial enterprise. You do not seem to compre- 
hend. The National Grange have indo: certain things; those things I ad- 
vocate in my paper. I do not advocate anything else that could get into my 
paper for any consideration. 

r. Rarupone. Is the National Grange financially back of this publication * 

Mr. Weppersury, No, sir. 

Mr. Ratueone. How do you expect to reap a benefit? 

Mr. WEeDDERBURN. I am getting a very nice sum from that. I get something 
from the paper. I hope to getan office under this, I got $1,000 from Uncle Sam 
for writing a book last year. Sopa oem my advertisements. I sell! 
quite a number of these buy these = 

w 


Members of Congress 
hundreds. The National Densccsat, the Gazette, and al! those 


a ii Meanie 





* 





Faas ondceemannamiaal 


. 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








ever they have an article of any note, they send 500 and 1,000 copies at a time. 
Sometimes I publish a little article myself. I do not charge anything for that 
I think Rusk will say that that paper has done more for him than all the other 
agricultural papers put together; and [ think he will support me. It has simply 
been reported upon without any investigation. 

Mr. AGNEW. Does that make any difference to the Department? 

Mr. RATHBONE. Yes; in this case, as I understand, Wedderburn publishes 
his paper in Alexandria; he ships it down to Grange Camp, and there he mails 
it in the post-office which he controis and gets all the revenaes from. He gets 
100 per cent. of the earnings of that office up to $200. He gets it all, $200 a year. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Two hundred dollars a year. 

Mr. Rarupone. Therefore he sends his paper through the mail for almost 
nothing. ‘ 

Mr. WEppERBURN, Excuse me,I don’t. Understand me. About the paper 
being shipped to Alexandria; I told the gentleman, the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General’s chief clerk—I told him that so far as the paper was concerned 
I was perfectly willing to mail it from Alexandria. But in regard to the mail- 
ing of the Fireside, I don’t care whether it is maiied here or from Alexandria 
or from Grange Camp; that is immaterial. We won't discuss the question of 
the Fireside. It is only a question of Grange Camp. There are certain rea- 
sons (irrespective of any profit that may come to me) that Iam very anxious to 
keep the post-office there. 

Mr. Ratusons. That reason is personal to you? 

Mr. WeppersurRn, No, sir; notatall. The first and foremost reason is that 
we have this Grange Camp Association there every year. People have been 
coming there from Pennsylvania, New York,and Ohio, now, for three or four 
years. That is the first reason on which the post-office is established. 

Mr. Ratspone, That meeting only lasts abouta week. 

Mr. Weppersurn. Another reason that I want the ——. It helps to give me | 
the revenue. We have been, as I told you the otber day,in litigation. That | 
will be settled in a month or six weeks. 

Mr. Ratusone. I can not see how any litigation with private parties will af- 
fect your paper. 

Mr. Weppersvury. Well, you see we want to sell some lots there. 

Mr. Ratusone. The Post-Office Department can not lend itself to any plan of 
that kind to sell lots. 

Mr. WeppEREURN. Iam mentioning that as the reason why it has not been 
built up sooner. Every farmer in Fairfax County is iuterested in that as well 
as myself. 

Mr. AGNew. Mr. Wedderburn has his own registered mail amounting to over | 
$25 a year. } 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. There are twenty-five people who get their mail there 
regularly, instead of two. J could not tell you the other day, because I did not 
know. Icould notapswerthat. I neverinterfered with the details of the office 
in any shape or form, 

Mr. Ratusone. Let me tell you why I asked you those questions: because 
the inspector's report indicated that there were but two families who get their 
mail there. It struck me that you would know how many patrons there were | 
in that office. You control the office. | 

Mr. WeEDPERBURN. Don't you recollect that I told you, when the office was 
established there; Mr. Fletcher, who was then acting as postmaster, said no- 
body shall have anything to do with these books, except three people, the post- 
master, the assistant postmaster, and his clerk; | told you, sir, with all due re- 
spect, although I am your clerk, that you can not have anything to do with the 
post-office or books, or anything of that kind. As to the individual benefit de- 
rived from it, | bave my own mail, my “ Fireside’’ mail, and the mail of the 
Grange Association; although I get no benefit of the Grange Camp Associa- 
tion. All of that you will find—— 

Mr. RatwsBone, You are controlling the office. 

Mr, WEDDERBURY., I am perfectly willing to give that up. 

Mr. Ratupone. You getall the revenues of the office. That oflice is run in 
the interest of one man? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. So far as the money is concerned. 

Mr. RATHBONE. It is an office to accommodate one man, 

Mr. Weppersurn. That has been done all over the country. 

Mr. AGNEW. I have noticed, since I have had anything to do with these 
things, that they are constantly establishing offices upon application of fifteen 
or twenty people. They don’t appear to care much about distances. What I 
wanted to get atis, it there is any one there willing to take the position for 
what it may be worth in cancellation. Is there any objection on the part of the 
Post-Office Department to having an office there when it does not cost them 
anything? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. I am perfectly willing to—— 

Mr. AGNEw. Then don’t you think they ought to abolish a good many offices” 

Mr. RatTusBoye. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Vienna is a large office. 

Mr. RATHBONE. Let me say this about the exclusion of your paper f-om the 
mails. That isa matter that the Third Assistant Postmaster-General controls 
exclusively. I have nothing to do with that. The inspector’s report was re- 
ferred to me, in which he concluded that this paper, giving his reasons, should 
be excluded from the mails. The Third Assistant Postmaster-General con- 
sidered this question, and did exclude it three or four days ago. Yesterday he 
held that order in abeyance. You know that. 

; Mr. WEDpDEREUEN. When I was here, he said he would allow the last issue 
0 go. 

Mr. RATHBONE. Now, in the matter of the abolishment of the post-office, from 
my investigation of the matter, by conference with you, and from the inspect- 
or’s report, | am clearly of the opinion that that office should be abolished. 

Mr. AGNew. Eliminating it from any connection with The Farm and Fire- 
side, is there any objection to a post-office at that place? 

Mr. Ratusone. I do not think there ought to be one there. There are three 
post-offices within two miles and a half. 

Mr. AGNEW. I think if you would follow it up you would abolish a great 
many. 

Mr. RATHBONE. I think we ought to abolish them in like cases. 

Mr. Weppersvry, Is it fair that this post-office, sending as much mail as it 
does, should be abolished? That is the plan so far as the paper is; thatis all right. 
When I go back to Alexandria I will send it from the post-office there. I will 
apply for entry in the t-office at Alexandria. I come to Washingon inthe 
morning; I stay here; I get back to my place in the erening, and I write my | 
letters there at night. 

Mr. Ratusoye. Exclude from this class the amount of mail that you send 
out, what would be the amount of mail that is shipped from that oftice ? 

Mr. WeppEersvrRy. Outside of my own mail there would be over $100. 

(Notr.—An actual count shows receipts of office, outside of Wedderburn’s 
wail, for the year 1889, to be $11.59.) 

Mr. RatueBone, I doubt it. } 

Mr. Weppersvury. Mr. Williams had told me positively that he had personal | 
mail amounting to over $25. 
Mr, Ratnnone. What business is he in? 








Mr. WeppersueRn. His wife is a correspondent of a newspaper. They send 
off manuscript very largely. The Grange Camp Association mail a quantity of 
about between $60 and $75. 


Mr. RatTusoxe, From the information I have it is clear that that office should 
be abolished. 


Q) 13< 
a! hede 

Mr. AGNEw. Don’t you think that order might be held up” 

Mr. Rarnrone. Well. I don’t know 

Mr. AGNew. I don’t doubt there are— 

Mr. RATHBONE. J tell you plainly,I am against the re-establishment of the 
post-office. What the Postmaster-General w lo, Ido not know 

Mr. AGNEW. Mr. Wedderburn is entering tlat paper with heading that was 
drawn in the Department. : 

Mr. WEDDEREURN. The whole ques 1 Was raised and decided in my favor 

Mr. RatHrox®. You say that Swayze made a complaint here 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. No. As I told you the other day, I think those at the 
bottom of it are the Fairbanks and Armours Thos »wsare fighting me. 

Mr. RATHBONE. You say that the lard fight is at t ottom of the whole 


thing? 

Mr, WEDDERBURN. I know that. 

Mr. RATHBONE. You are against Armour, evident; 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. I am against him, and I am wor wainst him now than 
I was before. 


Epitor STAR 


WhenTI called yesterday and asked for your author as to the statement relating 
to Gravge Camp post-office and the attempted supression of the National Farm 
and Fireside you kindly requested a correct statement of the matter. I desired 
to make a plain and true statement, free from heat, which in this weather and 
under the circumstances I find hard to do. 

l'o be charged with fraud in the matter of the Grange Camp post-office and the 
publication of the National Farm and Fireside by scunattonal writers, under in 
formation given out by the postal authorities, might be passed by with indiffer 
ence and contempt were it not for the circumstances connected with the matter 
which throw around it the astonishing facts that the postal authorities have been 
duped into lending themselves to one of the most loslen pieces of lobby work 
that were ever perpetrated in the United States and thereby violated not only the 
Constitution, whic h guaranties a free press and free speech, but have attempted 
to rob me of my property without warrant of law and to cover up their blunder 
have gone so far as to try and rob me of my good name 

The facts in the case are as follows 

FIRST AS TO GRANGE CAMP POST-OFFICI 

Some three years ago I moved from Baltimore to Grange Camp, Va., on the 
Washington and Ohio Railroad, and requested that a post-oflice be opened at that 
place, as my mail was large enough to justify the establishment. A protest was 
entered by the nearest post-office and an investigation ordered, but as thirty or 
more citizens requested the office, and it was recommended by the Congressman 
from my district and several others, the request was granted, and Mr. L. H. 
Luckett, whom your informant is pleased to style a farm hand, but who in reality 
is a highly educated and an honorable gentleman and who at that time was super 
intendent of the camp grounds, was appointed postmaster. The fact of his being 
really in my employ was stated at the time, and it was known by every one that 
the office was created, after careful investigation, for my benefit, as many other 
offices are created for the benefit of others who have large mails. I may add that 
my mail consisted of my paper, my regular correspondence, my correspondence as 








the chief legislative officer of the State Grange of Virginia, and also as an officer 
of the Grange Camp Association; also the mail of the association and of its many 
visitors during exhibition week. 

My mail was and is in a great measure not of a personal character, but for the 


benefit of the farmers of my own State, and also for those of the whole country 

Had not these facts been fully understood at first they were certainly so under 
stood in a few months, because an inspector of the Post-Office Department came 
to the camp and made a report, upon the basis of which the post-office was abo! 
ished. I went to Washington and asked the cause, and was told that the order 
was issued because I was receiving the benefits of the office and that I was it 
chief patron. 

To which I simply replied by reminding the officer, Mr. Haney, chief clerk of 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General (and a Republican), of my application on 
file in the Department and also asked him what it mattered to the Government if 
they were paid all that was due them who got the profits of the office provided 
the postmaster was satistied. The office was immediately re-established and has 
continued until the present order. 

There bas been nothing illegal connected with it from beginning to end, unless 
it be the removal of Mr. Luckett, and that was known at the Department at the 
time of the first suspension. 

As to the profits of the oftice they have not paid the expenses up to the present 
year, as the rental and clerk hire has cost more than the returns. 

Such is the basis of this charge of fraud by me on the Government, and as stated 
above is made to cover up the attempted suppression of my paper in the interest 
of the gigantic lobby, headed by W W. Dudley, which is trying to defeat the 
Conger lard bill. ‘ 

The following are the facts connected therewit! 

The Fireside has been a thorn in the side of the Fairbank-Armour-Dudley lobby 
for three years. It has fought them with unremitting ardor, and at every turn 
exposed their tricks and routed them. TI'wo committees of Congress, in the Fif 
tieth and Fifty-first Congress, have reported favorably the lard bill presented by 
Mr. CONGER, thus sustaining and supporting my position 

The National Grange, P. of H., have indorsed the measure three times 

Numerous State, county, and local granges have indorsed the bill. Thousands 
and tens of thousands of petitioners have sent in, through me, their petitions in 
its favor 

This lobby has boasted that it would spend $100,000 to defeat the Conger bill 
and has tried to incite sectional and race prejudices to the same end, all of which 
I have exposed, and by constant hard work have met these men and defeated 
them at every turn up to the present time. Personally I claim no merit for this 
for 

Thrice is he armed who hath his quarrel] just 
and the position I sustained and advocated was simply that every tub of lard in 
this great country should be properly branded, and that the Chicago millionaires be 
not allowed to defraud the public by selling under a false brand a mixture com 
posed of God knows what. 

Bat enough of this; now for facts 

May 28 a new bond was sent to Grange Camp to De signed by the postmaste: 
Mr. Luckett, to whom I wrote requesting him to come and attend to it 

June 5 I learned that the post-office inspector visited Grange Camp 

June 6 I received a letter from Post-Office Inspector F. M. Arrington request 


| ing me to call on him, which I did on that day or the day after. Mr. Arringtor 


asked me questions covering the above gtatements as to Grange Canip ollice, to all 
of which I replied truthfully and fully, and referred him tothe papers on file. In 
regard tomy paper he simply asked if I did not print it in Alexandria and mail it 
at Grange Camp, which I told himI did. It never occurred 'g me that any attempt 
was to be made to exclude my paper from the mails, and I paid little attention to 
the investigation regarding the iin. Mr. Arrington requested me to call on him 
again the following week before he made bis report, for what purpose he did not 
say. I did not, however, do so until after my paper had been denied the mails 
and then he was ont 
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June 14a blank requesting the new bond was sent out, but was not received for 
several days, owing to its having been directed to Pennsylvania instead of Vir- 
gipia, thus showing up to that date no intention existed of stopping the office. 


June 17 the following order was issued : 
Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
Orricr or Tuirp Assistant PosTMasTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 17, 189. 
‘ POSTMASTER, 
‘Grange Camp, Va. 

‘The National Farm and Fireside published at your place has been decided by 
this office, after due consideration of * the ication and submitted by the 
publishers, to be not entitled to admission into the mails at the second-class rate of 
postage, under the provisions of paragraph 4, section 328, Postal Laws and Regula- 
tions. 


"You ave directed to inform the publishers of the action of the De tand 
to require postage at the third-class rate on all copies of the publication presented 
for mailing at your office, 

‘Yours, very respectfally 


“A. D. HAZEN, 
‘Third Assistant Postmaster-General.' 


I received these documents June 19, in the evening. June 20, I called on 
General Hazen ; I told him I desired to see about my paper. He referred me to 
his chief clerk, who informed me that there were matters connected with the 
publication that warranted the exclusion of the paper from the mails. I de- 
manded to know what they were and under what law and on what grounds the 
action had been taken. I at the same time submitted six different issues of my 
paper for inspection. He told me the reason was that the paper was published 
at nominal rate. I told him this was absurd, as the subscription price ($1 a 

ear) wae the price of a large majority of all the papers published in the United 
tates. 

He then said that it had been so decided because of the large number of sample 

pies sentout. Lasked what was the legitimate number. He replied, a reason- 

number. I asked whata reasonable number was. He evaded the question. 
I then told him that he or no other officer would decide that question for the very 
good reason that the law was framed to enable publishers to increase their sub- 


scription list by sending out samples and for the farther reason that politicians 
of all parties desired to mail matter at the second-class rate, as he must know 
was done by nearly every a in the United States. He then said the matter 
could ontybe chan by the inspector, and sent me to Chief Post-Office Inspector 


Rathbone, with whom I had two v: lengthy conversations,+ in the course of 
which heasked mea series of remark questions as to the ownership of the * 
its circulation, etc. Heasked what interest the owners had in = lard 

to which I replied, none. Heasked why the paper was fall of that bill. Te be- 
cause | choose to fill it with it and was determined to continue the tuntil I won. 
He asked what interest W. W. Kimball had in the r, and who he was. I 
told him Mr. Kimball had not the slightestinterest in the paper; be had 

papers when the articles suited him. He asked me what the National Grange 
paid me for my advocacy of the lard bill, and a number of similar questions, all of 
which I submitted to, for the simple reason that I desired to get to the bottom of 
the mystery, aud I was gratified by Mr. Rathbone’s saying the reason the paper 
was suspended is because it is an as sheet. I replied that is an absurdity. 
There are but few advertisements in it; legitimate and none of my own busi- 
ness; it is in no sense an advertising sheet. Mr. Rathbone replied, it is an 
advertising sheet, used to advertise a bill before Congress, this lard bill. 
To which } replied, in that sense it was an advertising sheet, that it advertised 
the bill and would continue t do so; it advertised the rascalities of Armour and 
Fairbank, and intended to keep it up; that I knew them pretty well for ways 
that were dark, but I hardly presumed oe have attempted to use the 
United States Post-Oflice Department to w their vengeance on me through 
the influence of their attorney, W. W. Dadley. 

A third reason was given a personal friend of mine who called on General Hazen 
later is: the day, and it was that the paper was printed in Alexandria and published 
from Grange Camp. 

I went from the inspector to the chief clerk and told him my paper was printed 
and ready to mail. I asked for an order to send out that issue so as to let the mat- 
ter be reopened. He told me to tell my man to send out the % 

I looked him squarely in the face asked him if he a sworn official 
should disobey the directions of the Department on a verbal ae 
I said the assistant postmaster would not be guilty of any such 4 of duty, 
and I would not be the one to advise him te do it. 

He then went to General Hazen and, returning, said he had requested him to 
ions — an order, bat he positively refused to allow the paper to go throngh 
the mails. 

i asked if it could be mailed from Alexandria, and he replied that it could not, 
because it was entered at Grange Camp. 

I left, doubtless in no pleasant mood, and did not hesitate to express myself 
pretty plainly at the outrage perpetrated upon me, as no property is more eus- 
ceptible of an injury than a newspaper by even a week's 

The attempt to interfere with the a a SS for seventeen po 
had been regularly published because it chose a matter of ter- 
est in an outspoken and fearloss manner, ee ee ° ley's 
clienta, by the issuance of his order by the Third Assistant Postmaster-Geveral 
to cxclade it from the mail as second-class matter would appear so farcical as to 


be beyond belief were the facts not so palpable that even thei confessed 
te me in the presence of the Hon. Parke Agnew, on Jane 25, “he had not 
can ht on to the fact that the matter was instigated by the Chicago lard men un- 
til that morning in an interview with Secretary Rusk." 


At the instance of a friend Hazen on the 20th rescinded his order so far 
fe to allow the issne of the 2ist to go th the mail, bat no further. 

Finding their absolutely unte and fearin 
they make a ebift, by issuing on the 23d an order to inue 
post-office, so as to stop the Fireside in that way if in no other, and then give out for 
peblication statements intended to — the case and cast discredit upon me, 

As to the circulation of my paper the sam the facts are, and can 
be proven by the record, if the Pest-Office t a record of canceled 
newspaper stamps, that the circulation of Fireside is about the same it has 
boen for several years; that I have every year issued one or two, twenty to twen- 
ty-five thousand extra editions of the paper for the purpose of trying te increase 
ite circulation for a number of years past. 

That the paper has a legitimate list of subscribers is easily proved. 

_ Lhave tried to keep cool under these most aggravating circumstances, because 
i nad no desire to create a scandal at the expense of the Government, even if not 
agroeinig with it potitically. 

*These italics are mine (those below are the t's).” I have madethem 
to emphasize the fact tuat the publishers had not ittedany or made any ap- 

i to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, for ree good reason 
that the only lication had been made over three years previous and 
the had qdenitted go tho mais and wen tunning apetety an ht heal 
been since May 1, 1874, when the paper first started. 

{See my stenographic report of conversation with this gentleman. It upsets 
his statement.—RATHRBONE. 








This statement has been forced from me by the recklessness of the author of 
the statement given out by the Post-Office Department, and not from any personal 
desire to gain a little cheap notoriety. 
roy: Post-OFrrice DEPARTMENT, 
Orrick Or THE TuIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GEXERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 2, 1890. 
Sin: In compliance with your verbal request of yesterday I retarn herewith the 
report of P. v0 Seater Seman sees Spe é National 
Farm and Fireside, published at Grange Camp, Va., and of the post-office at that 
lace. I cond 708. ee y of areport made a 2d of ope ae by Post- 
a . 8. upon the affairs of the post-office range Camp, 
heen ex! ew a ome of he at = time s: ae similar to = is shown 
report spector Arrington. It seems that shortly after the receipt by 
office of Inspector Ridgely’s report, name! \, on March 20, 1888, a copy of it 
was transmitted to the First Assistant Postma::er-General, with a recommenda- 
tion for the discontinuance of the office, and tl at an order to discontinue was 


made on the 16th of April, 1888, but rescinded te days afterwards. 
I inclosealso of two applications made by Alex. J. Wedderburn, publisher 
of The National and for the entry of eg at G Camp 


Fireside, ) 
Va., and for the entry at Alexandria, Va., of wht is called the Virginia edition 
of the Nationai Farm and Fireside ; and, although this office is not aware of any 
fraud in connection with these applications, it may be that upon investi- 
gation frand will be discovered. I should be to have you 8 ly investigate 
the status of the Virginia edition of The Nation»! Farm and Fireside, with the 
a of discovering whether it is advisable to exclude it from the mails as second. 
class matter. 

There is still another paper it seems, The Progress, published at Alexandria, 
Va., by Mr. Wedderburn, the status of which it might be well to inquire into. 

I send also paper showing sales, cancellations, and commissions of the post 
master at Grange Camp from the second quarter of 1887 to the fourth quarter of 
1889, inclusive, and suggest that inquiry be made to ascertain whether the post- 
master, or his assistants or agents, have been guilty of making false returns in 
order to increase the compensation of the office. 

In transmitting to you the above-mentioned papers I beg leave to call pn at- 
tention to the factthat the pa assistants of the tmaster at Grange p— 
a Mr. Swayze and his daughter—have, ac to Ins r Arrington's report, 
been habitually violating the act of Congress of June 17, 1878, in selling stamps to 
the publisher of The National Farm and Fireside, Alex. J. Wedderburn, without 
requiring payment therefor in cash, an offense which is punishable by fine or im- 
prisonment, and which would seem to be in this case of sufficient gravity to war- 
rant a criminal prosecution of the offenders. 

After the een is completed I should be glad to have you communicate 
the result to this office. 

Yours very respectfully, 
A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General; 
E. J. RATHBONE, eaq., 


Chief Post-Ofice Inspector, Washington, D, C. 


(8214. ] 
Application for admission of publication at the second-class rates of postuge. 
{This ication and the amended questions are required to be made out and 
answered by the publisher Seen of every new publication presented for 
postage. 


admission at the pound rate 
GRANGE Camp, Va., November 5, 1387. 
Application is hereby made to have The National Farm and Fireside, a semi- 
monthly published in this place, admitted to the mails at the second-class rate of 


postage, all particulars of it being given in the sworn answers to the subjoined 
nterrogatories. 
NATIONAL FARM axD FinesipE PuBLisninc Compaxy, 
Publisher. 
Per ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Editor. 

1. Magazine or newspaper ? 

A. Ne > 

2. How blished ? 

A. lst —— of each nent 

3. Where © paper printed 

A. At Grange Camp, Vo. 

4. Who are the proprietors of the or magazine? 

A. National Farm and Fireside Pub’ Company. 

5. Are they in any way interested, pecuniarily, in any business or trade repre- 
sented by the oe either in the reading matter or in the advertisements! 
If ow is the interest! 

0. 

~ are thé editors of the publication and how is their compensation deter. 

m 


+ iors the editors, pecuniary interest in any business or trade represen 

a ve an an or ted 
oe publication, either the reading matter = in the advertisements! If so, 
w terest 


is the in 
A. Mr. Wedderburn advertises his business in the paper, and has done so since 


1879; agent of Virginia G etc. 

8. Is your publication regarded by the trade which it to tasa 
general organ of the trade or is it considered as represen the inter- 
est of a special honse in that trade, whose prices current or advertisements appear 


ow fas fo neta tends foqenil, Rekan ageteatinasl cnn, clsvaiated oR ovet 
ne UD \° 

9. Asa result of the publication of r Se magrainn, £0 the tatanant of 
any business house in the qeulbe eapechality altvenaed by it, notwithstanding your 
Cogn a ee Sea aa aneenneY 


. No. 
10. Can any house in good standing advertive in your publication at the regular 
published rates ! ; 

A. eee. 

11. Have any of business houses which advertise in your publication any 
interest (either by past connection or special contract) therein respecting adver. 
tisements or subscriptions! And if so, what is that interest! 

i Waar ts tee oncatert nemberaf cepies fi rnished to person 

1 uw an or fi hy 
advertises in your publication? x = 

A. Whatever they desire ; rarely in large lots. 

13. On what terms are these papers furnishe:| ! 

‘ >. a and agents, a few copies free; others from 1 to 2 cents, accord- 
ng to number. 

4. What number of papers do you print of each issue? 

is Eom 1.00 60 00h ce oubscttbers (that is, subscribers who 

su 
their own money for the publication and receive it regularty) have you to the next 
issue of your paper? 


. ee 





1890. 








A. About 1,800. J i ; 

16. What is the subscription price of yonr publication per annum 

A. Fifty cents. 7 : . 

17. Hoy’ many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regular sub- 
—_- a 

A. We use fifty pounds paper to ream. 

18. What average number of specimen copies, 
send through the mails at pound rates! 

A. As many as we can get new hames. } ; 

19. How are the names of the persons to whom you wish to send sample capies 
obtained by you!- 

A. From masters and 
ing free sample copies. 


with each issue, do you desire to 


secretaries of granges in all the States, and by advertis- 


ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, 
Editor National Farm and Firesid 


Swern to and subscribed before me this 8th day of November, 1837. 
[SEAL.] GEO. D. SCOTT, Notary Public. 
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This paper, when properly filled out, is to besent by the postmaster to the Third | 


Assistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C., with any other proofs that may 
be offered, and with one copy of the publication for the admission of which the 
application ismade. (See sections 333 and 334 of the Postal Laws and Regulations. ) 


EXTRACTS FROM THE PostaL Laws AND REGULATIONS OF 1887. 


Sec. $28. STATUTORY CHARACTERISTICS.—That the conditions upon which a pub 
lication shall be admitted to the second class are as follows : 

First. It must regularly be issued at stated intervals, as frequently as fou: 
times a year, and bear a date of issue, and be numbered consecatively. 

Second. It must be issued from a known office of publication. 

Third. Tt must be formed of printed paper sheets, without board, cloth, leather 
or other substantial binding, such as distinguish printed books for preservation 
from periodical publications. 

Fourth. It must be originated and published for the dissemination of informa 
tion of a public character, or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts, or some 
special industry, and having a legitimate list of subscribers: Provided, however 
That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to admit to the second 
class rate re publications designed primarily for advertising purposes or for 
free circulation or for circulation at nominal rates. (Act of March 3, 1279, section 
14, 20 Stats., 359.) 

Sec. 329. REGULARITY OF IssUE.—The regular periods of issue must be shown 


by the publication itself and be within the statute. Annuals and semi-annuals | 


are third-class matter. And itis only matter mailed at or about the time of its 
regular publication which is entitled to second-class rates. Old copies of news 
papers or periodicals published at _— times must pay rate prescribed in section 
351, except that back numbers may be sent to regular subscribers at the pound rate. 

An admissible publication may aoe the periods of issue, as from monthly to 
weekly, weekly to daily, or vicc versa, but on such change should receive a new 
certificate of entry accordingly. Educational publications and those of colleges 
and schools, otherwise within the rule, do not lose their right by suspension of 
issue during vacation. 

Sec. 833. APPLICATION FOR APMISSION TO THE POUND RATES.—When a new 
publication is offered for mailing at pound rates at any post-office, the postmaste1 
will proceed as follows : 

1. Require the publisher. or one of the publishers, to make and present to him 
with two copies of the publication, sworn answers in writing to the following in 
terrogatories: (See interrogatories above). 

2. If satisfied by the affidavit, the publication itself, and further proofs offered, 
that the publication is admissible, be will issue a temporary permit, on a form to 
be fernished vy the Department, admitting the publication at the pound rates 
pending the determination of the Department as to its admissibility. 

3. If upon such evidence the admissibility appear to be doubtful, he shal! re- 
quire a deposit at third-class rates on the issue offered for mailing, and issue a 


permit admitting the publication conditionally, pending determination, the excess | 
of the deposit over the pound rate to be refunded if the Departmentrshall decide | 


that the publisher is entitled to the pound rates. 
4. If satisfied of non-admissibility, be will refuse to admit, except at third-class 
rates, advising the publisher to appeal to the Department. 
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thereto, he may require a sworn statement as to its list of subscribers to be f 
nished him, which, with any other facts of evidence within his knowledge 
will forward to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 

SEC. 345. RECORD OF SECOND-CLASS MATTER. —Postmasters must 
of all publications of the second class mailed at their post-offices 
plicate thereof to the Third Assistant PostmasterGeneral 
the first day of each month any change made therein 





keep a record 
and send adn 
and report to him « 





Sec. 346. SUBMITTING FALSE EVIDENCE PUNISHA That person who 
shall submit, or canse to be submitted, for transportation ir ls, any false 
evidence to the postmaster relative to the charact f his publication, shall b 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, under ti ther Lany ¢ te 
competent jurisdiction, shali for every such offense be p fine of n 
less than one hundred nor more than five hundred dollars Act of M 1879 
§ 13, 20 Stats., 359.) 

214 
Application for admission publicati at the se j 38 rates o ta 
(This application and the appended questions are requ le ont ar 
answered by the publisher or publishers of every new yresente 
for admission at the pound rate of postage 
ALEXANDRIA, VA., January 19, 1889 

Application is hereby made to have the weekly edition of National Farm and 

reside, a weekly paper published in this place, admitted to the mails at th 
second-« lass rate of postage full particulars of it being given in the sworn answet 


| to the subjoined interrogatories 
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN & CO 
Publishe 
1. Magazine or newspaper 
A. Newspaper. 
2. How often published 
A. Every Saturday. 
3. Where is the paper printe« 
A. Three hundred and nine King street, Alexandria, \ 
4. Who are the proprietors of the paper or magazin 
A. Alex. J. Wedderburn & Co 
5. Are they in any way interested pecuniarily in any business or trade 1 
sented by the publication, either in the reading matter or in the a 
If so, what is the interes! 
A. No. 
6. Who are the editor publication, and how tl compensation « 


| 


| vertisements or subscriptions ! 


5. In all cases he will forward to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, in | 


the same envelope, the 
——_ with a copy of the publication, and a statement of any facts or reasons 
nown to him fer or against admission sought, retaining one copy of the pub- 
lication, to be kept in his office for such comparison with future issues as may be 
nece 
SEC. EXTRY OF SECOND-CLASS PUBLICATIONS.—The Third Assistant Post 
master-General finally decides upon 
rate in all cases. He will without delay examineall applications, and upon being 
satisfied that a publication is entitled to admission at such rate will authorize the 
postmaster at the proper office to issue a certificate of entry therefor. The post- 
master will th issue such certificate on form furnished by the Department, 
then privileged to print upon each copy of the publication so 
the post-office 





entered the words ‘' Entered at the at as second-class matter.” 
The — ef such words or their aaa without due entry having first 
been made, is unlawful. (See section 346.) 


Postmasters should notify publishers of the requirements of this chapter, and 
that it is the desire of the Department that due entry be made of al] second-class 
publica . both old and new, and that freqaent examination and rigid scrutiny 
will be had of all publications not so formalty entered. 

Whenever it is made to appear by satisfactery evidence that a publication has 
been admitted to the pound rates upon false evidence or that after admission it 
has so its character as to be no longer entitled thereto, the entry thereof 
will be revoked and the postmaster at the proper office notified of the revocation. 

Sc. 344. EXAMINATION OF SECOND-CLASS PUSLICATIONS.—Postmasters should 
often examine publications offered for mailing to ascertain that they do not vio- 
a prescribed by law for their admission at the pound rate, and -spe- 
cially : 

1. Whether the same are issued at stated intervals as frequently as four times 
a year, and bear a date of issue, and are numbered consecutively. 

2. Whether they are issued from a known office of publication. 

3. That they are formed of printed paper sheets, without board, cloth, leather 
“(Whether they ane designed 

° ey are i rimarily for advertising purposes or free circu- 
lation at nominal rates. a . —_ 

5. Whether they are mailed at the proper office, as prescribed in section 248. 

6. rt a the name of the person, firm, or corporation publishing the same ap- 

hereon. 


plication, affidavit, and other preofs presented by the | 


the admissibility of publications tothe pound | 


7. Whether any other matter than legitimate supplements, as defined in section 


- ins ey therewith. 
\ ether any writi mark, or sign, otber than authorized by section 
256, 7 cheaken oetiatin = - > 

9. Whether any advertisements not permanently attached are inclosed there- 
with. (See section 343.) 

10. When a postmaster has reason to believe that a publication has, after ad- 
mission to the pound rate, so changed its character as not to be legally entitled 


caf 
Vo 


termined ? 

A. Alex. J. Wedderburn. By profit of the pape 

7. Have the editors any pecuniary interest in an 
by the publiwation, either m the reading matter 
what is the interest 

A. No. 

8. Is your publication regarded 
a general organ of the trade, or is it co 
terest of a special house in that trad 
appear therein ! 

A. It is organ of Virginia 
ness house. 

9. Asa result of the publication of your paper or magazine, is the inter 
any business house in the trade especially advanced by it, notwit 
design of making the publication a journal representing the track 

A. No. 

10. Can any house in cor 
published rates? 

A. Yes 

ll. Have any of the business ho 
interest (either by past connecti 


business or trade represented 


or in the advertisements If so 


by the trade which 
sidered as re 
whose price-« 


‘ il purports to represent 
presenting the | 


rrents or 


d standing ad ertise in you DP ) Allo t the re u 





ial contract) therein repre 
hat is that mterest 

A. No. 

12. What is the greatest number of 
advertises in your publication 

A. All they will pay for 

13. On what terms are these papers furnis 

A. One dollar per year per copy. 

14. What number of papers do you print of each 

A. Five hundred. 

15. About what number of bona fide subscribers (that is 
their own money for the publication and receive it 
next issue of your pape 

A. Don’t know; impossible to answer this 
ers paid in advance and are recel ng oul Ts 
list before startix We have several thousan 

16. What is the ption price of your 

A. One dollar. 

17. How many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regula 
scribers 

A. Twenty. 

18. What average number of specimen 
send through the mails at pound rates 

A. Reasonable number 

19. How are the names of the persons to who 
obtained by you’ 

A. Masters and secretaries 


opies furnished to any pet 


Iss 


subaecribers 
ilar) ha 


jnestion We have some subscr 
Few papers have a subscript 
i for our semi-monthly edition 
publication 







ul 


scTl 


copies with each issue do you d 


1 to send bppie on 
of suberdinat ranges, clabe, alliances, ets 
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN 

Bait 
Sworn to and subscribed before 
SEA 


1889 
W. HOLT 
Notary 1 


Januar 


JULIAN 


to th 
proofs 


to b SOF by th 
n Dc. w 


This paper, when properly filled astet 
Third Assistant Postmaster-Gener: 
that: be offered, and with one copy of tl 
e application is made. 
Regulations.) 


Here follow 


postr 


th a ther 





admission ot 


whicl (See sections 333 ar 334 of the Postal Laws and 


extracts from Postal Laws and Regulations of 1887. same as tho 


printed with preceding pape 

Examining Division. N 64 

Report of sales and cancellation 

OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 

ror THe Post-Orrick DerarTMi 
Washington, D. O., June 20, 189 
Sm: Lhave the honor to submit the following transcript of sales, cancella 

tions, and commissions from the accounts of L. H. Luckett, postmaster at 
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Crange Camp, State of Virginia. Please have the case investigated under sec- 
tion 250, Postal Laws and Regulations of 1887. 
Fairfax County. 














T. B. COULTER, Auditor. 
fuiny ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


dart | Cancella-| Com- 

renner Bales. tions. | missions. 
BeSGE GUNTNNe, BOTT 000000: ccccscevenceesavcouts $62. 96 $65. 83 | $59. 50 
EE ET cine ceneses aavavesetreseuenes 74. 25 82. 33 69. 43 
PORTE MOREGER, NEO cowwccovencnescesepeeeescess 170. 98 165. 43 | 117.71 
EE vcvruvotaseneatnienaptapasnseds 163. 02 | 217. 68 | 145, 84 
Sec sad a ee ee 71. 02 87.09 | 72. 25 
MOG GENER, LGB 2 ccccccccevenccococsecccesens 179. 44 189. 66 | 129. 83 
ye | eee 105. 30 | 118, 10 - 90. 86 
TEE MMENOGE, SEND ones ppoonnsanecs venenctnacnt 58.46) 60. 64 | 56, 38 
hassel anarter, 10... oc ccccessesececocces 63.12 | 63, 28 | 57. 97 
EY DEED annspspmwertiinssascuanannets 56. 12 58. 56 | 55.14 
PURTCR QURTOer, IGOD.. ces ccccocccsesencnsccs=oe 95. 90 97. 98 78.79 


Estimated May 14 to June 30, 1887. 
Post-Orrick DerarTMeNtT, Orrick oF Cutler Post-Orrick INSPECTOR, 
Washington, D. C., July 8, 1890. 


Sin: In the case of Grange Camp, Va., which Inspector Arrington is investigat- 
ing, I desire to call the inspector's attention to sections 5450 and 5451, Revised 
Statutes of the United States. You will please direct his attention particularly 
to the latter part of section 5451, and have him consider it in connection with the 
evidence secured by him in the above-named case. 


Respectfully, 
EK. G. RATHBONE, Chief Inspector, 
J.D. Kuxe, Esq., Inspector in charge, Washington. 


Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, Orrice OF Post-Orricek Ixsrector, 
Washington, D. C., July 12, 1890. 

DeAn Sir: In a letter under date of June 29, 1890, to Hon. E. G. Rathbone, 
chief inspector, in reference to the status of The National Farm and Fireside, a 
newspaper that had been entered as second-class matter at Grange Camp, Va., 
General Hazen, Third Assistant Postmaster-General, requested that a special in- 
vestigation be made as to the Virginia edition of said eo entered for second- 
class rates at Alexandria, Va., January 17, 1889. I will state that this edition, 
it seems, was only published for a few months, and is not now mailed. 


Very respectfully, 
T. M. ARRINGTON, 
Poat-Ofice Inspector. 
J. D. Kixa, Esq., Inspector in charge, Washington, D. C. 


Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, Orrice OF Cuter Post-Orrice Lxsrecror, 
: Washington, D. C., July 14, 1890. 
Respectfully referred to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, in connection 
with other papers relating to same subject referred this date. 
JAMES MAYNARD, 
Acting Ohief Inspector. 
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Application for admission of publication at the second-class rates of postage. 


[This application and the appended questions are required to be made out and 
answered by the publisher or publishers of every new publication presented for 
admission at the pound rate of postage. } 


ALEXANDRIA, VA., July 7, 1890. 


Application is hereby made to have The National Farm and Fireside, a Grange 
and agricaltural paper published in this place, admitted to the mails at the sec- 
ond-class rate of postage, full particulars of it being given in the sworn answers 


tothe subjoined interrogatories. 
ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Publisher. 


}. Magazine or newspaper ! 

A. Grange and agricultural. 

2. How often published! 

A. Weekly. 

3. Where is the peer printed? 

A. Alexandria, Va. 

4. Who are the proprietors of the paper or magazine! 

A. J.J. Nicholson & Sons. 

5. Are they in any way interested pecuniarily in any business or trade repre- 

, sented by the publication, either in the reading matter or in the advertisements? 
If so, what is the interest! 

A. None whatever. 

6. Who are the editors of the publication and how is their compensation deter- 
mined ? 

A. Alex. J, Wedderburn; based on the profits. 

7. Have the editors any ap pe interest in any business or trade represented 
by the publication, either in the reading matter or in the advertisements? If so, 
what is the interest! - 

A. Not at the present time, and have not for some months. 

& Is your publication regarded by the trade which it purports to represent as a 
general organ of the trade, or is it considered as representing the business interest 
of aspecial house in that trade, whose price-currents or advertisements appear 
therein? 

A. Represents no trade ; consequently the question is not applicable. 

9 As Svesuls of the publication cof year paper or magazine, is the interest of 
any business house in the trade especially advanced by > eee your 
design of making the publication a a resenting the trade! 

A. ‘the paper is published in the interest of no business or basiness house. 

10. Can any house in good standing advertise in your publication at the regular 
published rates? 

A. Yes. 

11. Have any of the business houses which advertise in your publication any 
interest (either by past connection or special contract) therein respecting adver- 
—— or subscriptions? And, if so, what is that interest? 

A. None. 

12. What is the greatest number of copies furnished to any person or firm who 
advertise in your publication ? 

A. Will sell any number asked for. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Avaust 30, 








13. On what terms are these papers furnished ! 

A. From 1 to 3 cents each, according to quantity. 

14. What number of papers do you print of each issue! 

A. For some time past 2,000 copies (regular). 

15. About what number of bona fide subscribers (that is, subscribers who pay 
their own money for the publication and receive it regularly) have you to the next 
issue of your paper! 

A. About five hundred paid subscribers (a large number of papers are paid for 
by pasene other than those subscribing personally) and are mailed regularly on 
such order. 

16. What is the subscription price of your publication per annum! 

A. One dollar. 

17. How many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regular sub- 
scribers? 

A. About 100 pounds. 

18. What average number of specimen copies, with each issue, do you desire to 
send throagh the mails at pound rates? 

A. Average not over 2,000. Sevameneliy we issue large editions and sometimes 
no extra copies. Judging by the past a fair average will not exceed 2,000. 

19. How are the names of the persons to whom you wish to send sample copies 
obtained by you? 

A. Sent in by Geangete, sent in on petitions to Congress, sent through me, and 
names furnished by ators and Congressmen. 

ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 7th day of July, 1890. 
[SEAL.] WM. A. MacNULTY, Notary Public. 


(This paper, when properly filled out, is to be sent by the postmaster to the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C., with any other proofs 
that may be offered, and with one copy of the publication for the admission of 
which the application is made. (See sections 333 and 334 of the Postal Laws and 
Regulations.) 


EXTRACiS FROM THE PostTaL LAWs AND REGULATIONS OF 1887. 


Sec. 328. STATUTORY CHARACTERISTICE.—That the conditions upon which a pub 
lication shall be admitted to the second class are as follows: 

First. It must regularly be issued at stated intervals, as frequently as four 
times a year, and bear a date of issue, and be numbered consecutively. 

Second. It must be issued from a known office of publication. 

Third. It must be formed of printed r sheets, without board, cloth, leather, 
or other substantial binding, such as distinguish printed books for preservation 
from periodical publications. 

Fourth. It must be originated and published for the dissemination of informa. 
tion of a public character, or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts, or some 

ial industry, and having a legitimate list of subscribere: Provided, however, 

bat nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to admit to the second- 

class rate ~ mg publications designed primarily for advertising purposes, or for 

free circulation, or for circulation at nominal rates. (Act of March 3, 1879, sec- 
tion 14, 20 Statutes, 359.) 

Sec. 329. REGULARITY OF IssUE.—The regular periods of issue must be shown 
by the publication itself and be within the statute. Annuals and semi-annuals 
are third-class matter. And it is only matter mailed at or about the time of its 
regular publication which is entitled to second-class rates. Old copies of news- 
popes or periodicals published at prior times must pay rate prescribed in section 

1, except that back numbers may be sent to regular subscribers at the pound 
rate. 

An admissible publication may ome the periods of issue, as from monthly to 
weekly, weekly to daily, or vice versa, but on such change should receive a new 
certificate of entry accordingly. Educational publications and those of colleges 
and scheols, otherwise within the rule, do not lose their right by suspension of 
issue during vacation. 

Sec. 333. APPLICATION FOR ADMISSION TO THE POUND RATES.— When a new pub 
publication is offered for mailing at pound rates at any post-office, the postmaster 
will proceed as follows : 

1. uire the publisher, or one of the publisfers, to make and present to him, 
with two copies of the publication, sworn answers in writing tothe following in- 
tommngete (See interrogatories above.) 

2. If satisfied by the affidavit, the publication itself, and further proofs offered, 
that the publication is admissible, he will issue a temporary permit, on a form to 
be furnished by the rtment, admitting the publication at the pound rates 
pending the determination of the tas to its admissibility. 

3. If = such evidence the admissibility appear to be doubtfal, he shall re- 
quire a deposit at third-class rates on the issue offered for mailing, and issue a 
permit admitting the publication conditionally, pending determination, the ex- 
cess of the deposit over the pound rate to be refunded if the Department shall de- 
cide that the publisher is entitled to the pound rates. 

4. If satisfied of non-admissibility, he will refuse to admit except at third-class 
rates, advising the publisher to appeal to the gooey 

5. In al. cases he will forward to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, in 
the same envelope, the a peeeatiee. affidavit, and other oe presented by the 
| aren with a copy o ablication, and a statement of any facts or reasons 

nown to him for or inst admission sought, retaining one copy of publica- 
tion to be kept in his office for such comparison with future issues as may be 


necessary. 

Sec. 334. EXTRY OF 6ECOND-CLASS PUBLICATIONS.—The Third Assistant Post- 
master-General finally decides upon the ee of publications to the d 
rate in all cases. He will without delay examine ications, and u ing 
satisfied that a publication is entitled to admission at such rate will aa the 
postmaster at the proper office to issue a certificate of entry therefor. The post- 
master will pares issue such certificate on form furnished by the Depart- 
ment; and the publisher is then privileged to print each copy of the publi- 
cation so entered the words “Entered at the at ——— as -class 
matter.” The printing of such words, or their oe without due entry 
having first been made, is unlawful. (See section ) 

Pos ters should notify publishers of the requirements of this chapter, and 
that it is the desire of the t that due entry be made of all second-class 
publicattons, both old and new, and that frequent examination and rigid scrutiny 
will be had of all publications not so formally entered. 

Whenever it is made to — by satisfactory evidence that a publication has 
been admitted to the pound rates upon false e or that after admission it 
has so chan its character as to be no longer entitled thereto, the entry thereof 
will be revoked and the postmaster at the proper office notified of the revocation. 

Sec, 344. EXAMINATION OF SECOND-CLASS PUBLICATIONS.—Postmasters should 
often examine publications offered for mailing to ascertain that they do not vio- 
late the — prescribed by law for their admission at the pound rate, and spe- 

note: 

1, Whether the same are issued at stated intervals as frequently as four times 


og and bear a date of issue, and are numbered consecutively. 
Whether they are from a known office of publication. 

3° That they are of printed paper sheets, without board, cloth, leather, 
or other substantial 


4. Whether they are d r rimarily for advertising purposes or free circ 
lation at nominal rates. - " FP 








) 
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5. Whether they are mailed at the proper office, as prescribed in section 348. 

6. Whether the name of the person, firm, or corporation publishing the same 
appears thereon. ; ; 

. Whether any other matter than legitimate supplements, as defined in section 
337, is inclosed therewith. ; 

8. Whether any writing, print, mark, or sign, other than authorized by section 
356, appears thereon or therein. : 

9. Whether any advertisements not permanently attached are inclosed there- 
with. (See section 343.) eo : 

10. When a postmaster has reason to believe that a publication has, after admis 
sion to the pound rate, so changed its character as not to be legally entitled thereto, | 
he may require a sworn statement as to its list of subscribers to be furnished him 
which, with any other facts or evidence within his knowledge, he will forward to | 
the Third Assistant Postmaster-General. | 

SEC. 345. RECORD OF SECOND-CLASS MATTER.—Postmasters must keep a record 
of all publications of the second class mailed at their post-offices and send a du- 
plicate thereof to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, and report to him on 
the first day of each month any change made therein. 

Sec. 346. SUBMITTING FALSE EVIDEXCE PUNISHABLE.—That any person who 
shal] submit, or cause to be submitted, for transportation in the mails, any false 
evidence to the postmaster relative to the character of his publication, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof in any court of 
competent jurisdiction, shall, for every such offense, be punished by a fine of not 
less than one hundred nor more than five hundred dollars. (Act of March 3, 
1879, § 13, 20 Stats., 359.) 


Post-OrFice DEPARTMENT, Orrick oF Cnuigr Post-Orrice IXsPEctor 
Washington, D. O., June 21, 1890. 


Sin: I hand you herewith papers in case No. 121527 C, which is a recent report 
of Inspector Arrington on the Grange SnD, Va., post-office. 

I invite your attention to the statement of Alex. J. Wedderburn herewith, taken 
by me on the 20th instant, and call your attention particularly to that portion 
where he states that he sends his mail matter to the post-office at Grange Camp, 
and that the assistant postmaster affixes stamps, and forwards it, without prepay- 
ment for stamps; and that occasionally, or about every three months, Mr. Wed- 
derburn pays the postmaster for the stamps, which is in violation of section 348 
Postal Laws and Regulations of 1887. 

As Mr. Arrington has had charge of this case and understands it pretty thor 
ougbly, it is suggested that he continue to follow it up. 
T desire to call your attention to the fact that, in the opinion of this office, a con- 

spiracy was entered into between the postmaster (Luckett) and Wedderburn to de- 

fraud the Government. We have a statement which materially bears on that | 
yoint from Mr. Wedderburn. I doubt not that the inspector will secure evi 
Some of conspiracy, which, taken in connection with Mr. Wedderburn’s state- 
ment, will establish a case. 

Of course, the inspector will understand that, after the conspiracy has been es- 
tablished, the acts of one are the acts of both. 

Attention is also invited to a copy of a report from William S. Ridgely, post 
office inspector, to W. P. Ryan, inspector in charge, of March 2, 1883, in case 
98847 C. Attention is alsu invited to the communication of Third Assistant Post 
master-General, of June 20, 1890, which the inspector will please consider in his 
investigation. 

ery respectfully, 


E. G. RATHBONE, 
Chief Inspector. 
J. D. Kixe, Esq., 
Inspector in charge, Washington, D. C. 


Post-OFFick DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF CHIEF Post-OFfrick INSPECTOR, 
Washington, D. O., July 16, 1890. 
Sin: Referring to the matter of the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange 
Camp, Va., the Postmaster-General desires an inspector to visit that locality | 
agaiv, at the earliest practicable date, for the purpose of ascertaining the relative 
positions of the different post-offices surrounding Grange Camp. It would be 
well for the inspector to make a diagram or map, showing the position of the | 
Grange Camp office and other contiguous offices. It is also desired that the in 
spector get the list of petitioners who petitioned the Department for the estab 
lishment of the office, go over it very carefully, and ascertain all about them 
particularly as to whether or not they are within the delivery of the Grange Camp | 
oftice and whether or not they are bona fide petitioners. 
Very respectfully, 


E. G. RATHBONE, 
Chief Inspector. 
J. D. Kine, Esq., 
Inspector in charge, Washington, D. C. 


VIENNA, VA., July 15, 1890. 


Dear Sin: Being personally acquainted with this section of Fairfax County, | 
its people, and surroundings, I take pleasure in stating that I believe it to be to the | 
interests of the people of this section that the post office at Grange Camp be re 
establishe. | 

The Grange Camp Association is an organization devoted to the welfare of ag- | 
rieulture and is intended to develop the agriculture of our county. | 

To discontinue the office at Grange Camp will certainly be an injury not only to 
the locality, but to the county and to this section of Virginia. ; 

Yours, very respectfally, | 

A. FREEMAM. | 

Hon. Joun WANAMAKER, | 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 

| 

| 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FoREsTRY, UNITED STATES SENATE, 

Washington, D. C., July 7, 1890. 
~ My Dear Sir: On the basis of the statements presented in the letters of the | 
Hon. R. R. Farr, United States marsbal of the eastern district of Virginia, and 
the Hon. Park Agnew, of Alexandria, with reference to the recent discontinu- 
ance of the post-office at Grange Camp, I shall be much pleased if you can see your 
way clear to continue the reception and distribation of mail at that point. I un 
derstand that the office is one of growing importance, that it is situated on the 
ground of the great agricultural fair of the Virginia State Grange, and that the 
post-office there has in no sense been run for the private advantage of any indi- | 
vidual, bat rather for the best interests of the various patrons. 

Very respectfully yours, 


A. 8. PADDOCK. 
Hon. Joux WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 
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OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENTRA! 
Washi igton D. C., July 15, 1890 


Sin: lL beg to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 7th instant 








concerning the matter of the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange Cam] 
a., in which you state that you will be much pleased if I can see my way clear to 

continue the reception and distribntion of mails atthat point. In this connection 

I beg to state that the recent investigation of another matter at Grange Camp 


yy a Mr. A. S. Wedderburn, who publishes a paper at Alexandria, Va., and sends 
it by freight to Grange Camp, where it is mail f The inspector's report shows 
that there are but two families who get mail at Grange Camp aside from Mr. 
Wedderburn; that on one side, a distance of 1} miles, is a post-office, and on the 
—. at a distance of about one-third or three-quarters of a mile, is another post 
ofhce, 

It seems to be well established, in fact admitted by Mr. Wedderburn, that about 
three years ago he caused the appointment of a Mr. Luckett as postmaster at 
Grange Camp. Mr. Luckett was an employé of Mr. Wedderburn, and four 
months after his appointment removed to some point 51 miles away, and has not 
since that time performed the duties of postmaster. Mr. Swayze was appointed 
deputy postmaster at the instance of Mr. Wedderburn, and is under his control 
and influence, so, in fact, Mr. Wedderburn controls the office. It has been de 
veloped that the assistant pustmaster, Mr. Swayze, would receive Mr. Wedder 
burn's mail from time to time, stamp it, and every three months render a bill to 
Mr. Wedderburn for the postage, which Mr. Wedderburn would pay by check 
This is a clear violation of the postal laws. 

The revenues of the office go to Mr. Wedderburn, and he orders supplies from 
the Department as they are needed, supervises the making of returns to the De 
partment, ete. 

The investigation is still in progress, the result of which I will be pleased to 
communicate to you, if you desire it. 

As at present advised, I am not a to countermand the order discontin- 
uing the post-office at Grange Camp, Va 

Very respectfully 


mp office developed the fact that the office was bei used almost exclusively 


JNO. WANAMAKER 
Postmaster-Ge 
Hon. A. S. PAppDOcK, 
United States Senate, Washingt D. ¢ 


D.—COPY OF A RESOLUTION OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
AUGUST 16, 1890 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, August 16, 1890. 
W hereas it is charged in the columns of The New York Sun and other responsi 


| ble journals that gross frauds have been practiced on the Post-Ottice Department 


by one Alex. J. Wedderburn, in connection with the transmiasion through the 
mails of a large number of circulars, in the form of a newspaper entitled The 
National Farm and Fireside, at one-eighth of the rates established by law; and 

Whereas it is stated that said circularsa—printed in Alexandria, Va.—were 
mailed at a post-office near that city, at a place called Grange Camp, where a post 
ottice was established at the request of the said Wedderburn, one of his employés 
being appointed postmaster; and 

W hereas it is stated that an investigation of these facts was made by the proper 


| officers of the Post-Office Department, with the result of discontinuing said post 


oflice after the Government had been defrauded out of a large sum of money by 
the said Wedderburn in the manner stated; and 

W bereas it is asserted that criminal proceedings were not instituted against the 
said Wedderburn, as required by law, the Department of Agriculture baving in 
terposed in behalf of said Wedderburn: Theretore 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is, requested to transmit to 
the House at the earliest practicable moment all the facts in possession of the 
Post-Office Department in the matter, including the reports of the special agents 
or inspectors of said Department therein, together with any correspondence had 
with the Department of Agriculture in respect to said matter 

Attest 

EDW. McPHERSON, Cleri 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent, in accordance with the 
desire of the Committee on the Territories, to present for consideration 
a bill which will take but a short time. « 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is not fair to the Committee 


| on Labor, which has a very limited time, to yield for any other purpose. 
| We have but two or three hours to discuss a very important bill, and 


I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thespecial order under the rule is the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 9632. 
ALIEN CONTRACT LABOR. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9632) to amend “An act to prohibit the importation and migra- 
tion of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in 
the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 

“ That from and after the passage of this actit shall be unlawful for any pe 
son, persons, or corporation, in any manner or way whatsoever, to aid, assist, or 
encourage the importation or immigration of any alien into the United States 
under contract or agreement, parol or special, ex press or implied, made previou 
to such alien becoming a resident of the United States, to perform labor or serv 
ny such contraet shall be utterly void 
| forany alien toenter the United States 








and of no effeet; anditshall be unlas 
under any such contract. 

“Sec, 2. That any person, persons, or corporation entering into a contract 
prohibited by section 1 of this act with any alien, or who shall knowingly as- 
sist, encourage, or solicit the importation or immigration of any alien into the 
United States, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agree 
ment, parol or special, express or implied, with such alien, made previous to his 
becoming a resident of the United States, shall be fined in asum not exceeding 
$1,000, or imprisoned for a period not exceeding six months, or both, at the dis 
cretion of thecourt. The proceeds of fines collected under this act shall be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. And in addition to the above penalties 
any person, including the alien party to said contract, may institute a suit in 
the proper circuit court of the United States, in the name of the United States, 
against the person, persons, or corporation entering into the prohibited con- 
tract, and shal! have the right to recover the sum of $1,000 for each alien ine 
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ported into the United States in pursuance of such contract. A separate suit 
may be brought for each alien included in such contract, and it shall be the duty 


of the district attorney of the proper district to appear and prosecute such suit 
at the expense of the United States, One-half of the judgment obtained, when 
collected, shall be paid to the party instituting the suit, and the other half shall 
be paid to the Secretary of the Treasury to be disposed of according to law. 
“Sec. 5. That the master of any vessel who shall bring within the United 
States,on any vessel, or who shall land or permit to be landed from his vessel, 
from any foreign port or place, any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan, who, 
previous to embarking on such vessel, had entered into contract or agreement, 


parol or special, express or implied, to perform labor or service in the United 
States, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall 
pay a fine of not more than $500 for each and every such alien laborer, mechanic, 
or artisan so brought or landed as aforesaid, and may also be imprisoned for a 
term not exceeding six months, and shall return such alien tothe port at which 
he embarked ; and the above fine shall bea lien upon such vessel; and such 
vessel shall not have clearance from any port of the United States until such 
fine is paid. 

“Sec. 4. That it shall not be lawful for any person, persons, or corporation to 
eneourage any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan to migrate from any foreign 
country to the United States, by promise of employment, through advertise- 
ment or otherw ise,and any such alien whoshall thus be encouraged to immigrate 
to the United States, or who shal! be a party to acontract prohibited by section 
1 of this act, shall not be permitted te remain, but shall be returned to the port 
from whence he sailed; and the expense incurred by the United States in the 
enforcement of this section may be collected from the person, persons, or cor- 
poration who has thus encouraged the immigration of the alien, by suit in the 
proper United Stateseironit court; and all such encouragement of immigration by 
promise of employment, through advertisement or otherwise,shall be construed 
es a violation of section | of this act, and shall subject any person, 3, or 
corporation so encouraging the immigration to the penalties prov in sec- 
tion 2 of this act. 

“Seo. 5. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to nt any citi- 
zen or subject of any foreign country temporarily residing in United States, 
in any private or official capacity, from engaging, under contract or otherwise, 

persons not residents of the United States to act as private secretary or house- 
10ld domestics for such foreigner temporarily residing in the United States as 
aforesaid; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person, persons, 
or corporation from engaging, under contract or otherwise, skilled workmen 
in foreign countries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any new 
industry not at present established inthe United States: Provided, That skilled 
labor for that purpose can not be obtained in the United States; nor shal! the 
provisions of this act apply te professional actors, artists, lecturers, regularly 
ordained ministers of the gospel, learned professors for colleges a semi- 
naries, or professional singers; nor to persons employed strictly as household 
demestics or servants traveling in the United States with their employers : 
Provided also, That noth in this act shall be so construed as to prohibit any 
individual from assisting, by donations of money, any member of his family, or 
any relative, to migrate from any fore’ country to the United States for the 
purpose of securing citizenship in the United States. 

“sine.6. That any person arriving in this country on any vessel may be in- 
terrogated under oath to ascertain whether he is em within any of the 
provisions of this act; and any officer appointed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to aid in the enforcement of this act, or of the act referred to in the title of 
this act, orany act amendatory thereof, shall have the power toad minister oaths 
and to examine on oath any person supposed to be engaged in a violation of this 
act, or any of the acts above referred to,or any witness produced ; and any false 
statement willfully made by such person or witness in the course of his exam- 
ination is hereby declared to be perjury, and shall subject the person guilty 
thereof to al! the pains and penalties of perjury prescribed by law. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby c ed with the duty of executing the provis- 
ions of this act, and for that purpose he shall have the power to establish such 
rules and regulations and issue from time to time such instructions not incon- 
sistent with law as he shall deem best caleulated to enforce the provisions of 
this act, and shall have the power to withhold entry and clearance from an 
vessel used in violating the provisions of this act, or either of the acts in this 
section referred to, or the master of which refuses obedience to the provisians 
of said act; and wher it shall be determined that any person arriving on any 
vessel within the jurisdiction of the United States in violation of the provisions 
of this act, and when a return of such person to the country from whence he 
eame has been ordered, it shall be the duty of the master of the vessel on which 
such person was imported, at the demand of the Secretary of the Treasury, or 
other proper officer, to detain@aid person on board said vessel and transport 
said person to the country from whence he came at the ex) of said vessel. 

“ Sec. 7. That all laws or parts pf laws in conflict with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed.” 


Mr, CHIPMAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
and I wish to know when it will be in order to submit it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It ean be offered now, as there is no 
amendment pending. 
Mr, CHIPMAN, 

mences, 

Mr. WADE. Am I not entitled to the floor? 

Lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan sends 
an amendment to the Chair, which will be considered as pending, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. But how does the gentleman get 
the floor? The custom, as I understand it, is to recognize the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair proposes to ize the 
gentleman in charge of the bill, but the gentleman from Michigan 
sends an amendment to the desk, which will be read for the informa- 
tion of the House. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after seetion 6, to stand quacctions 7 and 8, the following : 


Then I will offer it now, before the debate com- 


“Sec. 7. That no alien shall be the chief officer, president, superintendent. 
manager, or director of any corporation formed under the laws of the United 
States or any of the States thereof, nor be a conductor, , brakeman, 
bag gageman, switchman, or ear-driver on any rai street rail- 


lroad, 
roads, in the United States; nor contract to do any work for the United States 
or for any State, county, municipality, or municipal board in the United States ; 
nor be an employé or laborer under any contractor to do such work; nor be a 
contractor, nor an employé or laborer under any contractor to do any work 
fer any corporation in the United States; nor epee apres, mate, 


* Sec. & The foregoing section shall not apply to any person who is a resident 


and citizen of a State of the United States, nor to any person who has d 

his intention to become a citizen of the United States : "Provided civaun ‘That ; 
person or a citizen of a State, or who has declared his intention to become a 
citizen of the United States, shall, as soon as he legally can, after becoming a 
citizen of a State, or so declaring his intention, become a fully naturalized 
citizen of the United States; and if he does not so become a fully naturalized 
citizen of the United States he shall be subject to the provisions of the first sec- 
tion of this act from the time when he may so become a fully naturalized citi- 
zen until the time when he is actually naturalized: Provided further, That the 
said section shall not apply to any person until after he has been engaged thirty 
days in any of the employments or avocations specified therein.”’ 7 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, there is a verbal amendment to be 
made. The first section is specified there, but it should be section 7. 

Mr. BLAND. Let me ask first if that is intended to amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States? 
ae CHIPMAN. If it is necessary to meet such an evil, it ought to 

one. 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri has the 
oor. 

Mr. WADE. 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I apprehend that no Congress can interfere with the 
rights of the citizen of a State. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized. 

Mr. DALZELL. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on page 
9, in lines 12 and 13. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ that ski 
obtained in the United ” and te rot which 
skilled workmen can not be obtained in the United or in or upon any 
ind recently established where skilled iabor, to a suffi extent, can not 
be o ned in the United States: Provided, Thatin either of such cases laborers 
may be im: only by and with the consent and approval of the Secretary 


ported 
of the Treasury and the Attorney-General of the United States, upon cause 


shown to their satisfaction, and upon such terms as to wages and otherwise as 


shall by them be prescribed.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Missouri to yield to this amendment. 

Mr. WADE. Yes. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The amendment will be considered as 


I yield ta the gentleman from Pennsylvania to offer an 


pending. : 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. 1 desire to amend by adding what I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
there be no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 2 by adding the following after the word “law,” in line 26, 


It can be read now for information, if 


page 8: 

“And it is further provided that no fine, penalty, or judgment recovered by the 
United States, or in the name of the United States, for the violation of this act 
shall be compromised by any officer or agent of the United States.”’ 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Has the bill been read the second time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not the second time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It seems to me it would be better to read it 
by sections and let the amendments be offered in their order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments will be pending in 
their proper order. 

Mr. WADE. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, it has been the 
policy of the Government of this country, from its organization, to 
open wide its doors to the people of all nations. But as time has gone 
on it has been found that the cupidity of man has abused this privi- 
lege, and forced immigration, contract immigration, purchased immi- 
gration has become an evil, and a cryingevil, in the land. Not only 
have the Governments of other countries shipped to us their convicts 
and paupers, but men of greed within our own country have sent abroad 
and made contracts for the importation of laborers to come into this 
country, and under those contracts such laborers have come here and 
entered into competition with our own honest home labor. 

This evil beeame such that in 1885 the Congress of the United States 

an act prohibiting the importation of contract labor into this 
country. A subsequent amendatory act was in 1887, anda still 
further amendment in 1888. The administration of these laws by the 
Department of the Treasury has developed instances in which, under 
the provisions of these laws, evasions were possible. Under the last 
administration which was charged with the enforcement of these laws, 
efforts were made to prevent the importation of contract labor, and to 
a large extent those weresuccess{ul. Under the present admin- 
istration of the Treasury De t, the efforts te enforce these laws 
ve been continued and with much success; but the Department finds 
there are cases which the present laws do not in ice cover, 
which makes necessary further legislation if the labor of this coun- 
is to be protected fully against contract labor brought in from 


The Committee on Labor have reported this bill after a conference 
with gentlemen charged with the execution of these laws, and they be- 
lieve that the provisions of the proposed bill, if enacted into law, will 
very materially aid the officers of this Government in preventing such 


bat 












a 


1890. 





immigration. It is my purpose in the few minutes assigned to me to 
state wherein this law adds to or takes from the existing statutes. 
In the first place, the exemptions under the present act are In one 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ins‘ance after ins‘ance of that 
kind by the thousands and tens of thousar 
tory of this country. 


xis have passed into the hi 


respect increased and in another diminished. The present law exempts We provide not only against such forced ation as that. but we 
from its operation professional actors, artists, lecturers, singers, and | provide that the parties encouraging such immigration shall not only 
persons employed stricty as personal or domestic servants. Under the not be allowed to land passencers thus obtained. but br h encour- 
provisions of that act a minister of the gospel, coming to New York, | agement they become obnoxious to the t a a a eile soe somal 
under engagement to serve a church in that city, was held to come | jected to a penalty. 
within the prohibition; and the proposed amendment to the original | We provide, and it is for the purpo~ ss aii 
law adds to this exemption regularly ordained ministers of the gospel | the fact coming to the know! of the officials th 1al landing has 
and learned professors of colleges orseminaries. Under the original act taken place, that in an instance where a person brought onder eam 
persons employed strictly as personal or domestic servants are exempt. | tract to labor in this country has by hook or crook effected bis landing, 
Your committee found that advantage was being taken of that ex- | jt shall be the duty of the steam-ship company which b: 
emption, and so in the substitute which they report they limit the | here to return him at their own cost, and if they refuse to do ue 
exemption to household domestics or servants traveling in the United | shall not have a clearance for their vessels 
States with their employers. Difficulty has been found in enforcing [Here the hammer fell. ] 
the provisions of the present law in this respect: When a man was Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Just one moment mo The 


brought into this country under contract to labor in thiscountry, there 
was no law by which the steam-ship company bringing him here in vi- 
olation of the terms of that act could be compelled to return him to 
the country from which he had been brought. An incident of this 
kind occurred during the present summer in New York. At first the 
steam-ship company declined to return the man brought in in contra- 
vention of the act; but afterwards they saw fit toreturn him, denying, 
however, the right of the Secretary of the Treasury to insist under the 
law that they should return him. 

The amendment to this act proposed by the committee provides that 
when a steam-ship company brings men into this country in violation 
of the provisions of the act such company shall return the men thus 
brought in at their own costs and charges. And to make this remedy 
more effective it puts it into the power of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to deny a clearance to the steam-ship until the terms of the act are 
complied with. 

The bill also provides for a penalty upon the master of the steam- 
ship violating the provisions of this act. It also provides that the ofli- 
cials appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpose of 
assisting in the carrying out of the provisions of the law against the 
importation of contract labor shall have the right to examine under 
oath any immigrant brought into this country to ascertain whether or 
not seach immigrant is being brought in in violation of the terms of the 
law. And that power is given to those officials to examine not only 
the proposed immigrant, but any otherwitness that may be produced. 


The proposition first was, as the bill originally stood before the com- | 
mittee, to make any such person coming into thiscountry under acon- | 
tract to labor guilty of a misdemeanor, but your committee thought the | 


effect of that would be to at once close the mouth of any such immi- 
grant, because it is well understood that you can not compel any one 
to offer any testimony to criminate himself. And therefore they pro- 





immigrant, but subjects him to an examination by the inspectors ap- | 


pointed under the law as it now stands. 

It also, as I said, gives these inspectors the right to take testimony 
as to the facts in the case. This bill proposes to cure another evil. 
It is a fact to-day that all through European countries the steam-ship 
companies have their placards atevery cross-roads, in every wine shop, 
in every place of resort, advertising for immigrants to the United States 
of An*rica. These companies secure the benefit of the passage-money. 
It makes no difference to them what becomes of the immigrant after he 
has landed upon our shores. He may, as often happens, at once be- 
come an object of charity at the hands of the municipality within the 
boundaries of which he has landed. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
this proposition finished. 

Mr. MORSE. I wanted to supplement what you have said by a 
statement of the governor of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will give the gentleman an 
opportunity in a moment. 

We have no quarrel with the legitimate, honest immigrant; but we 
demand that the immigration into this country shall only be honest 
and legitimate. So we provide in this bill that if any person or cor- 
poration engages any alien labor, laborers, mechanics, or artisans to 
come from any foreign country to the United States under promise of 
employment through advertisement or otherwise, such action shall 
be unlawful, and the alien thus arriving shall not be allowed admit- 
tance to our 

Now I will yield to the gentleman trom Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORSE. I will say, in substantiation of what the gentleman 
from New Jersey has stated about pauper labor coming into this coun- 
try and going directly te a penal or reformatory or charitable institu- 
tion, that the governor of Massachusetts recently called the attention 
of the Legisiathre to the fact that certain paupers, landed at the port 
of Boston, came directly from a work-house in England and went right 


from the wharf to the almshouse at Tewkesbury, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, 


I would rather not until I get 


<a 
ye 


; . . | act is intended to do. 
posed this substitute, which takes away tle criminal feature from the | 


gentleman yields to me. 

I will say, sir, that this bill proceeds upon one line. I want to em 
phasize this especially in view of the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. There are other phases of the labor question; 
there are other phases of the emigration question which might be dealt 
with by the law-making bodies of this country; but the committee 
have undertaken in this bill to deal with one phase of it, and with one 
that needs immediate legislation. We endeavor so far as statutes can 
do so to prevent the importation into this country of persons under a 
contract to labor here or under a promise of employmenthere. The 
committee have felt that if they undertook to deal with all the vari- 
ous phases of the question this most important part maybe might 
fail; and they thought it better to deal with this one of the evils in 
this one bill alone. 

Whilst amendments may be proposed here which may be worthy in 
themselves, and which may be designed to accomplish worthy pur 
poses, we ask every friend of honest labor in this country—and by 

‘honest labor’’ I mean no cant phrase, but I mean labor that is em- 
ployed in this country in earning its bread in the sweat of its face—every 
one who is interested in not having this labor in this country come into 
competition with labor bought abroad and brought here to work out 
its contracts; we ask all such to join with this committee in confining 
the bill to this one single purpose. Allow us to perfect it, if it needs 
perfection, in its details and then pass it by a unanimous vote. [Ap 
plause. ] 

Mr. WADE. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
York [Mr. Quinn]. 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, inrising to support this bill I do so be 
lieving that no act of this or any other Congress so completely meets 
the requirements of the American working man and woman as thi 
This bill, when passed into law, will, in ms 
opinion, go far to right the wrongs which have been so long crushin 
down into the earth the toilers of our land, causing unceasing I 
and discontent every where. 

Some men say that this measure is a delicate a1 


id dangerous one to 


handle. Mr. Speaker, I can not see it in that light, and if there was 
anything delicate or dangerous to our institutions or our honor in this 
| bill, all that I could do, every effortof mine, would be put forth tod 
feat it. 
No man on the floor of this House has given this subject more 
ful study than I have done as a member of the stone-cutting trade 


I have seen year after year thousands of such mechanics come with 
the first dawn of spring from the poorly paid countries of Europe to 
compete with and underm nerican workman, both native and 
naturalized, who, with his home and family here, was sharing t 


through 
the long and dreary winter, as he had done the whole year round, all 


ne tlie Ar 


| the responsibilities, all the duties of a taithful American workman 





Not so with those whom we aptly styled birdsof passage. They came 
with the spring, and the first faint blast of winter found them crowd- 
ing on board a foreign ship again, to take them back laden with the 
money which was nothing less than robbed from our American homes, 


This was repeated year after year by a class of men who would hardly 
spend ashilling on our shores, and who hated everything American ex- 
cept the gold they took from us. 

The opponents of this bill, Mr. Speaker, may say that I, too, came as 
one of these. No, I never did; for long and long before my feet touched 
the sacred soil of this free land, a land thrice sacred to every man of 
my race, my every breath was mingled witha prayer that I too would 
some day come to sharein its freedom. And when at last in the full- 
ness of my manhood I raised my hand to take the oath@f citizenship 
and to renounce forever all allegiance to every foreign prince or poten 
tate, it was only to ratify before Heaven on this soil the oaths of citizen 
ship I had taken before I had seen it. 

To all who come as such, my heart and my arms are as open a 
those of my country to receive them. But to all who come as hire 
lings and as the creatures of the destroyer of our homes and the inde 
pendence of our workingmen, I would close every pathway to our 
country in their face. To my mind there is not much difference be- 
tween them and the hireling Hessians who, during another dark period 
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of our country’s history, were induced to accept the hospitality of gallant 
New Jersey, a State so ably represented by the gentleman having charge 
of this bill [Mr. BucHANAN], and who settled down around Trenton 
and elsewhere. They may not have multiplied there, but let us hope 
that they replenished the earth. 

What might be said relative to the injury done to the American 
stone-cutter might be safely said of every trade or calling in which 
our people are engaged. ‘There are regularly established agencies all 
over Europe, in England, Ireland, Scotland, notoriously in Italy and 
other countries of continental Europe, for the purpose of gathering to- 
gether and crowding on to our shores in many cases the worst elements 
of their various communities. 

What can we not see daily on looking around us? Our working men 
and women ground down and compelled to work fora pittance scarcely 
sufficient to keep body and soul together, that the favored class may 
be enriched, and when at last they cry out in their despair and say, 
‘*We can not and will not stand this any longer,’’ off goes on the 
wings of the lightning, from the souless employer, messages saying, 
‘* We have a strikeon hand; send on your paupers, your working men 
and women (a class of men and women who receive in many cases not 
more than from 12 to 50 cents per day); send them on and we will give 
them work and wages.’’ The next fleet steamer lands hundreds of that 
class on the streets of our cities, and the thousands who were banded 
together in their cry for bread that their wives and children might be 
fed are soon reduced to a still lower condition, and all because of this 
accursed contract system. 

The passage of this bill, Mr. Speaker, and its enforcement will put 
an end to this; and the great centers of labor, such as New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, and all over the land, will eease to be cursed with com- 
munities of men who will not speak our language and who defy our 
laws. 

Thousands of this class can be found to-day, particularly in the em- 
ployment of the coal barons of Pennsylvania, who despise our laws 
and our institutions; who recognize nothing in common with us, and 
whose deeds and whose crimes are a foul blot upon our civilization, 
and a proof (if one were needed) that slavery in this country has only 
been transferred from one class of humanity to another. 

Referring to the wages as paid to foreign workmen, let me quote to 
you from the American Economist of August 22: 

IRISH WAGES, 

There isa strike on the Waterford and Limerick Railway, at Limerick, where 
the engineers and fitters are receiving 33s., or $8.05 per week, and machinists 
are getting I6s., or $3.90 per week. They want 36s. and 24s., respectively, or 
$8.78 and $5.86, the same that men are getting in other parts of Ireland. The 
directers have decided that they can not afford to pay the advance, and proba- 
bly they can not. How any railroad can live ina country as sparsely populated 


as Ireland is, when engineers work for $8.05 per week and machinists for $3.90, 
is more than we can comprehend, 


In a visit to that country recently I traveled over this very railroad 
from its start to its finish, which is from the city of Limerick to the 
beautiful city of Lismore, in Waterford. As an American, I was nat- 
urally interested in everything I saw around me, particularly in a 
country wherein I was born, and which I had seen only twice in over 
forty years, I saw and conversed with the very class of employés men- 
tioned here, and the statement just quoted seems to me even more 
favorable than the present condition of those employés really is. 

It is not that they are less skillful; it is not that they are less care- 
ful or less daring than the same class of employé¢s in this country or 
in that of any other on the face of the earth, for nowhere can men be 
found more daring or more skillful than they are. 

It is not against the foreign-born citizens who come here with their 
own free will that I would legislate. _No; for to this class of emigrants 
America owes her unsurpassed greatness. It is this class of emigrants, 
who, coming from beautiful, poetic, though oppressed Ireland, or from 
the fertile valleys of Germany, and from other lands beyond the sea, 
that have made this country the peerless nation which it is, Therefore, 
nothiag should be done that might be construed to oppose their coming 
here. No; there is room within the shores of America for millions 
more like them, and the heart of America welcomes them to her bosom. 

The class which she refases to accept are those who might be brought 
by contract to take the places in the mines, the factory, or the work- 
shop of her own citizens, and who come without any desire or inten- 
tion to become citizens, We know also that the paupers, and many 
times criminals, of England have been given a premium to leave there 
and accept passage to this country. They bring their pauper, as well 
as their criminal, proclivities with them. They have been shipped at 
the expense of their own country to ours, and I can see no reason why 
we should want such a class, . 

Will not this class of men, all over Europe, at the first favorable op- 
portunity, hire themselves to the agents of a Vanderbilt or a Gould, 
and in doing so become the unwitting agents, in the hands of such 
men, for the humiliation and degradation of our American workmen? 

Quotations of this kind might be multiplied many times, as going to 
= & vastly worse and lower condition of things in other portions of 

curope. 

It is against the wholesale importation, by contract, of low-priced 
and low-paid laborers from all over the world that I for myself, and 
also in the name of the honest toilers ot our land, protest. 
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You have recently by your acts declared that eight hours, and no 
more, shall constitute a day’s work on all Government work. This I 
delight in, for the best portion of my life was given to establish such 
a rule or law among the various trades on this continent, A bill 
should also be passed preventing aliens from being employed as con- 
tractors or otherwise on our public works. Anda bill should, and will, 
I hope, be passed which will shut out for all time a class of working 
men and women who have wrought such injury to our Amercan citizen, 
to our American workman. 

This will prevent thousands of birds of passage from coming here and 
spreading themselves all over the country every spring, and, as I have 
already stated, returning to their homes across the sea when the first 
signs of frost appear upon our fields in the early winter. Then it is 
that our American artisan and laborer will be given a chance to live 
in the land which he can truly call his own; then it is that once more 
prosperity and happiness will be found in every workman’s home, as it 
once was; then it is thdt virtue and true manhood will bless the land, 
and become in themselves the strongest barriers against every vice, 
and the truest and grandest bulwarks tor the preservation and protec- 
tion of our glorious, our free, institutions will have been established, 
[ Prolonged applause. } 

Mr.CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, while Iam in accord with the general 
purpose of this bill, I think that, like most of the labor legislation 
which has been this session, it fails to give a complete remedy 
for the evil which is sought to be redressed. The gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] in the course of his remarks said that the 
bill dealt with one phase of theevil. I must disagree with him entirely, 
if he means there is more than one. There is but one phase of the evil, 
and that is the evil itself in all of its force and in all of its enormity, 
and if the measure before us fails to grapple with it to that extent and 
to provide a remedy against it, it fails entirely of being a measure 
which ought to be passed by the House. 

The great evil which we are seeking to overthrow is the competition 
of aliens with our own citizens in the industries of life. We wish to 
stop the process by which labor is imported into this country under 
contract, and we wish todoiteffectually. We do this upon the ground 
that those who are sons of the country, whether by naturalization or by 
birth—-and they both stand and ought to stand upon the same footing— 
are entitled to whatever benefits are to be gained here by honest in- 
dustry and ought not to be subjected to the competition of those who 
owe no allegiance to our Government and who have no love for our 
country. This alien competition is the great evil which we are seek- 
ing to overthrow, and if we simply close the door to the importation of 
contract labor we but partially perform our duty in that respect, be- 
cause we leave the other and the greater door open by which this 
competition may still be carried on. 

I do not know what may be the experience of gentlemen from other 
sections of the country and I donot know what their sentiments may 
be as to the amendment which I have introduced, but I do know that 
on the frontier from which I come, and, as I am told, along the frontier 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, our towns and cities, our fields and 
our forests, all-our industries, are swarming with labor imported from 
Canada, Our pine woods are full of that labor; our railroad corpora- 
tions are full of it; our street-railway corporations are full of it; our 
lake marine is full of it; our shops are full of it. In every branch of 
industry in my own city we find these people coming with their din- 
ner-pails across the river and competing with and driving out, to the 
extent that they compete, the labor of our own citizens. They not 
only do this, but they live among us unnaturalized year in and year 
out. This is a great evil, one of which the workingmen on the north- 
ern frontier are continually complaining, and which, in my judgment, 
they rightfully complain of. These workingmen are children of the 
great mother, our country, and sheshould nurse them to prosperity and 
not take to her breast the stranger who cares not whether good fort- 
une or ill fortune betide her, who has no interest in her good order or 
her good government, who recks nothing for her prosperity, and who 
has no care here save to take what he can make and carry it back to 
the country whence he came. 

The amendment which I have offered is very comprehensive. It 
includes not only the labor of individuals, but alsoof corporations. I 
propose to prohibit any foreigner from being the controlling officer of 
any corporation inthiscountry. Corporations, as we all know, possess 
public franchises, and as the possessors of those franchises they are to 
a greater or less extent—to the sorrow of many people it may be said to 
agreater extent—a governing power in the country, and they ought to 
be controlled by men who are in full sympathy with our institutions 
and who have such a stake in the country as citizens that they will do 
no harm, because the harm they might do in the exercise of their cor- 
porate functions would be a harm to themselves and to their posterity 
alter them. 

Gentlemen, I know, look with some surprise and suspicion upon 
this amendment, but the country will come to it in time. I8 is not 
hostile to immigration. It is not hostile to the acqfiirement of citi- 
zenship by foreigners. It in no way precludes any man who comes 
here from abroad with the purpose of declaring his intention and be- 
coming a citizen from doing so. It only insists that he shall do se; 
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that he shall not live among us an alien, in time of war to refuse to 
aid the Government that protects him, and in time of peace to be a 
drain upon our resources and an injury to our working people. 

As to the power to do it, my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] asked 
me awhile ago—and I was sorry that he asked the question without 
more reflection—if this was proposed as an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States. My answer was that it ought to be, if 
such an amendment was necessary. But such an amendment is not 
necessary. ‘This Government possesses the power of all civilized gov- 
ernments, the power to determine the status of every foreigner, of 
every alien, who comes to reside amongst us. The Chinese exclusion 
act, indeed this very bill, proceeds on the ground that we have that 
power. We are responsible to foreign nations for the treatment of their 
citizens among us. If we dothem harm, the Federal Government may 
be called to account and looked to for reparation. All our foreign re- 
lations are controlled by the Federal Government. The naturaliza- 
tion power, the reaty-making power, the commerce power, all those 
powers which go to the relations of one nation to another and under 
which the status of an alien in any country is determined, all those 
powers are fully and exclusively placed in the hands of the Federal 
Government. 

Now, if this Government has these great powers, are they not all the 
power any sovereignty can have over the subject, and is there any 
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doubt, can there be any doubt, that Congress, as the legislative branch of | 


the Government, may enact a law ot the kind which I propose? Does 
any man who has studied the Constitution, does any man- who has 
looked into the matter at all, doubt it fora single moment? Is there 
any authority upon international law which does not lay down the doc- 
trine plainly that this is a power inherent in the Government, or in 
the branch of the Government which may control the relations of a 
country with other countries? Aliens enter countries foreign to them 
at the pleasure of the governments of those countries. They may be 
excluded entirely, which we have done in the Chinese acts, and have 


tried to do in the contract-labor law, or they may stay among us on | 


the conditions prescribed by law. This is the universal law of civil- 
ization. 


as well as of monarchies. It grows out of the right of self-defense, and 


It is necessary to the dignity and the safety of republics, | 


the authority to exercise it is not, in our case, with the States, but | 


with the Federal Government. 

There is nothing narrow in the legislation which I propose. It is 
broad; it is generous. It invites and gives an impulse, an impetus, so 
to speak, to the naturalization of the foreigners who come to the coun- 
try. It gives them time after they have obtained employment, if they 
desire so to do, to declare their intention; it gives them ample time. 
I have heard gentlemen say on this floor that men should have time 
to think and reflect before they declare their intention to become citi- 
zens. That is not the theory of the law. 
reflect before they take the final oath and become citizens of the United 
States; but the declaration of intention does not bind them in any way; 


| 


| this legal step and declare his intention. 
We give them five years to | 


it holds them to no duty; it does not cut them off from the choice of | 


being or not being citizens. 
tion of intention and the final oath of citizenship that the man is sup- 
posed to study our institutions and to reflect as to whether his final 
choice shall be to become a citizen. 


It is during this time between the declara- | 





relieves labor from any of the evils against which this measure is aimed; 
not one. Let us give a sensible and practical relief tolabor. We pre- 
tend in this bill that our intention is to prevent men from swarming in 
here from foreign soil whenever a crisis in labor affairs occurs and tak- 
ing the place of our American laboring men. That at least is the only 
justification of it. Yetthe law to which this bill is amendatory, strong 
as it has been supposed to be, long as it has been on the statute-book, 
has been evaded with perfect ease. And I can tell gentlemen that the 
bill now before us when enacted into a law will! be evaded with simi 

lar ease, 

Why, sir, not long ago when astrike occurred in the city ot 
labor coming from Canada was clear beyond the demand swarmed 
in there. There wasno contract-labor law violated; there was no con- 
tract made; but word was passed from mouth to mouth that there 
were vacancies there; that there was astrike; that carpenters and men 
of that kind could come to Detroit and find employment. And they 
came. They literally took the bread and butter out of the mouths of 
our own people. And this bill which you now propose to pass would 
not prevent that. 

Asa memberof the committee on the labor troubles in Pennsylvania, I 
found that, notwithstanding the law now on the statute-book, when- 
ever a strike occurred among the miners, immediately, almost miracu- 
lously, almost as if by magic, not only in tens and twenties, but in 
fifties and hundreds, men came into the country 
our discharged citizens. 

Now, these are the facts, and these are the evils against which the 
contract-labor law was meant to provide. These are the evils which 
this bill is meant to redress. But how do you redress them if by in 
direction the very thing may be done against which your bill is aimed ? 
What redress can there be if swarms of laboring men come in at their 
pleasure and take the place of your workingmen, and may do it legally, 
provided they have not entered into a contract in some foreign country ? 
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Detroit, 


and took the places of 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Will I interrupt the gentleman if I ask hima 
question ? 
Mr. CHIPMAN. No, sir. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. How would the gentleman suggest 
remedy the evil to which he is now addressing himself? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I propose to remedy it by forbidding these men to 
work except on certain conditions. My amendment proposes to pro- 
vide that within a certain time after they go to work here they shall 
declare their intention to become citizens, and that at the end of the 
time prescribed by law they shall perfect their citizenship. That 
be a complete remedy, and it would involve no hardship. It would 
give an immigrant a chance to look around for work; it would give 
him, after he had secured work, reasonable time within which to take 
It would not debar him from 
labor it he declared his intention in a reasonable time alter going to work. 

I go further, however, than that. My amendment strikes at the 
foundation of this question. I say to the gentleman from Mississippi 
and to the House that I do not wish any considerable number of men 
to come to this country to be of us, to work with us, to compete with 


that we 


would 


| our working people, unless they come with the intention of being citi- 


Mr. Speaker, I for one do not desire great crowds of people to come | 


into the country who do not intend to become citizens. I desire that 
those who come shall be decent men, of reputable lives, of proper in- 
telligence, free from crime; men, in a word, who can display the guali- 
fications required by our naturalization laws. And when they come 
here with a purpose of living and working here I desire and demand, 
and Congress should demand, that they at least make up their minds 
to declare their intention to become citizens, and so far at least qualify 
themselves for citizenship. 

Mr. BLAND. 
would like to ask him a question. What does he do with that great 
principle of the Declaration of Independence which declares that al] men 
have the right to ‘‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness ?’’ Why 
does he propose to deprive any man of the right of liberty the moment 
he arrives on republican soil—to make a slave of him simply because 
he is on American soil? I thought that slavery had been abolished by 
the Constitution. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, my answer to the gentleman is, with 
all the great respect I hold him in, that I do not propose to do any- 
thing with that Declaration. The gentleman and myself have for years 
and years stood up and denounced the gentlemen on the other side for 
abandoning the Constitution of the United States and planting them- 
selves upon the Declaration of Independence. The Declaration ot In- 
dependence is not the Constitution of the United States. I do not pro- 
pose to go into the field of sentiment on this subject. My position is 
a practical one; it is one in behalf of the independence and the real 
freedom of the workingmen of this country. Charity begins at home. 
I would take care of our work-people first, those who belong to us now. 

Sir, we have been ee in platitudes on this subject day in and 
day out. We have been doing with this question as we did with the 
trust bill; we have been making a pretense of action, and yet not one 
bill has been passed so far at this session of Congress which in any way 
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If the gentleman will yield to me for a moment, | 


| 


zens. They should come with that intention; and unde 
ment I give them ample time 

The gentleman from Missouri made a remark about the rights of the 
States. In my amendment I provide for that. I recognize the citi- 
zenship of the States. I recognize to the fullest extent the doctrine to 
which the gentleman alluded at the time I introduced the amendment. 
What i contend for is a measure of real relief to our workingmen—no! 
a prior-election relief—not this evasion which promises what it dos 
not perform. I wish an honest, a fair, and a constitutional solution of 
this question. 

A great many gentlemen have an idea that the demands of labor in 
this country are of very little importance, A question of this kind i 
buffeted around this House as if it were a matter to be discussed jus 
before elections and then to be dropped, something upon which we are 
to tickle the ears and mislead the understandings of the laboring 
ple. I can tell gentlemen that there never was a greater mistake. 
labor question is the great question of the age. It underlies and it 
overlies every other question. «From one end of the world to the othe 
it is among statesmen and public men the one grand subject of diseu 
sion. In this advanced age the laboring men can not and will not be 
made the mere ‘‘mnudsills’’ of society, to be used for the pur; 
capital and for the purposes of politicians. 

There must be something real, something earnest done in a country 
like this, where the elective franchise is based upon manhood, and 
where the man who wields the plane or follows the plow by his vote 
determines the destinies of a great people. ‘There can be no real in- 
telligence, there can be no real safety in this country, Mr. Speaker, 
unless the laboring men are kept upon a high plane, not only of know! 
edge and liberty, but upon a high plane of comfort and social de 
cency. It is not the mere cry of demagogism, but it is the cry of the 
statesmen of this country and of allcountries. When an Emperor like 
William, in the nearly despotic Government of Germany, deems it of the 
highest consideration to his people and all others, it is a question 
necessarily of paramount importance every where. 
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And, Mr. Speaker, as we deal with it we will deal with and de- 
termine the safety and perpetuity of our Government. To bandy it 
about, shuflle with it, raise our extreme doctrine of State rights against 
it, resort to any and every subterfuge and method to overthrow and 
keep it out of sight, is simply playing with a volcano, with a terrible 
force, which, as it has broken out in other places, will as surely break out 
in this country if we do not deal honestly with the questions presented 
by labor. 

Sir, bills of this kind, which deal half-heartedly with the question, 
are the food upon which communism and anarchism feed. They plant 
the seed from which French revolutions spring. They sow Russia with 
the dragons’ teeth of sedition. They spread discontent amongst the 
people; they cause the laboring man to believe that after all he is not 
ot the importance which his manhood gives to bim, and sooner or 


later—and the signs of the times of this country are ripe for it—sooner 
or later, if we are not wise on the subject, I predict to you, Mr. Speaker, 
that there will be trouble. Farmers are aroused, the workingmen 
are aroused upon all hands, and there is no disguising the fact that they 
are in practical alliance from one end of the country to the other. 
They are acting handin hand. It is not merely the fate of the manu- 
facturer or the farmer, but the fate of labor itself, which they have in 
charge and which they purpose to keep in charge until some favorable 
result is attained in the legislation of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a great question, an important question. You 
will find it in the cotton fields of the South; it is in the wheat fields 
of the North; it is being discussed in all its forms in every place where 
industry is pursued; it is being discussed in every home where man 
lives by the sweat of his brow, and I repeat now what I said betore, 
and I beg gentlemen to believe me, it is the paramount question of the 
day and the hour. It is not bounded by continents; it is not bounded 
by oceans, but east, west, north, south, from further Australia to the 
confines of our western domain, there is but one voice, and that is that 
the day of labor has come; and when we refuse to listen to that voice 
we simply, Mr. Speaker, declare that the laborer is not worthy, but 
that the product of his hands, which the few have accumulated and 
hold is the worthier thing and the only thing we ought to protect. 

I protest against that sentiment. I protest against the spirit which 
has been rampant in this House, which is as rampant upon the part of 
sume of the professed friends of labor as upon the part of those who 
openly and boldly oppose some of the bills in behalf of labor. I pro- 
test against the spirit which has consented to certain amendments, 
emasculating, as I had occasion to say this morning, bills meant to re- 
lieve labor. I demand honest legislation for the workers of the land. 
I demand a fair and patriotic solicitude for the condition of the great 
masses of our people, for labor constitutes the great massof the people. 
Here is a field for statesmanship. 

Here is a field not only embracing the present comfort, but the fut- 
ure welfare of the great body of the people; and in offering this amend- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, I care not how it may be characterized, I know in 
the great court of the people themselves it will be held as honest and 
a step in the right direction, and in offering it lsimply propose a greater 
Americanism, a truer Americanism, not that bas’ kind which lit 
its way by the convent fires of the days of knownothingism, not that 
— riptive kind which seeks to drive im tion from the country, 
put a better, more enlightened, patriotic which will welcome all 
who choose to come and are fit to come, but which simply asks them 
when they do come to become one of our household, bone of our bone, 
flesh of our flesh, our friends, our brothers, our very fellow-citizens. 
That is what I desire; that és all I ask. 

Mr, TARSNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I wish to ask the gentleman if he knows of any 
growing evil in this country arising from the reluctance on the part 
of those who come here to become citizens of the couutry. Is not the 
fact just the reverse? 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Well, I would like to answer the gentleman from 
Missouri seriously, and I wish to answer him respectfully and kindly. 
I do know all through the Northern frontier hundreds upon hundreds; 
I know it is a growing evil, or else I would not have said so. 

Mr. TARSNEY. That those who come bere do not avail themselves 
of our laws in regard to becoming citizens? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes; hundreds on the frontier, men who work in 
corporations there day in and day out, especially Canadians; men who 
work in factories year in and year out—an evil so great that the labor- 
ing men have protested against it, and continue to protest against it; 
so great an evil that they have invited me to introduce this or some 
like measure here. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Then will the gentleman permit me to ask if com- 
pulsory citizenship will make good citizens out of ee 

‘Mr. CHIPMAN. My dear sir, I will answer thatq tly. 


I will not say what I think of the question. I burst 
out and show how utterly from the point it is. citi- 
zenship! What does the gentleman mean by that? How does my 


amendment compel a man to become a citizen? Can enna 
in what way? All there is of it is that we have the power and 
have the moral right to say what the status of an alien shall be. We 
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may say he shall not come into the country at all, and of course to say 
what he may do when he does come, But we offer him this great boon 
of citizenship, and under my amendment I propose that he shall not be 
compelled to take it “upon him until be has had an opportunity to get 
work. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Is not the true remedy for the situation the re- 
striction of that undesirable immigration, and does not this bill go to 
that extent? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, the men who come into the 
shops in my city are not undesirable save as they are un-American. 
The men who come from Canada are desirable. Some of them at least 
I would like to have become citizens of this Republic. They would 
make good citizens if they would give up their prejudices. They are 
industrious, they are honest, they are and would be hailed as citizens 
with open arms by the very mex who protest against the present con- 
dition of affairs. My objection to them is not that they are all unde- 
sirable, but that they are working in our midst, giving no support to 
the Government, paying no taxes, performing no public duty, and tak- 
ing the rewards of their labor away intoa foreign country, draining 
us of our resources. That is my auswer to that. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But this bill provides a remedy for that. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. My amendment prescribes a better remedy, acer- 
tain remedy. It provides that if within thirty days after they have 
got to work they do not take out their first papers, then they shall not 
be allowed to work in the country until they do. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Now, would the gentlemen consider it advisable 
or wise to have a law requiring the class of immigrants that he com- 
plains of to declare their intention to become citizens of this country 
within thirty days after they land here, before they learn our lan- 
guage, know anything of our institutions or our system of govern- 
ment? Does the gentleman believe in that premature naturalization? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Ihave already addressed myself to that very ques- 
tien. If I have not made myself understood, if it is because I myself 
have failed, then thatis my fault. Ifthe gentleman has failed to under- 
stand me, then it is his fault. I dwelt at considerable length upon 
that phase of the question. I explained this fully, as I thought, and 
if the gentleman will do me the honor to read my remarks to-morrow 
morning I think he will discover that. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But your amendment provides that any person 
coming into this country shall be deprived of obtaining labor for more 
than thirty days—— 

Mr.CHIPMAN. It does not do anything of the kind. 

Mr. TARSNEY (continuing). Unless at the expiration of that 
time he declares his intention to becomea citizen of the country, when 
perhaps he can not speak a word of our language and has never heard 
of our Constitution and knows nothing whatever of our system of 
government. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have already, as I have said, ad- 
dressed myself to that subject. I will reiterate what I said, because it 
may be possible that itis my faultand not the fault of the gentleman that 
he does not understand me. In the first place, I have explained what 
is the true theory of our naturalization laws, to wit, that the time 
given from the declaration of intention to the time of taking out the 
last papers is the time accorded by the law in which the person may 
study our institutions and make up his mind. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But you want to force him to declare his inten- 
tions before he knows what his intentions are—within thirty days. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I want every man who comes to this country to 
live to have the intention to be a citizen of it. [Applause.] That is 
what I —— and declare. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Before he comes? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I want no ignorant men to comehere. I wantno 
men to come here to make amere experimentofus. I wish every man 
to be an honest man, a sound man, and to come here with the firm de- 
sire to take upon himself the obligations ef citizenship. No other 
class of immigrants are desirable. It is to prevent any other class of 
immigrants that we are endeavoring to impose restrictions upon immi- 
gration. The man who comes here to liveought to know, and he does 
know before he comes here, what his intentions are, that they are to 
make a home here, and I will welcome every decent man who comes 
with that intention. Andifhe comes with that intention to live among 
us, then as an honest man he ought to take upon himself the obliga- 
tionsof citizenship, and the first step toward that, the first process of 
his education, is not the formation of the intention, but it is the decla- 
ration of the intention which he formed before he came to this country 
atall. Besides, I do not by my amendment require him to declare his 
intention before, a. His going to work shows that 
he intends to make a living here. That is a declaration of an inten- 
tion to compete with our laborers, and I would have him compete on 


fair terms. 
Mr. MUTCHLER. Do not think he ought to have a chance to 
look about him and see if he likes it or not? 
r.CHIPMAN. How achance would tleman give him ? 


Mr. MUTCHLER. Well, this is a great country. He could not see 
mueh of it in thirty days. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. The gentleman will please bear in mind that there 
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is wo such provision in the amendment. You might make the time | The SPEAKER pro tempo If there be no objection, the amend- 
longer if you wish; but the provision is that thirty days after he goes | ments offered by the gentleman from Illinois will be considered as 
to work—not thirty days after he gets here—he shall declare his in- | pending. Is there objectio 

tention to become a citizen, I keep telling gentlemen that. I have | Mr. WADE, I object 





said it half a dozen times, and say so now again for the seventh time, Mr. PAYSON Why does the gent , ct 
that there is no such provision in the amendment. } Mr. WADE. They can | 
Mr. TARSNEY. Is it not to be presumed that every man goes to | Mr. PAYSON. Isimply o t n t they 3 ending and 
work as soon as he can? that when the previous question is ordered at 4 0+ <I would not 1 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the amendment is reasonable: it gives | precluded from offering them and havi ipon D Chere 
every opportunity sor a man to protect himself. can be no objection to t 
Now, as I suid, I do not know what the intentions of other gentle-| The SPEAKER pro tem, 3 the 
men are in this matter of legislation for labor. Iaminearnest. AsI} Mr. WADE. I object. 
said, I believe it is a great and imminent question and I am in earnest | The SPEAKER pro te . Objection ni I t an 
in regard to it. I propose by this amendment to extend arelief which | from Missouri [Mr. WA! has thirty minu of his I 
will be effectual in a manner which I think it will be effectual, as all | Mr. WADE I yield fifteen minutes of that to my « é MM 
other Jaws which we have enacted on this subject have been evaded, | NIEDRINGHAI 
The law before us now will be evaded from one end of this country to Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS : a a ae ; ; 
the other. So far as I am informed, and I think gentlemen who will 7 . a sie aa : oe 
ingtire into it will learn that I am rightly informed, there is a demand | * ppendix. ] 
for just this kind of legislation. It is not inimical to aliens; it is not Mr. LACEY. M1 ommittee on Labor have substan 
inimical to naturalization; it is not inimical to immigration, but sim- | tially exhausted not only t bject of this bill, but the time allotted 
ply provides for a sufficient protection against an evil so great that for | to its discussion. But I d to add a few words ¢ ynmendation 
session after session and year after year since the first contract-labor | to the object of the bill and the bill itself. 
law was passed, it has agitated Congress and has held the attention of This country has been the haven of the oppressed and liberty-loving 
the American people. | immigrants from the days of the pilgrim fathers down to the present 
Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. I would like to say one thing to| time. The intelligent and industrious settler is, and has always} 
the gentleman before he takes his seat. I know he did not doit inten- | welcome to our shores. 
tionally, but he said that in the city I come from a convent was; Every honest man who lands in this country to cast his lot with us 
burned. There was never a convent burned in Boston, nor by the | who has come of his own volition and at his own expense should | 
citizens of Boston. What happens outside of Boston should not belaid | received with hospitality. He may still feel a yearning for the hi 
to the charge of the people of that city. of his fatherland, for a love of the place of one’s birth is one of 
Mr. CHIPMAN. It wasnear Boston. I will apologize tothe mem- | natural emotions of the human heart. But love of liberty and a di 
ber representing Boston most cordially. I know there was some sire to better his condition have led n to east his lot with us, and 


wicked work of that kind done, a work which is a reproach to the | bis children and his children’s children will be Americans. 
American people ; and I thank God that such work is impossible now 


From immigrants of this class the country isinnodanger. But when 
in these days of better knowledge and greater toleration, and I will 


in searching for lower priced labor the byways of the Old World are 


withdraw the remark and apoioyize for all reference to Boston. ransacked, and aliens, not only birth but in feeling, are imported 
Mr. PAYSON. L[rise toa parliamentary inquiry. by contract like cattle, a new p« idded to those already environ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman will state it. | ing our Commonwealth. 


Mr. PAYSON. I was not present when the consideration of this bill | The barbarians who overthrew Rome marched on foot through tl 
began, nor until its consideration had been proceeded with to some ex- | dark forests and across the mountain barriers with arms in their hands 
tent. I desire to inquire how many amendments are now pending. But in our day a single vessel can carry in « and 


TheSPEAKERprotempore. Twoamendmentsto the billare pending. | army of these contracted laborers 





Mr. PAYSON. By whom were they offered ? | <A law of natural selection brings by voluntary immigration th« 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee has reported an amend- | of foreign population to our shores, but a system of contract labor ain 
ment to the bil], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] | at quantity alone and brings to us men who will agree to work che 
offers an amendment by the consegt of the committee. regardless of all their other qualifications. The laws on this subje 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to propose two amendments | have been severe, but have not proved fully adequate to the evil. 
to the bilbat a little later stage in the discussion. I would suggest to Che bill proposed will, it is believe ipply the defects of the form 
the gentleman in charge of the bill that the amendments pending may | law and render it impossible for scheming contractors to break down 
now be voted upon and disposed of one way or the other, so that under | and destroy the prices commanded by Americanlabor. Flesh and blood 


the rules of the House other amendments may be in order, because (if | must never be made cheap in Ameri 


I can have the attention of the gentleman from Missouri) I woul We have fought against the proposed destruction of our protective 
state that under the rules of the House only two amendments can | system, because free trade means to put Ani 1 labor upon the plane 
pending at one time. The previous question, if I recollect correctly, | of other less favored lands. 











is to be considered as ordered at 4 o’clock upon the bill, and therelore American labor is the best paid of an 1 the world. To maintain 
it seems to me to be wise that these amendments which are now pend- | this position for the laboring man of Ar 1 it is necessary to ma 
ing shall be disposed of, so that members desiring to offer further | tain our protective system and keep American markets for Ameri 
amendments may not be precluded by the operation of the previous | labor. To allow laborers to be imported like beasts of burden b: 
question. tract will reduce the price of labor in America and destroy the } 


Mr. WADE. I heard the statementof the gentleman from Illinois, | fits of the protective system of Clay and Webster, which has been 
and I will state that I have agreed to yield fifteen minutes to my col- | thirty years the fixed policy of this Government 





league [Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS], and after that we will dispose of the To protect the interests of American workmen it is necessary to mai 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Da.- | tain the protective-tariffsystem, which preserves the American mar! 
ZELL |. | and also to effectually prevent the importation by contract of that « 
Mr. PAYSON, If there is no objection, I will ask unanimous con- | of aliens who, without |! g the spirit to > to Ame y of the 
sent for leave to propose two amendments to the bill, so that they may | own volition, yet may be landed by contract in swarms to demoralize 
be considered as pending, and then I am content so far as I am con- | alike the labor market and 1 il at phere of our happy country. 
cerned. I trust this bill, making add l and 3t stringent provisions 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment offered by the com- | against contract-labor importat iy be passed, and that it may most 
mittce is a substitute for the entire bill, and an amendment to that is | effectually be enforced. 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. The The SPEAKER ; Che un from M 
course outlined by the gentleman from [ilinois can be pursued after the | seventeen minutes of his time remaining. 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall have been dis-| Mr. CARUTH. I hope t nt] } M , me 
posed of, when other amendments will be order. 1 question before he takes | eat 
Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent, while I am upon my feet, rhe SPEAKER pro te 7 entleman ha eady taken hi 
to offer the following amendment: To insert in section 3, line 1, after it and yielded the flo 
the word ‘‘shall,”’ the word ‘‘ knowingly.”’ That is the first amend Mr.PAYSON. Mr. Chairm p gentlema 
ment; and secondly, to strike out all of section 2, beginning at the M iri in charge of tl 
word ‘‘one-half”’ in line 23. I should be glad to have unanimous con- Mr. WADE. I am her 
sent that these two amendments be considered as pending, so that the Mr. PAYSON. I desire again to renew the request for unanimo 
will come in and not be cut off under the operation of the previous | consent in my own time to have the amendments I have indicated re: 
question, if they shall not be reached prior to that time. with a modification I desire to make, and to have them cons sd a 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection— | pending before the previous question is ordered, so as to enable me to 


Mr. WADE. There are amendments now pending before the House. | secure a vote upon them. Otherwise, Mr. Speaker, I will be driven to 
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take another parliamentary course in order that they shall go in, be- 
cause I am particularly desirous of securing a vote upon them. Does 
the gentleman still insist on his objection ? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Does thegentleman from Missouri with- 


- draw his objection? 


Mr. PAYSON, If the gentleman does not, then I offer as a substi- 
tute for the pending bill the amendment I send to the desk and ask to 
have read. I intend to have a vote on this proposition and it will con- 
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been put in it and it ought to be repealed. I am talking upon a prin- 
ciple, and I will say that it is proposed here, if this provision is en- 
acted into law, to give a power that is broader than I ever knew to be 
given in any legislation to which my attention has ever been called. 
Mr. TARSNEY. That provision has been abused in some of the 
| Statutes. 
Mr. PAYSON. Yes, everybody knows that; and so, Mr. Speaker, 
because this class of legislation is vicious in any law, and because in 


sume a good deal of time, necessarily, to drive me to this course, which I | the class of legislation provided for in this bill it is so easy of accom- 


hope will not be done. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the proposed amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON (interrupting the reading). The gentleman from 
Missouri withdraws his objection to the pendency of the amendments, 
and if there is no inrther objection, I will not take up the time of the 
House in reading them now. But I desire to address myself to the 
amendments briefly. 

TheSPEAKER pro /empore. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the amendments he has suggested be considered as pending. Is 
there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The first amendment I offer to the bill is to strike 
ont from section 2 the following words : 

One-half of the 


party instituting the suit, and the otber half shall be paid to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to be disposed of according to law. 


judgment obtained, when collected, shall be paid to the 


I propose, sir, to strike that from the bill. I think it is one of the 
things agreed upon by thecommmon judgment of lawmakers, of jurists, 
of practical lawyers the world over, who have had little or much todo 
in ‘he prosecution of quasi-criminal cases where a portion of the fine 
i; paid to an informer, that the legislation is vicious in and of itself; 
und so far as I know in modern days the practice of incorporating this 
kind of a provision in the criminal or quasi-criminal legislation has 
beeo abandoned every where. 

Now this bill relates to a class of men that are not criminal in awd 
of themselves. Lawyers about me understand the distinction between 
the two classes of crime covered by criminal statntes, namely, those 
crimes that are ma/iin in sc—that is, those that are criminal in them- 
selves, crimes against the person or property of a citizen—and those 
which are ma/lum prohibifum, criminal simply becanse prohibited by 
law; and the class of offenses against which this bill rans comes in the 
latter category, In and of itself there is nothing wrong or criminal 
in engaging men across the water and making a contract ia advance 
with ther by which they are to labor here; but in the interest of pub- 
lic policy, in which I agree heartily, and in accord with the sentiment 
of the country, the provisions of this bill are supposed to beso framed 
as to prohibit the employment under contract of laborers in foreign 
counties and bringing them to our own shores, 

Now what is the provision of this section ? 

Sec. 2. That any person, persons, or corporation entering into a contract pro- 
hibited by section | of this act with any alien, or who shall knowingly assist, 
encourage, orsolicit the importation or immigration of any alien intothe United 
States, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agreement, 
parol or special, express or implied, with such alien, made previous to his be- 
coming a resident of the United States, shall be fined in a sum not exceeding 
$1,000, or imprisoned fora period not exceeding six months, or both, at the dis- 
cretion of the court. The proceeds of fines collected under this act shall be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. And in addition to the above penalties— 

In addition to a fine of $1,000 and a long imprisonment, one or both, 
in addition— 
any porson,including the alien party to said contract, may institute a suit in 
the proper circuit court of the United States, in the name of the United States, 
against the person, persons, or corporation entering into the prohibited con- 
tract, and shall have the right to recover the sum of $1,000 for each alien im- 
ported into the United States in pursuance of such contract. A separate suit 
may be me for each alien included in such contract; and it shall be the 
duty of the district attorney of the proper district to appear and prosecute such 
suit at the expense of the United States. 


And then follows the provision which I propose to strike out of this 
bill. If there is not an industry opened up that will be worked to its 
fullest extent I would like to see one. Here litigation is proposed in 


the aame of the General Government, and all the power of the national | 
arm is put into the hand of the informer, he is obliged to employ no | 


counsel, the Department of Justice is compelled to prosecute the suit 
and at the expense of the General Government, and— 


one-half of the judgment obtained, when collected, shall be paid to the party 
instituting the suit, and the other half shall be paid to the Secretary of the 
ury to be disposed of according to law. 


It is pro i to pay one-half to him, when perhaps the evidence of 


reas- | 


plishment in the hands of a designing informer, the seal of condemna- 
tion ought to be put upon it, and I can not imagine how it ever found 
lodgment in this bill. That is all I care to say with reference to that 
clause. [ Applause. } 

The next amendment that I offer is this: Section 3 of this bill pro- 
vides as follows: 


See. 3, That the master of any vessel who shall bring within the United States, 
on any vessel, or who shall land or permit to be landed from his vessel, from 
any foreign port or place, any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan, who, pre- 
vious to embarking on such vessel, had entered into contract or ment, 
poo or special, express or implied, to perform labor or service in the United 

tates, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
shall pay a fine of not more than $500 foreach and every such alien laborer, me- 
| chanic, or artisan so brought or landed as aforesaid, and may also be impris- 

oned for a term not exceeding six months, and shall return such alien to the 
port at which he embarked; and the above fine shall be a lien upon such ves- 
sel: and such vessel shall not have clearance from any port of the United States 
until such fine is paid. 








Here is a crime of grave character fixed upon a man who is utterly 
ignorant, so far as the terms of the bill are concerned, of the fact that 
he is charged with doing that which constitutes a crime. The amend- 
ment which I offer will insert the word ‘‘knowingly’’ after “shall;’’ 
so that it will read: 


That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the United 
States, etc. 


I follow that with another clause providing, at the end of the section, 
that the landing of such alien laborer shall be deemed prima facie evi. 
dence of malice on the part of the master of the vessel. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit an observation there ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I believe that the committee were satisfied of the 


| fact that none of the masters, or owners, or pursers, or clerks of any of 


these vessels ‘‘knowingly’’ allow any of these contract laborers on 
their boats. And when the committee went overthis matter very thor- 
oughly with the Solicitor of the Treasury it was thought best that, as 
we could not convict with the word ‘‘ knowingly ’’ in the old law, we 
would try it without the word ‘‘ knowingly ’’ in the law. 
| Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman think that is good legislation, to 
create a crime without any intent ? 
| Mr. FARQUHAR. I have asked several lawyers on this fioor, one 
' or two ex-judges, and they think it is just as well to leave it in this 
form without the word ‘‘ knowingly ’’ beinginserted. I want tosay that 
the importunities of the foreign vessels’ agents toward me asa member 
| of this committee rather prejudiced my mind to them that the word 
| knowingly’? ought not'to go into this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, this proposition overturns the founda- 
tion of the entire criminal law of the civilized world. There is no 
man who has ever read the elementary principles of criminal jurispru- 
dence but knows that the recognized definition of a crime is a joint 
| union of act and intent. There never was a time in the history of 
civilization—and I make this statement as broad as language can make 





j 
} 
| 


it—when a crime could be imputed to a citizen unless a scienter was 
averred as against the defendant. 

Mr, CATCHINGS. I will call the attention of my friend to the fact 
| that in the internal-revenue laws pertaining to the collection of reve- 
| nue on whisky the intent, expressly, by the statute itself, cuts no part 
| whatever in the crime. 
| Mr. PAYSON. Well, that is an act which has reference to a mat- 
| ter under the jurisdiction of the Treasury Department; but I am dis- 
| cussing the general principle of the application of criminal law. 
| Mr. CATCHINGS. That was upon a discovery of a violation of the 
| law; and our statute with reference to the violation of this law was 
| expressly drawn so as to do away with any construction as to criminal 
| intent. 
| Mr. PAYSON. Then let me ask my friend from Mississippi this 
question: Does he think it desirable on the part of the national Con- 
gress to include in a measure to regulate the immigration between this 


the alien alone is all that may be necessary to secure the rendering of | country and another such a sweeping charge as is contained in this 


that judgment. 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. 
Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 
Mr, TURNER, of New York. Is it not a fact that this moiety 
clause, which the gentleman objected to, is in the present alien-con- 
tract law? 
Mr. PAYSON, Oh, I do not know, and I do not care. 


Will my friend yield for a question ? 


If it is, it 


ought to be stricken out. I am addressing myself to the present cir- 
cumstances, I have not had experience in prosecutions nor defenses 
wader this Jaw, and if it is in the present law, it never ought to have 


bill, to make them all criminals simply because he finds it extremely 
difficult to convict after the fact? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will answer that by saying that wheh this 
question came up before the committee I made the same objection the 
gentleman does now. 

Mr. PAYSON, I regret that the gentleman did not adhere to it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But when Judge Hepburn, the solicitor of the 
Treasury, a very learned lawyer and a very accom gentleman, 
came before the committee, and a man, too, who had much ex- 
perience in the enforcement of the present law, he satisfied me that 


peak. 
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unless we should strike out the word “ knowingly’ it would be use- 
less to endeavor to secure a conviction. 

Mr. PAYSON. While this matter is under discussion will you let 
me ask you a question? If the word ‘‘ knowingly ’’ was inserted and 


to enable them to secure a conviction ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
that at last it was but prima facie evidence, and that all that would be 
necessary for the master ot a vessel to discharge himself of the crime 
would be to take the stand and say that he was innocent, and that 
would settle the whole question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Bat behind that comes the twelve honest men who 
are sitting in the jury-box. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course they would believe him unless testi- 
mony could be adduced showing that he was not truthful, and that 
would result in throwing the burden of proof on the United States to 
show that he had violated the law with knowledge. 

Mr. PAYSON. But this bill throws no burden upon the United 
States at all, except that a foreigner under contract for labor was upon 
a vessel and landed upon these shores; and if that is shown it brings 
him within the terms of the bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. ‘To be sure, and my friend misunderstands me. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have never heard in the little experience I have 
had in the administration of criminal law a proposition that was so 
startling to me as this is. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If my friend will permit me, I will state that 
Colonel Hepburn, the Solicitor of the Treasury, stated to us expressly 
that there would be, in his judgment, no practical difference about the 
matter, because he said, and truly, I have no doubt, that the law offi- 
cers of the United States had looked into the matter, and that all that 
would be necessary would be for the captain or owner of a vessel to say 
that he was innocent, and as a matter of fact that would be an end of 
the prosecution. 

Mr. PAYSON. But that is a discretion that should never be vested 
ina prosecuting officer, that by the terms of law an act admittedly in- 
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plished lawyer and thoroughly familiar with the legislation upon this 
After we had discussed 


| : ; 
| the matter with him fully, going over it line by line and section by 


| Section and agreeing upon certain amendments, we referred the whole 
the provision was added to the section ‘‘ that the landing of a contract | 


laborer should be prima facie evidence,’’ would not that be sufficient | 


We did discuss that indirectly, but we found | 


| that respect. 


bill to him to be rewritten, and what we present for the consideration 
of the House is the bill framed and fashioned as I now state; and it is 
my own opinion, Mr. Speaker, that it is, to all intents and purposes, 


about as near periect to effect the object for which it is designed as a 
law can be made 

The gentleman from Michigan, my friend, Judge ¢ MAN, Was dis- 
posed to be somewhat rough in criticising the bill ilfe denounced it 


as practically an absurdity and stated that it would utterly fail to ae 
complish anything that we had in view, and he has proposed as a pan- 
acea an amendment which has been read and to which I will now make 
some reference. And I will say in the first place, Mr. Speaker, that if 
there be one thing more certain than another it is that hisamendment 
if adopted, would not only be unconstitutional, but would be utterly) 


y 


futile to effect the purpose which its framer designed It is expressly 
declared by this proposed amendment that 

No alien shal! be the chief officer, president, superintendent, mana t 
rector of any corporation formed under the laws of the United States, or a 


the States thereof 


You see it is not confined to corporations created by the laws of the 
United States, but applies as well to corporations chartered under the 
laws of the several States. I would like my friend to tell us wherein 
we have the power to control the action of the States of this Union in 

The amendment also provides that— 

No alien shall be a conductor, engineer, brakeman, baggageman, swit an 
or car driver, on any railroad, including street railroads, in the United states 

I would like my friend to indicate to this House where the power 
comes from which enables this Government to regulate matters of that 


| sort. The amendment prohibits the States from making a contract 


| with any alien to do any work. 


nocent of itself should be madea crime, and the defendant liable to | 


information and indictment, and that that should be left entirely to the 


discretion of a prosecuting officer, who would be bound in nine out of | 


ten cases to act in an ex parte way, to say whether or not, on an indict- 
ment which had been found by the grand jury on an information which 
he himself had presented under the authority of the terms of the law, 
the party should be released from further liability. 

This Congress ought not, in my judgment, go to that extent. That 
is all I care to say in reference to these two propositions. I think that 
both should be adopted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will suggest to the gentleman 
to cover the matter entirely by adding as a provision, ‘‘and such bring- 
ing or landing.’’ 


It prohibits any town or city from 
making a contract with any alier to do any sort of work. That is an 
attempt to exercise a power which the wildest visionary never dreamed 
of before to-day. It even goes into greater minutix than that, ond 
provides that a private citizen can not make a contract with an alien 
to do work. 

The second section provides that every person shall be subject to 
the provisions of this act until he has become naturalized or has filed 
his declaration. 

Now, even if it were true that we could enact the legislation suggested 
by my friend from Michigan, he has overlooked the fact that there is 
nota word ora linein his amendment which provides any means whereby 
such legislation could be enforced. It does not provideapenalty. It 
does not provide any remedy for the violation of its provisions. So that, 
I repeat, even if we had the power and should enact such a law, it 


| would practically be so much waste paper for want of a penalty by 


Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection, and will modify the amendment | 


which I have proposed so that it will read as follows. 

The fact of such bringing or landing shall be prima facie evidence 
knowledge. 

That is all I care to say. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection these two amend- 
ments will be considered as pending. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I hope I shall be recognized next. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, rose. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
ART] desires to offer an amendment so that it will not be cut off. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield so that he may offer the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Texas will be read, after which the Chair will ask whether 
there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding to section 2, after the words “ United States, 
the following: 

“And it is further provided that no fine, penalty, or judgment recovered by the 
United States under the provisions of the act to which this act isan amend- 
ment, or which may hereafter be recovered by the United States under this act 
or the act to which this act is amendatory, shall, by any officer or agent of the 
Uni States, be compromised for any sum of money less than the amount of 
mone¥ claimed or recovered for the violation thereof.” 


of such 


in line 23, 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I just want to say in connection with 
that amendment that I offer it because I think experience has shown 


The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. Srew- | 


| effect which we all desired. 





which it could be enforced. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Under that law any contract made in violation of 
it would be nugatory. No pay could be recovered under such a con- 
tract. I thought it best not to provide a penalty, but to leave it in 
that shape. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think it is very well that my tried did not 
undertake to put people in the penitentiary for doing the acts which he 
enumerates inhis amendment. I[ donot think it is necessary for me 
to make any further allusion to that proposition. 

Now, some suggestions have been made by my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. PAyson | which are worthy of consideration. He proposes that 
we shall strike out from section 2 so much of it as gives to the party 
who institutes suit one-half the penalty proposed to be recovered. | 
admit that ordinarily legislation of that sort is offensive and objection- 


‘able. I admit that it ought not to be resorted toif it can be avoided 


But what we had in mind was to provide a law which would have the 
And we thought we were justified in re- 
sorting to the most drastic measures for the purpose of effecting that 
end; and so we believed that if we suffered that provision to remain- 

I believe it is in the law as it now stands—we would have the benefit 


of the co-operation of labor societies and those who are interested in 


preventing the fraudulent importation of the class of labor which we 


| designed to keep out. 


that the law has been rendered in a great measure nugatory because of | 


the compromises that have been made by the officers of the Govern- 


ment after judgments had been obtained, and to prevent that is the 
object of this amendment. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be considered as pending ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
on Labor went seriously to work to devise some measure by which the 
defects in the law as it now stands should be remedied and the evils 
which prevail in consequence of them should be suppressed, and, not 
satisfied with our own judgment in this matter, we invited before us 


The Chair hears none. 


Is there objection that the amendment | 


| law as it stands. 
I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee | 


Mr. KERR, oflowa. I think the gentleman is 
that the provision is in the law now. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not assert that it is; that suggestion was 
made to me by the gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNER]: per- 
haps lam wrong about that. But if it is not in theexisting law, then 
we have taken a step which will be a decided improvement upon the 
I do not see how any evil can result from the pro 
vision, because if the law is not violated, then, as a matter of course, 
a suit instituted against the owners of a vessel could not be main 
tained, and if it is violated we ought to stimulate persons to aid us in 
detecting the violation. That is the purpose of this provision. 

This is by no means unusual legislation. I undertake to say there 


mistaken i Lying 


the Solicitor of the Treasury, Judge Hepburn, who is a very accom- } is not a State of this Union which has not upon its statate-books laws 
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containing similar provisions; that is to say, laws providing that the 
informer against persons whocommit certain offenses shall derivesome 
pecuniary benetit if he succeeds in bringing about a conviction. 

As to the use of the word ** knowingly,’’ to which allusion has been 
made, I do not know that it is necessary for me to add anything to what 
I have already said during the eolloguy on that subject between the 
gentleman from Illinois[Mr. Payson] and myself. But lestsome gen- 
iieman may not have heard what I then said, I will now state that 
whea we had this bill up for consideration in the Committee on Labor, 
I myself suggested, as gentlemen of the committee will remember, that 
perhaps the omission of the word ‘“‘ knowingly’’ might make the 
measure too severe, since there might be cases where the owners of ves- 
sels would, with entire innocence, import labor into this country in vio- 
lation of this law, and that it would be a hardship to treat them as if 
they were intentional violators of the law. 

But the Solicitor of the Treasury, Judge Hepburn, suggested that 
experience under the law as it now stands had made it perfectly de- 
monstrable that unless the word ‘‘ knowingly ’’ should be stricken out 
it would be utterly impossible to obtain a conviction in any case. And 
gentlemen can see the reason of this. How would it be possible for 
the United States in a proceeding against the owner or captain of a 
Liverpool vessel to prove that when he took upon his ship in Liver- 
pool alieus to be brought to this country he knew at the time that they 
had made a contract to labor when they reached here? 

The effect of retaining this word would be to put upon the United 
States the necessity of proving that which in the very nature of the 
case it would be utterly impossible for the Government to establish. 
Hence the Solicitor of the Treasury assured us that unless this word 
were stricken out we might as well not pass the law at all. After a 
great deal of conference on the subject, and much hesitation on my 
part, I finally reached the conclusion that he was right and that this 
word must be stricken out or serious harm would result. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Could an alien coming to this country, under 
contract to labor here, institute a suit of this kind against the owner 
of the vessel that brought him and collect the penalty of $500? 

Mr. CATCHINGS, It is possible he could. 

Mr, LEHLBACH. I would suggest that perhaps improper advan- 
tage might be taken of such a provision by many people. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘The provision tends tosecure us what we want— 
information in regard to these contracts; we want to pay a premium 
for such information. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The bill expressly provides that the alien him- 
self may institute snch a suit. The language is: 

And in addition to the above penalties, any person, including the alien party 
to said contract, may institute a suit in the proper cireuit court of the United 
States, etc. 

This provision was put in for the very reason that we thought we 
might thus obtain the benetit of the assistance of the alien in securing 
the conviction of the guilty party. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. An alien who has made a contract of this kind 
may take passage in a vessel for this country, but the owners of the 
vessel] may have absolutely ne means of finding out that the alien is 
thus under contract; and he may come here merely for the pu of 
making this $500. Would the gentleman consider it just under such 
circumstances that the steam-ship company should be convicted? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, I was about to allude to a case of that 
sort. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. It eccars to me that to prevent injustice in a 
case of that kind the word ‘‘ knowingly ’’ would be very proper. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I was about to make a suggestion which I think 
would meet the case put by the gentleman as well as others. The Solic- 
itor of the Treasury assures us that if the captain or owner of a vessel 
was in iact innocent, if he had not intentionally violated this law, there 
would be no danger that punishment would be inflicted upon him. He 
said that in the first place the prosecution of cases of this kind is largely 
discretionary with the officers of the Government, and if it should come 
to the knowledge of the Government that the party was innocent in 
fact, although guilty under the letter of the law, no prosecution would 
be begun, or if the prosecution should have gone on to conviction the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the Department of Justice would have 
abundant power to waive the penalty. So that no harm would result. 

My friend from Ilinois [Mr. Payson] was disposed rather to pooh- 
pooh this suggestion; but if he will go to the Department of Justice 
he will find the record not of one, but of ten thousand cases under the 
revenue laws (which dispenses with the necessity on the part of the 
Government of proving intentional guilt) where parties who have inno- 
cently violated the law have had the penalties and even the costs of the 
proceeding remitted. The object of the Government is simply to lay 
its strong hand on the guilty; and whenever it is brought to the knowl- 
edge of the Department of Justice that a party proceeded against has 
not intentionally violated the law, it has always responded promptly 
to the dictates of justice and equity; and I do net believe that any 
man who was not intentionally guilty of a violation of the revenue 
laws has ever been punished for such violation. 

I know that [ have myself defended many persons charged with 
violating the revenue laws (under which, as I have said, it is not nec- 
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essary to establish intent as a ground of conviction because of the great 
difficulty of establishing it) and after their conviction and sometimes 
before upon obtaining the indorsement of the judge of the court and 
the district attorney, I have never had the slightest difficulty, upon 
application to the Department of Justice, in obtaining a remission of 
the fines and penalties. Hence, while it does seem that a man 
should be even subject to proseeution unless he is an intentional vio- 
lator of the law, I do not think any practical hardship will result 
from the provision in the form in which the committee report it. 

My friend from New York [Mr. FarquHAk] suggests to me that the 
records of the Department show almost numberless compromises and 
discontinuances of prosecutions by the Government; and every lawyer 
knows that such is the fact. I think, Mr. Speaker, we had better pass 
this bill as it has been reported. It is quite possible, of course, that 
the bill is not perfect. It would not be a human work if it had not 
some imperfection; but.it represents the best labor of an earnest com- 
mittee and of the officers of the Department. Our object has been to 
secure an effectual law for the prohibition of the importation of alien 
labor under contract. 

I believe the bill as we have reported it will come as near the ac- 
complishment of that purpose as any law which can be devised; and 
while some of the amendments which have been suggested might not 
perhaps prove harmful, I think it would be wise for the House to take 
the bill as reported and pass it. 

Mr. SHIVELY. This is a drastic measure intended to reach and 
smash the whole business of contract pauper-labor importation. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman from Mississippi will allow me, I 
desire to call his attention to a provision in section 4, and to ask him 
whether he does not think there ought te be an amendment made there. 
The section provides: 


That it shall not be lawful for any person, persons, or corporation to encour- 
ageany alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan to migrate from any foreign coun- 
iryto the United States, by pr promise of employment, through advertisement or 
otherwise, and any su who shall thus be encouraged to .im to 
the United States, or who shall bea party to a contract prohibited by section 1 
of this act, shall not be permitted to remain, but shall be returned to the port 


from whence he sailed. 

Ought not some limitation of time to be specified? Otherwise, a 
man’s right to remain here might be attacked by somebody after he had 
been here for twenty years. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In answer to my friend from Illinois I call his 
attention to the fact that the amendatory act of October 19, 1888, is not 
repealed by the provisions of this bill. We have been careful to pro- 
vide that only laws or parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of 
the bill shall be repealed; and under the act of October 19, 1888, there 
is a limitation of one year provided, 

Mr.PAYSON. It occurred to me there ought to be some limitation. 
I am not familiar with the legislation on this subject. 

a CATCHINGS. Thesuggestion of the gentleman is a very proper 


a SWENEY. Will the gentleman from Mississippi permit 1 me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. SWENEY. - It is quovidied at the end of section 5 that— 


Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prohibit any individual from 
assisting, by donations of money, any member of his family, or an — 
to migrate from an pene country to th the United States for the pu 
curing citizenship in the United States. 

Now, I wish to inquire what effect this provision would have in the 
case of female immigrants who, as we knew, do not obtain naturaliza- 
tion here? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. [donot think it would have any effectin such 
cases at all. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There are no female contract laborers at any 
rate. 

Mr. SWENEY. I desire to suggest an amendment striking out the 
words ‘‘ for the purpose of securing citizenship in the United States.’’ 
This would leave no question as to the right of female immigrants. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not think the provision would operate to 
prohibit the immigration of females. The word “citizenship ’’ is used 
in the broad sense as implying permanent residence. 

Mr.SWENEY. A man eoming to this country is not a citizen until 
he obtains his naturalization papers, which we know is not done by 
females coming here from abroad. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not recognize the objection of the gentle- 
man as sound, but I think there would be no objection to 

an amendment in that part of the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me sa Se ae Towa that 
the existing law, of which this contains the 
‘* for the purpose of settlement in the United States.” This uses 
the words, “for the purpose of securing citizenship in the United 
States, 

In the case of Hungarians, Italians, and others, many of them have 
come to this country without ever intending to become citizens at all, 
though they did come here for the purpose of settlement. The lan- 
guage of this bill was made specific so as to require these people, if they 
eome here, to take steps for becoming citizens. By this proviso we un- 
deriake to shut out the shifting hordes of contznet labor. 
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Mr.SWENEY. Bat you permit the assistance of relatives in the case 
of these who come here for the purpose of securing citizenship. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. We do not wish to prevent servant 
girls here from using their wages to bring over their parents or other 
relatives. 

Mr.SWENEY. This provision would permit them to assist in bring- 
ing over their fathers or brothers, if they came with the intention of 
becoming citizens, but would it not put a difficulty in the way of their 
giving such assistance to female relatives ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I suggest to the gentleman that the word 
‘‘ citizenship '’ in this bill is used in the same sense as the word *“‘sct- 
tlement’’ is used in the present law. But the bill has been rewritten 
since it was originally prepared, and I think the word ‘‘ citizenship”’ 
was intended by the committee to be synonymous with the word ‘‘set- 
tlement.” What we mean by the éerm there is, of course, permanent | 
residence. 

Mr. SWENEY. I unerstoed the gentleman to say that the words 
‘*pnermanent settlement’’ had been stricken ont and the words ‘‘se- 
curing citizenship”’ inserted. But the case would arise, as | have sug- 
gested, when a person might come for purposes of permanent settle- | 
ment without intending to become a citizen. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think the suggestion is a very good one. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly it is not intended that this should ex- 
clude those who desire to become permanent residents. 

Mr. SWENEY. But the gentleman referred a little while ago tothe 
Italians and Hungarians who did not intend to become permanent cit- | 
izens. 

Now, I would suggest that we might strike out the word ‘‘citizen-* 
ship’’ and put in the words ‘‘ permanent residence’’ there, so as to 
make it read ‘‘securing permanent residence in the United States.’’ 
That, I think, would cover the point. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If the committee has no objection, | think it 
would improve the bill to make that modification. 

Mr. PAYSON. But if thegentleman will permit me, the expression | 
of the bill, ‘‘ securing citizenship in the United States,’’ would embrace | 
women as well as men. They can be naturalized, and are being nat- 
uralized, just as well as men every day. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Undoubtedly, but I think that the amendment 
suggested would be rather an improvement than otherwise to the bill, 
and for my part I have no objection to it whatever. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the provision of section 5 of this bill as reported from the com- 
mittee, which it seems to me may be amended so as to very much 
strengthen and improve the bill. This section recognizes that there 
are cases where it is proper to introduce into the United States the | 
skilled labor secured by contract in other countries. It rears as {ol- | 
lows: 

Sec. 5. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to preventany citizen 
or subject of any foreign country temporarily residing in the United States, in 
any private or official capacity, from engaging, under contract or otherwise 
— not residents of the United States to act as private secretary or house- 

id domestics for such foreigner temporarily residing in the United States as 
aforesaid; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person, persons, 
or corporation from engaging, under contract or otherwise, skilled workmen 
in foreign countries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any new 
industry not at present established in the United States: Provided, Thatskilled 
labor for that purpose can not be obtained in the United States; nor shall. the 
provisions of this act apply to professional actors, artists, lecturers, regularly | 
ordained ministers of the gospel, learned professors for colleges and se11- 
naries, or professional singers; nor to persons employed strictly as household 
domestics or servants traveling in the United States with theiremployers: P 
vided also, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prohibit any 
dividual from assisting, by donations of money, any member of his family, or | 
any relative, to migrate from any foreign country to the United States for the | 
purpose of securing citizenship in the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Permit me tosay that these are 
the exact words of the present law. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that they are the exact words of the 
present law, and they recognize that where an industry exists in the 
United States and can only be successfully prosecuted by skilled labor, 
and there is no skilled labor in the United States whereby to prosecute 
it, it is proper that the labor should be introduced under contract. 

Now, I know of no reason why an industry here, whether it be a 


new industry or an old one, should be allowed to go to ruin by reason 


of the lack of skilled labor because that labor is not to be found in the 
United States, and because it is illegal to import it. 


Wherever skilled labor is necessary and the importation of skilled | 


labor will not interfere with the American workingman it ought to be 
lawful to introduce the skilled labor into the United States, and I pro- 
pose to offer to this section an amendment by adding— 


Or in or upon any industry recently established, where skilled labor toa suf 
ficient extent can not be obtained in the United States. 


I found among the records of the Treasury Department on yesterday 
evidence of this state of facts: The plate-glass industry is not a new 
industry in this country by any means, but itis arecent industry. It 
has grown to be one of the most important industries of Pennsylvania, 
and of the West. I find that the plate-glass manufacturers complain 
that they are unable to extend, or even to properly carry on, the present 
business by reasonof the lack of skilled labor in the United States, but | 
because their industry is not anew one the present law prevents the in- | 
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portation of that class of skilled labor which is necessary, and the Ameri 
can consumer sutiers, while the 


American laborer would not be hurt 
the American consumer could be served. If the clause I have intro 
cuced as an amendment be made a part of the bill, that difficulty 
will be avoided 


Furthermore, it is said that notwithstanding the provisions of the 


law as it now exists it is daily, hourly, and weekly in process of viola 
tion. It seems to me that one reason why it is being violated is be- 
cause under the provisions of the ex ting law the man who seeks to 
import skilled labor is himself made the judge of the ne sity of the 
importation. The man who desires to import skilled labor under con 
tract is the man who passes on the question as to whether the industr 

he has in view ts a new one; and he also passes on the other question 
whether or not the skilled labor for that purpose can be obtained in 


the United States. 

I submit that it is plainly a bad proposition to embody in any | 
islation a provision that a man shall be made the judge in his own case. 
The regulations for the enforcement of this law are to be under th 
control of the secretary ot the Treasury. He is the party who unde! 
the existing law deals with the facts of each particular case. The en 
forcement of the law is in the hands of the Attorney-General, Why 
not, then, constitute the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney 
General acourt to passupon the questions involved in each ease? Why 
not add to the bill a provision so that it will read 


Provided, That in either of such cases 


That is, in the case of the importation of skilled labor for a new 
dustry, or for an industry recently established where skilled labor ¢ 


not be obtained in the United States 


Provided, Tha® in either of such cases laborers may be im rted onls ' i 
with the consent and approval of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorne 
General upon cause shown t »>thet LListacti« wd on such termsasto wa 

d otherwise as shall be by them prescribed 


Mr. FARQUHAR {re there two amendmrnt 
Mr. DALZELL. No, one amendment. 
Mr. FARQUHAR One amendment in two forms? 


Mr. DALZELL. No, I have been explaining that it accomplishes 


two things in my judgement. I will read my amendment in conne 
tion with the bill. I read from the bill 
Nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person, persons. o 
yration from engaging, under contract « otherwise, skilled wor 1en tn f 
eign countries to pertor Lo n the United States i or upo y new i 
stry not at present established in the I 1 


And I would add: 


nd for the prosecution of i i sk ed workn 


ican not be obtained i 

United States, or in or upon any ind tly established where skilled 
bor to a sufficient extent can not be obtained in the United States: Provide 
That im either of such cases laborers may be imported ouly by and with t 
consent and approval of the S@rretary of the Treas ithe Attorney-Genera 
ot the United States, upon canse wn to their satisfaction, and upon 
terms as to wages and otherwise as shall by them be prescribed 

Now, to test the execution of the law in this shape, suppose, for in 


stance, an applicatior 


leave to import skilled labor under contract in either one of these tw 


1 were made to the Secretary of the Treasury fo: 





wo 








cases. The Secretary of the Treasury would hear the applicant, take his 
evidence, and then he wou 1 for the other parties interested in the 
enforcement and execution of this law, to wit, the parties representing 
labor in the district, and then, upon the whole case thus made up, the 
Attorney-General would deliver his judgment as to whether or not the 
| ease fell within the provisions of the law. And it seems tome tha 
the adoption of a process of this kind, which takes away from the p 
seeking to import the power to be himself, in the first instance 
judge of the necessity for the importation, ws yuld secure a rigid ; 
honest enforcement of the law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentle in permit a question 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIY ER. Has there been any fight in the riass re on 
Pennsylvania about the importation of contract labor for thezgla 
works? 

Mr. DALZELL. There was a suitinstituted against « Lin manu- 
facturers for the importation of foreign laborers. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Upon what ground did the labor organizations of 

| Pennsylvania base their complaint against this importation of contra 
labor ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Upon the ground that there was no necessity 
it, and that they were taking the places oi iaboring mie in this cou! 
try; in other words, that the importation did not fall within the pro- 
visions of the law, which only permitted the importation df skilled 
labor when skilled labor conld not be found in this country. 

Mr. DOLLIVER Wh that the glass business in Pennsylvania 
oucht not to be left to a t the immigration of men skilled in that 
business, the same as other employments, without previous contracts? 

Mr. DALZELL. vi nswer the gentleman that it is a long way 
between Western Penns inia and Belgium, and that it is not to | 
presumed that the men would come simply upon a bare chance of get- 


ting employment. 
Mr. WADE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mi 
{ Mr. DL1ss |. 
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Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, I believe this bill is astep in the right di- 
rection. Living, as I do, inaState which is uear the borders of Canada, 
I have had some occasion to see the necessity for the enforcement of this 
law. A great many men who come from Canada are employed to work 
in the woods of Michigan, and it is commonly reported that agents are 
often sent into Canada who make contracts with men and bring them 
into the forests of Michigan. I can not say that that is positively 
true, but 1 believe it has been done. I know I have seen in Canadian 
papers advertisements quoting rates of wages that were said to be paid 
in the woods, which were far in excess of the rates of wages in Canada. 

The effect of those advertisements would be to induce men to come 
over to seek employment at the larger rate of wages offered. In some 
cases when they got into the woods they would find that the rate of 
wages advertised was not being paid. But being there, being a long 
way from home, they would hire out at what they could get, and by so 
doing they would crowd-out the men who live there and have their 
homes and families there. The effect of this evil has been felt in many 
parts of the State. 

So, I say, this bill is a step in the right direction. I believe it will 
be a remedy for a state of things that is encouraged by some corpora- 
tions, not only in Michigan, but all along the border from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific, in the mines, in the woods, and on the railroads. I be- 
lieve we should do everything we can to elevate and advance the inter- 
ests of labor. The intention of our tariff laws is to increase the wages 
of labor and to protect our own citizens against the competition of for- 
eigners. In some instances our tariff laws have not been efficient in 


that direction, but I think this bill will mitigate many of the evils, 


which come from the competition of cheap labor. 

It has been said in reference to the amendments to this bill that the 
committee were unanimous as to all the sections of the bill. 

I wish to say that two or three of us were not present when one of 
the sections of the bill was considered. I was not present when the 
provision was incorporated in the bill that half of the tees should go to 
the informer. I was present when the rest of the bill was under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill and the act it amends deserve of Congress 
its closest analysis and consideration. The Committee on Labor have 


~ bestowed upon this subject much time and attention, and from the 


great mass of measures presented upon this subject have evolved the 
measure under consideration, which in the main is thought to represent 
the best and most practical methods fora solution of this much-vexed, 
but important, subject. 

Mr. Speaker, I apprehend, that those who oppose this bill will claim 
to see in it an abridgment of the liberal and inviting policy towards 
all nations to come to our shores. But upon the subject, as well asall 
others, American statesmantship must keep abreast with the demands 
of the hour. With the march of time hate come changes in our na- 
tional conditions, and in no respect is there a greater demand for halt 
oe called than upon the policy of indiscriminate immigration to our 
lands. 

We have merited the opprobrium of being termed the dumping ground 
for the refuse of all nations, and dearly have we paid for it. We have 
been deluged with the world’s criminals and paupers, until to-day we 
are in danger of settling upon a policy which may be found in the 
other extreme. Toa proper solution of this question Congress must 
wisely and patriotically direct its attention. 

Two motives prompt men tocometoour land. One isa laudable desire 
to better life’s condition and to become apartof thecitizenshipot this 
Republic. The otheristoseek new fieldsin which to practice the crimi- 
nal arts and inhabit almshouses and too frequently insane asylums. 
To encourage and foster the former and discourage and suppress the 
latter should be the supreme effort of thisCongress, One of the former 
class landing at Castle Garden, young or in middle life, with all his 
goods in a cotton handkerchief, is worth $1,000 tothe Republic. Every 
child born to such a parent on American soil isan American. It im- 
bibes the spirit of liberty and has no attachment for the land of its 
fathers. From such as these come many of our best citizens. And while 
this class is valuable in all that goes to make us greater and better, so is 
every one of the latter class the moment he touches our shores an in- 
cumbrance of $1,000 upon the property of our people. He enters upon 
a career of crime, and with court, prison, almshouse, and asylum ex- 
penses incident to his existence, only impoverishes and poisons our na- 
tional life. Mr. Speaker, is proof deraanded to support this proposi- 
tion? My answer is found in the statistics of my country. They teem 
with Gightfal data fully supporting my assertion. Leaving out of 
the question all moral and religious considerations, which outweigh 
all others, from a purely financial and commercial standpoint our duty 
lies in the course indicated by the bill, 

Our tree of liberty should no longer shelter the pauper criminal ele- 
nrent from the Old World. Our gates should not be shut against any 
one with professed intentions of citizenship. While we no longer bave 
any frontier, while our Territories are nearly all changed into thickly 
populated States; while we are nearly 65,000,000 population, we still 
have room for the well disposed, but none for the pauper criminal. 

Mr, Speaker, while this measure is the culmination of the doctrine 
of protection and meets a demand in the Republican platform of 1888, 
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yet it is also so eminently patriotic that no member of this House will, 
I trust, seriously oppose it. Who will say that were it possible to 
eliminate from the laboring classes the pauper criminal class from 
Europe that American labor would not at once rise 50 per cent. in 
the scale of mental and moral development ? 

Who will say that America needs the alien element that is to-day 
crowding the well-inclined citizen laborer from the mine, the forge, 
the mill, and the shop? Who will say that the tendency of this meas- 
ure is not for the protection of the better class we now have, and which 
may come? 

This bill is presented as an improvement upon the present laws, and 
intended to correct some of the abuses under those laws. Our tariff 
laws are designed primarily for the protection of labor in this country 
against the cheaper labor of foreign countries, but those laws have been 
directly evaded and their effect lost by the practice of certain employ- 
ers of importing labor under contract to work for stipulated wages 
based upon the price of labor in the country from which they are ex- 

rted. 

This practice rendered the tariff laws valueless as affording any pro- 
tection to labor, and Congress very wisely undertook to remedy this 
abuse. The administration of these laws has developed certain weak- 
nesses which this bill undertakes to remedy, and makes it very danger- 
ous for any person to engage in the business of importing contract 
labor. The Government should not allow the standard of wages main- 
tained in the United States to be lowered by the competition of foreign 
cheap labor brought within our borders. We gladly welcome all labor 
that will enter into honest competition, but shut our doors stoutly 
against the intruder who would lower our standard of living. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not close without reminding the House that, in 
my judgment, this billis the enemy of anarchists and so-called social- 
ists; that the legitimate fruit of this and kindred legislation is the 
greatest possible prevention of those acts of bloodshed which during 
the last decade have blackened our annals. 

Mr. Speaker, even-handed justice, froma social, moral, and financial 
standpoint, asks the passage of this bill. The enemies of free institu- 
tions will scoff and sneer, but the honest and well disposed will applaud. 

There can be no doubt in which direction our duty lies. 

Mr. CARUTH. I ask unanimous consent to address the House for 
five minutes. 

Mr. WADE. I yield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to know if there is any rule of the 
House giving the chairman of the committee entire control of the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chairman of the committee has 
time vet remaining in his own right which he has not consumed, and 
the Chair, of course, recognizes him. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WADE] has yielded to me three minutes, and I ‘‘ wade ’’ in. 

I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to make any remarks about this bill, 
but I do desire to say that if the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Nrz- 
DRINGHAUS] construed my remarks made here upon the 17th of May, 
which he seems apparently to have just discovered, as an attack upon 
the German race he is very much mistaken. They have no more de- 
voted, no more ardent admirer for their thrift, their progress, and their 
industry than I, 

When I made the speech upon the 17th of May it was in order to 
defend that race from a wanton attack made upon it by the gentleman 
from Missouri. He laid down a proposition that we were paying too 
much for foreign Tabor, and I agree with him only to the extent that 
we are paying $5,000 to the gentleman from Missouri. [Laughter. ] 
Now, he says he wanted to prove how true that was, because he says 
he can not tell to what race I belong. If his eyes and his sen3es are so 
defective that he can not tell ‘“‘ white’’ from ‘* black,’’ then he has no 
business to oceupy a seat in the American Congress. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. But this is following out the same princi- 
ple, you know. 
Mr. CARUTH. Now, I wanted to make a speech on that day in 
respect to a discussion which was going on about putting a tax upon 
granite, and this gentleman advertises before all the world that he is 
engaged in the manufacture of imitation granite. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. That is a misstatement. 
Mr. CARUTH. Now, I want to advertise my protest against the 
gentleman advertising his wares betore the American Congress. I have 
here this document, which the gentleman says he prepared himself. It 
is his autobiography, and in it he states the business im which he is 
engaged, and he tells the American people furthermore that he was 
the only Representative of sufficient popularity in the city of St. Louis 
to win an election. Now, this is not-—— 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
ired. 


consent to _ two minutes. 
Mr. a E. I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TURNER]. 
Mr. CARUTH. I desire to have two minates more. 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. I simply desire tosay a few words—— 


Mr. CARUTH. Oh, give me two minutes more. I ask unanimous 
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Mr. CARUTH. I asked unanimous consent to proceed for two 
minutes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will put the question. The 
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Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman having charge of the bill 


| yields to me for the purpose of offering an amendment, which he agrees 


gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous consent to proceed for two | 


minutes. Is there objection? 
Mr. WADE. Would that come out of the time’ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would. 
Mr. WADE. Then I object. 


to accept. 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore rhe gentleman can not do that. The 


| rule of the House has fixed a time when the previous question shall 
| be ordered, and that time has arrived. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a | 


few words in opposition to the proposition of the distinguished gentle- 


man from I}linois [Mr. Payson], for whom I have the profoundest re- | 


spect, and who asks to strike out the so-called moiety clause in this | 


matter of the fine. I would suggest to him that there has never been 
an abuse of the moiety clause complained of, and I believe no informant 
has obtained one single dollar of it. The object is simply this: Here 
are a number of foreign workmen brought to an establishment, and it 
is believed that they are under contract. 

Now, the only persons in interest to any inquiry of that kind would 
naturally be the competing workmen, and they might fail to prosecut 
or give information as to such a violation of the law unless prompted 
by the possible collection of something for themselves as a result of such 
successful prosecution. I am informed that the amount provided 
in the last Congress for investigation into and prosecutions for violation 
of this law stands upon the books, and the thirty or fifty thousand dol- 
lars has not been paid out. 


Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman is in error as to the moiety proposi- | 


tion being in the law of 1885. I stated that on the floor before, but I 
sent for the law since then, have examined it, and the gentleman is 
misinformed. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, That was my information. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam not doubting the sincerity of the gentleman, 
but his statement is erroneous. 


probably the reason why it has proved nugatory and of no effect. 
Why, in this way you make every man who is employed by a corpora- 


| ete. Also strike out the word ‘‘to,”’ 


Mr. QUINN. ILask unanimous consent to present an amendment 
which the chairman of the committee having the bill in charge con 
sents to accept. lask*to present my amendment and have it consid 
ered as pending 

The SPEAKER pro l¢ mpore. Is there objection to the re juest of the 
gentleman from New York ? 

Several MEMBERS. What is the amendment 

Mr. QUINN. I willread it. I propose to amend by striking out 
the word ‘‘ imported,*’ in line 28, section 6, and inserting these words 
‘forin the event of such master of the vessel not being within the 
jurisdiction of the Government of the United States, then the company 
owning, or the agent acting as such on behalf of said owners, shall,’ 
in line 30, of the same section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as pending. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SWENEY. I ask unanimous consent tosubmit the amendment 
that I proposed a few moments ago, which was, to strike out the words 
‘securing citizenship,’’ in line 23 of section 5, and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘ permanent residence.’’ 

Mr. WADE. I object. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the amendment 


| of the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. DALZELL ]}. 


The amendment offered by Mr. DALZELL was again read. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


| to amend by inserting the words ‘‘ process, or,’’ in line 11 of section 5, 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. If it was not in that law that is | 


sothat where it now reads ‘“‘in or upon any new indastry’’ it shall 


| read ‘‘ process or industry.’’ 


tion, or any other institution using and employing labor where re- | 
cently landed immigrants might make their appearance, a detective to | 


see to it that this law shall not be violated, and you thus throw around 
every other employer a cordon of detectives who shall look into and 
investigate this matter and prevent a violation of this law. 


The SPEAKER pro tempnre. The time of the gentleman has ex- | 


ired. 
: Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman think that is a good policy ? 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. I do. 
Mr. PAYSON. To create a detective force in every working estab- 
lishment ? 
Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, we have been told by the gentleman 


Mr. WADE. I object. Reserve that until the pending amendment 
is disposed of. 

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. WADE] withdraws his objection to my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then it may be considered as pending. 

The amendment of Mr. DALZELL was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the amendment 


| offered by the gentleman trom Illinois [Mr. PAYsoN ], which will be read. 


from Michigan that this law, as it now exists, has not been enforced. | 
It was for the purpose of enforcing the law and for the purpose of pre- | 
venting the importation of contract labor that this bill was introduced | 
and perfected. I want to say to the members of the House that the | 


Solicitor of the Treasury drew this bill. He drew it on thorough 
knowledge of the conditions surrounding the Treasury Department in 
the enforcement of the law, and has asked this House to pass this bill 
to enable him to carry out the provisions of existing law. 

Mr. McKINLEY. With the experience he has obtained in the en- 
forcement of the law. 

Mr. WADE. And he appeared before the committee and gave it 
the benefit of his experience as to the enforcement of the old law, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio. It seems to me the worst 
policy possible on the part of members of the House to ingraft on this 
bill amendments that the Solicitor of the Treasury has asked us not to 
put in the bill. Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has 
put in an amendment that the master of the ship shall not ‘“‘know- 
ingly”’ bring these people here. That very provision is the one that 
the Solicitor of the ‘Treasury asked to have eliminated from the old bill. 

A MEMBER. Why? 

Mr. WADE. Because the law could not be enforced with it in. 
Now do members of this House, in obedience to the sentiments of the 
people of this country, want this contract labor prevented from coming 
into the country? If they do, they ought to give the officers of this 

jovernment just such a lawas we have proposed, and any amendments 
that may be ingrafted upon this bill will be ingrafted upon it in op- 
position to the desire of the Solicitor of the Treasury. I hope, there- 
fore, the House will vote down every amendment that has been pro- 
posed to the bill, and will take it just as it has been written by the 
Solicitor of the Treasury and caretully considered by the Committee 
on Labor. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Will the gentleman permit one question? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Do you want the bill to remain in sucha 
condition that the Government officers can compromise and ‘‘adjust’’ 
these fines after they have been recovered, as has been done in the past ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 4 o’clock having arrived, 
the previous question is ordered; and the question is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL}. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 23, section 2, strike out the following words One-half of the jude 
ment obtained, when collected, shall be paid to the party instituting the suit 
and the other half shall be paid to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be disposed 
of according to law.’ 

The question was taken on the amendment; and there were—ayes 
50, noes 51. 

Mr, PAYSON. I demand tellers 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker jo lempore appointed Mr. PAy- 
son and Mr. WADE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, noes 40, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is upon the second amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], which will 


| be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 1, of section 3, after the word “shall insert the word ‘‘ knowingly, 
and add at the end of the section, ‘‘and the fact of such bringing or landing 
shall be prima facie evidence of such knowledge. 


The question was taken; and there were—ayes 53, noes 35. 

Mr. WADE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. WADE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, only seven members voting in fayo) 
thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SrewArtT], which will be read, 

The Clerk read the amendment. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore, TheClerk will now read the next amend- 
ment, which was offered by the gentleman from New York [ Mr, QuINN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “imported,” in line 28, of section 6, insert the words “ or inthe 
event of such master of the vessel not being within the jurisdiction of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, then the company owning, or the agents acting 
as such on behalf of said owners. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let that portion of the bill be read as it will stand 
with the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It shall be the duty of the master of the vessel on which such person was im- 
ported, or in the event of such master of the vessel not being within the juris 
diction of the Government of the United States, then the company owning or 
the agents acting as such on behalf of said owners, at the demand of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury or other proper officer, to detain said person on board said 


vessel and transport said person to the country from whence he came at the 
expense of said vessel. 
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Mr, BU CHAN AN, of New Jersey. Whatever may be the merit of 
the gentleznan’s proposition, I suggest that in its amet form it does 
not harmonize with the language of the section as reported, and there- 
fore should not be adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bate. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next question is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SWENEY], which will 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in the last line of section 5 the words “securing citizenship" and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ permanent residence ; " so as to read: ‘to mi- 


grate from auy foreign country to the United States for the purpose of perma- 
nent residence in the United States."’ 


The amendment is not subject to de- 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair would like the attention of 

the gentleman from Michigan |Mr.CuipMAN]. The Chair understood 

him to offer his amendment merely for information, not for the pur- 
of being considered. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Well, I would be very glad to have it voted upon, 
It is true I may be almost ‘‘solitary and alone’’ in my advocacy of 
the proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent that the amendment which he proposed, and which was read, may 
be cohsidered. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on ordering the 
bill as amended to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pas-ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONVICT LABOR ON GOVERNMENT WORKS. 


Mr. WADE. On behalf of the Committee on Labor, I call up the 
bill which I send to the desk. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


A bil! (HH. R. 3928) to prevent the employment of convict labor 7 the construc- 
tion or repair of any building, house, or structure belonging to the 
United States, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Amerion in Congress assembled, That no person who has been convicted of crime 
and sentenced to imprisonment in any prison, penitentiary, jail, or other 
or reformatory institution, shall be emplo _— or permitted to work or labor upon 
any building, house, or other structure t to or is constructed 
orre paired by the Government of the United States; and any o ror t 
of the United States, or any contractor with the Government of the United 
States, or any subcontractor under such contractor who may employ such con- 
viet labor upon any building, house, or other structure that belongs to or is be- 
ing constructed or repaired by the Government of the United States shall be 
deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof may be 
fined in a sum not exceeding $5,000, or imprisoned in the penitent for nat 
more than two years, or such person upon conviction may be both fined and im- 
prisoned, in the discretion of the court before whom the party may be tried. 


Mr. WADE. [I call for a vote on the question of ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to hear some explanation of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. WADE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3928) to pre- 
vent the employment of convict labor upon the on or repair of any 


constructio 
building, house, or other structure belonging to the United States, submit the 
following report: 

Your committee believe thatall work done on Government buildings should 
be done by the honest labor of the country. We recommend the passage of the 
bill with an amendment, inserting in line 6, after the word “labor,” the words 
*“ during his term of service.’ 


i BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, I understand this bill is open to 
bate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. It occurs to me this is a very extraordinary 
bill. It goes beyond any former legislation in reference to the em- 
ployment of convict labor. Is it ress where a man has been con- 
victed of an offense and afterward his innecence is ascertained and he 
is pardoned, that he shall be outlawed during the remainder of his life 
so far as concerns employment by the Government ip any business by 
which he might earn a livelihood ? That is one illustration of what 
I understand to be the scope and effect of the bill. How will it be 
with the thousands of persons who, after committing some offense 
and being placed in prison, have under religious instruction and prison 
discipline reformed, leading afterward honest lives? Are they to be 
oatiawed by the Government of the United Statesfrom public employ- 
ment so long as they live? 

Mr. CONNELL. Has the gentleman read the bill? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I heard it read. 


Mr. CONNELL. Is the gentleman aware that its provisions are 
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limited so as to apply only during the term of service of persons con- 
victed of crime? i 

Mr. BUCKALEW. During their term of service they are shut up 
in prison, and they could not be employed at any rate. 

A MempBer. That is not so in all the States. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. From the reading of the bill I understood it to 
prohibit the employment of convicts after their release from prison. 

Mr. CONNELL. No, sir; it does not applyin that way. It relates 
entirely to the labor of convicts during their term of imprisonment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would be glad if the gentleman would point 
out any such limitation. The bill does not read in that way. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. The bill as read from the Clerk’s desk did not 
contain any such limitation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read an amendment 
which has been reported by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ labor,” in line 6, insert ‘during his term of service;"’ 80 as to 


“That no person who has been convicted of crime and sentenced to im- 
prisonment in any prison, penitentiary, jail, or other penal or reformatory in- 
stitution, shall be employed or permit to work or labor during his term of 
service upon any building, house, or other structure that belongs to or is being 
constructed or repaired by the Government of the United States.” 

Mr. BUCKALEW. That amendment was not read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the amendment reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Of course I was speaking of the bill in the form 
in which it was read. 

Mr. CONNELL That, however, is an amendment reported by the 
committee, and appears in the printed bill. 

Mr. HAYES. Why are the words ‘‘ term of service’’ used instead 
of ‘‘term of imprisonment? ”’ 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I have but one furtherremark, Mr. Speaker, to 
make. By this amendment the whole character of the bill is changed. 
I understand if the bill is amended as the committee now propose, it 
will apply only to the term of actual service. Now, it must appear to 
most men, I think, when they come to scan the provisions of the bill, 
that it will be almost ridiculous to send it out, being so limited, in 
fact, that it will have but little effect throughout the country. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would'suggest, if the gentleman will permit 
me, that the word ‘“‘service’’ be changed to ‘‘ imprisonment.’’ 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Undoubtedly that would be a better word. 
Then the bill is so insignificant in its results that it is scarcely worth 
while to spend time considering it. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 

by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “service and insert “imprisonment.” 


The amendment was adopted. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRODUCTS OF CONVICT LABOR. 


Mr. WADE. I now call up on behalf of the committee the bill (H. 
R. 3286) to prevent the product of convict labor from being furnished 
to or for the use of any Department of the Government, and to prevent 
the product of convict labor from being used upon public buil 
other public works. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it shall be un- 
lawful for any agent or officer of the United States Government to p 


or, if under his control, to ee the purchas > of supplies of aaah ion 
to be furnished to or for the use oe ay Have of the Wahaa tties ot 


other Government Departmen: use am any of the Indian tri’ or 
any of the Departments, or a to —— sed fn ee ee 
orcompletion of publ or other pu a said. su len ot 


ts that 
labor whatsoever, or the product thereof, shall be used by or fur- 
the Government, or employed or used upon any 
or man of any of the ar- 
ticles, os to be furnished therefor. 
breach of any of said conditions by any eee 
shall l authorize ¢ and work a forfeiture of the contract, and shall constitute a 
rar, bar aguinst any claim or action against the United States for 
the recovery of any sum or sums under said contract; and it shall be the duty 
of the officer such contract, upon being advised any contractor 
has ie torunsef analteontenet to declare the same forfeited. 


EAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment and 
third of the bill. 
Mr. . Let as have the report read. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Why, that is the report we heard read on the other 
bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Was not this report read a few moments ago? 

Mr. EVANS. It is the same report exactly. [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that he 
is reading the correct report, and will continue the reading. 

The report (by Mr. WADE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3286) to pre- 
vent the product of convict labor from being furnished to or for the use of any 
Department of the Government, and to prevent the product of convict labor 
from being used upon public buildings or other works, submit the following 
report ; 

Wedo not believe that this Government can afford to save a fewdollars in the 
cost of its supplies by forcing competition between its free and honest citizens 
and the inmates of the prisons of the country. The mechanics and laboring 
men of the country pay their full proportion of the expenses of the Government, 
and their labor is as mach entitled to the protection of the Government against 
the prison labor of this country as against the cheaper labor of foreign countries, 
and therefore recommend that the bill pass. 


During the reading of the report— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do we have the same report on both bills ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The same report was read by 
mistake on the other bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I thought it sounded familiar. 

Mr. McCRKEARY. If thisis the correct report on this bill—— 

Mr. CRISP. I would suggest that the report on the other bill be 
read on this one. [ Laughter. | . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair regrets that gentlemen were 
not so observant when the other report was read. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. As we have had this report read once, if we 
have the other report read on this bill, we can understand both. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the reading 
of the report. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report as above. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman from Missouri any 
other bills from the Committee on Labor ? 

Mr. WADE. That concludes the reports from the Committee on 
Labor at present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


that the Senate had passed with amendments a concurrent resolution | 


of the House to print the report of the Commissioner of Education for 
1888 and 1889, asked aconference with the House thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN conferees 
on the part of the Senate. ’ 

The message also announced that the Senate agreed to the report of 


the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint res- | 


olution (8. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of Oklahoma 
to relieve destitution therein. 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed the fol- | 


lowing resolution; in which concurrence was requested : 


Resolved by the a House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed of the report of the American Historical Association for the year end- 
ing December 31, 1889, 4,500 extra copies, of which 1,009 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 
— use of the Smithsonian Institution and the American Historical Associ 
a o 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed without | 


amendment bills of the following titles: . 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone; and 

A bill (H. R, 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
(S. 4158) for a public building at Sheboygan, Wis.; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 


PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to submit a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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| any purpose. 


} 
} 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S, 3918) in regard to collisions at sea, | 


having met, after a full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
to the second section of said bill, a to the same with the following 
SS namely, amend section 2 to read as follows: 

“Sze. every master or person in charge of a United States vessel who 
fails, without reasonable cause, to render such assistance, or give such informa- 
tion as aforesaid, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and sha]! be liable 
toa of $1,000, or imprisonment for aterm not exceeding two Years; and 
for above sum the vessel shall be liable and may be seized and proceeded 
werk process in any district court in the United States by any person, one- 
half of s d sum to be payable to the informer and the other half to the United 


And with the following additional section: 


\ihe 





| . . 
be inserted in the law. 


| actions had created a class of informers who were 


| according to our experience; because if we again restore this 
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“ Sec. 3. That this act will take effect at a time to be fixed by the President 
by proclamation issued for that purpose.’ 
And the House agree to the same 


N. DINGLEY, Jr., 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 
WM. M. SPRINGER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. P. FRYE 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
\. P. GORMAN, 
roers f f the 


M u the pa 


Mr. HOLMAN. Letthestatement accompanying 
The SPEAKER pro tempor The statemer 
The statement was read, as follows: 


ying this report be read. 
t will be read 


Statement of the House managers in the conference on 3. SOLS n 
gard to collisions at sea 
The House agrees to section 2 of the bill relating to penalties as it passed t 


Senate, with an amendment providing that the act shall take effect at 
be fixed by the President by proclamation for that purpose 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not agree to that report 
The House has just expressed itself again against the system of in 
formers, and has decided-against the renewal in our legislation of the 
old system of qui tam actions. We abandoned that twenty years ago 
with great unanimity. It is asystem that ought not to be twlerated 
in a Government like this, and I hope the report will be rejected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire simply to say, in response to the gentleman 
from Indiana, that while in ordinary cases within the limits of this 
country where evidence can be reached it might seem entirely appro- 


| priate that that should be the case, yet it should be borne in mind that 


the only evidence in case of a collision at sea—when the master of a 
vessel runs away and leaves the vessel with which he came in collision 
with the crew and passengers to perish—the only evidence of bis crim 
inality in such case must be obtained from some person on board the 
vessel, some member of the crew. And when a member of the crew 
would be liable to lose his place if he gave any evidence relating to 
the case, it seemed to all the conferees desirable that in this particula: 
instance a part of this $1,000 penalty—and it can not exceed $500 in 
any case—should go to the man who comes forward and gives the evi 
dence of such serious criminality as this. 

The crew alone can possibly know the facts; the man who furnishes 
information is liable to discharge, and will probably be discharged and 
lose his wages, and so be left helpless unless he shall have this part of 
the penalty. Therefore all the members of the conference, both on the 
part of the House and the Senate, were unanimous, after a discussion 
of the matter, in the view that this was a peculiar case in which the 
principle of allowing half of the penalty to go to the informer should 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, butasingleword. My friend is per- 
fectly aware of the fact that the same argument is the one which built 
up this system originally in this country. The same argument would 
apply in favor of the proposition contained in the bill which we just 
disposed of; in regard to the importation of foreigners. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; because the evidence would be obtainable in 
other ways. The crew of the vessel would not be the only witnesses 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the facts displayed to the House over twenty 
years ago in regard to the system showed that this class of qui ‘tan 
making money by 
their own dishonor and shame, and the fact adduced at that time in- 
duced the House and the Senate to unite in abolishing the entire sys- 
tem, and until very recently no attempt has been mace to revive it for 
And while the argument of my friend from Maine [ M: 
DINGLEY ] is a plausible argument, such as has always been presented 
in favor of informers and of qui fam actions, yet it is not a sound one, 
system o 
giving half to the informer, it will gradually creep back into our leg 
islation in regard to our internal-revenue laws and our tariff taxation 

Mr. DINGLEY. But a single suggestion and I will submit the 
matter to the House. It was the unanimous opinion of the conferes 
that an offense like this, committed upon the sea, where no person 
could be a witness except the members of the crew, who were liable to 
be discharged if they gave any information; the 
was such, in view of the fact that a thousand lives might be imper- 
iled by such an act as this, that it was a case which absolutely de 
manded that halfof the penalty should go to the informer. Theamount 
is not large, only $500 in any event, and it seems to be necessary 
order to give assurance to the seaman who comes forward and furnishe 
the evidence to convict of this serious offense, that if he loses his pla 
he will still be whole. Therefore, it was the unanimous op 
the conferees that the seaman would not run the risk of losing his em- 
ployment by furnishing the evidence necessary to convict of an offense 
of this serious character, which is an offense against 
simply against our own 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will not be adopted in its pres 
ent form, as it will be establishing a precedent in favor of a system 
which was abandoned nearly a quarter of acentury ago. I would like 
to make a further suggestion to my friend from Maine. He says that 
the conferees on the part of the House and of the Senate both « 
curred in restoring that provision to the bill after it had been stricken 
out inthe House. I admit that the vote was not a very { 


jTInal one, 


enormity of th 


oltlense 


ion ol 


mankind, and not 


' 
people, 
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out in the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman from Indiana will remember 
that the action was pro forma, with the consent of the committee, in 
order that the matter might be thoroughly investigated, and was with- 
out any discussion at all. No judgment was pronounced by the House 
_ upon the matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope there will be a further opportunity given 
to consider this subject and that this report will not be adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam sure that if the gentleman from Indiana will 
investigate the matter as it has been investigated by the conferees he 
will see the absolute necessity, in this peculiar case, of doing just what 
is proposed in this bill. 

I ask for a vote. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the conference report; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 37. 

So the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence réport was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STATE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8, 3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State of North Da- 
kota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural College, as a site for 
that institution, section 36,township 140, range 49 west, situate in the county 
of Casas, in said State. 


Re it enacted, etc., That the consent of the United States is hereby given to the 
State of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural Col- 
lege, as a site for that institution, section 96, township 140, range 49 west, situ- 
ate in the county of Cass, in said State, being a portion of the lands granted to 
said State for the purposes of common schools. 

The committee recommend to add to the section the words: 


But no indemnity shall be allowed for this section. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believethat bill comes from the Public Land Com- 

mittee. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, 

with a unanimous report. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. As I understand the purpose of this bill it is 

to grant for the site of an agricuitural college certain lands that would 

be used for school lands, 

Mr. PAYSON. That is all there is of it. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 

cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 

was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House adjourn. [After a pause. ] 

1 withhold the motion until the gentleman from Missouri presents his 
uest for unanimous consent, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask you to hold it for some time. 

here that I desire ‘to have 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the motion to ad- 

journ? 

: Mr. HOLMAN, Ido. 

ST. CHARLES COLLEGE, ST. CHARLES, MO. 


Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
(H. R. 5501) for the relief of St. Charles College, St. Charles, Mo., re- 
ported by the Committee on Claims, may be recommitted to that com- 
mittee. 

The motion to recommit was agreed to. 


CAPT, CHARLES B,. STIVERS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to take up for 
immediate consideration the joint resolution (H. Res, 39) declaring the 
retirement of Capt. Charles B, Stivers, of the United States Army, 
valid, and that he is entitled as such officer to his pay. 

The resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to have some explanation of the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The resolution was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military ‘Affairs, and its is desired by the War De- 
partment. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OsBorNE] who 
made the report is more familiar with the facts than I am. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, this officer is now on the retired-list. 


He served during the war, and in 1864 was put upon the retired-list; 


It comes from the Public Land Committee 


Thave a bill 
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It was rather pro forma, yet it is a fact that the provision was stricken but before that time he was summarily dismissed by order of the Sec- 





retary of War 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WiLLIAMS, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
that until I get this resolution through. 

The SPEAKER. All these proceedings are by unanimous consent, 
and when any gentleman says he demands the regular order that fin- 
ishes proceedings which are going on by sufferance. The gentleman 
from Indiama moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. If the gentleman from Indiana will 
withhold that motion I will move that when the House adjourn to- 
day it be to meeton Tuesday next, in order that we may thus honor 
Labor Day. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have legislative day. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. The gentleman from Indiana with- 
draws his motion for that pu 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Indiana can not withdraw 
his motion in favor of another gentleman. If he withdraws his mo- 
tion then it is for the Chair to determine who shall be recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would withdraw the motion if the gentleman's 
motion could be put. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair desires 
to lay before the House a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone; 

A bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River, at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri 
River between the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, 
Missouri; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of 
Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TAYyLor, of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of the death 
of his brother. 

To Mr. BOWDEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. RoBERTSON, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

The motion of Mr. HOLMAN was then agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Monday, September 1, at 12 o’clock m. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 4158) fora public building at Sheboygan, Wis.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
— from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

pea ey the Senate (the House of prontodiese se conmuwtah, That there be 

Bees of the report of the American Association for the year ending 

mber 31, 1889, 4,500 extra copies, of hick, ; ,000 copies shall be for the use 

of the fenate, 000 fe sy the use of the House of f Representatives, and 1,500 for the 








use of the Smi Institution and the American Historical Association ; 
to the Committee on Printing. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: 


Resolved, That on Wednesday, the 4th day of September, immediately after 
the morning hour has on sail R, 5958 be taken up for consideration, and 


that the ee, uestion 1 be considered as ordered in one hour and a 
half after i eration is saree, one Ge ne other business shall be in 
order until said bill is disposed of: Provided, however, That the consideration of 


this bill is not tointerfere with conference reports or ‘appropriation bills ; 
to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and d of as follows: 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3843) to provide for the es- 
faliahiment of a port of delivery at Rock Island, Ill., accompanied by 
(No, 3031)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


of t U 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 


4 


& 


1890. 





ported favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 2749) for the relief of John F. Alsup. 
3032. ) 

A bill (H. R. 
3038. ) 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 206) regulating 
leases of coal landsin the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory, reported, as 
a substitute therefor, a joint resolution (H. Res. 219) regulating leases 
of coal lands in the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory; which was read 
twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3034), referred to the House 
Calendar. 


(Report No. 


2743) for the relief of John Sullivan. (Report No. 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY. Septem ber 1, 1590. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not feel at liberty to go on 
with business with only eight Senators present, and I suggest that there 
isno quorum. Eight are too few. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The Senator from Vermont suggest- 


Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, to | to their names: 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10756) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 
2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of 
said first-mentioned act, and to provide for a settlement of claims grow- 
ing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of the 
railroads, and to secure to the United States payment of all indebted- 
ness of certain of the companies therein mentioned, in behalf of the 
minority of said committee, submitted their views in writing thereon; 
which were ordered to be printed as Part 2 of Report No. 2329—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10507) for the relief of the Portland 
Company, accompanied by a report (No. 3036)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, on the bill (H. R. 
11802) to repeal the law entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company, of Nicaragua,’’ approved February 20, 1889. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule X XT, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11902) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William W. Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 11903) granting a pension to Jona- 
than Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11904) to correct the military rec- | 


ord of William Myers, and pay him $376.36—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 11905) for the relief of Arthur Hutch- 


Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H.R. 11906) for the relief of Jacob P. 
Stroope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11907) for the relief of Asa Townsend 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 11908) for the relief of the estate 
of Rigobert Donato, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11909) for the relief of Victor Lastrapes, of St. 
Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11910) for the relief of the estate of Charles Le- | 


melle, d , late of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11912) for removal of 
charge of desertion from Anderson Malone—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 


By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 11913) granting a pension to Anna | 


| jects to debate while the call of the Senate is pending. 


A. Tallman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition for a bill granting an increase of pension 
to William W. Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of Arthur Hutcheson, praying that his 
claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Isaac Pack, asking for a pension— 


to Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. QUINN: Resolutions of Grant Post, Grand Army of the Re- 


— relative to the removal of the remains of General Grant—to the 
mmittee on the Library. 


to the | 


| have been sent to us by the House of Representatives. 


j 
| 
j 
j 


| 


i 


ing the absence of a quorum, the roll of the Senate will be called by 
the Secretary. 
The Secretary called the roll: and the following Senators answered 
Aldrich, Dawes Hoar, Stockbridge 
Allen, Dixon, Ingalls, Vance, 
Berry, Edmunds Mitchel! Walthal 
Casey, Hale, Ransom 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, 
Cullom, Harris Sawyer, 
The PRESIDENT pro Twenty one Senators hhve re- 


sponded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance 
of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The mergeant-at Arms, being fur- 
nished with a list of absent Senators, will execute the order of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BATE, Mr. BLAIR, Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. Coke, Mr. Dotru, Mr. 
Evarts, Mr. FrYr, Mr. Gipson, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. MCMILLAN, 
Mr. McPHerson, Mr. Moopy, Mr. MorGAn, Mr. PLATT, Mr. PLUMB, 
Mr. TELLER, Mr. VEST, and Mr. VoorHEES entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

Mr. BLAIR (at 10 o’elock and 27 minutes a. m.). 
to adjourn be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would be in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is Labor Day, universally observed as a holiday 
throughout the country, and in behalf of those who are expected ta 
work only from eight to ten hours, when we work from sixteen to twenty, 
I think it is due from the Senate of the United States that it do honor 
to this occasion by adjourning. So I move that the Senate do now ad 
journ. 

Mr. HOAR. 
efit of labor. 
the motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senate will take up the labor bills that have 
been sent us by the House of Representatives, I shall be glad to acqui 


Would a motion 


Let us honor our Labor Day by legislation for the ben- 
| hope the Senator from New Hampshire will withdraw 


a7 | esce in the Senator’s suggestion. 
eson, administrator of the estate of John Carleton, deceased—to the | 


Mr. HARRIS, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to spend the day in legislation which will 
raise the wages of every laborer in this country. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the motion debatable ? 

Mr. PAppock and Mr, STEWART entered the Chamber, and an 
to their names. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will give the Senator in charge of the tariff bill 
notice that as soon as a quorum is present I shall ask unanimeus con 
sent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the labor bills which 


wered 


This is Labor 
Day, and there is a universal desire to do something for labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is debate in order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


It is by unanimous consent rhe 


: | Chai lerstands the Senator fr New Hampshi 0 withdraw th 
Seer te 00d) es GiGi Tanter | te ationn near to withdraw tl 


motion to adjourn. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
morning. 
Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand the Senator 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator ft 


I object to any further buncombe speeches this 


om Rhode Island ob 
Mr. BLAIR. I suppose it is to be understood perhaps that the rep 
resentatives of monopoly might object 
Mr. ALDRICH. I object to debate. 


Mr. BLAIR. But I shall hope that the Senator would certainly 
agree that we proceed to consider the labor bills. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 1 the President of the Senate to enforce the 


rules of the 


The PRESIDENT ; po Che Chair wiil request the Senator 
from New Han »ob the rules of the Senate and abstain 
from debate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. Su . entered the Chamber, and an 


swered to their names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 10 o’clock and 37 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-three Senators have answered to their names. A quorum being 
present, if there be no objection, further proceeding under the call 
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will be dispensed with and the Journal of the proceedings of Satur- 
day will be read by the Secretary. 
The Journal of Satarday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present thirty separate petitions signed by citi- 
zens of Ohio residing in different parts of the State, praying for the pas- 
sage of what is known as the ‘“‘pure-lard’’ bill, being House bill 283, 
and the ** pure-food’’ bill, House bill 8648,new pending in theSenate. I 
move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of A. V.Cox and 48 other 
citizens of the Fourth Congressional district ot Ohio, praying for the 
passage of legislation to prevent gambling in farm products; which 


was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I present a petition of the New Mexico Woman’s 


Christian Temperance Union, praying for the passage of the land-court 
bill. As the subject is already before the Senate on a report, I move 
that the petition lie on the table. 

Themnotion was agreed to, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (L. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. McCreery, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
submitted a report to accompany the bill (8. 4310) to authorize the 
Washington and Cumberland Railroad Company to extend its road into 
the District of Columbia, heretofore reported by him. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SAWYER introdneed a bill (S. 4365) to enable the Postmaster- 
General to test the practicability of extending the free-delivery system 
to oilices of the fourth class and other offices; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4366) providing an income tax; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

RECIPROCAL TRADE RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I introduce an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to the tariff bill, which I ask to have read, printed, and lie on 
the table until the proper time to offer it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read. 

The amendment was read, ordered to be printed, and lie on the table, 
as follows: 

Sec. —. That whenever it shall be certified to the President of the United 
States that the Government of the Dominion of Canada shall, by law or regula- 
tion, admit free of duty into all its ports coal mined in the United States, he 
shall make proclamation of that fact, and thereafter while such law or regula- 
tion is in force coal mined in the Dominion of Cana 1 be admitted free of 
duty into all the ports of the United States. And whenever it shall be duly 
certified to the President of the United States that the Government of the Do- 
minion of Canada has declared a desire toenter into such commercial arrange- 
ments with the United States as will result in the comp’ or partial removal 
of duties upon trade between Canada and the United a appoint 
three commissioners to meet those who may be ee ten tend, the 
Government of Canada, to consider the best method of extendi trade re- 
lations between C anada and the United States, and to ensnstetin & on what terms 
greater freedom of intercourse between the two countries can best be secured, 
and said commissioners shall report to the President, who ‘shall lay the report 
before Congress. And the necessary expenses of the commissioners appointed 
by the President, including their compensation at the rate of $10 a day each for 
the time necessarily employed in said duty, shall be paid out of the appropria- 
tion for the collection of the customs revenue. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (8S. 3918) in regard to col- 
lisions at sea. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State of North 
Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural College, as 
a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, range 49 west. situ- 
ate in the county of Cass, in said State, with an amendment in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H, R, 3286) to prevent the product of convict labor from be- 
ing furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Government, 
and to prevent the product of convict labor from being used upon pub- 
lic buildings and other works ; 

A bill (H. R. 3928) to prevent the employment of convict labor 
upon the construction or repair of any building, house, or other struct- 
ure belonging to the United States ; and 
A bill (H. R. 9632) to amend “ An act to prohibit the importation 
and of foreigners and aliens under contract or 


Columbia, 


agreement to 
perform labor in the United States, the Territories, and the District of 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Khode Island moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill being taken up, I ask that it be informally 
laid aside, as this is the morning hour and the bill is properly not in 
order until 12 0’clock, that I may request unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed to consider the House bill for the adj ustment of accounts of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

That bill has been before both Houses of Congress for many sessions. 
It was passed in the last Congress through the Senate and has been re- 
ported favorably by the Senate committee and is now on the Calendar 
of the present Congress. The bill has been passed in the House of 
Representatives, it isnow lying upon the table, and I ask that the Sen- 
ate proceed to its consideration. It is brief, and I think will consume 
scareely any time and not lead to debate. I ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island to give way until I can ask for its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside toenable him to call up the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for 
the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics aris- 
ing under the eight-hour tw. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unless there can be unanimous consent that it 
shall be disposed ot without debate, I shall feel compelled, by the 
arrangement under which we are acting, to interpose an objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Therecan not be unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. That consent can not be had. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. Shall the bill 
be placed on the Calendar or lie on the table ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand that there was objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I objected, because both the Senator from Vermont 
and the Senator from Tennessee said that the bill could not be.dis- 

sed of without debate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator from Nebraska proceeds I should 
like to say that in the amendment submitted from Committee on 
Finance on the 28th ultimo there was a mistake in copying, and the 
word ‘‘unjust,’’ in the thirteenth line,should have been ‘‘ unreasona- 
ble.’’ I ask that the modification be made, and that the amendment 
be reprinted as corrected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator send the print 2 
the desk so that the modification may be made in the order to 

Mr. McPHERSON. I did not hear the Senator from Rhode a. 
Can it not be read from the desk ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Wecan not hear the Senator here. 

The PRESIDENT pro ae. The Senator from Rhode Island pro- 
poses to correct an error in the print of an amendment previously sub- 
mitted by him to be considered hereafter, and he asks that it may be 

as corrected. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is only the change of one word. 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, what became of the eight-hour bill, 


The bill is before the Senate as in 


which was asked to be taken up? 
The PRESIDENT pro Nothing came of it. 
Mr. PLATT. Then it lies on the table? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It still lies on the table, where it 
was placed at the request of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BiLatR], a similar bill having been reported from the Committee on 
Education and Labor of the Senate and b on the Senate Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. Something was said about fe bill going on the Cal- 


endar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair inquired whether the bill 
should go on the Calendar or be laid on the table and received no re- 


sponse. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand the inquiry of the Chair. I de- 
sire the bill to lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will lie on the table. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of 


tatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to on Education 
and Labor: 


A bill (H. R. ee eee ene eee een Be 


ing furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Gcvernment, 
a prevent os of eee labor from being used upon pub- 
lic 


A bill R. 3928) to prevent the em of convict labor upon 


the construction or repair of any building, house, or other structure 
belonging to the United States; and 
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and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 
perform labor in the | nited States, its Territories, and the District of 
Colambia.’’ : 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The bill (H. R, 11120) providing for 
the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mecha 1i¢s aris- 
ing under the eight-hour law, which on the 30th ultimo was ordered to 
lie on the tabie at the request of the Senator from New Iampshire | Mr. 
Buatinl. if there be no objection, will be taken from the table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor 

NORTH DAKOTA SCHOOL LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendm 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3031) giving the consent 
of the United States to the State of North Dakota to appropriate for the 
use of the State Agricultural College, as a site for that institution, sec- 
tion 36, township 140, range 49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in 
said State, which was. in line 7, after the word ** to insert *‘ but 
no indemnity shall be allowed for this section. 

Mr. PIERCE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


echoo!,”’ 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3202) ex- 
tending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit and district courts to 
the Great Lakes and their connecting waters. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 3839) for the protection of the lives of miners in the Territories, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

THE REVENUE BILL, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill 9416 will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. In paragraph 373, on page 88, line 22, after th 
words “‘shall be,’’ the Finance Committee propose to strike out the 
word ‘“‘twice’’ and insert ‘‘two and one-half times;’’ 
the paragraph read: 

873. On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, worsted 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 
30 cents per pound, the daty per pound shall be twoand one-half times the duty 


imposed by this acton a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in ad 
dition thereto, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, since the commencement of this 
somewhat protracted debate on the tariff, 1 have consumed compara- 


The pending amendment to Hous 


so as to make 


tively little of the time of the Senate, and I desire now tosubmit some | 


remarks of a general character upon the pending bill. 

Mr. President, the great power and influence of the Republican party 
as a factor in the politics and the civilization of our country, and its 
brilliant achievements in defense of the Union against, rebellion, in 
the re-establishment of our free institutions upon the enduring found 
tions of liberty and justice and in theadvancement of our material in- 
terests, are due chiefly to the fact that from its birth it has possessed 
through its membership, the best average intelligence, courage, mo 
and conscience of the country. 

A further explanation of its inherent strength, and its ability to live 
and endure in the midst of contentions more formidable than eve: 
beset a political party in this or any other country, is found in the 
fact that, as an organization, it has always been tolerant of differences 


of opinion, and the public expression thereof, by its membership. This | 


is notably true as to all economic questions,and conspicuously so as to 
the tariff. 


only by compromises between the powerful free-soil elements of the | 


old Democratic and Whig parties, the former of which would never 
consent to anything in the way of tariff impositions beyond what was 


absolutely necessary to produce the revenues required for the support | 


of the Government, while the latter could be satisfied with nothing 
short of the most ample protection, through high-tarift duties, for the 
maintenance of home manufactures. 


It is a well known fact of history that when these elements came | 
together and organized the Republican party, with the determination | 


of placing a barrier against the further encroachments of the slave 
power, they agreed to bury their differences and relegate all ques- 
tions relating to tariff policies and measures to the future. So it hap- 
pened that the tariff never appeared asa distinctive issue between ex- 
isting political parties in this country until after the war for the Union 
had had a successful issue and the great questions arising out of that 
struggle were mainly settled. 

The tarift of 1862, known as the war tariff, wa. generally accepted 
at the time of its enactment as a necessity arising from a state of wat 
which had demoralized the currency, the exchanges, the commerce, 
and the industriesof the country. Very soon after the commencement 


of that great struggle the sources of supply became wholly inadequate 


to meet the enormous demand suddenly and unexpectedly created and 


which rapidly increased with each month as the war progressed. ‘This | 


resulted in a vast increase of the facilities of production in every field 
of industry. 
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A bill (2. R. 9632) to amend ‘‘An act to prohibit the importation | At length the war was at an end and the 


Indeed, the organization of the party was made possible | 






























































inprecedented demand created 
| by it was withdrawn. Then it was discovered that not only had ti 
| facilities of production increased immeasurably beyond the requir 
| ments of the country in a time of peace, but far beyond what would 
have been necessary even if the war had continued I a large 
surplus of many kinds production vi ulated, t passed 
over to the greatly reduced demand resulting u the return peace 
| It was not, therefore, thought to be wis yin com} 
| tition from other countr through tariff 1 til th hard 
| conditions should be materially changed or alt rv 
it req ulred the best talent, the greatest ) ' i t most un- 
yielding patriotism on the part of Republican Ad t 
| duct the Government th: zh that stormy post lum period, to lead 
the country out of the demoralization and res 
| greatest war of modern times, and to bring order out of the chaos into 
| which the finances, t! irrency, and the business of the country had 
| drifted. And here were written some of the very brightest pages of th: 
great history of the Republican party. But I can not turn aside now 
to present them. 
i After the re-establishment of our depreciated currency at ¢ parity 


ind the general 
which rapidly 


with gold through the operation of the resumption act, 
readjustment of our Commercial and industrial interest 
followed that great result, a revision of the tariff | looking to a re- 
| duction of the war imposis came more and more to be considered the 
imperative duty of Congress. Much has since been accomplished on 
this line, but a great deal yet remains to be done. The Republican 
party cheerfully assumes the responsibility of completing this impor 
tant work. And while there are differences of opinion in the part 
to the details of the required adjustment, there is no dissent from 
declarations heretofore placed by the party in its convention platfor: 


that in all revisions of the tariff due consideration must 1 to 
the principle of protection 
There is no contention within the party as to t lefinition of th 
principle. It is understood by all to mean such protection, through 
| tariff duties, as will enable the home manufacturer to successfully main 


tain his industry and pay the higher prices for labor universally 
ing in this country, as against the foreign manufacturer and the sta 





vation wages almost universally paid abroad But the belief is very 
generally entertained in the greatagricultural non-manufacturing Stat 
of the farther West that the constituents of some of our associates 
this body, engaged in manufactures in the East, upon an appl 
cation of this principle for the protection of their industries libe: 
enough to insure to themselves excessive profits upon their product 
at the expense of the agricultural class of the country. 

Mr. President, I should be glad to be able to follow the majority of 
the committee in all of the changes and all of the indorsements made 
by them of the paragraphs which they have unchanged in tl 
| ling bill. 1 very much regret that I have not “mu my way cle 
to do so as to all the schedules of the measure. i appreciate | illy the 
arduous and conscientious labors performed by them. I concede cheer- 


fully that they have endeavored to faithfully perform their duty tothe 
And I have heard, with much regret. 


country as they have seen it. 
| insinuations indulged in by some that threats or bargains or cajolery 
have been permitted to influence their action against the right, even as 
the right was apparent to themselves. 

It is true, Mr. President, that most of the members of 
mittee, who were specially charged with the duty and the responsibility 
of perfecting, reporting, and conducting the consideration in the Senate 
of this bill, are from States heavily interested in manufacturing. T1 
homes of its members are within the very shadows of great and pro 
| perous industrial institations which have been built up by high pr 
tective tariffs. The owners, and all who are maintained by these in 
| dustries, are of their immediate constituencies. 
| Inthe prosecution of their work, now, as always heretofore, the 
| have been constantly subjected to the insistence of these men that they 
| must have tariff adjustments which will surely relieve them from all 
| anxiety and apprehension on account of foreign competition, and that 
| their lines shall thus be made easy and comfortable, regardless of the 
| 
' 


it com 


effect of such adjustments upon the consumers. The arguments and 
the testimony presented to the committee have come almost entirely 
from the representatives of these interes The consumer has not pe 
sonally presented himself to them 


All the influences of home interests and local demand have be 
| brought to bear upon their judgment. And they are, from the pe 
oval standpoint, perhaps, to becommended rather than condemned, 


while they are endeavoring to uphold the protective principle, to the 
uaintenance of which the Republican party is irrevocably pledged, 
hey strive to conserve the int ts of the manufacturers, who are 
ir immediate constitue . Indeed, it would not be at all stranye 
if these able and patriotic Senators should find it difficult to look upon 
the solution of this vexed question as do the equally loyal and true 
Republicans of the West, who are compelled to consider it mainly 
| from the standpoint of the non-manufacturing consumer. 
And,.Mr. President, lam ready to admit that upon this, as upon 
| all questions directly and seriously affecting the interests of Western 
| constituencies in common with all others, the human nature of their 
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representatives here is such, that, unselfish as they always mean to be, 
they can not refrain from resolving all doubts in favor of their own people 
as to the share of the benefits to accrue to all, or the sacrifices to be made 
by all, through the adoption of a new policy or the maintenance of an 
old one. 

The agricultural West, Mr. President, believes in a tariff for the dual 
object of revenue and protection. It has loyally maintained the pro- 
tective principle. It has sustained it on the broad ground that diver- 
sification of industry and the extension of the home market benefits 
the farmer as well as the mechanic and operative, It has recognized 
the fact that tho enormous revenue requirements of the Government, 
present and prospective, can most readily be met by indirect rather 
than by direct taxation. Year after yearits representatives have stood 
sturdily by the men of the East, repelling what they believed to be dan- 
gerous assaults upon the American system. 

A section least of all directly interested in these industries which 
are most highly protected, it has acquiesced in the retention of heavy 
duties, because assured that without them industries profiting by their 
imposition could not be built up to self-maintenance. The West has 
placed full faith in the promise that a gradual lowering of the tariff 
would be the inevitable result of the policy which it was supporting. 
It never dreamed of the possibility of the indefinite perpetuation of 
high protection. It favors now, as it always has, a tariff high enough 
to equalize the difference in labor-cost between American and foreign 
Wage-earners, but it insists that it must be low enough to prevent the 
destruction of home competition, and at the same time preserve at 
least the semblance of foreign competition. 

Certainly, Mr. President, admitting, as I readily do, that no section 
of our country fails to share in the benefits of a properly constructed 
protective tariff, I can truly and with propriety say that those who 
most directly profit from tariff imposts are, and naturally, less inclined 
to yield any portion of their share of those profits and benefits 
— are those more remote from the visible effects of tariff stimula- 

n. 

As I before stated, sir, the Republican party has been for many years 
the advocate and the conservator of the protective principle. In its 
national convention of 1888, particularly, it pledged itself to revise the 
irregularities ot the tariff, while maintaining the protective principle. 
With that pledge inscribed upon its banners, it went into battle and 
won. The Republicans of the great agricultural West stood firmly by 
this principle, as expounded by the party platform, placing full reliance 
upon the professions of their party respecting the same. They believed 
that the inequalities of the tariff should be removed, and they preferred 
that such removal. should: be made by the friends of honest and fair 
protection. 


--——————————__— ———————$—— a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 





SEPTEMBER 1, 





reasons which shall be specific and conclusive, not only respecting the 
need of a duty itself, but as to the amount of such duty. 

Mr. President, I must frankly say that while this bill was much im- 
proved by the committee in respect of reductions, it was, as reported, 
something of adisappointment. Perhaps some of us had expected too 
much. Ido not assume to have fathomed its intricacies, and I shal! 
not attempt a critical review in detail of its provisions. I have no 
doubt many reductions were made by the committee which were not 
acceptable to the manufacturers affected thereby. But I am very cer- 
tain that all who are favored most directly by the maintenance of high 
tariff duties, including even those who now complain of the reductions 
made, will be better satisfied with its enactment on the lines laid down 
by the committee than any other class. 

In matters directly aftecting industrial interests selfishness is un- 
doubtedly sometimes a more powerful motive than patriotism. I have 
no doubt the committee will readily accept this aphoristic conclusion 
after their hard struggle to make revision mean a reduction of tariff 
duties. 

Mr. President, while I believe in protection I must insist that the 
necessity for its application shall be indisputably shown; and in the 
consideration of this bill I have voted for lowering existing duties when 
I believed it could be safely done, resolving all doubts in favor of the 
consumer. I have as a rule voted against all increases excepting only 
those upon luxuries and those upon agricultural products, the latter 
upon the theory that while agriculture is the greatest of all industries 
it has less practical protection than most others, and is at this time 
the least remunerative of all. The list of the increases proposed for 
agricultural products is a very long and valuable one, and it is a pleas- 
ure to me to specially indorse so much of the bill as relates to that 
particular subject. 

But, Mr. President, in the case of industries altogether new, the 
building up of which is sure to increase the labor demand, strengthen 
the home market for the products of agriculture, materially aid the 
growth of business generally, and thus contribute to the general wel- 
fare, I am willing to go to the utmost limit of liberality in the appli- 
cation of the protective principle. But, sir, not only the practicability, 
usefulness, and a reasonable certainty of the success of such industry 
taust be demonstrated, but the fact that it can not be securely placed 
upon its feet and maintained fora reasonable period without protection 
against foreign competition must be conclusively shown before I can ac- 
cord it my support. As to such industries, however, I shall desire al- 
ways, when practicable, to give the required protection through the 
bounty system. 

For instance, the manufacture of sugar in this country from the 
sugar-beet has passed safely and surely beyond the experimental stage, 


They were not allured, sir, by the cry of a tariff for revenue only, | and the success of this industry, if the protection to which its great 


but they supported, as they believed, a policy which was to reform, 
and not to renew, to decrease taxes where practicable, not to increase 
burdens where possible. They naturally desired such a solution of 
this problem as would best conserve the interests of a section whose 
resources were almost exclusively agricultural. They desired a tarifi 
adjustment which would protect their home market and at the same 
time guard the interests of the wage-earner, but which would not op- 
erate to bulwark insolent aggregations of capital, using the necessities 
of the workingman as a shield for their own voracity. In short, the 
Western farmers have favored, and favor to-day, a tariff reform which 
does not look to tariff destruction; a readjustment only, and not the 
abolition of needed duties. They have understood revision to mean 
reductions where possible, and not increases in tariff imports. 

A life-long advocate of the protective tariff, Mr. President, believing, 
with all the strength of my convictions, that the maintenance of the 
protective principle with proper limitations is essential to continued 
national prosperity, Iam convinced that a demand is upon us for a 
lower range of duties generally, which must receive an early and favor- 
able response from Congress. Many of these duties, now believed to 
be too high, have long ago done the work which first justified their im- 
position. They have diversified industry; they have made possible the 
employment of thousands of mechanics, operatives, and laborers. They 
have reduced the prices of manufactured articles by bringing American 
competition to bear on what was formerly foreign monopoly. They 
have stimulated invention and brought labor-saving machinery into 
use to still further cheapen production. 

So long as a high tariff was needed to keep the wheelsof such indus- 
tries in motion it was uncomplainingly supported and properly defended. 
But the sentiment is growing and the belief is becoming fixed convic- 
tion in the West, as to some of these protected industries at least, that 
the decreased cost of production should now be met by a greater de- 
crease in duties than our manufacturing friends have yet been willing 
to accept. / 

The people of the West begin to think that if a number of the most 
rotected of these industries are ever to learn to stand alone their 
ands should soon be forcibly released from the skirts of high protec- 

tion, to which they so persistently cling. I would reduce the duties 
on the necessaries of life to the lowest point consistent with the main- 
tenance of our own industries snared te their production. I would 
demand specific reasons of general application for every impost— 


importance to the whole country entitles it shall be accorded by Con- 
gress, is already assured beyond a peradventure. It has been proposed 
to place sugar upon the free-list, or what will be incomparably better, to 
make treaty arrangements, if possible, with the sugar-producing countries 
of South America for reciprocal free exchange of sugar and some other 
of the produets of those countries for certain of the products of our 
own country. 

At the same time it is proposed to protect the beet and other sugar 
industries in this country against free imported sugars, whether from 
the southern part of this hemisphere or from the enormous surplus 
products of both the bounty and tariff protected sugar industries of 
Germany, France,and Austria-Hungary, by a reasonable bounty, tobe 
paid out of the general funds in the Treasury. I believe in free sugar 
so long as we may be compelled to depend on other countries for ou: 
supply. I believe, however, that we should secure it through some such 
plan of reciprocity as that indicated by Mr. Secretary Blaine and formu- 
lated by the Finance Committee. But whatever we may conclude to 
do about this, with a liberal bounty assured for fifteen years there wil! 
thereafter be no occasion whatever for the importation of a single pound 
of sugar into the United States. 

Indeed, Mr. President, I firmly believe that we will become long be- 
fore the date indicated a ees country, exactly as the coun- 
tries of Europe referred to, which started with nothing but tarift laws, 
almost prohibitive, liberal internal bounties, etc., have become in about 
the same period of time. 

I would treat the proposed tin-plate industry in thesameway. The 
permanent establishment of this t industry in our country would 
undoubtedly contribute enormously to the general welfare if it could 
be accomplished without increasing the cost to the millions of our poor 
people of the innumerable articles made from this product in use in 
the households of all the poor, as well as all the rich, throughout the 
whole country. 

I can not vote for the increase of duty proposed for the protection and 
establishment of this industry, however great its promise for the future, 
because I can not vote for any increase of tariff imports, however meri- 
torious, except such as I have before indicated, which I think will in- 
crease the cost of any article, commodity, or thing to the poor to whom 
it is a necessity. But I will cheerfully vote for a bounty to make up 
to the projectors of the tin-plate industry the amount of protection pro- 
posed by the committee through tariff increase. Through the increase 
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of the tariff as proposed by the committee I consider it a self-evident 
proposition that even under the limitations of the proposed increase 
there will be an increased cost to the consumer for everything manu- 
factured from tin-plate for tour or five years, at least, and this would 
mean an enormous sum in the aggregate to be gathered from the pockets 
of the poor. ? 

For, Mr. President, as the poor vastly outnumber the rich, and all 
must have jor their daily use articles made from this material, upon 
them would fall the larger proportion of this tax, and to this I can 
not consent. But under the bounty plan protection will be given by 
the use of moneys collected from internal-revenue taxes upon spiritu- 
ous, vinous, and malt liquors and other articles which are chiefly luxu- 
ries; and upon brandies, wines, silks, and the innumerable other luxuries, 
impvurted mainly for the use of therich. Indeed, if necessary, I would 
cheerfully vote for specific additional increases of taxation upon such 
articles and commodities as I have described to cover the requirements 
for bounties upon home-manufactured sugar, tin-plate, perhaps, under 
some circumstances, binding-twine, and, indeed, other new and deserv- 
ing industries. 

I feel certain, sir, it would be the part of wisdom and of justice to 
adopt this policy rather than to increase tariffs which will surely op- 
erate to increase the burdens of the people. 

Mr. President, I would rather vote to appropriate a hundred mill- 
ions of dollars, or more if it could be judiciously used, for the pro- 
tection of meritorious industries, the money to be provided for by in- 
creased taxation upon the luxuries mainly used by the rich, to be sup- 
plemented, if necessary, by a tax on the line indicated by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] upon the large surplus incomes of .the 
wealthy, than to vote one additional tariff increase. 

Mr. President, more than eleven years ago, in a speech on this floor, 
I had the honor to call the attention of the Senate to the subject of 
reciprocity with South America. I then urged that through such re- 
ciprocal trade relations new markets might be opened for our agricult- 
ural products, I expressed the opinion that sooner or later we must 
be permitted to pay for our importations from that quarter of the world 
with our own products, and I gave somewhat in extenso my reasons for 
such opinion. On behalf of the great interest of agriculture I besought 
Congress to give early and earnest consideration to the subject. I quote 
from my remarks delivered in this Chamber on the 9th of February, 
1879, as follows. I will send this to the desk and ask that it may be 
read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The extract will be read by the Chief 


Clerk. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In this connection, Mr. President, I am led to consider more fully the subject 
of markets to which I before incidentally referred. And in speaking of the 
importance of securing new markets and extending old ones, I shall discuss 
the proposition as one that embraces within its scope and is applicable to all 
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elasses and kinds of products, because wher we enter this field of inquiry we | 
at once dis: over that whatever will benefit permanently any or all! other inter- | 
ests will correspondingly advance the interests of agriculture, and on the other | 


hand, whatever will benefit agriculture will benefit all other interests, because 
all others in our country have their bases in and are dependent upon it. Im- 
proved methods of agriculture whereby increased protection of our growing 
crops, of our flocks and herds, may be secured, cheaper transportation, the per- 
manent maintenance of a sound curreney of uniform standard with the fixed 
money of commerce will enable us to extend our markets in Europe, but these 
alone will not securely open to us the markets of South America, Australia, 
etc, Some other things besides these are necessary. We must strengthen our 
merchant marine, and at the same time adopt a more liberal rule of reciprocity 
in trade with those countries. 

Through the generous support accorded to their mail steam-ship lines by the 
chief producing nations of Europe, as well as by a more favorable rule of re- 
ciprocation on their part, they have very nearly monopolized the trade of the 
South American countries, so that our commerce in that direction is of very 
little accountto us. Take the Empire of Brazil for illustration. From 1870to 
1875, both years inclusive, the exports of that prosperous country were of the 
value of $577,041,492. Of this large amount the United States purchased $274, 14,- 
500, nearly one-half of all herexports. During the same period Brazil! imported 
$471,570,859 in value of the products of other countries, of which we sent of our 
products $48,853,535, showing a balance against us from five years’ trade with 
that country alone of morethan $220,000,000, all of which had to be paid in gold. 

During the year 1877 our importations from Brazil were in round numbers 
$45,000,000, while our exports to them were in round numbers only $7,000,000. 
And it is a fact full of significance to the farmers of the West that the shipments 
of flour and other breadetuffe, and of the various products common to their 
farms, ted in value a larger sum than that of ali other exports to that 
country combined ; and another interesting fact in connection with this Brazil- 
ian trade is that of coffee alone, an article used by almost every man, woman, 
and child in this country; the ave annual importation from Brazil into the 
United States is about 000,000, If wecould pay for this im portation with our 
own products we should do exactly the thing we ought and must be permitted 
sooner orlatertodo. Our mailsfor Brazil have frequently been sent by steam- 
ships from New York to Liverpool and thence to Rio de Janeiro, because there 
was no other way to transmit them. Our products have often been shipped to 
Liverpool, there sold, and reshipped thence to the ports of Brazil. 

The United States mails, even when transmitted direct from our ports to Bra- 
zil, have almost always until quite recently gone in British steam-ships carry- 
ing the British Now if there is any possible remedy for this condition of 
things—whatever it may be and however strongly condemned by previously 
conceived ideas as to its efficacy—it should, by the consent of ali, be applied 
at once. I believe the exact remedy is to be found, first, in establishing the 
necessary lines of mail steam-ships between this country and Brazil, which in 
respect on copectty, speed, and elegance of construction shal! be superior to the 
ships of the British, French, and German lines, the service to be performed un- 

¥ contract requirements, with heavy foweitures for the violation thereof, so 
or pame certainty as to exact regularity of trips and of transmissions 


Next in order, but perhaps even more important than this, iscomplete rec- 
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iprocity of trade with Brazil, If sucha policy could be adopted we would 
very shortly turn the balance of trade against Brazil, instead of being compelled 
to make an annual payment, in gold, of $36,000,000 or more on account of the 
balances due her as the result of our commerce. There is, indeed, hardly an 
article which Brazil imports that we can notsomewhere in our country produce 
and successfully export to them, provided that the conditions of our trade and 
business intercourse with them are such as to enable us to compete with the 
other producing nations that now employ these very facilities to our practical 
exclusion from that commerce because we possess them not 

What is true of our trade with Brazil is in a greater or less degree true of that 
with the Argentine Republic, with Venezuela, with Chili,with Peru, Let us 
look for a moment at one illustration presented by the commerce of Chili 
Nearly everything produced by Chili for exportation is subjected to a heavy 
import duty by our Government; therefore, they ship mainly to the European 
markets, which are free tothem. Those markets are about as good to them as 
ours would be if our import duties were off, and so the Chilians save nearly or 
quite the whole amount of that tax, which thus operates almost as an actual 
prohibition of imports into the United States from that country; besides, the 
rates of freights are lower to those European countries for the reason that, 
making with them a free and equal exchange of their products, ships in that 
trade have both outgoing andincomingeargoes. Where thus loaded both ways 
much lower rates can be given than when the shipments are made only one 
way, as is often the case in our small trade with Chili. Moreover, the condi 
tion of the finances and the currency of Chili—they have an irredeemable cur 
rency, fiat money, there—are such that if we sell our products to them they 
must give us theirs in exchange therefor, and so it happened in a single year 
recently that England sold in that country fifty-five million yards of cotton 
cloth, while we sold but five million, although all Chiliadmitted that our goods 
were greatly superior to those manufactured in England and the nominal 
price of both wasthe same. But the difference in the cost of exchange ia their 
favor. from the causes indicated, operated to exclude ours and admit the poorer 
fabrics of England. 

‘The great colonies of Australia and New Zealand, in the South Pacific, lying 
in the very path of our commerce, which imported in 1865 $236,000,000 of foreign 
products—very largely of those classes and varieties which we produce in the 
greatest quantities and of superior excellence—took from us less than $4,000,000. 
Now, I myself was educated in the political school of Henry Clay, and while | 
yet think that in some cases and under some circumstances protection through 
high revenue tariffs may answer a good purpose, I am forced to believe that for 
the States that are exclusively agricultural it may be on the wholean injurious 
policy. Ispeak now only of and to those States. Undoubtedly we would be 
immensely benefited ifal! raw materials used by the skilled labor of the coun- 
try in the manufacture of articles absolutely necessary to the wardrobe of the 
farmer, the laboring man, and their families, and all articles of food—not luxu 
ries—could be admitted free of duty. This would give us almost entire recipro- 
cation with all the countries I have named; which, together with favorable 
postal communication with them, would very shortly secure for us very nearly 
a monopoly of that immense trade. 

On behalf ofthe great interest of agriculture particularly, for which I speak 
to-day, sir, l ask Congress to give to this subject early and earnest consideration, 


Mr. PADDOCK. What I then said, Mr. President, I now indorse; 
and I stand ready to vote for any well considered measure of reciprocal 
exchanges framed on the lines indicated by me eleven years ago. 

Mr. President, Western Republicans have always admitted the de 
sirability of an increased home market and the importance of giving to 
it liberal protection by the stimulus afforded manufacturing industries 
through the operation of a protective tariff. They have not, however, 
lost sight of the fact that the Wesf has in return furnished for the 
manufactures of these great industrial institutions the best market on 
earth. 

They remember that by its labor on the farm and in the field it has 
largély contributed to the success of the manufactories of the Eastand 
the building up of the manufacturer’s home market, by the cheapness 
of the raw material sent him and the wealth of the food products 
furnished him at prices so low as to be within the reach of every factory 
operative, mechanic, and laborer there employed. They have always 
desired that American labor should be the best and cheapest fed and 
the most contented of any on the face of the globe, as it doubtless is, 
but they have felt that the industry and thrift of the Western farmer, 
which were contributing so largely to this result by opening up vast 
agricultural areas in the farther West, should share with the manu- 
facturers at least a portion of the credit therefor, And while recog- 
nizing the natural interdependence and mutuality of interest between 
the strong and wealthy manufacturing sections of the East and the great 
agricultural region beyond the Mississippi, they have insisted that the 
balance of account was not against the latter, if properly stated, but 
altogether in its favor. 

In this connection I am reminded of a suggestion recently made by 
the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GORMAN ], that the West had received 
enormous beneficences through subsidies granted by Congress for the 
construction of its railroads. It may not haveoccurred to thatSenator 
that these subsidies went into the pockets of the capitalists of these 
very States of the East to which I have referred, who issued bonds, in 
many cases, in sufficient amount to construct these roads, and after 
wards issued large amounts of stock, which were so much clear profit 
from construction. It is true they transported the crops, the cattle, 
the hogs, and the sheep, and the products thereof from the vast agri- 
cultural empire of the West to supply those engaged in manufactures 
and other vocations in their own section with the cheapest and best 
food in all the world. But, sir, they have madetheir freight rates high 
enough to pay a good interest on the bonds sold for their construction, 
and large dividends in many cases on the stocks issued, and afterwards 
swelled in volume by liberal water baths, representing little, if any, act 
ual cashinvestment. In return for oursupplies carried by them to their 
home market they have brought back to us the goods, wares, etc., manu- 
factured there with cost greatly increased by high tariff protection. By 
this double back-action process, those who transport our products and 
return to us the productions of the manufacturers of the East never 
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fail to receive a large enough divide out of these transactions to insure 
a good, strong credit balance on their side of the ledger. 

But we have often to hold the bag with nothing in it, and never re- 
ceive it with our fair proportion within. Now I want to sound the 
note of warning to Congress and to the country. This equation is out 
of balance, It must be corrected. The great agricultural States of 
the West are Republican. They love the Republican party, and grate- 
fully acknowledge its valuable services in the past to that particular 
section. ‘But we can not live entirely on the glories, the traditions, and 
the good services of the past. We are engaged now in trying to live 
in the living present. It is necessary for success in this effort that the 
cost of maintaining and reaching the home market with our products 
shall be minimized. 

We have confidence that when the Republican party comes to fully 
understand the situation, and its duty in respect of these matters, it 
will.be found, as it always has been, ready for its faithtul performance. 

Mr. President, in suggesting apparent evils it is always in order to 
suggest. possible remedies. 1 shall therefore be justified, I think, in 
calling the attention of the Senate to a plan in the nature of a remedy 
for evils apparent to every one in the consideration and determination 
of tariff revisions, which I believe, if adopted, would materially aid in 
a settlement of our contentions in respect of this whole subject. 

I believe, sir, that our methods of tariff legislation are largely re- 
sponsible for the dissatisfaction expressed with the legislation itself. 
The best informed of those called to recommend and to enact laws on 
this question work largely in the dark. We are year by year forced 
to base our action on one-sided arguments and insufficient data. Our 
committee-rooms are besieged by the men or the agents of the men 
who demand the stimulus of high protective duties, while the mass ot 
the advocates of tariff reduction are necessarily absent. 

Skilled statisticians present tables of figures incomprehensible ex- 
cept to the trained accountant; experienced orators assure us in un- 
answered argument that any decrease in duties on their particular in- 
dustry will wipe it outof existence; delegations, associations, corps ot 
attorneys, specialists, experts, all are in never-failing attendance upon 
us to demand relief for the industries which they represent, a relief in- 
variably to be found only in increasing or maintaining high duties 
which, when first imposed, were to be of a more or less temporary charac- 
ter. The result is often honest bewilderment, and doubtless, some- 
times, as I fear, unconsidered and improper legislation. 

Those of us who are anxious to throw no obstacle in the path of in- 
dustrial development and prosperity, but who are as anxious to reduce 
unnecessary taxation, falter and hesitate when confronted with pathetic 
appeals against any change in existing duties, which, we are,assured, 
barely make up the difference in labor-cost between our own country 
and Europe. At the slightest evidence of indecision we are assailed 
with ponderous tables of figures, difficult of comprehension, but which 
on their face bear out to the letter every assertion of those who de- 
mand national aid on the ground of national prosperity. There is 
neither time por opportunity afforded us to disprove or to verify such 
statements and arguments. So-called ‘‘ business interests’’ demand 
of us prompt consideration and rapid getion upon a measure which so 
vitally affects prices.- ~~ ~~ 

The mere aunputseesental itapending protective-tariff legislation 
brings a host of appeals that there shall be no delay in the determina- 
tion of the changes to be made in the various schedules. Congress is 
accordingly placed between the Seylla of one-sided and insufficient 
data upon which to base its judgment and the Charybdis of a spur to 
unconsidered action in the form of threats that if we do not make haste 
we shall be lampooned in the newspapers, or if we have the temerity 
to vote against a single paragraph in any schedule we are to be read 
out of the party. What wonder is it, Mr. President, that the result 
is more or less unsatisfactory. It would be a miracle of chance were 
it otherwise. 

The call to grasp the intricate details of most of the industries of the 
world and to formulate legislation concerning the whole range of tarift 
imposts, with the necessity of a definite understanding of the most com- 
plicated minutiz of technical processes, can not be safely nor satis- 
factorily answered in the few weeks of a Congressional session. We 
are necessarily without anauthoritative basis for intelligent legislation, 
groping, for the most part, in the dark, and in our final action laying 
ourselves open, alternately, to the charge of unwarranted favor to prof- 
itably employed capital, and of disregard of the interests of unprofitably 
employed labor. 

I am convinced that there can be no change in the results of such a 
system without a change in the method itself. 

In response to a universal demand for legislation for the regulation 
of interstate railroad , and satisfied as to its necessity, 
Congress created the Interstate Commerce Commission, and placed the 
whole subject of such commerce in their hands. 

Confronted by the necessity of legislation for the protection of the 
interests of the Government imperiled by the enormous indebtedness 
of certain subsidized railroads, alleged to be in default, the office of 
Commissioner of Railroads was created. To this officer full authority 
was given to investigate the affairs of all these roads, to examine the 
books, accounts, methods of business, etc., of such companies, and report 
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through the Secretary of the Interior from time to time to Congress 
for its information and guidance ig legislating on this important subject. 

Mr. President, I look upon, thé@se great manufacturing industries 
whose products are protected by high tariff duties, imposed at the ex- 
pense of every tax-payer, as indirectly subsidized, and that they may 
properly be subjected to governmental supervision and regulation, in 
respect of the proper use of this enormous betinty-received by them 
from the people on some such plan as that adopted inthe cases to which 
I have referred. 

A permanent commission of this character, whose whole*time should 
be given to the study and observation of the practical workings of our 
tariff laws, could accomplish great and most useful results. It should 
be composed of men of acknowledged ability and probity, learned and 
experienced as economists and statisticians, and ing the eonfi- 
dence of the country in so full a degree that their findings and recom- 
mendations would be as readily accepted by Congress and the coun- 
try as the judgment of a court. They should have authority to 
determine as to inequalities in the application of the protective prin- 
ciple to different industries, but especially as to those of 
pau pers—never so poor as when pleading with Congress to ineréage the 
tarifi or to refrain from ‘lowering it on articles in whose production 
they were interested. 

‘The largest qpoutible. under our system of government 
should be given them to make tafiff adjustments under rules and reg- 
ulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury and approved 
by the President. They should be empowered to visit and personally 
investigate as tothe conduct, the methods, and all the details of the 
business of every protected industrial institution in the United States ; 
to send for persons and administer oaths. They should 
have authority to arbitrate between employers and employés as to wage 
rates when disagreements should oceur impossible of adjustment be- 
tween the parties in interest. 

They should be required to make frequent reports to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and through him at least once in each year to Con- 
gress, giving a full and complete history of their transactions, with rec- 
ommendations for such legislation, if any, as might be deemed neces- 
sary. The commission should be non-partisan, but they should be 
required by the law of their creation te conform all their acts to the 
protective principle as I have defined it. When some such plan as this 
shall have been adopted by Congress the tariff question will cease to 
disturb the business of the country and consume the time of Congress. 

Mr. President, I can not finally dismiss this subject without advert- 
ing to some observations which have been quite freely indulged in on 
the other side of the Chamber during the progress of this debate as to 
the impoverished condition of the farmers of thecountry, and particularly 
of those whose alleged hard lines have been cast in the great agricult- 
ural States of the Northwest, of which that whidh I have the honor in 
part to represent here is one of*the most prominent and one of those 
most disparaged th the Statements to which I have referred. 

I confess, sir, that I have listened with no little impatience to these 
very wild statements regarding the condition of our farmers. I have 
heard the policy of protection denounced as responsible for every dis- 
aster that agriculture is heir to, and have noted with pained surprise 
the placing of the tarmers of the West in the same category as those 
less fortunate in climate, in soil, and in the rewards of thrift and in- 
telligent labor. At the present time I only desire to enter a genera! 
demurrer against these charges as to unsuccessful agriculture, so far as 
my own State is concerned at least. 

So far asthe farmers of the West are concerned, and especially so 
far as these statements touch those engaged in agriculture east of the 
arid belt, there is not to-day on the earth a more prosperous Seming 
class or one in which the rewards of thrifty labor are larger. With 

out considering in this connection whether they have been receiving 
their full share of the benefits of protection, whether they would now 
be benefited by minimized protection, or whether they feel that in- 
creased prosperity would follow a tariff revision in the direction of re- 
duction, the fact of their steady progress from the small beginnings of 
Cho fast anbilge to Sho epuatetighle cumpalensn of the aides inhabitant 
is undi evidence that the protective system, whether fairly or 
unfairly adjusted, considering their ora en relation to it, has not, 
at least so far as they are concerned, been the despoiler of labor and an 
obstacle in the pathway of agricultural success in such a degree as has 
been represented. The farmersof Nebraska, like their neighbors, whose 
excellent financial condition was so clearly set forth the other day by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson], are neither mendicants nor liv- 
ing within the shadow of the poor-house, 

The Senator from Iowa presented some statistics, prepared by an able 
ate Soocseilanaiaen = oe State, an Iowa — 

<a are equally applicable to Nebraska, w 
io I not read them at this time, but will ask that they 
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Are the inequalities of life becoming greater” 
Are the poor more in the power of the rich thanformerly? Is it true that none 
ofthe increased production of civilization goesto labor? These are the living 

nestions. Facts are better than opinions, and we have gathered a few facts 
that are very convincing. 


in competition with the world? 


PRICES IN 1880 COMPARED WITH 1890. 


W hat better method of determining these questions is there than lo compare 
the present with the past in cold figures? Do the wages of the workingman 
buy more or better food, clothes, comforts, and luxuries now than formerly, or 
do thev not? If not, then it is true that he is not getting any benefits from the 
development of the age. Butif wefind a general reduction in the cost of what 
he has to buy it is evident that he is being benefited by the increase d produc- 
tion 

We have accordingly applied to one merchant in each line of trade in Fort 
Dodge for a comparative statement of his retail prices now and in 1880. We 
have chosen the year 1880 for comparison instead of one more distant because 
we wish toshow the comparatively recent reductions. If 1870or 1860 had been 
chosen ‘the comparison on all manufactured articles would, of course, have 
shown much greater reductions. We have endeavored to procure a strictly fair 
statement, requesting that eare be taken to compare articles of the same grade 
and if possible of the same brand, and to give the cash price in each case. 
There are sometimes so many grades of the same article that some confusion 
may arise unless it is borne in mind that the 1880 and 1890 prices given are for 
one and the same grade. In some cases, where there are many makes and 
grades and prices, it is more intelligent to give the pereentage of reduction on 
all. 

Let us take up the case of the farmer first, as he is the largest factor in the 
Towa agitation of this problem. There have been great fortunes made in the 
manufacture of farm implements, and much talk of combines and exorbitant 

rofits, Let-us see whether the millionaires have been able to absorb al! the 

»enefits of inventive skill and large production of these implements 












: Price Price 

Articles. in 1880. | in 1890, 
Self-binder ....... eS eke a a $315.00 $130.00 
Corn-planterand check-rower. 80. 00 40. 00 
14-inch steel-beam walking plow..... 28.00 | 14.00 
Riding cultivator..........006 cece + ‘ 45.00 25.00 
Walking cultivator ....... woseseen 90 | 20, 00 
Mowing-machine 00 50. 00 
Strowbridge seeder 00 13. 00 
Wood pumps. 00 6.00 
Farm wagon... 5. OO 0. 00 
Two-seuted spring wagon 00 75. 00 
Harrows ....... (*) 
Corn-shellers... om kapeateee aay Seca ( 
Buggies and earriages.................+. pbibcbdTlecsdecduoncd ie SE eS 5 A (? 


es *Generally reduced one-half, 
¢Reduced one-half. 


1 All reduced about one-half. 


The above are the principal implements’in common use. 
their cost to the farmer since 1880 runs from 33 to 60 per cent. 
ery is made better than before. 

It should not be strange if, with these great-re@uctions in the cost of farm jin- 
plements and with farming land free-to settlers, there was an enormous in 
crease in the production of farm staples from/1880 to 1890 and a shrinkage in 
prices. Furthermore,has not the workin, wholaborsin the factory where 
these implements are made a legitimate right to jook for some benefits to him- 
self from these great labor-savers which liesees ‘go out to the fields of produc- 
tfon’ Does not the very principle for whiclr our restive friengs are contending 
demand that the benefits aioe farm implements sha!l not be all absorbed 
by the farmer. but that they shall reach all of the tonsumers of farm produce ” 

The stock of a hardware store can almost be classified as farm implements, 
and we willexamine hardware next. At the'top ofthe list we place barb wire 
as its consumption is wholly by the farmers. -Ourdarmer friends will hard! 
be able to realize that ten years ago they were paying 10 cents a pound for barb 
wire. Butwe know they were, for'we ‘have examined ‘the charges upon the 
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And the machin- 




















































books of one of the best firms in Fort Dodge. All of the prices here were pro 
cured by examining the books of this firm for 1380 : 
Articles. Price | Price 
in 1880. in 1890 

Barb wire, per pound £0.10 ). O4 
Fence staples, per pound. .10 5 
Iron nails, per keg. 6.00 

Stee! nails, per keg.. = ?, 80 
Plain wire, per pound............. Peprbrepooe 06 03 
Wach-boiler. witcigestoen tocbolbetts 2.25 1:75 
a a os od ocnceuntichibenecbbucees 2 2» 
Horseshoes, per keg... 8. 00 4.50 
Tool steel, per pound... .20 12 
Plow steel, per pound...... 13} 08 
a nsccsanesbebeonsenneeni 33.00 24.00 
Mattock and handle. 1.40 RS 
Wrench........ shaibesee sanepe 75 410 
Bloesburg coal, per cewt.... 80 15 
Bull ring.......... speccese 25 
Putty, per pound. 05 
Shot, per pound .. 08 
Iron, per pound..... 638 
Four-ti fork..... DO 
Seat spring, pair 1.00 
SNE cal inpisiccasesin 75 
Common clevis.......... ? 10 
Milk-pans, per dozen... . . 1,00 
BURTY-BPTINGS, DET POW 00.000... cerceccecnee ine senees eeeee seenes .20 10 
Swedes iron, per pound ..... 12 06 
Cartridges, per box........ aoe 35 15 
Wire cloth, per foot.......... 06 03 
Post-auger.............. 2.25 1.25 
Cast washers, per po 05 . 08 
Blop-pail................ 1.00 65 
Win wap............ 10 05 
Zinc, per pound S 10 
Pipe-collars . 10 05 
Door-knobs................ 20 10 
‘Cast butts, with screws 20 12 
Chains, per pcund..... 22 12 
ieee 5 65 2 
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Door-latches as) 10 
Baske RS 5 
Roof saddk 65 
Door-key : OS 
| Covered pai iv 
Wheelbarrow 25 1. 65 
Oil-can a . 40 
Plane Lf 60 
Pic ates, per dozen i 5 
Mortise lock......... ve ) y) 
Cistern pump . . 4.2 2. 25 
Universal wringer . ] 

Pocket and table cutlery 

Window-glas ; 

Reduced one-half Reduced 25 | 
We are told that we might have gone « thr igh the whole st ih 


| day-book in use in the sprir 
| prices in hardware compare mn 


| Soda crackers, per pound 


| assertion istrue that toachieve 
| ucts 





ware store with similar results, but the above were 8 ted at random from a 
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good deal of talk of trusts and high prices and monopolies created by the tariff 
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the benefits resulting from improved methods and in 
reaching the consumer. 

Everybody is interested directly in the price of groceries. 
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Flour, per cwt — veune vow 1.5 
Coftee, Java sundasous . . » 
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WATCHES, CLOCKS, AND CUTLERY 


The old-time watchmaker has gone to join the old-time 
the benefit of inventive genius there Phe silver 
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at $20 now retails at $12. The set of knives and forks sold in 1890 at $6 now re- 
tails at $3. Everything in the store has suffered a reduction of from 33} to 3 
per cent. No gobbling up of all the benefits of improved methods there. 
PURNITURE. 


The retail prices of furniture have suffered a reduction since 1880 ranging from 
25 to 50 per cent. A half dozen wooden chairs, such assell now for $3, sold then 
for 1.0 to %. Bedsteads sold now at $1.75 and $2.50 sold then at $4 and $6. 
The cut is heavy on al! articles, but most on the machine-made articles. The 
big manufacturers of furniture have not been able to absorb all the benefits of 
improved methods, Itshould be borne in mind in this connection that the raw 
material of which furniture is made has not decreased in price, nor have the 
wages of laborers in the factories been reduced. 


LUMBER, 


At first thought one would not expect much reduction in lumber since 1880. 
Standing pine costs more now than then, but inventive genius has been mak- 
ing the saw-mills more productive, and the mill-owners have failed to hold all 
= benefits for themselves. Freight rates are also lower. Prices compare as 
ollows: 





Articles. in 1830, | in 1890, 
Se EE, sins iierinriinrts saintbial beenaintdicdiniaaan $20. 00 $15.00 
ERE. SE A MIRE SION TE 8 
INN clad rasa pesensbapeengibhs wosedenst porvenbedcbieubage>eeginiaiiesaaaeal - aT 3.00 
ND GUID ccnsurecnnesieseliavoctenetarisevtintwevsess édtcnctbnescouembebsene 24.00 18. 00 
IE ccscenbiessciminniveis petibetie 20.00 16.00 
Posts, each iuaaiimeretel .16 -ul 
ny PAT... ssascienspheanabeoseesorans 40,00 30, 00 
Siding......... drdv enetaatathnmeboutitminbciniibinetiilla tit niin | 230.00} 20.00 
Se: SURE: GRO, GING THING ones sicccniincnbvvvscccics convénccnen Spenesloubventennse i (*) 

1) per cent. reduction 
HARNESS, 


Harness costs but little less than ten years ago. This is because most harness 
is made by hand and the labor-cost is as great as ever. In all machine-made 
goods there are considerable reductions, 


DRUG-STORE STOCK AND BOOKS, 


The general line of drugs are from 20 to 30 per cent. cheaper than in 1880, 
Paints are 20 per cent. lower; lamps, one-half lower; stationery, one-half 
lower; toilet brushes, 30 per cent. lower; paint brushes, not so much. The 
books of standard authors are away down ; cost about one-third what they 
formerly did, School books are much lower. 


INTEREST. 


I suppose this has reference to the money sharks of whom we have heard. 
How has the capitalist who lives on the interest of his money fared during 
thistime? Is his income as large as ever? Up to 1879 the county of Webster 
paid 10 per cent. on its indebtedness. In 1879 it made aioan at 7 per cent. to 
clean up its old debt. In 1886 it made another loan, for the purpose of reduc- 
ing the interest rate, and sold its 5 per cent. bonds at a premium of $1.010, so the 
rate is now actually less than 5 per cent. The bonds of the independent school 
district of Fort Dodge draw 5 per cent., having been reduced from 8 to 6 and 
from 6 to the present rate. 

Ordinary loans do not show the same reductions in the interest rate, because 
Eastern capital does not come West as freely to private borrowers as on county 
orschool-district bonds. The loan agent gets between the principals on private 
loans and makes an expense, In 1880 home money generally commanded 10 
per cent, and Eastern capital 7 and 8 per cent., withacommission. Now, home 
capital commands 8 per cent. and outside capital 6 per cent., with a commission, 
which makes not quite 1 per cent. more. 


RAILROAD CHARGES, 


How have the railroads fared during these ten years? They are the cormo- 
rants, we are told, who devour the substance ofthe country. In 1880the freight 
rate on wheat from Fort Dodge to Chicago was 33 cents and on other grain 27 
conts per hundred; now the rate on wheat is 22 and othergrain 20, In 1880 the 
rate on all stock from this peat to Chicago was $69 per car 28 feet long; now 
the rate is $55 for cattle and $45 for hogs per car of 35 feet. In 1880 the freight 
on a barrel of salt from Chicago to Fort Dodge was 63 cents; now it is 33 cents. 
In 1880 the rate on lumber from Dubuque to Fort Dodge was 14 cents; now it 
is 8.3 cents. In 1880 the rate on first-class freight from Chicago to Fort Dodge 
was ®2cents; now itis 70 cents. We should explain that 70 cents was the rate 
in foree until a few weeks ago. At present, however, this rate is cut, but it will 
probably be restored to somewhere near the old figure before long, so we make 
no account of this cut. 


CONCLUSION, 


This closes the comparison of prices on what the farmer, mechanic, and la- 
borer have to buy. It is beyond dispute that the development of the has ac- 
complished a large reduction in all manufactured articles. Now, unless there 
has n a corresponding reduction in the products of the farm and in the wages 
of the mechanic and the laborer, we have established our claim that never in 
the history of the human race would a day’s labor buy so many comforts as to- 
day. We clip from The Messenger the following report of the prices of agri- 
cultural products in 1580 and 1890: 


| 
Price in 1880. | Price in 1890, 


Products, 








Oats. .21 | $0.18 to $0.19 
BUG nacnsprbsitn abeebsvecgeunaagnmevnneenes epetepedouse nibece coon .18to .2| 

ee 55 |. 

Flaxseed 1,25 

Rarley.. 50 | 

Hogs.... 3.50to 3.75 

Cattle .. 3.00to 4.00 

Roll butter..... to .18 ° 

Tub butter........... | .18to .2} es 


There was no market for wheat in 1890, as the farmers in this locality have 
Saaenes growing it entirely, and now grow corn, oats, hogs, and cattle in- 
stea 

We submit to the candid farmer whether, with his bountiful yield of last year, 
and his implements, barb wire.and supplies of all kinds reduced as above, he 
is not in better relations with the world now than in April, 1880, with prices on 
produce as above and his supplies at the old figure. 





And now, what about the mechanic and laboring man? Is it not a fact, un- 
disputed, that labor of every kind is as well pai | now asin 1880? Asa rule, in 
the cities labor is constantly fighting for a betterment of its condition and con- 
stantly gaining either an increase of wages or shorter hours. ican work- 
ingmen were never more alert to their interests than they are to-day, and their 
movement for fewer hours of labor and better pay never has commanded the 
interest and the sympathy that it commands y. They were never so in- 
telligent as they are to-day, and that means both that they deserve more and 
that they know how to get more. The workingman is winning on both sides 
of the question, more hours tohimself and better wages on one side and cheaper 
living on the other side. It is doubly false, then, to assert that the develop- 
ment of the age is not benefiting the workingman. 

Mr. President, the very fact of the phenomenal growth and pros- 
perity of the States of the great West during the past decade under 
high protective duties and in the face of certain other adverse circum- 
stances is the best possible proof that a properly adjusted system of 
protection will be most useful. For such adjustment we shall not 
cease tocontend. Weare determined to have our full share of the bene- 
fits resulting from the home market which we help to protect. When 
we shall have secured this and silver shall have been permanently re- 
established in the coinage of the world at a parity with gold, as I firmly 
believe it soon will be, nothing can prevent agriculture from again tak- 
ing its proper place at the head of the procession of great industries. 
Tariff adjustment and the remonetization of silver must go forward 
hand in hand to secure this consummation. Already the disastrous 
legislative blunder—by some denominated crime— of demonetizing and 
dishonoring silver has been corrected in part by this Congress. 

No one can measure the loss and the suffering entailed upon the ag- 
ricultural class of the whole world from that unfortunate legislation. 
It stimulated competition from every silver-using country in all the 
markets abroad for agricultural products. It forced down by nearly, or 
quite, 33 per cent. the prices which American farmers should have re- 
ceived for their wheat and corn and cotton. India wheat bought with 
the silver rupee was cheapened as the rupee was depressed and our own 
wheat fell insympathy. Toillustrate: In the recent past the gold dol- 
lar would parchase about 130 cents of silverin the London market meas- 
ured by the purchasing power of silver in India. In other words, the 
gold dollar through the use of the silver which it would purchase in 
London would buy in India a quantity of wheat which in London would 
sell for 130 cents plus cost of delivery in the English market. The 
difference or gain resulting from this financial sleight of hand for the 
advantage of the European purchaser of wheat in India has made 
it only possible to sell American wheat in European markets by re- 
ducing the price to the American farmer nearly, and often quite, 
down to the cost of production. Nor have the American farmers been 
the only sufferers. The English farmers have been ruined, the farmers 
of France, Germany, Austria-Hungary, and, indeed, ofall the European 
countries, have bitterly complained and protested against this ruinous 
system which has brought many of them to bankruptcy. Protective 
tariffs do not operate in those countries to oppress the farmer, and yet 
he has greatly saffered and many have been ruined, while our farmers 
throughout the West have at least measurably prospered. It is there- 
fore the wildest vaporing for our Democratic friends to charge this world- 
wide depression in agriculture to the American tariff. Itis quite as ab- 
surd to constantly ring the changes upon the alleged burning of corn in 
the newer States of the West on account of poverty resulting from high 
tariffs. Why, Mr. President, there has never been any general burning 
of corn in my State because of poverty. Convenience and choice have 
been the incentives in the vast majority of instances, This story origi- 
nated in the hard experiences of frontier settlers during some of the 
severe storms which occasionally prevail in that section in winter when 
the railroads and wagon roads are obstructed and the cold so severe that 
it is impossible to move a rod in any direction even without a wagon. 
At such times corn, which makes quickest and hottest of fires, is 
the richest blessing which wealth could command, because without it 
the farmer and his family in many cases would perish, and at such 
times it is freely burned. It would be so burned if it were worth $4 a 
bushel instead of 25 cents, which is a remunerative price to the farmer 
in that section. 

Mr. President, during the last decade the farmers of our State have 
more than doubled their own wealth and the wealth of the State. 
They bave seen their farms a: tein value, often a hundred-fold, 
and their erops find ready sale at remunerative prices. Overproduc- 
tion, resulting from want of proper diversification, unwise haste in mar- 
keting the products of their farms, local partial failures of crops, due 
to caprices of nature over which neither they nor a protective tariff 
have any control, have at times decreased the returns of their labor and 
lessened the annual rewards of their toil. 

But I affirm, with the confidence of intimate tem knowledge, 
that no class engaged in building up its fortunes by personal labor has 
prospered in a fuller degree during the past decade than the Western 
farmer; has been enabled to earn more, or to save more, or, in propor- 
tion to capital invested, has secured larger interest returns on their 
er However unremunerative agriculture may be in sections 

rained of its inhabitants through emigration from its worn-out soil 
and stony hills to our rich Western prairies, the mere fact of reduced 
populations in such portions of the East and South is the highest of 
mg to the paramount and splendid advantages offered by the West- 
ern farm. 

The well settled valleys and prosperous uplands of my own State, 


1890. 





dotted with generous farm-houses, to which hundreds of thousands of 
acres of corn wave welcome even in this year of universal drought and 
disaster in the corn-belt, the hundreds of thriving villages and towns, 
the churches, the handsome institutions of higher learning, and the 
thousand and one humbler little school-houses on the hili-tops—each 
and all the product of barely thirty years of settlement in an agricult- 
ural State—are a sufficient denial of these extraordinary statements as 
to the desperate condition of Nebraska farmers. I repudiate them ut- 
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| certain lines of production which use the 


terly on behalf of the agriculturists of the State which in part I have | 


the honor to represent here. There can be no disaster in Nebraska as the 
result of a protective policy properly adjusted andapplied. Thetheory 
that reasonable protection will ruin the farmer can not be proven by the 
prosperity of Nebraska under high tariffs in the past. 
farmer does not complain because of a protective tariff which saves his 
home market. He only asks that duties may be reduced to a safe mini- 
mum, in order that his share of the profits in supplying the home 
market may be more equitably adjusted. 

I think it would be impossible to find another State in the Union 
where wealth is more evenly divided among its citizens. And, sir, it 


The Nebraska | 


is within bounds to state that fully two-thirds of our population are | 


of the agricultural class. Inquiries recently instituted as to the bank 


deposits in our State indicate that out of $64,000,000 of such deposits | 


70 per cent. are those of Nebraska farmers. I feel authorized to say 
that this sum would pay off every farm mortgage in Nebraska and 
leave a handsome surplus to their owners. 

The wicked vaporings of irresponsible agitators, endeavoring through 
a malicious perversion of patent facts to advance their personal and 
political ends by sowing dissatisfaction and discontent among our peo- 
ple, has lately done more damage to the good name of the prosperous 
Commonwealth of Nebraska and thrown more obstacles in the path of 
her upward and onward progress thana visitation of grasshoppers, three 
successive years of hot blasts from the semi-torrid plains of the South- 
west, or ten years’ duration of the most unjust and oppressive of pro- 
tective tariffs conceivable. 

Here is another pertinent fact, Mr. President: Nebraska has not one 
dollar of either bonded or floating State indebtedness. Of all the 
States of the Union only two others, Iowa and West Virginia, are 
fortunate as to take rank with Nebraska in this notable respect. 

My friend from Michigan [Mr. SrocKBRIDGE] says that his State 
has no State indebtedness. 


oO 


} 


| Nebraska is that he seems tothink in some way that with 
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differ as to the amount of protection needed by individual indust: 
They may even question whether any protection at all is required | 


nation’s bounty to op] 
their benefactors. They may demand the withdrawal of the support 
trom wealthy corporations, banded together to | » up great profits be 


Hneay 


hind the shield of unwarranted protection, but they will not, I am 
sure, abandon the protective principle it-elf. They will correct, but 
they will not wipe out the equation. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the argument which the Senator from 
Nebraska [ Mr. PADDO K ] has just addressed to the Senate is in most 
of its features an unanswerable argument in favor of the policy of pro- 
tective duties in the United States. He has shown most conclusively 
that his State under that policy has been probably the most prosperous 
State in the Union, has been built up within the last thirty ye ' 
what our friends on the other side are pleased to call the war ta 
policy, from a prairie to a great flourishing, rich, prosperous, and ad 


vancing Commonwealth. He has shown most conclusively that it is 
protective tariff which has stimulated the agriculture of his State, and 
indeed which has made Nebraska possible, for without that protectiv: 
system, early inaugurated in this country, steadfastly insisted upon, 
having its logical and best development during the last thirty years, 
Nebraska would still be aprairie. If the manufacturer of the Kast has 
reaped some benefit from this protective policy the agriculturist of Ne 
braska has reaped benefits more abundant. 

The only thing that { regret about the speech of the Senator from 





all this ma 


| velous prosperity—and noState better than Nebraska cou!d have been 


The late bulletin on this subject from the | 


Census Office, based upon the census of 1890, recently promulgated, in- | 


dicates that it has. 
as it has come to me. 
In ten years we have nearly trebled our population, rising from 
450,000 to within sight of a million and a quarter. We have built 
up grea> cities without draining the adjacent country, and changed 
the homeless prairie and deserted plain to fields ringing with the 


Whether itis correct or not that is the statement 


song of the reaper and binder and meadows filled with a living wealth | 


of cattle and other domestic animals. 
institutions, colleges and high schools, hospitals and asylums, every- 
thing indeed but poor-houses and prisons. 

Capital has flowed in a steady stream to profitable continuous invest- 


We have ereeted great public | 


ment, lowering interest rates and permitting the extension of remu- | 


nerative home industry. 
tion and development of a great Commonwealth the farmer has been 
at the front, in numbers greater than any other class of our citizenship, 
in industry and ardor unsurpassed, and in thrift unrivaled. I insist, 
Mr. President, that those who seek for evidences of the blighting 
effect of a protective tariff upon American farmers must turn their 
eyes in some other direction than towards Nebraska. 

Thus I stand, Mr. President, and thus I believe the West stands, upon 
this great and disturbing question of the proper adjustment of tarift 
duties. That is the problem as it appears to them, a practical, and 
nota theoretical one. Itis one quite within the lines of party promise; 
it should be as clearly within the lines of party performance. 

Those whom Mr. Lincoln has immortalized as ‘‘the plain people of 
the United States’’ are not looking to that Utopia of commercial ex- 
change, absolute and unchecked freedom of trade, but they are ques- 
tioning vigorously as to the time when limitations are to be placed upon 
the too numerous obstructions thrown in their pathway. The passions 
and fears, the disquietude and discontent, natural to temporary de- 
pressions may cause anxious queries as to the application of principles, 
but they will not, I am convinced, shake the solid foundations upon 
which such principles are based. Political parties and semblances of 


political parties based upon supposed class necessities may temporarily | 


swerve the sound, sober judgment of the pcople, but they can not per- 


And in the mighty work of this construe- | 


manently direct or support an assault upon the essentials of our indus- | 


trial prosperity. 

The people of the United States, where education is most widely 
diffused, where the school-house is planted on nearly every hill and 
the town library in nearly every settlement, where the smoke of forge 
and furnace mingles with the pure air from fertile uplands, where 


farms and fields bring in rich returns, because near to mill and market, | 


are convinced from experience, the best of teachers, that proper pro- 
tection to American manufacturing industry is at the same time pro- 
tection to the American agricultural labor. They may, and they do, 


| 


selected to illustrate that prosperity, a prosperity the like 
may, I think, say the sun has never shone upor n so 
not got its fair share of the benefits of protection 

I see that the Senator has been call: 
am sorry for, 


of whi h | 
me way it ha 
i ont of the Chambe 
as I wish to remind him that his State has got 
larger share of those benefits than the purely manulacturin 
beg to remind the Senator that no representativ« 


r, which I 
’ much 
gy stat I 


of a purely mannuiact 


uring State on this floor can point to any such prosperity as the State 
of Nebraska has enjoyed during the last thirty years I venture fo 
suggest to him that the people of Nebraska are richer than the peopl 
of Connecticut in one sense at least, and I rose merely for the purpose 
of trying to correct, if I can, this impression which 3 to have gone 
abroad that the manufacturers are acquiring enormous wealt! 


The manu‘acturers of Connecticut are acquiring 1 ch wealth a 


the people of Nebraska have been acquiring. We have no su rich 
men in Conecticut as are to be found in that Stat | 

old. We have no men of so large fortunes. We] t the 

tion of rich men in Connecticut that are to be found in Nebra 


may count on the fingers of your two hands all the 1 


Connecticut who have made a million dollars by manufacturin a 
will that compare with the wealth which been acquired in t 
new State, made possible only by this protective system? It is a de 
lusion that the manul/acturers in my State are acquiring great wealth. 
They are not enjoying more than their fair share, compared with other 
States and localities of this country, of the wealth which is being pro 
duced. 

I want to say one thing more, and that is that notwithstanding all 
this talk about the manufacturers enjoying the bounty of the Govern- 
ment in this protective policy, they enjoy it to no greater degree than 
do all the people of the country. I venture to suggest to the Senato 


from Nebraska that during all these thirty years of marvelous growth 
and development of the people of his State they have bought thos 
manufactured products which are their necessities cheaper than the 
could have done, except for this protective policy. I venture tos 
to him that if the protective policy sha!l be maintained so that thos« 
goods which are consumed in this country shall be manufactured in 
this country and not manufactured abroad, they will during the next 
thirty years pay less for the manufactured necessities of life than the) 
will if a different policy prevails which shall transfer our manulact 
to foreign shores, 

I venture to suggest further to him that this protective policy neve 


rorrrect 


ure 


i - i 

yet thoroughly applied in this country makes it possible tor the Ne 
braska farmer to be better clothed, quality considered, than the farme: 
in any other country on the tace of the earth; that it makes it possible 
for him to have more of the comforts of lile at the same or a leas pri 
than anywhere else on. the globe; and that it is not only possible, but 
it is actually true, that he lives, and he lives more comfortably, ata 
less price than he could live in the same manner any where els« the 
globe. 

I want to suggest one other thing to the Senator from Nebraska, and 


that is that the development of this protective policy has taken away 
from Connecticut its opportunity to live farming. Having tr 
ferred in a measure and ina sense the agricultural industry from Con 
necticut to Nebraska, it is now transferring the manufacturing interé 
from Connecticut to Nebraska, My rind runsover many Connectic 
men who have gone to Nebraska to engage in manufacturing. Itisal 
ready leading to the diversification of their industries, and diversificati« 
of industries builds up a people in every way, in mental il ial 
development and growth as well as financial development and growth. 


hy 
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In conclusion, I want to suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the people of the West are more interested in the maintenance of this 
protective principle and its application in a way which will prevent the 
destruction of American industries than any other section of the coun- 
try, unless it be the South—mach more so than the section of the 
country which itis my honor in part to represent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
discussing the general question as to the effect of the protective sys- 
tem upon the prosperity of the country or upon the prosperity of any 
particular class of people in the country, but I think the Senator from 
Connecticut | Mr. PLATT] is very much mistaken when he asserts that 
the Senator irom Nebraska [Mr. PAppocKk] has shown conclusively 
that this system has either caused or increased the prosperity of the 
farmers in the State of Nebraska. All that the Senator from Nebraska 
showed was that, while we have a protective system, which of course 
everybody knows, the farmers of Nebraska have been reasonably pros- 
perous; but he did not show or attempt to show the connection be- 
tween the prosperity of the farmers in Nebraska and the protective 
system. 

"The Senator from Connecticut in drawing his conclusions from the 
statement of the Senator from Nebraska is simply repeating the old 


argument, if it may be called an argument, which we have so often 
heard in the discussions of this subject. The character of this argu- 
ment was very well illustrated, I remember, upon one occasion by a 


distinguished member from the State of New York, now dead, Hon. 8. 
S$. Cox. In commenting upon it he said that there were no snakes in 
Ireland and Ireland had free trade, therefore there can be no snakes in 
any country that has free trade! There is just as much connection 
between the premises and the conclusion in the illustration given by 
the honorable gentleman from New York as there is between the prem- 
ise and the conclusion drawn this morning by the Senator from Con- 
necticut from the statement made by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Our people have been reasonably prosperous, not only our farmers, 
but all other classes, Mr. President, in spite of our system of high tax- 
ation, which has taken from them every year a large part of their earn- 
ings, and not because of that system. 

But I do not rise now to discuss that question. We have under con- 
sideration at this time one of the most important paragraphs in this 
bill, nut so much on account of the particular article to which it re- 
lates or on account of the particular rate of duty which it is proposed 
to impose upon it, but because it lies at the very beginning of those 
paragraphs in the schedule which relate to the duties upon manufact- 
ures of wool, and because we meet here at the very threshold the ques- 
tion as to what amount of specific duties we are to impose upon these 
goods to compensate, as it is said, the manufacturer for his duty upon 
the raw material. We have before us, therefore, a very important prac- 
tical question, and I propose to say a few words upon that question in 
addition to what I have said heretofore. 

I will read a brief extract from what was stated by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on Saturday morning: 

Atany rate it is ~~ by every witness who came before the committee, 
and is shown byt importers and manufacturers and all wool-growers, that 
it is a general simple rule which may vary in degree according to the character 
of wool, the finer wool being better, that 2 pounds of unwashed wool are equiv- 
alent to 1 pound of washed wool; that 3 poundsof unwashed wool are equiva- 
lent to 1 pound of scoured wool, and that 4 pounds of unwashed wool are re- 
quired to make | pound of cloth. Thatseems to be rather strange. One would 
wonder how this waste could occur, but it is so as a matter of fact. e grease 
in the unwashed wool is removed ae when it is washed, still more when 
it is scovred. It not only takes off all the dirt, but all the fiber of the wool. 
Still, in the next process of manufacture, when the wool is converted into cloth, 
there is a waste, so that all parties have agreed to a rule that it re- 
quires 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound of > 

‘That seems,’’ says the Senator, ‘‘to beratherstrange. One would 
wonder how this waste could occur, but it is so as a matter of fact.’’ 

The Senator insisted that, unless these statements were successfally 
controverted, if we were to equalize the rates of duty throughout the 
different processes of manufacture, we must give to the manufacturers 
of woolen cloths a specific compensatory duty equal to the duty upon 
4 pounds of unwashed wool. In some remarks offered here aiter- 
wards I controverted the Senator’s statement, and later in the debate I 
produced a letter from a gentleman in New York, in which he was not 
discussing this particular question, but was simply protesting against 
the ratesof duty proposed to be imposed by this bill upon certain classes 
of worsted goods, and in the course of that letter, while stating the 
character of the goods, he made incidentally the statement that in their 
manufacture 10} pounds of raw wool had been reduced by spinning 
to 7{ pounds of yarn in one case, and that in the other case 10} pounds 
of wool had been reduced in the spinning to 6} pounds of yarn. 

This statement was immediately assailed by the Senators upon the 
other side, and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] even 
went so far as to say that this gentleman did not know what he was 
talking about. If the statements made in that letter are correct, it 
requires in one case 1.39 pounds of unwashed wool to make a pound of 
woolen yarn, and in the other case, as I make the calculation, 1.38 
pounds of unwashed wool to make a pound of yarn. 

Aiter this discussion had taken place, the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. McPHeRson | produced astatement, taken as it issaid—and I have 


no doubt of it—from the books of a gentleman who had been a super- | 


intendent in woolen and worsted mills for twenty years, in which he 
shows, as any Senator can see who will take the trouble to sit down as 
I have and make the calculation, that the statements made by the 
New York gentleman whose letter I read are correct—perhaps a little 
below the average, because it may be that in the manufacture of the 
particular class of worsted goods about which be was king, some- 
thing else besides wool was used in the but even if they were all 
wool it is but a mere fraction below the average, as I will show the 
Senate from the statements made by the practical man and expert 
whose figures have been produced by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. President, the statement that it requires 4 pounds of unwashed 
wool to make 1 pound of cloth has been so often repeated and so long 
acquiesced in that I think the country generally believes it to be correct. 
It has been the basis of our legislation upon this subject since 1867, and 
unless it is correct all that legislation has been wrong and this bill is 
still more so. 

Thestatement produced by the Senator from New Jersey, taken from 
the books of the superintendent, shows that in one operation 1,600 
pounds of unwashed wool produced 914 pounds of tops, so that it re- 
required 1.33 pounds, or 14 pounds, of unwashed wool to make a pound 
of tops, which is scoured and assorted wool. Out of these tops there 
were spun 857 pounds of yarn, the article to which this paragraph 
relates, showing that it required 1.87 pounds of tops to make 1 pound 
of yarn, and not 2} pounds, the estimate upon which this paragraph is 
based, and that these 857 pounds of yarn made 835} pounds of woolen 
cloth—all wool and not part wool and part cotten—which shows that 
there were required in that case 1.91 pounds of unwashed wool, instead 
of 4 pounds, to make 1 pound of all-wool cloth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From what page or from what statement is the 
Senator reading ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam taking as the basis of this calculation the 
statement made by the ex 

Mr. ALDRICH. But what particular page or what particular state- 
ment does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The statement introduced by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsoN]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He introduced quite a number. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They are all together. I am taking them in the 
order in which they come. I have taken the trouble to sit down my- 
self and make these calculations, and this statement gives all the ele- 
ments which will enable any other gentleman to make the calculation 
if he desires to do so. 

I want to say in explanation that the statement introduced by the 
Senator from New Jersey does not give the number of pounds of yarn 
or the number of pounds of cloth made from the un wool in any 
case except the first, and therefore, in making my calculations as tothe 
second and third operations, I had to assume that there was the same 

of loss in ucing the yarns from the tops and the same 

of loss in producing the cloth from the yarns in those two 
cases as in the first case, which I am sure is correct, or, if not, is an 
overestimate, because the wool was superior wool in the second case, 
and about the same wool in the third case as in the first. 

.Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator will notice that in the second 
point all that I sought was to get the proportion of the tops and the 
noi 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. And therefore I stopped at the tops. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ak the Senator from New Jersey 
whether the percentage of tops alluded tois the percentage of tops made 
from unwashed wool or washed wool. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Unwashed wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Unwashed wool in every case, and it is so stated. 
I have assumed, as just stated, that there was no greater percentage of 
loss in manufacturing the yarn and cloth in the second and third op- 
erations from tops than there was in the first, which is certainly a fair 
assumption, because they are from the scoured wool, and after having 
been once cleansed and reduced totops, the percentage of loss thereafter 
in converting the tops into yarn, and the yarn into cloth, would be 
substantially the same in all cases. 

I want to say in addition that in the first operation Australian wool 
alone was used, and in the second, Australian wool mixed with domestic 
wool, but in what p ion is not stated. In the third case the Aus- 
tralian wool was mixed with Ohio and Pennsylvania wool, so that in 
these three operations a fair illustration is presented of the manufact- 
ure of woolen goods in this country. 

In the second operation there were used during the whole year 
3,281,576 pounds ot unwashed wool, and from this there were red 
2,440,020 pounds of tops, showing that it required 1.34 pow of un- 
washed wool, or just about the same as in the other case, to make a 
pound of tops. ‘There were spun from these tops 2,087,762 pounds of 
yarn, showing that it required exactly 14 pounds of the unwashed woo! 
to make a pound of all-wool yarn. There were made from these yarns 
2,056,658 pounds of ail-wool cloth, showing that 1.59 pounds of un- 
washed wool make a pound of cloth. This, as I have said, was Aus- 
tralian wool mixed with domestic wool. 

In the next operation 25,050 pounds of unwashed wool were used, 
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making 12,985 pounds of tops, a very large percentage of loss, as Sen- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
ators will observe; but I will show what the noils and other waste | consent to be interrupted ? 

were worth—showing that in that case it required 1.92 pounds of un- Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

washed wool to make a pound of tops. From these tops there were Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator deny the statement that it takes 
produced 12,174 pounds of yarn, or 2.05 pounds of unwashed wool to | 4 pounds of unwashed South American wools to make a pound of fin- 
the pound of yarn, and from this yarn there were made 11,870 pounds | ished cloth? 

of cloth, showing that in that case it required 2.11 pounds to make 1 Mr. CARLISLE. I do not, because I hav 





eno information on that 


pound of all-wool cloth. sale point. : 
But it appears that in the first case what the Senator from Ohio called Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator say that a pound of finished 
waste, thatis, noils, produced in the operation was worth $62. 40, or over cloth can be made in the United States from 2 pounds of South Amer- 


9 per cent. of the total cost of all the wool that was used. In the second | ican wool? 
ease there were 353,613 pounds of noils, worth 40 cents a pound, or Mr. CARLISLE. No, sir; I have not made that statement. Let 
$11,445.20, over 10 per cent. of the total cost of the wool; and in the | us understand distinctly what I have stated and what my contention 
third case, where the proportion of reduction, as I have just stated, was | is. I have said that the evidence so far introduced into this debate 
greater than in the other cases, in reducing it to tops 2,787 pounds of | shows that as a general rule it takes less than 2 pounds of the kind of 
noils were produced, worth 40 cents a pound, card waste, 547 pounds, | wool which our manufacturers use to make 1 pound of cloth, and that 
worth 16 cents a pound, and burrs, 131 pounds, worth 4 cents a pound, | the Senator from Rhode Island stated that it takes 4 pounds of the wool 
$5.24, making altogether $1,207.56, or over 13 per cent. of the cost of all | which the foreign manufacturer uses to make 1 pound of cloth w! 
the wool. comes here and competes withours. That being thecase, our is 
So, then, in all the cases except one, a pound of wool cloth was man- | 0! wool are equal in the manufacture of cloth to their 4 pounds of 


ufactured from considerably less than 2 pounds of wool, and there was | wool, and we have the advantage in that respect. 
this valuable waste besides. If you take the third operation, which So, then, a specific duty on a pound of woolen goods of that character 
is the only one in which the amount of wool required for a pound of | equivalent to twice the duty upon 2 pounds of unwashed wool is all 
cloth exceeded 2 pounds, you find the proportion of the noils was very that our manufacturers have the right to ask upon the statement made 
much greater than in the other cases, and then they were worth 13 per | by the Senator from Rhode Island, assuming that the evidence we have 
cent. of the entire cost of the wool. here is correct. Of course, if it requires more than 2 pounds of un 
Thus it is seen, if the testimony is reliable, that it will be perfectly | washed wool in this country to manufacture a pound of the same kind 
fair to assume in the adjustment of these specific rates of duty that 2 | of cloth which competes with the foreign cloth imported, then it would 
il 
~“l 





pounds of unwashed wool, even in all-woolen goods, will manufacture require a compensatory duty, a cording to the theory of Senators up 
1 pound of cloth. But a large part of the cloth imported into this the other side, more than double the amount on a pound of unwash¢ 
country and a large part of the cloth manufactured in this country is | wool. 

not all wool; it is composed in many cases of nearly half cotton, and in Now, sir, we have brought this controversy down to the question as 
others cotton and shoddy, and other substitutes for wool. So, I repeat, | to how many pounds of unwashed wool are required to manufacture 


that it would be more than fair to the manufacturer of woolen goods | 1 pound of the yarns to which this paragraph applies, and how many 
in this country to assume as an average basis of your specific rates of | pounds of unwashed wool are required to manufacture 1 pound of all- 
duty, 2 pounds of unwashed wool to the pound of cloth. | wool cloth. 

But the Senator from Rhode Island, before this debate had closed on This paragraph, Mr. President, does not relate merely to all-wool 


Saturday afternoon, conceded that it did not require 4 poundsof Amer- | yarns. Woolen and worsted yarns are all put upon the same footing 
iean wool or 4 pounds of Australian wool to make a pound of cloth, | in this paragraph, and it is proposed by the Committee on Finance to 
and insisted that this had never been contended for. The Senator then | impose aduty equivalent totwoand a half times the duty on unwashed 
undertook to justify the imposition of rates of duty to compensate for | wool upon all these yarns, which, as I said on Saturday, are the ma- 
4 pounds of wool upon the imported cloth upon the ground that the | terial of our manufactures of woolen and worsted goods. 
foreign manufacturer of cloth used 4 pounds of wool in making his Then when we come to subsequent paragraphs we find that all woolen 
product which was imported into thiscountry. Well, Mr. President, if | goods valued at over 40 cents a yard are subjected to a specific and 
that be true, if it be true that the foreign manufacturer is required to | compensatory duty of 44 cents per square yard and 50 per cent. ad 
use 4 pounds of wool to make a pound of cloth which comes in here | valorem. I suppose the Senator will concede that no all-wool goods 
and competes with our goods which contain only 2 pounds of wool, | can be sold for less than 40 cents a yard, because whether they contain 
then our domestic manufacturers have a very great advantage over him. | 4 pounds of wool or 2 pounds of wool, the wool alone would cost more 
‘Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator seriously contend that anybody than that, without any regard to the dyestuffs and labor, interest on 
has made such a statement? capital, or taxes, or wear and tear of machinery; so that actually and 





Mr. CARLISLE. I say the Recorp shows it. practically it is proposed to impose upon every pound of all-wool goods 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator point it out. a specific duty of 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem, and the 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will read what the Senator said upon that sub- | same rate upon many classes of goods which are not composed entirely 
ject: of wool. 

Mr. Atprici. Does not the Senator know— Therefore I have stated, Mr. President, that this isan important prac- 

The Senator from Rhode Island, referring to the Senator from New | tical question we are now ¢ onsidering. It lies at the very foundation of 
Jersey [Mr. McPrerson], said, as reported in the Reconp— the whole structure of this, schedule in relation to the manufactures of 


TOK ‘ re ght te > sre al rT ne VY as re possibly car 
Iam sure he is advised about it, that the duties fixed in 1867, as they were, | ¥° 1, and we ought to get here and now as nearly as we possibly i 
upon the basis of 4 pounds of wool for 1 pound of cloth, were fixed upon the fact | tO the amount of unwashed wool required to produce a pound of yarn 
which was then conceded by all, and which has been established and re-estab- | or a pound of cloth, and make that the basis of the specific rates all 
lished a thousand times since, that it took 4 pounds of South American un- through this schedule 
washed wool at least to make a pound of finished cloth: that the Argentine | 7 es y . ‘ . 
Republic produced more wool than the United States; and asalmost the entire I said on Saturday that according to the statements made in the 
amount ot these mp whieh enn ant cond manymiened ae compete with | letter, which was all the information, or, at least, all the evidence | 

merican wools will average unds a yard of cloth; and that in order to i 7 2, ire ¢ 9 washe 

give our people compensato uties it is ovum nut te talte the wools thas then had, it would require about 2 pounds of unwashed wool to 


shrink the least, but to take those which shrink the most? make a pound of this yarn which we are now considering; but | found 
And again the Senator said: upon making the calculation afterwards more carefully, the first cal- 
Mr. ALDRICH. There is no contention, asT said before the Senator from Kan- | “@/@tion having been made hurriedly at my desk, that it would re- 


sas came in, on the part of the committee, or on the part of the manufacturers, | (Uire less than 2 pounds, or a little over a pound and a third, 
or of anybody else, that of the —_ Australian wools it takes 4 pounds or any- But assuming that it requires a pound and a half, then 16} cents spe- 
thing like it to make a pound of finished cloth. A large class of wools, notably 


“7? — a? einen nenne na her Saw » dinte « 
the South American wools and wools from the Cape, do shrink that amount, | “!!° duty upon this yarn is a full compensatory duty for the yee 
and those are the wools that the foreign manufacturers buy to compete with | the wool contained init. Assuming that it requires 2 pounds, which 





other eemGnennet, I have several statements in my possession which show | is far above any statement that appears here, then 22 cents, the amount 
Sepnives te Ladcs oeeed ef enone pounds, 4}, and 4} pounds in many proposed by the House of Repre sentatives, is a full compensat ion upon 
these yarns for the duty on the unwashed wool; and yet the Senate 
That was the Senator’s statement. Committee on Finance propose to make it two and one-half times, that 
Mr. ALDRICH. I made no statement that it took 2 pounds of the | is to say, 27} cents specific duty and 35 per cent. ad valorem besides, 
same kind of wool to make a pound of finished cloth in the United | upon a class of yarns none of which can possibly be worth over 30 cents 
States, a pound, for if it is worth over 30 cents a pound it can not comein under 
Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, no, this clause, but must pay a much higher rate of duty under another 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is what the Senator was stating. clause. Therefore we are not wasting time in discussing this propos 
Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator is altogether mistaken. I did not | tion which lies at the foundation of this whole scheme of taxation on 
attribute that statement to the Senator at all. Isaid thatif that were | manufactures of wool, and we ought here and now to fix as nearly a 


true and the statement made by the Senator from Rhode Island sub- | we can the quantity of wool required to make a pound of yarn and a 
sequently was true, then our domestic manufacturers bad a great ad- | pound of cloth. 
Vantage over their foreign competitors. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I agree fully with the Senator from Kentucky that 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— this is a practical question of very great importance in the consideration 
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of this schedule. It does lie at the foundation of itsstructure. If the | one of the statements he is reading from now? The first statement is 


‘Senator from Kentucky is correct, and if the statement from which he | clear, and that made the cost 43 cents. 


has quoted is correct or approximately correct, then this schedule has 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam reading from the text of the statement fol- 
heen made up upon an erroneous basis and the rates should be largely 


lowing the last table, in the second column on page 10226. 





reduced. I agree to that in the outset of this discussion. | Mr. CARLISLE. ‘‘ Ona lot of 1,600 pounds of wool, unwashed, at 
But let us examine the character of this statement and its correct- | 43 centa per pound.”’ 

neas so far as we can for the purpose of ascertaining whether it furnishes | Mr. ALDRICH. It is in the second column, on page 10226, the text 

a more reliable basis for fixing the rates in this, perhaps the most im- | which follows the last table. 

portant schedule in the tariff bill. | hold in my hand another statement, made in the House of Repre- 


I suggest to Senators that the statement which the Senator from Ken- | sentatives on the 12th of May, 1888, long enough ago, I suppose, to 
tucky relies upon, like most of those which Senators upon that side | be historical and to make its use here permissible, made by a Repre- 
have used in this debate, is anonymous in its character, and that the | sentative from the State of Pennsylvania, Hon. William L, Scott, known 
man who made itis either ashamed or afraid to have his name used. | to Senators upon the other side, I have no doubt, as a gentleman fi- 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Serator yield to me a moment? miliar with tariff matters. He stated that the tables which be then in- 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. serted in the Recorp, and for the accuracy of which he vouched, were 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Have I not given the Senator the name of the | taken trom the books of a company in which he was interested located 
gentleman ? in Philadelphia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yon have given it to me, but with the injunction Now, let us examine his testimony. He states the cost of making 
that I shall not use it, so that it amounts to the same thing as far as | two-ply No. 36 yarn from Australian cross-bred wool to be 37 cents 
the public is concerned. per pound from the clean wool to the finished yarn. In other words, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Not atall. Iam perfectly willing you shall | Mr. Scott places the cost of making from the scoured wool 1 pound of 
use it. I do not want to have a gentleman, who is dependent for his | two-ply 36 yarn at 37 cents per pound, while the correspondent of the 
livelihood upon employment in woolen manufactories, without his con- | Senator!rom New Jersey states the cost at§ cents for the same process, in 
sent to have his name bandied all over the country as opposing the in- | making two-ply 48 yarn. Now, two-ply 36 yarus measure to the poung 
terests of the beneficiaries under this bill. The Senator from Rhode | 20,160 yards, while two-ply 48 yarns measure to the pound 26,88( 
Island has no te-timony in the world except the testimony of the ben- | yards; and I state upon my own authority, if I may imitate the Sen- 
eficiaries themselves, and here the other day in the discussion upon | ator from New Jersey in this particular, that it will cost at least 1¢ 
this question—— | cents a pound more to make No. 48 yarns than it will to make No. 36 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will permit me to say that I do not yarns; in other words, that it would cost, according to Mr. Scott’s 
care to have an argument made by him in my time. If the Senator is | figures, at least 47 cents to do the work which this anonymous cor: 
willing that I should give the name of the party, I will give it. respondent of the Senator from New Jersey says can be done for 8 cents, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. | Mr. CARLISLE. It will cost that to spin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If he is not willing, his correspondent is, asfaras | Mr. ALDRICH. It will costthatsum tomanufacture from the clean 


the public is concerned, a myth. wool to the finished yarn. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want to say to the Senator from Khode Isi-| Mr. CARLISLE. ‘This correspondent does not say anything of that 
and that upon the recommendation of this gentleman to me, I accept | sort. 
and I father the statement made by him, and now the Senator may | Mr. ALDRICH. He does. He says exactly that. 


deal with it as my statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Because I will trust the man who recommended 
this gentleman to me. 

Further than that, if the Senator will bear with me amoment, I 
will venture this statement: When Carroll D. Wright the other day 
made a statement to the Senate apon the comparative cost of the manu- 
facture of a ton of steel rails in the United States and upon the conti- 
nent of Europe the Senator from Rhode Island disputed that statement, 
and came here two days later with a letter made up by the beneficiaries 
under this bill, giving the cost of a ton of steel rails in two or three 
establishments in the United States, which far exceed the testimony 
and statement made by the Commissioner of Labor. 

Mr. A*.DRICH. But I gave the names of the parties. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; I gave you the name of the party 
who makes this statement, and I expect to stand as the father of the 
statement myself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then we will admit for the purposes of this argu- 
ment that it is an anonymous statement vouched for by a gentleman 
who confessedly knows nothing about the subject, and I shall treat it 
as such, 


Mr. CARLISLE. He says, ‘‘Adding 8 cents for spinning.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. It the Senator will permit me, [ will read itagain 
that there may be no misapprehension about it: 

The wooloriginally cost 34 cents per pound; after paying for labor and scour 
ing, its cost was 79.3 cents per pound. 

That puts it in the condition of cleaned wool. 


Adding 8 cents for spinning per pound and the 10 per cent. of shrinkage to 
make it into yarn, the net cost was 87.3 cents per pound. 





Or a difference of 8 cents a pound as against 47 cents a pound as the 
statement made upon the authority of Mr. Scott. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not understand Mr. Scott to state that it costs 
47 cents a pound to spin the yarn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will read the statement of Mr. Scott again, that 
there may be no misapprehension in regard to it. On page 4173 of the 
Recorp of May 12, 1888, I find this table: 

Cost of making 1 pound of No. 36 yarn out of Australian cross-breds, under the 
bill now before the House. 

The bill alluded to was the Mills bill, Mr. Scott being at that time 
av associate of the Senator from Kentucky upon the Committee on 
Ways and Means, I believe. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Very well. Mr.CARLISLE. Iwas notupon the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will take up twoor three points in thestatement | Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Scott was at all events a leading member of 
alluded to by the Senator from New Jersey for the purpose of exam- | the committee. Perhaps the Senator became a member later. 
ination, but I will not spend the time of the Senate, because I do not} Mr. BLAIR. He was Speaker. 
think it would be a valuable expenditure to go into all of its details. Mr. ALDRICH, He was Speaker at the time; I beg pardon. 

I will consider first the statement which he makes in regard tothe | Mr. BLAIR. And made up the committee. 
cost of making two-ply No. 48 worsted yarn from the clean wool, and| Mr. ALDRICH. But Mr. Scott was a leading member of the Dem. 
I desire the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to this particular | ocratic Committee on Ways and Means of the House; I think there will 
clause, as I think it furnishes a very good indication of the character | be no dispute about that, and his statement is that it would cost, with 
of the whole. This gentleman says—and I read his exact words, that | free wool, 43 cents to produce a pound of clean wool, and that it would 
I may do him no injustice—on page 10226 of the Recorp: cost 80 cents per pound to produce 2-ply 36 yarn from that cleaned 

The wool originally cost 34 cents per pound; after paying for labor and scoar- wool, making a difference of 37 cents per pound. 
ing its cost was 79.3 cents per pound. Mr. CARLISLE. What was the last figure? 


cS 


In other words, the scoured wool cost 79.3 cents per pound. Mr. ALDRICH. The last figure was 80 cents and the first 43 cents. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Forty-three cents, in the first place. That is the estimated cost with free wool. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Seventy-nine and three-tenths cents, Now, so much for this item of the statement, which furnishes a fair 
Mr. CARLISLE. Forty-three cents for the wool, not 34, illuvtration of the character of the whole. It was either made with 
Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Thirty-four cents, the statement reads, the intent to deceive or else the author has no knowledge of the subject. 
Mr. CARLISLE. I have it 43 cents. Now, let us examine one or two other statements made by this gen- 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will look at page 10226 of the Rec- | tleman which are perhaps more extraordinary in their character. The 
ORD he will find that I have rea it literally. Senator from Kentucky has called attention to the tables at the bottom 


Adding 8 cents for spinning per pound and the 10 per cent. of shrinkage to | of the first column on page 10226 of the Recorp showing, as stated by 
make it into yarn, the net cost was 87.3 cents per pound, that Senator, the percentage of tops produced from a pound of unwashed 
In other words, this gentleman states distinctly and definitely that | wool. This shows that in one period of six months 77.13 per cent. 
it costs 8 cents a pound to make two-ply No, 48 worsted yarn from the | of tops were produced from a pound of unwashed wool, in another 72.31 
clean wool to the finished product. I hold in my hand a statement | per cent., or an average for the year of 74.48 per cent. I will say to 
made in the House of Representatives. the Senator from Kentucky that there is not a man in the United States 

Mr. CARLISLE. Would it interrupt the Senator to tell me which | who has the slightest knowledge of woolen manufacturing who does not 
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know that there is no pound of unwashed wool produced on the face of 
the earth from which 77 or 74 per cent. of tops can be made. 

Half the members of the Senate have sufficient knowledge of woolen 
manufactures to know that that statement is not even approximately 
correct. The average amount of tops obtained from the better class of 
Australian wools does not exceed 35 per cent. instead of 75 or 77 pet 
sent., as stated by this anonymous gentleman, quoted as an authority 
by the Democratic members of the committee. 


“I will take but one more item of this extraordinary statement, as I | 


think I have said enough to convince Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber at least that the authority cited by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is unreliable. In the first column, on page 10226, the labor-cost 
of weaving 835} pounds of cloth is stated at 2} cents a pound. ‘it 
disclosed in the course of the statement that the cloths in question are 
worsteds weighing 16 ounces, or 1 pound, to the square yard. Now I 
say, and I challenge contradiction of the statement, that no worsted 


cloths of that character can be woven for three times the amount which | 


this gentleman states here as the cost of weaving. 

The transparent falsity of these statements is such that I am surprised 
that Senators upon the otherside should use them as the basis of a serious 
argument upon a question like this, involving the welfare of the second 
or the third greatest industry in the United States, one that is certainly 
entitled to the fair and honorable consideration of the Senate. 

I shall ask to put into the Recorp—I do not know that it is neces- 
sary to have them read—a series of statements establishing the fact 
that it takes 4 pounds of South American or other heavy shrinking 
wool to make a pound of finished cloth. I have never known this 
statement to be seriously questioned until it was denied here, and the 
refutation rests upon the sole authority of this anonymous superin- 
tendent, vouched for by the Senator from New Jersey. I will put 


against this the evidence of honestand honorable manufacturers through- | 


out the United States, men who are willing to give their names an 
are not ashamed to be known. 

Perhaps I had better have this statement read—it is not very long— 
for the information of Senators, and I will then sapplement it by some 
additional statements on the subject. 
reading by saying that the collection of authorities was made by the 
National Association of Woolen Manufacturers, of which Mr. William 
Whitman is president and Mr. North secretary. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What kinds of wool are they talking about? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator will see as the reading proceed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLpH in the,chair). The Sec 
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the statement, which is as follows 


und of 





Ss . 


Stafement showing the number of pounds of wool re quire d for a p 
Jinished cloth. 


It was the concurrent testimony of experienced manufacturers in 1861 and 
1864, when the woolen tariffs of those dates were established, that 4 pounds of 
mestiza wool, paying the average ‘duty on clothing wools; were required to 
make a pound of finished cloth. That all doubt might be removed as to the 
correctness of this estimate, the executive cémmittee of the National Associa- 
tion of Wool Manufacturers, in submitting the statements upon which the 
woolen tariff of 1857 was based, sought to obtain memoranda of actual experi- 
ments made without reference to any discussion of tariff questions. 

Among other statements, they obtained from the books of the Proctorville 
Woolen Mill, situated in the State of Vermont, a statement of the semi-annual 
production of cloth, the consumption of wool in making such cloth, and the 
weight of each yard of cloth manufactured. 
that certain lots of cloth made in that mill from the Ist day of January, 1865, to 
the last day of June, inclusive—to wit, six months—and from the Ist day of 
July, 1865, to the last day of December, 1365, were manufactured wholly from 
mestiza clothing wool. The accounts of the mill show that there were manu 
factured in the mill, in the first six months, 77,320 yards of black cassimeres; 
that 32.4 ounces of wool, as purchased in the market, were consumed in the 
manufacture of each yard of said 77,320 yards of cloth; and that the average 
weight per yard of the cloth was 8.2 ounces, or, in other words, 32.4 ounces of 
wool were required to make 8,2 ounces of finished cloth. The accounts of the 
mill also showed that in the last six months there were manufactured, wholly 
from mestiza wool, 79,606} yards of black doeskins; that the average weiglit of 
said doeskins was 8.2 ounces per yard, and that 31.1 ounces of wool were re- 
quired to make 8.2 ounces of such cloth. 

Jn the discussion before the Tariff Commission, preceding the legislation of 
1883, the allegation was made, though unsupported by evidence, that it does 


d |} 
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Perhaps I ought to preface the | 


From this statement it appeared | 


not require 4 pounds of foreign unwashed wools of the kinds at present in 


vogue to make a pound of finished goods. To refute this allegation the follow- 
ing statements were submitted to the commission : 

Mr. Robert Middleton, agent of the Globe Woolen Mills at Utiea, N. Y.—mills 
of very high celebrity—states that 4 pounds of fine Australian unwashed wool 
will yield but 15 ounces of fine finished cloth, such as that company is making. 

Mr. David Ramsden, superintendent of the Oswego Falls Manufacturing 
Company, states that 4 pounds of unwashed Australian wool will yield only 15 
ounces of the goods that that company manufactures. : 

The iteins of his estimate are as follows: 


. Ounces, 
Four pounds of greasy or unwashed Australian wool .............. 








e x fy 

Loss in sorting, 2 per Cent.............ccccccce ceece ceeeee 1, 28 
Loss in scouring, 60 per cent.. 38. 40 
Loss ia noils made in combing... 6.14 
Loss in preparing and spinning... 1.84 
Loss in dyeing and finishing............ 1. 34 

— 49 

LS 

It is the opinion of other manufacturers thatthe loss in the processes of man- 

ufacture is placed too low. 
The wools used by Mr. Ramsden are among the lightest of the foreign cloth- 


ing wools, or among those containin 


n the least grease, the wools from the Ar- 
gentine Republic and Cape of Good 


ope being much heavier. 


| washed wool, requiring double the quantity of 
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Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the printing of 
the rest of the document in the Recorp? Chair heaps none. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to know who signs that rt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is signed by William Whitman, president, and 
Ss. N. D. North, secretary, of the National Association of Woolen Manu- 
facturers. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the contention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky that it does not take the number of of unwashed 
wool to make a pound of cloth that is stated by the manufacturers as 
necessary. The Senator from Kentucky made a statement which had 
some impression upon me respecting our own domestic wool, saying 
that 2 pounds of our domestic wool would make a pound of cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. According to these statements. 

Mr. ALLISON. According to these statements, and therefore that 
our manufacturers had an advantage in that respect. Now, I think 
that depends upon whether our own woo! is washed or unwashed wool. 
If our wool is washed wool, then the wool that comes in in competition 
with it pays double duty. So in discussing this question (and that is 
what I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island 
to) I regard it as important that there should be clear definitions, that 
we may know whether own domestic wool is washed or unwashed wool, 
and whether these foreign wools that are under discussion are un- 
washed foreign wools. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Ohio and Michigan and other merino wools 
that compete with the wools now under consideration are sold, as the 
Senator from Kentucky very well knows, in a washed condition. 

Mr. ALLISON. And similar foreign wools would pay double the 
duty ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will respond when the Senator from Rhode Island 
gets through. Is the Senator from Rhode Island through ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I desire to put in another statement which is very 
short and I will ask to have it read, as it contains so clear and definite 
a statement of the question now under discussion, that I think it will 
be instructive to Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statement will be read, unless 
there is objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Orrice or Arntincron Muri1s, Lawrence, Mass., June 9, 1890, 


Dran Sim: L hand you herewith the following estimate of the number of 
pounds of finished worsted dress-goods that could be made from 100 pounds of 
greasy South American wool in the bale: 

Estimate: The maximun:- pounds of sorts that could be obtained from 100 
pounds of greasy South American wool in the bale would be 95 pounds of sorts. 

ene -five pounds of sorts, shrinking 66 per cent., will net in scoured wool 32.3 

unas, 
Pephirty- two and three-tent ome ne of eens wool, less 4 per cent. waste in 
carding, would give 30.9 pounds of carded wool. 

Thirty and nine-tenths of carded wool, with 6 per cent, added for moisture 
and oil, would yield 32.8 pounds, 

Thirty-two and eight-tenths pounds of carded ae aan 16 per cent., which 
is a minimum percentage of noil, will ze in to ton Si. 

Twenty-seven and six-tenths cage of top wil including soft waste 
worked over, 95} per cent. of which is —— to 26.2 pounds, 

‘Tho maxtasum amount of Galched worsted drees goede @inveould be mate from 
this yarn would be 90 per cent., —— 26.2 poundsof yarn would net not more 
than 23.6 pounds of dress 

This shows that it woul 
finished dress — ‘ 

An almost identical result would be reached if the wool were imported in the 
scoured state, 

‘These figures are a maximum for the amount of cloth that could be produced. 

The amount of noil stated isa minimum amount for this class of stock. The 
shrinkage from yarn to cloth isalso a minimum shrin 
kage above given. 


Many grades of cloth would shrink more than the 
Yours very truly, 
WM. D. HARTSHORNE, Superintendent. 

Witui1am Wuairman, Treasurer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question asked me by the Senator from Iowa 

to the root of this whole matter. The Senator from Kentu 
and the Senator from New Jersey have both alluded to the fact that it 
did not take 4 of domestic wool to make a pound of cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Unwashed wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ofwashed wool, domestic wool; there isno domestic 
merino wool unwashed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There never has been any contention that it re- 
quired 4 pounds of scoured wool or 4 pounds of washed wool to make 
@ pound of cloth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from 
New Jersey should know that there are no merino wools like those 
produced in Michigan and Ohio sold in an unwashed condition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That does not make any difference, whether it is 


sold or not. 
put in based 


soquise 4} pounds of such wool to make 1 pound of 


Mr. ALDRICH. But there has been no testimony 
upon the quantity of unwashed domestic wool required, The duty, 
as the Senator knows very well, upon washed wool is double the 
amount of duty on unwashed wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would be, of course, either 22 or 24 cents on 
wools of the first or second class. 


Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Rhode Island has assailed the 
statement produced by the Senator from New Jersey simply upon one 
point, and that not at all pertinent to the question before the Senate. 
The value of the statement introduced by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, if it has any value—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator wi.! not allow that statement 
to stand. He says I have taken only one pwint. I took three distinct 
points as an illustration of the veracity, or the accuracy, I should say, 
perhaps, of the statement submitted by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was engaged part of the time in looking at the 
statement made by Mr. Scott in the Huse of Representatives, and 
perhaps did not hear all the Senator said, !»ut the point which attracted 
my attention, and the only one, was where he attacked the tleman’s 
statement that the cost of spinning a yard of yarn from tops was 
8 cents a pound. The Senator alludes to that for the purpose of dis- 
crediting the whole statement, and he ci‘es a statement said to have 
been made, and it is printed in the Recor», by Hon. William L. Seott, 
of P ennsylvania, in the House of Represen iatives, i in 1888, from which 
it appears that it costs 35 cents a pound to spin a pound of yarn from 
the tops. Now, I want to ask the Senator if he believes, or xf he will 
say that he believes, it costs 35 cents a pound to spin yarn from the tops. 
Is not this gentleman correct, or substantially correct, in his statement 
that 8 cents a pound is the cost of spinning yarn from the tops? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the gentleman is correct in any of 
his statements, and he is certainly very far from being correct in the 
statement the Senator now alludes to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What does the Senator think that it costs to spin 
yarn from the tops? 

Mr, ALDRICH. I am putting in evidence here the statement of a 
gentleman whom Senators upon that side must recognize as a good au- 
thority upon this question—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. As to the cost of spinning ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who states the cost of manufacture in a mill in 
Philadelphia in which he was interested. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Butthis gentleman refers only to one single proc- 
ess—that is, the spinning of a pound of yarn from the tops. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement made by the gentleman quoted by 
the Senator from New Jersey was from clean wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To the finished yarn. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement made by Mr. Seott was taken in 
the same way. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. Does the Senator indorse the state- 
ment made by Mr. Scott? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think it necessary to indorse the state- 
ment. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then will the Senator make a statement of his 
own which he can indorse? He has assailed the statement made by 
this gentleman because he says it is not enough; that is tosay, he cites 
in opposition to it a statement made by somebody else that it costs 35 


ae from tops, and now I ask the Senator if he 
“tl eco 


that question. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ~ make one. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to interrupt my friend, but I have 
been absent on other duties of the Senate, and I ask the Senator if he 


disputes the fact that it requires 4 pounds, or in the neighborhood of 


4 of unwashed wool to make a of cloth? 
. CARLISLE. Yes, sir; I have ted it. 
ok ame. Does the Senator ish any evidence on that 
t 


Mr. CARLISLE. What evidence I have here I have furnished. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can only say if the Senator can demonstrate that 
fact it upsets the whole of the wool tariff schedule, because it is all 
founded on the difference. Atone time I wondered about this enigma, 
how it should take so much wool to make a pound, and I examined it 
as a simple matter of arithmetic. If the Senator can show me that 2 
i i eee ae 
im that this whole thing has to be revised, but I examined that care 
fally noon Ge talinees <a upon the testimony of men who 
eee ae no yr tts ac 
may be exceptions as to particular parts e fleece, as a rule 
ro a ge ert eth pac agen ur ya ended ope 
washed wool will make a pound of cloth, or 14 pounds of seoured wool, 
and so on down, the proportion being nee 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, the Senator from ick, Stee ahatnaen- 
=o incteaiinnhietiadeneetn te hncuanheh stan enpert 
upon subjects, made the statement Saturday afternoon on the 
floor of the Senate, as shown by the Ricorp, and which the Senator 
ee ee nes eee 
American wool nor 4 pounds of unwashed Australian wool to make a 
pound of cloth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is always washed. I wish to say that all 
ee eee are washed on the sheep’s back, 
unless a sheep should die, and then it would be cut off and washed and 
scoured afterwards. I suppose in the plains and in Califoriia and in 
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some other places where it is not possible to wash the wool, and espe- | form of yarn, against which we are seeking to protect our manufact- 
cially in South America, they do not wash it, but it comes into market | urers, is scoured wool and bears a rate of duty three times that imposed 
not only unwashed, but full of burrs and all sorts of things. However, | upon the unwashed wool. Undoubtedly this is trae, but how does it 
in our country, in Ohio, I doubt if a single fleece of wool goes inte mar- | atiect the question ? When that 4 pounds of unwashed wool comes here 
ket unless it is washed, and if wool abroad comes into competition with | in the cloth after being scoured it is only 1 pound. It has been reduced 
that, as a matter of course it is at a different rate, because it takes 2 | to 1 pound, and the duty upon this 1 pound of scoured wool is not 44 


pounds of unwashed wool to make a pound of washed wool. cents, but 33 cents; so that the bill does not carry out his view upon 
Mr. ALLISON. And it pays double. his own argument, and there is no necessity to carry it out. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It pays double the rate of duty. Mr. ALDRICH. But the scoured wool then shrinks 3% per cent., 
Mr. CARLISLE. I will come to that in a moment. so that you have 4 pounds to sell— 


Mr. ALDRICH. I will now answer the Senator from Kentucky, if| Mr. CARLISLE. But it never has beencontended here that it took 
he wishes his inquiry made some time since answered. I will say to | 4 pounds of washed wool. It is not contended now that it takes 4 
him what perhaps he may know, that there is quite a difference in the | pounds of washed wool, or 4 pounds of scoured wool, but 4 pounds o 
estimates of cost of manufacturing worsted yarns between the New | unwashed wool; and 4 pounds of unwashed wool taken from South 
England and Philadelphia manufacturers, the latter having always esti- | America to England and converted into cloth which is imported int 
mated the cost higher than the former. I will] say that it costs more | this country te be sold in competition with our cloth which is mad 
than 25 cents a pound, to speak within reasonable limits, to manufact- | from a less quantity of wool, as everybody concedes would pay only 3 
ure two-ply 36 yarns from the wool to the finished yarn, the same proc- | cents duty. 
ess which, according to the expert cited by Senators, would cost 8 Mr. ALDRICH. It takes a less quantity of washed wool, it do 
cents a pound. mestic wools are used, that is, Ohio and Michigan wools; and that 

Mr. BLAIR. In New England? distinction should always be bornein mind. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. In New England. The Philadelphia manufact- Mr. CARLISLE. But that quantity of washed wool, whatever if 
urers estimate the cost at a cent per number, which would be in this may be, or that quantity of scoured wool, whatever it may be, repr 
case 36 cents, or 37 cents, as Mr. Scott makes it. sents simply so many pounds of unwashed wool, because that is the 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the simple process of spinning? foundation of this whole schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the wool to the yarn. The testimony taken Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator must see that if it takes 2 pound 
before the Senate Finance Committee in 1888 of a number of Phila- | of domestic washed wool to make a pound of finished cloth, and if it 
de]phia manufacturers was to thiseffect. Butthe New England manu- | takes 2 pounds of unwashed wool to produce 1 pound of washed woo! 
facturers do not estimate the.cost to be as much. he has arrived at the same result. 

Now, one other word. I do not wish to create a misapprehensionin| Mr.CARLISLE. Ofcourse I concede that, but the statements which 
the statement I have made about washed and unwashed domestic wools. | we have here are just exactly the contrary; that it is unwashed woo! 
I understand that territorial wools, cross-bred wools, and other wools | It isso stated. There can be no disagreement between the Senato: 
of similar description are sold in an unwashed condition, but the wools | and myself that if it took 2 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound 
we have been discussing are the Ohio and Michigan and other merino | of washed wool it would take, according to the statement made nov 
wools with which the Australian and better class of South American | by the Senator from Ohio, somewhere between 3 and 4 pounds of un 
wools come in competition. washed wool to make a pound of cloth, but the Senator from Ohio does 

Mr. CARLISLE. The controversy here involved in the attack by | notinsist this morning that it takes 2 pounds of unwashed wool to make 
the Senator from Rhode Island upon the accuracy of the statement to | 1 pound of washed wool, as he did on Saturday. The Senator from 
which I alluded is not as to the whole cost of converting tops into yarn, | Ohio, a moment ago, made a statement in which he said it took about 
but the mere single process of spinning. a pound and ahalf ot unwashed wool to make a pound of washed wool 

Mr. ALDRICH. I must insist that the Senator either has not read | which is just about correct. 
the statement or that he does nut understand it. This gentleman states Mr. ALDRICH. I did not 
distinctly, first,the cost of the clean wool, and then the cost of the yarn, | make any such statement. 
and the difference is only 8 cents per pound. Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator from Rhode Island now state 


Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. that it takes 2 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound of washed 
Mr. ALDRICH. That includes everything trom the wool to the | wool? 





understand the Senator from Ohio to 


yarn. . 3 Mr. ALDRICH. That depends entirely upon the character of th 
Mr. CARLISLE. He says distinctly: wool. 
The wool originally cost 34 cents a pound; after paying for labor and scour- Mr. CARLISLE. : Well, ordinarily, as a general rule ¢ 

ing its cost was 79.3 cents per pound; adding 8 cents for spinning per pound and Mr. ALDRICH. Thereis nogeneral rule about it; that is the trouble 


the 10 per cent. of shrinkage—— Certain kinds of wool shrink 75 per cent., certain other kinds 50 per 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, that is right; after adding 8 cents for both of cent., certain other kinds 60 per cent., some 80 percent. There is no 
those items the total is so much, which shows a difference between | £°2¢'! rule applying to all wools. ; 
clean wool and finished yarns of only 8 cents a pound. Mr. CARLISLE. Ff or the purpose of taxation we are asked to make 

Mr. ALLISON. And he then states what it is sold for. not only ® general rule, but an inflexible rule, to which there can be 

Mr. CARLISLE. There is no allowance for noils; but that is not | 2° exception at all, and yet the Senator tells the Senate and the coun- 
important. Iam not able at this moment to determine whether the | *Y that there is no general rule on the subject. ; 
gentlemen means by the statement what the Senator says or whether Mr. I resident, I assert here that it does not take anything like 
he means we are to add 8 cents a pound for spinning and add 10 per pounds of unwashed wool in this country to make a pound of washed 
cent. for shrinkage, because he uses the word ‘‘and,”’ and I have had wool,and especially when your wool is washed here, or called washed and 
no time, of course, being on my feet, to make a calculation. He says classified as washed, if a little water is put on the sheep before it 


this: sheared. 
a ; Sent Got Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentuc! 
ding 8 cents for spinning per pound an e er cent. of shrinking t ' ti - . » he hehe 
make it into yarn, the net cost was 87.3 cents per ooundl. nking to | what section of country he is talking about the wool from. 


. : : . |} Mr. CARLISLE. Iam talking about the Ohio and Kentucky wor 
U ndoubtedly he is talking simply of the single process of spinning, | and all the wool in regard to which I have any information. 

but if he is mistaken about that mere matter of cost it does not by any Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator know that there is a vast dif- 
means prove that he has made an erroneous or false statement in regard | ference between the wool of Ohio, Michigan, and Illinois and the wool 
te the quantity of wool used, the quantity of yarn produced, and the | of Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, and California ? 

quantity of cloth produced. Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, certainly; there is more grease in some fleeces 

The Senator from Rhode Island caused to be read an extract trom | than others. It depends largely on the climate. 

the proceedings or from some report made by the American Wool Manu- Mr. TELLER. It is not the grease simply; it is more dirt 
facturers’ Association, in which they speak in the first part of it dis- | burrs; it is more of everything. 

tinetly of British goods, of the wool which is required to be consumed Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; but I speak of the general rule. I 
in the production of British goods, and they allude to South American you take the great mass of wools produced in this country and con- 
Wools in another part of it. Some gentleman who represented the | sumed in this country, it takes nothing like 2 pounds of the unwashed 
Globe Mills, I believe, is quoted as saying that 4 pounds of unwashed | wool, and especially when you provide in the bill that wool is washed 
Australian wool will make only about 15 ounces of the kind of goods simply because it has been cleansed a little on the back of the sheep 
they are making. It may or may not be so, I do not know; but the | before it is sheared. 
Senator himseli has conceded that as a general rule it does not require 
in the manufacture of goods ordinarily made and sold in this country, 
or the goods ordinarily imported in this country, 4 pounds of unwashed 
Australian wool or English long wool, or our Ohio and Pennsylvania 
wools. That I understand to be admitted. | 
_ Now, the Senator from Iowa makes the question that we were speak- Mr. CARLISLE. Ihave no doubt of that. Some farms wil! pro 
ing of unwashed wool and that the wool which is imported here in the duce a better quality of corn, or wheat, or tobacco, or almost t 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator, having had in 
my youth some experience in this matter, that there is an immense 
difference in the woo] in the same community raised on different farms. 
Wool from one farm will produce much finer washed and scoured woo! 
than wool from another farm. 
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product than other farms in the same neighborhood; and more espe- 
cially is this true, I suppose, in the case of wool, when so much de- 
pends on the care of the sheep. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky is willing 
to admit that if wools were imported from any country in the world 
into the United States in the condition which domestic wools, as Ohio 
and Michigan wools, are they would have to pay 22 cents if wools of 
the first class, and 24 centsif wools of the second class; and if it takes 
2 pounds of wool in that condition to make a pound of finished cloth 
of course the manufacturer is entitled to twice 22 or 24, as the case 
may be. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not by any means. The wool which comes here 
in foreign cloth does not come as washed wool, but comes as scoured 
wool, and on that you put 33 cents a pound. If that wool itself, un- 
manufactured, came here in that condition, the wool-grower would have 
against it a protection of 33 cents only, because it amounts to only 1 
pound when brought here in the cloth, and the wool manufacturer is 
getting 44 cents specific duty on it to protect him, That is the point 
I make. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must be mistaken. I think he does 
not quite understand the character of the statement he is making. 
He says the inference to be drawn from the statement was that scoured 
wool and wool in cloth were the same thing. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Oh, no, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Scoured wool shrinks nearly one-third before it 
can be made into cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; and so much the worse for the Sena- 
tor. The same quantity of wool does not come herein the cloth in the 
scoured condition as there was in the scoured condition before it was 
put in the cloth; in other words, the wool that comes here in a scoured 
condition in the cloth is less than the amount of the scoured wool be- 
fore it is put in the cloth. If it had come here betore it was putin the 
cloth it would have paid only 33 cents on the whole quantity, and you 
propose to give the manufacturer 44 cents a pound protection against 
him. That is the point, and the Senator can not escape it by any sort 
of contention about washed wool or scoured wool. The wool comes 
here in cloth after it has been scoured, and the 4 pounds of unwashed 
wool used in making the cloth brought here makes only 1 pound when 
it comes in, avcording to the Senator, and it would pay at the outside 
only 33 cents ® pound, 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator mean to say that 100 pounds of 
scoured wool nake 100 pounds of cloth? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not at all; I have said nothing of the kind. Let 
me make myself plain to the Senator. Four hundred pounds of un- 
washed South American wool taken into the woolen factory at Brad- 
ford, England, for instance, will be converted into 100 pounds of cloth. 
That is what Senators are contending for ; that is to say, 100 pounds 
of scoured wool, because it has to be scoured before it goes into cloth. 


. Now if that 100 pounds of scoured wool had come here without being 


converted into cloth you would have imposed upon it a duty of 33 
cents per pound to protect the wool-grower in this country, but if it 
comes in here in the form of cloth you impose a duty of 44 cents a 
pound to protect the woolen manufacturer, and give him 50 a 
ad valorem besides upon the wool and the other value of the cloth. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Kentucky say that 100 pounds 
of scoured wool turned into cloth would comein weighing 100 ds? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It would weigh a little less than a ta red 
pounds, and so much the worse for the Senator from Rhode Island, 
because if the whole hundred pounds came in it would only pay 33 
cents a pound, 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know that I quite understand the Senator 
from Kentucky; but what I do understand him to say is that if the 
scoured \vool comes in in the form of wool we impose a duty of 33 cents 
to protect the wool-grower, and if it comes in in the form of cloth we im- 
pose a duty upon the cloth of 44 cents. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes; to compensate the manufacturer. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it not entirely proper relief to afford ion to 
the labor that is employed in the manufacture of the cloth? 

Mr. CARLISLE. You have your 50 per cent. ad valorem, not only 
_— the rest of the cost of the cloth abroad, but upon this very wool 
besides. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is an ingredient the Senator did not put into his 
statement, I do not know about that part of it. I suppose there are 
other reasons for the imposition of that, but to stick t to the Sen- 
ere in the way he made it, and all he made of it, in which he 
showed an absurdity or a wrong in the schedule as it is, if before it is 
cloth it is on by 33 cents as wool for the on of the wool- 
grower and you bring it here in the form of cloth manufactured, then 
the protection should cover the wool-grower and the wool manufact- 
tirer in order to cover the difference in labor and the difterence in the 
cost of capital invested in the manufacture. So is not the 44 cents in 
the form of cloth quite as reasonable protection as the 33 cents in the 
form of washed wool ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not atall, in my opinion. The idea that the 44 
cents specific duty per pound upon im woolen cloth is imposed 
for protective purposes been disclaimed all the way through; it is 
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simply a compensatory duty on account of the duty on wool, and the 
50 per cent. ad valorem is the protective duty always claimed by the 
manufacturers and always assented to by the committees of the House 
and the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Finance Committee can take care of thai 
part of it; but teking the Senator’s pointas he made it, with all the 
elements that have been in the controversy here this morning, I sub- 
mit to the Senator that he has not made any point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I desire toread upon this point astate- 
ment made by the National Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, which is 
so clearly put and so conclusive and cogent that I am sure Senators wil! 
be impressed with it. They say: 

1, The House bill is based upon the calculation that it requires 3} pounds of 
the ordinary unwashed wools of commerce to manufacture 1 pound of yarn and 


4 poundsof that wool to manufacture 1 pound of cloth. This computation was 
first made in 1866, for the United States Revenue Commission. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Is not that unwashed wool? Do they not say 
distinctly it is unwashed wool ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The ordinary unwashed wools of commerce. 

This computation was first made in 1866 for the United States Revy- 
enue Commission. 


We add herewith, in the form of an appendix, the data upon which the com- 
utation was then made, together with some later evidence of its accuracy. It 
necessary to constantly repeat this formula and its verification in order to 
meet the criticisms of those whoas constantly assail it, but never successfully. 
If this formula was correct in 1866 it is correct today for there been no 
change in the conditions upon which it was based. ‘That it is incorrect in any 
— or affords any unfair advantage tothe manufacturer no one has been able 
ow. 
It is true that Ohio or Michigan washed wool may— 
Washed wool, mind you— 
not shrink in ee to the extent of shrinkage indicated in these tables. 
The lighter A ian wools may not shrink in the proportion indicated. But 
whether they do or not is not in the case. The American manufacturer must 
be reimbursed on the basis of the shrinkage of the wools used by his foreign 
Vanitage arising to bien van a eae inite a) eieeiins weeks, be peers. 
van ng m ut; on w ro 
sition is the fundamental essential of the wool tariff as now cmnasel. Ko 
demonstrations of arelatively smaller shrinkage in certain selected wools af- 
fect it or impugn it, It must stand until it can be shown that none ofthe wools 
cee to our rivals, such as the South American, African, and 
other wools, show these results in manipulation. That they do show these re- 
sults is determined by the overguakaion evidence of experience and actual 
test extending over a period of a quarter of a century. 
The law itself, from 1867 to date, establishes this ately imposing upon 
mpo scoured wool a duty three times that upon unwashed wool. So long 
as this triple duty remains upon scoured wool, the adjustment of the compensa- 
—< duty to the manufacturer must accord with it. 
he recent report of Consul Baker, of Buenos Ayres, to the State Department 
shows that 263,024,827 pounds of clothing wool goevery year from the Argentine 
Republic to France, Germany, and p= gm there to worked up into the 
goods which come into competition with our manufacturers. This isa volume 
of'raw material, ng to three countries alone, equal to the total woo! 
clip of the United States as reported by the Departmentof Agriculture. It finds 
its way very largely into this country, in the manufactured form, under the ex- 
isting law, although practically prohibited to our manufacturers in its raw con- 
dition. The statement of Bowes & Co.,of London (see appendix), shows that this 
= ehrinks on an average 65 per cent. from the unwashed to the scoured con- 
on, 
To the scoured condition, 
Mr. CARLISLE. That is wool which our competitors use. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis the wool which our competitors use, against 
which the American manufacturers demand a compensatory defense. 
The formula for this wool, reduced to cloth, is as follows: 
Loss of mestiza wool in scouring, 65 per cent. Leaves 35 pounds clean wool. 
This clean wool loses 35 per cent. in manufacturing. 
‘Thirty-five pounds clean wool, less 35 per cent. (12,25 pounds loss)=22.75 pounds 


One hundred clean wool -+22,.75=4.4 pounds of wool tol pound of cloth. 
The loss in shrinkage on the Cape wools is somewhat larger than in the mestiza 
and 73,500,000 pounds of Cape wool went to European ports, chiefly for Englis!: 
= po ee in 1889, Thecombined “~ rel Seve =< countries, —_ - 
e uses of our foreign competitors, was afew million pounds n the 
total Australian clip of 


p of 1889, 
The House bill is framed to compensate the manufacturer on this basis, and 
ee ee er Ee 2 eee mamary Say as hown to be 


necessary on the wool duty 

In every instance where Congress has failed to accord the full measure o! 
compensation necessary, the result has vindicated the principle for which we 
ee the inadequacy of the lesser com nm toaccomplish 
the purpose in view. 


Not only the act of 1867 was constructed upon this basis, but the 
acts of 1861 and 1864 were also constructed upon the basis that it re- 

uired 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make a pound of finished wool. 
This practical was first incorporated in the Morrill tariff bill of 1961. 
It was in the act of 1864; it was retained in the act of 1867; 
it was violated in the act of 1883 to the t injury and almost the 
destruction of the woolen senuetaebavem of Vado country, and the prop- 
osition made in this bill is to restore it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It may be inexcusable obtuseness upon my part, 
but I confess m wholly unable to understand how the foreign 
manufacturers of woolen goods can have an advantage over the Ameri- 
can mannfacturers in ys pm to their wools if they are compelled to 
ee unwashed wool to make a of cloth, 

ae ee or 3 pounds of 
woo 


Mr. ALDRICH. But they can not out of the same kind of wool. 
The Senator admits that. 
Mr. CARLISLE. We do not get that wool. 
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s 
ye 
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1890. 





Mr. ALDRICH. We can not get it on account of the prohibition of 
our tariff. 5 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, and therefore we are not using that 
kind of wool at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are not using it, but our competivors are using 
it, and we must compensate American manufacturers on account of 
their inability to buy these low-priced wools and use them in com- 

tition. 
ae CARLISLE. When the foreign manufacturer buys 4 pounds of | 
wool and puts them in a pound of cloth, assuming that the cloth is of 
equal value to the American cloth, or the same kind of cloth, he has 
produced just exactly what the American manufacturers produce with 
2} or 3 pounds of wool, and how he has an advantage over the Amer- 
ican manufacturer I can not see. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the cloth weigh just the same’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. It must weigh just the same. A pound is a 

und. 

Mr. BLAIR. Buta yard may not be a pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The yard cutsnofigureatall. It isa pound unit 
on the cloth which is made from these wools which require 4 pounds 
to the yard, and on the cloth which is made from 2} to 3 and 34 pounds. 

Mr. BLAIR. A pound is a pound, if the Senator will allow me, and 
so is a yard a yard, and how can 2} or 3 or 3} pounds of American 
wool be just exactly as much as 2, or 2}, or 3 or 34 pounds of foreign 
wool? How can it help being just the same? 

* Mr, CARLISLE. When it gets into the cloth it is the same. 

Mr. BLAIR. How can 3 or 4 pounds of foreign wool, where there 
are only 2 pounds of the other, be equivalents ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. When it is put into the cloth the 4 pounds shrink 
and become only 1 pound in the cloth, whereas 4 pounds here wi!! make 
more than 1 pound of cloth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I can make a practical illustration which 
will satisfy the Senator from Kentucky upon this point. Take a Bel- 
gian manufacturer, for instance, who 1s buying South American wools 
and paying 10 cents a pound for them. The wool in his cloth costs 
him 40 cents. Take a manufacturer in the United States who buys 2 
pounds, admitting for the sake of the argument those 2 pounds make a 
pound of cloth, which I do not admit—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Say three. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, I willsay two. That willanswer my purpose 
as well as three. Take an American manufacturer who buys 2 pounds 
of Obio or Michigan wool, for which he pays 40 cents. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Washed wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, washed wool. The wool in his cloth costs 
him 80 cents, as against 40 cents which the Belgian manufacturer has 
in his pound of cloth, and the American manufacturer needs 40 cents 
a pound protection. . 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. Presiden 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to me for a mément to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of this bill 
what his expectations are as to making progress with its consideration. 
I do not suppose that the Senator from Rhode Island will convert the 
Senator from Kentucky, nor will the Senator from Kentucky probably 
convert the Senator from Rhode Island. The discussion of course is most 
interesting and illuminating, and yet Senators must bear in mind that 
many important parts of the tariff bill have not yet been reached, that 
the time for general debate is nearing the end, and the time for the 
five-minute debate is limited to a short period, and under these con- 
ditions I should be glad to learn if the Senator from Rhode Island has 
any programme in his mind as to when we are likely to finish the wool 
schedule. 

We have been upon it now almost all the time since the agreement 
was made limiting the period for general debate, and I for one should 
be glad to know what the Senator’s purpose is, or what we are to try to 
do as to bringing this part of the bill to a head, so that we can have a 
vote upon it. 

_Mr. ALDRICH. Iam in hopes that the discussion and considera- 
tion of this schedule may be concluded this afternoon. 

Mr. HALE. That only leaves for all the rest of the bill two days. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think all the other portions of the bill except the 
sugar schedule and the ay scheme have been pretty well dis- 
cussed up to this time, and I think there will be no disposition on either 
side of the Chamber, so far as I understand, to protract the debate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. _I do not want to say more on this subject. 

_ Mr, HALE. If this wool schedule takes up all the rest of the day 
it only leaves two days for the remainder of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be very well content if we can dispose of 
the wool schedule to-day. It is one of the most important in this bill, 
and if Senators on the other side will agree that we shall finish this 
schedule to-day it is all I think that we ought to ask. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the afternoon debate or evening? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the afternoon, I hope. 


Mr.HALE. I think nobody will object to that. That gives four 
hours more. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky has already announced 
that he does not care to speak further. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better go on with the bill, and 
not consume the time in talking about this. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Iam not willing to let the subject drop where 
itis. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has seen fit to 
assail a statement made here by myself which was handed me by a 
gentleman in whose judgment and knowledge of the whole matter I 
have every confidence. I would hardly have ventured to present the 
statement had I not sufficient evidence outside of his statement toina 
measure prove his figures correct. 

The Senator from Rhode Island has also disputed that portion of the 
statement which referred to the cost of spinning, as I understand, and 
has presented a ecounterstatement here purporting to have been made 
by a former member of the House, Mr. Scott, of Pennsylvania, Now, 
as further evidence with respect to the truthfulness of the statements 
heretofore presented, I wish to read from a reportof one of the consuls 
of the United States, which has been considered of sufficient impor- 
tance to be put into pamphlet form and distributed upon the authority 
of the Government of the United States, with respect to this very mat- 
ter. I speak now of the report made by Mr. Schoenhof in July, 1888, 
with respect to the manufacture of worsted coatings. He says: 











The samples of American worsteds which I have brought over for compari- 
son astonished English manufacturers and received great praise from them. A 
comparison of the manufacturing cost seemed to me, before I entered into a 
searching inquiry, to be hazardous. 

1. The goods are made in the neighborhood of Philadelphia. I was told by 
different manufacturers there that wages were higher in and around Philadel- 
phia than in Rhode Island or the Eastern States generally. Indeed, 1 wastold 
that in textiles Philadelphia is the dearest labor market on account of the di- 
versified industries and the great demand for labor. I do not express my own 
opinion on this score, but simply repeat information. Partly also to the faet 
that in the Eastern States a greater number of skilled operatives can be found 
than in Philadelphia, and the cost of production correspondingly decreased in 
consequence. 

The mill manufactures worsteds alone. The wool is bought in the grease 
and goes through all the manufacturing processes in the mill. The following 
account is for the goods mentioned, i6-ounce corkscrew, 55 inches wide, 100 picks 
to the inch, 

The wool and the yarn.—The wool is XX Ohio. Twoand three-quarter pounds 
of wool yield | pound of yarn, The scouring produces 48 yards of clean wool 
out of 100 pounds of grease wool. The combing gives 23} pounds of noils. The 
account is 275 pounds of grease wool (December, 1887), at 34 cents per pound, 
$93.50; less 23} pounds of noils, at 40 cents per pound, $9.40; net cost of wool in 
100 pounds of yarn, $54.10. The manufacturing cost is as follows-- 


Now here is the matter of which the Senator from Rhode island com- 
plains in his statement made by my friend as to the cost of spinning. 
Let us see what Mr. Schoenhof says as to the cost of spinning in a mill 
in Philadelphia, and here he gives the entire cost, not only the labor- 
cost, but the manufacturing cost: 


Cente, 
OF OE ST aii stb desinsd ietieniinssnssenseseoscoenstnnenersiinacces secure saneneagenessawes 84.10 
Sorting .......0-00000 inpenwceten : poond : 5, OO 
Ge TN di di dic choias vallavelunsbdbisucepud tuceseabacsen sscecnenateenees 1.13 
Combi mg, ...ccocccccsccesce sectedouttysesteneeeie ‘ 2.48 
REE sainic ncinvavnsceeciesevevcceveccces ove sovbcvece ‘ . 2,63 
Doubling and twisting siesta Jevipicnnnina . iaitaiatmidnen. ae 
Miscellaneous expense, engineer, and general expense up to and includ- 
ing spinning.. ...... “os ; eevccesnssrcescos rsecoces 1.32 
NE. civiin canines asia on ; sadtbisedvibines . 96.95 


Finished yarn, price 96,95 cents; in which wool stands 81.10 cents and labor, 
including general expense in the spinning department, 12.55 cents. 


That is the whole cost, including allof the items of expense. Sothat 
it will be seen that Mr. Shoenhof gives the whole manufacturing cost 
including spinning, weaving, and all, at 12.85 cents while the Senator 
from Rhode Island denies that the spinning alone can be done for 8 cents. 
I have another statement to make which seems to be corroborative 
also. I was handed astatement made by a gentleman from Boston 
Mr. E. C. Hovey, who is a member, as 1 understand, of the firm of Ho- 
vey & Co. Itis signed by him. He told me he had also given a like 
statement to the Senator from Kansas[Mr. PLUMB] and a similar one 
to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs } 

Mr. Hovey also hands mea lot ofsamples which he broughton to Wash- 
ington with this statement under a promise that he could appear before 
the Committee on Finance and rebut the testimony which was given 
before that committee by Mr. Whitman. Mr. Whitman seems to have 
had more to do with making up this wool schedule in the tariff bill 
than all other forces combined, not even excepting the committee them- 
selves. I inquired this morning of the Senator from Massachusetts as 
to the character of the gentleman who makes this statement [{ Mr. 
Hovey], and that Senator said to me, if I understood him correctly, 
that Mr. Hovey is agentleman of high character and ability, and more- 
over had had large experience in this business. Whatdoes Mr. Hovey 
say? He replies in this document to Mr. Whitman’s argument before 
the committee. When Mr. Hovey came to Washington he was denied 
the privilege of appearing before the Senate committee to rebut the 
testimony of Mr. Whitman; the committee did not want to hear any 
rebuttal of Mr. Whitman’s testimony. 

I shall ask to have Mr. Hovey’s whole statement putin the Recorp. 
I will not take the time of the Senate to read it, but as to this particu- 
lar point I do wish “to read, for it re'ates to the very subject we are 
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discussing; which is, how much unwashed wool is required to make a 
pound of cloth. He says, as follows: - 


The accuracy or inaccuracy is to be found in the percentage of shrinkage in 
the wool in passing through the various stages of manufacture. Mr. Whitman 
claims - such wool as enters into the manufacture of the goods now under 
discussion — 


Referring to samples exhibited— 


a loss of over Boece cent. in scouring. This we know to be too high by over 
10 per cent. as the experience of several mills using the same grades of wool 
shows the shrinkage to be under rather than over 50 per cent. Added to this 
we have the opinion of several of the largest wool merchants in the country, 
whose knowledge on the subject can not be disputed, 


He further says: 

Indeed we believe,from all the trustworthy information we can obtain, that 
the average waste on Australian wool, of which these goods are made, is less 
than 50 per cent.and that itis more than safe to lay it down as a fact that it 
does not take over 3 pounds of woo) in the grease to make | pound of cloth. 


Mr. President, I shall ask to have this whole statement inserted in 
the Rrcorp, because it explains and antagonizes the statement made 
by Mr. Whitman, upou whose statement the committee evidently have 
framed their bill. 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dotrn in the chair), Is there 
objection to printing in the Recorp the statement presented by the 
Senator from New Jersey? The Chair hears none. 

The statement is as follows: 

Boston, May 26, 1890. 
To the Honorable Committee of Finance of the United States Senate : 

In connection with a certain which, through Hon. Groror F. Hoar, 
pe oS ares See gerne to the United States Senate, and by them re- 
ferred to comm , 1 desire herewith to add a few facts and figures for 

> aanekauiion, The paper referred to is one in which every dry- 


you above 
nd retailer of i in Boston ‘ull nst 
goods jobber a’ a ae respectf ae 


mittee from many other cities in the country, being int 
by tbe ay ee — the respective States. 7 
there oners to represent them before honorable committee, 
jn as fow words as possible, state their podition in Ghe chatten. ammh 
to be able to prove that the manufacturers of the above-named 
under the tariff sufficient protection to enable them to compete 
with the low wages of Europe, and are more than fully compensated for 


the 
duty on raw material. 
dress goods for women's — 


i 


The manufacturers of all-wool and cotton-warp 
children’s wear base their claims fer the specific duties laid on these 
the McKinley tariff bill on two statements: First, that such fabrics 
from other countries average to weigh 4 ounces to the square yard ; and, second, 
that it requires 4 pounds of wool in the grease to make 1 pound of mauufactu 
product. If now we can prove this not to be so the results which they refer to 
must certainly be misleading. and the duty which they ask for as necessary for 
compensatory relicf for the tax on raw material will to be too high. 

Referring, then, first to women's and children’s all-wool dress I desire 
to call your attention to a statement which was made before honorable 
Committee on Ways and Means of the Forty-ninth Congress by the president 
of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, As this statement may 
again be before your committee, I desire to show the fallacy of it, 
more especially as on it are largely based coone. of the gentleman’s claims for 
an increase in the tariff. On page 16 of Mr. Whitman's argument 
“To fully compensate for the duty on wool and dye-stuffs, it, the 
duty, should not be less than 12 cents per square yard; the specifie duty 
quired on | pound of cloth to offset the wool duties being 45 centa pupae’, 
and the average weight of all these wool dress goods being 4 ounces, it 
that 11} cents per square yard are required to make the specific duty upon them 
equal to what is required upon woolen cloths.” 

‘To prove that the gentleman is in error when he makes this statement, I ask 
your attention to the accompanying samples numbered from 1 to 10, both in- 
clusive. These goods, made some in France and some in the United States, 
represent those grades of all-wool dress goods of which there is the largest sale. 
By them it wiil be seen that not a single one weighs as heavy as 4 ounces per 
square yard, and that the average t is not far from 

Accepting for the moment his statement, which, however, I shall attem 
to disprove later on, that it requires 45 cents per nd of doth to offset 
duty on wool, his figuresare conclusive if one coul 
ment that these goods average to weigh 4 ’ 
have foun:i, however, that the weight is 3 ounces and not 4 ounces per 


a 


5 
: 


#4 


the average number of square yards of cloth to the arrive at the 
ee duty per square of cloth. This a atl nian oe 
square ya 


of cl 
I now come to bis other statement,on which also, as you will at once see, 
much of the justice of his claim must depend. He states over and over n 
that it takes 4 pounds of wool in the grease to make 1 of finished 
and to show that this claim bas had great weight with the honorable 
tee on Ways and Means it need only be noticed that thev impose the specific 
duty ov each pound of cloth manufactured of wool or worsted equal to four 
times the duty laid cnet pean) of meek 8 he eae. ee aoe 
dress are made principally ustralian wool, not over 5 per cent. being 
ee en coals dais date. There can be no better illustration of the 
fal of this claim than is furnished by an analysis of the stock in one of the 
fabrics of which I hand you sam . 
Take for instance sample 1: isa French all-wool com ‘ng net 
gash on the other side per square yard I7} cents. As these 5} square 
§ to the pound, we find that the anata X 17} cents = 
cents per pound. As these goods are made woo! costing 22 cents 
Sfomakeipound ofelothe This 
of wool required, as Mr. Whitman te This 


per pound, we must multiply this amount, 22 
of cloth, 

makes 88 cents. To this we must add ford say? a total of 97 

cents, leaving a balance of 4 cents per to cover cost of ter- 

est, account of commission on sales, guaranties, and same 

of on any of the samples will show if Mr. ‘estate 


is correct the foreign is 


his finished ier for his stock and dye-stuffs, to aay nothing of lis 
labor, interest, and pr ; 

“ The accuracy or inaccuracy is to be found in the percentage of shrinkage in 
the wool in passing through the various stages of manufactcre. Mr. Whitman 
claims on such wool as enters into the manufacture of the goods now under dis 
cussion ‘a loss of over 60 per cent. in scouring. This we know to be too high 
by over 10 per cent., as the — of several mills using the same grades of 
wool shows the shrinkage to under rather than over 50 percent. Added to 
this we have the opinion of several of the wool merchants in the coun- 
try, whose knowledge on the subject can not be disputed.’’ ‘We will, however, 
average the two percentages and give the manufacturer the advantage by call. 


ing the waste 55 per cent., a very figure. : ‘ 
ounds 
Take, for instance, Australian Wool.......2.........0...ssees::1+ eessseesssssrenesssecees «+ 100,00 
Loss in scouring, 55 EE aici ettechdiibnnéewetiss nv ainatvounibhdocteavedd SOO 
Leaving 45 wool. 
Less in noils 25 per cent. on the 45 pounds...............0....000---- UD 
eR DO OP CONE crecvtnntichck hentndvimaceecins eocenbeorplimeniauiguemnsines (ie Se 
—— 5.62 
Loss in manufacturing, 10 per cent. on the 40 pounds....................... 4.0) 
—— 64.6 
ee Oi i aiccceticcrrtcicetett httncseictgccretenpnesnta emerge OS 
One hundred pounds of wool divided 35.38 inds of deth equa! 
2.82 of wool to 1 Tabet “ed 7. 7 


pounds pound of cloth. 
Indeed, we believe from all the trustw information we can obtain, that 
which these goods are made, is less 


than safe to lay itdown asa fact that it 


joven, of which a large proportio od te eae 
p a jon are resen sample | 
herewith submit marked No. 11. These goods oan jess Gian Seunece per 
pm yard, or5} square yniate Ceeneer ae. One-third of this pound 
o a en ena S take about 8 square yards of h to 
uteent nd S. vel are made from SS. = 
n per cent.; allowing we find t pow of 
this wool in the grease produces s 
As this wool pays duty of 11 cents we divide $11, the duty on 100 
nds of grease wool, by 52.75 Sip ont duanet chen wodl, ent teshtha: 
requires 20.08 cents per to offset the duty on wool, As, however, there 
are 8 square yards of cloth to 1 
would ascertain that a 


‘e submit herewith other samples on which we have placed which 
will explain themselves. These are put in forthe purpose of the 
statements already made that these goods a to weigh less than 4 ounce~ 
per square yard, In all our we have vored to figure in 


of the manufacturer, giving him the benefit of all doubts, and we believe tha 
none of them can prove our figures to ; 


In this con I desire to call your attention te the fact thatin the present 
tariff there are meaee eben es Genres estenn-meaty Sessogenes, Samely 
When valued st not exceeding 15 cents per ,7 cents per square yard 


cents per 
ther 


namely: First, 12 cents per square y: and 50 per cent. ad valorem, and in such 
cases where the goods weigh over 4 pone Fe 


valued at abov 


cases ton composes a very 
ifestly unjust to compe! the cot- 
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, 





* gf 
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nd yet this gentleman goes before the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
ee and ae for further protection on such goodsas he manufactures. The 
Arlington Mills are among the Jargest in the country. Added to this is the 
statement already made of the manufacturing corporation which is now sold 
ahead many thousand pieces of goods of their manufacture. Does it not seem 
unwise, considering that these two representative mills are doing a satisfactory 
and profitable business, to increase the tarif? so enormously as proposed in the 
McKinley bill? : . f 
- The Adantic Mills are the largest in the United States making the class of 
goods known as all-wool women’s and children's dress goods. The House bill 
proposes a duty of 12 cents per square yard and 50 per cent. ad valorem on this 
fabric. It having been established that it takes only 3 pounds of wool in the 
grease to make 1 pound of cloth, the duty needed to offset that on wool is 5 
times 11 cents, the duty imposed on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, 
or 33cents, Dividing this by 5, the average number of square yards of cloth to 
the pound of cloth, we find that 6.6 cents per square yard, instead of 12 cents, as 
proposed by the bill, will amply suffice to give the manufacture the needed pro- 

ion. 

We think that on cotton-warp dress goods 5 cents per square yard and 35 per 
cent, ad valorem will more than fully cover the protectéon needed by our manu- 
facturers, and on all-wool dress goods there is every evidence to prove that the 
existing tariff of 9 cents per square yard and 40 per cent. ad valorem is much 
more than sufficient to enable them to compete with foreign manufacture. We 
therefore hope that after a careful consideration of the question you will con- 
clude that no further protection is needed on these goods by manufacturers 
who are at the present time making such a successful business showing. 

Paragraph 412 of the McKinley tariff bill imposes a duty on velvets and 
plushes and other pile fabrics, including ribbons, which contain, exclusive oi 
selvages, less than 50 per cent. in weight of silk, $2 per pound and 15 per cent. 
ad valorem, The same goods containing, exclusive of selvages, 50 per cent. 
or more in weight of silk must pay a duty of $3.50 per pound and 15 per cent. 
ad valorem. The provision is further made that in ascertaining the percentage 
of silk under this act the weight of silk shall be taken as found in the goods. 
The duty on these goods at the present time is 50 per cent. ad valorem, with no 
specific duty. : 

The result is, so far as plushes and velvets are concerned, an increase of duty 
from the present rate of 50 per cent. to a rate equivalent to from 90 to 250 per 
cent. it will be readily seen that it is quite possible for two pieces of goods 
costing the same sum on the other side of the water,and packed in the same 
case, to be subj to these two rates of duty, for such fabrics in which the silk 
weighs in the neighborhood of 50 per cent. it would be possible, owing toa mis- 
take in manufacturing, for one piece to contain less while another piece contains 
more than the requisite per cent in weight of silk. 

These goods are not made in this country toany extent. Thereare but two 
manufacturers of any importance; one located in South Manchester, Conn., 
Messrs. Cheney & Co., and the other, Messrs. Dobson & Co., Philadelphia. The 
silk industry has under a 50 per cent. tariff increased to such an extent that to- 
day it is asafe statement to make, that at least 75 per cent. of the silks marketed 
in this country are manufactured in thiscountry. Ifsucha result has been ob- 
tained under a protective duty of 50 per cent., is not that fact in itself sufficient 
proof that no further protection is needed for this branch of manufacture ? 

I beg to submitsamples of four grades of silk plushes made in England, upon 
which I have placed the two rates of duty which they will be obliged to pay 
under the McKinley bill, if it should be ascertained that the silk contained 
therein amounted to more or less than 50 per cent. in weight. I also submit a 
sample of velvet which, under the present tariff,costs 97} cents a yard, duty 

id, but which under the McKinley bill would cost from $1.37} to $1.64, accord- 
ing to the weight of the silk therein. 

It is principally on plushesand velvets, or what are known as pile goods, that 
the silk duties as proposed are excessive. These are heavy fabrics, o strong 
back being netessary to support the face. This back is sometimes woolen and 
oftentimes cotton, They clearly come wjthin the classification for cotton or 
wool and silk roods, as laid down in paragraph 411 of the McKinley bill. It 
would be interesting to inquire why a special paragraph was formulated for 
them alone, when, as has been said, the duty has been increased from 50 per 
cent. to, in some cases, 250 per cent. 

The duty on otherenumerated silk goods has been, comparatively speaking, 
but slightly advanced, and on all unenumerated fabrics remains the same as at 
present, namely, 50 percent. If the manufacture of the various silks made in 
this country has been so successfully carried on under a 50 per cent. tariff, it 
does not seem wise to legislate in favor of a few particular manufacturers or for 
a particular fabric. We therefore hope that paragraphs 411 and 412 may be en- 
tirely stricken out and that plushes and velvets may find their classification 
under paragraph 415. 

We further y that at least sixty days may be allowed to elapse after the pas- 
sage of the bill before itshall gointoeffect. Any tariff bill which Congress may 
in its wisdom pass at this time will undoubtedly stand for several years. We 
would by no means advocate putting off the date to any distant day as, for ex- 
ample, January !, for with a leeway of six months the looms of Europe could 
be made to turn out such a quanity ofmerchandise as would very soon swamp 
the market, * 

A period ofsixty days could, however, be safely given without incurring any 
such risk, as the ories on the other side are now busy filling orders usually 

laced at this season of the year for delivery during July, August, and Septem- 

r. In granting, then, this sixty days, while doing only simply justice to those 
who in good faith have placed their orders, you could not bring onto the coun- 
try the calamity of permitting Europe to flood ourmarkets with supplics suffi- 
cient for several seasons in advance. 

This argument is one presented to the Finance Committee, written by Mr. 
Samuel Johnson, of the firm of C. F. Hovey & Co., of Boston, who at the re- 
= the jobbers and retailers of Boston prepared the above and furnished 
samples, 

E, C. HOVEY. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Further than that, I wish to present another 
statement. This is made by a member of the firm of E. G. Williams 
& Co., of 92 Mercer street, New York. The statement is made by Mr. 
George A. Jackson, and I want to say that nothing can be said against 
the trathfuiness of any statement Mr. Jackson may make on this 
subject, and Ido not think his facts can be resisted. Mr. Jackson 


sends me three samples of goods [exhibiting] and he calls attention to 
the fact that under this bill, while there is apparently no difference to 
the eye, to the eye of any man who is not an expert as to the quality 
and the different characteristics of the goods, one of them under this 
bill comes in at a rate of duty of 100 per cent. and another at 150 per 
cent. I now wish to read a part of Mr. Jackson’s statement which 
refers to this particular question. He says: 

Referring to the interview had with you on Friday last regarding section 376, 


H.R. 9416, and the samples numbered, respectively, $126, 431, and 283, left with 
you at the time, I now = to hand you the detailed information promised. 
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In this piece [exhibiting] numbered 3126 there are 9 pounds and 4 
ounces of wool in the whole pi 


The weight of raw wool requi 





to produ t mount of weft, 15 pounds 
Ss ounces. 

I asked this gentleman for a statement as to how many pounds of 
unwashed raw wool it took to make a pound of cloth, and this is his 
reply - 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish the Senator would read the memorandum 


which he took off that letter. I happened to see a memorandum at- 
tached to that letter lying on his desk on Saturday, and I wish he 
would read that now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This memorandum 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; I will read the memorandum 

Weight of wool required to produce this amount of weft, 10 p 


t 


ounds 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is before combing and spinning 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator then claims that it is scoured woo! 
instead of unwashed wool that he had reference to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then why does he say ‘‘raw wool?’’ No, Mr 
President, it does not mean that. 

Mr. McPHERSON,. The weight of the wool before combing and 
spinning is 10 pounds 12 ounces. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis before combing and spinning; thatis seoured 
wool. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That may be scoured wool, but it makes no 
difference whether it is or not for the purpose I have in view at this 
moment. 

I want to put this letter in the REcoRD as showing exactly the dif 
ference that this bill will make in the rates of duties upon the differ 
ent kinds of cloth. The specific or compensatory duty is made in the 
bill 44 cents per pound or four times the duty on wool of the first class, 
while the actual goods imported under this paragraph are half cotton, 
The importer then must pay wool duties upon cotton and cotton is upon 
the free-list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thestatement will be printed in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


E. G. Williams & Co., 3 Mercer street 


New Yor«K, August 18, 1990 


Dear Sik: Referring to the interview had with you on Friday last regarding 
section 376, H. R. 9416, and the samples numbered, respectively, 3126, 431, and 
283, left with you at the time, I now beg to hand you the detailed information 
promised : 


Sample No. Sample No. Sample No 
3126 131 255 
Actual weight of weft (or wool) | 9 lbs. 4 oz 7 lbs. 10 oz 7 Ibs. 10 oz 


in picce 
Weight of raw wool required to 13 lbs. 8 oz 


) lbs. 12 oz 10 lbs, 12 o- 

produce this amount of weft 

Amount of waste ; 5 per cent percent 37) per cent 

Actual weight of cotton in piece... 5 lbs 7 lbs, 12 oz 7 lbs. 12 ov 
Veight persquare yard of cloth SAl oz tOlo 3.95 oz. 

Coat in England, 32 inches wide.. 11 cents.......... cents lv} cente, 

Cost landed here under present 1 cents net 19) cents net 1%) cents net 
tariff. 

Cost landed here under bill H 23} cents net 6) cents net 21) cents net 
H., 9416, 

Amountof duty under bill H.R. 100 percent 150 per cent 100 per cent 
oi 


rhis,as you will understand from Mr. Wormser’s explanation of Tuesday, is 
notactually waste, the noils—ring waste, thread waste, etc.—being all valuab| 
and capable of being used again,as demonstrated. Sample 3126, weighing 3.4! 
ounces to square yard, you will notice actually contains more wool than 43! 
which weighs 4.01 ounces to square yard. Under the proposed bill 431 will pay 
a duty of 14 cents a pound and 50 per cent., making it cost 26} centa net. Samp!: 
283 is actually the same cloth as 431, only sent out ata different time, and weigh 
3.95 ounces to square yard (or .06 ounces a square yard less than 43! This, how 
ever, would come in at the rate of 7 cents asquare yard and 40 per cent., making 
itcost21} cents net. In other words, the .06 ounces to square yard makesa diffe: 
ence of 4} cents a yard. An enormous difference in cost for the almost infini 
tesimal difference in weight. Sample 3126, which contains more wool than 
either 421 or 283, would come in at 7 cents a square yard and 40 per cent., and 
would cost 23} cents net. 

This will, | think, make plain to you the injustice of putting a weight dut 
on cheap goods weighing over 4 ounces to square yard, especially when cotto 
forims so large a percentage of the total weight as in 243 and 431 (where it 
amounts to 50 per cent.), and it certainly should not be assessed on any goods 
costing 20 cents a yard or leas, and even if assessed on goods costing over 20cents 
a yard, then only on the actual weight of the woo! contained in the piece and not 
on the cotton also. 
I trust I have made this matter quite plain to you, and given you all! the de- 


tails you may require. If there is any other information that you require that 
I can give you I sha!l only be too glad to do it, and believe me to be 
Yours truly, GEO. A. JACKSON 
Hon. J. R. McePus : 
United States Seuate, Washington. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Ihave another statement here which I would 
like to put in. Jt comes to me through Mr. Wormser from Mr. D 
McKeever, of New York. This letter 1 would also like to appear iu 
the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered. 








9472 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


SEPTEMBER 1, 





The letter referred to is as follows: 
New York, August 13, 1890. 


Dear Six: I inclose you two samplesof the heavy cotton-warp goods. They 
are, as you are aware, 54 inches wide and weigh about 30 ounces to the running 
yard, The foreign cost is 54d, 


The present duty of 35 cents per pound and 35 per cent.ad valorem equals 


almost 100 per cent.; whereas =e pesgeuss duty of 44 cents per pound and 50 
per cent. ad valorem equals over ]25 per cent. 

Please be particular to call Senator McPnerson’s attention to the fact that of 
the 30 ounces in these fabrics, fully one-half iscotton, so that even admittin 
the claim of the manufacturers that it takes 4 pounds of raw wool to make 
pound of the manufactured article, on these samples they would be getting not 
the 44 cents per pound on the wool, but actually 48 cents per poun 


di. 
Ialso send youasample of the cotton-warp cloth about which I spoke to 
you this evening. 


Kindly let me know at what time you can see me to-morrow and I will give 
you letters of introduction to Senator McPHERson. 
Yours very truly, i 


D. McKEEVER. 

Mr, M. WormMseEr. 

Mr. McPHERSON subsequently said: I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Rhode Island toa colloquy which took place between 
that Senator and myself respecting a letter which I ved from Mr. 
George A. Jackson to be put in the Recorp. He stated the fact that 
he had seen the letter lying upon my desk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator showed it to me last night. 

Mr. McPHERSON. And the Senator referred to the phraseology of 
the letter. I find I had interlined the letter myself in pencil with 
some references of my gwn. Now, I wish to insert the letter in the 
RECORD exactly as Mr, Jackson wrote it, omitting that part which I 
interlined in pencil, so that it willstand exactly as he wrote it. Iask 
that it may be inserted at the proper place where the colloquy took 
place between the Senator and myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
agen will be inserted. 

€ paper is as follows: 
[Extract from letter dated August 6, 1890.) 


The weight of the raw wool (i, ¢. combing and spinning) is 10 pounds 12 
ounces per piece; the weft required for the piece would weigh7 pea Wounces, 
a waste, therefore, of 37} per cent., which is accounted for as follows: 

1. To make woo! into tops wool shrinks about 25 percent, Of this 12} per cent. 
is noils and the balance evaporation, 

Of this 6} per cent. is 


2. To make tops into yarn, wool shrinks 12} per cent. 
waste and the balance evaporation. 

The cotton warp for the same piece would weigh 7 pounds 12 ounces. 

We presume this information is wanted in connection with the discussion on 
the tariff bill, and we hope we have supplied you with all that is necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLpH in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance, which 
will be reported. . 

The Cater CLERK. On page 88, line 22, paragraph 373, strike out 
the word ‘‘twice’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘two and one- 
half times.’’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, on that question I shall have to 
ask for the yeas and nays. As this is the very nning of this whole 
schedule in regard to manufactared woolen goods, I must demand the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

ae and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew]. 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Mr. President, I am 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurrr]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I 
would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. FRYE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], and I shall not vote unless my 
vote becomes n in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when the name of Mr. GrorGE wascalled). My 
coll e (Mr. Grorer] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
* shire [Mr. BLATR]. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I do not think that the Senators exactly under- 


stand the question before the Senate. I understand that the question | the 


is now — taken upon the committee's proposed amendment to par- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. | That is the question. 
Mr. FAULKNER. On the question that I now understand to be 
before the Senate I desire to indicate that my vote would be “nay ”’ 


instead of ‘‘ yea.’’ 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
_ Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL]. 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 
roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. BERRY. _I desire to announce that colleague . JONES 
is at home sick, being paired with the Souler from Mal tek re 


— 
Mr. EDMUNDS, May I inquire if a quorum has voted? I am 


If he were here, I should | to 


paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGu], whom I have not 
seen this morning, but with liberty to vote in order that the business 
of the Senate may be contin if necessary to make a quorum. 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
inquire whether the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 


If 


Then I withdraw my vote. I have a pair with 


im. 
Mr. GRAY. I would like to inquire if the Senator from Illinois — 


[Mr. CuLLom] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has. 

Mr. GRAY. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MORRILL], as I have-before announced. The Senator from Pennsy!- 
vania [Mr. See ane ee the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. BuTLer]. In of the Senator from South Carolina | 
su that the Senator from Pennsylvania and I agree to transfer our 


rs. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON. I vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GrorGE}. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
Squire] with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] re- 
corded as having voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understood the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL | 
to announce his with Senator PETTIGREW. 

Mr. CALL. I did. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 1am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JonEs]. Now, I bes. ty that the pair of Senators JonEs and Per- 
TIGREW be transferred, and that the Senator from Florida and I both 


vote. 

Mr. CALL. Very 
Mr. PADDOCK, 
Evusti 

Mr. 


pune with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 


8]. 

FAULKNER. I am paired, as I have already stated, with the 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY], and the Senator from North 

Dakota [Mr. Pierce] is paired with the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 

Pasco]. We have arranged to transfer our pairs, and I therefore vote 

“nay. ’ 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGANn] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the affirmative), I am paired 
with him, bat I am at liberty to vote in order to make a quorum. 
ee my vote to stand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL]. I believe that he has not voted. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Cor- 
quitt], and I would ask the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs | 

transfer his pair so that the Senator from Georgia may be paired 


with the Senator from Montana [Mr. SanpERs]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. I vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. McPHERSON (after having voted in the tive). If the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. HiGorns] is not recorded, I to withdraw 


vote. 
go BLAIR. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER], and I am 
ew GeorGEe]. The 
Mississippi and 


a, that my: Mr. CHANDLER | 
is at home ill, and is paired with the ales Gone hoes New Jersey 
[Mr. BLopeerrT]. 


Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam with 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BaRBouR], but retained right to 
vote in orderto makea quorum. I understand there is a quorum witl- 
out my vote, and I therefore withdraw it. 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 18; as follows: 
YEAS—2%. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, ‘ Sherman, 
Allen, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, 
Blair, Edmunds, MeMiitan, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, a Mitchell, ee 
Cullom, Hawley, Pierce,’ 
Dawes, Sa . 
NAYS—18. 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Vv 
Bsc burn, Gibson, * em, ’ Walthall.” 
Cartisle, pton, Vance," 
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ABSENT—4. - 
Eustis, Manderson, Pugh, 
Farwell, Morgan, Quay, 
Frye, Morrill, Sanders, 
George, Paddock, Spooner, 
Gorman, Pasco, Squire, 
Hearst, Payne, Stanford 
. Higgins, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Kenna, Power, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 53, 
line 22, after the words ‘‘shall be,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twice ’’ and insert 
*“two and one-half times ;’’ so as to read: 

373. On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 
30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the duty 
im by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in ad- 
dition thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more that 30 cents and not 
more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the duty 
imposed by this act on a pound of up washed wool of the first class, and in addi- 
tion thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem ; valued at more than 40 cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be three and one-half times the duty imposed by this act 
ona pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I scarcely know what motion to 
make in regard to this ph, because it is very evident that the 
Senate, having established a rule for what is called a compensatory 
duty upon yarns, I suppose of course it will be carried out through: the 
whole of this schedule. 

This paragraph proposes to raise almost as much revenue, upon the 
basis of the importations for 1889, as was collected by the Government 
of the United States from its customs duties during the first five years 
of its existence under the Constitution. If the importations are the 
same as they were in 1889 it will raise a revenue of $21,402,523.55, 
and this large amount is to come froma very great increase in the duty, 
not only by the reclassification of the articles to which it applies, but 
directly by an increase of the rates of taxation. 

Woolen shawls, for instance, which are expressly mentioned in the 
present law, are not specifically mentioned at all in this paragraph; and 
I see that the expert has included them in his table attached to this 
paragraph, although I am sure, Mr, President, they do not come within 
this paragraph at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. {I think the Senator from Kentucky is laboring 
under @ misapprehension. We have not yet reached the paragraph 
upon shawls. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I know; and that is just what I propose to show, 
that they ought to be in with the woolen goods,which would still in- 
crease the rates of duties very largely. . But instead of putting them 
here the bill has put them in another paragraph which increases the 
duty still more. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean tosay that shawls and yarns 
ought to be put together? 

Mr. CARLISLE, Oh, no; I mean the woolen cloths. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have not yet finished the paragraph in regard 


to yarns. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I was-out of the 
Chamber for a moment after the vote was taken, and I thought the 
Secretary had read the next poe 

= — I hope the Senator will allow the next paragraph 
to , 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. I owe the Senate an apology. I 
thought the other paragraph had been read. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading will be proceeded with. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, before leaving the consideration 
of paragraph 373, the Senate having practically fixed the ratio for the 
ne of compensatory duty in paragraph 373 upon woolens and 
yarns, which is really the beginning of the manufacture, so to speak, 
[ want to try and see if that side of the Chamber will not consent to 
some reduction in the ad valorem rate of duty, which is also an addi- 
tional benefit to the manufacturer. 

[ move, sir, in line 24, page 88, to strike out ‘‘ thirty’ and insert 
“‘twenty,’’ so as to read ‘'25;’’ in line 3, on page 89, to strike out the 
word ‘‘five,’’ so as to read ‘‘30 per cent. ;’’ and ia line 7, to strike out 
“40”? and insert ‘'35;'’ and I will agree that all these amendments 
shall be voted upon together. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered, unless there is ob- 
jection, and the amendments will be stated. 


The ; ‘ ak 
a5 ct tuens "Es cea 88, paragraph 373, strike out 


And in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr, ALDRICH. The duty fixed by the Mills bill upon this article 
was 40 cent., and yet the Senator now proposes to reduce it to 25. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Oh, yes; and there were other articlesincluded 
in the Mills bill, and besides that, wool was free in that bill. 
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The Cuigr CLERK. On page 89, line 3, strike out ‘35’ and in- 
sert ‘‘30;°’ so as to read: 


And in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


In line 7 of the same paragraph strike out ‘40°’ and insert ‘ 35,” 
so as to read: 


And in addition thereto 3 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I shall have to ask for the yeas 
and nays upon this question as well. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, notwithstanding what has been 
said by the Senator from Rhode Island in regard to provisions of the 
Mills bill, I desire to state that in the Mills bill there was no specific 
duty whatever imposed upon these yarns. I stated the view which I 
entertain in regard to this question this morning at some length, and 
it is that the specific duty is largely more necessary for yarns of do- 
mestic manufacture than the duty upon wool. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the sen- 
ior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Georce]. If he were present, lL 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I suppose the same ar- 
rangement exists on this vote as on the preceding vote, as regards the 
pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. I ask now the 
Senator from New York if he desires the same arrangement to continue. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr, TuRPIe}. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). My pair with the Senato: 
from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitt] and that of the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. SANDERS] with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] be- 
ing transferred, leaves me at liberty to vote, and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Under the arrange- 
ment made in regard to the pair of the Senator from North Dakota 
(Mr. Prercr], I transfer my pair I have with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. QuAY] to the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaains], whom I do not see in his 
seat. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). The Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] left the Chamber in consequence of being 
unwell, and asked me tostate that he was paired with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Worcorr]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson }. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 

| (Mr. MANDERSON]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr.HARRIS. ‘TheSenator from Pennsylvania | Mr. CAMERON | and 
myself have agreed totransfer our pairs. He has already voted ‘‘nay,”’ 
and I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to announce the detention of my colleague [ Mr. 
SQuIRE] from the Chamber. He is paired with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr.EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN]. Ido not see him in his seat. Iam at liberty to vote to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand that a transfer of pairs has been 
made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1ca1ns] and the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn], so that the Senator from New York [ Mr. 
Evarts] and I can both vote. 

Mr. CASEY. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
Pasco], but, as has already been announced by the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mr. FAULKNER], a transfer has been made, and I vote 
**yea.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Lam paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WiLson], and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAck- 
BURN | is paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON |. 
We have arranged to transfer the pairs so that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky and myself can both vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. On this vote I voted ‘‘nay’’ under the arrange- 
ment made on the preceding roll-call for the transfer of my pair with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], and the pair of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL] with the Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia | Mr. 
BARrsouRr], but I think that a quorum has nut voted, and hence I am 
at liberty to makea quorum. I therefore vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to inquire if a quorum has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has voted. 


If he were present, 
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The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 27; as follows: 





YEAS—16. 
Bate, Carlisle, Gray, Vance, 
Berry Cockrell, Harris. b 
Blackburn, Coke, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Call, Faulkner, Reagan, Walthall. 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Hale, Moody, Teller, 
Casey, Hawicy, Platt, Washburn 
Cullom, Hiscock, Sawyer, Wilson of lowa. 
Dawes, Hoar, Sherman, 

ABSENT—41. 

Barbour, Farwell, Manderson, Quay, 
Blair, Frye, Morgan, Ransom, 
Blodgett, George, Morrill Sanders, 
Brown, Gibson, Paddock Squire, 
Butler, Gorman, oes : Ponte 
Chandler, Hampton, - ne, e, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Higgins, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Davis, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Power, 
Eustis, Kenna, Pugh, 


So the amendments were rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Cuter CLerk. The next amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance is, on page 89, line 14, paragraph 374, to strike out 
the word ‘‘ twice’’ and insert ‘‘ three times; ’’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


374. On woolen or worsted cloths, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on knitting 
machines or frames, and all manufactures of every description made wholly or 
in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, 
not wanee y provided for in this act, valued at not more than 30 cents per pound, 
the duty per pound shall be three times the duty im by this act on a 
pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in thereto 
ad valorem; valued at more than 30 and not more than 40 cents 
duty per pound shall be three and one-haif times the duty im 
® pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in add thereto 40 per 


cent. ad valorem; valued at above 40 cents per pound, the a on pees 
shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of un wool 
of the first class, and in addition thereto 50 per cent, ad valorem, 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, before any vote is taken upon 
that amendment of the committee I would call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that in paragraph 373, which we have just passed, 
the committee recommended an amendment to strike out the word 
“twice ’’ in line 22, and insert ‘‘ two and one-half times,”’ which upon 
a yea-and-nay vote the Senate sustained. The evidence is that the 
House committee believed that twice the duty imposed upon a pound 
of unwashed wool was sufficient compensatory duty. The committee 
has also inserted the same word in paragraph 374, so that it reads: 

Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound,the duty per pound shall be twice 
the duty imposed by this act ona pound of unwashed wool of the first class, etc. 

Now, sir, there was evidence that the House committee believed that 
a duty of twice the | upon wool of the first class was a sufficient 
compensatory duty. e ate committee has changed that and 
made it three times. Upon that question of agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It must be perfectly obvious to everybody that 
no pound ot cloth which sells for 30 cents or less can be made from 3 
pounds of unwashed wool. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky seems 
to invite a disputation upon this point. I have - say that Iam told 
that into the manufacture of the cheaper class of goods carpet wools 
and much cheaper wools enter, Consequently what the Senator 
is not exactly true, because three times the duty on carpet wools w: 
be from 13} to 15 cents, the duty on carpet wools being about 3 cents 

und, 
r. CARLISLE. How much per j ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. An average of about 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. On t wools ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; would be 32 per cent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Under this bill ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly 32 per cent. and 12 cents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thirty-two percent. Theduty on the unwashed 
wools is not to exceed 3 es you will find, because the val- 
uation of these carpet wools t 8 cents, and the duty of 32 per 
cent. on 8 cents is less than 3 cents, 

Mr. CARLISLE. The line is drawn in this bill, in the of 
the duty upon carpet wools, at wools not to exceed 12 cents per 
pound, recognizing the fact that a large part, or some part at least, of 
these wools cost more than 12 cents a pound. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, but the average cost of these wools, as the 
Senator will see by the table, is now about 8 cents. 


Mr. CARLISLE, ‘The average price of the wools during the 
last year for which we have returns (that is for 1889) waa, according to 
my recollection, over 10 cents per pound in the countries. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Then the duty of 32 per cent. would be about 3 
centsa pound. That is what I said. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Provided, as you now propose to do, you force our 
manufacturers to use these i grades of wool in the manufacture 
of their goods to be sold to the people, instead of the superior grades of 
wool which would give them better cloth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not force them at all, because all experi- 
ence and all testimony show that the carpet wools are largely used in 
the manufacture of goods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, what I wasabout to say was simply 
this: That the effect of this clause in the paragraph will be to abso- 
lutely prohibit any manufacturer in the United States from making 
these cheaper from good wool, and compel them to use, not 
American wool, not the wool which is produced in Ohio and Pennsy}- 
vania and other States in the Union, but compel them to import the 
cheap carpet wools and use them in the manufacture of these woolens, 
because it is perfectly evident that no manufacturer can make a pound 
of this cloth and sell it for 30 cents or less per pound and put 3 pounds 
of good wool in it; and if they do not use that, I think 33 cents a 
pound is eee) because, if what the Senator from Ohio 
says is true, t they are going to use low-grade wool that costs ‘) 
cents a pound on an average, then 9 cents a pound would compensate 
for 3 pounds of wool. 

The Senator’s statement is sufficient of itself to show that we ought 
not to have 33 cents a pound specific duty upon these goods. 

Now, here is an article which, in order to come under this clause at 
all, must sell for 30 cents or less per pound, so that a specific duty of 
33 cents a is of itself over 100 per cent. upon it, to say nothing 
of the additional duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

This makes an enormous rate of duty upon these cheap goods, which 
has theeffect to largely increase the price to the consumer, and has the 
effect that the Senator from Ohio states, to compel the American man- 
ufactarer to use the cheaper foreign wool instead of domestic wool; 


and even if be uses those imported wools, there ought to be, according 
the 


specific duty, and then what- 
ever ad valorem duty the Senate proper, because 9 cents would 
be three times the duty imposed upon a pound of woo! of the kind the 
Senator from Ohio says these goods are made from. 

I think, therefore, the House, when it proposed to impose 22 cents 
a pound specific duty upon this class of ne pee 
anything that was necessary in order to compensate the manufacturer 
for the duty on his wool. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have a table here before me 
which is from entirely reliable gentlemen—Messrs. Justice, Bateman 
& Co., of Philadel which that the wools of New Mexico, 
the medium and low médium carpet wools, are ae at 15 cents a 
pound in the domestic markets, so that a of 3 cents a pound 


stance, if the foreign article is worth, as the Senator says, 9 cents a 
pound, and it takes only 2 pounds of this kind of wool to make a yard 
6 cents a pound, which would make it about 
wools in this country. We produce 

this country to a large extent. 

e Senator knows as well as I that we do not produce any wools 
here at less than 30 cents a pound, which is not true of the wools of 
ch range on an average from 15 
They are the cheaper wools, and the duty now 
proposed by the Senate of 32 per cent., conceding even that 2 pounds 
of wool would make a pound of cloth, which is not correct, for it would 


i 
j 
: 
& 


take 3 is only sufficient 
Now, Mr. President, so far as the cheaper wools raised in this coun- 
are the parties in in raising those wools, es 


sufficient for their ; 

Mr. Will the Senator allow me one moment to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the believe that the American manu- 
ee ee 8 
15 cents a pound, which is the lowest price he mentions, and 
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Mr. SHERMAN. er eannenentother 
material, so that I think the 32 cents a pound is all that is desired by 


ISLE. ce meee that, but if t cot- 
they should have a lower eae 
on account of the cotton, because the specific 
the duty on the wool. 
it is only wool of the cheapest kind 

ts a pound. 








1890. 


Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I say. If the Senator willallow me, 
that side of the Chamber has proposed a duty of 33 per cent. on the 
Cloth in order to compensate for the duty on wool of the very lowest 
class, which is the wool the Senator says is used in the manufacture. 
Suppose he uses 3 pounds of wool. Then he would want a daty on 3 
pounds of that low class of wool, which would be about from 9 to 10 
cents, instead of 33 cents. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Either the Senator from Kentucky does not under- 
stand me, or I do not understand him. a 

I say where the articles cost 30 cents a pound in the foreign market 
they are no doubt composed of some cotton, satinets and goods of that 
character, the cheaper grades of goods, and the rate proposed here is 
just about a fair protective rate—two and a half times the duty on the 
unwashed wool of the lowest grade of wool. Or, considering that the 
lowest grade of wool is about 8 cents a pound, the average is only 9 
cents a pound; 32 per cent. ad valorem is about 3 cents a pound; and 
if they should use 3 pounds of wool in making 1 pound of cloth, still 
the duty is fair, just, and not at all unreasonable. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, this schedule is better illustrative of 
the iniquity to which I have frequently called the attention of the Sen- 
ate than, I believe, any other in the whole tariff bill, to wit: Imposing 
the highest duties upon the cheapest articles and the lowest duties 
upon the highest priced articles. 

It wasstated the other day by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ], 
and he has but repeated the statement of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House which reported this bill, that 
in the cheaper grades we had possession of the market, and have had 
it for twenty years, and that this bill would not affect the price of the 
cheaper articles at all, for the reason that they were all made in this 
couutry. And yet, sir, I have a statement here before me, made by 
Edward T. Steel & Co., of New York—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that that has already been put in the 
REcORD once, and I do not think it is necessary to put it in again. 

Mr. VANCE. In deference to the Senator’s feclings, I will not put 
itin again. I can read from it, though. 

I have this statement, to which I have referred, showing that on the 
very cheapest quality of these goods, the foreign cost of which is 49 
cents, and the percentage of duty on which, laid down in New York, 
is 162 per cent., there is an increase of 38 per cent. over the present 
rate of duty, for the purpose of protecting the American manufacturer 
against an article which does not come from abroad at all, and the manu- 
facture of which they have had sole possession of, and the market for 
which they have had entire control of for the past twenty years. From 
that to articles costing 120 cents, the duty grows ‘‘smaller by degrees,”’ 
but not ‘‘ beautifully less.’’ 

When the duty is over 162 per cent. on the 49 cents a yard article, 
the duty comes down to 96 per cent. on the 120 cents per yard article. 
If there can be any reason shown whatsoever for increasing the duty 
on these cheap goods, on which they say there is no competition, for they 
are all made in this country, and you are making the daty upon them 
higher than it is upon the high-priced cloths, then I should be glad to 
be informed of it. The whole schedule, sir, is a shame and an abom- 
ination when considered by the law of justice and equity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I desire to say a single word. The 
rate pro by the committee is a reduction on the existing law, and 
it is made in the face of the fact that there is an increase upon all the 
articles from which these goods are made. 

Mr. CARLISLE. A large increase ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Anincreased rate. For instance, we have increased 
by this bill, the provisions of which have been passed over, the rate of 
duty upon shoddy from 10 to 30 cents, and upon waste of all kinds 
from 10 to 30 cents. We also propose to impose a duty of 33 cents upon 
scoured wools of the first class, and 36 cents upon scoured wools of the 
second class. We propose to increase the rates upon carpet wools valued 
above 13 cents a pound to 50 per cent. ad valorem. The total aver- 
age, based on the unitof value of importations last year, would be about 
9 cents a pound, I think, so that the rate the manufacturer will have 
to pay upon the materials of which these goods are manufactured will 
be equal at least to the rate proposed by the committee. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, under the existing law all woolen 
cloths valued at less than 80 cents a pound are admitted at 35 cents a 
pound and 35 percent. ad valorem. 

= ALDRICH. That includes, of course, the goods under consid- 
eration, . 

Mr. CARLISLE. It includes, of course, these goods. Now, it is 
proposed to draw the line’at 30 cents a pound, and tax all below that 
valuation 33 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem; on another 
class the tax is to be 38} cents per pound and between 30 and 40 percent. 
ad v ; and upon the next class, including all valued above 40 
cents, the duty is to be 44 cents per pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 
So that all goods valued at 40 cents a pound will, under this bill, have 
to pay 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem instead of 35 cents 
a@ pound and 35 cent. ad valorem, as under the existing law, no 
whether are all wool or part cotton. 

the clause now under consideration is the first one to which the 
ttee has offered an amendment proposing to increase the specific 
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rate from 22 to 33 cents a pound on cloths which must cost not over 30 
cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH, 
not the present law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; you propose to increase on the House 
bill; and upon whatargument is itsought to be justified? The House 
bill, according to the statement made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr 
SHERMAN ], is more than double what ought to be imposed as a specific 
duty. 


The Senator means the increase in the House bill, 


The theory of your compensatory duties is that you will give to the 
manufacturer of the cloth on each pound a specific duty which will 
compensate for the duty upon the amount of wool contained in that 
amount of cloth. In woolen cloths, where it is contended that 4 
pounds of wool are required to make 1 pound of cloth, the proposition 
is to give 44 cents a pound specific duty tocompensate for that. Now 
in this class of goods, which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN } 
says are made out of the low-class wool, and which we know must b: 
made out of that class of wool or they could not be sold for 30 cents a 
pound or less, you propose, instead of giving a compensatory duty to 
correspond with the duty on the number of pounds on this lowest 
class wool used in its production, to give a compensatory duty upon 
an equal number of pounds of the finest wool that could be imported 
into this country. In other words, instead of giving a compensatory 
duty of 9 cents per square yard, which would be equivalent to the duty 
of 3 cents on the low grade of wool, you propose to give them 33 cents 
per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not in the Senate Chamber when the Sena 
tor from Ohio made his statement, so I can not answer for him. O 
course, he can answer for himself. 

Mr. CARLISLE. He can answer for himself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But Iknow, and I presume the Senator from Ken- 
tucky himself knows, that these goods are made from substitutes for 
wool, to which I have alluded, the waste, shoddy, and various things 
of that kind, to which I have alluded and upon which there is a duty 
made specific by this bill at 30 cents a pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They could not be made from the highest class of 
wool. These noils are worth 40 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say anything about noils; I spoke of 
shoddy and various kinds of waste, upon which the duty is levied in 
this bill at 30 cents a pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Ohio insisted that they are 
made out of carpet wools, and now the Senator from Rhode Island says 
they are made from shoddy. Of course they are not all made from 
shoddy, but if they were there is nobodyin this country who wants to 
protect shoddy, so far as I know; everybody should prefer rather to 
discourage its production and use than to encourage it. 

*Mr. ALDRICH. That is the purpose of the rate in both cases. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No; itis to allow our own people to use it, and 
protect them in its use by a high duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is to protect the manufacturer that the 32 cents 
a pound is put on his cloth made from shoddy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLoMin thechair), The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Finance, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called), 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAppock]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called), 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPIe]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). If the senior Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] is in the Chamber I will vote; if not, 
[ will withhold it until he comes in. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GormMAnN]. 

Mr. McCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaarns]. 
would vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Sroonrer]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson], but by a transfer of 
pairs I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask if a quorum has voted, for I have 
leave to make a quorum if my vote is necessary to do so, being paired 
with my friend from Alabama [Mr. Puan]? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not yet voted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
Mr. HISCOCK. Under the arrangement 
tween the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL 

‘s yea.”’ 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator from New York [Mr. Evanrs]} 
will agree to it, I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HiaGins] to the Senator with whom he is paired, and then 
we can both vote. 


[am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the Sen- 


Iam paired with 
If he were present I 


J am paired with 


sreviously announced be- 
f and myself, I will vote 
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Mr. EVARTS. I have already voted. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. Has the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES]} 
been recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. DAWES. I stand paired with the Senator from G (Mr. 
CoLquitt]. Thesenior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEES] stands 
paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWES] that I, being paired with the Senator from Vermont | Mr. 
MORRILL], we transfer our and we can both record our votes. 

Mr. DAWES. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. WALTHALL. Under an arrangement with the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] my colleague is paired on this question 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNER]. I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. I learn that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
PADDOCK] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstts], 
and I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘“‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BATE. ‘The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsy)vania [Mr. QuAyY], and the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is paired with the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Casry]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 1 am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis}. 

Mr. FRYE. If no quorum has yet voted, I will vote ** yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Tloar, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, 
Cameron, Frye, Moody, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pierce, Washburn 
Dawes, Hiscock, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—17. 

Barbour, Call, Harris, Vest, 
Bate, Carlisle, McPherson, Walthall, 

" Cockrell, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Coke, Reagan, 
Butler, Gray, Vance, 

ABSENT—39, 

Blodgett, George, Manderson, guy. 
Brown, Gibson, organ, § ers, 
Casey, Gorman, Morrill, Spooner, 
Chandler Hale, Paddock, Squire, 
Colquitt Hampton, I » Stanford, 
Daniel, Hearst, Payne, Turpie, 
Davis, Higgins, Pettigrew, Voorhees, . 
Eustis, Ingalls, Pilamb, Wilson of Md. 
Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Power, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Kenna, Pugh, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, the Senate has now fixed acom- 
pensating duty, in line 14, at three times the duty im by this 
bill upon unwashed wools of the first class in cloths valued at not more 
than 30centsa pound. Believing that that would be asufficient rate upon 
all cloths costing even a greater amount than 30 cents a pound, I move 
you, in line 18, to strike out the words ‘‘ and one-half,’’ so as to leave 
that three times the duty im as well upon cloths over 40 
cents a pound; also, in line 21, I move to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert 
‘‘three.’’ That, I believe, covers all the specific and compensating 
duties in this paragraph. 

Now, sir, I wish to go back to the paragraph so that a vote can be 
taken upon the ad valorem rates th out entire paragraph. I 
move, first, in line 16, to strike out ‘forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty,’’ so 
that the ad valorem rate of duty shall not be 40 percent., but 30 per 
cent, Ialso move, in line 20, to strike out “‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty ;’’ 
also, in line 23, to strike out ‘‘ ” and insert “‘ thirty-five.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. amendment will be ee. 

The Cuter Creek. In line 16, at the beginning of the line, strike 
ont ‘' forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read: 

And in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

In line 18, after the word ‘‘three,’’ strike out the words “ and one- 
half;’? so as to read: 

nd shall be three times the duty imposed 
seman teaen ae the first class. m ree 

In line 20, strike out the word ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert ‘ thirty; ’’ so as 
to read: 

And in addition thereto 50 per cent, ad valorem. 

In line 21, strike out ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert “‘ thirty; ’’ so as to read: 

- And in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr, CARLISLE. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to one fact I mentioned a moment ago only i tally, 
which is that this makes quite an increase upon all the articles em- 
braced in the except the articles covered by the first clause, 
by reason merely of the reclassification, to say nothing of the increased 
rates of duty specifically provided for. : 
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Under the exieting law all these goods valued at less than 80 cents a 
pound are admitted Se and 35 per cent. ad valorem ; 
whereas it is in this bill to draw a line at goods valued at 30 
cents or less, impose upon them a duty of 33 cents a pound and 35 
per cent, ad valorem, and ee ee 
40 cents a pound to impose a duty of 33 cents a pound and 40 per 
cent, ad valorem, and upon all goods valued above 40 cents a pound 
a duty of 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, these classifications are di nt, as will be seen at once, from 
the classifications in the existing law, and there is a very large in- 
crease of duty specifically upon some classes of these goods. The exist- 
ing law includes in the ae paragraph, which I will read, 
woolen shawls, while worsted shawls, in the existing law as it was be- 
fore the 9th day of May, when we — a bill sometimes known 
as the Dingley bill, came in at a still lower rate of duty under the 
clause relating to worsted goods. The following is the present law: 

Woolen woolen shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every descrip- 
tion, made wholly or in part of wool, not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, val at not exceeding 80 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound and 
35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at above 80 cents per pound, 35cents per pound, 
and in addition thereto 40 percent. ad valorem. 

Now, all goods valued above 40 cents a pound will, under the bil! 
now before us, pay a higher rate of duty than the goods valued above 80 
cents a pound now pay under existing law, a very considerably higher 
rate of duty. 

Moreover, the word ‘‘shawls’’ is omitted from this paragraph in the 
bill under consideration; that is tosay, it is not specifically mentioned. 
The paragraph provides: 

On woolen or worsted cloths, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on knitting 
machines or frames, and all manufactures of every description made wholly 
or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alapaca, or other ani- 
mals, not specially provided for in this act, valued at not more than 30 cents— 

And the expert, in making up this table, has inserted ‘‘shawls,’’ as 
if they came still under this eee whereas in fact, Mr. President, 
if the Senator from Rhode I will turn to paragraphs 378 and 379 
he will agree with me, I think, that shawls must come under one or the 
other of those paragraphs. In fact, they may be classed under either 
of them, and it would make no difference, because the rates of duty 
prescribed are the same in each. Paragraph 378 is: 

— clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every descrip- 
on— 

Of course it will be conceded that a shawl is an article of wearing 
ace factured oll i iall ided fi 

u n " : 
this wh women whol A out of ool, Fe ger rof the oom cs 
or other animals, the duty per pound shall be four and one-half 


al 
times the duty imposed by this act ona pound of unwashed woo! of the first 
class, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. ad valorem. 


Paragraph 379 reads as follows: 


On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for 
ladies’ and children’s appare), and goods of similar description—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. There is no mention ofshawls under either of those 


paragraphs. ~ : 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, not specifically. But all the cheap shawls— 
for the Senator will observe is no value required here—every 
cheap woolen and worsted shaw] will be classified under this bill either 
with cloaks, dolmans, ulsters, and other articles of that character, or 
with wearing apparel, and will pay a duty of 493 cents a pound and 
“ae oe Pediat priety is th lacing these 
ow, Mr. t, what pro y is there in ing rates 
upon a garment which has not had one-half the tahoe ex 
it that a dolman has, or a cloak, or any similar article of wearing ap- 
parel provided for in this section, and upon which the duty will be, | 
su without having the time to make a calculation, almost double 
what it is now ? : 

Under the t law one class of shawls comes in at 35 cents a 
pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem, which is 88.43 per cent. The next 
comes in at 35 cents a pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem, which 
is 69.23 per cent. The next class comes in at 40 cents a and 35 
per cent. ad valorem, which is 61.82 per cent. Now it 


i 


a the existing law endless belts, used by paper- 
makers and printers in this country, are admitted at 20 cents a pound 
and 35 per cent. ad valorem; but they are not ly enumerated and 
provided for in this bill, and, therefore, they will come under the para- 
‘graph we are now considering, and will pay 44 cents a pound and 50 
per cent, ad valorem. 

Thisis a very necessary article used by the paper-makers and printers. 
and I presume there is perhaps scarcely a Senator here who has not re- 


ceived protests from ne all over the country against this in- 
crease of duty. Newspapers in all parts of the country are interested, 
as well as publishers of books, and everybody else who is to 


use paper. It is well known that our newspapers, in the great metro- 
ou eke ear are being sold at the very lowest rate at which 
they can iy be sold, 1 or 2 cents a copy, and if the cost of paper 
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is increased, of course they can not continue to be sold at those prices 
They must raise them from 1 cent to 2 cents, or from 2 cents to 3 
cents, because you can not make change of half a cent in this country. 
So it will inflict, first, a great injury upon the paper-makers and upon 
the publishers of books and newspapers, and, secondly, upon the readers 
of books and newspapers. c y 

I propose, therefore, when these amendments are disposed of, to 
move to insert the word ‘‘shawls”’ in this paragraph, which will still 
leave the duties upon them very much too high, and I shall move at 
the proper time to insert a separate clause in regard to endless belts, 
putting upon them the same rate of duty that is prescribed by the ex- 
isting law. 

Me McPHERSON. It will be noticed that at a value of 30 cents a 
pound, in line 13 the rate of duty is three times the duty imposed by 
the present law, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, take goods valued at 25 cents per pound; the duty is 172 per 
cent, under this bil]. Counting the value at 30 cents a pound the rate 
here fixed is 150 per cent. Now, you go one step above, as is found in 
line 16, between 30 and 40 cents a pound, for which a different rate 
of duty is fixed, at 31 cents a pound the duty of 38} cents a poundand 
40 per cent. is equal to 164 per cent. ; and at 35 cents a pound, with a 
specific duty of 38} cents a pound and 40 per cent., it is equal to 150 
per cent. At 40 cents per pound, which is the next limit of value 
fixed here, 38} cents specific duty and 40 per cent. is equal to 136,25 
per cent. : 

Now, we go to those goods valued at above 40 cents per pound. We 
take a rate of 42} cents cost, the duty is four times, or 44 cents, and 
50 per cent., which is equal to 153.50 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT prv tempore. If there be no objection, the various 
amendments will be treated together as one amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The yeas and nays have been called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Under the arrange- 
ment heretofore announced with respect to the transfer of puirs, if 
ble to the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], I shali vote. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I inquire if the Senator 
from Minnesota [ Mr. DAvis] is recorded as having voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote. If that Senator were present, 
I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Under the ar- 
rangement heretofore announced by me respecting the pair between 
myself and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. W1Lson], the Senator 
from Maryland stands paired with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MANDERSON]. I will notagain fo-day announce the transfer, but this 
announcement will be sufficient for the day. I vote ‘‘nay,’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Making thestatement I did before about my pair, 

I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr] stands 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL]. The Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and myself will both vote. I vote 
‘ ” 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is | 
absent necessarily, and is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
[Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). I voted assuming 
the pair to stand as on the last roll-call. I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in theaflirmative). I understand 
it is agreeable to the Senator from New Hampshire to transfer his pair 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr], so that he and I 
can vote, I will therefore allow my vote to stand, and the Senator 
from Mississippi stands paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CASEY (after having voted in the negative). I have voted. I 
am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], but have the 
privilege of voting to make a quorum. If there is a quorum now 
voting I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s vote is needed to 
make a quorum. , 


The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 
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I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana | 


YEAS—18. 
Barbour, Call Harris, Vv 
Bate, Carlisle, McPherson, Vest.” 
Berry Cockrell, . Walthall. 
burn, Coke, Ransom, 
Butler, Gray, Reagan, 
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NAYS-—25. 

Aldric&, Dixon, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Allen, Edmunds, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Evarts, Moody Feller, 
Blair, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa 
Casey, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Hoar, Sherman, 
Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Spooner, 

ABSENT—4IL. 
Blodgett, Frye, Manderson, Sanders, 
Brown, George, Morgan Squire, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morrill, Stanford, 
Chandler, Gorman Paddock, Curpie, 
Colquitt, Hale, Pasco, Voorhees 
Daniel, Hampton Payne, Washburn 
Davis, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md 
Dolph, Higgins, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Eustis, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Power 
Faulkner, Kenna, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I move to amend the paragraph by inserting the 
word ‘‘shawls”’ after the word ‘‘cloths,’’ in line 8, on page 89. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cnrer CLERK. In paragragh 374, in the first line, after the 
word ‘‘cloths,’’ insert the word ‘“‘shawls;’’ so as to read: 

On woolen or worsted cloths, shawls, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on 
knitting machines or frames, and all manufactures of every description made 
wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or othe1 
animals, not specially provided for in this act, valued at not more than 30 cents 
per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this 
act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 
per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have noobjection to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, but I will say in regard to it thatall the low grade 
woolen and worsted shawls to which he allades are now made in this 
country and will continue to be, whatever duty may be placed on them. 
The only shawls that could possibly be affected by this change are 
some high-priced shawls which are not bought or worn by the common 
class of people, the people of whom the Senators upon the other side 
seem to consider themselves the special advocates and defenders. 

Mr. VANCE. Did the Senator say the low-priced shawls are taxed 
in the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They will be taxed now under this paragraph, but 
I say they are all made here. I will read the evidence of an importer 
which I suppose will be conclusive to Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber. He says: 

The woolen shawls take care of themselves, 
eountry as cheap as they can be made anywhere. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is woolen shawls. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Woolen and worsted. 

Mr. CARLISLE. He speaks of woolen. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Woolen there. 

Mr. CARLISLE, But this clause of the bill includes both woolen 
and worsted, and there is no propriety, as I think the Senator himself 
concedes, in classing shawls with dolmans and cloaks and ulsters and 
wearing apparel made up, because there is little labor 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the evidence of this importer is sufficient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the propriety of the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Kentucky is manifest, it seems to me, in or- 
der to prevent a very great discrimination against low-priced shawls. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Ashawl costing $2 would be taxed the same pound rate 
that a cloak worth $100 would be taxed, if it comes in under paragraph 
378, and it would charge the same price to every man for every kind 
of goods. It would make the Congress of the United States a one- 
priced clothing store, where everything would be taxed precisely the 
same—and not a dollar store, either—where a lady could buy a fine 
cloak costing $100 for the same pound rate that the poor workingman’s 
wife would have to pay for a shaw! costing $2. It ought to be trans- 
ferred to the present schedule, according to the motion of the Senator 
from Kentucky, and the rate ought to be reduced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment last stated is agreed to. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the reading proceeds, if as a matter of fact the 
bill does give the opportunity for a demagogical stump-speech splurge, 
it seems to me that the Finance Committee owe it to themselves and 
the country that they make their language so that it can be under- 
stood and not conclude with an opportunity for an argument like that 
which the Senator from North Carolina has stated to the Senate and 
the country. 

We have trouble enough with the tariff bill before the people any 
way, and if the language as it now is excludes the poor shawl of the poo: 
working woman, so that apparently it is taxed the same rate per pound 
as the cashmere shawl, or very expensive $100 or $500 shawls, the same 

er pound, when as a matter of fact there are no such shawls coming 
in, and they are not going to be taxed at all, I think the Senator from 
Rhode Island owes it to the stump-speaking of the country, if for no 


We can make them in this 
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other cause whatever, that he make the bill explicit and put his tax on 
the $100 shaw) and let the poor woman’s shawl, that is going to be 
made in this country any way, apparently be exempt. It would help 
ns ont a great deal. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Hampshire can suggest 
any language which will enable us by legislation to stop what he calls 
stump demagogical speeches on the other side of the aisle I am sure 
the committee will be very glad to accept it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the Senator amend it so that while the 
language is broad enough to include the shawl that is made only in 
this country, nevertheless the tax, as he calls it himself, shall only fall 
upon the shawl which came in here, which would not be the poor 
woman’s shaw], but which would be the rich shawl and the expensive 
shawl. Iam not master of phrases nor of this tariff bill, but it oc- 
curred to me that probably the Finance Committee would be able to 
fashion the clause so that the speech would not be possible, and there- 
fore would not take any time in replying to it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from New Hampshire will look at 
‘the statistics he will find that shawls were imported into this country 
worth only 65 cents per pound; that another quality of shawls imported 
was worth one dollar and nineteen cents and eight mills per pound; 
that another class of shawls imported was worth one dollar wel prow 
nine cents and one mill per pound, Those are cheap shawls, and quite 
large quantities of them were im , too, as the Senator will see it 
he will look at the official statistics. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Cheif Clerk read paragraph 375. The Committee on Wisenes 
proposed to amend the paragraph, on page 90, line 1, by inserting after 
the words ‘‘ flannels’’ the words ‘‘ for underwear;’’ and in line 5, after 
the word ‘‘ pound,’’ inserting ‘‘and one-half;’’ so as to make the par- 
agraph read: 

375. On blankets, hats of wool, and flannels for pepe Meme mer wholly or 
in part of wool, the hair of the , oat, alpaca, or other ani valued at not 
more than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be the same as the duty 
im by this act on 1 pound and one- of unwashed wool of the first class, 
and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem ; valued at more 30 and not 
more than 40 cents per te po duty per pound shall be twice the duty im- 

osed by this act on a pound of unwashed ‘ool of the first class; valued at more 

han 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be 
three times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the 
first class; and in addition thereto upon all the above-named articles 35 per cent. 
ad valorem, On blankets and hats of wool composed wholly or in part of wool, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at more than 50 cents 
per und, the duty per pound shal! be three and a half times the duty imposed 

y this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 
40 per cent.ad valorem. Flannels composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair 
of the camel, t, alpaca, or other animals, valued at above 50 cents per pound 
shall be ciassified an pay the same duty as women’s and children’s dress goods, 
coat linings, Italian goods, and goods of similar character and description pro- 
vided by this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The second word ‘‘goods,’’ in line 25, page 90, 
should be ‘‘cloths,’’ soas toread ‘‘Italian cloths.’’' I movethat amend 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to offer some amendments to this para- 
graph, and after offering them I want simply to refer to the tables to 
show how excessive the duty proposed is on these blankets, hats, and 
flannels. I move to strike out, in line 5, on page 90, after the word 
‘*pound,’’ the words ‘‘and one-half.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That has been agreed to as anamend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I was not observing. ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis the committee’s amendment, 
and was announced and voted upon. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I move tostrike out in line 9, on page 90, 
the word ‘‘ twice ’’ and insert ‘‘one and one-half times.’’ I then move 
to strike out in line 11 the word ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;”’ to 
strike out in line 12 the word ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘twice,’’ and in 
line 15 to strike out ‘‘five ’’ and let ‘‘ thirty ’’ stand, so as to read ‘‘30 
per cent. ad valorem.’’ Inline 191 move to strike out ‘‘ three and one- 
half’’ and insert ‘‘two and one-half,’’ so as to read ‘‘ two andone-halt 
times;’’ in line 21 to strike out ‘‘ forty’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ and 
strike out all the rest of the paragraph after the words ‘‘ad valorem’’ 
in line 21, because those are flannels only of a higher cost, and they 
are already provided for in the paragraph. 

Mr. President, a reference to the table will show that the existing 
rate of duty of 10 cents a pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem has been 
raised to 16} cents a pound and 30 per cent. ad valorem. The unit of 
value is given here at 26 cents. The existing rate of duty is 73.47 per 
cent. the Senate committee make it 81.74 per cent.; but that ison 
goods valued at 30 cents a pound, 

Now, let us go down to goods valued below 30 cents a pound, at 20 
cents a pound, Sixteen and one-half cents a pound and 30 per cent. 
equals 112 per ceut, ad valorem; at 30 cents a pound cost, 16} cents a 
pound and 30 per cent. equals 85 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, we will take the next up, from 30 to 40 cents pound 
cost. Blankets valued at 32} cents a pound, a duty of 22 a pound 
and 30 per cent. is equal to 102 per cent.; valued at 40 cents a pound, 
a duty of 22 cents a pound and 35 per cent. is equal to 90 per cent. 


Let us take the next step up, from 40 to 50 centsa pound. Blankets 
costing 42} cents, at 33 cents a pound, as the present bill proposes, and 
35 per cent. ad valorem, the duty is equal to 112.66 per cent., and at 
50 cents a pound, 33 cents a pound and 35 per cent. duty, is equal to 
101 per cent. 

It seems to me as though that is an excessive rate of duty upon arti- 
cles of this kind and character, which are in every-day use in the homes 
ot the poor as well as of the rich, and it is simply the imposition of a 
terrible tax upon the poor people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tie amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 375, line 9, of page 90, strike out 
the word ‘‘twice’’ and insert the words ‘‘ one and one-half times;’’ in 
line 11, strike out the word ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert the word ‘‘thirty;’’ in 
lines 12 and 13, strike out the words ‘‘ three times ’’ and insert the word 
“‘twice;’’ in line 15, strike out ‘‘thirty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;” in 
line 19, strike out ‘‘ thiee’’ and insert ‘ two;’’ in line 21, strike out 
‘*forty’’ and insert “‘ thirty-five; ’’ and in line 21, after ‘‘ ad valorem,”’ 
strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘act,’’ in line 2, on the 
ninety-first 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Upon that amendment I ask for the yeas and 


neys. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the separate 
amendments will be treated as one question. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon agreeing to the amendment 
the Senator from New Jersey asks that the yeas and nays may be en- 
tered on the Journal. 

re and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], but have the privilege of voting to 
make a quorum. I withhold my vote forthe present. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I announce once more, 
and I presume I need not make the announcement again, that the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. HamprTon] has retired from the Chamber 
unwell and is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumMB], If he were present, Ishould vote 
oe yea. ” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. the transfer of pairs agreed to by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] and myself, I vote ‘‘ * 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson] and 
myself have transferred our nee pairs, and we both vote now, 
leaving the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WrLson] paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BATE. I wish to announce again the pair of the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. QuAy]. I shall not repeat the announcement to-day. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has voted 
I will vote under the arrangement we made for the transfer of 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New York is re- 
corded in the ive. 

Mr. CALL. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). I voted inad- 
vertently not noticing that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hamr- 
aed was absent. I therefore withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 

m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
a ee Sa Bin 

* : Vv; ’ 
oe Cockrell, McPherson, Walthall. 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, 

Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, iene, 
Allison, —, Mitchell, Sloventt 
Cameron, Ha b Moody, 

— iecok:, Pierce, Teller, aio 

Dolph, Ingalls, Sever, oe 
ABSENT 41. 

Blair, Faulkner, Morgan, 

Casey, Gibson, Pasco, Vi 

Danlel, Hears Plumb, ' Wilson of Ma 

Dixon, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, 

Faw, Manderson, Sanders, 

So the amendment was 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
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The Secretary read paragraph 376, as follows: 


376. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, and 
of similar character or description of which the warp consists wholly of 
Cottoa or other vegetable material, with the remainder of the fabric composed 
wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other 
animals, valued at not exceeding 15 cents per square yard,7 cents per square 
yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem ; valued at above 15 cents 
per square yard, 8 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto.50 per cent. ad 
valorem; Provided, That on all such goods weighing over 4 ounces per square 
yard the duty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this acton a 
pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. 
ad valorem. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I move to strike out the word “‘ fifteen,’ 
8, on page 91, and insert the word ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 


, 


in line 


Valued at not exceeding 20 cents per square yard,7 cents per square yard, 


and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. CARLISLE. 
pose a duty of 7 cents per square yard and 40 per cent. ad valorem upon 
all these goods valued at not exceeding 15 cents persquare yard. The 
present law imposes a duty of 5 cents persquare yard and 35 per cent. 


ad valorem upon all these goods valued at 20 cents per square yard or | 


less. 


So it will be seen that there is an increase of duty here in the classi- | 


fication and also in the specific rates imposed, aud I do not see any rea- 
son why an article which is valued at 15 cents or less per square yard 
shall pay 7 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per cent. 
ad valorem, which makes a very large increase in the rate of duty now 
imposed by law. Without consuming the time of the Senate in dis- 
cussion, { submit the amendment and ask to have a vote upon it.: 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator also proposes to amend in line 11? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I might as well propose my amendments now all 
the way through the paragraph and take one vote upon all of them. 
In line 11 I move to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pending amendment ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I amsubmitting all of them together so as to have 
one vote and save time. Then in line 14, after the words ‘‘square 
yard,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘ valued at more than 20 cents per 
square yard.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
teen ’’ and insert the word ‘‘twenty;’’ 
** fitteen’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ and in line 14, after the word ‘‘ yard,”’ 
insert the words ‘‘ valued at more than 20 cents per square yard.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The effect ofthis amendment will be to restore the 
present classification as to the first two clauses in this paragraph and 
to prevent the imposition of the duty of 44 cents per pound and 50 per 
cent. ad valorem upon goods weighing over 4 ounces to the yard, un- 
less they are valued at more than 20 cents per yard. 
Senator can see at oncé the impropriety of imposing aduty of 44 cents 

pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem upon an article which really 
costs less than 15 cents per yard; but that is what the paragraph does 
as it stands now. I showed on Saturday two samples of goods, and I 
have a great many more, costing 10 and 11 and 12 cents a yard, upon 
which this paragraph will impose 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad 
valorem simply because they happen to weigh a little over 4 ounces to 
the yard. 

There is one case I remember in which one of the samples weighs 


The amendment will be stated. 


three ounces and nine-tenths of an ounce to the yard that will come | 


in under the first clause of this paragraph. The other sample weighs 
four ouncesand one-tenth of an ounce, and is precisely the same kind 
of goods, except that it has a little more cotton in it, which increases 


its weight, because it was used for coat linings for winter wear instead 


of summer wear, and that will pay 44 cents per pound and 50 per cent. 
ad valorem. Therefore I propose that the 44 cents per pound and the 
50 per cent, ad valorem shall not be applied to any article unless it ex- 
ceeds in value 20 cents per yard, and then it has a very high rate of 
duty. These goods cost 10 and 11 cents per running yard, but the 
duty is put upon the square yard, and a square yard of these goods 
ae over 4 ounces to the yard, and therefore it is subjected to the 
uty. 

WhenI say 11 and 12 cents a yard, that is the running yard, whieh 
is 32 inches wide, but when you take the square yard, 36 inches wide, 
upon which the duty is levied, one of these weighs over 4 ounces to 
the yard and the other less. 

Mr. HISCOCK. A square yard? 


_ Mr. CARLISLE. A square yard; and that is the way the duty is 


imposed. 
ir. MCPHERSON. I have here an object-lesson which has been 
furnished me of a few samples of goods, and as I can not very well put 
the samples in the Recorp I will state as nearly as I can the effect of 
this upon the price of these kinds of goods, and so far as I 
can judge I can not see a particle of difference between them. These 
[exhibiting] come in under paragraph 376. ‘The samples are 
numbered 1151 and 1079. Sample No. 1151 will be dutiable at 44 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





The question is on agreeing to the | 


The paragraph as it now stands proposes to im- | 


In line 8, on page 91, strike out the word ‘‘fif- | 
in line 11, strike out the word | 


I think every | 
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| cents per yard and 50 per cent. ad valorem, which is equal to 150 per 
cent. duty. 

The cost of the goods of which 1151 is a sample is 10 cents per yard. 
No. 1097 will pay 7 cents a pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem, which 
is equal to 100 per cent. These samples 1151 and 1079 are identi 
cally the same warp and weft. The only difference in construction is 
that 1151 weighs 4.01 to the square yard, and while No. 1079 weighs 
a trifle under 4 ounces to the yard, the difference being only in the 
weight of cotton. Each of them has got cotton in it. I think the 
warp in each case is cotton, and you are imposing a duty here of 44 
cents a pound on the cotton contained in these goods. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me 
to introduce an amendment to this ! printed ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer the emendment which I send to the 
desk to the pending bill, and I ask that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
| printed, and lie on the table. 
| Mr. McPHERSON. I have here a number of samples which have 
| becu furnished me by different merchants in New York and else- 
where, all of whom concur in the same view as to the construction of 
this paragraph of the bill. The meaning of itis simply and absolutely 
to prevent the importation of the goods. If that be the object and 
| purpose of the committee and of the gentlemen upon the other side of 
| the Chamber, they are pursuing exactly the right course to accom 
| plish it. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isimply wish to say in answer to what the Sena- 
| tor from New Jersey says that it is very fortunate for him that he can 
| not put the samples he has in the RecorD with his argument. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CASEY 





a } 
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The question is on the amendment 


when his named was called). I am paired with the 
| Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], but am at liberty to vote if it be 
| necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
| Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmptTon}. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
| tor from Kansas [Mr. PLumMB]. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
| Dixon] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMp- 
TON]. We have agreed to transferthose pairs, so that he and myself 
can vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ cE 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wiison], but it has been ar- 
ranged to transfer the pair to the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN]. AsIsee he is not present I withhold my vote, unless it be 
necessary to make a quorum. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask whether the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. CASEY] has voted? We transferred our pairs this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will announce my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsy!vania [Mr. QUAY], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CALL. Under the arrangement made with the Senator from 
New York for the transfer of pairs, I am at liberty to vote, and vote 
** yea.”’ 
| Mr. BLACKBURN, I desire to ask whether the Senator from * 

braska [Mr. MANDERSON ] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro He is not recorded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the arrangement made by the Senator 
from Iowa and myself we are both at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea. 
| Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. CASEY. I am paired with the Senator from Florida[ Mr. Pasco], 
but an arrangement has been made so that the pair of the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. QuAy] is transferred, and the Senator from West Virginia and 


tempore. 


myself are at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
Mr. FAULKNER. I vote “yea.’’ 


Mr. DIXON. By the transfer of pairs announ 


ed by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] I am permitted to vote, 


and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows 
YEAS—19, 
Barbour Call, Gray Reagan, 
| Bate, Carlisle, Harris, Vance 
Berry, Cockrell McPherson Vest, 
Blackburn Coke, Pugh, Walthall. 
| Butler, Faulkner Ransom, 
NAYS—26, 
| Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hale, Moody, Stock bridge, 
Casey, Hawley, Pierce, Teller, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Ingalls, Sherman, 
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ABSENT—39. 
Allen, Farwell, Manderson, Quay, 
Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Sanders, 
Hlodyett, George, Morgan, Squire, 
Brown, Gibson, Morrill, Stanford, 
Chandler, Gorman, Paddock, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hearst, Payne, Washburn, 
Davis, Higgins, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Kustis, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wolcott. 
Ke varts, Kenna, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I intended to offer a further amendment to 
paragraph 376, bat inasmuch as the amendments offered: by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky have been so unfortunate I shall not do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

Paragraph 377 was read, as foilows: 

377. On women's and children's dress goods, coat iinings, Italian cloth, bunt- 
ing, and goods of similar description or character composed wholly or in part 
of wool, worsted, the hair ot the camel, goat, al , or other animals, and not 
specially provided for in this act, the duty shall be 12 cents per square yard, 
and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That on all such 
goods weighing over 4 ounces per square yard the duty per pound shall be four 
times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to amend that paragraph by striking out, in 
line 23 on page 91, the word ‘‘ twelve’’ before the word‘ cents,’’ and 
inserting ‘* nine,’’ so as to read ‘‘ nine cents per square yard; ’’ and in 
the same line, after the word ‘ thereto,’’ by striking out “ fifty ’’ and 
inserting ‘‘ forty,’’ so as to make the paragraph conform to the present 
law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be treated as 
one question, if there be no objection, and will be stated. 

The Cuizer CLerk. In paragraph 377, line 23, of page 91, before 
the word ‘‘cents,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ twelve ’’ and insert 
‘* nine;’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ thereto,’’ to strike out 
** fifty’? and insert ‘‘ forty ’’ so as to read: 

377. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloth, bunt- 
ing, and goods of similar description or character composed wholly or in part 
of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, and not 
specially provided for in this act, the duty shall be 9 cents per square yard, and 
in addition 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
who has charge of thfs bill whether it is meant to include in this 
category, as it would seem by the plain language used, goods in which 
there is only a small percentage of wool, the other portions of the 
fabric being composed of some other cheap material? Is that what it 


means? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator refer to paragraph 377? 
Mr. GRAY. Paragraph 377 and paragraph 376, both. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 376 relates to goods of the description 
the Senator is now alluding to. 

Mr. GRAY. I mean more particularly paragraph 377. 

My, ALDRICH. Paragraph 376 covers goods composed of cotton and 
wool. 

Mr. GRAY. Paragraph 377, I notice, ‘‘goods of similar description 
or character, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted,’’ ete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Not specially provided for in this act.’’ 

Mr. GRAY. That would include goods in which there was a very 
small percentage of wool or any percentage of wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr.GRAY. Why not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 376 covers all 8 with cotton warp, 

and ph 377 covers only those goods which are not thus pro- 
vided for. 
Mr. GRAY. What is the meaning of the language ‘‘ goods of simi- 
lar description or character composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, 
or other animals, and not specially 
provided for in this act’’ shall pay this duty? Would nota piece 
of of this description, women’s and children’s dress goods, which 
had a very small percen of woolen or worsted in it be subject to 
this tax, even though the r part of it was cotton ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This lan is used in the h in order to 
prevent the evasion of the duty by putting a small amount of cotton 
with the wool into goods of this nature. 

Mr. GRAY. Precisely; but in attempting to prevent that evasion do 
you notalso impose a duty on goods that have a very small amount of 
wool and a great deal of cotton? Do you not put this enormous duty 
on a fabric of that kind and put it at rates that are provided as com- 
pensatory for the tax on the raw material of wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I tried to explain to the Senator from Delaware 


that there are two classes of these goods, one made with cotton warps 
and the other made of all wool or all wool. All cotton- 
warp goods are included in 376 all the other goods are 


e 


included in ph 377, and the there used 

to prevent reel chnonut ef esthen bales alee ane or fill 

ing in the woolen goods and thereby reducing the duties 

provided for in 376, and thus to avoid fraudulent practices. 
Mr. GRAY. Very well. If I understand, then, the Senator from 


i 


Rhode Island, the necessity is to prevent the evasion of duty by bring- 
ing in goods that have asmall amount of cotton inthem. Now, I want 
to know if the provision which is made here and made necessary by 


that practice does not also work this result, that goods which may come 
in with a very small amount of wool, the larger part of the weight being 
of cotton, be subjected to the duties of this paragraph. 


Mr. ALDRICH. No goods of that nature are ever made or could be 
made profitably unless they had a cotton warp. 

Mr. GRAY. I only asked the Senator if goods came in with ever so 
small a part of wool in their fabrication. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the filling? 

Mr. GRAY. In the fabrication, without using technical terms, and 
the larger part of their weight being cotton, would they not be subject 
to the duty named by this paragraph ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it would depend entirely on the method of 
fabrication. If the warp was made of cotton entirely or other vegetable 
fiber, the goods would pay duty under pa ph 376, being therein 
specifically named. If the cotton was put into the filling, or into the 
warp of so-called all-wool goods, either in a large quantity or a small 
quantity, it would be put there necessarily for the purpose of evading 
the law. Naturally no goods of that kind are made. 

Mr. GRAY. Suppose it is ht here for any purpose, a large 
amount of cotion in the filling, I ask whether it is notsubjected to the 
duties named in raph 377. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly, 

Mr. GRAY. Then you are imposing upon goods of that kind this 
large duty that was made necessary by the compensation which you 
say is due for the raw material of wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But there are no goods of that kind, and they 
would not be made and could not be made except for the purpose of 
evading the law. ‘The filling can not be largely composed of cotton in 
all-wool goods. If composed to any extent of cotton, it would be for 
the purpose of evading our tariff provisions and to have the goods en- 
tered at a lower rate. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well, but there may be goods with a portion of 

‘cotton in the filling. Is not that true? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; but these are for the purpose of evading the 
tariff, and for no other purpose whatever. 

Mr. GRAY, And you can make them more cheaply than goods made 
altogether of wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; if the quantity was small. 

Mr, GRAY. Then why should anybody resort to that for the pur- 

of evasion ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because they would save 3 cents per yard in duty. 

Mr. VANCE. I would suggest that the probable reason is that the 
American manufacturers do not want anybody to make cloth composed 

y of cotton and pass it off for woolen goods except themselves. 

Mr. CARLISLE. These two — hs,I think,are not difficult to 
understand. Under paragraph 376 can not be admitted at the 
rates of duty prescribed here unless the bene Eye wholly of cotton 
or other vegetable fiber. Under paragraph 377, if there is the slightest 
particle of wool or hair of the goat, alpaca, or camel, or other animal 
Sauee, thee aioe cow sade oem. and ined ty is eek 
cotton, t must e rate of du — paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. "os other ob bers, 

Mr. CARLISLE. If it is not composed wholly of cotton or other 
vegetable fiber they must pay this rate of duty; so that if an article 
should come in more than half the weight of which was cotton or some 
other vegetable fiber, still, if the was not wholly of cotton or vege- 
table fiber, it would pay this rate of duty. 

Now, the Senator says none of them are made—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. i did not say that at all. I say that a consider- 
a ae goods that come in have a warp of cotton or other vege- 
table . 

Mr. CARLISLE, I am talking about paragraph 377. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say that the goods I have alluded to, contain- 
ing a small portion of cotton in the warp or are otherwise wool 
goods, and are made for the purpose of evading law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. some cotton is mixed with wool in spin- 


ning and used in the weit of these goods, and the warp is not of cotton. 
You may adulterate, if I may use the ex on, the wool with cot- 
ton, or other substances, down to a point where there is very little wool 


in it, but yet, 
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Vos 


1890. 








Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I should say evade the plain intent and 
uu of Congress in enacting the law, rather than evade the duty.. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Not eventhat. What the Senator from Delaware 
is objecting to, as I understand, is not the fact that you have such a 
classification of goods so as to impose a reasonable rate of duty upon 
goods which would not come in under clause 376, but that you have 
put a very high rate of duty upon them considering the fact that there 
may be but very little wool ia them. That is the point I understand 
that he made. is of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. ; ; 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose an amendment to the bill which I ask may 
be read and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
formation. 

The Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Sec.—. That on and after the Ist day of July, 1391, there shall be annually 
levied, collected, and paid, under such regulations and forms as may be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, by and with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, a tax of 3 per cent. upon the dividends, including 
interest on all bonds, whether cash, scrip, stock, or otherwise, of all corpora- 
tions, of whatever character or nature, transacting business under corporate 
functions authorized or to be authorized by any law, Federal, State, county 
Territorial, or municipal, which tax shall be annually collected from the saic 
corporations: Provided, That all dividends so made liable for said tax, other 
than cash dividends, shall be estimated at the actual value thereof. 

Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of every such corporation to make due re- 
turn of all dividends in such form and manner as may be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, and in default of such returns, it shall be lawful 
for the Commissioner of Internal Revenueto make estimate thereof upon the 
best information he can obtain. And for any neglect or refusal to make said 
returns or payment thereupon, any such corporations so in default shall pay a 

nalty of $1,000, in addition to other penalties and forfeitures prescribed by 

w for violation of internal-revenue provisions. 

Src. —. That it shall be lawful for said corporations to withhold from the 
beneficiary or beneficiaries of any such dividends the amount of tax so levied 
and to be collected and paid under the provisions hereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bil! will pro- 


The amendment will be read for in- 


Paragraph 378 was read, as follows: 

378. On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de“ 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially provided 
for in this act, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the 
camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, the duty per pound shall be four and one- 
halftimes the duty imposed by this act on a pound-of unwashed wool of the 
first class, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I movetostrike out in line 9, of page 94, after 
the word ‘‘four,’’ the words ‘‘ and one-half;’’ and in line 11, after 
word ‘‘ thereto,’’ to strike out “‘sixty’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

TheSecretary. In paragraph 378, on 92, line 9, after the word 
‘*four,’’ itis proposed to strike out ‘‘and one-half;’’ and in line 11, after 
the word ‘‘thereto,’’ to strike out. “‘sixty’’ and insert ‘‘fitty;’’ so asto 
read: 

378 On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially provided 
for in this act, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the heir of the 
camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, the duty per pound shall be four times 
the duty im by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, 
and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 379 was read, as follows: 

379. On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for 


ladies’ and children’s apparel and goods of similar description, or used for like 
, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, 


pu 

al or other animals, made u 
goat alpaca. shall be four and on aif times the duty impose “ bythe pr 
on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 60 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I movetoamend that graph, inline18, after 
the word “‘tour,’’ by striking out “‘and one-half;’’ and, in line 21, by 
striking out “‘sixty’’ and inserting ‘‘fifty’* before the words “‘ per cent.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

TheSecretTary. In paragraph 379, on 92, line 18, after the word 
‘*four,’”’ it is proposed to strike out land one-half.” and in line 21 be- 
fore the words ‘‘ per centum ’’ tostrike out “‘ sixty ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;”’ 
so as to read: 

379, On cloaks, dolmans, jack tal i i 
ladies’ and children's apparel and goods of iualler desarigtton, ov Sosdiave Wine 
font nipace, a o oy 2 n part of woo}, worsted, the hair of the camel, 
unweshe 


the 


up or manufactured wholly or i rt, 
shall be four times the duty imposed by this act pod toned at 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto W per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 
Paragraph 380 was read, in which the Committee on Finance pro- 
» On 93, line 6, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ to amend by strik- 
s seventy ’’ and inserting “‘sixty;’’ so as to make the para- 


380. On i b, 
oe ee s cords are. beltings, bindings, braids, gal 


= io ee. aay! and ——- 
head ittons, or ms of other forms, for tassels 
or ornaments, wrought by hand or braided by machinery, any of the foregoi 

which are elastic or non-elastic, Sale feel worsted, the ar of the came z 


goat, alpaca, or other animals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the came), 
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goat, alpaca, or other animals is a component material, the duty shall be © 
per pound, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I move to insert at that point, before we get to the 
next paragraph, what I send so the desk, as a separate paragraph 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to haye the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the amendment I offer. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert the following as a new 
paragraph: 

380}. Endless belts or felts for paper or printin 
and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is offered for the purpose of taking that 
article out of the general provision contained in paragraph 374, which 
would include it with manufactures of wools not otherwise provided 
for and subject it toa duty 44 cents per pound and 50 per cent. ad 
valorem because it is ali werth over 40 cents per pound, I canscarcely 
think it was the purpose of the Committee on Finance to include this 
article in that paragraph. But as a matter of fact, when we come to 
consider the bill, it will be found that endless belts are not anywhere 
specifically provided for, and therefore necessarily fall under that para- 
graph and will be subjected to this high rate of duty. The rate which 
I have proposed is the existing law upon this article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provision the Senator has asked to have in- 
serted in the bill is one of the anomalies of the present law by which 
felt goods used for a particular purpose are estimated at very much less 
duty than when used for other purposes. It is the object of the com- 
mittee, as far as possible, to eliminate these inequalities, and I hope 
the Senate will not vote to levy a different rate upon felts for one pur- 
pose from that which is fixed upon felts for any other purpose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. For what other purpose are these endless belts 
used? Iam not aware of the fact that they are used for any other 
purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But all kinds of felted goods are used for various 
purposes, and there is no reason why goods made up in any particular 
way should be subject to one rate of duty and goods made up in an- 
other way to other rates of duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand very well that belts and certain 
other kinds of goods are made out of felt, but these are simply endless 
belts. Now, hats and many other articles are made, I believe, from 
felt articles, which, perhaps, require considerable labor in their man- 
ufacture, and I can see some reason why there should be a higher rate 
of duty upon some than upon others, and this proposition is to impose 
this rate of duty upon these endless belts used for this purpose. 

The Senator says the object of the committee has been to eliminate 
these provisions imposing lower rates of duty upon articles when used 
for certain purposes. Why, Mr. President, some new provisions of 
this kind have been introduced in this bill, and some things have been 
made free absolutely in this bill because of the uses to which they were 
applied. In other cases, discriminations have been made in the rates 
of duty imposed upon them because of the uses to which they were ap- 
plied. There are a great number of instances in this bill not only 
copied from the old law, but new ones introduced here. I will ask for 
the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator not be satisfied with a division or 
a viva voce vote on this amendment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir; under the circumstances I will. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. Isit in order tomove to amend the Senate committee 
amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I did not know that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reconsidered if the Sena- 
tor desires, 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I will content myself with offering an amend- 
ment in line 7, on page 93, to strike out ‘‘sixty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 380, on page 93, in line 7, after the 
word ‘‘thereto,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘sixty’’ and insert 
** forty;’’ so as to read: 

380. On webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids, gal- 
loons, fringes, gimps, cords, cords and tassels, dress trimmings, laces and em- 
broideries, head nets, buttons, or barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms, for 
tassels or ofnaments, wrought by band or braided by machinery, any of the 
foregoing which are elastic or non-elastic, made of wool, worsted, the hair of 
the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair 


of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals is a component material, the duty 
shall be 60 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Theamendment was rejected. 
Paragraph 341 was read, as follows: 


381, Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, and chenille carpets, figured or plain 
oe woven whole for rooms, and all carpets or carpeting of like character 
or description, and oriental, Berlin, and other similar rugs, 60 cents per square 
yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the committee have not given us any 


ents 


y machines, 2) cents per pound 


The committee amendment has been 
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explanation of the reasons for this increase of these articles of carpet. 
This is a very large increase over the present law on articles of neces- 
sity such as carpets are, and I think we ought to have a reason why 
that increase is made, 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The increase is made necessary by the increase of 
the duty on carpet wools. 

Mr. VANCE. On carpet wools! 
President. 

Mr. GRAY. This then, Mr. President, is one of the evil conse- 
quences of the tax to which I alluded the other day, the tax on raw 
wool, and that brief but very pregnant statement of the committee 
that the increase of the tax on raw wool makes necessary an increase 
of the tax on all woolen manufactures is a volume in itself. I only 
want to call the attention of the Senate again to this matter of this 
most important and useful article of carpets. Just as the manufacture 
all over the world was cheapening, just as the invention and ingenuity 
and enterprise of manufacturers here and abroad were reducing the 
‘price of these wool carpets so that what in our youth used to be con- 
sidered luxuries to the rich are commencing to come within the reach 
of men of moderate means, so that the mechanic, the man of small in- 
come, can have a decent Brussels carpet in his room, in one room of 
his house at least, and this cheapening process is going on all over the 
world, we step in to prevent the American people from sharing in the 
advantage that the cheapening process has brought to all mankind. 

I wish the Senate to pause long enough to note precisely what this 
means; that it means that the doctrine of privation, as it is called by 
Mr. Edward Atkinson, is the doctrine and philosophy of this whole 
schedule, and the privation of the masses for the enrichment of a few. 

~Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to mingle in this debate, 
but | should like to state an anecdote which I heard from an English 
mechanic who had been at work over there in manufacturing, himself, 
and had some friends in this country, and had got well-to-do and came 
over here, and he was a strong protectionist. He went up to a town 
in the interior of Massachusetts and visited a friend who had come from 
England and was at work in this country ina manufacturing estab- 
lishment and had joined the Democratic party—as Englishmen are very 
apt to do, as my friend from Delaware knows. d 

bon GRAY. No, I do not know it. It is generally the other way, 
I think. 

Mr. HOAR. Fer other reasons they like my friend’s notions about 
fishery treaties and other things; and this E man who lived here 
was telling his friend about the heavy taxes of our tariff, and the friend 
who came from across the water said to him, ‘‘Can you tell me what 
per a have got in your house here that you have to pay any more 
for t you would in England?’’ ‘* Well,’’ said the English opera- 
tive, who lived over here, ‘‘ There is the carpet.’’ The wife, who was 
= in the room, said ‘‘ Wedid not ’aveany when we were in Eng- 

d,’’ and this man said, ‘‘ Women will always be putting in their 
oar when they are not wanted.”’ 

Mr. GRAY. That is just what I complain of; here in this country, 
where we were beginning to have carpets in all our houses, and not 
Only in the houses of gentlemen like the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts, but all over the country a man could enjoy the luxury 
of a Brussels carpet, we are by this bill adopting a policy which will 
have a tend to produce the state of things that poor woman in 
England said, ‘* We don’t’ave one,’ and that is just the state of things 
I want to avoid; and that doctrine of = asI said Mr, Edward 
ee happily calls it, is the doctrine that is geing to produce 

ai result. : 

Mr. HOAR. The man who came over from England under the pol- 
icy which my friend from Delaware likes, and thinks ought to prevail 
here, never had had a carpet under his feet from his birth, if he 
had lived there a thousand years under that policy never would have 
had one. He had been here a year and got one under ee: 

ng 





I have nothing more to say, Mr. 


Mr. GRAY. lam concerned about the mechanic and 
man in this country, and not the one who seems to give my friend 
from Massachusetts so much concern, the one in England. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is now under consideration ? 
What wes the number of the paragraph last read ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 381 has been read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would that 
from Delaware is in to A Axminster, my case! and 
chenille carpets, and he is desirous that the poor people of country 
shall have a chance to buy them cheaper. 


Mr. GRAY. Yes, Iam. Ido not know why they are not entitled 
to get them-as cheaply as any other in the world. 
Mr. HISCOCK. If theSenator back to 1867 he will find 


precisely the same gloomy carr neeeennes, in, and the same re- 
grets that the people were to be deprived of carpeting, 
then on that side of the Chamber in —— to the duties were 
then imposed upon carpets, the effect of which has been to cheapen fo 
mae aoenehaa wt that exist at the present time. History is 
ng ; 

Mr. VANCE. Iam a little surprised at my friend from Delaware in 

persisting after the explanation we have had. The ideathat heshould 
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insist on people havi carpets when the duties being raised on 
raw wool there is an ute necessity for raising them on the carpet! 
It does not make any difference what becomes of the e. That is 
not only good political economy, butitistheology. [ ter.] The 
fathers having eaten sour grapes, naturally the children’s teeth are set 
on edge. Having committed the iniquity of unnecessarily raising the 
duty on wool, as a matter of course we have to go through the whole 
figure, and raise the duty on all the products in order that the bill may 
have some symmetry if the people have naked floors. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not think the Senator means to apply his re- 
marks to ordinary ingrain t. For poor people like my friend from 
North Carolina and myself, ingrain carpets are cheaper any 
others that I know anything about. They can be bought for 30, 40, 
50, 60, and 70centsa yard. I have never had an Axminster or chenille 
carpet and never ex to use one. 

Mr. VANCE. We are speaking of carpets generally. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As far as my limited means are concerned I am 
quite contented to have some of these. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. On thissubject generally I will read a short 
letter that appeared in the St. Louis Trade and Traffic, a paper pub- 
lished in that city. It says: 

Thirty years ago there were but few carpet establishments in the country, 
although Americans use more carpets than any other in the world, and 
our supplies came almost entirely from ‘ 000,000 
were made athome. The business called for only 18,000,000 of wool,and 
paid were only $500,000. In 1870 there were 215 consuming 

pounds of wool, em 000 , paying out $4,681,000 in wages 

a year, and turning out 22,000,000 yards of carpet. Since then these res have 

increased to 11,500 looms, 43, 000 hands, 90,000,000 pounds of wool, and 77,000,000 

yards of carpet. And while this enormous enlargement of business has been 

going on it has been attended by a reduction in the prices of carpeting. In 1872 
y Brussels sold for $2 a yard. 

That is one of the kinds of carpets spoken of by the Senator from 
Delaware. 

In 1880 it had fallen to $1.50, and in 1890 it is only 98 cents a yard. In the same 
time tapestry Brussels carpet has been reduced in price from $1.46 per yard to 
65 cents a yard for the best quality and ingrain from $1.20 to 45 cents. The 
competition between our home manufacturers has been very sharp, and it has 
led to inventions and improvements that have done much to assist the cheapen- 
ing of priees and increase the co’ tion of carpets, and oné result is that 


hundreds of thousands of humble homes can afford to have their once bare 
floors covered with these adjuncts of comfort. 


I may say in connection with the remark made by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hrecock] that when the duties were imposed which 
brought these results the same class of arguments were presented which 
we have here to-day, but this industry has grown strong and it will grow 
stronger as the American improvements and advantages which are util- 
ized in this manufacturing industry go on the prices of car- 
pets so that many more millions of even poor people in this country 
can have a better carpet on the floor than they possess to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, when that time comes some years later, when 
the cheapening process is going on, we shall add more duty to get it 
still , according to the philosophy of the distinguished Senator 
from Iowa; but he seems to want to stop for the present, at any rate, 
this chea: process. 

But I did not complain, and I offer no amendment in regard to the 
duty on me whether they be moquette in h 381, or Brussels 
in paragraph 383. I merely wanted to call attention to the fact, which 


the w 


I think deserves to be noted again in ng these several paragraphs, 
that this is all made necessary by the tax upon raw material. 


These carpet manufacturers have gone on, as the Senator from Iowa 
has in this country ander a duty on wool much less than that 

and have increased from two to two hundred and something 
n number, and are making up many millions of pounds of wool every 
year, and could go on if would let them alone, and if you would 
give them free wool could still cheapen their product and increase their 
manufacture. Iam only calling attention to the fact that all that 
wholesome and desirable progression is stopped, and we are lifted back 
one plane by this false step of addigg to the price of 
the raw ; 


Mr. REAGAN. I do not wish to discuss the 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this policy hasa tendency not only, 











=a 
we 


*? 


1890. 





as shown by that extract, to drive manufacturing establishments out 
of this country, when they can get out, but it has a tendency to invite 
the English, whom my friend from Massachusetts says are joining the 
Democratic party, to purchase our manufacturing establishments and 
take the dividends to England. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have the Senator explain how, in 
the first place, it is driving manufacturing interests from us, and in 
the next place bringing capital here to purchase them. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I can state to the Senator that his policy of im- 
posing duties upon raw materials, and especially in this case of lead, 
will inevitably drive a number of our smelting establishments out of 
this country into Mexico or compel them to suspend operations here 
or diminish their operations here, and the smelting of fluxing ores will 
be done in Mexico by English and German and French syndicates in- 
stead of being done in the United States by Americans with American | 
capital and American labor. The gentlemen in charge of the smelt- 
ing establishment at El Paso told me last summer, when I visited their | 
works, that if this duty was imposed upon lead they would be com- 
pelled to remove their establishment, which wasa very large one, across 
the river to Juarez, heretofore known as Paso del Norte. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to say | 
that I have given some personal attention to this subject and we shall 
lose nothing if they go abroad, for they have employed practically Mex- | 
ican laborers who live on the other side and only come over on our side | 
to work. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I went through their establishment, [ think all | 
through it, and I can say that I did not see a Mexican inside of its walls 
or outside of its walls. I saw American worknien, receiving good 
wages too, as they said tome, If they employ any Mexican labor,-it | 
must be outside of that establishment at El Paso, for I failed to see a 
single Mexican, and I think I know a Mexican when I see him. 

I had a conversation with a gentleman only two or three days ago, 
who overtook me as I left the Senate Chamber, and who told me he 
was a sheep-raiser in Utah and owned 11,000 head of sheep, and had 
made an average of 35 per cent. on his capital for seven years past, 
and that he did not need any duty on his wool. He said that he was | 
also the owner or part owner of lead mines or silver mines and smelt- | 
ing works, and he said that already since the Senate had agreed to im- 
pose a duty of 1} cents a pound upon the lead contained in the silver ores 
of Mexico that the fluxing ores he was compelled to buy had gone up 
$4.50 a ton, according to my recollection, and that it was a great injury | 
to him and to a great many other people engaged in that business in 
Utah. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Assuming that it is the settled policy that there is 
to be a duty on lead, that it is understood that that is the fixed policy, 
is there any theory in the world upon which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky can defend here a bounty for the introduction of lead ore into 
this country to be smelted, giving a bounty to lead ore or to lead which 
is brought in from Mexico? 

Understand I desire to take the propositions together and let it be 
understood that it is the fixed policy that there is to be aduty imposed 
upon lead, can you then defend the payment of a bounty—because it | 
is no more nor less than a bounty—to the importers of lead ores to this 
country ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, unlike the Senator from New York, 
Iam opposed to the payment of bounties in any case whatever. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is not that a direct bounty? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator will allow me to answer his ques- 
tion. Iam opposed to the payment of bounties in any case whatever 
to the sugar-producers of Louisiana, or Kansas, or California, or to | 
the proposed manufacturers of tin-plate, or to the sugar of the people 
of Vermont, who make sugar out of the sap that comes from the maple 
tree. We do not pay a bounty on the lead which comes from Mexico. 
That ore is not imported into this country on account of the lead which 
it contains, but it is imported here because it is necessary to have it in 
the smelting of our own ores, 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is a disputed question whether there is any 
necessity of having it at El Paso for the purpose of being used in the 
smelting of our own ores. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam extremely desirous of avoiding an evening 
session to-night, if possible, and I shall be very glad if we can finish 
this schedule. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am as anxious to do that as the Senator, but I 
want to say this, and I will take my seat, and so far as I now think 
will take no further part in the debate on this schedule. 

The Senator from Massachusetts referred to the Englishman, and 
nearly always does when he addresses the Senate upon this subject of 
the tariff. I have here a communication from Bradford, England, to 
the American Woolen and Cotton Financial Reporter, which [ believe 
isa protectionist paper, and which 1 will read in confirmation of the 
statement I made a moment ago that this policy of imposing high rates 
of duty upon manufactured goods will bring the English here, or rather 
the Englishman’s capital here, to purchase these establishments, while 
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Here is 


he will take the dividends away and spend them in England. 
the communication: 


BRaprorpD, ENGLAND, August 13, 15890. 
Edit \f the American Report: 

The Democrats and anti-protectionists will find an urgent support for thei: 
views in the result of the last three years’ trading of the Providence, R, L, 
worsted mills of Mr, Charles Fletcher, which are about to be offered to the pub- 


lic at a capital of £850,000, and on the basis of fullowing profits as set forthin the 


proof of the prospectus, which is being freely discussed over here 

1887......... £68,917 8s, Od.—$334,249.58 
1888. 87,196 14s, 422,903.99 
SoU salldanicasereinisittn Duibctiinaivehntypetetbernvieseebertiaesndeuesentoes 97,300 14s. 471,008.41 


And this is one of the poor worsted factories for which we have in- 
creased to-day the duties upon worsted goods enormously in the para- 
graphs we have already passed over. 


The figures are vouched for by leading firms of public ac 
Yours truly, 


countant 
FREE TRADER 
Now, the editor of the American Reporter says: 


Mr. Charles Fletcher is one man in a thousand for thoroughness of know]- 


| edge in manufacturing, and for breadth, decision, and courage in the conduct 


of his great business. The results which he achieves are no criterion for the 
woolen industry as a whole. 

In another paragraph this paper refers to this information and com- 
ments upon it in a similar strain. 

Mr. President, the inevitable tendency, as I bave said, of this sys- 
tem is to induce foreigners to put their capital here, while they do not 
come here and join the Democratic party or the Republican party, but 
make enormous dividends and drain this country of its money as land- 
lordism is draining Ireland of its money. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hone the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me to put in a denial. 

Mr. DAWES. Allow mea moment. If an Englishman can come 
here with his capital and make enormous dividends, why can not Amer- 
icans do the same and match him here on our soil and bring down the 
cost? 


Mr. CARLISLE. 


The Englishman comes because he finds he can 


| realize much larger dividends under this policy than he canin England, 


where he is carrying on his business. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not ask why he did not stay in England. 

Mr. CARLISLE. He does stay there. 

Mr. DAWES. I asked if he made these enormous dividends why 
could not American capitalists in the same business make enormous 
dividends, and then between them, all the competition being here, the 
price of the article comes down and the dividends come to an end? 

Mr. CARLISLE. In the first place, the Englishman does not come 
here. He stays in England and spends his money in England, but the 
American manufacturers can make large dividends, and the very paper 
which I have read shows that they have proved it to the satisfaction of 
the Englishmen, who are willing to invest their money and pay over 
34,000,000 for this establishment upon the statement that their profits 
have increased from $324,000 in 1887 to over $471,000 in 1889. 

Mr. DAWES. It was not the personal presence of the Englishman’s 
body here, but it was the presence of his capital herein a kind of busi- 
ness into which every one of the 64,000,000 people in the United States 
has just as much liberty to enter as he. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If they have the money. 

Mr. DAWES. The question I tried to put to the Senator was this 
When he has an opportunity to put his capital into a business which 
produces such enormous dividends, why all the rest of the people of 


| this country do not do the same thing and bring these enormous divi- 


dends to an end. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why, Mr. President, the answer is very simple. 
In the first place, all the people in this country have not the capital 
necessary to enable them to engage in the manufacture of woolen and 
worsted goods; in the second place, they have not the skill or experi- 
ence in that business which these gentlemen in England have who are 
already engaged in that business and whose fathers and grandfathers 
were engaged in it before them, and they can come here because they 
have both the capital and the experience. You might as well ask me 
why everybody does not go to Florida to produce oranges, which are 
sold at a profit, or why everybody does not go to the West and mine 
for gold or silver. They can not do it. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe American people believe what the Senator has 
said to-day, they have the skill and capital in abundance, and they 
would put them into that business just as quick as they could put them 
in. Any kind of business in this country, which is open toeverybody, 
that pays more than 6 per cent. dividend will draw a crowd after it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I sought the floor a few moments ago to read a short 
extract from an interview with Mr. Fletcher, published in the Prov- 
idence Journal, in which he denies the statement the Senator from Ken 
tacky has read and states that it is wholly untrue in every particular. 

Mr. CARLISLE. TheSenator will see that I read all thatthe Amer- 
ican Reporter said upon the subject, because the paper treated it as 
being true, and this paper defended Mr. Fletcher. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. ‘That is one of the peculiarities of this discussion. 
The debate is filled with these flying rumors manufactured for the 
purpose of exciting prejudies, and we hear of these immense profits, 
whea it does seem to me thatany Senator conversant with the business 
affairs of this country must, without any investigation, know that they 
are absolutely false. It is no answer to say that men have experience 
and that therefore they can control a business. This country is full 
of capital, and this country is full of energy and experience with re- 
spect to every one ofthese industries. Inquiry of gentlemen wholive 
in the neighborhood of these establishments, and know of their own 
personal knowledge that these monstrous profits have never been made, 
would demonstrate the fact that the manufacturing industry is upon 
the edge too frequently of bankruptcy, that people are withdrawing 
from it, and that it is subject to the same vicissitudes, to the same fort- 
unes up and down as every other business in the United States; and 
yet upon the statements of anonymous correspondents, not supported 
by a man who would give his name, the country is frightened, or the 
attempt is made to frighten the country or the Senate as to the pro- 
priety of proposed legislation. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I found this in a protectionist paper friendly to 
Mr. Fletcher, which commented upon it upon the assumption that it 
was true. I showed it to the Senator from Rhode Island two or three 
days ago, and he was not then prepared to say whether it was true or 
not, and I had never heard its accuracy questioned until the Senator 
made the statement a moment ago from his seat. The Senator from 
Rhode Island will bear me witness that I have not used this without 
first showing it to him, because it related to an establishment in his 
city, and I had every reason therefore to believe that it was true, and 
I have reason now to believe, upon the statement made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, that itis not true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That it is not true? 

Mr..CARLISLE. That the statement which I read is not true. I 
understand the Senator to say that Mr. Fletcher denies it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; and I will say to the Senator from Kentucky 
that I had not seen the interview to which I referred at thattime. It 
has just been brought to my attention. 

Mr. FRYE. But did not the Senator from Kentucky, as a member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means and from his general knowledge 
of the rulings of the Treasury Department touching worsteds, know 
that during the last five years nearly half of the worsted mills have 
been driven out of business because they could not make anything ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. No; I didnot know it, and I do not know it now. 

Mr. FRYE. I know it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I see it stated in the newspapers, but that may 
not be true, that they are forming a combination of some sort, 
in the nature of a trust, to control prices, notwithstandin e fact 
that we have given them all they asked for in this legislation which 
they supposed would enable them to carry on their business prosper- 


ously. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, it is a very extraordinary spectacle to 
see Senators on the other side of the Chamber willing to throw down 
the barriers against the cheap-labor products of the world and admit 
them to compete with the products of labor in the United States. 
When we discussed the Ch question.and proposed to exclude 
Chinese laborers from this country on the ground that that labor came 
in competition with the labor of American citizens we found Senators 
on the other side claiming that they had been originally and always in 
favor of excluding Chinese laborers. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Oregon if that was the sole 
ground upon which Chinese immigration was prohibited ’ 

Mr. LPH. That was the principal ground. 

Mr. GRAY. If it was, why is not-the Senator in favor of the prohibi- 
tion of other forms of foreign labor in this country ? 

Mr. DOLPH. _I will attend to that directly. When we discussed 
the question of importation of contract labor we found Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber claiming the credit for all that has 
ever been done in that regard, and when we come to the discussion of 
the question of the im ion of cheap labor from 
other countries we find them 
bars and introduce the cheap-labor products of China and India and ot 
other foreign countries. : 


too cheap if it deprives the American laborer of employment, and it is 
ee ee eee oe ae so that he 
can not live in comfort and ind dence and properly support his fam- 
ily. I for one do not wantengeting in this country any cheaperthan 
it can be manufactured by the competition of 64,000,000 of American 
citizens and the most intelligent and enterprising people on face 
of the earth, when it can be manufactured by American capital and 
American labor. And I say ‘‘American capital and American labor ”’ in 
ontradistinction to the capital of New the or 
of the States of the great Mississippi Valley, or 

that side of the Chamber has u 


F 


and the discussion upon 
the theory tly that it was the interest of that was to 
be that it was the interest of a particular class of individ- 


uals that was to be considered. This great question of protection is a 
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national question, and while there are some leading industries in my 
own State that we contend should be protected in the general scheme 
of protection, for myself and for the people there I can say that we are 
in tavor of protection as a principle, and that it is not a local question. 
We are in favor of protecting American industries, American capital, 
and American labor. 

The Senator from Kentucky said that many people have not the 
capital to enter into the manufacturing business. There is not a coun- 
try now upon the face of the earth, unless it be Great Britain, where 
there is as much capital awaiting profitable investment as there is in 
the United States. é savings-banks are full of the savings of work- 
ingmen; money is offered at 5 per cent. per annum; Government 
bonds, drawing 3 per cent. interest per annum, are at a premium: 
stocks of private corporations which pay from 8 to10 per cent. per an- 
num dividends are far above par, some of them as high as 200 per cent. ; 
and with this surplus capital and with 64,000,000 le ready to en- 
ter into any enterprise that promises to pay a reasonable return, it is 
absurd to say that American competition is not sufficient to keep down 
the prices of all manufactured articles as low as they can be manufact- 
ured and presefve the wages of American workmen. 

What our friends on the other side want is not American competition 
and not goods as cheap as they can be manufactured by American la- 
borers and American manufacturers, witha resonable return to capital 
and fair wages to labor, but what they want is the competition of the 
pauper labor of Eu countries. 

The Senator from Kentucky the other day contrasted the revenue 
system of Great Britain and that of the United States, and undertook to 
tell the Senate that, considering the cost of living, the wages of la- 
boring men in Great Britain, as I undertsood him, was substantially 
equal to that in the United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I said nothing upon the subject, Mr. President. 

Mr, DOLPH. ThenI misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I said nothing upon that subject. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will tell the Senator that there is in Great Britain 
out of a population of 35,000,000, 7,000,000 who have to be supported 
in part by the public; there area million paupers in that country, and 
the great majority of the laboring men live deprived of the things which 
the ordinary American workingman would count as necessaries of life. 

I repeat that, so far asI am concerned, I am willing to risk Ameri- 
can competition to secure to us labor products as cheap as they ought 
to be afforded. 

Mr. VANCE. I am a little astonished that theSenator from — 
should express so much horror of cheap things while advocating a bil! 
the object of which is oe & make things cheaper still, but it is 

ve up. 
the matter of combinations which are being formed in 
anticipation of the passage of this bill, I ask the Secretary to read an 
extract from the New York Herald of the 29th of August, 1890, show- 
ing a combination of window-glass men. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will allow that to be read some 
time when we are not in so much of a hurry as we are at the present 
moment. 

Mr. VANCE. Lam notinahurry. [Laughter. } , 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall certainly ask for a special session to-night 
unless we can complete the consideration of this schedule. 

; am wil to have the article printed in the Rrc- 
ORD without its read, if the Senator prefers. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The article will be inserted in the 
Recorp, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
The article is as follows: 
WINDOW-GLASS MEN COMBINE—THEY INTEND TO POOL THEIR ISSUES AND WORK 
THE NEW TARIFF. _ 
| By telegraph to the Herald.) 
PrirrseurGn, Pa., August 28, 1890. 

Details for the consolidation of all the window-glass factories in the Nort]: 
and West were the House here by - 
mittee ted at a meeting at the Auditorium in Chi on A 19. 
, of ee - T. F. Hart, of Muncie ; 
W.D. K of New A , Ind., and N. G, er, of Findlay, Ohio, were 
the comm Thirty-nine representing all the factories in Western an: 

rn districts were represented at the 

Each firm is to take stock in the new company equal to the value of its plant. 
All manufactured is to be sold by this company and prices are to be con- 
trolled and held firm, Out-of-the-way factories are to be shut down. Only 
those well situated 


are to be operated. 
Eastern district manufacturers are expected to come in to save themselves 


pas ant ay ty iS sh a 4 
was represented by James Chambers ugust 19 that the 
ouly way to shite competition was by this plan.” His ideas met with a realy 
EE ie en nes ame ene Saw = lega 
Tofederate about gaunoyon, > nrree™ Y*108 tie teetesies whteh cre 
Itis to raise 5to 10 It is claimed that econ 
raion will be eftected Peed tis poten ool he alle lenaee by 
The passage of the tariff bill is now considered and this will 

syndicate the opportunity to coerce importers into pros ste Aaa 








1890. 





Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Kentucky had turned to the re- 
port of Mr. Fairchild, when Secretary of the Treasury, to Congress, no 
longer ago than December, 1887, he would have found that the Demo- 
cratic Secretary ot the Treasury said: 

Earnest representations have been made to me of the hardships suftered by 
domestic interests on account of these changed conditions. 

Referring to the discrimination in the rates of duties imposed on 
woolen and worsted cloths. 


There is much reason to believe that the manufacture of worsted cloths must 
soon cease in this country unless the tariff law in this regard is amended. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will allow the whole of the par- 
agraph to be inserted in the RecorD., 

Mr. PLATT. That is all I desire to have inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Paragraphs 382 aud 383 were read, as follows: 

382. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain, and all car- 
pets or carpeting of like eharacter or description, 60 cents per square yard, and 
in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. . 

383. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like char- 
acter or description, 44 cents per squre yard, and in addition thereto 49 percent. 
ad valorem. i 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I rise only for the purpose of say- 
ing that, inasmuch as everybody is anxious to dispense with an even- 
ing session if possible, I shall offer no amendments to any of these para- 
graphs, but I desire to say that if there were time to consider and 
discuss them I should certainly feel it my duty to offer amendments 
to each one of them, because I think the duties in all are too high. 
In view, however, of the fact that we want to get through with the 
schedule and that we can not, judging by what has passed, secure the 
adoption of amendments I will not consume the time of the Senate 
by offering them. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] desires to 
offer an amendment to one paragraph, which will take but little time, 
and, with that exception, so far as I know, we shall waive the right 
to offer amendments and proceed with the schedule. 

Mr. GRAY. In paragraph 383—I think we have passed that, and 
I will ask unanimous consent to go back to it—I move that ‘*35 cents 
per square yard ’’ and ‘*35 per cent. ad valorem,’’ in lines 19, 20, and 
21, be substituted for the rate in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cnier CLERK. In paragraph 383, on page 93, line 19, after the 
word ‘‘ description,’ it is pro’ to strike out ‘'44’’ and insert ‘*35;” | 
and in line 20, after the word ‘‘thereto,’’ to strike out ‘‘40°’ and in- 
sert ‘'35;’’ so as to read: | 
383. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like 

| 
| 














character or description, 35 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 5 
per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. That amendment does not bring the duty down to the 
existing law. Assuming that something must be conceded to the 
higher rate on the raw material, I have not brought it down to the ex- 
isting law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Paragraphs 384 and 385 were read, as follows: 


384. Velvet and ta velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed on the warp 
or otherwise, and al or carpeting of like character or description, 40 | 
cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

385. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of | 
like character or 


description 
square yard, and in 


—— on the warp or otherwise, 23 cents per | 
m thoreto ad valorem. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island | 
desire to fill the blank in paragraph 384, on page 94, line 4? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert ‘40 per cent. ad.’’ : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. _| 
The Cnier CLERK. It isp , in paragraph 384, on page 94, | 
in line 4, before the word ‘“‘ valorem,’’ to fill the blank with the words 
‘forty per cent, ad;’’ so as to read: 
ry Brussels car; oo, Sere or piole. and all carpets or carpeting | 


The question is on the amendment | 








385. Tapest 
f like character or descri : ted on t se, 28 a 
ane yard, aan addition thereto 40 on aati eee 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 386 was read, as follows: 

336, Treble i ' ly, shain Veneti: 4,19 ¢ | 
Geena pee, eal a aailioe arches Gee tank caine 19 conte por | 
Mr. VANCE. In paragraph 386 I move to strike out ‘'19”’ before 
‘ cents”’ and insert ‘*12;” and to strike out ‘‘ 40” and insert ‘‘30-"’ | 

which will restore the existing law. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 386, on page 94, line 7, before 
the word ‘‘cents,”’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘19’’ and insert ‘‘ 12,” 
and i line 8, after the word ‘‘thereto,’’ to strike out ‘‘40’’ and in- | 
sert ‘‘ 30;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


386. Treble , three-ply, and all-chain Veneti 12 © 
square yard, in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad —— ate 
The amendment was rejected. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| to strike out ‘‘parts’’ and insert ‘‘any part.’’ 


9485 


Paragraph 387 was read, as follows: 


387. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 14 cents per square yard, and 
in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Inthat paragraph, after the word ‘‘ carpets,’’ I move 
to strike out ‘‘14”’ and insert ‘'8;’’ and tostrike out ‘‘40°’ and insert 
**30;’’ so as to make the rates 8 cents per square yard and 30 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 387, on page 94, line 10, before 
the word *‘cents,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ 14°’ and insert ‘'8;”’ 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ thereto,’’ to strike ont ‘'40’’ 
and insert ‘‘30;’’ so as to make the paragraph read : 


387. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 8 cents per square yard, and 


in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Paragraph 388 was read, as follows 
388. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 22 cents per square 


yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. Felt carpeting, fig 
ured or plain, 11 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 49 per cent. 


| ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. In that paragraph I move to strike out ‘'22,’’ hefore 
the word ‘‘cents,’’ and insert ‘‘15;’’ to strike out ‘‘40”’ and insert 
**30;’’ to strike out the whole of the specific duty and leave the duty at 
40 per cent. ad valorem. Iam willing for these three amendments to 
be acted upon as one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments wili be stated. 

The CHieF CLERK. In paragraph 388, on page 94, line 13, it is pro- 
posed, before the word ‘‘ cents,’’ tostrike out ‘‘22’’ and insert ‘'15;’’ in 
line13, after the word ‘‘ thereto,’’ to strike out ‘‘40’’ andinsert ‘*30;”’ 
in line 15, after the word ‘‘ plain,’’ to strike out ‘‘11 cents per square 
yard and in addition thereto; ’’ so as to read: 

388. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 15 cents per square 
yard,and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. Felt carpeting, figured 
or plain, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempoi Le 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 389, as follows: 


The question is on agreeing to the 


SY. Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or parts of either, and other 
materials not specially provided for in this act,50 per cent. ad valorem 


Mr. VANCE. The duty upon that, I think, by the present law is 
40 per cent. I move to strike out ‘'50’’ and insert ‘‘ 40,”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Should there be any punctuating 
point between ‘‘ wool’’ and ‘‘ flax ?”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘There should be a comma aiter *‘ wool.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. \ comma will be inserted afte: 
‘*wool.”’ 


Mr. VANCE. I should like to ‘ask the Senator avhile he is up if the 


| paragraph means to impose this rate where the carpets are all flax or 


all cotton or all wool or partly of either. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think it perhaps would read plainer to insert in 


| the eighteenth line, ‘‘or any part of either.’’ 


Mr. VANCE. Unless the wool was a component part of either ar- 
ticle the cotton and flax would have no place under the wool schedule. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
The amendment will 


| bereported. 


The Cater CLERK. 


It is proposed to amend the paragraph so as to 
read: 


Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or any part of either, and other 


| materials, not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. There should be a comma after ‘‘ materials.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted; and the 
amendment will be agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think, upon further consideration, the words 
‘‘and other materials’’ should be stricken out. Itisadangerous phrase 
to have in the paragraph, anyhow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then should not the words ‘‘ not 
specially provided for ’’ also be stricken out ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; those should be retained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment wil! be stated. 

The Cuter CLerk. In line 18, on page 94, it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘and other materials; ’’ so as to make paragraph 389 


| read: 


Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or any part of either, not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. VANCE. My amendment has not yet been voted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChairannounced that the amend- 
ments proposed from the committee were agreed to, if there were no 
objection. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; but I made a motion to amend by striking 
out ‘‘ fifty’ and inserting ‘‘forty.”’ 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was not heard at 


the desk. It will be reported. 
The Cuirr Clerk, In paragraph 389, line 19, page 94, strike out 
‘fifty’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to read: «40 per cent, ad valorem.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 390, as follows: 

390, Mate, rugs, sereens, covers, hassocks, bed-sides, art squares, and other 
portions of carpets or carpeting made wholly or in part of wool, not specially 


provided for in this act, shall be subjected tothe rate of duty herein imposed on 
carpets or carpetings of like character or description. 


Mr. ALDRICH, I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that we 
might read through the next schedule, the silk schedule, which is very 
short, and to which I think he has no objection. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There is only one clause in it which I now think 
of that I have any objection to, and that is the clause which puts a 
wool duty upon every bit of silk that has a particle of wool with it. 

Mr, ALDRICH. ‘That is in the last paragraph. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Well, read on. 

Mr. VANCE. I have an amendment to come in after paragraph 390, 
at the conclusion of Schedule K, as an independent provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina will be reported. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask to have the amendment read, and as I regard 
it as an important provision and wish to make a few remarks upon 
it, I shall ask the consent of Senators upon that side to hold an even- 
ing session to-morrow evening for the purpose of allowing me to make 
my remarks. 

Mr, ALDRICH, There will be consent to that. 

Mr. VANCE [ask that the amendment be read simply, tolie over. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think perhaps we had better have an understand- 
ing now that we shall have a session to-morrow evening. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. At what hour? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that a recess be taken from half past 5 
o’clock to 8 o’clock, for the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would be unjust 
to more than a quorum who are not present now to fix any order for to- 
morrow that they might object to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I withdraw the suggestion now, and will 
make it again to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina will be read 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ww 
boon levied with the avowed purpose 6f paceeting the tnteeeas el dommsctte 
manufactutes, and drawbacks or rebates have been given ofthe duties on raw 
nee used in the manufacture of all articles exported for the same purpose ; 
an 


Whereas for the cngonangoment of the production of spirits and tobacco all 
eee taxes are refunded upon those articles which are exported abroad; 


“Ww hereas bounties have long been 
duties upon the salt used in their — 


nted to our fishermen by a drawback of 
+ tans and subsidies are proposed to aid in 
the building and sailing of [eee 


Whereas agriculture, t ~ and most impostont « of ee our indus- 
tries, has not been, and in the nature of things can not be, aided in the same 
manner, the duties heretofore levied for that purpose having for the most part 
proved whol] ee and 

Whereas it is desirable to do ere justice to all of our industries, and 
= no one an advantage over the others, and inasmuch as there is no hes 

y by which agriculture can be compensated for its contributions to the sup- 
oon manufactures: Therefore, 

Sec.—. Thatin all cases where it can be shown by proof peter to the 
Secretary of the Treasury that any wares, or merchandise imported 
into this'c country have been purcha: abroad by any citizen of the United 
States by exchange of farm products grown by him in the United States for 
such goods, or where such goods have been purchased with the proceeds or 
avails of such farm products in foreign ——s such goods, wares, or 
chandise shall be imported atthe following rates of daty, to wit: Three-fourths 
of the present duty on all manu res of iron an * steel ; 60 
the present duty on all woolen ee ae or articles of w wool or 
cotton may be the component material of chief value; 60 cent, of the present 


duty on earthenware, china, . Ss ware; 30 per cont of the trate of 

duty on = material used for in the manufacture and 25 

cent, of the present duty on bemsber, jute bagging, and farmers’ binding- 
wine. 


Src. —. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Poe tee ado 
—_ rules and t regulations as may be necessary to carry into effect 
ons of this 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 


The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, after line 1, 
page 95, ‘‘ Schedule L—Silk and silk goods,’’ to strike out the follow- 
ng paragraph: 


—. There shall be paid from any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
eeepc ies. under the provisions of section 8689 Revised fora 
riod of ten years from and after the date on which this act takes 


the 
ome { $1 for each and every nd of silk as reeled from 
bled, twisted, ed, or advanced in manufacture in sapeuerann a. That 
silcc has been reeled in the United States States from cocoons 
Recrsiary of Agricaiture, Ale, the atin of Peon nts for each and every pound of 
fresh cocoons produced in the United silk-worms ofthe 
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tifically known as Bombyx mori. And the Resastnny of iculture is author- 
ized from time to time to prescribe regulations for es the amount of 
the silk in s lot -— cas a wy is payable, and the manner in which it shal! 
be paid; also, rules lating the payment ofthe bounty on cocoons: and the 

said rules shall be as published. And forthe payment of these bounties the 
Secretary of the Treasury is ——— to draw warrants on the Treasurer of 
the United States for such sums as shal necessary, which sums shall be cer- 

— to him by the Secretary of Ridin, by whom the bounties shall be dis- 

bursed, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reading 
of the part proposed to be stricken out will be omitted by common con- 


sent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The committee propose various amendments in the 
schedule, which might as well be concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the part proposed to 
be stricken out may be omitted, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, ee out the mae 

The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


391. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not 
= advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 50 cents per 
poun 


din: Nise ass opian tie ond alike thocade ot poten ot every Sietdigtioe, sok 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave some amendments to offer to paragraph 392. 
id move to strike out ‘‘spun silk,’’ in the second line of the paragraph, 
and to insert before the word ‘‘ thirty,” in the third line, ‘‘ except spun 
silk;’’ and then to add a new clause, as follows: 


Spun silk in skeins or cops, or on beams, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator if that tends to increase 
or decrease the duty ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It increases the duty 5 per cent. on spun silk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 392, page 96, line 4, strike out the 
words “‘spun silk;”’ in line 5, after the word ‘description,’ insert the 
words “except spun silk;’’ and add to the paragrap the words: 
Spun silk in skeins or cops or on beams, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 
So as to make the paragraph read: 
392. Thrown silk, not more advanced than a singles, tram, description ex sewing 


si floss, and silk threads t spun 
ae Gat ol wheooa, spun “sitte in Pio cops or on beams, came per 
cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, page 96, 
after line 6, to strike out down to and including line 2, on page 97, in 
the following words: 

412. Goods in the piece, » insindiog ribbons, not otherwise especially provided 


for in this act less than! a aes ear aee aepere 
yard, containing less t oe re ene ee oes ee a eee ee. 
of silk, 75 cents per pound and Se ag oe eee ; the same, contain 
less than 50 per cent. and not less 25 per cent. in w tame, containing 
pound and 1 ps per cent. ad valorem; = 2 ng ad valorem: i white 
wae fas See. or apes 
= a or partly Pale and 15 per cent. 
a rem. 

413, Velvet, fusteap, ee other pile icles in Tie pete Sainte ees con- 
tainin, vexcltisive of of less than 50 per cent. in weight of sil per 


Seach rem ; a the same containing, exclusive of savotioes 


un and 1 
a 15 ad 
2 | els teint ie erasing ot oe deer nese eg 
silk shall be taken as found in goods, 


Mr. VANCE. Iask the Senator from Rhode Island where the arti- 
cles desi in the stricken out will come in. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In ‘all manufactures of silk ~ 
* * not specially for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem.’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraph 393, as follows: 


selen, bas et ore ee going which relat or on 
cian buttons and ornaments, inad of sik, or of which or on 
sane of chief value, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance in paragraph 
— beginning in line 14, on page 97, to strike out the following pro- 


ae 
thereto 60 per cent. ad valorem, 
So as to make the paragraph read: 


304. Login and emapueldesion, neck 


Erte ae eee 


value, Cahir gamete arenas ‘the com crmaponent materia 


“nt VANCE. I wish to ask, if the Senator from Rhode Island will 
— me, as thereare no datagiven here, whether that is an increase 
or 

Mr. ALDRICH. out the proviso would be a reduction, if 
that is what the Senator to know. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. 
to 60 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The general clause; but the effect of striking out 
the proviso would be to reduce the rates on those articles. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand if the proviso is left in every silk 
glove with a little India rubber in it would pay this increased rate, and 
by striking it out those articles are exempt from the increased duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; that is the effect of it. ; 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee propesing to strike out the proviso. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 395, as follows: 

395. All manufactures of silk, or of which silk is the component material of 
chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem: Pro- 
vided, That all such manufactures of which wool, or the hair of the camel, goat, 
or other like animals is a component material, shal! be classified as manufact- 
ures of wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. [I move to strike out the proviso in that para- 
graph. That is the clause to which I referred a moment ago. The ef- 
fect of that will be that if there is a single thread of wool used in any 
manufacture of silk it will be required to pay the duty imposed upon 
manufactures of wool; that is to say, silk in the piece, all which must 
be worth over 40 cents a pound, and therefore if silk in the piece has 
any wool whatever in it it will be subject to a duty of 44 cents a pound 
and 50 per cent. ad valorem. If it is an article of wearing apparel 
made of silk and has a particle of wool in it it will be subjected to a 
duty of 49} cents a pound and 60 per cent. ad valorem. The proviso, 
in my opinion, ought to be stricken out entirely or the words ‘‘of chief 
value’’ should be inserted, so as to make the proviso read: 

That all such manufactures of which wool, or the hair of the camel, goat, or 
other like animals, isa component material of chief value, shall be classified 
as manufactures of wool, 

That would prevent this high rate of duty from being applied to 
those articles which have just simply a thread or any quantity what- 
ever of wool. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 


But the paragraph is an increase from 50 per cent. 


Does the Senator know of any way in which it is 


possible to preveut fraud in respect of either silk or woolen goods ex- | 


cept to adopt this provision? Where are you going to draw the line 
of admixture? Then, when you say ‘‘component material of chief 
value,’’ it would be necessary to practically make a new schedule almost 
with reference to goods made up in that way. They could accommo- 
date themselves to the condition of things and keep the silk out of the 
manufacture of woolen goods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Keep wool out of silk, you mean? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; keep wool out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But if there is any difficulty here about inserting 
the words ‘ of chief value,’’ this bill is full of such difficulties. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Oh, it is full of it, 

Mr. CARLISLE. That provision occurs in many places, to subject 
the article to the rate of duty prescribed for the component material of 
chief value and not simply to a rate of duty because it happens to have 
phe agp particle of some material which is subjected to a higher rate of 

uty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must know that a different rule has 
always been applied to wool for obvious reasons; that the duties upon 
wool itself have made it necessary to impose higher duties upon woolen 
goods than any other textile fabrics; and for that reason the woolen 
schedule has always been drawn in such a way as to impose duties on 
manufactures composed wholly or in part of wool. That has been the 
law ever since 1867, but by a recent decision of one of the district courts 
it was held that notwithstanding the plain and explicit character of the 
language of the woolen schedule, unless wool, when mixed with silk, 
was the component material of chief value the goods were dutiable 
under the 50 per cent. rate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As silk goods? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Assilk goods. It is for the purpose of obviating 
that evasion of the law that this paragraph is inserted here. It does 
not change the plajn intention of Congress in every act imposing the 
duties upon woolen goods, which has been adopted from 1867 to the 
present time, toimpose a certain anda ific rate upon all textile goods 
composed wholly or in part of wool. This does not change the intent 
of Schedule K, which we have already passed over, inany respect. It 
merely prevents people from inserting a small thread of silk in wool 
goods to enable t' to evade paying the higher rate of duty. 
ae That policy has not been carried out throughout 

is bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Only in the woolen schedule. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not in the woolen schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Oh, yes, it has. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Notat all, You have not imposed 44 cents per 
pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem upon all the goods which contain 
cotton and wool. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The basket clause of the woolen schedule, if the 


Senator will t me—— 
“ae CAR But I am speaking of the specific provision of the 
Vth 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 
as follows 


and 


is 


It is contained on page 89, paragraph 


74. On woolen or worsted cloths, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on knit 


ting machines or frames, and all m every description 


Mr. CARLISLE 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


Made wholly or in part of wool, wo 


anufactures of 


** Not specially provided for.’ 


rsted, the hair of tl imel, goat, alp 1,0 


other animals, not specially provided for in this act 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, ‘‘ not specially provided for. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have in the caseofdress goods provided a special! 
rate for goods composed in part of cotton and in partof wool, and that 


is the only exception. 

Mr.CARLISLE. And also in the next paragraph aiter that the sam: 
distinction is made, and the wool duty is not applied to it simply be 
cause it has a little wool in it, or even half wool in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is only true of the paragraphs in relation to 
dressgoods. Inalltheothersin paragraph 378 in regard to clothing com 
posed wholly or in partof wool, etc., in the paragraph in regard to dol- 
mans, in the paragraph in regard to webbings, gorings, etc., made wholly 
or in part, etc., this rule applies and always has applied, as I have 
already stated, from 1867 down to the present time. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I do not want to prolong the dis 
cussion of this paragraph, and I shall not do so, but it is evident, | 
think, although I am not familiar with the manufacture of this kind 
of goods, that a very small part of wool can be used in the manulacture 
of silk goods. It is nota case even like the women’s and children’s 
dress goods, where there may be a large quantity of wool, more than 
half of it composed of wool and the balance of cotton or some othe: 
textile fiber. In this case there can be only a very small particle ot! 
wool in the manufacture, and that small particle, it seemsto me, ought 
not to subject the whole article to the wool duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to strike out the 
proviso to paragraph 395. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it agreeable to Senators on the other side to go 
on with the paper schedule, or do they desire to have an adjournment ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. There are some things in the paper schedule that 
will give rise to some discussion, and we can consider that under the 
five-minute rule, I think, very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill state that in the morning I shall ask the Sen 
ate to take up the sugar schedule 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCP? HERSON 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S, 885) au 
thorizing the Lexington Pontoon Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a pontoon bridge across the Missouri River, and to legalize 
the bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, in the State 
of Missouri, withan amendment in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (8.3918) in regard to collisions at sea 
having met, after fulland free conference have agreed to reeommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Hous 
to the second section of said bill, and agree to the same with the following 
amendment thereto, namely: Amend section 2 to read as follows 

“Sec. 2. That every master or person in charge of a United States vessel wh 
fails, without reasonable cause, to render such assistance or give such informa 
tion as aforesaid shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be liable 
to a penalty of $1,000, or imprisonment fora term not exceeding two years, and 
for the above sum the vessel shall be liable and may be seized and proceede:| 
against by process in any district court of the United States by any person; o: 
half such sum to be payable to the informer and the other half to the United 
States.” 

And with the following additional section 

“Speo.3. That this act shail take effect at a time to be fixed 
by proclamation issued for that purpose.’ 

And the House agree to the same. 


xy the President 


WM. P. FRYE, 
W.D. WASHBURN 
A, P.GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 


N. DINGLEY, Jr., 
JOHN M, FARQUHAR 
WM. M. SPRINGER, 


Managers onthe part of the Hou 


The report was concurred in. 


HOUSE BIL. REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3839) for the protection of miners in the Territories 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 2, 1890, at 
10 o’clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDAY, September 1, 1890. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. R. 8. MACARTHUR, 
D. D., of New York, 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


PROTECTION OF LIVES OF MINERS IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr, Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


4 bill (10, R. 3839) for the protection of the lives of miners in the Territories. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the President shall appoint in each organized or un- 
organized Territory of the United States a mine inspector, who shall hold his 
office until his successor is appointed and qualified, Such inspector shall give 
bond in the sum of $10,000, conditioned upon the faithful performance of his 
duties. 

Sec, 2. That it shall be the wow of the mine inspectors provided for in this 
act to make careful and thorough inspection of each mine in operation within 
euch Territory, and from time to time, @t least annually, to make full report of 
the condition thereof with reference to the appliances for safety of the miners, 
and shall report the number of air shafts, shafts or s!opes for ingress or i 
the condition of the ventilating machinery, the quantity of air supply, and gen- 
erally the condition of such mine asto the safety of the workmen, Such re- 
ports will be made to the governor of each organized Territory and a dupli- 
cate thereof to the Secretary of the Interior, and in case of unorganized terri- 
tory such report will be made to the Secretary of the Interior. f 

Suc. 3. That in case the said mine inspector shall report that any mine is not 
properly constructed or not furnished with reaso) and proper machinery 
and appliances for the safety of the miners and other employés, it shall be the 
duty of the governor of such organized Territory, or in case of unorganized ter- 
ritory it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, to give notice to the 
owners or managers of said mine that the said mine is unsafe, and notifying 
them in what particular the same is unsafe, and requiring them to furnish or 
provide such additional machinery, appliances, slopes, entries, means of escape, 
ventilation, or other applidnces necessary to the safety of the miners and other 
employés, and if the same be not furnished as required in such notice it shall 
be unlawful after the time fixed in such notice for the said owners or managers 
to operate seid mine. Said notice shall fix atime, not exceeding six months, 
for compliance with its requirements, 

Sec. ? That in all coal-mines in the Territories of the United States the 
owners or managers shall provide at least two a or other outlets, 
separated by natural strata of not less than 150 feet in b: th, by which shafts, 
slopes, or outlets distinct means of ingress and egress shall always be available 
to the persons employedin said mine. And in case of the failure of any coal- 


_mine to be so provided it shall be the duty of the mine inspector to make re 


of such fact, and thereupon notice shal! issue as provided in section 3 of this 
act, and with the same force and effect, 

Speec.5. That the owners or managers of every coal mine or other mine of a 
depth of 100 feet or more shall provide an adequate amount of ventilation of not 
less than 55 cubic fect of pure air per second, or 5,300 cubic feet per minute, and 
as much more as circumstances may require, for every fifty men at work in said 
mine, and in like peopertiee for a greater number, which air shall by proper 
appliances or machinery be forced through such mine so as to dilute and render 
harmless and expe! therefrom the noxious or poisonous to such an extent 
that the entire mine may be ina fit state for men to work Sacte ; and all work- 
ings shal! be kept clear of standing gas. 

ec, 6. That any mine owner or manager who shall continue to operate a 
mine after failure to comply with the requirements of the mine ii r, as 
provided inthis act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined 
not to exceed £1,000 or imprisoned not to exceed one vear, or shal! be both fined 
and imprisoned, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 7. That in no case shall afurnace shaft be used or for the purposes of this 
act be deemed an asaee shaft. 

Sec. 8, Thatescape shafts shall be constructed in compliance with the require- 
ments of this act within six months from the date of the passage hereof, unless 
the time shall be extended by the mine inspector, and in no case shall said time 
be extended to exceed one year from the this act. 

Src, 9. That a metal ing-tube from the to the bottom of the shaft or 
slope shall be provided in all cases, so that conversation may be carried on 
through the same. . 

Sxc, 10, That an improved safety catch shall be provided and sufficient cover 
overhead on every carriage used in lowering or hoisting persons. ‘ And the 
mine inspectors lexamine and pass upon the adequacy and safety of all 

such hoisting apparatus. 

Sec. 11, That no boy under twelve years of age shall be employed in the un- 
derground workings ofany mine. 

Sxeo, 12: That only experienced and skillful men shall be placed in charge of 
hoisting apparatus or engines. And the maximum number ap ge who may 
— a upon any cage or hoisting apparatus shall be determined by 

mine inspector. 

Src, 13. That mine inspectors shall be permitted to enter all mines at any 
time that they may so desire. 

- _ - Thatin all cases of att ean haseet shall be made 
mine owner or manager e mine r, said report to be in writ- 
ns and made within ten days after such death shall have occurred. 

ne, 15, That as a cumulative remedy, in case of the failure of any owner or 
manager of any mine to comply with the orders of the mine c 
in pursuance of this act, or in case of the failure of any mine owner or mai 

to comply with the provisions of this act, any court of com nt juriadls. 
tion, or the judge of such court in vacation, may, on the application of the mine 
i rin the name of the United States, issue an injunction restraining the 
fu n of such mine until such requirements are complied with, and 
in order to obtain such injunction no bond shall be required. 

See, 16. That wherever the term ‘owner or r’’ is used in this act the 
same shall include lessees or other persons contro the operation of any 
mine. And in case of the violation of the provisions of th 
ration, the manages officers and superintendents and other ng agents 
of such corporation shall be personally Hable and shall be punished as pro- 
vided in this act for owners and managers. 

Sec. 17, That the mine inspectors provided for in this act shall each receive a 
oer ot — per annum and their actual traveling expenses when engaged 

n their duties. 


Sxc, 18, That whenever any organized Toreteasy sak make or has made pro- 


vision by law for the safe o on of mines wi and the gov- 
ernor of such Terri 1 certify said fact with a of the said law to the 
Soumstony of the bats or, then and thereafter the ; ha yer tered 
onger be enforced in such organ az lieu thereof stat 
of such Territory shall be operative in lieu of t -m es 
During the reading, 


= COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 


: The SPEAKER. There is business now before the House. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Does not a question of privilege take 
precedence over that ? 

The SPEAKER. Not in the midst of it. 


The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, I ask that the be read as setting forth 
the purposes of the bill and as explaining amendments which have 


been incorporated in the bill since it was introduced. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. That is, the gentleman demands a second. IJ am 
willing that a second shall be considered as ordered. 
on SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the rules and pass the 

il). 

Mr. CANNON. I ask that asecond be considered as ordered, as that 
will save time. 

The SPEAKER, Is there any objection to considering a second as 
ordered? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask that the report be read, as it gives a 
statement of the objects of the bill, together with the amendments re- 
ported by the committee. 

= PAYSON. We can pass it right now. (Cries of ‘“‘ Vote!” 
“Vote! 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments. 

The Clerk read the amendments, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “assembled,” at the end of line 2, in section 1, 
and insert the following in lieu thereof : 

“That,in each organized and unorganized Territory of the United States 
wherein are located coal mines the aggregate annual output of which shall be 
in excess of 1,000 tons per annum, the dent shall appoint a mine inspector, 
who shall hold office until his successor is ted and qualified. Such in- 

shall, before entering upon the d of his duties, give bond to 
—_ States in the sum of $2,000, conditioned for the faithful discharge of 


is 

Strike out section 2 of the bill and insert the following as section 2: 

“Sec. 2. That no shall be ble for appointment as mine inspector 
under section 1 of act who is not either a practical miner or mining engi- 
neer, and who has not been a resident for at least six monthsin the Territory 
for which he shall be appointed. And no person who shall act as land agent, 
manager, So of any mine, or as mining engineer, or be interested in op- 
erating any mine in auch — shall be at the same time an inspector un- 


the 
Insert the following as section 3: 
“Sec.3. That it shall be the duty of the mine meepoctes paeviied for in this 
horough i coal mine operated 


h 


act to make ofeach such 
tory annually, upon coal 
mine in said with reference to Seutonate for the safety of the 
miners, the number of air or ven o number of shafts or slo: 
sor ngeebes aan rand condition of nery for ventilat- 
ing mines, the gene air supplied tothe same. Such reports 
| be made to the governor of the Territory in such located, 
and a duplicate the Interior, and in the 
case y oe a nterior. 
Renumber section 3and make it 4 A 
in line 2, between “any” and “ mine,"’ the word “coal;"’ and in line 


7, between the w 

in line 10 the word “appl 

“employés,”’ insert the following: ‘‘ Within a period to be in said notice 
Strike out from lines 15 and 16 of said section the words “said notice shall fix 


atime, note ing six months, for com with its 
number section 4 of said bill and it section 5 out the word 
“three” in line 10 of said section and insert in lieu thereof “four.” 
section 5 of said bill and make it section 6. Strike out in line 2 of 
said section the words “or mine ; and strike out from lines 5 and 6 the 


“and as much more as circumstances may require. 
after the word . cine insert the words ‘‘to the face 


of each every working 

In lines 10 and 11 of said section strike out the words “ to such an extent that 
the entire mine may be in a fit state for men to work therein.” 

Renumber section 6 of said bill and make it section 7. In line 3 of said sec- 
tion strike out the words ‘ihe mine inspector" and insert in lieu thereof the 


In line 3 of said section, after the word “ inspector,” strike out the words “as 
provided in this act’’ and insert in lieu thereof the : “and after the 
the notice provided for in section 4 of this 


Renumber sections 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, and make them, vely, 

9, 10,11, and 12. Amend said last-named section by st a ee 

word © ” and in lieu thereof the w * child.” r 

ee eis or har ikcen eel ements Cin uns cL ear tay 

_ no or person m age of an so em- 

oyed. person of the provisions of this shall be 
ofa upon conviction thereof shal! be fined 

not to exceed id 


Renumber section 12 and make it section 13. Strike out in line 1 of said sec- 
: thereof the words “ competent 


bj 
E> 

z 
: 
53 

: 

£ 
i 
A 
H 


into the state mine, works, and machinery, and the venti- 
lation and of Henting the came, cad tnto all matters and things con- 
nected with eet safety of the employed in or about 
oe - make inquiry the oi ikioaavens 
snonus moceaaney ae ae hea ~ and 2 ar which 
‘ea cukh eapecior chal endatan etaria'ies seoned tt bie ellen chtoe or 
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Renumber section 15 of said bill and make the same section 16. In line 3 of 
said section, strike out the words “orders of the mine inspector, made," and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “ requirements contained in the notice of 

nor of such Territory or the Secretary of the Interior, given.” 

Also, in the same section, strike out the words “orin case of the failure of 
any mine owner or manager to comply with the provisions of this act.” 

n 


the same section, in line 8,after the words “ United States,” insert “and 


supported by the recommendation of the governor of said Territory or of the 
Secretary of the Interior.”’ 

Renumber sections 16, 17, 18,and make them, respectively, 17, 18, 19. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Iam directed by the committee to report one 
additional amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There are now twenty minutes on either side, and 
the gentleman from Maryland is recognized for twenty minutes? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. PAYSON. Under a motion to suspend the rules how is a com- 
mittee amendment in order to be voted upon? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill with the amendments. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, in addition to the amendments 
already read by the Clerk, I am directed by the committee to offer a 
further amendment, which is as follows: On page 6, new section 13, 
line 1, strike out the word ‘‘and ’’ and insert a comma in place of it. 

I will simply state, for the information of the House, that this bill 
aims, in the Territories of the United States, where there skall be coal 
miningof any considerableextent or importance—thatis, wherever there 
is an output in excess of 1,000 tons per annum—to establish an inspec- 
tion of the mines, having in view the safety of life and limb of the mi- 
ners employed therein, The billis tramed very largely upon the Penn- 


sylvania statute, which now regulates the matter in that State, but, | 


looking to the interest of local self-government, this bill further provides 
that whenever any Territory shall adopt proper regulations in this re- 
spect and shall so certify to the Secretary of the Interior, then and there- 
after such local regulations shall obtain, and this law shall be abro- 
gated thereby. Mr. Speaker, [ know of no better or more fitting 
measure to be brought before the House on this day, which is being 
celebrated all over this country as Labor Day, than a bill which looks 
to the protection of the miners employed in this industry in the Terri- 
tories. I reserve the balance of my time to answerany questions which 
may be asked. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
Does this bill apply to any mines except coal mines? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It doesnot. As the gentleman will see by 
the first section of the bill as amended, it provides thatin Territories 
where coal] mines are located with an annual output in excess of 1,000 
tons per annum this inspection shall be established. It applies to none 
but coul mines, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Is there any provision in the bill that the 
Territory itself can legislate upon the subject? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The last section of the bill expressly pro- 
vides— 

That whenever any Territory shail make, or has made, provision by law for 
the safe operation of mines within such Territory, and the governor of such 
Territory shall certify said fact with a copy of the said law to the Secretary of 
the Interior, then and thereafter the provisions of this act shall no longer be in 
force in such organized Territory, but in lieu thereof the statute of such Terri- 
tory shall be operative in lieu of this act. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The gentleman says this is a copy of the 
Pennsylvania law. Who appoints the inspector under the Pennsy|- 
vania statute? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I did not say that this was a copy of the 
Pennsylvania law. I said that in many of its provisions it was framed 
upon that law. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. How is the inspector appointed under the 
Pennsylvania law ? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, That Iam unable to answer, because in Penn- 
sylvania different laws apply to different counties. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to have an amendment 
adopted putting the appointment of this inspector in the hands of the 
governor of the Territory. In Pennsylvania, | am informed, the in- 
spector is appointed by the governor, and I think the same rule ought 


to apply to the Territories. 

M: STOCKBRIDGE. It seems to me not. 

A MemBer. There may be no governor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Well, in the absence of a governor let the 
President appoint. In organized Territories let the governor appoint 
and in unorganized Territories let the appointment be made by the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That change seems to me unnecessary, as 

the governor of the Territory is designated by the President. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But the governor lives in the Territory 
and the President does not. 
CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
There are two Territories, I believe, where mining is carried on, New 
Mexico and Arizona—— 

Svante 

z, be tah. Now, are there any coal mines operated 
in either of those Territories ? , = 
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Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. As faras my information goes, inneither of 
the Territories which the gentleman has mentioned is coal-mining car- 
ried on to a sufficient extent to bring it under the provisions of this 
act. Thereis considerable coal-mining in the Indian Territory. There 
are supposed to be some coal mines in Oklahoma, but they are not yet 
developed, and there is known to be some in Alaska, but its extent is 
unknown. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, this applies only to cases where the output 
is a thousand tons per annum. ‘That is a very small output of coal. 
This bill does not even require that the coal shall be mined from the 
shaft; it may be surface mining or slope mining, in which there is 
not the slightest necessity for inspection. Hfow much pay is this in- 
spector to get ? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Two thousand dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill applies only to coal-mining. Now, if my 
friend wants to protect the lives of the miners why does he not report 
a bill that will apply, in the absence of Territorial legislation on the 
subject, to the kinds of mining that do exist largely in the Territories, 
gold and silver mining, which we know are carried on to a great extent 
there. I do not object to legislation of this character where there is a 
necessity for it, but I fail entirely to see any necessity for such a law 
in relation to coal-mining in the Territories. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. In answer to the gentleman I will state that 
the dangers to be guarded against are those which to a great extent, if 
not exclusively, are confined to coal-mining. The gases which are the 
great source of danger are not developed in the character of rock and 
soil in which mining for the precious metals and metals semi-precious, 
whether gold, silver, copper, or cinnabar, is carried on. 

Mr. CANNON. I willask my friend whether there are any Terri- 
torial laws in Utah in regard to coal-mining. [ suppose not, as there 
are no coal miues there. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. So far as I am aware, there is none 

Mr. CANNON. Now,I understand there is a small quantity of 
coal obtained by steam-ships trom Alaska. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, A small amount, I am informed. 

Mr. CANNON. You do not know whether more than 1,000 tons in 
all is obtained in-that way ? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. There have been no accurate figures fur- 
nished; my information is that the quantity is less than 1,000 tons. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that coal obtained by shaft mining or surface 
mining, strip mining or slope mining? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Up to the present time there have been no 
shafts sunk in Alaska. In the Indian Territory there have been a con- 
siderable number of shafts sunk. 

Mr. CANNON. Yet, if there has been as much as a thousand tons 
of coal obtained in Alaska by strip mining or slope mining, a mine in- 
spector must be at once appointed under this bill in the name of pro- 
tection of industry. It looks to me as if we might by this legislation 
create an ‘‘ industry ’’ before there is any necessity for the protection 
of mining in Alaska. Has my friend thought of that view? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It does not so seem to me, and I think the 
gentleman from Illinois, if he is as familiar with coal-mining as I sup- 
pose him to be, recognizes the fact that the coal veins almost invaria- 
bly occur with a dip which necessitates the sinking of a shaft when it 
is desired to mine coal to any extent, that which comes to the surface 
being, as a rule, weathered, and losing much of its virtue. 

Mr. CANNON, I understand that; but still there is a great deal 
of slope mining or strip mining. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. But not for practical use. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as the information which I obtained from a 
gentler an goes, I can not see any necessity for this bill anywhere un- 
less it may be in that portion of the Indian Territory occupied by the 
civilized tribes. I believe in Oklahoma there is no mining. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. There is none developed there yet. 

Mr.CANNON. And the Legislature has just met, and presumably i! 
any mining business was developed the local government would take 
care of the matter. Now, I want to ask my friend whether he thinks it 
wise on the one hand or whether we have the power on the other, under 
our treaties with the civilized tribes, to appoint a mine inspector to 
make these regulations in the Creek, the Choctaw, or the Cherokee 
country? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I know of no treaty stipulation which would 
be violated by this legislation. I do know that the men engaged in 
these mines have petitioned Congress for just this sort of relief; and I 
believe it to be competent for us to enact this legislation. 

Mr. CANNON: Then, if the bill can apply practically only to the 
Indian Territory, why not amend it so that in terms it will go only to 
thatextent? Why adopt a bill under which, whenever in any portion 
of the Territories an output of a thousand tons can be obtained by strip 
mining or otherwise, men may call forthe appointment of mining in- 
spectors ? 

Mr. BAKER. Allow me to say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
the mines in the Indian Territory are all leased; the lessees work them 
just as they would work mines in any other Territory. 

Mr. CANNON. Bautis not the matter subject to the legislative pro- 
visions which may be adopted by the civilized tribes? 
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Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. But, when Congress takes action on the sub- 
ject, those provisions, so far as they may conflict with our action, cease 
to operate. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, according to my understanding 
we do not regard the Indian Territory, in the sense in which Congress 
legislates for it, as on all fours in this respect with the other Terri- 
tories. I have every sympathy—— 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I hope this is not coming out of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. It comes out of my time; I am entitled to twenty 
minutes, I believe. 

i have every sympathy with any legislation which will protect hu- 
man life, but when you undertake to enact bills creating new offices I 
always like to see some necessity or justification, and, frankly, i do not 
see that the necessity is made apparent in this case. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The committee thought it wise to close the 
stable door before the horse was ont. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. If no further debate is desired, the question is on 
the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill with the amendments. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House to bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (S. 2493) granting a pension to John Swearer; and 

A bill (S. 3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State 
of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural 
College, as a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, range 
49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in said State. 

Tho message also announced that the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (8.1840) granting a pension to Sallie 
Douglass Hartranft, asked a conference with the H on the disa- 
greecing votes of the two Houses, and had — Mr. Davis, Mr. 
Sawyen, and Mr. FAULKNER conferees on the part of the Senate. 

CHARGES AGAINST COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on the 7th day of June last 
I offered a resolution asking for an investigation of made in 
the newspapers against the Commissioner of Pensions. One of the 
charges was that he was the president of a corporation known as the 
‘Universal Refrigerator Company;’’ that he was selling shares of the 
stock in that corporation to employés in the Pension Office; that the 
scheme was impracticable and the stock worthless, but that in consid- 
eration of such purchases by said employés they had been promoted 
in office. 

On the 26th day of July following the Committee on Rules reported 
back the resolution and it was adopted by the House and a commit- 
tee appointed by the Speaker to investigate the charges. My name 
was not placed upon the committee, but at the solicitation of the chair- 
man of the committee I appeared before it and undertook to submit to 
the committee for consideration such facts as had come to my knowl- 
edge concerning the newspaper charges in question. Upon the unani- 
mous request of the committee I undertook the management of the in- 
vestigation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend a moment until order 

is restored on the floor. [After a pause.] The gentleman from In- 
diana will proceed, 
.. Mr, COOPER, of Indiana. In the beginning, Mr. Speaker, of the 
investigation I had a subpoena duces tecum issued for the Commissioner 
to produce, that is, to bring with him the books and papers of this cor- 
poration. 

When the committee met and organized a preliminary statement 
was made both by myself and the Commissioner of Pensions, In con- 
cluding his statement he declared that he declined to produce the books 
of the company on which the names of the stockholders appeared. 
Several efforts were made by me to discover the real owners of the 
stock. Questions having that in view were asked and ruled out time 
and again by the majority of that committee. I was not allowed at 
any time to have inspection of these books. 

Tt has come to my knowledge to-day, and is admitted by the testi- 
mony taken before the committee, that one of the members of this 

ial committee, one of those chosen to try and determine the ques- 
and to investigate the facts concerning that corpora is himselt 
a stockholder in this refrigerator company. The name of 
man is Mr. MARTIN L. SMyseER, of Ohio, and I now send to the desk 


-and ask the immediate consideration of the resolution which I ask to 


have read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the special committee appointed to investigate certain charges 
agetent Hon. Green B, Raum, cred men Pensions, is, a ———. 

arged with the duty of investigating certain chonpesunieiinarse ies 
with and management of the Universal ; and 

Whereas Hon. Martin I, Smyswr, one of the members of said 

pears on the books of said corporation as a stockholder in said Re- 

rator ney: Therefore, 
That Hon. Martin L. Smyser be, and is 


said committee; and the Speaker is hereby ahocndsrasumitideneioenes 
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Mr.CANNON. Mr. er-—- 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. If that is offered for consideration I want to make 
the point of order. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I insist that I have the floor. 

Mr.CANNON. I want to make the proper objection at the proper 
time, that it presents no question of privilege and is not in alee. 
I have no desire to take the gentleman from Indiana off the floor ; 
but I do not want to lose any rights which might be construed to attach 
by permitting the consideration of this matter in this ex parte way by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. The resolution just offered by me raises, 
as I understand it, a question of the very highest privilege. Itis a ques- 
tion affecting the integrity of the proceedings of this House. Wehave 
been for some days e in an investigation in which, to the utmost 
of my ability, I have endeavored to secure the production of the books 
of this corporation, in order that the allegations or charges made in the 
newspapers, on which the resolution was based, might be shown to be 
either true or false and in order that the facts in the case might be 
fully developed. Itis one of the substantial issues submitted to the 
committee whether the stock is worth anything or not; whether the 

ion is a wild-catspeculation, a worthless enterprise, a visionary 
scheme. That is a question to be tried, and that is the question sub- 
mitted to the special committee by the House. One of the vital ques- 
tions in the ascertainment of the trath of the charges made against the 
Commissioner is the question of the value of the stock in question. 

Now, in trying that question we found that upon the very commit- 
tee constituted to try issue is a member who has $20,000 of that 
stock to his credit. I ask gentlemen on that side, theretore, if that is 
afair tribunal, if they expector desire that this investigation shall pro- 
ceed with a committee thus organized. 

The SPEAKER. What kind of a question of privilege does the 

tleman claim he presents? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. A question of privilege affecting the in- 
tegrity of the ings of the House. 

The SPE A question as to the privileges of the House? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Yes. The House embraces its commit- 
tees; and I call the attention of the Speaker to the rulings heretofore 
made upon like questions, In our Digest of Rules, on page 440, it is 
shown that the refusal of a witness to appear and testify before com- 
mittees of the House has been held to be a matter of privilege; on 
page 442, the refusal of a committee to have read before it certain 
petitions referred to it by the House. And I need not, I suppose, 
elaborate that question, because it seems to me so clear upon the face 
of it that a question affecting the rights and integrity of the proceed- 
ings before a committee of the House is a question affecting the dignity 
and integrity of the proceedings of the House itself. 

I have thought it my duty to bring the matter to the attention of the 
House. Itisfor you to say what disposition shall be made of the matter. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, this is certainly a question for the House 
to consider. If agentleman is upon this committee who is interested 
in this company that is being investigated, no doubt he got there 
inadvertence on the part of the Speaker; but that is no excuse for 
remaining there, and it is due the dignity of the House, and it affects 
the character and honor of its proceedings and its integrity, to investi- 
gate that; and if a gentleman has been placed upon that committee in 
defiance of the integrity and proper proceedings of this House, there is 
no question of a higher privilege than that. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri regards it as a ques- 
tion of privilege of the House, and not an individual question? 

Mr. BLAND. But an individual member of the House has a right 
to rise to a question of privilege which belongs to him 
the House collectively; and no one can bring that to the attention of 
the House except some member of the House. It can not be brought 


to the attention of the § except as a matter of privilege belong- 
ing to a member of the as a part of the House itself. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. er, I do not understand that the question 
before this committee for is simply the question—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend foramoment. Will 


Pete SAWYER, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the question © 
referred to this committee is whether Mr. Raum is president of a com- 
or whether the stock of that company is worth anything or not. 
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should follow any of the employs in that office in consequence of their | 
connection with this corporation. I never have supposed that the 
question submitted to the committee was whether Mr. Raum was en- 
gaged in some outside speculations or not, nor whether he was an officer | 
of any company whose stock was valueless, but whether, in his official 
capacity he has sought to influence the action of men holding positions 
in his bureau under him, and whether he has made promises or given 
any encouragement, or has in fact promoted men because of their con- 
nection with that corporation. 

That is the view that I have always taken of the matter, that that 
was the charge against Mr. Raum. And Isuppose that is the question 
we are called upon to investigate, whether Mr. Raum in the discharge 
ot hisofficial duties hasdone any wrongact. Astowhetherthe gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. SaysER] owns s‘ock, I never heard any intimation 
of it until to-day, but I myself can see no reason why his being a stock- 
holder in the company in any way affects his qualifications to decide 


CONGRESSIONAL RECOKD—HOUSE. 


9491 


Mr. SMYSER. Notatall. If it was germane to the subject-mat- 
ter here, I might recall to the gentleman's recollection something that 
he has not stated to the House, but I refrain from that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Youneed not reft 
far as I am concerned. 

Mr. SMYSER. Ido not propose to stand here in the House and 
have my honor and integrity assailed by gentlemen on the other side, 
simply because I happen to have stock in the Universal Refrigerator 
Company. The question is whether being a member of that company 
or not or owning any of the outstanding stock will in any manner af- 
fect the integrity and honor of an honest man, and thos 
me will never impute to me a want of honor or integri 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Willthe gentleman yield to me for a question 

Mr. SMYSER. Because, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BLAND. Iask if the gentleman will yield to a question. As 


iin from stating anything so 


+ who know 
{ Applause 


ecrit 
ili rity. 





whether Mr. Raum’s official conduct has been wrong or whether he | a lawyer, if you were selecting a jury to try a case would you not dis 
has promised any of his employés any promotion or any advantage in | charge or reject a man whom you knew to be interested in a suit 


consequence of their connection with that company. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SAWYER] in stating the question that this committee was ap- 
inted to consider, states that it was whether the Commissioner of 
ensions was engaged in a corporation, or was the president of a cor- | 
ration, and was selling the valueless stock to the employés of the | 
ension Bureau whom he promoted when they bought the stock. That | 
is the statement made by the gentleman from New York. It does make 


some difference whether the stock is of full value or not. What harm | 


could there be—although it would be indelicate and questionable—what 
evil could there be in the Commissioner of Pensions being engaged in 
acompany or being the president of a company and selling its stock of 
full value to the employés in the Pension Office? What inducement 
would there be towards their securing promotion for those employed, 
to take stock of full value and thus getting a return of a dollar for a 
dollar? How could their purchases of stock be influenced by their pro- 
motion, if that stock was of full value? The charge is that General 
Raum, Commissioner of Pensions, has, by his superior official position, 
influenced employés under him in the Pension Bureau to take stock of 
no value, because of the promotions that he gave them. Therefore the 
value of such stock is one of the vital questions that this committee is 
required to pass upon. 

There are other questions that may arise before this committee con- 


cerning this company, its stock, and its valueinsome way. AsI under- | 


stand it, the Speaker hesitated to appoint, and in fact declined to ap- 
point, or we may say failed to appoint the mover of this resolution [ Mr. 
Cooper, of Indiana], because he was supposed to have some interest in 
the prosecution of the matter, arising from the fact that he had intro- 


duced the resolution. - How much less interest has the gentleman from | 


Ohio [Mr. SMysER] in this investigation, with $20,000 of this alleged 
worthless stock standing upon the books of the company to his credit ? 
How much less interest has he to protect as a member of that commit- 
tee than the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cooper] would have had 
to promote the prosecution, as mover of this resolution? I am sur- 

rised that gentlemen of honor and integrity upon the other side of the 
ou should raise any question whatever as to the propriety of con- 
sidering the resolution—or even of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Smy- 
SER] immediately withdrawing from this committee. 

Mr. TRACEY. He ought to have withdrawn on his own motion. 

Mr. OUTHWAI#E. I amsurprised that men who claim to treasure 
the dignity of this House and the integrity of its proceedings should 
for one instant raise any objection to the consideration of this resolu- 
tion or attempt to thwart its passage in any way whatever. It is for 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Smysrr] himself to determine whether 
his situation is such that he ought to have withdrawn voluntarily. 
But it is for each member of this House to have the opportunity of de-- 
termining whether the integrity of its proceedings through the integ- 
rity of the proceedings of one of its committees—and so important a one 
as this—shall be embarrassed by an objection to the consideration ot 
this question. The resolution is certainly one of the very highest 
privilege. 

Mr. SMYSER. Mr. Speaker, when the Committee on Rules reported 
the order directing this investigation and the committee was made up, 
Thad no knowledge that I was to be a member of it until my name 
Was announced from the Speaker’s chair. As a member of that com- 


it faithfully and well [laughter on the Democratic side]; and I pro- 
to say here and now, as I said in the committee-room this morn- 
I do not own $20,000 of that stock, but, connected with reputable 
gentlemen from Ohio, of whom the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat has full knowledge, I do ownsome of that stock. It is ours, and 
we have for it. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You say that I have knowledge. I say that I 
have no knowledge whatever of anything about your being possessed 
of any of that stock or any other gentleman from Ohio being possessed 
of any of this stock. But I su you allude to the fact, of which 

have that some of that stock was offered to me and I 
to accept [Applause on the Democratic side. | 





against you or if you wereon the other side? There is nothing about 
interest in it; it isa legal question. 

Mr. SMYSER. Thegentleman knows moreabout silver than hedoes 
about the practice of the law. I have tried case after case against an 
insurance company where a stockholder sat upon the jury, and nobody 
thought because he happened to be a member of the company he could 
not return a true and honest verdict. [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. } 

Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the Commissioner of Pensions is on 
trial to answer two charges. One is for advancing the claims of George 
E. Lemon by reason of the fact that he became an indorser of the 
Commissioner of Pensions. How is the fact that I happen to have 
stock in that company in any manner to affect my judgment upon that 
question? I can not conceive how it can; but will leave it to gentle 
men on theother side on the committee. The other charge, Mr. Speaker, 
is this: That_the Commissioner of Pensions has caused promotions in 
the Pension Office to be made by reason of the fact that clerks had pur- 
chased this stock in the Universal Refrigerator Company. That is the 
whole case. I can not understand how the fact that I happen to have 
some stock in that company is to affect my judgment as to whether 
that is true. 

Now, I understand perfectly well what it is for. It is intended for 
a little bumeombe here this morning; and that is the long and short of 
it. Why, Mr. Speaker, if it were proper, I would tell you the very 
questions that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cooper] propounded 
to me in the committee-room. He wanted to know how much stock | 
had and whom I represented. That was the nature of the inquiry; 
not for the purpose of eliciting what is before the committee, but for 
the purpose of dragging myself and friends before the committee 
through the medium of this investigation. As I said before, while I 
do not see that this in any manner reflects upon my standing as a mem 
ber of the committee, if in the judgment of the House—if in the judg- 
ment, I will say, of the members upon that committee—if in the judg 
ment of the two members upon that committee who sit upon the other 
side of this House, Iam in any way affected in the discharge of my 
duty by reason of the fact that my name happens to appear upon the 


| stock-books of that company, I will yield willingly and resign my po- 
sition on that committee. 





mittee I have entered upon the discharge of my duty, and have done 


A MEMBER on the Democratic side. Resign! 

Mr. SMYSER. Now, I propose to havethe record made up. If my 
associates on that committee feel that I am prejudiced by reason of 
this fact, let that fact be stated. Let them state itin open House; and 
if my associates upon that committee say that in their jadgment mv 
judgment as a member of that committee is to be in any way influ- 
enced in this respect, I yield gracefully, and will resign from that 
committee. I did not care and ask forthis position. Iam not respon 
sible for the fact that Iam a member of the committee; but, being a 
member, I have so far doneand shall, if I continue on that committee, 
endeavor to do my duty and my whole duty to the House and to the 
parties under investigation. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOATNER. What is the question before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether this isa question of priv- 
ilege. That is the first question before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am not at all familiar with the 
facts in regard to which this inquiry has been ordered, but I under- 
stand from the statements made here that the committee appointed to 
inquire into this subject-matter deemed it proper to bring before it the 
books of the corporation which has been mentioned. If I am incor- 
rect in that, I shall be glad if the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
SAWYER] will correct me. My statement is that I understand it has 
been found proper and necessary for this committee to have brought 
before it the records involving the ownership of this stock, and I infer 
from the silence of the gentleman from New York [Mr.SAWYER] that 
he acquiesces in my statement, and that the committee have deemed 
it proper to bring those books before them, and that the books have 
been brought before the committee and examined. 
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committee is acting, so as to show the subject-matter referred to the 
committee ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will read it. 

Mr. SAWYER read as follows: 

Whereas, by the statement of Representative Coorrr before the Committee 
fon Rules} and by his resolution referred to them, it is ed, first, that the 
present Commissioner of Pensions has been engaged in selling to certain em- 
ployés of the Pension Office shares of stock ina corporation or company of 
whieh he is president and which is organized for the purpose of Seteadniaion ” 
patent refrigerator, which it is claimed is impracticable and worthless, and that 
in consideration of such purchase said employés are promoted in office— 

Now, I say the question submitted to the committee is whether the 
Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Raum, has been en , as charged, 
in selling such stock to any employés of the Pension Office, and whether, 
in consideration of such purchases, said employ¢s are being promoted 
in office. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman from New York assume 
that the stock is valuable, or does he assume that it is valueless, or is 
that a question that is to be decided by the committee ? 

Mr. SAWYER. My cpinion isthat a Commissioner whoshould seek 
to sell to any employé in his office any stock, however valuable, and 
who should make the promotion of employ¢s contingent upon the pur- 
chase of such stock, would be guilty of a violation of his official duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Has the committee had these books brought before it? 

Mr, SAWYER. The committee has had brought before it all the 
stock books of the company giving the names of the stockholders as of 
record in the books, 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the committee deemed it necessary to have 
those books brought before it for the purpose of commencing and carry- 
ing on the investigation with which it was charged ? 

Mr. SAWYER. For the purpose of ascertaining who the stockhold- 
ers were; to see whether any of the stockholders, as appearing upon 
the records of the company, were in fact employés of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the statement ofthe 
gentleman from New York, it is quite obvious—— 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. If my colleague will allow me to inter- 
rupt him, that statement ought to be somewhat qualified. The books 
were brought before the committee under a promise, as I understand, 
that the committee would make public no part of the records of the 
company, nor give to the public anything contained in the books, un- 
less it appeared that employés of the Pension Office were on the list of 
stockholders. 

It was also stipulated that I, who was conducting the investigation, 
was not to see the books of the company, and the fact is that the com- 
mittee went to ove end of the room and turned over the leaves of the 
stock-book and examined it while I remained in my seat, where I had 
been conducting the examination, and was not allowed to see the books. 
I wish to state at this point, in vindication—— 

Mr. SAWYER. Who has the floor ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave the floor, with the permission of the Speaker. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. And my colleague [Mr. HoLMAN] has 
yielded tome. You [Mr. Sawyer] thought you got in with a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SAWYER. How did you get in? [Laughter.]. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, I got in by permission of my colleague, 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. Now, Mr. Speaker, in 
vindication of the two gentlemen from this side of the House who are 
members of the committee and, as such, did have permission to glance 
at those stock-books, I desire to say that they have in nowise betrayed 
the confidence which was reposed in them by the majority of the com- 
mittee, but I overheard a conversation which led me to this informa- 
tion, I dislike to appear as an eavesdropper, but I did not agree to go 
out of the committee-room and I did not agree to keep the secrets of 
this concern, and Ioverheard aconversation in which the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SmysER] admitted that he was a stockholder. That was 
how I became possessed of the fact primarily, and in the next place I 
put him upon the stand and proved it by his own admission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is manifest that the books of 
this corporation were brought before the committee for the pu of 
inquiring into the ownership of the stock as a primary object, and it 
is obvious thatthe whole inquiry will tarn more upon the question of the 
ownership of this stock than upon the question of its value, as the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr, SAWYER] has well stated. Now it is ob- 
vious that the gentleman from Ohio, a member of this committee, is 
in some way interested in this stock—interested in the su 
of the controversy. It is not shown up to this moment, de- 
gree of clearness, in what manner his relation to that stock viene 
ence one way or another his conduct, Admit that it does ; Las- 
sume that it does not; still, can gentlemen consent, can the gentleman 
from Ohio himself consent, after considering the matter, that he shall 
remain upon a committee of the House investigating a subject-matter 
in which he himself has a direct interest ? 

Supposing it impossible, upon the state of facts now presented, to 
point out exactly how his relation to this stock may affect the real sub- 
ject of the inquiry, the mere fact that he owns a portion of that stock, 
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Mr. SAWYER. May I read from the resolution under which the that in some form or other he is interested in the prosperity of the en- 


terprise intended to be promoted by that corporation, is of itself, it 
seems to me, sufficient to require that he should cease to be a member 
of the committee. Under similar circumstances, a juror with a pre- 
sumption of interest in the subject-matter, and therefore likely, inde- 
pendent of high integrity, to have his conduct somewhat influenced 
and colored by that interest, would certainly not be competent to sit. 
A judge with similar interest would not be qualified tosit on the hear- 
ing of acause. And a gentleman occupying to acommittee a relation 
like this occupies a relation of judge or jaror—more a judge than juror. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of great delicacy ; and I am well 
satisfied that the gentleman from Ohio, as a member of this committee, 
has not had occasion to consider carefully his relation to this subject- 
matter. What is being said does not affect his integrity; the resolution 
submitted to the House does notdoso. This is a mere question of pro- 
priety. A —- occupying such a relation to such a committee 
should not bein a position where by possibility kis judgment might be 
warped one way or the other. Rule [X is a very comprehensive one : 

Questions of privilege shall be, first—— 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will wait until I have fin- 
ished reading the rule. 

Mr. CANNON. I wanted to interrupt the gentleman right here be- 
cause I think, so far as I am concerned, I may render the reading un- 
necessary. I reserved a t of order upon this resolution until I 
could see what it was. In my judgment it presents no question of 
privilege, and in my judgment, further, there is nothing in the —. 
tion, whether the gentleman from Ohio owns this stock or not. e 
thing to be tried is whether the Commissioner of Pensions corruptly 
placed or attempted to place this stock. But having reserved the point 
of order until I could see what would be said upon each side, I will 
say now to the gentleman that whether the point of order be good or 
not I have no desire to insist upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, If the point of order is withdrawn, then of course 
I am not permitted to speak further. 

Mr. SMYSER obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Smyser] will 
yield to me a moment I would like to make a statement. 

A MemBer. Oh, no; let him go on. 

Mr. MORRILL. I want to make a statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MorRILL] wants 
to be heard a moment, I hope he will be permitted. 

Mr. SMYSER. I yield a moment to the gentleman. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. & er, in justice to the committee and to 
the Speaker, I think I ought to say to this House that the first inti- 
mation we had that any member of the committee held any stock in 
that company was when the books were produced. I want to say on 
behalf of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SMysER] that his conduct on 
that committee was perfectly honorable; that from anything we could 
see in the questions that he asked in the course of the examination he 
had but one desire, and that was to arrive at the truth and the whole 
truth in the investigation. 

The question of submitting the books to the committee was argued, 
and the committee questioned their right to force witnesses to produce 
private ; but we felt that we had a right to see the books and 
the stock-list of that company, and so we insisted that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions should answer the question. We declined to decide 
whether he should produce all the books or not, because we thought 
that was a question involving grave principles of law. 
seldeipeladiced Gioeeempeges taeineimaapel eeatbenemns 
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order that the country may be satisfied, and in justice to myself, be- 
cause I do not want to take part in any investigation, I do not want to 
be a member of the committee, I do not care to be associated with 
gentlemen when the matter happens to reflect, as some think, upon 
myself as a member of the committee—— 

Several MemMBers. Oh, no. 

Mr. SMYSER. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I most respectfully ask to 
be relieved from further service upon the committee. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I had thought, as a member of 
this special committee commissioned with the trial, in some measure, 

of the charges against the Commissioner of Pensions, delegated at least 
with the duty to inquire into the evidence bearing upon the charges, 

and upon that to make true report formally to this House, that I ought 
not to say anything on the question now presented. I have felt, Mr. 

Speaker, in the committee-room as when I was first appointed on the 
comn&ttee; and I desire it to be appreciated by the committee and the 
House that I felt myself as a judge trying a cause, and that noth- 
ing should permit me to entertain or evince the least bias or the least 
disposition to depart from the position of the judge with the view of 
reaching a right, proper, and true conclusion of the case submitted to 
us; and it was my conviction of duty, as it was of others, no doubt, 

that we should reach a conclusion based solely upon the testimony pre- 

sented. To that end I have thought it my obligation to maintain a 
strict conservatism throughout. Thatis the spirit in which I approached 

the investigation of the case before the committee. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, SmysER] has made it to some extent 
obligatory upon me that I should say something at least in this con- 
nection, or at least I so construe him, because le says he has called 
upon the minority of the committee to say something and they have 
failed, 

Now, I do not wish to say or wish to be understood as meaning that 
the gentleman from Ohio has been guilty of anything either corrupt or 
incorrect. That is not forme tosay. I do not wish to be understood 
as saying that he has been guilty of evenany indiscretion. Thatis not 
my province. The members of this committee are my peers, and ac- 
quitting every member of anything wrong, ascribing to each one the 
same honesty, the same honor, and the same pure intention that I claim 
for myself of doing exactly what is fair and right in the matte7, hav- 
ing no right and no disposition to reflect upon them or upon auy other 
gentleman, yet, without any sort of reservation, I say now, as I have 
said in the committee-room, that the majority’s opinions of the pro- 
priety of the introduction of certain testimony and of the competency 
of evidence called to their attention have been so much at variance with 
my own that I have felt at times that the examination in which we were 
engaged was almost necessarily fruitless, and the results would be 
without any sort of good or practicality. 

I do notsay this with a view to applying it to any particular gentle- 
man connected with the committee, because I think the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SmMysER] has been generally, if not at all’ times, in 
harmony with the other gentlemen composing a majority of the com- 
mittee, and I desire to accord to them all the highest integrity in pur- 
suing the investigation. 

But, sir, to illustrate differences which have arisen: When the Com- 
missioner had been examined as to the security that Mr. Lemon held 
as collateral for the payment of certain loans on which he stood as 
surety—and I say I useit as anillustration—the majority ofthe commit- 
tee have seen fit to admit evidence showing, or at least have allowed the 
Commissioner to state that the security was abundantandsolvent. Yet 
when I have desired and insisted on hearing proof tending to show that 
it was utterly or practically worthless the gentlemen constituting the 
majority of the committee thought such was not competent testimony. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] It is fair to suppose that this 
simply grows out of a different appreciation of the legal rules and ef- 
fect of evidence. 

I am perfectly willing to concede that the majority does not differ 
with the minority as to what ought to be undertaken by the commit- 
tee, but as to matters of evidence and methods. And the case which 
I have stated is only one illustration of many such questions that have 
arisen in the committee. 

Now, with this explanation I trust the House will cherish no reflec- 
tion upon the gentleman from Ohio, because his deportment upon the 
committee, so far as I have observed, and so far as I have heard ex- 
pressions of sentiment by the members of the committee, does not au- 
thorize censure; and, while our differences before the committee have 
been frequent and material, not only in the instance to which I have 
referred, but in other I do not wish to imply that they grow 
out of any cause other than the different standpoints from which we 
look at things. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, in the present attitude of affairs I deem 
it proper that I should say something on this question. Unfortunately 
the gentleman from Kentucky and myself are in the minority on this 
committee. I am nota lawyer, but I believe that I had a proper con- 
tion of the range and scope that this investigation should take, and 
I and asked that the fullest latitude should be allowed to both 
sides all questions that might lead to the gravamen of the 
charges to be investigated. I believed that the book containing the 
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names of the original stockholders of the Universal Refrigerator Com- 
pany ought to be laid before that committee. The gentleman from 
Ohio and the other gentlemen on the niajority side of the committee 
held that the business of the refrigerating company was not a proper 
subject of investigation until we had established what they called the 
corpus delicti; that is, we should first prove that General Raum had pro- 
moted certain employés of the Pension Department because they had 
subscribed to the stock of this company. 

We held—I mean the minority—that it was perfectly competent to 
show whether the stock was valuable or not and whether or not the 
$200,000 of this stock which Mr. Raum turned over to Mr. Lemon as 
collateral security for going on his paper to the extent of $12,000 was 
good and valid security against the contingency of loss. Hence when 
the question came up I voted with the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. GOODNIGHT] that the prosecutor—the gentleman preferring the 
charges (whatever you may choose to call him)—should have access to 
the books or any other character of evidence that might throw light 
upon that question. I will not undertake to say that the gentleman 
from Ohio placed himself in the attitude of an. attorney for General 
Raum, but I will say frankly that when questions were asked, the 
gentleman from Ohio frequently said, ‘‘I object.’’ {Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

I went on that committee, sir, with a desire for a fair, honest, and 

full investigation, and I endeavored to divest myself of all partisan 
feeling in the matter; and for the benefit of the House I want to say, 
and tor the benefit of the whole country as well, that I still have no 
other desire. 
. Now, I hold that in a matter like this, affecting the integrity of a 
prominent officer of this Government, neither he nor his friends on the 
committee ought to be allowed to environ him with the numerous 
technicalities of law, and thus shut out and prevent the fullest, fair- 
est, and freest investigation, and if this resolution had not been offered 
this morning by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Cooper] I intended 
to raise the same question before our committee, and suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SMysER] that a nice sense of propriety 
would dictate his retirement from the committze. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
been made—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair would suggest that if the gentleman 
from New York desires to address the House on this question the Chair 
will recognize him. Questions of privilege seem to be getting rather 
numerous. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not propose to say one word in defense of any 
of the decisions of this committee, nor one word as to the action of that 
committee. The best time to do that will be when its action shall have 
been reported to this House for its consideration; but I understood the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Coorprr] to make this statement, that 
the book containing the list of stockholders was brought before the 
committee and the committee stepped off to one side to examine it by 
themselves. 


Regular order. 


I rise toa question of privilege. Intimations have 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that to be the fact. Mr. 
Raum did present to that committee a book of the company showing 
the stockholders, and two of the members of that committee, inclading 


the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Lewis], sat down at the same 
table where he had been sitting, and where the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CoopER] bad been sitting, and where he was sitting unless he had 
left the room, and compared with the books of the company a list o! 
stockholders for the use of the committee. There was nothing secret 
about it, no member of the committee that I know of—and I was there 
the whole time—went off into any corner to examine any books or trans- 
act any of its business, 

“Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. 
a question ? 

Mr.SAWYER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, I will ask you tostate if the book which 
was represented to be the original stock-book of the refrigerator com- 
pany was not by General Raum handed to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SAWYER, I have no doubt that it was. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Was he not sitting at the west end ol 
the long table in the room of the Committee on Invalid Pensions ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, that is the seat he has occupied as a member 
of this committee and of the Invalid Pension Committee. 

Mr. COOPER, ofIndiana, And with the book lying before him at the 
west end of the table did you gentlemen not congregate around him 
there with your heads together and look at that book ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I will say, as far as I am concerned, my head was 
not together with anybody and that I did not look at the book at all. 
Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, Was it not expressly stipulated-—— 

Mr. SAWYER. One thing further. I am going to answer your 
other question first. I saw that the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. Mor- 
RILL], a banker, accustomed to business, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Lewis], representing the authority of the commit- 
tee, sat there with that book before them, having also before them a 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
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' copy of the list of stockho!ders, prepared, as I understood, by Mr. Raum, 


and that they examined the book then and there, and compared the 
list of stockholders as appearing on the book with the list, and both 
Major Morriit and Mr. Lewis thonght that it was a correct copy of 
the stockholders as appearing on the book. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I will ask you to state now if it was not 
expressly stipulated that I should not see the original book. 

ir. SAWYER. It was stated that you should not see the book, for 
the reason that there were things appearing upon the book other than 
the mere list of stockholders, and Mr. Raum stated that those facts he 
did not wish to have made public. That is the way I understand that. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. That is correct. 

Mr. SAWYER. But there was no understanding that you should 
net see the list of stockholders, nor was there any understanding that 
you should not be permitted to call any one of them, to trace to the 
furthest extent every particle of the stock that had been subscribed 
by anybody. And further than that—— 

Mr. HERBERT. What was the reason for the discrimination against 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cooper] in the committee? 

Mr. SAWYER. [Because there appearing in the list other matters 
beside the list of stockholders——__ [Cries of ‘‘ Regularorder!’’ on the 
Republican side. } 

Mr. RAINES, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the ques- 
tion of privilege was exhausted by the gentleman’s statement; that that 
question does not extend to the consideration of the resolution intro- 
duced, and therefore I object to the further consideration of the reso- 
lution, believing that this matter will be settled by the Speaker on the 
request of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to say that any question of priv- 
ilege affecting the House itself will navarally be decided by the House, 


- but that in all probability the request of the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. Smyser] to be relieved from further service on the committee is 
a disposal of the matter, unless the House desires to take some other 
action in regard to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I ask unanimous consent that the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Smyser] that he be excused from further 
service on the committee be granted. 

Mr, COOPER, of Indiana, Will the Chair allow me—— 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, before that is decided—— 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. It has been stated that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SMysER] desires to withdraw from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SwysEr] has so 


requested. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Upon that I desire to withdraw the reso- 
lution which I offered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SiysER] to withdraw from the committee. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say in this connection that 
the facts have probably rendered it sufficiently apparent to the House 
that the Chair had no knowledge of any relation of the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. SmysER] to the company which has been referred to in the 
discussion. The Chair made the appointments from the Committees 
on Pensions and on Invalid Pensions, because he thought that it would 
facilitate the disposition of the matter to have gentlemen upon that 
committee whose previous experience in the business of the House had 
given them some knowledge of the business of the Pension Office. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE ARMY ON THE RETIRED-LIST. 


' The SPEAKER. There is a matter of unfinished business coming 
over from the last session, presented by the gentleman from Pennsyi- 
vavia [Mr, OsporNE], and the Clerk will report the title ot the bill 
again. The question of ordering a second was before the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8. 1636) for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list of the Army 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Rie it enacted, etc,, That whereas since the Ist day of January ,1886,certain office 
ofthe Army, being at the time the senior officersin rank in een > 
and under the provisions of section 1257, Revised Statutes, entitled to be promoted 
to vacancies then existent in the next higher grades, were nevertheless 
upon the retired-list ofthe Army without such , the President is herchy 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to appoint all such officers to the respective grades to which they were severally 
entitled, to take rank and date from the several times when their respective 

ts to promotion to vacancies became established, and to place them on the 
retired-list of the Army in the grades to which they are promoted. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamen niry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, ner rary 
Mr. PAYSON, How does this matter come over with any privilege 
from-a prior day when it was simply on a motion to suspend therules ? 
The SPEAKER, _ It comes over as unfinished business of that class. 
Mr. PAYSON. That motion certainly is nota oe matter, 
Mr. Speaker. It is only a recognition of a motion a 
the rules, and I insist that it does not carry that business with 
it until the next suspension day. 
The SPEAKER. It has been so held; itis the practice of the House. 
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Mr. PAYSON. This was a motion made on the recommendation of 
a committee. 

The SPEAKER. It is the same thing. The gentleman will recol- 
lect a motion made by the gentlemau from Massachusetts came over 
in the same way from personal suspension day to committee suspen- 
sion day. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course, if the precedents are clear about it, I do 
not object. 

The SPEAKER. The precedents are very clear. 

Mr. PAYSON. But it seems to me from the logic of the situation 
that, having failed on that day, that would be an end of it. 

The SPEAKER. The question of ordering a second was pending 
on the demand of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Seceeeayy 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iask thata second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OsBorNE] will resume their 
places as tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 43. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes are allowed for debate on either 
side. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OsBorNE] is recognized 
to control the time in the affirmative. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BreckINRIDGE] be recognized to control the time in oppo- 
sition to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri can be recognized 
and yield his time if he desires. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill only affects three officers 
now living, whe are now upon the retired-list of the Army. There 
seems to me to be great equity in this case, because of the fact that the 
three officers who are to receive benefit from it were entitled to pro- 
motion at the time they were retired. They were retired because of 
wounds received in the service while in active service. They were en- 
titled to promotion and were retired before the promotion was given 
them, and when put on the retired-list they were denied promotion. 
It affects one major, one captain, and one lieutenant, and to pass this 
bill would raise the rank of the major to that of lieutenant-colonel, 
the captain to that of major, and the lieutenant to that of captain. 
After twenty years of service these three men who had gone all through 
the war found themselves upon the retired-list without having received 


promotion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Who were the three men? I would ask 
the gentleman. 

Mr.OSBORNE. Major Merrill, Lieutenant Bellas, and Lieut. George 
W. Kingsbury. 

Mr. PAYSON. How do they happen to be on the retired-list? 

a They were put upon the retired-list because of 


wo 
Mr. PAYSON. By act of Congress? 
Mr. OSBORNE. By an act of Congress and by the report of a retir- 
ing-board. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. They were not puton the re- 
act of Congress? 


Mr. OSBORNE. No, sir; they were not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But were simply put upon 
the retired-list under the operation of a general law 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, and because they were disabled by reason of 
wounds received in the service. Now, these men—— 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman inform me, as I am not familiar 
with army matters, what he means by saying that an officer was ‘‘ en- 
titled to promotion ?’’ 

Mr. OSBORNE. At the time these officers were retired there were 
vacancies in the grade immediately above them and they were entitled 
to be appointed to that grade underthe law. They were not appointed, 
but were retired, and therefore they were retired with the rank in 
which they were serving at the time of their retirement. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, will the gentleman yield to a question ? 
Will the gentleman explain why they had not been ? 

Mr. OSBORNE. There had no vacancies up to that time, and 

could not be promoted because there were no vacancies in the 
to which they could be promoted until just before their retire- 
ment. 

Mr. ADAMS; When a vacancy occurs is the President confined in 
his discretion to fill it from a certain list of officers ? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Under the law he is. It therefore seems to me 
that this bill is one full of equity and fall of right. These officers had 
had each served upwards of twenty 
years in the Army, and were retired, as I said before, at the rank they 
now hold. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will state that this bill does not mention any names, but gives 


of | the President the right to appoint all officers who have been re- 
circumstances an 


tired under these hs 
Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir; and you will observe by the report of the 
Adjutant-General attached to the report on this bill that there are only 
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the three officers I have named in the Army who would be or could be 
affected by the bill. s , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is not the case simply this, 
that there were certain officers who, in the judgment of the President, 
were not competent to iorm the duties of the rank to which they 
might have been entitled, and he therefore, under the law, placed them 
on the retired-list, and promoted to the existing vacancies other officers 
who could perform the service, and this is an act to give those gentle- 
men the rank and pay which the President did not think ought to be 
given to them, and to give them additional emoluments without any 
additional service at all? 

Mr. OSBORNE. That can not be the case, beeause these officers at 
the time of their retirement and at the time the vacancies occurred in 
the grade to which they were entitled were performing duty in the 
Army. They were able to do duty and they did do duty for nearlya 
year after the vacancies occurred. So that there must have been some 
other reason. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. They could only have been 
retired according to law? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Therefore, if they were re- 
tired ‘by the act of the President it was a legal act. And their suc- 
cessors could only have been promoted by the consent of the Senate, so 
that the consent of the Senate to the confirmation of their successors 
was an adjudication by the appointing power of the Government that 
the act of retiracy was not only a legal act, but a proper act, and that 
the act of appointment to fill the vacancies was also a proper act. Is 
not that so? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Well, I donot know. I would notcare to say yes, 
for I think these officers were entitled to promotion, and there is nothing 
in their records which would show that they were not entitled to it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before the gentleman concludes let me ask him a 
question. Is not the fact that these officers were not promoted when 
the President had the power to promote them to be taken as prima 
facie evidence that they were not entitled to promotion? 

Mr. OSBORNE. They were entitled to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit me 
I willexplain the status of this matter. The law, which has been the 
law since 1861, in regard to promotion isin the following words: 

When any officer in the line of promotion is retired from active service the 
next offiser in rank shall be promoted to his place according to the established 


rules of the service; and the same rule of promotion shall be applied success- 
ively to the vacancies consequent upon retirement. 


In 1886, by the retirement of Col. John C. Hatch, of the Second 
Cavalry, by the operation of this law the lieutenant-colonel was pro- 
moted to be colonel. Major Merrill, one of the beneficiaries of this 
proposed act, was then the major of the regiment, and under the law 
was absolutely entitled to that promotion; but instead of promoting 
him, for some reason which I do not understand, the vaeancy remained 
unfilled for months. There were three officers, one major of the cav- 
alry, one first lieutenant of cavalry, and one first lieutenant of in- 
fantry, and those offices were permitted to remain unfilled for months 
for the reason that these officers had been examined by a retiring board 
and had been found by the board to be proper subjects for retirement 
on account of disabilities contracted in the service, and, in the case of 
Major Merrill, on account of wounds received in action. 

Mr. PAYSON. On accountof disabilities. Thatis, because of their 
disabilities they were unable to perform the duties of the higher grade 
and therefore were not promoted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But they were not required. They were still 
left on active duty, and under this law they were absolutely entitled to 
promotion to fill the vacancies that had been created. 

Mr. PAYSON. After the finding of the retiring board ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. These are threeexceptional cases in the Army—— 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman does not answer the question. I! 
the retiring board found that these officers were incapacitated for pro- 
motion by reason of wounds, and so on, and therefore should go upon 
the retired-list, does the gentleman still hold they were entitled to pro- 
motion? 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Mostcertainly they wereifthe vacancies occurred 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not true that, instead of 
this officer being entitled to promotion, his case was like that of Commo- 
dore Truxtun? In that case the Senate decided that although his name 
had been sent in for promotion and the nomination was pending when 
the time for his retirement came they would not approve of the pro- 
motion because it would be contrary to law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, I think it would take an act of Congress 
in that case, as it will take an act of Congress in this case; for unless 
we pass this bill these officers can not have their promotion, ay Com- 
modore Truxtun could not get his. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That was a case where the 
officer was entitled to promotion and received it by Presidential action 
before the act of retiracy. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The same thing precisely was true in the case of 
Major Merrill. His nomination for promotion failed in the Senate by 
reason of the adjournment of that body. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
about that? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The question has been asked, What difference 
in pay will be made by the passage of this bill? The pay of Major 
Merrill will be raised from $2,500 to $3,000, an increase of $500; the 
pay of Lieutenant Kingsbury, who is a lieutenant of cavalry, will be 
raised from $1,600 to that of acaptain, which is $2,000, an increase of 
$400; the pay of Lieutenant Bellas, who is an infantry lieutenant, will 
be raised from $1,500 to $1,800, an increase of $300. ‘his will be the 
financial effect of the bill. 

These are exceptional cases. I know of no other cases like them, 
and Iam told by those who ought to know better than I that there 
are no cases like them. The report of the Adjutant-General is quite 
full, setting forth all the circumstances, and it seems as though an ex- 
ception to the ordinary rule had been madeto the disad vantage of these 
officers. 

I suppose I understand the reasons which may have governed the 
President in not making these promotions, The name of Major Mer- 
rill was, as I have said, sent in for promotion, but the nomination 
failed in the Senate. The reason, I presume, was that these officers had 
been examined, found disabled and entitled to retirement; so, instead 
of giving them the promotion to which they were entitled at the time 
under the statute which I have read, the vacancies were held open for 
some months until a time when their retirement was completed by 
the occurrence of vacancies on the retired-list; and then they were 
shoved upon that list without promotion and promotion accorded to 
other men who would not have been entitled to it if it had been made 
at the proper time as required by law. 

I think this statement covers the whole case, and I have nothing 
further to say unless some one desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this case does 
not involve any very large amount of money; but itis not a good prece- 
dent and it is nota goodcase. The circumstancesin substance are that 
three officers who were physically disabled for the performance of the 
duties of the ranks which they then held or of any higher rank were by 
a proper board decided to be fit for retirement under the law. The 
President of the United States looked into the record of that board and 
approved the findings ; and that action of the President, by operation 
of law, placed the officers on the retired-list as soon as vacancies occurred. 
No further action was required ; their retirement took place by opera- 
tion of law. 

While this was pending vacancies occurred in the ranks to which 
these men, if qualified, would have been promoted; but there was the 
law on the statute-book requiring these gentlemen to undergo a mental, 
moral, and physical examination showing their qualifications for the 
ranks to which promotions were to be made; and there stared the Presi- 
dent in the face the finding of the proper board that they were phys- 
ically unable to perform the duties of the ranks they already held. He 
simply decided—indubitably according to law—thathe could not make 
the promotions, that it was contrary to law to do so; and he further 
| decided (as I judge is the law) that his act in approving the finding of 

the board, by its own operation under the law, put these men upon 


Is the gentleman accurate 


before their retirement was completed. They were entitled to promo- | the retired-list without any further action at all. 


tion when the vacancies occurred, and they were entitled to be retired 


Mr. RAINES. On that theory how do you get along with the prop- 


whenever the retirement had been completed. These three officers | Osition that the President actually sent in the name of one of these 
have been singled out of the whole Army and have been made excep- | gentlemen for promotion ? 


tions to the rule and the practice which have prevailed in the Army 
in this case has been done again and | at all, because I rather judge that it is a mistake in fact; that my friend 
again under different administrations. That is, although an officer 


since 1861. What is pro 
had been examined for retirement, bat had not been retired, when an 
opportunity for promotion arose he was promoted, notwithstanding the 
fact that he had been examined for retirement. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is there any precedent for such legislation as this? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not think that anything of this kind has 
ever happened before in the Army. As a matter of fact Major Mer- 
rill was actually nominated to the Senate for promotion, but through 
the adjournment of that body the nomination was hung up and he 
failed to receive the promotion. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


I donot ‘‘ get along with it’”’ 


from Michigan [Mr. CvutcHron] was in error in making that state- 
ment. I hold in my hand the report, which states that— 


| At this time— 
| 


That is, at the time when Colonel Hatch was retired and Lieutenant- 


Colonel Sweitzer promoted— 


*At this time Maj. Lewis Merrill, of the Seventh Cavalry,was the senior major 

in the cavalry arm of the service, but he had been examined by an Army re- 
tiring board on November 16, 1885, and pronounced incapacitated for active 
service on account of physical disability, and the President concluded not to 
nominate him for promotion to the vacancy made by the promotion of Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Sweitzer, 
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Now,1 would not like to state that the gentleman from Michigan is 
mistaken; but I do not find—— 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I may be mistaken about that matter. WhileI 
was on the floor a gentleman by my side made the statement to me, 
speaking, as I understood, by authority of a gentleman who had inves- 
tigated the matter. 

Mr. WITEELER, of Alabama. There is no question about the cor- 
rectness of the statement that the name was sent to the Senate, and, 
though subsequently withdrawn, it remained there some three weeks. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I do not see the statement in the report; it was 
made to me by a member of the committee while I was speaking. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Here is the letter of the 
President giving the reasons why he did not send in the names to the 
Senate; so that I apprehend either the name of Major Merrill was not 
sent in or it was sent in improvidently. 

Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. There is no question about its hav- 
ing been sent in. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
know any of these gentlemen. I have no interest in this matter, but 
I desire to appeal to the House not to establish a bad precedent. Ido 
not believe in enlarging the retired-list beyond what it is now by law. 
If it were an original question, I should be inclined to diminish rather 
than extend the retired-list. I am not much in favor of public officers 
being retired and receiving income for services which they do not per- 
form. I do not believe in a civil retired-list atall. If I had my way 
I would repeal the act which provides for the retirement of United 
States judges. I know there are some very plausible and captivating 
arguments in favor of that measure, but I do not believe the rule is a 
good one. I would limit, rather than enlarge, our retired-list, so far 
as it could be wisely done, and in time of peace I believe I would en- 
tirely dispense with the retired-list, except in cases of extreme age and 
entire disability. 

During times of peace young officers can readily perform the duties 
which are needed; and I would have a system by which these young 
officers might get promotion over their seniors, by allowing them to jump 
the senior officers by some modeof promotion. Instead of having pro- 
motion by corps or line up to the coloneley, Iwould have promotion by 
seniority only up to the majority—the position of full major—and then 
have some system like that employed in the German army, where the 
officers could be permitted to jump over the intermediate grades and 
occupy & superior position to their incompetent senior officers. Then, 
instead of having the retired-list, I would have, not exactly age to 
control—for Iam myself fast approaching that period—but this kind 
of system of promotion, which would always have young and compe- 
tent men in command. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that I agree 
with him as to the retired-list. But is not the gentleman’s argument 
an argument in favor of the early retirement of the older officers tc 
give the younger ones a chance ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, not by any means; but 
I favor giving the men a little more leisure who are incompetent to 
perform the duties of the higher offices by reason of age or other causes, 
by letting them remain in the lower grade. When a man is incompe- 
tent, by age or otherwise, I would permit the younger and more com- 
petent officer to jump over him, leaving him to occupy the less respon- 
sible place, and appoint the younger one to the more important place 
which he is competent to fill. 

Mr. ADAMS. But where would you appoint the younger officer ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Why, to the vacancy. Of 
course if there was a vacancy and the senior officer could not fill it by 
reason of age or incompetency, I say I would provide for the appoint- 
ment over him of the younger and more competent. 

Mr, ADAMS. But that is justthe question. Where is the vacancy 
to which he can be appointed ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Well, it is true the only way 
that vacancies are made, as a rule, is by the help of the Lord, who 
occasionally comes to relieve the American Army and Navy and takes 
some of the elderly ones to His arms. 

Now, in the case — before us at the present time there are, it 
is true, only three officers, but a precedent isestablished. The retired- 
list is to last after we have passed from this scene. Our efforts to rid 
ourselves of it will nof, in all likelihood, beavailable. Motives of sym- 
pathy, personal solicitation, admiration for heroic military services, all 
of the motives which control men, that should control them, will pre- 
vent the limitation of the retired-list; and this is simply a precedent, 
not particularly in this form, but in some other form, to increase the 
rank and pay of gentlemen on the retired-list. These gentlemen, the 
beneficiaries of the proposed legislation, are evidently not within the 
law. It isa pure act of grace on the part of Congress, and I do not 
think that Congress ought to do that act of grace. 

Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk and ask to have read a letter from 
the late President, which gives the reason why he did not feel that*he 
had the right, or even power, to promote Colonel Merrill; and I think if 
the motives which then actuated the President tooppose the promotion 
were sound, as they seem to be, it is certainly not a good case for pro- 
motion by an act of Congress. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, Washingion, July 16, 1886. 

Dear Sir: I have examined your claim that you have been unjustly treated 
in the matter of the nomination to the Senate of Major Mizner a the lieuten- 
ant-colonelecy caused by the promotion of Lieutenant-Colonel Sweitzer, you at 
the time of such nomination being the senior major and, as you insist, the 
only person who eould be entitled to be promoted to such lieutenant-colonelcy. 

If your right was absolute, there would be nothing left to the discretion of 
the ident or the Senate, and yet the action of both is necessary to compass 
such promotion. The Senate has very recently exercised its discretion and 
judgment in such cases by rejecting nominations based upon the rules and 
practice governing promotions, and the rejection has been for causes the exist- 
ence of which had not been found by any examining board or other tribunal. 

The President's power in the matter of nominations ought not, perhaps, to be 
so much subject to his discretion—or perhaps he ought to consider himself more 
limited in the exercise of such discretion. In one case, however, I think he ag 
decline to send to the Senate the name of an officer apparently entitled by h 
rank to the promotion, and that is, when such officer is disqualified. 

Iam by no means certain that he must learn of this disqualification from the 
record of a retiring-board, approved and fully made up as a judgment, at the 
time the vacancy occurs. 

But in your case the board had found the fact. The President examined the 
record on the question of your disability; he was satisfied with the finding of 
disability and signified his approval. These twothings being done, the concur- 
rence in the finding decl you to be disabled and open him under the 
regulations from nominating you to the Senate; and his approval actually put 
you oa the retired-list, when instantly the statute intervened to prevent your 

romotion. 

, loom not see in all this anything irregular; and considering all the facts of 
the case I can not see that any injustice has been done to you. 

You are now fully retired. I am quite sure my approval of the finding of the 
board which accomplished this result can not be changed or its effect in any 
way modified. Thus I understand the authorities hold, 

If I should send your name to the Senate for this promotion, it would be ia 
the teeth of the statute prohibiting such promotions from the retired-list. 

It would also be directly opposed toa precedent of the Senate, but a few days 
ago acted upon, in the case of Commodore Truxtun of the Navy, whose nomi- 
nation for ‘Kamiral was returned to the ident, the Senate declining to act 
upon the same because between the time the nomination was sent in and the 
time when it was reached for action in the Senate the nominee was retired by 
reaching the age when that result followed, 

I am, in view of all the facts, constrained to decline your application to change 
the present situation of your case, 

Yours, truly, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Maj. Lewis Merri.u. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I shall occupy five 
minutes. I think that two will suffice to give my reasons for oppos- 
ing this proposition. ; I 

On principle I am opposed to the increasing of the emoluments of 
any public officer, where there is no expectation that any additional 
duty will be performed by that man asa reason for such compensation. 

The retired-list of the Army, as I am advised by gentlemen whoare 
familiar with the subject, is restricted to four hundred names, for dis- 
ability; and at the time action was had as to some of these officers 
there was no opportunity for them to get ——_ on the retired-list. 

But it is proposed here by the pending bill to increase the pay of one 
of them $500 a year, another one $400, and another $300 a year, be- 
canse of the fact that the President of the United States did not in his 
discretion promote them to vacancies in the active service when he 
might have done so. The difficulty with the argument, as it seems to 
me on an examination of this bill, is the assumption that whenever 
there is a right of promotion therefore there is a vested right to all of 
the emoluments attached thereto, whether the President of the United 
States makes the vacancy for promotion or otherwise. 

Now, in this case what do we find embodied in the report? It ap- 
pears that— 

On January 9, 1886, Col. John P. Hatch, Second Cavalry, was retired from act- 
ive service by operation of law, having reached the age of sixty-four years, and 
the senior lieutenant-colonel of the cavalry arm (Nelson B. Sweitzer) was sub- 
sequently nominated to the Senate for promotion to the grade of colonel, to 
date from January 9, 1886, He was confirmed and commissioned accordingly, 
leaving a vacancy, from that date, of lieutenant-colonel in the th Cavairy. 

At this time Maj. Lewis Merrill, of the Seventh Cavalry, was senior ma- 
jor in the eavalry arm of the service, but he had been examined by an army 
retiring-board on November 16, 1885— 

Prior to that time— 


d pronounced incapacitated for active service on account of ph disabil. 
ity, and the President conciuded not to nominate him for promotion to the yva- 
eancy. 


Now, tbere is evidence that this officer, although in the line of pro- 
motion, had he been fit to perform the duties of active service, was 
found by the proper military board to be incapacitated for the perform- 
ance of the duties of the rank he then held. If he was unable to per- 


form the duties of the rank he then held, it follows y and for 
the much reason that he would be ble of performing the 
duties of a higher rank; and the President of United States in his 


discretion declined to promote him, and I think the President did 


t. 
Ticodics een teatiinewred dip Cebthin ene and the other two 
in like position, where the parties were found by the tribunal 
to be incapacitated, by reason of disability, from performing the duty 


ot the lower rank—gentlemen come and say here tbat by we 


ought to set the precedent that if there isa vacancy in a superior grade 
the one of an inferior grade should follow the line of promotion, no 


matter what the disability may be, and has a vested right to the in- 


ere 
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creased pay and emoluments of the higher position, particularly when, 
after years of enjoyment of the privileges of the retired-list and all 
the pay and emoluments of the position, it is proposed then to make 
this addition. There is no logic in it, and, if I may use the words 
not in an offensive sense, there is no sense in it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The express terms of the statute are that the 
next officer in rank shall be promoted to his place. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course, but that presupposes that the man next 
in rank is in such a position that he ought to be promoted, and is not 
disabled from performing the duties of the position, because the law 
givesdiscretion to the President of the United States to make the appoint- 
ment, Suppose this Major Merrill had been found to be incapacitated 
even to perform the duties of major, by reason of mental disability, by 
reason of lack of mental power. Then would the gentleman say that, 
notwithstanding that, he onght to be promoted, simply because no- 
body else had been promoted to the position? Not at all. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The finding of the retiring board is entirely in- 
complete until it has been acted upon by the President. And so long 
as he remains upon the active-list he is entitled to the full benefits of 
the statute, until he gets actually upon the retired-list. 

Mr. PAYSON. It makes no difference. There is a finding by the 
proper military tribunal that he was incapacitated for actual service at 
the time, and that ought to be conclusive, unless there is something to 
show that there was a mistake astothat. But the fact that gentlemen 
go upon the retived-list and accept the emoluments of it without com- 

laint is to me a satisfactory justification of the finding of the board of 
inquiry. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman permita question? How 
long since these officers were retired ? 

Mr. PAYSON. In 1886; something over four years ago. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Major Merrill had nochoice but to go upon the 
retired-list. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is all I care tosay. I think the bill is bad in 
principle, and I see nothing of an exceptional character to take it out 
of the criticism which mightjustly be passed upon cases of a like char- 
acter, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. You do not think, then, that long con- 
tinued service and the fact of being worn out in the service should 
count for anything? 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘Thatis another proposition. If an appeal was made 
for an increased allowance as a matter of equity, that might do, but 
weare asked here to place these men upon the retired-list because, in the 
language of both gentlemen who have addressed the House, they were 
in the line of promotion and were not premoted, and i am combating 
the idea that there is a vested right of promotion in any way until the 
President of the United States has approved it, The discretion rests 
with him as to who shall be promoted and who shal! not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Why is there a vested right at any time, 
except on account of long continued service ? 

Mr. PAYSON. There is no vested right at any time, and the statute 
does not give it. All that it says is that the promotion shall be made 
so and so; but that is always subject to the other provision of the law 
a the promotion shall be the act of the President of the United 

tates. 

Mr. MORGAN. It an officer had become absolutely demented, would 
that Jaw carry him forward in the line of promotion ? 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman from Mississippi had done me the 
honor to follow what I have said, I put that very inquiry to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] a moment ago, that if he had 
been demented, in a state ot mental incapacity, where the President 
would be subject to criticism if he did appoint him, no President 
would doit. I understand the argument of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan to go to the extent that, no matter what the condition of the in- 
capacity was on the part of the inferior officer, if there was a vacancy 
in the grade above him, he was entitled to promotion as a matter 
of vested right, and that I dispute. I insist that there is nothing in 
the principle or policy of the law that gives any officer a vested right 
of promotion until whatever equity he may have is recognized, by the 
appointing power, to wit, the President of the United States. There- 
fore I am opposed to this bill and hope it will not pass. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Under the statute a man is entitled to his pro- 
motion and has a vested right in it until he is out of the line of pro- 
motion. He is not out of the line of promotion until he is either dead 
or retired or resigns or is out of the service. This man was neither. 
He was in the line of promotion. He was upon the active-list. He 
was the nextin rank. And under the statute which I have read he 
was as clearly entitled to this promotion as a man is to receive a pay- 
ment upon a promissory note. The language of the statute is that the 
next officer in rank shall be promoted to the place, according to the 
established usage of the Army. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But had he not been declared unfit for the 


active-list? 
Mr. CUTCHEON. He had been examined and recommended for re- 


\ 


*e~ 


tirement, but there was no possibility of retiring him, because there 
was no vacancy on the retired-list. Therefore he was still in the line 
of promotion. 

Mr. PEEL. I understand you to say that he is entitled as a vested 
right to the promotion, as long as he is in the line of promotion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes. 

Mr. PEEL. Under the law, is the President of the United States, 
who makes these appointments, compelled to appoint the next in rank 
or is it at all discretionary with him ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He is required, under the law, to make the pro- 
motion. .I suppose he may exercise some dis 
diateness with which he would make it. 
of filling the vacancy. 

Mr, PEEL. Then I can not seehow anybody under the law would 
have a vested right. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The law is that the next in rank “‘shall be pro- 
moted ’’ if he is in the line of promotion; and he is in the line of pro- 
motion until retired. 

Mr. ADAMS. Under the Constitution the President has the power 
to appoint A, and not B. Is that right, that Congress shall say that he 
shall appoint A, and not B? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, The President having subscribed to this law 
and it having become law, I take it he will observe its provisions. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The custom of the President 
aside seniority. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, yes! 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not as to this. Above the rank of colonel the 
President may select; below the rank of colonel he appoints by law, 
he appoints by seniority. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Then is it to establish a precedent, and not make 
| @ new precedent ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is to fill a break that has been made in the 


cretion as to the imme- 
That might affect the time 


has been to set 


Oh, no! 


precedents. It restores by act of Congress a break which has been 
madeinthe precedents. Itdoes not establish a new precedent. These 
are the only cases that I am aware of in the whole history of the 
Army. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the suspension of the rules and 
| the passage of the bill. 
The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 53. 
So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was rejected. 


EXTENDING CRIMINAL 


JURISDICTION 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
| I 


OF CERTAIN COURTS. 


pass the bill (S. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit 
and district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

e it enacted, etc., Thatevery person who shall, upon any vessel registered or 
enrolled under the laws of the United States and being on a voyage upon the 
waters of any of the Great Lakes, namely, Lake Superior, Lake Michigan, Lake 
Huron, Lake St. Clair, Lake Erie, Lake Ontario, or any of the waters connecting 
any of the said lakes, commit or be guilty of any of the acts, neglects, or omis- 
sions, respectively, mentioned in chapter3 of Title LXX of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished with the same 
punishments in the said title and chapter, respectively, affixed to the same of- 
fenses therein mentioned, respectively. 

Sec. 2. That the circuit and district courts of the United States, respectively, 
are hereby vested with the same jurisdiction in respect of the offenses men 
tioned in the first section of this act that they by law have and possessin respect 
of the oftenses ip said chapter and title in the firstsection of this act mentioned, 
and said courts, respectively, are also for the purposes of this act vested with all 
and the same jurisdiction they, respectively, have by force of Title XIII, chap- 
ter 3, and Title XIII, chapter 7, of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. FRANK. I demand a second. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. [ask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to a second bein 
ordered? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like to hear the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has the floor and 
controls the time in the affirmative. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ifthe gentleman from Michigan will state briefly 
the points on which he relies in favor of the passage of the bill that 
| will be satisfactory. 
| Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Senate report is very brief, but a 
full report was made upon this bill by the gentleman from Lllinois [ Mr. 
| ADAMS] at the last session of Congress. The object of the bill is to ex- 
tend the provisions of the United States laws in regard to crimes com- 

mitted upon shipboard to vessels navigating the lakes. This legislation 

has been demanded very generally from one end of the lakes to the 
other, and there is no doubt that the general good demands its passage. 

During the last Congress the House passed a bill almost identical with 

the bill now before us, but it failed in the Senate. At this session of 

Congress the Senate has passed it. 


The question is on the suspension of the rules and 
s considered as 


> 
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The difficulty is that on vessels navigating the lakes crowds of peo- 
ple get aboard, take the law into their own hands, and commit all sorts 
of crime, for which there is no practical remedy; and it can be readily 
imagined that in a voyage of a thousand miles, from Buffalo to Duluth, 
sometimes in foreign waters, sometimes in waters of one State and 
sometimes in waters of another, the voyage being made without stop- 
page anywhere, as an ocean voyage would be made on a steam-ship, 
questions of a practical nature would arise in dealing with crimes 
which would be very difficult to solve. It is very difficult, for instance, 
to state whether the ship is in Canadian water or American water. It 
is difficult also to tell whether it is in the waters of one State or of 
another State. 

These are practical questions, and they have resulted in many an 
act of lawlessness going unpunished and unchecked until a year or two 
ago it culminated in the seizure, so to speak, of a large steamer by a 
gang of disorderly people who terrorized everybody and committed 
brutal assaults, and no court was found competent to punish the of- 
fenders. As to the jurisdiction to do this I think there is no doubt; 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the Ball case, arising from Michi- 
gan, covered the entire ground, and places the jurisdiction of naviga- 
ble waters under the commerce power. That the lakes are navigable 
waters and within the meaning of our general law I need not stop to 
argue here ina House which has passed river and harbor bills, and 
which, by its light-house system and its life-saving system, has recog- 
nized that those waters are navigable waters of the United States. 

Mr. FRANK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Allow me to finish this statement. The rule that 
was laid down by the United States court is that waters which farnish 
in part, or in its entirety, the means of transportation between dif- 
ferent States, or between this country and foreign nations, are nav- 
igable waters of the United States. They also held that the old English 
rule in regard to navigable waters, that the question is determined 
by their being tide-waters, is refuted or abrogated in this country by 
reason of the fact that in England the navigation does not extend, 
as a usual thing, above the action of the tide, whereas in this country 
it extends not only below, but above the action of the tide, and is also 
found in rivers which have no tide at all, 

Mr. FRANK. That is a settled doctrine. 

Mr, CHIPMAN, Now, what does the gentleman desire toask me? 

Mr. FRANK. I want to ask the gentleman whether this bill has 
received consideration in the House Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes, sir; it has been reported by the committee 
unanimously. It was reported in the last Congress and in this Con- 
gress also. 

Mr. FRANK. DoTI understand that this lodges jurisdiction in the 
Federal courts of Michigan in relation to all crimes committed in those 
waters? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No; the bill lodges the jurisdiction in all the Fed- 
eral courts on the lakes, It is justas if the vessels were navigating the 
ocean; whatever place they land at the Federal court there has juris- 
diction. For instance, supposea murder were committed in Salem Har- 
bor, inthe State of Massachusetts, under our laws it could be punished 
by the Federal court there, and the same rule is applied in these cases 
on the lakes. 

Mr, FRANK. Suppose a murder committed on a vessel upon Lake 
Huron, what court would have jurisdiction? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The Federal court at the point where the vessel 
landed would have jurisdiction. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does this apply to all criminal cases ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No, sir; it applies to the offenses specified in the 
chapter of the Revised Statutes which is set forth in the bill. It ap- 
plies to the cases mentioned in chapter 3, Title LXX. It does not apply 
to all offenses, but it applies to all which go to the safety of the pas- 
sengers and the good order of the ship, to all the offenses that are em- 
braced in that statute. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BREWER. After the full explanation given by my colleague 
[Mr. CutpMAN], I apprehend that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
FRANK] will withdraw his call for a second. We who live on the 
border know the importance of this proposed legislation. We know 
that offenses have been committed on boats navigating the lakes when 
no court has been able to punish the guilty because of the confusion 
about jurisdiction. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Michigan state whether there bas been really found any practical de- 
nial of justice under the present system ? 

Mr. BREWER. Yes, sir; there has been. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not true that the ordi- 
nary State courts having jurisdiction along the borders of the lakes 
have been found ample for the administration of the criminal law in 
that region ? 

Mr. BREWER. No, sir; that has not been thecase. Asstated very 
fully by my colleague [Mr.CurrpMAN], offenses may sometimes be 
committed just over the Canadian line, in Canadian waters, but on 
board of American vessels, and it may happen that ten or fifteen min- 
utes later the vessel will be in American waters, and, altogether, the 
jurisdiction has been doubtful in many cases, and in some instances it 


bas been almost impossible to bring the parties to punishment be- 
cause of the uncertainty of jurisdiction in either the State or the Fed- 
eral courts. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, as it appears that this legislation is im- 
peratively demanded, and as the House Committee on the Judiciary 
have fully considered it and have made a unanimous report, I withdraw 
the demand for a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the rule be sus- 
pended and the bill passed ? [After a pause.] The ayes have it, and, 
in the judgment of the Chair, two-thirds having voted in the affirma- 
tive, the rules are suspended and the bil! is passed. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF SIOUX CITY AND PAC TFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rule and pass 
the bill which I send to the desk, being the bill (H. R. 10954) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to settle the indebtedness to the 
Government of the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is bereby authorized, 
by and with the consent of the President of the United States, to negotiate 
with the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company for a settlement of its in- 
debtedness to the United States, and to make such settlement thereofas shal! 
be, in the judgment of said Secretary of the Treasury, with the approval of the 
President of the United States, for the best interests of the Government of the 
United States, and upon the receipt of such sum as apay Cuee be agreed upon be- 
tween said railroad company and said Secretary of the Treasury, by and with 
theconsent and approval of the President, to execute to said company an ac- 
quittance in full of its obligations to the Government of the United States, aris- 
ing out of the advance by the said Government tothe said company of bonds to 
aid in the construction of its railroad: Provided, however, That nothing herein 
contained shall be constrved so asto affect any right that the United States now 
has, or may hereafter have, to recover against the said company, its officers, 
employés, or agents by reason of any act unlawfully done in connection with 
the original construction of said railroad. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, 1 demand a second. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent that a second be consid - 
ered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are twenty minutes for debate 
upon each side. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from |’enn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] to control the time ins upport of the bill, and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] in opposition thereto. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad 
Company are owners of a railroad extending from Sioux City in Iowa, 
to Fremont in Nebraska, a distance of 1014 miles, and also of a branch 
which extends from a point known as California Junction to Missouri 
Valley Junction, a distance of less than 6 miles, at which pointit con- 
nects with the Chicago and Northwestern Railway. This Sioux City 
and Pacific Railroad is one of the roads constructed by Government 
aid, and the indebtedness to the Government, principal and interest, 
up to November 1, 1887, is about three and a half million dollars. 
Preceding the Government lien is a first lien of some $1,628,000. 

The Pacific Railroad Commission who reported to President Cleveland 
during the last Congress found that while the net earnings of this com- 
pany were sufficient, if continued in future as they have been in the 
past, to justify a composition agreement between the Government and 
the company extending over a period of years, yet this railroad being 
owned by the Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company, in whose 
power it is to render the road valuable or valueless, the probabilities are 
that the Government will never receive anything unless it be by way of 
voluntary settlement. The commission therefore recommended that in- 
stead of providing for a composition extending over a period of years, 
the settlement between the Government and the company should be 
left to a board to be appointed by Congress for the purpose of conclud- 
ing such asettlement. It was in the line of this suggestion of the com- 
mittee that this bill was introduced and was reported by the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads. 

Instead, however, of referring the matter to a board for adjustment, 
the committee thought it better to leave the question to the proper 
financial officer of the Government, the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
to authorize him to make such settlement as in his judgment would 
best subserve the interests of the Government, provided that the set- 
tlement should have the approval of the President of the United States. 

As in the case of all the Pacific Railroads, there are certain legal ques- 
tionsiivolved in connection with this ma tter, arising out of the ods 
pursued by the parties who originally | ailt the road. It may be that 
the Government at some future time wiil have a right of action to re- 
cover against the original constructors fo: moneys illegally appropriated 
by them, and it may not; it is a question. But to cover that p of 
the matter, there is inserted in the bil) a proviso that any settlement 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury and the President shall be upon 
condition that such right as the United States may legally have to re- 
cover, if any exist, shall be preserved. 

I have no interestatall in this matter, and do not care to submit any- 
thing more than this simple statement, reserving the rest of my time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE and Mr. VAND£VER addressed the Chair. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAyson). The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLL], who controls the time in support of the 
motion, has reserved the remainder of his time; perhaps the gentleman 
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from California [Mr. VANDEVER] may be able to make some arrange- 
ment with him. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I am not in favor of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] to control the time in opposition to the 
motion. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, it is well for the House, before | 


voting upon the passage of this bill, to recall some facts connected with 
the history of this corporation. This is one of the railroads that were 
incorporated under the acts of 1862 and 1864. In the act of 1862 cer- 
tain grants of land and certain aids by theloan of bonds of the United 
States Government were made to a corporation or to two or more cor- 
porations that should build a railroad from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific Ocean. In the act originally passed there was, in addition to 
the land grant, a provision that the Government should lend to the 
railroad company $16,000 for each mile of road constructed, and should 
take as security for the payment of the money thus advanced a first 
lien upon all property of the railroad company. 

In 1864 Congress changed that law, first by increasing the extent ot 
the land grant, and, second, by providing that this railroad company, 
or these railroad companies, might put upon their franchise and their 
roads a first mortgage equal in amount tothe money lent them by the 
Government. Thus this company was permitted to execute a lien 
prior to that of the Government—a mortgage of $16,000 per mile upon 
every mile of the 101 miles of road constructed—and the Government 
took a second lien. 

Now, the history of this corporation shows that the fands thus sup- 
plied were squandered or stolen; that a ‘‘ pool’’ was made up to build 
the road, and while getting from the Government $16,000 per mile ih 
bonds payable in thirty years, and putting a first mortgage on the 
property of the road, they were enabled to build the road for a little 
over the $16,000 per mile, enough to include, perhaps, the land grant. 

Now, we have no information here as to whether the men who prof- 
ited by that scoundrelly proceeding, which disgraced the record ot 
railroad building in this country, are still interested in the road. It 
is claimed to belong to the Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Com- 
pany. But the debt to the United States Government does not become 


due until four years hence. The first of the bonds which will mature | 


still lack at least four years of maturity. Why this haste at this time 
to place in the hands of any individual the right to compromise or set- 
tle or adjust this debt? In fact, this bill gives the right virtually, 
you might say, to forgive the debt, because it is not required that any 
account shall be made to Congress or any one else. 

It is proposed, then, in this bill not to do what the railroad com- 
mission has recommended, not to appoint a committee or a commission 
to investigate this matter, but to make a settlement and to place in the 
hands of one man—the Secretary of the Treasury, subject to the ap- 
proval of the President—the right to settle this indebtedness. And 
then comes in the innocent proviso. It has been claimed by those 
most conversant with the affairs of this railroad company that the men 
who were guilty of the manipulations by which the corporation was 


robbed of hundreds of thousands of dollars in the construction of the | 


road are amenable in a civil suit to any creditor of the corporation— 
either the innocent bondholders, if there be any such, or the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

But here is a proposition not to prosecute those men. It isclaimed, 
I say, that they are liable both to civil and criminal proceedings; and 
this proposition is to relieve them of the danger of either kind of pros- 
ecution. And then it is declared that the passage of this bill ‘‘ shall 
not be construed to affect any right which the United States now has 
or may hereafter have to recover against said company, its officers, em- 
ployés, or agents, by reason of any act unlawfully done in connection 
with the original construction of said road.’’ 

Why, sir, after settling with this corporation, what right would the 
Government have to prosecute? It might, of course, embody in the 
settlement such a right; but it would be questionable whether, after 
having compromised the indebtedness, the Government would not be 
precluded from prosecuting any suit against the original wrongdoers. 

Bear in mind the fact that not a single dollar of this indebtedness 
becomes due until four years have elapsed. It is proposed by this re- 
port that you shall discount the indebtedness due four years hence at 
3 per cent, interest compounded. If it were not a matter of intricate 
computation I think I could show that the figures in this report are 
very largely in favor of that corporation. Understand me, I recognize 
the fact that we can not expect to recover from this road at the ma- 
turity of the indebtedness the debt due to the Government; understand 
that I recognize it as possible we may never recover all that is due to 
the Government. 

But we have some security other than the simple second lien that 
we have on the road. We have this kind of security—the Govern- 
ment holds in iis hands the authority to determine whether this road 
shall renew its first-mortgage boadsor not. If they wish to renew the 
first mortage they must come to the Government and obtain its con- 
sent. It was put there by consent of the Government and can not be 
renewed without consent of the Government; and in any judment that 
may be had at any time the debt is due, the circumstances of the com- 
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pany will have had the four years additional in which to improve, and the 
chances of a better settlement than the one made now are surely to be 
considered as possible. 

Mr. FRANK. Let meask the gent]leman—— 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman yield to me for a question, for 





| information only ? 

| Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask this question for information: Is this 
first mortgage more than equal or less than equal to the present value 
of the road? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘This first mortgage is reported by tl mm 
sion as being more than the road is worth. 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes, to the extent of about $ 10 a mile 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend think that is a reasonab!l 
sion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I donot think itis accurate, regarding the road 
as an interest-paying investment. It now pays 6 per cent. on the first 
mortgage semi-annually. That has all been paid. Now, if the mort 
gage is renewed by permission of the Government, through a commi 

cion appointed to investigate, with the authorities of the road, and r 

| port to the Congress, and have that adopted under a readjustment ot 
| the whole matter, it is possible the Government might get more by ex- 
tending the debt than by the present system 

Mr. CANNON. But suppose the first mortgage is foreclosed, do 1 

| understand the gentleman to admit that the road would sell for $5,000 
a mile less than the amount of the indebtedness ? 

|} Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the claim, but I am not t 
concede it. 

| Mr. FRANK. The question I wanted to ask th ntleman { 

| Ohio has been partly answered in his resp >to the gentleman fi 


Illinois. 

Mr. DORSEY. Will the gentleman from Ohio per: 
ment? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. No; I can not yield for that. The gentlema 
must get time from the friends of the bill. 

Mr. FRANK. If the value of the road does not ex 


-d the $1,600, 
000 of the firs 


| t-mortgage lien, and there was a foreclosure under the 
first mortgage, the Government would have nothing to fall back upon. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is true; it would have nothing to fall 
back upon; but I claim that a road that pays 6 per cent. on such an in 
debtedness semi-annually is worth more than the amount of the origi 
nal mortgage. It is a good investment at that rate. 

Mr. DORSEY. Does not the gentleman know that the Chicagoand 
Northwestern road has a line running nearly parallel with this o1 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I admit that. 

Mr. DORSEY. Running out from Sioux City ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Let meinterrupt the gentleman to ask this questior 
Does the gentleman speak advisedly when he states that the earning 
of the road are sufficient to pay interest at 6 per cent. on the first mort 
gage ? 

| Mr. OUTHWAITE. I dospeak advisedly. That is a fact 
Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remainin 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The g 
i his time remaining. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


ntleman has eight minutes of 


Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will not pass the 
bill; and I feel quite confident that it would not do so if there was 
time for proper debate and the matter was fully considered by the 
House. It is not so much the amount involved in this particular mea 
ure asthe amount involved in the Jarge debt growing ont of the Union 
Pacific system of railroads. The House, of course, understands that 
this is one of the body of corporations which, in 1862 and 1864, ob 
tained grants of land and subsidy bonds from the Government under 
the name of the Union Pacific Railroad system. The Sioux City and 
Pacific, the Western Pacific, and the central branch of the Union Pa 
cific are the small corporations. The larger are the Union Pacific, the 
| 
| 


Central Pacific, and the Kansas Pacific; the subsidy bonds issued by 
the United States for the benefit of these corporations are, altogether, 
$64,623,512, and now amounting to the sum due to the Government 
from these various corporations of over $114,000,000, as the United 
States has paid the interest on these bonds from the beginning and the 
repayments amount to a mere bagatelle. 

In addition to this the Government granted to these corporations 
28,000,000 acres of land. Iadmit that the grant of land to this par- 
ticular corporation was not very large, being about 60,000 acres; and 
the amcunt of the bonds it received was $1,628,320. 

Now, as far as I am informed, notwithstanding the fact that this 
corporation is in default on the interest due the United States on these 
bonds to the extent of more than $1. 800,000, yet they have kept down 
their other indebtedness, and paid the interest on their bonds which 
have a prior lien to those of the United States, I understand. They 
have paid regularly on their own bonds of the same amount as the 
United States bonds the interest at 6 per cent. So gentlemen will 
understand here isa deliberate discrimination against the United States 
Government, which furnished the credit on which the railroad was 
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built, and a manifest purpose to force the Government to give the cor- 
poration its own terms, allowing the interest to be in default on those 
United States bonds to the amount of over $1,800,000—the exact sum 
is $1,887,660—making a total bonds and interest paid by the United 
States of $3,515,980.69 due to the Government. And now this bill 
proposes that the Secretary of the Treasury shall compromise thisdebt 
as he pleases with the approval of the President. 

Now, sir, it is said that this railroad has become a part of that great 
railroad system known as the Chicago and Northwestern Railway. Iam 
satisfied that if a foreclosure is had when that debt becomes due in a 
few years on the first mortgage, their inside mortgage, the Government 
will realize more than it will by a compromise. But itis better that 
the whole debt should be lost than that such an extraordinary bill as 
this should pass the House. Andwhy? Because, whatever might be 


said of this particular corporation, these other corporations are able to- 


pay, and will pay if Congress acts with reasonable firmness, and if you 
pass this bill it will be the opening measure, which will in all human 
probability be followed by bills equally successful relieving all the 
Union Pacific railroads from the payment of their portion of $114,000, - 
000, all soon to become due. I think the country will note the course 
of this legislation. 

The attempt ot this corporation to defraud the Government does not 
justify Congress in passing this bill for its relief. 

The public example of a deliberate scheme of a subsidized corpora- 
tion to defraud the Government of the subsidy given will exert a bene- 
ficial influence on our legislation. This corporation has outstanding 
securities behind ours; at least all the others have. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman from Indiana state what those se- 
curities are ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able tostate at this time. The last time 
I made an examination into the subject, some years ago, all of these 
corporations had securities, greater or less, behind the United States lien, 
paying a fair rate of interest, and the bonds generally above par—bonds 
behind ours, 

Now, I hope the House wil! not take this step. It is but a prelude 
to the great measure. If you allow the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make an adjustment of this matter, which seems but a mere bagatelle, 
you give away the whole case. If you intend to secure justice to the 
peopieof the United States against this pet system of corporations which 
had so dishonored your munificent gifts, you should not begin conces- 
sions at this time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [ Mr, CRAIN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OvutH- 
WAITE] has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I reserve that time. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the question before the House is not one 
that affects the morality of those who were connected with the origi- 
nal Pacific Railroad Company enterprises. It is merely a business 
question, and it is summed up in this proposition: What is it best for 
the Government to do in order to get from the railroad company which 
is the subject of the bill under consideration the best possible settle- 
ment of its indebtedness? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ovutn- 
WAITE]} claims that this bill should not pass, because some of those 
gentlemen who were connected with it or with kindred enterprises have 
been charged, whether properly or not I am not prepared to say, with 
diverting the earnings of the road from their legitimate channels. 

The President of the United States, in accordance with an act of Con- 
gress, appointed acoramission for the purpose of investigating this Pacific 
Railroad enterprise in allits bearings, taking into consideration all the 
roads that were involved, and a majority of that commission reported 
in favor of just such a measure as is reported by the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads to this House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What commission was that? 

Mr. CRAIN. The Pattison commission. I will read from their report 
for the intormation of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] who 
is opposing this bill. In speaking of the Sioux City and Pacific Rail- 
road the majority of the commission said: 

The company, however, is owned and controlled by the Chicago and North- 
western Railway Company. Its earnings are largely dependent on the rela- 

“tions existing between these two companies. The Chicago and Northwestern 
has its own connections with Sioux City, and with Fremont, and could divert a 
very ae portion of the traffic which is now done by the Sioux City and Pacifie 
Railroad Company. 

The road itself is of but slight importance and does not form part of any com- 
plete system of railroads, . 

For the purpose, therefore, of making further provision for reaching an ad- 
justment and making a final disposition of the indebtedness of this com y to 
the United States, the commission has suggested, as in the case of the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company, that the matter be referred toa board to be appointed 
by Congress for the purpose of concluding such adjustment. A bill relating 
to the Sionx City and Pacific Railroad Company isalso herewith reported, 

Now, the only difference, Mr. Speaker, made by the majority of the 
railway commission appointed by President Cleveland lies in this, 
that the commission recommended the appointment of a board, whereas 
the bill provides that the Secretary of the Treasury alone shall be au- 
thorized to make settlement with this railway company. I submit to 
the House that it would be far preferable to have the of the 
Treasury make this adjustment than to leave it in the hands of a board 


SEPTEMBER 1, 





appointed by the President. TheSecretary of the Treasury is familiar, 
by reason of his official position, with the relations that exist between 
these companies and the Government. He has at his command a co 

of clerks; he has experts; he has men who are familiar with the details 
of the official and fiscal relations that have existed ever since the pas- 
sage of the original act whereby these railroad companies were incor- 
porated and authorized to construct their lines. 

It is far better to have one man make the settlement on the part of 
the United States Government, fortified as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is, than it would be to have any number of men collected from dif- 
ferent parts of the country, not familiar, perhaps, with the details of 
legislation and with the details of the fiscal relations that have existed 
for so many years between the Government represented by the Treasury 
Department aud these railroad companies. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL, I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think this is a matter of 
sentiment or a matter of original rights or of original wrongs, but I 
think it is a practical question that should address itself to the con- 
sciences and to the judgment of this House at this time. Those who 
have investigated the condition of this road and its business will recall 
the fact that the first-mortgage bonds upon this road are equal to $16,217 
upon each mile of the road. Those who have investigated itand those 
who are familiar with the local conditions know that this indebtedness 
more than equals the value ot the railroad. And my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. OurHWAITE] will confess, undoubtedly, that if that mortgage 
should be foreclosed the road could not and would not under any cir- 
cumstances sell for enough to satisfy the indebtedness of the first lien 
upon it, The lien of the Government is subject to this, and, as a prac- 
tical question, we should look at the situation as it is and should de- 
termine whether it is best to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, 
with the approval of the President of the United States, to compromise 
this indebtedess and get something from this company for the Goy- 
ernment. 

Now, the bill preserves the right of the Government to proceed under 
the law against any wrongdoer who had any participation or connec- 
tion with this company in this affair. Hence no one is discharged or 
relieved by the provisions of this bill, and if the Government has any 
right as against such parties that right is preserved by the provisions 
ot this bill. As I said before, it only authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as a financial officer of the Government of the United States, 
with the approval of the President, to settle this indebtedness, and it 
is not to be presumed by any gentleman upon this floor that those rep- 
resentatives of the Government will not care judiciously and faith- 
fully for the interests of the people and for the interests of the Govern- 
ment. 

If they can not get from that company a compromise and settlement 
that will be fair, then undoubtedly no compromise will be made. Those 
who have investigated it, the officers of the Pacific commission and oth- 
ers, have recognized the propriety of a compromise and asettlement of 
this claim; realizing, as Isuggested before, that in the event that there 
shall be a foreclosure proceeding, the Government of the United States 
can realize nothing. As I am told, there are but 37 milesof this road, 
that portion which extends from California Junction to Fremont, that 
constitutes a part of the main line of the Chicago and Northwestern 
road, and is particularly valuable. All east of the Missouri River, ex- 
tending from the California Junction to the other side, is but local 
and comparatively valueless, and would not, in my judgment, sell for 
$5,000 a mile in a foreclosure proceeding. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wanted to answer the question of my friend from 
Indiana. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I have found out by inquiries I have made. 

Mr. DALZELL. I trust the gentleman from Ohio will now oceupy 
his time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has two and a half min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I had three minutesremaining. I only 
yielded five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But by the persistency of the gentle- 
man from Indiana he occupied that half minute. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope I shall not be charged with that time. 
I yielded five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, and I hope that 
I shall have three minutes allowed me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, let us review what the object of 
this bill is. It places in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury the 
extraordinary, unusual, and large power of settling an indebtedness to 
the Government of over $4,000,000 without requesting the Secretary 
of the Treasury to report ah ay deed to any one else. He is thus 
to settle an indebtedness nota dollar of which will be due for four 
years. The ‘‘ or of the Treasury is authorized to set- 
tle an indebtedness which is not to become due for four years, and heis 
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to settle it as he sees fit, without any power being reserved to review 
that settlement or reject it. If it were conceded that some compromise 
must be effected, is this the best way to do so when such a large sum 
is involved ? 

The Pacific Railway Commission recommended that a board be ap- 
pointed by Congress to make a settlement with the officers of this com- 
pany. I insist that the board should report that settlement to Con- 
gress, with the reasons for that settlement, and then that Congress 
should pass upon it. Is this House to-day going to put into the hands 
of the Secretary of the Treasury the enormous power to say whether 
the Government shall receive 10 cents on the dollar or less than that 
upon so great an indebtedness, which will not be due until four years 
from now ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Or to extend the debt for a hundred years. 

Mr..OUTHWAITE. Or some proposition of that kind. Therefore, 
this bill is one to which I object. It is not in conformity with the 
report of the commission either. It is not a proposition that should 
be, under such circumstances, itseems to me, considered by this House 
atall. I understand and admit that the debt is probably one which 
can never all be collected. It is certainly clear to any one who has 
investigated the subject it never can be collected atits maturity. Some 
adjustment and some concession may be necessary. But is the House 
going to relieve itself of its great responsibility in this matter and put 
in the hands of one officer of the Government all this responsibility 
and all this authority ? 

I do not apprehend that this bill will get atwo-thirds vote to-day. 

Mr. DALZELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. ; 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, my interest in this bill, like the inter- 
est of a great many other gentlemen in this House, is the interest in 
the extension of railroad facilities throughout the Northwest. I have 
no other interest and none of us have any other interest except that. 
A certain portion of this road—a comparatively small portion of it— 
can be made useful as a link in the Northwestern system. In order 
that the Chicago and Northwestern Railway may use it this question 
of liability to the Government must be promptly determined. I im- 

ine that the Northwestern Railroad cares less how it is decided than 
that it shall be promptly decided one way or the other. The North- 
western Railroad can build, as I understand it, a parallel to a compar- 
atively few miles of this system. If this is done there will be little or 
nothing left to the Government as security. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Will they do that? 

Mr. ADAMS. Undoubtedly they will. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will you allow me to ask youif you knowhow far 
apart these parallels are? Are they not on opposite sides of the Mis- 
souri River? 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam not talking of the north or south part ot the 
road, but of the small line of 30 miles which runs east and west across 
the Missouri. ' 

Mr. HAUGEN. How far apart are these lines? 

Mr. ADAMS. There is but a small portion of it which would be of 
use to the Northwestern road. It isthe east and west portion, as I un- 
derstand the matter. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Now I will ask you if it is not the fact that dur- 
ing the last financial year that company paid interest on the first bonds, 
interest on the United States bonds, and 7 per cent. interest on its pre- 
ferred stock ? 

Mr. ADAMS. It is not true, according to my information. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is so reported in Poor’s Manual of this year. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think it may be they appeared to pay interest on 
these first-mortgage bonds. The coupons were taken up to prevent fore- 
closure; so that the first-mortgage indebtedness is not diminished by a 
dollar, and the road is not paying even its running expenses and the 
interest on its first-mortgage bonds. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is reported as paying over $11,000 in dividends. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will save time by saying to the gentleman that if 
that be true the fact will be made to appear to the Government official 
before whom the examination provided for in this bill is to be made. 
When the statement comes to be determined I think it will be found 
that it is not true, and that the road is hardly paying the interest, and 
the rails and the ties are deteriorating all the time, and the value of 
the road as a security is diminishing from year to year. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If that is true, then there is less urgency for this 
settlement. 

Mr. ADAMS. There is an urgency for the settlement because there 
ean be no doubt that the road is insolvent. Now, if Congress chooses 
to throw the road away and allow the foreclosure under the first mort- 
gage, which is now imminent, the Northwestern road will simply take 
another line of policy and the Government will get nothing. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] wants to wait four 
Sa the first-mortgage bonds are not due until four years 

; But during that time there will be no improvement in the 
situation so tar as the Government lien is concerned. The north and 
south part of the road is not worth enough to justify putting it in re- 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think that is very remarkable, since there 
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was twice as much money spent upon the road as it would take to build 
it now. 


Mr. ADAMS. I do not think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE] in discussing the present policy and the present duty of the 
Government ought to go into the question of the frauds connected with 
the original building of those roads. I will admit everything he de- 
sires to say in regard to the character of those transactions, and I would 
reserve to the Government every remedy against the parties guilty of 
the frauds, but here is the road and the only present question for our 
consideration here is as to the value of it as security for the debt. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the rules be 
suspended and the bill passed ? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 45, noes 64, 

So the House refused to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 


PONTON BRIDGE AT LEXINGTON, MO. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company 
to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River, 
and to legalize a bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri, and I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be lawful for the Lexington Ponton Bridge 
Company, a corporation having authority from the State of Missouri, its suc 
cessors and assigns, to build, construct,and maintain a ponton wagon and foot 
bride across the Missouri River at some convenient point in or near the corpo 
rate limits of the city of Lexington, in La Fayette County, in said State, and 
extending to the county of Ray, opposite thereto. 

Sec, 2. That said bridge shall be constructed with one suitable ponton draw 
of not less than 500 feet in width, located over the main channel of said river, 
which said draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal to allow the 
passage of boats: Provided, That said bridge shall not interefere with the place 
for landing of steam-boats at Lexington. 

Sec, 3. That said bridge shall be built and located under and subject to such 
regulations for the security of the navigation of said river as the Secretary of 
War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the said company or corporation 
shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, a de- 
sign and drawings of the bridge, and a map of the location, giving, for the space 
of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the proposed location, the topography a the 
banks of the river, the shore lines at high and low water, the direction and 
strength of the currentsat all stages, and the soundings accurately showing the 
bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish 
such other information as may be required fora full and satisfactory under 
standing of the subject; and until the said plan and location of the bridge are 
approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built 
and should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress 
of construction such changes shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary 
ofthe War. 

Sec. 4. The said company or corporation shall maintain, at itsown expense, 


Under the rule the bill should be 


from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light- 
House Board shall prescribe. 
Sec. 5, That the right is reserved in Congress to amend, alter, or repeal this 


act at any time, without any cost or damage to the said United States. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pended and the bill passed ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand a second, but I am willing that it shall 
be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Withoutobjection, a second will be con- 
sidered as ordered, and the gentleman from Missouri [|Mr. TARSNEY] 
will be recognized to control the time in support of the bill and the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StruBLE] to control the time in opposition 
to it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman moving 
this bill whether it is not the inauguration of a new policy. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Not at all. There is already a ponton bridge 
across the Missouri River at Leavenworth, Kans. One was authorized 
a few days ago at St. Charles, Mo. This bridge at Lexington has been 
constructed and in operation for some time, and there jis also a ponton 
bridge at Pierre, 8S. Dak. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But is not this the first time that Congress has 
been asked to legalize any of these structures ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. No. Only about ten days ago Congress passed a 
bill authorizing a ponton bridge across the river at St. Charles, Mo. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Has that become a law ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I think it is now pending in the Senate, though it 
may have been first-passed by the Senate. ‘This bill has been drawn 
in the office of the Secretary of War and meets the approval of the War 
Department in all particulars. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I have no desire to occupy further time, Mr. 
Speaker. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that a verbal amendment is necessary in the bill 
where the Secretary of War is described as the ‘‘ Secretary of the War.’’ 
The word ‘‘the’’ ought to be struck out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire toask my colleague one or two questions. 
From a hasty reading of this bill, I take it to be the bill as it passed 
the Senate. If so, it does not legalize the structure now spanning the 
river at Lexington, but provides for the construction of a bridge under 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 
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Mr. TARSNEY. It legalizes the present structure, provided the 
plans upon which that structure is built meet the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War when submitted to him. If the plans do not meet the 
approval of the Department, then the bill does not legalize the existing 
structure, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
suspended and the bill passed ? 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, 
the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 

AGREEMENT WITH SAC AND FOX INDIANS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H. R. 11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac 
and Fox Nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians, of Okla- 
homa Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying out the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians 
and the Iowa tribe of Indians, of Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropri- 
ations for carrying out the same. 


Whereas David H, Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G, Sayre, duly ap- 

inted commissioners on the part of the United States, did on the 12th day of 
Jens, 1890, conclude an agreement with the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians, oc- 
cupying a reservation in the Territory of Oklahoma, formerly a part of the In- 
dian Territory, which said agreementisin words and figures as follows, to wit : 

“Articies of agreement madeand entered into at the seat of government of the 
Sac and Fox Nation in the Indian Territory on the 12th day of June, 1890, by and 
between David H, Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, commis- 
sioncrs on the part of the United States, appointed for the purpose, and the Sac 
and Fox Nation, witnesseth: 

“Arricie lL. Thesaid the Sacand Fox Nation hereby cedes, conveys, transfers, 
surrenders,and forever relinquishes to the United States of America ali their title, 
claim, or interest, of every kind or character, in and to the following-described 
tract of land or country, in the Indian Territory, to wit: Beginning at a point on 
the left bank of the North Fork of the Canadian River, where the west bound- 
ary line of the Creek reservation crosses the same ; thence north with sald west 
boundary line to the right bank of the Cimarron River; thence up the said Ci- 
marron River along the right bank thereof toa ae on said right bank of said 
river where the section line between sections 19 and 20 of township 18 north, 
of range 4 east of the Indian meridian strikes the same; thence south on the 
section line between sections 19 and 20, 29 and 30, 31 and 32 of said township 18, 
and between sections 5 and 6,7 and 8,17 and 18, 19 and 20, 29 and 30,31 and 32 of 
townships 17, 16, 15, 14 north, and between sections 5 and 6, 7 and 8, and sections 
17 and 15 of township 13 north, all in range 4 east of the Indian meridian, tothe 
southeast corner of section 18 in said township 13; thence west on the section 
line between sections 18 and 19 to the range line between ranges 3 and 4 east of 
said Indian meridian; thence south on oaid range line to a point on the left bank 
of the North Fork of the Canadian River, where the said range line strikes the 
said river; thence down the said North Fork of the Canadian River, along the left 
bank thereof, to the place of beginning. 

“Algo the tract of land situated in township 10 north, of range 4 east of said 
Indian meridian, north of the North Fork of the Canadian River (not within 
the lioits of the tract of country above discribed), and bounded as follows: 

“ Beginning at the point on the left bank of the North Fork of the Canadian 
River where the range line between the ranges 3 and 4 east strikes the said river; 
thence up said river along the left bank thereof to a point on said left bank where 
the said range line again intersects said river; thence south on said range line 
to a point on the left bank of said river where said range line again intersects 
said river; thence down said river along the left bank thereof to theplace ofbe- 
ginning—and all other land or country in Indian Territory in which said Sac 
and Fox Nation has or claims any title, claim, or interest. 

*' Provided, however, The quarter-section of land on which is now located the Sac 
and Fox agency shall not pass tothe United States by this cession, conveyance 
transfer, surrender, and relinquishment, but shall remain the property of sa 
Sac and Fox Nation, to the full extent that it is now the property of said nation— 
subject only to the rights of the United States therein, by reason of suid agency 
being located thereon, and subject to the rights, legal and equitable, of those 
persons that are now legally located thereon. And itis agreed thatthe national 
council of the said Sac and Fox Nation shall have the right at any time, su 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Luaterior for the time being, to sell and 
convey said quarter-section of land, or any part thereof, saving in such convey- 
ance the rights of the United States and of persons legally located thereon, for 
the benefit of said Sac and Fox Nation, but shall not be subject to be taken by 
any citizen of the Sacand Fox Nation in allotment, nor eubject to homestead 
entry under any law of the United States. And the section of land now 
designated and set apart near the Sac and Fox ageney for a school and farm 
shall not be subject either to allotment to an Indian or to homestead entry 
under the laws of the United States, but shall remain as it now is and kept for 
achool and farming purposes, so long as said Sac and Fox Nation shall so use 
the same: Provided, however, That at the time allotments are being taken, as 
hereinafter provided for, the national couneil of said Sac and Fox Nation may 
release from the operation of this part of the agreement one or more quarters 
of said school section of land, and such part or parts so released shall thereb 
become subject to allotment hereunder, or to homestead entry. And for eomk 

uarterof said school section so released the said national council shall have the 
right to select anywhere in said reservation another quarter-section of land 
except in section 16 and section 36, of any Congressional township—to be held 
as said school section is provided herein to be held—so long as said Sac and Fox 
Nation shall use the same for school purposes or for farming purposes in con- 
nection with this said schoo), 

“Arr. II. In consideration of the cession, conveyance, transfer, surrender, and 
relinquishment by said Sac and Fox Nation of all their title, claim, and interest 
of every kind and character in and to the lands described in the arti- 
cle, the United States of America hereby agrees with said Sac and Fox Nation 
that each and every citizen thereof over the age of eighteen shall have 
the right to select for himself one-fourth of a section of land in one ,ina 
square form, to conform in boundaries to the 1 surveys, anywhere in the 
tract of country hereinbefore ‘escribed, except in sections 16 and 36 in each 
Congressional township and said one quarter-section of land where said agency 
is located and said school section or other lands seleeted in lieu thereof. 
a ane ome 3 apres “ie ow be dead, the mother ee the 

ght to select for each of his or her children, under eighteen age, one 
_eeseeten of eae. in one body, in a square form, ouier tne same re- 
strictions only as above provided for citizens over the of eighteen rs. 
If there shall be a child under eighteen years of age, end basing caliber inthe 
sor mother, then the agent for the time being at said Sac and Fox shall 
select for such child the same amount of land, under the same and 
lim as are above provided for other children. 

“Ant, LI. It is further agreed that when the allotments to the citizens of the 
Sac and Fox Nation are made, the Secretary of .he Interior shall cause patents 
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to issue therefor in the name of the allottees, which patent shall be of the 
legal effect and declare that 80 acres of land to be designated and described by 
the allottee, his or her t as above provided, at the time the allotment is 
being made, shall be held in trust by the United States of America, for the period 
of twenty-five years, for the sole use and benefit of the allottee, or his or her 
heirs, according to the laws of the State or Territory where the land is located; 
and that the other 80 acres shall be so held in trust by the United States of 
America for the period of five years, or if the President of the United States wil! 
consent, for fifteen years for like use and benefit; and that at the expiration of 
said periods ee the United States will convey the same by patent to 
said allottee, or his or her heirs as aforesaid, in fee, discharged of said trust and 
free from all incumbrances: Provided, That in no case shall a patent in fee be 
issued to a person who is an orphan at time allotment is made and unmarried, 
until he orshe shal! have arrived at the age of twenty-one years or shal! marry. 
In order that the question of age of any han allottee as aforesaid shall not 
be subject to future inquiry, it is that the age of each orphan allottee 
under the age of twenty-one years shall be fixed and ascertained by the person 
making the allotment and reported by him to the Department of the Interior, 
and such report of the age of any allottee shall be held and deemed conclusive 
in earrying out this gpeemnest. 

“Art. IV. As afurther and only additional consideration forthe cessfon, con- 
veyance, transfer, surrender, and relinquish ment of ali title, claim, and interest 
in and to the tract of land described in Article I hereof, the United States agrees 
to pay the Sacand Fox Nation the sum of $485,000: Provided, The entire number 
of allotments hereunder sliall not exceed five hundred and twenty-eight, and 
should the allotments exceed in number five hundred and twenty-eight, then 
there shall be deducted from said sum of $485,000 the sum of $200 for each allot- 
ment in excess of said number, ‘ 

“Said sum of $485,000shall be paid as follows: Three hundred thousand dollars 
thereof shall be retained in the Treasury of the United States, to the credit of 
the said Sac and Fox Nation, and bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per an- 
aan which interest shall become due and payable on the Ist day of March in 
each year. 

‘*Five thousand dollars thereof shall be paid to the United States Indian agent 
at the Sac and Fox agency, to be paid out and expended by him under the di- 
rection and authority of the national council of the Sac and Fox Nation. 

“The residue of said sum of $485,000 shall be paid out in currency to the citi- 
zens of the said Sac and Fox Nation, per capita, at the Sae and Fox ney in 
the Indian , within three months after the ratification of this agree- 
ment by Congress, as follows: Each person over the age of twenty-one years 
shall receive and receipt for his or her share thereof; each person that is mar- 
ried shall receive and receipt for his or her share thereof whether twenty-one 
years of age or not. : 

‘The United States Indian agent at the Sac and Fox agency shall retain and 
pay out the share thereof belonging to any insane or imbecile citizen of said 
nation for his or her sole use and efit, either for necessary support or for the 
improvement of his or her land. 

“The share thereof be to o children under twenty-one years of 
ageand unmarried shall be re ed in the Treasury of the United States until 
he or she shal! marry or become twenty-one years of age, when he or she shall 
be entitled to receive and receipt for the same at said Sac and Fox agency, free 
of charge; or if the national council shall at any time deem any orphan child 
capable of taking proper care of his or her money, said council may make an 
order to that effect, upon which order being made the United States Indian 
agent at said Sac and Fox agency shall make requisition for such person’s 
money, which, at the ensuing annuity payment, shall be paid to such person. 
It is the purpose and intention and agreement that no part of this fund shall 
ever pass under the control of any guardian appointed by or acting under any 
State or Territorial authority. ie 

“Itis further that no part of said sum of $485,000 shall be applied in pay- 
ment of any claim preferred against said Sac and Fox Nation alleged to have 
accrued prior to the ratification of this agreement. 

“ Arr. V. It isfurtheragreed thatthe Department of the Interior shall, as soon 
as practicable, after the ratification of this agreement by the Congress of the 
United States, send to said Sac and Fox agency a competent corps of allotting 
agents and necessary assistants to make, survey, designate, and describe the 
allotments herein provided for, who ve a notice in writing to the prin- 
cipal chief of the Sac and Fox Nation that t are and paney tagee- 
ceed in m: such allotments, and said Sacs and Foxes shall then have four 
months from the time of giving such notice to complete the taking of their allot- 
ments, and if, at the end of such period of four months, it shall ascertained 
that any of the citizens of said nation have failed or refused to take their said 
allotments,then the United States Indian agent, for the time being, at said Sac 
and Fox agency shall make selections for such which shall have the 
same effect as if such persons had made such ions for themselves. It is 
further agreed that as soon as such allotments are so made and approved by the 
Department of the Interior, and the visional patents hereinbefore provided 
for are issued, then the residue of said tract of country shall, as far as said Sac 
and Fox Nation is concerned, become public lands of the United States, and, 
under such restrictions as may be imposed by law, be subject to white settlement. 

“Arr, VL. It is further agreed that whenever any citizen of said Sac and Fox 
Nation shall have made and owns valuable improvements on any Jands in said 
reservation, he or she shall have the ce over any other citizen of said 
nation to take his or her allotments so as to embrace improvements, pro- 
vided they shall be limited as hereinbefore provided as to boundaries and area. 

“Apr. VIL. It is further ee beneficiaries of this ent shall be 
limited to those persons w! names are now on the roll as and Foxes at 
the said Sac and Fox agency ; and those that may be born to them, and entitled 
by the laws and customs of said Sac and Fox Nation to go u said roll before 
said allotments are made; and those that may be adopted into said ration ac- 
cording to law by the national council, before said allotments are made. 

“Arr. VIIL is shall be in force and have effect from ani after its 
ratification by the council of the Sacand Fox Nation and the Congress 
of the United States. 

“In witness whereof the said David H. en Sane M. Wilson, and Warren 
G. Sayre, commissioners on the of the U States, have hereunto set their 
hands the day and year afo’ d, and the principal chief and the first assistant 
principal chief of the said Sac and Fox Nation have hereunto set their hands and 
the seal of said nation the day and year aforesaid. 


“And the secretary of said and Fox Nation now attests the same. 
“DAVID H. JEROME, 
“Tsmar.] “ALFRED M. WILSON, 
“WARREN G. SAYRE, 
‘* Commissioners for United States. 
“MAH-KO-SAH-TO ., his x mark, 
“MOSES KEOKUK, his x mark, 
“ Firet Assistant Principal Chief. 
“Attest: 
“ Wattrr BaTTIc#, 
“ Secretary of Sacand Fox Nation.” 
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on the Iowa reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma, formerly a part of the 

Indian Territory, which said agreement is in words and figures as follows, to 

wit: 

“Articles of agreement made and entered into on the 20th day of May,A.D. 1890, 
at the lowa Village, in what is known as the Iowa reservation, in the Indian 
Territory, by David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson,and Warren G. Sayre, com- 
missioners on the part of the United States, appointed for the purpose, and 
the Iowa tribe of Indians residing on said reservation. 

“AnTIcLe I, 

“The said Iowa tribe of Indians, residing and having their homes thereo 
upon the condition hereinafter expressed, do hereby surrender and relinquish 
to the United States all their right, title, claim, and interest in and to and over 
the following-described tract of country in the Indian Territory, namely: 

“Perinning at the point where the Deep Fork of the Canadian River inter- 
sects the west boundary of the Sacand Fox reservation; thence north along 
said west boundary to the south bank of the Cimarron River; thence up said 
Cimarron River to the Indian meridian; thence south along said Indian merid- 
ian to the Deep Fork of the Canadian River; thence down said Deep Fork to 
the place of beginning, set apart for the permanent use and occupation of the 
Iowa and such other Indiansas the Secretary of the Interior may see fit to 
locate thereon by executive order made and dated the 15th day of A\ 
D. 1888. 


igust, a. 


“ARTICLE II. 


‘*Fach and every member ofsaid Iowa tribe of Indians shall be entitled to se- 
lect and locate upon said reservation or tract of country 80 acres of land which 
shall be allotted to such Indian in severalty. No other restriction as to local- 
ity shall be placed upon such selections than that they shall be so located as to 
conform to the Congressional survey or subdivision of said tract of country, 
and any Indian having improvements may have the preference over any other 
Indiazn in and to the tract of land containing such improvements, so far as they 
are within a legal subdivision not exceeding in area the quantity of land that 
he is entitled to select and locate. 

“Each member of said tribe of Indians over the age of eighteen years shall 
select his or her land, and the father or, if he be dead, the mother shall select 
the land herein provided for, for each of his or her children who may be under 
the ave of eighteen years, and if both father and mother of a child under eight- 
een years of age shall be dead, then the nearest of kin, over eighteen years of 
age and an Iowa Indian, shall select or locate his or her land—or if such person 
shall be without kindred as aforesaid, then the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
or some one by him authcrized, shall sclect and locate the land ofsuch child. 


“ARTICLE III, 


“That the allotments provided for in this act shall be made at the cost of the 
United States by special agents appointed by the President for such purpose, 
under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may from 
time to time prescribe, and within sixty days after such special agent or agents 
shall appear upon said reservation and give notice to the acting and recognized 
chief of said lowa tribe of Indians that he is ready to make such allotments; 
and if any one entitled to an allotment hereunder shall fail to make his or her se- 
lection within said period of sixty days, then such special agent shall proceed 
at once to make such selection for such person or persons, which shall have the 
same effect asif made by the person soentitled; and when all of said allotments 
are made and approved, then the residue of said reservation, except as herein- 
after stated, shall, as far as said Iowa Indians are concerned, become public 
land of the United States. 


“ARTICLE IV. 


“Upon the approval of the allotments provided for herein by the Secretary of 
the Interior, he shall cause patents to issue therefor in the name of the allottees, 
which patents shail be of the legal effectand declare that the United States does 
and will hold the land thus allotted for the period of twenty-five years in trust 
for the sole use and benefit of the Indian to Whom such allotment shall have 
been made, or in case of his or her decease, of his or her heirs or devisees ac- 
cording to the laws of the State or Territory where such land is located, and 
that at the expiration of said period the United States will convey the same by 
patent to said Indian or his heirs or devisees as aforesaid in fee, discharged of 
said trust and free of all incumbrance whatsoever. 

“And if any conveyance shall be made of the lands set apart and allotted, as 
herein provided, or any contract made touching the same, before the expira- 
tion of the time above mentioned, such conveyance or contract shall be abso- 
lutely null and void. 

“And during said period of twenty-five years said lands so allotted and the 
improvements thereon shal! not be subject to taxation for any purpose by any 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


cieremnnd coeur een CCC ae 


9503 





and the father, or, if he be d 


under the age of eighteen years, sha é : } i 
and when both father and moth su \ son t ne perso 
Iowalr with whom su I i re i 
for such person’s shares; other t 
said lows Indians for the us« 
\ 

I ex} un 
sl tany ur a a 
tribe of Ind aga 
any manuer alfect any inter t 


reservation of land out 
any manner affect any 


tribe or its members by 





“William Tohee, the chiefof the lowas, is ir L 
1 wife, Maggie Tohee, an Iowa woman tI W 1 W ‘ ! 
William is not only helpless but requires a rece 








tion of Maggie, so that neither can give attention to matt : 
or devote their time or energy to procuri : livir Cherefore, it is mutua 
agreed in addition to the provisions hereinbet made for the Ilowas, including 
said William and Maggie, that the United States wil! pay out to or for the us 
said William, under the direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, tl 
sum of $350. Because of the relation between the said William and Maggie and 
the care that he requires of her, and that she bestows upon him, itis agreed 
that the patents to them creating the trust in the United States for them fort! 
period of twenty-five years, shall further recite and provide that in the event 
the death of either said William or Maggie d I i of venty 
years, then the possession and use of the lands allotted to both shall be th 
survivor and patents for the land allotted to both shall issue to the sur 
discharged of the said trust at the expiration of the said twenty-five ye ! 
vided said parties shall be living together as man and » until the death 
either 
“ARTICLE X 

This agreement shall be In force from and after its approval by the ¢ 
of the United States. 

In witness whereof, we have hereu ) t ir hands ands 


year first above written. 
DAVID H. JEROMI 
A. M. WILSON, 
WARREN G, SAYRI 
Com , » the part of the t ’ 

** Jefferson White Cloud, his x mark; Kirwan Murray, Victor Dupes 
Eliza Heelboite, Eva White, William Tohee, chief, his x mark 
Maggie Tohee, her x mark; Charles Tohee, Emma Tohee, David 
Tohee, Garrie Squirrel, Susan Squirre!, her x mark; Abrockani« 
his x mark; Mary White Cloud, herx mark; Nellie Green, her » 
mark; Albert Ely, his x mark; Julia | 





y, her x mar N 
attawmy,her xmark; Moses, hisx mark; Lucinda R. Mos 
x mark; Willie Dole ; Tom Dorian, his x mark; Catharin D ‘ 
her x mark; Mary Squirrel, her x mar! Widow ‘I e, he 
mark ; Mary Tohee, her x mark; Ellen White Cloud ‘ 
Mary Murray, her x mark; Kis-tom-ie, he ‘ LB 
x mark; Theresa Big Ear, her x mark; Julia Washingt ! 
mark; Anna Rubedeau, her x mark; Josie Dol er 
“SUPPLEMENTAL ARTICLI 
“ ARTICLE XI. 
‘It is now further agreed by the commission, on the part of t nit ‘ 
at the special instance and request of Chief Tohee, that if the I as at t 
piration of said term of twenty-five years, during which the United tes 
hold the allotments in trust for them, s iall represent to the President t t 
desire said trust continued, then the President may, in 
said period during which said lands are so held in trust f y period not ex 
ceeding five years. 
ARTICLE XII 
It is further agreed that when said allotments are }b sade, the chief « 
the lowas may select an additional 10 acres in a square form for t! ise of said 
tribe in said reservation, conforming in boundaries to the legal subdivisions of 
| land therein, which shall be held by said tribe in m but when a d i 


State or Territory or any municipal subdivision thereof nor subject to be seized | 


upon any execution or other mesne or final process issued out of any court of 
any State or Territory, and shall never be subject to be seized or sold upon any 
execution or other mesne or final process issued out ot any court of any State 
or Territory upon any judgment rendered upon any debt or liability incurred, 
the consideration of which, immediate or remote, passed prior to the expiration 
ot said period of twenty-five years. And the law of descent and partition in 
force in the State or Territory where such lands are situated shall apply thereto. 


“ARTICLE V. 


“There shall be excepted from the operation of this agreementa tract of land, 
not exceeding 10 acres, in a square form, including the church.and school-house 
and grave-yard ator near the Iowa Village, and 10 acres of land shall belong to 
said Lowa tribe of Indians in common so long as they shall use the same for re- 
ligious, educational, and burial purposes for theirsaid tribe; but whenever they 
shall cease to use the same for such purposes for their tribe, said tract of land 
shall belong to the United States. 


“ ARTICLE VI. 

“ When all the allotments are made as aforesaid, the United States, under the 
direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, will expend for said Iowa 
tribe of Indians described herein as beneficiaries of this agreement for improv- 
ing their said land, for building houses, providing for said Indians breeding ani- 
mals, agricultural implements and seeds, the sum of $24,000: Provided, That said 
sum shall be paid out as nearly equally per capita as may be, the father, or, if 
he be dead, the mother, to act for their children under the age of eighteen 
years ; and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his own discretion, to act for 
orphan children under the age of eighteen years. 


“Articite VII. 


“As a further and only additional consideration for such surrender and relin- 
quishment of title, claim, right, and interest, as aforesaid, the United States 
will pay tosaid Iowa Indians, the beneficiaries of this agreement, per capita, 
$3,600 per annum, payable semi-annually, for the first five years afterthis agree- 
ment shall take effect; $3,000 per annum, payable semi-annually, for the second 
five yearsafter thisagreement shall take effect; $2,400 perannum, payable semi- 
annually, for the third five years after this agreement shall take effect; $1,800 
per annum, payable semi-annually, for the fourth five yearsafterthis agreement 
shall take effect, and $1,200 per annum, payable semi-annually, for the fifth five 
years after the agreement shall take effect. In all such payments each person 
over the age of eighteen years shall receive and receipt for his or her share, 


o af 
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by said tribe shall become the property of the United States 
DAVID H. JEROMI 
‘A. M. WILSON, 
WARREN G. SAYRI 
‘¢ im a 
‘I, Kirwan Murray, do hereby certify that I am the official interpeter chos« 
by the lowa tribe of Indians; that lam a member of said tribe; that I inter 
preted to said Indians the nature and terms and words of the contract to which 
this is appended, made and entered into by and between David H. Jerome, A! 
fred M. Wilson and Warren G. Sayre, commissioners on the part of the United 
States, and the lowa Indians, residing on their reservation, in the Indian Ter 


ritory, at the lowa Village, on the 20th day of May, A. D. 1890, that said contrac 
was by me fully explained to said Indians and they made to understand t 
same before it was signed by them; and I further certify that I was personally 


present when each and every person’s name wassigned thereto, and witnessed 
the same, and that those whose signatures appear to said contract appended th 


tame thereto understandingly, and where signed by marks or otherwise I at 
test the same. 

“Given under my hand at the lowa Village this May 28, 1890 

KIRWAN MURRAY. 
Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates 
America in Congress assembled, That said agreements be, and the same are here- 
by. accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of making the allotments provided for in the said 


agreement, including the pay and expenses of the necessary special agents, not 
exceeding three in number, hereby authorized to be appointed by the President 
for the purpose, and the necessary resurveys, there be, and hereby is, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Szc. 3. That for the purpose of making the compensation provided for in said 
agreement the sum of $435,000 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, out « 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, of which the sum of 
$300,000 shall be retained in the Treasury of the United States, to the credit of 
the said Sacand Fox Nation, and bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per 
annum, which shall become due and payable on the Ist day of March in each 
year, and the remainder shall be disbursed or applied as provided in said agr 
ment. 

Sxc. 4. That for the purpose of making the allotments provided for in said 
agreement with the Iowa tribe of Indians, including the pay and expenses of 
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special agents appointed by the President for the purpose, and the necessary sur- 
veys, there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any ——- in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary. 

Sro. 5. That for the purpose of carrying out the terms and provisions of Ar- 
ticles VI, VII, and LX of said agreement with the Iowa tribe of Indians, there 


be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the rae sums, to wil: 
For this amount, to be expended under the direction of the Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs, for said Jowa tribe of Indians as provided in Article VI of said 
agreement, $24,000. 

For the payment of the first five annual installments, first series, payable 
semi-annually as provided in Article VIT, $3,600, 

Yor this amount, to enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to carry out 
the provision of Article LX, for the benefit of William Tohee, chief of the lowas, 
0, 

Sec. 6. That for the purpose of determining the descent of land to the heirsof 
any deceased Indian, underthe provisions of Article IV of said agreement with 
the lowa tribe of Indians, or snder any law or treaty authorizing the issuance 
of a patent to an Indian or his heirs, according to the laws of the State or Ter- 
ritory where such land is located, whenever a man and woman, either of 
whom is in whole or in part of Indian blood, shall have cohabited together as 
husband and wife according to the custom and manner of Indian life, the issue 
of such cohabitation shall be, for the purpose aforesaid, taken and deemed to 
be the legitimate issue of persons so living together, and every child of Indian 
blood, in whole or in part, otherwise illegitimate shall for auch purpose be taken 
and deemed to be the legitimate issue of the father of such child. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Kansas to suspend the rules and pass this bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I demand a second. 

Mr. PERKINS. 1 ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PERKINS] is recognized to control the time for twenty minutes in sup- 
port of the bill, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] to 
control the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker-—— 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Per- 
KINS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I demanded a second, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair unders that a second 
was demanded by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CONNELL, Before the gentleman p I would like to 
makean inquiry. 1 did not distinctly hear the reading of the bill; and 
{ would like to know whether it affects in any way therights of parties 
who claim to be members of the tribe of Indians known as the Sac and 
Fox tribe? : 

Mr. PERKINS. It applies only to land of the Sac and Fox Indians 
in the Indian Territory, not in Nebraska. 

Mr. CONNELL. It in no way prejudices the rights of the Murphy 
claimants ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Noi atall. 

Mr, Speaker, I wish to say that the treaties referred to in this bill 
were recently negotiated with the Sac and Fox Indians and with the 
lowa Indians in the Indian Territory. The commission is composed 
of three reputable and distinguished gentlemen, representing both 
of the great political organizations. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, Mr. Speaker, we desire to hear what 
the gentleman has to say. We do not even know what the bill is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr, PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill pro to ratify agree- 
ments recently made with the Sac and Fox Indians and the Iowa In- 
dians in Oklahoma Territory, so as to open to settlement the lands 
which these Indians do not need, and to allot the balance to them in- 
dividually, The treaties were negotiated by the gentlemen known as 
the Cherokee Commission, comprising reputable and honorable gentle- 
men representing both of the great political organizations, so that there 
is nothing political in this proposed legislation. The bill was 
in the Indian Office; it has the indorsement of the Secretary of the In- 
terior; and it has been sent to Congress by the President of the United 
States with his approval. 

These lands are situated in Oklahoma Territory. Under the provis- 
ions of the bill creating that Territory, where additional Indian lands 
are opened to settlement, the settlers are required to pay to the Govern- 
ment what the Government is obliged to pay to the Indians for the ex- 
tinguishment of the Indian title. In this case the Sac and Fox In- 
dians are to receive $1.23 an acre for their lands, and the Iowa Indians 
38 cents an acre for theirs, The truth is that the Iowa Indians have 
no title to the lands they occupy; those Indians were settled there by 
an executive order and were permitted to occupy the lands, but they 
never paid anything for them nor gave anything in exchange for them. 

Hence, they are content with this treaty. They consent to take 80 
acres of land apiece on the reservation which has been set apart to them, 
and permit the balance of the land to be opened to settlement, they re- 
ceiving payment at the rate I have suggested. Thereare only ty- 
eight of the Iowa Indians living on that reservation. There are 228,- 
418 acres of that reservation, and the bill will open to settlement 
221,528 acres. This land is a part of that purchased more than a year 
ago of the Creek Indians, and hence, as I have settlers who 
obtain these lands under the provisions of the homestead law will be 
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compelled to pay to the Government what the Government pays to 
the Indians in extinguishment of the Indian title. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. As I understand, the bill which the 
gentleman from Kansas desires to have passed is made up of two bills. 

Mr. PERKINS. Two bills. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. We areunable to get acopy of the bill 
as proposed to be passed. Why does the gentleman blend the two 
bills? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because of the importance of the immediate pas- 
sage of a measure of this kind; that is all. 

I have here a letter and a telegram from the governor of Oklahoma 
and a letter from the Secretary of the Interior urging the importance 
of speedy action upon this subject. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 1 donot understand how the gentle- 
man moves to suspend the rules and pass both bills. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have moved to pass one bill. 
bills together and offer them as one bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. As I understood the reading, there 
is some arrangement made about the government of these Indians. 

Mr. PERKINS. The bill authorizes the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to the Indians. Under the provisions of the bill the Sac and 
Fox Indians are to get 160 acres each, because they own their reser- 
vation and have paid for it ; they are to receive $1.23 per acre from the 
Government for the amount of land which we obtain under the biil. 
The Iowa Indians will receive 80 acres per capita and will be paid 38 
cents an acre by the Government for the residue of their land. This 
arrangement has been accepted by the Indians and indorsed by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
President. The Indians, in fact, sent a delegation here urging us to 
act promptly on these treaties so that they might get the benefits re- 
sulting to them thereunder ; and the governor of Oklahoma has been 
specially urgent—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What Indians have sent a delegation here? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Indians who reside upon the Jands—the Sac 
and Fox Indians who reside upon their reservation. 

Let me say that this legislation will very much relieve the unfortu- 
nate condition existing in Oklahoma at the present time. As is well 
known, when Oklahoma was opened to settlement persons went in 
there in great numbers, more than could get desirable locations, The 
result is that hundreds of thousands of contests have been precipitated 
there, and an unfortunate state of affairs has resulted. The throwing 
open tosettlement of these lands lying immediately east of the settled 
portion of Oklahoma will do much to relieve the unfortunate condition 
of affairs now existing. It will give the settlers who desire to do so 
an opportunity to g0 upon the lands opened under the provisions of this 
bill and to take them under the homestead law, upon the additional 
condition, however, that they pay the Government all that it pays to 
the Indians for the land. 

I think there can be no objection to any provision in the bill. It has 
received, as I have sumeeainl: the sanction of all the parties interested, 
so far as I know; and it comes here with the approval of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, the Secretary of the Interior and the President. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire whether the gentleman 
does not think it desirable, in reference to negotiations yet to be had 
with other Indians, that these treaties be speedily confirmed and appro- 
priations made to carry them into effect? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think prompt action on this bill would operate 
in that way. This commission, as my friend from Texas [Mr. Cur- 
BERSON ] knows is still at work negotiating with other tribes of Indians, 
and if these treaties are approved promptly, as suggested by my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. StrvuBLE], it will assist very materially the labors of 
the commission with other Indians. The Sac and Fox Indians sent 
their chief and other members of the tribe here to urge upon us the im- 
portance of early action on this treaty. 

Without detaining the House further at present I will reserve the 
residue of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I heard some provision 
of this bill read to which the gentleman from Kansas has not referred 
in his ; and inasmuch as we can not get a copy of the bill any- 
where, I desire the Clerk to read it in my own time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman from Texas will yield 
to me five minutes of his time. 

Mr. PERKINS. What portion of the bill does the gentleman re- 


fer to? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I want that ion read especially, 
that refers to other matters than the disposal of the land. As I under- 
stood the reading of the bill here, there are some provisions in it in re- 
gard to criminal jurisdiction over these people. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not at all; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas. Let the bill be read again. 

Mr. CANNON. I call the attention of the gentleman from Texas to 


the fact that the first ee eee eee om Gye Ii 
rage 10 he will find the Hl. 


I have put two 


the Clerk will turn to 
The Clerk ied to read the bill. 
Mr. HO . When that bill was first read there was a descrip- 


tion of lands or a part of lands—— 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that that was in the early partof the bill The gentleman from Texas 
has requested that certain portions of the bill beread. The bill is now 
being read in his time. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. What court is to decide on the ques- 
tion of law raised by the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. It will be under the laws of the Territory of Okla- 
homa. For the present the lawsof Nebraska would apply, they being 
extended over Oklahoma by the act of Congress of last winter. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I yield the balance of the time to the 
gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. KERR]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has fifteen minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill embraces some provis- 
ions in which I think I am interested, unless I am very much mistaken. 
I understand this chief, Keokuk, claims to be the owner, and entitled 
to all of the money arising from the sale of these lands, There are 
three hundred and ninety-eight members of the Sac and Fox tribe of 
Indians who reside in my district in Iowa, They claim to be entitled to 
their proportion of the money arising from the sale of these lands, and 
I have recently been written to in regard to it. I understand the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to hold as his opinion that they are entitled to 
their share of the lands. 

On the other hand, the President of the United States holds differ- 
ently. I am also advised that the Indian Department hold that the 
Iowa Indians are entitled to their share of the lands, but, as I have 
said, the President holds differently, and the matter ought to be thor- 
oughly investigated. It ought not to be passed in this way, a bill in- 
volving as this does an appropriation of about $485,000. [ have not 
had time to investigate it thoroughly, because I did not know the mat- 
ter was to be brought up now, but I think the bill ought to be sub- 
jected to more careful consideration, and not undertake to pass it in 
this hurried way. 

I had no notice whatever that the bill was to be brought up to-day. 
I have been looking after it somewhat, and [ called the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to the fact, but have not called the attention of the 
committee of this House. But I think, unless I am very much mis- 
taken, and the gentleman from Kansas can inform me if I am wis- 
taken, that this treaty or arrangement in which it appears the Sac and 
Fox Indians are concerned entirely divests the Iowa tribe of all inter- 
est in what they claim of lands in the Indian Territory, and does it 
without their being permitted to be heard at all. Is that correct ? 

Mr. PERKINS. 1 will say in answer to the gentleman from Iowa 
that this agreement which is proposed by this bill to be ratified does 
give to the Sac and Fox Indians in the Indian Territory—the Sac and 
Fox Indians residing on thereservatipn, the Indians who bave occupied 
the lands—the funds realized from thesaleof the lands. And the Pres- 
ident thinks that is right, and the Secretary of the Intexior, after con- 
sidering the matter, after the President wrote his letter, prepared this 
bill himself and sent it to Congress for passage. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And yet the Secretary of the Interior has 
written thiscommittee giving his opinion positively, after investigation, 
that the Sac and Fox Indians of Iowa are entitled to their share, and 
he is confirmed in that opinion by the Indian Commissioner. 

Now, I say such a matter, where the opinion of the Indian Commis- 
sioner is that they are entitled to their share of the lands, and where 
the Secretary of the Interior gives as his judgment, after investiga- 


tion, that they are so entitled to the lands, is certainly a matter of 


enough consequence to entitle it to consideration in this House, and to 
have time enough given to it to present all of the facts and reasons in 
favor of allowing these Indians their share. But seeing that, in so 
far as this agreement is concerned, it divests all of these 298 Indians 
in Iowa of their share of these lands, I think the attempt to pass it 
under a suspension of the rules ought not to be successful. 

I know it is claimed by the President that the interests reserved to 
these Indians from the lands which they had abandoned in Kansas was 
simply for the improvements they had made, and consequently that 
they did not become entitled to the land, because there was no occu- 
pancy of the land by the Indians of Iowa. But the Indians now in 
fowa did go to Kansas; they remained there and got ashare of the lands. 
There never was any valuable improvement made by the Indians in 
Kansas that entitles them to these valuable lands in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and the interest they get arises from the abandonment of lands, 
and not from improvements; consequently the interest they have is one 
arising out of lands belonging to the whole tribe and not to apart of it. 
Hence the Iowa Indians should be allowed some share arising from the 
sale of the lands. 

How much time, Mr. Speaker, remains ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has nive minntes re- 
mainin 

Mr, PEEL. Will you allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like a minute or two to speak on thissub 


ect. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to vote for this 
bill under a suspension of the rules. And I alsodislike a little bit to 
vote against it. I believe it ought to be considered at leisure in thi 
House. I doubt very much if this treaty ought to be ratified. In com- 
pany with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HonMAN] and other gen 
tlemen I once passed through this reservation. As I recollect it, it is 
in the Ozark Mountains, and there is hut a small portion of it that is 
of any account at all. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my friend that he is entirely mis- 
taken abont that, as I will show him by the report of the 
conducting these investigations 

Mr. CANNON. And that portion of it which is valuable is, I think, 
now occupied in severalty by the Sac and Fox Indians, and will be us- 
der this treaty if it be ratified. The most of the land, as I understand it 
after the best inquiry I could make, is barren land in the Ozarks, with 
a little scrubby timber on it, without any subsoil under it. I do not 
know but you ought to give the Sac and Fox Indians six or seven hun- 
dred thousand dollars, but I think you had better do it outright if 
you are going to do it, because I believe when you undertake to put 
it upon the basis of a consideration it is a mistake. I am willing to 
suspend the rules to consider this, but I am not willing to vote to 
ratify these two treaties and pass these two bills with twenty min- 
utes’ discussion on a side. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Speaker, I havethetwo bills in my hand, House 
bills 11683 and 11682, which two bills seem to be combined, as I un- 
derstand, in the pending motion. I donot find, in the hasty examina- 
tion that I have made, any provision in regard to the disposing of these 
lands to settlers which are to be acquired by the treaty. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is covered in the bill creating the Territory 
of Oklahoma 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it is not referred to here. 

Mr. PERKINS. These lands are included, and the janguage of the 
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bill creating the Territory of Oklahoma expressly provides for such a 
treaty as this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the general Oklahoma bill contemplates this 
legislation, and if the matter is covered bv the provisions of that bill, 


of course that is satisfactory. 

Mr. PERKINS, That matter is covered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So that such settlers shall pay $1.25 an acre? 

Mr. PERKINS. Shall pay whatever the Indians get for the land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that is about $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. PERKINS. They are to take it under the homestead law, and 
the commuting feature of the homestead law is repealed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This provision which reserves 80 acres from sali 
out of each quarter-section, to be held in trust by the Government fo: 
twenty-five years, is a very wise provision, but then it is provided that 
the other 80 acres shall only be held for five years unless the time be 
extended by the President for fifteen years. 

Now, the truth is that this is land adapted to pasturage, and through 
pasturage, by one means and another, these Indians have lived. Now, 
Keokuk himself, the son of the noted chief of forty years ago, is a very 
intelligent Indian, one of the most intelligent that you will find in the 
whole indian Territory, and one of the most accomplished. He dresses 
like a white man, but at the same time he can not speak a word of the 
English language, and heisabout the only one connected with their tribe 
who is not still a blanket Indian. The gentleman from Illinois | M1 
CANNON] will perhaps remember, and my friend from Arkansas | Mr. 
PEEL] will remember, that the chiefs of the Indians present when we 
had a conference with them were still in their rude and primitive state 
of Indian life. Now, to confer upon these persons the right to sell thei 
lands in five years is simply to expose them to absolute robbery, I think 
I should not have any hope that, with white people all around then 
a single acre of that 80 acres would be held for a year longer than the 


five years prescribed. Keokuk is a Baptist preacher, isa well-informed 
intelligent man; has a church of his own and preaches to his people, 
and he is competent to manage his own affairs—a progressive, enlight- 
ened man; but not so with the people of that tribe generally. And I 
do not think this bill ought to pass in this hasty way. I was going to 
suggest to my friend from Kansas that [ hoped he would consent that 
the five-year provision he modified, but I see it is embodied in the 
treaty. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is embodied in th treatv and it can not be 
modified. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think the treaty ought to be ratified. I 
think if the gentleman would see these Indians he would think it was 
improper. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the remark of the gentleman does not apply to 


the Sacs and Foxes in Iowa. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, the same remark applies to them. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. My objection to the passage of this bill at this 
time is that we have not time in the few minutes we have to decide 
this matter and to consider the interests of these various portions of the 
tribe. I understand that Keokuk, the chief of the tribe in the Indian 
Territory, has been here urging the passage of this bill, 
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Mr. PEEL. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. One of the difficulties of this matter is that 
you have either got te ratify the agreement as it is or reject it as a 
whole. You can not amend it, 


Mr. PEEL. You can ratify the treaty with the Sac and Fox In- 
dians, but that does not prevent the Sacs and Foxes of lowa from com- 
ing in and setting up their claim; and if it be found that they have a 
claim, then this money to the amount of $300,000 remains in the Treas- 
ury under the control of the Government, and they can be paid out of 
that. The Government can recognize them and they can be paid ont 
of the proceeds of this land. 

Mr. STRUBLE. How many years does the money remain in the 
Treasury? q 

Mr, PEEL, It is there until Congress appropriates it. 


Mr. KERR, of lowa. If | were entirelysatisfied about that I would 
not oppose this bill. 

Mr, PEEL. That is my judgment about it. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. All I desire is to save the rights of the In- 
dians in my own district. They claim that they are entitled to their 
share of the proceeds of the lands sold, and they do not want to be 
concluded. I was going te say, Mr. Speaker, that I have only received 
the information, and that I did not know of this contemplated meas- 
ure until after I received an intimation by letter from my district a 
few days ago. I went to the office of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs and he said to me that the officer in charge of the matter said that 
he was satisfied that the claim of the lowa Indians was well founded; 
and I examined and found that the Secretary of the Interior was of the 
same opinion; but finding that there was some disagreement with the 
President I was not thoroughly satisfied respecting this bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to ask my colleague, may not this 
money be kept in the Treasury until a settlement of the question is 
arrived at? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Under the view of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the view of the gentleman from Arkansas, it may pos- 
sibly. With that understanding I shall not oppose the passage of the 
bill; bot I would be glad to have an understanding to that effect, 

Mr. PERKINS. There is nothing in the bill that concludes by ex- 
press terms any of theSac and Fox Indians who reside in Iowa. There 
is nothing in the way of aflirmative legislation that would conclude 
them from asserting any right they may have. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then I understand the gentleman tosay there 
is nothing in the bill that prevents them from insisting upon and es- 
tablishing their claim to an interest in the proceeds of the sale of these 
lands, 

Mr. PERKINS. There is nothing aflirmative. 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has expived. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to occupy a moment’s 
time in answering the gentleman from illinois [Mr. Cannon]. He 
wakes a suggestion that these lands are not desirable for agricultural 
purposes. Now, the commission conducting these negotiations in their 
report say: 


The Sac and Fox reservation contains 498,668 acres of land, and ia said to be 
better land on the whole than the Cherokee Outlet, 


And the Cherokee Outlet is supposed to be the best portion of the 
Indian Territory. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the commission use the expression ‘‘ said 
to be.’’ They would not even say that it was, but say it is ‘‘ said to 
be.’’ 

Now, I undertake to say they did not understand what they were 
talking about. I would not give $50,000 for the whole reservation; 
ner would anybody else who knows anything about the value of land. 

Mr. PERKINS, Nosettler can get a foot of it under the provisions 
of this act except by paying to the Government of the United States 
what the Government has paid these Indians. 

Mr.CANNON, Yes; but the Governmentappropriates nearly $700, - 
000 for a lot of worthless land. It may be that weonght to give these 
Indians $700,000. If so, let us give it to them 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let us have a little piece of trade in it. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘The statement made by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois is controverted by the commission and by gentlemen who are famil- 
iar with the land and know its value; and they say that this land, as 
soon as it is open for settlement, will be occupied by settlers under the 
provisions of the homestead law and the Government reimbursed. The 
$500,000 in payment for this land appropriated for the benefit of the Sac 
and Fox Indians is retained in the Treasury and becomes a trust fund, 
and it isonly the excess that is paid to them per capita; and it is fur- 
ther provided that those who are minors shall not receive their share 
until they attain their majority, So that, in fact, but little is = at 
once under the provisions of this bill, but as the minors become of age 
they receive their per capita share of the money paid in excess of the 
$300,000. For the present it is only theadults who get their per capita 
share of the excess over the $300,000, the money being retained in the 
‘Treasury as a trust fund for the benelit of the entire tribe or nation. 

Again, as suggested by the gentleman from Arkansas, it is eminently 





fairtoall. The Indians are satisfied with it; the Department having 
charge of this werk is satisfied with it; itis recommended by the Presi- 
dent, and there is an exigency, as suggested, that ought to prompt the 
passage of this bill by this House. 

That is my apology, Mr. Speaker, for having brought the matter aip. 
I have no interest in it, but knowing the ecndition there, and receiv- 
ing this telegram and this urgent appeal from the governor of Okla- 
homa and the Secretary, I felt it my duty to present this bill for the 
consideration of this House. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’ | 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro fempore announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 29. 

Mr. PERKINS. Tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Peekins aud Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, were 
appointed. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (during the count). 
that no quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will please report the vote. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. On the statement of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas that this bill does not affect the right of the Indians in my district, 
I will not make the point of order that no quorum is present. 
- The tellers reported—ayes 99, noes 18. 

So the bill was passed, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof. 


HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PEEL. I move to suspend the rules and pass, with the amend- 
ment I send to the desk, the bill (S. 3556) granting to the Hutchinson 
and Southern Railroad Company the right to construct a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory to some point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State of Texas. 

The bill was read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following : 

“ That the Hutchinson and Southern Company, acorporation created 
uader and by virtue of the laws of the State of Kansas, be, and the same is 
hereby, invested and empowered with the rightof locating, constructing, equip- 
pins operating, using, and maintaining a railroad, telegraph, and telephone 

ine from a point on 1e north line of the Indian Territory, south of the city of 
pr in the State of Kansas, into the Indian Territory, to a connection 
with the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railroad at or near Pond Creek, in 
the Indian Territory, and thence to a connection with the Santa Fé Railroad 
at or near the city of Guthrie, or some point north of there, within the distance 
of 20 miles, with the right to construct, use,and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, 
and sidings as said company ma devin it ma _— their interest to constrict al 
and upon the right of wer and nds herein provided for: Provid 

That the company — the right to to ‘adopt the — feasible and practica: 
ble route in following the direction herein befor 

“Sec, 2. That said —aa is authorized to tehoondl use forall purposes of 

vay 100 fect innwidth cae eemrneare: for said line of ihe ate. 
way 100 aw , for ne 
inson and Southern Railroad , and totake and use a stri 
feet in width with the length of in addition to the 
stations for every 10 miles of a ith the right to use such ad slpes 
where there are cuts or fills as ma: be necessary for the co 
maintenance of the read-bed, not ¢: 100 feet on each side of said 


I make the point of order 


of way, or as wae thereof as may be inel insaid cutor fill: 

no part of the lan authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the 

company, and shall not be used except in such manner nad for such pur 
poses only as as eeraph, and tel e construction and convenient operation 

of Pr eaid railroad, h, an: dceleptione lines; and when any purtion thereof 

shall cease to be so such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of In- 


Sec. 3. That before said railroad shail be constructed through any lands held 
by ees —_ ts according to the laws, customs, and uses of any of the 
Indian nations through which it may be constructed, full compensa- 


with any occupant,such compensation shall be determined 
vs rene aoeamgnd of ‘three disinterested referees, to be appointed one (who 


ll act as chairman) by the President, one by the chief of the nation to which 
said occupant and one by the rai company, who, before entering 
upon the of shall take and subscribe before a dis- 
trict judge. clerk of a district court, or United States commissioner an oath that 

Ty and y the duties of their ap 
wh , duly certified, be with their award to and filed with 
of the within Jn. | days from the completion thereof, 
ont 0 Sn SS ae t to act in case o' 


Costs, includ - 
compensation of said referees, be made a part of the award, and be paid 
such railroad company. In case the referees do not oof 
ti m are authorized to make the award. Either be 
the finding of the referees shall have the right, within 

of the award and notice of the same, to by original to the dis- 
trict court held at Muscogee, which court 
Soteretine ee eon 





Pe aa al 








Sare. | 


1890. 





When proceedings shall have been commenced in court the railroad company 
gha!i pay double the amount of the award into court to abide the judgment 
thereof and then have the right to enter upon the property sought to be con- 
demned and proceed with the construction of the railroad. X . 
“Sec, 4. That said railroad shall not charge the inhabitants of said Territory 
@ greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the Stat 
Kansas for services of transportation of the same kind: Provided, That pass 
ger rates on said railroad shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Congress her 
reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers on said rail- 
road and messages on said telegraph and telephone lines until a State govern- 
ment or governments shall exist in said Territory within the limits of whi 
said railroad, or a part thereof, shall be located, and then such State govern- 
ment or governments shall be authorized to fix and regulate the cost of transpor- 
tation of persons and freights within their respective limits by said railroad ; 
but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate at alitimes the cost 
of <uch transportation by said railway or said company whenever such trans- 
portation shall extend from one State into another or shall extend into more 


than one State: Provided, however, That the rate of such transportation of pas- | 


senxers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate above expressed: And p 
vided further, That raid railroad company shall carry the mai! at such prices a 
Congress may by law provide, and until! such rate is fixed by law the Postmaster- 
General may fix the rate of compensation. 

“Sec. 5. That said railroad company shall pay tothe Secretary of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the particular nation or tribes through whose lands said line 
may be located, the sum of $50 per mile for each mile of road constructed and 
maintained in said Indian Territory, in addition to compensation provided for 
in this act for property taken or damages done individual occupants by the con- 
struction of said railroad, said payment to be made in instaliments of $500 as 
each 10 milesof road is graded: Provided, That if the general council of either 
of the nations or tribesthrough whose lands said railroad may be located shall 
witi:in four months after the filing of maps of definite location, as set forth in 
section 6 of this act, dissent from the allowance hereinbefore provided for, and 
sha!!| certify the same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation to be 

id to such dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act sha!! be 

etermined as provided in section 3 for the determination of the compensation 
to be paid to the individual occupants of lands, with the right of appeal to the 
court upon the same terms, conditions, and requirements as therein provided: 
Provided further, That the amount awarded or adjudged to be paid by said rai! 
road company for such dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu of the compen- 
gation the said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive under the foregoing 

rovisions. Said company shall also pay, so long as said Territory is occupied 
- the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior the sum of $15 per annum for 
each mile of railroad it shall construct and operate in said Territory. The 
money paid to the Secretary of the Interior underthe provisions of this act shail 
be apportioned by him in accordance with the laws and treaties now in force 
among the different nations and tribes according to the number of miles of 
railroad that may be constructed and operated by said company through their 
lands: Provided, That Congress shall have the right, so long as said lands are 
occupied and possessed by said nations and tribes, to impose additional taxes 
upon said railroad as it may deem just and proper for their benefit; and any 
State or Territory hereafter formed, through which said railroad shall have 
been established, may exercise the like power as to such part of said railroad 
as lies within its limits. Said railroad company shall have the right to survey 
and locate its railroad immediately after the passage of this act. 

“Sec. 6. That said company shall cause naps showing the route of its located 
line through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of each of the nations or 
tribes through whose lands said railroad may be located, and after the filing of 
said maps no claim for subsequent settlement or improvement upon the right 
of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against said company: Provided, 
That when a man showing any portion of said railroad’s located line is filed 
as herein provided for said company shall commence grading said located line 
within six months thereafter, or such location shall be void; and said location 
shall be appcoven by the Secretary of the Interior in sections of 25 miles before 
construction of any such section shall be begun. , 


“Sec. 7. That the officers, servants, and employés of said company necessary | 


to the construction and management of said road shall be allowed to reside, 
while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions of the 
Indian intercourse laws and such rules and regulations as may be established 
by the Seeretary of the Interior in conformity with said intercourse laws. 
“Sec. 8. That the United States district court for the district of Kansas, and 
such other courts as may be authorized by Congress, shall have, without refer- 
ence to the amount in controversy, jurisdiction over all controversies arising 


between said Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company and the nations, | 
tribes, and individual members of said tribes or nations through whose land or | 


territory said railroad may be constructed. Said court shall have jurisdiction, 
without reference to the amounts in controversy, over all controversies arising 
in said nations or tribes and said railway company, and the civil jurisdiction of 
said courts is hereby extended within the limits of said Indian Territory,without 
distinction as to citizenship of the parties, so far as the same may be necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this act. . 

“Sec. 9. That said railroad company shall build and complete its railway in 
said Territory within eighteen mouths after the passage of thisact, or the rights 
herein granted shall be forfeited as to the portion not built; and it shali not be 
necessary in such a case for a forfeiture to be declared by judicial process or 
legislative enactment; and that said company shall construct and maintain con- 
tinually all road and highway crossings and necessary bridges over said railroad 
wherever such roads and highways do now or may hereafter cross said rail- 
way’s right of way, or may be by the proper authorities laid across the same. 

“Sec. 10. That said Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company shall accept 
this right of way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, its 5 S8OTs 
a that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking 
toward the extinguishing or changing the present tenure of the Indians to their 
lands, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nations any further grant 
of land, or its occupancy, than is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That any 
violation of the conditions mentioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture 
of all rights and privileges of said railroad under this act. 

“Sec. 1l. That all mortgages executed by said railroad company conveying 
any portion of its railroad with its franchises, that may be constructed in said 
Indian peo be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the 
record thereof ll be evidence and notice of their execution, and shall convey 
all rights and p tty of said company as therein expressed. 

Sec, 12, That gress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 


act, and the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or | 


transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion of 


said road, except as to mortgage or other lien that may be given or secured | 


thereon to aid in the construction thereof.” 


Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. PEEL] de- 
sire that a second be considered as ordered ? 

Mr. PEEL. I think we can take a vote on this question without 
much discussion. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I shall not demand a 


| we can have an explanation from the gentleman. 
| The SPEAKER pro tem; Debate in order unless a second 
| be ordered. 
| Mr. PERKINS. I ask unat sent that a second be con 
, | ered as ordered. 
| There being no objection, it was ordered rdingly. 
Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that Senate bill is a bill 
in the ordinary form giving right of way to the H on and Southern 


Railroad through the Indian country to Texa 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Letmeaskt 
tion at this point—the only question I wanted to 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey I 
proposed contains a word which the House in s 
struck ont—the word ‘‘owning.”’ 

Mr. PEEL. Well, I have no objection to striking that word ou 
I do not think it makes anv difference, because the company under this 
billcan only own the right of way; that is all it is proposed to give them. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Arkansas is willing, I und 
stand, that the word shall be omitted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jers Let it be struck out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it understood that the pro; 
of the gentleman from Arkansas is to be modified as suggested by th 
gentleman from New Jersey ? 

Mr. PEEL. Oh, yes; there is no objection to that 

Mr. HOLMAN. How will the bill then read ? 

Mr. PEEL. It will then, I suppose, give simply the right to us 
I do not see that the matter makes a particle of difference. The only 
objection is that the change may confuse the text. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It does not; I have examined 
| the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this company has 82 miles of railway 
in operation from Hutchinson to the southern line of the State of Kan 
sas, and there it is blocked; it can not go a rod farther. It has no 
local business. This bill merely gives the company the right to cross 
the Cherokee Outlet (which is not occupied by Indians) upon the same 
conditions that have been inserted in all similar bills, and to extend 
its road to Guthrie in Oklahoma. I can not see any objection to it 

Mr. BAKER. I understand that the bill has been considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS. It isunanimously reported by that committee 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman from Kansas | Mr. PERKINS] has stated 
all there is in the bill. The Senate bill provides that the road may e 
tend through the entire Indian country to Texas; but the committ: 
were not willing to grant the right of way to that extent, and the pre 
ident of the road is willing to accept the substitute or amendment 
agreed on by the committee. 
|} Mr. CANNON. What does the company pay for the right of way ? 


amename 


eral of these bills ha 


— 





| Mr. PEEL. Fifty dollars a mile and $15 annually afterward, just 
as all the other railroad companiesdo. This bill is in the same form as 
other bills granting right of way. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I want to know whether the 
gentleman from Arkansas consents to modify the bill by striking out 
the word ‘‘ owning.”’ . 

Mr. PEEL. Oh, certainly, if the gentleman insists upon it, though 
I really think the amendment is immaterial 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I insist upon it 

Mr. PEEL. The bill as now presented for passage allows this com 
pany simply to cross the Cherokee Outlet, on which there are now 
Indians residing, and to extend their road to Guthrie, in Oklahoma 





Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the portion of the bill which has been mod 
fied will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows 





Thatthe Hutchinson and Southern Rai 1d Compa & corporatior 
under and by virtue of the Jaws of the State of Kansas +, and the 
hereby, invested and empowered with the right of locat 
ping, operating, using, and maintaining a r pad 


Mr. PEEL. That is sufficient. 
The question being taken on suspending the rules and passing the 
bill, it was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


ADJUDICATION OF INDIAN DEPREDATION « I 
Mr. HERMANN. I move to discharge the Committee of the Who 
on the state of the Union from the consideration of the bill which I send 


to the desk, and pass the same. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8150) to provide for the adjudication and p 1ims a 
j from Indian depredations. 
| Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stat 


America in Congress assembled, That the President is hereby authorized to nom 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint th 
judges, no more than two of whomehall belong tothe same political party, on 
of whom shall be designated as presiding judge, and they shall hold their offices 
until the 3lst day of December, 1894, when the same shall expireand al! the fun 
tions and privileges thereof shall cease. If either of said judges shall not be so 
appointed during the present session of the Senate the President may make 
such appointment during the recess thereof, but the appointee shal! hold no 
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jonger than until the end of the next session thereafter ensuing, during which 
the President shall nominate to the Senate as aforesaid. In like manner any 
vacancy subsequently occurring shall be filled. Each judge so appointed shall 
reccive a salary at the rate of $3,500 perannum. Each of said judges shall, before 
entering upon the duties of his office, take and subscribe the oath required by 
law for judges of the United States courts. 


Sic, 2. That said judges shall constitute a court to be known as the court of 


Indian depredations, and shall have a seal with such device as it shall order, 
and as such court shall possess jurisdiction and authority to inquire into and 
tinaily adjudicate, in the manner provided in this act, all claims of the follow- 
ing classes, namely 

First. All claims for property of citizens of the United States taken or de- 
stroyed by Indians withouc just cause or provocation on the part of the owner 
or agent in charge, and not returned or paid for. 

Second. Allclaims by Indians under the protection of any treaty with the 
United States who, while peacefully residing and being upon any lawful reser- 
vation provided for them, or absent therefrom by authority and peacefully, 
shall have suffered a loss of property through unlawful destraction, or taking 
by white men, or by Indians of another tribe or nation then belonging within 
the United States, and not authorized to be upon the reservation where such 
destruction or taking occurred: Provided, however, That no claim referred to in 
the second subdivision in this section shall be entertained by the court unless 
substantiated tothe satisfaction of the court by the testimony of the agent, or 
other creditable witness not of the Indian race, being persons having a per- 
sonal knowledge of the facts, 

Third. All just offsets and counter-claims to any claim of either of the pre- 
ceding classes which may be before such court for determination, All ques- 
tions of limitations as to time and manner of presenting claims are hereby 
waived, and no claim shall be excluded from the jurisdiction because not here- 
tofore presented to the Secretary of the Interior or other officer or Department 
of the Government: Provided, That no claim accruing prior to January }, 
1847, shall be considered by the court. The said court shall have authority to 
issue subpoenas for witnesses, to be signed by its clerk or one of said judges ; 
to make rules and regulations not inconsistent with law or with the general 
course of procedure in courts of justice ; to govern the methods of procedure and 
practice in and before such court, the appearance of parties, in person or by at- 
torney, and all matters pertaining and needful to the due performance of the 
‘luties of said court, and to admjnister oaths in proceedings in said court, and 
to preserve order and punish for contempt. Such regulations of practice shall 
he prescribed so as to provide for the expeditious, just, and fair disposition of 
such claims as may come before the court, regardless of technicalities and ac- 
cording to the rights of claimants upon the merits. A claimant may appear in 
person or by attorney. Upon the filing of any petitions as herein provided the 
clerk of said court shall send a notice thereof in writing tothe Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, whereupon the Attorney-General shall enter his ap- 
pearance, and thereafter see that the interests of the United States and of the 
Indians are properly defended. For this purpose there shall be appointed by 
the Attorney-General an assistant attorney, who shall be under the direction of 
the Department of Justice, whose salary shal! be $2,500 pr annum, 

sec, 3. That said court shall hold its regular sessions in the city of Washing- 
ton, in the District of Columbia, and the Attorney-General shal! provide for the 
said court, its clerks and employés hereby authorized, suitable rooms, with nec- 
essary furniture, fue), light, books,and stationery. Two judges shall constitute 
«a quorum for the transaction of business, but no judge shall participate in any 
hearing or proceeding in which he has any pecuniary interest, directly or in- 


directly, or in which he is of kinto any claimant. A docketshall be kept of all 


claims, showing the date of presentation, number, name of claimant, subject 
matter, amount of claim, and the adjudication, and said court shall keep a rec- 
ord of its proceedings, Tho said court shall appointa chief clerk and a messen- 
ger, and such assistant clerks, one of whom shall be a skilled stenographer, as 
may be from time to time found necessary, not exceeding three. The chief 
clerk appointed by the court shall receive a salary of $2,000, the messenger a 
salary of $840 per annum, and such additional clerks as may be appointed with 
salaries of $1,200 per annum each, 

See, 4, That upon the organization of said court all papers, ~— evidence, 
reoorda, and proceedings now on file or of record in any of the Departments or 
(he office of the Secretary of the Senate or the office of the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, or certified copies of the same, relating to any claims, au- 
thorized by this act, presented to said court and for which no appropriation has 
been made by Congress, shall be delivered to said court upon its order at the 
request of the Attorney-General, the claimant, or his attorney. All claims shall! 
be presented to the court by petition, setting forth in ordinary and concise lan- 
xuage, without unnecessary repetition,the fact upon which such claims are based, 
the persons,class of persons,tribe or tribes of indians by whom the alleged illegal 
acts were committed, the property lost or destroyed, and the value thereof, and 
any other facts connected with the transactions and material to the proper ad- 
iudication of the casesinvolved, The petition shal! be verified by the affidavit 
of the claimant,bis agent, administrator, orattorney. In considering the meriis 
of claims presented to the court any testimony, affidavits, reports of special 
agents, or other officers and such other papers now oa file in the Departments 
or in Congress relating to any of such claims shall be considered by the court, 
and such weight given thereto as in its judgment isright and proper, regardless 
of the technical rules of evidence in courts of law: Provided, That all claims 
which have heretofore been favorably adjudicated by the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall have priority of consideration by said court, and shall be held to be 
prima facie correct. 

Seo, 5, That the said court shall make genora! rules and regulations for tak- 
ing testimony in causes pending therein; and testimony shall be taken in the 
county where the witness resides when the same can be conveniently done, 
iivery case shall be heard by a quorum, at least, of the court, and such quorum 
is empowered to render final judgment, and all decisions shall be rendered at 
the same term at which the case may be heard, or, at the furthest, during the 
succeeding term. Each of said judges and clerks of said court is authorized to 
administer oaths in matters arising in said court. 

Sec. 6, The said court may appoint not toexceed three commissioners, whoshall 
each be paid a salary of $2,000 per annum, and the further sum of $3 per day, in 
lieu of subsistence and actual traveling expenses, for each day actually em- 
ployed in traveling or absent from home upon official duty. Such commission- 
ors shall have power to administer oaths, take testimony and prosecute investi- 
gation, and they shall perform such other duties as may be required by the 
court and under its direction. The Attorney-General shall cause the accounts 
of said commissioners itemized and sworn to, to be audited and approved and 
payment made in the manner prescribed for employés of the De ment of 
Justice, and the salaries of other officers of said court shall be audited, approved, 
and payment made in like manner. 

Src, 7. That the said court shall determine in each case the value of the 
property taken or destroyed at the time and place of its loss or destruction, and, 
if —_ the tribe of Indians or other persons by whom the wrong was com- 
mitted, and shall render judgment in favor of the claimantorclaimants, against 
the United States, When in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior any 
of said amounts be deducted from any annuities or permanent funds in the 
hands of the United States, belonging to said tribe or tribes, an account thereof 
shall be kept against said tribe or tribes and such payments shall be 
against them and deducted from any funds which may become due them, All! 





judgments of said court shall be a final determination of the causes decided, 
and of the rights of the parties thereto, and shall not thereafter be questioned 
unless a new trial or rehearing shall be granted by said court or the judgment 
shall be reversed or modified upon appeal as hereinafter provided. Immedi- 
ately after the segnneees of each session of Con the clerk of said court 
shall transmit to the Secretary of the Treasury a of ull judgments rendered 
in pursuance of this act in favor of claimants against the United States, which 
shall be thereupon transmitted to Con for appropriation and appropriated 
for in the poapevenepeyanises bill, All sales, transfers, or of any 
such claims heretofore or hereafter made are hereby d void, and all 
warrants issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in payment of said judgments 
shall be made aoe and delivered only to the claimant or his lawful heirs, 
executor, or administrator, except so much thereof as shall be allowed attor- 
neys; and the fees to attorneys shall be regulated and fixed by the court at the 
time of rendering judgment iu cach case and entered of record as part of the 
findings thereof. 

Sec, 8. That either party shall have the right to appeal upon questions of law 
alone to the Supreme Court of the United States, and the rules governing such 
appeal shall be the same as those now in force relative to appeals from the 
Court of Claims, so far as the same may be aa 

Sec. 9. Thatall claims of the character mentioned in this act which shall not 
be presented to the said court within three years after the passage hereof shal! 
be forever barred. 

Sec, 10, That said court shall hold two regular sessions each year in the city 
of Washington, District of Columbla. The first session shall commence on the 
second Monday in January and end on the 20th day of June: the second ses- 
sion shall commence on the first Monday in September and end on the 20th day 
of December of each year. 

Sec. 11. That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, from the Treasury of the 
United States, out of the moneys not otherwise appropriated, $30,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to pay the salaries of the judges and other officers 
and employés herein provided for, and such other expenses as are authorized 
to be made by this act, which shall be disbursed by the disbursing clerk of the 
Department of Justice in the same manner in which salaries and expenses of 
that Department are authorized to be paid. 

Sec. 12. All laws or parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the question ought to be taken on second- 
ing the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iask unanimous consent that asecond may be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LACEY. With the understanding that the bill shall go over 
until the next suspension day (for it will be utterly impossible to con- 
sider it to-night) I should not object; I suggest that as a part of the 
request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the gentleman from Oregon [ Mr. 
HERMANN ], instead of proposing tosuspend the rules and pass the bill, 
ask unanimous consent to fix a future day for its consideration. It is 
a very important measure, 

Mr. HERMANN. The bill is a very plain one, and I feel assured 
we can dispose of it in the course of an hour or less, There is no dis- 
position on the part of those favoring the bill to debate it. I prefer 
that it take the regular course. 

Mr. HEARD. I will ask whether this is not almost exactly the 
same bill which was passed by this House in the last Congress. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is substantially the same. 

Mr. HEARD. That was my understanding; and therefore I hoped 
there would not be required very much time for discussion. 

Mr. CANNON, I hope before the motion to suspend the rules is 
submitted that the gentleman will modify his bill to apply to those 
claims that have been filed with the Secretary of the Interior. As I 
understand the bill it goes back to 1847 and includes all claims from 
that time down that might have been filed, and for three years yet to 
come. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Well, it ought to doso. You have pro- 
vided for the French spoliation claims, a hundred years old. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And this bill provides for the payment, out of the 
public Treasury, of these depredation claims. 

Mr. LANHAM. This bill simply proposes to give a day in court for 
the hearing of these claims. - 

Mr. HERMANN. I have an amendment, Mr. Speaker, to offer, 
and desire that my motion shall be made to include this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting after the word “‘ claim,’’ in line 6, page 2, the following : 
‘heretofore filed in Department or presented to Congress.”’ 

Amend on pase 3 Lay otaticing out, after the word “‘Government,’’ in line 3, the 
sentence: “ ided, That no claim accruing prior to January 1, 1847, shall be 
considered by the court.”’ 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move that the House do now adjourn, 
Mr. HERMANN. I wish tosubmita parliamentary inquiry. I de- 


sire to know what the status of this particular bill will be hereafter if 


we now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, It will come up on the next suspension day as the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. LANHAM. I suggest to the gentleman from Oregon that pos- 
sibly we might make arrangements to set this bill for consideration on 
some day previous to the next suspension day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Kerr,of Iowa; and on 
a division there were—ayes 63, noes 57. 

Mr. LACEY. I demand tellers. Let mesuggest that we simply de- 


sire to call the Breckinridge case this evening and then let it go over. 
Mr. CRISP. You will have the same right to-morrow that yon have 
now. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the motion of Mr. Kern, of Iowa, was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 0f Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
TRANSFER OF CERTAIN APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE INDIAN SERVICE. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs and inclosing a draught 
of a joint resolution authorizing the transfer of certain appropriations 
for the Indian service on the books of the Treasury—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 








RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. THOMAS: 
Resolved, That on , and _—, —, —— days of September, 
immediately after the approval of the Journal, the House shall proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bills favorably reported on the Private Calendar, in 


such order as the chairman or acting chairman of the committee reporting the 
bill may designate, and to which not more than five objections may be made 


to the Committee on Rules. 

















REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10476) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point within 1 mile above or below the town of Quindaro, in the county 
of Wyandotte and State of Kansas, accompanied by a report (No. 
3037)—to the House Calendar. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was in- 
troduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11914) authorizing the Bowling 
Green and Northern Railroad Company to bridge Green and Barren 
Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles | 
were presented and referred as indicated below: ' 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R, 11916) for the relief of Owen T. Gale, 
alias Thomas Mott, late of Company E, Eighty-first Regiment New 
York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11917) granting a pension to Mary 
Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11918) for the 
relief of John E. Edrington—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11919) to increase the pension of Samuel H. Of- 
futt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11920) granting a pension to Judith M. Sprin- | 
gate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11921) granting a pension to Beulah | 











Mullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11922) for the relief of 
Francis Jean, sr., of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11923) requiring the Secretary of War to place on 
the rolls of Company E, Sixteenth Kentucky Regiment Cavalry, the 
name of John C. Quinn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11924) to increase the 
pension of Charles H. Hinman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension 
of William L. Horn—to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11926) granting a pension to Ira A. Stout—to the | 
Committee on Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolution of the National Encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, protesting that none but those who have 
had service in the Army should be appointed on the Board of Managers 
of National Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.GRIMES: Petition of N. R. Hutchinson, A. L. Dix, and others, 
citizens of Troup County, Georgia, in favor of the passage of Senate 
bill 3991—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


Also, a petition of T. H. Kimbrough and others, members of the 


i z ; . : . ‘ . 
| grange, of Harris County, Georgia, against the passage of the option 


bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of 153 persons, of the Fifteenth Con- 
gressional district of Ohio, in favor of a national Sunday-rest law—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Paper from August Post, secretary 
National Farmers’ Alliance, transmitting transactions of Farmers’ Con- 
gress, held at Council Binffs, Iowa, favoring the option bill and de- 
nouncing the subtreasury bill—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutionsof miners’ convention favoring the Lacey 
bill for the protection of miners in the Territories, and objecting to ex 
tending leases on coal lands in the Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of James Jackson for invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: Petition of 257 persons in the Eighteenth 
Congressional district of New York, in favor of a national Sunday-rest 
law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition asking that a pension be granted to Mrs. 


Anna Sands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 
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The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RANDALL. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice thaton Saturday, 
the 13th instant, at 12 o’clock, I shall ask the Senate to proceed tothe 
consideration of the resolutions of the House of Representatives rela- 
tive to the death of Samuel J. Randall, late 2 Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 885) authorizing the Lex- 
ington Ponton Bridge Company to construct and maintain a ponton 
bridge across the Missouri River, and to legalize the bridge already 
constructed at the city of Lexington, in the State of Missouri. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 2, line 
1, after the words “Secretary of’’ to strike out ‘‘ the;’’ so as to reac 

Such changes shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES A. NORTON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2954) granting a pension 
to Charles A. Norton, which was, in line 5, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘seventy-two’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-five;’’ so as to read 

Fifty-five dollars per month. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EVARTS presented resolutions of the Buffalo(N. Y.) Merchants’ 
Exchange favoring reciprocity not only with the nations to the south 
of the United States, but also with that on the north; which were o1 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of citizens of Knoxville, Tenn., and 
a petition of citizens of Cleveland, Tenn., praying for the passage of 
what is known as the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the State of New Jersey, signed by 70 citizens of that 
State, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of manutacturers of electrical machinery 
and stove-manufacturers in different parts of the United States, pray- 
ing that mica be retained on the free-list; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of M. Roller and 11 
other citizens of Iowa County, Iowa, and the petition of James Whist- 
ler and 23 other citizens of Decatur County, Iowa, praying for the pas- 
sage of what is known as the pure-food bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of William Bruce and 29 other citi- 
zens of Buchanan, Iowa; and the petition of George Van Horton and 27 
other citizens of Taylor County, lowa, prayiug for the passage of what 
is known as the “‘pure lard’”’ bill; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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REPORTS OF OOMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with amend- 

ents 
, A bill (HL R. 11206) te amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes so 
as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and 
district courts for the western district of Virginia; and 

A bill (S. 3482) to provide fora term of the circuit and istrict court 
at Littleton, N. H. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clemen- 
tine Fink, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. - . 

Mr. SAWYER. I am directed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11569) to amend 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for 
other purposes, to report it without amendment, and to submit a re- 
port thereon. I give notice that immediately after the tariff bill has 
beer disposed of I propose to make an effort to get action upon this 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar and the report printed. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the bill (S. 4323) to amend certain sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other pur- 
poses be recommitted to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. * 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back to the Senate the bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the 
owners and crews of the American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, 
Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa, and ask that the committee be 
relieved from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims, where it belongs. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port back the bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for 
the steamer Neptuno, as it is precisely the same bill reported to the 
Senate a week ago, which is Order of Business 1936, Senate bill 4375, to 
provide an American register for the steamer Neptuno. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the House bill may be substituted on the Calendar 
for the Senate bill and that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

MILITARY POST IN ALASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the vote ot the 
Senate by which the bill (S. 943) making an appropriation for the es- 
tablishment of a military post in the interior of Alaska and for the 
exploration and survey of the valley of the Yukon River was indefi- 
nitely postponed may be reconsidered, and that the bill may be re-re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered and the 
bill recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges across 
Beuf River; and 

A bill (S. 4213) to provide an American register for the steamer Italia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (S, 
3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and Southern Rail- 
road Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and tele- 
phone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of Kansas, through 
the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of Grayson, in the 
State of Texas, with an amendment in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac and Fox Nation 
of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians, of Oklahoma Territory, and 
to make appropriations for carrying out the same; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 4367) to amend the laws in 
to national-banking associations, to retire their circulation, for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11915) to ratify and confirm ts with the 
Sac and Fox Nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians, of Okla- 
homa Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying out the same 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there beno farther morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in or- 
der. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceeed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Schedule E, sugar, on page 51. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Schedule E, on page 51. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was passed over informally at mmy request. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the first paragraph be read ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it had better be read for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has not been read, I to the Senator 
from Maine that perhaps the first paragraph of the schedule had better 
be read before he proceeds. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the first paragraph of Schedule E, sugar, on 
page51. The Committee on Finance proposed, in line 15, on page 51, 
after ‘‘ United States,’’ to insert ‘‘or from maple sap produced within 
the United States;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

SCHEDULE F.—SUGAR, 

That until July 1, 1905, there shall be paid from any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, under the provisions of section 3689 of the Revised 
Statutes, to the producer of sugar testing not less then 80 degrees by the polar- 
iscope, from beets, sorghum, or sugar cane grown within the United States, or 
from maple sap produced within the United States, a bounty of 2 cents per 
pound, under such rules and regulations asthe Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me one mo- 
ment? I desire to move at the proper time to strike out all of the 

aphs granting a bounty on sugar. I do not know what the rule 
or practice is in the Senate; but in the other House I should have to 
move to strike out each paragraph as it was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can makea general motion at any time. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I desire to do. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be done by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. HALE. On the 19th of Jane last I gave notice of and sub- 
mitted anamendment which at the proper stage of this schedule I shall 
offer as an amendment to the bill. I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read, 

The Cuter CLERK. Insert the following: 


And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without further 
legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open to all prod- 
ucts of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which no export duties 
are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shal] admit to its ports, free 
of all national, oe pene (state), mun ,and other taxes, flour, corn-meal, 
and other ffs, preserved meats, , vegetables and fruits, cotton-seed 
oil, rice and other provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, 
and all other articles of wood, agricultural implements and machinery, mining 
and mechanical machinery, structural steel and iron, steel rails, locomotives, 
railway cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, or such other products 
of the United States as may be agreed upon. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the desirability of securing a larger por- 
tion of the trade of the countries of South and Central America and 
the islands of the Spanish main has iong been recognized and has been 
the subject of careful thought and suggestion from eminent public 
men in both great parties during the last thirty years. 

Whoever has seen, during these years, nearly all of the great trade 
of these countries pass into the hands ot E nations must have 
witnessed these conditions with impatience. The people of nearly all 
these countries of the American continent lying southward of us have 
a common sentiment with us as to their methods of govérnment and 
as to the relations which the people bear tothose governments. They 
are now republican in form. Their constitutions, from the day of the 

t Columbian liberator to the present time, have been largely 
ed in imitation of ours. 

The last year has proved their interest in our institutions and their 
desire for an increase of business in the assembling in Washington of 
the great Pan-American Congress, with its representation of eminent 
men from every one of these countries. 

The deliberations of this Congress were, from time to time, inter- 
rupted by the visits which the delegates, both of our own and the 
southern countries, made to different portions of the United States, 
thereby increasing the acquaintance of the southern delegates with our 





: 





1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





whole country and duly impressing them with the importance and ex- 
tent of our resources. These deliberations, oftentimes marked by a 
spirit of earnestness, sometimes nearing the ground of sharp contro- 
versy, were always finally brought under the spirit of common interest 
and common concession, and resulted in an agreement upon propos!- 
tions of great importance to the future of America. 

The adaptation of customs laws and exactions to the needs and uses 
of all concerned; the suggestions of a common coinage: the scheme 


for a common nomenclature in articles of trade; the survey looking to | 


& great intercontinental railway system of communication; all these 
and other subjects debated and considered by the Congress, showed the 
keen interest felt by these sister republics and are all directed towards 
one sure, inevitable end, the increase in the interchange of the products 
of the different countries of North and South and Central America. He 
who does not see that this was not only the intent and scope of the 


plan which brought these nations so happily together, but also of the | 


delegates when the Congress separated, is blind to the light. 


The considerations which have moved in the minds of our distin- | 


guished public men in the past have been also moving in the mindsof 
the leaders in these other States, and hence the result indicated 
These considerations touching the extension of our trade with the 


countries lying to the South embrace not only the republics, but the | 


islands of the great sea lying between North and South America. 

On December 11, 1884, Mr. Frelinghuysen, then Secretary of State, 
in communicating to the President certain considerations touching reci- 
procity, providing for the favored and conditional exchange of products 
between the United States and the Spanish West Indian provinces of 
Cuba and Porto Rico (the whole communication being after wards trans- 
mitted by President Arthur to the Senate). says: 


The need hss long been recognized of some arrangement by which the nat- 
ural market of the large commiunities lying at our doors should be secured 
under beneficial terms for the principal productions of the United States. In 
return for this we grant certain reserved favors whereby the articles, mainly 
raw materials or food products, which this country does not produce, or pro- 
duces in inadequate quantity, shall reach their natural market of consumption 
in thiscountry. Tariff barriers, for the most part greater in foreign possessions, 
as respects our manufactures, than in the United States with respect to the crude 


materials we consume, have hitherto operated as obstacles to the desirable nat- | 


ural movement of trade between our ports and theirs. 
This has been notably the case with the Spanish Antilles. Our imports there- 


from amount in round numbers to about $72,000,000 in value, a large proportion | 
of those imports being free-listed in ourtariffs. Ourexportsthereto amount to | 


nearly $17,000,000, comprising for the most part articles in whose production we 
excel, and which, with difficulty and in limited quantities, find their natural mar- 
ket in Cuba and Porto Rico, because of heavy customs taxation and discrimi- 
nating application of duties. This taxation and discrimination have not only 
ractically cut off a profitable market from its full chance of development, but 
ve also prevented our vessels from enjoying a due share of the carrying 
trade, These unfavorable conditions have kept the bulk of the import trade 
of Cuba and Porto Rico in other channels. 

The absence of official data for many years makes it impossible to ascertain 
the precise amount of the present import trade of those islands, but an approx- 
imate estimate of sixty-five or seventy millions in value, coming from all parts, 
including the mother country, probably understates the fact. It would be safe 
to say that, while under existing circumstances the bulk of the production of 
Cuba and Porto Rico comes to the United States, this country only supplies one- 
fifth of the goods and manufactures which those islands must receive from 
without to meet the absolute necessities of existence. The balance of trade is, 
therefore, as to those provinces, against the United States in the proportion of 
5 to 1, and this is due to the operation of causes which limit our facility to sup- 
ply and the ability of the population of Cuba and Porto Rico to demand. 


In transmitting the treaty which our minister, Hon. John W. Fos 
ter, had negotiated with Spain, President Arthur, on December 10, 
1884, in his message to the Senate, uses the following language touch- 
ing the treaty—in fact I will quote the entire message: 


To the Senate of the United States : 

I transmit herewith, for consideration by the Senate with a view to advising 
and consenting to its ratification,a convention for commercial reciprocity be- 
tween the United States and Spain, providing for an intimate and favored ex- 
change of ry with the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico, which convention 
was signed at Madrid on the 18th ultimo. 

The negotiations for this convention have been in progress since April last, 
in pursuance of the understanding reached by the two Governments on the 2d 
of January, 1384,for the im provement of commercial relations between the United 
States and the Spanish Antilles, by the eighth article of which both Govern- 
ments engaged “to begin at once negotiations for a complete treaty of com- 
mercean en between the United States of America and the said provin- 
ces of Cuba and Porto Rico.”’ 

Although this clause was by common consent omitted from the substitution- 
ary agreement of February 13, 1884 (now in force until replaced by this con- 
vention being carried into effect), the obligation to enter upon such a negotia- 
tion was deemed to continue. With the best desire manifest on both sides to 
reach a common accord, the negotiation has been necessarily protracted, owing 
to the complexity of the details to be incorporated in order that the conven- 
tion might respond to the national policy of intercourse with the neighboring 
communities of the American system, which is outlined in my late annual mes- 
sage to the Congress, in the following words : 

“The conditions of thesa treaties should be the free admission of such mer- 
chandise as this country does not produce, in refurn for the admission free, or 
under a favored scheme of duties, of our own products—the benefits of such an 

to apply =— to goods carried under the flag of the parties to the con- 
tract; the removal on both sides from the vessels so privileged of al! tonnage 
dues and national im so that these vessels may ply unhindered between 
our and those of the other contracting parties, though without infringing 
on the reserved home coasting trade; the removal or reduction of burdens on 
the exported products of those countries coming within the benefits of the 
treaties, and the avoidance of the technical restrictions and penalties by whic! 
our intercourse with those countries is at present ham d.”’ * 

A perusal of the convention now submitted will suffice to show how fully it 
carries out the policy of intercourse thus announced. I commend it to yori in 
the confident expectation that it will receive your sanction. 


the 
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It does not seem necessary to my present purpose to enter into detailed con 
sideration of the many immediate and prospective advantages which will fic 
from this convention to our productions and our shipping interests. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR 


| 


EXECUTIVE MANSION 


Washington, December 10, 1884 


In December, 1886, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
| offered the following Senate resolution: 


ry 


Resolved by the Senate of t ed § s (the H 
ring), That the President is requested to enter upon ne 
ernments of the several principal sugar-producin 
view of securing mutual agreements by which United States shall agree 
to admit at its ports, free of duty, sugar and molasses the produce of such coun 
tries or their colonies, when transported in vessels under the flag of either of the 
contracting parties, and upon which no export tax or other export charges shall 
have been levied, upon the condition that such Governments shall agree to 
admit in their respective countries or their sugar-producing colonies, free of 
duties, the agricultural, mineral, and manufactured products of the United 
States. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress, at its first session, Hon. A. S. Hewitt, 
of New York, then a distinguished member of the House of Represent 
| atives, reported a bill to carry into operation the convention between 
the United States of America and the United States of Mexico, signed 
on the 20th of January, 1883, accompanied by a very able report, in 
which, discussing the question of reciprocity with Mexico, he said: 

The two countries are separated by a line about 1,400 miles in length, which 
in reality affords no natural obstacle to the freest possibletrade. In fact, nature 


invites the exchange of commodities, as well from the difference in climate and 
physical endowments as from the peculiar structure of the two countries. The 


rR esentalives conct 
rotiations with the Gov- 
untries of the world witha 








| United States is altogether in the temperate zone, whereas one-half of Mexico 


lies within the tropics. The natural productions of the two countries are, of n« 
cessity, very diverse, and each produces what the other requires. There is, there 
fore, the natural basis of alegitimate and profitable commerce for both countries 


See how clearly Mr. Hewitt, though not himself sympathizing to the 
fullest extent with the protective doctrines of the Republican party, 
found the clear line and ground upon which he could place his argu 
ment in favor of reciprocity; no general reciprocity, no reciprocity like 
| that which we encountered in the treaty with Canada, where products 
like our own were given the market of the larger country, but dis- 
| tinctly and clearly as language can frame it he based his argument 
upon the statement that the productions of the two countries are of 
| necessity very diverse and each produces what the other requires. 


There is, therefore 
He continues 


the natural basis of a legitimate and profitable commerce for both countries 
The productions of Mexico are chiefly in the nature of raw materials. Its 
population, consisting of about ten millions of people, is chiefly engaged in 
miningand in agriculture. Ithas but few manufactures, and is in the first stages 
of industrial and social development. The United States, on the other hand, 
finds itself in the second century of its existence so developed in agriculture as 
to be able to export a large surplus of its cereal and natural products to foreign 
markets, and so advanced in manufactures that it now produces a surplus of 
all staple goods beyond the domestic demand and is eagerly seeking for thein 
a foreign outlet. Mexico affords a market for these products which is not 
offered by any country beyond the seas, in consequence of the competition with 
the manufacturing nations of Europe, who can reach those markets at lowe: 
cost than we can, 

* * 
Mexico is the gate through which this country will find its connection with 
| the Central and South American States At present our commerce with those 
| countries is carried on under very great disadvantages. We buy from them far 
} more than we sell, and we can not hope to reverse this operation so long as 
} our manufactured products cost more than similar articles produced in Europe, 
But the day is not far distant when these elements of greater cost will disap- 
pear and when our relations with the great American States to the south of us 
will become more intimate, commercially as well as politically. Thetime has 
already arrived when we must adopt a continental policy, laying ite foundations 
broad and deep in the mutual interests of intimate commercial and polit 
sympathies. 





It has never been claimed, Mr. President, that either President 
Arthur or Secretary Frelinghuysen or the Senator from Rhode Island 
{ Mr. ALDRICH | is to be ranked in the school of political economy asa 
free trader. They have always been known:and regarded as straight 
forward, consistent protectionists, and not until this year has it been 
announced anywhere that a public man falters in his allegiance to 
political system which protects the American laborer against ruinous 
competition upon the same articles which are the product of his labor 
produced by foreign and underpaid labor by encouraging trade with 
any foreign country which might open its markets to the products of 
our labor and pay for them in articles from that country which can 
not be produced in ours 

The whole fabric of protection, which has so beneficently affected 
the interest ot labor in the United States and elevated that labor to a 
| condition far beyond the labor of any other country, will be immensely 
tie conn when that labor finds a market for its surplus products in 
| 
/ 


the countries which do not compete with it in such production, but 
desire to pay for this surplus by products fron 
| not, by nature, enter. 

This is what The New York Tribune in a most intelligent article on 
| the subject calls ‘‘ protection extended.’’ As the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. DAvyis], who treated this subject so ably, suggests, this is 
i extended protection, an external protection for American labor. 

The article of The Tribune is so clear in its statements and presen‘s so 
broad a view of the subject that I quote from it at length: 


More quickly than was anticipated, signs of coming Republican agreement 
on the tariff appear. While Democrats and free-traders are gloating over sup- 


lds in which we can 
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posed disyuption of that powerful body which has for nearly thirty years sus- 
tained the protective policy, with results of incomparable advantage to the 
country, there are reports at ‘Washington that Republican leaders are quietly 
preparing to make that policy broader and more effective than it ever has been. 

In order to appreciate the line of policy under consideration it may be well 
to remember the recent suggestion that the sugar duty belongs to the revenue 
class, and not to the protective part of the tariff. 

Originally imposed for revenue purposes only, it has not been of any avail for 
the encouragement of home industry, But there are other duties, now or for- 
merly in force, of precisely the same nature. Duties on coffee, tea, and hides 
never helped any American industry, but were imposed for revenue only, and 
removed when the revenue was not needed. Exactly as the sugar duty, not yet 
removed, may be used to induce other nations to grant larger opportunities to 
American industry, so these revenue duties generally may be employed to the 
same end in perfect harmony with the protective policy. Of many articles the 
consumption of this country alone isalready from a quarter to a third of the en- 
tire wor!d’s consumption. 

Protection itself may thus come to havea wider range. The defense of home 
industry against hurtful exclusion of its products from foreign markets is de- 
sirable, as well as its defense against excessive foreign competition in home 
markets, Nor is it less clearly a part of an enlightened and broad protective 
policy to secure from other nations removal of export duties which enhance 
the cost of necessaries to American consumers, or of discriminating duties or 

»rohibitions which shut out products from their markets. All these are steps 
ior the protection of American industries in the highest and best sense, and as 
such are naturally associated. The revenue duties, present, past, or possible, 
constitute a tremendous force which can be used to secure from foreign coun- 
tries advantages for American producers or consumers, The duties commonly 
called protective at the same time defend American markets for the home in- 
dustries, which undue foreign competition would endanger. 

An amendment is said to be nearly ready for submission to the Senate which 
would employ for the benefit of home industry not only revenue duties which 
remain, but others which were laid aside years ago only to the benefit of for- 
eign governments or producers. There is also a suggestion that importations 
of products from countries which arbitrarily discriminate against or exclude 
American products may by Presidential action be suspended. 

It is easy to see that these propositions are not antagonistic to the protective 
policy, but would in fect broaden and strengthen it and render it more effective. 
The revenue duties which are not needed for protection of any home industry 
can be taken oft or put on according to the advantages which may be obtained 
for American industries and consumers in negotiations with foreign powers, As 
tosuch duties large discretionary power within the limits defined by Congress 
ean safely be intrusted to the Executive. 


Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator will permit me, I suggestto him that 
after ‘‘ cotton-seed oil’’ in his amendment he insert the words ‘** raw 
cotton;’’ we export about 40,000 or 50,000 bales of raw cotton to Mex- 
ico now. 

Mr. HALE. I will bear in mind the Senator’s suggestion before the 
vote is taken on the amendment. 

Now, following out this line of thought, certain articles imported into 
the United States are made dutiable because of their relation to the 
protective system, the question of revenue upon them being subordi- 
nated to their relation to protection; certain other articles are made 
dutiable largely or entirely because they aftect the revennes; and still 
other articles because the questions of protection and revenue are inci- 
dentally involved. 

The New York Tribune well puts it. If we have come to the time 
when we consider the advisability of giving up duties upon the articles 
which bear relation to the revenue only, or largely so, this question 
should be treated in connection with a plan for thereby increasing the 
benefits to our protective system and to our labor, which is the result 
of that system. 

Tea and coffee and sugar may be termed the revenue articles of our 
tariff system. In considering the question whether we shall give away 
the duties upon sugar to-day, as is proposed by the House bill, without 
making any attempt to secure an offset which shall benefit American 
labor, it is well to note our experience with other articles of the kind 
which we have dropped from the tariff list in the past. 

In 1872 we repealed the duty upon coffee, largely received from 
Brazil. Since that time we have imported Brazil’s products, nearly 
all in coffee, to the amount of more than $820,000,000, and have sent 
to her in the mean time of our own products, in round numbers, 
$156,000,000. The difference of more than $664,000, 000 has been paid 
by us in gold, or, what is equal to it, in bills or notes, and Brazil has 
turned that sum over to the markets of Europe, which have been fur- 
nishing ber with hundreds of millions of their own products which 
we ought to have sent to her. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator give a list of the artitcles we 
exported ? 

Mr. HALE. 
I have. ae 

We have paid for these in cash, in gold, or in notes or drafts or bills 
which are the equivalent of gold. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me to make a suggestion 
or inquiry, is it not quite possible that they are paid by dratts upon 
London on fands which were there by reason of the cotton we sent to 
England ? 

Mr. HALE. Of course you can not follow in any case to the source 
whence the money is received. Itallcomes from labor. But we ought, 
I will say in answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut, 
to have this benefit of the market which we get in Europe 
in addition to the market we have or should have had in South America. 
The growth of American labor and its products, the development of 
American skill and ingenuity, have been so great, so marvelous, that 
we ought not to be content with the markets we have gained for certain 
products of ours in Europe, but ought to extend those markets and in- 


I will come to that later. Itis part of the tables which 
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crease them, so that we may have money ready to be drawn upon and 
to be called upon not only in London, Frankfort, and Paris, the great 
money centers of Europe, but in Riode Janeiro, Buenos Ayres, Havana, 
and the city of Mexico, and other southern marts of trade. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Maine permit me? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 


Mr. GIBSON. Have we not necessarily paid for these products by 
our exports, grain, breadstuffs, meats, cotton, etc. ? 

Mr. HALE. The Sena‘or’s question is the same that was asked by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and I gave the answer 
which seemed to me applicable to it. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not wish to interrupt the line of the Senator’s 
observations, but I wish to ask him whether in the course of his tables 
or of his presentation of trade he has attended to or explored the ques- 
tion of how much gold of this country went to Brazil for coffee and 
from there sent to England to be imported or exported from there. 
That is an interesting point of inquiry. 

Mr. HALE. I have treated the subject of the extent of our exports 
to the different countries, and shall come to that in the tables which I 
have prepared and which I will give to the Senate later. 

Does anybody, Mr. President, who now objects to the attempt which 
is covered by the amendment that I have offered in dealing with Bra- 
zil, as well as other countries, to utilize our proposed repeal of the 
duty on sugar by securing corresponding benefits in the way of reduc- 
tion of duties imposed by Brazil and other countries upon these prod- 
ucts of ours, propose to repeat the disastrous course pursued by us in 
taking off the duty upon Brazilian coffee in 1872? Would it not have 
been the part of statesmanship and of patriotism at that time to try 
to secure some corresponding advantage in the removal of Brazilian 
duties upon our products, which would have tended to increase our 
trade with Brazil and the eonsumption by her of our own goods and 
products? 

Upon this point President Harrison, in his message to the Senate of 
June 19, 1890, says: 


If sugar is placed upon the free-list, practically every important article ex- 
ported from those states will be given untaxed access to our markets, except 
wool, The real difficulty in the way of negotiating profitable reciprocity trea- 
ties is that we have given freely so much that would have had value in the 
mutual concessions which such treaties imply. I can not doubt, however, 
the present advantages which che products of these near and friendly statesen- 
joy in our markets—though they are not by law exclusive—will, with other con- 
siderations, favorably di them to adopt such measures, by treaty or ot her- 
wise, as wil! tend to equalize and greatly enlarge our mutual exchanges. 


And Secretary Blaine in his letter to my colleague [Mr. Frye], 
dated July 11, 1890, following in the line suggested by the President, 
says: 

It would certainly be a very extraordinary policy on the part of our Govern- 
ment, just at this time, to open our market without charge or duty to the enor- 
mous srepe of sugar ra’ in the two Spanish islands. Cuba and Porto Rico 
furnish t United States with nearly or quite one-half of the sugar which 
we consume, and we are far larger consumers than any other nation in the 
world. To give a free market to this immense product of the Spankes planta- 
tionsat the moment Spain is excluding the products of American farms from her 
market would be a policy as unp’ n as it would be unwise. 

The charge against the protective policy which has injured it most is that its 
benefits go er to the manufacturer and the capitalist and not at all to the 
farmer. You and I well know that this is not true, but stil! it isthe most plaus- 
ible, and therefore the most hurtful, argument made by the free-trader. ere is 
an opportunity where the farmer may be benefited—primarily, undeniably, 
richly benefited. Here is an opportunity for a Republican Congress to n 
the markets of forty millions of people tothe products of Americanfarms. § l 
we seize the opportunity or shall we throw it away? 

I do not doubt that in many the tariff bill pending in the Senate is 
a just measure and that most of its provisions are in accordance with the wise 
policy of protection; but there is not a section or a line in the entire bill that 
will open a market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork. If 

“sugar is now placed on the free-list without exacting important trade conces- 
sions in return we shall close the door for a profitable reciprocity against our- 
selves. I think you will find some valuable hints on this subject in the Presi- 
dent's brief message of June 19, with as much practical wisdom as was ever 
stated in so short a space. 

Our foreign market for breadstuffs grows narrower. Great Britain is exert- 
ing every nerve to secure her bread supplies from India, and the a 
sion of the wheat area in Russia gives us a powerful competitor in the ets 
of Europe. It becomes us, therefore, to use every opportunity for the extension 
of our market on both of the American continents. With nearly $100,000,000 
worth of sugar seeking eur marketevery year we shall os ourselves most 
unskilled legislators if we do not secure a large field for the sale and consump- 
tion of our breadstuffs and provisions. 


In his second letter to my colleague, of July 26, the Secretary of 
State says further: 
It I think, istake to this i 1 tio: 
cg a le it 
e nk, WwW n \° 
Gevcunanaan' has heretofore collected a bene duty from sugar, cmaeatin i. 


one year in the to $58,000,000 and averaging $50,000,000 annually for a 
considerable period, e wigh now to cheapen sugar by removing the duty. 


Soca anahadh ealenaees eapeaies cepempemens ter otidharkemeiees uf 
n cash or we ea arrangemen w a t 
may be paid for in pork, beef, doom, tenia salt, iron, shoes, calico, furniture, 
anda sand other th ? In short, shall we for it all in cash or try 
friendly barter in part? I the latter mode the highest form of protection 


eee Pe peeeeto uae, 
I address note to you, as I did my first, because you have taken anactive 
and most intelligent interest in the increase of our trade with South America, 
ee ee ee sane Se ena iniees 
now make a begi we now giveaway the duty on as weal- 
ready have given aw: the duties on coffee, hides, and rubber, and gei nothing 
n 


in exchange which shal! be profitable to the farmer and the factory in the U! 
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States, what shall be our justification for this policy? You have recently re- 
ceived congratulations, in which I cordially joir§ on carrying the shipping bill 
through the Senate. Do you not think a line of ships generously aided by the 
Government will have a better prospect for profit and permanence if we can 
give them outward cargoes from the United States, and not confine them to in- 
ward cargoes from Latin-America? 


As showing the importance of our trade with the southern countries 
I present a statement giving the extent and course of trade between us 
and seven of the South American Republics, the Central American Re- 
publics, the returns of which are given in the aggregate, and Mexico; 
and as my amendment deals also with the sugar product of Cuba and 
Porto Rico, I give the statement of our trade with these islands. 
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FROM UNITED STATES OF COLO 
Chenii als, drugs, dyes, and medicines 
Cocoa or cacao, crude, and leaves and shells 


Coffee.. . 

Hides and skins other than fur 
India rubber and gutta percha, crude 
Fruits of all kinds 

Sugar, brown .. 


Wheat flour 


| Carriages, railroad and horse cars 


Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines 


| Coal, 


Commerce of the United States with Mexico, Central Americ a, the leading | 


states of South America, Cuba, and Porto Rico for ten years ending June 
30, 1889. 


Imports from Mexico for ten years, $114,441,226; exports to Mexico, $109,234,857. 


It is an interesting thing right here, Mr. President, bearing upon 
another branch of policy that the Senate has adopted during the pres- 
ent session, to notice that, while the discrepancy is most unfortunately 
and largely against us in many countries, in Mexico the showing is 
much more favorable, our exports amounting to nearly as much as the 
imports from that country, largely because within the last few years 


Cotton, manufactures of 
Sewing-machines and parts of 

Leather and manufactures of 

Oils, mineral, refined 

Paper and stationery. 

Provisions, comprising meat and dairy pr 
Soap, perfumed and other 

Sugar, refined 

fobacco and manufactures of 

Vegetables 

Wood and manufactures of 


FROM VENF 


| Chemicals, drags, dyes, and medicines 
Cocoa or cacao, crude, and leaves and shells of 


communication has been opened and we have been able to give to Mex- | 


ico a larger proportion of articles in exchange for her products than any 
other country, and this appears upon the necessity, which seems to me 
goes as a kindred measure with this project of reciprocity, for the pas- 
sage of the bills which my colleague had under his charge, passed 
through the Senate some weeks ago, for extending our communications 
with these people. Give usthe two together and it will inevitably fol- 
low that the interchange of products will advance. 

IMPORTS FROM— 


$114, 441, 226 
58, 490, 671 


EXPORTS TO— 
OR ia tnncinnsions 
Central America ..... . 27, 038, 
United States of Colom- 


Central America............ 
United States of Colom- 








46, 417, 358 WER icccce 45, 403, 254 
71,769,230 Venezuela 27,531, 834 
502, 547,258 | Brazil 83, 432, 557 
38, 831,236 | Uruguay a. 15, 041, 467 
52, 228,703 | Argentine Republic 47,596, 847 
15, 642,461 | Chiili...... sabaiasilieianieanei 2,158, O81 
12,569, 271 | Peru.... 7,054,544 
565, 985, 122 | Cuba........ 112, 446, 176 
50, 869, 261 | Porto Rico............... 19, 345, 004 
Total imports...... » 1,529,791, 797 Total exports : 527, 282. 776 


Balance against United States, $1,002,509,021. 


Then I have a table showing the principal articles of these different 
countries, and it is interesting to recall what Mr. Hewitt said about 
Mexico and about our different fields for labor and there being no con- 
flict or competition, but it being only a question of mutual advantage 
in the interchange of products from one to the other. It is interesting 
to see the tables. 


Principal articles of import and export for ten years ending June 30, 1889. 


FROM MEXICO, 










EL nnsibinedeentnntbeounss sencsovsnciadonenthtavcceneenonssonrencousonsceseseecesecesees . $16, 302, 167 
Dye-woods in sti Sineteapdensnehaneteteetenistesséneschicdeens ~ 1, 642, 698 
Hides and skins other than fur ... 17, 306, 237 





India rubber and gutta percha................ 
Jute and other grasses, unmanufactured 


| enn ee naaetive seein epedieeds 
Sugar and molasses ............ 

Wool, unmanufactured...... 
Wood, unmanufactured ...... 





Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and med 
Cotton, unmanufaciured..................6. 6666 ens. 
ST III 7a sd aGnéstduencsepdhibussliened edidiiteriesihedes 
Cloths, uncolored............. 

Glass and glassware .. 
I cecnctaen Uiudvsecbor csdibeceennnstecced 
Iron and steel and manufactures of... 


icines 


945, 199 
21, 970, 716 
2, 183, 413 
1, 610, 399 


2, 727, 810 


La 

Quicksilver ........... AE 
eae molasses 

Tol and manufactures of 





Wood and manufactures Of ...........c00ccccccceeee Fae eG 8°38 
FROM CENTRAL AMERICAN STATES. 

Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines................... i 1, 103,594 

indies tnatnecenses 5, 335. 765 

Fruits of all kinds .............. etait estan anata 5, 530, 684 


Hides and skins other than fur .. 
India rubber and gutta percha. 
Sugar, DrowD.......6......0sceses 


4, 634, 329 
9, 261, 835 
2,065, 441 





TO CENTRAL AMERICAN STATES. 
Wheat flour ........ peace 


Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines. 










ees 1, 154, 973 
Cotton, manufactures of...................... ce ceale 2 561, 812 
Tron and steel and manufactures Of .............ccc0c00c00eeeeeseeereeceoseeereneenes 4, 695, 571 
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Coffee 
Guano wecces 
Hides and skins other than fur 


’ VENEZL 
Corn 


Wheat flour oun one ‘ 

( hemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines 
Cotton, manufactures of “ 

Tron and steel, and manufactures of 
Oils, mineral, refined 


' Butter. 

| Lard : se 

| Tobacco and manufactures of 
Wood and manufactures of 


FROM BRA 


Coffee 

Hides and skins other than fur 

India rubber and gutta percha, crude... 
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Wool, unmanufactured 


rO BRAZ 
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W heat flour os savas 
Colored and uncolored cotton cloths 

Iron and steel and manufactures of 

Oils, mineral, refined ..... 

Bacon and hams 
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Wood and manufactures of 


FROM URUG 


Hair, unmanufactured 
Hides and skins other than fur 
Wool, raw 


ro URUGI 


Agricultural implements 

Cotton, manufactures of 

Iron and steel and manufactures of. 
Wood and manufactures of 

Oils, mineral, refined 


FROM ARGENTINI 
Fur skins, undressed 


| Hair, unmanufactured .. 





Hides and skins other than fur 
Wool, unmanufactured 


rO ARGENTINE 
Agricultural implements 

Books, maps, engravings, ete 

Carriages, horse and railroad cars : 
Chemica)s, drugs, dyes, and medicines 


| Cotton, manufactures of 


Iron and steel and manufactures of 

Oils, mineral, refined 

Provisions, comprising meat and dairy pr 
Sugar, refined piedon 

Tobacco and manufactures of 

Wood and manufactures of 


: , FROM CH 
Soda, nitrate of. 


Wool, unmanufactured 
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REPUBLIC, 
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Agricultural implements 

Cotton, manufactures of..... on j 
Iron and steel and manufactures of ..., 
Oils, mineral, refined 


Sugar, refined 


Wood and manufactures of 
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Soda, nitrate of 


TO PERU 


Cotton, manufactures of ns 
Iron and steel and manufactures of 


Provisions, comprising meat and dairy products. ... 


Wood and manufactures of 
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Sugar, brown 
Molasses...... 
Tobacco, leaf.. 
Cigars 
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TO CUBA, 
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Chemicals, drugs, dy es, and medicines... 1, 925, 309 
Coa! eqvecse as 4, 063, 403 
Cotton manufactures cian 1, 525, 776 
Fis)... 1, 705, 843 
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Oils. mineral, refined......... hinidiinietilagatererttiatenstastenmndaedteaundindian 4 1, 174, 381 
per and manufactures of. inhvenntnthdidmntiiisspiinneonentntenindaiiaberabenans 1, 837, 452 
Provisions, comprising meat and dairy products........-....0......c0ssseee 26,472,781 
Tobacco and manulactures Of .......0:....0c01+see0eeeecesseeeneresenes 
Vexcotabies......... uaamion ; 8, 718, 673 
NU ineath intel SeRDMRTNUDNIN Wooo on cucecess.cosvencsescneessocsceecovevecnsoreccinsesesies 20, 659, 391 
FROM PORTO RICO. 

oo browa cimawetainan ieqtetintnenaneinaainiadeauieas oA, , 747 
DMO MMSBCS.... 0.06000 cc ceeeeee 13, 192, 691 
TO PORTO RICO, 
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Iron and steel and manufactures of.. eves 879, 421 
Provisions, comprising meat and dairy products... 5, 702, 979 
Wood and manufactures of nate 3,529,705 
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SENIIIIL  nasivnscronesebeosecey 2+-b-00002s0bueccnentensessuoenqaonienpesotet onssorseeubemnnnel 1882 10, 447, 984 
Central America: : cF 
British Honduras........... . 1881 | 27, 452 
Guatemala.,.............. none ovesseonenncossseroonscotsseness caveueseesen scons 1888 | 1, Pet , 116 
I a a cerrremininte seeseneenensenccees enseorsvecnsoconcesessocsers| ROBT 4 351,700 
NICATAZUR ... 0.6... creeerereceeenene sennieundouneqanspare . 1883 | 275, 815 
SID BOD cxocncesccssseeneveccscorsseccenaaseecess | 1883 | 203, 7) 

[nits TENT 1.0. .cacqnuassencvece vectdansbannianteigebareebenbuenéoeteeeaninen 1888 | 664, 515 
Total Central America............. — 2, 950, 376 

Spanish West Indies | 
al ec ose stestetinsinstienitinmanananiasaannnnnn 
i itantievesnasceasen nulahnal qsussnticvanctienibtipee Gee A 754, 313 
Tidhah Gepnatiahe Wet Tee oc... viv ecicsevsinsises eevisincecvvicliienennd 2, 275, 997 
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Seven South American states : 
Ree CmORD CE CODRGTIIIIER, 0.0 000000 cccccnesessrecconspebsosbesssoine greens 1881 3, 878, 600 
i aia hi cicada ee | 1886 2,198,320 
Brazil......... : 14, 002, 335 
ee j 651, 112 
Argentine ae. ; 3, 894, 995 
Soe ccsnnnetccnccnsiensenes ont 2. 527, 820 
Peru.. | 2, 621, 844 
Total seven states......... located 29, 774, 526 








IE RRO. ccsccinn se ceredisincunpntuaslbiamiinnines eiapiniadaie ae | 45, 448, 883 


Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to ask the Senator if those countries im- 
pose duties upon the breadstuffs and other articles which he enumer- 
ates which we now export? 

Mr. HALE. Some of these countries have large duties upon bread- 
stuffs; and I find in investigating this matter that there is no rule or 
line of action adopted by those countries which makes a rule for all. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do the Senator's tables indicate which of our articles 
are dutiable? 

Mr. HALE. I have tables covering that, to be used in the discus- 
sion, but I have them not here now. 

Mr. BUTLER. MayI ask the Senator before he proceeds if he has 
any tables giving the amount of manufactured cotton goods imported 
into those countries from the United States as compared with those 
imported from Great Britain? 

Mr. HALE. I can not make all the comparisons that suggest them- 
selves to the fruitful minds of Senators, but I have the quantity of 
articles of manufactured cotton that we have sent to each one of these 
countries during this time, but I have not compared them with those 
of either Germany or Great Britain. 

_ Ifany Senator seeks to belittle this consideration, as may perhaps 
be indicated by the question of the Senator from South Carolina, as 
showing that our trade with thesecountries is small compared with that 
with Great Britain, the answer is given in the aggregate figures which I 
have just stated to the Senate, wherein it is shown that we have taken 
from these countries, mainly of articles we could not produce, $1,500,- 
00,000 in the last ten years, and have only paid for them in articles 
which we could produce to the extent of $500,000, 000, leaving a round 
thousand million dollars in the balance inst us. Of course the 
trade of other countries may amount to atone sum than that, but 
this is a field large enough to invite the attention of every enlightened 

and patriotic and enterprising American citizen. 

Mr. HOAR. Do not all those countries discriminate against us? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know of any that discriminate against us as 
compared with their policy against other foreign countries—— 





Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inguire of the Senator from Maine what 
period of time is covered Ivy his figures. 

Mr. HALE. The last ten years, to 1889, the latest statistics I could 
find. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator whether he proposes to an- 
tagonize his amendment to that reported by the committee? 

Mr. HALE. I shall come to that by and by. 

Mr. President, these figures present a very melancholy showing, and 
the conviction of the American people that the time has come when 
something should be done to remedy these conditions is growing into 
a movement that will not be effectually resisted. 

Some of the reasons why this sentiment is so strong and is every day 

| growing stronger may be given in brief. 

No man can tell what the benefit will be to the American consumer 
in the price of sugar which is used upon his table by the unreserved 
repeal of the sugar duties; but if the entire duties, amounting to about 
$55,000,000 yearly, were saved in the price of the article to the con- 
sumer, the average per capita to the population of the country would 
be about 80 cents, or, toan entire family of five, a saving in the year 
of the sum of $4. Thiswould be the extent of the benefit that could pos- 
sibly be derived from the repeal of the tax. It would in no way ex- 
tend itself as an impetus in the way of opening a market for our farms 
and workshops, but would be measured as a benefit by the amount in 
dollars which I have given, and whether the price of the article in the 
countries where it is raised would be advanced to the scale of prices 
charged in European sngar-producing countries is a question which 
arises, under absolute repeal, the same as it would under the proposition 
ofa repeal accompanied by reciprocal privileges in the ports of the sugar- 
producing countries. 

I think it has been urged in certain quarters, where the amendment 
is regarded as the ‘‘ abomination of desolation,’’ that none of the sugar- 
producing countries would be induced or tempted to give our products 
any advantage jn their ports by the contemplated repeal of the duties 
on sugar. ‘The answer to that is very plain and obvious. There is 
not one of these countries that does not desire the repeal of the sugar 
duty. With hardly an exception there is not one of these countries 
which does not wish to enter into a reciprocal system of treaties by 
which the gates would be opened for our products there and for their 
products here. 

Spain negotiated such a treaty with us seven years ago. Mexico has 
negotiated one since, Brazil has kept ’a representative here in readi- 
hess to negotiate such a treaty for months past. And when it is said 
in addition that the negotiation of such a treaty would not increase the 
consumption of our own products, as I have heard it averred, a single 
dollar, the best answer that can be given is to note our experience with 
Spain upon the island of Caba. Sefior L. 8S. Galban, of the firm of Gal- 
ban, Rio & Co., of Havana, the largest flour-importers in Cuba, gives 
the following as facts coming under his immediate notice: 

Until 1882— 


He says— 


the importation of American flour was limited, and covered apposutanty 3 
per cent. of the total consumption of aan island, owing to the extremely high 
duties, which at that time amoun on per barrel, while Spanish flour o y 
paid $2. 81, In 1882 the 25 per cent. war tax was supp 


ressed, the duty on A 
= flour being reduced to $5.51 in Hen. of $6.89 imposed before that reduction in 
uty. 


Note the result which he says followed: 


The importation of American flour increased to nearly 40 per cent. of the total 
consumption. 


And, under the impetus given by the agreement entered into by Mr. 
Foster in February, 1884, through which the distinction of flag was 
suppressed and American flour paid only $4.69}, the importation of our 
flour increased to nearly 82 per cent. of the total consumption of the 
island. Under these steps just such as we are now seeking to take, in 
this single case furnishing the most pertinent and unanswerable illus- 
tration, in less than three years the exportation of American flour into 
Cuba increased from 25 per cent. of the consumption of all the island 
to 80 per cent. of that consumption—— 

Mr. PLATT. It has fallen off some. 

Mr. HALE. Iwas goingon further. Soapparent was this that, the 
Spanish Government becoming alarmed and the arrangement of Mr. 
Foster not having ripened into a ratified treaty, the duty upon Spanish 
flour was gradually reduced under a provision that, at the end of ten 
years, it should enter absolutely free of duty; and. upon this the im- 
portation of American flour began to diminish three years ago and has 
fallen off by degrees since. 

We abandoned our plan, we retraced the we had taken in the 

the inevitable result 


direction of reciprocity with these islands, 
followed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Would it interrupt the Senator to ask him a ques- 
tion on that very point about trade with Cuba and Porto Rico? 

The PRESIDE T pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I wish to inquire of the Senator whether he un- 
derstands that his amendment would apply to Cuba and Porto Rico. 
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Mr. HALE. Let me answer the question. 
Mr. CARLISLE. I think it does not. 
Mr. HALE. The amendment which I have offered, if it is pushed 


to a vote, as it will be if some other proposition does not take its place, | 
will need to be changed somewhat, not in principle, but in order to | 


make it certain. My belief is that when the terms “all the nations of 


the westera hemisphere’ are included it would include their depend- | 


encies, but if anybody wants to make it certain the words ‘‘or de- 
pendencies or colonies of the western hemisphere ’’ can be inserted. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Spain is the nation, and these are dependencies, 
and they are not nations. 
Mr. HALE. That, of course, is a thing easily corrected. I in- 


tended, and never had any other intention, that it should apply to all | 


these countries, and it will be so made to include them. 
Mr. GIBSON. That would include Canada. 
Mr. HALE. ‘By no means, 
Does any man of sense doubt that two things would happen ifa recip- 


rocal arrangement could be made with Spain by which the sugar prod- | 


uctof Cuba and Porto Rico should enter our ports free, as is provided 
by the House bill, and that all or nearly all of the duty which is laid 


upon our flour should be taken off: first, a great increase of our export | 
of flour toCuba and Porto Rico and, secondly, a great increase of the | 
total consumption, in all of which our wheat-producers would share the | 


benefit? In fact, it is not to be forgotten in considering this subject 


that reciprocal relations between countries which are not rivals in the | 


same products, but _ which desire to furnish each other with their own 
products, result in larger consumption, which necessitates larger supply. 

Mr, ALLEN. May I ask the Senator a question for information’ 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. What would be the effect of unlimited reciprocity 
with the Argentine Republic, for instance, in the interchange of wools ? 
In addition to that, I should like to ask the Senator if by the exten- 
sion of railroads upon the high plateaus of the Argentine Republic 
that country would not of itself become a great wheat-producing coun- 
try and practically be nearer the marketsof Boston and New York than 
those parts of the United States lying west of the Rocky Mountains. 


Mr. HALE. I suppose it will be found, as the years advance, as | 


communication is opened and these great countries are penetrated by 


the resources of civilization, that some of these countries will produce | 


the articles that we produce; but over and above all that is the great 
natural barrier that stands between certain products of theirs and cer- 
tain products of ours. It will be found to be the fact all the time 
that all the products which we can not produce will be extended by 
them immeasurably, and we can pay for them by the products which 
they can not produce. 

Mr. HOAR. Which will be extended by us immeasurably. 

Mr. HALE, Which will be extended by us immeasurably. 

Mr. ALLEN. What would be the insuperable barrier, for instance, 


between the production of wool in the Argentine Republi¢ and the 
United States ? 


Mr. HALE. I am not looking at the question of wool alone. I say | 


certain articles might be produced that would compete with us, and 


that is a matter which could be covered by any treaty or arrangement | 


made, any law passed. 


Mr. FRYE. The amendment offered by my colleague, he proposes | 
I understand to amend, and instead of admitting free of duty all the 


products of all these nations to the United States, there can be an 
amendment by way of limitation. 
Mr. HALE. As I have said, that must be a matter of limitation. 
Mr. ALLEN. For non-competing products I can very well see the 
desirability of the rule, but when it comes to such products as I have 


suggested, the wool of the Argentine Republic, the wheat of the Ar- | 


gentine Republic, if its capacity for wheat-producing is developed, or, 
for instance, the exportation of hides from the Argentine Republic in 
competition with those of our own country, what would be the in- 
superable barrier between those products and those within our borders ? 


Mr. HALE. Now the Senator from Washington is dealing with the | 
subjects to which I have not mainly addressed myself in speaking of | 


reciprocity arrangements that shall largely include articles which we 
do not compete with in this country, and, when we approach the list 
of articles in which we do compete, then it must be a question for the 
wisdom of the Government in negotiating treaties or making arrange- 
ments by law as to what they shall include. 


Now, on this general proposition I maintain that these reciprocal | 


arrangements will result, first, in increased consumption and then in 

increased supply; and here let me read what is said by a very eminent 

Brazilian upon this branch of the subject, Sefior Antonio Guimaraes, a 

leading merchant in business between Brazil and the United States. 
Brazil— 


Says Mr. Guimaraes— 


uces at ee 600,000 tons of sugar perannum; but under a treaty of rec- 
procity with the United States in less than three years it would produce 
enough sugar to supply the entire country. At present Brazil furnishes 76 per 
cent. of the coffee consumed in the Uni States; but, while the area of coffee 
production is limited to the States of So Paulo, Rio, and Minas-Geraes, the 
northern production being of no account, the sugar-cane area extends from ParA 


rey 
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to Parana, and, in fact,all along the littoral of Brazil from the equator to a few 
degrees below the southern tropic,the possibilities of sugar production being 
far in excess of those of coffee production, and almost unlimited. 
In exchange for t 10se important advantages to my country 

He continues— 


we propose t » reduce our imp t du oO the prod ‘ ‘ I 


| s of the United States 
| Brazi 
j 


This is also an answer to the o! ion tl made that nothing 


ee 
| would come of this— 
in ex hang« rt 250 1} ria 4 acres to ! » | | »pose to re- 
| duce our import duty on the products of the United States. Brazil is dependent 
} on a tariff for its revenue, and while é ange s ir ¥W could not 
| give entire free trade— 

Nobody expects that 
| we are in a position to make such a reduction of duty that the produce and 


lu 

| manufactures of the United States could enter Brazil at a little lower price thar 
that at which the same articles could be imported from Europe; and this would 
be sufficient to create for American manufactures in Brazil an immense and 


almost exclusive market 


He continues 


My country has a population of over 12,000,000 people, while Cuba has only a 
population of 2,000,000, and the consumption in Brazil of such produce and manu- 
| factures as the United States could supply would be very large indeed, For 
example: We import $21,000,000 worth of cotton goods perannum. By a reduc- 
duction of duty most of those goods would be taken from the United States and 
the importation of flour and other provisions, which the United States already 


ship in considerable quantities to Brazil, would be very largely increased under 
| the stimulus of a preference in the matter of duties 
| At presentthe United States purchases of our produ $70,000,000, whilst we in 
| return only buy $8,000,000. The balance against the United States has to be re 


| mitted in gold or its equivalent to Europe to pay for the merchandise that we 
buy there. Uader reciprocity the United States would purchase from Brazil a 
a larger amount, but would increase at the same time the exports to Brazil 





Brazil is as jarge a country as the United States it is as well populated as 
were the United States when they first measured their forces with those of Eng 
land, The conditions to-day are esp illy favorable toa treaty such as the one 
proposed. We have just draughted a constitution, which will undoubtedly be 

| adopted, similar to that of the United States, and the tendency throughout the 
political organization is to institutions similar to those which existin the United 
States and have given them their unexampled prosperity. 

| Che people in Brazil lean strongly towards the northern Republic, afd ther 
is no doubt, as I have already stated, they would hail with great satisfaction a 

| treaty of reciprocity which would bring the two Republics into closer commer- 
cial relations, leading ultimately to improved facilities for banking and trans 


portation and developing the exchange of commodities on a scale the magni 
tude of which it is now difficult to estimate, 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator object tomy askir 

Mr. HALE. I do not. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam very much interested in the remarks he is mak 
|ing. DolI understand from his authority there that the gentleman 
from South America said the total product of the sugar for the last 
year was 600,000 tons’ 

Mr, HALE. Six hundred thousand tons. 

Mr. GRAY. Does that correspond with the Senator's own investi- 
gations otherwise ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. The article that makes up about four-fifths of 
| the great surplus that we get from Brazil over our exports is coffee. 

Mr. GRAY. Six hundred thousand tons is very surprising to me. 
I merely wanted to know if the Senator had confirmed the statement. 

Mr. GIBSON, I find it stated at 150,000 tons. 

Mr. GRAY. I had an idea it was about 150,000 or 140,000 tons, 
but, the Senator from Maine may have confirmed that statement and 
I may be mistaken. I think it is important to understand that, as 
we go along. 

Mr. HALE. There may be a mistake in the figures. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam very much interested in the Senator’s figures. 

Mr. HALE. It is not essential one way or the other, because itis 
only given asshowing that it isa small proportion of what Brazil would 
| naturally produce. The consuiar report for the year 1887 gives th 
| then annual production of Brazilian sugar as 400,000 tons, and [ pre 
| sume it has increased largely since. 
|. Mr. PLUMB. Right on that point, if the Senator woul 
| barrassed by an interruption, I should like to have him state whethe: 
| it is his idea that we should stimulate the production of sugar in Bra 
zil rather than stimulate the production of sugar ip the United State 

Mr. HALE. I amin nodegreeopposed to any experiments that may 
be made in the production of sugar in the United States, 


ig him a question? 


not be em 


| and I havea 
considerable degree of hope in the future of developing something here 
but I have, as all of us andas the Senator from Kansas has, seen these 
| ex periments made in a very careful way and to a lim 

| 


tad ‘ 1) 
4 11eag e@exvent, ant 


not yet embracing any wide area or giving demonstration hatev 
hope there may be, of any greatly enlarged production 
in answer to the question whether I seek to stimulate the production 
| of sugarin Brazil: ‘certainly, Mr. President, if we can obtain, as this gen 
tleman, Mr. Guimaraes, has pictured out that we may obtain, a large 
proportion of the Brazilian trade and pay for her products by the prod 
ucts of our farms and our workshops, then I should hail with acclaim 
| the day when the acreage of Brazil, the extent of country that is put 
| into sugar producing, shall be largely extended. I should look with 
| satisfaction upon the increase of Brazil’s product, whether it be one 
| hundred and filty or six hundred thousand tons to ten times that, and 
of our receiving it into our markets to be paid for by our products. 
Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator will permit an interruption, | 
will ask him whether in his opinion the anxiety of Brazil for free sugar 
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into this country is not very largely because of the threatening danger 
to the cane sugar of Brazil by reason of the enormous increase of importa- 
tion into this country of the beet sugar of Europe, an increase from 
about 200,000,000 pounds in the year 1889 to 600,000,000 pounds in 
1890, and a proportionate loss to Brazil of her exportation to this coun- 
try of cane sugar. 

Mr. HALE. I donot think that Brazil is so much in fear of the 
product of the beet sugar of Europe asshe is of the rivalry of the Span- 
ish islands Cuba and Porto Rico. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have been told that the product of sugar in Brazil 
has been declining for some years and less than 2 per cent. of the sugar 
we import is from Brazil. In the line of what the Senator from Ne- 
braska has said, I will state that the increase in the production of beet 
sugar in Germany last year was greater than the total production of 
sugar in the island of Cuba in the same period. It seems to me that 
in the natural course of things the production of sugar in Brazil is not 
liable to very largely increase, and if we do stimulate it wo shall be 
so doing at the expense of the production of sugar in the United States 
and make an active competitor to what will undoubtedly in time be 
one of the leading agricultural products of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, in that 
connection I will say that the falling off in the production of sugar in 
Brazil, and of their exportation of sugar, is not owing to the causes 
which have been suggested, but to the fact of the demoralization ot 
labor in that country which grew out of the emancipation of slaves, 
I have no doubt that when Brazil shall recover {rom the state of affairs 
which was produced by that emancipation the production of sugar in 
that country will increase enormously and that we shall receive a con- 
stantly increasing amount from Brazil. 

Mr. HALE. I agree fully with the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Now, I wish to say in answer to these Senators who represent what 
is I hope a success, or to be successful and growing experiment with 
beet gugar or sorghum sugar, that I am not in antagonism with them, 
but if either of those Senators objects tothe policy that I have so faintly 
outlined and supported, of trying tosecuresome benefit from these south- 
ern countries when we repeal duties upon their sugar, I ask them, how 
much more musi they object to an outright, unreserved repeal which 
allows sugar free without attempting to get anequivalent? The thesis 
upon which I am going, which I am trying to maintain, is that if we 
are to make sugars free (and I have not gone into that question), then 
it will be a policy not much short of lunacy not to seek to utilize this 
and to get some benefit for our labor. 

I have not gone into the question as to whether, in any possible prej- 
udice to the efforts which are being made in this country to raise sugar 
at home, we should take off the sugar duties entirely. The House of 
Representatives has done that in the exercise of a wisdom which it had 
a right to exercise. It took off absolutely, clean and sheer, $55,000,000 
of revenue, admitting free the products of these countries, which may 
crowd out the experiments in Nebraska and may destroy the experi- 
ments in Kansas; but whether they do or not, neither of those Senators, 
it seems to me, if we are to enter upon this field, should object to our 
securing some benefit on the other side. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was not stating or suggesting any opposition as to 
this matter. I simply wanted to get the Senator’sidea. In that same 
line, let me ask him to what extent Brazil would regard this proposi- 
tion as reciprocal if at the same time that we were pretending to stimu- 
late their production of sugar upon the idea that we would buy it we 
should give such a bounty as to stimulate the production at home in 
such a way that we should supply our own marketand thereby utterly 
exclude Brazil, and whether they would not regard that as something 
that was lacking in the idea of reciprocity. 

Mr. HALE. If we give such a bounty as will make America a great 
sugar-producing country and furnish the tableof the American people 
with American sugar no Senator need have any apprehension as to 
what will follow; all these questions will be dis of then, and in a 
most happy fashion. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to take up more of the time of the 
Senate, and if I am not farther interrupted I shall soon conclude. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire to ask the Senator's attention to a very preg- 
nant point. He has selected Brazil as the example of all others, and 
rightly, of the advantages that might be expected to come to that coun- 
try, and that by a corresponding introduction of our products benefit 
tous. The intelligent merchant of Brazil from whose letter the Sena- 
tor has read, speaking of the great expansion of their products and of 
their great exports to us, has made only this responsive suggestion: 
“We can not admit your products and manufactures free, but we will 
make (and this is the language) a little difference between the tariff on 
your importations and the tariff from other nations.’’ Now, as we are 
obliged to make a large difference by our protective duties against com- 
peting nations that our own industries may thrive, what practical re- 
sult in our competition with Europe in importations into Brazil is to 
come to us if only a little difference upon rates is to be made? 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter that time alone can tell, The Brazil 
merchant speaks of a little difference between duties laid on our prod- 
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ucts and those ot European countries, and that difference in our favor. 
It is evident that the feeling, not only of Brazil, but of the other South 
American people, is strongly bent towards reciprocal relations upon the 
basis which I have indicated. 

It is easy to oppose; it is easy, and always has been, to find fault 
with any plan or scheme and to suggest difficulties; but one thing is as 
sure to me as that tide and sunrise come daily, and that is that the 
policy which was suggested by the President in the message trom which 
I have read, and which has been so ably supported by the Secretary 
of State, and which in times past has secured the attention and ap- 
proval of the wisest statesmen who have illustrated our career in the 
last thirty years, is a policy that has come to stay with the American 
people. Whatever may be done now, whatever may be incorporated 
upon this bill, this broad and enlightened view that has been taken, 
this vision of seeing trade advance and increase between us and our 
sister republics to the south, which shall in no degree prejudice Ameri- 
can labor, but which shall add to its advantages, is a policy that is go- 
ing sooner or later to be adopted by the American people. 

There never was a time that was more fitting to try this plan than 
now; and to my mind the amendment which I have offered, corrected 
in certain phraseology so as to displace all doubt that may remain in 
anybody’s mind about its construction, is a most fitting solution of the 
question. In the first place, it does not contemplate the repeal of the 
sugar duty until we can see where we are with reference to our 
finances and see whether or not we are able to part with $55,000,000 as 
a necessary component part of our revenues in order to meet our ex- 
penses, and in the halt which will be called under this amendment 
we shall be brought to see just what the condition of our finances is. 

I do not for one, Mr. President, envy the future of any party that 
takes off taxes this year and, confronted with a deficit, is obliged to 
reimpose them next year. I do not here and now say that weshall be 
met with this, but as a general proposition that must be true. No 
party can afford to stand before the people under a financial policy that 
covers those three features: first, reduction, then deficit, then reimposi- 
tion of taxes. 

But, Mr. President, the principle is much greater than the method 
of its application. That is the first thing; that is the essential thing, 
and the application will follow. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave been waiting all through the Senator’s speech de- 
sirous to ask him one question if I could see a time when it would not 
interrupt him, and I jndge from what he has now said that he is about 
to say something to which that question would be pertinent, if he will 
allow me. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has several times used the phrases in his 
statement of his policy, *‘these treaties, ’’ ‘‘ reciprocity treaties.’’ I 
should like to ask the Senator whether he thinks it is essential or im- 
portant to the success of the policy which he has outlined so ably and 
so clearly that we should undertake to regulate these fiscal matters so 
far as they are mutual with foreign countries by the treaty-making 
power, to accomplish it through that, or whether he relies upon con- 
current legislation to accomplish his pu I think some phrases 
the Senator uses imply that expects the tariff of this country, so 
far as it is to be ein concert with other countries, to be ted 
by treaty. 

Mr. HALE. Yam very glad the Senator has asked that question 
because in a the case as I have, naturally I may have used 
phrases and terms that convey a wider meaning thanl intended. Ido 
not expect, if this policy, in one form or another, either that indicated 
in the amendment I have offered or the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode island, representing the Finance Committee, be adopted, 
that we are driven to the necessity of untying all these knots, which 
now inclose our trade with other countries, by reciprocity treaties. I 
do believe that as a result of the adoption of this policy in some cases 
some of these countries will be ready to negotiate ym pares | treaties, 
which will in due time be presented to the Senate, and which must de- 
pend not only upon the Senate, but upon the popular branch of the 
Government, for legislation to them out. 

The remarks I quoted from Mr. Hewitt, a formerly distinguished 
member of the House, with whom the Senator from Massachusetts and 
I served, who had liberal views on these ects, were made upon re- 

rting a bill to the House of Representatives embodying the necessary 
legislation to carry out a treaty which had been negotiated. And even 
if no treaty is negotiated, so complete is the programme, so effective is 
the — that it > ao without the negotiation of et on 
there is no purpose in it, should deprecate any purpose in it that 
in any way destroys or dispenses with what must be the action of Con- 
gress upon these questionsof revenue and the raising of revenue. That 
must be, of course, a thing that the two Housesare to consider in con- 
junction and with the approval of the President. 

Mr. GRAY. Would the Senator object to an interruption? 

Mr. HALE. No. I should be not to take up too much time 

1 listen to Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. I have listened to the Senator since I came into the 
Chamber, but I had not the pleasure of hearing the first few minutes 
of his remarks, and he may have covered the question I am about to 
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ask, which is this: Whether the sch »meof his amendment does or does 
not avoid any complication by reason of the favored-nation clause in 
our commercial treaties with European nations. It seems to me possi- | 
ble that the scheme of his amendment may avoid that, and thereby | 
be a better way of achieving the result than commercial treaties would 
be. 
Mr. HALE. I have looked somewhat into that, although I am not | 
an expert in the constructions of diplomacy, but my researches show | 
very Clearly that we should in no degree be embarrassed in this, either 
in legislation or ina treaty. Any legislation or arrangement for a par- 
ticular product or products, coupled with an equivalent from the coun- | 
try with which we are dealing, does not, as it is holden by a!l author- 
ities, interfere with what is known as the “‘favored-nation’’ clause. | 
So upon that the way is clear, open, undisputed, ready for us to enter. | 

Mr. President, the policy suggested by the President, in his message | 
to the Senate of June 19, so earnestly and ably advocated by the Secre- 
tary of State, so clearly foreshadowed, as I have shown, by enlightened | 
statesmen in the past, is believed in by very many men here and in the 
other branch of Congress, and it has taken such root in the minds of the | 
public that, whatever may be done about it upon this bill, it will not 
die with the American people. Inits breadth and liberality it accords | 
with the generous sentiments which always find recognition with our 
people. 

But, Mr, President, the principle is greater than the method by which | 
it is to be applied. ‘The sentiment of the American people upon this | 
question is so clear that it becomes the bounden duty of the Senate to 
embody in the tariff bill, when we repeal duties upon foreign products 
which contribute to revenue only, a provision which shall secure for 
the products of our farms and our workshops an increased market in 
the countries upon whose articles or production duties are so repealed. 
This principle is plainly involved in the amendment which has been 
oftered by the Finance Committee. It isa departure from our previous 
policy. It broadens and widens that policy. It is a great step in the 
direction of opening to the production of our labor the markets of Cen- 
tral and South America and the islands of the great sea which lie be- | 
tween the continents. It commits to the President, who, we know 
by his communications to the Senate, is in favor of this movement, 
powers which I am entirely willing should be placed in his hands. 
That he will exercise them wisely and in the true interest of American 
labor no man who knows his present attitude and his past history can 
doubt. 

And upon the question whether the condition of our finances is such | 
that we can aflord to repeal the entire duty upon sugar we must trust 
somebody, and the Finance Committee, which is the guardian of the 
financial policy of the Senate, ought to be authority, and the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who 
is in charge of the bill, must carry with it asthe conclusion of the com- 
mittee their belief that there will be no deficit in our revenues in the 
next fiscal year, which begins July 1, 1891. Under this amendment, 
Mr. President, and taken in connection with the great measures for 
the revival of our shipping interests, which, in charge of my colleague. | 


have passed the Senate and which now await favorable action from the 
House of Representatives, the principle which I have contended for 
can be fully tried; and then the Republican policy for the upbuilding 
of the American commercial marine and this new feature of Repub- 
lican policy for the opening of new markets to the countries south of us 
will proceed hand in hand. 

There is nothing in either of these great measures that does not, in 
actual operation, inure to the benefit of American labor; no bar is let 
down in the great protective system to which the Republican party is 
committed, and all these measures in successful operation will increase 
our trade, our manufactures, and the market for all our farm and other 
productsand willstand as a monument of the wisdom and patriotism of 
the party which now, for the first time in many years, has the contro! 
of all branches of the Government. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, protection to American industries has 
been favored by the beneficiaries of that principle in one form or another 
since the foundation of the Government. But the power has been gen- 
erally derived indirectly from the general power of taxation. Parties 
have been slow to assert, as their representatives have been slow to exe- 
cute, a levy upon the earnings of the masses for the direct and avowed 
purpose of enriching and filling the coffers, not of the public Treasury, 
but of aselected and favored class. [Fattened by the misfortunes of the 
country whieh made necessary the enormous exactions of war; adjusting 
he details of a system which has extracted billions from the earnings of 
the people to individual and corporate gain, the beneficiaries of that sys- 
tem have yet accomplished this result by the invocation of incidental 
powers. 

No tariff bill has ever passed which was placed by its advocates 
upon the distinct and avowed ground that Congress had either inclina- 
tion or power to levy tribute upon the community for the sole pur- 
pose of advancing the estate of its individual members. 

Speaking of the complications of 1861, ‘‘the chief reliance of the 
United States for revenue,’’ says Mr. Blaine, ‘‘ had always been upon 
customs. But no real test had ever been made of the sum that might 
be collected from this source. 
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small an amount the National Government could be supported, not 
how large an amount might be collected.’’ And so, Mr. President, 
from the beginning of the Government to the civil war, every en- 
actment of tariff law had been subject to this limitation. No party 
favored taxing the people for the manufacturers only. No party dared 
face the public upon the proposition that the taxing power should be 
diverted from the fair limitations of public necessity to the limitless 
greed of private gain. From 1789 to 1861 the great battles were fought 


| upon these floors, the great contests were waged by the advocates of one 


theory or another, and yet the public requirements, and not the indi- 
vidual profit, fixed the limitation of every demand. 

No political platform ever ventured beyond this depth 

The Locofoco platform of 1836 declared that- 

Every man is under the natural duty of contributing to the necessities of so 
ciety, and this is all the law should enforce on him 

The Whig platform of 1844 declared 
for a tariff for revenue to defray the necessary expenses o 
discriminating with special reference to the protection 
of the country 


the Government and 
of the domestic labor 


The Whig platform of 1352 proclaimed that 


Governments should be conducted on the principles of the strictest economy, 
and revenue sufficient for the expense thereof in time of peace ought to be de- 
rived mainly from a duty on imports,and not from direct taxes; and in laying 
such duties sound policy requires a just discrimination, and when practicable 
by specific duties, whereby suitable encouragement may be afforded to Ameri 
can industries, equally to all classes and to all portions of the country. 


The Republican platform of 1860 declared that 

While providing revenue for the support of the General Government 
ties upon imports, sound policy requires such an adjustment of these 
as to encourage the development of the 
try 


by du- 
imports 


ndustrial interests of the whole coun- 


The Republican platform of 1372 declared 
That revenue, except so much as may be derived from a tax upon tobacco and 
liquors, should be raised by duties upon importations, the details of which should 


be so adjusted as to aid in securing remunerative wages to labor and promote 
the industry, prosperity,and growth of the whole country 


The Republican platform of 1876 declared that— 

The revenue s and the obligations of the 
public debt must be largely derived from duties upon importations which so far 
as possible should be adjusted to promote the interests of American labor and 
vdvance the prosperity of the whole country 


ecessary f current expen litu 


Che Republican platform of 1880 declared as follows 


duties / if the se of 
an labor 


Wereaffirm the belief avowed in 1876 that the 


uve should so discriminate as to favor Amer 


The Republican platform of 1884 declared 


We therefore demand that the imposition of duties 1 gn imports 
shall be made, not for revenue only, but that in raising the requisite revenues 
for the Government such duties shall be so levied as to afford security to our 
diversified industries and protection to the rights and wages of the laborer, ta 
the end that active and intelligent labor, as well as capital, may have its just 
reward and the laboring man his fall share in the national prosperity. 


pon fore 


The Republican platform of 1888 declared that 

[The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national 
revenue by repealing the taxes upon tobacco, which are an annoyance and a 
burden to agriculture, and the tax upon the spirits used in the arts and for mee 
chanical purposes, and by such revision of the tariff laws as will tend to check 
imports of such articles as are produced by our people. the production of which 
gives employment to our labor, and release from impost duties those articles of 
foreign production (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced agé 
home 

These, Mr. President, are the declarations, so far as I have beenable 
to collect them, of the so-called protection platforms of the country. 
It will be observed that in every one, except the last, the declaration 
looks to the raising of revenue, and not one of them goes beyond the 
revenue standard in its theory of protection. In the last platform } 
have quoted, the Republican party, confronted by a large surplus in 
the Treasury under Cleveland’s Administration, declared not for rais- 
ing, but for reducing, the revenue by the exclusion of foreign competi- 
tion. 

Thus it will be seen that while no party ever advocated in Congress 
and no party ever passed through Congress a tariff bill whose prime 
object was the advancement of private business at the expense of the 
public, it is equally true that from the foundation of the Government 
to this day no political party ever confronted the people of the country 
upon a declaration of such a power or such a purpose. It was only 
when coupling the ideaof revision with the avowed purpose of reduc 
ing the public revenue that the Republican party ventured to make the 
declaration of 1888, and it is only under the pretext of reduction that 
they undertake-to carry it out. 

And so, Mr. President, through all the stages from Madison down 
to McKinley, even from the protection standpoint, the idea of revenue 
has predominated in the enactments of the tariff. No matter when, 
no matter how, no matter by whom the measure was supported, until! 
this day and generation the adjustment of the taxes of the country to 


| the interests and purposes of classes and callings was limited by the 


reasonable and fair demands of the public Treasury. Never till now, 
and now only upon the pretext of reducing, and not of raising rev- 


enue, was an attempt made to revise the tariff system of the country 


for the sole and notorious purpose of advancing private and corporate 
wealth, The determination to do this at this time is a cause of alarm, 
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and will arrest the attention of the country, I can not witness theclose 
of the debate without a few observations which may go upon the rec- 
ord with what has been said. 

Mr. President, the discussion of the pending bill, as far as it has 
progressed, has been ableandexhaustive. It has demonstrated, among 
other things: 

i. That the demands of a favored class, and not the public necessities 
or the public good, are the inspiration and purpose of this measure. 

2. That the increase of the public burden by the raising of tariff du- 
ties is to be the actual, if not the acknowledged, effect of this bill. 

3. That just in proportion to the exclusion of the foreign article 
which these increases ot tariff duties will accomplish the American 
consumer will pay his taxes to the manufacturer, and not to the Gov- 
ernment, 

4. That thus the public revenue is to be reduced, not by reducing 
the burdens of the people, but by compelling them to pay to the man- 
ufacturers, through the increased cost of the articles they consume, 
what they now pay through the retail and wholesale dealers and custom- 
houses to the Treasury of the country. 

5, That this extraordinary scheme is for the protection chiefly of a 
single class of citizens of the nine States of the Union which own more 
wealth than the other thirty-three States and the Territories com- 
bined. 

6. That this scheme will enable the American manufacturer to con- 
tinue to sell, as he does now, his plows and reapers and a thousand 
other articles to Mexicans and South American Indians from 25 to 50 
per cent. cheaper than he does to our own citizens. 

7. That therefore and to that extent this is a bill for the protection 
of Mexicans; Spaniards, half-breeds, and South American Indians, at 
the expense of the farmers, laborers, and consumers of the United 
Btates. 

8. That the duty on hundreds of articles is largely in excess of the 
entire labor-cost of their production, and often multiplies it many-fold. 

9. That protection to the product and free competition in labor re- 
duce labor to the simple proposition of supply and demand, while the 
cost to the laborer and his family of the production of their own hands 
is enhanced. 

10. That the home market is to be reserved for the manufacturer, but 
the markets of the world shall supply his labor. 

11. That we are to refuse to buy from anybody else and nobody else 
can therefore buy from us... 

12. That our surplus cereals are to rot in their barns and our farmers 
to starve to enable our surplus manufactures to find profitable market 
in foreign countries with 50 per cent. off. 

13. That the proposed reciprocity with South America is intended to 
establish a market there for our manufactures and a market here for 
South American products of the farm. , 

14. That the enormous largesses levied upon our people were made 
possible by the consequences of war and have been made profitable to 
ihe manufacturers, who have been thereby enabled to maintain the 
prices of war in time of peace. 

15. That the farmer and laborer are plundered by war taxes under 
the epecious guise of protection to both. 

16. That England, like Carthage, has made herself mistress of the 
seas by the vastness of her commerce while we are impoverishing our 
people by a denial of intercourse with the commercial world. 

17, That we have no ships to float our productions, and our mails 
are carried under the British flag. 

18. That the system which this bill is intended to perpetuate has 
iven half the wealth of the country to three hundred men and is re- 
ucing the masses of the people to vaasalage and to bondage. 

19. That the men who are most clamorous for this kind of protec- 

tion are the millionaires and monopolists. 

20. That Mr. Carnegie’s million-dollar castle in Scotland and Mr. 
Gould’s five million private fortress in Mexico are twin illustrations ot 
Republican protection to labor. 

21. That this bill involves a rapid rush in the transition already far 
advanced from a free people to a condition of landlordism and tenantry 
throughout the Republic. 

22, That the depressions and panics, the want of employment, the 
commercial disasters, the lockouts and strikes, the complaints of labor, 
and the impoverishment of the farm, the millionaire and the tramp, 
have alike for a quarter of a century exemplified the power as they 
have illustrated the process of Republican protection. 

These and kindred propositions have developed all along the line, 
and upon them the political parties have divided. I shall not under- 
take to repeat these discussions. They are on the record and before 
the country. The condition which they depict has been approached by 
degrees. It could never have been directly. No people were 
ever enslaved by their voluntary assent, Like the noiseless creep of 
the tiger before he springs, like the insidious ravage of disease before it 
racks the flesh and dims the eye, the citadel of human is under- 
mined before the call ‘‘to the tower’’ is heard. And so of extortion 
upon the earnings of the masses. The open demand for tribute that 
would encounter prompt rebuke at the hands of the multitude finds 
easy and successful substitution in the evasive process whereby its 
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beneficiaries declare dividends of the earnings of labor and marshal 
their assets of its surrendered reward. 

So it is true, Mr. President, that while platforms of political parties 
have not demanded the imposition of a tax upon the people for protec- 
tion only, the debates which have occurred at various periods in the 
consideration of the subject disclose the fact that legislation itself has 
not been based upon that idea. 

The history of tariff enactments in the United States is illustrative 
and instructive. The subject has been discussed in its relation to pro- 
tection at every stage of the country’s progress. If there be an ex- 
ception to this proposition it covers a period from the breaking out of 
the civil war to the tariff enactment of 1867. 

During that period larger burdens were imposed upon the people 
by impost duties and otherwise than at any time in the history of 
the country. But during that period the question of protection was 
not a factor that entered into the debate. The truth is that the exigen- 
cies and consequences of war fixed the standard of our tariff exactions 
upon the people of the country, and the fact is that now and here, 
twenty-five years after the war, when no demand it created is pressing 
upon the Treasury, when the people are paying through their public 
officials 24 per cent, premium on their outstanding indebtedness, not 
yet due, and when they do not need more money, but Jess money in 
their Treasury, they are confronted by a conspiracy between certain 
political elements of the country and the beneficiaries of war rates ot 
taxation to continue and perpetuate the burdens and calamities of war 


plished may facilitate but can not justify these exactions. 

As far back as 1868 the Republican party declared in its national 
platform that it was ‘‘due to the labor of the nation that taxation 
should be equalized and reduced as rapidly as the national faith would 
permit.’’ It has redeemed that pledge by increasing the burdens ef 
labor and production from that day to this. 

Speaking of Hamilton and his theories of protection, which have 
been inherited and exaggerated by the Republican party, Mr. Blaine 
declares that— 

More promptly than any other financier of that century he saw that $10 could 
be more easily collected by indirect tax than $1 by direct levy. 

This declaration of Mr. Blaine furnishes the key to the whole proc- 
ess by which the burdens and exactions made upon the American 
people have been augmented.and increased and multiplied until they 
have walked their various ways under a load more weary and a system 
more extortionate than any other people ever bore on the face of the 
earth. It is more easy, Mr. Blaine concedes, to levy tribute upon the 
American citizen by adding $10 to the price of his clothes than $1 
on the valuation of his cow. It is more easy, as Mr. Blaine has de- 
clared, to extract from the earnings of the laboring man by an additional 
charge of 10 cents upon his tin-plate than 1 cent by arbitrary exaction 
in the direct demand for his coin. It is more easy, as Mr. Blaine has 
declared, to absorb indirectly from the earnings of the masses one hun 
dred millions, to be squandered in reckless expenditure under the in- 
genious guise of protection to the very men who dig it from the ground 
or harvest it in the field, than to collect ten millions by direct levy in 
dollars and cents from a manly populace who would want to know, 
as they have a right to know, for what public use their money is de- 
manded. It is by this process that the burdens of war have been main- 
tained till the generation that fought it is well-nigh passed from the 
activities of life. 

Prior to the rebellion of 1861 no man dreamed of the imposition of 
import duties at any such rate as is now enforced. I have endeav- 
ored to show that no political platform demanded larger imposition of 
taxes than would meet the requirements of Government economically 
and honestly administered. It is a remarkable fact that up to and in- 
cluding the year 1861 the largest amount of money ever collected by 

| the Government in a single year was in round figures $83,000,000. 
This statement covers incomes irom all sources: import duties, di- 
rect taxes, sales of public lands, fines and penalties, Patent-Office fees, 
every dollar from all sources received into the public Treasury of the 
United States. This year of 1890 by this Congress the amount of ap- 
propriations to be expended for pensions alone will exceed $120,000, - 
000. The total collections during the past fiscal year from tariff duties 
amounted to $229,000,000, The total appropriations for all purposes 
by this Congress for the current fiscal year will amount to $460, 000,000. 

Mr. President, these are startling. When we add the further 
consideration that the nine States of the Union most largely engaged 
in manufacturing possess more wealth than the other thirty-three States 
and the Territories all combined, it is astounding beyond man’s con- 
ception that under the financial conditions which I have related these 
are the nine States which, through their interested elements, are clam- 
oring for the perpetuation of the burdens of war for their protection 
and the maintenance and advancement of theirfortunes. By the cen- 
sus of 1860 the six New England States, with New York, New Jersey, 
and Pennsylvania added, owned 34 per cent. of the wealth of the coun- 
try. By the census of 1870 these nine States had advanced to more 


than 50 per cent. of our wealth, al h nearly five years 
3 per ae aggregate thoug y five y 
Thus the infant industry, which had been fostered by paternal care 
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until he was grown to be a giant, turned with ravenous hand upon the 
old man’s purse now that he was beset by dangers, sore in his needs, 
and writhing in the agonies of blood! And so the rate has kept up. 
The capital and deposits in the nine manufacturing States amount to 
nearly three billions and a half, while in all the other States and Terri- 
tories they amount to less than two billions. How long, Mr. President, 
will it be under this system before these nine States shall own the 
Union? But did I say States? Ah! sir, it is misleading to call them 
States in this connection. The States are the people. It is not the 
people of these States that have amassed this immense wealth. It 
the favored and pampered few. The people in these Statesare doomed 
to the common fate. 

From 1870 to 1880, and we have not the tables for 1890, the value 
of farms, animals, implements, and machinery in these nine States fel 
off $517,000,000. And so they have continued to fall. We areapt to 
deal with figures too lightly. We have been made so accustomed by 
the conditions which followed the war to talk in Congress about mill- 
ions and hundreds of millions, and the people have become so familiar 
with the discussion of vast amounts in connection with the adminis- 
tration of their Government, that all lose sight of the magnitude of 
the subject and the vastness of the public collections. 

But the thoughtful mind will not fail to panse for a moment’s re 
flection upon that process, indirect and subtile though it be, which ex- 
tracts these prodigious sums from the pockets of the people. Although, 
as Mr. Blaine has declared, it is easier to collect ten dollars by this 
method than it would be to collect one by direct taxation, this method 
itself is becoming better understood. But the classes and interests 
which aresubserved by the maintenance of these burdensare not satis- 
fied to stop there. They are not content to base their profits upon the 
exactions imposed by the exigencies of war. They are actually demand- 
ing, and in the name of labor, that these burdens shall be multiplied. 

Mr. President, if a single tithe of the advantage which arises irom 
the burdens of tariff tax contributed to the advancement of the labo: 
of the country or added to the comfort of the wives and the little ones 
of our laboring population, no man would go further than I to secure 
them that tithe. NoramI unwilling, so far as the public necessitics 
require public taxation, so to adjust the details that the manufactar- 
ers themselves may, with the great body of their fellow-citizens, share 
equally both tts benefits and its burdens. If money must be levied for 
public purposes in one form or another—and so it will have to be as long 
as the Government lasts—the details should be so adjusted, within the 
limits of public necessity, as to reserve to ourown people, whether en- 
gaged in one pursuit or another, every advantage which may tend to 
mitigate or counterbalance the burdens they bear. 

But the demand of the manufacturers that the exorbitant rates in 
most instances now enforced shall be increased for the benefit of labor 
requires investigation and analysis. These rates were not established 
to promote the interests of labor. The attémpt to maintain them does 
not emanate from the laboring population. They involve a tax and a 
burden upon labor in every form and sphereof itsemployment. Their 
beneficiaries are those who have levied tribute upon labor from the 
beginning until now. This fact is demonstrated by even a cursory ex- 
amination of the relations in which labor was held by the promoters of 
high tariffs at critical periods of legislation on the subject. Take, for 
instance, the first tariff enactment which bears date July 4, 1789. It 


i) 


was introduced by Mr. Madison, entitled, ‘‘An act for laying a duty | 
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on goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the United States.’’ | 


It recited in its first clause that— 


Whereas it is necessary for the support of Government, for the discharge of 
the debts of the United States and the encouragement and protection of manu- 
factures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported, etc. 


Here was the avowed and declared object of encouragement and pro- 
tection to manufactures. But who will say that the protection of labor 
bore any relation to this scheme? ‘The country had been through an 
exhaustive war. It had seen the want of manufacturing development. 
It saw and felt the need of manufacturing establishment to maintain, 
as it had seen and felt the need of manufacturing establishment to as- 
sert and secnre, its independence. 

But where was the labor to be benefited by the act? It could not 
have been skilled labor, for that we did not have. It could not have 
been general labor, for even of that there was scarcity and want. Mr. 
Harrison in bis letter of acceptance recognizes the condition which 
existed when he declares that— 

In the earlier years of our public history public agencies to promote 


gration were common. The pioneer wanted a neighbor with more friendly in- 
stincts than the Indian. Labor was scarce and fully employed. 


It is thus demonstrated that the inauguration of our tariff system, 
while it had primarily for its object the raising of revenues to support 
the Government and meet its obligations, was aimed in its protective 
features, not to the advancement of labor, but to the establishment and 
maintenance of manufactures. It is as true now as it was true then 
that, while the duties amounted to a restriction upon foreign competi- 
tion to the manufacturer, the employers of labor, by the immigration 
societies to which Mr. Harrison alludes and by other processes, were 


looking to all the world for cheap and competitive labor as they are 
looking to-day 


mimi- 


ye 


oy 
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The theory and purpose of this original bill were followed for years 
in subsequent enactments. The protection of infant industry, the pre 
motion of manufacturing ind pendence, and the creation of American 
resources for the exigencies of war were the prime considerations which, 
next to the raising of revenue, governed the advocates of high rates of 
duty. But through all the controvers 7 1861 no man ad 
vocated for protection, ( yf Congr ca is wh approached 
the rates of the present law. 

By the various tariff enactm rom 1 1 t int 
ternated, according to i tit id pO} \ : veen 
what we call free trade and moderately prot t I t of 
1835, known as the compromise mé ire, provid e a 
under the leadership of Henry Cla; wr th I tfon of all 
duties to 20 per cent Mr. Clay’s avowe 1 ad ting this 
measure was to save irom utter destruction the pro stem, 
which he acknowledged to b 1 danger; and so it was in danger, be 
cause of its exactions upon t wople;: but thes xactions which had 
thus created popular revulsion were in no sense the exactions of to-day. 


The tariff actof 1846, known as the Walker ti 

as a free-trade tariff. Subsequently modified, the co 

substantially under a free-trade system when tl 
Now, Mr. President, at this point, it is we 

sider. The Government was confronted by impending 

ury was inadequate or supposed to be inad« 


ikewise known 
intry found itsel! 
broke out 
to stop to con- 
Its Treas 
juate to the terrible ordeal. 


war, 


Mr. Blaine declares, and declares truly that with the information 
which was then before the world it may be questioned whether a com 
plete scheme for providing the money necessary for the struggle could 


] rendered effective with capital 


have been passed through Congress or 

ists. The needs of each cris plied as each 
did not try to look far into the future. It 
bread to the armies of the Union, t 
and equip the Navy.”’ 


3 Were sup arose. Congress 


to give daily 
» provide munitions of war, to build 


exerted itsel! 


Mr. President, itis the truth of history that the enactments of 1860, 
1861, 1864, and 1857 were made to meet the exigencies. and conse 


quences of war. Contemporaneous discussion places this proposities 


beyond the pale of controversy. Reporting the first bill of 1860, Mr. 
MORRILL, who had it in charge, declared that there were— 


no duties proposed on article for 


any the simple purpose of protection alone 

rhe highest duties in the bill were proposed for the purpose of revenue rhe 
} h I I 

manufacturers might geta g with lower duties, but we require the revenue. 


And again in 1861, speaking on the bill to increase the duties on tea, 
coffee, and sugar, the same gentleman declared it to be “‘ apparent that 
we need to husband all our resources.’’ And again in 1861 he said 

IT ex ] 







nfess, Mr. Chairman, that to the whole of this Senate amendment I have 
very strong objections, and it is only from the necessity under which the Gov 
ernment lies to raise more revenue than we shall pre ably be able to raise with- 
out this tax on tea and coffee that I should be willing to consent to it 
And still again in 1861 Mr. Morri_u declared 
I may say with reference to this b that wh do rt 
and lial support yet I mean to give it my vot belie that t es or 
most articles are put too high 
And in 1864, reporting a bill still farthe yin we taxation, Mr. 
MORRILL declared, and there we none to gainsay 
This is intended as a wa -e,@ temporary measu d st as 
; such give it our support 
In the same speech he used the following expression 
In making an estimate of the effect of such a war tariff as is now proposed it 
is important that we should bear in mind that as we i “wae the cost of any 
article we diminish the number of those who willl ible to consume it 
And, Mr. President, at another period in these debates, to give em- 
. t . 
phasis to the idea that all these exactions were based upon public ne 
cessity as against the demands of individual or corporate cupidity, the 


same distinguished Representative from Vermont, now a able and 


honored associate on this floor, declared to the Congress and to the 
country that it was ‘‘ unfit that the Government ot » United States 
should go to bed without its supper every time t v ell off a 
million in New York.’’ And thus we have tle starvation of the Gov 

ernment pleaded suppliantly for the imposition of burdens which, now 
that the occasion of their enactment has passed, are to be maintained 


in the interest of money and monopoly as against labo 


ind consump- 
tion. 


No pretense was offered that these increases o n were made 
in the interest of manufacturers; silent spectators of current events 
they saw that the calamities of war were promoting a system which 
from the very necessities of the situation wo I i t! yffers 
No voice was raised for labor. But contemporanes ly with these 
enactments labor was likewise a sabject of consideration, and what con- 
sideration did it receive from the men who composed the Congress of 


that day ? 

In 1864, at the very crisis of these discussions, a bill was passed not 
to increase tariff taxes for the protection of labor, but side by side with 
the imposition of fresh burdens, as if in mockery of their relation to 
labor, a bill was enacted to provide for the importation of contract 
labor from abroad. The bill provided that foreign laborers to be im- 
ported by such contracts—the contracts themselves, when made in for- 
eign countries, to be legalized here—should pledge the wages of their 
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labor for the term of a year to their employers. Mr. SHERMAN, who 
managed and passed the bill, declared on the floors of Congress that— 

In the Western States labor is absolutely demanded. Common laborers are 
receiving a very high price. 

And, mark you, it was not the so-called protected labor of our facto- 
ries in the East that was commanding this very high price, but the 
unprotected labor of the ‘‘ Western States.’’ 

Mr. President, the enactment of tariff legislation from 1860 to 1864, 
with the act of 1867 added, created substantially the system which is 
in force to-day. Who will declare, who can declare that the protection 
of labor or the promotion of its well-being had any place in the minds 
of men iu these tariff enactments when in the very same day and hour 
they were providing for the importation of foreign contract labor on the 
ground that labor was commanding a very high price in this country? 
Strangely enongh, the first tariff bill introduced by Mr. Madison, when, 
as President Harrison says, labor was scarce and fully employed, in 
1789, bore date the 4th of July, as did also the act which Mr. SHERMAN 
pressed when he declared that labor was commandinga very high price 
in this country in 1864. Butthewarended. Many ofits consequences 
still remained. Among these was the vast indebtedness it had created. 

In 1866 the public debt reached its maximum, The public revenues 
fell off in that year $535,000,000. With this extraordinary condition 
of the country came the necessity for further increase of public taxes 
for public revenue. ‘Taxes, including tariffs, were carried to the verge 
of desperation, and THESE ARE THE TARIFF TAXES WE ARE PAYING 
TO-DAY. Well may Mr. Blaine, describing the conditions of that 
period, quote Sydney Smith: 


es 


We were levying taxes pee every article which enters into the mouth, or 
covers the back, or is placed under the foot; taxes on everything which it is 
pleasant to see, hear, feel, sme)!,ortaste; taxes upon warmth, light, and locomo- 
tion; taxes on everything on the earth and the waters under the earth; taxes 
on everything that comes from abroad or is grown athome; onthe sauce which 
pampers man’s appetite and on the drug that restores him to health; on the er- 
mine which decorates the judge and the rope which hangs the criminal; on the 
poor man’s salt and the rich man’s spice; on the brass nails of the coffin andthe 
ribbons of the bride. 

Any fair inquirer into this vast and important subject must be con- 
vinced that the culmination of 1867 in the enactment of tariff duties by 
the United States Government brought us substantially to the rates that 
are in force at thistime. ‘They were enacted without a pretense of pro- 
tection, without the slightest regard to manufactures or a thought of 
their effect upon labor. They were the plain, simple, direct, imme- 
diate, and necessary consequences of war. But if therebe one in any 
quarter so bold as to ascribe to the party then in power a regard for 
labor in this great emergency, the action of the same agencies within 
the brief period of one short year will forever dispel the illusion. 

It was in 1868, Mr. President, that the articles were agreed between 
this country and China, additional to the treaty of 1858. The act to 
promote the importation of foreign contract labor had passed in 1864. 
{t had evidently failed of itsobject. It wasdeclared by Mr. SHERMAN 
on this floor, when I had quoted his connection with that act, that it was 
made necessary because so many of our citizens were with the armies 
in the field; but if that had been the spirit of the enactment it would 
have been promptly repealed when the survivors of the war returned, 
seeking employment, totheir homes. It had evidently failed to accom- 
plish its object. Labor was doubtless, in the estimation of these gen- 
tlemen, still commanding a very high price, because within a short 
year, as I have stated, after the increase of tariff taxes in 1867, addi- 
tional articles to the treaty with China were negotiated by the Repub- 
lican administration. 

By the fifth of these articles the great promoters of protection to la- 
bor solemnly contracted that— 
the United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially recognize the 
inherent and inalienable right of man to change his home and allegiance, and 
also the mufual advantage of free migration and emigration of their citizeng 
and subjects respectively from the one country to the other for purposes of cu- 
riosity, of trade, or as permanent residents, 

So we have in the one instance, fathered and fostered and promoted by 
these friends of American labor, in 1864 an act to promote the impor- 
tation of foreign contract-labor contemporaneously with the increase of 
burdens upon our labor at home and in'the other instance a sweeping 
invitation and the opening wide of our doors to myriads of Chinese 
paupers, who were seeking our shores to take the place of our honest 
and industrious labor, in 1868 contemporaneously with the enactment 
which added largely to the burdens of every man, woman, and child 
in the country! And this was protection to American labor ! 

But there is another chapter to this Chinese question. When the 
Democrats acquired control of the House of Representatives, when the 
protest of American labor against cooly importation amoun espe- 
cially in the far West, to open revolt, an act was passed probibi the 
immigration of Chinese and excluding them from our shores for twenty 
years. This act was defeated by the protest and veto of a ae 
President. In its consideration here it was embarrassed and ered 
by Republican obstruction. Mr. HoAr, of Massachusetts, sought to 
amend it by providing that itshould ‘‘not apply to any skilled laborer 
who shall establish that he comes to this country without any contract 
by which his labor is the property of any person other than himself,” 
and he was supported in this proposition by the votes of Mr, ALDRICH, 
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Mr. ALLIsoN, and Mr, MoRRILL, three of the six Republican Senators 
who report the pending bill. Failing in that proposition through 
Democratic votes, Mr. HOAR further moved that— 

Any laborer who shall receive a certificate from the United States consul at 
the port where he shall embark that he is an artisan coming to this country at his 


own expense and of his own free will, and has established such fact to the sat- 
isfaction of such consul, shall not be affected by this bill. 


He was again supported by Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. 
MoRRILL, three of the Republican Senators who report the present 
tariff bill, and he was again defeated through the Democratic vote of 
the Senate. 

These amendments, Mr. President, would practically have defeated 
the object of the Chinese restriction bill. They would havekept open 
our doors to competition from China with our domestic labor by every 
cooly who would call himself askilled laborer or an artisan. When the 
bill was finally passed it was opposed by the votes of Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr, MoRRILL, three of the Republican Senators who re- 
port the present bill. Thus the modification of that bill as proposed 
or its defeat would have left in full force the treaty stipulations o! 
1868, which provided for the unrestricted immigration of the subjects 
of China. On the passage of the bill it commanded the support of only 
eight Republican Senators, and four of these represented the States o! 
Colorada, Nevada, and California. It encountered the negative votes 
of Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. MorRILt, three of the Repub 
lican Senators who report the present tariff bill. 

But another bill was introduced in Congress which prohibited Chi- 
nese immigration for a period of ten years. Onanamendment to admit 
Chinese to citizenship 26 Republican Senators voted ‘‘ay ’’ and 5 voted 
*‘no.’? Every Democratin his place in the Senate voted ‘‘no!’’ Onan 
amendment to strike out the clause which construed vhe act to mean 
and to exclude both skilled and unskilled laborers 29 Republican Sena- 
tors voted ‘‘ay’’ and only three voted ‘‘no.’’ Every Democratic Senator 
voted ‘‘no!’’ And so the parties were divided upon other and similar 
propositions. On the of this bill Mr. SHzrMAN voted ‘‘no.”’ 

Wethus have Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. ALDRICH, and Mr. Mor- 
RILL, four of the Republican Senators out of the six who report the pres- 
ent tariff bill, on the record in favor of the protection of American labor 
by refusing restrictions upon Chinese tnmigration! It was reserved to 
a Democratic Administration under Grover Cleveland to negotiate the 
treaty of 1888 by which Chinese labor is to be excluded for twenty years 
from March of thatyear. TheactofCo would haveexpired and ad- 
mitted the Chinaman after the Ist of May, 1892. Now that the Re- 
publicans have ten majority in the Senate, the same proportion of their 
number that op the bill would defeat its re-enactment. But the 
treaty concluded by Mr. Cleveland in 1888 covers and excludes Chinese 
labor. 

Mr. President, is further demonstration needed that in all the tariff 
enactments which accompanied or have followed the war the protec- 
tion of American labor was never an element ot consideration? If so, 
it is found in the fact that the labor of our country in every phase and 
walk of its existence is open to competition, as it has always open 
to competition, from every quarter of the globe. If so, it is found in 
the illustration occurring in a manner local tomy own community, under 
my neo 4 eye, during the progress and perding the discussion of this 
very bill. 

While this Senate was engaged in the debate on the schedule embrac- 
ing building stone, limestone, and other material of that kind, and 
certain gentlemen were insisting upon certain additions to the list fo: 
the protection of labor, sixty Italian stone-cutters, subjects of the Italian 
king, unable to speak our , were employing an interpreter at 
the post-office in my own town to enable them to procure foreign moncy- 
orders by which to transmit the wages earned by them on the great 
Kanawha improvement, under your m of protection to American 
labor, to their homes and families in Italy. 

Thus the m collected by the United States Government from its 
own people, its la inclu and appropriated for the prosecution 
of its great works of public im iit Bas So Seas © be 
forwarded by due course of to the Italian provinces for the pro- 
tection of American labor. And so it has ever been. The laborer, 
forming the great mass of cons has been the first to tax and the 
last to relieve. The tax on lawyers and doctors and merchants an( 
bankers was repealed; but the tax on pilots and engineers was retained 
for years. Thetax on deeds and bank-checks was repealed ; but the 
tax on hats and boots was retained at war rates. The tax on incomes 
was wiped from the face of the earth ; but the coat and the shirt, the 
breeches and the blanket, the dress and the cloak and the shaw), the 
plow and the the pick and the shovel, the chisel and the plane. 
the that holds the -earned meal and the fork that carries it 
to the hungry lip, the blanket that shields the wasting form and the 
sheet that shrouds it cold in death, go on—like Tennyson’s brook—g° 
on forever—levying silent tribute from the weary and the heavy laden. 
that colossal fortunes may tower to the skies, while 

Man’s inhumanity to man makes countless thousands mourn. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it is not my pu atthis moment 
to discuss all the questions involved in the ule now before us. 
Indeed I do not know that I shall at any time have anything to offer 
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r ting the reciprocity features: which for some reason or other seem 
to attach to this schedule of sugar. But there are several questions 
that should be decided preliminary to a consideration of that subject. 
The first one is whether we can under the framework of this bill remit 
the duties upon sugar, because the bill as it came to us from the House 
of Representatives and the bill as reported by the ’inance Committee 
to the Senate both contemplate the absolute remission of the sugar 
duty; and although the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in his ex- 
haustive and able argument respecting the proposed reciprocity feat- 
ures of this bill did not himself assert that it was within the purview of 
those who especially favor the various propositions for reciprocity to 
retain the present sugar duty, yet, if the sugar duty is to be retained, 
the first question for us to consider is whether or not it shall be re- 
tained as provided in the existing law or whether it is to be modified 
as respects the relations which now prevail under existing law between 
raw sugar and refined sugar. 

Although I have given some attention to the amendments which have 
been offered on both sides of the Chamber, I have yet to find or to no- 
tice an amendment offered on either side which looks to a modification 
of the existing arrangements respecting raw and refined sugars if the 
sugar duty is to be retained. 

There is another preliminary question involved in this repeal or pro- 
posed repeal, and that is what is the effect of the sugarduty? If the 
sugar duty is a tax upon the foreign producer of sugar and therefore a 

_ revenue which is derived from the men who produce sugar in other 
countries, then the sugar duty should not be repealed at all, because 
if the duty upon sugar is not a charge upon the consumer of sugar in 
our own country, if it is a duty which pours its immense volume inta 
the Treasury of the United States, taking it outof the pockets of those 
who dwell beyond the seas, or at least beyond our territory, then it is 
the very madness of folly to suggest the idea of repealing this sugar 
duty or any part of it. 

I believe that the sugar duty comes out of the pockets of the con- 
sumers of the United States, whether they dwell in humble homes on 
the prairies of my own State, or in the palaces which are erected in 
the great cities of ourcountry; itis a tax upon consumption, and there- 
fore isa purely revenue duty. 

I assert that it is a revenue duty, and I assert it without fear of suc- 
cessful contradiction from any source, because if it is contradicted I 
think I can bring evidence overwhelming and absolute to show that it 
is a duty that comes out of the consumers of the United States. Any 
man who will take the price-list of London for the last ten years will 
see that the average price of sugar of a given quality in London has 
been measured by the average duty upon that class of sugar in the 
United States for this period. But I need not go to these statistical 
tables to show that. That is made evident by every bill which has 
been presented recently either in this Chamber or the other. 

When the Senate Committee on Finance reported two years ago a bill 
looking to the reduction of the duty on sugar one-half, we were con- 
fronted, and overwhelmingly, with the demand that if we reduced the 
duty on sugar one-half, we must provide for a bounty of 1 cent a pound 
in order to enable the sugar producer of our country, whether from cane, 
beet, or sorghum, to successfully compete with the otber sugar-pro- 
ducing countries; and when the House of Representatives sent us this 
bill repealing the sugar duty they sent it to us with a proposition to 
pay 2 cents a pound bounty upon sugar produced in the United States, 
whether from cane, beet, or sorghum, and I have yet to hear a single 
Senator upon this side or upon the other side of this Chamber denounce 
this.sugar bounty on the ground that the repeal of the sugar duty will 
not reduce the price of sugar, because if this sugar duty does not come 
out of the consumers of the United States, then it is folly for us to put 
into the pockets of the producers ot sugar the 2 cents a pound here pro- 
posed to be paid them. Their claim is that the effect of the repeal will 
be to reduce the average price 2 cents a pound, that being the existing 
duty, and that they can not produce sugar in competition with this re- 
duction without the bounty, and that equal to the duty taken off. 

So vigorous are these appeals that the Committee on Finance upon 
this point have been constrained to include maple sugar in the bounty. 
Maple sugar, the sugar derived from the sap of the maple tree found 
in nearly all the States of the Union, and drawn in the spring-time 
by a process familiar to us all from the trees and gathered together and 
made into sugar. Although maple sugar is recognized as a luxury in 
nearly every place where it is not produced, yet so earnest were those 
whose States produce that stgar that they insisted that they were put 
in an unjust position as respects their product if we did not include 
in the proposed bounty their sugar made from sap. 

So it seems that I need not argue to Senators, in view of this situa- 
tion and these circumstances, that the sugar duty is a tax upon con- 
suwption. 

That seems to be universally recognized as necessary if we are to 
develop the sugar industry in our country in competition with the 
world’s product. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Iowa yield 
for a question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
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Does the Senator from Iowa yield ? 
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Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator has stated that the duty upon sugar 
was purely a revenue duty, and that therefore the amount of the duty 
| was added to the price of the domestic product. But the Senator then 
proceeded to state that because of the repeal of this duty he proposes 
la bounty of 2cents a pound to the sugar producers in this country. 
| Can that bounty be justified upon any ovher ground than that the 

sugar duty was protective of this domestic industry, and that therefore 
it follows that a protective duty may be added to the price of the do- 
| mestic product, as well as a revenue duty? 

| Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky and my- 


self, when we get into the domain of dialectics respecting such a ques- 
tion, may not differ, because I heard him in the very opening of this 
tariff debate give a definition of protection to which I think I can sub- 
stantially assent, certainly on this point. Undoubtedly it is a protec 
tion to the producers of sugar; but who are they, and what do they 
produce, and whatis the extent of their production? Of course, when 
I make a statement, if I do not say all that I ought to say, I hope it 
will not be supposed that I do not have in mind something more than 
I have said. 

I know perfectly well that the 





' 

| 

| 

sugar-producers of Louisiana and 

other States have been enabled to put into their pockets in the way of 

| an additional price for the sugar they sold to the American consumer 

} an amount equaltotheduty. I donotdisguise that. Soof the sugar- 

| producer from sorghum, or trom beets, it may be, but what does that 
amount to, and what does that prove? Does that prove that this is 
nota revenue duty because the amountof sugar imported into the United 
States—I have not the exact figures before me—reaches in round num 

bers 3,000,000,000 pounds, whilst the amount produced in this coun- 
try, taken by and large in every respect amounts to only 300,000,000 

pounds, or 350,000,000 pounds, I believe, last year, or one-tenth of the 
entire consumption only is produced in the United States. 

Mr. President, that will be a revenue duty until our production 
reaches a point—and here I come to the definition of the Senator from 
Kentucky—where that which is produced at home comes in competi- 
tion with that which is produced abroad, thereby fixing the price, and 

| then the two coming together in conflict thereby tlie price is fixed and 
reduced by competition, as this competition is sharpened by the pro- 
duction in our country of asufficient quantity for consumption or nearly 
| so. So, Mr. President, when I said that this was a pure revenue duty, 
I said what was the effect of this exaction on sugar, and I think no man 
would be sooner in accord with me in that view than the Senator from 
Kentucky. Therefore, the first question for us to consider is whether 
or not we can remove this duty and still carry on the great affairs of 
our Government under the plan and arrangement and adjustment of 
| this bill as it stands as respects revenue from imports. The next ques 
tion is—the domain of which I shall not enter into at this moment- 
| W hether we shall forego this boon of exemption to the consumers of our 
| country as respects sugar, and if wedo, to what extent, 
I will not go into at this time. 
| Mr. President, having said thus much about sugar 
| tention to the first question, which is, can we remit the sugar duty 
| safely? Whatdoes itamountto? It amounts to $55,C00,000 in round 
numbers, and co-related to it and running parallel with it is a bounty 
of $7,000,000 which comes out of the Treasury, and is to be paid to 
our own producers. Therefore it may be safely said that the sugar 
provisions of this bill involve $62,000,000 of revenue, directly and in 
directly. 

There is another thing to be considered as respec 
this subject, and that is the fact that we are nearly up to the Ist day 
of October as respects this bill. That is to say, it is not probable that 
this bill will become a law in any form before the Ist of October, no 
is it probable when it does pass both Houses and receives the signature 
of the President that we can safely deal with the sugar duty without 
giving the dealers in this great article of consumption some little time 
to adjust their arrangements to this new relation, and also give the 
sugar producers in ourcountry the benefit of the existing duty or allow 
them the benefit of the bounty. Therefore I take it for granted, al- 
though the Committee on Finance have not settled that question as yet, 
so far as their recommendation is to have influence, that when this bill 
shall finally become a law, as respects the sugar duty the time of its tak 
ing effect will be postponed for atleast thirty orsixty days. HereasI pass 
I may say that it is well understood throughout the country by all the 
dealers in sugar that the price of sugar will! fall practically to a point 
equivalent to the duty. remitted, and therefore they wish to make their 
adjustments in relation to it, having paid the duty on all they hold in 
stock. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator state whether the committee has 
in contemplation the payment to the holders of sugar at the date when 
this reduction of duty or elimination of it takes effect, of a rebate 
equivalent to the duty already paid ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That has been suggested and suggested very strong] y 
but has not yet, so far as I know, received the assent of the Commit 
tee on Finance, but they are entitled to consideration in some form. 

Then, Mr. President, in the discussion of this subject it will be 
borne in mind that five-twelfths at least of this fiscal year will have 
passed away before the proposed sugar duty takes effect—five-twelfths 


That question 
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of the fiscal year will have passed away practically, and at least three- 
twelfths, one entire quarter, will have passed away before any - 
tion of this bill takes effect. Therefore I repeat that it is not i. 
lutely clear of demonstration what the revenues will be during the 
fiscal year, 50 that in my statement I shall be obliged somewhat to go 
into the domair of conjecture—not of mere conjecture but of estimate 
based upon what I regard as reliable data; and whilst I am making 
this statement I will thank Senators to allow me to complete it with- 
out interruption and then I shall be able to answer any questions that 
may occur to Senators respecting it. 

The appropriation bills have all passed now with the exception of 
the general deficiency bill and the river and harbor bill, but I suppose 
I do not encroach upon any privacy of committees when I say that the 
river and harbor bill has been agreed to in conference, and therefore 
the amount of money appropriated by it is settled if the Senate and 
the House shall ratify the arrangements made by the conferees of both 
Houses. I appeal to the chairman of the Committee of Commerce 
whether I am at liberty to state that. If not I will withdraw it. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is entirely at liberty to state it, 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Therefore, the entire range of appropriations has 
been disposed of for this year. The Senator trom Maine (Mtr. HALE] 
has gone over the deficiency bill with care, as well as myself, and in 
estimating I have estimated that the pending general deficiency bill 
will cover six and one-half miilion dollars. 1 may be a few thousand 
or a few hundred thousand dollars out of the way; something may de- 
pend upon the rigidity with which these matters are conducted here 
and elsewhere. 

Mr. HALE. Or frigidity. 

Mr. ALLISON. I might have said the frigidity, as the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] suggests. 

The total of appropriations, therefore, for this year amounts to $358, - 
883,564.24. I will state at this point that I shall ask leave to insert at 

. the end of my observations a table or tables which will show in detail 
the result I have just stated. 

Now to this sum must beadded what are known as the permanent ap- 
propriations, but I do not add that permanent appropriation called 
““the sinking fund,’’ because I do not regard thatas a fund at this time 
which we are obliged to consider. In the first place, we are far in ad- 
vance of any demand of that fund at this time, and in the next place 
it is absolutely certain that more than enough to satisfy that fund will 
be paid during this and the next fiscal year by means of the redemp- 
tion of the remaining 4} per cent. bonds, So that in any event that 
demand will be met. So I deduct or eliminate from any calculation I 
have made everything respecting the sinking fund. This leaves the 
permanent appropriation for the current year, $52,000,000; in round 
numbers, to be accurate, $52,468,380. That is the permanent annual 
appropriation excluding the sinking fund. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Including the interest on the public debt, I sup- 
pase ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Including the interest on the public debt and all 
the by-waysand side-ways, the Indian trust funds, and so on, that we 
are obliged to pay under any statute law. 

Mr. HALE. All not included in the annual appropriations? 

Mr. ALLISON, All not included in the annual appropriation bills. 
The total of the appropriations, annual and permanent, is $411,352,- 
944,21. The river and harbor appropriation bill amounts in round 
numbers to $25,000,000, although it is less than that sum by a few 
thousand. 

Mr. PLUMB. By $15,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I said by a few thousand. The exact amount is 
$24,981,291—nearly $20,000 less than $25,000,000, It is understood 
in this Chamber and elsewhere, I have no doubt, certainly it has been 
so understood for some years, that at each long session we have a river 
and harbor bill which lasts for the Congress; that is to say, there has 
been for a good many years no river and harbor bill during the short 
session. I do not know what may be the purpose and aim of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, but I have heard itsaid by members of that com- 
mittee, I think by its chairman, that this bill was made up on the 
theory and basis that it was to last for two years and that no other 
would come during the present Congress. If that be true, the real 
appropriation for rivers and harbors this year will be only $12,500,000, 
instead of $25,000,000. Inasmuch as the first quarter of this fiscal 
year will have passed before it can become a law, it is not at all prob- 
able that even that amount can or will be expended during the fiscal 
year. So I deduct one-half of the river and harbor appropriation from 
the total I have made. 

Daring this fiscal year we shall have appropriated, including the 
general deficiency bill not yet passed, for deficiencies $38,500,000 in 
round numbers. The exact figures I can give, if necessary. But of 
these deficiencies $27,602,751.16 were paid out of revenues of the last 
fiscal year, and $3,000,000 of them at least were for deficiencies for 
1889 on account of pensions, and should not be fairly included asa part 
of the pension deficiency for 1890. I make thatstatementnowin order 
that I may be better understood later on. 

So I deduct from this total the $12,500,000 for rivers and harbors 
and the $27,000,000 and more for deficiencies, which were included in 
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my first calculation, but which were paid out of revenues for the past 
fiscal year. These two amounts deducted will leave $371,250,193.05 
as the total of all the appropriations of this fiscal year to come from the 
revenues of this fiscal year. 

Now, it will be said, and it ought to be said, that we have not pro- 
vided at all for the pensions created or to be created by means of the 
general pension act which pussed at the present session. That is true. 
But in my calculation here for that purpose and for the purpose of any 
little deficiency of pensions that may run over from the regular appro- 
priation for pensions—I say ‘‘little’’ because it will be little as com- 
pared with last year—I have estimated $40,000,000 as the sum to be 
taken out of the Treasury this year for pensions in addition to the 
$98,457,000 which have been appropriated in the pension appropriation 
bills. 

It is estimated at the Pension Bureau and by experts there that the 
average of the new pension act will be $100 a year to each person and 
not more. So, to secure an expenditure for the present fiscal year of 
$25,000,000 even for the new pension act will require an adjustment 
of 250,000 cases between now and the Ist day of July, assuming that 
that would include an adjustment of cases which have been pending 
since the Ist day of July of this year and running the whole year. So, 
Mr. President, I submit that in making this allowance of $40,000,000 
I have gone far beyond the probable necessities of this fiscal year. 

Mr. FRYE. Do you recognize the necessities of the next fiscal year ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer] for 
calling my attention to another point; and I may as well say that be- 
fore I get through I to be able to analyze what will be the ex- 
penditures for the fiscal year 1892, because that is the question we 
have got to confront in establishing a t fiscal system as re- 
spects our revenues derived from imports, they being the great source 
ot revenue. But I have included in this year $140,000,000 for pen- 
sions as a total. 

I will say, in my estimates I have not taken into account the $7,000, - 
000, the estimated sugar bounties, because I take it for granted that 
those bounties will not be paid during this fiscal year, unless it may 
be on le sugar. I believe maple sap is usual)y drawn in the spring- 
time. tisasmall item. I understand the refund on this account 
would amount to only about a million dollars. 

After including all I havestated of every name and character, Imake 
a total of $411,250,193.05 as the priations and limit of expendi- 
tures for the fiscal year as di the manner I have stated. Then 
the question comes as to revenues. The Secretary of the Treasury in 
his annual report, which I have here but will not take the time to read, 
estimates the total revenues for the current fiscal year at $450,000,000 
in round numbers, including the postal receipts; without the postal 
receipts, $385,000,000, being the same as for the fiscal year closed on 
the 30th of June. The revenues for the last fiscal year exceeded the 
estimates $17,000,000, and the revenues for the two months of the 
present fiscal year have exceeded the revenues for the same period of 
the last fiscal year, showing a constant increase under existing law of 


large proportions. 

Mr. FRYE. The last two months are exceptional. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maine says the last two months 
are exceptional, I agree that in a certain sense they are exceptional, 
but they can not be exceptional as respects internal revenue, and yet 
the internal-revenue receipts have increased relatively as much as the 

from duties on imports. Now, it is somewhat exceptional as 
duties on 

Mr, ALDRICH. imports have not been withdrawn from bond 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas about to call attention to that. The goods 
have been imported, but they are still in bonded warehouses and the 

pare ecanlge Frege lig: al 
tions have been probably greatly reduced because of the evident idea on 
the part of the sugar importers and refiners that the duty would be re- 
mitted and the arrangements in our country for storing sugar in bond 
are not so great as they are as respects most other articles of importa- 
tion. So I do not think you can consider any very great amountof in- 
crease as far as the revenues are concerned on account of the pendency 
of the tariff bill. 

The silver legislation which we passed has taken away from the mis- 

» one- for 
this source of diminution and also accounting for the natural increase 
by the growth of the country and the restoration of ty in busi- 
use we must all recognize that that has b 
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Mr. HALE. Does the Senator’s $371,000,000 of appropriations in- 
clude the expenditures for the Postal Department? 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. HALE. All of them? 

Mr. ALLISON. It includes every expenditure that can possibly be | 
considered during this fiscal year under any and every law that is upon 
our statute-books. 

Mr. DOLPH. 

Mr, ALLISON. 
ing fund. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does the Senator include the amount that may be re- 
quired for the shipping bills? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot include that amount, as the shipping bills 
have not passed the House. 

Mr. GIBSON. Or the direct-tax bill pending in the other House? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not include that. 

Mr. GIBSON. Or theclaims that the people haveall over this coun 
try against the Government ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not, except those that have passed Congress; 
these we always have with us and they can not be estimated; but I 
will speak of that matter more at large later on. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I wish to ask the Senator a question for in- 
formation, as I was not in when he was making his statement. 
understand him to say that he does include the sinking fund? 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated distinctly that I did not. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Will the Senator please inform me how much 
he allowed in his statement for pensions as well ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I allowed $140,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLoM in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Iowa has made a suggestion that he desires not to be inter- 
rupted during the course of his remarks. 


| 


All of them. | 


Permanent appropriations ? ; 
Permanent appropriations, I mean, except the sink- 


> 


Do I | 


| Sundries. 
| under House bili 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes; Iso stated, but I am not disturbed by the | 


questions and suggestions mae. 

I repeat, for this may have been forgotten, that but for this bill our 
surplus revenues this year would be, in round numbers, $49,000,000, 
or a sum equal tothe sinking fund. That brings me to a consideration 
of the question of the effect of the pending bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. IftheSenator from Iowa is through with his state- 
ment as to the fiscal year 1891, will he permit a question ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator has made one statement in the course 
of his remarks which it seems to me requires some explanation. The 


| sugar schedule. 


| try and other countries, I think it will be estimated that { 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9523 


and the revenues that are derived from taxation after that 
| fore the 30th of June, 1891. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Then, it ! rstand the Senator, the only part 
| of this deficiency of $27,000 ) or thereabouts which was not spec f. 
ically appropriated to 1890 was ft 10.000 which 
came over from the p f eal 
Mr. ALLISON Yes, sir: t rest v es for t] last 
fiscal year. 
Mr, CARLISLI And ap) ‘ du { i] 
Mr. ALLISON Approp: d dur that f l ded 
during that fiscal year. 
Mr. CARLISLI Chen |] rstand the S 
Mr. ALLISON And not expended until after 
Mr. HALE. Under law, under deficiency bills which becat 
during that year, so that they are all covered by actual Jay 


is what | wanted to vet at 


Mr. CARLISLE. That 
Mr. ALLISON. 


Now I have reached the point to the eth rf 

| this tariff bill, and in stating that effect I give not only my own judg 

ment, but the judgment of my associate far as I have been able to 
consult them, as to the effect of t pending bil 


This bill, as reported from the Committee on Finan 
puts sugar and other things upon the free-list, amounting in the aggre- 
gate to $60,599,343.69. This leads us, or rather compels us, to consider 
what is the effect of the other dutiable schedules upon the revenue I 
wish now to analyze the schedules in that respect, and I do so from the 
tables which I have cut out from a copy of the tariff bill, page 110, giv 
ing a summary of the schedules, and if Senators desire to see how I 
make up the amounts they can refer to the copies upon their tables 
The dutiable schedules here are fourteen, running to Schedule N 

Of these dutiable schedules sugar is absolutel, 
and under Senate 
Therefore, for the purposes of what | 


to the Senate 


eliminated 
amendments to the House bill 
Il exclude the 
Of these 
effect of 
our coun 
ve of these 

ions, although in every one 


wl am about to say 
That leaves thirteen dutiable 
five remain practically unchanged. Therefore, whatever th 
this tariff bill may be upon the trade and trade relations o! 


schedules 


schedules do not change these trade relat 


of them there are many specific reductions in duties upon the articles 
| contained in the schedules. 
Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator indicate the » that they may 


Constitution of the United States provides that no money shall be drawn | 
from the public Treasury except in pursuance of an appropriation made | 


by law. The Senator has stated that there was withdrawn from the 


ublic Treasury by the executive officers of the Government during the | 


t fiscal year $27,000,000, and expended for making up deficiencies 
of previous years. I should like to know under what authority the 
$27,000,000 was taken out of the public Treasury. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for interrupting me, because 


undoubtedly in the hurry of speaking, as I appreciate the value of time 


here under the circumstances, I did not fully make myself understood. 
In the fiscal year 1889 the appropriation for pensions was $81,000,000, 
and then there was some small deficiency passed in addition to that; 
but it turned out that at the end of the fiscal year 1889 there was 
$8,000,000 of quarterly pensions then due which had not been appro- 
priated for in 1889, and the Commissioner of Pensions, I think prop- 


erly, paid that $8,000,000 out of appropriations made for pensions for | 


the fiscal year 1890. 
Mr.CARLISLE. That money not having been covered back into the 
Treasury? 


go in the Recorp? 
Mr. ALLISON. “I can not indicate reductions from anything 
I have before me, but I will say that they were indicated with reason 
able accuracy (I think I noticed one or two errors) by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Cu_tom] in his able observations here some 
and are already in the REcorD as a part of his speech. 
But take the chemical schedule, which is the first one 
trate Le that, althongh I have it not before me. The chemical sched- 
ule, I think, consists of some ninety article ninety numbe I have 
not the book before me. ; 
Mr. ALDRICH. Ninety-two 
Mr.ALLISON. Ofthese we have reduc 
We have reduced upon more t! 
another third remain as under existing law without change 
few of them there have been increases. So, usi 
ule for illustration upon 


4} 
Luese 


days 


ago, 


[ will illus 


d the duties upon over thirty. 
n one-thi more than 
and on @ 
ig the chemical sched- 
five of these schedules, involving a great many 


d of these: 


millions of dollars (I have not computed them; they are the Schedules 
A, B, D, M, and N), there has been practically no change from exi 

| ing law as respects revenue. 
schedule ‘‘A,’’ being chemicals, oils, and paints, impo 


Mr. ALLISON, That money not having been covered back into the | 


Treasury, nor in fact appropriated during 1889, but nevertheless due 
and payable under existing law. 

Mr.CARLISLE. I understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
pensions for the last fiscal year, ending June 30, 1890. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He paid it out? 

Mr. ALLISON. He paid it out of the pension fund, out of appro- 
priations for pensions, but these were pensions that were due, and they 
were properly paid, in my judgment; at least they were so ordered to 

paid under a decision or ruling of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I agree to that; I make no objection to it. 

Mr.SHERMAN. There is no doubt about the correctness of that. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no doubt about the correctness of it; but 
that made a larger a ptiation necessary for the fiscal year just 
closed. So for the fiscal year just closed the deficiencies for pensions 
were nominally over $25,000,000, although the actual deficiencies for 
the last fiscal year were only about $17,000,000. 

Now, those appropriations were made successively by what were 
called urgent deficiency bills. Twenty-seven million dollars of these 


That, of course, created an unusual deficiency for | 


tations in round numbers £15, 000, 000 


Schedule ‘‘B,’’ being earths, earthenware, and glasswar 
importations in round numbers 18. 500. 009 
| Schedule ‘‘ D,’’ being wood and manufacture ; 
tations . . aad 9, 570, 000 
Schedule ‘* M,’” being pulp, paper, and books, importa- 
tions , ; 10, 000, 000 
Schedule ‘‘ N,’’ sundries, importation . 53, 000, 000 


a were made upon urgent deficiency bills, $25,000,000 of | 
being for so paid out during the fiseal year ending June | 
£ 3 


30, 1890, therefore out of revenues for thatyear. I have deducted 
that from the expenditures of this year, and I shall show later on why 
itisso. I want to draw a line between the 30th day of June, 1390, 


| 
i 
| 
' 


106, 070, 000 


Upon two other great schedules, involving importations in the aggt 
gate last year of $55,000,000, the change has been so slight that the in 
crease of revenue will only amount to $500,000 in each of these 
ules; that is, the schedule of cotton and the schedule of 
goods. I estimate upon these schedules as delineated here that there 
will be upon each of them an increase of half a million dollars 

In the arrangement and adjustment of duties as respects the five 

ehedules which are not changed at all, and as respects the schedules 
relating to cotton manufac ind to silk goods, I do not think thes 
adjustments and chang: i r way, or at least not materially, 
diminish importations of these articles, nor increase the cost to con 
sumers of them, and therefore the estimate that I have made of in 
creased revenue I think is reasonably accurate. 

Mr. HOAR. Neither diminish the importation nor the amount of 
duty? 


sched- 
silk and silk 
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Mr. ALLISON. Neither diminish the importation nor the amount 
of duty, nor increase the cost to consumers of them. 

Now, | have disposed of eight of these schedules, leaving metals and 
manufactures of metals, tobacco and manulactures of tobacco, agricult- 
ural products and provisions, spirits, etc., and wool and manuiactares 
of wool. I estimate the increase of duty upon metals and manufact- 
ures of metals at $4,000,000. That increase will come almost wholly 
from tin-plate, and will depend upon the final adjustment of the tin- 
plate duty, but this duty does not take effect under the bill until July 
1, 1891, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Has the Senator observed in his investigation of 
this subject that there is an error in the footing of the amount of rev- 
enne that we are to derive from the metal schedule in that table of 
over $2,000,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. You mean in this bill? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The increased duty to be derived from the metal 
schedule upon the supposition that the importations will be hereafter 
as they were in 1889 is over $2,000,000 more than that table shows, 


_ by a mere error in the addition. 


Mr. ALLISON. I had not discovered that error. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I can show it to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it makes no difference in my calculation, be- 
cause whilst I have taken general note of these footings it is perfectly 
well known to every one who is familiar with the metal schedule in 
its details that we have made no such changes in that schedule as will 
materially change the importations respecting it except on tin-plate 
and cotton-ties, but the latter is a small increase as respects revenue. 
We have reduced the metal schedule in many important particulars, 
which, according to the theory of the opposite side of the Chamber, 
will increase importations. So I estimate the increase of revenue on 
metals at $4,000,000. 

The next item is tobacco and manufactures of tobacco. I estimate 
the increase there at $5,000,000. Without pointing a moral I call at- 
tention to the fact that this tobacco comes chiefly from Cuba, and that 
we have largely and enormously increased the duty. We have piled 
it up like Ossa upon Pelion. Why? We have done it because this 
class of tobacco is a luxury and this high-priced tobacco is used by the 
extravagant and the rich, and they can afford to pay for it if they use 
it. They are not obliged to use iteither, because its consumption is 
voluntary. They can take the Connecticut wrapper if they choose, 
and use the Kentucky tobacco as they smoke, or the Virginia tobacco 
as they chew; but if they want to indulge in the luxuries of life then 
they must go to this tobacco which we have increased the duty upon 
many hundred per cent. We have put a duty of $4.50 a pound upon 
tobacco manufactures that in the Foster treaty of reciprocity were to 
come in at $1.25a pound. We have puta duty.of $2a pound upon 
tobacco which under the Foster treaty was to come in at 17} cents a 
pound. 

So from this enormous importation of tobacco from Cuba and other 
tropical countries, amounting to many millions, $12,000,000 per annum 
from Cuba alone, we have drawn into our Treasury from the consumers 
or from the producers of it abroad, of this great luxury, at least $5,- 
000,000. Who will say, or who did say, upon either side of this Cham- 
ber, when that tobacco schedule was under consideration, that this 
luxury could not bear this additional tax? 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask the Senator if that would go off under 
reciprocity. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not speaking of reciprocity at this time, but 
i have no doubt it would be a serious element in the consideration of 
that question. 

The next schedule in which there is an increase is agricultural prod- 
uets and provisions, which I have estimated as amounting to $4,000, - 
000, and I think that is a reasonable and fair estimate, because, as I 
have said before, I do not wish to delude our farmers into the idea that 
under this schedule of agricultural products there will be no importa- 
tions. Our brethren from the Dominion of Canada, not being included 
in the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, which only specifies coal, 
are the chief exporters of provisions and breadstuffs and agricultural 
products to our country. 

Now, I will give a single illustration why I think the receipts from 
this schedule will be largely increased. The duty on barley is now 10 
cents a bushel. We have made it 30 cents by this schedule. Does 
any one believe that the effect of this increase of duty will be to de- 
stroy absolutely the importation of bariey into our country? Ido 
not indulge in that delusion myself. The Canadian producer of barley 
has for many years been producing it ata great advantage over the sim- 
ilar producer in the United States. This duty of 10 cents a bushel 
upon barley did not cover the cost of the transportation of barley from 
the State in which I live to the city of Chicago alone. 

Therefore, our tariff, as respects the agriculturists of Iowa, under the 
existing law was in the nature of a bounty to the man who lived upon 
the other side of the Great Lakes and produced barley in close juxta- 
position with the great cities of New York, Buffalo, and Boston and 
other cities of the East. So this increase of duty will not stop the 


barley-raisers of Canada, who will go on at diminished profits, and our 
agriculturists will go on at advanced prices, and the brewers who con- 
eume it will pay a little more for good barley, thus dividing and split- 


stata ieee eee iat 


ting, if you please, the amount of the increased duty, and the Treasury 
will receive accessions to the extent of $4,000,000 upon barley and 
the other articles in this schedule. 

The next schedule is spirits, wines, and beverages, and I want to 
thank the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] for introducing his amend- 
ments, whereby upon these great luxuries which come to us from for- 
eign countries those who use them will be obliged to contribute to 
our Treasury two and half million dollars more than they do now. I 
see our friends upon the other side smile at this statement, but it is 
true as I have stated. 

The next schedule is flax, hemp, and jute. That has not yet been 
finally disposed of, but unless material changes are made I estimate 
that the increase there will be a million and a half of dollars. 

This leaves wool and manufactures of wool. I estimate that there 
will be upon wool and manufactures of wool an increased revenue of 
$9,600,000. Of course it will be said that that is an estimate; but 
whilst it is an estimate I am willing to put my prophecy on record. 
Of that $9,000,000, $2,000,000 will come from the wool duty, possibly 
more. I have not the exact figares before me, but my computation on 
present importations discloses that $2,006,000 or $2,500,000 will come 
from the wool duty under this schedule. 

It is perfectly apparent to me, as I think it must be to other Sena- 
tors, that there will be practically no diminution, at least for a few years, 
in the amount of wool and woolens imported under this bill. Itis not 
probable that the increase of sheep husbandry in this country will be 
so rapid as to not only overtake the increase of population from year to 
year, but also overtake the enormous amount of importations of wool 
now, either in the shape of the raw material or in the shape of the 
manufactured goods. AsI stated the other day, we do not now produce 
one-half of the wool consumed in our country, and for some years at 
least wool must be imported in its raw state, or in the shape of manu- 
factured goods, and the higher priced and finer grades of cloths and of 
dress goods will continue to be imported notwithstanding the increased 
rates, 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator indulge me a moment until I 
offer an amendment at this time? 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer a pro amendment as a substitute for 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance on the 20th day 
of August, 1890, and ask that it may be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be received, 
printed, and laid on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read Mr. MORGAN’s amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see that the amendment is much longer than I 
supposed, and I will notinterrupt my friend from Iowa by having it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa has the floor. 
The amendment will be printed and laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think I was stating, when interrupted a moment 
ago, that the increase of duties in the wool schedule would increase 
the revenue more than $2,000,000. I have no doubt that that will be 
done. I have estimated an increase of $7,000,000 upon woolen man- 
ufactures, which I think is a fair and reasonable estimate, and per- 
haps an underestimate, because I believe it will be ed as certain 
that even with the increased duty, whilst there will be a diminution 
in the amount ot importations, necessarily the increased duty upon 
these articles will make up largely for the diminution in importations. 
Am I not right in that? 

So, Mr. President, I have gone over these schedules. I have shown 
that one, sugar, is wiped out; that five more are neutralized practi- 
cally, because there are no such changes in them as materially affect 
importations or prices in our own country; that two or more of them, 
important schedules, have been changed so little that the increase of 
revenue will not be more than half a million on each; that of the 
other schedules the 1 increases are upon the two articles of luxury. 
tobacco and spirits, and upon agricultural products and provisions, and 
upon wool and woolens. That makes $27,000,000 of increase as against 
$60,500,000 on the free-list, leavin , 500,000 as the net result in 
the way of reduction under the pending bill if it shall pass as it now 
stands without further material change. So this thirty-three and a 
half million dollars must be taken from the surplus of $48,000,000, 
leaving in round numbers a surplus at the end of this year, taking 
revenues and ee into account, of $15,000,000. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And paying nothing on the sinking fund, how- 
ever. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paying nothing on the sinking fand. 

In this estimate I have made the calculation upon a whole year, as 
will be seen, leaving a surplus of $15,000,000. I have made it also 
upon receipts and appropriations or disbursements. I have not taken 
into account, I desire Senators to remember, the amount of money in 
the Treasury on the Istday of July, 1890. I have eliminated that sam 
entirely trom my calculation, so that we can clearly apply the calcula- 
tion to future years and to whole fiscal years. 

We had a surplus in the Treasury of $55,414,000 on the Ist day of 
July, and in addition a surplus of $23,202,000 of what is known as frac- 
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tional silver, which I hope next winter we shall coin ixto silver dollars, 
as well as the $6,000,000 of silver bullion which is in the Treasury and 
which by direct statute is required to be coined into silver dollars. 
for other purposes than I have named and outside of this bill and the 
estimates I have made respecting it, we shall have $78, 000.000 on the 
1st day of July, 1891, unless in the mean time we expend it for the re- | 
demption of 4} per cent. bonds, which I hope the Secretary of the 
Treasury will proceed to redeem without delay from this fund, as lam 
glad to see he is now doing. ' 

But we not only have this $78,000,000, but under the silver bill we 
transfer from the. special account of national-bank notes $5 
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$54,000,000 | 
to the Treasury, so that notwithstanding the great expenditures the 
Secretary has made this last month for bonds, when his statement is | 
read by Senators which is upon their desks this morning they will sce 
that he reports that at this moment he has $107,000,0U0 of surplus in 
the Treasury beyond every demand that can be made upon it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr, CARLISLE. If the Senator includes in the assets of the Gov- 
ernment $55,000,000 which were transferred from the accounts of the 
national banks to the general account ot the Treasurer, then he must 
include in his estimate of expenditures for the present fiscal year all 
the moneys which will be required to redeem the national-bank notes, 
which he has omitted entirely from his statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. To usea familiar quotation, I can not state before 
what should be stated afterward. I had just entered upon the ques- 
tion of the $54,000,000 when the Senator from Kentucky interrupted 
me. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
cluded on that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. NorhadIcounteditatallanywhere. I had counted 
$78,000,000 that belongs to the Government, and is in the Treasury, 
drawn there, if you please, by our system of taxation, which has been 
characterized upon both sides of this Chamber in a way which I need 
not repeat. 

This * 54,000,000, I admit, as the Senator from Kentucky says and 
knows, and who does not disturb meat all by interrupting me, is an 
asset, but has charged against it, although an asset, the special re- 
demption of all the national-bank notes of banks that have closed up 
their affairs which are not yet redeemed. But thus far in the fiscal 
year it has turned out, and the estimate of those who have this matter 
in charge in the Treasury Department is that it will so turn out dur- 
ing the year, that the amount of money that comes in month by month 
will be equivalent, or nearly so, to the payments that go out month by 
month, and that that process is likely to go on for two or three years 
to come at least. So we can fairly add to what will bein the Treasury 
practically uncovered on the Ist of July, 1891, $54,000,000 plus $738,- 
000,000, unless, asI say, in the mean time itis withdrawn by the pay- 
ment of bonds. : 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator passes from that, if he will let 
me interrupt him, I will ask him how much of this $78,000,000 under 
the practice of the Treasury Department is kept permanently in the 
Treasury as a working balance, to use the phrase which the Depart- 
ment employs? _ Heretofore that has been about $40,000,600. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question of the working balance is a very flexi- 
ble one in every way. I think that this $55,000,000 does not include 
what is ordinarily called the working balance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am speaking about the $78,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, I mean the $55,000,000 and the $23,000,000. 
I think it includes neither of them, because if the Senator will exam- 
ine the assets and the liabilities he will see that what is required for 
the working-balance fund had already been taken out before the $55,- 
000,000 was set apart as a surplus. In other words, there is a work- 
ing balance there of $40,000,000 practically before this $55,000,000 is 
withdrawn and denominated as surplus. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does the Senator mean to say that there will be a 
working balance in the Treasury provided the bonds that fall due in 
September 1891, shall be redeemed and paid by the Secretary ? 

Mr. ALLISON. You mean the 4} per cent. bonds ? 

Mr. GIBSON. The 44 per cent. bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not due until September 1891, and I am 
dealing with the present fiscal year. I have not reached the point 

Mr. GIBSON. Weare told that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
redeeming those bonds and that he has called in $40,000,000 of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know he is, and I hope he will continue to do so. 

Mr. GIBSON. If he has used the very fund that the Senator now 
counts on to the extent of $40,000,000, which the Senator says is a sur- 
plus, to redeem these outstanding liabilities, these bonds, how will 
you be able to account for it when the bonds have been redeemed by it ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I must have failed tomake myself understood. | 
said there would be that balance in the Treasury on the Ist of July, 
1891, if the Secretary did not redeem in the meantime the maturing 
4} per cent. bonds, which I hoped he would do and do rapidly, as he 
is now doing; and I think he ought to do it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then there will be no surplus? 
Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly not, if we redeem these bonds. 


I beg the Senator’s pardon, I thought he had con- 
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must be deducted from it for all practical purpos irrying on the 
; oe ; 
aliairs of the Government. 
Mr. HALE, What is the amount of th ti d 
in September, 1891? 
Mr. ALLISON, Ejighty-two million dol I wn 
by the statement received this mornin 
Mr. HALE. That is the outside amount that the Secretary can r 


deem between now and that time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, between now and that time. 

Now, to recur to the suggestion made by the Senator from Kentucky 
of course the Secretary of the Treasury does not say here is a working 
balance of so much money, but he sets aside everything that is needed 
as a working balance before he designates the I have the 
table before me of June 30, 1890, and I want the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky to see if I am not right. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I see the point the Senator is making. 

Mr. ALLISON. Here is the amount ot accrued interest, $6,641,- 
782.66. That is in pursuance of a new rule which Mr. Manning for 
the first time started, every month to segregate the amount of interest 
that had accrued although not matured. That has been followed up, 
so that here I find in this statement of the 30th day of June that there 
was $6,641,782.66 of accrued interest, and so it goes on. 
vided for in advance. 
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e Department account,’’ 
** Disbursing officers’ balances,’’ and so on, amounting to $36,000,000, 
in addition to the $6,000,000 I have described as accrued interest. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I unaerstand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theretore I said that the Secretar y of the Trea sury 
in making up this statement of assets and liabilities practically does 
create and state his working balance of funds on hand for all current 
purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. Before he draws his balance? 

Mr. ALLISON. Before he draws his final balance. 

Mr. PLUMB. While the Senator is on that point, if it does not dis- 
turb him, I call his attention to the fact shown here that the actual 
cash in the Treasury is $260,597,583.50, - Now, supposing that this 
was the statement for the last day of September, there would be sub- 
tracted from that first $100,000, 000 kept tor the redemption of Treasury 
notes, This is the total amount of money in the Treasury. There 
would be subtracted from that, for the purpose of ascertaining what 
might be called the surplus, $100,000,000, which is kept for the re- 
demption of legal-tender notes, and also whatever amount is held for 
the redemption of national-bank notes, and those two sums amount 
now to about $155,000,000. That would leave the total balance, then, 
of all the balance, just about or a little over $100,000.000. Thatis the 
remaining balance, which would include this $78,000,000, and so on. 

If the Senator is correct, and the Secretary has set apart the $40,000,- 
000 working balance, if that is the amount, there would be those two 
sums of $100,000,000 for the redemption of legal-tender notes and $40,- 
000,000, which, with $40,000,000 plus $78,000,000 plus $54,000,000, 
there ought to be $272,000,000 in the Treasury now; that is, all the 
funds in the Treasury ought toamount to atleast $272,000,000. Ihave 
never seen any statement which would seem to indicate that there was 
any separation of this working balance from the general fund in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I understand. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. ‘Then, if there are $78,000,000 of what 
may be called a surplus fund in the Treasury, according to the Treas- 
urer’s method of book-keeping, out of that must come whatever the 
Secretary calls his working balance; that is, whatever suin he thinks 
he needs to keep on hand in order to always be in funds for the pur- 
pose of meeting the expenses which may have been provided for by ap- 
propriation bills. 

I do not think the amount ought to be $40,000,000, but I am speak 
ing now of the practice of the Treasury heretofore, about which we have 
had somediscussion. IremembertheSenator from Ohioobjected to my 
| proposition to limit it to $25,000,000, or perhaps $10,000,000, at that 
time statmg that a much larger sum was necessary. Not questioning 
that now, it ns to me that unless the Treasury changes its policy 
| at least $10,000,000 of that $78,000,000 will be practically kept there 

for the purpose of this working balance and not to be paid out in the 
discharge of obligations against the Government. 
Mr. ALLISON. Of course that is a matter which every Senator can 
calculate for himself. I have no idea that any greater fund will be 
| needed than the fund I have described, which amounts to.$40,000,000. 
That is a fund that is absolutely in the Treasury and under the control 
of the Secretary of the Treasury for current operations and to meet cur- 
rent obligations as they arise. 















































































‘ 
§ 
. 


Se =" Pearse — Sao — 
Faden Bes; Sass 


teat in edie eee eet aa idl 
am 


ee eee 


=== 








9526 


Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him what 
proportion of that fund in the Treasury would be fractional silver? 

Mr, ALLISON. Twenty-three million dollars of the $78,000,000. 

Ifit be true, as I have stated, that there will be $55,000,000, and 
$54,000,000, and $23,000,000, and a surplus of $15,000,000 from these 
revenues, all of which will be in the Treasury on the 30th day of June, 
1891, unless in the mean time withdrawn by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for the purchase of the maturing 44 per cent. bonds, which mature 
on the Ist day of September, 1891, amounting to more than $40,000,- 
000 in excess of the 44 per cent. bonds to be redeemed. 

Mr. President, I have taken in these estimates no account, as Senators 
will see, of the growth of population and business and the growth of 
revenues because of it. It is perfectly well known by an examination 
which may be madeof our internal-revenue receipts that they are going 
on day by day increasing, showing that our internal-revenue receipts 
increase with the increase of population and increase of business. It 
may be also well settled, I think, that we have entered upon a career 
of reasonable prosperity and development in this country, originating 
from causes which I will not and need not now describe or discuss, 
Our situation is very different this year from what it was last year. 
Therefore it is that we may reasonably sup that in the next few 
years which are to come our revenues will increase with our great 
prosperity. 

So, Mr. President, I conclude as I began by saying that in my judg- 
ment it is a wise thing for us to take off these sugar duties, as we pro- 
pose to take them off in connection with the other arrangements made 
and to be made in this bill. For one, I do not have the slightest fear 
that there will be any danger to the Treasury, certainly not within 
several years tocome. Although Senators on the other side may be- 
lieve that the rates of duties projected in this bill are high rates, yet 
I think it is perfectly certain that with 65,000,000 people, growing at 
the rate of more than two and one-half millions per year, our importa- 
tions will largely increase from year to year under any system we are 
likely to adopt. 

Therefore I have no fear as respects this question of revenue, but 
even suppose I am mistaken, there is no country on earth situated as 
we are as respects revenue. Take the countries of South America, 
take the island of Cuba, if you please, lying almost within sight of us, 
she has upon her an incubus of more than $100,000,000 of debt. 

Mr. GIBSON. One hundred and fifty million dollars. 

Mr.ALLISON. Onehundredand fifty million dollars, my friend says. 

Mr. GIBSON. Thirty million pounds sterling. 

Mr. ALLISON. I knew it was $100,000,000 and moreof debt. She 
is obliged, or Spain for her, to exhaust the resources of her people in 
the way of taxes. Take the Argentine Republic, with its great area of 
territory, with its population of only 4,000,000. It is overwhelmed 
and overburdened with debt, and therefore is overwhelmed and over- 
burdened with taxation as compared with ourselves. Take Brazil, 
take any of our neighbors south of us and they are overwhelmed with 
debt and with necessary exactions upon their people in the form of 
taxation to meet the interest on these obligations. 

Bat here we are, not seeking sources of revenue or means whereby 
we can gather revenue. Take, if you the coffee tax, which is 
a tax also upon consumption. Suppose we find our Treasury running 
down and our revenues being depleted. We consume in the United 
States 500,000,000 pounds of coffee perannum. A duty of 5 cenisa 
pound upon coffee alone would yield us $25,000,000. Suppose we 
wanted to increase our revenue by a joint resolution, if you please, im- 
posing revenue taxes, the sources for that revenue are lying all about us 
and around us. So we are in no situatlon to require that we shall for 
the purpose of keeping a great surplus in the Treasury impose a dut 
upon a necessary of life which enters into every household in the lan 

So, Mr. President, even although in the years to come we may be re- 

- quired to revise our revenue laws and increase exactions either by im- 
posing new duties or adding to existing duties, there is no end to our 
opportunities for doing so. I remember only a few years ago, in 1872 
I believe it was, we had a revision and reduction of tariff taxes and a 
reduction of the internal-revenue taxes. The panic of 1873 came, and 
with it the depression and lass of revenue that always comes from de- 

on. 

The result was, for I remember it perfectly well, I was then a new 
metaber of this body, the Secretary of the Treasury, then Mr. Bristow, 
came into this Chamber in the short session of 1875 and stated that the 
revenues were running down so that he feared he could not provide for 
the sinking fund, and my friend who sits here upon my right [Mr. 
Dawes], who was then chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
in the House of Representatives, in the short session, not in the long 
session when a great tariff bill was to be debated, but in a short ses- 
sion, brought into the House of Representatives a joint resolution, I 
believe it was, only providing for the reimposition of certain taxes upon 
sugar of 25 per cent., and an increase upon the whisky tax, and in the 
short session, without great debate, because the finance minister of our 
country said our revenues were likely to run short (which they did not 
as it turned out afterwards), we reimposed certain duties and added to 
the sugar duty and added to the tax on spirits and on tobacco. 

Are we to suppose that we are wiser and more patriotic than the men 
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now and perpetuate burdens in order that there may not be a deficit 
five years from now, or three years trom now, or ten years from now? 
No, not atall. We have seen by a consideration of our revenues and 
of our probable expenditures that we have the means to carry on this 
Government upon the basis which I have described for the year 1892 
as well as 1891, because on the basis I have given our receipts will not 
be diminished but increased. Although our expenditures will not be 
increased over this year—they will probably be relatively increased over 
the short session of last year—our receipts will keep pace with them, 
so that there is no danger of a deficit either now or in the near future. 
We will be able to meet every just obligation that we are required to 
meet under the legislation proposed, 

Therefore it is that I am in favor, whatever else we may do here, of 
testing the experiment of putting sugar upon the free-list, and I shall 
follow in the pathway of my brethren in this body on the other side 
of this question tor the furthest extension of reciprocal trade with the 
other countries lying about us, wherever they may be, in a just and 
proper way for our mutual interests. But I hope in any adjustment 
made we will have careful regard for the interests of our country, and 
not make arrangements which in the end may embarrass us, and inure 
to their benefit at our ex . 

I submit herewith the tables alluded to by me in the remarks I 
have made: 

The statements submitted by Mr. ALLISON are as follows: 


Table comparing by bills the total appropriations for the fiscal year 1891 
with the total appropriations for the fiscal year 1890. 


eee enrereessease le 





Appropria- | Appropria- | Increase, | Reduction, 























Title of bill. : 1891 over | 1891 under 
tions, 1891. | tions, 1890. 1890 1890, 
incnisigiale silent bpscenntaitiepalienaetgelalnasiag Rs tea 
| | 
Agricultural................«| $1,799, 100.00 | $1,669, 770. 00 $129, 330.00 |.,........0+0000 c. 
F caccocesqssvccevenccncsesened] ay ee, GEL. 70 | BA, SRE GEE. TB | cccccccc cence veseee $110, 143. 9 
Diplomatic and con- 
BUDAL,....cecceccereeeeeeseeeeees| 1,710,815.00 | 1,980,025. 00 4.......0+- 269, 210. 00 
District of Columbia .....) 5,769,444.15 | 5,682,409. 91 ig ee UE Becocccneensessoncase 
ortification............-00. core 1, 233, 594. 00 999, 
EES -| 7, 263,116.02 | 8, 077,453.39 
Legislative ...... .| 21, 080,752.75 | 20, 843, 615. 81 
Military Acade 435, 296, 11 902, 766. 69 
BROT ccxcsccetnnee 23, 136, 035.53 | 21, 692,510. 27 
Pension ...... .| 98, 457,461.00 | 81,758, 700.00 
P _ ..| 72,226, 698.99 | 66, 605, 344. 28 
River and harbor of GD Dinccccmcncrenstndonn 
Sundry civil -. | 29,738, 282. 22 
4, 987, 703. 56 060, 146.73 588,718.72 | 1, 661, 


Se , 161. 89 
-oeneeeee 438,512,041, 17 | 16, 330,518. 30 181, G22. 87 | ...cecsesseeeseeees 








a 390, 665.03 |78,770, 241.59 | 1, 661, 161. 89 
Miscellaneous... ...........| 5,383, 819.48 | 10,255, 795.29 |...... scorer eee 4, 871, 975. 81 
Eatet peadior an- | h 
nual appropria- 
hemanente $83, 564. 21 1286, 646, 460. 32 78, 770, 241.59 | 6,533, 137.70 
Permanent annual ap- 
propriations .............. 1, 628, 453. 00 |108, 691, O55. 95 | on. ccc eceenenee 7, 062, 602. 95 
Grand total he 
propriations...... 460, 512, 017, 21 , 337, 516, 27 770, 241. 59 |13, 595, 740. 65 


This amount for deficiencies includes for acts approved, $32,012,041.17 and 
speems deficiency bill ding an estimate of $6,500,000. 
et increase 1891 over 1800, 965,174,500. 94. 


Tabular statement of appropriations for fiseal years 1891, 1890, and 1889. 


ae 
for 












Title of bill. a oe 
Agricultural....... oS $1, 669, 70. $1, 716, 010 
A 24° 316, 615. 24. 471. 390. 

1, 980, 025. 
5, 682, 
1, 233, 
8, 077, 
20, 843, 
902, 
21, 692, 
81, 758, 
65, 605, 








se eweeneeneeess ceeeee 


1d, 170, 862. 55 










306 ,985, 544. 63 
115, 640, 798. 90 


permanent annual ap- | 


PrOpetathons onncunenn~| 400; O88, O47. 91 895, 337,516.27 | 422, 626, 343.53 





; 
: 
‘ 
' 








1890. 





Mr. BLAIR. I wish to state just one fact to emphasize what the 
Senator from Iowa said, and in immediate connection with it, While 
he was speaking I made a calculation as to the increase of our revenues 
based upon the annual increase of our population as shown by the cen- 
sus and our previous history. Assuming the increase of our revenues 
to be simply in proportion to that of our population from year to year, | 
from that source alone we can calculate on an annual increase of not 
less than $10,000,000 beyond the Senator's estimate. Our wealth, it | 
is well known, increases in a ratio not far from three times that in 
which our population increases, so that it is undoubtedly true that 
from the increase of our wealth from year to year we may reasonably 
expectan annual increase beyond all these estimates of at least $25, 000, - 
000. But basing that increase simply upon population, the increase 
from year to year of population, there would then be over $10,000, 000 
annually, which would be just about enough to meet the requirements 
of the education bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask unanimous consent that a recess may be taken 
at half past 5 o’clock this afternoon until 8 o’clock this evening, the 
evening session to be for the consideration of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPOONER in the chair). TheSen- 
ator from Rhode Island asks unanimous consent that a recess may be 
taken from half past 5 until 8 o’clock this evening, the consideration 
of the bill to be proceeded with at that time. Is there objection? The | 
Chair hears none, and that will be taken as the order of the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I desire to give notice of two amend- 
ments to the sugar schedule, which I hope may be acceptable to the Fi- 
nance Committee. The first is to insertafter the words ‘‘sugar-cane,’’ 
in line 15 on page 51, ‘‘or sirup of beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane pro- 
duced within the United States,’’ and in the sixteenth line, after the 
word ‘‘sap,’’ to insert ‘‘or sirup;’’ so as to make it read: ‘‘or from | 
maple sap or sirup produced within tlie United States.’ The same 
words should: be inserted in lines 10 and 12 on page 52, and in line 21 | 
and in line 2 on page 53. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is now pending. 

Mr. GIBSON. It evidently was the intention of the framers of the | 
bill to include sugar made from sirup, but in order to make it clear I | 
think that the words suggested should beinserted. The Treasury De- 
partment wi)! construe the bill as it stands to include sugars made from 
sirup, but it is desired by the Department that this language should 
be adopted to remove any doubts or ambiguity. It is better, I think, 
not to leave it to interpretation, but to make the legislation plain and ex- 
plicit. Many small farmers in Louisiana are able to convert their cane 
into sirup, which is conveyed by pipes 2 or 3 miles to the factories, 
where it is manufactured into sugar. 

Converting it into sirup by an inexpensive process they escape the | 
frosts that kill the cane towards the last of November and cuts 
short the crop. The small farmers ¢an not afford to transport their | 
cane, which is very heavy, indeed, over our soft roads in winter to | 
the central factories; but they can make sirup at their own smaller 
establishments. I also suggest that on page 51, line 21, January | 
should bestricken out and October or July inserted. Itcan not be our | 
intention to deprive laborers in this industry both of the bounty and | 
the tariff protection. I suggest that this schedule should go into 
operation in July next, and that the present crop now being harvested | 
should be covered by existing tariff rates. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr] observed 
the other day that in the discussion of the tariff in 1842, Mr. Rufus | 
Choate, one of his most distinguished predecessors, remarked that noth- | 
ing new could ever be said on thesubject of the tariff. I am sure that 
if Mr. Choate were here tg-day he would find many strange provisions 
in the schedules of this tariff bill and hear many new and startling 
observations in the support of it. In my judgment, there never was 
a bill submitted to the American people that so strikingly reversed the 
policy of our fathers and so forcibly illustrated the new doctrine the 
Republican party is organized upon, namely, that the taxing power of 
this Government should not be exercised primarily to raise revenue for 
the support of the Government, but for the purpose of obtaining larger | 
revenues for the manufacturing industries. 

The chief purpose of this bill is to revise the present tariff so as to 
increase the bounties to the manufacturers. It not only raises the rates 
so.as to limit importations, but in many instances they are carried so | 
high as to amount to prohibition, deprivation, and embargo. It may | 
be styled a tariff created for the manufacturers of this country who | 
have combined together to control the taxing power. I do not believe 
that the people will long tolerate this system which in the end must 
bring disaster upon the industries so largely supported by it; for every 
dollar taken from the earnings of the people and contributed as a do- 
nation to the manufacturer is so much abstracted from the common 
wealth, and in that measure diminishes the prosperity of the whole | 
country. 

Senators who represent the manufacturing industries have raised a 
mighty din about the Democratic party asa free-trade party. They cry 
out that it is controlled in a large measure by Southern men who are in | 
league with Englishmen and animated by a desire to overthrow North- 
ern industries. I recall that the Bayard treaty composing the differ- 
ences on the fishery question was defeated by appealing to Northern 
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prejudices and charging that that treaty, just and wise (under some 
of the provisions of which we are now living, the modus vivendi clause), 
was dictated by Southern men. The Republican party as usual when 





| arguments fail them on these living issues, endeavor to get re-enforce- 


ments from the prejudices and passions of former times. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party is not a free-trade party. There 
never was a Democratic Administration of this Government, a Demo- 
cratic President, a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, ora tariff bill 
framed by Democrats, which justifies such a charge. From the bill 
offered by Mr. Madison, tothe last bill adopted by a Democratic House, 
called the Mills bill, there has alw ample protection afforded 
to all American industries alike. 

The Democraticdoctrine is that the p 
be exerted not for particular « 
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ywers of this Gover 


specially, but 


iment should 
for the advance- 
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ment of the whole people. They believe that tariffs should be levied 
to raise revenue for the support of the Government, and that discrimi- 
nation should be made in favor of American labor against foreign labor 


producing the commodities that come into competition with our own 
within the limits of the revenue standard. But they do not believe 
in the doctrine that any particular class of our fellow-citizens should 
be permitted to seiz and tolevy contributions 
an people for their own special ben- 


mmon weal of the whole country, 


e upon the taxing power 
efit. The general welfare, the « 
should be kept in view. 

The protection derived from a tariff should > equally shared be- 
tween our people engaged in agriculture, manufactures, and commerce, 
and between the people of different sections of the country; but 
ever the protection, it should be limited to national purpo 
ordinated to revenue. But what is the bill before us? provides 
for revenues for the manufacturers by placing restrictions, even to the 
point of prohibition, upon the importations of manufactured articles 
from other countries necessary for the use of the people of thiscountry 
It imposes burdens especially upon the farming classes, by whom 
72 per cent. of the exports are furnished, the price of which is 
mined in the open markets of the world, and which finds compet 
with the cheaper labor of India, Asia, and South America. 

These restrictions upon the importation of manufactured goods in 
order to enhance prices in our markets not only limit the markets for 
our exports, but tend to increase prices at home and the cost of pro- 
duction and living tothe farmer and constmer. This system of high 
bounties and of class taxation will, in the end, cause disaster to its 
beneficiaries. What our manufacturers need to-day is cheaper raw 
material and wider markets. The high protectionists declare that 
thereis no middle ground between their policy of limitation and prohibi 
tion and absolute free trade; and whenever it is proposed to reform the 
tariff in any manper so as to relieve our own manufacturers by giving 
them free raw material, the phantom of free trade is conjured up to 
frighten the country and to maintain rates that are compensatory and 
cumulative. 

But how can we adoptfree trade? Our dual systemsof government, 
if the Constitution did not, would constitute a barrieragainst it. The 
State, municipal, and local governments draw their support chiefly from 
taxes upon real estate, licenses, etc. This whole domain is covered 
absolutely by the very necessity of the case, and the Federal Govern- 
ment is excluded from it. We impose and collect nearly $400,000,000 
per annum for the support of our local and State governments, and it 
is not possible to add to the burdens of this systemcf taxation. How 
can the Federal Government, which must raise for its own support and 
expenditures a still larger sum, not less than four hundred and fifty 
or five hundred millions per annum, obtain it without levying most 
of it, as has always been done, upon importations ? 

The Constitution provides that the Congress shall have power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general wel/are of the United States 
but thata]l duties imposed and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States and that direct taxes shall be apportioned among the 
respective States according to their respective numbers. A capitation 
tax is allowed, but it is unlikely that the people of this country would 
ever adopt a system under which the poor man would pay as much as 
the man worth forty or fifty millions of dollars for the support of the 
Real estate, therefore, is not subject to Federal taxa- 
tion. When the power of taxation is exercised primarily for revenue 
with incidental protection—in other words, when the powers of the 
Government are exerted for the benefit of the whole people—all indus- 
tries, including manufactures, thrive better than when they are subor- 
dinated to the interest and benefit of a fav: Under the Robert 
J. Walker tariff—the tariff of 1846—as shown by the census, our wealth 
increased between 1850 and 1860, 126.45 per cent., whereas from 1840 
to 1850 the increase was only 64 per cent.; from 1830 to 1840, 42 per 
from 1820 to 1830, 41 per cent. So also from 1850 to 1860 our 
agricultural products increased 95 per cent., and manufactures 87 
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So also our exports,imports, and revenues nearly tripled in the same 
time, and our domestic trade was augmented in like proportion. The 
percentage of gain in manufactures from 1850 to 1460, under the rev- 


enue tariff, was 89.39 per cent.; from 1860 to 1870, high tariff, 67.80 
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per cent. ; from 1870 to 1880, high tariff, 64.66 per cent.; and the per- 
centage of increase in farming lands and personal property from 1850 
to 1860 was 60.66 per cent. ; from 1860 to 1870, high tariff, 11.52 per 
cent. ; from 1870 to 1880, high tariff, 36.60 percent. The cause of this 
general prosperity under a low tariff lay in the fact that the tax contrib- 
uted by the people of the country wént mainly into the Treasury; 
while under a high tariff their contributions go chiefly to the manu- 
factarers, and the restrictions upon exchanges limit our markets and 
tend to lessen the general range of wages and the general profits of the 
whole people. 

The result under a low tariff soon becomes plainly manifest. The 
earnings of the people are diffused throughout the country; the gen- 
eral level of prosperity is higher; the inequalities in the conditions of 
life are removed; more people get opportunity and employment for 
their own account, whereas under a high protected system combina- 
tions are formed which control the schedule rates for their own bene- 
fit, and thus great burdens are created by the few at the expense of the 
many and the mass of the people find themselves growing poorer and 
poorer. The growth of the inequalities of life in the United States and 
the development of a class of millionaires, the aggregation of whose 
wealth is hecoming dangerous to our {ree institutions, to simplicity of 
life, and to the purity of the suffrage, constitute an anomaly under 
our American republican system. 

The people have been silent witnesses of this extraordinary evolu- 
tion and they are beginning to inquire into the causes which have pro- 
duced it. I do not believe that they can be longer beguiled into sup- 
porting this system by intimidation, by exciting sectional hates and 
jealousies, or by charging the Democratic party with being hostile to 
the manufacturing industries of the country. It was declared that Mr. 
Cleveland was an enemy of these industries; and yet, in the very mes- 
sage which is employed to convict him, Mr. Cleveland says: 

it is not proposed to entirely relieve the country of this taxation. It must be 
extensively continued as the source of the Government’s income; and in a re- 


adjustment of our tariff the interests of American labor engaged in manufact- 
ure should be carefully considered, as well as the preservation of our manufact- 





urers, It may be salled protection or by any other name, but relief from the 
hardships and dangers of our present tariff laws should be devised, with espe- 
vial precaution against imperiling the existence of our manufacturing interests 

He says further on : 

The question of free trade is absolutely irrelevant; and the persistent claim 
made in certain quarters that all efforts to relieve the people from unjust and 
unnecessary taxation are schemes of so-called free-traders is mischievous and 
far removed from any consideration for the public good. 

The simple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to 
the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Government, and to 
restore tothe business of the country the money which we hold in the Treasury 
through the perversion of governmental powers. These things can and should 
be done with safety to all of our industries, without danger to the opportunity 
for remunerative labor which our workingmen need, and with benefit to them 
and all our people by cheapening their means of subsistence and increasing the 
measure of their comforts. 

The policy of the Republican party is made manifest by the pending 
bill. ‘Take, for instance, iron ore and pig-iron. The Government puts 
a tax on the importations of these crude articles from which it receives 
a revenue of about $4,000,000 annually. Now, let us see how much 
the people, and especially the farmers of this country, pay on account 
of the increased cost of the articles made of iron and steel and con- 
sumed in this country. Mr. A. B. Farquhar, of York, Pa., the largest 
manufacturer and exporter of agricultural machinery, computes the 
actual difference in the cost of such articles to the consumers in this 
country during the last ten years at about $700,000,000, or $70,000,000 
© year, in consequence of this tariff tax. Mr. David A. Wells estimated 
it at $560,000,000 and Mr. Atkinson estimated it at from $500,000,000 to 
$800,000,000 a year, So witha high taritf on these crude materials the 
enormous sum of not less than $74,000,000 or $75,000,000 is taken from 
the earnings of the people every year, of which only $4,000,000 goes 
into the Treasury. but the taxation upon these articles tends to pre- 
vent their importation, and therefore to limit the demand for} them and 
to reduce the price in the countries from which they would be ex- 
ported enabling the people of those countries to obtain the manufact- 
ures of iron and steel cheaper than they can be obtained by the people 
of our own country, and thus to get the benefit of cheaper implements 
with which to build their ships, to cultivate their fields, and to furnish 
their homes. 

Take steel rails. The English rail standard is worth about £5, that 
is, $24.33; the American rail, $31.50, adifference ot $6.17, but it costs 
$3 per ton to bring the English rails here, which, added to the $24.33, 
makes $27.3°, This is only $3.17 less than the price of the American 
rails; therefore the rate placed in this bill, $11.20, is absolutely prohib- 
itory. This increased cost in steel rails, of course, is borne not by the 
railroads, but by the farming classes of our country, the men who hold 
the plow-haudle. Nowonder they are crying out for revision and re- 
duction of the tariff rates. We might illustrate the same principle in 
the case of wool. * 

The Senator from Iowa observed the other day that we produced 
about 265,000,000 pounds of wool in this country and that our con- 
sumption was 600,000,000 pounds, yet the duty on wool has been raised 
to 10 cents per pound. If the duty be added to the price of the wool, 
in other words if the protection is operative which is given in this 
bill, it amounts to not less than $26,000,000 per annum as a burden 
upon all the people of this country who use woolen goods, 
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A tax upon raw wool, like that on iron ore and pig-iron, isa continu- 
ing one; it follows all the processes of labor and production into which 
wool enters, and the people pay not only the revenue to the Govern- 
ment upon the crude material, but the bounty to the manufacturer 
and theinterest upon the additional capital required in consequence of 
its enhanced price. The increased cost to the laboring people of this 
country, consumers of blankets, hats, etc., made of wool is at least 
doubled by this unnecessary tax upoh the raw material; and the man- 
ufacturer is not benefited, for if he had free raw wool he would not re- 
quire what are called compensatory duties, which are laid at a higher 
rate on manufactured articles, because it is assumed, and very justly, 
I think, that the tariff will increase the price of the wool itself. 

Now, the tax on sugar is one for revenue, but it affords incidental 
protection. This is the lightest tax, in proportion to the revenue, the 
Government receives of any that is laid upon the people. Nine dol- 
lars out of every ten that is collected goes into the Treasury, and only 
$1 to the sugar farmer. It is not an absolute necessity, like blankets 
or iron goods, but more or less a luxury, and the people get it to-day 
at a lower price than ever before. 

SUGAR AND THE TARIFF. 

Now, Mr. President, why should sugar be excluded from the benefits 
of the tariff system? It is held that it is produced in such small 
quantities in our country and that the prospects of its development are 
so unpromising that it is not entitled, although an agricultural and a 
manufactured product as well, to any protection whatever either on the 
the Republican doctrine of protection per se or the Democratic doctrine 
of incidental protection. Now, what are the facts about sugar ? 

I think the Senators on the Finance Committee have not given fair 
and just consideration tothem. Theseason of 1861-’62, theimportation 
of sugar into the United States was 410,000 tons and the production in 
Louisiana was 265,000 tons, nearly two-thirds of the importation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What year was that? 

Mr. GIBSON. Eighteen hundred and sixty-two.- In 1864 the im- 

rtation was 316,000 tons, and the crop of Louisiana was 5,000 tons. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator must mean 1852 or 1842; it could not 
be 1862. 

Mr, GIBSON. I mean the crop was produced in 1861-’62. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The crop of 1860? 

Mr. GIBSON. No; 1861. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was not under the Walker tariff. 

Mr. GIBSON. The industry had grown up ander the Walker tariff. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was that the crop of 1860? 

Mr. GIBSON. The crop of 1861-62, as it is called. 

Mr. DAWES. What was the production of Louisiana in 1858 ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam speaking about the production of 1861-62, and 
I say it was about 265,000 tons. 

Mr. DAWES. What was the effect of the reduction of the Walker 
tariff? 

Mr. GIBSON. It was reduced from 2} cents per pound under the 
tariff of 1842 to 30 per cent. ad valorem until 1857, when it was re- 
duced still further to 24 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not remember how sugar was fixed in 1857, 
when there was a general reduction of the tariff. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. In 1857, if the Senator will allow me, the division 
took place, and the rate under the Walker tariff was 30 per cent., and 
under the revised tariff of 1857 it was 24 per cent. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘That was it, 24 per cent. At that time the State of 
Louisiana produced under that tariff, next to Caba, more sugar from 
sugar-cane than any other countryin the world. In 1861-62, Cuba 
pro luced 525,230 tons of sugar; Louisiana, about 265,000 tons. This 
development of a Louisiana farming industry was owing to the fact, as 
I think, that between all the great industries in this country equal 
justice was done and an equal measure of protection was meted out to 
them, and the taxing power of this Government was not used exclu- 
sively for the benefit of one class of people or for one section of the 
country. It diffused equally throughout the land the benefits and its 
burdens. 

It did indeed discriminate to the extent of 30 per cent. ad valorem 
in favor of American labor against foreign labor, but it did not dis- 
criminate between one class of our fellow-citizens and another class 
or between one section of the country and another section, between 
the farmers of the West and the South and the manufacturers of the 
East, as this bill does, Hence upon this system of equal justice to all 
men all industries throve alike at an equal pace. Why is it that the 
sugar industry has not developed undera still apparent higher rate of pro- 
tection as it did under the lower one which prevailed at the time of its 
greatest prosperity ? Thatisafairquestion. If it has not developed as 
it should under the circumstances, then, according to the policy proposed 
by the leaders of the Republican party, the duty levied upon it would 
be merely a revenue duty, not a protective one, and their contention 
from their point of view would be justified, that it should not be in- 
cluded in the list of articles {% taxation; but what are the circum- 


stances ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GIBSON, Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As I understand the Senator from Louisiana, the 
duty on sugar is not necessary to carry on the Government. 
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Mr. GIBSON. No, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then the Senator is willing to make sugar free. 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir. Would the Senator be willing to put wool 
on the free-list because the Government could dispense with the revenue 
derived from wool ? ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL. But the Senator in answer tomy question says, 
although there is no need for the revenue at all, he still would not put 
sugar on the free-list. ; 

Mr. GIBSON. Isay I would make a general reduction on every- 
thing if we wanted less revenue. I would bring everything d 
the revenue standard; but I do not know that we want less revenue. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It seems to me the answer of the Senator convicts 
him and that it is contradictory; that he is in favor of a tax for reve- 
nue with incidental protection, but the tax so far as sugar is concerned 
shall be a protective tax. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘The Senator has not heard me through. I have not 
admitted, unless I used language which I was not sensible of using at 
the time, being interrupted in my remarks, that there was any ground, 
so far as the actual facts of the sugar industry are concerned, which 


would justify the Government in raising the rate, as has been done | 
in this bill, upon all these other articles that are not produced in suf- 


ficient quantities to supply the American market, and at the same time 
to exclude sugar from the protective system. I proceed now in the 
line I was following when interrupted, and I repeat the question, why 
has the sugar industry not been developed as rapidly under a high pro- 
tective system apparently as it was under a tariff for revenue with in- 
cidental protection? 1 beg the close attention of Senators while | at- 
tempt to answer this question. 

In the first place, the sugar industry was absolutely destroyed by 


| of cane sugars in all cane-growing countries. 


the civil war; the production went down from 265,000 tons to 5,000 | 


tons in 1864; so that, practically, it ceased to exist. 
In the second place, the whole sugar delta was overflowed by the de- 
struction of the levees, and the necessity of rebuilding and repairing 


these public works has imposed a burden upon the people of Louisiana | 


of about $21,000,000. 


In the third place, it is the most difficult of all industries when once | 


destroyed to be restored. Our seed-cane was swept away. 
cane will plant only 3 acres, and every third year the whole area in cul- 
tivation must be replanted. It is the heaviest of all agricultural prod- 
ucts per acre, weighing from 20to40tons. Hence itis very difficult and 
expensive to transport the cane to any great distance for planting. This 
was one of the chief causes of the delay in the revival. One acre of cane 
represents an outlay of at least $100, and the buildings and apparatus 
for the conversion of the cane into sugar would cost about $100 per acre. 
A farm of 500 acres, therefore, stocked in cane would represent $100,000. 

In the fourth place, and I speak of this with reluctance, the disor- 
dered condition of society, in which both life and property were inse- 
cure,after our civil war and during the period of reconstruction. Labor 
was disorganized and the relations between the newly emancipated 
negro slaves and the whites had not yet been adjusted upon a basis 
that gave assurance of security and tranquillity. 

In the fifth place, that element which is quite as indispensable, even 
more indispensable than any other, was wanting; I speak of capital and 
of credit. There is no other source of wealth, not even the energy, and 
frugality, and intelligence, that may characterize a people, so necessary 
to their prosperity as credit and public honor. 

But there was still yet another cause operating against us, at a 
greater distance, it is true, from us, but characterized by equal force, 
and that was the export-bounty system which was adopted by the con- 
tinental powers of Europe in respect to the sugar made from beets. 
By the application of science to the cultivation of the beet it was dis- 
covered in (720 that there could be extracted 5 per cent. of sugar from 
the beet, but it was not until 1796 that a beet factory was established 
at Steinau, on the Oder. Under the favor of Napoleon, in 1813, other 
factories were established in* France, but they fell with the fall of Na- 
poleon, and in 1825 there were only 100 factories in France producing 
about 5,000 tons of sugar per annum. In ten years the number ot 
factories had increased to 436 and the production to 39,00 tons. 

The Germans watched the progress of this industry in France, and 
when Schubarth returned from his studies in that country there was 
a general movement in the establishment of factories. Austria like- 
wise, and afterwards Belgium, Holland, Russia, embarked in the cul- 
tivation of beets and the manufacture of sngartherefrom. During the 


five years from 1849 to 1854 the production of beet-root sugar was only | 


683,000 tons, less than was produced in the same time from cane by the 
State of Louisiana, 

In 1889 the total production of beet sugar in Germany, Austria, France, 
Russia, Belgium, Holland, and other countries amounted to 3,600,000 
tons; Germany alone produced, in 1889-90, 1,260,000 tons. The per- 
centage of sugar to the weight of the beet rose from 5 to 14 under dis- 
criminating and careful cultivation. The production of sngar in all 
these countries was stimulated by a system of export bounties, and 
high prohibitive tariffs. It was not until 1874 that England abolished 
her import duties upon sugar. There had been established an enor- 
mous refining interest in England and Scotland which was overwhelmed 
by the export bounties given by the continental powers equal to the 
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| try, which is the great market of the world. It is estimated that the 
annual gift made to the English people in this w is not less than 
| $10,000,000 per annum. 

In an article on sugar bounti 1 t Economiste francais, in Au- 
gust, 1889, Mr. A. Lallande deputy from tl] Gire le. estimates that 
about $45,000,000 per annum is paid annually | European Govern- 
ments to encourage the exports of domestic sugar, This enormonussum 
is drawn from the people of those countries. It has had the effect to 

| increase the production of beet sugar, for it ena ; the producer to 
place his sugar on shipboard compensated for the cost of its produc- 
tion by the drawback or bounty. Hence, it will be observed by an 


| examination of the tables that I shall append to my remarks that while 


the production of beet sugar has progressed trom > tons in 
1885-86, to 3,600,000 in 1889-’90, the production of cane sugar has 
declined since 1885 . from 2,339,950 to 2,228,000 tons in 1889-’90. 

In 1861-’62 Cuba stood first and Louisiana next among the sugar-pro- 
ducing countries, the latter yielding more than half as much as the 
former. Then came Java and Madura and Brazil, with 118,000 tons. 
The heet sugar paced on ship-board by producers who are compensated 
in bounty for the cost ot production have gradually supplied the de- 
mand for sugar in all parts of the world and embarrassed the producers 
The effect, of course 
was felt severely in Louisiana, when that State had already so many 
obstacles to contend with which I have outlined. It has, in fact, bank- 
rupted Cuba and the British islands engaged in sugar production, and 
Jamaica was menaced with a famine a few years ago. As the export 
bounty was about equal to our tariff rate upon sugar, we have had in 
effect free trade or little or no protection, when we take a compre- 
hensive view of the subject. veen forced down all over 
the world, and hence our ad valorem rates have been forced up corre- 
spondingly, but the protection had been reduced to little or nothing 

Mr. HISCOCK.,. What do I understand to be th 
sugar for exportation ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not wish to detain the Senate by entering into 
details which are complex, but I will append te my remarks the ex 
planation which the Senator desires. I hay stimated the drawback 
or export bounty at just about what the cost of production would be, 

Mr. HISCOCK. For export ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Forexport only. The continen 
domestic product, but each keeps up a tariff tl 
spect to sugar 


» 299 OF 


At) 


Prices have | 


export bounty on 


i 





ive € 


ul the 
iat is prohibitory in re 


powers tax 


Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator incorporate in his remarks the 
amount of that export bounty ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Has the Senator spoken of Germany ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes,sir. Here is the statement and I can read it, 
but I do not wish to take the time of the Senate to go into these de- 


tails, because they are a little complex, and if I attem 
German, French, Russian, and other system 
half an hour. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I do not ask that. 

Mr. GIBSON, I have alre in that these 
continental powers tax the people about forty-five millions per annum 
A distinguished financier declares that 
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quence of the continental bounty system, to the extent of about $10, 

000,000 per annum. I remember afew years ago representatives of the 
sugar-refiners in England and Scotland waited upon Mr. Gladstone 
and insisted that there should be some measure of relief extended to 
them; but he responded that he did not see why the English people 
should complain; that the continental powers had adopted a policy 
by which they were taxing themselves heavily in order that they might 
be able to sell their sugars at a lower price to the English consume: 

and that neither the policy of fair trade nor of free trade would justify 
the Government or the people in placing any tax 


ipon the consumers 


in favor of the class engaged in the refining industry. I will place in 
| the Recorp, if the Senator from New York desires it, a full explana- 


tion of the several systems that prevail on the continent. 
SUGAR PRODUCTION IN TH! I 

Now, Mr. President, let me return to the subject I was dealing with 
the production of sugar in Louisiana and in this country. I ha 
scribed the burdens and discouragements; the absolute destruction 
of the industry during the civil war; the breaking down of the levee 
system, by which the whole sugar country in Louisiana was protected; 
the difficulty of procuring seed-cane, and the cost and difficulty of 
transporting the cane; the disordered condition of society; the loss of 
private credit; the relative increased cost of everything employed and 
consumed, clothing, utensils, and machinery, to the sugar-farmers; and, 
finally, the competition of the beet sugarsof Europe, which are plac ed 


UNITED STAT 


ede 


| on board the ships free even from the cost of production, forcing do rn 


| 


the general level of prices. I have not alluded to the treaty with the 
Hawaiian Islands, because I wish to discuss that when I take up the 
question of reciprocity. 

The export bounty which developed the production of heet sugar in 
the manner I have already described was equivalent in itself to abol- 
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ishing the tariff rates in favor of Louisiana and placed the continental 
producers not only on am equality with Louisiana, but these govern- 
ments gave them extraordinary advantages over the cane-sugar-growers 
throughout the world. We could have competed with Cuba and the 
countries south of us, as we did previous to 1861, but the European 
policy increased the production enormously and rendered nugatory the 
advantages of cheaper labor and better climate in the islands south of 
us and all the advantages that could be derived from the farmers of 
Louisiana under a tariff upon imports. 

‘To afford any protection to the sugar-growers in this country it would 
have been necessary to give them tariff rates at least twice the amount 
of the export bounty. To escape the invasion of beet sugars, Mexico, 
Cuba, and Porto Rico, and the South American States and British islands 
have sought admission to our markets, Hence where there was some 
protection, growing smaller and smaller, as the production of European 
Sugars was expanding, notwithstanding the advan of those coun- 
tries in respect of climate and labor, they realized that the industry was 
doomed in competition with the heavy export bounty bestowed by the 
European governments unless they could get the slight shelter still re- 
maining for our farmers. Now, under this accumulation of adverse 
circumstances and discouragements and legislative impedimenta, owing 
to the action of the European governments, our sugar-farmers have 
made steady progress in an industry in which capital had been invested 
and labor was employed while it was receiving the highest rate of pro- 
tecticn. Let us look at the tariff rates hitherto imposed upon imported 
sugar. Under the tariff of 1789, 1 cent a pound on raw sugars and 3 
cents on refined; in 1808, 24 cents on raw and 9 cents on refined; from 
1812 to 1816, 9 cents on raw and 18 cents on refined; from 1819 to 1530, 
3.cents on brown sugar and 12 cents on refined; from 1832 to 1841, 
2 cents on brown and 12 cents on refined sugars; 1842 to 1846, 2} cents 
on brown and 6 cents on refined; 1846 to 1857, 30 per cent. ad valorem; 
1857 to 1861, 24 per cent. ad valorem. 

In 1862 the tariff was reduced; in 1870 it was still further reduced; 
in 1883 it was reduced for the last time; and now it is proposed to ex- 
clude sugar from the protective policy entirely and place iton the free- 
list with a bounty. 1 think I may say that since 1872, certainly since 
1883, the conditions of the sugar trade, owing to the export bounty of 
the European countries, have absolutely deprived the sugar industry of 
Louisiana of the benefit it would otherwise have received. What has 


_ been the history of this industry since 1864, when the crop, as I have 


said, was 5,000 tons? 

During the five years from 1865-1870, the annual average production 
was 38,000 tons; during the next decade ending with 1880, the average 
production rose to 93,000 tons, an increase of about 145 per cent. ; 
the nine vears of the decade from 1880 to 1890 show an annual average 
of 133,000 tons, an increase of 43 per cent., and during the last few 
years the annual production has been about 165,000 tons, exceeding 
that of any other sugar-cane-growing country except Cuba, Java, and 
Brazil. This year the Louisiana crop will be about 200,000 tons, 
Louisiana now occupies fourth place in the produetion of cane-sugar, 
when in 1861 it occupied the second place. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like toask the Senator a question at 
this point if he will allow me. 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. . 

Mr. MITCHELL. Taking the production for last year as stated by 
the Senator from Louisiana, how would a bounty on that basis com- 
pare with the present tariff? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will speak of that matter in a few moments, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to know. 

Mr. GIBSON. I regard the support of the bounty system as the 
greatest mistake ever made by anybody who is in favor of a tariff for 
protection, 

Mr. TELLER. The bounty ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, the bounty. It gives away, so to speak, the 
whole tariff system, because it illustrates in a striking manner what 
I have already alluded to when discussing the iron and steel and woolen 
schedules, which shows what enormous bounties are contributed by 
the people engaged in other industries in order to increase the reve- 
nues of their fellow-citizens engaged in the industries I have mentioned. 
It is estimated that under the tariff system as applied in this bill for 
every $100,000,000 that go inte the Treasury not less than $200,000,000 
or $300,000,000 go to the privileged classes engaged in manufacturing 
pursuits, so that the people who contribute to the support of their Gov- 
ernment bear a burden of $400,000, 000 or $500, 000,000 whieh they do- 
nate to the manufacturers in order to get $220,000, 000 or $240,000,000 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

This bounty system, if applied to the schedules I have mentioned, 
would do more to enlighten the people and do more to reform the tariff 
on just principles of administration than anything else I can imagine. 
I have already said that Mr. Farquhar, of Pennsylvania, one of the 


largest manufacturers of agricultural implements, estimates that the | the 


tariff on iron ore and pig-iron, while it places only four millions in the 
Treasury of the United States, imposes a tax of at least seventy mill- 
ions perannum on the people of this country whe use-articles: manu- 
factuved ont of iron. 


- L do not know this gentleman personally or by reputation, but I 


presume that the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania is acquainted 
with him, for I believe he is a large manufacturer of iron—— 

Mr. CAMERON. Heisa manufacturer of agricultural implements. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Western farmers are beginning to see that the 
tax on wheat and corn and meat is inoperative so far as it may afford 
apy protection tothem. They know that the prices of these articles 
are determined in Mark Lane, London, and that the only difference 
in the price of their products in any part of this country is the differ- 
ence in the cost of transportation between the places where they are pro- 
duced and the places where they are consumed. They are large export- 
ers, and therefore the tariff has nothing tv do with determining prices; 
and when the Southern and Western farme: s shall forget the resentments 
growing out of the war and shall meet soberly to discuss and estimate 
the cost to them of the taxes levied under this high protective policy, 
they will conclude that the tariff should be revised, not exclusively for 
the benefit of the Eastern manufacturers, but for their own benefit as 
wel]. They will realize that their competitors are not Canada and Eng- 
land, but Brazil and the Argentine Republic and India and Egypt and 
Asia, and that their best markets are in Great Britain and the conti- 
nental nations of Europe; that the main difliculty to be overcome is the 
policy that refuses to permit them to exchange their agricultural com- 
meodities for the manufactured articles that they need with the people 
of Europe. 

Mr. SPOONER. We should be able to assure him that-we voted by 
this bounty to the sugar interests of the United States the same pro- 
tection that we would by a duty of 2 cents a pound, and we save the 
people of the country about $42,000,000 a year. 

Mr. GIBSON. I did not intend at this point to discuss the bounty 
question, but as it has been presented here by the Senator from Wis- 
consin and the Senator from Oregon [| will go ont of my way to say 
just a word on it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will excuse me for interrupting him. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ihave no objection to the interruption. My chief 
objection to the bounty system is that it is novel and may be‘instable. 
Owing to this fact capitalists may not embark in this business 1s they 
otherwise would do under the protective system. It is a new depart- 
ure, and I warn the Senators now that if sugar be isolated from all 
the other industries of the country and placed at the head of the list in 
Jorma pauperis, other industries will follow and we shall find the list 
growing year by year; for how shall the other industries escape from 
being placed on the bounty list to be established? 

It must be remembered that the forty-two millions the Senator from 
Wisconsin speaks of as being saved by putting sugar on the free-list 
must be raised by taxation, and it is already provided for by the in- 
creased rates in the schedules I have referred to. We have levied a 
tax upon the consumers of this country of not less than one hundred 
millions, to supply to the Government the $42,000,000 to which the 
Senator from Wisconsin alludes, There is exacted from the people who 
are not engaged in those favored industries a contribution from their 
earnings of not less than one hundred or one hundred and twenty mill- 
iohs to supply the forty-two millions hitherto received from sugar. 

It appears from this that sugar is thrown overboard in order to re- 
duce the revenues of the Government and to increase the revenues of 
the manufacturers. Let us look foramoment, however, at the bounty 
which is to be, I believe, fixed by this bill at 2 cents per pound on 
sugar. Now, if, under the bountysystem, this industry shall prosper, 
it will necessarily increase every year. It is estimated that on the 
present production the bounty of 2 cents per pound would amount to 
between nine and ten millionsof dollars. From theoutlook to-day itis 
estimated by its advocates that the production would double every five 
years. In 1895 the bounty will amount therefore to twenty ortwenty- 
five millions of dollars, and probably by the end of the century to be- 
tween forty and fifty millions. I do not believe the people of this 
country will be willing to tax themselyes to pay the -producers 
of Kansas, Louisiana, Nebraska, Florida, and Texas fifty millions per 
annum. 

In the year 1900—that is, ten years from now—in my jud t 
the bounty paid to Sea which I — will be estab a 
oe of the country, will impose a tax upon the 
people of the United States which will be greater than the cost of a 

ve tariff. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I wanted to ask. 

Mr. GIBSON. I mean more than the incidental protection that goes 
to the farmers to-day under the existing system. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The theory of the Senator from Louisiana is that 
this bounty will stimulate the production of sugar more rapidly than 
will the duty. 

Mr. GIBSON. Isaiditwasconjectural. It certainly will stimulate 
of sugar if made permanent. But that is the question. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator what he thinks 
about it. Isupposed, when he stated it would be so much this year 
and so much next, he was giving his judgment. 

Mr. GIBSON. I believe it may be successful, although this direct 
bounty is not as large as the bounty indirectly afforded under the tariff 
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system, nor do I think it is sufliciently large to help us against the in- 





creasing impertations of sugar from Germany, and in the face of the 
menace of reciprocity based exclusively upon suyar. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator think that the duty on sugar has 
especially stimulated the production of sugar in this country? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have sought to show that it has been beneficial as 
far as it goes. My whole argument rests upon the proposition which 
Mr. Webster and John Quincy Adams and other statesmen have elabo- 
rated, namely, that the increase of duty upon imported commodities 
that come into competition with commodities produced in our own 
country has the effect to increase the price. a 

What is the object to be accomplished in laying a tariff tax upon any 
imported article? Why doyou call it giving protection to the domestic 
production? Is it not to exclude or limit importations of the foreign 
article so that prices of the competing domestic articles may be raised 
in the home market? As you limit the supply by placing tariff re- 
strictions upon importations, the inevitable effect must be to increase 
the prices, the demand being the same. I know it is said by many 


Senators that the ultimate effect will be to reduce the price, but that | 


the immediate effect on the domestic article of the restrictions upon 
importations will be to raise the price and to develop more largely the 


domestic production; and that thus, the supply being increased, there | 


will follow ultimately a diminution of the price. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatis the purpose. 

Mr. GIBSON, I have not lived long enough yet to see that purpose 
realized in a way to satisfy those who derive benefit from the protect- 
ive system. Noallowance is made for the discouragement and diminu- 
tion of production in the countries from which we import in propor- 
tion as production is stimulated in ourown. Beet sugar has increased 
largely by these bounties, but cane sugar has decreased proportionally. 

Mr. PLATT. It is realized in every article that is produced in this 
country. 

Mr. GIBSON. If that be the case, why do not the Senator from 
Connecticut and his friends come in here and ask for constantly in- 
creasing duties upon manufactured articles in their State? I take it 
that the reduced prices are owing rather to invention and the applica 
tion of machinery to production than to the tariff itself. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
of the reduction of prices by protection, and that is the protection 
which Europe has given to sugar. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is not a system of tariff protection. That isa 
direct bounty to exporters, and has not tended largely to reduce prices 
of sugar in European countries. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know what it is if it is not protection. 

Mr, GIBSON. It isa direct export bounty. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The marked decrease in price there is due to the 
protection which has been given. ‘ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator from New York mean to assert 
that the price of sugar has been reduced to the people of France and 
Germany by a bounty paid by those countries for sugar? It has been 
reduced to the people of England. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I mean toassert that, so faras that question is con- 
cerned, it will be necessary to take into account precisely the burden 


I can give the Senator a very striking illustration | 
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that may be imposed upon the French and German people in the way | 


of bounty, which has been overstated here to-day, I think; but so far 
as the price of sugar in the markets of the world is concerned, it has 
been reduced by the bounty on sugar. 

Mr. CARLISLE, It is not reduced to the people who pay the tax. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as that question is concerned, I repeat that 
we should have in the first place to ascertain the amount of bounty 
which is imposed on the people of France and then know the amount 
of the decreased price of sugar, and then we should reach precisely the 
result, so that the Senator would be able to say no or yes on that prop- 
osition. I doubt if he is able to do that now. 

Mr. GIBSON. I can not delay in the line of the argument I was 

ing to enter into a speculation of that kind. I have no doubt 

that the effect of a tariff is to increase prices primarily, and afterwards 
perhaps, in some instances, to reduce them somewhat; but the result 
will depend upon given conditions in each given case. This much I 
know, that the industriesof this country which have received protection 
in their infancy have, when fully developed toa vigorous manhood and 
@ green old age, never ceased to insist upon higher and higher rates 
and larger taxes upon the consumers in order to support them, on the 
ground that they are unable to get along without contributions from 
their fellow-citizens in other pursuits. 

But why substitute a policy that only takes money out of the Treas- 
ury for one that puts money into the Treasury and affords a more cer- 
tain benefit to the former? Why a bounty instead of a tariff? And 


if that system be good for sugar, why not for wool and tin and glass- | 


ware and cutlery, which industries do not supply a larger proportion 
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system succeeds and this industry thrives under it the weaker it will 
become. It is also a cast-iron system. Should there be a deficiency 
in the revenues it is likely that the tariff on sugar would be inwreased, 
as it has been invariably after all our wars, including the last war, but 


the bounty system would cut off such a prospect. 


I beg now to revert to the line ot the argument I was following. I 
asked what were the prospects for the establishment of the sugar in- 
dustry in the United States. There are three sources of supply which 
are embraced within three distinct areas in this country. 

First, the more southern belt adapted to cane sugar, and in its upper 
latitudes to sorghum, embracing Louisiana, Texas, and Florid And 
then there is a sorghum belt which reach« newhat into the sugar 
cane belt and extends northward to Kansas, Missou: L( east 

| and west. Then comes the beet belt, which includes part of the sor 


ghum beltand stretches northward without limit ‘ow let us consid 
first the outlook of the sugar-cane industry. 

It was only about five years ago, after a season of disastrous flood 
low prices, and unskilled Jabor, that science was called to the aid of the 
sugar-cane industry. An experiment station was established near New 
Orleans by Louisiana farmers, in charge of Professor W.C. Stubbs, agen 
tleman of the highest scientific training and acquirements, of pr 
knowledge, with strong common sense and enthusiasm. It w 
first experiment station ever established in the interest of the 


f} 7 


actical 
as the 


sugar 


cane. I think it may be said that there is not an industry in the world 
that has made so much progress as the sugar industry since the experi 
ment station was established. a 
Four or five years ago, under the old process, 100 pounds of sugar fro1 
| 2 ton of cane was considered a large and satisfactory yield. Now, wit! 
the diffusion process and the triple mills, as much as 250 pounds « 


sugar have been extracted from a ton of cane, and the averag 
to 200 pounds in the sugar factories where these 


employed. Our experiment station has in 






new method have be n 


t over twenty-five varietic 





of the cane, and those different types of the plant are being experi- 
mented upon in various parts of the State. Sooner or later we will 
procure a cane of hardy and vigorous growth that will withstand our 
climate. Already considerable advan ha be iade in that di- 
rection 

We have at this experiment station a corps of young inder our 
distinguished scientist who are being educated in the laborat 3 and 
acquiring a knowledge of our soils and of fertilizers that are suitable to 
cane and the chemical constitution of the plant and the principles of 


its conversion into sugar. During the last year the demand for practi- 
cal chemists could not be supplied in the State of Louisiana, although 
the experiment station furnished over thirty sugar-houses with well 
equipped young men. The tendency in Louisiana is towards central 
factories. Many of these are being established by capitalists who em- 
ploy the best chemists. They are sugar manufacturers and not sugar 
farmers. The farmer is taking the place of the planter, and in many 
instances he raises only cane and manufactures only sirup, which i 
transported on water in tanks by barges, and in some cases by pipes 
that connect the small mills with the central factory 

We have also an experimental station in Northern Louisiana, at Cal 
houn, in Ouachita Parish, under Maj. G. L. Lee, a gentleman of the 
highest capacity and character, where experiments are being made with 
sugar-cane and sorghum. There is quite a large production of sirup 
from sorghum and sugar-cane in the northern part of Louisiana, ex 
tending into Arkansas, Mississippi, and Tennessee, suflicient tosupply 
the local demand in many places; but I think in a few years central 
factories will be established in those communities and that while the 
production of cane will not be the main crop, but a by-crop, so tospeak 
there will be in the aggregate enough produced to furnish the central] 
factories and supply those communities with their own sugar. 


The sorghum plant in Northern Louisiana shows in the laboratori 
as high as 18 or 20 per cent. of sugar and less than 2 per cent. of glu 
cose, and I have no doubt that with the use of fertilizers and improved 


methods of manufacture sorghum will be found a profitable crop 
It ripens early in the season and is manufactured into sugar by the 
middle of October, the very time that what is called the grinding 
season for making cane sugar begins in South | ina. But itis 
not only in the manufacture of sugar that improvements have 
been made, ‘They have been quite as remarkable in the methods of 
cultivating the cane, for the intensivesystem is be 


u 


these 


ing gradually adopted 
I quote the language of my colleague, Hon. ANDREW Price, th 
representative of the largest sugar district in the State, and whois thor 
oughly familiar with the industry in all of its aspect He say 
By improved methods of cultivation w oducing an averag rom 18 
to 20 tons of cane to the acre, while in irs we produced on rom 12 
to 15 
Here we h ive, then, an increase of over 25 per ce it. in the produc tion 


of cane per 
cane 
I have | 


acre and over 75 per cent. in the yield of sugar per to 


ad tical knowledge of this industry since I was a bo 


a pra 


of our consumption than sugar ? Why apply then a system as odious | for my father was a sugar planter, and I retain his estate. which has 
as the bounty system to a Southern industry against theearnest pro- | been divided into farms. I am prepared, from my knowledge of 
See people engaged in it? Upon what principle is this inde- | to bear witness to the moderation and the accuracy of these estimates, 
fensi } 


discrimination made? We all know that the more the bounty | How woul 


d you estimate the results if such a sl id been mada 
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with respect to the wheat and corn and cotton and wool? Is this like 
your block-tin industry, of which the existence has not yet been demon- 
strated, and for which you propose a burden upon the people of this 
country of $15,000,000 in order to give an opportunity to a few capi- 
talists to try to establish it? 

This sugar industry you propose to place on the free-list, although 
I think this exhibit of its promise and growth justifies the opinion that 
in less than five years, if security can be given to capital, it will 
donble its production. Here I may be pardoned if I invite attention 
to the fact that the sugar industry of Louisiana represents largely more 
than half of the capital and quite one-halt of the population of the 
State, and that every dollar for which the gross crop sells goes at once 
into circulation at home, in the employment of professional and skilled 
labor, chemists, sugar-makers, engineers, blacksmiths, carpenters, 
bricklayers, harness-makers, etc.; that it gives employment to trans- 
portation lines for twelve months in the year, and to an army of labor- 
ers and brokers and machinists, ete., and is the corner-stone of the 
trade of New Orleans and of the prosperity of the State. 

This industry produces but little that it consumes. It purchases 
mills, plows, all kinds of farming implements, from the Northern and 
Western States; in fact, from all parts of the country, but especially 
from New England. Its apparatus comes from New York or New 
Jersey or Cincinnati; its coal from Pennsylvania, of which there is con- 
sumed annually about $2,000,000 worth. It givesemployment during 
the harvest season to a large number of laborers who come from the 
Northwest at that time. I need not say that a diversification of agri- 
cultural pursuits affords a wider market not only for our manufacturers, 
but for the producers of wheat and corn in the West. 

The only barrier to its rapid development is the menace that comes 
not so much from those who are looking to the national welfare as 
from the bounty-fed monopolists and manufacturers who desire to place 
sugar on the free-list, to the end that they may secure increased tariff 
rates and bounties. It is this menace held over the industry that turns 
away from it the capitalist who would, if a stable and fixed policy 
were adopted, if it were treated as it was at any time in the history of 
our Government from the time the first tariff bill was introduced until 
the last, if they would adopt the policy of the fathers or the policy 
that prevailed at any time since the beginning of this century down 
to 1860, this industry would double its production in the next five 

ears. 

; I beg pardon for dwelling so long upon the promise of the sugar in- 
dustry, but it is a question that deeply concerns the people of my own 
State, my neighbors and friends. 

Mr. DOLPH. What has been the increased production in the last 
three or four years? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have already stated that. Now, Louisiana is not 
the only source of supply in this country of cane sugar. I have herea 
letter from Mr. Hamilton Disston, of Philadelphia, addressed to Hon, 
T. M. Bayne. Mr. Disston declares it has been— 

Successfully demonstrated that the rich muck lands of the State are capable 
of producing a large amount of sugar ee acre, probably exceeding 2tons, and 
the number of acres that are susceptible of reclamation and cultivation can be 
placed at not less than 500,000, which would give about 1,000,000tons of sugar. 

In addition to thisthere are other lands in Florida which can be made to pro- 
duce a fair vield of sugar by the use of fertilizers. 

You will see from this statement, which can be verified by an actual exam- 
ination, that Florida is about to become a very important factor in the sugar 
business, provided, of course, there is to be suiticient protection given by Con- 
gress to enable us to compete successfully against foreign sugars. 

As to the amount of protection required, I would prefer to have those who 
are more conversant with the business give the figures, but my judgment is 
against a bounty, from the fact that it would be an unpopular measure, and 
the outery might become so great against it as to cause its repeal, thus leaving 
the sugar industry without sufficient tariff protection and no bounty to aid the 
producers. 

This would give, as is stated, about 1,000,000 tons of sugar in Flor- 
ida alone, whose climate is well adapted to the cane. I do not know 
this gentleman personally, but I should like to ask the Senator irom 
Pennsylvania if he is acquainted with him or acquainted with hischar- 
acter. 

Mr. CAMERON. I know him very well personally, and he is a man 
of very high character. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have heard from personal friends who have quit 
Louisiana in order to embark in thesugar business in Florida that they 
have not been disappointed in their expectations. It is estimated that 
in the State of Texas (everything seems to be large in that State, as it 
is in the Northwestern States) there are 20,000,000 acres of land that 
are well adapted to sugar-cane, There was produced in that State in 
1879 a little over 3,000,000 pounds of sugar, while in 1889 there was 
produced just six times that amount, or nearly 20,000,000 pounds of 
sugar. 

Kecently an old friend of mine, Colonel Cunningham, who is a 
gentleman of energy, sagacity, and intelligence, has established in 
Texas one of the largest sugar plants in the world, which he is suc- 
cessfully conducting; and I hear that capitalists are about to embark 
in sugar-growing on a large scale in that State. Here we have, so 
far as the sugar-cane industry is concerned, the climate, the capital, 
the labor, and the conditions that assure us within the next five or six 
years double the number of tons of sugar that are being produced at 
present. 
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Mr. CAMERON. Then, I suppose ifthe Republican party offered 
them protection they would not vote for a change of Administration ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I can not say how our people would vote, butas they 
have always found the Democratic party more friendly to them in re- 
spect to their political rights and in the conductof the finances and the 
reventie power, I hope they will continue to vote the Democratic 
ticket.. 

I do not think that the tariff system, however, should be adminis- 
tered according to party lines or lines of latitude, but that the Repub- 
lican party should adopt a friendly policy towards the people of the 
South, a policy that the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMERON] advised when the rice schedule was under consideration 
and the facts in respect to that staple product were brought to his at- 
tention. He moved to give that industry the same protection that he 
would have given to it if it were established in the State of Penn- 
sylvania. He at least is consistent and just. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
wish to say that I voted two years ago, when the Senate tariff bill, so 
called, was under consideration, for 1 cent a pound duty and 1 cent a 
pound bounty on sugar. That proposition, so far as I recollect, was 
adopted by the Senate. Is there any difference in the degree of pro- 
tection afforded to the Louisiana sugar industry between that and the 
2 centsa pound duty? 

Mr. GIBSON. Not enough, relatively. Under the present tariff 
our farmers will be taxed enormously for everything they consume. 
Take these schedules, See what rates are placed upon glassware, iron 
and steel goods, upon the apparatus which the farmer must employ, 
upon their plows, spades, shovels, kettles, upon their woolen goods and 
cotton goods, In order tocompensate them they should have a higher 
rate of protection, or, if the bounty system is adopted, a larger bounty; 
and then we should not lose sight of the fact that we are contending 
not so much against the cheap labor of Cuba and South America, which 
is paid about 25 cents a day, while we pay, on an average, $1 a day, 
but our chief competitor is the continental states of Europe, which not 
only have cheaper labor, but have the support of a bounty which will 
enable them, after having taken possession of all the European markets, 
as they actually have done, to gain the mastery 1n our own, which they 
are fast doing. 

The bounties they receive and that it is proposed to give us are about 
the same. There is no protection, therefore, for us. It is {ree trade, 
and the European farmers will have cheaper transportation by sea to 
our great markets than we will have by railways. My complaint, there- 
fore, is, as the Senator says, that under these circumstances this sugar 
industry does not receive a proportionate share of protection and of the 
benefits that are bestowed upon the manufacturing industries, I have 
never voted for this enormous increase and the unjust discriminations 
found in this bill, because I felt that they were unjust and that they 
destroyed the equilibrium that should be observed in the distribution 
of the benefits and burdens of our taxing system, between all the in- 
dustriés of our country, manufacturing, commercial, agricultural, and 
among the different sections of the United States. 

Why should you apply free trade to the farmers in sugar when they 
are the only farmers in this country, except those engaged in the pro- 
duction of rice, that can by any possibility receive any benefit from 
the tariff system? And in my judgment, for I must be candid, the ex- 
port-bounty system is breaking down in Europe, just as it is bound to 
break down in this country. It has been overdone and a reaction is al- 
ready setting in, for the people of those countries have no motive in the 
world to tax themselves so heavily to sell their sugars abroad below 
the prices that they are compelled to pay forthemathome. They are 
imposing upon themselves, as I have shown, an enormous exaction, 
amounting to about $45,000,000 per annum; but I will not taxe a fur- 
ther step in this direction. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator takes that step I would be glad 
to ask him whether he regards the present law as a discrimination 
against the sugar-producers of Louisiana. 

Mr. GIBSON. I think it is, relatively. I do not think it affords 
the sugar-farmer in Louisiana who produces sugar or the sugar-pro- 
ducers in Nebraska, Kansas, Florida, and Texas a like — 
amount of protection it affords other industries; but, as 1 was going to 
observe when the Senator from Iowa interrupted me, I would not take 
another step in the direction of increasing the protection of these in- 
dustries. 

I believe the true policy is to equalize, as I have said before, the bur- 
dens and the benefits of the tariff ; and the first measure to be 
adopted should be to reduce taxation. I believe with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] that the farmers of our country should 
have some relief from the burdens that are placed upon them for the 
exclusive benefit of the manufacturers; and it is idle to talk about the 
effects of the tariff on the great staple productions like wheat, corn, 
and cattle. When the gentlemen in charge of this bill go before the 
country, the farmers all over it will ask why, when they clamored for 
revision, you did not make any reductions. The remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa oe ALLIson ], to which we must all attribute great 
weight, convict his party of giving larger bounties to the Eastern manu- 
facturers and of increasing instead of diminishing the taxes upon the 
Western farmers. 
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We were told by the committee that this bill would reduce the rev- 
enue anywhere from $20,000,000 to $70,000,000; but now comes the 
Senator from Iowa and declares that the sums raised under this tariff 
from the consumers of the country, both for the Government and for 
the benefit of individuals and corporations, will be larger than they are 


under existing laws, and that instead of there being a deficiency we 


shall under this revised bill create a surplus in the Treasury, taken 
from the hard earnings of the people of the country at the very time 
when they are demanding relief. 

You have increased the taxes on barley, I believe. That may en- 
able some few farmers who are engaged in that industry to sell their 
product to the manufacturer ot beer; but that will not answer the 
demands ot the agriculturists, for they realize more and more every 


day, as they work in the field or are assembled in their homes or 


public meetings, what vast sums they are compelled to contribute 
under the doctrine of high protection upon agricultural implements, 
upon blankets, upon the wood out of which their dwellings are con- 
structed, upon the tin which covers their roofs, upon the cutlery on 
their tables and the clothes which they wear. Everything within 
sight of their homes seems to be reached by this high protective-tariff 
system, and the money taken from their earnings is for the benefit of 
the manufacturers. True it is taken not directly, but by way of the 
custom-houses, where the tax-gatherers are stationed. 

Mr. President, before I was interrupted I was about to speak of the 
production of sorghum sugar. I have no objection myself to these in- 
terruptions, except that they compel me either to shorten the observa- 
tions I intended to make or to overtax the patience of the Senate. I 
will dwell briefly upon the sorghum industry, because I note that: 
Hon. 8. R. Peters, a Representative in Congress from Kansas, has 
given us a very intelligent account of the establishment and develop- 
ment of that branch of agriculture. I am very much gratified to see 
that he is opposed to excluding sugar from the tariff system and at- 
tempting to establish it on the basis of a bounty. 

The fact is, Ihave grave doubts whether the bounty system is con- 
stitutional, for it looks very much like taking money from one class of 
people to establish an industry or to help an indnstry in which another 
class of our people in engaged, a policy which the Supreme Court de- 
clare unconstitutional in the case of the Loan Association vs. Topeka, in 
20 Wall., 657; the opinion of the court being delivered by Justice Mil- 
ler, and which is so familiar to us all that I will do no more than al- 
lude to it. He says: 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
citizen and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private 
enterprises and build up private fortunes is none the less robbery because it is 


done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It 
is a decree uncer legislative forms. Nor is it taxation. 


And yet this is what a high tariff is,requiring us every day to do for 
the manufacturers of this country. We take from the earnings of the 
consumers and of the farmers with one hand and turn them over to the 
manufacturers with the other. A bounty is simply an expression of 
the amount that is contributed by one class to another, by the many 
to the favored few. I do not see, therefore, any greater objection to it 
than to the protective system when it is carried to anextreme. But 
80 long as the protective system is administered in the interests of the 
general welfare, and not of particular interests and particular classes 
who receive only the benefits that are incidental to national interests 
and national policy, we may justify it. 

That is the line I draw between a tariff for revenue, with incidental 
protection, and a bill like this which imposes upon the people a tariff 
for protection and revenue for particular industries, which is its main 
purpose and effect. It is, therefore, a class bill and not a national bill. 
It is a bill in the interests of the few and not of the many, and is ob- 
noxious to every principle upon which our Governmentis based. But 
I will not dwell any further upon that aspect of the case. What does 
Mr. PeTerRs say in response to the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee ? 


The CHAIRMAN. Did you say sugar plants? 

Mr. Peters. Yes; seven sugar plants. 

The CHarrmMan. You mean mills? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. That does not include the sugar that will be made 
from the seconds which is now being made. ‘The estimate of the State sugar 
inspector is that about 200,000 pounds of sugar will be made from these seconds 
that are now being run through the mill, so we will have a product of sorghum 
sugar in Kansas of 1,400,000 —— perhaps 1,500,000. Now, in 1887 we oniy 
produced about 300,000 pounds of sugar. In 1888 we produced a little over 600,- 
000 poundsof sugar. In 1889 we produced 1,200,000 pounds, to say nothing about 
the sugar that is to be secured from theseseconds. So yousee we have doubled 
our production for the last three years. We had an experience similar to Louis- 


jana in 1883. 

We are told by this gentleman that there is a sentiment of unrest; that 
there is something wrong with the farmers; that they are not properly 
protected. Hedeclares, in effect, that unless something is done for their 


relief he does not know what the result will be politically; that this sen- | 


timent is not confined to Kansas, but prevails in the other agricultural 
States, He says he has heard farmers complain that they are raising 
corn and selling it for 15 cents a bushel; that there are more than 90, - 
000,000 bushels of corn raised in his district and that it has been sell- 
ing for 10, 12, and 15 cents a bushel, and that portions of it have been 
used for fuel. He also declares that his State is adapted to the produc- 
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tion of beets as well as sorghum. But I will leave this matter to the 
ever-watchiul Senators from Kansas, who, I know, are better capable 
of taking care of it than I am. 

I come now to the beet industry. I have here the testimony of Mr. 
| Oxnard, whom I had the pleasure of meeting yesterday. He told me 
that he expected to produce at his central factory this year about 7,000 
tons of sugar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will say to the Senator from Louisiana that 

at the Oxnard factory, lately established at Grand Island, there have 
been planted in beets this year over 3,000 acres, and the product is 
nearly ready to take off, and shown to be about 15 tons an acre, making 
about 45,000 tons of beets to be converted into sugar at that place this 
| year. 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Oxnard told me yesterday that his sugar ap- 
| paratus had cost him about $250,000, and that the tariff duty on 
it was about 40 per cent. (it came by way of New Orleans up the 
Mississippi); that he had given employment to six hundred farmers in 
his neighborhood, and had made contracts with them to produce beets. 
Now, he will produce this year a larger quantity of sugar from beets 
than was ever produced by that whole industry in the United States any 
year before. But I ask the Senators to observe that the taxes on his ap- 
paratus alone amount to the enormous sum of $100,000. This shows 
how the development of the sugar industry is handicapped by the heavy 
tariff rates, and that on this account it deserves to share equally with 
the manufacturing interests the advantages and burdens of the tariff. 
Mr. Oxnard says: 








| 





It is useless to attempt to build up this industry in the United States without 
a protective tariff, and one in which people can feel a stability, for capital will 
not embark in this enterprise with asword of Damocles hanging over the in 

} dustry; and I feel sure that no bounty can be substituted for protection if the 

United States wishes to see this industry thrive, and become not only the largest 

| Sugar-consuming but also the largest sugar-producing country in the world. 

| In 1887 we produced from the sugar-beet 200 tons of sugar; in 1888, about 1,800 

| tons; in 1889, about 3,000 tons. In 1890, 12,000 tons will be produced, an increase 
in 1890 over 1887 of about 5,000 per cent., and if any one doubts that this is the 
beginning of a new era in the sugar production of the United states he has only 
to go to California, Kansas, or Nebraska and he wil! see thatthe people of those 
States are in earnest, and the whole West is to-day ready to develop this in- 
dustry. 

We have the climate, the soil, and skill, and as soon as we have the assurance 
that Congress will permanently support this industry capital will be ready to 
invest. Previous to 1887 some attempts were made, but on such a small scale 
and under such poor management that they could hardly be called attempts, 
and were really doomed to failure before they began. ‘The first factory able to 
work under economic conditions ever built in the United States was erected in 
California last year at Watsonville. ‘There are at present two beet-sugar facto 
ries in the United States. 

First. The Alameda Beet Sugar Company, situated at Alvarado, Cal., with 


a 
capacity of working 150 tons a day, which will be increased to 250 tons next 
year. 


™ 


cond, The Western Beet Sugar Company, situated at Watsonville, Cal., 

with a capacity of 300 tons, Another factory with asimilar capacity will be put 
up by the same company next year if tariff legislation does not prevent; situ 
ation not yet decided. 

rhird, The Oxnard Beet Sugar Company, at Grand Island, Nebr., with a capa 
ity of 350 tons, now building, will be ready to start September 1, 1890. 

Each one of these factories cost about $500,000 to build and run, using 50 tons 
of coal per day and employing abouttwo hundred men; turns out about 30tons 
ofsugar. And in 1900we shall need about seven hundred factories of this size 

} tosupply our home market, at an investment of about $35,000,000 to build 


| It is well known to all who have looked into this matter that as 
| late as 1829 there was only 5 per cent. of sugar to the weight of beet; 
it rose to an average of 9 per cent. in 1879; whilst in 1889 an average 
of over 14 per cent. has been obtained, a percentage which means an 
increase of 20 pounds of sugar to the ton and about 300 pounds tothe 
| acre; so that the farmer, with the same cost of labor, the same fuel, 
the same plant, and the same capital invested, obtains 100 pounds 
| more sugar than he did ten years ago peracre. A similar develop 
ment is going on in sugar-cane and in the sorghum branch of this in- 
| dustry also. 
The beets in Europe contain only about 14 per cent. of sugar, whilst 
Mr. Claus Spreckels obtained an average for the past year in California 
| of 17 percent. In Nebraska the average of many analyses of differ- 
| ent beets give over15 per cent. These facts show that the soil and the 
climate of our country in the upper latitudes are specially adapted to 
the growth and development of the sugar-beet, perhaps better even 
than the soil and climate of Europe. There is one peculiarity about 
the sugar-beet that renders it above all other the most beneficent plant 
of agriculture. Instead of exhausting the land it improves it, because 
it draws mostof its nourishment from theatmosphere. Then the pulp 
after the sugar is removed makes the very best kind of food for fatten- 
ing cattle, and can be sold by the farmers who pro‘luce the beet. 
| Mr. Oxnard told me that the pulp would bring easily two-thirds of 
the price that the sugar in a ton of beets was worth. He said that a 
few days ago, while in Nebraska, he saw corn-fields that were utterly 
parched by long drought, and alongside of them there were fields of 
beets, green, growing, and flourishing. It appears that the taproot of 
the beet descends to agreat depth and enables it to withstand any ex- 
tremes of weather. The farmers may buy lean cattle and fatten them 
for market from the pulp. The beet gives back to the soil more than 
it takes from it. A by-crop of pulp is equal almost to the direct crop 
of sugar. 
Mr. TELLER. I would like to ask the Senator a question. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 

ield ? 

. Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator think that the cane-sugar regions of 
the United States can successfully compete with the beet-sugar regions ? 
In other words, when this industry, the manufactureof sugar from beets, 
develops, will the cane-producing regions be able to compete with the 
beet-producing regions ? 

Mr. GIBSON, Itisimpossibleto forecast the development of any par- 
ticular industry, as so much depends upon conditions. 

| intended to make a few remarks upon the subject of reciprocity. Ger- 
many is beginning to export her sugars freely into this country, and it is 
a question whether, if the bounty system should continue in Europe, they 
may not offer to sell their sugars in our market at alower price than they 
can be produced in this country, even with the protection and bounty 
given in this bill. 

The situation of our domestic industry, as the Senator himself per- 
ceives, is not to be compared with any other staple product in the 
world which receives such a large bounty as is offered to producers on 
the continent of Europe. It is simply impossible to tell what will be 
the effect of this interposition within the domain of supply and demand 
by a system at once so novel and extraordinary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We imported from Europe 60,000,000 pounds 
of sugar for the year ending June 30, 1889. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, we are importing sugars now, the beet sugars 
of Europe, and perhaps I should remark here that the most prosperous 
country of all the American nations outside of the United States, the 
country whose exports and imports are the largest, but whose society 
is now disturbed by a false financial policy; that country which has 
shown more energy and intelligence and a better comprehension of 
industrial development than any other nation of this hemisphere, out- 
side of the United States and Canada, imports her sugar mainly from 
Germany and Belgium; I refer to the Argentine Republic. 

THE RECIPROCITY NOTION, 

Now, Mr. President, let us look for a moment at this notion of rec- 
iprocity. It is not a new one, but an old one, and was adopted with 
respect to Canada in 1854, before even the Dominion of Canada had 
been organized. We established a reciprocity with the Hawaiian Isl- 
ands and attempted to make a similar treaty with Mexico, and after- 
wards with Spain in respect to Cuba and Porto Rico ; and I believe 
the British Government made strenuous efiorts to obtain admission of 
her sugars produced on the islands near our coast free from duty. 

Reciprocity between ove nation and another means free trade. Par- 
tial reciprocity means free trade in part. Recently the International 
American Conference assembled at this Capital, where they received a 
warm welcome from the Secretary of State and were made guests of 
the nation, and were conducted on a tour throughout the northern part 
of the United States. At the conclusion of their deliberations it was 
suggested that we should establish a customs union, and I believe a 
board of arbitration, between all nations of this western hemisphere, 
including those in Central America which are now carrying on a war 
with one another. 

The President of the United States laid before the Senate, June 10, 
1590, a letter from the Secretary of State, in which the Secretary dis- 
cusses at length the subject of reciprocity with the American. states 
which had been represented in the International American Conference. 
The Secretary recommended therein that the several governments rep- 
resented negotiate reciprocity treaties upon such a basis as would be 
acceptable in each case, taking into consideration the special situatjon, 
conditions, and interests of each country with a view of promoting their 
common welfare. 

The Secretary frankly says that the representative from the country 
to which I have alluded, the Argentine Republic, as well as the dele- 
— from Chili, which is perhaps the republic next in importance in 

uth America after Brazil and the Argentine Republic, stated frankly 
that they had come here because their people and government were 
realy to make whatever concessions were necessary and possible to 
increase the trade between the United Statesand their countries. The 
President of the Argentine Republic particularly declared that the 
people of that country felt the liveliest interest in the subject and 
that he hoped that commercial relations with the United States may 
be found practicable and that the United States may find some plan 
te promote the interchange of products between the two countries. 

The Secretary urges that there should be an amendment to the tariff 
bill authorizing the President to declare ports of the United States free 
to all the products of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which 
no export duties are im whenever and so long as such nation 
shall admit to its ports, free of all national, provincial, municipal, 
and other taxes, certain of our products which it is needless to mention. 
This indeed was a free and liberal preposition of the Secretary of State 
whereby there might be established a freer interchange of the products 
—_ errand — those of the South American nations. I desirehere 

emphasize the fact that the reciprocity proposed by the Secretary 
of State was to be established between Republics re : in the 


International American Conference which was assembled in this city 
under his auspices. 
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The Secretary of State presents in his statement facts showing the 
present condition of trade between the United States and those Repub- 
lics to the south of us, It will be observed that the message of the 
President of the United States in submitting the letter from the Sec- 
retary of State proposes reciprocal commercial treaties between the 
United States and the other American Republics, and he takes care to 
limit his observation to the states represented in the conference. He 
says: 

If after the Congress shall have acted upon pending tariff legislation it shal! 
appear that, under the general treaty-making power or under any special 
powers given by law, our trade with the states represented in the conferenc: 
can be enlarged upon a basis of mutual advantage, ft will be promptly done. 

Here, then, we have the suggestion of the President and the Secretary 
of State to such legislation as will meet the overtures of those nations 
embraced within the circle of the American Republics which are in favor 
of closer trade relations. The invitation from the President and Sec- 
retary of State to Congress has been met by a proposition submitted by 
the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE], and that proposition had scarcely 
been submitted before I saw on the face of the veteran Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. SHERMAN] an expression of pain, as if he heard already an outcry 
from the husbandmen and the shepherds in his own State against the 
sacrifice of the wool they produced. 

I saw a similar expression on the countenance of the Senators from 
the Western States when it was proposed to admit the mineral ores, 
wood, copper, and beef from Spanish America. Willthe Senator from 
Michigan permit copper to come into thiscountry free? No, sir. The 
copper industry in the Northwest has been the closest and most exact- 
ing corporation and the greediest oligarchy that ever filched millions 
and millions of dollars from the toil-worn people of this country to en- 
rich their own coffers. This oligarchy seized upon the tariffand estab- 
lished prohibitory rates upon the importation of foreign copper and 
then formed a trust by which they were enabled to extort vast sums 
from the consumers of copper in the United States, They raised the 
rate at one time over 300 per cent. 

We all know very well that wool is the very foundation upon which 
any reciprocity treaty can be made with South American states. The 
Senator from Maine has presented a bill drawn on the very lines 
suggested by the President and the Secretary of State; but the amend - 
ments offered to this bill and the remarks of the Senator from Maine 
in presenting it studiously avoid any reference to those nations except 
Brazil, and the studied silence in respect of wool shows that the prop- 
osition made by the President and the Secretary of State will have no 
further attention paid to it in the Senate than to receive a decent 
burial. 

Thus perishes even before it receives consideration, the generous, 
statesmanlike, and magnificent suggestion of the Secretary of State for 
full and free interchange of commodities with Mexico, Central and 
South America, It bas gone down before the shepherd’s crook. It has 
received death strokes at the hands of the Senators who represent wool, 
copper, wood, and ores. It has shrunk into a proposition to apply 
to sugar only. That wasa way to kill it, and it has been effect- 
ually done. Its dying groans will be silenced by the clamors for reci- 
procity in sugar with Spain; that is, for a reciprocity treaty without 
any reciprocity in it, a treaty that can open no markets, as I shall show, 
to our manufacturers, who are taxed for their raw material, and no 
markets to our agriculturists, because the South American States are 
our competitors. 

The Plumed Knight, as I believe the Secretary of State has been 
styled, found no sympathy in this Senate and no defense even at the 
hands of his friends. We ought to take this proposition made by the 
Secretary of State and at least give it decorous obsequies, It should 
be wrapped in the choicest specimen of wool imported from the Argen- 
tine Republic and coffined in the rarest wood from Mexico, and its grave 
should be marked by a monument more lasting than brass, of the best 
copper from Chili. We shall never hear of this proposition again. 

Will Senators vote for or against the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine just as it is, framed to carry out the precise views of the Presi- 
dent and Secretary of State ? 

Even the Senator from Maine turned his back upon it and dilated 
upon the idea of a commercial reciprocity treaty with Spain in respect 
of Cuba and Porto Rico, which countries were not included either in 
the message of the President or the jetter of the Secretary of State. 
We hear nothing from the New England Senators in favor of the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Ohio for reciprocity with Canada. They will 
not sacrifice one fish in the sea, or one tree in the forest, or one single 
thing in their States to secure trade with the Canadian people. They 
propose, however, to establish a reciprocity which will cost them noth- 
ing and that will in fact not enlarge the markets for what they produce, 
but which may enlarge the Republican party. A reci ty treaty, 
in name, for cam purposes, to hoodwink the and to con- 
ceal the unjust d and the exactions of the present tari‘! 
bill. Mr. President, the fact is that the people of South America con- 


sume very little of what anes The Argentine Republic is a large 


importer of refined sugar rope. Brazil does not make much 
sugar for export; we imported $6,000,000 worth last year only. What 
they produce chiefly in those countries is derived from natural resource: 
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in the way of woods and ores, wool, and beef, and breadstuffs. The 
Argentine Kepubtic itself has over one hundred millions of sheep, and 
eattle in countless numbers are raised on the broad prairies and bot- 
toms of South America at a few cents per head. ; 

These South American States are already our competitors for the 
European markets as to beef and breadstufis. It is because England ad- 
mits wool and coffee and other products of South America that she has 
control of those markets, and getting free raw material for her manu- 
facturers, she is enabled to undersell us in those markets. The South 
American States are not especially fitted for sugar-cane, which, as I have 
already shown, requires not only large capital, but a most complex sys- 
tem of cultivation and manufacture. They have the climate and the soil 
for the cultivation of the sugar-cane. But the richest countries are not 
those that have the best climate and soils. The reverse is generally the 
case. The truesource of wealth in a country is to be foundin the con- 
stitution of its society, in the stability of its laws, and in the industry, 
frugality, intelligence, and morality of its people. Theseare the sources 
of individual and national wealth and greatness. 

Mr. President, I have observed that the notion controlling the action 
of most of the Republican Senators is to make a reciprocity treaty with 
these countriessouth of us by using thesugarindustry, which is not within 
the lines of their States, as a sacrifice and victim, and as the price at 
which they imagine they may enlarge their markets for the commodities 
of the people of their own States, and hence they exclude these consider- 
ations of national development and national greatness which should 
impel every broad-minded American to widen the circle of our sym- 
pathies and of our commerce on generous and ample lines that would 
embrace the people not only of Canada and Mexico, but of those South 
American nations whose institutions have been modeled upon our own. 

No, sir; the purpose of these Senators is to sacrifice the industries of 
the people of the States beyond the borders of those that they represent 
to secure advantages for their ownStates if possible. They propose to 
declare for reciprocity, but not to adopt it. This caps the climax of 
sectionalism and selfishness. It is in perfect keeping with the policy 
which places the taxing power of this Government in the hands of mo- 
nopolies and corporations engaged in manufacturing. South American 
nations afford no markets for our agricultural products. They are our 
competitors. Our manufacturers would find market there if they would 
receive raw material from them free in exchange, as England does, es- 
pecially wool. 

But let us look a moment at the suggestion that we should establish 
a reciprocity treaty with Spain in respect to trade with Cuba and Porto 
Rico; and this recalis to my mind the treaty that was established in 
1876 with the Hawaiian Islands. at treaty was carried through the 
House of Representatives, as the honorable Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN], who sits in front of me will remember, under the cry 
that if we did not make a treaty immediately with those islands they 
would fall within the grasp of England; that the paws of the British 
lion were already resting upon them, and it was high tjme that the 
American eagle should be flapping his wings over them; and so we pro- 
ceeded to enter into this convention with the Hawaiian Government. 

Now what has been the result of this treaty with the Hawaiian Isl- 
ands? The American flag does not fly over Honolulu. We have ac- 
quired no deep harbor in Pearl River, British ministers have declared 
they would not receive the islands asa gift. I submit a statement 
showing the imports and exports year by year. It appears from this 
statement that we have remitted within eleven years in tariff duties, 


that would otherwise have been placed in our Treasury, to the people | 


of the Hawaiian Islands the enormous sum of $34,000,000, while they 
have bought from us during eleven years only $32,000,000 all told. 

We have presented them, as appears from this table, as a clean-cut 
donation inter vivos, a dollar of money for every dollar’s worth of goods 
that they have bought from us, and during the whole period that the 
treaty has existed we have remitted duties in excess of forty eight mill- 
ions. How long could any American merchant do business with a 
customer across the street, if he paid that customer more than one 
dollar tor every dollar’s worth of goods sold in his establishment to him? 
His credit would disappear from the instant it was known he was 
carrying on business upon that basis; and his entire capital would be 
exhausted when his stock was half sold. We are carrying on such a 
business to-day with the Hawaiian Islands; and it is proposed to ex- 
tend it to the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico on a larger scale. 

Instead of endeavoring to establish full reciprocity with the coun- 
tries that are producing something besides sugar, with a population 
and institutions and society like our own, and with a variety of prod- 
ucts, which countries would consume largely of our own products, we 
propose to limit this system of reciprocity to two small islands in 
the Gulf of Mexico; one of which has a population of about 1,500,C00 
people, and the other about 700,000, half of whom are uncivilized, ig- 
norant, and degraded, and have just emerged from the darkest slavery. 
The two together would not consume in a year as much as the people 
of Louisiana would consume in three months. 

Mr. President, it isdemonstrable that we would remit annually duties 
of not less than $30,000,000 a year, under existing laws, and transfer that 
amount from our Treasury to sugar producers of Porto Rico and Cuba. 
This sum would be sufficient in two or three years to buy the two islands 
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ha treaty would not reduce the 
in the markets of the United States 
lA } 


from Spain, if that were desirable, and su 
price of sugar one fraction of a cent 


or secure for usany market which would compensate us in any degree 
for this loss of the immense sums we would remit to them. I have 
observed that the Senator from Iowa / Mr. ALLISo? tated that the im- 
portations of American flour into Cuba have very largely increased, 
i think he said as much as 70 per cen but od » not 
to tell us what total amount of our flour was imported for « umption 
in Cuba. I will give the t s. La ‘ mported into 
Cuba of American flour $i,64 of Sy 1 $973 551: so 
that the total consumption in Cuba is $2,622, lit ove! 
$2,000,000 worth. That is the great market that t treaty ) open 
to our wheat-growers in this country and our farmers. The popula 

tion of the island of Cuba from the last reports was 977,992 Spaniards 

foreign whites, 10,622; Chinese, 43,811; negroes, 489,249. The Chinese 


and negroes, I believe, are nearly all males, 
The population of Porto Rico consists largely of negroes, 300,000 o1 
moje, the total being 754,000 people. Negro slavery was abolished on 
March 23, 1873, in Porto Rico, and in Cuba the declaration of eman- 
cipation by the Spanish Cortez received the royal signature February 
15, 1880; and for slavery was substituted the ‘‘ patronate,’’ which was 
to continue for nine years from May 8, 1880; and this was, in effect, 
only slavery in another form. The public debt of Cuba amounted in 
August, 1889, to £37,200,000 sterling, which absorbs £1,800,006 to 
meet the annual The taxes in 1880, direct and indirect, 


interest. 
amounted to £500,000, to which must be added the sum of £1,600,000 
levied in local taxation by the 153 municipalities of the island. 

There was a deficit for that year of more than 600,000 pounds, and 
the greatest difficulty has been experienced in collecting the taxes. | 
do not see how with this negro population and small importations it 
could be otherwise than mere folly to attempt to establish reciprocity 
with a people already overwhelmed with debt. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was the Senator from Mame who made the state- 
ment concerning the importation of flour into Cuba. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, I remember it was the Senator from Maine. I 
beg pardon; he did not state the total amount. It was stated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury at the time the Hawaiian treaty was under con- 
sideration that 25,000,000 pounds of sugar was all that would come 
from the Hawaiian Islands into the United States, and that the remis 
sion of duty therefore would be very small, and that the commercial 
and political advantages would be very great. 

Now, instead of 25,000,000 pounds, we have received during this pe 
riod about 2,000,000,000 pounds. The consul of the United States 
at Honolulu, Mr. Morton, says that the value of property in 1875 was 
$6,496,000, and after the ratification of the treaty it went up to $7, 
642,000 in 1879; and it went up again to $10,699,607. After the treaty 
was made in 1879 the total value of property advanced to $22,722,066. 
Whom has that treaty benefited? Oursupremacy was complete in the 
Hawaiian Islands before it was adopted. It has conferred no benefit 
on the natives of the Hawaiian Islands, because under the bounties to 
the sugar-producers Chinese swarmed to the cane-fields, there being to 
day more than 18,000. 

This is converting these islands into an asylum for Chinese, and will 
render constitutional government impossible. 
duced the price of sugar one farthing, as I have said before, 
tics show that the people of the Pacific coast have paid higher rates for 
sugar than the people in the interior and on the Atlantic seaport. The 
treaty has taken $48,000,000 from the Treasury of the pe of the 
United States. 

It will not do to say that sugar would not have been imported from 
the Hawaiian Islands because the increase of product 


The tre wy has not re- 


for statis- 


7 
ple 


ion has been owing 


to the bounty which they received under the reciprocity treaty, for the 
Hawaiian sugars have shut out other sugars from this country, espe- 
cially those of the Philippine Islands, from which we would have re 


ceived sugars; and the only persons in the world who were benefited by 


this treaty was the syndicate that purchased largely, in anticipation of 
the treaty, of the sugar property in the islands and imported Chinese 
and have cultivated and sold within our own country the sugar pro- 


duced at a very low cost of production, gett benefit of the tariff 
tates of between 2 and 2) centsa pound. 


We receive from Cuba and Porto Ri 


ing the 


o about one-half of the impor 


tion of sugar in the United States subject to tariff but the ad 


taxes, ad 
mission of sugar from the Spanish islands will not be sufficient to re 
duce the price of that commodity in our markets. The character ol 
the population and the climate and the pursuits show that these islands 
will offer no markets for the products of ourowncountry. Why, then, 
should we embark on this narrow system of reciprocity that holds out 


_ . 
no inducement for the enterprise of our own countrymen? Ilobserve 
that the reciprocity is to be established, not by treaties: made by the 
President to be ratified by the Senate and concurred in by the House, 
where the revenue power resides, but that this amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE] reads as follows: 

And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without furthLe: 
legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open to all the prod- 
ucts of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which no export duties 


are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shal! admit to its ports, free 
of all national, provincial (State), municipal,and other taxes, flour, corn-meal, 
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and other breadstuffs, preserved meats, fish, vegetables and fruits, cotton-seed 
oj), rice, and other provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, 
and all other articles of wood, agricultural implements and machinery, mining 
and mechanical machinery, structural steel and iron, steel rails, locomotives, 
paler cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, or such other products 
of the United States as may be agreed upon. 


The Constitution of the United States provides that all revenue bills 
shall originate in the House and that they may be amended in the Sen- 
ate; but here is a distinct proposition which if adopted will be tanta- 

‘mount to an abdication on the part of Congress and a voluntary trans- 
fer of this im»vortant constitutional function to the discretion of the 
Executive. 

The proposition from the executive department was that Congress 
should put these duties on and, if satisfactory reciprocal arrangements 
could be made, the Executive should be authorized to take the duties 
off; whereas the pending amendment proposes to take off the duties 
and leave it to the discretion of the President to say whether they should 
be put on or not. 

I do not believe for one moment that the Executive will agree toas- 
sume such a responsibilityin respect to the commerce and trade of the 
people of this country with other nations. I doubt very much whether 
such an exercise of jurisdiction over the business pursuits of the coun- 
try would be constitutioval, Surely, it is plainly inexpedient. Great 
ees might be induced in the staple commodities, based upon 
the action of the Executive, who, of course, would be no party to them, 
but the very apprehension of this course or that on its part, arising 
from the apprehension that might be held of its views of public pol- 
icy, would create hesitation, doubt, disturbance in the business pur- 
suits of the people, and necessarily throw the whole trade in the arti- 
cles mentioned intoconfusion. Such an engagement on the part of the 
Executive would create an obligation in the nature of a contract 
which would be binding upon this country, and in the event of any 
crisis in our revenues, or any complications with foreign countries, we 
should find ourselved Bound hand and foot and virtually handicapped. 

I think, Mr. President, that in the end it will be found ont by the 
manufacturers of New England that they have made a great mistake 
in supporting this tariff bill, of which their leading statesman, Mr. 
Blaine, has declared that there is nota section or line in the entire bill 
that will open a market for another barrel of pork or another bushel of 
wheat. He has the aagacity to foresee that this high protective system 
is handicapping New England, and that there are already evidences of 
decay in some of the pursuits of her people that foreshadows the loss of 
the position she now holds. He very properly stated the other day that 
what the peeple of this country needed was not more protection, but 
more markets for their products; and I can say to him that what our 
farmers need is markets for their commodities, and the only possible 
way, so far as I can see, of establishing a freer trade and larger market 
is by revising the tariff upon the basis of a reduction, and not of an in- 
crease of rates. 

Why, sir, our chief market is in Great Britain, and our prod uction 
of wheat, corn, and cotton comes into competition in that market with 
the Argentine Republic and with the states of South America, India, 
and Egypt; and weare about to adopta tariff bill the effect of which 
is to place greater restrictions upon the commodities that we import 
from Great Britain and to greatly contract the markets there against 
our farmers. We send not more than twelve million dollars of agri- 
cultural products to Mexico, Central, and South America, while we ex- 
= not less than three hundred millions of such products to the United 

<ingdom, which, with one-balf of our population, but under a more 
liberal commercial policy, had last year exports and imports of mer- 
chandise amounting in value to $3,604,981,286, as against a total of 
exports and imports of merchandise and specie of the United States, 
under a more restrictive policy, that amounted to $1,487,533,027, or a 
little over one-third of those of the United Kingdom, 

I do not pretend to be a better friend of New England than the Sen- 
ators who so worthily represent her Commonwealths, but I confess, sir, 
I have some remembrances especially dear to me of the old State of 
Connecticut that would lead me to do anything that I could consist- 
ently with my views of duty as a public man to aid in the develop- 
ment and prosperity of the New England States; and may I not vent- 
ure to say that what New England needs is not higher tariff rates and 
larger bounties, but free raw material? I believe that if she possessed 
free raw material, with her intelligence, inventive faculties, and won- 
derful energy, and accumulated capital, she could compete with Eng- 
land or any other nation in the world in respect to manufactures, 

It is strange to me that she does not adopt a policy in k with 
the self-reliance, independence, and moral and intellectual force which 


have been unexcelled in the industrial history of this Without 
coal, iron, wool, cotton, or leather she has stretched her beyond 
her borders and brought them within the circle of her and 


her capacities, and fashioned them into forms of utility and Coe 
and developed a material progress, as I have said before, which is with- 
outa parallel. Why should she not now depend upon herrelf, and not 
upon bounties which are taken from the earnings of the people of 
other parts of the country? 

There is no part of this country, in my judgment, so largely inter- 
ested in free coal, free wool, free iron ore, or free hides, free 
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terial, asthe peopleof the New England States. Instead of clamoring for 
compensatory duties, if she adopted a policy ‘‘ of tariff forrevenue, with 
incidental protection,’’ based upon the ideas of the Walker tariff, with 
some modifications to accord with the changed conditions of manufact- 
ures and trade, I believe she would bound forward in the race for in- 
dustrial supremacy. A tariff framed on principles of equal justice to 
all industries and to all sections would tend to deplete the cities and 
restore the arban population to the country; to build up agriculture 
and to lift up country life and endow it with the profits, and the 
dignity, and the comforts, and the surroundings that culture and wealth 
bring. 

It would tend to remove the concentration of wealth as well as pop- 
ulation from the commercial centers, which creates a class of selfish, 
greedy, and I was going to say uncultured millionaires, who contrib- 
ute little to those virtues that constitute the greatness of our coun- 
try, who set up false maxims and false standards of manners and mor- 
als and of private and public conduct. 





APPENDIX. 
Beet-sugar production for certain periods, 
| From Sugar and the Tariff, by J. Alex. Lindquist. | 


The following table shows the production of beet-root sugar by periods of 
five years, 


, . 2 : All other | mm 
Years. France. |Germany.| Austria, | eounivien. Total. 
| | 
Gross tons. Gross tons. Gross tons. Gross tons. | Gross tons 
1829-1834............¢ focnees TD Lectesnamchnapmientonentétianhbanpetelnotine thannnitinat 51,473 
PD asconsincnccsueenedl 203, 735 | 17, 243 | BD F. eecvsidsnndnentel 222, 491 
1899-1844, .....c0.c00secse000} 138, 892 by j 3, 044 oo 207, 486 
1844-1849... 2.0 ceeceere 229,619 | 110, 941 | 1 Sa 345, 748 
1849-1854... $52,784 | 314,676 | ID Coccccsicnraseiedd ; 
1854-1859, .. 495, 241 534,420 | 41,004 182, 357 1, 253, 022 
1859-1864 687,771 | 62, 304 | , 975 2, 037, 364 





' ' 


The decrease in France in the five years from 1839 to 1544 was due to the heavy 
taxation imposed at the demandsof the colonies. By 1864 Germany had taken 
the lead, which she still holds, while Austria was then third, but is now the 
second beet-sugarcountry, France having dropped to fourth place, after Russia. 


Beet-root-sugar production, by countrics. 




















Countries. 1889-90. 1888-89. | 1887-"88. 1886-87. | 1885-'86. 
; 

Gross tons. |Gros# tons. | Gross tons. | Gross tons. | Gross tons. 

Germany .....ecee 1, 260, 000 990, 604 959, 1 , O12, 968 838, 131 
ees civcstdiactoos 750, 000 523, 242 428, 616 523, 059 | 377, 032 
ING sicctcssatesitcocess ‘ 775, 000 466, 767 | 392, 824 | 485, 739 298, 407 
Russia 475, 000 | 526, 387 441, 342 | 487, 460 537, 820 
Belgium.......c00.+-s-s0e 200, 000 | 145,804; 140,742} 135,755 93, 690 
Holiand............. 60, 000 46, 040 39,280| 36,098 28, 818 
Other countries........ 80, 000 | 87,000 79, 980 | 69, 127 56, 075 
eh ecto | 8,600,000 | 2,785,844 | 2,481,950 | 2,750,206 | 2,229, 97 





_— Ff 


Totaleaneand beet 5, 828, 000 5,039, 844 | 
t 


4,946,950 | 5,095,756 | 4,509, 923 
i wi 
Thus the production of sugar has increas*d nearly 200 per cent. since 184. 
Cane-sugar production from 1860 to 1864. 











Countries, 1860. 1861. 1362. 1863. 1364. 
| 
| | | 
| Gross tons. | Gross tons. | Gross tons. Gross tons. | Gross (on: 
Java and Madura...| 117, 847 122,235 | 139,898 125, 287 | 139, 759 
| 16,688) 15,877 | 16,388 | 13,683 | 10, 220 
«| 447,349 | “465,585 | 525,230 506,860 | 9575, 090 
ss 63, 000 60,000 82,000, 83, 151 | 61, 235 
a 57,000 67,000 | 68,000 | 63, 000 | 61, 590 
1S 56, 927 176, 000 118,000 238, 280 237, 898 
sevcssvees| 110,848} 135,612 | 111,673 | , 209 | 121,792 
ied dtenhamenidal 43,645 | 42,928; 35,966 | PE riekicacnene 
Natal ..... 1, 236 | 776 | 853 | 1, 317 | 4.33) 
Jamaica... 3 30, 437 93,234 | 31,215) 28,444 26,517 
Barbadoes .. a 30, 356 45, 055 | 31,614 | 29, 583 | 25, 927 
Trinidad a 30, 288 30, 859 | 41, 307 37, 421 34, 554 
English Guiana ...... 43, 539 50,643 | 45, 496 53, 974 51,791 
Australia.......cc.ns00 2) 687 4, 157 | 5,057 2) 988 2.137 
i iplinnnialle | 110,920} 114,377; 229,705 | No data. 3,337 
32, 954 31,837 | 82, 101 30, 459 2%4, 16! 
28, 800 27, 816 31,313 30, 266 15, 906 
65, 878 72, 142 | 54, 568 | 68, 616 35, 913 
MP chia cebitioecs 249 420 | 516 
520 631 588 | 341 | 102 
Total eccccccccccovvel 1,291,316 1, 496, 264 | 1,601,226 | 1, 486, 198 | 1, 423, 644 
Cane-sugar production from 1885 to 1890. 
Countries. | 1889-"90, 1888-89, | 1887~"83, 1986-"s7, | ss~'26. 


cr mc | a ee - 


Gross tons. | Gross tons. | Gross tons. | Gross tons, | Gross tons. 
000 530, 000 610, 000 608, 900 


CUDA. .....ececereeseeree ve 600, 705, 400 
Porto ereceese cosene, a 'eoe oie os eS , = 
8 sccseeeeee] 60, 000 50! 000 60,000 65,000 44,000 
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Cane-sugar production from 1885 to 1890—Continued. 


| 
Countries. 1889-"90, 1888-'89. | 1$87-"88, | 1886-'87. 1885-'86. 


Gross tons. Gross tons. | Grose tons. Gross tons.| Gross tons. 










GEER sovevessecsucsiaia 30, 000 28, 000 | 30, 000 21, 000 17,000 
Antigua and St. } 7 
BE Dievenvesescsvenctey 28, 000 | 25, 000 26, 000 35, 000 25, 000 
Martinique .. 40, 000 | 38, 000 39, 000 41, 000 | 33, 000 
Guadeloupe.. 50, 000 45, 000 50, 000 55,000 | 37, 000 
Demerara... ane 125, 000 108, 000 110,000 | 135, 000 1L1, 800 
III a ecsctniiened 30, 000 25, 000 | 32, 000 82, 000 | 35, 000 
Mauritius 125,000} 132,000; 120,000, 101,800 114, 200 
JOVD 2.0000. : 310,000 | 364,000; 396,000 363, 950 | 365, 959 
British India 60, 000 60, 000 | 55, 000 | 50, 000 50, 000 
WR crascivcssccsccnes conse 150, 000 220, 000 | 320, 000 260, 000 186, 000 
Manila, Cebu, and | | 
Nilo. 180,000 210,000 | 174,000 180, 000 186, 000 
Louisiana 125, 000 145, 000 | 158, 000 80, 900 | 127, 900 
‘eru........ 30, 000 30, 000 | 30, 000 26, 000 | 27, 000 
irc-ccesassnevetcncenes 35, 000 | 35, 000 35, 000 50, 000 65, 000 
Sandwich Islands ...' 120, 000 | 120, 000 | 100, 000 95, 000 96, 500 














Total...... cecsecceee! 2,228,000 | 2,254,000 | 2,465,000 | 2,345,550 | 2,339,950 


f HE BOUNTY SYSTEMS IN EUROPE. 
From Sugar and the Tariff. By J. Alex. Lindquist. 


THE FRENCH SYSTEM. 


On the 4th of July, 1883,the new French sugar taxes went into effect. Pre- 
vious to that time the bounties were much larger than they now are. France 
levies an excise tax upon beets as they enter the manufactory (which is there a 
bonded maschoves on the basis of a sugar content of 7.75 per cent. The tax is 
60 francs per 100 kilograms of sugar, or 5} cents per pound. But beets contain 
over 7.75 per cent. of sucar, and on this excess there is a tax of 20 francs per 100 
kil of sugar, or 1} cents per pound; 12.9 tons of beets, according to the 
official estimate, yield 1 ton of sugar, taxed at 5} cents per pound, or $117.60 
T ton. 
But 12.9 tons of beets yield 3,034.64 pounds of sugar, 794.64 pounds of which, 
being the excess in yield over the official estimate, pays 1} cents per pound, or 
$13.90. The sugar-manufacturer, therefore, pays to the Government 4} cents per 

und excise tax, or $97.06pergrosston. Butu the export of a ton of sugar 

e received back as a drawback $117.60,making a clear bounty of $20.54 per 

ton of sugar exported. But manufacturers of sugar in France, protected 
by a high duty on imports, are able to charge consumers the natural price plus 
the excise tax,as if levied on al! the sugar produced, so that they are able to 
exact a bounty of $20.54 on all sugar produ in France. 

The French gecteeien of beet-root sugar in 1888-'89 was 466,767 tons, 341,- 
518.5 tons of which pay $40,515,375 and 122,248.5 tons $4,792)042, a total tax of 
$45,307,417. The bounty on production is $20.54 per ton, or $9,587,394, the present 
made by the consumers of sugar in France to the producers of it. But of the 
total production, at least 117,373 are exported, and on this the taxes are repaid 
as drawbacks, thus causing the sugar revenues of France on her domestic pro- 
duction to decrease to $31,492,592. 


THE GERMAN SYSTEM, 


In Germany the system of taxes and bounties is different. France imposes 
a single excise tax, which, for all practical purposes, is levied on the tonnage of 
beets going to the sugar factories. Germany also taxes beets as,they goto the 
factory, but she imposes an additional tax on sugar as it enters into consump- 
tion. Ona ton of raw beets the excise or, as it is called, the ‘‘ material’’ tax is 
$1.93; on sugar as it leaves the factory for consumption, the tax (called the tax 
on “consumption”’) is $29.017 perton. The average yield of bects in Germany 
is 12 per cent., so that the sum of the “ material” and ‘“ consumption” taxes 
amounts to $45.097 per ton of sugar. 

Sugar that is exported pays only the material tax, which amounts to $16.0 
per ton. When so exported, the Government pays a drawback of $20.25, 
or a bounty of $4.15 per grosston. On refined sugar the bounty is, of course. 
larger. Asin France, soin Germany, raw-sugar manufacturers exact the bounty 
on all the sugar produced, whether exported or retained for home consumption. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ene ener renee NREL he 


The following table shows the amount of taxes and bounties according tothe | 


German treasury reports previous to he pepe in 1888 of the present taxes 
and bounties, Imports and exports of refined sugar are reduced to their equi, 

alent of raw sugar. , 
i { 


Domestic 





C ion. : | i iPer cent.) Domesti 
ampaign — Imports. | Exports. export. jaw. 
ares . 
i ; j | 
G. tons. | G. tons. G. tons. 
1880-81 ... 545, 161 5,518 | 279, 433 O.7 | $24,077, 024 
1881-82 .... 589, 785 5,642 | 309,458 51.9 | 23,883,576 
1882~-'83 818, 893 6, 497 465, 109 ™).3 | 33,309,158 
1883~"S4 925, 314 5,291 | 596,431 63.0} 33,960; 240 
1884~'85. 1,105,344) 5,219 | 663,117 59.7 | 39,613,437 
1885~'86 . 7%, 378 | 5, 486 492, 442 } 61.5 | 26,923,766 
1886~87 ..,. 970,106} 4,604) 650,716 66.7 | 31,228,791 
' 
. Import | Drawback |Per cent.) ray per |. Draw- 
Campaign | * | of total per | pack 


duties. on export. ton. 


income, per ton, 


$13, 468, 421 





55.1 $44.36 $48, 23 
10, 332, 189 | 42,6 | 40. 71 33.39 
17, 706, 644 | 62.5 | 40. 85 38. 07 
22,919, 935 | 66.8} 36.85 39. 08 
30,571,744 | 76.5 | 35.96 46.10 
21,436,075 | 78.6) 34.04 13. 55 

86.2 | 32. 34 41.76 


27,175, 207 





The bounties as now paid under the law of 1888 will probably not cnet 
$4,000,000 per year. 
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THE AUSTRIAN SYSTEM, 


Germany's bounty system became important in 1869. In the same year Aus 
tria began to encourage the expert of sugar by bounties. The bounties in 
creased so fast that in 1875 and 1876, while the sugar taxes yielded a revenue of 
$3,716,289, the sugar bounties amounted to $3,770,200, or $53,961 more than the 
revenue 

At present, Austria has a single excise tax upon sugar, as it 
sumption from the refinery, of $26.60 per ton 

On exports the domestic tax is remitted and a direct bounty is paid of $6.30 per 
ton, and on refined of $9.04 per ton. But the amount of money which can be 
paid in bounties is limited to $1,930,000, so that only 300,000 tons of raw or 213, 
000 tons of refined could receive the bounty; but this it will be seen amountsto 
nearly one-half of Austria’s annual production Che amount which can avail 
itself of the bounty being so large, the producers of raw and refined sugar are 
able, with the assistance of the protective import dut to charg nsumers 
the natural price plus the bounty, 


enters into con- 





OTHER LCROPEA 


The bounties of Belgium and Holland are similar to those of France. Both 
countries levy excise taxes on an estimate of s ir content, which official esti- 
mate is lower than the actual,so that when the drawback is paid on the sugar 
which is exported, it amounts to more per pound than the excise tax. 

In 188 and 1886 Russia swamped the markets of Europe with bounty-fed 
sugar,and by so doing very nearly destroyed her domestic sugar industry. 
Since then she has abolished the payment of bounties, except on sugar exported 
to Asia, on which a bounty will be paid until 1891. At one time Russia's export 
bounty was as high as $31.25 per ton. 





DOMESTI SUGAI 


From the Statistical Abstract of the United States 
No, 130. Quantity of sugar produced Louisiana, tmport i into Gnd exporied 
from the United States, withthe annual average specific rales of duty and am 
of duty collected on, and cost per pound of, imported sugar, for each year f 4 


1851 to 1889, inclusive, 


Year Exports of 
end- Production domeatic 


: Average 7 
ing | in Louis- eae and for 


\verage 






“ Quantity of | specific cost per 7 
June omen free and rate of Duty aaheal in en 
dutiable. duty on Conected foreign | *U88F.« 
dutiable country 
Pounds, Pounds. Cents, Dollars Cents 
1851 ...! 231,194, 000 380, 402, 289 1.08 | 4,043, 612.70 3. 60 
1852 .... 257, 138, 000 457,511, 093 93 4,175, 758. 80 , ii 
1853 ...' 368, 129, 000 164, 402, 286 99 | 4,250,501, 10 18 
1854 495, 156, 000 135, 928, 585 36) 3.481, 423. 40 2, 89 
1835 385, 227, 000 472, 809, 847 90 | 3,981, 921.99 3. 02 44, 876, OLS 
1856 ...| 254, 569, 000 $45, 226, 430 , 6, 385, 974. 90 1.08 2,612,090 


1857 ...| 81,373,000 776, 984, 262 | 64 | 12, 477,020.10 

















12 
! 5.45 | 20,070,048 
1858 307, 666, 700 519, 200, 387 1, 02 4, 550, 639. 28 4, 26 82, 107, 244 
1859 414, 796, 000 655, 346, 362 1.09 | 6,797,879, 28 1.55 | 40,166, 825 
1860 255, 115, 750 694, 838, 197 1.05 | 6,941,553. 12 4.38 | 38,476, 823 
1861 265, 063, 000 809, 719, 958 % 6,511, 251.19 3.68 86. 913. 641 
1862 528, 321, 500 997, 738, 382 1.76 | 11, 624, 493. 64 3.66} 26,307,117 
1863 (h 318, 594, 861 2.53 | 11,118, 544, 38 3.63) 19,748, 856 
1864 84, 500, 000 652, 290, 247 > 54 14, B01, 234. 65 4.68 9 343. 689 
1Sé 10. 800, 000 651, 936, 494 3.03 | 17. 642, 958. 88 4.29 ; 5 280 
1866 19.900.000 1,000,055, 024 08 ; “oo 1.02 14,027, 910 
1367 42. 900,000 849, 054, 006 04 1090 20, 340, 676 
1868 41,400,000 | I 189, 415 3 OF 4.23 18, 329, 940 
1859 05,051,225 1 33. 430 > Oo , 923, 9 4.74 995, 911 
1870... 99, 452, 940 | 1, 196,773, 569 03 | 36,819, 041. 26 1.95 | 22° 760,904 
1871 168, 878,592 | 1, 277, 473, 65 %) | 30,751, 497. 54 4.04 14, 203,714 
1872 146, 906,125 | 1,509, 185, 674 O4 8 865. 447.02 7 16.598. 822 
1873 125, 346,493 | 1,568, 304, 502 OL | 29,832, 579.45 >, 5 34. 010. 402 
1874 105, 241,119 | 1,701, 297, 869 1.98 | 32. 491,318.70 4.95 29 442. 7% 
1875 134,504,691 | 1, 2,10 | 34, 650. 084, 66 4.35 35, 350, 72% 
L876 163,418,070 | I 2. 8 >, 438, 417 1.04 67. 730. 198 
1877 190, 672,570 } 1 2.34 | 35,268, 204. 48 4.91 42, 872, 675 
1878 147,101,941 | 1 37, O75, 426.96 5, 06 SO, 109. 065 
1879 ...| 289, 478,753 | 1, > | 28° 065, 803.7 $10! 82°741' 564 
1880 198, 962,278 | 1,829,291, 684 ti 39, 739, 306, 49 1.18 49, 640, 206 
1881 272, 982, 899 | 1, 946, 745, 205 45 | 46,318, 073. 49 14] 31. 980.794 
1882 159, 874,950 | 1,990, 152, 374 » 44 | 46,711,795. 14 141 19. 426 
1883 ...| 303,066,258 | 2, 137, 667, 865 ». 31 14,591, 448. 98 1.37 0, SHO. ft 
1884 ...| 287, 712, 230 | 2 1.95 | 47, 500,749.79 61 
1885 211, 402, 963 1.07 1), 885, 01 67 
13886 ...| 286, 626, 186 00 | 50, 265,538. 24 S84 
1887 ...| 181,123, 872 | 3,136, 443,240 1.80 | 56,907. 4 ) 0) F 
1888 . 333, 855, 877 | 2, 700, 284, 252 Ol », O47 { 75 399, 
1889. 24,526,781 2, 762, 202, 967 2.03 | 54,8 ! » 751 
a Consist almost entirely of sugar refined from imported s Y 
5No data 
Trade with he Hawaiian J » } 

Imports of sugar into United States 2. 806 
Exports from United States ’ 677 926 

Balance of trade against United Stal 19. 484. 880 
Number of pounds sugar imported in above , vd 1. 578. 065. 64 
Which at 2} cents per pound duty equals ¢ 169. 755 
Excess of duties remitted over exports 1 49] 829 


* The duties remitted for the whole period of the treaty, from 1877 to 1890, are 
estimated at $48,802,392.82, and the total excess of dulics over total value of the 
importations from the United States into the Hawaiian Islands, under the treaty 
isestimated at $13,031,591,82, 
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Trade of United States with Hawaitan Islands.—Merch di: orted United 
Facts Tasettan tants ad tnpericd from Mecction MicesforicowNehic| YE REAGAN. Andte bap lomber Saou ua 
SSY ° ° 
[See Statistical Abstract, page 67.) The result bas been that we have yielded te. the Hawaiian Islands 
$48,000,000, not $36,000,000, as my friend from Louisiana [ Mr. Girson] 
Total exports, stated, but $48,000,000 up to the Ist of July last, according to the re- 
. _ igo and Total Total ex-| ports of the Statistical Bureav. There may be other statements, but 
_— Occ. to | imports oo. that is the fact. Indeed, that treaty cost us $48,000,000. We got no 
Islands. ’ | advantages from it, and our exportations to those islands did not largely 
wt increase, so that actually the amqunt of money surrendered by us was 
a gant j far greater than the aggregate exportations of avy and all our people 
me Spee) S\azeest | $2.246.26%| combined to Hawaii 
STB... seseseee 1,736,009 | 2, 678, 830 | 4, 414, 929 Mr. DOLPH. I have been giving that question some examination 
+ \apagedaatan | Sao 5, 632, 856 | in the last few days, and if the Senator from Ohio is not making a 
: a 2, 086, 170 4, 606, 444 6, 692, 614 a : oe : 
ieee 2" 778, O72 5, 533, 000 8,311,072 | Speech for publication I would like to inject the result of my cxamina- 
= hwers| iemat| ies | Oe. 
Bs -nesesenseneenaneses essere ansneccs 3,776,685) 3,e O14, Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; I yield for that. 
19. iadiaidie 2 787, oo | BT 407 it’ eas. ii0| Mr. DOLPH. The treaty with the Sandwich Islands went into effect 
1886 3, 192, 698 , 805,707 12, 998, 405 | in 1876 or 1877. I find that our importsin 1868 were $1,096,101; that 
eer Soe | eer ta lan oes they amounted in 1876, before the treaty went into effect, to only 
 apmenta 3,375,661 | 12,847, 7 16. 228, 40) | $1,154,348; that immediately, in the next year, after the treaty went 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I desire on this occasion to say 
something in regard to the subject of reciprocity, and I intend, unless 
drawn away from it by the fashionable mode of interrogating Senators 
on the floor, to confine myself to that subject entirely. 

Reciprocity, trade between countries, is not a new subject. It has 
been the matter of legislation here for many years, and of late very 
often. A general tariff law ought to be applicable to all countries 
alike. It is founded upon a general rule, which is a rule not only be- 
tween individuals, but also between nations. That is, what is right to 
one is right to another. According to the established policy of the 
United States it has always dealt impartially with all nations, entang- 
ling alliances with none. Therefore, as a rule, our tariff laws have 
been applicable to all countries, without respect to climate or locality | 
or continent, 

Still, it is manifest that, on aceount of the proximity of certain 
nations and their nearer relations, or probably because of kindred rela- 
tions between peoples of certain countries living near each other, it is | 
necessary sometimes to have reciprocal relations confined to those nations _ 
or to one particular nation, with a view to promote kindly intercourse 
and commercial exchanges. Therefore, several times in our history | 
we have had reciprocity treaties, as they are called; but as a rule they 
have turned out badly. 

We had two treaties with Canada at different times. They seecc:l, 
however, fair and just, and I believe the general results of those treaties 
were beneficial to both countries. But that was not theopinion of the 

ple of the United States; that was not the judgment of Congress, 
ee after running a short time, each of them was abandoned and set 
aside, after due notice given to the authorities controlling the Canadian 
Dominion; that is, the authorities of Great Britain. 

So, more recently, we had a treaty of reciprocity with Hawaii, and 
no country, in my belief, ever made so foolish a treatyas that. ‘There 
probably is not in the history of the human race a contract so one- 
sided, so absurd, and so indefensible as that which allowed all sugar 
and other productions from the Hawaiian Islands to enter into this 
country free of duty, with the pledge that Hawaii would give us cer- 
tain reciprocal advantages in the way of admission there of our hard- 
ware, cutlery, agricultural implements, etc. 





Thev are open toall upon the same terms and conditions. 


into effeet, they increased to $2,277,354, and continued to increase un- 
til in 1889 they amounted to $12,588,593. They were a little less 
during the last fiscal year, amounting to $12,058,557. 

Mr. HOAR. How much sugar was imported? 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam coming to that ina moment. The amount of 
duty remitted under that treaty for the first year after the treaty was 
$1,064,225, and during the year (1889) it amounted to $5,452, 381.97. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the a te? 

Mr. DOLPH. Forty-eight million nine hundred and two thousand 
three hundred and ninety-two dollars and eighty-two cents. 

Now I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the magnitude of 
the remissions of duty. ‘The excess of the total remissions of duty un- 
der the treaty over the amountof the imports under the treaty is $13, - 
031,591.82, In other words, we could have given to the Hawaiian 
Government all the imports that we have made to that country and then 
paid it a bonus of over $13,000,000, if we had c the ordinary 


harged 
| duties upon sugar, rice, and other articles admitted duty free under 


| the treaty. 

If this treaty stands five years more we will have given to the sugar 
| planters of the Sandwich Islands, and the sugar kings of San Fran- 
cisco enough money to construct and put in operation the Nicaraguan 
canal. We have already given them enough in remissions of duty to 


_have paid them between $11 and $12 for every acre of land in the 


Kingdom of Hawaii, there being but 4,355,000 acres in the kingdom, and 
out of that there is but a small portion that can be cultivated. It is 
a volcanic country, the greater portion of it being mountainous, with 
a small rim of level land around the principal islands, and only part 
of this can be cultivated. 

I estimate the amount of land which can be cultivated at 500,000 

acres, and we could have paid $100 an acre for every acre of agricult- 
at! land in the Kingdom of Hawaii with the duties that we ‘oes re- 
mitted under that treaty. 

With the permission of the Senator from Ohio I will put into the 
REcoRD tabulated statements of the value of our imports from Hawaii 
for several and of our to Hawaii for several years prior 
to the seals eS to the treaty, the amounts and value of sugar 
and molasses imported, and the remissions of duty. 

The statements referred oad are as follows: 


Statement showing the quantities and values of molasses and brown sugar imported from the Hawaiian Islands and entered for consumption in the 
p United States, also the estimated amounts of duty remitted from 1877 to 1889, inclusive. 


Sugar, Dutch standard in color. 


























(Pe ree of eal under covigeuip toonty, act of Gongness approved anges 2 15, 1876, which went into effect Saptacaber | 9, 1876.) 











Year Total . 
ending Molasses ~ - - - hey on ere Se eam ~| value of a 
“ae \Above No.7 and not Above No. 10 and not lait No. 13 and not |Above No.l6and not Total i. . ae remitted. a 

a above No. 10. | above No, 13, above No. 16. above No. 20. ; , 

} 
i | | 
Gallons. | Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds, . 
IB77 00 138,072 ($23, 509 | 3,980,804 | $230, 155 | 1b, 291,315 | $714,490 | 10,183,556 | $737,525 | 5,186,406 | $426, 30, 642, 081 108, 473 |$2,131,982 | $986, 475.30 
1878.. 87,534 | 14,449 | 2, 437,92 161, a 10, 805, 283 757. 734 | 12,227,780 963,550 | 4,897,345 | 391,224 | 30,368,328 | 2,274,430 | 2, 288, 879 989, 602. 02 
1879.. 98,112 | 14,986 | 8174146 | 501,850 | 16,615,686 | 1,099,164 | 15,670,564 | 1,118,118 | 1,282,673 | 92,061 | 41,693,069 | 2,811,193 | 2,826,129 | 1, 266,554.77 
1880......, 111, 950 | 19,835 | 7,793, 349 430,090 28, 416, 596 | 1, 892,737 | 23, 868,886 | 1,689,061 | 1,477,493 | 103,659 | 61,556,324 | 4,135,487 | 4, 155,322 | 1, 881,563. 44 
1881...... 98. 987 | 85,037 23,486,539 | 1,774,952 | 43,049, 613 | 2, 865, BOB |.........+ cncen|ornsnneneneeese 76,909, 207 | 4,927,021 | 4,962,058 | 2.427) 777.57 
1882......} 152,700 | 25, 256 53,228,379 | 3,416,318 | 44,973,293 | 3,026,298 | 4,027,380 | 292,595 | 106, 181, 858 | 6,918,084 | 6, 943,340 | 8,314, 938. 90 
1983......| 238,773 | 37, 493 55,779,719 | 3,553,651 | 60,921,114 | 3,385,194 | 2,234,111 | 157,606 | 114, lad’ go 7, 340, 083 | 7,377,526 | 3,554, 139.96 
1884 .....)} 163,347 | 22,964 A 78,249,593 | 4,287,790 | 44,993,790 | 2,702,792 | 1,905,297 | 117,770 | 125, 148,680 | 7, 108,292 | 7, 131,256 | 2, 959, 913. 39 
1885...... | 71,649) 9,054 oa J 365,606 | 5,490,517 | 52,193,920 | 2,654,762 | 1,093, 257 52, 865 | 169,652,783 | 8,198,144 | 8, 207,198 | 3,987, 947. 32 
1886......) 61,127) 7,786 |. a : 688,548 | 6,275,442 | 57,331,700 | 2,856,511 762,982 | 34,878 | 191,733,176 | 9,166,826 | 9,174,612 | 4, 435, 091. 90 
1887......| 118,574 | 14,712 ome 390,339 | 6,535,021 | 60,740,925 | 2,713, 232 159, 571 7,098 | 218,290, 885 | 0,255,351 | 9,270,068 | 5,016, 330.71 
1888.....0 62,582 | 6,417 |. i 137,535 | @, 129, 899 | 25, 402,978 | 1, 140, 149 | o......ccecesne! eeeese snnennene 228, 540, 518 10, 260,048 (10, 266,465 | 5, 007, 200. 92 
1889......| 48,140 | 6,148 |. eal seoeee (205, 445,211 | 11,641,490 | 7,879, 472 437, 028 oie .| 243, 824, 683 112,078,518 |12, 084, 666 | 5, 210,049. 55 
1890......| 81, 443 | 9814 |. ide sn 7, O74, 388 1], 139, 862 i 6,782,673 409, 966 Jones ccsee | ease na 224, 457, O11 /11, 549, 628 |11, 559, 142 | 4,701, 746, 35 
i | | ' 
a The collector of customs oh tan Poenainen, eat aaan’ 26, 1886, forwards a statement of big spaenicer pd the pelasionspie teshat the Hawelien 

sugar brought into that port during the fiscal years 1884 and 1885 average a little above 93 degrees. estimated duty remitted therefore, since 1883, 
been computed at 2.12 cents per pound, watch te Cha cqeeenean ot Gap peeneryty wae aloes Careaee 


6 Includes 13, heel puees not above No. 7, valued 
e Includes 243 


$606, 
pounds not above No. 7, valued at $10,108, 





1890. 
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Statement showing the total values of free and dutiable merchandise imported from the Hawa Islands i i Sta distingt 
values of articles named in the reciprocity treaty, together with the estimated a ts of x15 
to 1889, inclusive. 
| Imports. \ ‘ 
. ; a Free of duty. [ 
Year ending June 30— 
. Dutiable. } cfr j 
Under the ee en t 
| reciprocity ae Sus Total. ut 
treaty. — 
bial $6, 359 % ) $1, 183, 041 1, 189, 40 , 
7,76 7, 78 1, 281, 079 288, 784 { 
7,469 7,469 ], 127, 254 1, 134, 723 l s 
2,442 32, 442 1, 110, 802 1, 143, 244 8, 641 
j2, 636 52, 6 1, 228, 197 1, 280, 833 I 
186, 775 1. OSS, 286 75, O61 j 
176, 818 ) i 35, 952 
168, 77 O58, 4 { 
192, 071 I ‘ ] j (34 
108, 012 64, 96' ? ( ¢ { ‘ 
119, 374 37, 202 78 ) i i 
131, 550 13, 960 b, 257. 2 4 1 7 380.0 
101, 455 10, 526 4 4. 464. 46 > 009. 060 
5, 373, 077 144, 660 15, 263 5 : 873,07 604 
7, 475, 453 146, 237 4, 604 7 7,475, 45 539, 2 
8, 029, 848 | 166, 089 12,524 8, 3, 029, 848 i 
7, 690, 216 | 209, 784 25, 065 7 7. 690. 21 
8, 611,936 205, 131 410, 430 ® 8. 611 } . 
9,536, 179 205, 745 63, 783 , 9,536,179 4.59 
9, 654, 048 | 38, S41 29, 186 9, 654, 048 8 
0, 818, 484 | 231, 554 10, 341 11, 818) 484 
2, 588, 593 | 244, 317 14, 830 12 83" 593 { 
2, 068, 557 | . 
42 
a The collector of customsat San Francisco, under date of February 26, 1885, forwards (le statement of his appraiser that the polariseopic test of the Hawatia 
sugar brought into that port during the fiscal years 1884and 1885 would average a little above 93 degrees. The estimated du mitted has therefore bee 
since 1883, computed at 2.12 cents per pound, which is the equivalent of the polariscopic test above indicated 
Statement showing the quantities and values of molasses and brown sugar imported from the Hawaiian Islan 1 United St from 1868 to 1876 
inclusive. 
Sugar—Dutch standard in colo: 
otal va 
Year ending June 30— } Molasses : of sugar a 
— » | Above No. 12 and | Above No. l5 and . molass 
All not above No. 12. not above No. 15. not above No. 20, rotal 
— bine | . io 
Gallons, | Pounds, |. Pounds, Pounds, Pounds 
1968 ... 398,573 | $58,063 | 12,622, 159 | $579,756 | 5,591,842 | $375,247 | 27,061 | $1,895 | 18,241,062 | $956, 898 $1,014 
1869 . 269,094} 41,136 }....!.. Schecoabees 16,314,482 | 1. 087° 433 1’ 128 
1870... 78, 774 il, jes 14, 016, 181 901, 645 9] 
1871... 127, 888 18, 270 bee 15 018, 169 935, 909 954, 1 
1872 .. 185, 853 21, 398 |. 15, 357,784 923, 441 944, 5 
1878... 65, 217 SR cnaeiKidaslobhodnscowersse] sosecsceo scented tgeenesea 15,748, 146 934, 824 945 
1874... 117, 541 SE Se a ee See s seose| 13, 575, 674 740, 736 757 
1875.. 63, 578 8, 961 |... 17. 888. 000 38, 676 O47. f 
1876 .. 67, 256 9, OFT |... ..csvscceccree 20), 978, 374 1, 057, 987 1.061. 
“2 a . i 
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, as stated by theSenator from Wiscon- | Statement showing the annual average prices of sugar, etc. —Continued 
sin [Mr. SPooNER], the result has not been beneficial to the people of | ; 
the United States, or even to those of the Pacific coast, for many years — nies Wannabee 


after the treaty was made sugar was from 1 to 2 cents a pound dearer 
in San Francisco than in the East. 1 will also insert a table showing 
the prices of sugar in San Francisco, with the like permission of the 
Senator from Ohio, found on page 37 of the document that I hold in 
my hand, issued from the Treasury Department, showing the prices of 
Hawaiian sugar and Cuban refined sugar in the United States during 
that period. 
The following is the table referred to: 


Statement showing the annual average prices of sugar in New York and 
San Francisco during each year ending December 31, from 1870 to 1889, 
inclusive. 


New York. 





San Francisco. 
} } 
. : | 
ears. | Hawaiian. 
| Cuban, fair | , Central 
a Ameri- 
refining. No.l. | No.2. a 
ages ie ib Pan si | Cts. 1b, | € Lb 
s. rl, | Cle, per DB, | . per Ib, | Cis. per ib. 
ET lit iiteinsstecbicntheeinumseaceenl = 9 | - , | , 7 


> 7% 
9} 1 a 875 
a] 
8 
7 
7 


i en 
; ui oh é 





<a 
Verve 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Year. 


1877 . 
a 
1879 .. 

1882 

1883 

1884 

1885 

14386 

1887 

1888 


| 1289 





Mr. EDMUNDS. 


Mr. DOLPH. 
has been from 1 to 
ot Cuban sugar im 

Mr. GIBSON. 


, Hawaiia 
Cuban, fai: Cent 
to good Am 
rent } No. 1! 9 a 
Cts. 1 p 
® ‘ 
6% 7 7 
5 ’ 
O45 4 ‘ 
5 a t) 1 
5 a) a) a 
) 1 L t 
a ! i 
lat 
Gata 


What is the general result ? 


The general result is that the price of Hawaiian sugar 


2 cents higher at San Francisco than the best grade 


ported into the United States. 
Will the Senator from Ohio also allow me to insert 


a table I have at this point? 


Mr. SHERMAN 


. Certainly. 





idea ce 
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Mr. GIBSON. «I present this table: 


Hawaiian Islands, from 1878 to 1839, eleven years. 





Imports of sugar into United States...... $82, 162, 506 
ixports from United States sdeddidtenautdindnitensi nich itrienncuinies 32, 677, 926 

Balance of trade against United States 49, 484, 880 
Number of pounds sugar imported in above period.. ..... » 1,577, 065, 648 
Which at | cents per pound duty equals. : : SH, 169, 755 
Excess of duties remitted over exports... 1, 491, 829 


Trade of United States with Hawaiian Islands, — Merchandise exported from 
United States to Hawaiian Islands and imported from Hawaiian Islands 
for years 1876 to 1889. 


see Statistical Abstract, page 67. 


Total exports, 








foreign and Total 
Year domestic, to ee exports and 
Hawatian ya imports, 
Islands, } 
-_— eeu coreenuesbnererss cons - $769, 662 $1, 376, 681 $2, 146, 343 
1877 1, 272, 949 2, 550, 355 5, 823, 284 
t878.. ook syeieenanal 1, 736, 099 2, 678, 830 4,414, 929 
Mi hedncnpbtnneubewbiesdudive teencesetindese 1, 374, 918 3, 257, 938 5, 632, 856 
tshtideppctinnteraatnainnilneonednipes 2, 086, 170 4,606, 444 6, 692, 614 
IPE eabeenetincevévenasiiseestenevesepand=nes. guesnies 2, 778, O72 5, 533, 000 8,311,072 
SE epidhinsrescesevensunaree beter 3, 3, 775 7,646, 294 10, 997, 069 
LASS... 3, 776, 065 8, 238, 461 12, 014, 526 
ES ee 3,523, 7,925, 965 11,449, 318 
1885... 2, 787, 922 8, 857, 497 11,645, 419 
1886 3, 192, 698 | 9, 505, 707 12, 998, 405 
1887 iéedadvedseeene nitdapebien %, 622, 029 9, 922,675 13, 44, 104 
pe Pecuidehonmdesscucsevceyenees snvenwegnanyn tere 4, 085, 205 11, 060, 379 14, 145, 582 
MD crpauetbenencshoveteeshe sesecbenenscese : 4, 375, 661 12, 847, 740 16, 223, 401 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, that is leaving out of the question the 
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was unconstitutional, or because, in the judgment of President Cleve- 
land, it was not for the public interest. Therefore that treaty failed. 

So Senators will perceive the great difficulty in attempting to regu- 
late by treaty our commercial intercourse and the rates of duty on im- 
ported goods, or any exchange of goods of ours, when the House of 
Representatives is jealous of its power to originate revenue bills, jeal- 
ous of its power over the public money, and properly so because that 
is the constitutional provision, and each House ought to maintain its 
constitutional authority. The result has been that, with the single 
exception of the Hawaiian treaty, no treaty of a reciprocal character, 
at least in regard to duties, is now in existence between the United 
States and any other country. 

All the tariff laws are general laws, general in their character and 
applying to all nations. Still it does not follow that reciprocal laws 
and regulations ought not to be made. I myself now believe that the 
poliey of attempting to make this kind of a law by treaty will fall into 
disuse, because experience shows that the House of Representatives is 
not willing to help createsuch laws. They rejected the Mexican treaty, 
and they would have rejected the Spanish treaty, no doubt, if it had 
ever been sent to cham, Soseets the same feeling and the same ideas 
that actuated President Cleveland in withdrawing it would no doubt 
have controlled the House of Representatives during his Administra- 
tion. 

So the only way now by which reciprocal arrangements can be made 
between this country and other nations is by mutual laws and regu- 
lations, and that is the proposition. I have no doubt it would be 
a great deal better if the Congress of the United States would make a 
law fixing the rates of duties upon certain articles contingent upon the 
assent of the Government of any other country, or of a particular coun- 
try, or of a particular group of countries. Then you have the legisla- 
tion of both countries concurring, and such a reciprocal law would be 
free from all objection. 

There could be no complaint under the ‘‘favored nation’’ clause. 
There could be no complaint by the House of Representatives that the 


most important consideration of all. It is leaving out all political | Senate had usurped its authority. But reciprocal laws can only 


considerations whatever. The United States had better have 


paid | endure by the mutual consent of 


both parties when deemed advan- 


$100,000,000 than to have had the Hawaiian Islands fall into the | tageous to the two respective countries, and that now is the only mode, 
hands of England or Germany or Spain. We could not afford for any | I believe, by which these reciprocal arrangements can be made be- 


amount of money to have either of those countries take the Sandwich | tween countries that have 


islands, in view of the commerce we «re likely to have in the Pacific 
Ocean in the next fifty years. 


ial interests in each other. 
Now, Mr. President, the last effort that was made to bring about 
these reciprocal relations was by the organization of the Pan-American 


Mr.SHERMAN. That is neither here nor there, Mr. President. If | Congress. That was not a new idea, but had been proposed over and 


the Government of the United States had appropriated about a million 


over again in both bodies of Congress, and was finally acted upon by 


dollars, and bought up the Sandwich Islands, king, qneen,and all the | the concurrence of the two Houses without respect to party, without 


royal family, in that way it could have got control. [Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. President, let us go on. I only introduce that as an evi- 
dence of, sometimes, the bad results of a reciprocity treaty. We also 
made another treaty. On the 20th day of January, 1883, we made a 
treaty with Mexico, which I have before me. The treaty, I thonght, 
was a very excellent one, containing many stipulations in favor of re- 
ciprocal relations, and providing for the immediate importation there 
of a great body of articles manufactured in this country. 

It was approved, I think, by the unanimous vote of the Senate; at 
any vate, it was approved by the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
ratified by two-thirds of the Senate of the United States. It was sent 
to the House of Representatives because it changed the revenue laws, 
and it therefore became necessary to send it to the House. Indeed, 
the language of the treaty itself provided that it should not take effect 
until the Congress of the United States should by law make the neces- 
sary changes in our revenue laws. As I say, it was sent to the House 
of Representatives three or four years ago, was there considered dur- 
ing the whole of the Congress when the House was largely Democratic, 
and it did not receive the sanction of the House. The result is that 
the treaty never took effect. 

The House of Representatives, where this modification of the tariff 
laws had to originate, refused and declined to haveany part in it, and 
the treaty failed.. 

Then again we had a treaty with Spain, which I am at liberty to 
speak of because it was made public by the vote of the Senate, neces- 
sarily so because it contained a change in the revenue laws. ‘This treaty 
was sent to us on the 10th day of December, 1884, just towards the close 
of the Administration of President Arthur. It had been negotiated by 
Mr. Foster and Mr. Frelinghuysen. It was a treaty commanding the 
assent of the Foreign Relations Committee. It was ratified, I think, in 
the Senate without any contest. It was a treaty which, in my judg- 
ment, would have been productive of great good in our comm: re- 
lations with Spain, and especially with the island of Cuba, because of 
the provisions of the treaty relating to the exchange of our farm prod- 
ucts for sugar. 

{am reminded, and I do remember, that the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Morri.t.], who was alwaysop to reciprocity treaties on the 
ground that they were not constitutional, did it. It was not 
acted upon. After the 4th of March, 1885, when Mr, Cleveland came 
in as President, it was withdrawn from the consideration ot the Sen- 
ate, and that was the end of it. The Administration of Mr. Cleveland 
must have condemned it either on the ground that a reciprocity treaty 


| 


respect to section. 

I believe that Pan-American Congress was wisely and well conducted 
under the charge of the Secretary of State, and I believe its beneficial 
results can not be overestimated. In my judgment it has fostered a 
more kindly feeling between these different nations. I believe that 
the distinguished agents who came here and traveled over our country 
got a better impression of our form of government and our resources, 
and were more willing to makearrangements with us. From the state- 
ments that they have made to their respective countries, as those state- 
ments come back to us, it — that the general fecling among all 
those nations re ted in congress was a feeling that recipro- 
cal relations ought to be made with us, such as would tend to promote 
and en intercourse and exchange of products, and that they 
ought to be brought about as far as possible by mutual reciprocal laws 
and regulations, and not by treaties. 

Now, Mr. President, there are three or four or more propositions— 
yes, there are half a dozen on this subject. There is the _ 
discussed to-day by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALF]. ere is the 
proposition made by the Committee on Finance. There is the prop- 
osition introduced by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. There 
are other tions introduced on the other side, proposing in one 
way and another to bring about reciprocal relations. Any measure of 
that kind which will tend to produce that result I am in favor of, and 
I now wish very briefly to state my opinion in regard to at least three 
of these different provisions which are before us and upon which we are 
called to vote. 

First of all, Mr. President, because first in order, is the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. The first proposi- 
tion in this amendment is almost a startling one: 

And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without further 
} . to declare the ports of the United States free and open to all the 
products of any nation of the American hemisphere. 

What does the Senator from Maine mean by “‘ nations of the Ameri- 
can hemisphere?’’ Is Cubaa nation? It is adependency. Still the 
Senator from Maine—I am sorry that he is not here—seems to think 
that Cuba might be embraced in this provision, or might become em- 
braced by an amendment. 

IsCanadaembraced? TIaskedhimthat question. IsCanada embraced 
among these nations? He said, ‘‘Oh, no; that is quite a different 
thing.’’ And yet Canada is an independent ment in all practica! 
effect, except as the tie which binds her to the mother country. 
She has the power of making laws, but not the power of negotiating 
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| 
treaties with other nations. The Dominion Parliament, however, is | 
just as absolute over Canadian affairs as the Parliament of Great Brit- 
ain is over the affairs of that country, except that both are subject to 
the veto of the queen or king for the time being. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Ohio will pardon me for a sugges- 
tion, I would like to say that I understand it is contended by some 
that the royal veto is practically obsolete, and never will be exercised 
under any circumstances. But thatis not true. Underthe Canadian 
constitution the queen has not only the ordinary veto power with 
which we are familiar, but the governor-general, appointed by the 
queen, and not by Canada, has the power of reserving laws which do 
not take effect. That might be called a reconsidering power, so that 
the law may be abrogated at any time within a yéar after its passage 
by the queen taking her advice from the ministry at home. Then, in | 
addition to that, the governor-general, being an officer appointed by | 
the crown, also has that power. So there are three modes of prevent- | 
ing the operation of laws passed by the Canadian Parliament. That 
case is a very different one from that of Cuba. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is altogether outside of any material part of 
my remarks, Mr. President. Whether Canada is included or not, cer- 
tainly if any reciprocal trade or commercial relations are to be made 
with any country in the world they ought to be made with Canada, as 
I shall show later. 

There are many reasons for that, but mainly because of the similarity 
of our institutions, language, religion, form of government, and mode 
of living. If you cross the Canadian line, the country looks very much 
like that of New England or parts of the Western States. ‘The people 
are all very much alike, except in the province of Quebec, which has 
a peculiar population. 

Now, here is another thing: 

To declare the ports of the United states free and open to all the products of 
any nation. 

To what products? That means manulacturing, farming, minerals. 
It includes whisky, tobacco,and beer. Now, remember that by the 
terms of this first clause, that all these articles are admitted duty free, 
the condition follows that the President can demand what he thinks 
is necessary to be done by each nation for reciprocal advantage to the 
United States. 

Now, Mr. President, certainly this can be changed by an amend- 
ment, butas it is drawn and is here before us it would include every 
article of production. It would admit whisky made where they make 
the poorest kind of whisky, I am told, pulque, spirits of any kind. 
Certainly that was not the design, but still the language is so broad 
that it may include that, and it may admit tobacco from Cuba, as 
Cuba is one of the tobacco-producing countries; tobacco from Mexico, 
and from all these countries. The result would be that our revenues 
would be broken down, because these people could send articles in here 
free, and we should be compelled tochange our internal-revenue system 
and apply to it the principles of our external customs system. 

Mr. GIBSON. Would it also include wool ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willcometo that. I do not intend to overlook 
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wool. That shall not be forgotten. 
Mr. GIBSON, I thought the Senator from Ohio might not think 
of it. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I shall not forget it. Take wool, for instance. 
Some of the best wool in the world is raised in the Argentine Confed- 
eration, in Uruguay, and Paraguay. The broad scope of this language 
includes countries occupying every degree of latitude in the whole 
world, because ‘‘ this hemisphere,’’ as it is called in this proposition, 
extends from the Arctic Ocean to the Antarctic, from Patagonia to 
Behring Straits; so that it covers every degree of latitude where men 
can live and cultivate anything. 

The result is, therefore, not as the Senator from Maine [ Mr. [ALE] 

said, that only articles {rom the tropical zone will be brought in duty 
free, but we shall get articles from all the zoues, from every degree of 
latitude, wool included. They will all be brought in free of duty, and 
that, too, ‘‘ without farther legislation.’ The action of the President 
is not to be revised. Here it is upon the face of it, ‘‘ without further 
legislation.’’ These extreme results would be brought about by the pas- 
sage of this amendment. 
*; Take wool: On the pampas of the Argentine Confederation, which ex- 
tend not only far over to the Andes, but I think within three or four 
hundred miles of the Atlantic Ocean, how many sheep graze? Unlike 
our great plains, there is no vast interior valley like the Mississippi, 
but the rivers ran from the northwest to the southwest, from the Andes 
down, and it is all one broad plain. 

In those countries, the Argentine Confederation, Uruguay, and Para- 
guay, thereare immense wastesonly fit to raise horses, sheep, mules, and 
live-stock of that kind in vast droves. It is said that the cost of a horse 
is but $5 or $10, but a trifle for cattle, and for sheep almost nothing. 
They clip their wool, burrs and all, and send it to market, some of it 
the finest wool that cau be raised anywhere, because the climate is 
favorable. ‘The quality of the wool depends upon the nature of the 
climate and the nature of the food of the sheep. Thus your wool tarift, 
that you have been talking about so much and guarding so anxiously, 
would be overthrown by the production of those countries. " 
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I will take his articles when they are selected. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator pardon me oneqjement? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE, I recognize the justice of the criticisms of the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio on certain portions of this amendment, but 
in the absence of my colleague [Mr. HALg] I think it is only fair to 
him for me to be permitted to say that the amendment was offered two 
montbs ago, before any special consideration or thought had been given 
to this matter of reciprocity, and that my colleague, in his speech to- 
day, stated that he proposed to amend it so as to make certain what 
nations should be referred to on this hemisphere; and I know also that 
he proposes to amend and strike out ‘‘all products,’’ and limit the prod- 
ucts so that he will put his amendment into such a form that will 
not be open to the criticism which the Senator from Ohio is now he- 
stowing upon the amendment as it stands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That isthe first I have heard of that. I can only 
take the amendment as it comes before me and the Senator who offered 
it read it to or had it read to us. 

Mr. FRYE. He said that to me privately 
publicly to the Senate this morning. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Suppose he attempts to designate thearticles. Take 
rice; we have put an enormous duty upon rice for the benefit of the 
rice-growers of South Carolina, Louisiana, and Georgia. That would 
be one of the articles that would naturally, I suppose, bein a reciprocity 
treaty, and yet in the corresponding latitudes of South America there 
are rice swampson the Amazon which isin the proper region, and there 
are vast inundated places where the water is shallow and all the sur 
roundings are favorable for the cultivation of rice. 

Who can doubtif rice was put upon the free-list as one of the articles 
that it would utterly destroy the industry of our own country”? 
with wheat. The Amazon extends about 3,500 miles. The Senator 
from Vermont | Mr. E>DMUNDs] very properly says to me that the Rive 
Amazon and the River Orinoco, both of them in the midst of a semi 
tropical region, have more ground for the production of rice than the 
North American continent contains for that purpose. 

Mr. FRYE. The fact is that there is not the slightest practical dif 
ficulty under the sun in limiting the products of these countries to the 
very products that the Senator himself desires to have admitted tree, 
such as sugar, coffee, tea, hides, and rubber. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to 
just come in? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly 

Mr. HALE. I learn that the Senator from Olio has objected to the 
amendment submitted by me in reference to some of the matters that 
are evidently now in discussion between him and my colleague 

The amendment, as I stated this morning, was hastily drawn and is 
in no degree intended td explicitly cover the scope of the plan I had in 
mind. In fact, my whole argument, as the Senator will remember if 
he did me the honor to listen to me, was upon the basis of certain arti 
cles which are produced in these southern countries in a field which 
we can not naturally enter, and that they are to be made the subject 
of any arrangement that takes place between us and them, whether by 
reciprocity treaty, or by legislation, or by arrangement, or by proclama 
tion under act of Congress by the President; and as my colleague has 
just stated most fittingly, there is no difficulty whatever and it is a 
part of the plan that it shall apply to specific articles where the inter- 
change would be of common benefit. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator has entered upon a very difficult un 
dertaking. I invite him to attempt to select the articles, and then 
\t present I have dis 
posed of all that regard food. As a matter of course, the bill as it now 
stands includes al] minerals, and one of the chief objects of the men 
who favor this project would be to get ready access to cheap and ex 
cellent mineral ores, and this includes minerals of all descriptions and 
from countries more rich in minerals than any part of our own country 
Why, sir, Canada is full of the richest ores, copper, nickel, zin 


Ww 


and I think he stated it 


so 


say a word, as | have 


iron 
gold, and silver. Take Mexico, Central America. Take lead ore: and 
we have talked a whole day here about the duty on Jead ore, aud our 
friends from the West became excited about it as to whether it should 
be admitted duty free and silver ore and everything of that kind. Now, 


when the Senator comes to select the article he will be driven down to 
three or fouronly; and if thatis the only scope of the amendment, then 
we can deal with it; and if I had his selection— 

Mr. HALE. Take three or four different articles, such as sugar 
coffee, rubber, and rubber goods, nitrate of soda, and oneor twoothers 
of that kind, in which we never attempt to penetrate as a competitor 
these furnish most of the articles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am glad my friend has named those 
has now mentioned. 

Mr. HALE. 
about them. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has named one article that might be 
an inducement with Cuba, or Spain, the mother, or grandmother, 01 
mother-in-law, as a Senator suggests, of Cuba, or the owner of Cuba. 
They produce no rubber there; they produce no coffee; you might treat 
with Cuba or Spain on sugar. But what would you treat with the 
Argentine Confederation on? 


that he 


The more we take, the better. There is no trouble 
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Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that if there is nothing we can 
treat about there to advantage, then we make no treaty with them. 
The plan is comprehensive; itis not definitive, but embraceseverybody. 
If there is nothing we can treat to advantage on with one nation, that 
settles the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I fear my friend is whittling down this magnifi- 
cent theory, this bright and brilliant hope he has been indulging in 
for some time, until there is not much of it left. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not speaking of Cuba alone, but in ten years the 
importation from Cuba alone, which the Senator himself belittles, 
amounted to nearly $550,000,000 in sugar and molasses. So in refer- 
ence to Brazil and other countries in relation to the articles of rubber 
and unmanufactured woods and all those things that we do not pro- 
duce, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Before the Senator came in I reminded the Sen- 
ate of the fact that we had before us here a treaty with Mexico, that 
the other House refased to carry into execution, that contained this 
very principle, and also that we had a treaty made with Spain negoti- 
ated with great care, and the Senate failed to act upon it, and the Pres- 
ident of the United States withdrew it from our consideration, and the 
House of Representatives was opposed to it all along. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator remembers that the reason for that was 
because the suggestion of the word ‘‘ reciprocity ’’ then brought a panic, 
if I may so call it, into the minds of legislators, and whatever the merit 
was it was rejected. 

We got the Mexican treaty through, a most wise and a beneficent 
treaty, and a treaty that showed great good conduct on the part of our 
negotiators. We got it through the Senate, but it failed in the other 
House. ‘There are plenty of men who were alarmed at any suggestion 
of reciprocity with any people whatever, upon any articles whatever, 
who have become emancipated from that feeling, as the Senator must 
know, who are now fully and firmly of the belief that the time has 
come when we should liberalize our trade and increase our commerce 
with those countries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Since the Senator fram Maine has assured the 
manufacturers of this country that they had nothing to treat upon ex- 
cept these three or four articles, I do not think there will be any great 
alarm as to it, but as it stood and as this matter came before the Com- 
mittee on Finance, where we considered it with a very friendly desire 
to do what we could, we could see that from the nature of the produc- 
tions of these various countries there were not more than four or five 
articles which could be made the subject of advantageous trade rela- 
tions with those countries, and therefore it was that the Committee on 
Finance, when they came to look at it, reduced the number of these ar- 
ticles to four, such as have been enumerated. But when we studied 
this proposition we had nothing else before ms, and we could see that 
this included all the agricultural products of the country, all the min- 
eral resources of the country, and we could see very plainly if that was 
to be the language of the law we had better at once, before going any 
further, repeai our agricultural schedule, and our mineral schedule, 
and our tobacco schedule, and all these various schedules in the bill, 
leaving nothing in it except the duty on the various kinds of manu- 
factures and the free-list. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind in the discussion that 
this morning, so far from objecting to the amendment offered by the 
Committee on Finance, which has the approval of the Senator from 
Ohio, which was introduced by the Senator from Rhode Island who 
is managing the tariff bill, I stated that its features were not objec- 
tionable, and that it covered the great principle, and that it committed 
us to it, and that the designation of the articles found in the amend- 
ment suits me better, as I stated, than the proposition which I had 
submitted, which was never intended to be anything more than for 
the purpose of calling attention to the subject and of laying out the 
general plan; and, as I stated again and again this morning, I in- 
tended to modify it so that it would cover certain articles. It was, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] suggests, a skeleton plan. 
I do not object to the amendment framed by the Finance Committee, 
and in many regards I believe that it ought to be approved, and that 
it covers the broad general plan. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Upon the statement made by the Senator from 
Maine I will lay aside that proposition regarding the amendment which 
has been proposed. : 

Mr. HALE. I stated this morning what I have stated now, and my 
whole argument was upon that basis. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Now, I call attention to the amendment reported 
by the committee, and while I admit the difficulty of framing an 
amendment of that kind or dealing with the subject at all or making 
a special act for special countries, I am inclined to think, all things 
considered, that it is not a work that I would take any great pride 
about, but the committee thought that was the best plan, and I call at- 
tention to it and will read it: 

Seo, 2, That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides, provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reci 
with countries producing these articles; and for this purpose, on and after the 
ist day of July, 1891, whenever, and so often as the President shall be satisfied 


that the Government of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties or 
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other exactions eee the agricultural or other products of the United States, 
which in view of free introduction of such ae m ee, tea, and 
hides into the United States he may deem to be procally unequal and unjust, 
he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to sus , by proclamation to 
that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the Keo introduction of such 
sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production of such country, for such 
time as he shali deem just, and in such case and during such suspension duties 
shall be levied, collected, and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, 
the product of or exported from such designated country es follows, namely. 


Then follows a list of the duties on sugar as it now stands, and 
molasses as it now stands, on coffee as it stood when the duty was re- 
pealed a few years ago by the act of 1883, on tea as 1t was repealed 
before that, and on hides, raw and cured, as they formerly stood under 
the law. 

Mr. HALE. Upon sugar as it stands in the Senate bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As it stands in the old Jaw. 

Mr. HALE. The present Senate bill ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate bill of 1888. That was agreed to 
practically by both Houses. it was substantially in agreement with 
the Mills bill, I think. ‘There was not much difference. 

Now the objection to that, if there is any objection to it, and I am 
perfectly willing to have any objection brought out because Senators 
must wait the new deal. I may say in framing a tariff bill here we 
impose—— 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to make an inquiry at some time which 
will be the most convenient to the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me first explain this point. 

There is no doubt about the first part of this section, because there 
are a dozen examples of it in the legislation of the United States. For 
instance, we have had constantly such a law in regard to Spain and in 
regard to other countries—provided they do so and soin to cer- 
tain things we will do so and so, and authorizing the President of the 
United States to suspend the law in certain contingencies; and this 
simply leaves the duty on sugar free; that is, it leaves the duty on 
sugar only on the higher grades as is proposed in the familiar language of 
the bill, but it proposes that on the 1st of July next, if these countries, 
and we might as well name them, which are Brazil and Caba, whoever 
governs it, and these other countries from which we get sugar (and 
Great Britain is included also because from her territories we get-about 
one-fifth of our sugar), do not make some law or regulation or some 
provision, each nation for itself, that in the opinion of the President is 
not a reciprocal one, is not an equal one and a reasonable one, under 
all the cireumstances, we having relieved these important articles from 
all duty whatever, he shall thereupon proclaim that fact, and there- 
upon, on the Ist day of July, 1891, duty shall be imposed by Congress, 
not by the President, but by Congress, depending upon that fact. It 
seems to me that is not only clearly in the constitutional line, but it 
is clearly within the line of precedents. 

Mr. HOAR. It depends upon the President’s judgment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It depends upon the fact whether or not in the 
opinion of the President any provision has been made to meet the re- 
quirements of this law. 

Mr. HALE. It simply postpones the operation of the rates fixed in 
the bill until the President shall have in his judgment settled certain 
things. That is all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And then it restores the rates in case such and 
such a state of facts exists. I do not say that is the best mode of leg- 
islation, because we should always deal with past facts, but when we 
propose to make our action depend upon an action to occur in the fut- 
ure we must make some provision for the result of the failure of these 
countries to meet our expectations, or if they do meet them that that fact 
shall be known, and then sugar and these other articles would be free. 

Mr. HALE. We have given the President power as great as that in 
other matters lately; for instance, the power we gave the President in 
regard to the fisheries in Behring Sea and many other things. 

Mr, DAWES. The inquiry which I wish to make of the Senator 
from Ohio is whether any difficulty would arise under this contingency : 
Suppose one of those nations concedes what the President deems to be 
reasonable and another does not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Each stands by itself. It is so framed. 

Mr. DAWES. I know howit is framed; but whetherany difficulty 
would arise from the fact that the same goods come in free from one 
country and a duty is imposed upon like goods coming from another 
country might be a point. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts stated the rule 
very clerly about that matter this morning ina conversation, that where 
we do a thing for a special consideration it does not fall within the line 
of the rule of *‘ favored nations.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I do not speak with reference to our treaty obliga- 
tions. I speak of it as a practical question, whether in our dealings 
with these different nations we have a different rate of duty upon 
the same article coming from one nation that we have on it coming 
from another. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A case of the kind occurred within a short time 
which was practically settled by the action of Congress; that is, Sweden 
and Norway had an old treaty about tonnage dues, and they called our 
attention to the fact. 
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Mr. DAWES. That was a case of additional duties on articles com- | 


from the Cape of Good Hope. : 

r. SHERMAN. That is another thing. This is the case of Nor- 
way and Sweden, who had the benefit of the provisions of an old treaty 
by which no higher tonnage should be levied upon a voyage from one 
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elevations on both sides of the Cascade range of mountains anthracite 


| coal in large quantities and easily available has been discovered. 


to another; that is, that no discriminating duty should be levied. | 


e passed a law which discriminated im favor of voyages along the 
coast, and they came in and demanded the enforcement of the treaty, 
and they showed a precedent of some sixty or seventy years ago when 
Mr. Clay, when the conditions were precisely the reverse, demanded 


in a very urgent way the refund of duties, and we acceded to the de- | 
mand and refanded the duties, and they called upon us to do the like | 


under like circumstances. 

Mr. FRYE. It was not under the *‘ favored nation’’ clause at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. There was no claim that it came under the 
** favored nation ’’ clause. 

Mr.GIBSON. Willthe Senator from Ohio permit me a word on this 
subject? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes} 
was asking me a question. 


Mr. DAWES. I desireto make aninquiry. The action of the Pres- 


ident under this amendment will not depend upon his finding the ex- | 


istence of a fact, but upon his judgment as to the character of the laws 
of other nations, whether in his judgment they are reasonable or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can offer an amendment to cover the 

int he suggests. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwantto call the attention of the committee to what 
seems to me to be a matter desirable of explanation. That is all. — 

Mr. SHERMAN. TheSenator can make that suggestion. The Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson} desired to ask me a question. 

Mr. GIBSON. I was about to observe that the meaning of ‘‘ the 
most favored nation ’’ clause has been interpreted by publicists of Eu- 

, and has received its last interpretation in the case between Great 
Britain and Spain in reference to Spanish wines, growing out of the 
reciprocity treaties existing between Great Britain and France which 
was held by Mr. Gladstone, and I think now it is the admitted law 
of Europe, that that clause refers to personal rights, and not to com- 
mercial privileges or contracts at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is one other amendment which I wish to 
call attention to very briefly. I have already occupied more time than 
I intended, on account of the interruptions. Asamatter of course, the 
amendment reported by the committee could not apply to Canada, be- 
cause Canada produces none of thearticlesnamed. I thought it proper 
that in certain cases reciprocal relations should be had with Canada, 
and especially in regard to coal. That coal ought to be free between 
Canada and the United States is as clear a proposition as can possibly 
be made, and when I state the facts I think the Senate will agree with 
me. 

In Nova Scotia there is only a small field of coal, which is in de- 
mand and no doubt it would be of value to the people along the New 
England coast, and possibly it might extend down as far as New York, 
and coal would be brought in to supply the people of New England. 
Now, when you go west of the Alleghany Range the coal is all sent 
from the United States to Canada. We export about 1,000,000 tons 
from Ohio. I do not know how much goes to Canada, but I know 
that from Pennsylvania and Ohio, and perhaps Indiana and Illinois, 
great quantities of coal are shipped, and the whole of Canada is sup- 
plied, from Montreal clear through to Winnipeg, and I saw when I 
visited Canada at Port Arthur, the headwaters of Lake Superior, im- 
mense stores of our coal, some anthracite and some bituminous. 

When you go still farther west, nearly a thousand miles, to the base 
of the Rocky Mountains, you there find anthracite coal in abundance, 
and you find any quantity of bituminous coal on the Pacific coast, and 
that they want in California, and according to the statistics there are 
some 400,000 or 500,000 tons of coal taken from that region down along 
the Pacific coast. 

Mr. HALE. And taken into British Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. So that at different degrees of longitude the coal 
trade varies, going from our country into another for a thousand miles 
and coming from their country into ours on the Pacific Ocean and on 
the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Ohio will allow me to say that 
reciprocity of that kind which gives the Central States, including Ohio 
and some others, a market for their coal would be good for them, but 
it 7 have a tendency to crush out the coal industry on the Pacific 
coas 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have been told that the coal in the State of 
Washington and that region of the country is not so good as it is 
farther north. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are immense quantities of coal and excel- 
lent qualities of it all over the State of Washington and also in Ore- 


gon 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to state for the information of the Senator 
from Ohio that the entire Puget Sound basin is underlaid with prac- 
tically inexhaustible beds of coal. This has been discovered by expe- 
rience to improve as you ascend the mountains, so that in the higher 


yoke 


| more than twice the amount of importsinto our country. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If you can find it nearer home, all the better. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator yield to me to state a fact’which 
appears in a paper I hold in my hand? 

The following table, prepared from the reports « 
the Treasury Department, gives an itemized st 
Canada and the United States for 1889 

I see that the annual exports to Canad 
1,370,119 tons, valued at between five and 
in the list of imports from Canada to this 
were imported into the United States f 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


f the Bureana of Statistics of 
itement of e trade between 
a in quantity amount to 
ix million dollars. Then 
country 434,741 tons of coal 
Canada, 

So the exports from our country to Canada are 
It seems to 
me under those circumstances the duty on coal is not defensible. If I 
find that coal is the subject of contention here in the Senate, I should 
not want myself to propose a reciprocal relation in regard to a matte 
about which there was much contest; but the other clause of this 
amendment offered by me wasreported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of the House by Mr. Hirr. While it was not acted upon by 
the House, I can say I know that this met their cordial approval and 
they expect to pass it in the form of a resolution. But in the form of 
a resolution it would dono good, because it would not have the requi- 


om 


| site appropriation, and therefore I have ventured to add to the provis- 


ion about coal the provision of Mr. Hirt, and have added to that 
an appropriation. I wish to invite the attention of the Senate to this, 
because I shall offer it. If it meets the general consent, well and good 


| if not, I shall have done my duty 


And whenever it shall be duly certified to the President of the United States 
that the Government of the Dominion of Canada has declared a desire to ente 


| into such commercial arrangements with the United States as will result inthe 


complete or partial remova! of duties upon trade between Canada and the 
United States, he shall appoint three commissioners, to meet those who may be 
designated to represent the Government of Canada, to consider the best method 
of extending the trade relations between Canada and the United States, and to 
ascertain on what terms greater freedom of intercourse between the two coun 


| tries can best be secured, and said commissioners shall report to the President, 


who shall lay the report before Congress. And the necessary expenses of the 
commissioners appointed by the President, including their compensation atthe 
rate of $10 a day each for the time necessarily employed in said duty, shall be 
paid out of the appropriation for the collection of the customs revenue, 

I think these two measures, when reported by the committee, and 
this one, the history of which I have already given, would open the 
door to reciprocal relations between these countries as far as we ought 
to gonow. It will confine it to a very few articles, and the negotia- 
tions or the conferences between the commissioners of this country and 
of Canada wil! be, only in a smaller scope, similar to the Pan-American 
Conference. It will take probably a great deal less expense, and will 
be only the formal meeting of four gentlemen. If they should report 
any proposition that meets the favor of Congress, well and good, no 
harm is done. Congress can act upon it as they see proper, and this is 
about all there is of reciprocity that, in my judgment, ought to be in- 
grafted upon this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I want to ask the Senator, as a matter of explanation, 
why it is that he proposes a different method of arriving at reciprocity 
with thg countries south of us than that which he proposes by a com- 
mission for Canada. Why not employ the commission for both ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have had a commission as to the South Amer- 
ican countries. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not aware of it 

Mr, SHERMAN. The conference. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, there has been a Pan-American conference, but 
not in reference to these matters of detail. Now it is proposed to 1 
move the tariff duties from everything that lies south of us 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator evidently has not read the proceed 
ings of this Pan-American Congress, because he will find in large vol 
umes the discussions of all these matters and the conclusions, to a ce 
tain extent, and resolutions adopted by it. So there has been a 
conference, and we could now legislate, and we now propose to legis- 
late, upon the information contained in those books, 
nous. I know my friend has been reading so many other things he 
could not have had timeto read those. He will find information there 
that justifies this amendment of the Committee on Finance, while the 
proposition I make in regard to the conference ahout Canada would be 
simply to do for Canada what has been done already for these ith 
American countries, to confer with her 

Indeed, I should not like anything better. My friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] has submitted two volumes of very interesting 
matter about Canada, and I should like to see him and his committee 
take charge of this matter. They probably would be able to confer 
with the Canadian authorities, with the consent no doubt of the British 
Government, which undoubtedly would be promptly given, because 
Great Britain allows to this child of hers a very different treatment 
from what she allowed the American colonies in olden times, a hun- 
dred years ago; Canada does as she pleases. No doubt commissioners 
would be promptly appointed, and they might then confer and act upon 
and probably agree to some measure of reciprocity that would be un- 
objectionable to the two countries, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator, I think, must perceive, as 


They are volumi- 
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other Senators must, that reciprocity with the countries lying south of 
us that produce in the main for exportation articles that we can not 
produce, and which they wish to exchange for articles which we pro- 
dace and which they can not, is an animal of an entirely different breed 
from reciprocity with Canada. Nature in the one case has placed these 
countries to the south of us where by commerce with them and receiv- 
ing their products we may increase the market for our labor which does 
not compete with theirs. Nature at the same time has placed along 
our border for 3,000 miles a competing people in the Canadian Prov- 
inces in almost every article that we produce, and when reciprocity is 
urged, that involves in it the free entry into our markets of the products 
of the Canadian fisheries and the Canadian fields and the Canadian for- 
ests. That is a reciprocity, Mr. President, with which I wish to have 
no part or parcel, 

Mr. SPOONER. And the Canadian mines. 

Mr. HALE. And the Canadian mines. 

Mr. SPOONER. And agriculture, 

Mr. HALE, I said the product of their fields. 

That, Mr. President, is simply opening for products that are com- 
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gret to say, from this side of the Chamber, amendments to the bill 
which I believe are inconsistent with the protective system—amend- 
ments proposing to remove the shield of protection from important in- 
dustries, which have not received my support. Another question has 
been brought into the consideration of the bill—reciprocity. Of the 
whole group of amendments that have been proposed looking to reci- 
procity most of them, including the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ], are dangerous to the protective prin- 
ciple. Their adoption would be the surrender of the outworks of that 
system, would create a crevasse in the wall of protection with which 
we have surrounded the American laborer which would be liable to 
be enlarged until the whole protective policy was swept away. 

The subject of reciprocity does not necessarily include the question 


| whether we shall sell more if we buy more of a particular nation, but 


| 
| 


the argument used in its favor is the same that is used by the Sena- 
on the other side of this Chamber in advocacy of free trade. There 
never was a greater fallacy than that it is necessary to buy of a nation 
if we desire to sell to it, 

In the first place, nations do not deal with each other. We do not 


mon to both the market of sixty-five millions of people to four and a | buy of any government or any nation, and there is no nation that 


half or five million people, and the advantage is all upon one side. 
There can be no advantage gained by us; but in the operation of re- 
ciprocal laws or treaties or arrangements with Canada every advan- 
tage is gained by them. I repeat thatit isa reciprocity in which I 
wish to take no part. 

Mr. SPOONER. I send to the desk an amendment to the bill which 
I intend to propose. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuier CLERK. Insert on page 58, after paragraph 259: 

Coffee, green, from Canada, 10 per cent, ad valorem. 

Coffee, roasted or ground, from Canada, 3 cents per pound and IC per cent, ad 
valorem. 

Insert on page 59, after paragraph 274 : 

Tea, from Canada, 10 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have no right to discuss that 
amendment at this time, and I do not intend to do so, but as pertinent 
to the talk about reciprocity with Canada I ask unanimous consent to 
simply call attention to the fact that in the Canadian tariff, which I 
hold in my hand, a duty upon coffee, green, from the United States, 
of 10 per ceat, ad valoremisimposed, Coffee, roasted or ground, from 
the United States, 3 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem; tea, 
from the United States, 10 per cent. ad valorem. It is on the free-list 
as to every other country in the civilized world except the United 
States. 

Mr.SHERMAN,. That is copied from some of our old tariffs as to 
Great Britain, We made a discriminating duty for fifty years as against 
Great Britain in the importation of tea. 

Mr. SPOONER. But they bring over the Canadian Pacific Railroad 
vast quantities of tea and coffee into the United States free of duty. 
‘They purchase and sell it in the United States tree of duty. No Ameri- 
can merchant can sell a pound of it in the Canadian Dominion except 
with this duty, nor can any American railroad bring it from the Pacific 
coast for delivery in Canada without the paymentof thisduty. A fair 
measure of reciprocity would seem to require the adoption of such an 
amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH,. Mr, President, I had not intended to take auy part 
in the discussion of this bill unless danger was threatened to some one 
of the principal industries of the people of the State I have the honor in 
part to represent orof the Pacific coast. Before the bill was reported in 
the other House I took occasion to address the Senate upon the subject 
of the proposed tariff legislation, presentipg my views at some length, 
and I do not desire at the present time to discuss the general questions 
involved in the consideration of this bill. 

in'the remarks I made at that time I said that the people of the 
United States had by their verdict at the last Presidential election de- 
termined that the protective system was to be maintained, and that 
whatever revision of the tariff was made should be made by the friends 
of protection. I have been content during the consideration of this 
bill so far to leave the question as to what revision should be made of 
the tariff to the majority of the Finance Committee of the Senate, and 
have voted with them from time to time upon the committee amend- 
ments and against amendments which have been offered, not always 
from the other side of the Chamber, proposing a reduction of duties 
upon specific articles, So long as the protective system is maintained 
aud the effect of the legislation proposed is in general for the protection 
of American industries it is a matter of comparative indifference to me, 
and I think it ought to be to all friends of protection, whether the du 
upon this or that article shall be slightly reduced or slightly . 

I am moreconcerned in maintaining and strengthening the protective 
system than inviting foreign competition with American products, be- 
ing satisfied that competition ina country with a population of 64,000, - 
000, the most intelligent, enterprising people in the world, will be suffi- 
cient to secure to consumers the productsof American industry as cheap 
as is desirable and consistent with fair compensation to the laborer en- 
gaged in the production. 

Bat, sir, there have been from time to time offered, sometimes, I re- 





| 


: 


buys of us. Foreign trade is carried on by individuals, and upon the 
same commercial principles that govern commercial transactions be- 
tween citizens of the same country. The same law governs: it is the 
law of self-interest. Every man who buys buys where he can buy 
cheapest, quantity and quality being considered, and every man who 
sells sells where he can sell dearest. If a merchant of London wishes 
to buy a cargo of wheat he does not stop to consider what the charac- 
ter of our tariff is or what the condition of trade between Great Brit- 
ain and the United States is. He is not governed by any principles of 
patriotism or philanthropy, but is controlled by self-interest, and if he 
can buy acargoof American wheat raised by free American labor cheaper 
than hecan buy the product of India raised by the ryots of India, or of 
Russia raised by pauperized labor, he buys it, and if he can buy the 
Indian or Russian product cheaper he buys that. 

The proposition is shown to be false by the statistics of our foreign 
trade and by the statistics of the foreign trade of every civilized nation. 
England buys more every year than she sells. The balance of trade 
has been against her many millions of pounds for years. We sell more 
to Great Britain than we buy of her, while we buy more of Brazil than 
we sell to her. We buy what we wantof each country; they buy what 
they want of us. 

Upon this subject, in some remarks that I made in the Senate on the 
lith of March, 1888—I quote from the Recorp—I said: 

‘*The theory that for every import from any one country there must 
be a corresponding export to that country, or even that for every im- 
port from all countries there must be a corresponding export, unless, 
indeed, you include in exports gold and silver and evidences of debt, is 
false. The official trade reports of England show that for thirty years, 
without a single exception, her imports have exceeded her exports. 
The figures for the last ten years, as taken from the trade reports printed 
by order of Parliament, are as follows: From 1875 to 1884 the total im- 
ports were £3,913,458,389, and the total exports were £2,776,564,775; 
an excess of imports over exports for the period named of £1,136,893, - 
614, or $5,502,565,091. 

‘* During thesame period the imports from France were £414,531, 173; 
the exports were £278,694,446; an excess ot imports over exports of 
£135,836,727, or $658,771 ,078. 

‘* These annual reportsalso show a large balance of trade against Eng- 
land during the period aforesaid in favor of Sweden and Norway,Spain, 
Russia, China, Egypt, Peru, and other countries. 

‘*The same disparity will appear by an examination of our own trade 
reports, er those of any other nation, no matter on which side the bal- 
ance of trade may be. It will not appear that there is necessarily any 
fixed relation between the amount of exports and imports to or from any 
country. In our own case there are two instances so marked that they 
are worthy of notice. 

‘In the report of the commission appointed under the act of Con- 
gress a ved July 7, 1884, ‘to ascertain and report upon the best 
modes of securing more intimate international and commercial rela- 
tions between the United States and the several countries of Central 
and South America,’ I find the following statement: 


“The records of the Treasury Department show a direct commerce between 
the United States and sixty-six nations. Of these, Great Britain has 38.90 per 
cent. of our entire commerce; Germany has 8.92 per cent.; France, 8.62 per 
cent,.; Canada, 5.87 per cent,; and Cuba, 4.84 per cent. Brazil comes sixth in 
the list, having 4.18 percent., or nearly half as muchas France, but unfortunately 
our commerce with Brazil Is largely in favor of that country, the imports 
exceeding the exports nearly r cent. 

“Of our entire exports only 1.19 per cent. go to Brazil, while she furnishes 
7.53 per cent. of our entire imports. We import more from Brazil than from 
any other nation except England, France, Germany, and Cuba; but in the list 


‘Our trade with Brazil is greater than that with any of the South American 

countries, but in the last twenty Sie Sapenss eaeinss us Ketnenenes Se 

enormous sum of $579,000,000. imports during that time have been $724,- 

000,000 and the exports only $145,000,000. 

“TRADE IN COFFEE. 

“ Of coffee alone we buy ann’ nearly 400,000,000 pounds, of the value, vary- 
u $35,600, 00. In addition 


with the market price, from $30,000,000 to to this we 
e annually about $8,000,000 worth of crudd rubber, $5,000,000 worth of raw 
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sugar, nearly $2,000,009 worth of hides, and about $1,000,000 worth of miscella- 
neous merchandise, 

“Our total annual imports from Brazil average near\y $50,000,000 of the raw 
product of her soil. On the other hand, as has been stated, our exports to that 
country are comparatively small, being from $8,000,000 to $10,000,000 annually, 
and consisting mostly of provisions. 5 

“Nearly all of the manufactured articles imported into Brazil 
France and England. 


come from | 


* > 2 - * 


“The balance of her trade with the United States annually averages about 
$40,000,000 in favor of Brazil, while in her commerce with England the balance 
is invariably on the other side. 

‘* From a table showing the exports to Brazil from the U nited States, 


Great Britain, and France, it appears that for twenty years, from 1865 | 


to 1882, inclusive, the United States exported to thatcountry merchan- | 
dise to the vaiue of $138,190,807, and that Great Britain during the | 
same period exported merchandise to the value of $629,002,274; and | 
that during a period of twenty years, from 1865 to 1884, inclusive, the 
United States imported from Brazil merchandise to the value of $724,- | 
014,250, and exported to that country $145,994,246, being an excess of | 
imports over exports of $579,020,004. 

‘* Under the reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands, admitting 
sugar free of duty, our imports from the Hawaiian Islands amounted 
during theten years ending June 30, 1886, to $61,100,471, while our ex- 
ports to theislands for the same period amounted to only $25,991,270 
an excess of imports over exports of $35,109,201. 

‘These figures prove the utter fallacy of the proposition that in or- | 
der to sell our surplus products to England, or to any other country, 
we must buy of her or that country. The truth is that we might ad- 
mit free of duty into the United States the manufactures of England, | 
destroy our own industries, and stop our factories and drive the portion 

| 
| 


of our people now engaged in manufactures to farming to swell our | 
surplus agricultural products, and England would buy no more wheat 
abroad than was needed to feed her people, and no more cotton than 
would be required for her cotton manufactures, and would buy that of 
India if by the labor of Indian ryots it could be produced cheaper than 
in the United States. And on the other hand, if we should increase 
the duties until not a dollar’s worth of England’scheap labor products | 
could enter the United States, England would continue to buy our | 
wheat and cotton just so long as she could buy cheaper of us than of 
Russia and India, and no longer.’’ 

Reciprocity is an agreement, or to use a homely expression, a dicker | 
between nations concerning the import duties to be charged by each | 
nation upon the imports from the other. It proceeds upon the theory 
that one nation is to obtain some advantage over another nation by the 
trade. I assert that it is impossible that any reciprocity treaty can be 
made between the United Statesand any country upon this hemisphere 
at least by which there is to be admitted free into this country to com- 
pete with the products of American labor, free raw material, the prod- | 
ucts of the mines, the forests, and farms of the other country which | 
would be advantageous to the United States. The weaker nation in | 
such a trade under such a treaty will always be the gainer. 

Take the case of a reciprocity treaty with the Dominion of Canada 
by which similar raw materials or manufactured articles are to be ad- | 
mitted free of duty from one country into another, we would surrender 
a market of 64,000,000 people for a market of 5,000,000 people. The 
conditions are unequal. 

But in my judgment there is something more injurious to the United | 
States in unrestricted reciprocity with any nation than the mere loss of 
revenue, It is, as I have said, the weakening of the protective policy, 
permitting the cheap-labor products of other countries to come into this | 
country in competition with the labor of this country. Reciprocity of | 
that kind with any country would be an entering wedge which would 
lead to free trade with all nations. 

During the remarks of the Senator from Ohio I submitted some fig- 
ures to show how the reciprocity treaty with the Sandwich Islands had 
operated. So far, at least, as the money value of that treaty is con- 
cerned it worked to our disadvantage and has resulted in the remission 
of nearly $50,000,000 of duties which we otherwise would have col- 
lected since 1867. I say duties which we otherwise would have col- 
lected, because, while we have increased the importation of sugar from | 
the Sandwich Islands, it is not probable that the United States has con- | 
sumed more in gross of sugar than if the treaty had not been made. 
The sugar would have been imported from some other part of the world | 
and the duties would have been collected and have gone into the | 
Treasury. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] referred to the political im- | 
portance of the treaty, and intimated that the political advantage to | 
the United States was a sufficient consideration for the surrender of | 
duties. I am not new disposed to enter into a discussion of that prop- | 
osition. I may at some futaretime do so. What I particularly desire | 
to speak of to-night is the proposition for reciprocity with Canada. 
_ The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] bas proposed an amendment | 
in substance that whenever ‘‘the Government of the Dominion of | 
Canada shall it all manufactured articles produced in the United | 
States, and all minerals the product of the mines of the United States | 
to enter the ports of the Dominion of Canada free of duty, then all 
articles manufactured in and all minerals the product of the 
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| ited sense, but in what might be called the ordinary sense, 


mines of Canada shall be permitted to enter the ports of the United | a 
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States free of duty,’’ except, by a proviso, ‘‘ articles upon which an in- 
ternal-revenue tax is imposed by the laws of the United States.’’ 

No sooner did the Senator from Kansas submit this amendment 
than the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] offered an amend- 
mentof a similar character to include Mexico. The reciprocity proposed 
by the Senator from Kansas would exclude grain and vegetables, but it 
would admit into the, United States tree of duty all manufactures of 
grain; it would admit flour and meal and starch, as well asall the prod- 
ucts of the mines and forests of Canada. 

Mr.PLUMB. Lhope theSenator willindalge me tosay that in ofter- 
ing that amendment I used the word ‘*‘ manufactured ’’ in a more lim- 
and I did 
not bear in mind the view which he has in mind. I did not intend it 
atany rate to be made thesubject of any reciprocal relation. His eriti- 
cism under the terms of the amendment is undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. DOLPH. In 1854 we entered into a treaty of reciprocity with 
Canada. It remained in force for no longer a period of time than was 
obligatory under the terms of the treaty: as soon as the United States 
could give the notice to terminate it provided in the treaty the notice 
was given, and it was terminated, I believe, in 1866. By that treaty all 
food products, raw materials, and some partially manufactured articles 


| were admitted free of duty into the United States, and similar articles 
| were admitted free of duty into Canada. 


Bat, sir, the owners of the 
mines, the manufacturers of lumber, and the farmers of the United 
States soon found that that treaty worked largely to their disadvantage, 


| and a demand was made upon the Government of the United States 


to terminate it at the earliest possible moment. As to the effect of that 
treaty I can not do better than to read a brief statement from a speech 
made by the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] in the Sen- 
ate of the United States on the 7th of January, 1885. He said 


It may be well to recall precisely the wretched results of our Canadian yeci 
procity experiment. Our exports to Canada in 1855 were $20,828,676, but under 


| the operation of reciprocity then commenced they dwindled in twelve years 


down to $15,243,834, while the exports of Canada to the United States increased 
from $12,182,314 to $46,199,470. When the treaty began the balance of trade had 


| been $8,000,000 annually in our favor, and that paid in specie, but at the end the 


balance against us to be paid in specie in asingle year was $30,000,000. Here was 


|} a yearly positive loss of over five millions of our export trade and a loss of 


thirty-eight millions of specie—ail going to enrich the Canadas at our expense. 
This is the sore lesson of bitter experience 


Mr. HOAR. What is the Senator reading from” 
Mr. DOLPH. I read from theremarks of the Senator from Vermont 
[ Mr. MornRILL ], made in the Senate on the 7thof January, 1885. While 


| engaged as a member of the special committee appointed to inquire into 


our relations with Canada, I assisted in taking much testimony upon 
the subject of ourtrade with Canada, which has been printed and is upon 
the desks of Senators. We found many peuple who were engaged in 
merchandising and in the commission business in large cities along the 
Canadian line favorable to some commercial arrangement with Canada 
by which our manufactures should be admitted into that country free. 
I took occasion to question some of them as to the probable charac- 
ter of our trade with Canada under reciprocity, and invariably, I be 
lieve, when questioned upon that subject, it appeared that they expected 
that the increase of our exportations to Canada under any reciprocity 
arrangement would be of our manufactured products, while the imports 
from Canada would be largely agricultural products and raw materials; 
in other words, that the farmers of the country, the lumbermen of the 
country, the workers in our mines, would pay the consideration to 
Canada for an increase of our trade in manufactured articles with her; 
that they should suffer this ruinous competition with the agricultural 
products of Canada, the raw materials of Canada, for the purpose of 
increasing the exportation of manufactured articles, That they were 


| correct in their understanding of the effect of reciprocity with Canada 


is apparent from the following statement, showing the character of 
our imports of dutiable articles from Canada for the year ending June 
30, 1887: 


Averagead 
valorem 
rate of duty 
collected, 


Articles Values 


Per cent 
Animals ‘ $4, 374, 0389 20 
a pastbepennseebarecsness os 6, 171, 660 16, 20 
Wheat ......... ae? eum os 218, 551 17.1 
Coal, bituminous ........6.....cccceeeees ii - 1, 152, 604 24. 21 
Fish : 
Cod, haddock, etc 237,179 17 
Herring, pickled 128, 611 14,32 
Mackerel}, pickled 638, 312 23.13 
Flax, raw ...... somes 298, 078 s 
a 789, 129 19, 39 
Provisions......... 164, 115 24.44 
Vegetables........ ‘ ; 987 , 232 4.05 
Wood, and manufactures ot 7, 995, 840 18, 28 





23, UM, 350 
25, 997, 113 


Total . ‘ 
Total dutiable merchandise 


i will say to my friend from Kansas that it is idle to dream of such 
reciprocity as he talks of. Canada will never consent to any reci- 
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procity treaty with the United States that does not provide for the These are the words of one of the ablest and most liberal of the public 
admission into this country of free agricultural and food products, or | men ever connected with the GovernmentofCanada. They showclearly 


the products of her fisheries, and her forests, and her mines, and her 
agricultural lands, and her mills. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make one suggestion in 
that connection, which I think has not been made in this debate ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The English capital, as everybody knows, is at present 
redundant; it finds very great difficulty in getting suitable invest- 
ments; and it is seriously proposed to send it to this country and en- 
gage in manufacturing enterprises which have been excluded from our 
markets when conducted in England. Now, under such a general 
reciprocity as the Senator from Kansas contemplates and as the Senator 
from Ohio seems to have in his mind, as something to take place 
in the future, undoubtedly there would be enormous investments ot 
English manufactaring capital in Canadian manufactures where the 
French Canadians who nowcome to our manufacturing establishments 
to be employed here would be employed at home, on much cheaper 
wages, of course, and the notion of our manufacturers that we can have 
unrestricted reciprocity with Canada and still do the manufacturing 
for Canada and get nothing in return but raw material would be very 
soon and grievously upset. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me 
in that connection, and the Senator from Oregon, I remember in the 
report of Lord [ddesleigh’s commission attention was called to the fact 
that the Canadian tariff against Great Britain had led to the transfer 
of vast amounts of English capital for manufacturing purposes to Canada, 
and it was constantly increasing; and it would inevitably increase. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I was about to say when interrupted 
that the Senator from Kansas need not expect that we can negotiate 
such a reciprocity arrangement as is proposed by his amendment, even 
after the suggested change, because Canada will never consent to any 
reciprocity with the United States which does not admit free of duty 
into this country all the products of her fisheries, and of her mines, and 
of her forests, and of her agricultural lands. 

lle need never expect it for anotherreason. The Dominion of Canada 
has adopted the principle of protection—what is called there the national 
system. It was adopted in 1868, It is still believed in by a largema- 
jority of the people of that Dominion, and they would never surrender 
the right to the United States to flood that country free of duty with 
the manufactures of this country, even if they were to receive the equiv- 
alent for it in the free admission of all raw materials. Nor could such 
an arrangement be consummated while a duty is levied upon the im- 
ports of the manufactures of Great Britain into that Dominion. It 
could not be expected that the Canadian Dominion should consent to ad- 
mit the manufactures of both Great Britain and the United States free 
of duty, and if such an arrangement were made the provision for the 
free admission of American manufactures would be of no value what- 
ever to the United States. 

Hon. Sir Charles Tupper, the minister of finance of the Dominion 
of Canada, in his budget speech delivered in the House of Commons 
on April 27, 1888, referring to Mr. Wiman’s advocacy in Canada of 
commercial union and unrestricted reciprocity with the United States, 


And what is the result? The result is that Mr. Wiman, with all his money, 
with all his ability, withall his ambition, stands to-day alone on the policy of 
commercial union, without a follower, without a supporter, in the whole of 
Canada. That, sir, is the position, He found himself face to face with the loyal 
British sentiment that is too deeply rooted in the hearts of Canadians to allow 
them for one moment to adopt a policy which every man with a particle of 
sagacity must see would result in Canada either occupying the most deplorable 
and contemptible position that any free country could ever occupy, that of hav- 
ing its tariff and taxes imposed by a legislation with which it had no connec- 
tion, ve taking the next and inevitable step, of becoming a part of that great 
country. 

Brought face to face with that loyal sentiment, which fills the breasts of Ca- 
nadians to an extent as age as it does those of the people of any portion of Her 
Majesty's Empire, the ship was steered away, and, sir, what for? Only to es- 
cape destruction on the rock of commercial union, to be stranded on the shoals 
of unrestricted reciprocity. There it lies to-day, sir, a great party,a party pos- 
sessing men of the highest order of talent, a = y embracing a great body of 
the independent yeomanry of this country, who give it an enthusiastic support, 
a party possessing every quality necessary to lead it to power except fixed prin- 
ciples in accord with the sentiments of the country. 

And again he said: 

No man has yet un dertaken to give, during the long debate, to which I was 
sorry not to have the pleasure of listening, but which I read, while asking this 
country to commit itself to what I conceive to be the mad folly of wavumisiated 
reciprocity, has ventured to put before this house or formulate any syster: by 
which it could be carried out if we got itto-morrow. If they say they are 
to let the United States supply Canada with everything withouta farth or 
tariff being imposed on it, where is the revenue to come from? The United 
States are pertectly able to supply this country with everyth we require, 
and ] want to know in that case where is your revenue to come ? 

But Lam not going to waste the time of the house in discussing the wildest 
chimera that was ever put before a sensible le. I putaside question of 
the enormous direct taxation that would crush the people of this country. I put 


aside the question of in:periling the ind , the capital, the labor of coun- 
Sas Seay would be imperiled. I put the fact 
and which 


which ae knows, 
my honorable friend admitted when he stood here ing with 
heavy deficits and struggling to make thé revenue of this 
moderate necessities of this country—the honorable gentleman 
pelied to pursue a very economical and moderate course in reference to — 
expenditure—I say when he was face to face with 
minister of told the people of this country that he could not add a small 


percentage to the duties on im that he could not increase the revenue to 
even & small extent unless he aha it by direct taxation. 


that while Canada would be glad to secure the markets of the United 
States for her agricultural products and the products of her forests, her 
fisheries, and mines, she would not readily imperil her manufacturing 
industries by the free admission of American manufactures. 

Mr. President, there have been other amendments proposed looking 
in the same direction—to free trade with Canada. I was delighted with 
what was said by the Senator from Ohio in regard to the reciprocity 
treaty with Hawaii, because I do not believe in such economic schemes. 
I am convinced they are heresies, and are antagonistic to the principle 
of protection. I do not assent to what was substantially said by the 
Senator from Maine this morning, that two great principles of the Re- 
publican party are reciprocity and the protective policy. They are 
not compatible. They can not stand together. 

The Senator from Ohio, however, proposes to admit free of duty into 
the ports of the United States coal from Nova Scotia and British Co- 
lumbia whenever coal from the United States shall be admitted free 
into the Dominion of Canada from the United States. I do not know 
how the Senator from Ohio, with his views upon the question of reci- 
procity and of a protective tariff, could have offered or advocated such 
an amendment as that. He must certainly have been ignorant of the 
state of the trade and of the coal deposits of the Pacific coast. He 
could not have known the fact stated to-day in the Senate by the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN], that almost all the Puget Sound 
country is underlaid with coal, much of itof nearly if not quite as good 
quality as that which is mined on Vancouver's Island. 

Sir, as I said yesterday in some brief remarks that I made, this ques- 
tion of protection is a national and not a sectional or a local question. 
The people of my State are quite willing that I should vote here to 
maintain and if necessary to strengthen the policy of protection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.). 
The hour of half 5 o’clock having arrived, pursuant to the order 
heretofore made the Senate takes a recess until 8 e’clock this evening. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dorn] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, at the time of the recess I was dis- 
cussing the amendment Pons by the Senator from Ohio, and was 
saying that a majority of the people of the State I have the honor in 
part to represent are in favor of the protective system, and that they 
are quite willing that their representatives in Congress should vote to 
retain and strengthen the ve system as to all the articles which 
are manufactured in the United States, with which we should supply 
ourselves, 

But while they are willing to maintain this system as a whole they 
not unreasonably demand that in the general scheme of protection their 
own industrial interests shall be ected. ‘To illustrate this feeling, 
I will state that upon the Lower Columbia River a large amount of tin- 

late is used in canning salmon for the domesticand the foreign market. 

here has been shipped from the Columbia River of the product of the 
canneries in a single year canned salmon of the value of $3,000,000, an 
amount sufficient to load twenty ships of a thousand tons each. The 
cannery men are naturally in ‘favor of free tin. Ata meeting recently 
of the Board of Trade of Astoria, the headquarters of the canning busi- 
ness for that section, a proposition was made to request the Senators 
from Oregon to vote against the propose:l tariff on tin, and the matter 
was discussed and the proposition was voted down upon the ground that 
all the industries of the country should he protected. 

Now, the coal industry is a consider:ble industry on the Pacific 
coast. The committee upon our relation ; with Canada took testimony 
at Tacoma and Seattle in regard to the extent of the coal deposits in 
Washington and Oregon and the extent to which coal was mined. Mr. 
McNeill, who is an expert in the business and had recently gone 
from Pennsylvania, I think, to take charge of the Oregon Improvement 
Company’s Works, was a witness before the committee, and a very 
conservative witness he was, too. He did not agree with all the wit- 
nesses who had testified before the committee as to the extent of the 
coal, or as to its quality, and he stated ee ee: 

in 


San Francisco; that aside from the which was brought 
to San Francisco markets from Australia and from there 
was a demand for about a million tons of coal, and that Wash- 


ington or British Columbia alone could supply the whole demand; that 
the tof the mines in Washington was about 5,000 tons a day. 
Mr. HOAR. How long ago was that? 

Mr. DOLPH. That was a yearagolast June. He testified that the 
output in British Columbia was about 3,500 tons a day; that the No 
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naimo or British Columbia coal sold in the San Francisco market for 
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something like $2 a ton more than the coal then being mined in Wash- | 


ington, on account of its being harder coal; that it was deemed by con- 
sumers to be superior to any other Pacific coast coal marketed at the 
market of San Francisco. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is any of it anthracite? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; it wasclaimed by some of the witnesses who ap- 
peared before the committee that there had been deposits of anthracite 
coal found in Washington, but it was not being mined. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bat is any of it anthracite? 

Mr. HALE. The Vancouver coal is anthracite. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is bituminous coal, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator from Washington {| Mr. AL- 
LEN ], not now in his seat, to claim (he told meso in private and I think 


mittee were there, somedeposits of anthracite coal had been discovered 
in the mountains of Washington. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope that may be true. 

Mr. HALE. The coal that has been heretofore found in Oregon and 
Washington, I understand, is lignite coal. 

Mr, DOLPH. The coal at Seattle is lignite coal. 

Mr. HALE. It is not so good as the Vancouver coal. 

Mr. DOLPH. The coal from Tacoma, which comes from the mines 
of the Central Pacific Company at Carbonado, and from the Green River 
region, I understand, is bituminous coal, good coking coal. 

Mr. HALE. But none of that coal is as good as the Vancouver coal. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; itis sostated, and was frankly stated by Mr. Mc- 


why just across the Straits on the other side of the Sound any better 
coal should be found than will yet be found in the State of Washing- 
ton. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Tacoma coal is certainly bituminons. 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes; it is bituminous and coking. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are not lignites; they are far beyond that 
in process. 

Mr. DOLPH. Coal of inferior quality is found in California, and a 
large amount of coal is mined in Oregon, principally in the region of 
Coos Bay. 
a stanch friend of protection, and who has to-day made soablea speech 


concerning reciprocity treaties in general, may think to justify his pro- | 


d amendment, by which he proposes free trade between Canada 
and the United States in coal, on the ground that it isa very little one, 
he will find that it is a matter of great importance to the people of the 
Pacific coast. 

Mr, President, I desire to call attention to some of the other amend- 
ments which have been proposed. The Senator from Maine has sub- 
mitted an amendment by which he proposes that the President of 
the United States shall be ‘‘ authorized, without further legislation, to 
declare the ports of the United States free-and open to all the products 
of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which no export duties 
are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its 
ports, free of all national, provincial (State), municipal, and other 
taxes,’’ certain products of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield a moment to me? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 


Mr. HALE. Ido not want. the Senator to fall into the error that 


the Senator from Ohio fell into of setting up a scarecrow man in order | 


to shoot him down. I stated in my remarks this morning that the 
amendment which was submitted by me three months ago was, as de- 
scribed by the Senator from Massachusetts, askeletonamendment; that 
the terms of it were not in any way insisted upon; that I intended to 
modify it so that it would apply only to the products of countries to 
the south with which we had no competition; that the whole scheme 
of reciprocity with the Central and South American countries, so far 
as I understood it or supported it, only involved articles of theirs in 
fields in which we could not enter and could not compete with, and 
that if the amendment were pushed to a vote it would be so modi- 
fied. I also stated fhat the amendment reported from the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate, covering the principle of reciprocity with 
these countries and committing us to it, seemed to me to have great 
merit, and that it might well be that I would support that. 

I do not want the Senator now to spend any of his great superfluous 
strength in striking against something that does not exist, because I 
assure him, if he has not found it out, that that is a more tiresome 

than actually striking at something that doesexist. Sol beg of 


him not to spend any time on the text of the amendment, but to con- | 


fine himself to the purpose and intent that I had in introducing it. 
Mr. DOLPH. I knew the Senator from Maine had already made a 


similar statement during the session of the Senate to-day in regard to | 


his amendment, which, when offered, was big with expectation and 
danger, but it has dwindled remarkably since the Senator from Maine 
has seen further light. It is now nebulous, a cloud no larger than a 
man’s hand, and the danger does not come from the size of it, but from 
the quarter of the political heavens from which it originates. As orig- 
— introduced free trade is proposed with all nations upon this 
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at least it could be easilyso amended, and he would have no objection 
to it, so that it would embrace Canada. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, the Senator directly and squarely misunderstood 
I stated in terms that it did t include Canada and was not so 


me. 


| intended. 


Mr. DOLPH 

Mr. HALE mt been entirely 
what I said, because I afterwards remarked that rec 
ada was an animalof entirely d 
South American countries, in which scheme, if 
have no part or parcel and hay had 
should embrace that. 

Mr. DOLPH As introduced, it 


nm : le i 
Then I misunderstood the Senator. 


SS t 


ist inattentive to 
iprocity with Can- 
reciprocity with the 

ncludes Canada, I 


r intended that it 


Phe enator Have 


ifferent breed from 


¢ 
it 


never had vd 1 


embraces all tl of all 


product 


j | countries with which this commercial arrangement is proposed. 
he stated so publicly in the Senate) that in the last year, since the com- | 


So, while the Senator from Ohio, who has heretofore been | 


Mr. HALE. It never was intended to include Canada. 

Mr. DOLPH. It would embrace agricultural products, raw mate 
rials, manufactured articles, the product of the mines, all the fine fin 
ishing and hardwood lumbers that we import from southern countries, 
and wool and hides from the Argentine Republic; but now I under 
stand the Senator proposes to modify his amendment and will be satis 
fied with the amendment reported from the Committee on Finance. 
There are several of these amendments, the amendment reported from 
the Committee on Finance by the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
ALDRICH], the amendment suggested by the Senator from Vermont 
{[Mr. EpMuNDs], and the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
North Dakota [| Mr. Pierce], all looking substantially, as I understand 


| them, to the same end. 
Neill, although I can not see, the geological formation being similar, | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Not to the end the Senator has been denouncing. 
Mr. DOLPH. Ithink the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
| looks to the retention of the duty upon sugar until some commercial 
arrangement has been made with countries that produce it. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Most decidedly [If my friend will allow me, I 
| will state that that identical amendment, in the very same terms, was 
| presented by me two years ago (and the very same paper that I pre- 


sented to the Senate, for I borrowed it from the Committee on Finance) 
to the Committee on Finance, and I urged it upon them upon the broad 
line of demarkation in respect of reciprocity in regard to products that 
we did not and could not produce to any extent, and the admission as 
a consideration for that of our products into the countries that did not 
produce the articles that we had to sell. Iam sorry that it did not 


| 





strike the Committee on Finance two yearsago. That is my stand 
| point. 
Mr. DOLPH. I will briefly refer to the several amendment The 


amendment reported by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 
from the Committee on Finance recites 

Sec, 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides provided for in this act are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries producing these articies; and for this purpose, on and after the 
Ist day of July, 1891, whenever, and so often as the President shall be satisfied 
that the Government of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties 
or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, 
| which in view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
| hides into the United States he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and un- 
| just, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to suspend, by proclama 
tion to that effect, the prov r thi lating to the free introduction of 


ns of t act 


rel 
such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production of such country, ek 


The amendment proposed by 
PIERCE] is 

Phat after one year fron 
} sence of turther legislation by 
his d on direct that the duti 


the Senator from South Dakota [Mr 


t age of tl t 


g l 
this sul t, the President may 

son sugar imposed under the laws in for 
imposed as against any nation or country faili: 


1 the pass is @ and in the al 


Co ess on rje 





iiscreti 
on the 30th of June, 1890 


1 


} to enter into adequate reciprocal relations with the United States regarding th« 

| agricultural products of this country; and the President is directed to purs 

| such negotiations as may be deemed necessary to secure, by treaty or othe 

| wise, the unrestricted entry into any h country or « es of the ag 

| cultural products of the United States 

} 

And then the amendment proposed by tl nator from Ver! 

| [Mr. Epmunps] is: 

That whenever the President of the United 8 ~ ed that any 

| sSugar-producing country, whence sugar ed t Lnited States, has 

| abolished its duties or taxes upon the importatio f the ncipal agricultural 

| products of the United States, he may by proclamation d 1ish or wholly remit 

the duties imposed by law upon sugars or any class thereof produced in, and 
exported direct from,any such country to the Uniterl States for such period « 
time as he shail think fit, so long as such products of the United States are ad 
mitted free of duty or tax into such country, and no longer 


The amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont looks to the 
retention for the present of the duty upon sugar, and its remission by 
the President after making certain reciprocal relations with other gov- 
ernments., 

Now, I have a criticism to make upon all of these amendments, I! 
howed this afternoon during the progress of the speech of the Senator 
from Ohio how our treaty of reciprocity with the Hawaiian Islands 
had operated, that it had not cheapened sugar, but that we had re- 
mitted since the treaty had been in force something like $49,000 
000 of duties which we otherwise would have received. Itisadmitted 
by all that the duty on sugar is substantially a tax upon the con- 
sumer, because our production is so small that the price is determined 


| 
| 


, and I understood the Senator to say that he intended it, or | by the value of sugar imported, and not by our domestic production. 
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Suppose that some of the sugar-producing countries enter into com- 
mercial arrangements and that under tbem sugar is imported into the 
United States trom such countries free of duty, and certain articles ex- 
ported from the United States are admitted to those countries free of 
duty. Unless the amount of sugar admitted free bears such a propor- 
tion to the whole amount ef sugar consumed in the United States as to 
control the price of sugar, the price of sugar in the United States will 
not be affected; it will be the price as fixed by the importations which 
pay duty, and we ehall have with the countries with which we have 
reciprocal arrangements a repetition of our commercial treaty with the 
Sandwich Islands. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will my colleague allow me a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume my colleague and also the Senator 
from Ohio in his speech to day, in speaking of the amount of duties 
that have been remitted, something like forty-eight or forty-nine mill- 
ion dollars it was stated were remitted by reason of the treaties, proceed 
upon the assumption that if no treaty had been made the amount of 
sugar would have been produced in the Hawaiian Islands that has been 
produced under the treaty. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is right where my colleague is entirely wrong. 
If we had not received the sugar from the Sandwich Islands we would 
have received it from Cuba or from Germany or from some other sugar- 
producing country. It would have come in at the port of New York 
or other ports on the Atlantic coast, and would have paid the duty. 
In other words, we would have consumed as much, only we would have 
received it from countries which were obliged to pay the duty upon 
its introduction into the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then it is upon that theory that ihe estimate is 
based ? 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no other fair estimate to base it on. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I wished to know whether it was upon the theory 
that the same amount of sugar had been produced in the Hawaiian 
Islands or whether it was on the theory just stated by my colleague. 

Mr. DOLPH. Undoubtedly the same amount of sugar would not 
have been produced in the Sandwich Islands, but we would have re- 
ceived the same amount of sugar; we would have imported from all 
countries the same amount of sugar we have imported from all coun- 
tries, including the Sandwich Islands. Consequently we should have 
received the duty. So under the Hawaiian treaty we have remitted 
that amount of duty; and what I now say is that unless these recipro- 
cal arrangements which are contemplated by these several amendments 


. can be made with all sugar-producing countries we are liable to have 


a repetition of the reciprocity treaty with the Sandwich Islands and 
simply be giving to those countries the duties upon sugar. 

r. President, the Senator fiom Louisiana [Mr. Greson] in opening 
his speech to-day said that the Democratic party was not and had not 
been in favor of free trade. If he means by that that they are not in 
favor of abolishing all the custom-houses in the United States and levy- 
ing no duties and receiving no revenue from duties he is correct; but 
if he means by free trade or if we mean by free trade what they mean 
in Great Britain, and what we mean by free trade when we say that 
Great Britain is a free-trade country, then he is incorrect. 

Senators on the other side of the Chamber have been very solicitous 
about the farmer and have been trying to create the impression that 
the farmer does not receive his full benefit of the protective tariff. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my honorable friend from Oregon allow me to 
make a suggestion in that connection? ; 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Professor Sumner, whois perhaps regarded by the the- 
oretical free-traders—he is in New England, certainly—as their ablest 
and most learned advocate, gave this definition of protection as dis- 
tinguished from free trade: That free trade, in his jadgment, was not 
the admitting of the products of other countries without a duty, but 
it was such a policy in laying a duty as would not induce any person 
to embark in a business who would not embark in it without the daty, 
or to remain in the business who would not remain in it without the 
duty. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatis exactly what I understand by free trade. 

I was saying that our triends upon the other side of the Chamber 
have been very solicitous for the farmer. They have been not only 
trying to create sectional dissatisfaction with the protective policy, but 
to array class against class and trade against trade, and still they voted 
to a man for free wool, which would be free trade in one of the agri- 
ealtural products of this country; they voted against the increase of 
the duty upon barley; and, so faras I know, whenever there has aques- 
tion arisen as to whether the rate of duty on agricultural products re- 
ported by the committee should be adopted or the present rate of duty 
should be increased, they have voted against the increase. They have 
voted uniformly against the better protection of agricultural products, 

When the last Administration came into power and Mr. Manning 
made his first annual report he fired the first gun of tariff reform, and 
as I recollect the report, when he treated upon the tariff question his 
argument was substantially that duties ought to be imposed for the 
purpose of revenue only and upon articles which are not produced in 
the United States, and he mentioned tea and coffee among the articles 
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which should be taxed. He based his proposition upon tbe ground that, 
as he claimed, when a duty is imposed upon an article imported which 
is not produced in this country it is simply a tax upon the imported 
product, but when it is imposed upon an article which comes into com- 
petition with the domestic product it increases the price not only of 
the article imported, but of all articles of a similar character which are 
produced at home. He then proceeded to say that next to tea and cof- 
fee and articles which we do not produce in the United States a duty 
should be maintained upon sugar, because the amount of the produc- 
tion! was so small in the United States that the duty did not increase 
the price of the home production, or if it did the amount was so small 
that the tax was not burdensome. 

That is what I understand to be a tariff for revenue only, not a tariff 
which raises only the amount of revenue necessary for the expenses of 
the Government, but a tariff which is laid upon articles not manu- 
factured in the United States and which do not come in competition 
with articles of domestic production, and that is free trade. That is 
all that is understood in England by free trade. That is the character 
of the duties levied by Great Britain, which levies very nearly as much 
upon imports per capita as are levied in the United States. 

But what I havesaid upon that subject has been introductory merely 
to what I desire to say upon this question of sugar. I asked the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], while he was proceeding with his 
speech, what the increase of production of sugar had been in Louisiana. 
He evidently supposed that I meant what he had just been discussing, 
what increase there had been in the production of sugar from a ton or 
a given quantity of sugar-cane, or what increase there had been in the 
production of sugar-cane per acre. He stated that the increase in the 
amount of sugar had been nearly doubled; that whereas some years 
ago it was 100 pounds to the ton it was now nearly 200 pounds; that 
the yield of cane had been nearly doubled by the improved process of 
production, and that would be quadrupling the production of sugar to 
the acre. But when I come to look at the total product of sugar in 
Louisiana I find, according to the Statistical Abstract for 1889, there 
were produced in 1862, in Louisiana, 528,321,500 pounds, while the 
total product in 1889 was only 337,933,124 pounds. I have made a 
calculation, and if the Senator is correct there must have been in culti- 
vation, planted in sugar-cane in 1862, 6 acres to where there was 1 in 
1889, 

It is for a directly opposite reason from that which induced Secre- 
tary Manning to recommend that duties should be levied upon the 
import of sugar that I think the sugar duty should be removed. It is 
because it has been demonstrated that no matter how high the duty 
is, no matter to what extent protection is afforded to this industry, it 
has not substantially increased, and we can not look to the domestic 
production for the sugars we consume. If the revenue is to be de- 
creased, ratber than to remove the duties from articles which come into 
competition with like articles produced in the United States, and there- 
fore which would have a tendency and would reduce the price of labor 
in the United States, I would remove it from sugar. 

This brings me to a further consideration of the question of reci- 
procity. As I said when I commenced my remarks, in reciprocity in 
trade between two countries both countries expect to get an advantage 
of it or they would not enter into it. If we can trade off to any of 
the South American countries anything we do not want, that is of no 
value to us, for something that is of value, I am perfectly willing it 
should bedone; and I am willing it should be tried. In other words, 
if we have arrived at a point where we believe the best interests of 
this country demand that a duty should no longer be im upon 
sugar imported into this country, having already removed the duties 
upon tea and coffee, and anybody wants totry the experiment of trad- 
ing with the republics of South America for the removal of duty upon 
sugar for the non-im position of duties on tea and coffee, Iam quite 
willing it should be done. That is the only kind of reciprocity I am 
in favor of. Iam net in favor of any reciprocity which admits into 
this country free of duty any of the products of human labor which 
come in competition with like articles produced.in the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the doctrine. 

Mr. DOLPH. AsI have said, with our soil and climate and vast 
territory, and with our population and wealth, we are not in a position 
to trade upon an equality with countries that are less wealthy and less 
populous and have more undeveloped resources. 

Mr. President, I desire to return for a few moments to the question 
of reciprocity with Canada. I believe that few people understand what 
a reciprocity with Canada means which would admit free the products 
of the mines and forests and the agricultural lands of the provinces of 
Canada into the United States. e had the great apostle of commer- 
cial union with Canada before us—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator has finished what he desired to 
say upon free sugar I should Ijke to ask him two questions, if they will 
not interrupt him. 

The PRESIDENT pro ey Does the Senator from n yield? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will yield. I will answer the Senator if I can, al- 
though I have not made any preparation on this question. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I do this because we have very Jittle time to dis- 
| cuss this great question, and we had better get at the exact points 
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I understand the Senator to say, in the first place, that after a long 
experiment made with the protective system it has been demonstrated, 
or at least satisfactorily shown, that we can not produce in this country 
a sufficient amount of sugar to supply our own demand. That being 
the case, I should like to know upon what theory a bounty is to be 
paid to the sugar-producer. I have supposed that was done for the 
purpose of encouraging him to produce this article. — 

In the next place, the Senator said that he was in favor of free sugar, 
but he announced at the same time that he would support an amend- 
ment looking to reciprocity with South American countries which pro- 
vides that in case they do not reciprocate quite heavy duties shall be 
imposed upon sugar. We will not have free sugar under that amend- 
ment unless the sugar-producing countries agree to the reciprocity. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator misunderstood me if he thought 
I said I would support an amendment looking to the imposition oi 
heavy duties upon sugar. I said if we had arrived at a point when we 
were willing to remove the duties upon sugar, then, as we would lose 
nothing that would be of value to us in exchange, I was quite willing, 
if any one wanted to make the experiment of trading upon that con- 
sideration with the South American countries, he might do it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I interpreted that to mean that the Senator would 
agree to this amendment, which does undoubtedly impose quite con- 
siderable rates of duty upon all sugar produced in sugar-producing 
countries which do not enter into this reciprocal arrangement with us, 
and would impose, of course, even if the South American countries did 
enter into it, duties upon beet sugar coming from Germany and sugars 
coming here from Cuba, Porto Rico, British Guiana, and other places 
from which we receive large amounts of our supplies. 

Mr. DOLPH. When I said that ithad been demonstrated that even 
under a protective policy we could not supply our own wants in the 
matter of sugar, I had reference to cane sugar. I consider the manu- 
facture of beet sugar entirely experimental in this country yet. I be- 
lieve it may be developed, and I am quite willing thata bounty should 
be given to the producers of beet sugar in this country, and for all 
sugars for that matter, in order that the experiment may be tried. 

But I was proceeding to discuss more at length the question of rec- 
procity with Canada. AsI said, we had Mr. Erastus Wiman before 
the Committee on Canadian Relations, and he testified quite fully upon 
this matterofreciprocity. Itis well known that he has madeitastudy. 
He is to talk upon it wherever he can get an opportunity, in Canada 
or in the United States, and I want to read some very brief extracts 
from his testimony. This is a question by the chairman: 

Now, to go back to what you were speaking of a moment ago, as to tle 
question of British sentiment. I would like to have you state what, in your 
judgment, would be the effect, right through, of a political union of Canada 
with this country upon the value ofreal and personal property in Canada. 

A. A political union of Canada with this country would increase one hundred- 
fold the value of Canada asa property. ‘ 

Q. Do you not mean 100 per cent.? 

A. No; it would not double it, but would increase it to the extent of $100 for 
every $1 thatit has to-day. There is no question about that, because the object- 
lesson which this country has worked out for the world I think provesit. I 
draw yourattention to the fact that until recently in the south the greatest 
growth has been upon parallels of latitude which would include Canada, Tor 
instance, it is demonstrable that the miils and productive forces of Minnesota 
are only the vestibule to Manitoba and those northern regions, for the land is 
richer whete there are more productive forces than in this country. Take 
wheat, which is tho truest test of climatic advantages. If Canada can produce 
more wheat than any other country in the world, and can havea market for it, 
can have transportation facilities such as the northwestern ware afford, and 

1 


then can have manufacturing facilities such as the Minnesota mills duplicated 


a dozen times afford, there is hardly any limit to the amount of wealth which 
Canada would beget. 


To be sure, that is political union, that is annexation, but the in- 
crease in the valuation of the property of Canada is not to come from 
political union, merely, but from free trade between Canada and the 


United States, and the opening of the market of 64,000,000 people to 
Canada. 


Again, he says, in answering a question propounded by the chairman: 


Now, a word in answer to the other question which the Senator asks: What 
would be the effect as deterring the growth of annexation sentiment? There 
are many ple who believe that the only argument in favor of annexation is 
the material element, and if you granted free and unrestricted reciprocity, the 
argument in favor of annexation would cease, and you would indefinitely t- 
pone any arrangement between the two countries. There are those who think 
that would be the best thing that could happen, because a forced annexation 
could never take place. 


By Senator Donpu : 
Q. It would never be desirable? 
A. It would never be desirable. There are other reasons: One is that by the 
repeal of the reciprocity treaty, in 1865, Canada was an enormous sufferer. 


There is testimony for you as to the effect of a reciprocity treaty upon 
Canada. 


You can hardly conceive the serious results following it there. There was 
hardly a fisherman, or lumberman, or farmer who did not suffer: and yet 


there was not a whimper of discontent; they stood it as you stood the effects 
of your war. 


Comparing the repeal of the reciprocity treaty to our civil war in its 
effects upon the fishermen, and lumbermen, and farmers, and showing 


the condition there now in Canada, deprived of our markets unless they 


pay the duties im upon agricultural products, and the products 
of the forest and the mine. 
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For the purpose of showing one of the results of the repeal of the 
reciprocity treaty, I quote again from Mr. Wiman’s testimony: 

Q. We are getting a great immigration from that province now, are we not? 

A. Enormous, 

Q. Isnot the proportion something like 8 per cent. of her entire population? 
A. A Mr. Mercier says there are 4,000,000 Frenchmen in this country, and 
only 1,200,000 left in Quebec, 

The CuHareMan. I understand that the railroad companies estimate for this 
year about 125,000 French Canadian immigrants from Quebec into this country, 
which would be about 10 per cent. in a single year. [understand the Govern- 
ment statisticians deny that, but concede about 80,000, which would be about 6 
per cent. 

Six per cent. of the entire population crossing tl 
down to the New England States and New York in asingle year. 
witness says: 

The immigration is simply immens¢ 

I asked him, what is it then that we want; why do we want com- 
mercial union or reciprocity with Canada? He said we wanted raw 
material from Canada; among other things he mentioned lumber. I 
said: 

Q. Who do you think pays the duty on 


He answered: 


4. The Canadian produce: 

Q. Is it not a benefit to the United States that the Canadian producer should 
pay the duty? 

A. The Canadian producers pay it because they have to take just so much less 
than the American producer gets under protection. 


He mentioned barley as one of the things we need, and I said: 


We can raise barley. 

The Witness, Why don’t you” Why do you buy barley from foreign coun- 
tries if you can raise it? Why do you pay yourmoney forit? Here isthe fact: 
That we bring into this country seven or eight millions of barley every year, as 
much lumber, that we are buying every day of our lives, every week of our 
lives, and sending millions of dollars to Canada forit. Wedonot do it for love, 
But we want goods 


New mark— 





1e border and coming 


The 


and ifthe barrier were taken dow there | be $10,000,000 a week instead 
of $1,000,000. 

Q. Are these products to-day justas much undeveloped to the Canadians as 
they are to us? 

Just as much. 

Q. And development would be first felt in Canada before it would here? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Then it is of more importance to them to develop it than itis to us, is it 
not”? 

A. Yes 

Q. Because they lie 1 as dead ewe i t ) thout 
them ? 


A. That is true. 


There were some other very intelligent witnesses before the commit- 
tee who testified on this subject, and among others Mr. Francis Way- 
land Glenn. I will not stop to read what he said, but he dwells at 
ength upon the exodus from Quebec to this country. lave markec 
length uy tk odus from Quebec to tl tr} I} ked 
some portions of his testimony which I will ask to have inserted in my 
remarks. i should say that Mr. Glenn had been a member of the Da- 
minion Parliament, had resided a long time in Canada. He appeared 
to have full and reliable information upon almost every subject touch- 
ing our relations with Canada 

The testimony of Mr. Glenn is as | 

\fter we abolished reciprocity then began the exodus | 
became very alarming That was the beginning of 1! 
The English Government and Sir John 
governments as they are now established; they wauted legislative union of all 
the provinces, But the people had been taughtin their own councilsto contro) 
their own local affairs, and they prevailed and copied the American system 
Notwithstanding the fact that they did adopt the American system in the fed 
erations scheme, that did not stop the exodus; it went on worse and worse. I 
was very alarming in 1878, The Canadian trade had been essentially free up to 
that time; our tariff had never exceeded 20 per cent., and was then 17); but 
the exodus was alarming, s0 much so as to attract the attention of their own 


sllow 


» this country, and it 
federation scheme, 


A. Macdonald did not want the local 


¢ 


people. Then they proposed to adopt our fiscal policy That was denounced 
as anti-British, copying the Americans, endangering [British connections 
Nevertheless, Mr. McKenzie went to the country in 187% and had a majority in 
his favor. He felt sure ot being returned with 50 in his favorat least. Sir Joh: 
A. Macdonald, who raised the question of protection, was returned by a major 
ity of 75. So,in the face of the cry of American, anti-British, and endange 
ing British connection,” there was a majority of 7 th om f > fae 
vor of protection. 
By Senator Hari 
Q. That brought in the Macdonald government 
A. That brought in the Macdonald government, although Mr. Macdonald 


went out undera cloud. They bad watched our prosperity ; they saw us draw 
ing their best young men away from them; they became alarmed, and there 
fore they adopted the policy of protection. That did notstoptheexodus. Th« 
exodus is worse to-day than ever before. Then the y conceived the scheme of 
building up their northwest by the Canadian Pacific Railroad, They puta 
clause in that railway act in order to secure the trade of all that country to them 
selves for twenty-years, preventing the construction of any railway south of 
that, within 12 miles of the American boundary, fortwenty years, The people 
of Manitoba said: “We will have access to the American market.’’ The Goy- 
ernment said: *‘ No, you shall not have it; we have a contract with the Cana 
dian Pacific.’ The people of Manitoba said: **We wil! have it if we have to 
raisethe American flag;’’ and rather than have a rebellion Sir John A. Ma 
donald yielded, paid the Canadian Pacific for the concession by indorsing its 
bonds, and a new line was built. That indicates the determination of the 
people to have free access to this market. It is not so much that they want 
to join us, but they want to share in our prosperity; and if you give them yo 
markets freely and feed them they will be satisfied. In the field you can catcl 
a hungry horse with oats, but not a well-fed horse. If we feed them all they 
want they will remain where they are ; just as soon as we tel! them frankly 
that there is no use of talking about any trade relations so long as they area 
portion of the British Empire they will discuss the question on its own merits 
as to annexation or independence, Of course, independence must me first; 














there is no middle ground between their present position and independence. 
We van not negotiate with them, I take it, so long as we are at peace with them 
and (hey ere British provinces. 
a oe a > * iz © 

Then let me say afew words about the exodus. AsI said, the exodus began 
to be alarming. A few days ago I was looking through the emigration returns 
and discovered that there have landed in Canada since the spring of 1881 not 
less than 1,100,000 European immigrants. The natural increase of inhabitants 
ie very great, and could not have n less than 800,000 more, And yet their 
minister of customs, in his last report, in estimating the per capita tax under 
the tariff estimates an increase of only about 450,000 population since that 
time. 

Q. How much of Canada does that include? 

A. Allof Canada, In other words, that means that 70 per cent, of the people 
who have been born there and come there by immigration have come here. 

Q. Has there been an increase in the last eight or nine years ? 


A. Yes. The minister of customs in his last report, which I have, estimates 
for (he per capita tax the population at about 4,850,000, a gain of about 500,000. 
Sir Richard Cartwright, the ex-minister of finance and the leader of the party 


He claims that they have not had that increase; 
tation and estimate of 
immigration and births 


there, denies that increase. 
that itis too large. Atany rate we find, on the com 
their own minister of customs, nearly 70 per cent, o 
bave come to us 

Q. That would be only about 11 per cent, 


A. I think in the ten years from 1871 to 1881 they gained about 15 per cent., 
and it has not been so rapid since that time. They have adopted our land cus- 
toms, homestead exemptions,ete, In 1887 they induced two th young 
men to take up homesteads in their northwestern territories, Sixty cent. 


The conditions of their fulfill- 


‘were canceled for non-fuliiliment that year. 
This shows how they 


ment were $10 cash fee and the breaking up of 20 acres. a 
have utterly failed to get prewieticn in cr northwestern territories. The 
Kansas Pacific that year sold 50,000 acres, That was the year they had a large 
crop. ‘Thisshows how the Canadians have utterly failed to introduce foreign 
immigration. In fact, so long as they are British provinces, immigrants from 
the old countries will not go there and settle. There are more farmers to-day in 
Dakota who have abandoned farms in Manitoba than there are farmersin Man- 
iteba. There are more farmers from Canada in Michigan, Illinois, Wiseousin, 
Minnesota, and lowathan there are in the northwestern territories of Canada. 
The census of 1886 of the whole Northwest shows a aegunetion of about 200,000, 
including Indians, It shows about 1,000 native-born NovaScotians. I am told 
that there are 30,000 Nova Scotians in Boston alone. In faet, their own people 
will not go to their own northwest, There is no doubt that in Manitoba there 
are some very valuable wheat lands, but to say that that country is a good 
wheat country is not true. There isonly asmall section of it where farming is 
profitably carried on, and that is subject to many drawbacks; there will be 
quant one crop out of every three or four that will be frozen out by the Angust 
rosts, 


Another gentleman came before the committee, Mr. Ellis H. Rob- 
erts, who was the subtreasurer of the United States at New York. 

Mr. HOAR. He was formerly a memberof the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives. 

Mr, DOLPH. Andthe Senator from Massachusetts informs me that 
Mr. Roberts was formerly a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the other House. He made a very intelligent statement in 
regard to this matter of reeiprocal trade with Canada, and discussed to 
some extent the question of controversy between the United States and 
Canada. He said: 


Now, all these questions seem to me to bear upon that other question which 
ia put most in the foreground in the discussions of our relations with Canada, 
to wit, the relations of trade. It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that Yankee 
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Mr. DOLPH. I propose to quote from pages 448 and 449 of volume 
1, I will ask to have inserted what I have marked, and will read but 
a single sentence from the testimony of E. F. Drake. . 


The Wrryess. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I think the 
question which Lunderstand youare seeking light upon now relates chiefly tothe 
propriety or desirability of closer commercial relations with our neighbors on the 
north, and my views upon that question would vary according to the stand- 
point [ would occupy when giving them. If 1 were a merchant doing business 
in St. Paul or Minveapolis I should doubtless follow the views and feelings of 
the gentlemen who have made statements before you. IfI were engaged as a 
land-owner in farming in the State of Minnesota, as I am to some extent, I might 
take slightly different views on the policy to be pursued by the Government. 
And ee f 1 were to look upon the question from a statesmanlike standpoint, 
for the whole country, I might have a still different view. 

There is, however, another view of the case. First, what are we to gain by 
this commercial arran t? Are we to gain, or are the parties on the other 
side of the line to gain, the most by it. My views are that the Canadian prov- 
inces have not now, nor will they have in the near future, anything like an 
equivalent to give us for what 1 suppose we must give them. In that view of 
the case, looking at it trom the broad field of the whole country, I should not 
greatly favor a free commercial intercourse. 


By Senator ALLISON: 


Q. You think there is no reason why we should be anxious to do something 
for them at this moment? 

A. It appears to me not. In the first place, we ourselves have a vast field of 
unoccupied territory. It is one of our favorite delusions, partieularly in Con- 
gress, that it is a great good to get people to oceupy this territory just as soonas 
possible ; that if we give it away to them, or encourage them to come, no mat- 
ter on what terms, so we can get it occupied, we shall have accomplished a 
great good, I say that belief or theory seems to pervade Congress as much as 
any other, and we feel that here, because most of us are owners of property, 
and we want to increase the value of that property. I do not look upon tha 
theory, perhaps, as absolutely correct. If we were to establish free commercial 
relations with Canada, it must be one of two things. It must increase the de- 
sirability of that country asa place of residence and increase its po: nm, or 
it must not. If wedo that, we do it largely atour own expense. Ifit is a good 
thing to populate our own country, we have ample lands, in my judgment, for 
oe — many years to come, to provide for all proper immigrants may come 

l donotanticipate, by afree commercial intercourse with Canada, any great de- 
mand for our manufactures. Naming twoor three articles that American skill 
has itself to the manufacture of, we should get their trade, particularily 
apiensseenstenginanante. We seem to know how to make them, and tomake 
them better than people abroad. But in the great body of manufactured arti- 
cles I do not think we could hope to compete with the mother country, who 
would have free access to Canada. It has not looked to me, therefore, that so 
much good was to arise from this free commercial intercourse as some of my 
friends here think would arise. 

I do not consider, however, that it would be within the power or the wit of 
man to negotiate or make a commercial treaty that shall cover the ends that 
we hope for, which would be beneficial to us and consistent with the interests 
of the mother country. It occurs to me that we must have a uniform tariff be- 
tween ourselves a as all the rest of the world, before we 
could make any arrangement for free trade between ourselves and Canada. 
Coactenabacentteuetointaeton * pincipscrieapeteto tree: 

ne ng in ree. Itis m su 

eae n the English manufacturer weld 
and would thereby become our a without 
the intervention of the duty. I donot think that we can man ure for Can- 
ada su ly against the countries abroad. 

I have not seen, in my own mind, in thinking over this question, any reason 

weshould wish for a commercial treaty with Canada that would not as 


wh 
sagavity would not be regarded as manifested in a ae degree if we were to well apply, barring the difference in the character of the population, to Mexico 


surrender the markets ‘of 65,000,000 





trade of Great Britain with Canada was smaller than in any year since con- 

and 

federation, while that of the United States was greater than in any year except ; — 

I will also ask to have inserted in my remarks a statement from an| That is: Mr, EB. FP. Drake, of St. Paul. 
intelligent witness at St. Paul. 

Mr, GRAY, What page is the Senator reading from? 


ple in exchange for the markets of 5,000,- | or Cuba, or any other country that we reach. Itseems to me that the same rea- 
000 people, at a time, too, when we have such questions as I have rather indi- | sons apply. Gur friends who advocate this think it would increase our trade, 
as cated than fully stated which also ca!l for settlement. and I think Guy he pair eplipencomowianbapen tse mistake that, because 
ft a " : “ae we did enjoy fifteen to twenty or twenty-five years ago a 
: Then he said again: able trade with the country on the north of us, we should resume it, notwith- 
' ih But if we come down to the simple question of wrade with Canada, there are | standing the altered condition of things. At time I speak of, when I first 
Hh : a few suggestions which I should like to submit. made my home in Minnesota, there was no access tothatcountry except through 
Ps 4 In the first place, the commerce of Canada and of the United States covers | St, Paul, and six monthsof the year we had no connection with the seaboard, 
a substantially the same classes of articles. and, . ~no anne man ar - mee our stocksof oe 
i id That is to say, stretching all along from the Atlantic to the Pacific, were a to that very eee in owinatiaeel alan 
7 q hoth countries lie divided by an imaginary line, with similar forests, | in withtheir and otherwise and took them out there. Then, of course, 
- the same character of soil, mi same character i we had a very considerable trade with those people, with a much less a 
1S labor and ee Scieehaae aaa os one sant ene - = is seri- | Hionthenthey now have. But now they havea railroad of their —, ne 
x into their own country, and trade with points that are visited by the ship- 
ee ously proposed by some that we shall throw down the that of the mother country. 
i keep out the products manufactured eaper labor andadmitthem | 1 am sorry to differfrom my friends here, who are very anxious to bring about 
eS dente the United States, He ee = that will be for the benefit of this country. "Temananainuaaahane 
et 8 ' fit the country as but my judgment does not follow theirs in regard to 
rte In the first place, the commerce of Canada and of the United States covers | the benefit that they think likely to result and to the extent that they expect 
ji iF substantially the same classes of articles. The question of reciprocity or com- With regard to our agricultural this com arrangement had 
i is mercial union between Canada and the United States is a very different one | no effect upon the devel ent of the country north of us one way or the other, 
i nf from that which would arise over the proposition for reciprocity with Mexico | Ido it would affect usatall, If it would more rap’ develop that 
ee or with the South American Republics, for the reason that uees al- | country, I think it would affect us injuriously from an tural t of 
Ba most identically, so far as its production goes, the same articles as the United | view. I speak now asa farmer, as the owner of lands. ‘e in Minnesota wil! 
ag States produces. Therefore there can be very little of exchange in the sense | never consume any part of the agricultural products. of the north. Necessarily 
ee of our getting back for our products what we do not ourselves The | we have them of our own, and more than wewant. Wecan only take in wheat 
zy i trade with Canada would be inviting competition so far as there isa production | from the north when the crop here is short and prices are exceptionally high. 
Beg | in Canada, as against our own producers, along the line of special development | Their wheat comes in to some extent in bond, and our ey profits of 
yee in the United States. grinding, and that is a)l the interest, I think, that we have in r ral 
f i He gave a statement also of the commerce between the United States | products. We.do not consume theirs: we have enough of ourown, We have 
iP "Ti ceiieeeeintcnamiee aba ii ie qqperiaen, rosa be azine 00 6, tho decinabilty of Loving sppenatiee on 
Bf The exports from Canada in 1888 into the United States were 000; to | ™ my vicws t. je ou 
4, 4 e reat Britain, $42,094,000. So that the excess of exports from Canada to the — ula ita very eer eo general se pan pene ira 
; : oe _ — was about half a million dollars greater than to Great Britain I think we aid ° oa 1st Soe. ca, the waula bo 
1 Now, the i rts into Canada from the United States in 1888 were 090 } very differen: 
Bee in round figures; from Great Britain into Canada, $38,000,000 in round 1. do ned knew thet I have muuch moreta say on thissubject. I think the mat: 
i So that Canada took from the United States $9,000,000 more than from ter has been as well discussed as it can be here, some q might 
By : Britain, The te trade of the United States with in 1888 was | be asked mot.mn to Ga anganatien of an pore bean in | 
3 $10,000,000 (very nearly) greater than with Great Britain; in that the | the country twenty-five years and watched its and I have been | 


connected with transportation facilities, having built the first railroad iu the 
transportation 


eonnected more or less with the business, a!- 
so now. 
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Mr. President, upon this same subject, as showing theextent of the 
resources of our neighbor on the north of us, a conntry with an area 
equal to or greater than our own, bounded by two oceans, with a cli- 
mate not very dissimilar from our own, with great undeveloped re- 
sources, I desire to quote from an article written from the Canadian 
standpoint in favor of reciprocity, found in the Century Magazine for 
June, 1889. I think it will bea revelation to some who have never 
made a study of the resources of thatcountry. The writer undertakes 
to show that if we do not need now we shall in the near future need a 
great addition to the raw material, to lumber and the minerals and the 
food products. I will ask the Seeretary to read what I have marked. 
It is not very long. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In considering this phase of the subject it is necessary to be on guard agaiust 
“ glittering generalities,’’ to take no account of the fanciful figures and hasty 
conclusionsin which political orators and even parliamentary committees some- 
times indulge. Fifteen years ago the people of the Dominion had little idea of 
the resoureesoftheircountry. Since thena vast mass of facts has been col!ected. 
Areas which less than a score of vears ago were supposed to be a trackless waste 
of snow for the greater part of the yearand a barren inhospitable wilderness for 
the remainder have been found to possess asummer climate of a high!y favor- 
able character. 

It has been shown that summer isotherms are independent of latitude; that 
the slight clevation of the Canadian Northwest above the sea, the Chinook 
winds from the Pacific, and the aiternate southerly winds, heated on the plains 
of the United States, cause a balmy temperature to extend during five months 
of the year to within 25° of the pole; so that wheat is a reasonably safe crop in 
the great Mackenzie basin, within a comparatively short distance of the Arctic 
Circle. The Canadian senate committee in 1583, after examining over a hun- 
dred witnesses, either orally or by correspondence, felt warranted in reporting 
that there was in the great Mackenzie River basin, and north ofthe fifty-fourth 
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pas latitude, an area of 800,000 square miles suitable for grazing, of which | 
6. 


.000 square miles were adapted to the cultivation of wheat. 

This conclusion is so startling, so out of keeping with the preconceived ideas 
of almostevervbody, that it will be received with hesitation; yet it seems fully 
borne out by the testimony given before the committee. The Canadian north- 
west is full of surprises, presenting a most inviting field for exploration; but 
the region spoken of above—that is, the country north of the fifty-fourth 
parallel of latitude—may be disregarded for the purposes of the present article, 
as, in view of the large unoccupied area south of that parallel, it is doubtful if 
the more northerly area will play any considerable part in international com- 
merce during the next thirty years. As showing the probable ultimate de- 
velopment of Canadian agriculture, the following estimate may be given of 
what is officially claimed to be either arable or grazing land: 


Acres. 
In the maritime provinces, ............ ....ccceee-ecseseeee: . 18,000,000 
In Ontario and Quebec .......... : . 130,000, 000 


aaa 200, 000, 009 
exseceeeeee 50, 000, 000 
cqureie caseeee DUD, 000, 000 
Notas . $98,000, 000 
For the reason given above the last item will be eliminated from the present 
calculation, leaving 398,000,000 acres of tillable or pasture land in Canada south 
of the fifty-fourth parallel. Of this not more than 60,000,000 acres are now em- 
braced in farms, so that 333,000,000 acres are yet to be occupied. One hundred 
million acres, principally in the northwest territories, may be regarded as 
more especially adapted to grazing than to cultivation; so that we arrive atthe 
conclusion that there is in Canada, south of the fifty-fourth parellel, 238,000,000 
acres of vacant tillage land. Or, to state the case in general terms, ‘the area of 
arable land in Canada within the we)l-ascertained limits of profitable wheat 
culture is about equal to the arable public domain in the United States. I am 
satisfied that this is a moderateestimate. Canadians generally will be inclined 
to think it far below the mark. 


Mr. DOLPH. I have before me the report of the select committee 


In Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Assiniboia, and Alberta....... 
In British Columbia (exclusive of Peace River 
In the Peace River and Mackenzie valleys.. 


of the senate of the Dominion appointed to inquire into the resources of 


the great Mackenzie basin, from which I will read a brief extract : 
ARABLE AND PASTORAL LANDS, 


Ninth. That within the scope of :he committee's inquiry there is a possible 
area of 656,000 square miles— * 


That is the valley of the great Mackenzie— 


fitted for the growth of potatoes, 407,000 square miles suitable for barley, and 
316,000square miles suitable for wheat 

Tenth, That there is a o> area of 869,000 square miles, 26,000 miles of 
which is open prairie, with occasional groves, the remainder being more or less 
— ; 274,000 square miles, including the prairie, may be considered as arable 

nd. 

Eleventh. That about 400,000 square miles of the total area is useless for the 
pasturage of domestic animals or for cultivation, this area comprising the 
barren grounds and a portion of the lightly wooded region to their south and 
west. 

Twelfth, That throughout thisarable and pastoral area latitude bears no direct 
relation to summer isotherms, thespring flowers and the buds of deciduous trees 
appearing as early north of Great Slave Lake as at Winnipeg, St. Paul, and 

inneapolis, Kingston, or Ottawa, and earlier along the Peace, Liard, and 
some minor western afiluents of the Great Mackenzie River, where the climate 
resembles that of Western Ontario. 

Thirteenth. That the native grasses and vetches are equal and in some dis- 
tricts superior to those of Eastern Canada. 

Fourteenth. That the prevailing southwest summer winds of the country in 
question bring the warmth and moisture which render possible the far northern 
cereal growth, and sensibly affect the climate of the region under consideration 
as far north as the Arctic Circle and as far east as the eastern rim of the Mackenzie 

in. 

I will also submit without reading an extract from an address or 
letter by Mr. Erastus Wiman to the same effect in regard to the great 
area of arable lands, the products of which would be brought in com- 
petition by free commercial relations with Canada. It is as follows: 


CANADIAN WHEAT FIELDS. 


But, aside from the fisheries of Canada, which are so rich and so vast, and the 
possibility of future development for the benefit of the United States, there are 
— ucts which the United States might well avai! themselves 


of. “Taiko, the article of wheat, and recall the stead 
'. st y wth north- 
‘ward of production. Within the memory of most middle-aged men the 
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Genesee Valley, in New York State, was the great wheat-producing regio 
Rochester was called the Flour City, because of its once famous mills, now idle 
Then came Ohio, then Iltinoisand Iowa, but now, in these later days, the pro- 
duction of wheat for export and for the sustenance of the people is confined 
largely to the northern regions, such as Minne 











Dakota, and even Montana. 








Has any one yet realized what this northern t means, and how far it 
will affect the great Canadian wheat-produ : 

Why it isthat in Manitoba and the northwestern Territories wheat is pro- 
duced to the greatest advantage is found in two great facts, the first of which 
is that there are two hours more of sunshine duriag sun r months, owing to 
their nearness to the ArcticCircle,than inany other regi vi 1 wheat can be 
grown. Thesetwo hoursadd immensely tothe product power of the region 
Again, the depth of frost is such that it never quite jea\ the ground, but with 
the strength and the length of the sun's rays the t 3 constant, so that 
dry weather and drought lose half their t« Wit i other advan 
tages, recall the fact that there are yet 375,000,000 of acres of agricultural lands 
to be brought into cultivation in the Canadia rihwest, and that the wheat 
zone of Canada covers no less a space than 1,200,000 square miles. Ifin this ten 
dency northward, and all these climatic advantages, there is found an attrac 
tion in the wheat-producing regions, surely, if the United States can enjoy 


therein a market for her agricultural implements, her boots and shoes, and a) 
her other manufactures and her natural products, without let or hinderance 
without cost, why should she not doso? The rapid settlement of the North 
western States makes certain an equally rapid ttlement of northwestern 
Canada. 








Mr. President, not only is there involved in the scheme of the Sen 
ator from Kansas for reciprocity the question of free lumber, but an 
amendment to the bill is proposed by the Senator from Minnesota pro- 
viding for the admission of white pine lumber free, and I desire before 
closing to submit a few remarks in regard to that proposition, as when 
the time bas expired for general debate it will be impossible to discuss 
it fully. 

The lumber industry is a great industry iv this country 
invested in it over $300,000,000. There are employed in it a million 
of people. It isa great industry upon the Pacifie coast. In Washing 
ton, east of the Cascade Mountains, there are said to be 20,000,000 
acres of timber land, and the lands in Western Oregon are largely tim 
ber land. 

There are upon Puget Sound mills 
900,000,000 feet of lumber per annum. 


ihere 1 


which have a capacity ot ove! 
In the year 1858 there were 


| manufactured upon Puget Sound over 700,000,000 feet of lumber. That 


lumber was shipped to the Sandwich Islands and Australia and other 
islands of the Pacific, to San Francisco and to South American ports, 
and some of it was shipped around the Horn to New England, at least, 
timber for spars, some of it to Europe. 
sels is employed in its transportation. 

Domestie competition has been at times so fierce upon the Sound 
that the mills could not run to their full capacity. There was in the 
markets a surplus supply. The testimony before the committee of 
every man who knew anything about the industry was to the effect that 
timber and labor were so much cheaper in Cavada, and lumber could 
be manufactured so much cheaper there, the producers of lumber there 
being able to get cheaper machinery, that if the duty was taken off 
lumber the industry would be dest 
so everywhere. 

I have already read from the testimony of Mr. Wiman to show that 
the removal of the duty on lumber would not reduce the price to the 
consumer, and if any man in the world is able to judge correctly upon 


A large fleet of coasting ves- 


ed on the Pacific coast; and it is 


| that subject, Mr. Wiman is the man. If any man is interested in 


SS 
_ 


| would reduce the price in the United States, 


making the American people believe that free lumber from Canada 
it is Mr. Wiman, a Ca- 
nadian by birth and still a Canadian cititzen, greatly and personally 
interested in this question of reciprocity or commercial union with 
Canada, 

He says that the removal of the duty would not reduce the price of 
lumber, because the amount imported would be so smal! as compared 
with the production that the lumber producers of this country would 
fix the price, but the benefit to be derived from the removal of the duty 
would be received by the producers in Canada, by the lumber men in 
Canada, or the Canadian Government would charge more for stumpage 
and put an export duty upon lumber, and the Government of Canada 
would reap the advantage. 

Now I desire to submit without reading, because it is familiar to th: 
Senate, portions of the report of Consul Hotchkiss, at Ottawa, Canada 
to the Department of State upon this subject: 


I think I am warranted in presupposing that the desired object to be attained 
iu the remission of the duty on lumber is an anticipated benefit to the American 
consumer at large, both by cheapening the market price now as well as tending 
to prolong the existence of the American forests by the substitution of Canadian 
lumber and logs—the only other country which has white-pine timber. 

Will the remission of the $2 duty have the desired effect? I think not, and 
will give my reasons for the conclusion that no appreciable benefit will trans 
pire to the American consumer, and why and how tie advantage will accrue to 
the Canadians, The control of the prices of lumber in the United States is cer 
tainly and absolutely in the hands of the timber-owners and large mill men 
The standing timber is held in large bodies by heavy capitalists, who, owning 
the milis, can govern the supply of manufactured lumber, and this element of 
first control is the chief factor in making yearly market values, it being influ 
enced only by the probable demand, present or prospective. 

I assert that in the making of prices the American lumbermen have never 
been controlled or scarcely influenced in any degree by the competition of 
Canadian pine lumber. 1 confine my remarks to pine lumber, and have noth 
ing to offer in respect to the spruce and hemlock of the eastern portion of 
Canada, tributary to the Eastern States, or to the lumber of the northwest pro- 
vinces, tributary to the United States’ Territories and far Western States; but 
to the white pine sawed lumber, the produce of the middle part of the provinces 
of Quebec and Ontario, lying between Montreal on the east and Lake Superior 
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on the west, within which bounds is produced the only quantities of white- 
ine lumber worthy of any consideration, and which em’ the Ottawa Val- 
ey, the chief outlet of this irumense district or pine belt lying north of the Ot- 
tawa River. 

The fact that pine trees are not reproduced enters largely intothe question of 
possibility of control of the timber. Thequestion how, as wellas by whom, are 
the pine forests of the United States and Canada owned and controlled is a fac- 
tor in determining the future of prices and of the possible advantages to be 
derived by the proposed legisiation. 

The manner in which the United States Government has disposed of its tim- 
bered possessions is well understood, and that individual purchasers have come 
ae peapranes of them in fee-simple at a fixed price per acre; that having thus 
obtained absolute contro! and ownership they can and do man their own 
business affiairs in connection therewith without let or hinderance from the Gov- 
ernment as grantor, such lands, subsequent to purchase by individuals, being 
subject only to local and State taxation, The timber thereon is cut at will or 
= standing, as the necessities or inclinations of the owners may compel or in- 

uce, 

Turning now to the Canadian timber we find a widely different practice. The 
forest asions are not sold by the governments which are the owners. The 
lands {n Quebec are controlled by the provincial government of Quebec, while 
those in Ontario are controlled by the provincial pevoqnmnens ot Saas. The 
Dominion Government owns and controls but a limited areain the Northwest. 
The forest possessions are not sold in fee-simple, but are leased for a term of 
one year under certain conditions and regulations, the modus of doing which 
is by public auction. Whenever the goverament may deem it judicious or op- 
portune to dispose of certain areas of timbered lands it gives public notice of 
the time and place, with a description of the lands to be disposed of, and the 
— of leasing is put up for the ~~ attainable sum, which sum is to 

paid simply as a bonus for the privilege of being the lessee of the lands 
offered, under conditions of lease or license, which are statutory and, of course, 
well understood by the bidders, The chief conditions of the lease, termed a 
‘timber license,"’ are that the lessee shall (additional to the first “ bonus” 
paid), on the Ist day of May pay into the crown land office a certain om pe 

uare mile (640 acres), which sum was originally $1; then it was advan to 

and is now fixed at $. If any trees have been cut on lands covered by the 
Heense such cutting shall be reported under oath, and crown dues paid there- 
for according to the tariff schedule as givea below. 


Tariff of timber dues. 


Articles. 


Oak and walnut, per cubic f00t......... 00... .0cccetecseecbeneceeseeees 0.04 | $0.03 
Maple, elm, ash, and tamarac, per cubic foot ............60...00 | clepideithinbodbinoil 
Norway and white pine, birch, bass-wood, cedar, and | | 
other square timber, per cubic [001 .....6:ccccsescereeeseceenees! 
Pine saw-logs, including culls, each...... 
Spruce saw-logs, 13} feet long, each........... 
emlock saw-logs, 15) feet long, each........ 
Hardwood saw-logs and tamarac, round ... 
Balsam saw-logs, 13) feet long, each............... 
Pipe staves, per 1,000..... se beosbesetevess 
OED PAIGE Ge ccttniremntsccspyunscagenso mene ih adal 
OCord-vood, hard, per cord of 128 feet ................... 
OCord-wood, soft, per cord of 128 feot................... 
Oedar rails, 10 to 12 feet long, per 109.............. 
Cedar picket, per 100............00:00--0e ce 2 
Cedar or pine shingles, short, per 1000 ,..........c..cccceseeseenee 
Cedar or pine shingles, long, per 1,000........ 
Cedar telegraph-poles, each.............. 
Ocedar fence-posts, per foot in length............ 
Cedar hop-poles, per L00.............ccccccceceeeer cee 
Raile, other than cedar, per 100...............0.ccccceeenes 
Picketas, other than cedar, per 100.... 
Railway ties, any timber, each......... 
Hemlock lath-wood, per cord............ 
Hemlock bark, per cord................ 
Birch sticks, 28 feet long, each ...... 
Knees, according to size, each......... 
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Futtocks, according to size, each .... .10 
Cedar for shingles, per cord....................0000 - 123 
Pine for shingles, per COrd ................c:0ceseseeeeeeneee - 12} 


Boom timber, round, spruce, per linear foot...... } 
Boom timber, pine or tamarac, per linear foot.................. ! 
Small round a spars, under 10 feet, per linear foot... 
Ses MOGI GE BUD DODR,. < ccctds sus .cvnchcctsmansehdeiossecsemnsibbulient 


anon ~ 
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~ ~ 





* Fifteen per cent. ad valorem. | One and one-quarter cents per cubic 
} One cent per cubic foot. foot, 


Additional export Dominion customs larig’, 


Pine and Norway saw-logs, per 1,000 feet, board measure..................s00000008 $2. 
a and hemlock saw-logs, per 1,000 feet, board measure.. ome 
Shingle-bolts, per cord of 128 feet...............000. 1. 


By the character and sum of the annual land dues ($300) and the nature an 
amount to be paid as timbor dues (per tariff), a full appreciation of the position 
of the lessee will be had, while the lessor, the Government, it will be also ob- 
served, continues its sole control over the timber. The only rights which the 
lessee is to cut the timber on his licensed lands and annually pay the 
Government its demands, and when promptly paid the continued right to renew 
the license oe. 

It is likewise the right of the Government to change the terms and conditions 
at will, taking effect after the Ist of May of the following year. I will refer to 
the last order making such chan by which it will be seen how absolute isthe 
Government control and their d tion in the premises. 


PUBLIC NOTICE, 





DerarrMent or Crown LANps, 
Toronto, April 29, 1887. 

Public notice is hereby given that, by order in council of 27th instant, the rate 
of ground-rent on timber limits or berths is increased from $2 to $3 per square 
mile per annum; and the ducs on square and waving pine timberare increased 
from 1} to 2 cents per cubic foot; and the dues on pine saw-logs are increased 
from 75 cents to §1 per thousand feet, board measure. 

The increased ground-rent to be payable on licenses to cut timber granted or 
renewed on or r the Ist day of May, 1887, and the increased dues on pine 
timber and pine saw-logs to be payable on such pine timber and saw-logs as 
may be cut after the date last above mentioned. 

F. B, PARDERF, Commissioner. 
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It will be observed that this order is dated April 29, to take effect May 1, and 
that without any prior notification of intention being given. This order means 
an additional tax upon limit holders varying in its effects upon licenses accord- 
ing to their holdings, but in sums ranging approximately ; ron $1,000 to $80,000 
individually on the annual dues to be paid on the lands, in addition to which 
comes the further advance on the timber cut. 

I have been thus explicit in describing the systems of the two countries, for 
to my mind they are the key by which the situation and effect may be safely 
prejudged in case free lumber becomes a reality. 

There is no dispute that the American manufacturer controls the making of 
prices, In doing this he is not influenced by the Canadian supply in any de- 
re. If the duty of $2 is removed it will not affect the American price, because 

t has never a factor and will still be unfelt. No lower price will prevail 
in the United States than heretofore, and no different net results will be ex- 
perienced by the manufacturer. 

The Canadian, on the contrary, will lay his lumber down in the American 
market at $2 less per thousand, and will obtain for it the same as the American 
does, so that the net result to the Canadian manufacturer will be a clear gain of 
the $2 which the American Government has remitted. This additional net re- 
sult to the Canadian manufacturer will, however, be of very brief duration. 

Having shown how the governments in Canada continue their control of the 
timber land and their disposition to tax them to the utmost, I am confident that 
not a May pay-day will pass before a public notice will issue in effect that a 
further increase in annual and timber dues has been made an order in council, 
in sums sufficient to absorb the $2 per thousand into the provincial treasuries. 


I desire also to read briefly from the testimony before the special 
committee already quoted from to show the capacity of some of the 
great mills upon t Sound and what the effect of free lumber would 
be upon the lumber interests. The witness is Mr. Edwin G. Ames, 
whose testimony was taken at Tacoma, Wash., on May 24, 1889: 

By Senator DoLrn : 


Q. What is the capacity of your mil], and how many employés are there con- 
nected with it? 

A. In 1888 we manufactured at our three mills, at Port Gamble, at Port 
Ludlow, and at U y, 85,518,678 feet of rough lumber, and 9,960,817 feet 
of dressed lumber, mak @ total of 95,500,000 feet in round numbers; we 
also manufactured 27,000,000 feet of lath, 265,000 feet of wool slats, 875,000 feet of 
l by 3 pickets, 1,800,000 half-inch pickets, and 500,000 feet of sundry small |um- 
oar . there were 8,000 piles, or about 150,000 linear feet, 246 spars, and 200 
ship-knees. 

Q. How many employéshave you? Are you able to state” 

A. We have about four hundred at the three mills. 

Q. Engaged in the manufacture of lumber of different kinds? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many employés altogether engaged in procuring and transporting 
the logs, and in aeeetenne and disposing of the lumber? 

A. I think about fifteen hundred. 

Q. Are you able to state to the committee about the wages paid to the differ- 
ent classes of labor? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Please do so. : 

A. Weare paying laborers an average of $1.75 a day; to the mill hands we 
pay $2.25; to filers, $2.50 to $5 a day ; to skilled mill-men, competentto run ma- 
chinery, $3.25 to $5; carpenters, $5 a day; machinists, $4 to $ a day; black- 
smiths the same wages; all these men work ten hours a day; masons $6 aday 
for — hours’ work. The average wages paid per day of ten hours for 1888 
was $2.50. 

Q. That is for all of your fifteen hundred employés” 

A. Yes, sir. 


He says in answer to another question: 
By Senator Hate: 
Q. What do you pay for stumpage? 


A. From $1 to $1.50, according to the location of the claim and the quality of 
the timber. . 7 ‘ . 
o . . 


By Senator DoLru : 

Q. What is the present capacity of the miils of Pape Sound? 

A. [have made upa statement of that, and divided the Sound up into sec- 
tions. Ithink you can rely on these figures, as I took a great deal of pains t.. 
get up this statement. I find in the vicinity of Seattle twenty saw-mills with « 

ly capacity of 606,000 feet; in the vicinity of Whatcom, ten saw-mills with a 
daily capacity of 112,000 feet; in the vicinity of Olympia, seven saw-mills with 
a daily capacity of 193,000 feet; in Port Orchard, three mills with a daily capac- 
ity of 32,000 feet; on the omish, one mili with a daily capacity of 40,000 
feet; the city of Tacoma, and along the raiiroads (not counting two large mills 
up the shore), eighteen mills, 520,000 feet daily. Then there are twelve large 
mills on the Sound with a daily capacity of 1,500,000 feet. That makes a total of 
seventy-one mills, with a y capacity of 3,003,000 feet, and the average run- 
ning time of the mills is three heuteedl days for the year, which would make 
over 900,000,000 feet per year. That is the enpacity of the mills on Paget Sound 
alone; the oon, not the production. In 1888, as I stated before, the total 
capacity of the milis in Washington Territory, from the best information we 
could get, was 707,000,000 feet. 

Q. You have not mentioned any mills on the Columbia River or in other parts 
of fag * Ae <apl 

. No, sir. 


Mr. John B. Libby testifies: 


Q. What is your busivess? 

A, Tam it superintendent of the Tacoma Mill Company. 
Q. How large a mill is that? 

A. It has a capacity of 240,000 feet a day. 

Q. A eo hours? 

A. Ten hours. D 

Q. How many employés have you’ 

A. Twohundred and forty at the mill, engaged in the manufacture of lumber, 


He goes on to state that the character of lumber in British Columbia 
is very similar to that in the State of Washington. I said to him : 

I would be to ha tell ithout being icularl ined 
onthe mute, what is the character of the timber in British Columbia, the cx. 
tent of the £ unt ofthe gagpat, the wages there for the manu- 
facture of lumber, amount of the the wages paid, prices of stump- 

and to have you make a concise state- 


British Columbia tributary to the Pacific 
Oueties = ~ . os by water—was gaat 
feet year. heir rates were day man, agai our 
average employ ® large ol tatites on Chinese in their 
mills over there, which they at a low rate as compared with what we have 
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to pay our men. Butas to their timber over there, from what 1 have seen of 
the country myself and what information I was able to obtain, Iam led to the 
belief that they are as well supplied with timber (as to quantity) as we are, and 
very much better as to quality; that is to say, their percentage of first-class 
lumber is very much greater than ours. 

By Senator HALe: 

Q. How do you account for that? 7 

A. We notice, even in this Territory, that the farther north we go the finer 
the lumber is, The best lumber we are cutting at present all lies north of us. 
I do not know why this should be; I am not well enough posted in that par- 
ticular. 

By Senator Dorn : 

Q. The last witness, Mr. Ames, submitted as a portion of his testimony the 
law of British Columbia concerning the sale of timber. Do you know as a mat- 
ter of fact whether that law is in force? 

A, That is in force. 

Q. They obtained their licenses under that law” 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Suppose the Jumber from British Columbia was admitted free of duty into 
the ports of Washington Territory, Oregon, and California to supply the do- 
mestic market, what would be the effect upon the industry of Puget Sound, in 
es ? : 

A. It would be simply ruinous to the lumber interests of Puget Sound, in my 
judgment. 

Q. You have heard the question propounded by Senator PuGH to the last 
witness, Mr. Ames, as to whether their mills, having a capacity of 200,000,000 
feet, could destroy mills having a capacity of 800,000,00u feet on the Sound. 
What do you say upon that question? 

A. If mills of 200,000,000 feet capacity are able to establish a rate whereby 
mills of 800,000,000 feet capacity wit lose money if they continue business, it is 
a question who is going to lose, and the man who has the greatest capacity will 
lose the most do: lars. 

Q. What would be the effect upon the lumber trade of America of the admis- 
sion of lumber tree from British Columbia into the American Pacific ports? 
How long a time do you suppose the American }umber trade would be able to 
exist in that case? 

A. No time at all, because I am acquainted with some parties that hold them- 
selves in readiness to go into the business whenever the tariff is removed on 
lumber. 


He also states, what I have already said, that the capacity of the mills 
on the Sound was 900,000,000 feet per annum and that they manufact- 
ured 700,000,000 feet. He gave as a reason why the mills upon the 
sound could not compete with the lumber of Canada that in Canada 
they employed largely, or to some extent at least, Chinese labor at low 
wages, and that they employed Indians, while upon the sound they 
employ American white men; and he also produced and submitted as 
a part of his testimony a copy of an act of British Columbia relating to 
the cutting of timber upon the provincial lands for the purpose of de- 
riving a revenue therefrom, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
while I read very briefly from it to show that the timber law in British 
Columbia is substantially like that of the other provinces. The first 
section of the act provides: 


1. The words “ crown lands" in this act mean lands which are the property 
of the province, and shall not include lands which are leased. 
* 

4. Any person desirous of cutting or felling and carrying away trees or timber 
from crown lands may obtaiu a license to that effect upon complying with the 
following provisions: ‘ 

(a) He shall first stake out the land sought for in the manner prescribed by 
the law relating to the purchase of land from the crown. 


It then provides that he shall make application for a license, and by 
article 6 it is provided that— 


6. No timber license shall be granted for a larger area than 1,000 acres ofland, 
nor shail the license be granted for a longer period than four years, The license 
shall not be transferable, and may be surrendered atany time. No person shall 
be entitled to more than one license at the same time. The licensee shall pay 
to the chief commissioner, for the use of Her Majesty, annually during the cur- 
rency of the license, the sum of $10 therefor, the first payment to be made upon 
the granting of the license, and thereafter annually. In default of payment the 
license shall be void. 


That is an annual license, for a thousand acres, of $10, the first pay- 
ment to be made upon granting the license, and thereafter annually. 
Then article 9 provides: 


9. Every licensee shall keep an account in writing of the number of trees 
felled by him upon the land embraced within his license, and shall, at the ex- 
piration of every six months, during the currency of his license, make and fur- 
nish to the chief commissioner a statement in writing verified by declaration 
to be made before a justice of the peace, showing the number of trees so felled, 
and shail then forthwith pay to the chief commissioner for the use of Her Maj- 
esty, in respect of each tree feiled, the sum of 15 cents. 


Then it is provided by the twenty-fourth article that— 


24. Nologsshall be sawn in any mill or otherwise manufactured into lumber or 
other material, in any mill, until the logs shall have been scaled and measured, 
and the timber dues hereinafter mentioned paid; but the provisions ot this 
section shall not apply to logs cut from any lands demised by the crown, inthe 
lease whereof arent of 10 cents or upwards an acre shall be reserved, nor shall 
such provisions apply to logs which shal! be cut from land held by pre-emption 
or under crown grant. 

2%. The logs shall bescaled and measured at the mill by the inspector of the 
district in which the mill is situate, or by his deputy. 

Then comes article 28, which provides what shail be paid per thou- 
sand. 

28. There shall be payable and paid by the owner of the logs to the inspector 
or deputy inspector, to and for the use of Her Majesty, the sum of 20 cents, for 
each and every 1,000 feet, board measure, contained in such logs, and until the 
same shall be paid the logs shall not be taken into the mill or removed from 
where they were scaled, and a lien for such timber dues shall attach to the logs 
until the dues are paid, and as soon as the logs are scaled and measured and 
until payment of the dues the inspector or his deputy may take and hold pos- 
session of the logs. 

The total amount to be paid is in the first place $10 a year license for 
a thousand acres, and the licensee is allowed to keep his own accounts 
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of the trees cut and make his own report. He pays for the trees cut 
every six months, 15 cents a tree, but only for trees cut into logs, not 
those cut for other purposes, and then 20 cents athousand for the logs, 
so that the total cost of timber to the manufacturer in British Colum- 
bia is but little more than 20 cents per thousand, while the manufact- 
urer pays from $1 to $1.50 stumpage in Washington. 

These things, I think, show that it would be a great injury to the 
lumber manufacturers in the United States and therefore wrong to ad- 
mit lumber free from Canada to come in competition with the product 
of the manufacturers of [umber here, who pay much larger stumpage 
or who own their own timber lands, which have now become valuable, 
upon which they pay taxes, who have large amounts invested in mills, 
and who employ American laborers at American wages—to admit to 
compete with the American product lumber free, manufactured by the 
cheap labor of Chinese and Indians, where the timber is virtually a gift 
to the manufacturer. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate longer. When! 
arose I intended to confine my remarks to the question of reciprocity, 
and to give the reasons why I should not support any scheme of reci- 
procity by which it is proposed to admit agricultural products or food 
products or the products of the forests and the mines from other coun- 
tries into this country free to compete with like products in this coun- 
try. 

In this country the people are sovereign. A vast majority are men 
who labor with their hands. They form not only the foundation, but 
the superstructure of this Government, and it is the part of wise 
statesmen to see that such legislation is had that the present standard 
of wages shall be maintained, and that our workingmen shall be ena- 
bled by their labor to support themselves and their families, and that 
they shall be intelligent and independent. 

It is too plain for dispute that the condition of the laboring men in 
the United States is better than it has ever been in the past history of 
this country, better than the condition of the laboring men in any other 
country upon the face of the globe. The testimony of every intelligent 
traveler who goes abroad is tu that effect. All the statistics of foreign 
countries upon the subject when compared with our own show that 
that is the case. 

The millions who flock annually to our shores from Canada, from Great 
Britain, and Germany to share in the benefits and advantages which 
the protective system gives to the laboring men in thiscountry demon- 
strate it, and I for one am not willing to weaken or to break down the 
protective system either by direct legislation or by authorizing the 
negotiation of treaties which will provide tor the introduction into this 
country free of duty of the products of pauper labor to come in com- 
petition with the products of American labor. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the ~enator from North Carolina yield to me to 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. VANCE. If it is not to be debated 1 will yield with pleasure. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is not to be debated at all. 1 offeran amendment 
which I ask may be printed. 1 move to strike out Schedule FE, and to 
insert what I send to the desk as a substitute 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment 
received, ordered to be printed, and lie upon the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit me to 
have some manuscript printed for the use of the Senate ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have here a manuscript prepared by Mr. Randall, 
who is largely interested in the business of mica mining and ruined by 
the existing conditions. I desire that it may be printed for the use of 
the Senate in the Recorp, as there seems to be so little time for de 
bate, and I will later call the attention of the Senate to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I suggest that it will be just as well to print 
it in small pamphlet form as a document, and we can have it done by 
to-morrow noon, or by 19 or 11 o'clock in fact ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be printed as a miscellaneous document. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wouid prefer that it should be printed in the REc- 
ORD, but if it is to be printed as a document I should like those inter 
ested to understand that I wish it to be here by to-morrow noon. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, according to the agreement entered 
into yesterday evening, I ask to recur to the amendment which I 
offered, to come in at the end of the wool schedule, after paragraph 390. 
I ask that it may be read as the foundation of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read, 

The Cuter CLERK. 
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(fter paragraph 390, it is proposed to insert the 


Whereas from an early period in our history duties upon foreign imports have 
been levied with the avowed purpose of promoting the interest of domesti: 
manufactures, and drawbacks or rebates have been given of the duties on raw 
material used in the manufacture of all articles exported for the same purpose 
and 

Whereas for the encouragement for the production of spirits and tobacco all 
internal taxes are refunded upon those articles which are exported abroad; and 

Whereas bounties have long been granted to our fishermen by a drawback of 
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duties upon the salt used in their business, and subsidies are proposed to aid in 











ie the building and sailing of ships; and 
ye Whereas agriculture, being the greatest and most important of all our indus- 
n tries, bas not been and,in the nature of things,can not be aided in the same 
3 manner, the duties heretofore levied for that purpose having for the most part 
proved wholly unavailing; and 
Whereas it is desirable to do impartial jastice toall of our industries, and to 
[ give no one an advantage over the others, and inasmuch as there is no other 
ay way by which agriculture can be compensated for its contributions to the sup- 
‘ port of manufactures: Therefore, 
y Src. —, Thatin all cases where it can be shown by proof satisfactory to the 
3h Secre tary of the Treasury that any goods, wares, or merchandise imported into 
F this country have been purchased abroad by any citizen of the United States by 
exchange of farm products grown by himin the United States for such goods, 
or where such goods have been purchased with the proceeds or avails of such 
farm products in foreign countries, such goods, wares, or merchandise shall be 
imported at the following retes of duty, to wit: Three-fourths of the present 


duty on all manufactures of iron and steel; 60 per cent. of the present duty on 
ail woolen and cotton goods, or articles of which wool or cotton may be the 
component material of chief value ; 60 per cent. of the present duty on earthen- 
ware, china, and glassware; 30 per cent. of the present rate of duty on all mate- 
rial used for fertilizers or in the manufacture thereof, and 25 per cent. of the 
present duty on lumber or jute bagging and farmers’ binding twine. 

; Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to adopt such 
a and regulations as may be necessary to carry into effect the provisions of 
this act. 

. Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, there is a very earnest inquiry abroad 
in the country as to the reasons why agriculture has not held its own 

t in the general advancementand prosperity of ourcountry. Theobject 

of this amendment which I have offered is in answer to that inquiry. 

It is known, sir, that all of the efforts which have been made to com- 

pensate farmers for the increased prices which they have been compelled 

to pay for the protection and benefit of manufacturers have, in a great 

measure, proved a failure, and there is no pretense that the inequality 

in the wages which they are compelled to pay over that which is paid 

by their rivals in production has been equalized, nor in any way has 

the attempt been made toequalize it. This amendment is an attempt 
to remedy that evil. It may properly be called an import rebate. 

It is necessary, in order to comprehend the meaning of my amend- 
ment, to look for a moment at what we do and have done for years and 
years for the manufacturing interestsand for the other great industrial 
interests of the country. 
ae In the first place, we give tothe manufacturers whatis called a home 

1m market, almost the exclusive use of the home market, a market com- 

Aug posed of 64,000,000 of the richest people in this world, and we protect 

he the manufacturers in that market by high duties, and even by pro- 

i hibitory duties. We give the manufacturers free raw material; or, 

; where we do not do so directly, we give them compensatory duties, 
which are equivalent to free raw material. From time to time we in- 
crease these duties which have been imposed for their protection. 

Whenever they demand it, we obediently and obsequiously give them 

their demand, and in the very language which they suggest. 

Whenever they produce a surplus which more than supplies the home 
market we give them, for the purpose of aiding them to obtain afooting 
in the markets of the world, a rebate of the duties on all the imported ma- 
terials which they use in articles which are intended for export. Not 
Re only do we do that, but we give them a rebate on any foreign article 
which is used in wrapping and enveloping the product which they in- 
tend to export. Ifthey buy a bottle from abroad which is empty and 
fill it with any kind of concoction or decoction and ship it abroad we 
give them a rebate of the duty upon the bottle. It they buya tin can 
and fill it with any kind of manufactured or prepared article and ship 
it abroad we give them a rebate of the duty upon the can. At the 
same time, if they use in the manufacture of an article intended for 
export any domestic article upon which an internal tax has been im- 
posed, we refund the internal tax to them. Havingdone all that and 
enabled them to hold the market by prohibitory duties, when they un- 
dertake to ship any of their surplus products abroad we subsidize ships 
to carry their articles to a foreign market. 

For the encouragement of the building of ships, on the other hand, 
we give free raw material, both for building and repairing, and then 
we have voted subsidies and bounties to the owners of the ships for 
sailing them after they have been built. For the fishermen and the 
meat-packers of the country we give arebate of the bounties on thesalt 
which they use in the product which they are to ship abroad. Even 
to the producers of whisky and tobacco when shipped abroad we give 
a rebate, or we refund all of the internal tax that has been paid upon 
ia those articles, 

Now the farmer can avail himself of none of these things excep} in 
: the export of unmanulactured tobacco. He manufactures nothing, of 
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, course, and he imports nothing for the purpose of oe it, and 
ey therefore he can come in for none of these benefits. He gets no free 
b 


raw material in his. business. On the contrary, every tool that he 
uses is taxed, every chain and piece of harness, every pound of ee 
i | used in every one of his wagons, carts, or barrows, every 

and every nail that holds the shoe on the foot, every pound of salt with 
which he keeps his cattle alive, every pound of wire with which he 
aad | makes his fence, even his garden seeds and his fruits, and 
if vines are all heavily taxed, to say nothing of his supplies, 
“oo are taxed in common with others. 


uence of this has heen naturally that the tarmer has fallen 
It does not matter what a Senator says here and there about 
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the prosperity of the farmers of their States. There can be no doubt, 
and we know there is no doubt, that the prosperity of the farmer, be it 
ever so much or ever so little, is far behind hisshare of the general pros- 
perity in comparison with the other industries of the country. 

Now, it devolves upon you Senators who are the authors of this leg- 
islation either to repair the injury done the farmer by this policy which 
has been pursued for twenty-tive years or to justify it by showing that 
there has been no wrong, no inequality, no preference given by law to 
one clars over and at the expense of the other. I say there has been a 
wrong, a great wrong, a shameful wrong done to the agriculturai classes 
by this legislation. 

Mr. President, we are all familiar with the argument used in sup- 
port of protection, because we hear it every day, even by Senators who 
are somewhat ashamed to assert it openly and stand upon it boldly, yet 
bring it in by a kind of a side-wind, that we have had a protective tariff 
for, lo, these many years, and we have flourished ; ergo we have flour- 

ished ‘because of the protective tariff! It is called the post hoc, ergo 
propter hoc argument. I want to read what the great English divine, 
wit, and philosopher, Sydney Smith, said upon that subject in his ad- 
dress to the electors of Taunton, in speaking of certain abuses in the old 
borough system, which were justified precisely as the tariff is here jus- 
tified, by saying that England had flourished, and had had this system 
all the time, therefore she had flourished because of thatsystem. Here 
is the reply that that great Englishman made to it: 

There pens, oui. to live near my parsonage a laboring man, of very 
superior ae and understandi Ts; an who has 
made such good use of thatsuperiority tha: 
in life) a very considerable sum of money,and if his existence is extended t 
the common period he will die rich. It happens, however, that he is oe Tiong 
has heen) troubled with violent stomachic pains, for which’ he has hi 


tained no relief, and which really are the bane and torment of his life. on. if 
my excellent laborer were to send for a physician and to consult him respect- 


ing this malady, would it not be very singular language if our doctor were to 
-~ to him, “ My good friend, you surely will not be so rash as to attempt to get 
Have you not grown rich with these pains 


rid of these pains — stomach? 
in your stomach’? Have you not risen under them from poverty to prosperity? 
Has not your situation,since you were first attacked, been improving every 
year? You surely will ‘not he -* foolish and so ind as to part with the 
pains in your stomach.”’ hat would be the answer of the rustic to this 
nonsensical monition? “ Mousler of rhubarb !”’. he would say, ‘‘ I am not rich in 
consequence of the pains in my stomach, but in spite of the painsin my stomach; 
and I should have been ten times richer and fifty times happier if I had never 
had any pains in my stomach at all.” 

[ Laughter. ] 

That is the post hoc, ergo propter hoc argument. We have had a pro- 
tective tariff here for many years, growing higher like this man’s pains, 
and because by the genius and industry of our people and the fertility of 
our soil and the beneficence of our climate and the goodness of God we 
have got along, it is all because we have taxed-ourselves, from a slute- 
pencil and a tin-eup to a $100 suit of clothes. 

Mr. President, if the post hoc, ergo propter hoc argument is good to 
prove the efficacy of protection, if it suffices to account for the great 

rosperity of the manufacturing classes and a portion of our people, is 
it not equally good to account for the calamities that have overtaken 
the farmer? If you can say that under the one manufactures have 
flourished, then are we not entitled to say that under protection agri- 
culture has declined? The manufacturer builds mansions and orna- 
ments them with a great deal of free art, and counts his dividends 
which are piling up in the bank; the farmer patches the roof of his old 
house with taxed shingles and taxed nails, and serapes the earth and 
skimps his family to raise the money to pay the interest on his mort- 
gage. That is the difference between the two. 

Now, if protection has made the wealth of one, as it undoubtedly 
has, who can deny, according to any logic, that it has made the poverty 
of the other? The manufacturer’s prices are fixed by law on his own 
demand and in his own terms, and competition from abroad is warned 
off by an act of Congress, while competition at home is prevented by 
combinations and trusts. The farmer's prices at home and abroad ace 
fixed by the world’s competition. He buysin the dearest market and 
sells in the cheapest; whereas the manufacturer sells in the dearest 
market and buys in the cheapest. The difference is the farmer’s loss, 
a dead loss, a loss which he can not shift on to any one else. 

As to what that difference is there is a difference of opinion, some 
maintaining that it is one thingand some that it isanother. I will not 
weary the Senate by a repetition here of the difference between the 
New York prices of a long list of articles and the prices abroad where 
they are manufactured, but simply content myself with saying that 
that difference is caused by one selling in the dearest market and buy- 
ing in the cheapest, and the other the reverse. That difference has 
sufficed to enrich one class of men almost beyond the dreams of avarice 
and to impoverish the other. When the home market is supplied, the 
manufacturer ships his surplus abroad and sells it cheaper there than 
he dees at home; and that is justified both on the floor of the Senate, 
when it is not denied, and elsewhere. 

I hold in eee Economist. I know nothing ot 
T only know from what I have just 
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tic purchaser, but even to his pecuniary advantage; that is to say, he 
shows here how it is to my advantage to pay more for what I have to 
buy than the foreigner does who buys the same article. 

It would be unfair to say that our manufacturers should never make any dif- 
ference between export and home prices, for it ie evident they could afford to 
sell a surplus for export, even without profit, if they could get from the home 
market « living price, and by increasing production, which the foreign sales 
would permit, would reduce the cost of output. The home consumer is then 
interested in our manufacturers having a foreign outlet for their goods 

That is, he is interested in the manufacturers having such a demand 
for their surplus abroad as enables them to keep up the prices at home. 
The American, from which it quotes, which is another protection paper, 
says as follows: 

It is in manufacturing as in railroading. Production up to a certain point 
must contribute to the payment of all charges. After that point is reached, any 
additional business which will pay more than the cost of labor and the wear of 
the plant can be taken with profit, and taken not unfairly to those who pay for 
the other kind of business, if it be of a different kind and do not subject them 
to unfair competition. On any other principle a railroad could carry dry goods, 
but not lumber. If we offered the World a small fraction of a cent per copy 
above cost for 109,000 copies in excess of its usual issue and satisfied it that we | 
would so dispose of these copies by exportation as not to spoil its home mar- 
ket, it would embrace the offer eagerly, although it might be ruinous to sell its 
whole issue atthat price. Nor would it admit that it was acting unfairly by its 
regular customers at home in making the bargain. 

There we have the bold statement made that the whole cost of any 
given amount of production must be borne by the home consumer, and 
that, alter he is supplied, from the profit made upon the home market | 
the manufacturer is justified in sending abroad the surplus and selling 
it for anything he can get, no odds how low it is, and weare told that itis 
absolutely for the benefit of the home market! How is it when the 
farmer’s home market is supplied? It so happens that he can only 
sell in the foreign market when he has a surplus, and he can only sell | 
as he will bwy, and he can not buy because of the tariff. He can not | 
afford to give away one-half of his product by selling in the foreign | 
market, we will say, wheat at a dollar a bushel, and taking in exchange 
for that articles of which he has tosurrender one-half when he gets to 
the American port. 

Therefore, as he can only sell as he can buy, when he can not buy 
he can not sell, and the consequence is that the surpius is on his hands 
to lower constantly everything he sells in the home market; and when 
he even can not sell at the reduced home prices he can burn his corn 
in his stove, as is being done all the time in the West. His market is 
thus constantly narrowing, and the tendency of his prices is constantly 
downward. This year’ssurplus, probably, of which I have seen some 
estimates—I do not pretend to be accurate about this, for estimates of ag- 
ricultural products yet ungathered or unharvested, of course, are more 
or less necessarily a guess; but I have seen it stated that there were 
probably in this year’s supply 160,000,000 bushels of surplus wheat, 
a surplus of 500,000,000 bushels of oats and corn, and 5,000,000 bales 
of cotton. Now, what is'to become of‘that? If the growers can not | 
find a market abroad, what is to become of it? It is either to rot on 
the hands of the farmers or else it is to be sold for whatever it will | 
bring in a glutted market, for it can not go abroad unless the goods for 
which it is to be exchanged can be brought in. 

Mr. President, I want to read another extract from James G. Blaine, 
in a report which I have of a recent speech made at Waterville, Me., 
and which is very pertinent to this question I am discussing. 

In regard to national questions— 

He says— 

I wish to declare the opinion that the United States has reached the poin 

where one of its highest duties is to enlarge the area of its foreign trade. Under 
the beneficent policy of protection we have developed a volume of manufact- 
ures which in many departments has overrun the demands of the home market. 
In the field of agriculture, with the immense propulsion given it by agricult- 
ura! implements, we can do far more than to produce breadstuffs and provisions 
for our own peopie. Nor would it be an ambitious destiny for so great a coun- 


try as ours to manufacture only what we can consume or to produce only what 
we can eat. 


I commend that especially to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY ]. 

We are already, in many fabrics and in many products, far beyond that, and 
our great demand is expansion. I mean expansion of trade with countries 
where we can find profitable exchanges. We are not seeking annexation of 
territory. Certainly we do not desire it, unless it should come by the volition 
of peoples who might ask the priceless boon of a place under the flag of the 
Union. I feel sure that for a long time to come the people of the United States 
will be wisely content with our present area, and not launch upon any schemes 
of annexation. At the same time, I think we should be unwisely content if we 
did not seek to engage in what the younger Pitt so well termed “the annexa- 


tion of trade.”’ 

That policy, Mr. President, would give relief to the farmer; but what 
is the relief proposed here? ‘‘ You grow too much cotton and wheat; 
stop it,’’ says the venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morricr]. 
“Build a high wall against foreign trade, and live among ourselves, 
and fifty years afterwards we will come out fat and happy,’’ says the | 
Senator from Connectieut [Mr. HAwiey]. Anythingand everything | 
is said to the farmer éxcept to help him sell his surplus abroad. His | 
duty, he is told, is simply to supply his own country and to do no more. 
If his fields produce more, it is his fault, and he must not be saved by | 
selling it abroad. Under this system the farmer wastes both at the | 
spigot and the spile. 

Youhave heard, Mr. President, no doubt, of the old saying of ‘‘ wast- | 
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stimulus is applied and the farme: idu 
tries are deemed desirable and the best « \ not 
| spring up naturally and must havea y stim ad 
| the farmer foots the bill. Ifit isd lad l fore 
| trade, instead of trying to ship that surplus of grain and wheat which 
begging to go abroad, and those great stacks of meat which are begging 
to go to the hungry mouths that clamor for it, and that corn which 


uel, instead of shipping tha 


they scrape and rake everywhere, by rebates and drawbacks and sub 
sidies and what not, to get a few manufactures abroad in order that 
they may be sold to foreign paupers at cheaper rates than they are sold 


| to our own people at home—if there is any 


the bill. 


loss, again the farmer foots 


Mr. President, if this thing continues without redress I can see but 
one resource, and that is for the farmers of America to take the thing 
in their own hands, or rather in their own feet, and foot the men who 
keep this iniquity upon them out of their seats in this Congress. 

This amendment is intended and will operate directly in the way of 
redressing to a very great extent this grievance under which the agri 


cultural classes have suffered 


t is the simplest, s 


eediest, and most 


effective remedy I can devise, short of a repeal of the tariff iniquities 


of which there seems no present hope. 


In the first place, it would 


equalize the wages which the farmer has to pay for labor with th 
wages which his rivals all over the world pay for labor. 


There has been no pretense of doing th 


is heretofore. The great ar 


gument in support of protection has been the difference in wages be 


tween this country and the old countries. 
is absolutely necessary in order to maiz 


country that we should keep this tarifi 


| higher. But_nobody has ever made any 


can remember, to the difference between 


We have been told that it 
itain the high wages of this 
up and make it higher and 
reference whatsoever, that I 
the wages which the farmer 


in this country has to pay and the wages which are paid all over the 
world in the production of his rival products. I venture to say th 
the wages which the farmers of America pay their hands are as mucl 
greater than the wages which are paid for the production of cotto: 
and wheat and meatin other portions of the world as the wages which 
the American manufacturer pays are greater than the wages which th 
European manufacturer pays. 





Cherefore, I say that this amendment would tend to equalize the 
wages which the American farmer pays with the wages which are paid 


| to those who produce rival products. It would increase largely the ex 


port of his products and the demand for then It would reduce the 
cost of his necessary supplies to the extent of the rebate of the im 
port duties which are herein proposed. It would reduce the taxation 
of the people and it would increase revenue. It would increase the 
value of all farming lands in the United States and would give anim 
petus to all agricultural interests whatsoever. Groups of small farme: 
could combine to ship their cotton, wheat, or whatever product they 
had, abroad, and on the bill of !ading they could realize a premium 
instead of borrowing at 80 per ceat. of its face value, as is proposed { 
a bill which wasintroduced for their benefit here some time ago. Tha 
bill of lading would be worth more than gold by the difference in th 
duty on a cargo purchased by it and a cargo purchased with gold 
There is no question of its constitutionality, no question of it 





f its pra 
ticability, there can be no question of its justi 

Out of $845, 293,828 worth of exports which went abroad from « 
country in 1890, $629,7#5,917 worth were products of agriculture alone 
leaving for mining, forest, manufactures, fisheries, and all the othe: 


industries only $215,507,000. Now, as agriculture pays 52 per cent 
duty on $488,644,000 of dutiable merchandise and as it pays its full 
share and more of the enhanced protected prices on at least five tim: 
that amount of the domestic articles, all for the benefit of manufact 
ures, why not allow these farmers this advantage from the sale of thei 
own products? I challenge the production of a single principle of jt 
tice that forbids it. I challenge the production of a single suggestion 
of bad policy that would prevent it. 

We gave the manufacturers, I have said, a market of 64,000,000 peo- 
ple by bigh protective duties, and we have aided them in every con 
ceivable and possible way to conquer the foreign market. Now, why 
not permit the farmer with his own products to win all of the foreign 
markets that he can by his own unaided competition, simply by with 
holding a part only of the bounty which is extended to manufactures ? 
This provision for his benefit requires nothing to be taken from the 
Treasury. On the contrary, it will put more money in the Treasury 
than the present tariff bill. It only requires that you should withhold 
that much for him. ; 
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It is useless to deceive him or to try to deceive him any longer with 
protective duties on eggs and split beans and cabbage heads and dried 
apples, Itis useless to bait him any longer with free fiddle-strings, 
skeletons, acorns, salted guts, nutmegs,and Zante currants, Tempting 
as this bait is, the farmer prefers to have cheap ties for his cotton and 
twine for the sheaves of plenty which he reaps from the earth, cheap 
trace-chains to pull his plow and fence-wire to inclose his fields, cheap 
blankets, cheap bagging for his cotton, cheap tinware for his household, 
and cheap window-glass for his house. 

Look over that free-list, Mr. President, and no impartial mind ean 
see a single ,solitary article which is largely imported of any particu- 
lar benefit to the farmer in his business. He will see every one of 
them either for the benefit of the rich or for the benefit of the manu- 
facturer. That is not right, sir; it is not just, sir; it is almost, I was 
going to say, impiety itself to thus oppress men who, as the instru- 
ments of the Almighty, answer for us the prayer He taught us to 
utter: ‘‘ Give us this day our daily bread.’’ 

[ Applause in the galleries. } 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I believe the county of Buncombe 
is still in the State of North Carolina. I have some observations to 
submit on this qnestion, that has been so instructively discussed by 
my friend from North Carolina, but it is rather late, and I accordingly 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator desire to retain the floor in the 
morning? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad at some convenient time—I do 
not wish to interfere with anybody else—to say a few words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourne until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 3, 1890, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 2, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CurHBERT, 
». D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER ITALIA, 


Mr. COGSWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (8. 4213) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Italia. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Italia, wrecked on Watling’s 
Island, and purchased and owned wholly by American citizens and repaired 
by American workmen, to be registered as a vessel of the United States upon 
the completion of said repairs. 

Seo, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said vessel, steam-boiler, 
steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the 
register and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and appurte- 
nances were not constructed pursuant tothe laws of the United States, aad wane 


* not constructed of iron stamped pursuant of said laws; and the tests to be ap- 


plied in the inspection of said boilers, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will be 
the same in all respects as to cone and safety as are required in the inspec- 
tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save the 
fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed pur- 
suant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are of un- 
stamped iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if 
said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength 
and safety. 


There being uo objection, the bill wasconsidered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. COGSWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill (H. R. 11088) 
of the same title will be laid upon the table. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE BCEUF RIVER, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BOATNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges 
across Beeuf River, Louisiana. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the New Orleans, Natchez, and Fort Scott Railway 
Company, or its suecessors, a corporation created and existing under the laws 
of the State of Louisiana, be and is hereby authorized to construct and main- 
tain a bridge ard approaches thereto over Beeuf Kiver at or near to the “cut 
off” north of Rayville, in Richland Parish, on a line to Oak Ridge, in More- 
house Parish, in the State of Louisiana; said bridge shall beconstructed to pro- 
vide for the of railway trains, and, at the option of the corporation 
which it is built. may be w for the passage of wagons and vehicles of a 
kinds, transit of animals, and for foot-pacsengers, for reasonable rates of toll, 
to be fixed by said company and approved by the Secretary of War. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


cr 


SEPTEMBER 2, 





Sec. 2. That the New Orleans, Natchez and Fort Scott Railway Company, or 
its successors as aforesaid, is hereby also authorized to construct and maintain 
abridge and a thereto over Boeuf River, on the eastern line of Cald- 
well Parish and neara line from Winnsboro, in Franklin Parish, to Cuba, in 
Caldwell Parish, or to Monroe, in Ouachita Parish, on the Ouachita River. 
Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, 
and, at the option of the corporation by which it is built, may be used for the 
passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, for foot- 
passengers, for reasonable rates of toll to be fixed by said company and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 3. That the two bridges built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be lawful structures, and shall be recognized and known as post-routes, 
and shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States ; 
that no higher charges shall be made for the transmission over the same of the 
mail, troops, and munitions of war of the United States, or for through railway 
passengers or freight passing over said bridges, than the rate per mile for their 
transmission over the railroads leading to said bridges; and equal privileges in 
the use of the said bridges shall be granted to all telegraph companies, and the 
United States shall have the right of way across the said bridges for postal-tele- 
graph purposes: that the said bridges shal! be constructed either by draw, 
span, or otherwise, sothata free and unobstructed passage-way may be secured 
to all water craft navigating said river at the points aforesaid: Provid)d, That 
if the said bridges authorized to be constructed under this act shall be con- 
structed as draw-bridges, the draws shall be opened promptly upon reasonable 
signals for the passage of boats or vessels; an said corporation shall maintain, 
at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals on the 
said bridges as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

Sec. 4. That the bridges authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that 
object the said compauy or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval, designs and drawings of the said bridges, 
and a map of the location of each, giving the topography of the banks of the 
river, the shore-lines at high and low water, and the direction and strength of 
the current at different stages, the location of any other bridge or bridges within 
i mile thereof, and such further information as may be required for a satisfac- 
tory understanding of the subject; and said bridges shall not be constructed 
until the plan and location is approved by the Secretary of War. All litigation 
which shall be had in regard to the said bridges shall be in the circuit court of 
the United States in whose jurisdiction the said bridges are located. 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and any alterations or changes that may be uired by the Secre- 
tary of War in the bridges constructed under this act shall made by the cor- 

ation owning or controlling the same, at its own expense. Furthermore, 
if the construction of the said bridges shall not be completed within two years 
after the passage of this act all the privileges conferred hereby, and this act, 
shall become null and void. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 


ACCOUNTS OF THE LATE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Select Committee to Investigate the Accounts 
of the Late Sergeant-at-Arms, reported, as a substitute for House bill 
No. 1, a bill (H. R, 11928) defining certain duties of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the House of Representatives, and for other purposes (Report 
No. 3038); which, by unanimous consent, was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the committee. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire now tocall up, in behalf of the 
Committee on Elections, the contested-election case or investigation of 
Clayton vs. Breckinridge, of which we gave notice that it would be 
called up on yesterday, but was passed over on account of suspension 
day. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if he would not yield for me to make a conference report on the 
river and harbor bill, 

Mr. LACEY. Iam willing that the gentleman should make the re- 
port and have it printed. I think there ought te be no objection to 
that. 

The SPEAKER. 
printed and lie over. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. What I wanted to do, Mr. Speaker, 
was to consider the report at this time. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think it ought to be printed and lie over. 

Mr. LACEY. I can not yield to allow the report to be considered. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair was misinformed, and thought the gen- 
tleman from Illinois simply desired to have the report printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then I give notice that I will call 
it up to-morrow morning. I ask now that it be printed. 

Mr. LACEY. That is a different thing. 

The SPEAKER. That will bedetermined when the question is pre- 
sented in the morning. 

The reportof the conference committee and the accompanying state- 
ment are as follows: 


In the absence of objection the report will be 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the Sores ves of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) making ations for 
the construction, repair, and of certain public work onrivers and 
harbors, and for other having met, after full and free conference have 
to recommend and do recommend to their ve Houses as follows : 

nate recede from its amendments num 26, 82, 34, 44, 48, 49,51, 
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181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 183, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200 
203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 211, 212, 215, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 221, 223, 224, 225 
228, 229, 230, 231, 232, 235, 236, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
**$40,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered7: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the words “this money” in said amendment and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “said twenty thousand dollars; " so that the 
proviso shall read: “ Provided, That no expenditure of said $20,000 shall be made 
until the draws in the Arsenal-street and Market-street bridges shall be made 
to conform to the projected channel without cost to the United States; ’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disegreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $75,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $120,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendinent numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree tu the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert *‘ $30,000; "’ also after 
the word “ Point” insert a comma and the word “‘Connecticut;’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 19,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘ $100,000; '’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 27,and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the words “four hundred thousand doliars"’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: * two hundred thousand dollars: Provided, 
That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War tor the work re- 
quired for the improvement of the Delaware Rivey between the cities of Phil- 
adeiphia, Pa., and Camden, N. J., according to the plan reported by the Board 
of Engineers aud transmitted to Congress April 7, 1888, and printed as House 
Executive Document No. 260, Fiitieth Congress, first session, or such modifica- 
tions thereof as may be determined upon by the Secretary of War: Provided, 
That the cost of the improvement shall not be thereby increased, to be paid for 
as appropriations may from time to time be made by law;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That thc House recede from its disagreement to 

he amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out ‘' $500,000," and in lieu thereof insert the 
following: ‘* $340,000: Provided, Thatsuch contracts as may be desirable may be 
entered into by the Secretary of War for the completion of the existing project, 
or any part of same, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be 
mad by law;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment oi the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ** $370,000;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagrement to 
the amendmentofthe Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with anamend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘* $35,000;" 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 38, and agree to thé same withan amend- 
ment as follows: In iieu of the sum propostd, insert ‘‘ $20,000; "’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after the word “into"’ and before the word 
* for,’ in the third line of said amendment, the words ‘by the Secretary of 
War;" and the Senate agree to the same. c 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
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and the Senate | 
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tow; nor shall they be required to be opened at any s other t! \ 
10 o'clock in the forenoon and 5 o'clo n the alternoc 

And the Senate agree to the saine 

Amendment numbered 78: Thatt Iiouse 1 ad i disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate ed to san with a 
amendment as follows: In lieu of t s r $4.5, 00K and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74 ~ » its i el 
the amendment of the Sen i i ag tf 
amendment as follows: In e matter | pos » be sty 
said amendment, insert the fo 

That whenever the proceedings me ed \ ai 
the Monongahela Navigation Company, a { t A ed wi I 
laws of Pennsylvania, to condemn lo and d a N a par 
the improvement in water communication in ‘I al ert ve 
Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania and a point at « ar Morgat 
the State of West Virginia, shall be finally determined id the { i States 
shall have acquired the title tosaid lock anddam No ind its ap enance 
the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and direct o negotia 
for and purchase, at a cost not to exceed $162,000, lock and dam No. 6 and i 
appurtenances ofthe Monongahela Navigation Com pany,alsoconstituting a part 
of said improvement, and the sum of $/62,000, or so much thereof as may be 
nece~sary, is hereby appr. priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for consummating said purchase, the same to b i 
on the warrant of the Secretary of War upon full and absolute conveyance to 
the United States of the said lock and dam No. 6 and its appurtenan of th 
said Monongahela Navigation Company. 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede fri a disacreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and rree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following 

In the event of the inability of the Secretary of War to make voluntary pu 
chase of said lock and dam No. 6 and its appurtenances for said sum of $162.00 
or a less sum, then the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
institute and carry to completion proceedings for the condemnation of said k 
and dam No.6 and its appurtenances, said conde on proceedings to be a 
prescribed and regulated by the provisions of the general railroad law of Pe 
sylvania, approved February 19, 1849, and its supplements, except that the United 
States shall not be required to give any bond, and except that jurisdict 
said proceedings is hereby given to the circuit « rt of the United St 





the western district of Pennsylvania, with right of appeal by either part; 























Supreme Court of the United States: Provided, That in estimating the sum tot 
paid by the United States the franchise of said corporation to collect tolls sha 
not be considered or estimated; and the sum of $5.000, or so much thereof as ma 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury rt 
otherwise appropriated, to pay the necessary costs of said condemnation pro- 
ceedings; and upon final judgment being entered the i ft Secretary of Wat 
is hereby authorized and direc’ ed to draw hi« warrant on e Treasury forthe 
am tof said judgment and costs, and said amount for e payment thereof 
is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherw ap 
propriated And when said lock and dam No. 6and its appurtenances shall 
have been acquired by the United States, whe her by purchase or co { 
tion, the Secretary of War shall take charge thereof, and the sanre shall there 
after be subject to the provisions of section 4 of an act entitled ** An act ma 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public work on rivers and harbors, and er purposes,” approved J 
1884, 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagree 
the amendment of the Sens numbered 80,and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘‘ $240,001 tl 
Senate agree to the sime. 
Amendment numbered 81: That the Ho ecede from its disagreeme 
the amendment of the Senate 1 ihered Sl, and ag to the same t 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed sert ** $20,001 and 
| Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 85 That the House receds rom its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words “three hundred and forty thou 
sand dollars’ where they occur in said amendment and substitute therefor the 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed, insert the follow- | 


ing: “ Continuing improvement, $50,000, of which $8,7v0 may,in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War, be expended in dredging and deepening the channel of 
Grand River from its mouth to the new docks on the west side of the same: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert at theend of said amendment the words “ or by 
Congress; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. F 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insertafter the words “ Secretary of War,”’ where they 
occur in said amendment, the words “said right to be always revocable by him 
or by Congress ;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

An.endment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘* $40,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an 
amendment asfollows: Inlieu of the sum proposed, insert “ $25,000;"" and the 
Sen«te agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘‘$165,000;" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede tromits disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following: 

“Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improvement, $250,000: 
and the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing said 
Harlem River to be replaced by other bridges at the expense of the owners thereof 
as soon as the necexsary legislation, if auy such legislation be necessary, sliall 
have enabled the change in grade to the approaches of said bridges thus required 
to be made, the owners of said bridges being allowed a reasonable time in which 
to complete the work necessary for said approaches; said bridges shall leave a 
clear space between the under sides thereof and the high water of spring-tides 
of 24 feet, and shall ae gronnaee with draw-spans and draws of the width and 
length to be determined by the Secretary of War, and shal! in all respects coin- 
ply with this law and conform to the requirements of the Secretary of War 

ided, That the Secretary of War shall prescribe the times and regulations 
for the opening and operating of the draws in said bridges, but said draws shall 
not be opened except for vessels propelled by steam with or without vessels in 








words “‘ three hundred thousand dollars and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 88%: That the House recede n its disagreement to 
the amendmentofthe Senate numbered 88, and agree toth« une with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert * $170,000 and the Senat« 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede f disagreem 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ** $170,000 andt 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede fi 1 its disagre nt 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert *‘ $180,000 dthe 
Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House re 1 its disagree it 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: Substitute for the sum proposed, ** $475,000 und tt 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 113: That the Hous« ce f ts disagre uM to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered |! d ag to the s vith an 
amendment as follows: Insertafter the word ‘‘into’’ and beforethe word “for 
in the fourth line of said amendment, the words ‘by Secretary of Wax 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House re« 1 its disagreen t 
the amendment of the Senate numbered [/4, and agree > the same 
amendment as follows: Insert after the word “ into i before the word 
in the fourth line of said amendment, the rds 5 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede fron 4 diss . ) 
the amendment of the Senate num: ered 124, and agree to the same \ 1 an 
amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum proposed 200 00s and at 
the end of said amendment strike out the period, insert olo ladd th 
tollowing Provided, That the amount expended from such sum for work at 

| the harbors aforesaid shall notexceed $600,000 and the amount expended atthe 
head of the Atchafalayaand the mouth of Red River for the rectification there 
pursuant to the plan heretofore adopted, including keeping open a navigat 
channel! through the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi Ri 
shall not excerd $250,000, Also insert, after the word “surveys,” in 
of said amendmer the words “including the survey from the Head 
Passes to the headwaters of the river ;"" and the Senate acree to the sam< 

Amendment numbered 138: Tha: the House recede from ita disagreement t 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with t 

| ments as follows: In lieuof the words “ nine hundred thousand f 
they occur in suid amendment, insert “$800,000.” Strike out ‘ is ** te 
Sioux City, inclusive,” in lines 6 and 7 of said amendment, e word 
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“him,” and before the colon in line 8 of said amendment, insert the words “in 


reaches to be de -signated by them; " and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 139: That the House soueae teen from ote disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with an 


amendmentas follows: In lieu of thesum proposed, insert “$300,000; and the 
Se mute agree to the same. 

“mendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 140, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, rt $435,000; ” andthe 


Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 141: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered M41, and no the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, in rt “$475,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “* $70,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed and in lieu thereof in- 
sert the following additional sections, to be numbered sections 6, 7, 8,9, 10,11: 

“Seo. 6, That it shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, 
suffer, or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from or out of 
any ship, vessel, lighter, barge, boat, oro ercraft, or from the shore, pier, wharf, 
furnace nan ufacturing establishments, or mills of any kind whatever, any bal- 
last, stone, slate, gravel,ecarth, rabbish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sa’ sawdust. s! 
cinders, ashes, refuse, or other waste of any kind, into any port, road, 
harbor, baven, nav igable river, or navigable waters of the United States which 
shall tend to impede or obstruct navigation, or to deposit or place or cause, suf- 
fer. or procure to be deposited or placed any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, 
rubbish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, or other waste in any place or situ- 
ation on the bank of any navigable waters where the same shall be liable to be 
washed into such navigable waters, either by ordinary or high tides, or by 
storms or floods, or otherwise, whereby navigation shall or may be impeded or 
obstrneted: Provided, That nothing hercin contained shail extend or be con- 
strved to extend to the casting out, unlading, or throwing out of any ship or ves- 
sel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, any stones, rocks, bricks, lime, or other 
materials used, or to be used, in or toward the building, repairing, or keeping 
in repair any*quay, pier, wharf, weir, bridge, building, or other work lawfully 
erected ur to be erected on the banks or sides of any port, harbor, haven, chan- 
nel, or navigable river, or to the casting out, unlading, or depositing of any ma- 
terin] exeavated for the im provement of navigable waters, into such Sao and 
in such manner as may be deemed by the United States cer supervising said 
improvement most judicious and practicable apd for the best interests of such 
im rovements, or to prevent the depositing of any substance above mentioned 
under a permit from the Secretary of War, which he is hereby authorized to 
grant, in any place designatetl by him where navigation will not be obstructed 
thereby, 

“sec. 7, That it shall not be lawful to build any wharf, pier, dolphin, boom, 
dam, we sir, breakwater, bulk-head, jetty, or structure of any kind outside es- 
tablished harbor-lines, or in any navigable waters of the United States where 
no harbor-lines are or may be established, without the permission of the Sec- 
retary of War in any port, roadstead, haven, harbor, navigable river, or other 
waters of the United States, in such manner as shall obstruct or impair navi- 
gation, commerce, or anchorage of said waters, and it shall not be lawful here- 
after to commence the construction of any bridge, bridge draw, bridge piers 
and abutments, causeway, or other works over or in any road, roadstead, 
haven, barbor, navigable river or anraaee waters of the United States: 
under any act of the Legislative Assemb] any State, —— the location and 
plan of such bri or other works have et submitted to and approved by 
the Secretary of War, or to excavate or fill, or in any manner to alter or modify 
the course, location, condition, or capacit of the channel = — on 
water of the U wg tery — ap ave and aut 
of War: Provided, That this section not any pride, 
bridge piers and abutments the construction rer ion es bridge, bridge draw, 
authorized by law, or be so construed as to authorize a construction of any 
bridge, draw- bridge, bridge piers and abutments, or other works, under an act 
of the Legisiatare of any State over or in any stream, port, roadstead, haven or 
harbor - other navigable water not wholly *yithin the limits of such State. 

** Sno. 8. That all wrecks of vessels and other obstructions to the navigation 
of any port, roadstead, harbor, or navigable river, or other navigable waters of 
the United States, which may bave been the aoe or 
the parties by whom they were caused to remain to the of commerce and 
navigation for a longer period than two months, shal) be subject to be broken 
up and removed by the Secretary of War, without liability for any damage to 
“ oon 8 Th "7 shail : t be lawful fo: to tak 

“See. 0. Thatits no aw r any person or persons @ posses- 
sion of or make use for any exclusive purpose, or build alter, men 
stroy, injure, obstruct, or in any other manner ‘impair the Iness of an 
wall, bulk-head jetty, dike. levee, wharf, pier, SS hited 
States in whole or in part, for th © preservation and ee oe 
navigable waters, or to prevent floods, or as boundary marks, tide gauges, sur- 
veying stations, Sears. or other established marks, nor = for ballast or 
other purposes any stone or other material composing such 

—_ 10 That the cen - an ae. not aitirmatively author —_ an 
by law, to the nav e capacity of any waters, in respect e Un 
States has jurisdict on, is hereby prohibited. ‘The ‘Thecontinuance of any such ob- 
struction, exce bridges, piers, docks, and ee and similar structures 
erected for b whether heretofore or hereafter created, shall constitute 
an offense, and week's continnance of any such obstruction shal! be 
deemed a separate offense. Every person and corporation which shall 
be guilty ot creating or aa any such unlawful obstruction in this act 
mentioned, or who shall violate rovisions of the last four sec- 
tions of this act,shall be deemed ty of am 
thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $5,000, or 
(in the case of a natural ) not exceeding one year, or by euch pa 
ishments, in the discretion of the court. The creating or onions Say any 
unlawful obstruction in this act mentioned may Be Sa 
tion may be caused to be removed by the injunction of cient onda 
cising jurisdiction in any district in Wuioh euch such obstruction may be 
or may exist; and prope: * peccemege in equity to this end may be instituted 
under the direction of the a neral of the United — 

“Src. ll, That itsha’ u uty of officersand agents having supervision, 
on the part of the pe men States, a os in Sate Oana = 
end iniprevement of «aid na waters, 
States collectors of customs and other aon ee 
of this act by giving information to the district ae the States 
for the district in which any violation of oar peeves this act shall have 
been committed: Provided, "That the of this act shall not apply to 
Torch Lake, Houghton County, M 


Amendment numbered 160: That +4 a pw from its disagreement to 


, and on con a 


the amendment of the Senate numbered to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the “ye ‘and insert in Hen thereof the 
figure “12,” so as to read “ Sec. 12; the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 164: That the House 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 164, 
amendment as follows : Pea " 
figure “13,” so.as to read * * Seo, 13;" the Senate 

Amendment nambered That the House 


165: 
the amendment of the Senate n 
amendment, as follows: Strike 
the figure “14,” so as to read *‘ Sec. 14;” 
Amendment numbered 166: That the 


if 
a 
erie 
telah 
cane 
pigs 


Amendmen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, agree to 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure “11” and insert in lieuthereof the 
figure “16,” so as to read ‘‘Sec. 16;"" and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 169: That the House recede its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 169, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure ‘‘12”’ and insert in lieu thereo! 
the figure “17,” so as to read “‘Sec. 17;” oa the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 178: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate anes 178, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ Melbourne” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Titusville ;” and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 180: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 180, and agree to the same with an 
ci — : one Add at the end of the amendment proposed the fo!- 

wing 

“St. Augustine: For improvement of channel so as to make a deep-sea channc! 
over the outer and inne hm 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 210: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 210, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ Champlain's” in said amend- 
——— and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘ Champlin’s;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 220: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 220, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the amendment proposed the fol 
lowing pa ph: 

“ Newport Harbor, south of Goat Island, with a view to the removal of the 
spit at the south end ‘of the island.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 222: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter pro to be striken 
out the word “ Waco,” so that the provision will read * zos River from its 
mouth to Waco;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 234: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 234, and agree to the same with an 

t as follows: Strike out the figure 13” and tneort in lieu ~ageed 


amendment 
the figure “18,” so asto read *‘Sec. 18;" and the Senate to the sam 
’ a J. ENDERSON, 


H. GROSVENO 
NEWTON ©. BLANCHARD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. P. FRYE, 


J. N. DOLPH, 
M, W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES, 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the d ing 


votes of the two Houses on the is of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9486) 
known as the “river and harbor bill,” submit the following statement : 
The Senate amendments to the bill were two hundred and thirty-six in nun- 


ber. 
Of these, ninety-three were merely verbal amendments, in the sense that 
they neither increased nor a aggregate of the bill; forty-seven 


were orders of survey added b the Senate; twenty-four were reductions in 
amounts as allowed by the as it 1 the House, and seventy-two were 
increases in amounts as fixed by the to the bill. 

Ene Wi on pees eee od the sums of $19,048,445. 


As agreed upon in conference it aggregates $24,981,295, being a net increase o! 
increase consists, principally, er alana 
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Senate amendments 127, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, and 134, striking out separate ap- 
propriations for the Mississippi River, from the Head of the Passes to the mouth 
of the Ohio River, for survey of the river for harbors, and forthe head of the At- 
chafalaya and the mouth of Red River, for the rectification thereof; and the 
Senate amendment 128, making an om ee ofa luwpsum of $3,500,000 for 
improving the river from the F eadof the to the mouth of the Ohio River, 
for surveys for harbors named in said amendment, and for the head of the At- 
chafalaya, and the mouth of the Red River, were all to, with an amend- 
ment reducing the appropriation from $3,500,000 to $3,200,000; and providing 
that not exceeding 000 shall be expended for the harbors named in said 
amendment, and not exceeding $250,000 for the rectification of the head of the 
Atchafalayaand the mouth of Red River. ; nz 

Senate amendment 137, striking out the provision making an appropriation 
for the Missouri River, was to, and amendment 138, appropriating $900,- 
000 for the improvement of the river from its month to Sioux City, was agreed 
to with an amendment reducing the amount to $800,000, and providing that the 
improvements shall be made from the mouth of the river up in such reaches as 
shall be determined upon. : 

Senate amendment No. 110, authorizing the Secretary of War to grant leases 
or licenses for the use of the water-powers on the Green and Barren Rivers, in 
the State of Kentucky, was agreed to. 

Amendments 89, 113, and 114, make appropriations for Galveston Harbor, 
Texas; St. Mary's River, and Hay Lake Channel, Michigan, as already stated, 
and provide thet the Secretary of War may make contracts for materials and 
labor in carryingon these great works, to be paid for as appropriations may, 
from time to time, be made by law. 

Amendments 27 and 30, forthe improvement of the harbors at Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, as agreed upon, also authorize the Secretary of War to make 
contracts for labor and materials in carrying on these improvements, to be paid 
for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law. 

Section 4 of the bill, relating to the steps to be taken to cause the alteration of 
bridges obstructing navigable water ways of the United States, was amended 
by the Senate so asto require that the parties interested should have reasonable 
opportunity to be heard prior to issuance by the Secretary of Warof notice for 
the alteration of such bridges, and also so as to require that the Secretary of 
War shall specify the changesto be made in giving notice of alteration. _ 

Section 5 of the bill, which prescribes penalties for refusal to make alterations 
in bridges after notice by the Secretary of War, was amended by the Senate by 
striking out the imprisonment clause, and reducing the fine from not exceeding 
$10,000 to not exceeding $5,000. The amendments of the Senate to the bridge 
sections of the bill were concurred in. They modify or make more lenient the 
terms of the law, and do not, in our opinion, impair its efficacy, : 

The Senate added a new section (section 6), on the subject of obstructions 

laced or continued in navigable waters of the United States. The House con- 
oe agreed to this with an amendment which embodies in the bill sub- 
stantially the provisions of the bill H. R. 394, reported favorably to the House by 


the Committee on Rivers and Harbors February 26, 1890, and which is, in effect, | 


the Senate bill numbered, 88, which the Senate at the present session, 
and which was likewise reported favorably to the House by substitute by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The last river and harbor bill to become a law was that of August 11, 1888, and 
covered appropriations for the fiscal year ended June 30,1539. Twoyears have 
elapsed without a river and harbor bill. The present bill therefore really 
carrics appropriations for two years, and is only about $12.490,000 for each year. 

THOS. J. HENDERSON, 
‘NEWTON C. BLANCHARD, 
Managers'on the part of the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea. 

The message also announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company 
to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River, 
and to legalize the bridge already constructed at the city ot Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri; and 


A bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. Norton. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, CLAYTON VS. BRECKINRIDGE. 


Mr. LACEY. It has been agreed upon, Mr. Speaker, between the 
majority and the minority members of the Elections Committee that 
the time for the discussion of this case is to be controlled by the two 
parts of the committee on the floor of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. That is agreeable. 

Mr. LACEY. No limit has been fixed as totime; but it is believed 
that the discussion will not consume any considefakje time, in view of 
the importance of the case. It is thought that further along ia the 
discussion we can agree upon some limit. If not, I shall, afterreason- 
able debate, ask the previous question. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Coopzr]. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this case comes into this House 
under a resolution adopted by the House in March last, which in sub- 
stance directed the House to investigate the contested-election éase of 
Clayton vs. Breckinridge, to take testimony as to the election 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
House is in such disorder that the gentleman can not be heard. Let 
us have better order. 

The SPEAKER Will the House please be in order? Will gen- 
tlemen have the kindness to cease conversation and take their seats ? 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio (continuing). To take testimony in regard 





to the election and the events arising therefrom and relating thereto. | is another matter. 


All this has been done, and I propose briefly to call the attention ot 
the House thereto. But before I proceed I desire to call the attention 
of the House, and particularly of the gentlemen of the minority of the 
committee, to what I regard as almost of a personal character, if not 
&@ matter of personal privilege. I hold in my hand what purports to 
be the report of the minority of the committee in this case, signed by 
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all minority of the committee, extracts from which were given to 
the Associated Press and by it sent broadcast throughout the coun- 
try. It seems to be chiefly an assault upon the majority of the com- 
mittee, in which such choice language as this is used, speaking of the 
majority of the committee: ‘‘ Discourtesy, unfairness, neglect of duty, 
unjustifiable artifices, bad faith, suppression of testimony,’’ etc., have 
marked their course. _ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not stand here to dignify this assault by re- 
plying to it nor by challenging the truth of the statements there made. 

Mr. CANNON. [rise to a question of order. {am unable even at 
this distance to hear what the gentleman is saying. I think there 
ought to be order in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cooper] will 
please suspend. The Chair desires to call the attention of the House 
to the disorder which exists upon the floor. The conversation amor 


y 


members renders it impossible for the gentleman from Ohio to be heard 
by members who desire to hear him, and unless the conversation ceases 
it will be impossible for the House to go on with its business. Order 
can only be maintained by each member refraining from conversation 
[A pause.] The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I had said, Mr. Speaker, that I did not 
propose to dignify this assault by replying to it, nor by disputing the 
statements and charges contained in this minority report. { only de- 
sire to call the attention of my colleagues upon the committee, upon 
the other side of the House, to this language which they published 
over their signatures and sent out to the country. I have only to say 
that I am willing to be judged, as a member of this committee, by the 
record which I have made in my four years’ service thereon, during 
which time the criticisms to which I have been subjected hav 
been charges of lack of independence on my part. During that t 
these gentlemen and myself have sustained the most cordial relations. 
I have ever entertained and expressed confidence in their integrity and 
great respect for their ability, and I have believed, and thought I had 
reason to believe, that they entertained no mean opinion of me. 

Tam unpleasantly surprised by this assauit, especially so as tothe course 
ot my neighbor and colleague upon the committee and personal friend, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ournwaitre]. Hewill remember, as I 
well remember, that when in the last House the present distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Elections [Mr. Rowe] and myself felt 
called upon by our sense of duty, our understanding of the law and the 
testimony in an important case which attracted widespread attention 
throughout the Republic, to differ with the rest of our Republican col 
leagues upon the committee, and with most of our Republican col- 
leagues in the House, we were subjected to the bitter and ferocious 
criticism of a great portion of the Republican press of the country, by 
which we were notified that the party had no longer use for us. and 
that when our then present term expired we could ignominously retire 
to the shades of private life. It was then that my distingushed friend 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE] came forward, took me by the hand, and congrat- 
ulated me upon thestand which I had taken and my independence in 
rising above party tie and behest, stating that he was especially per- 
sonally pleased, as he said he expected himself, in the quasi-judicial 
position of amember of the Committee on Elections, to rise above party 
ties. I regret that since that day I have waited in vain for that rising 
on the part of my friend, and now marvel if his efforts at rising have 
culminated in this assault contained in this report. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if my friend will permit me just there, 
I can say perhaps what the gentleman from Ohio himself [Mr. Ourn- 
WAITE] would not wish to say, that he was not present at any time 
during the consideration of that report, and I venture to say never 
saw it until it appeared in print. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. But his name appears signed to it. 

Mr. CRISP. I merely state the fact that I believe to be true. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. May I ask if my distinguished friend 
signed this report? 

Mr. CRISP. I will say to the gentleman that that which he has 
read from does not contain the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Elections as finally presented tothe House. He possibly reads from 
a proof-slip—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
tell us whose views it does represent ? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman will excuse me 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. The views of the minority of the Committee on Elec- 
tions are before the House in printed form and any gentleman may see 
them for himself, and if they-— 

Mr. DALZELL. But not as originally filed. 

Mr.CRISP. If there be some proof-slip that some gentleman has 
obtained surreptitiously or otherwise from the Printing Office, that 
The views of the minority appear in the document 
which all gentlemen have before them—— 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, I assume from the language of my distin 
guished friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] that the views which now 
appear in the minority report arethe views of the minority of the com- 
mittee, not only upon this contest, but also of the majority of the com- 
mittee as well. 


y 


no 








9560 


Bat, Mr. Speaker, I submit to these honorable men, and they ‘‘are 
all honorable men,’’ whether when a paper of this kind that has been 
filed and printed and given out to the press, and by that means to the 
public, and all the damage that coald thereby be done to their col- 
leagues on the committee, it is a sufficient amende honorable to file an 
amended report omitting these offensive charges, and with that sug- 
gestion I will leave that branch of the question to my friends, the 
minority of the committee. 

Mr. BERGEN, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? In commenting upon this you used the term ‘‘ facts.”’ 

Mr, COOPER, of Ohio. ‘* Charges’’ I should have said, 

Mr. BERGEN, They allege that these statements are true. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. It is not necessary to make an answer to 
that. No man believes the charges true. We all well know that our 
genial friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Matsui], who is alleged to have 
made his report, would spurn such an inquiry, and that he never wrote 
or signed such a report, and would scorn to do so, and the question is 
who did inspire and pen these charges. 

But to proceed, Mr. Speaker, in 1888 there was in the State of Ar- 
kansas widespread discontent at the Bourbon management and control, 
which seemed to be an inheritance from the defunct Confederacy, and 
whose political campaigns seemed to consist in incessantly waving the 
Southern bloody shirt and a repetition of the alleged history of the 
State during the transition days of the reconstruction period. 

Many progressive and enterprising men, who were not Republicans, 
when they contrasted the magnificent natural resources of that State 
and its splendid possibilities with the progress it had really made, 
thought those in control had better be at something else than vaporing 
about the alleged mismanagement of twenty years before. They 
thonght that it would be wiser and better to improve the present and 
by legislation and management invite an invasion of friendly capital and 
labor to fill that State, develop its wealth, and give to the State that 
proud position in the Republic to which it was of right entitled. 

These men united under various names with the Republicans, and 
swept the Second Congressional district of Arkansas in September by 
more than 3,000 majority, in spite of the ill-disgaised frauds of which 
samples may be found in Howard Township, Conway County, where an 
unquestioned Republican majority of nearly 500 was by the Democratic 
judges changed to a Democratic majority of 76, and in Old River Town- 
ship, in Arkansas County, where, alter the Democratic beard had counted 
out and ascertained and announced a majority opposed to the Demo- 
crats of 315 votes, and one of the Democratic judges had started to the 
county seat with the ballots, poll-books, and ballot-box, he was, as he 
said, met in the woods and set upon by three masked men, who by force 
tuok from him the ballots, ballot-box, and poll-books, which, of course, 
were never returned, and the vote was changed so that the Democratic 
ticket in that county was thereby elected. 

As the Democratic managers feared that the presence of Federal 
supervisors at the polls might at least to some extent interfere with the 
success of these practices in November, and as John M. Clayton, the 
Republican candidate for Congress, was known to be an able and ex- 
perienced campaigner, and was a man of very great personal popularity, 
respected and honored by all, the Bourbon leaders became frightened, 
and Major Breckinridge, who was conducting an educational campaign 
in the State of New York, delivering political homilies from the deck 
of a canal-boat as it madly tossed in the raging waters of the Erie 
Canal, was called home to enter personally into the canvass, which con- 
tinually increased in excitement and interest. 

Especial attention was directed to Conway Gounty on account of the 
number of election outrages in that county before, so that not only was 
Mr. Clayton very anxious, but Major Breckinridge felt called u to 
admonish his partisan friends that they must be more discreet tn the 
future than they had been in the past. Hestates that hedid this because 
he understood that his friends had been indulging in some “‘ horse 
play’ there. I learned the definition of these words, “‘ horse play,”’ 
while listening to the narrative of one of the participants, Dr. White, 
whose name will be mentioned frequently, who told with great glee 
how when he entered the election room one of the judges rose up to pro- 
test against his interference and thereupon he promptly knocked that 
judge down, and kicked over one of the lamps, and thereupon the colored 
judye became so frightened that he ran and jumped through the win- 
dow, carrying the sash with him, and was alterwards seen two miles 
away still ranning with the window-sash around his neck. [ Laughter. } 
That is “ horse play ’’ down there. 

Colonel Clayton was of course anxious to employ all proper means to 
secure a fair and honest, quiet election tnere, and in that line he re- 
quested Hon, M. W. Benjamin, a respectable, intelligent white citizen 
of Little Rock, to go to Morrillton, the county seat of Conway, in his 
interest, and we read in this morning’s dispatches in the 
concerning this place. The day before the November on Mr. Ben- 
jamin went-there to confer with the Republicans upon the situation at 
that place and to endeavor to secure a fair election the next day. His 
coming was known by the partisans of Mr. Breckinridge, and upon his 
arrival at the depot at Morrillton he was met by a mob, set upon, 
knocked down, kicked, and beaten with fists and s and finall 
with some sort of an instrument a leaden bullet was shot into his head, 
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which, althongh it did not enter his skull, had to be extracted by a 
surgeon. He was permitted to return home to his tamily on the next 
train, and there, after a few weeks’ suffering, he died—one of the vic- 
tims of this method of holding elections. 

On the morning of the election day Mr. Shelby, the sheriff of Con- 
way County in November by virtue of the frauds and forgeries and 
crimes of September, finding his soul fired with a noble determination 
to prevent a repetition of the methods by which he himseif held his 
oflice, appointed some twelve or fifteen dashing young Democrats of 
Morrillton as deputy sheriffs and sent them 7 miles away to Piummer- 
ville, Howard Township, to preserve the . 

Upon the arrival of this posse at Plummerville the two regularly ap- 
pointed Republican judges were on some pretext deposed, and an elec- 
tion board composed entirely of Democratic judges and clerks appointed 
in their stead, and when the two Republican judges, who had been un- 
lawfally driven from the polls where it was their lawful right and duty 
to preside quietly and peacefully, went to another room and there pro- 
posed to open the polls and receive the vote of their fellow-citizens, as 
was their lawful right, they were by Sheriff Shelby’s peace-preserving 
deputies promptly arrested and taken away upon the charge that they 
were ‘‘ disturbing the election.”’ 

The election proceeded under the entire control of the Democratic 
officers, subject only tothe right of the Republican supervisor, Wahl, 
an intelligent white man, to sit by and see what was done in and about 
the ballot-box, which he did the live-long day so vigilantly that there 
was no possibility of changing the ballots or stufling the box, and as 
it was known that be was determined to be present at the count that 
night, there was butsmall prospect ot success in the line of false count- 
ing or fraudulent returns, so some other device must be adopted. When 
the polls closed that night 697 votes had been polled, of which it was 
known by all that the Republicans had received a very large majority. 

The Democratic election officers separated for supper. They man- 
aged never to get together again. One of the judges, a Mr. Hervey, 
took the ballot-box with him, closely followed by the faithfal super- 
visor Wahl. After some delay at supper and still further delay after- 
wards, when Wahl and Hervey returned with the ballot-box they found 
one of the Democratic judges and a clerk present. The others never 
returned, Afteralittledelay it suddenly occurred to Judge Hervey that 
more light was needed, and he pro to go out for another lamp 
and take the ballot-box with him, but Wahl so earnestly protested 
against his taking the box that Hervey left it and went away and came 
back no more. After further delay the Democratic clerk suggested 
that as there was an insufficient supply of stationery he would go out 
and get more. He wentand returned not. Altera little while a man, 
at the time identified as Oliver Bentley (then and now a deputy sherift 
of Conway County), whose name has figured with unpleasant flavor in 
the dispatches from Arkansas within the last few days, appeared at the 
door and inquired if the count had begun. Upon being answered in 
the negative he retired, and presently four white men with masks 
upon their faces entered the room where Wahl and the Democratic 
judge were, and by threats and force obtained possession of the ballots, 
ballot-box, and poll-books and tuok them away, since when they have 
never been h of, except through the testimony of one of Shelby’s 
deputies, a Mr. Taylor, who swears that he saw them in possession of 
some of hiscolleaguedeputieson their way back to Morrillton that night. 

Of the 697 ballots which had been cast, uncontradicted testimony 
proves that at least 560 were Republican. 

In White River Township, Woodruff County, the judges returned 
254 votes, of which they gave to Breckinridge 210 and to Clayton 44. 
Now, by the law of Arkansas, it is provided and required that when a 
voter hands his ballot to the judge, before the ballot is placed in the 
box the name of the voter must be written upon the poll-book, the 
number of his ticket attached to his name, and the same number writ- 
ten upon the ticket, so that in the absence of frand an examination ot 
the poll-books afid ballots would show just how every man voted. 
But in this case 62 voters who, by the poll-books and ballots, as counted 
and returned by the Democratic board, appeared to have voted for 
Breckinridge, came forward and testified upon oath that they did not 
vote the ballots which had been numbered for them, that they did not 
vote for Breckinridge, but, on the contrary, did vote for Clayton. In 
addition to these, 46 others whose names appear upon the poll-books 
testified that they voted for Clayton; making his vote at that poll 108 
instead of 44. 

In Cotton Plant Township the same methods seem to have prevailed. 
The judges in this Republican district returned 318 votes, of which 
they gave Breckinridge 186 and kindly allowed Clayton 132. But 46 
men, who by the poll-books and ballots appeared to have voted for 
Breckinridge, that they did not vote the tickets attributed to 
them, and that they did not vote for Breckinridge at all, but did vote 
for Clayton, and that therefore, by some improper or criminal method. 
the tickets which they voted for Clayton must have been changed and 
tickets for Breckinridge put in the box and counted in their stead. In 
addition thereto the testimony shows that 157 other lawful votes were 
cast for Clayton at this precinct, including those cast by 30 duly quali- 
fied voters whose votes, although received by the judges, were never put 
in the box nor their names placed on the poll-books. 
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In Riverside Township, Woodruff County, the same practices appear | side 196, making a total loss of 691, while Mr. Clayton's vote is in- 
to have been adopted. There were returned in this precinct 197 votes creased in White River Township by 62, in Cotton Plant 73, in Augusta 
for Breckinridge and 59 for Clayton, but according to the testimony 18, and in Riverside 31, making the majority of Mr. Clayton 464, say- 
of the voters whose names appeared upon the books and who did vote, ing nothing about the vote in Freeman Township, where 83 men testified 
at least 29 of the men who were returned as having voted for Breckin- | that they endeavored to vote the Republican ticket; and, giving to Mr. 
ridge voted for Clayton, their tickets having been changed after they | Breckinridge the full vote in Dansby’s precinct of Prairie Township and 
handed them to the judges. Therefore, as 61 others swear that they | all the votes to which he can by any rule of law be entitled or claim—— 





voted for Clayton, and there is no doubt that they did, Clayton’s vote Mr. CRISP. May I ask thegentleman from Ohio whether he draws 
there was at least 90 instead of 59, as returned. any distinction as to the application of the principle o! law he has just 
In Augusta the same methods were adopted, of making men who | stated between a case where there are parties and a case where there 
voted for Clayton appear to vote for Breckinridge by the judge chang- | are no parties; for instance, between a statutory contest and a case 
ing their tickets and putting others in the box in their stead. There, | where acommittec is specifically instructed to inquire who was elected ? 
where there were but 34 votes returned for Clayton, he actually re- Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I have not done so in this case, nor do I 
ceived at least 52. understand that it could make any difference, for there is no proof at 
In Freeman Township there was no pretense of an election, for the | all, these returns being set aside, of any vote having been cast for Mr. 
reason that the Democratic sheriff, whose duty it was to provide bal- Breckinridge in these precincts. I have not made the distinction to 
lot-boxes and poll-hooks, sent the ba! lot-box with the poll-books locked | which the gentleman alludes. 
up, while he kept the key safely in his own pocket 20 miles away. Mr. CRISP. Under the ordinary practice, was it not the duty of 
The Republican supervisor, who was anxious to have the election pro- | the committee to find ont what votes were cast ? 
ceed, was kindly informed that if he would break the lock ot the box, | Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. The gentleman can discuss the question in 
the election could go on; but as he was also advised that breaking the | his own time. I do know that the Democratic supreme court of the 





lock would be a penitentiary offense, he declined to make the venture. | State of Arkansas in a recent decision in a conteste !-election case did 
The consequence was that there was no election held in that precinct | hold that where the returns from a precinct are false the entire vote of 
at all; and the sanctity of the ballot-box was so strictly observed there | the precinct should besetaside. Idonot understand that to be settled 
that no ballot was put into the box. “Eighty-three Republican voters | Jaw; but if it was accepted and applied to this case it would only re- 
in this township made all the effort they reasonably could to vote the | duce Mr. Clayton’s majority, still leaving him elected. 
Republican ticket, but of course were unable todo so. How many Now, as to the contest, it appears that John M. Clayton, dissatisfied 
Democrats were thus prevented from voting does not appear, but it | with the methods of the election and the result as returned by the 
does appear that very few Democrats were near the polls there on that | judges of the election, believing he had been fairly elected,determined 
day—perhaps tor the reason that they under-tood that the polls would | to contest the election and expose these methods in the presence of the 
not be opened. House of Representatives and of the American people. He accord 
In Prairie Township, Cleveland County, all the officers were Demo- ingly gave notice of contest; and soon afterward criminal prosecutions 
crats except the supervisor, whose presence appears to have been | were commenced in the Federal courts against the parties alleged to 
offensive to Mr. Breckinridge’s partisans, and especially to Mr. | have been guilty of these election outrages in Conway, Woodruff, and 
Dansby, who notified the Republican supervisor the day before the | Cleveland Counties. The most important of these cases was the pros- 
election not to appear at the polls upon penalty of death. Then Mr. | ecution against the two Bentleys, Reed, Wells, and others for the steal- 
Dansby appeared in the vicinity of the polls on election day armed with | ing of the ballot-box at Plummerville. These prosecutions seemed 
two shotguns and a knife. He notified the Republican supervisor to | alike to terrify and enrage the parties charged,especially when detect- 
leave the pol's or he would kill him. He swaggeringly proclaimed | ives began the work of investigation and when it became known that 
(heing intoxicated) that nobody should vote there who did not vote | George Bentley was negotiating for his own personal safety upon the 
for Cleveland; and as a further inducement for the departure of the | condition of confessing and giving the details of the crime and the 
Republican supervisor he produced what purported to be a te'egram | names of the criminals. Therefore, a portion of the residue, under 
signed by John M. Clayton announcing that he had withdrawn from the leadership of Oliver Bentley, began negotiations with Clayton and 








the race for Congress. He coatinued his threats and violence, tearing | his friends with a view to an adjustment of the contest on the basis 
Republican tickets from the hands of those who held them, etc., until | that if the prosecutions were discontinued, the rewards which had been 
neifher the Republican supervisor nor other Republicans dare be present | offered recalled, and the detectives dismissed, Clayton should have 
at the counting of the votes. credit in his contest tor the 500 majority he claimed in Howard Town- 
Of course an election thus conducted was satisfactory to Mr. Dansby | ship, Conway County. And then these men, to deter George Bentley 
and his friends. But for this day’s work this. Dansby was tried and | from his purpose of confession, as well as all other persons who might 
convicted in a Federal court and fined by a Federal judge, and Mr. | be disposed todoso, announced that the penalty of such conduct would 
Breckinridge proved his fidelity to a valuable friend and his appre- | be death. 
ciation of his services by promptly coming forward and assisting in In the mean while Supervisor Wah], happening to be in the classic 
paying Dansby’s fine. village of Plummerville one winter night, accepted a kind invitation 
A Member. Is there evidence of that? | to play cards with three prominent Democrats of the town, this man 
Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Oh yes; Mr. Breckinridge himself says so; | Dr. White being one of the party. It so happened that the game pro- 
and he kindly informed us that he did so becarse Dansby was a | gressed in a room the door of which was partly of glass, and while en- 
young man and an orphan. And as the testimony shows that Dansby | gayed in playing, a murderons bullet came crashing through the glass 
was only thirty-odd years of age, it is to be hoped that when he arrives | door and entered Wahl’s neck, or rather the lower part of his head, 
at years of maturity he will remember and repay Mr. Breckinridge | inflicting an exceedingly painful and dangerous wound. It will be re- 
for the money so kindly advanced him in the tender years of his or- | membered that this was while these prosecutions were still pending in 
phan youth. [Laughter. } which Wahl was an indispensable witness for the prosecution. 
Mr. DALZELL. He has a wife and children. | Afterwards, and while George Bentley was still proposing to tell all 
Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Oh, yes; he isa married man. I do not | he knew of the conduct of this election as a condition of his personal 
know at what age a man down there ceases tobe anorphan. [Laugh- | sufety, it so happened that one day he and his brother, Oliver Bentley, 
ter. ] were engaged in the examination of a new revolver, which, although 
No other testimony was taken or investigation had as to any other | of a pattern regarded as especially tree from any danger of accidental 
precinct in this district. But can any fair-minded man reasonably | discharge, widely advertised and prized on that account, yet, while 
doubt that this election, which proves to be a festering corruption | this weapon was in the hands of Oliver Bentley, in some mysterious 
wherever probed, would have continued to show thesame condition if | way it was accidentally discharged, and the bullet entered the neck of 
the probing process had been further pursued ? George, who fell at the feet of Oliver, and shortly afterwards died. 
But what does the testimony show as to which of these twocandidates | Oliver Bentiey claimed that the shot was accidental. It may have been 
was elected? It is conceded that the returns before the governor, upon | accidental, but the public could not readily forget that George Pentley 
which he made his certificate to Mr. Breckinridge and upon which Mr. | then and there met the terrible fate with which he had been threat- 
Breckinridge had a majority of 846, did not embrace asiugle one of the | ened, and the man who was disposed to do as George Bentley had pro- 
votes cast at Plummerville in Howard Township, where as I have said | posed to do, that is, to confess these crimes, could read in George Bent- 
the testimony proves clearly that Mr. Clayton had at least 435 majority, | ley’s blood the possibility of death by accidental shooting. 
thus reducing Mr. Breckinridge’s alleged majority to 411. George Bentley being dead and Wahl wounded, Oliver Bentley con- 
Bat, I submit, can any man reasonably doubt from the testimony to | tinued his negotiations for adjustment on the basis I have already 
which I have referred that the returns from White River, Cotton Plant, | named, and Clayton, always desirous of peace, favored it, and at one 
Augusta, and Riverside are so hopelessly false that no reliance can be | time it was believed to have been consummated, and one of Clayton's 
thereon; that they do not represent the true vote there? And | friends who had been active in bringing it about was congratulated for 
80, then, according to the uniform and long-standing rules of this | having thereby saved John Clayton’s life. Unfortunately, he did not 
House and the decisions of the courts in analogous cases, the returns | save it long. For when it became known that Oliver Bentley could not 
must be set aside and each party remitted to proof as to the votes he | make a binding agreement on the part of Mr. Breckinridge as to the 
actually received. By this rule Mr. Breckinridge will lose in White | Plnmmerville vote and that Mr. Clayton could not control the crimi- 
River Township 210 votes, in Cotton Plant 186, in Augusta 94, in River- | nal prosecittions against the violators of the law, the attempt at ad- 
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justment was abandoned, and Clayton began to take testimony at 
Plummerville. 

John Clayton went to Plummerville with many misgivings. His 
friends entreated him tg remain away, admonishing him that they had 
good reason to believe that by going there he im his life, and life 
at that time was especially dear to John Clayton, as by the then recent 
death of his wife his children had no one to look to but himself for 
guidance, protection, andsupport. But he felt it aduty which he owed 
to himself and his friends, who had voted for and, as he believed, 
elected him, and a duty he owed to the country which had been wronged 
in this manner, to pursue the contest to a final conclusion. Some one 
must go to Plummerville for him, and John Clayton was not a man to 
shrink from going where duty called him; nor was he a man to send 
another to brave a danger which he himself did not dare to face. More- 
over, he encouraged himself against the fear of personal danger by the 
fact and consciousness that he had not a personal enemy on the face of 
the earth or « personal difference with any man. 

But when he proceeded to take the testimony signs of danger became 
apparent. He was refused admission to the rooms in the village hotel 
which had been engaged for him, and could only find shelter in an out- 
of-the-way old house in the outskirts of the village, and soon so many 
ominous threats filled the air that the man who had accompanied him 
to assist in taking the testimony became so frightened that he aban- 
doned Clayton and left the county, stating at the time that he believed 
he would be killed if be remained. Finally, on the nightof thefourth 
day of the investigation in Plummerville, while John Clayton, who 
had been engaged in speaking in fond and loving words of his bereaved 
children, was in the act of sitting down to write to them a letter, he 
received in his neck a load of buckshot which nearly severed his head 
from his body. He fell to the floor dead and lay there in his bed of blood 
the livelong night. 

The news of this assassination was flashed over the country and was 
answered, as we all remember, by a cvy of indi thorror. For al- 
though our people are not, alas, wholly untamiliar with political mur- 
ders, there was something about this matter so cruel, so inexcusable, 
that the people could not repress their indignation at the murderers— 
for there was manifestly more than one—nor their sympathy with the 
gallant victim and his family. But in that feeling the people of Plum- 
merville did not seem to participate. 

W. H. Clayton testifies—and I see my friend over there has quoted 
what some other gentlemen outside of Plummerville did, but I am 
speaking of the people of Plummerville—W. H. Clayton, the twin 
brother of John, testifies that when, upon the next day after the murder, 
he went to Plummerville upon the sad errand of taking his brother’s 
dead body home to his weeping children, no white man, woman, or 
child in Plummerville came to him, met him, took him by the hand, 
orinany way tendered him the slightest ee orassistance. The 
coffin which he had brought with him from Little Rock was borne by 
a few faithful black friends from the depot up the streets of 
Plummerville to the old house where John Clayton been compelled 
to find shelter, and although William H. Clayton remained theremany | gence 
weary hours, while the body of his brother was being prepared for the 
coffin and before the returning train came by, his grief was not invaded 
by any citizen of Plummerville. 

And when a man came to that house upon business, who William 
Hi. Clayton had reason to believe was a Mason, he ooweny Thar ory 
officer of that order, he inquired of the visitor whether he bel 
the fraternity; and upon the man answering in the affirmative, Clay. 
ton cried out, ‘‘ Do you know that my murdered brother, who lies in 
yonder room, was a Mason? ”’ The man answered, “Yes, I know he was 
grand master of the State of Arkansas.’’ “Then,” asked Clayton, 
‘* why should he and I have been so used here? Why has no man or 
woman lent me or tendered me any assistance ? y have I been 
shunned andavoided?’’ And his brother Mason answered meekly, ‘‘I 
ean only speak for myself. I was afraid to come for fear that I myself | j, 
would be killed.’’ And having thus answered the brother Mason de- 
— And when, in the s of that decliningNovember day, the 

y of John Clayton, borne upon the shoulders of his faithful black 
friends, was taken through the silent streets of Plummerville, his twin 
brother, walking behind alone with bowed head and stricken heart, 
formed the funeral procession. 

Afterward, however, in response to a general outery, large rewards 
were oflered ‘py the State for the arrest and convictiou of the murderer. 
The surviving brothers of Clayton spent thousands of dollars of their 
own money iv the payment of Pinkertons and ovber detectives, in the 
vain labor of attempting to ferret the murderers out. And Governor 
Eagle, if I remember the testimony, also spent upon behalf of the State 
of Arkansas, the sum of $65 in the same effort. 

I shall not delay the House by any discussion of the murder of the 
negro detective Smith, which has been put into the record. It seems 
that this man was acting as a detective in investigating a 
murder, during which he was killed in an affray by a 
poaate were Republican; an affray the origin of Seabdenceged 

y the testimony, nor does it appear whether the murder grew out of 
the Clayton assassination or not. 

Mr. Speaker, from the facts I have stated and others given in our re- 


port we find that John M. on san Se een Repeeatatire 
from the Second district of and if alive he 
would to-day be entitled to the seat in which Mr. Breckinridge has 
so long sat while his opponent has slept in a bloody grave. We also 
find that his murder was a political assassination in the sense that it 
directly grew out of and arose from the political methods which ha 
been adopted in that district. In this, sir, we but echo the almost 
unanimous sentiment of almost all parties in that region, including 
such prominent Democratic journals as the Arkansas Democrat, the 
Arkansas Gazette, the St. Louis Republic, the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, 
as well as the opinion of the Democratic overnor of Arkansas and the 
Democratic judge of Conway County. | call attention to these pul- 
lications. The Arkansas Democrat, i ished at Little Rock, said: 

The cold-blooded assassination at Plummerv ile on Tuesday night isthe fruit 
of ballot-box robbery. The story is a short one and it may do some good to re- 
op it. At the September election there were notorious frauds upon the ballot 

this State in several counties—the worst by fur being perpetrated in this, th« 

tal county, where the safe in the county clerk's was robbed of nine 
ballot-boxes which, if counted, would have elected the entire opposition ticket, 
with the exception of county clerk and udge. This flagrant outrage was fo!- 
lowed by the stealing of a ballot-box in Howard Township, Conway County, a‘ 
the onal in November. This township was known to have 
cast a large majority for the Republican candidate, Hon. John M. Clayton, In 
the invest ion which ‘eee Colonel en went to Plammerville to take 
testimony in the case and was nated in cold blood. It isnot worth whilc 
to snanaiinge over the heart-rending tragedy. 

Mr. BAKER. Is that from a Democratic paper? 

Mr, COOPER, of Ohio. -Yes, sir, a Democratic paper of rankest 
type; and I call especial attention to the statement of ballot-box rol) - 
bery in the State capital, in the very shadow of the State-house itsel/. 

The St. Louis Post-Dispatch, which had a correspondent upon the 
ground, in speaking of the murder, said: 

It will generally be taken as an admission of all that has been charged in the 
way of ballot-box frauds, terrorism, and violence in elections, and mere ex- 
pressions of horror and disapproval will not wash the hands of Arkansas De- 
mocracy of the deed. 

The Arkansas Gazette, another leading Democratic journal, also pub- 
lished in Little Roek, speaking of the Clayton murder, said: 

They did not originally contemplate murder. They sought to influence the 
result of an election by oe Gareenee the contents of a ballot-box. They antici- 
pated the sensation their act invoked. But for this they cared little. Masks 


their faces when —— the crime. , ballot-box stealing 
had become an old, old story; _and there was little in the surroundings to justify 


& fear of detection and punishmen 
In the assassination of John M. Clayton appeared the one chance ofescape, It 
is the first step that counts. taken in November. It foreed the 


step was 
step taken in January, when fear of detection of the lesser crime decreed the 
assassination of the one man whoin their view endangered their personal lib- 


"That is the story. It leaves little to betold. It keene all other theorics 
aside. In factthere is no other theory. burglar murdered the man who 
stood between him and the door, beyond which la saneiiess darkness and 
safety. The men who stole the ballot-box mubabeel John M. Clayton to pre- 
vent detection of the crime of November. 

The St. Leuis Republic, said: 


To one of these (the men who stole the ba!llot-box), all the circumstantial evi- 
dence points as the murderer. 


And the Democratic judge of Conway County,in his charge to the 
grand jury, said: 
There is no man with three sponse above an who does not know that 
assassination 


murder and are the results and will continue to be the results of 
the political methods that have been employed in this country to carry the last 


Governor Eagle, who had charge on behalf of the State of the inves- 
tigation of this murder and the ferreting out of cena, in his 
recent examination before this committee testifies as follows 


As to the other matter of offeri a seuned for the ballot-box x thieves, T want 


to say, as I said then, I sa: oe Se believe, I believed then and I belicve 
now, that the ho stole the in the m 


the men who ballot-box were . | 

will not state that it was done with a view of Cla: out of the House 
peg oy ves, or witha view of Breckinridge 
in; ae eens Sow were conscious, probably, of having committed a crime 
against the law and that there was an in on there, and they 
ee RS Cas OI Se be overtaken tn oxime and be pun 


And finally, in ieee) of the fact that these murderers have not 
i and direct results of the 


eonmniiniaibiia’ slinks away in the sortase, He is without character 
and he is ever oe the law. Notsothe men who 
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for some is but a natural invitation to the evil-disposed to 
violate all laws and trample upon the rights of all men at pleasure. 

These practices and methods are necessarily demoralizing in the ex- 
treme to all classes, to those who inflict and those who endure them. 
The latter are cruelly taught thereby to hate the Constitution as 
a hollow pretense and the law as a mockery, while those who are 
permitted and encouraged to commit these outrages for specific pur- 
poses soon come to spit upon the law and the Constitution and the 
rights of all and become a law unto themselves alone, and dire results 
must sooner or later follow. For, while dashing and reckless young 
men may enjoy the commission of these outrages and older aud wiser 
men may wi ly accept the usufruct thereof for a time, as surely as 
God is just and this is a civilized and enlightened christian land, so 
surely will these methods sooner or later turn again and rend them. 
Sir, these methods tend to disturb the peace, to dry up the very fount- 
ains of law, order, and security, and to paralyze all the impulses of hu- 
manity. 

Therefore it is that the murderers of Benjamin and Clayton and 
Smith to-day walk the land in undisturbed safety. Therefore the 
death of Kentley and the murderous assault upon Wahl have never 
been investigated, although poor Wahl has been duly punished for vio- 
lating the sacred law of Arkansas by playing cards. ‘Therefore it was 
that while there are many good and humane men and women in Plum- 
merville, no one, not even his brother Masons, bound to him by ties 
the sanctity and the closeness of which I can not here speak, dared to 

to poor, dead John Clayton’s body and kindly wipe thedeath damps 

m his honest brow and the blood from his brave bosom. 

Can there be more dangerous conditions? Could there be a greater 
beneficence to this nation, especially to the people where these prac- 
tices prevail, than the ending of these conditions? Is it not the su- 
preme duty of this American Congress at the earliest possible moment 
to enact such laws as will, so far as enforced laws can, terminate these 
methods by removing the inducements thereto? We all know that 
the inducement to crime is either the gratification of passion or the 
hope of the acquisition of profit. The inducement to these crimes is 
the hope thereby of acquiring profit in the form of political position 
and office. Let it beonce fully understood that these methods are not 
profitable, and that thereby no mancan obtain a seat in this House, 
or office in the nation, and these methods will come to a certain and 
suddenend. Mr. Speaker, that day, sooner or later, is sure to come; 
it may come ‘‘ through much tribulation,’’ or it may come in a form 
peaceful and acceptable to all, which may God grant. 

For myself I can say that I hope and believe that in the not distant 
future all men everywhere will marvel that the enormity of these out- 
rages and of their resulting conditions was ever questioned or that an 
apologist for them was ever found. And then we can have lasting 
peace; then will come that long-desired, but long-delayed, baptismal 
wave which will wash out forever all memories of hate and sectional 
bitterness and animosity; then will we indeed be a united people, all 
loving the same flag, obeying the same law, and all respecting the rights 
of our fellow-citizens; then will the surplus of Northern labor and capi- 
tal rush in friendly invasion to the ‘‘Sunny South ” and kindly assist 
its disenthralled sons to make that portion of our land what it should 
aes ony pride and ‘‘fit to be the paradise of man and the 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a word in conclusion in reply to 
the frequent admonitions given by the sitting member against expected 
assaults upon the State of Arkansas and its good people. Sir, I know 
of no one on this side of the House who is disposed to assault the people 
of Arkansas, good or bad. The gentleman himself makes an assault 
7 a great portion of his own constituency to which I will not reply. 
I have certainly none but the most triendly and kindly feeling for the 
good people of Arkansas, some of whom I have known and respected 
and loved for many years, I have fresh and grateful memory of the 
courteous, kind treatment I received at the hands of the good people 
of Arkansas. I honor and respect that le as a brave, generous, 
hospitable people, most of whom deeply deplore the existence of these 
conditions and the employment of these methods of which I have spoken, 
but who, by designing and artful politicians who thereby secure their 
own perpetuation in power, are persuaded to tolerate these things for 
fear that otherwise they might be subjected to negro domination, of 
which, in Arkansas, with its great and rapidly increasing white major- 
ity, there is not the paereee 

All that Arkansas n to enable her to enter upon a career of 
boundless prosperity is the elimination of these conditions and the 
abandonment of these practices. Let it but once be understood that 
in Arkansas all laws are honored and obeyed and all men permitted 
to enjoy their lawful rights, and then that State which I admire; that 
State where mighty rivers flow through broad alluvial bottoms which 
in their richness surpass the famous Delta watered by Egypt’s vaunted 
“river of fatness;’’ that State in whose hills nature has kindly and 
thickly planted, and bat thinly covered, vast and diversified deposits 
of mineral resources waiting for the kindly coming of honest labor and 

mus capital for development, when her hill-sides will be dotted 
blazing furnaces and shops, the ring of whose anvils shall fill the 
echoes with music, and the rising smoke and flame from whose chim- 





neys will be a pillar of cloud by day and a pillar of fire by night lead- 
ing her people in their career of prosperity; that State from whose clifis 
burst forth in copious streams those health-giving and life-renewing 
waters, in the vain search for which the chivalrous Spaniard lost his life, 
will enter upon a career of prosperity at which the world will marvel, 
and for that as the true friend of Arkansas I here plead. [Prolonged 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I can and do very heartily 
join with my friend from Ohio [Mr. Coorrr] in the panegyric he has 
just passed upon the State of Arkansas and upon her people. I believe 
thatif my friend and his Republican coMeagues of the majority of this 
subcommittee had appreciated to the full extent, as he has expressed 
himself to-day, the virtues which pervade the people of that State and 
their real worth this report would have had a different color. I was 
glad to hear him say that there were no better people anywhere than 
are to be found in the State of Arkansas. I know they received him 
and his colleagues with open-handed hospitality. They extended to 
him, as is characteristic of that people and their kinsmen of the South, 
every hospitality and kindness possible to extend to strangers. And 
may I not add, Mr. Speaker, that my friend from Ohio [Mr. Cooper], 
knowing that people as well as he now does, must certainly have come 
with great hesitation to the conclusion which is expressed in the report 
of the majority of the subcommittee. Why, sir, the favorite expression 
to be found in that report is ‘‘ murder;’’ and all the crimes in the 
category of crimes are intimated or charged in this indictment against 
the people of Arkansas, miscalled a report to this body. 

Is there a member within the sound of my voice, is there any gen- 
tleman upon this floor or elsewhere, who for a moment believes that 
Major Breckinridge, or any of the people of Arkansas outside of those 
who committed the crime, ever dreamed that John M. Clayton was 
to be murdered? The impression has been sought to be made 
upon the country that his killing was an organized political murder, 
and that the people of the State of Arkansas have adopted assassina 
tion as a favorite political measure! Does the evidence produced here 
sustain that charge? Does the character of that people authorize it? 
In the inmost consciousness of my friends on the committee, who were 
for more than two weeks with me in Arkansas, is there any real belief 
that outside of the murderers anybody in that State knew in advance ot 
the contemplated assassination of John M. Clayton? And yet, sir, it 
is in this report gravely intimated, though remotely, that the sitting 
member, Major Breckinridge, knew something of it; or, if not, he 
is at least charged solemnly before the country as being an accessory 
after the fact and with profiting by the murder. It is charged that 
had it not been for the deep damnation of the taking off of John 
M. Clayton Major Breckinridge would not occupy the seat he occupies 
to-day. Thesupposed murderers are even spoken of as his friends and 
companions. These law-breakers gentlemen conjure up in their imag- 
inations are spoken of as his consorts in social as well as in political 
life. Is this right or just? 

Is this House a stranger to Clifton R. Breckinridge? Who will 
say the history of this House would be complete without the mention 
ot his name and public services upon this floor? Would the history 
of the country be complete without the story of his illustrious lineage? 
Do the memories of this Capitol hold enshrined a brighter or more 
honorable name than that of his father, the superb, the eloquent, the 
noble ex-Vice-President John C. Breckinridge, of Kentucky? Is there 
anything in the character, public or private, of the son, Clifton R. 
Breckinridge, that would justify the bitterest partisan in charging 
that he would take advantage of foul murder for any personal or po- 
litical consideration? Yet these charges are made, and when, in their 
proper and natural indignation, his friends upon the committee, in 
their report, resent these imputations, our friends upon the other side 
become at once exceedingly sensitive and fall back upon their dignity. 

It occurs to me to remark, that in my judgment, in view of all the 
surroundings, the less said by these gentlemen about reports in this 
matter the better for their names and fame. Their own report was 
sent to the country before it was ever seen by the House. Onrs is no 
report. Why, sir, these are the ‘‘ views of the minority;’’ they are 
only presented, as you know, by courtesy. The merest tyro in parlia- 
mentary law knows quite well that there is no such thing as a minor- 
ity report. By parliamentary courtesy only the minority are allowed 
to present their ‘‘ views;’’ that is all; and if it has a resolution to 
present, different from that submitted by the majority of the commit- 
tee, it is permitted by the rules of parliamentary proceeding to offer it 
with the views. 

Perhaps right here it may be as well to relieve our friends of any 
distress of mind in relation to the grave charges they seem to think 
have been brought against them in the views of the minority. We 
certainly entertain the kindest feelings toward our colleagues of the 
committee, and entertain for each and every one of them the highest 
respect personally. As a matter of fact these ‘‘ views’’ as filed by 
the minority were prepared by and under the supervision of my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. MatsH]. The gentlemen on the 
other side know very well the custom in this respect. The majority, 
after the report is agreed upon, select some one of their number to pre- 
pare the same, which, when convenient, is submitted, and when not 
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convenient all around is not submitted, to the other members of the 
committee, before filing. In this case the views of the minority, pre- 
pared, as | state, by the gentleman trom Pennsylvania, were handed to 
the printer not as solemn records of this House, but for convenience, in 


order to get copies to be passed around among other members of the, 


minority that they might look over them and correct the proof. Will 
any one say that the winority of the committee had no right to correct 
the proof of their own papers? Who is it on this floor, when the copy 
of a report or speech is returned to him from the printer, does not take 
what he has a right to take—-license with it to a certain extent in cor- 
recting the proof? That is the objectof having the matter put in proof. 
‘The person revising the proof is not confined in his revision to the cross- 
ing of a ‘‘t’’ or the dotting of an “i.” 

In this case I ask my friends what authority they had to peer into the 
private affairs of the minority of the committee, to take their incomplete 
views and give them to the world? This wasa private paper until it 
had been corrected and had received the official indorsement of the mi- 
nority of the committee. Copiesof this proof were struck off and given 
to the members of the minority. Yet it seems my friends had no 
qualms of conscience in obtaining surreptitiously or otherwise (and 
I do not care how—they had no right to it) a copy ot an immature 
paper which had been prepared on which to base the preparation of 
the views of the minority, And if in the correction of those sheets 
rough edges were smoothed down and unparliamentary expressions 
made to conform to parliamentary usage and rule, I think we should 
receive the thanks of those gentlemen instead of their condemnation. 

l entertain for my colleagues ou the committee, especially for the 
distinguished gentleman who has just taken his seat, the profoundest 
respect, and I had almost said affectionate regard. 

Mr. LACEY. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr, LACEY. Is it not true that every single word given out to the 
public press in relation to the ‘‘ views of the minority ’’ and published 
in the Associated Press dispatches was cut out in this ‘‘ revision ?’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Ido not know, sir. To tell the trath, 
my friend, I do not know what was given to the press. There was 
no authority on the part of any of the members of the minority to 
have it printed for publication and it was not given to the press with 
their consent. It was, I presume, obtained by the press, as my friend 
from lowa obtained the copy that he gave practically to the press— 
surreptitiously and without authority. 

The gentleman says that alterations were made in the revision and 
that matter was expunged. I will ask the gentleman whether he ob- 
jects to the alterations. Would you prefer [turning to Mr. LAcky] to 
have the “ views of the minority ’’ appear as they appeared in the copy 
which without authority you obtainsd at the printing office before it 
had been finally passed upon by the minority of the committee? Do 
you prefer it in that shape ? 

Mr, LACEY. I certainly do not object to the expunging of those 
unparliamentary parts; surely not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Then you have no objection? 

Mr. LACEY. I compliment the committee, not on writing it and 
giving it to the press, but in expunging that portion left out in the 
corrected copy. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. The report of the minority, as finally 
agreed upon, is before the House; and upon that we stand. And I 
here declare in the presence of this House that I do not believe there 
is a member on the Republican side who, if he will carefully and dis- 
passionately examine it from beginning to end and verily from the 
records the statements therein, can have the conscience to say that 
C,. R. Breckinridge was not elected to the seat he so honorably and 
ably fills. 

I know that these things are regarded as party spoils. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, I was struck in reading the July number of the North Amer- 
ican Review, iu which the Spann of this House in writing = 
contested elections says that by general consent they are regarded as 
party questions, and mentions a remark made by an ex-governor of 
Massachusetts, at one time a distinguished member of this House, Gov- 
ernor Long, ‘‘that really he did not know of but one strictly ty 
question, and that was a contested-election case.’’ Isay if my friends 
will divest themselves of partisan feeling and examine this case calmly, 
they will conclude beyond peradventure that Mr. Breckinridge occupies 
the seat he has a right to occupy, and that there is not a shadow upon 
his title to it, 

But I am digressing, Mr. Speaker. Let us return and see what could 
have been the real objects to be achieved in raising this investigation 
and in sending the subcommittee to Arkansas. 

Let us rapidly pass in review the history of the whole thing. Very 
early in this session, on the 16th of December, a couple of weeks aiter 
we assembled here, a resolution was oftered by the gentleman from 
Jowaupon thissubject. Mr. Clayton was dead; Mr. Breckinridge quietly 
occupied his seat; death had abated the contest which Mr. on had 
begun, On that day my triend from Iowa, a personal friend, I believe, 
of General Clayton, a brother of the dead man, offered his resolution, 
and from that day to this it seems to us he has made it his chief busi- 
ness here to pursue the sitting member and drive him from his seat. 
Whether this is to gratify personal malignity filtered through others to 
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him, or make political capital to aid in passing a force bill, which was 
then known to be in contemplation by the Republicans of the House, 
I do not know. 

Now, what was the duty of the House in this connection? Mr. Clay- 
ton was in a regretted grave, his contest abated or suspended. It was 
the duty of the House, of course, when called upon, to institute an 
investigation. That was done in the following resolution, offered by 
Mr. Lacey himself: 

Resolved, That a subcommittee of five be appointed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Elections to make a full and thorough investigation of the con- 
te-ted-election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge; to take and report al! the evi- 
dence in regard to the methods of said election; to the contest and all events 
relating thereto or arising therefrom after said election, and as to whether the 
contestant or the contestee, or either of them, wasiawfully elected, and report 


such evidence to the Committee on Elections, and said committee will report 
said evidence and its findings to the House for further action. 


The subcommittee was ordered, Mr. Speaker, to make a full and 
thorough investigation. Upon the death of Mr. Clayton, of course 
there was and could be no contestant. It is not analogous to a case 
that in law survives to an administrator. It is a case sui generis, It 
was competent, of course, for uny member on this floor when Mr. 
Breckinridge came before the bar of this House to take the oath and 
to be sworn inas a member of this body to object toiton the ground that 
there was acontest pending. That wasthe proper time to have done so, 
but there was no objection made. Hewasswornin. Noone challenged 
his right toa seat. He was appointed to one of the most prominent 
positions in the House by the Speaker. He sat here for two weeks, 
participating actively in the legislation of this House before the intro- 
duction of this resolution or before any question as to his title to his 
seat was raised. After the passage of that resolution the House, by 
its vote, concluded it would take up and investigate as to whether he 
was entitled to a seat or not as a member, as they had a right to do; 
and they further directed the committee to inquire into the cause of 
the killing of the late contestant to this seat, as they also had a right 
to do. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that was an act of the House of Representatives 
operating through its committee. It was not Clayton vs, Breckinridge, 
because that contest abated on the part of Clayton when he died in Ar- 
kansas, and this whole proceeding isa proceeding on the part of the House 
of Representatives for the purpose of ascertaining whether Mr. Breck- 
inridge is entitled to the seat he ocenpies; to call it the contested-elec- 
tion case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge is a misnomer and altogether mis- 
leading. In other words, this case is the case of the House of Repre- 
sentatives ex parte inquiring, under this resolution, as to whether Mr. 
Breckinridge is entitled to his seat; and that is the language of the reso- 
lution, and this committee was sent down to investigate all the facts 
in relation to it and to report these facts with its findings after the man- 
ner Of referees in court to take testimony, 

Now, sir, when this committee went to Arkansas they were not pre- 
sumed to go there as partisans, as seems to be the custom here in con- 
tested cases. When the majority of the special committee went to 
Arkansas they did not go there for the purpose of prosecuting Mr. 
Breckinridge, acting as attorneys for the dead man, because, if for no 
other reason, he was not a contestant upon this floor; but it was sup- 
posed to be an impartial proceeding upon the part of the House to vin- 
dicate its prerogative to withhold its privileges from any one who is 
not entitled to them. But I am sorry to say, Mr. S$ er, the his- 
tory of this contest, as found in the record after the subcommittee 
took hold of it, shows to the world that my friends, forgetting the spirit 
of their own resolution, forgetting the objects for which they were sent 
to Arkansas, went there and acted practically as attorneyson the part of 
the friends and kinsmen of the dead man for the purposeof prosecuting 
Mr. Breckinridge, and with the further purpose possibly of working up 
a great Southern outrage to be used, in the language of ex-Governor 
Powell Clayton in speaking of another matter, ‘‘ as political capital to 
influence Northern elections.”’ 

Their business—I was one of them—our business was toinvestigate, 
under the resolution, all the facts growing out of the election and of 
the murder of Mr. Clayton, to report upon the same tothe House, and 
certainly to do that impartially. We received our commission from 
the House of Representatives to go as its agent, and impartially, upon 
the part of the people of the United States to give them through this 
House an honest, unbiased, account of the whole affair, after investi- 
gating it from bottom to top and after taking all the testimony of every 
shade and degree bearing upon our mission. I say all, not a part; but 
I repeat, the whole ing, as found in the pete: volume of 
the subcommittee proceedings in Arkansas, would seem to indicate 
that my frien the chairman of the subcommittee—was a 
sort of self-elected proche ami of the dead man’s friends, a conse- 
crated instrument of vengeance, and whether, as has been charged in the 

ublic press, and as is believed by those on the Democratic side of the 

Senta: this whole proceeding was instituted not only to rive Mr. 

of his seat, but also, as I have before remarked, to work 

up public sentiment to aid in the passage of the force bill, I do not 

tively know; but, if that was not their object, it is difficult for me 

to account for the course pursued by them in their so-called investiga- 
tion in Arkansas. — 

Now, let us see. I have before me their report. I will not weary 
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the House by reading it; you will see, however, Mr. Speaker, by read- 
ing it that it is manifestly an arraignment of Mr. Breckinridge from 
the beginning, treating him as an enemy, treating him in the light 
of an escaped Arkansas criminal whom they had been sent down there 
to recapture, treating him as if they had been delegated to go by the 
House to make a case there for the purpose of driving him from this 
Hall. Why, sir, notwithstanding the chairman of the subcommittee, 
my friend trom Iowa [Mr. Lacey ],for whom I have great respect, made 
quick, after he had been sworn in as a member of this House, to offer 
this resolution, while hardly dry behind the ears as a member, thrust- 
ing it before the House and the country, and though, from the nervous, 
anxious zeal displayed by him from his early entrance in this Chamber, 
one would infer this investigation was his principal object in coming to 
Congress, and though he was the instigator of this whole expensive, 
fruitless trip and farcical investigation at Little Rock, yet, strange to 
relate, he had hardly arrived there before he began to act as if he had 
been against his will forced to the place on a very disagreeable mission, 
and forthwith, with the bit in his teeth, began to run away with the 
case in a wild, helter-skelter race against time and to get away. 

Why, sir, it is a matter of common history connected with that so- 
called investigation that we arrived at Little Rock one evening, and 
before the setting of the sun rushed pell-mell, under the lead of our 
chairman, into this investigation. It was proclaimed from the start 
that our time was valuable and very limite’, indeed. Why, sir, we 
were not authorized to have attorneys, had no use for them, and yet, 
regarding it as a contest between Clayton and Breckinridge, my friend 
from Iowa constituted himself a sort of a next friend, or an adminis- 
trator de bonis non, and immediately proceeded to the investigation of 
the case in the interest of those opposed to the sitting member. For 
over two weeks, night and day, the committee hurried and railroaded 
the matter through under the direction of our chairman, meeting at 9 
o’clock in the morning, adjourning an hour for lunch, meeting again 
in the afternoon, taking a short intermission for dinner, and afterwards 
sitting until 11 o’clock at night; and thus, under whip and spur, all 
of us worn down, we deliberately made a ‘‘ full and thorough investi- 
gation’’ of this case, as commanded in the resolution. 

I denounce the whole business as a miserable political farce, and be- 
lieve the House owes it, not only to Mr. Breckinridge and the people 
of Arkansas, but to its own dignity, to refer this matter to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, with instructions to carry out, not only its letter 
but its spirit, and do what it was commanded to do, and which has not 
been done—make ‘‘a full and thorough investigation of the contested- 
election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge.’’ I wish farther to say that 
the failure to comply with the resolution was not the fault of cither 
Mr. MalIsuH or myself. 

Now, sir, coming to the main issue, the gravamen of the case. Is C. 
R. Breckinridge entitled to his seat? These murders that have been 
spoken of have nothing to do with the case. In fact, if they had, there 
is nothing in them. I wish fora moment to refer to these ‘‘ murders.’’ 
Why are all these things Iugged in here? The committee is composed 
of lawyers, and know the reference to them is wholly irrelevant. The 
object is manifestly to appeal to the prejudices of the Republicans upon 
this floor and the country, to excite their hostility, prejudice the case in 
their eyes, and also to give ita politicalturn. Now, they say that— 

Hon. M. W. Benjamin, a well-known Republican of Little Rock, was sent to 
Morrilton the day betore the election to confer with the Republicans there, and 
to arrange, if possible, to prevent the anticipated frauds. His coming was an- 
nounced, and as he got the train a mob stood ready toreceive him. He was 
knocked down, beaten, and shot in the head with a leaden ball from what is 
called in Conway County a“ bean-shooter.”’ 

This is headed ‘‘ Murder of Judge Benjamin.’’ Now, as a matter of 
fact, Benjamin went from Little Rock to Morrillton upon a political is- 
sue outside his own district and having along with him adetective. The 
news had gone on before and a crowd had gathered there to tell him 
that he and his detective had no business there, and had better return 
to Little Rock, and I presume they did roughly treat him, but as to 
knocking him down, bruising him, and shooting him, and finally mur- 
dering him, the facts are utterly at variance with thestatement. His 
physician does not say that it was the result of that. His physician 
says that it may be possible that the man may have received a nervous 
shock which may have aggravated a diseased condition of the heart, 
with which he had before been afflicted, as I understand it, and with 
which he died long after the supposed fatal injury. 

That very day, at Morrillton, after the difficulty, the evidence shows 
that he came out upon the balcony and made a speech. Ie returned 
to Little Rock. His physician says there were no bruises upon him 
except that made by the ‘‘bean-shooter.’’ He lived and attended to 
his business for two or three weeks after that, when, as 1 have hefore 
stated, he died of heart disease. 

I do not desire to be understood as indorsing the treatment he re- 
ceived there. It was rough and rowdyish, but these things are not 
uncommon everywhere in times of heated political excitement, as we 
all know. And the instrament with which he was shot, as they say, 
was a toy, used by boys to shoot paebies. And there is not a member 
here who has a boy ten years old that has not perhaps played with a 

, or, as my little boy calls it, a ‘‘ bee snapper ’’—a little 
forked stick with some rabbers on it to throw stones, ns, seeds, or 





shot with. It was one of those things that a small boy had in the 
crowd, and he was shooting gooseshot or buckshot, I do not know ex- 


actly which, and accidentally one of them struck the man apd went 
under the skin and lodged there, and was afterwards taken out. Now, 
that is your murder of Benjamin that has heen so much bruited here 


and elsewhere in the public press. 


Now, as to the matter of Smith, the negro detective. All of this, as 
lugged in here in this 1eport, has no more connection with this case 
than a last year’s almanac. As a matter of fact, Smith, the much- 
mourned, murdered Smith, was a negro living there, and it does not 


appear that anybody knew at the time that he had any connection 


whatever as a detective with anybody. It seems to have developed 


afterwards that Smith was a negro detective or was acting as such. 


Nobody knew it at the time, and there could certainly have been no 


object in killing him for any political purpose. The young man who 


killed him was a Kepublican as was his father beforehim. I presume 


he bad no acquaintance with Mr. Breckinridge, certainly no political 
affinity with him or his friends, and there can be no doubt that he killed 


the negro, which was done out in the country, as he claimed, wholly 
in self-defense, the negro first assaulting him with a large stone. 
It had nothing to do with politics, Ido ndt suppose, possibly, he had 


ever heard of Breckinridge. He had recently returned trom the Indian 


Nation and was jabbering some Indian talk at the negro, some words 


that he had picked up there, and it brought about the difficulty. They 


were alone in the woods, and, as he claimed, the negro assaulted him 


with a large stone, as I have said, and he drew his pistol in the defense 
of his life to keep the negro from killing him. Because it afterwards 
developed that this man was in correspondence with the detectives, it 
suits the purpose of the wet-nurses of this investigation to say that it 


grew out of the killing of Clayton or had some connection with it. 1 
repeat it had no more to do with the murder of Clayton, it had no more 
to do with the matters we went to investigate than the history of the 


solar system has to do with this case. So much for that horrible, blood- 
curdling political murder. 


Now, then, as to the killing of George Bentley. George Bentley, it 
was claimed, was one of the men who stole the baliot-box, and as his 
brother, Deputy Sheriff Bentley, was charged with the same offense, 
and as it is claimed the former was about to turn ‘‘State’s evidence,”’ 
he was murdered by his own brother to prevent it. 

Can there be anything more horrible than thischarge? And the enor- 
mity of it is aggravated by the fact that there is absolutely no ground 
for it. The undisputed facts are, that the two brothers and another, 
in broad daylight, in the business house of the latter, were examining 
a new sort of pistol, when it was accidentally discharged, the contents 
killing George Bentley. Sir, these brothers observed the closest frater- 
nal relations. They were brothers in every sense of the word, and I 
say it is not only wrong, it is not only cruel, to charge this man with 
the murder of his own brother when there is no foundation in the 
world for such a charge, but it is amazing to think my friends would 
resort to so unnatural an expedient to prejudice this case and make po- 
litical capital by employing such means. 

A man who has been kept, as Oliver Bentley has, in public office in 
the county of Conway, one of the most respectable communities in the 
South or elsewhere, whose reputation is that of an eflicient officer, au in- 
telligent man, and who in all the investigation there endeavored to 
conceal nothing—everything about him was as an open book—who has 
been retained as deputy sheriff by each succeeding sheriff because ot 
his efficiency, yet he is charged with not only being one of the mur- 
derers of Colonel Clayton, but absolutely as the murderer of his own 
brother, and because he is a Democrat and one of Breckinridge’s friends, 
and because he failed to do what the governor of Arkansas failed to do, 
what the powerful Clayton family failed to de aided by the Pinkerton 
detective agency, supplemented by the invincible Judge McClure, and 
immense rewards failed to do—that is, to discover the murderer of Clay- 
ton—he is charged with fratricide, and Mr. Breckinridge is to lose his 
seat in consequence. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is well to vindicate the truth of history in this 
connection. I do think it is due to the sitting member. It is due to 
his long service and excellent character that this matter should be scru- 
tinized with more than.) rdinary care and attention. It is not denied 
that Clayton wasfoully murdered. It shocked the people of Arkansas, 
as I know from what they told me and my colleague upon the com- 
mittee, and they were as grievously shocked, and perhaps more so, than 
any other people in the United States. 

If it were possible for Mr. Breckinridge or any of his friends to have 
been so base and cowardly as to resort to murder for political purposes, 
in view of the conditions surrounding that campaign, there was not a 
Democrat in that State with sense enough to keep out of the |unatic 
asylum who did not at that time know that such a course wou!d not 
only be suicidal to their interests, but would be doing what their po- 
litical enemies would most desire them todo, not only in Arkansas, but 
out of it. It is their main political stock in trade. 

Why, has Mr. Breckinridge no more sense; are his friends so be- 
reft ot intelligence that they would select such a time to commit a foul 
murder? I say the very suggestion carries its own refutation. When 
the deed was committed my friend from Ohio says he believes the State 
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of Arkansas spent $63 to apprehend the murderers. It appears in this 
record that when that sad event occurred the governor of Arkansas, as 
soon as he could write it, offered a reward of a thousand dollars, which 
weut to the full limit of the law according to, the statutes of Arkansas. 
Every cent in the way of reward was offered that he was authorized to 
offer, and tbe citizens, mainly Democrats, over the State added to it 
enough to make it a very large sum. The governor of the State, the 
Legislature being in session, sent in a message recommending that he 
be authorized to offer a larger reward, and the authority was quickly 
given and $5,000 was added to the reward. 

These very men who are maligned and abused and who are held up 
to public seorn and public indigation and contempt, the people of Mor- 
rilton, in Conway County, were among the first to offer a reward and 
add to the fund for that purpose. I repeat that the very men who are 
devounced and are being held up to public execration were the fore- 
most in this work. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized to say by this record 
that John M. Clayton never sought this controversy; that had it not 
been for the unfortunate event that ocenrred at Plummerville (for which 
Mr. Breckinridge was not responsible), had it not been for that crime, 
and, to Mr. Breckinridge, that most unfortunate larcency of the ballot- 
box, you never would have heard of this investigation. 

If John M. Clayton to-day walked the earth, then this case would not 
be here. He really had novalidclaim. It would, I believe, have been 
dismissed long ago. He told his partner and his bosom friend, who is 
to-day oneof the supreme judges ot the State of Arkansas, that he knew 
absoiutely nothing except the theft of that box, and there never wasa 
time when Mr. Breckinridge and friends were not ready to concede to 
him, and did offer to concede to him, everything he claimed there. 

Mr. BERGEN, Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr, WILSON, of Missouri. Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. BERGEN. How much wasconceded to be theamount of the poll 
east at Plummerville; and if the gentleman knows that to be 697 votes, 
eould Mr, Clayton have entered into a contest with that understand- 
ing? When Mr. Breckinridge’s majority is reported as 846, is it not 
unreasonable to say that Mr. Clayton had no other information ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I did not yield for aspeech. I know 


- the weakness of my friend. You will find this whole record made up 


of just such questions put by him. [Laughter.] Now I will answer 
my friend, The Plummerville vote was not counted, because the box 
had been destroyed; but I say that Mr. Breekinridge’s friends stated 
to him that every vote he claimed there should be conceded to him. 
The record shows it. That was agreed to. It was agreed that the 
prosecutions which had been inaugurated by reason of that matter 
should be dismissed, and that Mr. Clayton should have all the votes 
he claimed there. That arrangment was made, as Judge McClure him- 
self states, but because he would not agree to another proposition, con- 
nected with certain matters, the arrangment fell to the ground, and Mr. 
Clayton went en as prescribed by the statute to prove up his vote. But 
he made nothing by it. The friends of Mr. Breckinridge, one of them 
the chairman of the Democratic committee, offered to couat for Mr. Clay- 
ton more than the number of votes that were afterwards proved up by 
his friends who met there, among them being the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BERGEN ], supposably to represent the Houseof Represent- 
atives, but who, under the lead of the chairman of the subcommittee, 
practically acted as attorney prosecuting Mr. Breckinridge. 

Now, how do they conclude in their report that Mr. Breckinridge is 
not entitled to his seat? Why, sir, you might destroy the Plummer- 


“ville box; you might give to Mr. Clayton, if he were here contesting 


this case, every vote cast in that townshipat the Plummerville box, and 
still Mr. Breckinridge would be elected by several hundred votes. Con- 
cede everything that isasked on the otherside, still Mr. Breckinridge is 
elected. How is it, then, that my friends in their report say the cer- 
tificate issued to Major Breckiuridge was obtained by ‘‘ the well-known 
larceny of a ballot-box.’’ Why, sir, as a matter of fact, the election 
occurred upon the 6th of November, and the ballot-box was stolen upon 
that night, and though you may take away every vote cast at that poll 
and give them against Mr. Breckinridge, still, I say, that by several 
hundred votes he was entitled to the certificate. 
How, then, can it be said that he obtained his certificate by the well- 
known larceny of a ballot-box? How can that be possible? It is not 
ible. They say that he obtained his certificate by the well known 
ny of a ballot-box and through the blood of Mr. Clayton. How 
could that be, when, as I say, the ballot-box was stolen in November 
and Clayton was not killed until the 29th of the following ae 
and giving Clayton every vote cast there, both Democratic and Repu 
lican, would not change the result? How can it be that the murder 


- of Clayton inured in any way to the benefit of Breckinridge in obtain- 


ing aseat upon this floor, in the light of the testimony to which I have 
already referred, which shows that if everything claimed is conceded 
against Mr. Breckinridge, still he was enti to his certificate by hav- 
ing received a majority of the votes. My friends of the ee the 
committee attempt to get around this by applying the well known prop- 
osition of Jaw that when you show that any is tainted with 
fraud in any way, it destroys the integrity of the entire bex, and the 
vote must then be repolled. 

In several of the precincts in different counties, utterly disregarding 


the testimony of the white election judges and clerks, all of whom 
were men of probity, it appeared, and of high character, the committee, 
after hearing the statements of a few ignorant negroes from each place, 
proveeded to invalidate the polls, throw away the Breckinridge vote, 
and count everything in sight which a strained construction of events 
would permit tor Clayton, and thus it is enabled to make the sort of 
report it has on this, the only pertinent question in the whole matter. 

I invite members of the House to an investigation of this matter for 
themselves. The case will not be concluded at any rate until to-mor- 
row, and inthe mean time they can examine it, and I think the gravity 
of this case should powerfully second my request. Take up the report 
and read it. Why, sir, there is no credence given to the oaths of the 
judges or of the clerks of election by the majority of this committee. 
Aithough the law is that ail the presumptions arein favor of the judges 
and clerks legally appointed, although these men are men of high 
character and unimpeached, an irresponsible band of wandering negroes 
brought in at $2 a day, whocome and swear when contronted with the 
ballots that they did not vote them, are assumed to settle the 
case against the sworn returns and testimony of these officers. All the 
majority of this committee want is to get two or more witnesses to tes- 
tify that the ballot which was held up to the witness is not the ballot 
cast, and down goes the whole poll. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, it is the desire upon this side that the 
gentleman from Missouri shall have time to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Now, Mr. Speaker, is that fair and 
right? Is it just to the sitting member? If he was a man of feeble 
character upon this floor, if this was a contest by a living man walk- 
ing around these halls and seeking a seat in this Chamber, the case 
might be different, but under the existing circumstances is it proper, 
is it magnanimous, is it manly, is it just, is it patriotic, when there 
is no one here authorized to prosecute this matter except the agents 
of vengeance? I say, Mr. Speaker, that it is allwrong. Here is a 
gentleman who for long years has sat in this Hall and been honcred 
time and again by his fellow-citizens, who was honored by an ap- 
pointment from the Speaker as a member of the Ways and Means 
Committee, a gentleman whose high character, attainments, and great 
legislative experience have justified the wisdom of the choice of the 
Speaker, asks only for simple justice and for that which was deried 
him—‘‘a fall and thorough investigation.’’ 

It seems that Mr. Clayton himself would never have instituted this 
proceeding of his own free will had he not been urged a 
tain Republicans in Ar chief among whom is Judge McClure, 
or, as he is in that State commonly and somewhat irreverently called, 
Poker Jack McClure. I dislike to refer to things of this sort, but this 
man crops out from beginning to end as the instigator of this — 
tion. This proceeding should be denominated McClure vs. Breckin- 
ridge. This man realizes the character of the fell spirit in Manfred: 

I'm the rider of the wind, 
And the stirrer of the storm ; 
The hurricane [ left behind 
Is yet with lightning warm. 

It is intimated Mr. Breckinridge holds bis seat through the blood of 
his foully murdered friend. Whobelievesit? Do you not believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that instead of reaching out to the various precincts and scek- 
ing pretexts to destroy the votes of Mr. this committee 
acting for both having ascertained that there was fraud in any 
ballot-box, was in duty bound to follow the matter up on their own 
motion and investigate all the fraud in the box? It was their duty, 
acting asagents of the House of Representatives, to act not only in favor 
of the prosecutors of Mr, i but in his favor also. And if 
they reached the conclusion that the integrity of any box was forfeited, 
they ought to have gone on and polled the entire vote without sugges- 
tion or dictation, not only those cast for Mr. Clayton, but those cast in 
favor of Mr. Breckinridge, because it was not engaged in a contested- 
election case pure and simple under the statutes, but engaged as the 
agents of the House to investigate the contest which had becn ended 
by the death of the contestant. The contest had been remitted to the 
House of Representatives. 7 

We had no lawyers; the lawyers who appeared there were permitted 
to so appear on their own motien, (ur business was to invesiigate. 
Unfortunately we acted too pe arse a and not as judges, as we 
should have acted. I repeat, of saying, ‘‘ Wediscover fraud in 
this ballot-box and therefore we will leprive Mr. Breckinrid:e of all 
the votes he got at that precinct and practically give them to Mr. Clay- 

»? we should have investigated the whole matter; and if we polled 
the ballot at all we ought of our own snotion to have polled it for Mr. 
Breckinridge, as well as against him. Would not that have been Jiv- 
ing up to the spirit and letter of this resolution ? 

Are you satisfied with this partial investigation? The commivtee 
comes here and proposes to unseat Major toseat Mr. 
Clayton, but to drive out Major asan unfit associate—vot 
because he is somebody else’s seat, but because his presence is a 
contamination you are to a feeling of saintli- 
ness within yourselves, to say nothing of personal malice of 
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others you subserve, by driving Major Breckinridge from these Halls. Mr. HILL. Ido not know that the gentleman from Missouri quite 
I hope it will not be done. I say it can not be done unless the House understood the purport of my question. It was in effect whether or 
concludes to adopt the proposition with which the subcommittee started | not if these men, the negroes of whom he spoke, voted as they say they 
out, that this is a continuing contest between the two candidates and voted, whether the proot of that fact should not overturn the entire re- 
that we were sent there for the purpose of prosecuting it in behalf of | turns from these precincts. 

Clayton, and not merely to investigate the matter on bebalf of the Mr. LEHLBACH. On account of fraud. 

House and report the results of our investigation with the facts as to Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. No, sir. 


his murder. Mr. HILL. Then why not? 

This does not stand on the same platform with the seventeen other Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Well, here is the case of 29 votes, to 
election cases which have been brought before this House. It can not | whichI have already alluded. If twenty-nine men come up andswear 
be confounded with them. I know the effort has been made to draw | that they are reported as voting in a way they did not vote, of course 
a parallel and to treat it as upon the same footing, but it is not the | that would affect the 29. If thirty men came up, or, as in this case 


same sort ofa case. This is a proceeding where the contestantis dead | at Cotton Plant, where forty-eight so testify that they were recorded as 
and were we are charged by resolution to bring the facts before the | voting wrong, that they are recorded as voting tor Mr. Breckinridge 
Houses-not to report a one-sided investigation and claim that because | when they voted for Mr. Clayton; I say, counting all of that class of 
somebody's lawyer did not call before us, sitting as a court, all the | votes as against the sitting member, Mr. Breckinridge is still entitled 
voters in the various counties, therefore, Mr. Clayton should have the | to his seat. 
votes which are proved up and Mr. Breckinridge shall have none be- Mr. DALZELL. But you still let the returns stand ? 
cause he did not prove any. Why, sir, it was not his business to prove Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Yes; I am only conceding the claims. 
anything. It was our business to obtain the proof. We were sent Mr. DALZELL. Then I understand that you simply purge the re- 
there for that purpose. If the spirit, letter, meaning, and intent of this | turns by throwing out the assailed votes, and let the rest stand ? 
resolution had been carried out, then there would have been no divis- Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 
ion on this report. Mr. DALZELL. And you do not throw out the whole return |e- 
I will now advert for a moment to the statistics of the vote. The | cause it was fraudulent? 
majority returned for Mr. Breckinridge was 846. Mr. Clayton’s vote Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. No, sir; Ido not admit the return to 
proved at Plummerville by the committee was 558. Breckinridge’s | be fraudulent. 
vote proved at Plummerville was 125, leaving a majority there of 433 Mr. DALZELL. In other words, the returns might be partly trand- 
for Mr. Clayton. Subtracting 433 from Mr. Breckinridge’sreturned ma- | ulent and partly honest, as I understand the gentleman’s argument. 
jority of 846, the true majority of Mr. Breckinridge in the district is 413. Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Oh, well, I do not say this as a matter 
Now, how does the majority of thecommittee get rid of that majority | of law. Iam only conceding certain claims; and I say, as a matter of 
of 413? Why, sir, they go to thetown of Augusta, in Woodruff County, | fact, that the committee had no authority to throw out the returns 
and find 8 negroes who voted for Breckinridge and who testify they did | that they are not justified by that evidence in doing so. I not only 
not so vote; they go to Riverside Township, in Woodruff County, and | say that, but I say also that there is not adistrict in the United States, 
find 22 negroes who testify in the same way; they go to Cotton Plant | there is not a district represented by any gentleman on this floor—| 
Township, Woodruff County, and find 29 negroes who say that their | do not except the district of the gentleman from Pennsylvania him- 
votes are wrongly returned; they go to White River and find 21 other | self—where I could not in the inauguration of some such proceeding, 
negroes who give similar testimony. And afterfiguring up everything | if that rule should prevail, overturn the returns. I say, to bring up 
they claim, it leaves Major Breckinridge a majority of 77. Give them | the vote of the gentleman from Pennsylvania before a committee—say 
all the votes they claim, even by the false construction they adopt, and | that it was possible there wasacontest against him at the next session, 
it gives Major Breckinridge a majority of 77. and say in the good providence of God that weswapped places, and sup- 
Mr. HILL. Do I understand the gentleman as conceding that these | pose the committee of the House went to Pittsburgh and investigated, 
negroes of whom he speaks voted as they state they did ? how many of your precincts would stand? Many men are there who 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. They testified upon the stand that | could be found, as these ignorant negroes were found, to say, ‘‘ This is 
they had voted for Mr. Clayton, and they were returned as voting for | not my vote.’’ All that is necessary is to find two or three or four 
Mr. Breckinridge. men to say, ‘‘I did not vote for Mr. DaALzELL.’”’ Then we fall back 
Mr. HILL. But what I want to know is whether you concede they | and say ‘‘fraud,’’ ‘‘frand,’’ ‘‘fraud.’’ Men of no greater intelligence 
voted as they stated. . than the negroes down in Arkansas say they did not vote for you, and 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. We concede that they swear they voted | although you may have received 500 majority if invalidates the whole 
for Clayton. But I say, conceding that they voted as they state, and | return, and your opponent, the contestant, John Jones, who runs against 
conceding all that is claimed by the attorneys of Clayton, still Major | you, is the beneficiary, unless, of course, you prove up your vote, as 
Breckinridge is elected by 77 majority. was our duty to doin this ex parte case. 
Mr. HILL. In other words, there is nothing in the evidence to show The same would be the case in the district of my friend from New 
that those negroes did not vote as they say they voted. Jersey who sits opposite. Put it to yourselves, gentlemen. 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Nothing, except the election returns Mr. BERGEN. Do not forget Missouri. 
and the ballots, and the oaths of the judges and clerks of election that Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. The gentleman from New Jersey will 
the ballots were counted as cast. I will state to my friend from Illi- bear me witness that it you impeach the poll and bring the voters al! 
nois that in the first place the returns show how those negroes voted, | into courtand have them state how they voted, you could find enough, 
and then the ballots show how they voted. But when they are called notwithstanding that they may have voted in the majority for my 
to testify they say that their ballots had been abstracted and other | friend, Mr. NIEDRINGHAUs, who sits over there, to prove that there 
ballots put in; in other words, that they did not vote as they are put was fraud in the whole election, and his opponent was entitled to the 
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dowu as voting. I say they stultified themselves by voting one way | seat, unless he shows a majority in the new poll by proof. 
and permitting themselves to be coerced into swearing they voted an- Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. It was not so in the last election in Mis 
other. My experience on the Committee on Elections in this House | souri. [Laughter. } 
satisfies me this is a very common practice in contested cases coming Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Hence, according to the rale adopted 
from the South. by the committee in treating the returns of the judges, and these gen 
Mr. MORGAN. Butstill it does not affect the result? tlemen are just as honorable and as truth-bearing as judges anywhere 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Notwithstanding that, it does not affect | I say if you can invalidate their returns by bringing in the ballot-box, 
the result. Conceding everything that is claimed, everything that is | sending out into the sloughs and by-ways and bringing men in who 
asked for by the attorneys of Clayton, still Mr. Breckinridge is elected | will swear they did not vote the way they are returned as voting, then 
by 77 ority, which they can not overcome. no man’s seat here is safe; no certification is unassailable. All that is 
Mr. HILL. Now, if the men voted as they said they did, and as you | necessary to be done is to screw up to the*proper political partisan 
should not that overturn the returns? pitch a committee of Democrats to turn you all out in the next session 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. No, sir; I do not concede it. What I | But, gentlemen, weare not going todo that without judge or jury. We 
say is that conceding all that they claim, assuming the accuracy of all | are not going to follow as bad a precedent as this. 
ee Breckinridge is elected by this majority of 77. Mr. BLAND. Do-not make too many promises. [ Laughter. | 
Mr. HILL. But if they sovoted, and the official returns show other- Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Now, suppose in the case I was just 
wise, does not their own testimony overturn the official returns ? speaking of, in a coming contest, possibly, of somebody against Mr. 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. No, sir; but suppose it does. Let us| DALzeLL, I am disposed to think in the next Congress, when that 
admit that it does for the sake of the argument and count the vote as | case is called before a committee composed of a majority of Democrats, 
proved it leaves Breckinridge with 77 majority. and some member of the committee goes along and throws out all the 
Mr. AN. Conceding to Mr. Clayton every vote polled there | votes for Mr. DALZELL and counts for the other man, I know he would 
at the precinct at which he was killed, as I understand it, Mr. Breck- | think that a very unjust, one-sidad proceeding. 


inridge is still ahead. And yet in order to throw Breckinridge out you go on and count 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Admitting that every vote polled at | all these negroes that you have discovered for Clayton, and refuse to 
the where Mr. Clayton was murdered was given to him it | ascertain and count those in favor of Breckinridge, and you ask the in- 
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that is not like your case. This is not a contest, it is an investiga- 
tion, charged by you and others to investigate it impartially, and you 
in effect charge the committee if it counts on one side it ought to count 
on the other. Is not that right, that having concluded to set aside 
a box for fraud we should have proceeded on our own motion to have 
polled the whole listimpartially? You ought not to count in favor ot 
one and against the other, as you have done in order to figure out a 
majority against Breckinridge. It is a bad precedent, to say the least 
of it. 

I grant that if a precinct or a box is tainted with fraud, the old doc- 
trine that fraud viciates everything ought to obtain; but I say ina 
case of that sort I deny the right of the committee, when they have 
found that a box is tainted, to count for one and omit counting for the 
other. I say it is wrong and inequitable. And when you come in 
here with such a count as that, you do not come in with clean hands, as 
you ought to come into a court of equity, and this certainly is one of 
the highest character, or ought to be so. 

Now, I believe that is all I have to say, Mr. Speaker, except to ad- 
iare my friends to make no precedent like this. I say in the interest 
ot the dignity of this House, in the interest of the people of this country 
and the purity of elections, make no mistake of this kind; make no 
precedent of this kind; invent no such miserable pretext of this kind 
in the vain hope that it will inure to your party advantage; and besides, 
at some future time the invention may return to plague the inventor. 

Poor Clayton has been in his grave now since the early winter of 
1888. I have no special feeling upon the subject. I believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that I am as clear of prejudice in this case as is possible for a 
man tobe. I have nothing against Powell Clayton. I do not forget 
that the murdered man was his brother. 

{ presume there is no man upon this floor who knows Powell Clay- 
ton better than Ido. We were young men together. I assisted in 
buckling on the sword that he carried during the war, and I do but 
recall some of the most pleasant memories of my life in saying the first 
public position I ever occupied, before there was a beard upon my 
cheek, I was assisted to by Powell Clayton, who was one of the most 
progressive, aggressive, brilliant, daring, dashing young Democrats 
Kansas ever knew. He and I were close friends before we reached the 
parting of the ways; and notwithstanding he may have committed 
something unpleasant to recall since that time, yet it was at a period 
in the history of this country when the laws were nearly silent, a period 
which has, I fervently hope, passed and gone forever; and thus true to 
my ancient friendship and sweet boyish memories I plead the statute 
of limitations against any bad political things my friend may have 
done, and in this connection remind him and my colleagues that 
‘* Vengeance is mine; I will repay, saith the Lord.”’ 

Let us forget that the dead man was a Republican and the live one 
is a» Democrat, John M. Clayton, the murdered man, was the 
bosom companion and friend of Major Breckinridge. ‘They were 
townsmen. They had been together socially and pleasantly for years 
in all the relations of life. They lived in the same town. They trav- 
el d together in the campaigns. They slept together. They ate to- 
gether. Theyspoketogether. They wereclose, warm, devoted friends, 
and you do violence to yourselves when you forea moment turn ear to 
the suggestion that Clifton R. Breckinridge would avail himself of any 
advantage growing outof the death of his murdered friend for the pour 
privilege of sitting here to be made aslave for the public use. Tae 
plause. | 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN]. 


Mr. BERGEN addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 
GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New Jersey 
will give way to me for a moment, and will consent to conclude his 
remarks in the morning instead of this evening, I will state very 
frankly the object of my asking this, and I believe he will concur in 
the request. I desire to ask unanimous consent, as I have some ad- 
vices from Illinois that are liable to call me away in the morning, to 
submit a statement at this time of the appropriations made for the 
present session of Congress, in order that it may go into the Recorp. 

Mr. BERGEN. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. With the understanding, of course, that the gen- 
tleman concludes his remarks in the morning. 

Mr, BERGEN. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iliinois ? 

Mr. LACEY. I understand the gentleman from Texas also desires 
to address the House. If it be the understanding that both these 
tlemen finish their remarks this afternoon I have no obj 
Otherwise I shall feel compelled to object. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that the gentleman from Texas will 
not oceupy any longer time than I shall myself oceupy, which will not 
exceed thirty minutes. We can readily conclude this evening. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the House will hold its session, say, until twenty 


minutes past 5 or half past 5, we can easily get through. My col- 


league from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] and I both desire to be heard 
on this subject. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the House will bear with us until that 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
momen if he will divide the time now. It will be a little over an 

our. 

Mr. CANNON. I think it is well to divide it into three parts. 

Mr. SAYERS. That would be entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. CANNON. That would give me, say, twenty-five minutes. [ 
would be glad if at the end of twenty-five minutes the Chair would 
notify me. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire that the remaining time, Mr. Speaker, shall 
be divided between the gentleman from Missouri and myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas desires to 
modify his request so that the gentleman from Missouri may also have 
twenty or twenty-five minutes. Is there objection? 

The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SAYERS. My understanding with the gentleman from IIlinois 
was this: That whatever time was accorded him would be divided into 
three parts. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that is fair, but as there is but one on this 
side and two on that it may be that I shall want a little over twenty- 
five minutes, say thirty minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no objection to that on our part. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, all theappropriation bills have been en- 
acted except the river and harbor and the general deficiency, and those 
are in such condition that the amounts of the same can be accurately ap- 
proximated. Itherefore avail myself of the present opportunity to make 
a statement of the work of the t session of Congress in connection 
with appropriations for the public service, and to compare the provision 
made for such service for the fiscal year 1890-91 by this Congress with 
the similar provision for such service made by the last Congress for the 
fiscal year 1889-’90, with references to provision made for the tiscal 
year 1888-89, 

Preliminary to a critical examination of this statement, it is not un- 
interesting to call attention to the fact that the appropriations made 
during the first or long session of a Congress exceed in a marked de- 
gree those made during the next preceding and succeeding short ses- 
sions. The last, or Fiftieth, Congress furnishes an apt i)lustration. 
During the first or long session the appropriations aggregated $422, - 
626,343.53, or $57,357,947.21 excess over the appropriations of the short 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and $27,288,827.26 excess over the 
appropriations of the following short session of the Fiftieth Congress, 
which latter are the appropriations naturally brought into comparison 
with appropriations made at this session. 

An examination shows that during the first session of the last Con- 
gress there were appropriated, including deficiencies, for the payment 
of pensions, $85,258,700, while during the present session there have 
been appropriated, including deficiencies, for the payment of pensions, 
$123,779, 368.35, or an excess of $38,520,668.35, which alone is more 
than equal to the whole difference between appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Government at this session and the first session of the last 
Congress two years ago. And when our Democratic friends cry out 
‘*extravagance”’ in the increase of appropriations, I reply that such 
increase results solely from incrsased 1} ation and payment of pen- 
sions for soldiers and sailors of the late war, and that was one of the 
issues in the campaign of 1888; and in compliance with the Republican 
platform, as well as from the standpoint of patriotism and justice, we 
make the increase and appeal to the country for our justification. 

The fact that appropriations for the Government during a short ses- 
sion fall below those of the next preceding long session is attributable 
largely to lack of time in which to consider many objects that would 
be provided for did the length of the session permit. Thus it has 
passed into a custom to enact river and harbor bills into laws only at 
the long sessions. Laws passed during the tage authorizing 
publie bui light-houses, and public works are at least 
twofold greater in number and in the expense involved than those 
passed for similar objects at short sessions. 

A critical examination of the made during this and 
the two ing sessions of Congress will justify the statement that 
had the session of Congress made appropriations in the same de- 
gree of liberality that seemed to have governed that Congress at its 
first or long session, and had it provided, as it should have done, so as 
to avoid the $38,511,541.17 of deficiencies which it devolved upon this 
Congress, the sum total of at this session would have 
been no greater, if not less, than they were at the last session. 

The following comparative statement shows, by titles of the respect- 
ive bills— 

1, Appropriations for the support of the Government made during 
the present session of Congress. r 
2A for the support of the Government made during the 
last of the last Congress. 

3. The respective increases of the former over the latter. 

4. The respective reductions of the latter under the former. 
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Comparative statement of appropriations made during the first session of the Fifty-sirst Congress and second session of the Fiftieth Congress. 





Title of bill. 












Fifty-first Con- Fiftieth Con- 
gress, first gress, second ses- 

session; appro-| sion; appro- | 

priations, 1591. | priations, 1890. 


Increase, Reduction, 
1891 over 1801 under 
1890, 1890. 


$1, 799, 100. 00 




















i sdupiatah eveevesetions $1, 669, 770. 00 00 Sc onetlael 
mee RMU oA g0e 471.79 | 4° Se oid. F8 |. ear 
see reees: a eeneeecee “aha a 1,710, 815, 00 1, 980, 025. 00 |. “ Mae 269, 210. 00 
Deena of Celamabie eseee 5, 769, 444.15 5, 682, 409. 91 87, 034. 24 senne 
FOrtification........cc--++sccccescevesseseeessesnsersesceransserses seneeseeneersensrcneesraneeeaeeaneasaneneeneeneneesen cen sassasenenen teense 4, 232, 935. 00 1, 233, 594. 00 2, 999, 341. 00 a ai 
Indian .. Re a Saeepiiebnel’ enepeishndtipsedsebbanberrsceeqnenen. cecceenseceyesrepesesen sess 7, 263, 116. 02 8, 077, 453. 39 . $14, 337.37 
Legislative, executive, and judicial ........ . 0... cccecccesesceensentanserseneneenanemersncnsenseecnssen peneennegenecss cones 21, 030, 752. 75 20, 843, 615. 81 | 187, 136. 94 sossinigonss 
Military ACAGEMY .........se.ceseeeseseeeeseeers cenvsnernessanerssesens nares snreneeneuenncaren crease nneen: oueee ocecscensessceeees 435, 296.11 902, 766. 69 |....... ; 467, 470. 58 
NOVY onccecenrecscsseceesssneense: snsesnssseseseseagerenesrscsausassssteseeanenes seceeseeseenvacen sense ssenssnreuseeaseresucressaunacsusecssess 23, 136, 035. 53 21, 692, 510. 27 1, 443, 525, 26 
Pension, including deficiencies..............00...sseccsssccesssersesecesesosecocersnecsessscesecasensssseeescesenes sceandavines 4123, 779, 368.35 | b89,758,700.00 | 34, 020,668.35 |... ; 
es acs nat taalivcsaesbrien ceocterscse ereee} 72, 203, 698, 99 66, 605,344.28 | 5,621, 354.71 |...... -cccosossee. 
II UD 2k cn dacs upnnenenbnbtntesehtedanpsahocedtonnssos ceopebacccocstucesienensenratouceeseseuoventes ON OSS) eS tL eee 
SIRO GEM E. cccceccnccoscessiess0 vn cscsecnseccccees s0sec0sn0seyccsern vpgsences es csuceseressonees coves: teeceesepeseces concosers peesesree sesees 29, 738, 282. 22 25, 297, 341. 65 4, 440, 940. 57 
340, 328, 315. 91 268, 060, 146.73 73, 929, 331. 07 1, 661, 161. 89 
Deficiencies, exclusive of pensions........... Secalicescelliinnglanhadadeh cdteadibhetedsiaseieehvrudlebpisaienipsceuvers shaseleition :3, 189, 633. 82 | 8, 330, 518. 30 4, 850, 115. 52 |.....00 ses aeenee nes 
Miacellameous Act .....0000sccccrscsseeenessoesees IRL SHG TN Sotvavensgcearsnoccmn ; 4, 755, 795. 29 


eet BI ink riiie aia tecatadisdtnseeenncnctcenn vie prcesnsbtiseenn en bnccsennniessesBiesses escccnense scents 


a Includes $25,321,907.35 for deficiency in appropriations for pensions on account of fiscal year 1590. 


tions for pensions on account of fiscal year 1889. ¢ This sum is estimated. 


deficiency bill will become a law. 


Considering the increases seriatim which are shown in this compara- | 


tive statement of appropriations by the present and preceding session 
of Congress, it is proper to say: 

The bill for the Agricultural Departmeut shows an increase of $129, - 
330, which is readily accounted for in the fact that the Department 


was, by a statute of the last session of Congress, elevated from the po- | 


sition of a mere bureau to a place among the Executive Departments 
of the Government, giving to its chief a place in the Cabinet of the 


President. Within the past twelve months the Department has, as a_ 
result ot this legislation, been completely reorganized, and the scope of | 


its operations and usefulness to the agricultural interests of the coun- 
try, it is believed, has been enlarged far beyond the apparent increase 
in the appropriations. 

The increase of $87,034.24 in the amount appropriated by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia bill is more than accounted for by the necessary 
provision for the growth of the public-school system and the requisite 
enlargement of the police and fire departrfents of the District. 

The increase of $2,999,341, on account of fortifications, is the im- 
mediate result of legislation had two years ago, pursuant to the policy 
of strengthening our seacoast defenses and fortifications, concurred in 
by all parties and recommended by all of the Presidents since and 
including General Grant’s Administration. Of the whole apparent 
increase $1,721,000 alone is for the procurement of sites for, and the 
mounting in seacoast batteries of, the guns constructed since the pas- 
sage of the fortification act of September 22, 1888. 

The increase on accountof legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses is shown to be $187,136.94. Of that sum $50,000 is to provide 
for the expense incident to the increase in the collection of internal 
revenue, and to the expense of additional clerical force in the Sixth 
Auditor’s Office, Post-Office Department, General Land Office, and 
other branches of the public service which I will more fully refer to 
hereatter. 

The naval bill shows an increase of $1,443,525.26, which is wholly 
incident to the construction of the new ships authorized at this and 

ing sessions of Congress. The ordinary expenses of maintaining 
the Naval Establishment are not increased. 


For pensions there appears an increase of $34,020,668.35, which in. | 


cludes $25,321,907.35 deficiencies growing out of insufficient appro- 
priations made at the last session of Congress for the fiscal year 1890- 

The Post-Office bill is increased $5,621,354.71, or a little more than 
8 per cent. more than the appropriations made for 1890. An equal 
percentage is assured of increase in the revenues of the postal service 
for the fiscal year 1891 over the previous year. For reasons that are 
obvious a considerable increase in the appropriations for the postal serv- 
ice one year with another is as irresistible as is the growth and prog- 
ress of the country certain. 

No river and harbor bill having been passed at the last session, 
the one passed at this session appears in its entirety as an increase over 
last session’s ee As before stated, it has become an estab- 
lished custom of late years to pass but one river and harbor bill during 
each Congress; each bill being pre on the basis of two years’ work 
and expenditure. The bill at this session appropriates about 
$2,602,384 more than the one passed during the last Congress, and, ac- 
cording to custom, really contemplates an increased annual expenditnre 
of only $1,301,192. 


xXXI——599 
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eseseeeeesssee| 8,500, 000, 00 











359, 017, 949. 73 | 285, 646, 460, 32 78, 788, 446. 59 
101, 628, 453,00 | 108, 691, 055.95 |..gpeseescccvescevesnees 


6, 416, 957, 18 
7, 062, 502, 95 

















460, 646,402.73 | 395,337,516.27 | 78,788,446.59 | 13, 479,560.13 
A BIOL E Eocesstccese cies BS, 670, BOD, 18 ovinnssrsesaccomsecses 


65, 308. 886, 46 














65, 308, 886. 46 |...... 
| 





b Includes $8,000,000 for deficiency in appropria 
d This sum includes $6,500,000 as the estimated amount at which the general 


e This sumisestimated. The exact amount appropriated to date is $5,383,819.48, 


For sundry civil expenses there is an apparent increase of 34,440,- 
940.57, which is accounted for in the items increased over the amounts 
for 1890 as follows, the propriety of which is not disputed by any one: 
| On account of the census, $1,750,000; support of homes for disabled 
| volunteer soldiers of the late war, including aid to State homes, $760, - 
898.53; artificial limbs for soldiers, $270,000; Congressional Library 
| building, $350,000; surveying public lands, $225,000; Geological Sur- 
| vey, $168,200; city post-office building in Washington, $250,000; ad- 
ditional accommodations for Government Printing Oflice, $250,000; 
maintenance of Light-House Establishment, $91,000; Life-Saving Serv- 
ice, $42,225; engraving and printing, $80,000; construction of military 
| posts, $117,000; propagation of food-fishes, $46,000; current expenses 
| of public buildings just completed, but authorized prior to this Con- 
gress, $85,000. 

On account of deficiencies other than for pensions there appears an 
| increase of $4,859,1}5.52, for which this Congress can in no sense be 
| held responsible. They are the result of inadequate appropriations 
provided at the last session of Congress. And yet, if there be de 
| ducted from the deficiencies of this session the amounts appropriated 

for the Eleventh Census, which aggregate $3,325,000—an unusual ex- 
pense, and one which occurs but once in ten years—it will be seen that 
| the deficiencies appropriated for, excluding pensions, are $2,873,749. 44 
less than those of the first session of the last Congress, excluding there 
| from the amount for pensions. 
| Substantial reductions areshown by the statement to have been made 
| in the regular appropriations for the support of the Army, the foreign 
| service, the Indian Department, the Military Academy, and for mis- 
| cellaneous objects. 
The following statement affords in another form an explanation o! 
| the apparent excess of the appropriations made at this session over 
| those of the last session of Congress: 


| Total appropriations first session Fifty-first Congress ... 
| Total appropriations second session Fiftieth Congress 


$460 646, 402.73 
395, 337, 516. 27 


wanes a 65, 308, S86. 46 








| Apparent INCTERKE....... ...00.00scccccersoeccsee 

| Deduct the following: 

| Amount of river and harbor bill, none having passed at the 
I eli itiol cael biadanttvlaeeusecesscoenes 25, 000, 000. 00 


40, 308, 886, 46 





Leaves excess Of...........:.06s000 sible seoasliais 
Deduct for following increases in appropriations 
for the benefit of soldiers of the late war over like 
appropriations made at the last session, namely : 
ARTI nit cninenabnuseaneessdsbububesaneiocccesvbaps coerce 
For clerical force to facilitate adjudication of 
pension claims (under new disability law), 
I an a sesis 
For artificial limbs: 
In sundry civil act... miubes 
In deficiency act............... j 
For soldiers’ homes: 
In sundry civil act ............ ailte 
In deficiency and special acts 


$34, 020, 668, 55 


598, O85, S1 





iidnascatats 270, 000.00 
Sisemesiis etd 60, 000, 00 


760, 898. 53 
121, 09. 69 





35, 831, 262. 38 





4,477, 624.08 

From the foregoing it will be seen that the whole increase in appro- 
priations by this session over the last, after deducting the river and 
harbor bill and the increased sums for soldiers, is more than accounted 
| for by the increase of $5,621,354.71, which is given on account of the 
' postal service. 
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REVENUES AND APPROPRIATIONS, 


The revenues of the Government for the fiscal year 1891 were ofli- 
cially estimated nine months ago, as follows: From ordinary sources, 
$385,000,000; from postal receipts, $65,414,337.34; in all, $450,414,- 
337,54. Theactual revenues, however, exclusive of postal receipts, col- 
tected during the fiscal year 1890, which closed two months since, were, 
in round numbers, $17,000,000 in excess of the estimates for 1891, pre- 
pared, asstated, nine months ago and seven months before the year began. 
Under the same revenue laws, and in view of the steady growth of the 
country, there is no reason at this time to estimate a less collection of 
revenue for 1891 than was realized for 1890. Hence, it is reasonable to 
add to the original estimate of ordinary revenues at least $17,000,000, 
which would make a grand total of revenues from all sources, includ- 
ing postal receipts tor 1891, of $467,414, 337.34. 

The whole appropriations made at this session of Congress, including 
permanent appropriations, aggregate, as shown, $460,646,402.73. In 
order to ascertain the amount of this sum which is actually chargeable 
against the revenues of 1891, and that are for the ordinary expenses 
of conducting the Government during that year, the following analysis 
is made: 

O! the $38,511,541.17 deficiencies provided for during the session, the 
whole sum should be deducted, because of it $27,602,751.16 were act- 
ually paid out of the Treasury prior to July i, 1890, and no part of the 
former sum has to do with the carrent expenses of the Government dur- 
ing the fiseal year 1891, or is chargeable against the revenues to be col- 
lected during that fiscal year. After deducting the amount actually 
paid out prior to July 1, the remainder, $10,903,790.01, should be de- 
ducted from the net cash in the Treasury on that date, in order prop- 
erly to ascertain the total actual and estimated resources of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year 1891, beginning July 1, 1890. 

O! the whole amount carried by the river and harbor act, at least 
one-half, $12,500,000, probably very much more, will not be expended 
within the current fiscal year; and of the sums appropriated by the 
sundry civil, naval, and fortification acts for public works that have 
to be constructed under contracts pot yet made, there will be a further 
amount that will not, in the nature of things, be expended in 1891, 
which, together with that for rivers and is sufficient to bring 
the whole up to at least $20,000,000 that should be deducted, making, 
with the deficiencies, a total of $58,511,541.17; which, taken from the 
whole amount of appropriations at this session, leaves the sum of 
$402, 134,861.56 as properly chargeable against the probable revenues 
of the Government for the fiscal year 1891; and when deducted from 
the latter shows a surplus of $65,279,475.78. 

On the Ist of July last the net cash in the T amounted to 
$55,409,748; from which should be subtracted $10,908,790.01, the 
amount of deficiencies appropriated at this session but not paid prior 
to July 1; leaving $44,500,957,.99. There wasin the Treasury July 1, 
$23,002,008 of fractional silver and minor coin. The national-bank 
fund, added to the cash in the Treasury under the act of July 14, 1890, 
amounts to $54,207,975. These sums added to the above surplus of 
revenues show an apparent net surplus of $186,990,416.77 in the re- 
sources of the Government for the fiscal year 1891 over all liabilities, 
which is more than ample to satisfy the requirements of the new pen- 
sion law, estimated at $30,000,000, so far as itcan be adjudicated dur- 
ing the fiseal year, to meet the estimated reduction of $60,000,000 in 
taxation under the McKinley bill, and to meet all of the 4} per cent. 
bonds which are redeemable at the option of the Government Sep- 
tember 1, 1891. These bonds amounted on the ist of July last to 
$109,015,750. I am informed at the Treasury that $28,300,000 of these 
have gone and will go into the sinking fund in meeting its require- 
ments during the current fiscal year, reducing the amount that will 
stand for redemption to $80,015,750. 

Expressed in tabular form, we have the following : 
Revenues, 1891: : 

Ordinary, estimated December 2, 1889 ............csesssenenrseseeesenes 


$335, 000, 000. 00 

Postal receipts.......... 65, 414, 337.34 
450, 414. 337. 34 
17, 000, 000, 00 


seve 467,414, 337.34 


Add excess of actual ordinary revenues, 1890, over estimate 
SUIEE TEI vcncccend édtuncbrentncséntetnasmnntanendsey snieanetenediameanans 
Total CSVOMUWS 000 corceesveccesvecnccsousiees 
Appropriations: 
Total made at this session, including perma- 





nent appropriations and deficiencies............ $460, 646, 402. 73 
Deduct for deficiencies,.....c....ccsssserecreeceseeree 38, 511,541.17 
422, 134, 861. 56 
Deduct for sums in riverand harbor and other 
acts that will not be expended during the 
fiscal Year LBDL......ccorsesrcrves-scerscerseresesvescess sre  20,000,008.60 
Total appropriations ..........00---seeerene ceeseseseeeseeserseeess 402,134, 861.56 
Add balance of net cash in Treasury after deducting defi- 
ciencies not paid prior to July 1............ceceee ssseeceereseennren eens 44, 500,957. 99 
Add fractional silver and minor coin in Treasury............ a 008, 00 
Add for national-bank fund under act of July 14, 1890,,.......... 54,207,975. 00 


Peduet for 4} per cent. bonds not redeemed 
for sinking fund for 1891... ........ccccececeseccseee $80, 015, 750. 00 


ee 


ee 


Appropriations—Continued. 
Estimated requirement under new pension 
law so far as same can be adjusted this year.. $30, 000, 000.00 
Estimated reduction of revenue under the 
McKinley bill.............0+-++0+ eae ceveeeeee 60,000,000, 00 





170, 015, 750. 00 


dela lalate ead 16, 974. 666, 77 

Should it be the policy of the Government, as I think it will be, to 
redeem the $80,015,750 of 4) per cent. bonds, so as to carry $48,000,000 
of them into the sinking fund under its requirements for 1892, the net 
surplus, as shown above, will be increased by that amount, to $64,974, - 
666.77. 


Net surplus............... 


SINKING FUND, 


This statement shows not only the propriety, but the necessity, o/ 
the reduction of revenue by placing sugar upun the free-list, and that 
the revenues of the Government will still be ample to meet all ex- 
penditures of the Government, including the sinking fund of $49, 200, - 
000 for this year. I want to say, however, that in my opinion it 
would not be a misfortuneif our revenues were so adjusted by a further 
reduction not contemplated by the McKinley bill as to require a sus- 
pension of the sinking fund for ten years to come, for I am informed 
at the Treasury Department that the requirements of the fund have 
already been anticipated by actual reduction of the public debt by 
more than $750,000,000. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Thatis the result of the policy of President Cleve- 
land. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah, my friend, | expected somebody would say tbat 
Cleveland did that, and I am ready to reply to it. I hold in my hand 
astatement of Cleveland’s performances touching this matter. In 1888, 
when he was crying aloud and sparing not that we had a Treasury that 
was overflowing, I will tell you how much he expended in redeeming 
the public debt. He expended that year for that purpose $81,000,000; 
bat in 1889 Harrison came in, and there was $150,000,000 so expended. 
In 1890 there has been $126,000,000 so expended. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. What was the difference in the premium ? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there is less premium paid on bonds pur- 
chased under-this Administration than under the last. We have been 
taking in 4 cent, bonds at 22 and 23 and 24 and 25. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, And 26 and 27 and 28. 

Mr. CANNON. Under the policy of depositing in the national banks 
that you had, these bonds went up to 28 and 29, and you paid that 
premium for them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We paid 124 and you paid 128. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman should state that they have 
$31,000,000 in national banks yet. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from I) linois requested 
not to be interrupted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question for information? I could not catch, as he went 
along, his statement with regard tothis. There have been covered into 
the Treasury under the late silver bill a certain number of millions of 
dollars which have heretofore been held as a sort of trust fund for the 
redemption of outstanding national-bank notes. In the gentleman’s 
estimate of the expenditures of the Government which are to be a 
charge upon the revenues, has he any estimate of these outstanding 
bank notes which may come in for the purpose of liquidation during 
the fiscal year 1890-"91? 

Mr. CANNON. I have that estimate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I could not catch it in your 


statemen 

Mr.CANNON. Iam glad the gentleman called my attention to that, 
because I had not referred to it, and it enables me to answer that ques- 
tion. I made careful and exhaustive inquiry at the Treasury Depart- 
ment touching this fund for the redemption of national-bank notes, and 
was informed that it could be held as an asset for the redemption o! 
the national debt or the payment of other ex: for the reason that 
it has been shown for a great number of years at the Treasury Depart- 
ment that year by year there was more money came in for that purpose 
than went out. So I was quite conservative in making that statement. 


NEW OFFICES CREATED AND OFFICES ABOLISHED. 
Mr. Speaker, as to the officersand clerks necessary to the public serv- 
tice provided for in the appropriations tor this fiscal year, I call atten- 
ion decrease or a 


So ene Seen to year they , aX 
cording to the necessities of the public service; al from one dec 
ade to another there has been, with increase of and busi 
ness and with the extension of territorial and boundaries, « 





a 


eke 





1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





It is contemplated that the services of this force can be entirely dis- 
with in three years, and a part of it within even a shorter pe- 
riod. Inthe main, the employés constituting this force are of the 
fowest grades in the civil service, their aggregate annual compensation 
averaging, as will be seen, less than $1,100 to each. 
Crerks and other employés to facilitate adjudication of pension claims. 


Annual 








} 
Place of employment. | Number, compensa- 
tion. 

a aad caciiinsidianinnaiginhdanoroigatqnentnnbenemsceeseenees 438 $482, 830 
Record and pension division, War Departmen 7 163 172,120 
Second Auditor's Offi ce..............cccsoesssee sessce eee 10 12,000 
a eccinal ctentianehhanegtotace 2 2,200 
Bureau Medicine and Surgery, Navy Department............. 2 2, 600 
aaa cis denkedeensdesincace"ecoattcotgncesisn soceusecineate 615 671, 750 


Ce eee ——— 


In addition to the foregoing new employments others have been au- 
thorized and some abolished, as shown by the following statement: 


New offices. ‘Offices abolished. 


| N Annual No. Annual 











salary salary. 
| 

ee. ree ee) ls 
House of Representatives..............0....00 sees 4 9, 226. 00 | 1! $8,000.00 
Library of Congress................ 1 Rt ccsthab here hesiss cases 
Executive Office.. ............. 2 3, 400. 00 2 2, 600. 00 
Civil Service Commission 5 I nected scnncnneniens tevines 
Department of State ..... 1 2, 000. 00 1} 1,890.00 
Treasury De ment... 97 | 95,840.00 | 29) 32,360.00 
Subtreasury in New York 5 EE Tinted tetelinds tuvneseos aintin 
Territories..............-.00» ED MI nares! accosansvereereess 
War Department.......... Spthusectsictecicaceeeed ST eT) «6©S|l)| 6h SSR 08 
Navy De ca eccilcdih cintseniaslastoevesi BP ea) MIE ok oee os cncd cases <s00c0 
Ifterior A eae RRR RTS | 6L| 68,170.00; 10) 18,400.00 
Post-Office Sci cnietns cencendemcienatinenenet | 37 | 24,660.00; 7 7, 740. 00 
Department of Justice............--.ceccseoeecerseeees 6 | ‘11,180.00 |... eee “0 
Department Of LABOP........000200:00:.0.0cccerscsseees 5 | 7,320.00 | | 6,240.00 
Department of SN aa sedisiprensennnnnteen 63 | 79,040.00 | i4 | 16,300, 00 
District of Columbia.................cceceseceeeseeeeeee) 147 | 111,651.00 | 3 | 540. 00 
Life-Saving Service .........sc0.scces | 10] 3,700.00 |......... eA ee 
Admission of new States.......... | 12) 87,800.00| 16| 37,700.00 
Diplomatic and consular service 17 | 35,300.00 3 9, 500. 00 
Alaska Seal Islands................. 1 3,650. 00 |+seeeesee seeseesseserensees 
BPD sacsccinmn 2 6, 780. 00 | 2 
Customs service ........... 12 | 69,000.00 
Registers and receivers land office ..... woe Ef FEIN bacccccecelec cnc ceee 
Construction of new public buildings......... I itd a ieeentern acon 
Naval Establishment ...............s00+-sseeeseeeeg 17] 15,640.50] 10) 10,308.38 
SE RANI dcccniccereorssmnmisinvnomvicaiins » G4 DE MIIIEO Ea sire drasinerecsvccnsces 
Military Academy ......2:ercscecsssevseesssnsssnennee| — L | 1,500.00 |scsseeeee|-ee 

NN ci Ri att stein | 635 | 719,461.50 | 109 | 155, $23.38 





The whole number of new places authorized, as shown in the fore- 
going, itis proper to state, exceed the number created during the first 
session ofthe last Congress under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration twenty, 
while their whole compensation amounts to $1,334.25 less than the ag 
—_ salaries of the six hundred and thirty-five places created by 

gress two years ago. 

The additional employés in the Senate are necessitated by the en- 
largement of that body through the admission of six new States. 

Four additional employés are authorized in the House. One is an 
officer asked for by the minority to attend their caucuses, two are clerks 
to new committees that have been authorized, and one is an Official Re- 
ae of Debates — for in the place of and at a less salary than 

Chief Official Reporter, who died during the session. 

For the Civil Service Commission five additional clerks are author- 
ized in order to bring up the work in that office and td more fully ex- 
tend the operation of the civil-service law throughout the country by 
affording opportunity to all applicants to be exarained at the least pos- 
sible expense to themselves. 

In the Department there is an increase of ninety-seven em- 

és, while a reduction of twenty-nine has been made. Of the ad- 

nal number, sixty-five are provided for in the Sixth Auditor’s Of- 
fice, where, because of lack of clerical force during the past few years, 
the work has gotten in arrears to an extent which prevents that prompt 
settlement of postmasters’ accounts that is essential in order to secure an 
honest and efficient administration of the postal service, and that is re- 
quired by law. 

For the government in the Territories eleven new positions were 
necessarily created, including eight for the new Territory of Oklahoma, 
an additional judge for New Mexico, and two new deputy marshals to 
enforce the laws in Alaska. 

In the War Department sixteen new places are created and five are 
abolished. -Of the new one is an Assistant Secretary of War,an 
Office the creation of which has been urged upon Congress by all parties 
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and all Administrations for years past; five are places in the new rec- 
ord and pension division recently organized in that Department; three 
are clerks in the Inspector-General’s department incident to the new 
duties entailed upon that branch of the service; and three are employ¢s 
in the office of War Records of the Rebellion, rendered necessary by the 
hastening of the work of publication of the war records. 

In the Navy Department seven new offices are provided for, principal 
among them being the place of Assistant Secretary of the Navy, which, 
like the position of Assistant Secretary of War, kas been urged to be 
created for many years past. The importance and necessity for the 
position at this time is manifest in the light of the magnitude of the 
operations of the Navy Department in the work of reconstructing the 
Navy, involving the expenditure of millions of dollars each year. In 
the proper execution of the vast labor attending these operations the 
assistance of a civilian aid to the head of the Department ts practically 
indispensable. 

In the Interior Department sixty-one new offices are created and ten 
places are abolished. Among the increases are the following: Six mem 
bers of the board of pension appeals in the office of the Secretary ot! 
the Interior, to aid that official in the prompt disposition of appea!s 
that go to him in pension cases; a net increase of fifteen clerks in the 
General Land Office, where the work of issuing patents is behind three 
months; in the Patent Office, where the work is constantly increasing 
and the revenues augmenting each year, marking the steady growth o/ 
the industrial interests of the country, isan increase of nine employés; 
and in the Pension Offiee fifteen charwomen and two mechanics are au- 
thorized, in order properly to care for the building. 

For the Post-Office Department an increase of thirty-seven and a re 
duction of seven employés is made. The expansion of the postal serv- 
ice and the consequent increase in postal receipts render the service o! 
the net additional force indispensable. 

The Department of Justice is given an inctease of six, among whom 
is an Assistant Attorney-General, whose services are greatly needed in 
representing the interests of the Government in the constantly rising 
number of suits brought against the United States. The number of 
courts throughout the country has been greatly augmented during the 
past few years, thus increasing the duties of the Department at Wash- 
ing, making an increase of force, such as is given, absolutely necessary 
to handle intelligently and satisfactorily the business that comes be- 
fore it. 

In the Department of Labor a partial rearrangement of the force is 
made, showing a net reduction of one employé. 

The Department of Agriculture, by an act of the last Congress, was 
elevated to a place in the Cabinet. Under the old practice, when the 
Department was presided over by a Commissioner, a system had ob 
tained of employing and paying various officials from general appro 
priations. For the current fiscal year the salaries of these several em- 
ployés are specifically provided for, a corresponding reduction being 
made in the appropriations from which they had previously been paid; 
so that the new offices which appear to have been created in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture are in fact all substantially positions heretofore 
existing, but now for the first time specifically provided for. 

The District of Columbia is charged with an increase of one hundred 
and forty-seven new places, while a reduction of three appears to 
have been made. Fifty of the new places are those of teachers in the 
public schools of the city; six are janitors of new school buildings, 
thirty-seven are members ot the increased police force of the District. 
eleven are for men added to the fire department, and thirty-two are 
employés in the water department, heretofore employed and paid from 
general appropriationsot the water revenues, but now for the first time 
specifically set forth in an appropriation bill. The other additional 
employés are mainly authorized in connection with the various reform 
atories of the city. 

In the Lite-Saving Service ten additional keepers are provided for, to 
take charge of the new life-saving stations heretofore authorized and 
constructed along the coasts. 

By the admission of Idaho and Wyoming as States into the Union 
an increase of twelve new offices is made, the officials being Represent- 
atives and Senators in Congress and Federal judicial officers. A re- 
duction of sixteen Territorial offices, it will be noticed, follows this 
increase. 

In the diplomatic and consular service an increase of seventeen and 
a reduction of three officers is made. The new positions are mainly 
consuls who have heretofore been compensated by the retention of the 
fees of their positions. Ly specifically providing for their salaries the 
fees heretofore retained by them will revert to the Treasury, and in 
many if notin all cases will exceed the salaries which are now provided 

In the customs service there appear twelve new places; nine of them 
are the new general appraisers created under the customs-administra- 
tion act; two are collectors of customs in the new State of Washing 
ton and one is a collector of customs for Arizona. 

Registers and receivers of land offices are increased twenty-four in 
number. They are mainly in the new States and are for the conven- 
ience of the settlers. 
~, In the naval establishment an increase of seventeen and a reduction 
of ten is made in the civil employ¢s at the various navy-yards, where 





J 


} 

i. 

ie 

i 
| 
a 
_ 
i af 


os 


ee nr ee ee 


—————— 


Te aT aT 
re 


ane 





9572 


increased activity, incident to the building and outfitting of the new 
ships, renders the service of additional employs imperative. 

In the Indian Department there appears an increase of sixty-two new 
offices. Fifty of these places are Indian policemen, receiving $10 per 
month, and five are officers of Indian police, paid at the rate of $12 per 
month. The others are principally superintendents of the Indian 
schools heretofore authorized and constructed. 

In addition to the new employments which are specifically author- 
ized, as shown by the foregoing statement, additional new offices are 
provided for by the increase of certain general appropriations, as shown 
in the following exhibit : 

New offices created by increase of appropriations, the number of such offices 
and amount of cach ee not being specified. 











Clerks in offices of surveyors-general... menustues veccemue dupiniinvibbedeenun $9, 000 
Department of Agriculture ...... sutiesvioahiettntiiieieadiapea 10, 000 
Teachers of night schools, District of Columbia ee 1,000 
Water department, District of Columbia ......... ad 1,000 
Engraving and Printing. .............00. cscs sseeeeeersees a 7,000 
Assistant custodians en janitors of public buildings .. 50, 000 
Mechanics employed for casual repairs of ne ‘apparatus i in 1 public 

buildings... 10, 000 
Professors and teac shers in Howard University. 1, 890 
Regular assistant United States eens sobeen 10, 000 


- se assixtant United ee o 
arsbals for consular courts . vecce-soyneecesscoastepsoousesoveconsnoteseosssongeneoee 
Clerks at pension agencies . meme eevee amemen 

COIS Oe PIO cscs can yee secese soniwarvepotsononconen 

Railway post-office clerks 0 
Farmers for Indians ............000 sccrenee 
Indian court, judges 


| . 1,347,100 

With reference to ‘thoi main » fnteen of i increase e dhown by ‘this state- 
ment, a few words of explanation will suffice. 

In the offices of the surveyors-general the increase of $9,000 is re- 
quired for temporary clerks to make returns of the surveys of the pub- 
lie lands which are authorized under increased appropriations therefor. 

The $10,000 in the Department of Agriculture is for a class of tem- 
porary employ¢s needed only during certain seasons, and whose serv- 
ices are dispensed with when their work is done. 

For the Engraving and Printing Bureau an increase is made of $7,000, 
The work of this bureau is constantly increasing, and is largely added 
to by the passage of the silver-coinage act. 

An increase of $50,000 appears for assistant custodians and janitors, 
whose services are indispensable in caring for the new public buildings 
heretofore authorized and but recently completed. 

For clerks at the pension agencies throughout the country an in- 
crease is made of $72,000. The large additions to the pension-rolls 
make more clerical work indispensable in order to accomplish prompt 
payment to the pensioners, 

Vor clerks in post-offices there is an increase of $840,000, together 
with $310,000 for more railway post-oilice clerks, the constant growth 
of the postal service, heretofore adverted to, accounting for these addi- 
tions. 

An increase of $10,000 is made for the employment of practical farm- 
evs to aid in training the Indians, and $5,000 additional is given for the 
judges of Indian courts. These two branches of the Indian service have 
proven valuable agencies in civilizing the Indians and in rendering 
them self-supporting. 

-For mechanics temporarily employed in making casual repairs of 
heating apparatus of public buildings all over the country, $10,000 is 
given. 

For regular and special assistants to United States attorneys, an in- 
crease is made of $20,000. The considerable number of new courts 
established throughout the country, particularly by the last Congress, 
render these assistants necessary. 

SALARIES INCREASED AND SALARIES REDUCED, 

The following statement shows,in the various branches of the public 
— the number of offices the salaries of which have been increased 
or reduced: 





‘Salaries increased. Salaries reduced. 
Place of employment. ' aes 


No. Amount. 








House of Representatives ................. 7) Gee... ae ada 
SNE NOD. ican ecthiscrnserbvnsensisocndrenics 1) SIIGD 4 ncn e ccqsdcleesevccsysncsoons 
Treasury Department... ..cccccseeeeceeees 3 670. 00 ‘i 
hers ee tment............ 1| BEAD U los stmepanetll peth-tivanareniiiet 
Interior Department.. 33! 5,300.00 |. ; 
Desmstiaata of Justice. 2 | 700. 00 |}... 
District of Columbia... 748 5,010, 00 |... 
Department of Agriculture secsinnininitbemaiinies 4 1, 400.00 |......+.2.25 = 
Diplomatic and consular service............ 18 | 17,840.00 
COUN COT WUD oa. cs one cevesacsvndats coceddausese 2 SIE fascadicivcicfecbnes vessioctins 
TT ORR 1... ncninisntbtbacectiintindndinianll } SFB 1 GEE Bictesites cole ect nninge 
Naval Establishment.............00... 00000 see 20; 2,265.12 4) 565. 82 
Indian Department..........5..c....cccseeesensees 78 PID Lecesea ctonny+vsestsesage Stony 
Life-Baving Service......c...ccccesccccssceseseeeers 1) 300. 00 |...... rind 
Washington Monument... 2) FED. GD Fanens-creney lave secenpeesevesse 
en aaa A SR ie | 1,007 182, 055. 12 5 | 965. 82 
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The whole number of salaries increased, as shown in this exhibit, is 
1,097, as against 1, 486 increased during the last session of Congress, or 
389 fewer salaries increased by this than by the last session, 

The increases in salaries made at this session are more apparent thaft 
substantial in their character; and the only instance worthy of ex- 
tended comment is the case of the supervisors of the Eleventh Census, 
one hundred and seventy-five in number, increased from $500 to $1, 000 
each. This was done by a special act, ‘and without material antago- 
nism from any quarter, the Superintendent of the Census having rep- 
resented the impossibility of procuring the services of competent and 
responsible men for $500. 

In the House of Representatives the salary of the attendant in the 
ladies’ waiting-room is increased $120, and six laborers, who are 
charged with caring for the Hall of the House, have their wages in- 
creased so as to make their whole pay $50 per month. 

The salary of the assistant secretary to the President, a man who 
has served in that capacity to all of the Presidents for twenty years 
past, is increased $250. 

In the Treasury Department the salaries of a superintendent, the 
Chief Clerk of the Bureau of Statistics, and a laborer are increased 
$200, $250, and $220, respectively. 

In the Navy Department the pay of a messenger boy is increased $120. 

In the Interior Department the salaries of thirty principal examiners 
in the Patent Office are increased $100 each, being the amount to which 
they are entitled under the law creating their offices; the salaries of the 
Commissioner and Assistant Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
three principal clerks therein, and the surveyor-general of Oregon are 
increased $1,000, $500, and $200 each, respectively. 

In the Department of Justice the salaries of the chief clerk and clerk 
in charge of pardons were increased $300 and $400, respectively. 

The teachers of the public schools in the District of Columbia, to 
the number of seven hundred and forty-five, have had their salaries 
increased $5 each, so as to bring their salaries per annum to an average 
of $685 each. The pay of three janitors of school buildings is also in- 
creased a small amount each. 

In the Department of Agriculture four salaries are increased in {he 
aggregate $1,400. 

There are eighteen salaries increased in the diplomatic and consular 
service. They are principally of places in Central and South America, 
and are increased because of the added importance and responsibility 
of the positions incident toour growing commercial relations with those 
countries, 

The salaries of the collectors of customs for Puget Sound, in Washing- 
ton, and at Columbus, Ohio, are increased. 

In the naval establishment the salaries of twenty civilian employés 
at the several navy-yards are increased in the aggregate $2,265.12. 

In the Indian servicethe pay of seventy Indian policemen is increased 
from $12 to $15 per month each, while three of the Indian agents are 
increased $200 each, one $100, and one $500; and the salaries of three 
superintendents of Indian schools are increased $500 each. 
$ The salary of a superintendent of a life-saving station is increased 

300 


And in connection with the Washington Monument two salaries are 
increased $15 per month each. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] has spoken from the standpoint of the Republican party and of 
the Government. I shall speak from the standpoint of the Democratic 
party and of the people. 

Sir, I am one of those who are not surprised at the prospective con- 
dition of the Treasury in the light of the many and extravagant ap- 
propriations made by the present Congress. 

Whenever and wherever the Republican party has been in power 
with an unlimited supply of money at its command, it has been in the 
highest degree extravagant. ly has it been so as the 
administration of the affairs of the Federal Government. © pro- 
ceedings of the present Congress are but in keeping with those of the 
past Congresses in which our Republican friends were in the majority. 

During the Forty-seventh Congress they $121.631,552.20 
more than did the Forty-sixth Congress and $113,999,378.65 more than 
did the Forty-eighth Congress. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress, it will be nde ever | the Repub- 
licans had control of both branches; in the Forty-sixth and in the 
Forty-eighth Congresses the majority of the House was Democratic, 
but in the Senate the majority was blican. 

This relation of the two parties continued during the Forty-ninth 
and the Fiftieth whose ree and RecorpDs disclose 
many protracted contentions over the regu co soeeenenees ropriation bills. 

Inthe Forty-ninth Congress we find that these bills passed the House 
carrying the gross sum of $475,092, 609, which was increased by the Sen- 
ate to $516,518,842.83; and in the Fiftieth Congress they a ty = 
House with a sum total of $523, 129,925.12, down pee woes nee et dom 
Senate to $552,635,012.05. It was over these increases that eae 
ous — prolonged struggles between the Honses — generally had. 

a 


the present Congress exceed those of the first 
session of the Fiftieth by $52,013,700.10, and those of the 
second session by $72,352,784. 41. 
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At no time since 1860 has the Democratic party been in a position 
to successiully and effectually impress upon the general appropriation 
bills, in all of their details, its peculiar and distinctive ideas of re- 
trenchment, economy, and reform. . 

The gentleman from Illinois, ignoring this fact, forgetting that dur- 
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ing the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses his own political associates 


bad the control of the Senate and in the conflicts between the Houses 
adhered with great tenacity to their own peculiar views and never 
surrendered a point without demanding an equivalent concession in re- 
turn, has instituted a comparison between the appropriations of the 
Fiftieth and of the Fifty-first Congresses. He would have the country 
believe that the Democratic party was as responsible for what was ap- 
propriated by the last Congress as his own party, being in full posses- 
sion of the entire Government, is responsible for the acts and doings of 
the present Congress. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I shall not complain. I believe that I will be able 
to show that notwithstanding a Democratic House was handicapped 
with a Republican Senate, the comparison which has been invoked will 
be altogether against the gentleman and his political friends. He as- 
sumes as a fact, Mr. Speaker, that the revenues for the present fiscal 
year will be greater than as estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

e takes it for granted that because they have been somewhat greater 
during the past six months than was anticipated the increase will be 
maintained during the remainder of the fiscal year. 

It has not occurred to him—and, if so, he has not been candid enough 
to let it be known—that this increase may be very properly and alto- 
gether attributed to the influx of foreign goods, hurried in because of 
the pendency of a measure largely advancing the duties; and that,, 
should the measure be enacted into law, imports would immediately 
decline and the revenue be reduced in proportion. The gentleman, 
Mr. Speaker, bas built for himself a castle in which he may enjoy him- 
self for awhile. It rests, however, upon the drifting sand. 

But, sir, what is the true situation as to revenue and expenditure? 
Iam disposed to accept the statement of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
McKINLEY J, that if the bill reported by him should become law there 
will be a reduction in revenue to the extent of $71,264,414; and that. 
no increase of revenue, taking the bill through and through, will arise 
from articles upon which duties have been advanced. Of course it is 
not to be presumed that the bill as it passed the House will, in its en- 
tirety, become law, but it is to be presumed that no measure will pre- 
vail that does not bear, in the most emphatic manner, the marks of a 
high protective policy. 

t believe, Mr. Speaker, that under all the circumstances the esti- 
mate of the Secretary of the Treasury is a liberal one, and that the 
revenue is more liable to fall below than to rise above the figures at 
which he hay put it. He has placed the receipts, including those of 
the postal service, at $450, 414,337.34, which we are confronted 
with appropriations, including the indefinite and permanent, which 
amount to $461,844,779.89, leaving a balance against the Government 
and against his party of $11,430,442.55. The gentleman is between 
the upper and the nether millstone. He seeks an escape from his un- 
fortunate dilemma by two ways, one of which is through the ignorance 
or blunder of his own Secretary and the other through the failure of 
the Fiftieth Congress to make adequate appropriations. 

Iu my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will find both ways 
impracticable. 

Sir, the gates are locked and guarded against him, and he and his 
party must suffer the sure consequences of a willful extravagance. His 
party had warned him, long in advance of the present session, that the 
revenue would and must be reduced in order to give the manufacturers 
the protection which had been promised them, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury had notified him that he must not count upon more rev- 
enue than $450, 414,337.34, all told. Heshould have heeded these ad- 
monitions and cut his garmentsaccordingly. He has not done so, and 
the effort of himself and of his party will be to throw the blame upon 
the Fiftieth 

If I have not misunderstood the gqtleman, Mr. Speaker, he hassaid 
that if the Fiftieth Congress had, at its last session, made as liberal ap- 

priations as were made at its first session—that is, before the Pre«i- 
dential election and when there was an expectation that Mr.Cleveland 
would be re-elected—the appropriations at the present session would 
have been no greater than at the second or last session of the Fiftieth 


A glance, Mr. Speaker, at one of the tables which I shall submit to 
the House will demonstrate beyond cavil the injustice of his com- 
nt. 

This table shows that there was appropriated by the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, at its second session, $20,339,084.31 less than was appropriated 
at its first session. It aleo shows that the river and harbor act of the 
firet session carried $22,397,616.90, and that no river and harbor bill 

at the second session, as has been the custom for some years. 

, sir, one is aware that no deficiency can occur under the 
act, and the gentleman himself knows that there 

have been no estimates for river and harbor deficiencies and none have 


_ been allowed. Deducting the difference between the appropriations of 
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the two sessions from the mver and harbor act of the first session, and 
we have $2,058,532.59 to the credit of the second session. 

Again, there were no deficiencies under the fortifications act for 
which the present Congress had to provide. Without occupying fur- 
ther time of the House, Mr. Speaker, upon this point, I will ask gen- 
tlemen to carefully examine the table of appropriations which will ac- 
company my remarks, comparing for themselves the items of the two 
sessions, and they will readily see that in matters and upon acts in 
which deficiencies might occur the appropriations of the second session 
were larger and more liberal than those of the tirst sessioa. 

But, sir, we have been also told by the gentleman from L[linois that 
it was the duty of the Fiftieth Congress to appropriate $38,511,541.17, 
the amount of his deficiencies. This I utterly deny. But supposing 
it so, the majority would not be at all relieved from their embarrass- 
ment, an embarrassment which they have knowingly and unnecessa- 
rily hrought upon themselves. Of the deficiencies, Mr. Speaker, $25,- 
321,907.35 is for pensions and $1,071,643.43 for soldiers’ claims. 

In respect to the first item, the Fiftieth Congress appropriated at 
both sessions every dollar that was estimated and asked for. Besides, 
who could have anticipated the appointment of such adepts in the 
finding of ways and means to expend the public money as the gentle- 
men who have been intrusted by the present Administration with the 
examination, allowance, and adjudication of pension claims? The 
only wonder is that the deficiency in this respect has not been much 
greater, 

Sir, in view of what the majority have done at the present session 
in the matter of pensions, ought they to complain of the failure of the 
majority in the last Congress to appropriate a greater sum for pensions 
than was estimated and asked for? Knowing that the actuai expend- 
iture for pensions during the past fiscal year was $106,936,855.07, 
they have deliberately appropriated for the present year $98,457,461; 
and for the pensions to be granted under the acts of March 4, 1890, 
and June 27, 1890, known as the “‘ totally helpless’’ and the ‘‘ disa- 
bility ’’ laws, not one dollar has been appropriated, thus necessitating, 
beyond question, a deficiency, under the appropriations of the present 
session, of not less than $44,904,394.07 in the matter of pensionsalone. 

As to the item of soldiers’ claims, which appears in the budget of 
the deficiencies to be supplied by this Congress, I have only to say that 
it has been the uniform practice for many years past, as I am informed, 
to provide for these claims on the deficiency bills. 

There is another item in the deficiencies, Mr. Speaker, to which I 
will now ask the attention of the House. It is for the taking of the 
present census, and amounts to $3,500,000. This should have been 
placed upon the sundry civil bill, as it was not in any sense of the term 
a deficiency. The Fiftieth Congress had appropriated $1,000,000 for 
the purpose, and of that sum $391,798.60 was unexpended on the Ist 
day of July last. This fact demonstrates that there was no necessity 
for putting the item on a deficiency bill. 

Whatthen was the purpose of the majority forso doing? Sir, itoccurs 
to me that it could only have been done tor the purpose of relieving 
the revenues of the present year to that extent, and also to curtail the 
proportions of the sundry civil act, which was in the immediate charge 
of the gentleman from Illinois. I might also add, Mr. Speaker, with- 
out impropriety that it would serve the further purpose of enabling the 
majority to gratify their desires in other directions and at the same 
time to excuse to the country their extravagance by the claim, how- 
ever unfounded, that the volume of appropriations was to be attributed 
to the deliberate failure of the Fiftieth Congress to make sufficient ap- 
propriations. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, that the appropriations of this Congress at 
the present session amount to $461,844,779.89. One word of expla- 
nation as to this. The table from which I read shows only $460,627, - 
697.73 as the aggregate of expenditures. It will be remembered that 
there are several concealed and indefinite items in the sundry civil act, 
against which the minority have protested as an unwise and unfair 
method of appropriation. These items, the Treasury Department in- 
forms us, will involve an expenditure during the present fiscal year of 
not less than $1,044,000. There are also in the same act items of 
reappropriation, which are not included inthe sum total. Theseitems 
aggregate $173,082.16. 

Adding the two sums to that stated in the table and we have $461, - 
844,779.59 as the true amount of appropriations. I now desire toshow, 
Mr. Speaker, and I think that I will beable to do so most satisfactorily, 
that, taking the estimate of revenue as given us by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to be approximately true, we may disregard the deficiencies— 
$38,511,541.17—altogether, and vet the current revenue for this fiscal 
year will not be sufficient to meet the current expenditure. 

In the face of the most reliable and positive information given them, 
the majority have refused to appropriate, by as much as $675,000, 
what will be necessary to sustain the Department of Justice, and, by 
as much as $487,000, what will be required for the office of the Public 
Printer. 

We may, therefore, confidently expect deficiencies in the Pension 
Office, in the office of the Public Printer, and in the Department of 
Justice that will aggregate, during the present fiscal year, at least 
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$46,066,394.07, to say nothing of the shortages that will certainly 
occur in other branches of the public service. 

Omitting the item of $38,511,541.17, complained of by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, we will be compelled beyond all question to supply 
its place with deficiencies accruing during the present year that will 
aggregate at least $46,086,394.07, and will make a sum total of $469,- 
399,632.79. 

Mr. FLOWER. And there has been no appropriation for the pen- 
sions which will accrue under the laws we have passed this session. 

Mr. SAYERS, The effect of the laws to which the gentleman refers 
was not taken into consideration. The pension appropriation was based 
upon laws that were in force prior to this session. The aceount, Mr. 
Speaker, when stated, will stand thus: 


Appropriations already made, less $38,511,54i.17 (de- 

SIDI nin tle: otedernee aise readin $423, 333, 238. 72 
Add as necessary additional appropriations for the 

Department of Justice, the Pension Office, and the 

office of the Public Printer for the present fiscal 

NINE seni cote e+ tine 00 Abie eee a ' 46, 066, 394. 07 


TT incineeintsneni adam's Aetna = 
Deduct revenues, including postal receipts, as esti- 
mated by the Secretary of the Treasury 450, 414, 337. 34 


18, 985, 295. 45 


It will be perceived that I have not included the deficiencies, which 
are certain to occur in the other Departments of the Government. 
To relieve the Administration from the dilemma in which it will be 
placed—that is, the incurrence of a deficiency of current revenue as 
compared with current expenditure—an experience which the country 
has not had since 1866, provision must be made for more revenue or 
the Government must be conducted upon a more economical basis. 

If the Administration should determine to expend the appropria- 
tions which an extravagant Congress have already made and to permit 
its various Departments and subdivisions to create obligations and to 
contract debts, as during the past six months and at the rate indicated 
by some of them, a deficiency of current revenue, even under the 
present laws, as compared with current expenditure is as sure to fol- 
low as the day succeeds the night and the night succeeds the day. 

Mr. Speaker, the statement which I have given to the House rests 
apon no untrustworthy foundation. As to pensions, it is supported 
by the assertions of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MoRRILL], whom 
we all know to be a most careful, painstaking, and capable Representa- 
tive, upon the floor of this House, in his capacity aschairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, while he was conducting the passage 
of the bills which are known as the actsof March 4, 1890, and of June 
27,1890; he had given the matter a most thorough investigation and 
had called to his assistance the most reliable experts in the pension 
service. 

As to the anticipated deficiences in the Department of Justice and 
in the office of the Public Printer there can not be adoubt. The most 
experienced and intelligent employés in both of these services were 
before the Committee on Appropriations and were positive in their 
declarations as to the necessities of the Department or office to which 
they belonged and in whose behalf they were speaking. 

There is, Mr. Speaker, another item in the budget of expenditures 
which the Secretary of the Treasury estimates for the present year at 
$49,159,073, and that is the sinking fund. In my opinion, and I ex- 
press it without hesitation, there is not a more important fund known 
to our fiscal affairs. It is a fund that should be carefully maintained 
60 long as there is an outstanding and an unpaid interest-bearing bond. 
It is due as well to the people as to the bondholder thatitshould always 
be carefully provided for, and it has always been carefully provided 
for through all the years since its first creation. 

Bat, sir, from what source is the Government to secure that fund 
duringthe year which is upon us? Will the Administration disregard 
it altogether, or will Congress, in order to cover up and to shield its 
reckless extravagance, authorize the use of other funds for the pur- 
pose—say, the $100,000,000 of gold that is in the Treasury to protect 
certain notes which are in circulation? 

We have been told by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
that our bonds—those due in 1891—are depreciating in value. If so, 
then and by all means the Treasury should be in a condition to redeem 
them so as to reduce our interest-bearing indebtedness. But, sir, with 
wht can the purchase of the bonds be made if all the revenue is to be 
consumed for current expenses as fast as it comesin? Do 
of the majority contemplate a refunding of the bonds when ma- 
ture in 1891 and 1907, and to thus postpone their full and final pay- 
ment ‘or a century longer? 

Do they propose that our present national-banking system shall con- 
tinue for generations yet to come? 

Have these purposes, as also other motives, influenced them to the 
extraordinary extravagance which has characterized the present Admin- 
istration? 

With the one hand they seek todiminish the revenue by an increase of 


Balance against the Government -.--. .- 


duty on imports, and with the other seatter the declining receipts 
of the Treasury most lavishly. It would be well for gentlemen to pause. 
It is bad enough to unnecessarily appropriate the public money, but, 
when withsuch extravagance are involved the maintenance of an enor - 
mous tax on the necessaries of life, the refunding of the public debt, 
and the perpetuation of the national-banking system, the extravagance 
assumes the shape of the greatest criminality. 

But, sir, not satisfied with directly and, in many instances, unnec- 
essarily appropriating from the public Treasury, the majority have bur- 
dened future Congresses with contracts and obligations, to pay which 
provision must be made hereafter. They have, without appropriating 
one dollar therefor, authorized contracts to be made for the manu- 
facture of heavy ordnance to the extent of $3,775,000; they have also 
authorized the construction of war-vessels which, ther with their 
armor and armament, will cost $24,225,000, and have only appropri- 
ated an undefined portion of $5,475,000 for the purpose; they have 
further authorized contracts for the i vement of certain water ways 
and harbors for as much as $14,922,979, toward which they have appro- 
priated but $2,000,000; and, finally, they have authorized the construc- 
tion of forty-one public buildings to cost not exceeding $7,116,639.54, 
but for which they have ee only $2,375,000. 

These contracts, if made, will constitute obligations the burden ot 
which must fall upon future Congresses. 

As to the public buildings, how striking the contrast between the 
action of the present Congressand thatof the Fiftieth. At the first ses- 
sion of the latter Congress thirty-eight public buildings were authorized, 
with a maximum limit as to cost amounting to $6,832,000, 86 per cent. 
of which was immediately appropriated toward their construction. Of 
the cost of the public buildings authorized by the present Congress only 
34 per cent. has been appropriated. 

In the matter, Mr. Speaker, of new offices and places we find that 
the present Congress have, to this date, created 1,270, the annual sal- 
aries of which amount to $1,391,211.50, and that 109 offices and ; 
the salaries of which aggregate $155,828.38, have been , leav- 
ing as a net increase, 1,161 offices, with salaries calling for the expendi- 
ture of $1,235,383.12 annum. 

Mr. McMILLIN. than a regiment. 

Mr. SAYERS. This exceeds the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress by 931 offices and by $984,615.62 per annum in salaries, and the 
second session of the same Congress by 880 offices and by $919,555.12 
in annual salaries, and both sessions of the Fiftieth Congress by 650 
offices and by $668,787.62 per annum in salaries. 

Mr, LACEY. The gentleman includes the new pension clerks. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido; but if you leave them out of the calculation 
there will still be an excess in new offices by the present Congress over 
both sessions of the Fiftieth Congress. I, however, fail to see the ne- 
cessity for so large anincrease in the pension force, as there were in the 
Pension Office at Washington on the Ist of July last 1,263 offi- 
cials, clerks, employés, and examiners. force should be able 
to easily do a vast amount of work. Among the offices that have been 
thus created may be named an Assistant Secretary of War, an Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Navy, an Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, and 
an Assistant Attorney-General, the first three to receive each $4,500 
per annum and the last $5,000 per annum. 

Of course the creation of these offices is a great public necessity and 
the growth of the country demands it, as will be answered by our Re- 
— friends when they are questioned by their constituents touch- 

g the expenditure of the public money. 

But on this side of the House it is believed, and it will be so said to 
the people, that it is a wasteful extravagance, and but in keeping with 
the policy and practices of the Republican party whenever in power. 

It will be noted, Mr. Speaker, in one of the tables which 1 shall 
apenas Seay See that there nen Se Sian es SE 
tions for offices, not specified, amounting to $1,347,100, and a decrease 
in priations tor such offices of $30,000 by the present Congress. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the latter item. This 


almost without expressed ; 
yet, strange to say, they not only decided against its free coinage, but 
have lessened the facilities of one of the mints by decreasing the appro- 
priation for its working force to the extent of $30,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman please repeat his statement 
in regard to the mints ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have said that there has been a decrease of $30,000 
for the compensation of employés at the mint at Carson City, Nev. 

Mr, DOCKERY. ee quite correct in that statement ; 
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duced, with the amount of such increase or reduction. In this con- 
nection I will only say that salaries have been increased during the 
present session in one thousand and ninety-seven offices and to the ex- 
tent of $132,055.12, and that the salaries have been reduced in but 
five offices, and in them only by $965.82. . ‘oom 

It is unnecessary, I trust, for me to comment upon this unjustifiable 
extravagance, At this, a time of the greatest depression among the 
laboring and agricultural classes, it does occur to me that our Kepub- 
lican friends might have hesitated, in the interest of the public good, 
to make these increases. ; 

Mr. Speaker, I crave the further indalgence of the House to refer 
very briefly to some of the general appropriation acts. 

The agrieultural heads the list, and is to be criticised chiefly for the 
new offices and places which it creates. 
the House the following colloquy was had: 

Mr. Docxery. I do not know that I understood the gentleman from Kansas 

; but, if I did, he stated, in reply to the gentleman from Texas / Mr. 
Savers}, that he was not able to give us the number of new officers and the in- 
creases of salary in this bill. 

Mr. Fowsron, | wasnot able to stateexactly the increases of Salary ; but, asto 
the number of new offices, there are only three or four. There are new divis- 
ions created, but they embrace officers already paid out of the fundsof the Ag- 
ricultural Department. 

Mr. Dockery. Then what are we to understand as being the total increase of 
salaries? 

Mr. Funxsron. The total increase of salaries isfor one person under the orig- 
inal House bill and three persons under this conference report, including also 
$500 extra, given camuipouualey for one year to the chemist for experiments with 
reference to sugar, making about four persons in all whose salaries are in- 





Mr. Dockery. Bat the gentleman does not give the amount of the increase. 


An examination of the provisions of the act, Mr. Speaker, shows the. 


facts to be somewhat different from those as stated by the gentleman 
in charge of the bill. I find that sixty-three new oflices, with salaries 
$79,040 per annum, have been created, and that fourteen 
eae with salaries amounting to $16,300, have been omitted. I also 
find that there has been a net increase of appropriation for oflices not 
ified of $10,000. At the second session of the Fiftieth Congress 
$178, 580 was appropriated for salaries, and by the present Congress 
$251,300 for the same purpose. These facts and figures, which may be 
relied upon, are calculated to excite the suspicion that the gentleman 
from Kansas misunderstood the provisions of his own bill. 

The d and consular act, though carrrying a smaller sum 
total than that of the second session of the Fiftieth Congress, adds to 
the civil list seventeen offices at an annual cost of $35,300, and omits 
three offices which were a charge upon the Treasury to the extent of 
$9,500 foe annum. 

The Indian act is worthy of special mention, Mr. Speaker, but I will 
only read from the Recorp what was said by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] respecting it when up for consideration. On the 
9th of August this gentleman, speaking of the amendments placed upon 
the bill by the Senate, said: 


This Indian bill as by the Senate appropriates $7,233,292.76, being an 
increase of $1,260,654.01 over the bill as passed by the House. Theaverage total— 
and Lask attention to thi average total Sees in the Indian 
bills for the eight fiscal years 1881 to 1888, inclusive, is $5,278,000, or $2,000,000 less 
than the amount of this bill as passed by the Senate. 

Mr. Savers. Does not the sum total of the bill of last year include the Choc- 
taw claim, to between two and a half and three million dollars? 

Mr. Caynrow. Iam coming to that ina moment. But I first call attention to 
the average of these bills from 1881 to 1888. Five and a quarter millions of dol- 
lars in round nuinbers was the average amount that they carried for eight years. 
Now, for 1889 the Indian appr bill was unduly swollen by an appro- 
priation of $2,854,000 to pay w judgment. If that item had been omit- 

the act would have ee only, in round numbers, $5,404,000, or 
$1,878,000 i than the pending bill as it comes from the Senate. Now, for the 


year 1890 

usual items: First, a payment to the Pottawatomie Indians of an old award, 
with interest for twenty years, ae $361,000, and a payment of $1,912,- 
000 to the Seminole Indians for certain lan If these two items had been omit- 
ted, the act of last year would have appropriated only $5,802,000, or $1,463,000 less 
than the pending bill. 


And,seven days later, when the conference report was before the House: 


Mr, Cannon. Mr. Speaker, this is the most extraordinary conference report 
ons eral priation bill that I have ever known since I have served in 
beg the attention of the House fora few moments while I speak 
the surroundings of this bill. When it was first considered in the House I 
coneeived it my —— to make points of order upon claimsreported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and scattered throughout the bill, aggregating in round 
nunibers $300,000, and those claims went out on points of order. The bill went 
to the Senate was increased over the amountas passed by the House $1,200, - 
000, and substantially none of that increase covered the claims which had been 
a by the House committee on the original bill. 

. Bounr. What was the character of the amendments which went ont on 
of order in the House ? 
Cawnox. They were claims, substantially, all of them. 
po ey ened poe Each and every amendment which 
make up this of $1,200,000, made by the Senate upon a $7,000,000 
bill, was non-coneurred in by the House. That action was taken aifter a discus- 
in which ae. 
after examination of the bil!) : 
passed the House with the full amount of the 
$12,000 more. I will put in the RecorD astatement on 


ee 
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‘and I have had it verified by a man who does not make mistakes, 
civil act, Mr. Speaker, carries upon its face appropria- 
to $29,738,282, 23, and, though containing no extraordi- 
unusual items of any magnitude, is larger by several mill- 
any similar act since the Forty-second Congress, which is 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| do not include all the expenditures for which the act provides. 
| should be added to them $1,044,000 which is estimated to be authorized 


While under consideration in | 


appropriation act was again unduly swollen by two un- | 


Now this strange thing ap- | 
The conference report carries | 


It is a statement which was made else where—a« careful statement—__ 
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as far back asI have examined. But, heavy asit is, the figures named 


Ther 


by certain concealed and indefinite items, and also $173,082.16, which 
was reappropriated without naming the amount. With these sums 
| added, as they should be, the sundry civi! act of the present session 
will aggregate $30,955, 364.38. ; 
I have already spoken sufliciently as to the deticiencies, Mr. Speaker 
aud will not detain the House further in reference to them than to say 


| that, excluding the pensions and soldiers’ claims for which it provides 
land which amount to $26,393,550.78, it will be larger, by several 
| millions, than the deficiencies at any session of any previous Congres 


since the Forty-second, except at the first session of the Fiftieth Con 


gress, which carried $16,063,383.26, excluding pensions, but includin 
soldiers’ claims, and $3,127,617, the amount of the deficiency bill that 
failed at the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress 

| It will be observed that in the table of appropriations there are i 


cluded the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury as to the perma 
| nent (specific) and indefinite appropriations. It will also be noted that 
the estimate to the first session of the Fiftieth Congress is considerably 
larger than that to the second session of the same Congress, and also 
| than that to the present Congress. Of the estimate to the first session 
| of the Fiftieth Congress, however, but $101,638,512.74 was expended 
during the year for which it was made. 

There are fifty-eight general subdivisions of these estimates upon 
| the permanent (specific) and indefinite appropriations, the subdivision 
embracing the appropriation for the payment of the interest on the 
| public debt, to-wit: The navy fund, the funded loan of 1891, the 
funded loan of 1907, and the refunding certificates, being one of thi 
most important. 
| I find, sir, from the report of the Treasurer of the United States 
| the annual decrease of interest-bearing debt to be, on June 30 


i itntdintiasccsdenicncaneen ‘ 
ances 
_ =e 
1889... 

13890). 


$50, 136, 850. 00 
scsocounes 124, 321, 750. 00 
71, 169, 850. 00 
120, 668, 510. 00 
$8, 471, 448. 85> 





| BDO. oeeessensnsesene iil ti tnichAdlins wince neues 
| And that the interest charge on the public debt was, for the year 
| ending June 30— 
| 
} 


ee 
1887.. 


$19, 387,508, 72 


$5, 657, 989.7 


1888.. enpacknondajled tiesévestinnseteies ‘ ‘ Saecenubinereins 42, 869, 345.‘ 
isi sdesiecnnnnititnivieoiedte qavmesode nike eendaannineincaineee ve . 37,629,765 
ee ieitndaiinicteilibiclsins dlenan tinue tdcndiaintidsient iatenduaveuedsetdeens exe cence 29, 417, 60 


been decreases from year to year in the estimates of the Treasury D 
partment upon the indefinite and permanent (specific) appropriations 
and it will be readily perceived that the decrease of the interest charge 
will enable the party in power to use so much more of the public 
money for other purposes. 

In the statement which I have been making, Mr. Speaker, I have 
considered the appropriations by the present Congress as they affected 
| the current revenue. Since 1865 our revenues have been each reeur 
| ring year greater than our expenditures; but I sincerely believe tha 
when the fiscal year of 1391, that is, the present fiscal year, shall hav: 
terminated it will be found that the annual receipts are no longer able 
| to meet the annual indebtedness, 

Our Republican friends are sensible of this condition of things, and 
| they will prevent this résult if it be possible. [apprehend that if the 
| Democrats win the House of the next Congress——— 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. As they will. 

Mr. SAYERS. The majority will not appropriate sufficiently at th: 
next session, three months hence, to defray all the expenses of thy 
Government during the present fiscal year, but they will leave th 
performance of that duty to their successors in the Fifty-second Con 
gress. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 





Then they will unload them. 


Mr. SAYERS. Under the contingency which I have suggested | 
believe they will do so. 
Suppose, Mr. Speaker, that it should happen that I am correct and 


that the current revenues will not suffice to meet the current expendi 
tures, what will the Administration then do? Will not the effort b 
made to repeal the law which sets apart $100,000,000 in gold for 
redemption of the Treasury notes, so as to use it for other purposs 
There is a bill already pending in the House looking to that end. | 
seems that our Republican friends are getting ready for the coming 
storm. They will also refuse to set aside a sufficient sum, annually, 
for the sinking fund. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. And thereby perpetuate the public debt. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Illinois [[Mr. CANNON], who 
| has just spoken, suggested that very policy. 
| Mr. SAYERS. I firmly believe, Mr. Speaker, that the effort will be 

made to refund the publie debt. All things point in that direction. 

The millions of capital in Wall street desire it—corporate wealth in every 
form desires it. ‘The people—they who toil in the fields, in the work- 
shops, on the land and on the sea—they do not desire it, and they ought 
to be heard and their wishes ought to prevail. I ask my friend from 
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Kansas [Mr, KeLiey], who I see is giving me his attention, what he you gentlemen continue in the control of this House, holding, as you 


thinks the farmers of his State will say tosuch a proposition ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I will simply say that, if all these ee the 
veofleman. are dependent upon the contingency of the Democratic party 
having a majority in this House in the next Congress there will not 
be apy trouble about the matter either in Kansas or anywhere else. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, I will say that if the majority in this House 
is not changed at the coming elections the people will be in a pitiable 
condition indeed, [Applause on the Democratic side.] For should 


will, the entire framework of the Government in your hands, there 
will be left but little to the people of liberty and property by the time 
your Administration will haveexpired. I acknowledge that there will 
be music and feasting and mirth in the mansions of those who have 
grown rich and powerful under the management of the fiscal affairs of 
the Government, but in the homes of those who earn their bread in 
the sweat of the face there will be no gladness whatever. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 


Appropriations. 


First session Secondsession, First session 



















Acts, Fiftieth Fiftieth | Fifty-first 
Congress. | Congress. Congress. 
| 
Agricultural.................. $1, 716, 010. 00 $1, 669, 770.00 $1, 799, 100. 00 
I 06 satis ea biaceas 24, 471, 300. 00 24,316, 615, 73 24, 471.79 
Piplomatic and consular 1, 428, 465. 00 1, 980, 025. 00 1, 710, 815. 60 
-District of Columbia. 5, 046, 410. 32 5, 682, 409. 91 5, 769, 444.15 
lortifications........... 3, 972, 000. 00 1, 233, 594. 00 a4, 232, 935. 00 
() see ies 68, 263, 700.79 ¢8, 077, 453. 39 7, 263, 116. 02 
legislative, executive, and judicial. 20, 758, 178. 07 20, $43, 615, 81 21, 080, 752. 75 
PEGMtaTy AGRAOAIY 00. 000000s00000 cosccomss cose 315, 043. 81 | d 902, 766. 69 435, 296. 11 
PU abacvesescorendovevees 19, 942, 835. 35 | 21, 692, 510, 27 € 23, 136, 035. 53 
Pension... £85, 258,700.00 | g89°758,700.00 | h 98, 457, 461.00 
Vost-Oftice 60, 860, 233. 74 i 66, 605, 344, 28 72, 226, 698. 99 
River and harbor . Fe Mis SUP. Lacncsasmmpatneansinvenses 4 24, 981, 295. 00 
Sundry civil ......... 26, 320,804.84 25, 297,341.65 § 29, 738, 282. 22 
Deficiencies........... .. k 16, 063, 383.26 | 18,330,518.30 | m38, 511,541.17 
a ce catalina tanintimatiiiineealitsineedile 296, 814, 682. 08 | 3 
Miscellaneous. n 10, 170, 862. 55 | . 20 
Sum total of regular annual and miscellaneous appropriations .............00.0.00-ssessssee senses seennesneees neuen son senees ennees | 306, 985, 544. 63 
lermanent (specific) and indefinite appropriations (estimated) ........0...........cceeseeeeneeee | q 115, 640, 798. 90 
Total receipts (estimated), including postal revenues ..........s0cce-seveceocessersrsesensccsnsesssssersseoasessensesesesees sevenes| 450, 414, 337. 34 





a The act making this appropriation authorizes contracts for heavy guns to the extent of $3,775,000, to meet which no appropriation is made. 

5 Lneludes $2,858,798.62 for payment of a jadgment against the United States in favor of the Choctaw Indians. 

¢ Includes $1,912,912.02 for payment to the Seminole Indians for lands; also $361,000 to the Pottawatomie Indians on an award. 

d Includes $499,000 with which to erect a fire-proof building at the Military Academy. 

e The act carrying this appropriation authorizes the construction of six war vessels which are to cost, exclusive of armament and armor, $15,225,000. The 
estimated cost of sucharmamentand of the armor is $2,090,000, making the total cost of the vessels when completed $24,225,000, toward which an undefined 
portion of $5,475,000 is appropriated. 

J Includes $3,500,000 pension deficiency for 1888, appropriated by special act. 

Includes $8,000,000 pension deficiency for 1889, ee in the general deficiency act. ‘ 

This is in strict pursuance of estimates furnished by the Commissioner of Pensions and based upon lawsexisting prior to March 4, 1889. It is $8,479,394.07 less 
than what was expended for pensions during the last fiseal ye w, and is admitted to be insufficient to pay the pensions granted under such laws during the present 
fiseal year and also under the acts of March 4 and June 27,1890, which latter act&, as stated by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the floor of 
_ a will — and independent of other laws necessitate an expenditure of $36,425,000 for the present fiscal year. To meet this increased expenditure 
there is no appropriation. 

é This act also authorizes contracts for the improvement of certain water ways and harbors to the extent of $14,922,979, and appropriates toward them only 


000,000, 
j This does not include an expenditure of $1,044,000 as estimated by the Treasury Department, which is authorized in certain concealed and indefinite items 
of appropriation in the sundry civil act, nor does it include $173,082.16 mageerecwmes in the same act. 
This is the aggregate of deficiencies passed during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, exclusive of $3,500,000 for pensions. It includes $3,127,617.09 de- 
ticiencies for 1887 and prior years, the bill for which failed at the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and also $927,177.40 paid to the State of Texas, 
{Tnctudes $1,185,348.33 deficiencies in the Navy Department for 1885 and prior years, and was made to enable the ent to balance accounts without 
croating a new expenditure. It is the agg of deficiencies passed during the second session of the Fiftieth Congress exclusive of $8,000,000 for pensions. 
" m —= anmnies the eeneees deficiency bill which, when it becomes law, is estimated to carry $6,500,000. As the bill now stands, having once passed both 
ouses, it carries $7,875,491. 
n Includes the following: Public buildings, $4,727,000; establishing quarantine stations, $542,500; procuring the division of the Sioux reservation, $1,018,000. 
o Includes the following: Milwaukee public building, $12,000; Omaha public building, $600,000; payment to the Creek Indians for land, $2,280,857.10; expense 
of the Eleventh Census, $1,000,000; to procure the division of the Sioux reservation, $3,153,200. 
p Of this $480,180.52 is estimated, : 
q This is the amount submitted by the eee of the Treasury as necessary under permanent (specific) and indefinite copragsietices. Theamount actually 
expended may be greater or less than the estimate, as, for instance, of the estimate to the first session, Fiftieth Congress, only $101,638,512,74 was expended dur- 
ing the fiscal year for which it was estimated. 


New offices created and the salaries thereof, the offices the salaries of which have been omitted, with the amount of such reduction, amounts for new offices 
created by inerease of appropriation or other law, the number of such offices and the amount of each salary not being specified, and amounts for 
offices omitted by reduction of appropriation or other law, the number of such offices and salaries of each not being specified. 





























First session, Fiftieth Congress. Second session, Fiftieth Congress. First session, Fifty-first Congress. 
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a Six hundred and wpaety tase a6 this number were added by & Senate. 
6 This appropriation was made in order to carry out the act of May, 24,1888, which provides that the letter-carriers who were employed more than eight 
hours io day should receive proportional com ion for such extra service. 


of this number were Indian police officers whose salaries were increased from $10to $12 per month, and 700 were Indian police privates, whose 
eatasien wore nereased from $8 to 10 per month, . ee 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
last annual report estimates that the revenues of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, will be $450,414,337.34. This 
estimate includes postal receipts, customs dues, internal-revenue taxes, 
and all other sources of Federal revenue, and is exclusive of any re- 
ductions, if such there should be, by the operation of the McKinley 
bill. The appropriations for the support of the Government made 
prior to the beginning of the present fiscal year have been classed as 
annual and permanent, but in the light of the new departure which 
has been inaugurated at the present session they may now be classi- 
fied as annual, permanent, and indefinite, the items of appropriations 
being annual $359,172,326.89; permanent, $101,628,453; and indefi- 
nite, $1,044,000, or a total of $461,844,779.89. 

Notwithstanding this startling aggregate of expenditures, which far 
exceeds the amount appropriated in any prior year, exclusive of the 
civil war, they are yet insufficient to meet the requirements of many 
branches of the public service, notably the Pension Bureau, the office 
of Public Printer, and the Department of Justice. 

The entire appropriations, annual and permanent, made at the first 
session of the last Congress, amounted to $422,626,343.53, and at the 
second session of the same Congress they ted $395,337,516.27; 
but for purposes of comparison | shall confine myself to the appropria- 
tions of the first session of the last Congress and the first session of the 
present Congress. On this basis it is manifest that the appropriations 
of the present session exceed the appropriations of the first session of 
the Fiftieth Congress by $39,218,429.63, whilst if we exclude from the 
comparison the permanent appropriations which are provided for the 
payment of the public debt and interest thereon, it may be stated that 
the ordinary current expenditures of the Government are increased in 
two years to the vast sum of $53,220,802.26, This increase, enormous 
as it is, does not, by about $50,000,000, represent the sum that ought, 
in justice to the needs of the public service, to be appropriated at the 
present session. 

Mc. FLOWER, Before the gentleman leaves that point let me ask 
him this question: Do I understand correctly from what has been said 
here that we have appropriated $98, 457,461 to provide for the payment 
of pensions under laws in torce prior to this session of Congress and that 
there have been two or three pension bills passed in addition for which 
no appropriation at all has been made? [ would like the gentleman 
to make that plain in his remarks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman understands correctly, but I will 
refer to that in detail in a moment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman from Missouri if 
at the same time the soldiers are not getting their pensions promptly. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Well, first let me get under way and I will then 
yield to you for a question. [Laughter. ] 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, 


Mr, Speaker, that we may fully understand the necessities of the 
service for the current fiscal year, I will now state the demands that 
will be made upon the $450,414,337.34 which the Secretary of the 
Trevsury estimates as the limit of our national income. To present 
an impartial and accurate financial exhibit, we must deduct from the 
appropriations the amount whieh was actually paid out by the Sec- 
retary prior to the beginning of this fiscal year, while we must at the 
same time charge against the revenues the appropriations which the 
necessities of the Republican party have deferred until after the No- 
vember elections, The charges against the revenues therefore stand 
as follows: 

- To the amount of annual, permanent, and indefinite appropriations, 
aggregating $461,844,779.89, must be added as a charge at least $45,- 
048, 146.35 of pension deficiencies which the Republican majority have 
deliberate!y refused to appropriate until the ensuing session. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And, if I understand my friend from Missouri, 
that would be increasing or swelling by that much the excessover the 
appropriation of two years ago. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is quite correct, as I will now ex- 
plaia. The items of this pension deficiency are $425,000, required by 
the act of March 4, 1890, and $36,000,000, demanded by the act of 
June 27, 1890, known respectively as the ‘‘totally helpless’’ bill and 
the ‘‘ disability’’ pension bill. To this sum must also be added 
$8,623, 140.35 necessary to meet the requirements of pension laws which 
have been in force for many years. I estimate the necessity for the 
appropriation of the last amount on the basis of the money actually 
expended for pensions during the last year, and in the further view 
th.ui the elaims for pensions under the old laws are increasing rather 
than decreasing in number. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow me? I have a communica- 
tion irom the Commissioner of Pensions saying that on the Ist day of 
July there were 499,812 claims then pending. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am obliged to my friend from Texas. 

That the amount cited as necessary under the ‘‘ disability ’’ pension 
bill is moderate and within the limits of abundant caution becomes 
obvious when we recall that $43,000,000 was the actual estimate of 
the House ani Senate Committees on Pensions. This amount was 


predicated upon the assumption of 300,000 applications under the act, 


whereas it isa matter of record that there have been already filed 395, - 
662 claims, with an average number daily received of about 4,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? The 
dependent-pension bill when adjudicated, under the estimate, may cost 
$36,000,000, and the $30,000,000 that I spoke of would pay 250,000 
claims, and I believe that is as great a number as can be adjudicated 
this fiseal year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman may be correct in his estimate. 
The difference between the gentleman from Illinois and myself is one 
of $6,000,000, and as this is the only item in my statement about 
which there can beany doubt I am willing to be liberal and will give 
him the $6,000,000. [ Laughter. ] 

We find, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the appropriations, annual, 
permanent, and indefinite, with the pension deficiency amount to 
$506, 892,932.97, and dedueting from this sum $27,602,751.16 actually 
paid out by the of the Treasury before the ist of July last, 
we ascertain that the total liabilities of the Government for the present 
year will be $479, 290,181.81, leaving a deficiency in the current reve- 
nues of $28,875,844, 47. 

Mr. FLOWER. Now, right there I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. 

Mr. FLOWER. Does the Secretary of the Treasury, in his state- 
ment of the revenues for the coming fiscal year, estimate what the 
McKinley bill will yield? 

Mr. DOCKERY. This estimate of the Secretary takes no account 
of the reductions, if any there should be, by the McKinley bill, but is 
based solely upon the existing statutes in respect to taxation. 

Mr. Speaker, I care not from what standpoint you view this financial 
exhibit or what methods may be employed to conceal or defer appro- 
priations for partisan purposes, an unbiased examination of our fiscal 
affairs will compel the conclusion that the deficiency for the present 
fiseal year will not be lessthan the amount! have stated. Indeed, sir, 
in this estimate I have not included the certain deficiencies in the De- 
partment of Justice, the office of Public Printer, and other branches of 
the public service, which will amount to several millions of dollars; 
neither have I included the eost of subsidies, Federal election laws, the 
direct-tax bill, French spoliation claims, and other pending legislation, 
which if enacted into laws will involve a liability upon the Treasury of 
not less than fifty millions. 

The largest items of increased appropriations com with those 
of the first session of the Fiftieth Congress are for the Navy, the postal 
service, new offices, increased salaries, and pensions. 

Mr. Speaker, I have briefly adverted to the policy which has ob- 
tained of deferring until after the elections appropriations which must 
be made to satisfy the official demands of the Gevernment the 
fiseal year, but I now desire to call attention to another feature of the 
Republican policy which im liabilities upon the Federal T. 
aggregating, not less than $45,000,000, while at the same time refusing 
to appropriate the money necessary to meet these liabilities. 

Contracts for various public works and objects have been authorized 
in the river and harbor Dill, fortification bill, naval bill, and for pub- 
lic buildings, which call for the expenditure of $45,664,618.50 of the 
people’s money, and yet not a sinyle dollar of this te has been 
appropriated. In this connection, sir, I desire to invite special atten- 
tion to the policy which has prevailed in this House in respect to pub- 
lic buildings as contrasted with that which obtained under a Demo- 
cratic Administration in the last Congress. During the first session of 
the last Congress thirty-eight public buildings were authorized, and 
the limit of cost was fixed at $6,882,000. Of this sum $5,922,000 was 
appropriated, or 80 per cent. of the entire authorization. During the 
present session forty-one buildings have been authorized at a cost not 
to exceed $7,116,639.54, whilst but $2,375,000 has been iated, 
being only 34 per cent. of the entire liability. Confronted this 
comparative exhibit, comment becomes unnecessary, since the convic- 
tion has become notorious that the studied purpose of the Republican 
party is to disguise and conceal the tren: aggregate of their ap- 
propriations until after the November e'ections. 

NEW OFFICES AND & \DARIES, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the extraordinary 
number of new offices that haye been created by this Congress and to 
the vast of the increases that have been made in salaries 
under the existing law. At the first session of the Fiftieth Congress 
the salaries of forty-three officials were increased at a cost to the tax- 
payers of $11,864.90, whilst during the same session two hundred an: 
thirty new offices were created with annual salaries amounting to 
$250,767,50. That Congress also created offices not specified at an an- 
nual expense of $994,4:'6.12, so that, Mr. Speaker, as a result of the 
legislation of that session the salaries of forty-three officials were in- 
creased, two hundred and thirty new offices were specifically created, 
and other increases not specified were made, the entire increase being 


$1, 257,068.52. 
The inereases of the session may be briefly stated as follows: 
Salaries 1,092, at a cost of $131,059.30; new offices created, 


increased, 
1,161, at a cost of 383,12; offices not , at 
1h at SHO we al oe ao tm mi 
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amounting to $2,683,572.42, being an excess over the appropriations 
for like service in the corresponding session of the Fiftieth Congress of 
$1, 421;,503.90. 

My. CANNON. The gentleman will allow me to say that of those 
salaries which he mentions as having been increased at this session six 
hundred are the salaries of the teachers of the public schools in the 
District of Columbia, the average inerease being $5 ahead. — ’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, and you charged that item against us in 
your statement two yearsago, and we therefore charge itagainst you now. 

Mr. CANNON. Then you want to plead a set-off? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, because you charged that increase 
against us, and it is therefere necessary that it should appear in this 
com parative exhibit. 

This Congress has created nine hundred and thirty-one more offices 
than were authorized at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress; and 
if from this number we deduct six hundred and fifteen clerks that have 
been provided to execute the provisions of the recent pension legisla- 
tion, at a cost for the remainder of the fiscal year of $598,085, there 
still remains an excess of three hundred and sixteen new offices, at an 
increased cost over the first session Fiftieth Congress of $828,418.90. 
Indeed, Mr. Speaker, this Congress has created six hundred and fifty 
more offices than were created during the entire term of the Fiftieth 
Congress, whilst the increase of salaries has been $56,897.49 over both 


only available resouree for the purchase of Government bonds, and 
that every bond hereafter purchased during the current fiscal year will 
reduce the surplus to the extent of such purchase. In the view there- 
fore of the recent calls of the Secretary of the Treasury to relieve the 
stringency in the money market, it is apparent that this surplus will 
be exhausted within a very brief period. InJeed, sir, it will probably 
disappear within the next eighteen months, but its disappearance will 
not have resulted from benign and salutary legislation to reduce the 
swollen streams of Federal revenues and thereby relieve the burdens 
of an overtaxed people. It will, on the contrary, be at once the illus 
tration and consummation of measures of profligate and unparalleled 
extravagance. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the House for its attention, and yield the floor 
| with the confident assurance that a thorough examination of the finan- 

cial records of the two great parties, to which I have only briefly ad- 

verted, will result ina finding in favor of the Democratic party. [Ap 
| plause. | 

APPENDIX. 


Comparative table of appropriations made during the first session of the Fiftieth 
Congress and the first session of the Fifty-first Congress. 


First session, 





sessions of that Congress. Object. 


Fiftieth Con- 


First session, 
Fifty-first Con 


Sir, at the beginning of this session, although urging no claims to 
gifts of prophecy, I stated that the new rules would “‘ facilitate and 
accelerate the passage of many bills imposing burdens upon the pub- 


lic Treasury,’’ and further declared that they were ‘‘ likely to relieve | 


Congress of the necessity of reducing the burdens of taxation, with the 
view at least of disposing of the surplus.’’ 
. RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. Speaker, that prophecy is already accomplishing its fulfillment 
and approaching its consummation. ‘‘ Reciprocity ’’ with South Amer- 
ica is but a subterfuge and transparent device to endeavor to delude 
the farmers and at the same time enable the Republican party to re- 


cede from its position announced in the beginning of the session to strike | 


off fifty-five millions of taxes that have heretofore been levied on sugar. 
It is impossible, sir, in the presence of such extraordinary and extrava- 
gant appropriations, to reduce the revenues of the Government to this 


extent without an actual Treasury deficiency, and, so far from striking | 
the tax from sugar, the Republican party has been compelled even to lay | 


its ‘‘ mailed hand *’ upon the trust funds in the Treasury of the United 
States. The silver bill, by one of its provisions, took $54,207,975.75 of 
the national-bank redemption fund and covered it into the general 
Treasury. This trust fund, together with the surplus in the Treasury 
on the Ist of July last, amounted to $109,617,724. 41. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Of which I suppose $23,000, - 
000 is fractional coin. , 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that is included. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And it is not to be used in 
payment of the public debts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It can not be used to pay the public debt. 

Mr. FLOWER. And the $54,000,000 of the national banks and the 
5 per cent. they deposit as a basis for their circulation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, the financial stress of the Republican party 
is so great that the $54,000,000 of the national-bank redemption fund 
belonging to the holders of national-bank notes are to be used to endeavor 
to prevent a Treasury deficiency. I may also add in this connection that 
if the tax on sugar is removed it will result in the suspension of the 
sinking fund act and the refunding of bonds due September 1, 181. 


Now, then, Mr. Speaker, deducting the $28,875,844.47 deficiency in | 


the revenues of the present year, the $22,250,000 which the Treasury 
officials estimate to be necessary to redeem national-bank notes during 
the current fiscal year, and the $42,118,139.10 used for the purchase 
and redemption of Government bonds since Ju!y 1 last, we ascertain 
the total charge against the reserved funds in the Treasury to be $93,- 
243,983.57, thus leaving but $16,373,740.84 as the entire available sur- 
us revenues, If, however, we allow the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. CANNON] in the estimate the $€,000,000 reduction he claims 
under the disability-pension bi!], the surplus will be $22,373,740.84. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. All of which would be frac- 
tional coin ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allof which would be fractional coin, as suggested 
by my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. FLOWER. No wonder the bonds have goue down. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Gonedown! Ofcourse they bavegonedown. My 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] suggested that they were higher 
under a Democratic Administration. I did not understand exactly the 
purpose of the suggestion, as it seemed to me to be somewhat compli- 

to our Administration. [Laughter.] But if I were called 

to *‘ tell the truth ’’—and, asa Democrat, I am so much in the 

habit of doing this that I can not do anything else [laughter]—if I 

were called upon to ‘‘tell the trath,’’ I would say that the reason the 

ums have gone down is because we are approaching the date of 
maturity of the bonds. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it must be remembered that this surplus is the 
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PORT OF DELIVERY, ROCK ISLAND, ILL. 

Mr. GEST. Iask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
| of the bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of deliv 
| ery at Rock Island, I. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be ii enacted, etc., That Rock Island, in the State of Dlinois, be, and hereby 
is, established as a port of delivery, in the customs-collection district of New 
Orleans, and that there shall be appointed at said port a surveyor of customs 
with compensation of 365 per annum: and the usual fees, for the payment of 


which compensation an appropriation is hereby made out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 





| There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
| of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
| and passed. 

Mr. GEST moved to reconsider the vote by whieh the bill was passed 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REIMBURSEMENT TO HART COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I ask unanimous consent that the Commit 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, and that 
the House now proceed to consider the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 8469) for the relief of Hart County, Kentucky. 


Be tt enacted, etc,, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, is hereby authorized and required on 
| appeal to him made to refund and pay back to the county of Hart, State of 
| Kentucky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, any 
| and all money coilected from any and all corporations, or from any other per 
| son or party whatsoever, as internal-revenue taxes on dividends or shares of 
stock owned by said county in the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company, 
tothe extent that such taxes were deducted from any dividends due and payable 
tosaid county, any statute of limitation to the contrary notwithstanding. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to discharging the 
Committee of the Whole House and proceeding to the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Let the report be read. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mon1 

| GOMERY ] would give some explanation of the bill. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. The bill proposes to refund to Hart County, 
Kentucky, money collected by the Governmeut of the United States as 
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income tax on dividends accruing to the county on stock owned by it 
in the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company, All the counties 
along the line of the road took stock in the corporation; and in all 
those cases this tax wascollected. Butsubsequently thecollection of the 
tax was judicially determined to have been illegal, and a refund was 
made at the Treasury Department except to Hart County, Hardin 
County, and the city of Louisville, whose claims were cut out by the 
statute of limitations. Hardin County and the city of Louisville have 
since received arefund under acts of Congress similar to this; and now 
Hart County asks the same measure of relief. 

Mr. CANNON, How much money is involved ? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Without a calculation from the Treasury 
Department I can not tell the precise sum; but, judging from the amount 
refunded to the other counties, I think it will be about $1,800 or $2,- 
000. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. Is there objection ? 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill; which was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and » 

Mr. MONTGOMERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore (having put the question on the motion 
to adjourn). The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, Then I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the further con- 
sideration of the Arkansas contested-election case. 

Mr. LACEY. I move that the House adjourn. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion to adjourn, the 
Chair desires to announce the appointment of the gentleman trom Iowa, 
Mr. Fick, to fill the vacancy on the Special Committee to investi- 
gate Charges Against the Commissioner of Pensions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LAWLER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. McCorp, indefinitely, on account of business. 

To Mr. MANsuR, indefinitely, on account of important business. 





sion to John S. Ferguson, accompanied by a report (No. 3044)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict ot Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. 
R. 11539) ratifying the action of the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, and granting permits to extend buildings and regulating 
the granting of such permits hereafter, accompanied by a report (No. 
3045)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. k. 10500) authorizing the 
commissioners to grant to the Veteran Volunteer Firemen’s Associa- 
tion use of certain property in the city of Washington, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3046)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 11927) for the establishment of a 
first-class mail and steam-ship service between New Orleans, La., and 
Aspinwall, Central America, for a term of five years—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11929) to protect the lives 
| of travelers and employ¢s on railroads and the property of railroad 
| companies in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 

trict of Columbia. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11930) for the relief of Hector 
W. Summers, of Auburn, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11931) to increase 
the pension of Jacob Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11932) for the relief 
of Peter Branch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11933) for the relief of Benjamin Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11934) for the relief of Willis Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 11935) for the relief of David Vincent—to the 


To Mr. Wriaut, for twenty days, on account of serious illness in his | Committee on War Claims. 


family. 

To Mr. WHITING, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ELLs, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Bynum, after to-day until Saturday, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. WApprILt, indefinitely, on account of the illness of his 
father. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House the original dis- 
charge from the military service of the United States of Robert B. 
McCutcheon, private, Company B, First Georgia Volunteer Infantry, the 
same having been placed in the files with the other papers in the case. 

And then the motion of Mr. LACEY was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 6 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XLII, reports of committees were delivercd 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1480) granting a pension to Wick 
Morgan, accompanied by a report (No. 3039)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr, YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H.R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 
(Report No. 3040, ) 

A bill (S. 1468) granting a pension to Betsy A. Mower. (Report No. 
3041.) 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10862) 
to prevent counterfeiting or manufacture of dies, tools, or other im- 
plemeuts used in counterfeiting, and providing penalties therefor, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3042)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11257) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth M. Ayars, formerly Elizabeth M. Sutton, accompanied by a 
report (No, 3043)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr, FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9767) granting an increase of pen- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11936) for the relief of Mrs. Mary M. Westmore- 
land—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of Mary Snead, for 
invalid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, asking for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of 58 citizens of the Second Congressional! 
district of Vermont, in favor of national Sunday-rest law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and protest of the Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, against the bill to absolutely prohibit the 
coming of Chinese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Memorial of merchants, citizens of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., protesting against legislation by compelling rail- 
roads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Com. 
merce. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, September 3, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCP HERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had elected Hon. Juntus C. Bur- 


RO a Representative from the State of M as Speaker pro 
age ees eee ae , r 

message also announced that the House had without 
amendment the bill (S. 3843) to provide for the ment of a 


port of delivery at Rock Island, [1]. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. EVARTS. I present a memorial from the Oswego Board of 
Trade bearing upon an important item in the tariff bill now pending 





1890. 

















































for discussion. If there were a larger attendance of Senators I should 
ask that this brief memorial upon a particular point might be read, 
but I now ask, as it will occupy only a third of a column in the 
RecorD, that it may be printed in the Recorp, so that it will be be- 
fore the minds of Senators. , : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
that a certain paper which he has presented may be printed in the 
RECORD without being read. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the nature of the paper? 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the paper? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The indorsementon the paper will 
be read by the Secretary. ; 

The SECRETARY. ‘‘A statement of the Oswego (N. Y.) Board of 
Trade correcting statements made in the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD of 
August 28, respecting the home production and importation of barley.”’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to printing the 
statement in the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of 59 citizens of Kansas, praying 
for the passage of a law against the running ofinterstate Sunday trains, 
mail trains, and against military drills on the Sabbath; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a memorial of the Woman’s National In- 
dustrial League of America, signed by Charlotte Smith, president, any 
Catherine Bergen, secretary, dated September 2, 1890, making m and 
statements in regard to the condition of the laboring people in this 
country,of which I have no knowledge, but they are concisely stated 
and seem to be important if true, and probably would be the subject 
of some discussion. In view of the action of the Senate just taken 
in d to the memorial offered by the Senator from New York, I 
will ask that this memorial also be printed inthe Rrecorp. It relates 
to the general subject of the tariff. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the memorial he has presented may be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know how long it is, and I will not make 





member of the Committee on Printing, to check this, I think, alto- 
gether unwise expansion of the Recorp. The permanent RECORD will 
be so large that nobody will want the volumes to come to his house. 
Mr. PLUMB. I should not have asked for it except that the prec- 
edent has already been established. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is it the memorial of a State Legislature ? 
Mr. PLUMB. It is not. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempos 
there is no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from New York would consent to 
have the order rescinded and to have his memorial printed as a docu- 
ment instead of in the REcorp. Z 

Mr. EVARTS. It is impossible that this important communication 
from a very important board of trade of an important city, interested 
vitally in this question, should be before the Senate effectively in any 
other form, unless it may be printed inthe Recorp in a shape in which 
it will be present to the minds of Senators. 

Tshould have trespassed but little upon the patience and indulgence of 
the Senate by reading this very short communication on a very precise 
point did the condition of my eyes permit me to read it. Icould not do 
that, and I have asked, as the only resort by which this vital matter 
can be brought to notice, that it be printed in the Recorp, and that 
accord has been given. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If there could be a direction to the Public Printer 
under which this could be omitted from the permanent edition of the 
RECORD, I should be less likely to object; but I should be very glad if 
the Senator from New York would consent to have 500 copies of this 
paper printed for the use of the Senate. It would be a trifle then, and 
the Senator {rom Kansas also, I think, would agree to the same thing, 
and the matter would be just as well and as effectually presented to us. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is much better for us to have it printed as a 
document, in large print. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to add that I am moved 
to this objection partly by the fact that I do not think we can estab- 
lish the precedent of permitting everybody in the country who isa 
little dissatisfied with something in the tariff to put an extra-official 
argument in the permanent Recorp? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senate by consent allows the printing of one 
memorial in the Recorp it becomes very embarrassing to object to the 
printing of another, and the rule will become practically universal to 
encumber the RECORD with every petition and memorial that anybody 
may choose to send here on any subject. 


‘ec. Jt will be printed in the Recorp, if 


ha been given him to print in the Recorp, I shall not object to 
the request of the Senator from Kansas; but I take this occasion to give 
notice that hereafter, whenever I am in my seat, I shall object to the 
printing of any memorial in the Recorp. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to reconsider the order by which the memo- 
rial presented by my friend from New York was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp. 
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the objection now, but I respectfully give notice that I shall try, as a | 


Not having objected to the | 
request of the Senator from New York this morning, and the permission | 
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Mr. HAWLEY. And the one presented by the Senator from Kan- 


Sas. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will take one at atime. I have no doubt my 
friend from Kansas will withdraw his request. I do this with a view 
to the making of an order that the memorial be immediately printed 
asadocument. It can be laid on our tables as a document, if neces- 
sary, within two hours, and for me it is much more useful for my in- 

| formation as a document than in the Recorp, the print of which is 
very fine, and, intermingled as it is with other things, sometimes dif- 
ficult to find. For the information which I should be glad to have 
from it and its statement, it is a great deal more useful to me to have 
it printed as a document, and let it be printed at once, so that before 
this day’s debate is closed it will be on our tables. 1 appeal to my 
friend from New York to consent to such a reconsideration and let an 
| order be made to print the document forthwith. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
| to reconsider the order of the Senate by which the memorial presented 
by the gentleman from New York was directed to be printed in the 
RECORD. 
Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have been as observant, I think, as 
any Senator of the regulations in regard to the introduction of matter 
into the Recorp. I have never sent any clippings from newspapers to 
| be printed in the body of the Recorp. But at a critical period of an 
important issue, in which constituents are greatly interested, when 
there is no reference to the committee possible, for it is now pending 
| inthe Senate, there should be some way in which there could be brought 
to the notice of the Senate the wishes, if properly expressed and con- 
cisely stated, of interests that are to be passed upon immediately. 
| » This little memorial would not occupy one-third of a colamn of the 
REcoRD, and I have asked that it may be printed there in order that 
| it may be ready for discussion when the matter is presented in the sched- 
| ules of the tariff bill for further consideration, if further consideration 
| should be given. 

Now, Mr. President, I am found in this position, that having made 
the only effort in my power to have this attention given to the wishes 
of my constituents I am told that the cost of printing is the impedi- 
| ment on one side, and the inconvenience of curbing the presentation of 
; matters that do not need or have no special occasion for printing on the 
other. Under the circumstances, if it is understood that there is to be 
! 
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an immediate order that the memorial shall be printed specially and 
distributed to-day, I shall withdraw all objection to a reconsideration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I may be allowed to include the two matters. The 
Senator from Kansas does not object. I move that 500 copies of cach 
memorial be printed immediately for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands then that 
by unanimous consent the order is reconsidered, and the memorial 
presented by the Senator from New York will be printed as a docu- 
ment for immediate distribution, and the same order will be taken 
with the memorial presented by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Five hundred copies of each. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Five hundred copies of each will 
be printed immediately for the use of the Senate. The memorials 
will lie on the table. 

Mr. DIXON presented the petition of Sterns Ilutchins and other 
citizens of Providence, R. I., praying for the passage of what is kpown 
as the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Oliver H. Leonard, of Clo- 
verdale, Putnam County, Indiana, praying for the passage of a special 
act granting him an increase of pension; which was relerred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 








REPORT OF 


Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing, I report fa- 
votably, with certain amendments, a concurrent resolution, and [ ask 
for its immediate consideration. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
| CocKRELL January 20, 1890, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 additional copies of the first annual report of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, with the ay capa thereto, 2,000 of said copies to be for 
the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the con- 
current resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The resolution as proposed to be 
amended by the committee will be read. 

The concurrent resolution as proposed to be amended was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 additional copies each of the first and third annual reports of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, with the appendices thereto, 2,000 copies of 
each of said reports to be for the use of the Senate and 4,010 copies of each for 
the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will inquire of the Senator if of the second an- 
nual report an additional number has not already been printed ? 


‘The committee report sundry amendments to 
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Mr. COCKRELL, ‘The second report has been printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I will explain that matter to the Senator and 
the Senate. 

The Senate in the year 1888 ordered printed by concurrent resolu- 
tion 20,000 copies of the first annual report of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission with an even distribution between the Houses and a cer- 
tain number for the use of the Interstate Commerce Commission. That 
concurrent resolution failed in the House by tailure of consideration. 
In 1889 the second annual report was ordered printed to the number 
expressed in this resolution, 4,000 for the House and 2,000 for the 
Senate, and that second report has been printed in that number. Now, 
the proposition of the committee is to print the same number of the 
first and third annual reports so as to make the same number for dis- 
tribution of all of these reports. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments of the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 30th ultimo approved and signed the act (S. 846) for the relief of 
Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Donald MeKay. 

The message also announced that the President had on the Ist instant 
approved and signed the following acts and joint resolution: 

An act (5. 3172) granting the use of certain lands to the town of 
New Haven, Conn., for a public park; 

An act (5S. 2386) granting a pension to John Conolly; and 

Joint resolution (8. K. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of 
Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein. 

The message further announced that the President had on the 2d 
uistant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (5. 329) granting a pension to John L. Russell; 

An act (8.762) granting a pension to Jeremiah White; 

An act ‘s. 843) granting b pension to Thomas Todd ; 

An act (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caroline Huddell W hite; 

An act (8, 3348) granting a pension to Mary J. Milroy; 

Au act (S. 3608) granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow; 

An act (8. 3927) granting a pension to Maria E. Baker; 

An act (S. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of 
Orlando A. Greening, who served in the Indian war; 

: An act (8.2616) grauting an increase of pension to Harrison De I’. 
oung; 


An act (5.2749) granting an increase of pension to Augustus J. 
Wernitsch; and 


An act (s. 2863) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Konkle. 
HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 3556) granting the right 
of way to the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company to construct 
and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of 
Anthony, in the State of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to 
some point in the county of Grayson, in the Stateof Texas, which was 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a substilute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment is one of consider- 
able length. Probably it ought to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand, not from personal examination, how- 
ever, that the amendment amounts to simply this: That while the Sen- 
ate bill authorized a railroad from the southern boundary of Kansas 
directly through the Indian Territory, this stops the railroad at Guth- 
rie, and while that bill gave four years’ time to complete the railroad, 
this limits it toeighteen months. Thatisthe statementto me. I did 
not know that theother House had struck out theentire bill. Ishould 
like to com it. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I move that the amendment be printed and that 
the matter be laid on the table, to be called up when we can see it in 

nt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. L there be no objection, the amend- 
ment made to the bill by the House of Representatives will be printed 
in connection with the bill, and it will lie on the table to be called up 
hereafter. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (A. R. 8467) for the relief of Hart County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of eases at Hot Springs 
Ark.; and for other pu and 

A bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 
pany. 

ENROLLED BITAS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 


= A 


House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8. 437) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts; 

A bill (8. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee; 

A bill (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport; 

A bill (S. 735) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
Robert J. Ba deceased ; 

A bill (S. 754) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 

A bill (8. 803) granting a pension to William P. Madden; 

A bill (5. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline; 

A bill (8. 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones; 

A bill (S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company 
to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River 
and to legalize the bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington. 
in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (8. 992) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

A bill (8. 998) to remove the charge of desertion reen the record of 
William H. Fenton; 

A bill (58. 1048) granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell; 

A bill (S. 1238) granting pension to Daniel Donovan; 

A bill (S. 1303) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda ce Wisner; 

A bill (8. 1356) granting increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent; 

A bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Samuel D. Harper; 

A bill (S. 1524) granting a pension to Mena Holmes; 

A bill (S. 1554) granting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes; 

A bill (8. 1702) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; 

A bill (8S. 1703) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield ; 

A bill (8S. 1928) for the relief of Henrietta E. Boggs; 

A bill (S. 2058) for the relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix of 
William Hance; 

A bill (S. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Doud; 

A bill (8S. 2493) granting a pension to John Swearer; 

A bill 4 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young; 

A bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren; 

A bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. A. Norton; 

A bill (S. 2954) granting a pension Charles A. Norton; 

A bill (S. 3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State 
of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State-Agricultural 

as a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, range 
49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in said State; 

A bill (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, Ill, a port of delivery in the 
customs-collection district of New Orleans; 

A bill (S. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit and 
district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters; 

A bill (S. 8214) ing a pension to Mary D. Miller; and 

A bill (8. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea. 

MURDER OF GENERAL BARRUNDIA. 

Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the murder of General Barrundia on the ae hace oy 
the authorities of Guatemala while under the protection of the 
United States is an insult to the people of the United States and 

rompt action by the Government of the United States for the redress of this 
Seare and for security against the future occurrence of such cases. 


SAMUEL BURRELL. 

Mr. CULLOM. Some time azo the bill (S. 3051) for the relief o! 
Samuel Burrell, was reported adversely from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and postponed indefisitely. I ask that the action indefi- 
nitely postponing the bill be rec sidered, and that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on Military A‘‘airs, for the reason that the testimony 
was largely in the possession of the committee on the part of the House 
of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the bill was SE eee will be reconsidered, and it 
will be recommitted to the mittee on Military Affairs. It is so 
ordered. 

HOUSE BE: LLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8467) for the relief of Hart County, Kentucky, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance; 

The bill (H.R. 11736) to regulate the of leases at Hot 
Springs, Ark., and for other purposes was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; and 

The bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com 
pany was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN NATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following mc-- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, reierre! 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ‘ordered to be printed: 


I transmit herewith = Toner ome the Secretary of State, which is accomp. 


nied reports adopted the conference of American nations, rece!) 
in n at Werhingtow ¢ relating to the subject of international! arbitration 

The ratification of the treaties by these reports will constitute on: 
aati nak hese in the history of the western hemi- 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro ‘empore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that orderis closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VILII, is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes, 3 s ‘ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending question 
being on the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance to the 
first paragraph of Schedule E, sugar, on page 51. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I believe I had the floor last night 
when we adjourned; but my friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], 
whom I[ do not see in his seat, informed me that there was some nnder- 
standing or expectation according to which he would like to proceed. I 
told him that if there had been any such understanding I certainly did 
not wish, from having obtained the floor, to interfere with it. If he | 
were here, I should certainly yield to him; but he does not appear to | 
be present, and if there he no objection I will say now the little that | 
I have to say. | 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be no objection tothat. The Senator 
from Alabama is not here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the debate on this bill from our 
friends on the other side has proceeded through the two or three weeks 
that we have been occupied with it upon an iterated and reiterated as- 
sertion or assumption that a customs duty upon imported articles was 
a tax upon the citizens of the United States who consumed those ar- 
ticles; that it was not a tax on the foreign producer, not an exaction 
on the shipper and freighter, not an imposition upon the wholesale im- 
porter, not a burden upon the jobber; that it did not bear upon the 
retail dealer, but bore upon the consumer alone. 

My friend from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] last night illustrated 
and capped the c!imax of that sort of assumption and assertion by de- 
claring that the farmer bore everything of these customs duties, and 
that there was no benefit in any of these tariff laws for him, and he 
named a variety of articles that were on the free-list that the farmer 
never wanted, and in a very funny way he named a variety of articles 
that were on the tax-list, I believe, or the customs-list, more properly 
speaking, that apparently on the face of it the farmer had nothing to 
do with. ButI noticed that by some strange forgetfulness, which is 
rare with my friend from North Carolina, he did not speak of the duty 
upon mica, which comes out of the soil of North Carolina; he did not 
speak of the duty upon tobacco, that North Carolina raises, I believe, 
to some extent. , 

Mr. VANCE. There is no duty on mica. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then there ought to be. 

Mr. VANCE. Put it there. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. The Senator did not speak of rice, a most whole- 
some food, that the farmers of North Carolina raise wherever there is 
land suitable for it. He forgot the lumber interests of North Carolina, 
and shut his eyes to the most important of all, the pitch, tar, and tur- 
pentine that has given such a wholesome and odorous name to the peo- 
ple of that State. 

Mr. VANCE. That is put on the free-list also by this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pitch, tar, and turpentine? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; pitch-tar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pitch, tar, and turpentine on the free-list ? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, and the duty on rice is reduced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us unite, then, I beg my friend from North 
Carclina, to put them where they belong. The fact is, Mr. President, 
that the farmer of North Carolina is in respect of every material in- 


’ 


f North Carolina it is bad for the farmer of Vermont, 
t to be; for there is no just value in any law called a taxa- 
or customs, or call it protection and benefits, that does not, where 
burden, bear equally upon all as far as human arrangements can 
it doso, and that does not wherein it may be a benefit benefit all 
so far as human conditions can make it possible that it should. 
e it my friends on the other side probably agree to that general 
tion, but when it comes to the application of it they may differ, 
differ, with us. 
The Senator from North Carolina said last night that the thing todo 
the farmer of North Carolina, and so as well for the farmer of Ver- 
mont, was to diminish the price of labor so that the farmer can em- 
ploy his help at a less rate he does now, if I correctly understood 
That is not the opinion of the farmers of Vermont. They are 
the laborers themselves, with their sons and their daughters and their 
cousins and with the whole body of an industrious people. I wish it 
were so, and I hope it is so, in the State of North Carolina. The time 
was, I know, when labor in North Carolina was not paid for at all in 
the sense of wages, but I had supposed that human experience had since 
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proved that it was better that labor should be paid rather than that 
slavery, by whatever name or in whatever form it might exist, should 
continue to be; and I can not help supposing that the people of North 
Carolina—I certainly hope so—think so now. 

If it be true, Mr. President, that a customs duty is, as a rule or even 
largely as an exception, an imposition upon the consumer of imported 
commodities, then, of course, it is a tax upon the consumer, and it 
ought only to be levied for the purposes of revenue, as the Democratic 
national platform I believe some years ago—a somewhat disastrous 
platform, to be sure—manfully affirmed. But, if it be not true and if 
the money that is required for the uses of the people of the United 
States for the carrying ou of their Government, for the improvement of 
their rivers and harbors, for the payment of their pensions, for the ad- 
ministration of justice, and all the other things that are essential to 
social progress and social welfare, is not paid by the people of the 
United States as a whole, or by its farmers as a whole, or by its farmers 
as a great part, but is paid and is borne by the people of other coun- 
tries who put it into the Treasury as a payment for the priv: lege of oc- 
cupying a market in this country which is capable of producing every- 
thing that it needs in the world, with exceptions only suflicient to be 
counted on the fingers of one’s two hands, then it appears to me that it 
is for the welfare of the farmers of the United States and of every other 
industry in the United States (because as industries there is no distine- 
tion between them) that this money should be collected from the peo- 
ple who have the privilege of occupying the market, that if there be 
anything of value in the social fabric of a nation it might be made and 
ought to be made by the industry of every one of her sons and daughters. 

So we come to the question of what the truth is. Some people are 





‘disposed, and I think my friends on the other side are disposed, to get 


at the truth of the system of high theoretic reasoning, or what they 
consider to be reasoning, to gointo the philosophy, as they understand 
it, of customs duties, and take the arguments of college professors and 
the writers upon the economics of politics and so on as better proof to 
them of what the fact actually is than their own experience and the 
experience of this and every other country. 

Now, I have been taught to believe, Mr. President, and I do believe 
the common-sense farmers and other industrial people of the United 
States have also been taught to believe and do believe and do know 
that when they have tried an experiment and have found that the re 
sult is one way, if that is a good result they are unwilling to try an- 
other where the result, if there is any logic in such things at all, must 
be exactly the other way. And I confess I have been amazed that in 
all this continuity of philosophy and assumption and assertion by gen- 
tlemen on the other side, they have not produced a single instance of 
national or human experience anywhere that I remember where the 
increase of a duty by a country has increased the price of the article to 
the consumer, or where the diminution of a duty by a country has 
diminished the price to the consumer, or where putting the article en 
tirely upon the free-list has worked any essential or appreciable or even 
observable benefit to the people of the United States or any other peo- 
ple that consumed the commodity so brought in. 

If « farmer in North Carolina or Vermont raised last year a crop 
of corn, or of tobacco, or potatoes, or wheat, or rye, or oats, or any 
other grain, and the taxes upon his farm and stock and operations 
levied by the authority of his own State and his own locality were 1 
per cent. upon the whole of his product, he took that product to mar- 
ket and sold it for all he could get; and how much he could get did 
not depend, and he kuows it, upon whether the taxes for the town, 
State, county, school, and everything wert 1 per cent. upon that prod- 
uct or 2 per cent., or no taxes at all. If the next year he raised the 
same crop and the taxes were diminished by one-half, or, as sometimes 
has happened in the State of Vermont as to State taxes, there was no 
tax at all, the other resources of the State being sufficient to pay our 
economical State expenses, he did not go into market and say to any- 
body ‘‘ I am going to reduce the price of my wheat and oats, ete., by 
1 cent a bushel or 2 or 10 cents, as the case may be, because this year 
I do not have to pay any State tax in my town.’’ Nota bit of it. 
Neither morality nor reason nor any economic consideration would 
lead him to do anything of the kind. He sells his crop for the best 
price he can get, and the price he can get does not depend in the least, 
I repeat, and no man canaflirm that it does, upon how much it has cost 
him to raise it, because the.tax is a part of the cost of his raising, and 
he either makes more or less or loses altogether, according to the bur 
dens that in one way or another have been imposed upon him in con 
nection with the raisingand marketing of that crop 

My friend from North Carolina can not convince, and I am sure he 
would not wish to convince, his own people that it is otherwise, be- 
cause their daily and yearly experience during the whole course of their 
business lives would give, I will not say the lie, because that is an im- 
proper word, although my friend knows I do not mean it in that sense, 
but would show how entirely incorrect such a pretension would be. 

We are not the only‘people who know it, Mr, President. When rec 
iprocity—for that is the topic that we really have in hand—was first 
presented by the British Government in order that the farmers of Can- 
ada and the lumbermen of Canada and the coal-producers of Canada 
might have the benefits of the market of tae United States, the question 
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of who bore the customs duty was brought into discussion between the 
two governments, 

The British representative, Sir John Crampton, just as the present 
British representative, I assume, and just, certainly, as all the British 
newspapers and writers say just now in reference to this tariff, declared 
it to be perfectly well understood that the customs duty bore chiefly, 
if not entirely, upon the exports to this country, and not upon the 
people of this country into which the goodscame. And that is the rea- 
son why our English friends at this time, as you see in all the English 
newspapers that refer to the subject at all, as you see in the writers in 
their magazines, are so eager and earnest to convince the people of the 
United States in a brotherly and friendly way that we are making a 
great mistake in keeping up such high duties, that it is for the interest 
of the consumer as their friends, our friends on the other side always 
maintain, that the duties should be lowered. 

How very beneficent and benignant it is in our English brethren 
and cousins to take such a deep interest in the welfare of the farmers 
and the mechanics and all the other industrial people in the heart of 
this continent! I have heard of their sending missionaries to Africa ; 
all, of course, for the benefit and the welfare and the improvement of 
mankind, although it sometimes, and generally, happened that the part 
of Africa to which the missionary went very soon became a British de- 
pendency, entitled to the benefits of the British laws of trade and to 
whatever of commodities could be imposed upon them in return for 
ivory and guns and so on. But I must assume that it was philan- 
thropy, after all, and that itis philanthropy now that brings whatever 
of intellectual British influence, for I am sure there is no other, into 
perfect accord and support of our friends on the other side in getting 
rid of these duties, not because the British manufacturer and exporter 
is going to occupy the market that he now has not to so great adegree 
as he would, but because the farmer of Vermont and the farmer of 
North Carolina and so on is going to buy British goods cheaper than 
he can buy American goods, and he is going tosell American wheat and 
oats and rye and cotton and so on at a higher price in the markets 
of Loudon and Liverpool than he did before. I suppose everybody 
will agree that the commercial interests of nations, as respects each 
other, are just as much in a state of rivalry and competition as the 
private business interests of a firm of men in a community are ; there 
is no difference; nobody can suggestany; nobody will, because it isan 
obvious thing. 

When this reciprocity business first began in the forties, Sir John 
Crampton, representing the British side of the discussion, put it to 
Mr, Clayton, in 1849, in this way; I shal! only read a very brief ex- 
tract because I only intend to occupy very little time: 

It is, of course, on grounds of the interest of Canada and New Brunswick 
that her Majesty's Government urge this measure. 

That was the measure that became, in substance, the reciprocity 
treaty of 1854, although this was fiveor six years before, for it took six 
years, in fact, of hard work on the part of British interests to betray 
and entangle the Government of the United States into a reciprocity 
treaty with Canada alone, but continual persuasion at last accomp- 
lished it. 

It is both the duty of Her Majesty's Government to look to those interests in 
the first place, and it would also be absurd to pretend that that consideration is 
not their governing motive. But there can be but little doubt that the measure 
of relaxation desired by the British North American colonies on their own ac- 
count would be almost, if not quite, equally advantageous t» the United States 
as ae a free and unrestricted intercourse between them and the coun- 
tries in question, and thereby affording a much more extended demand for 
United States produce than the Canadas or New Brunswick, in their present 

power of mutual exchange, are enabled to sustain. 

lam unwilling, on the present occasion, to enter into unnecessary detail; but 
I think that I can confidently appeal to the custom-house reports, both of the 
United States and Canada, to show that the exports from the United States to 
Canada already much exceed the imports from that province, leaving a heavy 
balance of trade against the latter, a state of things which, if not remedied, 


immust clearly tend to diminish, and not to increase, the profitable commercial 
transactions between the two countries. 


That is his own letter. Then he makes a memorandum to accom- 
pany it: é 

It has been objected— 

He says— 
that if certain agricultural articles (more particularly wheat) the productions of 
Canada— 

You willremember, Mr. President, thatat that time the production 
of Canadian wheat was probably not more than 20 per cent. of what 
it is now— 
were to be admitted free of duty into the United States under a convention 
with the British Government for a reciprocal free trade between that province 
and the United States in such productions, the like productions of other nations 


having “ reciprocity treaties’’ of commerce with the United States must be ad- 
mitted onthe same terms. 

To this it may be replied that no other nation could claim for itself an ad- 
vantage under a convention between Great Britain and the United States which 
Great Britain herself had not obtained under that convention, Had any other 
nation a colony similarly situated,she might then de borne out in claiming 
that such colony should be equally favored; otherwise not. 

I only read that in this connection, as applicable to what has been 
suggested, that if we have reciprocity at all it might let in everybody. 
Now I go on with the memorandum which is accompanied by a very 
long and elaborate argument to lead us into this treaty, 


The imports— 


And I beg the attention of my friends on the other side to these 
particular paragraphs I am about to read; they are very short and, I 
think, interesting— 

The imports from Canada since 1847 have in no instance affected the market 
in New York. The consumer does not obtain a reduction of prices; the duty 
is paid by the grower, as shown by the comparative prices on each side of the 
SENET, WORE have averaged in proportion to the amount of the duty ex- 
ac . 

Then passing on and going into a discussion of the St. Lawrence 
canals, etc., which he offered to give as an equivalent for the benefit 
that the Canadian producers and exporters were to get by taking off 
the duty that they paid, and nobody else, he goes on to say: 

The changes adopted by Great Britain in a long established policy have 
already produced the greatest advantage to the commerce of the United States— 

I have no doubt that her change from a high protective system, when 
she got to a condition where she could not feed her people and where 
she had the command of the markets of the world and free trade, was 
in that sense to the interests of her people— 


have already produced the greatest advantage to the commerce of the United 
States without having produced any similar advantage to that of her own colo- 
nial subjects, although these are p) in a position in all res 80 similar 
to the former. This result, so unexpected and so injurious to their interests— 


That is, the British interests— 
will be found to arise entirely from the maintenance by the United States of a 
duty upon the wheat of Canada of one-fifth of its value when consumed in the 
American market. 

How was it injurious to the interests of the Canadian wheat-grower 
if the flour-eater in Washington, D. C., or elsewhere paid the tax in- 
stead of the Canadian wheat-grower ? 

The Government and the people of Canada have relied with confidence on 
the removal of this duty by the Government of the United States; and they are, 
- to the present moment, at a loss to understand what has prevented the ap- 
plication in this instance of a principle justin itself. * * * 

Great Britain, in throwing open her market to the breadstuffs of the United 
States, stipulated for no equivalent— 

That was because it was a benefit to us— 
stipulated for no equivalent for this great step in the establishment of com- 
mercial freedom, the advantages of whick to the American producer it would 
be difficult to overestimate. 

What advantage was it to the American producer if he, as a producer, 
did not get any benefit out of it and the British consumer did get the 
benefit? Then he goes on—I pass a good deal, because it is too long 
to read itall, butit is very interesting—to speak of the canals again, as 
to our getting through and the Canadian getting through our country 
in the winter time. He says: . 

This change would place the corn-grower in the United States in precisely 
the same situation as the corn wer now in Canada: If he ships corn to 
Great Britain the duty will be paid bythe producer. Thisadvantage conferred 
on Canada by a re-enactment of a discriminating duty in favor of her grain in 
the markets of the mother country would naturally lead to the re-enactment of 
a discriminating duty in favor of the manufactures elsewhere, etc. 

That, Mr. President, was five years before the final conclusion of the 
so-called reciprocity treaty between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain for free trade with Canada. It went into eftect, and it may be 
worth something to people who believe that experience is ofsome value 
as a teacher in business affairs to know how it affected the consumers of 
the United States. First, there was Canadian wheat. If you look at 
the market prices of flour, even the wholesale market prices as they 
existed the year before and the year afterwards and so on, the time 
when this treaty went into effect, you will find that the hard-handed 
farmer paid just what he did before, and that now Sir John Crampton 
said, looking at iteven manfully and candidly from the British side, 
the tax that the Canadian wheat-grower had paid into the Treasury of 
the United States was now retained in his pocket and the American 
consumer got no benefit from the transaction whatever, except the loss 
of that amount of his money to the Treasury of the United States. 

Then there was lumber, another of the great products of Canada, 
and where it might have been su possibly that the taking off 
the duty upon that of all things would be the one that the consumer 
would get some benefit out of. Hedid not. I believe my friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], who has been in the lumber business a long 
time—if I may be allo to refer to a private conversation, but which 
was not private in the sense of being confidental—said that in the mar- 
kets of Chicago when these things were put upon the free-list, one: in 
the very lowest grades of lumber, the Canadian got the benefit, the 
man who had a house to build here did not. In some of the very low- 
est grades the market, I think he said, fell a little afterwards. When 
the duty was again reimposed in 1886 by the termination of the treaty 
the same thing as to the very lowestgrades in a slight degree happened 
in that market in the wholesale trade; but when you got to the man 
who had the house to build nobody was ever able to discover to this 
day that he either gained by its g put on the free-list or lost by 
its being put on the dutiable-list at the end of the eleven years that 
eaawenele ; 

Mr. CARLISLE. Would it interrupt the Senator on that point if I 
should say a word ce 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the sli 
Mr. CARLISLE. I agree with the Senator from Vermont that the 
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importation of these articles from Canada to which he refers did not 
increase the price of similar articles in this country, for the reason which 
I took occasion to state some time ago, that we produce all those arti- 
cles ourselves in substantially if not more than sufficient quantities to 
supply our own wants; and therefore these small importations do not 
affect the prices, the prices being fixed by the volume of supply which 
we furnish for ourselves, and hence the consumer perhaps would not re- 
ceive any great advantage from the importation of these articles free 
from Canada under a reciprocity treaty or otherwise. 

But it the Senator will look at the statistics of trade between this 
country and Canada he willfind that during the ten years of reciproc- 
ity our producers, farmers and others, actually found a market in Can- 
ada for nearly $60,000,000 more of their products than Canada found 
a market here for, and if he will look at the statistics for 1888, which 
are the last I have before me, he will find that of our agricultural prod- 
ucts alone we sold to Canada in that year over $4,000,000 worth more 
than we took from her. Therefore the benefit we derive from that rec- 
iprocity is that we find a market for our products greater than we fur- 
nish Canada a market for hers, and that seems to be the idea which un- 
derlies thie whole policy of reciprocity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am not myseli quite able to ap- 
preciate the philosophical or the practical value of the argument first 
presented by my friend from Kentucky, that the small bulk of Cana- 
dian productions coming into this market led to its having no effect. 
I have always been under the impression that even a rivulet that came 
into a river added something to its volume and to the navigable capac- 
ity or fishing capacity, or whatever, of that stream, and that the stream 
is made from first to last of just such contributions and accretions of 
bulk and quantity. That argument will not do, Mr. President. 

Our experience in other directions, that if I have thestrength I shall 
refer to if I am not taking too much time, shows the same thing, that 
it is a fallacy and can not account for the hard facts stated by the Brit- 
ish minister in advance and by the pleasant experience of his people 
that followed his accomplishing the object. 

My friend says that the benefit tous was got by having the balance 
of trade in our favor for our productions in Canada. Mr. Crampton 
has told us—and he has told us the trath—that before the reciprocity 
treaty the condition of Canada and the United States was such that the 
one needed everything but lumber and wheat and coal, and the otker was 
exuberant in everything that we could produce; and Canada too was 
largely in favor of the United States, as trom the nature of things it 
must be unless that broad part of the continent from sea to sea, bounded 
by the frozen zone upon one side and by the United States on the 
other, should have its wants sapplied from some other source than it- 
self. The balance of trade kept straight on, it is true, but the condi- 
tion did not change. The trade increased. It had continued to in- 
crease before because the population of Canada increased and it and its 
development of such resources as it had increased; and therefore as 
ei could make more money and needed more things, so far as they 

the ability they bought them in the cheapest market they could, 
which happened to be the United States. 

It has gone on increasing since the reciprocity treaty was terminated, 
now a period of I think fourteen years, not because the treaty was ter- 
minated any more than it increased because the treaty existed, but from 
considerations entirely external to the question of whether a tax is put 
upon the grower of Canadian wheat for the benefit of the American 
farmer or whether a tax is put upon American machinery, in American 
hands, for the benefit of the Canadian manufacturer, as the law now is 
in Canada. 

If therefore it be true that our experience in regard to reciprocity with 
Canada has been that every dollar of the duty that we remitted was re- 
mitted to the foreigner, then I think it was so far a loss to the Treasury 
and the people of the United States. My friend from Kentucky says 
that has been recompensed by an increase of trade and ef the United 
States products going to that country. That I havealready spoken of. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, upon the theory advanced by the 
Senator from Vermont, it has also been much more than recompensed 
by the remission of the Canadian duties upon the American products 
exported to that country, because according to the Senator’s theory the 
American producers who send their products to Canada for sale had to 
pay the Canadian duty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So they did. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then when reciprocity occurred Canada took that 
duty off and our producers who shipped to Canada through the period 
of ee $60,000,000 worth more than they took from Canada got 
their duties remitted upon $60,000,000 worth of goods, and received 
the whole benefit of what Canada would have got out of it under the 
revenue law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all perfectly true, and when you look at 
the articles and at the rate of Canadian duties you will find that that 
experience ofeleven years was up to concert pitch or Democratic pitch of 
Democratic policy, then and now free trade, as it is most falsely called— 
foreign trade as it is really—and demonstrated to the people of the 
United States so clearly that it was not for the interest of the people 
of the United States to continue it that that treaty was abrogated by 
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joint resolution of the two Houses of Congress, I believe by an almost 
unanimous vote. 

Now, it is possible that the people of the United States, who for eleven 
years had enjoyed the benefits or borne the burdens of this free trade, 
as it is called, did not know anything about the experience they had; 
that having ridden on the machine for elevea years they did not know 
whether it was going backward or forward. I do not believe it. I 
think that the intelligent people of the United States who had any- 
thing whatever to do with this business understood perfectly how it 
operated upon them. I have more faith in the intelligence of the 
people than some of my friends on the other side seem to have, and it 
was their representatives, in the light of this experience, who by an al- 
most unexampled unanimity, I believe—I have not looked at the Rec- 
ORD, and it may be that it was by a close vote, but my recollection is 
that I am stating it rightly—certainly by the express will of the people, 
approved by the President of the United States, made an end of it. 

It was not lumber alone. The same thing was true, I believe, or 
coal; I have not looked at the whole list. It was sworn before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations that in the other great article ot fish 
it was true,and the testimony taken by the committee only two or 
three years ago, which led on the report of that committee to a vote in 
this body to abrogate the free-fish treaty of 1871 and put an end to that, 
united in by Senators on the other side as heartily as on this, because 
it had been demonstrated that the consumer of fish in the United 
Statesdid not savea penny and that the duty which had theretofore been 
paid upon Canadian fish was saved in the pockets of the foreigner and 
went to the support of foreign society and foreign government. 

When I come to the point of time that I am in favor of every land 
and every industry except my own, then I shall join my friends on 
the other side and go for free trade. 

We have had other experience, Mr. President, if it is not considered 
offensive to allude to experience asa teacher. In 1870 all parties in 
both Houses of Congress, with very great unanimity, took up the cry that 
somebody had started somewhere that we must do something—some- 
thing in the light of the language of the fine oration that we heard 
from our friend from North Carolina last night, that we must make 
tea and coffee on the breakfast-tables of all the sons of toil cheaper. 
That certainly was a good thing to do. I should like to doit my- 
self, for I happen to be one of that sort of people. So, all hands unit- 
ing, we reduced the duty ontea from a certain number of cents a pound 
to another—I have forgotten the number of cents—and on coffee from 
5 cents a pound to 3 cents, and we all went home glad that we had 
turned the morning sunshine into the cottage of the farmer. The 
farmer was glad too, but when he went to buy his coffee he found he 
had to pay just what he had before, and that if anybody pays a tax in 
this country, and the Government has got to be kept up, he has got to 
pay more taxes in order to incur the same expenditure as before, and 
that the few million dollars—a good many million I should rather 
say—that had been going into the Treasury and paid by the importer, 
the foreigner, were no longer there, but staid in the pocket of that person. 

The American minister to Brazil—whence comes, I think, the largest 
part of the coffee consumed in the United States; I have the statistics 
here, but I will not take time to read them—immediately that it became 
known at Rio by cable in some way that this law had passed Congress, 
reducing the duty on coffee from 5 cents to 3 cents a pound, reported 
to the State Department then (and it is in the printed documents and 
files of the State Department, and I am sure ia documents here) that 
the price of coffee at Rio for exportation to the United States rose in just 
that proportion of 3 cents a pound; and he ventured inan humble and 
diplomatic way to suggest to the Secretary of State in his dispatch that 
it might have been well for the Congress of the United States, before 
it put 3 centsa pound upon millions and millions of pounds of coffee 
of Brazil into the pockets of the Brazilians, to say to the Brazilian 
Government, ‘‘If we do this you must take off a proportionate amount 
ot the duty that you impose upon American flour and American pork, 
and other American productions which you in Brazil can not produce.’’ 
But the thing was done 

Two or three years afterwards, in another fit of enthusiasm, being 
blind to the fact that had been officially reported and oblivious of the 
truth that every drinker of coffee knew that coffee had not been cheap- 
ened in the United States, we took off the other 3 cents and put it on 
the free-list. Then the American minister, again bemoaning in his 
dispatch that we had not enough common sense—not using that lan- 
guage, of course—to make that conditional upon our products going 
into Brazil free, reported that the price of coffee had advanced 3 cents 
a pound the moment it was known; and our experience from that day 
to this has shown that the American consumer has profited nothing 
whatever from the taking off of that duty, unless my friend from Ken- 
tucky can show that in some converse way of an increased trade in 
American prodacts to Brazil we have enlarged the boundaries of our 
sales there enough to make itup. But we pay the amountof the duty 
all the same, just as we did before. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think so. I think we received no benefit what- 
ever from the repeal of the duty on coffee, and at some proper time, 
if I can secure the opportunity, I may state the reasous why I think so. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. i understand my friend from Kentucky to say 
that we did not make anything in that transaction ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. We did not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope he will agree with me in thinking we 
onght to have made something by it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think we had no right to expect that we should 
make anything by it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Eut I mean that if we were going into that trans- 
action anew we ought to look a little to the interests of the United 
States as well as to the interests of the people of Brazil. I want to 
adivance some proposition that my friends on the other side can agree 
to, and I will go as far as I can into the regions of doubt and uncer- 
tainty to do it. 

A number of years since that thing was done—and I have the com- 
putations and tables here—have gone by; so that if we had attended to 
the business of the farmers and people of the United States, and not 
gone wild on the theory, fallacious and nebulous, that my friends have 
so long believed in and state once in about ten years in their plat- 
forms, if notoftener, but fully that, we should now havein the Treasury 
of the United States, unless we had spent it for Government pu 
if we had laid it by as in a savings-bank, nearly $150,000,000 from 

srazilian coffee alone. 

Now, I think, Mr. President, as a practical farmer and a farmer's son, 
that the farmers in the country where I live understand that sort of 
business, and they are not extremely hungry that I, as one of their 
representatives, shall go into it any more in that way, and they under- 
stand just as perfectly as anybody in this Chamber does when they 
send some of their products to some other country that it is they who 
bear the home expenses and the expenses of transit and all that; and 
how much they can get for their products depends upon how much 
there is to se!l and how many people there are to buy, and not upon 
how much it has cost them to make it. 

If the farmers could regulate the price of their products according to 
the cost of their production, then the farmer could fix his rate and 
make it just and reasonable and perhaps a fair rate of profit; but the 
fact is that he can not do it and he knows it, and therefore it is that 
he knows that when he exports things to foreign countries he has to 
bear the burden, and that when foreign things reciprocally are imported 
into this country, itis not the consumer who pays the customs tax, but 
he pays what the quantity of supply and demand warrants. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. My attention wascalled toa statement which the Senator 
has repeated several times in the Senate as to the price of coffee in the 
United States not having been diminished by the removal of the import 
duty. That statement was first made by the Senator from Vermont 
in & magazine article in The Forum and afterwards repeated in another 
magazine, I think Harpers’ Magazine. My attention was attracted to 
it, and I made as thorough an examination of the subject as I could, 
and in 1888 in the tarift debate I undertook to show what I believe I 
can establish beyond any sort of doubt, that coffee is the only article— 
and I shall be glad if the Senator from Vermont will point to any 
other—where there has not been the effect of a diminution of price to 
the American consumer by reason of the removal of the import duty. 
But what I want to ask the Senator particularly—for I will take occa- 
sion, if I can get the opportunity before the debate closes, to show the 
truth of what I state—what I want to ask him is whether it is not true 
that when we removed the duty from tea of 15 cents a pound on July 
1, 1872, the price of tea to the American consumer was not diminished 
exactly that amount from that timeon. I will undertake to show that 
by the tables. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, in the article to which my 
friend refers he will find a table which was taken from the New York 
Commercial Shipping List—which I believe was the paper; it is cer- 
tainly the one that gives the prices current—of the six months before 
and the six months after the passage of that act. I know my friend 
is a good mathematician, and he can read columns of figures just as 
well as I can or better, _ 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator refer to tea? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I am talking about now. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I have before me now 
the prices of teain the New York market from June to December, 1872, 
from Beebee & Brothers’ circular in New York, showing the exact effect 
of the removal of the duty, the duty of 15 cents a pound having been 
removed, to take effect July 1, 1872, and it shows, as I have stated, 
that the prices fell from the time the law took effect exactly the amount 
of the import duty that had been removed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator and I disagree toto cao on the ques- 
tion of the prices of tea before and after that time. I have given the 
authority from which, in the article to which he refers, the table was 
taken and I believe correctly, and it may be that there is a foot-note 
in the article. I have not seen it for four years—I am not much 
interested in reading either my own or my own 
think he will find the foot-note; and I think I can find for him also 
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the written thing taken from the newspapers or I can furnish it if he 
wants it. 

Besides, I have got here on my table the prices of teas since, both in 
London and New York, this very year and last year, and not with refer- 
ence to this question, because it is long since, and a thousand things 
might haveeither raised it or diminished itas we all know it did quinia— 
but that has reference to another thing—and that is the idea that so 
many people entertain, or certainly some do, that, inasmuch as sugar 
is quoted at about 2 cents a pound less in London than it is in New 
York, if the duty of 2 cents a pound on sugar were taken off here, the 
price of sugar in New York would fall by that 2 cents, whichis a propo- 
sition that I do not believe in at all, and Ido not think there is any ex- 
perience that we have had in such matters which will justify the belief. 
We can tell by trying it, and that may turn out, as it did in the case 
of coffee, to be a mistake. If I am not mistaken, the price of tea and 
coffee differed in the English markets by fully the amount of the duty 
that we had imposed upon them, and they continued to differ in the En- 
glish markets more or less from the prices of tea and coffee in the Ameri- 
can markets; and tea and coffee in the English markets to-day and this 
year and last year stand in the quotations at a lower price than they 
doin the markets of New York. What isthe reason of itinvolvesa va- 
riety of considerations which I do not intend to worry the Senate by 
going into now, but I do not want to be led into putting sugar upon the 
free-list upon what I believe to be the fallacious and delusive idea that 
because sugar is 2 cents a pound cheaper in London than it is New York 
the New York price is to fall in uence of taking off the duty; and, 
as my friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests to me, if it does, 
that the price of sugar that the poor man or the rich man gets at his 
grocery and has on his table will not fall. Somebody else than the 
consumer will make the money. 

There is one other instance in connection with what my friend from 
Missouri has just stated about the prices falling if the duties are taken 
off, which isa very recentone. I presumesome suggestion can be found 
why this instance does not apply, butit isthe instanceof sulphur. By 
what was apparently a mistake in the transposition of words in the act 
of 1883, sulphur, which before that time had paid a duty of $10 a ton on 
one kind and $20 a ton and 15 per cent. on another kind, and crude 
brimstone were free in point of law and in fact; the rates were changed 
so as to put one of the best classes of sulphur either on the free-list, 
subject to no duty at all, or to reduce the duty enormously. All that 
appears in the public reports and appears, I believe, ina case before the 
Supreme Court of the United States on a contest. 

I have taken from the New York Shipping List—which is not a Re- 
publican or a Democratic paper, but I believe the paper is regarded by 
all dealers in New York as the fountain-head of commercial quota- 
tions—a comparative statement of the prices of all these kinds of brim- 
stone on the 30th day of December, 1882, before the passage of the act 
of 1883, and on the 2d of January, 1884, after the passage of the act, 
about a year before and a year afterwards, so as to give time for the 
thing to equalize itself to get the benefit or stand the loss or whatever. 
Brimstone per ton on the 30th of December, 1882, was $26.50 to $27, 
and on the 2d of January, 1884, it was $26. Brimstone of another kind 
on the 30th of December, 1882, was $25 to $26.50, and on the 2d of 
January, 1884, $25.25 to $25.50. On American roll per pound, which 
I believe is the kind referred to as flowers of sulphur where this change 
was made, which was 2} cents per pound on the 30th of December, 
1882, was 2} cents a on the 2d of January, 1884; flowers of sul- 
phur 3 cents a pound December 30, 1882, and 3 cents a pound on the 
2d of January, 1884. 

My friend from Kentucky perhaps would say in answer to that, as 
he did with respect to Canadian wheat and lumber, etc., that on such 
a great American production as that this sulphurcoming from a foreign 
country was @ mere drop in the sea, and did not affect the level 
of the tide; but I do not know any place in the United States where 
there is an exuberant production of brimstone and sulphur unless it 
may be in some political convention—I will not say of which party— 
but as coming out of the ground, a product of industry, I do not think 
that the country is full of the flowers of sulphur and brimstone, and 
it never has been. 

I simply took sulphur now because it happened to be the very latest 
experience we have had under the change of laws on any y 
that amounts to anything, because in through the free-list of 
18x83 this was about the only commodity that I could find which was 
of any account at all, except small matters of medicinal drugs and 
gums, ete. Now, I wish somebody would explainit. Ifthe duty was 
reduced largely, as it was by this change in 1583 on this commodity so 
much used in the various arts in the United States in one way and 
another, why did not the price fall? If the duty made the price to 
the buyer and consumer higher, then it was a tax upon him. That 
tax being taken off, he ought to have got the benefit of it; but unhap- 
pily, as Sir John Crampton said—and it has been said a thousand 
times, and I should suppose that everybody but my friends on the 
other side of the Chamber knew it—it was not the American consumer 
of the whopaid the duty, but it was the foreign producer, and, 
duty being reduced or taken off altogether, his profits were in- 
creased by exactly that much. 
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Mr. President, it was stated by somebody the other day—and I think 
it was my friend from Maine [Mr. Fry&] on the subject of tariff and 
shipping—that our trade with the South American states had been 
cut oft—not using his language—by the war and by our shipping hav- 
ing been swept from the seas, and therefore our means of transporta- 
tion and trade with those countries vastly diminished. That would 
have been an interesting circumstance on the subject of giving boun- 
ties to ships and also upon the tariff considerations if the statistics 
would bear it out; but I have had the reports examined and it ap- 
pears to me that very long before 1860, beginning far back—my table 
only covers five or six years before—for illustration, the exportation 
of our commodities to those countries, we then having a duty upon 
their products and they having, as they still have, upon ours, was gradu- 
ally increasing and steadily increasing, just as my friend has said in 
respect of Canada before the reciprocity treaty and afterwards, and 
now the increase of domestic and national development has been ac- 
companied as a matter of course with an increased consumption and 
dewand for commodities in every country where such development goes 
on; and therefore when you know, following the war and through the 
war—not so much through the war, because our own ships were almost 
driven off—but following the war and down to this time the eyporta- 
tions from the United States to these countries, to Central and South 
America, and to the islands, with one single exception, I believe, of the 
Danish West Indies, which is almost nominal any way, the exports of 
the United States and its trade have been steadily increasing, and for 
the reasons, obvious to everybody, that I have stated. 

This, Mr. President, is not only interesting in respect to what my 
friend said, but it is very interesting to me in respect of looking for- 
ward to see what we are going to gain, looking it straight in the face, 
by reciprocity with the South American and Central American states; 
how much larger will be our exportations to those states—I mean 
going upon the principle that they are able (which I very much tear 
they are not) to take off their duties upon our agricultural products 
and whatever other productions they are willing to do, manufactures 
and all, and to receive them. The demand in a country for commod- 
ities is necessarily dependent not only upon its mere numbers of pop- 
ulation—not nearly so much upon numbers as it is upon the state of 
its society, its wealth, and its civilization; and when you look at any 
Central or South American state—and I speak with reserve, or con- 
servatism, I mean—lI think that any one hundred people on the aver- 
age of the United States of North America have during the last year 
consumed more of the products and merchandise and food and cloth- 
ing that go to make up the comforts and luxuries and happiness of 
maukind than any one thousand, taken at the average, of the people 
of any one of the Central American or South American states. 

Anybody who has ever read—and we all have, of course—the histories 
and the travels and the geographies, etc., respecting those countries, 
who knows the races that compose them’ and how in every oneof them 
so very small a proportion of their whole population is of a race and 
of a civilization and of an advancement like that of the people ot Eu- 
rope or of the United States, or of Canada even, can readily see that 
the largest amount of machinery and the largest amount of clothing, 
and the largest amount of food, and the largest amount of everything 
that goes into the household and into the shops and onto the farms 
of the 65,000,000 people in the United States of North America would 
be as my friend said about Canadian lumber, a drop in the ocean of 
the productions of this country. And, therefore, the expectation by 
this reciprocity of being able to dispose of a largely increased produc- 
tion here and to make a largely increased exportation there is, in my 
opinion, one of the delusions that brilliant men or sober states- 
men have lately fallen into. I do not mean by that that I am not will- 
ing and glad to try it upon some principle that we ought to have tried 
it with Brazil, and that is, to receive any of their products which we 
are unable to make ourselves and to give them such of our products 
of whatever kind as they are willing to take, and such only would be 
those that they themselves, if they are wise about their own economies, 
are unable to produce. 

Mr. President, I desired to say a little more, but I find that I have 
taken too much time. [‘‘Goon!’’] I think I shall leave the subject 
here for the present, Mr. President. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before theSenatorfrom Alabama proceeds, I should 
like to ask unanimous consent for an evening session this evening for 
the consideration of this bill, and that we take a recess from half past 
5 to 8 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate take a recess this evening from 
5.30 to 8 o'clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. A single word with regard to that understanding. 
Is it the expectation that any vote will be taken to-night at the even- 
ing session ? 

" Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know whether a vote will be taken or 
— purpose is to have the consideration of this bill proceed. 


any vote will be taken or not will depend upon the wish of 
the Senate. 
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Mr. BLAIR. 
statement? 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. BLAIR. 


Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to make a 


Certainly. 


Last evening during the debate I arose for the pur- 


pose of presenting certain data with reference to the subject-matter 
of mica, and obtained consent to have the statement of a citizen who 
has been ruined by existing conditions printed for the use of the 
Senate, in order to save the time of the Senate. I hope, now that it is 
laid upon the desks of Senators, they will not fail to notice and read 


it. Itis very brief. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Président, in the Senate, asin the countr 
ion is in an eruptive and agitated state as to our tax laws. 

The party in power is having many throes and spasms of a radical sort 
in the effort to build up monopoly by prohibiting imports and divide 
out its bounties, and at the same time to increas 
for the benefit of ship-owners. 

It has trouble also in the effort to decrease the revenue and at the 
same time to increase taxation to support what are the seleeted indus 
tries, called by a flattering euphemism the protected industries, It 
is also disturbed by the apparition of a hand and a stylus on the wall 
of its banqueting chamber, graving a condemnation of its course, to 
which the amendment of the Senator from Maine is an answer—an 
amendment that promises a deep repentance and many good works in 
the future. 

There is a crop of amendments here, coming from Republicans, some 
practical, somesentimental, and all filled with forebodings of evil if this 
bill should pass as the House sent it to us or as the Finance Commit 


y, opin- 


» imports and exports 


tee of the Senate has reported it to us. 


That committee, whose sagacity in finance is a proverb, wrestied over 
sugar, wool, and hides until they have become historic, and their trials 
decorate the history of our statesmen. They have had tocontend with 
the grease of the shambles, the grime of the slaughter-pen, and the 
odors of the sugar-house in their efforts to divide out the bounties. 
The battle still wages, but the committee has hung out a flag of truce 
in its amendment, which upsets everything it has recommended inthe 
bill and makes a new attack on tea and coffee. 

It the amendment of the committee meant anything that could pos- 
sibly become practical, if it was anything else than a deception of the 
enemy covered by a flag of trace, it would be a welcome evidence of a 
spirit of repentance on the part of the committee. 

But it is a sham, and is so clearly a plea to its party for reunion on 
grounds that are merely deceptive that it does nut satisty that earnest 
demand for tariff reform that the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALr} 
put into his amendment and advocated in this strong and earnest ex- 
pression of the alleged new policy. The Senator said yesterday: 

But, Mr. President, the principle is greater than the method by which it is 
to be applied. The sentiment of the American people upon this question is so 
clear that it becomes the bounden duty of the Senate to embody in the tarif 
bill, when we repeal duties upon foreign products which contribute to revenue 
only, a provision which shall secure for the products of our farms and our work 
shops, an increased market in the countries upon whose articles or production 
duties are so repealed. This principle is plainly involvea in the amendment 
which has been offered by the Finance Committee, It is a departure from our 
previous policy. It broadens and widens that policy. It is a great step in tie 
direction of opening to the production of our labor the markets of Central and 
South America and the islands of the great sea which lie between the conti 
nents. It commits to the President, who, we know by his communications 
to the Senate, is in favor of this movement, powers which Lam entirely willing 
should be placed in his hands. That he will exercise them wisely and in the 
true interest of American labor no man who knows his present attitude and 
his past history can doubt. 

This is a new departure for the high-tax advocates, but it is a turn- 
ing away from the pathless wilderness into the beaten highway tha‘ 
every Democratic President and his party have trodden, from Thomas 
Jefferson to Grover Cleveland. 

The claim of novelty in the plan of the Senator from Maine is a 
grotesque as the claim of a religionist would be that he is a new man 
because he has put on a new suit of clothes. 

It is as surprising as theclaimof Mr. Blaine’s friends that he origi- 
nated the Pan-American Congress because Mr. Cleveland, asanact of 
courtesy, leftto Mr. Harrison the appointment of the American dele- 
gates to assemble under a law that we had approved and all Democrats 
had supported. 

Mr. Blaine found a highway opened to him by Mr. Cleveland, and 

g Y OF y ’ 
traveled on it to much renown, as the Senator from Maine has found 
a broad road opened for him which will conduct him to still highe: 
honors if he will stick to it. 

A flock of sheep, however, startled on the roadside hy the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. ALLEN], evidently alarmed the Senator from 
Maine; but the country hopes that he will not, therefore, bolt back into 
the wilderness. 

I find printed ina Baltimore paper on the 5th of July an address from 
Hon. Columbus Delano, former Secretary of the Interior, who is the 
president of the National Association of Wool-Growers and who speaks 
by authority. He is the same gentleman who appeared here and re 
mained so longand succeeded in putting his trade-mark uponall the pro 
visions of this tariff bill in respect to wool; itis Delano’s bill. He says 
To the wool-growers of the United States : 


Our duty requires us to advise you of dangers to your industry that demand 
attention. 
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- reported to the Senate and hastened to remonstrate in writing. The amend- 
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First. Senator Hale's amendment to the McKinley bill, if adopted, will admit 
woo) free of duty from all the nations of this hemisphere. Mr. Cleveland's free- 
wool recommendation was no worse. South American wools would supplant 
domestic wools and your industry would perish. The Republican platform 
would be violated, the principies of protection surrendered, and the productién 
of the wool necessary for clothing in the United States would be transferred to 
foreign nations, 

















whip an intrusive bully was not, after all, a bad christian. There are 
many excellent Democrats who find it necessary to go into this fight 
for the people stripped to the buff, with only the St. Louis platform 
for a banner. 

If I must, Iam willing to fight on that platform. If I find Mr. 
Blaine and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in quiet occupation 
of it, with front seats, and many others trying to clamber up, I will 
extend to them the hand of fellowship and bid them G 4 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], remembering that we have 
had good results from an income tax, desires to return to that system. 
He is as near right in that plan as anybody is in any other plan. The 
long war on whisky and tobacco has ceased, now that they feed the 
Treasury, while we are feeding the rich on the bounties of protection. 
These numerous amendments prove a deep and wide discontent. The 
resolution, on paper, proposed by the Committee on Finance, in the 
tax on tea and coffee, hides, sugar, and molasses, also invites free trade 
with Great Britain. It is as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides, provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries producing these articles; and for this purpose, on and after the 
Ist day of July, 1891, whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied 
that the government of any country producing and exporting su molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties 
or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, 
which in view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides into the United States he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and un- 
reasonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to suspend, by procla« 
mation to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free inlenteation 
of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production of such country, 
for such time as he shall deem ra and in such case and during such suspen- 
sion duties shall be levied, coll , and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, 
and ~ the product of or exported from such designated country, as follows, 
namely: 

All sugars not above No.13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated molasses, testing by the riscope not above 75 degrees, seven- 
tenths of | cent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of a de- 
_ owe by the polariscopic test, two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound addi- 
tiorral, 

All sugars above No.13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely: Allsugarabove No. 
13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents per pound. 

All suger above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents 

r pound, 

Pau sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing about 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 

Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as mo- 
lasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

On tea, 10 cents per pound, : 

Hides, raw or uneured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora goat-skins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound, 


Importations which are made lawful by this act are to become un- 
lawful by the proclamation of the President under certain conditions, 
the existence of which is to be determined by his judgment, He is 
also authorized to make his proclamation or modify or recall the same. 
Thus the proclamation becomes a statute ; and power is given to the 
President to alter, amend, or repeal it in his discretion. The decisions 
of the courts are against this enlargement of tlie powers of the execu- 
tive department. (The Confiscation Cases, 8 Otto ; United States vs. 
Klein, 13 Wall., 147.) 

The power conferred on the President by this amendment does not 
enlarge or define any constitutional power of the President. Congress 
could as well give this power to any private person as to the President, 
for any other person duly authorized could express the will of Congress, 
if that is all that is to be done by the proclamation of the President. 

Judge Cooley, in his work on Constitutional Limitations, says: 

One of the settled maxims of constitutional law is that the power conferred 
upon the Legislature to make laws can not be delegated by that department to 
an ey body. - 

here the sovereign power of the State has located the authority, there it 
must remain, and by the constitutional agency alone the law must be made, 
until the constitution itself is changed. (Third edition, page 116.) 

At a later page in his work, coming down to a point that perhaps will 
meet some objection which may be made, I read as follows: 

Nor, it seems, can such legislation be sustained as legislation of a conditional 
character, whose force is to depend upon the happening of some future event, 


or upon some future chan:e of circumstances, the event or change of cir- 
cumstances on which a law may be made to take effect. 


He proceeds then to a little more specific statement of his objections 
io the proposed legislation included in the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine, and also in various other amendments that have been of- 
fered here. I will insert the remainder of that proclamation of Co- 
Jumbus Delano in my remarks, if there is no objection to my doing so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The remainder of the paper is as follows: 

Secondly, Amendments threatened to be proposed in the Senate when the 
bill is on the passage, first, to strike out the clause prohibiting sorting of wools, 
thus permitting the clothing portion of third-class wools to be separated and 
imported at third-class duties. Again, to strike out the words “ includin 
chargea,”’ thus raising the dividing lineand poceeees: under the system of frau 
now practiced the importation of all third-class wools at the lowest rate of duty. 
These amendments were presented to the Finance Committee in violation of the 

reement of the 24th of April, when the restrictive clauses and the words “ in- 
cluding charges '’ were unanimously assented to by manufacturers in consider- 
ation of our assenting to ad valorem rates for third-class wool. We obtained 
notice that such amendments would be offered on the day before the bill was 


ments were not made, but the right was reserved and a member of the commit- 
tee informed us they would be presented in the Senate. 

We have yielded all that can be safely yielded in justice to our industry to 
secure general protective legislation. Any of the amendments referred to are 
dangerous. The Hale amendment would work absolute ruin. Its adoption 
violates the promise to give wool “adequate protection” and discredits the 
faith and honor of the Republican party. Either of the other amendments will 
perpetuate fraudulent practices in importations of carpet wools, whereby our 
producers of clothing wool have been robbed of the protection which the law 
was supposed to afford. 4 

We have thus briefly presen'ed the difficulties and danger which threaten the 
most important industry of the nation and which must be protected if our pro- 
tective policy survives. We call for your immediate action. As individuals 
and associations, give notice to those representing you in the halls of legislation 
that you expect the Republican party to redeem its pledgesand fulfill its prom- 
ises by speedily passing the McKinley bill. 

©. DELANO, President, 
GEORGE H. WALLACE, Secretary, 
Wool-Growers’ National Association. 


Mr. MORGAN. Our tariff policy is not yet settled on any great 
and unvarying rule of political economy that will do for all time and 
be just and equal in respect of all the interests and conditions of our 

licy. 

Perhe north star is not a fixed plauet. It has an orbit of revolution, 
and yet it is the guide both of the celestial and terrestrial systems, 
and is to us the one fixed point in the universe. 

Tn finance also we have no absolute principle of action; we have gold 
and silver standard coins, subsidiary silver; nickel, and copper coins, 
‘Treasury notes that bear interest and those that do not, money receiv- 
able for customs and money that is repudiated at the counters of the 
custom-houses. We have gold certificates, silver certificates, and coin 
certificates, and national-bank notes. 

All of these are descriptions of money, of which some are full legal 
tender, some partial legal tender, and some that are not a legal ten- 
der for private debts or certain public debts. Through this appar- 
ently confused system it can not be said that there is a line of fixed 
financial law controlling the entire plan. 

I think it very doubtful if we could abandon e‘therof these forms of 
currency without serious evil. 

In our tariff system the interests to be promoted are still more widely 
variant, and the plans and schemes of taxatic.1 are as numerous as our 
conflicting interests, 

In both these systems we have taken the advice of the great Teacher; 
we have tried all things, and are, I hope, trying to hold on to that 
which is good. I hope we are at least sincere iu trying to correct our 
errors, recover from our blunders, and remedy evils that are manifest. 

Export bounties were our earliest plan tor encouraging foreign 
commerce, We began that in 1789, in giving a premium for the ex- 
port of salted meats. 

Along with that we imposed duties that would protect and build up 
our then infant industries. Then, from time to time, we extended the 
list of export bounties very greatly, and the protective duties were 
piled mountain high, 

We have had strictly ad valorem tariffs, and they have left a good 
fruitage that is constantiy found in every tariff bill. 

It is now used as a sort of pure oil is used, it seems, in compound 
lard, to make the vicious matter of specific duties, for the specific pur- 
— of specified people, palatable to the people who must foot the 

vills. 

Ours has been, and is, and will be a mixed system. The Democratic 
limit of this system is equal justice to all men. The Republican limit 
is the highest protection for clamoring industries that the patience of 
the country can be compelled to stand. . 

In resisting the encroachments of this system alternatives are thrust 
upon us by the power of the majority that we must choose between. 
Expedients are always allowable when the danger is great and the 
means of escape are doubtful. 

The parson who laid aside his religion and his coat until he could 


+ a 


On this question of expediency, the Legislature must exercise itsown judgment 
definitively and finally. When a law is made to take effect upon the happening 
of such an event, the re in effect declared the law inexpedient if the 


. n. appeal to no 
ar a “ cane to een lees Incohaien te: eeeeanaal fature expedi- 
ency. They exercise that power themselves, and then perform the duty which 
the constitution imposes upon them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What book does the Senator read from ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam reading from Cooley on Constitutional Lim- 
eee was a quotation from Ruggles, chief-justice, in Barto 
vs, Himrod. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was that on one of the liquor-option laws ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. I find theo which are mentioned by 
Judge Cooley in the paragraph which I have read from his writings to 
be fatal to the constitutionality of the amendment proposed by the 
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Committee on Finance, in my judgment, and I will proceed to show | from other countries that we consume by refusing to our productions 
why I think so, in a very brief way. / equal and just reciprocity. ; 
In the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance the power Any small coffee-producing country would gladly make this bargain 
is given the President to institute the taxation of free articles by sus- | with us, while the tax on Brazilian coffee alone would raise the price 
pending the free introduction of certain named articles for such time | in the United States by 3 cents per pound. 
as he shall deem just. ; pai. This amendment, if adopted, places ou: policy of taxation so clearly 
There is the whole question of expediency put right in his grasp. within the control of Brazil as to coffee, and of China and Japan as to 
During this suspension the taxes are to be collected at a rate fixed | tea, that the consent of all these Governments would be a prerequisite 
in the bill. That is definite so far as the rate is concerned. ; The con- | to the state of the laws of taxation in the United States upon coffee. 
dition on which the President may suspend free importation is that Sugar comes from Hawaii, under a reciprocal treaty, free of duty. 
‘the government of a foreign country to be discriminated against shall But she does not take all our productions free of duty. This amend- 
levy duties on agricultural and other productsof the United States, which ment abrogates that treaty. | nder that treaty Hawaii sends us free 
are unequal and unjust,’’ in view of the free introduction of sugar, | sugar, for which we pay a large price in reciprocity. 
molasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States. Sugarand molasses come to us from Spanish provinces, Cuba, Porto 
The purpose ot the exemptions from duty of these articles being to | Rico, andthe PhilippineIslands. Mexico,Central American states, Bra 
secure reciprocal trade with the countries producing these articles, | zil, Ecuador, Colombia, Venezuela, St. Domingo, and other places send 
this power is postponed for a year to give Mr. Blaine two and a half | ussugar. Allof these governments tax our productions heavily. We 
years of time for such negotiation. He has already had one year and | produce not exceeding one-tenth of the sugar we consume. 
seems to have made no progress. | Our people must have a full supply of sugar and will have it, and 
Any of these countries may increase the price to us of any of these | the whole world knows this, As to nine-tenths of the sugar we must 
articles by an export duty. The amendment is silent as to that cate- | have we are as dependent upon foreign production as we are for tea 
gory. | and coffee. Cuba and Porto Rico control our sugar market. They 
| 
| 








Tea, coffee, and hides have been too long on our free-list—where they | could put an export duty on sugarand raise the price here despite all 
were put with sole reference to our own domestic policy—to enable us | we could do. When we tax sugar we do not affect the price in those 
to deceive anybody, even Chinese, by saying that we will now put them | markets except to the small extent that we shorten consumption in 
on the free-list for the purpose of securing reciprocal trade. | the United States. We only increase the price to our consumers. 

Our reciprocal offer as to tea is a standing offer to China and Japan | We can offerthem no real inducements for lowering the duties on 
and to India for a quarter of a century, and they have not honored it | imports from the United States. On the contrary, Spain supplies these 
with a notice. provinces with flour and many other provisions essential to the exist- 

Who can be deceived now as to the use that is made of this offer in | ence of the people and puts a high duty on such imports from other 


this amendment, in the direction of reciprocity. | countries, for the express purpose of monopolizing the markets there 
This offer is made now for domestic political uses, and not to invite | for the advantage of her own people and her treasury. 

reciprocal commerce with those countries, | Neither Spain, 'rance, Germany, nor Italy have ever discarded the 
Speaking very pleasantly and mildly about it, Mr. President, what | policy of exacting tribute from their colonies, 

is that if it is not a false pretense? This fact disproves the seductive | Our plea that their tariff laws were unjust and unequal is answered 

declaration that reciprocity is sought by this amendment. It is a po- | by them with the declaration that we need not take their sugar if we 

litical move, shift, a diversion. can find a supply in another quarter. They know that we can not do 


The bill seeks to secure reciprocal trade by a threat of discrimina- | .t. Brazil knows the same thing as to coffee, and China and Japan as 
tion cr of retaliation by taxation. Under such a threat we are not | totea. We are not in a situation, as to these articles, to enable us to 
likely to have much success. The sugar of these countries will catch | dictate terms to those countries. 


more flies than our vinegar. They are morelikely tocatch us thanwe | We have induced Hawaii and Mexico to make reciprocal treaties 
are to catch them with that sort of bait. with us, and even Spain has offered us a good treaty of reciprocity. 


If China and Japan impose duties on our productions ‘‘ reciprocally ’’ | We can possibly get from them by agreement what they would spurn 
unjust and unequal, we can only tax their teas, that being the only one | under threatened retaliation. 
of the five enumerated articles they produce and export. | Great Britain enacts the tariff laws for all her crown colonies and for 

The tax would increase the price of tea here 10 cents per pound, or | some that are in a degree sel!-governing. In these colonies sugar, mo- 
else it would deprive our people of the use of tea to a large extent. | lasses, coffee, tea, and hides are produced and exported. That: ** Gov- 
Only the richer classes could use it. | ernment’’ admits all the productions of the United States free of duty. 

We know that tea amongst all the hardy people of. Russia and | Her side of the reciprocity of trade, which this amendment is intended 
amongst all the miners of the world, here in the United States and | to secure, is now established. 
elsewhere, is a commodity that a miner will not consent to do without. I suppose it is not the purpose of this committee, although it is the 
There seems to be some peculiar adaptation in the stimulant of tea for | necessary result of the amendment that they offer, to turn us over to 
counteracting the depressing influences of subterranean work which | free, unlimited reciprocal trade with Great Britain and her provinces, 
makes it necessary that the miner should have it, and he would as soon | and at the same time to cut us off from all those countries where we 
give up his meat as give up his tea. ; are confronted with high protective or nearly prohibitory tariffs upon 
Therefore, it is not the taxation of the luxurious indulgence of the | the imports from the United States. Tome itoccurs that the commit- 
rich that we reach by this imposition of a tax of 10 cents a pound upon | tee in pursuing their ideas of justice and equity and reciprocity logic- 
tea which the committee threaten the country and the world with, but | ally to a logical conclusion have at last thrown themselves bodily into 
the tax falls most heavily, I think, upon those laboring people who are | the arms of Great Britain. I have been listening here for years to the 
obliged to have it asa means of sustentation in their extraordinary toil. | imputations cast upon my party, that we were influenced by the power 
Chili and the Argentine Republic, Uraguay, and Paraguay produce | of British gold in insisting upon the reductions of our tariff system. 
and export hides alone of the five enumerated articles, Hides, like Now I find the committee ready to commit themselves entirely and 
wheat, are articles that find a market in all civilized countries that | without reserve to the arms of that great and powerful country that 
produce or can get tannin enough to convert them into leather. has no tariff taxation, we are informed, of any consequence, no pro 
Those countries would never feel the loss of our market for hides. | tective-tariff taxation certainly, and stand ready, with her side of the 
Their taxation here would hurt them no more than a tax by them on | reciprocal agreement already made up by her statutes, to accept what 
raw cotton would hurt us. this committee tenders to them: freedom of taxation on hides, tea, 
The margin for reciprocal compulsion would be very narrow in this | coffee, sugar, and molasses, all of which are produced in large quanti- 
case and could never justify a tax on our own people of 14 cents per | ties in British provinces. 
pound on raw hides. Ido not know what that would amount to in So the President could neither have the ‘‘ power’’ nor could it be- 
dollars on an average hide, but I suppose an average hide would weigh | come his ** duty ”’ to tax any of these five articles coming from a crown 
100 pounds, perhaps more than that. colony of Great Britain. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; 70 pounds. | The British provinces and crown colonies and colonies with local 

Mr. MORGAN. Seventy pounds. It would be a very heavy tax | legislatures are directly subject to the power of the Parliament of 





upon raw hides. Great Britain in all the powers of taxation, and especially as to customs 
Coftee we must have. The people will not do without it. duties. Indeed, the Parliament of the British Government has a veto 
Brazil produces so large a part of this article that to exclude her sup- | power reserved over all colonial legislation. No British colony or prov- 
ply would run the price up 50 to 75 per cent. in the United States. | ince can make a reciprocal agreement with any power as to any matter 
A tax of 3 cents per pound would only add that much to the price in of international concern. All such regulations, whether by law o1 
the United States of all the coffee that comes in. | treaty, must be made by Great Britain, or, if made by the colonies, 


We may admit free of duty the coffee of Mexico, Cuba, the Central 
American states, and all the South American states, and all the Carib- 
bean Islands, and tax the coffee of Brazil, and that tax would add 3 
cents per pound to all the coffee we consume. 

Brazil can thus compel us to pay 3 cents a pound on all the coffee 


they are subject to the veto and negative of the Parliament of Creat 
sritain. 

That is the ‘‘ government,’’ and the only one, we touch by reeipro- 
cal, or discriminative, or retaliatory Jegislation. What we do towards 
these dependencies is done towards Great Britain. If they export su- 
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gar, molasses, coffee, or hides to London, and they come from that place 
to the United States, the President can not exclude them from our 
country. They goto London free of duty under British law, and must 
come to the United States free of duty under this amendment, be- 
cause the President can find no just pretext for saying that ‘‘ thegov- 
ernment’’ of the country producing and exporting those articles im- 
poses unequal or unjast duties or exactions upon the agricultural or 
other productions of the United States. 

If any or all of the other governments of the countries where sugar, 
molasses, hides, and coffee are produced should refuse to reduce their 
tariff rates to the British standard upon our products, we would by this 
amendment simply transfer all our trade in thesearticles to the British 
Empire, We could not exclude them under the proposed amendment 
from the free importation of these articles, but would be compelled to 
exclude the same articles produced in the French, German, Spanish, 
Danish, and Italian provinces and colonies, and from Mexico and Cen- 
tral and South America. 

Great Britain controls the exports from India, Ceylon, Cyprus, Hong 
Kong, from thirteen African provinces, from the British West Indies, 
British Honduras, British Guiana, Australasia, and Oceanica, eleven 
great insular provinces, with more than fifty neighboring islands within 
its Pacific possessions. All of these produce either hides, sugar, mo- 
lasses, cofiee, or tea for export. Some of these countries, as India, ex- 
port of — 


Sugar, ala a puneuiuetasenmonssigt acuunueunes sae £550, 339 
a dente oa concenvatpebaossesecnweseccogsecaedbiinaee ERIE 
ad cnen a auteceusewes nite coudinnbnreereteeiveiisaidiiand: ae 
Hides.......... saibeuchits ae eciliaade’ 2 s . 4,736,546 

i iccsc pues iearepemioenne a 


Of diferent materials produced in India not imported into India and 
re-ex ported — 


Trinidad exports sugar to the value of 


£724, 163 
Jamaica: 





Coffee coceupene se einaey 321, 440 
Barhbadoes, sugar .......+...<.0.+06+ 687, 437 
St. Vincent, sugar......... 42,591 
BE, LAnebR, GUAR ...0.<ecscesscersccesese 64, 983 
Leeward Islands, sugar 396, 914 


iri UCIT... 0. ss apheneneniemebuneemgiiienmnatainbine 
British Honduras, sugar. 





Total. 


This, added to the India exports, would be more than £15,000,000 
sterling, and that would be more than $75,000,000. I notice that the 
figures of the Senator from Maine as to these productions are very much 
higher than mine. Ithought I got mine from good statistical author- 
ity. 

But I prefer to make these statements on the lowest estimate of the 
productions of these countries. The case is as strong as I wish it, on 
the most conservative basis. 

In hides, molasses, tea, and coffee, the British possessions produce, 
for export, more than $150,000,000 annually. All this is entitled to 
come in free under this amendment, because Great Britain has no pro- 
tective tariff, no obstructive tariff to commerce at home or in her col- 
onies by her toleration, or if, as in the case of Canada, such a tariff 
should for a moment obstruct British prosperity, or the prosperity of 
the empire, a veto would emanate from the crown, which would set 
that tariff at naught. 

The sugar production in the Philippine Islands is about $10,000,000; 
Cuba and Porto Rico about $60,000,000, 

The annual exports of these five articles from Spanish possessions 
and British possessions are not widely different in value. If Spain 
holds to her system of high customs duties, and if Great Britain holds 
to hers of free trade, and if the President of the United States should 
be compelled to raise the duties on Spanish and South American im- 
ports into the United States of sugar, molasses, hides, and coffee, and 
op Chinese and Japanese imports of tea, without being authorized to 
raise the duties on the same articles coming from the British 
sions, there seems to be no escape from the category that we would 
draw our supplies, without competition, from Great Britain. 

Our policy in that event, which would be unavoidable, would be to 
compel every country with which we trade to lower its rates of cus- 
toms duty to the British standard. 

In making an endeavor of that kind we should accomplish very much 
more if we could afford to set them the example of lowering our own 
tariff. It would be a hard saying in the mouth of a foreign diplomatist 
or a foreign statesman that ‘‘America demands of usa large reduction in 
our tariff rates, while she persists in putting hers higher and higher in 
every tariff that she enacts.’’ 

We would, in the event stated in this amendment, discriminate 
against the whole world and in favor of Great Britain in the duties 
we would lay upon these five articles. That would be an amusing se- 
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quel to the standing declaration of war by this committee against the 
British free-trade system. 

The powers given to the President by this amendment, offered by the 
committee, are extraordinary, dangerous, and violative of the funda- 
mental law of the United States. They encroach upon the Executive 
by imposing on that department duties that are legislative. He is, in 
his discretion, to ascertain a condition of trade with other countries, a 
condition resulting from many facts, none of which is named in the 
law. He must then weigh the conditions of trade thus ascertained in 
his mind and conscience, and determine whether the conduct of the 
other Governments is just and equitable towards the United States, and 
whether it is reciprocally just and equitable, in his view of the advan- 
tages to them, of the importation we permit them to make, free of duty, 
of hides, coffee, tea, molasses, and sugar. 

In all these operations of mind and conscience he has no guide but 
his own enlightened discretion. The supreme judgment of the people, 
which can only be expressed in laws constitutionally a, 1 in 
abeyance while this new power is being exercised; and the power of 
the Supreme Court to annul the acts of the President is itself annulled. 
Even the powerof impeachment is annulled, if, in making up his con- 
clusions upon facts as they may seem to him, he should so exercise his 
discretion as to destroy great interests and industries, investments and 
business ventures, or to build up othersin which he or his friends are 
concerned. 

To accomplish such results and to repeat the Black Fridays in the 
wild disturbance of commercial values and of stocks and currency every 
month in the year, he would only have to lock up in his bosom the 
facts that control his action and express his views of the situation to a 
single confiding friend. To justify his action he would only have to 
plead the discretion that this amendment gives him, and escape im- 
peachment by refusing to disclose the state of facts by which his dis- 
cretion was enlightened. 

This can not be in our land of laws. 

Then, after his mind is made up to impose duties on these five arti- 
cles, according to the scale fixed in this amendment, or to repeal, later 
on, the duties thus imposed and to return them to the free-list, because 
the accused foreign government has convinced him of an error of judg- 
ment or has repented of its injustice towards us, the President issues 
his proclamation either to impose these duties or to revoke a previous 
proclamation and put them on the free-list. 

In doing this towards one nation it will be a marvel if he does not 
revoke the clauses of many treaties with other powers, such as equality 
with our own people and with other peoples in the burdens of customs 
duties, and what are known as the favored-nations clauses that are found 
in nearly every commercial treaty we have ever made. A proclama- 
tion, differing as to different countries, may be made and recalled and 
made again at the discretion of the ent as months or weeks or 
even days may pass by. 

Ships and railroad trains loaded with taxed goods, bought with 
reference to the schedule in this amendment, may find the market 
utterly changed since they started to the port or place of delivery. 
There is nothing in this amendment to check the suddenness of an ir- 
ruption upon the market by the issue of a proclamation that would 
instantly change tree coffee to coffee taxed at 3 cents per pound; free 
tea to taxed tea at 10 cents per pound; free hides to hides taxed at a 
dollar and half on a hundred pounds ; free sugar to taxed sugar at 70 
cents and $1.37) and $1.75 and $2 per 100 pounds, according to grade, 
and molasses at $1.60 per barrel. 

No foreign government could treat us so badly as to justify us in 
suddenly putting such penalties on our own people. punishment 
thus inflicted would not fallon the countries producing these articles. 
Whether our people are taxed or not on these articles of indispensable 
use, the countries that produce them know that we will have them at 
almost any price. 

I am confident that not one Senator in this body would be willing 
at this moment to place a tax of 10 cents a pound on tea or 3 cents a 
pound on coffee. Yet the countries, except Great Britain, that pro- 
duce these articles tax as heavily as they probably ever will all the 
produce we ex to them. Knowing all this, why do we devolve 
upon the President the duty and power to tax tea and coffee 
upon a condition of trade that now exists with Brazil, Cuba, France, 
Turkey, China, and Japan, which, in view of our putting sugar, mo- 
lasses, hides, tea, and coffee on the free-list, is now unjust and unequal ? 

In this view, the taxes levied by China and Japan on our exports 
have been unjust and unequal for many years. Why, then, do we not 
now put a tax on tea as a measure of just retaliation towa:ds China 
ents Seman The answer to this question must be such as the Senate 
can take no pride in. 

It must be that we are afraid to tax tea and coffee, and thut we would 
devolve that duty on the President and compel him to impose this tax 
when there is not the least change in the conditions of our trade with 
China and Japan. We attempt to confer powers upon him that we 
possess and refuse toemploy, and with it bilities that we would 
shun, in the hope that in the rashness of his integrity he may do what 
we have not the courage todo. Wemake it his duty to do what, if it 
is proper to be done, it is our duty to do. 
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Lam in no sense the President's counselor, but I am more his friend 
than those are who would thus put a yoke upon his neek that it is the 
duty of Congress to bear. 

The President and the most conspicuous men in his Cabinet, secing 
that those now in control of Congress are rushing the power of monop- 
oly, under the name of protection to American industry. to that fla- 
grant extent that it will create a commercial warfare with the whole 
world and will isolate us from commerce and sympathy, have ear- 
nestly suggested that reciprocal trade is a good financial policy for us 
and should be encouraged in the provisions of this tariff bill. 

That accidental flat in the music of the brass band that heads this 
procession of law-making — has destroyeditsharmony. Like 
a swarming hive of bees, they go into confusion and are searching for 
a leader. This is the ‘‘new departure.’’ Resenting, possibly, prob- 
ably, almost certainly this tothem untimely suggestion, the committee 
command him todo their own work, and to use their own powers, and 
to see whatsuccess he will have in forcing reciprocity upon Brazil, Cuba, 
China, and Japan, at the risk of putting an odious duty on tea and 
coffee. 


This amendment, if it is designed for serious work in tariff reform, 
throws a burden of resposibility on the President that is likely to crush 
him if he accepts it, and to defeat his demand for reciprocity if he re- 
fuses to do what Congress should doand what this amendment requires 
him to do. 

But it is not intended for serious work. It is well understood that 
if the President should sign the bill he is not expected to be morally 
bound to execute this feature of the law. This part of the tariff will 
stand just as it is fixed in the bill. If we close this bill without 
a tax on sugar or tea and coffee the President will never change it 
by proclamation. If he should, by his proclamation, put a tax on tea 
and coffee when Congress under the same conditions has refused to levy 
it, this will always be known as the Harrison tax, and not a finger 
would be ready to lift the heavy burden from his shoulders, 

If party ties can not be relied on tosave him from such a sudden and 
thorough destruction as this would be, party antagonism shall not in- 
duce me to unite with his professed friends in such a merciless inflic- 
tion. He may not appreciate my motives, but I will not help his re- 
sentful allies to put him incoventry. But Mr. Secretary Blaine is try- 
ing to swing the army of Treasury sappers and miners around until 
they have taken up a new line. He now wishes them to change front 
to rear, and fortify against monopoly. He has seen that the protec- 
tion that monopoly is giving to labor is the protection that the prison 
gives to liberty. It locks up its laboring protégé that he may be al- 
ways in reach of work when required, and gives him the protection of 
an iron cage to save him from his outside enemies, 

Mr. Blaine knows how much of such imprisonment the American 
man-of-work will stand, and he sees that monopoly has reached the 
utmost limit of toleration. He now résorts to diplomacy to gain fair 
trade with foreign people, but he is not yet courageous enough to claim 
fair trade among our own people in the home market. He can readily 


and Germany can supply them, but be can not yet see why they should 


—- goods at as low prices to our own people in exchange for home 
ons. 


In view of this state of facts, Mr. President, and as oneof the expedi- 
ents suggested by this new condition of things created by the report of 
the Finance Committee, with their amendment brought in at the 
eleventh hour and almost in the last moment, I think it is my privilege 
also to present a plan, an expedient of commercial intercourse, which 
will give some of the benefits of the system that the other side of this 
Chamber are imposing upon the country to the farm laborers. I have 
therefore proposed this amendment, which I will ask to incorporate 
into my remarks without taking the time of the Senate, which is so 
precious, in reading: . 


Src. 2. On corn, wheat, rye, barley, oats, hay, straw, and toes ; on cotton, 
ginned or unginned; on live domestic animals for food or breeding purposes ; 
and on asses, mules, and horses, a duty of 3 per cent. ad valorem. 

And when any articles mentioned in this section are exported to any foreign 
— owner thereof shall be entitled to a premium of 3 per cent. on the 
See at the date of the shipment, to be allowed and paid as herein 
prov 

Such exports shall be appraised by the proper officers at the port or place of 

, and thecash value thereof shall be determined and ie the Snead 
of the export premium thereon. 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be printed from engraved plates 
in suitable form and with suitable devices thereon, to prevent counterfeiting, 

certificates in triplicate, each set to be numbered in consecutive order for 
each fiscal year, and to be in series, according to the description of 
the articles exported to which they apply, and such triplicate certificates shall 
be marked respectively, as “ original,” ‘* second,” and * third,” in each set. 

Said certificates shall have suitable blanks, to be filled up at the proper custom- 
house with the place and date of export; its weight or measure in pounds or 
bushels; its vaiue per pound or bushel; the value of the whole export included 
in such certificate; the name and place of residence of the owner of the ex- 
ported articles, and of the consignee, and of the vessel in which the export is 
ees, and the sum, stated in dollars and cents, of the export premium on 

export. Such certificate shall be issued in blank by the of the 
Treasury, and shall have a fac-simile of his signature thereon. 

And when the owner of such export shall make affidavit, to be indorsed on 
each ot said — certificates, that ali the statements therein contained are 
true, the same if approved by the collector of customs, be signed by him, and 
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the certificate marked “ original’ shall be delivered to such owner. Said orig- 
inal certificate shall be transferable by delivery, and shall be receivable for a)! 
eustoms dues, for the sum of the export premium stated therein. No such cer- 
tificate shall issue for a less sum than $100, nor for any sum that is not the mul- 
tiple of $. Of the triplicate certificates so issued the part numbered *‘second"’ 
shall be sent by the collector of customs to the Treasury Department, to be filed 
in the proper office, and the part numbered “third "’ shall be filed in the custom- 
house issuing the same. 


Whenever any original certificate of export is received at any custom-house 
of the United States in payment of duties on imports the same shall be canceled 
and returned to the Treasury Department, and if such certificate is so taken up 
at any other cflice than that from which it issued, the proper description of the 
certificate, wich the name of the person who last owned the same, shall be cer- 
tified to the office from which said certificate issued, and shall be filed with the 
part of the triplicate to which said certificate belongs, marked second, and such 
second shall be canceled whenever the original of the same set has been taken 
up. No original or other certificate of export shall be accepted in payment of 
eustoms dues after 2 o’clock in the afternoon of the day next succeeding the 
period of one year from the date of its issue; and said certificates shall not be 
a debt against the United States payable in money, or in any other manner ex- 
eept in the payment of duties on imports. 

I shall make a few observations upon that amendment and I will 
close what I have to say. It is intended as a substitute for the amend 
ment of the committee. It taxes the imports of wheat, rye, barley, 
oats, hay, straw, potatoes, cotton, ginned or unginned, live domestic 
animals for food or breeding purposes, asses, mules, and horses a duty 
of 3 per cent. ad valorem. 

The articles included in the provisions of my amendment are such 
as are produced in the United States of domestic material, and have 
no real protection, because there is no import that is in actual competi- 
tion with them in our markets. 

On such crops as are named in my amendment I would give 
port premium. 

The rate would be 3 per cent. ad valorem. 

This would not cover the difference in the cost of labor in the pro- 
duction of such articles between this and foreign countries, but would 
approach it. 

I reach this rate per cent. in this way: 


un ¢ 


Assume that the article, being a necessity, costs free on 
board in England _.- 


owaune Qgnee 
Of this the cost of foreign labor is estimated at one-third __ 33. 33 
Invested capital . -._--- ; abies anne 66. 66 
Total - ae : 100. 00 
The cost in the United States is - ea 
Duty added is initiate 7. 00 
AGRE nce acl eine aie 5s icbleaica tater colder 147. 00 

To produce the same article here the American laborer is paid 
50 per cent. higher wages -- -_--- Bede aks adel ss 16. 66 
Add the cost of foreign Iabor.____.-_--. 4 ana 33. 33 
And the cost of American labor is aun 50. 00 


The American factory laborer, if the price of the goods here is put 
at $147, has the advantage of 3 per cent. or more, given by protective 
duties, over his foreign competitor, if he purchases the goods his own 
hands have made from the manufacturer at the average rates fixed in 
this bill of 47 per cent. duty. But this is confined to the laborer in 
the factories. He has a chance in the lottery of competitive prices for 
better luck in the reduction of prices of what he must pay, and the farm 
laborer has a like chance for better luck in the possible increase of the 
prices of some of his productions in the home market. 

But where the home prices are regulated by the prices in foreign 
markets the home prices ‘‘interest him no more.’’ In every case 
where we produce more of any article than we consume, the foreign 
market price of the surplus fixes the price of all we make; we then 
are compelled to have a home market with foreign prices. The foreign 
markets measure out to the American farm laborer what his one-third 
of the cost of production shal] be worth. 

In all farming and mining operations the cost of labor is about one- 
third of the cost of production, in a general balance-sheet. 

If the tariff laws, in fact or theoretically, give 50 per cent. more to 
laborers in factories in the United States than they get in foreign 
countries, it can not be denied that they should be so adjusted as to 
give like protection, or bounty, to all laborers who are employed in 
creating articles of commerce. 

Both political parties in the United States are agreed that in adjust- 
ing a tariff it is sound and wise policy and good political economy and 
is a just and legitimate use of the constitutional powers of tariff taxa- 
tion to make up to the American laborer the difference between a just 
reward for his toil in the United States and the lower wages his foreign 
competitor is compelled to work for. The Democrats stop with the 
Wage-earners in the promise and bestowal of these advantages. The 
Republicans take the capitalists under their protection and give to them 
the lion’s share. 

This is a situation agreed upon by the people as to the rights of la- 
borers in the United States. Lawmakers will not attempt to disregard 
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this general agreement. We are bound to legislate with reference to 
it if we would represent the people in conforming our discretionary 
powers to their will, On a matter of policy I can yield my judgment 
to that of the people I represent, no matter how much I may feel con- 
vineed that it is not the best policy. 

If they think that discrimination in tariff taxation is necessary and 
just for the laboring classes and is to their advantage, I will yield my 
judgment to them, although I may believe that the effect of such leg- 
islation will be ultimately to attract to our inviting fields of labor the 
paupers who now compete with our laborers in the less inviting fields 
across the Atlantic. 

But it is not the will of the people of the party I belong to that la- 
borers in factories should thus be cared for while those in the fields, 
forests, and mines should be neglected. We wish to be just alike to 
all classes of laborers in this matter. If the factory operative is en- 
titled to have paid to him the higher price he claims for wages above 
that paid to the operatives in foreign factories, the farmer and his help 
are entitled to equal benefits. It is our business to devise laws and 
regulations by which this may be done. 

1 am not disposed to be technical or punctilious as to the name we 
should give to such a measure of relative justice. If the measure is just 
and if the people demand it, and all parties have agreed upon it, there 
is an end of controversy so far as I am concerned. Call it protection, 
bounty, discrimination, draw-back, or export premium, it is all the 
same thing, whether we put the person entitled to it in the possession 
of the money, either by taking it out of the Treasury and paying it to 
him or by keeping it in his pocket when otherwise he would be com- 
pelled to pay it into the Treasury, the result is the same. 

I take this ground, that if the factory operative is entitled to favors 
in a tariff law the farmer and his help are equally entitled. 

I bring forward this measure as one containing the same principle 
that we apply to factory laborers and offer it for the equal benefit of 
farmers. 

It seems that we can not levy export duties, I am not committed 
to that idea, but waive its discussion, in deference to the almost uni- 
versal opinion ot the country. 

It is tuo late to dispute the power of Congress to encourage exports 
by advantages, drawbacks, bounties, and premiums. Our subscriptions 
to world’s fairs and expositions, such as thoseof London, Paris, Sydney, 
Philadelphia, New Orleans, and Chicago are justified if at all by the 
encouragement thus given to our export trade. Every commercial 
reciprocity treaty we have made has our export trade for its sole ob- 
ject. If we only wish to import goods free from Hawaii, Canada, and 
Mexico, we have no need for reciprocity. We have need only to en- 
large our free-list. 

But in these and other instances, we have desired to export our pro- 
ductions to foreign markets, and have paid our exporters for doing this 
by securing to them the benefits of bringing in the fruits of barter free 
of duty, and by providing for them free markets abroad. 

The drawback we give of 90 per cent. of sums already paid and cov- 
ered into the Treasury on the importation of foreign material when it 
is manufactured and exported to foreign countries is only a bounty paid 
out of the Treasury to our manufacturers to induce them to foster the 
export trade of the country. We call it drawback, but it is simply 
bounty. They pay the United States for the privilege of the so-called 
drawback by increasing our exports. 

The fisheries bounties that so long obtained were only questioned on 
grounds of policy. They were rightly questioned, and happily with- 
drawn. Still we give them free salt, and we give the like privilege 
to packers of meats for foreign and domestic trade. We pay premiums 
to ship-builders for speed in our war vessels and extend large abate- 
ments of revenue duties to ship-builders who furnish vessels to sail 
under foreign flags. It is sheer hardihood to deny that it has been 
our favorite policy to encourage foreign trade and to send our goods 
all over the world. 

Few Democrats have ever written or spoken about our tariff laws 
who have not made the increase of our exportations the burden of their 
utterances. The whole world, except Central Africa, the frozen zone 
of the north, and the State of Nevada, strives and struggles for foreign 
trade. 

Even China discards a feature of her religious creed, as Japan and 
Corea have also done, so as to get into the current of international trade. 

Exports are the standard of the real wealth and power of every coun- 
try, and imports are accepted proofs of their capacity for enjoying the 
blessings of civilization. A country that has no exports must be poor, 
and one that is rich in resources, but has no imports, must be degraded, 
either by an incapacity for inheriting what God has intended for them 
or by a parsimony and eelfishness like that of the wild beast of prey 
that hauls its captured victim into the jangle to eat it in solitude, 
Our exports should seek every land and bless the world while enrich- 
ing our own country, 

The advice given to our farmers, to shorten their productions so as 
to increase their gains by increasing the relative cost of food and 
—- to mankind, will never be heeded by them, except to be con- 
demned. 


It is enjoined on every man, as the Senator from North Carolina 
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said yesterday, that he should daily utter the prayer ‘‘Give us this 
day our daily bread.”’ 

The statesman who can advise the farmer to withhold his hand from 
his noble toil so that it may be im ible to answer this prayer, 
uttered by the mariner on the sea, or the toiler in the factory or the 
mine, at rates that the necessities of life demand and humanity would 
accord, is the enemy of mankind and defies the providence of God. 

The farmers will never take such advice. Gold can not tempt them 
to doit. Every instinct of nature and every sentiment of benevolence 
rejoice in abundant harvests. They will continue to be made and 
the surplus will be exported. 

When the farmer can not export his surplus because of the small 
price of his produce, which will not compensate his toil and pay his 
taxes and his help and the interest on his debts, to say nothing of the 
principal, and clothe his family and educate his children, we should 
not advise him to burn his corn for fuel and make no more corn, but 
we should help him at least to the extent that we help other os 
men to realize a fair price for his toil. He supports everybody an 
should not be neglected. 

It is to the interest of everybody that the farmer should have ai 
least an even chance for prosperity. We can not make a railroad 
journey from this Capital to Baltimore if we begin by taking all the 
fuel out of the fire-box of the locomotive. 

The question is, what can we do for the farmer? My answer is, 
we can reduce his burdens of taxation, And that is all that is possi- 
ble to be done for him in a tariff law so long as he produces more than 
our people can consume. We can not import the people here to con- 
sume his surplus produce, and he must either throw it away or export 
it to foreign markets. 

Bat the farmer can not do this and make his living when he must 
sell his surplus in markets where wheat and corn and cotton and pro- 
visions are found that were produced at half the cost of labor he had 
to pay for making his crops. No device that we can provide will en- 
able him or us to force the market price of his produce toa higher figure. 
If he could invest the proceeds of his crop in some article that is cheaper 
in the foreign market than it is at home he could get along. 

But the tariff, levied to raise prices in the home market, finds that 
market too small for him. A bushel measure will not hold two bush- 
els of wheat. Onur tariff has not raised the prices of any commodity 
named in the amendment I offer. We can not fix the prices of them, 
because we have only a home demand for a part of what is produced. 

If the farmer takes 1,000 bushels of wheat to New York and finds 
that the home market has been fully supplied, he must find a foreign 
market. He passes on to Boston, through Providence, R. I., and finds 
that he can not sell his wheat. Their larders are stocked with pro- 
visions, their barns with corn, their factories with cotton, and they can 
buy no more because they can not consumeit, He must seek a distant, 
foreign, and poorer people to purchase his produce. 

Knowing this and that he can not help himself, our home-market 
patriots force him to sell to them at the depressed foreign prices. 
They never offer more. Heasks thathe may be permitted to exchange 
his wheat in the country of low prices, to which he is compelled to 
take it for clothing for his family at correspondingly low prices. The 
home-market patriot refuses the request, and tells him he must pay 47 
per cent. duty on his goods if he buys and imports them from abroad; 
that the home market is intended for domestic producers, and not for 
importers. 

The flagrant injustice of thisscheme could not be made more obvious. 
We destroy the class that supports mankind because we are not able 
to consume all they produce. We compel them to lose 47 per cent. on 
the whole value of their crops that they may make money by the use of 
their capital. If it was necessary to do this to support the Government 
the farmer would not complain. But it is not n % 

It is distinctly announced on this floor that this bill in many of its 
leading provisions is intended to keep money from going into the Treas- 
ury by preventing importations, and thus to divert it into the pockets 
of the protected classes. 

But the farmer then asks Congress to give him a drawback on what 
he buys abroad with his wheat that he has been forced to export to find 
a market. His wheat, raised at a cost for labor of 33 cents per bushel, 
is sold in the foreign market in competition with wheat grown at a 
cost for labor of 16 cents per bushel. He asks the home-market patriot 
to refund the 16 cents per bushel to him on this ground: that he had 
6,000 bushels of wheat and sold 5,000 bushels at Providence, R. I., to 
the home-market patriot, who refused to pay him prices higher than 
the Liverpool prices, minus the freight across the ocean. 

In thus pricing his whole = by this iron rule he has been com- 
pelled to lose 16 cents a bushel on 6,000 bushels, or $960. He does 
not ask the home-market patriot to return all this loss to him, but he 
does demand, and I here demand it for him, that he shall have the 
loss on the 1,000 bushels he exports made up to him. He is an ex- 

rterand a friend of his country, being an exporter, and is entitled to 

ust as much consideration and as much pay and bounty out of the 
as to the manufacturer here at home. 

The home-market patriot and all consumers of wheat will say in 
reply to my demand, ‘‘This will add 16 per cent. to the price of ali 
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wheat sold for consumption in the home market.’’ If it should do thisit 
would still be 31 per cent. less than the tariff is intended to add and 
does add to all other protected goods in the home market. But it 
could not add anything above 3 per cent. to the price of wheat, if it 
should add that much. Loe 

We do not make that price in the United States. It is made in Liv- 
erpool, and, like the price of wool, it is the world’s price. That price 
responds to the world’s demand, not to the demand and supply in the 
United States. 

Canada and the Argentine Republic have as much control of that 
price, in respect of wheat, as we have, and India, Russia, and Australia 
have much more control of it than we have. The least pinch of the 
American stomach, on account of hunger, would send the duty on Cana- 
dian and Russian wheat to zero. It would then come in at prices regu- 
lated by supply and demand and would ignore tariff laws. 

If we should add 16 cents a bushel to value of wheat in the United 
States by giving that amount of premium to the exporter, it would 
not increase the price in Liverpool, and that would regulate the price 
here. That the export would increase there is no doubt, but every 
additional bushel exported would only operate to lower the price in 
Liverpool. 

Sixteen cents a bushel on the 1,000 bushels of wheat that is exported 
could not enable the producer to raise the price of his 5,000 bushels 
consumed here above 3 cents a bushel. His 1,000 bushels of exported 
wheat would not control the price of wheat in Canada and Russia. 
It might make it necessary to do what a decent respect for the com- 
mon sense of mankind requires that we should now do, repeal the 
sham duties on wheat, corn, provisions, and other farm produce, of 
which we produce an excess, and let them in free, as we do cotton, and’ 


~ even the cotton waste from foreign factories. The treatment of cotton 


in our tariff answers the whole question as to our tariff sham on articles 
that we can find no consumption for at home. 

How can this 16 per cent.—the higher cost of labor here than of for- 
eign labor employed in growing wheat—he safely and justly refunded 
to the wheat-grower in the United States so that he will be sure to get 
it and so that he can not harm any other person in its use? [I an- 
swer this question by the following expedient, which my amendment 
provides. 

Give the owner of wheat, after it is aboard ship and the vessel is 
cleared for a foreign port, a certificate showing that he has exported 
wheat to a certain foreign port or place; that the quantity is 1,000 
bushels; that its grade is first class or otherwise; that it is worth 
$1,000, and that this entitles him to a coupon or certificate for $33, or 
whatever it is at 3 per cent. ad valorem, deliverable, with the coupon 
attached, to bearer, without indorsement, or with indorsement if that 
is the safer plan; make the certificate redeemable only in the payment 
ot customs dues on importations for consumption in the United States. 

Importers alone would expect to be ‘the buyers of such certificates, 
as they alone could use them; but the farmers would become importers 
whenever the price of certificates should be below par. In doing this 
they would earn for themselves the importers’ profits. In such busi- 
ness the efforts of the farmers at co-operation, through alliances and 
granges, would benefit them and the whole country. 

The percentage on the crop consumed at home would be very small. 
Estimating the wheat exported at $1 per bushel, the percentage would 
be at 2§ cents per bushel the entire crop of the country. If the pur- 
chasing power of a bushel otf wheat in the home market should be ad- 
vanced 3 per cent., that would be far short of the power of the manu- 
factured goods in the same market in the purchase of the farmer’s 
bushel of wheat. 

The real difficulty would be that wheat and other exports would be 
drained from the country to get the premiums on exportation. This 
would certain)y occur anless the price of wheat in the United States 
was advanced 3 per cent. This would bea very meager compensation 
for the higher price of labor employed in the United States in growing 
wheat, as compared with the price in other wheat-growing countries. 
It would be in still more striking contrast with the compensation given, 
under this tariff bill, as it is alleged, to make up to the laborer em- 
ployed in factories the difference in wages here and in transatlantic 
countries. , 

There is no principle of justice in any tax law that provides such 
benefits to one class of American laborers and denies them to another. 
I do not approve this as a provision in any tariff law, but it is a cruel 
wrong to farm laborers to pass this bill without making some provision 
of this kind to equalize the burdens of taxation or the benefits of tax- 
- if there can be any benefit in taxation, and to give them a chance 
to live. 

So, if this amendment should increase the price at home of all the 
farm products named in it, no one but the consumer, who is neither 
miner, farmer, manufacturer, nor capitalist, could have any right to 
complain. It would increase transportation and would thus assist rail- 
road employés and mariners. It would enable the farmers to build 
better houses and to work with better tools, thus helping the black- 
smiths, carpenters, ters, and lumbermen. 

The farmer would have something to buy with and would thus be- 
come a better patron of schools and of all manufacturing industries. 
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It would cause the tree to grow at the root instead of at the branch 
where the graft or bud is set in its body or limbs. 

The professions, middlemen, men who adorn the walks of polite pov- 
erty through theirluxurious indolence, the loafers and tramps—whether 
they are useful grafts or injurious warts or parasites on the tree—would 
still be nourished by its increased vigor. 

But I must not overdraw the picture of the benefits that would fol- 
low the increase of prices of agricultural products to be accomplished 
by this amendment. 

Any considerable increase of the export of such products would lower 
the markets abroad, and’so lower the markets at home. 

The farmer’s money, the export certificates, would increase the im- 
ports and lower the price of domestic manufactures. 

This new element of competition would also lower the importer’s 
profits. It would enable the different great classes of industries to 
help each other by cheapening certain selected imports useful to them 
in their business and wonld cause each to watch the other with pru- 
dent vigilance. It would soon teach our people that lower rates of tax- 
ation were conducive to the general welfare. 

But one portion of our farmers would get these export certificates 
and others would not. 

That would make no difference if their effect is to raise the price by 
3 per cent. of the entire classes of exported articles mentioned in this 
amendment, or if that should not be the effect the use of the certifi- 
cates in paying daties would cause a reduction of prices in other goods 
that are needed by them. 

The scheme may not be perfect. Experience may enable us to bet- 
ter it, but its tendency as far as it reaches is good, and no evil or in- 
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justice can come of it. 


It is the only practical measure that has been proposed so far that se- 
cures to the farm laborer or farm-owner any compensation—a word fre- 
quently used in this debate—for the competition he must endure with 
underpaid laborers in other countries. 

Such a tariff as this new departure should be modified by some 
amendment, such as that I have had the honor to suggest, for the ben- 
efit of the only class of men in the United States who must labor from 
year’s end to year’s end, and who have no recognition either in the 
laws or in the taxing policy of our Government. This amendment is 
contined to our great staples in their raw condition. Any and every 
manufacture based on them is fully protected by high import duties, 

These staples should be protected by a like daty of 3 per cent. ad 
valorem, mainly for the purpose of preventing reimportation, and also 
a guaranty against their introduction trom foreign countries. This is 
a new policy, made necessary by a system of tariff taxation that is also 
new. A tariff that has for its avowed and well secured object the 
granting of favors to men because they manufacture tor the home mar- 
ket, and, at the expense of all revenue, shuts off the possible compe- 
tition of imported articles, is a new departure. It will in some way or 
form prevail, and the friends of agricultural labor and production must 
take it as it is or endeavour to improveit. Failing in this, we have still 
done our duty, which we should neglect if we made no effort. 

I repeat that the whole principle involved in this amendment is 
that ina tariff law it is proper to secure to American labor the advan- 
tage of the difference in the price of labor between our country and 
foreign lands. The great national parties have all gone this far in sus- 


: taining the doctrine of protection for the sake of protection. 


No tariff law has ever been enacted that has not discriminated in 
the rate of taxation between the articles used by the rich and the poor. 
This bill does this, only it makes the soft lines for the rich and the 
hard ones for the poor. What it gives to the rich in bounties would 
make the hearts of millions of our toilers, who are not rich, rejoice if 
they had it in food and raiment. This amendment taxes nothing. It 
reduces taxation without lessening the revenue. It will increase the 
revenue by causing larger importations at the rates provided in the 
bill, but it will increase the competition in the home market, and in 
that way reduce prices of the necessaries of life. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama a question, 
if the Senator from Indiana will allow me, in regard to a statement 
made by him which I am afraid I imperfectly heard. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to know whether! understood the Senator from 
Alabama to say that the plan or scheme of the Pan-American Congress 
which has just been held originated with Mr. Cleveland or his Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Notat all. I did not say that it originated with 
Mr. Cleveland’s Administration. I said it was supported by the en 
tire body of the Democracy. The bill was approved by Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. HOAR. I heard what the Senatorsaid imperfectly. I suppose 
we all remember that it was proposed and very earnestly pressed during 
the brief Administration of President Garfield, by Mr. Blaine, then Secre- 
tary of State. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, I think that is a proper credit to be given to 
him, but the bill originated in the Democratic House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. GRAY. The scheme which was carried out and upon which the 
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recent Pan-American Conference just adjourned was held originated in 
the House of Representatives in 1888, I think, in the Fiftieth Congress; 
and the law which was passed by the Fiftieth Congress was carried out 
so far by Mr. Cleveland’s Administration that the invitations upon which 
the delegates to the Pan-American Congress assembled were issued by 
the State Department under Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. HOAK. The Senator from Delaware begins his narrative in the 
middle of the history, that is all. What he saysis true. The Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] will probablay be able tostate fully. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. MORGAN, I will state that in the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, where the measure was discussed, the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
Fry], the colleague of the Senator who is now on his feet, wasa 
prominent, active, able, and efficient advocate of the plan, and he met 
no Democratic opposition. There was criticism around, of course, on 
all sides of that committee’s table as to the best means to be adopted 
and the probable success of the enterprise, but there was a patriotic 
sentiment which animated every gentleman in that committee-room in 
favor of this first definite and distinct effort at concert of action in an 
authentic way between the different Governments on this hemisphere. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have no doubt that was the situation 
jn the committee and that all the members of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations were in accord in the matter. However, the Senator 
from Alabama and the Senator from Delaware are speaking of a subse- 
quent stage in the history of this great movement. Long before the 
Democratic House of Representatives, to which the Senator trom Del- 
aware reférred, took any action in the matter, Mr. Blaine, then Secre- 
tary of State in the Garfield Administration, did, to use the language 
of the Senator from Alabama, form a definite and clear view of this 
plan, and it was, I may say, the distinguishing feature of the foreign 
policy of that Administration during the short time covered by the life 
of General Garfield and the administration of Mr. Blaine of the State 
Department. I have sent for the documents, which I will have here 
later and will putin some time during thedebate. It went so far that 
the invitations were extended to the same nations that under the act 
which passed six years later were invited to assemble. Letters were 
sent out and the whole scheme and plan was just as clearly and plainly 
in the mind of Mr. Blaine, then Secretary of State, as it has in 
anybody’s mind since. It dropped out when he left the State Depart- 
ment and a change took place, and was allowed to sleep until it was re- 
vived, but the scheme, the great general plan was just as plainly and 
clearly in the mind of Mr. Blaine at that time as it ever has been since. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the debate now drawing towards 
a close wiil soon pass into history as one of the most remarkable, in 
many of its features, ever known in this or in any other legislative 
body. On one side of this Chamber there has been bold, fearless in- 
vestigation into every question presented, while on the other, at every 
step, there has been a manifest and anxious desire to evade scrutiny, 


-sbut off the light, and push through this measure of increased and dis- 


honest taxation by forced marches, under cover of silence and darkness. 

No seeret midnight marauding expedition ever set forth with more 
dread of discovery, disturbance, and discussion than has been displayed 
by the supporters of the pending bill from the first moment it was 
called up for action to the present hour. The manner and circum- 
stances which attended and secured its passage in the House in the 
narrow space of a three days’ debate constituted the practical sup- 
pression of free speech on the part of the Representatives of the people, 
and would have been more becoming in a council of barbarians pre- 
paring for a descent on helpless frontier settlements for purposes of 
plunder than in a civilized legislative body engaged in shaping the 
revenue and trade policy of a great government. 

‘The war-whoop and the scalping-knife of the protected monopolies 
could almost be heard and seen when the bill now before us was rushed 
through the House in guilty haste, practically without discussion, and 
wholly without regard for the publicinterests. And when it came here 
and was laid before this body, freighted with increased burdens to the 
oe ope to the extent of hundreds of millions a year, the whole country 
took notice of the reluctance, the dread with which its authors and sup- 
porters were forced, after many days of silence and flight, to engage in 
the discussion of its provisions. 

The policy of absence from the Chamber whenever its vices and 
crimes have been laid bare was adopted by the majority side of the 
Chamber at the start and has been adhered to as far as possible all the 
way through. I impute a want of courage to no man nor set of men 
except in so far as conscience makes cowards of us all, but in that view 
of human nature the shrinking reluctance of those who are responsible 
for this bill te hear its enormities exposed is as easily comprehended 
2s Macbeth’s terror at the appearance of Banquo’s ghost, 

There is a reproach in every schedule and in every line against the 
awful oppression of the laboring millions which none but seared and 
hardened consciences can calmly endure. Sir, were you born and 
raised on a farm and there instructed in the rich lessons of nature? 
Such was my fortune until I approached the threshold of manhood, 
and the habits of the flocks and herds of the fields, of the wild animals 
of the forests, and of the birds of the air became as familiar to thy daily 
life as the pages of printed books are to me now. The conduct of the 


majority of the Senate during this debate has vividly recalled one ot 
the object-leasons of my youth, taught on my father’s farm and wit- 
nessed by all wherever the farmer’s crop is exposed. 

The crow is a natural depredator, rapacious, unscrupulous, and 
yet wise, cunning, furtive, and adroit in his pursuits, and especially so 
in the face of danger. I would call him a robber but for fear of offend- 
ing the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], who called me to account 
some days ago for my remarks about robbeis, and I would call him a 
thief but for the fact that I might be called to order for using unpar- 
liamentary language—towards the crow. But whether depredator, 
robber, or thief, or all combined, he is w ise and sagacious in his in- 
stincts. 

When a flock of crows in a corn-field, plucking the newly planted 
corn or otherwise engaged in pillage, discover the farmer approaching, 
gun in hand, seeking a shot with good aim, how quickly they disap- 
pear, how swiftly they find the shelter of the woods, there to watch and 
wait, as if in a cloak-room, until the farmer or his representative dis- 
appears. Whether the crow is merely acreature of instinct, or, like a 
Senator, has reason and a conscience which upbraid him into flight for 
his wrong-doing and in fear of punishment, need not be here consid- 
ered, but the intelligent farmer, wherever he may be in the United 
States, will have much the same opinion of one who supports this bil] 
and runs from its discussion that he has of the crow who steals his 
corn and gets away without listening to the argument of his shotgun. 

In the mean time, however, complaints have been heard in certain 
quarters that delay in the passage of this measure, occasioned by de- 
bate, has been injurious to the business interests of the country. Sir, 
what honest business interests can be injured by delay in passing a bill 
which ought never to become alaw? They can not be the legitimate, 
self-sustaining, self-respecting business interests whose prosperity is a 
blessing to all classes of the people. 

On the contrary, the impatient clamor we hear for the swift, unde- 
bated enactment of the pending scheme of subsidies, gratuities, boun- 
ties, frauds, false pretenses, and legalized larcenies comes from those 
huge and noxious parasites in the business world which are fastened 
upon every upright industry in the whole land; it comes from those 
parasitical plants growing upon the living parts of other plants, from 
the juices of which they derive their nutriment and flourish in wealth, 
while the great agricultural and labor plants of the country, on which 
they fasten and feed, are withering away in blight and ruin. 

This brutal cry for haste in binding still heavier burdens on the v eary 
back of American labor comes from those who have already waxed fat 
and strong by swallowing up the earnings of others, who have built 
palaces for their dwelling-places and strutted t the nobility of 
foreign courts in purple and fine linen and in the full blaze of dia- 
monds, all paid for many times over by the farmer and his wife, who 
have joined in execu a mortgage on their home and are in despair 
Taldcedieemeeaall neisletiog tor tho & i. ™ 

This cry for more in i urther impoverish- 
ment of thealready poor, in order to further enrich those who are al- 
ready bloated with wealth, comes also as ademand for the fulfillment 
of a contract, both express aud implied, between the leaders of the 
party now tn power and those partisan manufacturers from whom “’ the 
fat was fried’’ for political purposes in 1888, or, in other words, from 
whom vast sums of money were obtained with which to buy voters in 
‘blocks of five,’’ and thus secure a title by purchase to the Presidency of 
the United States. 

The McKinley bill is for the stipulated return of that money an hun- 
dred-fold and to provide an inexhaustible reservoir from which to 
draw in the future. The stipulation in general terms for such legis- 
lation as this bill embraces is to be found in the Republican national 

form, framed two years ago in the Chicago convention, wherein it 

distinctly avowed that the policy of tariff protection is to be upheld 

without any reference whatever to the supply of revenue for the expenses 
of the Government. 

The promise was there made in public which, with other conditions, 
had been without doubt eactpaanaiin given in the private councils 
of the party, that come what might, an overflowing or an empty Treas- 
ury, mountain streams of revenue or no reve nue at all, untaxed epirits 
and moonshine whisky set free from their hiding places, commerce swept 
from the oceans, and rotting wharves along our deserted seaboards— 
all these things and more might happen, but according to that plat- 
form the American manufacturer was bever, under any circumstances, 
to be left without protection against for-ign competition in trade, and 
was never to be disturbed in his mono) oly of high-priced sales to his 
enforced American customers. 

It was by virtue of such a bold and a‘rocious guaranty as this, with 
all the private arrangements and details which it implied, that Ameri- 
can manufacturers were induced to sub: it to the fat-frying process of 
corrupt politics and to contribute to a partisan success. Itis but nat- 
ural, therefore, that they should complain of delay when they behold 
every ——— of the Government in the hands of those with whom 
they their agreement, and when every day is a less to them of an- 
ticipated millions under this criminal bill when it shall become a law. 

But who has heard any lament from the farmer, the mechanic, or 
the wage-worker because of the six weeks’ discussion which has taken 
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place here, and the consequent delay in putting into operation the 
new and machinery of oppression and extortion which has 
been devised? Who has received a letter or a communicatioaof any 
sort froma farmer, or an association of farmers, or from any labor organi- 
zation, asking that this bill be pushed forward withall the haste pos- 
sible in order that it may become a law at an early day? ; 

The mails of Senators have groaned with appeals, memorials, and 
demands from manufacturers to hasten the great scheme in their be- 
half to a speedy conclusion, but an a from a farmer for the swilt 
enactment ef the McKinley bill would be as strange and irrational as 
an appeal from an innocent man under sentence of death that the date 
of his execution might be advanced on the calendar and his time to 
live made shorter. When Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
have deplored the suffering condition of the business interests of the 
country while waiting for the passage of this bill, they have ignored 
the existence of agricultural interests, the basis of all the strength, 
wealth, and glory of a nation; they have thought of the farmer and of 
the sons of toil of every description only as subject to tribute for the 
aggrandizement of the protected few. 

What evidence does this bill contain that the American laborer, 
whether on farm lands, in workshops, in the mines, in blast furnaces, 
factories, or rolling mills, has even been thought of, much less cared 
for? In what schedule, section, or line can the wage-worker or the 
Knight of Labor find that a thought has been bestowed on the perma- 
nency of his employment or on the sufficiency and security of his wages? 
The advocates of a high protective tariff have for years flooded the world 
with the false pretense that the prosperity of the laborer was their 
prime concern. 

Where and when has their benevolence towards laboring people been 
manifested except in words, empty, idle words, full of sound and fury, 
but signifying nothing in the hour of need? Provision is made here 
for increased tariff taxes on cotton warps and other articles of wearing 
apparel manufactured by the Arlington Mills Company in Massachu- 
setts, in order to afford still further protection and still higher prices 
for their goods, although now, and for twenty years past, their average 
annual dividends upon the capital invested have been over 20 per cent. 
and are growing larger every year; but where do you discern any pro- 
tection for those who work in those mills against a reduction of their 
wages or a discharge in midwinter and without cause? 

What legal help does the policy of tariff protection afford the six 
millions and more of employed laborers in manufacturing, mining, and 
other pursuits? I invoke the attention and scrutiny of every laborer 
and of every labor organization in the United States on this point. I 
challenge an investigation of every tariff law on the statute-books, and 
also of every item in the pending bill, soon to become the worst, the 
most vicious law of them all. 

All the great epecial interests which depend on human toil are pro- 
tected as if by triple rows of steel, but the toiler himself is left totally 
at the mercy of his employer’s avarice. Profits are piled up like 
mountain ranges for the monopolist in manufacture and trade, but of 
what advantage is that to the men and womefi whose labor creates 
everything from which these profits arise? The flush and swollen 
streams of wealth caused by the policy of a high protective tariff flow 
as certainly into the coffers of the monopolist as the river flows into 
the seat losing not one drop on its way for the benefit of the wage- 
worker. 

In fact, the prime, sole, and fundamental principle of a protective 
tarift is to create monopoly and beget monopolists, without a thought 
of dividing profits with labor or of giving the laborer an interest in the 
enormous gains that may accrue. Monopoly is defined to be the ex- 
clusive possession of anything, such as a commodity or a market, the 
sole rightof buying, selling, or manufacturinganything. To monopo- 
lize is to buy up or obtain possession of the whole so as to sell at one’s 
own price, to engross the whole, as of any branch of trade; and a mo- 
nopolist is described as one who engrosses a branch of trade by hav- 
ing all others excluded from it. 

The policy of high protection is to secure for the American manu- 
facturer just such a monopoly in the sale of his productsin the Amer- 
ican market as is here defined, without the slightest restraint on him 
in his dealings with labor and without the slightest pretense that the 
laborer is to share in his increased prosperity and prodigious incomes, 
or even be protected from loss of employmentandstarvation. If Con- 
gress can legislate for the interests of the manufacturing class of our 
citizens, overlooking none, but enriching them all from the manufact- 
urers of pins, hooks and eyes, and sleeve buttons, tothe manufacturers 
of woolen wear, window glass, and steel rails, why can the laborer re- 
ceive no help by law in his dire extremity ? 

If arate of tariff duty can be fixed to insure a splendid income to 
the manufacturer and summer trips abroad for himself and family, 
why can not a rate of wages be fixed sufficient to insure the laborer a 
comfortable subsistence and a shelter for his wife and children? Ir 
Lam told that wages can not be regulated by law between private parties, 
my answer is that slavery was abolished at frightful cost in this coun- 
try because slaves did not receive wages, although in the long run, 
measuring their lives from infancy to old age, they received more for 





their labor than those who now toil for the protected and privileged 
monopolists of the country. 

Sir, Iam weary and my spirit is vexed by hearing the incessant, 
unending, and brazen cry for relief, for help, for protection, in behalf 
of the most powerful moneyed class on the face of the globe, while the 
poor and laboring ones of earth are left without a word of sympathy 
or 2 line of law to save them from destruction. The face of this bill 
gleams in every line with great solid nuggets of gold for the nabobs of 
manufacture and trade, while it is as barren of fruit for the laborer as 
the fig-tree which withered at the curse of our Savior; and the ap- 
peals which have been made by Senators for its passage have impressed 
me very much as if listening to an argument for the protection of a 
school of man-eating sharks in their rapacious desire to eat up every- 
thing that comes in their way. 

I insist that the time has come and events are now here which de 
mand that law, plainly written law, and not armed squads of reckless 
men, hired at private contract by corporation money to commit mur 
der, shali be the stern arbiter between capital and labor and shall set- 
tle all their differences as to the amount of wages and tenure of em- 
ployment. <A few days ago, in the capital of the Empire State of the 
Union, a lawless body of men, with no more authority to interfere in 
affairs than a mob or a vigilance committee, but acting at the behest 
of a great corporation, fired on unarmed people and shed the blood of 
a harmless boy who happened in that vicinity as a bystander. 

Whether that boy lives or is dead I know not, but if dead I do know 
that the guilt and stains of murder would be on the soul of that cor 
poration, if it had asoul. Until the official powers of a Government 
have failed in their efforts to protect life and property or have refused 
their aid when the public peace is threatened, the private right to em 
ploy force can notarise. Otherwise the very objects for which Govern- 
ments are organized and laws enacted may be superseded, set aside, 
and usurped by any combination which has money enough to hire a 
sufficient armed force. 

It is true that the labor troubles and bloodshed in New York are not 
within our jurisdiction, but a deep and instructive lesson has been 
taught there which should not be lost on Congress in matters where it 
has control. Less than eighteen months ago the powerful syndicates 
and corporations engaged in iron and steel manutactures in Western 
Pennsylvania confronted their employed labor with a 15 per cent. re- 
duction of wages or adischarge. What a spectacle for the statesman, 
the philosopher, and the christian to contemplate. 

On the one hand towered the colossal creatures of our profuse and 
profligate bounties, and on the other hand, with care-worn and anxious 
faces, and in dread, stood toiling men, women, and children by thou- 
sands, bereft of all recognition from their Government, unknown to 
the laws, unprotected from malignant wrong and injustice, helpless and 
defenseless, and wholly at the mercy of pitiless and accursed avarice 
On the one hand was the power of money, the plutocracy, with the 
millions and hundreds and thousands of millions accrued by virtue 
of a high protective tariff, and on the other were God’s poor, who eat 
their bread in the sweat of their faces, and for whose safetv, equality, 
and very existence in such an emergency this Government has never 
deigned to make the slightest provision. 

How unequal such a contest and — vain to expect a cure ina 
strike! Why should the laborer be left to measure the pitiful resources 
of his poverty and his chances to live and escape want without work, 
against the measureless millions of those who have been pampered, fos- 
tered, decorated, and festooned by the special legislation of their Gov- 
ernment? A strike against the oppression of arrogant, organized cap- 
ital is always right in itself and is often a balm to the laborer’s sense 
of outraged manhood; but he should not be abandoned by the laws of 
his country to the hazard, loss, and peril of such a resort for redress. 
I turn to the Associated Press dispatches of June 29, 1889, sent from 
Pittsbargh, and find the following: 

The iron-workers’ strike is now on, and by to-morrow noon the mills will be 
idle. The conference of the wage committee of the Amalgamated Association 
and the iron manufacturers this afternoon was short and decisive. The work- 
ers’ representatives stated that the lodges had voted upon the question of a re 
duction and had decided almost unanimously to reject it. The manufacturers 
then stated in language just as positive that they would not pay present wages. 
There was but little discussion, and the conference adjourned sine dic, after 
beingin session but twenty-five minutes. The members of the Amalgamated 
Association went into consultatiou at once at their headquarters, and will have 


their scale presented to the manufacturers to sign or reject, as they sec 
aaa + < 

“ Inan interview to-night,”’ continue the dispatches of that date,‘‘ Mr. Verne: 
of the Pittsburgh Forge and Iron Company, said the shut-down would be com 
plete. The statement that the mills were closing for repairs is untrue. They 
are closing hecause the manufacturers will not pay the present wages. He said 
further that it was intpossible to predict the outcome, but one thing was cer- 
tain, the manufacturers would not sign the scale unlessthere was an advance 
in the price of iron. They will not consent to arbitration and the wages must 
be $) per ton or nothing. The workmen are equally determined to stand out 
for the seale, and from present indications the struggle will be protracted and 
bitter. In this city 28,500 men will be thrown out of employment by thestrike, 
and inthe West it is estimated that not less than 55,000 workmen wil! be affected. 


Yes, the workmen, as stated in these dispatches, were fully de- 
termined to stand out for their rights, and it was predicted that the 
struggle would bealongone. Such, however,wasnot thecase. While 
everything was peaceful, with negotiations still attempted, and not a 
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hand or voice lifted against person or property, the ill gotten money of 
Carnegie and his confederates in sinful greed suddenly brought a large 
body upon the ground, known as Pinkerton’s men, armed, as stated at 
the time, with Winchester rifles carrying each sixteen balls. 

This was the only kind of arbitration admissible by subsidized syn- 
dicates and bounty-fed scoundrels in their dealings with American la- 
borers on the subjectof wages. The wage-worker in the employ of the 
Belshazzars of the present day was notified by the presence of powder 
and lead that he should work at the reduced rates offered or be driven 
from his poor little home to make way for others and to tramp forth 
into the world in idleness and in want. 

With no law to guaranty him a single right or to encourage, shel- 
ter, or protect him in his distress, he looked into the frightened faces 
of his wife and children, then upon the armed men who were brought 
there to murder him in a certain contingency, and then thought of the 
future for his little flock. He surrendered to the blackest, the foul- 
est iniquity of the age, and went to work to earn a dollar and be paid 
85 cents; he surrendered to a hired assault with intent to commit 
murder, and the strike was ended. 

The organs and advocates of monopoly and of the aristocracy of 
riches congratulated themselves and each other on the rebuke which 
labor had received for daring to question a reduction of wages, and 
then all again was still. But will it be always thus? It has been 
said that the people are patient to a certain point and then dangers 
begin to thicken. Let moneyed caste and privileged wealth take 
warning now. ‘There is a spirit up and abroad in this land which will 
not much longer brook the, oppressor’s rod in the homes of labor. 

There is not to-day a government in Europe where such a body as 
Pinkerton’s men could take the place of official authority and shoot 
down citizens by private command and for private pay without being 
instantly arrested or torn to pieces by the populace. It requires no 
vision of prophesy to foresee that such lawless mercenaries, swift to 
shed blood, together with those who traflic for their services, will share 
the same fate at no distant day in this country if the horrible practice 
of their employment is persisted in. 

It is the total absence of law for the protection of labor and too much 
law for the protection of capital that fill the future with the dangers 
Iam pointing out. It is such legislation as the McKinley bill, giving 
everything to one class, discriminating in every line in favor of the 
rich and against the poor, protecting those who need no protection 
and passing by without notice or mention those who do; it is such 
abominable legislation as this which darkens labor lodges all over the 
land with discontent and justly animates a spirit of bitter resentment 
towards such a policy and its authors. 

Sut the supporters of protective tariff taxation, when exposed and 
arraigned for their flagrant disregard of the interestsof the laborer, fall 
back on their claim that to enable him to get employment at all it is 
necessary to keep the products of foreign labor out of our markets, 
and to thus protect the American manufacturer in prices for the sale of 
his goods which will warrant him in staying in the business and in pay- 
ing good wages. A great fact, however, has been brought out and es- 
tablished in this debate which will forever refute, if it does not silence, 
this false pretension. 

The American laborer engag#@d in American manufactories has been 
brought, as is conclusively shown, under our present system, to work 
in competition with the cheap labor and pauper classes of Europe. 
If a protective tariff is to give him higher wages than are paid in for- 
eign countries, how is it that bis employer can take the labor products 
of his hands and sell them in open foreign markets without the faintest 
trace of protection against trade competition in similar products from 
any quarter of the globe ? 

The American manufacturer does not dispose of his wares and mer- 

chandise in any market, at home or abroad, without distinct and en- 
joyable profits, and yet he is found in the distant markets of forcign 
lands advertising and selling his manufactured commodities, labor con- 
stituting three-fourths of their value, without fear of being undersold, 
alongside of similar commodities manufactured by the lowest paid, half- 
starved, and most brutalized labor classes on the face of the earth. It 
will not avail gentlemen on the opposite side of the Chamber to at- 
tempt to evade the crushing exposure on this point made by the able 
and eloquent Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], nor to escape its force 
on the public mind by the pettifogging practices of a justice’s court. 
. The fact stands unassailable that American manufacturers who 
clamor open-mouthed, in season and out of season, for protection in 
their home markets, and threaten to shut down and throw labor out 
of employment unless they get it, are now caught vending their goods 
to foreign purchasers at one-half their selling prices to home consum- 
ers and without any protection or favor at all. 

The Senator from Missouri held in his hand a foreign edition of the 
Mail and Export Journal, a publication devoted to commerce and trade, 
and ia its columns were the advertisements of one handred and sixty- 
six protected American manufacturing firms, giving the articles which 
they offer for sale in the South American trade, together with their 
prices there. Each article is marked with the price at which it will 
be sold, and no question is raised about wholesale or retail dealings in 
the printed and specific terms of sale. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 3, 





The American manufacturer has simply discovered that left free, as 
he is, to cheapen labor to its lowest point by practicing on want and 
necessity, and to reduce wages whenever avarice dictates an experiment 
on human endurance, be can go where he pleases with his wares, com- 
ply with all the conditions imposed on others, and sell as low as the 
European manufacturer, who without disguise traffics in toiling men 
and women, underpaid, underfed, and driven by destitution to toil on 
any terms to sustain life. 

For an article which he can and does sell at a profit for $50 in a foreign 
market where he has the natural and honest competition of free coin- 
merce, he chargesand receives $100 in his home market, because no one 
is permitted to come here and undersell him, but the labor which pro- 
duces the article, whether sold at home or abroad, is the same, and the 
wages paid must, of course, be in accord with the lowest and not th: 
highest priced market in which the article is disposed of. The manu- 
facturer does not sell at a loss anywhere, and his chief concern is to 
keep the wage account of the laborer from lowering his own profit ac 
count in the same piece of work sold in South America, in Nort! 
America, or in any other part of the world. 

We are therefore warranted in drawing two conclusions from thes 
facts, so far as the interests of the wage-worker are concerned: [irst, 
the manufacturer can without the aid of protection keep open his mills 
and shops and afford the wage-worker as much employment as he gives 
him now and, second, that the rate of wages now paid is not enhanced 
by the profits of a protected home market, but is in proportion to the 
lowest prices which the products of labor command in the unprotected 
markets of the world. Let the American wage-worker bear these facts 
and conclusions in mind, and seek protection by law for himself, rathe: 
than for his oppressor, and a day of prosperity and peace will soon dawn 
upon him and his. 

But turning at this point to other fields of toil, where the eldest 
born and tallest of the whole brotherhood of labor dwells, I ask the 
farmer now, after a full and free discussion ot the pending bill, to en 
ter into counsel with bimself and his neighbors, and to discover, i! 
possible, a single provision in its voluminous payes which contains a 
blessing and not a curse for him and his class. Let him take up and 
consider the point which I have just submitted and left with the wage- 
worker, Let him examine the home prices and then the foreign prices 
for agricultural implements manufactured in thiscountry. They hav: 
been kept under cover and out of reach of comparison as long as pos- 
sible, but they are all public now. 

How dares the American manufacturer compel the American farme: 
to pay him $65 fora mower which he sells in South America for $40 
or $90 for a feed-cutter which he sells in the Argentine Republic fo: 
$60? The following table discloses in brief space the increase of prices 
in the protected home market, where the farmer is compelled to buy, 
over the natural and honest prices of the same articles in foreign mar 
kets, where it has no protection and needs none: 


j 
. | Foreign | Home 














| price. | price. 
DB CEOS PAW coe centre, «200020 -chnscivensciconercevasevcbencdonnosmastinssenpes seaees | $9. 00 $18.00 
Do ....... a 4.00 | 8. 00 
Hay-tedder woe] 30.00 | 45.00 
Mower....... | 40.00; 65.00 
Hoorse-rake «0.00. ...--00eeeeeeee oe --| 17.00 | 25. 00 
Cumming feed-cutter, No. 3...........cccsccccsscorsseesereeseresseseseeseeees]| 60,00 90, 00 
Ann Avbor eutler, NO. B.....0.00000sccccevvcssscoessees eusicinenianmabie’ 28.00 40. 00 
Ann Arbor cutter, No. 1......... ! 16.00 28.) 
Clipper cutter ...... «| 9.50 | 18,00 
Lever cutter.. ol 4.25 8. 00 
Cultivator ..... wl 22. 00 30.00 
Sweep ........... ose 60.00 | 90, 00 
| i 


The same rule of different prices for the same article, depending on 
its sale at home or abroad, which this list contains is to be found in 
the way of discounts and other trade arrangements of from 10 to 7() 
per cent. in favor of the foreign purchaser, and discriminating against 
the home consumer on nearly every es of manufacture known to 
American industry. I submit a partial list of utensils indispensable 
to the farmer which are manufactured in this country and sold alroai 
cheaper than he can buy them here: 

Wheel hoe, cultivator, rake, and plow; all-steel horse hoe and cul- 
tivator with wheel; all-steel plain cultivator with wheel; lock-lever 
rakes; self-dump hay-rakes; hay-tedder; potato-digger. R 

Plows: Two-horse, chilled, 9-inch cut; same, all steel. Chilled, 10- 
inch cut; all steel, 10-inch cut. Two or three horse, chilled, sr.; same, 
all steel. Two or three horse, chilled, jr.; same, all steel. T'wo-gang, 
four horses, steel. 

Shovels: Cast-steel, long handles, round point, No. land No, 3: cast- 
steel, D handle, round point, No. 2 and No. 3. 

Spades, cast-steel, D handle, No. 2; No. 3, cast steel, long handles. 

Rakes: The 8. R. Nye improved 22-tooth and 26-tooth; Waldron’s 
patterm, oiled; silver ee Western Dutchman, bronzed: 
fine cutlery steel, full painted; all steel, full polished. 

Grainscythes: Waldron’s pattern, oiled; silver stcel, painted; clover 
oiled; clipper, bronzed and painted. 
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To this list may be added the statement of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, which I quote: 


Also table and butcher knives, scissors, spoons, forges, drills, duck and twine, 
electrical appliances, explosives, mills, boilers, flue-cleaners, augers, wrenches, 
vises, blacksmiths’ tools, hoisting engines, jack-screws, pails, water-coolers, 
wash-tubs, keelers, milk-pans, lamps, miners’ tools, keys, locks, meat-eutters, 
lathes, saws, etc.,on which the discount to foreign purchasers ranges trom 10 to 
70 per cent. 

So general, extensive, and well known has this fraud on American 
purchasers become, that even the Engineering and Mining Journal, a 
protectionist publication, on the 15th of March last was constrained to 
rebuke it in language as follows: 


So soon as an industry has attained the position where it can more than sup- 
ply our home market and has to send its goods abroad, where they compete 
with those of foreign manufacturers, it is evident that they are either giving 
the foreigners the benefit of lower rates than they do our own people or that 
they are able to get along at home without any protection. Itis not fair that our 
—~ should be made to pay more than foreigners for the products of our own 
and. 


It will be remembered how innocent the majority of the Senate ap- 
peared of all knowledge of this pernicious abuse and how strenuously 
they denied its existence, and yet here is a leading journal on the side 
of protection which admits all that has been charged and says that the 
lower rates at which American manufacturers sell to foreigners make it 
evident that they are able to get along at home without protection. I 
submit also the testimony of Mr. A. B. Farquhar, one of the largest pro- 
tected manufacturers of farming implements in the United States, presi- 
dent of the Pennsylvania Agricultural Works at York, and one of the 
heaviest exporters of American agricultural implements in this country. 
His answer to a question is published in a paper known as the Farmers’ 
Call, and is as follows: 


The “fact” is that our protective laws are a monstrous swindle upon the ag- 
ricultural community. Asa manufacturer I was inclined to say nothing upon 
the subject, for the reason that it was natural to suppose if anybody was bene- 
fited it was the manufacturing class, to which I belong. But,as I have ex- 
plained, the farmer is being destroyed. We are killing the goose for the golden 
egg. AndI honestly believe now it is tothe interest of the manufacturers them- 
selves to eliminate the protective feature from our tariff laws. 

Certainly our manufactures are sold much lower abroad; we could only need 
protection to get better prices from our customers at home. We do manufact- 
ure and sell in Canada, South America, and Europe many agricultural imple- 
ments and machines, and could we have free raw material and the commercial 
advantages which free trade would give us America would become the great 
manufacturing emporium of the world, and the farmer, of course, would share 
the prosperity, since he would have less to pay for everything and get better 
prices for allhe sold. Goon with your g work. When the farmer begins 
to think and rise up against this swindle it is doomed, 

These are glorious words, and I hail them as an indication full of 
promise for tariff reform and for justice in the future. 

But in this connection I invite the farmer to look at another and 
kindred feature of fraud in the monstrous swindle which our tariff 
system has become on all agricultural communities. What does the 
term ‘‘rebate’’ mean in tariff legislation and why has such a princi- 
ple been put in our tariff laws? When the farmer finds the true an- 
swer to this question his heart will burn within him in righteous 
wrath. I will give the answer in brief space. 

An American manufacturer imports, we will say, $200 worth of stecl 
in two parcels and pays on each $45 duty at the New York custom- 
house. He then manufactures separately these parcels into plows, 
hoes, spades, or other utensils such as farmers use, and pays $50 for 
the labor which manufactures each parcel. The expense account of 
the manufacturer, therefore, for each of these two lots of farming uten- 
sils will stand: 
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He must, of course, get al] this back and realize a profit for himself 
besides, which he fixes, we will assume, at $45 on the whole transac- 
tion, being $22.50 on each lot when sold. This he can proceed to do 
by selling one lot to a Canadian, or other purchaser for foreign use, at 
$175, and receiving back from the Government $42.50 of the tariff duty 
he has paid, being the amount of rebate on $100 worth of imported 
steel when manufactured here and sold to a foreign purchaser. 

For the other lot of these agricultural implements manufactured out 
of the other $100 worth of steel the American farmer appears as a 
purchaser, and he is compelled to pay $217.50 because nothing has been 
done in the laws which by any possibility can reduce prices to him. 
Such are the workings of our existing system of rebate, and it was 
adopted and has been upheld in order to enable the American manu- 
factarer to command foreign custom and to break into foreign markets 
with cheap-priced goods, while he is protected in inflicting extortionate 
prices for the same articles on those who under the compulsion of un- 
Just laws purchase from him at home. 

In order to enlarge the opportunities of the manufacturer and to in- 
crease his chances for profits and gains, he is allowed practically free 
material for all the manufactured commodities which he can sell to 
foreigners, while the American farmer is cut off from all chance or op- 
ei to even look around him in a free market in quest of fair 

rgains. He is hemmed in and away from all those old-fashioned, 
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honest marts of trade where prices are fixed by people competing with 
each other. He is corralled and driven by a prohibitory tariff to the 
booths and stalls of monopoly, and there furnished the necessities of 
life with as arbitrary a disregard for what he thinks as to their prices 
as the landlord of a road-side tavern has for the views of the horse to 
whom he feeds corn and hay. 

But with all the widespread care and vigilant solicitude of high 
protective tariff legislation for the walled-in and gluttonish home 
markets of the American manufacturer and for his easy and profitable 
access to the trade of the world abroad, I challenge the authors, aiders, 
and abettors of the McKinley bill to point ont in it a single paragraph, 
line, or word wherein the farmer is aided to a better market anywhere 
on the earth for what he has to sell or wherein even the faintest pre- 
tense is found of a desire to open to him the channels of trade and com- 
merce on equal terms and without discrimination against him. 

Sir, it did not require the keen intellect of Mr. Blaine to discover 
that ‘‘there is not a section or a line in the entire bill that will open 
a market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork ’? which 
the American farmer has tosell. Nor is he alone in the following 
views which I quote from his famous letter: 


Our foreign market for breadstuffs grows narrower. (Creat Britain is exert 
ing every nerve to secure her brcad supplies from India, and the rapid expan- 
sion of the wheat area in Russia gives us a powerful competitor in the markets 
of Europe. It becomes us, therefore, to use every opportunity for the extension 
of our market on both of the American continents. 


I have no differences of opinion with the distinguished Secretary of 
State on his statement of the foregoing facts, but, in my opinion, the 
remedy he proposes falls very short of a cure for the evils he points out. 
Reciprocity of trade, based on the admission of a single article into ou 
markets free of duty, offered as a remedy for all the far-reaching, every- 
where pervading, and destructive ravages of a high protective tariff on 
American farmers and farm-hands, would seem to my mind like a 
3-grain dose of quinine for double pneumonia or a Turkish bath for 
small-pox. 

The giant evil which confronts the American producer and paralyzes 
American commerce can only be met and controlled by general and he- 
roic treatment. The fact is the commercial world is naturally turning 
its face away from us. We have announced the policy of isolation and 
exclusion in our trade relations with the nations of the earth; we have 
provoked their hostility and aversion in matters of trade by our own il- 
liberal, unjust, and unwise methods. We have in our commercial poli- 
cies conformed to the pagan non-intercourse Chinese system of more 
than three hundred years ago, rather than kept in accord with the spirit 
of christian civilization which marks and illuminates the present age. 

Instead of extending a welcome to the productions of the world and 
inviting them to our shores by liberal laws, thereby securing a friendly 

reception in foreign markets for all that our agricultural classes have 
to sell, we are shutting the door tighter afd tighter every year against 
the commercial friendship and intercourse of mankind. ‘The party in 
power seems now, more than ever before, inspired with that wild frenzy 
against trade with foreign nations which led Carey to wish the Atlantic 
Ocean a sea of fire rather than the glorious highway for freighted ships 
which the Almighty created. 

Is it, then, any wonder that our foreign markets grow narrower, as 
Mr. Blaine declares, that Great Britain is exerting every nerve to se- 
cure her bread supplies from India, or that the expansive and expand- 
ing wheat-fields of Russia will be better patronized by the purchasing 
populations of the world than the wheat-fields of the United States, 
where a merchant from abroad is heavily fined for offering his goods for 
sale to our people at low and honest prices? In round numbers we pro- 
duce five hundred millions’ worth or agricultural products a year more 
than we consume or sell in home markets. These products groan for 
friendly markets elsewhere, and yet by throwing up a prohibitory wall 
against the approach of commerce from foreign lands we have left for 
our cereals, our cotton, and our meats not a single friendly market on 
the face of the globe. Reciprocity growing out of the sugar schedule 
alone, whether with or without its inadmissible bounty and whether 
enacted into a law by Congress or left to the arbitrary and dangerous 
discretion of one-man power, will afford but small relief to American 
producers, compared with the vast changes, the extensive revisions, and 
thorough reforms which their deplorable condition requires. 

Let no one, friend or foe to reform, be deceived; let him buckle on 
his armor for a contest which means the overthrow of the present sys- 
tem of legalized oppression or the downfall of the natural rights of 
man. The heavy shackles which now hold American labor and its 
productions in bondage for the aggrandizement of a moneyed aristoc- 
racy in our midst will be broken forever unless the experiment of self- 
government is to become a failure and the American people are to be- 
come slaves. 

I see that Mr. Blaine himself has caught sight of this dangerous and 
tremendous issue, and talks no longer of a stinted reciprocity con- 
fined toone article of American production. He cried outin his Water? 
ville speech last week in favor of ‘expansion of trade with countries 
where we can find profitable exchanges.’? He exclaimed that ‘‘ we 
should be unwisely content if we did not seek to engage in what the 
younger Pitt so well termed ‘annexation of trade.’ ”’ 

This champion of high protection, after nearly thirty years of rank, 
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unrestrained indulgence in his own policy, is forced to admit that our 
trade relations with foreign countries are in bad shape, and that ‘* by 
no figure of speech can we flatter ourselves into the belief that our 
trade with our American neighbors is in a prosperous condition.’’ He 
therefore announces himself in favor of a general system of reciprocal 
trade, not complete, of course, at once, but as far as we can go, step 
by step, in that direction. He says the inevitable tendency of such a 
policy is towards an increase of the free-list and that the opposition 
we encounter to this policy comes ‘‘ from those who declare that if we 
enter into reciprocity of trade with one country we must do so with all 
countries, and thus indirectly bring about complete free trade.’’ 

Sir, what is the reciprocal exchange of the productions of different 
countries, whether confined toa few things or extended to everything, 
except the liberation of trade as far as it goes? On what principle does 
it rest, except the principle of free trade? The principle involved is 
one of greater freedom for the reciprocal admission and sale of the 
labor products of one country in the markets of another, and it was 
curiously, though aptly, illustrated a few days ago by a paragraph in 
a Paris newspaper to the effect that the Government of the United 
States would remove the duty on works of French art and the French 
Government in consideration thereof would remove the prohibition 
against trade in American perk, and that negotiatiows were pending 
to that end. 

It may well be doubted whether the esthetic culture of France and 
the American hog were ever before brought into such close and useful 
relations; but, whether the alleged negotiations are successful or not, 
the Americau farmer will wish every French picture and piece of stat- 
uary put on our free-list if thereby his pork can have profitable access 
to French markets. Itis trae Mr. Blaine feels himself forced by party 
tradition and by his own misshapen record to say that he speaks for 
‘‘a system of reciprocity not in conflict with a protective tariff, but 
supplementary thereto, and presenting a field of enterprise that will 
richly repay the efforts and energy of the American people.’’ As 
well might he have announced that he was in favor of such a system 
of summer rains as would nourish the parched and burning fields 
of the husbandman, but at the same time not be in conflict with an 
absolutely clear, cloudless, and scorching sky overhead. The princi- 
ples of reciprocity and the principles of a protective tariff can no more 
go together in harmony and are no more of kin than the sublime 
truths of the Declaration of American Independence and the dark edicts 
of Russian despotism. 

The first blow struck foran enlightened system of reciprocal exchanges 
of the earth’s varied and boundless riches will cause every link to 
shiver in the chains and manacles now restricting commerce and en- 
slavinglabor and will be the beginning of that mighty end which awaits 
the full triumph of civilized liberty. 

When Paul was first found with the Apostles they drew away from 
him in distrust, and the Jewish world looked on aghast. Soit may be 
for a season with the brilliant Secretary of State, who has seen a great 
light and heard aloud voice. But in all his efforts to expand, annex, 
broaden, and liberalize American exchanges with foreign countries, 
and thus to render trade freer, he will receive the same encourage- 
menton one hand and abuse on the other which attended the Apostle of 
the Gentiles in bringing forth his great works, meet for repentance for 
his former sins. The world moves. 

But while the farmer still lingers over this bill and examines its re- 
volting features his attention might well be turned to a few other 
specific outrages and crimes aimed at him and his class and exposed 
by the pending debate. In that vast and fruitful nursery of fraud, 
monopoly, aud extortion, composed of giant, law-defying trusts, there 
are engendered every hour in the year great swarms of blood-sucking 
parasitesfor his destruction. A trust may be described in modern busi- 
ness circles as a combination of persons and the joint investment of 
their capital in order to secure the ownership and control the sales ot 
wm. entire class of manufactured merchandise. 

This combination or trust becomes at once the tyrant, the autocrat, 
the monopolizer of the whole business in which it engages, buying up 
and driving out all competition, and preying upon the public with 
such prices as it sees fit te dictate. ‘Trusts in tradeare also in distinct 
violation of law, and yet they prevail all round us, like malignant 
microbes when a pestilence is uponthe land. During the present ses- 
sion of Congress a law has been enacted, accompanied by much patri- 
otic talk and many promises of relief, for the protection of trade and 
commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies. I will submit 
that law to the farmer for his inspection, and in order that he may see 
hereafter whether the colossal robbers at which it is aimed will ever 
allow it to be enforced. The law is as follows: 


Scecrion 1. Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiraey in restraint of trade or commerceamong the several States, or with 
foreign nations, is hereby deciared to be illegal. Every person who shall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination of conspiracy shall be 
deemed guilty of a» misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by 
both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec, 2 Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, or 
combine or eonspire with any other person or persons to mon ize, any part 
of the trade or commerce among the several States, or with foreign nations, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be 
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punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or conspi- 
racy in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United States or 
of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce between any 
such Terri.ory and another, or between any such Territory or Territories and 
any State or States, or the District of Columbia, or with foreign nations, or be- 
tween the District of Columbia and any State or States or foreign nations, i« 
hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make any such contract or 
engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a mis 
demeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceeding 
$5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments 
in the diseretion of the court. 


Sir, I was greatly interested a few days ago by the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and more especially by that part of 
it in which he exposed the brutal rapacity of the trust in binding twine. 
He points out that the entire business of furnishing twine to the Ameri 
ean farmer with which to bind his wheat is governed by a combination 
of all the manufacturers of cordage and binding twine— ‘‘a combina- 
tion which exists both for the purpose of buying the raw material, 
which absolutely controls it in the plaees where it is grown, and also 
for the purpose of limiting the sale of the manufactured product and 
fixing its price.”’ : 

He shows that 50,000 tons of this twine are used annually, at a cost 
of 2 cents for every bushel of wheat and at a cost of $9,811,200 for the 
entire crop raised in the United States, over $4,000,000 of which is a 
tax, a bonus, a gratuity, a legalized increase of price which farmers 
are compelled to pay to the American Manufacturers’ Twine and Cord- 
age Trust Company. And yet this arrogant, overweening trust has 
the infamous hardihood, in the face of the jaw which I have just cited, 
to come here and demand of Congress a large increase of tariff duty by 
way of still higher protection against competitive prices from abroad, 
The Senator from Minnesota made the following crushing statement. 


Mr. President, here is a combination of interests, of forty-two manufacturing 
companies in this country, seven or nine in Canada, together by the co- 
hesive force of a common interest, superior to all law, which is strong enough 
to be in presence in the Philippine Isiands, where one-half of this raw ma 1 
is produced, and dictate, limit, and contro) the price there ; to dothe same thing 
in Yucatan, where the other half of the raw material of this product is raised, 
and dictate and dominate and rule the price there, having a committee at New 
York to purchase for all; and another committee of three representing every 
one of these corporations to limit the output and fix the price, dictating every- 
thing; as secure above legislative control as the clouds that float above us, in 
need of no law, in need of no protection whatever, amply and fully able to pro- 
tect themselves, to spoliate the world, coming here and saying that they will 
shut uptheir mills and cease production unless they can receive this additiona} 
protection of 1}? cents per pound, 


The Senator also submitted a statement made elsewhere by his able 
and experienced Republican colleague, Mr. Lixp, and from which | 
cite some striking extracts, as follows: 


Mr. Linp. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in reply to the gentleman from New 
York on the binding-twine question a few words. I notice that he did not 
deny my statement, to wit, that the chairman of the twine trust, who was be- 
fore the Committee on Ways and Means and made a statement, admitted that 
the binding-twihe trust or binding-twine manufacturers are now selling twine 
at from 3 to 4 cents a pound more than the price of the raw material, with the 
cost of manufacturing added, * * * Now, I say you have put raw material 
on the free-list, and you have given, as reported in that bill, according to your 
figures, the manufacturer an ad valorem protection duty of 15 per cent., which 
would be an increase of nearly 700 per cent. of protection. 

oa a © * ve 


Mr. Chairman, I will state that every penny that our farmers can suve counts 
somuch. The average twine bill of a farmer jin my district is $50 a year. It 
varies from $80 to $100, but the average isabout$0. I speak of my own know!- 
edge. Now, a difference of 7 per cent. or 8 per cent. in the price of twine is 
quite anitem. The twine bills of the farmersof the Northwest run upto nearly 
$4,000,000. If we can save a few cents a pound, if we can save 7 or 8 per cent., 
itis worth while. Gentlemen plead for the laborers who work in this binding 
twine industry, and the gentleman from New York wanted to shield them 
against competition. 

Now let me say, and I ask particular attention to this; you have pleaded in 
behalf of the American market, in favor of American labor, and against com 
petition with the pauper labor. I, too, plead in behalf of American labor. The 
situation as it is now compels the farmer in the Northwest to seek a market for 
his wheat in the markets of the world in Europe. What kind of wheat does 
he meet there? Does he meet protected wheat? Does he meet there a com- 
modity raised by protected labor? On the contrary he meets the wheat of India, 
which is produ by as low-priced labor as any in the world. Still we go there 
and meetit. Weare compelled todo so. Wedo not complain, but when we 
ask for cheaper twine you ought not to meet us with the plea of prote: ting your 
labor at the expense of ours. 


* * * * * * 


Mr. Chairman, I madethe statement that this bill as first reported increased, 
not the tariff duty, but the protection on binding-twine 700 per cent., and I knew 
what | wassaying. There is not a member of the committee who will under- 
take to dispute the correctness of my proposition on the basis of percentages. 
I have sat here during the consideration of this bill patiently watching for an 
opportunity —_ recognized to move areduction, a just and legitimate re- 
duction, of the daty upon binding-twine, but I have begun to despai_-. 

* * 7: * * *. 

I noticed that the president of the Assoviated Textile Industries--I believe 
that is his tith—was present, I do not know that that is the exact name, but 
we know that the trust exists, and we know the president of it was before the 
committee. He stated that at the present tine and for the ensuing season they 
proposed to sell manufactured twine at a ficure from 3 to 4 cents per pound in 
excess of the present cost of raw material p us the cost of manufacture. That 
was his statement. Not a member of the committee can dispute this. 

Now, I say that when a man has the cheek to come beforethe American Con- 
gress or before any committee of Congress and state that he proposes to exact 
blood-money to this extent from the working people, from the farming classes, 
the hardest worked people in the land, he is not entitled to the preference con- 
sideration that this gentleman received at the hands of that committee. He 
stated, furthermore, that the whole cost of manufacturing binding-twine was | 
cents per pound, He stated, in addition to that, that it cost from one-halt to 
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three-quarters of a cent per pound to place it with theretailer. So that the en- 
tire expense of manufacturing, paying commissions, and placing the article in 
the hands of the retailer does not exceed from 2} to 2) cents. 


After such a frightful exhibit as the foregoing and such an indict- 
ment and arraignment of the workings of a protected trust, still clam- 
oring for more protection, we are not much surprised when the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota is forced to admit that the people of his State are 
willing, notonly for the pauper labor of Europe, but for the convict 
labor of their own imprisoned criminal classes, to compete with the 
binder-twine manufacturers and to break down their power to exact 
blood-money from the farming classes. 

I reproduce his statement on that point. Itstartled and pained me 
that the policy of this Government had driven any portion of its people 
to embrace such a desperate aud wretched remedy for the cancerous, 
consuming evils thrust upon them. The words of the Senator, spoken, 
I have no doubt, with regret, are as follows: 

Mr. President, this evil has become so unbearable in the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent that public and official attention has been most 
pointedly directed to it, and the consequence has been that our State authori- 
ties are about to set up at the State’s prison at Stillwater machinery in the at- 
tempt to manufacture this binding-twine out of the flax fiber which we raise in 
Minnesota. Whether that can be done ornot is disputed, for the whole matter 
is one largely of experiment. I think it can. 

But it is a striking commentary upon the protection to this industry and do- 
mestie competition that the greatest wheat-producing State in this Union has 
been compelled to set up in its penitentiary a convict opposition to this all- 
comprehensive, insatiate, and extortionate monopoly. Experiments wil! be 
made with flax, and if flax fails there is, of course, no hope to get raw material 


out of this institution or combination of institutions, which controls the price 
the world over. 





Sir, these words contain the bitterest curse, the deepest and most 
burning anathema, ever yet hurled from the mouth of man against the 
principles of a protective tariff for the mere sake of protection, and | 
trust they will ring from shore to shore of this whole land. Here is 
an invocation to the most absolutely unpaid, degraded labor the sun 
in the heavens ever shone upon, the labor of close-shaved, stripe-wear- 
ing convicts for crime, to come to the aid of the wheat-growers of Min- 
nesota against the open, headlong oppression and robbery of a class of 
manufacturers who take high seats in the synagogue and return thanks 
every day in public that they are better than other people. 

The farm labor of the greatest wheat-growing and wheat-gathering 


| taught by the measure before 1s. The introduction of the McKinley 


Commonwealth in the American Union or on the map of the globe | 


turns in despair to the convict labor of its penitentiary and seeks an 
alliance with wretches in their cells against the further ravages of a 
monster begotten, nurtured, and trained into Satanic proportions and 


purposes by the high protective tariffsystem which has so long blighted 
American fields and darkened American homes. 


The motion of the Senator from Minnesota is an admission of all 


this and an appeal from it to the remedy of statesmanship, when he 
moves, as he hasdone, to put the article of binding-twine on the free-list. 
He perceives with the clear glance of his mental vision that a protect- 
ive tariff on twine is an unmitigated curse to the wheat-raising farmer, 
and he renders the farmer a valuable service in that matter; but his 
speech, though not so intended, goes to the whole question of protee- 
tion, and will open up deep and serious trains of thought wherever it is 
read. 

Binding-twine is a necessity in these days of large wheat acreage, 
and the farmer wants the protective tariff on that article repealed, so 
that the binding-twine manufacturers’ trust company will die and 
twine be made cheap in our markets. The Senator from Minnesota 
goes that far and indorses the wheat-farmer in his just demand, but 
why does the Senator stop there? Why does he halt in his brilliant 
speech,and content himself with the lame and impotent conclusion ot a 
free-trader in twine and a McKinley-bill protectionist in everything else? 

The farmer has the same necessity for cheap iron and steel in his 
plows, his drills, and his cultivators that he has for cheap twine; he 
wants cheap wire with which to fence his woodless lands, and he has 
the same reagon to hate the wire trust that he hasthetrustintwine; he 
has a higher necessity for cheap woolen clothing and woolen household 
goods than for everything in the world besides except cheap food and 
water, and yet the Senator from Minnesota, while advocating free t wine, 
can see no reason for free wool, nor any objection toan increase of $15,- 
000,000 a year in tariff taxes on woolen manufactures or $10,000,000 
a year on domestic utensils made of tin. 

I have great respect for the ability of that Senator and am using his 
position and his remarks with no view to a personal criticism, but sim- 
ply to demonstrate the fact that the whole system of protection for 
——— sake is vicious to the core and can not stand for a moment 

ore the Senator’s own unanswerable arguments, when they are given 
free rein and carried to their legitimate and inevitableconclusion. He 
recognizes the parentage of the twine trust in the present protective tariff 
by moving for free trade intwineand by denouncing the daring effront- 
ery of that trust company in coming to Congress tor more protection. 
He may as well denounce the protective tariff for begetting and mul- 
tiplyingall the other trust companies which now swarm over the coun- 
try, for not one of them could exist a day if restrictions on foreign 
importations were released and their commodities cheapened by just 
and healthy competition. 


Sir, a vast lesson, far-reaching and of tremendous import, has been 
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bill and the debate for and ayainst its ruthless provisions mark an 
epoch in American history. Here is reached the highest demand of 
organized wealth short of ownership in slaves, : 





nd here the cause of 





labor has been more openly spur ed an i ott wopled upon by the plu- 
tocracy, by the power of money, than anyw se in the annals of 
the world since the downfall of Roms 

rhe world is dark to the laborer it to aud no ray ol 
is here for him. The hard-driven, poverty-pinched wage-work« 
the depressed and mortgaged farmer have both held up thei: 
and asked you to give them bread in this bill, You have give 
something far worse than a stone; you have given them activ 
ing, progressive curses in every section. They have both looked on 
while you are gorging manufacturing monopolists with uutold mill 
ions and have wondered and watched in vain to discover what share 


they had in it all. 

lor them there is nothing in the first session of the Vifty-first Con 
gress except heavicr pack-loads of taxation, earlier and later hours of 
work, and shorter noon spells for rest in the middle of the day. The 
farmers of Indiana in a meeting of their mutual benefit association at 
Salem a few weeks ago made a declaration of their just complaintsand 
demands as follows: 


rhe act of legisiation which doubted the original value of the Governmen 
bond and robbed the farmer by reducing by one-half the valueof hisfarm; the 
demonetization of silver, and thus reducing the reward of honest toil; the giv 
ing of large amounts of the public domain to railroad corporations, thus depriy 
ing the poor man of his rightful inheritance ; transportation companies building 
up gigantic fortunes, declaring large dividends on watered stock, by robbing the 
farmer of the profijs on the products of hislabor; rich manufacturing companies 
under the privileges of protection selling to foreign farmers from 
cent. cheaper than they will sell tothe American farmer; the beef trust, giving 
the farmer reduced prices under the plea of large supply and then demanding 
of the consumer outrageous prices under the plea of small supply; high taxes 
grinding him withthe certainty of death; rich manufacturing companies taking 
# little here and a little there every time we purchase an article of necessity 
mortgages cating up our homes; school-book trusts robbing our children of an 
education ; every burden heaped upon labor until honest industry is shackled 
hand and foot by sordid avarice, and the farmer is driven to a life of drudgery 
andan old age of poverty. 


25 to 100 per 






| While non-partisan as an order, we, as citizens, demand of our publ 
| ants: 
1. A reduction and economy in all public expenditures, 
We demand the remonetization of silver and an increased circulat 
Government notes sufficient to meet the requirements of trade 
3. We demand such legislation as will prevent the maintenance o trust 





and combines. 
4. We demand of our officers a rigid enforcement of our schoo! laws 
5. We demand rigid economy of our public officers in every departiun 


nt, and 
require of our law-makers that salaries be fixed at something near th 


mount 


| demanded by like services and abilities in private occupations, 


These plain, strong words ring with historic truth and economic jus 
tice, and they stamp with condemnation the financial legislation of the 
Republican party forthe last twenty-eight years. ‘They brand with ex- 
ecration and infamy the present policy ofthat party and its denial of a 
redress of grievances, and vet Republican candidates for office, indors 
ing the McKinley bill and the consequent maintenance of all trusts 
and combines, approving the degradation of silver and all other exist- 
ing evils of Republican legislation, have the supreme hardihood to ex- 
pect farmers to vote for them. 

On the contrary, the farmer finds the record and councils of the Demo- 
cratic party, from the days of Jefferson to the present hour, filled with 
the principles he now asserts for his relief; he finds inscribed on th: 
folds of its banner, whether flying in victory or borne down in defeat, 
that sublime apothegm of liberty, ‘‘ equal and exact justice to all and 
exclusive privileges to none;’’ and he beholds that party, whenever 
clothed with power, wielding it in behalf of the laboring people, and 
against the protected monopolies, however powerful they may be. 

To my mind the omens are bright in the politieal sky. The toiling 
millions are at last grappling with the eternal verities of that system 
of political economy which so sorely oppresses them. They are boldly 
plucking off masks, pushing aside shams, and questioning the trnth of 
pretended oracles in order to submit the protective policy to the old 
eternal test of right or wrong. 

All over the slopes which lead from the mountains to the oceans on 
the east and on the west, along the great, fertile belts which bind the 
lakes of the north and begirt the Gulf of Mexico, and all up and down 
the giant rivers and mighty plains of the Mississippi Valley these toil- 
ing millions are inquiring, at the bar of enlightened reason and upright 
conscience, whether it is right that of their money, their property, o1 
of their labor, which is their al], both money and property, there shal! 
be taken, much or little, and without compensation be given in aid of 
the prosperity and wealth of others, selected by their Government for 
such donations. 

They are inquiring also whether it is right that they should be de- 
nied the privilege of buying in markets where their scant and hard 
earned money will go furthest in procuring the necessities of life, o1 
whether it is consistent with the natural rights of man to be hedged 
in and imprisoned by law in high-priced markets for the welfare of a 
favored class of their fellow-citizens. When these and kindred ques- 
tions are fully answered in the public mind, as they soon wil! be, the 
fortifications of monopoly will be stormed and their castles of baronial 
splendor will fail from turret to foundation-stone, 
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The American people are of a race not patient of oppression. Their 
blood is much the same as that which flowed in the veins of their En- 
glish ancestors when they rose with force and violence against monop- 
olies three hundred years ago. Macaulay records the following in- 
structive lesson in the reign of Elizabeth: 

The English sovereigns had always been intrusted with the supreme direc- 
tion of commercial police. It was their undoubted prerogative to regulate 
coins, weights,and measures, and to appointfairs, markets, and ports. The 
line which bounded their authority over trade had,as usual, been loosely drawn. 
They therefore, as usual, encroached on the province which rightfully belonged 
to the legislature. The encroachment was, as usual, patiently borne, till it 
became serious, But at length the Queen took upon herself togrant patents of 
monopoly by scores. : 

There was scarcely a family in the realm which did not feel itself “eves 
by the oppression and extortion which this abuse naturally caused, Iron, oil, 
vinegar, coal, saltpeter, lead, starch, yarn, skins, leather, glass, could be bought 
only at exorbitant prices. The House of Commons met in an angry and deter- 
mined mood. It wasin vain thata courtly minority blamed the Speaker for 
suffering the acts of the Queen's Highness to be called in question, The lan- 
guage of the discontented party was high and menacing and was echoed by the 
voice of the whole nation. The coach of the chief minister of the Crown was 
surrounded by an indignant populace, who cursed the monopolies and ex- 
claimed that the prerogative should not be suffered to touch the old liberties of 
England, 

The haughtiest monarch of the haughty Tudor line of English sov- 
ereigns dared not order out ber troops on such an issue nor allow the 
monopolies themselves to hire Pinkerton men to fire on a mob assail- 
ing her prime minister. Macaulay says she 
declined the contest, put herself at the head of the reforming party, redressed 
the grievances, thanked the Commons in touching and dignified language for 
their tender care of the general weal, brought back to herself the hearts of the 
people, and left to her successors a memorable example of the way in which it 
behooves a ruler to deal with public movements which he has not the means of 
resisting. 


Sir, will the laboring men and women of the United States, in this 
high-noon time of light, knowledge, and progress, submit to be bound 
with the same old shackles which the English people three centuries 
and more ago broke and trampled upon in the face of royalty? Let 
the American plutocracy, at its peril, accept such a belief. The pres- 
ent system of commercial restrictions and of American slave labor, de- 
fying the justice of Almighty God and mocking at the doctrine of the 
golden rule, can not be made to long endure. 

The American people are rapidly losing their dread of mere epithets 
with false meanings attached by theagents of corruption and oppression. 
While free trade is not possible until asystem of a revenue for the sup- 
port of the Government is devised without a resort to impost duties, yet 
so frightiul and ravening have the abuses of tariff taxation become 
that the accusation of being a free-trader is harmless, and unless relief 
comes speedily it will be worn as a decoration. The day ot labor’s de- 
liverance must come from one quarter or another, or consequences will 
follow over which human nature will shudder and weep. ‘ 

The McKinley billis the Antichrist of all financial legislation; it will 
grind the faces of the poor whom the Savior blessed and it exalts the 
rich Pharisee and hypocrite whom he cursed ; it will not stand, because 
its foundations are laid in iniquity. As declared by Buckle, that 
mighty philosopher of free thought and equal rights : 

This age, haply, may not witness the emancipation, but so surely asthe human 
mind advances, so surely will that emancipation come. It may come quicker 


than any one expects; for we are stepping on far and fast, The signs of the 
times are all around, and they who list may read. 


{Mr. EVARTS withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I only intend very briefly to call the at- 
tention of such Senators as are interested in the phase that this debate 
upon the tariff bill has now taken, owing to the introduction of these 
several amendments looking to reciprocity more or less extensive, tosome 
of the anomalous conditions which surround the determination of this 
whole matter. 

{t can not have escaped the observation and attention of any reflecting 
man thatsince this remarkableschemeof taxation known asthe McKinley 
bill issued from the other House, passed there notoriously without an op- 
portunity for fall and thorough or free debate, passed after only fifteen 
pages of its one hundred and fifty-odd were considered under those meth- 
ods of procedure which, in their wisdom, that House had seen fit toadopt— 
that since this bill on the 21st of May passed that House, came to the Sen- 
ate, was subjected to the scrutiny of the Finance Committee of this body 
and reported here early in June, and notably since this debate has been 
under way, a great change has come over the spirit of our dreams in this 
regard, a great awakening has taken place among the American people 
in regard to this scheme ot taxation, and we now find that this much- 
vaunted measure that was proclaimed to be the fulfillment of the promise 
made by the Republican party to the people on the hustings and in the 
last campaign of 1888 is now in the house of its friends attacked and 
criticised, and is now being aided and succored by an attempt to draw 
to it the support of those who believe in freer commerce by an attempt 
to relieve it from some of those restrictive features which have been 
shown to be its reproach. 

High protectionism has at length run its course. It issued from the 
House of Representatives with the indorsement of agreat party, but its 
leaders and guides who have attempted to scale the frigid Alpine heights 
of their ambition find their followers now lagging far behind. They 
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have heard the first murmurings of that roar of an avalanche that is to 
come, and they are seeking now, properly enough, to reform their lines 
upon a lower plane and to meet the demand that iseverywhere coming 
up for a freer and a larger commerce, for a greater measure of exemp- 
tion from taxation, signally voiced in the middle of this summer, and 
after this bill had issued from the House, by that utterance which came 
from the fertile brain and brilliant mind of the Secretary of State. He 
saw and felt how this measure of tariff taxation and commercial re- 
striction was about to be received by the people of this country and by 
its tax-paying masses, and his bugle note has sounded the retreat, which 
now is under full way. 

Mr. President, I do not seek to embarrass our friends upon the other 
side in this reaching after a reciprocity against which they have been 
warring in every line and syllable of this bill; I do not wish to place 
a single obstacle in the path of obtaining a freer trade and less of this 
commercial restriction which characterizes the bill that is now before 
us; but I do wish to point out some inconsistencies and some of the 
difficulties that are to be met and encountered before the accomplish- 
ment can be had of the hopes that are back of these several amend- 
ments looking towards reciprocity. 

The amendment offered some five or six weeks ago by the Senato: 
from Maine [ Mr. HALE] was a measure looking to an almost absolute 
free trade of the western hemisphere. It provides in the most re- 
markable language, considering the source from which it emanates, 
that— 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized, without further leg- 
islation, to declare the ports of the United States tree and open to all en 
ucts of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which no export duties 
are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its ports, free 
of all national, provincial (State), municipal, and other taxes, flour, corn-mea), 
and other breadstuffs, preserved meats, fish, vegetables and fruits, cotton-seed 
oil, rice, and other provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, 
and all other articles of wood, agricultural im plements and machinery, mining 
and mechanical machinery, structural steel and iron, steel rails, locomotives, 
railway cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, or such other products 
of the United States as may be agreed upon. 

So, for a specific and definite list of articles that are to be admitted 
free from the United States all articles are to come into our ports from 
the other countries of this hemisphere untaxed and free from any duty 
whatever. That is the scope of the amendment to this bill offered by 
the Senator from Maine, and when asked whether the language used 
in the amendment, ‘‘ the products of any nation of the American hemi- 
sphere,’’ would apply to Cuba and Porto Rico, he promptly and can- 
didly said that that matter had not been brought to his attention before, 
but he had no doubt that could be brought in by a proper amendment 
as that was within the scope of the project which his amendment 
sought to achieve. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I do not like to repeat 
what I said yesterday, but no Senator need spend his time in dwelling 
upon the language of the amendment which I offered more than two 
months ago. It was, asdescribed by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
a skeleton amendment, such as are frequently offered, intending to 
raise the question of reciprocity. But I said more than once yesterday 
that I had no intention of antagonizing that with any amendment 
which went into detail and provided for certain articles. So as a prac- 
tical subject before the Senate no Senator need waste his strength upon 
the language of the amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not intend to waste any strength 
I hope I shall not expend it at all in discussing this amendment. 

I will say for the amendment that its meaning, the ambition that is 
lying all overit, is one that commends itself most cordially to my sym- 
pathy and to my desire for realization. I was not commenting upon 
what the Senator had said about acceding to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Rhode Island as coming from the committee, but | 
was calling attention to the very statesmanlike desire that is portrayed 
in this amendment. It is one of the features of this debate, perhaps: 
itis the most notable one, that after the bill had been patiently framed 
in the House, in which it must, under the Constitution, originate, com- 
ing from its Ways and Means Committee, being brought to this body, 
and being referred to the appropriate committee here, the Financ« 
Committee, scrutinized from the middle of May to the middle of June 


-by that able committee, laid before theSenate without material amend- 


ment, that then, and after all that, for the first time, when it had be- 
come apparent that all over the country there were notes of dissatis- 
faction and discontent being heard among the agricultural and indas- 
trial classes, it was met by a proposition like this, statesmanlike, I con- 
fess, and, if capable of realization, a proposition that would go a little 
way, perhaps, to mitigate or offset some of the burdens and inequalities 
and, if I may use the phrase without offense, the iniquities of this 
scheme of taxation. 

But, Mr. President, it must not go without comment, and will not 
go without comment, that here from the midst of the party who are 
responsible for this bill come these attempts to modify and mitigate 
the burdens that it imposes. We have passed at this very session of 
— —— both Houses, I believe, and it is now in conference, 
a subsidy bill, intended, as stated by its advocates, to subsidize men 
who engage in commerce, to hire ships to carry a commerce that this 
bill attempts to forbid, to engage in an enterprise which this bill is 
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meant to discourage by the declaration and confession of more than one 
of its friends upon that side. 

Yet we find now that alter this bill has been brought before the 
Senate, every line of which is upon the theory and in support of the 

licy that was declared the other day by the Senator from Oregon 

Mr. DoLPH] and by others upon that side previously, that we were 
to be a self-contained nation, that we were toachieve what the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] called that most blessed condition 
that could come to any people or to any nation, that it should be 
within its own four corners self-supporting and self-contained, that we 
wanted and needed no commercial intercourse or trade connection with 
the world abroad—we find that men and ships are to be hired to en- 
gage in a commerce that does not exist, and that something must be | 
done to break down at some point the barriers that are sought to he 
erected by this bill. 2 

Mr. President, of all these schemes, that proposed by the Senator trom 
Maine, if it is practicable and practical, is the most comprehensive, the | 
most statesmanlike, and will result in the greatest benefit to the peo- 
ple of this country. It proposes nothing more and nothibg !ess than 
an almost absolute free trade on this and throughout this whole hem- 
isphere, from the Arctic Ocean to Cape Horn. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Including Canada? 

Mr.GRAY. ItembracesCanada. Itis thishemisphere. I under- | 
stood the Senator from Maine to say that the scheme was intended to | 
mean all that its words apparently implied, and that if it was neces- | 
sary Cuba and Porto Rico, and I understood Canada, were to be brought 
within its terms. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He said otherwise as to Canada. 

Mr. HALE. I stated very clearly in answer to a direct question 
that it was never my intention that it should apply to Canada, be- 
cause the conditions are entirely distinct in Canada from what they 
are to the south; but it was intended to apply to all the nations and 
the dependencies—colonies, if you choose—of Central and South Amer- 
ica. 

Mr. GRAY. It applies to Mexico. 

Mr. HALE. It applies to Mexico, calling that a Central American 
state, but not to Canada. It never was intended to embrace Canada, 
because the conditions there are different. 

Mr. GRAY. IL aecept the correction, then. I did not so understand 
the Senator trom Maine. Itis only less compreheusive and less promis- 
ing and a little less statesmanlike than I supposed it was, because there 
can be no doubt in the mind of any one on this side of the Chamber, 
and there is less and less doubt among reflecting people every where 
without regard to political associations or predilections, that the most 
anomalous economic condition in this world now exists in regard to our 
trade relations with the people on our northern border separated by an 
imaginary line. As the Senator from Ohio said the other day, one is im- 
pressed by the overwhelming force of the facts themselves, that when 
you cross that line there is nothing to tell you that you bave gone into 
a foreign country. 

People of the same race, speaking the same language, engaged in the 
same occupations, under the same skies, meet your gaze there; and 
there is no reason except an arbitrary one, no reason except one that 
rests on some absolutely arbitrary provision of law, why the trade across | 
that border should not be as free and as unrestricted as it is between 
the State of Ohio and the State of Michigan upon its northern borders. 
If it is to the advantage of Wisconsin and Indiana to trade with Illinois, 
and Michigan with Ohio, then it is impossible to say that it would be 
disadvantageous for Michigan and Minnesota and Wisconsin to trade | 
with Manitoba or with the province of Ontario or that portion of Canada | 
lying nearest to those States. . 

How will you make the distinction? The people are of the same race. 
They both seek to trade for their own profit. Exchanges are made in | 
each individual instance because the parties on the one side or the other | 
believe that there will be a profit resulting, and when you restrain that 
natural liberty you are interfering with somebody making a profit and | 
doing a thing that is to his advantage. Solam sorry that the Senator 
from Maine should have felt compelled to exclude in this comprehensive 
and wise project of his, if it be capable of accomplishment, those people 
to the north of us. 

But in its shortened and curtailed proportions it is still a vast im- 
provement on present conditions. There is no reason in the world why 
we should not have a most profitable, natural, and advantageous trade 
connection with the peopleof Mexico. It will tend to the civilization of 
that country and it will immensely improve the opportunities and ad- | 
vantagesof the peopleinthis. It will bea growingandan improving con- 
nection all the time. Wealth, which is its immediate object, will not | 





be its greatest blessing. Civilization and peaceful intercourse and the | 
lifting up and the christianization of those who are beneath us in | 
civilization will be some of its most important incidental benefits. So, | 
as we proceed southward, if we are to turn our eyes in no other direc- | 
tion, we shall have sub modo a free trade and an unrestricted commerce, | 
if it be practicable to achieve under this amendment what the Senator | 
from Maine must have considered very carefully and believed in very | 
sincerely, because it has lain here for two months on the table of the | 


XXiI——601 





2601 


Senate and was taken up and supported by him in his able and inter- 


esting speech of yesterday. 

Mr. President, I want to point out to him, as one who is sincerely 
anxious to achieve what he must have intended to achieve by this 
amendment, some of the practical difficulties in the way of it. TheSen- 
ator from New York has dwelt upon one very important one, it seems 
to me, demonstrating the existence of an obstacle which I should be 


very glad to see removed, and to which I alluded the other day ina 
question that I put to the Senator from Maine during the progress of 


his speech on this subject, and that isthe obstacle that the favored-na- 


| tion clause in our treaties with Great Britain and other countries may 
present. It seems to me that that willin a largé measure interfere with 


the scheme as limited here. I hope not; I sincerely hope not; and J 
should be very glad to co-operate with the Senator from Maine and 


| Senators on that side and on this side in avoiding that difficulty or in 


seeing or feeling that it had been exaggerated. 
Mr. President, the Senator from Maine himself has dwelt upon this 
change of sentiment, that could not have escaped him, going on all 


| over this country. That change, let me say, though going on among 


thoseof his own party, is not a change at all among the party opposed 
to that which the Senator belongs, because it has been good Democratic 
doctrine these many years that we should seek to enlarge our trade, 
which, as Mr. Blaine, qaoting the younger Pitt, felicitously says, is 
an annexation of trade, and not an annexation of territory. But the 
Senator from Maine said what is very true 

There are plenty of men 

Says he— 
who were alarmed 

So there were, but they were on that side of the Chamber, so far as 
the Senate is concerned, and they were of the Republican party so far 
as the people are concerned— 

There are plenty of men who were alarmed at any suggestion of reciprocity 
with any people whatever, upon any articles whatever, who have become 
emancipated from that feeling, as the Senator must know, who are now fully 


and firmly of the belief that the time bas come when we should liberalize our 
trade and increase our commerce with those countries 


Now, I congratulate the Senator upon his having arrived, with his 
acute, enterprising mind, at that stage when he shall be a leader of 
those upon that side who are emancipated, as he wishes to see his fel- 
lows emancipated, from those outworn and old prejudices that have 
kept up legislating upon notions that are medieval and do not belong 
to the modern laws of trade and civilization. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator has made the statement that reciproc- 
ity was an old-time popular doctrine of the Democratic side of the 
Chamber or of the Democratic party; and it has occurred to me toask 
the Senator if the withdrawal by Mr. Cleveland of the Spanish reci- 
procity treaty is to be taken as an example of the popularity of that 
doctrine with his party. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Spanish reciprocity treaty, as 1 ree 
ollect, never was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
the Senate. It was withdrawn, it ig true, by Mr. Cleveland, because 
of its not having in it those provisions which would achieve advan- 
tageously to this country the reciprocity at which it aimed. I am not 
going into a discussion of its features now. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘The Senator will allow me to state that the Span- 
ish treaty, which I have here, simply made small reductions in the 


| rates of duty upon a great many articles which were to be exported 
| from this country to Cuba and Porto Rico, and did not make them 


free. 
Mr. SPOONER. It made a great many of them free. 
Mr. CARLISLE. It made some free, but a great many it did not. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It made by far the most important article of all 
free, and that is sugar. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Iam speaking now of articles which this count: 


| was to export to those countries. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon 

Mr. CARLISLE. While the Democratic party is in favor of reci- 
procity, as I understand it, it is reciprocity that reciprocates, and nota 
reciprocity that is all on one side. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say right here, while I do not wish to go into 
a controversy with the Senator from Delaware as to the statement hi 
has made that the form of reciprocity which I favor has been a favor 
ite Democratic doctrine, the treaty with Mexico came to wreck, it 
the Senator will bear in mind, not in a Republican Senate, but ina 
Democratic House. The very able report that was made by the then 
Representative from New York, Mr. Hewitt, reporting the legislation 


| necessary to carry that treaty into effect, he was not able to impress 


upon his party; but, as I have said before, the scheme came to nothing 
because of that, and there has never been a time, and the indication is 
now here in the Senate, that, when a serious project for reciprocity with 
peoples who do not compete with our labor is before this body or any 
other, the Democratic party, as represented by its leaders here in the 
Senate, will ‘rankly and plainly and squarely accept it. The Senator 
from Delaware himself indicates that—— 
Mr. GRAY. I have not very much time left. 
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Mr. HALE. The Senator from Delaware himself indicates not so 


much a spirit of assent as of criticism and fault-finding with it. 

Mr.GRAY. I have very little more tosay. I do not object to an 
interruption for a question, but I would rather the Senator would take 
his own time to make an argument. 

Mr. HALE. I will not interfere with the Senator again. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In response to what has been said by the Senator 
from Maine in regard to the treaty with Mexico and the necessary leg- 
islation to carry it into execution, I have this to say: The legislation 


was reported from the Committee on Ways and Means in the House of | 


Representatives adversely, it istrue, and went upon the Calendar, and 
was never reached for consideration, and therefore no one can say 
what would have been the result if it had been reached. 

Mr. HAL®. That was a Democratic House, was it not, presided 
over by the distinguished Senator who has just been speaking, and that 
was a Democratic committee ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It was, but the matter was never reached for con- 
sideration, and therefore no one knows what the result would have 
been. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly, that is one way of killing things, not to 
let them be considered, and that is what the Democratic House did. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In the great mass of legislation then pending 
there it was impossible to reach it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I rose to commend the Senator from 
Maine for the statesmanship of his proposition. I saw what he was 


aiming at, if we could trust the language ot his amendment which has | 


lain upon the table for more than two months, and which was taken up 
and read at the desk as the proposition offered by him yesterday and 
supported, asI supposed, in a speech, which was certainly an able and 
interesting one, and I wished to support, so faras I could in my own fee- 
ble way, that project; and if, in doing so, I sought to show that the 
party with which I have acted has never been at variance in its princi- 
= or platforms or policies with just such a project, | must hope that 
he will not take offense and consider that I have said anything that is 
displeasing to him, unless it be displeasing to have the support of the 
Democratic party. 


i hope, as I said before, that this project pay be capable of accom- | 


plishment; and while I have had my mind diverted to the matter of 
what was done by Mr. Cleveland’s Administration in regard to reci- 
procity in this whole matter of our relations with Canada, which Iam 
very sorry the Senator has not seen fit, for the reasons I have stated, 
to include within the proposition which he has made to the Senate, 
he certainly will remember that in the first year of Mr. Cleveland’s 
Administration, when the treaty of 1871 had expired, I think in March 
of that year, 1885; we found ourselves confronting a fishing season 
without the provisions of that treaty to regulate the fishermen on both 
sides, and, looking forward to possible collisions and confusion in those 


northeastern waters, you recollect that Mr. Cleveland sent to the Con- | 


gress of the United States and to the Senate his proposition that there 
should beappointed a commission to take into consideration, not only 
the matter of the fisheries, but also, to quote the language in his mes- 
sage— 


The fishing interests being intimately related to other general questions de- 
pendent upon contiguity and intercourse, consideration thereof, in all their 


equities, mizht also properly come within the purview of such a commission, | 


and the fullest latitude of expression on both sides should be permitted. 


Surely it is not forgotten with what haste, and with what a display 
of indignation almost, that proposition of Mr. Cleveland was rejected 
by this Senate and by a party vote of this Senate, the same party con- 
trolling the Senate then that now controlsit. There wasa proposition 
that looked in the direction of the one which has been proposed now 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in the amendment which 
I can not now lay my hands upon, but in which he proposes, and I 
think wisely proposes, that, if nothing else was done, there should be 
a commission appointed by the President of the United States, sanc- 
tioned by this body and by the other House of Congress, who shall 
take into their consideration the whole matter of the commercial rela- 
tions between these two countries, and see what could be done to bring 
About a more natural and rational state of things between the people 
who live on one side of the line and those who live upon the other. 

It was looking in just that direction that this proposition of Mr. 
Cleveland was sent to the Senate, and it was rejected, and indignantly 
rejected, without that grace, it seems to me, which was becoming on 
the part of the Senate towards the Executive in a matter of that im- 
portance. So there we were antagonized again, when we sought to 


bring about a reciprocity that had once existed, negotiated under a | 


Democratic Administration in 1854 and carrying us without friction 
through the period of the civil war till it was abrogated in 1865. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Does 
he assume that we are to adopt all these reciprocity amendments and 


‘ that they are to become a part of the bill ? 


Mr. GRAY. Oh, no. I only want to say that there is nothing to 
prevent am Seannenets party, and I am glad that there is nothing to 
prevent the Democratic party, acceding to any proposition that promises 
to bring about or realize what is sought by these various amendments. 
Whether it may be done or not is another question, which, perhaps, the 
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Senator from Colorado and I, if we had the time, might debate to the 
advantage of ourselves and the project. 

In passing, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
during that period of reciprocity, in the thirteen years from 1854 to 
1865 or 1866 of the continuance of the reciprocity treaty— 

The British provinces, according to their official returns, purchased from us 
articles valued at over $59,500,000 in gold and we bought from them $197,000, - 
600, thus making an international traffic of nearly $556,500,000 on a gold valua- 
tion. 

That is taken from the reply of Mr. Manning to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of December 14, 1886. 

Mr. TELLER. Do you know what we bought ’? 

Mr. GRAY. It is stated here that they— 
purchased from us articles valued at over $359,500,000 in gold and we bought 
from them $197 000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Does that show the class of goods bought and sold 
in the transactions? 

Mr. GRAY. Not here; but there is a table that I will refer to which 
| does show. Mr. Manning goes on to say: 

I can but think that if that treaty of 1854 had remained in force till this day 
the two peoples—divided by a boundary line which can only with difficulty be 
discerned, from the Arctic Ocean to the Pacific, from the Pacificto Lake Superior, 
and from Lake Ontario to the Atlantic—would now be one people, at least for 
all purposes of production, trade, and business. 

Mr. President, to return to the matter of the amendment of the Sen 
ator from Maine, so broad in its scope and meaning so well and intend- 
ing so well, let us see what are some of the obstacles in the path of the 
| accomplishment of what is there aimed at. I have already alluded to 
| the favored-nations clause, which may be encountered and which will 

have to be dealt with. Now, there is another matter, though, if he is 

to limit the seope of this treaty to the nations south of us, and espe- 
cially to those in South America, that it is well to consider, and that 
| especially applies to the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode 

Island [Mr, ALDRICH], and it is this: That, in seeking an outlet for 

agricultural products aud that being one of the particular ends in view 

by those who offer these amendments—although I confess that it would 
be a great thing to have the productions of our manufacturers also have 
| a market provided for them, but it being intended principally to aid 
| the agriculturists by making a larger market for their flour and their 
| beef—let me call attention to the fact that in these South American 
| States, in the Argentine Republic and in other of those countries, we 
are having developed perhaps the most formidable rivals to the agri- 
| cultural productions of this country anywhere in the world. The ag- 
| rieultural productions of the Argentine Republic and of Latin America 
| generally are set forth in a report we have upon our desks, sent to us at 
this session from Mr. William Eleroy Curtis on behalf, I believe, of 
the State Department, at least acting under its authority, hecause it 
| is transmitted to us by the Secretary of State, in which it is said that: 

The exports are raw materials, the natural or cultivated products of the 
several countries; and the imports are manufactured articles from Europe and 
the United States, the results of mechanical industry. Wherever there are 
manufactories, as in Mexico, Guatemala, Chili, and Brazil, the local demand is 
invariably in excess of the product, and the Soperting merchants are called 
| upon to supply the deficiency. But the mecbanical industries are s0 meager 

and their output so smal! that they searcely enter into trade calculations, and 
| add bat an atom to the wealth and commerce of the countries. A few steamers 


| would carry the entire annual product of the factories of the two continents ; 
and the increase is so small as to offer no competition to foreign producers. 


BREADSTUFFS AN EXCEPTION. 

An exception should be noted, however, in the item of breadstuffs. Chili 
has already driven the flour of the United States off the west coast of South 
America, and now ‘ies Peru, Eeuador, and Bolivia. The California millers 
are also beginning to feel the competition of Chill at Panama and along the 
west coast of Central America, and unless cheaper freightsare offered from San 
Franciseo southward we shall lose a large and lucrative market. 

The Argentine Republic wasan importer of breadstuffs afew years since, but 
the agricultural development df the pampas is so rapid and extensive that the 
present product not on ues the local demand, but furnishes an annua! 
surplus, valued at $14,000,000, for export. The same is true of Uruguay, which 
See SE eS 
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will deprive the United States of the greater portion of its flour market in the 
a Indies and South America and will enterinte active competition with us 
in Europe. 

I want to point out tothe Senate and to those who are considering 
| the matter of this reciprocity that there is very little of hope to be 
held out to out farmers in reciprocity in that direction, very little op- 
portunity for the marketing of their products in any of these countries 
of South America; that they, from their situation, climate, and soil, 
and theeonditions surrounding them, are becoming every year moreand 
more formidable as rivals of the United States in all tural pro- 
ductions, and that it is in the direction of manufactured ——— that 
we must hope to gain a larger market in thatdirection, I confess that 
that is an enterprise worthy of statesmen, and one with which I moet 
heartily sympathize, and itis for manufactured products principally 
that we will gain this market as a relief to the overproduction of the 
manufactures of the United States, 

As surely as the sun will shine to-morrow, when we have adopted 
these measures of limited reciprocity, that larger reciprocity will come, 
that will make an outlet and market larger, more and more 
valuable many-fold to the farmers of the United I mean the 
markets that would be made for them among the teeming populations 
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gooner or later, these restrictions and barriers will be thrown down in 
the commerce between the nations, and it is in that direction that the 


farmers must look for hope and for relief from their present distressed | 


condition. 


Mr. President, there are some notions that we must get rid of before | 


we can accomplish and intelligently consider achievements like these 
which widen our trade by rational and wise reciprocal relations estab- 
lished by law or by treaty. It will not do to look upon our trade, as 
Mr. Blaine has said that it must be considered as it at present exists, 
as a loss to the United States. He says in a late speech made by him 
concerning our trade relations with Cuba and with South America, 
that the balance of the trade has been against us, that is, that the cus- 


tom-house shows that we, have imported from those countries a great | 


deal more than we exported to them. For instance, he says that, the 
balance of trade between us and Cuba being $41,000,000, that is the 
value of the commodities imported from Cuba, as shown in the books 
of the custom-house, exceeding the value of those exported by that 
amount. 

We lost $41,000,000 in Cuba, from which our imports were $52,000,000 and to 


which our exports were only $11,000,000. Forty-one millions is a pretty large | 


sum to lose in one island in a single year. 


There are a great many people who seem to share in that strange 
delusion that the difference between imports and exports as shown by 
the custom-house books measures a money loss as to the people, and 
yet we know that it is notso. We could not stand the loss of $41,- 
000,000 a year to Cuba. There is a confusion of ideas resulting from 
the common use of language, which has grown up among a certain 
class of economists. Although the balance-of-trade theory seems to 
have been exploded long ago, it still lingers in our politics, and still is 
found in popular discussion. This nation does not deal with any other 
nation in its corporate capacity. The United States as a unit does not 
trade with England or Brazil, but the people ot the United States, here 
and there, will, if they are allowed, establish trade relations with peo- 
ple in those countries, and they will establish them just as the people 
in Connecticut will establish trade relations with people in Massachu- 
setis when they find it to their profit and advantage to do so, and no 
longer. 

There is no trade, whether free or over a high protective wall, that 
ever takes place ualess it is to the profit of those who engage init, and 
there can be no distinction in reason orin philosophy between the trad- 
ing that takes place and the commercial interchanges that take place 
between the people east of the Mississippi and the people west of the 
Mississippi, and with the people of this country, where they may find it 
profitable to do so, with those who live in England or in Brazil or in 
Cuba. The transaction is precisely the sameineach case. The people 
who engage in that trade find it profitable to do so, and the balance is 
always made somewhere, and more often than not it happens that those 
whose imports are the largest are the gainers, just as a man who buys 
a return cargo in exchange for what he has sent out expects the value 
of that return cargo, if he has madea profitable commercial venture, to 
be larger than the one sent out; his import is larger than his export, 
and by that token you say he has lost just the difference between 
the two. 

That method of considering trade relations between two countries 
80 violates all the well settled laws of political economy and trade and 
barter between individuals that I thought it worth while, as long as it 
seemed to have the potent sanction of so high an authority as the Sec- 
retary of State, to call the attention of the Senate to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of half past 50’clock hav- 


ing arrived, the Senate, in pursuance of previous order, takes a recess 
until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, when the hour for taking the recess ar- 
rived I was about concluding the remarks I was in the process of mak- 


ing, and I shall consume only a tew moments of the time of the Senate 
in what I now have to say. 


I was alluding to the strange confusion of ideas that was so common | 
in economic discussions in this country, arising largely from the use | 
of Janguage that conveys a false idea of the state of things that is | 


meant to be depicted when we say that the balance of trade is against 
us. When so distinguished and experienced a statesman as the Secre- 
tary of State, in his recent address in his own State, said the balance 
of trade was against us with Cuba, that the country had lost $41,000,- 
000 a year for several years, I thought it was necessary to at least call 
attention to the fallacy that was lurking inthat form of expression, and 
tosay, what I have no doubt every one understands as well as I, if they 


of England and the continent of Europe. It is in that direction that, | cargoes or consignments of goods at a certain value and bring back 


in return other cargoes and other consignments that are more valuable. 
If you merely went by custom-house valuation the balance of trade 
| would be against the merchant every time, although in a venture of 


that kind he would always make profit, and he could not make a profit 


unless the return cargo was more valuable than the outgoing, and yet 
| the balance of trade, according tocustom-house figures, would be against 
| him. 
But there are other modes than this, and in addition to thi , by which 
this so-called balance of trade can be accounted for The $41,000,000 
with Cuba, the difference between the valuations entered at the custom- 


house between those coming inand those going out from thiscountrv to 
Cuba, is paid for, so far as the trade on the one hand does not balance the 
other andis notaccounted for by the profits, by drafts drawn on London 
as a general thing, drawn upon the proceeds of our agricultural products 
largely, that have been shipped from this country and have given us 
a credit there. So, after all, the thing works around, as the Senato: 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] very properly stated the other day, 
and in the long run and in the adjustment of these transactions there 
is no loss. 


if the transactions of ecommerce are conducted with reasonable care 
and judgment there isa profiton both sides. There is a profit whethe: 
there is a tariff or whether there is free trade every time there is a 
sound commercial transaction, aud wherever there is a profit there will 
be a trade of that kind, whether there be free trade or whether ther 
be protection. It does not make any difference. We never stop to 
think whether the balance of trade as between Massachusetts or the 
. people who live on the Atlantic coast and those who live on the Pacific 
Slope is against them or in their favor. We never hear any discussion 
in the papers or anywhere see any notes of alarm sounded as to whethe 
the so-called balance of trade between the cis- Mississippi and the trans 
Mississippi is one way or the other. There is absolutely no difference 
in principle, and can be no difference in principle, in a commercial 
transaction, whether the parties to it be separated by 3,000 miles of sea 
or by the 3,000 miles of prairie, plain, and mountain that separate the 
Atlantic from the Pacific seaboard. 

But, Mr. President, when we shall have advanced further in the di- 
rection in which these amendments point, we will have laid aside all 
these prejudices and weights that now beset us and will be ready to 
run the race of prosperity with a speed, and with a strength, and with 
a success that we have never heretofore attained. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpH] last evening in the remarks 
tliat he made to the Senate read at great length an account from a r 
port made by a commission appointed by the Dominion Governmen 
to investigate the resources of the Mackenzie Basin, and a most ama 
ing state of things appeared from that report: that the Mackenzie Basin 
contained 600,000 square miles of territory, I think—I am quotin 
from memory—that was susceptible of cultivation in wheat, in grazing, 
and in the cultivation of potatoes, an area that is equal to the States 
of North and South Dakota and Wyoming and Idaho and Washing 
ton, and I can not now stop, only from memory, to go further in making 
a comparison so as to bring before the mind the immensity of the ter- 
ritory comprised in that basin. 

It isamazing. But the Senator from Oregon seems to have quoted 
from that report, strange as it may appear, for the purpose of impress 
ing upon the American people that there was danger in some way to 
their prosperity because of the fact that this fertile region lay to thelr 
north susceptible of sustaining a population so vast and of making r 
turns of agricultural food products so enormous and immense as he 
stated. 

Mr. President, that is strange economics. We would have to infe: 
from the position and tone taken by the honorable Senator from Oregon 
that the people of the United States would be better oft if to the north 
of their northern boundary there was nothing but a frozen zone, and 
that our condition would be safer, our prosperity more assured, if we 
had north of the lakes and north of the Canadian boundary nothing but 
an uninhabited and uninhabitabie region. 

Now, that can not be true. We are directly benefited by the re 
sources of that country. We shall be directly benefited by every in 
crease of wealth and prosperity that can come to neighbors such as 
those, especially men of our own race and blood, speaking our own lan 
guage, governed by the same laws, and sharing in the samecivilization. 
; But no matter whether that even be so or not, whether to the north 
| or to the south of us, our condition can but be improved by every in- 
crease of wealth and prosperity that comes to those who are so nearly 
associated to us by mere territorial propinquity. 

The amendment offered by the Senater from Maine, which I have 
before characterized as aiming at a result certainly most desirable and 
oue that ought to commend itself to a broad statesmanship and to a 
| sound public policy, even as curtailed by the explanation of the Sen- 
| ator given this evening, whereby he cuts off all the people north of 
| the Canadian line from the benefits thatare to be derived from it, and 
cuts off the people of the United States from the benefits of reciprocal 
trade with people so civilized and so enterprising—notwithstanding 





‘will think a moment, that there is no loss to this country when the | that, it does open up still the hope of a real and substantial loosening of 
the bonds that now restrict our trade to the south of us, that with 


people who trade here with people who are abroad happen to send out 
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Mexico, the Central American States, Brazil, the Argentine Republic, 
and the States of Sonth America. There is to be cultivated and encour- 
aged and invited, so far as our legislation can invite it, a commerce re- 
ciprocal, wealth-giving, improving, and in every way beneficial to the | 
people of this country. 

Mr. President, one of the effectsand one of the beneficial effects will 
be, and I have not heard any criticism as to its scope in that direction, 
that under it free wool will come trom the South American States. 
The carpet wools and those coarser wools that are imported in such large 
quantities and enter into so important a branch of our manufactures 
will, under this amendment as it is phrased, come in free. That will 
inake necessary a readjustment of our tariffupon wool. It will compel, 
if we have free wool irom that portion of the world, some lowering of 
the duties if not an absolute placing of wool upon the free-list, no mat- 
ter from what country it comes, and then down must come the duties 
that have been piled so high in the McKinley bill upon woolen fabrics 
and woolen manulactures, 

This is one of the beneficent results that must come from the carry- 
ing out of a proposition so broad and comprehensive as this. In this 
country the manufacturing and the agricultural people as well will 
learn that no greater blessing has come to them from legislation than 
from this opening in the tariff wall that has given them this bit of free 
and reciprocal trade with their fellow-men to the south of them. 

If that amendment can be steered clear of the shoals and dangers 
that beset it through the favored-nation clause of our treaty, then I 
am of the belief that there is little else that would prevent its becom- 
ing what it was intended to be, a piece of broad and practical legisla- 
tion intended to meet the difficulties that have been created bv this 
high protective tariff that has at last reached a point from which sen- 
sible people all through the country, both in the Senate and out of it, 
are recoiling. 

But, Mr. President, there is another amendment here that comes 
from the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and presumably 
from the Finance Committee. This amendment, coming alongside of 
the other, deserves a moment's attention, and I shall not detain the 
Senate long in what I have to say about it. 7 

Reciprocity, if we are to have it, must uot be niggard or mean or re- 
strictive. You can not peddle out a meager reciprocity between this 
country and one or more countries with whom we are in friendly re- 
lations. You can not, so as to produce the benefits that are aimed at, 
seek to restrict within very narrow limits the scope of a reciprocity 
that is to be beneficial both to this country and to those with whom 
we seek trade relations. 

This amendment, coming from the Committee on Finance, states— 

That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides— 

Those five articles— 
provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade with 
countries producing these articles 

I only stop for a moment in passing to say that that is not a histor- 
ical fact. ‘Those exemptions were not made for the purpose or with a 
view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing these articles. 
If they were, the McKinley bill as it came from the other House and 
as it came from the Finance Committee utterly belies the statement. 
That bill was framed as a completed measure of tariff taxation, passed 
the House, was passed upon by the Finance Committee, and laid before 
the Senate before any declaration of this kind was ever suggested. It 
was only after it had been discussed many weeks that this proposition 
is made by the committee. 

So it is not true historicaliy that these exemptions from duty in the 
bill are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade with the countries 
producing these articles, but it is an afterthought, an afterthought 
compelled by the condition of things which obtains in this country 
and the growing public sentiment against the bill as itis, aud from the 
necessity which was apparent to thoughtful and broad minds that 
something must be done to commend this bill to the people. It is 
hardly fair or right to say that provisions which were made in the bill 
as a part ofa completed whole were made for a purpose and witha 
view that are utterly ignored in the bill itself. However, that is a 
mere criticism upon that statement which might have been left out. 
Now, the amendment goes on: 


And for this purpose, on and after the Ist day of July, 1891, whenever, and so 
often as the President shal! be satisfied that the Government of any country 
producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw and un- 
cured, or any of such articles, imposes duties or other exactions upon the agri- 
cultural or other products of the Jnited States, which in view of the free intro- 
duction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States he 
may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the power 
and it shall be his duty to suspend, by proclamation to thateffect, the provisions 
of this act relating to the free Introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, 
and hides, the production of such country, for such time as he shall deem just, 
and in such case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, 
and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the product of or exported 
from such designated country, as follows, namely. 


That is, there is a discretion to be reposed by this amendment in the 
President of the United States, when he deems that the trade relations 
between this country and any other country are reciprocally unequal 
and unjust, to take from the free-list these articles and impose the 
cuties that are set forth in this amendment. 

Now, Mr. President, without attempting to be technical at all as to 
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the right of the Congress of the United States to delegate this legis- 
lative power to the executive branch of the Government, about which 
a great deal can be said—and I do think it is inimical to that principle 
which forbids the legislative power to be delegated to the executive 
or to any other branch of the Government—it remains nevertheless to 
be said that such a discretion reposed in the President of the United 
States is a most unprecedented and dangerous one. It arms him with 
the power, unrestrained by any rule laid down by law, unrestrained 
by any fact to be ascertained by him, unrestrained by any conditions 
prescribed beforehand, to say when, in his opinion, such relations are 
reciprocally unequal and unjust, that these duties shall be imposed on 
this large and important class of articles that are the raw material 
some of them of our most important and flourishing manufactures. 

What are the men who make leather, what are the manufacturers 
who use hides for their raw material, the morocco men, to say, when 
they are making their contracts for the future, when they are laying 
out their business for the year, if they are told that at any time the 
President in his discretion may lay a tax of 2 cents a pound on this ab- 
solutely necessary and indispensable raw material of their industry ? 
It would disarrange and confuse all the businesses that are dependent 
upon that raw material, the morocco business, the leather business, 
the shoe business, the harness business, and all into which hides ente: 
as a raw material. 

Sir, the danger, the impolicy of such a commitial of power to the 
President seems to me to be so enormous and so amazing that it has 
but to be stated to be rejected. We can never place in the bands of 
any President, no matter how wise he may be, no matter how broad 
we may consider his statesmanship, whether he be in favor of protec- 
tion or of free trade, a power so enormous as this, that he can place his 
hand upon the industries of this country and say whether they shall 
bear this tax burden or that tax burden, whether they shall be mulcted 
in thousands of dollars or millions of dollars, or shall be exempt en- 
tirely from the duty and tax prescribed by this act. It is a serious 
danger and one which I do not think I have at all exaggerated in char- 
acterizing it as I have done. 

That would be a sufficient objection, it seems to me, to this amend- 
ment as introduced from the Finance Committee, differing very much 
from the amendment introduced by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
I{ALE], to which I have alluded, in which there is no power to impose 
a duty; thereis only the power to declare that certain articlesshafl come 
in exempt from tax or duty or other charge when certain facts are ascer- 
tained by the President. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate longer in these closing hours of 
this debate in discussing general principles. There has been a great 
deal said about the tariff being revised by its friends and not by its en- 
emies, and we have waited these twenty months and more while we 
might see what was to be the outcome of a revision of the tariff by its 
so-called friends, and we are now face to face with the result; we are 
face to face with the fact that many of its so-called triends are révolt- 
ing at the propositions of this McKinley bill, that they can not follow 
longer those high-protective fanatics who are leading them on to such 
desperate lengths in this measure of taxation of the many for the bene- 
fit of the few. 

The people are commencing here in this Senate—men who are bigger 
than their parties, men who are broader than the prejudices that bind 
them to a partisan organization—to believe and realize that that pre- 
sumption of freedom which obtains as to all other human relations in 
civilized lands, is not to be denied to commercial intercourse and to 
commercial exchanges; that the presumption is in favor of their frec- 
dom, and the burden is upon those who seek to restrict to show why 
the restrictions should be made. 

There may be reasons why a partial restriction should be made. The 
levying of a revenue, the protection of vested interests, which no pa- 
triotie free-trader, if you please, would seek to disturb or destroy in 
order that we might get back to a theoretically sound economic con- 
dition, requires the imposition of a certain amount of duties. It isa 
fact that many industries in this country have been built up upon the 
faith of governmental protection and governmental subvention and aid, 
and no one who thinks as I do, no one who is in favor of a tariff for rev- 
enue and of reform in these matters, would think of striking down 
those industries or withdrawing from them violently or unreasonably 
the hand that sustains them. 

But it is one thing to occupy that conservative attitude toward these 
protected industries, turning our faces all the while in what we con- 
sider the right direction, towards greater freedom of trade, towards the 
loosening of the bonds that bind the intercourse of men, towards fewer 
restrictions and not towards an increase of them, and another to support 
that policy which keeps its face always turned towards a greater aud 
greater restriction, towards building higher and higher this tariff wall, 
and shutting our eyes to all that lies outside of it—a policy that must 
be founded upon the theory, if there is anything in it, that the world 
is tuo large, and that we should be better off if the oceans that wash 
the eastern and western shores of this continent should bound all the 
world for us, and that all outside of it were a waste of waters and no 
civilized man found habitation elsewhere than within the confines of 
our own Republic. 
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That is the theory, that is the policy, and that is the proposition to 
which the high-tariff policy makes necessary that we should subscribe, 
and is the inevitable result of its logic. We do not believe the world 
is too large. We believe that only benefit and blessings can come trom 
intercourse with the thousand millions of people who inhabit it. We 
believe that we are better and stronger for the fact that we are not the 
only nation in the world; that the blessings of civilization, of religion, 
and of society are all greater and stronger and more beneficent from 
the fact that they are expansive and are communicable to the nations 
of the world with whom we can have a profitable commercial inter- 
course. 

So then, Mr. President, the policy of the subsidy bill, which has 
passed both Houses, to hire ships to carry our flag on the ocean and en- 
gage in commerce, is opposed by this bill before us, which seeks to re- 
strict and destroy commerce. The third stepin the paradox is that of 
these amendments, looking to reciprocal trade to break down the bar- 
riers of the tariff wallso as to let usoutto the sea, in order that we may 
again seek the golden argosies and the riches that lie waiting for those 
who will sensibly and with courage and judgment pursue them. 

Therefore I hail, Mr. President, with pleasure the introduction ot 
these amendments—all of them—the amendment offered by the Sena- 


tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] looking to the appointment of a com- | 


mission to consider our relations with Canada, and especially the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to make free trade in 
this hemisphere. I hail them as harbingers of a better day, of a less 
prejudiced and a less narrow view of the duties and opportunities that 
lie before this country. I believe it is the turning of the tide; that 
high-protection fanaticism has reached its high-water mark in this 
McKinley bili, and that henceforth the tide will recede and uncover 
to our gaze many blessings to our country and to our people. There- 
fore, I shall support in some form some of these amendments if they 
are made practical and practicable. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President, I did not intend to discuss the tariff 
question proper when [asked the floorthisafternoon. lintended tocon- 
fine myself to this reciprocity question alone, but the remarkable speech 
made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] leads me to re- 
mark that our opinions are subject to mutations regarding this ques- 
tion and in some cases are so strange as to deserve attention. In a 
speech delivered in this body a few weeks ago the Senator said, and he 
has repeated the same thing in substance to-day: 

The very house in which the farmer lives is a monument to unnecessary, un- 
just, vicious, wicked, and criminal taxation. His barn is the same. There is 
not an inch of lumber, or a single nail, or apane of glassin either of them which 
has not cost the farmer an average tax of more than 50 per cent., paid, not to 
the Government, but as a naked sabsidy to the manufacturers of lumber, iron, 
and glass. His table, spread with dishes and with his daily food, is an altar 
to taxation, on which he sacrifices three times a day to the unholy god of Mam- 
mon now controlling the councils of the nation and devouring the enforced offer- 
ings of unpaid labor. 

That is a sad picture, Mr. President, ‘and yet I find that on the 17th 
of January, 1883, and days following the discussion and vote upon the 
tariff bill in this Chamber, the Senator from Indiana voted against the 
reduction of the tariff on the very articles which are enumerated in 
this extract. 

He explained his action in a general way the other day by saying, 
in substance, that he tried to give fair protection to American manu- 
facturers, but their greed restrained him; and yet, Mr. President, since 
he gave that vote and others like it iu this Chamber every article 
mentioned by him which I have examined has decreased in price from 
10 to 50 per cent. 

On January 17, 1883, Mr. Beck proposed to strike out 55 per cent., 
the duty proposed by the Senate committee on china, porcelain, parian, 
and bisque ware, plain white, and not ornamented or decorated in any 
manner, and insert 50 per cent. He did this, he said, because this 
ware was used largely by all the people of the United States, and it was 
unfair to increase the duty on this ware and crockeryware generally. 
In the vote which succeeded Mr. VOORHEES is recorded among the nays 
(page 1283). 

On tableware generally Mr. Beck again moved to strike ont 55 and 
insert 50, and Mr. VooRHEEs voted against it. Then on china, porce- 
lain, parian, and bisque ware, plain white, and not ornamented or deco- 
rated in any manner, the Senator from Kentucky moved to strike out 
55 and insert 45, and again Mr. VOORHEES voted ‘‘no.”’ 

On the same day, on the proposition made by Mr. VANCE to make the 
duty 25 per cent. instead of 50 per cent. on earthen, stone, and crockery 
ware, white, glazed, edged, printed, painted, dipped, or cream-colored 
ware, Mr. VOORHEES again voted ‘‘no.”’ 

Again, Mr. Beck moved to strike out 50 and insert 40 per cent. ad 
valorem as the rate of taxation upon another large line of ware, used, 
as he declared, by the common people or the poor classes of the country, 
and in doing so he took occasion to remark, in substantially the same 

as that used by the Senator from Indiana a few days ago in 
speaking of the sume subject, that the farmers and other men of mod- 
erate means in the country were taxed to support the bloated manu- 
facturers who were en, én making this ware. 

And one of his tes declared as follows: 


Out of whose pockets is the money taken to protect the laborer? The very item 
we are acting upon now is the poorest class of crockery-ware, the cheapest 
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class of crockery-ware ,a ware which is used by the negroes o {the South, which 
is used by the poor people throughout the whole couutry, which is used by the 
laboring people of the country; the theory is that we have got to take part of 
the hard earnings of these people who work day by day for their living, who 
work by day’s labor to make the money to feed their families, in order to pro- 
tectsome other labor. Where is there honesty or justice in taking the money 


out of the pockets of the people of your state, Mr. President, to put it into the 
pockets of any body else? 


And yet, notwithstanding this eloquence, Mr. VoorHEES voted ‘‘no.”’ 
(Page 1286. ) 

But the Senator went furtherthan this. On the 30th of January the 
Senator from Mississippi moved tu strike out 25 per cent. ad valorem 
as the duty on all tools of mechanics ‘‘suited for use of manual labor ’’ 
and insert 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

If the theory which the Senator from Indiana now adopts is the true 
one, here was a place where the labor of the country could have been 
greatly relieved, for certainly it is very desirable to cheapen the imple- 
ments with which men earn their daily bread, butsurprisingas it may 
seem, when viewed in the light of his recent speech, the Senator from 
Indiana again voted ‘‘no.’ 

I take it from this, Mr. President, that he was particularly concerned 
at that time, as he is now, about the welfare of the farmer, for he comes 
from an agricultural State and from a people who have frequently ex- 
pressed their confidence in his judgment and his fidelity to their in- 
terests, and yet he pursued a course at that time directly antagonistic 
to that which he announces now to be the only patriotic action which 
a Senator can pursue. On the same day Mr. Beck moved to reduce 
the tariff on certain articles of glassware 5 percent. The Senator from 
Indiana voted ‘‘no.’’ Pages of this same REcorD follow proposing 
this reduction and that reduction on various articles, in all instances 
of which, so far as I have examined, the Senator from Indiana voted 
‘‘no.’’ Finally a vote came upon common window-glass, and on this 
subject the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] grew eloquent, 
as he always is, over the wrongs of the poor men who are compelled 
to pay a tax equal toa hundred per cent. or more upon the common 
glass which adorns their little cabins. He spoke in much the samo 
strain as that followed by the eloquent Senator from Indiana in the 
three speeches which he has delivered upon this subject during the 
present session, and he called the particular attention of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana to the wrong which was being perpetrated upon the 
poor people of the land because of this tax. ‘The Senator in replying 
showed conclusively that the duty which it was proposed to levy at 
that time, and which, by the way, is the same as is provided in the 
pending bill, was not a tax, but that by just this system of protection 
the glass which was used by the poorer classes had been reduced in 
price since the establishment of the manufactures in this country to 
such a degree as to be a positive relief to every man of humble means; 
and, standing up manfully for what he believed to be right, against 
the denunciations of his associates upon this floor, the Senator again 
conscientiously and consistently voted ‘‘no.”’ 

But, Mr. President, there follows a little history from the Recorp 
that is stranger even than this. 

The Senator from Mississippi on the same day offered an amend- 
ment to the pending bill reducing the tariff on agricultural imple- 
ments from 25 to 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

These are the implements which the farmer uses, These are the im- 
plements about which a hue and cry has been raised by every free- 
trader in the Northwest. For the last dozen of years the farmer has 
been told that he had to pay a tax upon his plows, his harrows, his 
reapers, his mowers, and indeed every article used in the farming in- 
dustry, and much indignation has been expressed that this state of 
things should exist. 

The Senator himself has aroused a good deal of that indignation by 
just such speeches as he made herea few weekssince and has made to-day. 

And yet, astounding as it may seem, when he had the opportunity 


-to reduce the tariff—the so-called tax upon these implements which 


the farmer uses—he voted ‘‘no,’’ as will be seen by reference to page 
1785 of the same volume heretofore referred to. And the Senator in 
defense of his position went on to quote from that ‘‘ eminent doctrinaire 
and voluminous pamphleteer,’’ Hon. David A. Wells, but he quoted 
from him, as he said, ‘‘ before his conclusions were modified by consid- 
erations of personal interest.’’ He went, as he said, ‘‘to the pure 
fountain of his [Mr. Wells’s] unbiased judgment rather than to the 
stream after it had become tawny and discolored by foreign admixture.’’ 
** His early utterances,’’ says the Senator, ‘‘ did not go to the refiner 
for manipulation, I quote his opinions when Commissioner of Ipter- 
nal Revenue, a sworn officer of the United States, and when, we may 
fairly presume, he would have spurned a pecuniary inducement to enun- 
ciate views in behalf of a particular interest.’’ 

And this, among other things, is what the Senator quoted from Mr. 
Wells: 


All experience tends to establish the fact that, objectionable as may be in 
many respects a high tariff, we have thus far been unable to devise any other 
system of taxation which brings to itself so much of certainty in its results and 
equality in its apportionments, 


Mr. President, how does this extract sound in contrast with the opin- 
ions advanced by the Senator to-day? Shall I apply the words used 
by him toward Mr. Wells to the Senator himself, and say, ‘‘I go to 
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the fountain of bis unbiased judgment rather than to the stream after 
it has become tawny and discolored by foreign admixture?’’ 

‘The Senator defended through many eloquent pages the proposition 
to maintain the tariffon the sugar industry of Louisiana, and, in oppos- 
ing any reduction, said that the proposition was not his idea of pro- 
tecting American industry. ‘‘It is not just,’”’ said he; “‘it is not leg- 
islating for the general welfare thus to single out this special industry 
for ruin, to curse Louisiana while our hands are raised in blessing for 
all other sections,’’ 

Blessings then, Mr. President; robbery now. 

And yet, after this record, I find the Senator from Indiana opening 
his speech of the 22d of July, upon this subject, as follows: 


The committee-rooms in this Capitol where it (this bill] was conceived and 
brought forth were besieged by emissaries of hoary, bloated, and experienced 
avarice, each striving to so shape and fashion the forthcoming financial mon- 
ster as to give it increased strength for the enrichment of special interests. 
Every claw with which it was to tear the fruits of labor from the farmer and 
every tooth with which it was to rend and crush his substance were carefully 
inspected in the lobbies and found to be sound and reliable. 

And again: 

The robber barons of this country do not belong to so refined a type of pre- 
daceous chevaliers, They plunder the poor asa matter of choice. It is said 
that the poor have few friends and make no new ones. They can make but lit- 
tle noise in the world. They have no newspapers, and their sighs and groans 
die away unheard, and their tears fall unseen around their humble hearth- 
stones, Their very helplessness invites the horrible oppression contained for 
them in this bill. 


Mr. President, I listened to these remarks sometimes with surprise, 
always with regret. Is there any condition of affairs in this land which 
justifies that picture? Can any party exigency, however great, make 
such a statement excusable? Sir, the passions of men are easily in- 
flamed. We are all too ready to attribute our failures, our shortcom- 
ings, our lack of success, to the misconduct of others. If there isa 

lace on earth where merit has an opportunity or genius, fidelity, and 
industry secure fitting reward, it is in this land where God seems to 
have set the sign of approval on the government instituted by men. 
The Senator himself is an example of the reward which patient merit 
secures and enjoys. Inequalities there are, disappearing, we hope, ove 
after avother, in the advance of enlightenment, but still inequalitise 
because men are mortal and governments are imperfect. But, sir, ir 


_ the picture drawn by the Senator from Indiana is a true one, then the 


welcoming light which gleams from the Statueof Liberty in New York 
harbor should be turned to a flaming sword and on that signal tower 
should be set the warning words, ‘‘ Who enters here leaves hope be- 
hind.”’ 

1 know of no circumstance, no fact which can justify, palliate, or ex- 
euse such an attack on the land, the Government, or the policy in which 
and under which we live. 

Now, Mr. President, why did the Senator make these declarations a 
few years ago and give these votes? Not because he wanted to tax the 
farmer or laboring man; not because he thought it infamous to levy 
these duties; but because he knew that every article entering into the 
consumption of the people and the manufacture of which has been suc- 
cess/ully inaugurated in this country, has decreased in price as the suc- 
cess of its manufacture has been more pronounced, until the people are 
paying to-day for such articles less than one-half in many instances, 
and in some less than one-quarter, of what they paid prior to the estab- 
lishment of such manufacturing. 

The challenge has been again and again repeated that no article upon 
which a duty has been levied and the manufacture of which has been 
fairly started in this country, has been enhanced in price, but that in 
every single instance the cost has been decreased to the consumer. Is 
this true? Does anybody on that side of the Chamber or on this side 
deny it? If itis, then I submit that the arguments of those who are 
the enemies of protection fall absolutely and entirely to the ground. 
If by levying duties upon imports we can avoid direct taxation, raise 
millions of revenue for the support of the Government, and yet buy 
our wares at half what we paid before those duties were levied, what 
scheme of government can be devised which should command heartier 
support? What wickederscheme than that which seeks to break down 
this beneficent policy ? 

Without pursuing this phase of the subject further, let me empha- 
size the necessity for a fair, wholesome, statesmanlike discussion of 
this subject, free from rant and insincerity. 

A few weeks ago the Senate met in solemn session to consider the 
death of a great man. It has been many years since such glowing 
tribates were paid to a dead statesman as those which were showered, 
without regard to political affiliations, upon that greatcommonerofPenn- 
sylvania, Samuel J. Randall. The testimony to his lifeand services was 
universal, The possibility, Mr. President, that one would be aecorded 
such praise after his work here is ended would make the prospect of 
death far less bitter. This man, followed to his last resting place by 
a regret not confined to any station or class, but common alike to me- 
chanic and millionaire, gave the best portion of his life to the upbuild- 
ing of the very system which the mea who eulogized him here are at- 
tempting to destroy. The nation praised him. Will it praisethem? 
His words of warning have been heard many times,and many of his 
eloguent utterances have rung in my ears as I have listened for weeks 
to the denunciation by his party associates of the system which he 
sought to nourish and uphold. If he deserved these eulogies, then 
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these denunciations of that system carry with them their own refuta- 
tion. If he did not, then Daniel O’Connell’s definition of the maxim 
De mortuis nil nisi bonum must be the one they had in mind when they 
paid such glowing tributes to his memory. 

But now, Mr. President, after this digression, for it is a digression, 
let me come to the consideration of the real subject which is before 
the Senate. 

Some one has said—I do not just remember who and it matters very 
little if the statement be true—that— 

Whosoever commands the sea commands the trade, and whosoever com- 
mands the trade of the world commands the riches of the world and conse 
quently the world itself. 

The proposed reciprocity amendment united to the shipping bills 
already acted upon by the Senate are steps in the direction outlined 
by this sentiment, having for their aim and object the dual —— of 
commanding the sea and commanding the trade; and, not to too 
sanguine or hopeful, ultimately commanding the world. I do not 
think it too boastful or presumptuous to say that, under a wise admin- 
istration of our Government, and with the means which Providence has 
placed at our disposal, the practical proof of the truth of the saying I 
have quoted may yet be farnished to christendom by the United States. 

Mr. President, the agitation of this question has once more demon- 
strated the fact that ‘‘there is nothing new under the sun.’’ As 
the reciprocal plan has gained ground—and I think it is clear that 
it has gained ground, and very rapidly—we are surprised to find not 
only that it is old, but that it has heen advocated, and well and ably 
advocated, by men all around us for years, who now behold the ideas 
for which they struggled almost, if not quite, ripe for adoption. The 
record shows that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] long 
ago proposed a plan practically in harmony with that now advocated. 
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAppocK] has caused to be read in 
the hearing of the Senate an extract from a speech delivered by him 
eleven years ago in which the —— recommended was outlined 
and advocated. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArr] can 
come into the arena, I am told, with a still earlier utterance in favor 
of this policy, and so we find on examination that almost every phase 
of the subject has been discussed and that no part of it is in reality 
novel or startling. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to correct him. I made a 
speech on the subject on the 28th day of February, 1879, and the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] made one on the 9th day of Feb- 
ruary, as I find by reference to the Recorp. All I can say is that I 
think mine was a little better speech of the two. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PIERCE. I stand corrected, Mr. President. 

But the question has been debated and advocated in the House; it 
has been debated and advocated in the Senate, and more and, perhaps, 
better, it has been suggested by successive Republican Administrations 
until it may fairly be termed a settled policy of the Republican party. 

It is somewhat amusing, Mr. President, to hear the talk about this 
proposition being a Democratic movement, a movement in favorof free 
trade, adeparture from Republican principles, ete. Why, sir, for thirty 
years the executive department of this Government has been under 
the control of the Republican party, with the exception of the four 
years ending in 1889. Efforts to secure reciprocity, to enter into 
treaties for freer trade with Mexico and with the South American Re- 
publics have been going on for nearly twenty years of that period. 
The labors of General Grant in this direction are known of all men, 
and the work taken up under the Arthur Administration and prose- 
cuted so earnestly was in the direct line of the proposition now before 
the Senate. In his first annual message President Arthur discussed 
this subject at length. Among other things he said: 

The countries of the American continent and the adjacent islands are for the 
United States the natural marte of supply and demand. It is from them that 
we should obtain what we do not produce or do not produce in sufficiency, and 
it is to them that the surplas productions of our fields, our mills, and our work - 
ome flow, under conditions that will equalize or favor them in com- 
parison with foreign competition. 

President Arthur named four paths of policy which it seemed neces- 
sary to follow in the opening of successful commercial relations with 
these countries: 

First. A series of reciprocal commercial treaties. 

Second. The establishment of ourconsular service on a salaried foot- 
ing, so as to do away with consular fees. 

Third. The enactment of measures to favor the construction and 
maintenance of a steam carrying marine, under the flag of the United 
States. 

Fourth. The establishment of a uniform currency basis for the coun- 
tries of America, so that the coined products of our mines might circu- 
late on equal ters t the whole system of commonwealtbs. 

In concluding that part of his message devoted to this subject, he 
said: 


To the accomplishment of these ends, so far as they can be attained by sepa- 
rate treaties, the negotiations already concluded and now in progress bave been 
directed, and the favor which this enlarged policy has thus far received war- 
rants the belief that its operations will ere long embrace all, or nearly all, the 
countries of this hemisphere. 

It is by no means desirable, however, that the 


should be — to these countries alone. The enlargement of ou 
trade with Europe, Asia, and Africa should be sought by tariff burdens 
on such of their wares as neither we nor the other American are fitted 


to produce, and thus enabling ourselves to obtain in return a better market for 
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our supplies of food, of raw materials, and of the manufactures in which we | United States, and the proposition has been spoken of as if it were 


cel. : 
os seems to me that many of the embarrassing elements in the great najional 
conflict between protection and free trade may thus be turned to good account 
that the revenue may be reduced so as no longer to overtax the people, that 
protective duties may be retained without becoming burdensome, that our 
shipping interests may be judiciously encouraged, the currency fixed on firm 
bases. and above all such a unity of interests established among the States of 


| something new in our national experience. 


the American system as will be of great and ever-increasing advantage to them 


all. 


treaties with several important countries, but these for some reason 
were withdrawn from the Senate by his successor. So thoroughly was 
the Republican party committed to this policy, however, that in its 
last national platform it inserted the following: 

The conduct of foreign affairs by the present Administration has been distin- 
guished by its inefficiency and its cowardice. Having withdrawn from the Sen 
ate all pending treaties effected by Repubican Administrations for the removal 
of foreign burdens and restrictions upon our commerce and for its extension 
into better markets, it has neither effected nor proposed any others in their 
stead. , 

In view of this it certainly sounds strange to assert that Republicans 
who favor the policy of reciprocity are running off after strange gods 
or catering to Democracy. 

The act of Congress approved May 24, 1888, authorizing the Presi- 
dent to invite delegates to an international conference named as one 
of the topics to be considered, ‘‘ Measures toward the formation of an 
American customs union, under which the trade of American nations 
shall, so far as possible and profitable, be promoted.’’ 

That conference met in most successful convention at the Capital 
last winter, and was regarded by all as a preliminary step toward ac- 
com plishing the great results for which it was convened. In the re- 
port on customs union adopted by the conference the committee said: 

But, although it is not easy, in the opinion of the committee, to reach at once 
unrestricted reciprocity, that end might be obtained gradually and partially. 
The first and most efficient step in that direction is the negotiation of partial 
reciprocity treaties among the American nations, whereby each may agree to 
remove or diminish their respective import duties on some of the natural or 
manufactured products of one or more of the other nations in exchange for sim- 
ilar and equivalent advantages, as, if the mutual concessions were not equiva- 
lent, the treaties would seon become odious, and could last but for a lim- 
ited time, and would discredit the system. If after this has been tried for some 
reasonable time a good result should follow, as it is to be expected, the number 
ofarticles on the free-list might be in each case, from time to time, 
until they attain, through the development of the natural elements of wealth 
other sources of revenue or an increase of the existing ones, which would al- 
low the contracting nations to reach unrestricted reciprocity or a free trade 
among some or all the American nations. 

RECOMMENDATION OF THE CONFERENCE. 

Therefore the committee proposes— 

To recommend to such of the governments represented in the conference as 
may be interested in the concluding of partial reciprocity, commercial treaties, 
to negotiate such treaties with one or more of the American countries, as it may 
be in their interest to make them, under such a basis as may be acceptable in 
each case,taking into consideration the special situation, conditions, and in- 
terests of each country and with a view to promote their common welfare. 

The Government in its executive and legislative branches has di- 
rectiy or indirectly approved of the objects of this conference and sub- 
stantially resolved to labor for the carrying out of the policy which 
was recommended; and looking to these suggestions of the conference 
so heartily indorsed by the distinguished Secretary of State and ap- 
proved by the President, varions propositions favorable to the consum- 
mation of this policy have been presented in this Chamber, one of which 
I had the honor to introduce myself, and which, elaborated and ex- 
tended, has been recommended by the Finance Committee for adoption. 

It will be observed that President Arthur did not confine his recom- 
mendations to the South American states, but made them applicable 
to the whole world, as, I am glad to say, is done by this proposed amend- 
ment. Under President Arthur, as I have said, a number of treaties 
were concluded, among them one with Spain and one with Mexico, 
which opened up the markets of Mexico and those of Cuba and Porto 
Rico to the productions of the United States and gave them in return a 
free market for sugar in thiscountry. Other treaties of reciprocity were 
mac‘e, of the details of which Iam not permitted under the rules of the 
Senate to speak, but which show conclusively that there will be no 
tro:. ble in securing liberal grants from most or all of the countries south 
of us whenever we shall seek an interchange of products. Hand in 
han:l with this policy of reciprocity go those important measures which 
have passed this body during the present session and which are designed 
to eacourage and upbuild our carrying trade, upon.which so much-em- 
phesis was laid by Mr. Arthur. 

I was glad to see some members of the opposition supporting those 
bills; but they were Republican in their inception, in their advocacy, 
and in their final passage, and to that party must be given the credit 
for whatever of success shall attend their operation. It is believed 
that under these bills, if they shall finally become laws, lines of steam- 
ships will be established which will soon make our communication 
with the South American States rapid and fully equal, if not superior, 
to that enjoyed by any country on the globe; and with wise commer- 
Cia) treaties it is not too much to believe that we shall soon behold 
the ports en our southern border alive with shipping and an immense 
carrying trade inaugurated between this country and the great region 
to {ie south of us. 

There has been some talk, although so far I have heard very little, 


of the danger of bestowing this proposed power on the President of the 


Of course this is without 
force, for the granting of these extraordinary powers to the Presicent 
has been so common in our history and has been so absolutely free of 
abuse that it is scarcely necessary to speak of this objection. In the 
last thirty years there have been numerous instances where Congress 
has given discretionary power to the President in regard to the most 


: ; | important affairs of the nation. 
Acting in this spirit the Administration of Mr. Arthur concluded | 


It has granted him power to take possession of the telegraph lines of 
the country; to close ports of entry; to allow importationsof cattle and 


| hides; to alter, change, and consolidate important collection districts 


to admit certain products of Canada free of duty. 


The last grant of power, most sweeping in its character, permitted 


| the President in his discretion to alter, amend, abrogate, qualify, or 





suspend the laws relating to the importations of the important prod 
ucts of the British possessions into this country, an authority far more 
startling and sweeping than that which it is now proposed to confe: 
upon him by this amendment. I quote from an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend 
the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American 
trading and other vessels, in certain cases, and for other purposes,’’ ap 
proved March 3, 1887: 

It shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his diseretion, 
by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the 


British dominions of North America,any entrance into the waters, ports, or 
I 
places of or within the United States (with such exceptions in regard to ves 


| sels in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies as to the President shal! 


seem proper), whether such vessels shall have come directly from said domi 
ions on such destined voyage or by wayof some port or place in such destined 
voyage elsewhere; and also, to deny entry into any port or place of the United 
States of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions or oth« 
goods coming from said dominions to the Unived States. The President may 
in hisdiscretion, apply such proclamation to any part or to allof the foregoing 
named subjects. and may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation 
from time to time, as he may deem necessary tothe fall and just exeenution o 
the purposes of this act. 

The proposition which I had the honor to submit a few weeks ago 
included only sugar in its provisions, so far as foreign imports were 
concerned, and only agricultural products as the basis of an exchange 
on our part. The committee very properly have broadened this to in- 
clude coffee and molasses; they have also included tea and hides, abou 
the wisdom of which Iam not so sure. Rubber might possibly have 
been added with good results. The proposition to admit certain grades 
of wool to this country free of duty, which is embraced in one of the 


| amendments offered, would not be acceptable to a large proportion o/ 


the people of the West, and it does not seem to be at all necessary fo: 
our purpose to include thisarticle. I have been particularly impressed 
with this by reading the report of Mr. Baker, our consul at Bueno 
Ayres, contained in No. 115 of Consular Reports of the United Stat: 
published in April, 1890. Mr. Baker says 

Neither on economic principles does it necessarily follow that the or 
method by which our imports to the Argentine Republic can be increased is tiy 
our agreeing to receive its wools free of duty. If the trade of Great Britain 
with the Argentine Republic be analyzed, it will be seen that while the United 
Kingdom furnishes over one-third of the entire imports to this country, it does 
not, in order to assist in the expansion of this trade, buy Argentine wools at al! 


and this notwithstanding the fact that they are admitted free of duty lo be 
more exact, of the $128,412,110 of merchandise imported into the Argentine Re 
public during 1888 the amount of $44,044,110 was furnished by Great Britain, and 


of the 296,422,512 pounds of unwashed wool exported from the Argentine Re 
public in 1888 only 7,179,698 pounds was shipped to Great Britain. In other 
words, the Argentines buy their imports from Great Britain in spite of the fact 
that Great Britain buys scarcely a pound of Argentine wool in return. Why) 
this? Itis simply because the English buy their raw materials where they can 
buy them to the best advantage and the Argentines buy their imports whe 
they can procure them either cheapest or with the least delay And, whethe 
we buy Argentine wool or not, I venture to say that we will secure our f 
share of the Argentine imports justso soon as we shall have—what the Foglis«!: 
already have—regular and quick steam transportation with the river Plate 1 


the necessary banking and other facilities for doing business 


I have already stated that there could be but little doubt of the 
cess of the negotiations looking to wider commercial relations bet wes 
these countries. The United States has always been liberal toward it 
South American neighbors. We already admit 87 per cent. of the pro 
ductions of Latin America free. We have successively removed the 
duty from coffee, cocoa, India rubber, hides, cinchona bark, dye and 
cabinet woods, and many other products, and now we reach that great 
est of all staples, sugar, from which the duties are removed by the pro 
visions of this bill. For all of these concessions we have gained very 
little. A fewarticles, agricultural implements being the most fmpor 
tant, are admitted into mostof the South American States without im 
post duty, but the great bulk of our manufactures and products of 
various kinds are taxed enormously before they can be placed bel 
the people of those countries for use or consu uption. 

The promise is given us here in this International Conference that 
our liberal policy toward them shall be reciprocated, and I doubt not 
that assurance will be ratified when the time for action arrives. Out 
trade with South American countries has largely increased during the 
past year, although it is still comparatively limited. While our « 


y is 





ports to ail the world in 1888 were seven hundred and forty-two mil 
lions and over, but a trifle over sixty-nine millions went ‘to Spanish 
| America, while the total imports of these countries were valued a 
$338, 485,914. 

The following diagrams show at a glance the relative growth of our 
imports from and exportsto South America for a period of thirty years. 
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Diagram showing the relative growth of the imports into the countrics named from South America. 
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Diagram showing the relative growth of the exports from the countries named to South America. 
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Still, our trade has increased, notably in the past two years, and 
would be largely augmented even under present conditions had we fa- 
cilities for direct commanication with those countries. The merchan- 
dise we buy in South America is sent to us largely in European ships 
that pause to discharge their cargoes merely and pass on to European 
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ports, to load in those ports for South American countries, France saw | 


the necessity for larger facilities for her own trade and has established | 


| cerning the matter of reciprocity, lam unable to give you an official reply, but 


a system of lines between Havre and Buenos Ayres, with the result of 


increasing her exports from eight millions in 1580 to twenty-two mill. | 


ions in 1888. Germany showed like intelligence, and with quick and 
regular'steam communication increased her exports from two millions 
in 188¥ to thirteen millions in 1888. 

With all our lack of direct steam-ship communication, however, we 
already send to the United States of Coiombia, for illustration, 63 per 
cent. of her candles, coal, fireworks, and kerosene oil; 54 per cent. of 
her provisions, spices, fruits, etc. ; 26 per cent. of drugs, medicines, and 
chemicals; 9 per cent. of glass and crockery ware; 23 per cent. of her 
iron and steel; 5 per cent. of leather; 6 per cent. of her liquors; 38 per 
cent. of materials and supplies; 42 per cent. of tobacco, and 66 per cent. 
of the wood and lumber imported into that country. Thelatest reports 
show that we import trom Brazil about $54,000,060 worth of productsan- 


nually, while our exports to that country amount to aboutseven mill- | 


ions, leaving a balance against us of forty-seven millions and over. 
With fair concessions Brazil ought to furnish a very large market for 
nearly all the productions of the United States, agricultural and other. 

In this connection I desire tosubmit the following letter from Senhor 
J.G. do Amaral Valente, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary to this country from Brazil, which expresses the most favor- 
able opinion as to the outcome of our efforts to secure enlarged commer- 
cial relations with that country: 


MALVEREN Hore, Bark HarBor, ME., August 3, 1890. 


Sir: I havejust had the honor to receive your valued favor of the 28th uitimo 
which was forwarded to me here. Yourequest therein to be informed whether 
under favorable circumstances, such for instance as the opening of your mar- 
kets to the unrestricted admission of the important products of Brazil, there 
would beanything like an extensive demand in thatcountry for your farm prod- 
ucts, such as wheat, corn, barley, flax, and our meat products, as beef, pork, 
ete. 

Most willingly complying with your wishes, I take pleasure in saying that in 
my opinion such a liberal course on the part of the United States would un- 
doubtedly have a most satisfactory effect on the natural growth of a considera- 
b'e consumption, which already exists in Brazil, of the various products named 
by you, besides petroleum and also many other articles of domestic industry, 
like machinery, agricultural implements, locomotives, and railway supplies, 
ete. Further, itis my firm belief that the adoption of such a measure, if sup- 
plemented by better means of transportation and greater facilities of postal 
communications than we have now, would unquestionably promote to the 
greatest extent the development of trade between both countries. Towards 
this end Brazil has been paying to an American line of steamers a large subsidy 
for more than twenty years, and, besides, has already introduced in our tariff 
some considerable reductions both in the import and export lists. 

Owing to my absence from Washington, lam unable to furnish you with sta- 
tistics concerning this subject, yet I wish to remark that, although we are mostly 
dependent on our customs revenue, we receive free of duty a great number of 
articles; for instance, agricultural implements, machinery, locomotives, rail- 
way on. etc., whilst on many others a comparatively small import tax is im- 

. ‘or example, flour pays 20 cents, salt fish 40 cents,corn $1, kerosene 

1.10 per hundred-weight. And, even in regard to them, I believe that some 

important concessions might be expected, considering the strong desire on the 

part of our Government to foster by all available means closer commercial in- 

tercourse with the United States. Our export duty on sugar bas been entirely 

abolished, and, besides, a considerable reduction has been made in a few other 
products, 

In this connection it is proper, I think, to call your attention to a misleading 
statement which has appeared in the newspapers. It has been often assumed 
that as soon as the duty on coffee was taken off in this country the Brazilian 
Government increased the export duty on the said article. There is no vision 
of truth in such an absurd statement. On the contrary, the export duty, which 
used to be 9 per cent. before the import tax was removed in this country, was 
reduced to 7 per cent. in 1832, and not only this, a considerable reduction was 
also made in the freight tariffof the government railroads, thus allowing our 

lanters the advantages of lower rates in the transportation of their coffee. 

here is no doubt, therefore, that the American consumers of our coffee are en- 
joying the full benefit of the removal of the import duty, and this can be casily 
proved by comparing the value of the article with the market prices of other 
countries where the duties have been kept up. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

J.G. po AMARAL VALENTE, 

Hon, Senator G. A, Prerce. 


I also submit a number of similar communications from the repre- 
sentatives of South American countries at this Capital, some not very 
encouraging; but expressing more or less in detail the probable outcome 
of negotiations looking to an extension of our commercial relations 
with the countries which they respectively represent. I call attentior 
to a significant paragraph in the reply of the minister from Costa Rica, 
who says: 


Ihave the honor to state that in my opinion there is little scope, so far as 
Costa Rica is concerned, for the further application of the means suggested by 
you for the extension of the demand for American products in that country, 
since our principal productions, consisting of coffee, rubber, and hide, are admitted 
Sree of duty in your ports. 


I have italicised the last clause of the paragrapb. 
If the fact that we admit the products of Costa Rica free is a bar to 
our extending our commerce in that country, we ought not to be slow 


to take advantage of the suggestion and remove the obstruction with- 
out delay. 
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LEGACION ARGENTINA, WASHINGTON, July 51, 1890 

Str: Iam in receipt of your favor of the 28th instant, asking me if under fa- 
vorable circumstances, such as the opening of the markets of this country to the 
unrestricted admission of the products of the Argentine Republic, there would 
be anything like an extensive demand in my country for the farm products of 
the United States, such as wheat, corn, barley, fax,and meat products, as beef, 
pork, ete. 

In reply, I beg to say that, not having instructions of my Government con- 


I will state thatthe Argentine Republic produces the articles mentioned in your 
letter and exports a great surplus of them 

I havethe pleasure of mailing you acopy ofthe Boletin Mensual del Ministerio 
de Relaciones Exteriores, in which you will find (page 1572) the statistics con- 
cerning the exportations ofthe Argentine Republic during the first three months 
ofthe present year and a copy of the annual message of the president. 

I have the honor to be, sir, yours, very truly, 
VICENTE G. QUESADA, 
Hon. G. A. Prerer, United States Senate 


LEGACION DEL PERU EN LoS EsTapos UNIDOS DE AMER 
New York, August 1, 1590 

Sir: Owing to my absence from Washington, your favor of the 28th ultimo 
has but lately reached me. 

In answer to your inquiry,I have respectfully to refer you to the report 
adopted at the International American Conference on the subject of a customs 
union, The matter you refer to was therein fully discussed, not only with re 
gard to Peru, but in a general way to all the other Spanish-American republics, 
and I could notadd one word tothatample study of so complicated and interest- 
ing a subject as the enlargement of continental trade relations, 

It is my belief that the adoption of all the recommendations approved by the 
conference would undoubtedly lead with mutual advantage to that end, one of 
the features of which would be the increased demand for American products 
and manufactures. 

I would gladly furnish you with the statistical figures you desire if I had at 
hand my official archives, but you can obtain such data from the consular re 
ports to the State Department. 

With great respect, your obedient servant 
F.C, C, ZEGARRA, 
Hon. GiLvert A. PIERCE, 
United States Sena 


WASHINGTON 

Sir: Your letter of the 28th ultimo is at hand. 

In reply I have the honor to state that, in my opinion, there is little scope, so 
far as Costa Rica is concerned, for the further application of the means sug- 
gested by you for the extension of the demand for American products in taat 
country, since our principal productions, consisting of coffee, rubber, and hides, 
are udmitted free of duties in your ports. Furthermore, I believe that that de- 
vice would be still less applicable to the farm products ot the United States, be- 
cause we produce at home almostall that is consumed in that line. 

Following are some statistical figures for the year 1888 that may be of some 
interest to you: 


August 4, 1890 


Total imports.. 
Total exports...... 








Total foreign commerce......... . 10,915,714 

Trade with England 

Imports eeeee © peeeesees 1, 49, 402 

Exports............ Seb anecsenne 2, 884, 161 
Trade with the United States 

TM POTts.....-0.0..ceeeeee veveececees : 1, 793, 877 

Exports add 2 O77, 315 
Trade with Germany 

Imports neuen peeeutn ; ws ; 5.33, B82 

TEST once sovsecses ‘ s ; aalee 204, 391 
Trade with France 

Imports......... : ata saenee scan inal 106, 510 


Exports 


Kabbuneds . dees dale ; 165, 023 
The export trade consists chiefly of the following articles 


CBO icbaderse lee ‘ ds i Kietiie ees 
Bananas ......... os . hubviinent>ennenntnenimeaveniatinetds 531, 186 
Hides and skins senaiaen ons = pedieananee 7¢ 3 















SE indgatdl tabekediiaiakete cibhncemababenndigabessdinaieaacseségenen 11,: 
Pearls « : Suiepadutitaa a wats asin 18, 290 
Plants........ ‘ aati diovsinnuian ialscsasaieds ulindeneaediaaina 23, 000 
Dye-woods ponseee cceseosansvesesbeces ceccene aswseonanen eentcee 12, 023 
Timber ........ tees iahibladedniadadeiaitmealy éagimes 7 aaweete 12, 065 
The principal farm products imported are 

Si cinithiedines nebvintndionuntitabonetiundnieetrahmeeecatt a 68, 316 
ST dteiaitnlieteedscdeatanieauetietbnusd Guvechbdbtresescsnenareseene cee cocen 41,478 
Ic its ininaatdnabdubskoth pndddobenerdegoubh a ssieileliae ii 16, 469 
eoenceces 24, 832 
ocvesvese 167,319 

apie 6, 379 
eoses ), O82 

1,317 

), 507 
sip sonebe utes 31, 486 
Tobacco.........-. sillanieaitttiteapentmnstebendeneane 84, 28 

Products partaking of the soil and industry 

Canned fruits and vegetables................... shinies shen . 16, 561 
SE Tat dtaatlialidhicinienpaniccuseuseeietdeeecsercns ianinininasiibeds wenn ‘ 47, 782 
EST TR sin aaiialeidthienicinintmnmtontens ois 0), 337 
Starch......... souiacmentsibidaiibisionstiuenns alianeinease : i " 15, 127 
a pabecssanenegipeien deagetbntnncvensnseses = ant + anita 22, 214 
Se nepmecniieiokess ebotassoessneencuosessenesoces . , 76, 547 
EES SR ae pabionnaaeeiennininiienenss ; : osnsioncene 12,723 
Se ocensseocece icephinneeinesiananatibemasienmtainisiain: anaibeninths senintnnl 160, 980 
ST nT IIIT 1 asctraperesiessihdininenenantenadinpiibdaniagy Aapsdesasadoanvaalll 67,819 





Hoping that this information may prove us 
honor to be, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 


ful for your purpose, I have the 


FEDERICO VOLIO. 
Hon, Gruvert A. Prerce, U. 8. 8., Washington, D. C. 


Our trade with South America is frequently referred to as compara- 
tively trifling and likely to remain so. 


I hear it often said that we 
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have little to gain with any of those counteies and nothing with such a 
nation as the Argentine Republic, which produces so many of the ar- 
ticls raised and manufactured in the United States. It may, there- | 
fore, be something of a surprise as well as asource of satisfaction to refer 
to tle exact amount of our exports to these Sonth American countries | 
last year. 

Wesont to Brazil $9,276,511 worth of our products; to the Argen- 
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tine Republic $3,376,077 worth; to the Central American States $4, - 
146,511 werth; to the United States of Colombia $3,728,961 worth; 
to Venezuela $3, 703,705 worth; to Chili $2,967,254 worth: and tothe 


smaller countries in proportion. This, however, thongh large i in itself, 


was relatively small as compared with the total imports into those 
countries from foreign nations, these total imports amounting in value 
to $338, 485,914 in 1889. 


Diagram showing the annual import value of coffee from 1872 to 1887. 


[Prom Treasury tables. | 





The importance of these South American countries must not be 
unde restimated, and their advancement in civilization and enlighten- 


meut should be well understood. South America has.a total-area of | 


8,56 2,953 square miles, or nearly twice as great.as that of the United 
States. They havea total population of 47,000,000, or about 7 inhab- 
itants to the square mile, while we on an estimated population of 
64,000,000 have about 18 to the square mile. 

In some respects these nations are the richest in natural resources of 
any countries on the globe, and the time must come when that great 
region will be teeming with a population which will compete in the 
race of life with the most favored and intelligent nations of the earth. 
The advancement of these countries in the arts of civilization is illus- 
trated by the report of construction of railway and telegraph lines which 
has marked the last five or six years. The total number of miles of 
railway completed at last accounts in these countries was 15,694, and 
of telegraph lines 48,005. This is exclusive of the Falkland Islands, 
the Spanish West Indies, and Mexico. 

Think of this! 16,000 miles of railway and 48,000 miles of telegraph 
in 2 region of country which many people are disposed to regard as 
sem i-barbarous; and these are the figures of two yearsago. Since that 
time thousands of miles of railway and telegraph have been completed 
in those countries. Brazil alone, I doubt not, has at this time between 
eight and ten thousand miles of completed railway, and the Argentine 
Republic, 6,000, 

Although it is well enough to include other articles in the list sub- 
mitted by the committee, still if we can make satisfactory terms with 
thesc countries at all we can do it with those two great staples, sugar 
and coitee, which so overbalance and overshadow all other of their pro- 
ductions. 

The total sugar product of the world is 5,778,000.tons of 2,200 pounds 
each. Of this quantity 2,278,000 tons is from cane, the great bulk of 
which was made in Mexico, Cuba, Porto Rico, and in the South Amer- 
ican States. Of thatamount we imported 1,259,162 tons, which, added 
to 150,000 tons produced in this equntry, makes 1,409,162 tens, or more 
than half of the cane sugar produced in the world. ‘This does not take 
inte account molasses of various grades, of which the consumption was 
nearly 27,000,000 of gallons. Our market therefore is the one for which 
the sugar-producing countries, both cane and beet, must necessarily 


strive, and the less of which to any country would be a most serious 
commercial embarrassment. 

‘The same may be said of coffee, except that the application is not so 
wide at present as that concerning sugar. 

The United States is the largest consumer of coffee in the world, re- 
quiring for its wants more than is consumed by Germany, the United 
Kingdom, Austria-Hungary, and Francecombined. In the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1887, we imported 526,109,170 pounds, er more than 
9 pounds for every man, woman, and child of our population. 

About 25,000,000 pounds were re-exported, leaving for domestic 
consumption more than 500,000,000 pounds. 

It has been said, Mr. President, that we gained no advantage from 
the abolition of the duty upon coffee, which was taken off in 1872, 
and that the same result is likely to fo!low-similar action with regard 
tosugar. Ithas been generally supposed that the reason for that was 
that Brazil immediately imposed an export duty which was equiva 
lent to the abrogated tax upon that article in this country, and it 
somewhat staggered me to ascertain that this export duty was in ex- 
istence before the abolition of our customs tax, and that instead of be- 
ing decreased it had been reduced, withct any appreciable effect upon 
the price of that article. 

This fact.seemed unexplainable. It d | not.appear pessible that the 
removal of 5 cents a pound upon an arti: e¢ which was not produced in 
this country and which paid that amount upon being landed upon our 
shores would not lower the price in the market; but the quotations 
show that the prices at which coffee sold in this country actually ad- 
vanced soon after the abrogation of the duty, and we paid in fact more 
than we did prior to that time. Knowing as we do now that the na- 
tional export duty of Brazil was not incre ased after our legislation, the 
reason for the maintenance of these pric s and their increases seeme:| 
absolutely unexplainable; but the fact itself was calculated to discour- 
age similar aetion regarding the article of sugar. 

{ think, however, that the matter can be explained and it can be 
shown that logic is not defied or the natural order of commercial ten- 
dencies reversed by these facts. it is very true that the export duty 
in Brazil was fixed in 1867 at 9 per cent.; in 1882 Brazil reduced the 
export.duty from 9 to 7 per cent., and neither of these events seemed 
to affect the price of the commodity in this country. But, Mr. Presi- 





d 
ir 
nD 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





dent, there were other and very important facts that affected the price 
of coffee. The provinces in which coffee is produced collect another 
tax in that country varying from 4 to 7 percent. The province of 
Rio Janeiro imposes a tax of 4 percent., Bahia 6 per cent., Ceari 7 per 
cent. The exact time when these duties were first levied it is difficult 
to ascertain, but so far as I have been able to leara they do not appear 
to anything like the extent prevailing now until after the passage of 
the act of Congress of 1872. 

There were other facts, however, which can be made to account largely 
for the maintenance of the price in this country at the rates prevailing 
before the reduction of the tariff. Our war tariff imposed a heavy duty. 
This duty so discouraged the producers in Brazil that many of them 

tically gave up the cultivation. A new stimulus was given to the 
industry when in 1870 the duty was reduced from 5 to 3 cents per pound, 
and again in 1872 when the duty was entirely removed. It took some 
years, however, to recover from the depression incident to the imposi- 
tion of the first duty, and it was not until 1875 that we began to feel 
the effect of this increased production. I will ask the Clerk to read 
the following extract from an article which appeared in The Nation a 
few years ago, based upon the report of Mr. Partridge, our minister to 
Brazil at the time of the abolition of the duties upon coffee by this 
country, which gives the reasons for the increase. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


But, it is Said, the planters at once raised their prices, aud so the American 
consumer derived no advantage from the reduction of duty, as thouzi aselier, 
who does not possess a monopoly, can raise the price of his goods arbitrarily. 
It is true that prices did rise, and that they did rise by about the amountof duty, 
but itisa t mistake to assert thatt he rise was an immediate result of the 
repeal. The table of prices prepared by Mr. Partridge shows that the rise had 
a in 1871, and that the orem? ye in December, 1871, was quite as high 
as it was in the latter part of 1872. Coffee (Rio) that was worth 9 cents in Jac- 
uary, i871, had risen to 13} centsin December, to 14} cents in January, 1872, and 
to 14.7 cents in December, 1872. In 1869 the import value of coffee was 9.8 cents, 
under a duty of 5cents per pound; in 1872, 10.9 cents, when the duty was 3 
cents; and in 1873 14.4 cents, when the import was free. Of course the planters 
benefited by the rise, but through no action of their own. : 

The fact that prices could be maintained in the face of such a reduction in 
duty only shows that the demand kept up with the supply; that the real equi- 
librium of the markets had not been altered. This is shown by the fact that 

lon coffee, of which little is consumed in this country, also began to rise in 
1870, and reached its highest point in 1874, at the time when Rio in New York 
had risen to 19.4 cents per pound, a rise so great that the duty removed becomes 
too noe and short crops and speculation must explain it. Rio 
on the market passed through nearly the same fluctuations as in New 
York, yet there was no change of duties to affect the price. ; 

It must be remembered that in the same market there can be but one price for 
one commodity, and it would argue an absurdity to suppose that a French or 
English merchant could coffee in Brazil at a price lower or higher 
than an American. Had the United States been the only market for Brazilian 
coffee and had the relation of demand to a remained the same, the re- 
moval of the duty would in the end have modified the price, and certainly in 
favor of the consumer. But both of these conditions were absent, and although 
imports increased rapidly (with a few fluctuations) they were not able toover- 

thedemand. Further, it was not until 1882 that the import value of coffee 

n New York fe!l to what it had been previous to 1872. To suppose that Brazil 

lanters had been abie to manipulate the nsarket for twenty years in their in- 

and at the expense of the consumer is to disregard the most common 
maxims of trade. ; 

Under these circumstances it is absurd to attribute the condition of the market 
toa mere shuffling of duties, whether duties on imports or on exports. In 1882 
Brazil reduced the export duty from 9 to 7 per cent., but the provincial duty re- 
mained unchanged. The prices were 12.5 cents in 1881, 10 cents in 1882, 8 cents 
in 1883, 7 cents in 1886, 10.7 cents in 1887. Is the influence of the duty ap- 

nt? That the removal of the import duty by Congress was an advantage 
the American consumer may be shown by the fact that he would otherwise 
have been compelled to pay the market price of the coffee and a duty besides. 


Mr. PIERCE. I am free to admit, Mr. President, that the question 
is not a determined one, and that we can not calculate with certainty 
upon the resultof a removal of the duty upon an article of this charac- 
ter so far as it shall affect its price, but, there being no special conditions 
surrounding it, the inevitable conclusion must be that the levying of an 
import tax upon any article not largely produced in this country nec- 
essarily increases its cost. But the fact that there is an uncertainty 
connected with it and that the whole matter is something of an ex- 


periment seems to me to bean argument in favor of the proposed [ 


amendment which will permit the restoration of the duty without de- 
lay should the advantages hoped for be found illusory. 

There is another fact connected with this coffee-trade which it would 
be well for us to consider. Itis true that Brazil is the great coffee-pro- 
ducing country of the world, but it is not by any means the only coun- 
try that produces a large quantity of this berry and not the only one 
that is adapted to its successful cultivation. The production of the 
world in 1886 was 10,277,000 bags, of which 6,500,000 bags were pro- 
duced id Brazil. It is shown conclusively that Mexico is adapted to 
the very successful cyltivation of coffee, and it is a fact that the price 
of Mexican coffee has always maintained itself above that of Kio. Vene- 
-_ and Guatemala are also countries most favorable to this produc- 

In 1887 Venezuela supplied more than one-tenth of the demand of 
the United States, and the growth of the production in Guatemala in- 
creased from 11,000,000 pounds in 1871 to nearly 40,000,000 in 1884. The 
same thing may be said. in a degree, of nearly all of the South Amer- 
ican States, it being quite plain that with encouragement from this coun- 
try the uction of coffee would increase in any one of the nations 
south of us to an extent that would practically supply the demand of 
the United States. Perhaps the culture of no agricultural product has 
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been subject to such ups and downs and discouragements as has attended 
the cultivation of coffee. 

Our American farmers complain very justly of the fluctuations o! 
our grain markets, but this is nothing as compared with the sudden 
rise and fall of coffee in the South American States. From July to 
December, 1879, the price varied from 4} cents to 19 cents a pound; 
from January to June in 1882, from 3} to 12); from January to June, 
1883, from 34 to 154; from July to December, 1836, trom 4} to 123. 
Speculation, trusts, combines, local restrictions, and imperial restraints 
and taxes give a constant uncertainty to the markets and di 


34 ourage 
those engaged in its cultivation. 


In 1881 coffee was worth in Costa Rica, computed in our currency, 
$10 per quintal, a quintal being equal to 100 pounds. In 1884 it was 
worth $6.70 per quintal, less premium on exchange on New York. The 


price in Santos varied between December, 1882, when it was 7j cents 
for ‘‘ superior *’ coffee, which is the quality known as next to the best, 
put aboard ships, to 22} cents in June, 1887, for the same quality. 
With all this, however, the coffee market is a mystery and seems to be 
governed largely by influences difficult to locate or explain. 

Mr. President, there are several objections to the scheme of reci- 
procity which itis welltoexamine. ‘The firstis the unconstitutionality 
of all reciprocity treaties, the main objection being that such treaties 
deprive the House of Representatives of its prerogative to inaugurate 
all schemes for raising revenue. Mr. Webster is reported as declaring 
once upon a time that he hoped he knew the Constitution of his country 
better than to think a reciprocity treaty constitutional. I have read a 
speech delivered in this Chamber several years ago by the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri_u], in which this view of the case 
is taken, and I confess that his arguments are calculated to cast yreat 
doubts upon the constitutionality of such proceedings. 

Perhaps it might be said, however, that a reciprocity treaty is not 
unconstitutional per se, but depends on the nature or details of the 
treaty itself. A treaty, for instance, which removed a duty instead of 
levying one might not be subject to the objection. So it seems to me 
that a treaty the whole tendency of which was to decrease the revenue 
and abolish imports in return for reciprocal advantages of trade and 
commerce extended to the United States by other countries would not 
come within the meaning of Article I of the Constitution. Be that as 
it may, it seems to have become finally established by repeated prece 
dents that these treaties are not, in the opinion of Congress, an infringe- 
ment of the Constitution, especially when accompanied by a clause 
making their operation dependent upon legislation in which, of course, 
the Houseof Representatives must join, and that this objection can no 
longer be urged. There has been some doubt expressed as to whether 
it is constitutional to provide that a law shall take effect upon certain 
contingencies, but there are numerous precedents for this, and the point 
is clearly not well taken. 

A second objection is that which I have already examined, namely, 
that it is dangerous to intrust the President with the extended powers 
which it seems necessary to grant in order to successfully carry out the 
design contemplated. 

A third is that our experience with reciprocity treaties has not been 
such as to encourage us to go further in this direction. That with 
Canada has been pointed to particularly as one to warn us of the futil- 
ity of any effort of this character. But itdoes not follow, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that, because we once made a foolish treaty and got the worst of 
the bargain, as a consequence we should retire from all efforts of this 
kind. The trouble was that we were outgeneraled in our dealings with 
the Dominion and paid the penalty, but this is no argument against 
the policy itself. 

A fourth objection is that a similar treaty was a failure with the Sand 
wich Islands, and that, while in 1889 we admitted to this country duty 
free twelve millions and over of sugar and rice, the islands took in re- 
turn only $3,400,000 of American products. The Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] has reflected with particular severity on this treaty, 
but the failure there, Mr. President, seems to have been that the popu 
lation of thoseislands was scanty, not exceeding 150,000, all told, and 
while the aggregate of our sales there was small it is yet shown that 
the islanders purchased at the rate of $22 per head. A similar ‘‘ fail- 
ure”’ of reciprocity with Brazil, for instance, with its 14,000,000 of 
people, would result in the utmost success of the plan of reciprocity 
proposed by this amendment. 

While the Sandwich Islands took under reciprocity $22 worth per 
head of American products, Brazil under the conditions of trade which 
now exist only purchases 66 cents per capita, while this country im- 
ported from that nation $4.30 per head. 

These, which are the principal objections I have heard urged against 
this policy, hardly seem tangible enough to become a serious obstacle 
in the way of reciprocity. 

And now, sir, as to the mode of proceeding. 

It seems to me that the advantages of a discretionary power whici 
may or may not be exercise), as circumstances demand, need scarcely 
be mentioned, 

If we find, as some fear, that the removal of the duties upon sugar 
does not cheapen it to the consumer in this country, there will be « 
universal demand that the duties be reimposed and we shal! not have 
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to wait for a repeal or modification of the law to secure such a restora- 
tion. Time is given to test the question whether the repeal of these 
duties lowers the price before the President is called upon to finally act. 

In other words, it gives us the opportunity to determine what the 
advantages to our people of free sugar will be without the danger of 
delay in speedily recovering any ground we may lose by placing it upon 
the iree-list. In short, while the power conferred may possibly result 


in no benefit—although that, I believe, is a remote proposition—it can | 
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the limit fixed in this bill—ought to cost the consumer over 7 cents a 
pound anywhere within our borders. 

As Isaid, we imported last year from the various countries produc- 
ing cane sugar over 1,000,000 tons. If these countries desire to retain 
this market they must make it an object for us to bay of them, or other- 
wise we will become our own manufacturers and soon be independent 
of the world. 

Meantime, Mr. President, let us go on and relieve the people of this 


not possibly result in any disaster. It may be found advisable to re- | burden, leaving the question of restoring the duty and becoming, per- 


store the duties upon coffee while leaving sugar free or vice versa, It 
may be that certain advantages may be obtained by the imposition of 
a duty upon rubber, or hides, or other products which are not sub- 
jected to customs duties. 

The latitude given the President is wide, his discretion ample, the 
powers suflicient without being dangerous. Timeis given forconsulta- 
tion with Congress before the final consummation of any scheme begun 
under this amendment. In case of the negotiation of a treaty or 
treaties the convention must be ratified and confirmed before it can 
take effect. Not only that, but Congress may in its wisdom at the 
next session repeal, alter, modify, or change the terms of this law or 
this proposed amendment. Every possible advantage to be gained by 
the enactment of a law providing fer the admission of sugar free of 
duty upon certain conditions-precedent to such admission is gained 
by placing it on the free-list atonce and giving this discretionary power 
into the hands of the President, to be exercised upon occasion. 

Every disadvantage arising from the refusal of the Senate to concur 
in the proposition to admit sugar free under the terms of the House 
bill is avoided in the same way. If free sugar is aboon, we shall have 
it; if it isa deception and a snare without any practical advantages, 
we shall know it in time to retrace our steps and save the $50,000,000 
which we surrender by the termsof the proposed law. It seems to me, 
therefore, that every dictate of reason, judgment, safety, and sound 
policy requires the adoption of this proposed amendment. 

But suppose our negotiations should prove futile and we can not ob- 
tain such reciprocal privileges as we seek and are to be kept depend- 
ent upon a foreign government for this great staple, subject to the mu- 
tations of the market, the schemes ot speculators, the operation of 
trusts or rings, and the various conditions and combinations which 
enter into the price of productsof this character. There is a remedy, 
Mr. President, even for this state of things, and it is a grave question 
with me whether the remedy, if vigorously adopted, would not prove 
as completely effective and as advantageous to our people as a whole as 
the most liberal grants by foreigngovernments. We havealmost every 
variety of soil and climate in this nation known in the world. 

There is scarcely a product of any kind which we can not produce 
within the geographical limits of the United States, Within the last 
few years sugar made from beets, and even from other vegetables, has 
not only been successfully manufactured abroad, but has grown to 
enormous proportions, until it surpasses in quantity the sugar produced 
from cane. The sugar crop of the world, as I have said, amounts to 
5,778,000 tons, and it is divided as follows: Cane, 2,278,000; beet, 
3,500,000. 

Last year Germany produced 1,220,000 tons of beet sugar, Austria 
730,000 tons, France 700,000 tons, Russia 480,000 tons, Belgium 105,- 
000 tons, Holland 60,000 tons; total production, 3,445,000 tons, against 
2,764,000 in 1888 and 2,451,000 in 1887. 

It will be seen that the product from beets exceeds the cane product 
by 722,000 tons. Our imports of canesugar havedecreased during the 
past year, while our imports of beet sugar have increased. For the 
eleven months ending June 1, 1890, we imported 555,427,721 pounds 
of beet sugar as against 241,364,287 pounds in the corresponding eleven 
months in 1889. Of cane and other sugar not beet we imported for 
the same period in 1890, 1,854,799, 242 pounds as against 2, 252,853,625 
pounds in 1889, an increase of 314,000,000 in beet sugar and a decrease 
of 398,000,000 pounds in cane sugar. The cultivation in this country 
has but just fairly begun, but is developing very rapidly. 

In 1889 we produced about 4,000,000 pounds, and during the present 
fiscal year the product promises to ran into millions. It is well to 
note that we are following in this bill the policy which has proved so 
beneficial to this industry in France, Germany, and Austria-Hungary. 
The product of France has grown from 243,000 tons in 1877, to 700,000 
tons in 1889. It is estimated that there are now 100,000 persons en- 
gaged in the manufacture of beet sugar in France, exclusive of the 
labor employed in the field. The same is practically true of Germary. 
The protective duties in all these countries which foster the product 
of beet sugar are practically prohibitory. 

The favorable action of some of our State Legislature and the pro- 
posed action to be taken in this bill so far as bounties are concerned are 
likely to stimulate this product enormously in this country, and it 
only requires an unfair rejecticn of our propositions to the sugar-pro- 
ducing countries to insure before many yearsa supply in our own coun- 
try which will equal the consumption. We shall not go on paying 
high prices for this staple. “That may as well be taken as a settled 
proposition by the nations which depend so largely upon this prodact 
and upon the market which they find for it in the United States. 

No grade of sugar under 16 Dutch standard—and that ought to be 


force, the producers of this product ourselves to the future. 

A proposition has been made here to defer the abolition of this tax 
until we can first obtain the removal of South American duties upon 
our own products. Mr. President, you can not satisfy the country by 
aoy such indefinite and uncertain action. The people, and I speak 
more particularly of those in the Northwest, but I believe the same 
can be said of every section of the Union, want freesugar now. What 
ever advantages can be gained hereafter by negotiations with any coun- 
try for reciprocal grants, they will gladly approve; but let promises 
which have been made stand redeemed, accomplished, realized. I am 
of opinion that much can be gained by negotiating for terms of reci- 
procity, not only with the South American states, but with European 
nations as well, but I do not want what we can do to wait upon what 
we would do. 

There is a great field for the enlargement of our commercial relations 
lying to the south of us. How large that field may be as a market for 
agricultural products is uncertain, and while I have the greatest in- 
terest, Mr. President, in the increased trade of all branches of industry 
in this country and its development to the greatest extent, I say very 
frankly that my principal concern is for an enlargement of the market 
for farm products. This is not selfishness alone, but it has become a 
practical necessity if we would maintain the prosperity of this indus- 
trial class which forms the foundation ot our national character. There 
are in round numbers perhaps 9,000,000 of persons engaged in agricult- 
ure in the United States. They are at the bottom of all industry, the 
source of progress, the parent of advancement. 

Mr. President, it is not too much to say that the maintenance of this 
class in their old-time independence is almost vital to the safety of the 
nation. They stand pre-eminently as a class of citizens in whose hands 
the treasured traditions of our form of government have not shriveled 
or degenerated. Corruption of the ballot has invaded our cities, has 
inoculated with its poisonous virus our elective system, but it has left 
the country ballot-box unpolluted, as strong in its simple purity as at 
the origin of the Republic. Guards and locks and inspectors and offi- 
cers fail many times to secure a free expression of an honest ballot in 
our urban elections, but with straightiorward directness the farmers 
of the country register their will in the old fashion; and it has been 
so from the beginning. 

With the landing of the Pilgrims we saw their work of patriotism 
and rugged honesty begun. In the early morn of the Revolution we 
saw them abandoning their plows and marching to the defense of the 
yet unfledged nation. We saw them with Boone in Kentucky, with 
Harrison in Indiana, with Scott and Taylor in Mexico, and finally in 
the great conflict for national unity we beheld the young men and 
boys of the agricultural sections the first to volunteer, the last to ask 
for terms and conditions of enlistment. We have seen them often as 
good soldiers, always as good citizens. No torch, no red flag is carried 
by them. The orphan asylums burned, the riots incited, the mobs as- 
sembled, have not been the work of farmers. 

I presume, sir, a majority of the members of this body spent more 
or less of their youthonafarm. Itistheschool of American manhood, 
the cradle of integrity, the social rock of Chickamauga, from whose 
base anarchy, treason, and all the evils that menace and afflict man- 
kind have again and again been beaten back in dismay. They have 
never wavered. What does the country owe them! What does not 
the Republican party owe them! In the midst of its fierce contests it 
has often listened to the ominous tidings of defeat in the centers of 
trade and commerce and crime. In such places the idol of yesterday 
has been the hated of to-day. Passion, selfishness, personal ambition, 
have turned the tide of victory, have sacrificed faithful public servants, 
have crucified liberty; but that party has only had to wait to hear the 
distant guns from the prairies, from the farms and firesides east and 
west, to learn that, whatever the fickle populace of New York or Boston 
or Philadelphia or Chicago might do, the men who till the soil stood by 
the faith of their fathers. 

Mr. President, there must be more legislation-for the benefit of the 
farmersofthiscountry. Their representatives must not only speak, but 
act for their relief. If not, then they will speak and act for themselves. 
They arealready doing this; their voices are being beard and, I am glad 
to know, are having their effect inthis Capitol. I was glad to hear the 
statement of the Senator from Iowa yesterday and to learn that so much 
of the increase in tariff duties comes from increasing the rates on costly 
wines, cigars, and like luxuries and which are used only by the rich. 
There are other articles on which I should be glad to see the — re- 
duced and others still, like binding-twine, and some others, which I 
should be glad to see go on the free-list, and then, with the removal of 
the duty upon sugar, the tax on which visits every household, and the 
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adoption of the reciprocity amendment, this much-maligned bill would 
become a positive relief to the millions. : 

If there is any way by which the prosperity of this class can be in- | 
creased, justice, common prudence, good policy, regard for the future, 
and gratitude for the past demand that the means be taken speedily 
and effectually to secure it. They are rearing on the farms and hill- 
sides of this country to-day the men who, in a decade or two, shall 
shape the policy of the country in this Capitol. The men who govern 
are not the babitués of metropolitan towns. Nothing is truer than the 
words of Jean Rousseau that “ cities are the gravesof manhood.’’ The 
effeminate youth who dance attendance in the salons of fashion are 
the weaklings now as they will be later in the manly race for life. 

The boys who breathe the country air, who are imbued with the | 
purity of honest and humble homes, are the ones who will advance to | 
the front, take the reins of serious business, and direct the affairs of 
government in the future as they have in the past. 

Mr. President, the time which we devo‘e to the upbuilding of this 
interest isdeservedly bestowed. I welcome, therefore, any proposition 
which looks to the enlargement of the market for farm productions, 
and I care very little from what quarter the suggestion comes so that 
it bears with it a possibility of an improvement in this direction. 

What chance have we got, not for mechanical appliances alone, al- 
though that is important, but for an enlarged market for our wheat, 
and corn, and flour, and pork, and bee/, and other products of the farm 
in the nations to thesouthof us? I must confess that, while sanguine 
of a successful attempt at negotiations with the nations named, I am 
not so sanguine of the results to be accomplished. But I hope for 
much. Some of those nations are largely successful in the production 
of the very articles we seek to sell, but others, and most of them, are 
not, and to them we must turn for relief. We need only a slight ad- 
ditional demand for our products to give our farmers the desired mar- 
ket. Wealready consume in our own country 90 per cent. at least 
of our principal productions. 

An enlarged market, which takes in this surplus and which grows 
with the growth of that surplus, if such there shall he hereafter, will 
supply thecrying want now felt by the agriculturalcommunity:; The 
population of the States lying to the south of usis, in round numbers, 
47,000,000. Many of these nations lie in a latitude unadapted to the 
production of the best varieties of breadstuffs. While the extent of 
the market which we would secure by favorable treaties with those 
nations is uncertain, there ought to be a sufficient demand in that vast 
region and with that large population to meet the necessity which is 
now upon us, 

I welcome this proposition, then, because it promises relief to that 
great agricultural industry which rises paramount to every other in 
this Union. 

I welcome it because it will extend our markets for manufactured 
products and give encouragemen tto the laborer and the artisan. I 
welcome it because it will magnify and dignify the nation and because 
it is astep in the direction of that universality of interest which in good 
time must bring the nations of the earth together in closer communion. 

Mr. President, humanity is advancing; the race is fast learning to 
make war nomore. The conference held in this Capital last winter 
would have been impossible a decade or two ago; but it was only a 
trifling prelude to those which will gather in the years to come. 

We shall not be here to witness the full fruition of the work, and it 
would be hazardous to predict what that completed work shall be; 
but, sir, in the fullness of time, when statesmanship shall be ripe, when 
science shall have still further belittled distances, when the principles 
of liberty have been extended and the lessons of freedom learned trom 
Behring’s Sea to Terra del Fuego, then it is not too much to hope that 
the lines of union shall be amplified and extended; and before the 
historical scroll shall be finally rolled up it may be found that even two 
continents are none too large to be merged in one government, under 
the banner of that great Republic which leads in the onward march of 
civilization. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 4, 1890, 
at 10 o’clock a, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 3, 1890. 


The House, at 12 o’clock m., was called to order by the Clerk, Hon. 
EDWARD McPuHeErson, who said: 

Gentlemen, the Speaker of the House of Representatives is neces- 
sarily absent and will be for several days. Under the rules of the 
House the first business in order will be the election of a Speaker pro 
tempore to serve during the absence of the Speaker. Nominations are 
now in order. 

Mr. CANNON. I offer the following resolution. 

Tite Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Hon. Jcrivs C. Burrows,a Representative from the State of 
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Michigan, be, and he is hereby, elected Speaker pro / yore of the Ifo 
during the absence of the Speaker. 

The resolution was adopted 

Mr. BURROWS then took the chair as Speaker pro te 
applause on both sides. 

Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curunerr, D. D 


npo mid 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATI AND*PRESIDENT 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speake r, | also offer the resolution I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Resolved, Thatthe Clerk be directed to notify the Senat ithe Pre it of 
the United States that the House has elected Hon, Jvu1 (. Burrows, a Repre 
sentative from the State of Michigan, as S; ker p ! 
rary absence of the Speaker, 

The resolution was adopted. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ay ved 


LEASES, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of leases at Hot 
Springs, Ark., and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
empowered to execute leases to the bath-housegand bath-house sites on the per- 
manent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., for periods not exceeding twenty 
years, and at an annual rental of not exceeding $35 per tub for each tub used in 
any bath-house. Said annua) rental shall be payable quarter!y in advance, at the 
office of the Government superintendent of said property, in Hot Springs, Ark. : 
Provided, That the same rate for water rent shall be charged for the water to 
all parties receiving the same, whether on or off the permanent reservation : 
Provided, That after the Army and Navy hospital bath-house, the public bath- 
house, the bath-houses which are now or may hereafter be authorized on the 
permanent resemvation, the Arlington Hotel. and the bath-houses off the per- 
manent reservation now authorized to be supplied with hot water, in the order 
herein named, if there shall still be a surplus of hot water the Secretary of the 
Interior may, in his discretion and under such regulations as he may prescribe, 
cause hot water to be furnished to bath-houses, hotels, and families off the per- 
manent reservation: Provided, Thatsuch bath-houses, hotels, and families shall 
cause all connections for obtaining such hot waterto be made at their own ex- 
pense. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
execute a lease of the Ariington Hotel site at Hot Springs, Ark., to the present 
lessees and their assigns for a period of twenty years, and at an annual ground 
rent of not exceeding $2,500. 

Sec. 3. That all power now possessed by the Secretary of the Interior for the 
reguiating of leases of bath-houses, bath-house privileges, or hotel rights on 
the reservation, or as to supplying hot water to places off the reservation, is 
hereby retained and continued in him; and full power is vested in the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to provide, in all leases to be executed against any combi- 
nation among lessees or their assigns, as to ownership, prices, or accommoda- 
tions at any bath-house; full power is also vested in him to make all needful 
rules and regulations as to the use of the hot water, and to prevent its waste, 
including full power to authorize the superintendent of the reservation to make 
examination and inspection at any time of the manner of using the hot water 
at any bath-tub, that it may be used in proper quantity only, and to prevent its 
waste; and also full power to provide and fix reasonable maximum charges for 
all baths or bathing privileges, or services of any person connected with any 
bath-house furnished to bathers; and for reasonable maximum charges to 
guests at the Arlington Hotel; and also, generally, the Secretary of the Interior 
may make all necessary rules and regulations as to said bath-houses and the 
service therein as shall be deemed best for the public interest, and to provide 
penalties for the violation of any regulation which may be enforced as though 
provided by actof Congress, All leases and grants of hot-water privileges shall 
be held to be subject to all regulations now in force or which may be herea ter 
adopted by the Secretary of the Interior, and for any violation of any regula- 
tion, known to the proprictor at the time of the offense, the lease or grant may 
be canceled by the Secretary of the Interior. It shall be expressly provided in 
all leases aud grants of privilege for hot water that the bath-house for which 
provision is made shall! not be owned or controlled by any person, company, or 
corporation which may be the owner of or interested (as stockholder or other 
wise) in any other bath-house on or near the Hot Springs reservation; that 
neither the hot-water privilege granted nor any interest thercin, nor the right 
to operate or control said bath-house, shall be assigned or transferred by the 
party of the second part without the approval of the Secretary of the Interior first 
obtained, in writing; and if the ownership or control of said bath-house be trans 
ferred to any person, company, or corporation owning or interested in any 
other bath-house on or near said reservation, the Secretary of the Interior may, 
for that cause, deprive the bath-house provided for of the hot water and cance! 
the lease or agreement. All buildings to be erected on the reservation shall be 
on plans first approved by the Secretary of the Interior. At the expiration of 
any term of lease the same may be renewed by the lessee on such terms, as to 
rent and time,as may beagreed upon between the Scerctary of the Interior and 
the lessee ; and in case they do not agree upon the proper rent to be paid or 
length of lease, not exceeding twenty years, the same shall be determined in 
such way as the Secretary of the Interior shal! direct and the Presidentapprove. 

Sec.4, That the Secretary of the Interior, before executing any lease to bath 
houses or bath-house sites on the permanent reservation or contracts for the 
use of hot water for bath-houses off the permanentreservation, may make due 
investigation to ascertain whether the person, persons, or corporation applying 
for such lease or contract are not, directly or indirectly, interested in any man- 
ner whatever in any other bath-house lease, interest, or privilege at or near 
Hot Springs, Ark., or whether he orthey belong to any pool, combination, or 
association so interested, or whether he or they are members or stockholdersin 
any corporation so interested, or, ifa corporation, whether its members or any 
of them are members or stockholders of any other corporation or association 
interested in any other bath-house, lease, interest, or privilege as aforesaid,and 
in order to arrive at the facts in any such case he is authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers, administer oaths to witnesses, and require affidavits from ap- 
plicants; and any such person making a false oath or affidavit in the premises 
shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and, upon conviction, subject to all the pains 
and penalties of perjury under the statutes ofthe United States; and whenever 
it appears to the satisfaction of the said Secretary that such interest in other 
bath-house, lease, interest, or privilege exists, or he deems it for the best inter- 
ests of the management of the Hot Springs reservation and waters, he may re- 
fuse such lease. license, permit, or other privilege, or forfeit any lease or priv- 
ilege wherein the parties interested have become otherwise interested as afore- 
said. 
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The SPEAKER pro 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I donot wish to object, but reserve the right until 
after I hear an explanation and am permitted toask one or two ques- 
Lions 


Mr. PAYS 


Is there objection to the present con- 


te mpore. 


3ON. I will make a fall explanation to the gentleman 
as to the necessity for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Do I understand the gentle- 
man calls up this bill for present consideration ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois ask unan- 
imous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to say that my 
colleague, Judge RoGrens, who represents the district in which Hot 
Springs is located, is unavoidably absent at his home, and I do not 
belicve that any of the other Representatives from Arkansas understand 
the nature of the bill. It is impossible, of course, to determine its 
character by the hasty reading from the Clerk’s desk. I understand 
that some legislation is very much needed on the subject, and there- 
fore, although the bill may be faulty in-some quite important particu- 
lars, nevertheless I will offer no objection te its passing the House and 
going to the Senate where there will be some opportunity for its con- 
sideration. ‘This is, 1 believe, a House bill, not a Senate bill? 

Mr. PAYSON, A House bill. 

I would say to the gentleman from Arkansas that before the bill 
was reported I submitted the manuscript copy on which the commit- 
tee acted, to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rocrers], after the 
gentleman from Indiana {Mr. HOLMAN] and myself had interviewed 
the Secretary of the Interior in reference to it, for such suggestions as 
he desired to make before the commiitee reported the bill. He sug- 
gested one or two matters that in his judgment ought to be changed, 
which was dove by the committee, and afterwards tif bill was sub- 
mitied to him in the form in which it came from the committee, and 
he said he would let me know if there were any further suggestions, 
but I have never heard from him since. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansus. I have noobjection toits con- 
sideration. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would say for the information of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] that this bill was sent to the Heuse, pre- 
pared at the Department of the Interior; and so far as it has been modi- 
fied by the action of the committee, it has since that time been submitted 
to the Seeretary of the Interior, and meets his full approval. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill’ 

Mr. STRUBLE. Reserving the right, I would like to inquire of the 
genticman from Illinois as to this point: If I understand this bill, it 
proposes to allow hotels oft the reservation there to carry water from 
the springs, and thereby supply their customers in the hotels? 

Mr. PAYSON. No; the gentleman isinerror. The first section ot 
the bill provides for supplying all the bath-houses that are upon the 
reservation with hot water first. And if there shall be any excess of 
hot water beyond that needed upon the reservation, then it may be 
supplied under the terms of the bill to people living off the reserva- 
tion, but under such regulations as shall be provided by the Secretary 
of the Interior, and upov the same terms as it is provided on the reser- 
vation; but no water is to be used off the reservation until the bath- 
houses upon the Government reservation are tully supplied. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish this might goover. I donot wish to object 
to it. I have never been an objector. I wish it might be withdrawn 
for a day or two. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, let me say to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Srnub_e] that there is an urgent necessity for this legislation, 
tor this reason: The leases have all expired upon the reservation. 
is not a lease in operation there now of a single bath-house. Some of 
the bath-houses are rotting down and decaying because nothing now 
can be done with reference to them, and it is a matter of the utmost 
interest to invalids who are suffering with the character of diseases that 
these waters are a specific for. In view of this there is a demand that 
some legislation should be had. This bill has been carefully considered 
by the Committee on Public Lands, and is reported unanimously by 
them. It was prepared, as I have said, in the first instance, by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and it is sent here with an official communi- 
cation from him asking that immediate legislation be had. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, on the statement which has been 
made as to the policy of the bill, that the bath-houses on the reserva- 
tions shall first be taken care of before water shall be allowed to be 
taken elsewhere, I will not interpose an objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The Chair 


The SPEAKER pre tempore. 
hears none. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say one word in reference to 
this bill. I think it onght to pass. While I am not willing os 
seribe to all the features of it, yet some legislation is necessary 
believe this is the best we can do uader the cireumstances; and there- 
fore I hope it will pass. 


Is there further objection ? 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAVANNAH RIVER. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres 
| ent consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk began the reading of the bill, which is as follows : 


A bill (H.R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Sava 
nah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Company. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Compan 
a corporation organized under the laws of Georgia, be, and is hereby, autho: 
ized to construct and maintain a bridge, and the approaches thereto, over thi 
Savannah River, between the States of Georgia and South Carolina, at such: 
point in the county of Effingham, on the Georgia side of said river, and su: 
opposite pointin South Carolina as =pen actual survey may be deemed best 
Said bridge shall be constructed fort passage of raliway trains, and, at th 
option of the corporation, may be used for the passage of wagons and vehicles 
of all kinds, for t transinit of animals, and for toot- ngers. 

Sec. 2. That any bri built under this act shall be a lawful structure, ani! 
shall be recognized and known asa route, and shall enjoy all the right~ 
and privileges of other post-roads in the United Btates. 

Sec. 3. That the bridge built under the provisions of this act may, at the option 
of said corporation, be built as a draw-bridge, or with unbrokenand continuou: 
spans: Provided, That if said bridge shal be made with unbroken Spans th: 
main span shall be over the main channel of said river, and of such width, an: 
the lowest part of the superstructure of such height above high-water mark, as 
the Secretary of War may prescribe. And if said bridge be constructed as « 
draw- mee the same shall be built with an opening over the center of the 
channel such width, character, and construction as shall be prescribed by 
the of War: Provided, aiso, Thatsaid drawsshall be opened promptly, 
upon reasonable signa), for the ‘passage of boats, rafts, and other craft, and in no 
~ shall unnecessary delay oceur; and said corporation shall maintain such 

ights upon said a from sundown to sunup, as may be prescribed by the 

Light-House Board. In order that said bridge may be built in eompliance with 
the regulations for the security of navigation on navigable streams, the Middl« 
Sos aand Atlantic Railway Company shall submit tothe Secretary of War 

riba al a design and drawing of such bridge and a map of the location, 
giving. t cnemnee of 1 mile aboveand below the location, the topog- 
raphy of the banks of the river,the direction of the current, and sounding= 
pe Ad the bed and the channel ef the stream, and such other information a« 
may be required, and said bridge sha!! not be built until such plansand location 
shall have been approved by the Secretary of W 

Sec. ee That the right to alter, amend, or eal ‘this act is hereby express! y 
reserv 


Pending the reading of the bill, 

Mr. BLOUNT said: Mr. Speaker, this is an ordinary bridge bill, 
draughted in conformity with the views of the War Department, and | 
ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the bill, stating 
that it is in the ordinary form of bridge bills. Is there objection ’ 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The following amendments, recommended by the committee, were 
read : 


At the end of section 2, add the followi 
use of said bridge shall be granted to all 
Strike out the whole of an 3, and substitute therefor the following: 

“*Sxc. & That the bridge shall be so constructed, by draw, span, or otherwise 
that a free and unobstructed may be secured to all vessels and other 
water-craft navigating said river. t any constructed under this ac: 
of navigation of aad iver ast ane en ae security 
of nav’ o veras Secretary o ar shall preseri and to secure 
mao and approval the design a a ae oes 
em ra) Ts, and ap- 

the location, at the space of at least 1 mile 
eee aT 1 mile bel below the proposed the phy of the banks 
of the river, the shore-lines at highand low water, andthed and strengt! 
of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, ‘accurately show the bed o! 
the stream, and the location of other bridge or bridges, rie dings. or 
ferries, and shall furnish such other information as required for a fu!! 
and satisfactory unde of the subject ; at ah Bete ea ol 
of the bridge are by Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built, 
and after such a a by the Secretary of War the a ~ ye plans and dc- 
signs for the bri shall not be deviated from or added to, cither during the 
construction or the i until the proposed change 


and received his approva!. 
shcantd teties anal boat ait thnes es tesptend managed as to offer reasoi- 
abe and proper means means for the passage of vesse|s through or under said 
and if said bridge be built with a draw said draw shall be opened promptly up- 
on reasonable signal for the passage of boats, and the said company or corpora- 
tion shall maintain at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or 
other si, s on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe; and if 
at ong t oy &- navigation of said river shall in any manner obstructed or 
im authorized by this be constructed, the Secretary 
Goa shall ow ——. and it shall be his duty, to require said company 
. alter and change the at itsown expense, in such a manner as 
be proper to secure "i and complete navigation without impediment ; 
ont & upon reasonable notice to said company to make such or im- 
provements, the said company fails to do so, the of War 1 have 
authority to make Soe, and all hoa — this act shall be 
and shall have power and necessary to 
of the river: Provided. Phat in this act sha!! 
w now existing 


“And an equal privilege in th 


mag companies.” 


from ——— of the 

Add the following section fixing a time-limit for the commencement and com- 
pletion of the structure: 

“Sec. 5. That thisact shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof.” 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I move to concur in the amendments reported by County 


| durin 


the committee. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to amend the amendment to 
section 2 by inserting the words “‘and approaches’’ after the word 
“*Sridge;’’ so that it will read: 

And an equal privilege in the use of said bridge and approaches shall be 
granted to all railway companies. 

The reason for that amendment is that a similar bill became a law a | 
year or two ago, and the railroad company have prevented the use of | 
the bridge by refusing the use of the approaches. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that amendment ought to be in- 
serted in all the bridge bills that are passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment to the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the ameund- 
ment to the bill will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
1; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. ‘ 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing, from the President of the United states, was 
communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one 
of his secretaries, who announced that the President hadapproved and | 
signed acts and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 8951) to amend an act eatitled *‘ An aet for the relief 
of settlers on railroad lands,’’ approved June 22, 1874; 

An act (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for additional clerical | 
force and other expenses to carry into effect the act entitled ‘‘An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent parents,’’ from September 1, 1890, for | 
the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891; 

n aet (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for 
other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Theodora M. Piatt; 

An aet (H. R. 8584) to increase the pension ot Edward Healy: 

An aet (H. R. 11491) for the relief of the estate of Charles I’. Bow- | 
ers; 

An act (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone; 

An act (H. R. 8523) to authorize the coustruction of a bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee. 

An act (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri 
River between the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, 
Missouri; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 213) amending and construing the act ap- 
proved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pension and other cases. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLA‘rr, one ofits clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in which concur- 
rence was requested : 

Resolved by the Senale (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 

inted 6,000 additional copies each of first and third annual rts of the 

terstate Commerce Commission, with the appendices thereto ; 2,000 copies ot 
each of said to be for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 copies of each for 
the use of the House of Representatives. 


JULIUS C. ZANONE. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9215) for the relief of Julius ©. Zanone, only heir of John B. 
Zanone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski County, Illinois, d ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 

priated, to the legaliy appointed guardian of JuliusC. Zanone, only heir 

B. Zanone, deceased, late of Mound City, in the county of Pulaski and 

State of Illinois, the sum of $4,525, as and for the rental value of certain build- 

in said Mound City, Lil, from April 20, A. D. 1864, to April 30, A. D, 1869, 


| 


A 


build: having been used and oceupied by the United States Government 
as@ marine ete., torand during said period and which buildings were, 
daring the time the same were so held, used, and oecupied by said Govern- 


ment, the property of the said John B. Zanone. 
Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I can state in a minute what the bill is. 
N 


will permit the repert to be read. 


Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.9215) for the relief of 

Zanone,only heir of Jobn B. Zanone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski | 

County, Iiinois, having given the same careful consideration, report as fol- | 
eee panidenen onesies te cons aemenitten cod on file in this case 
it gad presen thai Sate B. Tenene, Gonsnced was before, during, and 
war of the rebellion a resident of Mound City, in Pulaski 


o 
“-- 
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llinois, and that he was loyal tothe Government of the United States 
lofsaid war; that he owned at one time a large two-story frame hous 

in said Mound City, I1)., which said house was taken possession of by 
the forces of the United States Government and by said Government held, used 
and occupied for a marine barracks from Apr 1 20, 1864, to 4 pril 30, 1869; thatdur 
ing said time said house and premises were reasonably worth the sum of $75 
per month for the rental thereof; that said John B. Zanone was not during his 
life, nor has his legal heir since his death, been paid any 










situat 


sum or amount what 





ever for the use of such property ; that the records of the Navy Department 
| show that the Government, after using said building as aforesaid, did offer to 
said- John B. Zanone the sum of $75 per month as rental for said building d 
ing the time it was so held, used, and occu; i by the Government authoritie 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Was March 28. 1390 
Sir: I have the honor to return herewith t letter of Mr. Peter Sanp, and 
inclosure, referred to this Department by y for ij is to the stat 
of the claim therein mentioned. 
The letter of Mr. Sanp relates to a claim of the estate of John B. Za i 
ceased, for rent of certain buildings at Mound City, 1 1 were cupied 


J + WH I 
as a marine barracks from the 20th of April, 1864, to the 30th of April, 1569 


It appears from the records of the Department that the sum of $75 per month 


| as rent for said buildings was tendered to Mr. Zanone and was refused by him 


but the records do not show what sum or sums of money were paid to him on 
account of the oecupation of the buildings 
There being no appropriation available from which the amount, if any, to 
which the claimant may be entitled could be paid, the claim is one 
consideration and action by Congress 
Very respectfully 


requiring 


r. M. RAMSAY 
{ Secretary of the Na 
Hon. Georce W. Situ 
House of Representatives 


That said Zanone would not accept same, claiming that _he was entitled to 
more, but did not relinquish his claim; that said John B Arnone had a wife 
from whom he was divorced on the [4th day of October, A. D. 1884; that said 
John B. Zanone died in said Palaski County, Illinois, on or about October 27 
A. D. 1887, leaving as his only legal keir Julius C. Zanone, who is still living 
and that Peter Sanp, of Caire,in Alexander County, lilinois, is now the lega!! 
appointed guardian of said Julius C. Zanone 

Your committee being fully satisfied from the evidence that the property 
aforesaid was the property of said John B. Zanone during the time it was so 


| occupied. by the United States Government, as stated im said bill, and that the 


reasonable rental value thereof was the sum of $75 per month, and that no part 
thereof has been paid, and that in justice and equity same ought now to be paid 


| to the said legal heir of said John B. Zanone or his legal guardian, respectfully 


recommend that said bill as presented do pass 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to know, Mr. Speaker, whether the 
bill provides an appropriation or simply sends the matter to the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. It asks that out of any meneys not other 
wise appropriated the Secretary of the Treasury be anthorized to pay 
this amount. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We are unable to hear what 
is being said. We do not desire to lose our right to object. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is an implication raised in the report 
that possibly some sums of money may have been paid on this claim. 

Mr. SMITH, of Lilinois. I will state, Mr. Speaker, in respopse to 
that, that a portion of this report was not read. The evidence 1s con- 
clusive that no sum whatever has been paid either to Mr. Zanone or 
to his heirs. He is nowdead. Mr. Zanone would not take the $75 per 
month. He thought his property was worth $150. The Government 
admits that it was worth $75, and the evidence conclusively shows that 
no sum whatever hasbeen paid. All weask is $75 per month, just what 
the Government offered to pay. ! hope there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 


ADMISSION OF OF NEW MEXICO, ARIZONA, AND UTAH. 


Mr. MANSUR. On behalf of the Committee on the Territories, | 
offer the following resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. MANSUR. I hope the gentleman will withdraw it. I am go- 
ing away this afternoon, This isin the nature of a report from the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. MANSUR. The vbjection is withdrawn. 

Mr. LACEY. I demand the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from lowa demand 
the regular order? TheChair does not understand the gentleman from 
Iowa. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas there have been bills introduced into this House aad referred to the 
Committee on Territories looking to the future admission of the Territories of 
New Mexico and Arizona as States of the Union; and 

Whereas great contrariety of opinion exists as to the wisdom and propriety 
of their immediate admission : Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, and it, is hereby, authorized 
and empowered to raise and send a subcommittee of seven members to said 
Territories and to such localities therein respectively as the subcommittee may 
deem proper and wise to visit. Said subcommittee is hereby authorized to in- 
quire into the social, educatiorial, financial, and moral conditions existing in 
said Territories, and to report whether said Territories, in justice to themse! ves 
and their relation to the States of the Union, are prepared for statehood or not: 
and to these ends the subcommittee be authorized and empowered to send for 
persons and papers, administer oaths, take testimony, and to employ a stenog- 
rapher; that the Sergeant-at-Arms furnish said committee an etieer to attend 
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said subcommittee and to serve each process as it may issue; and that the ex- 
penses of such investigation be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That said subcommittee, upon their trip to said Territories, be au- 
thorized to visit such localities in the Territory of Utah as they deem proper, 
and there take and report testimony pro and con upon the questions of the prev- 
alence, extent of, or decadence of the doctrines and practices of plural and celes- 
tial marriages as taught by the heads of the Mormon Church. 

Resolved, That said committee make report of their official acts and doings, 
with their recommendations in regard to New Mexico and Arizona, as well as 
their conclusions upon the Mormon situation in Utah, at the second session of 
this Congress, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I should like to have some explanation 
of it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. MANSUR. I would ask what gentleman made objection. I 
am going away this evening; this report comes unanimously from the 
committee, and I only desire to state the reasons why I ask for its con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The matter is not before the House. 

Mr. FLOWER. Thegentleman from Missouri asks what gentleman 
objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Several members objected, and the 
gentleman from New Jersey demanded the regular order, which is the 
further considefation of the contested-election case. Before proceed- 
ing with the regular order the Chair desires to lay before the House a 
report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. MANSUR. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. As I re- 
member, without looking it up, under the new rules reports of the 
Committee on Territories are privileged; and I rise now to present this 
as a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a privileged matter of very 
high character pending. ; 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

‘The Clerk proceeded to read the titles of the enrolled bills. 

Mr. BREWER. I move that the titles of the bills be printed in the 
RECORD and that the reading be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reading of 
the titles of the bills will be omitted, and they will be printed in the 
Recoorp. [After a pause.) The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enro)led Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 437) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts; 

A bill (8. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee; 

A bill (8S, 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport; 

A pill (S. 735) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 
Robert J. Baugness; 

A bill (8. 757) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 

A bill (8. 803) granting a pension to William P. Madden: 

A bill (8, 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline; 

A bill (S. 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones; 

A bill (8. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company 
to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River, 
and te legalize the bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (5. 992) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

A bill (8, 998) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
William H. Feyton; 

A bill (S. 1048) granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell; 

A bill (S. 1238) granting a pension to Daniel Donovan; 

A bill 1303) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner; 

A bill (8S. 1356) granting increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent; 

A bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Samuel D. Harper; 

A bill (8. 1524) granting a pension to Mena Holmes; 

A bill (8S. 1554) granting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes; 

A bill (S. 1702) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; 

A bill (8. 1703) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield; 

A bill (S. 1928) for the relief of Henrietta E. Boggs; 

A bill (S. 2058) for the relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix of 
«William Hance; 

A bill (S. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Doud; 

A bill (S. 2193) granting a pension to John Swearer; 

A bill (8. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young; 

A bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren; 

A bill (S, 2813) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; 

A bill (S, 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. Norton; 

A bill (8.3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State 

of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural 
College, as a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, range 
49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in'said State; 

A bill (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, Ill., a port of delivery in the cus- 

toms-collection district of New Orleans; 

A biil (8. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit and 

districts court to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters; 
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A bill (S. 3214) granting a pension to Mary D. Miller; and 
A bill (S. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea. 


ARKANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 
from New Jersey desire to occupy ? 

Mr. BERGEN. Ido not know. I will get through as soon as I can 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman from New Jersey was granted 
an extension of time—as much as he desired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not know but that the 
gentleman desired to occupy a particular time. 


{Mr. BERGEN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix 


Mr. CRISP. Mr, Speaker, may I ask you how much time has bee: 
consumed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An hour and fifty-two minutes on tl, 
right of the Chair, and in support of the resolution three hours ani 
fifty minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the case be 
fore the House as it is made by the record, and to ask a careful an: 


judicial determination thereof. 


At the election in 1888 in the Second district of Arkansas Mr 

Clayton and Mr. Breckinridge were the candidates. Mr. Breckin 

ridge received a majority upon the face of the returns. The certili 

cate was given him by the governor, Within the statutory perioi 
Mr. Clayton served notice of contest, Mr. Breckinridge responded 
tothat notice. Mr.Clayton began taking evidence under the statute, 
and after he had been for two or three days thus engaged he was as- 
sassinated in the town of Plummerville, in Arkansas. Then and 
there the contest inaugurated by Mr. Clayton for a seat in this 
House abated. It was not suspended, as say the majority in thei: 
report; it abated. 

When this House met a resolution was introduced by the gentle 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], instracting the Committee on Elec- 
tions by itself orthrongh a subcommittee to ascertain, after thorough 
investigation, whether or not Mr. Breckinridge or Mr. Clayton, o1 
either of them, had been elected a member thereof. This resolution 
without dissent was agreed to. By virtue of that resolution this 
report is made. 

This is not a contested-election case. It isa proceeding instituted 
by the House itself to determine the ‘‘election” of a sitting mem- 
ber. In the absence of living parties there can be no contest under 
the statute. 

It is no mere technical distinction to which 1 call your attention. 
Mach of the error which I think I can show you the subcommittec 
of the Committee on Elections has fallen into arises from their fail 

ure to distinguish between a statutory contest and this proceeding 
instituted by the House on motion of one of its members. On the 
10th of March last the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] sub- 
mitted and the House adopted the following resolution: 

That, owing to the alleged assassination of Colonel Cayton, whereby the con 

test has been suspended, it is of the highest importance that the facts in the case 
o— - thoroughly investigated, and recommend the passage of the following 
a That a subcommittee of five be appointed by the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Elections to make a full and thorough investigation of the contested 
election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge; to take and report all the evidence in 
regard to the methods of said election; to the contest and all events relating 
thereto or arising therefrom after said election, and as to whether the contestant 
or the contestee or either of them was lawfully elected, and report such evidence 
to the Committee on Elections ; and said committee will report said evidence and 
its findings to the Hous» for further action. 
Said subcommittee is empow to issue subpm@nas for witnesses ; to send fo: 
rsons and papers; to aw a steno her and deputy sergeant-at-arms, an 
to sit during session of the House. Said subcommittee may proceed to Arkansas 
if deemed necessary by them, to take any pat of said testimony. 

That all expenses of said committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund o: 
the House. That all vouchers or expenditures shall be certified by the chairma: 
of the subcommittee of the Committee on Elections. Tho Clerk of this House i- 
authorized to advance the necessary funds to the chairman of said subcommitt«: 
upon his drafts therefor in sums not exceeding $1,000 at any one time, to be ac 
counted for under the terms of this resolution, under the supervision of the Con 
mittee on Accounts. 

You will observe that the instructions are to ascertain whethe: 
Clayton or Breckinridge, or either of them, was lawfally elected a 
member of this House. 
The Committee on Elections appointed a subcommittee of five o! 
its members to pone to Arkansas and discharge this duty. I was no! 
a member of that subcommittee. As to many of the things that 
transpired, or are alleged to have transpired in Arkansas, I have 1: 
rsonal knowledge. My knowledge on that subject is derived 
rom a careful otal of the record which that committee was ordere« 
to keep, and which ought to contain a complete account of thei: 
proceedings, and from the statements of gentlemen who were them 
selves members of that committee. 
We find in the report submitted by the majority of the Committe: 
on Elections, and we find in the remarks of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] who has just taken his seat, 
statements which indicate to my mind clearly that the members 0! 
the subcommittee began their investigation of this case with such 
fixed opinions as to the condition of affairs in the Second district 0! 
Arkansas as to render them wholly unable to make such an impar- 
tial investigation as the ends of justice required. I appeal to what 




























































aetna 





er 


ol 
101 
iat 

no 
red 
red 
eil 
m- 


en- 
at, 
| ol 
ich 
t of 
ar- 
hat 





Dea 


en 


al 


1890. 


—_— —EEE — 








they have done and what they have failed to do to sustain this 
opinion. : 

Here is their report. A report is supposed to contain, or ought to 
contain, the reasons which influenced the committee to make it. A 
report should be based upon the evidence contained in the record 
and those making it ought to be able to point out evidence therein 
to sustain or justify every conclusion which they have reached. In 
the light of this just and reasonable rule let us examine this report 
alittle. Dealing with the matter of the theft of the ballot-box at 
Plummerville, on page 4 of the report you will find this: 

tewards were offered for the conviction of the thieves, and much apprehension 
prevailed among them, for, althongh they manifested but little fear of the local 
authorities, they did not relish a contest in the Federal courts. 

What is there in the record to justify this statement? Who are 
the thieves? How do you know they were not afraid of prosecution 
in the State courts, but were afraid of punishment in the Federal 
courts? Confessedly you do not know; you have been unable to 
find ont who the thieves were, and yet you assume to report to the 
House that much apprehension prevailed among them and they were 
in great fear of the Federal courts. 

Again, on the same subject, the report says: 

Mr. Bentley opened up negotiations for a settlement of the indictment by hav 
igg the amount of Clayton's majority at Plammerville conceded. He assumed to 
act for the thieves, and was evidently in communication with them. 

How do you know that? Where is the evidence? This state- 
ment is not justified by anything in the record so far as I know. If 
there is anything to sustain it, point it out. 

In dealing with the assassination of Clayton the report says: 

The State and nation were horrified. Rewards were offered and the community 
at Morrilton, near which the murder occurred, passed appropriate resolutions, 
bat no earnest attempt to aid in bringing the murderers to Justice has been made 
by the local authorities. The efforts of the governor have been in vain. Much 


of the work done bas been upon mistaken lines and without giving due weight to 
the suspicion that should naturally attach to the ballot-box thieves. 


Here is a statement that no earnest effort has been made by the 
people of Arkansas to discover the assassins of Clayton, and yet this 
record shows that in the whole history of Arkansas, or I might say, 
of any other Statein the Union, there has rarely, ifever, been a case 
of crime where the rewards offered for the detection ofthe criminals 
have been so large, or where there has been such earnest effort made 
to find out who the guilty parties are. The Legislature of Arkansas 
by special act offered larger rewards than the general law permitted 
the governor to give for the detection of crime. The citizens of Arkan- 
sas voluntarily contributed large amounts of money as a reward for 
the detection of the criminals, and detectives were stimulated to dis- 
cover who the assassins were ; yet this committee ignore all that; they 
make no reference to it, but they tell the country—because I take it 
this report is made for the country, not for the House—they tell the 
country that nothing has been done ; that, to use their own language, 
‘*no earnest attempt to aid in bringing the murderers to justice has 
been made by the local authorities.” 

Mr. BERGEN. Will the gentleman yive the House his informa- 
tion as to how much money was actually expended in trying to find 
out who committed the murder? 

Mr. CRISP. I am speaking of the rewards offered. 

Mr. BERGEN. But how much money was actually spent? Is not 
$36 all the money that was ever spent for the detection of this crim- 
inal? 

Mr. CRISP. Why, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Jersey 
seems to have no conception of the law or of the common practice 
in every State in respect to rewards for the detection of crime. 
What do you do when a crime is committed in New Jersey ? 

Mr. BERGEN. Why, we hang the man whocommitsit. [Laughb- 
ter.] 

Mr. PEEL. You have to prove it on him first, do you not? 

Mr. CRISP. I take it for granted you detect the criminal and 
give him a fair trial before you bang him. 

Mr. BERGEN. Oh, yes; whether he is a Democrat or Republican. 
The judges in New Jersey are all Democrats. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). The gentleman froin 
New Jersey is not in order. 

Mr. CRISP. Yousee, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman kas no concep- 
tion of the situation. [Laughter.] A State offers, say, $10,000 re- 
ward for the capture of a criminal. Such money is not paid out un- 
less the criminal is captured. When you offer a reward forthe 
detection of crime you do not pay it to the detective, in advance. 
The stimulus to him is the money he is to receive in case he detects 
and arrests the criminal. The gentleman from New Jersey scems to 
think that you pay the money to the detective in advance. He 
ought to know better than that, and I think he does. He is preju- 
diced against the people of Arkansas ; the whole tenor of his speech 
clearly and unmistakably demonstrates that. 

Mr. BERGEN. I wonld like to correct the gentleman, if he will 
permit me. 

= SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Georgia 
yield 

- CRISP. If the gentleman desires to set himself right, I will 
yield. 

Mr. BERGEN. ‘There were some moneys put in the hands of the 
governor to be expended in this matter—— 
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Mr. CRISP. If it isonly as to that the gentleman wishes to speak 
I do not care to yield at this time. 

Mr. BERGEN. That is the money that I thought you were refer- 
ring to. Of conrse the reward would not be paid until the capture 
Was made. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr.Speaker, let us examine further this report, 
which contains the reasons for the finding of the committee. On 
page 5 you find this heading: “ Killing of Smith, the negro detect 
ive.” Remember this is a report respecting the question who was 
elected in the Second Congressional district of Arkansas, and also re- 
specting who killed Clayton. You find this heading, ‘ Killing of 
Smith, the negro detective,” and naturally you expect to find that 
killing in some way connected with the matter under investigation 

Now let me read you what they say under that heqd: 


KILLING OF SMITH, THE NEGRO DETECTIVE. 

We may add that two other deaths have occurred that were the proper sub 
jects of inquiry connected with or growing out of the murder of Colonel Claytox 
One Joseph Smith, a negro, was acting as a detective in Conway County, and w 
killed by a young man named Richmond. Richmond was the son of Republican 
parents, and was about nineteen years old. The grand jury of Conway Count 
refused to indict him. 

Ordinarily there would be nothing in the facts and circumstances surrounding 
this homicide to necessarily connect it with the Clayton case, but the manner ot 
the killing of Smith was involved in much obscurity, and the fact that Smith had 
been commuuicating and acting as a detective with the Pinkerton agency, and 
the further fact that another detective had been driven out of Plammerville, conld 
not fail to lead the subcommittee to inquire into and suspect the probability that 
the killing of this detective had some bearing on the Clayton murder 

They do not find that it did have any such bearing; they had all 
the power of the Government at their back. They have expended 
Iam told, $20,000 of the public money on this investigation. They 
do not find that the killing of this detective had any bearing on tli 
alleged murder. They say that ‘ ordinarily there would be nothing 
in the facts and circumstances” to indicate that it did have any 
thing to do with it; they say that the detective was killed by a 
young boy nineteen years old, the son of Republican parents. But 
inasmuch ag previously a detective had been run out of Plummer- 
ville, therefore they suspect this killing has some connection with 
the homicide of Clayton. What do you think of that for an impar 
tial committee ? 

Now let as see the next reason. Let us go through with this 
port and see what reasons are given. We find in large letters thi 
heading, “ Killing of Georgo Bentley.” Now surely, you say, this 
killing is in some way connected with the matter under iny 
tion. Let us see: 


estig 


George Bentley, the town marshal of Morrillton, a brother of O. TI. Bentle 
was suspected of being one of the ballot-box thieves 

They do not tell us by whom “ suspected. 

He was one of the parties who went from Morrillton to Plummerville on t 
night of the election. He opened communication with the Pinkerton agency, and 
during the time he was negotiating to become a Government witness and ex poss 
the guilty parties he too was killed. <A strange fatality seemed toattend persor 
who communicated with the detectives. 

That is their comment. Now observe what they say when they 
come to deal with the facts: 

He was said to have been accidentally shot by O. ‘I’. Bentley, iis brother. 

There is no direct evidence to show that there was anything criminal in the kill 
ing of Bentley by his brother, as the shooting was done in the presence of a single 
witness, Wells, who was also one of the parties indicted for the ballot-box theft 
avd it was claimed that O. T. Bentley was handling a breecb-loading revolver at 
the time. 

Now it will be observed, they say there is nothing to show that 
there was anything criminal in this transaction. Yet they ‘sus 
pect.” Whydothey suspect? Did they start the investigation with 
suspicion? Whatexcites their suspicion? There is nothing in th 
evidence to justify it. 

Now hear their comment. 

It is unfortunate that George Bentley should have been killed befor: 
the fall disclosures which were expected 


Why expected? Who expected him to make disclosures? T sup 


pose they “suspect” he would have made disclosures 


and that the negro Smith should have been killed while making investigations aud 
reports to the detectives 

n the light of the other murders and attempted murders the coincidence of th 
killing of these two men can not be viewed without suspicior 


More ‘‘suspicion!” The whole case proceeds on “suspicion.” You 
state distinctly and directly in the report that this was the accidental! 
killing of one brother by another; and then, instead of simply dis- 
carding the matter as having nothing whatever to do with thi 
case, you say tha: it excites “suspicion” because the man was killed 
before be told what somebody not named expected him to tell. Then 
you say it is ‘‘unfortunate” that this occurred. Why, soit is. It 
is “‘ unfortunate” that men must die; 1t is “‘ unfortunate” that men 
will fight and quarrel and kill; it is ‘‘unfortunate” that distin 
guished gentlemen will allow their jadgment to be so influenced by 
party prejudice and bias as to ‘‘suspect” crime where none ¢ xists. 
Yet it is hardly necessary to mention in a report that such things 
are “unfortunate.” Why do you refer to this accidental killing in 
the manner in which you do unless it is done to excite in the minds 
of others that which evidently existed in the minds of the sub- 
committee all the time ‘‘ suspicion?” Will the House determine this 
case on ‘‘suspicion ?” 
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Let us proceed with the report. They come next to the Hooper 
theory. ‘The Hooper theory was that aman by the name of Hooper, 
whose family had been greatly outraged and persecuted and some 
of them murdered by Powell Clayton’s lawless militia when they had 
control of Arkansas, had come back from California and assassinated | 
Clayton. 

I think the committee ought to have investigated the Hooper | 
theory. I never believed there was anything in it myself; but as | 
others did, I think they ought to have investigated it. I do not 
think, though, they ought to have said in their report that this | 
theory was “ naturally a pleasing one to Mr. Breckinridge.” Why 
was it pleasing to Mr. Breckinridge? What does it matter to Mr. 
Breckinridge who the assassin was? How did it affect him whether 
the assassin lived in Arkansas or California, whether he was a Re- 
publican or Democrat? You know it could not affect him, and 
yet you say the Hooper theory was pleasing to him. Now, I do not 
think that displays a good spirit. It was not necessary to say it. It 
was not kind, and there is nothing in the record to excuse it. 

Let us continue our examination of these “ reasons,” these opin- 
ions, these conclusions : 








The necessity for the enactment of some laws which will prevent ballot-box 
stealing and murder from conferring a prima facie title to a seat in Congress is 
evident from the result in this contest. 


Let us examine that statement fora moment. ‘It is evident from 
the record in this contest that it is necessary to pass some law to pre- 
vent ballot-box stealing from conferring a prima facie title.” Gen- 
tlemen on the other side know that there was but one ballot-box 
stolen in the district, and to give Clayton every vote that had been put 
into it would not change the prima facie caseinany way. How, then, 
does ballot-box stealing figure in this case as affecting the prima 
facie right of Mr. Breckinridge to the seat? Let some gentleman 
anxious to defend this extraordinary report answer that question. 

Some law is necessary “which will prevent ballot-bex stealing 
* * * from conferring a prima say title to a seat in Congress.” 

Now, any intelligent citizen reading this report would naturally 
suppose that the stealing of a ballot-box or ballot-boxts had in this 
case given the prima facie title to a seat to one person, when but for 
such stealing it would have been given toanother. No other conclu- 
sion could be drawn from this language, and yetitisabsolately untrue, 
Giving to Clayton every vote claimed to have been cast at the pre- 
cinct where the box was stolen would not affect Breckinridge’s prima 
facie title. The Committee on Elections know thatthe record deeats 
shows it; this fact willnot be denied. Why is that statement made ? 
How does this case show the necessity for a law to prevent ballot-, 
box stealing from conferring a prima facie title, when ballot-box 
stealing has not changed or affected the prima facie title? Will you 
explain that to the House?’ What was the object in making that 
statement and conveying that false impression? Let me read you 
the whole paragraph : 

The necessity for the enactment of some laws which will prevent ballot-box 


stealing and murder from conferring a prima facie tithe to a seat in Congress is 
evident from the result in this contest. 


Does not the gentleman from Iowa who drew the report know that 
long before the assassination of Clayton, Breckinridge had the certifi- 
cate to the seat? Does not he know that the statutes of the United 
States make it the duty of the Cierk of the House to enter upon the 
roll of members-elect the names of those who present certificates 
from the proper returning officers of the respective States? Iam sur- 
prised to find the gentleman ignorant of this. 

It would not be just or proper for me to assume that the gentle- 
man knew this when he made thereport. I presume, therefore, that 
he was ignorant of the fact that the certificate had been given to 
Mr. Breckinridge long before the assassination of Mr. Clayton. 
Whether Clayton lived or died did not affect Mr. Breckinridge’s 
right to take part in the organization of the House. The stealing 
of the ballot-box did not deprive Mr. Clayton of the right to the cer- 
tifieate. It did not alter the situation of the parties in that regard. 
Breckinridge was entitled to the seat on the prima facie returns, 
counting against him every vote cast at Plummerville. Murder did 
not interfere in the least degree with Mr. Breckinridge’s right to his 
seat, because the certificate had been issued by the lawful authority 
before Clayton’s death, and if he had lived he would have been a 
contestant and Mr. Breckinridge would have been the sitting member. 

Reading this repert one unfamiliar with the law or the proceed- 
ings of the House would assume that Mr. Breckinridge held his seat 
here to-day because Mr. Clayton was assassinated, when, in fact and 
in truth, that assassination had no effect whatever upon the right of 
Mr. Breckinridge to his seat. 

The bullet of the vile assassin removed from life the contestant, 
but he who prepared the notice of contest and who professed to be 
in full possession of the information on which it was pre still 
lives. Every fact bearing upon this case that might have been 
proven had Mr. Clayton lived is within the knowledge of his coun- 
sel, whe has been actively engaged from the hour of Clayton’s death 
until now trying to secure evidence to sustain the allegations of the 
notice of contest; so that no evidence or information died with, or 
became inaccessible by reason of, the death of Mr, Clayton. 

Passing from the so-called reasoning of the report, I want to direct 
your attention to another matter, 
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Mr. Breckinridge claims that the subcommittee having charge of 
the investigation have deprived bim unjustly of the right to take 
testimony. I want the attention of the gentleman from lowa [ Mr. 
LACEY] and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] right 
here, because this presents an issue of fact. The gentleman from 
Arkansas, Mr. Breckinridge, presented a petition to the subcommit- 
tee asking to be permitted to take further testimony. The chair- 
man of the subcommittee [Mr. Lacky] in refusing the petition says 
that the taking of testimony was closed by Mr. Breckinridge’s con- 
sent in Arkansas, except as to a few witnesses who might be sworn 
here, and that the subcommittee had a‘ journed sine die. 

Mr. Breckinridge denies this. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Matsu] denies this. It is affirmed by the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BerGEeNn] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry ]. 
Naturally when that issue arose we turned to the record. Here was 
a committee that was authorized to have a stenographer, whose duty 
it was to a the proceedings of the committee just as these ste- 
nographers here report our proceedings. We turn to this record, the 
printed record purporting to contain the proceedings of the subcom- 
mittee. We ask, ‘‘ Where in this book is the record of the adjourn 
ment sine die? Where is this a ment that the evidence shall be 
closed?” The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] says: 

The omission is that the reporter probably failed to take that. 

He failed to take this “‘ final adjournment.” 

Mr. Masi. I had personally requested the reporter to take down everything. 

The reporter lives in Iowa, and I think has not been in this city. 

Mr. Lacey. I think it is important that we should have these names. 


He is talking about names when we are talking about adjourn 
ment, and he says: 

The reporter probably omitted to take that. 

Mr. Crisp. Who was the reporter ! 

A Member. He must be required to produce it. 

Mr. Lacey. I shall telegraph him in regard to it. 


Well, Mr. Lacey did telegraph him, as we are informed, and sub- 
mitted to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Maisn] a telegram 
from the reporter in reply, saying that he had not taken down the 
proceedings at the final adjournment. Now, mark you, here is a di- 
rect conflict between the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] on the one side, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Maisn ] and the gentleman from 
Arkansas, Mr. Breckinridge, on the other. The reporter telegraphs 
that he did not take down the proceedings respecting adjournment 
in Arkansas. 

Mr. MAISH. They do not deny that. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, when we turn to the report of the majority of 
the committee we are somewhat surprised—that is, we are as much 
surprised as we are able to be after our experience—to find this 
statement in the report purporting to come from this record. 

Mr, LACEY. No, sir; it doesnot. It expressly says that it was 
not printed in that printed book because it was received teo late. 

Mr. CRISP. It says: 

By some oversight this was not inserted in the transcript and printed, and we 
here insert it. 


Then this follows: 


At the close of the examination of Governor James P. Eagle, on recall, on the 
night of May 8, 1890, the following proceedings were had, to wit: 

Mr. Lacey. Now, gentlemen, are there any other witnesses to be examined ' 

Mr. McCiure. I have none. 

Mr. McCars. We had thought ofoffering seme further evidence and bringing 
some other witnesses, but we have concluded to accommodate the committee, as 
you are anxious to get away and get back to Washiogton, and we will say we are 
through. 

Mr. Lacey. We want to take all the evidence you have to offer, and are will 
ing to stay until you are through, but if you have nothing farther to offer we wil! 
adjourn sine die. 

he committee adjourned sine dic. 


Now, when we saw that in the report, you may conceive we were 
surprised. It had never been printed. Mr. Lacy had stated in the 
colloquy in the committeé that probably the reporter had not taken 
it down. The reporter had telegraphed here that he had not taken 
it down, and therefore we were a good deal surprised. 

Mr. LACEY. I know the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp | 
desires to be fair. 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly; if Il am wrong I will be glad to be cor- 
rected. ; 

Mr. LACEY. The conversation probably occupied ten or fifteen 
minutes there, backwards and forwards, and the stenographer took 
down this much of it. He did not take down, as he ought to have 
done and as we desired him to do, everything that was said there at 
that time, but there is no pretense on the part of Mr. MaIsH or any- 
body else that Mr. Breckinridge asked to examine these six hun- 
dunk or eight hundred men that he claims voted for him; no pre- 


tense by anybody and—— 

Mr. MAISH. There is this pretense, that it was agreed that be 
might have permission to make the application to the whole com- 
mittee, and if they saw fit to give him perniission, that he might do 
it. That was undoubtedly agreed upon. 

Mr. LACEY. Now you are mistaken. In his own application he 
says that he rested secure as to his vote and did not ask to poll his 
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vote down there, because he thought the jndgment of the court was | on that idea shall we now say no more testimony shall be taken 


conclusive. | Is that fair? Is that the way that men ought to deal with each 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not consent to that | other? Concede the utmost honesty and integrity on both sides, 
statement of fact. and you will find that the ease can not justly considered as closed. 
Mr. LACEY. Well, it is your own statement—your own language | It would not be so held in any court. It would not be so, held in 
in the record. | any tribunal where the object aimed at was justi 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not consent to that. Mr. BERGEN. Before the gentleman leaves portion of the 
Mr. CRISP. These are the witnesses, and I want the House to | case will he yield for a q 
decide between them. |} Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And I will produce the writ- | Mr. BERGEN. lLIunderstood i on 
ten official affirmation of the gentleman from Iowa himself that that is |} no adjournment sine die in Arkansas 
not thefact. It isright there before you in the official report. | Mr. CRISP. I said I doubted the correct s t of 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has the telegram fromthe | Mr. BERGEN. Well, l want to draw the gentlemai ttention to 
Iowa stenographer which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] | some statements which appear in the Arkansas Gazett 
promised he would obtain by telegraphing to the stenographer been Mr. CRISP. Oh, I can not stop for that. 
made a t of the record ? | WMr. BERGEN. I suppose not. 

Mr. CRISP. No, the only knowledge I have of that is the state-| Mr. CRISP. No, sir; articles in newspapers unsworn to are, | 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MaisH] that the | think, the sources from which the gentleman from New Jersey gets 

entleman from lowa had submitted to him such a dispatch. most of his ideas about this case, although the House directed that 

Mr. MAISH. The gentleman from Iowa will not deny that he re- | the committee find out the facts from the witnesses under oath. 
ceived it? | Does the gentleman realize the value of administering an oath to a 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In that telegram was there | witness? 
any statement made by the stenographer limiting his denial that he | Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, I do know the obligation of an oath, 
had not taken it down? Was there any affirmation that he had | and I know very well that the Democratic sheet in Little Rock 
partially taken it down but not completely taken it down? ealled the Arkansas Gazette reported these proceedings every day, 

Mr. MAISH. None at all. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] | and at the next day after thisit had an entry in these words: 
will state that as quickly as I will, beeause he has told me repeat- 
edly that that is the fact. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Whee was the dispatch? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What was the dispatch ? 

Mr. LACEY. I will answer that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to get at what the dispatch was. 

Mr. LACEY. I telegraphed a brief dispatch, as full as I could 
make it, and at the same time I wrote a letter explanatory of what 
was missing, and called his attention to it. In his answer he said 
that he did not understand that that was a part of the record. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What was the dispatch ? 

Mr. LACEY. That he did not understand that this was part of 
the record and had not taken it down, and in answer to the letter 
he said he had looked up the record and found that in transcribing 
he had omitted the final adjournment, a few words that he had taken 
down ; and he filed his affidavit, which has been laid before the House 
in explanation of what he did. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Can you furnish us with a copy of the letter 
sent to him suggesting what was wanting and what was missing ? 

Mr. LACEY. No, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has that correspondence 
been made a part of the record which is now before the House, and 
has the stenographer been produced kefore the sabeommittee or the 
fall committee for examination ? The present case has attracted national attention, not because it stands alone 

Mr. CRISP. There was an ex parte affidavit filed and I would | asa startling and striking incident of dangers ahead to our form of government 
like to cross examine him on that. | but because it appears te be one of the worst of a very bad kind. Other ballot 

Mr. MAISH. I want to submit another question here. Did the | Wins" sus ave been falsified, other voters have been taitated cher wal 
gentleman from Iowa inform anybody on the committee that such | joo) wurders— 7 Ba . se rere 

. ° j ‘ a 
ee ge te Sar cls Gh ones ond ba bat it in the : ae ep there is not = line in this rec ord to show that this was 
: ; : : a political murder. Gentlemen can not put their finger upon a word 
report. I called your attention to it and you followed it up with of testimony to that effect. Still they speak of it in their revert a 
eae teddies ah ae that you filed, which was writ- | , political eenialiant ll ——— agi i Ps 
; . ansas. 

Mr. MaISH. Now, the gentleman did not call our attention to 
it, and the first intimation was made in the report of the committee. 

Mr.CKISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, yon see the trouble we arein. Let 
me discuss this question to the jurors. The stenographer himself | 








At midnight the committee adjourned sine di 
Mr. CRISP. With the permission of the gentleman I will pro 
ceed. lIread from the report: 


Notwithstanding the murder ef contestant, the contestee appeared and 
the contested seat. 


too 


Why should he not? He had the certitieate of election before th 
death ofthe contestant. If be did not hopestly believe that he had 
been legally chosen by the people of that district to represent them 
here, he ought not to have taken the certificate. If he did honestly 

ter that he had been elected by the people to represent them 
here, he onght not to have surrendered his certificate because the 
party who was defeated at the polls had been killed. If the death 
of Clayton had foreclosed the right of the House to investigate the 
title of Mr. Breckinridge to the seat, the case would be different. 
Then he mightsay: “ Inasmuch as this unfortunate death hasdeprived 
the House of the right to investigate my title, I will not take any ad 
vantage of that, but will surrender my title in order to confer that 
right.” But wherethe right of the House to investigate remained to 
the same extent after the death of Clayton that it did before his death, 
what principle of manhood, of honor, or of justice required Mr. 
Breckinridge to resign his seat in this House? I read again from 

the report: 

j 


other political murders have been committed, but now for the first time a men 
ber of Congress, elected by a fair and full majority of his people, has been foul! 
murdered while preparing his case for presentation to this House, and a new el 
ment of settlement of political contests is introduced. 





says he did not take down what oceurred at adjournment in Arkan- | ;; ee — the political contest ? You know, gentlemen 
eas, and yet we find in this report what purports to be the proceed-| jr, DALZELL. Why, you say yourself that it ended it. That i 
ings atadjournment. Let me read it to you so that you can determine | ¢), hasis of vour argument ‘ne {cetiaaeh te ' or 
whether it appears to be a report taken at the time of the occurrence Mr. CRISP. I a not talking about the “‘ statutory” contest, noi 
ae it appears to be the narration from memory of a past | wore you when you used this language. I will read that again 
At the close of the examination of Governor James P. Eagle, on recall, on the A new element of settlement of political contests is introdaced. 
night of May 8, 1800, the following proceedings were had, to wit: Now, gentlemen know that the death of one of the claimants does 
Is not that a narrative of a past event? Well, now, what are we | not affect the power of the House to investigate the question of who 
todo? Mr. Breckinridge says to you that when the committee ad- | was elected. So far is that from being the case, the House is less 
journed in Arkansas he distinctly understood that the ease shonld | restrained when proceeding without parties than with them. Wher 
as open in Washington for the taking of testimony as .it was in | there are parties in a statutory contest the truth may not be arrived 
Arkansas. Mr. Matsit corroborates him. There is nothing in the | at because of the failure of one or the other party to properly pre- 
reeord to contradict them. pare his case, because of the failure of one or the other party to get 
Mr. LACEY. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Do you | up hisevidence; but where the House acts upon its own motion, as 
claim that the committee ought to have sent for six hundred men to | iu this case, without parties, it sends out a committee whose duty it 
come here and give their testimony ? is to discover who was elected, a committee backed by all the power 
Mr. CRISP I will tell you ina moment what I think you ought | of the Government, a committee who have the whole United States 
to have done. WhatI am talking about now is that Mr. Breckin- | Treasury to draw upon in order to enable it to discharge its duty. 
ridge honestly believed, whether it is true or not, he honestly be- Now the gentleman from Iowa asked me jast now what I think 
lieved, and he had reason to believe, that the same right as to tak- | the committee ought to have done. I willtellhim. His committee 
ing testimony existed here as there. Mr. Maisn believed it. You | was sent to Arkansas to find out who was elected, or whether eithe: 
may say that they are inerror. Supposethey are. If they honestly | of the candidates waselected. That committee had before it the pol! 


eved that was true shall we take snap judgment on them? That | lists of White River Township, Cotton Plant Township, and Riverside 
believed the ease was to be as open here there can be no doubt, | Township, in Woodraff County. They have the poll-lists from thos: 
they believe you told them so. hen they have honestly acted | three townships before them. Those poll-lists show, or purport to 
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show, who voted—not how they voted, but who voted at those pre- 
cincts at the November election. 

After finding, as you did, that the official returns from these town- 
ships were not to be relied on, because of fraud in the managers of 
the election, do you not yourself on reflection think you ought to | 
have called the voters and found out how they voted? Do you not | 
honestly believe that? You were not charged to examine only the 
witnesses produced by counsel; you were charged to find ont for the 
House who was elected. Here you had evidence before you show- 
ing the names of those who voted at these precincts, and you do not 
examine such voters. You say that Mr. Breckinridge ought to have 
summoned them. Why onght he to have done so? He might have 
remained here in his seat if he wished to do so, not going to Arkan- 
sas at all, and your dnty to investigate would have been the same. 
You can not excuse yourselves because he did not summon those 
voters; if was your business to have done so, In not doing so you 
made a mistake. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. LACEY] smiles. 

Mr. LACEY. As the gentleman refers to me, let me say that we 
gave Mr, Breckinridge subpeanas for 125 of his voters; he sent for 
them; they were sworn. Wegave him blank subpenas for as many 
more as he desired, and he sent for all that he wished to send for. 
He had two first class lawyers there looking after his case for him. 

Mr. CRISP. You were sent to Arkansas to investigate. Do not 
gentlemen understand what that means? You had before yon the 
oll-list of White River, Cottonplant, and Riverside Townships. 
Vhy did you not subpoena those voters yourselves? Did not that 
occur to you! You were charged by the House with finding out 
who was elected. You determined that the prima facie character of 
the returns from White River, Cotton Plant, and Riverside Townships 
was destroyed. What wasthe proper course of the committee under 
such circamstances? Clearly to examine the voters if they knew 
who they were. And they did know who they were, for they had 
before them a list contaiming the name of every one of them. 

The SPEAKER pro #émpore (Mr. Payson). The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired, 

Mr. CRISP. I will use a few moments more. 

I say the voters were known and might have been summoned. It 
will not do for the committee to say that Mr. Breckinridge’s lawyer 
made a mistake or that Mr. Breckinridge made a mistake. The com- 
mittee has made the mistake. Here is a committee sent out to as- 
certain who was elected. They tind that the returns from certain 
precincts are not worthy of credit, and therefore some other method 
must be adopted to ascertain how the vote stood there. Now, it 
would seem that, having the poll lists before them, the plain, simple, 
straightforward method of proceeding would have been to summoa 
the voters and ask them how they voted. They do notdothat. They 
do not pretend te report the number of legal votes cast at the elec- 





-tion. Here is what the committee say: 


No doubt the contestee received somo votes at the boxes where the polls were 
falsified, which votes he wholly failed and neglected to prove whilst he had the 
opportunity in Arkansas. 


Why, sir, Mr. Breckinridge is not charged with any duty under 
the resolution. It is the committee that is charged with a duty. 
Sappose Mr. Breckinridge had said, ‘‘ Gentlemen, I decline to do 
anything ;” would the committee have gone to Arkansas and exam- 
ined only the witnesses presented by McClure? Would that be a 
proper discharge of the duty imposed on the committee by our reso- 
lution? I think not. 

This case, Mr. Speaker, is very different from a statutory contest. 
For some purposes the committee treat it as an investigation by the 
House, and for other purposes they treat it as a statutory contest; 
this works injustice. ‘The committee say expressly they have no 
doubt there were votes cast for Breckinridge which they do not re- 
port, simply because he did not prove them. This is treating the 
ease as a statutory one with living parties. 

Under the rules prescribed for the hearing of statutory contests an 
admission of one of the parties to the contest, an admission of a 
fact by one, avoids the necessity for its proof by the other. Such is 
the rule of practice in statutory contests, Now, the notice of con- 
test in this case admits that Mr. Breckinridge received 44 votes at 
White River ; it admits that he received 111 votes at Cotton Plant, 
and that he received 149 votes at Riverside; but the committee do 
not give him the benefit of that admission. Here they treat the 
matter as an investigation by the House. Mr. Breckinridge’s title 
would stand tested by either method. But the trouble is that the 
committee at one time treat the case as a statutory contest and apply 
to it the rules of law only applicable to such contests, and again, 
when the application of such rules would give Mr. Breckinridge a 
larger vote, they find it convenient to depart from that rule and treat 
the matter as an investigation by the House. 

Now, let me show you by what methods the committee find 
against Mr. Breckinridge. They find that at White River, Cotton 
Plant, Riverside, and the town of Augasta the integrity of the re- 
turns has been impeached, They disregard the returns and give to 
Clayton the vote that witnesses say was cast for him, but give Mr. 
Breckinridge no votes at all. They de prive him of every vote the 
returns gave him. They do not give him the votes that Clayton ad- 
mitted he received; they do not summon the voters to find out how 
many voted for Breckinridge, although they say in their report they 
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do not doubt that some of them did vote for him. And yet, gentle- 
mnen, we are to pass upon this case upon such a report! We are to 
ae Honse is to determine—who was elected in that 
district. 

Mr. Breckinridge’s majority on the face of the returns was 846. 
Deducting from that Clayton’s majority at Plummerville would stil! 
leave a majority for Mr. Breckinridge of 413. Now, to overcome 
that majority the Committee on Elections take from Breckinridge 
at White River Township 210 votes—all that were cast for him ac- 
cording to the returns. They say the returns are fraudulent, and 
as Breckinridge did not summon and examine any witnesses to show 
how many votes he received, they wi!l give him none. They take 
from him at Cotton Plant 186 votes. They take from him at the 
town of Augusta 98 votes. They take from him at Riverside 197 
votes. All of these are deducted from his vote, and in that way 
they destroy his majority. He confessedly had 413 majority afte: 
allowing to Clayton the Plummerville vote, but the deductions | 
have mentioned, of course, overcome that majority. Why, even the 
majority of my distinguished friend from Vermont who sits near 
me (Mr. STEWART], large as it was, might have been overcome if a 
rule was applied which gave to his opponent every vote he received 
and took from him nearly every vote cast for him. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Certainly. Iadmitthat. [Laugh 
ter. ] 

Mr. CRISP. That is the kind of an arrangement you are asked 
to approve in this case. Mr. Breckinridge believed at the hour of 
adjournment that the case was as open in Washington as in Little 
Rock. Mr. Matsn, of Pennsylvania, sustains him in the belief. 
There is nothing in the official report, as published and made up by 
the committee, which controverts that proposition. The gentleman 
ae Iowa and the gentleman from New Jersey claim the case was 
closed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, If the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will permit me. On page 21 of the majority report they have in- 
serted the official stenographer’s report of the colloquy before the 
Committee on Elections, where Mr. LAcEy distinctly admits that it 
ee that it should be just as open in Washington as in Little 
Rock, 

Mr. CRISP. I was just presenting the statement of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and the gentleman from New Jersey as to 
their recollection. They say they are clear in their recollection of 
what took place there. Concede that—for it is not my province, or 
pleasure, or privilege to impugn them in any way—concede that, and 
still if the gentleman from Arkansas honestly believed it was not 
closed in Arkansas, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, present 
and participating in the proceedings, honestly believed that it was 
not closed there, and if acting on that belief Mr. Breckinridge 
made application for the examination of other witnesses here, I ask 

ou as tair-minded men whether that request should be aenied? It 
is not necessary to determine whose recollection is right. If Mr. 
Breckinridge was honestly mistaken, he should be relieved from 
any injury resulting from that mistake. It is not right that we 
should permit injury to come to him from an honest mistake. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Or to the people. 

Mr. CRISP. Or to the people, as suggested by the distinguished 
gentleman. 

The committee that was charged with the duty of going to Ar- 
kansas and finding out who was elected report to us, ‘‘ We have no 
doubt there were votes cast for Breckinridge that we have not 
counted for him, but we did not countthem because he did not call 
witnesses to prove them.” 

Is that right? The committee had full knowledge as to who 
the voters were. They have the poll-books of every precinct that 
they assail, and the poll-books show the name of every man who 
voted ig the election. Why did they not call and examine these 
voters 

Instructed to find out for the House who was elected from the 
Second district of Arkansas, they report to us that from the evidence 
they have taken Mr. Clayton was elected, but they say at the same 
time, ‘‘We have no doubt that more votes were cast for Mr. Breck- 
inridge than we have given him, but we have not counted them 
for him because he did not summon the voters before us.” 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Although the poll-list showed that 
these men voted f 

Mr. CRISP. The poll-list showed they voted. Itshowed the name 
of every man that voted. They had the poll-list and they had the 
tickets. Yet they did not examine the voters! They misconceived 
the purpose of their appointment. They misconceived their duty 
as Representatives. I mean they were mistaken as to what they 
were sent there for. They were sent there to investigate and find 
out for themselves who was elected. They were to make an honest 
search after the truth. That is what the House wanted. That is 
what the House now wants. It does not want to determine a caso 
like this on a technicality. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Do you mean that they did not re- 
gard the poll-list as prima facie evidence of the votes? 

Mr. CRISP. I do, sir. Let me illustrate. The official returns 
from White River Township, in Woodruff County, show that Mr. 
Breckinridge received 210 votes and Clayton received 44. They find 
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this return fraudulent and unreliable; a have in their possession 


the poll-list which shows the name of each person who voted. 

Mr. MAISH, Yes; the lists showed the names of the voters. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, how easy it would have been to have summoned 
these voters and asked them how they voted. The committee did 
not do that; they examined sixty-two of them who swore they voted 
for Clayton, whereupon they deduct from Breckinridge every vote 
returned for him at this precinct and = to Clayton the number of 
votes they claim the proof shows for him. They do that, they say, 
for the reason that where the integrity of a return is impeached 
each party should be remitted to proof of his vote, and he should 
only be accorded such votes as he proves that he received. Now my 
criticism of that rule is, that if good at all it is only applicable toa 
statutory contest ; but there are no parties here. This is not a con- 
test; it is an investigation on the part of the House on its own motion 
to ascertain whether Mr. Breckinridge is entitled to his seat. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. No contest, because there is no 
contestant. 

Mr. CRISP. Exactly. There is no contesting party, so that a 
different rule applies, and it was the duty of the committee not to 
stop when they found out how many persons voted for Clayton, but 
to go further and find out how many voted for Breckinridge. They 
were to determine who was elected. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is a good point. 

Mr. CRISP. Exactly. 1 do not think the gentleman can answer 
it. It was their duty to determine who was elected; they report to 
the House how many votes Clayton received and fail to report how 
many Breckinridge received, although admitting that he received 
votes that they do not report. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I suppose you claim that’ the evi- 
dence furnished by the poll-list is prima facie evidence, except so far 
as it is actually impeached by evidence ? 

Mr. CRISP. My contention is, and has been, this, that a commit- 
tee charged with ascertaining who was elected to Congress from a 
given district should find out who received a majority of the legal 
votes cast, because the person receiving such majority is the person 
elected. Suppose the committee find and report the returns im- 
peached because the managers of elections committed such frauds 
that it is not just or right to place any credence in anything they 
did. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The question is whether it is im- 
peached, and whether the evidence shows that there were inaccura- 
cies to such an extent as to impeach the entire record. 

Mr. CRISP. I am going to assume that. They report to the 
House that the returns from White River Township are unworthy of 
credit, because the managers were guilty of saul frauds that you 
can not rely on what they did. There were 254 votes polled at that 
precinct, the committee say; that Mr. Clayton received 106 of them, 
and because Mr. Breckinridge did not produce any witnesses as to 
the vote he received they report that Clayton got a majority of 106 
at that township. Is that right? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Do you say that Mr.’ Breckinridge 
offered to produce additional proof in regard to these votes in Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. His written application is on file, and was 
met with the statement that the evidence was closed in Arkansas 
by his consent, treating him all the time as if he were a party to a 
statutory contest and gr een, that the committee was to do the 
investigating, and not Mr. Breckinridge. He might not have gone 
down there and still the committee would have been required to 
proceed, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me to state right there, I came very near not going to Arkansas 
at all. It was only a day or two before the committee went to Ar- 
kansas that I took the advice of friends and went down. 

Mr. CRISP. Any failure on the part of Mr. Breckinridge did not 
relieve the committee from the responsibility that rested upon them, 
cast upon them by the House. They can not plead his failure to 
do what he ought to have done as any justification of their failure 
to do what they were directed to do by order of the House. Now, I 
think I have said about all I desire to say. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Why do you not move to recommit? 

Mr. CRISP. I am going to move to recommit; and as the gentle- 
man has mentioned it, I will ask the Clerk to read for me the resolu- 
tions which I desire to offer at the proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the resolutions reported from the Committee on Elections in the 
matter of the investigation of the right of C. R. Breckinridge to a seat in the 
House as a Representative from the Second district of Arkansas, and all papers 
relating thereto, be recommitted to the Committee on Elections, with instructions 
to ascertain the number of votes cast at the Congressional election held in 1888 
for C. R. Breckinridge and J. M. Clayton, respectively, at each of the following- 
named voting places in the Second district of Arkansas, to wit: White River 
Township, Woodraff County; Cotton Plant Township, Woodruff County; town 
of An Woodruff County; Riverside Township, Woodruff County. 

And when said vote has been so ascertained said committee report to the 
House the aggregate number of votes cast for each of said persons respectively 
at the Congressional election held in 1888 at each voting place in each county 
in the Seeond Congressional district of Arkansas, to the end that the House ma y 
intelligently determine the right of said UC. R. Breckinridge to a seat therein. 

To enable said committee efficiently to discharge the duty herein imposed, so 
much of the resolution of March 10, 1890, instructing said committee to investi- 





gate and report upon the right of said Breckinridge to a seat in the House as is 
applicable thereto is hereby and herein expressly extended and made operative 
to the same extent as though said committee had never made any report or taken 
any action in virtue thereof. 

Mr. CRISP. I will just say in conclusion, that the four precincts 
referred to in that resolution are the four precincts in which the 
Committee on Elections report the returns as having been success- 
fully assailed. That is tosay, they tind that in those four precincts 
the managers of the election were guilty of such fraudulent conduct 
as takes away from their returns that presumption of correctness 
which otherwise would exist. They do not find any trouble any- 
where else except in those four precincts. They have not polled the 
vote in thes» four precincts, which is a simple matter and will not 
take long; there are not more than 900 or 1,000 voters altogether. 

Now, my proposition is to require the committee to ascertain and 
report how many of these voters voted for Clayton and how many 
voted for Breckinridge. When we know that we can intelligently 
decide this issue and by our finding mete out justice to Mr. Breckin 
ridge and justice to the people of the Second district of Arkansas. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], 
who has had large experience asa criminal lawyer, has followed in the 
presentation of this case on the old line of criminal tactics, and that is, 
when he has a bad case toattack the grand jury or some witness in the 
case and try him, and thus try to lead the court and the jury away 
from the real issue in the case. 

Now, I shall not spend a great deal of time upon the point he has 
elaborated so profusely, but I will call his attention to the situation of 
the parties there in Arkansas. The subcommittee at Little Rock was 
composed of three Republicans and two Democrats. These two Dem- 
ocrats were of age; they were able men—Mr. MAISH, of Pennsylvania 
and Mr. WILson, of Missouri. 

They were not the spring chickens nor the tender youths that my 
friend from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp] would have you believe, and they were 
accompanied to Arkansas by the contestee, Mr. Breckinridge, him- 
self, who there employed Judge McCain and Mr. Harrod, two middle- 
aged, bright, intelligent, shrewd lawyers, among the very best mem- 
bers of the strongest bar in Arkansas, the Little Rock bar. The sub- 
committee did not attempt tosubpcenaanybody. Judge McClure, who 
had had charge of the case in behalf of the contestant in his lifetime, 
took it up where the dead man had left it off, and filled up subpcenas. 

The committee furnished him blank subpeenas and he sent ont. for 
the witnesses that he wanted. The committee furnished Mr. Breck- 
inridge blank subpoenas and gave him the entire power of the United 
States of America and its Treasury, so far as that was in the power of 
the subcommittee, to examine anybody and everybody that he might 
see fit, and he availed himself of that power. He examined several 
hundred witnesses. The committee worked commencing at 9 o’clock 
in the morning and running until 11 at night and he never asked for 
any subpoena that he did not get. Now, is my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] reflecting upon the majority of this subcommittee or upon 
the minority ? 

Where was Colonel MAIsH, that he did not send out subpoenas for 
these men who were not called? Where was Mr. WILSON, ot Missouri, 
that he did not issue the subpcenas that were needed tor these men? 
Why did not he call upon the chairman of the committee to furnish 
him subpcenas in order that all of these men might be brought in? 
But the contestee did not call for them then, nor has he called for them 
now. The first demand made for the examination of these witnesses 
has been made just now by my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. Now 
let me read what the gentleman from Arkansas says in his application 

Certain precincts in Woodruff County, etc., have been dealt with by the com- 
mittee. Defendant has rested secure as to these, as the United States courts as 


well as the election officials of both parties have declared that the votes were 
counted as cast and were cast as counted. 


There were several criminal trials down there, and he says here that 
those criminal trials settled his right to his seat, and that he ‘‘ rested 
secure’? pon the verdict of a jury, selected as gentlemen all know 
those juries are selected in the Federal courts, half of them drawn by 
the Republican clerk and half by the Democratic jury commissioner, 
with the prosecution having only half as many challenges as the de- 
fense. It will be seen that under such circumstances they could be 
absolutely sure of trying these cases by a Democratic jury, and they 
were tried by Democratic juries, every one of them, and those are the 
verdicts upon which Mr. Breckinridge says he ‘‘rested secure’ and 
therefore did not subpeena his witnesses; but now the gentleman from 
Georgia comes and says that we are to blanie. 

Who is to blame? Mr. MAIsH? No. Mr. Witson? No. But 
LACEY, BERGEN, and Cooper, who ought to have gone down there 
and constituted themselves guardians ad litem for the gentleman from 
Arkansas and ‘“‘ brought him up by hand.”’ 

Mr. CRISP. The majority are always responsible. 

Mr. LACEY. But the minority never asked for any subpeena that 
they did not get. 

Mr. CRISP. Then we will blame thew, too. 

Mr. LACEY. But you have been breathing out damnation upon 
the other side in unbroken doses for an hour and a half. [ Langhter. } 
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Mr. CRISP. Well, now I will spread it ont a little on this side also. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
permit me to ask him whetber he has any evidence that these juries 
were Democratic juries? I have heard to the contrary. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I have stated how they are drawn. I will say 
this, that it is pretty certain that the lawyer who was defending an 
Arkansas ballot-box stuffer did not try to use his challenges so-as to 
get a jury composed of Republicans. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is your suspicion ? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, but it isasuspicion which is proof strong as holy 
writ. The same gentlemen who were defending you were challenging 
there, and they were challenging ont of that jury-box the men that 
they knew were likely to convict, rather than the men they thought 
would be likely to acquit. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And they would have been great fools if they 
had not. 

Mr. LACEY. And, as suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi 
{[Mr. SrockpDALE], they would have been great fools if they had not. 
Now, let me read a little further from this application of Mr. Breck- 
inridge, because I say that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
is wrong'when he assumes that the gentleman from Arkansas ever asked 
to poll these precincts. He has not asked it even to-day, unless he has 
done so throngh the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. Here is 
what he says in his application: 


As the proceedings of the committee indicate an intention to reverse the find- 
ings of the election officials and the United States district court by the testi- 
mony of afew negroes defendant had voting for him, now exposed to the pro- 
scription of their chureh and race if they confess in public how they voted, and 
to cast out these precinctsexcept in so far as the votes may be proved up anew, 
it becomes desirable to prove up the detendant’s vote. It is true the change in 
the negro vote apparently proposed by the committee does not defeat defend- 
aut, but if they propose only to cast out the white vote and hold on to the Re- 
publican vote 


It will be seen, therefore, that he asks to prove up his vote at this 
precinct only upon a condition, and only provided it is contemplated 
by the committee to reverse the reports of the officials and to reject 
the tindings of the United States courts, which he says acquitted those 
officials upon the charge of tampering with the ballots. His state- 
ment is conditional. It is a little like the charge made the other day 
by my friend from Kansas { Mr. Funston] against the gentleman from 
Iilinois [Mr. Mason]; it is ‘‘coupled with an if.”’” The gentleman 
from Arkansas made no such demand to prove up those polls while the 
committee was in Arkansas, but now, when he is 1,400 miles away 
from the locality, he becomes extremely anxious to have his case re- 
committed, and have these polls proved up soas to enable him to hold 
on still longer to his seat, to which he never was elected. 

Mr. HILL. When was that paper presented ? 

Mr. LACEY. It was presented last May. 

Mr. HILL. After your return to Washington ? 

Mr. LACEY. After our return,when we had got 1,400 miles away 
from these witnesses, then he becamevery anxious ‘‘ Provided ’’— 
‘‘if’’—we counted the other votes, he wanted us to go back again to Ar- 
kansas or bring fouror five hundred witnessesfrom Arkansas here. But 
my friend from Missouri { Mr. WILSON] says that he understood the case 
was closed. He lett theday before I did; we staid there twenty-four 
hours longer. Yet he said in his speech before the House the other 
day that he left before the remainder of the committee, because he un- 
derstood they were substantially throngh. Yet the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania comes in and challenges the fairness of the committee. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, we have had something in connection with this 
case that has no precedent in this House or any other parliamentary 
body on the face of theearth. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas was given 
a carte blanche to write a minority report scoring the majority of the 
committee. He wrote that report; it was filed here; it was not made 
public to the House, they tell us; it was made public only to the As- 
sociated Press, to pick out such items as might reflect upon the integ- 
rity of the majority of that committee who investigated the case down 
in Arkansas. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me a question? for I do 
not know that I understand this matter. 

Mr, LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. Was the gentleman from Arkansas, or were the mi- 
nority of the committee, aware before you Jeft Arkansas that you did 
not intend to take the testimony of the court or the ruling of the 
court on the theory of Mr. Breckinridge upon which the vote was to 
be thrown out ? 

Mr. LACEY. We did take the testimony of the court; all the 
papers are in the record. 

Mr. BLAND. Was Mr. Breckinridge aware of the fact that you 
intended to rule that out? 

Mr. LACEY. We did not rule it out; it was accepted for what it 
was worth, 

Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. BLAND. Have you not ruled out those townships? 

Mr. LACEY. He knew what the law was, or should have known. 

Mr. BLAND. That is not the question; the question is as to the 


Have you not ruled it out in your count? 
Not at all. 


ruling of the committee. Mr. Breckinridge based his proposition on 
this, that if you intended to rule thatout then he wanted te take this 
testimony. Now, if he is taken by surprise in this matter it seems to 
me he ought to have the right to call his witnesses. 

Mr. LACEY. He is in the position of a man going before a jury 
and saying, ‘‘I have not imtroduced any evidence in this case; | 
think I am innocent; in fact, I know I am innocent; but if you think 
Iam guilty and undertake to so find then I can send ont and bring 
in men who can prove me innocent; I want to see in advance what 
you are going to do before I will send out for my witnesses.’’ 

Mr. BLAND. Were you trying the question as to whether he was 
guilty, or how the voters had voted’? 

Mr. LACEY. He is guilty if the people did not vote for him, be- 
cause he is here occupying the seat which belongs to a man who is dead. 
Mr. BLAND. But you did not conduct the count according to his 
theory, nor did you send for the voters, so that he is taken by surprise. 
Mr. LACEY. We sent for every voter that he called for. We 
left the matter in his hands. He is not an imbecile. He is more in- 
terested in this matter than any man in the world. He is the man 
whose honor is at stake. If there is any question of dishonor down 
in Arkansas, he is the man whose reputation isinvolved. Yet he sits 
silent while the committee is trying the case at Little Rock in the cen- 
ter of that district, with the witmesses all around on every hand, and 
he never asked the committee to furnish him subpoenas for these men. 
Now, what is the presumption ? 

Mr. ROWELL. And he was represented by his atiorneys? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, be was represented by two able attorneys and 
also represented by my friend from Missouri [Mr. Wi1.son] and my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAISH], who were looking out for his 
interests very closely. I will tell you why he did not summon those 
men, because he knew they would not prove uphiscase. He knew that 
out of the sixty-two men brought in from asingle precinct, all of whom 
had their tickets handed to them when on the witness stand before 
the committee, it was claimed that those tickets were cast by them; yet 
they were Democratic tickets from top to bottom. 

Mr. McRAE. If you believed that he could not prove his case, why 
did you not pursue the investigation ? 

Mr. LACEY. Wedid. Those men were brought in. 
you believe it. : 

Mr. McRAE. No, I do not. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I will prove itto you. Ifyou area fair-minded 
man—and I know you are—I will prove it to you. A large proportion 
of those tickets are numbered on the outside. It ap that the 
number upon the outside was put on there before the ticket was 
folded —— 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I deny that. 
Mr. LACEY (turning to Mr. RowE 1). 
brought in ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. That is ncét the case. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I accuse my friend in the presence of this House 
of being mistaken; that is all. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I say it is not true. 

Mr. MCRAE. That does not affect the remainder of the tickets de- 
posited by the other electors in that precinct, which the committee did 
not examine. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, if you will keep still, I will convince you. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman occupying the floor can 
not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. McRAE. I interrupted the gentleman with his consent. 

Mr. LACEY. lam glad to have the gentleman interrupt me. I 
thank God that there is one man from Arkansas whose seat is unques- 
tioned; and for him I have the most profound respect. Iam glad to 
have him feel an interest in his State. I wish he had enough interest 
in it to put his foot upon these ballot-box robberies all over the State 
and bring the whole State to that position of integrity to which he has 
brought his own district. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.- A member occupying the floorcan not 
be interrupted except by first addressing the Chair and then obtaining 
permission of the gentleman on the floor. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand the gentleman from 
Georgia to state, if I got his idea, that because in certain precincts 
there were a certain number of votes that were fraudulently cast, that 
therefore the entire vote in these incts was discredited by the com- 
mittee. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman from Towa whether 
the inquiry, in his judgment, should stop there, or whether the in- 
quiry should be extended to ascertain exactly how many votes were 
cast. In other words, whether the fact thata certain number of votes 
were discredited in any precinct is necessarily conclusive upon all of 
the votes cast in that precinct? For upon that question may depend 
the right of the gentleman from Arkansas to his seat. Because if he 
received actually a majority of the votes cast he ought to have his seat, 
and I would like to hear the gentleman on that point. 


I believe it; 


Will you have the tickets 


Does the gentleman from Iowa yield ” 
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Mr. LACEY. I am coming to that. You are simply anticipating he refers as I progress. Allow me to conclude the point I am now dis- 
my argument. I will give the gentleman an answer as I proceed. cussing, 7: 3 ie 

Mr. Speaker, the ruleot law insuch cases is well settled, that when fraud Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. There isa distinction between a case 
is proved as to a return, as to the manner of making the count, as to | where there is but one pasty to the contest and a case where there are 
the reception of ballots, both parties are relegated to other proof as to | two parties—where there is a contestant and a contestee—and a case 
their rights, and the entire proceeding ceases to have any evidential | wherein Congress sends out a special commission to ascertain what the 








Mr. LACEY. Thegentleman from Ohio asks where this is the ule. | Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge] aud from Georgia (Mr. Crisp} would 
I answer him that it is applicable in every election case, in the mind | say that if John M. Clayton was living the rule would require him to 
of every man who is familiar with the rules of law on that subject. | call upon the proper authority for subprenas for his witnesses to produce 
The gentleman from Georgia has conceded it——— them before the committee; that, on the other hand, Mr. Breckinridg: 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Let me ask the gentleman—— would have had the same thing to do. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I hope the gentleman from Vermont will not Death has come in, murder most foul, death most grievous, and h 8 
break the thread of my thoughts now. I will be very glad to yield to | robbed John M. Clayton of the privilege of appearing before the Elec 
him after awhile. tions Committeeor thesubcommittee on Elections, or before this House, 

That, Mr. Speaker, being the rale, the returns not having any value | and it is to the tongue of the living alone that he can appeal for jus- 
whatever after that, both sides are required to furnish other proof as | tice and right to thedead. Now, I ask you what ought to be the rule? 
to the conduct of the election and the votes cast. This is well settled, | Should there be a more rigid rule against John M. Clayton lying in 
as I have said, by an unbroken current of authorities in this House, | the grave, where the worm has been busy in his dead brain for a year 


force. And that is well settled—— facts may be, as in the pending case. On that I wish to hear the gen- 
: Mr. OUTHWAITE. Where? tleman from Iowa. — 

: Mr. ROWELL. In every judicial proceeding that has ever taken Mr. LACEY. I will answer that. Isee what you are driving at. 
ES place in the country. I catch my friend’s point and I think I will make it perfectly plain. 
ie Mr. OUTHWAITE. State one single one. Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Lhis is an ex parte case. 

7 Mr. ROWELL. I can name five hundred. Mr. LACEY. Now, is the rule more strict against the dead than 
= Mr. OUTHWAITE. One will suflice. against the living? My friend from Vermont | Mr. STEWART] and from 
% 

















notwithstanding the disclaimer of the gentleman from Ohio. and a half; should the rule be more strict in a case like that than it 
7 Mr. OUTHWAITE. You mean in cases of elections? would as against Mr. VENABLE or some other gentleman who is here 
7 Mr. LACEY. This is the first case where a man, a contestant. was | in the flesh, above ground, living, and a part of a Democratic House 
a murdered in the progress of the contest. . a part of a Democratic quorum, voting and acting upon the floor of thi 
4 Mr. OUTHWAITE. But that does not present a question of law. | House? Is the rule more strict against John M. Clayton dead than it 
The gentleman is speaking of the law of the case. | would be if he were living? Is the rule more favorable to Clifton R 
Mr. LACEY. But the assassin’s bullet in Arkansas does not change Breckinridge under these circumstances than it would be if they were 
the rules of law applicable to all testimony. | both here, equal-handed before the law, equal before this House, each 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Nor does it make law, as the gentleman seems | one laying before his peers his claims to an honorable seat in one of 
to think. | the noblest bodies upon earth ? 
Mr. LACEY. Not at all. It does not make law. But there are sut let us go back a step further; and I want to answer my friend 
well-settled principles of law that all men recognize. from Vermont. Not only did the majority of the subcommittee, with 
That being the case, when we went down to Arkansas and the gen- | the assent, approval, and consent of the minority, give to the attorneys 
tleman from Arkansas whose seat was in controversy sat silent and did | on both sides the necessary subpeenas with which to bring before that 
not send for witnesses, when, in addition—— committee the various witnesses, but I want to read from page 482 of 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Let me interrupt the gentleman from | the record as to what occurred: 
Iown—— Mr. Lacey. Now, gentlemen, before we commence, I want to know if you 
4 Mr. LACEY. I hope the gentleman will not interrrupt me now. | want subpeenas for any other witmesses. 
} I am coming to the very point ot his own question. We had gonealong eight or ten days and subpcenaed witnesses, And 


When it was claimed that colored men were voting Democratic 
tickets secretly, and the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. Breckinridge], 
who wrote the minority’s views, or the most ot them, asserts in those 
views that men were working for him and pretending to be peddling 
tickets for the Republican party and deceiving the Republican voters— 
he did not doubt that, or at least the minority say so for him—now, 
evidently these tickets were either voted openly or they were voted 
folded and concealed. 

When we found a large number of Republicans who appeared before 
the committee, colored men, whoswore that they were members of the 
Republican party, that they got Republican tickets from Republican 
ticket distributors, and that they voted them, and then when the tickets 
turned up in the box as being straight Democratic tickets from end to 
end, and on the ontside appears the number; and when it further ap- 
pears that these tickets are folded, the crease running through the num- Mr. LACEY. Whosubpcenaed Mr. Breckinridge’s witnesses? Judge 
ber, showing conclusively to any man who thinks fora moment that | McClure. 
the numbers were put on first and the tickets folded afterwards, it is as Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. He had very few of them. 
plain as the light of day, absolutely and unquestioned, thatthere wasa | Mr. LACEY. Mr. Breckinridge had over two hundred of them 
scheme todefraud these voters, and that these false tickets were not voted | That is not very few; that isa good many. And he or his attorneys 
seeretly. They were voted open and unfolded ornotatall. That vote | cansed them to be summoned. 3 ; 
was taken from the Breckinridge column, as it ought to have beer. Now, here is what took plac 
Here are the tickets with the fold right through, showing that they | Missouri: 
were numbered first and folded afterwards. Gentlemen can examine 


I want to say that we examined 1,300 witnesses nearly, and yet they 
say we have not been doing our duty. We sent out for nearly 1,300 
men, examined them and examined them patiently. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Were not the mostof the snbpcenas sent 
eut by you and Judge McClure? 

Mr. LACEY. Sent out by both sides. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. You and Judge McClure? 

Mr. LACEY. You know better than that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I do not know any such thing. 

Mr. LACEY. Do you mean to say—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Youbrought the mostof the witnesses 
there yourself, you and Judge McClure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes that gentlemen will 
not interrupt. 


eee CC Le ct 





> in the presence of my friend from 


: - Mr. Lacey. Now, gentlemen, before we commen I want to know if you 
them for themselves. [ Producing the tickets. ] want eubpenss for our other Ww ionaent s. j ' 
Now, this being the case, this return ceased to be of any validity, and | _ Mr. McCary. Well, I have got a few witnesses here, and I have telegraphed 


we had the right to presume, and we did presume, that if Mr. Breck- | )fO7¢ others; T don't Know whether they can he here or not 


inridge knew a man who voted for him while the committee was there, | Mr. McCatw. I have telegraphed to the judges of these places and clerks 
while they were within reach, almost within a stone’s throw—yes, which have been gone into this morning; I didn’t know what would be the 
while they auld have = brought in the presence of the committee “oe ar inane announced that that box would be attacked here 
in a few hours’ time, and our committee had gone there to try theease, | Mr. McCivee. | announced what would be gone into on the first da; 
it was his duty then and there to bring his witnesses on; and when he | !r. Lacey. What other place* 


did not do it and his attorneys did not do it, I say it was conclusive | 4,1)!!! attack Riverside. 


Mr. Harrop. Augusta, White River, and Cotton Pian 


bese 


on the committee, and rightfully conclusive, that the man who did not Mr. McCLure. My witnesses will be here from Freeman Township 

try to bring in his own witnesses betore them, when he had the power | Mr. Harrop. Do you know the nusaber of votes polled? 

and opportunity to do so and did not, it was proof that he could not | ee eer nner er ge ee eins tneases we w 

do what they now claim he could have done. (Finn os gor in he nat papareman hiuaie ahneay pameatntenlins mm ananenaile 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Let me interrupt the gentleman Mr. McCary, I think if you will agree to state by to-morrow that we can at 

again. I understand the gentleman from Georgia to make the point, range to get our witnesses here and have everybody here by Wednesday ever 





ing, but I don’t think it is worth while trying to get through to-morrow 

Mr. Lacey. My point is, [ want to be understood, that we can get throug! 
in the shortest time to be required, and I want you to make arrangements and 
agree so we can get through, and I don’t want there to be any complaint about 
it, that you have been perhaps prejudiced in procuring witnesses for the defense. 
We have been trying to get the business out of the way as fast as we could 


and I would like to hear my friend on that particular point to which 

“ T have just referred. 
Mr LACEY. Well, I am not through with this one yet. I think 
my friend irom Vermont will see that I will reach the point to which 
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Mr. Lacey. Do you want subpoenas to send out now ? 


Mr. McCicre. Yes, sir; I think we have blank subpeenas,and we have a list. 
They can not go out until 6 o'clock now. 

Mr. Hannop. Do you want to close Wednesday” 

Mr. Lacey. We want to close to-morrow, but we are not making any com- 
plaints. You have succeeded splendidly in getting your witnesses here and we 
are having a little talk to make arrengements. 

Mr. McCiunt. Now what do you proposeto prove? [have opened my heart 
to you 

Mr. McCain. I propose to send for three or four or a half a dozen colored 
Democrats to prove persecution, but I am getting a little skeptical about prov- 
ing that matter now. I find it is easier getting them to talk about it than to 
swear toit. Weare going get on the defensive in the other matter. So far as 


Mr. Armstrong and some others that have been indirectly aceused of the Clay- 
ion murder, we are going to ask leave for them to vindicate themselves on that 
matter; all of them 

That is the statement made by Mr. Breckinridge’s attorney in his 
own presence, in the presence of the committee, and in the presence of 
the representatives of the press of the nation, who were watching these 
things; in the presence of his fellow-citizens of Arkansas, who were 
standing around there by the hundreds watching the case as they never 
watcbed any other case in the State of Arkansas. 

‘*T can have all my witnesses here by Wednesday,’’ said Mr. Breck- 
inridge’s attorney. Now, when he gets off back to Washington alter 
the committee have returned here and the tariff bill is pending, and 
the vote upon it about to commence, then he suddeply makes a dis- 
covery, that if we propose to follow the law which has been laid down 
in other cases, and if we fail to make an exception in his favor, then 
he wants the committee to go back to Arkansas and take the testimony 
over again and give him a new trial in advance before the verdict is 
rendered, Let me read a little more from that record from Mr. Breck- 
inridge’s application: 

Certain precincts in Woodruff County, namely, Augusta Town, Augusta 
Township, Riverside, and White River precincts, have been dealt with by the 
committee, Defendant has rested secure as tothese, asthe United States court, 
as wellas the election officials of both parties, have declared that the votes 
were counted as castand were cast as counted, Defendant has not presumed 
that an attempt would be made to deprive him of the small contingent of col- 
ored votes received there. 

As the proceedings of the committee, however, indicate an intention to re- 
verse the findings of the election officials of the United States district court by 
the testimony of the few negroes defendant had voting for him, now ex 
to the proscription of their church and race if they confessed in public how 
they voted, and to cast out these precinots except in so far as the votes may be 
proved up anew, it is desired to prove up the defendant’s vote. 

It is true the change in the small Democratic negro vote, apparently pro- 
posed by the committee, does not defeat defendant; but if they propose to cast 
out the white vote and only hold on to the Republican vote, that would defeat 
him, He asks, therefore, to prove up his vote at these precincts, provided it is 
contemplated by the committee to refuse the reports of the officials and the 
findings of the United States court which tried and acquitted these officials 
upon the charge that they had tampered with the ballots, which court had the 
baliots and poll-books and all other evidence before it. 


The complaint has narrowed down, Mr. Speaker, to one thing, and 
one thing only, and that is crystallized in the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], and that one thing is that this 
committee shall be sent back to the wilds of Arkansas to poll these 
votes over again. 

Mr. PEEL. Did you see anything wild down there? 

Mr. LACEY. There are some pretty wild things down there, not 
in my friend’s district, and I want to compliment him, as I did Mr, 
McRAE a little while ago. But in this district and in the Feather- 
ston district I say that there is a condition of things that is a disgrace 
to the human race and a disgrace to the people who permit it in pa- 
tience. Downin Arkansas they claim that their State has been brought 
into disgrace and disrepute by the song of The Arkansas Traveler. 

They say that that song has given out to the people of the world the 
idea that Arkansas is a bad place, and the jingle of that tune runs 
through every man’s mind when he thinksabout Arkansas. They joke 
about their own affairs down there. They told us of an old citizen in 
Arkansas whose brother had been drowned a year before we were there. 
He was a Spiritualist and his brother was a Spiritualist, and wanted 
to communicate with him; so he wentand saw a modern witch of Endor 
and had the spirit called up and asked his brother’s spirit ‘‘ how he 
was getting along.’’ The spirit answered he was “‘ getting along tol- 
erably well.’’ He then asked the spirit, ‘‘ What kind of a country are 
you in?’’ and the answer was, ‘‘It is very much like Arkansas.’’ 
‘Alas, then,’’ said the brother, ‘itis just asI feared; my poor brother 
isin hell.’’ [Laughter.] They tell stories of that kind about Arkansas 
good-naturedly. 

Many of those people are first-rate people, and there are plenty of 
them whom I like; but, gentlemen, the ballot-box stuffer of Conway 
County is not an isolated or single instance. It is not only there this 
single crime has grown. It has grown in all these black counties 
where there is a Republican majority. There fraud becomes thrifty, 
because it is by fraud and by force and by intimidation alone that re- 
sults can be arrived at favorable to the Democratic party. 

_Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Will my colleague allow me a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. LACEY. ~ Yes, sir; if it is not too long. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Is there any evidence of the stuffing of 
a ballot-box in Couway County ? 

Mr. LACEY. In Conway County? 


The trouble about Conway 
County-—— 
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Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. You said there was ballot-box-stuffing 
there. 

Mr. LACEY. Nearly 500 majority was cut out in a single precinct 
by the stealing of the box; and our friends down there—or rather your 
friends—have a variety of methods. They are not limited to one par- 
ticular crop. If buckwheat fails they have turnips; if ballot box stuff- 
ing fails, the ballot-box is stolen; aod then if that fails, a false return 
is given, and the governor certifies the wrong man tothe seat. They 
are not confined toasingle crop, byany manner of means. [Laughter. | 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. My friend is a lawyer, and he knows 
that his answer is not responsive to the question. 

Mr. LACEY. It may not be responsive to my friend; but I will give 
him a more distinct answer before I am through. I can not give it to 
him just as he wants it. I know he is hungry ‘ooking, and I can not 
feed it to him just as he demands it. [Laughte, ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri.. You made an assertion a moment or two 
ago that there was stuffing of ballot-boxes in Conway County and I 
asked you for the evidence of it. 

Mr. LACEY. I would state tothe gentleman that there was no evi- 
dence taken in Conway County except as to a little item of about 500 
majority taken away from the Republicans by stealing the ballot-box. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Then it was stealing and not stuffing. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman draws the distinction that it was 
nothing at all but ‘‘stealing.’’ [Laughter.] No trouble about that; 
a mere trifle! But a trifle light as air, like this, carrying 433 Repub: 
lican majority, and carrying with it a bloody seat in this House, is not 
to be sneered at by my friends. [Applause on the floor and in the gal- 
leries. } 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Does not my friend know that Mr. 
Breckinridge and his friends offered to give to Mr. Clayton more’than 
all the votes that he and the balance of the attorneys down there 
proved up for Clayton? 

Mr. LACEY. In answer to that, I will say that that was done only 
to avoid the publication of the evidence as to how the transaction was 
done. Mr. Clayton preferred not to take any favors from Mr. Breckin- 
ridge upon this question. Mr. Breckinridge offered to give him a ma- 
jority equal to that which was stolen. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Whatever he asked. 

Mr. LACEY. He preferred not to take that. He said, “‘I have en- 
gaged in the contest, and I will go on and take the testimony to prove 
the title to my seat, and not by your admissions. I do not propose te 
go there by the grace of your concessions, but I shall put the witnesses 
upon the stand and prove the vote.’’ He took his life in his hands and 
went there and took the testimony, and you know the rest. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my friend wants to know about the ballot-box 
stuffing. I call attention to Woodruff County. I call attention te 
Augusta, to Riverside, to Cotton Plant, and to White River, in these 
various other counties, and this county in which the ballot-box was 
stolen, which gave to the sitting member his prima facie title to a seat 
in this House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Will my friend permit me to ask him 
another question? [Cries of ‘‘ Do not yield !’’] 

Mr. LACEY. I will yield again. I like my friend, and I have 
nothing against him but the fact that he is a Democrat. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. The gentleman says it is proved beyond 
controversy. Now, I will ask my friend if the white men—the clerks 
and others down there—did not swear one way and the negroes an- 
other; and if they did not ignore the testimony of the white men and 
take the testimony of the ? 

Mr. DALZELL. I would suggest, Mr. 8 er, that the gentle- 
man from Missouri had an hour and forty-five minutes, besides the 
time he occupied in interruptions of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BERGEN]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. You shall have all the time you desire. 

Mr. LACEY. I like my friend from Missouri, as I have said, and I 
like to hear his clarion voice, even when it comes in the form of an in- 
terruption from the Democratic side of this Chamber. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. T do not want to interrupt you except 
by your consent. 

Mr. LACEY. I will try to answer my friend. Sixty-two colored 
men came in there from a single — and swore that they voted 
the Republican ticket and in each instance a Democratic ticket was 
taken out in the presence of the committee and handed to them on the 
witness-stand with their number on it. 

You ought to have seen the blank look of amazement that came over 
those colored faces when they were asked, ‘‘ Did you vote that ticket ?”’ 
and when they stood back and answered, ‘‘No, sir; I did not vote that 
ticket.’’ I once heard a case in court where an attorney was surprised 
by the filing of an affidavit on the other side, and he got up and said, 
** Your honor, I am surprised at this.’’ The other counsel said, ‘‘ Let 
him make hisshowing, your honor; let him file his affidavit of surprise.”’ 
But the court said, ‘‘ No, he need not do that; I see it in his face.’’ 
{Langhter.] And when these colored men in Arkansas were con- 
fronted with Democratic tickets, with Cleveland at the head and Breck- 
inridge at the tail, the expression of suprise and amazement was so 
great as to carry conviction to the mind ofevery one whosaw them. Ne 
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one could help believing them. Now, how could sixty-two men be thus 
deceived? Only by the grossest of fraud, and when it was evident that 
in order to settle this matter beyond question a ballot-box with the 
largest Republican majority in the district was stolen, we have surely 


something here to cast upon the contestee the burden of proving to this | 


House who voted for him. i 
We went down to Arkansas to take that proof. We went there with 
the power of subpcena from this House. If thecontestee did not intro- 


duce his testimony then, it is bad faith for him now to come when | 
nearly the whole of the two years has expired. After holding a seat | 


for two years upon the floor of this House and casting Democratic votes 
from a seat that belongs to a Republican, it is bad faith tor him to 
come now and say, ‘‘Gentlemen, you go down to Arkansas again for 
the balance of my term. I will have this matter passed over and we 
will try it all over again.’’ But, Mr. Speaker, this question as to how 
they hold elections in Arkansas is by no means a new one to the coun- 
try. Isend tothe Clerk’s desk and ask to have read an article from the 
Morrillton Democratic paper, which I have cut from the record in this 
case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A BULLDOZER BULLDOZED—A STORY OF BENJAMIN AND A BEAN-SHOOTER. 

(Headlight, November 8, 1888. | 

There was an occurrence here last Monday night that, whatever the provo- 
cation, is to be regretted by all conservative people. 

In the afternoon of that day the report was circulated on the streets thata 
ee had been received by D. B. Russell from Henry M. Cooper, chairman 
of the Republican State central committee, to the effect that M. W. Benjamin, 
accompanied by a detective, would be up on the evening train and look after 
the election. Inasmuch as Mr. Benjamin had but a few days before been in 


this county and was reported to have made some threats and inflammatory | 


talks, the people were in no condition to tolerate anything more from him. 

When Mr. Benjamin and the detective got off the train, it seemed that mem- 
ories of 1868-1874 fired the people, and they were peaahe penponatale for what 
they did. In the confusion which ensued in the dark Mr. Benjamin and his 
escort were run over, several rocks were thrown, and some boy with a bean- 
shooter threw a buckshot which struck Mr. Benjamin over the right eye and 
lodged beneath the skin. He was conducted to aroom in the Speers Hotel and 
attended by Dr. Adams, who extracted the ball. 


The demonstration was more than the detective could stand, and he re-en- 
tered the train and left. 

Mr. Stowers addressed the people briefly and asked that they keep quiet while 
Mr. Benjamin explained his mission. On being escorted to the balcony that 
gentleman said in a faltering, hesitating way, he was surprised at the treatment; 
that he had come up on private business—to look up a registered letter which 
he had sent several days before. After consultation and refreshing himself, 


Mr. Benjamin concluded to give up pursuit of the registered letter and return 
to Little Rock on the midnight train. 


The stories circulated that guns and pistols were fired are without founda- 
tion. There were no fire-arms seen or heard on our streets that nicht. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me follow that up, Mr. Speaker, with the state- 
ment that within a few days after that Benjamin died. He was kicked 
and cuffed so that he died. The minority of the committee in Mr. 
Breckinridge’s minority report in this case say that he was ‘‘radely 
jostled.’’ Ah, he was so rudely jostled that his tenure of life ended. 
ee WILSON, of Missouri, Will my friend allow me to interrupt 

im? ’ 

Mr. LACEY. No, I will not yield now. 

Mr. WILSON, ot Missouri. That is simply ridiculous. 

Mr. LACEY. My friend says it is ‘‘simply ridiculous ’’ that Benja- 
min died, but the most convincing proof that a man can give of the 
faith that is in him, and of the abuse that he has received, is to die. 
What more can a man say or do to prove what has been done to him ? 
Benjamin has proved it by the strongest testimony known to mankind. 

The second day of this week, Monday, was Labor day, and on that 
day the bands and the processions were out celebrating labor all over 
the United States. My gifted and eloquent young friend from New 
York [Mr. McCaRTHY] was flying the eagle in the presence of an as- 
sembly of laborers, and [compliment him for it. Many of my friends 
upon the other side of the Chamber were spending the day among the 
laborers of the country. Down in Arkansas the Republican party by 
name is a thing of the past. It has to go under an assumed name. 
The Republicans have had to join hands with the Union Labor men. 

The Union Labor party of Arkansas nominated a Methodist preacher 
as their candidate, and the Democrats, not to be outdone in grace by 
the Republicans, nominated a Baptist preacher, and the two reverend 
gentlemen were canvassing the State side by side and hand in hand, 
and, with that eloquence which never can be acquired except at camp- 
meeting, they were talking to the public all over the State of Arkan- 
sas. [{Laughter.] On Saturday last 7,000 Union Labor tickets, pre- 
pared at St. Louis, so that they could not be readily counterieited, 
were sent to Morrillton by train to be used at the election on Monday, 
and what has been the result? I read from the telegraphic dispatches 
from Little Rock: 

LitTLe Rock, ARK., August 30. 

As the Little Rock train pulled into Morrillton, at 12.40 to-day, it was sur- 
rounded by 1,500 Democrats, and George W. Small, a citizen of Conway County, 
who was carrying 7.000 Union Labor State and county tickets, was struck on 
the head six times with loaded canes and knocked senseless. The tickets were 
then takew by the Democrats and destroyed. Morrillton is 50 miles west of 
Little Rock and the cv. unty seat of Conway County, in which John M. Clayton 
was assassinated while looking up evidence to contest the seat of Congressman 
Breckinridge, of the Second district. 

The immediate cause of the trouble at Morrillton to-day was to get possession 
of the Union Labor ballots and to wreak vengeance on George Smal!, who is. 
charged by the Democrats with having organized Grand Army posts. Mr. 


Small left Little Rock with 7,000 \Jnion Labor and Republican tickets, which 
had been printed in St. Louis to prevent the Democratsfrom counterfeiting hem 
and thus deceiving the colored voters. The Democrats had used every method 
to get possession of asample copy, but without success; so they collected sev- 
eral hundred horsemen at the station and formed them in regular martial array. 


They awaited the train, which a spy in Little Rock had informed them would 
| carry Mr. Small and the tickets. 


The mounted men were urmder the command of Carroll Armstrong, whom 
Judge McClure slapped in the face during the Congress committee's session in 
| thiscity, Two long lines of cavalry were formed, the men being arrayed in 
| red sashes and carrying miniature flags. Within the lines of cavalry and near 
| the railroad track two lines of infantry were formed, and when the train reached 
the station the lines closed, so that the train was completely surrounded. Ata 
signal from Circuit Clerk “ Jeff’? Wright, several hundred of the men boarded 
the train, and the car containing Mr. Small was entered by doors and windows, 
} until all available space was filled with the mob. 
| Bentley, a deputy sheriff, the man who assaulted Judge Benjamin, and the 
|} man whom Judge Clayton charged with guilty knowledge of the assassination 
of Clayton, James Lucas, who was convicted of frauds, and Walter P. Wells, 
another ballot-box thief, entered the car, and while they were endeavoring to 
gt the satchel containing the ballots, other persons struck Mr. Smali on the 
ead with loaded canes. J.B. McLaughlin, of this city, who was occupying a 
seat with Mr. Small, was struck once and dragged backward over the seat, but 
was not seriously hurt. After the tickets were obtained the mob rode off. The 
sheriffand his deputies were present, and were called on for protection, but 
they paid no attention tothe request.—New York Tribune, August 31, 1890 
| The paper gives the list of the names of the persons taking part in 
ae ee & pal 
| this affair. One is Carroll Armstrong, who has been given a certificate 
of good character here by the minority of this committee; another is 
Oliver Bentley, whose character has been held up before this House as 
unassailable. Wells and Lucas, too, are among them, men that have 
been indicted for ballot-box stealing. These are the men who went 
into the train and pounded this Union Labor man over the head and 
| took from him his 7,000 tickets. 
| Mr. Speaker, the ballot-box thief, the man that interferes with 
| elections and prevents a fair election, is doing business down in Arkan- 
sas at the old stand; and yet our friends here say that the majority re- 
| port in this case has been brought in for the sole purpose of influencing 
what they call ‘‘ the force bill.’’ 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the gentleman from Iowa 
believe that telegram that he has read? 
Mr. LACEY. I have assurance from Little Rock that it is true. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is not true. ‘There is not 
| a word of truth in it. 
Mr. LACEY. I have also a telegram from the Associated Press. 
The Associated Press there is controlled by the Gazette, your Demo- 
| cratic organ in Arkansas, and in the Associated Press dispatches and 
in the dispatches of the various Democratic papers of this country | 
| 





find substantially the same thing stated, only that the size of the mob 
is represented as larger. I read: 
LittLe Rock, August 31, 

A mob of about 2,500 men, some mounted and some on foot, yesterday sur 
rounded the Morrillton station on both sides of the track. A Union Labor 
mass-meeting was to have been held there. 

On the incoming train from Little Rock, among others, were J. B. McLaugh- 
lin, a well-known Union Labor orator, and George Small, of Springfield, Con- 
way County, a prominent white Republican, who had been here for the pur- 
pose of getting Union Labor tickets for use in Conway County for the election 
to-morrow. Small carried the tickets, 7,000 in all, in a valise. 

When the train stopped a crowd of men sprang forward and rushed into the 
coach where McLaughlin and Small were seated. Among the foremost, it is 
said, were Olly Bentley, Jim Lucas, and Walter Wells. Small was struck re- 
peatedly upon the head with loaded sticks, and he soon lost consciousness. Me- 
Laughlin wasthrown upon the floor, and his right shoulder severely wrenched. 
After striking Small several additional blows the satchel was dragged from be- 
neath his feet and passed out through the crowd. 

In a few moments the assailants had left the car. What became of the tickets 
isnot known. McLaughlin got off the train on the side opposite the depot. 
He passed along the line of horsemen, but no attention was paid to him. All 
the business houses were closed andevery man and boy was out taking part in 
the general excitement. 

McLaughlin was treated with some degree of courtesy after he left the train, 
and he was thus enabled to getdinner at the hotel. McLaughlin came back to- 
night, and his description of the affair has created a great deal of excitement. 
Tickets are being printed to replace the ones stolen. 


It gives substantially the same account that I have before read. And 
the New York World, withan indignation that does credit to the head 
and heart of its editor, denounces this infamous interference with the 
ballot in Arkansas, and asks, ‘‘When shall this cease and when shall 
Arkansas no longer be held up against the Democratic party all over 
the country asan evidence of what will be done by the Democrats when 
in power ?’’ 

Mr. Speaker, one Stowers, in a speech in Arkansas just before the 
Congressional election of 1888, made the following statement at Mor- 
rillton: 

He says, ‘Iam going to make a suggestion, but I don't want you to make 
any application of it atuall.’’ He said, '* There was one time a man had a son; 

he had kept him and taken care of him and until he got old enough to take 
care of himself, and then he said, ‘ You go out and make your living, son, and 
| go to work and make money, and my advice is to make money honestly ;’ 
| 

| 
! 
| 
} 


but he says, ‘if you can’t, make money.’ Don’t you make any application of 
it at ail.” 


He told this story in a Democratic meeting, telling them not to make 
any application of it. And what didthey do? Did they make money 
or did they make votes? History has written it in figares of blood 
over that district. Benjamin was killed immediately before this elec- 
tion; Wahl, the Federal supervisor, was brutally shot through the 
head while he was playing a little game of poker in a doctor’s office 
down in Arkansas, And what is to become of Arkansas if they can 








not play a game of poker in peace? [Langhter,] It seems to me it 
is tm. He arma a, Reeiele Arkansas should rise in their wrath 
and say that this is no longer a free country. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. When they can not play poker any more there, 
you lose the best representative of the Republican party in Arkansas. 

Mr. LACEY. That may be; and I do not know anything that will 
probably give him a higher standing than that in that community. 

Now, as to this matter of shooting, let me call attention to an article 
from the Fordyce Enterprise. Mr. Cook was a contestant for a seat 
in this House from Mississippi. He wisely abandoned the contest and 
thought by deing so he would live. He did live—awhile. But this 
falt he concluded to run for office again; he ran for a place in the con- 
stitutional convention—an institution organized in the State of Missis- 
sippi to determine how the minority may be able to rnle—to devise 
ways and means how a minority can be turned into an able-bodied, 
unquestioned, uneontrollable majority. 

This man, while running for this office, a school-house—a 
seat of learning located upon the hill-top. ve shotguns were pointed 
out through the crevices between the logs of that school-house, and M. 
B. Cook bit the dust. He was discovered by colored men shortly after- 
wards dead—dead as Benjamin, dead as Clayton, dead as the negro 
detective, Smith, dead as George Bentley. And here is what an Ar- 
kansas paper says about it—the Fordyce Enterprise: 

ADVISING ASSASSINATION. 
In the Fordyce (Dallas County, Arkansas) Enterprise we find the following: 

Mavah Cook, a white Republican politician, was assassinated in Mississippi on 
the 23 ultime. He was a turbulent spirit, was making incendiary speeches ar- 
raving the negroes against the white people. His death was not unexpected, as 
he wa« considered by conservative men of all parties asa fire-brand. Suachafate 
should await every scoundrel! who is engaged in exciting the ignorant negro to 
acta of violenec.” 

And it is assumed, Mr. Speaker, thatevery man who incites a negro 
to vote the Kepubliecan ticket is inciting to acts of violence. I read 
now briefly from an editorial in the Daily American, published at Nash- 
ville, Tenn., August 6: 

Every man who supports the Republicans is ipso facto au enemy tothe South. 
He who is not for us is against us, and the man who comes out before the peo- 
ple as a Repulbiican, commended to their sup by a Republican convention, 
must stand or fallas such. When he dons a Republican uniform and takes the 
Republican colors in his hand, he must expect to be shot at as a Republican. 
No matter what office he may seek, he seeks it as a Republican, he seeks it as 
gnenemy. No matter what professions may be on his lips, if the Republican 
flag be in his hand, shoot him without parley. 

Mr. WASHINGTON rose. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What newspaper published that? 

Mr. LACEY, That is published in the Nashville (Tenn.) Daily 
American; and right at the head of the paper I see the following: 
‘Democratic State ticket: Governor, John W. Buchanan; supreme 
judge, B. J. Lea,”’ ete. 

Mr. WASHINGTON rose. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. May I ask the gentleman from Iowa a ques- 

9 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
Lacey] yield ? 

Mr. LACEY. Well, 1 have but a very few moments. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. We will give you all the time you want. 
May I ask you a question ? 

Mr, LACEY. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WASHINGTON |. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do you believe that what you have read 
means that Republicans in Tennessee should be shot with guns and 
pistols, ordo you think that the language was written vely ? 

Mr. LACEY. When I find that sort of thing published I am dis- 
posed to expect it will be taken as Stowers’s language was taken— 

‘Make money honestly if you can, but make money.’? When I find 
this sort of statement, speaking of shooting, I take it literally. I sup- 
pose it may have been intended in a double sense. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when incendiary articles like that are published 
and sent broadcast through a land too much given to shooting, you can 
not tell how many ignorant, misguided, fiery, impetuous young men 
in that country will be led on to deeds of bleod and murder, and feel 
that in committing such deeds they are doing the behests of the leaders 
of their party, of men high up in the State, men whose character car- 
ries with it force and conviction and influence all over that land. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. May I ask another question ? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, The gentleman says that this language is 
used in reputable newspapers throughout the Southern country, and 
cites the case of this Nashville paper to which he has referred; but in place 
of answering the question I asked him a few momentsago he goes on to 
make his speech. Now, do you know of a single instance where that 
paper—for itis published in my distrietand in the capital of my State— 
has by such language influenced any man in the sense you speak of or 
where any man has suffered becanse of the article? 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask, what is your majority ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. About 7.500, : 

Mr. LACEY. Then I will answer the gentleman that where there 
is a Democratic majority of 7,500 they de not kill anybedy; it is not 
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nesessary. [Applause on the Republican side.}] And my answer is 
that in all ee districts of the South where cg Gempaneas 
majorities you have fair elections. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why, you overturned one the other day that 
had 13,000, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes, nearly 14,00). But the gentleman does 
not answer my question. He appeals to the galleries and undertakes 
to make cheap political capital out of sensational statements. Now, I 
ask the gentleman if he knows of a single instance—— 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask you one question. Do you approve of 
language like that in a heated political contest ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I didnotwrite ‘he language. I assume that 
it is figurative, and I have seen much worse than that in Northern 
papers written about our own people. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman says it is ‘* figurative.’’ 
urative ? 

Such fate should await every scoundrel—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is not in my district. 
now something else. Stick to the point. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, you need not undertake to wash your hands with 
‘* invisible soap in imperceptible water.’’ 

Mr. WASHINGTON, I am not trying to get up a cheap public 
sentiment, as the gentleman is doing, in favor of ridiculous newspaper 
extracts that the gentleman knows himself have no meaning. 

Mr. LACEY. Noram I trying like Pilate to wash myself clean of 
the death of this just person. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. bat perhaps the gentleman 
is personating the Christ, before whom the gentleman from Nashville 
is to wash his hands, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I knew when I yielded to the gentle- 
man [Mr. WASHINGTON] for a question that I could rely upon the 
honored name my friend from Tennessee bears that he would tell us the 
truth, and I was not disappointed; for when lasked him if he aporoved 
of an article like this, he says he thinks it is written in a figurative 
sense, 2 Pickwickian sense, or is ‘‘ figuratively speaking.’’ 

I knew the gentleman would not approve of such language, but that 
does not alter the facts. These men are dead, not figuratively dead, 
but they are as dead as Julius Casar. It is a physical, absolute fact 
that they are dead, a fact that can not be denied, a fact that ‘‘ won't 
down;”’ and if I should call up what might be called an old chestnut, 
I would bring up in this connection Banquo’s ghost and parade him, 
saying, ‘‘ It won’t down.’’ 

Why, take it in your adjoining State of Alabama, a district with 
20,000 Republican majority, and yet they come in and return 13,000 
Democratic majority, as proved before the committee beyond any sort 
of question. 

Mr. MAISH. Oh, no. 

Mr. LACEY. And my friend on the other side who read such a 
lecture to the majority of the committee, and who has given us such 
high and chivalrous notions of what is right and wrong in the report, 
did not vote, nor was there a single vote on that side out of the seven- 
teen or eighteen contested-election cases on the floor of the House in 
favor of any Republican contestant. 


Is this fig- 


You are reading 


Mr. PE They did not deserve it. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. MAISH. We seated in the last Congress. 
Mr. LACEY. Oh, I the statute of limitations on that. 


Mr. MAISH. There is no statute of limitation on a matter of fact. 
Mr. LACEY. My friend wasin the last Congress; I wasnot. And 
tell us in the next Congress we will be in a minority and they 
will show us i what will be done. 

Mr. MAISH. Who said that? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, it was said in a Pickwickian sense, I presume. 

Mr. MAISH. But who said it? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not remember; it wa; said on Monday, perhaps 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WrLson]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It is like some of the newspaper extracts the 
gentleman has been parading. 

Mr. LACEY. I think my friend Mr. Wrison, of Missouri, said it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I stated distinethy-—— 

Mr. LACEY. Iam sorry that I can not yield to my friend, but life 
is short, and we can not turn back the hands upon the dial. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. You shall have all the time you want. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I state’ distinctly on yesterday that 
we would not, when we came into power, which we would in the Fifty- 
second Congress, follow the precedent s>t by gentlemen on your side. 
That is what I said, and my coll e [ Mr. BLAND] said, ‘‘ Don’t make 
any rash ises.”’ [Langhter. 


prom 
Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am to do like Captain 


Stowers—make the application. “The truth of the hobservation,’’ it 
has been remarked, ‘‘is the happlication of it.’’ Now, what is the 


application in this case? The minority of the committee have reported 
against every single Republican contestant, except in the Wise case 
and they reported a vacancy there, not reporting in favor 

the Republican. Se, ee SE ee 
unseated, but that they would stop at 








1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





96 


w© 


¢ 














They were goingtoleave avacancy. They knew that the poll-register They had made a Congressman in November; in January they sought 


bad been recently ‘‘purged ’’ of a large number of Republican names 
in Richmond and that a special election would give Wise tvrelve or 
fifteen hundred majority, and they wanted a new election instead of 
letting Mr. WADDILLcomein. Now, Mr. Speaker, if it istrue that my 
friends here are going to mete out in the Fitty-second Democratic Con- 
gressthe measures that they say they have meted in this, what ‘chance 
will a Republican have for his white alley ’’ in the next House’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I said we were not going to follow your 
precedent. 

Mr, LACEY. There is not a Democrat on the committee but has 
reported and voted against every single Republican who has been a 
contestant on the floor of this House for a seat. Out ofseventeencases 
could there not be one found where a Republican was elected? Nota 
cording to my friend Mr. Crisp, not according to my friend Mr. W1.- 
SON, not according to my friend Mr. MAtsH. 
would not allow them to go that far. They kicked poor Wise ont, 
but they would not let Waddill in. 
honest in that case, but that was all, and they held that ‘‘ twe’’ meant 


twelve, in favor of the Democrat in the case of Jackson vs. Smith. | 
They found that the 20,000 Republican majority that was overturned | 
in McDuffie’s case and the 13,000 Democratic majority that was put in 


its place was all right. They found that the Democratic county judge 
in Wetzel County, WestVirginia, that had himself telegraphed toto come 
home to his sick wife in order to give time to ascertain how many 
changes in the count were necessary, and went home, and when he 
came back there were enough votes changed to put Pendleton in and 
leave Atkinson out, they found that that was all right. 

No, it did not worry the consciences of my friends upon 
side. They were of that particular stamp that would only give one 
way. ‘They had nodifliculty in joining with the majority in Threet 
Clarke, in Chalmers rs. Morgan, and the various other cases in which 
it was found that the Democrat was entitled to his seat they were 
agreed. In Posey vs. Parrott they were content; in Kernaghan 
Hooker they joined with the majority, and in Hill vs. Catchings. But 
in Featherston vs. Cate, in Smith vs. Jackson, in Atkinson vs. Pendle- 
ton, in Mudd vs. Compton, in Waddill rs. Wise, McDuffie rs. Turpin 
in Langston vs. Venable, in Miller vs. Elliott, in Goodrich vs. Bullock, 


the othe: 


and in McGinnis vs. Alderson, in all those cases, without the slightest | 


difficulty, our friends upon the other side found that the Democrat 
were entitled to their seats and that the Republicans were not. 

Mr. BLAND. It looked like you were going to turn us all out a: 
we had to stand together. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. LACEY. Let ussee about that. You had to stand together? 

Mr. BLAND. There would not have been many of us left if we had 
not. . 

Mr. ROWELL. No,we left the gentleman from Missouriin. ‘There 
was a contest against him and we left him in. 

Mr. LACEY. Clayton took his lifein his hand when he went to Plum- 
merville, and he must have realized the greatness of his danger. Death 
lurked in every ambush and mightor might notstrike. But a sense of 
duty led him on. It isonly by the death of fearless men that a nation 
may be made secure. Curtius plunged into the lake to save the com- 
monwealth. Clayton’s sense of duty led him to brave every danger 
and endeavor to show that a seat in the American Congress depended 
on the will of the people, and not upon the whims of a robber. He 
left his motherless little family at home. After three or four days’ 
work in taking testimony to prove the vote which had been filched 
from him by his political enemies, he walked backward and forward 
after his day’s work in his room in the presence of his notary and Mr. 


id 


Womack. He talked of the election and of the work upon which he 


was engaged. Backward and forward he walked in front of the ruddy 
fire-lightand in the bright lightofthe burninglamp. Througha crevice 
in the curtain he might have seen, had he looked with care, the gleam- 
ing eyeballs of two deadly and lurking assassins. 

Lying in wait there, with shotgun and revolver, were two men upon 
whose action was to depend a seat in the American Congress, and per- 

the political complexion of future legislation. The hapless 
Hindoo who walks through the darkened jungle looks with terror for 
the gleam of the eyeballs of the man-eating tiger, but in vain. When 
his eye is turnedand when least expected the enemy of man leaps upon 
his prey. Like a pair of tigers these two political murderers watched 
their victim. As he passed and repassed rapidly in his excited walk 
they no doubt remembered the failure to kill Mr. Wahl, and they de- 
termined to make sure. 

Crouching and watching through the narrow slit in the curtain they 
beheld the doomed man and waited for the moment to strike. Colonel 
Clayton said to his friend, with whom he was talking, that he would 
like to be with his little girls to-night. Mis heart was away with his 
little orphan girls. He talked of them and for a few moments forgot 
the atmosphere of fraud and crime with which he was surrounded. He 
said, as he could not talk to them he must write them a letter. He ap- 


proached the window; he sat down to write to his little ones, and jast | 
as he sat still the sneaking murderers availed themselves of the {favor- | 


able opportunity, and they put the seal of permanence, as they thought, 
upon the fruits of the crime of November. 


No, their consciences | 


We got them to be hali-way | 


to quiet all dispute and confirm his title. 
murderers fled. 

In other places the guilty slayer of his fellow-man feels that his life 
isin danger, and when suspected of murder flees from the sight of 
those whom he knows. A Tascott is compelled, like a stormy petrel, 
to wander by sea or by land, ever on the wing, with no rest day o1 
night. He may long for his home, but he dare not return 

But the murderers of Clayton dare not leave home. They feel that 
they can be safe nowhere else than in Conway County. Should the 
| fair-election party in Arkansas carry Conway County to-day the haven 


The light went out and the 


| of their refuge would becomethe seat of danger. V 1 county clerk 

| and sheriff deeply sympathizing with their crime, it is of the utmost 
importance that no change of administration should occur in that 

| county at the present time, and hence an armed and organized Demo 


cratic mob turns out to the train, at the same place where they mu 


dered Benjamin two years ago, and they seize the tickets that would 
| if cast and counted, put a new set of officials in power who would not 
| aid in making Conway County the asylum of murderers and robbers 
| The SPEAKER pro tempo The time of the gentleman from low 
Mr. LAcEy] has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five minut 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be allowed to proceed without limit. 

|} Mr. LACEY. Ionly ask five minutes. I shall not proceed 
|} outlimit. There are other gentlemen who wish to 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro t The gentleman i 
minutes. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, in six cases where we reported Der 
crats my Democratic friends all agreed with 1 In t where 
we reported in favor of Republicans every ont l len upol 
the other side dissented every time. 

Mr. Speaker, I personally like the minority of thiscommittee. Ow 
association has been wonderfully pleasant. I regret more than I car 
say that they should have seen fit to give a sheet of w! te paper to the 


in this case and allow him upon that 
blacken the character of the majority of this committee and attack 
in the most unmeasured language, and that they should hay 
lit to give that out to the Associated Press as their report, to let il 
published all over this country, and then afterwards to recall th« 
uscript and have it cut out. I have read of a great author who had a 
rule which he invariably followed, that whenever he found anything 
unusually fine in his writings he took a pencil and crossed it out. H 
said he was suspicious of it. 

So when the Associated Press got hold of this report th« 


contestee pap to attempt to 
then 
seen 


be 


man 
Hall 


took some 
| parts and sent them broadcast over the country, and then my friend 
| from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp] took his blue pencil and struck them outa 
| remorselessly as any Democrat ever knocked down a political opponent. 
| But he has endeavored to 
He wants to try 


He struck it out, and I am glad he.did it. 

divert the attention of the House from the real issue 

the majority of the committee. He wantstotry anything in the world 
| except the case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge. He tells you that the rules 
of law applying to election contests generally have no application to 
this particular case. 

Mr. Breckinridge is alive; Mr. Clayton is dead; and therefore h« 
says the rulesof law which would protect Clayton’s rights in this House 
if he were alive are to be disregarded now that he is dead. He ask 
| that a different rule be laid down as to the dead than which should 
He asks this so that the gentleman 








| apply to the living. from Arkansas 
can hold his seat. 

Now, one word more. InSeptember, 1888, thatd 
fares against the party of Mr. Breckinridge. 
was up on the canal-boat in New York with Mr. MiLLs teaching them 
freetrade. He was recalled by the danger oi defeat to Arkansas. He 
went down there, and there he met Mr. Armstrong, the gentleman who 
had command the other day at Morrillton. He met Mr. Pate, another 
man, who was supposed to be connected with this matter. He told 
them, ‘‘ Boys, I don’t want to have any ballot-box stealing down here 
The House may be Republican, and they won’t stand it.’ 

And these three men, one of them at least, indicted for the larcen 
at Plummerville, took his statement exactly opposite to what he said 
| They did, my friend from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON ], that which 
some hot-blooded young men in your Statemight do. They took that 
which had been said kindly and well by the gentleman from Arkansas 
and put a wrong construction on it, and when he said, *‘ Do not steal 
ballot-boxes,’’ they understand him to speak in the ‘‘Stowers’’ way, 
to go and steal bailot-boxes; and they went and did it. That is the 
way by which he was elected. 

An able man, bearing an hovored name, a Democrat of the strictest 
sect, he has found himself in the position here of filling a seat that the 
| evidence shows that another man of different polities was elected to 
filling a place upon the Ways and Means Committee, the highest com 
mittee of this House, laying down the laws of taxation that will gov 
ern and control the business of this country for the next few years, 
| and yet his title is nothing except such a title asthe triumvirate had 


trict went by 3,002 
Mr. Breckinridge 
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when Cwsar fell, the same title that usurpers have had to thrones in 
many lands—a title of blood, a title of murder. 

Now, my Democratic friends, are you prepared in the face of this 
record to seal with the great seal of the Democratic party your approval 
of the transactions that have been held up before you in the evidence 
in this case? Will you not rather put the seal of your condemnation 
upon it‘and say, “‘ Our fealty to our party does not require us to goso 
far?’’ [Applause on the Republican side. | . 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question before he takes his seat. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman has no ob- 
jection to auswering a question, I would like to ask him one before he 
takes his seat. 

Mr. LACEY. I have no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I did not hear distinctly what 
the gentleman said when he alluded to certain parties having stolen 
the ballot-box. My attention was called away for the moment. Do 
I understand the gentleman to say that he knows the individuals who 
stole the ballot-box ? 

Mr. LACEY. Do you know? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I know aboutas wellas you do. I know when 
1 am in Italy every road leads to Rome; but I have got to go to Rome 
to prove it. I know when I am out of the District of Columbia that 
every road leads to Washington, but I have got to come to the city to 
prove it. I know that every road led in one direction in Arkansas; 
every explanation pointed to certain individuals, and those individuals 

that you know, and know full well. I know that when we have de- 
parted from that line, whenever we went after a California spook, when- 
ever we went on a wild-goose chase, we were immediately lost in out- 
side swamps, and that which was clear in one direction became con- 
fused and lost at once when we go in another direction. I have no 
doubt, Mr. Speaker, as to who the men are, but to prove it beyond a 
reasonable doubt is another thing. It is a question that has to be 
proved to the satisfaction of a jury. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
question to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Iowa under- 
take the responsibility of naming them? (Cries of ‘* Regular order!’’] 

Mr. MAISH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Arkansas may be permitted to address a question to the gentleman 
from Iowa, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ihave been given consent. I 
simply want to ask the gentleman from Iowa, as he alluded to the 
stealing of the ballot-box matter, if he had any clear information as to 
who stole the ballot-box. Iunderstood him to assert that certain men 
had done it, and I ask him if he can give any information that will 
lead to the detection of the parties to this or any other crime in Ar- 
kansas. 

Mr. LACEY, Let meanswer that two hundred and fifty men were 
standing about when Benjamin was strack down with his death wound, 
and no man has been indicted. Nobody has been indicted for these 
crimes except Mr. Wahl, who was indicted for playing a game of poker; 
and he was convicted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the question for investigation, as 
I understand, is whether the sitting member was elected to this Congress 
by the votes of the people in the district in Arkansas which he represents. 
Laying aside this heated, partisan, and passionate method of looking at 
the case, [do not think that any gentleman upon the other side can take 
this report, point out the votes which Colonel Clayton received and 
those which the sitting member received and add them up and find a 
majority against the sitting member. I know that it is impossible to 
do so. How, then, does this committee arrive at such a conclusion ? 
Have they pees manipulated the votes to arrive at it? I could 
so say if it happened to be before a legal tribunal. I am not inclined 
to censure in that way, but shall ask the attention of the House toa 
slight analysis of the vote in this case. Before I do that, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to submit a few observations in a general way on contested- 
election cases. Ina July magazine of this year there appeared an ar- 
ticle from the pen of the Speaker of this House in which he says, speak- 
ing of contested-election cases: 

Men have no time to examine evidence and no inclination. *“ * * How- 
ever often the fervid eloquence of some member who has not read the evidence 
may exhort us to act as judges and not as partisans, we are utterly unqualified 
to doso and utterly incapavle. 

The committee usually divide on the line of party when they divide at all, 
and the House usually follows in the same way. To any thinking man this is 
entirely unsatisfactory. 

Is that the position we are in with regard to this case? Is that the 
position We must present to the American people, whom we are ex- 
pected to represent, not only in their wishes as to the formation of laws, 
but also in their morality, integrity, love of country and of right, ob- 
servance of the law, and, I might almost say, religion? What a strik- 
ing admission, written by one who has had such an excellent oppor- 
tunity to see and judge the course of such cases in this Congress. 


We are incapable of deciding them as judges and not as partisans. We blindly 
follow the Committee on Elections, 


I was addressing a practical 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


— 








SS hs nee 





SEPTEMBER 3, 





And if he had gone further and said that the committee was incapa- 
ble of acting in any other than a partisan manner, who that has wit- 
nessed their proceedings here would have questioned the correctness 
of theassertion? In the case now being considered, before a word of 
evidence had been taken by the committee which has partly investi- 
gated it, four members of the majority of the Committee on Elections 
here upon the floor of this House in public debate had so expressed 
themselves concerning it as to show that they were biased and preju- 
diced against the cause of the sitting member. Had they been sworn 
and examined as jurors touching their qualifications to sit in the case, 
they must have admitted that they were disqualified by having formed 
and expressed a fixed opinion upon the merits thereof. Yet it is the 
official, judicial—supposed judicial—action of these partisans that the 
House is now called upon to indorse and ratify. You are simply to 
make yourselves ‘‘ accessories after the fact.’’ In the article above 
quoted we read from the same high authority that— 

Men have no time to examine the evidence and no inclination. 

This of course refers to individual members. They could, however, 
read the report and the views of the minority if they wished to exer- 
cise their judgment fairly upon these cases. One case has been dis- 
posed of in this Congress where a careful consideration of the report of 
the committee itself would have constrained more honorable-minded 
men to reject the conclusions thereof, so that it would aot have been 
adopted. I have said more honorable-minded men, because there were 
several of the majority who, upon learning the facts from the discussion 
of that report in the debate, refused to confirm itsiniquitous conclusions 
by their votes. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, in the other case from the State of Arkansas to 
which I allude there were members of the majority who refused to “* fol- 
low the committee in thatsame way,’’ although influencesof which tha 
Speaker may have some knowledge attempted to constrain them against 
their judgments and consciences. It was upon that occasion that a gen- 
tleman of the other side of the House from this wished to speak in 
favor of the sitting member and was refused a hearing by the majority. 
Why? Because he stated that he had investigated the matter for him- 
self, had examined with great care the printed record of the pleadings 
and the evidence, and the majority and minority reports of the com- 
mittee, and had reached the deliberate conclusion after such examina- 
tion that the sitting member had been elected by over 500 majority. Ii 
would not do to let him be heard, and the sitting member upon that 
occasion was ejected from this House, and gentlemen of the majority 
have to-day berated, scolded, and held ap to contumely the members on 
this side because they did not agree in a verdict thus questionable. I 
will refer to their action upon this case further on, in terms from which 
it may he seen that I could not regard it as particularly honorable tc 
have voted with the majority in that case. 

Mr. Speaker, if members have not had time or inclination to review 
the evidence in the pending case, I would beg of them to at least an- 
alyze the report of the committee before assenting to its conclusions. 
This is a duty that they owe to this House and to themselves, because 
of the character and effect of the conclusions they are called upon te 
indorse. Let them bear in mind as they pursue this examination that 
this is not a contested-election case, but is an investigation made by a 
committee of the House as to whether the sitting member was elected 
or no. 

The impression seems to have seized upon the minds of the majority 
members ot the subcommittee who investigated this matter that they 
were sent to Arkansas to make a partial, partisan, investigation. On 
the contrary, the resolution which authorized that investigation pro- 
vides that they may go there for the omg of taking testimony, but 
does not prevent them from proceeding to take testimony. here, and 
does not prevent them from permitting testimony to be taken in the 
usual manner by depositions. True, there was another question con- 
nected with the matter, which the committee was authorized to investi- 
gate and report upon. Of that I shall have something to say later. 

To the main question let us turn our attention. Was the sitting 
member elected on the 6th of November, 1888? The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BerGEN], with that careful accuracy which char- 
acterizes his political stavements generally, said that this Congressional 
district was always Republican by four or five thousand majority. His 
correctness is sustained by such authentic docaments as the report of 
the secretary of state of Arkansas, which shows that it has never gone 
Republican since it was created ! 

Mr. BERGEN. I hope the gentleman will not get excited-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam not atall excited, and I yield for a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BERGEN. 
Republican. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I took down the language of the gentleman at 
the time it was uttered, and I have not misstated it. The sitting 
member was elected by at least 226 majority, after purging the ballots 
in oe precinct investigated of all votes which could fairly be termed 
= ent, and supposing the proper vote of Plummerville to be ap- 
plied. 

What I desire members to do is to take up the votes in each of these 
precincts; make the changes according to the oral testimony; take 
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from Mr. Breckinridge every vote which it has heen shown was given | end of this case, and of the large sum used by this subcommittee, 
to him, although intended for Mr. Clayton,and give them to the latter: | nothing comes of it. 
also give Mr. Clayton everv vote where a man who did not vote or| 1! defy any gentleman on the other side, a member of the Committee 
whose name was not on the poll-book now claims he voted for Mr. | on Elections, to name any man whom the testimony which they have 
Clayton, and leave to the sitting member only those unimpeached bal- taken would indict for either of the offenses. What we complain of 
lots which the numbered tickets corresponding to the numbered voters is that they have come back here with so little accomplished in that 
show were cast for him. The result retains him in his seat by over | djrection. That is one of the things they were empowered to investi- 
200 majority. B | gate. Why did they so utterly fail todoso? Their suspicions as to 
I now turn to the case where the ballot-box was stolen; but before | the perpetrators of the theft and murder are the exhausted sensations 
I speak of this atrocious wrong upon the suffrage, I wish to make a | of partisan newspapers. Facts were wanted. Whereare they? They 
suggestion or two in connection with the vote of this precinct. When | have spent this large sum of money, and the major portion of it—$9 
the contest was initiated the attorney for Mr. Clayton, knowing that | out of every $10—has gone in the direction pointed out by this Re- 
this box was gone and that no account had been made of the vote there, publican ‘‘boss’’ of Arkansas; and no man can take the testimony of 
asserted in his notice that Mr. Clayton’s vote was 626 and the vote of | the committee and point to any individual who might be indicted in 
Mr. Breckinridge only 75—a majority of 551 against Mr. Breckinridge. | the United States court for this crime, or indicted in the State court 
But when this investigating committee came to take the testimony it | forthe graver crime of the murder of John M. Clayton. 


found that the vote for Mr. Clayton was 558 and that for Mr. Breck- | Let us now consider the evidence on which the returns of the other 
inridge 125. This gives a majority of only 443 against Mr. Breckin- | assailed precincts are mutilated by the committee. 
ridge at that precinct, which deducted from his majority in the restof| This testimony was taken eighteen months after the election. The 


the district, 846, leaves his true majority 413 up to that point of the | worst of it is of men telling how they voted for Clayton with tickets 
investigation. The committee did its duty here. It investigated. | upon which Breckinridge’s name appears. Two elections had inter- 
The result of itsinvestigation was to increase the majority of Mr. Breck- | vened in that State; one election had occurred just two months before. 
inridge 60 per cent. above that conceded to him. If you will look through the testimony, you will find that there are 
I wonder if this little incident, that a true, fair, clear investigation | seven out of every ten of the men who could not read the tickets that 
was tending to increase the vote of Mr. Breckinridge, when compared | they claimed to have voted—who could not from their own knowledge 
with those claims made for Mr. Clayton, had any effect on the minds | swear that they had done other than vote the Republican ticket, or a 
of the majority in determining them to pursue such thorough investi- | ticket they now supposed to have been a Republican ticket. 
gations no further. It would have embarrassed themif they had be- Let us concede there is such a condition of terrorism down there as 
fore going to Arkansas decided to bring in a report against the right | that fearand timidity prevails among the negroes, as we would be led to 
of the sitting member; if they had proceeded to develop the facts and | suppose by gentlemen on the other side. Here is the United States 
the truth which they had before them in the numbered ballots and | assistant district attorney at Little Rock sending down into that rural 
poll-books by the corroborating testimony of the numbered voters who | region and bringing these colored men up before the court to thus tes- 
had cast those numbered ballots for Mr. Breckinridge. tify. How easy it would be for some of these poor ignorant negroes 
But I must finish my suggestions as to certain developments con- | not toknow how they voted at the election in 188%, and toswear, as they 
cerning the ballot in the stolen box of Plummerville. were unconsciously influenced, that they voted the Republican ticket 
Powell Clayton and W. H. H. Clayton, brothers of the murdered | Understand, I do not charge that this United States assistant attorney 
Republican candidate, in a sort of political pronunciamiento issued by | did corrupt this testimony so that it should be worthless. He could 
them four or five days after the killing of their brother, say of the vote | not thus have influenced so large a number of the men who voted for 
at this box: | Mr. Breckinridge to forget the fact. But it would not be strange if 
We are informed by Wahl and other credible persons that the box so stolen | many did. Nevertheless, the difference between this testimony and 
contained 697 ballots, of which at least 372 were cast for John M. Clayton. | Mr. Wahl’s statement does show how little dependence should be placed 
Observe the vote: Notice of contest—Clayton, 624; Breckinridge, 75. | upon such opinions as his, either to sustain or overturn the election re- 
Wah! gives Clayton, 372; Breckinridge, 325. Proof gives Clayton, 558; | turns made by duly qualified and otherwise unimpeached election offi- 
Breckinridge, 125. cers. 
I point out these discrepancies for a purpose. This Wahl and his | The Committee on Elections of this House unseated a member of this 
conduct on election day are thus spoken of in the report of the commit- | House from Arkansas and elected another to his place on no better or 
tee, page 3: stronger proof than Clayton’s statement of Wahl’s report to them. 


Mr. Wahl, the Federal supervisor, seems to have been a man of much nerve | in the course of his remarks to-day, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
and pretence of mind; ae aceuee the box ses Pa ae _ from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and also, I believe, the gentleman trom New 
ervey, the same man who h aken part in a previous trouble about the aoe ? ‘pw anh ats iti aw ¢ it, i . 
Plummerville ballot-box, and who was one of the judges when he took the box Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] each stated a proposition of law, and it is here 


to supper. Hervey complained that Wahl ‘ wafched him like a thief,” and | found in the report, I can not recollect whether exactly in the same 
subsequent events justified Wahl in his so doing. terms or not, but I will read it here: 

Note the discrepancy between the report of the supervisor as to the | Under the well-settled law as decided in this House repeatedly when a return 
votes in that box and the proof made before the committee eighteen | is found to be tainted with fraud, it ceases to have any binding force whatever 
months after the election. Iam not going to say the voters had for- | #"! We must look to other evidence for the vote. 
gotten how they voted or that they were influenced by the $2 a day No, that is not the way in which they stated it. They did not say 
and mileage which they had received upon two or more occasions under | we must look to other evidence as to the vote. They stated, virtually, 
the good offices of the gentleman known as “‘ Poker Jack McClure,’’ | that when a return is found to be tainted with fraud each contestant 
for it may not be amiss to mention that this official was appointed soon | or each party who might have been a candidate at that election should 
after the present Administration came in special assistant United States | have the vote only that he proved up. Now, this statement of law is 
attorney, and helped to get away with some $80,000 in prosecuting and | that ‘“‘ we who are investigating this matter must look to the other ev- 
punishing in that district offenses against the election laws at that | idence for the vote.’’ And the gentleman from New Jersey cited the 
election. forty-eighth, forty-ninth, and fiftieth Digest of Election Cases in Con- 

I call your attention to this fact: Some of the witnesses who testified | gress, page 107: 
before the committee that tickets which were numbered with the num- 
ber of their votes on the 6th day of November, 1838, were not their tick- 
ets had been two or three times mustered and marshaled in Little 
Rock by this infamous Republican of Arkansas, and each time had re- 
ceived from $10 to $25 apiece for coming up there and testifying that 
those tickets were not the ones which they had voted. The witnesses 
who were brought there to testify before this committee received from 
$10 to $25 each—some of them more than that—for testitying; and some 
of them had received money also for appearing before the Federal courts, 
for the reports show, as I have said, $80,000 was used under the direc- 
tion of this assistant United States attorney to prosecute alleged offenses 
against the election laws in that district; and this sum of $80,000 added 
to the $20,000 which was used in this case makes $100,000, as I under- | errors that were discovered, and permitted the rest of the votes tostand 
stand, of the people’s money that has been used, and with what effect? | as shown by the ballots. If it were not unparlimentary I should say 

Understand me, I do not intend toallow any gentleman on the other | that inno place in the world, except in the present Committee on Elec 
side to say of me that I have complained because a large sum of money | tions of this Congress, has such a rascally application been made or 
has been spent in the effort to ferret out this crime. One hundred thou- | such a rascally use of the law been attempted as wou!d trick a manor a 
sand dollars, $500,000, would not have been too much if they had suc- | district out of votes shown by the ballots and the po!l-books. But how 
ceeded in finding the men who stole the ballot-box at Plummerville | did they apply the law? How do they obliterate the majority of Mr. 
and murdered the Republican candidate for Congress in that district. | Breckinridge? I will give you an example. Following right along 
What I complain of is that with all the expenditure of money in the | with what I have just referred to, they say: 
hands of this man who has been the promoter of it from beginning to| A number of precincts were attacked in the evidence 





When once the taint of fraud or unreliability is attached to the official count 
its value is gone, and we must look to another source for better information 

I challenged them to produce any authority which justifies sweeping 
out of existence the election and everything pertaining toit wheresuch 
fraud has been discovered in the case we have presented. This very 
case which they have cited is a fair example of the honest, decent ap- 
plication of the principle of law. When investigating this election 
case it was discovered that there were errors in a certain precinct, 
amounting to 99 votes. Several other votes had been cast on each side 
in the precinct. Did the committee sweep away the Republican vote 
and take the data that they could find to make up the Democratic 
vote? Not at all. They corrected the returns by the ninety-nine 
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changes were shown to have been fraudulently made in the interest of the con- 
teste 

rom reading this language you would suppose there were several 








such preciacts about which proof was taken. Notatall. The report 
contradicts this six lines below, where the subcommittee admits that 
it was only ‘‘a few precincts’’ which the Republican member singled 
out and confined their attack to. There were only four. But I will 
read from their report: : 
Hallots were suppressed or substituted, and if the same perceatage of fraud 
wae committed throughout the district, Mr. Clayton might have had as large 
a majority as Norwood had over Eagle in the same countivs in September. To 
have gone through the other precincts in the same way would have involved 
the examination of several thousand more witnesses, and a few precincts were 
singled out by the parties representing the contestant, and the attack confined 


to them 

Now, in White River Township, in Woodruff Sounty, the returns 
show that Breckinridge received 210 votes and Clayton 44: 

Under the laws of Arkansas, the judges are required to mark a number on the 
outside of the ballot, before putting it in the box, and such number correspends 
with the number opposite the voter's nameon the poll-list, In this precinct sixty- 
two persens, who swear they voted for Gevten, deny that they cast the tickets 
numbered as having been cast by them, The original tickets were presented to 
them before the committee, and are shown to be the —— of what they 
voted, These 62 tickets were evidently changed by or with the connivance of 
the Demecratic judges of the election, and when ecrrected make a difference of 
62 off of Breokinridge’s vote, and 62 to be added to that of Clayton. 

Now, although I have suggested that the testimony on which the 
cormmittee proceeded is weak and faulty, giving my reasons for that sug- 
gestion, I do not object to the law or the application of this principle of 
law which they state tosustain them in this manner, Correct the vote 
as to these 62 so-called fraudulent ballots. The report says: 

This change of 124 invalidates the return. A fraudulent return of this char- 
acter van have no effect asa matter of law; we must deduct from Breckin- 
ridge's reported majority of 816 

What? The 62 votes or the 121 votes? 
votes, leaving him a majority of 636. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then do they give the face of the returns of the 
other man ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
making Breckinridge’s original majority: 

The proof shows that he got 62 votes where the tickets were changed, 39 votes 
where his tickets were not changed,as shown by the voters themselves, and 5 
others where the proof isthat the voters were furnished with and cast Clayton 
tickets, and that the voters were Republicans. Total vote proved for Clayton, 
106. He has already been credited with 44,80 he should now be credited with 
the balance,62. There were also two names of voters not on the book, who 
voied for Clayton. We will insert the names of all these voters in an appendix, 
which we think will be more convenient for reference than to incorporate them 
Deducting from Breckinridge’s returned majority 64, leaves 572, 

Mark you, they have already taken the 210 votes from Breckinridge’s 
majority, and they now take 64 more, leaving him but 572. Breck- 
inridge’s returned majority from that township only 166. But this 
virtuous and sapient committee take from his majority, of which this 
166 is a part, 274, 18 more than were cast at that election there. 
What audacity! White River is a fair sample. There wasan election 
held, Some Democrats voted. Some men voted for Breckinridge 
there. The sworn returns say there were 210 of them; but the com- 
mittee claim to have found 62 out of the 210 who say they were not 
the ones who voted for Breckinridge, and hence 124 votes should be 
taken from his side. But do they take that number and are they sat- 
isfied ? Oh, no; that isnot enongh. They take 210 and 64. Every 
member of that subcommittee knows as well as I do, every one of 
them, I say, knows that the rest of these votes were cast by Demo- 
crats for Breckinridge. If it were not unparliamentary to say so, I 
might say they thus stole from him a sufficient number to make this 
report come out showing a majority for Clayton. And that is the 
course pursued in every one of the four precincts. If it were not so they 
could not show a diminishing of the votes for Mr. Breckinridge to a 
suflicient extent to take away from him his seat on this floor. 

Alter proceeding in this manner to obliterate Breckinridge’s majority, 
the report says: 

The above is the computation upon the settled rules of election law in this 
House. 

1 beg leave to say that no snch computations ever disgraced a Demo- 
cratic House, nor were they ever used before this term. Your prac- 
tices have settled no such rule for future Congresses. What figuring 
for partisan advantage ! 

That spectacle I want you to look at, from these gentlemen who set 
up as moral examples te us and talk to us about the manner in which 
we have performed our sworn duties. Whenever my party demands 
of me the dishonoring of myself, as I think I should be dishonoring 
myself by taking away from a man in this manner votes that I know 
he received, if I yield to that demand I may feel myself subject to the 
proper censure of the gentleman from Lowa [ Mr. Lacey]. 

Another feature of this case that I want to call the attention of this 
House to is this: This scheme of disposing of that election was never 
made known to Mr. Breckinridge until after it was impossible for him 
to have called those men who voted for him in the townships as wit- 
nesses, ‘The proposition that this method should be taken to dispose 
of the votes in these precincts was never presented to the sitting mem- 
ber until it was eflective in cutting him off from taking the testimony 


No, not either, but 210 


Forty-four votes were accorded to Clayton in 
The report continues: 
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of those voters. At Little Rock, while making this investigation, if 
they had been disposed to be as fair-minded as they say they want us 
to be, they could have said to Mi. Breckinridge, ‘‘ Our plan is to take 
away from you all of these votes in these precincts where men have come 
up and testified that they did not vote the marked tickets, unless you 
prove them up.’’ They would all have been proved up. 

These gentlemen had the poll-books in their hands, mark you. These 
gentlemen had the same kind of evidence before them as the commit- 
tee that made this decision, from which they draw their law, attempt- 
ing to justify their proceedings. They had the names of those voters, 
they had the numbers of those voters, they had the numbered tickets 
corresponding to those voters before their eyes, and yet they take away 
all those Democratic votes {rom Mr. Breckinridge, and a little mathe- 
matical calculation, which any school-boy of fiiteen could make, will 
show you that it was necessary in order to unseat Mr. Breckinridge. 
The stealing of the ballot-box at Plummerville was an infamous crime. 

I think I may say, without reflecting upon the people of Arkansas 
or upon the members of the subcommittee who pretended to investigate 
this case, that the men who committed that crime were probably of a 
lower grade of intelligence and morals than the members of this sub- 
committee. The crime of these ballot-box thieves was as heinous as the 
crime of an election committee that steals seats by methods similar to 
those which I have delineated and exposed tothis House. I think so, 
and I would punish those ballot-box thieves down there as severely as 
the law would permit (if for no other reason) as an example, to prevent 
statesmen from getting even with them by methods which are sup- 
posed to be parliamentary and proper. One gentleman upon theother 
side in his speech to-day was pleased to say that we justified murder, 
and enumerated several crimes that the Democracy, he said, had justi- 
fied in connection with election cases. 

It was the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] who named 
a list of crimes that he accused us of justifying. I may rest under his 
accusation with contempt for it. But there is one thing which, in 
my opinion, is below all of them that he has mentioned except the 
crime of murder, and that is the aiding, abetting, and procuring the 
overturning of the election in a Congressional district, and the seating 
of a member here (who was not elected by at least 500 votes) upon the 
testimony of one negro ticket-peddler, giving the opposition candi- 
date’s vote as 91, when the certified vote was 89, although every offi- 
cer of the election at that precinct, where there was no intimida- 
tion, fraud, or violence proved, had been duly appointed according to 
law, the representatives of thedifferent parties as required by law, and 
was respectable. unimpeached, of unquestioned integrity. I have not 
gone low enough to do that or to justify that. * 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another feature of this case that I want 
to speak of for a minute or two, and that is the method of insinuation 
and innuendo that is found in this report to a slight degree, but in the 
remarks of gentlemen upon the other side to a considerable degree, 
that Mr. Breckinridgs, the sitting member, is somehow or other re- 
sponsible morally for this murder. The gentleman from New Jersey 
intimated—I can not reeall his exact words—that Mr. Breckinridge 
could have prevented the murder of John M. Clayton if he had so or- 
dered it. He said something like this: ‘‘It had been in the power o1 
Mr. Breckinridge to save the life of Clayton.’’ Had he issued the or- 
der todoso? He trusted he had; but the gentleman evaded saying so. 

What does this mean to men who appreciate the force of the English 
language? It is simply a cowardly insinuation that the sitting mem- 
ber had knowledge of the fact that his contestant was to be murdered. 
And there is no more excuse, under this testimony, for any member 
upon that side of the House making any such insinuation than there 
would be if we had called the gentleman to account for the murder of 
a poor innocent girl that occurred in his district within two year’s time 
whose murderer has not yet been prosecuted toaconviction; not a bit 
more. I know that there are very few gen upon this floor who, 
respecting themselves as representatives of the American people, would 
blacken their minds with the suspicion that Mr. Breckinridge was re- 
motely responsible, personally, for either of these heinous crimes. 

It is a disgraceful shame that that kind of material has been 
out here for the of blinding this House to the real question at 
issue. Perhapsl ought not to speak of the motive for which it was 
used and should withdraw what I said as to the I can not 
comprehend what other purpose a me ber upon other side of this 
House would have for making insinuations of thatcharacter. ‘Chis gen- 
tleman [Mr. Breckinridge] is simply sere as the Representat ve of his 
people. It is the people of that distri t that you are dealing with. It 
is not the paltry position of a seat in tlis House fora few months, more 
or less, that he contends for. The grext question is what treatment the 
people of that district are to receive ai the hands of this House. Shall 
two or three, or a half-dozen heinous, horrible, or bloody crimes, if so 
many were committed in that district, justify an American Represent- 
ative, acting under his oath, in voting that the Second district of 
Arkansas shall not be nted by a man sent here ing to the 
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House was placed in their hands, and it strikes me it was drawn upon committee and the majority of the 


with lavish predigality. In sixteen days time, atthe outside, $16,000 
was demanded by the chairman of this subcommittee, and used in this 
pretended investigation. Yet some of them may say, ‘‘ You will ask 
that more should have been used.”’ 

As I have said, I am not complaining of the amount that was used, 
but that it was used to such a truitless end; that it was used with such 
little practical results; and I thought it might have been used so that 
these gentlemen upon the other side could have pointed out as part of 
their work the name of some criminal connected with ballot-box stutl- 
ing orstealing.or the name of some man who might be indicted for the 
murder of John M. Clayton, rather than to furnish suspicions for elo- 
quent political tirades against the South. The gentlemen who sat 
upon that committee know as well as I do that some of the most vio- 


lent and virulent and abusive articles published in the South as ema- | 


nating from Democratic sources, are from the pens of Republican poli- 
ticians with the avowed purpose of damaging the reputation of the 
people among whom they live in order to add fuel to the flames ot 
sectionalism which some gentlemen upon the other side of this House 
are too desirious of keeping alive in this country. They know that. 

There is evidence before the committee that a candidate for Con- 
gress—a Republican candidate for Congress—did just that miserable 
thing in the State of Tennessee, and it was one reason why his vote 
fell off. That isin the testimony in a case which I have now before me. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what I have said may not convert many gentle- 
men to my view of this question; I realize the fact, too, that the gen- 
tlemen whom I should have most liked to have hear my feeble effort 
and to take note of what I was saying are not in the House. They 
will be complaining probably that there is no quorum present when 
they come in here to vote upon this question with no more knowl- 
edge of it than they have of a Sanskrit story. Gentlemen on the 
other side will come in and unseat a Representative of a district in a 
Southern State without knowing a particle about the facts. They will 
do so in contempt of the discussion of the question. They will come 
up and thus vote, and then say, ‘‘ Thank God, we are not as wicked 
as the Democrats are,’’ 

Mr. MCCOMAS. If thegentleman will permit me, does he not think 
that is a good reason why these cases should be referred to courts as 
they are in England, and that the United States courts should dispose 
of these cases ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ifa tribunal might be made (if the Constitu- 
tion permitted it) to dispose of these cases, it would be very wise todo 
so; but no tribunal such as proposed by gentlemen upon the other 
side, which shall consist exclusively of their own partisans, would 
answer any good purpose. I suppose you alluded to, or wanted to have 
some reference to. the force bill, commonly known as the Davenport bil). 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘To the anti-force and anti-ijraud bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That brings me to the conclusions of this com- 
mittee. After the resolutions the report says: 

The.committee do not feel called upon to offer any resolution in regard to 
the “‘ methods of the election”’ referred to. It is a proper subject for legisla- 
tion, but has been anticipated in the House by the Federal election law just 
passed. 

In other words, the remedy for such evils as you claim exist down 
in that district in Arkansas is to place the whole election machinery 
in the hands of Republican partisans; and yet upon the floor of this 
House the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] has been cen- 
suring a Republican judge because he did not inflict heavier fines upon 
_ men who were convicted of trifling offenses against the election 

ws. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And to have armed marshals to sustain them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And then you propose to have a lot of armed 
marshals to keep down these timid colored people of the South who 
are so fearful of the Democrats that they do not vote, and see that they 
vote the Republican ticket. 

Mr. McCOMAS (interrupting). That is not the bill and no part of 
it, and if you have read the bill you know it is not the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have read the bill twice or three times care- 
fully and know just what it is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman is confound- 
ing the bill that has passed the House with the little bill he offered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, his little bill. 

a McCOMAS. Itis no part of the bill that was to prevent gerry- 
man 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill he proposed is harmless now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (to Mr. McComas). 
you introduced an election bill ? 

‘S. -, <! pemamaee It has no more to do with it than the compound- 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is entirely likely that it 
is just as applicable to the one as to the other. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My friend confounds a good many bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield ’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No further. I yielded for a moment. As | 
was going to say, I believe the contents of this last clause in this re- 
port had pretty nearly as much influence on the minds of the sub- 
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Committee on Elections as any- 
thing in the world in bringing them to the conclusion that they ought 


| to report in favor of unseating Mr. Breckinridg If an election bill 


| could be framed which would not mischievously interfere with the 

| election laws of the States and would not place an undue advantage 
in the hands of one political party as against anether, and not take 
from the people their full right of suffrage, and would provide for a 
returning board to return the men to Congress who are elected, o1 
leave that to the State board, thus relieving the Hou Representa 

| tives from the partisan course that is pu ] iev 
committees on election from the temptations to yield to partisan pra 


tices as evil as any perpetrated or claimed to have been perpetrate: 
election officers in any Southern State, I might be inclined, if I be 

| lieved in the necessity for such a Jaw, to cast my vote for its passage 

But I know of no necessity. I have not seen any necessity pointed 
|out. The only one that strikes the public mind as the proper one is 
to maintain in this House a majority of Representatives from the party 
which knows that it will be repudiated by the people at the coming 
fallelections. [Jeersonthe Republican side.] I cite you to Vermont. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the matter with Vermont? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Vermont always takes care of the Republican ticket 
in good style. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In very poor style this time compared with 
former years. It has been stated here before the House, to go before 
the country, that there must have beensomething very grievously wrong 
in this election in Arkansas because of the conviction of certain men 
living in the district of offenses against theelectionlaw. Ichallengethe 
gentlemen upon the other side to point out asingle conviction wherein 
the gravamen of the offense was anything pertaining to frand or to the 
changing of a single ballot in this case. I challenge them to point out 
an instance of that kind upon which they rely to set aside the elec 
tion in any precinct in this district. The offenses for which those men 
were tried were trivial, such as were brought out by me in the course 
of the remarks of the gentleman from New Jersey. One charge wa 
| not performing the clerical duties of the board of election before going 
| to supper, although they did perform them afterwards, and no one has 
ever questioned the integrity of that performance. Not the Repub- 
licans that were there, nor the Republican supervisor, nor this commit- 
tee bave ever questioned the integrity of the transactions that occurred 
after supper, and for non-performance of which before separating those 
men were indicted and were fined $10 each. 

Do gentlemen suppose that the Republican Federal judge, sitting 
there representing not only the dignity of the United States Govern- 
ment, but alsothe wishes of the Republican party of the United States, 
would have failed to make his judgment a severe one if he had been 
warranted in doing so by the facts produced in evidence? We all 
know that judges determine the severity of the sentences which they 
pronounce against culprits by the facts presented. They determine 
the amount of the punishment by the gravity of the offense. When 
a Republican Federal judge inflicts a $10 fine upon a convicted Demo 
crat it is because there was nothing fraudulentor vicious or inany way 
serious in the conduct of that election officer. 

It may be well, Mr. Speaker, since gentlemen upon the other side 
have gone over the names of certain mea down there as having been 
tried for certain offenses, and have named some of them, especially Mr. 
Bentley, in connection with recent transaetions, holding them up asi! 
they were great criminals—it may be well, I say, to refresh their re 
ollection of the facts stated in their own report, namely, that these men, 
including Bentley, were indicted and tried in the Federal court fo: 
stealing the Plummerville ballot-hox and were acquitted. In that 
case not only was the judge a Republican appointee, and the clerk ot 
the court also, but the Democratic officials of the United States attor 
ney’s office resigned in order that their Republican successors might 
take charge of this prosecution and others of like kind and might carry 
them to a conclusion. 

The cases were tried by juries not Democratic and not Republican, 
as far as the evidence shows. The evidence does not show of what 
politics they were, but they were selected originally equally from 
Democrats and Kepublicans, and no matter how much right of chal- 
lenge a defendant may have, he is rarely permitted to obliterate the 
whole panel; or if he does, and the Republican court issues a venire to 
bring in other jurors, they would bring in Republicans every time 
down there. Thatis human nature. That is our experience. That 
is our observation. 

For the purpose of injuring the Democratic sheriff of that county, and 
through him his party and Mr. Breckinridge’s case, it has been charged 
continually in this debate that his deputy, Mr. Bentley, was the great 
criminal. Mr. Bentley is one of the men named on the tenth page of 
the report as having been tried in the Federal court upon the charge 
| of stealing the ballot-box at Plummerville and having been acquitted. 
| Mr. Speaker, that is all I have to say upon thissubject. I see my time 
| has expired. [Applause on the Democratic side, } 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Before the gentleman sits down 
I want to have it appear that my colleague from New Jersey, to whom 
he has been pleased to refer in such courteous and complimentary terms, 
has not been present during that part of the gentleman’s speech. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was his business to be present. He is a 
member of the Committee on Elections. He was here when I first 
alluded directly to him. I looked in his face. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of NewJersey. Hewas unavoidably called away. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I could not withhold my remarks be- 
cause of his absence, for the reason that I did not wanta jot or tittle of 
the truth in this case to be suppressed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I merely wish the Recorp to 
show that the gentleman has made an attack on an absent member. 

Mr. LACEY. I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have been very much interested in 
the discnasionof this case. I have been very much interested in the 
discussion of this case for the last eighteen months or more outside of 
this House. My people have been interested in it for a peculiar reason, 
which I will state. General Powell Clayton, the brother of the man 
who was assassinated and whose case is now being considered in this 
House, was at an early day, in Territorial times, a valued and respected 
and esteemed citizen of the Territory, and subsequently of the State, of 
Kansas. From that State he enlisted with others in the Union Army 
to suppress the rebellion. It was my fortune to have been enlisted in 
the same regiment withhim. It was the fortune of many of my constit- 
uents to have been in that regiment. Therefore, when the assassina- 
tion of John M. Clayton, the brother of Powell Clayton, occurred in 
Arkansas, it was natural that his old comrades should be interested in 
investigating the cause of it. 

And I will state further in this connection that Judge M. W. Benja- 
min, who has been referred to as having been attacked in the town ot 
Morrillton on the evening before the election, was also a member of 
this same regiment—the adjutant of the regiment—and it was natural 
for his comrades to have an interestin hiscase. We had been informed 
of the foul assault on Benjamin and had learned of his death before 
we heard of the death of Clayton. The former intimate comrades in 
arms of these gentlemen mostly lived in Kansas. ‘Therefore, not only 
their comrades in the old regiment, but people generally in my district 
were always glad when General Powell Clayton came back to Kansas, 
as occasionally he did, to meet the ‘‘ boys’’ inrewnions, and they always 
gave him such an ovation as brave and honorable comrades are in the 
habit of giving to each other. 

The Legislature of Kansas took cognizance of thiscase. They felt 
interested in it; they felt outraged at the occurrence, in connection 
with similar cases which had occurred in the Southern States of this 
Union; they regarded this as the climax of a series of cases demand- 
ing their attention and their protest. Therefore, the matter was taken 
up in both houses of the Legislature of our State and received due 
and deliberate consideration ; not in any spirit of revenge, but—— 

Mr. PEEL. May I ask the gentlemanone questionthere? Did the 
Legislature which considered this case take into consideration also the 
killings in Kansas ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that question, 
but it is so irrelevant in its application to the case that is being con- 
sidered that I will not presume to answer it. There have been, of course, 
many cases of killingin Kansas; nobody disputes that; we try to pun- 
ish everybody who commits crime there. But such crimes as this we 
are discussing have not been heard of in Kansas since the Democratic 
party invaded that State from Arkansas and Missouri during Territo- 
rial times, and then they were very numerous and very similar in their 
significance. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How about the Bender murder? 

Mr. KELLEY. Do you claim that as a political matter or political 
crime? 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman from Kansas must not 
he interrupted without his consent, 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised at the gentleman from 
Ohio referring to the Bender murder as at all analogous to this case. 
He will deceive no one in doing so; every one will readily see the dif- 
ference and not be deceived. Every one concedes that crimes com- 
mitted for motives of gaiu are promptly punished and the perpetrators 
heid up to scorn and contempt, whether such crimes be committed in 
Ohio, in Arkansas, or in Kansas. But the class of crimes we are dis- 
cussing in some parts of the South are notonly committed with impunity, 
but the perpetrators, the criminals, are not punished, but protected 
and in many instances promoted because of their commission, and we 
have the remarkable and significant spectacle of men in some of those 

districts ranning for office op the Democratic ticket and advocatin 
their claims for preference on the sole ground of being instrumen 
and energetic in having the Republican ers killed or driven out of 
the country, as was the case when Wheeler killed the Republican 
leader, Mathews, in Mississippi; he was almost immediately promoted 
to be marshal of Hazlehurst; and J. L. Meade, who presided over the 
Democratic meeting that indorsed that killing, was ed for 
promotion to the office o' postmaster of that town. He was recom- 
mended for the position by the Democratic central committee of his 
coanty and State and his appointment sent to the Senate by President 
Cleveland. These are the kind of crimes we complain of, and no one 
knows better than the gentleman from Ohio that they are approved of 
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by the Democratic party, not only by the Democratic party of the 
South, but by the Democratic party of the United States. 

Now, as I was remarking, the Legislature of Kansas took up thiscase, 
not in any spirit of vengeance or revenge, but for the purpose of-con- 
sidering the effect that it would have upon the country generally. They 
thought—and I believe correctly—that proceedings of this kind had 
gone so far in various States of this Unionas to require the serious consid- 
eration of all legislative bodies. The Legislature of Kansas was in ses- 
sion when this assassination occurred. ‘They passed a resolution recit- 
ing the fact of the assassination and adopted a memorial to the Con- 
gress of the United States detailing the circumstances and telling why 
they thought action ought to be taken by Congress to put astop to such 
things. I think it would be wise in this Congress toconsider that me- 
morial and the reasons therein contained why Congress should do some- 
thing to protect the citizens of the United States in their political 
rights. 

That memorial I had the honor of offering to this House in the early 
days of this session, asking that it be read and spread upon the record. 
An objection came from the other side of the House. Being a new 
member, I did not insist upon the request; but I now ask permission 
to have that memorial printed as a part of my remarks, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object, unless the gentleman reads it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will not read it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio objects. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, as long as objection comes again and 
my time is limited to thirty minutes, I will say that after considering 
that resolution the Legislature of Kansas almost unanimously asked 
that Congress, in view of the fact that these transactions had been going 
on for twenty years, adopt some measures to protect the people of the 
United States in their political and civil rights, especially the Repub- 
licans, although they did not mention that specifically in the resolu- 
tion; but, as it was well known that only Republicans were killed for 
exercising their rights in this respect, I think the resolution meant 
that they should be protected equally with Democrats in every part of 
this country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say right here what I think is applica- 
ble to this case, what I think every member of this House will assent 
to: that in no district in the United States is there a solitary precinct 
where any Democrat who is a citizen and voter has not always had a 
perfect right to cast his ballot without obstruction, intimidation, or 
violence, while there are many precincts in many States of thie Union 
where Republicans are not allowed the same privilege, and have not 
been for a number of years. The Legislature of Kansas evidently had 
these conditions in mind when that memorial was adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, soon aiter the Legislature of Kansas this resolu- 
tion the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic in the State 
of Kansas—and the annual encampment of the Grand Army in our State 
isno mean thing, there being from four to six thousand delegates and 
others in attendance—took cognizance of thissame case; it was consid- 
ered in that vast assemblage, which passed almost unanimously a reso- 
lution reciting the circumstances as they had occurred in the cases of 
Benjamin and Clayton, referring also to other cases of similar character 
which had occurred in many States of the South, and asked the Con- 
gress of the United States, in view of these circumstances and con- 
ditions, and in view of the consequences which might, and as they 
thought would, follow unlessa remedy should be provided, to take action 
for putting a stop to such proceedings and for protecting the citizens of 
the United States wherever they might be in their political and civil 
rights. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that this resolution (there is nothing 
offensive about it; I have stated the substance of it) may be printed 
as a part of my remarks, without reading. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. They did not have the evidence before 
them when they undertook to recite the facts. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, yes, they had. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

Mr. KELLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to go into any 
detailed statement of my views in this case in connection with the 
evidence adduced. I have not time, as you all know. But I do wish 
to discuss this case with reference to the motive that influenced the 
parties who committed this crime. And that is the real interest that 
I have and that my people have in this case. They do not care any- 
thing about this seat, so far as that is concerned, except that the man 
who was not elected shall not occupy it; but we would like to find out 
what the motive is that causes these frequent assassinations in that 
country, and, having done that and satisfied our minds as to what are 
the motives, then we would like to have an opportunity to apply the 
remedy, which we can not apply until we are certain what the motives 


are. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hold that the motive that influenced the mer 
who assassinated John M. Clayton was the same motive that influenced 
the man or the men in Mississippi who assassinated Print Mathews; 
it was the same motive that influenced the Democrats in Mississippi to 
assassinate Judge Chisholm and a of his family; it was the same 
motive that induced them to nate Marsh Cook, a leading Repub- 
lican, a few weeks ago; it was the same motive that influenced them 
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in Mississippi to assassinate Dickson; it was the same motive, I think, 
that influenced the Democrats of those States to assassinate all of the 
leading Republicans that have been assassinated in the last twenty-five 
years. I do not agree, sir, even with the committee on this case alto- 
gether as to what that motive was. I think it is broader and wider 
and comprehends more than what affects any man on tbis floor or any 
seat on this floor, or any at Plummerville or Morrillton, or the whole 
of the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. Speaker, I did believe and I believe now from the evidence, not | 
only in this case, but upon the evidence I gathered in the other cases 
that have been investigated by this Congress along during the present 
session and in other Congresses before this, in numerous cases, that 
the motive for the assassination of Chisholm and Mathews and the 
others I have named is plain and palpable. I have come to the con- 
clusion that the motive is to turn down, disrupt, and abolish the re- 
publican system and the republican plan of government as instituted 
in this country by our fathers, I believe that in these Southern States 
there is discontent as to that system; that the Southern Democrats are 
dissatisfied with the republican form of government; that there is grow- 
ing up, and has been growing up for twenty-five years past, at least, 
this antagonism to what they believe to be a republican form of gov- 
ernment, and I believe that every leading Republican that has been 
assassinated by these men during all this time has been assassinated 
because he was in the way of the parties, of the Democrats, of the lead- | 
ers who wished to build up this aristocracy, this oligarchy in these | 
States, on the ruins of the republican form of government. 

Mr. Speaker, we have many parallel cases to this, not only in this | 
country, but in all the countries that we have any history of, in which 
men have struggled for liberty against despotism, where tyrants have | 
struggled to oppress the people, running back for hundreds and hun- 
dreds of years, and we find that in every instance, in ancient or modern 
times, the inducement that promotes the assassination of public men, 
of prominent men, men of force and power in the organization and con- 
trol of other men and other forces, almost universally has been because 
of the fact that, these men that were listed for the assassin’s bullet or 
knife being killed, the more humble of their followers would become 
panic-stricken and demoralized; the leaders, the bold men, taken out | 
of the way, and the other people who affiliated with them in sentiment 
might be destroyed, intimidated, and cowed, and that other men of | 
their methods and their way of thinking, men who agreed with them, 
should become intimidated from pursuing a like course in order that 
the discontented and usurping element might go forward, organize 
their party, cast their votes, and control public affairs in the interest 
of tyranny and despotism and slavery; and history teaches us that with 
few exceptions, the leaders being killed, the conspirators and usurpers 
have been temporarily successful. 

In Mississippi this plan was successful; the Republican leaders in 


have had comparatively smooth sailing for the last seven years. It has 
been necessary to assassinate only a few Republicans occasionally, say 
five a month, on an average, in order to keep the balance in subjection. 
Only a few weeks ago Marsh Cook, a leading Republican of that State, 
made a Republican speech and had an appointment to make another. 
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might say, however, that if it were not for the fact that the power of 
these usurping State governments were organized in the interests of the 
assassins, with the State arms and ammunition of the States in their 
hands, in the hands ot Democratic clubs in many of those States, there 
would be more shooting back than there has been; and I venture the 
further opinion that i', as the gentleman from New York [ Mr. FLOWER] 
suggests that a Republican in Arkansas yesterday killed a Democrat, 
that killing will be investigated, and if found to be acrime, the crimi- 
nal will be punished severely. It is only when Republicans are killed 
that no investigation, no punishment follows. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I was saying that the history for hundreds of years 
back bears out the statement I have just made. And this idea con- 
firms the view that has been advocated by my friend from Iowa [ Mr. 
LACEY] to-day that in districts where there was a large Democratic 
majority it was not necessary to do any of this killing to intimidate 
Republicans. I find that to be the case in almost every district wher 
there is a large honest Democratic majority; I find that this state ot 
affairs does not now exist and has not existed to the extent it has in 
districts where the Republican majorities were large. 

Now, in confirmation of that view I am willing to agree and con- 
cede that, so far as the district represented by my friend, Mr. Pret, | 
believe, is concerned, in Arkansas, there is an honest Democratic district 
there, and so far as I know or ever heard they have had fair elections 

Mr. PEEL. Much obliged. 

Mr. KELLEY. This may be soalso in other districts in Arkansas; 
perhaps it is. I wish it were true of allof them. Unfortunately it is 
not the case. 

Now, sir, as I was about to remark when interrupted by the gentle 
man from New York, I desire to illustrate the view I take in this matte: 
by reference to the history of the Huguenotsin France. That wasnot 
a political but a religious organization, which came in conflict with 
other religious organizations and with the religious power controlling 
the Government of France at that time; and in one day and in one night, 
as history tellsus and as is well confirmed, agreed to, I believe, by all his- 
torians, in that province of France, to suppress this so-called rising of the 
Huguenot element, the controlling element of the country, according to 
a preconcerted and prearranged signal, ordered by Charles IX and led 
by the Duke of Guise, went out and killed and assassinated the Hugue- 
nots to the extent of about seventy thousand in ashort time. Now, 


| seventy thousand is perhaps more than have been assassinated, but J 


do not think it is any more than have been abused, or maltreated, or 
wounded, or assassinated altogether in this country by Democrats fox 
the purpose of suppressing Republican votes in the Southern States. 
The pretense used by Charles and his mother Catherine de’ Medici to 
incite the massacre of the Huguenots in France was that they were or 
yanizing in hostility to the Catholics and the Government of France. 
The pretense and excuse, when any is offered by Democrats for massa 


ganize to burn and pillage and slaughter, and for ascore of years when- 
ever ten, fifteen, or twenty, and sometimes more Republicans have been 
slaughtered at one killing, this old chestnut of danger of a negro ris- 
ing has been paraded as a justification; it has become almost as stale 
as the old-mammy-that-nursed-me chestnut that has so olten been 


| 
| 
that State having been assassinated by Defnocrats, the Democracy there cring Republicans in the South, is that the negroes are about to o1 


He was a Republican candidate for the constitutional convention. On 
his way to the meeting to make his next speech he was filled with 


dragged out on this floor by our Democratic friends to show their love 


| for the negro. Brave old Admiral Coligny, the leader of the Hugue- 


buckshot and left dead by the roadside; and to-day we have the as- | nots, when baring his breast to the dagger of the assassins, met his 


tounding spectacle of a constitutional convention in session in Missis- 
sippi, in a State having an acknowledged Republican majority of at 
least 50,000 voters, with only two Republican members in the whole 


death no more bravely or heroically than did Chisholm and Mathews 
and Cook, the leadersof the Republicans in Mississippi; and the many 
thousand martyrs to liberty in France three hundred years ago wer¢ 


body; ina State that has 250,000 more colered people in it than white, | no more martyrs to liberty than are the thousands that have been as 


and yet but one colored delegate in the convention. ‘What is the cause 
of this absence of Republicans in that convention? Ask the heirs and 
orphans of the murdered Marsh Cook. Ask the friends of all the mar- 
tyred Republicans in Mississippi. The object of this conveution is to 
devise methods to further nullify the constitution and laws of the 
United States, to further fasten and rivet the chains on the limbs of 
the Republicans of that State, to make more sure and permanent the 
overthrow of republican institutions in that State, and to establish 
more firmly the foundations of an oligarchy. 

‘Mr. FLOWER. In this connection let me state to the gentleman 
that a leading Democrat of Arkansas, a candidate for sheriff, was killed 


sassinated in these Southern States within the last few years because 
they were Republicans and loved liberty. And I think the actual 
deaths from violence that have occurred in this way will reach at least 
twenty thousand. 

Fourteen years ago I read in Chambers’s Encyclopedia, a standard 
American work, not a political or partisan work, a statement of fact 
upon the authority of that encyclopedia, the same as any other fact 
that it contained, that up to that time 8,000 deaths had occurred by 
this organization since the organization of the ku klux, some time in 
the sixties. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, hurrying by this case to my friend Powell Clayton 





by the Republican candidate for sheriff on yesterday in that State. He 
can use that also as an illustration. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does the gentleman from New York make a state- 
ment? I did not fully understand him. 

Mr. FLOWER. Brotherton, the Democratic candidate for sheriff, 
was killed on yesterday by the Republican candidate for sheriff in Ar- 
kansas. I give this to the gentleman as another illustration of the 
‘ruin of the Republic’’ which is being wrought down there. 

Mr. KELLEY. I decline to take any note of that, for I do not think 
it amounts to anything in the consideration of this question, even it 


again, he has been abused, it seems to me, and his brother Will has been 


, abused upon this floor and in other places, and especially in Demo 
| cratic papers, for the purpose, as it seems to me, of throwing a stigma 


upon his name and his character in order to detract from the force of 
his influence and the influence of his brother who has been killed, so 
that the investigation might be misdirected and take another course. 

Powell Clayton, as you all perhaps know, was elected governor of 
the State of Arkansas soon after the war. He married in that State, 
marrying a Southern girl. He served, I think, four years as governor 
and then six years as Senator from that State in the Senate of the United 


be true, which I very much doubt. [Derisive laughter on the Demo- | States. During his termas governor of the State of Arkansas this ku 


cratic side. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. Evidently it is a misfit for you. [Laughter. | 

Mr. KELLEY. And Idonot knowanything about the case you men- 
tion. Iam arguing from the standpoint of my own knowledge. I 
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| klux organization was in its full powerand force. As governor of that 
| State he felt ithis duty, as every Republican ought to feel and as every 
Democrat ought to feel in this Government, especially if he be an ex- 
ecutive officer, to see that every man within his jurisdiction and within 
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the lines of his State had the protection of the laws that a State gov- 
ernment or any government ought to give to all of its citizens. He 
found it necessary to call out the militia of that State in order to sup- 
press these ka klux. Like the bold and brave man he is, he called 
out the militia and took the responsibility, and it is upon the acts of 
the militia, as [ understand it, that many complaints in regard to his 
ition in Arkausas are made. 

It is upon the action of the militia, as I understand, that this Hooper 
theory originated, the claim that some man whom the militia killed in 
\rkansas left a son who went to California and afterward returned to 
(Arkansas and murdered John M. Clayton. Now, I wish to say this for 
Clayton, not by his authority or request, but I have a statement made 
hy Powell Clayton himself in reference to the ku klux, in reference to 
the charges of the Gazette, the Democratic paper at Little Rock, con- 
cerniny his conduct of that campaign by the militia. From that state- 
ment I desire to read a short extract. It is dated October 29, 1889. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas has expired 

Mr. KELLEY. lask unanimous consent to be allowed to proceed 
for a few minutes more. I do not want to read this statement if I 
may ve allowed to print it, but I understand there will be objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, We want to hear it. 

Mr. KELLEY. What I desire to read from this communication is, 
as I said, in reply to these charges that have been made in the Gazette 
and on this floor in this discussion, and you will observe here that 
there have been other members of Congress killed in Arkansas, other 
members of the State Legislature of that State; many men have been 
killed for the same reasons that I have enumerated, and I desire here 
to state that in the early part of this session I made some reference to 
the pumber of Republicans that had been killed in Arkansas during 
the last twenty-five years for political purposes, the correctness of which 
was challenged by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge]. 
I now think on more full information that I underestimated, rather 
than overestimated, the number. I insert a short extract from the 

statement. 

General Clayton says: 





I will inform the Gazette of the character of the mena against whom these 
forees aresent, They were sent against such men as he who, in Monroe County, 
in cowardly concealment, shot and killed Congressman Hinds, who was . 
ably riding upon the public highway, and he who, at thesame timeand under 
similar clroumstances, with murderous intent, shot and severely wounded 
Josep Brooks, a member of the Legislature. Against such ashe who, at Osce- 
ola, Ark., shot and killed A. M. Johnson, another member of the Legislature, 
in the presence of his wifeand children, whom he was escorting toa steamboat 
to be sent to a place of safety, I here quote trom a letter dated August 24, 1863, 
received by me end written by Johnson a short time before his assassination, 
to still Susther show the character of the men against whom the militia were 
sent: 

“ You will reeollect the bitterness of feeling I represented to you that existed 
in this county. Onthe night of the 18th, cight men d (1 can name them 
all) went to the houses of colored men on James H. ngton's place, shot one 
man through the lungs and beat several others nearly to death and shot at sev- 
eral others, They attacked the negroes about 1 o'clock at night, when or 
were asleep, They are the same men who burned the col men's chu 
here in May The colored men have no arms and sleep in the woods with their 
families every night. I stand picket on my own life as regularly as the day and 
night comes.”’ 

The troops were sent against such as he who, in Drew County, killed the 
deputy sheriff and, at the same time, an inoffensive negro, and left their bod- 
ies arranged in the public highway a ghastly tableau by tying them together as 
ifembracing. Against such as he who, at Hamburg, Ark., shot Barker,amem- 
ber of the Legisiature, through a window ofa housethere. Against such as he 
who shot and wounded H. A, Millen, a member of the senate, while he (Millen) 
was following the hearse containing the corpse of his wife. Against such ashe 
who, under the orders of the ku klux officers of White County, called Hum- 

»hreys to his door and,in the presence of his wife, murdered him in cold 
Blood. Against sueh as he who, under similar orders from the same source’ 
intercepted State Senator Wheeler while on his way to the capital to enter 
upon bis official duties and shot him and, before leaving him in the road for 
dead, robbed him of his watch and money. Wheeler's wounds not ving fatal, 
the would-be assassin was severely censured by his ku klax officers for his 
bungling job. Against such as he who, as an officer of the White County ku 
klux, detailed six members of the order and instructed them to seize and exe- 
cute Parker, who, as agent of the State, was engaged in ferreting out the mur- 
derof Humphreys and the would-be assassin of Stephen Wheeler; nst such 
as taey, six In number, acting under the oath of their order, whi required 
them to obey the orders of their officers, at the dead hour of night, disguised in 
She hideous ku klux gown and mask and armed with deadly weapons, seized 
the said Parker and, in obedience to their instructions, carried him to an aban- 
doned farm, and then “murdered him in defiance of law,” casting his body 
into a well. 

Tt was against such men gs these, and the secret, oath-bound military order 
from which all these crimes and hundreds of others emanated that the mili- 
tary forces of the State were sent. 


No comment is necessary on the above. It contains General Clay- 
ton’s complete justification. Mr. Speaker, we are confronted with this 
situation to-day, a situation not growing better, but growing worse, 
worse every day. 

What is the remedy? is the great question this Government must 
decide, and decide soon, or our republican form of government must 
cease. Some wicked, uncouth man, from Texas, I think it was, is 
crodited with saying that ‘‘ When things got bad they were hard to 
mend, but when they got damned bad they just went to work and 
mended themselves.’’ The latter condition illustrates the condition 
tiis country was in thirty years ago, when it went to work and 
mended itself. No one wants a repetition of that experience. 

Things in this country are now bad, not so bad but they may be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





SEPTEMBER 3, 





remedied ; if not soon remedied they will go to work mending them- 
selves, and then the trouble for this nation begins, and the conse- 
quences of all our mistakes and sins of omission and of commission are 
upon us. It becomes us as men, as representatives of the people of 
this country, in whose hands for the time being the destinies of the 
nation and of the people are to some extent placed, to mend matters, 
and do it at once, before conditions arrive at that state of badness that 
is described by the Texan, where they begin to mend themselves, 

I have been listening for the last nine months in this House for some 
one to suggest a remedy, listening, not with my ear to the ground—for 
that remedy is not supposed to come from the people, but is expected 
to come from the statesmen of this country and of this House—and as 
a new and very humble member of this House I have been waiting and 
hoping that a remedy would be devised by the experienced and able 
statesmen of the House that would be satisfactory. 

I have heard two remedies suggested by the other side, the first of 
which is the old and familiar cry of ‘‘ Let us alone; let us manage our 
affairs in ourown way; let us suppress free speech and a free ballot; let 
us murder, and assassinate, and intimidate, and defraud, and we beg you 
to believe we do it in the interest of harmony and peace and =“ 
ernment.’’ This proposition is unjust and can not be accepted. e 
other proposition was voiced by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE], afewdays ago. It was offered in connection with his 
discussion of thissamequestion in another form, and I was glad to have it 
come from him, because I believe he has given this question thought and 
understands it, and I believed he was candid. The proposition was an 
invitation to the Northern people to send our sons south among them 
‘*to help develop the South, to open our mines, to buy our lands, to build 
our railroads, to marry in our families, to be with us and of us, receive 
our confidence and give us yours; in short, to knit closer the ties and 
bonds of affection and ivterest that bind the people of these States to- 
gether.”’ 

This sounds well and is no doubt meant well, but in the light of the 
experience of my personal friends and acquaintances it sounds much 
like the invitation of the spider to the fly to walk into his parlor. Let 
me enumerate: My personal friend and comrade, the sergeant-major of 
the regiment in-which I had the honor to serve, Mr. Vaughn, settled in 
Jefferson County, Arkansas, after the war, married a Miss Carson, a 
respectable planter’s daughter, was soon after elected sheriff of that 
county, avd was assassinated by a Democrat in Pine Bluff, the home of 
the contestee in this case; M. W. Benjamin, another comrade and per- 
sonal friend, the adjutant of the same regiment, settled in Little Rock 
alter the war, married a Kentucky gir], became inent in business 
and in politics, was assassinated by Democrats at Morrillton, in Conway 
County, the evening before the election in November, 1888, in the pres- 
ence of two hundred Democrats, and no one has ever been arrested or 
tried for that offense; John M. Clayton, another comrade and brother 
of the colonel of the same regiment, settled in Jefferson County after 
the war, went into business and politics, was elected to Congress on 
the Republican ticket, although the certificate of election was oo to 
his Democratic ent, and while he was quietly and lawfully and 
peaceably engaged in taking evidence to prove he was elected he was 
foully assassinated by his Democratic ts, and all the evidence 
goes to show by the connivance and of the Democratic party 
ot that district and State, and even the ocratic party of the nation 
ever since has been the willing beneficiary of the crime. 

As a further evidence of the truth of these things I introduceas part 
of my remarks some resolutions of the last Republican State conven- 
tion of Arkansas, held only a few weeks ago, and unanimously adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, these resolutions contain the names of only a few of the 
martyrs to Republican liberty in Arkansas, only the most conspicuous 
Republican martyrs that have been assassinated by the Democratic party 
there within the last two years. These murders are not confined to 
Northern men or to black men or to white men, but the line is drawn 
on Republicans, and whenever a man becomes prominent enough as an 
organizer of the Republican forces his life is no longer safe from these 
Democratic assassins. If these men had a of Republican politics 
they might have been living to-day. No ocrat would have cared 
to have them killed. 

The fact that none of these crimes has been investigated = 
ished shows that the whole power of the Democratic party the 
Democratic administration of the government in Arkansas is stocked 
against the Republicans, not only in Arkansas, but in other States. 
The Democratic assassins know when they commit these political 
crimes that the whole power of the State government will be used for 
their defense if necessary. They know it just as well as the assassins 
of the Huguenots more than three hundred years ago in France knew 
that the that governed France at that time were the instigators 
of the and would protect the criminals. 

So tar have these conditions that if perchance some Demo- 
crat more humane than his , and seeing the tendency of these 
crimes to anarchy and ruin, his and to stem the 
tide of assassination, he either has to leave the State or & mar- 
tyr himself, as is instanced in the ease of Judge Cunningham, in Con- 
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not done so promptly who doubts that he would be to-day where John 
M. Clayton is, where Smith is, where the brother of Olly Bentley is 
(the two men who were suspected of being in conference and commu- 
nication with the Pinkerton detectives)? Who doubts that he would 
have been where Americus Neely is, and where FEATHERSTON, an hon- 
ored member of this House, would have been had not the scheme for 
his assassination miscarried ? 

And it is meet and appropriate that the Republican party in the State 
of Arkansas, loving liberty as Republicans do everywhere, when its 


representatives meet in convention at the State capital, as they did a 


few weeks ago, should have the hall in which they meet decorated, 
embellished, lit up, enlightened by the images of its great leaders and 
martyrs, and I here desire to introduce as a part of my remarks th 
resolutions adopted unanimously by the Republican convention of Ar- 
kansas recently held in Little Rock: 


Whereas during the late national, Congressional, and subsequent local cam- 
paign of the Republican party of the State of Arkansas, through the machina 
tions and concerted action of the Democratic party and in execution of well 
laid plans for intimidation and assassination, it lost three of its most useful 
able, heroic, and patriotic citizens in the persons of M. W. Benjamin, Americus 
M. Neely, and John M. Clayten: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we do now condemn and decry the Democratic party, and 
proclaim it responsible for these and other unjust and atrocious outrages com- 
mitted upon the persons of Republicans, against the Republican party and the 
citizens of this country. ™ 

Resolved, That, in the death of these men, truly martyrsto the cause of Repub- 
licanism, of liberty, and of justice, the Republican party has lost three of ils 
most able, honest, and patriotic supporters and adherents. 

Resolved, That the Republican party of the State of Arkansas will ever cherish 
honor, venerate, and emulate the virtues, achievements, and the memory o! 
these, our late fellow-citizens and brethren, who, in the great contest for a free 
and untrammeled ballot, foremost fighting, fell. 

And be it further resolved, That this convention tender its sincere thanks tothe 
Hon. A. M. Middlebrooks for the affectionate thoughtfulness that actuated him 
in placing before the eyes of this conventioa the images of its late Kepublican 
martyrs to the cause of a free ballot and a fair count, of justice and right. 


Mr. Speaker, when I read those resolutions I was reminded of the | 


words of the great poet Burns— 
The best laid schemes o' mice and men gang aft a-gley. 


The Democratic party, when it planned the assassination of Clayton 
and Benjamin and Neely in Arkansas, did riot expect or intend the 
effect to run in that direction. The Democratic party intended and 
expected the result to be that other leaders of the Republicans would 
be intimidated; instead, they impress the image of their martyrs on 
their colors and move forward. Is this the kind of Republicans that 
are left in Arkansas? Is this the kind of meat en which they feed? 
No wonder the Democracy hates them; no wonder it hates Powell 
Clayton and Judge McClure. 

If it is true that the blood of the martyrs is the seed of the church, 
it is equally true that the blood of the martyrs is the seed of liberty. 
I have faith that nearly enough blood of that kind has moistened the 
soil in many of the States of the Seuth to produce a vigorous growth 
of the tree of liberty. In Arkansas I feel quite sure this is the case. 


That State is passing through the same kind of a fiery furtiace that | 


Kansas passed through at the hands of the Democratic party a third 
of a century ago, and at its birth into statehood. The result of that 

ecution in Kansas has been that since its admission to the Union 
the flame of liberty has burned so bright that it has ever stood and 


ever will stand out boldly in the attitude of ‘‘ Liberty enlightening | 
the werld;’’ and in Arkansas so long as the Claytons and McClures | 


are permitted to live, so long liberty, Republican liberty, will survive 
in Arkansas. 


Much abuse and many abusive epithets have been heaped on these 


two Republican leaders on this floor during this discussion and even | 


before the discussion of this case began. I do not know the object of 
that abuse and do not impugn the motives of those who give it; but I 


do know that the assassins of John M. Clayton, when they read it, if | 


they have the instinct of the average Democrat, will feel that they have 
friends in this court and on this floor, and they would also know that 
the Democratic party would not go into mourning if Powell Clayton and 
Judge McClure should also be assassinated. I fear they will take it 
(whether it be so meant or not) as an invitation by their leaders and 
friends to add two more victims to the long list of martyrs. 

Mr. Speaker, I am utterly astounded at the apathy of some of the 
Republicans leaders of this Congress, especially in the other branch 
thereof in reference to this grave question. ‘The attitude of Nero 
fiddling while Rome was burning was dignified and manly when com- 
pared to the attitude of these honored and distinguished gentlemen. 
The only dark and disgraceful spot on the record and esentcheon of 
the Republican party is its abandonment and cowardly treatment of 
its friends in the South. In that respect its record is most cowardly, 
most contemptible, most treacherous; in infamy that record is only 
excelled by the wholesale butchery and systematic assassination of 
Republicans in the South by Democrats, backed and sustained and 
encouraged by the Democratic party of the United States. 

I see no hope of a discontinuance of these methods unless the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, now in control of the Republican party 
in all of its does what the Republican party promised the 
— it would do if it should be restored to power; that promise was 
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cast one vote at each election without fear of violence and that vote 
| should be counted Is this promise to be broken? Are the 
Republicans of the South to be again betrayed by their friends, the 
effect of which will be to invite furt ence and assassination by 


as cast, 


| their Democratic enemies? Su { vould not only result in 

tragedy, but would itself be a tr ty on the Republican party. 

| Mr. Speaker, my idea was at the opening of this Congress that the 

| proprieti s of things and the dignity this H and the dignity o 

| the American people demanded, in view of t many tragedies and 
bloody surroundings that the contest rt C2 ould not be pe 

| mitted to occupy this seat until his tit it wa hed by it 

| ragableevidence. My judgment in that matter was overruled 1e ( 
testee in this case has occupied that seat for nine 1 it! It has be 
said in the discussion of this case that the blood of Clayton and of 
Benjamin cried aloud from the ground, not for vengeance, but for justice 


The occupancy thus of that seat has been but a mockery in answer to 
that cry. 

If justice is as sure as it has been slow in this case, we may yet hope 
that justice will be done: but in the name of the orphan children o! 
Clayton and Benjamin; in the name of the long list of widows and 
orphans of, thousands of victims that have gone down in death betore 
this besom of hatred to liberty in the South, I ask if it is not time 
that this Government of ours should adopt some means to protect the 
rights of her citizens 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempo The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ke? 
NEDY | is recognized. 

‘Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like tosuggest to the 
geutleman from Kansas {| Mr. KELLEY] that if he would read the te 
timony in fullabout that he would come to a very different conclusio: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEN 
| NEDY ] is recognized. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Is not a motion to adjourn in order ? 

The SPEAKER protemporc. The Chair has been informed that there 
was an understanding between gentlemen on both sides that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio was to speak to-night. The Chair hopes the gentle- 
man will not press his motion. 

Mr. KENNEDY addressed the House. 


Mr. LACEY. I move that the House do now adjourn 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘Will the gentleman withdraw his mo 
tion for awhile, so that the Chair may lay before the House a report 
of the Committee on Enrolled Bills? 

Mr. LACE I will. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titl 
| when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 
i A bill (S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges across 
| the Beeuf River, Louisiana; and 
A bill (S. 4213) to provide an Ameri 


an register for the steamer Italia. 


IN rT RN ATION AT 


ARBITRATION. 
) tempore laid before the House the following mes 
sage from the President; which, with accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate and H ¢ of Rep vfatives 

| J transmit herewith a letter fromthe Secretary of State,which is accompanie:| 
} by three reports adopted by the conference of American nations recently in ses 
sion at Washington, relating to the subject of international arbitration. The 
ratification of the treaties contemplated by these reports will constitate one o! 
the happiest and most hopeful incidents in the history of the western hen 

| sphere 


ied ati a ere 
Phe SPEAKER pi 


BENJ. HARRISON 
EXECTTIVE MANSION 


se plemue , 18% 


REPRDID OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [| Mr. PER 
KINS] requests that House bill No. 11735, to quiet the title of certain 
lands in the State of Mississippi and for the relief of Eli Ayres, and ac- 
companying report (No. 2959), be reprinted for the use of the Commit 
tee on Indian Affairs. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 

To Mr. WADE, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. WILson, of Washington, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Dorsey; indefinitely, on account of sickness 

To Mr. LAN«, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. LACEY. Llask unanimeus consent that the gentleman from 
Kansas [ Mr. KrelLi&y }] may be permitted to extend his remarks in the 
| RECORD. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The motion of Mr. LACEY was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 


[ After a pause. | 


it would secure to every voter in the United States the right to | 6 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 additional copies each of the first and third annual reports of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, with the appendices thereto, 2,000 copies of 
cach of said reports to be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies of each for 
the use of the House of Representatives 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11606) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth M. Riley, accompanied by a report (No. 3047)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. 
It. 10787) to prohibit the granting of liquor licenses within one mile of 
the Soldiers’ Home, accompanied by a report (No. 3048)—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
(jrounds, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4158) for a pub- 
lic building at Sheboygan, Wisconsin, accompanied by a report (No. 
3049)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of. Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. 


it. 10626) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction of Con- | 
gress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Rail- | 
road in the District of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No.3050) | 


—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2370) for the reliefof Philip T. Greely, 
accompanied by a report (No, 3051)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, a bill and a joint resolution of the 
following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 11944) providing for the application 
by the Secretary of State of the funds received by the Department of 
State on account of the Caricas awards, remaining undistributed, to the 
payment of the new awards rendered by the Washington Mixed Com- 
wnission—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 220) calling upon 
the Secretary of War to report upon the proposal to establish a military 
garrison at or near the bay of San Diego on the Pacific coast—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 11890) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, 
deceased-—-Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (8. 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: . 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H.R. 11937) for the relief of the 
estate of Jean Delille, late of Winn Parish, Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. BR, 11938) to pension John Britt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 11939) for the relief of Maria Louisa 
ainpees, widow of Dr. Richard French Simpson—to the Committee on 

Var Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (11, R.11940) for the relief of James B. Mor- 
gan—to the Committee on Claims. ° 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 11941) granting a pension to Isaac 
Holdbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (A. R. 11942) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Culiver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 11943) for the relief of J. M. Cha - 
tier, of St. Mary’s Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Petition for the relief of J. M. Charpentier, of 
St. Mary’s Parish, Louisiana, for reference of claim to the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act and amendments 
thereto—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Writers, in favor of copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr, PEEL: Memorial of trustees of Cane Hill College, Arkansas, 
asking compensation for college building destroyed by United States 
troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition on claim of Mrs. Augustine M. Swain, of 
Point Compton, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolution of Western Association of 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 4, 1890. 
The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, D. D. 
| The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in farther answer to a 


| 

| resolution of the Senate of June 28, 1890, information relative to the 
| Spanish and Mexican private land claims now pending in the De- 
| 








partment of Justice; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of J. B. Culver 
and other citizens of Wichita, Kans., praying for the removal of the 
limitation in the act relating to bounties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Rogers and 7 other citizens 
of Tribune, Kans., praying for the passage of a national bankruptcy 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition of the Yearly Meeting of the Re- 
ligious Society ot Friends, praying that Congress may make some ap- 
propriation for the employment of one or more competent women to 
serve as matrons among the Indian women. 

I desire to take this opportunity in presenting this petition to com- 
municate to that highly respectable body of petitioners the fact that 
provision was made in the Indian appropriation bills of last year and o! 
the present year for just what they pray. I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented a large number of petitions of citizens oi 
Pennsylvania, praying for the of what are known as the “‘ pure- 
food’’ and ‘‘ pure-lard’’ bills; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the memorial of T. and S. C. White, 
Battelle & Renwick, the Passaic Chemical Company, and others en- 
gaged in the business of refining sulphur, remonstrating against the 
amendment of the Senate to the tariff bill, which, if adopted, will de- 
prive them of all protection against foreign refined sulphur; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4297) to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York 
Indians to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reserva- 
tions, and to confirm existing leases, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S, 4368) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Phineas Burgess, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 4369) to incorpo- 
rate the Columbia Central Railway Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to 
John M. Dunn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the S er of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore : 

A bill (8S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges across 
the Boeuf River, i ; and 

A bill (S. 4213) to provide an American register for the steamer Italia 
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PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Edwin M. Hart, late passed assistant 
paymaster, United States Navy, which was adversely reported by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs in the Forty-Fifth Congress, on the 27th day of January, 
1879, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, in connection with the petition of the claimant and additional 
evidence accompanying the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 897) to es- 
tablish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa, with an amendment in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H.R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If therebe no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. The Secretary will read the agreement en- | 
tered into by unanimous consent on the 26th of August. 

The Chiet Clerk read as follows: 


That the consideration of the pending bill (H. R. 9416) shall be continued to the 
exclusion of all other business except appropriation bills and conference re- 
ports, to and including Wednesday, September 3, subject to general debate ; and 
during Thursday, September 4, Friday, September 5, and Saturday, September 
6, subject to the five-minute rule indebate; no Senator tospeak onany one ques- | 
tion more than once; and on Monday, September 8, and thereafter, on bill or 
amendments, without debate,to and including the third reading, when three 
hours shall be allowed to each side for general debate, and then the final vote 
shall be taken on its passage. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- | 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
being in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the rev- 
enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be | 
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read, 

; Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to suggest that, during the absence of 
several Senators who are interested in the particular schedule which 

; has been under consideration, I desire to have the sugar schedule laid 

‘4 aside temporarily and the cotton schedule, Schedule I, page 73, taken 

up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Schedule I, on page 73, will be pro- 
ceeded with, if there be no objection. 

a Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask before that is done—I did not quite 
hear the reading—how many days the five-minute debate is to con- 
tinue? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Three. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To-day, to-morrow, and Saturday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My only wish was that this most important sugar | 
and reciprocity matter should not be so long laid aside as to preclude | 
such concise debate as should belong to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I assure the Senator from Vermont that it will be 
taken up before the time for debate expires. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If permitted to say a word by way of sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Rhode Island, I should like tosuggest to him 
that inasmuch as we have not considered at all the cotton or jute 
schedules, and we have not been on the miscellaneous or the sundry 
3 schedule at all, would it not be well to goon to-day at least with those 

schedules; and that would then give us an idea of how much time we 
should have left for the general debate upon the sugar schedule and 





4 the reciprocity question? 

a Mr. ALDRICH. That was the suggestion I made, that we should 

oe take up this morning the cotton schedule. 
oe Mr. McPHERSON,. Certainly one of two thi.gs will be necessary, 
<q either an extension of time, because all these schedules must be read 
% through and considered, and therefore if we can get through to-day 
¥ and to-morrow with these schedules 

i Mr. ALDRICH. I think we shall be able to finish with the sched- 


} ules which have not been read, under the five-minute rule to-day and 
to-morrow, leaving Saturday for the consideration of the other impor- 

tant matters to which the Senator from Vermont has alluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Or we can hold a night session Friday and Sat- 
urday, and to-night, as well, if necessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifn , for general debate. 
_Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I desire to make a personal explana- 
tion. September 2 I moved to strike out Schedule E, which relates 
to sugar, and insert a substitute, but I find that the amendment printed 
as the one I offered is not the one that I intended to offer. By some 
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inadvertence or mistake a different one has been printed, and I sup- 
pose the inadvertence or mistake was on my part. I beg leave to offe1 
now as an amendment to the bill to strike out all of Schedule E which 
relates to sugar and insert the provision which I send to the Chair, 
which, in point of fact, is the sugar schedule of the Mills bill, and I 
ask leave to withdraw the amendment I offered the other day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It there be no objection, the amend- 
ment printed as the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana will be 
withdrawn and the one now sent to the desk, which will not be read 
unless a demand is made for it, will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, some days ago | received what I pre- 
sume every other Senator did, a pamphlet from the State Department 
denominated ‘‘ Special Consular Reports, Cotton Textiles in Foreign 
Countries,’’ etc. Upon a casual examination of that paper I was very 
much struck with how absolutely the British Government had menop- 
olized the trade in cotton manutactures in the countries south of us, 
in South and Central Americaandin Africa. I therefore prepared ase- 
ries of questions for the Bureau of Statistics which they did me the 
honor to answer, and I have a table which I think would be of great 
service to the Senate and elsewhere if itshall be allowed to go into the 
I therefore ask permission to have the letter in reply to my 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS 


D.C, 
Str: In compliance with your request made by memorandum, handed me 
by your secretary, I have the honor to inclose the following tables, which will 
furnish the information you desire. 
Permit me to say, in answer to the first question, asto the cotton and cotton 
goods manufactured in the United States and their value, we have nodata from 


Washington fugust 26, L800 


| which we can secure this information later than the census of 1880. 


In answer to the second question, as to the quantity and value of the same 
goods manufactured in Great Britain, the latest data we have is the British Sta 
tistical Abstract, which gives the figures for 188. The same is true with refer 
ence to the number of spindles and persons employed. 

The large table inclosed is a full and complete answer to your inquiries num 
bers 4,5, and 6, which shows the exportsof cotton manufactures from the United 
States and from the United Kingdom, in parallel columns. 

Trusting the same will be satisfactory, I am, 

Respectfully yours, 
Ss. G. BROCK, Chief of 


Hon. M. C. BuTLErR, 
United States Senate, 


Mr. BUTLER. 


Washington, D.¢ 


I ask that the table be printed in the Recorp, and 


| also a short table accompanying it. 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like, in connection with the Senator’s request, 
to make one statement to accompany it. Perhaps it is not of very 
great importance, and still it comes in sucha way as to give marks of 
its absolute truth. 

I was reading within a day or two the memoirs of Mr. Glover, an 
English gentleman of great accomplishments, published in 1889, a 
gentleman still living. It is an autobiographical work, in which he 
speaks of having met socially a Lancashire gentleman, a manufacturer, 
and a man of great experience and skill in that business, who had just 
been traveling extensively through the United States. ‘The gentleman 
is a cotton manufacturer, and he says that this gentleman said that if 


| it were not for the American tariff England would shut up every Amer- 


ican cotton manufactory within two years 
Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, i do not know about that 
but I have been very much gratified and encouraged 
Mr. HOAR, I will show the Senator the book. 





[have itinmy com 


| mittee-room. 


Mr. BUTLER. I have been very much gratified to see our friends 
on the other side enlarging their economic vision somewhat and reach 
ing out to South America and Canada and other parts of the world 
and I thought this information might be of service. It shows how ab 
solutely Great Britain has control of the marketsof South America, and 
practically of Central America, and aiso of Asia and Africa. ‘The value 
of the cotton manufactured goods imported by those countries, as I now 
remember it in the rough, was $175,000,000 as against $20,000,000 
from the United States. Of course that includes british Indiaand the 
othercolonial possessions of Great Britain. I thought possibly it might 
be of service, in case we did enter upon any reciprocal relations with 
foreign Governments, to see just exactly how we 
with Great Britain. 
ORD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the pending question? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I was not aware there was any pending ques- 
tion. I was going to make some remarks of a general nature preced 
ing the commencement of the five-minute debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the table 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are two tables—a short onesimply showing 


stand as compared 
Therefore I ask that the table be put in the Ri 


lhe Chair hears 


Does the Senator wish to speak on 
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the number of establishments, ee looms, and persons employed The PRESIDENT protempore. Both tables will be printed, if there 


in colton manufactures in the | 
may go in. 


Jnited States. I ask that that also | be no objection. 
The tables referred to are as follows: 


Statement showing the ceports of cotton manufactures from the United States during the year ending June 30, 1889, and from the United Kingdom during 
» - 


the year ending December 31, 1889. 
From the United Kingdom. 


Irom the United States. 


Cloths, colored and un- Cottons entered by the (Cottonen- 


Countries to which exported colored. Other yard, tered at 
manufact- Total. ee ae value in Total. 
ures, | cotton 
Yards, Value. Yards, Value. yarn. 
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Be srit 382, 256 34, 78 3, 78 78, 58 56, 579,! 4,315,977 | 5,259,796 , 575, 773 
eceeeent 48, 013 6,004 135 6,229 12, 884, 000 858,772 | 1,085, 400 1 944. 172 
France 210, 565 15, 529 19, 178 34, 707 29, 452, 100 2,496,480 3,407,630 5, 904, 110 
Ciermany.. — 73, 743 39, 907 21, 550 61, 457 33,117, 300 — 043 | u, 486, 984 | 13, 991, 027 
Gireat Britain and Ireland 8, 984, 581 787,918 426, 053 1, 218,971 |.. er Ty o : J. a nee rs 
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otal 952,344 | 99,531 | 1,051,875 | 134,328,300} 6,589, 751 | 1,286,313 | 7,876,064 
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Uruguay $23, 161 106, 556 6, 499 113, 046 33, 919, 300 2, 069, 012 | 354, 44 2, 423, 556 
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S. G. BROCK, Chief of “Bureau of Statistics. 


|United States,|United Kingdom, 
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Cotton goods manufactured : 
RR a ee ° 607, 246, 241 |... ted 
SONNE vn. ok Sqaigiatin ih ticigiichscasapeuenlad 2itte oniaiha call AIEEE Levonsincieagunyapahiantatiimite 
Cotton factories } 
Munslser of qutalbliatements...... ....0ccc0++...ss0cseccectius Seaseiabeans sbtishines ebbebente* BUGNEMEpseceubensteuee cbeosanta ooeseteubestionsnceters ooneete Rececunsenseiisieubil painecbed 756 2,635 
Number of spindles... Aare ee ee { “dt see 70 
Number of looms......... eoente ceceet soo pacobudeibadiomnellle - os ° nducmeshilictaplides sbisadduineupeaptiinininssinnpebitedinnntintnedepeen : _— RE lied ceccccsmaniptiich peaiiee 
Number of persons employed or sovecs ve cocceconsnenecsesoocere csnsenssnsebessensb es actsiiitinnecscosediaies tatuanenennnnbnneunstoctiecednastiints exeseesesse eeseeeesseeerses|senenenetareesteneseney 504, 060 


aSee Vol. 11, Censusof 1880, Manufactures, page 543. 





b From British Statistical Abstract, 1883, ee 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I askthat the readingof the schedule be proceeded 
with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What schedule is that ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Schedule I, on page 73. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not know that the Senate had agreed to go 
back or forward to Schedule I. I do notobjectto that, but this reci- 
procity matter being up I think we ought to go back subject toa 
return to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that the 
reciprocity amendment is not before the Senate, and has not been. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that perfectly well, but it will come 
in on the sugar schedule. When opportunity is given to offer some 
amendment on that subject, it will be offered to the sugar schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume the Senator from Vermont did not hear 
me. I suggested thatample time would be given before the five-minute 
debate closed to consider both the sugar and reciprocity provisions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, I heard it; and that was why I now 
rose to say that dropping the sugar schedule and going to cotton I wish 
to have done subject to a call, just as we lay a thing aside informally, 
so that if the Senator from Rhode Island and myself and others should 
not see it exactly alike as to how much time should be necessary for this 
reciprocity question, it would be the right of any Senator to insist on 
returning to it. Now, thatisall. There will be no difficulty about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair did not understand that 
there was any objection to the request of the Senator from Rhode Is!- 
and that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Schedule I. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object, but I wish it done subject tothe 
right to return to the pending question. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair announces in pursuance 


of the agreement of the Senate that general debate on the pending bill 
and the amendments has closed. With the exception of the reserva- 
tion for the day when the final vote is to be taken, the limitation of 
debate is that each Senator may speak once and but for five minutes 
only upon any question. The Chair understands that these limitations 
are voluntary and self-imposed. The Chair has no power to enforce 
their observance. The Chair therefore ventures to express the hope 
that Senators will themselves regard the rule and relieve the Chair 
from the necessity of constant admonition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Chair will keep the time and remind 
us when we get over the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Chair should do that. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to suggest that the only way would be 
for the Chair to announce at the end of five minutes that a Senator’s 
time bad expired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will regard any instruc- 
tions that may be given him by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair how the agreement can in any way be 
brought to the attention of a Senator who is speaking unless the Chair 
itself at the end of five minutes announces that the time lias expired ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I understand that to be the purpose of the Chair. 
I do not think he needs any instruction of the Senate on that point. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Chair onght to announce it when the 
five minutes have expired. I think that will be satisfactory to both 
sides, 

Mr. HARRIS. Has it not been uniformly the custom where we have 
had a unanimous-consent agreement such as this, that the Chair in- 
variably called attention to the fact that a Senator’s time had expired? 
Nowhere else except at the Secretary’s desk will the time of a Senator 
be kept, and the speaker will not know himself when his five minutes 
have expired. All that will be necessary will be for the Chair simply 
to remind Senators that they have gone to the limit of the consent 
agreement. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Itstrikes me that the time to be occupied by each 
Senator in debate is as much a part of the order settled by unanimous 
agreement as any other part of it, and to be executed by the Chair, I 
would suppose, unless I was overruled by the superior experience and 
knowledge of the Chair, as he executes every other part of it. Other- 
wise it would be left to be varied, or at least left to be an open ques- 
tion for Senators. I would respectfully call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that the time to be occupied is a part of the agreement made 
in open Senate by unanimous consent, and as such the Chair should 
certainly feel authorized to enforce it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The suggestions of the Senator from 
Indiana are entirely just, but the Chair was induced to make the ob- 
servations that he did from the fact that when the resolution or order 
was under consideration the Chair inquired whether it was to be re- 

rded as an order of the Senate to be enforced by the Chair, to which 

@ response was quite general and a tacit reproof was conveyed to the 
Chair for assuming thatit conld by any means be considered as an order. 
The Chair therefore desires to be fully instructed whether he is to re- 


d this as an order that he is to execute, or whether it is to be left | 


the volition of Senators to observe it or not, as they please. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the languaye used by the Presiding 


Officer insubmitting this arrangement to the Senate may be read, and 


the request which I made at the time may also be read. 
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Mr. HALE. It seems to me very clear that the agreement was not 
only understood, but acquiesced in and expected to be regarded strictly 


Mr. HALE. And it was also expected that the Chair would, to the 
extent of notifying Senators, enforce therule. Idonot think, until th 
unfortunate suggestion of the Chair this morning that there was no 
strength or force in this agreement, that it had occurred to any Sena 
tor that there was nostrength 


| Mr. COCKRELL. And it will be regarded. 





force in the agreement, but that every- 
body expected in debating for the next three days that at the end of 
five minutes’ talk upon any proposition by any Senator the gavel of 
the President would come down and end the discourse of the Senator 

and if no suggestion had been made that no power existed to carry it 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When there was made on the 26th 
of August a suggestion by the Chair whether this was an order to hb 
enforced by the Chair, it was distinctly disavowed and repudiated by 
several Senators on the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think that must have been understood to mean 
that this agreement did not have the force of a rule, but that it was 
binding in honor upon all Senators, and each Senator thinks it is his 
duty to determine about it, subject to the possibility that somebody 
may speak over his five minutes. It simply is nota rule of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Then the Chair can not enforce it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I trust the understanding will be carried out 
faithfully, and that when the five minutes have expired the Chair will 
announce that fact, and then each Senator will pursue his own course. 
As a matter of course, the Chair has no power to take a Senator oif his 
feet; but I will guaranty that no Senator will violate the understand 
ing and that there will be notrouble. Let the Chairannounce the fa 
when the five minutes have expired. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us go ahead. 

Mr. TELLER. When this question was presented to the Senate | 
stated distinctly for myself that I did not desire to have it considered 
as a rule or an order of the Senate. I think Senators are unnecessarily 
worrying themselves about what shall bedone. During my experience 
in the Senate I have seen this order or this rule of general consent a 
great many times, and, as I said the other day, I have never seen it 
violated except in one instance, and that through a misunderstanding 
There is not the slightest danger when the Chair notifies a Senator that 
his five minutes are up but that he will sit down unless the matter is 
of sufficient importance for the Senate to give him consent to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill. Paragraphs $26 
and 327 were read, as follows 

SCHEDULE I. COTTON MANUFACTURES, 

326. Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn, whether single or advanced 
beyond the condition of single, by grouping or twisting two or more single 
yarns together, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or in any 
other form, except spool-thread of cotton, hereinafter provided for, valued at no! 
exceeding 25 cents per pound, 1 cents per pound; valued at over 25 cents pei 
pound and not exceeding 40 cents per pound, 18 cents per pound ; valued atover 
40 cents per pound and not exceeding 50 cents per pound, 23 cents per pound 
valued at over 50 cents per pound and not exceeding 60 cents per pound, 28 cents 
per pound; valued at over 60 cents per pound and not exceeding 70 cents pe 
pound, 33 cents per pound; valued at over70 cents per pound and not exceeding 
80 cents per pound, 38 cents per pound; valued at over 80 cents per pound and 


not exceeding $l per pound, 48 cents per pound; valued at over $l per pound 
50 per cent. ad valorem. 


$27. Spool-thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceeding 100 yards 
of thread, 7 cents per dozen; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for every ad 
ditional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 100 yards, 7 
cents per dozen spools. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to move an amendment to paragraph 327. 
| Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 
326. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from New Jersey to the understanding that the Finance Com 
mittee’s amendments to the bill were to be first considered. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I donot see any committee amendments in pat 
agraph 326. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are none, but the Chair sup- 
posed that the agreement applied to the bill, and that the schedules 
not amended by the committee were to be returned to for amendment 
by Senators after the committee amendments had been gone throug 
with, 
Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator fro: 
Rhode Island to the fact thatit would be difficult to go back to con 
sider any of these amendments to these various paragraphs. Why not 
pursue the same course we have pursued heretofore, while acting un- 
der the five-minute rule? \So far as lam concerned I will take as little 
of the time of the Senate as possible and perhaps no more than one 
minute in offering any amendment. I have no desire to oceupy more 
| than the time necessary to show in what way this bill changes the ex 
isting law. I submit to the Senator that I think we shall get along a 
great deal faster in that way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am quite willing that that course shall be taken 
| I believe it will facilitate business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey will 
| proceed. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call attention to the fact that im 
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these various paragraphs there are changes in the classifications and 
changes in the rates. In paragraph 326 the duty on one grade is 
changed from 15 cents to 18 cents per pound; another from 20 cents 
per pound to 23 cents per pound; another trom 25 cents per pound to 
24 cents per pound. In three or four of the grades of goods here there 
has been no change, but there has been a great deal of change in others. 
‘The rates are too high all the way through. There has been a change 
in three of the classes from 43 up to &®% per cent., or from 44 to 49 per 
cent., a8 the case may be. I think the whole paragraph is much too 
high. 

I should like to offer some amendments in bulk, which may be voted 
upon as a single amendment, and I do not propose, except in some im- 
portant cases, to ask for the yeas and nays upon these questions because 
I know how important time is. I should like to offer an amendment, 
in line 7, before the word ‘‘ cents,’’ to strike out ‘'10’’ and insert ‘‘8;’’ 
in line 9, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ tostrike out ‘‘18’’ and insert ‘‘15;”’ 
in line 11, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out ‘‘23’’ and insert ‘‘20,’’ 
and in line 13, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out ‘‘28’’ and insert 
‘*95.’’ That leaves it as to the three last-mentioned amendments ex- 
actly as the present law is, and the rate of duty seems to be high enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These different amendments will be 
submitted as one amendment, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. _I wish to call attention to the fact that as many 
of these yarns come in at a cost of much less than 25 cents a pound, as 
to which my first amendment applies, the rate of duty is far in excess 
of what the table states it. ‘These yarns come in at a cost of from 15 
to 25 cents a pound very largely, and in that case 10 cents a pound duty 
on 15 cents a pound cost is 66 per cent. and not 42 percent. Yarns 
costing 16 cents per pound would pay a rate of duty of 624 per cent. ; 
yarns costing 17 cents a pound 59 per cent., and so on. Then as you 
proceed and get beyond the 25 cents a pound you come to those 20 cents 
a pound, where the duty is made 18 centsa pound. That is equal to 
90 per cent,, and not 51 per cent., as it is stated in the table furnished 
us by the committee. 

I wish further to state in this connection, Mr. President, calling at- 
tention, as I did the other day, to the facts as to the labor-cost as given 
by Mr. Wadlin, the chief of the labor commission in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, that these rates of duty are more than three times the entire 
labor-cost in the manutacture of the goods. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I do not ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRES] DENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As I understand this paragraph, there is still an- 
other increase not included in the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON, That is the ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes. These yarns valued at over $1 per pound 
pay 50 per cent. ad valorem, as provided for in this bill. Under the 
present law they pay 48 cents per pound, which is not 50 per cent. ad 
valorem, but somewhere between 30 and 40 per cent. ad valorem. I 
move therefore to strike out ‘‘50 per cent. ad valorem,’’ in lines 19 
and 20, and insert ‘'48 cents per pound,’’ which is the present law. 
The average value of these yarns imported into this country is one 
dollar and three mills, so that the present rate of 48 cents per pound 
#4 not by any means equivalent to 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Dol understand the Senator from Kentucky to say 
that yarns valued above $1 a pound pay a duty of 48 cents a pound? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is so stated here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The law does not so state. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Your report so states. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be that Mr. Evans has it so in the table. 
I have not examined; but the law is not to that effect and never has 
been. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Read the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The presentlaw reads, ‘‘ valued at over $1 per pound, 
50 per cent. ad valorem.’’ That is paragraph 318 of the present law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not the statute before me, but I have be- 
fore me the table submitted by the committee to accompany these para- 





taphs, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator knows how that table was made as 
wellas I. We have discussed that several times. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But Senatorshere in the hurry of debate have the 
right, it seems to me, to rely upon these tables as being correct until 
the contrary is shown, and I was basing my motion upon that table as 
it appears here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My purpose in calling attention to the law was to 
show that the table was not correct. 

Mr. CARLISLE, That being the case, I will not insist upon the 
amendment, although this is a pretty high rate of duty; butas it is the 
same as the existing law I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to offer an amendment to paragraph 327, in 
relation to spool thread, I move to make the rate 5 cents, in line 22, 
by striking ont ‘seven ’’ and inserting ‘‘ five;’’ and in line 25, I move 
to strike out ‘‘seven ’’ and insert “‘ five.”’ 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. In paragraph 327, on page 73, line 22, before 
the word ‘‘ cents,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert 
“five;’’ and in line 25, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘seven”’ 
and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to read: 

327. Spool thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceeding 100 yards of 
thread, 5 cents per dozen; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for every ad- 


ditional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 100 yards, 5 
cents per dozen spools. 


Mr. VANCE. The present cost per dozen abroad for the double spool, 


| containing 200 yards, is 23 cents, and for the single spool, containing 100 


yards, 114 cents, and this duty of 7 cents per dozen is about 66 per 
cent. I do not think it is correctly stated in the expert’sreport. That 
is too much on this necessary article so much used by the plain people 
of the country, and my amendment will leave it at about 50 per cent., 
which I think is reasonable and should be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Paragraph 328 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, in 
paragraph 328, on page 74, line 6, after the word ‘‘ yard,’’ to strike 
out: 


Provided, That all such unbleached and bleached cotton cloth valued at more 
than 8 cents ®er square yard shal! pay a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


So as to make the clause read: 

328, Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored}stained, painted, or printed, and 
not exceeding {ifty threads to the —_ inch, counting the warp and filling, 
2cents per square yard; if bleached, 2} cents per square yard; if dyed, col- 
ored, stained, painte!, or printed, 4 cents per square yard. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to call attention to paragraph 328. 
The existing law provides for cotton cloth ‘‘not exceeding one hun. 
dred threads to the square inch, counting the warpand filling.’’ This 
bill reduces it down to fifty threads to the square inch, and, as will be 
noticed in the table on page 74, under existing law where the duty has 
been 2) cents a square yard on cotton cloth of one hundred threads to 
the inch it has been reduced to 2 cents, where the provision is made for 
fifty threads to the inch upon the assumption that cotton cloth of one 
hundred threads to the inch, excepting as a matter of course the ma- 
terial, is twice as costly to make as cotton cloth fifty threads to the 
inch. This is certainly a very deceptive percentage that is given in the 
table. If my assumption is correct, the duty imposed ought to be 
carried out as 62 per cent. instead of 31.38 per cent. 

I desire to offer an amendment to that paragraph, as I do not see how 
we can change the classification without taking a great deal of time, 
to strike out ‘'2 cents’’ and insert ‘‘14 cents,’’ inline 3; and inline 4, 
to strike out ‘‘2} cents’’ and insert ‘‘2 cents.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 328, on page 74, in line 3, before 
the word ‘‘cents,’’ it is p to strike out ‘‘2’’ and insert ‘‘14;” 
and in line 4, after the word ‘‘two,’’ to strike out ‘‘and one-half; ’’ so 
as to read: 


$28, Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and 
not exceeding 50 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 1} 
cents per square yard; if bleached, 2 cents per square vard. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 329 was read, as follows: 

329. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch, counting the yg 
and filling, 2} cents per square yard; if bleached, 3 cents per Seapre pene) f 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed 4 cents per square yard: vided, 
That on all cotton cloth not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch, countin: 
the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 6} cents per square ; bleached, valued at over 9 cents per 
square yard; and dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12 
cents per square yard, there shail be lev , collected, and paid a duty of 35 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In this paragraph we find the same conditions 
existing as to classifications, and instead of being a reduction of duties 
it is a vast increase in rates. I move to strike out, in line 12, ‘‘2}’’ 
and insert ‘‘1};’’ in line 14, to strike out “‘4 cents’’ and insert ‘* 3} 
cents,’’ and in line 21, in the proviso, to strike out ‘‘35”’’ and insert 
aie ” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In pa ph 329, on 74, line 12, before 
the word ‘‘ cents,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘*2}’’ and insert ‘‘1;’’ 
in line 14, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out ‘'4”’ and insert ‘'3};’’ 
and in line 21, before the words ‘‘ per cent.,’’ to strike out ‘‘35”’ and 
insert ‘'30;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

329. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch, counting the so, 
and filling, 12 cents per square yard; if bleac'! Scents per square : 
dyed, colored, stained meal oc iin’, 3} cents per square yard: 

That'on all cotton cloth not ex hag ISO vend se the Suances Sam, canning 
the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or prin 

valued So even GS esate pee Syatve seer valued at over 9 cents per 
aquare yard; and dyed, colored men, quisiet, or putaten valued at over 12 


ts , there shail be | lected, and a duty of 30 
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“half ;’’ in line 4, to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ four,’’ and at the 
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Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island | rate, of course they would come in at a higher duty under an ad valorem 
a question as to the necessity for making these classifications and mak- | rate, the same as under a specific, and if there is any reduction in the 
ing three instead of one. A change is made from cloth not exceeding cost-price of these goods the consumer would get the benefitofit. As 
one hundred threads to the square inch to cloth not exceeding filty | it is now, the specific rates of duty make it impossible that the cost to 
threads to the square inch, and then another classification with one | the consumer in this country should be less than that fixed in the 
hundred threads to the square inch, and the rate of duty is different. specific rate. 
I can not see any necessity for that, because /t isa well known factthat| I move to amend this paragraph by striking out, in line 16, ‘‘ three 
the first-class, in fact you may say all of the cloth below one hundred | and a half’? before the word ‘‘cents”’ and inserting ‘‘three;’’ in line 
threads to the square inch is made in this country cheaper than it is | 17, stmking out ‘‘four and a half”’ and inserting ‘‘four;’’ in line 18, 
made at Manchester; and it is a better cloth, more cotton in it, better | striking out *‘five and one-balf’’ and inserting ‘‘five,’’ and then, in the 
weight, and less sizing. Therefore there is no earthly necessity, as it | proviso, in line 2, on page 76, I move to strike out ‘‘ forty-five’? and 
seems to me, for making this change of classification, and making a | insert ‘‘thirty-five.’’ 
different rate of duty. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode The Cater CLERK. In paragraph 331, on page 75, in line 16, after 
Island a question also. I see that the explanation states that ‘‘the | the word ‘‘three,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘and a half;’’ in line 
estimate is based upon one-half of the importations.’’ What are we 17, after the word ‘‘ four,’’ to strike out ‘‘and one-half;’’ in line 18, 
to understand by that? Is it one-half of the importations under each | after the word ‘‘tive,’’ to strike out ‘‘and one-half;’’ and in line 2, on 
particular head as we find it here in the tables? page 76, to strike out ‘‘ forty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ so as to 

Mr. ALDRICH. The articles named in paragraph 328 and para- make the paragraph read: 
graph 329 of the bill are now included in one paragraph. The expert! 33). Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
has divided the importations between these two paragraphs upon the 














a 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, a Ww a 
posi ; me ; ; ions ‘ ch. There | 2"4 filling, 3cents persquare yard; if bleached, 4cents per square yard; if dyed, 
“7 ation that = 7 of the oe belongs to each rhe colored, stained, painted, or printed, 5 cents per square yard: Provided, That on 
are large reductions of the rates in th cases, all cotton cloth exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, 
Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island what | counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or 
is the difference in value between cotton cloth of fifty threads to the | Printed, valued at over 8 cents per square yard ; bleached, valued atover 10 cents 
“ dred th 1 he inch? per square yard; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12 
inch and cotton cloth of one hun re threads to the inch ? , cents per square yard,there shall be levied, collected,and paid a duty of % per 
Mr. ALDRICH. It depends entirely upon the character and quality | cent. ad valorem, 
of the cloth. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Of course the cloth of a hundred threads to the 
—* oa if ~ — be the same in both classes of jected to specific duty average 60, 93, 61, 88, and 52.96 per cent., and 
GOED WERE HS She Cimeeeses 1B Valne ' ‘ ‘ the higher priced articles which are subjected to ad valorem duties pay 
Mr. ALDRICH. Fifty threads to the square inch might contain very | ,~ >, ; eae 
~ | 45 per cent. I think the whole schedule ought to be at an ad valorem 
much finer yarn than that of one hundred threads, It depends on the | 4, 
process of weaving—whether woven closely, or open, or how. The PRESIDENT pro tempo iia aes aaa iaaae 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment | , , eee ENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendmen 
(the Senator fr Weer Serna of the Senator from New Jersey. 
S  erlpeen ean he ew ge leds. | The amendment was rejected. 
: ; The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 
Paragraph 330 was read, as follows: | ar 5 oe; Se s 
339. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 322. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 


Mr. VANCE. I call attention to the fact, without any hope of get- 
ting an explanation, that the cheaper priced articles which are sub- 


ceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, counting the warp exceeding 200 threads tothe square inch, counting the warp and filling, 4} cents 
and filling, 3 cents per square yard; if bleached, 4 cents per square yard; if | P©rSauare yard; if bleached, 5} cents per square yard ; if dyed, colored, stained, 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 5 cents per square yard: Provided, | Painted, or printed, 63 cents persquare yard: Provided, That on all such cotton 
Shek on all ‘sation cloth exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to cloths not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 
the square inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, | 1” cents persquare yard; bleached, valued at over 12 cents per square yard, and 
stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 7} cents per square yard; bleached, | 4Ye4, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 15 cents per square 
valued at over 10 cents per square yard; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 45 percent. ad valorem: 
printed, valued at over 12} cents per square yard, there shall be levied, col- Provided further, That on cotton cloth, bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, 
lected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem. or printed, containing an admixture of silk, and not otherwise provided for, 


Me MAPEERRO Bir. Peastdent. hese canis fe the came method there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem, 

of classification, and the same rule applies a tate that applied to the Mr. McPHERSON., — This paragraph is based upon the same idea. 

other paragraphs which have been read. I move tostrike out, in line 2, The present law provides for where the threads exceed 200 to the 

on page 75, the word ‘‘three”’ beforethe word ‘‘cents”’ and insert ‘*two | Sauare inch, counting the warp and filling, and this is based upon 

and a half;’”’ in line 3, to strike out ‘‘four” and insert ‘three and a | cotton cloth “exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads’’ to the 
square inch, Certainly on this quality and weight of cloth this must 

end of the proviso, in line 12, tostrike out ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert “ thirty- make a very great increase in duty, and the increase as stated in the 


five.” committee’s table is from 52 to 60 per cent., but by the method of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be regarded | Computation by which I have been ascertaining values based upon 
as one question, if there be no objection, and will now be stated. the classification, I should make the duty over 8U per cent. 


The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 330, on page 75, line 2, before the 1 move to strike out, in line 5, after the word “*filling,’’ the words 
word ‘‘ cents,” it is proposed to strike out ‘three’? and insert ‘two | ‘four and one-half and to insert ‘‘four;’’ in line 6, after the word 
and a half;’’ in line 3, before the word “‘cents,”’ to strike out “four” | ‘‘ bleached,’’ to strike out “' five and one-half’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ in 
and insert ‘‘threeand a half ;”’ in line 5, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to | line 8, after the word ‘‘six,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘and three- 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert “‘four,’’ and in line 12, before the words | fourths;’’ and in the first proviso, in line 1 1, before the words ‘*‘ per 
‘per centum,”’ tostrike out ‘‘forty ”’ and insert “thirty-five ;’’ so as to | cent.,’’ to strike out ‘‘forty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ and in 





make the paragraph read: the second proviso, in line 18, to strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty- 
ae 
330. Cotton cloth not bleached, Syed, cutene’, aanines. painted, or printed, ex- live. sciaiiatios = eas 
ceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, counting the warp The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported at 


ee: 3 —_ - — apie if een 3} cents per oe yard; if | the desk. 

, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 4 cents per square yard: ovided, r ‘ a a an ae inal iad - on. 

That on all cotton cloth exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to the The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph SS2, ee oe line 5, afte : the 

square inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, word ‘‘four,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ and one-half;’’ in line 6, 

Goveries pe ae ys at op  onbask ceiaad, palstod. ar} ee after the word ‘‘five,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and one-half;’’ in line 8, after 
over 10 cents per square yard; dyed, colored, sta . nted, or printed, arly ao ‘. cage eng es wee 

valued at over 12} cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and the word ‘‘six,”’ to strike out ‘‘and three-fourths;’’ in line 14, before 


paid a duty of 3 per cent, ad valorem. the words **per cent.,’’ to strike out ‘‘forty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment five,” and in line 18, before the words ‘* per cent.,’’ to strike out 
of the Senator from New Jersey. ‘fifty ’? and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 
The amendment was rejected. 382. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
Paragraph 331 was read, as follows: ceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 4 cents per 
; , 5 square yard; if bleached, 5 cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, 
331. Cotton cloth not bleached, en seieses, stained, painted, or printed, ex- painted, or printed, 6 cents per square yard: Provided, That on all such cotton 
ceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to tne square inch, counting the warp | cloths not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 10 
and filling, 34 cents he gop mew if bleached, 4; cents per square yard ; ifdyed, | cents per square yard; bleached, valued at over 12 cents per square vard,and 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, 5} cents per square yard: Provided, Thaton dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 15 csats per square 
all cotton cloth exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem : 
counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or | Provided further, That on cotton cloth, bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted 
printed, valued ae eee square yard; bleached valued atover l0cents or printed, containing an admixture of silk,and not otherwise provided for 
See tiers vend theese renee Peates ot, iedledainel a, = there shal: be I svied, collected, and paid a duty of 45 per cent. ad valorem. 
uare ’ , , » pe om ai - . 
cent. ad valorem. | The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode | of the Seoator from New Jersey. 


Island why was it not possible to have made an ad valorem rate of duty 


The amendment was rejected. 
which would apply toall these goods. If they were valued at a higher 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
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Committee on Finance, was to strike out the original paragraph 346, 
as follows: 


M4. Corsets, valued at % or less per dozen, % per cent. ad valorem; when 
valued over % per dozen, 50 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether the effect of the committee’s amendment striking out 
paragraph 346 will be to throw this article of corsets into the next par- 
agraph, 333, as an article of wearing apparel. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Corsets will be dutiable according to the material 
of chief value. If composed of silk they will pay 50 per cent. ; if com- 
posed of cotton they will pay 40 per cent. It depends on the material 
of chief value. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Shall I understand the Senator to say that if they 
are composed of silk they will pay the silk duty, and if composed of 
cotton they will pay 40 per cent. ad valorem ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Fifty per cent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Fifty per cent. ad valorem is an increase over the 
prevent rate. The present rate is 35 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. Thirty-five and 50, 

Mr. CARLISLE, No; not 35 and 50; there can not be two rates of 
duty on the same article. 

Mr. PLATT. A portion of them pay 35 per cent. and a portion 50 
per cent, When valued at $6 or less per dozen they pay 35 per cent. 
ad valorem, and when valued at over $6 per dozen 50 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. There is no change in that, paragraph 346 being stricken out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam speaking of the present law, and the Sen- 
ator is speaking of the House bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I had reference to this paragraph. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam speaking of the law as it now stands, and 
the rate there is 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out paragraph 346. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘L Le reading of the bill was resumed. 

‘l ie next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 
333, on page 76, line 24, after the word ‘‘fiber,’’ to insert ‘‘ or of which 
cotton orother vegetable fiber isthe component material of chief value,’’ 
and at the end of the paragraph to strike out the following proviso: 

Provited, That all such clothing, ready made, and articlesof wearing appare! 
having India rubber as a component material shall be subject to a duty of 60 
cents per pound, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

335. Clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every descrip- 
tion, compesed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or OP which cotton or other 
vegetable fiber isthe component material of chief value. made up or manufact- 
ured wholly or in pe by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, including 
hemmed hundkerchiefs, and neck-ties or neck-wear made of cotton, and gar- 
ments made of cotton chenille, and not specially provided for in this act, 50 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

dir, ALDRICH, I have a modification to propose tothis paragraph. 
On line 23, page 76, I move to insert ‘* handkerchiefs and neck-ties or 
neck-wear,’’ and to strike out in lines 2, 3, and 4, on page 77,,‘‘ includ- 
ing hemmed handkerchiels, and neck-ties or neck- wear made of cotton, 
and garments made of cotton chenille, and,’’ and insert in place of the 
word “‘and’’ ‘all of the foregoing.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘This is a mere change of phraseology in the con- 
stroetion of the paragraph, 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Seeretary was not able to fol- 
low the language of the Senator from Rhode Island. The Chair begs 
him to repeat it. 

My. ALDRICH. In line 23, page 76, afterthe word ‘“ deseription,’’ 
I move to insert ‘‘ handkerchiefs and neck-ties or neck-wear;’’ and in 
line 2, on page 77, to strke out the words “‘inclading hemmed hand- 
‘kerchiefs, and neck-ties or neck-wear made of cotton, and garments 
made of cotton chenille, and,’’ and to insert in place of those words 
the words ‘‘all of the foregoing.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 334 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, on page 77, line 11, after the word ‘‘fiber’’ toinsert ‘‘ not 
bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed;’’ and in line 13, 
after the words ‘‘ad valorem,’’ to strike out: 

Chenille curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured of cotton chenille 


or other a fiber, or in which cotton chenille forms the component ma- 
teria! of chief value, 20 cents per square yard, and 35 per cent. ad m ; 
And to insert: 
On all such goods if bleached, 12 cents per square yard and 20 cent. ad va- 
lorem; if dyed, eelored, stained, satuhel an printed, 14 cents Senauuan yard 
and 20 per cent, ad valorem. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


S44. Plushes. velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics of 
cotton or other vegetable fiber, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, or 
rinted, 10 cents per square yard and 20per cent, ad valorem ; on all eo 
f bleached. 12 cents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem; if dyed, col- 
ored, stained, painted, or printed, if eents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad 


valorem. 
I should like te inquire of the Senator from 





Mr. CARLISLE. 
Rhode Island what will be the effect of the amendment proposed by 
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the committee, striking out the words ‘‘ chenille curtains, table covers, 
and all goods manufactured of cotton chenille or other vegetable fiber, 
or in which cotton chenille forms the component material of chief 
value, 20 cents pet square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem.”’ That 
is to say, by what clause will those articles be covered and what rate of 
duty will they pay if stricken out of this paragraph ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Forty per cent. ad valorem under paragraph 338. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The general clause? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; unless they are articles of wearing ap- 
parel. Of course if they are they will pay 50 per cent. duty under the 
paragraph we have just passed over, but all cotton table-cloths, cur- 
tains, and other articles made of chenille, except wearing apparel, will 
pay 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Paragraph 338 is: 

Cotton damask, in the piece or otherwise, and all manufactures of cotton not 
specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, Mr. President, without moving any amend- 
ment to that, I desire to say that, in my opinion, neither of the other 
amendments proposed by the committee should be adopted. They 
both make a very considerable increase in the rates of duty to be im- 
posed on these articles over the rates proposed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and over the present law. The proposition made by the 
House of Representatives is, as I understand it, an increase over the 
existing law, by a change from an ad valorem rate of 30 per cent. upon 
all this character of goods to a specific rate of 10 cents per square yard 
and 20 per cent. ad valorem on one class, and 20 cents per square yard 
and 35 per cent. ad valorem on the other. Of course any one can see 
at once there is a large increase on the second class, where the duty is 
raised from 40 per cent. to 20 cents per square yard and 35 per cent. 
ad valorem in lieu of 40 per cent., which covers them all now. 

The proposition as it came from the House was to include in this 
paragraph all ‘* plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fab- 

ics composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber,’’ although they may 
be bleached, dyed, colored, stained, or printed, and the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee proposed to insert the words ‘‘not bleached, dyed, 
colored, stained, painted, or printed,’’ ete., which will-take all that 
class of articles out of these lower rates of duty, and then by adding 
an amendment at the end of the paragraph it is proposed to impose a 
duty of 12 cents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem upon one 
class, and 14 cents per square yard and 20 - cent. ad valorem upon 
the other, which is a very large increase of duty. 

In the hearings before the Senate Committee on Finance, in 1588, 
Mr. Howard Richmond, who is a manufacturer of this article, made 
this statement: 


The present 40 per cent. ad valorem tariff does not protect the manufacturer 
in the large majority of velveteen in demand. It does protect in the medium 
and higher grades. 


That is, the higher grades to which I have just alluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am sure the Senator does not wish to do an in- 
justice to Mr. Richmond. I wish he would read the testimony in the 
book instead of from the importers’ statement. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator say this statement is notin it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That statement,I suppose,is in it, but in hisstate- 
ment given before the committee he shows the cost of the medium 
grades and gives the figures. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am nottalking about the low or mediam grades. 
I am reading this to show that Mr. Richmond said that 40 per cent. 
was notsufficient to the manufacturer on the lower grades, but in 
the medium and her grades it was sufficient. The grades I am 
talking about now are the higher grades, where you propose to impose 
a duty of 12 cents a square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem on one 
class and 14 cents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem on 
theother. Ihave here before me, furnished it is true by the importers, 
and received by me yesterday afternoon, a statement showing what the 
increase will be upon the higher grades, and Mr. Richmond himself 
stated that the present duty was sufficic at. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The>ecnator’s five minutes have ex- 


pired. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the fact that there is here an increase of duty all 
along the line. In the statement made !:y Mr. Worrell, one of the im- 
porters who appeared before the Finance Vommittee, speaking of these 
very articles, he said: 

Cotton colored velvets are used almost exclusively by the laboring classes. 

That is to say, these plushes, velvets, 2nd velveteens. 
te at present Ae nen ts cent. This duty is large 
revenue, as are 

Under the proposed rate of duty they will 70 per cent. 

I wish tn attr ep emmendmant to tan whale pannagh which will 
strike out all three or four lines. 

The P tae The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that it is not in order at present; let the 
committee amendments be to formally, and then we can have a 
vote upon the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of committee, 
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in lines 11 and 12 of the paragraph, inserting ‘‘not bleached, dyed, 
colore, stained, painted, or printed,’’ will be regarded as agreed to if 
there be no objection to it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have objected to it, and I think we had better 
take « vote. 5 he ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question is on the first 
amendment to the paragraph proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the commit- 
tee, in paragraph 334, will be stated. 

The Corer CLerK. In paragraph 334, on page 77, line 13, after the 
words “‘ad valorem,’’ the Committee on Finance propose to strike out: 

Cheniile curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured of cotton chenille 


or other vegetable fiber, or in which cotton chenille forms the component ma- 
terial of chief value, 20:cents per square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


On all such goods if bleached, 12 cents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad 
valorem; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 14 cents per square yard 
and 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
New Jersey will now be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 334 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

334. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabries eomposed of 
cotton or other vegetable fiber, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This includes, as will be observed, all the 
plushes, etc., *‘ bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed,”’ 
and it makes no difference as to the cost. It is the same as the present 
law, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 335 was read, as tollows: 

335. Stockings, hose and half-hose, made on knitting machines or frames, 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and not otherwise specially pro- 


vided for in this act, and shirts and drawers composed of cotton, valued at not 
more than $1.50 per dozen, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I move to strike out ‘‘ 35,’’ on page 78, line 1, 
and insert ‘‘30.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLerK. In paragraph 335, on page 78, line 1, after the 
word ‘‘dozen,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘35’’ and insert ‘‘ 30; ’’ so 
as to read: 


335. Stockings, hose and half-hese, made on knitting machines or frames, 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and not otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act, and shirts and drawers composed of cotton valued at not 
more than $1.50 per dozen, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. : 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, to strike out the following: 


350. Stockings, hose, and balf-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or shaped 
wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or kni: by hand, and composed 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or unfinished, valued at not more 
than 69 cents per dozen pairs, 20 cents per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 
20 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than 60 cents per dozen pairs and not 
more than $2 per dozen pairs, 50 cents per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 
30 per cent. valorem; valued at more than $2 per dozen pairs, and net more 
than $ per dozen pairs, 75 cents per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 40 per 
cent, ad valorem; valued at more than $4 per dozen pairs, $1 per dozen pairs, 
and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valorem; and all shirts and drawers 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, valued at more than $1.50 per dozen 
and not more than $3 per dozen, $1 per dozen, and in addition thereto 35 per 
cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $3 per dozen, and not more than $5 per 
dozen, $1.25 per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valorem; valued 
at more than $5 per dozen, and not more than $7 per dozen, $1.75 per dozen, 
and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $7 per 
dozen, $2.25 per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

336. On stockings, hose, and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or 
shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by han‘, and 
com posed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or unfinished, such as are 
commercially known as scamless stockings, hose, or half-hose, valued at not 
more than 60 cents per dozen pairs, 20 cents per dozen pairs, and in addition 
thereto 20 per cent. ad valorem ; valued at more than “cents per dozen pairsand 
not more than $2 per dozen pairs, 50 cents per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 
30 percent.ad valorem; valued at more than $2 per dozen pairs, 40 cents per 
dozen pairs, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent.ad valorem ; and on all shirts 
and drawers composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, valued at more than 
$1.50 per dozen, and not more than 83 per dozen, $1 per dozen, and in addition 
thereto, 35 per cent. ad valorem ; valued at more than 33 per dozen, $1.25 per 
dozen, and in addition thereto, 49 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest a modification or change of phraseology 
in the part to be inserted. In line 7, page 79, after the word ‘‘ hand,’’ 
to insert ‘‘ including such as are commercially known as seamless stock- 
ings, hose, or half-hose,’’ transposing the words in lines 8 and 9, and 
then to strike out the same words where they occur in lines 8 and 9. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 


The Cuier CLERK. 
is proposed to insert: 


Includingenshes are commercially known as seamless stockings, hose, or 
-hose. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Then strike out the word “and” and insert “all 


The amendment of the Senator from 


The question is on the amendment 


In line 7, page 79, after the word ‘‘ hand,’’ it 


<3! 
Ve 
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JD 
of the above.’’ It is simply a change of the phraseology to make th 
meaning of the paragraph clearer. 

The CHIeEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to read 

On stockings, hose, and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or shaped 
wholly or in part by knitting-machines or frames, or knit by hand, including 
such as are commercially known as seamless stockings, hose, or half-hose, al! 


of the above composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber fi 


ished 
ete. 


or unfinished 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

The amendment as amended was agreed to 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to the whole 
paragraph—that is, tothe committee’s amendment—beginning on line 
5; and if in order now I will send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendment hav ing 
been agreed to, the Senator’s amendment can be received now only by 
unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out pgragraph 356 and 
to insert in lieu thereof: 


336. On stockings, hose, and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, o 
shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines and frames, or knit by hand, and 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fib finished or unfinished, such as are 


commercially known as seamlessstock i 
and drawers composed of cotton or othe 


Mr. McPHERSON. The present law imposes aduty of 40 per cent. 
on all those goods. The bill proposes to impose a duty, as I have fig 
ured it out, of about 61 per cent. on the average of all stockings that 
are imported. On an importation of about $5,000,000 the committee 
raise the duty from 40 per cent. ad valorem to 61 per cent. on the ay 
erage. Take the class of stockings costing 50 cents per dozen, which 
‘pay a duty of 20 cents per dozen and 30 per cent. ad valorem, the duty 
equals 60 per cent.; on the class where the cost is 75 cents per dozen 
and 40 per cent. ad valorem it equals 96 per cent. ; costing $1 per dozen 
with duty of 50 cents per dozen and 40 per cent. ad valorem, the rate 
would equal 80 per cent. On those costing $1.50 per dozen it is 63 per 
cent. ; on those costing $2.50 per dozen a duty of 40 cents a dozen and 
10 per cent. ad valorem equals 66 per cent., and so on. 

The average, as I make it, under the present bill on the importations 
of 1889 makes the duty 60 per cent., instead of 40 per cent. 

Now, go to shirts and drawers, which are also included in this para- 
graph. On shirts and drawers costing $1.50 a dozen the $1 specific 
daty and 35 per cent. ad valorem is equal to 101 per cent., and the 
present duty is 40 per cent. ; on those costing $2 per dozen it is equal 
to 85 per cent. ; on those costing $3 per dozen it is equal to 68 per cent 
on those costing $4 per dozen it is equal to 71 per cent. ; on those cost 
ing $5 per dozen it is equal to 65 per cent. The present rate of duty 
is 40 per cent., and therefore from this statement the increases of duty 
ean be very easily determined. 

Upon this amendment I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, upon which 
the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called 
tor from Indiana [Mr. Trcrpre]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called 
Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. HAMprTon ]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name wascalled). ‘Theoccupant of the chai: 
is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BaArsour]. If theSena 
tor from Virginia were present, the occupant of the chair would vote 
ah 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [ Mr. SANDERS], who is temporarily absent 
Otherwise I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [ M: 
PETTIGREW ]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsy!l- 
vania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’”’ I de 
sire to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA |] is detained from the Sen- 
ate by indisposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has a quorum voted, may I ask the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [am paired with the Senator from Alabama | 
PuGcu], but with the liberty to vote to make a quorum; and as it 
pears to be necessary, I vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DIXON. As I havestated, I havea general pair with the Sena 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron]. The Senator from Montana 
{[Mr. PowER] is absent and not paired. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from South Carolina to the Senator from Montana, so that the 
Senator from Montana and the Senator from South Carolina will stand 
as paired, and I will vote. I vote “ nay.’’ 

Mr. EVARTS. Lam paired with the Senator from Alabama [{ Mr. 
MorGAn },who, I believe, has not voted; but by arrangement this pai: 
has been transferred to the Senator from Pennsylvania { Mr. Quay | 
and the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] and myself can 
therefore vote. I yote ‘‘nay.”’ 


ose, or half-hose, and on all shirts 
vegetable fiber. 40 per cent. 


I am paired with the Sena- 


[am paired with the 


Mi 


&ap- 
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Mr. DANIEL. I have a general pair with the Senator from Wash- 
ington[ Mr, Squire], and I will withdraw my vote unless the pair can 
be transferred to some other Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia that my 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] may be transferred 
to the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire], and the Senator from 
Virginia can vote. I have already voted, thinking a quorum was nec- 
essary, and so my friend from Virginia can vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL], who is necessarily 
absent from the Chamber, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

.Mr. MANDERSON. I ask if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN } has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore I 
abstain from voting. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
ete, Faulkner, McPherson, Reagan, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 
Coke, Gorman, Pasco, Vest, 
Daniel, Gray, Plumb, Walthall, 
Mustis, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Stewart, 
Allen, Evarts, Jonesof Nevada, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Frye, McMillan, Teller, 
Cullem, Hale, Mitchell, Washburn, 
Dawes, Hawley, Moody, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dixon, Higgins, Sherman, Wolcott. 
Dolph, Hiscock, Spooner, 

A BSENT—37. 
Allison, Chandler, Kenna, Quay, 
Barbour, Cockrell, Manderson, Sanders, 
Berry, Coiquitt, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Davis, Morril., Squire, 
Blair, Farwell, Payne, Stanford, 
Blodgett, George, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Brown, Hampton, Pierce, Voorhees. 
Butler, Harris, Piatt, 
Call, Hearst, Power, 
Cameron, Ingalls, Pugh, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

387. Cotton cords, braids, boot, shoe, and corset lacings, 35 cents per pound; 
cotton gimps, galloons, webbing, goring, suspenders, and braces, any of the 
foregoing which are elastic or non-elastic, 40 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have a modification to make to that paragraph. 
I move to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That none of the articles included in this paragraph shall pay a less 
rate of duty than 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I move, in paragraph 337, line 1, page 80, to strike 
out ‘35 cents per pound.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
why paragraphs 354 and 355 were not inserted under the cotton schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because the articles are made of linen. 

Mr. PLUMB. Paragraph 354 says: 

Collars and cuffs, composed entirely of cotton, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The larger part of them is composed wholly or in 
part of linen. You can not very well make two classifications, The 
more important part of them is made of linen. 

Mr. PLUMB. Are the laces, edgings, embroideries, etc., in para- 
graph 355, linen ? 

Mr, ALDRICH, Linen is the more important article in their manu- 
facture. 

Mr. PLUMB. But it says ‘composed of flax, jute, or other vege- 
table fiber.’’ I did not know but what there might be some way of 
classifying those made of cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is almost impossible to find out in the case of 
lace and embroidery whether it is composed of cotton or linen, and the 
committee made the rate uniform and to cover both. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before departing from this cotton schedule I wish to 
have read and go into the Recorp, if it has not already gone there 
during my absence, @ memorial signed by a large number of manu- 
facturers. I do not care to have the signaturesattached. It is signed 
by a number of petitioners, and was sent to me, as I presume it may 
have been sent to other Senators, on the subject of the duty imposed 
in paragraph 355. I thought it referred to paragraph 335, I was mis- 
taken, aud will withhold it for the present. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to state that I have a table which I 
should like to have inserted in the Recorp at parageaph 337, as I was 
ealled out of the Chamber at the time that was read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
The table referred to is as follows : 


Duty. Equal to— 


35 cents per pound | *175 per cent. 
. do .«-| *140 per cent. 

wee} *113 per cent. 

«| 100 per cent, 
i 





Cotton cords and braids, etc., costing— 


| 
| 


SO GOES OW POU. c0ce 000-vencssennesccseseswevcees 
25 cents per pound....... 
30 cents per pound............... 
35 cents per pound 







* Average on these is 132 per cent.; labor manufactures report, 1890, from 11 
to 45 per cent. 

This changes from 35 per cent. ad valorem to 35 cents per pound, 
which on the common grades of cotton cords, braids, boot and shoe 
laces is more than 100 per cent., an advance of 14 per cent. on existing 
rates, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 338 will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


338. Cotton damask, in the piece or otherwise, andall manufactures ot cotton 
not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I move, in line6, page 80, to strike out ‘‘forty ”’ 
and insert ‘ thirty-five;’’ so as to read: ‘35 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the desire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island that Schedule J shall now be proceeded with? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

SCHEDULE J.—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF, 

339. Flax straw, % per ton. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 80, 
line 10, after the word ‘‘ dressed,’’ to strike out ‘14 cents per pound”’ 
and insert ‘‘ $20 per ton;’’ so as to make paragraph 340 read: 

340. Flax, not hackled or dressed, $20 per ton. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance will be agreed to, it there be no objection. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGr]. My colleague [Mr. 
CHANDLER], who is absent, ill, is paired with the junior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota (Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ], who is absent, 
I have transferred that pair to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], 
who is also absent, and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puan]. I do not think that my vote is 
necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR]. Hisname is not recorded. I 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when hisname was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Montana[Mr. SANDERS]. Otherwise Ishould vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Bya transfer of the pair of the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] with the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. PETTIGREW] 
to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurP1£], with whom I am paired, I 
am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL. Underthearrangement made by the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DAvis], I vote ‘‘ yea,”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. WALTHALL. I inquire if the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Spooner] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I withhold my vote. I am paired with him. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAn], and if my vote is not necessary to make a quorum I with- 
hold it. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL], and therefore withe 
draw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Aldrich, Cartisle, Daniel, Gorman, 
2, Coke, Dixon, Gray, 
Berry, Colquitt, Faulkner, 


all, Cullom, Frye, Hawley, 


re 


oS AAS IGAREEN tee, 


as 


i ray 


naan ae ca 





peters 
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Hiscock, McPherson, Ransom, Vance, 
Hoar, Mitchell, Reagan, Vest, 
Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, Stewart, Wilson of Md. 
Jones of Nevada, Quay, Teller, Wolcott. | 
NAYS—l4. 
J Dolph, Paddock, Washburn, 
aan. Higgins, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Casey, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Davis, Moody, Stockbridge, 
ABSENT—38. 
Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Sanders, 
Barbour, Eustis, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Morgan, Spooner, 
Blair, Farwell, Morrill, Squire, 
Blodgett, George, Payne, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Pettigrew, urpie, 
Butler, Hampton, Piatt, Voorhees, | 
Chandler, Harris, Plumb, Walthall 
Cockrell, Hearst, Power, 
Dawer Ingalls, Pugh, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask if my name is recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator's response was not heard | 
at the desk. 

Mr. GIBSON. I vote “* yea.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator voted, I suppose’? } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
state that he responded to his name? 

Mr. GIBSON. I think not, sir. I do not say that I responded to 
my name. I can not remember whether I did or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then! do not think the vote ought to be recorded. 

Mr. GIBSON. I can not say that I voted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Simply announce the fact. 
the vote after the result has been announced. 

Mr. GIBSON. It does not affect the result. 
cumstances I ought to withdraw it. 
not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XII provides that— 

No Senator shall be permitted to vote atter the decision shall have been an- 
nounced by the Presiding Officer, but may for sufficient reasons, with unani- 
mous consent, change or withdraw his vote. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that my vote 
may be recorded. I intended to vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks unanimous con- 
sent could not be given to enter the Senator’s name, although a vote 
may be changed or withdrawn, the result having been announced by 
the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. TELLER. On the former vote [ voted when I was paired with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. I simply desire to make 
this statement so that he may have the benefit of it in the Recorp. 
I had paired with him; he had stepped over to the other House, and I 
voted inadvertently. 

Mr. HOAR. You can withdraw that. ' 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can withdraw that vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator hasa sufficient reason 
for the withdrawal, it is in order under the rule. 

Mr. BERRY. It is wholly immaterial. The Senator voted inad- | 
vertently. Justlet it stand. I donot ask him to withdraw it. It 
is all right as it is. 

The PRESIDENT pvo lempore. | 
no objection. 

Paragraph 341 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed to | 


We can not change 


Perhaps under the cir- 
I can not say whether I voted or 





The vote then will stand, if there be 


amend the paragraph on page 80, line 12, by striking out ‘‘ 4 cents per 
pound ”’ and inserting ‘'$40 per ton ;’’ so as to read: 

31. Flax, hackled, known as “ dressed line,’’ $10 per ton. i 

Mr. CARLISLE. The House proposes to impose a duty upon this | 
article of $89.60 per ton, and the amendment will reduce it to $40 per 
ton, which I think is amply sufficient. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call attention to the fact, however, that 
it requires 2 tons of flax to make 1 ton of ‘‘dressed line.”” As this | 
bill is claimed to be framed in the direction of protection to American | 
labor, I should like to know where American labor is to receive any 
protection in dressing flax, as it requires 2 tons of raw flax, at $20 per 
ton, to make 1 ton of ‘‘ dressed line,’’ and on ‘‘ dressed line’’ the rate 
is $40 per ton, which leaves nothing for American labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think there are sufficient reasons while the duty 
on these raw materials, textile fabrics, flax, hemp, etc., which can be 
produced in this country, ought to be maintained, and protection ought 
to be given so as to encourage the farmer in producing these articles. 
By the discovery of the important use of binding-twine for wheat an 
enormous quantity, amounting, I think, to 50,000 tons of these textile 
fabrics, is absolutely necessary, and now in Kentucky and in Ohio | 
and in other States they are raising flax and hemp in large quantities | 
to meet this particuiar demand, and by a little encouragement they 
will no doubt do it, so that in time, and in a very speedy time, as I am 
assured by those interested in the manufacture of these articles, the | 
price of binding-twine and other articles will be reduced down to 4, 5, 


6, or 7 cents, depending upon the cost of production and the season of 
the year. 


} 
| 
| 


Vue 
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I think, therefore, that while the committee reduced the duty on 
these texile fabrics it would bean act of public policy to allow the duty 
proposed by the House to remain, because it cando no harm. A very 
small quantity of thesearticlesisimported. If imported at all they are 
imported in the form of cloth or flax interwoven, or the hemp is put 
into some kind of cordage, so that raw flax and raw hemp are very 
rarely imported. 

The duty as proposed by the House will do no harm and it may do 
good. That is the reason why I voted against the amendment of the 
committee, and why I shall vote against the pending amendment and 
also against the two following amendments 
called. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it a sufficient answer to the statement 
made by the Senator from Ohio to say that flax is not used in the manu- 
facture of binding-twine and none ever will be, for the reason that the 
price of hemp and flax is $581 a ton, or 29 cents a pound, and the 
highest price of binding-twine I know of is 14 or 15 cents a pound. 

Mr. DAVIS. Fifteen or 20 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Occasionally 15 or 20 

Mr. DAVIS. In some years. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is never so high as 29 cents, and the argument 
of the Senator from Ohio therefore is entirely aside from any question 
which is involved in this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio bas spoken 
once on this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I shall speak to the next amendment when 
it is reached. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think that all these fibers, beginning with flax 
straw and ending with hemp, ought to be placed on the free-list, so 
that wecould makeacorresp nding reduction in the duty upon the goods 
which are manufactured from them. 

As to flax, Ido not think there is any evidence to show that the peo- 
ple of this country will ever engage in the culture of that article toan 
extent sufficient to supply even a small percentage of our wants. As 
to hemp, it is produced in my own State perhaps more largely thanin 
any other State of the Union; I believe absolutely more largely than 
in any other State in the Union, or all together. When we had avery 
low rate of duty upon hemp there were produced over 80,000 tons per 
annum, while with the present duty only about 12,000 tons per annum 
are produced. It would inflict no injury upon anybody, in my opin 
ion, to have these articles upon the free-list, and great advantages would 
result to the consumers of the country from the reduction which then 
might be made upon linen and other goods made from them. But I 
do not make the motion to strike out these articles because I know if 
would be useless todo so. My own opinion, however, is, and in that 
I am very decided, that they ought all to be upon the free-list. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator’s statement as to the large product 


if a yea-and-nay vote is 


| of American hemp formerly, and the smaller one now, although there 


has a good deal come in, is explained by the fact that in those days 
there was an enormous demand for this product for the cordage of 
wooden ships, which has passed by. But the demand is coming up 
again. I am credibly informed that as against about 5,000 tons of 
hemp produced in this country three or four years ago, the crop which 
will mature this year and will go into next year’s product of twine and 
cordage will be over 20,000 tons, and that that will be very largely a 
product of the Northwestern States, and, of course, of Kentucky. | 
have been told of one man who has given an order as an outstanding 
order of a single farmer in Illinois for 3,000 tons, that being tlre 
fifths of the whole product two or three years ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have in my hand a paper on this subject from a 
hemp and cordage company relating to the hemp-raising in Illinois 
and I will read a paragraph or two: 


Hemp cut before seeding does not exhaust the soil and continuous crops can 
be raised forlong periods. It will grow luxuriantly in Kentucky, Illinois, Mis 
souri, Nebraska, lowa, Minnesota, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, and is now 
being raised in increasing quantities in all these districts or most ofthem. We 
have drawn our supply this year from Illinois, Kentucky, Minnesota, and 


| Towa, using a mixture, owing to the various qualities 


The prices have ranged from $% to $128 per ton, with a probable average ol 
$105. The waste will run from 20to 22 per cent. We began this manufactun 
three years ago. 

This is a manufacturing cordage company. 

The first year we made and sold about 600 tons, the second year 
tons. In 1890 we made and sold nearly 1,400 tons. In 1891 we expect to make 
from 2,000 to 2,500 tons at Champaign, all from hemp grown in the West 

And so or. 
Mr. ALLISON: 
Mr. CULLOM. 


That is binding-twine ? 
This is a cordage company. 
Mr. ALLISON. But he is talking about binding-twine ? 
Mr.CULLOM. Yes. ButI read that more for the purpose of show- 
ing that hemp is grown in the several States that are mentioned here, 
and in pretty large quantities. 
Mr. VEST. There is one fact connected with the culture of hemp 


| which ought to be stated frankly, and this is entirely out of the rang: 


of tariff taxation. 
There was a large amount of hemp raised in the State of Missouri 
prior to the year 1861, although the quantity decreased year by year, 
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and the reason of it was on account of the nature of the labor to be 
employed. It is almost impossible to employ white men in the cult- 
ure of hemp. You could always get any quantity of labor for the 
culture of flax for the purpose of gathering the seed, but when it comes 
to the breaking of flax, and the breaking of hemp with the old fash- 


ioned hemp-brake, upon which there was never any improvement, you 
can not hire white men to engage in it. 

W hen slavery existed in the State of Missouri, to show the difference 
in the prices of slave labor upon the hemp farms and upon the grain 
farms, negroslaves who were hired for $150 or $175 on a wheat or corn 


plantation would be hired in the hemp region for $250 or $300 a year. 
The cutting, as my friend says, is excessively disagreeable, and when it 
comes to the breaking it is not only the mest exhausting labor in the 
worldin the way of agricultural pursuits, but it isdangerous to human 
life on account of the fiber which goes into the throatand Jungs and pro- 
duces nearly always pulmonary disease. Thereforethe ownersof slaves 
were averse to hiring them upon the hemp plantations, and the price, 
as I have stated, was always from 50 to60and 75 per cent. more in the 
hire of aslave upon a hemp plantation than upon a grain plantation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr, President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator trom Nebraska appeals 
to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not know but that.the theory of the Senator 
in respect to cheap labor in flax culture is correct, I desire, however, 
to state that so far as Nebraska is concerned we had no slave labor there 
of any kind, but the increase in flax culture with us has been the most 
remarkable of any increase in any branch of agricultural industry. 

Mr. VEST. Is that for the seed or for the fiber ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Principally tor the seed, perhaps; but the straw 
is being utilized somewhat and promises to be greatly used in the near 
future through the hackling process. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The statistics which I have here somewhere, and which 
1 can lay my hand upon in a moment or two, show that there has been 
@ large increase in the culture of flax for the seed, for the manufacture 
of oil particularly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a further state- 
ment? I see by this paper that a few years ago the production of 
hemp 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois has spoken 
once upon this subject. 

Mr, CULLOM. 1 was speaking in the time of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I have but a word more to say. 

Mr. CULLOM. Allright. I only wanted to put in a further state- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. 1 simply want to say that in the State of Kentucky 
there are to-day about 24,000 acres of land in hemp, and the farmers ot 
Kentucky, as my friend knows, are giving up their hemp culture in 
order to go into the culture of tobacco, the white Burley, which is far 
more profitable, andin Missouri the hemp culture has ceased altogether. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator seen—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
spoken once on this question. 

Mr. HOAR. I only desire toask the Senator if he hasseen the report 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture, issued about six weeks ago, where 
he gives the statistics of the different States, utterly contradicting his 
present impression. 

Mr. VEST. Mr, President, I do not care what statistics are brought 
here; we can get statistics for almost anything, but I know that the 
culture of hemp has ceased in Missouri on account of the difficulty and 
impossibility of securing white labor. It requires compulsory labor, 
and after a white man has hired himself upon a hemp farm for one year 
he never tries it again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri hasspoken 
five minutes. - 

Mr, WASHBURN, Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the 
committee will not be agreed to. I do not know, so far as the growth 
of hemp is concerned, what the effect of the tariff may have been, but 
J am satisfied that the protective duty and the development of flax in 
my section of the country will be very beneficial. This industry has 
already grown to very large proportions, not only in my own State, 
but in nearly al) our neighboring States, including Nebraska, Lowa, 
and the two Dakotas, and somewhat in Wisconsin. 

This industry has grown up largely on account of the value of the 
flaxseed, but yet they are coming to utilize the fiber more and more. 
My belief is that if we ean havea protective duty substantially in the 
same lineand at the same time the protective duty, asin the House bill, 
on linen, the fiber itself can be largely utilized, and that the coarser 
linen to a very great extent can be manufactured, not only in this 
country, but int my own section of the country. For that reason I want 
to see this duty maintained, as I want to see a high rate of duty main- 
tained en the product of liven. So 1 hope the amendment will not be 
agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON, of lowa. Mr. President, this is a eubject-of no little 
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tion which has been made that there go to waste on the farms of 
| the Mississippi Valley about 1,000,000 tons of flax straw every year, 
which if we could but utilize in manufacturing would bring to the 
farmers of the Mississippi Valley about $20,000,000 a year more than 
| they get now. So it would in effect save to them that amount of 
mouey. I believe that from the provisions which have been made in 
this bill for the encouragementot linen manufactures and those of like 
character in which this product may be used, there will in a short 
time be saved to the farmers of the Mississippi Valley $20,000,000, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I understand that the Senator 
from Minnesota [ Mr. WASHBURN] is in favor of putting binders’ twine 
upon the free-list. It has been demonstrated beyond any question that 
the fiber of flax can be used in the manufacture of binders’ twine, and 
there is not any sort of doubt that if cultivated for that specific pur- 
pose it can be cultivated with profit, and that Minnesota can raise flax, 
notably hemp also, and from it manufacture all the binders’ twine 
that she consumes. What I desire to say in this connection more 
especially is to express surprise that upon this agricultural product, 
that-is, the raw material of an important article which she uses, on the 
one hand they propose to put a duty double the present duty on the 
raw material and put the manufactured product upon the free-list. I 
can not understand the process of reasoning which induces that sort of 
policy. ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, it surprises me somewhat to see our 
friends from those agricultural States that have-been in the habit here- 
tofore of producing hempand flax shrinking from an opportunity very 
rare, as it seems to me, for reviving that industry in a profitable way 
in those States. Here is an opportunity, a new production compara- 
tively, rendered necessary. There has been brought out, along with 
the marvelons inventions in agricultural implements, the necessity of 
having an article not known when these States began to abandon the 
production of hemp and flax, because the demand for them had fallen 
ofi. The production of binding-twine is new. It never would have 
been thought of had it not been for the marvelous inventions in agri- 
cultural implements, and it bids fair to revive these agricultural prod- 
ucts that have hitherto i in this country. 

Here is an ity for building up on our own soil a new and 
profitable manufacture which will take in the products of the soil to 
carry along with it, and thus, hand in hand, industries of a great variety 
will receive a new impulse, and be prospered. And yet our friends 
shrink from this idea. They would rather sit down content and have 
this new product brought here from abroad and Jaid down at their doors 
and turn the product of their soil to tobacco or something else, and by 
and by changes in products and in consumption and in the-ability to 

uce in otherquarters will cause that tofadeout. Letus join hands, 
I say, agriculturists and manufacturers of all kinds, in that policy which 
will contribute to the stimulus in the production and the prosperity of 
them all, and this is one of them. 

I rose, however, Mr. President, to put in a communication made to 
my colleague yesterday by Mr. Dodge, of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, in reference to this matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask that it may beread. It shows the ability to 

uce in this country these very articles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ustrrev STaTes DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
DIVISION OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., September 3, 1890. 

Sim: In response to your telephonic inantey. I will say that the hemp crop 
is grown ae in Kentucky, though it is also grown in a few in 
Illinois, Missouri, Kansas,and other States, including Michigan and Minnesota. 
It was last year grown successfully near Albany, N. Y.,and used with Kentucky 
hemp for making binders’ twine cheaper and of better bef than the foreign. 

Iam unable to give, as yet, the product of the year. The is towards 
increase, which will be rapid if the new uses to which it is put are encouraged. 
The product in 1880 was 5,025 tons. 

Sisal hemp has never been cultivated in this country. Itwas introduced into 
Florida more than fifly years ago, by Mr. Perrine, and was once the subject of 
a Senate document, and was so wel! adapted to the climate that it grew and 
covered one of the Florida keys, an | is now taken by the shipload to the Ba- 
hamas for stocking sisal plantations in that island, under British protection, and 
the encouragement of British enterprise. There is no dificulty in produeing it 
here in any desired a 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. Georar F. Hoar, 
United States Senate, > 
Mr. DAWES. That shows there is not the slightest difficulty; that 
there is not en 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 





J. R. DODGE, Statistician. 


ne commercially or any other way 
lexperiments. Of all the forty-two factories in 
in Canada not one has ever put upon the market 


way of 


interest to the West. It has been ascertained by a careful examina- ! a pound of binding-twine made of flax. 
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I am frank to admit that in the process of mechanical development 


matters are in such shape that at no distant time flax will probably | 
be utilized for that purpose. Hemp can also be utilized for that pur- | 


; there is no question about that. Flax can not be raised, I un- 
derstand, at the same time for the linseed and for the binding-twine; 


it has to be taken in for either at different stages of maturity. The | 


tarmers of Minnesota are not going into the business of raising flax 
for binding-twine when they have a sure thing in raising hemp for lin- 
seed. So there is no inconsistency in the position of either my col- 
league or myself respecting the proposed amendment on the subject. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | 


amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I should like to have the yeas and nays on 
the arsendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again stated. 

The Co1eF CLERK. In the first line of paragraph 341, after the 
words ‘dressed line,’’ strike out ‘‘4 cents per pound’ and insert 
** $40 per ton.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, in committee I agreed to the amend- 
ments proposed in this schedule, and as the yeas and nays have been 
ordered upon this paragraph I desire to make an observation or two re- 
specting it. 

There is a great pressure in certain portions of this country for the 
develonment ot the linen manufacture that finds its home in New Jer- 
sey and New England. I have had doubts as to whether that could 
be successful in the immediate fature. It is, I agree, experimental, 
and it may be that it will be a success. In order to make it a success 
this House bill proposes to double the duties on linen products. We 
mannfacture here the coarser linen products now, the duty upon which 
will be doubled by the House bill. 

If we double the duty upon this raw material, then as a matter of 
course we must double the duties upon the manufactured fabrics. If 
Senators are reaily to do that, of course they are prepared to give a 
negative vote on this question. Iam not quite prepared for it, espe- 
cially soas I know, at least I think I know, that not one particle of the 
flax that is produced in Iowa, the Dakotas, or Minnesota can be util- 
ized for fiber if it is utilized for seed. 

We are producing this flax for seed. If anybody here can show me 
that the fiber which is now grown in Iowa and wasted practically, be- 
cause the fiber grows until the seed ripens, can be used in the produc- 
tion of ‘* dressed line,’’ then I shall be ready to go with him and vote 
tor it; bat Iam not ready to put $89 upon ‘“dressed line,’’ being the 
rw material ofour flax manufacturers in thiscountry, who produce a 
coarse article of flax manufacture, and thas double the duty to them. 
At least I am not ready for that until it shall be shown tome that the 
flax fiber in this country can be utilized for seed and for the fiber. That 
is all there is of this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on the question of agreeing to the amendment of the Committee 
on Fivanee, the roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW }. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Under the arrangement 
for a transfer of pairs with the Senator from Florida [ Mr. Pasco], men- 
tioned a few moments ago, I vote ‘*nay.”’ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I will announce that the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Montana [Mr. Power]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
— from Vermont [Mr. Morr]. I should vote “yea’’ if he were 

ere, 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wirson]. I do not see him in 
the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote for the present. If it 
becomes necessary to vote to make a quorum, I shall be at liberty to 
vote. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Groner]. 

Mr. MAND IN. Lain paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLacksurn]. If he were I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana [ Mr. 
SANDERS]. Otherwise I shonld vote “yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest te the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAn- 


DERSON }, he being —— with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAack- | 


our 
Mr. MANDERSON. I shall very ¥ consent to that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill state to Senator from Tennessee { Mr. 
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HARRIS] that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morritt 


| would vot 





**yea ’’ on this proposition if he were here 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I record my vote ‘‘ yea,’’ but I do not retire 
from the exchange of pairs with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. MA} 
DERSON He may vote. We will ti ovr pa 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ali right I will transfer my pair with th 
| Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the S rr from Ve 

mont [Mr. MorRIL1], and I vot na 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted thea n lam paired 
| with the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Cocxr1 ~~ ae :quornm 

voting, I withdraw my vote. 
| The PRESIDENT pro temp Che Senator from iowa withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama | Mr. 
PuGu]. Ifthe were hereon this particular amendment | think I should 
| vote ‘‘nay,’’ but I do not know how he would vote. 
| ‘The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 16: as follows 
; 

YEAS 
Aldrich Eustis Hawley Reagun 
Bate Evarts, Hiseock, Stewart 
Berry Faulkne. Jones of Arkansas, Teller 
Carlisie Frye, Jones of Nevada Vance 
Coke, Gibson McPherson, Vest 
Colquitt, Gorman Morgan Wolcott. 
Cullom Gray Paseo, 
Dawes Hale, Plumb 
Dixon, Harris, Ransom 
NAYS—I6. 
Alen, Dolph, Mitchel), Quay 
Cameron, Higgins, Moody Sherman 
Casey, MeMillan, Paddock, Stock bridge, 
Davis Manderson, Pierce, Washburn 
ABSENT—35 
Allison Cockrell, Kenna Spoouer 
Barbour, Daniel, Morrill, Squire, 
| Blackburn Edmunds, Payne, Stanford 
Blair, Farwell, Pettigrew Turpie, 
Blodgett George, Platt, Voorhees, 
Brown Hampton Power, Walthall, 
Butler, Hearst, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 
} Call Hoar, Sanders, Wilson of Md 
| Chandler, Ingalis, Sawyer, 


| So the amendment was agreed to. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
| The Chief Clerk read paragraph 342. The Committee on Finance 
proposed to amend the paragraph, in line 14, page 30, by striking out 
“* twenty-five’’ before ‘‘dollars’’ and inserting ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

32. Tow, of flax or hemp, $10 per ton. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I hope the amendment will not 
be agreed to. But I rose more to reply to the criticism of the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock] on my action or vote on the question 
of binding-twine. I do not think there is necessarily any connection 
of that with this question. I do not know whether flax may or may 
not enter into the manufacture of binding-twine hereafter. I hope it 
may; at present it is not utilized in that way. Butif it was and the 
result had come to this, that it costs the farmers of Minnesota nearly 
| a-million dollars to pay for this binding-twine, then I should be in 
favor of putting flax on the free-list, as 1 am in favor of putting bind 
ing-twine on the free-list when a monopoly or combination ean put 
such a burden as is now being placed on the farmers of Minnesota and 
the wheat-growers of this country. Then I am willing to meet them 
by putting any article on the free-list to protect my own people. 

So far as the question raised by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALL! 
SON } is concerned, that the products of the fiber and the seed can not 
be utilized at the same time, I think he is fnistaken. I think that is 
becoming, under new processes and new methods, an exploded idea 
My _ belief is that with these new processes both articles, the seed and 
the fiber, can be utilized. I believe that they are to be utilized in his 
and in my own section of the country. Already linen manufacturers 
in Ireland are looking over this country with just this thing in view 
and I have no doubt that large industries will grow up in the North 
west if the duty on linen can be maintained and the duty on flax also. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this is a proposition as it comes to 
us from the House to make an increase of 125 per cent. in the rates o! 
duty upon this article, and I hope that the proposed amendment which 
restores the present rate of duty will be adopted, as that is the best 
perhaps, we can do under the circumstances 

The Senator from Massachusetts on my right [ Mr. DAwes] has just 
expressed great surprise that the Senators upon this side of the Cham 
ber would not avail themselves of this opportunity toincrease the duties 
upon thie character of product. I am equally surprised that the Sena 
| tor rom Massachusetts should take the position upon this subject which 
would make it, as has been shown by the Senator from lowa, abso- 
lutely necessary to more than double the duty upon the linen thread 





| used by the boot and shoe makers in the State of Massachusetts, 
According to the theory of this bill, whenever a duty is imposed 
upon the material from which a manufactured product is made there 
must be a compensating duty upon the manufactured article itself. 
Therefore, if the Senate had followed the speech of the Senator from 
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Massachusetts, although ke voted the other way, we would have im- 
posed a duty upon this article which would have compelled the Senate, 
in order to preserve the symmetry of this bill, as it is expressed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, to more than double the duty upon the 
linen thread used in the manufacture of boots and shoes in his own 
State, which is one of the few articles that we are able to export and 
sell abroad at a profit. 

Ifthereis any inconsistency orany want of regard to the interests of our 
own constituents involved in this matter, I submit it does not rest en- 
tirely upon this side of the Chamber; but we have been advocating, so 
far as we have expressed ourselves by our votes, a preservation of the 
present rates of duty and opposed merely anincrease. It is true I stated 
that if I had my own way all these fibers would go upon the free-list, 
and I would make a corresponding reduction upon the manufactured 
articles, including the linen thread used by the boot and shoe mannu- 
facturers in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the remarks which I made to which 
the Senator alludes were made in reply to remarks which I heard made 
as I came into the Senate Chamber in reference to the production of 
hemp. So far as the industry in New England is concerned and the in- 
creased cost of thread by putting a duty upon the raw material, I try 
to be guided by this one principle: I would make every article of raw 
material which can not be profitably produced in this country free, and 
as to every article of raw materia), flax or hemp or anything else that 
can with proper outlay be profitably produced in this country, I pro- 
eg to adjust duties upon it so as to produce that result. That is the 

ine of my own argument and of my own action. It is nothing new 
with me. I have expressed that a hundred times within the last fif- 
teen years. I have done something towards producing that result. I 
have written into a tariff bill myself one hundred and cighty articles 
on the free-list, every one of them put there under that rule and under 
no other; and I adhere to that in this instance, I adhered to it in the vote 
I gave a few moments ago. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota says that 
his constituents in his State pay nearly a million dollars for binders’ 
twine and I suppose that is true; it is between $900,000 and $1,000,- 
000. The duty on binders’ twine comes toa fraction less than 2 mills 
a bushel, so that they would pay on the 45,000,000 bushels of wheat, 
if this duty remains, only about $90,000. 

I think it can be very easily demonstrated that by the maintenance 
of the duty of 8 mills per bushel, the entire material of which this 
product is made will be grown in this country, and the profits of its 
growth will be shared between the land in the Northwest, including 
Minnesota, Illinois, Kentucky, and the other Northwestern States on 
the one side, and the lands which produce sisal in the State of Florida 
on the other hand. 

I tinderstand on high authority, as I have already stated, thatagainst 
a crop of 5,000 tons of Amer‘can hemp, which is stated by the Agri- 
cultural Department to have been the crop in 1880, there is actually 
contributed by American hemp-producers for the purpose of manu- 
facturing binders’ twine alone 20,000 tons as the crop of the present 
year, I have already handed to the Senator from Illinois a statement 
in regard to the crop in his State, and the Agricultural Department 
mention Minnesota as one of the States where this product is beginning 
and where it is going on. 

I send to the desk the Bulletin or Report No. 1, new series, miscel- 
laneous report from the Department of Agriculture, published about 
- six weeks ago, and I should like to have the note which is at the bottom 
of pages 66 and 67 read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator from Massachusettts allow 
me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to remind the 
Senator from Minnesota that he has once spoken on this question. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that be read so that it will come consecutively, 
and then I shall do anything I have a right to do. My time will be 
about up. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairasks instructions from the 
Senate whether a Senator can extend his time allowed for debate in 
the consideration of any question by reading from the productions of 
others, 

Mr. HOAR, Ido not make any such claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator has then 
expired. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent, however, that this brief note 
may be read. It will take about a minute. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It had better not be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It had better be read on the next item. 

Mr. HOAR. I will ask that it be printed in the Recorp without 
being read, and I shall allude to it hereafter. [‘‘ No objection.’’] 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

it is claimed that if manila, sisal,sunn, New Zealand,and other hemp sub- 
stitutes are placed upon the list of free raw materials, it will be because some 
of the farmers in the West have demanded it, in viewof the t a 

o doubt should 


ral depression, to cheapen the present cost of binder-twine. 
this occur the few manufacturing firms in the United States who produce binder- 
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twine from foreign fibers will thank these farmers who have actually aided 
them in the accomplishment of a much desired object that they have been un- 
able to bringabout through theirown efforts. There are many Western farmers, 
however, who look at this matter in its true light, as is shown by the large cor- 
respondence of the Department relating to fiber matters, received since the fiber 
in vestigation began. 

These farmers see what isthe fact, that every pound of binder-twine used can 
be made of native-grown fibers, that the twine will be as good as the best manilla, 
run as many feet tothe pound, and can be produced ata saving of at least 4 cents 
a pound from the present prices. With free foreign fibers the saving to the farm- 
ers by the removal of the duty will not be over a centa pound, and it remains 
to be seen whether the farmer will get any advantage, as the production is now 
limited to a few manufacturers, who, it is claimed, even control the supply of 
raw material, thus shutting off all competition. At the lowest estimates we 
are now importing raw fibers and fiber manufactures to the extent of $26,000,000 
(out of some $44,000,000, total imports) that could be saved to the country. 

The Department of Agriculture has just initiated an effort to re-establish the 
fiber industry in the United States, that the farmers of the country may grad- 
ually secure to themselves this $26,000,000 through the cultivation of two easily 
grown crops. It is needless to say that if these foreign hemp substitutes, and 
cee especially, are placed upon the frec-list, these efforts in a measure will be 

2ampered and the farmers themselves will be the losers. Both binder-twine 
= cotton bagging should be made from flax and hemp grown on American 
arms. 


Mr. HISCOCK. In respect to the alleged combination which is 
going on, I may say something in regard to it later on. I believe the 
true way to defeat a combination, if there is one in binders’ twine, is 
to provide for the manufacture of binders’ twine from the American 
raw material here, and then our friends will not be at the mercy of a 
binders’ twine combination in Dundee oranywhereelse. Bearing upon 
this question I send to the desk a letter which I wish to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Wasuinaton, D. C., September 1, 1890. 
nae Sir: 1 beg leave to submit the following statement in relation to binder- 
twine: 

A resident of St. Louis, Mo., I am one of the proprietors of the Empire Cord- 
age Company, located at the city of Champaign, IIL, and exclusively engaged 
in the manufacture of binder-twine made wholly from American hemp. 

We have over $100,000 invested in our ene eae plant and a present ca- 
pacity of about 1,600 tons annually. We would have doubled our capacity for 
this year’s work had it not been for the difficulty of obtaining a sufficient sup- 
ply of hemp fiber, and the uncertainties of tariff legislation. 

helying upon the action of the House of Representatives and the avowed 

liey of the Republican party in the Senate, we have made large contracts in 

Sngland and this country for the additional machinery, a portion of which has, 
I believe, already arrived. When set up for next year’s work our capacity will 
be ine to between 2,000, and 2,500 tons annually. 

The Empire Co’ y was one of the pioneers in the manufacture 
of binder-twine from American hemp. We began this manufacture over three 
years ago, and have expended large sums of money, labor, and time in experi- 
menting for satisfactory results. e first year we made and sold about 600 tons, 
with a three-ply system of machine 


The price obtained that year was qbout 11 cents Pp: pound. Wethen became 


satisfied that the product could be improved. We discarded and sent the en- 
tire system to the pile, involving a loss of from $30,000 to $40,000. With 
improved methods and with a single-ply s m of machinery we entered a 
second year, producing and selling about tons atan average price of about 
10} cents per pound. 

In 1890 we have made and sold nearly 1,400 tons, all from hemp grown in Ken- 
tucky and the Western States. The maximum price obtained by us this year 
for hemp-twine delivered at railroad points is 10; cents per pound. The mini- 
mum price so obtained is 8} cents. The average price about 9} cents, free on 


board. 

In July last com 
as 8 cents and s' 
next year at 9 cents 
We will contract 1, 
9} cents, deliverable in June 
Michigan, or Iowa, and most points in Nebraska or Minnesota, 

Our hemp twine has been d buted in all those States, and also in Missouri, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, and Texas. We have invited the severest tests by the 
side of the best manilla and sisal twine, and have hundreds of certifications to 
the fact that its quality and effectiveness are fully equal to any twine made 
from imported fibers, and many farmers, particularly in Michigan, Llinois, and 
Tennessee, give it the preference without to price. 

The twine made Oy e Empire Cordage pany is guarantied te run 550 
feet to the pound, with a te of from 55 to 80 pounds, 45 pounds be- 
ing sufficient for all purposes if binders are in order. ie a Cordage 
Company is not connected with any trust or other combination. e effect of 
this special manufacture on farming is seen in the fact that three roar, and I 
think two years ago, we cea Kentucky hemp for from $92 to per ton. 
This year we eon $127 for the same quality of Kentucky hemp, and have 
not been able to enough to supply our wants. E 

In order to practically ascertain the least cost at which hemp adapted to this 
manufacture can be ra and delivered into our factory, we leased this year 
about 3,000 acres in Illinois and planted it in eohien, though, owing to the 
scarcity of seed, we were ob] to pay for it as high as $ per el, all in- 
dications ise a most ory result and a crop of 1,000 to 1,100 pounds 
of cleaned hemp to the acre. : 

Messrs, Jerome & Co., who are building a twine aoe Fremont, Nebr.., 
have planted about 2,509 acres in that vicinity. William ring & Co., of Chi- 

, making hemp twine, have planted between 600 and 1,000 acres in Illinois. 

Fohn Hearney, esq., has planted about 3,000 acres in the vicinity of Buckley. 
Ill. Other large plantings have been made in various new localities, 

We expect to plant a ~~ next season in North Missouri, which wa- 
formerly famous for the high quality of its hemp. For this year’s manufacture 
we have drawn our supply from tucky, Illinois, Nebraska, and I think a 
little from Iowa, using a mixture, owing to varying qualities. 

The have from $95 to $128 per ton, with a probable average of 
$105. waste will run from 22 to 25 per cent. eveseess methods of machine- 
breaking will make the culture more agreeable to farmers. 

At the ruling prices of hemp this year there is a net 
Illinois of $15 or $16 per acre, and the culture is 
the profit will range higher. Hemp cut before seeding 
soil,andtwenty continuous can be raised without inj 
nay js ween Kock and eS ee —_ 
Pen vania, and New Yor! now being raised in rapidi 

uantities in most of these 


ition became very strong, jute binder-twine selling as low 
twine as low as 10 cents. e expect to sell our output of 
r pound, depending, of course, upon the cost of fiber. 
to ——— equal to any other twine in the market, at 
or July, 1891, at any railroad point in Illinois, 


it to the farmers in 
led by the best skil! 
exhaust the 

. It willgrow 
Towa, Obio, 
y increasing 


Having pioneered this manufacturing industry at great experimental cost 
and Geanicateuted the great value to farmers of raising the fiber for the prod: 








1890. 





uct which they consume, with what show of justice or expediency are we now 
threatened with destruction by reason of the alleged wrong-doing of certain 
le manufacturing binder-twine from imported fibers? A few years ago 
the production of hemp in the United States ran below 3,000 tons; in 1889 it 
was over 12,000 tons; in 1490 it will probably exceed 20,000 tons, and would hare 
been larger had it not been for the scarcity of seed; in 1891 it will exceed 30,- 
000 tons. With proper encouragement it is possible within three years to sup- 
ly from American hemp grown in the agricultural States the great bulk of the 
Caedeeevine used by American farmers, and at a price not exceeding 9 cents 
r pound (550 feet), at the same time giving to the producers of the fiber a 
arger net profit per acre than any cereal now raised on the same lands. Nor 
is this cost of the twine wholly a p= a for the twine after being used for bind- 
ing purposes is worth and will sell for at least 2 cents per pound for paper 
stock or remanufacture. So the farmer can realize out of old twine the cost of 
the manfacture if he chooses to be saving. 

There are over fifteen factories making hemp binder-twine at present, and many 

of them are largely increasing their capacity. I give a list of all that I now re- 
call: 
Kentucky River Mills, Frankfort, Ky. ; Blue Grass Cordage Company, George- 
town, Ky.; Overman & Schrader, Covington, Ky. ; John Bonte & Son,Cincinnati, 
Ohio; Hooven & Allison, Xenia, Ohio; Empire Cordage Company, Champaign, 
Ill.; William Deering & Co., Chicago, Ll].; Middletown Twine Company, Ohio; 
Peru Mill, Peru, Ind.; Bentley & Gering, New Brighton, La.; Cable Flax Mill, 
Troy, N. Y.; John F. Bailey & Co., Philadelphia; Jerome & Co. (building), 
Fremont, Nebr. 

There have been marketed this year over 6,000 tons of binder-twine made from 
American hemp, and as nearly as we can estimate, about 5,000 tons of jute twine. 
Next year the output of hemp twine will, according to our estimates, reach 
12,000 tons, unless the demand for hemp fiber so far exceeds the supply as to 
lead our farmers to raise the price above the competitive line. 

Sisal has declined from 11 cents last year to about 6 cents in August, 1890, 
owing to increased area and the ineoming of other fibers, such as Madagascar 
and New Zealand, Mexican istle, ete. There is absolutely no possibility of any 
syndicate controlling fibers for binder-twine. The jute crop alone is 4,000,000 
bales, worth $15 per bale, average. It would take $60,000,000 to control jute. 

We are building a millin New York with a capac ty of 5,000 tons, which we 
expect to start next January, and we have had no difficulty in contracting for 
all the sisal we wantin Yucatan. 

The statement that the National Cordage Association has been making $4,- 
000,000 per year is, { beg to state, inaccurate. They have lost over a million 
dollars, and have been actually selling their binder-twine for the last twelve 
months at less than the fib-r cost them, attributable, in my judgment, to the 
competition of hemp and jute twines. Last year when the nominal price of 
sisal twine was from 13 to 15 cents, the entire make of American hemp twine 
sold for less than 11 cents. In 1890 with sisal held up to July at 12 cents, hemp 
twine sold for 8} to 9}. Allowing a waste of 23 per cent., the cost of hemp fiber 
this year has been between 6j and7 cents; the manufacturing expense account 
a little over 2 cents per pound, About 2 pounds of twine are required to the 
acre of wheat or oats. It takes 1} ounces, or from 52 to 55 feet, of twine to bind 
1 bushel, so that at 10 cents per pound for twine, it costs 1 cent to bind 1 bushel 
of wheat or oats. The 2,500 acres of hemp planted in Nebraska this year will 
produce the fiber for about 1,000 tons of twine, about one-third of the needed 
supply for that State. 

The proposition to put binder-twine on the free-list involves all cordage and 
all twines. It is acomponent of rope,and upwards of 15,000 tons of high cost 
manilla and sisal binder-twine have this year been made into rope. Over 
seventy manufactories of general cordage would be wiped out of existence by 
such action. American hemp growing is bound to go down with the manufact- 
—- < poe binder-twine, unless a protective tariff is laid on the imported 
product, 

I respectfully submit that because a number of manufacturers using imported 
fibers are charged with combining together for the purpose of buying their 
material through a single agency in no wise justifies the destruction of the Em- 
pire Cordage Company and similar concernd who are conducting their business 
independently of such combination and of each other, especially as these latter 
have developed an industry which will not only produce binder-twine to farm- 
ers at a reasonable cost, but will also surely revive one of the most profitable 
x known to Western agriculture. 

Ye ask only a reasonable duty,and respectfully protest against action that 
would absolutely destroy the capital and labor that we have invested on the 
faith of the laws. 

Very respectfully, 
CHARLES E. PEARCE, 
For the Empire Cordage Company and other Hemp Manufacturers. 
Hon, Frank Hiscock, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this isa very important question, 
as Senators will see as it pi The first observation I have to 
make is that the Committee on Finance have not applied to this sched- 
ule the same rule that they apply to all other schedules of this bill. 
In all the textile schedules, including silks, and wools, and cottons, 
and other fibers, theduties have been strengthened and increased rather 
than diminished by the report of the Committee on Finance, but in 
regard to this section a different rule has prevailed, and practically the 
duties have been lowered more and more, 

The reason given—and it is only asuperficial reason—is that hitherto 
the flax and hemp industries have not flourished. The cause of that 
has been that the demand for flax and hemp has decreased, because 
cordage has ceased to be an important article of commerce by the change 
of our ship-building. ‘That is one reason, at least; bat now there is 
cultivated all over the West flax in an immense quantity for seed, and 
the fiberis wasted and burned, and hemp has ceased practically to be 
an industry in many States where it was greatly successiul. Now there 
is a new and certain demand made for all these textile fabrics, and how 
to meet that demand is the question. To strike down the protection 
that has hitherto encouraged the farmer to raise this is not proper, nor 
is it proper to break down the few mills started in this country to make 
binders’ twine to meet an unforeseen demand, greater far than the de- 
mand for cordage was in the United States. 

What ought to be done to encourage this industry and meet this 
aeeuke a t to ee ‘me — to raise these things, and that 
any extent in this country i 
when this raised y try is a known fact, but 
over world to find raw material for binders’ twine. They imported 
jute, sisal, and all the other grasses, and thus those sschees ware sonal 80 


XX 1——604 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





was made for binders’ twine our people went all | 


9649 





high in price that the article itself was raised, so that farmers are com- 
plaining enormously that they have to pay 15 or 16 cents a pound fo: 
binders’ twine. How is that to be cured? First, by encouraging the 
farmer to raise the raw material, and, next, by encouraging the man- 
ufacturer to weave it into twine. 

Certainly two or three things are clear: first, that invention has done 
its part, and by recent inventions all this flax fiber and hemp fiber can 
be broken by a single operation, twisted into binders’ twine, and made 
useful. I have the testimony of agentleman known to many Senators 
present, Mr. Miller, for a long time at the head of the Chantauqua In- 
stitution in New York State, a citizen of Ohio, and a very wealthy 
man, who has now embarked large sums of money in the manufacture 
of this binders’ twine. 

He and his associates have already contracted with farmers in Ken 
tucky, Missouri, Illinois, and Ohio to take all that they can raise ol 
hemp or flax, and he proposes to use the raw flax that is turned out'to 
be burned, and he told me yesterday—and he isa man of unquestion 
able character and of the highest responsibility, and is known tomany 
Senators—that he can use this raw fiber for binders’ twine. Why? 
The demand for binders’ twine only lasts for thirty, sixty, or ninety 
days, or at the longest six months, because as soon as the grain is 
thrashed the binders’ twine ceases to be in demand. It is only for a 
short time, and they can make, he says, in a very short time after 
they get the domestic fabric at home, binders’ twine at 5 and 6 cents 
a pound if they can utilize the flax that is thrown away and the hemp 
that can be raised in this country. 

When gentlemen of character and standing come here and tell us this, 
and they are willing to buck their opinions with their money in build- 
ing mills to make this twine, ought we not to give them the same pro- 
tection that we give to the cotton mills and the woolen mills and all 
the other mills and theiron furnaces inthe country? I say it is right; 
and it is not wise to repeal the duty on binders’ twine or to repeal the 
duty on these raw materials. Let us apply the same rule to them that 
we apply to other productions of the farm and workshop, and I vent 
ure the assertion, indorsing the statements that I might read here by 
the dozen from men of the highest character, that if vou give them a 
chance and opportunity they will supply the binders’ twine out of our 
native materials. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to remind the 
Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, this subject of binding-twine casts such 
a shadow on everything to be considered in this schedule that I desire 
to submit just a few remarks. AsI stated afew moments ago, it never 
has yet been and I do not think the time is very near when it will be 
successfully made from fiax in competition with sisal and manilla. 
Every man who has an invention or has made an investment in one is 
always very sanguine and thinks that heis on the eve of revolutioniz- 
ing affairs whereby all the manufacturing processes of the past can be 
superseded, and such men are positive that a perfected product can 
be made of flax. 

The short fiber of flax has never been able to be put in the way of 
competition with the manufacture of the long fiber of the other plant. 
Binding-twine can be made of flax, it is true, but the question is 
whether it can be made as well or as cheaply as it can be trom these 
other materials, of which the trust that I spoke of the other day has 
the monopoly. 

Mr. President, I think amongst the first acts of the present session 
was that of the Senator from Ohio which received the approval of the 
country, by the introduction of his bill for the protection of the people 
against trusts, and which became the law of the land two months ago 

The question, in my opinion, under present consideration, or which 
we are approaching regarding binding-twine is not so much a question 
of protective tariff or of free trade as it is whether we shall recognize 
the potency of the law which we ourselves enacted within the last two 
months, and whether that combination which falls so clearly as this com- 
bination does within the denunciation of that statute shall come here 
with clean hands in consideration for any protection whatever. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that his information on 
the subject of what he calls a ‘‘ trust’’ is to be relied upon ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I made that challenge here eight days ago, and it has 
never been denied. 

Mr. HOAR. I deny it, and I think it has been denied. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is in the memorial which the chairman of the cord- 
age committee filed with the Committee on Finance, and it is a plain, 
patent, well understood confession, in my opinion. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the argument of the Senator from Ohio 
is the one with which we are all familiar in regard to this tariff ques- 
tion. As the Senator from Rhode Island has often told us, we must 
preserve the harmonious relations of these schedules; we must con 
tinue the symmetry of the tariff, and whenever a duty is put upon one 
article it follows that the daty must goupon all others connected with 
| this article. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio tells us, and he seems to think it con- 
clusive, that because we are protecting cotton and woolen mills, we 
must protect this binding-twine tiust, which is one of the most out 
| rageous ever known in the history of the United States. Why, sir, the 
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farmers in my State and other States were compelled to combine to- 
gether as best they could in neighborhoods and refuse to buy the prod- 
uct of this trnst in order to escape its clutches. 

It isa notorious fact that they put up the price during the brief 
period in which this binding-twine must be had by the farmer from 


200 to 300 per cent,, and it would have gone higher if the farmers had 
had the money to pay for it, and yet we are told to-day that this in- 
famous trast must be continued, for that is the meaning of it, by giv- 
ing them a protective duty under which they can operate. If the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has ever made a declaration in this country that rung 
from one end of it to the other, north and south, east and west, it 
was his declaration upon this floor that whenever he found that a pro- 
tective duty covered a trust he would vote to take off the duty in order 
to strike down the combine; and yet here is a combine so well known 
that no man ever hears the name witaout associating with binding- 
twine this conspiracy against the farmers of the entire West, and the 
Senator from Obio is found upon this floor defending this daty and 
claiming that it ought not only to be kept as it is, but even made 
higher in order to enable these men to rob the farmersof the West who 
are to-day struggling in every neighborhood wherever they are found 
against existing conditions created by law. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President-——— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts has 
once spoken on this question. 

Mr. DAWES. Am I confined to one speech on the whole schedule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has spoken. oneeon the 
pending question. x 

Mr. DAWES. I think I have not. 

The PKESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no dispute with the 
Senaicr from Massachusetts. He is at liberty to speak longer if he 
desires. 

Mr. HOAK. Will the Chair be kind enough to ascertain whether 
there is not some mistake about that ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the list of 
the names, which he has kept under the direction of the Presiding Ofii- 
cer, of those who have spoken on the pending question. 

The Secrprary. Senators WASHBURN, CARLISLE, DAWEs, Hoar, 
Hiscock, SHERMAN, DAvis, and Vest. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
fron) Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes) if hethinks he has not spoken once. 

Mr. CULLOM. Permit me to inquire whether, if a Senator rises to 
ask « question of another Senator upon the floor, that is regarded as 
making aspeech? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Thereisnodoubt but what the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [ Mr. DAWEs] has spoken on this question. 

Mr. DAWES. I supposed i had a right to speak on the schedule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce 
the agreement, but simply states that the Senator from Massachusetts 
has spoken ounce. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 343 was read, as follows: 


343. Hemp, $25 per ton; hemp, hackled, known as line of hemp, $50 per ton. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I hold in my hand letters from various 
geutlemen known to me by reputation, and by the persons who com- 
mend them to me to be of high character, engaged in the manufacture 
of binding-twine, in which they deny the assertion, the charge, which 
the Senator from Missouri (Mr. Vest] has made with so many adjec- 
tives and so few substantives. It is true that a on of the men 
engaged in this occupation, not all, but some of them, associated to- 
gether to purchase the foreign article, the reason being that when the 
supply ‘was short one of them would perhaps the whole, and the 
others would get not enough to furnish the material for their b 
and they might have had an arrangement by which a fair and equa 
distribution of that amount purchased was made among the different 
manufacturers. That was not an undertaking joined in by all the 
manufacturers. 

One gentleman whom I have seen myself within twenty-four hours 
declares to me that he never was engaged in it, and that it has had no 
effect whatever to increase the price of twine in the markets 
ot this country, but on the contrary it would have been much more 
likely to have been increased without it, as I understand. 

Now, the question we are eens is the question whether this 
product shall be imported in form of binding-twine from abroad 
and the American manufacture broken down, the result of that in- 
evitably to be that the whole product of the material which is now 
about to be furnished by this country, which has already demonstrated 
that the amount that can be furnished by this country will be suf- 
ficient for the future supply if we retain it here. 

‘The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] speaks.of an invention or 
scheme or investment, but this is a case where the official source of in- 
formation on agricultural subjects reports to us that this matter is 
already demonstrated and successful; that Florida has the sisal for the 
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manufacture so far as that enters into or shall hereafter for the forma- 
tion of the fabric; and that the States of the Northwest have already 
demonstrated their capacity to produce the material. Sothen theprice 
of this binding-twine will go down from 11 or 12 cents, which is the 
ordinary price—it has gone down already very materially—and wili go 
down inevitably in a short time to 5 or 6 cents per pound unless this 
industry is broken down. It seems to me it isa most suicidal policy 
for the representatives of the agricultural interests of the Northwest to 
break down an industry in which, while it is trae some Eastern manu- 
facturing investments are concerned, the agricultural prosperity of their 
own region is far more largely and more deeply concerned in. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that, strictly 
speaking, this debate is entirely out of order, because no question is 
pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask, then, that the reading of the bill be proceeded 
with, 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the bill pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill is proceeding to be read by 
paragraphs, each pending question being on an amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Fimance; and no amendment proposed by the 
committee is now under consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the next paragraph may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment. of the 
Committee on Finance was, to strike out paragraph 358 as originally 
numbered, as follows: 


358. Crin végétal or vegetable hair, commercially known as African fiber, $1 
per ton. 

Mr. HISCUOK. I wish to say a word to properly supplement what 
has been said by the Senator from Massachusetts in respect to a trust 
or a combination. 

I concede that there has been in the past an arrangement between 
the manufacturers of binding-twine the result of which was that they 
did not compete against each other in the foreign market for the pur- 
chase of their raw materials, and this is the length and the breadth of 
their offending. They did not all gointothat. Theyarranged among 
themselves to commence early enough through their agents to purchase 
the raw material so as to be able to aeeiaeten binding-twine and 

ve De 
. I may add in this connection that with respect to the twine made in 
the past from the raw material purchased in that way, it has always 
been given tc the consumers of binding-twine at a lower price than when 
the combination did not exist; that in every instance the proper rela- 
tion has been maintained by them between the eost in the purchase of 
the raw material and the sale of the product of that raw material to 
the consumer. 

I have before me a table which gives the years in which the farmers 
had the cheaper binding-twine, and those I suppose are the years to 
which they look back omen cama = in — — — raw 
material was purchased by these. nm through agents who pur- 
chased for them by not competing against each other, purchasing at a 
less price and taking sufficient time in which to obtain the raw mate- 
rial, and they were thus:enabled to give their product more cheaply to 
the farmers than in subsequent years; and the years which have been 
alluded to here, in which there has been this high price of binding-twine 
to the consumer, referred to, I think, by the Senator from Missouri, have 
been the years when they were in the market competing against each 
other for the raw material, or when they ‘had, on.account of the fact 
that they were competing inst each other, failed to get into the 
market early enough. The result was that the raw material was out 
of their control. in the hands of other people, and they were forced 
to purchase it in order to su the market, and hence there was a 
combination that foreed up price of binders’ twine. 

As I said a moment ago, Mr. President, I have before me a table 
which analyzes the manufacture of binding-twine from the material 
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has not been because of any combination of manufacturers to fix a price, Mr. DAVIS. That may be. I will tell the Senator that this mo 
but it is the middle-men, the men whe establish their great store- | nopoly which controls the raw material from the Philippine Islands 
houses in the West where the farmer is compelled to purchase from | and from Yucatan knows how much it will take, and thereby limits 
time to time as his needs require. They fix the price. I know of | production there. Competition does no good; that is the fact about it. 





manufacturers of this binding-twine in my own State side by side who} Mr.STEWART. If they have the raw material they can fix the 

are competitors in the prices of the twine that they furnish these mid- | price whether there is a tariff on the manufactured article or not. 

dle-men. Mr. PLUMB, Then, according to that argument of the Senator, it 
If the farmers could afford to purchase from the manufacturers direct | does not do any £00 1. . 

then I would multiply the manufacturers of this country by throwing Mr. STEWART. I am just talking about wh — 


around them the protection of the law, and then I would make them 
eompete for the benefit of the farmer. But you do not help him so 
long as you establish these middle-men at St. Paul and at St. Louis to | DAvIs] says in substance that the alleged trust in bindii g-twine is 
buy up the supply themselves and then fix the prices to the consumer. | amenable to the law which we have already enacted during the pres 


simply transfer the manufacture from this country to some oti 
That is a combination which would not be affected atal! if the product ent session. If itis, sir, that is the remedy. 
| 


tne! 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesot Mr. 


were mannfactured in this country or outside of it so long as the neces- But what remedy does the Senator propose? He proposes the rem- 
sities of the farmer require of him to purchase from time to time what | edy which has been insisted upon on the other side of this Chambe 
he needs from day to day or fromseason to season. He is at the merey | for every trust and combination. Sir, what isit? Free trade. Sup- 
of those men who step in between him and the manufacturers. ‘The | pose you do destroy this trust by free trade. 

prices which the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] furnished to Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

show the exorbitant prices retailed to the farmer, as compared with the 
prices of the raw material, were not the prices of the article prodaced 
from that raw material. 

It was the raw material which the manufacturer before he under- 
took by association to get it cheaper was compelled to pay for it in the 
foreign market. But the price of 8 cents a pound, which the Senator 
produced here as paid between the mannfacturer and the consumer, 
was the price of twine vo go into the market, and not the price of twine 
which he quoted side by side with it in contrast. 

The Senator does not quite see, I think, where the combination and 
where the burden upon the farmer rests. It does not rest upon the 
manufacturers who compete with each other, as I know the manufact- 
urers in Massachusetts are to-day competing with each other side by side 
to see which can produce the cheapest for those who buy from them. | ever we can find a weak point in the system, an article the price ot 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, not one statement that Ihave madeon | which domestic competition has not reduced to what we may consider 
this subject has been substantially contradicted; every word that has fair price, we shall invite foreign competition, we will be laying the 

| 
| 


Mr. DOLPH. Ishall be through ina few moments. If I am not 
correct the Senator can correct me then. 

The Senator proposes not only to destroy the manufacturers of twine 
inthis country, but to destroy the production of the raw material. That 
is his remedy. When he has done that, what will happen? We are 
in the hands of the foreign manufacturer and the foreign producer. 

What, then, is to prevent a trust between foreign manufactarers ” 
What is to prevent a combination between importers? What is to pre 
vent a combination between the middlemen, by which the farmer shall 
be compelled to pay not only as high as, but higher than, now for the 
productions of the industry to be stricken down by this amendment ? 

Mr. President, as I have taken occasion to say during the last few 
days once or twice, the protective policy is a national one. If, when 


been said against what I have uttered has been in palliation, in con- | foundation for the overthrow of the whole system 
fession, and avoidance. There is no competition on this continent to- Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I think it would be well to experi- 
day between the manufacturers of binding-twine. With one or two | ment with this proposition, especially when it is true that the present 
exceptions every binding-twine factory in this country and in Canada | condition of things is a burden upon practically all the farmers in the 
is in a combination precisely for the purposes and with theobject which | United States, and a burden which subtracts materially from the price 
I stated the other day, namely: to engross and contro] the raw prod- | of wheat which they produce, which has already been reduced in price 
uct in Yucatan and the Philippine Islands, where aloneit is produced, | so that it yields them but little profit to raise it. 
which is done through a committee in the city of New York for the As for the people who have the benefit of free raw materials, some 
benefit of this confederated league; and, so far as the output of the | thing may be expected from the genius of Americans and their aptitude 
manufactured product is concerned, another committee for sale repre- | for labor in the skilled arts; and my belief is that with free raw material 
senting the confederates in this country and Canada. these peoplecan make binding-twine in competition with all the world 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWEs] | and in any event we can try it. 
isali wrong in his contention about the middlemen setting these prices We have been told since this debate commenced that if some of thes 
on binding-twine. 4Ve who live in the communities ofthe Northwest | duties do not work properly we can change the law afterwards. But 
know how that kind of business is conducted, and know how entirely 
erroneous his statement is. So intimate isthe connection hetween the 
great reaper companies, through whom the output is first made, and 
these cordage companies, that the reaper companies keep a man in the 
factories of the cordage companies, paid by the latter, to see that the 
twine that is run off from day to day has the qualities of smoothness 
and texture which will warrant them in taking large amounts of it, 
10,000 tons at once, as is sometimes done, and they and the cordage 
companies fix the price to the retail dealer. 

The charge of a cordage manufacturer in an ordinary year to a har- 


would it not be a better idea to experiment by taking off duties and 
seeing whether that would not result advantageously, rather than to 
wait to see if the results of putting them on will be disadvantageous ” 
By the experience we have. had if any disadvantageous result is pro 
duced Congress will promptly come to the relief of the country. 

But the fact remains that this combination has had the power to im 
pose daties upon all the agricn!turists of the United States; that thes: 
people have been helpless at its feet; that it has operated to depres 
pricesof wheat, to deprive the farmer of that profit which he ought to 
have jor the production of this staple article of food, and that it has put 
vester company is 10} cents a pound, increasing by 2) cents a pound | enormous profits into the hands of certain men, so large, in fact, that 
until a total of 14} cents a pound is reached. if they were required to work for nothing for the next ten years the; 

Now, Mr. President, I said a few moments ago, and I insist, that this | would still be far ahead in the game. 
is not a question as to whether this-aged infant ought to be protected. 
The question is whether we should preserve and uphold the laws which: 


I think thatit is worth while to try te see if this process which we 


j } have always assumed to be the result of the application of protection 
we ourselves have made. That this Janus-faced concern is a conspir- | (the diminished prices, coming nearer and nearer to free trade, ean not 


acy in every aspect in which it can be looked upon wizhin the purview | be realized by the proposition of the Senator from Minnesota, which 

of the act of Con 3 of July 2, 1890, there is no manner of donbt. | at the same time will give a large measure of relief to the classes in 

That it falls within this penal statute which we ourselves passed a few | this country who have not had their fair share during the past lifteen 
weeks ago I believe no lawyer can question, if he knows the facts. I | years. 

think this statute should be honored and exforced. Grant protection Tam in favor unqualifiedly of at least making this experiment, becanse 

to this monopoly and— is dice etanit I can see the advantage to immediately come from it, while the disad 

ee vantage is only a speculative one if it exists at all. 

yg yao aor naa Mr. SHERMA ‘. Mr. President, I understand that the Senator from 

Missouri [ Mr. Vest], while I wasout of the Chamber, suggested that | 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Minnesotaallow me to in- | was very inconsistent in regard to my view of trusts. | wish tosay to 
terrupt him ? him that I have the same opinion about trusts and combinations in re- 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. straint of trade that I expressed at the beginning of this session; and 

Mr. STEWART. I understood you to say the other day, when we | that I would not only change the revenue laws, but I would make the 
were discussing the question, that. there was a combination to control | most severe criminal law against combinations such as are described, 
the raw material from which binding-twine is made. Is that correct ? | such as are aimed at in the bill we have enacted into law. 

But I did not concede that the combination which the Senator from 
Minnesota talks about is a combination at all within the meaning or 
the language of the statute. It must be a combination of persons here 
in the United States to get the raw material as low as possible. To 
prevent competition between themselves in the purchase of raw mate- 
rial in a foreign country they associated themselves into an organiza- 


have on it one way or the other? 

Mr. DAVIS. does not need any protection. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask what effect will a protective tariff have? It 
will benefit the manufacturers here, in Canada, and elsewhere. 
and give & monopoly. 
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tion. 1 do not look upon that as in the nature of a trust. That is in 
the interest oY cheapness, in order that the price might not be at all | 
advanced by their competition in regard to foreign material. : 

In this case what are we to deal with? If there is such a combina- | 
tion, then the best way to strike at it is to encourage our farmers to 
bring about a competition in producing the materials for binding-twine 
and in the sale of it. It seems to me that that ought to be done; that 
we ought to encourage them to raise hemp and flax; and especially 
when it is shown to us by others—not by the men engaged in the manu- 
facture of this binding-twine, but by manufacturers, persons who are | 
interested in the great machines for cutting the wheat and attaching 
the binding-twine—that they wish to encourage and cheapen binding- 
twine in order that it may be bronght into more general use, and thus 
enable them to sell more and more of their machines, Many of the 
peop'e most interested in this subject are interested in the cheapness 
ot binder-twine just the same as the farmer, because the cheaper bind- 
ing-twine is the more of these great machines, that are now the wonder 
of modern invention, will be used. 

Theretore, I say that we ought to maintain protective duties on flax 
nnd hemp in order that the farmer may have inducements to grow and 
sell them so that he may compete with foreign sisal and material that 
is used by this combination. 

Now, when we are assured by great manufacturers, not men engaged 
in combinations or pretending to be engaged in them, that they can 
make this a useful article temporarily, just for six months, out of the 
coarsest kind of textile fabrics, out of rejected flax, and hemp simply 
broken once by a machine—if they can do that, we ought to encourage 
it to be done. 

That is the road to cheapness, and in that way only can binders’ 
twine be brought down to a price that will enable the farmer to pay 
4 or 5 or 6 cents a pound for it, about the price of the hemp that is 
used in the twine. It is the interest, not of the combination, but ot 
the farmer. It is against the interests of the combination. If there 
is such combination as has been mentioned their interests are all 
against cheapening binders’ twine, while this measure, by inducing 
cheapening of binders’ twine, will undoubtedly bring about competition 
in every State of the Union, and manufacturing establishments will 
be built in every State, and I have no doubt that in a short time 
binders’ twine will be as cheap as any other material that can be used 
for the purpose. | 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, it appears now from the statement 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], which is indorsed, as I 
understand, by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ], that there isa 
combination, not to put up the prices of the manufactured articles to 
the farmer, but to put down the price of the materials which these 
manufacturers are compelled to use, and still the Senator from Ohio 
says—— | 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The foreign materials, I said. 

Mr: CARLISLE. But I presume they would not confine it to the 
foreign materials; they want to get all of their material as cheaply as 
they can, of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator wishes to reply to me, | think he 
ought to state what I said. I said ‘‘foreign materials.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well. This bill proposes to reduce the cost 
of foreign material to these very manufacturers by making it absolutely 
free, ‘They are to have free jute, free sisal-grass, and free manila for 
the manufacture of binding-twine; and there has been no proposition 
made, so far at Jeast, to reduce the duty proposed by this bill to be im- 
posed upon binding-twine made of hemp, which is placed at 2) centsa 
pound, because hemp will still remain upon the dutiable-list. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Onught it not to be? 

Mr. CARLISLE, I said this morning, when the Senator was not in, 
that I would put it on the free-list and then reduce the duties on the 
articles made from it, so that the people might have some benefit from 
the reduction. 

Now, Mr. President, this combination which is admitted to exist— 
although as to the purpose for which it is organized there has been 
some controversy—is the same combination which would purchase the 
material produced by the American tarmer. 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Because that is the combination engaged in the 
making of binding-twine, and it would depress as far as possible the 
price of the American products, and you have put the jute, sisal-grass, 
and manilla upon the free-list, which will enable them to do so. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to say 
that there is po pretense that this applies to the domestic article? 
‘They make their purchases independently. 

Mr. CARLISLE, But it inevitably follows. You put these mate- 
rials on the free-list and thereby reduce their price. This combination, 
of course, would put the American products at a cheaper price, or they 
would import and use nothing bat the foreign product inthe mannufact- 
ure of binding-twine, That is the point lam making. You will not 
compensate the American farmer in any way unless you put a higher 
rate of duty upon the foreign article, so as to keep it out of the coun- 
try and ont of competition with them, because this combination will 
bring in the foreign article at the low prices and thus fix the price of 
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the domestic product, which is very inconsiderable when compared 
with the importation of the foreign article. 

The prices will be fixed by the imported article unless we reach the 
point where we produce for ourselves a sufficient supply, or substan- 
tially a sufficient supply, tor our own demands, an that is a point 
which we will never reach, in my opinion. We can not produce jute, 
or sisal-grass, or manilla, the articles which are placed on the free-list 
in this bill, and out of which this binding-twine is mainly manufactured. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the most remarkable phasein this debate 
is the statement that the farmers of the West do not understand their 
own interests and that this trust has really been engaged in advancing 
the agricultural interests of the United States. 

It is not, sir, the least of the objections to this tariff system that such 
statements are found necessary to defend it. It is as well known as 
that the States of the West exist that in order to escape the clutches 
of this binding-twine trust the farmers were compelled to confederate 
themselves in their respective neighborhoods and refuse to buy these 
products at all. 

As has been stated here to-day, the purchasing season only lasts two 
or three months. This trust, as the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
Davis] has told us, extending through the United States and into 
Canada, both as to the manufacture and sale of this product, put up 
prices in the State of Missouri and other States of the Northwest unti) 
the farmers rose in their discontent all over the country and absolutely 
refused to purchase from any middleman or any man who had the 
products of this trust for sale in his store. And yet the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock ] has undertaken to produce statistics to prove 
- the farmers did not know what was the effect of the trust upon 
them. 

Mr, President, the farmers are not here to-day except through theis 
representatives; but I doubt not in the lobby vou can find men engaged 
in this binding-twine trust here in person to advocate and advance 
their interests. The farmers are not here, and I tell Senators now that 
the farmers are not to be cajoled by the statistics into belief in the idea 
that this trust is formed for their benefit. It was made to put money 
into the pockets of the men who created the trust, and not for the 
farmers. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] tells us that we ought to 
put on this duty in order to encourage the farmers to raise hemp and 
flax so that those products may be made into binding-twine. Have 
not the farmers had the opportunity to enter into the culture of these 
articles? Have they done it? As the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] told us to-day, and as every one of us knows, the farmers of the 
Northwest raise flax for seed, and not for the fiber. They understand 
where the money is. They know that they can not compete in fiber 
with sisal, manilla, and jute which you have placed upon the free-list. 
All the money that they make out of flax is made by the sale of the 
seed, and after you have taken the seed from it you can not use the 
fiber to manufacture this binding-twine. 

What are the facts? I have stated what is worth all the statistics 
in the world, the absolute result in my own State of Missouri, which 
was the second hemp-growing State in the Union before the war; and 
in Kentucky the growth of hemp has gone down and down, until 
to-day I venture to say there are not more than 20,000 acres in the 
whole State upon which hemp is grown. The Senator {from that State 
{Mr. CARLISLE] is as well acquainted as any man living with that 
condition of things in that State, and he is here to-day willing to vote to 
putthis article upon the free-list, and then to put binding-twine upon the 
free-list, his State being the largest hemp-growing State in the whole 
Union. 

But Eastern Senators tell us that they know more about this than 
we do; that they know what our agricultural constituents want; that 
the farmers are utterly mistaken in regard to their own interests, and 
that when they stand here in the interest of these manufacturers they 
are at the same time standing here in the interest of the consumers and 
farmers of the West who are demanding now, with a unanimity never 
before known upon any question, that this trust shall be broken up 
and Nation Sates po upon the free-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance, which will be again read. 

The Curer CLERK. Strike out paragraph 358, as follows: 

358. Crin végétal or vegetable hair, commercially known as African fiber, $ 
per ton. 

Mr. McPHERSON,. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island if the effect of agreeing to this amendment will 
be to put that article upon the free list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Fisarce was, te 
strike out original paragraph 359, as follows : 

359. Ramie, rhea, or China grass, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I take this, the first opportunity I have 
had, in order to give a most emphatic denial to the statement which 
the Senator from Minnesota says has not been denied. 

The statement, as he made it, is, in my judgment, utterly without 
foundation. The difference, which has been pointed out by the Sena- 








1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] already, is world-wide between a com- 
bination which obliges those in it to confederate with one another in 
making their sales in the American market, and one which simply em- 
ploys an agency in the foreign market of which the American purchaser 
reaps the benefit. = a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The Chair 
desires to inform the Senator from Massachusetts that he can not be 
heard on the other side of the Chamber. The Chair hopes that the Sen- 
ator will address the Chair. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I hold in my hand four letters which 
I will send to the desk to be printed in the Recorp by leave of the 
Senate, one from Charles H. Pearson, manager of the Standard Cordage 
Company, of Boston; one from Mr. William F. Day, president of the 
Small & Day Cordage Company, of Plymouth; one from Mr. G. F. 
Holmes, treasurer of the Plymouth Cordage Company, and one trom 
Mr. Charles Davis, treasurer of the Boston Cordage Company, abso- 
lutely denying such a combination as is described by the Senator from 
Minnesota, and one or two of them deny a combination in the foreign 
market. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

Dear Sir: It having been stated that we belong to a trust, we desire to state 
that we belong to no trust; and,in our opinion, the fact of the farmers paying 
margins above what the mills obtain for binding-twine should not be used as an 
argument against giving a proper protection to the binding-twine manu- 
facturers, as such margius by isineee and dealers would certainly rule even 
under any purchases in China, or England, or Canada if binding-twine was 


placed on the free-list. 
Respectfully yours, 


oo 


CHAS, H. PEARSON, 
Manager of Standard Cordage Company of Boston, Mass 
Hon. G. F. Hoar, ; 
United States Senate, Washinglon, D. C. 


WASHINGTON D. C., September 4, 1890, 
Dear Sir: As it has been reported that a trust is in existence by the cordage 
manufacturers, I would say that the house which I represent is in no such or- 
ganization, and that we are an individual concern. 
WM. FP. DAY, 
President of The Small & Day Cordage Co. | 
Hon, GeorGe F. Hoar, 
United States Senator. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., September 4, 1890. 

My Dear Sir: I understand it is cliimed by our opponents that the cordage 
and twine manufacturers of the country have formed a trust, 

For our supplies of manila and sisal hemp we have agreed to purchase through 
a committee, which we have been forced to do in order to keep down the price 
on account of short supplies. It is also true that we often confer in regard to 
the selling price of the manufactured article, but at the same time we sell at 
such prices as we may elect, and are in constant competition with all our com- 
petitors. We are not members of a trust. 

Very truiy yours, 
G. F. HOLMES, 


Treasurer Plymouth Cordage Company. 
Hon, GreorGeE F, Hoar, 


Unitcd States Senate, 


Tue ARLINGTON, Washington, D. C., September 4, 1890. 

Dear Str: Your kind favor of August 29 so alarmed our board of directors 
that I was urged to come here to see you, if but foraday. We could not think 
it possible, before, that so unjust a measure as removal of the small protection 
(15 per cent.) on our twine could have any chance of success. The stockholders 
of my company have nearly a million dollars invested in this industry, which 
has reduced the cost of grain binding to the farmer to but a fraction of its 
former cost, Our sharehoiders represent equally both political parties, but we 
find nothing in the record of either party calling for the unjust discrimination 
against this industry. The factory of thiscompany alone supports at fair wages 
five hundred laborers with their families, Wecan not compete, unprotect«d, 
with the Hong-Kong company, which runs Anerican machinery at equal speed 
with labor costing an average of $5 per month. 

Let me deny that we are members of any combination excepting so far as we 
are forced to co-operate with our competitors, with whom we purchase our 
hemp, as the only defense against exorbitant prices demanded for the fibers 
in the Philippines and Yucatan, Also, let me remind you of the error of Sena- 
tor Davis as to the profits alleged to have been made this season on twine. Our 
fiber had to be imported last fall, and the twine manufacturers can not have 
earned over 5 per cent. in manufacturing it. My own company did a success- 
ful business, but the result of a million in sales enabled it to barely pay its usual 
dividend of 3 per cent., semi-annual, the Ist ultimo. 

Depending upon your aid, 

Respectfully, 


CHARLES DAVIS, 
Treasurer of the Boston Cordage Company. 
Hon, GronGeE F. Hoar. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, in regard to what was said by the Senator from 
Missouri who last spoke, I do not understand that the representatives 
of the agricultural States of the Northwest, as a rule, or that any but 
an incensiderable minority of them, concur with the Senator trom Mis- 
souri in his opinion, 

The Senator from Missouri said that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE] knew more than any man living in regard to the interests 
of Kentucky. 

Unless I am very much mistaken in my recollection—and if I am I 
hope some member of the Finance Committee will correct me—this 
matter of the duty on hemp and the encouraging of our farmers to raise 
it for all our domestic purposes was very dear to the heart of the late 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who repeatedly made it an ex- 
ception to his general and very earnest free-trade notions; and I think 
Iam not mistaken in my recollection of having heard him urge that 
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policy upon the Senate more than once. At any rate, if Iam mis- 
taken, the gentlemen who served with him oa the Finance Committee 
can correct me. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I think the Sepator from Massa- 
chusetts is very much mistaken in undertaking to state the position of 
my distinguished and lamented predecessor on the subject of the duty 
onhemp. Iam very sure he was a warm supporter of what is known 
as the Mills bill, which put hemp upon the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am not sure as to the position of 
the late Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] in regard to the Mills bill, 
though I think he swallowed that bill whole, with all its faults and 
virtues, whatever they were; but prior to that time the Senator from 
Kentucky took the same position which Senators on that side have so 
often taken, that if we were to have or collect a protective tariff, his 
own State ought to share in the benefits, whatever they were, and that 
hemp ought to be treated the same as other products. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Of course I can not respond to the Senator now, 
under the rule, as I have already spoken once. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to state to the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] dragged himself 
from a bed ef sickness to come to this Chamber in order to vote for the 
Mills bill as a whole, and that put hemp on the free-list. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, as to my assumption of the existence 
of a combination to buy this fiber, I have only to read an extract from 
a petition of the cordage manufacturers of the United States, addressed 
to Hon. Justrn 8S. MORRILL, chairman of the Committee of Finance, 
Washington, D. C., dated May 26, 1890, set forth in full in the report 
of my remarks made the other day, and in which it is stated, among 
other things---and to this effect it is stated cumulatively throughout 
this document— 

A combination to buy fiber such as now exiats is the only hope of low prices 
An organization was completed last January, including all the principal mills 


It is not a trust or an organized company, but merely an association, princt- 
pally for purchasing these fibers. It has appointed a purchasing committee 


| who alone will import all fibers required in our own country and Canada. 


Now, that may be all right and the proper way to do things, but if 
the price of commodities and of articles manufactured is to be relegated 
to the discretion of people who obtain these commercial and manu- 
facturing advantages, and their argument is to be held good, and that 
it is better to let them fix prices than to regulate them by law, then 
the quicker we learn that fact the better. 

Mr. HOAR. That statement exactly confirms what I say. 

Mr. DAVIS. If there is a combination of forty-two men that regu- 
lates the price and production of sisal and manilla in Yucatan and the 
Philippine Islands, it is perfectly manifest that as long as that combi- 
nation remains production can not be increased there. 

Mr. HOAR. It is no evidence that they regulate the prices except 
of what they buy themselves, not what the rest of the world buys. 

Mr. DAVIS. They have their agent in Yucatan and the Philippine 
Islands, who does precisely that thing. They take one-half of all the 
rianilla and all the sisal produced in the world. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I desire to add a few words more 
upon this proposition concerning binding-twine. 

Of course the importation ot binding-twine is the importation of the 
raw material and the product of labor. The raw material imported 
comes in competition with all material of the same kind or of a sim- 
ilar kind used for the same purpose produced in the United States, the 
domestic article. The importation of manufactured twine also is in 
competition with the manufactures of these articles in the United 
States. 

‘The same argument, unless the circumstances are different, in favor 
of protection generally to American industries and to the American la- 
borer in the production of raw material and of manufactured articles, 
applies to this article. 

The difficulty in this case is that this is an article that is chiefly con- 
sumed by farmers in the harvesting of their crops. The question is, 
whether the people of this country would be benefited by admitting it 
free, whether twine would be cheaper and enough cheaper to pay for 
the loss of our home manufactures of the article. It is not likely that 
it would be. If there is any combination to enhance the price in this 
country, a question concerning which I do not profess to be informed, 
that combination, if twine is placed on the free-list, would probably 
be transferred to the foreign manufacturers or from the domestic man 
ufacturer to the dealer in the foreign products. 

Unless the tariff is a sectional and local question, I do not see how I 
could with common fairness vote to put binding-twine on the tree-list, 
it being an article used chiefly in harvesting the grain crop in the North, 
when I have refused to vote to put cotton-ties upon the free-list, and 
even against an increase in the duty upon them. It scems to me they 
are precisely similar in character, used for substantially the same pur 
pose by the consumer. If the protective policy is to apply to all sec- 
tions of the country, then we ought not to wholly remove the duty 
upon binding-twine and increase it on cotton-ties. The duty at present 
upon binding-twine is 2} cents a pound. By the Honse bill it is pro- 
posed to make it 1} cents a pound. 

The Senate committee propose to make the duty 1} cents a pound. 
As at present advised, being desirous of forcing the price in this country 
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to the lowest point, not destructive of the industry, and of protecting 
both the consumer and producer, I shall vote nst the Senate amend- 
ment and for the House proposition, which will be a very large reduc- 
tion in the present rate (100 per cent.), and should be sufficient while 
protecting the manufacturers to insure the product to the consumer as 
cheap as it can be produced in this country with fair remuneration to 
the farmer for the raw material and fair wages to the laborer employed 
in its manufacture, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask the Senator whether he knows of any 
combination of any manufacturers of cotton-ties of the same kind or 
character as the combination that exists among the manufacturers of 
binding-twine ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not say, Mr. President, that any combination 
has been attempted between manufacturers of binding-twine that af- 
fects the prices. ‘The combination is tosecure raw products as cheaply 
as possible, and I think that cheapens prices. It has been very freely 
charged on the other side of the Chamber, but I have no more informa- 
tion.in regard to the matter, that there is a combination to increase 
the price of cotton-ties. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me that this com- 
bination, which is admitted in their own statement, a combination for 
the purchase of raw material, with the protection that they have had, 
with the high duty they have had on the manufactured article, have 
been enabled to do just precisely what they have done—to make prices 
which are burdensome on the consumers of this country. 

In reply te the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], who said he 
sow no difference, as long as these manufacturers controlled or made 
the prices of raw material, whether it was put on the free-list or 
whether there was a duty, let me say that it makes just this differ- 
ence: As long as they can control the prodact, and as long as they have 
the protection of 2} cents, no other manufacturer living in any country 
can come in and be a competitor for that raw material and make the 
product and sell it in competition 

What I mean is that the combination for buying raw material, to- 
wether with the protection which they have at present and will have 
as proposed by the House bill and the Senate bill, they are masters ot 
the sitaation and will do in the future what they have done in the past. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 344, page 80, after the word ‘‘jute,’’ to strike out the words 
‘sisal or manila, 30,’’ and insert ‘‘35;°’ so as to read: 

44. Yarn made of jute, 35 per cent.ad valorem. 


Mr.CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island 
who has charge of this bill whether or not he proposes to insist upon 
the amendment to that clause striking out the words ‘‘ binding-twine, 
1} cents per pound.”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. That paragraph has not been read yet. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, Iam not quitesure that I exactly 
understand the effect of the amendment proposed by the committee, 
except in one respect. Of course I can see, as every one can, by read- 
ing the paragraph, that the proposition is to increase the rate of duty 
proposed by the House from 30 per cent, to 35 per cent. ad valorem; 
but | do not understand why the words ‘‘ sisal and manilla’’ are pro- 
posed to be stricken out. 

This bill preposes to place jute, sisal-grass, and manilla on the free- 
list, and why there should be a daty of 35 percent. upon jute yarn, with 
ree raw material, and a different rate of duty upon the other yarns, 
also made of tree material, I am not able tosee. If I understand the 
paragraph, the effect of striking out these words will be to transfer the 
yarn made from the sisa)-grass or manilla to paragraph 356, which will 
make them pay 40 per cent, ad valorem. Am I correct ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator state what he understands the 
effect to be ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will when the Senator from Ken gets 
through. I can not do so now, under the rule, as I have y 
spoken on this question. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this paragraph 344, as it came from 
the House, mekes special provision for the yarn made from sisal and 
manilla, and if the words are stricken out there I have not yet discov- 
ered where any special provision will be made for them elsewhere in 
’ the bill, and therefore they would come under this clause— 

All manufactures of flax, hemp, — or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, 
or ol which flax, hemp, jute, or vegetable fiber, except cotton, is the com- 
povent material of chief value, not speciallyenumerated or provided for in this 
act, valued at 5 cents per pound or less, 2 cents per pound— 

Which would be 40 percent. ad valorem upon the highest -priced arti- 
cle provided for in the first part of the clause. 
valued above 5 cents per pound, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, unless the Senator can show some other place in the bill where 
these articles are specifically enumerated and provided for, it will un- 
doubtedly come under the clause last read. 

Mr, President, while | am up, and as I havea right to onl 
once, I desire to say that I propose to amend the commitenie emant- 
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ment, which is to insert 35 per cent., by inserting ‘‘25 per cent. ad 
valorem ’’ eee roe because I think that is an ample 
duty when the material from which it is made is free. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. President, I will say that as I understand this 
amendment there is no such thingas yarn made from sisal grass or ma- 
nilla. Those fibers are used in the production of cordage or binding- 
twine by a process which is not the process by which yarns are made, 
and there is no such intermediate stage in the production of either bind- 
ing-twine or cordage from either of these fibers as there is in the pro- 
duction of twines or other materials from jute, cotton, silk, er woo). 

Twines made from manilla, including binding-twine and cordage of 
all kinds, are provided for in the next paragraph at 1) cents a pound. 
Thirty-five per cent. ad valorem, as the Senator will see, upon fibers 
worth 10 cents a pound, for instance, which is not an unusual price 
for either of those fibers, would be 3} cents a pound rather than 14; 
and the effect of this provision is to reduce the duties very largely 
rather than to increase them, as the Senator from Kentucky suggests, 
upon articles made from sisal and manilla. 

Mr. CARLISLE, As binding-twine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As twine of any kind. They are not made into 
any other product. There are nosuch things as sisal yarns or manilla 
yarns on the market. It is never used for manufacturing cloth at 
all. Theve fibers are simply used for purposes of making twine and 
cordage. 

Now, in regard to the duties upon jute yarn, I will say that 35 per 
cent. ad valorem is the present rate, and I do not think I transgress 
parliamentary propriety when I say that in another place this 5 per 
cent. was left out by a typographicalerror in the bill, and was so stated 
by the gentlemen having charge of this bill there. This is simply to 
restore the present law and the intention of the framers of the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island will take no- 
tice, however, that jute, now dutiable at 20 per cent. ad valorem, is 
proposed to be put on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There ought to be some reduction of jute 
yarns because of the reduction in the duty on raw jute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Jersey will allow me to 
say so at this time, 35 per cent. on jute yarn is the lowest rate in the 
whole bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That may be so, but still, at the same time, ii 
it is a sufficient rate of duty—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not a sufficient rate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Jute itself being on the free-list—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not sufficient. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Kentucky has moved to 
make this 25 instead of 35 per cent. ad valorem. It was my inten- 
tion, Mr. President, in case it should be agreed to by the Senate, to 
move to strike it out wherever jute is mentioned in any of the suc- 
ceeding paragraphs, and make a separate paragraph covering the whole 
manufacture, and at much lower rates of duty than are provided for in 
this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
offer the amendment he referred to? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I did not hear the inquiry of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to know if the 
Senator from Kentucky has offered the amendment. The Chair un- 
derstood the Senator to say that he would offer it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. To substitute 25 for 35. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 3 

The Cuter CrerK. In line24, paragraph 344, strike out “* 35’’ and 
insert ‘‘25;’’ so as to read: 

Yarn made of jute, 25 per cent. ad valorem. s 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, has there been any vote taken? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the proposition now is to amend 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand there are two amendments pending, 
one to strike out and one to insert. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is offered as one amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and he can answer in my time, whether yarn made of jute, 
which is taxed at 35 per cent. ad valorem, is not nearly identical with 
binding-twine made of jute, and whether binding-twine made of jute 
is at a stage of manufacture advanced beyond yarn made of jute. I 
ask for intormation. 7 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is. 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator quite certain of that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the Senator will find that binding-twine made 
of jute is untwisted, and is in that form, and to all appearance, yarn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The recurs upon the amend - 
ment proposed by the Committee on 

The amendment was agreed to. < 
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The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, in 
raph 345, page 80, line 24, after the word “*cordage,’’ to insert 
words ‘‘binding-twine;’’ and in line 1, page 81, after the word 
‘‘pound,”’ to strike out the words “‘ binding-twine, 1} cents per pound; 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

245, Cables, cordage, binding-twine, and twine composed wholly of manilla or 
sisal-grass, li cents per pound; and cordage made of hemp, 2} cents per 
pound; tarred, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, Mr. President, I believe it is in order for me 
to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether he proposes to insist 
upon his amendment to the House bill to strike out the words ‘‘ bind- 
ing-twine, 1} cents per pound,’’ or whether he is willing to allow those 
words to remain, so that the bill will stand on that point as it came to 
the Senate from the House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that the committee are willing to with- 
draw that amendment and stand upon the House provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Rhode Island will have permission to withdraw the amendment 

by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, let us understand that. Do I under- 
stand now that the Senator from Rhode Island strikes out the words 
‘*binding-twine ?’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. No;itstrikesout ‘‘ binding-twine’’ on page 80, and 


allows the language to stand at the top of page 81 as it is now. The | about what my duty was in the premises with reference 


paragraph then stands, so far as the committee is concerned, as it came 
from the House of Representatives, v 

Mr. VEST. That would strike out the words ‘‘binding-twine’’ in 
the first line of the paragraph. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr.CARLISLE. Mr. President, letus havean understanding. The 
Presiding Officer stated that if there be no objection that would be done. 
I object. I do not object to the rejection of this amendment and in- 
serting the words ‘‘ binding-twine,’’ but I do object to the restoration 
of the language used by the House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is nota question of restoration. 
is already there. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the committee has an amendment pending to 
strike out, and I object to our agreeing to that amendment. 

Mr, CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from [linois will per- 
mit the Chair to state, the Senator from Rhode Island proposes to with- 
draw the amendment proposed by the committee. The words ‘‘ bind- 
ing-twine ”’ occur, as the bill came from the House, at another point. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is not in the bill yet; it is only proposed to 
be put in by the committee. I have no objection to withdrawing that. 

Mr. VEST. That is in the first line‘of the paragraph. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not know whether I understand 
exactly what the chairman of the committee proposes to do, whether 
he proposes to withdraw the words ‘‘ binding-twine,’’ in line 24, page 
80, and then whether he proposes to withdraw the other words on the 
eighty-first page. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My purpose is, if I havean opportunity to say so, 
and if allowed to say so, that I withdraw the amendment suggested 
by the committee to this paragraph, and allow it to stand as it came 
from the House. 

Mr. VEST. We understand that. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only desire—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOAR. I submit to the Chair that it requires no consent; that 
these committee amendments are but motions made in their order by 
the Senator representing the committee, and if he does not make them 
they are not before theSenate. It does not require unanimous consent 
to withdraw an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Massachusetts is correct; that, the yeas and nays not having been 


The language 


the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, an individual offering a motion may 
modify it; but this is a report from a committee, and there is no au- 
thority of the committee to withdraw it. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, no member of the committee has au- | 


thority to change the report of the committee upon his own motion. 


It must be done by the action of the Senate, if done at all. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island reports from a committee its action. He may, 


individually, desire to withdraw it, but he can not change the report 
of the committee before action on this floor. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, does my friend from Tennessee | 


mean to say that it is necessary to have a formal meeting of the com- 
mittee in order to authorize the 
for the committee? 

Mr. HARRES. I mean to say exactly this: When the committee 
has reported a a ager it must be modified by the action of the 
committee, or by the action of the Senate; that no individual Senator 
can modify it or withdraw it, or take any action in respect of it, except 


cos 
vee 


YF 


Senator in charge of the bill to speak | 
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by virtue of his rights as a Senator upon the floor. He may invoke 
the will of the majority of the Senate in respect of this proposition, or 
he may go back to his committee and be directed by the committee to 
modify or change, but individually he has no authority, no right, to 
modify or change the proposition that the committee has directed him 
to report. That is exactly what I mean to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I spoke so far asI could for the com 
for the majority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have had no conference with the members of the 
minority of the committee, and they may insist upon a formal meeting 
of the committee to propose that action, but I hardly understand the 


mittee, at least 


Senator to take that position. The motion was made after conference 
with a majority of the members of that committee. I did not consult 
the minority. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I will try the floor again it it 


agreeable. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois. 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I supposed that our friends on the 


other side of the Chamber would not object to the withdrawal of those 
words reported by the Committee of Finance tothe Senate, as it reduces 
the duty proposed on binding-twine. 

Now, Mr. President, I confess that I have been somewhat in doubt 


to this para- 
graph or with reference to the question of putting binding-twine upon 
the free-list or of retaining it in any way upon the dutiable-list. 

My first impression was that it ought to go upon the free-list, 
impression being created by the address of the honorable Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who seemed to make ont 
that those gentlemen engage 


t} 


nat 


a pretty clear case 


d in the manufacture of binding-twine 


were unquestionably in a trust. But the evidence produced by the 

honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] and by other gen 
L j ‘ & 

tlemen with whom I have talked, and some of them my own constit 


uents, has tended to satisfy me that whatever may have been the appar 
ent combination the purpose and result of it have been largely to reduce 
the cost of binding-twine. If that is so, and these gentlemen are bene 


fiting the people of the country by a reduct the price of this 


article which is so much in use by the farmers of the country, it would 
seem to be a question whether this article ought to be put on the free- 
list or not. 

But, leaving that out of the question, I am looking at it somewhat 
from the standpoint of the farmer himself 


° 
ion oO! 


f, because the evidence is ove 
whelming here that the manufacture of cordage and binding-twine in 
this country is largely engaging the attentioa of the farmers ‘n the pro 
duction of hemp in this country. That is specially so, as I indicated 
in the earlier part of this discussion, in my own State. I have had the 
evidence from my own constituents to the effect that the establishment 
of acordage company in Champaign and the manufacture in Chicago and 
in Peoria are all stimulating the production of hemp in the State ot 
Illinois. 

Now, sir, as shown by testimony and by the paper which was in 
troduced by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], the balance 
of which I believe went into the Recorp, the acreage of hemp raising 
in the country is being largely increased, not only in the State of IIli- 
nois, but in other States of the Union; and the manufacturers of this 
binding-twine and of cordage are themselves engaged in the stimula 
tion of the raising of hemp in the locations where their establishments 
are situated. So that it is with me a question whether we are doing 
the farmers the most good by putting this article on the free-list, or 
whether we will not do them more good by keeping it upon the pro- 
tective list, sothat the hemp and flax industry shall be encouraged, as 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has said, as well as others on 
this side of the Chamber. 

My fear is that if binder-twine should be put upon the free-list, the 
result of it would be that many of those establishments for manufact- 
uring it would be closed up. ‘The result of that again would be that 
the encouragement that the hemp-raisers have had for the supply of 
very largely 
decrease, and possibly the price of twine to the farmers would be in 
creased instead of diminished. 

Mr. President, I desire to insert somestatements as to the amount of 
hemp marketed the last year and the amount of hemp twine for tho 
next year, estimated. This is furnished by a gentleman of my own 
State for the Empire Cordage Company of Champaigu 


There have been marketed this year not less than 6,009 tons of binde vine 
made from American hemp. My opinion is the amount w ed tons 
There have also been marketed fully 5,000 tons of jute twine 

| Next year the output of hemp twine will, according to our estimates, reach 

| 12,000 tons, unk he demand for h p fiber so far ¢ eeds the supply as to 

| lead our farmers to raise the pri ibove the competitive | About 50 
tons of twine are used annually 

In July competit ume very strong, jute binder-twine selling as low a 
8 cents, and sisal twine aslow as1l0 cents. We expect to sell ouroutput of next 


year at 9 cents, depending, of course, upon the cost of fiber. I will contract 
1,009 tons, equal to the best manilla and sisal, at 9} cents, deliverable atany ra 


road point in Minuesota or Nebraska, lowa, Michigan, Tennessee, or Arkan«a« 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Senator from Illinois has spoken 
five minutes, 
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Mr. CULLOM. I wanted to get in some tables showing the facts. 

Mr. VEST. Let them be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They may be printed as part of the 
remarks of the Senator. 


The Chair now desires to state that section 2 of Rule X XI reads as 


follows: 

2. Any motion or resolution may be withdrawn or modified by the mover at 
any time beforea decision, amendment, or ordering of the yeas and nays, except 
a motion to reconsider, which shall not be withdrawn without leave. 

If the Senator from Rhode Island speaks for the committee which 
offered this amendment, as the Chair understood that he did speak, 
then he has the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iso stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Bat if he speaks for himself alone 
he has not the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I tried to state distinctly that I spoke for the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Rhode Island reported from the 
committee the request that he submitted, as the organ of the com- 
mittee, then the Chair is unquestionably right and the Senator is right; 
but if, as Senator from Rhode Island, he proposed the withdrawal, I re- 
peat that he has no right to withdraw, or modify, or change the action 
of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair agrees with the Senator 
from Tennessee, but the Senator from Rhode Island spoke for the com- 
mittee, and, as the Chair now understands, he asks, inthe name of the 
committee, to withdraw the amendment. If he does so for the com- 
mittee, then he has the right todo it, and itis withdrawn. The Chair 
80 rules. 

Mr. REAGAN, I feel bound to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair on that point if the Senator from Rhode Island withdraws it as 
an individual Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has stated that the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island withdraws it in the name of the committee, and 
not in his own name. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it is by the authority of the committee—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island so 
states. 

Mr, REAGAN, ‘The Senator from Rhode Island has never said that 
he withdraws it for the committee, so far as I have heard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I made that statement distinctly every time I made 
the request. 

Mr, REAGAN, I did not so understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas appeals from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS, I suppose the Senator from Texas will hardly insist 
upon his appeal now. 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; I did not understand the situation. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I understand both amendments are 
withdrawn. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr, President, I would like to ask what the condition 
of paragraph 345 now is, after the withdrawal by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, on behalf of the Committee on Finance, of the commit- 
tee’s amendment; whether now the paragraph readsas it did read when 
it came from the House. If there is no objection, I would like to have 
the parazraph read as it came from the committee, and to have it read 
after the withdrawal of the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Exactly. 

Mr.GRAY. If there is noobjection, I should like to have the para- 
graph read as it now is, after the withdrawal made on behalf of the 
Finance Committee of the committee’s amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the para- 
graph as it now stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

345, Cables, cordage, and twine, composed wholly of manila or sisal-grass, 
1, cents per pound; binding-twine, 1} cents per pound; cables and cordaga, made 
of hemp, 2} ceuts per pound; tarred, 3 cents per pound, 

Mr. DAVIS. LT understand that that is precisely as the paragraph 
came from the House of Representatives. I move to amend by insert- 
ing the words ‘‘except binding-twine’’ after the word *‘twine,’’ in 
line 24 on page 80. I make this motion preparatory to another which 
I shall make in view of the amendment which on the 28th of August 
I gave notice I should propose to this bill, in paragraph 571 to insert, 
after line 16, page 120— 

All binding-twine manufactured in whole or in part from istle or Tampico 
fiber, jute, jute butts, manila, sisal-grass, or sunn. 

This amendment puts this article upon the free-list. I now move to 
amend paragraph 345 by inserting the words ‘except binding-twine’’ 
alter the word ‘‘twine,’’ in line 24 on page 80. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that. 
to complete the amendment be must also move to strike out, on page 
81, line 1, the words ‘‘binding-twine, 1} cents per pound.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I intended to do that, and I will include that in the 
motion also, to strike out in the first line on page 81 the words ‘‘bind- 
ing-twine, 1} cents per pound.”’ 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. In line 24, page 80, paragraph 345, after the word 
“‘twine,’’ insert the words ‘‘except binding-twine,”’ and on page 81 
strike out, in line 1, the words: 

Binding-twine, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose the object of the Senator from Minne- 
sota is to put binding-twine on the free-list. Why does he not simply 
move to strike out the two words ‘‘ binding-twine?’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. Those are out already. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; they are not. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, that is out. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘That is out by the withdrawal of the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the words 
a ie ” are out of the ph on page 81, line 1. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘They are still in, because the amendment is with- 
drawn, and that leaves the words ‘‘ binding-twine”’ in. On page 80 
they were stricken out because the amendment was changed, but on 
page 81 the words were restored; so that they are in there, 

Mr. STEWART. Let the amendment be read as proposed. 

Mr. DAVIS. I thinkit would be agood ideato have the amendment 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read the 
paragraph as it came from @he House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEWART. No; let theamendment of the Senator from Min- 
nesota be read. 

The Secrerary. In line 24, page 80, after the word ‘‘twine,’’ in- 
sert the words ‘‘except binding-twine;’’ and in line 1, page 81, strike 
out the words ‘‘ binding-twine, 1} cents per pound.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. That answers the purpose, but the same object 
can be reached by striking out the words ‘* binding-twine ’’ in line 1, 
on page 81. 

Mr. DAVIS. It can not any more than in part reach the purpose, 
as the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce) suggests, and I will 
let it go as I have offered it. I am much obliged to the Senator from 
Oregon for the suggestions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to thi 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon adopting the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], 
adding after the word ‘‘ twine,’’ on page 80, line 24, ‘‘ except binding- 
twine,’’ and also striking out on page 81, in line 1: 

Binding-twine, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. REAGAN. ‘‘Binding-twine”’’ has been taken out by the actiox 
of the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘ Binding-twine,’’ in line 24, I understood was taken 
out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ican not understand the Senator, because it was 
distinctly stated that when the amendment was withdrawn that the 
words ‘‘ binding-twine’’ were left out and that the words | om aga to 
be stricken out were reinserted. That was stated over and over. 

Mr. DAWES. If the amendment prevails I understand that unless 
the Senate goes to the free-list and puts this into the free-list it will 
be governed by the general clause of unenumerated articles. c 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand that. 

Mr. DAWES. What that rate is is not in my mind at this moment, 
but that will be the effect unless the Senate, when we come to the free- 
list, puts it in the free-list. There is no doubt but that the purpose of 
the Senator is when the free-list comes up to put it in the free-list if it 
is stricken out here. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is precisely my object. 

Mr. DAWES. Therefore,it is just as well todebateit. The Senator 
does not conceal his purpose. The only way the Senator can now ac- 
complish his pu is to make the motion with the intent when we 
come to the free-list to put it into the free-list; otherwise it will be 
caught by the general provision which imposes a particular rate of duty 
on all unenumerated articles. The Senator understands that, and I 
presume Senators understand that this is a motion equivalent to a mo- 
tion to put the article on the free-list. 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr, President, I shall vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Minnesota with very great pleasure. Itisamovementin the 
right direction, sir, It will do something for the relief of the agricult- 
ural community, and I give notice to that Senator that when we reach 

ph 349 I propose to do the same thing for cotton-bagging. Hav- 
ing helped him todo something for the wheat and grain growers of his 
section of the country, I propose to call upon him to reciprocate and to 
enable us to put bagging for the farmers of cotton in the South on tha 
free-list 








Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I forbid the bans. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not yield, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from North Carolina has 
the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. Then we can all sing together that good old bymn: 


Blest be the tie that binds 

The sheaves whose bread we love; 
And fellowship of cotton-ties 

Is like to the above. 


[ Laughter. } ; 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I shall vote against the pending 
amendment. I regret to have to vote against anything that is sup- 
posed to be for the relief of the farmer, but if we are to have protection 
at all we must be somewhat consistent. There is just as much reason 
for putting a great many other articles on the free-list as there is this, 
and I think more in many cases. 

It was stated by the Senator from Minnesota that the difficulty about 
this matter is a combination to control,and which does contro], the ma- 
terial out of which binding-twineis manufactured. I think if we take 
off the duty it will be for the benefit of the combination, and not other- 
wise. They willincrease their manufactures, having the raw material 
under control, where they can manufacture cheapest. They will, of 
course, manufacture it in foreign countries, where they can make it 
cheapest, and it will prevent competition in this country and prevent 
any other manufacturing establishment in this country from going into 
the business. It will not be manufactured here, and it will not bring 
the relief which is desired. 

If there is a trust I should rather the trust would be in this country, 
where we can reach it, and if we should legislate against it, if there 
is a popular feeling against it, we can reach the trust; but if we make 
it impossible to manufacture the article in this country, here is an 
organization who have the raw material and they will go where they 
can manufacture cheapest, and that trast will exist, and it will be en- 
tirely beyond the control of the people of this country. 

So I think we had better keep the duty on and make it possible to 
manufacture the article in this couatry, and break up the trust in that 
way, rather than to enable the trust to exist elsewhere beyond the juris- 
diction of the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I shall vote for the pending 
amendment with a great deal of pleasure, and I shall vote with just 
as much pleasure for the amendment which the Senator from North 
Carolina proposes to offer when paragraph 349 is reached. 

It has been again and again stated that the farmers of this country 
are the victims of a combination in this binding-twine matter, and I 
believe it is the truth; but there is nobody in the Senate, and, I im- 
agine, nobody outside of the Senate, who will deny that this sort of a 
combination exists in the other case. The Senator from Oregon stated 
awhile ago that they stood practically on the same footing. I agree 


with him fully in that. The reasons that apply to one would apply | 


to the other. 

I believe the Senator from Ohio stated on the floor at one time that 
he would be in favor of breaking up any trust where it could be shown 
that there was a combination to do injustice to the general public, or 
to the farmers, or any other great class of people in this country, Two 
years ago, upon a motion made by me, the Committee on Finance ot 
this body investigated the charge that there had been a combination 
among the cotton-bagging manufacturers. The persons who were sum- 
moned before that committee admitted frankly that there had been a 
combination. They denied that there had been a trust, but they said 
there was a sort of *‘sympathetic movement,’’ as they called it. We 
know, every member of this body knows, that that ‘‘sympathetic 
movement’’ resulted in the increase of the price of cotton-bagging from 
6 cents a pound to 14 cents a pound within thirty days, and when the 
effort was made to put that article upon the free-list for the purpose 
of breaking down all combinations, it failed. The result is now that 
this bill proposes that the raw material which that combination used 
at that time, jute and jute butts, shall be put upon the free-list, but 
there is no sort of effort to protect the country and the public from a 
similar combination occurring at any time. 

It was charged here at that time that the cotton planters had been 
the victims of a robbery amounting to $3,000,000 in the one crop that 
was then in existence, and that the total plant of all the bagging manu- 
facturers was not worth above a million and a half of dollars. The 
representatives of that trust said defiantly to the committee of this 
body that they cared nothing about what was done afterwards; that 
they would make a sufficient amount of money out of that one crop 
and in that combination, in spite of the Senate and in spite of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, to pay them for all the trouble and ex- 
pense they had been at, and they would be practically independent 
after that season passed. Yet we have allowed this thing to go on 
from time to time; we are allowing it to go on now. 

I hope when these facts are brought ont and distinctly understood, 
when the Senator from North Carolina makes his motion that cotton- 
bagging shall go on the free list, we may have the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that that shall be the case. But to do that, to be con- 
sistent about it, I think we ought to make binder-twine free at the 
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same time, and allow the farmers to be relieved of the one hardship 
if no more, of being compelled to pay an unreasonable tax upon this 
article of universal necessity. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the result of the amendment which 
has been offered by the Senator from Minnesota is to put binding-twine 
upon the free-list. I suppose that this is to be done upon the prin- 
ciple that everything that the farmer needs to prepare his crop for 
market should be furnished him as cheaply as possible; the price should 
be reduced. As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] and the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] have just said, this same 
principle is applicable to the material the Southern farmer and plantet 
uses in covering his crop. 

I should feel a great deal more like voting for the amendment of 
fered by the Senator from Minnesota if he had voted when the propo- 
sition came up here the other day to keep the duty on cotton-ties from 
being raised higher. In looking over the vote that was taken on that 
question I find that the only Senators representing the farmers of the 
Northwest who voted with those of us who areinterested in the produc- 
tion of cotton were the two Senators from Kansas and one of the Sena- 
tors from Nebraska [Mr. PADpDocK]. With these exceptions the en- 
tire representation ot the farmers of the Northwest in this body voted 
against the interests of the cotton-grower and in favor of the proposi- 
tion contained in this bill to increase the duty on cotton-ties 200 per 
cent. 
| _I fear very much that when the amendment which the Senator from 
| North Carolina proposes to make in reference to cotton-bagging comes 
up we shall find that,although these same Senators desire our help in 
| getting this burden taken off from the backs of their people, those who 
are interested in raising wheat, in which industry this binding-twine 
is needed, they will be found opposing a similar proposition in behalf 
of the covering of our crop. 

As the Senator from Arkansas says, the price of bagging was nearly 
doubled in the season of 1887 and 1888 by means of a combination or 
trust,or whatever it may be called, similar to the trust which controls 
the binding-twine. This bagging trust or combination made out of 
the planters of the South $2,000,000 or more during that season, as 
stated before the Committee on Ways and Means when taking testi- 
mony on this subject. 

The only way that this trust was finally overcome was through the 
Farmers’ Alliance in the Southern States by using other materials in- 
stead of bagging in the preparation of their crops for market. By a 
continuation of the manufacture of other materials to cover their cot- 
ton since that time, the price of bagging has been brought back to 
something like its former condition. The crop is now to a large extent 
being covered with bagging made of cotton, and in that way a great 
deal of good has been accomplished in preventing a renewal of the 
operations of the trust. 

But there ought not to be any burden placed by the Government 
| upon this article. It ought to be upon the free-list. Binding-twine 
ought to be upon the free-list. I trust that the Senators who are in- 
| terested in this matter will act more generously in the future than 

they have in the past; that when the amendment which is to be offered 

by the Senator from North Carolina is brought to a vote they will be 
found with us voting to put cotton-bagging upon the free-list; that the 
action which has already been taken with reference to cotton-ties will 
be reconsidered when an opportunity is offered, and that the burdens 
; of the farmers of the South will to that extent be relieved. 
| Mr. DAWES. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Massachusetts that he has spoken once on this ques 

tion. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not speak onthe merits of this question. I was 
only discussing whether it was in order or not. I did not debate the 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
proceed. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to state that I voted for the duty on cotton- 
ties for precisely the same reason that I vote for this duty. I stated 
it then to be because I sincerely believe that it would be for the best 
interest of the cotton-producer to have his ties manufactured here at 
home by his door rather than to depend upon a foreign producer to 
fix the price for him. If we admit binding-twine free of duty, the 
farmer, whoever uses it, will be compelled to depend upon a foreign 
producer to fix the price for him. The need of the middleman will be 
doubled by that process, and he will hold over the farmer just such a 
rod as will be for the interest of the middleman rather than for the 
interest of the consumer. It is better for the consumer of this as of 

| every other article, where it is possible, to have it produced at his door 

| he can control better the price and the relation between the producei 
and the consumer when they are close at hand than he can where the 
middleman is absolutely necessary for him. 

I am not here, sir, to get aduty upon a product that is applicabl 
to the Southern section, and free the Northern consumer from that 
duty. I am not here to grasp or to undertake to see which can get the 
most. If I am not actuated by some principle that will apply to one 
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production as well as another, I do not conceive that I am doing my 
duty here. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
yield? 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator excuse me a moment? 

i do not pretend to say that I am not mistaken in the view I take 
of it, but I mean to say that, so faras I am able to discern, the same 
principle rans through all of these matters, and I hope I shall have 
strength given me to maintain that principle whether it applies to the 
one side or to the other. I am for that policy which I believe will 
produce at the least possible cost in the long run to the consumer every 
article that he consumes which in its nature can be produced in this 
country. It is because I believe that in the long run the policy of pro- 
ducing it in this country will have that result that I cling to the idea 
of home protection and home markets. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wanted to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he thinks that the producer of cotton, who toils three hundred and 
sixty-five days in the year to make his crop and put it on the market, 
is benefited by paying 104 per cent. tax on the cotton-ties that bind 
that crop which he sends to market. 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir, I do not; but I believe by putting the duty 
we do on that we shall cease to pay the price fixed by the foreign pro- 
ducer. . 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator how he 
can revoncile the action of the committee in reducing the tax upon 
binders’ twine 50 per eent., as they do in this bill, while in the same 
bill they increase the tax on cotton-ties more than 100 per cent. It 
seeins to me that they are not treated alike. One is used for binding 
grain and the other for binding cotton. 

Mr. DAWES. If I may answer in the Senator's time —— 

_ ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will answer in his own 
time. The Senator from Arkansas has no time. He has already 
spoken. The Senator from Massachusetts has a little time left, about 
& minute. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought 1 had used up my owntime. Whether the 
degree of duty is unnecessarily high or not, I rely more upon this com- 
inittee than upon my own private judgment. If itis higher than is nec- 
essary to protect the honest effort to manufacture cotton-ties in this 
country, it is too high. I want it just so as to equalize conditions ot 
production, and I do not for myself personally go one single hair’s 
breadth beyond that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken five minutes, 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator why he did not take 
the opinion of the committee as to theduty on iron. He differed from 
the committee when it came to iron, the raw material of New England. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if this were truly a proposition to 
destroy a trast that was continuing itself in tion to sound policy 
I could vote for it. Buta trust is not ly the result of protec- 
tion. There are trusts where free trade prevails. They are not nec- 
essarily dependent upon any particular taxation. I should rather have 
two trusts than one. I should rather have an American trust here 
working with a view tocounteract the operations of the foreigntrust. I 
am periectly sure that in this matter, as well as in all others, when- 
ever the American manufacturer and mechanic begin to conduct any 
— where American ingenuity has any field at all the process will 

¢ improved and the result will be an economy in the matter of pur- 
chases and economy in the matter of manufacture and ultimately a re- 
duction of price. I would rather be under the protection of an Amer- 
ican trust than to be under the protection of a foreign trust. 

Nor can I see how in the world I can vote to put this particular ar- 
ticle (which, if a tax upon the consumer, if it can be traced at all, is 
infinitesimal) on the tree-list, and not only in the matter of cotton- 
baguing or co:ten-ties, but in scores of other cases, insist upon a pro- 
tective duty. Iam led to remark to some of my Western friends that 
I think we must stand by the committee in this matter or make very 
serious changes in the whole bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I havea word tosay upon two points 
that are introduced to the attention of the Senate. E 

I wish to say that large interests in cordage manufacturing, and con- 
nected with the mere question of producing binding-twine for use in 
that form, present to my notice the situation of this industry as sub- 
ee by my coustitueats and by the constituents of many other Sen- 
Avors. 

Jam told that for the purposes of cordage manufacture binding-twine 
is nothing more than rope-yarn; that is, the degree of operation abroad 
that would bear upon the importation of rope-yarn for the purpose of 
further manipulation in cordage. In old times we could notmake the 
bope-yarn, Which involved a good deal of labor, and a good deal of skill, 
and a good deal of machinery; and the cordage manufacturers of this 
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country had only this function, for them to import the rope-yarn and 
then twist it into cordage. They have, however, improved in their 
machinery and in their methods, and large plants and investments long 
established are in operation in the business of making the rope-yarn 
here and importing nothing but the crude foreign fiber. 

Now, while you are dealing with binding-twine you are really deal- 
ing with rope-yarn, and I am told that if rope-yarn is put upon the 
free-list every cordage industry must close its works. 

Why should this industry, why should this part of American labor 
be stricken down in this way? Iam tld the labor in making rope- 
yarn is $20 a ton and that the laborof tw isting cordage from rope-yarn 
is only $5 a ton. Now, $20 a ton on thefi’' ers imported in making rope- 
yarn is to be stricken out by this. 

Now, for trusts. We haveastatute. Those who violate that statute 
are to be punished under it. No evasion by Congress, no evasion by the 
Executive of the duty of enforcing by punishment, but it is the pun- 
ishment of the guilty and the guilty proved so. Would any one have 
puta clause into the trust bill that every subject that had been oper. 
ated upon by a trust should be admitted free? Would it have passed 
in that form? z 

Can it then be treated as any part of our tariff system that free trade 
is to follow trom the machinations of trusts? How soon would mach- 
inations be made on subjects that would protect it if this principle 
was to prevail, by that trade and thut manipulation, and we were to 
be driven into a reduction of the tariff and an enlargement of the free- 
list ? 

These are separate subjects. I believe with the Senators who have 
said that no trust that could be impugned is involved in this matter; 
but whether it is or not, I know of no system by which violations of 
law are to be punished by infliction un on those who have not partici- 
pated in them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not know whether the Senator 
from New York meant to be understood just as his words imported or 
not, that the making of binding-twine {free would close the establish- 
ments for making cables, cordage, and twine, composed wholly or 
mainly of sisal-grass and cordage madeof hemp. Why it should close 
the establishments engaged in making them is not very apparent. 
Binding-twine is one branch of the business of twine cordage, but not 
the greater branch, and [ see no reason why the making of bivding- 
twine free should interfere with the manufacture of the other kinds of 
cordage and twine mentioned in the clause under consideration. 

In reference to the suggestion made a little while ago by one of the 
Senators, that he would prefer being under the protection of two trusts 
to one, I desire to say that the people are to be pitied if they are under 
the control—not protection, for it is not protection—of either one or 
twotrusts. I do not see that the making of this article of binding-twine 
free necessarily puts that business under the contro! of a foreign trust. 
It is left out of sight that the making of this twine free, and with the 
clause which we adopted a little while ago making the material out of 
which it is made free, enables the people of this country and other 
people to engage in the mannfacture of twine. . 

I shall support the amendment to make binding-twine free, and yet 
I feel that our friends of the Northwest who raise wheat were not very 
charitable to us when, with two exceptions, they voted to raise the 
duty on cotton-ties from 35 per cent. to 105 percent. But perhaps they 
are learning now that there issuch a thing as a pressure of agricultural 


industries by enormons taxation, and I shall join with them in strik- . 


ing this out. I shall hope when we reach the subject of cotton-bagging 

that they will join us in giving some relief to the people who raise cot- 

ton and who have to do more hard work for less pay than any other 
class of people in the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). My colleague [ Mr. CHan- 

DLER] is absent, ill, and I transfer his pair to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi tate GEORGE], with whom I am paired, and vote. My colleague 
is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT], and by 
this transfer both the Senator from New Jersey and myself will be at 
liberty to vote on this question. I vote “‘nay.’’ 
* Mr. BLODGETT (w his name was called). As has been ex- 
plained, my pair with the junior Sena‘or from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
CHANDLER] having been transferred to the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GrorGr}, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I beg leave to state 
that I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. 
Otherwise I should vote *‘yea.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was cailed). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurP1e], but Iam assured that I may vote 
on this question. I vote “‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was calied). I am 
with the Senator from South Carolina[Mr. HAMpron]. I have trans- 
ferred that pait to the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowEr], and I vote 
‘ ” 
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Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRiLL]. If he were here, I should vote 
**yea.”’ I suggest = Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] that 
we transfer our pairs. ’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Minnesota has voted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not know hehad voted. Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont and withhold my vote. — 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his. name was called). May I ask whether 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER] has voted’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. oe 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenn]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. Is the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Barsovur] re- 
corded ? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PLATT. Then, being paired with him, I shall not vote. I 
should vote in the negative if he were present. 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Have]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut { Mr. 
PLATT] that by a transfer of pairs he and I can vote. I am paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER], and he with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BarBour]. Those two Senators can 
stand paired, and he aad I can vote. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. PLATT. I vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. DOLPH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The result was announced—yeas 34; nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—H. 
Allison, Eustis, Morgan, Vance, 
Bate, Faulkner, Paddock, Vest, 
Berry, Gorman, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pierce, Walthall, 
Casey, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Washburn, 
Cockrell, MeMillan, Pugh, Wilson of Lowa, 
Coke, McPherson, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Colquitt, Mitchell, Squire, 
Davis. Moody, Turpie, 
NAYS—24. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Higgins, Sanders, 
Alien, Dixon, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Blair, Edmunds, Hoar, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, 
Cameron, Frye, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Quay, , Teller. 

ABSENT—26. 
Barbour, Dolph, Hearst, Power, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Brown, George, Kenna, Spooner, 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Stanford, 
Call, Hale, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Hampton, Payne, 
Daniel, Harris, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I askthatthe paragraph just acted on may be read 
as it stands after the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

345. Cables, cordage, and twine, except binding-twine, composed wholly of 
manila or , lgcents per pound; cables and cordage made of hemp, 
2¢-cents per pound ; tarred, 3 cents per pound. 

The Secretary read paragraph 346. The Committeeon Finance pro- 
posed to amend the paragraph. 

The first amendment of the committee was, on page 81, line 4, be- 
— word ‘‘carpets,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ hemp and jute;’’ so as 

Hemp and jute carpets and carpeiing, etc. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and why the same rate of duty is put upon jute carpets as upon hemp 
carpets, when jute is made free by this bill. 

- ALDRICH. Because the committee believe this to be a proper 
rate. 

_ Mr. CARLISLE. Well, I want to know why the committee believe 
it to be a proper rate. That is what I am endeavoring to get at. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the existing law, to begin with. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the existing law imposes a duty upon jute of 
20 per cent. ad valorem, and this is not the existing law, therefore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a very small rate, and in the opinion of the 
com mittee it does not any more than equalize the conditions between the 
manufacturers of this kind of carpeting in this country and in India. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I move to amend the committee’s amendment by | writes this statement ? 


striking out the words “‘and jute.” 


I believe jute carpet should be 
provided for at a lower rate of duty. : = 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 
say to the Senator. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I havestated that I move the amendment with the 
purpose of inserting a clause fixing the rate of duty upon jute carpets 
at a lower figure than the one proposed here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to the smendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I will propose, as I have the floor now only 
for one time, to insert a clause imposing 4 cents per square yard upon 
jute carpets. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This rate i 
i3 the existing law precisely. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, [ understand that perfectly well, but 
the jute is free and the hemp has a duty upon it. You donot increase 
the duty on hemp carpets, although the duty is retained upon the hemp 
and you maintain the existing rates of duty upon jute carpets, although 
jute is put upon the free-list. That is the inconsistency of which Iam 
complaining. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a very low rate of duty now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 346 
was, on page 81, line 4, alter the word “‘ carpetings,’’ to strike out th: 
words ‘‘ made of jute or other vegetable material; ’ 1: 


The effect of that will be to increase the rate, I will 


only 24.63 per cent. ad valorem. That 


So as to rea 
Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings, 6 cents per s 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finan¢ 


juare yard 


» to paragraph 346 


was, on page 81, line 6, after the word ‘‘yarn,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ mats, 
rugs, and screens, made of jute, or vegetable material, 8 cents per 


square yard;’’ so as to make the paragraph read 


ii. Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings, 6 cents per square ya 


i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

TI . ~ot . ¢ ‘ _— 

ac Secretary read as follows: 

347. Burlaps, not exceeding 60 inches in width, of flax, jute, or hemp, or of 
which flax, jute, or hemp, or either of them, shall be the component material 
of chief value (except such as may be suitable for bagging for cotton), 1! cent 
per pound; exceeding 60 inches in width, 2 cents per pound 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out that last clause of that para 
graph, beginning in line 12, in the following words 

Exceeding 60inches in width, 2 cents per pound 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out, in lines1l and 12, the word 
‘and five-eighths cents,’’ and insert ‘‘cent;’’ so as to read 

One cent per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, 

Mr. VANCE. As apropos to the subject, I ask that a statement of 
Messrs. Lyon, Hall & Co., of Baltimore, be read 
I wish read. 

The Secretary read as follows 

The burlap weighs 9 ounces per square yard. 

The carpet about 10 ounces per yard. 

The McKinley bill (section 363) proposes a tax on jute burlaps of 1} cents p: 
pound, or less than two-sixteenths cent per ounce. ; 

Jute carpet (section 362) 6 cents per square yard, equal to three-fifths cent pe: 
ounce. 

Cheap jute earpets are simply colored burlaps, 

A 10-ounce fabric is largely used by the working and agricultural classes, wh 
will thus be compelled to pay more than three times the tax ona fancy « olored 
burlap than is levied on a plain uncolored one. 

A 10-ounce jute burlap eosts.in Dundee about 4 cents per square yard 

A 10-ounce jute burlap carpet costs in Dundee about 6 cents per square 

A tax of two-sixteenths cent per ounce is about 30 per cent. ad valorem 

A tax of 6 cents per square yard, or three-fifths cent per ounce, is equal to a 
ad valorem duty of 100 per cent. on a class of goods used ex 
who can afford no better. 

Carpets of jute cost from 6 cents to 80 cents per sq 
used by the poor, the latter by well-to-do people. A specific cents pe 
square yard taxes the poor man’s carpet 100 per cent. ad valorem, w ] 
weaithy neighbor who buys the high-cost article pays but 6 cents tax 
cent fabric, equal to 7} per cent. ad valorem. 7 


[ have marked what 
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If the tariff isto be equalized, the duty to be levied on carpets of 8 
be no greater than on burlaps, and it is suggested in the interest of your px 
constituents and people.of slender means every where, that the duty on carpets 
of jute and burlaps of jute be made uniform, cither ‘ ts per pound, or 
per cent. ad valor n, and you are« stly requested to 10 greater tax 


Respectfully submitted, 
PRO BONO PUBLICO 
Nore.—Jute now dutiable at 2 per nt. ad valorem and jute butts now dutia 
ble at § per ton have been placed « the free-list in the McKinley bill. See s« 
tions 595 and 596. 


LYON, HALL & CO. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from North Carolina tell us who 


Mr. VANCE. I stated when I first offered it that it was written by 
Messrs. Lyon, Hall & Co., of Baltimore. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I notice that it is signed ‘‘ Pro Bono Publico.”’ 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; and it is also signed ‘‘Lyon, Hall & Co.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
as proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out in line 9 of this para- 
graph ‘‘jate,’’ wherever it occurs inthe line. It occurs twice. I then 
move to add at the end of the paragraph, after the word ‘* pound,’’ 
placing a semicolon after the word ‘* pound,’’ the words: 

Burlapsof jute and bags for grain made of jute burlaps, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

It will be noticed that paragraph 348 speaks of bags for grain made 
of burlaps, and I wish to separate the two, I want to put the jute 
burlaps by themselves and the jute bags by themselves, and therefore 
I move the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 81, line 9, strike out after the word 
‘* flax,’’ where it first occurs, the word ‘‘jute;’’ where the word “‘flax’’ 
occurs in the second place in the line, strike out the word “‘jute;’’ and 
after the word ‘‘pound,’’ in line 12, add: 

Burlaps of jute and bags for grain made of jute burlaps, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. [Putting the question. ] 
By the sound the ayes have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and ‘nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. CARLISLE. This paragraph as it stands makes a very large 
increase of the duties upon these articles, although the tables sub- 
mitted by the committee show no increase. The expert who made 
these tables appends a note in which he says : 


In the absence of quantities the present duties are extended; the rates are 
supposed to be the equivalent of existing ad valorem. 


The existing ad valorem is 30 per cent. upon one class and 40 per 
cent. upon the other. In another note the expert says : 

The proposed change from ad valorem to specific rates is believed to be a re- 
duction of dats. 

If Senators will look at the testimony taken before the Senate com- 
mittee in 1888, on page 1077, they will find, according to the paper 
which I have before me, that the rates proposed here now would be 
equivalent to about 70 per cent. ad valorem. I make this statement, 
I desire to say, without having made the calculations myself, but they 
have been made by a gentleman who is an expert in these matters, for- 
merly clerk of the Ways and Means Committee of the House, in whose 
judgment and accuracy I have great confidence. If that be so, there 

. would be an increase in the duty collected under this paragraph, based 
upon the importations of the year 1889, of about a million and a half 
wf dollars, hecause these importations are very large, as Senators will 
see by looking at the tables. I regret that I have not that Senate testi- 
mony before me. I supposed it wasat my desk, but I am not able to 
lay my hands upon it at this moment. However, I refer the Senator 
from Rhode Island to that page, page 1077. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will say to the Senator from Kentucky that it is 
a statement made by Mr. Bemis, which he afterwards admitted him- 
self wasa mistake. The matter has been discussed in the Senate sev- 
eraltimes. The gentleman making the statement, in a letter to the 
committee, which the Senator will find in the testimony, also stated 
that he had made a mistake in the priceof burlaps. The Senator him- 
self is aware, I suppose, that the price of burlaps is at least 5 cents a 
pound, or in the neighborhood of 5 cents a pound, and has been for 
a series of years; so that 30 per cent, would be a centand a halfa pound. 
But I think recently the price hasbeen in the neighborhood of 6 cents 
apound. I have no donbt myself that the rate of 1% cents, based on 
the price of last year, is a reduction in rate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What about the 2 cents a pound ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two cents a pound makes that pay 40 per cent. ; 
and on my motion that clause has been stricken out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That has been now stricken out ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator does not insist that it is not an in- 
crease? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do insist that it is not an increase on the price 
for the past two or three years, 

Mr. CARLISLE. One and five-eighths cents per pound is pretty 
nearly 40 per cent. upon an article worth 5 cents, while the present 
rate of duty is 30 per cent. ad valorem. It can not, therefore, be a de- 


er 


ease. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have somewhere a statement of the price of bur- 
laps for a series of years. I said, or intended to say, that for the past 
year or two the average price has been over6 centsa pound. Of course, 
at 6 cents a pound, 30 per cent, would be 1.8, which is considerabl 
*above the rate proposed by the committee. I have a statement whic 

I will insert in the Reoorp giving the price for a number of years. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator have it inserted in the RrcorpD? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 4, 


dered on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey, the roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). By the same transfer of 
pairs that was announced on the last roll-call, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ The 
Senator trom New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT] will also vote. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce the 
pair of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton] with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. PowER]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I do not see the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] here, and if agreeable to the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] we will both vote, the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR] and the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER] being paired upon this vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the jun, 
ior Senator from: Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MorRILL]. I suggest to the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wot- 
coTT]. if it is agreeable to him, to transfer our pairs and vote. I vote 
“ee yea. ” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. My colleague [Mr. CALL] is temporarily absent from 
the Chamber, and I wish to announce that he is paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN}. 

Mr. RANSOM. Did the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with him. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—2%A., 
Hearst, Reagan, 
Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
McPherson, Van 
Morgan, 
Pasco, 
Pugh, 

NAYS—3l, 


I am paired with the 


Bate, 


Berry, 
Blodgett, 
Carlisle, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 


Colquitt, 
Eustis, 
Faulkner, 
Gorman, 
Gray, Walthall, 
Harris, Wilson of Md, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, 
Blair, 
Cameron, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dawes, 


Hoar, 
McMillan, 
Mitchell, 
Pi . 


Stewart. 
Stockbridge, 
Teller, 
Washburn 
Wilson of Towa, 
Wolcott. 


Barbour, 


Ransom, 
Blackburn, 


Gneudier, Selnoet Nevada, 
Daniel, Kenna, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Incompliance with the request made by the Senator 
from Kentucky I will put in the Recorp the price paid for burlaps for a 
series of years, from 1874 down to the present time. The average price 
is 7 cents: 

PRICE OF BURLAP. 


The ave price of 10}-ounce burlap (the anne of all grades) per pound 
in Dundee cele the month of January since 1874, as given by a ~— 
sumer, was about 7 cents, upon which the duty at 30 per cent. ad valorem would 
be 2.1 cents per pound, 


Mr. CARLISLE. _Is that the foreign price or the domestic price ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The foreign price. I have also a statement here 
from Mr. Bemis,which I would have inserted if the Senator cared for 
it, showing that the prices which he gave were for 8-ounce burlaps, 
and the price for a pound would be double the price which he named 
for 8 ounces, showing that his statement was necessarily incorrect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
348, Bags for grain made of burlaps, 2 cents per pound. 
ph 349 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed to 
amend the paragraph on page 81, line 19, by striking out ‘‘six-tenths’’ 
and i **three-tenths cents;’’ and in line 21, by striking out 
“‘eight-tenths ’’ and inserting ‘‘ five-tenths ;’’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

349. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
covering cotten, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts, 
valued at 6 cents or less per square a. 1.3 cents per square yard; valued at 
more t 6 cents per square yard, 1.5 cents per square yard. 

Mr. VANCE. If in order, I move to strike out the whole paragraph, 
—a of transferring this article to the free-list when it is 
reached, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rules, the question must 
be first taken on the motion to amend before the question is taken on 
the motion to strike out. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I move to strike out this item, as I 
have said, with the intention at the proper time of having it placed upon 
the free-list. I think there is quite as much justice in this as there 
was in transferring the twine used by the Western farmers to the free- 
list or striking it out with that intention. In fact, there is justice in 
doing both. The other wasa very proper vote, andI stand by it. Itis 
stated that the consumption of binding-twineamounts to about $10, 000, - 
000, The importation of this jute bagging tor the purpose of envelop- 
ing cotton is about 800,000 pounds, The amount consumed at home 
is the amount that is required to envelop 7,000,000 bales of cotton. I 
have not the means of stating the entire consumption, and therefore 
have not the means of ascertaining the amount that is manufactured 
in this country, but much the greater portion of it is made in this coun- 
try, and it would be made and can be made now, with free jute as the 
raw material, as cheaply as it is done in Great Britain or India or any- 
where else. So there will be no longer any necessity to keep this duty 
up upon this indispensably necessary article, and the amount of it, I am 
sure, would not be anything as great as the amount from which we have 
relieved the grain-growers. 

Senators will all remember the trust which was formed in this arti- 
cle two years ago, by which the price was put up from about 6 cents a 
yard to about 13 or 14 cents a yard on the farmers by means of a trust. 
They managed to break the back-bone of that trust at a very great sac- 
rifice. They resorted to all kinds of materials for covering their cot- 
ton in order to avoid buying from the trust. They covered it with 
material made of pine straw in a great measure; they covered it with 
material made from the fiber of the okra plant, and in the greatest 
number of instances they covered it with material made from cotton 
which was worth from 10 to 12 cents a pound, and of course it was a 
great sacrifice tothem. As that material was not acceptable to the 
Liverpool Cotton Exchange, they snffered because their cotton was not 
bound as the exchange required it to be bound, 

For these reasons | think this amendment ought to be adopted, and 
this article ought to be transferred to the free-list, unless we openly 
acknowledge that we intend to show partiality to the grain-growers ot 
the West over the cotton-growers of the South, and unless we further 
acknowledge that we intend to keep this tariff upin order that the jate- 
bagging trust may hold this tariff ix terrorem over the farmers, to in- 
crease the prices whenever it is found they can not develop their crop 
in any other way by materials so good and so cheap; and for these rea- 
sons I hope and trust this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina, as I understand it, is offered with a view of hereafter 
moving to put cotton-bagging upon the free-list. 1 donot think asin- 
gle reason can be given by any Senator why binding-twine should go 
upon the free-list which will not apply with equal force to cotton-bag- 
ging. Both of these articles are made almost of the same materials. 
They are made from jute-grass, and both of them are used for protect- 
ing and taking care of a crop—one the wheat crop and the other the 
cotton crop. 

In both of these articles it is agreed that there has been a trust formed, 
or a combination to increase the price of each of them. 

It is alleged that it was done in the case of binding-twine, and there 
is not a Senator on this floor who does not know that in 1888 there was 
a trust formed in jute bagging. The price theretotore had been about 
7 cents a yard, and under that price it cost for each bale of cotton about 
50 cents for bagging. This trust combined to force the price up to 13 
and 14 cents a yard by which the price of each bale was made to be 
about $1, thereby taking upon the 6,000,000 bales of cotton in round 
numbers which were raised in the South in that year by increasing the 
price of cotton- bagging $3,000,000 over and above what it would have 
been but for that combination and that trust. 

I was gratified to see awhile ago the Senate, upon a yea-and-nay 
vote by 34 to 24, say that the trust in binding-twine should not exist. 
They said in other words that they had forfeited all rights to claim to 
be protected by the Congress of the United States. and that thereafter 
binding-twine should be free. That was a just vote; that was a right 
vote. It occurs to me that it is almost the only vote that a majority 
of this Senate has cast in the interest of the farmers and grain-growers 
of this country since this bill has been considered, and I am gratified 
at it; but I sincerely that those who have united together to 
strike down that trust will unite with the cotton-growers of the South, 
so that this cotton-bagying trust shall also be stricken down. 

For these reasons, I hope the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from North Carolina will be adopted by the Senate. 

. she PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
on? 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
ou and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

© ro 


Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce the 
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transfer of my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. Hamp- 
TON } to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], and [ vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILi], and should vote “‘ yea’? if he 
were here. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Under the arrangement 
stated on the last vote between the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
WALTHALL] and myself we may vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Drxon], if I can have his attention, is paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I propose to let the pair 
stand between the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALr] and the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. HAMpron], and the Senator from Rhode 
Island and [ will both vote. 

Mr. DIXON. I have already transferred my pair. 

Mr. RANSOM. Allright. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hag], or I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. The Senator from North Caro 
lina [Mr. RANsoM] and I can change our pairs. 

Mr. RANSOM. Very well. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then I vote “ nay.”’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

‘Mr. RANSOM. Under the arrangement announced by the Senato: 
from Washington, I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the junior Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
Wo tcott] that if agreeable to him he and [ can transfer our pairs and 
vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote “ nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire if my name is recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is anerror. I am paired with the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], and therefore withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with 
draws his vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN], whom I do not see in his seat, and unless my vote is nec- 
essary to make a quorum I wish to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not required. 

Mr. EVARTS. I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—24, 


[ am paired with 


[ am paired with the 


Very well. 
I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


Bate, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, Daniel, McPherson, Vance, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Pasco, Vest, 
Carlisle. Gorman, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gray, Ransom, Walthall, 
Coke, Harris, Reagan, Wilson of Md 
NAYS—31. 

Aldrich, Dixon, Mitchell, Squire, 
Allen, Frye, Moudy, Stewart, 
Allison, Hawley, Pierce, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Higgins, Platt, Teller, 
Cameron, Hiscock, Plumb, Washburn, 
Casey, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, eation, Wolcott. 
Dawes, MeMillan, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—29. 
Barbour, Edmunds, Hearst, Pettigrew, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Ingalls, Power, 
Brown, Evarts, Kenna, Sherman, 
Butler, Farwell, Manderson, Spooner, 
Call, George, Morgan, Stanford. 
Chandler, Gibson, Morrill, 
Davis, Hale, Paddock, 
Dolph, Hampton, Payne, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 350 was read, as follows: 

350. Flax gill-netting, nets, webs, and seines, when the thread or twine of 
which they arecomposed is made of yarn ofa number not higher than 20, 15 cents 
per pound and 3% per cent. ad valorem ; when made of threads or twines the 
yarn of which is finer than No. 20, 25 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad va 
lorem, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move a modification, to strike out ‘'5’’ after 
**90,’’ in line 2 of page 82, and strike out ‘‘35’’ in the same line and 
insert ‘‘40;’’ so as to read: ‘‘20 cents per pound and 30 per cent. ad 
valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pvro tempore. 

The SECRErARY. 


The amendmest will be stated. 
It is proposed to strike out ‘‘5’’ after ‘‘20,’’ in line 
**35”"’ and to insert 


2, page 82, and in the same line to strike out 
‘* 40,’ so that the clanse will read: 


350. Flax gill-netting, nets, webs, and seines, when the thread or twine of 
which they are composed is made of yarn of a number not higher than 20, 15 
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cents per pound and 35 per cent.ad valorem; when made of threads or twines 
the yarn of whieh is finer than No. 20,20 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad 
valorem 

Mr. CARLISLE. This is a very large increase over the existing 
rates, and my impression is, from hearing the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that it is a still farther increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. He certainly did not propose to raise the ad va- 


lorem rate? 

Mr, ALDRICH. It does, and reduces the specific rate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It reduces it 5 cents a pound and increases the 
ad valorem 5 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The effect of that would be on all yarns or seines 
below a dollar a pound in value to reduce the rate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In either event, with or without the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, it is a very large increase 
over the existing rates. I see the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Do_pn] 
has’ presented and had printed an amendment to this paragraph, but 
he does not seem to be present to press its consideration. I move to 
amend the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island by 
striking out the entire specific rate in both cases and making an ad 
valorem rate of 25 per cent. on all these articles, which is the present 
law. The only reason stated by the committee or by the expert is: 

This isa change from ad valorem to compound duty and is made necessary 
for the protection of domestic industries. 

There seems to have been a very small importation of these articles 
under the existing law, only $32,683.51 worth during the year 1889, 
and without discussing the matter at all I submit the amendment and 
desire to have a vote upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be ; 

The Cuter CLerk. In line 2, page 82, after the word ‘‘ twenty,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘25 cents per pound and 35 per cent, ad 
valorem ’’ and insert ‘' 25 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. In both clauses, and I am willing to take the 
vote on both at the same time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thetwoamendments will be treated 
asone question. Ifthere be no objection, the question is on the amend- 
ment 

‘The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 351 was read, as follows: 

351. Linen hydraulic hose, madein whole or in part of flax, hemp, or jate, 20 
cents per pound 

Paragraph 352 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, in paragraph 352, page 82, line 11, after the word 
*‘yarn,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen”? and insert “‘ten;’’ so as to read: 

852. Oijl-cloth for floors,stam ped, painted, or printed, including linoleum, corti- 
cene, cork-carpets, figured or plain, and all other oil-cloth (except silk oil-cloth), 
and water-proof cloth, not specially provided for in this act, valued at 25 cents 
or less per square yard, 40 per cent. ad valorem; val@ed above 25 cents per 
square yard, 10 cents per square yard and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. GORMAN, I move the following as a substitute for the entire 
paragraph. 

352, Oil-cloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, and on all otheroil-cloth 
(except silk of-eloth), and on water-proof cloth not otherwise provided fer, 40 
per cent, ad valorem. 

The amendment | offer is the existing law, which.has been found in 
the past te be ample to protect all of our manufacturers in this country, 
as I understand, At all events the importations have fallen off very 
largely in 1889 as compared with 1888 and previous years. The 
osition of the Finance Committee was and the bill as it came from the* 
House is a very large and unnecessary increase in this article, in my 
judgment. Theamendment I offer is simply the existing law, the act 
of 1883. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 353 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 
page 82, line 13, after the word “‘ bleached,’’ to strike out: 

Linens, ducks, canvas, handkerchiefs, or other woven Rnsien, comet ot 
flax or hemp, or of which either of them shall be the compenent ot chief 
value, containing 100 or more threads to the square inch, counting either the 
warp or filling, and not s ally provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad 'valo- 
rem; Provided, That until January 1, 1894, such bleached linens, ducks, canvas, 

kerchiefs, or other woven fabrics shall be subject to a duty of 35 per cent. 
ad valorem in lieu of the duty herein provided. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Linen cloth containing not less than 100 threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and filling, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


So as to make the clause read: 


358. Thrown and bleached linen cloth, containing not less than 100 threads to 
the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was tostrike out 
paragraphs 370 and 371 as originally numbered, as follows: 


870. Brown and bleached linens, ducks, SS 
fabrics, composed of flax or hemp, or of which either of them be the com- 
ponent material of chief value, containing less than 100 threads to the square 
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inch,counting either the warp or filling, and flax or hemp yarns insize of twelve 
jea or coarser, and not specially provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound and 
50 per cent, ad valorem. Bleached shirt and collar linen cloth not Jess than 35 
inches nor more than 37 inches in width, containing 75 threads or more to the 
square inch, counting either warp or filling, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

371. All manufactures of jute, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per 
cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Paragraph 354 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 
page 83, line 18, after the words ‘‘ad valorem,”’ to strike out: 


Shirts, and all articles of wearing apparel of every description, composed 
wholly or in part of linen, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


So as to read: 
354. Collars and cuffs, composed entirely of cotton, 15 cents per dozen pieces 


and 35 per cent. ad valorem; composed in whole or in part of linen, 39 cents 
per dozen pieces and 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator rise to this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. I rise to make a motion, and also to speak to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object to the 
amendment ? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

The amendment was agreed tc. 

Mr. VEST. I move tostrike out, in line 16, of page 83, in this para- 
graph 354, the words ‘‘ 15 cents per dozen pieces and 35,’’ and to insert 
in lieu thereof ‘*30;’’ so as to read, ‘‘30 per cent, ad valorem.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 16, page 83, it is to strike out 
the words ‘‘15 cents per dozen pieces and 35,’’ and to insert ‘‘ 30;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

354. Collars and cuffs, composed entirely of cotton, 30 per cent.ad valorem ; 


composed in whole orin part of linen, 30 cents per dozen piecesand 35 per cent. 
ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I move, in lines 17 and 18—and it may be considered 
one motion—to strike out ‘‘30 cents per dozen pieces and 35’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘40;’’ so as to read ‘‘ 40 per cent. ad valorem. ”’ 

The Curer CLerx. In line 17, page 83, after the word ‘‘linen,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘30 cents per dozen pieces and 35’’ and to 
insert ‘‘40;’’ so.as to read: 

Composed in whole or in part of liuen, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. The articles enumerated in this clause have heretofore 
been embraced in the basket clause under the jute schedule, and the 
duty upon them under existing law without distinction as to the grades 
has been 40 per cent., is now 40 percent. This isan increase here from 
50 to 75 per cent. over the presentlaw. The Senator from New Jersey 
has a statement by an expert showing the exact increase upon the dif- 
ferent classes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If theSenator from Missouri will permit me, 
you take it on cotton collars and cuffs costing 50 cents per dozen, a duty 
of 15 cents and 35 per cent. is equal to 65 per cent.; costing 60 cents 
per dozen, a duty of 15 cents and 35 per cent. is equal te 60 per cent. ; 
75 cents per dozen, a duty of 15 cents and 35 per cent. is equal to 53.6 
per cent. ; on collars and eufls costing $1 per dozen, a duty of 15 cents 
nee) Daren wie oN igen hana ae 
linen, at 75 cents per dozen, a duty of 30 cents and 35 per cent. is 
equal to 75 per cent.; at $1 per dozen, a duty of 30 cents and 35 per 
cent. is equal to 65 per cent.; at $1.25 per dozen, a duty of 30 cents 
and 35 per cent. is equal to 59 per cent. ; on collars and cuffs, all linen, 
at $1.50 per dozen, a duty of 30 cents and 35 per cent. is equal to 55 
per cent. ; at $2 per dozen, a duty of 30 cents and 35 per cent. is equal 
to 50 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. In the testimony taken before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House in 1888 I find that this industry exists in 
Troy, N. Y. That is the seat of it, and, according to the statement of 
a gentleman engaged in it, it has been a remarkably successful enter- 
prise. I quote from their own statements: 

Har ind of and America was incons 
while at present the sales of te collar and shirt en of Trop are 
a Meinl At, which theme thes our arowth ia within the last twenty 
years and that we are practically an infant industry which has really grown 
without protection. 


So itappears that for twenty years these gentlemen have been without 

and they have grown pheno nenally. Here is the statement 

of their financial condition contained in their own testimony. They 
state that: 


of wages, 44) cent. of sales and 60 per cent.of cost. The 15} 
per cent. iaieeenibaanae of busine ss, on investment, ete., and 


what profit there may be. 
The evidence shows that they went on in this phenomenally pros- 
way until 1887, when they hal a strike. They em a 
_ number of women and children; but they had a 


strike, they 
say that that strike called attention to their y in the United 
States—for it amounted to that—attracted the baleful attention of the 


German importers, and they immediately came to for relief, 
and have got it in the enormous increase which we see in this present 
bill. 


What pretext there can be for taxing every man, woman, and child 
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in the United States who uses a common cotton collar or cuff 2} or 3 
cents passes my comprehension. 

Here is an industry established twenty years age. Here is a table 
which shows that they have made in a single year over $5,000, 000 as in- 
terest on their plant and to their profit account, after paying their wages; 
and yet they must come to the Congress of the United States and de- 
mand protection. 

I am unable to find what theamount of importations from Germany 
was, They were included with other articles under the jute schedule 
and not classified; but upon the very face of their own statement it is 
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paragraph. After the word ‘‘ruchings,’’ in line 1, on page 84, I move to 
insert ‘‘all of the above-named articles:’’ and after the word ‘‘fiber,”’ 
at the end of the same line, to insert ‘‘or of which these substances o1 
either of them or a mixture of anvof them is the component material 
| of chief value. ’ 

| The PRESIDENT pro tem; rhe amendment w e stated. 
The Cuter CLerK. In paragraph 355, on page 84, line 1, after the 
| word ‘‘ruchings,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘all ot the ve-named ar 
| ticles,’’ and after the word “‘fiber,’’ in the same line, to insert ‘or 
| of which these substances or either of them or a: ture of any of 


shown that this is not an infant industry; that it does not need pro- | 


tection; thatitis old, established, hoary, full-grown, and the only pur- 
of it can be to increase the profits of the manufacturers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. ; 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce the 
transfer of my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMP- 
TON ] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], and I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morn], or I should vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], or I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis}. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish again to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. CALL] with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW }. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE}. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. BAr- 
nour], who I understand has not voted, and therefore I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. EVARTS (after voting in the negative). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. If he has not voted I shall 
withdtaw my vote, unless my vote is necessary to make a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is not yet recorded. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then my vote may stand. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. TELLER}, 
who is temporarily absent, and I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. Has the Senator trom North Daketa [Mr. Casey ] 
voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PASCO. 
I vote “‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29; as follows: 


I am paired with the 
I am paired with the 


I am paired with him, but in order to make a quorum 


YEAS—17. 
Bate, Daniel, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Turpie, 
Coke, McPherson, Vance, 
Colquitt, Pasco, Vest, 
‘ NAYS—29, 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Frye, Moody, Washburn, 
Cameron, Hale, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hawley, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Dawes, oar, Sherman, 
Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Squire. 
ABSENT—33. 
Barbour, Edmunds, Ingalls, Platt, 
Berry, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Kenna, Power, 
Blair, George, Manderson, I i 
Brown, Gibson, Morgan, Spooner, 
Butler, Gray. Morrill, Stanford, 
Call, Hampton, Paddock, Teller, 
Carlisle, Harris, Payne, Walthall, 
Casey, Hearst, Pettigrew, 
Davis, Hiscock Pierce, 
So the amendment was rejected, 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 355, on page 83, line 23, after 
the word ‘‘articles,’’ to insert “‘and articles wrought by hand or ma- 
chinery, embroidered and hem-stitched handkerchiefs;’’ so as to read: 


D5. edgings, embroideries, insertings, neck rufflings, ruchings, trim- 
mings, tuck Jace window-curtains, and other similar tamboured articles, 
and articles wrou by hand or machi ,em and hem-stitehed 
handkerchiefs articles made wholly or in part of lace, rufflings, tuckings, 


or ruchings. composed of flax, cotton, othe, table fiber, 
ctoltg. goustiind ton tn thinoan Aheee cent, ——- sehen tine’ 


Mr. ALDRICH. I have some other amendments to submit to that 


them is the component material ‘of chief value 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr.ALDRICH. Then I move to add to the same para 


4 aph the pro- 
| viso which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
i 
| 


| 


The CHieFr CLERK. 


It is proposed to add to the paragraph the fol- 
lowing proviso 


Provided, That on what are known commercially as Hamburg edgings, and 
embroideries composed of cotton, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a 
duty of 69 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Now, if the Senator from Rhode Island has perfected 
this amendment so as to suit the committee, I want to call attention, 
without much hope that it will result in any action by way of redress, 
to some facts in regard to this taxation. 

It will be noticed that this clause includes the cheaper articles of 
embroideries, laces, and ornamentations that are made out of cotton, 
flax,‘or jute. Asa matter of course, they are used by persons in the 
lower—or, to change the word, the poorer conditions of life. They are 
cheap articles. They are as much in demand or more in demand than 
are the more expensive articles, because there are a large number of 
persons who are compelled to use them. 

Mr. PLATT. What are the more expensive laces made of? 

Mr. VEST. They are made of silk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. VEST. Some are made of linen and some of silk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. I knowit has been contended upon this floor repeatedly 
that these articles are the most expensive 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are. 

Mr. VEST. Itis true that one grade of them is and it is true that 
another grade of them is not. Much the larger portion of the impor- 
tation is of the cheaper variety. It is true that there are some very 
expensive articles of this kind which are made partly of silk and partly 
of linen, which are imported into this country, but much the largest 
importation that is brought into the United States is of the very cheap 
articles, 

If Senators will turn to paragraph 394 they will see that upon laces 
and embroideries, neck rufflings and ruchings, clothing, ready-made, 
etc., and articles of wearing apparel of every description, including 
knit goods, manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, of which 
silkis thecom ponent material of chief value, there isan increase of duty 
of 10 per cent. From 50 to 60 per cent. is the increase. But when we 
take up paragraph 355 there is an increase there in the articles named 
from 30 to 60 per cent. Why is that difference made? Why is there 
only an increzse in the one case of 10 per cent. and in the other of 30 ? 
I do not see that it comes from the amount imported, because under 
the importation this year as given in the tables accompanying para- 
graph 394, there is an importation in value amounting to $4,881,- 
312.17 as to one grade and of $717,191.30 as to the other, whereas, as 
te the importations of the articles included in paragraph 355, they 
range from $10,235 to $5,243,183.52, one of the intermediate classes be- 
ing $1,479,242. 57 and one $4,819,728, 36. 

The importation under the silk schedule is nearly as great, or within 
a fraction as great, as the importation of the highest grades under para 
graph 355, and the increase of duty in the one case is 10 per cent. and 
in this it is 30 per cent. It is one of the mysteries of tariff taxation 
which I suppose can not be explained. I will make no motion about 
it, for of course it would be voted down if I did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of the proviso which I have just offered 
is to reduce the rates in the paragraph before the amendment was of. 
fered upon the classes of embroidery and laces which the Senator from 
Missouri has just been alluding to, that is, the cheaper and more com- 
mon kinds of cotton embroideries. The effect of that amendment is 
substantially to restore the existing rates upon that class, leaving the 
rates upon all the higher classes of linen and cotton laces and embroid- 
eries at 60 per cent. If there is anything in this world upon which a 
high rate of duty ought to be placed it is upon these articles. 

Mr. VEST. I do not object to the rates upon the higher classes, but 
only to the rates upon the lower. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The proviso I have just offered covers the lower 
classes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have received a petition which I ask may be printed. 
It may probably have been sent to all the members of this body, al 
though the signatures to it are written apparently by the persons them- 
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sclves whose names appear appended, which I will read, as it relates to 
this paragraph: 
To the Senators of the Uniled States, Washington, D.C. : 

We, the subseribers to the following petition, would respectfully ask your 
cones to.the clause Schedule J, No. 355, of the tariff bill, now under dis- 
cussion, 

The bill increases the duty on cotton embroideries, edgings, insertions, and 
laces to 60 per cent.—the present rate is 40 per cent.—being an increase of 50 per 
cent, on the amount of duty to be eaitectedl evar the present rate. 

We heartily believe in fair protection to American manufactures. 

We are manufacturers of ladies’ and children’s underwear and clothing and 
of jace, made-up articles of women’s and children’s wear, employing many 
thousands of industrious and intelligent workwomen and young girls, and dis- 
tributing many millions of dollarsin wages yearly amongstthem. We believe 
that the Senate has no intention to pass any law which would have an injurious 
effect upon such established American manufacturing interestsas we represent. 

There are at least four hundred manufacturers of our classes of sin the 
Un/Ved States, employing an aggregate of at least sixty thousand workwomen, 
nearly all of whom earn excellent wages, and who are often the chief bread- 
winners and support of their homes; that their wages are high is proved by the 
fact that a strike for any cause has never been known amongst them or con- 
sidered, the chief difficulty we as manufacturers experience being the scarcity 
of efficient workers. ° 

These industries as they exist to-day are prosperous and profitable, and we 
can well hold our own against all importations from Europe of the same or 
similar classes of goods. 

‘The success or failure of our various interests depends entirely upon a proper 
supply of the necessary materials which enter into our manufactures, 

f e chief articles which we use are cotton embroideries and laces; they form 
the principal trimming of every garment we manufacture, and without which 
our industries would cease to exist; they are the cheapest and most beautiful 
adornments which can be used, and there are no others which can take their 
place, 

There is not one yard of these indispensable materials manufactured in Amer- 
ica, and we are informed on the most unquestionable authority and know from 
our own personal experience that they can not be made here even if the duty 
was placed at 100 per cent. 

Any increase of duty, therefore, upon goods of such vital importance to the 
well-being of our interests would injure us just to that extent, and we candidly 
believe would give the opportunity to European manufacturers to supply our 
markets with their products, theirs costing them nothing more than formerly, 

whilst ours would cost us from 10 to 20 per cent. more. 

We respectfully ask you to allow the duty upon these descriptions of goods 
to remain as itis. Any increase would cause us to reduce our production, and 
reduced production means lessened employment, 

if there were -_ embroideries or laces manufactured in this country, there 
might be reasonable grounds for a change of tariff, but there is not a yard, not 
a dollar's worth made here; any increase of the tariff therefore is directly hos- 
tile to our interests and will do us injury, and, we fear, will result in many 
thousands of our work-people being thrown out of employment. : 

The volume of sales of our aggregated industries is close upon forty or fifty 
millions of dollars yearly, about equal to the entire silver crop of the country; 
it is too large an interest to be jeopardized and gives more beneficent and 
wholesome employment to a class of people who would be very badly off with- 
out it than any other combination of manufacturing interests existing. 

There is an impression abroad that these goods are chiefly used by the rich, 
and they are apt to be classified as luxuries; itisan erroneous one; the richas a 
rule do not use them; the mass of consumers are the middle classes, what we 
may call ‘the people,” the wives and daughters of tradesmen, mechanics, and 
artisans, 

And your petitioners will ever pray, etc. 


I have had sent to me a similar petition from Chicago, and one also 
from Baltimore, and the person who sends them to me says they are 
signed by reputable people, although they are importers, which, of 
course, is not to their credit. 

Mr, ALLISON. Why not? 

Mr. PLUMB, The Senator from Iowa asks why not. I have had, 
in letters and otherwise, the statements made to me by manufacturers 
that the importers are a bad lot of people, that they are of bad morals, 
and enemies of the public interests and the public weal. I have heard 
the statement made very much stronger than that by a manufacturer 
of the State of Pennsylvania, who characterized them in gross as men 
entirely unworthy of credit or of belief, and he said they ought not to 
be permitted to be citizens of this free Republic. 

Now, Mr. President, if the statements of this petition be true—I do 
not know anything about it and these people may be all unworthy of 
credit—it would seem as though there was an effort made to destroy the 
manufacturing interests for the benefit of somebody, whose interest 
does not quite appear. I will ask that the petition with these names 
a, go into the Recorp. 

hile I am upon my feet—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr, VANCE. It I correctly understood the proviso offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, which he said included all the cheaper 
grades of these articles, it does not include those made of jute, and I 
should like to ask him if there are any costly laces, edgings, curtains, 
etc,, made of jute that should be classed among the higher priced arti- 
cles, the higher-taxed articles which are included in this paragraph? 
I ask if there are any costly articles made of jute. I do not know of 
them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some of these are costly articles, but very few that 
are made of jute. tS 

Mr. VANCE. Is not the great bulk of the articles made of jute very 
cheap? 

Mr. ALDRICH, These embroideries are not made from jute. This 
enly applies to laces and embroideries, 

Mr. VANCE. I asked for information, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Now, I move to strike out the word ‘‘sixty,’’ before 
the words ‘‘ per centum,’’ in line 2, on page 84, and insert ‘40.’? That 
restores the present duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 355, on page 84, line 2, before 
the words ‘‘ per centum,”’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘60’’ and insert 

**40;"’ so as to read ‘‘40 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I have an article which was published in The Boston 
Herald of the 30th day of last month, the accuracy of the main state- 
mentof which is substantiated by an editorial article, which I read in 
a paper the name of which I can not recollect, but it relates to the cot- 
ton interest and is published in New York by a gentleman named 
Bennett, I believe. The article is headed ‘‘ Capitalizing the profits,’’ 
and it is as follows: 

Apropos to the statement than comes by Associated Press from Providence, 
R. L., that two or three prominent English capitalists are there making an in- 
vest jon of the wo mills in the vicinity of that city for the purpose of 
purchasing the same, it is interesting to read a short communication in the 
American Wool Reporter from its correspondent in Bradford, England, to the 
effect that Mr. Charles Fletcher, of Providence, is offering his worsted mills to 
a syndicate in England on a basis of £850,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH, If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, that 
statement was put into the Recorp the other day, and I had read an 
interview with Mr. Fletcher denying it entirely and conclusively. 

Mr. PLUMB. This statement is referred to ina paper, a marked 
copy of which was sent me and indorsed with a very complimentary 
notice of Mr. Fletcher. I was told yesterday or the day before vester- 
day by a gentleman who is in the trade that the works had been prac- 
tically sold to a combination of American people at three millions and 
a half, and that they had succeeded, as they supposed, in unloading the 
property on to some English people at about four and a half million 
dollars. But the part of the statement as to the sale is not material. 
Its profits arestated by Mr. Fletcher, according to this article, to have 
been as follows: 

In 1887, $334,249.58; 1888, $422,903.99; 1889, $171,908.41. 


It is also stated in this article that Mr. Fletcher began business in 
Rhode Island a few years ago with no capital at all at his command, 
and that he has arrived at this state of fortune, which no one be- 
grudges him, I take it, in a very short space of time; but I doubt if 
any of Mr. Fletcher’s customers made an equivalent sum during that 
same period of time. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that we are running the risk here oi 
taking the improvident and lack-luster manufacturers and using them 
as the basis of legislation which the more competent and careful and 
skillful people do not need. 

I have a letter from a firm in Chicago which I will read which covers 
this general subject and which illustrates the point I have just referred 
to. It is as follows: 

SEPTEMBER 2, 1890. 


Dear Sm: Referring to the McKinley tariff bill, ye to increase the 
ad valorem duty from 35 per cent. to 40 per cent., and add $1.25 per dozen specific 
duty to cotton underwear. Take, for instance, French Balb n underwear 
that costs in France $2.69 per dozen. Theduty as pro by this bill amounts 
on this article to $2.32 per dozen. The raw material from which this article is 
com is ian cotton, and is admitted to this country free of charge. 
The cost of manufacturing it in this country would not exceed 75 cents per 
dozen, and the including freight, to the home manufacturer of the material 
which composes this article would not exceed 1 per cent. over the cost to the 
French manufacturer, The systematic methods in vogue in factories in this 
country enable smmeese ee accomplish at least 50 per cent. more work than 
similar institutions in ce. 

Nearly this entire amount direct tothe pockets of the manufacturers and 
comes out of the pockets of laboring classes. These same remarks apply as 
justly to the duties on hosiery. 

If the policy of our Government is to legislate for the manufacturers, then 
this is right, but our impressions were that the policy of our Government was 
b to the number. 

Our know of manufacturers in this country ves that the enterprising 
ones succeed, while the fail. This appliesto merchantsas well. If we 
legislate for the benefit of the former, why not — out this same policy and 
guaranty success to the latter? They certainly n the same paternal care. 


Yours, truly, 
WILSON BROTHERS. 

Hon. Preston B. PLume, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

I want to say in regard to this matter that it seems to me we are leg- 
islating on two bases. en we prefer certain classes of 
manufactures againstothers, and in second place, when we come to 
consider the manufacturers, we do not consider the class who have made 
large profits Se aadin totes tai under the present legislation, 
but we adapt our ~ islation ee read halt and we lame = the =. 
whereby possibly they may in motion, but at the expense o 
aoe profits to those who carry on business in a provident and sat- 
isfactory way, and at the same time in a way that puts unusual and 
uo burdens upon the consumer. 

Mr. RICH. I will read again, because the Senator from Kan- 
sas was not in when I read it before, an extract from an interview with 
Mr. Fletcher, published in the Providence Journal a few days ago, in 
which he said, referring to this that he could not imagine how 
the report ted, for it was lly untrue in every particular. 

Mr. PLUMB. The question is as to whether Mr. Fletcher—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas has already 
spoken once on the pending question. 








1890. 








Mr. EDMUNDS. 
[“‘No, no.””] 

Mr. CULLOM. We do not give unanimous consent to anybody. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB] ? 

The amendment was rejected. 


Let him have unanimous consent to proceed. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | 


Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 356, as follows: 


356. All manufactures of flax, or hemp, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton 
and jute, or of which flax, hemp, or other vegetable tiber, except cotton or jute, 
is the component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 
50 per cent. ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof insert: 


856. All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cot- 
ton, or of which flax, hemp, jute,or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, is the 
component material of chief value, notspecially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, valued at 5cents per pound or less, 2cents per pound; valued above 
5 cents per pound, 4) per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I move to strike out, in line 11, page 84, after 
the word ‘‘ act,’’ all down to the end of the paragraph, and insert *'30 

r cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey pro- 
poses to amend the amendment of the Committee on Finance, as will 
be stated. 

The Cuier CLERK. In paragraph 356, on page 84, line 11, after the 
word “‘ act,’’ itis proposed to strike out ‘‘ valued at 5 cents per pound 
or less, 2 cents per pound; valued above 5 cents per pound, 40,’’ and 
insert ‘‘30;’’ so as to read: 


All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, 
or of which flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the aniendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Schedule K and Schedule L have both been acted 
upon. LIask that we proceed to the consideration of Schedule M, on 

e 98. 

Mr. PASCO. 
schedule of agricultural products, which I ask may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 
read ? 

Mr. PASCO. I only desire to have it printed and lie on the table 
for the present, to be offered hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be printed and 
lie on the table. ‘ 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE M.-—PULP, PAPERS, AND BOOKS, 
Pulp and paper: 

3%. Mechanicaily ground wood pulp, $2.50 per ton dry weight; chemical 
wood pulp, unbleached, $6 per ton dry weight; bleached, $7 per ton dry weight. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee, 
in line 5, page 93, after the word ‘‘pulp,’’ striking out a semicolon 
and inserting a comma, will be agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to inquire why there is an in- 
crease of the duty on wood pulp. What is the necessity for it ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no increase. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There is an increase according to the state- 
ment in the tables reported with the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no increase on the honest valuation of 
wood pulp at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The present duty upon wood pulp of all kinds, me- 
chanically ground, and chemical wood pulp, is 10 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. It is now proposed to impose upon one kind of wood pulp 
$2.50 per ton, upon another $6 per ton, and on another $7 per ton, 
which is an average rate of duty of over $5, whereas my information 
is that the present rate is about a dollar and a half on the average. 
This article comes here at a cost of 1 cent and 6 mills per pound, and 
I know that the persons who are interested in the manufacture of 
paper—some of them, at least—and the publishers of newspapers and 
books who are compelled to buy this paper are very much opposed to 
this increase of duty upon the ground that it will increase the cost, in 
the first place, of the material of which paper is made, and of course 
increase the cost of paper. 

Wyhat I said the other day with regard to endless belts for paper and 
printing machines is equally applicable to this article. 

I move to make the duty 15 per cent. ad valorem upon all these 
articles, which is 50 per cent. higher than the present rate of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will be a large increase over the rate pro- 
Poot. CARLISLE. No 

r. E. Notatall, I will take the risk of its being an 
increase. P 


' ee The Senator may be willing to take the risk, but 
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I desire to submit an amendment to this bill in the 
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Mr. CARLISLE. The expert in the table furnished by the commit- 
tee estimates the duty as equivalent to 18.88 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The expert here takes the valuations which have 
been furnished by the importations through the custom-house, which 
ig a very great and enormous undervaluation on the real value of wood 
pulp. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The present rate is 10 per cent., and my motion is 
to make it 15 per cent., which is an increase of 50 per cent. 

We are constantly hearing about undervaluations. We have passed 
at this session of Congress a very stringent law in regard to the impor- 

tation of all kinds of articles from abroad, and providing for the appoint- 
ment of nine general appraisers whose special duty it 1s to protect the 
eae against undervaluations. These gentlemen are to receive, 
according to my recollection, a salary of $7,000 per annum each, for 
the express purpose of compensating them for preventing these under- 
valuations. We have made other regulations in that administrative 

act, all of which have a tendency, as we supposed, to prevent the un- 
dervaluation of imported goods. 

Now, if upon my proposition to increase the present rate of duty 50 
per cent. with the provisions which arecontained in the administrative 
act and the officials we have provided for to see that that act is prop- 
erly executed, it seems to me the manufacturers of wood pulp ought 
to be content. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Kentucky is certainly mistaken 
in regard to the increase of the duty, for at 1.6 cents, which I am told 
is an undervaluation, the value of the goods would be $35.84 a ton. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Oh, no. 

Mr. SHERMAN. TheSenatorcan compute for himself; 2,240 pounds 
at 1.6 cents would make $35.84, so that the present duty at 10 per 
cent. is $3.58 a ton, and the proposed duty ison one grade $2.50 a ton, 
another $5 per ton, and another $7 per ton. 
figures ? 

| “Mr. CARLISLE. 
| time, was in saying that the present rate was $1.50 aton. The pres- 
| ent rate I intended to say and should have said was $3.50 per ton on 
the average, whereas the rate fixed in this bill would be over $5 a ton 
} on the average. 


{mI mistaken about the 


My mistake, if the Senator will allow me in his 
ei 


That is what I intended to state. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That depends entirely upon the valuation of the 
higher-priced goods, but the average unit of value, as stated in these 

tables, shows that the average duty is $3.58, It seems to me, as the 

greater portion of this is under the cheaper rate, the probability is that 

| it is rather lowering the duty upon these figures, I do not know any 

thing as to the facts, for Iam not familiar with the subject-matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Kentucky 
| indicate the words he desires to have stricken ont and the words he 
proposes to have inserted ? 
| Mr. CARLISLE. All the specific items, I do not enumerate them, 
| I move to strike out, beginning in line 3, after the word ‘* pu!p,’’ the 

words *‘ $2.50 per ton dry weight,’’ and, in line 5, tostrike out *‘ $6 per 
| ton dry weight,’’ and in line 6, ‘‘$7 per tondry weight ’’ and insert 
at the end of the paragraph ‘15 per cent. ad valorem,’’ which will 
apply to all. 

The PRESIDENT pvo tempore. 

The Cuier CLERI 
make it read: 

Mechanically ground wood-pulp 
bleached, 15 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, apropos of the wood-pulp duty, I now 
state that since I made my statement at this desk a moment ago about 
the sale of Mr. Fletcher’s mills I have information which satisties me 
absolutely and unqualifiedly that the mills were sold at about the price 
named, £850,000, and that the statement of earnings which I read 
from this paper was the statement made by the English experts who 
were sent to Providence from Bradford, England, to examine Mr. 
Fleteher’s books, and who reported to the proposed purchasers in Great 
Britain that the earnings were as therein stated, and as the result of 
that the property has been sold and Mr. Fletcher is entirely out of it. 

[ have here a letter from a constituent of mine which embraces some 
other things, who is a merchant in a town in Eastern Kansas, who says 
that the prices of worsted goods which he has been buying have gone 
up by the passage of what is known as the worsted bill—a bill passed 
for the special purpose of correcting the duty imposed by the act of 
1883—the price to him, the purchaser, increased from 16} to 25 pe 
cent. Just what that addition will make, to go into the pockets of the 
English purchasers of Mr. Fletcher’s worsted mills, I do not know; 
but it is expected also that when this bill passes a farther increase of 
at least 25 per cent. will be made upon the cost of those goods, to be 
paid by those who purchase them, 

[ do not wonder that the English people are seeking to buy out at 
wholesale practical American manufacturingestablishments, There is 
no such profitable use of money to be found anywhere in the world as 
is to be found in a large portion of the manufacturing establishments 
in the United States, whose profits, I regret to say, are to be put up, 
not for the benefit of Americans who share the burdens of citizenship, 
but in a large measure for the benefit of Englishmen whose cupidity is 
excited by the enormous profits which these manufacturers are earning, 


The amendment will be stated. 
It is proposed to amend the paragraph so as to 


chemical wood-pulp, unbleached and 
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and they are therefore putting their capital into them in very large 
quantities, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I holdin my hand the foreign quotations of the 
mechanically ground, unbleached and bleached chemical wood paip in 
London, Liverpool, and Hull, Hull being the principal export market 
of the world and all the Norwegian pulp going there for sale. These 
quotations show that the lowest price in Hull of the mechanically 


ground pulp is $20.57 a ton, reducing the English price to American | 


currency, and the highest price is $38.72 a ton. 

Mr. CARLISLE. One is much lower than the import price, and 
the other is a dollar or two higher. 

Mr, ALDRICH, The Senator must see that the rate proposed by the 
committee is less than 10 per cent. The rate is $2.50, which would 
be 10 per cent. on $25 a ton. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That pulp is only worth $20 a ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It includes both grades. The highest quotation 
is £8 dry weight, which is $40, and 10 per cent. of that is $4. The 
Senator from Kentucky proposes to raise it to 15 per cent., which 
would be $6 on pulp which we propose to admit at $2.50 a ton. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I read ashort extract from it, which I will now 
re-read for the benefit of the Senator. Referring to the newspaper re- 
port of the sale, Mr. Fletcher said: 

I could not imagine what caused it, for itis wholly untrue in every particular. 

It may be that Mr. Fletcher does not know whether he has sold his 
mills or not, and I presume he does not, from the statement made by 
the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 
[Putting the question.] The ‘‘ noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a committee amendment, and I think Sen- 
ators voted under a misapprehension. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For which the Chair is not responsi- 
ble. The amendment will be again stated. 

The Curer Crerk. In paragraph 398, on page 98, line 8, after the 


| word ‘‘unsized,’’ the Committee on Finance propose to strike out the 
| word ‘‘used’’ and insert ‘suitable only,’’ and in line 9, after the word 


**newspapers,’’ to strike out ‘‘exclusively:’’ so as to make the para- 


graph read: 


398. Printing paper, unsized, suitable only for books and newspapers, 15 per 


On the unbleached chemical pulp, foreign prices at Hull range from onnh. ad ata 


$48. 40 to $67.76 per ton. Now, the Senator's rates upon those varv 
from $7 to over $10, while the committee proposes $6. 

On bleached chemical pulp the Hull prices vary from $53.24 to $87.12 
perton. On this class the committee propose $7 a ton, and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky proposes to raise those rates to from $8 to $13 a ton. 

I trust that this proposition for such an enormous increase upon this 
article will not prevail. All the producers of wood pulp are satisfied 
with the smal} specific rate which the committee have proposed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the Senator reading from’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am reading from Taylor, Somerville & Co.'s 
Monthly Report on Paper-Making Materials, printed in London. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will take the chance of the rates being increased 
by my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentacky. 

The ameudment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

397. Sheating paper, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereshould be another ‘‘h’’ in the word ‘‘sheat- 
ing’ in that paragraph. Itshbould read ‘‘sheathing paper.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

Paragraph 398 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 
page 98, line 8, alter the word ‘‘ unsized,’’ to strike out “‘used ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ suitable only,’’ and in line 9, after the word *‘ newspapers,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ exclusively;’’ so as to make the paragraph read : 

298. Printing paper, unsized, suitable only for books and newspapers, 15 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to say, in connection with what was said 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] a moment ago, that a few 
days since I stated to the Senate that, according to my information, 
this worsted mill at Providence had been sold, or was about to be sold, 
to au English company or syndicate for £850,000, or something over 
$4,000,000, and that they had exhibited to the purchasers in England 
a statement which satisfied them of the enormous profits the mill was 
making, and I read the account. Thereupon the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr, ALpricn] rose and said the statement was not correct, 
although I had given as my authority a communication in the Ameri- 
can Cotton and Wool Reporter, with some comments by the paper 
itself upon the statement, the paper being a seme pe go and 
friendly to Mr. Fletcher, and yet the Senator rose and said this was 
not a correct statement, and thereupon I said that after that sugges- 
tion, of course, | accepted the proposition that the statement which I 
mide was not correct. I understand the Senator from Kansas now to 
say that he has information which satisfies him that it is correct, and 
the Senater from Rhode Island makes no response to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator came in I read, in response to 
what the Senator from Kansas had said, an extract from the same in- 
terview which I read the other day. I, of course, know nothing about 
the sale in any way, manner, shape, or fashion, and only have the 
statement which is published in the Providence Journal of an inter- 
view with Mr. Fletcher. It may be that Mr. Fletcher does not know 
whether he has sold the mill or not, but Ido not think it is material 
to the question now under consideration whether he has or not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is not material to the question now under con- 
sideration, but I was subjected to some criticism, and perhaps some 
censure, on the part of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
for having used astatement which, as he said, turned out to be untrue. 
I desire to-ray that I made that statement upon information which I 
supposed was correct and that seems to be corroborated from other 
sources which have reached the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I simply denied it, as upon the authority of what 
romeente to be aninterview with Mr. Fletcher himself. 

. CARLISLE. The Senator did not read it the other day, but he 
said that the statement was not correct. 








The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 399 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 
page 95, line 11, before the word ‘‘ paper,’’ to insert ‘‘ printing;’’ in 


line 12, after the word ‘‘for,’’ to strike out “ printing paper, and used 
for printed;’’ and in line 13, after the word ‘* newspapers,’’ to strike 
out *‘ exclusively ;’’ so as to read: 


399. Printing paper, sized or glued, suitable only for books and newspapers, 
2°? per cent. ad valorem. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike out 
paragraph 421 as originally numbered, as follows: 

. , filteri r, silver 
paper and atl tangs paper, white or estaned, weltingone bainel abuyen, 
480 sheets, 12 poundsand under, whether made up in copying reams, or 
in any othertorm, 8 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 15 per cent. ad va- 
lorem ; cigarette paper, 15 cents per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem; plain 

per for photographers’ use, not albuminized or sen[sJitized, 15 percent. ad va- 

orem. 

Mr. PLATT. I want tocall the attention of the Senator having the 
bill in charge to the pa ph which it is proposed to strike out. I 
agree that it is inartificially drawn and that it embraces a lot of dif- 
ferent kinds of paper, which perhaps ought not to be subject to the 
same duty, but there is one thing in it, and that is, copying-paper for 
letter-press books, which I think ought to be protected by such a duty 
as will enable it to be manufactured in the United States. Itisa 
very large industry and we ought to make that paper in the United 
States. I see that has been transferred over on the next page and put 
at 25 per cent. ad valorem, which I do not think is enough. Though 
I make no objection to the striking out of this paragraph now, I want 
to call the attention of the committee to it, in the hope that in some 
way they will put a proper duty on copying-paper. There isa gentle- 
man in my State who has a mill ready to start to run upon it, but he 
can not carry on the business under the present duty, nor, I suppose, 
under a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. It is a very high species of 
mannfacture. 

Mr. GORMAN. What kind of paper? 

Mr. PLATT. Letter-copying paper. I think it ought to have a 
greater duty than we give in this bill. I do not make any question 
about striking out, but I ask the committee to consider it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The committee will consider it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 400 was read, as follows: 

400, Papers known commercially as surface-coated papers, and manufactures 
thereof, card-boards, lithographic prints from either stone or zinc, bound or 
unbound (except illustrations when forming a part of a periodical, newspaper, 
or Laie ox tn gues by Eitepgptle pocgeah tak Abelegugh eomarans, Bed 
serap aibuats, whelly or partially manufactured, % per cent. ad Salenomn. . 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I inquire why it is that the rate has been in- 
creased from 25 to 35 per cent.? There are no data to show whether 
there has been any importation or not. Can the Senator from Rhode 
Island give me any information? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In regard to what ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. In regard to ph 400, an increase from 
25 to 35 cent., without giving any data or any importation. 

Mr. DRICH. The reason why the committee recommended the 
advance was because they thought it ought to be made, especially upon 
papers known commercially as surface-coated papers, which are very 
much more expensive and more difficult to make than ordinary Papers, 
and also upon photographic, autographic, and scrap albums, w 
cover a large variety of im t and ve manufactures now 
dutiable at various rates. It is nota reduction. At the present time 
they would eee, were bound in leather, 35 per cent. as manu- 
factures of ; if they were composed wholly or in part of silk, 
they would pay 50 per cent. as manufactures of silk. They are inserted 
by name in this for the first time in any tariff law. 

Mr. McPHERSON. t isthe thing I complain of. I complain 





we 











that paper known commercially as surface-coated paper is mixed up 
with a large lot of things which could be properly required to pay a 
higher rate of duty; but it will be remembered that the same duty is 
imposed upon all these papers. I think the duty is exorbitant. The 
committee say in explanation: 

Under existing law the items enumerated iu this paragraph are assessed at 
a less rate of duty than the materials from which they are made, and the 
changes proposed herein are for the purpose of preserving the proper relations 
between this paragraph and preceding ones. 

Certainly it is not claimed as to the paper, which is the major part 
of the importation that will come in under this paragraph, that 25 per 
cent. does not cover the entire cost of the paper from which this ma- 
terial is made. I move tostrike out ‘‘35 per cent.’’ and insert *‘ 25 per 
cent.’’ in line 9. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuizr CLERK. In paragraph 400, it is proposed to strike out 
“635°? and insert ‘‘25;’’ so as to read: ‘25 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 99, line 11, in the subhead ‘* Man- 
ufactures of,’’ to add the word ‘‘ paper; *’ so as to read: 

Manufactures of paper. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 401 was read, as follows: 

401. Paper envelopes, 25 cents per thousand. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Here is a most extraordinary proceeding on the 
part of the committee. They raise the duty from 25 per cent. to 25 
cents per thousand. Now, let us see what the effect of that is: This 
change from 25 per cent. to 25 cents per thousand on the lower grades 
of envelopes is 50 per cent. duty. Now, take envelopes worth 50 cents 
a thousand, and the duty of 25 cents a thousand is equal to 50 per 
cent. Take the higher grade of fancy envelopes that cost $10 a thou- 
sand, the duty of 25 cents a thousand is only 24 per cent., and on the 
lower grades of envelopes the duty is doubled. 

On the higher and fancy grades of envelopes the duty is reduced from 
25 down to 24 per cent., if they cost $10 per thousand, as many of them 
do. Forthose costing $5 a thousand the percentage is only 5 percent., 
while on the cheaper grades, which are used by the poorer people and 
by business people, it is 50 per cent. 

I move to strike out ‘‘25 cents per thousand’’ and insert ‘‘25 per 
cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cu1er CLERK. In paragraph 401, on page 99, line 12, it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘25 cents per thousand’’ and insert “‘ 25 per cent. 
ad valorem;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

Paper envelopes, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I understand the Senator from New Jersey is com- 
plaining of making the poor man pay 50 per cent. upon the envelopes 
which he has to use, while the man who uses $19 envelopes will only 

ay 2} per cent. ' 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is it, exactly. 

Mr. VANCE. They ought not todoit. Let the poor man buy the 
$10 envelopes, and then he will be on an equality with the rich man. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 99, line 15, after the word ‘‘ draw- 
ing-paper,’’ to insert ‘‘ filtering paper and letter-press copying paper;’’ 
s0 as to make the paragraph read: 


402. Paper hangings and paper for screens or fire boards, writing-paper, draw- 
ing-paper, filtering paper, and letter press copying paper, albumenized and 
sensitized papers, and all other paper not specially provided for in this act, 25 
per cent. ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 403 was read, as follows: 
403. Books, including blank-books of all kinds, pamphlets, and engravings, 


bound or unbound, photographs, etchings, maps, charts, and all printed matter 
not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. I shall make one more effort, sir, to secure cheap in- 
telligence for our people. I believe during the passage of every tariff 
bill through the Senate since I have been a member of it I have en- 
deavored to reduce the rate upon literature of all kinds. I move, in 
line 21, after the word ‘‘ pamphlets,”’ to insert ‘10 per cent. ad valo- 
rem,’’ and let the remainder of the paragraph stand as the committee 
has reported it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuizr CLERK. On page 99, line 21, alter the word ‘‘ pam- 
=" it is proposed to insert ‘‘10 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to 


The question is on the amendment 


403. Books, including blank-books of all kinds, pamphlets, 10 per cent. ad 
valorem, and engravings, bound or unbound, Reeegphe, etéhings, maps, 


ae all printed matter, not specially provided for in this act, 25 cent. ad- 


The amendment was rejected. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued as follows 

404. Playing-cards, 50 cents per pack 

105. Manufactures of paper, or of which paper is the component material of 
chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem 





SCHEDULE N. SUNDRIES, 


] 


paragraph 428, as originally numbered, as follows 
428. Bristles, 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finan is, tostrike out 


10 cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 100, in paragraph 406, line 8, afte 
the word ‘‘quills,’’ to strike out ‘ 40” s 
make the paragraph read: 

406. Brushes and brooms of all kinds, including feather dusters and hair pen 
cils in quills, 3 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. McPHERSON. 


and insert ‘35 so as to 


That is an increase upon the present rates o! 
duty. The present rates on these articles are 30 per cent. and 25 pe 
cent. This is an increase to 35 per cent. I move to make the rate 30) 
per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 406, on page 100, line 8, it is pro 
posed to strikeout ‘'35’’ and insert ‘‘30;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ 30 per cent. 
ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. I rise to remark that I suppose bristles were put upon 
the free-list for the benefif of the brush-makers. There is a manifest 
propriety, therefore, in increasing the rate of duty upon the brushes 
after giving the manufacturers the tree raw material to make them! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend 
ment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 100, line 11, after the word ‘‘cloth,’ 
to strike out ‘‘silk, or’’ and insert ‘‘ and;’’ so as to read 

Buttons and button forms 

407. Button forms: Lastings, mohair cloth, and other manufactures of clot 
woven or made in patterns of such size, shape, or form, or cut in such manner 
as to be fit for buttons exclusively, 10 per cent.ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The feading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, to strike out paragraph 431, as originally 
numbered, as follows: 

431..Buttons composed of brass, copper, nickel, zinc, tin, pewter, lead, iro 
steel, gold, silver, or any other metal, and of which one or more of such meta! 
shall constitute a component part of chief value; buttons composed of veg: 
table ivory, glass, India rubber, or various compositions, having the comme: 
cial designation of hard buttons, and of which one or more of such materials 


shall constitue a component part of chief value, not specially provided for in this 


act, 1 cent per line button measure of one-fortieth of Linch per 
cent. ad valorem. 


sross, and 25 per 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 101, line 5, after the words ‘‘ad 
valorem,’’ to insert: 

Pearl and shell buttons, 2 cents per line button measure of one-forlie 


inch per gross and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valore 


So as to make the paragraph read 

408. Buttons commercially known as agate buttons, 25 per cent. ad va i 
Pearl and shell buttons, 2 cents per line button measure of one-fortieth of 
inch per gross and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad v 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I object to the amendment of the con 
mittee. Here is another commodity of universal use, and one that 
especially goes into the consumption of the poorer classes of the coun 
try, an article of necessity, upon which a tax higher I believe, or] 
haps as high as the highest that is imposed in this bill high tax 
is Jaid. 

It is useless for me to speak of the sort of article this is. I hold in 
my hand a card from a manufacturer of the buttons which are affected 
by this list, by which any Senator at all who is interested in the ma 
ter can see that it comprises that useful article in sizes and grades which 
manifestly are in common use. There [exhibiting the shirt buttou 
and the button for clothes and the larger button for underwear 
which are indispensable in the every-day life of the hi 10m 
this broad land, and yet the following enormous taxes are imposed her¢ 
Upon these small buttons, pear! buttons, which are used for undercloth: 
for men and women, 104 per cent. ad valorem is the tax that is imposed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that the Senate rate or the House rate ? 

Mr. GRAY. This is the Senate rate, I believe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘‘ Two cents per line button measure of one-fortieth 
of 1 inch per gross and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The House rate was 4 cents per line, very nearly 
double the Senate rate, as the Senator will see by looking at paragraph 
433. 

Mr. GRAY. This calculation, I will say, is made upon the Senate 
amendment of 2 cepts per Jine button measure and 25 per cent, ad va- 
lorem. I think the House rate was 4 cents per line. The House bill, 
of course, was shocking, but sufficient remains of enormity in the tax 
proposed by the Senate amendment to justify the comment I am mak- 
ing. 

I say upon these smal! pearl buttons, used in shirt-making and for 
underclothing, and used in every home in this country, 124 per cent. 
is the tax. On these larger buttons [exhibiting], dark buttons, black 
buttons, that are used for ordinary garments, outside clothes, coats, 
vests, and trousers, the commonest article, the tax is still, under the 
Senate amendment, the enormous one of 186 per cent. ad valorem, and 
on a still larger size that is used, as every one recognizes the use, it is 
118} per cent. ad valorem, and on still another, a white button, of 
great utility, it is 123 per cent. 

I will not go over the rest of these calculations, but only call the at- 
tention of the Senate to them and enter mv protest against this enor- 
mous tax upon an article of universal use and consumption, an abso- 
lutely indispensable article in every household,as I said,in this country. 
| can see no reason for it, except the single one, which is always given, 
that the people shall pay tribute to the manufacturers of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The evidence which was submitted to the Senate 
Committee on Finance by the constituents of the Senator from New 
Jersey two years ago, that the buttons to which the Senator from Dela- 
ware has just alluded, the buttons upon which these high rates would 
be fixed by this bill, were made by prison Jabor in Austria, and the 
constituents of the Senator from New Jersey, I think, at that timecon- 
vinced the Senator trom that State that the higher rates of the House 
bill should be im , 

Mr. GRAY. I only want to say that I have a statement that there 
is not one of the buttons to which I have referred made by prison labor 
abroad, aud certainly not made by prison labor in this country. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I wish to say, inasmuch as the Senator trom 
Khode Island has referred to me, that we had at one time in New Jersey 
quite an extensive industry in the manafacture of pearl buttons, em- 
ploying some thirty or forty establishments, but I believe they have 
pretty much all of them gone out of the business. 

The pearl-button makers came before the committee and gave an 
object-lesson to the committee as to how these buttons were maile. 
Each button must be taken by hand, and turned out by itself, punched, 
and the holes turned init by hand. They are made of shell. A por- 
tion of the shell is suitable for buttons of a certain color, a certain other 
portion of the shell for buttons of quite a different color, and soon, and 
a large proportion of the shell is valueless. These buttons have been 
made not only by prison labor on tHe other side, but they have been 
made by the cheapest kind of labor in the mountains of Bohemia and 
Austria. ‘The material is sent out to the country people, who do the 
work at a very low rate of wages, and they have been making the 
buttons, and I understand a New York importing establishment has 
been purchasing them, and that establishment is the one that gives 
this statement as to the rate of duty. 

I do not know that it is worth while to attempt to protect this in- 
dustry in this country. Certainly at the present rate of duty the es- 
tablishments will never open up. If the rate of duty which is placed 
in this bill becomes a law, they can possibly open their factories. 

I see no reason in the world why woolen goods, which are made by 
machinery, should bear a duty of 118, 120, and 130 per cent., when 
here are pearl buttons, each one of which has to be taken singly, put 
into the lathe, and turned out in the lathe one at a time, and there is 
no relief from it; there is no other method of making them; no ma- 
chivery has ever been devised, and probably none ever will, that will 
cut the shell and make the button. The question is altogether as to 
whether it is for the interest of the Government to protect the indus- 
try or whether it is not. Each Senator must judge for himself as to 
that. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr, President, the statement has been made that the 
buttons which were exhibited here were made by convict labor. I 
wish to read a short letter from Messrs. Calhoun, Robbins & Co,, im- 
porters, 410 and 412 Broadway, New York, on this subject. 

Their letter is as follows: 


New York, July 21, 1890. 


Dear Six: We inclose herewith a small card with samples of buttons, 

Chese samples represent goods that are used by the great ty of the peo- 
ple of this country; are imported from England and Austria, and are not made 
*y convicts, 

They are now subject to a duty of 25 per cent, ad valorem. , 

‘The proposed duty of 2 cents per line and 25 per cent. ad valorem, as per H, 
K. 116, Schedule N, section 408, would be equal to the ad valorem rates as 
SHown, 

We believe that a duty of 35 per cent. would give ample ee and agood 
profit to our American manufacturers, as at the present duty they are able, on 
some styles, to sell at less than cost of imported goods. 


Yours respectfully, 
CALHOUN, ROBBINS & CO. 


Hon. Zeavion B. VANCE, 
Untled States Senate, Washinton, D.C, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, tostrike out 
paragraph 433, as originally numbered, as follows: 

433. Bone and horn buttons, 50 per cent. ad valorem; pearl and shell buttons, 
manufactured or partly manufactured, 4 cents per line button measure of onc- 
fortieth of one inch per gross. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert in place of the words proposed to 
be stricken ont: 

Ivory, vegetable ivory, bone, and horn buttons, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And all after that to be stricken 
out? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; all the paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cater CrerK. In lien of paragraph 433, a3 originally num- 
bered, insert: 

Ivory, vegetable ivory, bone and horn buttons, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. CARLISLE. What would be the effect of striking this para- 
graph out entirely and not inserting the words which the Senator from 
Rhode Island now proposes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The buttons in this paragraph would then pay a 
duty according to their material of chief value. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘That is what I supposed. I have not had time, 
of course, to examine the matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky that the 
rate which I now propose from the committee is very much less than 
the rate imposed upon ivory and vegetable ivory buttons by the bill 
as it came from the House. They were then included in paragraph 
431 with a rate of 1 cent per line and 25 per cent. ad valorem. This 
rate is very much less than the rate which the House proposed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But bone and horn buttons will still pay another 
rate of duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Fifty per cent. 

Mr, CARLISLE. They are not included, as I understand the Sen- 
ator’s amendment. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Yes, sir; the amendment which I suggested pur- 
poses to fix a rate upon ivory, vegetable ivory, bone, and horn buttons, 

Mr, CARLISLE. The words *‘ bone and horn’’ escaped my atten- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to strike out 
and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to strike out 
parapraph 434 as originally numbered, in the following words: 

424. Shoe-buttons, made of papier mAché, valued at not more than 22 cents 
per great gross, 10 cents per great gross; valued at more than 22 cents per great 
gross, 15 cents per great gross. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I send to the desk a substitute for paragraph 434 
as numbered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Strike out paragraph 434 as numbered and 
insert: 

Shoe-buttons made of paper-board, papier mAché, pulp, or other similar ma- 
terial not spec'ally provided for in this act, valued at not exceeding 3 cents per 
gross, 1 cent per gross. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

409. Coal, bituminous, and shale, 75 cents per ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds to 
the busbel; coal slack or culm, such as wil through a half-inch screen, 30 
cents per ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds to the 1, 

410. Coke, 20 per vent. ad valorem. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 101, 
line 24, se word ‘‘ cubes,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ ten ’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ 
so as to : 


411, Cork bark, cut into squares or cubes, 5 cents per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The committee are satisfied after further investi- 
gation that this amendment should not be made, and I ask that it be 
disagreed to, and that the House rate may stand. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to hear the reason why the com- 
mittee think the amendment should not be made. The House certainly 
has very largely increased the duties upon cork-bark, which is a ma- 
terial used in the manufacture of corks in this country and is not pro- 
duced here. So neither upon the ground of raising revenue nor upon 
the ground of protection, it seems to me, is there any justification for 

increase of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After very careful examination by the committee 
they became satisfied that the House rates decreased existing law; that 
eee eee Serene Sees eae upon the aver- 
age corks which are imported; and they therefore ask that the House 
rates may be retained. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then why not leave the ad valorem rate as it is, 
at 25 per cent., and that would cover both the unmannufactured and 
the manufactured corks ? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. For the reason, as the Senator understands, that 
the majority of the committee are always in favor of levying specific 
rates where it can he done. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. . 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 411 
was, on page 102, line 1, after the word ‘‘corks,’’ to strike out * fil- 
teen ’’ and insert **7};’’ so as to read: 

Manufactured corks, 7 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Finance. . 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose it is not necessary to ask for a yea-and- 
nay'vote, because the result will be the same, although I oppose the 
provision as it came from the House. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


412. Dice, draughts, chess-men, chess-balls, and billiard, pool, and bagatelle 
balls, of ivory, bone, or other materials, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

413. Dolls, doll-heads, toy marbles of whatever material composed, and all 
other toys not composed of rubber, china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen or 
stoneware, and not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

414. Emery grains, and emery manufactured, ground, pulverized, or refined, 
1 cent per pound, 

Explosive substances : 


} 
415. Fire-crackers of all kinds, 8 cents per pound, but no allowance shall be 


wade for tare or damage thereon. 
416. Fulminates, fulminating powders, and like articles, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. , 
417. Gunpowder and ail explosive substances used for mining, blasting, artil- 


lery, or sporting purposes, when valued at 20 cents or less per pound, 5 cents per | 


und; valued above 20 cents per pound, 8 cents per pound. 

418. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of one hundred 
and forty-four boxes, containing nut more than one hundred matches per box, 
10 cents per gross; when partes otherwise than in boxes containing not 
more than one hundred matches each, | cent per one thousand matches. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. We have no information touching paragraph 
418, whether it is an increase or a decrease in the existing rate. Can 
the Senator from Rhode Island give the information whether the change 
in the duty on matches from an ad valorem to a specific rate is an in- 
crease or a decrease ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis intended to be equivalent. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

419. Percussion-caps, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Paragraph 420 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 
page 103, line 9, after the word ‘‘ kinds,’’ to strike out ‘‘ crude or not 
dressed, colore 1, or manufactured, not specially provided for in this act, 
25 per cent. ad valorem;’’ and in line 17 to strike out ‘'50”’ and in- 
sert ‘40;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

420. Feathers anc downs of all kinds, when dressed, colored, or manufactured, 
including quilts of down and other manufactures of down, and also including 
dressed and finished birds suitable for millinery ornaments, and artificial and 
ornamental feathers and flowers, or parts thereof, of whatever material com- 
posed, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As the bill came from the House it imposed a 
duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem upon feathers and downs, crude or not 
dressed. Are those feathers now upon the free-list ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Well; that is satisfactory. 

Mr. VANCE. I do notthink this duty is quitehigh enough. Forty 
per cent., it seems to me, is just 3 per cent. under trace-chains. I think 
feathers ought to pay just about as much as the trace-chains that pull 
the plows of our country—ornamental feathers at that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator desire to have the duty made 50 
per cent.? I am quite willing it should be made 50 per cent. 

Mr. VANCE. [ would move no amendment, but I was afraid the 
committee had overlooked an important industry and had not made 
® proper discrimination against trace-chains. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am quite willing the rate should be made 50 per 
cent. if the Senator suggests it. 

Mr. VANCE. I have no doubt you are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

421, Furs, dressed on the skin but not made up into articles, and turs pot on 
the skin, prepared for hatters’ use, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


422. Gun-wads of all descriptions, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


423, Hair, human, if clean or drawn but not manufactured, 20 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 104, 
line 1, after the words ‘‘crinoline cloth,” to strike out ‘‘ 30 per cent. 
ad valorem ’’ and insert ‘‘8 cents per square yard;’’ so as to make the 
paragraph read: : 

424. Hair-cloth, known as “‘crinoline cloth,” 8 cents per square yard, 

Mr. VANCE, i saould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
if that is for the encouragement ot the growih of human hair in this 
country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which paragraph does the Senator from North 


eae — to? I think we are two or three paragraphs ahead of 


I think it is. 


<a 
7 
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Mr. VANCE. If human hair is an industry in this country I have 
nothing more to say; it is proper to encourage it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance to paragraph 424. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows 


42. Hair-cloth, known as “ hair seating,’ 30 cents per square yard. 
§26. Hair, curled, suitable for beds or mattresses, L5 per cent.ad valorem. 





Mr. VANCE. ‘There is no earthly use in the duty imposed in para- 
graph 426. If we can only get the people to read this bill, sir, their 
hair will curl sufficiently without any encouragement. [ Laughter. ] 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 427, as follows: 

127. Hats.for men’s, women’s, and children’s wear, composed of the fur of 
the rabbit, beaver, or other animals, or of which such fur is the component ma- 
terial of chief value, wholly or partially manufactured, including fur hat bodies 
55 per cent. ad valorem. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 104, 
line 20, before the word ‘‘ per cent.,’’ to strike out ‘£50’ and insert 
‘*40;”’ so as to read: 

Jewelry and precious stones ’ 

428, Jewelry: All articles, not elsewhere specially provided for in this act 
composed of precious metals or imitations thereof, whether set with coral, jet, 
or pexris, or with diamonds, rubies, cameos, or other precious stones, or imita- 
tions thereof,or otherwise.and which shall be known commercially as “ jew- 
elry,” and cameos in frames, 40 per cent. ad valorem 

The amendinent was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows 

129, Pear!s, 10 per cent, ad valorem. 

i380. Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 10 per cent, ad valorem; if 
set, and not specially provided for in this act, 2 per cent. ad valorem 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to add to paragraph 430: 

Imitations of precious stones composed of paste or glass, not exceeding Linch 
in dimension, not set, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading ot the bill was resumed, as follows 

Leather and manufactures of: 

431. Bend or belting leather and sole-leather, and leather not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 105, 
line 8, before the word ‘‘chamois,’’ to strike out ‘‘ finished;’’ and in 
lines 15 and 16, to strike ont ‘‘ piano-forteand piano-forte action leather, 
10 per cent. ad valorem; ’’ so as to make paragraph 432 read: 

432. Calf-skins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, includ 
ing patent, enameled, and japanne.t| leather, dressed or undressed, and chamois 
and other skins not speciaily enumerated or provided for in this act, and fin- 
ished, 20 per cent.ad valorem; book-binders’ calf-skins, kangaroo, sheep, and 
goat skins, including lamband kid skins, dressed and finished, 20 per cent. ad 
valorem; skins for moroceo, tanned but unfinished, 10 per cent. ad valorem 
japanned calf-skins, 30 per cent. ad valorem; boots and shoes, made of leather, 
25 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Piano-forte-action leather is proposed to be stricken 
from this paragraph; which imposes a duty of 40 per cent. tariff upon 
it. Where will it go. Under the manutactures of leather not other- 
wise provided for? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ata rate less than 40 per cent.’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; it is a reduction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 

433. But leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps, or other forms, suitable for 
conversion into manufactured articles, shall be classified as manufactures of 
leather. and pay duty accordingly. 

434..Gloves of all descriptions, composed wholly or in part of kid or other 
leather, and whether wholly or partly manufactured, shail pay duty at the rates 
fixed in connection with the following specified kinds thereof 14 inehes in 
extreme length. when stretched to the full extent, being in each ca-e hereby 
fixed as the standard, and one dozen pairs as the basis, namely: Ladies’ and 
children’s schmaschen of said length or under, $1.75 per dozen; ladies’ and 


i 
children’s lamb of said length or under, $2.25 per dozen; ladies’ and children's 
tildren's suedes of 


kid of said length or under, $5.25 per dozen: ladies’ and ¢ 

said length or under, 50 percent. ad valorem; all other ladies’ and children’s 
leather gloves, and all men’s leather gloves of said izth or under, 50 per 
cent, ad valorem; all leather gloves over |4 inches in length, 59 per cent. ad 
valorem; and in addition to the above rates there s!iall be paid on all men’s 
gioves $1 per dozen; on all lined gloves $1 per dozen; on all piqué or prick 
seam gloves, 50 cents per dozen; on all embroidered gloves with more than 
three single strands or cords, cents per dozen pairs: P: led 
represented to be of a kind or grade below their actual kind 
pay an additional duty of $ per dozen pairs 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend paragraph 434 by add- 
ing the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That none of the articles named in t! 
a less rate of duty than 50 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move a substitute for paragraph 434. 

The PRESIDENT pro tc mpore, The question will be first taken on 
the amendment proposed by the committee to periect the part proposed 
by the Senator from Kansas to be stricken out. 

Tbe amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
strike out the paragraph and insert what will be read. 

The Cater CLerk. Strike out paragraph 434 and insert: 

Gloves of all descriptions, composed wholly or in part of kid or leather 


Phat all glove: 


or grade shall 


$ paragraph shall pay 


ind 





Ny het Oa ke. gt 


te 


. = 
| { 





| 
| 


one oa 
= 


a 
a 2 a ans ae 


wane 


: 
| 
: 


9670 


—— — 





whether wholly or partly manufactured, valued at not more than $5 per dozen 

ee. $1.50 per dozen pairs and 2 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than 
and not more than $4 per dozen pairs, 8 per dozen pairs and % per cent, ad 

valorem; valued at morn than & per dozen pairs, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have a memorandum furnished me 
by a gentleman who gave me this amendment, which seems to indicate 
that the manufacturers of gloves in this country have not asked for the 
increase provided for in this bill, and in any event it is extraordinarily 
large. The men’s gloves such as are mainly used in this country are 
said to be made here entirely, and are not needing any protection. 
Women’s gloves, the rate on which is reduced, are not made in this 
country, and it is not expected that they will be made, of course, or the 
duty would not have been reduced. J ask that this memorandum may 
be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
- The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


l’resent duty, 50 per cent. on all leather gloves. 

Senate bill of 1888, and House bill of 1890 as reported by the Committee on 
Ways and Means, a mixed rate, practically 530 per cent. 

As amended by the House committee through misrepresentation of se‘f- 
appointed committee of two importers, from 40 per cent, to 50 per cent. on 
women’s gloves and from 100 per cent, to 125 per cent. on men’s gloves. 

Amended by Senate, that no rate shall be less than 50 per cent. 

Domestic manufacturers asked that the law be unchanged, but approved of 
Renate schedule of 1888 if changed atall. (See House testimony, page 1365, and 
letter of Mr. Northrup to the Harberdasber, in appendix to importers’ petition 
of June 9, 1890.) 7 

Importers presented specific schedule and prayed that law remain unchanged 
unless that schedule wasadopted. (See House testimony, page 1364.) They also 
are willing to accept the Senate schedule of 1888, 

Sixty importers present petition denouncing the act of the two importers 
who taisled the House committee. These embrace the leading business firms 
of New York, Boston, and Chicago. 

There are practically no women's kid gloves made in the United States and 
that industry is in its infancy, yet the protection is degreased. 

Nearly all the men’s leather gloves sold in this country are made here, and 
the industry isin such # flourishing condition that the manufacturers asked 
that no chanye in the duties be made. 


The paper will be read. 


Notwithstanding this, the rate on women’s gloves is reduced and the rates on 
men's gloves are adyanced from 50 per cent. to from 100 per cent, to 125 per 


cent. 

This ia the most remarkable anomaly to be found in the entire bill. Manu- 
facturers ask that no advance be made, yet an advance of more than 100 per 
cent. is made, 

Goth the Senate and House committees agree upon the same schedule as the 
result of the exhaustive investigations of both, and this schedule is acceptable to 
both manufacturers and — ee yet an entirely different and surprisingly 
unequal schedule is adoy ‘ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It seems to me the Senator from Rhode Island 
shonid give the Senate some reason why a rate of duty not even asked 
for by the manufacturers themselves should have been inserted in this 
bill, and why this discrimination has been made against men’s glov: 
** 50 per cent. ad valorem, and in addition to the above rates there shal 
be paid on all men’s gloves $1 perdozen.’’ There is areduction of the 
rates of duty upon ladies’ gloves, and this large discrimination made 
against the importation of men’s gloves, and no reason whatever given 
for it, notwithstanding the fact that the manufacturers themselves, as 
shown by the testimony taken before the committee, do not ask for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that so far as I am advised the manu- 
facturers and a large portion of the importers prefer the House sched- 
ule to the schedule which has recently been submitted to the Senate b 
the Senator from Kansas. It is true there is a division among both 
manufacturers and importers as to which classification is the best for 
their interesta. 

Two 


Mr. CARLISLE. 
m porters —— 
Mr. ALDRICH, All the manufacturers I know anything about are 
in favor of the provision as it came from the House. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Two or three importers, it seems, came before the 
committee, and, as it is charged, misrepresented the views of the im- 
porters about it. No manufacturers came before the committee, ac- 


What manufacturers ask for an increase? 
i 


cording to = recollection, and asked for any such increase. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— 
Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw for the present the amendment which I 


sent to the desk, and I will move to strike out from line 20 to line 22, 
inclusive, the words: 

And in addition to the above rates there shall be paid on all men’s gloves $1 
per dozen — ° 
It being in order first to perfect the paragraph found in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas withdraws 
his amendment and proposes to amend as will be stated. 

The Curer CLerk. On page 105, beginning in line 20, strike out: 
a nd ta addition to the above rates there shall be paid on all men’s gloves $1 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 


strike out. 

Mr. VANCE. IL have a presentation signed by quite a number of 
dealers in these articles, I will not read their names, but 
seventy-five or one hundred dealers in these gloves, who a 
showing the difleréuce in the present law and what would be the 


duties upon the various articles of gloves under the bill if adopted. I 
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ask the Secretary to read a portion of their report from where I have 
marked down to the beginning of the names, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the paper, and having read some- 
time, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said: The time allotted to the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina has expired. 

Mr. VANCE. I will ask to have the remainder Of the paper down 
to the beginning of the names printed in the RecorD, so as to make 
the statement complete. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair hears no objection. It 
will be so printed, if there be no objection. 

The matter read and referred to is as follows: 


Our reasons for preferring this request are as follows : 

As will be seen on page 1364 of the testimony taken before the Ways and Means 
Committee, the importers of leather gloves united in the ady of a specific 
schedule of rates on kid gloves, the operation and effect of which is there 
stated. In coneluding the presentation of the statement they said: “In case 
these can not be estab) we pray you to continue the existing rates." 

On the next page, Fa nen signed by the officersand ex- 
ecutive committee of the jon of the Domestic Manufacturers of Leather 
Gloves, in which they say, “it was upon by our association that we en- 
deavor by all honorable means to induce Congress to leave the glove tariff as it 
is,namely, 50 per cent. ad valorem,” etc., then giving a compound schedule 
which they would accept if compelled to. 

The manufacturers preferred a straight 50 per.cent. ad valorem rate, without 
any extras, and the importers asked for the same thing if their specific schedule 
could not be accepted as an entirety. 

Under these circumstances, with all those in interest uniting in an appeal for 
a continuance of the present rate of duty, there is no doubt whatever but that 
the Committee on Ways and Means would have the existing rate had 
it not been that they were misled ns to the powers of a self-constitnted “‘com- 
mittee" who assumed to _— for the entire importing interest. Under this 
misconception, however, the committee was led to adopt a schedule the effect 
of which would be to raise the rates on men’s gloves to most exorbitant figures. 

The following tables demontrate the change. 

The first two tables give the average value as stated on page 1365 of the testi- 
mony taken before the Ways and Means Committee: 


Men’s kid L giewen: Average value, $ dozen; present duty, $2.50 per 
dozen; McKinley bill, 50 per cent. I iccesens eritnatinnnintiencinamnsess 

Extra if Siiicicecdauatebehstdighoassdltenmngidurtextves<nivenstlitidnsctstivnntiopeatvcinkinditinastnaaviens o — 

Sy EIIIIITE Crenchscinpuncranecentesennininipacss benidentamehinamensivannieeettendans tl amet 





Making the rate of duty 90 per cent., or almost double what the domestic 
manufacturers asked for. 











Men’s lamb gloves: Average value, $4 per dozen; present duty, $2 per 
dozen; McKinley bill, 50 per cent. ad valorem.............0+ anes pian SD 
Extra duty because men’s . 1.00 
Extra if piqué................ cutee!” 
Extra if embroidered nok Z 
IE, ccimiatindininssscwemnpanalictnimaandiphsctbiainntns debulndasdoeiaseotig Covnahiaeretstiacnseann, 





Making the rate 100 per cent. on all ordinary po and 125 


7 cent. on all 
lined gloves, for nearly all the gloves are sewed with the piqué or prick seams 
and are embroidered, 


In the following tables the average value is taken from the Government 
statistics, which appear on page 1364 of the House testimony : 


y 
Men’s kid gloves: Average value, $ per dozen; present ~ $3 per 
ra £ per cent, Fs > posing aro 






dozen ; as they will pay under McKinley bill, 50 
Extra duty because men’s 
Extra if plqus. enapintalneatinnians 50 
Extra if embroidered...... ae 
I a ieiiiistesnusévitnlecnessite rivets outta icbindiins i ttbcdsliinsesinniiibdaicgyteapliaaealid 5.00 
Biahes FF nO sev ccasenccicnctrecnsemeeene eupeneewes pai aneneinininiiamiibiiins wb diieaiee atedasbinnnt constmees 460 





Making the rate 83} per cent.on all ordinary gloves and 100 per cent. on all 





lined gloves made from kid-skins. 
Men's lamb gloves: Average value, $4.70 per dozen ; present duty, $2.35 per 
dozen; sothey will pay under McKinley bill, 50 percent. ad valorem... $2.35 
Extra d DECAUSE MEN’S.......00000-ssereseereeee eianahcinedseen comeeedeeteunase te OD 
Extra it piqut saabbaliaddhabs J since ae 
Extra if em’ TORI. cccvsnucsunersinvedimndial okisowwndesasaaa amended » ae 
ee petembeeee teens tineuninsieneegsigendnatalntincbialesier emamrenteen 4.35 
EN BIE ai vcnasy cncnsevinnevrentuaducrnenssenpigunecenhaentionnben asa Mpelanasuiinn puaciatetoma 1.00 
Tt oes chtscivercnnntnndneesnnideestinwiinecioniitin: ital wosneess cvticanneegnap. GOB 
the rate r cent. on all ordinary gloves and 113} cent. on 
all a Se lamb-skins. “0% 








1890. 





Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. VANCE. 
is about time we adjourned. 
ness to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


Very well. 
We have done a great deal of wicked- 


Oh, no; we can dispose of a number of paragraphs 


about which there is no contention, and save the time of the Senate | 


hereafter. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The further consideration of 
amendment to paragraph 434 is postponed until to-morrow ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. Until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 107, in line 12, after the w 
‘‘spar,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘or’’ and insert ‘*and;’’ in line 
after the word ‘‘not,’’ to strike out ‘‘ specifically ’’ and insert ‘‘ spe- 


cially ;’’ in line 17, before the words ‘* per cent.,’’ tostrikeout ‘40°’ and 


tae 


insert ‘'25;’’ and in line 18, after the words ‘‘ad valorem,’’ to strike | ab 


out ‘‘ manufacturers of osier willow, 45 per cent.;’’ so as to read 
Miscellaneous manufactures 

435. Manufactures wholly or in part of alabaster, 
coral, catgut, or whip-gut, or worm-gut, jet, paste, spar, and wax, or of whic! 
these substances or either of them is the component material of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem; osier or willow pre- 
pared for basket-makers’ use, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the question is taken on strik- 
ing out, the word ‘‘ manufacturers,’’ in line 18, should be changed to 
*‘ manufactures,’’ the Chair supposes; so as to read: ‘*‘ manufactures of 
osier.’’ , y 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. In line 10, after the word ‘‘ manu/act- 
ures,’’ I move to strike out the words ‘‘ wholly or in part.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The word ‘‘and’”’ in line 12, before ‘‘ wax,’ should 
be stricken out, with a view of having both the word ‘‘or’’ 
word ‘‘and’’ stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Striking out both ‘‘or’’ and ‘‘and’’? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The Cuter CLERK. So as to read: 

Catgut, or whip-gut, or worm-gut, jet, paste, spar, wax,or of whi 
stances, or either of them, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 436. The Committee on Finance 

paragray 
proposed to amend the paragraph on page 107, line 20, after the word 
‘chip,’’ by striking out ‘‘fur;’’ so as to read: 


436. Manufactures of bone, chip, grasa, horn, India rubber, palm-leaf, straw, 
weeds, or whalebone, or of which these substances or either of them is the 
component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per 
cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 108, 
line 1, after the word “‘leather,’’ to insert ‘‘ fur;’’ so as to make para- 
graph 437 read: 

437. Manufactures of leather, fur, gutta-percha, vuleanized India rabber,. 
known as hard rubber, human hair, and papier-maché, or of which these sub- 


stances or either of them is the component material of chief value, not spe 
cially provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. After the word ‘‘act,’’ 
to insert: 
And indurated fiber wares composed of wood or other pulp. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


438. Manufactures of ivory, vegetable ivory, mother-of-pearl, and shell, or of 
which these substances or either of them is the component material of chief 
value, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to strike out 
paragraph 465 as originally numbered, as follows: 


465. Manufactures of balls, dolls, and toys, composed wholly or in 
vulcanized India rubber, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to strike out 
paragraph 466 as originally numbered, as follows: 

465, Masks, all not made wholly or in part of silk, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The nextamendmeut of the Committee on Finance was, on page 108, 
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line 17, after the word ‘‘ cocoa-fiber,’’ to insert ‘‘or rattan;”’ in line 18, | 


before the word ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ 
in line 19, after the word “‘ cocoa-fiber,’’ to insert ‘‘or rattan;’’ and in 


the same line, before the word “‘cents,’’ to strike out ‘‘eight”’ and 


insert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


439. Matting made of cocoa-fiber or rattan, 8 cents persquare yard; mats made 
of cocoa-fiber or rattan, 4 cents per square foot. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Pe McPHERSON. Now I move to strike out the paragraph and 


Matting and mats made of cocoa-fiber or rattan, 20 per cent, ad valorem. 
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That rate isthe presentlaw. I have a letter here from manufacturers 
























gentlemen who claim themselves to be the principal manufacturers in 
this country of this matting and these cocoa or coir mats and matting 

| and they are also the principal importers of the article. They state 
to me as fol] 

Upor matliing, the p duty of 20 p t tw <« i 
cents per square yar the present « i valoret 
S¢ to a d l : ~ ts 
sq rot. 

As the large an m i a 
ess this ry, v ‘ la 1 4 
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East di 

VW a { t ~ a . 

its thi VW ward , a fa 
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! more than one aif tl 

j Imported inatlting does not my y i lomes itis a 

lg hand-made, f urt mor pensive tl American goods 
pri the imy a | pa - L} e, but in ted quantities 
abo ents a a ‘eg ft i s principally and ve 
largely i here is 50 t In se in t r our discount on th 
domestic is larg tha : th ) 

rhe total imp ati t t si 5 t 2,700 rolls 

| of matting. (O . rr W to th 
| efforts that have been mad i ie ) pweve are no 
| larger and the effect of this at zh w of the advance 

| ment of duty is that we are car ver stock Che labor involved in the 
} manufacture of these good it to less than e work of five wort 

} men One man can manut ie rolisy; “ ind th up ati 
therefore, represents the product of : labor of five men on uiting 

| About 225 dozen foreign coir mats are sold in this market against 2 

| 000 dozen manufactured and sold here. The labor on the it ported ri 
does not exceed the work of three work: Thus, to protect eight worl 
} mén who do notand can not make sir nd hand-made article 
and who thus do not rmpet W an work! n, the request ts 
| made by which the tariff w increased on cocoa mats and matting from 20 
} per cent. ad valorem to a specific duty of 12 cents per square yard on mattin 
and 8 cents per square footon mats, equal to 60 per cent. and 99 per cent. : 


valorem, respe« 


tive 
They speak, of course, of the House bill. They are the largest mar 
ufacturers of mats and matting, and also import on a very small scale 
But very little of it comesin from abroad. | duty should be 
| reduced to 20 per cent. ad valorem 
| Mr. VANCE. In confirmation of 


think th 


New Jer- 
| Lyon, Hall & Co.. 
| of Baltimore, gentlemen who are importers and dealers in this article of 
mats, and which shows, among other things, in addition to a most enor- 
j mous increase of duty, over 200 per cent., that the principal manufact 
| urer of this country is in the Pennsylvania penitentiary 

| Mr. ALDRICH. 

| 

| 

; 

| 


what the 
sey has said I beg to have read at the desk a letter from 


I suggest that it be printed without being read 
Mr. VANCE. I have no objection to its being printed to save tim 
in reading. 
The PRESIDENT pro? The Chair hears no objection, and 
the paper will be printed in the Recorn. 
The paper is as follows 
COCOA MA 
; The raw material for these is free. 
| Itis known by “‘coir’’ yarn and fib 
On the manufactured article the duty is now 20 per « ad valorem 
rhe McKinley bill proposes 12 cents per square yard on matting and 8 cents 
per square foot, or 72 cents per square yard, on mats (see section 465 
Imported matting varies trom 15 to 30 cents per square yard in value 
On a yal 1 of matting valued at 15 cents tl > present d 3 20 per cent., o7 
| cents, 
rhe McKinley bill would increase it to 12 cents 


A mat costing 4 cents per square foot, largely used by the poorer « 
pays 20 per cent. ad valorem, or four-fifths of a cent per squ: foot duty 
The McKinley bill would increase it to 8 cents, or 200 per cent. ad valorem o 
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from 20 per cent. to 80 per cer t on the cheaps 
from 20 per cent. to 200 per ce ym door mats for 


incide with this view, you are earnest! 


L10Trem 


y requested to opp 


this grade. This enormous increase is without a parallel the b 
Every home has its door-mat. 
In 1886 the industry was introduced intothe western penit Pe 
| vania, and it is now estimated that more than one-half of the ma cons 
| are prison-made, as the New Jersey penitentiary recently bega k 
The importation during 1889 did not reach $100,000 in value 
The officials defend their action in pushing the output to th tmost on t 
| ground that the industry hurt a smaller number (about six h lred) of h q 
|} workmen than any other they could develop, It is on) 
before the Pennsylvania and New Je i 3 can 
| With these goods made in the penal institutions out o 
| duty, there would seem to be er for 
! 
| 
| 





A reduction of the present duty to 10 per cent. ad valor I 
and mats would benefit the pe and they could be put on the fre 
any injury since penitentiaries will ultimate p luce up} and 
all the profit protection affords 
Respectfully submitted 
j PRO BONO PUBLICO 
| LYON, HALL & CO, 
| The PRESIDENT pvo temp rhe question is on agreeing to the 
| amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER 
| SON }. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. Pres 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has once spoken on th: 
| pending amendment. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
| The amendment was rejected. 

| The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 103, 
| after line 20, to insert the following paragraph: 


440. Paintings, in oil or water colors, and statuary, not otherwi 
for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem : but the term “statuar 
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shall be anderstood to include only such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise 
wrouglit by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or alabaster, or 
fron: metal, and as is the professional production of a statuary or sculptor only. 


Mr, McCPHERSON. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to let that 
go over until to-morrow, 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think we might as well act upon it now. I 
think there will be no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 109, 
line 4, to strike out paragraph 468 as originally numbered, as follows: 

468, Peat or peat moss, $3 per ton, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

‘The Chief Clerk read paragraph 441, as follows: 

44!. Pencils of wood filled with lead or other material, and pencils of lead, 


* {Weent« per gross and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. After paragraph 441 I move to insert: 

Slate pencils, 10 cents per gross. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As a part of the samc paragraph ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Are not slate-pencils provided for in the earthen- 
ware schedule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They were stricken out where they appeared in the 
earthenware schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. There should be a semicolon after ‘‘ad valorem.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The punctuation will be changed. 
The period will be stricken out and a semicolon inserted. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE, I wish to amend the paragraph itself, if it is in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It. is in order, 

Mr. VANCE, On page 109, line 6, I move to strike out ‘‘30’’ and 
insert ‘'25;’’ so as to read, ‘'25 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator trom North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 442, as follows: 


442, Pencil leads not in wood, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH, In the first line of the paragraph I move to strike 
out ‘'10’’ and insert ‘'15,;’’ so as to read, ‘15 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. VANCE. I! should like to be informed why the one class of 
pencils are put at 10 per cent. or 15 per cent., if the amendment pre- 
vails, and the other at 50 cents per gross and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from North Carolina confuses thelead 
with the lead pencil. One rate applies to lead and the other to pencils 
with leads in them, 

Mr. VANCE. *‘ Pencils of wood filled with lead’’ is the one. 

Mr. ALDRICH, And the other is ** pencil-lead not in wood.”’ 

Mr. VANCE. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a different article entirely. 

Mr. VANCE. Where is the difference ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. One is the pencil and the other is the lead. 

Mr. VANCE. Still, I should say, why is the difference in the rate? 

Mr. ALDRICH, One is a manufactured article and an expensive 
manufactured article in which the leads are used. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island tostrike out ‘'10°’ and in- 
sert ‘15."’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike out 
paragraph 471 as originally numbered, as follows: 

71, Pianos and piano-forte actions and parts of, 40 per cent. ad valorem; other 
musical instruments and parts of, including bows, cases, strings, pitch-pipes, 
and tuniag-forks, 2) per cent. ad valorem; musical metronomes and parts 
thereof, 30 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose the effect of striking this paragraph out 
would be to subject these articles to rates of duty according to the ma- 
terial of chief value? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would. 

Mr. ALLISON, I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether it would be the material of chief value or whether it would 
not come in under the basket clause about metals. 

Mr, ALDRICH, Some of them would undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLISON, If there-was anything metallic in them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be a question whether manufactured of 
meta! or something else. . ' 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand the effect of striking out this clause 
would tot be to increase the duty upon piano-forte actions, The man- 
ufacturers of pianos throughout the country, or at least a large num- 
ber of them, have protested very earnestly against any increased duty 
upon these actions, and, as I understood the bill as passed by the House, 
it did in iact increase the duty, but I have not had time to make an 
investigation to see what the effect of striking this out world be upon 
that particular article. I remember a very earnest protest came from 
a manufacturer in the State of Ohio against the increased duty pro- 
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was that there is substantially but one house in this country engaged 
in the manufacture of these articles, and that it has made a very large 
fortane from a very smal! beginning and is doing very well under the 
present rate of duty. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee proposing to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to understand what will become of these ar- 
ticles if this paragraph be stricken out, if they are to be taxed under 
various other schedules according to the component material of chief 
value. I should like to ask if a violin, the material of chief value of 
which is wood, would come in under the lumber schedule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VANCE. ‘That is very small. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is,if there be no metal in it. If there be 
metal in it it will come in under the metal schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no metal in a violin that I know of. 

Mr. ALLISON. There may be a nail somewhere. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That does not count. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know why it should not count. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Ido; under the rulings of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. VANCE. If it would come in under the lumber schedule the 
importers would have no right to complain. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is right; it would come in under the 
lumber schedule. 

Mr. HALE. That is very low. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a very low rate of daty. 

Mr. HALE. That is the lowest of all. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think all this conversation and argument 
show the impropriety of striking out this paragraph. Certainly the 
articles ought to come in directly, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposing to strike out the paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

Pipes and smokers’ articles: 

443. P' , pipe-bow!ls, of all materials, and all smokers’ articles whatsoever, 
not specially provided for in this act, including cigarette-books, cigarette book- 
covers, pouches for smoking or chewing tobacco, and cigarette-paper in all 
forms except otherwise provided for, 70 per cent. ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance proposed to add to paragraph 443: 

All common tobacco pipes of clay, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to amend thewhole paragraph. The duty is 
entirely too high. I move to strike out ‘‘70” in line 21, on page 109, 
and insert ‘*40;’’ so as to read: ‘‘40 per cent, ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 444, as follows: 


444, Plush, black, known cqmnmaneialiy as hatters’ plush, composed of silk, 
- of = and cotton, and used exclusively for making men’s hats, 10 per cent. 
valorem. 


Paragraph 445 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed to 
amend the paragraph, on page 110, line 4, by striking out ‘55’ and 
inserting ‘*50,’’ and in line 5 by striking ont ‘'45’’ and inserting 
40; ?? so as to read: 

445, Umbrellas, parasols, and sun-shades. Covered with silk, al or simi- 
lar material, 50 per cent. ad valorem; if covered with other ma , 40 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was,on page 110, 
after line 6, to strike out paragraph 475 as numbered, as follows: 

475. Umbrellas and parasol ribs and stretchers, frams or parts thereof, 50 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT ee tempore. Before taking the question on strik- 
ing out this paragraph the word ‘‘frams,’’ in line 7, will be changed to 
‘‘trames.’’ The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chiet Clerk read paragraph 446, as follows: 

446, Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, sticks for, Sy. finished or unfin- 
ished, 35 percent. ad valorem; if carved, 50 per cent. ad valorem, 

The Committee on Finance proposed, after the word “‘for,’’ in line 
9, on page 110, to strike out the comma and insert a semicolon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that instead of be- 
“es semicolon there should be a comma. 

r, ALDRICH. I think so. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That punctuation will be preserved 
and the amendment disagreed to, if there be no objection. 
The Chief Clerk read 447 as follows: 


447. Waste, not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senate now to go back to the cotton 
schedule for a moment, that we may act upon two amendments which 
were passed over by inadvertence on page 77 and the 
I move to add to paragraph 334 the amendment T eon te tho 


posed upon piano-forte actions, and from many others, The statement | desk. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 77, at the end of line 21, strike out 
the period and insert a semicolon and add: 


But none of the foregoing articles in this paragraph shall pay a less rate of 
duty than 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. Task the Senator what are the articles enumerated 
in the paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cotton-velvets. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What paragraph is that ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Paragraph 334, ou page 77. 
objection to the amendment? i 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let it be read again. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have one other amendment to propose and then 
I shall move an adjournment. On page 76, line 18, in the last line of 
paragraph 332, after the word ‘‘of,’’ I move to insert ‘‘10 cents a 
square yard and in addition thereto,’’ and then to strike out ‘'50” 
and insert ‘‘35;’’ so as to read: 

And pay a duty of 10 cents a square yard and in addition thereto 55 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, those matters were not passed over, 
were they? The Senate once acted upon those paragraphs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated that they were omitted by 
myself when we passed over them. It was my error, through inad- 
vertence, and I suggested that I desired to go back and act upon them. 
I move the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator proposes a specific duty of 10 cents 
a square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem, as against 50 per cent. ad 
valorem ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m. ) 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, September 5, 1890, at 
10 o’clock a, m. 


Is there 


The question is on agreeing to the 





NOMINATIONS. « 
Executive nominations received by the Senate September 4, 1890. 
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


John W. Ross, of the District of Columbia, to be a commissioner of 
the District of Columbia, vice Lemon G, Hine, resigned. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James Brady, jr., of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts, Reappointment. 
Commission expired August 4, 1890. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Frederick F. Field, to be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county 
of Santa Barbara and State of California, in the place of James A. Mil- 
ler, resigned. 

Edwin T. Sammons, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in the place of E. 8. Burns, re- 
moved. 

Willis W. Overholser, to be postmaster at Correctionville, in the 
county of Woodbury and State of Iowa, in the place of Daniel K. Free- 
man, deceased. 

John T, Waters, to be postmaster at DeWitt, in the county of Clin- 
ton and State of Lowa, in the place of John H. Saxton, resigned. 

Bolivar A. Holmes, to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county of 
Linn and State of Kansas, in the place of G. Marion Moore, resigned. 

Charles B, Nunemacher, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 

of — and State of Kansas, in the place of Caleb W. Carson, re- 
moved, 
' John W. Breathitt, to be postmaster at Hopkinsville, in the county 
of Christian and State of Kentucky, in the place of Josiah B. Me- 
Kenzie, whose commission expired June 21, 1490; the nomination of 
Mrs. May H. Wright, sent to the Senate May 22, 1890, having been 
withdrawn. 

Randolph Knapp, to be postmaster at North Attleborough, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Josiah 
D. Richards, deceased. 

Eli R, Crafton, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of Clay 
and State of Missouri, in the place of Edward D. Miller, deceased. 

Christian Schwinger, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the county 
of Erie and State ot New York, in the place of George G. Schwinger, 
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removed; Gottlob C. Christ, confirmed by the Senate July 24, 1890, 
not having been commissioned. 

Andrew E, Thorberg, to be postmaster at Mandan, in the county of 
Morton and State of North Dakota, in the place of Daniel Flynn, re- 

| moved, 

John Foreman, to be postmaster at Fustoria, in the county of Seneca 

| and State of Ohio, in the place of Levi Wooster, resigned. 

Mrs. Sallie P. Ramsey, to be postmaster at Wayne, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Theodore F. Ram- 
sey, deceased, 

Samuel T. Poinier, to be postmaster at Spartanburgh, in the county 
of Spartanburgh and State of South Carolina, in the place of John C. 
Anderson, whose commission expired May 14, 1890. 

Frank M. Mead, to be postmaster at Miller, in the county of Hand 
and State of South Dakota, in the place of Alexander Green, removed. 

Frederick Reitz, to be postmaster at Neillsville, in the county of 
Clark and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Isaac T, Clark, whose 
commission expired August 2, 1890. 

CHAPLAIN IN THE NAVY. 

Alexander C. Hensley, a resident of Kentucky, to be a chaplain in 

the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that corps. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 


First Lieut. William H. Miller, of the First Cavalry, to be assistant 
quartermaster, with the rank of captain, September 4,1890, vice Milti- 
more, dismissed. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President September 4, 1890. 
Mrs. May H. Wright, to be postmaster at Hopkinsville, in the State 
of Kentucky. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
[Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Seplember 4, 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be additional second lieutenants in the Corps of Engines 
1. Cadet Edgar Jadwin. 
. Cadet Charles Keller. 
. Cadet Herbert Deakyne. 
. Cadet Charles 8. Bromwell. 


we CO tO 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, September 4, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
SURVEY OF SEVENTH STANDARD PARALLEL. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideva- 
tion of the bill (S. 3089) to authorize the Secretary ot the Interior to 
survey and mark the seventh standard parallel between the States o/ 
North and South Dakota. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe, under the rules, this has to have its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the turther con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ithinkwe haveanumber of matters of very great 
importance that ought first to be considered. The river and harbor bill 
I consider not at all in asafe condition, and I shall ask that this matter 
go over until that is disposed of. In the mean time I will look into 
the matter. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. 


ANDREW SCHNEIDER. 
Mr. BRICKNER. - I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 


eration of the bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, outof any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
-riated,to pay Andrew Schneider, doing a business asa brewer in the city of 
*lymouth, State of Wisconsin, the sum of $100, for special-tax stamps purchased 
for the manufacture of more than 500 barrels of beer per annum; the said 
Schneider having for the years so purchased, namely, 1875 and 1876, manufact- 
ured and sold less than 500 barrels per annum,and whoduly made claim forthe 
refund of same August 20, 1877, but which claim was lost or not received by the 
Treasury Department of the United States prior to the taking effect of the stat- 
= ¢ limitations, namely, act of March 1, 1879, for such claims made and pro- 
vided. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. 


The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 
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The SPEAKER pro mre Is there objection ? 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
bill if it is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. BRICKNER. Yes, sir; it is. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRICK NER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PORT OF DELIVERY, SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 

Mr. STRUBLE. lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 

— of the bill (8. 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sionx City, 
own. 
_ ‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ele,, That the city of Sioux City, in the State of Iowa, shall be, 
and is hereby, constituted a port of delivery, annexed to and made a part of the 
collection district of New Orleans, and shall be subject to the same regulations 


and restrictions as other ports of delivery in the United States; and the privi- 
leges of the first and seventh sections of the act approved June 10, 1880, entitled 


_“An act toamend thestatutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 


goods, and for other purposes,’ be, and the same are, extended to said port. 

Src, 2, That there shall be appointed by the President a surveyor of customs 
for said port, who shall reside at said port, and receive the same compensation 
now provided, or which may hereafter be provided, by law for surveyors of the 
same grade, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the right to object, ang want to hear 
the report read. We have created an extraordinary number of new 
officials this Congress; and I think the necessity for them ought to be 
plainly shown before there is any farther extension in that direction. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Tie Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S, 897) to estab- 
lish « port of delivery at Sioux City, lowa, have had the same under considera- 
tion and respectfully recommend that the bill do pass, 

Mr. STRUBLE,. I would like to make a brief statement. 

Mr, McMILLIN. The report does not give one single factupon which 
an additional office ought to be created. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let me make a brief statement, if my friend from 
Tennessee will withhold his objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have already created more than a regiment 
of them, and I think it is about time to call a halt. We have created 
about twelve or thirteen hundred of them, I believe. 

Mr. STRUBLE. LI hope my friend will not call a halt in this in- 
stance. Sioux City is a place of rapidly growing importance. It now 
has « population of 39,000 people and has large jobbing trade, and 
is rapidly extending it. It is on the Missouri River, as gentlemen all 
know, and isa place of very great promise. The people of that city 
would like very much to ship goods in bond direct. Its manufactur- 
ing, meat-packing, and general trade are of large and rapidly increas- 
ing proportions, Itis now an important railroad center and new lines 
are now under construction. —_ its present population and business, 
with the assurance it has for the future, I believe the privilege of a 
port of delivery ought to be granted to that city, and I hope my friend 
will not interpose an objection, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state to the House how many 
officers are created by this bill and what are the salaries connected 
with them? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Only one is created. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the salary? 

Mr, STRUBLE, Three hundred and fifty dollars. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Three hundred and fifty dollars and fees; but in 
view of the size of the city involved I shall withdraw my objection to 
this bil], but want to give notice that I think we have already created 

new officers. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I thank the gentleman. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is this another one of those 
little ports ot delivery of which we have had so many? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Not a little one, 1 to say to my friend. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe I had better object. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not ob- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Reserving the right of objec- 
tion for a moment, I would like to ask, are not there ports of delivery 
all around your town? 

Mr. STRUBLE. No, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We have been creating one 
pretty nearly every week for the West. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is 325 miles 1rom Dubuque, and about thesame 
distance from St. Paul to Sioux City, and over 100 miles to Council 
Blnils and Omaha, and there is no port of delivery nearer than these 


places. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not object; the 
man is so persuasive and has played in such bad luck. J 


Mr. STKUBLE. I thank the gentleman for his kindness. 


ject to this bill. 
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will ask the gentleman in charge of this | a 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any further objection? [After 


pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRUBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LACEY. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
the bill (H. R. 785) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina. 

Mr. ROWELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I was recognized, Mr. Speaker, before the gentle- 
man rose. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Give us fair play. 

Mr. LACEY. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LACEY. Has not one bill been passed upon each side ? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. ‘There were two on the other side and one on this. 

Mr. LACEY. I understood that one of the bills upon our side was 
objected to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
side. 

Mr. LACEY. ‘Then I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. La- 
cry] demands the regular order. The regular order is the further 
consideration of the election case. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker——- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr, CUMMINGS. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. A question of privilege is already pend- 
ing, the election case; but as no one seems ready to take the floor upon 
that the Chair will recognize the gentleman from New York for a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that debate upon the election 
case shall go on or else that we have a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York rises, 
as he states, to a question of personal privilege, and the Chair will rec- 

ize him under the circumstances. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, it is with reluctance that I rise to 
a question of personal privilege. I read from The New York Press of 
August 27, a leading Republican newspzper of New York City: 

WASHINGTON, August 26. 


Wild and disorderly scenes characterized the session of the House to-day. 
Seven straight hours were consumed in roll-calls, calls of the House, ap 
from the Speaker's decision, etc., while for tie = of that per- 
fect bedlam reigned. The climax was reac! to-night just before ourn- 
ment, when Mr. Cannoy, of Illinois, exasperated by the bolting from the House 
of certain members in order to break a quorum, a resolution black-list- 
ing forty-four of the offenders. 

Then follow the names of the members black-listed. Mine is there. 
I find myself gibbeted in the same black-list in The Mail and Express 
of the same date, another Republican newspaper of New York City, of 
extreme piety. The pious editor, Col. Eliot Frothingham Shepard, 
says: 


There has heen one bill passed on each 


Here they are, and yet they were badly upset when they found their names 
were tobe on record. were not proud of themselvesand ‘tseem 
to think their constituents would be proud of them either. 

The Speaker was unable to get a vote on this resolution before the adjourn- 
ment forthe day. But the names of the men at fault have been given to the 
eS See now in the han:!s of their constituents. Pend 
their at home, it will be instructive to watch how the Speaker will 
handle them to-day in Washington. . 

aye caw Ishould not refer to this now were it not that before 
the a were printed I vainly endeavored to obtain the floor to set 
myself right. Others, however, whose names were not on fhe list 
were recognized for personal explanation on the same matter and were 
allowed to vindicate themselves. I wil! no longer remain silent. A 
simple statement of the facts will show that the imputation upon me 
is most unjust and that the gentleman who made imputation in 
doing so the record and black-lisicd himself. 

Thetemporary triumph over me was purchased at the expense of truth 
and honor. The preamble containing the list violated the privileges 
of this House by its assumed judgment of te motives of Representatives. 
ee Ee et eee a eee I confess 
that I have not been of them. But my faith has been shaken. 

When uier-Tinville’s was a off the world thought 
it was the of him. How astonishing it is to find him reappear- 
ing hereas a memberof Congress from Illinois, Tinville was formerly 
the prosecutor of the revolutionary tribunal in Paris. He 
onthe potuocutings ctteraay of thia sevebutionncy tcihunél ia Wetting: 


tribunal in Paris violated its own rules to accomplish its de- 
This one does the same. Peon Sis Sees 
tribunals. He formulates his acc upon false testimony. 
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He makes his presentment without warrant. His false accusation is 
condemnation. ‘Those whom he arraigns are not even allowed to plead 
to the indictment. Their names have been blazoned to the world as 
guilty without allowing them a protest. 

Iam a victim of this infamous proceeding. Condemned unheard, 
like ny comrade from Pennsylvania, Gen. OsBoRNE, like him I de- 
sire to plead not guilty. I appeal to the same Recorp to which my 
comrade appealed. 

I take the calling of the roll on that day. I wasnot here when the 
roll was first called, but afterward appeared and gave my name to the 
Clerk. Upon the motion to adjourn made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. EnLor] I find myself recorded in the affirmative. 

Upon the appeal taken from the decision of the Chair I find myself 
recorded as voting against sustaining the decision. Upon the next roll- 
call I find myself present. Upon the motion to dispense with all fur- 
ther proceedings under the call I did not vote. My vote was not nec- 
essary, as no qtorum was required to dispense with the proceedings. 
Upon a farther vote upon the appeal I did not vote. it was not nec- 
essary. I had already voted upon the question. I do not know where 
I was; I was certainly either in the lobby or in the House; but as I 
had already voted upon the appeal I supposed that was sufficient. - I 
find myself present upon every roll-call thereafter, and upon the final 
vote I am recorded among the yeas. 

Such is the Recorp. I ask no correction of the indictment. The 
REcoRD, however, shows that the Clerk heard my response when | 


voted against sustaining the Speaker’s appeal and did not hear that of | 


my Grand Army comrade General OSBORNE, who voted to sustain it 
General OSBORNE was accused because his vote was not recorded and 
I am accused because mine was recorded. Apparently I am punished 
on a false charge for voting against sustaining the appeal of the Speaker 

The gentleman from Illinois in excusing himself, said: ‘‘ There is no 
recital in the resolution except what the roll-call shows.”’ 

Could Fouquier-Tinville be more malignant or more untruthfal? 
I quote from the resolution: 

Many ofthem leaving the Hall of the House so that they could not be counted 
as present. 

Doesthe Record show this? Does not every man upon this tloor 
know that it does not show it? Does not this House know that it was 
a malignant assumption? There are two false accusations. The Rrc- 
ORD does not even show that the accused Representatives were absent. 


Itshows only that they did not vote. Yet the gentleman from I)linois— | 


and I quote his exact words—gravely said, ‘‘ The resolution recites the 
REcoRD.”’ 


The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], the ever-ready attend- 


ant of the gentleman from Illinois, in supporting him used the word | 
**sneak.’’ Whether he applied it appropriately or not, there was some | 


sneaking done in the House at that time, which the RECORD indicates. 
I will not mangle it in producing it. He said in reply to General Os- 
BORNE (I quote from the RecorD): ' 

Mr. Cannon, I will cail the gentleman’s attention to the fact that I do not 
know whether he was present or not, but I was furnished with a list of ab- 


sentees recited by the Clerk at the desk, and if there be an error touching the 
gentleman's presence or absence I disclaim it. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It seems to me that the question of privilege 
requires only an explanation on the part of the gentleman making it, 
and that it is an outrage to trespass upon the time of the House by a 


speech involving forty different subjects, under pretense of a mere ques- | 


tion of privilege. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CumMinGs} will confine himself to the question of | 


rivilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am simply quoting the language 
of the gentleman who falsely charged me with leaving the House to 
break a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair trusts the gentleman from 
New York will confine himself to the question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish to finish my statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman may get the 
bile off his stomach and finish his apology. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 

in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS (to Mr. Cannon). Iam glad that you are not in 
favor of muzzling me. I am not in favor of muzzling you. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I would rather you would exhaust yourself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair trusts that the gentleman 
from New York will proceed in order. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. This was the’same list that the Speaker had re- 
fused to the House some time before upon demand of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. 

Fancy the great chairman of the great Committee on Appropriations, 
the successor of Samuel J. Randall, ‘‘sneaking’’ (I use the word of his 

the gentleman from lowa)—‘‘sneaking”’ up to the Clerk’s 


attendant, 
desk and obtaining surreptitiously alist which had been refused to the 
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House, and upon this list basing a false accusation against his fellow- 
members. Is it not an act worthy of Fouquier-Tinville? 

Over and over again he says he has done nothing but recite the rec- 
ord. ‘‘I recite in the preamble and resolution,’’ he says, ‘‘ exactly 
what the facts are.’’ 


**If there be a censure,’’ he says elsewhere, ‘‘it is a censure made 
by the facts shown by two roll-calls, one sueceeding the other, and ap- 
pearing upon the records of this House.’’ 

| He thus professes to recite the record when he falsifies 1 


I have thus shown that I was not among those, if ther 


were any 
such, who left the House periodically for the purpos 


of breaking a 


{ quorum. But, sir, I hold that if I had been among them I would have 
been perfectly justified. I hold that any member is justified in resort 
ing to any measures not absolutely unparliamentary to thwart the un 

a tyranny of the triumvirate who control the Committee on 
Rules. Let us look at its atrocity. 

Ten of the fifty-nine committees of this Houseare privileged. ‘They 


can call up their bills and resolutions at any time. Unless the House 
refuses point blank to consider them they may be discussed and placed 
upon their passage. Thenthere are grades of privilege. A conference 
report on an appropriation bill, for instance, would take precedence of 
a report from the Committee on Printing, although both might be priv- 
ileged. The privileged committees of the privileged committees, it will 
thus be seen, have the primal right of way. The secondary right of 
way comes by the grace of what is called the morning hour. Thetitle 
is misleading, for the business then taken up may run two whole days 


. | or until the bill is passed. 


The morning hour is never reached on Mondays and Fridays. Each 
alternate Mongay is set down for the consideration of bills reported 
from the committee having in charge the interests of the District of 
Columbia. All other Mondays are what are known as suspension days 
One is reserved for committees and the other for individuals. Under 
former Congresses there was a prescribed formula for these recogni- 
tions. Members recorded their names on a list and the committees 
were taken in their turns. A Cwsar, however, has set at defiance all 
| lists and schedules. He recognizes whom he pleases. He evidently 

regards this great power as one of the prerogative perquisites of the 
Speaker. Ifso, itis one that may be used to reward friends and to 
punish enemies. 

On individual suspension day the Representative recognized by the 
Speaker moves to suspend the rules and take up any bill he pleases, 
| Only a few minutes are allowed for debate. If the measure receives 
a two-thirds vote it has the sanction of the House and goes to the Senate 
or the President, according toits origin. If it fails to geta two-thirds 
vote it goes back to the Calendar and again takes its chances fora 
morning hour. The routine on committee suspension days is similar, 
| The Speaker recognizes the chairman of acommittee who designates a 
| bill reported by his committee and moves asuspension of the rules for 
its consideration. With a two-thirds vote he gets it, and by a two 
thirds vote alone can the bill be passed. 

So much for suspension days. Fridays, under the rules, are set 
| down for the consideration of private bills from the committees on 

War Claims and on Claims. 

Hereletus pause. The methods of business in the House seem some- 
| what intricate, but plain. Private bill day, suspension day, District 
| day,the morning hour and the privileged business of the House are fixed. 

All that seems necessary for a thorough understanding is to fill the inter- 
| stices with unfinished business and business on the Speaker’s table. It 


| looks asclear asanItaliansky. Now forthereality. District day and 
| suspension day have repeatedly been robbed of their privileges. Pri- 
| vate-bill day was dead nearly five months. The morning hour was 
washed under six months ago and has but just reappeared. You might 
fancy that the rush of privileged business is tremendous to effect such 
achange. Nothing of the kind. 


The lever with which it is done is the Committee on Rules. Itruns 
the House under the rules in defiance of the rules. The forty-fourth 
on the list of House committees, it is the foremost in its privilege. 


Next to the smallest committee in the House, it is the most powerful. 
In this Congress it seems to have played the part of the genie in the 
Arabian Nights. It was drawn like a flask from the depths of the 
Speaker’s conception of parliamentary law. Smoke poured from it 
when unscrewed, and the immensity of its presence has filled the nation 
with apprehension. It is the whip with which the force bill was 
lashed through the House; it is the spur which pricked the silver bill 
to its consideration and passage; it is the bludgeon that was used to 
pound the Senate version of the original-package bill into a law. 

It seems to be an instrument in the hands of a triumvirate almost 
as powerful as the one that sprang into life after the assassination of 
Julius Casar. The two Democrats upon the committee are powerless. 
The are dominated by the Republican members of the committee. 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep] may aptly be termed the 
Mark Antony, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKIniEy] the O 
tavius, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNon], the Lepidus 
| of the combination. The three agree upon a special order of business. 


Half an hour before the House is brought to order they invite the Demo- 
cratic members of the committee to the Speaker’s room. After they 
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are informed of the determination of the majority, the committee ad-| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 


journs, After the readingof the.Jonrnal, Mark Antony recognizes either 
Octavius or Lepidus. The committee on rules is a privileged com- 
mittee. All the safeguards of legislation are swept away in a minute. 

Private-bill day, District of Columbia day, everything must give 
way to the dictum of the triumvirate. A resolution is jumped through 
the House providing that immediately on its adoption bill No, — shall 
be considered, debate to be limited to two hours, the committee to have 
precedence in offering amendments, and the previous question to be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amendments at 4 o’clock, when 
the final vote shall be taken. 

The party majority has been trebled by robbing Southern Democrats 
ot their seats. The material thus gained is plastic. It overbalances 
any conscientious scruples that might arise in the minds of Repub- 
licans honestly elected. The party legion stands by the triumvirate. 
The resolution is passed and the measure put through at the specified 
minute, 

Bill after bill has been forced through the House in this way since 
the adoption of the Reed rules. When the force bill was under con- 
sideration the Committee on Rules gave the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr, LopGg], in charge of the bill, the option of offering a 
substitute just before the vote was taken. If it had been offered, the 
majority would undoubtedly have adopted it sight unseen, as no man 
could have caught its drift under the reading of the Clerk. Repeat- 
edly have bills been passed under pressure from the Committee on Rules 
where Democrats had no time to offer amendments. Protests and ap- 

Is from the decisions of the Chair were disregarded by Mark Antony. 

ake the tariff bill. The time was so limited by the Committee on 

Rules that the Ways and Means Committee itself didot have an op- 
portunity to offer all of its amendments, 

Even in the limited period allowed for debate, the Speaker frequently 
doles out the time, instead of the leaders in the discussion. He recog- 
nizes whom he pleases. His selections at critical moments may be 
said to be peculiarly characteristic. Strong Republican and diffident 
Democraticspeakers may berecognized. Able Democrats may plead for 
recognition in vain, More than one such Democrat upon the floor of 
the House to-day refuses to humiliate himself by pleading with the 
Speaker for recognition when time is limited and important questions 
are before the House for discussion. - There seems to be a universal feel- 
ing on both sides of the Chamber that all legislative meat is cut and 
dried and distributed according to a prearranged programme. 

Mr, ROWELL, Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the gentleman 
is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman him- 
self must appreciate—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam giving my reasons—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
well taken. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam giving reasons which I think would have 
justified me in abseating myself trom the House at the time specified. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order is 
well taken. The gentleman from New York must appreciate that he 
is going beyond the bounds of a personal explanation. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I have been charged here by the gentleman from 
Mlinois flatly —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
pardon the Chair. The Chair trusts the gentleman will perceive that 
he is going further-—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I do not desire to take up the time of the House. 
I ask permission to print the remainder of my remarks in the Recorp. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Oh, no! [Cries of ‘Go 
on !’’ on the Democratic side. | 

Mr, CUMMINGS. The Speaker is reported to have declared that 
this House is no longer a deliberative body—— ‘ 

Mr. ROWELL, I make a point of order against that. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from New York has a right to defend 
himself and hisassociates from charges made on the record in the reso- 
lution intreduced by the gentleman from [linois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York rose 
to « question of personal privilege. The Chair thinks the gentleman 
himself and members about him will agree that he is going beyond the 
limits of a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. FLOWER, I tried to get the attention of the Chair on a ques- 
tion of personal privilege; and the gentleman is boiling the matter all 
down in one statement, showing the feeling we all entertain about this 
matter, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only say to the gentle- 
man from New York that he must proceed in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Illinois, the 
spokesman of the Committee on Rules, because he does not stand with 
his associates on this question; he is opposed to muzzling me. I am 


certainly I 
have a right to do that. 
Mr, KERR, oflowa. Mr, Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois Mr. 
CANNON] has no right to consent to having the time of the House 
passed upon, 


gentleman from New York will 
proceed in order. He understands the rules of the House in regard to 
questions of personal privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Now, Mr. Speaker, under the arbitrary rolings 
that have characterized, not the Speaker pro , but the gee 
himself, I feel that any man upon this floor would be justified in the 
eyes of his constituents in avoiding 2 roll-call and leaving the House 
without a quorum whenever in his opinion the interests of his constitu- 
ents demanded it. Is that in order? - 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman has made that statement three 
or four times; and it seems to me that ought to be enough. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, That I deny. 7 

Mr. FLOWER. The gentleman has a right to say it all day if he 
wants to. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. No, he has not. 

MEMBERS on the Democratic side. Yes, he has. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I say that the new rules were adopted because 
you = they would force the House to do business. ell, how do 
you do it? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, They wil! not allow the House to do business 
if the gentleman is to on our time in this manner. A good 
deal of this has been done already this session. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, the triumvirate of the Committee 
on Rales is the ‘* deliberative body,’’ and the House does business, 
but only the business indicated by the triumvirate. Its chief business 
seems to be the enactment of measures for the perpetuation of its own 


wer, 
PM r. ROWELL. I make a point of order that this is not a question 
of personal privilege. It is an attack u the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Very well; amemberof the Committee on Rules 
has falsely accused and indicted me; and I have a right to reply and 
defend myself. That is what Iam doing. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. : 
Mr. ROWELL. I never knew yet that it was a defense of one crime 
to charge another. 


SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes that the gentleman 
from New York will confine himself to the question of vilege. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have here an a of 


arbitrary rulings of the Speaker which in my opinion would justify 
any member of the House in leaving the House and a@ quorum 
to protect the interests of his constituents. I do not to waste 
your time. Give me the privilege of printing these, and I will—— 
Mr. ROWELL. I insist that the time of the House shall not be 
wasted, out of order, 
: yh teen f Then I shall claim my right to read them as a 
of my cee explanation. 
ae BLAND. The time of the House was occupied in making these 
charges, and the gentleman is only replying to them. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to print the residue of his remarks in the REcoRD. 
Several members on the Republican side objected. 
Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be al- 
lowed to print. 
The SPEAKER pro . Is there objection? 
Mr. DUNNELL, I object. 
Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side (to Mr. CumMINGS). Go 


on! 
Mr. FLOWER. That gentleman who objected must be from Ver- 


mont. 
Mr, DUNNELL. What the gentleman has to say, let him say in 
n House, 
Mr. CUMMINGS. When the gentleman from Maine picked up the 
gavel as the Speaker of this House, he said: 

a eee seen aa wha ca pent tne Wisin esacte ea 
cmhee. To 
I out will. I invoke the considerate 
joacaee and Gee osrdselbdet all the axndaeneal the Moab. 

These were fair words. moe mevenitet> seen Fee itasay 


and I him that I will ue to insist if he does not keep 
within the of the rule and confine himself to the question. 
Mr. BLAND. It is a most singular fact that the from 
Illinois did not rise to a point of order when his made these 
charges on the floor. Now, when gentlemen on this desire to de- 
fend themselves from these unjust charges, he is quick to raise his 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
confine himself to the question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I desire to be heard on that, Mr. Speaker. I 
desire to show wherein I present a question of privilege. 

I recall these words of the Speaker, because for one week I have been 
persistently seeking a recognition to set myself right as regards the un- 
just charges made against me, and I recall the rulings of the Speaker to 
show how I as well as others have been treated on this floor. I have 
been charged, by a resolution introduced by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], with neglect of official duty. In defense of my 
record I have the right to show that there was no sincerity in this public 
charge against me, but that it grew out of the general conduct which 
has characterized the rulings of the Speaker, the eccentric and partisan 
conduct of the Committee on Rules, and the general tyranny of the 
present majority of this House. To show the purpose animating the 
resolution I have the right to go into the whole record if I so desire. 
What right have you to put a limit on my discretion ” 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I again ask a ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER nro tempore. The point of order is made against the 
gentleman from New York-that he is going beyond the bounds of a per- 
sonal explanation or question of personal privilege, While very wide 
latitude has usually been granted in such matters and the Chair has 
indulged the gentleman to that extent, the Chair trusts that the gen- 
tleman will confine himself strictly to the question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will endeavor to do so. 

Samuel J. Randall was not among these ill-boding Democratic 
prophets. In conversation with a visitor early in December he said: 

n ive man broadens when he becomes Speaker. He watches him- 
self and knows his own failings and the strength of his impulses, and is more 
than ever controlled by his sense of what is right. He tries to be governed by 
a strict sense of duty, and would be more apt to protect a political opponent by 
his rulings than to favor afriend. I think that Mr. Reep will try to be fair in 
his parliamentary rulings. 

Mr. Randall added that he spoke from experience. He was himselt 
intensely aggressive while upon the floor, but when he became Speaker 
of the House he could feel himself broaden. He was governed by a 
strict desire and a positive determination to carry out the rules of the 
House regardless of friend or foe. 

Mr. ROWELL. I again submit the question of order that the gen- 
tleman is not confining himself to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman is 
clearly out of order and must sustain the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I am showing what the Speaker of the House 
promised and what he failed to fulfill. It-applies to my case. It is 
a part of my justification. It isa part of my defense. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
to state that he rose to a question of personal privilege, but now un- 
derstands that he presents certain statements as an excuse for leaving 
the.Hall and not voting. : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did not say that I had left the Hall for the pur- 
pose of not voting. The gentleman from Illinois said that. I am pro- 
ceeding to state what I did and why I would have been justified in 
doing what the gentleman from Illinois falsely charged me with doing. 

Mr. ROWELL. _[ insist upon a ruling. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. I have been making an explanation to relieve 
myself from the charges made by the gentleman from Illinois. Am I 
not in order in stating—— 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair thinks the point of order is | 


well taken, The gentleman can, of co proceed in order. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Does the Chair decide that I am out of order in | 


submitting to this House the arbitrary rulings of the Speaker as an 
excuse for members who have been black-listed in Republican papers 
on the charge of being absent from the House to break a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
submitted by the gentleman from Illinois is well taken. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does the Chair decide that—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides as he has decided 
on the point of order raised. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does the Chair decide that it is out of order to 
quote the ee of the Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York can 
proceed in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then, I will proceed with these rulings of the 
Speaker. 

It seems, however, that Mr. Randall was mistaken in the gentle- 
man from Maine. The House at first adopted no rules. Itran under 
what was termed ‘‘general parliamentry law’ for more than two 
months, 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I again raise the question of order. I 
claim that this is no question of personal privilege. 

hoe roman pro tempore. The Chair hopes the gentleman will 

er. : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does the Chair decide that my scheduling of the 
arbitrary rnlings of the Speaker is not in order? 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides on the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Illinois and holds that it is well taken. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does the Chair decide the scheduling of the arbi- 
trary rulings of the Speaker, which I am about to read, is out of order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides the point made by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then I shall continue. 

Under this system the Speaker construed the general parliamentary 
law to suit himself and the interests of his party. His bias was {first 
shown on January 7. My iriend from Maryland [Mr. McComas} 
moved that the House go into Committee of the Whole on the stute ot 
the Union for the consideration of the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill ‘‘ under the rules of the last House’’ 

Mr. ROWELL. I rise again to a question of order, and add to it 
that the gentleman’s statement is that he proposes to arraign the absent 
Speaker, and as a question of personal privilege that can not be per- 
mitted. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam not responsible for the Speaker’s absence. 
I propose to quote the rulings of the Speaker as my justification, if one 
is needed, and I claim that under them I had aright to be absent when 
I was falsely accused of being absent. 

Mr. ROWELL. [still insist upon the point of order 
|} Mr.CUMMINGS. And that is justification, notan excuse. Now, if 

the Speaker pro tempore decides that the quoting of these rulings is not 
| in order I will take my seat. [Cries of *‘ Regular order !’’ on the Re- 
publican side. } 
Mr. FLOWER. Let his speech be first printed in the Recorp and 
then decide to-morrow. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed 
to conclude my remarks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
CUMMINGS] asks unanimous consent to print his remarks in the Rec 
|orp. Is there objection ? 
| Mr. DUNNELL. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
| Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker—— [Cries of ‘‘Go on!’’ ‘“‘Go 
on!’’ on the Democratic side. ] 
| Mr. ANDREW. Tell him you agree not to have them printed until! 
after the election in Maine. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from New 
York will be allowed to proceed without interruption. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has allowed the gentleman 
| to proceed at great length and with a great deal of latitude. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think the gentleman is nearly through with 
his remarks and that he is only doing what he hasa right todo, under 
the question of personal privilege. 

Mr. ROWELL. One word of explanation. It is to prevent useless 
occupation of the time of the House that I have objected to the gen- 
tleman’s speaking out of order. I have raised the objection half a 
dozen times. At each time the gentleman has been ruled out of order 
| and has been directed to proceed in order, and has proceeded out of 

erder. I now make the objection and I shall make it no more. 

The SPEAKER pro t-mpore. The Chair hopes the gentleman from 
New York will confine himself to the question of personal privilege 
and keep within the rules. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I say, Mr. Speaker, I am confining myself to the 
question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 

roceed. 

| Mr.CUMMINGS. The first ruling of the Speaker to which I will 
| call the attention of the House opened the eyes of the Democrats. It 
showed that the Republicans meant to use the rules of the last House 
when it served their purpose and to do without rules and trust to the 
Speaker under ‘‘ general parliamentary law’’ atothertimes. My friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] raised the question of consider- 
ation. The Speaker refused to entertain it, on the ground that sucha 
question could not be raised on a motion to go into Committee of the 
Whele. The gentleman from Kentucky replied that it was not simply 
a question of going into Committee of the Whole, but also a motion for 
the temporary adoption of rules for the government of the House. The 
Speaker insisted upon his ruling, and an appeal was taken, The decis- 
ion was sustained by a vote of 142 yeas to 120 nays. My friend from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] called for tellers. The Speaker ordered them, 
and they had taken their places at the mouth of the main aisle when 
the yeas and nays were secured upon the demand of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY]. 

Note that the gentleman from Missouri had called for tellers and the 
Speaker had appointed them. 

The gentleman from Maryland then moved the previous question on 
his resolution. What followed is quoted from the Reconp—— 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLanp]|— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ] rise? 

Mr. CANNON. I ask thegentleman to yield foramoment. As the 
' gentleman is determined to complete his speech I desire to ask that he 
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be permitted to print the speech that he is making under the false pre- 
tense of a question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The pretense is not as false as the pretense by 
which you swuggled my name into that ‘‘ black-list,’’ as the leading 
papers of your party call it, 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois—if the 

ntleman from New York will yield—renews his request that the gen- 

eman from New York be allowed to print his remarks in the Recorb. 
Iz there objection? 

Mr. KERN, of Iowa. Lobject. I object to allowing improper re- 
marks to go into the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 

roceed, Thegentlemanfrom Iowaobjects. The gentlemanfrom New 
ork will proceed in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. What followed is quoted from the Recorp: 

Mr. Bureckinaiper, of Kentucky. Pending thatdemand I move that the House 
adjourn unt! Thursday. 

The Speaker. The gentleman from Kentycky moves that the House do now 
ourn. |The question was put.|] The nays seem to have it. 
veral members called for a division. ‘ 
Mr. Brann. The motion was to adjourn over till Thursday. 
The Sreaker, That motion is notin order. Thequestion is upon the motion 
to adjourn, upon which a division has been called for. 


Mr. Breckxrnerpar, cf Kentucky. The motion I made was to adjourn till 
Tharsdsy. 


. ‘The Srmaker. That motion is notin order. The question is now upon order- 


ing the previous question. 

Mr. Breck yerper, of Kentucky. Pending the previous question, I desire to 
move that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourns to meet on Thursday 
next. 

The Sruakur. The Chair misunderstood the motion. The Chair understood 
it to be a motion to adjourn. The question is now on the demand for the pre- 
vious question. [After a pause.] The ayes seem to have it. 


Here it will be seen that the Speaker distinctly acknowledged that 
he misunderstood the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
yet still refused to put his motion as he made it, and gagged the 
minority by putting the previous question. 

Thirteen days afterward, near the close of aday’s session, the gentle- 
man from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] moved that the House adjourn. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr) was seeking the floor, The 
Speaker put the question, and declared, ‘‘The nays have it.’’ Mr, 
BLAND called for a division. The members rose and Speaker counted 
them. He announced—yeas 61, nays 68. At this Mr. BLAND ques- 
tioned the count, saying, ‘“‘Let us have tellers.’”’ The REcorD of 
January 21 shows what followed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, a a inquiry. 
I desire to know whether the Speaker thinks that the recital that the 
gentleman irom New York is now placing before the House is in ac- 
cordance with a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make the point of 


order-—— 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman is not confining himself to the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Then I understand the Chair to rule that the 
quoting of the Speaker’s rulings in my remarks is entirely out of or- 
der ? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairrules that the point of order 
made against the statement just made by the gentleman from New 
York is well taken. 

Mr. MORGAN. Leave that out and go on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair can only appeal to the 
gentleman from New York to proceed in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, 1am proceeding in order, as I can see it. 


Mr. Buanyp. Linsist upon having tellers upon my motion— 


Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from New York will 
suspend, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, It is very apparent that the gentleman 
from New York ean not make his speech on personal privilege unless 
he reads from his manuscript. Now, I ask unanimous consent that he 


be given leave to print, and I hope no one will object. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. MORGAN. Letus have it out. 

Mr. CUMMINGS [reading]: 

The Srr,ker. The motion to adjourn is not agreed to. 

Mr. BRinanp, I demand tellers. 

Cho Speaker. There is nd provision for tellers. The Chair recognizes the 


> gentieman from IHlinois. 


Mr. Buanp. | insist upon having tellers upon my motion. 

‘The Seraxex. The Chair knows of no provision for tellers. 

Mr. Bano, Then I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The Ser ker. It seems to be too late to demand the yeas nays. 

a BLAND. We have been having tellers when dem during the whole 
O1 the session. 


The Srraker. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Tilinois. 


Thus, in the face of his action on January 7, appointing tellers, on 
January 20 he refused tellers on the demand of the same member, and 


| floor. 


| 
: 
Mr. CANNON. I call the gentleman to order. [Great ter on 


upon top of that refused to recognize a demand for the yeas and nays, 
guarantied by this clause of the Constitution: 

The yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question shall, at 
the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal 

On January 2 (see Recorp, page 700) the following scene occurred: 

Mr. Buanp, I demand tellers upon the motion. 

The Speaker. Upon what ground does the gentleman demand tellers? 

Mr. awe. ——_ the general practice of the House and the ruling of the 
presen e te 

The ao. The Chair declines to order tellers. 

Thereupon the gentleman from Missouri took an appeal. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. eee moved to table the appeal. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr, MiL.s] made the point of order that there 
was no rule of the House authorizing a motion to lay on the table, and 
no parliamentary warrant for such a motion in the absence of rules. 
The Speaker promptly overruledit. Theappeal was tabled—149 to 137. 

Thecro outrage came on January 29. Norules had been adopted 
to govern the House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] had ealled up a resolution from the Committee on Elec- 
tions, giving the seat of James M. Jackson, a Democratic Representa- 
tive from West Virginia, to Charles B. Smith, his Republican oppo- 
nent. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
I renew the point of order that the gentleman’s remarks are out of 
order. It is very evident that he is simply reading a rehash of his 
various articles in The New York San. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Does the gentleman from Iowa make the point 
of order —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is 
called to order. ’ 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
concerning the — of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order is 
well taken. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish to understand the point of order. I ask 
thegentleman a question. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] 
make the point of order that the quoting of the rulings of the Speaker 
is out of order? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If itis aruling of the Speaker in regard to any 
matter that the gentleman is com ‘ing of, why, of course, I would 
not hold that; but he has not one word in regard to the matter of 
which he complains. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I have already told you that I do complain of 
it, and—— 

Mr. BLAND. Thegentleman from Iowa, however, will remember that 
when a member of this House is charged-—— 

Mr. DALZELL and others, Regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, you regular order yourself. [Cries of ‘‘Sit 
down!’’] When a member of this House is charged by insinuation he 
has a right, in his own way, to defend himself. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania need not undertake to set me down by crying ‘‘ Regular 
order !*’ and telling me to sit down. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is out of order. He has not the 


floor. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker-—— 
Mr. BLAND. I think I understand my rights upon this floor, Mr. 
ker, and when the gentleman trom Pennsylvania-—— 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Missouri will bear 
in mind that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cummixas] has the 


Mr. BLAND. I am addressing myself to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR] as to a matter of interrogatory. I understand that a point 

| of order was raised by the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Kerr], and | 

| was addressing an interrogatory to the gentleman from Iowa—— 

| The SPEAKER pro —— The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr | 

| made a point of order the Chair sustains the point of order. 

| Mr, CUMMINGS. I was going to show howarbitrary the action o! 

_ the Speaker was in thus counting a quoruam—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to submit, Mr. Speaker, that I do not think 
that the usual indulgence is allowed to the gentleman from New York. 
The Chair is well aware and gentlemen are well aware that the power 
of the Chair is generally to be regarded as exhausted in determining a 
point of order in stating that the gentleman having the floor will con- 
form to the usual order. Now, sir, while this severe course, severer 
than any I have known entorced against any gentleman on this floor, 
is being pursued, within twenty-four hours in on of a well known 
rule of House, a gentlenian on the other side was permitted to ar- 

a Senator of the United States—— 


the Democratic side.] The gentleman from Georgia, I make the point 
of order, is taking the gentleman from New York from the floor. 
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Mr. CANNON 
Mr. BLOUNT. 


I call the gentleman to order. 
And arraigned a Senator 

Mr. CANNON. I call the gentleman to order, 

Mr.BLOUNT. And held up to criticism his associate Senators for 
asscciation with a felon; while to-day 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. CAN- 
NON ] rises to a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. My pointof order is that the gentleman from Georgia 
has no right to state a question of personal privilege upon his side, 
pending the time the gentleman from New York has the floor on a 
question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ithank the gentleman for his courtesy. 
ter. 

sie BLOUNT. I was not stating a question of personal privilege 
The gentleman misapprehends. But there have been continued and 
repeated interruptions of the gentleman from New York, and an effort 
made to suppress him in the matter of a statement of a question of 
privilege, and these interruptions and the repetition of them are such 
as I have never seen perpetrated before; and in the light of the trans- 
actions on this floor yesterday it is a most extraordinary proceeding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
continue in order, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, to show how arbitrary that action of the 
Speaker was 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
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I rise to a question of order. 

I wish to read the following letter: 
WASHINGTON, April 13, 1883-—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa is not in 
order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS (reading): 

L. C, CoOLLtIns, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Springfield, Ili.— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York wil 
suspend. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. LI ruse to a question of order, and the Chair 
was considering that when the gentleman from Georgia arose. I wish 
to say now 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and asks the gentleman from New York to proceed in order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to withdraw that point of order. If the 
gentleman from Georgia thinks that the remarks of the gentleman from 
New York are in order, I will withdraw the point of order and let him 
proceed. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
the following letter: 





How arbitrary that action was is indicated from 


WASHINGTON, April 13, 1883 


L, C. CoLLins, 
Speaker House of Representat.ves, Springfield, It, : 

Members in their seats not voting can not be counted in any way whatever. 

They may be censured by the Speaker for failing to perform their duty, but the 


Speaker can not take cognizance of their presence except as they respond to the 
roll-call, 


JAMES G. BLAINE. 

After rnling that there was a quorum present in the meaning of the 
Constitution, the Speaker recognized the gentleman from Georgia (M ; 
Crisp], who appealed from the decision of the Chair, and added, 
desire to be heard on that appeal.’’ 

After thus recognizing Mr. Crisp, the Speaker arbitrarily took him 
from the floor by recognizing the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON ], who moved to lay the appeal on the table, thus preventing crit- 
icism of the Speaker’s action, as a motion to lay on the table cuts off 
debate. Mr. Crisp protested. He claimed that he had the floor and 
had a right to be heard. The RECORD, page 917, discloses what {ol- 
lowed: 


Mr. Crarsp. I claim the right to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois is one which he 
nad a right to make. 

Mr, Crisp. Not while Iam on the floor. 

The SreEakex. The Chair did not recognize the gentieman for that purpose. 

This language is worth consideration. If a man is recognized he is 
certainly recognized for the matter which he chooses to present, if it is 
ir order, and not for what the Speaker desires. 

Mr. Caisp. I submit that it is unfair, unjust,and unman! 
portunity to present our case. 

The Republican members apparently got their cue promptly, for the 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. WILLIAMS] immediately rose to a question 
of order. It was that the motion before the eter was to lay the ap- 
peal on the table, and that discussion of that question was out of order. 

The gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. BLAND] shonted: 

The Speaker argued his side of the ease to the House, 
the same privilege. 

The Recoup shows what followed: 


Mr. Caisr. I appeal to one fairness as a man. Gentlemen [ack lressing the 
ican side of the House], I pees to your fairness as men to give us 
re opportunity to reply to the argument which the Speaker has seen 


" ae kee — to hear the rulings that have been made in 
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TheSP EAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. Cc ANNON. Mr. Speaker a 

Mr. CUMMINGS 
has expired. 

Mr. FLOWER. 
tion limited ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. | nder the hour rus 


I would like to know under what rule my time 


Under what rule is the tim 1 ay 


Mr. BLOUNT. But the gentleman was interrupted 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point of orde 
that the time taken up by points of order does not come out of the 
gentleman’s time and that it does not come within the rule on a priv 
ileged matter. A gentleman has no power to control the points of 
order, but a gentleman has the right in a certain sense to control in 
te rruptions. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the Chair hold that when a gentleman was in 


terrupted with points of order it has been customary to take that out 
of his hour? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE 
allowed for interruptions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not in cases 
points of order have been sustained against him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think that the ¢ ‘bait is in error as 
to any limitation on a question of privilege. When a gentleman rises 
toa ) question of privilege it does not come e under the ordin: ary rules of 
debate. It is notdebate under the ordinary rules 
bees naruling, but I do not remember one. 
been customary to apply the hour rule to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
suggest that a gentleman arising to a question of privilege can talk in 
definitely ? 

Mr. McMILLIN, I think so. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks the hour ruk 
and will cause the Clerk to read the rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There may be some ruling on it, | 
been applied since I have been here. 

rhe Clerk read as follows 


, of Kentucky I think time has always been 


There m: by have 
I know that it has never 


applies 


yut it has never 


Rule XIV, clause 2: When two or more members rise at once, the Speaker 
| shal i name the member who is first to speak; and no member shall oecupy 
more than one hour in debate on any question in the House or in committee, 
except as further provided in this rule. 


Mr. McMILLIN. ‘To show the inapplicability of that rule to a 
question of privilege involving the rights of a member, this point alone 
need be called to the attention of the Chair. Suppose that a scurvy 
article were written against a membér which it required more than an 
hour to read; the reading would go on in his time; now, would the 
Chair hold in such a case that at the end of the hour’s reading the pro- 
ceeding should be stopped and the mouth of the member closed so that 
he could not make any defense of himself? I think not. The mem- 
ber rises to a question of privilege, and so long as he proceeds upon the 
question of privilege involving his character I think he is entitled to 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor In the case the gentleman supposes, 
the time consumed in reading the article as the basis of the personal 
explanation would not be included in his time, any ‘e than the read 
ing of a bill or resolution would be so included. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The reading ofa billis the business of the House, 
but the reading of the article in such a case would be the business of « 
member, unde r the rule , and would, I think, come out of his time 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that under the rule 
read the hour limit applies, and that the time of the gentleman from 
New York has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. l ask unanimous consen 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. BLAND. 


t ¢ tand y 


I object 
Then I appeal from the decision of the Ci 
I desire to be heard on that appeal. 





Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order that that a al is no 
in order. It is evidently a dilatory motion as against the elect 
ca-e— 

Mr. BLAND. I have the floor, Mr. Speake 

Mr. CANNON. And the Chair is entitled ler the rules, to1 
fuse to entertain the appeal. 

Mr. McMILLIN, One wordin reply tothe gentleman from Illinoi 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is no difficulty 
about the matter. The Chair holds Pa tia rruie apples, rom 
that ruling the gentleman from New York | Mr. ¢ IMI | appeais. 
That is the question before the House. The g¢ nan from Illinois 
makes the point of order that the appeal lat The Chair over 


rules the point of order and holds that the question is appealable and 
debatable. 
Mr. CANNON, 
Mr. BLAND. 


Let us vote. 
I want to say, Mr. Speaker— 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move—— 

Mr. BLAND. I hope that I may have the floor, Mr. Speaker. The 
gentleman from Illinois seems to think he is entitled ta 0 ‘the floor from 
the beginning of the day’s session to its end. 
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Mr. CANNON, I move to lay the appeal on the table, and on that 
I move the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I have taken the floor on the appeal. 

Mr. CANNON, And I have moved to lay that appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from I)linois [ Mr. 
CANNON] bad not the floor to makethat motion. The Chair had rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] on the appeal, 
and the appeal! is clearly debatable. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I think this is an important question to 
be settled by the House. It is evident that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CuMMINGS] was notinterrupted by hisown consent. Gen- 
tlemen made points of order and discussed them and occupied bis time 
in that way; and that this matter can not reasonably be governed by 
the rule which has been read must be apparent to the House. That 
rule relates to debates and to the regular proceedings of the House, not 
to questions of personal privilege. If a gentleman in regular debate 
permits himself to be interrupted and his time to be thus occupied, it 
isat hisloss; but on a question of privilege, where a gentleman has been 
interrupted so frequently as the gentleman trom New York has been, 
not by his own consent, but by interposition of objections on the part 
of other members, followed by arguments on points of order, all of 
which have been taken from his time, if such a rule could be applied, 
of what avail would be the privilege of any member to rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege to reply to any charge that might have been made 
against him? 

It would be within the power of the House to deprive a member of 
that sacred privilege oy raising points of order and discussing them dur- 
ing the whole hour, thus preventing the member from being heard at all 
upon his question of privilege, and such has been the result in this 
case. The gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMiNGs] has been in- 
terrupted eight or ten times upon points of order, followed by argu- 
ments upon those points, allof the time thasconsumed being deducted 
from his hour. Hence I say, Mr. Speaker, that the rule does not ap- 

ly in a case like this, becanse the rule contemplates a member being 
interrupted by his own consent and not, as in this case, against his con- 
sent. ‘The gentleman from New York did not yield his consent at all 
to these interruptions, but was constantly endeavoring to proceed and 
address himself to the House. I now yield as much time as the gen- 
tleman from New York may desire upon this point, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from Missouri has not the right to yield time. 

Mr. BLAND. It has been the universal practice in the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the Digest settles the question which the 
gentleman from Iowa raises. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, | want to ask unanimous consent of 
my friend from Georgia 

Mr. CRISP. But the question is raised right here. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I can solve the whole matter, if the gentle- 
man will allow me. 

Mr. CRISP. But the point is raised that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] can not yield a part of his time, and I want to read 
what the Digest says upon that point: 

While a member is occupying the floor he may yield it to another for explana- 
tion of the pending measure as well as for personal explanation. , too, 
may yield it for a motion to adjourn, or that the committee rise, without losing 
his right to reoceupy it. 

Mr. BLAND. That is the common practice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair thinks that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] can yield to the gentleman from New 
York or to any other member. 

Mr. CUMMINGS (to Mr. CANNON). 

Mr. CANNON. I do not, sir. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I find many ap from 
decisions of the Chair in the parliamentary rulings which I was quot- 

. In one case during the debate on an appeal taken trom the rul- 
ing of the Speaker that he had the right to count a quorum present, 
but not voting—— 

Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Iowa rise? : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. On a question of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I hope the gentleman will not interrapt me fur- 
ther; he has wasted enough of my time already. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Towa rises to a 
qvestion of order, which he will state, 

_ Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The rule cited by the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Crisp] for the guidance ot the Chair is to the effect that a mem- 
ber occupying the floor has a right to yield his time to another on the 
question pending, The question now aa is a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The r so understands. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The question pending is an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the gentleman from New York 
must confine his remarks to that appeal, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I am simply citing the action taken on an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Router in January last. It was upon 








Do you want one minute? 
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these rulings that he assumed the right to count a quorum present, 
but not voting. That is an issue in this case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is not 
in order. He will readily see that he must confine himself to the ques- 
tion of the appeal. The Chair bas ruled that the hour rule ee to 
a member rising to a question of personal privilege; and from that de- 
cision an appeal has been taken. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. I certainly have a right to quote a a precedent 
the ruling of the Speaker of the House—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman has any precedené 
ou that question, the Chair will be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, this isa precedent. I findin the Recorp 
these words with reference to the ruling of the Speaker when an ap- 
peal was taken: 

Mr Srrincer. > 

The Sresaem, eee ee ee atten 1 on a question of recognition. 

Mr. Sprincer. This is not a question of recognition—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New York 
think that bears on the question of the hour rule? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. One moment, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. Springer. This is not a question of recognition ; it isa question of ruling. 
Does the Chair decline to entertain my appeal? 

The Speaker, He does. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would be very glad to hear 
the gentleman on the question of order—on the appeal which has been 
taken from the raling of the Chair—bnut the gentleman is clearly out of 
order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, at that time an appeal was 
taken by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cr1ispP]—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary suggestion, if the 
Chair will allow me. In relation to this very matter, I submit, the 
Chair has ruled the gentleman was notin order; and that ruling of the 
Chair the gentleman now proposes to discuss. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has said to the gentleman 
from New York that he would be very glad to hear him upon the ques- 
tion of the appeal; but the gentleman from New York has not yet al- 
luded to the question whether the hour rule applies to a member rising 
to a question of privilege. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. lam quoting from therulings in similar appeals. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman has any precedent 
on that question the Chair will be very glad to hear him. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam quoting precedents for you. If you refuse 
to hear me I may be muzzled temporarily, but all the arbitrary ma- 
chinery of this House can not muzzle me eternally. It is your own 
appeal I am discussing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has repeatedly stated that 

he will be very glad to r the gentleman upon the point of order 
whether the hour rule applies to the discussion of a question of priv- 

ilege. 

“=. CUMMINGS. [I appeal from the decision of the Chair on that 

point of order. 

A Member. Let us have a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatappeal isalready pending, having 
been taken by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And [am simply quoting similar rulings. 

Mr. BLAND. It does seem to me that a member in discussing this 
question ought to be allowed great latitude. The Chair may not ap- 

preciate the point he is making, but that may not be the fault of the 

member. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule is very plain that the gentle- 
man must confine himself to the point of order. It is pérfectly appar- 
ent that—— 

Mr. BLAND. There is ng point of order; it is simply a question of 


*Ebe SPEAKER protempore. But the same rule applies. It is very 
apparent that the gentleman from New York is continuing his former 
speech. [Laughter.] $ 

Mr. BLAND. I submit that great latitude ought to be allowed for 
debate on a matter of this kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman from 
New York thus far upon the appeal have not been in order; but the 
Chair will indulge the gentleman if be has any autborities upon this 
uestion of the or any statement to make in regard to it. 


Mr. CUMMIN I was si quoting a ruling of the Speaker 
himself, It is indirectly appl to this question. I know that it 
a bah seehewe Gulel Gan apn out af ; 


The SPEAKER ae tempore, The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
New York is out of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the illustra- 
tion used by the from (Mr. Blount] is appli- 
cable, as well as that used by the trom Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN}. Se eee 
Under the of the Chair the article alone would be read if it took 
up an hour. offense would be only intensified; and the gentleman 
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seeking redress would be only the more deeply injured by his action seeeatively Ss safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings . owen, 
while seeking redres. It seme to me, sir, that this view ought t0|\ivc'pccy only "adsl have prsclonce of sioner quosonse exer 
carry conviction e mind of every man . motions to adjourn, 

caches been quoted which limits a member of this House rising to a 
question of personal privilege to one hour upon the floor. 

The rule simply says that gentlemen in debate shall not occupy And deal bax i et ae ; 
more than ove hour. Possibly the Chair rules that because I _ = cm shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions to ad- 
repeatedly and grossly interrupted by different gentlemen ont eother There is nothing in that rule that provides that a member rising to 
side of the Chamber, this personal oe has degenerated into a question of personal privilege shall be limited. ‘There is nothing in 
debate. P If so, I beg to eee ee I — t — t : that rule, in other words, that confines a member so rising te any special 

How, if i oteerved the clock rig re eats oe h coo ee time. It has been well said by the gentleman from Tennessee that a 
utes after 12 0’clock. The hour en . a ung So he a — a gentleman might rise in his place and complain about something pub- 
the Chair, at ten minutes =, ', es.» a yam eee lished in a newspaper aftecting his rights, reputation, and conduct as 
and came out of my time Ie t id a =~ I me he psec - ashes a a Representative, and it might take more than one hour to read the 
tions were allowed to aa ws certain y pe gern ai ais on ° article, yet, under the ruling of the Speaker, a member would not be 
mere om that oo ——? ae, een Ne 7 Bo nl fre : me allowed to say a word of explanation in his own behalf. Mr. Speaker, 
ear arite, acattie man Chair. erefore I appeal from the | the framers ot the rulesattached no limit to remarks of a member under 

7 7 . Rule IX. There isno precedent that I can refer the Speaker to on the 

_ a I ao oe oa a _ — question now under consideration. There is no precedent, because 

Mr McMILI IN eas ieee ron eke Bee ere from Illinois there has never before been in the Speaker’s chair a Speaker who en- 
that if the San will grant ater hope it will grant, leave to print a a limit a member in his remarks when he rose to a question 

: Fe a ae ’ | of personal privilege. 
the yaa of * remarks of the ew from vo York, this Mr. Sieaker. the rules of this House provide what the order shall be 
Hus loieaddach in debate. Rule XIV declares that— 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope before my colleague moves the previous ques- 
tion he will allow—— 

Mr. CANNON. lhave not moved the previous question, but simply 
to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BLAND. I have not yielded the floor for that motion. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman from New York yielded the floor. 
He sat down; I took the floor and made the motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But thegentleman from New York accepted his time 


I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to the last clause of the 
rule: 


When two or more members rise at once the Speaker shall name the mem- 


ber who is first to speak, and no member shall occupy more than one hour in 
debate on any question in the House or in committee except as further pro- 
vided in this rule. 

That rule refers to debate in the House and to debate in committee 
It does not refer to a question of personal privilege. It has been cus 
tomary in this House to allow the widest latitude on these questions 
of personal privilege, and I can not understand why my friend from 
New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] should not have as much latitude and 
from the zentleman from Missouri, who was entitled to resume the floor. | freedom as has been accorded toother members. He has been refused 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman did rot do so. time tocomplete his remarks, He has been refused permission to print 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. I had yielded a por- | his remarks inthe Recorp, I can not understand, in the light of what 
tion of my time to the gentleman from New York. Can I now be taken | occurred here yesterday, when a member on the Republican side vio- 
off the floor by this motion to lay on the table the appeal ? lated the rules of this House by attacking in his speech Senators 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understood the gentleman | sitting at the other endof the Capitol, and was not called toorder, why 
had yielded the balance of his time to the gentleman from New York, | the gentleman from New York should now be so often called to order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No; only so much as he desired. Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman speaks of the remarks yester- 

Mr. BLAND. I did not yield any particular time, but such timeas | day as being upon a question of personal privilege. The gentleman is 
the gentleman desired; and as soon as he sat down I resumed the floor, | entirely mistaken in regard to that. 

I desire to yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mr. OUTHWAITE, It was in the ordinary course of debate. 
McCrEARY J. ; Mr. McCREARY. I admit it was in the ordinary course of debate, 
Mr. CANNON. As a question of fact I think the gentleman had | but it was in violation of the rules of this House, and the gentleman 
practically yielded the floor, whereupon I made the motion to lay the | from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] knowsit. He did not rise and call his Repub- 
appeal on the table. That motion I think is not debatable. | lican colleague to order when he made that speech. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Missouri} Mr. KEKR, of Iowa. I was not present, I will say to the gentle- 


claims that he yielded only so much of his time as the gentleman from | man. * 

New York desired. Mr. McCREARY. Then the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Thatis correct. should have been in his seat. He should have been here in his place. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. And therefore the gentleman would Mr. HAYES. Enough of the rest of them were present, though, 

have the right to resume the floor. Mr. FRANK. You had the same right to call him to order. Were 
Mr. CANNON. But he did not. | you in your seat? 


Mr. BLAND. I did, notwithstanding the statement of the gentle-| Mr. MCUREARY. I desirete say, Mr. Speaker, that I am not one of 
man from Illinois, those who this morning called any one to order. I did not call the gen- 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Missouri said he yielded so | tleman from Ohio[Mr. KENNELY/! to order and I did not call the gen- 
much time as the gentleman from New York desired. That stateraent | tleman from New York [Mr. Cut'~tnas] to order. I was perfectly 
was heard by gentlemen sitting around me here. He was entitled to | willing that the gentleman from Wuio [Mr. KENNEDY] should make 
an hour. the remarks be desired to make. 

Mr. FRANK. If he claimed it. Mr. FRANK. In violation of the rules of the House ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me suggest that the gentleman from Illinois is Mr. McCREARY. I desire that Republicans shall be allowed to 
more likely to be mistaken than the gentleman from Missouri. express themselves freely on the question that the gentleman from 

Mr. CANNON, Nevertheless, the gentleman from New York sat | Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] was expressing himself upon yesterday evening 
down and I took the floor. It is their fight, not mine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- Now, Mr. Speaker, I respectfully dissent from the ruling of the 
man from Missouri as entitled to an hour under the rules. The Chair | Speaker. I believe the gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMINGS] 
supposed the gentleman had yielded the floor. is entitled to more than one hour. I believe heis entitled to the floor 

Mr. BLAND. I did not. of this House until he completes what he has to say upon the question 

I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, Mc- | of personal privilege. And in addition to that, nearly half of the time 
CREARY J. of the gentleman from New York was occupied by interruptions of 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, there has been so much debate that | members asking questions, and I believe it is due to the gentleman 
it will be well to go back and see what the question really is, | from New York that he should be allowed to finish what he has to say 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. CumM1NGs] had taken the floor | upon the question of personal privilege. 

to discuss a question of personal privilege and had con8umed one hour. Mr. SHIVELY. And that time was occupied by the consent of the 
When he consumed the hour the Speaker beld that his time was out. | Chair. 
The point of order was made that when a member of the House rises Mr. McCREARY. And I will add also, as suggested by my friend 
to a question of personal privilege the rule limiting debate to one hour | from Indiana [Mr. Surve_y], that the repeated interruptions made 
did not apply. The Speaker overruled the point of order, and from | while the gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMINGs] was on the 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. CuMMINGS] took au appeal, | floor were permitted by the Speaker pro tempore of this House, and it 
Now, sir, with due respect to the Speaker of the House, I must say | is simply an act of justice now that not only should the gentleman 
I differ from him in that raling. The iramers of the rules divided the | from New York be allowed to complete bis hour; he should be allowed 
rules into separate heads. Rule IX, provides under the head of ‘‘Ques- | to complete what he has to say upon the question of personal privi- 
tions of privilege,” as follows: lege, and there is nothing in the rules and nothing in the way of a 
Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House | precedent to prevent it. 
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Mr. BLAND. 
{Mr. Horman]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire the attention of the House for a moment 
to this question of order, because it is really a very important ques- 
tion. J am not aware that it has ever before been raised. It never has 
been raised during my experience in the House. A case might arise 
in the progress of our proceedings under this rule of very high mo- 
ment, The ruling of the Chair may lead to embarrassing results if 
the ruling is sustained by the House. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the observations of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. McCreary] in the interpretation he places upon the ninth 
rule may not determine this question, for the reason that the terms 
used are somewhat peculiar in this ninth rule, while the terms of the 
fourteenth rule aregeneral, The terms of the ninth rule areas follows: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting, etc. 

Now, the second clause of Rule XIV and the third clause, taken to- 
gether, it seems to me, leaves no doubt whatever as to the intention of 
the House ia the adoption of this rule: 

And no member shall occupy more than one hour in debate on any question 
in the House or in committee, except as further provided in this rule. 

Now, this rule applies as well to committee as it does to the House, 
and there is no pretense that ‘‘a question of privilege ’’ can be raised 
in committee. It must be raised in the House. I thinkif gentlemen 
will consider this question carefully it will beseen that the third clause 
of this fourteenth rule is perhaps of more importance in interpreting 
what is meant by the second clause than the express terms of the sec- 
ond clause itself : 

And no member shall occupy more than one hour in debate on any question 
in the Hpuse or in committee, except as further provided in this rule. 

What is the meaning of ‘‘ debate ’’ as there used, having reference to 
the language in the following paragraph? I desire to have the ear of 
gentlemen with reference to the second and third clauses of this rule 
taken together. In clause two we have this language: 


And no member shal! occupy more than one hour in debate on any question 
in the House or in committee, except as farther provided in this rule. 


Now, that farther provision, the third clause, if the Chair will per- 
mit me, clearly interprets the second clause, which I have read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 

: Mr. HOLMAN. Has the hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour has not, but the gentleman’s 
time has. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The third clause manifestly interprets what is meant 
by the term ‘‘ debate ’’ as used in the second clause: 


And no member shall occupy more than one hour in debate on any question 
in the House or in committee, except as further provided in this rule, 


Now, what is further provided in this rule? 

3. The member reporting the measure under consideration from a committee 
may open and close, where general debate has been had thereon ; and ifit shall 
extend beyond one day he shall be entitled to one hour to close, notwithstand- 
ing he mey have used an hour in opening. ; 

Now, that manifestly refers to current ‘‘debate’’ in the House. 

There is no such thing as opening and closing debate on a question of 
privilege. It is a statement of a matter affecting the — of the 
House, affecting the integrity of the proceedings of the House, ete. ; or, 
when of personal privilege, a matter affecting the character and stand- 
ing of an individual member. There is no opening and closing of de- 
bate, and the use of the word ‘‘ debate,’’ as it ocenrs both in the second 
and third clauses of this fourteenth rule, manifestly refers to ‘t debate ’’ 
in thie current legislative proceedings of the House, and has no relation 
to a question of privilege. 

Mr. FRANK. Does the gentleman contend that there is no limit to 
the time to be oceupied in the consideration of a question of personal 

vilege, according to his interpretation of the rule? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There can be none undertheserules, That is very 
obvious, The question has never been raised in my time inthe House. 
It is very obvious that the second clause of this Rule XIV and the 
third clause taken together leave no doubt upon the mind, logically 

' gonsidered, that the questions referred to in that second clause, where 

’ debate is limited toan hour, relate todebate in the House where there 
may be an opening and closing, and not to the mere explanation of a 
question of personal privilege where a gentleman's character or his 
honor are in question, or the integrity of the proceedings of the House 
are uoder consideration. Of course this does not mean unlimited right 
of speech, for the Speaker confines the member to the one matter, with 
power to call him to order. : 

I should very reluctantly vote 
question like this if the Chair had 
ans = — _ attention of the Chair been called to this ques- 

eretofore he must necessarily have pronounced judgment u 
this subject upon the spur of the fet for, as I have seater O° 
marked, the question has never before been considered by the House, 
at leasi during the present generation; and upon a subject like this, 
without reference to the rights of the gentleman from New York or 
the matter of time, I should be sorry to see a mistake made by hasty ac- 





I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
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It is a question that may affect any member at any time, in the 


tion. 
current proceedings of the House, both in regard to the t of the in- 
dividual members and the integrity of the proceedings of the House. 
Therefore, inasmuch as this decision may become a precedent to govern 
us in the future in matters involving the rights of members, I trust gen- 
tlemen will not be carried away by any partisan aspect of the subject, 
but will decide this question on its merits. 

Mr. BLAND. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. When the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
are his appeal I was about to note an appeal from the decision 
of the ir based upon two propositions. 

First, admitting that the hour rule might govern under the rules of 
the House, yet the ruling of the Chair that that portion of the time 
which was occupied by other gentlemen in discussing points of order and 


calling the gentleman from New York to order ought to be counted as 
part of the hour was one of the points upon which I desired to take an 
appeal. If that ruling be correct, then it would be in the power of the 


House, if members were so disposed, to occupy the whole hour with 
points of order and the discussion of those points, and a member who 
rose to a question of privilege would not be permitted to exercise his 
privilege at all. 

But, Mr. Speaker, upon the general proposition where a member 
rises to a question of personal privilege, it seems to me that it is out- 
side of the rule which governs ordinary debate, I shall not say that 
a gentleman has a right toan hour on a question of personal privilege. 
I do net suppose that any one would question that the House itself 
has the right to determine the time that he may oceupy. In other 
words, when it became evident to the House that he had exhausted 
the subject it might call him to order and suspend the proceedings, or 
it might, on the other hand, permit him to go beyond the hour. I 
know of no rule limiting the time that a gentleman may occupy for 
questions of privilege and personal explanation, and I can not see that 
it would not be in the interest of orderly proceedings to hold that, on 
a question of privilege, a gentleman may occupy such time as the 
House sees proper to give him. ‘The House would be in possession of 
the whole question. It might limit the time he might occupy, or it 
might extend it, but it does seem to me that where a member rises to 
a question of personal privilege and his time, or a large part of it, is 
consumed by other members in raising points of order, it would not be 
proper to hold him down to the one-hour rule. 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand the gentleman to say 
that there must be some pewer to limit the time which a member may 
occupy on a question of privilege and that that power resides in the 
House. 

Mr. BLAND. I have suggested that that might be the rule. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand the gentleman also to 
say that the member might be called to order if he exceeded a reason- 
able time or after he exhausted the subject. Now, I want to ask 
the gentleman whether a point of order that the member had exceeded 
the proper time would not be a question of order for the Speaker to 
determine? So, ifthe Chair holds that the time of the gentleman has 
expired and calls him to order, is not that a proper proceeding on the 

tleman’s own showing? 

Mr. BLAND. It might be if it was based upon the theory upon 
which I am proceeding; but the Speaker has held that the rule govern- 
ing ordinary debate governs this question; and hence the appeal. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, I do submit that it is not fair on a question of 
rivilege, where a gentleman has been continuously interrupted, to 
hold him to the hour rule. I shail say nothing about this particular 
ease. The Chair has ruled. I do not question that the Chair has 
ruled fairly in his judgment, for I know he would not do otherwise; 
but it is a question for this House to determine whether or not, in the 
exercise of that high privilege which belongs to its members, a mem- 
ber, when he rises to a question of personal privilege, shall be limited 
to one hour and that that hour Seer in large part by other 
members in discussing ts of q 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I not only raise the question as to the pro- 
priety of confining this debate to one hour, but also as to the other 
question whether or not the time occupied by other gentlemen on 
points of order should be deducted from the hour. I now yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, DockEry]. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. 
Mr. CANNON. I su if this debate is to go on, recognitions 
to come al x 
pro . Does the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] surrender the floor? 
r. . I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. Dock- 
Mr. Speaker, this seems to be a new 
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lishes a precedent which will influence the judgment of the House 
hereafter. I suggest, therefore, with great respect to the Chair. that, 
in view of the importance of the issue, the Chair withdraw its decision 
and submit it to the House for adjudication. I respectfully submit 
the proposition because I believe the Chair is endeavoring to reach a 
just and impartial solution of the question of order which is for the 
first time called to the attention of the House. ek 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield five minutes te the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLounT]}. ; Easy: 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, this question is one about which there 
should be no excitement, especially no partisan excitement, on either 
side of this House. It is more important to us to rightly interpret th 
rules of the House as to our modes of procedure here than to indulge 
in any partisan manifestations in this connection. I do not mean to 
say thatany gentleman is indulgingin anythingofthatkind. Isimply 
make this observation as a premise to what I propose to say upon the 
pending question. 

Section 2 of Rule XIV provides on the subject of debate that— 

When two or more members rise at once the Speaker shall name the member 
who is first to speak; and no member shall occupy more than one hour in de- 
bate on any question in the House or in committee, except as further provided 
in this rule. 

Now, then, comes the qualification to that general declaration. 
Clause 3 of the rule provides that— 

The member reporting the measure under consideration from a committee 
may open and close, where general debate has been had thereon ; and if it shall 
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been treated as side remarks, and not intended as matter of discussion, 
I had perhaps better not alludeto them. Mr. Speaker, I hope that my 
friend from New York in the present situation of this question, will at 
some time withdraw the appeal ‘and remit the question to an occasion 
when it may be thoroughly examined 

Mr. BLAND. Iyield five minutes to the gentlema 


i y lw nt 1 
irom Nentucky 


| [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE}. 


an indistinct impression that it arose 


extend beyond one day he shal! be entitled to one hour to close, notwitbstand- | 


ing he may have used an hour in opening. 

Now, this rule applies to the discussion of very important questions. 
Under the Constitution of the United States Congress has authority 
to suspend the writ of habeas corpus; that question, when it arises, is 
to be debated under the hour rule. Congress has exclusive power to 
declare war; and debate on the question of a declaration of war pro- 
ceeds under the hour rule, ° 

There is no question under the practice of the House, so far as I 
know, to which this rule does not apply, subject to the qualifications 
I have already cited from the rales. There is no question of legisla- 


tion relating to our internal or our external aflairs, however impor- | 


tant, to which this rule does not extend. 


Now, how about a question 
of privilege? 


Such a question may or may not be the basis of a reso- 


lution; the House may or may not be brought to a vote directly upon | whicli the rule applies must be rema 


it; that is a matter resting largely with the member who raises the 
question of privilege. In all my experience here, I have never known 
the question presented by this appeal to be brought before the House. 
It seems to me this signifies not only that as a general rule there is no 
occasion for ihe use of an hour on a question of privilege, but, more 
than this, that the hour rale has always been observed heretofore— 
tacitly, if you please—with reference to questions of this character, and 
hence the point has never been raised. 

It has been well said by a gentleman who has preceded me that this 
is at least a doubtiul question. It certainly is an important one, and 
I trust that this side of the House, which sometimes finds itself in 


power as well as the other side and becomes responsible for a correct | 


administration of the rules, may not find itself embarrassed in the 
future by avy hasty action on this oceasion. I believe that, so far as 
any practical purpose is concerned, my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] will certainly find no disadvantage accruing from withdraw- 
ing the appeal, so that, if the House is called upon to decide this new 
question for the first time in all the history of the House, it may be 
remitted to an oceasion when the examination shall be thorouch and 
satisfactory to all concerned. 


Mr. BLAND. Iwillsay tothe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLounT] 


that the appeal was taken by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

CuMMINGS]. My point was that the time occupied by other gentle- 

a on points of order should not be deducted from the gentleman’s 
our, 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The question to which I was addressing myself, and 
which I supposed was the pending question, was whether the hour 
rule obtains in the discussion of a question of privilege. Am I cor- 
rect in that, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempoi é. 
question ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The question has been raised as to the proposition 
to which the appeal applies. 
the Chair that the hour rule applies to the discussion of questions of 
privilege. 

Mr. BLAND. An appeal was taken from the decision of the Chair 
on both propositions, one that it was not proper to deduct from the time 
of the gentleman from New York the time occupied hy other gentle- 
men in pointsof order and the other that the hour rule did not apply 
to the discussion of a question of privilege. The Chair held that the 
— rule does apply; and I presume that is the only question before 


Will the gentleman again state his 


Mr. BLOUNT. As to the interraptions oceurring during the re- 
marks of the gentleman from New York, which perhaps might have 


s af 
vee 


I understood it related to the ruling of | 


The SPEAKER pro pore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] has four minutes remaining. 








Mr. BLAND. The Chair told meawhilea relve m 
utes, and I have since yielded five to the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER pr t mpore. Che gentleman from Geo r upied 
seven minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy 
but afew moments. This is a question upon which I divest mysell 
entirely of any consideration as to the matters out of which it ha 
crown: for it is a question which involves necessarily the privilege of 


every member not only in this House, but, so far as the present prece- 
dent may operate, every member in s So far as 
[ can find, this is the first time the question has arisen, though I have 

ar ress of which | 
while not probably decided, that the gentleman 
sing the House was permitted to speak more than 


ubsequent Congresses. 


in a former C ny 

as a member, and, 
at that time addr 
an hour. 

I have not the slightest doubt that the decision of the Speaker p 
lempere is in exact accord with what he believes to be sound parli 
meniary law, but I believe the decision erroneous, and such I think 
will be the deliberate judgment of the occupant of the chair himsel 
when he comes to examine the rules ¢ 

Che right of a member to speak without limitation in this House i 
a right that belongs to him as a representative of his people until that 
right is limited in one of two ways—either by the special order of the 
House at the time he speaks or | ( 
the shape of arule. Now, the rule which has been adopted on this 
ul t tended lires Che 


° 1). 
irefully 


{ 
order of the House in 


yy the general 


. : : 
ijectis not to! é ind what its wuage | 


words of the rule ar 
\ 10 menmb Siin 
limitation applies to ‘* debate.’ { matter “‘in debate’’ is gen 
erally a question upon which the House or the Speaker is to pass; it 
must be e’’ ean arise, and the 
l ‘*in debate.’’ 
of personal privilege can not be a matter 


a matter out of which ‘‘deba remarks to 
Now, a question 


ut of which ‘‘debate ’’ may 





arise. Colloquy may arise; there may be personal and violent alte: 
cations, but ‘*debate’’ means necessarily the contest by argument for 





the purpose of affecting a tribunal which is to render a decision; and 





no decision is ever rendered on a question of personal privilege. 

[t also seems to me that, under the rule, all laws must be con 
s lin p teria, so as to give effect to ry one of them; that 
when a man obtains the floor for the purpose of addressing himself to 
5 of perso vil he necessarily obtains it for the object 
f ti t ut hich and the House both agree presents 

m or comes within that definition, and is to have the time 
ne iry for that p W! I es to debate a matter before 
the t al of the House h t limit himself under the 
rules, becanse other pet ; to be heard, and the tribunal is to de 
cide 

It ) t i the a 1ent that to permit a mber t 
occupy as much time as he di <1, and to be unlimited by any ru! 
on such questions would be, in fact, to stop legislation. That hypoth 
esi 3 in con with the principle of law universally recognized 
that 1 officer in the discharge of a public duty will discharge that 
duty honestly, will discharge it with rectitude. Therecan beno othe 
principle on which an officer can be given authority. 

Hence, Mr. Speaker, it is to be presumed, and the law must be cor 
strued on that presumption, that the member of the House will o 
cupy no further time than is just or nece y for the accomplishment 
of the object in view; that is a proper exp! tion of the question of 


privilege which he rises to explain. 

So itseems to me on this new question affecting the privileg 
member of the House equally, that the Speaker, in the hurry of the 
moment, did not decide it correctly. I do not mean to say that he did 
not decide it perfectly honestly and according to his judgment, but that 
in my judgment the decision is erroneous. 

I agree with my friend, the gentleman from Georgia [| Mr. BLoUNT], 
that this question, which comes up this way, ought to have a much 
more careful and further consideration. I should be glad to see some 
time given to it by the gentleman occupying the chair, who is a most 
admirable lawyer and an excellent parliamentarian. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me, | 
understand the gentleman from New York is willing on that statement 
to withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to waste the time 
of the House unnecessarily; and on the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Georgia and the gentleman from Kentucky, I withdraw the ap- 
peal. 


“ of ev ry 
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Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent to be heard for not ex- 
ceeding five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, I should not have asked this consent 
of the House were it not that we have had this most extraordinary 
proceeding, for the last two hours and nearly ten minutes, in this body. 

The gentleman ‘rom New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] rises to a question 
of personal privilege that is not a question of personal privilege; he 
proceeds to address himself to the supposed question of alleged personal 
privilege, and then proceeds to make a political speech from his stand- 
point. Interrupted by points of order, be proceeds in continuation of 
that speech until his hour has passed, and then another hour is consumed 
by other gentlemen, 

So far as the gentleman refers to myself personally in his remarks, 
in which he accuses me of falsely stating this or that or the other in 
the resolution I offered or otherwise, I have but to say this: The gen- 
tleman from New York and some other gentlemen on that side of the 
House (not many,I am thankful to say) have been in the habit of im- 
puting jalsehood on the floor of this House as against members on this 
side or some of them; and we have sat quiet, as I sat quiet to-day 
when the gentleman from New York applied that term to myself. I 
want to say that, so far as the proceedings of this House are concerned 
in which | have figured by resolution or otherwise, when I have made 
a statement of fact it has been justified by the record; and, when I 
have made a statement that was obvious to everyhody and it was not 
justified by the record, it was justified by the statements of many 
honorable gentlemen upon that side, which are now in the Recorp. 

I desire to make no further statement about the gentleman’s attack 
upon me personally. I sometimes think, Representative as he is, news- 
paper man as he is, it seems to me that wheu he thus speaks, his praise 
is censure and his censure praise, 

Mr. Speaker, if the wisdom of the House of Representatives and the 





- Republican side of it, during this session of Congress in so shaping 


these rules and its practices as to legislate touching questions of na- 
tional importance, needed defense, the action of the gentleman from 
New York this morning and other gentlemen on that side furnishes 
the necessary defense. 

And while the gentleman from New York may rise in his place and 
in language not parliamentary refer to members of this House now tem- 
porarily absent, the record of this House with the people of this coun- 
try is sufficient answer to his attack; and to an enlightened, just pub- 
lie sentiment | appeal for myself and for others and for this side of the 
House, as to the rules and the legislation of this House of Representa- 
tives; and no cursings nor revilings of the gentleman from New York 
or a partisan press or individual anywhere can countervail against the 
fact that stands of record. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

And now, having said all I desire to say, I trust that the gentleman 
trom Jowa [Mr. LAcry] will call up the contested-election case ot Mr. 
Breckinridge, of Arkansas, and, alter orderly d&bate, that a quorum of 
this House shall vote upon that question; and, if they believe that he 
should not hold a seat upon the floor of this House upon the record, 
that they will register that belief in the record and that he will de- 
part from it, . 

Mr, CUMMINGS, I want to say that my record, in the Recorp, 
will compare favorably with that of the gentleman from Illinois. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! °’] 


ARKANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, 


. Mr, LACEY. I desire once more, Mr. Speaker, to call up the con- 
tested-election case of Mr. Breckinridge, of Arkansas, and I hope it 
may proceed, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, after the discussion that has already 

taken place—— 
Mr. LACEY. Before the gentleman proceeds will he yield for a 
nioment? I desire to address myseli to the gentleman, in conjunction 
with the others of the minority of the committee, to see whether we 
can not, in the presence of the House, agree upon a time at which the 
previous question shall be ordered in this case, We have no desire to 
unduly shorten the time, and yet I think we ought to agree upon it, 
and I make this suggestion. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I understand that some negotiations have been 
entered upon and are now pending between the gentleman from Iowa 
{[Mr. Lacey} and the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. CRISP. I beg pardon. I did not hear gentleman. 

Mr. LACEY. 1 call attention, before proceeding, to the question as 
to when the vote shall be taken in this case, and to agree, if possible, 
a the hour at which the previous question shall be deemed as or- 


dered. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, Mr. Speaker, I had a conversation with the 
tleman from Iowa (Mr. Lacey] this morning upon this subject. We 
had proceeded in the early part of the consideration of this case on the 
idea that there was to be no limit, that there was no pressing 


' business, 
and that such time might be used as was necessary, and therefore some | as 


of the speeches have perhaps been longer than they would have been 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





SEPTEMBER 4, 


— 


had we known there was a desire to have the time limited. We have 
a list of gentlemen who desire to speak, including those of the Com- 
mittee on Elections and the sitting member, which would require about 
three hours and a half on this side. 

I showed the gentleman from Iowa this list this morning. We failed 
to reach any agreement. He thought that three hours and a half was 
longer than he could give. I do not see any way that we can shorten 
that time, however, unless we are forced todo so. These gentlemen 
have prepared to discuss the case, and I think it would be unjust to 
them to shorten the time. 

Mr. LACEY. What time would the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] suggest, in view of this slight interruption that has occurred ? 

Mr. CRISP. Well, three hours and a half is what we would like 
to have on this side. 

Mr. LACEY. What would you say to taking a vote at 1 o'clock to- 
morrow ? 

- Mr. DALZELL, Let me suggest to the gentleman from Georgia 
that he put in his side of the case this afternoon and let us close to- 
morrow. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What time to-morrow ? 

Mr. DALZELL. We will not want more than an hour on our side 
of the case. 

Mr. CRISP. Has the Chair a memorandum showing the time that 
has been occupied on the respective sides ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, There has been used in support of the 
resolution four hours and fifty minutes and in opposition three hours 
and fiity-three minutes, 

Mr. CRISP. They have used an hour more than this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. About an hour, 

Mr. CRISP. I would be giad to have gentlemen agree not to call 
the previous question until we have had those three hours and a half. 

Mr. LACEY. I should prefer not to call the previous question at 
all. I want to have an amicable understanding as to this case. 
would suggest, then, tgat we meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow and take 
the vote at 1. 

Mr. CRISP. I object to naming any specific time to-morrow to vote. 
Of course when we get through with the discussion of the case a vote 
should be taken. But gentlemen may find that they want more time 
than they thought they would. 

Mr. LACEY. Then, to cover any possible doubt on the question of 
time—— 

Mr. CRISP. Why not let the debate go on until it is finished? 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to havean understanding now. I think 
it is better to do it before we proceed further. Then we can all time 
ourselves accordingly. Say to-morrow at 1 o’clock; that certainly 
would be ample time. That is more time than is now contemplated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time will you take? 

Mr. LACEY. About an hour. 

Mr. CRISP. Let us make an agreement that the vote shall not be 
had before that time. Perhaps we may get through by that time. 

Mr. ROWELL. But that is not agreeing to any limitation of the 
debate. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not want to agree to any limitation that will pre- 
vent gentlemen from having an opportunity to address the House. 

Mr. ROWELL. You can fix a timeand then agree that the previous 
question be considered as ordered at that time. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, no; how can we do that? 

Mr. ROWELL. How much time do you want? 

Mr. CRISP. 1 want three hours and a half. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then with an hour and a quarter on our side and 
three hours and a half on your side, let that end the discussion. Let 
the previous question be considered as ordered at that time. 

Mr. CRISP. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman shall de- 
mand the previous question at the end of that time. 

Mr. ROWELL. We can do that now. 

though that we were tohave 


Mr. CRISP. The gentleman suggested 
an amicable understanding. 

Mr. LACEY. We should prefer not to demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CRISP. This merely relates to debate; and if they will permit 
us three hours and a half debate, that is all we want. I think that is 
all I have notice of—all I have on the list. 

Mr. LACEY. Then we can not agree upon anything. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course we can agree upon 
agree to give us three and a half hours’ dehate. 

Mr. LACEY. The other side asks for three and a half hours’ de- 


bate 
of Ohio. That is not an agreement. 


You can 


Mr. COOPER, 
Mr. CRISP. We might agree to that much. That would be agree- 
to something. 

te LACEY, I will ask the from Georgia if—— 

Papen es queen teen 

o’clock to-morrow, and that the previous question shall be considered 


ordered. 
Mr. CRISP, I object. 
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Mr. LACEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I give notice that unless we can 

ree I will move the previous question at 1 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, after the discussion which has al- 
ready taken place it must be apparent to the House that the proceed- 
ings in this case have been conducted by the majority of the subcom- 
mittee, which was sent to Arkansas with the sole purpose of making 
political capital, and not to arrive at a fair and impartial conclusion as 
to whether Breckinridge or Clayton was elected to a seat on this floor 
from the second Congressional district of Arkansas in November, 1888. 

I challenge any candid, fair-minded man to take the record, and | 
read it, and come to any other conclusion than that the three honor- 
able gentlemen who composed the majority of the subcommittee acted 
not as judges, but as attorneys and partisans of Judge McClure and 
General Clayton, who, not only since the death of John M. Clayton, 
but in his life-time, were the real contestants and the moving spirits 
in this case. 

The position in which the two gentlemen of that committee [ Messrs. 
BERGEN and LACEY] who spoke on yesterday are placed must, to say 
the least of it, be most unsatisfactory to them, yet I am not disposed 
to reflect upon them. I would rather believe that thy unconsciously 
allowed themselves to be domina‘ed by the stronger will-power of these 
two desperate men, McClure and Clayton. 

But, sir, that this so-called investigation in Arkansas was the most 
supreme farce that was ever enacted in the form of judicial or even legal 

roceedings stands out so plainly that it can be seen not only in the 
Soon sunlight, but in the dim twilight, by any man who has eyes to 
see and a mind to comprehend. 

Mr. Speaker, this contest comes not from what is known asa colored 
diatrict, but from a district containing a very large majority of white 
voters. 

My Republican colleagues on the committee, in their decisions in 
contested-election cases, have generally held that the negroes were 
necessarily Republicans and the whites prima facie Democrats, and 
generally in passing upon a district in which the negroes predominated 
they have decided that the district was necessarily Republican, and 
that if a Democrat was returned it was by fraud. Then, if this dis- 
trict is largely a white district, should they not, to be at all consistent, 
hold that C. R. Breckinridge and not Colonel Clayton was elected? 
I mean if they act upon presumptions. But presumptions are only re- 
sorted to when they will inure to the benefit of a Republican, never 
when they will benefit a Democrat. 

In reading the report of the majority I was struck with one thing 
which seemed to be the dominant idea of the gentlemen who signed 
it. It bristles all through with the idea that because Colonel Clayton 
was killed in January, 1889, the election in the preceding November 
was therefore fraudulent, and C. R. Breckinridge was not elected. 

The death of Colonel Clayton is worked for all that is possible. It is 
held up as a most brutal murder; its manner is set.out in detail, and it 
is alleged that the people of Plummerville shunned Clayton’s friends 
who went there after his dead body, and it was left to a few faithful and 
sympathizing negroes to carry the coffin to the railroad depot. 

That the murder of Clayton was brutal and the murderers deserve a 
punishment far greater, it possible, than hanging by the neck until they 
be dead, dead, is certainly true, but that there was any lack of sympathy 
or any appearance of that heartlessness upon the part of the community 
80 graphically described, I say there is not one particle of evidence in 
the record in this case. 

The people were absolutely stunned and paralyzed by the terrible 
occurrence, and yet they are held up betore the country as unsympa- 
thetic and unfeeling, as callous and heartless as brutes of the field. 

In their effort to stir the Republican heart of the North the gentle- 
men of the majority convert evidence of innocence and horror at the 
sight of a great crime into evidence of guilt or quiet approval of a 
base, premeditated, and devilish murder. 

To read and believe what these gentlemen say in regard to the people 
of the Plummerville community is to impress you with the conviction 
that these people are as brutal and bloodthirsty as the denizens of the 
jungles of Africa. 

Oh, Mr. Speaker, to what lengths will wild and unbridled Republican 
partisanry yet go in its reach for political power and ascendency? Who 
is safe when brought within its baleful reach? What community, 
what people is secure in character or reputation when party ends are 
Seren by the destruction of one or the blackening of the 

T 

What is to be the fate of our institutions when honorable members of 
this House allow themselves to be made subservient to the methods of 
two such unsavory political adventurers as Jack McClure and Powell 
aie said, the ; 

As I have 5 majority report seems to be based upon the idea 
that because Jobn M. Clayton was killed more than two eaten after 
the election, the election was necessarily fraudulent and Breckinridge 
— elected. cai tie ‘ 

yesterday the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], chairman of 
the investigating committee, as if in a state of frenzy from the charge 
which had been made against him and proved to my satistaction, that 
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he had, whether intentionally or not it makes no difference, violated 
a clear and distinct understanding to allow the contestee [Mr. Breck- 
inridge} to take testimony after the testimony was concluded in 
Arkansas—I say that,apparently smarting underthis charge, be launched 
out upon a sea of vituperation and abuse of the people of Arkansas. 

Ah! Mr. Speaker, abuse is cheap, and abuse of the Southern people 
is always a favorite resort upon this floor by certain gentlemen when 
they are driven to the wall in argument, as the gentleman from Iowa 
was driven and pinned to the wall on yesterday by the masterly speech 
of the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp}. 

Whenever he found himself unable to answer the powerful logic 
which had been hurled with such crushing effect at a document pre- 
pared by him and misnamed areport in this case, he would fly behind 
the bloody garments of John M. Clayton, and raising them up, at- 
tempt to divert attention from the real issue in this case. 

Blood! murder! assassination! was his cry when in the poverty of 
argument he fell at the feet of the gentleman trom Georgia like a Lilli- 
putian at the feet of a giant. 

Unable to extricate himself from the meshes of inaccurate statements, 
false conclusions, reckless assertions, and unwarranted charges in his 
so-called report, he falls back upon the only stock in trade he seems to 
possess, denunciation; and he denounces a gentleman { Mr. Breckin- 
ridge] who, in the opinion of many, stands in comparison to the gen- 
tleman like Saul among the men of Israel. 

Now, there is one precinct at which a crime was committed, and I 
believe because of the effort to ferret out the perpetrators of this crime 
John M. Clayton was killed. I do not believe in any theory which 
has been advanced in counection with this murder but the one that 
the parties or one of the parties who stole the Plummerville ballot-box 
fired the shot which destroyed the life of John M. Clayton, and if the 
vote at this precinct changed the result and defeated Breckinridge 
there might be some plausible reason for the majority of the committee 
to dwell somewhat upon the murder. 

But, sir, if every vote that was cast at this precinct were given to 
Clayton, Breckinridge would still have a decided majority; and at all 
times it has been conceded that the vote afi this precinct, which was 
easily ascertained and well known, should be counted, which would 
leave a majority of 413 for Breckinridge. 

So, I say again that the many pages devoted by the majority of the 
committee to the tragedy at Plummerville must have been for the sim- 
ple purpose of using it to work up a sentiment far from the scene of 
the tragedy. and where the facts are not known, in favor of the revo- 
lutionary scheme which was passed through this House under whip and 
spur and has gone into history asa measure proposed to suppress alleged 
election frauds in the South by fraudulent Republican returning boards 
and Federal bayonets. 

The majority of the committee, however, fearing that if they based 
their action in unseating Breckinridge upon the occurrence at Plam- 
merville alone they would not even present to their party friends a 
plausible case. undertake to attack and throw out the returns from a 
suflicient number of precincts to unseat the sitting member and declare 
@ vacancy. 

So they proceed without a blush to throw out the votes which Breck- 
inridge received in White Kiver Township, Woodruff County, 210; 
Cotton Plant Township, Woodruff County, 186; townof Augusta, Wood- 
ruff County, 98; Riverside, Woodruft County, 197—making 691 votes; 
and they give to Clayton all the votes returned for him from these pre- 
cincts and 186 votes in addition. 

No, Iam alittle mistaken. I must make a correction. My mag- 
nanitmous colleagues give Breckinridge 7 votes at the four precincts. 


[ Laughter. } 
So their count stands: 

Breckinridge’s returned majority........... snddhutbacegasnenuvenidwies ove 846 

I T scccaetkqneigundsoccusiaennbnixeses ‘ ‘ hoa a . 684 
Leaves for Breckinridge................00+.. ; ents : save ee 

Take, then, Clayton's increased vote............ al dia oa . 186 

i a essnecid pe enseremeeneen barons ensiencoveosses cuit a 
dc cis nremornannonensciny eusseatoneueniile sineaiille 24 


It will thus be seen, Mr. Speaker, that after this mighty strain— 
shali I say of conscience? Oh, no; I will not say that, for, according 
to high Republican authority—the supreme authority of this House, 
its Speaker— 

Men must learn now with pity to dispense, 
For policy sits above conscience. 

I will say that after this herculean effort, this masterly handling of 
figures, this stupendous and marvelous manipulation of returns, this 
careful following of the finger-tracing of Judge McClure—God save the 
mark—and Powell Clayton, the throwing out of 684 votes solemnly re- 
turned for Breckinridge and the addition of 186 votes to Clayton's col- 
umn, my graciousand merciful Republican colleagues give 24 majority 
against Breckinridge. 

They complain most bitterly that the judges of election in Arkansas 
refuse to count Kepublican votes cast and denounce them as ballot-box 
stuffers and as everything else known to the vocabulary. 
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Those judges as a class are as high and honorable in the high and 
honorable communities in which they live as my honorable co 
are in the communities in which they live, and I fear that my honor- 
able colleagues, by refusing tocount Senceuntis when aint in elec- 
tion, may throw beanies open to similar denunciation by those high 
and honorable judges, so that by the time these proceedings are ended 
honors will be about easy between them. 

These judges were sworn just as my colleagues aresworn; they acted 
upon what they had directly under their eye—the ballots themselves. 
My colleagues have acted upon the testimony of ignorant negroes, and 
that testimony molded like clay in the potter’s hand by designing and 
desperate men. 

A certain number of negroes swore they did not vote the tickets which 
bore their numbers. Each one swore for himself and gave stereotyped 
answers to stereotyped questions, propounded, not by the committee, 
but by the ever-present McClure. How could such testimony be met 
except by the returns of the election officers? The ballot was secret. 

These depositions of these ignorant men were ground out with light- 
ning speed. 

But, sir, there were 147 of these votes at the four precincts—voies 
alleged to have been cast for Clayton and changed to Breckinri 
Suppose these were deducted from Breckinridge’s and added to Clay- 
ton’s vote, this would still leave Breckinridge a clear majority of 119 
votes after giving Clayton his whole vote at the Pilummerville precinct. 

This, to any unbiased mind, would look equitable and just, even it 
the sworn returns of the election officials in his opinion could be ques- 
tioned by the unsupported testimony of these several unlettered and 
ignorant voters, dupes, and tools. 


There are 397 votes for Breckinridge at these four precincts abso- 


lutely thrown out, about which there is no controversy ; 397 votes which 
stand unimpeached by any testimony upon any page of the record. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this case can be summed up in few words. 

In November, 1888, an election was held in the Second Congressional 
district of Arkansas for a Representative in the Fifty-first Congress, 
and (,. R. Breckinridge was returned as elected by 846 majority. 

At that election some lawless men stole the ballot-box of one of the 
precincts which gave Clayton 558 votes and Breckinridge 125 votes, or 
a majority of 433 votes for Clayton, which deducted from Breckin- 
ridge’s returned majority of 846, left him a clear majority of 413 votes. 
More than two months after the election Clayton was foully assassin- 


_ ated by one or more of the men who had stolen the ballot-box while 


he was engaged in taking testimony as to the stolen box in a contest. 
This suspended the contest so far as he was concerned. 

When this Congress met, C. R. Breckinridge was duly sworn in as a 
member without objection. Some time thereafter Judge McClure and 
Powell Clayton appeared in this city and an investigation was put on 
foot as to this election. A subcommittee was appointed to proceed to 
Arkansas, in the language of the resolution, to thoroughly investigate 
the methods of said election. This committee consisted of three Re- 
publicans and two Democrats. 

It went to Arkansas and in eleven working days it performed the feat 
unknown in all the annals of legal jurisprudence of taking the depo- 
sitions of about eleven hundred and twenty witnesses, 

No horse that was ever bred has such a record for ; no railroad 
engine that was ever invented has ever made such time; no ball that 
ever left the mouth of a cannon sped its way with such rapidity. 
Eleven hundred and twenty witnesses, all examined in eleven days, 
thoroughly examined, of course, for the committee was sent to thor- 
oughly investigate and true return make, and they necessarily drew 
from every witness, either by direct or cross-examination, every fact 
within his knowledge. 

It is rather hard for an ordinary mortal to understand just how all 
this was done, but there are many things beneath the sun that are be- 
yond the understanding of the vulgar masses. We have ligh’ - 
culatorsand other prodigies which shoot like meteors across the intel- 
lectual skies, creating wonderand astonishment, and it will not do for 
us to question the power of Omnipotence to create three such prodigies 
as the gentlemen who com e majority of the Arkansas subcom- 
mittee. Surely they stand out as the aggregate of the creative genius 
of Omnipotenceas lighting deposition-takers and election investigators. 
and in their presence all must bow and pay homage to their great suc- 
cess and transcendent attainments. [Laughter. } 

Their equals no other land can produce. It has been reserved for 
this unequaled land to give birth to these unequaled geniuses. His- 
tory may shine with Roman greatness and with the achievements of 
ancient and modern times, but I challenge the history of the world 
from Adam’s day to furnish three gentlemen who ever performed the 

at feat of thoroughly investigating an important matter and examin- 
ng cleven hundred and twenty witnesses and recording their testi- 
mony in eleven working days. 

Well, you know, Mr. Speaker, that association with distinguished 
men is always regarded as a high privilege, so whatever fate may betide 
me, [ can at least recall the fact that I was amember of the Committee 
on Elections of the American Congress that had among its members 


the three greatest and most distinguished lightning deposition-takers 
and election investigators the work ha ved ool 


I may feel embarrassed, however, when of my association 
with these shining he and recounting ees 
to be reminded that confiued themselves oem ee pe 
one side of the controversy and tuted their great talen oa 
aha SORES Se of a party, instead of spurning suc 
sordid motives and rising to the plane of truth, justice, and right. 

In eleven wor days eleven hundred and twenty witnesses were 
examined, and McClure announced that he was through with his testi- 
mony, and instantly the chairman of the subcommittee was seized with 
a bu , uncontrollable desire to shake the dust of Arkansas from 
his sacred feet and return to W to relate his story of murder 
and — in that State and report that Clayton, and not Breckinridge, 
was elected. 

There were the poll-lists in White River and Cotton Plant Townships, 
in the townsof A and Riverside, giving the name a tea ee 
at the election which he was su to be inv but the 
chairman of the subcommittee found what he wanted, Jack Mc- 
Clure had nothing more for him todo, and why should he tarry amon 
the cut-throats and outlaws of Arkansas for another week to call an 
examine these goters and ascertain how they voted and who was 
elected ? 

He went there with preconceived ideas and with darkened vision. 
McClure and Powell Clayton said Breckinridge was not elected, and 
they must be sustained. 

He went there with malice in his heart, and nothing short of a mira- 
cle could eradicate it. 

All the waters in the ocean 
Can aever turn aswan's black legs to white. 

Passing on with a statement of this case, let me say that a majority 
of the committee finding that, with the Plummerville precinct in, Breck - 
inridge still had a majority of 413 votes, they proceeded, as I have 
stated, to wipe out 684 votes for Breckinridge and increase Clayton’s 
vote 186, and thereby elect Clayton by 24 votes. 

This is the whole of this case, and I might talk for an hour and not 
state it more plainly. 

Now, sir, it has always strack measa piece of the most brazen-faced 
effrontery when I hear my Republican on the Committee on 
Elections and many of their party associates constantly charging sup- 

ression of the colored vote in the Southern States. They are always 
ooking for a mote in their Southern brother’s eye, forgetting the beam 
in their own eye. 

They take the census, and wherever they find that the a 
vote in any district in the South falls short of the colored voting pop- 
ulation as shown by the census they raise— 

‘ : , So wild a yell 
As all the fiends from heaven that fel! 
Had pealed the banner ery of hell! 

They never consult the census as to their own States. 

By reference to statistics it will be found that in 1880 Illinois had a 
voting population of 796,847, but that she only cast in the Presidential 
election of that year 627,312 votes. 

Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RowEL1], whose has 
never yet, 80 far as my knowledge goes, uttered one kind of the 
South, tell me why his soul did-not burn with over the 
—— of the votes of 169,535 white voters of that great State ? 

owa had 416,658 voters, but onl Meg Sathtenden yp a 

Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ], who 
every time he talks that abuse of the Southern and _~ 

a 


the prejudices of the uae — a 
’ answ w party votes ’ 
wien? orange aay eligns antes committee [Mr. LAcEy} 


will favor me with an answer. 

Massachusetts had 502,648 voters, but 282,512 only exercised the 
right of voting. 

Will the chairman of the committee which reported the Federal elec- 
tion bill [Mr. Lop@E] or my colleague [Mr. GREENHALGE] inform us 
why 220,136 white men who were to breathe the cole teats 
of Massachusetts civilization were denied the privileges of their 
yotes? 

Ohio had 826,577 voters, but only 724, 967 exercised the right of voting. 

Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ss who recently hurled 
anathemas at the Southern with such not g 
that they care no more for and malicious utterances than 
they do for the fizzing and of a will he tell us why 
101,610 votes of white men = peasy Be A. if he can 

perhaps m sates . COOPER] can give us formation. 
Pennsylvania had 1, Ss voters, but only 874,703 voted, accord- 
to returns. 
my on the Committee on Elections [Mr. DALZELL] 
inform us why 219,582 white men in the mines and workshops of that 
State were denied the right to vote? 
is it he displays so much 


him further w 
in his own city 
because 


hy 
negro when but 
the white men in one of the large works there a 
had been employed or were about to be employed in them? my 





















friend rise here in his and condemn the course of his white con- 
stituents? I read as follows: 
THE COLOR LINE CAUSES A STRIKE. 
Prrrssures, Pa., August 5, 1590. 
U ‘ som struck yesterday because an 
ee ae = oes esbon lotlieg donasenens with negroes. 
Mr, DALZELL. Will the gentleman be kind cnough to advise me 
as? 
vast OO FERRALL. The Carbon Iron Company. I read a telegram 
we paper io Oe ey: PITTSBURGH, PA 

I believe that is where my friend lives— A 

August 5, 1890. 
, Iron Company struck yesterday becanse an 
fe Soe $s paddling dapartenent with negroes. 

There is my authority for that statement. 

Mr. DALZELL. What is the date of that? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. August 5. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will answer the gentleman about that. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes, you will charge the Southern people with 
suppressing the vote of the colored brother, while you deny him the 
meansof acquiring food and clothing. 

Which is worse, to feed and clothe the negro as we do and suppress 
his vote as you charge, or let him vote as you say you do and then 
freeze and starve him? 

I will let my friend answer at his leisure. 

Wisconsin had 340,512 voters, but only 267,172 voted. 

Will the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HavuGEN], who, if in an 
unguarded moment were to say one good word of the Southern people 
would feel that he had committed an unpardonable sin and would 
whip himself every morning before breakfast for a week [laughter ]— 


will he tell us why he does not sweep before his own door before he | 


gees through his goggled eyes so much uncleanliness in front of his 


neighbor's door? Will he tell us why the votes of 73,340 white men | 


were suppressed at his own home in his own State ? 

Maine had 187,323 voters, but only 143,853 votes were cast, accord- 
ing to the returns. , 

If the Speaker of this House were on the floor I would ask him to in- 
form us how it is that for ten long — he has allowed the scamps 
who suppressed the votes of 43,470 white men in one election to go un- 

unished? But as he is not on the floor and has been called home to 
Rok after his fences and the Kit navy-yard, it may be that his 
colleague from the Lewiston district [Mr. DINGLEY] can throw some 
light on the subject, as he lives where it is charged they vote 600 votes 
and count 2,000. Perhaps he knows how they may vote 2,000 and 
count 600 in an emergency. 
I read a commuication from Lewiston, published in a paper of this 
city: 

’ REPUBLICAN CAUCUS METHODS IN MAINE. 


LEwWIsTon, ME., June 20, 1890, 
To the Editor: 

Sir: A free ballot and afair count! Do you suppose Senator Frye or Rep- 
resentative DinGLey ever retire without offering up their littie prayer that 
such a thing may come to pass ‘in the South?” 

Now, let me tell you how they do it in New England, inthe State of “ Biaine”’ 

d the home of Senator Frye and Representative Dinciey. On the evening 
June 19, 1890, a caucus was called and held by the Republicans to chouse de!- 
tes to a county convention to nominate county officers and State senatois. 
ow, three of the faithful aspired to represent this county as senator,and put 
their hardest work to secure a set of delegates favorable to their nomination. 
caucus was held in the rink, a chairman chosen, and the voting commenced 

A my ew Tt. ." waned os t thirty minutes i 

r the vo 0 or abou minutes it was sug- 
ths Refi z : 


to rman thatif the was not declared closed very soon there 
aa serious need of another ballot-box, as this one was now running over 


be 
with ballots. Finally it was thought best to declare the ballot closed. So 
ietaer certainly bad had afree ballot. Now for a fair count. Well, there is 
where the laugh comesin, If the count was made the landmarks of the G.O. 
P., like Representative DineLEey, who ha to be at home just at this par- 
lar time, was satisfied that it would show about 2,000 votes cast and about 
ople in attendance at the caucus. 

Those had worked so hard to secure the election of their particular can- 
were very anxious to proceed to count the ballots, and they twice got a 
to proceed to count; but the old heads knew it would not do to show their 
d, and finally after tiring out enough to change the vote, it was voted to ad- 

without counting the ballots cast. This morning the leaders of the G. O. 

conten to study up some way of holding their caucus to get 

set of ap re chosen. Prominent Republicans have told me this morning 
it was Sicnotieh ems proceeding they ever saw, and if Democrats 
held such a d 1 caucus as that they would never have heard the last 
it. And this is only a repetition of the manner of their voting in Lewiston. 
last month they held a caucus in ward 5 (one of the aristocratic wards of 
city). When the ballot was cast and declared it was found there was more 
100 more votes cast than votes in the ward. If they vote that way in cau- 
t will do so at ev election,and have been doing so for years in the 
“Blaine,” and at the home of Senator Frye and Representative Drxc- 











I have no comment to make except this: 

Fraud is frand, whether in the caucus or at the polls, and men who 
will cheat in caucus will cheat at the polls. 

Kansas had 265,714 votes, but only 201,019 were cast. 

Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PerK1Ns] who, in the discus- 
sion of the bill, we into the grave of the war and resurrected 


an old camp song, with the recital of which he secured the applause 
of the bloody-shirt shriekers around him—will he tell us why his Re- 
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publican jayhawkers suppressed the votes of 64,695 free-born white 
men ? 

Rhode Island had 76,898 voters, but only 29,235 voted, a suppression 
of the votes of 47,663 white men. 

Minnesota had 213,485 voters, but only 
principles and voted. 

Will my colleague on the Committee of Elections [Mr. Comstock ] 
explain to us why the bulldozers and intimidators of 62,714 white 
voters have gone unwhipped of justice for all these years ? 

Michigan had 467,687 voters, but only 352,441 voted in 1880, accord- 
ing to the returns. 

Will the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURRows] tell us why the 
mouths of 115,246 white men were muzzled and their tongues tied in 
1880 in his State ? 

3y the way, it might be interesting to the audience above the gen 
tleman’s head when in his seat, which he and other leading spirits on 
his side of the Chamber are in the habit of addressing, to show how 
much Michigan Republicans think of the negro. I read from the Al- 
legan (Mich. ) Democrat 


150,771 stood up for their 


WHEN THEY LOV rHE Cor LED MA 


L 


The particular love of the Republican party for the colored men was fully es 
emplified by the vote in Cheshire on town-meetingday. A colored man named 
Maxwell was nominated on the Republican ticket, and while the Republican 
vote averaged about 170, Maxwell received 107, so that he was cut by many Re 
publicans and his Democratic opponent elected. The feeling was still further 
emphasized by the remarks of a prominent Republican of thattown who, while 
on the streets in this village, said: ‘"The ticket (Republican) was not bad enough 
so they put a d——d nigger on it, and I voted a straight Democratic ticket." A 
colored bystander heard the remark and took umbrage thereto, when the Re 


inform Mr. Doud that his remark had ‘‘made one « 
The Republicans love the colored man as lon, + votes the straight ticket 


and don’t ask for office, but as soon as he asks for some reward for party serv- 


olored Democrat, at least 





ice he is nothing but “a d——d nigge: 


In these eleven hide-bound Republican States in 1880, 1,274,219 
votes were suppressed, while in the eleven Southern States which you 
attack the vote fell off only abont 800,000. 

I have read that consistency is a jewel, but no man outside of an in 
sane asylum would ever declare that the Republican party is the pos- 
sessor of that jewel. 

Of course you will say there was no suppression of votes in your 
States. We say the same thing as to the Southern States. You de- 
cline to believe us; we decline to believe you. You use the census to 
sustain your position; we mse the census to sustain our position. 

I will read what an intelligent colored man, a nativeof Danville, Va., 
says in regard to the treatment of the negro in the North as compared 
with his treatment in the South: 


‘THE NEGRO QUESTION DISCUSSED I A BLACK MA* 
Editor of the Philadelphia Record 

If you will allow a “colored” reader to express a few words through the 
columns of your paper regarding the much-talked-of ‘‘ negro question "and the 
‘national election bill,’’ I will take advantage of your permission. 

Being a native of Danville, Va., and the son of a former slave,I have been 
living North but a brief period, but from what I have seen of the two sections 
I claim the Southern negro has more privileges and advantages than his North- 
ern brother of the same race. Though I have used my utmost endeavor to 
avail myself of the “equal rights” so boastingly mentioned by the “ friends of 
the negro” in the North, [am debarred from the workshops, from the count- 
ing-rooms, from official positions, or from any occupation i may seek, except 
that which requires me to wear the white-apron badge of cook or waiter, oras 
a hod-carrier. 

I ruust seek only the positions least remunerative if not the most menial. 

When I pass along Lombard street, Philadelphia, I find that prejudice against 
them has crowded the negroes together like hogs in a pen, and I venture to as 
sert that there is not a spot south of Mason and Dixon’s line where the negro 
is in so much misery or faces such squalid poverty asthe poor denizens of Lom 
bard street and the other miserable quarters in which he has been compelled 
on account of his color to reside in the “good City of Brotherly Love.” It would 
be wise to let a little of the sympathy that arises from the love of the brother 
in black to begin here at home. 
- The South has done, and is still doing, more for the negro than many sup- 
pose. Negroes have been sent from the South to the United States Senate, to 
the lower House of Congress, to the State Legisiature, and they have held minor 
positions, but I have yet to hear of a “ black Congressman "’ from the Repub- 
ilean North—a single negro that has ever been considered good enough to hold 
the position of postmaster or any other position that requires an ounce of brain 
work. It is well enough to livein the North and talk of negro domination 
in the South, but where is the Norf*:ern town, county, city, or State that will 
swallow the same medicine? The Northera negro is not born a siave, but he 
is just as effectually shut out from the advantages of humanity as though th« 
chains were feasell enor him, He can never be anything at the North but a 
“nigger” still, and the maudlin sympathy so freely expressed for the “rights 
of the negro” down South can be better expended in the North. 

Equally as many ‘* outrages’’ are committed in the city of Philadelphia in 
one week as in the whole State of Virginia in one year, yet no Congressional 
committee investigates; and but for the “rum” dealt out to the ignorant of 
both races on election daysand other times, the ‘outrages’ intheSouth would 
be seldom heard of. The saivation of the negro North and South Is for him to 
do his own thinking. When they, like the whites, learn to divide on party 
lines, they will be more respected; but just so long as they allow “ pot-house 
politicians ” to dictate their political course, so long as they allow them to keep 
them in clans, just so long will the whiteskeeptogether. Northern whites will 
not be dominated by the negro, and they can not force their Southern brother 
to do what they will not do. 

The “force bill’ wil! not benefit the negro, but on the one hand it will retard 
his progress, itis nearly thirty years since the war began. The majority of 
the old slaves have gonetotheir quiethome. A negro whocan even remember 
slavery must be about thirty-five years old, To have worked ina field under 
a master he must be close to fifty years old. Time and education are healing 
prejudices, and the two races in the South are drawing nearer together, but 
this “fire brand’ about to be cast in their midst by the fanatics at Washing 
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ton will open wounds and result in the downfall of the negro in the end; for 
should there be ageneral revolution the whites of the North and South would 
both unite against him. The strong prejudice right here in the North is alone 
sufficient proof of my claim, 

Every biow struck at the whites of the South means two blowson the shoul- 
ders of the innocent and industrious negroes, who ask nothing more than the 
privilege accorded every American, whether he be native or adopted; and if he 
must fill the menial positions he should at least be assisted to heal prejudice in- 
stead of increasing It. 


THOMAS W.SWAIM. 
Arco, N, J., Jane 29, 1890, 


Here is a pen picture of the negro in the North. Well can he say 
of the Republican party, *‘ Phere is no faithfulness in their mouth; 
their inward part is very wickedness; their throat isan open sepulcher; 
they flatter with their tongue.’’ 

‘Take these things, my Kepublican friends, and chew on them; they 
will furnish food tor thought and reflection for some time to come. 

Do not imagine that you are so immaculate. Remember that you 
are but mortals and that you are hardly prepared yet to play the part 
of saints. [ Laughter. ] 

Remember that other people have eyes and ears and can see and 
hear, and try and view yourselves as others view you. 

Be a little charitable and do not assume all the virtues. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would be false to my own feelings if I did not, 
in conclusion, pay a slight tribute at least to the distinguished gentle- 
man whose seat is contested. 

For more than twenty years I have known him; nearly eight years 
of that time I have served with him in this House; two years of the 
time I met him almost daily within the walls of our alma mater, 

I say here, without fear of contradiction by any tongue that is not 
dripping with malice, by any soul that is not poisoned with prejudice, 
that a more chivalrous and honorable man has never yet breathed the 
air of his native or adopted State. He is an honor to the State that 
gave him birth and an ornament to the State whose duly elected Rep- 
resentative he isin thisCongress. Hisserviceon this floor have marked 
him as a man ofability, courage, and fidelity,and should the Republican 
party in this House, in its might, send him back to his people, it will 
only endear him the more to them and return him to the second session 
of this Congress as well as to the Fifty-second Congress by majorities 
greater, far greater, than any he has ever yet received. 

But I beg you for the sake of our institutions, hallowed by time and 
endeared by memories; I beg you tor the sake of justice; I beg you for 
the sake of common decency, te stamp out this attempt to remove from 
these Halls this honorable man and distinguished Representative upon 
a report made as the result of an investigation in name, but in fact one 
of the most stupendous farces ever enacted in the history of legal ju- 
risprudence or of parliamentary bodies of the world. [Loud applause 

‘on the Democratic side. } : 

Mr. CRISP. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 

York [Mr. McCarrtiy ]}, 


[Mr. McCARTHY withholds his remarks for revision. 
dix. ] 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention to undertake to 
make a lengthy argument in support of the proposition that Mr. Breck- 
inridge is entitled to continue to represent his districs during the Fiity- 
first Congress. The gentlemen composing the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections present in their report a clear and exhaustive state- 
ment which indicates that seldom has an effort been made to unseat 
a member having such a good title as that held by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, and some of these gentlemen have also ably spoken on the 
floor of this House, giving additional reasons for rejecting the report of 
the majority. 

That majority report, Mr. Speaker, is what I have studied, and in so 
doing the conclusion reached by me was that a jury having such evi- 
dence presented to it would not ask to hear the defense, but would ac- 
quit the accused without farther testimony than that furnished by the 
prosecution, 

It is difficult to discuss this case without criticising severely the Com- 
mittee on Elections, and I dislike to be harsh in my judgment of my 
colleagues; but the majority of that committee appear to have construed 
their duty to be not to present an impartial report, but to act as thou 
they had been commissioned by their party to take the returns in the 
Second Congressional district of Arkansas and to treat them in such a 
way as to wipe out Mr, Breckinridge’s majority and figure a majority 
for his opponent. 

It was not possible, however, to do so without showing that Mr. 
Breckinridge had what should be considered a safe n; this any 
ove will ascertain from an examination of the report. But the com- 


See Appen- 


mittee, true to its purpose. performed the premeditated physical act and | him 


the wirk was accomplished. In doing this the absurdity of the per- 
formance is not hidden and the committee only succeeds in making a 
piain exhibition of the extent to which it will go in partisanship, and 
it now demands the supportof its associates in adopting a which, 
while not calculated to satisty any fair-minded Kepresentative, may be 
usefal in the coming political campaign as a means of inflaming the 
passions and exciting the prejudices of the people. 

The tragic death of Mr. Breckinridge’s opponent, which occurred 
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nearly three months after the election, while Mr. was here 
attending to his duties asa member of the Fiftieth Congress, horrified 
us all, and I well remember the sorrow exhibited by the gentleman 
from Arkansas at the untimely death of his opponent, who had also 
been his friend. 

It was proper for the subcommittee under the resolution of the House 
to inquire into the facts connected with this lamentable tragedy, but 
one can not avoid feeling that they did not exhibit any zeal in tollow- 
ing a clue to the murder, as here it led towards other than a political 
opponent of the contestee, and the conduct of the committee in en- 
deavoring to show that Colonel Clayton’s death benefited Mr. Breckin- 
ridge in any way is disingenuous and inexcusable, while the several 
other cases cited as outrages which affected the committee’s decision 
need only to be read to make one feel that the writer relied upon the 
gullibility of the peruser. 

In the Fiftieth Congress we had a Committee on Elections which in- 
vestigated cases and then decided. In this instance the determination 
appears to have been to decide first and go through the form of an investi- 
gationafter. Unfortunately there is reason to fear that it is useless to 
appeal to the majority of this House to consider this question on its 
merits; but I wish to put on record my belief that could an unbiased 
opinion of our members be expressed it would be that Mr. Breckiuridge 
should not be unseated, and that a large majority would declare that 
the House of Re tatives can ill afford to lose one who, possessed of 
corre, ability, coupled with kindliness of disposition, has endeared 

imself to his colleagues and is deemed by them to be an upright states- 
man and a true gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. McRag]. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I trust that for the brief time so kindly 
yielded me by my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] I shall have the at- 
tention of the House. I desire first to refer to the condition of affairs 
in the district in question at the time the race for Congress began. 
After this I will discuss the questions raised by the report of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections. 

My colleague, Major Breckinridge, was regularly and unanimously 
nominated as the standard-bearer of the Democracy that he had several 
times led to victory. He was no stranger to the district. He had 
represented it since its formation in 1883. This was the third nomina- 
tion by acclamation given him in the district. Upon the great ques- 
tion of tariff reform, the prominent question in the canvass of that 
year, he was not only in accord with his party and le, but was re- 
garded as one of the best equipped men in public life. The people of 
= district were more than satisfied with him. They were proud of 

im. 
He was beloved and admired not only by his immediate constituents, 


but by the people of the whole State. No one in his y denied his 
fitness or contested his right to represent the Second d He was 
in sympathy with the great body of the people and knew their wants. 


He had represented them faithfully and ably and was in full accord 
with them on all the great political questions that entered into that 
canvass. He had stood by them with a manly courage, and they 
were loyal to him. Sohe entered that canvass with the full confidence 
and assurance that he would receive the enthusiastic and undivided 
support of every Democrat in the district. The district was largely 
white and on national questions safely Democratic. It had never gone 
for the Republican nominee for any office, State or national. 

It has been said in this debate that in the September election, 1888, 
two months prior to the Congressional election in question, the district 
gave a majority of about 3,000 against the Democratic candidate for 
governor. The opposition candidate in that race was not the nominee 
of the Repablican party, but of the Union Labor party. He had been 
a Democrat. He had lost a leg in the Confederate army. He made a 
good soldier and his old comrades were attached to him. He was an 
effective stumper and a member of the Wheel, and was running on a 
platform indorsing the demands of that and the All 

While he was supported and indorsed by the Republican committee, 
he did not claim to ran as a Republican and did not advocate the doc- 
trines of that . He liad been nominated by the political organiza- 
tion known in as the Union Labor party, but professed him- 
self to be a Jeffersonian Democrat, He insisted that the party had lett 
him and that he was a better Democrat than Governor Eagle. It was 
charged upon him on the stump by the Democratic candidate that he 
was what the gentleman trom lowa [ Mr. Lacey] on yesterday said he 
was, a Republican candidate in disguise; but he indignantly denied the 
charge and declared that he would not be controlled by Republicans 
if elected and that he was under no pledge tothem. Some believed 


Sonn Sie oe nares of the State, who are al ready to 
as as who are always 

soba eb asa tb bans bonnes him, and in that 
for the first time the district gave a majority against the 
candidate. The Republicans that as these restless Democrats 
had leit our party to support Dr. Norwood for governor that they 
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have given countenance to such charges that they are absolutely false, 
and contain much of the meanness and cowardice that go to make up 
essassination. There are some things, Mr. , dearer to the hon- 
est and brave than life, and the assassin of character is more to be 
dreaded by society than the murderer. I want to remind gentlemen 
that there are other people in Arkansas who have its and feelings 
as well as the Clayton family, and that the gross tations 
nbout them in connection with this matter are not to further 
the work of finding and punishing the unknown murderer of the de- 
ceased brother. 

The —_ evidence of dereliction of duty relied upon by members of 
the majority of the committee is that the assassin has been found. 
No, he has not been found, but that does not argue that he is known 
to the officers or the people of Arkansas. I say to these gentlemen that 
it was a part of their duty to ascertain if possible who the murderers 
are. If they with all the powers and —= the Federal Govern- 
ment behind them have not been able to find , Should they be heard 
to complain that the State officials have not ? 

The majority of the subcommittee complain that they have been un- 
justly assailed in a paper filed temporarily as the views of the minor- 
ity, and alleged to have been written by my co charging them 
with discourtesy, unfairness, neglect of duty, unj le artifices, bad 
faith, suppression of testimony, etc. I know nothing of the prepara- 
tion or publication of this paper. If it was ever filed it has been with- 
drawn, and does not now form a part of the record of the case, 

But let me ask how is it with the majority report to which this, if 
their allegations be true, was an answer in kind. Why have these 
virtvous gentlemen not followed the example set you by the minority 
and suppressed that part of their report in which they attack the peo- 
ple of Arkansas and attack the character of the contestee, who is in 
every sense their peer, charging in effect that he was cognizant of and 
could’ have prevented the assassination of Hon. John M. Clayton? 
My friends, before you become indignant at charges against yourselves, 
be sure that you have not unjustly assailed those of whom you com- 
plain. I have heard insinuations, innuendoes,and point- charges 
made against the people of Arkansas in this debate and in prior debates 
that I knew to be false, and I believe them to have been made for party 
purposes, 

I have often had to sit in silence while these charges were being made, 
because under the rules of the House as now organized we are in effect 
gagged. Iam now so limited intimethat I can not say all I desire tosay, 
nor as I would like to say it. It is an outrage that a people who have 
struggled against sach odds and have borne as much as the people of 
Arkansas have should now be so maligned, so misrepresented, in order 
to secure @ partisan advantage. You have the power to execute the 


decree of a, but there will be a day of reckoning, a time 


when truth triumph. 

I undertake to say is not a State in this Union where there is 
a stronger public sentiment agaist rascality in elections than in the 
State of Ar . Nor is there a State with severer statutes for the 

ishment of offenses against the ballot. We make it a felony in ou 

tate either to give or to take a bribe. It is embodied in the consti- 
tution, and the statute carrying that provision into effect is as rigid 
as it can well be made. And yet gentlemen ridicule the laws of 
so State and talk sneeringly of ee een neta 

ge them to a comparison on any honesty, courage, duty, 

patriotism; on any test of good citizenship. They talk of the Plum- 
merville box asif itrepresented the method ofho elections through- 
out the State; and yetin their report they say is a Republican 
stronghold, the proportions being about five Republicans to one Demo- 
erat. : 

No one can and no one has attempted to defend the of that 
box, nor the methods used there in the State election in 1888; but I 
submit that there must be something more than the desire 
get office that impels men to take such desperate risks. If it is true, as 
is alleged, that Democrats do so to prevent Republican rule it does not 

e much for the Republicans of that locality. They claim that at 

place, Plum e, Judge Clayton was not treated civilly when 
he went to receive and prepare for burial the co: of his brother. 
The testimony does not sustain this. Ido not it, but, on the 
contrary, believe that he was responsible for all the cgolness exhibited 
towards him, if there was any. 

But suppose there was; why should all this abuse be heaped upon the 
Democrats? It was a Republican stronghold. It seems that no one 
connected with Arkansas affairs, in the j ent of these gentlemen, 
is entitled to respect or consideration at the of this committee— 
at the hands of the committee or the majority of this House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen have seen fit to drag into this 
case the corpse of the colored man Smith, who was killed by young 
Richmond, a Republican boy, it is said, in defense of his own life. 


They bave recalled the sad death of George Bentley, es 


by his brother. They have with much ——e to the of | General 


Judge Benjamin, who was maltreated at and several weeks 
afterwards died of heartdisease. Hisdead body is and the hor- 
rorsof his death dwelt upon. The woundsof Su: Poker Charles 
Wah! are exposed and made do service. Why? Why, I ask, is this 
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done? The committee can not show from the evidence that any of these 
™General Clayton on suspicions Sous that George Bentley purposely killed 

tley his 
own brother to pre him exposing the assassin of John M. Clayton. 
re wma Naya Ge eral ton suspicions that 
young Richmond the negro Smith | ecause he t have been 
a detective, though the proof does not show he was. committee 
say we suspicion, too ! Sonal Clayton suspicions that Wahl was shot 
because he knew something that he might tell. The committee say 
we have the same , and so these matters are put in the report 
and used to prejudice the House and «ountry against Mr. Breckin- 
ridge. Now, when these gentlemen asi. us to take these suspicions 
what do they ask us to believe? Think for a moment, gentlemen. 
You are asked to say that one brother ha; deliberately murdered an- 
other to prevent the of an assassin. How void of brotherly 
love must be the individual who would suggest suchasuspicion? You 
are asked to say that a Republican white boy has murdered a Repub- 
lican negro to prevent the discovery of the assassin of a Republican 
contestant for Congress, If this suspicion be true, what must be the 
character of the Republicans at Plummerville ? 

This list of homicides has been brought here evidently for the pur- 
pose of obscuring the real issue to be settled, namely, whether Mr. 
Breckinridge was elected or not. By it they ex to distract atten- 
tion and steel the heartsof members for the rank injustice that they ask 
shall be inflicted upon my friend and colleague, and through him upon 
the peopleof Arkansas. Whatisit youhave? The suspicions of Gegeral 
Clayton! As there is no evidence for such suspicion, is it not proper to 
inquire what manner of man he is? I do not know him personally, 
but he has a record, and from that the House may form some correct 
idea of the value of his testimony. I would like, it I had time, to eal! 
the death-ro)l of the victims of his administration in Arkansas, but my 
time is too short to undertake to do more than mention some in Con- 
way and Woodruff Counties, the two involved in this investigation. 

I would like to begin with the lamented Thomas C. Hindman, per- 
haps the most gallant and gifted son of Arkansas who ever represented 
her upon this floor. He, like Colonel Clayton, was taken off in the very 
prime of life by the bullet of the assassin being shot through a window 
at night in the presence of his wife and children, just as he had closed 
ab t and bitter canvass for the Democracy against the Repub- 
lican nominee, Mr. Hanks. This was done when General Clayton was 


vernor of Arkansas, and the assassin has never sae aeeentet. 
is was as much a political murder as was that of Clayton’s © 


brother, but no Democrat charged it to the Republican party or sought 
to hold Mr. Hanks responsible for it. He, too, left orphans, at least 
one, a noble son, who is now an honored citizen of the State. I would 
like to go with you to Woodruff County, one of the counties in this 
district which is assailed by the committee, and point to a few of the 
worst of the outrages committed upon the people of that State under 
the Clayton reign. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not true that just such an attack as you are mak- 
ing now, growing out of the reconstruction trouble of twenty-two years 
ago, lead to frequent difficulties in Arkansas ? 

Mr. McRAE. Ido not think itis. But you make it necessary for 
me to state these facts by upon the statements and suspicions 
of General Claytov. For my I have no disposition to revive these 
memories, but they have as much to do with this case as those you 
have mentioned. 

No, Mr. —. I am the very last man in Arkansas to refer to these 


for of stirr bad feelings. But if we must 
Fie boteshtebentalteuh bane not cost 


to | outrages in connection with this matter until General Clayton and his 


brother undertook to make political capital out of the death of their 
brother. When the people risen in their indignation and were de- 
a hunting down of the when every Democratic 
paper of the State was teeming with editorials against it, when Demo- 
cratic clubs were giving rewards << meney eee es in the 
midst of this upheaval, in order to check it, they a declaration 
to the world inelieat that thenemmiantion tus dens ferent 
in the interest of the tic party, and charging fu that Mr. 
Breckinridge could have prevented it if he ; and 
Republican party has taken up that sl. gan that time to this. 

And for that reason, for the reason tliat, as I believe, they ha 
dertaken to divert public attention froin the real 
call attention to their records. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can the genticman call our attention to any 
ir, Eodiniipentd beeper Siinciasst. 

Yr. ve prevented it so 

cnddlaion ink okanaal oy Geniechoanatine ud 

Ma BRECKINIIDGE, of Kentucky. And stated by Mr. Bercey, 
of New J on the floor. 

Mr. McRAE. And is published in the and a pre- 
tended statement of facts coming from John M. Clayton’s was 
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had risen in their wrath and said in every manner possible that, let 
it cost what it would, they intended to hunt down the assassin and 
haug him, as he deserved to be. If the assassin is not caught, there is 

innocent man in the State of Arkansas so much responsible for the 
failure as those men who make so much complaint against the officers. 

The statements of General Powell Clayton are in many matters con- 
tradicted by other witnesses, who testified in Arkansas, and yet his are 
accepted without qualification by the committee in almost every par- 
ticular. So it appears to me that his record is legitimate as going to 
the credibility of his testimony. Now, go with meto Woodruff County 
and see the listof murdered men who fell at the hands of the infamous 
militia organized and sent out by the Clayton government to do what 

did. 
This militia was made up of ‘‘mountain boomers’’ and ‘ moss- 
backs’ from Northwest Arkansas and Southwest Missouri and negroes. 
The Missouri contingent was under the command of one Monk, a 
notorious scoundrel, thief, and murderer. 

Immediately after their arrival at Augusta they commenced rob- 
bing, plundering, arresting, and murdering the best citizens of the 
county, because, it is supposed, they were not in accord with radical 
rule. Nothing escaped them. Stores, dwellings, gin-houses, stables, 
cora-cribs, smoke-houses, hen-roosts, all alike suffered at their hands. 

Blackmail was levied upon the people, not simply to save their prop- 
erty, but their lives, and when the unfortunate individual had no 
money, his property or his life was the forfeit, and sometimes money, 
property, and life all went. ; eed oll 

They took possession of a large two-story brick building in the town, 
surrounded it with barricades, converted the upper part of it into a 
bastile, in whichalargenumber of the citizens were incarcerated, some of 
whom were taken therefrom at night, shot to death, disembowled, 
their bodies filled with sand and thrown into White River; others were 
ransomed, some died from imprisonment and harsh treatment, and 
others were released by United States soldiers. 

The following isa list of those killed: 

Dr. M. D. L. MeKenza, an old and respected citizen. Shotat night 
and his body thrown into White River. 

John Tharp, sheriff under the Murphy ‘government, ex-Federal sol - 
dier, farmer. Shot at night and his body thrown into White River. 

B. Y. Jones, farmer, upright citizen. Shot at nightand body thrown 
into White River. 

Richard Corley, farmer, very old man. Shot down in his own yard, 
in the presence of his family, without cause or provocation of any sort. 

James T. Bland, a farmer, an old and upright man, torn from his 
bed at night, carried a few hundred yards from his house, and, despite 
the prayers and entreaties of his wife and little boy, shot him to death 
in their presence, and left him to be cared for by them alone. 

Dillard, a citizen. ef Cross County, on a visit to friends in Woodruff, 
shot to death at the house of his friend. ' 

A Frenchman, a citizen of the county, whose name I can not now 
recall, was shot at night, and his body thrown into White River. 

Captain Parker, an Englishman and stranger passing through the 
country, was killed and robbed on the public highway, his body carried 
a short distance from the road, and thrown behind a log, where it was 
found and buried by Maj. James B. Dent, an ex-Federal soldier, and 
present representative from Woodruff County, near whose house he was 
murdered. 

C. G. MeCrory, an old man, farmer, imprisoned, died from exposure 
and bad treatment. 

Thomas C. Sugg, an old man, shot and maimed for life. 

McKenza, Tharp, Jones, Corley, Dillard, and McCrory were men with 
families. Their wives were widowed and their children orphaned by 
red-handed murderers under the authority and it is presumed by the 
direction of the chief executive of the State. 

And by the way, Judge Dent has testified in this case. He is one of 
the men whose testimony is to be broken down by the negro witnesses 
relied upon to invalidate the returns of the townships in this county 
in order to make out this case. He was a Federal soldier, is, I wnder- 
stand, a good citizen, though a Democrat. 

Mr. MAISH. Anda Grand Army man. 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, a member of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

This same militia, in the county of Conway, shot, killed, and then 
burned the body of Mr. Casey in his own house. He was an honest, 
upright citizen. It was at this same little town, Plummerville, that 

ooper was arrested by this militia and riddled with ballets. His 
body was found near the spot where Colonel Clayton was assassinated. 

And it is but a fair presumption that all these crimes were by the 
direction of Governor Clayton, because he signed an act pardoning the 
perpetrators after he knew what had been done by them. 

These are onlyafewofthem. Similar depredations were committed 
in nearly half the counties of the State. There are little hillocks in 
almost every church-yard in the State which stand as silent witnesses 
against and reminders of the infamy of Powell Clayton’s reign as gov- 
ernor. And yet they tell us that these men are to be believed against 
every white man who has testified in this case. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 1 would 


SS only a few days after his death, when the people of Arkan- 


like to inquire if the militia that killed these men were not called for 
the purpose of suppressing the ku klux organization in the State of 
Kansas that was at that time dominating the State ? 

Mr. McRAE. The ka klux organization never dominated theState. 
That was only a pretext. These men were not ku klux, but if they 
had been they did not deserve such a death without trial. I person- 
ally know that some of the best men in Columbia County, in which I 
lived at that time, thougha mere lad, were imprisoned; men who had 
never been members of any disloyal organization and had never been 
suspected of any crime. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask for information only. 

Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, Iask, in all candor, arethe evidence 
and suspicions of this man to be believed, as against other witnesses of 
good character? 

Mr. DALZELL. When do I understand these terrible things took 
place which you told us about? 

Mr. McRAE. When Powell Clayton was governor of the State of 
Arkansas. 

Mr. DALZELL. How many years ago? 

Mr. McRAE. About twenty years. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; about twenty years ago. 

Mr. PEEL. Murder does not outlaw, you know. 

Mr. DALZELL. DoI understand the gentleman to argue that it 
was perfectly proper to kill John M. Clayton on account of these events 
which occurred twenty years ago ? 

Mr. McRAE. No, sir; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then what is this broughtin here for ” 

._ Mr. MCRAE. It is to discredit the statement of the man upon whom 
you rely; that is all. 

Mr. DALZELL. Which man’? 

Mr. MCRAE. Powell Clayton. 


Mr. DALZELL. Well, he is one, of course, but there are many 
others. 
Mr. McRAE, But he is the main one; he and McClure. McClure 


was his chief-justice and close friend. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to know, also, whether or not: this amnesty 
act you speak of as having been signed by Governor Clayton did not 
include the ku-klux also ? 

Mr. McRAE. No; I do not think it did. 

Mr. DALZELL. Did not it include both sides? 

Mr. McRAE. I do not think it did, though I was not in public 
life at that time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Are you sure about it? 

Mr. McRAE. Iam not, but my friend who has just come in can 
inform you. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It related strictly to the mili 
tia and others who were operating under General Clayton’s direction. 

Mr. BOATNER. Have the Republican party ever repudiated these 
acts of the militia? 

Mr. MCRAE. They haveneverrepudiated them. Neither the State 
nor the national Republican organizations have ever repudiated them. 
Powell Clayton is a member of the National Republican Committee, 
chairman of the State executive committee, and controls the Arkan- 
sas patronage under this Administration even to fourth-class post-offices. 
Not only did he sign the bill to pardon these murderers and robbers, 
but a Republican Legislature thanked them for it. 

Is it not a miracle thatafter this record of robbery and murder Ar- 
kansas should have become a law-abiding and peaceful State, grown as 
it has for the last decade? Out of the ruin of war and the demoraliza- 
tion of reconstruction that followed, these people have endeavored to 
turn their faces from the past, and have built for themselves a pros- 
perity that challenges the admiration of the whole country. They have 
no desire to have the record of the past thrust upon them, nor dothey 
want those who made this record. They have not sought vengeance 
against those who wronged them. The wrongdoers have been pe 
mitted to go and come as other citizens of the State. But, while this 
is true, it is unjust to the good, truth-loving citizens that the state- 
ments of men with such records should be permitted to outweigh the 
statements of others against whom no misconduct was ever charged. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question” 

Mr. LACEY. Did not all the Democrats in the Arkansas Legisla- 
ture vote for Clayton for United States Senator ? 

Mr. MCRAE. No, notall. Some ot them did. 

Mr. LACEY. Did not nearly all of them vote for him ? 

Mr. MCRAE. No, not nearly all ofthem. They tried first to im- 
peach him, and the Republicans broke a quorum and defeated that. 
He was also indicted in the Federal court for election frauds. Clay- 
ton said himself that they voted for him only to get rid of him, and 
when he saw that in this way the people would get the State govern- 
ment he declined until he got things fixed to suit him. Those Dem- 
ocrats who voted for him did not think him fit for Senator, but pre 
ferred to have him in the Senate rather than governor. 

Mr. LACEY. And keep him upstairs. 

Mr. McRAE. Yes; they were anxious to get ridof him, and as they 
could not impeach him nor send him him to the penitentiary, the§ 
offered to send him tothe Senate. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 
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Mr, KELLEY. The question I wanted to ask the gentleman is 
whether it is true that the Legisiature justified the militia and voted 
them a vote of thanks, as the gentleman said ? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir; it is true. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is not that pretty good evidence that the militia 
was right and should have been justitied ? y 

Mr. MCRAE. No. The Legislature was Republican, made up largely 
of carpet-baggers and scallawags. Nearly every good man in the State 
was disfranchised. The people did not justify them. 

Mr. KELLEY. Every good man! 

Mr. MCRAE, The most ot the good men. There were some good 
Republicans, And there were some Democrats who could vote and 
hold office, but generally Governor Clayton and his sort determined 
who went to the Legislature and who held office. He had supreme 
control. When the people got the right to vote they hurled him from 
power. The best Republicans in Arkansas know that until the party 
repudiates Powell Clayton it can never be made respectable, so as to 
command the support of decent men. 

llow much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will give me ten 
minutes more, 

I want now to come to the main point in the case. Let us take up 
the townships assailed and relied upon to unseat Mr. Breckinridge. 
It is admitted that the Plummerville box should be counted as the 
committee report. Now we will go to Woodruff County, and see what 
the facts are as shown by the report. 

Here is what they say as to— 


WHITE RIVER TOWNSHIP, WOODRUFF COUNTY. 
The return shows: 


Breckinridge....... 


ee 
Clayton...... 


Under the laws of Arkansas, the judges are required to mark a number on 
the outside of the ballot, before putting it in the box,and such number corre- 
sponds with the number opposite the voter's name on the poll-iist. In this pre. 
cinet 62 persons who swear they voted for Clayton deny that they cast the 
tickets numbered as having been cast by them. The original tickets were pre- 
sented to them before the committee, and are shown to be the opposite of what 
they voted, These 62 tickets were evidently changed by or with the conniv- 
ance of the Democratic judges of the election, and when corrected make a dif- 
erence of 62 off of Breckinridge’s vote and 62 to be added to that of Clayton, 

These ballots had manifestly been substituted after they were deposited, and 
this could not have been done if the judges had not either permitted it or com- 
mitted theact themselves, This change of 124invalidatesthe return. A fraud- 
ulent return of ibis character can have no effect, and as a matter of law we 
must deduct from— 

Breckinridge's reported majority Of.......0000+<ssccsse++0001 0s sescverseressceseesecsosesees verses OAT 
The votes so fraudulently returned 





Leaving a majority of................ -. 636 


In counting Claytor’s vote, 44 votes were credited to him in making Breck- 
inridge's original majority. The proof shows that he got 62 votes where the 
tickets were changed, 39 votes where his tickets were not changed, as shown 
by the voters themselves, and 5 others where the proof is that the voters were 
furnished with and cast Clayton tickets, and that the voters were Republicans, 
Total vote proved for Clayton, 106. He has already been credited with 44, so 
he should now-ve credi ed with the balance, 62. There were also two names 
of voters not on the book, who voted for Clayton. We will insert the names of 
all these voters in an appendix, which we think will be more convenient for 
reference than to incorporate them here. Deducting from Breckinridge’s re- 


turned majority 64, leaves 572. 
In the same way they dispose of— 
COTTON PLANT TOWNSHIP, WOODRUFF COUNTY, 
In this precinct there were returned for— 


ee a ee ey 
Clayton ‘ sepnocunpepeennsoencesnedesceetos 132 
* ™ * * * * - 


Dedact the vote returned for Breckinridge, the return being set aside for 
fraud, 186; leaving Breckinridge’s majority 386 

There were returned for Clayton 132; 48 voters swear they voted for Clayton, 
but are returned as voting for Breckinridge; this fraud invalidates the return. 
These 48 votesshould be counted for Clayton; also 104 tickets in the returns 
proved to have been cast as returned, the voters being called as witnesses ; also 
23 voters whose names are entered in the poll-books, and who are shown to 
have voted for Clayton ; also 30 voters whose names were not on the poll-books ; 
total, 205, ° Of this 205, 182 are already counted for Clayton, leaving to be de- 
dueted 73; leaving Breckinridge’s majority 313, 


TOWN OF AUGUSTA, WOODRUFF COUNTY. 
The returns show: 


Breckinridge 


- 98 
CAFS Ris wibe-vestictneasdtnetnceries 


wee Bf 

The evidence of the voters showsthat 8 ballots were changed from Clayton to 
Breckinridge, and 7 persons swear they voted for Clayton, and are voters, and 
their names ere on the poll-lists; 26 persons swear that they voted for Clayton, 
and are so returned; 10 persons are shown by other evidence to have voted for 
Clayton, and are so returned; also one ticket is shown to have been voted for 
Clayton, and Clayton's name afterwards erased, making a total for Clayton of 
52. Deduct the returned vote for Breckinridge, 98; baiance Breckinridge’s ma- 


jority, 215. Clayton is already credited with 34, Deduct the difference between 
#4 and 52—18. Balance Breckinridge’s majority, 197. 


Tn the same reckless manuer they wipe out the vote of— 


RIVERSIDE, WOODRUFF COUNTY. 


RMoatearmad For Dreetele rh Rae icceccesvessccccereseeycvovceresescecnenensenisebaseeaiasiaiatieiedasma ae 
PROSENSE FST CUR OO .sos00 vecvecvesssvcecsscentasceseses 





ase nee 


OOO eee RE REE eee eEee se eweeneee cree eeeennere 


It appears from testimony of the voters that 29 Clayton tickets were changed 
and Breckinridge tickets substituted, thus invalidating the returns, 

Deduct vote for Breckinridge, 197; majority for Breckinridge, 0. The 29 per- 
sons whose tickets were so changed should be counted for Clayton; also 32 
others appear and testity that they voted for Clayton, and their tickets so ap- 
pear; also 25 persons admitted in the record to have voted for Clayton, whose 
tickets are so returned ; also 4 persons wlio voted for Clayton, but whose names 
do not appear on the poll-list ; also 1 vote with no ticket preserved in the box; 
total, 90. Already returned for Clayton, 59; balance to be counted to him, 31; 
total Clayton's majority, 31. 

Breckinridge did not attempt to prove up his vote at these boxes, but inci- 
omy some of them were proved up, and the lists are attached to the Ap- 
pendix, 


Proved in Augusta for Breckinridge.............c-cccc-.+sseeeerseensee dactitirtiiepern % 
Proved in Cotton Plant for Breckinridge. 
Proved in White River for Breckinridge .. 







RII A nthiaiheek iniepechcaietudts -tnintantiediadtoocibarsamibipeteneddscesnadubibmmmaoniitinn seadtdeseee wabaes 7 


The balance of Clayton’s majority, without taking into account Freeman 
Township, Woodruff County, or the Plummerville vote in Conway County, is 24. 


This all means that because a few ignorant negroes who voted the 
Democratic ticket in 1888 now swear that they did not do so, that their 
oaths should strike down the entire township. They donot know how 
they voted, being unable to read and having to depend upon some one 
else to give them tickets, and because they now, for the mileage and 
fees, give this testimony, the white men who could read and do know 
how they voted are to be disfranchised. The returns made by honest 
men under oath areset aside, and 210 votes in White River, 182 in Cot- 
ton Plant, 98 in Augusta, and 197 in Riverside are deducted from Mr. 
Breckinridge. 

The negroes who now swear they voted for Mr. Clayton are counted 
for him, and the committee, taking advantage of a misunderstanding 
or by going squarely back on an agreement claimed by Mr. Breckin- 
ridge—one or the other, and it does not make any difference which—re- 
fused to Jet Mr. Breckinridge prove the votes he received in those 
townships. That is the action of a Congressional committee charged 
with investigating this case to determine who received the greater 
number of votes. But, Mr. Speaker, that is not all. They refuse to 
count for Mr. Breckinridge the votes that Mr. Clayton admitted be 
gotin his notice of contest. The notice admits 44 votes in White 
River, 111 in Cotton Plant, and 149 in Riverside Township. Give him 
these and he is elected. 

In the notice of contest there was no assault made upon the town of 
Augusta. Soifthis is a contest and the committee only commenced 
where the contestant left off, as the gentleman from Iowa claims, what 
right had the committee to open that box? Iam not complaining of this, 
because I do not regard it as a contest in the sense that we understand 
a contest here; nor do Ladmit that the rule contended for by the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections is the proper one in any case, but 
if it is there is certainly no reason for its application to this case. It 
is shocking to every sense of justice to ask the House to determine this 
case by the technical legal rules applicable to the courts in the trial of 
cases of contests or other actions. , a 

Here a more liberal rule should and generally does prevail. This is 
something more than an ordinary contest. It is a public investigation 
in which the whole country is deeply interested. It was not ordered 
by any one man or set of men, but by the House of Representatives, 
for the purpose of determining whether Major Breckinridge was elected, 
and, if possible, to ascertain who assassinated Colonel Clayton. It is 
not a contest in any sense of the word. The real parties to the inves- 
tigation are the House on theone hand and the people ot the Second Ar- 
kansas district on the other. They are the people who have the right 
to be represented here. and it is the duty of the House to ascertain 
whether they selected Mr. Breckinridge or not. If to get at the truth 
it becomes necessary to override what is claimed to be a precedent, 
then this House ought to have the courage to do so, appealing to that 
law which is ‘‘ the collected wisdom of ages, combining the principles 
of original justice with the boundless variety of human aftairs.’’ 

The following statement from the views of the minority will show 
what I think is— 

THE RESULT OF THE ELECTION. 


The minority do not find or believe that the election was affected in the least 
or was intended to be affected by but one event, and. that was the theft by un- 
known parties of the Pilummerville ballot-box. The count of this vote, how- 
ever, upon the accepted proof of the majority of the committee, leaves Mr. 
Breckinridge a majority in the district of 413 votes, and this is his rightful nfa- 
jority. But to show that Mr. Breckinr dge was elected upon every possible 
theory of the case, we give the following table: 















Breckin- 
| ridge. Clayton, 
ee ra ae, athena aaah 

Total vote returned for Breckinridge.... eovvtnesedt EF, GBD Aaisasietiveiees 
Total vote returned for Clayton........ ole ateneinnaman 17,011 
Deduct the lesser from the greater.. 5 EL Eeecinniniaai 
Majority for Breckinridge ............-.0+ easveesssee soneneerees OB | eccenitesiarere 
————S= — 

Clayton’s vote proved at Plummer ville...... ......cccsereesesceenener| cennentnerecnes 558 
Breckin "s vote proved at Plummerville...... ........<:0-. BED Incaionptetioness 





Clayton’s majority at Plummer ville..........c0s-ccsecceseeeeeee! one 
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THE RESULT OF THE ELEC TION—continued. 


Breckin- 





7 Clayton. 
ridge. ain 
Breckinridge’s majority brought GOWn...........ssees+s-ree S46 
Deduct the lesser from the greater.......0.------creeeeeeenee 133 ra a 
Breckinridge’s true majority in the district goacsanves i13 
Town of Augusta, Woodruff County,8 negroes who voted 
for Breckinridge testified they did not intend to so vote. 
Multiply by 2 amd deduct.........--.cecreeeeesenenreserceneenenennnscaeens 16 
Leaving majority for Breckinridge.........-.-00+:--++0+ : 7 
Riverside precinct, Woodruff County, 22 negroes testified 
as above; but the majority say 29. Multiply thelatter by | ; 
2 aN GOGUCE.....6...crccvecese.00-scevceereerce esses suppmeedee j 8 
Leaving majority for Breckiuridge.................. . 39 
Cotton Plant, Woodruff County, 48 negroes testified as 
above. Multiply by 2and deduct seieenanneees . 96 
Leaving majority for Breckinridge............000-..-.+ 243 
White River, 2| negroes testify as above, but the majority 
say 62. Multiply the latter by 2 and deduct . 124 
| —— 
Leaving majority for Breckinridge................ d 119 
They claim 29 negroes at Cotton Plant who did not vote | 
we make it 23) and are not recorded either way, but now 
come and say they did vote. Deduct this nn eaanareel 29 
Majority left for Breckinridge........... eenuaseseoseces- wveccesee 90 
Thirteen other negroes are brought up from the other pre- 
cincts and made to swear they voted. Deduct..... 13 
Majority left for Breckinridge........ ........-+:s0+-s0es00+ , 77 
According to the figures ascom puted by McCain & Harrod, 
attorneys at Little Rock, for Mr, Breckinridge, the above 
final result, correctly computed from the testimony, ex- 
clusive of the negroes not voting at all, makes the ma 
jority for Breckinridge ..............--.000+ a ss 226 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRISP. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

I repeat that the most that can fairly be done in this case is to recom- 
mit with instructions to count the votes in the precincts thrown out, 
If upon full investigation it is shown that Mr. Breckinridge is not 
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The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is to be commended for 
having early in this session offered a resolntion to investigate this 
case. In that he had the cordial support of every Democratic mem- 
ber of the Committee on Elections and also the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. In that resolution he proposed that a full and thoroagh in- 
vestigation of the case should be made. The lancuage of the resolu- 
tion as prepared by him is ‘** that. a full and thorough investigation of 
the contested-election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge” should be 
made, the committee to take and report all the evidence in regard to 
he methods of said election to the contest, and all events relating 
to or arising therefrom after said election, and as to whether the con- 
testant or the contestee, or either of them, was lawfully elected. 
Said committee may proceed to Arkansus, if deemed necessary by 


| them, to take any part of said testimony. 


elected and honestly entitled to his seat, there is no member of this | 


House, nor has there ever been a member of the House, who would more 
promptly resign than he. No man who has served With him and un- 
derstands his lofty character and manly courage will put his hand on 
his heart and say that he believes him capable of claiming a seat that 
he did not believe he was entitled to. He is entitled to this one ac- 
cording to the showing made here. He is entitled to it by the show- 


ing that the committee makes; and you can not take it from him ex- | 


cept by downright injustice. 5 
The chairman of the subcommittee wasasked yesterday if he had in- 


formed Mr. Breckinridge before he left Arkansas that the committee | 


would throw out the whole vote of these townships and not count his 


vote unless he proved it. He tauntingly replied that they were not | 


the guardians of Mr. Breckinridge. The committee, complaining of | 


stealing the ballot-box at Plummerville, does in effect the same thing 
by refusing to count the votes at the boxes in Woodruff County. If 
Mr. Breckinridge is turned out, as he will doubtless be, the frand 
will only he surpassed by the great fraud of 1876, when by similar 
methods in Louisiana a legally elected President was counted out, and 
the monumental fraud of this century consummated. In conclusion, 
I want to say to the gentlemen on the other side that if they honestly 
stand upon the Republican platform that proclaims to the country, 
‘*A free ballot and a fair count,’’ they should yote to count the vote 
that was polled at the Woodruff County boxes. 
platform or vote to count these polls. 

I a the House for its attention. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish tosay to my colleague 
that as to the box he has mentioned, although it was not included in 
the pleading, when the question came up 1 promptly requested my 
counsel to permit it to come in, for I wished no technicalities of any 
character to be allowed, desiring, as I did, a clean sweep of the entire 
field. I have the gratification of knowing that I have brushed all 
technicalities aside, even though I have not been met with a proper 
response. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to extend my remarks and 
printsome extracts from the testimony which I have not had time to read, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the gentle- 
man can do so. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to recall the attention of 
the House to the merits of this case. If there ever wasa case in the his- 
tory of this country that demanded a full and thorough investigation, 
this is one. The tragic character of the death of the contestant, 
stricken down as he was in the midst of the contest when engaged 
in taking testimony to vindicate his right to a seat in this Honse, 
arrested the attention and arvused the indignation of the entire coun- 
try, and I am safe in stating that no people in all this country felt 


the stigma of that assassination more keenly than the people of Ar- 
kansas. 


<a 
Vose 
? 


In pursuance of this resolution the chairman of the Committee on 
Elections selected a subcommittee of which the gentleman from lowa 
{[Mr. Lacey] was made chairman. That subcommittee went to the 
State of Arkansas and with the utmost diligence proceeded to in- 
vestigate the case. The House is already aware how far they pro- 
ceeded in the investigation. The House knows that a foll and 
thorough investigation of the case was not made, and the debate now 
is mainly occupied with the question why the committee did nof 
take all the evidence inthe case. The excuse which the majority of 
the subcommittee offer for omitting to take all the testimony in the 
case, as they were directed to do by the resolution, is that the con- 
testee did not furnish them the names of the witnesses. For my part, 
Mr. Speaker, I feel that we should have gone on and made the investi- 
gation, notwithstanding the omission of the contestee to call the 
witnesses, and Iam perfectly willing to share my part of responsi 
bility for omitting to do so, 

The gentlemen on the other side of the Hous 


c 


who constitute part 
of this subcommittee and myself differ in th 


respect, however, 
that, having failed to do our duty and having had our attention 
called to it, they refused te do it when we came back here to Wash- 
ingtou, whereas I and my colleague on the committee, Judge WIL- 
SON, have been willing all along that the committee should enter 
upon a full and thorough investigation of the case and poll the 
vote of the contestee. Why did the subcommittee shut the doors of 
justice against the contestee? Why did they refuse to call these 
witnesses? They were certainly charged with that duty. Have 
they « x plained why they have not done it? They have offered the 
paltry excuse here that a rule of law shut out the contestee, that 
he had forfeited his right to have the witnesses called, that he 
should have had them called when the committee were in the State 


| of Arkansas, and that after the committee returned to Washington 


it was too late. It must be remembered that these witnesses could 
have been called and examined with just as much ease in the State 
of Arkansas after the committee came back to Washington as when 
they were there; that is, they could have been examined as the 
witnesses in other contested-election cases are examined. It wa 

State of Arkansas f ! 

The gentleman from lowa also stated here that Major Breckin- 
ridge asketl the committee to return to the te of Arkansas. Mr, 
Breckinridge certainly never asked the committee to return to Ar- 
kansas. All he asked was that he might examine these witnesses 





nonecessary aud useless for the subcommittee to remain in the 
is for the purpose of examining these witnesses 






| before a notary public or a justice of the peace, as the witnesses in 


Either repudiate yeur | 


ane 


other contested-election cases are examined. What was the use o1 
the propriety of the subcommittee remaining in Arkansas for the 
purpose of examining witnesses as to the candidate for whom the 
have voted ? 

I want to read just a few examples of the examination of sucl 
witnesses there. Day after day the subconiunittee sat in the United 
States court-house and examined witnesses by the hundred. Groups 
of ten or tifteen were sworn, and I venture to assert that there was 
scareely a member of the subcommittee who paid any attention to 
their answers after they were sworn. 

Here is the examination of one Book Trice (colored 


Direct examination 

Q. Did you vote at the election in Freeman Township, Woodraff Ci ty, in 
November, 1888? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. To what political party do you belong 

A. The Republican. 

©, Why didn’t you go and vote that day 

A. The polls wasn’t open. 

Q. Was you there to 

A. Yes, sir. 


) At the place where they had the « 
A. Yea, sit 

@. And there was no polls open 

A. No, sir. 


Q. What ticket did 5 
A. For Clayton 

Q. Clayton clean! 
A. Yea, sir. 

Q. You wanted to vote a Republican or Democratic ticket 

A. Republican 

Q. What time did you get there at the polls? 

A. I got there about 9 o'clock. 

Q. How far do you live away from where they bave the elections! 
A. About a mile. 

Mr. Maisn. Can you read? 

A. No, sir, nota bit; I can just listen to it. 


1 want to 
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James Nelson (colored), called, sworn, examined, and testified. 


Direct examination 
©. What party do you belong to 
A. The Republican party, sir 
' 


Q. Did you vote in that clection—the November election, 1888, in 


lownsbip, W oodrnff Count 

A. No, sir 

@. Why 

A. The pol s were not oper 
) W as you there at the poll 
A I was 


Y W hat time of day did you get there 

A. Lreckon T got there about 10 o'clock 

©. How long did you stay there’ 

A. I staid there until about 3, I reckon 

(). And there was no polls open 

A. No, air 

). What ticket did you want to vot« 

A. Lintended to vote the Republican ticket 
Q. Who did you want to vote for for Congres 
A. Clayton 

@. Would you ted that ticket if the polls had been open 
A. Yeu, sh 

©). Can you read 
\ 

| 


No, sir. 
rank Wallace (colored), 
Direct examination 
. To what party do you bel 


' 
A. The Republican party 


Q Did wou vote at the November election in November, 1888 ? 
A No, sit 

(), Were yon at the piace wv they usually vot 

\ Yes ir 

Why didn't you vote 

A. Lheard Mr. Trice say he ul no key to pen the box 


®. Did they open the polls 
A. No, sir 

Q. What time did you get th 
A. About 9 o'clock 
Q. How long did you 
A. About an hour 
Q. There was no polls oper 
A. No, sir 

Mr. McCay. Where did you see Mr. Trice 

A. About Maberry's 

Q. How far is that from the polls 

A. That's on the road where we were on, right there in his store. 
. Did you see Mr. Trice over at the polls 

4. Yoa, sir 

Q. Which ‘Trice was that 

A. Mr. Ben. Trice 


tay there 


while you was there 


(). What ticket did 1 want to vot 
A. The Republica: 
Q, What ticket did you want to vote 


A. For Clayton. 
Mr. Marsu. Can you read 


A 


\. Not very much 
John Swan (colore a 
Direct examination 


«. What party do you belong to 
A. To the Republican party : 
©. Did you vote at the November election, 1888 ! 


A. No, air 
(). Why didn’t you vote 
A. The polls were not open e 


(). Was you there at the polls? 

A. No, sir I started, but didn’t get there 
©. Tow far did you get on the road?! 

\. I got about a mile from home, 

©. How does it come you didn’t go on 
A. IL met the others and they sat there was no election 

©, What time of day was that? 

A. About 9 o'clock in the morning 

«) What ticket did you want to vot« 

A. Republican 

Q. Who did you want to vote for for Congres 

A. Clayton 

Q. Would you have gone there if the pol’s had been opened and used 
A. Yes, sir 

Mr. Maran. Can you read 

4. A little bit; not much. 


Freeman 


called, sworn, examined, and testified. 


. called, sworn, examined, and testified. 


a ticket! 


Jet Pitman (colored), called, sworn, examined, testified: 


* Direct examination 
Q. To what party do you belong 
4. The Republican party. 
Q, Did you vote at the November election, 18887 
A. No, sir. 
. Was you at the polls 
A. Yes, sir. 


(). What time did you get there 
A. About 10 o'clock. 
Q. How long did you stay there 
A. About an hour. 
Q. What ticket did you want to vote 
A. The Republican 
Q. Who did you want to vote for for Congress 
A. Cleveland—not Cleveland, neither. 
Q. Did you want to vote for Cleveland, Breckinridge, or Clayton? 
A. Clayton 
©. Why didn't you vote 
A ‘There was no polls open 
Cross-examination 
Q. How old a man are you 
A. Lam twenty-five. 
Q. How long have you lived in that township! 
A. Four years 
Q. When were you born! Do you know! 
A. T was born the first year of the snrrender 
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©. How long have you lived in that county, Woodruff County ? 
A. It has been over three years in October. ; 
(). Where did you come from’ 

Mississippi. 
@. How many crops have you made here? 
A. L have made three. 
(). You have made three crops 


A. Yea, sir. 
Mr. Maisu. Can you read 
A. No, sir. 


Now, sir, you may go through this whole record and you will find 
the examination of these witnesses nearly all of this character. Yet 


| the gentleman from Iowa insisted that the contestee in this case de- 


manded that the subcommittee should return to the State of Ar- 
kansas for the purpose of taking testimony like this. ‘The contestee 
never made any such demand. It was only proposed that these wit- 
nesses should be examined precisely as witnesses in ordinary con- 
tested elections are examined—before a notary public or a justice of 
the peace. Was that difficult? Wonld that have consumed much 
time? If that course had been pursued we would have had the tcs- 
timony of all these witnesses long before this. It would have con- 
sumed perhaps one week, at the utmost two weeks. Yet the gentle- 
man from Iowa says that the tariff debate was proceeding here, and 
therefore the committee could not hear this evidence of the contestee. 
It was more important in the estimation of the gentleman from Iowa 
that he should listen to debates on the tariff (or perhaps he was in- 
tending to make a speech on the tariff) than to decide fairly and 


justly the right of a member to a seat in this House. 


Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. MAISH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask whether you expected when you left Ar- 
kansas to have to go back there to take testimony ? 

Mr. MAISH. I certainly did not. If1 was trying to do anything 
at all I was trying to explain that nobody contemplated returning to 
Arkansas for the purpose of taking testimony; that had never entered 
the mind of anybody on this side of the House. It was proposed 
that the testimony of these witnesses should be taken precisely as 
the testimony of witnesses is taken in other contested-election cases. 
Was there any objection to that? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly there was, 

Mr.MAISH. Did the resolution of the House contemplate that the 
subcommittee should take all the testimony in the State of Arkansas? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly it did. 

Mr. MAISH. Itdid not. 

Mr. LACEY. Read it. 

Mr. MAISH. The resolution distinctly says that the committee 
may take a part of the testimony in the State of Arkansas. You 
never understood that it was to take the whole of it there; I never 
did. Youasa member of the committee had no right to preclude 
the contestee from taking testimony here. 

Mr. LACEY. The question of taking depositions was presented 
down there and refused. 

Mr. MAISH. Very well; you have had your say on that subject; 
that was not what you interrupted me about. 

The said subcommittee may proceed to Arkansas, if deemed necessary by 
them, to take any part of said testimony. 

What does that langnage mean? You drew that resolution; what 
did you mean by it? You certainly did not mean that the subcom- 
mittee should take the whole of the testimony in Arkansas. Ifyou 
had meant that, you would have said so. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly not; they took a part in Washington. 

Mr. MAISH. What part were they to take in Arkansas ? 

Mr. LACEY. They certainly were not to bring four hundred or 
five hundred witnesses from Arkansas to Washington. 

Mr. MAISH. I certainly should have objected most strenuously to 
that, as I did object in committee to my colleague remaining there and 
taking the testimony of witnesses who testified simply as to how they 
voted, These witnesses might as well have been examined before a 
notary public or a justice of the peace, as has always been done in 
other cases. My conception of the instructionsembraced in the reso- 
lution was that the committee was to visit the scene of this assassi- 
nation and the stealing of the ballot-box, and investigate t hat mat- 
ter more particolarly on the spot; and as no one had been prose- 
cuted, as no light had been thrown upon the atrocious murder of 
John M, Clayton, that was an object worthy the attention of the sub- 
committee; and that was the object. as I understood, of their visit 
to the State of Arkansas. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me recur to the little personal controversy 
between the gentleman from Iowa «nd myself. He undertakes to 
maintain that the sitting member ws made to understand that no 
witnesses who merely testified as to how they voted would be ex- 
amined in the city of Washington; that this question was decided 
against the contestee in the State of Arkansas. Upon what ground 
the gentleman makes such a statement I do not know. I do know 
that there was no such understanding. I do know the sitting mem- 
ber believed that if he would make application to the whole com- 
mittee to take such testimony the —— would in all probability 
be granted. I, if I recollect aright, assured him I believed such 
would be the case. I know he was not precluded from making the 
, in Washington by pt pry that occurred at Little k. 

he last night’s proceedings of this committee, that I conceived to 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
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be quite as important to the contestee as any other p: artof the proceed- Mr M 
ings of this record, were for some reason omitted. No record of the | . 
agreements and understandings between the majority and minority } 

of the committee in respect to the taking of testimony m Washing- | i rc 


ton appears, a strange omission, an omission that cau not be too 0 | 
severely censured, and out of which has arisen all of this co ntrov ersy 

about this matter I personally and emphatically requeste it 
porter then ind there to note everythi og that er t 
iect, telling him that this was quite as import: ant and as necessal 
part of the record of the case as any other part that 





taken down ; 
When attention was ¢ illed to this omission, which wa i Mr. OUTHWAIT! 
full committee, the gentleman from Iowa stated that it was 





vertently done, and that he would send a teleg ‘ to MAISH ; ; 

reporter in the State of Iowa to get him to furnish tl lof tl cord . 

ni ght's proces dings. He ex! hibited to me the next day, o: | 

the day after that, a telegram from the stenographic feporter of Now. Mr. Spea ev sin tne ' 
committee, which stated that he had not taken down those pro l- | that this is not the record of the proceedings of t! nent ihe 
ings ‘4 he did not consider them as anecessary part of the record. | too} place ¢ e nig f May &. at Little R reanalle tan! 
I told Jud Lace y tliat I regre tted this exceedingly: that it \ : part n th : t : 

in my lodiemaaiet very important that this record sl a Cen | hye | 

taken. | sist that t ee should ; exami 


Mr. DALZELL. Will my colleague yield t memnen in 4] tv of Washingtor I 
MAISH. Yes, sir. | of the House of Representatives, and wi t Ad 














Mr. DALZELL. Will you tell me now what took place accord eht make an a n 4 fi ; 
to your own recollection ? monv he and h 3 att nevs < { in ad i t 
Mr. MAISH. Yes, sir. I will before I get through. Now I will tell you what my rec :. s , rd 
Mr. DALZELL. Oh. ne profess to g e the whole of it. 1 ‘ ict la Lo It | 
Mr. MAISH. ithinkithas been pretty emphatically stated alread : der -the circumstances. t cht to 
As you are aware, Judge WILSON and Judge COOPER were not present. | taking of this testimor 
They had already started for home. Mr. BERGEN, Mr. LACEY, and | ¢hat would not reo} i 
myself were the only members of the committee present. 1 was in- | and have them exam 
formed Mr. BERGEN has already expressed his regret that the wl Mr. OUTHWAITI 
of this record was not returned by the ee. My colleague « ' king his ow ta 
the committee who now sits before me [Mr. Lacey] will not de man of th nm 
that this isa very meager part of what took plac that night, and I Mr. MAI I ll | I ' 
pause for him to deny that statement. of them here that I shall 1 I ‘ vent ft 
Mr. LACEY. It is a part of it, is it not I »(Mr. Lat 
Mr. MAISH. Is it the whole of it? 
Mr. LACEY. I stated on yesterday that it was not. tha 
Mr. MAISH. That is just what I have said, and that itis a very Mr. LAC] ‘t | 
meager part of it. Mr. MAISH At I 
Mr. LACEY. But I will ask if it is not true as far as it goes? | ¢} i H t 
yw, I hope you will be equally frank and answer that question to mm ' 
Mr. MAISH. Well, I do not know that it is. ne . samined 
Mr. LACEY. Now, give a frank answer to that: be hone nd | in pursuat ot 
candid; do you not know that it is? Mi LACEY Wha 
Mr. MAISH. No; ! do not. Mr. MAISH. At 
Mr. LACEY. You deny that it is accurate ? Beaman f A rlranee sia 
Mr. MAISH. Why, you can prove the rankest atheism from the | ayer ag | [ 
Scriptures themselves by omitting an important } part of a sentetice. | yp | ; 
And so the reporter has omitted to tell us all that took place at that | i BRECKINRII ' 
meeting. 
But I shall go on, Mr. Speaker. The last information I had as a | 
member of this committee as to these proceedings was the telegram | ;), , 
of the reporter that the proceedings in question had not been taker . 
down by him at all. I knew nothing to the contrary. Not a mem- i ' 
ber of the Committee on Elections on this side of the House kn 
anything to the contrary, and the first intimation we had that any 
part of these proceedings had been taken down was cae appeared M MI I 
in the report of the majority of this committee. What particula ‘ , J 
character to give to that kind of conduct I will not suggest. I will | « 
not comment upon it as I feel prompted to do. , ‘ 
But, Mr. Speaker, the first information we had that the stenog nel, C. , “er 
rapher in lowa had furnished acopy of this record of the last night’s aid 
proceedings was, as | sa what appeared in the report of the ma- | pres ail ; 
jority of this committee. Upon finding that paper in existence m ae TAC 
surprise was even greater than the surprise so graphieally described | pover press 
by the gentleman from Iowa, of the colored voter when he was con- : cs : ; 
fronted by a Democratic ticket after he swore he had voted the Re- | on ‘ie ‘ 
publican ticket. We had been informed by the stenographer that he | oe =. ioe ’ : 
took no part of the proceedings of that night, and yet we found in | ¢1,,, 7 al 
the report what purports to be a part of the record of thos proceed- i. ae ; i ' 
ings without a word of explanation, not a hint that such record had | Ro - end er to t 
been receive !, and Idid not know that it had been sent until my | Mr. BRE ‘KD NR IDG] cy 
friend Judge WILSON told me that Judge Rowe. told him it wasin | 4) : ttes 
the Committee on Elections long after the majority report was sub- = AC] y Tt . 
mitted to the House. I have it here in my pocket now somewhere. ue POIINRID m 
This, Mr. Speaker, is the official report of the stenographer. Now | c] ‘ an of tl b i 
let us see what the reporter says, and, if the comments of the gen- | ten os ;' tt 5 to nittes That i 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] are not justified by what it does | statement, ] aaa ou af t cde 
say, then Ido not understand the meaning of the » English ] Lnguage, Do oc ana b that 7 
This was sent, as I suggested, after he had solemnly told the chair _ Mr. 1 AC EY Ch l t i 
man of the subcommittee that he had omitted to take these proceed- salen: Moor tonalt 


— ‘Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And it contra 

In the matter of the investigation of tho Congressional committee of the statement flat] It is addi d to tl] whole con nd 

Clayton-Breckinridge contest, had at Little Rock, Ark., April 24 to May 8, 180% ntradict r nt 

at the close of the examination of Governor James P. Eagle, on recall on thenight | ©°@*T@@tets your statement 

of May 8, 1890, the following proceedings were had, to wit: > | Mr. LACEY. It was on condition that certain 1 vhich 
Mr. Lacry. Now, gentlemen, are there any other witnesses to te examined had not been made, might be made in a certain wa 
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Mr. MAISH. Was that application submitted to the full com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. LACEY. It was submitted to the subcommittee, ruled upon 
by the subcommittee, and their ruling reduced to writing, and en- 
tered of record and printed in the record. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Read it. 

Mr. LACEY. Why ask me that ? It is all of record. 

Mr. MAISH,. It is very simple to answer it. If it was say “ yes,” 
and if it was not say “no,” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, No, if it was not, he would dodge the ques- 
tion, 

Mr. MAISH. I would like to have that question answered—was it 
submitted to the full committee? 

Mr. LACEY, I told you what it contained, yesterday. 

Mr. MAISH. Then it was not submitted to the full committee ? 

Mr. LACEY. You are drawing an inference now and the infer- 
ence is not true. The gentleman appeared before the full committee 
with his counsel and there argued that the action of the subcommit- 
tee be overruled, and the full committee acted on it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no recollection of 
that. 

Mr. LACEY. You did, when the case came up fora hearing. You 
repudiated the action of the subcommittee. 

Mr BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But that was a subsequent 
proceeding. 

Mr. LACEY. It covered the whole question. ‘The subcommittee 
ruled foritself. It was asubordinate body. Our raling was bronght 
before the full committee. Your counsel, ex-Attorney-General Gar- 
land, and yourseif appeared before that committee, you in person, 
and the other gentleman by brief, and asked that this action of the 
subeommittee be overruled, and insisted that you had certain other 
rights. But the subcommittee offered to let you take the testimony 
of the Washington witnesses here and you declined to do it, 

Mr. MAISH. The gentleman has stated an altogether different 
matter, and I should like the gentleman to produce the record to cor- 
roborate his statement. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman’s brief states it. 

Mr. MAISH. It will not do for the gentleman to say that the de- 
cision of the subcommittee in writing was incorporated in the report, 
and that that was read by the whole committee and that it was in 
that form submitted to the whole committee, That, sir, will not do. 
The gentleman from Arkansas had a right to have his petition sub- 
mitted to the whole committee in the first instance. It was the un- 
derstanding that it should be presented to the whole committee. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL ], my colleague, and the 
gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp] and all should have been con- 
sulted when this petition was presented, and their solemn and formal 
action upon it shonld have been part of the record, I believe now 
if the ie had been submitted to the whole committee that, 
with the light they have before them to-day, they would have al- 
lowed the gentleman from Arkansas to prove up his vote, and they 
would not have occupied the position before the country that my 
colleagues on the subcommittee do to-day. 

Now I will read part of the proceedings of the subcommittee, which 
we have here in the record at page 378: 


Mr. GARLAND, Has the day for closing the case been decided on? . 

Mr, Lacry. No; it has been left open so that Mr. Breckinridge might be heard 
on the subject; but we would like as soon as possible to fix a day. 

Mr. Brucen. When will you have your application ready? 

Mr. GARLAND, Monday. 

Mr. WiLson. There is no disposition on the part of the committee to curtail the 
taking of the full case for either side. The object of the committee, as I under- 
stand it, is to investigate the whole case to the bottom, and to get at the bottom 
facts, and if Mr, Breckinridge still has witnesses that he thinks are material to 
ee case, there will be no division in the committce as to the propriety of calling 
them. 

Mr. Lacey. Except as to witnesses in Arkansas. Full opportunity was given 
there to call any witnesses that were wanted, and it was understood that the case 
was closed there, 


That was not the understanding. 


Of course we do not want to go back to Arkansas. We can get together Mon 
day and decide in regard to other witnesses. ; 
ir, WILson. We ought to have a full meeting before we decide it. 

Mr. Lacky. Mr. Maisu and Mr. Coorenr are paired. 

Mr. GARLAND, I will have my application prepared on Monday. 

Mc. WiLson, Then we can adjourn to meet then. 

Mr. Lacry. We can get together Monday on the floor. 

Mr. GARLAND. Quite likely, on consultation with Mr. Breckinridge, I will find 
the list of witnesses we want to summon mach shorter than was sup > 

Mr. Lacey. The two witnesses, Wood and Coblentz, have been sent word not 
to come unless they are sent for. 

Mr. Gax.anp. Whore are they! 

Mr. Lacky. I don't know just where Wood is. His testimony probably would 
not much of it be exactly competent any way. It is mostly hearsay; what differ- 
ent people that he talked to said to him. We have bis full report of the work he did 
as a detective, the people he talked to, and what he learned, etc. If it is wanted it 
wit do about as well, and would be as competent as most of his testimony would 

p Likely to be. 


se Mr. Bun: ‘eN. Will you make a personal application for the taking of further tes- 
mony ! 


Mr. Lacry. O, we can get together on the floor Monday and decide it. Tt will 
be in writing. 


Mr. GARLAND (to Mr. BERGEN). No, I will have it either in print or typewrit- 
ing, 80 you can each have one. 


r. Lacky. Then there is no need of a fi — 
aatinen es hae ed © ‘ormal meeting—it will do to get to- 
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Mr. Witson. That is all right. There is no disposition, [ am sure, to curtail 
anything having a material bearing on either eide of the case. 
r. Bexcen. Not at all. 
Mr. GARLAND. So I supposed. I will make application in duc form. 
The committee then, at 10 o'clock and 25 minutes, adjourned. 


Now, if that means anything, it means there would be no limit to 
the contestee’s right to call witnesses, but that a full opportunity 
should be given him. That was distinctly agreed upon at that meet- 
ing. Now, we had another colloquy about this matter before the 
whole committee, but I do not know that I shall occupy any fur- 
ther time with that. — 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, yes; go on. 

Mr. MAISH. Here it is: 

Mr. Lacey. I would like to ask if you challenge the fairaess of the subcom 
mittee. 

Mr. BreckrxrivGs. Ido most emphatically. This, of course, is Mr. Garland’s 
argument, but I do charge unfairness. 

Mr. Lacry. I @ould like to ask if on the night we left there it was not asked 
if any more testimony was necessary, and your counsel said they would take no 
more testimony there that night. 

I think that is correct as far as it goes, with the understanding that 
he might make application before the full committee in Washington, 
and that was agreed to. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. On conditions covering two things: first, explicit promises, 
not one of which has been complied with, as tothe taking of testimony in Wash. 
ington ; and next, that the whole question was just as open in Washington as it 
was in Little Rock, and inquiry was not to be construed at all as close 

Mr. Lacky. What specitic promises!’ 

Mr. BreckINsiIpGe. Well, at the request of the subcommittee, wedeferred sum 
moning parties from St. Louis, in connection with the Meecham Arms Company. 
It was suggested by you, Mr. Chairman, that we have a meeting in St. uis, 
but afterwards preferred to bring them to Washington, that you declined hero 
afterwards. And as regards Mr. Wood, it was stated and admitted by yourself, 
and apparently assented to by the committee, that it would be more convenient 
to have Mr. Wood come to Washington than Little Rock. I thivk you will re- 
member you said his coming to Little Rock was inconvenient. I offered to pay 
his way there and you promised he would bein Washington, which was specifically 
denied afterwards. Then in regard to Mr. Coblentz, it was stated that it was 
easier to call him to Washington than Arkansas. 

Mr. Lacey. That is three; what others? 


Three, it seems, were not enough. 


Mr. Breckrnnivce. I will not pretend to call them all off. 
A Member. We would like to have it, because it seems to be a matter of contro 


versy. 

Mi. Maisu. I would suggest I was sorry to see that part of the proceedings 
which related to the taking of testimony subsequent to the adjournment there is 
not in the record. I think Mr. Breckinridge would be sustained entirely if it was 
there. I was very particular that that should not be waived at all, and I discov- 
ered afterwards they quit taking testimony. There is not a single thing in the 
record abuut it. 

Mr. Lacey. The omission is that the reporter probably failed to tako that. 

Mr. Mais. I had personally requested the reporter to take down everything. 

Mr. Lacey. I think it is important we should have these names. 

Mr. Crier. Who was the reporter? 

A Memuer. Some one from the West. 

Mr. Crisr. He must be required to produce it. 

Mr. Lacey. I sball telegraph him in regard to it. 

Mr. BReckINRIDGE. My distinct understanding with the chairman was that any 
of these witnesses that I desired should be brought to Washington, and therefore 
I did not enumerate them all to the chairman. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman does not pretend that a reservation 
of the right to take depositions in Washington would allow the gen- 
tleman to bring up here six hundred witnesses as to who cast votes? 

Mr. MAISH. I do not pretend tostate anything of thatkind. My 
understanding was that the right on the part of Mr. Breckinridge 
to ask the permission of the full committee to examine witnesses as 
to the votes cast in Woodruff County was distinctly reserved. 

Mr. DALZELL. Do you mean call the voters ? 

Mr. MAISH. Yes; why not, in Arkansas. 

Mr. LACEY. Have you not already said that I refused to con- 


sent-—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Do you mean to say that anybody contemplated 

bringing all the voters in those precincts here to Washington to tes- 
tify . 
Mr. MAISH. If the gentleman understood me as saying anything, 
he understood me as sayiug distinctly that they should not be 
brought here. The method of their examination had not been a 
subject of discussion, but I never contemplated that they should be 
bronght here, 

Mr. DALZELL. I thought not. 

Mr. MAISH. Certainly not. But I did contemplate that they 
should be examined precisely as witnesses in other contested-elec- 
tion cases are always examined. That was the cheapest and easiest 
way of examining them. I considered it a useless expenditure of 
time and money for the committee to sit in Little Rock and examine 
witnesses, samples of whose examinations I have read to the House, 
but I was anxious that they shouid be examined as witnesses are 
usually examined in contested-election cases. 

Ihave not quite finished this dialogue, Mr. Speaker. I read fur- 
ther : 

Mr. Lacey. Did you not on that occasion say there were about twenty-five 
witnesaes whose testimony you desired to take in relation to these votes ? 

Mr. BreckiNnipGE. Notatall. That related to another matier. Istated, Mr. 
Chairman, eto, Se ae you were going to adjourn I would like to get the 


wer to have en, and that I might want to take the depositions of 
Piarge number o witnesses as to how they voted, ete. . 


That is what Mr. pane a was his understanding. 1 
had not discovered that before; I will read it again. 





1890. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


I stated, Mr. Chairman, distinctly, that if you were going to adjourn I would like 


to get the power to have depositions taken, and that I might want to take the dep 
ositions of a large number of witnesses as to how they voted 


rhat is precisely as I understood it. Mr. Breckinridge goes on— 


but that until I bad opportunity to confer with counsel I could not tell defi 
nitely. The chairman knows bow brief the time was. Everything was under 
whip and spur, and we had no previous notice in the way matters are usus 
ducted. That was denied me, and it was eiated in that connection that the w hol 
question was just as open in Washington as in Little Rock. 





It was stated repeatedly in that proceeding that it was jnst as 
open in Washington as in Little Rock. Mr. Breckinridge pro 
eceds: 


Well, I said, fitis just as open in Washington as in Little Rock it does 
make any difference to me whether we sitat Washington or Litde Rock. What 
I wanted to know was whetber it was entirely open. I said You have the 
power to close it here, but I want you to understand you do not ttl 
time or at this place with my consent 

Mr. LAckY There is no controversy about that 


ose it 


Well, there seems to have been no controversy about that between 
the gentleman from fowa [Mr. Lacey] and Mr. Breckinridge; at 
least so Mr. Lacry says. At this point Mr. BERGEN made a re 
mark : 


Mr. BerGcex. I want to enter right here adenial of the statement as made by 
Mr. Breckinridge, and I want to state that this question was not to be open 
committee or in Washington. 

Mr. Breckinaipee. That related to the business of the subcommittee and th 
full committee, and they can attend to it at any time. 

Mr. MalisuH. I state that it was understood it should not be closed and we u 
determine and take testimony just as we saw fit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It was as open here as there. Those are the exact worls 
of the chairman. 

Mr. Bercex. I do not think there will be any controversy between Mr. Masti 
and myself about it. I am sure—— 

Mr. Mais. Certainly not 

Mr. HAUGEN and several members. Suppose we go on with Mr. ¢ 
Mr. Chairman. 


Nght 
5 


sariand's brief 


Now, there ean not be any further controversy, after examining 
these extracts from the proceedings of the committee here in Wash- 
ington containing the admissions of the chairman, which entirely 
and fully corroborate my recollection of what occurred, and the 
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Mr. DALZELI May [ interrupt yo 
Mr. MAISH. Certainly. 


Mr. DALZELL. I want to understar ( position; I do no 
know thatI do. Do you say that Mr. Breckinridge left Arkansas 
with the understanding that he should be t liberty atter coming to 
Washington to prove up the votes in these assniled precincts 

Mr. MAISH. No, I have not said tl 

Mr. DALZELI What do 1 t w 
to what? 

Mr. MAISH. We I ha ti @ « [ 
nate, of course, in not having made myself | 

Mr. DALZELL. The fault isn _no de 

Mr. MAISH. I know the gentk inhast ae to re 
the English language; perhaps I have not the al y to is | 


| ought. 


n fall | 
,tai | 


recollection of my friend the gentleman from Arkansas, that the | 
right to take further testimony before the whole committee was | 


distinctly reserved. Then why did the committee shut the door: 
against the gentleman from Arkansas, and refuse to take the tes- 
timony of the witnesses who had voted for him after having taken 
the testimony of the witnesses who swore they had voted for Mr. 
Clayton? There may be an honest difference of opinion about what 
occurred. Our recollections may not agree, but, if anything is es- 
tablished beyond controversy or doubt, it is that there was a mis- 
understanding. The gentleman from Arkansas believed, honestly 
believed, and in that belief he was supported by myself and could 
be supported, Iam sure, by a half dozen gentlemen who were pres- 
ent in the court-house that night, that he would have the right to 
make his application here to examine these witnesses, and if he 
labored under that belief and applied here to be allowed to examine 
these witnesses, upon what principle of justice can the committee 
deny him that right ? 

We will not put it upon the ground that the agreement was, in 
fact, made; we will put it upon the ground that the matter was 
misunderstood—that Mr. Breckinridge was led to believe that he 
would have the opportunity to examine his witnesses. Now you 
have cut him off, when he honestly and justly labored under the be- 
lief that he would be allowed this opportunity. You deny him this 
right, and say that he was not elected. Can you do that? The 
record in this case shows that Mr. Breckinridge was elected. It 
will not do to say that he did not call his witnesses. You have here 
the testimony before yon that he received enough votes to elect him; 
the votes which were cast, as shown by the records before us to-day, 
give him a majority of at least 77. Yet, after having denied him 
the right to call his witnesses, after refusing him the opportunity 
to prove up his vote, you stand here and say that he was not elected. 

What was asked to be done was easy todo. Here is the poll-book. 
i would ask my friend from Alleghany to look at this poll-book. It 
contains the name of every voter, Democrat and Republican, at Au- 
gusta precinct. Every one of these voters could have been subpw- 
naed in Arkansas, and would have been, if the instructions of the 
House had been complied with. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is that one of the precincts where tho jndges are 
charged with frand ? 

Mr. MAISH. Certainly. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then what evidence is there that that is an hon- 
est poll-book, ifthe judges committed fraud ? 


S Jeary wall - } avaen . ‘ a wt . } . 
Mr. MAISH. Very well; you could have snbpanaed the witnesses gentleman from lowa now says, that he pres 


and found whether they were in being or not. 
count the votes in this book. 

Mr. ROWELL. How do you know that the names on that book 
are honestly there, if the judges committed frand? 

Mr. MAISH. How do I know you are there before me? I see you. 
If | suspected you were on the ontside, I could send out and ascer- 
tain. You summoned a good many of these witnesses, and you got 


their names from this very hook. Why conld you not do it on our 
side as well as yours? 


I did not ask you to 


X XI——607 


Mr. DALZELL. 


I assure the gentleman I am asking the questio 
for information. 


Mr. MAISH I will state what inderstanding was. It wa 
that the question shonld be as vn before the whole committee i 
Washington as it was before the subcommittee in Arkansas, and tha 
Mr. Breckinridge might make application here before the whole 


committee to have his votes proved up. ‘That application never was 
presented to the whole committee. 
Mr. DALZELL. Is it not trne that the 
Arkansas never thought of call 
Mr. MAISH. What * 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Breckinridge 
Mr. MAISH. I do not know what he thought; I know what I 
thought. 
Mr. DALZELL. Does not his petition filed before the committee 
on the 26th of May show that? 
Mr. MAISH. Now, I protest, I am answering f 
treated this as an adversary proceeding. I never 
? 
‘ 


gentleman before leaving 
ig Witnesses to prove the votes? 
’ 


gentleman” do you allude to 


rmvseif. Ll never 





ooked upon thi 
case as an ordinary contester 


Mr. DALZELL. If not, then how could you take depositions ? On 
whom would you serve no * to take deposit ons f 

Mr. MAISH. Why, the resolution anthorized us to 

Mr. DALZELL. Not to take depositions 

Mr. MAISH. Well, if there had been any doubt or difficulty about 


election case. 


ke testimony. 


‘ 
Le 


| that the House of Representatives was in session and would have 
| enlarged our powers, 
Mr. DALZELL. On whom would you have served notice to cross- 


eee cL 


| 


examine in taking depositions ? 

Mr. MAISH. On whom was notice served in Arkansa 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, that was all over. 

Mr. MAISH. How wasitdonein the first instance? ‘There would 
not have been any more difticulty in this case than in the tirst in- 
stance. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Allow me to say tothe gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaALZeELL] that the very words ] 
used, as admitted by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Lacrty], cover 
the proposition of polling the vote. I used the language that I 
might wish to take the depositions of a great nany witnesses to de- 
termine how they voted. That language I spoke of having ased in 
Little Rock; that language the gentleman from Iowa said I did use. 
He said there was no controversy between us about that. That is 
your official report. 

Mr. LACEY. And the genticman from Pennsy!vania says that I 
in express terms told you that the subcommittee would 
to send down for depositions on that question 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Precisely; but that did. 
preclude the whole committee, or the subcommittee 
other time, from doing it. The express agreemen 
question was as open in Washington as in Little Rock 

Mr. LACEY. Then your complaint is not against the subcon 


not consen 


in 
tee, as 1 understand, but against the committee 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That comm utic which 
I addressed to the whole committee, has, as I nnderstand you, neve 
been presented. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, you presents d ' : ind a not 
talk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansa { presented it to y have 
ing the case in charge, for the chairman of the Committee on Ele: 
tions. 

Mr. LACEY. You presented it in an drgun 

Mr. MAISH, Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen contend, as | dei 
stand them, that that is fair treatment of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, to take his petition and act upon it themselves and not submit if 


to the whole committee to which it is addressed, and then say, as the 
nted it in his argument 
to the whole committee. 

Mr. LACEY. What Isayisthat when the gentleman from Arkan 
presented it to the subcommittee or its chairman, and not to Mi 
ROWELL, the chairman of the whole committee, a petition that 
wanted the subcommittee to rule on, and the subcommittee in e: 
press language did rale on it as a subcommittee, put their raling 
writing and putit on the record, giving him the right then to appea 
to the full committee, that after that the subcommittee had done what 


he asked exactly, and if he had any objection to make, or any criti- 
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cism as to the ruling of the subcommittee, he should have gone be- 
fore the fall committee and mace bis complaint. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let me call the gentleman’s 
attention to the record in this case, 


lr, MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I trast these protracted interruptions 
wy i not come out of my time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will not ocewpy further 
the time of my friend from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor The Chair thinks the gentleman's 

has been consumed to the extent of five minutes in that way. 
MAISH I think very much more than that. 

1 unde Lihe gentleman from lowa to say that the petition 
and 1 ask bis attention tothi of the contestee was presented to the 
subcommittee, and that in pursuance of such action on his part the 
subcommittees took action on the petition and decided adversely to 
his request; in other words, not to take further testimony. Now, I 
will ask the attention of the gentleman to page 378 of the record of 
this case, to show that he is mistaken about that statement. Here 
$s the commencement of the petition 

lo the Committees on Elections in the House of Lepresentatives in the Pitty 


first Congress, et 


r, LACEY, Oh, I know that. 


M 
Mr. MAJSH!, Bat the gentleman said it was presented to the sub- 


committee, 


Mr. LACEY it was addressed to the general committee, but was | 


handed to the chairman of the subcommittee 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course, as a vehicle of | 


trausmission to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rowe.r]. 

Mr. LACEY. Andthe gentleman will find on an examination of the 
record, on page Jel, that the subcommittee on June 3 examined the 
application of the coutestee and decided against it, and so reported to 
the full committee; and on the 4th day of June you will find the 
criticism of Mr. Breckinridge and his counsel on their action ad- 
dressed again to tho full committee. 

Mr. MAISH. Now, the gentleman from Iowa says that becanse 


this petition was handed to him, therefore it was presented to the | 


subcommittee, But a communication of this character addressed to 
the full committee could not have been construed as the gentleman 
constrnues this to mean, that it gave the three members of the sub- 
committee, or any three members of the Elections Committee, an- 
thority to consider th question, 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. MAISH. It was so addressed—to the full committee—and so 
intended to be presented to the full committee, and if you gentlemen 
had remembered what occurred in Little Rock, you would have pre- 
sented it to the whole committee and had their action upon it. 

Mr. LACEY. May Lask you why it was presented to the subcom- 
mittee’? 

Mr. MAISH. It was not presented to the subcommittee. 

Mr. LACEY, Oh, yes; Mr. W1Lson met with the subcommittee. 
Mr. Breckinridge presented it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Why, I gave it to the gen- 
tleman on the iloor of the House. 

Mr, LACEY, And the subcommittee met and decided upon it, be- 
ing addressed to them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, They had no business to pass upon what was 
properly a matter for the full committee. 

Mr. LACEY. But this has had the action of both the subcommittce 
and the fall committee. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. But you had no right asa subcommittee to 
pass upon it, ; 

Mr. LACEY. If we had no right to pass upon it, why was the 
gentleman idiotic enough to present it to the subcommittee. 

Mr BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But I presented to the gen- 
tlemen on the floor of the House for the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, you were simply using me as a page, I suppose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; if you take in that 
suse, : 

Mr. LACEY. Thank you for your kindness. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary to comment on 
such conduct, The petition was presented to the gentleman from 
Iowa and was addressed to the whole committee. Could he have 
misunderstood his duty? Suppose it had been presented to him as 
a member of the committee, would he have undertaken to consider 
the question involved in the subcommittee ? 

Mr, LACEY. Did he not file it with the subcommittee ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; I handed it to you for 
the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. LACEY. Did yon want me to appear as counsel for you be- 
lore the committee ? 

Mr. MAISH. How could the fall committee have known what the 
paper was, unless you presented it when it was handed to you by the 
gentioman from Arkansas? The proceedings of the last night as 
furnished by this stenographer were also filed in the committee, but 
ye never knew it was here until my colleague's attention was called 

© it, 

Mr, LACEY. A copy was furnished to every member of the sub- 
committee; why didn’t they know it? 

Mr. MAISH. What copies? 
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Mr. LACEY. Why, five copies of this petition. It was in type- 

writing, separately printed. 

Mr. CRISP. But I thought the gentleman claimed the subcom- 
| mittee adjourned sine die in Arkansas. If so, what business had 
they to meet to examine into any other matters? 

Mr. LACEY. They adjourned at that time so far as Arkansas was 
concerned, 

bir. CRISP. That is not what it says. It says sine die. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I certainly have consumed a great deal 
more time than I intended about this feature of the case. Now that 
| there is this doubt about the right of the contestee to prove up his 
vote, is it fair, Isubmitin all candor, to decide this case against him? 
| Does not the geutleman from Iowa know that if the gentlemen from 
| Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge] had the right to-day to prove up his 

vote in the county of Woodruff that he would have a majority of the 
votes cast in that election? And if that is so, how can you justly 
| say that he is not entitled to his seat in this House? Wecould go 
| 
' 


on to-day and call these voters, and every one who has not testi- 
fied that he did not vote for Mr. Breckinridge, or that he voted 
there and his vote was not counted, would, I am sure, testify that 
he voted for Mr. Breckinridge. And that would give him a ma- 
jority in the election. And if that is so, with what justice and can 
you stand here and say that Mr. Breckinridge was not elected ? 

I want to call attention to a few other peculiarities in this re- 
port. The majority of the Committee on Elections have taken oc- 
casion to refer to a military organization in the town of Morrill- 
|} ton. They speak of the colored voters being timid, and that such 
| an organization is calculated to intimidate the colored voters. They 
also refer to the fact that Mr. Benjamin was cruelly assaulted in the 

town of Morriliton, from the effects of which he died. The gentle- 
| man from Iowa [Mr. Lacy] says that he died in a few days after- 
| ward. He died three weeks afterward, from heart failure, which 
| perhaps the doctor is right in attributing to the fright and shock of 
the assault made on him at the town of Morrillton. But I wish to 
| call attention to the fact that in the town of Morrillton there is no 
complaint about the election. It is conceded thatitwasfair. There 
| were no frauds at Morrillton; no negroes were intimidated there. 
| The Republican candidate received his full vote. There was no pre- 
| tense that there was any fraud or any irregularity at the election in 
the town of Morrillton. 
Reference is also made in this report tothe killing of Smith. I want 
| to ask the gentleman from Iowa now upon what evidence is the as- 
| sertion made in the report that Smith was a detective or that he was 
assisting the detectives. Put your finger upon the testimony. I 
have vainly sought for it. 

Mr. DALZELL. We will help you out. 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not know whether I can point to the place in 
the record now, but I will leave it to Mr. Datzexi. There will be 
no trouble about it. It is in the record. 

Mr. MAISH. It was also found necessary to connect the death of 
George Bentley with this case, to assert that Bentley was about to 
divulge some great secret. Now, where will the gentleman from 
Iowa find the testimony that George Bentley was going to turn 
State’s evidence and furnish certain evidence to the detectives? We 
do find one Warren Taylor here who says that a man by the name 
of Earl told him that Bentley was about to make revelations, and 
that therefore the inference is drawn that his brother killed him in 
cold blood that be might not doit. Now, the whole evidence, and 
I should be happy to be corrected if I am mistaken—the whole evi- 


dence upon which that charge is founded is the statement of Taylor, 
and this is the kind of testimony that the majority of this commit- 
tee has based its finding upon. Here is the testimony: 
® About what time did you start away from Plummerville ! 
| A. We waited there about half an hour, I guess. I did not know what time it 
| was; bat it was 7 or half past 7 o'clock, maybe 8; I could not say. 
Q. Do you*know anything about George Bentley making an arrangement for 
turning State's evidence after that? 
A. Lheard it stated. 
Q. From whom did you hear it! 
A. From Jim Earl. 
Q. Was Earl one of the men who went with you? 
A. He knew all about what was done. 


| 

Jim Earl. was not called. We donot know anything about him. 

| Upon this hearsay evidence the statement is made that George Bent- 

| ley was abouttoturn State’s evidence, that he was accidentally killed 

| by his brother, and that “a strange fatality seemed to attend per- 
sons whocommunicated with the detectives.” 

But, Mr. Speaker, it would require more time than I am disposed 
to consume to go through the whole of this report. I simply want 
to conclude by calling the attention of the House to the vote in this 
district. I have said that if the votes which Major Breckinridge re- 
ceived in this district had been counted, if the committee would 
count them now they would show unmistakably that the eitting 
member is elected by a majority of 77. The total vote returned for 
the sitting member in this district was 17,857. The total vote re- 
turned for Clayton is 17,011, giving Mr. Breckinridge a majority 
of 846. Clayton’s vote proved at Plummerville is 558. The vote 

roved at Plummerville for Major Breckinridge is 125, giving to 

layton at this poll a majority of 443. This would reduce the major- 
ity of Major Breckinridge to 413. 
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3 Now, I am allowing all the votes that it was proven were cast for | consid: n of the bi . h I< 
é Clayton : e It : 
. the ft fA »% Woodall County eig negroes ( 

oted for I ro testified that they did not} ad to so 

Taking 5 : B kinridge and a ft t 
: of Clayts es né f 16 That uve rit ’ 
§ In I S ot testified a y 

ay ’ M ying 1e tter vy two a lt deduct 

iol f j ! | Ww l ‘ )ma 

mem ber < 

] 2 i i Low! it ley prove ) > 

voted tor 4 } l t t y 1, we ( 

Bre bridge i nore to be dedauctec l ’ 

jority of 240. In White River lownshbip “J . 

f & they had ed tor ¢ yton: and tha hey were coun ed for Br : mop 

5 inridg¢ j will reduce Mr. Breckinridge’s majority t | n 
; teen other negroes were brougut forward l test l they 

vote at all, but were counted for Breckinridge, and this re l y 
; his majority to 77. Can anything be fairer than this, to de 

trol Mr. Bre inridge’s votes those which you how did ¢ 

for him, and count the remainder of the votes cast for : att 


_HILL. Well, you have counted these votes for Mr. Claytor New York. The lines there lo da 
Mr. MAISH. Yes, sir. ir. PICKLER. In 

Mr. HILI were nt] ippose, counted on the 

ide? Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kent it e 
Mr. MAISH. They had been counted on the other sid between Delaw ind Pen ania, a [ w ls t to 
4 Mr. HILL. Why not then deduct the same votes from the othe nd to let this matter be printed aa 


side ? morning 
Mr. MAISH. Ihave done so, and it still leaves Mr. Breckim ir. PICKLER. I hope that 
with a majority of 77. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kent 


Mr. HILL. Idid not understand that. printed in the Recorp and gi 




















Mr. MAISH. That includes every vote tha l CK] hop ' 
dot not throw out the votes that Mr Bi kinridge received a i ire plenty of nr : 
which he asked permission to prove. ses wh the sury re made bet 1 Miss« and | 

Now, is it fair to unseat this member upon this showing? ‘This | tween th tes of California and ( ‘ 

i is a part of the record of thiscase, and it can not be controverted 1] Sta ' coe : 
The only ground upon which they propose to unseat Mr. Breck either side of 1 vo Sha f the ee 
ridge is that he did not prove up his vote as he might |! ean not t yw hi ‘ ce = . — 
He asked permission to do it. Ne w, in Heaven's hi 4 il () } x 

} he not have had an opportunity to do so, especial); l : 1 ; , 

a under the belief that he was to have that right? I did not supp , e a at ' 

& for one moment that a committee of this House would reject so fa “paliage* tom nee 

: and just a proposition as thal [Applause on the Democratic side. ] ¥, een ‘ A 

} 5 Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, that concludes debate on this side of the i oy * , , seve 

% House, except so far as the time will be o cupie d by the gentleman 3 nn ’ : : ' a4 

} trom Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge], who it is desired shall conclude | j:,-:) s+ }1.000 ) vn, a eee 
the case on this side a Sie oo a a . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was recognized. em ee ee ee ¥ seit 

Mr. CRISP. Ifthe gentleman will allow meforamoment. Ihays a Theyre , a a 
spoken to our friends on the other side, and it is our purpose that Mr, } ;; a ae a 
Breckinridge shall occupy an hour of the time of the House. He be- |}... , i se — 
lieves he can finish the case in that time, and that being true, the hour | © oO a 

4 being late, and the House thin, if there be no objection, I hope the i os LIT 8 tl 

¥ gentleman on the other side will move that the House adjourn. { = 

b Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, with the understanding that there would a <n ‘ ; a : 
remain two hours, one hour to be used by the contestee, and reserving p _ ~ ; ; 
one hour to the side I represent, to be used to-morrow, and that en ; 
the vote will be ordered. I understand my friend from Georgia i ‘ , 
willing that the previous question shall be considered as ordered, but aes came 

: that debate will end at that time. coe : ne 

Mr. CRISP. That is all we desire for debate. Of course. as I said Sa = oo ue _ e ' te : 
privately to the gentleman from Iowa, the gentleman from Arkansa coker. aa aaa os 
states that he sincerely hopes that he will be able to finish his state- vo Sain wane we 
ment in an hour, and that is all he has a right to under the rule. xe - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think I can cut down toan : = i ee 
hour, uh m rnin " nd.as i t tood,! : 

Mr. CRISP. At least, if h hould not b able to do it, it would be ete we © _ % 
for the House to determine if he be permitted further time, eparated from th 

Mr. TRACEY. It has b e custom of the House to give a gentle oS enalehonnep 
man all the time required. on Sewer we Coe 

) Mr. CRISP. Therefore I have no ction to making this statement eee Sei af it 1 a ; 
so that there may be no misunderstanding. Mr. Breckinridge will | ; aa be ' ’ 
close in his own behalf, and when he shall have done so, that wil 4 thie bi 
finish the debate so far as this side of the H« concerned. / : 3 , oF : : 

Mr. LACEY. And one hour will be reserved for this side. fr. BRECK INRID« 7 / 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that t * mecagonpee ~< “hsahar 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge] will proceed in th ’ 
morning for one hour, unless his time may be extended by the Hou aes ; ' ; ‘ . 
to be followed by one hour on the other side. aaee * ’ 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. pena ‘Sta * — : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And that will close debat hil] a 

Mr. CRISP. That will close debate so far as we are con and CU i t ttent 
80 far as they are concerned. 4] ah tient O] i a pha 

3 Lie ict that this sparates tbh territory Of what was « Dt 
SURVEY OF LINE BETWEEN NORTH AND SOUTH DAKOTA. ae a aor Tabs ; 
. j Mr. BRECKINRIDG of Kentucky hat do 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous consent for the | fact. Whena Rerdives tides st ite of thi Un 1 it be es ¢ \ 


i eee PS hare eo 
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to every other State in its privileges, its responsibilities, and its duties. 
It is the equal of every other State whether they were in the original 
thirteen or not, 

Now, the boundaries of the States are State matters and not national 
matters, and they onght to be ran by the States themselves. Having 
snid this, I will not object to the consideration of the bill. 

The SVEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
ileration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. I want toask asingle question. I was under the 
impression that this item was in the sundry civil bill, but [I am not cer- 
tain about that; possibly it is in the deficiency bill. If it isin the 
deficiency bill it can be stricken out, as that is not yet closed up 

Mr. PICK LER, It is notin the sundry civil bill. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed 

Mr. PICKLER moved to reconsider the vote by 





passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 
table 
rhe latter motion was agreed to. 
SCHOOL FARMS, BEAUFORY COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. ELLIOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk, being a bill (H. R. 785) to ex- 
tend the time for the redemption of school farms in Beaufort County, 
Sonth Carolina. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the time prescribed for the redemption of school farms 
in Beaufort County, South Carolina, by the act entitled “An act to provide for 
the redemption and sale of the school-farm lands now held in Beaufort County, 
South Carolina, by the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, be, and the same 


is hereby, extended to two years from the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ELLIOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 o'clock 


and 25 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Kule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: 


Whereas the select committee now charged with the investigation of certain 
charges against the Commissioner of Pensions, heretofore submitted to it, has 
been reorganized by reason of the retirement therefrom of one of its members 
under such circumstances as to suggest the necessity of a more extended in- 
vestigation of that officer and bureau; and 

Whereas itis charged in th - New York World, St. Louis Republic, and other 
leading newspapers of the United States, that certain corporations have been 
created for the purpose of advancing real-estate speculations in the city of 
Washington, that the said Commissioner is the president of one, and that lead- 
inw officials in that Department are at the head of another such corporation; 
that the stock thereof has been openly offered and sold among the employés 
of said bureau; that a circular was issued containing, among other like state- 
ments, the following: “ [tis desired that all employes of the Pension Bureau 
vho wish to do so shall be given ample opportunity to secure stock.”’ 

To this end the board of directors by unanimous vote passed the following 
resolution : 

** Resolved, That preference be given employés of the Pension Office to sub- 
scribe for the first 249 shares of the stock of this company, and that the books 
of the company be kept open ten days for that purpose,” 

And that these things are done and advertised over the official signatures 
of such employés ia well known to said Commissioner; and 

Whereas in its issue of September 2, instant, and other recent issues, the New 
York Tribune—another leading newspaper—specifieally charges gross viola- 
tions of the law and misconduct in office on the part of certain employés in 
eaid bureau, all of which has been and is well known to said Commissioner, 
but which he condones and refuses to punish or correct; and 

Whereas heretofore, on the 9th day of August, 1890, Representative Ex Lor, of 
lennessee, introduced a resolution in which it was charged that one John 
Raum was advertising himself as an attorney practicing before said bureau, 
ind claiming special facilities for the prosecution of certain classes of cases, 
coupled with « statement that he was a son of the Commissioner, and said 
resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules and never reported back to 
the House: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That said committee be, and it is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to investigate ail of said charges, and any like or kindred matters which 
affect the management of said bureau, whether it relates to the said Commis- 
sioner or any officer or empl. yé thereof; 


to the Select Committee on Charges against the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr, ILENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10429) for the 
relief of Uriah Bryant, accompanied by a report (No. 3052)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. EWART, from the Committee on Claims, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 9861) for the relief of Holmes & 
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Leathers, accompanied by a report (No. 3053)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
| vorably the bill of the Honse (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Ag- 
nes Rt. Rice, accompanied by a report (No. 3054)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rale X XII, a bill of the following title was intro- 
duced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 11945) to retire the circulation 
of national! banks, to issue legal-tender notes in lieu thereof, to reduce 
the interest-bearing public debt, toamend the jaws in relation thereto, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Panking and Currency. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
| Under clause 1 of Rale XXII, private bills of the following titles 
| were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 11946) for the relief of Wash. R. 
| Wharton—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11947) for the repayment of pur- 
chase money on erroneous entry of public lands—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. ; 

jy Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11948) to correct the 
military record of Joseph Grattis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 11949) granting a pension to Ben- 

| jamin F, Cox—te the Committee on Invalid Pensione. 
Iv Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 11950) for the relief 


of the estate of Phineas Burgess, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 














PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and reterred as follows: 

“ By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of O, B. Caswell, John J. Brown, and 
32 others, of Washington, praying for the repeal of the timber-land 
laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of the Buffalo Merchants’ Ex- 
change, favoring reciprocity with South and Central America and 
Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: Petition for a national Sunday- 
rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, September 5, 1890, 
| 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuT_er, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of 79 citizens of St. Louis, Mo,, 
praying for the passage of what is known as the Paddock bill, prohib- 
iting the adulteration of diet and drugs; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
for the passage of Senate bill No. 3991, known as the Paddock bill, 
prohibiting the adulteration of diet and drugs; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 27 voters, citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying that the Paddock bill may become a law, and that the adul- 
teration of diet and drags may be prohibited: which was ordered to 
lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
that Congress may pass the Paddock bill, as being the most effective 
yet presented to prevent the adulteration of articles of diet; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile also presented a petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
that the Paddock bill may become a law and take the place of any in- 
complete and inadequate measure claiming to regulate articles of tood 
and drink by man, whether simple, mixed, or compound; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 79 voters of St. Louis, Mo., praying 

| that Senate bill No. 3991, known as the Paddock bill, may become a 
law, and that the adulteration of articles of diet may be prohibited: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a resolution adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Detroit, Mich., favoring the reciprocity measure as proposed 
by Mr. Blaine; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 88 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying that Senate bill No. 3991, known as the Paddock bill, may be- 
come a law instead of any partial, incomplete, or inadequate measure, 
such as the Conger Honse bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of 90 residents and voters of St. Louis, | 


Mo., praying that Senate bill No. 3991, known as the Paddock bill, 
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may become a law, and the adulteration of articles of diet and drugs | 
effectively prohibited, and this without the interposition of the rev- | 


enue department; which was ordered to lie on the tabie. 


He also presented a petition of 70 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying | 


that the Paddock bill to regulate articles of diet be enacted instead of 
any partial and incomplete law on the subject; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of James N. Brown, president of the | 


American Central Insurance Company, and 87 leading business men of 


St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 90 prominent business meu of St. Louis, | 
Mo ; the petition of F. Gantz, George Pickering, and 89 leading busi- 
“; i” 


ness men and mechanics of St. Louis, Mo.; the petition of George H. 
Clark, F. C. Wicks, and 87 prominent citizens and business men ot St. 
Louis, Mo.; the petition of FE. M. Hake, J. G Farley, Peter Wolf, and 
87 business men, mechanics, and laboring men of St. Louis, Mo.; the 
petition of Solon N. Sapp, John A. Tevis, and 54 leading business men, 
and 27 laboring men and mechanics of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-food bill, and protesting against the pas 
sage of any partial or inadequate measure that does not fully protect 
the people in every particular; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 86 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., asking 
that the Paddock bill now before Congress may become a law instead 
of any partial legislation on the subject of the adulteration of articles 
of diet; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 75 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
that the Paddock bill regulating the manufacture and sale of articles 
of diet, and prohibiting the adulteration thereof, may become a law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


of Columbia ; 


He also presented a petition of 79 voters of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition | 


ot 70 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 75 citizens of St. Louis, 
Mo. ; a petition of 87 voters of the city of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 
82 voters of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 57 voters of the city of St. 
Louis, Mo.; a petition of 32 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 77 


citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 69 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; | 


a petition of 79 citizens and voters of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 21 
citizens and voters of St. Louis, Mo.; 


a petition of 89 citizens of St, | 


Louis, Mo.; and a petition of 84 residents of St. Louis, Mo., praying | 


for the enactment of the Paddock bill prohibiting the manufacture and 
eale ot articles of diet and of drugs injurious to health, and to protect 
the people from the use of such compounds; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 


Mr. QUAY presented a resolution of the Philadelphia Conference of | 


Baptist ministers, in favor of legislation forbidding the use of the mails 


to any lottery; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices | 


and Post- Roads. 

He also presented a resolution of the Philadelphia Conference of 
Baptist ministers, in favor of legislation prohibiting the sale of liquors 
in the Capitol building; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of citizens of Duluth, Miun., 


asking for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill: which was or- | 


dered to lie on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re 


ferred the following bills, reported them each without amendment, and | 


submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M. Clements; 
and 

A bill (S. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Smai! upon the pen 
sion-roll, 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- | 


ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; 

A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a peusion to Clara Reed; and 

A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Savannah River by the MiddleGeorgiaand Atlantic Railway Company, 
reported it without amendment. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4200) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Savannah 
River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Company, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 


. was referred the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of ac- 
counts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight- | 


hour law, reported it with an amendment. 
; He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment: 


| of North Dakota to appropriate for the use o! 


A bill (H. R. 9632) to amend “‘ An act to prohibit the importation 


and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 


perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of standard parallel between the States of North and South Dakota. 


Columbia;’’ 
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A bill (H. R. 9791) constituting eight hours a day’s work for all la 
borers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Gov 
ernment of the United States, or by or on bebalt of the District of Co 
Jumbia, or by contractors doing work for the Government ot 
States or the District of Columbia 
ot the provisions hereof; 





the United 
and providing penalties for violation 


A bill (H. R. 3928) to prevent the employment of convict labor upon 
the construction or repair of any bu y, house, or other structure 
belonging to the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 3286) to prevent the p duct of « j t labor from be 
ing furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Government 


and to prevent the product of convict labor from being used upon pub 
lic buildings or other public works. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to saya eports, the committee con 
sidered the bills as thoroughly as they could, but owing to the late 


period of the session, we felt under the necessity of placing them in the 


s to thes 


possession of the Senate; and some members of the committee reserve 
the right to be heard in dissent from the report 
The PRESIDENT pyro tempore Che bills will be placed on the Cal 
endar. 
i LS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4371) to amend 


the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and 
termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, i 


r Ra ad, n the District 
which was read twice by its title nd referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4372) to provide 
electric wires connecting the several Departments 
at Washington, D. C., under ground 


and referred to the Committee 


for placing thi 
of the Government 
which was read twice by its titl 


on Public Buildings and Ground 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVA 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had. on 
the 4th instant, approved and signed the following acts 

An act (S. 437) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts 


An act (S. 471) for the relief of the Norfoik County ferry committee 
An act (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport 
An act (S. 735) for the relief of the heirs or legal 
Robert J. Baugness, deceased; 


An act (S. 757) 


representatives ot 


grauting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady 


(n act (S. 805) granting a pension to William P. Madden 

An act (8S. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline 

An act (S. 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H, Bones 

An act (5. 992) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

An act (8. 998) to remove the charge of desertion from the record ¢ 


William H. Fenton; 


An act (S. 1048) granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell 
An act (S, 1238) granting a pension to Daniel Donovan; 
An act (S. 1303) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner 


An act (S. 1356) granting increase of pension to Daniel C. Kent 
An act (S. 1506) granting relief to Samuel D. Harper; 


An act (8S. 1524) granting a pension to Mena Holmes; 
An act (S. 1554) granting a pension to Eveline A. Noys 
An act (S, 1702) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; 
An act (S. 1703) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield 
Au act (8. 1928) for the relief of Henrietta E. Boggs 


An act (S. 2058 
William Hance; 


An act (S. 2407 


for the relief of Isabella Hance, administratr 


for the relief of Mary A. Doud 


An act (5S. 2493) granting a pension to John Sweare: 
An act (5. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young; 
An act (S. 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren 
An act (5S. 2813) granting a pension to T. A. Morton 


An act (S. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. 
An act (5S. 3031 


Norton 
giving the consent of the United States to the State 


the State Agricultural 


College, as a site for that institution, section 36, town ship 140, range 
49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in said Stat 

An act (8S. 3174) constituting Cairo, I1]., a port of delivery in the cu 
ioms collection district of New Orleans 

An act (S. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the « t 
and district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting water 

An act (8. 3214) granting a pension to Mary Miller 


An act (S. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea: 

An act (S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two 1 
Boeul River, Louisiana; and 

An act (S. 4213 


Italia. 


ridges acToss 


to provide an American register for the st 


ime! 


[ESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPuEerson 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3089) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior tosurvey and mark the seventh 


The message also announced that the House had passed a bil! (H. R. 








— 
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785) to extend the time for the redemption of school farms in Beau- Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. Then if he produces the pedigree he can 
fort County, South Carolina; in which it requested the concurrence of | deyote the animal to any purpose he pleases, so that you do not get 
the Senat« | around the fraud by that proviso. You simply put a restriction upon 

(THE &EVENUE BILL. | the importation of improved animals in this country without getting 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no farther morning busi- | rid of the fraud which the Senator says has been perpetrated upon cus- 


ness, that order is closed, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
| guarded by the last proviso. 


tion of House bill 9416 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
being in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the reve- 
nue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was an understanding last evening thata 
vote should be taken this morning on the amendment offered by the 
Senater from Kansas {Mr. PLumsB] in regard to gloves, but as that 
Senator is absent, I suggest that we co on reading the free-list until 
he comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reading 
of the bill will be resumed at page 110. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 


FREE-LIST 
Sh 2. The following articles when imported shall be exempt from duty : 
144. Acids used for medicinal, chemical, or manufacturing purposes, not. spe- 


cially provided for in this act 

41%. Aconite 

0. Acorns, raw, dried or undried, but unground 

451. Agates, unmanufactured, 

452. Albumen 

453. Alizarine, natural or artificial. 

4¢. Amber, unmanufactured, or crude gum 

455. Ambergris. 

456, Aniline salts 

457. Any animal imported specially for breeding purposes shall be admitted 
free: Provided, That no such anima) shall be admitted free except it be pure 
bred of a recognized breed, and has been duly registered in the book of record 
established for that breed: And provided further, That certificate of such record 
andof the pedigree of such animal shall be produced and submitted tothe customs 
officer, duly authenticated by the proper custodian of such book of record, to- 
gether with the affidavit ef lhe owner, agent, or importer that such animal is 
the identical animal described in said certificate of record and pedigree. The 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe such additional regulations as may be 
required for the strict enforcement of this provision. 

Mr. VANCE. What is the necessity and propriety of this proviso ? 
ifan animal is imported for purely breeding purposes, why should it 
be required that it should be of any particular breed, and that the 
animal imported should have a pedigree, be registered, and so on? 
I do not see the propriety of that, and I move tp strike out the proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Curer CLerk. In paragraph 457, on page 111, line 3, after the 
word ‘‘ free,’’ strike out the following: 

Provided, That no such anima! shall be admitted free except it be pure bred 
of arecognized breed, and has been duly registered in the book of record estab- 
lished for that breed: And provided further, That certificate of such record and 
of the pedigree of such animal shall be produced and submitted to the customs 
officer, duly authenticated by the proper custodian of such book of record, to- 
gether with the affidavit of the owner, agent, or importer that such animal is 
the identical animal described in said certificate of record and pedigree. The 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe such additional regulations as may be 
required for the strict enforcement of this provision. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina to strike out 
the proviso which has just been read. 

Mr. VANCE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will theSenator from Rhode Island be good enough, 
if he can, to state the object of this proviso? I confess I can not see 
the wisdom of it, that no animal shall be imported except one of a par- 
ticular breed, or, in other words, a thoroughbred, and that the record 
should be kept of the breed. Whatrecord? In this countryor in the 
foreign country? I should be very glad to have some explanation made 
of this proposed provision of law. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Does the Senator refer to the first proviso ? 

Mr. BUTLER. TI refer to the proviso which it is proposed to strike 
out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the purpose of the proviso is apparent 
upon its face. It is to exclude animals for breeding purposes or ani- 
mals ostensibly imported for breeding purposes which are not pure 
bred animals, and the effectof the importation of which would not be to 
improve the stock of the United States. It is for the purpose of pre- 
venting a fraud upon the law. A large numberof animals are now ad- 
mitted from Canada and from Mexico, nominally for breeding pur- 
poses, but really for the purpose of evading the duty which is imposed 
upon animals imported for other than breeding purposes. I think the 
purpose of the paragraph is plain enough. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suppose if a man wanted to evade the law all he 
would have to do would be to say that he had a thoroughbred horse or 
animal that he was introducing for breeding purposes, and then put it 
to whatever use he chose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He has to produce the pedigree, the record, in the 
herd book. 


toms officers. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think the matter is thoroughly and carefuily 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, it occurs to me that the reason 
to be given should come rather from those who propose to strike out 
this proviso than from those who propose to retain it. The matter is 
a very simple one. Beyond question the animals of this country have 
been very vastly improved by the importation of thoroughbred ani- 
mals from abroad. Take the importations of cattle in the different 
varieties known as the Shorthorn or Durham, the Holstein, the Here- 
ford, and the Galloway, or Polled Angus, all these breeds have been 
introduced and have been crossed with the native or smaller cattle of 
this country, to a very large degree with the Texan cattle that have 
been brought up on the Western plains, to the very great advantage of 
the meat product of this country and to the advantage of both the 
producers and consumers, 

It seems to me that this proviso is in the direct interest of the agri- 
cultural communities of this country and of the farmers who are en- 
gaged in the raising of horses and cattle. It wiil prevent the impor- 
tation of inferior stock, and provide that only the finer strains of horses 
and of cattle shall be brought to this country when they are brought 
for breeding purposes. That is the main purpose of their importation, 
although they of course are used for other purposes. 

For the breeds of cattle that I have named and the better breeds ot 
horses, the Clydesdale or Norman horses, and others I might mention, 
there is no trouble about obtaining a pedigree. 

In the old country as in this, there are herd or stock books carefully 
kept. Take, forinstance,the Jersey, Alderney, or Guernsey cattle; I pre- 
sume that no blue blood of the English aristocracy has his pedigree 
more carefully looked up and maintained than these animals and others 
of the finer grade. 

All the requisite here is that when animals of that character are in- 
troduced for breeding purposes the statement of the importer shall not 
be taken, but there shall be, under such rules and regulations as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, the strict enforcement 
of this provision, which simply will mean that there shall be a certified 
copy of the record of the pedigree of the animal imported. It looks to 
me as though it is in the direct line of a protection to the farming and 
producing industry in this country. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to remind the 
Senator from South Carolina that he has spoken once on this question. 

Mr. BUTLER, I have not spoken five minutes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think I interrupted the Senator in his own 
time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not spoken five minutes, and I do not think 
I shall oceupy half a minute longer. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from South Carolina may proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply desire to say in regard to what has fallen 
from the Senator from Nebraska that his line of remark applies with 
equal force to this as to all the other provisions of this bill, being almost 
entirely in the interest of those who are able by reason of having capi- 
tal to embark ip this business. A poor man is absolutely excluded 
under this proposed provision of Jaw from importing an animal at all. 
The Senator with very great propriety referred to the aristocracy of 
Great Britain preserving records and registers of their thoroughbreds. 
It enables the aristocracy of America and nobody else to introduce 
animals for breeding purposes in this country. I dare say that was 
the object of it. If not the object it must certainly be the effect of it. 

A poor man will not be permitted under this provision to introduce 
for breeding purposes an animal from a foreigncountry. I think if the 
committee intended to accomplish that purpose it has succeeded most 
admirably. I know that there are a great many animals in foreign 
countries, in Europe and perhaps in Canada, that have no pedigree, 
that are not thoroughbreds, but that would improve the stock of ani- 
mals in this country immensely if our people were allowed to intro- 
duce them, but under this provision they will not be allowed to do so. 
That is the eftect of it. 

I am rather partial to thoroughbred animals myself, but there are a 
great many people who do not care so much about them, and there are 
a great many who have not the means, who have not the capital, who 
have not the money to introduce thoroughbred animals, and this pro- 
vision is against the poor man, as is almost every other provision in 
the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I know very well that this is in 
the interest of the farmer—not of rich farmers, but men of very mod- 
erate means. There is one clause added to this proviso which is not in 
the present law, This isonly to carry out the presentlaw. Formerly 
when animals for breeding purposes were allowed to be admitted free 


of duty, almost any kind of animal was brought in from Mexico or 
Canada under that pretense, but it was in fact an evasion of the law. 
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This provision is intended to benefit the farmer. I know myself farmers 


of Ohio of very moderate means who do bring over different kinds of 
animals, sheep and horses, especially horses and cattle, for breeding 
purposes, and they are valuable. Phat business is conducted by men 
who are very careful and are as particular about the breed and the 
pedigree as possible. It is not for the benefit ol the rich men at all. 

It is true rich men sometimes, as a matter of fancy, bring over race- 
horses and horses of that kind, but all the heavy horses for farm ng 
purposes, of which there are half a dozen breeds we il known to ;: 
of us, have been brought over mainly by farmers and have improved 
the stock and been of great benefit to the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why not allow the law to remain as it is, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Simply because we want to get the benefit of 
horses brought for breeding purposes intended to improve our breed 
but instead of that, horses are now brought over under that pretens 
from Canada and Mexico, and this clause was put in for the purpose of 
preventing an abuse. All other horses and cattle, etc., from Canada 
are subject to duty, and the only exception made is manifestly for the 
benefit and the improvement of our own stock. That process is im 
proving our own stock, the importations being by farmers or perso 
who are moderate in their means and who are trying to improve the 
stock. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from South 
Carolina that poor men do not import stock; nobody can afford to im- 
port one animal or two or three animals unless a fancy price may bi 
paid for some particular animal. No ordinary farmer can afford to 
make any importations of that kind, These importations are all made 
either by people who have the wealth to buy in large numbers and 
send their agents abroad, or by associations, and quite largely by asso 
ciations of farmers. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
of these annimals are imported by farmers. 

Mr. TELLER. They may be by wealthy farmers. I want to take 
issue with the Senator from South Carolina when he says that the non- 
pedigreed stock of Canada would be of any advantage tous. I want 
to say to the Senator that there can not be found in any section of the 
world any better stock than we have in this country. No better stock 
can be had in Europe than those of the bloods we have attempted to 
raise. But there is not enough yet raised in this country of the high 
breds, and there is still a notion among some people that an English 
animal is better than an American, and of course the importations are 
quite large all the time. 

There have been frauds on the farmers of this country by the impor- 
tation of stock supposed to be thoroughbred or having pedigrees which 
in fact they did not have. This will prevent anything of that kind, 
either from Canada oranywhere else. It is in the interest of just what | 
have no doubt the Senator wants, and that is, the very best stock in the 
world. We do not want toimport for breeding purposes anything but 
that. 

Mr. REAGAN. 


The Senator from Ohio has just stated that many 


Mr. President, I suppose there can hardly be any 


question that we have greatly improved the breeds of horses, cattle, and | 


other stock by the importation of improved breeds. That has been the 


general judgment of people engaged in the raising of stock, farmers and | 


others. On that account it seems to me we ought not to impose so high 
a duty as to make it too great a burden to import these improved ani- 
mals, 


I simply want to mention now that there is one class of importations | 


which has been very profitable to a large number of people—the im- 
portation of brood-mares from Mexico, where they are raised in great 
numbers on the ranches, and can be purchased at very low rates and 
brought on to the American side with a view to breeding mules here. 
It has proved profitable, useful, and almost necessary to the large 
planting interests throughout the South and West. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think a word said by the Senator from Texas 
is heard on this side of the aisle. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the difficulty is 
with Senators who converse so audibly as to interfere with the hearing 
and with the speaker on the floor. The Chair again respectfully calls 
the attention of Senators to the difficulty of hearing when conversation 
is conducted in such audible tones. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was saying that there was one branch covered by 
the tax upon animals that was of very great interest to a considerable 
number of people—the importation of brood-mares from the Republic of 
Mexico, where they are raised in great numbers on the ranches and can 
be purchased very cheaply, and from them a large portion of the mules 
use| in the South and West on the plantations and farms are raised, 
and it would be an injury certainly to a very large number of people 


' 


and to a very large interest to impose a tax greater than the value of | 


these animals. So it would seem to me if we are to have a tax at all 
we ought to preserve the tax of 20 per cent. ad valorem upon the im- 
portations of these animals. 

There is another reason to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate in connection with this, and that is that there are very few 
people who are uninfluenced by personal and class interests who doubt 
the propriety of free commercial interchange with Mexico as well as with 
Canada. When we placed,under a ruling of the Treasury Department, 
a tax upon silver-bearing lead ores, the Republic of Mexico commenced 
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in the Chamber, I ask that we may conclade theconsideration of para- 
graph 434 upon which an amendment was pending at the time of ad- 
journment last evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator trom Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will be reported at the desk. 

The Cittr CLerk. In paragraph 434, on page 106, in line 20, after 
the words *‘ad valorem,’ it is proposed to strike out the following: 


And in addition to the above rates there shall be paid on all men’s gloves $1 
per dozen 


i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 
a Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Perrigrew]. 
be vote *‘ yea, ’ 
' Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY }. 

Mr. DIXON (when hisname wascalled). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ], who is detained from 
the Chamber by sickness. I transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power), and I vote ‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). 
Senator from Montana | Mr. SANDERS}. 

i The roll-call was concluded. 
i Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. BAR- 
iH BouR]. If be were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. WILSON, ‘of Iowa (alter having voted in the negative). I in- 
quire whether the Senator from Maryland { Mr. WILSON | is recorded ? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. He is not recorded, 
Mr, WILSON, of Iowa. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
| with him. 

Mr. EUSTIS (after having voted in the affirmative). 
trom Nebraska [Mr. PAppocK] recorded as voting ? 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not, 

Mr. EUSTIS. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 30; as follows: 


I am paired with the Sen- 
It he were here, I should 


lam paired with the 


I am paired with 


[am paired with the 





Is the Senator 


i? 
| YEAS—22. 
| a Bate, Danie), Morgan, Purpie, 
ee Berry, VYaulkner, Pasco, Vance, 
+} Butler Gorman, Plumb, Vest, 
a Carlisle, Harris, Pugh, Walthall. 
: Cockrel, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Coke, McPherson, Keagan 
f NAYS—30., 
Aldrich, Dulph, Hoar, Spooner, 
Allen, Kdmunds, MeMillan, Squire, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell Stewart, 
: Cameron, rye, Moody, Stock bridge, 
} Casey, Hale, Pierce, Teller, 
Davis Hawley, Quay, Washburn. 
Dawes, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Sherman, 
A BSENT—32. 
Barbour Cullom, Ingalls, Platt, 
Blackburn, Kustis, Jones of Nevada, Power, 
Miair, Farwell, Kenna, Sanders, 
Blodgett, Cieorge, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Oall, Ciray, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Ohandler, Hampton Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Oolquitt, Hearst, Pettigrew, Woleott, 


So the amendment was rejected. ; 
The reading of the second section of the bill was resumed and con- 
tinued, as follows: 


458. Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a period not 

; exceeding six months, for the purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes 
offered by any agricultural or racing association; but a bond shall be given in 

accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; also, 

teams of animals, including their harness and tackle and the wagons or other 

vehicles actually owned by persons emigrating from foreign countries to the 

United States with their families, and in actual use for the purpose of such emi- 

gration, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr. QUAY. Tofferthe amendment which I send to the desk to that 
paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro t mpore, 

‘The Cuter CLERK. 
458 the following: 


The amendment will be stated. 
It is proposed to add at the end of paragraph 


Wild animals intended for exhibition in zoological collections for scientific 
and educational purposes, and not for sale or profit. 


Mr. QUAY. TI offer that amendmentat the suggestion of the Zoolog- 
ical Society of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 think there is no objection to it. 

Mr, HOAR, The only thing that occurs to me about that is whether 
the phrase is quite broad enough; whether the purposes of these exhi- 
hitions, which are for mere pleasure and amusement, come within the 
phrase *‘ scientific and edncational purposes,”’ and whether it would not 
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be well to strike out those words and let them in all together without 
any restriction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not press the criticism upon it. 

Mr. QUAY. The words ‘‘scientific and educational purposes ’> may 
be stricken out if that is the desire of Senators, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the language is all right as it is. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I wil! lettheamendmentstand as I have offered it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

459. Annatto, roucou, rocoa, or orleans, and all extract of. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should it be ‘‘extract’’ or ‘‘ex- 
tracts?’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itshould be “ extracts’’—in the plural. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made, An ‘‘s”’ 
will be added to ‘‘ extract.’’ 

Paragraphs 460, 461, 462, 463, 464, and 465 were read, as follows: 

460, Antimony ore, crude sulphite of. 

461, Apatite. 

462, Argal, or argol, or crude tartar. 

463. Arrow-root, raw or unmanufactured. 

404. Arsenic and sulphide of, or orpiment. 

455. Arseniate of aniline. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I offer the following amendment to the bill, 
to come in after paragraph 465. 

Art educational stops composed of glass and metal. 
These are a small pin-like article, about one-fourth of an inch in 
length and about the size or thickness of a pin, and having a head com- 
posed of square glass of bright and varied colors. They are made in 
Bohemia and are used in connection with a perforated metal board very 
largely employed in the public schools of the country as a means of 
education. 
The ‘art educator,’ so called, composed of this perforated board 
and these stops, of which I have here a few specimens, is the invention 
of Mrs. Frances E. Eller, of Omaha, Nebr., a lady who has devoted 
much of her lite to educational matters, and they are used in the chil- 
dren’s schools or kindergartens of the country with very great benefit. 
The effort has been made to have them produced in this country, but there 


The amendment will be stated. 


to. 
Paragraphs 466, 467, 468, 469, 470, 471, 472, 473, and 474 were read, 


The amendment will be stated. 


it adds very largely to the cost of this very excellent educational appa- 
stops, and I understand there is no objection on their part to their being 
of the Senator from Nebraska, 
for in this act. 
returned after having been exported, without having been advanced in value 
filled with American products, or exported empty and returned filled with for- 
have been actually exported from the United States; but proof of the identity 
at the time of exportation such tax shall be proved to have been d betore ex- 
portation of which is hereby prohibited except upon 
to the drawbacks allowed; orto any article manufaciured in bonded warehouse 
revenue tax shall be reimported it shall be retained in the custody of the col- 
shall be placed thereon. 

469, Ashes, wood and lye of, and beet-root ashes. 

472. Balm of Gilead. 

474. Baryta, carbonate or witherite. 
“ carbonate.’’ It should be ‘‘ carbonate of, or witherite,’’ withacomma - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

It is proposed to amend paragraph 474, so as to 

ead: 

The amendment was to. 

475, Bauxite, or beauxite. 


is no metal or glass manufacturer who is willing to assume the making 
ratus. 
placed upon the free-list. I ask that that amendment may be made. 
The amendment was 
as follows: 
467. Articles the 
or improved in condition by any process of manutacture or other means; 
eign products, including shooks when returned as barrels or boxes; also quick- 
of such articles shall be made, under general regulations to be prescribed by the 
portation and not refunded: Provided, That this pomare’ shall not apply to 
and exported under any provision of law: And provided further, That when 
470. Asphaltum and bitumen, crade, 
474. Baryta carbonate of, or witherite. 
476, Beeswax 


of them. Under the present schedule the duty on them isso great that 
I have called the attention of the Committee on Finance to these 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
466. Articles in a crude state used in dyeing or tanning not specially provided 
owth, produce, and manufacture of the United States, when 
casks 
barrels, carboys, bags, and other vessels of American manufacture exported 
silver flasks or bottles, of either domestic or foreign manufacture, which shall 
Secretary of the Treasury; and if any such articles are subject to internal tax 
any article upon which an allowance of drawback has been made, the re'm- 
payment of duties equal 
manufactured tobacco which has been exported without payment of internal- 
lector of customs until internal-revenue stamps in payment of the legal duties 
468, Asbestus, unmanufactured. 
471. Asafetida. 
473. Barks, cinchona or other from which quinine may be extracted. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The word ‘‘of”’’ should be inserted after the word 
after the word ‘‘of.’’ 
The Cuter CLERK, 
Paragraphs 475, 476, and 477, were read, as follows: 


477. Bells, broken, and bell metal broken and fit only to be remanufactured. 
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} 
Mr. PLUMB. I see these articles are being inserted in the bill in Mr. CARLISLE. Has it heen decided that a hat made up 


their alphabetical order. It was the intention, I know, of the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. Day Is] to move to insert © binding-twine 
at the proper place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Minnesota, w ho is now absent 
from the Chamber, told me he intended to offer the amendment under 
the head of ‘‘ grasses and fibers’? and gave notice of his intention to 
offer it on page 120, and when that point is reached in the bill he will 
have the opportunity of doing it. i 7 

Paragraphs 478, 479, 480, 481, 482, 483, were read, as follows: 

478. Birds, stuffed, not suitable for milinery ornaments, and bird skins, pre- 
pared for pre servation, but not further advanced in manufacture. 

79, Birds and land and water fowls. 

). Bismuth. A 

‘a. item, including fish-bladders or fish-sounds, erude. and all inte 
ments of animals not specially provided for in this act 

482. Blood, dried. 

433. Bologna sausages. 


Paragraph 484 wasread, ‘The Committee oh Finance proposed,on page 


a 


114, line 11, to insert the words ‘‘ but not suitable for the manulacture | 


of wearing apparel;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


434. Bolting-cloths, especially for milling purposes, but not suitable for the 
manufacture of wearing apparel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of section 2 was continued, as follows: 

485. Bones, crude, or not burned, calcined, ground, steamed, or otherwise 
manufactured, and bone-dust or animal carbon, and bone-ash, fit only for fer- 
tilizing purposes. 

486. Books, engravings, photographs, bound or unbound,etchings, maps, and 
charts, which shall have been printed and bound or manufactured more than 
twenty years at the date of importation. : ’ 

487. Books and pamphlets printed exclusively in languages other than En- 
glish; also books and music, in raised print, used exclusively by the blind. 

484, Books, engravings, photographs, etchings, bound or unbound, maps and 
charts impo: ted by authority or for the use of the United States or for the us 
of the Library of Congre-s. 

489. Books, maps, and charts especially imported, not more than two copies 
in any one invoice, in good faith, for the use of any society incorporated or es 
tablished for educational, philosophical, literary, or religious purposes, or for 
the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use or by order of any colleg 
academy, school, or seminary Of learning in the United States. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire toofferan amendment, of which I gave notice, 
and which the Committee on Finance, I believe, approve. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 489, it {s proposed to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘ arts,’’ in line 5, as follows: 

Or for the use or by order of any college, academy, schoo}, or 
learning in the United States. 

And insert: 


Or by any college, academy, school, or seminary of learning in the United 
States, in its own benalf or in behalf of any of its professors or teachers, subject 
to such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 


Mr. HOAR. That is merely intended to correct an erroneous ruling 


seminary of 
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| on Finance was, on page 115, line 17 


| but the term “ antiquities’ as used in this act shall include 


could come in now as a flat braid but not sewed ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think there has been an effort made on the part 


of the importers to import hats completely finished under the name of 


' 
flats—braided hats under the name of lates, 

Mr. CARLISLE, Whether that could be done or not would depend 
entirely upon the commercial meaning of the word ‘‘flat’’ when the 
law of 1883 was passed, because th yurts always give-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH Bat the trouble is that ther 3 a hat which is 
known to the trade as a ‘‘flat.’ It is notthe intention ot the commit 
tee, or so far as [I know of any one, to have them admitted fre 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo Che question n the amendme1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 493 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 


Brazilian,’’ to 
the para 





strike out ** pe bble’’ and insert *‘ pebb! 
graph read 





493. Brazilian pebbles, unwrouglht o anuta ! 


Che amendment was agreed to 





Paragraph 494 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed,on 
page 115, line 19, tostrike out ‘* Breci nd to insert ** Breccia;’’ so 
is to make the paragraph read 

444. Breccia, in block or slabs 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The tollowing paragraphs were read 
49%. Bromine. 

496. Bullion, gold or silver 
497. Burgundy pitch. 


498. Cabinets of old coins and medals, and other llections of antiquities ; 


ide only such articles 
lections, and which shall h 
od prior to the Sey teenth centurs 


as are suitable for souvenirs or cabinet co 

produced at any per 
499, Cadmium 
500. Calamine 
‘SOL, Camphor, crude 


ve been 


02. Castor or castoreun). 
Cateut vVihip-gpul, or worm-g n¢ € ‘ 7 
actured than in strings or cords 
4. Ceriun 
Chalk, unmanuufactured 


0). Charcoal 


07. Chicory root, raw, dried, or undried, but u round 


Mr. CARLISLE. I was delayed a little this morning and failed to 
reach the Senate Chamber until after we had passed the clause which 


placed acorns upon the tree-list. Ishould like very much if the Sena 


| tor from Khode Island would permit us—— 


of the Treasury upon the meaning of the present law, and which L be- | 


lieve has been so considered at the Department, but they do not feel 
at liberty to correct it as it was made in the time of their predecessors. 
The purpose of the provision of the law was to permit any college, 


academy, school, or institution of learning to import any book in be- | 
half of its professors or teachers, not more than two in any one invoice; | 


and I was cognizant of that when it was inserted. It was inserted on 
the motion of the late President Garfield when he was a member of the 
House of Representatives, in the old tariff. It has been construed by 
the Department as requiring the book to be the property of the college 
whenitis imported, and they require an oath to that effect. 
of phraseology is to meet this difficulty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 


490. Books, or libraries, or parts of libraries, and other household effects 
of persons or families from foreign countries, if actually used abroad by them 


not less than one year, and not intended for any other person or persons, nor 
for sale, 


491. Brazil paste. 

Paragraph 492 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, on page 115, line 13, after the word ‘‘ plaits,”’ tostrike 
out “flats, braided but pot sewed,’’ so as to inake the paragraph read: 


492. Braids, plaits, laces, and similar manufactures composed of straw, chip, 
, palm-leaf, willow, osier, or rattan, suitable for making or ornamenting 
nats, bonnets, and hoods, 


Mr. CARLISLE. 
not sewed ?”’ 


Mr. ALDRICH. The purpose of striking out these words here is 
this: There are certain kinds ot straw hats already made up which are 
technically called ‘‘ flats ’’ in the trade, and some have been recently 
imported under the lower rate of duty as flats. ‘The flats which were 
intended to be covered by this section would be covered by the phraseol- 
ogy in line 14, ‘‘and similar manufactures,’’ while straw hats made 
up, which would be known as flats, would pay duty as manufactures 
of straw. This does not change the intent of the paragraph as it passed 
the House. It simply makes the language more explicit and prevents 
an evasion by the importation of hats made up under the name of flats. 


Thechange 


What would then become of “‘ flats, braided but 


<a 
VM 
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Mr. ALDRICH. After we get through with the free-list we can then 
go back and take up anything the Senator may desire. 

Mr. CARLISLE. This is another substitute for coffee, I believe, 
chicory root; but I will wait until we get through with the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
with coffee. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is a substitute for that much of it, of course. 

Paragraph 508 was read, as follows 


It is hardly a substitute. It is used for mixing 


r 


08, Civet, crude 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to insert the 
following additional paragraph 


509. Clay blue ay for the 


Mr. ALDRICH, 
to read 


manufacture 1 crucibles 


I move to modify the language of this paragraph 
: g } } 


509. Clay ommon blue clay in easks, suitable only f the man 


nul re of 

crucibles. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to 

The reading ot the bill was continned, as tollows 

510, Coal, anthracite. 

511i. Coal stores of American vessels: bu yne shall b < d, 

512. Coal-tar, crude. 

513. Cobaltand cobalt ore. 

514. Cocculus indicus, 

515. Cochineal., 

516. Cocoa, or cacao, crude, and fiber, leaves | shells 

517. Coffee. 

518, Coins, gold, silver, and copper 

519. Coir, and coir yarn. 

520. Copper, old, taken from the bottom of Amex easels compelled by 
marine disaster to repair in foreign ports 

521. Coral, marine, uncut, and unmanufactured 

S22, Cork-wood, or cork-bark, unmanufactured 

523. Cotton, and cotton-waste or flocks 

524. Cryolite, or kryolith 

525. Cudbear 

526, Curling-stones, or quoits, and ng-stone handles 

527. Curry, and curry-powder 

528, Catch 

529, Cuttle-fish bone 


530. Dandelion roots, raw, dried, or undried, but unground, 

531. Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, including glaziers’ 
and engravers’ diamonds not set, and diamond dust or bort, and jewels to be 
used in the manufacture of watches, 

532. Divi-divi. 

533. Dragon's blood. 
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534. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, baleams, buds, bulbs, and bulbous 
roots. excrescences such as nut-galls, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, and dried in- 
sects. grains, gums, and gum-resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots, 
and Lema, spices, vegetables, seeds aromatic, and seeds of norbid growth weeds, 
and woods used expressly for dyeing; any of the forgoing which are not edible 
and are in a crude state, and not advanced in value or condition by refining or 
grinding, or by other process of manufacture, and not specially provided for in 
his act 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should there not be a comma after 
‘“‘ growth,’’ in line 3, page 1187” 

Mr, ALDRICH. Yes, sir; there should beacommaafter ‘‘ growth.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted there. 

‘The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


» Eggs of birds, fish, and insects 
535. Emery ore 


437, Ergot 

538, Fans, common palm-leaf, and palm-leaf unmanufactured, 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out paragraph 538, Iam unwill- 
ing that articlesof pure luxury shall come in free while so many things 
that are the necessaries of life are taxed heavily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 118, after line 11, it is proposed to 
strike out paragraph 538, in the following words: 

538. Fans, common palm-leaf, and palm-leaf unmanufactured. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator say this is an article of luxury? 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould think it was a necessity to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould say so, judging from the appearance of 
the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. It is about aS much a necessity as the tableware off 
which I ate my breakfast this morning. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina desire to speak further to the amendment? 

Mr. VANCE, No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. . 

The niin was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows 


». Farina 
The Committee on Finance proposed to amend paragraph 540, page 
118, line 14, after the word “‘stcel,’’ by striking out ‘‘or;’’ so as to 
make the paragraph read: 
40. Fashion-plates, engraved on steel, copper, or on wood, colored or plain. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out paragraph 540. We tax litera- 
ture, books, magazines, etc., and I am opposed to fashion-plates for 
tailors and dudes coming in free. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph proposed to be 
stricken out will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


540, Fashion-plates, engraved on steel, copper, or on wood, colored or plain. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. VANCE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Perriarew]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was calied). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Turpre}. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMrron ]. 

Mr. MAN DERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Is the vote of the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. I withhold my vote, being paired with him. 

Mr, SQUIRE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am pai 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the affirmative). I notice that 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey], with whom I am paired, 
has not voted, and I withdraw my vote 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida withdraws 
his vote. 


Mr. BLATR. I am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. Grorae}. 
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The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Colquitt, McPherson, Reagan, 
Berry, Edmunds, Paddock, Vance, 
Butler, Gray, Piumb, est, 
Carlisle, Harris, Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Frye, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Allen, Hale, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Hawley, Moody, Teller, 
Cameron, Higgins, Pierce, Wasbbura, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Power. Wolcott. 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Ingalls Spooner, 

ABSENT—39 

Barbour, Davis, Hearst, Quay, 
Blackburn, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Blair, Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Manderson, Squire, 
Brown, Farwell, Morgan, Stanford, 
Call, Faulkner, Morrill, Turpic, 
Casey, George, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Hampton, Platt, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether, in view of the action of the Senate on this question of admit- 
ting fashion-plates free, it would not be proper to transfer to paragraph 
400, page 99, some attention regarding lithographic prints. I am told 
that a large numberof! those prints, not made in this country, are used for 
religious purposes; that they are of a religious character, and are solely 
imported. It seems to me that if we are to make fashion-plates free, 
we might atleast give the opportunity for the free importation of prints 
of the kind which I have mentioned. 

I do not know that I can at once frame a paragraph to embrace the 
idea which I have in my mind, but I have no doubt the Senator from 
Rhode Island, who is more familiar with the subject, could do it if he 
were insympathy with theidea. It seems to me we might fairly draw 
the line there by admitting lithographic plates of the character I have 
mentioned free of duty. The duty on them has been increased by this 
bill from 25 per cent. to 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The lithographic prints to which the Senator from 
Kansas alludes can be made in this country. Of course the fashion- 
plates included in this paragraph must from their nature be imported 
to be of any value. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not make them at leastasource of revenue? I 
suppose that people who indulge in fashion-plates usually can afford to 
pay some revenue to the Government. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They have been on the free-list for half a century 
at least, and were put there, of course, for an obvious purpose, that 
they are educational in their tendency. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would not theSenator apply that term to prints used 
for religious purposes ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those can be produced here by American printers 
as well as they can be produced anywhere. 

Mr. PLUMB. The fact that these fashion-plates have been on the 
free-list for a long time is not an argument, | think, in favor of keeping 
them there, in view of the very many changes in the general scope of 
tarifi duties proposed in this bill. However, I may ask of the Senator, 
in that same connection, why increase theduty to35 per cent. ? Ithas 
been 25 per cent. for a long time, and if thatis an argument against the 
change in one case, why not in the other ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty was increased upon lithographic prints 
for the purpose of affording protection to the American printers. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island if he can tell me whether foreign photographs are dutiable. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Photographs not mounted are free. Unmounted 
photographs are free and mounted photographs are dutiable. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair does not understand the 
Senator from hansas to offer any amendment. The reading of the bill 
will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, in section 2, on page 118, line 16, after the 
word ‘‘downs,’’ to strike out ‘‘for beds’’ and insert ‘‘ of all kinds, 
crude and unmanufactured;’’ so as to read: 


541. Feathers and downs of all kinds, crude and unmanufactured, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

542. Feldspar. 

643. Felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels. 

544, Fibrin, in all forms. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 
2, on page 118, to strike outlines 21 and 22, as follows: 


574. Fish, the product of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen fish caught 
in fresh waters, except salmon, 


side ate aon. 4 aed 
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And to insert: rhe reading of the } a 
- . co 1, as follows 
545. Wresh fish, caught by citizens of the United States in the high seas, or in Grasses a 7 
open \ aters of the lakes forming a boundary between the United States andthe | , Iatle 1 
Dominion of Canada , lute 
2 Inte 
Mr. ALLISON. I think the House provision respecting fresh fish is . M; 
the more satisfactory of the two, I hope the Senator from Rhode 
Island wili consent to allow that provision to stand. j 571. Sun 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am quite willing myself to have that done, but ee 3 ' 
: the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN | has some views on the sabject. Mr. DA’ ne 
% I have sent for that Senator. ct.” I “i = vo 1 { i 
g Mr. ALLISON. Iam willing that the item shall be passed over. ~—— nove to insel 
ce I know the Senator from Ohio has some views respecting the fishes | ; Al ing-tw A 
o : . ” mantia sal-grass, « 
a caught in the lakes Mr. VANCE. Ty “ 
3 Mr. ALDRICH. [ think he will be here in a moment. : I, move » amend t 
, i Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Ohio is at this moment detained in Fa en er 
x the Committee on Foreign Relations on a matter of importance. so mage = san — 
Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest, then, that this paragraph be passed over , 
and be taken up later. ; ‘ ' 
i Mr. ALLISON. Yes, I am willing to let it go over. 
4 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, then, par- i i 
ae . . 71 J ’ =~» 2 
5 agraph 545 will be passed over informally,to be considered hereafter 
% The reading of the bill was continued, as follows \ read 
ba 546. Fish for bait 
547. Fish skins. i iment | t] Say 
3 548. Flint, flints, and ground flint stones ‘. 1 . thee tac : 
a 549. Floor matting manufactured from round or split straw ling wha tread, and then th Y i 
§ is commonly known as Chinese matting. 3 14 I Mr. VA 
550. Fossils. e 1 naragra 71 aft. 
551. Fruit-plants, tropical and semi-tropic ul, for the purpose of propagation : : a 
cultivation, ee 
Fruits and nuts: ll binding-twine manufactured wh or in part 
552. Currants, Zante or other. er, Mana, Sisai grass su 
rAWwOR : The PRESIDENT) } 
Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out paragraph 552. lir a ee } 1 Which the Senator trom North ¢ 
r 2Q INIT m : olina oflers amend by add:ne what 1 acai 
/ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. he Secretary will read the para eee k ny vdd 18 hat will now be read 
4 graph proposed to be stricken out. shite : ‘mend by addi 
i Tan ° Ita a ¢ . 
i Mr. VANCE. Lalso move to strike out the paragraph following. | wrapp' ahi , ‘ lax 
Let the vote be taken on striking out both paragraphs at once eed 
The Secretary read as follows: | ‘The PRESIDENT tem > roll w on 
tot ime ent amend! 
552. Currants, Zante or other " vas , prea — 
553. Dates. = elary proceeded to cali the rol 
: a a . Mr LODGETT (when his name wa , } Fa s a sh 4} 
- Mr. on E. There are considerably over a million dollars of duty enator from New Hampshire [ Mr. ¢ : ae ae 
4 > ae t e las a Sadi ae . , m5: . pso it | ) 
; erived from those two articles. I see no reason why they should not erties Teket eieainn ein, Gakled \ atanceeemieahiin'’ 
pay a duty. ‘ a Tethete Tie Peres Pe vith t ( 
r 7 ‘ Tha ae . . J a "at. ei lil LEY e@ were wre nt 
Mr. ALDRICH. There is nothing in more universal use in this te a.” 
country than Zante currants. They are in use in every family and by NIXON en his name was called ace . oe 
the poor people of the country every where. ; . Ce eile eal 4 ae iM HA a ey 1} red with the 
“he = 4 ; . ¢ 7 aa 7as , IN |. 
There is nothing than this that more clearly exemplifies the aban Mr. MANDERSON en his name was called I 1 
3 » Rane » oy > . 5 . : ; r — 7 7 AbAtL ’ et La paired wl 
denen by Senators on the other side of every principle which they | the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBUR} oe wet 
ave heretofore advocated. Currants were put upon the free-list by Mr. PASCO (when name was called l ] 
; 2 ’ 2 — = ae WW ek alica am paired with ti SS 
= ey pate It must be apparent every day and every hour in the | #tor tron North Dakota [Mr. Cas} If he w = ct a ' a 
rad that Senators upon that side have made a new departure, and that | Yo'e yea. eS ee 
ey are carving out a way now which has never been recognized as ee Eee ee oe oe a 
The by the Democrats at any stage in the history of that party. itor from Virginia [Mr. BARRovu! : aaa ea 
a RESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to th My OUAY (when his name wen called [al ced 
ay 3e : r 5 ' . ee . ( im paired v i the : 
—— proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, the two | ior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. aut I jun 
amendments to be treated as one question, if there be no objection. Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called > aan 
The amendment was rejected. , senior Senator frot re Vv amnvitet im pal th th 
oa " - = eo : P ; senior ¢ hg m ina [r. OORHEES 1). 
ae Finance proposed,in section 2, page 119, line 13 Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). | 
r the word ‘‘ripe” to strike out “or” and insert ‘‘and:’’ so as | Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTE! ! : 
to make the paragraph read: ~ — | Mr. WASHBURN (wl re ; 
pa ee a a. SU RN (when his name was called ' . ly 
554. Fruits, green, ripe, and dried, not specially provided for in this a | wae senator from Louisiana | Mr. G1 
The amendment was agreed to. | uate ts VILSON, of Iowa (when his name was calle aired 
The reading of the bil! was continued, as follows Ys ; ee me are from margin ifMr. WiLson] 
a . iti bii-CAl was concinde 
‘ 555. Tamarinds. Mr. BLAIR stg. i te ig 
556. Cocoa-nuts. Mr. DLALN. [am paired with th 1ior Senator 
557. Brazil-nuts. [Mr. GrorGEe] 
558, Cream-nuts. Mr. DIX‘ N I Lenatar : : 
559. Palm-nuts. | wed ag ie — enator from North Dakota | Mr. lisn 
560. Palm-nut kernels essal ily detained from the Chamber and asked me to ance } ais 
Sél. Furs, undressed. with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pa < | r 
= a of all kinds not dressed in any manner. } Phe result was announced—yeas 19, n { 
. er. . * , a 
‘ . ; YEAS } 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, | Bate Colauitt + 
page 119, line 24, after the word ‘‘ broken,’’ to strike ont ‘‘ pieces;’’ ao | Bers; Eustis es . Ory 
as to make the paragraph read: pieces;”” 80 | Cariisic oo orga Var 
564. Glass broken, and old g! hicl Cockrell, Harris Py 4 
’ giass, which « not be cut for use. ‘tc ‘oke , igh 
be remanufactured. - a Oe it for use, and fit only to | Cok Jones of Arkansas, Reaga 
sg amendment was agreed to. NAYS 
" ’ . ldr oln] 
on age 120, ea eee the Committee on Finance was, in section 2 Alt dtd MoM oe 
2 7 ‘é %? . . : . = a Edmunds Mo’ 2 we 
— ae , ine 3, afterthe word “‘use,’’ to insert the following proviso: | Allison meente MeMillan Spooner 
‘ow , however, That such disks exceeding 8 i : " | Cameror Frve a ewart 
, : ding 8 inches in diamete : : one rye, loody eller 
polished sufficiently to enable the character of the giass to be cde ccomined” 7 ee. Hawle Plu nb, ¥ ol 
So as to make the paragraph read: | oe Higgins Power 
565. Glass plates or disks ; . eee cawye! 
of optical eee eee . p Nomalo-ent or unwrought, for use in the manufacture pS 
pee: So oewey ‘That es,and eye-glasses, and suitable only fer such A BSENT—39 
Polished sufficiently to one disks exceeding 8 inches in diameter may be | Barbour Brow! CO : 
The amend y to enable the character of the glass to be determined Blackburn Sutler, Chandie: Faalknor, 
iD : lal ty ilel, leorge 
ment was agreed to. a Call, Dixon, Gibson, 
age Casey, Farwe!l Gorman 
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Hale, Manderson Platt, Stock bridge, 
Hampton Morrill, Quay, Voorhees, 
Hearst, Pasco, Ransom, Washburn, 
Ingalls, Payne, Sanders, Wilson of Lowa. 
Jones of Nevada, Pettigrew Squire, Wilson of Md, 
Kenna, Pierce, Stanford, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, 
DAvVis}. 

Mr. DAVIS. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. BERRY. Thisis a proposition to place binding-twine upon the 
free-list. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
word ‘‘act,’’ insert: 

All binding-twine, manufactured in whole or in part from istle, or Tampico 
fiber, manila, sisal-grass, or sunn., 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I am going to vote for the amendment 
notwithstanding the Senators on the other side of the Chamber who 
voted for this amendment yesterday have shown the prejudice and hos- 
tility that they feel towards the people of the South and Southern in- 
dustries by refusing to put cotton-bagging on the free-list also. 

I believe that not only cotton-bagging but binding-twine should be 
upon the free-list. I would not cast a vote against binding-twine and 
against the farmers of the Northwest, but I assert here to-day that 
there is not a Senator upon that side of the Chamber who can bring one 
single argument in faver of putting binding-twine upon the free-list 
that does notapply with equal force to cotton-bagging. I am astonished 
that the Senators who support this amendment are unwilling to give 
the people of the South, the laborers of the South, the men who toil 
from twelve to fourteen hours a day, the same measure of relief which 
they ask at the hands and the votes of Senators on this side for the 
farmers of the Northwestern part of this country. It seems to me it is 
unjust; that itis unfair; that itis discriminating against a section of 
this country for which there can be no justification and no excase. 

Yet, as I said before, lam going to cast my vote for the pending 
amendment on principle, because I believe that this trust which has 
been formed in binding-twine, and which has outraged and oppressed 
the farmers of the Northwest, ought to be stricken down. I believe the 
best method of striking it down 1s to put binding-twine upon the free- 
list. I regret, however, that the same measure of relief can not and 
has not been accorded to the Southern section of this Unioa, which is 
equally entitled to the protection against the combine or bagging trust 
which has existed in the very worst form that it can possibly exist in 
apy combination. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 
The yeas and nays having been ordered —— 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I was waiting to see if the remarks of 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] would elicit any response. 
I thought they would bring forth none, and so it has been. If I were 
in the position of Senators over there, who favor the putting of bind- 
ing-twine upon the free-list and refuse to do anything for their South- 
ern brothers who are precisely situated and whose interest is precisely 
the same, I would maintain an eloquent silence. 

I am going to vote for this proposition, Mr. President. I am going 
to show those Senators the diflerence between a Democrat who pursues 
principle and a Republican who goes for all that is in sight. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, the same question of monopoly has 
heretofore affected and still affects cotton-ties that is said to affect 
binding-twine. About the time that the decision was made in the 
Treasury Department that the cotton-tie was to be classed as taxable 
at the rate of $2 or 53 per cent.—I forget the exact amount—there was 
a flourishing establishment in the State of Alabama which was con- 
ducted by a former governor of that State, Hon, Rafas W. Cobb, and 
his father-in-law, Mr. Pell, who was avery experienced ironman. They 
were at Helena, in Shelby County. The coal fields from which they 
got their coal were in full view of the rolling-mill. The iron that they 
obtained was brought from the Shelby works or from Birmingham, 
equidistant about 15 miles on either side, the best kind of material for 
the making of cotton-ties, 

When they came to put up the rolling-mill and get everything in 
operation, some question arose about the use of the arrow-head patent 
on the cotton-tie. Thereupon Governor Cobb invented a tie or mode 
of fastening and came to Washington and got out his patent upon it. 
So he was the owner of the patent and had all the advantages of which 
1 speak in the manufacture. Mr. Peli was a very experienced iron 
man,who had been at work for many years in the Northern States, and 
a most excellent citizen,by the way. They put out immediately under 
Cobb's patent a very fine article of cotton-tie. They sent to Mobile, 
Selma, Montgomery, to Columbus, Miss., Tuscaloosa, Birmingham, 
Decatur, Nashville, and other surrounding towns, and had plenty Of 
material to supply the markets in those places. 

A combination existing in Pittsburgh, which was a trust for the 
manufacture of iron ties, sent their agents out to these respective places 


The amendment will be again read. 
On page 120, line 16, paragraph 571, aiter the 
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where this tie was deposited by Mr. Cobb and Mr. Pell, and they put 
the market down to such rates that they could not possibly sel! any- 
thing; they took the market away from them. 

Mr. Cobb came up here to see me about it, and asked me if I could 
see that the duty should beincreased. I told him it would make no 
difference in his favor if the duty was increased, because he would 
merely make the profit larger to the combination or trust breaking 
him down. 

That combination operated precisely like the Standard Oil Company 
operated everywhere in the United States, and like the binders’ twine 
combination seems to have acted in the Northwest. Whoever under- 
took to go to one of those places and pnt his material there, his cotton- 
tie, and to sell it, found himself immediately underbid in the market, 
and had to close up. It would take just as much of capital, and a 
great deal more of permanency in the manufacturing industry to com- 
pete with these gentlemen in Pittsburgh than anybody in the South 
could expect to afford. 

So that splendid enterprise, a beautiful industry originating there in 
the South, With Southern men and upon Southern money and upon 
Southern invention, a patent issued to a Southern man, was crushed 
and destroyed absvlutely, and has never since that time attempted to 
do anything at all; and it need not. We need not undertake to man- 
ufacture cotton-ties in the South. We can not do it because we have 
not the capital to compete with these men who can afford to put down 
the market for a few days, for a month, in our various cotton centers 
and drive us entirely out of it. That is the situation we are in. So 
the combination that these gentlemen in the Northwest complain of in 
regard to binders’ twine operates upon us more desperately and more 
cruelly as to cotton-ties than it ever has upon them in respect to bind- 
ers’ twine. 

I leave these remarks before the gentlemen in order that they may 
measure their own duty about this business. I have no criticisms to 
make upon their votes or their conduct, but I have only to say that we 
are suffering trom the same thing that they are, and we are producing 
more than $300,000,000 every year in the United States of actual money 
that you get annually. If you were to strike out from the com- 
merce of the United States the cotton crop, the balance of trade would 
be against you at least $150,000,000 every year that we live, and the 
Government of the United States would have to take the benefit of 
the bankrupt law; they could not do without it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I can see how Senators who voted 
yesterday to strike from the dutiable schedule binding-twine manu- 
tactured from these fibers might consistently and apon some principle 
also vote against the proposition made by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yesterday to strike bagging for cotton from the dutiable sched- 
ule, because the proposition as made,by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yesterday was to strike from the dutiable schedule all bagging for 
cotton,although it might be made of hemp or some other substance upon 
which a duty was to be retained. There was therefore that difference 
yesterday between the two propositions. But this morning the propo- 
sitions are presented upon identically the same ground. 

The amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina was 
simply to place upon the free-list the barging for cotton manufactured 
from these identical fibers which are placed upon the free-list, the 
identical fibers which enter into the manufactureof binding-twine which 
Senators voted to place on the free-list. 

Therefore there can be no reason whatever why we should vote to 
place binding-twine made from these fibers upon the free-list, and at the 
same time refuse to vote to place bagging for cotton made from the same 
fibers upon the free-list, except upon the ground that we are disposed 
to give to the wheat-growers of the Northwest an advantage we refuse 
to the cotton-growers of the South. There can be no other reason. 
The two articles, as I have said, are made of precisely the same ma- 
terial, and that material is placed upon the free-list by this bill. If 
it is right to put binding-twine upon the free-list because its material 
is free and because there was a trust, then it is right to put cotton for 
bagging upon the free-list because the material is free and because 
there was a trust. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me there is a very 
wide difference in the two questions between putting binding-twine 
on the free-list and cotton-bagging. Binding-twine is made almost 
exclusively of sisal-grass and manila, there being a very small pro- 
portion of jute, while the manutacture of jute in other articles is simply 
enormous. I have a statement showing that in this country the an- 
nual crop of raw jute amounts to 3,000,000 bales of 400 pounds, worth 
in our market to-day, at present prices, $48,000,000, 

Now, this jute goes to a very slight extent into the manufacture of 
binding-twine, as I before said, while it enters largely, enormously, I 
may say, into the manufacture of cotton-bagging, burlaps for carrying 
flour, and articles of that description. By putting jute yarn on the 
free-list you strike at every industry in this country engaged in the 
manufacture of jute. The House bill puts jute cloth, less than 60 
inches, at 1§ cents a pound. The manuiacturers of jute cloth in this 
country claim that that is the smallest possible duty which can be im- 
posed, and they go on manufacturing. The consumers of jute bags in 
my section of the country, where the consumption is enormous, claim 
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that that duty should not exceed 1} cents a ponnd, and were willing 
that that much should be imposed. The manufacturers claimed that 
it should be 1} cents, and a compromise was finally made of 13 cents, 
which is the lowest possible figure that it could be made and maintain 
the jute manufacture in thiscountry. si 

So there is no parallel whatever. Binding-twine made of jute is not 
in this amendment of my colleague, but it applies to manila, sisal- 
grass, and sunn. | surely desire to be consistent, and it certainly 
seems to me that there is no parallel or comparison between the two 
wor. HISCOCK. Do I understand the Senator from Minnesota that 
so far as the Northwest is conc erned for bagging grain she consents to 
this duty upon bagging? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And makes no protest’ 

Mr. WASHBURN. And makes no protest. On the contrary, the 
willing industry of my own city had an agent here— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator the amount 
that is used for bagging grain. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Itissimply enormous, because all the foreign 
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the free-list, and I should be willing to vote for a general proposition 
that wherever it shall be ascertained by the judgment of a proper 
tribunal of the United States that a combination controls the market 








so as to advance the price, in such cases to put any article on the free 
list I believe inthat. I believe it is the duty of the country to break 
| down these combinations. But the mere arrang ent of an associa- 


} 


tion of men to buy by a single agent the raw material in a foreign mar- 


ket does not seem to meto come within the meanir r mischief of a 


trust; and therefore Iam not guided by the idea that controls my 
| friend from Minnesota. I do not think the trust, if a trust exists, in- 
| terferes in any injurious manner to the people of the United States, 
or to the farmers of the United States, for the employment of a combi- 
nation to buy foreign raw material tends to cheapen the price and pre- 
vent competition in the purchase of thatarticle in the foreign country. 
such an arrangement as that is notin any sense a trust, but it is really 
an arrangement tothe benefit of the consumer as well as the manula 
urer, because it enables the latter to sell his product chea 
But Ido not wish to pursue the matter further. If the rule is made 
that binders’ twine should be on the free-list, it is very difficult tor me, 


export of flour made in my city, where we make about 25,000 barrels | 
a day, is sent in burlaps made out of jute. I have not the figures, but | 
about 40 per cent.of our product goes abroad, and consequently goes in | 


these burlaps. 

Mr. HISCOCK. About 40 per cent. of the flour is exported? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Forty percent. of the flour goes abroad, and that 
all goes in these burlaps made of jute, in bags. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I hope that the article of binding 
twine will be put upon the tree-list, notwithstanding the difference 
in the vote and in the opinion in respect of these two articles is so con- 
trasted that binding-twine will retain the position which it took yes- 
terday. I think perhaps it is the only material amendment that has 
been made to this bill. I regard itasa very inconsistent course in the 
majority to put binding-twine upon the free-list when they refuse to 
put the other article named thereon. To put both articles upon the 
free-list would be only a valuable and useful concession, a profitable 
concession to the interests of agriculture, one in the case of cereals and 
the other in the case of cotton. 

I can not conceive what may be the reason of this inconsistency, for 
I see no consistency in the action of the majority in putting bind- 
ing-twine on the free-list and refusing to put the other article in the 


at least, to find any reason why the material used for cotton-baling 
should not also be put on the tree-list. That is for gentiemen who 
voted that way to consider. I shall vote against the amendment, be- 
canse I am in favor of the general rule of protection, which applies to 
binders’ twine for the farmers or for the speculators, and toall things 
alike. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
enator before he takes his seat how he can reconcile this one fact, 


| Thereisa denial, I believe, on that side of the Senate Chamber that there 


same category. ‘To use the language of the honorable and learned Scn- | 


ator from Rhode Island, it is possible that this inconsistency may 
be for the purpose of preserving the symmetry of rapineand spoliation 
in the otherschedulesof thebill. This beautiful symmetry, of course, 


ought to be preserved. Strange as it may appear, in music sometinies | 


itis absolutely necessary to interject a discord, a harsh note inthe 
scale, in order to preserve the harmony of the composition. This note, 
discordant and inconsistent, is certainly one of that character. The 
harmony and symphony of this bill ought to be preserved by just such 


inconsistencies. All the chords must be saved; none must be lost or 
broken. One chord was slightly damaged, and I hope to-day it will 


be still more damaged. It was the chord composed of binding-twine; 
but I have nodoubt that the honorable and learned Senator from Rhode 
Island expects to repair the broken string in conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the distinction between cotton 


bagging and binders’ twine is rather difficult to see, in my own mind, | 


in endeavoring to conform our differences. Binders’ twine means all 
kinds of cordage, because, as a matter of course, that which is used for 
twine will be twisted three, four, or five folds into cordage. 
the vote yesterday was practically on account of binding-twine to make 
cordage free and to prevent the growth of hemp and all textile fabrics 
in this country. 

I suppose the farmers of Ohio are as much interested as any other 


we use there to a very large degree the modern self-binding reapel 

Most of the wheat is cut in that way and binders’ twine is needed, and 
it I believed that the interests of the farmer would be promoted by 
making it free I should undoubtedly have voted with gentlemen who 
did so, but I am quite sure that if thisis left to American competition in 


The result of 


is a trust which controls twine, but there is no denial, there has been 
nv man on that side of the Senate Chamber or outside of it who has 
denied that there has been a trust in cotton-bagging, and that they 
have enormously raised the price of it and have robbed the cotton plant- 
ers of this country by a most iniquitous combination. Now, how the 
Senator can reconcile with the position he bas taken his vote against 
putting cotton-bagging on the free-list I can not possibly understand, 
Ife might vote against putting twine on the free-list on the denial that 
there was a trust, but nobody can deny that there is a trast in cotton- 
bagging. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senatorif we are to understand that 
there issuch a trust in cotton-bagging now. One Senator on that side 
of the Chamber, unless I misunderstood him greatly, said it had been 
entirely broken up by the vigorous action of farmers, and did not ex- 
ist now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not think a Senator has stated that 
the cotton-bagging trust was entirely brokenup. There was resistance 
made to it, and they have endeavored to break the hold the bagging 
trust had upon the farmers by manufacturing cotton-bagging out of 
cotton. They have in some measure broken the hold of the trust and 
they have compelled a reduction of cotton-bagging by the trust, by 


| their making this product of cotton-bagging; but they have not dis 


solved the trust, they have not broken its hold in any exteut except 
that it is not able to compel the farmers to pay as high a price as it 
was able to compel them to pay before they manufactured cotton-bag- 


ging. That is the extent of the denial made by Senators on this side 


| and that is all there is of it 


rhe representatives of this trust went before the Committee on Pi 
nance and openly told members of this body that they had organized 
this trust and that you could not help yourselves. ‘They used tha 


language in talking to members of this committee, and further 


| question was asked if they would not break down their business by call 
| ing down the indignation of the American people upon them on accoun 


| Was one in Boston that refused to have anythir 


the manufacture of binders’ twine, and a reasonable provision is made | 
to encourage the growth of hemp and flax, in a very short time the | 


farmers will get the binders’ twine and the cotton-growers will get their 
material for their bales at a much less rate than in any other way. 
That is my deliberate judgment. I believe that experience will 


teach them that the effect of this vote to put binders’ twine on the free- | 


list, by throwing it into the foreign market and compelling its produc- 
tion abroad as a matter of course, there being an enormous demand, will 


materials that are used in binding-twine, and advance the price. In| here again and again that he will vote for putting any article on the 


all human probability, according to the experience we have had in the | 


past, the effect will be to raise to the consumer the price of binders’ 
twine, when, if left to the natural course and to natural operations, it 
would be reduced by competition. 


of this iniquity, and they replied they would get all their money back 
in one season. It is a notorious fact that they made in their excessiv 


3 ak at eo tee S ae ‘ | profits out of one crop more than the total amount of all their plant u) 
portion o e people of the United States in binders’ twine, because | 


to that time. 

There was, as far as I know, but one bagging manufacturing estab 
lishment inthe United States that stood outo! this combination. There 
ig to do with it I vave 
the name of that concern two years ago in a debate upon this very ques- 
tion, and I gave those people the credit for standing out of it. They 
stated that they sold their product at between 6 and 7 cents a pound 
and they sold it at a profit. When the proposition was made to them 
to go into the trust they refused, and said they wonld continue to con- 
duct their business as they had done all along. I was in hopes that 
every cotton-planter in the country would buy bagging that bore the 
brand of that mill as long as an ounce of it was to be found in the 
market and rrould refuse to tonch bagving 1 le by any other estab- 


i lishment. 
be to make a largely increased demand for sisal and jute and various | 


But I ean not understand how the Senator from Ohio can proclaim 


stares him in the face and has for more than two years, and yet he 


free-list where it is claimed that it is covered by a trust, when this fact 


| persistently votes against every proposition not only to putit upon the 
J g ¥ proj J k I C 


to break that trust, I would say at once that I would pnt the article on | 


4 
vos 


e d | free-list but to reduce the tax upon it 
If there was a trast holding this market, and there was noother way | 


Now, we see the difference in the way the farmers ia one section of 


' 


| the conntry are treated from farmers in anothe I will vote for free 
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binding-twine. I will vote for it earnestly, although every member 
of the Senate on that side of the Chamber who has voted for free bind- 
ing-twine has voted to keep up the tax on cotton-bagging. I hope 
that there is behind them a constituency that will compel them to treat 
the cotton-planters, the poor white people and the poor negroes of the 
South, in exactly the same way that they treat their own people, and 
that when any article is necessary to carry an agricultural product to 


market the farmers shall have it at the lowest possible price in view of 


all the burdens they are compelled to bear now. 
Linding-twine is necessary for your wheat crops, Cotton-bagging 
is necessary for your cotton crops, and so are cotton-ties. This bill, 


deliberately prepared in committee, proposed a reduction of the tariff 


on binding-twine and proposed at the same time an increase in the 
tax on the cotton-tie. The tax on binding-twine was reduced 50 per 
cent., while the tax upon cotton-ties was increased 200 percent. You 
have decreased the tax upon bagging to a slight extent, but very 
little, and at the same time you have given the manufacturers of cot- 
ten-bagginy, you have given the iniquitous trust that has been plunder- 
ing the cotton farmers of this country, their raw material free. You 
are offering them a premium to continue this infamous robbery, and 
at the same time you profess your willingness to vote against any 
proposition that sustains one of these trasts and to put this product 
upon the free-list; and yet you persistently vote against every proposi- 
tion of that sort when offered to you if it touches the great interest 
that comes from the Southern section of the Union. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have no difficulty in drawing dis- 
tinctions in my votes respecting binding-twine and the cotton-tie, for 
I vote against the reduction on the ground of the economies, which I 
regard as conclusive. But it is worth while to understand, when we 
talk about cotton-bagging and burlaps and cotton-ties and binding- 
twine, exactly the relation which these substances hold either to agri- 
culture or to commerce. The binding-twine is not an article of use or 
of value in regard to the commerce in wheat. It is nothing more nor 
less than a portion of the expenses of the farmer in the conduct of his 
agriculture! labor. It falls ander the same head, so far as burden 
goes—I do not speak now of the different amounts of burden—but it 
rests upon exactly the same proposition that his plows and his hoes 
and his rakes and his trace-chains and all that form a portion of the 
implements of farming. 

Binding-twine is used only on the sheaves in order to house the 
sheaves or to prepare them for the thrashing in the field orin the barn. 
It passes out of use justas much as the wagon and just as much as all 
other agricultural implements do the moment that portion of its service 
in agricultural process is ended. 

Now, whatever we may say about cotton-ties and burlaps and cotton- 
bagging, they are al! used in thecommercial transactions of agricultural 
products. They are not parts in any way of the agricultural process 
of harvesting and housing those products. In the cotton-fields the prod- 
uct is taken up in baskets and carried on shoulders, or is taken in 
carts to gin-houses, and the processes about bagging and about cotton- 
ties have regard to the preparation for commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to re- 
mind him of the fact that you can not get cotton-lint to market with- 
out bagging it in ties. 

Mr. EVARTS. That I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN. You can not market it at all. 

Mr. EVARTS. I say it is part of the process of commerce and prep- 
aration for the market; and we all understand that. 

Burlaps stand on the same footing in regard to wheat and its prod- 
ucts. That is nota part of the agricultural process in any sense that 
binding-twine and trace-chains are—it is a part of the commercial 
transfer; and why any distinction shall be taken between cotton-bag- 
ging and burlaps it is difficult for me to understand, 

Mr. President, that being understood, it is of course a very difficult 
question to draw the line between protection in the sense of facilitating 
agricultural products until they reach their market. This binding- 
twine has the function of a portion of agricultural labor in housing the 
harvest. ‘The cotton-ties are just as necessary in the further process 
no doubt as-the burlaps are in reference to the vy heat. But my proposi- 
tion is that the unity of this system of protection, although to be cir- 
cumspectly applied, is nevertheless to be finally controlled by the ques- 
tion of symmetry and of practical value that is to come from this wide 
distribution over our country in the great multitude of interests sub- 
jected to this system of foreign duties and protection. I do not think 
myseif that there is to come any harm to the farmer from maintaining 
it to our manufacturers of binding-twine in the proposition that the 
labor is to be done on this side of the water and not on the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itisthe duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from New York that he has speken five minutes upon this 
question. 

Mr, ALDRICH, Mr. President, justice and historical accuracy to 
the committee require that I should make a statement in answer to 
that made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonxEs], in which he 
said that a trust had existed and, as I understood him, did exist in re- 
gard to the manufacture of cotton-bagging. 

I will say that the testimony before the Senate Finance Committee 
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and all the evidence that I have ever heard from any source was to the 
effect, and to this effect alone, that in 1888 two or three or more gen- 
tlemen made contracts with all the cotton-bagging manufacturers in 
the United States for their product, upon which they fixed a price for 
the farmers. That was not a trust either technically or in any other 
proper meaning of that word. It was simply an attempt on the part 
of two or three gentlemen tocorner the market. Theystated distinctly 
their reason for it. That arrangement or combination existed for one 
season, and has never had an existence since. There is no trust and 
never has been any trust in the manufacture of cotton-bagging. 

The Senator from Arkansas /urther said that while the Committee on 
Finance had recommended a reduction of duty upon binding-twine it 
had recommended an increase of the duty upon cotton-bagging. I will 
say that the facts are that the committee have recommended a reduction 
of one-half the rates upon binding-twine, or from 2} cents to 1} cents, 
and they have recommended practically thesame reduction upon cotton- 
bagging, and instead of an increase we have practically reduced the 
rate one-half upon cotton-bagging. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Arkansas admitted that. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I feel obliged to make this statement, so that the 
en made by the Senator from Arkansasshould not go uncontra- 

icted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question re- 
lating tothis provision? Yesterday the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the committee affording a protection to binding-twine. If the 
Senate should now refuse to put it on the free-list, what would become 
of 1t? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senate refuses to put it on the free-list, and 
no other action is taken, it would be dutiable at 40 per cent. ad valorem, 
which I suppose would amount, at the ordinary price of manila and 
sisal-grass, to about 5 cents a pound on binding-twine. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish toask a question of the Senator from Rhode 
Island before he takes his seat. I wish to know how he makes out a 
reduction of 50 per cent. in the duty upon cotton-bagging. It is so 
put down in the note, but I do not understand that the committee re- 
gards those statements in all cases as correct. If he will look at the 
figures appended to paragraph 349 I think he will see that there is noth- 
ing there to bear him out in the statement that the duty has been re- 
duced one-half. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The present duty upon cotton-bagging valued at 
less than 7 cents asquare yard is 1} centsa pound, and above that 2 cents 
a pound. The Senate Committee on Finance recommend a duty of 1.3 
cents a square yard, or 1.5 cents per square yard upon a dividing line 
of 6 cents. A square yard of cotton-bagging weighs 2 pounds, and the 
present duty is therefore 3 cents per square yard and 4 cents per square 
yard, which has been reduced by the committee to 1.3 and 1.5, which 
is more than a 50 per cent. reduction. 

Mr. GIBSON. As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] can not 
reply, having consumed his allotted time, to the Senator from Rhode 
Island, I may say a word for him. The Senator from Arkansas did 
not say that the tariff rate on cotton-bagging had been increased. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iso understood him. 

Mr. GIBSON. He said distinctly that the rate had been somewhat 
reduced, and now the Senator from Rhode Island shows that it has 
been done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I misunderstood the Senator from Arkansas then. 

Mr. GIBSON. He said the rate had been reduced. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was reduced more than one-half. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Rhode Island that he has spoken once on this question, 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Arkansas observed that there had 
been a cotton-bagging trust. TheSenator from Rhode Island declared 
that there had been no such trust; that the persons who were accused 
of forming that trust were here and denied that they had formed a 
trust; that they had merely associated themselves together to corner 
the market in cottgn-bagging. I can not conceive, whether they called 
themselves a trust or not, if they accomplished their purpose, why we 
may not designate them as a combination ortrust. There is no essen- 
tial difference in substance and purpose; it is a distinction without a 
difference, one merely of form, between a trust and a combination to 
corner the market and raise prices. ; 

Mr.HALE. Did not the Senator from Rhode Island—I simply call 
attention to his statement—also accompany that by a statement which 
he vouched for, that this corner in the market which the Senator calls 
a trust only continued for one year, and that it does not exist at all 
to-day ? 

Mr GIBSON. I was abont to continue my observations on that 
subject, and I trust the interruption will not be taken from my time. 

This combination continued during the whole season in which cot- 
ton-bagging is used. Cotton-bagging is not used after the month of 
December. It is used to bag the cotton while they are picking or 
harvesting the cotton in the months of Se ber, October, Novem- 


ber, and mber. There was an assembly of cotton farmers in the 
South to put a check upon this, but the check was not operative un- 
put up the price 
re, except during 


til the next season, when this same combination 
of cotton-bagging higher than it had ever been 
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bination ’ ‘ 1 the market and control the price of this 
articie or bo 1d in enormous mtribution upon the farmers, 
There is not to prevent. no guards against it, the way Is ¢ lly 
open to them as tot binding-twine trust, and if putting that 
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ont ’ their beme and heip the \ ‘ : 
who uses b twine. why will not the same policy also de the 
bagging tru ud help the Southern farmers wie | cotton 

M Preside i wa glad to hear the Senatol trom Ne 
Ev rs | sav t t the ity of this tarili prote ive 
preserved in 1 tt Amer an indust es and t t 
country so t industry oi the United Stat » as M 
declared, not merely the industry of manulact ri t 
industries 0 he An in peoples! ould be entit i to 
be obliged t ear 1 irdens 

! ynst ng i 
tiona 1 its selfishness more than the article under cons 
Here i r-twine for wheat, and here is cotton-bagging 
for cotton, the one for the Western farmer, the other for ithern 
farmer There are manufacturers of that binding-twine in the | d 
States who have formedatrust. ‘These manufacturers insist u p 
tection. but the consumers—the wheat farmers-—insist that i t 
break up the trust the manuiacturers have formed the bir ding vine 
should be admitted free and it is put on the free-list » the manu 
facturers of cotton-bagging have formed a trust or combination, and 
cry ont for protection, but the consumers—the « tton me 
that in order to break up the trust the manufacturers have formed, « 
ton-bagging, which is th ir binding-twine b should be admitted free 
we decline to place cotton-bagging on the free-list. ‘he Repnl 
vote to give relief to the Western farmers and vote against givin 
lief to the Southern farmers. 

The tariff imposed upon the cotton-bagging or binding which 
by the farmers of the South imposes a tax upon them of not ! han 
$3 500,000 every year, and, as the Senator from Arkansas very | 
said the increased prices imposed upon the producers of that cr 
few years ago by the rnanufacturers, who raised the price 200 p 
exceeded the whole value of the plant of the manufacture 
is cotton-bagging taxed highly in this bill, but cotton-ties are s i 
to increased taxation, and everything else the cotton farmer consum: 
while his product is mainly exported and sold in the markets « 
Britain and the Continent in competition with all the world 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged 1e 
Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Islan ‘ 
fending his position against the charge made by the Senat 
Arkansas, that there had been a trust in this matter of cotton 
of most enormous proportions and very odious teatures, wor! ore 
hardship and oppression to those who use that necessary arti ) 

. ‘ 





ton-bagging, skid that there was no trust such as the Senator 
kansas described, but he went on to tell us what really | 


state of things in the years 1887 and 18838, in an explanatory and ap 


ogetic tone as if he were stating a matter that was beyond the 


statement of the Senator from Arkansas, and it was this: That 
gentlemen, a few, had combined together and bought up all the « 


a remedy, and was somewhat excusable; at all events fully m 


ch of 


bagging by making contracts with all the manufacturers in this coun 
for their product for one or two years, and having thus done wh 


known in the marketand in common parlance as cornering the p: 
they then fixed the price to farmers and proceeded to collect t! 
which is the object and purpose of all such combinations. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island has descril 


accurately, and his statement has brought the action of these gent 


within the definition of what is known as the common-law 


engrossing, an offense which is denounced by the statute recently passe 
i 


by the Congress of the United States to be punished with seve 


alties—a combination to raise the price and to control the market 


any article of domestic consumption. 


Ido not see how the tuation is relieved to the farmers by 





told that the manufacturers of cotton-ba 


dl 


re pen- 


gging do not form a trust, 


that persons who make contracts with them and control their products 


form a combination. That is all thereisinit. The result isthe 





but 


t 


to the farmer, whether he is shot out of the right barre] out of the 
left, and there is very little comfort to him whichev: Ly be the case. 

It seems to me that the one thing that we can do in ad: m to the 
statute that we have provided is to remove the conditio which 
this offense of engrossing has become poss! . If menw gross 
give them the world’s product to engross instead of 1 icts 
the few manufacturers of the United States, and ther g 
the farmers an additional weapon with which to l ich 
this odious monopoly made upon them in the years 1887 1 1888 

The Senator from Arkansas says that the farmers com)ined the next 
year and by agreement among themselves mitigated the condition « 
things and protected themselves from these extreme prices: but you 
will enable them to do that very much more efficiently if you will 
give them the world’s market in which to buy this produc t that has | 
been shown to have been the subject of an engrossment that 3 con- | 


‘ 
ve 
will x 
whel 
f th 
© KI 
n 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. To 13o0r 14 cents, I think it was. | Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Mr. PLATT. I want to ask what is the present price. Senator trom Washington [Mr. Squire}. , 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not know, but I think it is about Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), I am paired with th: 
10 cents. Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON. ] 





Mr. PLATT. It has gone down, then. Mr. PADDOCK (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with th 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It was rednced, as I stated a little while | Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis]. 
ago. Many of the farmers united in all the Southern States, and they Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
resolved that they would send their cotton to Europe naked betore they | ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casty]. If he were present, I should 
would buy the product of this infamous trust. They used various fibers. | vote ‘‘ yea.”’ ; 
They used pine-tops, and they sent to Europe and bought the old ref-| Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with th: 


use bagging, and with the same spirit that animated New England 
a hundred years ago when they pitched the tea into Boston Harborand | the Chamber. If he were present, I should vote ‘* nay.’’ 
resisted the oppression of Great Britain, these people resorted to every Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
expedient they could devise to protect themselves against theiniquitous | with the Senator trom Maryland [Mr. Wiison], and therefcre with- 
robbery which bad been devised by this trust, and which has beensus- | hold my vote. 
tained and upheld by the Senate of the United States in retusing totake | The roll-call was concluded. 
off this tariff duty. | Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentuck) 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Arkansas has | [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. 
spoken five minutes. Mr. BLAIR. I again announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Mr. PLATT. May I say a word? Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE]. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut has Mr. FAULKNER. I am requested by the Senator from Indiana 
spoken once. | [Mr. VoormEEs] to announce his pair with the Senator from Montana 
Mr. PLATT. 1 asked a question {Mr. SANDERS]. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 28; as follows: 
that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal on the question 


Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. who is temporarily absent from 








YVEAS—B. 

of his amendment. | Allen, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. Barbour, Eustis, McPherson, Turpie, 

Mr. TURPIE. I believe I have not spoken on this question. Mokeett — —, ae 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is entitled to speak five | Carlisle,’ Gorman, Plumb,’ Walthall, 
minutes on the amendment. Cockrell, Gray, Pugh, 

Mr. TURPIE. I understood the Senator from New York to substi- | “°**: Harris, ; “Ransom, 
tute the term ‘‘ unity ’’ forthe word ‘‘symmetry.’’ I donot know that : 5 NATS—@. : 
it is much of an improvement in the language or in the vernacular of ah, ragga ae | em 
the tariff. The word ‘unity’ is very common. It comes nearer per- | Cameron, Frye, | Moody, Spooner, 
haps to the real fact in this case than any other. It means a union; it | Chandler, Hale. Pierce, Rewart, 
means a combination; it means a conspiracy of the monopolists, the ben- ; — Hiewien: —, ae a 
eliciaries under this bill as to the high rates of duty to be put on cer- | Dawes, Hiscock, Quay, Wolcott. ' 
tain articles in it, and it is necessary for the purposes of the bill to carry ABSENT—30. 
out this unity, to complete and maintain it, that the rate should not | Berry. Dixon, Kenna, Squire, 
be reduced upon a single article which has gone into this combination, | Blackburn, Dolph, Manderson, Stanford, 
We understand, then, the meaning of unity and the reason why the vote >. rida eek oe 
has been so unanimous and the responses so identical in regard to all | Butler, Hampton, Pasco, — Wileon of Iowa, 
the amendments offered Call, Hearst, Payne, Wilson of Md. 

Allow me to ask, sir, in the contemplation of the unity of such a Denial. — Nevada, er ge 
scheme, what interest has the Government in this legislation; what ; . 
interest has the public or the general welfare in arranging the details | 50 the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], which 
will be again reported. r 


of such unity? 

Senators upon this floor have said that — under this bill is an 
incident, Senators upon the opposite side of the Chamber have even on a 
hoasted that it is mah Mr. President, revenue under this bill is not | . The SkckETARY. At the end of paragraph 571 it is proposed to add 
even an incident; it is only an accident. the following: a 

I heard the Senator from Ohio, in defense of his vote for maintaining All binding-twine manufactured in whole or in part from istle or Tampico 
‘he high rate upon both of these articles, say that it was necessary in or- | *eT: manila, sisal-grass, or sunn. : 

(er to promote their manufactare in the United States, and after awhile | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon this amendment the yeas and 
\lie competition here would be so great as to reduce the prices. I | 9@Y8 have been ordered. 

think that is a very ancient platitade. I do not think there isany | The Secretary proceded to call the roll. . : 

economic writer, auy practical publicist, any one who has had any ex-| Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
perience in the finance or treasury of any government of the world, | ®tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETriGREw]. , 

who will restate such a platitude at this time, and I was sorry to hear| Mt. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce my 
it repeated. It depends upon the fallacy that in order to reduce prices | Pait with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton ]. 

you must have actual competition, whereas the opportunity, the ca-| | Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am informed 
pacity to compete, has the same effect exactly upon prices as actual | that the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BLacksuRN], with whom Tam 
competition. . Paair PASOO (when his heme was called). I'am paired with th 

‘The monopolist upon the frontier settlement who had the one mill , - . c 
and was snnstlealie caimeatedl of overcharging his customers, did not | Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casry]. In his absence I withhold 
wait until a new one was erected, but when he found that measures | ™Y Vote. . ee . 
were being taken tor that purpose, reduced his charges in order to re- | Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I again announce my pair with the Sena- 
iain his customers, and so it will be with the modern capitalist under | tot from Maryland [Mr. WrLson] and withhold my vote. 
this bill. Ifthe rates of duty were reduced the effect would be to re- | The roll-call was concluded. 
duce the prices to purchasers, not to increase importations. The mo-| Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
nopolists or the manufacturers would aes wait = ——- of that ——— If he were present, he would vote “* yea,’’ and I should vote 
kind, but would adapt themselves to the reasonable prices authorized : . ee 
under a bill for revenue on the revenue line, and they would not de-| __ Mr. PIERCE. I wish to aoe oe colleague (Mr. CASEY], 
lay for competition. By placing the duties upon the revenue line or if present, would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this proposition. — - 4 
near the revenue line, we need pot pay out unnecessary money, wn- r, DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I am paired with the Sen- 
necessary taxes in waiting for or inducing competition, but we can | ®tor from Washington (Mr. Squire]. 
have competition to-day the moment such an act takes effect. The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 18; as follows: 


LLL LLL LLL LL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- YEAS—33, 
dered, the Secretary will call the roll. Reagan 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when Mr. Berry’s name was called), Aico, Faulkner, oe Sawyer, 
My colleague, Mr. Berry, has been called from the Senate Chamber, | Barbour, — — es 
and is paired with the Senator from Colorado (Mr. TELLER]. My col- ——. Gray, - eu Verne’ 
league would vote ‘‘yea’’ if present. Carlisle Harris, Pierce, : Vest, 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- Cockrell, Hearst, Plumb, Walthall, 
ator from South Dakota (Mr. Pertiorxw]. If be were here, I should | S°K*..... an og Washburn, 
vote ‘‘yea.”’ Cullom, MeNillan, Ransom, 





2) mae, 


1890. 





NAYS—I8. 
i y ub i ; Stewart, 

Aldrich, Edmunds Hiscock 
Blodgett Evarts, lioar, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Frye, Platt, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Hawley, Quay, 
Dawes, Higgins Sherman, 

4 BSENT—28. 

; Jonesof Nevada, Sanders, 

Rerry, Dixon, i : 
Blackburn, Dolph, Kenna, Squire, 
Blair Eustis, Morrill, Stanford, 
Brown Farwell, Paddock, eller, 
Call, | George, Pasco, Voorhees 
Casey Hale Payne, Ww ilson of Iowa, 
Daniel Hampton Pettigrew, Wilson of Mad, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 

572. Gold beaters’ molds and gold beaters’ skins. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
on page 120, line 18, after the word ‘‘Grease,’’ tostrike out ‘‘degras;”’ 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

573. Grease and oils, such as commonly used in soap-making or in wire-draw- 
ing, ete. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not think that word should be stricken irom 
the paragraph. It is not necessary, of course, to reargue the question, 
as it was discussed when we were considering the dutiable schedules. 
I shall ask a vote uponit, but I shall not call for the yeas and nays, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the 
vote taken upon striking out the word “‘degras?”’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir; upon striking out the word ‘‘ degras.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out “‘degras.’’ [Putting the question. ] 
The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the vote be taken again. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Chair will again put the ques- 
tion. [Putting the question.] The Chair is unable to decide by the 
sound, 

The question being again put, the amendment was agreed to—ayes 
29, noes not counted. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 573, in line 20, on page 120, betore the words ‘‘are fit,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘as’’ and insert ‘‘ which;’’ so as to read: 

Or for stuffing or dressing leather, and which are fit only for such uses, not 
specially provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

574. Guano, manures, and all substances expressly used for manure. 

575. Gunny-bags and guony-cloths, old or refuse, fit only for remanufacture. 

576. Guts, salted. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
page 121, line 2, to strike out paragraph 607, as originally numbered, 
as follows: . 

607. Gypsum, or sulphate of lime. 

Mr. VANCE. 
this gypsum, or sulphate of lime, is to be transferred toif it is stricken 
out here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To paragraph 655 on the top of page 127. 

Mr. VANCE. With what duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No duty. 
page 127. 

655. Plaster of Paris and sulphate of lime unground. 

Mr. VANCE. It is just transferred from one place to another in the 
free-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
if there be no objectien. 

Mr. VANCE. [I have no objection; it is still on the free-list. 

The reading of section 2 was continued, as follows: 


578. Hair of horse, cattle, Russian camel,and other animals, cleaned or un- 
cleaned, drawn or undrawn, but unmanufactured, not specially provided for in 
this act; and human hair, raw, uncleaned,and not d awn. 

579. Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora goat-skins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out of the paragraph last read the 
words ‘‘hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken 
out will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the following: 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled ; 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

Angora goat-skins, raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, 
raw or unmanufactured, and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on. 

Mr. PLUMB. In order that this shall be carried out, I may at the 
proper time move to insert as an amendment in a proper part of the 
bill these words: 


Hides and skins, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, except 
sheep-skins with the wool on, | cent per pound. , 


There does not seem to be any reason why there should not be ex- 


_—~ 


The amendment will be agreed to, 


tended to hides the protection afforded by this bill and for a long time | draws his vote. 


XXI——608 


ea 
vse 


’ 
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by the tariff laws in force. The cattle industry of the country repr 
sents probably twelve or thirteen million dollars in capital 


nvested 


animals slaughtered 


would be a very pront ible income t » owners of cattle. The industry 
has been for a great many years in a very depressed condition. Cer- 
tainly, as compared with the manufacturing stry, it has had very 
hard lines, and it would seem now in the line of that which has been 
stated to be the general object and purpose of this | to equalize 
duties and benefits as between the manutacturer and ti onsumer, 
and especially between the manufacturer and the agriculturist, there 
ought to be no objection whatever to the imposition of this duty 
I am free to say that ifthe duty had contormed in othe: pects to 
what I thinkit ought to be, what in my judgment was proper and right 
instead ot largely increasing duties, | should not have made this mo 
tion; but certainly nothing less than this is equitable The duty in 
fact might be made greater without then puttingthe producers of cat- 
| tle upon an equality with the manufacturers whoare so carefnily taken 


care of in this bill: and in order to carry out the idea which has been 


stated as the fundamental object of this bill, the idea of e ty he- 
| tween the manufacturers and consumers, 1 make this motion and hope 
it may receive the concurrence of the Senate I ask tor the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 
‘The yeas and nay were ordered. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read 
The SEcRETARY. On page 121, lines 7 and 8, paragraph 579, it is 


I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island where 


proposed to strike out— 


Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry sited 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope this amendment will prevail 
This is a great industry, a great interest. The annual hide product 
of the United States is, I believe, greater now than the annuel wool 
prodact. It is peculiarly American, and the Senatortrom Kansas h 
stated that it has been very much depressed of late 
ment will be agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to cali the roll 
ing to the amendment of Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called | beg leave to state that 
I am paired with the Senator from Washington | Mr. Squire] 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMprTon ], 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
should vote ‘*‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO when his name was called + lam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsey], and in his absence I withhold 
my vote, 

Mr. PUGH (when Mr. MoRGAN’S name was called). I desire toan- 
nounce the pair of my colleague [Mr. MORGAN] with the Senator from 
New York [Mr. EvArts]. My colleague is necessarily absent. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called 
senior Senator from Indiana | Mr. VooRHEES 


I hope the amend- 


on tme «yu tion of agree- 


fam paired with the Sen 


[am paired with 
If he were present, | 


[am paired with the 
If he were present, | 


| Should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 


Mr. SPV ONER (when his name was called { am paired with the 


| Senator from Mississppi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 


It is transferred to this provision on | 


Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). [am paired with the 


| Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 


The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. I intended to say thatif I were not paired I should 
vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam requested by the Senator from Arkansas [M 
JONES] to announce that he is paired with the Senator {r »m New York 
[Mr. Hiscock]. If the Senator from Arkansas were present he would 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do lI understand the announcement to have been 
made that the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. 

Mr. HARRIS. TheSenator from Arkansas requested me to announce 
his pair. He is not in the Chamber. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I am at liberty to vote ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course; if you vote ‘‘ nay 
would vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
negative. 

Mr. EVARTS. 
MorGAan]. 
ee nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO. I am requested to announce that the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is temporarily absent from the Chamber, 
and is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). The junior Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort] and myself had agreed to transfer 
our pairs, but his pair is now present and voting. Therefore I with 
draw my vote, being paired with the Senator trom Vermont [ Mr. Mor- 
RILL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


JONES | is absent ? 


’ that is the way he 


The vote will be recorded in the 
I am paired with the Senator from 


Alabama [| Mr, 
I do rot see him in his seat. 


Otherwise I would vote 


The Senator from Tennessee with- 
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Mr, PADDOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. Iam just informed 
that he did not vote. Therefore I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 30; as follows 


; YEAS—l4. 
Alleu, Higgine, Plumb, Wilson of Lowa, 
Allison Ingalls Quay, Wolcott 
Cameron, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cullom Moody, Washburn, 
NAYS—O. 
Aidrich, Colquitt Hiscock, Ransom, 
Barbour Dawes, Hoar, Reagan 
tate, Faulkner Kenna, Sawyer, 
Butler Frye, MeMillan, Vance, 
Carlisle Gibson McPherson Vest, 
Chandler, Gray, Pierce, Wilson of Md, 
OCockre!! Hale, Pugh 
Coke Hawley, Platt, 
ABSENT—#, 
Berry. Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
Blackburn, Edmunds Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Blair Eustis, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blodyett Evarts, Morgan, Squire, 
Brown Farwell, Morrill, Stanford, 
Call, George, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Case, Gorman, Pasco, Teller, 
Danie! Hampton Payne, Turpie, 
Davis. Harris, Pettigrew, Voorhees 
Dixon Hearst, Power, Walthall. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I desire to state, in reference to the 
amendment proposed yesterday by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
DAvis] relating to binding-twine, that I was unavoidably absent from 
the Senate. My pair does not seem to have beenannounced. I should 
have voted for the amendment yesterday if I had been present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 

580. Hide cuttings, raw, with or without hair, and all other gine stock. 

81. Hide rope. 

82. Hones and whetstones. 

583, Hoofs, unmanufactured. 

584. Hop roots for cultivation. 

585. Horns and parts of, unmanufactured, including horn strips and tips. 

586. toe. 

587, India rubber, crude and milk of, and old scrap or refuse India rubber 
which has been worn out by useand is fit only for remanufacture. 

588, Indigo. 

580. lodine, crude. 

90. Ipecac. 

591, Iridium. 

562, Ivory and vegetable ivory, not sawed, cut, or otherwise manufactured. 

3, Jalap. 

594. Jot, unmanufactured. 

595. Joss-stick, or Joss-light. 

196. Junk, old 

"07. Kelp. 

08. Kieserite 

612, Loadstones, 

613. Madder and munjeet, or Indian madder, ground or prepared, and all ex- 
tracts of. 

614. Magnesite, or native mineral carbonate of magnesia, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MclrHERSON | suggested to me some time since that he intended to 
offer an amendment in regard to lumber at the proper time. I suggest 
to him that it should be inserted after paragraph 612. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I would prefer to do that when we return to 
Schedule D, as we must return to that schedule and take up lumber. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I move the insertion of wood on the 
free-list on page 133. I gave notice of an amendment to the wood 
schedule the design of which is to strike out “‘white pine, ’’ and also 
to reduce the duty on spruce. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is immaterial where it is put in. 

Mr. YEST, IL offer an amendment to come in after paragraph 612. 

The Curzr CLERK. On page 123, after paragraph 612 it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Timber, hewn and sawed, squared or sided, and sawed boards, plank, deals, 
and paee jumber of hemlock, white wood, sycamore, white pine, and bass- 
wood, 

Mr. VEST. Upon that I desire the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. That amendment follows the long schedule in 
to lumber and timber among the dutiable articles, copied from it word 
for word. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask if this would come in alphabetical order at this 
point. Timber would come in later. 

Mr. ALDRICH.  Isuggestthatit be put under the head of ‘‘ lumber’”’ 
and inserted after paragraph 612. 

Mr. VEST. I put it originally as lumber, butsomeof my colleagues 
insisted that it ought to be timber. Put it in as lumber, and then it 
will come in here in alphabetical order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri desire to have it reported as “‘lumber?’’ 
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Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not wish to interfere, but I 
think it would be better to take up the wood schedule and see what 
we can do with that, and then, if necessary, recur to the free-list in 
order to perfect it. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not care when it comes up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would say, in response to the Senator from Iowa, 
that I think it is perfectly immaterial. It makes no difference whether 
the amendment is considered with the free-list or with the dutiable-list. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, for the sake of convenience I 
suggest that a vote be taken upon substituting for the entire Schedule 
D the proposition to place certain manufactured articles of wood in 
Schedule D and all the rest on the free-list, which includes this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and of the Senator trom 
Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [am perfectly willing to go back to Schedule D, 
if that is agreeable to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON, I care nothing about it. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Rhode Island this ques- 
tion: If it be decided that lumber is to be put on the free-list, then 
where would he place it on the list of free articles? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Right here after paragraph 612. 

Mr. VEST. Very well; let us go back and take up the schedule. 
It is a mere matter of detail as to arrangement of the matter. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then my substitute for the whole paragraph 
may be voted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The first proposition of the Senator 
from Missouri is that the present order of paragraphs be laid aside in- 
formally. 

Mr. VEST. No, we may aswell vote on this proposition of putting 
lumber on the free-list. There will be no objection made, I think, to 
acting on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection is made. 

Mr. VEST. Then, Mr. President, I would like to makea few obser- 
vations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will be 
heard upon the pending amendment, which is to insert the amendment 
directly after paragraph 612. The Senator from Missouri is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if Senators will recur to the Recorp 
which was contemporaneous with the destruction of Chicago by fire, they 
will find a very interesting series of arguments and a vote upon this 
question in the United States Congress. Itis very valuable for two rea- 
sons: In the first place, as an answer to the contention of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps] that the consumer does not pay the 
duty, but that it is paid by the importer simply in order to get into the 
American market ; and in the second place, it is valuable as indicating 
the fact that the lumber producers and dealers of the United States con- 
sider the tariff duty as in their interest. 

Without recurring to the record, which is quite voluminous, for the 
debate lasted some weeks, I want to state it succinctly asit happened, 
because I have had occasion to examine very recently the record of both 
the Senate and the House. 

Just after the Chicago fire, which destroyed two-thirds or three- 
fourths of that magnificent city and was a disaster unparalleled in the 
history of the United States, our late colleague, General Logan, then a 
Senator from Illinois, in this body offered a resolution which put lum- 
— hardware, and all materials used in house-building on the free- 

ist: 

The resolution was vehemently opposed by the late Senator Carpen- 
ter, a brilliant lawyer and a member of this body, upon the ground 
that it was unconstitutional, and, in his characteristic way, by the late 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Chandler] on the ground that it was im- 
politic. ‘The Senate disposed of the question by sending it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. After elaborate discussion in that committee, 
it came back to the Senate with two reports—a majority report made 
by Senator Carpenter, joined by two of his colleagues, against the con- 
stitutionality of the proposed Logan resolution, and a minority report 
by the Senator trom Vermont {[Mr. Epmunps] and one of his colleague: 
in favor of the constitutionality of the resolution. 

Debate then went on in this Chamber for three weeks, the conten - 
tion on the part of Mr. Chandler and Mr. Carpenter being that to put 
lumber on the free-list was unjust to the great lumber interests of the 
Northwest, and especially of Michigan and Wisconsin; that it took so 
much money out of the pockets of the lumber dealerstand Jumber pro- 
ducers, and that there had been great forest fires in the Northwest, 
which put the lamber upon the same footing with the peo- 


‘ple who had lost their homes in the city of Chicago. 


Finally it came to vote, and the resolution passed this body, includ- 
ing lumber, hardware, and all materials for house-building. It went 
to the House of ves and was there condemned most con- 
spicuously by the late Senator , then a member of the 


Conger, 
House, and sustained by Mr, FARWELL, of Chicago (now aSenator), who 
took the same position that was occupied by Senator Logan, then a 
Senator from Illinoisin this body. Debate went on in the House of Rep- 
resentatives for nearly a month, and the same reasons were vehemently 
urged by the Representatives from the lumber States against the reso- 
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lution, because there had been forest fires that had destroyed large 
quantities of lumber and created great pecuniary losses to the gentle- 
men who owned the forests in Michigan and Wisconsin. 

So vehement was the opposition that at last it resulted in a compro- 
mise by which ‘*lumber’’ was stricken out, and hardware and the other 
materials mentioned in the resolution were included or kept in. Lum- 
ber was taken ont of the resolution on account of this opposition, based 

gr d th 
— ora pockets of the lumber men, and because they had suf- 
fered from these enormous fires and were as much entitled to the sym- 


pathy of Congress as the people wo had lost their houses by the fire 


i ity of Chicago. 

So Mr. President, it has never been heard before, in connection with 
the subject-of lumber, that the consumer did not pay the import duty, 
and that debate, which was the most elaborate and vehement ever had 
upon this question, brought forth the arguments which I have named. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported 

The CHieF CLERK. Strike out the words ‘* hemlock, white wood 
sycamore, and hass-wood.’’ 

“Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the object of this amendment 
is to permit to enter duty free white-pine lumber of all dimensions and 
grades, whether in the form of timber, sawed planks, or building lum- 
TT inal fully the force of the suggestions made by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and I think he will agree with me that the 
lumber that enters into the dwellings of thiscountry, ina large degree, 
is that made of white pine; and it is with a view of reaching the result 
that white-pine lamber can be introduced duty free that I offer this 
amendment. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, there are three classes of articles 
which are absolutely essential to the existence of the people of this 
country—food, clothing, and shelter, We have been dealing heretofore 
with the articles which constitute their food and enter into their cloth- 
ing. We now have an opportunity to do something for them in the 
way of affording cheap materials for the construction of their houses, 
barns, fences, etc. 

Ofcourse, Mr. President, in five minutes it is impossible to discuss 
this question as it ought to be discussed, and I shall not attempt to do 
so. We have a very peculiar state of affairs in this country and have 
had for along time. On the one hand, the Government is offering a 
bounty to the people to plant trees, and on the other it is offering a 
bounty to them to cut them down and use them. 

It is undoubtedly true that our forests of pine, of white pine, at least, 


very few years the supply in this country will be practically exhausted 
if we continue under the present system. I can not now enter into 
the statistics, but I think when the next census reports are published 
it will be found that there has been a very great, and I may say a very 
dangerous diminution of the supply of timber in this country. 

Neither will I now attempt to enter into the question as to whethé: 
or not the consumer pays the duty, which has been alluded to again 
to-day. 

I remember another instance besides that just cited by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. Two years agoa fire occurred in the State 
of Maine, and immediately there was introduced in the House of Rep- 
resentatives by a distinguished member from that State, an ultra-pro- 


at the removal of the tax was just taking so much 


Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the 


| lie along that border. 
are being rapidly diminished, and that in the course of a comparatively | 


tectionist, too, a proposition to admit lumber duty {ree to the people | 


ot the town that had been burnt, for the purpose of enabling them to 
rebuild their houses more cheaply than they otherwise could. So that, 


as to this one article at least, there seems to be no difference of opinion | 


between the ultra-protectionists, the free-traders, and the revenue re- 
formers, as the case may be, with regard to the fact that the consumer 
does pay the duty upon the imported article. 


Now, I think that the owners of our forest lands will not be hurt in | 


the least degree by placing this article upon the free-list. I am satis- 


fied, upon information which I regard as authentic—and, indeed, I may | 


say, in some degree official—that Canada will admit our lumber free 
just as soon as we admit lumber from Canada free; and if a wider 
market is wanted for the manufacturers of this country, they will have 
it; for, notwithstanding all that has been said, Mr. President, about 
the value of the home market, which I cheerfully concede, it is certainly 


better for our people to have not only a home market, but a foreign | 


market besides, if they can get it. If the home market is valuable to 
the people, oe the market becomes more valuable to them when 
they can control a part of the product of foreign countries besides. 

But, as I said, Mr. President, it is impossible to enter into a discus- 
sion of this subject in the five minutes allotted to me, and I can not 
even attempt to outline the arguments which, in my judgment, ought 
to he made in support of this proposition. . 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the State of Connecticut is as mucha 
treeless State as any prairie State in the Union. We manufacture no 
lumber there. 


sawed there in a year. So the argument which addresses itself to the 


| , . , . . ‘ 

| ployed in that business in the woods 
| in the mills and 
| have s 


I do not suppose there are 10,000 feet of pine boards | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE,. Se 


8 KK CC S:S—™:~——SFSSS 





treeless States night be Ippose d to address itself to the inds of p 
ple living in the State of Connecticut And yetI confess that I hav 

ever heard in the State of Connecticut a single cry or demand from 
any source or quarter whatever for free lumbe: 

{ think the people of Connect ul rstand very well that free 
pine lumber simply means the enhancement of the value of the stand- 
ing pine that is owned in Canada, and they understand tly well 
that they would get their lumber no cheaper. | ver that may be 
they believe that it for their interest to hay ; in this 
country protected, the lumber interest of the States where itis carried 
on, as much as the industries which are carried ¢ 1: Connecticut. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that the Ser 
ator in charge of this bill has deferred yn upo dule 
until the Senate must discuss such a proposition as this under the fiv: 
minute rule, 

lam not at all surprised at the proposition made by Senato 
from Missouri [Mr. VeEsr| to put lumber generally upon the free-list 
[am not at all surprised by any proposition from that s fthe Cham 
ber to put any product of American capital and American labor which 
competes with the capital and labor of other lands upon the free-list 
because that course is not out of harmony with the economic princi 
ples which govern on that side of the Chamb 

But lam surprised, Mr. President, that Senators who claim to bi 
lieve in the protective system, in guarding the industries of the United 


States against the competition of 


yse to put white-pine lum 


States and the labor of the United 
foreign labor and foreign capital, should pro; 


ber, or any of the lumber for that matter, produced here upon the free 
| list. 

Chis proposition isa peculiar one, however, Mr. President It leave 
yellow pine dutiable in this bill at $2 per thousand feet. It leaves 
spruce lumber and other woed products, sawed, dutiable in the sam: 
way. Butit singles ont to be put upon the free-list the white pine 
product of Wisconsin, Michigan, and perhaps on two other State 
W hy should this be done ? 

Mr. President, take a pile of white-pine lumber, figure its cost from 
the standing tree, and you will find that « <cept the stumpage it repre 
sents labor, and nothing but labor. ‘The labor of the men who go into 
the woods in a harsh climate, in the cold, sleet, and ice, and who work 

| winter long to fell the trees, to make logging roads, to transport the 
logs to the streams, to ‘‘ bank ’’ them, and when the spring unlocks th 


drive them down the swift waters—a dangerous service. Then 


t] planing-mill, and the ] 


ivers to 
the labor at the saw-mill and the labor 
of those who transport to the market by water or rail 

We compete with Canada in this product. Our white-pine States 
There are vast forests of white pine in Canada 
It costs $2 less to manufacture a thousand feet, board measure, of white 
pine in Canada than it does in Michigan or Wisconsin. My colleague 
who knows, tells nie that labor of any kind in the woods of Canada is $10 
» month less than it isin the vi F t 


there 1s 


I 
woods ot yisconsil or in tn w 0ds Ol 





1n ; reported 
$1.50 to $1 per thousand, 
cuts in two the duty as it is under the present law; and I vent 
ure to say there is no item in this bill which represents labor upon 
item of white 


, 1 Ty ‘ , 4 
>to $1.50. The Senate con ‘ 


‘ 


the bill making a still furt 


whi h 


vhich a greater reduction h 


’ 
pine lumber 





When I go home to Wisconsin, or when my ft l iy right NI 
McMILLAN | goes home to Michigan,and the thousar of who we 
in the lumber camps and the saw-milis ask why it is that the labor « 


the American miner is to be protected against the labor of the Cai 
same time their labor to be left to this unfa 


dian miner, and at the 
competition with the Canadian logger and saw-mill labor, what are w 
to say? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair the Senator from 


Wisconsin that his time has expired. 

Mr. SPOONER, I will tal eo casio \I iy dent, to move ap 
amendment which will enable me to say something more on t 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, what I ha o say I de to say 

this side of the Chamber 

Mr. SPOONER. I was speaking to this side of the Chamb« 

Mr. FRYE. There are $300,000,000 invested in the United Sta 
in the lumber business. There are 1,000,000 of able-bodied men em 
on the rivers, in the camps, and 
those 1,000,000 able-bodied men, nearly all of them, 
dependent wpon them and their labor. They are not 
women ; they are not children; they are able-bodied workingmen. 

Now, our competitor is Canada. Everybody who knows anythin 
about the business of the two countries knows this—that in Canada 
labor of the same class of men is from 25 to 35 per cent. cheaper than 
it is in the United States. 

Now, takeanother step. Take the white pine of Wisconsin and Mich- 
igan. It seeks a market in the East. In order to reach that market 
it must pay at least one-half of the present duty for freight over and 


his subject 


ymebody 


minds of persons representing here what are called prairie States or | above the freight Canada pays to reach the same market. 
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Take it in the East. Nearly all the Canadian mills are in the East. 
They inclose us in their arms, They can reach our great market, New 
York, as cheaply as we can from any portion of New England. 

Now, one of the great industries of my Stateis lamber. Over twelve 
thousand or fifteen thousand able-bodied men are employed there in 
the lumbering business. How can any Senator who believes in pro- 
tection, or who says that he believes in it, vote to expose these tour 
million laboring men or our fifteen thousand laboring men to the com- 
petition of the Canadian labor by putting lumber on the free-list ? 
What kind of a protectionist is he? The Senators from Maine have 
voted a duty on coal, on wool, on scores of articles where the interest 
of the State of Maine was to have them free. Why? Because they 
are protectionists. 

Shall the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. WASHBURN], shall the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUM], snall the Senators trom Nebraska, 
because, forsooth, they think lamber might be a bit cheaper in their 
States, claim to be protectionists and vote to remove duties from lamber, 
and thus announce themselves free-traders whenever their people think 
their interests will be promoted by free trade? 

Mr. President, there is no consistency in any such protection. There 
is no right, no justice in it; and the declaration had better be made 
by these men that they believe in free trade, and therefore will vote it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think that of all countries on 
earth Canada should be the last to be favored by this country in our 
protective tariff. She discriminates against everything that comes 
from our country. Take agricultural machinery. Animport duty of 
35 per cent. is levied by Canada on machinery from the United States, 
while all other machinery has to pay a duty of from 10 to 25 per cent. 
Canada puts a duty on coal-oil especially high, 100 per cent. ; also on 
anthracite coal. We have no duty on anthracite coal, while they have 
a high duty on it, 56 centsaton. And so on through the whole list, 
which I have not time in my five minutes to recite. 

When we come to lumber, we have no duty on logs. If tea and cof- 
fee go from this country into Canada they have to pay a duty of 10 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me? 

Mr. STEWART. So that it does not come out of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada yield ? 

Mr. STEWART. [I yield, certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I simply wanted to read from the Canadian tariff, 
which I hold in my hand: 


Coffee, green, from the United States, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 
Coffee, roasted or ground, from the United States, 3 cents per pound and 10 
per cent, ad valorem. 


Gold and silver coin from the United States are free, and tea and 
coffee from every country save the United States are free. 

Mr. STEWART. Lhave a long list of discrimingting duties against 
the United States which I have not time to read, but I will come to 
the question of lumber. : 

We have no duty on logs. (They have a duty of $1.01 per thousand 
feet. Senators = remember that two years ago last spring a raft of 
logs came into this country, known as the Jogyins raft, and it paid 
$3,030 export duty to Canada. They have another method of getting 
even with us on lumber. Most of the lands belong to the public, and 
they charge a stumpage of $5 per square mile and a royalty of 5 per 
cent, on all sales. 

Now, if you put lumber on tho free-list, the Canadian Government, 
according to its uniform practice, will add to this royalty and put 
on an export duty, so that you will get no gain whatever from it, 
You will injure the million people engaged in the business for the ben- 
efit of the Canadian people and the Canadian Government. It is a 
square give-away of the rights of the American people. It will benefit 
no one, It will not make lumber one cent cheaper. 
~ You can trace it right throug the whole list and they will take ad- 
vantage of every particle of this tariff which you give away. They 
will tuke it and give it to their people and to their Government and 
keep it there for the benefit of the Canadian people and the Canadian 
Government as against our people who take this tariff off. It will not 
benefit the people of this country one iota, becanse they will put op all 
the burden it will bear and come into our market, and if you take off 
any part of the burden they will put iton again because they will putit 
at a point where they can compete with the American market. There 
is no use in oppressing our people for the benefit of strangers, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, whoever loves the farmer should op- 
pose this motion to place lumber on the free-list. As an interest by 
itself the lamber interest has more than all the importance that has 
been attributed to it in this brief debate. The lumber is not owned 
by the heavy men of Wisconsin and Michigan and some other parts of 
the country whose capital may perhaps be almost uniformly and in- 
differently invested on one side or the other of the line, but the great 
mass of the lumber of this country is owned in small lots located upon 
the homesteads of the farmers who live in that part of the country east 
of the prairies. 

When you touch this lumber interest anywhere east of the prairie 
which does not grow a tree, you touch the farmer, for every little home- 
stead has its ten, twenty, fifty, one hundred, or five-hundred-acre Jot 
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of timber, and on that timber the farmer depends for the money with 
which he pays his taxes, with which he educates his child. It is his 
little source of annual income in money, and to that he looks with more 
assurance than to any other crop which he raises. 

Take my own State asan illustration. Few, or little morethan half, 
of the people of New Hampshire are engaged in agriculture. Thereis 
not a farm in the State, there is not an abandoned farm in the State, 
upon which there is not growing a large portion of timber, and the 
value of that interest is becoming more and more important every year. 

This ownership is not concentrated. It is in a great number of in- 
dividuals. And when you touch one of them and touch his interests 
you touch them all. It is the farmer’s interest pre-eminently, and 
not the luamberman’s interest in its most significant sense. 

It will not do to put lumber on the free-list and talk about the pro- 
tective tariff, because in the progress of this debate action has been 
taken which, in my judgment, has gone deep, to the very foundation 
ot the system of protection in this country. It will be well for us who 
believe in it as indispensable to the prosperity of our people asa whole, 
and to the prosperity of the great mass of our people as individuals, if 
we contemplate seriously whether we are to give away any further the 
great principles of protection. If we put lumber on the free-list I do 
not believe this protective tariff is worth even whistling about. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the proposition to put lumber on the 
free-list affects principally the interests of the States lying along the 
Canadian line, Maine, New Hampshire, New York, Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, Washington, and Oregon. Probably the putting of white-pine 
lumber on the free-list will not affect the price of yellow-pine lumber 
manufactured in the Southern States. But this is not a question of 
what States or the industries of what States would be affected. 

As I understand the Constitution, when the thirteen original States 
adopted it they agreed that we were to be one nation, and the right 
to regulate foreign and interstate commerce was to be given to Con- 
gress, to a body which was to exercise its authority over the whole 
country and over all the people—over every foot of soil and over every 
citizen. 

Therefore, the duty of Congress in legislating upon this question is 
to legislate for the good of the whole. It is entirely a mistake to say 
that what injures Oregon does not injure Maine, or that what injures 
Maine does not injure Oregon, or that what injures Maine and Oregon 
does not injure Florida and Louisiana. You can not injure one of the 
States of the Union or destroy an enterprise or a business in one of the 
States of this Union without injuring the whole; and all the talk 
about whether the tariff on this or that will be beneficial to this State 
or that is foolishness. 

We do not manufacture white-pine lumber in Oregon or upon the 
Pacific coast to any great extent; but the admission free of duty of 
white-pine lumber into the United States would affect our markets 
and would destroy the industry with us if the price of lumber here was 
greatly reduced or if lumber was to be introduced into the United States 
trom Canada upon such, terms that the business could not be carried on 
upon the Pacific coast. 

Sir, I am in tavor of protecting every industry of the United States, 
and all alike, so far a3 on able to judge of what is necessary. I am 
not ready to join the corps of sappers and miners in this body, who 
are seeking to undermine the wall of protection which keeps out the 
cheap labor products of other countries from this country. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, ifthisGovernment were of that paternal 
character indicated by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn] and upon 
which he so loves to dwell, I could not imagine an interest that would 
appeal more strongly to a government conducted on such principles than 
the interest of preserving for the people within our borders the forests 
and lumber supply trom the spoliation and destruction of the present 
tariff which operates as a premium upon that destruction. I can not 
imagine any action of such a government as described that would be 
more for the general welfare, more in the line of conduct of the pater- 
nal governments of Europe, whose model the Senator from Oregon is 
so careful to copy in this regard. I do not know any interest which 
they more sedulously protect by their forestry laws, by their laws to 
prevent the destruction of timber and forests within their borders. 

Sir, if we can, without special regulations directed to that end, take 
away the premian which the present tariff on lumber presents for the 
destruction of our forests, then we have by governmental action meas- 
urably achieved a result which is rightin the line of that paternal care 
the Government should extend to all its people and all its interests, 
and which is so much lauded by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Presideat, I wasout of the Chamber when 
the amendment was offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON], but, as I understand, the effect of his amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], if adopted, will 
be to put white pine alone on the tree-list. 

Gedb being the case, I desire to say but a few words. If white pine 
is the only lumber involved, I can not see what especial effect it would 
have on the lumber of New England or the lumber of Oregon; for in 
New England the pine lumber was exhausted, or substantially ex- 
hausted, many-years ago. 

When I was a boy and lived in the old State of Maine, so ably rep- 
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resented on this floor, pine lamber was an important element, and the | list, as well as what their experience had been in reference to the eleven 


manufacture or cutting of pine lamber was & great and important in- | y 
But in the years that have elapsed that pine lumber has been | 


dustry. 
exhausted or substantially exhausted. ; 

In Oregon, or on the Pacific slope, there is no pine lumber, and of 
course the idea of free lumber in Minnesota or Michigan can cut no 
figure whatever on any kind of lumber ou the Pacific slope. 


Now. Mr. President, Iam not clear in my own mind as to the effect | 


of putting white-pine lumber on the free-list. 

The Senator from Vermont {Mr. EpMUNDs] in his remarks yester- 
day, quoting the Senator from Michigan on my left, claimed that putting 
lumber on the tree-list would have no effect on the price. That, of 
course, we can not tell until we makeatest. If it does reduce the 


price of lumber it will bea great boon to millions of people who in- | 


habit the prairies of the West, Northwest, and Southwest, and J, for | 


one, am glad to see it adopted. : ee 

So faras the question of the industry isconcerned, I donot thinkit cuts 
the slightest figare in the world. 1 donot believe one board less, one 
slab less, will be manufactured in New England, Michigan, Minnesota, 
or in Wisconsin by putting this on the free-list. 1 donot believe labor 
will be paid one nickel less per day. 1f anybody shall suffer by put- 
ting lumber on the free-list it is the gentlemen, the millionaires who 
own the pine-timber lands. § Tate! 

And let me tell you that in those three great States of Michigan, 


Wisconsin, and Minnesota it is getting into the hands of a very few, | 


and the time is not far distant, unless there is some escape, when we 
shall see as much of a corner or a combine on white-pine lumber as we 
have seen on binding-twine. For that reason I am disposed to vote to 
place it on the free-list. ; , x 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the people of the State of Vermont 
have no immediate interest in white pine, for the white pine of that 
country has long since gone. There is a very large establishment in 
that State engaged in the importation of white pine lumber—the third, 
I believe, in the United States—and of other lumber, and their inter- 
ests are the interests of importers, of course, for they are importers. 
Probably 98 per cent. of the lumber that they deal in is Canadian Jum- 
ber, the Michigan lumber finding its way much more cheaply, of course, 
on account of the distance, to the great Chicago market, which, I be- 
lieve, isat the head of the list of lumber markets of the United States, 
Albany being the second. 


irs of free lumber while they were in the business, 


rheir « x perience 
during that time I have already stated, so | 


need not repeat it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thetime of the Senator trom Vermont 
has expired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wanted to read the letter J referred to 

Mr. BUTLER. Print it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will get a chance by and b 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, the substitu h I have 
had the honor to offer to this schedule is the same in all respects as 
found in the Mills bill, so called, with which the Sena imiliar 
As will be seen, with the exception of a few manufactured articles in 
wood all else in Schedule D is placed upon the free-list Che impor- 


tations in value during the fiscal year 1889, as credited by the commit 





tee to this schedule, is $9,570,860. 79 Che duties paid were $1,761,- 
252.01; the percentage, 18.40 per cent., and the proposed percenta 
19.16 per cent. 

The object and purpose of this amendm neec not in this pres 
ence, when it has been discussed so often, beagain stated. It is proper 
to say, however, that the rapid depletion of our forests has been made 
the subject of national and State concern. Not only is nature itself 
defaced, but it produces conditions far-reaching in their results upon 
the climate, the soil, the comfort, and the health of the people 
Streams are lessened in volume or dried up absolutely It tends to 
deprive great and prosperous cities of an adequate supply of pure and 

| wholesome water, and also affects commerce 

I am told that De Lesseps planted rows of trees along both sides o 


the Suez Canal, more for utility than for ornament 


If 1 believed, with my friend from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], who | 


has just addressed the Senate, that the price of lumber to the con- 


sumer, or even to the retail dealer, would be mitigated at all just so | 


far as the particular people among whom I live and have my home are 
concerned, I should be in favorofit. ButIstated some facts the other 
day, from statistics, which I will repeat now, which go to show that, 
having tried an experiment under conditions favorable to the con- 
sumers far better than the conditions now are, when there was less 


combination, more of universality and competition in trade, in lumber | 


as well as in everything else, the putting of lumber on the free-list in 
1855 by treaty did not benefit the consumer or the small dealer; that 
the largest part of the benefit was putting money in the pockets of the 
foreigners, and the rest of the benctit, down almost to the last dollar— 
not quite for a year or two in regard to the very poorest kind of stuff 
I believe, because I wish to state it absolutely within bounds—went 
into the hands of the importer and the big operator. 

After having tried it for eleven years, the test of experiment which 
my friend trom Minnesota wishes to try again now, under much more 
favorable conditions tor the consumer than then, lumber was put back 
on the datiable-list by the abrogation of the treaty. 

Mr. President, I have obtained from Albany and, through the Treas- 
ury Department, from Chicago, in addition to what my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] has presented, the statistics of the lum- 
ber trade in those places and the price-lists from the newspapers and 
from the lumber exchanges, all of which (with the shade of exception 
that I have stated, of a temporary character) show what I have stated. 

In 1866, when the treaty was terminated and lumberagain went onthe 
dutiable list, the gold prices of 1854 and 1855 of course did not exist, 
but the depreciated currency prices of 1866 did exist. ‘The result 
demonstrated, looking at it in large and in particular, with the mere 
trifling exception that was stated the other day, that not the consumer 
was injured by putting it back on the dutiable list, but the foreign pro- 
ducer and the foreign operator; and the home importer and big oper- 
ator did not makeso much profitas they did before, but that the Treasury 
of the United States, the common fund of all the people tor the Mississippi 
River improvements and for everything that makes up the common 
welfare under our appropriations, giving the benefit to all, and the con- 
sumer did not suffer for it, but as a citizen of the United States, inter- 
ested in its public funds and their appropriate expenditures, got it, 


ished accordingly. 

Mr. President, as I have said, Albany is, I believe, the second largest 
lumber market in the United States. It has been so for a great many 
years. I wrote to the largest lumber concern there, some members of 
whom I met years agoand whom I knew by reputation, to inquire how the 
prices of lumber would be affected if lumber were now put on the free- 


i lic ) | particularly the yellow fir 
and the profits of the large operator, foreign and domestic, were dimin- | 


to-day the 
banks of the canal through the parched, arid desert are covered thick 
with beautiful verdure. Ifa law could, with justice and propriety, be 
passed that would save from the ax every living growing tree in this 
country for the next ten years, I would gladly vote forit. Iam aware, 
however, that the future prosperity of our forests require the 
of the older and less vigorous trees. Let this be done 
itstop. Asan aidin bringing about this result, I hav 
lumber be put upon the free-list. 

But this is not all. Lumber is one of 
andit concerns the comfort, happiness, and prosperity of the whole people. 
Every man, woman, and child is interested in having cheap lumber, 
and none more so than the pioneer upon our Western plains, w 
lumberissoscarceand dear. Wood products are the substantial element 
in making our homes and implements, and wood furnishes the material 
for packing all foreign and domestic commerce 
upon which our vast system of railways are laid, while our newspape1 
and books are printed on paper made from wood, Ournear neighbors 
have timber in plenty and are ready to supply us at lowe: 


and 
° i 


removal 
i there let 
proposed that 


the necessities of civilization, 





It gives the foundation 


rates tha 


i 
we can harvest our own, or you would not be asking for a duty, and 
still the work of destruction goes on. 

It is not an industry that gives much employment to American la- 
bor. Our Canadian neighbor, whose lumber is shut out of our mar 
kets by our tariff laws, furnishes the jor partof the labor. The 


' t 
hamber 





Canadian lumbermen work in our forests during the harvest, 
and take their money home to spend it, where its purchasing power is 
greater. In justice to all interests, lumber should goto the tree-list, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, lumber is one of the important 
industries, perhaps the greatest single one, of the State I have the hono 
in part to represent. 

As illustrative of the development of this interest I will state tha 
in the ten years from 1850 to 1860 the manutacture of lumber in 
Washington amounted to 65,000,000 feet per annum; in the next dec 
ade it amounted to 125,000,000 per year; in the next it amounted to 
over 250,000,000 feet per annum; and for the period from 1480 to 1890 
to over-400,000,000 feet per annum; and so this interest continues to 
develop, the yield of our mills reaching now about 700,000,000 feet 
per annum. I find that the industry of shingle-making is rapidly 
growing in importance, so that our interior shipments tor the last 
reached 1,500 car-loads or more. 

The timber is the great industry of Puget Sound. It isan industry 
in which labor is more concerned than inalmostany other, The larger 
value of this mighty productis labor; you may say from the time th 
ax is struck in the tree until the finished lumber passes out to shi 
board the entire value imparted to this cheap material, th: wing 


most 


yeat 


forest, consists of labor. 

Mr. President, my State is immediately along the Canadian border. 
The great forests extending up through Oregon and Washington con- 
tinue across an imaginary line into the British possessions, and the 
classes employed in the lumber industries upon both sides of this line 


are bronght in competition. It is true this character of lumber is mor 
west of the mvuntains, but when y 


to the eastern side of the Cascade Mountains there you find a different 


ou pa 


character of lumber. There the pine forests are found upon both sides 
of the imaginary line that separates these countries; and here again 
you bring the people of the United States and of the British posses 
sions in direct competition with each other. 

Mr. President, while it is a fact that the young State wv h I have 


the honor in part to represent derives comparatively little advantage 
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as yet from the system of protection, its people regard it as the wise 
and true American system. ‘They believe it is that which has builded 
up the other mighty Commonwealths of this Union,and that the State 
of Washington must be developed and sustained by the same policy; 
and it is because we are in sympathy with this policy, because it is 
part and parcel of this great American system, that we want it pre- 
served. Inthisinstanceit comes directly home tothe benefitof my State. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it in order now to offer an amendment to the 
amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), The Chair 
will state that an amendment to the amendment is not now in order, 
becanse the pending question is an amendment already offered to an 
amendment. The pending question is on the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
sourl. 

Mr. HALE. The present rates of duty in the lumber schedule are 
the lowest in the entire tariff statute, and it ha’ always seemed to me 
a remarkable thing that in dealing with the question of the reduction 
of duties upon articles which come into this country and compete with 
the products of American labor, lumber should in any way have a 
place in the programme of reduction. We put the rates in the other 
schedules from 26 to 30 and 40 per cent. and even higher than that, 
and they are submitted to, but the present rate of duty upon any for- 
eign Juamber coming in here is none of it higher on long lumber than 
iG or 17 per cent., and the duty upon white pine involved in the amend- 
meut now pending is less than 10 per cent. as the committee has re- 
ported it; and yet, Mr. President, there is no article upon the whole tariff 
list where the clean question of protecting our labor against foreign 
labor is so plain as upon lumber. 

‘There are none of the questions which are raised in other cases as to 
the real wages paid for labor that arise here. Whatever doubt there 
is about the wages in England or Germany or France upon their prod- 
ucts, nobody doubts that the Canadian laborer working alongside of 
our laborer, with a hundred miles only, perhaps, between the two, is 
employed at a rate from 25 to 40 per cent. cheaper than ours, and that 
the whole valine of lumber as it appears in the market, with the ex- 
ception of the small sum paid for stumpage or upon limits in Canada, 
is labor. 

Mr. President, what force is there in the crusade that is made upon 
this article’ It is not confined tothe North, nor to the Middle States, 
but is a great product which labor has to hew out into many forms of 
use, and the supply of our lumber is found not only in the Northern 
and Middle States, but in the South as well, and the aggregate of -its 
product puts it among the very highest in the rank of importance, and 
[ appeal to Sepators upon the other side in considering this question of 
reduction to bear in mind that the lumber interest has never come to 
Congress, representing though it does millions of the laboring people 
of the United States, for more protection. 

It is quite willing that the little protection which it has shall re- 
main as it is, although that small duty is the equal of all of the profit 
that the manufacturer gains. You may take oft the $2 or $1 upon 
different forms of lumber and bring in Canadian lumber free without 
the consumer receiving a particle of benefit, and in hundreds of cases it 
will drive our lumbermen out of business and substitute Canadian 
for our own labor. Yet with this small margin we have been forced 
to be content in times past; and to-day lumber is perhaps the only in- 





‘terest that has not appeared before committees and knocked at their 


doors for an increase of the rate of duty. I appeal to Senators under 
these conditions not to wage this crusade against this labor which is 
least of all protected in our tariff duties. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has stated 
that the average duty on lumber is lower, perhaps, than that on any 
other great industry. The tariff, I believe, is only about 15 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. HALE. Not more than that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In addition to what has been indicated by the 
Senator from Maine in regard to the cheapness of the production of 
lumber in Canada, and in British Columbia more parti ly, I desire 
to attract the attention of the Senate to the fact that the timber crown 
lands are all held, or nearly all of them, by large mill-owners on long 
leases at low rates, 

It costs but very little, so far as the people of Canada and British Co- 
lumbia particularly are concerned, to obtain control of the timber lands 


and timber of that country, so that the whole amount, or nearly the 


whole amount, invested is a matter of labor. The English Govern- 
ment have subsidized steam-ships, as we know, connecting China with 
British Columbia, They have brought over Chinese in immense num- 
bers, and nearly all of the mill-owners in British Columbia employ 
Chinese labor, and the productions, therefore, are of the cheapest pos- 
sible character, 

Now, it is proposed to place lumber on the free-list, or at least cer- 
tain- kinds of lumber. 

The balance of trade of the United States in connection with our ex- 


change with all the nations of the earth in regard to the timber product 
is largely in our favor. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Including Canada? 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, I believe, including Canada; but with Can- 
ada alone the balance is largely against us, over $7,000,000 about, 
while Canada, at our very door, is the largest exporter of timber in the 
world, Itisa much larger exporter of timber than Russia, which is 
the next largest exporter of thatarticle inthe world. It exports three 
times the amount of Sweden, Norway, and Germany. It is dumping 
its Jumber and timber into the United States by the millions and has 
been for years past, notwithstanding the present duty, toa much larger 
extent, indeed, than into all Great Britain combined. 

Canada’s exports of timber two years ago were 160,028,850 cubic 
feet, being 18,418,895 cubic feet more than the amount exported by 
Russia, the next largest exporter of timber in the world, and 46,062,- 
832 cubic feet more than exported by Sweden, which stands third on 
the list of exporters of this product; she exports 53,954,480 cubic feet 
more than the United States, the fourth on the list. 

Of the 300,000,000 feet of Canada spruce exported in 1888, 170,000,000 
feet of the amount found a market in the United States, while only 
130,000,000 feet went to Great Britain. Considering, therefore, this 
great competitor at our very doors, and in view of the fact that more 
than $300,000,000 are invested in the lumber industry in the United 
States, giving employment to hundreds of thousands of men, that it is 
the basis and support of innumerable other industries, and paying into 
the pockets of farmers for supplies over $40,000,000 annually, the 
proposition to place lumber on the free-list would seem to be little else 
than a deadly blow at one among the many of the great American in- 
dusiries. 

Therefore, with our lumber interests thus menaced, the proposition 
to place lumber on the free-list, or timber or any of the products of 
tiniber, it seems to me, is rather absurd, looking at the question from 
the standpoint of a protective tariff. 

In addition to all that, Canada to-day has an import duty on lum- 
ber, so far as her own country is concerned, 10 per cent. higher, con- 
sidered ad valorem, than has the United States. Her import duty 
upon lumber is about 25 per cent.,and she has an export duty on logs 
besides. 

I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate further. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope we may have a vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President, Iam afraid the Senate hardly 
understands the full magnitude of this industry. 

I will confine myself to a statement with regard to the State of Mich- 
igan alone, which comes within my own personal knowledge. The 
product of lumber in Michigan last year was 4,642,965,317 feet. It 
sold for $60,358,545. It employedin the mills alone, not including the 
men employed in the woods in the winter—and they were about the 
same number, so that it made continuous employment for the year 
around for about the same number of able-bodied men—23,750 men. 
The amount of wages paid in the mills alone, which is about half the 
amount paid in the entire operation, not including the amount paid 
in the woods, was $7,670,000. , 

Mr. President, in the consideration of this whole bill it has been the 
study of the committee and the effort, on this side of the Chamber at 
any rate, to protect American labor. We have taken our stand in favor 
of protection to American labor, and how we can now entertain the 
proposition of putting lumber upon the free-list, employing in this 
country 300,000 men in the industry, is more than I can understand. 

If we are to abandon this great principle and consider the proposition 
of putting lumber upon the free-list because some of the States want 
it, there will be no end to that method of vs Michigan, if it 
took a certain view of these matters, would be opposed to a duty 7 
iron, upon cotton, upon woolens. We make none of those things, but 
consume a great many. But Michigan is a protection State, and con- 
sequently a firm Republican State, and I see no good reason why this 
onslaught should be made upon the principal industry of the State of 
Michigan and the State of Wisconsin. 

It was announced by President Cleveland, and it has been conceded 
by the most extreme men upon the other side of this Chamber, that a 
duty which equalized wages between this country and other countries 
was a fair and justifiable duty. Now, I state, sir, with positive know]- 
edge on this subject, that the wages in producing a thousand feet ot 
lumber in Michigan or Wisconsin is more than it is in Canada 
to equal the entire amount of this duty. The labor-cost of lumber in 
Wisconsin or Michigan is not less than $8. The difference in wages is 
not less than 25 per cent., and 25 per cent. of $8 is $2, which is the 
present duty. : } : 

Then another fact which is very proper to be taken into consideration 
is that while the stampage in Michigan and Wisconsin is from $4 to 
$6, the stu of the Canada operator is not over $2. It is consider- 
ably less, but we will call it $2. ere is a difference again in the cost 
of stumpage of at least the amount of this duty. 

Mr. President, there is no reason for this proposition except the fact 
that certain States would like to get lumber cheaper; and if we agree 
to that, if that is a good foundation for the adoption of this amendment, 
then we are all at sea, each State striving for its own personal interest 
at the expense of the general interest. 


I ask unanimous consent to havea statement inserted in the Recorp 
which I have not time to go over. 
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The PRESIDING OFFIC ER. Is there objection Che Chair hears 
none. ; 
The statement is as follows 
] l ! ’ 10 ’ SM 
} $200, 000, 000 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendmen l I 
ported at the desk. 
The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out from the proposed 
amendment the words ‘‘ hemlock, whitewood, sycamore,’’ and the word 


‘and bass-' 
limber, hew 
and other lt 

Mr. MANDERSON, I understand the Senator from Wisconsin [ M1 
SPooNER] is anxious to speak further upon this amendment. If, 
under the rule adopted, it can be reached by my withdrawing the 
amendment temporarily, I will do so, so that he can have the oppor 
tunity to be heard further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the amendment is withdrawn de- 
bate can proceed upon the main question. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I withdraw it temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What, then, will be the exact proposition ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLerK. On page 123, after paragraph 612, it i 
to insert: 

Lumber: Timber, hewn and sawed, squared and sided, and sawed boards, 
plank,deals,and otherlamberof hemlock, whiteweod, sycamore, white pine, 
and bass-wood. 

Mr. SPOONER. If there is any principle worthy of recognition or 
which ought to govern the vote of any man in favor of this bill, and I 
am certain that there is, the amendment to the amendment, proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska and just withdrawn to enable me to 
continue, ought to be voted down. 

I have sat here day after day, week after week, voting fair protect- 
ive duties upon articles in which my State and my people have no di- 
rect interest, keeping in mind the larger interest of the whole country 
and of its labor, not limiting my view to the lines of the State which 
sent me here. 


ood:’’ so as to read: 


»and sawed, squ ared and sided, and sawed boar 
ver of white pine, 


proposed 


Ne ’ ' 
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The people of Wisconsin make, for example, no pottery, so far as I | 


x 
know, but that is a great industry in New Jersey, employing vast capi- 
tal and labor. I have not been willing, Mr. President, that it should 
be overslaughed either as to that capital or as to the interest of that 
labor by throwing down the barrier which alone prevents an influx of 
that product made by capital carrying a lower rate of interest and labor 
earning infinitely less in other lands. 

The people of Wisconsin have no direct interest in the duty on rice, 
but I voted for a duty to protect the rice farmer in the general interest 
in its relation to the system under which we have prospered, and in 
which I believe. If the principle is to be abandoned, however, by each 
one whose local interest does not seem to be directly subserved, there 
will not long be much of it left. fe 

Mr. President, no one denies here that there is a wide difference in 


the labor cost of a thousand feet of white pine sawed in the United | output 
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| States andin Canada. Why should that labor of the United Stat 
| be protected if any lab ought to rotected rhe Senator from 
Delaware {Mr. GRAY] shows a very touching and tender solicitude for 
our forests. I noticed that 
| vation of the ¢ it pine ) { t} , 
mostly from Senat 
borders a pine tr Che Se 
|} would if he could, | bys, put argo ering 
| operations of Wisce », Mir t ten 
| years n order that the cilm the de 
| struction of the tree What | ! 
ind Michigan w! l every yea ‘ t 
the lumber ips, and l t 
d their oxen and | 1 
1 1eV ¥ rl it t 
te r An t t SS ‘ I 
Ss) ec 
I I { 
tl t whicl 
No ositi l e 
1 put i} 1 t] I - | 
of Al a i 
; rt t \ | 
that a dut 1 th 
i upon lwood ( 
; j w] 
I ed tot | 
) 
l I t ) i 
; } 
: ‘ ; 
" } 
| ne I 
| hich } P ' 
of ites of M i ! 
a lat i ad it 
i ( the tat } ng i 
who need no h pi tion, | it 
t e principle w has governed us on t 
votes which we have cast uj t] is of t] 
| Here the hammer fell 
| Mr. MANDERSON. The elo of 1 1, t 
| from Wisconsin [Mr. Spoor “who is my nearest n y in the 
| Senate, has not b en | l ] nh earn 1 f ble Lp} ipo 
| any other of the items iny of t sche es in this b but it me 
| to his discredit that it isso. He appeals eloquen and earnestly fo 
| a local interest He represent ie of the great timb 1 lumber 
| | ducing State of the countr and I do not ¥ ier 1 { ee} s by 
| ¢ ry effort in h power to i the suy i f that in 
| dustry; but it is that local interest that pror voice, 
t as it is the interest of my « 1 locality that prompt e to rest 
this amendment 
| General Hancock was laughed at when h iid tI t ' 
| local issue, and yet, from the standpoint of advoca und support <« 
| conflicting interests, no truer thing was ever spoken than the state 
ment of that very fact, and we are all governed just as t ym 
VW onsin is governed in this debate and in his action 1 this que 
| tion by that local interest and by that local prejudice tever it may 
| be. 
| Mr. President, I do not think that the Senator from ¥ 1 has 
| outstripped me in devotion to the protective | | ir as votes 
| upon this bill are concerned. I do not believe t te in the 
| Union that exceeds in devotion to the general pi ection 
under which the whole nation has prospered t te t I have the 
honor in part to represent, but at the « 1 desires 
and wishes, exactly like other States, based, if ) 1 pure 
selfishness and local prejudice. 
My friend from Wisconsin rather crit es the ide ' ted by 
the Senator from Delaware d I think adva la t tor 
from New Jersey, that thers yald |} é t te : eat 
fi ts and preserve the woods for fut I t en 
ul that tl effort « hi rt 1 lich 
1 in connection wit yased nn 
ce nendab! 11 tl l f lin 
| this very profitable lumber busi: 1ich prompts them to the im 
mediate destruction the yrea rests rather than their | i 
tion. I take up thet mony given before the Ways and Means : 
mittee of the House, and I find that Mr. John A. Edget ir 
the great State of Michigan and on behalf of the great | ts 
there, testifies as follow 
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Mr. Epcer. In the territory of which I have been speaking, from Saginaw as 
far north as Mackinaw on the Lake Huron shore, I speak within limits when I 
say that five or eight years will exhaust all the pine timber in#hat territory. 


This is a most alarming statement and should give us pause in this 
wholesale denudation of trees. 

I say, Mr. President, that this whole country has an interest in the 
preservation of these forests, the product of which is so necessary for the 
full eunjoymentof lile, and in an effort for their preservation and conser- 
vation of this timber we can open anew sourceof supply, if we can open 
the great foresta owned, as is alleged, by Americans in Canada, for the 
benefit of the lumber-consuming people of the United States. I am 
willing and anxious, for one, to have it done. 

My action, however, in this matter is based very largely upon the 
reason that two consecutive Legislatures of my State and political State 
convention after State convention of both political parties have urged 
upon the representatives of Nebraska upon this floor that they should 
do what they can to bring about this result and place white-pine lumber 
upon the free-list; and while Lam devoted to the interests of the entire 
country and desire all parts to be benefited, when the interests of my 
immediate constituency are at stake and they speak in such terms and 
give me instruction through the Legislature, I propose to listen to 
their voice and obey their iastructions when the matter is not one in- 


. volving human rights, but simply one of financial policy. 1 will vote 


to place white-pine lumber on the free-list,and if it can not be done 
by the amendment that I will renew at the prover time, perhaps it can 
be by some other. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I yield to no Senator in this 
Chamber in my devotion to the principle of protection of American in- 
dustry. I stand now on that subject where I have always stood dur- 
ing the days otf my youth and my manhood; but on the amendment 
which is now pending before the Senate I conceive, as I before stated, 
that the question of protection of American industry does not enter 
into it. Itis not a question of the price to be paid to the laboring 
man. When we come to the very nut, the very meat of the thing, it 
is a question between the capitalists who own the white-pine forests 
of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota and the farmer living on the 
prairies of the Northwest. That is the question, and if there is to be 
any reduction in the price of lumber, either the farmer is to get the 
benefit of it or the capitalist who owns the pine land will be the loser. 

As I belore said, I have been engaged in the manufacture of lumber 
all my life and I know something about it. I know the sentiment of 
the manufacturers of lumber in my own State where there are three or 
four hundred million teet manufactured every year, and there is not 
one who feels that putting lumber on the free-list will cut the slightest 
figure in their industry or in the question of their manufacturing. The 
whole thing comes down to whether men who have bought pine land 
in this country at from $1.25 to $5 an acre are to realize from fifty to 
ope hundred dollars an acre, as they are doing in many cases. 

So far as the question of labor is concerned, admitting that it would 
affect the amount of labor, it is comparatively small as compared with 
other manufactures. Take, for instance iron ore. How slight is the 
value of the ore as it comes from the earth as compared with lumber 
as it is taken from the forest ! 

The Senator from Michigan states that the price of stumpage is from 
$4 to $6 per thousand, and this is confirmed by my own observation. 
The ordinary lumber that goes into the market, the common boards, 
the piece-stuff, is worth about $10 per thousand. So, of the amount 
that the consumer pays a half at least goes into the hands of the man 
who furnishes the pine tree, so that there is a half or less than a half 
of this amount that is represented by labor. 

Sir, as I said betore, standing as I always have on the principle of 
srotection to American industry, and feeling that my course is abso- 
utely consistent with the consideration of the situation, I shall vote 
heartily to put lumber on the tree-list. 

Mr. DOLPH, Mr. President, I desire to say a word in answer tothe 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], whom I do not see in the Cham- 
ber. What he meant by saying that I was anxious to pattern after the 
models of other countries is something that I do not understand. On 
the contrary, other countries are profiting by our experience, and pat- 
terning after us, as is the case with Germany and some other European 
nations, and even with the provinces of Great Britain. Canada has 
adopted a protective system modeled after the tariff system of the 
United States contessedly and avowedly. Australia has done thesame 
thing, and if India and Ireland were at liberty to do it they would do 
80 too, 

Sir, the principle that I advocate, instead of having been patterned 
alter any foreign model, is the principle under which the United States 
has enjoyed all the prosperity it has ever enjoyed during its existence, 
and all thehard times which we have ever experienced have been when 
we have in part abandoned that principle. One of the strongest rea- 
sons which brought about the more perfect Union, the adoption of the 
Constitution, was the necessity for a government which should be em- 
powered tolay duties upon imports for the purpose not only of revenue, 
but of protecting American industries, 

The Senator seems to be very solicitousabout the conservation of our 
forests, | notice there are a great many people in Canada who are 
very anxious upon the same subject, and I have had within the last 
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fortnight at least two printed papers containing addresses, one a letter 
and I think another a speech, made in Canada upon that subject, for- 
getting that removing the duty from lumber would tend to the de- 
struction of the forests in Canada. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me a word ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will if it does not come out of my time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wanted to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that the Canadian people have taken better care of their own for- 
ests than any country on this side of the Atlantic, and they have done 
so for years. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senators from Nebraska, a State having no tim- 
ber substantially, are also very much concerned about the preservation 
of our forests. 

So far as the forests on the Pacific coast are concerned, it is necessary 
that they should be largely cleared for agricultural purposes. We do 
not propose that there shall be great timber preserves on that coast 
for the benefit of the people of the United States, even if it were a bene- 
fit, which shall retard our own prosperity and the development of our 
own resources. But upon the Pacific coast whenever the forests are 
cut down a new growth immediately commences, and it is but com- 
paratively a few years before there is another harvest ready, if the land 
is not turned over or cultivated. 

We had before the Committee on Commerce during the present ses- 
sion some gentlemen who are interested in the improvement of Sabine 
Pass. I will not undertake to state what extent of timber country 
they said was tributary to the Sabine Pass, the products of which 
must be exported through that harbor. The amount of lumber that 
could be cut within the region tributary to that point is simply im- 
mense; it is almost beyond belief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs to intimate to the 
Senator from Oregon that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Chair have the pending amendment reported? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let me finish my sentence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be reported. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I renew the amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original amendment will be re- 

rted. 

Pethe Curer CLERK. On page 123, after paragraph 612, insert: 

Lumber: Timber, hewn and sawed, squared and sided, and sawed boards, 
plank, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, whitewood, sycamore, white pine, 
and bass-wood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To this the Senator from Nebraska 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Strike out ‘‘ hemlock, whitewood, sycamore,’’ 
and the words ‘‘ and bass-wood.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon thinks it 
is very strange that a State like Nebraska, which has very little timber 
except that which it grows by cultivation, by planting and cultivating 
it, should be solicitous about the waste of timberin this country. My 
idea about that is that such a State. a State so circumstanced, is the 
one to be particularly solicitous, because as timber is wasted the facili- 
ties tor securing it are diminished and the prices, the cost to the con- 
sumer, are correspondingly increased. 

Now, I do not know, Mr. President, I am not prepared to maintain, 
that this proposition to put this class of lumber upon the free-list will 
materially cheapen it. I confesstosomedoubtsaboutthat. Iam not 
sure but it will transfer to the middle-men, those people who handle 
lumber after it passes from the mill, and before it reaches the farmers 
in Nebraska—I am not sure but their gains will be increased by this 
reduction, and that the consumer will fail to receive the benefit which 
he is anxious to secure. I hope, however, that it will be otherwise, as 
it ought to be. If not, we can perhaps, through regulations, in other 
ways secure these benefits to the consumer if the duty is removed. 

But, sir, however this may result, the sentiment in our State, asmy 
colleague has represented, is overwhelmingly, I may say absolutely, 
unanimous as to the necessity, so far as their interests are concerned, 
that lumber shall be put upon the free-list. 

The two last Legislatures of the State, as was also stated by my col- 
league, by unanimous vote on both occasions instructed their delega- 
tion in Congress to make such efforts as it should be possible for them 
to make tosecure that consummation, and every political convention, I 
believe, forthe last ten years of both political parties has made the same 
expression, Not only that, but every newspaper in the State, of both 
parties, has made a demand upon representatives of the Sate in Con- 
gress that they shall use their utmost efforts to secure such a result. 

Therefore, in obedience to that sentiment, even if I had a doubt, I 
should feel it to be my duty, even if I were myself opposed to the prop- 
osition, to urge it with all my strength. And, sir, I lay down this 
broad proposition: That when I find a strong dominant sentiment of 
my State to be in favor of any other proposition, as long as I stand here 
as their accredited representative I will try to give heed to that senti- 
ment, to make it my own, and to further it so far as I can do so without 
doing a public injustice.” And I shall not likely be called upon by the 
people whom I have the honor to represent to do anything of this char- 
acter. 

The amendment ought to be adopted, and I urge the Senate to give 
to the prairie States this opportunity to try to get cheaper lumber. 











AY Sea 
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Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I notice that very important consid- 
erations, I must believe, are sought to be impressed upon the atten- 
tion of the Senate in regard to the forests of this country. One I noticed 
lately, I think by the Senator from New Jersey, that for climatic rea- 
sons we should preserve all our forests, and especially those at the North. 
Another is that we should not depreciate this industry for posterity, 
but that we should leave all this present generation unprotected in the 
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industries relative to these matters in order that posterity may have | 


something to do. see ie : ' 
Mr. President, encroachment upon the principle of protection can 


never be supported on the ground of the local interest against the gen- 
eral interest. Senators can talk about the interest of this or that region 
and rightfully; but when those local interests, those limited interests, 
encroach upon the general proposition of the protection of indastry 


and capital in this country, these local persuasions can not overtop | 


what is involved in the Constitution and the Union that we have estab- | 


lished. Are we to break into the confederacy for the time being on 
this side of the Chamber ? 

I have not observed that there is any breaking into State interests 
and divisions on the other side of the Chamber. No; they know what 
they are fighting for. They are fighting against this protection of the 
industries of the United States of America. That is what they are 


against, and they are hoping that under a conceded situation in the 








Mr. CARLISLE (after having voted in the negative), The Senator 
trom North Dakota [ Mr. Prerce] advised me that he would probably 
have to leave the Chamber and I agreed to pair with him. Has he 
voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro pore He ) 1 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I withdraw 1 , 

The PRESIDENT prot . The Senator withdraws his vote. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired withthes Ol th Dakota [ Mr. 
CASEY], and in his absence I withhold my , 

Mr. HARRIS. The junior Senator from ¢ »>(Mr. W TT] 
is paired with the senior Senator ff West Virginia [Mr. KENNA 
I am paired with the Senator trom Vermont [ Mr. Mo Che 

| Senator from Colorado and myself transfer our respective p und vote 
I vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (atter having voted in th I ire to 
ask if the Senator from Delaware | Mr. Hice I 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not re 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I then withdraw my vote 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator w ; his vote. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from \ a[{ Mr. BAR- 
BOUR], and withhold my vote, unless it isnecessary to make a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Washington [ Mr. 
SQUIRE] was understood at the desk, when his name was called, to re- 


great breadth of our country and the wonderful advantages which we | 


enjoy, where there are these diverse interests, that under that the so- 


lidity of the Union on that side shall vote against protection, and the | 


confederacy shall be introduced on this side to see it torn in pieces. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I have not yet spoken on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska, and I desire to say a word. The 
Senator from New York has stated that the question which should 
govern us in adjusting this tariff scheme is that a local interest— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I dislike to appear to be discourteous, but I think 
the Senator from Delaware has spoken once on this amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. I have not spoken on the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator has. 

Mr. GRAY. I think not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Recorp will show that the Senator 
has. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of theSenator from 
Nebraska was withdrawn. The Chair thinks speeches or remarks made 
upon the amendment before it was withdrawn ought not to count upon 
it after it has been reintroduced. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
way. 
we have, because speeches might be continued indefinitely, if that 
were to be done. It is certainly the same amendment pending to the 
same question. 

Mr. GRAY. [shall noi insist if the Chair has any doubt about it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt about it. 
This, as the Chair has been irequently instructed, is an obligation of 
honor resting upon gentlemen, not one the Chair can enforce. The 
Chair merely states an opinion about it, and does not assume in any 
way whatever to enforce the agreement. 

Mr. GRAY. I think that is the proper basis. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that 
he did speak once upon this amendment. There will be no difficulty 
in his speaking after the amenduient is disposed of on the original mo 
tiomof the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not know that I had spoken on it. If so, I will 
refrain, and the Senator from Rhode Island will not be troubled with 
the formidable argument I was going to make. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That did not trouble me at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 

Mr. WASHBURN. On that I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR(when his name was called). Iam paired with the sen- 
ior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGe], but an arrangement has 
been made to transfer my pair to the Senator from California [ Mr. 
STANFORD] on this vote, and therefore I am relieved from my pair, 
and I vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew }. 
Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMprToN]. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 

Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksurn]. 
should vete ‘‘ yea,’’ 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). 
day with the Senator trom Nevada [Mr. Jones], and I make the an- 
nouncement for the day in order to avoid a repetition of it. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


I am paired with the Sen- 
I am paired with the 
Iam paired with the 


I am paired with 


paired with the Senator trom Virginia [ Mr 


I donot think the Senate would understand it that | 
It certainly is not according to the spirit of the agreement which | 


If he were present, I | 


I am paired for the | 


spond, in the general confusion that prevailed. The cl 
that the Senator was not in the Chamber. 
Mr. ALLEN. My colleague [Mr. Squrri 


now think 


was not present. Heis 





The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 48; as follows 
YEAS 
Paddock I mb + 
‘AYS 
Aldrich, (ullon liawk “awyer 
Allen Davis, Hi Sherma 
Allisor Dawe Iliscock Spa er, 
Bate, Dolph Hoar Stewart 
Berry Edmunds Jones of Arkansas, Stockbridge 
Blair, Eustis, McMillan, Feller, 
Blodgett -varts, Mitchell Vv 
Cameron, Frve, Mood Vest 
Chandler, Gorman, Morgan Walthall 
Cockrell, Gray Pugh Wilson of Iow 
Coke, Hale, Quay Wilson of M 
Colquitt Harris Rans ‘ tt 
L\BSENT 
Barbour, McPher Reaga 
Blackburn Ma t Sance 
Brown, Morrill Squire 
Butler Pasco Stanf i 
Call Payne Pur 
Carlisk Pet , Voorhe 
Casey, gai Pic 
Daniel Jones of Nevada Pla 
) n Kenna, Powe 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore, he question recurs on the amend- 


ment to the amendment 
VEsT]. 

Mr. GRAY Now, Mr. President, the amendment of the Senato) 
from Nebraska having been disposed of, I suppose I have a right to 
speak upon the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 
information, if I have a right to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
ing spoken npon the pending amendment, 


proposed by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 





I ask for 


Senator is not recorded as hav 


Mr. GRAY. ‘Then I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
principle that was laid down by the Senator trom New York [Mr 
EVARTS] as one that should properly govern us in thi heme of 

| tariff taxation. If 1 understood bim aright, he laid down the general 
| principle that a local interest should alway » way to a geueral in 
terest, by whicu I understood him to mean tha ynsidering the proper 
place for the imposition of a tariff tax, no industry should be made to 


pay a tax subjecting it to a burden that would i 
universal industry and a more universal interest. 
What I wish to call the attention of the senate to is, that tl 





t t t 
tax proposed upon lumber is local, and is growing ever r more lo 
| cal as our forests disappear from off the face of the country, and as com 
pared with the great industry that is directly affected by it. itisan ex 
ceedingly small interest, large as it may absolutely to those who are 


engaged in it. 


This industry of n ig and manufacturing lumb ne that is co 
related with the greatest and largest industry in the confines of ou 
common country. Itis the essential raw material ot the 1 timy 
tant industry that we have inthe borders of the United Stat that 
is the house-building industry. 

It enters as an essential, and absolutely essential, recuisite into the 
construction of every home, however humble, trom ocean to 1 and 
from the Lakes to the Gulf. This charge upon lumber means an in- 
crease in price of this raw material to this most portant and this 

most absolutely necessary industry, an increase of price that affects the 
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humble home at a much larger proportionate rate than it does the ex- 
pensive. mansion of the millionaire or of the man who builds an ex- 
pensive house. 

Mr. EDMUNDS rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doe 
yield to the Senator from Vermont ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senator has only five minutes, I do not 
think it right to interrupt him. 

Mr. GRAY. I yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to ask the Senator if he will allow 
me to read a single paragraph from one of the largest lumber dealers 
of the United States, not a manufacturer and saw-mill man, but a 
great importer of Canadian lumber at Albany, a house that has been 
in existence and has had its trade there for fifty years: 

The price of Canadian lumber 

Speaking of this bill and the proposition to put it on the free-list— 
would doubtless be raised at once to an amount equal to the reduction of duty, 
and the amount now collected by the United States Government for letting 
Canada lumber into the country would be diverted from the United States 


Treasury to the pockets of Canadian lumbermen, the American consumer not 
getting his lumber any cheaper 


the Senator from Delaware 


Then he refers to what took place in Canada when the Mills bill was 
on toot. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the expression of opinion of one dealer in lum- 
ber. I aim willing to trust the natural laws of supply and demand in 
order to secure to the American people this decreased price in the 
lumber that yoes into their houses rather than to take the statement 
of an interested manufacturer, 

Mr. President, I think I have shown in these few moments that this 
tax on lumber isat war with the very principle the Senator from New 
York «announces as the proper one to guide us in the framing of a tar- 
iff-tax scheme 

There is another principle which is corollary to the one snnounced by 
the Senator from New York, and it seems to me results from it neces- 

wily, and thatis, that no industry ought to be saddled upon the back of 
any other, and that no industry hasa right to demand from the tax- 
laying power of the American people that it shall levy a tribute upon 
other industries that are equally worthy of the protection of the law- 
making power. 

Mr. EVARTS, Mr. President, the interest of house-building is 
nuiversal in this country. The wood materials used are matter of uni- 
versal application in house-building. So is the iron, and so is the steel, 
and so are all the other fabrics of stone and of brick. They all enter 
into honse-building, and they are universal. Until the Senator from 
Delaware can make an encroachment upon my proposition, that the 
labor of the United States within itis on one side and laboroutside on 
the other, can he question any of my propositions which do not touch 
the question of whether some industries are small and other industries 
are great? ‘They are all American, and great orsmall in foreign coun- 
tries, this country is to be preferred. 

ut, Mr. President, how can this logic last that it is a trifling sub- 
ject? If the production of lumber and an important and universal in- 
terest in its use, and the locality North or South in which our lumber 
is produced, are an indispensable ingredient in the cottage of the poor 
and in the ample mansion of the rich, then it is a large interest. The 
measure of the use of a product is the measure of the largeness of the 
interest, and the largeness of the labor, and the largeness of the tax. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the roll will be called on agreeing to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. BATE. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again re- 
ported. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 123, after paragraph 612, insert: 

Lumber: Timber,bewn and sawed ,squaredand sided,and sawed boards, plank, 
deals, and other lumber of hemlock, white-wood, sycamore, white pine, and 
bass-wood. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question the sen- 
ior Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] is paired with the senior 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Groree], and I will vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. DIX@N (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ]. 

Mr. McCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicarns]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘* yea,’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON-( when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Being sure that he 
would vote ‘‘yea’’ upon this question, I will vote. I vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. Casgy]. In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CARLISLE (alter having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
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with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. F 1encr] and voted inadvert- 
ently. I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws his vote. - 

Mr. CARLISLE, My colleague [Mr. B!.ACKBURN] is absent on ac- 
count of sickness, and if present, as stated by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON], would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this proposition. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—2., 


Barbour, Colquitt, Ingali+ Pugh, 
Bate, Eustis, Jones «! Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, Gibson, Mande: «on, Vance, 
Blodgett, Gray, Morga: Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Paddock, Walthall 
Coke, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—30. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Spooner, 
Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, orem, 
Allison, Edmunds, Mitchel), Stockbridge, 
Blair, Evarts, Moody, Teller, 
Cameron, Frye, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hale, Quay, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Davis, Hiscock, Sherman, 

ABSENT—30. 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, Reagan, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morrill, Sanders, 
Butler, George, Pasco, Squire, 
Call, Gorman, Payne, Stanford, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Casey, Higgins, Pierce, Washburn. 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Power, 
Dixon, Kenna, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask now that we go back—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer an amendment here on another phase 
of this same question, to come in between paragraphs 612 and 613. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. After paragraph 612 insert: 

Lumber, sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber of white pine. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. ; 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). The transfer of pairs an- 
nounced on the last roll-call enables me again to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce]. 

Mr, DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HamprTon]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicerns]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am assured that 
theSenator from a BLACKBURN ], with whom I am paired, 
would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this question. I vote ‘‘yea.’? 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casgy]. In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 

Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoORHEEs]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton], and I 
am paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce). We 
have agreed to transfer our pairs so that we can both vote. I vote 
‘*vea.’? 

Mr. DIXON. I vote “‘ nay.’ 

Mr. SANDERS. My colleague [Mr. PowEp] is absent, and I will 
transter my pair to him, and vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Barbour, Colquitt, Morgan, Vest, 
Bate, Gibson, Paddock, Walthail, 
Berry, Gray, Plumb, Washburn, 
Carlisle, Harris, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Turpie, 
Coke, Manderson, Vahece, 

NAYS—3. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, Spooner, 
Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, wa 
Allison, Edmunds, Mitchell, Stock . 
Blair, Evarts, Moody, Teller, 
Cameron, Frye, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hale. Quay, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hawley, Sanders, 
Davis, Hearst, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sherman, 
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\BSENT—29. Phe PRESIDENT rhe next 1t of the Co 
Biackburn, Farwell Kenna, Ransom, mittee on Finance to t 1 aph w I 
Blodgett Faulkner McPherson, Reagan The ( - C 7 Oo ag ae se 
Brown George, Morrill, Squire, _ ee sCaeuE 
Butler, Gorman, Pasco, Stanford | rike ¢ NrOovViso { ore 
Call Hampton Payne, Voorhees oe ‘ a 
Casey. Higgins, Pettigrew, | impose or ' . , 
a Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Pierce, to the Uni s e # } exported 
“/ Eustis Jones of Nevada, Power such foreign country s esu ttoa 7 am \ ext 7 _— 
» So the amendment was rejected. | Fendilidion @ the duty yee : eatin 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that we now return to 5 hedule D, para- nfl Senent to 3 
graph 211, which was passed over. “ dhinostinialinn 
% Mr. CARLISLE. Would the Senator object to proceeding with this | made on boas a. 
‘< schedule until we reach the natural mineral waters, which we have | vided, That in ca 
ie very nearly reached, and dispose of that matter this afternoon? | prem elm, or . gs 
Mr. ALDRICH. I prefer that lumber should be completed now siete 4 eee anwwel : oof the 
A that the votes have been already taken which show the sense of the | me sd, then t ity uy t ved uber he alten a 
* Senate on the subject. — TORR SUCRE SOUS, ¢ sal 
i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 211 will be read. : ; . 
“a Mr. ALDRICH. It has already been read, I understand, and if ir, ( i ir. } I ) { { 
+ there is no amendment to be suggested the committee have none fu part or t menament wi reiates to thy tb sed 
4 ther, and I suggest that the committee amendments be agreed to. } I i ’ 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will state the first 
} amendment of the committee to the paragraph. 
# The Carer CLERK. In paragraph 211, line 18, page 48, after th sess 
. word ‘‘sycamore,’’ insert the words ‘‘ white pine. € bill prope 
A Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say that I have drawn an amendment p= 
oe the paragraph, but in view of the vote of the Senate, which has gone | ° nd $1.50 if planed on two sid ed lL gro la 
’ to the merits of the proposition, I shall not formally present it. ) FO} it 1 
* The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agrecing to the | © — ni t t 
: amendment of the committee. i nt 
The amendment was agreed to. : ) 
‘ The PRESIDENT protempore. The next amendment of the commit- | “" the art on of 4 me , 
: tee to the paragraph will be read. a deduction in th i me t I : 
4 The Cuier CLERK. In paragraph 211, page 48, line 18, after th . : 
" word ‘‘ bass-wood,’’ strike out the words ‘‘$1 per thousand feet board i to ati 
a measure. ”’ from the an ent the I Sees 
ie Mr. EDMUNDS. How does that leave it? ; t ] t l 
& Mr. SHERMAN. It leaves it at $1 AW O1 
Bn The amendment was agreed to. ‘ i em i 
Es [he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the con it it was neve! ( I 
we mittee to the paragraph will be reported. . p! , \ 
The Cu1er CLERK. In line 19, page 48, after the word ‘‘dolla: i 
strike out ‘‘and fifty cents;’’ so as to read: ee Ke 
% White pine, $1 per thousand feet board measure. will b = on bed — 
Mr. ALDRICH. No, the words ‘‘ white pine’’ were stricken out. Phe CHIEF Ci 1 dine 11, pi 
That is the committee amendment. And in estimating t 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words ‘‘ white pine’’ were in- | ' EES Sense en I ant nit 
serted in line 18. ie ia t, I have ] uns ot obs 
Mr. ALDRICH. The words were to be stricken out in line 19. } Vato the t lumber int 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The file copy does not show that that bout Under the construction at ent la 
’ action was taken. has fre reasu Depart nt (I nk a wrong or erthele 
; Mr. ALDRICH. Itshould be. Thatis partofthecommittee amend- | it is the construction) the Canadian manufactu tead of paying tl 
4 ment, striking ont ‘‘ white pine ’’ in the nineteenth line. board-measure rate, putting the] through the pr the foreign 
7 Mr. EDMUNDS. In order that the Journal may be right the ques- | process of planing first roughly and th tting down fine to make do 1 
tion had better be put again. ‘ : | stuff and all that sort of thing, estimates it as it would be tl etween 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that th | three-quarters and en-eighths of what the board measu ould } 
question has not been taken on the amendment suggested by the Sen- Therefore, on a thousand feet of sawed lumber, which m t be p 
ator from Rhode Island. = y nto condition for use in this country coming in rough boards Senne 
_ Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will move that the words ‘‘ white pine,’’ | S®W-™ ll, they get off nearly one-quart f the duty to t lirect i 
in the nineteenth line, be struck out. jury of the American laborer. So this clause was, I presume, inserted 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is to be done with the words | in order that the very trath of board measures should be 1 a“ M ~~ 1 
“‘ white pine ’’ in line 18? not this drawback, a miight be called, for doing tl] } = Canad 
Mr. ALDRICH. They are to remain. That explains it. i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then is on striking out | Mr. CARLISLI But a dolla litional « pu 
the words ‘“‘ white pine,” in line 19, and ‘‘and 50 cents,” in line 20.; Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another thin f the dut too h 
The clause will be read as it will stand if amended, that there may | Otherwise; this is for honest measurer t 
be no mistake. “ | The PRESIDENT pro re. The on is « » to th 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: | amendment proposed by the Senator from tt to t] a dime - 
) ’ . “ass i . per thousand feet board measure | The amendment to the amendment was 1 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. Mr. FRYE. I move to amend in line 17, onp 9, a [ call tl 
The amendment was agreed to. attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to i 
Mr.PLUMB. I move tostrike out, in line 21, the words ‘‘ two dol- Mr LDRICH. I intended to mo t n t 
lars’’ and insert “‘one dollar.’’ I can see no reason why this discrim- | “' © and for the purpose ol on t I did 
ination in favor of other forms and kinds of sawed lumber than those | ™®* 1 thought we could arrange er, 1 
heretofore enumerated should be made. 4d desk a ul » Str n with the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. wo 3S, n e | wht nd in the word 
The Cuter CLerK. In line 21, page 48, paragraph 211, strike out oned, "in line 19. 
the words ** two dollars ’’ and insert “‘ one dollar; ’’ so as to read Mr. FRYI Chat is right. I wanted to have that passed 
a ik a The PRESIDEN ta aitiemnelicaiihidin AEA cenatiniin 
MR not specially provided for in this act, $1 | { ond feet will be reported. —_ a 
The amendment was rejected. aa ~~ i Waters eecas bie gra oe oe 
Mr. PLUMB. Paragraph 213 was reserved at the same time. get afte sayatnertem i stimei ie Beuueaeyrnn agede~ellgea 


/ tioned,’’ in line 19, the words to be stricke: ut being as 
Mr. ALDRICH. But there are other committee amendments to this | a é , : ee 
paragraph on the next page to be disposed of. | In excess of the duty fixed in this act upon the sawed lum! wctured 
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The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee to strike out and insert as 
amended, 

Mr. CARLISLE. The effect of that will be, as 1 take it from a very 
hurried glance at it, to impose the old rates of duty upon lumber or 
timber hereafter coming in from any country which imposes any export 
duty whatever upon logs. The amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee is that if any country from which the logs are imported imposes an 
export duty in excess of theduty which we have imposed upon the lum- 
ber coming froin that country, then the existing rates of duty shall be 
imposed upon that lumber. Now it is proposed that if any country 
imposes an export duty to any extent whatever upon logs shipped from 
that country to this the old rates, to wit, a dollar and a half a thousand 
feet board measure, shall be imposed upon the logs. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘The other is an invitation to them to put an export 
duty on lumber to the amount of this duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, it is not. I do not think it amounts to very 
much practically, because I think that the Dominion of Canada, which 
is the only country, I believe, that imposes export duty upon logs, will 
take that duty off as soon as this bill becomes a law imposing a duty 
of $1 a thousand on lumber imported frem that country. 

Mr, ALDRICH. 1 understand that the Government of Canada has 
already stated through its representative here to the State Department 


that that would be done. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I think that will bedone. I think it is a matter 
of very little consequence practically, and neither would it be of any 
consequence practically to allow the clause in the committee amend- 
ment to stand. 

Mr. FRYE. ° Bat it is better to have it fixed in advance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine having been agreed to, the question recurs on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the committee as amended. 

‘The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to add tothe paragraph: 

Cedar posts, paving posts, railroad ties, and telegraph posts of cedar, 25 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 213 was passed over, and I suggest for 
the committee to make the duty on pine clapboards $1, instead of $2. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 8, page 50, paragraph 213, it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘'$2°’ and insert **$1;’’ soas to read: 

213. Pine clapboards, $1 per one thousand. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Now I ask that the consideration of the free-list 
may be resumed, 

Mr. PLUMB. I gave notice of an amendment the other day which 
I will now move in paragraph 211, after the word ‘‘ bass-wood,”’’ in line 
18, page 48, to insert the word ‘‘sprace,’’ so as to make the uniform 
rate of $1 a thousand apply to sprace as well as to the other kinds of 
wood named, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 211, page 48, line 18, after the 
word ‘‘bass-wood’’ insert the word ‘‘spruce.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. What is the effect of that? 

Mr. PLUMB. . Simply to make spruce datiable as hemlock and bass- 
wood, 

Mr. PLATT. At what rate does it come in now? 

Mr. PLUMB, At $2. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I submit an amendment intended to 
be proposed by me to the pending bill, which I ask may lie on the 
table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and be printed. , 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now I ask that the consideration of the free-list 
may be resumed en page 123. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the free-list will be 
resumed at the point reached when last under consideration. 

The reading of the second section of the bill was resumed at line 6, 
page 123, as follows: 

615. Magnesium. 
616. Magnets, 
617. Manganese, oxide and ore of. 
618. Manna, 
619. Manuscripts. 
620. Marrow, crude 
2). Marsh mallows. 


( ‘ 
622. Medals of gold, silver, or copper, such as trophies or prizes. 
623. Meerschaum, crude or unmanufactured, 


The amendment will lie on the table 


» 
, 
} 


The Committee on Finance proposed, on page 123, after line 15, to 


* insert the following paragraph: 


624, Mica. 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, jhis item of mica is one which implies 


vastly more than might appear at first. It is an old and established 
industry in this country, It exists in New Hampshire and North 
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Carolina, and in both States has been of very considerable importance, 
Until 1883 mica was upon the dutiable list; it was protected. In 1882 
and 1883 mines were discovered in Hindostan and developments made 
in Siberia with convict labor. It became desirable to consumers that 
it should become an imported article, and without due attention to 
the subject on the part of the men who were interested in this indus- 
try, who are as a rule men of small! capital and not very sharply loox- 
ing after their interests in the line of legislation, it fell upon the free- 
list in the revision of the tariff in 1883. 

By the loss of that protection and by the comp®ition which came 
from abroad the industry has been utterly prostrated and ruined. 
Under these conditions in the revision of the tariff, upon which the last 
Presidential campaign was fought,the article was placed again upon 
the dutiable list in the Senate bill of that year, on page 49, paragraph 
179: 

Metallic mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwrought, not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem; mica, 25 
per cent, ad valorem. 

Upon that as a basis we went to the country so far as the two polit- 
ical parties were concerned, and we know the result. We have heard 
a great deal abont keeping pledges during thisdebate. This bill comes 
to us from the House of KepreSentatives with the same protection upon 
the article of mica as was contained in the report of 1888. . 
Mr. EDMUNDS. In 1883? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; 1888. In 1883 it was taken off and the industry 
was ruined. In 1888 we put it on and went to the country upon that 
protection; and the House of Representatives has seut us this bill in 
the same form to which we were pledged in the year 1888, and the 
Senate Finance Committee has moved an amendment placing it on the 
free-list. 

Now, I want to sayin regard to this industry that the entire amount 
of mica consumed is between seven and eight hundred thousand dol- 
lars’ worth. A single mine in New England properly worked would 
produce at least half amilliona year. There are thirteen mines in our 
State (only one or two of them are now in operation) that have been in 
operation until the circumstances of the last few years to which I have 
alluded. Something like seventy existed in the State of North Caro- 
lina. Over thirty have been worked in the course of the last ten or 
twelve years, and so far as I know not a single one of them is now in 
opefation; or certainly only one ortwo, The industry was absolutely 
ruined by reason of the lack of proper protection. 

The consumers of this article are the electric-light companies and the 
stove manufacturers, The consumption upon a single stove amounts 
to from 1 to 4 cents, and a stove is worth from ten to twelve dollars; 
and on the expensive stove that is manufactured itis less than 30 cents, 
about 25 cents. So, as far as the cost to the consumer of the article of 
stoves in this country is concerned, it is absolutely of no consequence 
whatever whether this protection be on or off. It will not add 5 cents 
to the cost of any stove whatever, even the most expensive. So far as 
the electric-light people are concerned, and they are the principal op- 
ponents here, they use itonly toa limited extent. They are protected 
in their patents and in everything that enters into their business, 
They win the largest profits of any business that is now being carried 
on in the country; and if they do pay for the article which they bring 
in from abroad, it is actually of no consequence whatever. It will not 
be felt in the cost of electricity to the people of the United States it 
this article is placed upon the tree-list. So far as they are coucerned 
in their particular line of consumption, it will be simply operative to 
give a little more profit to those companies which are already the most 
vindictively profitable asagainst the ordinary industries of the country 
of any that exist. This is a matter of tact. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair intimates to the Senator 
from New Hampshire that he has spoken five minutes on this ques- 


ion, 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, Mr. President, I will stop. I will make a mo- 
tion, however, by adding to mica ‘‘iron ore, cotton, wool, and all the 
products of the same;’’ but I will not speak upon that at the present 
time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will not make his motion, be- 
cause we can take the question upon putting mica on the free-list first, 
and if it be put on then he can make his motion toadd. I do not 
think that mica oughtto be on the free-list. There is more micaeasily 
mined in the United States a great deal than there is tin, and we have 
determined that tin shall be protected. There is none in Vermont, 
and I am not therefore speaking for what is called a local interest; but 
I have been a good deal in the State of North Carolina, and I am sure 
both from observation and information that there are vast stores of finer 
and larger mica in that State than in any other place certainly on this 
continent, and I doubt if I should not be safe in saying or any otber; 
and I think it belongs on any principle of a protective system in the 
dutiable-list. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, mica is now on the free-list, I be- 
lieve. 

Mr. BLAIR. It has been since 1883. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It has been since 1883. It is used, as the Senator 
from New Hampshire says, by the owners of electrical plants, manu- 
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facturers of electrical apparatus, and is also very extensively used by 
stove-manufacturers in every part of the country ; and their protests have 
come here in great number against the proposition to impose a duty 
upon this material. The electrical people, or some of them at least, 
claim that they can not use the domestic mica tn their business, but 
must have the imported mica, which comes I helieve from India. 

Mr. Randall, whose statement was presented the other day by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, admits in the statement that his purpose 
is to get a higher price for his product, contrary to the proposition 
usually made from that side of the Chamber that the price would not be 
increased, but would be reduced by the imposition of duties. I am in- 
formed that on account of the appreciation of silver the price of mica 
has already gone up from 15 to 20 per cent.. It is produced in India, 
and is bought with the silver rupee, and on account of the appreciation 
of that metal. it has already risen 15 or 20 per cent. 
mation, which I have never heard disputed. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
see that increase must go into everything that the American laborers 
consume, and consequently it will leave no additional profit to the man 
who mines the mica. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ng it ent 
American people consume when an article is affected by a rise in silver, 
pot only mica, but everything else. The people who are using mica, 
the stove manutacturers and the manufacturers of electric apparatus, 
will also be affected in the price of various articles. 

But what I rose to say was that this industry seems to have been 
reasonably prosperous while the article remained upon the free-list, and 
it will be still more prosperous. 


Mr. BLAIR. I begtheSenator’s pardon. It has been utterly pros- 


trated through that policy until only one mine is in operation in my | 


State, and, so far as I know, only one in North Carolina, every other 
one being absolutely destroyed. It is not a case where we are to estab- 
lish a new industry, but to revive an old industry already destroyed. 

Mr. CARLISLE, 
fiscal year? 

Mr. BLAIR. 
entire consumption was imported. I know that fact. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If it be true that the price of mica has already 
increased from 15 to 20 per cent., I think the gentlemen engaged in the 
business will be able to get along without taking this article from the 
free-list and transferring it to the dutiable schedule. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to say in regard to that, 
that there is a mica trust which controls this matter abroad? These 
little manufacturers of mica here are poor men with small capital. It 
is a kind of mining which may be engaged in with scarcely any capital 
at all. They are not in any trust. This is a bogus increase of price 


gotten up for effect to be presented as an argument for keeping mica on | 


the free-list. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I believe the Senator trom New Hampshire and 
myself have exhausted my five minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator’s pardon, but I did want to say all 
I have said, Mr. President. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to intimate to the 
Senator that he has already spoken once on this question. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
any more at this time, and that is this 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce 
the agreement. 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendment moved—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President —— 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator does not object? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I must object. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the Senator then explain it himself, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope there will be a duty im- 

don mica, I believe the effect of it will be good, and will in the 
ong ran make mica cheaper, because it is an article that can be found 
in so many places in this country. It is very plentiful on the Pacific 
coast, and in North Carolina, and in Maine. I think it will operate 
best to have our supply in one country, and that country our own, 
where, if the article is to be the subject of any trust or combination, it 
can be dealt with and controlled. I believe in the next ten years mica 
will be cheaper in this country with the average rate of duty on it, and 
I hope we shall have a duty on mica. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I wish to say but a word. Of course 
there is no mica found in Connecticut, but I have voted to put a duty 
on tin and a duty on tin-plate, which will not be manufactured in Con- 
necticut. I have voted for a duty on lumber; and I want to be con- 
sistent, and to be consistent it seems to me I must vote for a duty on 
mica, 

Now, I want to say one word more. My information is that in the 
new State of Wyoming, not yet represented on this floor, there are large 
quantities of mica which can be profitably worked and which is of the 
best character. 


Mr. SANDERS. 
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This is my intor- | 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him if he does not | 


As a general thing it enters into all things the | 


How much mica was imported during the last | 


I have not the exact amount, but 80 per cent. of the | 


I was only going to give a good reason for not saying | 


Mr. President, the existence of mica along the | 


25 


Rocky Mountains from the British provinces to Mexico is as well at 
tested as almost any fact Two hundred and 
more rossed this continent, start- 
ing from the Pacific Ocean, found a ve of mountains that divided 
the waters of either ocean, they named ily Shining 
Mountains, because pieces of mica broken from the surrounding for- 
mation lay upon the top of the gi d and reflected the 


1 
in Our geological history. 
vears ago, when the adventurers who « 


se 


mountains the 


nlicht, a 
| fact which is attested by very nt experien ind whi rave a 
name to that system of mountains tor near y a century, 

In the State of Montana there have been recently found large bed 
of mica, and I am well satistied that we shall develop there an indus 
try of no inconsiderable magnitude; and in conjunction with the ex 

| istence of mica in the other States I think it is wise that we should lay 
; a daty upon it. 
Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, Ido ni t intend to detain the Senate 


| 2 moment, but I apprehend it would be very hard for anybody to give 
a reason, when iron, tin, lead, coal, almost everything that you can 
| think of, pays a duty, why mica should not pay the reasonable duty of 
do per cent. I can not add to what has been so well said by the Sena 
| tor from New Hampshire about the immense mica depvosits in North 
Carolina, and I believe in Alabama'too. | Ala- 
1] | Mr. PUGH] in sight of me I there are large de posits 


see the Senator from 
bama think 
there. 

Mr. PUGH. Yes. 

Mr. RANSOM. Gentlemen from the great West say they have it 
| there, and if we puta tariff duty upon almost every other article of 
| human consumption I do not see why mica should be miade the ex 
| ception and be put upon the free-list, when it is stated here, when it 
| is demonstrated before the whole country, that putting mica upon the 
free-list has destroyed the industry in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator trom Connecticut [Mr. PLArr] said 
he would vote to impose a duty upon mica for the purpose of being 
| consistent as a protectionist. Now, I think I am as good a protection- 
ist as he is, and I try to be consistent, but my notion of what is con 
sistent as a protectionist does not require that I should vote for a duty 
upon every article that is produced uponthe earth. Itis undoubtedly 
true that there are deposits of mica in a large number of places in 
the United States, but up to the present time there has been no devel- 
opment of any of those mines which are of the proper quantity and 
, quality to furnish the use of the electrical companies and other peo 
| ple who are engaged in the manufacture of electria! machines and of 

stoves. There is alittle mine in New Hampshire that at most em 
ploys twenty or thirty men; I think fifty is the outside number they 
have ever employed. There are small mines scattered through the 
country, but they have never produced, and no evidence has been 
| shown by anybody that they can produce mica of the quantity and of 
the quality which is required in a single month to answer the demand 
on the part of the people of the United States. Thisis protection run 
| mad, in my opinion. I do not think mica is entitled to protection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
| of the committee proposing to insert as paragraph 624, ‘* mica.’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, putting mica on the free-list 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore itis. The question is on the amend 
ment, 

Mr. CARLISLE, Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; let us have the 
demand most decidedly. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. BUTLER. What is the proposition? 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis the amendment of the committee to put mica 

on the free-list. 
Mr. RANSOM, And the counter proposition is 
| ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
has spoken once on the question 

Mr. RANSOM. I was just replying to the Senator trom South Caro 
lina that the counter proposition is to put mica on the dutiable-list at 
a rate of 35 per cent. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). 
Senator trom North Dakota [Mr. Pierce]. 

Mr: DLXON (when his name was called). 
ator from South “arolina [Mr. Hampron]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DoLpu’s name was called). My col 
league [Mr. Do.pi] was called from the Chamber temporarily. Heis 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown ]}. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen 
ator from North Dakota { Mr. CAsry }. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHeEgs]. 

The roll-call was voncluded. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Under an arrangement made with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [| Mr. Dixon] we shall both he at liberty to vote. 
I vote ** yea.’’ 

Mr. DIXON, 


yeas ind naya, i second the 


{am paired with the 


[I am paired with the Sen 


I am paired with 


Lam paired with the 


I vote ‘‘ yea, 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JONES]. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—21, 
Aldrich Coke, MeMillan, Vest, 
Allison Colquitt Morgan, Walthall, 
Bats Dixon Sherman, Wilson of Md, 
Berry Kustis« Spooner, 
Carlisle Gray, Stock bridge 
Cockrel! Harris Purple 
NAYS—3A4. 
Alleu, Evarts Ingalls, Sawyer 
Barbour, Faulkne: Mitchel), Stewart, 
-Biair, Frye Moody, Teller 
Blodgett, Gibson Platt, Vance, 
Butler, Gorman Plumb, Washburn, 
Cameoron, Hawles Power, Wilson of Lowa, 
Chandler, Hearst, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Dawes, Higgins Quay, 
Kdmunds Hoar Ransom, 
ABSENT—29 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, Reagan, 
Brown, George, Manderson, Sanders, 
Call, Hale, * Morrill, Squire, 
Casey, Hampton, Paddock, Stanford, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Danicl, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Pettigrew, 
Dolph, Kenna, Pierce, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we return to the item in the metal 
schedule which was passed over and dispose of paragraph 196. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 196. The Committee on Finance 
proposed to amend the paragraph, in line 13, on page 46, by striking 
out after the words ‘‘ad valorem:’’ 

Mica, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like the attention of the Senate, because we 
are in the same business yet—— 

Mr. HALE. The amendment is to be disagreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, if the amendment is to be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, Iask the Senate to resume the consideration 
of the free-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
sumed. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 625, in section 2. The Committee 
on Finance proposed to amend the paragraph, beginning in line 17, on 
page 123, after the word “‘ waters,’’ by striking out the following words: 

And all mineral waters not effervescent or artificial, and natural mineral 
salts, accompanied by the sworn certificate from the proper officers operating 
the springs showing them to be obtained by evaporation, and shall not contain 
an admixture of any substance foreign to the natural water of such springs. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 


625. Natural mineral waters 


Mr. CARLISLE. I have no objection to the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, but I desire, then, to amend the re- 
mainder of the paragraph, and I presume I shall not be precluded by 
the practice of the Senate from doing so. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. LI should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
what it is that he wishes to accomplish. The paragraph proposed to 
be stricken out is now the subject of amendment, and being stricken 
out it would be subject, of course, to adding afterwards anything the 
Senator proposes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. After that has heen stricken out I shall propose 
a substitute for what remains. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, to strike out what has been 
read, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now I move tostrike out the words ‘‘ natural min- 
eral waters,’’ and insert the words of the present law: 

Mineral waters, all not artificial. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that has the same meaning that the words 
used here have, 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘To avoid any doubt about it, I prefer to have the 
language of the present law, because that has been adjudicated, so to 
speak, by the Treasury Department correctly, and we know what it 
means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, I desire to say, while I have the floor—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will allow his amend- 
ment to be reported. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The reading of the bill will be re- 
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The Cuter CLERK. Inline17, page 123, strike out the words “‘nat- 
ural mineral waters’’ and insert: 

Mineral waters, all not artificial. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky has th 
Noor. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have no disposition to retain the floor providing 
I shall not be charged with the time of the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to speak in the Senator’s tiie, but 
I shall have a few words to say after the Senator gets through. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, without saying anything moreon that pai 
ticular subject, I desire to say that while this bill purporis to put nat 
ural mineral waters upon the free-list, it imposes a duty of a cent a 
pound upon all the bottles in which it is contained if they hold a pint 
or more, and a cent and a half a pound if they hold less than a pint. 
This will be equivalent to a duty of about 100 per cent. upon the bot 
tles and about 40 per cent. upon the mineral waters. 

Artificial waters by this bill are subjected to a duty of 10 cents per 
dozen, and it is expressly provided that there shall be no duty upon 
the bottles in which they are contained. So the duty imposed by this 
bill upon artificial waters will be less than 28} per cent., while the 
duty imposed by reason of this bill upon natural mineral waters, al- 
though they are placed upon the free-list, will be about 40 per cent.. 
because it will be about 100 per cent. upon the bottles and about 40 
per cent., as I have said, upon the contents. 

We have, therefore, this singular situation, that by terms the bill im- 
poses a duty upon artificial waters and at the same time professes to 
let natural mineral waters in free, but in fact imposes a higher rate o1 
duty upon natural mineral waters than upon artificial waters. 

Now, what I propose to do is, when we get back to the glass sched- 
ule, because we can not impose duties here, to put a duty of 30 per 
cent. upon the bottles in which this water is contained, or, if the Sen- 
ate will not do that, then I propose that this article of natural mineral 
water shall be stricken from the free-list entirely and subjected to a 
reasonable rate of duty, 4 cents per dozen, or something of that sort. 

I understand what the purpose of this duty is, of course. It is to 
protect the bottles, but in fact it is a duty upon the whole thing that 
is imported and amounts to about 40 per cent. upon this article which 
is now free. But under the existing law all bottles bear a duty of 
30 per cent., and if Senators will agree to that, for my part I will be 
perfectly willing that the bottles in which it comes shall bear the ex- 
isting rate of duty of 30 per cent. To undertake to put the articles on 
the free-list and at the same time subject them to a duty of 30 per 
cent. it seems to me is something which we ought not to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to state, without going into 
any discussion of the matter, that it depends on what construction may 
be placed on the words of the present law. The words of the present 
law are *‘mineral waters, all not artificial.’’ Under these words came 
up the question of whether apollinaris water was an artificial mineral 
water, and it was held, not only by the Department after careful ex- 
amination, but by the court, that it was not an artificial water. Iam 
not so sure that apollinaris should be called a natural mineral water, 
because it is a water which, as it comes from the earth, loses the gas 
which gives it its peculiar flavor and its peculiar taste; but that gas is 
| again injected into the water in bottling it, and, although it is not 

considered an artificial water and held not to be an artificial water by 
the courts and by the Department, I am not sure but what the words 
| ‘*natural mineral waters’’ will make apollinaris water subject to duty. 


—————— 


a 





It is not a natural mineral water, because it is not bottled in the pre- 
cise state it comes from the earth. It is rather a nice distinction, but, 
in my judgment, it is not a natural water coming from the earth, but 
it is charged with carbonic-acid gas, I believe it is—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Its own gas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but still, it is different from what it is 
in its natural state. I merely state these facts because I do not see my- 
self any objection to the free admission of apollinaris water. 

Mr, CULLOM. May I inquire what effect this enactment will have, 
if we passed this amendment as proposed, upon the springs of mineral 
waters in this country, such as the Bethesda water in Wisconsin, and 
other waters? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not affect them, except, as a matter of 
course, apollinaris water comes in competition with our native waters. 
Apollinaris is the principal one, but there are other brands of waters, 
which are called natural waters, that come in competition with our 
mineral waters. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, if | understood the Senator from 
Kentucky aright, it would seem that there will be some miscarriage 
of the purpose of introducing appollinaris waters at favorable rates by an 
extraordinary imposition of duty upon the bottlescontaining this water. 
The importation can not be carried on by separating the water from the 
bottles that contain it. I understood the Senator from Kentucky, if | 
understood him aright, that there is an excessive duty upon the bottles 
containing appollinaris water as upon other mineral waters as now ar- 
ranged in the schedule. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senator from Obioand myself have expressed 
newer the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

entucky. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. That is the one now proposed. Se ‘ s< ‘ ‘ppara ts, a ; 
Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The one now proposed. | dra ; a on ree or os chen 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the words be again reported ; on rhacaary ’ sta : 5080] ms 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be again stated. : ‘ 
‘ <2 : ” ~ . ‘ I t : 
The Carer CLERK. In paragraph 625, on page 125, line 17, it is |", , ° 
proposed to strike out ‘*natural mineral waters’’ and insert rhe : é‘ ; 
Mineral waters, all not artificia G54 pag 1% . ‘1 after the 4} 
The amendment was agreed to | for yas t : 
The following paragraphs were read ae 
626. Minerals, crude, or not advan ed in value or condition by refi: | iby t 
rrinding, or by other pro «es of manufactur not specially provided for in this i on , ‘ 
act. . ‘ 6} 7 : : 
627. Models of invention sand of other improvements in the arts, i : i ext endl t the 
patterns for machinery but noarticle shall be deemed a model or patt 
can be fitted for use otherwise. : L i 
628. Moss, sea-weeds, and vegetable substances, crude « mis ifactured i : i 
otherwise specially provided for in this act ry ame ] 
629. Musk, crude, in natural pods. at ol 
630. Myrobolan. , ollowing pal pos aioe 
631. Needles, hand-sewing and darning. 1 ' ingots ars. sl nd w 
632. Newspapers and periodicals; but the term “ periodicals” as h ia used 7. Pla nanufactured i vas \ ‘ 
shall be understood to embrace only unbound or paper-covered publications i st 
containing current literature of the day and issued regularly at stated periods g | — 
as weekly, monthly, or quarter!y Polish stones 
633. Nux vomiica, ly ‘ ¢ +) ‘ “ 
$08 Gekam then iendment of the Committ Finance v yn page 127 
635. Oil cake ; : to strike out 686 as originally numbered follows 
636. Oils: Almond, amber, vrude and rectified ambergis, anise, or anise-seed, | . es 3 ; pm : 
aniline, aspic or spike lavender, bergamot, cajeput, caraway, cassia, cinna ee eo ee ae ee eo |} —_ , 
mon. cedrat, chamomile, citronella or lemon grass, civet, fennel, jasmine or eee ee eae Ons oon en oe rene 
iasimine, juglandium, juniper, lavender, lemon, limes, mac e, neroli or orangé And to insert in lieu thereof 
flower, nut oil or oil of nuts not otherwise specially provided for in thisa Min Citation : ae oa ' 
orange oil, olive oil for manufacturing or merchanical purposes unfit for eating ce wT) a eer | wae Sawa S a 
and not otherwise provided for in this act, ottar of roses, palm and cocoanut, a a =a 1 ——e : ; po : 
rosemary or anthoss, sesame or sesamum-seed or bean, thyme, origanum redor | [?'°P* ter, « rude. | € 
white, valerian, spermaceti, whale, and other fish oils of American fisheric ; Se 
and all other articles the produce of such fisheries. Mr. ALDRICH. Inli 12 of that pave, int : » 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word ‘‘merchanical,’’ in line | by the committee, the word or f | hould be st ren out: and 
25, page 124, will be changed to ‘‘mechanical,’’ if there be no obje in line 13, the comma after the word e d's ld tricke 
tion. out. 
Mr. ALDRICH. After the word “‘valerian,’’ in that paragraph, o1 rhe PRESIDENT prot ry 1endment will b ati 
page 125, there should be a semicolon, and after the semicolon I move | The CHIEF CLI In the amendmen ported by t imittes 
to insert the words ‘‘ and also.”’ in line 12, after the word ‘‘salts,’’ it proposed to strike out ‘*¢ 
The amendment was agreed to. fused and in line 13 ter the word ‘‘refined.’’ to out th 
The following paragraphs were read comma. 
637. Olives, green or prepared. i Che amendment to t imendment w agreed to. 
638. Opium, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulterated, containing 9 per Mr. ALDRICH. Inline 14, Ir e to 
ent, and over of morphia. nee ‘Seafined:?’ « t< 
639. Orange and emon peel not presery ed, candied, or othe rwise prepare d ™ rt : i oas tol id 
640. Orchil, or orchil liquid. ; ate of potash, ¢ c t 
The Committee on Finance proposed to insertas a new paragraph the rhe amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
following: Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator in rere th 
641. Orchids, lily of the valley, azaleas, palms, and other plants used for fi - bill how this restatement of the matt hanges the 1! nce of 1 
ing under glass for cut flowers or decorative purposes. original proposition, if it does at all. 
The amendment was agreed to. : Mr. ALDRICH. It enlarges it somewhat and puts articles o 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment ot the | the free-list that were not in the House proposition 0 nce. al 
Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 642, on page 125, line 15, after | tic! like carbonate of potash, caustic potash crude, and sulph oe o 
the word ‘** nickel,”’ toinsert ‘‘and nickel matte;’’ in line 17, after the | pot refined—it puts t e upon tl 1 are not un 
word ‘‘nickel,’’ insert ‘‘and nickel matte:’’ and in line 18, before the | the free-list as it came from the H« 
words ‘‘per pound ’’ to strike out ‘‘ one and one-fourth cents’’ and in- | PRESIDENT pro t Ch it 
sert ‘‘one-half of 1 cent;’’ so as to make the paragraph read f the committee as amend 
612. Ores, of gold, silver, and nickel, and nickel matte: Provided, That ores Che amendment as amended 
of nickel, and nickel matte, containing more than 2 per cent. of copper, shall The low nara y} 
pay a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound on the copper contained therei on Nii ta-a . 
The amendment was agreed to, tion, or employment, in the ac possess ¢ the tin 
The following paragraphs were read the United Stat OUs vine ex tion sha t be construed to 
643, Osmium ‘ _ = o art es lmy ed ! a€ , 
64. Palladium ( Pulu 
645. Paper stock, crude, of every description, including all grasses, fibers, rags 63. Pumice 
other than woo!), waste, shavings, clippings, old paper, rope ends, waste rope 64. Q 4, prey : red 
waste bagging, old or refuse gunny bags or gunny cloth, and poplar or other >; Quinia 
woods, fit only to be converted into paper. 
646. Parafline Mr. QUAY. I move to strike « graph 665, whi ' 
47. Parchment and vellum heen 1 1 the effect of which 1 Pera ot ; ' 
648, Pearl, mother of, not sawed it, pol shed, or otherwise manufactured ome read iit See ae W mai 1wi to Ke ¢ n rom the er 
4 . . ar " | and make it subject toa duty « 10 pe! t I dot the reang 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to insert as of chemical firt od P} ; yy 
. : of chemics irms of tiladelp who ha i { of t] 
a new paragraph the following ie eee — ' 
} «at at . 
649. Peltries and other proper goods and effects of Indians passing or re T PRE NT 1. 
‘ . al i ; 4215 passing or repass- » PR ; fem } t n ; 
ing the boundary line of the Territories of the United States: Provided, That The PRESIDENT pro tempo neq ait : endmer 


| 
: ‘ . | ¥ 5 » ’ ‘ } 
this exemption shall not apply to goods in bales or other large packages un- | of the Senator from Pennsylvania to t para nh ¢ Ww] 
usual among Indians has been read. ; 


Mr. ALDRICH. An amendment should be made in paragraph 649, | It: ALDRICH. I hope that will be done in order to _— 
line 10, of page 126, in the amendment reported by the committee, J | 0° Me OMer Side a chance to show their consistency in the cause of pro- 
move to strike out the word ‘‘large’’ before the word ‘‘ packages:’’ so | kection. ertainly, ae mica ought to be put upon the d ible list 
as to read, “‘ or other packages unusual among Indians.”’ | quinine ought to be put on the dutiable list, as not only is it an exten 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That ought to be for safety against smuggling, I | *!¥¢!Y manulactured article, but one of the principal ingredients is a 
think. - a. ™ cohol, upon which the United States imposes an internal-revenue tax 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The question is on the amendment | and therefore it isin many respects a discrimination against the manu 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the committee, | @°tUTers Of this article. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. | The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to ca 

The following paragraphs were read: | So zell. 

S50, Weeeaned abd hotechold ellocte net merchandies of dileens of the United | Mr. CALL when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen 
States dying in foreign countries. ator from South Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew]. If he were here, I should 

651. Pewter and britannia metal, old, and fit only to be remanufactured vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
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Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called), Under the arrange- 
ment heretofore announced, I am permitted to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name vas cailed). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], and I believe the Senator from 
Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] is paired with the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. Prercre], I suggest to him that we transfer the pairs, so 
that he and I may vote. ; 

Mr. CARLISLE. My pair has been transferred, and I have voted 
under an arrangement made with the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will vote ‘‘yea’’ on this motion, and if there is 
any doubt I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BERRY (when thename of Mr. Jongs, of Arkansas, was called), 
My colleague [Mr. Jones] is unwell and absent this evening. He 
would vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were present. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casry]. 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired for the 
evening with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. It he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Indiana[ Mr. VoorHeEs]. 

The roil-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the affirmative). I am_ paired 
with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and withdraw 
my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 38; as follows: 


I am paired with the 
If he were here I should 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS—15. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Moody, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, McMillan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—38. 

Allen, Cullom, Hearst, Sherman, 
Allison, Eustis, Higzins, Spooner, 
Barbour, Evarts, Ingalls, Teller, 
Bate. Faulkner, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Berry, rye, Morgan, Vance, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Paddock, Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Plumb, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Ciray, Power, Washburn, 
Cockrell, Hale, Pagh, 
Colquitt, Harris, Ransom, 

A BSENT—31. 
Blackburn, Dixon, Kenna, Re n, 
Biair, Dolph, McPherson, Sanders, 
Brown, Farwell, Manderson, aire, 
Call, George, Morrill, Stanford 
Ca-ey, Hampton, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hoar, Payne, Wilson of Mad. 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Pettigrew, Woleott. 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Pierce, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 666, on page 123, line 3, after 
the word *‘ rags,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘all;’’ so as to read: 

66. Rags, not otherwise specially provided for in this act. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 667, on page 128, line 5, after the word ‘‘ lenses,’’ to insert ‘*if 
erade and not advanced in value by washing or grinding;’’ so as to 
read: 

667. Wed earth or raddle used for polishing lenses if erude and not advanced 
in value by washing or grinding. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the Committee on Finance I move to strike 
out this paragraph entirely. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance, inserting the words which have 
been read, will bedisagreed to. The Chair hears none. The question 
recurs on striking out the paragraph. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I understand that that earth is used 
for polishing lenses in the manufacture of spectacles, eye-glasses, tele- 
scopes, and other optical instruments, and it is very important. It is 
raw material, if anything in this world is, and I understand it can be 
put really to no other use whatever than such purpose as I have named. 
I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if that is not so? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator is probably aware the customs 
officers know no way by which they can distinguish the red earth 
used in polishing lenses from the oxide of iron and other red earths, 
which are used for paints and other purposes, which are dutiable. If 
there was any practicable way by which the red earth used for one 
purpose could be distinguished from those used for other purposes, the 
committee would be very glad to make it tree. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, to strike out para- 
graph 667. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Paragraph 668 was read, as follows: 

668. Regalia and gems, statues, statuary and specimens of sculpture where 
specially imported in good faith for the use of any society incorporated or es- 
tablished solely tor educational, philosophical, literary. or religious purposes, 
or for the encouragement of fine arts, or for the use or by order of any college, 
academy, school, seminary of learning, or public library in the United States ; 
but the term “regalia” as herein used shall be held to embrace only such in- 
signia ot rank or office or emblems as may be worn upon the person or borne 
in the hand during public exercises of the society or institution, and shall not 
include articles of furniture or fixtures or of regular wearing-apparel, nor per 
sonal property of individuals. 

Mr. PLUMB. After the word ‘‘sculpture’’ in line 8, I wish to in- 
sert what I send tothe desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuier CLerK. In line 8 of page 128, after the word ‘‘sculpt- 
ure,’’ it is proposed to insert *‘ lithographic prints from either stone o1 
zine, bound or unbound.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know that that covers the point to which | 
directed the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island in connection 
with paragraph 400, but there does not seem to be any reason why these 
articles which are imported for this purpose can not be embraced with 
regalias, gems, and so on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be again reported. 

Mr. PLUMB, The Senator will find exactly the same language in 
line 3, on page 99, in paragraph 400. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 8, after the word ‘‘sculpture,’’ itis pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ lithographic prints from either stone or zinc, bound 
or unbound.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. They are all qualified by the language which follows 
in regard to their being imported for the use of educational, philosoph- 
ical, literary, or religious purposes, or for some society. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘There must be some inaccuracy about lithographic 
prints from zine, 

Mr. PLUMB. Eijther stone or zinc. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lithographic prints are produced from stone. 

Mr. PLUMB, I have merely taken the language used in another 
part of the bill. If the Senator will turn to page 99, he will find it 
described in that way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [If it is thought worth while to put it in that form 
Ishall make no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not appear to be for any religious society 
or anything of that kind, and it would be in direct opposition to para- 
graph 400, on page 99. 

Mr. PLUMB, Itisaqualificationof that. It was designed to make 
lithographic prints imported for the same purposes described here for 
regalia and gems, statues, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think, if the Senator from Kansas will give me 
his attention, he will see that that amendment had better be inserted 
in paragraph 489, on page 115. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As stated, it would seem to be put absolutely on 
the tree-list without reference to its belonging to the body of religious 
and philosophical and other subjects mentioned above in the place where 
it comes in. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There are three different paragraphs where it might 
appear without any impropriety. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph on page 115 limits the number of 
copies, and I think there should be some limitation of the number of 
copies to be imported by any one society. I do not think we ought to 
allow a religious society to import these articles for sale in large num- 


bers. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not understand that any of these articles are to 
be sold. They are articles for the use of the society. I do not think 
any of them are expected to bearticlesof commerce. They are a class 
of pictures, I am told, which are peculiar to religious organizations in 
this country, which are the work of foreign artists and workmen, and 
not produced in this country. They have heretofore been imported 
subject to a duty of 25 per cent., and that is thought to be an unneces- 
sary burden. It seems to me that there would be no difficulty about 
the insertion of the amendment, as it will be qualified by the language 
which follows in the h. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator that he had better insert 
it in paragraph 489. 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble is that in that case only two copies could 
come in. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Two copies for one society. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator should insert the amendment 
after the word ‘‘ maps,’’ in line 1, on page 115, paragraph 489. 

Mr. PLUMB, Very well, I will accept thesuggestion. I will then 
move to insert the words ‘‘ lithographic prints, bound or unbound,’’ 
in line 1, on page 115, after the word ‘‘ maps.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the words ‘‘ bound or unbound ”’ 
be omitted. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. I will simply move, then, to insert the 
words “‘ lithographic prints ’’ after the word ‘‘ maps,’’ in line 1, in para- 
eraph 489, on 115, 

r. EDMUNDS. That will do. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
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The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 489, on page 115, line 1, after the 
word ‘‘maps,”’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ lithographic prints;’’ so as to 
read: 

189. Books, maps, lithographic prints, and charts especially imported, not 
more than two copies in any one invoice, in good faith, for the use of any soci- 
ety ineorporated or established for educational, philosophical, literary, or re- 
ligious purposes. or for the encourAgement of the fine arts, or for the use or by 
order of any college, academy, school, or seminary of learning in the United 
States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. 
have the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
there is a little ambiguity about that, as to whether the limitation 
which is proposed in all the lines of the section would not be applied 
to charts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that the courts have held that where legis- 
lation of that kind was contained in a tarift law it would apply to all 
the articles 

Mr. HOAR. 
word ‘‘ charts.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
after the word ‘‘charts,’’ in line 1. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
were read: 


I think it would be better to have a comma after the 


That amendment will be made in 
The following paragraphs 


669. Rennets, raw or prepared. 7 ; 

670. Saffron and safflower, and extract of, and saffron cake. 

The next amendment ot the Committee on Finance was, on page 
128, line 22, after the word “‘ flour,’’ to strike out ‘‘not in condition 
suitable for use as starch;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


Sago, crude, and sago flour. 


Mr. PADDOCK. 
be agreed to in this case. If I am correctly informed, there is a brand 
of flour which is imported, which is in a condition suitable for use as 
starch, and so nearly like the regular article that you can not distin- 
waish one from the other, and that frauds have been perpetrated through 
importations in the custom-houses, which can not be prevented. 
flour comes in a form, as I understand it, so as to be readily and inex- 
pensively used as starch by a very small amount of labor, and it re- 
quires a very simple process, very simple labor, and little expense to 
transform it from the condition of flour to that of starch. So that it 
comes in as a competitive article to the corn product of the West and 
to the starch mills of the West, which are increasing very largely in 
number, 

I appeal to the chairman of the committee to accept the paragraph 
as it came from the House. I think the original language should be 
retained, believing that the reason which has beén given for itisa 
good one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


agreed to. Sago flour has been imported from time immemorial almost 
on the free-list, and the adoption of the suggestion made by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska would make it dutiable at 2 centsa pound. Ido 
not think there is any danger or trouble in keeping it where it is. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There has been a great deal—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has 
spoken once on this question. The question recurs upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

Salacine. 
Sauer-kraut. 
. Sausage skins. 

675. Seeds, anise, canary, caraway, cardamom, coriander, cotton,cummin, fen- 
nel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound mustard, rape, St. John’s bread or bean, 
sugar-beet, bulbs, and bulbous roots, not edible, and all flower and grass seeds 
not otherwise specially provided for in this act. 


672, 





Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert after the word ‘‘sugar-beet,”’ in line | 


3, page 129, paragraph 675, the words ‘turnips, mangel-wartzel,’ 
with a semicolon after mangel-wurtzel. 

Mr. PLATT. Does that mean all turnip seeds ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, All turnip seeds. They are now on the free-list, 
The articles named in the amendment I have proposed are on the free- 
list now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted after the 
word ‘“‘hoarhound,”’ at the end of line 2, in the absence of objection. 
Mr. ALDRICH. A semicolon should be inserted after the word 


“‘seeds,’’ also, at the beginning of the paragraph, in place of the comma. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


the absence of objection. 


The following paragraphs were read: 
676. Selep, or saloup. 


677. Shells of all kinds, not cut, ground, or otherwise manufactured 
678. Shotgun barrels, forged, rough-bored. 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire why shotgun barrels are 
XXI——609 


The question is onthe amendment. 
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Before we pass from paragraph 489, I should like to 
It seems to me | 


Very well; I suggest that a comma be inserted 


I hope the amendment of the committee will not | 


This | 


I hope the amendment of the committee will be 


That amendment will be made, in | 
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put on the free-list. 


It seems to me that we manufacture enough of 
| them in this country 
| Mr. ALDRICH. Shotgun barrels have never been made in this 


country and they have been at a duty of 10 per « 
j longtime. I know of no one here who i 


nt. ad valorem for a 


re s interested in making them. 


They are made by a peculiar process, and in order to make them here 
la very large rate of d ity would necessarily have to be imposed 

Mr. STEWART. Idonot know whiy it should not be imposed then 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are some la mar turers of s guns 

in the East, but they have no desire to have t al pl d and 

prefer to have it on the free-list. There has been no attempt to manu 


facture the barrels here that I know of 
The following paragraphs were read 
|} 679. Shrimps and other shell fish 
|} 680. Silk,raw,or as reeled from thx 
vanced in manufacture in any way. 
681. Silk cocoons and silk waste. 
682. Silk-worms’ eggs. 
| 683. Skeletons and other preparations of a: 
| 684. Snails. 
Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have paragraphs 630 and 


6al go 


gy 
| over until the corresponding paragraphs in the silk schedule are con- 
os 
| sidered. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. We have considered the silk schedule 
| Mr. PLUMB, I do not know that I shall seek to intertere with this 
question, but I wish to bring up the general question of the produc 
tion of silk in connection with the proposition made by the House. 
| The following paragraphs were read 
| 685. Soda, nitrate of, or cubic nitrate, and chlorate o 
686. Sodium, 
| 687. Sparterre, suitable for making or ornamenting hats 
| 688. Specimens of natural history, botany, and minera'og ‘ i ed 
! for « abinets or as obje cts of science, and not for sal 
Spices 
689. Cassia, cassia vera, and cassia buds, ung: 
690, Cinnamon, and chips of, unground. 
691. Cloves and clove stems, unground. 
692. Ginger-root, unground and not preserved o a 
693. Mace. 
64. Nutmegs. 
| The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 130, 
| line ae aiter the word ” Pepper,”’ to strike out ‘** black or whit« and 
insert ‘‘of all kinds;’’ so as to make the paragraph read 
6%. Pepper, of all kinds, unground 
| Theamendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 696 was read, as follows 
696. Pimento, unground. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Fina Wa { 
following as a new paragraph: 
697. Sponges 


Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from Kho 
paragraph pass over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we finish it now, because to-morrow 
is an uncertain time, and we have several very important subjects for 
consideration to-morrow. I think we had better finish thi 
| along. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say, if it is to goover, tl 
will be taken out of the free-list and put where it was before. 
this, not from any extensive information of my own, but 
have a statement which was given to me by Mr. Charles H. Townsend 
ex-special deputy collector of the United States at Key West, Fla., who 
| came to see me, and I have already read an article which he had wri 
| ten which was published by a New York paper on the subject 


le Island 


as we go 


item 


I do 
because | 


it ne 


I hope t 


His statement to me was that there are a very considerable number! 
of poor people who have grown up with this industry, that it is thei: 
sole support, and if this article were put upon the free-| 
be displaced to their permanenthurt. The duty imposed by law now i 
only 20 per cent. ‘The article is very light and comparatively cheap 
and that duty does not specially burden any one. If, as 

by Mr. Townsend, which I believe to be true, the removal of this duty 
| would operate tothe destruction of a community in the State of Florida, 
or elsewhere in the United States, I should want to be very well satis- 
fied that some great good was to come to a much |! 
ple before I would vote for it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. DAWEs] 
the letter to which I have referred, which I wi 

he production is | 


large 
| sponges, 


ist they would 


tated to me 


: > 
arger number of! pe 0 


asks me to have read 

1 do in a moment. 

and inereasing, not of the finest quality of 

I think, come from the Mediterranean, but of 

| a kind which is very considerably used. [ ask the Secretary to read 
the statement farnished me by Mr. Tow 

| The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


because those 


nsen«d 


FLORIDA'S SPO? 


The sponge-fishing industry of Florida has steadily increased in importance 
for many years, until now there is a respectable fleet regularly engaged in it, 
the vessels from Key West alone numbering over two hundred and fifty, em- 
ploying from four to five thousand men and representing nearly or quite a mill- 
| ion and a half of invested capital, while St. Mark’s, Apalachicola, and Cedar 
| Keys also have smaller fleets. At Key West, particularly, the fishing for and 
preparation of sponges for the market have yearly increased, and promise still 
| better results,immediate and continuous, 
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The annual crop there now amounts to from five to six hundred thousand 
Collars in value and furnishes means of support to a large number of families. 
Florida is the only State in the Union having sponge fisheries, and now that 
they are the basis of so considerable and prosperous a business, involving in- 
vested capital which can not be diverted without great absolute loss, and labor 
which,owing to the peculiar circumstances, has no other opening, it seems that 


will be an unwise policy which unnecessarily drives the whole, both labor and 
capital, out of employment 

The sponge-fishers of Florida are a peculiar class by location and occupation. 
They are hardy, industrious, intelligent, temperate, thrifty, and generous. 
Their occupation is not one that fits them for any other from which profit 
might be derived without abandoning their homes, and to destroy it would be 
to destroy not alone their present honorable usefulness, but their available 
chance for usefulness, There is more room for idleness already than for varied 
profitable occupation in the State, especially for those who depend upon rude 
labors. Legislation ought not to destroy such a class and industry, confidently 
built up under its protection, without urgent aa compels it, and neces- 
sity does not compel itin thiscase. Yet the destruction is surely impending 
in the proposed removal of the duty on sponge. 

Only with the protection afforded by this duty was the Florida sponge fishery 
built up. Only by its continuance can there be successful competition with the 
foreign product. Those engaged in the home fishery, because of the peculiar 
conditions, are placed in unusual relations to the Government as to occupation 
and investments. They have developedan honorable business by itsinvitation, 
involving their property and their chances of usefulness. To now sweep both 
away by destroying the condition of profit would be as unjust as it seems to be 
unnecessary. The injury is distinct; where is the corresponding benefit? 

CHAS. H. TOWNSEND, 
Ev-Special Deputy Collector, Key West, Fila. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The information which was furnished to the com- 
mittee at this session and-in 1888 was to the effect that there is no 
competition between these two kinds of sponges. The fine sponges 
used for medicinal purposes by druggists and by others come from the 
Mediterranean, and there are no sponges of that kind found upon the 

‘coast of Florida at all. With the coarse sponges found upon the coast 
of Florida there is practically no competition here or elsewhere, and 
they are produced there as cheaply as anywhere, and in large quanti- 
ties. They are not only sold in the United States, but they are ex- 
ported to other countries. So the only effect of the reimposition of 
this duty would be to increase the cost of sponges used for the purpose 
to which I have referred. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquireif there is any other place 
where this class of sponges can be produced than in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not to compete with the sponge industry of Florida 
to any extent. That is the testimony before the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. I suppose that this class of sponges are found in 
many places, and if the duty was taken off there would be sharp com- 
petition. That is my information from several gentlemen who have 
called upon me. I inquired as to that, and these gentlemen gave me 
that information in general terms. Idid not inquire particularly, and 
I wish to obtain further information in relation to the subject, and 
that is why I wanted it to go over, in order to see them and ascertain 
more in regard to that fact. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt Senators upon the other side will 
vote to put this back upon the dutiable list as they do every other 
item that the committee recommend should be put on the free-list. 
All we have to do probably is to take a vote upon it. 

Mr. CALL. My colleague and myself intended tointroduce the pa- 
per which has been read and to urge the Senate not to place this ar- 
ticle on the free-list, but to allow it to be subject to the duty which 
now rests upon it. The facts are, I believe, correctly state1 in the pa- 
per which has been read to the Senate. 

I think the Senator from Rhode Island is entirely wrong in his in- 
formation that there is no competition between the sponges obtained 
on the coast of Florida and those which are impor from the Med- 
iterranean. 

I have myself seen some and have now in my possession, I think, as 
fine sponges as I have ever seen, which have been sent to me from Key 
West. Iam unable to say to what extent the finer species of sponge 
is obtained there, but I know the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 
has made a request to me and a resolution was introduced into the 
Senate by me asking for information as to the extent of these fisheries 
and as to the qualiiy of the sponge obtained from them. While he 
has not been able to gather the information, at least he has not re- 

rted it to Congress, he has informed me that there is growing up a 
Rens industry there and that the quality of sponge which may be ob- 
tained is of a very excellent character. 

The peopje upon that coast are very greatly interested in this busi- 
ness and it is growing into large dimensions. They are of the opinion 
that this duty is advantageous to them, and as it is not an article of 
necessity and may be regarded as.a luxury and a p' subject for any 
amount of taxation, I think there is no reasonable objection to its being 
taken off the free-list and being allowed to remain subject to duty. 
The facts are, I think, correctly stated in the paper submitted. 

The business of gathering sponges on the coast of Florida gives em- 
ployment and subsistence to a mostmeritorious class of people. They 
are brave, accustomed to all the dangers of the sea, generous, and al- 
ways ready to rescue others trom the perils of the waves. 

_L hope the Senate will not agree to place on the free-list. If 
time allowed I would discuss the subject at 

a EVARTS. It tM not strike me that answer of the Sena- 

m Rhods Island [Mr. ALDRICH} is complete on the subject of 
the competition of sponges. We have aduty on sponges that does pro- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 5, 





tect from competition with such sponges as our coast furnishes. It is 
not necessary to say that those coarse spong®s on our coast do not com- 
pete with the fine sponges from the Mediterranean or to say that the 
fine sponges from the Mediterranean do not compete with the coarse 
sponges of our coast. If it is necessary todraw a line between the fine 
sponges of the Mediterranean, that we should like to have introduced 
free because they do not compete with our sponges, let us see to it that 
by removing the protection on our coarse sponges we do not invite a 
competition from other parts of the world that can produce coarse 
sponges, but are képt out by this dyty. 

That is the real question, and the differential line can be drawn that 
will protect against any increase of the fine sponges and at the same 
time protect the coarse sponges. 

I am told that if this Florida industry is stopped there will be no re- 
course for these fishermen but to resorf to Nassau and other regions 
where coarse sponges can be brought into competition. That is the 
difficulty. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to say a word about this. I do not 
care about imposing duties upon sponges as « means of decreasing the 
supply or increasing the price either ; but sponges stand on a peculiar 
ground. They stand on the same footing exactly we observe and the 
same principle we pursue in the timber-culture laws. 

You can raise sponges in Florida, an¢ you ci not raise them any- 
where else in the United States. 

The Senator from Rhode Island said he had not any doubtat all that 
Southern gentlemen would go against the committee on any recommen- 
dation they made in regard to putting articles on the free-list. We do 
it because the committee have signalized themselves throughout this 
bill by making a territorial discrimination against our section of the 
country. Without rhyme or reason they make reductions upon tarifi 
duties down there. They handle our products jast as they please. 
They let cotton in on the free-list and all that to suit themselves, they 
being the principal consumers; and they must expect when they come 
forward with propositions that do not affect their end of the world and 
do affect ours and discriminate against us that we feel the sting of it 
and resent it. Wedo that. Now, that is a little matter of history 
that is not going to be escaped from at all. The brand has been put 
upon that committee of this thorough partiality against the South. 

Now, having answered upon that proposition, these sponges can be 
cultivated in the estuaries, recesses, inlets, and arms of the sea that 
come into the coast of Florida, just as well as they cultivate themselves 
on recks on the outside; and you can make them just as fine in the 
bays of Florida as you can make them in the Mediterranean, and it 
needs no great fleet, as your oyster plants do, to go out and secure 
them. It does not need all this great equipment of capital. 

I think the plea which has been set up here in the letter which has 
been read at the desk is an appeal in behalf of invested capital, whereas 
the laws of the United States ought to be such in regard to this industry 
as they are in regard to timber-culture, giving men rewards for planting 
sponges in inlets of the sea where they can be harvested by the men 
who plant them without the necessity of their becoming mere laborers 
upon ships to go out and gather them. 

Mr. PLATT. Do they cultivate sponges as they do oysters ? 

Mr. MORGAN. They cultivate them as they cultivate oysters, and 
they can extend that cultivation indefinitely. 

I am indifferent about this particular vote. I think if the commit- 
tee desire to foster at all that product inthe United States or if Congress 
pro to do it there ought to be a separate bik here, and I am willing 
to defer the whole subject until Mr. McDonald’s report comes in, which 
the Senator from Florida mentioned, and when it does come in we will 
see that it is an industry, an occupation that ought to be encouraged 
by a system such as we have adopted in regard to timber-culture and 
other things of that sort. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state in reply to what was said by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [ Mr. ALDRICH] that there isa class of sponges that 
does come in direct competition with the Florida sponge. I refer to 
those that are found in the waters of the West India Islands, particu- 
larly the Bahamas and Cuba. My information is that these sponges 
are of the same general quality as the Florida sponges, though coarser. 

This is an industry of some importance to the people who are engaged 
init. They are nota largeand wealthy class, but their industry is worth 
some three or four hundred thousand dollars a year. They own their 
vessels, their hoats, and there are two or three thousand people en- 
gaged in the industry, and it does seem to me that it should not be 
crushed out. 

On examining the evidence taken before the Senate and House com- 
mittees, I can find no testimony introduced against the continuance of 
the present duties upon sponges, and I ean see no reason that can be 
urged why it should not be continued. It has been existing for a great 
a In 1842 a duty was first imposed upon sponges, and ever 
since then a higher or lower rate of duty has been continued. It has never 
been higher t 20 per cent., and that is the present rate. Itis a 
revenue duty, and there is no reason why Senators on this side of the 
Chambershould not sustain it. It was inserted in the Mills bill and 
it was placed in the present bill by the House of ves. The 
effort to strike it out originated here in the Senate by the action of the 
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Republican majority in 1888 and by the same majority at the present 
session. 

Mr. President, I have a letter written by John A. Grier, who served 
in his earlier days as an engineer in the United States Navy. It is an 
open letter addressed to a Senator upon the other side of the Chamber, 
and I will read it, as it throws a good deal of light upon this subject 
and is in better language than I can use myself. The writer says 

PHILADELPHIA, Pa., June 24, 1590. 


Drax Sie: Itis with considerable regret that I notice the remoy al of the duty 
on sponges, as propesed by the tariff bill as revised by the United States Sen- 
ate Finance Committee. 2 , 

As'| served in my younger years for more than ten y ears as an engineer in 
the United States Navy—having resigned my commission Dex ember, 1865—I 
have always taken a lively interest in the prosperity of our merchant marine 
and Navy. s 

look at the sponge and fishing smacks emp!oyed on our Southern coast as 
an especially valuable school in training a hardy, skillful class of seamen, prof- 
itable to us in an industrial and commercial way in times of peace and of great 
valuc to us in times of national trouble at sea. 

These men are accustomed to be exposed to the heat of asemi-tcopical sun, 
which makes them of special value for boat service for a man-of-war in such a 
climate, so trying to the most hardy Northern seamen. i 

We have wisely fostered the fishermen on our Northern coasts as a schoo!) for 
sailors, and why would it not be equally wise to foster the enterprise of this 
smaller but equally deserving class in the South? 

As the chief engineer of the United States steamer Crusader, employed for 
about eighteen months off the coast of Cuba in 1859 and 1860 in suppressing the 
African-Cuban slave trade, I personally know of the severe trials of that climate 
atsea. As Key West was our headquarters for refitting for our grounds, I per- 
sonally know many of the men engaged in these fisheries. 

I trust that these hardy men may obtain all the encouragement they demand. 


Truly, yours, 2 5 
JOHN A. GRIER. 
The value of this article imported since 1880 has been as follows: 
$197,431 in 1880, $248,205 in 1881, $340,443 in 1882, $295,250 in 1883, 
$291,859 in 1884, $333,774 in 1885, $387,384 in 1886, $343,311 in 1887, 
$358,104 in 1888, and $318,385 in 1889. 


Mr. President, I have endeavored to obtain some statistics upon this | 


subject, but without much success. All that I have been able to get 
were from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, Colonel McDonald, 
who, at my request, furnished me some tables 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the five-minute rule applied now ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChairwill intimate to the Sen- 
ator when his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. PASCO. I think I can conclude what little I have to say within 
my five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PASCO. I shall ask to have the privilege of going on for a mo- 
ment, as the Senator from Rhode Island interrupted me, in order that 
I may put in these two tables furnished me by the Commissioner of 





Fish and Fisheries, Table A showing the extent of the sponge fishery | 


of Florida in 1888 and Table B showing shipments by dealers in 1887 
and 1888. I ask that these‘tables, which I will send to the desk, may 
be printed in connection with my remarks. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
The letter and tables are as follows: 
PHILADELPHIA, Pa., June 25, 1890. 
Drar Sin: In view of the recommendation of your committee in its report 


TABLE A.—Showing the extent of thi 


Vessel fishery. 






| ts i g 
| Vessels. | $s Products. 
Fishing port, eh te wineimlbaiganditchichan : = e s, se 
Value 3 Pounds | Value 
- Net , of appa-| = oY ae 
No.| tonnage.! Value. | atus and| © of | to fish- 
outfit, 6 Sponges.| ermen. 
y 4 . 
| ; | 
Key West cassscecessoee| 74 | 1,132.43 | $116,725 $68, 700 659 | 175,946 /$175,946 | 300 
Cedar Keys - 18.50! 1,000 258 7 600 600; 3 
St. Marke’... .....0.c000e) 000+. i ee ee ae ta aan 
Apalachicola 17 4,900 3,560 | 41 8, 800 8, 800 | 











Total ............| 82 











*This amount includes the value of 311 row-boats, worth $4,912, used by 
+ Including four vessels that engaged in other fisherie 
t Including 170 row-boats, valued at $2,720. 
TABLE B.—Showing shipments by dealers, 1887 and 1888. 
1887 1888 
Locality. | 
> Valueto » Valueto | 
Pounds. dealers, | Pounds. dealers 
Key West.......... Nh ER SLR «eeeese, 182,228 | $236,089 | 237,588 | $314, 081 
Apalachicola ........... 15, 730 19, 730 10, 500 12, 500 
‘ a oe 
| Ta peetpere ibtapecumennnees: 197,958 | 255,819 | 248, 088 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. A vote in the affirmative putssponges 
on the free-list and a vote in the negative makes them dutiable. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask that the vote may be again taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again put the ques- 
tion on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. [Putting the 
question, | The ‘‘ ayes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we first take a division. 

Mr. PASCO. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. QUAY. I call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask that it may go over until to-morrow, 
and we can take the vote then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
insist on his call for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. QUAY. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed over 
informally until to-morrow. 

The following paragraphs were read: 


698, Spunk. 


699. Spurs and stilts used in the manufacture of earthen, porcelain, and stone 
ware. 


700. Stone and sand: Burr-stone in blocks, rough or manufactured, and not 
bound up into mill-stones; cliff-stone, unmanufactured, pumice-stone, rotten- 
stone, and sand, crude or maaufactured. 

701, Storax, or styrax. 


702, Strontia, oxide of, and protoxide of strontian, and strontianite, or min- 
eral carbonate of stroutia. 


The Committee on Finance proposed, on page 130, line 21, after the 
word *‘number,’’ to strike out ‘‘sixteen’’ and insert ‘‘thirteen;’’ so 
as to make the paragraph read: 


703, Sugars, all not above thirteen Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, 
all sugar drainings and sugar sweepings, sirups of cane juice, melada, concen- 
trated melada, and concrete and concentrated molasses, and molasses, 


Mr. ALDRICH, I suggest that paragraph 703 be passed over to be 
considered with Schedule E. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, paragraph 
703, referring to sugars, will be passed over to be considered with Sched- 
ule E, 

Mr. MANDERSON. In connection with this subject of sugar, and 
especially with the subject of the beet-sugar product, I have given 
notice of an amendment that proposes to permit the getting of machin- 
ery for the making of sugar from beets free of duty. Is that to be con- 
sidered under the free-list or in connection with the sugar schedule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be considered in connection with the sugar 
amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, So that there will be no necessity for my offer- 
ing the amendment placing it upon the free-list at this time? 

Mr. ALDRICH, No, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do I understand that this matter goes over for the 
present? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask the Senator whether, after the words ‘‘ sugar- 
beet,’’ in line 3, on page 129, in paragraph 675, he does not include 
‘‘sugar-cane cuttings, sorghum, and ribbon-cane’’ on the free-list. 
They are not taxed specifically in the bill anywhere, but they have al- 
ways come in free. I suppose they ought to be on this free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that isof very doubtful expendiency, es- 
pecially as we propose to pay a bounty upon the product of thesugar- 
vane. It might open the door to the importation of foreign cane. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator would see that that was impossible if 
he was acquainted with that industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator to prepare his amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PLUMB. ° Sugar-beet is included in paragraph 675. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from Louisiana proposes to put 
sugar-cane cuttings on the free-list. 


Mr. GIBSON. Sugar-cane cuttings, sorghum, and ribbon-cane. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator to prepare his amendment 
and let it go over to-night, and then it can be taken up to-morrow in 
connection with the sugar question. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no possibility of making sugar from the cane 
if it has been cut more than twenty-four or forty-eight hours in any 
event. 

Mr. CALL. Ilask the Senator from Rhode Island to allow me to 
submit an amendment, which I propose to offer to this bill after the 
amendments of the committee are disposed of, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received, 
printed, and lie on the table, It is understood that paragraph 703 goes 
over, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; informally. 

7 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 131, 
paragraph 704, after the word ‘‘therein,’’ at the end of line 3, to insert 
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the words, ‘‘and sulphur not otherwise provided for;’’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


704. Sulphur, lac or precipitated, and sulphur or brimstone, crude, in bulk, 
sulphur ore, as pyrites, or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, containing in 
excess of 25 per cent. of sulphur (except on the copper contained therein), and 
sulphur not otherwise provided for. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 131, 
after line 4, to insert as a new paragraph: 

705, Sulphuric acid for use in manufacturing superphosphate of lime or arti- 
ficial manures of any kind or for any agricultural purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the word ‘‘acid,’’ I move to insert— 


Which at the temperature of 60° Falirenhcit does not exceed the specific 
quarter of 1.380. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agceed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator, before we pass from this para- 
graph, if the formula which is inserted here is a formula which will 
allow all sulphburie acid for agricultural purposes to be admitted free ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will. 

Mr. ALLISON, Should the word ‘“‘any’’ be there ? 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘Any agricultural purposes ?’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; I think so. 

Paragraph 706 was read, as follows: 

706. Sweepings of silver and gold. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 131, 

line 9, to strike out the following paragraph: 
731, Tamarinds, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 131, 
line 10, atter the word ‘‘ cassady,’’ to strike out ‘‘ provided the same 
is not fit for use as starch;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

707. Tapioca, cassava, or cassady. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, what I said in reference to sago 
flour, in the paragraph relating to that subject, is applicable to this. 
Tapioca flour, like sago flour, is imported in a form to be transformed 
into starch with hardly any additional labor orexpense. Thestandard 
tapioca flour and the lower grade of that flour are so nearly alike that 
the one is not distinguishable from the other. It results, therefore, in 
frauds on the revenue as well as in competition against the corn and 
other products of this country, out of which starch is made, and against 
the manufacturer of starch, which interest is largely increasing in the 
West. 

This amendment ought not to prevail, and the other amendment in 
relation to sago flour ought not to have prevailed. And I give notice 
now that I shall reserve both this and the other amendment for a vote 
in the Senate, if this one is agreed to, and I shall then present some 
testimony to the Senate on the subject which I do not happen to have 
with me at the present moment. 

This amendment ought not to prevail, and I do not understand the 
logic by which the Senator arrives at the conclusion that tapioca in this 
case and sago in the other are necessarily to be subjected to a rate of 
duty of 2 cents ifthisamendment is notagreed to. If it is necessary, re- 
duce the duty on sago; it will not hurtanybody. But this thing ought 
not to be done. The House of Representatives is correct in its proposi- 
tion. There is no question about it whatever. The Senate committee 
ought not to have made the change. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 131, 
line 12, after the word ‘' wood,’’ to insert *‘and pitch of coal tar;’’ so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

708, Tar and pitch of wood, and pitch of coal tar. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

709. Tea and tea-plants. 

710, Teeth, natural, or unmanufactured. 

Til. Terra alba. 

712, Terra japonica. 

713. Tin ore, and tin in bara, blocks, pigs, or grain or granulated. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert at the end of paragraph 713: 
Until January 1, 1892, but not thereafter. 


Mr. PLUMB. Is that the date when the Senator proposes to have 
this tin made dutiable? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

714. Tinsel wire, lame, or lahn. 

715. Tobacco stems. 

716. Tonquin, tonqua, or tonka beans. 

717. Tripoli. 

718. Turmeric. 

719. Turpentine, Venice. 

720. Turpentine, spirits of. 

721, Turtles. 





“ 
vat 


1890. 


. Types, old and fit only to be remannfactured. 
. Uranium, oxide and salts of. 

. Vaccine virus. 

Valonia. 

Verdigris, or subacetate of copper. 

Wafers, unmedicated. 

. Wax, vegetable or mineral. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 132, 
line 9, paragraph 729, atter ‘‘ United States, ’ to strike out ‘‘ not ex- 
ceeding $500 in value;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

729. Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) of persons 
arriving in the United States; but this exemption sball not be held to include 
articles not actually in use and necessary and appropriate tor the use of such 
persons for the purposes of their journey and present comfort and convenience, 
or which are intended for any other person or persons, or for sale: Provided, 
however, That all such wearing apparel and other personal effects as may have 
been once imported into the United States and subjected tothe payment of 
duty, and which may have been actually used and taken or exported to foreign 
countries by the persons returning therewith to the United States shall, if not 
advanced in value or improved in condition by any means since their exporta- 
tion from the United States, be entitled to exemption from duty, upon their 
identity being established, under such rules and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows 

730, Whalebone, unmanufactured, 

731, Wood: Logs, and round unmanufactured timber not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 
2, on page 133, line 3, after the word ‘‘ heading-bolts,’’ to strike ont 
‘for,’’ and in line 4, after the word ‘‘ stave-bolts,’’ tostrike out ‘‘and;”’ 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


732. Fire wood, handle-bolts, heading-bolts, stave-bolts, shingle-bolts, hop- 
poles, railroad ties, ship-timber, and ship-planking. 


Mr. FRYE. I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island if railroad 
ties were not put into the dutiable-list to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Only cedar. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
on page 133, line 16, paragraph 733, after the word ‘‘suitable,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘for sticks,’’ and in the same line, after the word ‘‘for’’ where 
it occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘umbrella, parasol, sun-shades, 
or whip-sticks *’ and insert ‘‘ umbrellas, parasols, sun-shades, whips;’’ 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


733. Woods, namely, cedar, lignum-vit#, lancewood, ebony, box, grenadillo, 
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all forms of cabinet-woods, in the log, 
rough or hewn; bamboo and rattan unmanufactured; brier-root or brier-wood, 
and similar wood unmanufactured, or not further manufactured than cut into 
blocks suitable for the articles into which they are intended to be converted; 
bamboo, reeds, and sticks of partridge, hair-wood, pimento, orange, myrtle, 
and other woods not otherwise specially provided for in this act, in the rough, 
or not further manufactured than cut into lengths suitable for sticks for um- 
brellas, parasols, sun-shades, whips, or walking-canes; and India malacca joints, 
not further manufactured than cut into suitable lengths for the manufactures 
into which they are intended to be converted, ’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment ot the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
on page 133, to strike out lines 21 to 26, inclusive, as follows: 

759, Paintings, in oil or water colors, being the professional production of a 
painter or artist only, and statuary cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand 
from a solid block or mass ot marble or stone, and being the professional pro- 


duction of a statuary or sculptor only, and not otherwise specially provided for 
in this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 734 was read, as follows: 


734, Works of art, the production of American artists residing temporarily 
abroad, or other works of art, including pictorial paintings on glass, imported 
expressly for presentation to a national institution, or toany State or municipal! 
corporation, or incorporated religious society, college, or other public institu- 
tion, except stained or painted window-glass or stained or painted glass win- 
dows; but such exemption shall be subject to such regulations asthe Secretary 
of the Treasury may prescribe. 3 : 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
on page 134, line 10, after the word ‘‘engravings,”’ to insert ‘' paintings, 
statuary, and;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

73. Works of art, drawings, engravings, paintings, statuary, and photo- 
graphic pictures, and philosophical and scientific apparatus brought by profes- 


sional artists, lecturers, or acientists arriving from abroad for use by them tem- 
porarily for exhibition and in illustration, promotion, and encouragement of 





art, science, or industry in the United States, and not forsale, and photographic | 
pictures imported for exhibition by any association established in good taith | 


and duly authorized under the laws of the United States or of any State, ex 
pressly and solely for the promotion and encouragement of science, art or in- 
dustry, and not intended for sale, shall be admitted free of duty, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but bonds shal! 
be given for the payment to the United States of such duties as may be imposed 
by law upon any and all such articles as shall not be exported within six months 
after such importation. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
word ‘‘ pictures.’’ It was a verbal error in proposing to insert them 
in line 10. Theamendment shonld be disagreed to in lines 10 and 11, 
and the word “‘and”’ stricken out and ‘‘paintings and statuary”’ in- 
serted in line 16, after the word ‘“‘pictures.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cater CLerk. In line 11, page 134, paragraph 735, after the 
word “‘pictures,’’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ paintings and 
statuary.”’ 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chair understands the amend- 
ment in lines 10 and 11 is to be rejected. It is disagreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 134, 
at the end of paragraph 735, to insert the following proviso 

Provided, That the Secretary of the ] 


such period for a further ter 
for shall be made. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on 


rreasury may,in his disere 


of six months in cas where apr t 


extend 


ss there 


rinance was, in section 
2, on page 13£, line 10, after the word ‘‘arts,’’ to insert ‘‘o1 30 as 
make the paragraph read: 
73%. Worksof art. collections in illustration of the progress of the 
or manufactures, photographs, works in terra-cotta, parian, potter ” po 


lain,and artistic copies of antiquities im metal or other material hereafter 
ported in good faith for permanent exhibition at a fixed place by any societ 
institution established for the encouragement of the arts or of science, and 


like articles imported in good faith by any society or association for the pu 
pose of erecting a public monument, and not intended for sale, nor for any ollie 
purpose than herein expressed; but bonds shall be given under such rules and 


| regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, for the pay? 


lawful duties which may accrue should any of the articles aforesaid be sold 


transferred,or used contrary to this provision,and such articles sha 


ject, at any time,to examination a vl inspection by the proper off : ! 
customs: Provided, That the privileges of this and the preceding, 
not be allowed to associations or corporations engaged in or connected w 


business of a private or commercial character 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move, inline 12 of page 155, after the word 
ument,’’ to insert ‘‘or for ornaments in churches.’’ 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is’ too broad in its nature, and I[ hope t 
Senator will not insist upon the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reports 


The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 736, line 12, page 135, after ti 





| Mr. 


Those words should be inserted in line 16 after the | 


word ‘‘ monument,”’ 
churches.”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would include every conceivable kind of o: 
nament imported for any kind of a church. 


it is proposed to insert ‘‘or for ornament 


sin 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Louisiana. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The remaining paragraphs in the free-list were read, as [oll 

737. Yams 

738. Zaffer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are several paragraphs which have b 


passed over informally which I ask may be now taken up, none o! 
which will give rise to any discussion. Paragraph 5 on page 2 w 
passed over informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo 
paragraph will be stated. 

The paragraph was read, as follows 


Che proposed amendment in t! 


5. Sulphuric acid or oil of vitriol, not 


otherwise specially 


| fourth of 1 cent per pound. 


The PRESIDEN’ 
inserting the words ‘' 
have been agreed to. 
ALDRICH. Yes; the paragraph, after having been an 
was passed over for the purpose of having the amendments tot 
list acted upov. 
action is necessary 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Che paragi 
amendment of the committee agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Laskif that amendment would not interfere with 
the sulphuric acid that is used for the manufacture of agricul! 
fertilizers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; 
Paragraph 41 is the next. 


] The amendment of the con 
not otherwise specially provided for’? 


: pre fe po 


nitt 
11) 


appears to 


1ended, 
: 
lie free 


They having been acted upon, I think no furthe: 


that is by name in termson tly 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore The amendment of the co ritt 
in paragraph 4{ will be stated. 

The Cures CLERK On page 7, line 1, the ¢ ilttee on linance 
propose to strike ont ‘307’ and insert 7 ’’ before ‘* cents 0 as ti 
make the paragraph read: 

41. Flax-seed or linseed and pop; seed o iw. boiled. or o ] 7 4 


, 
eight 


per gallon of 7} pounds w 


Mr. ALDRICH. In order to make this conform to the amendment 


which we have adopted in regard to linseed and flax-seed this rate should 
be 32 cents a gallon. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo The amendment to the amendment 


will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. On page 7, line 1, before ‘‘cents,’’ strike out 
27°’ and insert ‘‘32.”’ 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH, I move to add to paragraph 76, on page 11: 


Calomel and other m>rcurial medicinal preparations, 35 per cent, ad valorem 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. ALDRICH, I will withdraw the amendment for the committee 
| to paragraph 278, on page 60, and move that the House provision stand 
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with an amendment which I submitted for the committee several days 
ago. 

eThe RESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment then proposed by 
the committee to this paragraph is to be disagreed to? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have not in mind the amendment the Senator 
proposes to substitute for that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I propose that the House provision shall stand and 
a reciprocity provision shall be added. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment in print? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. I have a copy of it here, which I send 
to the desk. 

Mr. VANCE. Where does it come in? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 60, paragraph 278, after 
the words ‘per pound,’’ in line 16. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be read. 

The Cuter CLerk. Add to paragraph 278 the following proviso: 

Prov'ded, That such fish shall be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per 
pound, in lieu of the duty herein provided for, when exported from or the prod- 
uct of the fisheries of any country, whenever and so long only as American 
fishing vessels shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to purchase 
supplies, including bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the United 
States without restraint or the imposition of fees or other government charges. 

Mr. DOLPIH!. Mr. President, I wish to express my dissent to the 
proposed amendment. ‘The time was in the infancy of this country 
when we paid tribute to certain piratical nations for the exemption of 
our merchant vessels, but we have grown too great and too strong to 
bargain, I think, with any nation or to propose to pay a consideration 
for such treatment to our vessels engaged in lawful business in the 
ports of that country as every couutry receives at the hands of every 
other like commercial country. 

‘The question as to what commercial rights our vessels should receive 
in Canadian ports is a question entirely for legislation of the Dominion 
of Canada or of the provinces. The question as to what rights or privi- 
leges the vessels of that country or any other country shall enjoy in our 
ports is a matter entirely for us to determine by legislation. 

Therefore, our remedy is plain. If our vessels are denied any rights 
that ought to ve accorded to the vessels of a friendly commercial coun- 
try in the ports of any country all we have to do is to legislate in re- 
turn upon the principle of an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth, 
and [ am not in favor by the remission of duties or otherwise of mak- 
ing any trade with Canadian ports that we ought not to have under 
principles of good neighborhood. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw this amendment if there is to be any 
discussion upon it, because I want to get through with some formal 
amendments which will not be objected to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not care what the Senator does with the 
amendment, whether he withdraws it or putsitin. I am not particu- 
lar about ib. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


It will be disagreed to, if there be 


I shall present it to-morrow. 
If that side of the Chamber can stand it I can. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I think it should be printed. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Itis printed. It has been printed long ago. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands then the 
paragraph remains 
'Mr. ALDRICH. 





I ask that the paragraph may go over with the 


Chair that the committee’s amendment would be disagreed to will be 
reconsidered and the paragraph will be passed over. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph will stand as it came from the other 
House. I think there is no objection to that. 
Mr. ALLISON. We had better leave it open, so as to have a little 
play on it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Very well, then, the whole paragraph will stand 
open. 
PT he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole paragraph then will stand 
with the committee amendment pending. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 378, page 92, line 6, after the word 
** act,’? I move to insert what I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Curer CLERK. 
word ‘‘act,’’ insert: 
Plushes and other pile fabrics and felt, and felt fabrics, all of the foregoing. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


The amendment will be reported. 
On page 92, paragraph 378, line 6, after the 


In paragraph 394, page 197-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better not act on all these par- 
agraphs. There may be some Senators absent just at this time who 
would like to look at the amendments. 


Mr, ALDRICH. J will state that I have drawn the attention of 


members of the committee on that side to these amendments, and they 
were aware they were to be offered; so that there will be no surprise 
pon that side were aware 
The other amendments that I have are 


about it. The members of the committee u 
they were going to be offered. 


amendment pending. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the announcement of the 


all formal. In paragraph 394, after the word ‘‘ embroideries,’’ I move 
to insert ‘‘handkerchiefs.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 97, line 8, paragraph 394, after the word 
‘* embroideries,’’ insert the word ‘‘ handkerchiefs,’’ with a comma. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be included undoubtedly in the para- 
graph as it stands, but in order to make the matter definite we pro- 
pose to put in the word ‘‘ handkerchiets.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. What kind of handkerchiefs? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Silk handkerchiefs. They will all be composed 
of silk. Line 12 governs the whole paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 115 I move to insert the words ‘‘ bristles, 
raw or unmanufactured ’’ between paragraph 494 and paragraph 495. 
It will be paragraph 4944. We have already voted to strike bristles 
out of the dutiable list. This is simply to insert them in the free-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLerk. After paragraph 494 it is proposed to insert: 

494}. Bristles, raw or unmanufactured. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New York [| Mr. Hiscock] has 
an amendment to propose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In paragraph 734, line 3, page 134, after the word 
“* glass,’’ I move to insert ‘‘ or painted glass windows when pictorial ;’’ 
in line 6, after the word ‘‘except,’’ to insert the word ‘‘only,’’ so as 
read, ‘‘ except only stained;’’ and at the end of the same line, after the 
second word ‘‘or,’’ to insert ‘‘ordinary,’’ so as to read, ‘‘or ordinary 
stained-glass windows;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

734. Works of art, the production of American artists residing temporarily 
abroad, or other works of art, includ pictorial paintings on glass or painted 
oo windows when pictorial, impo expressly for presentation to a nationa! 

nstitution, or to any State or municipal corporation, or inco religious 
society, college, or other public institution, except only stained or painted win- 
dow-giass or ordinary stained or painted glass windows; but such exemption 
shall be subject to such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam aware of the purpose of the amendment. I 
think no Senator on the other side will object toit. It simply changes 
the definition of antiquities. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to define antiquities. 
pose it at least. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Propose it 

Mr. HAWLEY. In paragraph 498, page 116, line 2, I move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ the seventeenthcentury ’’ and insert ‘‘ the year 1700; ”’ 
so as to read : 

At any period prior to the year 1700. 


Mr. ALDRICH. This liberalizes antiquities one hundred years. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me explain in one line. I will make it clear. 
The bill as it stands says ‘‘ prior to the seventeenth century.’’ With 
that date it is 1600. I wish to say ‘‘prior to the year 1700,” and 
make a hundred years’ difference. I think when an old coin or cab- 
inet curiosity is one hundred and ninety years old it may be called an 
antiquity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now offer for the committee an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute for section 5, which is an important amend- 
ment, and which I ask may be printed. 

Mr.CULLOM. And go over? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read, if 
there be no objection. 

The Curer CLERK. 

That all articles of fore 


I should like to pro- 


The amendment will be printed it 


In lieu of section 5 insert: 


manufacture such as are usually or ordinarily 
marked, stam, or labeled, and all packages containing such or 
other im / ly marked, stamped, branded, or labeled 
so as to indicate the country of origin, and unless so marked, stamped, 
branded, or labeled shall not be admitted t> entry. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a 
resolution of the 11th of August, 1890, correspondence with the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs concerning the award of contract for the 
supply of blankets for the Indian service, for the year 1889; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be 


printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, , September 6, 1890, at 10 o'clock 
a. m. 





=o 


e 


1890. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, September 5, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m., Mr. Burrows in the chairas Speaker 
pro tempore. Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LACEY. I demand the regular order. ; 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The regular order isdemanded. It is 
the further consideration of the contested-election case, upon which 
the gentleman from Arkansas {[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has been recog- 
nized and is entitled to the floor for one hour. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yor what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. ENLOE. This being Friday, I rise toraise the question of con- 
sideration in the interest of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROWELL. There was a stipulation last night that the election 
case should be continued. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Unanimous consent was given. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood that by unani- 
mous consent it was agreed last evening that the debate should pro- 
ceed this morning on the contested-election case, with one hour accorded 
to the gentleman from Arkansas[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], unless the House 
should decide to grant him further time, and also an hour in support 
of the resolution of the committee. That was the proposition, and there 
was no objection. TheChair would hold that agreement to be binding. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the Chair hold that unanimous consent given 
yesterday—an agreement made yesterday to suspend the rules to-day— 
has the binding force of a rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
as it did. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. It is a special order of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] will proceed. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Arkansas be- 
gins I ask to have considered as pending the resolution submitted by 
the minority. 

Mr. ROWELL. What resolution is that? 

Mr. CRISP. The resolution submitted by the minority, which will 
be found attached to their ‘‘ views.’’ I just ask to have it considered 
as pending. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to know what it is. 

Mr. CRISP. It is the resblution declaring that Mr. Breckinridge 
was duly elected and is entitled to the seat. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered that the resolution 
should be considered as pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, this cause has 
been fully and ably argued upon the side on which I appear, so that I 
am left comparatively little ground that has not already been covered. 
There are, however, about this case some features quite exceptional from 
those which have usually attended cases of this character, and I will 
first call attention to a few of those which preceded the consideration 
of the case by the committee and by the House. 

While throughout the opposition press of the country there was, long 
before the meeting of this House, an evidently organized system of 
charges against Congressional elections in the South, yet this particular 
case was made the recipient of numerous, persistent, and very bitter 
allegations by the press of the Republican party. When the House met 
and this question, in the due order of business, came up for considera- 
tion, and appropriate steps looking to its adjudication were taken, and 
proposed action was referred to the committee having charge of ques- 
tions of this kind, gentlemen could not restrain themselves from pass- 
ing an opinion upon it until it should be reported for their decision. 

Not only throughout the sessions of this House was its decision an- 
ticipated by Republican members generally and sought to be affected 
by diseussions on the floor, but even members of the Committee on 
Elections hastily took it up and used it in argument when they had 
not even begun itsconsideration. I believe every member of the Com- 
mittee on Elections of the opposite political party, with the exception 
of perhaps two or three, has so delivered himself upon this case and 
under these circumstances. Why, even the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Rowe], the chairman of the Committee on Elections, with 
that disregard of the proprieties of a cause reterred to him and his com- 
mittee that perhaps was never illustrated in any other case that came 
before this House, even he took it up—— 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the gentleman accuse me of disregarding pro- 
priety in this case ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yon do? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Certainly. 


Mr. ROWELL. I am glad the accusation comes from the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 


Most certainly, if the House so agreed, 


Why, most obviously. 
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| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has no 
right to interrupt the gentleman from Arkansas without his consent, 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is exactly my specifica 
tion. Why,sir, the gentleman from I 3, in discussing another case, 
pointed to the incidents in the district I have the honor to represent 
and said that out of one incident in that district five murders of a 

| political character hademanated. I called on the gentleman then and 
theré to substantiate his statement and he would not giv e time to 
speak; nor did he attempt to substantiate it. And I will call on him 
now to name the five murders that have proceeded ont icident 
of a political character in my district 

Mr. ROWELL. One of them was that of Benjam that 

| of Clayton; another that of the colored detective; another that of the 

| brother of Oliver Bentley; another was t] eof Mr. Wa ttempted 

| to be assassinated. That makes five. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, after the committee have 


to the House with their re- 
port, the gentleman himself concurs in a report which says that he has 
| only a suspicion of these things being true. He comes in here with a 
report, and witha volume of evidence that has not one line or syllable 
| in it to show that the negro who was murdered by a Republican boy in a 
| personal difficulty was in any wise a detective or engaged in detective 
| service. He comes here and speaks of the murder of Benjamin when 
| he knows that Benjamin died of heart disease, somewhat affected doubt- 
less by an excitement that occurred anterior to the event to which he 
alludes. 


I think we can well afford to let that rest 


| fully considered these matters and com 


ipon the evidence by which 
the gentleman in his subsequent report has directly and emphatical]; 
contradicted himself. And one of the men referred to by the gentleman 
was not killed at all. That was Wahl, who was shot, doubtless shot in 
a lawless way growing out of some difficulty with some teamsters that 
took place down there. Very likely he wasnotshotat. The evidenc: 
shows— Wahl himself so states—that Wahl changed his seat at his own 
| request, and the Democrat who took the seat that Wahl had occupied 
| remonstrated against giving Wahl the seat of danger, as it turned ont 
to be. And the proof is quite conclusive that Wahl was not shot at, 
but that the city marshal was shot at, and his neck was filled with 
splintered glass, and there were two Democrats who were not missed 
by as much as the length of my finger, and Wahl was only wounded, 

That is the kind of evidence on which the gentleman comes here, the 
bulk of it contradicted in his own report afterwards, and takes a course 
| improper under any circumstances, and delivers an opinion before this 

House to prejudice this case and have it prejudged by the House. 

This is not quite all. When the subcommittee came back from Ar- 
kansas there appeared what purported to be an interview with the gen 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcrey], the chairman of the subcommittee 
that visited the State, outlining all the conclusions that it was expected 
the subcommittee and the full committee would come to. In thatin 
stance and in many other instances, this case has been prejudged bé 
fore the country, and the whole question determined beforehand, and 
every conceivable effort made that art and device could possibly make 
to bind and commit the judgment of members of this House. 

Why, sir, when this question came up here on Tuesday for consid- 
eration, gentlemen saw the newspapers of the country filled withspecial 
telegrams from my State, one of them giving a long and very particu- 
lar account of an outrage alleged to have occurred in the town of Mor 
rillton, not far from the locality where my honorable, esteemed, and 

| lamented competitor was murdered. One of them—The Philadelphia 
Press, I believe—gave an account of six negroes being murdered in th« 
town in which I live; and the account was accompanied by a leading 
editorial, And the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] read a special 
telegram to the New York Tribune, speakingof the outrages that took 
place in Morrillton, as if the violence that might have taken place in 
Morrillton on this occasion could affect an election that occurred in 18 
And he quoted approvingly from The New York World, a Democratic 
journal, in condemnation of these things. 

Why, sir, this is all the result of a deliberate scheme to work upon 
the prejudices of gentlemen on this floor. What do we find now to 
be the case? Instead of six men being murdered in the city in which 
I live there was not a man hurt nor was there a difficulty or a quarre!] 
of any description. Instead of two Republicans being maltreated, 
beaten, and mutilated in Morrillton there was not a man attacked « 
cept a white Democrat who was badly beaten by three negroes two 
days before the election. The men who alleged they had been attacked 
were walking around freely on the streets and nobody knew of their 
being hurt. When the sheriff these men having 
been assaulted in the next day’s newspaper from Little Rock, he went 
to the one present and asked him the names of the men who had as 
saulted them, that he arrest them, and the man refused to give 
them. Now, The > York World comes out with an editorial d 
nouncing the originators of these false telegrams. 

Nobody had assaulted these men, and now, when you search into th: 
| truth of all these things which have been laid before you with an evi 
dently carefully prepared purpose, you find that during the whole course 

of the election in the State of Arkansas on Monday last there was but one 
| man harmed, maltreated, or injured in any way, and that man was a 


saw the account of 


might 
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Conway, by the Republican candidate for the sheriffalty. 

But, sir, I am not here to puta false construction on auy personal 
difficnly that may have occurred. It is just as likely to occur be- 
tween a Democrat and a Republican as between a Presbyterian and a 
Baptist. This came simply from a personal grudge, and in the excite- 
ment of an election they came together and one killed the othey 

But, of course, in a population of nearly a million and a quarter of peo- 
ple, as in the State I come from, you will find, as in every other great 
aggregation of society, crimes of one kind or another, inevitably. And 
therefore it comes to this, that in the whole of that election among 
that people, an election of no little excitement, where much was pre- 
dicted, and about which, as you yourselves are witnesses on this floor, 
much was claimed, there was not a negro harmed, maltreated, or in- 
jured in the limits of the State, nora Republican. There was one per- 
son killed, I believe, previous to the clection, which killing took place 
at the town of Batesville, where a physician, a man of reputable char- 
acter, a reputable physician, was killed by a negro in a personal diffi- 
culty, who struck him to the heart with a bowie knife. But it was 
entirely a personal crime, so far as I know, and not a political matter, 
and, besides, I think the physican was a Democrat and the negro a Re- 
publican. 

But, to show from the very first the fact and character of this studied 
effort, you are all familiar with the extraordinary statement of alleged 
facts in connection with the death of my opponent, by his two surviv- 
ing brothers, a statement given with great particularity of detail as 
well as with great emphasis, and spread abroad by means of the Asso- 
ciated Press throughout theentire Union. It presented the fact of his 
killing as a political killing, in a significant sense of the term. It 
plainly intimated that I, for one, was either unable or unwilling to re- 
strain my partisans, who of course constitute from 17,000 to 20,000 
voters, from political and atrocious murder. 

A murder may grow out of politics in many ways and be what is 
known as a political murder, but at the same time only a personal 
crime. If my opponent was murdered by the ballot-box thieves it 
would bea political murder, but a personal crime. Soif he were mur- 
dered by any of the indicted men, whether indicted justly or unjustly; 
or if by any low, brutal friend of either of these classes; or if for revenge 
growing out of the old militia troubles; orif out of any feuds in his own 


_ party; or if killed in an attempt made to get upa mock outrage—these 


are all political killings, but they are personal crimes as distinguished 
from political crimes unless the killing is done in a collective or com- 
munity way with the support of a public sentiment. I am convinced 
that his death grew out of some of these causes, but that it was a per- 
sonal crime. Within well understood limits a people are responsible 
for crimes they do not seek to punish. Butif society does its full duty, 
though it may not succeed, the crime is a personal and not a public 
crime, That is my contention here. Society and the officials have 
done their duty, and they will continue to do it; and society stands 
ready to punish any man or official who is guilty of future or is found 
to be guilty of past crime. Political means pertaining to a state. It 
meaus public. You know it comes from the Greek word 7éAu:c, acity. 
This was evidently a political killing, in the same way as many per- 
sonal crimes which so originate, but there is no evidence of public re- 
sponsibility or sympathy with it before or after the act. The public 
has done its fnll duty at all times and in every way, and hence crimi- 
nality can not be charged to the body politic or toany part of itas such. 

What do we find one of these gentlemen testifying to on page 424 of 
the testimony in this case? When they had gone to Pine bluff, he 
states: 

My brother, Powell, and myself wrote a statement to give to the State press, 
We then sat down to devise some method and some means by which we could 
apprehend who the murderers were. 

The full statement of facts of the whole nature of the case was pub- 
lished first, and the first steps to ascertain the character and guilt of 
the murder, to determine the facts, were taken afterwards. Just like 
the gentleman from Illinois who comes in with his statement of facts 
about my district and then comes forward on an examination of the 
evidence and céntradicts it in his own official report. And that has 
been the policy pursued, large and small, throughout the whole coun- 
try. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to state here that there is no question, of course, 
that my distinguished and lamented opponent was foully and cruelly 
killed; but, sir, gentlemen in all of their charges have not adduced 
any evidence for the expressed belief that should be the most painful 
and ordinarily the last that would be suspected or desired by any trae 
American, that it was in any sense the result of public sympathy, or 
public antipathy, or of a criminal character arising out of any collect- 
ive or organized action. 

The State of Arkansas has done what that record shows is ten or 
eleven times as much in money and far more in effort than was ever 
done by that State before to detect and punish the guilty; and before 
I get through I will have something to say as to how we have failed 
to be aided in our efforts by the gentlemen who controlled the com- 
mittee that went from this House to investigate the murder. Possess- 
ing unlimited resources and certain powers as to getting witnesses and 
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Democrat, who was killed in the county of Faulkner, in the town of | papers beyond our borders that the State does not possess, we ex- 


pected a great deal from the committee. The Federal Government 
would now undertake what the State officials were censured for not 
succeeding in. It was to investigate with patriotic devotion and per- 
fect thoroughness and fiery zeal all these matters and every theory and 
clew, and help us to unearth the perpetrators of this most infamous 
crime, which is a blot and an injury to the State, which is a matter of 
mortification to every American citizen who is not blinded by political 
prejudice, who is not a bitter, unfair partisan. You, gentlemen, as- 
sumed the task that you say has not been properly discharged by others. 
We will see how it has been discharged by you. 

But I have to say here that any man who ckarges, as it has been 
charged on this floor, or from the public press, or wherever it be, that 
the people of that State, or any group of people in that State in any 
representative sense, have ever had anything to do with this infamous 
crime, or that they had or have any sympathy with it or had anything 
to do with it in the remotest degree, or that I suspected it as coming 
from any source or cause, or in any shape or form, or know or knew of 
it or of the guilty parties, directly or remotely, or that I have any 
sympathy with them or other desire than to hang them, or that I have 
or shal! leave any effort undone to accomplish that end, then that man 
or these men utter that which is cowardly and mean and which they 
know to be false. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

There has evidently been throughout all these proceedings a domina- 
tion of the gentlemen, so easy influenced, who have controlled this 
matter. I want to call your attention to the character and history of 
men who have been leading in all these systematic reports and slan- 
ders about that State and about the affairs of this cause. One of them 
is Judge McClure. I have been told that the three Republican mem- 
bers of the subcommittee, when they came back here from Arkansas, 
were so impressed with his ability and his fitness for a judicial position 
that they concurred in recommending him to President Harrison for 
appointment as Judge Caldwell’s successor. Is thattrue? If there is 
any member of the subcommittee here who is competent to affirm or 
deny it, I would be glad if he would do so now. Are any of them 
here? I am told that the chairman [Mr. Lacey] is here. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield—— 

Mr. ROWELL. I did not hear your remark. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am not speaking about you. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Has that anything to do with this case? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is a matter, of course, of 
which I must judge and you may judge for yourself. I think it has 
a great deal to do with showing the character of people that persist in 
all these false charges against me and my people, and upon the strength 
of which you are here asked to oust me and to pass the force bill, and 
you can give credence to their statements or not as you, asa Represent- 
ative on this floor, see fit to do. 

Mr. ROWELL. I am glad those charges come from the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam glad the gentleman has 
found out something that is satisfactory to him. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

I see sitting in his seat the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], 
chairman of the subcommittee, and of course he has heard my inter- 
rogatory as to whether they recommended Judge McClure for a high 
judicial position in the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. LACEY. Does the gentleman ask me the question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman give me time to answer that ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish you to say yes or no. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, well, that would not do. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask you if you did recom- 
mend him for a judicial position. 

Mr. LACEY: You can not call me to the floor and then limit my 
answer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I take your silence, of course, 
to be assent. 

Mr. LACEY. My answer is this—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not yield for any speech. 
I know the gentleman is disposed -—— 

Mr. LACEY. You do not want an answer, apparently. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want an answer, of course, 
if you can give me a direct one, but I have had some slight experience 
with you before. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, I know you have. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman can say yes or 


no. 

Mr. LACEY. You ask what the subcommittee did. I can tell you 
what I did in a word. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If I hear the gentleman that 
is not the question at all. The gentleman evidently does not want to 
answer the question, and I ask him not to interrupt me with irrelevant 
remarks. He knows that I — him if he recommended Judge 
McClure for a high judicial posi 


ee 


Vive 


? 
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Mr. LACEY. You do not want an answer, then. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want a diréct answer. 

Mr. LACEY. Irecommended Judge McClure in the strongest man- 
ner, believing him to be one of the best, most competent men in your 
State and a credit to your State. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is all I ask; that is more 
thanIask. Now, sir, I want tocall attention to some additional facts 


in this connection which will throw a flood of light upon these things | 


which have been rung in, in season and out of season, month after 
month; and now, after a lapse of nearly two years, year in and year out, 
in the ears of the members of this House and in the ears of the country. 


I know that I am passing by for the time being the mere question | 


of my election, a question that might be decided by remote precincts, 
even by improper means, with no responsibility to the party at large 
with no wrong known to any one but the individuals who perpetrated 
it. I am not admitting any of these things: beyond the facts of the 
theft of a ballot-box at Plummerville; but it is a matter of far greater 
importance to guard well the honor of the people I represent, who are 
your brethren, brethren in citizenship, brethren in blood, your own 
race, and your own kindred, who are held up here before you as hardly 
fit to affiliate with a civilized constituency. 

Passing on for one moment, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CooPer } 
remarked the other day in his speech that if the people who were con- 
trolling that State could be gotten out of power—! do not pretend to 
give his exact words—and the people whom he affiliates with, the Re- 
publicans there, those who are now controlling the Republican party 
there, could be put into power, then Arkansas would spring forward 
in population; that she would go forward in her agriculture and in her 
manufactures. 

Sir, the gentlemen who have stood at the ears of the members of this 
subcommittee are in absolute control of that party to-day, as they were 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


in absolute control of that party during what was called the period of | 


reconstruction. During that period General Clayton was governor, 
and by all odds the dominating spirit of the party, and Judge McClure 
was the chief-justice of the State and the chief of various enterprises 
of a political character and of more or less political organizations. 
What was the condition of affairs there with these same individuals 
in control of your party? Let us look at the facts. I read from acom- 
pilation of the official records, made by Hon. Wm. M. Fishback of my 
State, who was chairman of a special committee of the Legislature to 
gather up all these facts, and also gathered from the reports to the 
Forty-second and Forty-third Congresses by that honest Repu blican of 
blessed memory, Judge Poland of Vermont. Mycolleague, Mr. Mc- 
RAE, on yesterday did not give the revenue features of their crime 
Consider this: 





REVENUES, 


Their first revenue law is exquisite in the ingenuity of its plan of plunder. 

Responsible alone to public sentiment of the North, they dared not make the 
rate of taxation too exorbitant, but raised their enormous revenues through ex 
orbitant assessment, which could more readily be hidden from public view. 

For an illustration, in 1865, the first year of Democratic rule after the warand 
before reconstruction, the tax on the north half of section 1, township 4 south, 
ranve 2 west, was $2.40. In 1873, the last year of Republican rule, the tax on 


same tract was $29.70, or upward of twelve times as much. 


Or to take two other periods in 1888, when property all over Arkansas was more | 


valuable than ever before, a house and twelve lots in De Witt was assessed at 
$1,060 inder Democratic régime. 

In 1871 under Republican rule the same house, with only half as many lots and 
not nearly so well improved,was assessed at $14,640, or nearly five timesas much, 

The tax on the same house greatly improved, with twelve lots 
under Democratic rule, $14.69. 

In 1871 on same house, with only half as many lots, under Re 
tax was $92.89, or nearly seven times as much. 

These remarkable differences were effected through the instrumentality of 
their peculiar assessment law. It isa curious document. 

Section 38 gave the governor power to appoint and to remove all assessors, 

Section 156 gave the assessor 3} per cent. commission upon all taxes col! 
as a bribe to assess largely. 

Section 47 required him to swear that he had not assessed any property at less 
than its cash value, Hecould assessat as much more ashe pleased and no ques- 
tions asked. Not only did the governor hold the power of removal in terrorem 
over him; not only did they swear him not to assexs too little, but sections Sand 
64 made it the duty of the county clerk to revise the assessor's return and to add 
as much as he saw fit, but forbid him toreduce “in any case.” 

Section 154 gave the clerk a bribe for adding in the ehape of fees, depending 
upon number of words, 

Sections 57 and 66 organized a county board of equalization, composed of this 
same assessor, this same clerk, and two other county officials interested in larce 
tax crops. To this board it was said: 

‘You may raise any assessment you think proper or reduce in any case you 
wish, but you shall not reduce the aggregate value of the property of ‘the 
county below the aggregate value thereof as returned by the assessor, with the 
additions of the clerk as hereinbefore required.” 

Or, as it was construed and acted upon, ** You may take from a Republican as 
much as you please, but you must put it upon Democrats, so as not to reduce the 
aggregate.”’ 
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EXTRAVAGANT RESULTS. 

Under Democratic rule the amount expended for State purposes for the two 
and one-half years from April 18, 1864, to October 1, 1866, was only $162,000, or 
$64,000 per annum. ; 

Under Republican rule for the two vears ending October 1, 1870, the amount 
expended for State purposes was $1,949,156.72, or upward of $974,000 per annum 
being more than fifteen times as much. 

For the two years ending October 1, 1872, the amount expended was $1,805 
bees, or upwards of $902,000 per annum, being upward of fourteen times as 
nmouch. 

For the two years ending October 1, 1874, the amount expended was $2.529 


— or upwards of $1,264,000 per annum, being more than nineteen times as 
much, 


















































In addition to these amounts collected and expended during the six years 
| under Republican rule, they left outstanding claims amounting to $ i 
| which have been paid by Democrats s e, and wh eases t 
| average expenditures to $1,259, 140.03, o et times as uch as ? J 

ocratic rule just past before they got po 

Une ttem will serve » account for this vast differe 

Under the Democrats in 1856 the audito 7 ~ ir é that i ru 
missioner ri lerk-hire for that vea mic ited to S14 

Une Republican rule in 1873 the offi b i two. The 
clerls-hire in one-half (auditor's office pro; ar to 
$66,461.21; in the other half to $1 ; eing a tota 1134.51 vards 
of twenty-three times as much Sees al re rt of t . t 1877.) 

That there be no quibbling about pe et us ar 
son, 

During thesix years of Repu an rule tl “ pe i ~ i 
poses (not including school expenses) a total of $7,555,814 ve 
of $1,259,140.03 perannum. Of this vast sum less than $100,000, « ‘ enty 

} fifth part, were expended for pul mprovements 

During six years of Democratic rule, from 1530 to 1586 é ‘ 
| ing debt had been paid off), the total cost of State government lir 
| school expenses) was $2,173,446.66, and of this more than $500,009, o 

fourth, was for public buildings 

Deducting amount for public buildings and we have under Dei 
for six years a total of $1,673,446.66, or about $278,000 pe 

Deducting amount for public buildings under Repu have 
left a total of $7,454,840.21, or upwards of $1,242,000 per a: d be 

| remembered that a very large part of the expenses unde ire 
for care of State institutions built by De crates and not the 
| Republican régime. 

But it must not be forgotten, if we we d rightly appreciate the « ru of 
| their plunder, that I have been speaking of State taxes and State expens ne 
| The county, town, and schoo!l-district taxes and expenses we ver ! 

extravagant and burdensome 

These enormous taxes, taken together th the State ta amour 
dreda and thousands of instances to confiscation 

The whole State was filled with despondency and gloom No \ 
the next year there was such an overwhelming demand for the overthr 
the conspiracy 

jut the half has not yet been told In addition to all these vastr er 
lected and wantonly expended, they left the State and every county, t ind 
school district in the State overwhelmed with debt If thereis 
tion I have not been able to find it out. 

[doubt not that the agyregate of these county debts amounted to 
the entire State debt, including the fraud it bonds of the State nd t 
was absolutely nothing to show for them. 

rhe school district of Fort Smith, for an example, was left so deeply in de 

veral years a number of us had to support the public schools by } 
criptions, while the entire tax was appropriated to payi ffits debt 
is county was left a debt of about $100,000, with not $500 worth of im ve 
ments to show for it 

fhe county of Clark was left a debt of $300,000, of which o § ‘ ‘ 
pended in public improvements, 

Chicot County has a debt of $100,000, with no quid pro » handed d 
the conspiracy 

Pulaski County had a debt left her of nearly if not quite $1,000,00 
Little Roek 

The scrips of the various towns yunties, and schoo! districts \ 
onlwv from 10 cents to 3) cents on the dollar Even the State scrip, bea 
cent. interest, was worth only 25 cents on the dollar 

On the other hand, when the Democrats got in power 1 1874, thei 
tion made the maximum of State taxes 1 per cent. (we levy only one-hal! 
of the county, one-half of 1 per cent.; that of cities and towns, one-la 
cent; that of schoo! districts, one-half of 1 per cent And ita » for 

e of any bonds or other interest-bearing evidences debt! 
except to pay pre-existing debts, 
Yet notwithstanding these low rates we have taken up upwards « 
of the @oating debt of the State, paid off several huadred thous ‘ 
of bonded debt, paid off nearly all the county and schoo! debts, hav« tit 
} idred times as many school-houses and twenty times as many ot 

mp nents as did the Republicans with all their millions of 

m ting to from ten to nineteen times as much as } 
the people by the Democratic governme 

Now as to your judiciary there. 

No oe idge of e of the circuits carried with i 
armed squad of men wh e placed on guard at the c« time 
around the ber A n of Carroll County was ar ted, exa 
committed to answer at circuit court for assault with intent tol 1 J 
The proof showed that the judge was him fimp ted Ace 

Hopper kilied. (lam informed that Hopper was adisy ik 
judge ordered the case dismissed before the grand jur i 
' He also carried around With him a stenographer, but nobod 
| his having reported aline. In Carro!l County this i 
illegally issue to this stenographer #400 in county seri; t it 
self, for two nights afterward the judge lost it all at poke 
| No, 2. One of the reco tion judges of our Supreme Court re 
the first time lever met him, ** Damn princip Iam t 
same jt . while on the bench, was a lobbyist be re Lewes 
was sworn that he offered to buy votes fora Ur i ates : 
justice [this is Judzee McClure] being another |! ee | ce I 
93 of the report of the Morrill committee to United Sta enate of | 
| ond Congreas, third session 
Another judge of same court offered to a ve i nemberot the Le 
and in support of a corrupt scheme of 1 i), ass 
Che chief-justice [Judge MeClure}, besides being a kk t. as be 
As Ww be seen from his own testimony; pages 213 Poland 
vas chief counselorin “ straightening out crooked cert fesan 
ident of the Republican wspaper Compa 
cball io he Ke ylican State central « nit f the 
supre ourt of reconstructed Arkansa 
The indications in brackets of Jud icClure are made by m« 


This is the manner in which the substance of the people was dealt 
with by these same individuals who dominated your party there then 
as they do now, to whom the gent!eman from ¢ Ihio | Mr. CouPEer | loo 


for prosperity and good government and all that, and to whom soli 


has been given the ear of the subcommittee, and one of whom is recom 
mended to preside over a court, not in his State (Iowa), but a court ove: 
our people in Arkansas, not oneof whom of reputable standing is ask- 


ing to have him, so far as 1 know, have ever heard, or can possib! 
i celve, 


y con 


































































These are the men and these the conditions under which we are 
told to expect prosperity and purity. But how are we getting along 
without them? You have now the census returns, I see, of fourteen or 
sixtcen counties, as to population, of this State. Generally other things 
increase and prosper about as population does. Six of these counties 
are in my district. One of them is the county of Woodruff, which you 
so much defame, and another is the county of Conway, which you so 
much defame. The increase in both of these has been almost doubled, 


that of one more than double the averageincrease of the country. The’ 


average increase for all these counties is77 percent. The State is cer- 
tainly abreast with the most progressive parts of our country. The 
colored people have continued to come into these very counties in large 
numbers. Werethey the timid race yousay, you must admit that they 
are going there of their own free will, according to your testimony, to 
be slaughtered, maimed, and oppressed. ; 

Now, I want to call your attention, briefly, to some other particu- 
lars. Some of you heard the statement made by my colleague [ Mr. 
Mc!tar] of the murders committed in only a part of the State, not by 
secret or concealed assassins, but by the officials of the State, under 
the orders of the officials of the State. I hold in my handastatement 

ublished by Hon. Jasper Blackburn, who once sat as an honored 

epublican on that side of the Chamber and who is a Republican to- 
day, but who will not affiliate with these people whom our friends 
deem to be soexcellent. It relates to murders committed in Woodruff 
County, and giving his opinion in connection therewith. 

Mr. Blackburn indorses the testimony as to the murder of sixteen 
goo and reputable citizens in that county by the militia under the 
orders of Governor Clayton. We know that Hooper, in Conway, was 
ruthlessly murdered; that Jackson, in Conway, was ruthlessly mur- 
dered, not even under martial law. I have submitted to you an official 
copy of Governor Clayton’s letter, approving these murders, addressed 
to te man commanding the squad who committed them; and there 
Pepa before you an humble and good man who exhibited the scars 
that were inflicted on him by the same squad, and who saved himself 
by escaping under the smoke of the discharge that wounded him, and 
getiing into the underbrush before he could be shot further. 

These things occurred all overtheState. They were not the conduct 
of secret assassins, They were the open action of the officials, and here 
is what your present boasted partisans then in control of your party 
there, as now, had to do while they stil] had their packed Legislature, 
before the lease of power slipped from their hands. While they still 
had the power they had this extraordinary act of pardon passed: 

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the Stale of Arkansas: Secrion 1. That 
all acts, proclamations, and orders of the governor of the State of Arkansas, or 
acts done by his authority, or approved after the 3d day of November, 1868, and 
before the Ist day of April, 1869, respecting martial law, military trials by courts 
martial or military commissions, or the arrest and imprisonment or trials of 
— charged with any offense against the State, or any to the 

ws thereof, or as aiders or abettors thereof, or as guilty of any dislo prac- 
tice in aid thereof, or of affording aid and comfort to those e therein, 
and all proceedings and acts done by the military forces, or had by courts mar- 
tiai ‘ Dy ae pepe ee a een es 
in the prem any person ie aut ° orders or proclamations 
of the governor of the State, made as afo d, orin aid thereof, or otherwisé, 
are hereby approved in all ized and made valid to the same ex- 
tent and with thesame effect as if said orders, proc and acts had been 
issued and made, and said arrests, imprisonments, searches, and seizures, 
ceedings, and acts had been done under the previous express authority ont di- 
rections of the General Assembly of the State of Arkansas, and in pursuance 
of the laws thereof, previously enacted, and expressly authorizing and direct- 
ing the same to be done. And no courts of the State of Arkansas shall have 
or take jurisdiction of or in any manner review any of the proceedings had or 
acts done as aforesaid; nor shall any person be held to answer in any court of 
said State for any act done, or omitted to be done, in pursuance of or in aid of 
any of said peamoumions or orders, or otherwise, by any of said force or forces 
in the period aforesaid, and all officers and other persons in the State of Arkan- 
sas, or who acted in aid thereof, acting in the premises or otherwise shall be 
held to be prima fecie to have been authorized by the governor of the State : 
Provided, Phat nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to prohibit 
the convening of courts martial for the trial of persons belonging to the militia 
or State guards of this State. 

Sec, 2, This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 

Approved April 6, 1869. 


It will be seen that this act of pardon covered the entire period of 
terror in the State and covered every personal crime. I furnished 
this committee with a letter from Governor Clayton, stating that he 
wanted all outbreaks, you see thus provoked, reported to him, to use 
for political capital in the North to influence the elections in the North. 
That was and is the policy—personal, official, and party. What did 
thisactdo? Itcovered crimes that were never punished, crimes of rob- 
bery, crimes of murder, crimes of abuse, crimes whch were perpetrated 
under the rule and direction of the political saints whom you laud and 
who have so influenced you throughout your proceedings in this case, 

All these things went on and not one of them has been punished, 
because they were taken officially from the jurisdiction of the grand 


_juries and of the courts. Ah, gentlemen, you may laud these men, you 


may laud this policy, butit never yet has conduced and it never will con- 
duce to the upbuilding of any commonwealth in the world; and when 
you recall the wrongs, the murders, the outrages that they committed 
in their official capacity, the violations by their brutal and unpunished 
minions of the honor of mothers and daughters, these are the things 
that make the people of Arkansas Democrats, these are the things which 
make the people of that State indignant, and these are the things that 
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you have officially condoned or approved. Mr. Speaker, I have never 
brought these matters forward except when these same men lave ap- 
peared in accusation against the people of my State or against individ- 
uals who are innocent of the charges preferred against them or whoare 
sought to be made victims in the absence of proof. 

Go to the Poland report and find out about your friend Judge Mc- 
Clure. I have nothing to say from personal feeling about any of these 
people. I havenothing tosay about them except those things which are 
matters of history and record, but I repeat, go to the Poland report and 
find out how these same men on a certain occasion appeared before a 
committee of Congress and deliberately asked them to turn out Gov- 
ernor Baxter whom they confessed they had counted in, and to put in 
his stead Governor Brooks, whom they confessed they had counted out! 
Go to the report of Attorney-General Williams to President Grant for 
a statement of the judicial fairness of this man Judge McClure. 

Sir, when I find my people assailed in the manner in which they 
have been assailed here by and through these men and sought to be 
manacled with a force bill for such as these or any one to administer, 
there is no evidence that is properly vouched for in any respectable way 
that ought not to be brought forward to destroy their influence with 
this House and with the people of this country. It is one of these 
men that you have recommended for judicial position. These are the 
men who sat by you and inspired your every sentiment and your every 
action in this case. : 

What wasthis manatthattime? Ihaveshownbytherecord. And 
what is he now? Mr. Blackburn, to whom I have referred, an old, a 
veteran Republican, who is, however, in revolt against the unholy 
leadership of these men in the State of Arkansas, tells you of the char- 
acter of this man’s life, and reputable citizens there would and must 
have told you of it as a matter of public notoriety and acknowledged 
fact. The Democratic members of this committee who were in the 
State can tell you how the citizens there spoke of his mode of life, and 
when you are believing all that he says against that people and recom- 
mending him as a fit person to sit upon the bench as a judge it should 
be known that his life is the most notoriously wicked, the most notori- 
ously base, of perhaps any man in the Union. 

I hold in my hand the statement of Mr. Blackburn, which I will in- 
sert in my remarks, showing that this man, as must have been known 
to you, is not simply a bad man in the ordinary sense, but a man who 
has put his money into the lowest houses, that traffic in the virtue of 
the human race, a man who, as an investor, has adopted that low and 


despicable mode of living in society. And knowing these facts, as I _ 


state them upon Mr. Blackburn’s authority, you take this man into 
your confidence and recommend him for a position upon the bench of 
the United States court. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Arkansas 

ield ? 

Mr. LACEY. Isimply wish to make an objection to the printing 
of a personal attack upon Judge McClure in the Recorp unless it is 
read here. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, I will read it, though I 
have stated the facts. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. LAcgy ] 
objects to printing in the REcorD what is not read. 

Mr. LACEY. I object to printing in this way an attack upona 

tleman who is not here to defend himself. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (reading): 

However that may be, there is no disputing the fact that the mistress of a 
certain bawdy house in Little Rock, which the “judge” is openly and publicly 
charged with having set up, farnished, and ran—— 

Several Members (to Mr. BRECKINrIDGE, of Arkansas). Send it 
up to be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will send it to the Clerk. 
I would not bring these things here, but they are notorious and offi- 
cial matters, as they affect the status of a man who is of official relation 
to this cause, and it is necessary to show the real spirit and conduct of 
the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


However that may be, there is no disputing the fact that the mistress of a cer- 
tain bawdy house in Little Rock—which the “judge” is openly and publicly 
charged with having set up, furnished, and run—there is no mistaking or dis- 

uting the fact, we say, that this mistress of this elegant and artistic and ‘‘vo- 

uptuous”’ establishment, was once placed “in agony,” through the conduct of 
this el tand patriotic judge, who now desires and is to “come up 
a little higher” to preside over the rights and destinies of decent and free people. 
There is no disputing the fact, we repeat, that this , abandoned woman, 
who it seems had loved this refined and t ju more devotedly than 
wisely, was placed ina state of “agony,” wien, in bullish rage, he lifted his 
huge cane into midair and proceeded to demolish all the extra embellishments 
in the parlor of this tasteful, refined, and christianized establishment, which he 
had so generously and munificently furnished out of his own virtuous and hon- 
est purse ! 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, sir, it is to the honor of 
a Republican Congress that when these same men appeared before it 
and sought to get it to sustain them—when Judge Poland, of Vermont, 
was a member of that ee Congress—it repudiated them. It 
is to the honor of a Republican Congress that when General Clayton 
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gave a false certificate, giving what, upon the sworn returns of a Re- 

blican secretary of state and his chief clerk, were not the figures 
furnisiied to him as required by law and which he was required by the 
mandate of the law simply to proclaim, this Republican Congress sus- 
tained the secretary of state, sustained the Republican witnesses, 
turned out the member who had been fraudulently certified and put 
in his opponent. 2 

It is to the honor of that Republican Congress that it did this. It 
is to the honor of President Harrison, having these facts relating to 
McClure brought to his notice, as I have reason to believe the gentle- 
man from Iowaand his associates on that committee had them brought 
to their notice, declined to appoint this man (though urged by Gen- 


eral Clayton and all that set) to a position upon the supreme bench of 


the United States. Yet this committee, that calls itself fair, that takes 
into its custedy, with its poor, feeble, miserable, partisan management, 


the honor of a great State, recommended him for appointment to the | 


Federal court in the United States. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I say itis to the honor of the Republican party in Arkansas that 
they have members who have led that party in past’ contests, and have 
conducted them without there being any such vile charges as you have 
heard here against the people or the digging up of such evidence as | 


> : . . > | 
have had to produce before you. Ifsuch representatives of the Repub- 


lican party were in power to-day we would recognize that their ascend- 
ency would simply mean two different views as to the best way of pro- 
moting the interests of the State. But when these men, so indorsed by 


the gentleman from Ohio, so indorsed by every member of the subcom- | 


mittee, are there in control of your party now, and breathing every 


. : ° . . | 
utterance here as during that period of terror and of crime—all .by the | 
then officials of the State—it is an issue, gentlemen, between truth and 

falsehood, between civilization and barbarism; and every decent man | 


knows it. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 


Sir, at the close of the election in 1888 the returns, as you have been | 


informed, showed that I had a majority of 846. One box had been 
stolen. That box, as every one knew from the number opposite the 
name of the last voter, contained 697 votes. I did not know that 
when I first heard the news of the theft of the bex. I instantly an- 
nounced publicly that if that or any other known crime affected my 


right to the certificate upon which I was to sit as a member of the | 


American Congress, while the law did not provide for any power of 
review by the governor or secretary of state, I would decline to have my 
title fest on any such thing, and would facilitate my opponent in every 
way in my power in getting his just rights. 


Soon the information came of the extentof the total vote. Itshowed | 


that the total vote of 697 (a large part of those votes conceded to be 
Democratic) would not reverse the prima facie case. No other report 
came from any quarter, and no gentleman can cite any, except those of 
subsequent manufacture, of wreng against the ballot any where. 

On the 12th of December, 1888, the governor issued to me my certifi- 
cate without protest, which perhaps under the Jaw would have been 
idle, as we do not in our State have a returning board above those who 
are in the immediate presence of the people, but without complaint 
from any quarter. 

At a subsequent date—within the time provided by law—not after 
the issuing of the certificate, but after the proclamation of the result, 
within one day of the expiration of the time, I received here by a mes- 
senger the notice of contest from my distinguished and lamented oppo- 
nent, or rather I received the notice that he reluctantly allowed to be 





presented, and which you have had shown upon indubitable proof was | 


not of his getting up, not of his wish, and only consented to by him after 
long delay and with great reluctance, because he knew of nothing ex- 


cept the insufficient loss at Plummerville upon which to predicate his | 


elaim tothe seat. That wasduly acknowledged. I went home within 
the time prescribed by law and printed a circular letter ot inquiry. 

The notice of contest distributed all over the district, as written by 
the counsel of my lamented friend and opponent, had mentioned, per- 
haps, every Democratic township in the district as being the seat of 
fraud of greater or less degree and of one kind or another. I sent out 
my own private communication, which doubtless went into the hands 
of many people—a copy of which, had I thought of it, I could have 
brought and shown to you here—asking all persons to report to me 
quickly and frankly everything that they could find that wasa weakness 
in my case or a weakness in the case of the other side. 

I sent them a transcript of the election law in order tinat they might 
properly judge what constituted an election offense. When I got pos- 
session of the correspondence, when it was all in, I compiled my reply. 
I told them ‘then that I intended to admit for my competitor every 
vote that I believed was properly his or which, on my own conviction 
as an honest man, I thought belonged to him and to which he was en- 
titled, and that I would charge only on their authority that which 
they alleged to be based on reasonable grounds for belief. 

And in reply to the notice of contest I stated every vote I could 


find by careful and laborious search to which he was entitled or | 


which there was any shadow of reason should be accorded to him, stat- 
ing the grounds my friends had mentioned. When the matter subse- 
quently came up before this House | offered then to lay my entire cor- 
respondence before the investigating committee in order to throw light 


yu 
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| upon the whole of the proceedings in this case, but they never called 
} on me for it although it was at their service then as it is at their serv 
ice now, as it is at the service of any reputable man now. 

| ‘There it is, the doors, all doors, wide op as throwing light upon 


this question, if, as has been asserted, there are any secrets in the affairs 
iny man connected 


: State of Arkansas. 


| of the Democratic party or in the officia 
| with that party with whom I correspon 





| [Applause on the Democratic side. ! been wrong or fraud, 
as stated here, I have done my utmost t id denounce it as it 

! ought to be denounced, and so have my people, and as | ind here 
now to denounce it, and the people denounce it, any papers or partisans 

| to the contrary notwithstanding. [Applause on the Democratic side 

| My friend then went out upon his proceedings relating to the contest 

|} You know that he had proceeded only twoor three days, and had 

| found but little of his material, when he came to his unfortunate end 
A question—when you speak of what should have been done—is what 


| did he know himself when he went out upon his contest? You kn 
by the evidence what information he had. He knew nothing mor 
than when he set out upon the investigation; he had gained no info: 
mation more than he had when it began, or nothing of a material char 
acter, and it is all in the record to show exactly what it was 

Mr. Speaker, I hold a letter in my hand from the late partner of my 
lamented opponent, now a member of the supreme court of the State 
of Arkansas, one of the ablest, purest men of the State, in which he 
told me that on March 16, of this year—but I will ask the Clerk 
read this letter. It was written more than a year after death had 





‘a 
solved the bonds of confidence and secrecy and when justice to a 
required publicity. It isalso in the testimony,or rather in my) 
brief, and I think in the minority report 
The Clerk read as follows 
> EMI { ‘ eI KAAS 
Merch 16, 13% 
DeAn Mason: I see that some of our ! I in nds are intimating that 


n 1 pub 
at will be embarrassed by th 





ihe contest for your s e loss of information withi 


| the exclusive knowledge of Colonel Clayton. This I know is not well founded. 

| He had no definite information of facts that would have tended to change the 

| result outside of the Plummerville box, of whi everybody was advised lie 
so told me the evening before he left home to begin taking his depositions A 

| he had taken no depositions elsewhere he could have acquired no other info 
mation that was definite or satisfactory to him Although his conversat 
was confidential it does not seem to me improper that I write you of it. I ¢« 
not know that it will be material, but you are at liberty to consider ind mak 

| use of it if you think it materia 

} Yours truly, 

| W. FE. HEMINGWAY 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas Now, Mr. Speaker, that wa 
the condition of affairs when my opponent was murdered; and it is said 
| by some gentlemen here that when that event occurred I should have 
resigned my seat in Congress. Why should I have resigned my seat in 
Congress? Did I know of any frauds, as you knew of none and know 
of none now, except the one at Pluammerville? 

Could I believe, could any honest or sane man here believe, that my 
opponent had been killed to affect the result of the election in that di 
trict? Or if he had been killed for that purpose did it affect the re 
sult? Did it or could it affect the election which took place in the 
preceding November? Did it or could it affect the issuing of the cer 
tificate, which had already been issued nearly two months? Who but 
a lunatic could have killed him if he sought to advance my interest 
| or the interests of the Democratic party then in what was known to bi 
| a Republican House of Representatives? Did you let me take my seat 
because he was killed? Did the Speaker appoint me onthe Ways and 
Means Committee for that reason? Did it really help me with yo 
} Republican gentlemen who had charge of all this? I knew of no 
reason, he knew of none, you know of none why it changed an 
previous act or result, and your conductshows that it worked me and my 
party great injury. And what would have been my conduct in 1 
signing? Simply, Mr. Speaker, to give force and effect to the charg 
against my people that there was public, social criminality there 
connection with the election and this foul murder. 

Sir, suppose it had been easy to strip off the horrible shock that 
comes from the knowledge of the fact that crime has been committed 
upon @ man who wasyour friend and honorable competitor, with whom 
you have had a pleasant, delightful canvass, with whom you have rid 
den in the same vehicle throughout the country, occupying the sam: 
room, sleeping in the same bed, the warm and genial friend of year 
but now so foully and brutally slain at your side, as it were, when en 
gaged in a lawful and proper pursuit. Suppose this could h been 
done, but at the cost of reflection upon individuals that you do not 
know to be justly accused, and of reflections upon your people. B 
that is not the way to escape responsibility or to discharge duty. Wa 
I to reflect upon my people and give force and substance to such charge 
in an effort for personal relief? No, sir; every honest man knows 
every candid man knows that that was not the honest, the uprigh 
manly way to meet it. 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that tl 
gentleman may be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. ROWELL. For what length of time? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Any length of time he may desir 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I shall not consume any un- 
necessary time. 

Mr. PEEL. And it is understood that the same courtesy shall be 
extended to that side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ROWELL. I only wanted to know the length of time the gen- 
tleman expected to continue his remarks. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I can not tell exactly, because 
l am not speaking trom manuscript; but not very long. 

Now, what tribunal had the power to inquire into that election ? 
Why, the Federal House of Representatives, which was Republican. 
Had I resigned I would have taken it from the jurisdiction of a Repub- 
Jican court, the only court in the world that had jurisdiction. If the 
State has failed to find who the murderer was, what great power in 
this country could go there and supplement it with its far-reaching 
control of affairs? Why, the Federal Government, operating through 
the House of Representatives. Had I takenthe matter out by my res- 
ignation, I would have thus withdrawn as far as lay within my power 
all the right and power of the House to enter into the question at all. 
No, sir, I believed that the part of duty toward my colleague, the part 
of duty hall manhood by myself, the part of manhood and duty to 
my opponent, who would have forfeited his life for me had I been 
threatened, as I would for him, the part of duty toward my people 
who have been slandered and accused, who have honored me with their 
confidence, intrusted me with their interests, good name, and priceless 
honor, who demand only the truth and to face their accusers, was to 
hold the case up to the rack of Republican adjudicatior and let this 
House take it in hand, either to deal justly or partially and malevo- 
lently and bitterly, as they chose, before a gazing nation. Thatis what 
I conceived to be the course of honor and of duty, and that is the course 
I have pursued. Had I resigued and been re-elected these same men 
would havé said I fled from a Republican court, the House, and that 
the death was a warning to others not to run. They would have said 
the people are ruffians. Had the -nurderers never been caught they 
would have cited my action forever as a belief in the guilt of my party 
and State and have said I sought to prevent the Federal Government 
from undertaking an investigation or a search forthe murderers. Had 
I been defeated it would have been the same. 

Now, sir, there is no use to go over the Plummerville box; but this 
committee sent to Woodruff County and they got a lot of negroes there 
to come and say they did not vote forme. Every one of those polls 
had a Republican supervisor. Your testimony shows that where, 
under a misconstruction cf the law, for a few minutes the Republican 
supervisor at one poll was asked to step out of the room by the sheriff, 
the sheriff at once telegraphed to the ~hairman of the Republican 
State committee or te Judge Caldwell tor a right construction of the 
law, and before he received an answer to his telegram he met Mr. 
Leech, a leading Republican in the county, a lawyer and his personal 
friend, and when Leech told him that his construction of the law was 
wrong he immediately invited the supervisor back into the room. In 
the presence of Judge McClure, as your testimony shows, he stated to 
this committee that when he came to Little Rock under the charge of 
interfering with the Republican supervisor, he went to Judge Caldwell 
and Judge Caldwell said: ‘‘ Roddy, you are guilty of a technical viola- 
tion of the law.’”’ ‘There was no dispute or evasion of the facts, and he 
was visited simply witha fine of $10. That isthe extent ofthe enormity 
and outiage, a merely technical violation ot the law; and yet it is held 
up here asa great wrong, affecting the vote in that precinct and in that 
county. 

Butthose negroes who came there and said they did not vote for me 
were negroes whose testimony was not taken in the usual way required 
by law. You gentlemen are familiar with the statute that requires the 
testimony of voters to be taken in the county or community in which 
they live, I did not suppose that this committee would examine 
voters at Little Rock, except perhaps in regard to the Plummerville 
box, but that, as is required upon occasion for such evidence, they 
would simply direct this to be taken in the usual way in the vicinage. 
Why does the law prescribe those limits? Because it is an economical 
way, because it is: convenient, because it does not take the citizens 
away from theirindustries; but they brought them there, at :1 expend- 
iture, I believe, of something over $10,000 for voters on that side. I 
conjecture, without knowing positively. Instead of costing 75 cents 
per head a day and substantially no mileage, they were paid $2 a day 
and 5 cents a mile for a considerable distance traveled, and instead of 
its costing $1 or 75 cents per voter it was nearly $10 disbursed to each 
voter, 

You are all familiar with the law and principle of the secret ballot and 
with the opinions of the highest judicial authorities, that if it is to be 
secret it is as important to keep it from being exposed to influence, per- 
suasion, or pressure of any character after as it is before the election. 
Consider the character o! these witnesses, ignorant and, as regards race 
and church inflaence, timid plantation negroes. Weall know, too, that 
the most notorious defect with the negro, asa race, is the lack of char- 
acter. There they were making the most ridiculous mistakes about 
the names of the people they voted tor, about the time of election, and 
all those ludicrous blunders you would expect from such poor, igno nt 
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creatures. That is the character of the great bulk of the negro popu- 
lation of all our Southern districts. Our people had gotten a portion 
of their votes. Numbers of them came up and stuck to the votes they 
cast. Of course the great majority of them could not read or write and 
were dependent solely upon the distributing men or workers at the poll. 
And, as you would naturally suppose and as is undoubtedly true, a 
large number of that class are indifferent for whom they vote, unless 
they are rallied and excited by their local leaders and bosses prior to 
the election. Now, there was no such excitement or discipline prior 
to this election in thatcounty. Mr. Leech, of this county (Woodruff), 
had run against me two years before. He carried Jefferson County 
(Colonel Clayton’s county) by 1,200 majority; Colonel Clayton carried 
it by 3,500 majority. The Jefferson County Republicans did not do 
much for Leech in his race; Mr. Leech did not do much for Colonel 
Clayton in his race. Thecounty was left without any stirring up, and, 
as is always the case under such circumstances, the people who work 
for the votes outside of the box will get some of them, without any oc- 
casion, if no other consideration affects them, for resorting to fraud 
inside of the box. And these negroes had voted for me just as their 
votes were counted. 

I do not mean to deny possibly that some of the men were deceived 
by their own ticket distributers. I do affirm that many of those 
who denied that they voted for me denied it with a full consciousness 
that they did vote for me, and more than one negro witness testified 
that he saw other negroes vote for me, and one of them called atten- 
tion to one named Johnson, who, said he, has just this moment sat 
there and perjured himself for your $2 a day you offer him to come here 
and tell a lie for it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I give the 
real character of this testimony, thatof Manuel C, Carter. Look it up. 
Why do you take this testimony away from the locality where it is 
provided by law to be taken? To put it under inducement from the 
public Treasury, thousands and thousands of doliars needlessly ex- 
pended, to buy the vote after it is cast. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How many miles apiece did these witnesses 
travel ? 

Mr. BRE@KINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I suppose 75 miles each way 
instead of about a mile and a half. 

But Major Dent, of the Fourteenth Illinois Cavalry (I have his ex- 
act regiment here), an old Union soldier, who is an honest man, can 
not be belicved, and he appointed what he knew to be honest officials, 
Every one of them was subjected to the supervision of the Republican 
supervisor, and when we come to the testimony we show how ridicu- 
lous the stories told here are. You reject your own supervisors and 
all. There is Capt. 8. E. Dent, of Col. Tom A. Marshall’s Illinois 
regiment. He was asupervisor at Riverside. He tells you also this 
is all false. He tells you the negro judge had the box while they ate 
supper. It is ridiculous to bring in a lot of ignorant, timid, corrupt 
negroes in this way and annul these official returns. 

I have a letter from one of the supervisors, the negro at this River- 
side box that S. E. Dent and others tell you of, the very scamp who 
sat before that committee and said that he had done thus and so; who 
told me that the whole proceeding was perfectly honest and perfectly 
straight at the White River box. Therefore, you bring in these negroes; 
you expose the ballot; you have them there; the church is out; all the 
preachers are there; all the local influences were there, and the test is 
applied to them after the election. Clayton was there; McClure with 
a colored ticket to show to them and so indicate to them what toswear 
to. Under pressure, and under strain, and by the persuasive influ- 
ence of $2 a day, or something like $10 a head, they are to be bribed, 
contrary to all rule, and then under these circumstances you overturn 
all the most reputable citizens and the Federal supervisors. 

I state upon authority that there was something like $80,000 that 
had been spent on the political cases in the Federal court, most of it 
in eftorts to prove that these officers of the election had done something 
wrong in regard to these boxes, and all were acquitted of every such 
charge. These officers, of course, appeared betore the committee and 
testified, and under all these circumstances one poor bribed and in- 
timidated n is taken to turn down the statement of these officials, 
supervisors, findings of Federal court, and all. Oh, but it does not 
always operate so. Consider such testimony when it is not wanted to 
get a vote. 

One of the objects for which this committee was sent there was to 
learn fally about the stealing of that ballot-box at Plummerville. It 
I remember aright, two negroes came betore them and swore that they 
saw two men in a blacksmith’s shop burning up the ballot-box and 
ballotsat Plummerville. They wereas intelligent and quite as respecta- 
ble looking as any of the plantation negroesyou had. Judge McClure, 
who sat there, not a witness, with a wave of his hand and a word dis- 
credited them. These negroes were sworn. They were on the stand. 
They say that that was the way; but because the man who was not 
sworn said he did not believe it the subject was at once dismissed. 
Now, I am satisfied the two negroes were lying. It was a lie they 
got up to try to get the reward money; but it shows the value of such 
testimony and what the majority really valueit at. They did not even 
follow it up, because they did not consider the testimony of the negroes 
as of any value; but in other matters they would take one negro tv dis- 
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credit five or six white men and officers; but where two negroes con- 
tradict some other man who was sitting by, but who was not a witness 
and not sworn, then, if it suits them, they brush it all aside. . 

When you take all the votes that they say Clayton was entitled to 
and all the votes that would be left to me if they would only let them 
be proved up as they were on the other side, I am still elected by a 
majority of nearly 80. This even includes their count from the tes- 
timony which I do not admit is correct. When you come to the very 
proceedings of the committee, it is shown clearly here in the record 
which I can read if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcEY] wants it 
or disputes it, where he agrees that the whole question of polling the 
votes was as open here as it was at Little Rock. You have my com- 
munication addressed to the chairman of the fall committee by Ex- 
Attorney-General Garland, asking that the committee, before closing 
‘« the investigation ’’ it had been directed ‘‘ to make,’’ and before begin- 
ning the judicial consideration of the case, would have my vote pdlled 
the same as the other side, provided they considered it necessary to do 
this in order to determine the truth as to who was elected. It was for 
the committee to determine in its ‘‘investigation’’ what was neces- 
sary. I did not and do not propose to assume its functions or to re- 
lieve it ot responsibility. If they proposed to cast out my vote upon 
such testimony as they have adduced I did not propose to concur in it 
in any way. Neither did I propose to let them have any excuse for 
not taking the vote in the same way on one side as on the other, as 
they might decide to be necessary in conducting their “‘ investigation.’’ 
It was their investigation and yours, not mine. Neither you nor I 
threw any impediment in their way, nor did we make any objection to 
their doing just as they liked on both sides. If they did one way on 
one side and the other way on the other, it was in defiance of the in- 
structions of the House and in the face of my protests. But that 
communication, as the gentleman from Iowa admits, was not even 
transmitted to the full committee. 

Having stated at Little Rock and also here that the subcommittee 
did not have power to pass on this question, yet the communication 
was responded to by the subcommittee alone, and the attention of the 
full committee was not called to it. Formal complaint was made of 
this by Mr. Garland and myself, as you will see in the brief to the full 
committee, and still it was disregarded. They did not permit that 
vote to be shown as they permitted the vote to be shown on the other 
side, and it could have been cheaply and promptly shown. It could 
have been shown as required by law and without any need of going to 
Arkansas. I am free to say I would consider it unjust that you should 
take the votes you could buy after the election and invalidate the cer- 
tificate and returns, but you would at least have the basis to stand 
upon that you, to some extent, made your investigation the same way 
upon ove side that youdid upon the otherside. You would expend not 
over a dollar or such a matter per vote in thus proving up my vote in- 
stead of $10 or more paid to each voter on the other side, and you would 
have some kind of ground to stand upon, and not be here in the ab- 
sence of law and the absence of fact, having decided this matter by bad 
faith, by purchase of votes, by disregard of instructions, and by false 
charges and slanders. 

I want now to call attention to the proceedings of the gentlemen in 
regard to the witnesses relating tocriminal matters. One of the duties 
of the committee was to find out who murdered my opponent. You, 
gentlemen, are aware that I had the inquiry enlarged so as to leave no 
doubt whatever as to the power and duty of the committee to look 
fully into that matter. 

I can show by the record that when I was urging that Sater, a man 
with whom the governor and the sheriff had had correspondence, should 
be brought before the committee, Mr. CoopEr, of Ohio, said to me: 
‘*'We will not deprive you of the testimony of any single man between 
the two oceans.’’ See page 651 of the testimony. This was the style 
of agreement expressed time and again at Little Rock. But le did 
~ot want him there, he wanted him in Washington. I asked them to 
bring Mr. Wood, the Pinkerton detective through whom the Clayton 
brothers alleged they had spent thousands of dollars; I wanted to bring 
him there and confront the men and see how they could stand against 
each other. I considered that the chief function of the committee in 
going to Arkansas was to exami’.e upon the ground the witnesses of 
that character. But I was denied Wogd. My friends and I advanced 
the money to bring Sater, and we had great difficulty in getting con- 
sent for Sater to come, and I offered and urged to do the same as to 
Wood, but he was denied us. Denied us and denied the House that 
had now undertaken this task. 

Mr. MORGAN. Was not the original resolution extended on your 
own motion so as to cover that ? : 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Certainly, on my own motion. 
The State had been censured for not succeeding, and I intended that 
the Government should undertake the job. I intended it should be 
now formally intrusted to the Republican House and to our critics. | 
intended that it should not be evaded under any possible construction 
if I could get the consent of the House, and I asked my (friend to with- 
draw all objection, and it was done. ‘The same proceeding took place 
about Mr. Carter, the prosecuting attorney, of whom the Clayton 
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brothers said that he had performed his duty in the most thorough 
and admirable manner. Mr. Carter was then an invalid in Philadel- 
_ where he had gone for treatment by a specialist. The same was 
rue about Mr. Coblentz, a Republican, who had picked up a pistol 
near by where Clayton was murdered. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
CooPER ] said lightly, ‘‘ Well, the pistol did not kill him.’? Of course 
not; but suppose you had found a hat, or a handkerchief, or any other 
clew near the spot, you would know that no kind of dry-goods had 
killed him, and yet dry-goods might lead to the discov 
who did kill him. 

These were all specificaily promised me, as well as any other wit- 
nesses ‘between the oceans’’ that I desired, but I was compelled to 
defer their examination until I could get them in Washington. The 
gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. LACEY] admits that, in the record as read 
to you yesterday by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAIsH] 
(I have it here now), and yet when I got to Washington they would 
not permit any one of those witnesses to be brought here. ‘lhe gen- 
tleman from Iowa states, as appears in the official record, that he had 
been informed that those witnesses promised me were not to be brought 
here. I ask him now to tell me who it was that informed him that 
they were not to be brought here. Will the gentleman kindly give 
me that information. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman permit me to reply ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. There were witnesses that were to be called by the 
prosecution 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not the question. I 
ask you who informed you that ail or any of those witnesses promised 
to me were not to be brought here, and, pray, who was prosecuting in- 
stead of ‘‘investigating?’’ 

Mr. LACEY. I shall decline to answer unless you let me answer in 
my own way and not in yours. There were three witnesses asked for 
to be called here. They were asked for by Judge McClure. They 
were witnesses against you. They were Mr. Wood, Mr. Coblentz, and 
one other witness. Judge McClure notified us that he would not send 
for them, and I notified you of that fact. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, gentlemen, I want you 
to carefully notice that statement. ‘The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
LACEY | admitted, in the colloquy which has been read here from the 
official record, that the witnesses in question were the very witnesses 
I had asked forin Little Rock, and that I had been promised the right 
to have them called in Washington. I now hear for the first time that 
they were witnesses against me. | Derisive laughter on the Democratic 
side.] I had been distinctly promised, as the gentleman has admitted 
in black and white, that I should have the witnesses here in Washing- 
ton, but now the gentleman tells you that he reiused to call them upon 
astatement from Judge McClure! Well, thatisonly part of the whole 
proceeding. It accords with all the rest. But although Judge Mc- 
Clure dictated what the gentleman should do there— 

Mr. LACEY rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
speak? 

Mr. LACEY. A friend near me calls my attention to a remark of 
the gentleman from Arkansas which I did not catch. This Mr. Wood 
was a detective. He had no personal knowledge of this case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How do you know? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How do you know that? 

Mr. LACEY. I was just going to tell you. He had no personal 
knowledge of this case, but he went around and saw various parties 
and made a daily report. That report was preserved in the Pinkerton 
agency, showing everything that he had done each day, and it was 
submitted to the committce. It was submitted to Mr. MAIsu, Mr. 
WILSON, Mr. Cooper, Mr. BERGEN, and myself, and we examined it. 
We had no time to do so while we were in Arkansas, but we examined 
it later and found that there was nothing in it except what had been 
gone into by the committee; that it was a repetition of what certain 
witnesses had said to him who had been put upon the stand and had 
given the committee their version of matters, The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MAtsH] has examined the report. I have it here 
in my desk now. It is evident that there is nothing in that of any 
importance. That was merely a pretext on your part to get three 
months’ longer time in your seat here. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 

Mr. LACEY. And you got it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I did not get the promises 
kept that you made to me; that vou acknowledge yourself. {Applause 
on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. May I ask whether this is 
the Mr. Woods who was a detective sent there by Mr. Clayton? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has he ever been subjected to 
cross-examination as to whether these are all the reports he made or 
whether there were secret or private reports made by him that have 
not been produced ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there any evidencein the 
record that he could not have been obtained so that the knowledge he 
had might have been before the House ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The committee positively said 
they would not call him after officially promising me that they would 
do sv. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ishetheman whom thegentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] says Judge McClure informed him that 
he [Judge McClure] would not call, after you had been promised an 
opportunity to call him? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes. The promise to me was 
revoked upon Judge McClure’ssay-se. I am talking about the promise 
made to me, not the promise to Judge McClure. Judge McClure was 
not authorized to speak for me. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does my friend from Arkansas mean to 
say that this committee, charged with the investigation of this election, 
for some reason best known to themselves, threw out the returns in 
certain cases and allowed one side to prove their votes while the same 
privilege was denied to the other? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido say that. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. How much better is that than a false 
return ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Nota bit. Arkansas has 
never witnessed a greater debauchery of the ballot than that perpe- 
trated by thiscommittee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] There 
has never been committed under the cloud of night or the mask of a 
disguised criminal a greater crime against the ballot, a greater crime 
against fair play, truth, and justice, than that done by these official 
representatives of the people, cloaked in the panoply of the law. 

These reports were not in the custody of the Pinkerton agency. 
The testimony refutes it and nowhere sustains it. Mr. W. H. H. 
Clayton tells you here in this testimony that these reports from Wood 
were in the custody of Judge McClure. How much confidence have 
you a right to ask this Congress to have in reports that are in the cus- 
tody of Judge McClure ? 

Mr. ROWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the gentleman maintain that the reports of a 
detective in regard to the murder there would be legal evidence any- 
where or that they apply in any way to the question of his right toa 
seat ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Letme answer the gentleman. 
They are your tender, pot mine. I did not ask for the reports; [asked 
for the detective. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from IIli- 
neis deny — 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. ROWELL. I deny that the testimony of the detective is evi- 
dence anywhere. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois deny that the knowledge obtained by Mr. Wood was honest 
information, to which this House was entitled? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman yielded to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to address the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman had my con- 
sent to speak. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what do we find? We find that the opportu- 
nity to examine Mr. Wood as well as these other witnesses was prom- 
ised to me; that upon the suggestion of Judge McClure it was after- 
wards denied to me; and this House has offered to it—not the chosen, 
skilled detective who has been more intimately associated with the 
investigation of this matter than anybody else—but it has solemnly 
offered to it testimony that has been in the custody solely of Judge Mc- 
Clure, and which the chairman of the committee comes up here and 
says is not worthy of your consideration. That is the kind of testi- 
mony offered you, but not printed, in lieu of the examination of a wit- 
ness in this investigation who, if he could not give you information 
that would of itself convict, is, above all men in the world, the one 
you would expect to give you information that would lead to detection. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will you permit me a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I understood you to say that you had asked for a 
subpeena for this man Wood. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And it was denied you. 

Mr. ERECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It was denied me. I was 
promised that I should have him when I got here, but it was denied 
me after I got here, . 

Mr. CHEADLE. I simply wanted to understand that matter. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And I Ss all the 
expenses to obtain his testimony in Arkansas, w we ve had 
him confronted with all these people about whom there were suspi- 
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cions and charges; and the gentleman from Ohio, generally so court- 
eous, used quite rude language to me when I was persistent about 
having this man there. He told me—I see it is expunged from the 
record, but I make no complaint of that; I do not charge anything 
improper; I suppose he simply wanted to make it look a little more 
polite—he told me that I could not ‘‘bulldoze the committee.’’ I told 
him that I did not want to bulldoze the committee, that I did not want 
to bulldoze anybody, but that I was there to do everything in my 
power, to use every effort on my part, to probe this matter absolute!) 
to the bottom; that no effort of mine, by enlarging the scope of the in 

quiry or by any other means, should be lacking to make this investi- 
gation full and complete, to unearth every possible circumstance, if it 
could be unearthed, which would lead to the discovery of the murder- 
ers of Clayton or to the discovery of any other crime that they chose 
to take up and charge, but especially that relating to the murder of my 
lamented associate and friend. 

Mr, Speaker, what was to be expected when the committee was in- 
structed to investigate this murder? I had the House positively instruct 
them. You yourselvesassumed the taskthen. Some said it was solely 
the province of the State. I said, but it is charged to relate toa contest 
for Congress, and I asked that our accusers be given the whole power 
and resources of the Federal Government and positive orders to make a 
truly exhaustive investigation. Whom would you expect them tosum- 
mon as likely to give information? Simply the men charged with the 
commission of the crime? Of course they woulddenyit. If they were 
guilty they would do their utmost to deceive you, and their truthful 
statements, if innocent, would perhaps not fully reveal the character 
of the crime, and certainly not the tors of it. Whom, then, 
would you ask? Certainly you would ask the able, alert, and consci- 
eutious prosecuting attorney. That witness was promised me, but was 
afterwards refused. You would ask the upright, honorable judge of 
the district. That was promised me, but afterwards refused. You 
would ask the Pinkerton detective, who had been commissioned to in- 
vestigate the matter, the man who knew every clew that had been sug- 
gested, who had spent thousands of dollars in the investigation, who 
could reasonably be supposed to be able, if he could not determine the 
guilty individual, to at least determine the general character of the 
crime. He was promised me, and afterwards refused. 

You would expect to obtain the testimony of the Republican who 
picked up the pistol, who could at least have given the particulars of the 
finding of this weapon which is our most tangible clew. He is now 
staked out in the distant State of Washington, beyond the reach of the 
State. He was promised, and I was refused his testimony afterwards. 
You would expect the Meacham Arms Company to besummoned. The 
pistol found here was of a peculiar pattern. It was sold to this com- 
pany by the manufacturers. It was placed in their possession not quite 
twelve months before the murder was committed, That is all a mat- 
ter of accurate proof and record. Thatpistel, which we know went into 
their possession, is found at the scene of the murder, is picked up neai 
the window where my friend was murdered. Are you going to follow 
up thatclew? It is the Russian army model of pistol, known in this 
country as the ‘‘frontier.’’ They (the Meacham Arms Company of 
St. Louis) sell but six or seven of that pattern ina year. They are one 
of the largest wholesale dealers in firearms in the country, but this style 
of pistol is very infrequently sold by them. 

They do not keep track of these pistols by number, but the pattern 
of the arm as well as the name of the buyer is always of record in 
their invoice sales. Why not get a list of the sales from this company 
of that pattern during the twelve months preceding thismurder? Run 
them all down and when you come to one that you can not account 
for, then you have got your man. I went to that arms company my- 
self; I offered to pay them—it is astrong Republican concern—I knew 
nothing more than the general evidence has shown; but all efforts 
failed to get a list of the invoice sales of this model of pistol. The 
State has tried in vain, and it has no power to compel the production 
of this testimony from beyond its borders. This Republican House 
has that power. You gave that power at my request to your Repub- 
lican committee. I say I went and offered to pay if they would Je! 
any man or their own clerks take it at night. I offered any sum that 
any man would say was reasonable in order to get this invoice list; bu‘ 
I could not succeed. I authorized the editor of the St. Louis Repub- 
lic—you have the testimony here, Colonel Jones—and asked him to urge 
them and he did it vigorously—you have my written correspondence 
upon that subject—I authorized him without limit to pay them in 
order to get that list. Iauthorized my friend, Colonel Fordyce, whose 
letter you have, the president of the great trunk line, the St. Louis, 
Arkansas and Texas Railroad, an ex-Federal officer, and like many men 
who fought bravely in the war for the Union, a Democrat—— 

Mr. MORGAN. But he was a Union soldier? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; an ex-Union soldier. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know him very well. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I got Colonel Fordyce, presi- 
dent of this railroad, living in St. Louis, and I authorized to cal! 
upon these e and offer any reasonable sum to secure this invoice 
list of sales. e of them have been able to secure this invoice lis‘. 
It may be said that sales for cash over the counter are not matters ot 
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record. Of course they are not; but how do you know this was a coun- 
ter or cash sale. Most likely the Arkansas assassin got it by invoice 
or from some retailer in or out of the State who himself got it by an 
invoice purchase. 

How do you know but that here you may be able to acquire the very 
information you are supposed to beseeking? The committee solemuly 
promised me to have the sales-book of this company brought here and 
the list culled from it. t 
of the subcommittee, and concurred in byall. It is admitted by hi: 
He and his associates offered to sit in St. Louis, if ntcessary, to exam- 
ine witnesses, and then it was deferred to this city at their request; and 
yet, when we get here and I make prompt application for this id 
other promised witnesses indispensable to determine this case, to d 
tect the murderers of Clayton, to clear up this foul blot upon my State 
and people, who have everything near and dear to them at stake, to 
preserve society itself in that State, we are refused. By Judge Me- 
Clure’s request, even, Iam refused. And I am yet to know why th 
inquiry is dropped and stopped and blocked, why all of these solemn 
pledges are violated, and the same men who did it are those who do it 
with breathings and threatenings and accusations. 

I tell you, gentlemen, their apparent anger and indignation is all 
amockery. Itcomes late; itis a pretense, when shame should mantle 
their cheeks, when they sat in that committee-room and sit here and 
agree that they violated their every solemn agreement made with me 
about these matters. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, why is all this? Why this suppression of testimony ? 
Why this violation of agreements? Why this one-sided mode of in- 
vestigation? Why this unwillingness to track down these things? 
Why that marred and defaced testimony and report? Finding I was 
elected they stapped, even upon their own theory, the investigation of 
that. Finding we would hang the murderers, they stopped and prevented 
the investigationof that. TheState has notsucceeded. You have dis- 
regarded your pledges and instructions and refused to try to succeed. 
There is much else thatI might relate. Thereare'very important points 
that I desire to speak to, but my strength is failing. Sirs, there are 
those among you who are so consumed with prejudice and malice in re- 
gard to these things and our people, who wittingly or unwittingly are 
so bound to the chariot of party and the great and improper purposes 
which your party is seeking to advance, that you will do even these 
things. You will do even these things and concur in them. 

Thank God, the time has come when you no longer speak of a dis- 
union sentiment in the South. The whole country has come to see that 
the brethren of this nation fraternize and stand together despite the 
machinations and the malice of the minions of this policy of hate, of 
monopoly and plunder of the resources of the people. You no longer 
hoist aloft the scarlet banner of the bloody shirt, but you come here 
fighting under the black banner of race issues and of public plunder 
and defamation of character. That is the attitude of your party to- 
day. That is the attitude into which certain ones are seeking to hiag 
you who are honest men. 

I have had warm and intimate relations for eight years with gentie- 
men on the other side of this House. We have served in committee, 
we have met together in social life. I have been unwilling to put into 
their hands a single report or to speak to them a single word about a 
matter so plain and that possesses the character and characteristics ot 
this. I was not willing to believe that any man of sense, any gentle- 
man or honest man, would condone and sanction infamies of this char- 
acter. I preferred to believe, if such had to be done, that my personal 
friends had done it in ignorance and notin malice. 

Sirs, this thing can notlast. Itis idle for you to talk about the peo- 
ple of our country in regard to these things, for when you eulogize 
and stander them in the same breath itis a mockery; and coupled with 
it all is your recommendation of a law to manacle them, to take their 
elections away from them, to establish centralized returning boards, 
from which honest results can not and are notintended to come. It is 
clear that you are giving way toa combination that is held together 
by fanaticism and the cohesive power of public plunder, and that you 
but wish to make the South the instrument and the debauched and 
oppressed victim of a common policy of robbery of North as well as 
— When you pursue this policy towards our people it is all made 
clear. 

- tell you there is something wrong in such violations and crimes as 
these. 
public and private character as this. There is something radically un- 
American and radically wrong, and the country will see it, when that 
great body of the American people of the South, almost without ex- 
ception sprung from the loins of the Revolutionary fathers, are the 
only aliens among you. There is something wrong in all that. We 
will both stand it and resent itas Americans and freemen should. We 
will prove worthy of the respect, confidence, and love of our whole 
country, and we will rebuke you. Come to your conclusion. Come 
to your conclusion in this way, and I will take appeal to the people 
regardless of party in the district I have the honor to represent upon the 
broad ground of equal rights, of common honesty and honest adjudi- 
cation; and in November they will reverse both your conclusion and 
your methods of conclusion. 


There is something wrong when we have such defamation of 
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Mr. DALZELI Mr. Sneaker, the case under discussion is unig 
it ] ipa Ith hist vo rress of the Un ted State 
) tis ‘ 1 contest ’ 1 br inrid ind Clayto1 
between the quick and thedead. Really, it Linguiry by the Hou 
of hepresentativ s ht« in : seat therein to hold 
1 t No verdict that m Ly } t Sil tes 
de } M. 4 , thin 1 er to 1 
noun nw 1 1 } w } 
the high honor of app ] ‘ Ren 
resentatives of the Ame ! ) Foully n t vard hand 
of an assassin while in the exercise of the simple 1 ( 1 Ame 
ican citizen to invoke the protection of tl v ri y to 
right a wrong, he is beyond the re equally of prais ne, « 
triumph or defeat. 

By the testimony of friend and of foe alike he was an honoral ma 
high-minded, and of public spirit. But the record of his life is clo 
Neither younorI canhelporhurtit. His title to a seat in this H 
is now, so far as he is concerned, not worth discussion; our busines 


with the title of his ad 

John M. Clayton and C. Rk. Bre the candidates, Re 
publican and Democratic, respectively, for election to the Fifty-first 
Congress from the Second Congressional district of Arkansas. Breck 
inridge was declared elected upon the face of the returns and received 
the governor’s certificate 

It was charged, however, that the elect had not been fairly con 
ducted, and that in all honesty Clayton was the popular choice and 
should have had the certificate. A contest was regularly instituted i 
accordance with law. The contestant filed his notice of contest; the 
contestee replied. The contestant commenced to take his testimony; 
Having proceeded for three days, at the end of that time, under cove: 
of darkness, two assassins at least, there may have been more, crept 
by stealth to the window of the room that he occupied, and when he 
he was about to sit down to write a letter of affection to his motherl 
little ones poured into his neck a charge of buckshot. 

So far as the testimony shows, he died without a groan, 


kinridge were 


‘ drowned in 
the life-blood that gurgled like a stream from his cruel wound. The 
men who committed this indescribable crime were the partisans of Mr. 
Breckinridge. They ended the contest. They made good, for a time 





at least, the contestee’s assailed certificate. He made use of it to set 
cure to himself a seat in this House and the emoluments inciden- 
thereto. 

But this was not to be the end of the matter. This House, exercising 


the high prerogative inherent in it—necessarily inherent in it asa le 
islative body, but strengthened by constitutional enactment 
to make inquiry as to this foul blow at national decency, and dete 
mined upon an investigation. That investigation was to cover three 
things, and I invite your especial attention to this fact because it h 
been entirely ignored by every speaker upon the other side of the Chan 
ber. This investigation was to cover 

First. The methods of the election in question. 

Second. The contest and all events relating thereto or 
ifter said election. 

Third. The title of Clayton and the title of Breckinridge 
ght of either to sit as a Representative in this House. 

[ invite your attention to a careful consideration of the questions thus 
suggested upon the testimony before you. What were the methods of 
this election in the Second Congressional district of Arkansas? 

Election methods in Arkansas. as elsewhere, are the subject of ex 
press and positive law. So that it is easy in any given case to dete: 
mine the character of election met}! 
with the statutory provisions. 

One of the statutory provisions of Arkansas is as follow 


resol ved 
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The judges of election appointed by the county court,or by the asset 
electors, under the provisions of this act, shall, if practical be fron 1 
political parties, s0 that each party may be represented 

And mark you— 
and they shall, in addition to the qualifications re 
this act, be able to read and writ 


A Democratic county judge appointed as one of the judges of ele 
in White River Township, Woodruff County,a poor, ignorant black man 
Robert Anthony by name, who could neither read nor write, and who 
according to his own story, deferred to the other he put it 


tion 


udges, as 


because— 
\ll of them had more sense than me, | 1 I was lueated man, and 
I was among educated men and in edu siness and I left that tothe 


the best of my knowledges 


Referring to the disposition of the ballot- bo: 

Anthony’s appointment was a violation of the 
man selected by his fellow 
to administer that law 

Of the twodemr cratic judges appointed to serve with Anthony, on 
one appeared at the polls on election day. Under these circumstancs 
the law of Arkansas calls for the election of a judge by the assembled 
voters. Nosuch formality, however, was indulged in at White River 
precinct. The remaining Democratic judge selected his fellow for him- 
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[Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] | selfi—a man by the name of Hignight—a recent importation, it would 
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seem, from the State of Mississippi. And here again the Jaw was vio- 
lated. re 

It is the law of the United States that— 

The supervisors of elections are authorized and required to be and remain 
where the ballot-boxes are kept at all times after the polls are open until 
every vote cast at such time and place has been counted. 


At the precinct now under discussion Samuel Graham, a colored 
man, was the Republican Federal supervisor, and a man named Snap 
the Democratic Federal supervisor. Upon the opening ot the polls all 
persons were ordered from the room save the judges and the clerks. 

The right of the Federal supervisors toremain was suggested by one or 
the judges, but, notwithstanding, both Federal supervisors were ejected 
from the room and the door locked. When the polls were closed 
Hignight, one of the Democratic judges, went home to his supper, and 
Martin, the other, against the protest of Graham, the Federal super- 
visor, carried the ballot-box off to the house of a man named Otey. In 
about an hour the box was returned and the ballots counted. Where 
that box was during that hour and what was done with it Hignight 
says he does not know. Martin, the only man who could have told, was 
not produced as a witness. His father said he understood he had gone 
to Boone County, though he had not seen him. 

Here, now, we have had infractions of both State and Federal laws, 
enacted as safeguards against fraud and to secure a free ballot and a 
fair count. Why was the law thus violated? There is no crime 
possible without a motive. Mendo not incur the risk of the penalties 
that follow upon violations of law for nothing. What was the motive 
inthiscase? The record furnishes a ready and a conclusive answer. 

Under the law of Arkansas each voter has a number opposite his name 
on the poll-book. When his ticket is handed to the judge that number 
is put upon the ticket before its deposit in the ballot-box; so that in 
an election honestly conducted it is possible to tell by a comparison of 
ballots and the poll-look just how each elector voted. 

Sixty-two electors of the White River Township precinct, in the pres- 
ence of your subcommittee and under the solemn sanction of an oath, 
testified that they voted for John M. Clayton for Congress. And yet 
the ballots displayed before your committee corresponding in numbers 
to the numbers on the pol!-book opposite the namesof these sixty-two 
witnesses were ballots for C. R. Breckinridge. 

Unless these witnesses testified falsely these ballots were changed 
after having beencast. But the witnesses are unimpeached; their char- 
acter is unassailed, and their testimony, according toevery principle of 
law relating to human testimony, must stand as credible. Do yousay 
on the other side of this Chamber that the ballot is the best evidence 
and must therefore prevail? I answer you that the question at issue 
here is as to the identity of the ballot itself. 

Do you say that these black men are unworthy of belief because 
they were afraid of social ostracism if they swore that they had voted 
the Democratic ticket? Then I answer you that the record contains 
no evidence to that effect, and that where the great body of colored 
men are Democrats, as you must necessarily claim they were here, 
there is no necessity for and there can be no ostracism. 

But the testimony of these uni hed witnesses is not only un- 
contradicted and therefore credible, but it is inherently true in that it 
furnishes an answer to our inquiry as to motives. . 

The Democratic county judge who violated his oath of office in put- 
ting a poor, ignorant negro on the election board as a judge; the Demo- 
cratic election judge who ignored the law and selected his own col- 
league in derogation of the rights of the assembled electors; the elec- 
tion board that violated the Federal law in excluding the Federal 
supervisors and in carrying off the ballot-box, all these, each in place 
and turn so acted, in order that the ballot-box at White River Town- 
ship, Woodruff County, might be stuffed in the interest of the Demo- 
cratic candidate for Congress. And it was so stuffed. 

I have now given you a sample of election methods in the Second 
Congressional district of Arkansas. Ix uno, disce omnes. 

Precisely the same method of changing votes was pursued in Cotton 
Plant Townshipin Woodruff County, and there there was not even a pre- 
tense of complying with the law which calls for a representation of 
both parties on the election board. The entire board was Democratic, 
three Democratic judges and two Democratic clerks. 

The same is true of the town of Augusta precinct, where all the 
judges and all the clerks were Democrats. Here, too, votes were 
changed, besore or after deposit, and Clayton votes counted for Breckin- 
ridge. Here the Republican Federal supervisor was ejected by the 
sheriff from the polling place. For this the sheriff was subsequently 
indicted, found guilty, and punished. Here the ballot-box was trans- 
ferred from the custody of the election officers and remained for twelve 
hours in the hands of a stranger to the election, 

What he did with it and what its condition was when returned as 
compared with its condition when surrendered to his care can readily 
be surmised from the result, and the state of the vote plainly proves. 

I refrain from further discussion of these peculiar election methods 
whereby the will of the voter is nullified anda usurper introduced into 
this House. 

It must be admitted, it can not be denied, that the returns from 
election precincts where such frauds were practiced are of no validity, 
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and that only such votes can be counted for the respective candidates 
as are proven to the committee and the House to have been cast. And 
in making such proof the ballots themselves are of no conseyuence to 
sustaina return. The law of this House is as established in Bisbee vs. 
Finley, namely: 

These ballots can not be entitled to much weight as evidence of the result 
of the election where it is shown that the acts and conduct of the election ofti- 
cers are unworthy of credit and their returns set aside. Having created for 
themselves, in violation of law and their official oaths, opportunities for tam- 

ering with the box, it is legitimate to infer that they would endeavor to put 
allots in the box that would support the return. 


The application of that principle of law to the facts in evidence is 
fatal to any title in the contestee to the seat that he claims. 

I pass now to another of the election methods of the Second Congres- 
sional district ot Arkansas. And disgracefu! as those are that I have 
already discussed, humiliating as they are to the pride of an American 
citizen, they are white as compared with the blackness of the election 
methods of Conway County. 

Plummerville, a little place in Conway County, is Republican. There 
the blacks exceed the whites by some three or four hundred. 

In an election at that place prior to the one now in question the 
lights had been put out by violence and an attempt made to carry off 
theballot-box. Thisattempt had been participated in by three worthies 
named Robert Pate, T. C. Hervey, and one Dr. White. The occurrence 
seems to have been regarded as a good joke. Mr. Breckinridge, the 
claimant, had the matter related to him by his friend Pate while on 
the cars prior to the November election in 1888. He was interrogated 
by the committee upon this subject, as follows: 

Q. Did you think Mr. Armstrong and the party looked upon the ballot-box 
steal as a matter of no importance? 

A. By no means, . 

Q. They were treating the knocking of the ballot-box over and the lights 
over as a joke? 

A. It was Bob Pate who was speaking and telling about it. 

Q. I understood Armstrong was ieeemidnes about ft to Pate? 

A. Oh, no; Pate was telling it, and they was all perhaps laughing. He was 


not telling it as serious; he was telling itashorseplay. I never heard itspoken 
of afterwards, 


So, when you hear of “horse play’’ in Arkansas you may conclude 
that it is only some trivial little matter to be laughed at connected with 
the stealing of a ballot-box ! 

Prior to the Congressional election that we are now considering trouble 
was apprehended by the Republicans in Conway County. Judge Ben- 
jamin, an honored citizen of Little Rock, was sent to Morrillton, which 
is about 7 miles from Plummerville, to view the field and consult with 
his brother Republicans as to what was best to be done to prevent 
frauds. He was met at the depot by a mob, jeered at, jostled, knocked 
down, kicked, and bruised, and shot in the forehead with a leaden 
bullet from a weapon known as a ‘‘bean-shooter.’’ Driven from the 
place, he returned to his home, and in a short time died. His family 
physician testified that he died of heart failure, the result of the shock 
received in the election excitement at Morrillton. 

Benjamin was the first martyr, his the first murder to be recorded 
in the chapter of blood that this record compels us to open. 

I sincerely regret, as an American citizen and a lover of my coun- 
try, that I can not say that it was the last and only one. 

And justice is so blind and so nerveless is her arm in Arkansas that 
no man or boy has ever been punished or even arraigned for the cause- 
less and indefensible murder of e man who was an honor to his State 
and a useful and inoffensive citizen. Nor has any man or boy been 
punished or even arraigned for the riot, which, as my friend the chair- 
man of the Election Committee now suggests, took place in the open 
day. 

t recall the indignation with which members upon the other side 
of this Chamber protested that the Federal-election law provided for 
Federal troops at the polls. No man shall precede me in denunciation 
of any and every method which shall countenance the element of force 
or intimidation to interfere with or influence the exercise of the right 
of suffrage; but if there must be bayonets at the polls—and there need 
never be—let them be the bayonets of a national guard, and not the 
bayonets of a political club. It is in proof in this case that the State 
of Arkansas, in the person of its adjutant-general, furnished guns from 
the State arms for the use of a Democratic campaign club in the town 
of Morrillton and two thousand rounds of United States fixed ammu- 
nition immediately prior to the September election in 1888. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. The day before. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; the day before. 

These guns and this ammunition were furnished to a man named 
Stowers, and it is in proof that this same man Stowers, in a public 
speech prior to the election, used this language: 


Boys, I want you to be ready and to get into line and be on hand and go to 
work, and work from the time you get up until the polls are counted and the 
returns are in, and everything. Iam going to make a suggestion, but I do not 
want you to make any application of it atall. There was onetime aman hada 
son; he had kept him and taken care of him until he got old enough to take care 
of himself, and then he said, ‘‘ You go out and make your living, son, and go 
to work and make money; and my advice is to make nee ermenp ff but,” 
he says, “if you can’t,make money.” Don't you makeany application of it at all. 


This man Stowers testified that the arms were furnished to a mili- 
tia company, but he also testified that the company was formed just 
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prior to the election, and that every member of the company was 4 | 
member also of the Democratic campaign club. And headmitted under 
oath that he had made use of the language that I have just recited in | 
your hearing. 

“ A MempBer. To whom was that language addressed? 

Mr. DALZELL. It was addressed toa public meeting in a cam- 
mign speech. oe : 

,' I caah now to the opening scene in the drama which includes ¢ lay- 
ton’s murder and ends with the usurpation of a seat in this House. 

The regularly appointed judges of election at the Plummerville pre- 
cinct were T. C. Hervey, Ransom Hayes, and Enoch Armstead. Hervey 
was a Democrat and the other two were Republicans. Hervey was the 
same man who on a previous occasion, as I have recited, put out the 
lights and attempted to steal the ballot-box. He had been appointed 
by the county judge in vacation, and some question was thought to exist 
therefore as to his right to act as judge. 

A man by the name of Wahl wasthe Republican Federal supervisor 
and he suggested to Armstead the advisability of having Hervey’s title 
confirmed by popular vote. Armstead submitted the nomination of 
Hervey to the assembled electors and his choice was confirmed by their | 
vote. 

The board then consisted of Hervey, 2 Democrat, and Hayes and 
Armstead, Republicans. Hervey then said ‘‘ By God, you are going to 
dispute my legality as judge, and now we will put you all out.’’ There- 
upon he called up two men, Hobbs and Palmer by name, both Democrats, | 
nominated them to the electors as judges, and without calling for any 
votes in the negative declared them elected. These three worthies, 
then turned out the deposed Republican judges and took possession of | 
the polling-place and with two Democratic clerks controlled the elec- | 
tion. 

Hervey was subsequently indicted for interfering with the election 
officers and upon trial was found guilty. 

A few days before the election a man named Shelby had entered upon | 
the office of sheriff of Conway County. Having been himself elected by 
fraud he seems to have become an exceedingly zealous man in the 
interest of fair elections. He appointed some eighteen or twenty young 
Democratic bloods from Morrillton as special deputies to preserve the 
the peace at Plummerville. 

Nothing of note seems to have occurred during the day after the seiz- 
ure of the polls by the Democrats. At dinner time Hervey catried the 
box off with him, and supervisor Wahl went along and kept his eye on 
it. Upon the closing of the polls Hervey again carried off the box, 
and Wahl again accompanied him. 

Then it was that Hervey remarked in conversation with another 
party ‘‘that it had got to be an awful thing to be a judge of election 
now. A man is watched just as though heisathief. There is some 
Republican has been watching me all day. He hasn’t been ont of | 
sight of this box to-day, just as though I would steal.’’ 

Hervey and Wahl returned with the box to the polling-place. ‘There 
they found Hobbs, one of the judges, and Bowdrie, one of the clerks. 
Very soon Hervey made the excuse that it was necessary for him to go 
out for more lights and more paper, and left, first remarking that if | 
anything happened to the ballot-box in his absence he would not be 
responsible for it. This lett Wahl, the supervisor, Hobbs, one of the 
judges, and Bowdrie, one of the clerks. Pretty soon Bowdrie excused 
himself also, saying he would go out and hunt the absent judges and 
clerk, This leftonly Wahl, thesupervisor, and Hobbs, one of thejudges. 
Pretty soon a man came to the edge of the door and addressing Wahl, 
said, ‘‘ Charley, have you commenced counting out vet?’’ Wahl re- 
plied, ‘‘ No,’’ and the man went oft. This man, Wahl thinks, was O)- 
lie Bently, a deputy sheriff. 

I will let Wahl tell the rest of the story. 


He says (page 346): 


About that time I got my pipe out and filled it up with tobacco, and think I 
was smoking; and about that time I got my pipe lit, [ don't reckon it was over 


three or four minutes until this fellow stepped to the door and four men came 


in atthe door with revolvers and one man walked up to the ballot-box and 
says, “‘G—dd—n you, we will show you how Conway County goes,’ and 

abbed the box, and the other said to Mr. Hobbs, “Give us them papers, and 
that d—n quick.” And Mr. Hobbs pushed the papers towards him like, and 
these two men walked backwards and went out, and then the other two stood 
until they had backed out and then they went and backed out too, and went 
away; and after they had got off the platform I said to Hobbs, * Let us go, too; 
there is no use to remain here.”’ 

Q. What, if anything, did you hear them say as to turning your backs? 

A. Well, after they had got the box, picked up the books, they remarked, 
“G—d d—n you, we will show you how Conway County goes.”’ One of them 
made the remark, *G—d d—n you, turn your backs now.” 

Q. Did you turn your backs? 

A. I was sort of facing them and I turned sideways” 

Q. You turned a little sideways ? 

A. Yes, sir, 

And they went off? 

Yes, sir. 

Did you know any of those people there’ i 
No, sir; Icouldn’t recognize any of them sufficiently to say who wasthere. | 
What is your best impression about it? 

A. Well, I took one of the party to be the same mau who came (o the door, 
and I thought it was Ollie Bentley. 

Q. You thought one of them was Ollie Bentley” 

A. Yea, sir. 

Q. And the other one” 

A. The fellow made the remark, ‘* G—dd—n you, we will show you how Con- 


Q. 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 


! 
| 
way County goes,’ I thought that was Charley Ward, because he come in in | 
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| a number of the parties. 


| Mr. DALZ=LL. 





Q7 15 
” é¢ —) 
the evening before the polls closed and took Her off to one side and hada 
private conversation. 

Thus was consummated the theft of the Plammerville box, a theit 
which Mr. Breckinridge admits, but which he says had no effect on his 
title. 

But, mark you, this ballot-box thus stolen contained 697 votes, of 


which all but 125 were tor Clayton. Taking into account the stuffed 
bailotsin the boxes in the other precincts in reduction of Breckinridge’s 
returned vote, the theft of this box was necessary to secure his return 
And yet he says in answer to Clayton’s charge 
1 deny that 1-} 
and charge 
Think of it! A Republican box stolen by Republicans. Thinkofit! 
That a man conspicuous enough to be a candidate for a seat in this 
House should be willing to stultify himself by such a declaration in 
the face of the American people! Well may we stand dur 
in the presence of such sublime and monumental impudence. 
Now, mark you how plain a tale shall write him down 
Warren Taylor who now lives in Indian Territory and who left his 
home at Morrillton because of threats against his life, testifies that on 
the night of the ballot-box theft some eighteen fellows, and the evi- 
dence shows them to have been Shelby’s deputies and Taylor says he 
was of the number, left Morrillton on horseback and galloped through 
the darkness all the way to Plummerville. They were induced so to 
do by a rumor skillfully started that Howard Township had gone 
Democratic and that the negroes were going to raise a riot. 
He says: 


+} r | } | 
the poll-books 


and ballot-box w e ta 
that they ) 


were taken by partisans 


founded 


He names 


We wenton to Plummerville, and when we got up within a quarter of a m 
of the depot W. L. Wood, Walter Wells, and Oliver Bentley told us to stay ou 
in the edge of the town and they would goin and see howeverything was. W« 
waited on the outside of the town, and they came back in half an hour and said 


everything was quiet. We then rode ontowards Morrillton, and it was rumored 


that the ballot-box was in the crowd. TI rode up a little farther, and I think | 
rode up until I noticed that it was a ballot-box; it was about like a ballot-box, 
at least. 

Q. Who had this ballot-box? 

A. Wellsand Bentley. One was handing it to the other, but I do not remem- 
ber which one it was, For some cause or other Il got behind. W«* to Mor 


rillton. Charley Reed lost his hat, and I gave him anothe: 
Q. What took place after you got back to Morrillton? 
A. The boys went to the court-house, and we went into Wells's store. Wells 
and Bentley had a fire started, and I wentin to where they were and asked them 
in fun if they were burning the ballct-box; to which they made no reply 


Mr. MAISH. Willitinterruptthe yentleman to ask him a question ? 
Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 
Mr. MAISH. I wish to ask the gentleman if he has read the testi 


one 


, mony of Jerry Mason and Elijah Chism. 


Mr. DALZELL. I have. 

Mr. MAISH. Do they not testify that it was Dr. White and Bill! 
Palmer who burned this ballot-box in a blacksmith shop in Plummer 
ville? 

Mr. DALZELI That does not matter. 
that the ballot-box was stolen ? 

Mr. MAISH. I certainly do not. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Does the gentleman believe that Mason 
the burning in Plummerville ? 

Let me ask the gentleman, does he deny 
crowd went from Morrillton to Plummerville? 

Mr. MAISH. No, Ido not. But I would like to ask the gentle 
man on what theory of evidence he believes the testimony of the man 
that he has been quoting and rejects that of the two others 
I have referred ? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will tell you the reason. Because it is cor 
rated by the testimony of at least a half a dozen other witnesses and 
is sustained by all of the circumstances; and I say tothe gentleman just 

| here that it matters very little by which road heand I arrive at ou: 
| conclusions. He and | arrive at the same conclusion, that the ballot 
box was stolen, containing a majority of Republican votes 

And the story I have given from the lips of this witness is story 
of that wild highwayman ride through rain and darkness and tempest 
7 miles upon an errand of robbery. Such was the initial step along 
the way that led to Clayton’s murder and to national disgrace. 

And this witness is corroborated by others. No man to thisday ha 
been punished in Arkansas for this high-handed outrage on the suffrage 
and Olle Bentley still continues to be deputy sheriff. 
| and Walter Wells are still 
murder. 
| The following, from The Washington Post of September 1, relates to 

the trouble at Morrillton, an outrage committed upon a man carrying 


Does the gentleman deny 


sa W 


that this 


to whom 


om 


the 


Nay, more; he 


in the business of theft and, it n be, o 


ay 


| the Union Labor tickets, participated in, according to this report, by 


ind Walter Wells 


Washington Post, Septe 


Ollic Bentley, Jim Lucas, 


' mber 1, 1890 
FEI I REPUBLICAN POLITICIA {ORBED AT 
ABO! EETI 
LITTLE Rock, August 
Amol of abo YU men, some mounted and some on foot, vesterday sur 


rounded the Morrillton station on both sides of the track. \ 
| mass meeting was to have been held there 

On the incoming train from Little Rock, amorgothers, were J.B. M 
a well known Union Labor orator, and George Small, of Springfield 


Union Labor 


Laughlin, 
Conway 
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County, a prominent white Republican, who had been here for the purpose of 
getting Union Labor tickets for use in Conway County for the election to-mor- 
row, Small carried the tickets, 7,000 in all, in a valise. 


When the train stopped a crowd of men sprang forward and rushed into the 
coach where McLaughlin and Small were seated. Among the foremost, it is 
said, were Ollie Bentley, Jim Lucas, and Walter Wells. Smaliwas struck re- 


xeatedly upon the head with loaded sticks, and soon lost consciousness. Me- 
aughiin was thrown upon the floor and his right shoulder severely wrenched. 
After striking Small several additional blows the sachel was dragged from be- 
neath his feet and passed out through the crowd. 

In a few moments the assailants had Jeftthe car. What became of the tickets 
isnot known. McLaughlin got off the train on the side opposite the depot. He 
passed along the line of horsemen, but no attention was paidto him. All the 
business houses were closed and every man and boy was out taking part in the 
general excitement 


I refrain from further prosecution of this sickening suhject—election 
methods in the Second Congressional district of Arkansas. It would 
be an insult to your intelligence to stop to comment on it. 

The second subject-matter of investigation intrusted by the House 
to your committee was the contest begun by Clayton in his lifetime 
against Breckinridge, and all events relating thereto or arising there- 
from, after said election. 

With respect to the contest itself, no opportunity has been omitted 
by Mr. Breckinridge to insist that Clayton entered upon it reluctantly. 
He repeats the charge in his libel filed under the mask of a minority 
report in this case, 

The truth probably is that Clayton did enter the contest rather in 
answer to the call of his party than pursuant to any personal inclina- 
tion, But when the charge is made that he signed, without knowing 
what he was signing, the notice of contest, a charge is made which is 
simply a gratuitous and unmanly insult to the memory of a man upon 
whose lips is the seal of death. In intelligence, in integrity, in man- 
hood, it is very little credit to him to say that he was the peer of his 
post mortem accuser. Whatever appears over his signature is to be 
taken as the personal and responsible act of an independent and aggress- 
ive American citizen. 

And just here I pause to call your attention to one of the most remark- 
able things disclosed by this record. A man named Hemingway, said 
to be now a judge of the supreme court of Arkansas, wrote a letter to 
Breckinridge, which the latter incorporates in his minority report. 
This man Hemingway was John M. Clayton’s law partner in Clayton’s 
lifetime. 

The letter is remarkable for two things, for the manifest falsity of 
the information contained in it and for the light it throws upon Hem- 
ingway’s queer conception of the obligationsof amanofhonor. Heun- 
dertakes to inform Breckinridge in the letter that Clayton had no def- 
inite information of facts that would have tended to change the result 
outside ofthe Plammerville box. Clayton’s notice of contest is an ex- 
press, conclusive, and unanswerable refutation of the statement. He 
therein alleges the very facts which were subsequently proven to be 
true with respect to irregularities and frauds at the White River and 
other boxes. 

I have yet to hear any man claim that John M. Clayton was a fool, 
and yet no man but a fool would expect to overturn a majority of 846 
by proving the theft of a ballot-box in which he claimed to have a 
majority only of 550. 

Now this man Hemingway was John M. Clayton’s law partner ; he 
was his confidential friend ; the information given to Breckinridge had 
been given to Hemingway, he says, in confidence ; and yet his triend 
and confidant being cold in death, assassinated by the partisans of his 
opponent, this man betrays the confidence reposed in him for the pur- 
pose of placing that opponent in the seat, in defenseof his right to which 
Clayton was murdered. 

If this be Arkansas honor, I pray you excuse me from contact with 
it. [Applause on the Republican side}. 

Mr, LACEY. And this man Hemingway had also been elected to 
the supreme court on the Democratic ticket in the mean time. 

Mr. DALZELL. My friend suggests that he had been elected to 
the supreme judgeship on the Democratic ticket in the mean time, which 
may possibly furnish some explanation of his notions of honor. 

The attempt upon the partof Breckinridge is, and has been through- 
out, to raise a false issue. He is to be pardoned for the character of 
his entire defense, which consists of childish grumblings, mean insinu- 
ations, unfounded accusations, and a discussion of everything but the 
facts of the case. When the accused has no defense it is the part of 
wisdom to try the opposing counsel and the court, The trick is as 
diaphanous as it is ancient, and will fool no one. 

I shall recur to this subject later on. 

There are three matters with respect to the contest which are of 
special significance. 

The murder of Clayton. 

The pretended search for his murderer. 

And the methods of the defense. 

A few words as to each of them. : 

That event in connection with the contest which dominates all others, 
and indeed dominates this proceeding, isthe murderot Clayton, Warned 
in advance that if he went to Plummerville to take testimony he went 
with his life in his hand, he went notwithstanding. Honorable man 
that he was, he refused to negotiate with the representatives of ballot- 





box thieves who would fain have stifled investigation by making open 
confession of what they knew the evidence would prove. 

Coming to the little town of Plummerville the only tavern in the 
place refused him entrance, and of necessity he lodged in the spare 
room of the widow of a Union soldier. Throughout three days he took 
evidence in proof of the vote that had been cast for him. Inthe even- 
ing, weary and, we may believe, homesick for the little ones who gath- 
ered motherless beside his hearthstone, in the privacy, as he believed, 
of his room, he was about to seat himself to write to his children. 
Outside, in the starlight, murder stalked, cowardly, mean, contempt- 
ible, un-American, to do its deadly work. 

Mr. SWENEY. Arkansian! 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, Arkansian. Somebody—somebodies—assas- 
sins, lurked at the window. And soon, at a favorable moment, the 
murderous shot crashed through the intervening glass, and, in the 
twinkling of an eye, the soul of John M. Clayton, unshriven and un- 


coniessed, without a warning, faced its God. 


Oh, the pity of it, my countrymen! For this is not Italy, but the 
American Republic; nor is this the Middle Ages, but the nineteenth 


century since Christ was born. Let us leave the bleeding corpse there 
as it was left on that fatal night on the floor weltering in its blood. 


_ I do not care to dwell on this matter. It is useless. I do not care 


to reliearse the story of the coldness and indifference with which the 
living brother was treated who next day went to carry away to its last 
resting-place the body of your murdered colleague. 


Only one other incident in connection with this infamous story and 
Iamdone. W.H.H. Clayton and John M. Clayton were twin brothers, 


and in appearance very much resembled each other. In the room ad- 
joining that wherein the dead man lay the living brother met the dep- 


uty sheriff, Ollie Bentley, and indignantly arraigned him for careless- 


ness in the pursuit of the murderers. And Ollie Bentley, the suspected 


ballot-box thief—I think I see him now—with the dead man’s face in 
his mind, a haunting ghost, looking into the eyes of its living counter- 


part, unaccused, broke out in his own defense and exclaimed, ‘‘I swear 


to God I didn’t kill your brother; I did not kill him,’’ and broke down 
in tears. 


Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Who said he did? 
Mr. DALZELL. And that man—that man—is the deputy sheriff of 
Conway County to-day, and has participated in every pretended effort 


on behalf of the officials of Arkansas to discover the murderers of John 


M. Clayton. And, mirabiledictu! that man being present in Conway 
County search was made for the murderer in Los Angeles, Cal. 
Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Searched a grave there to find the mur- 


derer. 


Mr. DALZELL. Plummerville is alittle hamlet, sparsely populated, 
and where al! the inhabitants are known toeach other. The men who 
killed Ciayton either belonged there or they came thero from some 
neighboring place. It would seem as though an honest attempt upon 
the part of county and State officials ought to result in the easy detec- 
tion of the assassins. But to this day their identity remains unknown. 

Frantic efforts have been made by the governor by offering rewards 
and writing letters to find some victim. The trouble, however, seems 
to be that the only proper party upon whom to fasten the guilt, it has 
been determined in advance, must be some one whose guilt shall not 
reflect on the Democratic party. Ollie Bentley, the suspected ballot- 
box thief, who volunteered to say that he did not do the killing, has 
been one of the parties charged, as a deputy sheriff, with a hunt for 
the murderers, and Sheriff Shelby, his superior officer, actually made 
an arrangement in writing with a blatherskite named Sater, of Jeffer- 
sonville, Ind., to go halves with him in sharing the reward if he, Sater, 
could fix the crime on a poor old man dying of dropsy who, at the 
time of the murder, wasin Los Angeles, Cal., and who not long there- 
after died. 

This man was to be the victim on the theory —— 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Does not the evidence show that this man 
had not been in Arkansas for twenty years ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly. This man was to be the victim on 
the theory that he had shot John M. Clayton to avenge some wrongs 
alleged to have been done him by Powell Clayton a quarter of a cen- 
tury before. [Laughter.] For absolute silliness I challenge the cita- 
tion of anything in all the history of crime and criminals to parallel 
this! And I learn from the so-called minority report, a document 
which it is perhaps well not accurately to characterize in this place, 
that such wild imaginings have been indulged in as the following. 

It is suggested by Mr. Breckinridge in the minority report that John 
M. Clayton— 

Was killed out of some grudge arising out of the murders committed before 
and during the period of martial law under his brother Powell Clayton's ad- 
ministration as governor. 

That is one theory. 

That he was killed out of rivalries— 

Now, this is refreshing— 
and factional hatreds existing in the Republican party. 

But the most refreshing of all is this: ~ 


That he was killed in an attempt to manufacture a mock outrage, and hence 
not intentionally. 





1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 9747 








That is to say, that John M. Clayton, to help his own case, gotsome- | “ence 1h : ony » methods of sa d election, an i as to wh thes the conte 
body to shoot at him, and he shot too straight. Whose theories these | gy iqence | mitées on Elections, and eaid comanittes will seport sn 
were, or are, this remarkable paper does not say. But the existence | e dings to the Hi ’ rther a 
and promulgation of such theories makes iutelligible how it isthat| | {ind that my friend from Georgia [ Mr. Cri on that occasion com 
John M. Clayton’s murderers still go unwhipped of justice. od mitted himself to several things. First, he committed himself to the 

The most remarkable thing connected with this matter is the failure | declaration to this House that, by the assassination of Colonel Clayton 
to find the murderers. The next most remarkable thing is the fatality | the contest had been suspended. Further, he committed himself to a 
that seems to attach to those whose knowledge as to the ballot-box theit | resolution authorizing an investigation hat? O contested 
might prove to be dangerous. . s , | election case of Clayton Breckinridge;’’ and he further committed 

Wahl, the faithful Federal supervisor, was shot in the neck much | himself to an inquiry as to whether th stestant or the teates had 
in the same way as Clayton was. George Bentley—supposed to have | heen elected. 
been one of the ballot-box thieves—shortly after communicating with But, Mr. Speaker, my friend’s change of faith and sentiment was 
the Pinkerton agency, with a view to turning State’s evidence, was even later than the 11th day of March. I find that on August 18. 1890. 
shot dead by his brother, Ollie Bentley. This shooting was by one of | 4 document was filed entitled ‘‘Clayton ve. Breckinridge: Views of the 


the ballot-box thieves in the presence of another, Wells, and is claimed 
to have been accidental. May be it was, may be it was not. A man 
named Smith, a negro detective in Conway County, met his death at 
the mouth of a pistol. Whether this has any connection with the bal- : 
lot-box theft I do notaflirm, but it is at leastsuspicious. Warren Tay- | of the ‘‘ contest.’’ and calls for the declaration of the title of the cor 
lor, one of the parties to the wild ride from Morrillton to Plummer- | testant: and following that I find this statement 

ville on the night of the ballot-box theft, fled from his home at Mor- 


Minority.’’ When I turn to the end of that document I find that 
| is signed amongst others by CHARLES IF’. Crisp, and I| find that it starts 
| out with a statement of the resolution which has just been read, whic! 
declares that the contest was ‘‘ suspended,’’ authorizes an investigation 


. . . In this resolution the duty and powers the committee ar t ira d 
rillton under threats of his life. He left his home at Morrillton togo | fined. In it the status of the case is clearly stated and to it we must continua 
into the Indian Territory. refer in order to learn the proper order of proceeding 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WiLSoON] said that this case was| Mr.CRISP. Will my friend permit me now to state the distinction 


full of murder and blood. I agree with him. The pages of this rec- | which I drew in my argument and which he se 
ord drip with it. The sky of the Second Congressional district of | 

Arkansas is luminous with it,and from her desecrated soil the blood ot 
John M. Clayton, like that of the proto-martyr Abel calls aloud to | 

heaven not for vengeance, but for justice. And you, my colleagues on been used in that resolution, when the Committee on Elections co 
both sides of this Chamber, are her sacred ministers to execute her just | sider a contested-election case proper, they consider it upon evidenc 
decrees. [ Applause. ] | taken not before them, but between the parties in the district wher 
| 


eks to destroy by refer 
ence to that document? 

Mr. DALZELL. I know the distinction perfectly well 

Mr. CRISP. Then jet me say this, that whatever terms may ha 


What is the defense to all this? Surely theft, murder, and fraud | the parties have the absolute control; but as to this case the 


have been proven. What isthe defense? Oh, there are many. ‘The | itself is directed to go down to Arkansas and take the testimony, and 

poorer the case generally the more the detenses. Let us look at them | that is the distinction between this case and an ordinary contested 

briefly. First, that it is not a contest; it isan investigation. When | election case. 

did my genial friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] become a convert to | Ir. DALZELL. But the distinction is only a dis tion between 

that theory? Let me recal) some things to his recollection. On the | tweedledee and tweediedum. 

16th of December last in this Housea resolution wasoffered lookingto| Mr. CRISP. Well, let the gentleman demonstrate that 

an investigation of the murder of Clayton and the title of the occupant | Mr. DALZELL. Yes; Iwill try toillustratethat proposition. But 

of the seat on this floor. My friend from Georgia made a point of or- | let us say that it is an ‘‘ investigation,’’ and not a contested- 

der that the resolution related to a contested-election case and could | case. Suppose I concede that to the gentleman. Howe 

not be settled by the House, but must go to the Committee on Elections, | enter upon that let me say that I understood the gentleman to d 

which has no jurisdiction save over contested-election cases. | the distinction between an investigation and a contested-election ¢ 
Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman will find that my point was | because he was eager to take the Clayton-Breckinridge case out 

that the resolution must go there. : | ordinary rules of law applicable to a contested-election « 


Mr. DALZELL. I said so. 
Mr. CRISP. I understood you to say that the case must go there; 


which is a different thing. 


| Mr. CRISP. Ah, there the gentleman was in error 
| Mr. DALZELL. Then the gentleman’s distinction amo 


| nothing at all. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side 
Mr. DALZELL, There is no difference. Mr. CRISP. That is the conclusion which the gentleman propo 
Mr. CRISP. Oh, there is a vast difference. to demonstrate, but he certainly does not demonstrate by makin 
Mr. DALZELL. There is no difference, as I will show the gentle- | that statement. 
man a little further on. | Mr. DALZELL. I propose to demonstrate it 
On the lith day of March of this present year the gentieman from Mr. CRISP. Your side seem to be willing to take your st 
Iowa [Mr. LAcry], representing the Committee on Elections, made a | as a demonstration, but men who have regard for the justice 
report, which I find my friend from Georgia said (on page 2152 of the | of the case will not accept a mere statement as a demonstration 
RECORD) was a unanimous report. I will ask the Clerk to read it. | Mr. DALZELL. Let me concede to the gentleman fo 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- | the argument that this is an investigation, and not a contested-electio 
pired. case. An investigation of what 
Mr. ROWELL. Iask ynanimous consent that the gentleman from | Mr. CRISP. An investigation as to who got the most ! 
Pennsylvania be permitted to continue and conclude his remarks. | that is the question. 
There was no objection. } Mr. DALZELL. Now, if the gentleman will just have a little p 
Mr. DALZELL. Now I will ask the Clerk to read that report | tience, perhaps we shall get together. 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. CRISP. The gentleman asked, ‘‘An investigation of wha 


and paused. Isimply desired to reply that the committee weredire 
to find out which of the men received the most lawful vot 

Mr. DALZELL. I agree with you as to that; I am ling { 
point. 

Mr. CRISP. Very well. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, there are many k ofinvestigations. Tl 
investigation of a subject is one thing; the investigation of an is 
is another thing. An investigation of the subject of immigration, f 
example, isone thing; and an investigation as to which of two part 
to a contest, the pleadings of which are all made up, was duly elect 


Mr. Lacey, from the Committee on Elections, makes the following report 

On the 16th day of December, 1889, the following resolution was passed by the 
House of Representatives: 

“ Whereas it is well known that a contest for a seat in this House was duly 
commenced by Hon. John M. Clayton, of Arkansas, against Hon. C. R. Breck- 
inridge, a sitting member; and 

“ Whereas it is a matter of public notoriety that said Clayton, while engaged 
in taking testimony in the said contest, was assassinated, and all further pro- 
ceedings thereby suspended: 

“ Resolved, therefore, That the Committee on Elections be,and is hereby,directed 
to inquire and report what further proceedings should be had in relation to the 
said case; and they are authorized to send for persons and papers, if deemed 
necessary by them, for the investigation of the said matter.”’ , . a 

In pursuance of the directions contained in the foregoing resolution, the com- | is another thing. 
mittee have obtained the notice of contest and answer of the contestee and all But we do not need to go beyond the letter of the resolution to find 
the evidence which had been taken up to the time of the death of Mr. Clayton. 1 thie in on inuentiention of Yt ic a aE ee ; 
The attorney for Mr. Clayton has presented to the committee a memorial inre- | W¥@! this 1s an investigation o1, jt isan investigation of the con 
lation to the said contest, which memorial has been submitted to Mr. Breckin- | tested-election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge. Why was the i 
ridge, — has presented to the committee a statement in his own behalf. 
nme rected that the foregoing papers be printed for the information of and my friend from Georgia had joined in the report, the following 

The committee have proceeded as far as they can under the said resolution, 
and they therefore report— 

That, owing to the alleged assassination of Colonel Clayton, whereby the con- 

been suspended, it is of the highest importance that the facts in the case 
should be thoroughly investigated, and recommend the passage of the fol- 
lowing resolution : 


| 

i 

| 

| 

“ Resolved, That a subcommittee of five be appointed by the chairman of the 
| 

{ 


AU 


hve 
tigation ordered? Because the committee had reported to the Hou 


t 


In pursuance of the directions contained in the foregoing resolution, the « 

| mittee have obtained the notice of contest and answer of the contestee and 
the evidence which had been taken up to the time of the death of Mr. Clayt 
The attorney for Mr. Clayton has presented to the committee a memoria 
relation to said contest, which has been submitted to Mr. Breckinridge, and 
has presented to the committee a statement in his own behalf 


Now, then, the committee having reported to this House that they 
had before them the notice of contest, and the answer of the contestee 






Committee on Elections tomake a full and thorough investigation of the con- 
tested-election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge; totake and report all the evi- 
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that they had before them the supplementary notice of the counsel of 
the contestant, deceased, and the reply of the contestee in person—in 
other words, that the pleadings were all made up and the issue defined— 
the House authorized the committee to investigate thatcase. How in- 
vestigate it? According to what rules of law? For what purpose? 
Ah, for the very purpose declared by my friend from Georgia, to find 
out who had received a majority of the votes legally cast in the Second 
Congressional district of Arkansas. 

How are we to try that title? How do we ascertain that fact? We 
ascertain first whether the returns are honest. If the returns prove 
to be dishonest, then we are on an open sea, without chart or compass, 
as to the number of votes cast; and we set aside the box. There never 
has been any law to the contrary in court or in Legislature since con- 
tested-election cases began. Having set aside the box, we are not to 
distranchise the voters; we will give them an opportunity on either 
side to prove their votes; and then we will count those votes. And 
does my friend from Georgia contend that in making such proof there 
is one rule of law applicable to the interests of the dead man and 
another rule of law applicable to the interests of the living? Does he 
further contend that the law is against the dead and in favor of the 
living? 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] yield ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. My friend will allow me to say (because the House, I 
take it, wants to understand the issue) that the distinction arises clearly 
and unmistakably from this: That in an ordinary election case the 
Committee on Elections passes upon the evidence taken by the parties 
before notaries public in the particular State; in this case the issue is 
to be determined upon evidence taken by the committee. And it was 
the duty of the committee to take up this issue and ascertain, as they 
were instructed, who received a majority of the legal votes, not to say 
‘* Because it appears that the representatives of Clayton fully proved so 
many votes and Mr. Breckinridge has proved none—although we know 
he received some—still, as he fails to prove them, we will not give 
them to him.’’ Is that investigating this case? 

Mr. DALZELL. The distinction which the gentleman draws (if he 
will permit me to say so) is no distinction at all. The character of 
the proceedings does not depend upon whether the testimony is taken 
before a notary public or a justice of the peace, before a black man or 
a white man, in Little Rock or in Washington, by the attorneys of 
the partiesor by the committee. Nobody knows better than the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat that in the contested-election case of 
Thoebe vs, Carlisle the testimony was taken in part by the committee 
themselves; and did it therefore cease to be a contes_ed-election case ? 

The truth about this matter is just this: Mr. Breckinridge was ad- 
vised by his counsel—and an ex- Attorney-General of the United States, 
to my astonishment, put himself on paper to this effect—that if cer- 
tain parties had been tried and acquitted by a petit jury in Arkansas 
of ballot-box frauds that verdict was conclusive on the House of Rep- 
resentatives asto the votes cast. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
Why, sir, there is that statement on record signed by the attorneys of 
the contestee, Garland and May. I know who Garland is; I do not 
know who May is; but I have an idea that May wrote the brief. 

Although I am departing somewhat from my preconceived method, 
I may just as well say here and now in a single sentence that this 
whole complaint on the other side of the House, made simply to cloud 
the issue and to distract the attention of members, arises out of the 
fact that Mr. Breckenridge was ill advised as tothe Jaw and proved no 
votes, because he relied on the verdicts of these petit jurors in Ar- 
kansas. 

I think I have shown you now that there is nothing in the defense 
that this was an investigation instead of a contest. If the ballot-box 
at White River precinct was stuffed in the interests of the Democratic 
candidate, if the ballot-box at Augusta was stuffed in the same interest, 
if the ballot-box at Riverside was stuffed in the same interest, if the 
box was stolen at Plummerville, and if by restoring the stolen box and 
purging the stuffed boxes, a majority appears for Clayton, and not for 
Breckinridge, Mr. Breckinridge has no title to the seat, whether this 
be an investigation or a contest. 

So there is nothing in that defense. Now, what further? 

The House is estopped from inquiring into this case because it per- 
mitted C. R. Breckinridge to be sworn in without objection. The only 
answer I have to make to that is to put the question to each of you in- 
dividually, did you ever heara sillier proposition in your life? Another 
defense is that to which I have before adverted, that these verdicts in 
the criminal cases bind this House. Why, the merest tyro in the law 
knows that a verdict in a criminal case is not evidence in a civil cause 
relating to the same subject-matter, much less is it evidence to bind 
the judgment of this House, which, by the Constitution itself, is the 
exclusive judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its own 
mem bers. 

Now, aside from these defenses there is absolutely no defense for this 
case except certain side issues which bear no relation and can bear no 
possible relation to this inquiry. 
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‘*Why, this contest was instituted by Judge McClure,’’ theysay. So 
be it. What difference does it make who instituted it if it turns out 
that Breckinridge was not elected? ‘‘The proceeding is an arraign- 
ment of the good people of Arkansas.’’ It is nothing of the kind. I 
deny it. I have yet to see any letter of attorney from the good people 
of the Stateof Arkansas to the claimant constituting him theirdefender. 

It strikes me that if he takes care of his own reputation he will have 
quite as heavy a task as heisabletocarry. And as to the good people 
of Arkansas, to whom he is going to appeal in next November, upon 
whom he is going to rely in November for justification, let me say, I 
heard the clarion voice of the people of Arkansas to-day coming over 
the wires from the Second Congressional district of that State, and it 
reads this way: 

With all the election machinery in the hands of the Democrats and with 
many cases of fraud, Democrats beaten in the Second district at the last elec- 
tion by 1,700 majority. 

{ Applause on the Republican side. } 

Signed by that bad man, Powell Clayton. 
the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to be within bounds as to what I say, and 
I therefore make choice of my words at this point. I want tosay that 
it is a fit ending to the introduction of a mass of irrelevant matter, 
that the man on trial is permitted to vent his spleen in unseemly 
slanders, and, using the names of my honorable colleagues of the mi- 
nority of the committee, to place amongst the files of this House, tem- 
porarily at least, language that only some one who is his peer would 
undertake to answer. I will not. 

My friend from Missouri was not ingenuous when he undertook to 
draw a distinction between the right of the minority and the right of 
majority with respect to filing their reports. The rules of the House 
recognize and provide for the right of the minority with respect to 
filing their reports as they do with respect to the rights of the majority, 
and the minority report when filed is, as is the majority report when 
filed, in the custody of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to make plain to the House the re- 
sults of your cummittee’s investigation of election methods in the Sec- 
ond Congressional district of Arkansas. I have endeavored to place 
before it the prominent events connected with Clayton’s unfortunate 
and fatal contest from its beginning until its termination. In so do- 
ing I have necessarily discussed the third proposition on the discussion 
of which I entered, the title of the present occupant to the seat. 

Applying to the testimony the well known rules of law in force in 
this House, the returns from a number of districts must be set aside 
and the votes counted onlyas proven. Thecorrection of these returns 
and the additidn of Clayton’s majorityat the Plummerville box show 
his election by 462 majority. 

1e figures are as follows: 


White River Veneite : 
Fraudulent votes for Breckinridge ..........0...cssseereesersessesseesaeeneeneenecesenenes 


[Renewed applause on 











210 
Add votes for Clayton in excess of what he was allowed......... 0.0.0.0... 62 
Cotton Plant Township: 
Fraudulent votes for IAI... scrcssccerece scvccicoesressscvcce soveccenvescesess 186 
Add votes for Clayton in excess of what he was allowed 73 
Town of Augusta: 
Fraudulent votes for Breckimridge........... 0... .cecserse cneeereeees eneees eenneneneees 98 
Add votes for Clayton in excess of what he was allowed............-....000 1S 
Riverside : 
Fraudulent votes for Breckinridge....................scesseerssessreessceseerseie seeee 197 
Add votes for Clayton in excess of what he was allowed ................... 29 
Howard Township: 
Re OI ceencicness: mrcces sek peenaserectsthigsmmeconebetiensecivctahedeepnseresecsuoceie (| QUOD 
Deduct Breckinridge’s declared majority ..............- Sovélonthebdsscunsdniennesebio 846 
Ee 


But if any gentleman prefers another method; if any gentleman pre- 
fers to say that, as no testimony was taken by Mr. Breckinridge with res 
spect to these precincts at which the returns were set aside, the return- 
from all of these boxes shall be thrown out on both sides, I am will- 
ing that that shall be done. That will result in throwing out 691 
votes for Mr. Breckinridge and 269 for Mr. Clayton, and Mr, Cluyton 
will still be elected by a majority of 57, so that you can take either horn 
of the dilemma; you may count these votes according to all recognized 
rules of Jaw or you may count them with the greatest advantage to 
Mr. Breckinridge and with disadvantage to the contestant, and still 
Mr. Breckinridge is not elected. 

Mr. Speaker, it remains now for us to do such justice as is within our 
power. We can not vindicate the peoplewho made John M. Clayton 
their Representative by bidding him welcome to a share in the honors 
and the responsibilities of this place. The assassin’s bullet has pre- 
vented that. But we can say that theft, murder, and fraud, however 
successful elsewhere, are doomed to inevitable defeat at the portals of 
this House, [Applause on the Republican side. } 

We can say that to the councils of the Representatives of the free 
American people none are admitted to membership unless they come 
as the undoubted and legally chosen messengers of a majority of the 
electors of their districts. 

We may not be able to purify election methods where they are im- 
pure; we can at least make them barren of results so far as we are cou 
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cerned. [Applause on the Republican side.] And the time will come | by the majority, which must first be disposed of, and when disposed 


when we shal! do more than that. If we are consistently true to our- 
selves and to the principles on which our Government is founded, the 
day will dawn when, wherever the flag of the Republic shall float over 
American soil, every star shining from its field of blue and every stripe 
blazing from its field of white shall guaranty to every citizen, lofty or 


humble, black or white the right freely, fearlessly, and in the open to | 
{Prolonged applause on | 


cast his ballot and have it counted as cast. 
the Republican side. ] ; 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution— 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question upon 
the resolution and the substitute oftered by the minority. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit with in- 
structions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the proposition 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 


Resolved, That the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections in the 
matter of the investigation of the right of C. R. Breckinridge to a seat in this 
House as a Representative from the Second district of Arkansas, and all papers 
relating thereto, be recommitted to the Committee on Elections, with instruc- 
tions to ascertain the number of votes cast at the Congressional election held 
in 1888 for C. R. Breckinridge and J. M. Clayton, respectively, at each of the fol- 
lowing-named voting places in the Second district of Arkansas, to wit: White 
River Township, Woodruff County; Cotton Plant Township, Woodruff County; 
town of Augusta, Woodruff County ; Riverside, Woodruff County; and when 
said vote has been ascertained said committee report to the House the aggre- 
gate number of votes cast for each of said persons, respectively, at the Congres- 
sional! election held in 1888 at each voting piace in each county in the Second 
district of Arkansas, to the end that the House may intelligently determine the 
right of said ©. R. Breckinridge to a seat therein. 

To enable said committee efficiently to discharge the duty herein imposed, 
so much of the resolution of March 10, 1890, instructing said committee to in- 
vestigate and report upon the right cf said Breckinridge to a seat in the House 
as is applicable thereto, is hereby and herein express.; extended and made 
operative to the same extent as though said committee had never made any re- 
portor taken any action in virtue thereof, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution 
of the majority of the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I submit that my motion to recommit is 
in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. CRISP. Why not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the majority 

Mr. CRISP. Ido not propose to have that disposed of without be- 
ing heard on this question of order. I want to be heard on that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolutions 
reported by the committee. Then the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, my motion should come in before 
the resolution. 

Mr. ROWELL. It is only asked to have all the resolutions reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report P 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think the gentleman from 
Georgia has the right not to be cut off by the order of the Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, Iam entitled to be heard on this. I offer 
this resolution now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Clerk read the resolution to the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Why should it be read, when my motion to recommit 
with instructions is pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Because in the judgment of the Chair 
the pending question is the substitute offered by the gentleman on be- 
half of the minority for the resolution reported by the committee. 
The Clerk will proceed to read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reyolved, That Clifton R. Breckinridge was not elected to the seat which he 
now holds as Representative in Congress from the Second Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Arkansas. 

Resolved, That John M, Clayton was elected as Representative in Congress 


from the Second Congressional district of the State of Arkansas, and because of 
his death the seat is declared vacant. 


It is not in order at this time. 


The Clerk will report the resolution 








The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Clerk will now report the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] on behalf 
of the minority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Clifton R. Breckinridge was elected to the seat which he now 
holds as Representative in Congress from the Second Congressional district of 
the State of Arkansas, and he is entitled to the same. 


Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, pending both those propositions 
under the rules of the House, I submit that motion to recommit. If 
anybody knows any reason why it is not in order I would like to hear it. 


It shall bein order, pending the motion for or after the previous question 
shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and submit 
“ motion to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select com- 
mittee, 

That is part of Rule XVII of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks, under the rule which 


the gentleman has read, that it alludes to the final passage of the res- | 


olution. But there is a substitute pending for the resolution reported 


The Chair desires simply to have the | 





of the motion of the gentleman to recommit will be in order 

Mr. CRISP. Well, Mr. Speaker, the previous auestion is now or 
dered upon the final passage of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. The previous quest ion is ordered on the 
final passage of the resolution, and also on the substitute proposed by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. It includes both. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the substitute must 
posed of, and then the motion of the gentleman is in order 

Mr. CRISP. Let me call your attention to the attitude in which 
you put the House by a ruling of that sort. 
clares that Mr. Breckinridge was not elected. 
that he was elected. The motion to recommit 


dis- 


first be 


The resolution itself de- 
rhe substitute declares 
is to send this case to 


| the Committee on Elections to determine who was elected; and yet th: 


ruling of the Chair requires that the House shall first determine that 
question by a vote on the resolution before it takes action on the mo 
tion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro lempor 
Chair 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s motion relates only 
to the resolution of the committee, and not to the substitute at all. 
hk 


If the gentleman will pardon the 





Resolved, That the resolution reported from 
recommiltted, etc. 

Mr. CRISP. With the substitute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does not require that it 
should state the substitute, because if the resolution be passed it car 
ries all with it, and it would have been mere tautology for the gentle- 
man to put that in it, because the recommittal of the resolution cai 
ties everything with it. 

Mr. CRISP. Suppose the resolution were agreed to, would not the 
substitute go with it? Everything that was dependent upon it would 
go withit. But you see, Mr. Speaker, the effect of this ruling is to 
force the House to vote first on the substitute before they determine 
whether the matter shall be referred to the Committeeon Elections for 
another and thorough examination. Believing that to be the effect ot 
the ruling, I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Before that is put—— 

Mr. ADAMS. The motion to recommit, of course, comes by analogy 
to a bill which has been reported and amended and is then passed ot 
defeated, and has reference to the ordinary legislative proceedings. 
That is evidently the intention of the rule, that it shall apply in the 
last stage of legislative proceedings. But the gentleman mentioned 
some inconvenience that would result from postponing it to that time. 
Now, suppose it shall be held in order now, and should be defeated. 
Then the vote would come on the amendment, that is, the minority 
substitute, which isan amendment to the resolution of the majority. 

Mr. CRISP. It would comeon thesubstitute. After that has been 


the ¢ tions be 


ymmittee on 





| decided and the majority resolution is before the House would the gen 








' 


tleman think that this motion to recommit would be in order? The 
rule expressly provides that only one motion can be made to recommit. 

Mr. ADAMS. And the gentleman thinks that he must make it now ? 

Mr. CRISP. I can not make it then. Why, do you not see, Mr. 
Speaker, the minority resolution is a substitute for that of the major 
ity ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Which is an amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. But the previous question is ordered upon it. If that 
is withdrawn, we can not get it back there again, because the previous 
question operates. This is a declaration of the House that it must be 
voted upon. Now, then, the ruling of the Chair involves the idea that 


| it is inconsistent on the part of the House, and the proceeding—— 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we can save time by asking 
unanimous consent to have a vote taken upon the gentleman’ 
tion first. 

Mr. CRISP. That is all right, anyway we reach it 

Mr. LACEY. Wedo not care about the method. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution of the gentleman from 
Georgia simply provides for a recommittal of the resolution, and not of 
the substitute, and upon that the Chair held that at this time,by rea- 
son of the pendency of the substitute, the motion to recommit can not 
now be voted on. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that a vote 
may now be taken upon the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The question, therefore, is 
on the the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr. CRISP. And on that I demand the yea 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 


re olu 


and nay 


101, not vot 


ing 142; as follows 

Y EAS-—-83. 
Alderson, Bland Juchanan, Va Clarke, Ala, 
Allen, Miss Blount Buckalew, Clements 
Anderson, Miss. Boatner, Caruth, Cooper, Ind, 
Andrew Breckinridge, Ky. Catchings Cothra 
Bankhead, jrickner, Chipman, Crain, 
Jarnes, Brown, J.B. Clancy Crisp 
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Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Davidson, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy. 
Edmunds 
Miliott 

Flower, 
Forman 
Forney, 
Geissenhainer 
Grimes 

Hare, 

Heard, 
Henderson, N. ¢ 





Adams 
Anderson, Kan: 
Atkinson, W. Va 
Bake: 

Banks 
Bartine, 

Beck with 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 

Brosius 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Mass 
Cannon, 
Caewell, 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wis. 
Oogswell, 
Coletian, 
Comstock, 
Connell), 
Couper, Ohio 


Abbott, 
Allen, Mich. 
Arned, 
Atkinson, Pa 
Barwig 
Bayne, 
Bergen, 
Bigys. 
Blanchard, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brewer, 
Brookshire, 
Grower, 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 


Bann, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Carlion, 
Carter, 
Cheadle, 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Conger, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Dargan, 

De Haven, 
De Lano, 


So the resolution was rejected. 


Holman, Norton, 
Lanham, Oates, 
Lee, O’ Ferrall, 
Lester, Ga. O'Neil, Mass. 
Lester, Va. Outhwaite, 
Lewis, Owens, Ohio 
Maish, Parrett, 
Martin, Ind. Paynter, 
McClellan, Peel, 
McCreary, Penington, 
MeMillin Price, 
McRae, Reilly, 
Montgomery, Sayers, 
Morgan, Seney, 
Mutchler, Shively 
NAYS—101 
Craig Laws, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lehlbach, 
Cutebeon, McComas, 
Dalzell, MeCormick, 
Darlington McDuffie, 
Dunnell Miles, 
Evans, Moffitt, 
Farquhar, Moore, N.H. 
Featherston, Morey, 
Flick, Morrill, 
Funston Morse, 
Gear, O'Neill, Pa. 
Gest, Osborne, 
Hansbrough, Payne, 
Harmer Payson, 
Haugen, Pickler, 
Henderson, Il. Post, 
Hermann, Quackenbush, 
Kelley, Raines, 
Kennedy, Randall, 
Kerr, lowa Ray, 
Ketcham, Reed, Iowa 
Kinsey, Reyburn, 
Lacey, Rowell, 
La Follette, Russe!), 
Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
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Dibbie, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver 
Dorsey, 
Ellis, 
Enloe, 
Ewart, 
Finley, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Flood, 
Fowler, 
Frank, 
Gibson, 
Gifford, 
Goodnight, 
Greenhalge, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Hemphiil, 
Henderson, lowa 
Herbert, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 


Lansing, 


. Lawler, 


Lind, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Tex. 
Mason, 
MeAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
McClammy, 
MeCord, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morrow, 


O'Donnell, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 
Owen, Ind. 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 


Bugsley, 
Quinn, 
Richardson 


Stew. Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Tarsney, 
Traeey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N.Y. 
Venable, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wike, 

Wiley. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Seull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, 11). 
Smith, W.Va. 
Smyser, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
‘Taylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wickham, 
Yardley. 


Rowland, 


Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Scranton, 
Skinner, 
Snider, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Tillman, 
Tewnsend, Colo. 
Tucker, 
‘Turner, Kans. 
Van Schaick, 


Whitthorne, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Il). 
Wi Ohio 


Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash, 


Yoder. 


The foliowing-named members were announced as paired for this 


day: 


Mr. Ewart with Mr. McCLAMMy. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. Perry. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. McCarruy. 
Mr. BoorHMAN with Mr. YopEr. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. BARWIG. 
Mr. Wriaur with Mr. BLANCHARD. 


The following on the Breckinridge-contest case: 


Mr. FRANK with Mr. Strong, of Missouri. 


Mr. Hitt with Mr. WILKINSON. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, with Mr. WrLLiaMs, of Lilinois. 


Mr. Hirt with Mr. HEMPHILL. 


Mr. Mupp and Mr. Rusk were paired on all political questions and 


election cases until Monday next. 


Mr. Brower and Mr. QUINN were paired until Tuesday next. 
The following until further notice: 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 


Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. 
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Mr. Grovur with Mr, Fircn. 

Mr. Concer with Mr. Cowes. 

Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr. Copn. 

Mr. PuGsLey with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. TAYLor, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’ NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. Owen, of Indiana, with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. THomaAs M. Browne with Mr. Hooker. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. RoGERs. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. McApnoo. 

, Mr. WILson, of Washington, with Mr. FowLer. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. LopGe with Mr. Stumr. 

Mr. Rirr with Mr. Vaux. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. Moors, of Texas. 

Mr. RocKWELL with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. MASON with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. WILson, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. BuNN. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. BRUNNER. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. GooDNIGHT. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Note with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. Linpd with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. EL.is. 

Mr. GirFoRD with Mr. RowLAND. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. DOLLIVER with Mr. HAYEs. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. WILLCox. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FIrHran. 

Mr. Hovxk with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. Bynum. 

Mr. McKIn Ley with Mr. MILLs. 

Mr. ATkKinson, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Gipson. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. Covert. 

Mr, CHEADLE and Mr. BROOKSHIRE were paired on all political ques- 
tions except the Langston-Venable contest case. 

Mr.,.De HAveN and Mr. Biees were announced as paired on all 
questions except bankruptcy and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. DrnGcLEY and Mr. SPRINGER, on all political questions, from 
August 27 until otherwise directed, Mr. DINGLEY reserving the right 
to vote on the compound-lard bill, the eight-hour bill, and the option 
bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired,but I desire to be counted to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. Mr. Speaker, I voted, but I have withdrawn 
my name,as I am paired with my colleague [Mr. Hatcu]. If he were 
here he would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. I desire the Recorp toshow that if he were 
present I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. WrLLIaMs]. If he were present, he would vote “‘ay.’’ 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague [ Mr. 
Stone]. I voted to make a quorum, but I have wi wn my vote. 

Mr. HITT. Iam with the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HEMPHILL]. have voted, but, as there is a quorum without 
me, I withdraw my vote. ; 

Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my col- 
league [Mr. BARWIG] is detained at his room by illness. 

On motion of Mr. ROWELL, the recapitulation of the names of mem- 
bers voting was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question now recurs on the sub)- 
stitute offered on behalf of the minority of the Committee on Elections 
for the resolution reported by the majority. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Clifton R. Breckinridge was elected to the seat which he now 
holds as R ntative in Congress from the Second Congressional district of 
the State of Arkansas, and he is entitled to the same. 

Mr. CRISP. On the adoption of this resolution [ call tor the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


1890. 





The question was taken; and it was determined in the negative—yeas 
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YEAS—82. 


The Clerk read as follows 


Resolved, 
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seat which he 
ssional dis 


Alderson, Crain, Lester, Va, Price, _ Resolved, That John M. Clayton was elected as Representa a ress 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, Lewis, Reilly, from the Second Congressional district of the State of Arkansas l Aus 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex. Maish, a of his death the seat is declared vacant 
c a Cummings, Martin, Ind. Seney, - ORTSp he adantion +] sant . ha veas 
— : ection McClellan, Shively, _ Mr. CRISP. Onthead yption of th resoluti lemand the yea 
Blanchard, Dockery, McCreary, Stewart, Tex. and nays. 
Bland, Dunphy, —- eae. The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Edmunds, Mc % Stone, Ky. > ; rac an ° it was detern \ the affir ive— 
— me Montgomery, Tarsney, The question Was take D; and o was determine d he affirmative 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flower, Morgan, Tracey, yeas 105, nays 62, not voting 159; as follow 
Brickner, Forman, Mutcehler, Turner, Ga. YEAS—1 
Brown, J.B. Forney, Norton, Turner, N.Y. rLAS— 
Buchanan, Va. Geissenhainer, Oates, Venable, Adams, Culbertson, Pa. Lehibac Simond 
Buckalew, Grimes, O'Ferrall, Washington, Anderson, Kans Cutcheon McComas Smith, IL, 
Catchings, Hare, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. Atkinson, W. Va. Dalzell McCormick Smith, W.Va 
hipman, Heard, Outhwaite, Wike, Baker, Darlingto: MeDuftic Smyse1 
lancy, Henderson, N.C. Owens, Ohio Wiley, Banks, Dunnel! Miles, Spoone: 
Olarke, Ala. Holman, Parrett, Wilson, Mo. Bartine, Evans Moffitt, Stephenson 
Clements, Lanham, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va. Beckwith Farquhar Moore, N. H Stewart, Vt 
Cooper, Ind. Lee, Peel, Belden, Featherston Morey Stivers 
Cothran, Lester, Ga. Penington, Belknap, Flick Morril Stockbridge 
a iceaehind Bingham Funston, Morse Struble 
NAYS—103, Bliss, Gear O'Neill, Pa Sweney 
Adams, Craig, Laws, Scull Brosius, Gest Os Taylor, E.B 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Pa. Lehlbach, Sherman Buchanan, N. J, Grosvenor, P ue raylor, J. D 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dalzell, McComas, Simonds, Burrows, Hansbrough, Ps ysor Thomas 
Baker, Darlington, McCormick, Smith, Il. Burton, Harme: P e1 rhompson 
Banks, Dunnell, McDuffie, Smith, W. Va. Caldwell, Haugen Pos Townsend, Pa, 
Bartine, Evans, Miles, Smyser, Candler, Mass. Herman: Quackenbush Turner, Kans 
Beck with Farquhar, Moffitt, Spooner, Cannon, Hitt, Raines Vandever 
Belden, Featherston, Moore, N. H. Stephenson, Caswell, Kelley Randall Wade 
Belknap, Flick, Morey, Stewart, Vt. Cheatham, Kennedy Ray, Walker 
Bingham Funston, Morrill, Stivers, Clark, Wis. Kerr, lowa Reed, Iowa Wallace, N. \ 
Bliss, Gear, Morse, Stockbridge, Cogswell, Ketcham Rey bur Wickham, 
Brosius, Gest, O'Neill, Pa Struble, Coleman, Kinsey Rowell Williams, Oh 
Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor, Osborne, Sweney, Comstock Lacey, Russel! Yardley 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Payne, Taylor, E. B. Connell, La Follett Saw ye 
Burton, Harmer, Payson, Taylor, J.D. Cooper, Obio Laidlaw Seu 
Caldwell, Haugen, Pickler, Thomas, Craig Laws S] 1 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Post, Thompson, 7 
Cannon, Hitt, Quackenbush, Townsend, Pa, NAYS—6: 
Caswell, Kelley, Raines, Turner, Kans, Alderson Crisp Martin, Ind Say 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Randall, Vandever, Allen, Miss Culberson, Tex McClellan Sh 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wade, Andrew, Cummings, McCreary Stewart, Tex 
Cogswell, Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Walker, Bankhead, Dockery MeMillin, Stockdale 
Coleman, Kinsey, Reyburn, Wallace, N. Y. Barnes, Dunphy McRae Stone, Ky 
Comstock, Lacey, Rowell, Wickham, Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds Monte larsney 
Connell, La Follette, Russell, Yardley Brickner, Flower, Mute lracey 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Sawyer, Brown, J.B. Forman Nortor Turner, Ga 
- intmeainads Buchanan, Va, Geissenhainer, Oates Venable, 
NOT VOTING—Uil. Buckalew, Hare, O'Neil, Mass Washington 
Abbott, De Haven, Lane, Rogers, Catchings Heard, Outhwaite Wike 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, Lansing, Rowland, Chipman, Holman Parrett Wiley 
Anderson, Miss. Dibble, Lawler, Rusk, Clancy, Lanham Paynte Wilson, Mc 
Arnold, Dickerson, Lind, Sanford, Clarke, Ala Lester, Ga Peel, Wilson, W. Va 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, Lodge, Scranton, Clements, Lewis, Peningto 
Barwig, Dolliver, Magner, Skinner, Cothran, Maish Reilly 
Bayne, Dorsey, a Mansur, Snider, — ac 
Bergen, Ellis, Martin, Tex. Spinola, NOT VOTING—159 
Biggs, Enloe, Mason, Springer, Abbott, Dargan, Kilgore Richardso 
Boothman, Ewart, McAdoo, StahInecker, Allen, Mich. Davidson, Knapp Rife, 
Boutelle, Finley, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. Anderson, Miss. De Haven, Lane Robertson 
Bowden, Fitch, McClammy, Stone, Mo. Arnold, De Lano Lar Rock well 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fithian, McCord, Stump, Atkinson, Pa Dibble, oat ler Rogers 
Brewer, Flood, McKenna, Taylor, Ill. jarwig, Dickerson Lee, Roland 
Brookshire, Fowler, MeKinley, Taylor, Tenn. Bayne, Dingley Lester, Va. Rush 
Brower, Frank, Milliken, Tillman, Bergen, Dolliver ve d Sanford 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Mills, Townsend, Colo. Biggs, Dorsey odge Scrantoy 
Browne, Va. Gifford, Moore, Tex. Tucker, Blanchard Elliott Mm age Seney 
Brunner, Goodnight, Morrow, Van Schaick Bland, Ellis, Mat Skinne 
Bullock, Greenhalge, Mudd, Vaux, Blount, Enloe Martin, Tex Snide 
Bunn, Grout, Niedringhaus, Waddill, Boatne: Ewart Mason, Spinola 
Butterworth, Hall, Nute, Wallace, Mass. Boothma Finley McAdoo, Springer 
Bynim, Hatch, O'Donnell, Wheeler, Mich. Boutelle, Fitch, McCarthy Stahinecke 
Campbell, Hayes, O’Neall, Ind. Whiting, Bowden Fithia: McClammy Stewart, G 
Candier, Ga. Haynes, Owen, Ind. Whitthorne, Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, MeCord Stone, Mo 
Carlton, Hemphill, Perkins, Wilkinson, Brewer Forney MeKe enna Stump 
Carter, Henderson, Ill. Perry, Willeox, 3:00kshire Fowle: McKinley Taylor, | 
Caruth, Henderson, Iowa Peters, Williams, Ill. Brower, Frank, Milliken, Taylor, T« 
Cheadle Herbert, Phelan, Williams, Ohio. Browne, T. M. Gibson, Mills. Fillmat 
Clunie Hill, Pierce, Wilson, Ky. Browne, Va. Gifford, Moore, Tex rownsend, Colo 
Cobb. Hooker, Pugsley, Wilson, Wash. Brunner, Goodnight Morgan, Tucl 
Conger, Hopkins, Quinn, Wright, Bullock, Greenhalg« orrow lu ' 
Covert, Houk, Richardson, Yoder. Bunn, Grimes Van 8 
Cowles, Kerr, Pa. Rife, sutterworth Grout cha Vau 
Cutcheon, Kilgore, Robertson, Bynum, Hal! Wadd 
Dargan, Knapp, Rockwell, Campbell, Hateb illace, M 
So the resolution of the minority of the committee was rejected. — ree eas ee 
The following additional pairs were announced. Carter, Hemphill, } ean ee Whiting 
Until further notice: Caruth, Henderson, III. Owens, Oh Whittho 
Mr. FLoop with Mr. Dirpsrer. oo ne ee W 
G Mr. SANFORD with Mr, Ler. Cobb Herbert Peter Williams, I 
For the rest of the day: Conger, Hill Phel W Ky 
Mr. Wrieut with Mr. BaRwic. — Hopkins Price : ve 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. HeEMPHLLe. Cowles Houk Pugs! Yod 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. If I were not paired, I would vote | Crain, Kerr, Pa Q 
**no’’ on this question. So the resolutions were ado pted. 
Mr, PAYSON. Iask unanimous consent that the recapitulation of Mr. ROWELL. I ask unanimous consent that the ri apitulation of 
the vote be dispensed with. the vote be dispensed with. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the reso- | to make a quorum. 
lutions reported by the majority of the Committee on Elections, which | affirmative. 
the Clerk will read. | The result of the vote 
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Mr. DALZELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois, I desire to call up the conference 
report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon House bill No 
9489, the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ulinois. Mr. Speaker, in twenty minutes 
trom this time the House will have to take a recess, under the special 
rule, this being I'riday; therefore it is hardly worth while to enter 
upon the consideration of the report this evening, if there should be 
any desire to discuss it. 

A MemMBER. Why not put it through now? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ 
Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 
report. 

Mr. ANDERSON. of Kansas. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It would be impossible to read the 
report before we take the recess. What I wanted to ascertain was 
whether members desired to discuss the report, and if so—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The report will have to be read, of course. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Let it be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This report wasordered to be printed 
in the Record sometime since,and has been printed. [Criesof‘‘ Vote!’’ 
**Vote!’?] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
of Tuesday last. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reading of the report has not been dispensed 
with, I believe. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that at the time 
the report was ordered to be printed in the Recorp the reading of it 
was dispensed with on condition that it should be so printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Recorp shows that, of course it is all right. 
Otherwise, I call for the reading of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is so advised. 

‘, ._ question is on agreeing to the report, and the gentleman from 
lilinois has the floor. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ “* Vote!’’] 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. If no one desires to discuss the re- 
port, I am perfectly willing to take a vote upon it now. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some reasonable time given to 
consider this report. It is a very important matter. 

Mr. JLENDERSON, of Iilinois. . I am perfectly willing, and am con- 
tent if we can agree upon any reasonable time. How would an hour 
for the consideration of the report suit gentlemen ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to limiting the con- 
sideration of the reportto onehour? [Aftera pause,] The Chair hears 
uone, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I now give notice that I will call 
up this report immediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
the floor ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ulinois. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from II- 
linois yield the floor for the purpose of asking unanimous consent that 
we now take the usual recess on Friday evenings? 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. I have noobjection tothat. Unan- 
imous consent has been given to limit the debate to one hour; and I 
would now ask unanimous consent that the recess for this evening be- 
gin now, instead of at 5 o'clock, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I move that the House 
do now adjourn. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the consideration 
of the conference report, unless the gentleman insists on the motion to 
adjourn, 

Mr. KELLEY. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I withdraw the motion 
to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Dlinois that the recess be taken now? 

There was no objection. 


Let the report be read. 


Yes, it was printed in the Recorp 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
Pending the announcement of the recess, by unanimous consent, 
leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr, RetL.y, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


To Mr. Brosivs, until Wednesday, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


To Mr. Moors, of Texas, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
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To Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, for four days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 
To Mr. Brower, until Tuesday next, on account of important busi- 


ness. 








To Mr. BRUNNER, for the remainder of this week, on account of the 
death of a relative. 

To Mr. GoopniGut, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. ForRMAN, for fifteen days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Covert, for one week, on account of illness. 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, for two weeks, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. QutNN, for two days, on account of impcrtant business; 
and 

To Mr. BrooxsntRre, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

HENRY 8S. FRENCH. 

On motion of Mr. WASHINGTON, by unanimous consent, the bill 
(H. R. 3148) for the relief of Henry S. French, with the accompanying 
report, was taken from the table and recommitted to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, pending the an- 
nouncement of the recess, I would ask unanimous consent that the ses- 
sion on next Monday, that being District day, begin at 11 o’clock a, 
m., for that day only. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
DUNNELL] will occupy the Chair as Speaker pro tempore to-night. 

And then, in pursuance of the unanimous consent (at 4 o’clock and 
48 minutes p. m.), the House took a recess until 8 o’clock. 





EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. DUNNELL). 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I find on the Calendar two Senate 
bills, Nos, 814 and 1298, similar House bills to which have passed the 
House; and in order to avoid the danger of having duplicate bills passed, 
I would ask that these two bills may be passed, and that the Senate 
be requested to return to the House the two House bills relating to 
the same subject. 

CLARA FOWLER. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Clara Fowler, daughter of Fran- 
cis A. Fowler, deceased, late private of Company A, Seventh Wisconsin Vol- 
unteers, at the rate of $18 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNA PLATT 


Mr. MORRILL. I also ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the other Senate bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Anna 
Platt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S, 1298) granting a pension to Anna Platt. 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Plait, a volunteer nurse dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accdrdingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate be re- 
quested to return the two House bills of similar import. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM SMITH. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the following bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3130) to correct the military record of William Smith, of Tennessee. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the record of William 
Smith, of Tennessee, late a private in eeeeny i, First Tennessee Light Artil- 
lery, and grant to the said William Smith an honorable discharge. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a brief explanation. 
This is one of the cases of my colleague [Mr. Hovk], but I know the 
gentleman named. He isa very excellent man, and I have no doubt 
from examination of the report that the case is all right. The bill 
ought to pass. It does not involve any expenditure. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I will ask the gentleman if the Committee 
on Military Affairs unanimously recommend the passage of this bill ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, and it has passed the Senate. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
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SILAS BEEZLEY. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any mon- 
eys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $25 per month in 
monthly payment to Silas Beezley, of the State of Oregon, as pension for serv- 
ices in the Black Hawk war, in Capt. Jesse B. Brown’s company of Ilinois 
mounted rangers, and for disabilities suffered and incurred in said service; 
and the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby authorized to place the name of 
said Silas Beezley on the pension-roll. 


The committee recommend the following amendments: 


Strike out all after the word “ that,”’ in line 3, toand including the word “ to,” 
in line 5; also by inserting, after the word * Oregon,”’ in line 6, the words *‘ be 
paid twenty-five dollars per month; "’ amend further by striking out the words 
**Commissioner of Pensions,” in line 9, and substituting in lieu thereof the 
words “ Secretary of the Interior.”’ 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I have been away so long [ have al- 
most lost the hang of things here. They are notrunning as they were 
when I left. 

Mr. FLOWER. We have missed you. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. ENLOE has been here. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. ENLOE does not seem to be attending to his 
business. The practice heretofore has been to go into Committee of 
the Whole and consider these bills in Committee of the Whole. Has 
the House abandoned that course of procedure ? 

Mr. WIKE. Pretty much. 

Mr. KILGORE. I insist on having the reports read, so that we may 
know exactly what it is proposed to do, and the reason for it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to have the bill read as amended. 

The Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
son why this pensioner should have $25 per month. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iwill state, Mr. Speaker, just in a word. 
acquainted with this old gentleman and have been for a great many 


years. Heis now upwards of ninety yearsof age. Heis absolutely inca- | 
He is living on the charity of his 

He served faith- | 
| whole of every evening lately 
which is testified to by physicians who have examined himand by some | 


pacitated for any labor whatever. 
friends and neighbors in the city of Dailes, Oregon. 
fully through the Black Hawk war and received an injury at that time, 


of his neighbors, and he is really about as pitiful an object as can be 
presented. These are the circumstances, in brief, connected with the 
case. I know the old gentleman personally, and I can vouch for the 
facts which I have stated. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, my understanding is that $20 
per month has been the usual pension awarded in such cases as that, 
unless it is an extraordinary case. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that within my own 
knowledge it is a very meritorious case. 
years old. He is under the care of his neighbors and is absolutely in- 
capacitated from all labor. He is compelled to have some person to at- 
tend him and even to dress him. 

Mr. KILGORE. What committee does this come from? 

Mr. MORRILL, From the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KILGORE. 


and have not been able to get a report from it. 
Mr. PARRETT. Iama member of that committee, and I have been 


trying to get a quorum together to make a report on the gentleman’s | 


bill. 
Mr. KILGORE. I think we should have the report read. 


MANN]. 
Mr. HERMANN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1894) grant- 
ing a pension to Silas Beezley, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. Jesse B. Browne’s company of Maj. Kenny 
Dodge’s battalion of mounted rangers, Black Hawk war, and served from July 
24, 1832, to July 22, 1833. 

He petitions Congress to grant him a pension by special act, declaring that 
about two weeks before his discharge from said service, and while guarding 
the frontier against hostile Indians, he was sent by Captain Browne to take 
medicine to a member of the company who had been taken sick with cholera 
while guarding beef cattle at Helena, a town on the Wisconsin River that had 
been burned by the Indians. The trip of twelve ox fifteen miles was made in 
the night, and led over logs, rocks, and gulleys. When he arrived at his desti- 
nation, after the long and rough ride, he found that he had been badly rupt- 
ured, and the same has caused him much pain and inconvenience ever since. 
The claimant further declares that he was born October 17, 1810,and has no 
property of any description, but is living with his brother and exclusively 
upon his charity. 

Dr, Hugh Logan, of Dalles City, Oregon, testifies that the claimant is suffer- 
ing from hernia and rheumatism, and that from the testimony before him it is 
his belief that the said disability did originate in the service aforesaid. 

Joseph Beezley, a brother of claimant, testifies that the claimant was rupt- 
ured when he came home from the said service ; also, that he has not been able 
to work for many years past, and is now in a very feeble and almost helpless 
condition. The witness states further that claimant bas always been strictly 
temperate, and a peaceful, law-abiding citizen. The cla:mant has no property, 
and witness has for many years provided for his support, 
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Mr. Speaker, I should like to know the rea- | 


| sas [Mr. MORRILL] to withhold his motion for a minute. 


This gentleman is over ninety | 


Is there any gentleman present whois on that com- | 
mittee? I have had a bill pending betore that committee for two months | 


I did | 
not hear all of the statement of the gentleman from Oregon [ Mr. Her- | 


| thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the 


e io 
The claimant's good character, dependence, and physical disability ax 
fled to by a number of other citizens of the town where he resides. 
There are many precedents for the allowance of pensions to the aged and 
dependent survivors of the old Indian wars, and your committee report the 
bill back, recommending its passage, amended, however, as follows; 
Strike out al! after the word “ that 


e testi 


’ in line 3, toand including the word “to, 


in line 5; also, by inserting afterthe word “ Oregon,” in line 6, the words “* be 
paid twenty-five dollars per month amend further by striking out the words 
“Commissioner of Pensions,”’ in line 9, and substituting in lieu thereofthe words 


‘Secretary of the Interior 

The amendment recommen ied by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the rule for Friday 
evening sessions; and pending that, I ask unanimous consent that until 
9 o'clock Senate bills be taken up in their order on the Calendar. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I ask the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
MORRILL] to wait a moment to allow me to get consideration ofa bill 
to remove a charge of desertion from the record of a soldier who served 
four years. 

Mr. MORRILL. The understanding this evening was that one gen- 
tleman on each side should have unanimous consent, and then that 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bills of individual mem- 
bers should be deferred until Senate bills had been considered 

The SPEAKER pr» tempore. It is moved that the House now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole to consider bills on the 
Private Calendar, pending which the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. 
MORRILL] asks unanimous consent that Senate bills be considered for 
ove hour. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, 

Mr. MORRILL. ! 


I shall object. 
give the House notice now that if this order is 


| not agreed to, there will be no unanimous consent given this evening, 
[ am | 


but that we will take up the Calendar and follow it strictly all the 
evening. 

Mr. GEST. I would like to know before the question is taken as to 
what conrse is to be pursued at the expiration of the hour. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Senate bills have occupied almost the 

Mr. COLEMAN. 
like to see fair play. 

Mr. GEST. Last Friday night I staid here for two hours and a hal 
and my name was not reached, although it was on the list. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be for the House to determine 
for itself what course of action it will pursue. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 


I have nota bill on the Calendar, but I would 


I appeal to the gentleman from Kan 
There can 
not be any objection to this bill. I have lost my turn several times 
by consenting to an order similar to that which he suggests 

Mr. MORRILL. Every member on the floor has a bill he want 
unanimous consent to have considered, and it will i 
ove person advantage over another. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have come here every 
have yielded to just such a request as this every time. 

The motion of Mr. MORRILL was agreed to; and the House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar, with Mr. GEAR in the chair. 


HARRISON WAGNER. 


The first Senate bill on the Calendar was the bill (. 
a pension to Harrison Wagner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


not be fair to give 


night and 


645) granting 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 


rate of $25 a month 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Har 


rison Wagner, late an assistant surgeon in general hospital in Frederick, Md 

The report (by Mr. YoprER) was read, as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil 645 
granting a pension to Harrison Wagner, submit the following report 

The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, which is as follows 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 645) granting 
a pension to Harrison Wagner, have examined the same and respectfully re 
port: 

“We adopt the report hereto annexed, made by this committee in the first 

| session of the Fiftieth Congress, and recommend the passage of the bill afte 


amending it in line 5 by striking out ‘seventy-five’ and inserting ‘twenty-five 
Jt appears that the claimant was a medical student in the year 1562, and 

during the fall of that year, after the battle of Antietam, he enlisted in the mili 

tary service of the United Statesasa nurse 


ut General Hospital No. 1, Frederick, 


Md., September 27, 1862, and remained in the service until April 12, 1863 hen 
he was honorably discharged. 
“The papers show that when he eniisted he was a strong, healthy, and able- 


bodied man, but that during the period he was nursing the sick and wounded 
from indigestion and constipation as the result of that service, he contracted 
internal bleeding hemorrhoids, from which he has been suffering ever s 
so much so that in the year 1875 he was obliged to quit his profession. 

** The statements set forth in the petition of the claimant are fully sustained 
by the evidence of Dr. William H. Wagner, Dr. Luther M. Zimmerman, W. H 
Myers, Mra. Amelia J. Anders, Mrs. Mary Myers, Mrs. Mary Alcott, } 
Fleming, Mrs. Esther Beck, Mrs. Mary Barrack, Benjamin Smith, Jame 


zabeth 
Woods 


\ William Wilson, William Grimes, Henry Working, Samue! Myers, J yb Hyder, 
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George Gilbert, William Nort, Enoch Watz, Henry Hinea, Levi Pipinger, and 
others 

“Tie committee addressed a jetter to the Secretary of War asking for the 
record of the claimant, and in reply to that inquiry received a letter from 
John Moore, Surgeon-General of the United States Army, which is hereto an- 
nexed, marked Exhibit A. 

*‘As Congress has established the precedent in a number of cases of giving a 
pension to army nurses, where they are not disabled by reason of their service 
as such, or, at least, not requiring proofs that the disability originated in the 
service and by reason of the duty devolving upon them, the committee is of 
opinion that as the proof in this case is conclusive that the claimant by reason 
of the service rendered by him as a nurse contracted the disease from which he 
is now suffering, and at a time when he was regularly enlisted and borne upon 
the rolis of the Surgeon-General’s Department as an army nurse, that he comes 
clearly within the spirit of the pension laws, and should receive recognition at 
the hands of Congress. 

“The eommittee would recommend that Senate bill 322 be amended in line 4, 
after the words ‘pension roll,’ by inserting the words ‘ twenty-five dollars,’ and 
- so amended the bill is reported ievewntty, with the recommendation that it 
do pass.’ 





Exuisir A. 


War DerarTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D, C., May 8, 1888. 
Sin: Lhave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the I4th 
instant, acldressed to the Secretary of War, requesting for use of the United 
States Senate a record of the enlistment of Harrison Wagner as nurse in General 
Hospital No, 1, Frederick, Md., and evidence of his treatment in hospital for in- 
terna! bleeding hemorrhoids, and in reply to inform you that the records of 
thix office show Harrison Wagner to have served under contract as nurse in 
No. |, General Hospital, Frederick, Md., from September 27, 1862, to April 12, 
186, inclusive. That he was sick is evidenced by copies of prescriptions for 
inedic ne ordered for him, but the nature of his disease is not stated. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JNO, MOORE, 


Surgeon-General, United States Army. 
How. Cuanios J, FAULKNER, 
United Slates Senate. 
Your committee likewise report favorably on the bill, and ask that it do pass. 


Mr. YODER. I move toamend by inserting, after the word ‘‘roll,’’ 
in line 4 of the printed bill, the words ‘‘ and pay to his legally consti- 
tuted guardian a pension.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported tothe House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


JAMES COEY. 


The next Senate bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1294) to in- 
crease the pension of James Coey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be i enceted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of James Coey, late major of the 
One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment of New York Volunteers, and pay him 
at the rate of £60 per month in lieu of the pension now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. Turner, of New York) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1294) 
granting an increase of pension to James Coey, submit the following report : 

That they have examined the case and annex the report of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and recommend the bill do pass. . 

[Senate Report No. 352, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1294) to increase 
the pension of James Coey, have examined the same and report: 

The case of the beneficiary under the bill reeeived the consideration of the 
committee at the last Congress, and the statement and recommendation made 
then are repeated now, by which it appears that he enlisted August 21, 1862, in 
Company k, Gue hundred and forty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers ; 
was commissioned first lieutenant October 4, 1862; captain, 24, 1863; 
major, October 28, 1864; lieutenant-colonel, November 15, 1864, but not mus- 
tered, the regiment being below minimum ; lieutenant-colonel by brevet, March 
13, 1865, “for conspicuous gallantry in the battles of the Wilderness and at 
Laurel Hill, Va.;’’ colonel by brevet, April 9, 1865, “ for gallant and meritorious 
services during the war and in the a terminating with the sur- 
render of the insurgent army under General bert E. Lee.”’ 

Ile was severely wounded in the leg at Laurel Hill, Va.,and at Hateher’s Run, 
Virginia; on February 6, 1865, he was terribly wounded in the head. It was on 
account of the last wound that he was pensioned from June 7, 1865, at $25 per 
month, which was increased to $380 per month from A’ 1886, the increase 


being for the original disability and resulting d deafness of right 
ear, facial paraly sis, and loss of sense of smel 

The bill under consideration provides for an increase of to $60 per 
month. The claimant's disability, in substance nd with the tech- 


correspo 
nical medical description, is: gunshot wound through the head, the ball enter- 
ing below the left eye, near the nose, and passing out through the right side of 


the head, under the ht ear. Subsequently a small piece of the 
out of the right ear. e has lost use of en in sigtbanmentinal , and is suf- 


fering, and has been for the last four years, from a d right ear. 
Further, that he is suffering from paralysis of the entire side of face; the 
eyelid of right eye is completely paralyzed and does not its usual func- 


perform 
tion of protection to the eye, and thus the sight of right eye is much ene 
and is constantly growing weaker; and the sense of smell is en y lost. 
Memory is also impaired and capacity for mental labor. 

There is no question about the extent of disability as above stated, nor that it 
is permanent and of a character that will increase with years, nor com- 
plication of troubles now affecting claimant is directly resultant from his wounds 
received in service. 

Your committee deem the case so plain and meritorious that they recommend 
pe ge - the bill, amended, however, by limiting the pension thereunder 

© 900 a month. 

Amend by striking out in the sixth line of the bill the word “seventy,” = 

wo! 


in ume seventh line the word “five,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
“sixty.” 


Mr. KILGORE. I did not understand the amount mentioned as 
the rate of pension in that bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amount is $60. ‘The pension is raised from 
$30 to $60 per month. 


Mr. MORROW, Mr. Chairman, I know Colonel Coey very well, and I 
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have known him for a number of years. I know, as mentioned in that 
report, that so very severely was he wounded that anybody sees at 
once in his action and conduct that he has been practically disqualified 
for business. 

Mr. KILGORE. What amounthas he! cen receiving heretofore? 

Mr. MORROW. I believe $30 a month. 

TheCHAIRMAN. From the report it 2pears that he had received 
$50 a month and the increase is to $60. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS H. HOP INS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private (‘slendar was the bill (S. 759 
granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins. 
The bill-was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the | :terior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roil, sul.ject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas H. Hopkins, late a private 
Company K, Second Regiment Illinois Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MorriL1) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 759 
granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins, submit the following report : 
That the facts in this case are clearly and fully set forth by the Seuate report 
and are hereby adopted. 
SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 759) grantin;:: 
a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins, have examined the same and report : 

This claimant made application for pension several years ago, alleging enlist 
ment at Pittsfield, [1., June 13, 1861, and the incurrence of his disability th: 
latter part of June, 1861, at Camp Butler, near Springfield, 1ll., by becoming sv 
overheated as to cause disease of the lungs, from which he has never recovered 
that he lay sick at Sop Butler about three months. On February 21, 1889, his 
claim was rejected on the ground that the records of the War Department fai! 
to show the service as alleged. 

Accompanying the papers presented to (1c committee is an affidavit of the 
claimant in which he swears to his enlistment in Company K, Second I}linois 
Cavairy. That he enlisted at Pittsfield, Pike County, Illinois, June 13, 186) 
and that a discharge was given him atthe expiration of abou‘ three months’ 
service. That he was an able-bodied man at thetime. 
Presley G. Athey, late captain of Company K, Second Illinois Cavalry. swears 
under date of September 7, 1889: 
“That Thomas H. Hopkins enlisted at Pitts!ield, 11!., onorabout June 13,186), 
to serve three years or during the war, and that he was sworn into the service 
of the United States on or about June 20, 1861, in the company afterwai Is let 
tered K, of the Second Cavalry, Illinois Volunteers; that on June 28, 11, he 
received orders to march; that on June 30, 1561, he took up line of march for 
Camp Butler ; that while on said march, owing to excessive heat, dust, want 
of water, and exposureat nights, Thomas H. Hopkins was so overcome asto 
produce, and did produce, rrhage of the lungs, which caused his dis 
charge at ae Butler, Til., on the 5th day August, 1861, by Silas Neale. colo- 
nel of said regiment ; saidclaimant grew worse all the time; that on the 12th 
day of August, 1861, said Company K was examined by surgeons and passed 
upon, when a new roll was made, and hence the name of Thomas H. Hopkins 
does not appear on the rolls of the War Department at Washington; said Hop- 
kins was at the time of his enlistment, and for some time prior thereto, a sound. 
able-bodied man, as this affiant verily believes. The facts are personally 
known to this ” 
Captain Athey resides at New sneer. Mo. 
Mrs. T. BE. Sn , of Kansas City. Mo., swears to an acquaintance of over 
sixteen years ; has been an invalid most all of the time, not able to do man- 
_ panee on account of weakness of lungs; under care of the doctor a great 
eal. ' 

Your committee are of the opinion that the claimant has fairly established 
his enlistment. *He has also established prior soundness, and with theevidence 
presented he has established continuance. The affidavit of Captain Athey is so 
aon jee directly to the pointas to service that we recommend the passage of 
t . 


Mr. KILGORE. I understand from the reading of the report that 
the beneficiary named in that bill can get a pension under the law re- 
cently passed by If there is any one present who can state 
whether or not that is the case I should like to hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that to be so. 
The beneficiary draws no pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is the Chair conversant with that case? If this 
man is not entitled under the present law I shall make no objection, 
but if he is this case ought to be taken out of Congress. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ADELAIDE E, SPURGTON. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1308) 


granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon, army nurse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, to the provisions and 
la urgeon, a volunteer 
ion in Kalorama (small-pox) Hospital, Dis- 
during life of $12 per 


‘The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee > fosels 4 to whom weasetemed - bill (S. 1305) 

granting a pension delaide , su follow report : 
That isle of the Senate comnpalihoonbuun very cheetiy thatininta @ mer- 

itorious case, and they would therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 681, Pifty-first Congress, first session. | 

aes mate oe rae on Pensions, submitted the following repo'' 
The on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen 

sion to Adelaide E. , have examined the same and report: = 

a claimant came from New York City to Washington in May, 1861, and was 


1890. 





| 
on duty in the hospitals of this city until reiieved from duty by the order of | 
Surgeon-General Finley. Her service was in the hospitals in which smali-pox 
was prevalent, and she proved a most faithfal nurse to those who suffered from 
that most loathsome disease. She was finally relieved, owing tothe contraction 
of blood poisoning, which rendered her unfit for further service. The evidence 
appended shows her now suffering from the disease resultant from her toil and 
sacrifice for the soldiers during the war. Mrs. Spurgeon lost two brothers and 
two brothers-in-law in the Army, and seems deserving of the pension for which 
she petitions. Your committee recommend the passage of this bill with the fo!- 
lgwing amendments: Amend in line 9 by striking ovt the word ** twenty-five 
d inserting in lieu thereof the word “‘twelve;”’ also, by striking out all after 
the word “month,” in line 9. 


PETITION OF ADELAIDE E,. SPURGEON. 


Lieft New York City on the Ist of May, 1861, and arrived in Washington on 
the 3d, coming from Baltimore in an omnibus, the rails at that time having been 
tern up. On the 16th of May I reported for duty at the Eruptive Fever (other- 
wise known as the small-pox) Hospital, No, 236 First street, east, between B 

d C, north, being the first and only volunteer nurse employed at that time. 

e building was very small, and was soon filled to its utmost capacity. My 
only sleeping place was in the doctor's office, he remaining at his home in the 
city at night. 

The steward, a man detailed from one of the District regiments, was often 
about all night, and when at the hospital was invariably in such a state of in- 
toxication as to be unfit for duty of any kind. For three months my average 
of sleep was only about three hours each night. The weather soon became i 
tensely hot, and the poor fellows were constantly calling for water, which could 
only be procured from a pump near the house. The building soon became so | 
crowded that we obtained another, No. 232 First street, the nearest one on the 
same block, which was soon filled with cases of measles, itch, erysipelas, | 
mumps,ete. There was no hospital fund at the time,and the food was of the | 
plainest and coarsest description. 

The first military pass given toa woman was given to me by General Mans 
field, with the remark that I ought to ride free over eyery road in the country | 
aslongasIlived. With this pass I went to NewYork, and returned with two 
large trunks filled with corn-starch, white sugar, arrow-root, crackers, bandages 
and a quantity of other articles too numerous to mention here, which were 
contributed by friends in New York. Also a disinfectant, prepared by D: 
Green, a druggist at the corner of Broadway and Fourteenth street, was gen 
erously furnished to me for the hospital the entire summer free of expense | 

During the time I remained at the hospital I performed every duty which | 
came in my way, never confining myself to the strict routine of anurse. As | 
was the only woman in the wards it was impossible to adhere to it were it laid 
out forme. I nursed the sick, washed and prepared for burial the most loath- 
some cases of this terrible disease, and at one time made and baked al! the 
bread eaten by fifty men for one week, being without a cook, and in fact per- 
formed with all-my might, faithfuliy and uncomplainingly, whatsoever my 
hands found todo. I remained on duty at the hospital until, by order of Sur- | 
geon-General Finley, I was obliged to leave, having contracted blood poison 
from the impure surroundings. Yor this I was compelled to go through a 
course of arsenical treatment by the late Dr. Dove, of this city, for nearly two | 
years, and it has never been completely eradicated fom my system. | 

| 


n- 


My oldest brother served all through the war with a Connecticut regiment, 
and then went home and died with consumption. My youngest brother, six- 
teen years old, died at New Berne, N.C. The husband of my oldest half-sister 
went into the Army and was supposed to have been killed, as he was never 
heard of, and the husband of one sister, twenty-one years old, was killed in 
battle. 

For the services rendered and hardships endured I most respectfully petition 
your honorable body to grant me the relief herein asked for, namely, $25 per | 
mont’. 

ADELAIDE E. SPURGEON. | 

Sworn to and subseribed before’me this 2d day of January, A. D. 1889. 
{@RAL. SAML. C, MILLS, Notary Public. 

FEBRUARY 13, 1889. | 

I certify that these papers are correct copies of the originals which have been | 

exhibited to me } 

J. B. POTTER, Cler} 

| 

i 

' 

| 

| 


EXHIBIT A 


Robert I. Thomas, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That in Washington 
D. C., U. 8. A., in the month of May, A. D. 1861, he was placed in charge of 
United States General Hospital for eruptive diseases, located on ‘ Capitol! Hill, 
afterwards removed to Kalorama Heights, Washington, D. C., and while so 
employed Adelaide E. Thompson (now Mrs, Spurgeon) was directed to report to 
this affiant as a nurse in aforesaid hospital, which she did, and was engaged to 
take charge of a ward therein, and continued as such for some time, but how 
long [ am unable to state. 

Miss Thompson, if I remember right, was onc of the first (if not the first) fe 
male nurses employed in hospital service in Washington City at the time of the | 
war of the rebellion. 

This affiant further deposes that Miss A. E. Thompson made an efficient nurse, | 
calmly, fearlessly, and patriotically, in the midst of pestilential fevers,-devouing | 
herself to the care of the sick and wounded. 

ROBERT I. THOMAS. M. D., 
Act. Ass!. Surgeon, U. 8. A.,in charge of U. 8. Hospital, 
Kalorama Heights, Washington, D. C. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this l4th day of September, A. D. 1888, 
H. D. McLEAN, Notary Public. 


Late 


Exulisir B 
District or CoLUMBLA, ss * 


On this 34 of October, in the year of our Lord 1888, before me, the subscriber, 
a notary public in and for the District, personally appeared Richard H. Moore, 
No. 1427 Ninth street, southwest, Washington, D. C., and made oath in due form 
of law, deposes and says that in the month of May, 1361, I was an inmate of the 
United States General Hospital for eruptive diseases, located on First street, 
East Washington, D. C., and subsequently removed to Kalorama Heights, and 
while there Adelaide E. Thompson (now Mrs. Spurgeon) reported to Dr. Robert 
I. Thomas, the surgeon in charge, for duty as a nurse, and was accepted and en- 
tered on duty and performed the duty of a nurse actively, zealously, all the time 
Lremained in said hospital; and when I left, which was before the removal to 
Kalorama Heights, she was still on duty atthe hospital. She was the first female 
nurse in the hospital. 

Lam in no way related to her, and have no interest in her or in her affairs 

When I say I was an inmate of said hospital, I mean to say I wasan employé¢, 
being at the time an enlisted man and detailed for duty in said hospital 


. R,. H. MOORE, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me. 


[SEAt.] SAMUEL C. MILLS, Notary Public. 
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On this 12th day of Decembe 
public in and for the District of ( 


me, the subscriber, a nota 
ally came William C. Coope 


L888, before 


nA, person 
» | , 














to me personally well known, who, being by 1e first dulv sworn aceording t 
law, on oath says ; 

Phat in the spring of 1861 I wasemploy with James Skirving, stove deale: 
and tin-ware—sold tin-ware to the spital f seases, then located 
on ‘* Capitol Hill. rhis hespital was t neral hospital for 
eruptive diseases, and afterwards in the same 18 moved to 
Kalorama Heights, West Washington 

Iam acquainted with Mrs. Adelaide E. S ‘ who wt des at 42 li 
street, northeast She is the same per 1 to whom I sold zood the use < 
said hospital,and who was employed at said hospital in t “ then : 
single woman and bearing the name of Thompson The firsttime L remembe 
to haveseen her,she was standing by the bed-side of a patient, and was app 
rently waiting upon him Phe patient, I was at the tin formed, wasdyin 
with the small-pox. I frequen saw Mrs. Spurgeon (then Thompso at t 
hospital, to the best of my recollection, but 1 am positive and 

requently made purchases fort hospital of Mr. Skirving and n f 
W. B. COOPE 1 
110 A j 
Sworn te d subs red 1is 12th day of December, A. D. 1885 
SAMUEL C. MILLS, N Pub 
V I | J 

Li s to certify that Mrs. Adelaide I irg ihas been treated by 1@ se 
era 1es during the past three years for s| dise wi i she aims isd 
to poisonin her blood contracted w le ting a *inthe st p hos 
pital « ing the civil wa 

SHADD, M. D 
Preedman's Hl 
mA I i 

Chis is to certify that Il nown Mrs. Adelaide E. Spurge forn 
Thompson, for sixteen years; that sh is suffered with an eruption caused 
blood poison, which to the tofmy knowledge and belief was contracted 
the small-pox hospita! 

Mrs. VICTORINE H. HOUGII 
th street, N. W., Washington, D. ¢ 

Sworn to and subscribed me tl st day of January, A. D. 1889 

SEAI SAML. C. MILLS, Notary Pub 

Mr. KILGORE, I want to suggest an amendment, tostrike out th 
words ‘‘during her life’’ and make it ‘‘ during her widowhood. 


Mr. MORRILL. I hope the gentleman will 
because that would be a new departure 
This woman is not pensioned because she 
because of her personal service. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is she allowed that whether married or not 

Mr. MORRILL. It has been the universal rule, and it would 
just to make an exception in this case 

Mr. KILGORE. You say that it bas been the rule 

Mr. MORRILL. The universal rule. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I do not want to make an exception 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Hous 
mendation that it do pass 

LE 


not insist wpon that 
This is for personal service 
is a widow, but is pension¢ 


be w 


with the recon 


NA NEUNINGER. 


The next Senate bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2438) placing 


| the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension-rol). 


The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary ofthe Interior be and he isherevy author 
ized to place upon the pension-rolls tl name of Lena Neuninger, widow o 
| John Neuninger, deceased, late second lientenant Company I, One hundred and 
ninety-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, subject to the limitations and 


restrictions of the p 


Mr. KILGORE. 


nsion ws 


I insist on a full reading of the report, and if th: 


report is not read in full I shall insist upon some explanation of th 
bill. 

The report (by Mr. YopER) was read, as follow 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bi Ss 94 
placing the name of | 1 Neuninger on the pension-roll, submit the follow 
report 

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Commit 
Pensions as follows 

“The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the! S. 2438) granting 
a pension to Lena Neuninger, widow of John Neuninger, deceased, late second 
lieutenant Company I, Ono hundred and ninety-sixth Kegiment Ohio Volun 


teers, have examined the same and report 

“ That this bill, or one similar in its provisions, was before this committee inthe 
last Congress, when it was considered and reported upon, and the same report 
is hereby approved, attached to,and made a part hereof,and upon the fa 
stated therein we again recommend the passage of the bill 


[Senate Report No. 1087, Fiftieth Congress, first session 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bil] 2452 
a pension to Lena Neuninger, have examined the same and report 

That.the claimant is the widow of John Ne 
in ¢ 


grant 


ininger, late a second lieuté 
ompany I, One hundred and ninety-sixth Re Ohio Volunteer 


giment 


| fantry, in the war of 1861 


The claim for pension of the sold and the widow have both been sueces 
sively rejected on the ground that the injury and death of husband were not 
traceable to the service. But the evidence of two of his comrades, one a 
officer in the same company, is, that at the camp on Federal Hill, near Balt! 


more, Md., in August, 1565, on ry hot day, while on dress parade, they sa 
him fall by sun-stroke; that he was carried by two men to his quarters: tha 
he was then treated by a surgeon for sun-stroke, and that he recovered suff 
ciently to return to duty, though complaining of its effects He 
September 11, 1865, when he was discharged 
His neighbors and acquaintances testify that after his discharge upon his re 

turn home he had the appearance of one broken in health, con!d not work at 
his trade, that of a tailor, had to abandon a place as watchman in 


av 


served unt 


the court 
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house on account of his ill-health, complained of pains in the head, dizziness, 
and loss of sleep. Had the “symptoms of one suffering from sun-stroke,” 

He never recovered his health; died June 21, 1878, as the physician in attend- 
ance testifes, of ppeumania complicated with brain trouble. 

We think sun-stroke is a brain or head trouble, and that from the time of his 
attack while in the service there is proof of symptoms of such trouble continu- 
ously to the time of his death. 

The widow is over fifty years of age, very poor, and we think her claim meri- 
torious, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. HILL. I would like to inquire how much that bill carries. 
There is nostatement made in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular rate, according the limitations of 
the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CARRIE M. MILLER. 


The next Senate bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2425) granting 
a pension to Carrie M. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and lim ions of 
the pension laws, the name of Carrie M. Miller, widow of Chauncy Miller, late 
of the Nineteenth Illinois Infantry and Fourteenth Illinois Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2423) 
granting a pension to Carrie M. Miller, submit the following report : 

That a careful examination of the report of the Senate committee satisfies 
your committee that this is a meritorious case, and they therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

The Senate report hereto attached is made a part hereof. 

[Senate Report No. 734, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2423) granting 
a pension to Carrie M. Miller, have examined the same and report: 

This is a bill to pension Carrie M. Miller, widow of Chauncy Miller, late adju- 
tant of the Fourteenth Iilinois Cavalry and Nineteenth Illinois Infantry. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the disease 
of which he died was not due to his prison life and service, as alleged. His 
military record, as given in the report of the Adjutant-General, shows that he 
was mustered into service to date January 17, 1861, and that he was captured in 
December, 1863, and remained a prisoner until the close of the war. 

It appears by the evidence that he spent his long confinement in the Ander- 
sonville, Charleston, and Libby prisons, 

Byt. Maj. Gen. R. W. John testifies that he was acquainted with Major Miller 
from about January 1, 1865, to the time of his death, February 28, 1888. 

‘That he was on my staff early in 1865, and served until he was mustered out ; 
that when he joined me he was not well--seemed to be troubled with malaria, 
or some disease that reduced his strength and vital powers; that he was in this 
condition when mustered out; that he never fully recovered, as I have seen 
him frequently in late years. In my opinion, his death was the result of loss 
of health while in the service.” 

This is the positive statement of his commander, who knew him from the 
time he came out of prison untii he died. 

Assistant Surgeon Bailhache, of the Nineteenth Illinois Regiment, and also of 
the Fourteenth, testifies to his acquaintance with Miller,to his soundness in 
July, 1861,and to his energy and activity; that he was well while in the Nine- 
teenth Regiment, except an occasional ague, contracted near Cairo, Ill.; to his 
being captured soon after joining the Fourteenth Regiment in December, 1863, 
and that he remained in rebel prisons until near the close of the war; that he 
saw him during his captivity, being a prisoner himself; that he was emaciated, 
sick, lame, reduced with diarrhea from being constantly fed on corn-meal diet ; 
that he saw him in Louisville in 1873; that he was sallow and quite as thin as 
in 1865, and that his lameness was more perceptible; that the diarrhea contin- 
ued and there was still a tendency to chills, which accounted for his sallow com- 
plexion and great emaciation, and this witness adds—and he is giving the tes- 
timony of a physician— 

“IT regarded his condition at that time the resultof his prison life and advised 
hie then and subsequently to apply for a pension, but he invariably refused to 
do so.” 

There isa mass of testimony of this character which, in the opinion of the 
committee, was sufficient to prove his claim and justify its allowance without 
an appeal to Congress. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOUISA M. SHOLL. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1673) 
granting « pension to Louisa M. Sholl. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa M. Sholl, widow of John 
Sholl, late private Company I, Seventeenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred che bill (S. 1673) 
granting a pea to Louisa M. Sholl, submit the following report : 

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, which we beg leave to adopt as our own, and likewise recommend 
the passage of the bill. 





SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1673) granting 
® pension to Louisa M.Sholl, widow of John Sholi,late private Company I, 
Seventeenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, have examined the same and report: 

That the husband of the claimant was a pensioner of the United States on ac- 
count of disability incurred by him in the military service during the war of the 
rebellion up to June 30, 1887, at which time he died. The claimant, his widow, 
filed an iin for pension as such, but the same has been by the 
Pension Bureau on the ground that the immediate cause of his was not 
Saaeane be the disease which he incurred in the service and for which he was 
pensioned. 

We have examined the evidence, and especially that of Drs. Mason and Brown, 
who were his attending physicians, and we think it quite clear from their state- 
ments that the inflammation of the neck of the bladder, causing strangury, the 
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direct cause of his death, was occasioned by the chronic rheumatism from which 
he suffered, and was in and aggravated by the general rheumatic dia- 
thesis pervading his whole system up to and at the time of his death. The 
claimant remains unmarried; was mar to the soldier in 1836; is now quite 
old, weakly, and in indigent circumstances. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELLEN W. THORNTON, 


The next Senate bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 3158) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. Thornton, widow of the late 
Capt. James 8, Thornton, United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen W. Thornton, widow of the 
late Capt, James 8. Thornton, of the United States Navy, at the rate of $50 per 
month, said pension to be in lieu of that which she now receives, 


The report (by Mr. Nutr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3158) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. Thornton, widow of the late 
Capt. James 5S, Thornton, United States Navy, submit the following report : 

he facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee en 
Pensions, which is as follows: 

“ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the biil ting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. Thornton, widow of the late James S. Thorn- 
ton, United States wg h have examined the same and papeet 

* Bills of equivalent import to the one under consideration have twice passed 
the Senate and have failed in the House for the reason that they have not been 
reached on the Calendar. The bill covers a case in some features exceptional, 
and which commend it to renewed approval. The claimant is the widow of 
the late Capt. James 8S. Thornton, who entered the Navy as a midshipman in 
1841, His services during the war of the rebellion are summarized by the gal- 
lant Rear-Admiral Temple, who knew his qualities, and who states in a com- 
munication to the committee: 

*** Capt. James S. Thornton died in May, 1875, after thirty-four years’ service, 
nineteen of which were atsea. He wasan officer of distinguished ability 
and was the executive officer of the Hartford, under Farragut, at the capture of 
New Orleans and on the up to Vicksburg, and again the executive 
officer ofthe Kearsarge, under Winslow, when they sank the AJabama, for which 
last he was advan several numbers in his grade.’ 

“He is entitled to honorable mention, also, for his services in Mobile Bay in 
1863, while in command of the Winona; and the merchants of Boston and the 
Chamber of Commerce of Philadelphia presented him swords of honor for his 
gallantry in the action between the Kearsarge and the Alabama. 

“The official certificate of the cause of Captain Thornton’s fatal illness states: 

“* Origin in line of duty from long and faithful service since 1841, and particu- 
larly from exposure to the unhealthy climate of Rio Janeiro, Brazil, for two 
hundred and nineteen days, and from an injury received by the rolling of the 
ship, January 14, 1875.’ 

“The death of Captain Thornton occurred May M4, 1875, and the claimant, his 
widow, has since been in receipt of a pension of $30 a month, She is a lineal 
descendant of Matthew Thornton, one of the signers of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence; has long been a confirmed invalid, and is compelled from considera- 
tions of health and economy to live in the Azores. 

“ Before leaving this country she was confined to the house, and now, under 
medical direction, seeks prolongation of life in a more genial climate and such 
scant comfort as her meal pension affords. It is to enable her to obtain the 
common n es of life in the distant and isolated is!ands to which her mal- 
adies banish her that an increase to $50 per month is provided for in the bill. 
The committee, in hearty concurrence with its former action in the case, report 
favorably, and recommend the bill for passage.” 

Your committee likewise report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SUSAN C. WHITE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2972) 
granting a pension to Susan C. White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the n laws, the name of Susan C. White, widow of George 
W. White, late of pany K, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, and who also served in Company D, Eleventh Pennsy!- 
vania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CRatG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2972 
nting a pension to Susan C. White, submit the following report, adopting 
the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 
‘Claimant in this case is the widow of Geo: W. White, who served in Com- 
y D, Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, from April 23, 1861,to July 
BT test, and in Company K, One hundred and forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer aetee from August 16, 1862, to May 25, 1865. Hewas — at Gettys- 
b ,.= A SE ae ee sO peteenee of wer te Sy , 1865. 
“The claim was rejected January 10, 1889, on the ground of no record and ina- 


bility of claimant to furnish competent evidence to connect all causes of 
da lity with the service, all sources of information apparent! ving been 
exhausted byspecialexamination, Thisaction wastaken bythe 1 reviewer 
and rereviewer at the Bureau of Pensions, notwithstanding the that the 


special examiner, who investigated the claim in the field, and a reviewer who 
had examined it a year prior thereto, had oun it for admission. . 

“Claim was filed by soldier September 22, 1884, when he alleged that while » 
prisoner of war at Andersonville, Ga., February, 1864, he contracted congestion 
of the lungs from exposure whilcin prison. In declaration filed November 19, 
1885, soldier states that, owing toan error on the part of the who prepared 
his original declaration, he was made to say that his disability was the result of 
congestion of the lungs; that he wishes now to correet said error, and states that 
the diseases for whi-h he claims pension are chronic gastritis, and atrophied 
condition of the muscles of his legs, caused by defective nutrition from disease 
of stomach; that said disease was « .ntracted while a of war at Ander- 


Se 
“In affidavit filed July 12, 1887, J.C. Johnson, captain of soldier's company, 
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testifies that the said soldier was free from disease of stomach and legs at the 
time he was taken a prisoner of war. , 
“In affidavit filed July 12, 1887, W. A. Repine testifies that soldier suffered 
from disease of stomach and legs from 1869 to the time of his death. . 
“Dr. Jason T. Waid, in affidavit filed November 19, 1886, testifies that soldier 
was then suffering from chronic gastritis and ‘atrophy of the muscles of the 
legs. 
“In affidavit filed May 24, 1887, Dr. O. C. Stewart testified that he treated 
soldier at intervals from 1878 to 1881, for disease of the stomach. 
“A petition signed by C. J. Wilkes, H. 8. Ness, D. W. E. Zierden, M. Mad- 
duck, M. D. Andrews, W. G. Quigley, E. Deiches, E. L. Phillips, M. M. Morrison, 
H. L. Dunean. J. V. O'Connor, James Halligan, R. H. Yost, and other citizens of 


Elk County, Pennsylvania, asks that soldier's widow be speedily granted a pen- | 
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sion commensurate with her late husband's valuable services in the cause of | 


the Union, as she hasthe care of nine minor children of said soldier.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELIZABETH STEWART. 


The next Senate bill on tne Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3450) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth | 


Stewart, mother of Charles Stewart, late a private in Company G, Twelfth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3450) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Stewart, adopt the report of the Senate com- 
mittee on the same bill. That report is as follows: 

“The application of Elizabeth Stewart for pension as dependent mother of 
Charles Stewart, private of Company G, Twelfth Pennsylvania Volunteers, was 
rejected on the ground that the soldier left a widow, and that therefore the 
mother had no title toa pension. 

“The record in the case contains no competent evidence that the soldier was 
ever married. The mother swears distinctly that the son left neither widow 
nor child. She was dependent on him for support before and during the war, 
and from his discharge to his death. Afier his death the arrears of pension due 
were paid to his mother, the claimant. The woman whom one witness alluded 
to as having been the soldier’s wife was, according to the same witness, re- 
married or living in marital relations with another man, and the record does 
not show that the soldier's reputed wife ever laid claim to pension as soldier's 
widow, The mother is very old and destitute, and living by aid of a daughter 
and on charity. 

‘**Following the precedents heretofore acted on, the committee report favor- 
ably on the bill and recommend its passage.”’ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


RUTH W. KEENE HODGMAN. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8S. 2240) 
granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ruth W. Keene fi 
volunteer army nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2240) 
granting a pension to Ruth W, Keene Hodgman, submit the following favora- 
ble report and recommend the passage of the bill. The Senate report upon 
this bill is heretoannexed. 


[Senate Report No, 679, Fifty-first Congress, first session. | 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 





fodgman, late 


sion to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman, have examined the same and report thatthe | 


facts in this case are set forth fully in the accompanying affidavits, which are 
made a part of this report. Your committee recommend the passage of this 
bill with the following amendments: Amend, in line 7, by striking out the word 
“twenty-five ’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word “twelve ;"’ amend further 
by striking out all after the word “ month,” in line 7. 


No, 208 A Streer, NorTHEAST, 


Washington, D, C., December 11, 1389. 
The CoMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 


United States Senate: 

I, Ruth W. (Keene) Hodgman, came here from Saco, Me., by order of Miss 
Dorothy Dix, July, 1862, just after the second battle of Bull Run, and was sent 
to Armory Square Hospita], Dr. D. W. Bliss, surgeon in charge. 

On arriving there I found about forty men lying on the floor of the ward, just 
brought in from camp, sick of every disease incident to camp-life. Among 
them wasone in a state of delirium madness, caused by the bursting of a shell 
on the battle-field. While waiting on him he caught my finger in his mouth 
and bit it so severely thatI still bear the marks of the wound. 

The worst cases of wounds and disease were brought direct from all the boats 
to our hospital, that being the one most convenient; and for one year upto 
July, 1863, des nursing the wounded, I was exposed to malignant diseases 
such as small-pox, diphthe and fevers of all kinds. 

In the spring of 1365, soon after the battle of Chancellorsville, me constitution 
was so wrecked from arduous duties and exposure to contagion which rendered 
my blood so poisoned that I had to undergo a surgical operation, and still suffer 
from the effects of that illness. 

I did not want to leave the service, and in July I was sent to the Columbia 
College Hospita!, where my duties were lighter. I remained there until the 
1th of September, when I was compelled to leave with great reluctance, my 
health being so greatly impaired I could notremain longer. While in the serv- 
ice I received the compensation of $12 os month, every cent of which was ex- 
pended for my patients to procure delicacies, which otherwise they could not 
get, for I could not bear to see them suffer for the want of them while I hada 

in my pocket. 

now | ask,in the remembrance of my service,a pension of $25 per month, 
I was past middie age when I entered the service,so you may know thatI shall 
not be many years a pensioner. 
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Hoping that my petition may receive a favorable consideration, I am, very 
respectfully, 


RUTH W. (KEENE) HODGMAN. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this seventeenth day of December, 1889. 
SEAI APPLETON P. CLAKK, 
Notary Publ 
JANUARY 2], 1890. 
A true copy of evidence in 


; claimant's posses W 
exhibited to me. 


ch has been this day 


Exuisir A 


OFFICE ) Wom 
Washington, D.C., Sept ber 15, 1262 
To whom it may concern 
This paper certifies that Mrs. Keene has been employed in the general hos 
pitals, Washington City, for many months, and that during that period she has 
given entire satisfaction in the Government service. Mrs, Keene retires from 
these duties at her own request by reason of seriously impaired health; she 
bears with her the good wishes of all who have known her, and has the respect 
of all officially connected with her in the service. She is an upright, efficient 
and careful nurse. 
D. L. DIX, 

fed Stat frmy 


Superintendent of Women N Hospitals U 


Exuieir B 
Wasuinaton, D, C., December 12, 1889. 

I hereby certify that I was in Armory Square Hospital from September, 1862, 
to March, 1863, and knew Mrs. Ruth W. Keene (now Mrs. Hodgman) during 
that time, and knew her to be a most efficient and faithful nurse, caring for our 
sick and wounded soldiers night and day, often at great risk to her own health 
never forsaking her post in any emergency, and is a very worthy woman 

SUSAN A. EDSON, M.D 

Signed and acknowledged before me this 17th day of December, A. D. 1889. 

| SEAL, } JOSEPH FORREST, 
Notary Publi 


EXHibiT C, 


60OL MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., November 13, 1889. 
To whom itl inay concern 

Thisisto certify that Mrs.A.W. Hodgman, née Ruth W. Keene, wasalady nurse 
in the Armory Square United States Hospital, tora year, most of the time under 
my direct supervision. I take great pleasure in attesting the close observation 
and minute attention to her duties. No one could possibly have performed 
them with more exactitude and satisfaction, both to surgeon and patients. 

I know she suffered from blood poisoning, which,in my opinion, was the re- 
sult of the loss of sleep, the exhalations from formidable wounds, and the efflu- 
via generated from the dejections of diseased, sick,and wounded. She always 
responded instantly when called upon in any emergency, by day or by night 
and in all my experience, extending through service from April 19, 1861, to No 
vember 11, 1865, during the period of the war, she was the best and most reliable 
lady nurse of those whom I had the pleasure to observe. 

For instance, in hemorrhage from wounds or amputated limbs, or upon the 
arrival of wounded after heavy battles, day or night, when admitting wounded 
soldiers, she wasalways there. While we all had to work like Trojans, none 
were more active than she, and, best ofall, she was so quiet, unobtrusive, mod 
est, kind, and gentle, with kind and encouraging words for the suffering sav- 
iors of the nation, that I do not hesitate to say that she should have the largest 
pension which can be applied to her future comfort and welfare. She was 
positively broken down physically when she leftthe Armory Square Hospital 
worked out, and invalidated, as a letter subsequently written by Miss Dorothy 
Dix further proves. 

For further information see her own statement, to which I can positively at 
test. 

Very respectfully. 
CHARLES Hl. BOWEN, M. D., 
Formerly Surgeon Armory Square U.S. General Hospital, Washington, D.C. 
Sworn to before me this day, the lith of November, 1889. 
[SEAL. ] EDWARD A. PAUL, Sr., 
Notary Public 


Exnursrr D. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 20, 1889, 
I, Harriet A. B. Corts, residing in Washington, D. C., certify that during the 
years of 1862 and 1863 I was an army nurse in Armory Square Hospital, Wash- 


ington, D.C., ward D, where I was personally cognizant of the faithful, arduous 
service of Ruth W. Keene (now Mrs, Hodgman),a nurse of ward H, in said hos- 


| pital, and know thatshe incurred permanent disability by her service, as alleged. 


I believe her worthy of the highest rate of pension allowable. 
HARRIET A. B. CORTS 
Seerctary Ex-Army Nurses’ Associatic 


Exutsit E, 
District or CoLumsBiA, Cily of Washington, ss 


I, Ellen W. Dowling, née White, am now a resident of Melrose, Mass, I 
have welland personally known Ruth W. Hodgman, formerly Keene, for the 
past twenty-five years. I first met her in Armory Square Hospital, Washing 
ton,D. C. She came asa volunteer army nurse in July, 1862, and remained on 
duty until July, 1863,in ward H. I wason duty in ward A during all the period 
of her service and know of her, that she wasa most faithful, untiring, zealous 
worker ; so much so that she became very sick from her arduous work in care 
of the sick and wounded, and was dangerously so for many weary weeks; and 
it is, to me, as to many others, a well known fact. 

She has never recovered from the effects of said illness, caused, as then claimed 
by her physicians, by the poisonous atmosphere of the ward in which she had 
worked, from the odors of wounds and malignant fevers, of cases she bad had 
under her care. 

ELLEN WHITE DOWLING, 
Late Army Nurse. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March 19, 1887, 
Districr oF COLUMBIA 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 19th day of March, 1887. 
[SRAL.] DAVID RITTENHOUSE 
Notary Public. 
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Exum F, | 
Wasurnoron, D.C., December 11, 1889. 

I, Allen W. Hodgman, certify that I was employed in Armory Square United 
States General Hospital in the a of general ward-master, and was well 
acquainted with Mra. R. W. Keene, who was employed as nurse from the 15th 
of July, 1862, or thereabouts, to July, 1863. The nature of my duties afforded 
meample opportunity to observe the arduous and ofttimes dangerous duties 
she as well as others were required to perform. Often after recent battles, on 
the reception of patients, she was required to beon duty during the greater part 
of twenty-four hours, continually in an atmosphere that was anything but con- 
ducive to health. 

At one time during her service there she was prostrated by a severe illness 
due to overexertion and blood-poisoning. I could cite several cases where, in 
her desire to contribute to the last wishof her patient, she sacrificed her strength 
to the extent that she was obliged to go under medical treatment. 

ALLEN W. HODGMAN, 
Late First Lieutenant Company K, Third New York Cavalry. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th day of December, 1589, 
(scar. ] APPLETON P. CLARK, 
Notary Public. 


Exureir G. 


I hereby certify that while I was under treatment for a gunshot wound in 
ward H, of Armory Square United States General Hospital, at Washington, D.C., 
from September i to October 16, 1862, Ruth W. Keene, now Mrs. A. W. Hodg- 
man, of No. 208 A street, northeast, Washington, D. C., was employed asa 
nurse in said ward of said hospital, and that, to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, she pateaee faithful and efficient service in that capacity during said 
period, and that she then appeared to enjoy good health. 

2 se8 A. Cee ies Danie thea't 
Formerly Private of Co. D, 2ist N. Y¥. Vols., otherwise 1st Buffalo Pt, 
Now a Cierk in’ War Department. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me the 18th 7 of November, A. D., 1889. 
[sEAL. | M. M, HOLLAND, Notary Public. 


Exurmrr H. 
WaAsuHINGTOoN, D. C., December 23, 1889. 


I certify that I knew Mrs, Ruth tee (née Mrs. Ruth Keene) in the fall of 
1862, at Armory Square Hospital, Washington, D. C.,in ward H. I was a vol- 
unteer in the same hospital, covering of the time of 1862, 1863, and 1864, 
Asa niece of Dr. D. W. Biiss, the surgeon in charge, I often heard her referred 
to by him asa devoted and untiring worker, sacrificing her comfort, money, 
and health in the sacred duties into which we had all enlisted. When the 
double duty came (after a heavy battle at the “ ”) she never left her 
until every wounded soldier was distributed and for; including pe: 
of twenty-four hours at a time without sleep. 

I reside at 1329 Fourteenth — a the widow of Joel S. Sheldon 
(brigade commissary for General # eavalry), a niece of the late Dr. D. 
W. Biiss,as above stated, and have known and been in social acquaintance with 
the a tsinee the war; know of her delicate health from time to time, 

under my uncle’s treatment. She is, in every sense, a most worthy 


fom 
licant for a pension of $25, 
er ELVIRA BLISS SHELDON, 
Hospital and Field Nurse. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of January, 1890. 
(sear..} : EMMA M. GILLETT, 
Notary Public. 


Exner I. 
Wasuiseron, D. C., November 14, 1889. 


To whom it may concern : = 

I hereby certify that Mrs. Ruth Keene (now Mrs. 
nurse in ward 2, at Columbian College Hospital, Fourteen 
D.C., and that she was considered an excellent and efficient nurse 
surgeons and nurses. She became disabled by severe illness, and was com- 


pelled to leave the service. 
CAROLINE A. BURGHARDT, M. D., 
Nurse of Ward 6, Columbian College Hospital, Washington, D. C. 


Exarorr J. 


This it to certify that I knew Mrs. Rufus W. Keene (now Mrs. Fotgueny as 
an efficient and faithful nurse in Columbian College Hospital, Washington, D. C. 
She served in said hospital during the months of July and August, 1863, She 
was then obliged to leave the ones on account of impaired health. 
MARTHA A. WOOD (now Mrs. FERGUSON), 
Nurse of Ward 5, Columbian College Hospital, Washington, D. C. 
Wasutxetox, D, C., October 30, 1889. 


) was (in 1863) a 
Ww: 


’ 


Exuretr K. 
Wasutnetos, D. C., January 11, 1890, 

I hereby certify that I knew Mrs. Ruth Hodgman (née Mrs. Rath Keene) in 
the fall by 1862,at Armory Square United States Hospital, Washington, D C., 
in ward H. She was quoted as one of the most untiring workers in all the ar- 
duous duties ed to her. I wasalso a yolunteer in the same hospital in 
August, 1862, and have known her ever since. I reside at 1225 New York ave- 


nue, northwest, in this city. 
" MRS. MILLIE HOARD. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of , A. D, 1890. 
fomat.] ro EMMA M. CHULETT. Neto Pebtic. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
SARAH J. ALEXANDER. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 3366) 
granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander. 
~The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su’ 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. A 
in the late war, and pay her at the rate of $12 per 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
grar a to Sarah J. Alexander, report favorably thereon 
ommend the adoption of the Senate report, which is as follows: 


ee eens 


der, an army nurse 


“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah J. Alexander, have examined the same and report: 

“The claimant, Mrs. Sarah J. Alexander, now residing at No. 1525 Columbia 
street, Washington, D.C., served asa nurse during the late war, nearly three 
years, in © and Emory Hospitals, in this city. 

“She rendered faithful and efficient service, the value of which is fully at- 
tested by statements of Miss Dorothy L. Dix and of the surgeons under whom 
she served. She is now well advanced in years, in feeble health, and without 
means of support. 

* Your committee are of opinion that this is a very meritorious case, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill.”’ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SALLIE E. RICKARDS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1608) 
granting a pension to Sallie E. Rickards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, digected 
and authorized to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the restrictions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie E. Rickards, widow of Joseph 
Hi. Rickards, late captain Company D, Twelfth Missouri Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. LAws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1608) 
granting a pension to Sallie E. submit the following report : 

Claimant is the widow of Joseph H. Rickards, who served as second lieuten- 
ant, Company D, Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, from Septem- 
ber 28, 1863, to October 23, 1863, and as first lieutenant, same organization, from 
October 23, 1863, to F 25, 1864, and as captain, same organization, from 
February 25, 1864, to March 15, 1865, when his resignition was accepted on sur- 
geon's certificate of disability, showing that he had been suffering from chronic 
rheumatism since 1859, 

Claim was rejected May 12, 1888, on the ground that insanity and exhaustion, 
the causes of the soldier’s death, are not shown or acce as due to the service. 

In affidavit filed April 13, 1887, George Stick, second lieutenant of the scldier’s 
oomonne, — that Captain Rickards contracted rheumatism and disease of 
back in the service. 


In affidavit filed October 5, 1886, Dr. J. L. Hallam, of Centralia, III, testifies 
that he treated soldier for acute mania at frequent intervals for two months fol- 
lowing March 15, 1875, and that soldier was sent to the insane asylum in May, 


In affidavit filed April 13, 1887, Dr. Stephen Ritchey, of Liberty, Mo., tes- 
tifies that he treated soldier for rheumatism and inactive kidneys from 1871 to 


In affidavit filed June 17, 1887, Amelia M. and James M. Jones testify to con- 
tinuance of rheumatism and disease of kidneys since 1873. 
In affidavit filed June 17, 1887, Z. T. Barkley, of Liberty, Mo., testifies to the 
rheumatism from 1865 to 1868. 


In affidavit filed June 28, 1887, A. T. Barnes, M. D., superintendent of hospi- 
tal for the insane in Southern Illinois, testifies that soldier was admitted to the 
over which he had charge, about May 7, 1875, suffering from acute 
melancholia; that he showed signs of extreme exhaustion when admitted, 
and continued in the same state of health until the day of his death; that affi- 
ant learned that soldier wasa great sufferer fromrheumatism, If such was the 
= he is inclined to the opinion that rheumatism may have been the cause of 


insanity. 
In affidavits filed September 27, 1888, Charles H. Rickards, Jacob T. Kendall, 
and Squire Monroe testify to continuance of rheumatism and dissase of kid- 
neysTrom the date of the soldier’s return home from the service to the time of 
his death. F.M.and J.N. Rickards, of Gage County, Nebraska, brothers of the 
late soldier, testify that he was sound and free from rheumatism or 
any other disease at the time of his entistment into the service of the United 

While the records of the War eut show that soldier was subject to 
rheumatism prior to his enlistment into the service in 1863, the fact still remains 
that he was a faithful officer for one and ahalf years, during the most exacting 
period of the late rebellion. The testimony, omitting the surgeon's certificate 
of disability, shows that he was sound at date of enlistment, and did con- 
and disease of kidneys in the line of duty, and that the 
said disabilities continued in an aggravated form, causing ex ion and in- 
sanity which terminated in his death. 

The claim seems meritorious, and your committee therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MRS. A. J. HORTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 353) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll!, su! to the provisions and 
limitations of the oousien laws, the name of Mrs, A. J. Horton, a volunteer 
nurse during the late war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Laws) was read, as follows: 


e 


: 


» 
% 











1890. 





In a letter from Geneva, dated September, 1364, signed N. B, Lay, the writer 


says: 3 

x wish the poor fellows in Clinton street were as well offas your boys. Things 
are not so well managed up there. I wish you and Dr. Lee could be there long 
enough to set matters right. Perhaps they will be better when they get a new 
matron.” 

In a letter from Jeff. W. Davis, under date of December 4, 1864, written from 
the Campbell Hospital in Washington, the writer speaks of the efficient services 
of Mrs. Horton in Elmira, and writes to relieve her anxiety as to the way in 
which the convalescent had endured the journey. : a 

Other letters filed by Mrs, Horton with her case show continuous and faithful 
discharge of duties, a number of them from soldiers who had been under her 
care, and which bear out the statement of Dr. Hart heretofore referred to. 

Mrs. Horton is now sixty-four years of age, poor and dependent. She gave 
two sons to the army during the war, and owing to the fact that she paid her 
own board for the first five months she was in the employ of the Government, 
and «lrew only a soldier's rations and the pay of a soldier during the remainder 
of the period, your committee feel that she is entitled to a pension, and report 
the bill fayprably. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELIZABETH A, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2720) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker, widow 


of Jacob S, Baker, privatein Company I, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 
in the war of Mexico. 


BAKER. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensiong, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2720) granting 
. pension to Mrs. Elizabeth & Baker, have considered the same and repbrt as 
ollows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 737. Your committee adopt 
the same as their report and return the bill with a favorable recommendation. 


(Senate Report No. 737, first session Fifty-first Congress. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2720) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker, have examined the same and report: 

Claimant in this case is the widow of Jacob S. Baker, late a soldier in the 
Mexican war. 

Claim was rejected February 9,1888, on the ground of insufficient period of 
service—eleven days—soldier not having participated in any engagement dur- 
ing the Mexican war. 

Soldier was discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of in- 
juries of t leg, ankle,and back, incurred in the line of duty while carrying 
une flag of his company on parade at Old Fort Clark, Indiana, June 18, 1847. 

Widow is nowseventy-three years of age, in indigent circumstances, and de- 
pendent upon the charity of others. 

In affidavit executed March 4, 1890, Ethelbert Stewart, of Decatur, IIL, testi- 
fies that claimant is an old and feeble woman, unable to earn any portion of 
her living; that she is poor and dependent upon friends for support. The tes- 
timony is S enebecmet by that of John Lindsay, George F. Schmink. William 
W. Handley, F. A. Darner, and William H. Morgan, all of Decatur. 

Soldier was enlisted for the service during the war with Mexico, and would 
no doubt have gone to the seat of action upon Mexican territory had he not 
been injured in the line of his duty while wpon parade. It wasno fault of his 
that he did not to Mexico, and his short term of service in consequence of 
disabilities should not act as a bar to pension for this old wjdow. 

The fact seems to warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WELLS C. HARRELL. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1602 
granting a pension to Wells C. Harrell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wells C. Harrell, late a first ser- 
geant in Company D, First Regiment Mississippi Volunteers, in the Mexican 
war, and pay him a pension of $30 a month, in lieu of the pension of $8 per 
month he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1602) granting 
a pension to Wells C. Harrell, respectfully submit the following report : 

Said bill isaccompanied by Senate report No. 813. Your committee adopt the 
same astheir report and return the bill tothe House recommending its passage. 
(Senate Report No. 813, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting increase 
of to Wells C. Harrell, have examined the same and report: 
he claimant, Wells C. Harrell, late a first sergeant in Company D, First Regi- 
ment ippi Volunteers, Mexican war, is now receiving a pension of $8 per 
month, and this bill proposes an increase to $39 per month. 

The claimant is seventy-six years old, is totally blind, and entirely without 


means wehie e . 

The appen statement of Senator Jawes Z. Georcu,who was a comrade of 
the claimant, serving in the same company, is conclusive to your committee as 
to the merits of this case, and therefore the passage of the bill is recommended. 

“T have known Wells C. Harrell since the year 1844. He was a member of 
Company D, First ener atatey Volunteers in the Mexican war. I 
was also a member of the same company. Soon after the company was mus- 
tered into service he was appointed orderly or first sergeant of the company. 
He served for twelve months, the period for which the company was enlisted. 

“ He was a brave, orderly, and attentive soldier and non-commissioned officer; 
did his duty faithfully well. Inotieed at the battle of Monterey he was 
especially usefil for his gallantry and coolness under fire ; at one time, by these 

is rescuing the company from some confusion into which it had fallen, 

He is now about seventy-six years of age, totally blind, without property, 
and without relatives who any property. About two years ago his wife, 
who had contributed largely to the support of tlre family by the use of her needle, 
had a fall in which her right wrist was dislocated. Her recovery from this has 
never been co ,and her means of making «a support has by that accident 
been very la diminished. 
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“Tam sure he isa worthy object of the bounty of Congress and tbat he ought 
to have his pension increased as stated in the bill for his relief. During the late 
civil war, whilst I have reason to believe that his sympathies were with the 


Southern people, he took no active part, and his blindness can not have re- 
suited, therefore, from any participation that he had in that war. During the 
war he was connected officially with the State penitentiary as superintendent 
or deputy superintendent, or something of that sort. 
GEORGE. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
REBECCA M’DONALD 

The next Senate biil upon the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1932 
granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seerctary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Rebecca McDon 


ald, of Elkhart, Ind., widow of Rufus McDonald, a soldier of the war of Is!l2 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 32) grant 
a pension to Rebecca McDonald, have considered the same and report 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 861. Your committee adopt the 
same as their report and recommend the passage of the bill 


S. 19 n 


Senate Report No. 861, Fifty-first Congress, first session 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1932) granting 
a pension to Rebecca McDonald, widow of Rufus McDonald, a soldier of the 
war of 1812, have examined the same and report: 

That the said soldier was sergeant in Captain Shumway’'s company of New 
York Militia, called into the service of the Government during the war of 1512 
The records in the War Department show that he was paid on the Is8th of Sep 
tember, 1814, for service from the Lith day of September, 1814, to the 22d day o 
September, 1814. The muster-roll shows service including the 23d day of Sep 
tember, 1814, making thirteen days’ service. 

This company was paid off by the Government at Burlington, Vt., onthe Isth 
day of September, 1814, and when paid off were allowed 75 miles travel! pay 
for four days, on account of their distance when discharged from tlie place whe: 
they were organized according to the rolls of the paymaster, 20 miles being « 
that time counted a day’s travel in the ordinary way. Thesoldier was married 
to the claimant, Rebeeca McDonald, on the 7th day of October, 1847. The 
dier died on the lst day of March, 1356. The widow remains unmarried. 
is seventy-eight years old. Sheisin feeble health and in slender circumstances 

The soldier was honorably discharged and a land-warrant was issued on a: 
count of his service a good many yearsago to his widow. Her claim for pensio: 
has been rejected by the Pension Bureau and by the Secretary of the Interior 
on appeal on the grounds that under the act of 1878 fourteen days’ service wa 
necessary by a soldier in the war 1812 to entitle him to a pension for such serv 
ice. We have, however, come to the conclusion that as the muster-ro!! show 
a service of thirteen days, and that he was paid off in Burlington, Vt., and so 
discharged from his service at a place 75 miles from hishome, a distance whic! 
he and his comrades atthat time very probably traveled on foot or in commor 
wagons, that equitably and justly at least one day, perhaps three or four, owing 
to the state of the roads, ought to be added to the term of his actual service fo 
the purposes of this case. 

We think this is a fair conclusion and that the claimant is entjtled to the re 
lief prayed for in the bill, and we therefore recommend its passage 


ol} 


Shy 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 


recom 
mendation that it do pass. 
THOMAS REDMOND. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.639) grant 
ing a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private Company Kk, Fourt} 


United States Infantry. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, ete., That by reason of the applicant, Thomas Redmond, whil 
on duty as teamster in the employ of the Quartermaster’s Department and + 
route transporting military supplies from Snake River Depot to Harney Dey 
later Fort Colville, Wyoming), Colville, Wyo., in November, 1859, having in 
curred severe and permanent physical injury by freezing his feet, necessitating 
the amputation of all the toes of both feet, he is hereby granted a pension of $) 
amonth; and the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby directed to place his 
name on the pension-roll at that rate. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a 
pension to Thomas Redmond, have considered the same and report as follows 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 688. Your committee adopt the 
same as their report and recommend that the bill do pass. 


S, 639 


[Senate Report No. 688, Fifty-first Congress, first session 
yranting a 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill } x 
pension to Thomas Redmond, late private of Company K, Fourth United States 
Infantry, have examined the same and report 

The caseof Thomas Redmond was considered and reported upon by this com 
mittee September 3, 1888. It was acase,as then presented, of such strong equi- 
ties that the committee did not hesitate to give it their unqualified approval 
The facts and merits remain; and these, as then stated, are adopted by the 
committee, as follows: 

In November, 1859, Thomas Redmond, who, asa private soldier, had thereto- 
fore faithfully served in and been honorably discharged from the Army, was 
employed as (eamster in the Quartermasters Department, and while engaged 
in transporting military supplies in Wyoming Territory, from Snake River 
Depot to Fort Colville, became involved in a blizzard, freezing his feet and ne- 
eessitating partial amputation of both. Thestorm was of so severe a character 
that a relief train was sent out from Fort Colville to bring in the disabled men 
and teams, who were beleaguered for several days. 

The injuries thus received have rendered Redmond a cripple and prevented 
him for nearly thirt ears from earning a living at any active occupation. 
His good reputation as a soldier and his excellent qualities as a man appear, 
however, from the papers in his case, to have gained for him the cordial friend- 
ship of officers and men of the service on the Pacific coast, and through their 
interest he has been furnished with such work as he could perform, and thus 
been able to male his living. With age, however, he can no longer do this 
and he therefore now makes his appeal to Congress for aid. 

Theevidence of the incurrence of the injury whilein the employisent of the 


es 









{ Quartermaster's Department isample. Major Lugenbeel, ofthe Ninth Infantry, 
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then {n command of Harney Depot (afterwards Fort Colville), certifies on the 
Ith July, 1860, as follows: 

Thomas Redmond has been employed at this de as a teamster in the 
Quartermaster’s Department. During the month of November last, while he 
was on duty with the supply train between Snake River and this depot, he was 
very badly frost-bitten, and again frost-bitten while in the hospital at this depot, 
which at that time wasatent. The attending surgeon bas been compelled to 
amputate all of bis toes, and he is entirely unfitted to perform any kind of man- 
ual labor. Redmond was discharged from Captain Russell's company of the 
Fourth Regiment of Infantry in May, 1857, since which time he has nanem- 
ployé of the Quartermaster’s Department. He has always conducted himself 
well, and I cordially recommend him in the most favorable terms to the officers 
of the Army and the gentlemen of this coast.”’ 

This certificate is corroborated by that of Assistant Surgeon Berrien, then on 
duty at the same _ and by Wagon-master H. Field, under whose immediate 
command the claimant was at the time of receiving the injury. Major Austine 
certifies to his faithful performance of light duties at his post in 1861, and “ rec- 
ommends him to all concerned as a worthy old soldier who bas been crippled 
in service by exposure.’ Three private soldiers, Nelson C, Brown, John Doyle, 
and Alfred Moss, swear to the facts stated in the certificate of Major Lugenbeel, 

Accompanying the petition of the claimant are the signatures of a large num- 
ber of the most influential citizens of Vancouver, Wash,, official and private, 
together with those of army officers, including Lieutenant-Colonel Reynolds, 
deputy quartermaster-general; Lieut. Col, Basil Norris, oure* United States 
Army; W. E. Waters, surgeon United States Army; and W. 8. Kilbourne, as- 
sistant surgeon United States Army. 

It has been the practice to treat favorably applications from civilian employés 
of the Army who have been crippled in the performance of duty exceptionally 
arduous or attended with unusual risk. In this case the risk incurred was 
«reater than that of being wounded in battle. The man exposed to the rigors 
of a blizzard on the Western plains has less chance of life than a man who faces 
ahattery. There is, too, a special fact connected with the case in hand which 
makes the responsibility of the Government to this man very direct and pecu- 
liar. It is certified by Major Lugenbeel that the original injury of frost-bitten 
feet incurred while exposed on duty was supplemented by a second freezing 
while in hospital undergoing medical treatment. It is fair to presume that 
without this second injury he might have escaped the necessity of amputation, 
and for this the Government was clearly responsible. 

The bill is reported favorably and recommended for passage. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether this 
case belongs to any of the classes in which pensions are allowed. I 
understood from the reading that this soldier had been discharged and 
was not in the service at the time he received this injury. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GEAR). The Chair understands 
that this man had been employed regularly, but there is no law by 
which he can get a pension unless Congress passes a special act. 

Mr. HERMANN. He was regularly employed in the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands, but it re- 


~ quires a special act to enable him to get a pension. . 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE BLUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3635) grant- 
ing a pension to George Blum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of jum, late of Company E, 
Second United States Dragoons. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 3635) gating 
" p ‘nsion to George Blum, have considered the same and report as follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate report No. 801. Your committee adopt the 
same as theirreport and recommend passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 801, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 


‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3635) granting 
a pension toGeo Blum, have examined the sameand eo! 

George Blum, the beneficiary in this bill, isaa old warclaimant. He enlisted 
November 24, 1836, and wasd rged September 30, 1839, He claims a pension 
tor disability, alleging fever and ague, nervous , and rheumatism 
resulting in deafness and impafrment of the sight of the right eye. 

Hlis application for a pension was filed May 3, 1887, forty-eight years after his 
discharge. There is no record testimony he received any injury during 
his service,or that he was ill in the manner claimed, There is no evidence 
from any source as to the incurrence of the disabilities on account of which he 
asks to be pensioned except his own. There is testimony filed from bors 
and acquaintances to the effect that he is rheumatic, he is deaf, his 
sight is impaired, but it is not possible,after the lapse of half a century, to 
identify these disabtlities with his service. 

The testimony of Jacob Dall, who was a soldier in the Mexican war, is to the 
effect that he knew Blum since 1840, soon after his term of service expired; 
his sight was impaired; that he was hard of hearing, and that he was “* 
badly broken down.” It seems to the committee quite probable that his serv- 
ice had the effect claimed by him, th it is not in his erto it. He 

and helpless wife, and they axe quite 


is nearly eighty years old, has an 
in teow of all the facts the committee think it will not be astretch of liberaii 
to give him a pension as provided in the bill, which is reported favorably 
n recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY WHITE. 


_ The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1541) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is au- 
thorized and directed to pl the to the 
place upon pension-roll, prov sions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
White, late of Captain Dunscomb's company ot New York m war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1541) granting 
a pension to Mary White, have considered the same and report: 

he bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 862. Your committee adopt 
the same as their reportand recommend that the bill! do pass. 


(Senate Report No. 862, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1541) granting 
a pension to Mary White, widow of Daniel White, late a member of Captain Duns- 
“ame company of New York militia, war of 1812, have examined the same 
and report: 

That the husband was enrolled in the company above named on the 2d of 
September, 1°14, and served in the ranks until the 10th of said month, when he 
was detached to work as a blacksmith a the gun-carriages for the Govern- 
ment, in which last service he continued until the 5th of December, 1814. He 
was paid for eight days’ service asa soldier. What he was paid for services as 
blacksmith does not appear. He was honorably discharged from the service 
and a land-warrant was granted for the same, No. 110244, : 

The soldier died in 1879. His widow made an application for pension, but it 
has been re by the Pension Bureau on the ground that, under the act of 
Congress of March 9, 1878, governing service persion tor the war of 1812, four- 
teen days’ service was the shortest term for which pension was allowed. The 
widow was married to the soldier November 9, 1833. She is now seventy-eight 
yearsold, Sheisin needy circumstances. We think thatsubstantially the soldier 
in this case served the Government more than fourteen days, although his mili- 
tary service lasted only eight days. His services as blacksmith in the Govern- 
ment shops during the war and upon a regular detail were quite as valuable as 
his services as a soldier. 

We think the widow is agiteliy entitled to relief, and we therefore recom 
mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


LEVI B. SMITH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1211) 
granting a pension to Levi B. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi B. Smith, late of Company B, 
One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 121) 
granting a pension to Levi B, Smith, submit the aera report: 

In the consideration of this case the committee adopt the report made to the 
Senate as their own, which re is in the words and figures as follows: 

“The claimant under the bill, who wasa sergeant of Company B, One hun- 
dred and twenty-second Illinois Volunteers, states that while on the march 
with Sherman's army from North Carolina to Alexandria, Va.,and on detiched 
service with pioneer corps in ae bri ete., he suffered a fall which 
caused ‘ varicocele or enlargement of the spermatic cord, or, in other 
wane 8 veins communicating with the testicle,’ which has since been 

nful and aggravating whenever he has undertaken severe labor or been sub- 
Je to intense strain, impairing his capacity for work and rendering life a bur- 
en. 

* The fact that the injury was incurred while on detached service has made 
itim ble for him to procure such evidence as meets the requirements of the 
Pe Bureau, alth he furnishes the testimony of his family poeeaion 
for twenty-five who knew him as a sound man in that particular before 
enlistment, soho’ treated him for the testicular misadventure within three 
weeks after his discharge. The continuance and depressing nature of the dis- 
ability are certified to by an official board of med examiners, ; 

“ Your committee are d to take into account the negative and contin- 

t as well as positive and direct disabilities and disadvantages resulting from 
Soatent injuries; and finding that these injuries were incurred in servite, 
and that they exist to the extent aforesaid, they report favorably upon the bill 
and recommend it for passage.”’ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


POLLY M’ ARTHUR. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2753) granting a 
pension to Polly McArthur. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit nes ae That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ect to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Polly McArthur, nm in the hos- 
pital of the Third Battery, Fifth New York Heavy Artillery, at the rate of $12 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2755) 
granting a pension to Polly McArthur, submit the followi : 

The committee adopt the report of the Senate made in case as their ow), 
which is as follows: 

“It appears from the records of the Second Auditor’s Office that Mrs. Polly 
McArthur was paid as a matron, in the hospital of the Third Battery, Fifth New 
York Panes Soars, 5 Ss rate of $6 per month, from November 1, 1862, to 
A 


“fr from the evidence on file that she continued in the serv- 
= —_ ry 


ice without until . 

“The in the case fully sustains the follow 3 

“That d time the claimant was matron in she faithfully 
and earnestly 


her time and strength to the duties upon her by 
hile ing these 
with ery- 


oO eee lesen condition which prevents her from performi 
now ngany 
services or labor reason of the rheumatisay and erysipelas with wh ae 


suffers, being the Jast six months to wear shoes. 

**It is the opinion of Dr.  & of character and reputation. 
who has treated her for twenty her rheumatism was contracte:! 
while performing the duties of in said hospital. 

“She = teen ant > needy circumstances and asks to be put upon the 
pension-rolls at rate of $12 per month. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY A, NEWCOMB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (5. 2266) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au" 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Newcomb, a volunteer 
uurse in the late war, giving her during life the sum of $25a month in lieu of 
the pension now received by her. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2206 
granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb, submit the following report: 

The committee, in considering this case, adopt the Senate report herein as 
their own, which report is as follows: 

“This isa bill to pension Mary A. Newcomb, who, during the war for the 
Union, gave four years of efficient service as army nurse. 

“Mrs. Newcomb isthe widow of HiramA. W. Newcomb, who wasa member of 
Company F, Eleventh Illinois Infantry, and who was wounded during the battle 
at Fort Donaldson, and died a few days afterwards. She also had ason in the 
Union service, who died some years ago. She is now receiving a pension, as 
the widow of her late husband, at the rate of $12 per month. 

‘There are filed with the committee a number of papers, signed by offieers 
and surgeons, which sufficiently attest the official recognition of Mrs. New- 
comb, as well as the protracted, constant, and valuable service rendered by her 
on the hospital boats, in the regimental hospitals, and on the field. y 

“Surgeon D.S. MeGugin, writing on board the United States hospital boat 
Emma Duncan, January !, 1863, in a letter addressed to Colonel Parsons, says: 

**She has won the admiration of com manders and all observers by her un- 
tiring devotion and sleepless attention to the sick. Efficient without being 
efficious, and humane without display, she makes one of the most useful 


agents in dispensing blessings and benefits to the languishing soldiery in the | 


service.’ - 
“W. J. Johnson, late captain Company G, Eleventh Illinois Infantry, says: 


**She isa worthy woman, and ought long ago to have received a good pen- 
sion for the work she did.’ 


** Judge Gilmore, of E-ffinghamton, IIl., says: 

*** Mrs. Newcomb—*' Grandmother Newcomb," as slie isfamiliarily called by us 
all—spent four years of devoted service to the sick and wounded soldiers. She 
is now seventy-three years of age, and her infirmities make it impossible for her 
to do much towards making a support, and she is poor.’ "’ 

The committee is of the opinion that this aged and needy woman should have 
additional relief,and therefore report the bill back with a recommendation that 
the same do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
HENRY SPRAGUE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (5. 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud le hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Sprague, late a soldier in 
the war with Mexico, First United States Artillery, Regular Army, also of eight- 
een years’ service as a marine in the Navy of the United States, and also a so!- 
dier from Vermont in the war of the rebellion, and to pay him a pension of $20 


per month from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension now 
received by him. 


The report (by Mr. Nure) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2719) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are briefly set forth in the report of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Pensions, which i8 as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2719) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Sprague, have examined the same and 
report: 

PThe applicant is now receiving a pension of $8 per month under the Biex- 
ican war service-pension act. A large portion of his life has been spent in the 
service of his country, namely, in the Regular Army, First United states Artil- 
lery three years; in the Navy, eighteen years; in the war of the rebellion, nine 
months; making a total service of nearly twenty-two years. 

‘He was seriously injured in the breast while in the line of duty in helping 
to haul cannon at or near Guay mas, on the eastern coast of the Gulf of cali- 
fornia; severely wounded in the right hand while in the line of duty on the 
western coast of Africa, which resulted in the loss of index finger, a badly 
stiffened wrist-joint, and a deformed right hand. . 

He is now seventy-eight ycarsof age and with no visible means of support. 

“In view of his advanced age and feebleness, services rendered, and extreme 
poverty your committee recommend oe paces of this bill."’ 

It may be oe to add that had this claimant served twenty-two years in 
the Navy, existing laws would give him a service pension almost, if not quite, 
equal in amount to that proposed in the bill. 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANN G. BLACKINGTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1149) 
granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the ion laws, the name of Ann G. Blackington, widow of 
John Blackington, late seaman in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred (he bil! (=. 1149) 
granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington, submit the following report; 
The grounds — which the proposed beneficiary claims pension appear in 
the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which is as follows: 
.*The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Ann G. Blackington, have examined the same and report: 
The claimant is the widow of John Blackington, who was enrolled as a 
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seaman in the United States Navy, serving from May, 1864, till July, 1865, when 
he was discharged from the service upon the recommendation of the board of 
surgeons at the naval hospital at Pensacola, Fla., being unfit for further duty 
It is shown in the evidence on file that the seaman was much exposed while 
on board the receiving ship North Carolina, and also that he suffered from lung 
disease from the time of his discharge till his death from consumption in 1SS1. 

“This trouble was so severe that it incapacitated him from further service as 
seaman. The claimant is unable to produce more than one witness as to the 
contraction of disease, but asthe testimony of that one is positive, your com- 
mittee are disposed to accept that as sufficient The widow needsthe pension, 
and the service of the seaman was given so faras he was able. Therefore your 
committee report the bill favorably, and recom mend its passage without 
ment.’’ 

Your committee likewise re 


vmend 
ommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the r 


ecolil- 
mendation that it do pass, 


JONATHAN J) HALE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar 
granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jonathan D. Hale, 
at the rate of $0) a month 


was the 


‘The report (by Mr. NuTE) was read, as follows 


rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 2736) 
granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale, submit the following report 

The grounds upon which the proposed beneficiary claims pension are set 
forth in the reportof the Senate Committee on Pensions, which is appended 
hereto. 

Your committee likewise report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass, 

[Senate Report No. 678, Fifty-first Congress, first session. | 

Mr. B.air, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report 
(to accompany 8. 2756) : 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Jonathan 
D. Hale, of Fentress County, Tennessee, asking to be placed on the pension 
rolls, at the rate of $30 a month, for having been wounded in the United States 
service and loss of health contracted in the scout service of the United States 
during the years 1861, 1862, 1863, 1464, and 1465, submit the following report 

‘The applicant was chief of scouts for General George H. Thomas. 

‘This claim to favorable consideration is well sustained by the evidence of 
General George H, Thomas, who says 

‘Dr. Hale's statement of his services under my orders are true, and I remem- 
ber that General Nelson recommended him very highly when I relieved him 
(Nelson) in command of the troops at Camp Dick Robinson.” 

The evidence shows that the applicant was actually serving, but never 
tered into the service, for the reason, General Rosecrans says: 

“It was to facilitate the public service you were not so mustered in 

General Thomas further said : 

* The services rendered by Dr. Hale were of the utmostimportance, Through 
him and those employed by him I was constantly kept informed of the move- 
ments oftheenemy. I therefore have no hesitation in recommending that he 
and others employed at my headquarters as scouts should be placed on the 
same footing as regards pensions and bounty as enlisted men of the Army.”’ 

Concurring in which, General Rosecrans says 

“IT fully concur in a!l General Thomas says of youand them. IT was cogni 
zant of many of those services while commanding the Army of the Cumber 
land," 

Reference is had to a statement of General Schoepf, in which he says 

“Remember General Thomas saying to me aftor the battle of Mill Springs 
that Captain Hale's services during the day were worth more than the services 
of a whole regiment. Met him (Captain Hale) during the battle with an order 
from General Thomas. He was literally covered with mud, and bleeding from 
the head in consequence of a fall from his horse."’ 

Relating to Dr. Hale’s health, General Rosecrans says 

‘In this dangerous service much physical exposure was necessary. His health 
was so broken after the campaign of Chattanooga that ne was laid up for sey- 
eral weeks by my orders verbally given." 

Copies of letters referred to, from General Rosecrans and General George H 
Thomas, above quoted from, are appended, as are copies of letters from the late 
United States Senator General J. F. Miller, and from Justice Harlan of the Su 
preme Court, and from General Schoepf, testifying to Dr 
public services. 

Dr. Hale is now an old man, with no means of support, of broken constitu. 
tion and enfeebled health, incapable of further work. Rendering, as he did, 
such significant service to the Union Army during the war, and being deprived 
of the right to pension owing to his non-enlistment, which was prevented, as 
General Rosecrans says, that his service might be the more efficient, it seems 
but just to him that he should receive recognition from the Governmentin his 
old age. His services to the country were of the utmost consequence. There 
fore your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following 


muse 


Hale's character and 


amendment: Amend by substituting the initial “ D.’' for  B."’ wherever it oc 
curs in the bill or title 
Treasury DerarrMenstr, Reotsren’s Orrice, March 20, 1590, 


My Dear Sexator: lam in hopes you will do something to help Dr. J. D, 
Hale, the unshaken and undaunted Unionist, who performed such confidential, 
perilous, and important services under direction of Generals G. H, Thomas, 
Buell, and myself, commanding the Army of the Cumberland. 

A a citizen of Fentress County, Tennessee, owning a grist-mill, saw 
mill, and planing-mill, and a large farm, 200 acres under fence, and various 
tracts of land, he was obliged to leave everything tosave hislife. His advanced 
age and great intelligence led us to employ him as confidential! scout, instead 
of having him mustered in as captain of acompany which he readily organized 
in 1861. 

In this dangerous service much physical exposure was necessary. His health 
was so broken after the campaign of Chattanooga that he was laid up for sey- 
eral weeks by my orders verbally given. 

Now, his naturally excellent constitution, coupled with abstemious habits, 
begins to yieldto the wear and tear of service. His case isa special one of emi- 
nent fidelity to the Union and invaluable public service, which was the pre- 
cise cause of his pecuniary ruin and redustion to an old age of penury and pre- 
mature suffering, for which I have the deepest sympathy. I hope you and 
other Senators will have like sympathy and take action in his behalf. 

Very truly yours, 


Hon. H. W. Bratr, 
Lnited States Senate. 


W. 8. ROSECRANS, 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE TENNESSEE, 
Nashville, August 14, 1966. 
Respectfully forwarded for the consideration of the honorable Secretary of 


ar. 
‘The services rendered by J.D. Hale were of the utmost importance; through 


him and those employed by him I was constantly k informed of move- 
ments of the enemy. I therefore have no hesitation in recommending that he 
and others employed at my headquarters as scouts should be on the 
same footing as regards pensions and bounties as enlisted men of the Army. 


GEO. H. THOMAS, 
Major-General, United States Army, Commanding. 
ADIJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, August 20, 1866. 
Sin: Your communication of July 30, addressed to Major-General Thomas, 
requesting information whether scouts not regularly mustered into the service 
should not be placed on the same footing with ealisted soidiers as regards 
bounty, pension, etc., has been forwarded. to this office with the recommenda- 
tion that yourself and others employed at General Thomas's headquarters be 
80 treated. 
In reply, I have respectfully to state that there is no law for such allowance. 
Tt is usual to pay such men at higher rates in com n for their serviees. 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Mr. J. D. Hause, Sr. 
Hales Mills, Tennessee, through Headquarters Department of Tennessee. 


Forty-ricgutn ConGerrss, COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
House Or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 21, 184. 

I have read the copies of your letter of July 30, 1866, to Maj. Gen. George H.- 
Thomas, United States Army, and his answer thereto of the lith of August. 
1866, respecting the services of yourself and the military scouts under your com- 
mand to the Union cause and to the military operations in Tennessee and Ken- 
tucky during the late war. 

I was cognizant of many of those services while commanding the Army of the 
Cumberland. 

I fully concur in all General Thomas says of them, and in his recommenda- 
tion that you and these scouts should be on the same footing as if ou 
had been reguiarly mustered into the service. It was to facilitate the public 
service that you were not so mustered in. 

Very truly your friend, 
W. 8. ROSECRANS, 
7 Bet, Major-General U. 8. Army. 

Dr. J, D. Hate, Washington, D. C. 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Ww , D. C., February 22, 1882. 

Dear Sm: Dr. J. D. Hale, now night watchman at the t, formerly 
a man of wealth, was one of the most uncompromising Union men in Ten- 
nessee, and as chief of our scout®ervice ren service of the highest impor- 
tance and value to the Union cause in the Army of the Cumberland. 

Of dauntiess cow , tried integrity, and = discretion, his testimonials 
are - ont could be — on8 eeneee to your aa 
consideration, because growing would seem ought 
allowed a berth that would be less arduous and more in accord with his deserts, 
his capacity, and intelligence. 

four friend, 


Hon. T. 0, Howr, 
Poslmaster-General, 


W. S. ROSECRANS. 


I concur with General Rosecrans. I knew Dr. Hale personally in Tennessee 
during the war, and know personally of his loyalty and the 
rendered to our cause. General Thomas confided in him and 
his service in great matters. Itis a sad commentary on the grati of 
lies to see this old man in poverty serving as a mere watchman when he ought 
to have a first-class place. 


I knew Dr, Haleduring his connection with General Thomas i 
well remember the very high esteem in which he was held by that officer. 
If ever a case was ted in which the Government should take care of a 


citizen, it is that of Dr. Hale; and I hope his application for a better place than 


he has will be granted, 
JOHN M. HARLAN. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY A. HOOKE. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, os the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Hooke, as widow of Will- 
iam H. Hooke, late a private in Company A, Eleventh New Hampshire Vol- 
unteers. 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1973) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke, submit the following report : 

The Senate Committee on FonOnae capes as follows: 

* The facts in this case, which were set forth in affidavits and other testimony 
submitted to r committee, are these : 

"In 1838 Mrs, Hooke married C. W. Gilmore. In 1861 he deserted her, and 
since that time has never made any fe 
him once or twice and learned that he was li 
was considered his wife. She resumed her 
further knowledge of the man until informed i death about thirteen = 


rward. Believing this to be was afterwards 
to have been false, she married in 1874 i Hooke, late Com- 
pany A, pa | New Hampshire Volunteers, the soldier as whose she 
now nsion. 

“The soldier himself was drawi pension at time of his death in 1882. 
His Naga mate cogtenmen «i th P oiien tion was refused 
on the ve indicated bey was not soldier. 
The soldier was broken in health, and dari the et ny 


life Mrs, Hooke devoted herself to the faithful care and alppiabelbethetion’. 


She is now , in ill health, and dependent for support. Testimony is borne 
to the and purity of hercharacter by credible witnesses. 

* In view of the facts thus stated and supported, your committee recommend 
the passage of the bill.” 

It may be added that the soldier, in addition to the wound of arm for which 
he was pensioned, contracted diarrhea and disease of lungs while in service, 
which finally caused his death, as is clearly shown by the evidence on file. 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


AMANDA WATSON BOWLER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1975) granting a 
pension to Amanda Watson Bowler. : 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!!l the name of Mrs. Amanda 
Watson Bowler (formerly Amanda Watson), an army nurse to Union soldiers 
who were held as prisoners at Memphis, Tenn., at the rate of $25 a month. 


The report (by Mr. Nurs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1975) 
granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler, submit the following report : 
The facts in the case appear in the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, as follows: 
7 Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1975) grant- 
‘ing a pension to Amanda 7 Bowler, have examined the same report 


favorably, passage. 

“It ree from the before the committee that Amanda Watson (now 
A Watson Bo ), shortly before the breaking out of the rebellion, in 
the prosecution of her profession as teacher of music, and with the purpose ot 
contributing more liberally towards the support of aged parents, went from 
Maine to Memphis, Tenn. 

“In the fall of 1861 she relinquished her profession for the purpose of nurs- 
ing sick and wounded Union soldiers in Overton Hi tal, at Memphis, 
= she remained, without receiving any pecuniary consideration, till June, 

“The testimonials to the rare devotion and success of Miss Watson's labors 
during this period are numerous and conclusive. 

‘*Her work was not confined to the Union soldiers, but she also ministered to 
the Confederate sick 


“ Dr. H. P. Atkins, surgeon in the Confederate , who had of the 
hospitals at ——. including the Overton, from to June, says: 
“*T found Miss Watson there. She did not receive any co: from 
the Confederate States, but only asked the privilege of admin ing and at- 
tending upon the sick and wounded soldiers. I must say I never wit- 
nessed more care and attention manifested by any one than she to all such.’ 
oe Washington Galland, of the lowa , who was captured 
by the federates at the battle of Shiloh and conve’ 
dangerously sick and was taken to the Overton H. , says: 
***After being given up to die by the Confederate surgeon, by reason of the 
judicious care and nursing of Miss Watson [ recovered and I was afterward 
changed and retnrned tomy command. During my convalescence I had the op- 
vy of visiting others of the sick and wountel, and uently saw Miss 
atson engaged in nursing and caring for our sick and w b 


“ George 8. Allen, lieutenant-colonel and surgeon, U. S. Army, says: 
“*On ning possession of the Overton Hospital (in June, 1862), we found 
Miss Watson as nurse, devoting her entire time, day and to the 


service of the sick and wounded indiscriminately, always kindly and intelli- 


y, whether the patient to the or the Southern army. 
there was one woman from the North who improved her opportunity to do 
good for our sick, this was Miss Watson.’ 
“In a recent letter Mrs. Bowler 2 


““T have just returned from the Maine general hospital, where I have been 
treated for weakness in both caused by running up and down the iron 
stairs to the fifth flight to nurse the Union prisoners in that Southern hospitaL 
I there received that life-long.’ 


the 
Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill, amended, 
ever, ere out the words “twenty-five,” in line 5, and insert therein in- 
stead word “ twelve.” 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to strike out ‘‘$25”’ and insert ‘‘ $12,’’ was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amende:! was laid aside to be reported to the House wit 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL MILLER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3145) 


granting a pension to Samuel Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be Rented A., pat Suseiony of fe Tateriet be, ona ba is hereby, = 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- aunjen peovithons 
limitations of the laws, the name of Sam Miller, a petyate ia 
Company C, Eleventh Pennsylvania . 


The report (by Mr. GoopNIGHT) was read, as follows: 
wf ee ee aa the bill (S.3145) 
with the tasdihentions indicated, and recommend the of the bill: 
amended so as to provide for the payment to the pensioner of $ per month. 
(Senate Report No. 666, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 


on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3145) granting 
» een’ De nae ae . : ‘* 


Trota taaaaonotitenion Hehe produced evidence from sonar tes 
sistant Sad tats Sarg? snc ere fe Neha a 
a disabling progressive disease. 








1890. 





In the opinion of the committee it is the right and duty of Congress to give 
relief by special legislation in cases in which rejection for non-compliance with 
the general laws becomes a hardship. f 

The report of the committee of the House of the Fiftieth Congress upon which 
the House bill was submitted and passed covers this soldier's claim. It is 
adopted as a part of this report, and is as follows: d ; 

Soldier enlisted June, 186!, in,and was discharged June 13, 1864, from, Com- 
pany C, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves (Fortieth Volunteers). He 
subsequently served from August 18, 1864, to July 1, 1865, in Company G, Fourth 
Pennsylvania Cavalry. He alleges that at New Falmouth, Va., in May, 1862, 
he contracted kidney disease, from which he is still suffering; his back is weak, 
and he frequently has to wear plasters on the small of his back. 

The Pension Office rejected this claim ‘‘ on the ground that there is no record 
of the alleged disability, and the claimant has declared his inability to furnish 
evidence of medical treatment for the same in the service or prior to 1868, The 
evidence filed is incompetent to establish the claim.”’ 

The claimant states that his company officers are all dead except Capt. George 
W.FI and Lieutenant Sutton; and the surgeon who treated him is dead. 
He says he can not get the affidavit of the family physician as to soundness at 
enlistment,as he is dead. He had no medical treatment from the time of his 
discharge up to 186s. 

The records of this soldier's regiment are not on file in the Surgeon-General’s 
Office, nor are tkey to be found in the Adjutant-General's Office. 

Several of this soldier's neighbors testify that they were well acquainted 
with claimant before he enlisted,and he was in sound physical health and free 
from kidney disease. 


As to the incurrence of the disability in the service there isan affidavit on file, ; 


that of the captain of the company, George W. Fleeger, which is as follows: 

“Claimant, at Falmouth, Va., in May, 1862, became sick, was excused from 
duty, and was sent to the hospital. Do not remember what his ailment was ; 
but according to my recollection soldier had not returned to duty June 27, 1862, 
atthe battle of Gaines’ Mill. Dr. 8. S. Benneville, the surgeon who treated 
claimant, is dead.”’ 

Since dischage, Dr. 8. Graham, November 15, 1882, testifies that he ‘ treated 
claimant for chronic nephritis in 1868, and am still treating him for same; be- 
lieve his disability to be one-fourth.” 

The present condition of this claimant is shown by the certificates of Drs. 
Zimmerman and Bippers, hereto attached : : 

I have, this 6th day of April, A. D. 1886,examined Samuel Miller, private of 
Company C, Eleventh Pennsylvania Reserves, and find him suffering from hem- 
iplegia of the right side, which incapacitates him from manual labor, and even 
walking is difficult without the assistance of acane. Iam aresident of Butler, 
Pa.; have been in the ——- of medicine for fifteen years; graduated from 
Jefferson Medical College of Philadelphia, Pa., and am in no wise interested 
in the prosecution of this claim. 

G.M. ZIMMERMAN, W. D. 


Sworn and subscribed before me April 6, A. D. 1886. 
J.W. BROWN, Justice of the Peace. 


Certificate of official character on file in Department. 

T have, this 6th day of April, A. D. 1886, examined Samuel Miller, a private of 
Company C, Eleventh Pennsylvania Reserves, and find him suffering from 
hemiplegia of the right side, which prevents him from performing manual 
labor, and also can not walk without the aid of a cane without great difficulty. 

Iam a residentof Butler, Pa.; have been practicing medicine two years; am 
a ceomnate ot the Jefferson Medical College of Philadelphia; am not interested 
in this e i 


S. M. BIPPERS, M. D. 
Sworn and subscribed before me April 6, 1886. 
J. W. BROWN, Justice of thePeace. 


Hon, George W. Fleeger, at presenta member of the House of Representa- 
tives, who was at that time captain of the company in which claimant served, 
testifies to his recollection of soldier's illness, which continued for some time, 
and has also spoken ents of his charecter asa soldier. The want of hospital 
record is no fault of claimant’s, but its absence is in a'great measure supplied 
by the testimony of his captain. 

Your committee, entertaining no doubt of the incurrence of the disease as 
claimed and of its continuance to this day, recommend the passage of the bill. 

In his veto message the late President makes this comment : 

‘*It will be observed that since the date when it is claimed his disabilities 
visited him Mr. Miller not omy neve out his first term of enlistment, but re- 
enlisted, and necessarily must have passed a medica! examination.’ 

The Pension Office places a smaller valuation on a medical examination than 
does the ex-President, since nine-tenths of soldiers’ claims are rejected on the 

und that disease for which pension is claimed existed prior to enlistment. 
inariiy it would be considered a commendable thing to enlist at the end of 
a well-served term, and an evidence of grit and patriotism that should have rec- 
ition, especially when a soldier serves to the end of the war and retires to 
civil life with broken health and a progressive disease, According to the testi- 
pave of the doctors this man is half paralyzed and more than one-half help- 


ess, 
The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to add to the bill the words ‘“‘and pay him a pension of $8 a 
month,’’ was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time limited by order of the House for the 
consideration of Senate pension bills in Committee of the Whole has 
now ex 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DUNNELL having resumed 
the chair as ee tempore, Mr. GEAR reported that the Com- 
mittee of the ouse, having had under consideration bills on 
the Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry pension bills 
of the Senate, some with and some without amendment. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The SPEAKER pro ers If there be no objection, Sen 
= favorably to the House from the Committee of the 
considered as read a third time and passed. 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better proceed in the 
— way and have the titles of the bills read, at least. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report those bills com- 


bills re- 
hole will 
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If there be no objec- 


; a 


ing from the committee without amendments. 
tion 

Mr. KILGORE. The billsmight be read by theircaption. That is 
alll ask. I think business ought to be done in a business-like way. 

The SPEAKER pro temp: The Clerk will read the bills in the 
manner indicated. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendment, were severally ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, namely 

A bill (S. 1294) to increase the pension of James Coey 

A bill (8. 759) granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins 

A bill (S. 2423) granting a pension to Carrie M. Miller 

A bill (S, 2438) to place the name of Lena Neuninger on the 
roll; 

A bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sholl; 

A bill (S. 3158) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W 
Thornton, widow of the late Capt. James S, Thornton, United States 
Navy; 

A bill (8S. 2972) granting a pension to Susan C. White; 

A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

A bill (S. 2240) granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene-Hodgman 

A bill (S. 3366) granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander; 

A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Sallie E. Richards 

A bill (8. 353) granting a pension to Mrs, A. J. Horton; 

A bill (8S. 2720) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker; 

A bill (S. 1602) granting a pension to Wells C. Harrell; 

A bill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald; 

A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 

A bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum 

A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to Mary White; 

A bill (8. 1211) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 

A bill (8.°2753) granting a pension to Polly McArthar; 

A bill (S. 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb; 

A bill (S, 2719) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague; 

A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington; 

A bill (S. 2736) granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale; and 

A bill (8. 1973) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with amendment, were severally considered, the amendments 
concurred in, and the bills as amended ordered toa third reading; and 
being read the third time were passed, namely: 

\ bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (8.1305) granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon, army 
nurse; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowle 

A bill (S. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller. 

Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the several votes by which the bi! 
were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 





pension 


an 


ORDER OF 1 INI 


Mr. FUNSTON. I ask unanimous consent that we proceed to recog- 
nize gentlemen whose namesareonthelist. I have been for two week 
here in expectation of recognition. 

Mr. FLOWER. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Then I submit a parliamentary inquiry 
are we here for that are not on the list? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I make the point of order that the last 
recognition by unanimous consent was on the other side, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. I have the same kind of a bil! 
which [ hold in my hand. It does not call for any expenditure 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the name o! 
the gentleman from Ohio does not appear upon the list the Chair holds 
in his hand, nor on the list furnished by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY ] who presided on last Friday evening. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ican not help that. Ia 
recognition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will feel 
to follow the list of recognitions already agreed upon 

PHILIP 1. 

Mr. ANDREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera 
tion of the bill (S. 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Gre 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the pensior of Philip T. Greely, of Cambridgeport 


Mass., late a private in Company D, Twenty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts 


Volunteer Infantry, be, and the same is hereby, iner« 


lieu of the pension he now receives, 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair is informed that the House 
report is not here, but the Clerk will read the Senate report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2370) granting 
a pension to Philip T. Greely, have examined the same and report: 


It appears from the papers in the case that Mr. Greely served as a member o! 
Company D, Twenty-fourth Massachusetts Volunteers, from January 2, 18€4, to 
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January 20,1866, On the 2ist of July, 1866, he applied for pension on account 
of a gunshot wound of the right heel, received while in the service and line of 
duty, which was allowed at the rate of # per month, 

This was increased to $% per month in March, 1879, and again to $8 per month 
in June, 1882, at which rate he is now pensioned. He has applied for further 
increase, and the claim has been rejected by the Departmeat. His several 
declarations for increase, filed atdifferent times,vary somewhat in their claims. 
The general fact, however, is plain throughout the entire case that the peti- 
tioner is suffering from a greater degree of disability than that for which he 
receives pension, and disability which, with a liberal construction of the evi- 
dence, may be considered the outcome of his army service. 

In his application for a special act, filed at this session of Congress, he deposes 
that he has no income or property of any deseription except the small pension 
he receives, and State aid, and occasionally some canvassing for books, when 
able to be out of doors. He carries his crippled left hand and arm in a sling; 
much of the time he can not use it atall, Hasa widowed mother dependent 
—— him for support, seventy-six years of age, partially paralyzed,and almost 
blind, 

There is medical testimony, hereto attached, confirming the claimant's state- 
ment; aisoan affidavit from leading citizens of Cambridge, Mass, his home, 
testifying to his character and worth as a man. 

In the opinion of your committee the claimant deserves a larger pension than 
he now receives, and therefore they recommend the passage of the bill, with an 
amendment striking out that portion of the bill which relates to the granting of 
arrears, 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I am informed by a member of the 
committee that they have recommended a reduction to $25 per month. 
The reportof the committee is not yet printed. Therefore, I make that 
motion. 

The motion was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was passed. 


SMITH J, SHAFER. 


Mr. FLICK. | ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, at the rate of $72 per month, 
in Hien of the pension which he now receives, the name of Smith J. Shafer, late 
private Company F, Sixty-sixth Ohlo Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 2892) 
increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer, submit the following report : 

The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Commilitee 
on Pensions, as follows: : 

“Smith J. Shafer was a member of Cowpany EF, Sixth ObioInfantry. He was 
wounded and taken prisoner at Port Republic in 1862, and his leftleg was ampu- 
tated by the Confederate surgeons. He is now receiving a pension at the rate 


. of 86 a month, and this bill provides for paying him $72 a month in lieu of the 


pension he is now receiving. 

“The Pension Office refuses to increase his rating because it is not shown that 
he requires the regular aid and attendance of another person. 

™ His attending physician in 1836 testified to the absence of his left leg, and 
that he has varicose veins and ulcers in aggravated form on the other. He 
wheels himself about in an invalid chair. 

“In 1874 the examining surgeon's certificate shows that he can not wear an 
artificial leg; that his right leg is one-third larger than natural, and it is covered 
with ulcers and varicose veins. In 1882theexamining surgeon's report says the 
right leg is a mass of varicose veins; that there isa bunch of enlarged veins in 
the right groin. Good part of the abdomen is covered with enlarged veins. 
‘There are many on leg andabdomen as large asa good-sized little . The 
rate him at #30 a month, and say he is as helpless as though he lost bot 


egs. 

“Tn 1886 the examining surgeon's certific ste says he is using invalid’s chair; 
that he ulres aid and attendance one-third of the time; that his disability is 
permanentand progressive and will terminate disastrously; that it is difficult 
to rate him as they can not estimate the time he may req attendance. 

“Several reputable physicians haveexamined him and their testimony shows 
that he suffers counnay and intensely; that the enlargement of the t leg, 
the varicose veins and uloers, cause 60 much irritation as to be equivalent to its 
entire loss; that it would be better for him and he would be more comfortable 
if it was amputated, which it can not be in its present condition. Even if he 
could wear his artifictal leg, the condition of the right leg is such that he can not 
walk or stand upon it. 

* The conclusion of the com mittee is that bis right leg is useless and worse, be- 
cause it is a mass of excrescences, causing constant reat suffering, and that 
he would be better off with two healthy stumps, in which case there would be 
no question as to his claim to the highest rate. Underthe circumstances his dis- 
ability is equal to the loss of both legs, and worse in its effect; therefore the 
bill is re favorably with a recommendation that it do pass.” 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill, 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 


NICHOLAS DUNFEER. 


Mr, HAYES. lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5699) for the relief of Nicholas Dunfee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, aud hereby is, authorized and 
clirected to remove the cha of desertion from the name of Nicholas Dunfee, 
late of Company I, Twenti Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and to amend his 
military record ase: and that he be restored to all rights lost or sus- 
pended by reason of said charge of desertion. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Add to the bill : 

Prov 


ided, That the said Nicholas Dunfee shall not be entitled to any pay or 
allowance for any time that he was not actually in the performance of military 


duties. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 








MARY L. NASH. 


Mr. COGSWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
— of the bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. 
vash. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Mary L. Nash, dependent sister of Samuel! L. Nash, 
Company H, Thirty-second Massachusetts Regiment, and Andrew J. Nash and 
Francis J. Nash, both of Company B, Thirty-fifth Massachusetts Regiment, a 
pension of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. FLick) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 

10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash, submit the howling peree: 
_ Mary L. Nash is the dependent sister of Samuel L. Nash, who while serv- 
ing as a private in Company H, Thirty-second Massachusetts Volunteers. The 
mother of the soldier was a pensioner on account of his death and dependence 
upon him from February 11, 1865, to date of her death in A 1889, 

Two other brothers of the br beneficiary also losttheir lives in the serv- 
ice of the Government, all three of them participating in the battle of Antie- 
tam, where one of them was killed. 

The other brothers of Mary I. Nash were married at the time of their death, 
leaving the entire care of the family toSamuel L. Nash, the father having died 
previous tothe war without any property or other means of support. 

_From the evidence before your committee it further that M L. 
Nash has no properly orincome from any source; that she is a confirmed in- 
valid by reason of nervous disease, from which she has suffered almost contin- 
uously from chil , inconsequence whereof she is unable to earn her own 
support, and that there is no one legally bound to support her. ’ 

Although, as heretofore stated, three of this family gave their lives to their 
country, not one cent of pension is now paid to any one on their account. It 
would seem but simple justice to provide for the remaining one of this 
patriotic family, in particular when it is shown that, unless relief comes to her 
eoon, she must become a charge on the public. 

Your committee, therefore, report favorably on the accompanying bill, and 
ask that it do pass, amended, however, - striking out the word “ twenty,”’ in 
line 8, and insert therein instead the word “twelve.” 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
recommended by the committee adopted, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and being engrossed, it 
was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY JANE BLACKLEDGE, 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 11304) granting a pension Mary J. 
Blackledge. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane Blackledge, late 


widow of George Goodman, aprivate in Company F, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
of Iowa Volunteers. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. GEAR. I would suggest to the gentleman that where the pen- 
sion is the usual amount allowed by law, that we dispense with the 
reading of the reports to save time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the ion in this case isa small 
amount, and I will not call for the ing of the report. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading: and being engrossed, it was read the third 
time, and passed. 


EDWIN D. BRADLEY. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN, [ask unanimous consent for the present gon- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to 


Edwin D. Bradley, late coionel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Edwin D. Bradley, late a colonel of the Thirty- 
eighth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, war of 1861 to 1865, a pension here- 
after at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11481) granting an increase of vane to Edwin D. Bradiey, late colonel of the 
Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, submit the following report : 

Edwin D. B served as captain of Company F, First Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, from July 29, 1846, to June 5, 1847, also as adjutant 
ofthe Fourteenth Dagmmont Ohio Volunteers in the war of 1861, from Apri! 27, 
1861, to August 16, 1861; alsoas colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers, in the same war, from September 10, 1861, to February 8, 1862. He is 
now eighty-seven years of 

While in the service in Mexican war he contracted chronic diarrhea, 
which disability has afflicted him continuously since his service in that war, 
and still does so. reason of this disease he was compelled to resign his 
commission in the Thirty-cighth Ohio Regiment and return home. In 1872 he 
was attacked by goavengae. which to the extent of practically 
destroying his left lung. He is now drawing a at the rate of $20 per 
month for the disability resulting from chronic diarrhea. 

His application for an increase of pension was filed in May, and dl 
December 12, 1883. SSS Enea upon wine Saeoniin wae were disease 


from Delta. That examination shows that 
pian of fetes, 08 aay O saaeees eee being unable to out of 
his room ; ity; can not void urine without use of . The 


report states; 
I find him resting on the lounge unable to divest himself of part of his 
clothing to be examined, Tongue some coated, grooved, and ; continu- 








1890. 








ally hacking and trying to clear the throat. On auscultation and percussion 
I find the left lung totally worthless, little or no air entering it. Right lung 
is quite good for his . * * * There is excessive tenderness of the leftiliac 
side and over the bladder. The spine all the way is very tender to pressure. 
Has not voided urine for eight years without the use of the catheter. When 
not having diarrhea is very costive. Requires a constant attendant. * 7 
A man of excellent habits.” a a Be : 

The claim for increase was rejected on the ground that the disabilities claimed 
to be results of the chronic diarrhea for which claimant was drawing pension 
could not be accepted as such results. 

There is no question regarding the complete and permanently disabled con- 
dition of claimant. His great age and enfeebled condition, taken in connec- 
tion with his faithful service to his country in two wars of the Republic, appeals 
strongly to the generous consideration of Congress. Agaih, it is by no means 
certain that the diseases which now afflict him are not traceable to the original 
pensionable cause. But however opinions may differ upon that point, your 
committee fee! that the condition and services of this soldier are such as to 
oe the granting of the relief asked, and we therefore report the bil! favor- 
ably. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to be en- 


grossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was read the third 
time, and passed. 


URIAH BRYANT. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration ot the bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah 
Bryant. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Uriah Bryant, 
jate asoldier in the Florida war, in Capt. N. G. Foster's company and Colonel 
Cooper's regiment of Georgia volunteers, and that he be paid a pension under 
the provisions of the pension laws. 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what the pension law pro- 
vides in such cases. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Eight dollars per month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I will not ask for the reading of the report. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


BERNHARD STUEBER. 


Mr. McCORMICK. lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3573) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Bernhard Steuber. 

The bill is as follows: 


Whereas Bernhard Stueber, late a sergeant of Company F, One hundred and 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, by reason of disease contracted 
in the service of the United States pee to September 14, 1862, was, after the bat- 
tle of en Gree a furlough or leave of absence by the commander of 
his company and regiment, on recommendation of the surgeon, but which said 
furlough was not reported at headquarters; and 

Whereas, by reason of a general order issued prior to thattime, no furloughs 
were to be authorized at headquarters, and for this reason the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral is unable, unwilling, or unauthorized to remove the charge of desertion 
which appears against the name of said Stueber on the rolls of the War Depart- 
ment, notwithstanding the evidence furnished by the soldier that his physical 
condition po his return to his command, and that the authority acted 
upon was in perfectly good faith: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of Sergt. Bernhard 
Stueber, lateof Company F, One hundred and seventh Kegiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, on the records of the Adjutant-General’s Office, and issue him an 
honorable discharge. 


The Committee on Military Affairs recommend the striking out of 
the preamble. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read 


athird time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 


ALONZO HIX, 


Mr. PARRETT, I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo Hix, late of Company D, 
Fifth Indiana Legion, in the war of the rebellion. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Add to the bill the words “the pension to commence from approval of this 
” 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
granting a pension to Alonzo Hix, submit the following report: 
claimant alleges that in July, 1863, and while serving asa private in Com- 
pany D, Fifth Indiana ion, he was injured in right breast and left hip by his 
rse falling u him w on picket duty at the time of Morgan’s and Hines’s 
raid. This injury occurred at Anderson Township, Posey County, Indiana. 
The records of the adjutant-general of the State of Indiana show that the 
claimant was enrolled June 15, 1861, as a private in Company D, Fifth Regi- 
ment Indiana State Legion, and mustered out in February, 1865. Period of 
actual service, fourteen days. 
A. P. Batson, of Tell City, Ind., swears he was captain of said com pany, and 
that onthe llth of July, 1 he received an order from the colonel! of the reg- 
iment to form a picket line from Cannelton to Grandview, in the State of In- 
diana, and another line from Troy to Hagadorn’s, and it was with the latter 
division that the claimant one dark, stormy night received, while in the line ot 
his duty, from the fall of his horse, an inlay of his right breast and left hip. 


The next morning witness sent a physician to treat the claimant, who was to- 
tally disabled for duty from that time on by his injuries, 
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Other testimony shows that the claimant was a sound man when he entered 
the service, and that when he returned from his company he wassuffering with 
the injuries received as above stated, and that he has been seriously disabled 
for the performance of manual labor ever since to the present time. His pres- 
ent condition is fully described in the testimony of Drs. William Cluthe and 
Francis A. Mitchell, and it is apparent that he can do but little if any manual 
labor. 

It is further shown that the claimant's only property is a third interest in 76 
acres uf poor hill land in Perry County, Indiana, and he has been obliged to 
sive up farming altogether. He now lives about from place to place among 

riends and relatives. 

A petition signed by Isaac Dunn (auditor of Perry County, Indiana) and 79 
others, asking that the relief prayed for be granted, accompanies the bill. 

The claimant's application to the Pension Bureau was rejected on the ground 
that, being a member of the State militia, and not having filed and established 
his claim prior to the 4th day of July, 1874, he is barred by section 4693, Revised 
Statutes of the United States, 

Your committee, however, regard the case as a proper one for the special ac 
tion of Congress, and the bill is therefore returned with the recommendation 
hat it do pass, amended by adding the words ‘“‘the pension to date from ap 

proval of this act.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 








REBECCA A. BAKER. 


Mr. LAWS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the limitations of 
existing laws,the name of Rebecca A. Baker, formerly widow of George W 
Baker, late of Company F, Ninth Iowa Cavalry. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Amend by striking out the name “ Baker 
line 6 and inserting instead the name 


after the nan 
* Green.”’ 


The title was amended to correspond with the body of the bill. 
The report (by Mr. LAws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Baker, submit the following report: 

George W. Baker enlisted November 30, 1863, and died in hospital at St. 
Louis, February 5, 1864. His widow, Rebecca A. Baker, was pensioned, cer- 
tificate No. 150697, at $8 until January i9, 1870, when she married one Green, 
who represented to the widow that he was a man of means, having $10,000in 
the bank, ete. This and all other representations as to wealth and character 
proved to be false in every particular, and Green was found without any means 
whatever, a characterless scoundrel and a thief, and the widow swears slie 
never lived with him as his wife. Green left her and they lived apart to the 
date of Green’s death, some two years ago. 

As the widow of George W. Barker she was left without other means of sup 
port than her pension, and poverty and hard labor had so broken her health 
that she was induced to accept what she supposed was an advantageous offer of 
marriage. Mrs. Barker is now old, very poor,and in feeble health. From the 
evidence on file the case seems to be entirely meritorious, the remarriage being 
the only bartoher pension. Your committee therefore recommend the passage 
of the bill, amended, however, by striking out the name “ Barker” after the 
name “* Rebecca A.,”’ in line 6, and inserting instead the name *‘Green.”’ 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and . 
passed. 


Rebecca A, 


HENRY A. BARNUM. 


Mr. FLOWER. ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Henry A. Kar 


num, late brigadier-generai and brevet major-general of volunteers, and pay 
him a pension of $100 per month from and after the passage of this act 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen will allow me, I desire to 
make a short statement concernfng this bill. Major-General Barnum 
fought his way up from captain in the Twelfth New York Volunteers, 
a regiment which went from near my home. He deserves from me, 
and from the members from New York, something more than a mere 
report; and I would not feel as though I had done my duty to that 
brave officer if I remained silent at this time. He fought at Malvern 
Hill and was shot through the body, was left for dead on the ground 
and carried off by his comrades, and before that wound healed in ten 
battles he fought his way and won a major-general’s star. 

Ever since then he has suffered from a running wound and does to- 
day. He has doctor’s bills to pay that more than equal the amount 
of his pension, and I ask this Housg to do him simple justice and put 
him on the pension-roll at $100 a month. Wherever the bullets were 
whistling or shells were bursting, there you found him fighting man- 
fully for the old flagand the Union. I think hisisa very worthy case, 
and I ask that the bill be passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has not heen reported. 

Mr. FLOWER. It is reported unanimously, 

Mr. BAKER, I want to say in corroboration of what my colleague 
has said that I have known General Barnum ever since the war, and 
no man won brighter laurels or has suffered more ever since the war 
than General Henry A. Barnum. I think we can do no better thing 
than to give what this bill proposes to give to a man of his eminence, 
fighting qualities, and merit. 


I 
R 


The Chair understands that this bill 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. What is General Barnum’s present con- 
dition in reference to being able to do business? 

Mr. FLOWER. He does no business. He is being doctored by Dr. 
Lewis B. Sayre, and every month pays more doctor’sbillsthan the 
amount of his pension. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. Is not General Barnum a man of large means? 

Mr. FLOWER. On, no; he is a poor man. 

Mr. BAKER. He has to wear a silver tube constantly in the wound, 
and has for all these years. The pension will not pay his doctor’s bills. 

Mr. CUTCHKON, This is the largest pension, I believe, that has 
ever heen granted to an officer in his own right. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Except one, General Black. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. General Black’s isthe same, $100 per month. I 
will not interpose any objection. I have attended here regularly every 
Friday night this session and I believe in all I have taken less than 
five minutes of the time of the House, and I would like unanimous 
consent to print afew remarks in the RecorD on the subjectof the pen- 
sion legislation of this session. 

Unanimous consent was granted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. 8 er, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BAKer] if I understood hira to say that we ought to 
grant this pension because this man has rendered valuable services. 

Mr. BAKER. Not on that account alone. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wanted to ask the gentleman it he thought we 
ought to base our pension legislation upon the fact that a man simply 
aid his duty. 

Mr. BAKER. Not at all. 

Mr, CHEADLE. Whether we ought not to base this pension legis- 
lation upon the disability under which the soldier is suffering. 

Mr. BAKER. I say so. I think we ought to base it on the disa- 
bility in this case; and I do not believe there is a parallel to this case 
in the Medical and Surgical History of the War. 

Mr. SAWYER. The general has to wear a drainage, too, all the 
time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I shall not object to the consideration or to the 
vote upon this bill, by demanding a enue or anything of that kind, 
but I simply want to call the attention of the House now to the fact 
that these tremendously large pensions that are granted are what make 
the aggregate expense so great. 

Mr. BAKER. I agree with my friend, but this case is one of those 
that entitles the man to it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And we ought to be careful not to grant them un- 
less they are necessary. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what pension this 
officer is getting at the present time. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I think he is getting $50 per month; 
Tam not sure. 

A Member. Thirty dollars. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does any one know what he is getting? 

Mr. FLOWER. I think he is getting $52 a month, but I am not 
certain. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to inquire further of the chairman or 
some member of the committee if this is unanimously reported from 
the committee. 

“Mr. MORRILL. It was a unanimous report. I want to state that 
the committee considered this case very carefully and they decided that 
there was not a parallel in the history of the war. He was shot clear 
through the body, and it is a running wound to-day. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. He hasa drainage-tube clear through 


his body. b 

Mr. MORRILL. There is a silve? tube through his body, and in a 
short time it will be necessary for him to have a very difficult opera- 
tion performed, which will probably take his entire year’s pension to 
pay for the services of a physician. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I understand the ball did not penetrate the 
cavity, but through the pelvis. 

Mr. MORRILL. It injured the pelvis. 

Mr. HILL. Under the cireumstances of this case I will not oppose 
it, although when I rose J intended to do so. 

Mr. KILGORE. No bill of this size has ever passed the House at 
an evening session since I have been in Congress, and I would be un- 
willing to depart from the rule that has been heretofore adhered to, 
to pass bills of this character in the full House. I am willing to allow 
this bill to be to a full House. 

Mr. FLOWER. ‘To-morrow morning. 

Mr. KILGORE. To be acted upon when there is a quorum present. 

Mr. FLOWER. I have no objection to its going over until to- 
morrow morning, with the understanding that it be made 
order at that time. 

Mr, CHEADLE. I call my friend’s attention to the fact that one 
such bill passed. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The river and harbor bill comes up in the 


morning. 
Mr. COLEMAN. The river and harbor bill comesup the first thing 
in the morning and it is very important to a good many people. 
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Mr. CHEADLE, I would not insist upon this bill going over, in the 
case of a man suffering like this. 

Mr. KILGORE, If I was toyield in this case I would have to yield 
in others, Let itgoover. It will not take ten minutes to-morrow. 

Mr. BAKER. Let it go to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I have announced that I was willing 
to have this bill go over until to-morrow or until some day fixed. I 
am not willing that it pass to-night. I would be glad to doso, but | 
am not willing to depart from a rule that has been heretofore observed. 
There is really no rule, but it has been the custom to do that. 

Mr. BAKER.” I ask unanimous consent that it be ordered to a third 
reading, that it goover until to-morrow morning immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, and the previous question to be considered as 
ordered on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. With the right of amendment. 

Mr.GEST. The river and harbor bil! comes up to-morrow morning. 

Mr.COLEMAN. Iwill be compelled to object if that will inter- 
fere with the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. GEAR. It will not dose. The river and harbor bill is a priv- 
ileged question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
BAKER] asks unanimous consent that the bill be considered as read a 
third time, that the previous question be considered as ordered on the 
passage of the bill, and that it go over until to-morrow morning im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, when it be made the special 
order. If thereis no objection, it will beso ordered. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


MONTRAVILLE A. HARRINGTON. 


Mr. SAWYER. I desire to call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harrington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitatior.s of the pension laws, the name of Montraville A. Harrington, de- 
pendent father of Fazelo A. Harrington, deceased, late colonel of the Twenty- 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harrington, submit the following 


report: 
That, from the evidence filed before them, the following facts clearly appear : 
That the claimant, now an old man of the age eee 


The bill was ordered to be for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES LITTLETON. 


Mr. PAYNTER. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 4224) to remove the charge of desertion against James Littleton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
. ete., of W , and he ish by) h 
aud directed to remove the charge of dese fon against James Lit tom, late of 
LN pny” 


The report (by Mr. RoBERTSON) was read, as follows: . 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4224) 
SEO REE AE SOE EN, POS CUPIES See same, respectfully re- 


port: 

James Littleton, when fifteen of enlisted as a private in y 

Twen K Tuketry, onto rolled October 5, 1862, to 
ty-second entucky try ghey on ase ' 

not have enlisted and al- 

rs advice induced him 


lowed ves. His brothe 
to leave the service. Afterward, when he learned that he had done wrong, he 
voluntarily his com ‘ 


pany. : 
On 1864, Littleton was admitted to Barracks General Hospital, 
New Seen 1a. we brenehttlo: was then on ber 19, 1804 
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Your commitiee are satisfied that he was sick, and unable to return to his 
command from the expiration of his furlough until the expiration of his term of 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment, as 
follows: Insert after word “ Volunteers,” in sixth line, “ and late of Company 
C, Seventh Kentucky Veteran Infantry Volunteers.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CALVIN RASOR. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 10709) granting 
a pension to Calvin Rasor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Calvin Rasor, late a 
member of Company E Fourth Regiment Indiana Legion, Ohio Home Guards, 
and allow him a pension for wounds received while engaged under the author- 
ities of the United States in the battle of Panther Creek, Kentucky, on or about 
September 20, 1862. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor, have considered the same and report 
as follows: 

The claimant was a private in the “ Rough and Ready’’ Company of the 
Fourth Indiana Legion Ohio Home Guards, and while participating with his 
command in an engagement with the enemy at Panther Creek, Kentucky, on 
or about September, 1862, he received a gunshot wound of the left temple. 

The claimant’s service and the fact that he received the wound of the head in 
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the service and line of duty are fully and clearly shown and established by the | 


testimony on file atthe Pension Bureau, but his application, filed in that bureau 
January 25, 1836, was rejected upon the ground that the wound was received 
while he was a member of a State organization and that he is therefere not pen- 
sionable under the genera! pension laws. 

The claimant is about sixty-four years old, and, asshown by the evidence on 
file, a constant sufferer from pains in the head, defective vision, etc., the results 
of the wound of head. 

In view of the facts as above stated your committee believe the case to be a 

per one for the action of Congress, and the bill is therefore returned with 
Boe recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GEST. There was a list at the session of last Friday evening, 
and it was the understanding of the House that that list was to be 
taken up where it was left off. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Llinois in a few minutes. 

Mr. GEST. Thatis what I have been told before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was a list that was passed over 
to the Chair this evening. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand everybody will be reached here to- 


‘The Chair will reach the gentleman 


night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ~Those who are not present will very 
soon be called. It is difficult to blend the two lists without some fric- 
tion. 


Mr. GEST. It is very easy to be left out, I find. 
WILLIAM W. REED. 


Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present consider- 
ation the bill (H. R, 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly 
a private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, at the rate of seventy-two 
dollars per month, the name of William W. Reed, formerly a private in Com- 
pany D, in the Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 


‘The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9126) granting an increase of pension to William W. Reed, submit the following 
report: 

Claimant was a member of Company D, Thirty-sixth Regiment of Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry ; enlisted August, 1862, and was discha in August, 1863, by 
reason of gunshot wound in battle. Ball struck right side of face, shattering 
alveolar process of superior maxillary, carrying away a portion of it, together 
-_ a , and shattering hard palate, passing through left molar bone, shat- 

ng : 

There are deep scars across on either side of face, causing much disfigure- 
ment. The hard palate is torn and posterior palate displaced backward and 
leaving a large opening between cavities of mouth and nose; great loss of bony 
substance throughout the track of wound; loss of power of muscles of lower 
jaw and painin use. There isan opening between mouth and posterior nose, 
so that food taken in the mouth runs out of nose in swallowing, deficiency of 
speech, and inability to masticate food; inflammatory condition of nose, pro- 
ducing catarrha! disc and impairs stomach and digestion, and has left 
claimant in this deplo condition. 

He was pensioned for $15, $18, and is now drawing $24. His application for 
increase was rejected in the Pension Office because he was rated as high as the 
office could rate him under the general law. 

This distressful and unfortunate suffering soldier is now in destitute circum- 
stances, and in such a miserable condition that it is only a question of time 
when he will die from the effects of the wound. 

Your committee recommend the of the bill, amended, however, by 
striking out, in line 5, “seventy-two” and inserting ‘‘sixty.”’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


for a third reading; | 


| 
| 
| 
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JOHN SCUDDER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill CH. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ii enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, at the rate of $12 per month 
the name of John Scudder, father of Johan Sidney Scudder, late a private in 
Company I, Twentieth Regiment New York State Volunteers 


The report (by Mr. SAwver) is « 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was refe 
9302) granting a pension to Jolbn Scudder, submit the folk 

Jobn Scudder is the father of John Sidney Scudder, who enlisted September 
12, 1864, as private in Company 1, Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteers 
and died while in service of typhoid fever, leaving neither widow nor mino 
child surviving him. 

The mother of the soldier died June l4, 1872. The father applied for pensi 
November 28, 1879, but his claim has been rejected on the ground that at time 
of the soldier’s death his income from his labor was sufficient for the supp« 
of himself and family. 

There is ample proof that the soldier assisted the claimant prior to enlist 
ment. The evidence further shows that for many years past he has been bad! 
disabled, and now at the age of seventy-four years is unable to work, has no 
property, and as appears from the affidavit of the overseer of the poor of the 
county in which he resides, is supported by charity. 

The case is one clearly within the well established rules of the House, and 
relief to this old and worthy claimant should no longer be withheld 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


and he is hereby, au 


3 follows 
red the bill (H. R 


Wing report 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET J. 


Mr. CARUTH. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (If. 
R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls the name of Harriet J 
Yarbrough, step-mother of Thomas J. Yarbrough, and pay her the same pe: 
sion as if she had been the dependent mother of the said Thomas J. Yarbrough 
late a soldier in Company I[, Eighty-first Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker, so that we 
may understand the case. 
The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


fhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough, submit the following report 

Harriet J. Yarbrough is the step-mother of Thomas J, Yarbrough,whoenlisted 
as private in Company I, Eighty-lirst Regiment Indiana Volunteers, July 15 
1862, and died while in said service, November 17, 1864,of chronicdiarrhea. He 
left neither wife nor child surviving him. The mother of the soldier died in 
May, 1842, Claimant married the soldier's father when the son was but two 
years of age, and tenderly cared for him as though he had been her own son. 

The family was very poor, and as the son reached the proper age his labor 
contributed to their support, and after enlistment assisted his father and step 
mother by frequent remittances. The soldier's father died in 1879, leaving no 
property out of which the claimant could obtaina maintenance. He had aclaim 
for pension pending at the time of his death. The proposed beneficiary also 
applied, but not being the natural mother of the soldier, had no title under the 
general law. She is now old and very poor. 

There are numerous precedents to warrant your committee in a favorable 
consideration of the bill above referred to, and they the return the sam¢ 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingiy read the third time, and passed. 


YARBROUGH. 


refore 


WILLIAM TOLLE. 


Mr. GEAR. lask for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10031) granting a pension to William Tolle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, autho: 
ized and required to place on the pension-roll William Tolle, father of Franci 
A. Tolle, late a member of Merritt's Missouri Cavalry, and pay him a pens 
according to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as tollows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. kt 
10031) granting a pension to William Tolle, submit the following report: 

William Tolle is the father of Francis A. Tolle, who enlisted as private 
Company B, Second Regiment (Merrill's) Wisconsin Cavalry, August 31, 1562 
and who died while a prisoner of war July 20, 1864. 

The soldier left surviving him a widow, who drew pension until May 9, 1872 
when she remarried, whereupon his minor children were placed on the pen 
sion-rolis, and continued on the same until November 5, 1877, when the young: 
est became sixteen years of age, since which date no one has been drawing 
any pension on account of the services and death of aforesaid soldier. 

The claimant is now nearly ninety yearsofage. His wife, not the mother ofthe 
soldier, is nearly totally blind. He has no income from any source, and, being 
too old to labor, is dependent upon the charity of his friends. The soldier hay 
ing left a widow and children surviving him, the father bas no title under th: 
general law, even if he could fully establish his dependence. 

The case is one clearly covered by numerous precedents in this as well as 
former Congresses, and therefore your committee feel justified in reporting 
favorably on the accompanying bill, and to ask its passage as amended, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A, ANDERSON. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Iask forthe present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John H. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorizedand directed to place the name of John H. Anderson, late a private in 
Company I, Fifth Uni States Artillery, on the pension-roll, subject to the 
conditions and limitations of the pension laws 
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‘The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: . 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson, respectfully report as follows: 

Said Andersup enlisted in Company I, Fifth agrenene United States Artil- 
lery, on the 23d day of April, 1867, as a private, and was honorably d 
April 23, 1870, Ile testifies that in the line of his duty at Fort Jefferson, Fia., in 
Jaly or August ,1868, he contracted yellow fever, causing spinal trouble and 
sweneral debility ; (hat he was treated for said fever at said fort, and that he has 
been in bad health and ina broken-down condition ever since. 

Mr. William N. Carpenter testifies that Mr. Anderson was asound, able-bodied 
man when he entered the service, and that he came home sick and broken 
down. Mr, Calvin J, Males testifies that his spine is affected and was so af- 
fected when he came out of the service. Mr. Edward Dickerson testifies to 
substantially the same as Mr. Males. Mr. T. J, Shannon, a comrade, testifies 
as follows: 

“IT remeber seeing him in hospital at Fort Jefferson with the yellow fever. 
The feve® broke out there in September, 1867. 1 remember that after we got 
over the yellow fever the claimant was on the sick report a good deal of the 
time, I think his complaint was weakness of the back, or something of that 
kind. I can call to | that he complained of his back a good deal, and that 
when be lay down and would try to get up he would complain of his back and 
eboultore. I remember that he was no good as a soldier after he had the yel- 

ow fever.” 

lis comrade, John M, Oxley, testifies : 

“We were stationed at Fort Jefferson; the claimant was young and healthy ; 
after we had been stationed at Fort Jefferson for about one year yellow fever 
broke out, and many of the soldiers were taken with it, among them the claim- 
ant, I had the fever at the same time. I saw claimant several times while he 
= the hospita! with the fever.” 

rank McClelland testifies : 

“ T believe claimant had the yellow fever, but it did not last long. We used 
to call him ‘Joe Anderson, my Joe John.’ 

Charles T, Eckman also says that Mr. Anderson had the fever in the fall of 
1867, at Fort Jefferson. 

It very clearly appears from the evidence in this case that when he entered 
the service he was a sound man. It also ap that he had the fever in the 
fall of 1887; that it injured his constitution; that he has never been well, and 
he is now in very bad condition. In fact, it also appears in the evidence that 
it affects his mind, since one of the special examiners rts that he was unable 
to testify without having his wife assist him, and that he seems to have an itm- 
perfect memory of dates; and there is evidence also to the point that he was a 
man of habits, and he has not contributed in any way to the aggravation 
of his misfortune by bad conduct. 

He made application for a pension April 10, 1886, which was rejected in 1889, 
“on the ground that the evidence is insufficient to establish that the disease of 
spine, fur which pension is asked, was incurred in the service and line of duty. 
The one has been in the hands of eight special examiners without definite 
results,’’ 

The papers on file in that case and the records of the War Department show 
a previous service of more than two years in Company A, Fifty-first Indiana; 
that he was treated in the hospital, during his latter service, at Fort Jefferson, 
Fia., but the disease is not stated; that he has been sick, yellow in complexion, 
and troubled with spinal disease ever since his discharge; that one board of 
medical examiners rated him as one-half disabled from spinal trouble, and an- 
other at three-fourths for spinal trouble and one-fourth for general debility. 

Upon the whole case, your committee recommend the of the bill, 
amended by striking out the initial “31” in the applicant’s name, in the title 
and bill, and inserting the initial “ A,”’ applicants real name being John A. An- 
derson 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ETTA HUBBS. 


Mr. GEST. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11050) to 
nt a pension to Mrs, Etta Hubbs as an army nurse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Etta Hubbs, 
of Carthage, Tl, who was an army nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
#12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11050) to grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an army nurse, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

The proof in this case shows that the claimant, about the first week in Septem- 
ber, 1862, entered Hickory Street Hospital at St. Louis, Mo., which was a hos- 
pital for the care of sick and wounded Union soldiers. She first went there to 
nurse her sick husband, then a soldier in the Army. A few days thereafter she 
was placed in charge of the diet kitchen of the hospital by Dr. C. H. Hughes, 
then the managing surgeon of the hospital, which kitchen was forthe 
of food for vers sick patients. She prepared food, wrote letters for them, read to 
them, sent messages and keepsakes to friends of the dying, and comforted the sick 
in their last hours. She served continuously in that capacity until July, 1863, 
when she was ordered Se ng surgeon to take a vacation on account of 
the impairment of her th arising from overwork and heat. Shortly after- 
wards hospital was discontinued. Hickory Street Hospital was a post hos- 
pital until January, 1863, when it became a general hospital and the claimant was 
mustered as a female nurse. 

Jared L. Hubbs is the husband of claimant and served three years in the Union 
=~ 4 His health was ruined thereby and he now draws the sum of $4 per month 

sion. This constitutes the means of support of busband and wife. Both are 
ken down in health and advanced in years. 

Methias Betts testifies that he was a patient in said hospital in the winter of 
1862 and 1863; knew Mrs. Hubbs and knows that she was a nurse in tha > 
The mayor, county clerk, and postmaster of een, Til, the home of the claim. 
ant, the commander of the Army post, the president of the bank 


at and 
“Hon, John Fletcher, late State senator from that district, that she is of un- 


questionable veracity and of the highest character, and that both husband and 
wife are withont means of support and ae © ee manual labor. 

Mra. Sarah Bb. Faller, secretary of the N W 
that the case of Mrs. Hubbs has been examined by the corps and that be- 
lieve her worthy, and strongly urge the gotan te her of a 

Dr. Daniel Kuhn, of St. Louis, Mo., testifies he took of the ital 
at St. Louis in November, 1862, and found the claimant there charge of the 
cooking department; that she was carried on 
nurse. and was always faithful to her duty. 

Your committee believe the case — and 
of the bill, with an amendment, to wit: In 
“ twelve" before the word * dollars.” 


E 
E 
5 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ord to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

MRS, CAROLINE HANNEMAN. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. I call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the lawa, the name of Mrs. e Hanneman, widow of 
the late Julius R. n, first lieutenant in the Seventh Regiment New York 
Infantry, at the rate of $15 per month, instead of $8 per month, now received. 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Rensions, to whem was referred the bill (S. 3549) in- 
Sis. of Mra. Carolioe neman, submit the following rt: 

The y of the case is set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
PenThe Commitese on P ions, to wh ferred the bill (S. 3549) 

“The mittee on Pens to whom was re gran 
an increase of pension to Mra. Caroline Hanneman, widow of & late nae 
Hanneman, first lieutenant in the Seventh Regiment New York Infantry, have 
examined the same and rt: 

“That the claimant is the widow of the soldier above named, who died on the 
28th of January, 1885. from disabilities incurred as a prisoner of war in the Con- 
federate prison at Belle Isle, Va. The soldier himself was a pensioner at the time 
of his death. His widow has been since that time a pensioner and now is such 
pensioner at the rate of $12 per month. 

‘The soldier at the time of the incurrence of disability held the rank of : 
ral in his company, but was afterwards promoted to be first lieutenant and adja- 
tant of the regiment, in which latter rank he served until June 24, 1864, when ho 
was pomenny discharged on account of the result of disabilities incurred in the 
service. 

“When the widow was pensioned, she was pensioned as the widow of a co 
ral. her husband having veld that rank at the time of the incurrence of the dis- 
abilities although at the time of his discharge he was a first lieutenant and acting 
adjutant of his regiment as above stated. 

* The application of the widow for increase upon account of the rank a 
tion of her husband and his service in such rank is not admissible under gen- 
eral law or rule governing the Bureau of Pensions, which is that the widow ofa 
soldier shall be entitled only to such pension as may be due to her in the rank 
which her deceased husband held at the time of the incurrence of the disabilities, 
which in this case would be that of corporal and entitles her to $12 a month, the 
pension she is now receiving. 

* The applicant claims that her pension ought to be increased to the sum of $17 
per month, that being the amount of pension due to the widow of a first lieutenant, 

n which rank her husband served a his promotion and up to the time of his 
discharge. 

“ There is very stro; uity in this claim, the fact that the husband was paid 
and actually served in t ro higher ranks of promotion, as stated. We favor the 
consideration of this circumstance with others in the case, but we prefer to put 
oe increase u other rather than to interfere with the general rule of 
the law u that subject. 

“The widow is now a resident of Washington City, where she and her husband 
resided at the time of his death. Ita rs from the evidence that she is forty- 
three years old; that she isin feeble broken health; that she has no property 
or means of support; that she is not able to do anything except very t needle- 
work part of time, and she is dependent upon the charity of her friends for 
support. We think, under these circumstances, there ought to be an increase of 
a. ~<a dollars per month is uot sufficient for the sustenance of a woman 

n such © » 

“In consideration of the rank and service of her deceased husband and of the 
poor condition in which she herself is with t to health and p rty, we 
recommend the passage of the bill with the following amendment: Strike out 
‘seventeen’ in line 8, and insert ‘fifteen.’ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill, amend hovers, 
by striking out the word “fifteen ” in line 8, and inserting therein i the wi 
“seventeen.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY D. JONES. 


Mr. WALLACE, of New York. I call up for present consideration 
the bill (H. R. 10858) granting a pension to Mary D. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the -roll, —— tothe provisions and lim- 


itations of the pension laws, the name of Mary D. Jones, late volunteer nurse dur- 
ing the civil war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Turner, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Resell Beeson, to batons was poten’ the bill (H. R. 10858) 
cy lany Th, Sones wee 6 weseo ond matron ia a hospital in New Orleans, and 
as such —— a. 1862 until the summer a, J aemihe 8 om A of — et 
shown by abundant testimony. poor, Ww 

oF her Tong service Sour commites recommend the bill do pas. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA A, BOWLING. 
Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 


6052 ting a pension to Martha A. Bowling. 
The ill was read, as follows: 
Bowling, now performed military service for 
behalf — in comnaees ae Sematy 
sec ent ot Nelanter tutus nts, ani also performed other mil 
Carter Kentucky, im, and said war, which militia was mustered 
into the of the United States ; 





<a 
vw 


<a 
Voee 


- 


1890. 





ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Martha A. Bowling, widow of the late 
Col. William Bowling, at the rate of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. YopER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6052) 
granting a sion to Martha A. Bowling, submit the following report: - 

William Bowling, the husband of claimant, was colonel of the Thirty-tirst Regi- 
ment of Kentucky State Militia, appointed by the governor of the State, by actof 
the State Legislature. bs 2 

He organized said regiment and rendered valuable service as such. There are 
numerous affidavits on tile showing that while in said service and in line of duty 
he contracted disease which resulted in his death. 

The only reason claimant did not secure pension in Pension Department is 
that the militia organizations had no military recognition, and she neglected to 
take advantage ot the act to provide pension for this class of persons, which ex- 
pired July 4, 1874. nt ; 

Your committee are of the opinion that this is a meritorious claim, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill, as the widow is now in needy circumstances, 
amended, however, by striking out the preamble. 


The committee recommend that the preamble be stricken out. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, | 


and passed. 
HARRIET E. DONALDSON. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 5874) 
granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro}l, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet E. Donaldson, widow of Ed- 
ward Donaldson, late rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and pay her a pen 
sion at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker. 
The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 
granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 

* The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Harriet E. 
Donaldson, praying for a pension, have examined the same, and report: 

“The claimant is the widow of Edward Donaldson, late rear-admiral in the 
United States Navy, who died on the 16th of May, 1889, at the age of seventy-two 
yea 
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rs. 

He entered the United States Navy when seventeen years of age. In October, 
1834, under Andrew Jackson's administration, Mahlon Dickerson appointed him a 
midshipman. While a cadet midshipman he was attached to the St. Louis,in the 
West Indies. 

“He was also attached to the U.S. 5S. Falmouth. He was also on the frigate 
Columbia end participated in the attack on the forts on the coast of Sumatra. He 
was in McLaughlin's Mosquito fleet off the coast of Florida. He was in active 
service on the coast of Africa and in the East Indies. During the late war he was 
actively = throughout the four years and distinguished himself for his 
coolness and bravery. In 1861 he commanded the gunboat Scioto of the West 
Gulf Squadron, in the Gulf of Mexico, and in 1861-'62 he took part in the bombard- 
ment, eic., of Forts Jackson and St. Philip, and in the capture of New Orleans 
and other operations on the river. + 

* He received hiscommission as commander July 16, 1862, and at the battle in 
Mobile Bay, August, 1864, commanded the steam-sloop Seminole. He was also 
the commander of the Keystone State, when she went in ‘search of the Sumter. 
His commission as captain was received July, 1866, when he was placed in com- 
mand of the receiving-ship at Baltimore and afterwards at the New York navy- 
yard. He was appvinted commodore in 1871 and rear-admiral in 1876, and was 
shortly afterwards retired, after forty-two years of active service. 

“Mrs. Donaldson is in extremely reduced circumstances, her husband leaving 
her no estate. F 

* Admiral Donaldson was on the retired-list at the date of his death, thus ren- 
dering his widow ineligible for a pension under the general law. 

**In view of the long, faithfal, and distinguished services of Admiral Donaldson 
and of the financial condition of his widow, your committee are clear that this is a 
ae case, and therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying orig- 
ina . . 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MARKY D, M’CHESNEY. 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Icall up for present consideration the 


bill (H. R. 9313) granting a pension to Mary D. McChesney. ° 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws. the name of Mary I). McChesney, widow of 
Thomas M. McChesney, late of Company M, Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volun- 
teers, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9313) 
granting a pension toMary D. McChesnev, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of the late Thomas M. McChesney, late captain Com- 

ny M, Ninth New Jersey Infantry, and colonel of the First North Carolina In- 

aniry,and who was granted a pension upon the following report by the Forty- 
eighth Congress. The report is as follows : 

“ The claimant in this case volunteered in Company M, Ninth New Jersey Regi- 
ment, in March, 1862, with n Grover, captain of said company, and accom. 
ee said regiment to New e, N. C., soon after his enlistment, and served 

rough the entire war as a scout, and rendered valuable services to the Govern- 
ment in many other ways. He was a practicing physician at the time of his en- 
listment, many times during his term of service, from March, 1862, to May, 
1865, acted as assistant engeee of his regiment and as hospital steward and nurse 
in the hospitals. Captain Grover testifies that Dr. McChesney ‘‘ was all through 
the war, served as a scout, and was badly wounded; he fought nobly, and deserves 
the ition of his vernment.” He also says he was brought home on 
erutches in a 1865, and owing to said wounds has been incapacitated to 
perform manual labor at any time since discharge. 

“The claimant in his statement al he received his wounds in the following 
manner: That an attack was made on the Federal forces at New Berne, N. C., by 
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General Pickens, and that his horse was struck by a piece of shell and threw him 
and fell on him, dislocating his wrist and prodacinga hernia on the left side, and 
also injuring his spine, from which injaries he has never recovered, and is now and 
has been totally unable to perform manu: labor since the war. 

‘Dr. Mennminger, medical director of the district of New Berne, N. C., during 
the time the claimant was there in service, writes that it gives him pleasure to 
state that Dr. McChesney was in the employ of the Government as a scont, etc., 
in and around New Berne and other points where ordered to go by the different 
generals in command of that district, and that he was a patriotic man, whose de 
votion to his country led him to the Army, and where he did valuable service as 
a scout. 

“The sergeant of the Ninth New Jersey, Dr. Gillett, and members of the regi 
ment, all corroborate the foregoing statements, and all testify to the valuable serv- 
ices of the claimant. This case was never presented to the Pension Office, for 
the reason that this claimant was never regularly mustered, and therefore it was 
certain to be rejected under the law. But your committee are of the opinion that 
the valuable service rendered entitles him to a pension asa just recognition for 
such service and as a partial compensation for his injuries, and they therefore rec 
ommend the passage of the accompanying bill with the following amendments 
Strike out all after the word ‘pensioners, ’ in the fifth line, and insert the words 
‘snbject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, as though: he had 
been regularly mustered into the service as an enlisted man in Company M, Ninth 
New Jersey Volunteers.’ Strike ont the preamble.” 
| Colonel McChesney died October 9, 1886, from the effect of the wounds for which 
he was pensioned. This is fully proven by the attending physician and others. 
| Widow's claim was rejected by the Department for the reason that the records of 
the War Department failed to show that the soldier was even mustered or enlisted 
in the above companies, and it was for this reason that the soldier had to seek re 
lief from Congress. The proof is ample that he did so serve for three years, and 
that his death was caused from wounds received ia battle, and that he was a valu 
able and deserving man. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; aud be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and passed. 


SARAIL R. BLEECKE!. 


Mr. RANDALL. [call up for consideration the bill (S, 3005 
increase of pension to Sarah R. Bleecker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of Sarah R. Blee ker, widow of John V. 
B. Bleecker, deceased, late a paymaster in the United States Navy, at the rate of 
$50 per month, in lieu of the amount now received by law. 

The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. Bleecker, snbmit the followii 
ort: 

, That this bill passed the Senate, and the report of the Senate Committee ¢ 
Pensions is hereby adopted and the passage of the bill recommended. 
[Senate Report No. 1259, Fifty-first Congress, first session. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3005) granting 
an increase of pensionto Sarab R. Bleecker, have examined the same, and report 

The claimant is the widow of John V. B. Bleecker, late paymaster inthe United 
States Navy. He entered the Navy in 1844s a captain's clerk, and in 1816 was ap 
pointed purser, which rank was sabsequently changed to thut of paymaster. He 
performed faithful service in the Mexican war and was continuously in the ser 
ice until his death in the year 1864. 

In the year 1863 he was assigned to daty as fleet paymaster of the Gulf Squad. 
ron, with headquarters at Key West, Fla., and while at this station was stricken 
down with yellow fever, and ordered north on sick leave. Soon thereafter, and 
before his entire recovery, on request of Admiral David D. Porter. he received 
orders from the Navy Department, and reported to Admiral Porter at Cairo, iL 
when he was assigued to daty as tleet paymaster of the Mississippi Squadron. 
His responsible and arduous duties there, together with his enfeebled condition, 
resulting from the previous attack of yellow fever, indaced an attack of typhoid 
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fever. He was sent East and died in three days after reaching his home in New 
York. Admiral Porter testifies inthe strongest terms to the efficient and valua 


ble services rendered by Paymaster Bleecker. 
He says: 

In addition to the arduous daties imposed upon him by his position as fleet 
paymaster, Mr. Bleecker had to stand guard night and day and move from point 
to point to protect the scattered property of the ee which had been left 
without protection by the Army. Paymaster Bleecker had great responsibilities 
and he bore them unflinchingly. No officer of his corps ever had a better record 
than Mr. Bleecker from his first entrance into the Navy in 1844 until the time ot 
his death. 

He left his family no estate. His widow is sixty-two yearsof age and is in fail 
ing health. She has an invalid daughter entirely dependent upon her. 

. view of the above-stated facts your committee are clearly of the opinion 
that this is a very meritorious claim, and therefore recommend the passage of 
the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 


and if was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M DONALD. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 
6563) for the relief of John O. McDonald. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seoretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 


| thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John O. McDonald, 
alios William Barnes, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


oO. 


I call up the bill (H.R. 


The report (by Mr. GoODN1IGHT) is as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1H. BR. 6563) 
granting a pension to John O. McDonald, alias William Barnes, submit the fol 
lowing report: 

Applicant was member of First Regiment District Columbia Infantry, and was 
discharged for disability February 9, 1865. 

This cla:m, asking pension for disease of eyes, was rejected by Department for 
want of proof showing incurrence in line of service. 

The proof is clear that the man was discharged for disability; the surgeon's cer 
tificate and orderof discharge, February, i865, show that he was discharged for pul 
monary disease of lungs. 

This disease, as well as the trouble with eyes, is claimed to have originated 
from an attack of measles while in the service. 








ee eee 
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‘and :esulted from the so 


—— success. Since his death his widow has renewed the efforts, but 
of 
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treated therefor, and was 
after, according to the proof, bis eyes were oe from the - 
die: and from that of many of bis reputable neigh’ his ey+s grew wors® soon 
after his Saheape. and from 1866 until new have grown steadily weaker, and are 
now sericusly d rendering him incapab y and 
tire! ; incompetent to during cloudy or dark weather. 

Your committee are of opinion ae pew disease of the eyes was occasioned 
‘es attac 
and, after amending it by adding after the words ‘“‘John O. McDonald, 
ever they oceur in the bill, the words ‘‘alias William Barnes,” and by striking 
out the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” and 
substituting therefor the “and pay him a pension of $16 per month,’ we 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of John 
A. McDonald, alias William Barnes.” 


CLARK STEWART. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 10634) grant- 
“| pension to Clark Stewart. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected and instructed to place u the pension-rolls the name of Clark Stewart, 
late a private in Company DPD, Fifteenth Illinois Volunteers, at the rate of $50 a 
month, on account of total blindness. in lien of the pension he is now receiving. 


Mr. KILGORE. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


ee on es zeusiens, to Lobon es nae = (H. R. 10635) 
n a ion to C Stewart, su t the follow report : 
orhe ee Eeurs enlisted May 24, 1861, in Com D, Trinteonth Regiment Ili- 
ae > and was discharged October 18, oun, Eeonnee he was then unfit for 
military duty. 

The evidence shows very clearly that at the time of enlistment he was in all re- 

48a sound and healthy man, and that while in service he was a and 

itiiful soldier. He filed a claim for a pension on the ground ofa wound 
from a musket ball, chronic diarrhea, and also an inj oo ee eeeeaes Seotend 
in bettle. The claim for injury to his eye was by Office for 
the reason that the injury was received su to his discharge. 

= rin} to his right et flash of ie ian coen > 
serious inju e a . t to 
become snput iodiemed, owelen, and weak, entsies ee eearere. That 
this was the condition of his eyes on his return homeafter h and while 
he remained at his home, and until he went to the city of New ¥ 
eye was treated by Dr. Abrams, a distinguished oculist of that city. It became 
peccetey to 1emove his right eye in order to sxve the other, 

8 


‘the soldier entered the pansion wie sound eyes. He had measles and was 
proof 


F 


but 
left eye is very serionsly ,and the is that he will become entirel 
blind. The right eye was ie ao he was in the of New Y 
as above but it is clear that ey bape yy the ey 
ee oer ave ae ons nea Sale See is probable that the injury would 
ave 


Your committee povove the ates te be aisediectons ape, 


and therefore that the 
bili do pass with the amendment, striking out the word “' fifty’ in the sixth line 
and inserting in the place t the word “ forty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ord to be oe and read a third 
me — being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third$time, 
and passed, 
MRS. MARIA L, M’CULLOH. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I call emg bill (H. R. 10572) 
ting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCalloh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


bi itgnacted, ee. That the Secretary of the Interior be and he is hereby, au. 
ori rected to place on pension subject a 
a Pet ie : widow of 

. Fi , late Com Second Regiment Potomac Home 
Brigade, Maryland Volunteers. me ° 


The report (by Mr. Marri, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 10572) 

granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. submit the t 

caves saguin ef Glapeee % heoad bade ae ton eee 
ne *, 

— Volunteers, October hh, 1861, and served until mustered out May 29" 


On Jane 20, 1883, he was granted a pension for right inguinal hernia at $10 per 
month from date of discharge, which rate was increased to $20 trom April 3, 1884. 
He continued on the pension-foil until January 30, 1889, when his name was dropped 
therefrom en the ground the disability had ceased to exist. He had also 
rt for lameness of right leg, loss of 


t ear, but the origin of these addi 
ed and no pension for same has been ted. 
baeed apes the certificate of the Cumbe: 
1888, ch is as follows: 


Applicant is very shaky and handles his right ane poset. He has 
harate tt poosené thee, ie wae 6 oak, ba, hen es ae ae 
prot o> 8 ae eee uncertain. The 
Tanai Seameds Ohaus of the tn cord” ite is wholly icapmetated for 
pro, ‘VO or; c ° Ww. an 
manual ; tn het hocen anh care of ovo fe ne .sign 
of disease about the e 


inguinal ring. 
Every effort possible was wale to restore his name to the pension-roll, 


The commitice will not attempt to reconcile the different findings 
geons who examined Captain MeCulloh at different times and the worn stato 
monts of a large number of peltahte pigiisinns Wee sie Gnas oes time 
to time, but nevertheless believe that the rupture did exist and in a degree sufli- 
ciant to warrant the original ailowance of the claim. 
' The records of the War Department show that 
for chronic diarrhea from July 10, 1864, to September 27. 1864. Although he never 


oo, Ss acmsant, zat, 9 yi op r hereafter, he suffered 
Dr, Olin late pest Cumberland (Md.) oo nder date of Decem 
. surgeon, _u 
ber 12, 1890, testifies that Captain McCulloh siosoall on said 
from chronic diarrbea and hernia; that between the original diarrhea and the 
hernia a condition was generated which totally disabled him for all the purposes of 
life, even locomotion. e use of a truss must produce an degree of 
pressure on the spinal marrow and give rise to = of the limb, locomotor 
ataxia, and other injaries to the nervous system by action, especially when 
aided by chronic diarrhea as in this case. 

Dr. W. W. Wiley testifies that he was acquainted with the captain for the last 
sixteen years of tite life, during which time he frequently examined him. Cap- 
tain McCalloh always complained of much pain in the ri region and 
over much of the abdomen. He had a large right in hernia, which was 
reducible, but he was never able to keep it entirely reduced. He also sufferod 

progressive locomotor ataxia, and for some time prior to his death was un 
able to walk even with assistance. 

Dr. W. J. Craegin testifies that for ten years and more he was the family phy- 
sician of Captain McCuiloh, and also attended him in his last illness. He was a 
great sufferer from progressive locomotor ataxia during that time. The rightlec 
slowly and gradually weakened, until its use became so impaired that it was the 
canse of ae oe, "The upper extremities appeared to retain their power. The 
condition of the right limb was, in the opinion of affiant, produced by the re 
of the truss on his spinal column and the over a ring, a 
condition of sc the cord. He died from lat schlerosis of the lambar 
portion of the spinal cord. 

The special examination shows conclusively that Captain McCalloh was an un- 
usually robust man at the time of his entry in the service; that after three and a 
half rans opens ty returned home broken in health, and gradually grew worse 


until he 
‘Lhe widow has no status before the Pension Office, because that office docs 
deny the existence of the hernia, and has declined to eae spinal trouble as 


due to the hernia or in any other way chargeable to t} service. 
the service is directly re- 


Your however, are of opinion that the 
sponsible for the of claimant’s husband, and in the way indicated by the 
several medical in the case, and therefore report favorably on the ac- 


witnesses 
companying bill, and ask that it do pass. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
PRENTISS M. FOGLER. 
Mr. een, Mr. Speaker, I one ee ong (H. R. 9840) grant- 
ing an increase ion to Pren . Fogler. 
Tie bill was cod cuteiionns : 
Bot eeedh, ah. hie cand Pawn. 5 oes a = 2. Ese 
captain , Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteers, be, and hereby 
is, increased to #72 2 month. 


The report (by Mr. MorR111) is as follows: 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

ALFRED CRAYTON. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
11069) for the relief of Alfred Crayton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to 
remove the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls against the name of 
Alfred Crayton, late of Eleventh IMinois Infantry and Company A, One hundred 
and sixth Iinois Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. WiLt1aMs, of Ohio) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11069) 
for the relief of Alfred Crayton, having considered the same, respectfally report: 

That the evidence shows that Alfred Crayton enlisted in Eleventh Llinois In- 
fantry in July, 1861, and while under arrest deserted October 5, 1862, and re-enlisted 
in Company A, One hundred and sixth Illinois Infantry on the 23d of October, 1862, 
and was mustered out of said regiment, the 12th day of July, 1865. 

Said Alfred Crayton states in his aftidavit that he deserted on account of the 
cruelty and abuse of his officers. He was only out of service eighteen days and 
does not come within the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2, 
1889, for the reason that he deserted while under arrest. The record shows that 
he was » good soldier and served four years in the Army, and the committee rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill with the following amendment: Strike out in 
sixth line of said bill the words ‘‘ and Company A, One hundred and sixth Illinois 
Infantry.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
MRS. CATHERINE EDMANDS. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9375) grant- 
an increase of pensiun to Mrs. Catherine Edmands. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Catherine Edmands, widow of J. Cush- 
ing Edmands, late a colonel of the Thirty-second Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry, on the pension-roll at the rate of $30 a month, in lieu of the rate she now 
receives. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
ought to be read. 


Mr. MORROW. The report is quite long and I think I can satisfy 
the gentleman from Texas by a brief statement of the case, and in 
that way save a little time. The soldier, Joseph Cushin Edmands, 
enlisted asa sergeant in the Twenty-fourth Massachusetts Volunteers. 
While serving in that capacity he contracted diarrhea. For that dis- 
ability a pension was allowed tothe widow afterhisdeath. Butitap- 
ore from the testimony on file that he also became an officer in the 

hirty-second Massachusetts Volunteers, and while holding the posi- 
tion of lieutenant-colonel he was severely wounded inthe leg. The 
wound continued to be a disability until the time of his death in 1879, 
and it is believed that it was the real cause of hisdeath. He died of 
consumption, and the testimony is quite clear that it whs the drain- 
ane of his system from this wound that brought on the disease 
which resulted in his death. The widow is very poor and in great 
need of this money. 

Mr. CHEADLE. What amount does this bill propose to give? 

Mr. MORROW. Thirty dollars a month. 

The report (by Mr. W1ison, of Kentucky) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9375) 
grant ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine Edmands, submit the following 

rt: 

The claimant's late husband, Joseph Cushing Edmands, entered the service at 
the age of nineteen years as first sergeant of Company K, Twenty-fourth Massa 
ehusetts Volunteers, on the 4th of October, 1561, and was discharged August 12, 
1862, to accept commission as captain of Company K, Thirty-second Massachu- 
setts Volunteers. He was mustered in as major of the last-named regiment 
March 12, 1863, and as lieutenant-colonel to date July 29, 1864. He was wounded 
severely in the right leg at the battle of Petersburgh, Va., September 30, 1864: 
Soa to colonel of his regiment November 1, 1864, and honorably discharged 

uly 1, 1865. From December 16, 1863, to March 7, 1864, he was a prisoner of wr. 

Colonel Edmands died December 28, 1879, and his widow was allowed a pension 
at the rate of $8 
March 19, 1886, to $12 per month. 


in 


Mr. Speaker, I think the report in that case 


The rank fixed in the widow's certificate is 


that of ent. 

The widw, who is now in poor health and in great need of the increased rating 
provided for by the bill, contends that the wound which her husband received 
while holding the rank of lieutenant-colonel was one of the principal canses of 
his death, and that she is justly entitled to be pensioned as a lieutenant-colonel’s 
widow. 

The immediate cause of tlie soldier's death was (as shown by the papers on file 
at the Pension Burean) disease of the lungs. It appears further that during the 
early part of bis service and while ranking as a sergeant the soldier contracted 

and that at intervals thereafter to the time of his death he suffered from 

attacks of the disease. The diarrhea was accepted by the Pension Iureau as the 

ry cause of death, and when the widows claim was allowed the rank was 

as sergeant because that was the rank held by the soldier when he had his 

first attack of diarrhea. Your committee think, however, that the wound of leg 

must not be ignored as an important factor in causing this gallant officer's death. 

It is shown that the wound was continually gathering and breaking, and that he 

suffered severely from the same. Chromic ulceration resulted, causing a 

constant scrious drain upon his system, and this, together with the diarrhea, 
finally produced disease of the langs and death. ; 

The testimony of Sheldon I. Kellogg, of Oakland, Cal., filed in the Pension Bu 
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per month, which was subsequently increased by the act of | 


reau July 25, 1884 (prio to the time of the allowance of the widow's pension), is | 
as fellowes That in ao bane of 1865 the soldier came to his (Kellogg's) house 


in Baltimore, Md., on his way to Boston with his regiment, and appeared in fair 
an ene afliant heard 
times in the winter and spring of 1866, and affiant noticed he looked white 


e@ had the diarrhea. The soldier visited witness 


9771 
and thin, and sometimes limped whea he walked; from his conversation witffess 
elt almost sure that his ailments were caused by the wound of leg. 

In 1868, 1869, and 1870, witness lived in Newton, Mass., and often saw the goldie: 
at hiathouse ; soldier then had periods of ‘* paleness,"’ and witness noticed that 
at such times he favored his wounded leg. Saw the soldier again in 1871 and his 
wound seemed to affect him more than ever before, and afterwards the witness 
began to see that the wound was affecting the soldier's general health; often 
found him suffering great distress and exhaustion of strength. Soldier also had 
diarrhea, and that disease and the wound together red the soldier's naturally 


IMpa 
vigorous constitution 






In view of the soldier's long and honorable servi his widow's necessities, and 
the fact that when wounded he held the rank of lieutenant colonel, your commit 
tee recommend the passage of the bill. Amend as follows: Before the word “ c« 
onel,” in line 5, insert the word ‘‘ lieutenant. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


the third 


time ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read tl time 


and passed. 
MARGARET F. 
Mr. KINSEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (8, 3325 
lief of Margaret I’. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 


SMITH 


for the re 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $50 per month, the 
name of Margaret F. Smith, widow of the late Commodore William Smith, U.S 
Navy, and pay her pension from and after the passage of this act 

The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3325) gt 
pension to Margaret F. Smith, have considered the same and report 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 954. Your committce alopt t 
same as their report and return the bill recommending its passag: 

[Senate Report No. 954, Fifty-first Congress, first session 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a 
to Margaret F. Smith, have examined the same and report 

The claimant is the widow of William Smith, late commodore in the Unite 
States Navy, who died suddenly at St. Louis, Mo., on the 30th day of April, 187 
after a long term devoted to the service of his country 

Commodore Smith was born in Kentucky in 1803 and entered the Navy as mid 


shipman in 1823. He was promoted to be lieutenant March 3, 1831 
1854, and commodore in 1862, and after a life of active arduous ser 
half a century was retired January 9, 1865. 

He was attached to the Sea Guil, 1823, and served in Porter's fleet against the 
pirates in the West Indies. Was on the Vandalia in 1825, in co-operation with the 
army against the Seminole Indians. He assisted at Tuspan and Tebasco in th 
capture of those sea-ports. 

le commanded the Levant in the East Indian squadron, 1854-1858, and parti: 
pated in the siege of the barrier forts at Canton, China, in 1456. He was in th: 
Congress when she went down before that headlong charge in Hampton Road 
He commanded the Wachusett and the gunboats co-operating with the arm 
under McClellan, in 1862, and commanded the navy-yard at Pensacola 1862-1865 

Mrs Smith was overtaken a few years since by financial disaster, by whi 
herself and two children were reduced from a condition of comfort 
solute dependence upon the charity of the world. 

In consideration of the long and distinguished services of Commodore Smit 
and of the necessities of his widow and children, your committee are of the opir 


ion that the relief should be granted, and therefore recommend the passage of tl 
bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
read the third time, and passed. 


under it 
f almost 


comm 


vice o 


to almost ab 


and it was according], 


DAVID DRUMHELLER. 
Mr. KELLEY. Myr. Speaker, [ call up the bill (s. 
a pension to David Drumheller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Drumheller 
G, Sixty-fifth Ohio Volanteer Infentry. 


The report (by Mr. YopER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1 
granting a pension to David Drnomheller, submit the following report 

Lhe facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on I 
sions, which is as follows 

“The Committee on-Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1521 
a pension to David Drumheller, have had the same under consideration 
port as followe 

** In this case the pension allowance was rejectel by the Pension Bareau Dee 
ber 21, 1888, upon the ground that the disease alleged by the claimant was con 
tracted prior to his enlistment. There seems to be no question that this soldier 
served faithfally as a private in Company G, Sixty-fifth Ohio Infantry, for about 
one year, and was honorably discharged therefrom upon asurgeon's certificate of 
disability ; that he is suffering from lung disease and asthma, as he alleges 
pa ly incapacitates him for anything like the performance of labor, and 
1as suffered therefrom ever since hisdischarge fromthe Army. Several witnesse 
testify to his being a stout, hearty man at the time he enlisted, and that immed 
ately upon his return home after his discharge he was 


L521) grantiu 


late of Compan 


granting 
wd re 


which 


suffering very severely with 


asthma. The main cause, as is shown, for the rejection of his claim by the Burean 
is that some evidence appeared showing that he was ina slight degree troubled 
with phthisis prior to his enlistment. 

Your committee is satisfied that, in any event, the disease, if he had such 
prior to his enlistment, was very much aggravated by his service, and that he 
should be pensioned. The fact that he was mustered into the service and served 


therein faithfully nearly a year, until he was discharged, and uo attempt at con 
cealment of his condition, or, indeed, of his knowledge of an 
shown. ought to be conclusive gainst the Gov 
as this 

Your committee are likewise of opinion that the claim is meritorious, and ther 
fore return the accompanying bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
read the third time, and passed. 


EMELINE JANE BUSUNELL. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8918) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bashnell. 


y disease existing, ij 
ernment upon sucl tion 


a proposi 
1 propo 


and it was accordingly 
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“The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized aud directed to place the name of Emeline Jane Bushnell! on the pelsion- 
roll as @ purse, at the rate of $12 a month. 


The report (by Mr. LAN») is as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8918) 
granting a pension to Emeline Jane Bushnell, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case was an — nurse in the oy at Quiney, Il., for 
two years and nine months and received pay far only the last sixteen months of 
said service—the rest of the time without pay. The testimony shows that her 
services were very valuable to the Government and that her system became greatly 
shattered and is now grea | bem neem and that she has now no means of sup- 
port but her own labor, avd being past seventy-seven years of age is unable to 
ak much labor. She also lost a son in the service, but he left a widow who 

likely now drawing a pension on that account, and the complainant's husband 
has been dead for many 


We report the bill back wit with a recommendation that the same pass. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, besides the fact of the faithful and effi- 
cient services of this devoted and patriotic lady, stated in the re- 

rt, for two years and nine months as an army nutse in the hospital, 

t is due to her to add that she gave her gallant son, Lieut. Pierre F. 
Bushnell, of Company C, in the old Thirteenth Illinois, to his country, 
and that brave young soldier, one of the first to take arms, did all 
his duty to the last, perishing in the wreck of the steamer Acacia, 
August 20, 1862, after he had saved the lives of eighteen men by his 
calm courage and devotion in that terrible hour. Her brother, 
Maj. E. F. Dutcher, was one of the best officers ot the Seventy-fourth 
Illinois. It is a good family, patriotic and true. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
sek engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LORENZO 8. COFFIN. 


Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11098) for 
the relief of Lorenzo 8, Coffin, late chaplain Thirty-second Regiment 
of Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the charge of absence withent pesper. om authority stand- 
ing against the name of Lorenzo 8. Coffin, late een -second 
iment of lowa Volunteers, be, and ‘nan same is here removed, the Secretary 
of War is hereby autborized and directed to issue to hie, the said Lorenzo 8. Cof- 
fin, an honorable discharge. 


The report (by Mr, OsBoRNE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11098) 
for the relief of Alonzo 8. Coffin, late chaplain 5 Regiment of Iowa 
Volunteers, having considered the same, respectfully report : 

That Lorenzo 8. Coffin enlisted in Company T, I, Thirty-second Towa Volunteers, 
August 22, 1862, was promoted through various grades, until November 8, 1862, 
when he was commissioned as chaplain of such regiment. July 6, 
sommestty dismissed the service by special order, for absence without authority. 
He had been sent North with instructions to collect hospital stores, and did so 
collect them and return. He was absent less than rs oe, and @ rs to 
have been unaware of any offending until he received notice of his issal. 
The facta are fully set forth in the report of the War Department and the petition 
of such officer herewith submitted. 

Your committee believe the bill to be a meritorious one, and recommend its 
passage, amended by striking ont the preamble of such bill. 


Wak Derarruenr, Washington City, June 9, 1890. 
Sin: In reply to your letter of the 7th instant, reques to be informed whether 
the military record of Mr. Lorenzo 8. Coffin, of Fort ore, = be cor- 
rected so as to grant him an honorable di . as 2 > 
Towa Volunteers, and if it can not be so corrected th, to be ad- 
vised whether it is a proper case to submit to Congress for relief, I have the honor 
» inform + = the eo oe ante = to ane Soe —_ in 
ompany rty-second Iowa Volunteers, August 22, 1862, ee 
and ee have ested as first sergeant of that company from date of enrollment until 
One 6, . wien mustered. = pat oa first sergeant of —_ ene. 
ate he was promoted regimental quartermaster sergean serv: 
as ay until November a 1862, when promoted to 


to be 
On the 27th of June, 1863, a letter was received by the Department, a copy of 
which is as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS Post OF ForT PILLOW, 
Sixt Division, SIXTEENTH ARMY aoe 
Fort Pillow, Tenn., May 20, 
Sir: I have reported Lorenzo 8. Coffin, chaplain Thirty-second Regiment lowe 
Volunteers, absent without leave. 
On the 27th day of April, 1863, I approved an order from his colonel command- 
in ordering him from this post to Columbus, Ey. for the purpose of 
soldiers’ money. Since the time the transaction of 
business he is absent without authority. a a his commanding officer 
that he is at this time in Orleans County, Now York 
T recommend for this continued absence that ho be dismissed the service. 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
E. H. WOLFE, 


a. Fifty-second Indiana Regiment, Commanding Post, 
Capt. T. H. Hare 
‘Acstelont ‘Adjutant: General. 
Heapquarters District Cotumpus, 

Columbus, Ky., June 2 i 1863. 

Respectfully forwarded, and Chaplin L. 8S. Cetin'y s dismissal recommended. 
ASBOTH, Brigadier-General. 

Hr ADQUARTERS Srxreentn Army Corps, 

Memphis, Tenn., June 8, 1863. 


8. A. HURLBUT, Major-General. 


HBADQU ARTERS aa OF THE 
Near Vicksburg, Miss., June 12, 


Respectially forwarded to Headquart f Army, Washington, D. C., and 
eran of General Asbeth approved. :" ¥ sa 
U. 8S. GRANT, Major-General. 


Respectfally forwarded, 


July 6, 1863, the p agin was officially “ published” to appear before the mili- 
tary commission in this city, to show cause why he should not be dismissed for 
absence — thout proper authority. 
Failing to appear and make defense to the charge against him, he was dismissed 
the serv 5 in orders of which the following is a copy : 
{Srectat Orpers, No. 337.) 


Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S Orrfce, 
Washington, July 29, 1863. 
iextrast, ] 


. The following o officers ented < official! gal eS 1000). nantes failed to ap- 
om before the mi aay Fam institu Orders, No. 53, current 
series, from the War seasons, wet within the prescribed time, the President di- 
rects that they be dismissed the service of the United States, se date July 6, 1863 
for the causes set opposite their respective names: 


. * . * * 


Soetete Sen Lorenzo 8. Coffin, Thirty-second Iowa Volunteers; absence without 
proper authori ty. 
By cuter of t Geensteny = War. 


. : * * 


E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
It would appear from the records, however, os Chaplain Coffin rejoined his 
pa prior to the date — which he was ‘'p * to make the defense 
ys and that one ed on duty with Rt until his orders of dismissal 


received at regimental headquarters. 

wth, he date he rejoined bis ee em and that upon which he ceased service with 
it, can not be determined from the reco but he was mustered with it on tho 
field and staff roll, dated June 30, 1863, was present July 28, 1863, when the 
field and staff were —_— 

Notwithstanding the record, it is beyond the noe of the Sapna to grant 
relief, as there is no authority’ of law to revoke the dismissal of an officer or grant 
him an honorable which action w be necessary to correct the mili 
tary record of Chaplain as req 

The case, however, is deemed a proper one for relief by Congress. 

The papers submitted by you are herewith returned. 

ery sincerely yours, 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
Acting Secretary of War. 

Hon. DD. B. HENDERSON, 

House of Representatives. 


Wasninoton, D. C., June 16, 1890. 


Dean Sin: Acting upon your recent request I we to hand you the follow- 
statement of facts 5 re mi ar P 


were stationed at Fort Pillow, Tenn., in the winter and spring of 1863, pane of 
our men were sick and in pital. We had no sani books, or pa 
The hospital was a rude log and gloomy in the extreme. Many o ou 
men were dying with measles, pa eee 
Mix, then in command of the ones. — ~ = nee. = 
order, at the request of the neem te AILS mee 
or to some place North, where I could Nowy sen secure a Lt reading 
a and such other supplies as we greatly needed and Gite om them to “othe regi- 


mevith this order, apuoves ts Col. E. See oe of Mas ul 
he ie eens of the Post, went North, and uichy athe things 
be collected, which was done oval citizens and 
cabtie waiehcaiees wae with the same to Fort zt ese things, such o 
currant and jellies, canned fruits, etc. Py large amount of 
reading matter, want a by all, andl sapoctally by the clek, and by 


e afterwards—I can not exactl moet when—I was taken down sick 

partial sunstroke a 
pre ching a funeral sermon of one of the members of pany E—a Mr. Couch— 
more stores, 


and as soon as able to travel I was sent North to get 
and also to take home quite a 


wan oa 


having been “Ss AL express from Chi aisles 
Vv some two mon Cbletes money 
ate leas crea it, and also to buy in Chicago 
gp by ey eye money which I had in cha to its 
r 

d oe tenes oll and were visiting friends in Western 
New York, and th I could get among these friends such san stores and 
Seebinn: aeise® 08 WO eente, 5 aes ees, 565 eaaenees ae come oe go North 
‘or these was of such a 


nature that I was at ae So to zo where 


fed me to think I could the uick-. 

wal. FGis cxvceed sdmizably in collectin a = good quantity a and onan of such 
a most needed and sacred 
colonel of the regiment, 
while after _— dismissed 


thet thea an aoa te sahara een neuf. 
ti m, or me as on“ 
ficient autberity, and hehas never from that day to this explained to me the nat 
eee of ee , if I committed any, and I do not yet know why ave 
certainly was to do my duty to the utmost, and after I found out I was 
dismissed I felt that as nd calisted for the wari did not feel that my time was 


above what of my own family I with 
the families of my comrades of Company 1, which F qulisted, t the erecant of 
hundreds of dollars. The men of my Se resolu —4 


me right. These are the 
and to theee toe ready to be quali- 


LORENZO 38. COFFIN, 
Late Chaplain of the Thirty-second Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 
Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, 
Washington, D. ©. 
worn and subscribed to before me this 16th day of J 
i ~ = ah 236 1 ces, 


: . Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and a third time; and 
welag Gagressed, 16 wat accetliingty reel the third’ time, and passed. 
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MARGARET MYERS. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 
granting a pension to Margaret Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Myers, an army nurse dur 
ing the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $12 per month 

The report (by Mr. MorRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 704 
granting a pension to Margaret Myers, suvmit the following report : 


a 


‘ 


94) 


That the facts in this case are set forth in the Senate report which is hereby | 


adopted. 
SENATE REPORT. 

Mrs. Margaret Myers, the claimant under this bill, was an army nurse. 
entered the service July 8, 1862, by appointment of Miss D. L. Dix. Accompany 
ing the papers in the case are very flattering recommendations of her skill and 
ability during ‘those trying times.” 

John F. Randolph, surgeon, United States Army, says 


‘She was one of the few women employed at the hospital of whom [ never heard 
a complaint." 


She is now old and infirm, and we recommend tle passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’FARLAND. 

Mr. WICKHAM. I call up the bill (S. 2553) to remove the charge 
of desertion and of having enlisted in the Confederate service from 
the records of the War Department standing against John McFar- 
land and to grant him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
remove from the records of the War Department the charge of desertion and of 
having enlisted in the Confederate service, and all charges of kindred character 
standing on said record —— John McFarland, late private Company E, Sixty- 
fourth Doghment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and that he be granted an honorable 
discharge. : 

Mr. KILGORE. [I should like to hear the report in this case. 

The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (5. 2553) to 
remove the charge of desertion and having enlisted in the Confederate service 


from the records of the War Department standing against John McFarland, and 
grant him an honorable discharge, having considered the same, respectfully re 


slit 


‘That they have examined the evidence in this case and recommend the bill do 
pass. The report on this case made in the United States Senate by Senator Man- 
DERSON is embodied in this report as a clear statement of the conditions snrround- 
ing this case. 


{Senate Report No. 558, Fifty-first Congress, first session. | 


The Committeo on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill S. 2553 
entitled ‘‘A bill to remove the charge of desertion and of having enlisted in 
the Confederate service from the records of the War Department standing 
against John McFarland, and to grant him an honorable discharge,” have 
had the same under consideration, with divers papers pertaining to the mat- 
ter, and report it back favorably and recommend its passage. This bill received 
the favorable consideration of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate at 
the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and the Honse at the same session 
adopted said report (S. 443, H. R. 2941), but the bill seems never to have been 
reached on the Honse Calendar. 

Your committee has nothing to add to the report made at the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress on this bill, except that this report goes on the solo ground that 
in the opinion of your committee said McFarland was, to all intents and purposes, 
at the time he took the oath of the Confederacy, non compos mentia. If the papers 
did not seem to fairly establish that fact, aor committee would have seriously 
hesitated in advising the passage of this bill. 

The facts are fairly established by the affidavits submilted to your committee 
and on file with the Adjutant-General, United States Army, and appear to be that 


seventeen years, on the 12th of October, 1861, for three years, in Company F, Sixty- 
fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. He was at that time astrong, healthy young man, 
and seems to have remained such up to May, 1862, when he waa taken sick. Hoe 
rejoined his command in January, 1863, and was wounded at the battle of Clhicka- 
mauga in the right leg and left hand on the 19th of September, 1863, where he was 
likewise taken prisoner by the Confederates, and thereafter confined at Ander 
ville, Libby, Danville, and Florence. This confinement extended over a period of 
fourteen months, and until about November 15, 1864, which was over one month 
after his full term of service had expired. 

His sufferings were great and disease had brought bim to the verge of frenzy. 

Ifsworn statements of his comrades, Thomas Sexton, Peter Dillon, and Leander 
S. Marsh, are to be relied upon, McFarland's brain and weakened constitution ren- 
dered him a fit subject for an asylum at the time he took the oath to the Confed- 
eracy, and to enlist on that side, which he evidently resorted to in orderto escape 
‘death by slow process of starvation, and to gain the Union lines at the first 
op ity, which he succeeded in doing four weeks after. Comrade Marsh says 
ot McFarland tha 


t “he was hardly © to walk at the time; in fact, he was a 
wovin: 


skeleton.’ The others corroborated him in this statement. All three 


ea say he informed them of his real object, which ho put in force. These 


facts would appear to leave no possible doubt of McFarland’s real inten! in the | 
remises. 


Pp . 

The petitioner had four brothers who served in the Union Army, and the sworn 
evidence of neighbors, produced to your committeo, who had known the McFar- 
land family for years, is to the full effect that its members were loyal and patriotic 
beyond all doubt or cavil, and the enlistment and service of five brothers of one 
family would scem to be ample proof to sustain this theory. 

Thomas R. Smith, of Newark, Ohio, swears that he was first lieutenant of Com 
pany E, Sixty-fourth Ohio Infantry ; knew McFarland “ ever since he was a child ;" 
that McFarland was ‘among the best soldiers of my company and never shirked a 
duty, and was loyal to the United States Government;" that he saw him after his 

vity and return home, and that he “ was then a complete wreck, physically 
mentally; that he ‘' did not have control of his mental faculties." 

David B. Leiter, of Lucas, Ohio, a comrade of McFarland, swears that he con- 
siders his mind ** badly diseased and affected, and to such an extent that McFar- 
tand has not heen capable of condneting or attending to any business.’ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECO 


John McFarland, of Lucas, Richland County, Ohio, enlisted, at the age of : 


iy 
RD—HOUSE. 9773 
Joseph Fleming, a resident of Ohio, says that ever since McFarland’s confine- 
ment in Confederate prisons ‘his mind has been unbalanced and very weak, and 
he is at times entirely non compos mentis and not responsible for his acts.” 
All these witnesses knew McFarland before the war and swear that he was 
then a strong man mentally and physically 
McFarland's service was as follows: He was with his company and regiment 
from date of enlistment until the battle of Shiloh, four weeks after which he was 
stricken with typhoid fever, and, partially recovering, he went home on furlough, 
| reporting for duty August 10, 1862, but was sent to Camp Chase, where he suf- 
fered a relapse, was sent to hospital, and some six or ¢ 











| 


t ight weeks after, upon his 
| urgent solicitation, he was sent with convalescents to Louisville and put on patrol 
| guard, General Bragg then threatening that city. He reached his regiment after 
the battle at Stone River, did duty, and drew pay down to the day of his capture 
| at Chickamauga aforesaid. 
The House report on the bill for his relief (No. 625) i 
| gress says: 
* Daring the time he was in the Confederate army he never fired a gan, and con 

stantly watched an opportunity toescape. At the first opportunity he ran into 
| the Federal lines at Egypt Station, on the Mobile and Ohio Railroad, and wa 
| taken from there to Alton, DL, and on January 29, 1865, he was released 
Your committee have examined the papers in this case with zealous scrutiny on 

two occasions, mindful of the fact that great care should be taken in cases of this 
| character lest injustice be done to the living and to the memory of the patriotic 
| dead; but the sworn statements in this case would seem to demand that no dange: 
; 


i tl Forty-eighth Con 


of that character exists here, and that justice should be done not only to MeFat 
| land, but to a loyal and patriotic family. 


Mr. COLEMAN. Is that a unanimous report? 

Mr. WICKHAM. Itis, and the bill passed the Senate unanimously. 

Mr. SWENEY. I would like to inquire whether this man enlisted 
and served in the Confederate army? 

Mr. WICKHAM. He did, but the report shows that he was insaue 
at the time. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
ice? 


Mr. SWENEY. 


How long did he stay in the Confederate sery 


L was about to inquire how long he served ? 

Mr. WICKHAM. Not long; he took the first opportunity to es- 
cape. The report states that he never fired a gun while in the Con- 
federate service. 

Mr. SWENEY. Did he return to his command ” 

Mr. WICKHAM. The evidence shows that he did. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
‘ead the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. RIDER. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Lask the present considera- 


tion of the bill (H. R. 5074) granting a pension to George H. Rider 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enaeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, cations to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George H. Rider, late captain of the 
steamer Henry Clay. 

The report (by Mr. CraiG) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was roferred the bill (H. lt 
granting a pension to George H. Rider, submit the following report: 

‘The beneficiary named in the bill, George H. Rider, was captain of the steame 
Henry Clay, and during the early period of the war of the rebellion was engaged 
in the transportation of troops and ammunition for the Government on White 
River, and as captain of the said steamer acted as provost guard at Helena, Ark. 
While at Helena, Rider received orders to run the blockade at Vicksburg from 
General Grant and Admiral Porter, in accordance with which orders he ran the 
blockade, and in accomplishing the same bis steamer was shelled, set on fire, and 
Rider was, by the bursting of a shell, wounded severely in the thigh and leg. 

Thesteamer being practically destroyed, Rider was forced to get on a flat-boat 
and floated down the river untilhe reached the gun-boat Benton, where a surgeon 
dressed his wounds 

In consequence of the wound which Rider received by reason of the execution 
of the orders given to him by General Grantand Admiral Porter, he has been a 
helpless cripple ever since, and unfit for manual labor. The physical condition 
of Rider is testified to by W.C. Gray, aresidentof Pittsburgh, Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania, A. H. Mc(‘onnell, a resident of Allegheny City, Pa., William Swag- 
ger, aresident of Beaver County, Pennsylvania, Marshal Hayes, of Beaver County, 
Pennsylvania, Thomas Boley, of Fayette County, and Stephen A. Cregg, of Beaver 
Connty, Pennsylvania, allof whom are of the opinion that Rider has by reason of 
the wounds received in the service of his country become apenas itated for man- 
ual labor. In view of these facta, upon which there seems to be no controversy 
the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


S074) 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
1OHN C. MORRISON. 
Mr. BAKER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 2002) granting a 


pension to John C. Morrison, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, anthor 
ized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and limi 
tations of the pension laws, the name of John C. Morrison, of Albia, Towa 
assistant surgeon of the Thirteenth Iowa Infantry Volunteers 


The report (by Mr. Fick) is as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom waa referred the bill (H 
granting a pension to John C. Morrison, submit the following report 
John C. Morrison was assistant surgeon of the Thirteenth Iowa Volunteers. 
Ho filed claim for pension for epilepsy and rheumatism. ‘The claim was rejected 
' by the Pension Burean because of the failure to furnish record evidence of the 
| origin of the disability. 
| Theclaimant suffers from epilepsy and rheumatism. James Haines and Abra 
} 


late 


hy. 2OUZ) 


| 
i 
' 
' 
i 


ham Haas testify as to soundness of the claimant prior to enlistment. Frederick 
Lloyd testifies to his soundness and freedom from epilepsy previous to enlistment. 
Ella A. Morrison, wife of claimant, teasities to the claimant's enffering from epi 
lepsy on his return from the service. Dr. J. H. Ealy testifies that in December 
1865, the claimant had epilepsy; knew him well previous to enlistment and he 
was then free from epilepsy. 

Dr. A. C. Moore testifies that J.C. Morrison returned home in 1864 broken 
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with nervous prostration and had ae convalsions. Dr. A. W. M. Cline tes- 
tifles to epilepsy in 1866. James M. b, @ comrade, testifies to the soldier's 


_ soundness up to 1862; the said Robb heard of the soldier's 


‘duriog the war but did not know of it ‘ 
lepsy since 1862. In 1867 he moved to the same town with Robb. Dr. L. H. E 
testifies to epileptic fita. Dr, W. M. Gieany testifies to epilepsy from 1873. 

O. IL. Philpott testifies to oie Sa 184. 

It appears from this evidence that the soldier enlisted and was bealthy and free 
from epilepsy at time of hia enlistment; that be snffered with nervous prostration 
at his discharge and followed by epilepsy. 

Whilst this evidence is not sufficient ander the general law, we are well satisfied 
that the claimant's army service was the cause of bis disease. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


nervous prostration 
y; that the claimant has —— 
_ 


TIMOTHY C. BARJEROW. 
Mr. BELKNAP. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 5686) for the relief of Timothy C. Barjerow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause the removal of the charge of rom the records ot Tim- 
othy UC. Barjerow, late Company H, Eleventh Michigan Infantry 


The report (by Mr. SNrpEn) is as follows : 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5686) 


have considered the same, and sabmit the pom py by Hh 

A re was made in this case by Mr. Laird in ieth Congress, which is 
adopted as the report of your committee. Your committee recommend that the 
bill be amended by adding to the end of the bill the following words: *‘And that 
he be granted an honorable discharge under date of January 1, 1862," and that 
the bill so amended do pass. 


| House Report No. 1518, Fiftieth Congress, first session.) 


Mr. Laird, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the following re- 
port (toaccompany bill H. R. 6527) : 

Your committee, to whom was referred House bill 6527, find from the evidence 

t Timothy C. Barjerow was enrolled August 24, 1861, and mustered into the 
United States service September 9, 1861, at White Pigeon, Mich.; to serve three 
ears, in Company H, Eleventh Michigan Volunteers. On muster-roll for Novem- 
ber and December, 1861. he is reported “ absent, sick in h tal, White Pi e 
and for January and Feuruary, 1862, “ absent, left sick at .” For h 
and April he is marked “deserted,” and his name dees not appear on the 
quent rolis for that year, or any other, ¢xcept that on muster-out roll he appears 
with the record ‘ was left in Michigan, December, 1861, and never joined the regi- 
ment.” 

The evidence further shows that the disability which is proven of record con- 
tinned to aficct the claimant, and that he was fter unfit for the duties of a 
soldier. ‘Ihe disability further appears to have been incurred 
soldier was under orders for the recrui 
therein. There seems to have been an intention on the part of his officers to let 
this man remain at home on account of ineflicieney, by reason of sickness and the 
consequent inconvenience to the command. It is deemed that - 
ness for which be was d should have full weight in determining the case. 

The report of the Adjutant-General and the several affidavits in behalf of Bar- 
jerow are hereto attached and made a hereof. 

In view of the facts presented by claimant your committee recommend that the 
bill do pass. 


F 


Wak DerartTMent, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, 


February 13, 1888. 


'. Barjero was enrolled 
September 9, 1861, at Camp Tilden, White Pigeon, to 
Company H, Eleventh — 4 Volunteers. On muster-roll of that com for 
November and December, 1561, he is reported “Absent sick in bospital W te 
Pigeon ;" for Jan and February , “Absent; left sick at Quincy; ” for 
March and April, 1862, “deserted "—date not stated. ' His 


name is d from 
all su nent muster-rolle of , but on its muster-out roll, . 
ber 20, 1 Ba & pipes teal" Was’ left’ at Michigan, December, 1801, aud bever 


joined the imen 
On b fo. 1887, an renee for the removal of the charge of 


ving been left on 
in t ees his regiment (the Eleventh Volan- 
teers) left the State for the front, not rejoin it, oreven his w) ts 
to its officers, and that in co’ mence he was eee from the rolls as a deserter 
on A 30, 1862. Applicant its that had he called a \- 
done so, apparently sight of fact that 
upon recovery it was his duty to report in person or a to the nearest mili- 
tary post, station, or provost-marshal, if he had not means of g the 
at his own expense. He in concealment th the war— 

not only in name, but in fact.” 


a 
Copies of the testimony submitted in support of the application referred to are 
tnelosed a letter. on alae . 
am, sir, very res! y, your obedient servan’ 
” J.C. KELTON, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


The SECRETARY OF Wan. 


Stare OF MicuiGaNn, County of Branch, #3: 


kind or nature; that he has known of claimant's condition since December, 1364 
to the present time, and that he has been unable to perform manual labor during 
much of said last-named period. 
Farther, that I have no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
BARBER N. SHELDEN. 


Sabscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of November, A. D. 1885. And 
I further certify that I have no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
[SRAL. | ILLIAM H, YY 


RBY. 
: Notary Public. 
Certificate of official character on file at Washington. 


I hereby certify that in September, 1861, 1 employed sunt S- Barjerow to 
drive my wife and myself to Ann Arbor, Mich., from ee, M We stopped 
over night at a country tavern on the old Chicago road, in northern limits of 
Lenawee County, Michigan. Duringtheevening Mr. Barjerow and the landlord got 
into a heated discussion over the condition of the country, the landlord being 
what was termed at that time a Copperhead. The next day, about 10 a. m., my 
wife was taken violently sick on the road. A a rest she was able to go on to 
Ann Arbor. At night wand myself was taken ill; symptom’s same 4s my 
wife's, vomiting and purging. Wife and I were sick several days with irritable 
stomach. I heard from Mr. Barjerow frequently through friends =e , and 
learned that he was sick all the fall and winter, 1861- My pos ce address 
is Petersbargh, Monroe County, Michigan. 

We suspected poisoning. 

SAMUEL L, JONES, M. D. 
Late Assistant Surgeon Eleventh Michigan Infantry. 
PETERSBURGH, Micn., March 17, 1885. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Monroe, es : 


Subscribed and sworn to before me the 24th day of March. A. D. 1885, and I cer- 
tify that the contents of the foregoing affidavit was made known to the afliaut be- 
fore swearing ; that the affiant is to me known and is entitled to credit; that! . 
have no interest in the matter, and that certificate of my authority as notary pub- 
lic has been filed in the Pension Office for ce. 

JAMES H. GAGE, Notary Public. 


SvaTE OF MICHIGAN, County of Monroe, ss: 


I, P. H. Mathews, clerk of said county of Monroe and of the cireuit court 
therein, being a court of record, do hereby oun that James H. Gage, whose 
name is subscribed to the annexed affidavit and therein written, was, at the time 
of taking auch affidavit, anotary public in and for said county, duly 2 
and qualified, and a anthori by law to take the same; and, ; I 
- well eee with his handwriting, and verily believe that the signature 
thereto is genuine. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
circuit court, at the city of Monroe, this 4th day of eg A. D. 1886. 

(smat.] P. H. MATHEWS, Clerk. 


Application for removal of charge of desertion. 


Srare ov Micnican, County of Allegan, 82 : 

On this 12th day of June, A. D. 1 personally appea 
Chase, a notary Sak deo ity Allegan, in the State of Michigan, 
Timothy C. erow, now a resident of Oteego, county of Anogen, test, ch- 
igan, who, being duly sworn, ae he is the identical C. Barje- 


red before me, Milton 


of 

, \ e 

row whe was a private H, in the Eleventh Regiment of Michigan 
hes 7 er, 1861, nc White Pigeon, in the ty of Bt Joseph a 
coun an 

Michigne, by Seegt. Soke E. Nichols; mustered into service on or about 

the am ae . 1861, at White in the as St. Joseph 
ope Out een’ nce anes See 7 ees uae Gay of 
Decem * 1861, without any intention of desertin © regimen 
under the qoeuuatenste, Gunes Thanch County, Mich. 
pen Be t wasabout to leave the State, he was visited by Sergt. War- 
ren Newbury, who told him to remain until he recovered or was sent for. The 
cause and circumstances of this sickness have been set forth by an affidavit prior 


this date. 
He, y C. Barjerow, further says that he never was 


Timoth officially 
tively called upon to said t, although at all times willing to do so 
after recovering to hve Joli t. He further says that he 
never made any to evade his regiment. This is made 
for the purpose of securing a removal of the of and he hereby 
agpeiets, with full power of su a —_ = a a oe 
, of Blisstield, wee County, Michigan, ttormey to present appli 
thee onli te secctve ond y issued thereon, anc 
‘0 sits post ofice oddrese ie Otsgge, Al Sean Cony, ‘wine 
C. BARJEROW. 


Also personally before me Dr. Lenora Foster, now a resident of Otsego, 
in the county of and State of , and Mrs. E. P. Chase, now a res- 
ident of the town of , of the coanty of Alicgan and State of to me 
well known as credible persons, who, duly sworn, declare that have 
bins to be the ena teeies te aot tity berdavegiaien se 
believe that the affidavit by him subscribed is correct and true, and that 
they have no in his claim. 

TIMOTHY C. BARJEROW. 

LENORA Foster, 

Evizapets P, Cuass. 


Srate or Micmicay, County of Allegan, #3: ae 
worn subscribed before this b above-named and I 
cortfythat tread sald ada (aa maiawt Gad acqenteiel bin ei ieee 


I further certify that I am in no wise interested in said nor am I concerned 
is peansunity tnwwn to ana, and Gast be 1s 


{. 8.] MILTON CHASE, Notary Public. 

Tee 0 ceattRenin of sap eiien 08 is is Fenstes Step 58 D.C. 
the county court in and for aforesaid and State, 
his name to the de- 


claration and affidavit, was at the time of so ne potas ete oo 








ythe 


1890. - 





Application for removal of charge of desertion. 
STATE OF Micwican, County of Allegan, ss: 


On this 10th day of March, A. D. 1885, personally appeared before me, a deputy 
county clerk in and for the county of All in the State of Michigan, Timothy 
©. Barjerow, now a resident of Otsego Village, county of Allegan, State of Mich- 
igan, who, being duly sworn, declares that he is the identical Timothy C. Barje- 
row who was a private in Company H in the Eleventh Regiment of Michigan In 
fantry: that he was enlisted in said company and regiment on or about the 11th 
day of September, 1861, at White Pigeon, im the county of St. Joseph and State 
of Michigan, by John A. Nichols, mustered into service on or about the 11th day 
of September, 1861, at White Pigeon, in the county of St. Joseph and State of 
Michigan; that he served faithfully until on or about — September, when he was 
dropped, 1862, when, without any intention of deserting, he eft the regiment under 
the following circumstances: To recruit men for the regiment. ' 

In a few weeks, while on this duty and stopping at a hotel in the town of Frank 
lin, Lenawee County, Mich., — by a man named Ayers, I was poisoned, I think 
designedly, as he was a Copper ood. and was very sick for a long time from this 
cause. At that time and same meal Dr. Samuel Jones and his wife were poi- 
soned. On account of this sickness I was left behind on sick leave when the reg- 
iment left the State for active service. A sergeant of the regiment and my com- 
pany g#ve me verbal orders to remain behind at that time. I was carried on thé 
roll of the company for a year and then, as I was not and had not been fit for 
duty or to join the regiment, I was dropped from the company roll. I never had 
orders to join the regiment or report to any general hospital and was not officially 
notified that I was dropped from the a. roll. I had not deserted or at- 
tempted to desert, and was all the time at home in Branch County during the war. 

This declaration is made for the pu of securing a removal of the charge 
of desertion, and he hereby appoints, with foll power of substitution and revoca- 
tion, Soulé & Co., of Washington, D.C., his attorneys to present this application 
and to receive and receipt for the discharge that may be issued thereon, and todo 
any and all acts necessary to effect the purpose of their said appointment. His 
post-office address is Otsego, Allegan County, Mich. 

TIMOTHY C. BARJEROW. 
-SHELDIN W. ROSE. 
SARAH T. CHASE. 
ELIZABETH P. CHASE 
JOHN RANDALL. . 


Also personally appeared before me Sheldin W. Rose, now a resident of the 
town of Otsego. in the County of Allegan and State of Michigan, and John Ran- 
dall, now a resident of the town of Otsego, of the county of Allegan and State of 
Michigan, to me well known as credible persons, who, being duly sworn, declare 
thatthey have been for fifteen years acquainted with the above-named applicant 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


that they know him to be the person he represents himself to be; that they have | 
every reason to believe that the foregoing affidavit by him subscribed is correct and | 


true, and that they have no interest in his claim 
SHELDIN W. ROSE. 
JOHN RANDALL. 
Strate OF MicniGan, County of Allegan: 


Sworn to and subseribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and 
l certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, and acquainted him with its con- 
tents before he executed the same. I further certify that lam in nowise inter- 
ested in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution: and that said affiant 
was personally known to me, and that he is a credible person. 
WILLIAM HAY 
Deputy County Clerk. 


The amendment reported by the committee to add at the end of 


the bill the words “‘ and that he be granted an honorable discharge 
under date of January 1, 1862,” was read and agreed to. 

The bil} as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time ; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA JAMES. 


Mr. FUNSTON. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (8. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James. 
The bill was read follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura James, widow of Joseph James 
deceased, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry 


The report (by Mr, SAWYER) is as follows: 


‘Lhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1733) granting a 
pension to Laura James, have examined the same and report: 

This bill pro 8 to pension Laura James, widow of Joseph James, deceased. 
The soldier enlisted as a private soldier in Company G, Sixteenth Kansas Volun- 
teer Cavalry, on the 24th day of November, 1863, and was honorably discharged 
from the service of the United States December 6, 1865. 


The soldier made application for pension June 11, 1880, alleging as the basis of | 


his claim “that in April, 1864, at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., he was taken sick 
with pneumonia and lung fever and before he fally recovered he took the scurvy. 
Records of the War Department show treatment of soldier in the hospital at 
Leavenworth at time alleged. 

Euphratus Shepherd swears to sickness of soldier at Fort Leavenworth, and 
does not remember anything more about him until December, 1865, when he “ was 
breken down; * * * his legs were swollen very badly and were black and blue 
spotted; * * * knew him well; * * * was a man of unswerving honesty 
and truth.” In answer to an office letter Captain Shepherd states “ that the sol- 
dier was taken sick with scurvy at Julesburgh in May, 1865, and that he well re- 
members of his being sick with scurvy at Leavenworth in November, 1865.”’ 


George Rising, of Osawatomie, Kans., swears to prior soundness and his condi- 
tion at and that his health has been r since he came out of the 
Army. He the scurvy, and would not consider him capable of performing 


manual labor since his ge. 

This affiant is fully and strongly corroborated by John A. Fuller. John A. 
Fuller was also a comrade, being a member of Company G, Sixteenth Kansas 
Cavalry, and swears to incurrence of survey at Julesburgh. 

This is also further corroborated by comrades Warren D. Bark and J. W. 
Gregg. The marriage of the soldier and claimant is fully set forth as having 
taken place September 26, 1860. 

Dr. Teees Poster, under date of April 26, 1882, after a very thorough and care 
fal examination, rates him at three-quarters for scurvy and its effects. Tho sol- 
dier died October 4, 1882, before the allowance of the claim, but certainly not be- 
fore he established his title to it. The claim for scurvy was admitted by the Pen- 
sion Office May, 1885. The widow, the claimant, made application for pension 
F 1889. Theclaim eh. vane by the Commissioner of Pensions in May. 

ground “that the 


1889, on shows that the claimant is not the legal 
widow ¢ soldier.” This evidence is furnished by the claimant. 
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The claimant states that her age in 1888 was 63 years. Her maiden name was 
Laura Thacker; that on the 28th day of December, 1845, she was married to WW 
H. Johnson, and continued as his wife until the year 1851, when he (Johnson 
died. That on or about February, 1855, she was married to one Nathan Cornett 
and that she lived with her second husband until September, 1856, when the) 
parted on account of his habits being such that she could live with him no longer 
She did not see him again until the year 1862. He (Cornett) 
and had a family of children by his then wife. There wer 
to her knowledge, being none on her part, and Mr. Cort 
County, Kansas, in 1862 

She was married to Joseph James, the soldier, S 
with and cared for him as 
family of children. The respectability of the family is fully set forth, and she is 
now reputed an ‘estimable old lady. Your committ ugree with the (¢ 
sioner of Pensions that the claim was properly rej« 

There are some equities in the case, however, that should 
nection with the claim. There may have been a divorce } 
husband, unknown to the claimant. This creates a doubt should be re 
solved in her favor. She was the wife of the soldier and the mother of hi 
dren during those troublous times, and a careful review of the case shows that h 


was then married 
no divorce pi ceed DES 
rett died in Leavenwort 
eptem be 6, 1860, and lived 


In 1882 They also raised a 





iis wife until his death 





on 

ted under the general laws 
be considered in 

rocured by the seco 
which 


Was a great sufferer and charge for years previous to his death. She nursed am 
cared for him all this time, and we think she should now have that small recogn 


tion of having a pension for her care of one of the defenders of the Union, an 
recommend the passage of the bil! 


The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it w 


gly 
read the third time, and passed. 


as accordin 


EDWIN REEDER. 


Mr. SMITH, of lilinois. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11171) 
granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, late a member of 
Company A, First Tenuessee Infantry, in the war with Mexico. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Edwin Reeder, late a member o! 
Company A of the First Tennessee Infantry, in the war with Mexico, to $50 per 
month, said amount to be in lieu of the pension of $8 per month which he is nov 
drawing under certifleate numbered 4462. 


Mr. KILGORE. I think the report in this case ought to be re 
The report (by Mr. H1L_) was read, as follows: 


Lhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11171) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, have considered the same and report 
as follows : 

The soldier served as a private in Captain Northcut’s company, First Tennesse: 
Volunteers, from June 2, 1846, to May 20, 1847, in the war with Mexico 

He is now a pensioner at #8 per month under the Mexican war service-pension 
act of January 29, 1887. 

In support of the bill Dr. Orange B. Ormsby, of Jackson County, Illinois, testities 
that the claimant is severely deaf in both ears, and is afflicted with a hydrocel 
and with general paresis of the nerves, the result of paralysis, and that he is ex 
tirely unable to do any kind of manual labor; also, that the claimant's mental ca 
pacity bas been permanently impaired by the stroke of paralysis. 

Dr. Charles Bain corroborates the testimony of Dr. Ormaby and adds that th: 
claimant is a sober, honest, and upright man ; that he (the claimant) lives in a Lit 
tle log hut by himself and has no means whatever aside from his small pension 

The claimant's physical condition and necessities are further shown by the te 
timony of Dr. W. W. Essick and M. G. Reynolds. 

The soldier is now sixty-five years old. Your committee believe the case to bi: 
avery meritorious one, and the bill is therefore returned with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, amended, however, as follows: By striking out the word 

fifty,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the word wenty,” so as to allow 


ad. 


| a pension at $20 per month. 


} time; 


The amendment recommended by the committee to strike out 
‘*tifty,” in line 6, and inserting ‘‘ twenty ;” so as to make the pension 
$20 a month, was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 


engrossed and read a third 
and it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH L. KNIGHT. 

Mr. LACEY. ILask for the present consi 
2154 granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enaeted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is bereby, ai 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah L. Knight 
dependent invalid sister of Albert E. Knight, formerly of Company E, First Reg 
ment Maine Cavalry Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 a month from and 
after the passage of this act. 


deration of the bill (S. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 
granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight, submit the following report 

The proposed beneficiary is the dependent sister of Albert E. Knight, who was 
killed in battle while serving as a private in Company E, First Regiment Main 
Cavalry. The soldier left neither wife nor minor child surviving him, and ther: 
is no one now drawing pension on account of his death in the service 

From the testimony of Dr. J. E. L. Kimball and others it appears that Sarah I. 
Knight has been an invalid for more than thirty years, and that for the last twelv« 
years she has been confined to her bed a greater part of the time. It further ap 
pears that she has no income of any kind and is dependent upon others for het 
support and care 

The case is clearly within well established precedents, and your committee 
therefore report favorably on the accompanying bil! and ask that it do pass. 


bill (5S. 2184 










The bill was ordered to a third reading: and 


it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


RACHAEL A. FENSTAMAKER. 


Mr. CRAIG. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
hmitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachael A. Fenstamaker, widow of 
John Reed, Company ¥, Sixt;-tiird Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension of $12 per rnonth. ; 


0826 


granting a 
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The report (by Mr. CrasG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9826) 
; t erauting © pansion to Rachael A. Fenstamaker, submit the res 2 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
ows: 

Provided, That the said David H. Rassell shall not be entitled to any pay or 
allowance for the time he was absent from his company without leave. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to reconsider the several votes by which 
bills were passed; and also move to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FLOWER. Do I understand that the bill that went over, 
General Barnum’s bill, is a special order to-morrow morning, and a 
continuing order until passed? If not, I would like to have that 
order made. 

-—" KILGORE. Right after the disposal of the river and harbor 

ill, 

Mr. FLOWER. If not before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If it is competent for the House at 
this evening’s session to make that order, the bill will be of the char- 
acter of untinished business. 

And then (the hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. having ar- 
rived) the Speaker pro tempore declared the House adjourned. 


That ae) A. Reed was the widow of John Reed, Company F, Siaty-thira 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, who died of typhoid fever June 24, 1862. Widow was 
drawing a pension on account of said soldier until October 13, 1864, when she 
married another soldier, Isaac N. Fenstamaker, first lieutenant Company F, Sixty- 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

This soldier died December 26, 1877, when his widow, December 26, 1879, applied 
for a pension on account of this soldier's death, but was finally rejected, in 188%, 
on the ground that the cause of death was not clearly proved to have been due to 
the service. The evidence taken in the case showed his prior soundness and free- 
dom from disease; his long service,during which he received an injury to the 
stomach and back by being struck in the stomach and knocked down in the battle 
of Bull Run, from which it was alleged originated Bright's diseaso and lung trouble, 
from which he died. The Pension Office was not satisfied that the death-canse 
was from the aoe in the service. 

: Your committee incline to give the widow the benefit of the doubt; and, in view 
i of the fact that she was a pensioner on account of her first soldier-husband’s death, 


O 


eee ey 


and that by her marriage to second sol-lier she lost ber pension, and now has been 
without a pension for thirteen years, since the death of her second husband, rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill with the following amendments: 

Strike out *‘John Reed,” and insert ‘Isaac N. Fenstamaker, first lieutenant,” 
and by striking out all after the word “volunteers.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the closing 
paragraph of the report were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 





AGNES Rt, RICE. 


Mr. COLEMAN, I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. oe) patting a pension to Agnes R. Rice. 


The bill was read, as follows: to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

1 es enacted, eto, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, on. Mr. HEARD, trom the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
limitations of the; mala die neneet Ai ea i ‘Rice, widow of Pareen C. ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10364) to amend 
Rice, late private Company C, First Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry. the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company, 

The report (by Mr. FLick) is as follows: accompanied by a report (No. 3055)-—to the House Calendar. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice, submit the followii : 
uiawen Wo wsse pemcener ep te Et Aisi Which Samaied ivan BA toon, 
° 6 , , , . . . 
He married this appllenst June Re 1876, and by her he left surviving him two Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
‘After ie death of said soldier his said wife, Agnes R. Rice, applied for a pen Gusel, sovesatiy seed tutes, end sefened on Sellows: 
“ as e, » » & . ', = . 

sion, but found that said soldier had a wife ele to whom he had been saneried By Mr. DUNPHY (by request): A bill (H. R. 11951) to provide an 

previous to his marriago with this applicant, but that said first wife was, long | American register for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, of New York—to the 

»s - coat of said soldier, married to another man, with whom she now ee MOUE te ae he 1 (ne 12988) cs 4 

Thee : ' » ames By Mr. y request): A bi .R. 2) to authorize the 

. oom fo, an exemplary chviatian fay and At ah in good faith and in accord. | Washington and Cumberland Railroad Company to extend its road 

' ance with the forms of law married said soldier, and that she performed all the | into the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
: Se aan Mate bana trey i | Colum 

. u eo . no >. . = “a: . . 

i and to his death ied another, and that thi icant in good fait! . By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11953) to hibit transmission 

j cocmed the dutice of a faith fal wife, Ganting the colder Miitieen, Sane for fim through the mails of obscene, lewd, lascivious, or aeeme publications, 

ty ean. and closing his eyes in death, your committee are of opinion that this pictures, models, casts, or instruments, and for other purposes—to the 

evens pass. Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (I. R. 11966) for marking the lines of 
battle and the positions of troops of the Army of the Potomac and the 


5 The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it vras accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Army of Northern Virginia at Antietam, Maryland, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ana smtp poorest eke yb nl 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was delivered 

























SE 


GEORGE GUNNELL. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. [ask unanimous consent for 

the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of 
Gunnell. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be tt enacted, cte., Uhat the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to so correct the © service of George Gunnell, late of 
Company M, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, as to remove the 
e@harge of desertion, and thereupon to issue to said ° Gennsit te 


a certifica’ 
ef honorable re contomporaneous with the muster ont of said Seventh Reg- 
iment of Michigan Volunteer Cavalry. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated beiows 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11954) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Clara Tilden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 11955) granting a pension to John 
L. Herrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


i eemnenad sey 


; geen and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord-| By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 11956) to place the name of Jeffer- 
ae pgly read the third time, and passed. son Baily on the muster-rolls of the United States Army—to the Com- 
; ine mittee on Military Affairs. 
ie oh a a ae Also,a bill (H. It. 11957) to place the name of William P. Benison on 
rs Mr. BANKS. [ask unanimous consent for the present cousidera- | the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


tion of the bill (11. R. 11420) granting a pension to Jessie Benton 
Frémont, widow of John C. Frémont, late a major-general United 
States Army. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1s there objection to the present con- 


By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 11958) to authorize the Secretary o! 
War to remove the —— of desertion against Christian Birk—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 11959) for the relief of James Celic— 





. sideration of the bill? ‘ "io a Mill (il Te 11960) t0 place the name of Caroline Gragg on 
ie Mr. Ptr a Sadione. I ask that the bill go over to be con- the — ttee os “eo. ; 
; sidered : : . . . Also, a CH. R. to place the name of James J. Grasty on 
or to any outer oa the eaijest,  » onsideration of that bill to-night | tye muster-rolls United States Army—to the Committee on Military 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Consideration being objected to, the Affairs. 


By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11962) for the relief of Michael 
-_ v Articary—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. BELKNAP. I otc daaieaiads aenaia t for the consid pres Sau Works of Beste, Saseeiadione We, 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief of David H. Russell. rt cag — n, Mass.—to the Committee on War 


ae ro a Sahel oi case Also, a bill (IH. Ez 11964) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of 
’ 7] 0 ar hereby, authorized Boston, Mass.—to Committee on ar Claims. 
apd directed to roiave the charge of desertion Fieventh Regiment Penneviranie Ke | _ BY Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 11965) for the relief of Thomas 


serve Volunteer Corps. Hankins—to the Committee on War Claims. 


bill will be withdrawn. 


se 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: ; 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): Memorial of citizens of Arkansas, in 
favor of House bill 7162 and Senate bill 2806—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of David P. Atkinson, of | 


Wayne County, Tennessee, for reference of claim under the provisions 
of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, petition of First Baptist Church of Memphis, Tenn., for refer- 


ence of claim for use and occupation by United States military author- 
ities to the Court of Claims under provisions of Bowman and Tucker 
acts and amendments, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SBNATE. 
SATURDAY, September 6, 1890. 
The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. Butler, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 63 citizens of St. Louis, Mo. ; 
a petition of 74 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 82 citizens of 


St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 75 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 


48 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo. ; 
a petition of 67 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 90 citizens and 
voters of St. Louis, Mo. ; a petition of 82 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; and 
a petition of 72 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying that ‘‘ the Paddock 
bill,”’ prohibiting the adulteration of diet and drugs, may become a 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Hanna and 69 other citizens 
of Chase County, Nebraska, praying that an appropriation be made in 
aid of irrigation; which was referred to the Select Committee on Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Ohio State Bar Associa- 


tion, praying for the passage of the intermediate Federal court bill; | 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Pittsburgh, Pa., in favor of a more adequate light service; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of citizens of Barnwell, Ga., 
praying that what is known as the Paddock bill, Senate bill 3991, to 
prevent the adulteration of articles of food or drink or medicine may 
be enacted into law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of residents of Marlborough County, 
South Carolina, praying for the passage of what is known as the *‘ pure 
food ’’ bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca 
E. Simon, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark, re- | 


ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John B, Reed, late lieutenant- 
colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit a report from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, in response toa resolation of the 3d of July last, concerning 
the gross amount of appropriations of the first session of the Fifty-first 
Co I ask that it may be printed and lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and lie 
upon the table and be printed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the reporé in regard to the state of the 
Be (FET called for by resolutien ? 

r. ALLISON. Yes, sir; called for by a resolution of the Senate. 
I will state that the report is practically in print, and if sent to the 
Printer immediately it can be returned here during the day. I may 
desire to use it in the debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The necessary order will be made to 
have the printing immediately done and the document returned im- 
mediately to the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCP HERSON, 
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its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

A bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler; 

A bill (8. 2370) for the reliet of Philip T. Greely; 

A bill (8, 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; and 

A bill (S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman. 
| The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 353) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton 

| <A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 





Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 
| A bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins 
A bill (S. 794) granting a pension to Margaret Myers 
A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; 
A bill (8. 1149) granting a pension to Ann G, Blackington 
A bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 
A bill (S. 1294) to increase the pension of James Coey 
A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension Anna Platt; 
A bill (S, 1308) granting a pension to Adelaide EF. 
nurse; 
A bill (S. 1521) granting a pension to David Drumbhelle: 
A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to Mary White; 
A bill (S. 1602) granting a pension to Wells C. Harrell; 
A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Sallie E. Richards; 
\ bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sholl; 
A bill (S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James; 
A bill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald; 
A bill (S. 1973) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke; 
A bill (S. 2184) granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight; 
A bill (S. 2240) granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene-Hodgman 
A bill (S. 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb; 
A bill (S. 2423) granting a pension to Carrie M. Miller; 
A bill (S. 2438) placing the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension- 
roll; 
A bill (S. 2553) to remove the charge of desertion and of having en- 
listed in the Confederate service from the records of the War Depart 


Spurge on, army 


| ment standing against John McFarland and to grant him an honorable 
| discharge; 

A bill (S. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague; 

A bill (8. 2720) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker: 

A bill (S. 2736) granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale; 

A bill (S. 2753) granting a pension to Polly McArthur; 

A bill (8. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer; 

A bill (S. 1972) granting a pension to Susan C. White: 

A bill (8. 3005) for increase of pension to Sarah R. Bleecker 

A bill (8. 3130) to correct the military record of William Smith, ot 
Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 3158) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. 
Thornton, widow of the late Capt. James 8. Thornton, United States 
Navy; 

A bill (S. 3325) for the reliet of Margaret I’. Smith; 

A bill (S. 3366) granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander; 

A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

A bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum; and 

A bili (S. 3874) granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 4373) forthe relief of the Atlantic 
| Works, of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 4374) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, 
of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4375) to provide an American reg 
ister for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, of New York; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce 


HUTCHINSON 


Mr. DAWES. There is a Senate bill on the table with a House 
amendment that will cause no debate. I ask to have it laid before the 
Senate. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3556) granting the right 


AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD, 


| of way to the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company to construct 


and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line trom the city of 


| Anthony, in the State of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, tosome 


point in the county of Grayson, in the State of Texas; which was to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will he read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. DAWES. If it causes any debate I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will see how long it takes. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state in a moment that the difference between 
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the two bills is that the House has amended the bill that makes the 
railroad stop at Guthrie instead of going clear through to Texas, and 
has curtailed the time of completing it from four years to eighteen 
months. I have compared the two and find that these are the only 
differences. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Representatives will be read. 

he Cuter CLERK Strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert— 

Mr. DAWES. The House has accomplished that by substituting an 
entirely new bill. The same bill has been read three times in the 
we but I suppose according to rule the amendment is required to 

»¢ read, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. According to rule and according to safety. This 
would be perfectly safe, but it would be a precedent, and the amend- 
ment must be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the amendment 
must be read before it can be acted on. 

The Chief Clerk read the House substitute. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made to the bill in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri and my friend from Massachusetts to one section of the bill, 
which gives to the district court of Kansas, not the circuit court, but 
no matter for that now, complete jurisdiction of all questions arising 
in the Indian Territory in which this railroad company has an interest. 
‘That is the substance of it. A year or two ago we established with 
great care, in order to have local jurisprudence, and it appears to have 
worked very well, a United States court with full powers in that coun- 
try. This seems 'to withdraw the jurisdiction of that court to the ex- 
tent that this particular corporate suitor is concerned, if I correctly 
understand it. 

Mr. DAWES. Since that bill became a law it has been the habit 
to give either the Kansas court or that court j as the rail- 
road was nearer the one or the ee and sometimes concurrent juris- 
diction for the sake of bringing the ties and the subject-matter 
nearer the court. This begins on the cota at Guthrie, 
which is much nearer the Wichita court than it is the other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far is it from the Kansas line to Guthrie? 


The amendment of the House of 


Mr. DAWES. I should think a hundred miles. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far is it to Guthrie from Muscogee ? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know, but I should think eine as far. 

Mr. VEST. The eighth section of the bill, as stated by the Senator 


from Vermont, gives jurisdiction to the United States district court for 
the district of Kansas of all questions arising between the Indians and 
other parties and the railroad company as to the construction of this 
railread through their land. I have always op by every legiti- 
mate means I could this sort of legislation. e have established a 
court for the Indian Territory with the idea that it should have exclu- 
sive jarisdiction inside of that Territory, and now this bill goes in the 
opposite direction and seeks to give extraterritorial jurisdiction to one 
of these outside courts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to interpose an 
further consideration of this bill. 
much time. 


objection to the 
I am sorry that it has taken up so 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 7% 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R 
9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER, Before the item of this bill relating to the duty on 
barley was reached, I addressed to the Secretary of Agriculture a note, 
asking for some statistical information on the subject bearing upon the 
question whether the amendment proposed by the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee to reduce the duty on barley ought or ought not to be adopted. 
When the item was reached I had his reply read. A day or two ago 
the Senator from New York [Mr, Evarts a communica- 
tion from the Board of Trade of the city of Oswego, N. Y. controvert- 
ing some of the statements contained in the communication which the 


_ Secretary of Agriculture had addressed to me. I have received this 


morning acommunication from him upon thesubject, which I ask leave 
to present and have read that it may go into the Recorp. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be in the RecorpD without reading. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; let it be printed in the Recorp. 

aca It isan important matter. We ought to know 
w t 


Mr. ALDRICH. 1! do not think it is important to have it read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to printing the 
document in the Reconp? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The communication is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., September 5, 1390. 

Sexator: My attention has been called toa communication of the Oswego 
Board of Trade, addressed to the Senate, which attacks certain statements made 
by me in a recent communication to you on the subject of the barley product o/ 
this country. Inasmuch as my letter was add to you, and you saw fit to 

ive it publicity through the ConGrEessionAL Recoxp, and hence to indorse it, 
f think it no more than proper that I should say to you that every statement 
made in my letter is true. 

This manifesto of the Oswego Board of Trade is a singular document to ema- 
nate from an intelligent commercial body. It would seem to be a stupid pro- 
cedure to im 10,000,000 of barley per annum if it were not needed for con- 
sumption. If 7 assumption of the use of 45,000,000 bushels for malting pur- 
poses is correct, it is certain that that three-fourths of the barley malted is grown 
in this country, be if three-fourths of the beer is made from domestic grain, 
why not the other fourth? 

The most erroneous and unintelligent assumption, however, is the virtual 
claim that barley is used exclusively for malting purposes. It is an idea that 
may be held by the bibulous and convivial, but it is not mast Barley is used 
extensively for feeding farm animals, and on the Pacificcoast takes the place of 
all other cereals for that pu . and it e not unknown asa source of — 
products for human beings, It should not be the corn and ry 
crops are not used cuiebedla for whisky, and t the barley is not all rad 
quired for beer. It would seem to be an act of wisdom on the part of our farm- 
ers to increase the product of a in so useful for feeding, so much in demand 
both in its solid and liquid ucts, and which produces a greater value per 
acre than any other grain. Itis not xpected, however, that importers 
should favor increase of home an 

Very respectfully, 

Hon. — C. Spooner 

United States Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask what disposition was made 
of paragraph 218, on page 50 of the bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro cone. The paragraph will be read as it 
stands after the action of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

218. Shingles, 30 cents per 1,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON., _ I do notdesire to interfere with the impost duty 
on either cypress or cedar shingles, but as to white-pine Iam 
informed by those who are at homein this industry that the white pine 
of Canada not aftord a shingle that really competes with the white- 
pine shingles of Wisconsin and Mich I ask consent to introduce 
an amendment to the raph, and I ask for its present consideration. 
I do not think it will be objected to by those who are interested in the 

white-pine forests, for the reason that I have stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro . ‘The amendment will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. Add to paragraph 218: 

Shingles of white pine, 20 cents per 1,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin to make 
the paragraph read: 

White-pine shingles, 20 cents per 1,000; all others, 30 cents per 1,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as mod- 
ified. 

The Cuter CLerK. It is proposed to make the paragraph read: 

218. White-pine shingles, 20 cents per 1,000; all others, 30 cents per 1,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like toinquire ot theSenator how that re- 
duction compares with the amendment to this particular paragraph 

the other day when it was formally considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is probably more familiar with that 
than I am. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam perhaps, as I had the honor and the pleas- 
ure to vote forthe amendment at that time. The reduction 
by that amendment was exactiy the same as is now proposed by the 
‘amendment of my colleague. I was glad to hear this morning that 
this reduction would beacceptable to Senators representing the lumber 
interest here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend - 
ment will be ee to. 

Mr. EDMUN I to vote against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Chair will put the ques- 
tion. The is on the amendment. 

The ment was agreed to, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Last evening paragraph 697 130, was 
bas over a Senator a Pennsylvania Mr. Quay ] 

a for the yeas nays upon question is on agreeing 
committee amendment, on which the yeas and nays were de- 


J. M. RUSK, Secretary. 


seendea b the Senator from vania. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. yeas and nays having heen de- 
poate the Senator from ane (Mr. Qari, are they «lec- 
sired b. er the ene poeene? 

The yessand nays were ord 

Mr. QUAY. Has the Chair stated the 

The a pro tempore, ~ yh se waco OY 
The Carer CLER » On peak oy yeaa oes ical pcmmaaiaam 
racials pouiens ta banat doula de 

697. 


Sponges. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is an amendment reported by 
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the Committee on Finance. A vote in the affirmative places sponges 
the free-list, and a vote in the negative places them on the du- 
tiable-list. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR ( when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. @zorcE]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PetricgREw]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator trom Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr.CARLISLE. I am paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
(Mr. Preece]. . 

Mr. DAWES (after having voted in the negative). 
with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTr]. 
how he would vote,I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative). i voted inad- 
vertently. I did not notice the absence of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], with whom I am paired. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
{Mr. Eustis]. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
inquire if the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I voted supposing he was present. He and I have 
agreed to transfer our respective pairs. I suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] that he and I transfer our respective pairs. 
I have already voted. 


Iam paired with the senior 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 
In his absence, I with- 


IT am paired 
Not knowing 


Mr. DAWES. I am content, if it may be so reganded. 
Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MorRILL]). 


Mr. DAWES. Under that arrangement I will vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota t r. 
PErTIGREW]. By the consent of the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
Drxon] I will transfer the pair between him and the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] so that we can vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). Is the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JonrEs] recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with him, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON. Under the transfer announced by the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to announce for the day that my colleague 
[Mr. Hampton] isdetained from the Senate by sickness. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 


Aldrich, Coke, Hale, Sawyer, 

e, Dixon, Harris, Turpie, 
Berry, Frye, Moody, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gray, Platt, Walthall. 

NAYS—36. 

Allen, Davis, Hoar, Ransom, 
Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Reagan, 
Barbour, Dolph, MeMilian, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Butler, Evarts, Morgan, Stewart, 
Call, Faulkner, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Gibson, Plumb, Teller, 
Casey, Gorman, Pugh, Vance, 
Cullom, Hawley, Quay, Washburn. - 

ABSENT—22. 
Blackburn, Farwell, Kenna, Power, 
Blair, George, McPherson, Sanders, 
Brown, Hampton, Manderson, Squire, 
Carlisle. Hearst, Morrill, Stanford, 
Chandler, Higgins, Paddock, Voorhees 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Bustis, Jones of Nevada, Pierce, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We should now return to the original paragraph 
90, on 12, and insert ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 
men who are voting that way will indicate the duty they would like 
to have placed upon sponges, I should like to carry out their wishes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that the present duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the present duty. 

Mr. PLUMB. Unless there is some reason to the contrary, 
to me that it is fair to maintain the present duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Florida to state wh: at | 
rate of duty they would have. 

Mr. PASCO. I simply desire to have the same rate restored as it 
present stands. 

Mr, ALDRICH. That seems to be agreeable on all sides. 

Mr. PASCO. On page 12, line 21, I move that the paragraph as it 
came from the House be restored. 


it seems 


at 








It the gentle- ad valorem instead of 25. 





Mr. ALDRICH. rest that the 
was disagreed to be reconsidered. 


I sugg 


vote by which the paragraph 
That would restore it as it stood in 


| the bill as passed by the House. : 

| Mr. CALL. I think the present rate of duty is satisfactory as it 

| stands in the existinglaw, and I suggest to the Senator from Rhode 

| Island that it ought to be allowed to stand at that rate. 

The PRESIDE ar » tempore. if there be no objection. the vote of 

the Senate by which ‘th e amendment of the committee striking out 
paragraph 90, on aie se 12, was agreed to will be reconsidered and the 


amendment of the committee rejected. 


Mr. ALDRICH: 


The Chair hears no objection. 
I now ask that we return to paragraph 190, on page 


15. The word ‘‘and”’ should be inserted between the word ‘‘ bull- 
ion’’ and the word ‘‘ metal.”’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 45, line 15, in paragraph 190, it is pro- 


posed to insert the word ‘‘and”’ 


read: 


after the word ‘‘ bullion;’’ so as to 


Bullion, and metal thread of 
vided for in this act, 25 per 


Mr. GORMAN. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
graph 190. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A 
tion of a conjunction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that we 
should go back to paragraph 36, on page 6, and correct the item in that 
paragraph in relation to oils, to correspond with the duty which has 
been imposed upon castor-oil and castor-beans, so as to make that para- 
graph consistent with the action which has been taken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 17 of page 6, in paragraph 36 
action heretofore taken by the Senate, 
and 80 inserted. 

The PRESIDENT p: 
stated. 

The CHrer CLERK. 
posed to strike out * 


gold, silver, or other 
cent. ad valorem. 


metals, not specially pro 


What is that ? 


It is simply inserting the word ‘‘and”’ in para- 


grammatical change, the inser- 


, owing tothe 

40 cents should be stricken out 

o tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
On page 6, line 17, in paragraph 36, it is pro- 

forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty;’’ so as to read: 

36. Alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda,or Turkey red oil, 


containing more than 50 per cent. of castor-oil, 8) cents per gallon; all other, 15 
cents per gallon, 


Mr. PLUMB. 


Fifteen cents per gallon should be increased. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereshould bean ad valorem rate upon the other. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not leave the duty just as it exists now? | 
think there would be no trouble on accountof that. I have been told 
by persons who assume to know that a duty of 15 cents per gallon 
wouid simply afford an opportunity for fraud upon the revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There certainly is no reason for putting a duty otf 
80 cents per gallon except on such as is made from castor-oil. I think 
it would be better to have an ad valorem rate, and I suggest, instead 
of 15 cents per gallon on the other oils, that it should be 30 per cent, 
ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB, All 1 want is that the rate shall be maintained. [ 
will accept the suggestion of the Senator. I have nodoubt he intends 
just that. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpere 

The Cuter CLERK. 
posed to strike out 
valorem.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will give fur- 
ther attention to this and see that that is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Reterring to paragraph 190, ‘‘ Bullion and metal 
threads,’’ I wish to say to the committee that this is an industry which 
a gentleman in Connecticut is trying to establish. This thread is very 
largely imported from abroad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator suggest in relation to it ? 

Mr. PLATT. I either wish the committee to agree to the 30 per 
cent. ad valorem, or to take it into consideration in conference. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the Senator make a motion in regard to it. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the duty in paragraph 190 be 30 per cent 
I do not know whi at parliamentary motion 
| is necessary, but I want to make the duty 


The amendment will be stated. 
In line 18,of page 6, in paragraph 36, it is pro- 
**15 cents per gallon’’ and insert ‘'30 per cent. ad 





30 per cent. instead of 25 
per cent. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It can be reconsidered by unanimous consent. 
Mr. BLAIR. It is 55 now. 
Mr. PLATT. No, it has been reduced by the committee to 25 
Mr. BLAIR. It does not so show in my print. 


The PRESIDENT pro t mpore. The Chair understands that the 
| amendment was agreed to maki ing the duty 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
|; Mr. PLATT. I desire to make the rate 30 per cent. whatever the 
motion should be. 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
unanimous consent. 
Mr. GORMAN. 


Any motion can be entertained by 


As I understand, thisis an amendment adopted in 
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Committee of the Whole some time ago, and I think we had better 
wait until we get into the Senate before taking «a vote on it again. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well; I will wait until the bill is reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to have an order entered for the printing 
of this bill and all the amendments made in Committee of the Whole, 
and I suggest that all amendments made before the adjournment to- 
night shall be included in the print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that order will be made. 

Mr. CALL. Task the consent of the Senator from Rhode Island to 
ofier an amendment to a paragraph to the bill that was heretofore con- 
sidered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the Senator wait until we get 
through with the reserved amendments. Paragraph 278 was passed 
over, on page 60, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report. 

The Cuter CLerk. On page 60, beginning in line 13, the Commit- 
tee on Finance reported to strike out: 

200. Fish, fresh, salted, pickled, smoked, or pe in any other manner 
(except in cans or other packages), not specially provided for in this act, 1 cent 
per pound ; 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

278. Fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels), smoked, dried, 
salted, pickled, fresh, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise prepared for rva- 
tion, ig specially enumerated or provided for in this act, one-half of | cent per 
pound, 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That amendment has been disagreed to, I think. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. BUTLER. We can not hear a word that is being said. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Business will be suspended until 
order is restored in the Chamber. It is impossible to conduct the 
business while so much conversation is going on and there is so much 
disorder in the Chamber. The Chair makes this appeal in the interest 
of Senators who complain that they can not hear the proceedings. 
When Senators are seated and conversation ceases business will pro- 
ceed, and not until then. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I insist that we must have order in the Senate 
so that we can hear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No business can be transacted until 
order is restored. [A pause.] The Senator trom Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The recommendation of the committee is that the 
amendment first submitted by the committee be disagreed to and that 
the paragraph, as it came from the House, shall be retained in the bill 
with an amendment in the nature of a proviso which I sent to the desk 
Jast night, and which I ask may now be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest that the 
proper course would be to first amend the part proposed to be stricken 
out, and then when that is done disagree to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This paragraph 278 should be considered in con- 
nection with paragraph 545, on pee 118. 

The subject was considered fully in committee, and these two para- 
graphs were made to correspond, so that the same duty was imposed 
upon fresh fish, whether caught in the lakes or caught in the‘ocean. 
That, we thought, was entirely fair, and we reduced the rate of duty 
from 1 cent per pound to one-half centa pound. Ifthe other clause is 
to stand, I am perfectly willing; but if fresh fish caught in the ocean 
is to be subject to a duty of a cent a pound, I should object decidedly 
to allowing fresh fish caught in the lakes by Canadian fishermen to 
come in duty free, and thus make a discrimination between fresh fish 
caught in the lakes on the boundaries of the two countries and fresh 
fish caught in the ocean, which, I think, would not be fair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Ohio will observe that by para- 
graph 545, on 118, as it came from the House, ‘‘fish, the product 
of American fisheries,’’ would be admitted free. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I mean the product of the Canadian fisheries. 

Mr. CULLOM. As it came from the House the provision on the 
free-list in paragraph 545 reads: 

545. Fish, the product of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen fish caught 
in fresh waters, except salmon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps we had better take up paragraph 545, and 
that being disposed of we shall then know better what todo with the 
other. I on that paragraph 545 be first considered. 

Mr. FRY That does not touch fish caught by Canadians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to paragraph 545, by which 
‘‘ fresh fish caught by citizens of the United States in the high seas, 
or in the open waters of the lakes forming a between the 
United States and the Dominion of Canada”’ are free, and nobody de- 
sires to put a duty on them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is a little difference between the two 
amendments of the committee on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment, paragraph 
545, as it came from the House of Representatives, on page 118 pro- 
vides that ‘‘ fish, the product of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen, 
canght in fresh waters, except salmon,’’ shall be upon the free-list. 


That means, as I understand it, that all fish caught in fresh waters and 
caught in the Northwestern lakesshall comeiniree. ‘That is the House 
provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If they are the product of American fisheries. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; if they are h fish caught in fresh waters 
they come in free. There was a contest in the committee as respects 
this, becanse some of us desired that the House provision should be re- 
tained for the reason, as we understand, that the fresh fish of the lakes 
are constantly diminishing and the price of fresh fish is constantly ad- 
vancing, and according to the laws of the States along the lakes they 
are not permitted to fish in the American waters, and the fish by some 
natural instinct or process ot their own get under the water or into it 
and swim over to the Canadian border and are caught there. We de- 
sire that that class of fish should have an opportunity, if caught, to 
get into our markets, not only the markets on the lake shore like the 
city of Chicago, but now and then that a citizen of lowa may have an 
opportunity of getting a fresh fish on ice. That was the contention. 

For myself I was for the House provision. On 60, in order to 
make some adjustment about it, the committee oe: out the duty of 
1 cent per pound and inserted a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound, 
which would require the consumers of fish caught in American fresh 
waters to pay half a centa pound. Now, it is proposed to strike out 
that amendment and allow the amendment in paragraph 278 to stand, 
except where the Dominion of Canada permits our fishermen to go into 
its ports and purchase supplies of bait and transport fish in bond by 
rai], and then the duty shalt be half acenta pound. The effect will 
be, if these two provisions stand, to put all the fish in the lakes at a 
cent a pound, and the fish in the waters of New England, and so-on, 
i acenta pound. Now, what is fish for one should be fish for the 
other. 

It seems to me that the wisest thing is to take the House provision 
on page 118, paragraph 545, and then I should not object to the pro- 
vision, suggested, I believe, originally by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE] and adopted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
but I think it will not do for us to require fresh fish caught in the lakes 
to pay a duty of a half a cent a pound even if they happen to be caught 
just north of that dividing line which separates us from the Dominion 
of Canada. I think it will lead to great confusion if a gentleman who 
should go north from a desire to buy a fish or two that happened to be 
caught in Canadian waters, when he came in was obliged to go toa 
custom-house and enter them and pay a cent or half acent a pound be- 
fore he can eat them. It does not seem to me that that is a wise pro- 
vision, es ly when I am told—the Senator from New York Mr. 
Hiscock J will know about that—that in New York the American fisher- 
man can not fish between the 15th of June and the 15th of September. 

- HISCOCK. My recollection is that they can not fish with nets 
at 

Mr. ALLISON. They can not fish with nets between the 15th of 
June and the 15th of September; they can not in Pennsylvania, and 
they can not in Illinois. I do not know what the law of Wisconsin is, 
nor the law of Ohio or Minnesota, and all the States bordering upon 
the lakes. 

This is an important question, itseems to me, whether we shall Jevy 
a duty upon the fresh fish which go far into the interior of my own 
State every week in the year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair intimates to the Senator 
from Iowa that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
the amendment proposed by the committee to panes 278, on page 
60, and the amendment proposed by the committee in paragraph 545, 
on page 118, are not contradictory in themselves. In other words, 
suppose both those amendments were adopted, does not the paragraph 
on page 60, which provides for a duty of half a cent a pound on fresh 
fish, conflict with paragraph 545, on page 118, which provides for free 
fresh fish? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think they are 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


once. 

Mr, ALLISON. I was merely trying to reply to a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. AIlI wish to say is—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio has already 
spoken once on this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will take the word of the 


Senator. 
Mr. SHPRMAN. Ihave notspoken since this amendment has come 
up, I think. 
Pine PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator spoke at 10 o’elock and 
55 minutes, according to the memorandum on the table of the Presid: 


ing , . 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce 


the agreement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Chair will allow me to remind him that | 
think it was upon the amendment on 60 on which the Senator 
from Obio spoke, the paragraph which was then before the Senate. 


ly —— 
Senator from Iowa has spoken 
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The question has been changed since the Senator from Ohio made his 
h. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was yesterday reproved 
for suggesting that a Senator could speak twice on au amendment un- 
der different conditions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was the same amendment. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no suggestion to make 
further than to state—— F 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say a word about this when the matter 
was up before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
form in the matter except to make the intimation he has made. 
Senator from Ohio is at entire liberty to proceed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Chair thinks I have spoken once on this 
question—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
about it one way or the other. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I knowI have not spoken before on this subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senator proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 60, strike out paragraph 278 as it 
came from the House of Representatives and insert a new paragraph, as 
follows. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task leave to withdraw that amendment, and then 
the Senator from Ohio can speak upon the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There should be no discrimination in regard to 
the duty on fresh fish caught in foreign waters. If foreign fish caught 
on the waters of the ocean are admitted at half a cent a pound duty, 
that same duty ought to be imposed upon fish caught in the Great 
Lakes on the north, along the border between the two countries. I 
have had petitions which have been filed from many American fish- 
ermen insisting that the Canadians catch fish all the year round in 
violation of our laws, and that they bring the fish over here to our 
country and sell them practically free of duty, and under this law they 
would sell them free of duty. I think the same rule ought to be ap- 
plied to fish caught in the lakes as to fish caught in theocean. There 
is no reason for the distinction, and as a matter of course if this duty 
of halfa cent a pound on fresh fish caught in the lakes is denied I 
should vote to have free fish all along the line, because you can not 
properly make a distinction. 

Why should you make a distinction? The committee reported this 
amendment after full consideration, and it is here before us now plac- 
ing a duty of one-half cent a pound on all fresh fish, and no reason | 
can be given why there should be any discrimination. It may be said | 
that we have on our side of ‘the boundary laws which prevent the 
eatching of fish at certain seasons. ‘Those laws are just and right; we | 
have those laws in Ohio; and there isno reason why Canadians should | 
be allowed to catch fish in the same waters during those months and | 
bring them over into our country duty tree, while our fishermen are | 
denied the right to fish for any purpose during certain months. 

If there is a duty on fresh fish of any kind, let it be uniform upon 
those fish caught by foreigners. If the fish are caught by American 
fishermen, they come in duty free. Canada maintains most exclusive 
and arbitrary regulations upon this subject. They do not allow even 
our fishermen to catch fish across the boundary line without a permit | 
from the Canadian authorities. They make the most severe restrictions | 
upon us, and we ought to apply the same ruletothem. They levya 
duty on all fish brought from American waters or the waters of the 
ocean, without distinction, at 1 cent a pound. Why should we make 
the duty on fresh fish caught in Canada in the face of these restrictions 
of Canada duty free, and at the same time levy a duty ot 1. cent a 
pound on fish caught on the Atlantic coast? There is no reason for it. 
I \vant no discrimination in reterence to the matter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwill giveareasonforit. There is a closed season 
in Canada and a closed season in the United States. The fish at a cer- 
tain season of the year collect on the northern shores of the lakes, where 
the water is cooler and deeper, or for some reason. Thatis true. The 
closed season in Canada does not correspond with the closed season in 
the United States. Theyare different seasons of the year. At the 
closed season in the United States our people have been accustomed to 
buy Canadian fish, and there is no competition whatever with Ameri- 
can fish caught in the waters of the lakes. 

I have a memorandum in my hand which gives the closed season of 
Canada and the closed season of the United States, and they do not 
correspond at all. They are different montlis of the year. 

Mr. DAVIS. As to what lakes? 

Mr. HISCOCK. As to all the lakes. I do not know that I can 
speak in respect to Lake Superior; I am speaking in reference to the 
State of New York; I am speaking in reference to the State of Ohio; I 
am speaking in reference to the State of Pennsylvania, and I think in 
respect to Illinois. I do not know that Michigan is on my list. I 
think Wisconsin is on my list, but the seasons do not correspond with 
each other. 


The Chair has no function to per- 
The 


The Chair expresses no opiniou 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9731 


I have a letter written by a firm of fish commission merchants of the 
State of Ohio on this subject, which I will send to the desk and ask to 
have read, as it bearson this question. Before itis read I will state 
that the American fishermen engaged in this industry are not opposed 
to fish caught in fresh waters being upon the tree-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter referred to by the Sena- 
tor from New York will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


roLenpo, Onto, July 4, 1890, 

DEAR Ste: Since writing you yesterday about the duty on fresh fish we have 
been giving the matter more thought, and we fully think that if the duty is im- 
posed on the fish thatit will be a public calamity. We own and fish more nets 
than any other firm on fresh water, and we do not own or are interested to the 
extent of one dollar in Canadian fisheries, and s0 we certainly can not be charged 
with any selfish motive as regards any profit in Canada-caught fish, but we do 
fish one hundred and thirty-five pound-nets in American waters and own and 
control 18 miles of lake front, and if any one should be benefited in American 
waters by a duty being placed on Canadian-caught fish we would certainly be 
the ones, and on the contrary we feel that we would be the loser by a great 
deal as our markets would be bare of fish a good share of the time and the price 
of herring would advance so rapidly that it would be too high for the poor man 
to eat, and we have to depend upon them forour trade. Do all you can to take 
the duty off entirely. 

Yours truly, 


D. Y. HOWELL & SON. 


E. J. Trimsre, Esq., Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That letter states the proposition clearly that so 
far as the Americah fisherman is concerned there is no competition at 
the time when our fisheries are open between him and the Canadian 
fisherman, and it seems to me that the House proposition on this ques- 
tion ought to be preserved in the bill. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Thestatement of the Senatorfrom New York 
is correct, I have no doubt, as to the wishes of the dealers in fish, but I 
have a large number of letters from practical fishermen who fish in the 
northern part of Lake Michigan and Lake Huron, and they are de- 
cidedly in favor of this duty. It is a mere matter of justice that this 
duty should be maintained. They have to pay a high rate of duty 
upon the twine which makes their nets; they have to pay more wages 
than the Canadian fishermen, and they therefore think that they are 
entitled to the protection of this duty. The dealers, of course, would 
be in favor of free fish. They wi-h to keep up their supply, and they 
buy Canadian fish and make their profit upon it, but the fishermen on 
the northern part of Lake Huron claim that this duty is a mere matter 
of justice to them. 

Mr. DAVIS. I can not see why, while Canada imposes a duty of 1 
cent a pound on fresh fish, we should admit the Canadian fish free. 

The condition stated by the Senator from New York certainly does 
not apply to Lake Superior, which of all the Great Lakes has the largest 
whitefish fisheries. Lake Winnipeg is nearly as large as Lake Erie 
It lies 60 miles north of the northern boundary of Minnesota, and the 
largest and finest whitefish on the continent are produced in that lake. 
I do not see any reason why we should make this discrimination. 

Mr. EVARTS. I believe, Mr. President, that my colleague | Mr. 
HIscock ] is quite right insaying that the general opinion of fishermen 
and the dealers in fish in our State is in favor of having the lakes be 
tween us and Canada free and not affected at all by any difficult or en- 
tangling arrangements between us. 

As for our sending fish in the season we catch them to Canada is con- 
cerned, there is no adequate motive in that, because we have more fish- 
eaters on thisside than our fish cansupply. I can not think, therefore, 
that that isof any very great p actical importance. but I have under- 
stood from those interested in these lake fisheries that there is some 
dissatisfaction at the length of time of the closed season ov our side of 
the lakes, it being an open season on the Canadian side, that we should 
then be burdened with the duty of a centor half acent a pound upon 
fresh fish brought into our market. Whether any distinction is felt in 
the larger lakes, larger than Lake Ontario, or the adjacent Lake Su- 
perior, I can not say; but my own notive of the case is confirmed by 
those of them who are expert in these matters in saying that the gen 
eral interest felt by consumers and fishermen on this side is that no 
line should be drawn between the fishermen on one side or the other 
of the division of political lines across these lakes between the two 
countries. 

I have no occasion to say anything about the reasons for protecting 
fishing in the seas northeast by our own fishermen andallthat. That 
will be disposed of in another connection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
desire to renew the amendment he withdrew? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir, I renew it and ask that it may be pending. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Two years ago when the tariff bill of 1888 was 
pending in the Senate there was quite an elaborate discussion upon this 
subject over a clause which was precisely what the clause of this bill 
was as it came from the House of Representatives, and the Senate by 
a very large majority, as I recollect, decided that there was no justice 
in imposing a duty upon fish caught in the sea to protect Eastern fish- 
ermen against the Canadian competition and retasing toimpose a duty 
upon fresh fish caught in the Northern lakes by American fishermen 
to protect them against the Canadian competition, especially so long 
as Canada imposed a duty upon fresh fish canght by American fisher- 
men in those waters, which she did then and now does impose. I pre- 
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‘sented at that timeacommunication from Hon. E. 8 Minor, of Sturgeon 
Bay, Wis., which was read in the hearing of the Senate, giving the result 
of the proceedings of the Fishermen’s Association theretofore recently 
held recommending changes in the ‘‘season’’ laws of the States. Teall 
attention to it now to give the Senate some idea of the magnitude of 

that industry on the Northern lakes 

I want to say here, what I presume it is not I should say, 
that there is as much danger incident to the fisheries on those lakes 
as there is on the sea, and that these are a hardy set of men who en- 
dure as much of hardship and encounter as much of danger as any 
fishermen on the ocean. This gentleman says, and I vouch for his in- 
tegrity and intelligence, for I ‘aa him well: 

I attended the convention as one of the fish commissioners of the State, and 
I was delegated to draught the memorial and such other as the State 
Fishermen's Association suggested. I know you —_ a tariff Soteee your 
honorable body now, and possibly this duty ma provided for in that | bill. 
Hence | write to ask if it has been provided for T know Senators Hoan Fryer, 
and others have had much to do with this question: of protection to our fisher- 
men, and they may have considered this question already. I wish to —— your 
attention to the importance of this industry in our own Siate, I ha 
ures before me as returned according to our present State law by the wardens 
of the three districts into which our Great Lakes are divided. The most of 
these fish are lake trout, herrings, and whitefish. The law has been in force 
three seasons. There were caught and sold fresh in 1886 4,924,149 pounds; in 
1887, 5,541,744 pounds, and in 188s, 8,568,532 pounds. 

In addition to the fresh fish sold in 1888, — were 4,000 half-barrels sold of 
salted fish. To this may safely be added ‘300,000 pounds consumed and sold in 
asmal) way and not included in the above. “The value of these fish taken from 
the waters of Lake Superior, Michigan, and Green Bay would amount to $400,000, 
The value of lake fish caught in the State of Michigan is nearly $2,000,000. At 
the rate our fish are increasing our waters in a very few years will uce a 
million dollars’ worth of excellent food-fish, There is pa - no limit to what 
may be produced, We buy all our linen thread for fish nets in Scotland, and 
pay a duty of 40 centsper pound on it. We pay more for our labor. It ‘costs 
more in every way to carry on our fishing business in America than in the Do- 
minion of Canada, and yet they have always been allowed to use our markets 
_—_ ones fresh fish. The Senators from Michigan ought to be interested in 
t matter, 

I can conceive of no reason, Mr, President, why the duty should be 
imposed upon fish caught in the sea to protect the Eastern fishermen 
against Canadian fishermen, and fish caught in the Northern lakes, the 
industry in which I have shown is a great one, should be made free. 

Another reason, if there is anything in the idea of reciprocity with 
Canada, of which I am by no means assured, there certainly can be 
nothing in the proposition that we shall give away without any con- 
sideration whatever our markets upon any product to Canada. Canada 
admits fresh fish caught by American fishermen only upon the payment 
ofadutyofacentapound. These men a be fishing alongside of each 
other, exposed to the same dangers, and enduring the same hardships, 
ours using nets upon which they pay duty, and the Canadians using 
nets upon which they pay none, as I understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to re- 
mind the Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not spoken on the other amendment yet. I 
would like to finish the sentence, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Canadians fishing within 50 yards may bring | insist 
their fish into this country free under this provision, while our fisher- 
men can not carry their fish into Canada without the imposition of a 


duty. There is nothing of reason in it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I rise merely to , 
rence in the general views which have been deli by the 
from Wisconsin. Our relations with Canada are peculiar, and ‘oe toh fish 
product should not be viewed from a revenue standpoint, but from an in- 
ternational standpoint. We hope sooner or later to form a y 


treaty with Canada by which we shall make fuller and freer 

of our commodities, and if we do not place a protective duty upon the 
importations of fish, or offer free fish for commercial privileges denied 
by the treaty of 1818, we shall be embarrassed when we come to nego- 
tiate. 


We know ver¢ well that the Dominion of Canada, or Great Britain 
~ that represents her diplomatically, has always insisted upona very 
construction of the treaty of 1818, and that that treat on ees ae 
Quincy Adams has been the pons asinorum, the Point Judith, the 
obstacle which, so far, all the resources of our diplomacy have not 
able to circumvent or remove. As long as Great Britain insists upon 
a technical, rigid construction of the treaty of 1818, which by its terms 
so largely invades our commercial rights and privileges, we ought to 
insist, too, upon taking every honorable nity to ore our 
fishermen or to enlarge our construction No question can be more 
sabepeeens thn one ealelisee Se See See eee 
over the sea upon the northwestern and northeastern extremities of the 
continent. We should, in advance of negotiation, take our position 
with the greatest circumspection, for position is no less important in 
_ diplomacy than in war. 
oP EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to occupy only a moment 
time. 

As I believe | have before said, three years ago the Committee on 
Foreign Relations took the sworn ‘testimony of gentlemen of all parties 
engaged in this fishing business, and they were examined and cross- 
examined. | have stated before the general effect of it, about which 
there was no dispute, that it was the Canadian who paid the duty, and 


that when the duty was off it was the Canadian who got the benefit of 
it, and not the consumer . All the witnesses agreed to that. But 
bere ia one large wholesale gentleman who says on this subject what 
I shall read, which is somewhat interesting, as to this precise question 
that we are now speaking of. Remember that he was speaking three 
years ago, in the fall of 1887, I think it was: 


The Canadian Government last summer passed a law imposing a duty of 50 
cents on fish— 


That is 50 cents a hundred— 
pare I ship to Quebee or Montreal, having to pay a duty of 30 cents a hun- 


That is, the Boston man ships the fish fresh to Quebec and Montreal 
for their market, and he pays the duty. 
I can illustrate this by stating a transaction that took place at Yarmouth last 


spring. One of our vessels werft out haddocking on the Georges and got blown 
he her course. 

Q. ¥: ou mean ees Nova Scotia® 

A. Yes; he made port Yarmouth. He had from 12,000 to 20,000 fish. Of 
course he did not wane tok them while going back to the Banks, for fear of 
losing them, and so he sold them in Yarmouth; I think he $92 or $93 for 
what he had. Before he got paid for them and got away custom-house 
folks came down on him and made him pay a little more for duty than he got 
for _ _— The purchasers boxed them up and sold them here in the Boston 
marke 

@ The same identical fish? 

A, The same identical fish. 


This illustrates free fish from Canada when these people pay 50 cents 
duty; they buy them of this man because he is compelled to sell in 
that particular instance. He pays the duty out of his price, and im- 
mediately they ship the same identical cargo of fish by rail to Boston 
and sell them free. 

Mr. CULLOM. What did he get for them? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Hedoesnotsay. He got the regular Boston price. 
Probably he made $1,200 outof the performance. That illustrates the 
whole proposition. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust that the Senate will after all 
permit the present rate of duty of half a cent. pound to remain on fish. 
1 notice that the Senator from Rhode Island has introduced an amend- 
ment, which he will call up iater, providing— 


That such fish shall be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound, in 
lieu of the duty herein provided for, when exported from or the — uct of the 
ing 


vessels 
of such country to 


ports rebase supplies, includ- 
ing bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the United States without re- 


straint or the imposition of fees or other Government charges 

Here is evidently an attempt on this tariff bill not only to fix the 
rate of duty which we shall upon the fish, but to meet the other 
question which has been the matter of controversy between this and 
the English Government for so many years, and that, too, in the face of 
the fact that the Senators who insist upon this increased rate of duty— 


Rowitn aeuieteeibenkaesiemen 
ey open the wal ni nrtand west to tat shar tary 
and yet attempt now in this small way to regulate this mat- 


Sir, I trust that if you intend to put an increased duty upon this 
food product, you will do that and do it alone, and let us have the op- 
y, when it can be debated and discussed properly, as it can not 
Ss Acsiiindion eanealing. a8 6 whos one tion should be be- 
tween this and the English Government and Septum thes isto 


President, that this is no time for such a ition. 
idea that such a proposition would be they he 
t is not germane, and ought not to be considered here 

have made, and properly made, for 


Es 


545 first, as I understood. 
The PRESIDENT pro re. =e SSGRDS Rap eam het 
any consent of that kind been gi . 
Mr. ALDRICH. T bee the Obeire ; that was my under- 
I ask now that paragraph be acted on first. 
Mr. ALLISON. I made some observations on the amendment pro- 
Re ete ee 
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Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say just a word respecting this matter, 
and I want to call attention to the situation if this amendment is 
to, and then we fall back to paragraph 278, and agree to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from e. It follows that all the peo- 
ple who reside on the Great Lakes and use fresh-water fish will pay a 
cent a pound, and all the people who reside and use the fish in the 
northeastern portion of our country will pay half a cent a pound. I! 
submit that that is an injustice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad to have the Senator explain 
how that would be the case. ‘ = 7 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator’s amendment is adopted it is a re- 
linquishment of one-half of the cent-a-pound duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On all fish. 

Mr. ALLISON. On all fish. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All that are dutiable. 

Mr. ALLISON. All that are dutiable, where they enter into our 

rts, 

eer. ALDRICH. Certainly; and that includes, of course, the lakes 
as well as the sea; it applies to all fish. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It applies to all. 

«Mr, ALLISON. Very well; then thatis so much the better. 
that argument is not good. Isee the point. 

Now, the question for us to consider, and that is all there is of it, is 
whether we shall impose a duty of one-half a cent a pound under cer- 
tain conditions and a cent apound under certain other conditions upon 
the fresh fish of the Great Lakes, which are diminishing in number anil 
which are increasing constantly in price tothe consumer. Whether the 
duty shall be 1 cent or half a cent a pound is all there is in this ques- 
tion. 

Now, I want to say a word to the Senator from: Wisconsin. 
member very well the debate to which he has referred. 
from Wisconsin and the fishermen of Wisconsin overlooked the fact that 


Then 


and during those three months they are either obliged to go without 
fish or pay the duty of 1 cent a pound to those who catch fish without 
having that restriction thrown around them, 
anything I can for these fishermen, I submit that they are in no con- 
dition to ask the consumers of the Northwestern country to pay them 
1 cent a pound or half a cent a pound, as it may be, upon the fresh fish 
caught in the waters of the Great Lakes, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not wish to take much more 
of the time of the Senate upon this subject. The fishermen of those 


lakes are asking no special favor of the Senator from Iowa or of Con- | 


gress when they ask that they may have simply the same protection 
against Canadian fishermen that is given to other fishermen brought 
into competition with them. It may be true that the Canadian open 
season, as it is called, may not correspond in all respects or in any re- 
spect with the season in the United States, but this proposition is not 
to authorize the admission of Canadian fish free during any season; it 
is for the year. 
nates against us in this matter of fish, levying a heavy duty, but Can- 
ada gives a bounty to her own fishermen for fresh fish caught by them. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Where? 

Mr. SPOONER. Fresh-water fish. 


lines of railroad, and there would seem to be no justice in subjecting 

our fishermen in the Northwest to this competition, singling them out 

as against fishermen brought into Canadian competition elsewhere. 
The House proposition seems to me to be an absurd one in this other 


respect. Whyaresalmonexcepted? Perhaps theSenator from Oregon 
can tell. I suppose that it is to protect the American fishermen for 


salmon from Canadian competition. Why protect them from Canadian 
competition and not protect our people ? If you want to make fish free 
that is one thing; but if you will not make fish free, if you propose to 
make fish dutiable at all in order to protect our American industry 
against the Canadian, it ought to be uniform. You ought not to 





| other House has put it. 


| can fishing association, as I understood him. 
I re- | 
The Senator | 


| trust; there is no question about that 


Whilst I desire to do | 


The Senator forgets that Canada not only discrimi- | 


I see that I so stated in the few | 
remarks I made two years ago, and I think I was accurate about it. | 
Now, the fish are caught in the same waters, transported over the same | 





| know nothing about it except what these gentlemen said. 


question on the lakes as belongs to the Jakes, not only as to what pro- 
tection is needed, but also as to what markets are needed to be protected. 

Now, is the Senator from Wisconsin ready to say that our fishermen 
on the lakes wish to send their fish away from our market into the 
Canadian market? Is the Canadian price per pound in their market as 
good as our price here? I do not understand that to be so by any 
means. It is our market which makes the question about the fisher- 
ies. That is what makes the matter about the Northeastern fisheries. 
It is not equality or reciprocity in form, it is our great consuming 
market that the Canadians want. So here our fishermen in the lakes 
have our market, and that is what is valuable. They do not seek a 
market on the Canadian shore, because our market is better. 

The question is a perfectly fair one, of course, whether putting those 
lake fishermen in Canada upon the same footing as our fishermen in 
those lakes in our part of them is a reason that should tend to affect 
the duty on them. The reciprocity part of it, the duty on their side or 
ours, then seems to be very efficient when if our market is closed up we 
could not send our fish over there if there was no duty. 

Mr. President, as I have understood, the great association engaged 
in these fisheries is satisfied to have the provision in the shape that the 
It is on that ground thatI place it. I donot 
place it on comparison with others there. I want this one to be treated 
according to the actual situation, closed season, home market, every- 


| thing taken into consideration, and see whether we do not on our side 


want not only our fish that are caught by our fishermen, but also, in 
the closed season at least, fish caught on the other side, and that the 
oniy difference will be that our people will pay so much more. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New York spoke of a great Ameri 
Tshould like toask him 
where that association is. 

Mr. EVARTS. That I can not say, 


but they communicate with u 


| by communication. 
for three months in the year they are not allowed to catch fish at all, 


Mr. MORGAN Is it in Chicago? That is cither a mono oly ot 

They bring their fish in, and 
if they can not get the people to take them at the price they pnt upon 
them they let them rot or throw them back into the lakes. The pro 
visions that we are making here are not to make a better market fo: 
the American consumer, but a better market for the American fisher 
men’s trust. There ought not to be an exclusion of competition as 
against that trust! Sir, there ought to be somebody who could supply 
the people with fish without subjecting communities to the 
these trusts want to impose upon this article. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say about this matter that directly afte: 
the report of this bill some gentlemen called on m®@ from a prominent 
fishing porton Lake Erie, in the State of Ohio, who said they were en 
gaged in the business of fishing and had been for a great many years 
that it was their only business; and that they wanted the provision { 
remain in the bill as it came from the other House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were fish dealers. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; they were fishermen. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were dealers, 

Mr. PLUMB. They were both fish dealers and fishermen, and they 
presented what seemed to me to be a very strong argument why it 
should be so. 

I understand in addition that the provision as contained in the House 
bill was the result of conference between the House committee and a 
fisheries association embracing nearly all the lake fishermen, and it was 


prices that 


| there stated that this provision of the Senate committee was designed 


by certain persons who expected through the medium of it to monop- 
olize the business, men of large capital, and whose interests were op- 
posed to those of the small fishermen and small dealers. Of course | 
They were 
undoubtedly reputable people, and I believe their statement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is one point, it seems to me, in this discus- 
sion that is not met. There is practically a closed season so far as the 
American waters are concerned. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 


Single out the fishermen on theGreat Lakes, Michigan, LakeSuperior, | him one moment, I will state that there is no closed season in Michigan. 


and others, who fish alongside of these Canadians and who pay a heavy | 


duty on their nets, and make Canadian fish free as against them. 

That is not the way to treat our fishermen. Nor is it the way, in 
my judgment, totreat Canada. I would make no product, inany event, 
of hers free to our market which going from our people into Canada 
must pay duty. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it can not have escaped the attention 
of the Senate that there is a great difference between our Northeastern 
fisheries, remote from our own shores and nearer to the shores of Canada, 
and that which relates to fishing in the lakes where our fishermen are 
at home, where they refit, where they have all the advantages of home 
as the Canadian fishermen on the lakes have on their side. I do not 
see that we ought to bring into this question that the Northeastern 
fisheries are very differently situated im our patronage and protection 
because our people have to go away from home to fish there, and we 
all know under what circumstances; whereas the Canadian fishermen 
are there on the shore and have all their bait, and all their refresh- 
ment,and everything else. Let us leave that aside and then deal with the 








Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator says his State is exempt from that. 
But I will say further that there is a question of transportation of fish. 
How far you can transport them, I suppose, is involved somewhatin 
respect to the point at which fish are caught for the Eastern market, 
but so far as the Eastern market is concerned, there is practically a 
closed season from June 15 to September 10, in which you can not fish 
in American waters except with the hookand line. Net fishing is pro- 
hibited. Now, this is the open season for fishing in Canadian waters, 
and the American fishermen do not come in conflict, so far as their in- 
dustry is concerned, with the Canadian fishermen, and they are not 
competitors. They have different closed seasons, practically, commenc- 
ing with the spring and ending inthe fall. [suppose there is a season 
of the year when not a great many fish are caught atall. That is the 
ground on which I urge that fresh fish, or fish caught in foreign waters, 
should be made free. It is for that reason, that there is not this com- 
petition between them. 

As I remarked earlier, so far as the fish are concerned which are 
caught in the extreme West, I understand they contribute a very small 
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proportion to our Eastern market, not exceeding 10 per cent. of the 


whole Eastern market. There is a question of transportation involved 
in the carrying of fish from one point to another. As has been re- 
marked, the other House adopted their provision after a fall investi- 
gation of this question, the fishermen having been heard, the fish vend- 
ers having been heard. They agreed upon a provision which they sent 
here, and I have no hesitation in saying that the fishermen are quite 
as willing that this should transpire as are the fish dealers. It is fair 
to say that the fish dealers are the men who fit out largely the fisher- 
men themselves; they are the men who are engaged in the business. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator from New York may speak for the 
fishermen of his State, but I deny his warrant to speak for the fisher- 
men of my State. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Ohio made some observations in 
respect to it. I will only speak in reference to what I read earlierfrom 
Ohio, in which one of the largest fishermen—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. One of the largest dealers and importers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And one of the largest fishermen. 

Mr. SHERMAN. An importer of fish. 

Mr. HISCOCK. He says he owns 18 mites of Jake front. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He is the monopolist referred to by the Senator 
from Kansas who owns and controls it, He is an importer who wants 
to import fish. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is called upon to remind 
the Senator from Ohio that he has spoken once on this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Noton this amendment; I beg pardon. I should 
like to know why the same rule is not applied to the Senators from 
New York, who have spoken twice. I had not spoken on this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
whatever 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Chair, in the face of the Senate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nor is the Chair*endeavoring to en- 
force any order. The Chair has no function in that direction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Chair applied that rule to me in the face of 
the Senate, and not to the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs pardon; the Chair 
has not applied any rule nor attempted to enforceany. The Chair has 
been instructed, whenever a Senator has spoken once or for five min- 
ates, to politely intimate that fact; and the Chair has been endeavor- 
ing to do so. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Chair has been extremely polite and for- 
bearing in that regard. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I think one of the difficulties in connection with 
this question of order is that there are twoor three amendments under 
consideration apparently at the same time, and when a Senator ad- 
dresses the Chair he does not know himself what amendment he is 
talking to. The Chair is, I have no doubt, correct in every instance. 
I believe the rule can not be applied to me that I have spoken once 
upon this question, because I have not spoken at all. 

Mr. BUTLER, I should like to know upon what amendment the 
Senator is speaking now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Dlinois now speaking? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator now speaks to pa 545. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois will pro- 


ceed, 

Mr. CULLOM.. Mr, President, I have had a good many letters and 
appeals to me to favor this paragraph that the House of Represerta- 
tives put into the bill; in other words, in favor of free fish, and I am 
inclined to vote for it, because fish among people in the Western States 
anywhere within reach of the lakes becomes a very great product to 
live apon, especially the pa people in the cities. I may say also, as 
the Senator from Iowa has said, that the whitefish and other fish 
caught in those lakes go all over the Western country by ex , 80 
that the people can get them every week almost throughout the year. 

I feel very much as the Senator from Wisconsin has expressed him- 
self with reference to any accommodation to the Canadian Government, 
because certainly, as he has said, that Government has done nothing in 
its dealings with the American Government to justify our Congress or 
Government in giving it any special privileges that are not given to the 
people of other nations. I appreciate that; and I could, if I had the 
time, mention a great many instances wherein we have been discrim- 
i against in their dealing with other nations and in comparison 
with other nations; such, forexample, asa ial duty on tea, a special 
duty on coffee, a special duty on silver bullion, and so on, that they do 
not apply to other countries. While I do not feel myself like entering 
inte any reciprocity arrangement with that Government so long as she 


The Chair is not applying any rule 





To what amendment is the Senator 


- is conducting herself toward the American nation as she has been doing, 


yet | believe that ia this instance we ought to adopt the House clause 
for free fish in the interest of the poor people of the country, especially 


in the region of the lakes. : 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, itis in to see how prolific 
our tariff friends are in offering arguments for free fish for their bene- 
fit while they are imposing a duty of 105 per cent. on cotton-ties, 


High protection when it protects theirinterestsisall right. Free trade 


when it is necessary to their interests, is all right. I suppose we un- 
derstand it. 

It seems to me if we are to have protection it would be as.well to 
extend it all around the circle, and not have this thing of mixing free 
trade and protection, and that is the freest kind of free trade. The 
Democrats who are charged with free trade are only charged with free 
trade because they want a revenue tariff, a tariff that gives money 
enough to carry on the Government economically administered ; but our 
free-trade friends on the Republican side want absolute tree trade, with 
no revenue about it. I suppose they will explain that, however, to 
their constituents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 118, the Committee on Finance pro- 
pose to strike out paragraph 545 and insert: 

545. Fresh fish, caught by citizens of the United States in the high seas, or in 
the open waters of the lakes forming aboundary between the United States and 
the Dominion of Canada. - 

Mr. GRAY. Are we to understand that fish, fresh, for immediate 
consumption, are no longer to be admitted free for consumption in the 
United States? Is that true? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this amendment is adopted fresh fish will pay 
1 cent a pound or half a cent a pound, as the case may be, depending 
upon the action of the Senate upon — 278. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘That will repeal, I understand, the present law by 
which fish, fresh, for immediate consumption, are admitted free into the 
ports of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would depend upon whether they were caught 
by citizens of the United States or by citizens of foreign countries. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that; but unless caught by citizens of 
the United States they will no longer be admitted free. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on agreeing to the amendment of the committee ? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senate now to take up paragraph 278. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to paragraph 278 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 60, line 16, paragraph 278, after the 
word ‘‘ pound,’’ insert: 

Provided, That such fish shall be subject to a i= 4 of one-half-of 1 cent per 
pound, in lieu of the duty herein provided for, when exported from or the 
product of the fisheries of any country, whenever and so long only as Ameri- 
can fishing vessels shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to pur- 


chase supplies, including bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the 
United , Without restraint or the imposition of fees or other Government 


The pending amendment will be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, which has 


just been read. 


Mr. GORMAN. Where does that come in? 

Mr. GRAY. This is a very important amendment and involves a 
very large question—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Maryland that the amendment is on page 60 of the bill, paragraph 
278. The Committee on Finance pro to strike out the provision 
as it came from the House of Representatives and to insert what is in 
italics. Under the rules of the Senate, the Senator from Rhode Island, 
desiring to amend the proposed to be stricken out, offers what has 
been read at the desk, and the question upon amending the pro- 

to be stricken out must be taken before the question is taken on 
the motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. GRAY. What I was about to ask, if I am in order, so that we 
may understand the matter which is now before the Senate, is whether 
the Senator from Rhode Island proposes to restore the provision as it 
came from the House in 278. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I to add after the word ‘‘ pound ”’ a proviso. 

Mr. GRAY. Which imposes a duty of 1 cent per pound? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. That provides in substance that the duty hereafter 
shall be a half a cent a pound whenever it ehall appear that the Ameri- 
can fishing vessels are admitted into the ports of the British provinces 
to buy bait, land fish, and so on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That is the precise question. 

Mr. GRAY. Itisa measure to compel, so far as we can by such a 
provision compel, the admission of our fishing vessels into the ports of 
the provinces without restriction of any kind. Is that true? 

. ALDRICH. It is ve rather than a compulsory process. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. ent, in conducting this bazaar for the 
exchange of the privileges and bounties arising out of the tariff we are 
now enactiog, there seems to be a good deal of confusion and contro- 
versy among the different interests that are tobe provided for. I have 
but one interest in the matter, and that is to have treshb fish as low a» 
— aud salted fish too, for the consumers in the United States, 

I know it is an article that thecommon, poor of the land 
depend very much my for their subsistence, and there is a very large 
class of religionists in the United States who tor a great part 01 
their time are excluded from eating meat and have to resort to fish. 
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Therefore my vote upon this question will always be in favor of the 
lowest rate I can get upon fish. 

The duty on fish at the present time is one-half cent a pound, fresh 
fish being free and salted fish one-half cent a pound. Now, it is pro- 
posed to raise that duty just 100 per cent. on salted fish and on some 
classes of fresh fish, I believe. Yes, ‘‘fish, fresh, salted, pickled, 
smoked, or preserved in any other manner (except in cans or other 
packages), not specially provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound.’ 
That is proposed to be stricken out; but to create what is called a 
reciprocity between the United States and Canada halt of that duty 
is dropped off in favor of the Canadians, provided they will allow us 
to buy bait free in their markets. That is the proposition. We call 
it general commerce between the markets of Canada and the United 
States, but it has the specific object in view alone of buying bait. 

So this is a provision to enable a certain set of American fishermen 
who are assembled along the northeastern coast in syndicates and in 
companies and in monopolies, who own the ships and send ont the 
fishermen, to make a better business by buying bait on the reward 
given to the Canadians of half a cent a pound upon their importations. 

I say, instead of giving that half a cent a pound to these monopolists 
along that coast, for that is exactly what they are, we ought to give it 
to the people. If we can afford to let the Canadian fish in free at half 
a cent a pound in order to make a benefaction or bounty in favor of 
our American monopolistic fishermen, we can certain|y afford to let it 
come in at half a cent a pound for the people. That is the proposition 
in this case. 

We have had here a great controversy heretotore upon the subject 
of fisheries under the treaty of 1818, and I predicted then that the time 
would not be very far distant when that side of the Chamber would 
be in favor of reducing the tariff on fish imported from Canada; that 
they would be willing to buy reciprocity from Canada; and they are 
trying to buy it now by reducing the rate one-half on fish imported 
into the United States trom Canada. After all of this theoric rhapsody 
about American flags and British lions, and the like, and what they 
were going to do, they quietly cooled down and accepted the modus 
vivendi that was established by Mr. Bayard in his arrangement with the 
British Government, and they have acted under that until it has ex- 
pired, and they can not get any further use out of that, and now they 
propose to buy the privilege from Canada at the rate of one-half cent 
a pound on fish for buying bait in their markets. 

What has become of your demand under the treaty of 1818, when 
you said that that treaty stood in the way of commercial reciprocity 
and enabled the Canadians to charge us their own prices on bait; and 
that if you could not go there to get bait, we were going to have that 
right, and we were going to impose upon Canada retaliatory duties under 
a statute now existing on your statute-books until she gave her con- 
sent to come down with her flag and let our commerce in free on just 
terms of equality in her ports® What has become of that flagrant 
boast of the Republican party made on the floor of the Senate when 
they hauled a treaty into open Senate and had it debated here? Now 
they are trying to pay Canada half a cent a pound on fish to let them 
buy bait in Canadian ports and charge up that half cent a pound to 
the consumers in the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, 1 rise to offer an amendment to the 
pending amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That such fish shall be admitted free of duty when exported from, 
or the product of, the fisheries of any country whenever and so long only as 
American fishing vessels shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to 
urchase supplies, including bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the 
Jnited States without restraint or the imposition of fees or other government 
charges. 

Mr. GRAY. The words stricken out and those inserted are meant 
to so frame the amendment that instead of a reduction ot half a centa 
pound as an inducement to these countries to admit American fishing 
vessels without restriction into their ports we shall make the admission 
of all fish free trom such countries to our consumers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is intended as an amendment 
to the amendment offered by the Senater from Rhode Island to the 
part proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. GRAY. I have so marked it in the copy that I sent to the desk. 

Mr. GIBSON. I was about to offer the amendment that the Sena- 
tor from Delaware has offered to the pending amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. _ My five minutes have not expired, if the Senator will 


It will be read. 


pardon me. 
Mr. GIBSON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
Mr. GRAY. I merely want to explain that the scope of the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Rhode Island is to reduce the duty on fish 
one-half cent a pound. The duty as it was fixed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives is 1 cent a pound, and the duty proposed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island is half a cent. In lien of that I propose to allow all 
fish to come into the United States free from any duty whatever from 
those countries that admit the fishing vessels of the United States into 
their ports without any restriction as to the buying of bait and ship- 
ping in bond, etc. 


. GIBSON. I was about to observe that I proposed to offer an 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9785 


amendment similar to that offered by the Senator from Delaware. Our 
contention has been all the time that under the treaty ot 1818 certain 
restrictions were placed upon American fishermen in Canadian ports. 
We have not, so far, succeeded in any treaty that ever was made with 
Great Britain in removing those restrictions. They exist to-day. That 
treaty was made by John Quincy Adams, and we have been compelled, 
whenever we were confronted by it, either to admit the exactions im- 
posed upon our people by that treaty or to establish reciprocity. That 
was the inducement why at one time, twice, in fact, we established 
reciprocity treaties with Canada. 

It she will interpret the treaty of 1818 in accordance with Repub- 
lican contention in regard to the meaning of that treaty (I mean the 
modern Republican contention; the one that prevailed in the Senate when 
the Bayard treaty was before us) I think that in granting to our fishermen 
full right and a broader interpretation to the treaty of 1818 it would 
be a proper thing for us to admit into the American market fish free 
from the waters that have been so long underdispute. This would be 
a satisfactory arrangement as far as we are concerned, and give us at 
all events an equality of position with respect to any future negotia- 
tion under the treaty of 1818. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like toask the Senator from Rhode Island 
on what ground we are asked to reduce the House rate from 1 cent a 
pound to a half-cent a pound. No reason has been given heretofore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have not reduced it. The suggestion is that 
we retain the rate except on certain conditions which are specified in 
the prov.so which I have introduced on bebalf of the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HIGGINS. But in paragraph 278 the House rate was 1 cent 
per pound for fresh fish. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Probably the Senator has not heard the reading 
of the proviso. . 

Mr. GORMAN. I repeat again to the Senator from Rhode Island, if 
I can get his attention, that I think this amendment, going into this 
question which is a broad and great one, coming in at this time under 
the arrangement we have made here for discussion under the five-min- 
ute rule, ought not to be pressed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that thisamendment was submitted be- 
fore that arrangement was entered into, and the Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber had fall notice of it. I offered the amend- 
ment and had it printed, and gave notice, more than a week, yes, 
nearly two weeks ago. So the Senator’s suggestion that it is in any 
sense a violation of tne agreement—— 

Mr.GORMAN. No, I do not mean to say that it is a violation, be- 
causeany amendment is in order underthe arrangement. What I mean 
to say is that an amendment sv broad as this, on a question that ought 
to be treated separately, that has no relation whatever to this bill, ought 
not to be pressed now. 

For one, Mr. President, I believe that the question of transportation 
and the whole change in the condition of affairs that has grown up in 
the last eight or ten years upon the border between the two countries, 
ought to be taken up together and determined, and that when we at- 
tempt to deal with the fisheries in connection with railroad transporta- 
tion we ought to secure greater rights than our fishermen now have in 
Canadian waters. Besides the provision which is attempted to be 
adopted here now, giving a bounty of half a cent a pound, or, in other 
words, saying to the Canadians that if they will give us the right to go 
in and get bait, etc., and to land our fish in their ports and deliverthem 
to the railroads for shipment in bond we will permit their fish to come 
im at the same rate of duty we are paying now, will amount to noth- 
ing absolutely to our fishermen; it will give them no rights whatever. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to another fact, 
that in the amendment he has offered he has made no provision what- 
ever except for landing the fish in the Canadian ports, with noobligation 
on their part to permit them to be shipped in bond without Govern- 
ment charge. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon. I think if the Sena- 
tor will read the amendment carefully he will see that it goes much 
further than that. 

Mr. GORMAN, Well, I will read the amendment. 
of the amendment is: 

Shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to purchase supplies, in 


cluding bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the United States with- 
out restraint. 











The language 


There is no provision that they shall be permitted to ship in bond. 
I submit to the Senator that some provision ought to be made, if it is 
adopted at all, requiring shipment in bond. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand the Senator exactly. May I in- 
quire what is his advice, that we should keep 1 cent duty on, or have 
fish free, or have half a cent duty? 

Mr. GORMAN. I would keep the law precisely as it is now. 

Mr. HOAR. It is free now 

Mr. GORMAN. No; half a cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Fresh fish ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Fresh fish for immediate consumption are free. 

Mr. HOAR. Fresh fish are free. 


Mr.GORMAN Thatisasmall matter. But beyond that I would not 
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go. Letus take up this question of our relations with the Govern- 
ment and the Canadian fisheries, and treat it as aw when we come 
to the great proposition as to the railroad problem as and secure for 
our fishermen greater rights in those waters. The mere landing of the 
fish that we may catch now, restricted as they are, we ought not to be 
content with. We ought not to take up the matter and deal with it 
in ho hic doses. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
to offer his proviso as a substitute for the paragraph recommended by 
the Committee on Finance? 

‘ Mr. ALDRICH. It is a proviso recommended by the Committee on 

‘inance. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is it a substitute for the one first recommended 
by the committee and printed in the bill ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is offered as a substitute for that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I wanted to understand. Now, if 
we are to go into this subject at all on this bill—and that is a question 
upon which I express no opinion at this time—it seems to me that we 
might as we!l make the fish free, as proposed by the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Delaware, and insert the additional condition: 
That our fishermen should be allowed to fish within the 3-mile limit, 
or engage in what is called the inshore fishing, if that be of any ben- 
efit to them. I know that has been the subject of controversy hereto- 
fore, 

| believe myself that if we insert that provision as one of the con- 
ditions upon which the fish shall be admitted free, we shall get it from 
the Dominion of Canada, and all the waters of that Dominion will be 
opene | to our fishermen, instead of getting what the Senator from Rhode 
Islan! now proposes, merely commercial rights for our fishing vessels 
and the right to purchase bait and of landing for transportation through 
the Dominion. 

Therefore, I repeat, if we are going into this question at all let us 
endeavor to get all the privileges which we think we ought to have in 
those waters in consideration for the free fish, because I believe we can 
get them with free fish, if it is made a condition. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I think there is much force in the 
observations made from the other side of the Chamber as to this item 
in the tariff on fish, reducing it on condition from 1 cent to half a cent, 
while the general area ot treaty concerning the fishermen and reci- 
procity in other respects, and especially in transportation, is left by 
the side. This amendment does not belong to the provision of tariff 
legislation. It belongs much more largely under this condition put 
upon it to treaty arrangements and to reciprocity and to transporta- 
tion. I think it is much safer at this stage of debate that the matter 
should be left tostand, as it now does in the House provision, at 1 cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to 
the a offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. At- 
DRICH }. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro /empore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Isiand, which will be 
read 


The Currey CLERK. On page 60, line 16, paragraph 278, after the 
word *‘ pound,”’ insert: 

Provided, That such fish shall os satgesite a duty of one-half of 1 cent per 
pound, in lieu of the duty herein pro for, when exported from or the prod- 
uct of the fisheries of any country, whenever and so long only as American 
fishing vessels shall be admitted into all the ports of such eer ee 
eine Stating bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the United 
States w restraint or the imposition of fees or other government charges. 


—_ 


in 1887 or 1888 and since general 

should be left out of this revenue bill, for I am atraid in the complica- 
tions of diplomacy or otherwise it will be understood we have 
diminished or receded from the position the United States has already 
taken in its general laws ting equal commercial intercourse be- 
tween the provinces of Great in North America, and the United 
States. Being strongly in favor of the notion, it seems to me that it is 
safer to leave it on the law as it now stands. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from, Vermont 
whether the law as it now is, the act of 1887, which he referred to, 
dees not put it in the power of the President of the United States to 

uire reciprocal commerce between our ports and those of Canada. 

ir. EDMUNDS. It mostcertainly does, and in afuller and broader 
oe This amendment contains one clause on the subject 
of ing fish for shipment in bond. I have ——— and 
I rather think my friend from Alabama agreed me, 
the treaty we already have, this shipment in bond is just as 
us as itis for them. This, however, might seem to imply 
right did not exist. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nothing can be done, then, except ee 

ot 


ident now, Mr. Harrison, to do what we com Cleveland 
for not doing. ° 
Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the amendment so far as I can for the 
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committee, and Ido it for this reason, that the Senator from Ver- 
mont—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator allow the Chair to 
inquire which amendment he withdraws for the committee ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee amenc ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] had been voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was voted down, but there are 
two amendments p by the commi'tee, 

Mr. ALDRICH. proviso, the last one, I withdraw. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proviso is withdrawn. Then 
the question will recur on the motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to say that I am very anxious to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the bill, and in deference to the wishes 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] and the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Evarts], who have in a certain sense had charge o! 
questions affecting the Canadian fisheries in this Chamber, and upon 
an expression of their desire that this subject shall be left for subse- 
quent action, I am willing to withdraw the amendment that the mat- 
ter may be taken up in some other form hereafter. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed, I think this bond question is 
one that ought to be legislated upon by itself and not be mixed up 
with the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment that has just been 
read in the nature of a proviso having been withdrawn by unanimous 
consent, the Chair hearing no objection, the question recurs upon the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance to strike out and insert, 
which will be again read. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 60, the Committee on Finance propose 
to strike out paragraph 278 in the following words: 

Fish, fresh, salted, pickled, smoked, or pocoarent in any other manner (except 
ingemnee other packages), not specially provided forin this act,1 cent per 
pound. 

And to insert in lieu thereof : 


Fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels), smoked, dried, 


salted, pickled, fresh, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise for preserva- 


tion, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, one-half of 1 cent per 


Mr. ALDRICH. The committee amendment, I think, should now 
be adopted, in view of the action upon the other I think 
the amendment recommended by the committee should be adopted. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was unable to hear the statement made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggested that in view of the action of the Senate 
upon 545, in the free-list, I thought the committee amend- 
ment be adopted in this case. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Before that is done I desire to ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island what becomes of the fish imported in barrels and 
half-barrels? This provision expressly excepts them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think those words ought to have been stricken 
out, although they are provided for in another portion of the bill at a 
different rate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Those words ought to be stricken out. They 
come in barrels and half-barrels, I know, in my own city, fresh fish and 
so on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask leave to modify the amendmeut by striking 
out the words ‘‘ otherwise than in barrels and half-barrels.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 
stated 


The Cuter CLERK. In lines 16 and 17, on page 60, strike out the 
words ‘‘imported otherwise than in barrels and half-barrels;’’ so as 
to read: 


. fresh, frozen, in 
elated 


the insertion of the word “‘ fresh,’’ in line 18, in this amendment, will 
have the effect of repealing the provision by which fish, fresh, for 1m- 
mediate consumption come in free. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I stated to the Senator from Delaware a few mo- 
ments ago that the which we put u 
peal the provision of the present law, which allows fish for immediate 
to come in free, in effect, or the two paragraphs taken to- 
r have that effect. 
Mr. GRAY. I do not think so. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator another question: 
whether the word ‘ ie Mea Dh see aol 00.6 teeta of prey 
for is the necessary meaning of the phrase, 
ee eae ee ee 
wise prepared for preservation.”’ It fresh as one of the 
ay agg ey 
Mr. ALD I suggest to the Senator from Delaware, if he wil! 


allow me, that fish, the product of American fisheries, or caught in the 
waters of the Great Lakes by American citizens, are put upon the free- 


or otherwise 
in this act, 


i 
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list, but other fresh fish, by the provision in the ph now under 
consideration, would pay half a cent a pound duty, as the words ‘not 
— enumerated or provided for’’ qualify the word ‘ fresh ’’ in 
paragraph and have reference to the description of fresh fish, which 
is put upon the free-list in the paragraph that has just passed from the 
consideration of the Senate. : ‘ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode ook to strike out the part in parentheses in the 


ge ae by the committee. 
The ment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs ou the motion 
to strike out and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask that we return to paragraph 264, page 
58, which I think is the only paragraph outside of Schedule E which 
has not been acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


264. Hops, 15 cents per pound. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move to strike out ‘‘15”’ and insert ‘‘8,’’ which 
is the present duty. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland will be stated. 


The Cater CLERK. In paragraph 264, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ strike 
out ‘‘15’’ and insert ‘‘8;”’ so as to read: 


264. Hops, 8 cents per pound. 


Mr. SPOONER. Thisis anagricultural duty, purely. Why should 


it be cut down? I should like to hear what reason the Senator can give 
for it. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to have a document which I have in my 


possession read at the desk as giving as good a reason as anybody can 
give, I think, on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 
if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


From the point of view of the protectioniststhe proposed increase of the duty 
on foreign hops must appear exceedingly illogical, for these reasons, namely : 

First. Beeause the American hop-growers are not in any manner affected by 
the importation of foreign hops, which does not amount to 10 per cent. of the 
entire quantity of hops consumed in American breweries. 

Second. Because the question of “ pauper labor,’ which is the determining 
factor in all legislation of a protective character, is not involved at all in this case, 
since the exportation of American hops to the ‘“‘pauper-ridden ” countries of 
Europe exceeds by 75 per cent, the importation of foreign hops to this country, 
the actual figures for seven years (1882 to 1888) being: Exportation, 54,976,722 
pounds; importation, 33,217,477 pounds, (See Statistical Abstract, Treasury De- 
partment, for 1888, 

Third. use the small quantity of foreign hops consumed in American 
breweries, being used merely for the purpose of producing certain flavors pecul- 
iar to certain plants of foreign growth, can fot and, unless the market be ma- 
nipulated by ulators and dealers, will not affect the price of American hops, 
but will have the effect either of terminating such importation, which is not 
likely, or of compelling the brewer to pay a higher price for such hops through 
an ‘additional and unnecessary tax. It can be shown that the home production 
exceeds tae home demand, but it has also to show that the surplus of domestic 
production or consumption finds a ready market in Europe at prices rivaling 
those for the fore article in England. The latter is borne out by many 

ers, among them one Mr. Clark, who appeared before the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Here we have,then,an inversion of the fundamental theory of the protectionist, 
sinee the American ueer, far from needing protection against ‘‘ pauper 
labor,’’ has successfully entered the European markets and “ downed” the for- 
eign producer. The money which the American brewer paid for foreign hops 
during theseven years (1882 to 1888) amounted to $7,486,259; the money which the 
ee received for hops sold in “‘ pauper-ridden’’ Europe amounted 


What is said concerning the probable effect, or rather non-effect,of an in- 
creased duty upon home prices applies, of course, only to a normal state of af- 
fairs; but it will readily be understood that sharp dealers—and the strongest sup- 


= of the proposed increase emanates from dealers—may by a combination of 
vorable circumstances and their own shrewdness so manipulate the market 
as to enhance prices in a manner that will not at all increase the profits of the 
producer, but simply those of the *‘ middlemen.” 

In the event of a failure of the American hop crops the poor protected farmer 
will not be saved by an increased duty, but the brewer would be compelled to 
seek supply in foreign markets, and pay for it an exorbitant tax into the na- 
tional Treasury, already too plethoric for the common welfare. 

The salient point of the opposition to increased duty may be summed up in 
afew sentences. The object of protection is to guard the American producer 
pf ema Laer of the purchasers of the cheap commodities. 

n our case the fact is that foreign hops are by far dearer, on account of du- 
ties, cost oftransportation, ete., than the American product, while the American 
— is being sold with profit to the American producer in European mar- 

at foreign prices. 


Mr, CULLOM. That paper seems to set forth the facts, as far as we 
know, about as correctly as any statement that can be made on the 
subject. The whole point is that this production does mot seem to re- 
quire protection, because we are exporting nearly $15,600,000 worth, 
while we import only half that amount. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to intimate to the 
Senator from Illinois that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
sort. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Pertinent to this question I desire to present a 
petition, nucerously signed by citizens of Chicago, Cook County, Illi- 


The paragraph will be read. 


The Chief Clerk will read the paper, 
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nois, praying that the law be so changed that beer from foreign coun- 
tries shali be admitted free of any kind oftax. I move that the peti- 
tion lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Perhaps in this connection I may while on my 
feet take the liberty to present a petition from the National Woman’s 
Temperance Union, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest 
law. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am very much opposed to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to reduce this duty from that reported by the 
committee. Certainly if any industry in the United States is amply 
protected, it is the industry of the brewer. As I understand, on every 
gallon of beer there is a protection of 20 cents, and upon every gallon 
of beer bottled there is a protection at the rate of 35 cents per gallon. 
The industry of hop-growing is peculiarly an industry of the State of 
Washington. It is an industry that is being developed with great 
success, Itis one, however, that has encountered much embarrassment 
and come up under great difficulty. The hop-growers of my State feel 
that this is purely anagricultural industry, and as such is especially 
entitled to the consideration of Congress. I think in the last year, or 
for the last year or two, the production of hops in the State of Wash- 
ington has been 40,000 bales of 200 pounds per bale, making perhaps 
one-third or one-fourth of all the hops produced in the United States. 

Mr. President, the hop-grower in the State of Washington labors, I 
say, under many disadvantages. He is in the remotest part of the 
United States. He has against him the shipment and cost of trans 
portation across the continent. He has, it is true, land excellently 
and exceptionally adapted to the growth of this crop. It has already 
developed in my State with greater success, perhaps, than in any othe: 
part of the United States. But while this is true, the lands upon 
which the hop has been grown have been lands difficult of clear- 
ing and placing in a state of cultivation. It must be borne in mind, 
also, that while the yield of the crop has been great, and while there 
| has been certainty in the yield, in Washington its culture has been at- 
| tended with certain great disadvantages in gathering and curing. The 
hop farmer west of the Cascade Mountains, where as yet the crop is 
more extensively grown, often experiences serious inconvenience and 
is subjected to additional expense owing to rains or heavy fogs during 
| the picking season. The question of labor in cultivating and curing 
| hops on the Pacific coast is also a very serious one. 
| Now, I notice in examining this question it has been ascertained 

that in favorable seasons in Europe certain hops may be not of the rarest 
quality, but the common hops have been produced and the commis- 








sions and transportation paid and placed in our Atlantic ports for 8 
cents per pound, and sometimes a little le=s than that exclusive of duty, 
although usually at more than cost. The fact is, when there is an 
abundant crop of hops throughout the world, the American producer 
of hops is brought face to face with this severe competition, and ex- 
perience has shown that in many instances the hop-growers on the Pa- 
cific coast have been compelled to sell their hops for less than the cost 
of raising them. In view of these facts and of the abundant protec- 
tion which is given to the brewers of beer I[ insist it is unjust and un- 
fair to the growers of hops in the United States that the proposed 
duty of 15 cents per pound shonld be cut down for the benefit of the 
brewers. The advantage to them would besmall, while the prejudice 
| to the former would be serious. 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should not have offered an amend- 
ment to reduce the proposed duty on an agricultural product were it 
| not for the fact perfectly well known and established that we now pro- 
| duce in this country more hops than are consumed here, and we export 
largely of that article. So the price is fixed by the competition that 
we meet with elsewhere, and the increase of this duty will not have 
the slightest beneficial effect upon the hop-growers of this country. 
| But it is absolutely necessary for the purpose of giving flavor to certain 
products that a small portion of the foreign hops should be used. We 
are, therefore, by the proposition of the Finance Committee, and by this 
bill, simply increasing the tax when it is of no earthly benefit to the 
hop-growers in the United States. 

The amount of money paid for foreign hops from 1882 to 1838, as 
stated in the paper presented by the Senator from Illinois, was $486, 259, 
at a rate per pound of nearly double that paid for American hops. On 
the other hand, the American growers of hops have sold to other parts 
of the world outside of the United States during the same period $14,- 
702,739 worth, which were exported beyond the confines of the United 
States. ‘Now, except occasionally where they have some trouble with 
drought or otherwise, we already produce more than can be consumed 
in this country. This increase ot duty, I again repeat, will not add a 
| farthing to the price of American hops. It is simply a tax without any 
| corresponding benefit. 

Mr. CULLOM. Allow me to make another suggestion to the Senato: 
in that connection, and that is that the masses of the hops which are 
imported are to give special flavor to this manufacture, and thus would 
be imported at any rate 
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Mr. GORMAN. I have so stated, and while you would compel the 
importers to pay double the present rate of duty, it would not add any- 
thing to the producers of hops in this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. ALLEN] to state that the foreign a were brought 
here and offered for sale at about 8 cents a pound. as that the Sen- 
ator’s statement ? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say to the Senator that in certain instances the 
foreign hops have been brought here and sold as low as that, but ordi- 
narily they have not been sold as low as that. 

Mr. CARLISLE, This foreign hop is brought here, as stated by the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], for the purpose of enabling our 
brewers to make a certain kind of beer in imitation of the Bohemian 
and other beers which come here from abroad. 

Mr.CULLOM. That is the testimony. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, the question is whether we shall allow the 
hops to come here to be used by our brewers in making the beer or 
have the beer itself imported, because there is a taste in this country 
among a large class of people for that particular kind of beer. The 
foreign hops. instead of coming here and being sold at lower prices 
than our hops, are sold for twice as much as ours. 

I have before me the statistics of the importation of hops for the year 


~ 1889, and we received 274,693 pounds from Austria-Hungary and paid 


$85,718 for them, and if the Senate will allow me I will insert in my 
remarks the amount of hops imported from each country and their 
value, which shows that they cost on the average nearly 30 cents a 
poond. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Twenty-seven cents is the price. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not made a nice calculation—am simply 
estimating it by looking at the gross amounts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Twenty-seven cents is the average. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Isaid nearly 30 cents a pound is the average price 
of the foreign hop, while the American hop sells for 14, 15, and 16 
centsa pound, So it is not a case where a foreign article is brought 
here to be sold ata lower price in competition with an American prod- 
uct, but it is a case where there is no competition whatever, and the 
simple question is whether we shall import the hops and make the 
beer here or exclude the hops and import the beer from abroad. That 
is the only question involved in this amendment, and it does not affect 
the interest of the American hop-grower to any extent whatever. 


Importations of hops into the United States during the fiscal year 1389. 
{From Report on Commerce and Navigation, page 114.] 
From— | Pounds. | Value, 











Aratisla TIGn gary ..0.000000-ssrrscerscescesconsscossetcovaseeesescccsecseeeee:| SE C88 $85,718 
RE cccctopegreovesenscnnppeieninanenaiomgiiann eenecenees 30, 025 10, 846 
German 3, 781, 355 1, 034, 762 
Englan oseoreses seccscooesss 83, 680 22, 062 
aeewee, Ontario, ete . 1,662 495 
Netheriands........000+«+ ne 4,728 1,588 

SIE oo scccthinthcndoieestinah aketiads se 4,176, 158 1, 155, 492 


Mr. HISCOCK. It is true in point of fact that the Bavarian a 
to which the Senator from Kentucky alludes do not to any considerable 
extent, if they do to any, compete with the American hops, and because 
that is true it is urged that this proposed duty upon all eee should be 
reduced; but the importation of the high-priced hops is practically lim- 
ited to small amounts, as I understand, but masked behind those hops 
they want to bring in here the German hops at the same duty. That is 
the trouble, that is the difficulty. The trouble is as to the cheaper Ger- 
man hop that comes in on a valuation of from 3} to 6 cents a pound, 
as I am informed; not these high-priced hops at all, but hops that di- 
rectly compete with the American product. 

As bearing upon this question, I may state that for five years preced- 
ing 1889 the entire import was only 40,050 bales, an average of 8,000 
bales a year; but during the last three years the importation has been 
142,000 bales, or an average of 44,000 bales a year, and these hops are 
entirely distinct from each other. At this low price of from 3} cents 
a pound up to 6 cents a pound a large importation of hops is taking 

lace at the present time, and I have been informed that some 25,000 
les have been imported up to the present time in the current year. 
It is against that competition that this duty of 15 cents should be im- 
In my judgment, therefore, the provision of the bill as it passed 

the House should be retained. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, it looks to me as if this is a question 
between the farmer and the brewer, between the laborers w Ww 
the hops and the people whodrink beer. Ifthedaty upon foreign hops 
is a tax, then it is a tax upon the right article, upon beer, and the most 
suitable article for taxation unless it be spirituous liquors. 

It is true that in the United States at the present time we are pre- 

to produce all the hops that we consume. I have a statement 

ore me made before the Finance Committee by Mr. H. J. Coggshall, 

in regard to the hop industry in this country, in which he states that 
New York has in recent years produced annually 90,000 bales and the 
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Pacific coast 90,000 bales, making 180,000 bales. He states the amount 
of consumption in the United States is 180,000 bales. 

In some testimony taken before the Committee on our Relations with 
Canada, in the testimony of Mr. Meeker in regard to the hop industry 
in the State of Washington, he stated that the statistics of transporta- 
tion showed that they had raised and shipped from that State during 
the previous year 8,000,000 pounds of hops, which is something over 
44,000 bales, which would leave about the same amount for the bal- 
ance of the Pacific coast. It is estimated that in four counties in the 
State of Oregon, counties in the Willamette Valley, the crop this year 
will be 30,000 bales, and the production of the Pacific coast will prob- 
ably be much larger than 90,000 bales, while in the United States the 
production will be in excess of the consumption. 

But the Senator from New York struck the real reason why foreign 
hops should pay an increased duty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

r. DOLPH. I will if it is not to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ourimports of hops in 1890 amounted to 6,539,516 
pounds, and in 1889 to 4,176,158 pounds, so that the im tions in 
1890 were about 2,500,000 pounds more than in 1889, the exports 
have fallen off from 12,589,262 pounds in 1889 to 7,540,854 pounds ix 
14890, a falling off of about 5,000,000 pounds, 

Mr. DOLPH. The increase of the importations was brought about 
by bringing a cheaper article of hops intothis country and selling them 
through the medium of agents or drummers. The hops referred to aro 
the Bavarian hops. Thestatement of Mr. Haskell, before the Finance 
Committee, was that— 

The average price to-day for German hops that have come to this country— 
and some 25,000 bales have come already—is from 3} to 6 cents a pound. 

The CHarrMAN. And you would have to undersell them. 

Mr. Haske.u. And they arethe hops that compete with us. Saree from 
3§ to 9 cents a pound, which would make an average of 6; the comm nsand 
freight amount to 2 cents more, which would make it 8 cents, and the specific 
duty at 8 cents oqerae makes the hop warehoused in the city of New York cost 
16 cents, and the hops we raise upon our farms, at the kiln cost 15 cents a pound, 
and the cost of it laid down in New York—the railroad freight paid from little 
stations where there is very little competition—is 16 cents a pound; so on that 
grade of hops we are exactly on a par. 

The testimony of Mr. Meeker I have referred to shows that it costs 
15 cents a pound to harvest hops in the State of Washington. 

Since this. is a purely agricultural product I see no reason why we 
should import 25,000 ba'es of cheap hops when we are able to pro- 
duce the whole amount required for consumption in the United States. 
But I will not add anything further, except to ask to have inserted in the 
RECORD a quotation from Mr. ~~ statement before the com- 
mittee as a part of my remarks, is a very brief paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The statement is as follows ; 


Our production, if equal to the best continental production, will always receivs 
at equal prices the preference in England, but as our duty isso low, in com- 
to nse and cost of labor here, we invite the Europeans to ship to 

this country a mixture of their better grades with Altmarks and Belgiums 
which sell for almost nothing, and depress the price of the great bulk of our 
thereby. We can late our own production ing to our own re- 
quirements, and are willing to meet the vile trash that these importers now 
bring here, in the English market, for whatever surplus we may have. It isa 


——. while from the Conti: 
mian hops, hops grown 
in different —< the Continent. We ask you to protect usagainst competi- 
tion of this e. . 

Mr, DOLPH. I should like to add that Mr. Coggshall stated be- 
fore the committee that in Germany there is an excess of production 
over the consumption of about 100,000 bales, and there is a deficiency 
in Great Britain of about 100,000 bales; the result of the whole state- 
ment being that the production in Europe is about required to supply 
the consumption there. : ' 

The PRESIDENT ee tempore. ‘The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. fore the vote is taken on this qustion, I should 
like to submit to the Senate a request for an evening session. I ask 
that unapimous consent be given that a recess may be taken from half 

5 to 8 o’clock this evening, for the purpose of considering this 
ill, with the understanding that the debate shall not be limited to 
five minutes at the evening session. 

Mr. GORMAN. And no vote to be taken? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Would not the Senator be willing to place some limit 
upon debate? We have had the ex where one or two gentle- 
men have absorbed the entire evening. Would not the Senator be wil!- 


ing to fix a limit of ten or fifteen minutes ? 
r, ALDRICH. I think if any limit be fixed at all, it should be an 
hour, or perhaps thirty minutes. 


Mr. BLAIR. It should be understood, then, who are to ik. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that a limitation of thirty minutes ba 
te eS nt dh tet ay erga! ts 
r. an t the 
Senator in charge of the bill desires to make, but here at 10 
o'clock in the morning and sitting here until 6, and one or two 
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evening sessions during the week, and this being Saturday, it is liable 
to tax somewhat the superior article of human nature so far that we 
shall really lose more than we shall gain by what is now proposed. I 
am sure that one day added to the debate after Monday would be in- 
structive, and I hope the Senator having charge of the bill, as many 
important questions are left which ought to be debated in the Senate 
when there shall be enough persons here to give that debate signifi- 
eance as distinguished from the practice which has obtained in some 
other places of having leave to print and the debate having no effect 
at all, will agree tomysuggestion. Ido not wanttodo the disagreeable 
thing of objecting, but certainly it would be against my own judgment 
of what isthe proper way to transact the public business. I know that 
there will not be a quorum here in the evening, and consequently the 
debate will be utterly lost. 1 hope the Senator will devise some other 
plan whereby, while not slacking up the great speed at which we have 
been going, we shall have a little additional time and yet close up the 
bill, a time that will be reasonable and satisfactory to him. We all 
want the same thing, and I think the Senator from Rhode Island will 
realize that the Senate has all been actively aiding him in bringing 
about the conclusion which he has so much at heart. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am quite willing, if the Senators on the other 
side and this side wil! consent, that the arrangement under which we 
are acting may be modified so that after the third reading of the bill is 
ordered one day shall be devoted to general debate before the six hours 
shall commence, which are to be divided between each side for the con- 


elusion of the debate, during which period amendments may be offered, 
of course. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
reading of the bill. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me it will be better to have the bill 
passed to a third reading, but of course until we get to the third read- 
ing amendments may be offered ad libitum. 

Mr. PLUMB. But there are some amendments of importance to be 
offered, and I think this very fruitful subjectof reciprocity, which came 
in at a somewhat late period, will require some discussion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My intention is to go on right now with the sugar 
schedule, and I hope we shall get through with the sugar and reciproc- 
ity question to-day, so that all the vital questions of the bill will have 
been discussed. Of course it is not my intention to cut off amendments 
or to cut off voting. That will goon until the third reading of the bill 
is reached. ‘That seems to me to be the better way to arrange it, but 
I, of course, defer to the wishes of Senators. 

Mr. PLUMB. May I makeasuggestion that after we have exhausted 
the power to amend we can then only talk for the sake of talking. 
What I want is debate that will elucidate some of the problems of the 
bill, and it seems to me that to vote upon the matters first and then do 
the talking afterwards will be very like the case before the justice where 
the decision was made and the counsel were allowed to argue after- 
wards. But while we have these live and important questions pend- 
ing before the Senate, which are to determine to some extent, if not 
the shape of this bill, at all events the shape and scope of the discus- 
sion in the country after the bill has been passed, we ought not to be 
restricted too much. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that a lim- 
itation should be put upon debate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think there might well be a limitation of thirty 
minutes. I do not think it fair to give any one person three or tour 


You can not offer an amendment a(ter the third 


hours, and I should say a limitation of thirty minutes or even fifteen | 


minutes, perhaps, will be allowable. 

Mr. GORMAN. Thirty minutes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thirty minutes. I am sure the Senator from Rhode 
Island does not anticipate any attempt to delay the e of the bill. 
It is only a «question of convenience to all of us, oan on the important 
questions which have been held back it is only right that they should 
be fairly discussed and taken into account. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from Rhode 
Island will agree to the suggestion made by the Senator from Kansas. 
The Senator from Rhode Island will remember that when wg entered 
into this agreement by unanimous consent, it was understood that if 
there was any considerable time occupied by conference reports, ete., 
a corresponding amount of time should be added to the period for dis- 
cussion of the bill, and on two or three important questions which are 
yet to be considered a reasonable time should be allowed for discussion, 
as, for instance, on the sugar question and some others which are to come 
up. I know that both sides of the Chamber expect to hear from the 
Senator from Rhode Island himself a statement of that case which it 
would be impossible for him to make under half an hour. 

We lost about three and a half or four hours by the general discus- 
sion of the sundry civil bill and one or two through conference reports. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nearly a day. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The Senator from Missouri suggests that practi- 
cally a day was lost in the consideration of those subjects, and our un- 

ing was that whatever amount of time was taken by them 
should be added to the period allowed for general discussion of this 
bill; and as the Senator from Kansas has requested, as these important 
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matters are to come up, I suggest that we agree by unanimous consent 
that a day shall be devoted to the consideration of these two or three 
important questions, with thirty minutes’ debate by each Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the proposition to be that the debate 
on this bill be extended to include Monday, with the understanding 
that debate on Monday be limited to thicty minutes, that then the vot- 
ing will be proceeded with thereafter. 

Mr. PLUMB. All I want is that some of these important amend- 
ments of a general character, reciprocity and propositions to increase 
the revenue from other sources, customs commission, and in regard to 
trusts, may be proposed and debated to a greater extent than under 
the five-minute rule. I am perfectly willing that they shall all be con- 
sidered in one day, if that can be done. I am willing to trust to the 
fairness of the Senator from Rhode Island and Senators all around 
whenever an exigency arises as to a further extension, which I hope 
will not be needed. At least that much, it seems to me, ought to be 
conceded. 

Here are matters which, in the apprehension of some of us, are quite 
as important as the general subject itself of tariff legislation, and in 
which an opportunity has only occurred to discuss it under the five- 
minute rule that we are now acting under. I had the same understand- 
ing which the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GoRMAN] expressed, that 
there should be an extension of the time for debate by whatever time 
was taken from the discussion of this bill by the consideration of conier 
ence reports and otherwise since the agreement was entered into. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the arrangement under which we 
are operating on this bill may be modified to the extent that the con 


———— 














sideration of the bill may be proceeded with on Monday, and that de 
bate on that day be limited to thirty minutes by each Senator. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. Isit the understanding that no Sen 
ator is to speak more than once oa any question ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, no Senator to speak more than once on any 
question. 
Mr. GORMAN and others. That is right. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And that thereafter the order of the Senate in re- 
gard to closing the debate and proceeding with the voting upon amend- 
ments, ete., until the bill is disposed of, be held to apply. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do 1 understand the Senator from Khode Island to 
state that the debate is to be limited to thirty minutes on any subject ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Thirty minutes by any one Senator. 

Mr. GIBSON. By any Senator, but the subject is not to be limited 
to that time? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. PLATT, Is it twenty minutes or thirty minutes’? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thirty minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
withdraw his request for a recess this evening ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do, at the suggestion of Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That request being withdrawn, the 

Chair understands the Senator from Rhode Island to submit the re- 
| quest that the consideration of the pending bill be continued to the 
exclusion of allother business on Monday next, subject to the limitation 
| of thirty minutes in debate, no Senator to speak more than once on 
one subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it the understanding that the Senate is to oper- 
ate under the five-minute rule to-day ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This does not abrogate the order for 

to-day, the Chair understands. The Chair understands that the limit- 

| ation of five minutes is to apply to the remainder of the bill to-day. 

| Mr. ALDRICH. That was my suggestion, unless there should bea 
general desire to have that modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will please be in order 
so that this matter may be understood and definitely agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My understanding is that for the remainder of to- 
day we continue under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask if the Senator from Rhode Island proposes 
to take up the sugar schedule to-day ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps we had better go on with the reading of 
the bill and conclude that, and then on Monday we shall have more 
latitude in regard to the sugar schedule. , 

Mr. GIBSON. 
until Monday ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that would be better, and then each Sena 
tor will have the opportunity of half an hour’s debate. 

Mr. VANCE. Before we goon with the reading of the bill I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Rhode Island that I desire to have a vote on 

| the amendment which I oftered and which is pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The arrangement which we are now suggesting 
will not preclude any votes upon amendments at any time. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Chair understands that 
the consideration of the bill is to be continued to-day under the origi- 
nal agreement, the application of the five-minute rule, and each Sena- 
tor is to speak but once uponany question, and that the consideration 
of the bill is to be continued on Monday, with the limitation of thirty 
minutes in dehate, no Senator to speak more than once on any one 


Then it is not proposed to take up the sugar schedule 
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question, and that with that extension the original agreement as to 
the subsequent proceedings remains in force. Is that correct? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one thing I wish to say first, and that is that I 
suppose any One can propose an amendment at any time and speak to 
it, and not be cut ont by the pendency of committee amendments. 

‘Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. As the Senator from Kansas asks in 
regard to the submission of amendments, I wish to say that I under- 
stand that amendments can be submitted at any time on Monday. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island how 
much time is given to close this discussion after the thirty minutes’ 
debate is concluded ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the bill is passed to a third reading we shall 
then have three hours on each side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is provided for in the original 
agreementof August 26, 

Mr, HOAR. That would extend another day. 

Mr. BLAIR. How is it to be arranged as to the close of the debate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will be determined by the members of the 
committee having charge of the subject, I suppose. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, if I understood him correctly that the sugar schedule is to be 
passed over until Monda 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think it had better be passed over until Monday 
when there will be opportunity for longer debate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 1 think it ought to be, because there has been no 
discussion of some paragraphs of the sugar schedule; and there are 
important features in connection with it that require some debate. At 
any rate there ought to be the license of debate which has been sug- 
gested in regard to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it is agreeable to Senators after this arrange- 
ment is made, we shall go on with the remaining portions of the bill 
with the idea that everything shall be completed so far as possible to- 
day outside of the sugar and reciprocity question. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What 1 have said in relation to the non-consider- 
ation of the sugar schedule relates to the question of bounty on sugar. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Under this arrangement what becomes of 
amendments which are not disposed of on Monday ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Of course on Tuesday page if the bill has not 
already passed toa third reading, amendments which have been pend- 
ing and to be offered will be acted upon and the bill will proceed in its 
various stages until the third reading is reached, without debate; and 
after the third reading is reached three hours are to be allowed on each 
side for general debate for summing up. Then the vote is to be taken 
without any further debate, whenever that time is reached. It may 
be on Tuesday and it may not be until Wednesday. 

Mr. WASHBURN, When is the final vote to be taken? 

Mr, ALDRICH. It may be on Tuesday. It will be whenever the 
completion of the bill is reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proceedings on the bill and 
amendments without debate will begin on Tuesday, September 9, and 
will proceed until the bill bas been ordered to a third reading and read 
the third time, and then upon the question, Shall the bill pass? there 
will be allowed three hours on each side for general debate before the 
vote is taken. Is that the understanding of the Senate? [‘‘That is 
right.’’] ‘The pending amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 58, paragraph 264, in line 14, after the 
word ‘‘ hops,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘'15”’ and insert ‘8;” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

264. Hops, 8 cents per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. — 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I now ask is eiants ab citi hs tn 
free-list in order that I may offer an amendment to page 128. I move 
to insert the word ‘‘ salt,’’ and upon that amendment I shall ask for 
the and nays. I want a direct vote. 

r. SHERMAN. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be reported. 

The Corer Clerk. After paragraph 672, page 128, insert: 

672}. Salt, 


Mr. VEST. a oo Mr. President, in ~~ the amendment 

ts to put salt on free-list. The Senate, as I has dis- 

posed of the question by voting the schedule in regard tosalt in another 

portion of the bill. I ask for the yeas and nays on amendment. 

a and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
ro 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. Grorcr]. If he were present,I should vote 

‘nay. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
oe from North Dakota[Mr: Petricrew]. Ifhe were present,I should 
vote ‘‘yea,’’ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina 1 HAMPTON]. * 

The roll-call was conclud 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia[Mr. Bar- 
BourR]. Tf he were present, I would vote “nay.” 





The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—26. 


Bate, Eustis, McPherson, Vance, 
Berry, Faulkner, Morgan, . 
Blodgett, Gibson, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gorman, Pasco, ai 
Carlisle, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md 
Cockrell, Hearst, Ransom, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
NAYS—34. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Alien, Evarts, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Allison, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge 
Cameron, Hale Pierce, lier, 
Casey, Hawiey, Plumb, Washburn, 
Chandler, Higgins, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dolph. Ingalls, Sherman, 
ABSENT —24. 

Barbour, Daniel, Harris, Pettigrew, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Platt 
Blair, Dixon, Kenna, Power, 
— Farwell, Manderson means, 

George, orrill, Squire, 
Solent, Hampton, Payne, Stanford. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. P: lent—- 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from North Carolina will allow me 
to offer a verbal amendment before he offers his, I shall be glad to do so. 
I move, in paragraph 578, on page 121, on behalf of the committee, to 
strike out the words ‘‘ Russian camel.’’ This motion was intended to 
be made when the paragraph was under consideration, but through an 
inadvertence it was passed over without the motion being made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLerK. In paragraph 587, page 121, after the word 
“‘cattle,”’ strike out the words ‘* Russian camel.”’ 
The 


amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I have offered an amendment which 
is pending, to come in at the close of paragraph 390, page 94. I ask 
that the amendment may be read, and I shall ask for the yeas and 
nays upon it, 

— PRESIDENT pre tempore. Will the Senator indicate the para- 


Mr. VANCE. I offer it as an independent paragraph. 

The Carer CLERK. After paragraph 390, add the following: 

SEc. —. pe ee all Caress where it can be shown by eet nae we 
Secretary Treasury that an saan, or merchan mported nto 
this country have been 1 y citizen of the United States 
by exchange of farm. products grown in the United States for such goods , or 

here have been purchased with the proceeds or avails of such 
<anen qn Seas Somann ED eneb weeds, wares, or merchandise shall be 
imported at the following rates owe. to wit: One-half the present duty on 
all ae iron and om r cent, of the present duty on all woolen 

or articles Sf wie wool or cotton maybe the component 

tateral of value; one-half the present duty on ea ware, china, and 

mpen cant. of the present rate of duty on all material used for fer- 

Steere or eee t SS etek and 25 per cent, of the present duty on 
jute , ne. 

Sec. —. at iahelh be the dite of tne Ueenitecy of the Treasury to 
such rules and regulations as may be necessary to carry into effect the pro 
ions of this act. 

_ VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


gee na were ordered; valle Neebibty inntoiiilial to call 


-— CALL (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. PerriGkew]. If he were here I should 

te “Vea. ” 

Mr. DIXON (when hisname was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron ], who is necessarily absent by 
reason of illness. I have, however, transferred that pair to theSenator 
from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], and vote “‘nay.’’ 

onan HARRIS (when his name wascalled). The junior Senator from 

Coleendn Te WoLcott LcoTT] and myself have transferred our respective 
vote ‘* yea. 
Pov. MANDERSON ita Wis iene wets walla: I am paired with 
the » Gander from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 

with the Senator from — (Mr. Witson]. If he were in the 


Mr. BLAIR. Pen anid nai tie neie Some Mississippi 
[Mr. Georce]. If he were present I would vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 30; i 


YEAS—23. 
Ben Faulkner, Morgan, — vou’ 
Carls, Gane, ? Pasco, Voorhees, 
Gray, Ransom, * 
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NAYS—30. seen, That the car or ship load so exported or imported shall not contain 

: . . > than half in value of any one article. 
Aldrich, Evarts, MeMillan, Spooner, more ae Se 3 i 
Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). The ques- 
Allison, a, , red - x - pat tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Florida. 
> rene Higuine. Siem." Washburn. Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate, 
Davis. Hiscock, Plumb, Wolcott. but merely wish to say that the amendment was sent to me by a gen- 
aon, . ae. eile tleman of very great knowledge in commercial matters, and I present 
— — = 7 it to the Senate by request. There is a short statement of facts that I 
ABSENT-3l. should like to have go into the Recorp, if there be no objection. 
Black bai Dawes, coe Bonkers The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks per- 
ee, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, mission to insert in the Recorp a statement of facts. Is there objec- 
Brown, Farwell, Morrill, Squire, tion? The Chair hears none. 
George, Payne, Stanford, Penal - ’ aot 9 

a iesenten, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, Mr. HOA RR. Mr. I resident, W hat was that magnet : 
Colquitt, Hearst, Platt, Wilson of Md. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks per- 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment to section 4, on page 136. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest that the Senator from Kansas 
defer that until we reach that point in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I thought we had got to that point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. TheSenatorfrom North Carolina [ Mr. VANCE] 
desires to be absent from the Chamber, and wished to have a vote taken 
on his amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, Then I withhold my amendment for the present. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr, President, I desire to offer an amendment which 
I think the Senator from Rhode Island, in charge of the bill, will ac- 
cept on behalf of the committee. It is to insert, on page 129, line 3, 
after the word ‘‘sugar-beet,’’ the words ‘‘sorghum and sugar-cane,’’ 
under the head of “‘seed.’’? Itis proposed to admit sugar-beet free for 
seed, and I now propose that sorghum and sugar-cane for seed shall 
also be admitted free. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 3, page 129, paragraph 675, after the 
amendment agreed to, after the word ‘‘ mangel-wurzel,’’ insert ‘‘ sor- 
ghum or sugar-cane for seed;’’ so as to read: 


St. John’s bread or bean, sugar-beet, turnip, mangel-wurzel, sorghum or 
sugar-cane for seed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit me at this 
point, I would like to introduce an amendment to come in after para- 
graph 390, at the end of the wool schedule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 94, after paragraph 390, insert: 


That in addition and supplemental to the laws now in force for the coilection 
of revenue, from and after ninety days from the e of this act all imports 
of foreign goods or merchamdise shall be allowed a rebate of the duty now paid 
on all goods brought into the United States that will be equivalent to a duty 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That all importers or consignees of such 
goods shall put such goods ‘in bond,” as now provided foy by law, and shall, 
within ninety days after such goods are in bond, or before they leave the cus- 
tody of the collector of revenue, purchase for export any agricultural or man- 
weed aoe of the United States, equal in value to such imported goods, 
and ship same before any rebate of duty shall be allowed ; But when due 
and regular proof has been made and filed with the collector of revenue that 
such goods have been regularly aniopes. which proof shall be published in some 
daily paper nearest to the place of shipment, one week immediately before the 
departure of such goods, then the rebate as aforesaid shall be allowed and paid 
by the collector of revenue to the auere and shipper. 

Sec. —. That whenever any bona fide citizen of the United States shall pur- 
chase any certain amount of agricultural or manufactured products made in 
the United States for exportation and shipment, and shall show a correct and 
true invoice or manifest of the same to the collector of revenue of the port from 
which he —— to ship and export such goods, and if such collector shall be 
satisfied that such invoice or manifest is true and correct, and that the goods 
have been shipped according to the revenue laws, he shall immediately indorse 
such invoice or manifest as correct and forward the same to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, who shall, without delay, approve or disapprove of the action of 
the collector, and return such invoice to the collector, and if approved, such 
citizen and exporter shall have permission to import any foreign goods into 
the same port from which he may export as aforesaid, equal in value to the 
goods he may have exported, at a rate of duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Src. —. Thatall imported goods on the free-list shall be subject to a duty of 
0 per cent. ad valorem, unless the importer shall export, according to section 
or 2 of this act, at least one-half in value (of the g he may import) of prod- 
ucts of the United States. 
Src. —. That all goods imported or exported under sections | and 2 of this act 

ships built in the United States shall be entitled to a rebate of 5 per cent. 
uty ad valorem: Provided, That such ship shail be commanded and owned by 
citizens of the United States. 
Src. —. That it shall be the duty ot all collectors of revenue in the custom- 
houses of the United States to carefully and thoroughly examine and scrutinize 
every invoice of imported or exported and received at his custom-house, 
and that he shall ascertain, by experts or otherwise, the true current market 
valne of the goods imported or exported in the place or country from which 
they were imported, and if the goods so imported or exported are valued and 
invoiced below or above the general current market price in the country or 
meee from which they came,the collector shall correct the invoice accordingly. 
collector shall have power to administer oaths and send for person and 
papers necessary to carry out this section, so that the true value of goods im- 
ported or exported shal! be found. . 

Sec. —. That the of this supplement to the laws for collecting revenue 
being to stimulate and increase the exportation of the products of the United 
States, the present tariff laws shall remain unchanged : Provided, That the rate 

duties on all imported li not be less than now, or be increased to 
more than 20 per cent. 
—, That all goods exported under sections 1 and 2 of this act sha!! be 
asare regularly produced by the well-known and established industries 
the country, and that no one person, firm, company, trust, or otherwise, shall 
regularly import one single article and export one single article consecutively : 
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mission to insert in the RecorD a statement of facts. 

Mr. CALL. I will state that it isa memorandum attached to the 
proposed amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
none. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


SELP-ADJUSTING TARIFF, 


Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 


Having for the last fifty years closely watched the working of our revenue 
laws, and having seen many of their defects, and from time to time pointed them 
out and published then, and having called the special attention of many prom- 
inent members of Congress to the chief difficulty in arranging a permanent 
self-adjusting system of tariff duties, and having been requested by such per 
sons and by the editors of the press, prominent in several places, to formulate 
draw up,and publish a bill for a self-adjusting tariff that will show the princi- 
ple and practicability of the amendment I propose to the present system of 
tariff taxation, I have herewith presented a bill, which, though imperfect in 
detail and technical form, is sufficiently practicable to accomplish the desired 
reform in our present imperfect principle of tariff taxation. 

ARGUMENT. 

It isa solecism to say that it is protection to domestic labor to overtax for 
eign labor when we must depend on the foreigner we tax to trade with us and 
buy our surplus products. Barter and exchange, according to the natural 
laws of supply and demand, are the infallible laws by which nations and com 
munities must live and prosper. If A produces a surplus and expects to sell 
that surplus to B, knowing that B must sell his surplus before he can buy of A 
it is folly for A to say to B, ‘I want you to buy my surplus goods, but I will 
not buy yours unless you pay me a tax of 47 per cent. ad valorem for the privi 
lege of selling to me.” 

A DEARTH OF EMPLOYMENT NOW FOR THE WANT OF A FOREIGN DEMAND For 
OUR SURPLUS PRODUCTS. 

By the best estimate we can get, the capability of production of all the neces 
saries of life in the United States is, at least, twice greater than is needed for 
home market or consumption. What are we to do with at least $1,000,000,000 
surplus if we do not find a foreign demand forit? And how can we find th: 
demand if we tax foreigners 47 per cent. for the privilege of trading with us” 

It is perfectly plain and true that we must have reciprocity in trade with 
other nations in order to sell our surplus products, or else we must have a 
forced distribution of the products of labor, or else reduce the hours of labor t 
equalize supply and demand. 

The balance of trade is now against us, notwithstanding a high tariff 
is the protection to home industry? 


A REDUCTION OF 


Where 


TARIFF ONLY NO PERMANENT REMEDY. 


It is amere vagary,a self-evident contradiction, to say that if a high tariff does 
not preventa balance of trade against us, a low tariff will. Noone of common 
understanding can be so stupid as to say, * the lower the tariff (as we now ute 
it) the greater the trade in our favor.”’ It is then perfectly evident that a single 
rate tariff is false and deceptive in theory,and hence can never be made to ac- 
complish the end intended any more than could a disjointed, imperfect machine 
be made to do good work. 

The great statesmen of the world have been, for years, endeavoring to estab- 
lish an international principle and practice of reciprocity in trade, but, without 
recapitulating, all efforts have been fruitless; no considerable result has ever 
been effected,and never can be, by any mutual voluntary action. No unalter 
able treaties can be made by sovereign powers, and when either party finds that 
it is losing the vantage ground it will abrogate the treaty, 

We must superinduce reciprocity and force it by giving the world the option 
to sell to us, and buy of us, under a low-rate tariff, or else only sell to us under 
a high-rate tariff. While we have the best market in the world for foreigners 
to sell and buy in, we offer them no inducementto buy our products, only when 
they are compelled from necessity to buy. 

The cupidity of our merchants and the extravagance of our people will keep 
up a large and often overbalancing import trade, but the foreigner, in retalias 
tion for the heavy duty imposed on his goods, will refuse to buy our products 
unless the demand is urgent and positive. If we buy more than we sell we 
must soon be impoverished, and we can not sel! more than we buy unless 
offer some inducement for the purchase of our products. We must, therefore, 
say to those who wish to selito us, “‘ Here is our double-rate tariff, come in with 
your goods; if you will buy as much of our products as you have brought to sell 
of yours, you can pay the low rate of duty; if not, you must pay the high rate. 

It requires no reasoning to show that in a great majority of cases the importer 
or foreigner will choose to take the low rate of duty and purchase for export as 
much in value as he has imported. England, for instance, doing about one 
third of the carrying trade of the world, would come to our markets, where she 
could sell at a profit under the low-rate duty and purchase assorted products of 
us to sell to other nations. While our export trade would be at least doubled 
by a low-rate tariff, the trade under the high rate would diminish in the same 
proportion; thus the balance of tradein ourfavor would afford a profitable and 
steady demand for our products, which is all the protection we want or need, 
and atthe same time yield a revenue under the double-rate tariff greater than 
now, so that the people would be relieved from internal taxes while at the 
same time being assured of steady, profitable employment, 

The average capability of our American appliances for production is at least 
75 per cent. over that of the foreign, hence our best protection against foreign 
labor is in steady, increased demand for our products. If we can sell double 
the home products for export that we now sell to importers, it is plain to #e 
that a duty of 20 percent., which would be paid under the low-rate tariff, would 
raise about the same revenue we now get under a single-rate high tariff. If, 
therefore, we can increase a good demand for our products 100 or 20 per cent. 
by double-rate tariffand at the same time not only have a large balance of 
trade in our favor but also receive as much or more revenue, is it not a demon- 
strated fact that a double rate, a high and alow rate tariff, is the only true so- 
lution of the tariff question? 
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REVIEW OF THE BILL HERE PRESENTED. 

The first section, in substance, says to the whole world: “If you want to sell 
to us you must buy of us.’ The second section says to our own citizens: ‘If 
you desire to import goods under the low rate of duty you must assure the Gov- 
ernment that you will export as much in balance as you wish to import.” This 
gives the home merchant an advantage over the foreign, because he is here in 
the market and can see when it is best to buy for cx and what is best to 
import. It gives him a chance to make his calculations and ar ments 
which a foreigner could not have unless connected with an American house. 

The third section is a stimulant to increase the demand for home productions, 
while it tends to prevent overtrading in goods on the free-list. The fourth sec- 
tion offers a premium to all citizens of the United States who will do their trans- 

rtation in home-built ships, thereby inducing our own citizens to engage more 
in our merchant-marine business, and also greatly increasing our ship-building 
industry. The fifth section provides for a fair and correct valuation of all goods 
exported or imported, which under the present law is not done. 

The sixth section retains the present tariff, allowing it to be rated atany time, 
20 per cent. ad valorem. Section 7 prevents any combination of persons for the 
pu of crippling or damaging any one ocular industry of the country ; 
as, for instance, if! excessive importations of iron were carried on under a 
syndicate or trust which would buy for export only flour, it is obvious that 
while the wheat and four producers would be benefited, the iron industry 
would suffer under the disadvantage of a glutted market. Still thisis not to be 
regarded as a probable result; it is only possible that some combination any oy 
be made to injure any one of our industries, If trade and commerce be let 
alone to move in natural channels, the mutual interest of parties in trade will 
regulate and adjust all abnormal tendencies, It is only ill-founded laws and 
criminal combinations that rule and ruin the people. 

Very respectfully, 
J. W. CRARY. 

Rivurr Springs, Fa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, Mr. President, on page 47, after line 10, I 
move to insert: 

202). Tin: On and after January 1, 1892, there shall be imposed and paid upon 
eassiterites or black oxide of tin, and upon bar, block, and pig tin, a duty of 4 
cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL, May I now offer an amendment in order that it may be 
voted upon ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have one other amendment which I would like 
to offer first, and then I will yield to the Senator. In paragraph 453, 
on page 110, I move to add, after the word “‘ artificial ’’—— 

Mr. VANCE. There is no such paragraph here in my copy of the 
bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the third item from the bottom under the 
head of the ‘' free-list.’’ 

The Cuter CierKk. Line 23, page 110, after paragraph 453, insert 
the following: 

Alizarine, natural or artificial, and dies commercially known as alizarine yel- 
ie enenee orange, alizarme green, alizarine blue, alizarine brown, alizarine 
yack, 


Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The first two or three words do not need to be in- 


serted, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words, “‘alizarine, natural or 
artificial’ are already in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does that in any wise interfere with the operation of 
the duty in regard to alizarine assistant? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; that is a different article entirely. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] now desire to offer his amendment? 

Mr. CALL, I now offer the following amendment: on page 119, par- 
agraph 556, strike out the word ‘‘ cocoanuts.’’ 

The amendment, Mr. President, is intended to put cocoanuts on the 
dutiable-list. Idesire to state that that fruit is now very largely 
grown in Florida; that it is not in any sense an article of luxury, and 
that it would be an advantage to the people of that section to have a 
duty imposed. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think this question disposes of the other. If the 
word is not stricken from the free-list it can not be very well put on 
the dutiable-list. 

Mr. CALL. There is another, referring to pineapples and bananas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida submits 
another amendment, which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 64, after paragraph 293, insert: 

Pineapples and bananas, 20 per cent. ad valorem. - 

The amendment was rejected. 

vast ALDRICH. I ask that the reading of the bill may now be re- 
sumed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sno. 3, That there shall be levied, collected, and paid—- 


.Mr. ALDRICH, Before the reading proceeds I will that it is 
intention to offer an amendment to ths a semen, so cothad 
on page 135, line 24, but I will not offer it until . 

Mr. MANDERSON. I would like, for personal information, and I 
think it would be interesting to Senators and others who are interested 
in that question, to ask if the Senator in charge of this bill proposes 
to go on to-day with the consideration of sugar. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I havealready stated that the sugar question goes 
over until Monday. I think the Senator from Nebraska was not in his 
seat when I made that statement. 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; Iwasnot. Then I understand that noth- 
ing will be done to-day in regard to Schedule E. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I offered some time ago—— 

Mr. HALE. What was the agreement? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the consideration of the bill was to be con- 
cluded on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
was not in the chair when the agreement was reached, and is therefore 
unable to answer the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is well understood. I will explain pri 
vately to the Senator so that I think he will understand. 

Mr. HALE. I certainly did not know that any infringement had 
been made upon the original agreement. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The time has been extended one day. 

Mr. ALLISON. With thirty-minute speeches on Monday. 

Mr. FRYE. Extended so that we may reach a vote next Saturday. 

Mr. HALE. I thought it was distinctly understood and agreed 
upon when the agreement was entered into, and I, for one, must seri- 
ously and strongly protest against any breaking over that agreement. 
If I had been here, it certainly would not have been done. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator is through—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I was about to say that some time 
since I offered an amendment to the tin-plate clause, to come in on page 
29, line 7, paragraph 137, which was not voted upon. If agreeable to 
Senators I should now like to have that voted upon. May I have the 
attention of the Senator in charge of the bill ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will endeavor to have 
order restored in the Senate. It is impossible to transact business un- 
less the Senate preserves order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the question of the Senator? 

Mr. SPOONER. I was simply calling attention to the fact that | 
some time since offered an amendment to the tin plate clause, which 
amendment has not been disposed of, and if agreeable to the Senator 
in charge of the bill I should like to have it taken up now and dis- 

of. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It is perfectly agreeable to me. 

Mr. SPOONER. I believe the Senator from Rhode Island stated 
that this amendment was satisfactory to the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has been offered, but got voted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported. 

The CuHieFr CLERK. On page 29, line 7,after the word ‘‘ pound,”’ 
insert the following: 

Provided, That on and after October 1, 1896, tin-plates and terne-plates lighter 
in we than 63 pounds per hundred square feet shall be admi free ot duty, 
unless it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction uf the President (who shall 
thereupon by S———. make known the fact) that the aggregate quantity 

ighter than 63 pounds per hundred square feet ueed in the 
United during any of five years preceding June 30, has equaled 
one-third the amountof such plates imported and entered for consumption dur- 
ing any fiscal year after the mee ofthisact, and prior to said October 1, 1896: 
Provided, That the amount of plates manufactured into articles exported, 
and upon which a drawback shall be paid, shall not be included in ascertaining 
the amount of such importations: And provided further, That wares tinned in: 
the United Statesand manufactured from black sheets of said weight made in 
the United States shall be considered tin-plates produced here within the mean- 
ing of this provision. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have an amendment to that amend- 
ment providing for a bounty in addition to the tax. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas proposes 
an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 
which will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Add to the amendment the following: 

Provided further, That pending said proclamati he President, 
or steel sheets or plates or end iron coated wander lead, or with wh a 
ure of which these metals, or either of is a component part, by the dip- 

or any other process, and commercially known as tin ; 
taggers tin, shall pay a duty of | cent per pound, in addition therc 

of tin-plates, and taggers tin in 

the United States from the Treasury, out of ome therein other wise 


ue bounty of 1 cent nd, un such rules and lations 
as ira Internal Rows, with the approval of the Sey 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I think it can be seen by every 
Senator that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. Spoon ER) is a confession that there is no expectation of manu- 
ring tin- in this country. The provision of the amendment 
is that— 


On and after October 1,1 tin-plates and terne-plates lighter in weight tha 
63 pounds per 100 aenneataattbnadeinen tas of decane ha Lap- 
pear to the the face) oe Oa reeaeees iene Sat ny ae pepmamesion 

pounds 100 square feet produced in the United States during any of the 
Senne ore June 39, 1896, has equaled one-third the cme ot such 
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plates imported and entered for consumption during any fiscal year after the 
passage of this act, etc. 


For the purpose of ascertaining whether one-third has been manu- 
factured or not, this amendment provides: 

That wares tinned in the United States and manufactured from black sheets 
of said weight made in the United States shall be considered tin-plates pro- 
duced here within the meaning of this provision. 

That is to say, if our manufacturers produce black sheets of that 
weight and somebody else tins them and makes wares out of them, 
the wares are to be included as tin-plates; so that there might not be 
a pound of what is commercially known as tin-plate manufactured in 
any manufacturing establishment in the United States, as I understand 
this amendment, and still there might be one-third of the consumption 
of wares made trom this black sheet and afterwards tinned, and this 
duty would continue. If this is not the meaning of the amendment, 
I would like to have the Senator from Wisconsin explain what it is. 

I submit that under this amendment there need not be a pound of 
what is commercially known as tin-plate, which is now imported into 
this country, made in this country; and theamendment, I think, con- 
firms what has been said upon this side of the Chamber heretofore, 
that it was not the purpose or expectation to manutacture tin-plate, 
but it was to compel the people to use this sheet-iron and sheet-steel 
which is now made in Pittsburgh, by putting such a rate of duty upon 
imported tin-plates that they can not be brought here. 

Before I take my seat, Mr. President. I would like, if the Senator dis- 
agrees with me, for him to explain the meaning of that last proviso in 
the amendment and what its effect will be. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can explain, Mr. President, what its purpose is 
and what my understanding of its meaning is. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] says that this amend- 
ment is to be taken as a confession on this side of the Chamber that it 
is not expected that tin-plate of this weight can be, even with the pro- 
tection afforded by this bill if adopted, manufactured in the United 
States. That is not a fair inference to be drawn, I think, from the 
amendment. It is not absolutely certain, Mr. President, in the opin- 
ion of many of us, that even this duty will have the effect of enabling 
us to manufacture all of our own tin-plate. 

My general purpose, as I stated when the amendment was intro- 
duced, is this: That if, after giving the gentlemen who proposed to en- 
gage in this industry a fair opportunity with the duty which they 
claim to be sufficient to enable them to produce tin-plate in this coun- 
try, they shall have failed to do it, thereafter tin-plate of these gauges, 
which are the gauges, as I understand, outof which tin pans and other 
domestic utensils and tin cans and the like are made, should be put 
upon the free-list, it not being intended as to these gauges, if it shall 
turn ont that they can not make tin-plate in this country in competi- 
tion with other countries, that this duty shall continue. 

*Mr, CARLISLE. I understand that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, i defer very much to the 
superior knowledge of the Senator from Kentucky’ upon the subject, 
because he has spent a great many years in careful study of this sub- 
ject, whereas my study has been largely in other directions, but my 
understanding of it is that black sheets of these weights, 63 pounds 
and upwards, are manufactured in the United States now, and that if 
they were tinned as manufactured they would be tin-plates of these 
weights; but that if, instead of being tinned in black sheets, the man- 
ufacturers purchase the tin and manufacture the utensils and then tin 
them, in effect that isthe same as ifthey had made the tin-plates and 
worked them into a manufactured product, so that in truth black sheets 
manufactured and then tin-plated ought to be considered a part of the 
domestic production. 

The Senator from Rhode Island informs me that that statement is 
correct. That is the purpose of the proviso, and I think it is right. 

I wanted one thing perfectly clear, Mr. President: I wanted it left 
by this amendment so that it would be impracticable for the foreign 
producers of tin to so flood our country, even at aloss, by importations 
during any ove of these years as to render it impossible for the do- 
mestic production to reach this limit, which is to protect them from 
the free-list contingency. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin can not 
accomplish all his purpose by this amendment, I think. The articles 
which he brings forward there in the proviso are already made in this 
country, but they are chiefly made with an imported black sheet as the 
hase, it being the experience of the manufacturers that the American 
manufacturers of black iron plate do not makea satisfactory sheet, and 
they therefore buy, in preference, the foreign sheets and pay the duty 
thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be true, but I have provided here that 
it — be tinned in the United States from black sheets of a certain 
weight. 

r. PLUMB, I did not observe that part of it. I was going tosay 
that that probably would reach a result which the Senator does not de- 
Sire, because, unless the American manufacturer makes a better sheet 
than he has heretofore, the dealers in stoves and other articles in con- 
nection with which these tin utensils are sold would continue to im- 
port black sheets and tin them in this country as heretofore; and there- 
fore it would not operate to make up a portion of the tin-plate prod- 
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uct, the making of which is to determine the issuing of the proclamation 
by the President. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


The domestic product would not be credited. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that exactly, and therefore it would 
not come in. But inthe mean time the Senator will observe that this 
process of manufacture is now going on under circumstances entirely 
satistactory as to profit to the American manufacturer, and therefore 
it might be counted if they were simply to change from the foreign 
black sheet to the home black sheet, and it would not add to the tin- 
plate manufacture in the United States at all, while leaving the im- 
ported tin the burden of paying this very heavy duty proposed of 2 
cents a pound; so that all that is contemplated in that proviso might 
occurand yet the country be no nearer the production of the tin-plates 
which it uses than it is now. 

Mr.CARLISLE. Mr. President, I desire to move to amend the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner | 
by striking out the proviso at the end of the amendment. 

I desire, Mr. President, to say that I am in sympathy with the pur- 
pose which the Senator from Wisconsin wishes to accomplish—that is 
to say, that this largely increased rate of duty shall not continue after 
it has been demonstrated, to a reasonable degree of certainty at least, 
that our domestic manufacturers can not or will not produce tin 
plate. 

But I submit that the proviso is not only unfair, as I have already 
stated, but that it is impracticable. There is no provision made for 
ascertaining the quantity of these black sheets used in the manafacture 
of wares and tinned. How is the President of the United States to 
know what quantity of material has been used in the manufacture of 
wares in the United States? He canascertain from the manufacturers 
of the black sheets what quantity they have made during any given 
year, and he can ascertain from the reports, I suppose, as to what is 
known commercially as tin-plate; but how is he to ascertain what the 
thousand, perhaps, and more people in the United States, who make 
stoves and sell stoves with their utensils accompanying them, tinners 
making pans and buckets and such things—how is he to ascertain how 
much of this black sheet they have taken and converted into these in- 
struments and utensils? 

Theretore, it seems to me, even if it were fair to credit tin-plate 
manufacturers with these sheets even if they are tinned by somebody 
else, and which they do not manufacture, still the amendment would 
be impracticable and could not be executed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They manufacture the tin-plate, the simple dif- 
ference being that it is made up in one case before being tinned, and 
in the other case atter being tinned. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, but the purpose of this increase of duty, as 
I understand it, is to encourage our manufacturers of the shcet-iron 
and steel to make tin-plate, and it is said that it will require ninety 
mills of the capacity now existing in Pittsburgh to supply the home 
market. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will take just as many mills and just as much 
labor to make up a coftee-pot to be tinned afterwards as it would to 
make the iron into sheets and tin the sheets and make the coffce-pot 
of the tinned sheets. 

Mr. CARLISLE, 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
urers, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I certainly am satisfied as to the 
fairness of the Senator from Kentucky in debate, but I distrust some- 
what the purpose of his amendment. He isin favor of putting this 
article on the free-list, and I am in favor of affording it a reasonable 
protection, believing that if we can bring about its production in the 
United States it is best to do so. 

Sut I want to accomplish the one purpose which I have repeatedly 
stated, that if, after giving them a fair trial, they can not produce it, 
then the people shall not be taxed any further for that purpose. 

A black sheet of this thickness or weight is made in the United 
States, and then it is made into a manufactured product, and then 
tinned in the United States. It is a manufacture practically of tin- 
plate in the United States, and these people ought to be credited withit. 

Now, a word in regard to thesuggestion of the Senator from Kentacky 
astothe matterof proof. The burden of prootis upon the people whoare 
to be benefited by establishing the fact. They may be sately trusted, 
I think, Mr. President, in so arranging their business as to be able to 
make a showing of the fact when thetime comes. If they are not able 
to satisfy the President that in some one year during the six years 
they have produced sufficient tin-plate in the United States to equal 
the importation for any one year during the six years—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. One-third. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; one-third of it; then this goes on the free- 


How is the per cent. to be ascertained ? 
It must be proved affirmatively by the manufact- 


list. So that the proof is for them to make, and not for the Govern- 
ment officials. Itis a fact which the tin-plate people will be interested 
to establish. 


Mr. BLAIR. They can take the English importations 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the Senator —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
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will suspend a moment. The Chair thinks the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Kentucky is not in order, because there wasalread y 
pending an amendment to an amendment. But the debate has pro- 
ceeded by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was not aware of that fact, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] tothe amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonEr]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Wisconsin 
whether, by virtue of his amendment or the proposed amendment to 
the amendment, it is possible that iron sheets or the tin sheets will 
either of them be of foreign production, or whether both the iron sheet 
and the tin placed upon it to make the weight must be of American 
production. The tin must be of American production. Is the iron- 
plate to be American in every case also? 

Mr. SPOONER. _ The tin need not be of American production, At 
the time I drew the amendment the proposition was that tin should 
come in free. The iron sheets must be made in the United States, and 
the tinning, wherever the tin comes from, must be done in the United 
States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair regrets the embarrassment 
which the misunderstanding has caused. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have the floor, and I have not had it five minutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Wisconsin has al- 
ready spoken once. 

Mr. SPOONER, I beg pardon. 

Mr. BLAIR, The questions did not come out of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the rul- 
ing has been otherwise. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand that when a Senator has the floor, 





* and attempts to occupy the time in elicitipg information from those 


who possess it, unless more than five minutes was occupied thereby, 
there was any violation of the understanding. If so, then the bottle is 
pretty tightly corked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
understands that such has been the construction placed upon it by the 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, 1 would inquire of members of the 
Finance Committee whether I am right or wrong in 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not think any member of the 
Finance Committee can possibly have any better information than 
other people, but I think the Senator ought to have a right to his five 
minutes to ask a Senator a question and have it answered in his own 
time. It seems to me that is proper debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isupposed that was so, If not, I would suggest that 
the rules of the Senate, which allow interminable debate, had better 
be modified so as to permit a man obtain wisdom. TI have no more to 
say. 

Mr. MORGAN. This amendment provides for a tax being placed 
on tin-plates and terne-plates of a certain weight, etc., which shall con- 
tinue until the 1st day of October, 1896, at which time they shall go 
upon the free-list unless a certain state of facts is then made to appear 
to the satisfaction of the President. That is the situation. Weare to 
have several Congresses between now and then. Weshall have one in 
1896, up to the 4th of March, I believe. 

It seems to me that it is investing the President of the United States 
with a power that we have no right to thrust upon him, no right to 
expect him to discharge, inasmuch as we have not provided any law 
by which he can discharge that duty in any satisfactory or conclusive 
way. 

This I understand to be a country that is regulated by law, and not 
by anything else. There is no discretionary regulation of taxation in 
the United States. Whether a tax shall remain upon a certain article, 
or whether that article shall be placed upon the free-list, is a matter 
that must be determined by the state of the law, and can not be deter- 
mined in any other way. If the law does not tax an article it can not 
be taxed. If the state of the law does not put it on the free-list it can 
not be puton the free-list. We have here an article that is taxed, and 
taxed very heavily under this bill, The tax is said to be for the pur- 
ee of enabling certain gentlemen, or a corporation, to build up an in- 

ustry that now does not exist in the United States ex in a nom- 
inal way. Now we say to the President of the United on the 
first day mentioned in this bill, ‘‘ this commodity shall go upon the 
free-list, unless on that day, or before that day, ve determined 
that a certain state of facts exists,’’ not one of Ti Io is me mentioned spe- 
cifically in the bill—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama will 
pn enresens moment. The Chair must insist upon order in the 

te Chamber. Senators will a suspend conversation. [After 
a pause.] The Senator from Ala 

Mr. MORGAN. The President, in in anetetatabin whether that state 
of facts exists to his satisfaction, can not —— a mere — dis- 
cretion; it must be a legal discretion, one guided by law. It must be 


such a discretion as that a court of competent jurisdiction could con- ! 


a 





trol him in it; for, after all, he is merely the agent of the United States 
to make this determination. His being President adds nothing at ali 

to his powers. The powers of the President of the United States ar. 
| mentioned in the Constitution and limited there, and if we choose to 
impose upon him ex officio any dpty that is not included in the consti- 
tutional powersconferred upon him by that instrument, then he become 
a mere agent of the Government, as any person else would be, to make 
a declaration of a state of facts, whereupon there would be a change 
in the state of the law. So that the President can not exercise an offi- 
cial discretion, and we can not empower him to exercise an official dis 
cretion in respect of any matter at all which is not included within the 
purview of his constitutional powers and duties. 

Any agent that we might appoint, not being President, would have 
as much power under this law as the President himself, being our agent. 
We could notappoint an agent to discharge this important duty, involv- 
ing so much money, so many large industries, artd such great conse- 
quences, and remove him from the confrol of the judiciary of the country. 
In other words, we can not place in him that sort of discretion which is 
final and conclusive merely because he sees proper to exercise it in a 
certain way, as, for instance, in the appointment of somebody to office. 

That discretion, when fixed, as it is fixed by this pro amend- 
ment to the law, must be a discretion within the control of the judi- 
cial power. We can not confer upon any man in the United States the 
power to change the law in its bearing upon a subject of taxation, 
merely at his private discretion uncontrolled by any other power. That 
would be the delegation, clear and clean, of the legislative power into 
the hands of our agent, and that we can not do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair regrets to inform the Sen- 
ator from Alabama that his time has expired. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lamthrongh. I simply wanted to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the infirmity of the proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas (Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonEr]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, I ask that the reading of the bill be pro- 
ceeded with, commencing at section 3. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island one moment, while I ask unanimous consent to offer an 
amendment to section 7, 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will wait a moment we shall soon 
reach that section in order. It is my purpose to have the reading of 
the bill proceed in order now, and we shall reach that section in a short 
time. . 

Mr. GRAY. Iam afraid I shall have to go out of town. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the reading of the bill proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read sections 3 and 4, as follows: 

Src. 3. That there —_ aa levied, collected, and paid on the importation or 
all raw or unman red articles, not enumerated or provided for in this act, 
a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem; and on all articles prmre pe in whole 
~ in noe not provided for in this act, a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

. That each and every imported article not enumerated in this act, 
whieh io similar either in material, quality, texture, or the use to which it may 

a , to any article enumerated in this act one ae shail 

same rate of duty which is levied on the enumerated article ch it 
oe resembles in any of the particulars before mentioned; and if an non- 
enumerated article eq y resembles two or more enumerated on 
which different rates sof duty are chargeable, there 1 be levied on such non- 
article the same rate of du ty as is chargeable on the article which 
ying the highest rate of Pact: ; and on articles not enumerated, 
manufactured of two or more —_ = _ on ~ shall be assessed at the high- 
est rate at which the same samaeee wholly of the com- 
ponent material thereof | chief value? = oe: “component materia! 
of chief value,” Sane in this act, shall sy held to mean that compo- 
nent material which shall exceed in value any other single com mt materia! 
steesentltina Sod apuaiaeel anh apenpatiens gneced ell be determaees 
by the ascertained value ofsuch material, nits ates as found in thearticle. 
If If two or more ratesof en de shall be applicable to any imported article it shal! 
pay duty at the highest of such rates. 
Mr. PLUMB. I desire to offer an amendment to come in between 
sections 3 and 4. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What istheamendment? Will the Senator please 

have it read ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask to have it reported, to come in between sections 

3 and 4. 
The Cater CLerk. Adda new section after section 3, as follows: 


That whenever goods or other articles dutiable under ie rovistons of this 
act pay both a and ad valorem duty, which, combi , amount to over 
100 per cent. of foreign value of such goods or other articles, then the duty 

sanouss Genes ae be at the rate of 100 per cent. ad valorem instead 
of the combined rate 


‘lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 








1890. 





Generally speaking, where these rates have been proposed it is stated 
in the memoranda of tables and information accompanying the bill that 
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Provided 


United States of the duties on which a relate is herein allowed 
T 


| That vessels built in the United States for foreign account and ownership shall 


it is supposed to be equivalent to the existing rate or, if higher, that it | 
is so because necessary for the protection of the American manufact- | 


urer and producer. 


I think it ought to go without saying that any duty of that kind, if | 


it amounts to more than 100 per cent., might be put down to 100 per 
cent. I can not believe that the American manufacturer, as a rule, is 
in any such condition of inferiority in regard to the prices of his raw 
material, the prices of his labor, or lack of skill or enterprise that 100 
per cent. will not benefit him. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
failed to hear distinctly the amendment. I desire to ask whether if 
applies to those rates of duty which are purely specific as well as to 
those which are compound ? 

Mr. PLUMB. To those which are compound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why not to the specific ? 

Mr. PLUMB. 
the same subject, it is true. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There are many places in this bill where a change 
has heen made from anad valorem rate under existing law to a purely 
specific rate, where no data have been furnished at all to enable us to 
ascertain what the equivalent ad valorem rate to this specific would be. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould be glad to vote for that also, but this can 
well stand alone. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, when we get to the Senate, I shail 
ask for a yea-and-nay vote on that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
less for me to ofter an amendment to the same paragraph in regard to 
cases where purely specific rates are proposed, and therefore I shall not 
consume the time of the Senate in doing so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senator from Kansas asked for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
thin now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the Sen- 
ator from Kansas wouldrenew the amendment in the Senate, and then 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the substitute for section 5 may be read, 
as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is very anxious to get away. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island pro- 
poses an amendment as a substitute for section 5, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I said when we get it in the Senate. The body is 


Sev. 5. Articles of foreign manufacture, such as are usually or ordinarily 
marked, stamped, branded, or labeled, and all packages containing such or 
other imported articles, shall be plainly marked, stamped, branded, or labeled, 
so as to indicate the country of their origin; and unless s«» marked, stamped, 
branded, or labeled shall not be admitted to entry. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read section 6, as follows: 

Sec. 6. That no watches, watch-cases, watch movements, or parts of watch 
movements, or any other articles of foreign manufacture which shall copy or 


simulate the name or trade-mark of any domestic manufacture or manufacturer, 
shall be admitted to entry at the custom-house of the United States except for 


Mr. President, I was engaged a moment, and | 


not be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the United States: Provid 





further, That old yellow metal, taken from vessels as the product of new yell rw 
metal used under provisions of law aut ts withdrawal from bond 
ware yuses free of duty shall, upon b« spos of otherwise than by export 
} pay the same duty as if imported 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think the sator Delawa Mr. GRAY 
has some amendment est section 
Mr. GRAY, I mov » amend ion 7 by striking « after the 
word ‘‘all,’’ in line 5, page 138, the words ‘“‘ lumber, timber, hemp, 
manila, wire rope, and iron and steel rods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, 
angles, beams, and bolts and copper and composition m ] and in 
| serting in lieu thereof *‘ articles and materials;’’ so as to read 
Sec. 7. That all articles and materials which may ! 
ruction and equipment of vessels, et 
Mr. President, one word as to the meaning and scope of this amend 
ment. It will be observed that this applies only to vessels that ar 


They belong to another subject; this.is a portion of | 


built for foreigners, to be sold abroad and to sail under some other flag 
than that of the United States, and to vessels that are built for the for- 
eign trade and sailed under the flag of the United States, owned bj 
Americans and registered hy American register. The object of my 
amendment is, in place of enumerating the articles that may come in 
free of duty in the construction of such a ship, to use the more compre 
hensive expression of ‘‘all articles and materials’’ that enter into the 
construction of such aship, and give the builder of such aship the bene 
fit of that exemption. 

The enumeration of articles in the section already is very large, and 


| includes almost everything that can enter into the construction of 


After that vote, Mr. President, it would be use- | 


exportation, unless such domestic manufacturer is the importer of the same; | 


but the entry for exportation shal! be made within three months from the date 
of importation, otherwise such merchandise shall be forfeited, 
aid the officers of the customs in enforcing this prohibition any domestic man- 
ufacturer who has adopted trade-marks may require his name and residence 
and a description of his trade-marks to be recorded in books which shall be kept 
for that purpose in the Department of the Treasury under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, and may furnish to the Depart- 


Andin order to | 


ment fac-similes ofsuch trade-marks; and thereupon the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury shall cause one or more copies of the same to be transmitted to each col- | 


lector or other proper officer of the customs. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend the section by striking out, in 
line 11 of page 137, after the words ‘‘ watch movements,’’ down to and 
including the word ‘‘ manufacture,’’ in line 12, being the words “or 
any other articles of foreign manufacture.’’ 

The Cuier CLERK. Section 6, after the word ‘‘movement,’’ strike 
out the words ‘‘or any other articles of foreign manufacture.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line15of page 137, of the same section, I move 
to strike out, after the word ‘‘exportation,’’ down to and including the 
word ‘‘same,’’ in line 16. 

The Carer CLERK. In line 15, after the word ‘‘ exportation,’’ strike 


out the words ‘‘unless such domestic manufacturer is the importer of | 


the same.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk read section 7, as follows: 


Sec. 7. That all lumber, timber, hemp, manila, wire rope, and iron and steel 
rods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, angles, beams, and bolts and copper and com- 
position metal which may be necessary for the construction and equipment of 
vessels built in the United States for foreign account and ownership or for the 
purpose of being employed in the foreign trade, including the trade between 
the Atlantic and Pactic ports of the United States, after the passage of this act, 
may be imported in bond, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe ; and upon past that such materials have been used for such 
purpose, no duties shall be paid thereon. But vessels receiving the benefit of 
this section shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the United 
States more than two months in any one year, except upon the payment to the 


“ 


‘ 
. 


ship, and I see no reason why the words of universality should not b 
used so as to include everything, and put the construction of a ship on 
the same advantageous ground that in section 8 the repair of a ship to 
be used in the foreign trade is put. 

Section 8 reads: 

Chat all articles of foreign production 
sels engaged exclusively in 
warehouses free of dut 
may prescribe, 


i for the repair 
foreign trade may 
‘such regulatio 


of American ves 
be withdrawn from bonded 
sas the Secretarv ofthe Treasury 


cle 


[ can see no reason why that provision should not apply substantially 
to the construction ofaship. It will aid in the building up ofan in 
custry that does not now exist. There is noship being built that Iam 
aware of in any American ship-yard for the foreign trade under th: 
flag of the United States. Soif this should do anything to make the 
building of such a ship possible it will be only adding to something 
American and will interfere with no industry already established. 1! 
seems to me that on every ground, whether we believe in high prote 
tion or believe in freer trade, it is a beneficent and well-m: 

ise provision to insert in this law. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not think there can be any objection to the amend 
ment. My judgment is that it will only add one item to the present 
list, and that is the item of TJ. It would add that, 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is very strong objection to it, if the Senator 
will allow me. There may not be any on the Senator’s part. 


ning and 


Vi 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. he Senator from Maine has the 
floor. 

Mr. FRYE. I had intended to propose toinsert the word ‘‘ TT 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam quite willing to do that, but I object to the 


{r 


amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Delaware Putting the question.] By thesound 


the ayes have it. 
Mr. ALDRICH I shall have to ask for the ye l na 


The yeasand nays were ordered 


Mr. PADDOCK, Let the amendment be reported 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no material which could be imported int 
the United States of any kind or description but that might be imports 
under the terms used by the Senator from Delaware in the amend: 
which he has suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend fo 
moment. The Chair will have the amendment read. 


The Cuter CLERK. On page 133, line 5, section 7, after the word 


‘fall,”’ strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ metal, 
| line 7, and insert the words ‘‘ articles and materials;’’ so as to re 
That all articles and materials wh 
| and equipment of vessels, etc, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair int enator 
from Rhode island. Does he wish to speak furth 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think I have said sufficient 
The PRESIDING OFFICE! The Secretary will call the rol! on 


1 
| should vote 


| 


> 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perri 
** yea.’ 
Mr. DAWES (when his name was called), I 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirr] 
Mr. DIXON (when his name was 


I am paired with the 
IGREW|. If he were here, | 


am paired with the 
, and withhold my vote. 


called). Iam paired with the 
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Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmMptTon], but I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], and I will vote ** nay.’’ 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGettr]. Iam told that theSena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. CALL] is paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PerriGgrew]. If the Senator from Florida is willing we 
may transfer our pairs, and vote. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Under the arrangement for the transfer of pairs stated 
by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. H1Garns], I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS. I am paired with the senior Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. VoornEESs]. If he were present, I should vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL, My colleague [Mr. Vest] is paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMsB]. My colleague has been nec- 
essarily called out of the Chamber tora few moments. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote ‘‘yea,”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 








I am paired with 


YEAS—22, 
Barbour, Cockrell, Hearst, Tuarpie, 
Rate, Coke, Joves of Arkansas, Vance, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morgan, Walthall, 
Butler, Gibson, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Call, (Ciray, Ransom, 
Carlisle, Harris, Reagan, 

NAYS—z9, 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Stock bridge, 
Allen, Kdmunds, Moody, Teller, 
Allison, Evarts, Pierce, Washbarn, 
Cameron, Hale, Platt, Wilson of fowa, 
Chandler, Hawley, Sawyer, Wolcott. 
Oullom, Higgins, Sherman, 
Devias, Hiscock, Spooner, 
Dixon, Hioar, Stewart, 

A BSENT—33. - 

Berry, Farwell, Manderson, Quay, 
Blackburn, Frye, Mitchell, Sanders, 
Blair, George, Morrill, Squire, 
Brown, Gorman, Paddock, Stanford, 
Casey, Hampton, Pasco, Vest, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Payne, Voorhees 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Pettigrew, 
Dawes, Kenna, Plumb, 
Kustis, McPherson, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 7. I stated 
that I saw no objection to the fast amendment, but I did not notice in 
line 8 the words ‘‘and equipment.’’ That would allow, under the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware, the importation in 
bond of the furniture and all the furnishings of a ship, and that is the 
reason why I did not support the amendment by my vote. I move to 
insert, after the word ‘‘plates,"’ in line 6, the word “ TT.”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that, I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What are TT? 

Mr. FRYE. Braces. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. 1 move to strike out the second proviso, commencing 
in line 22. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Curer CLERK. Page 138, beginning in line 22, strike out {rom 
section 7 down to and inclodingthe word *‘imported,’’ in line 2, page 
139, as follows: 

Provided further, That old yellow metal, taken from vessels as the product of 
new yellow metal used under provisions of law authorizing its withdrawal 
from bonded warehouses free of duty shall, upon being disposed of otherwise 
than by export, pay the same duty as if imported, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to offer another amendment tosection 7. I move 
to strike out all after the word ‘‘all,’’ in line 1 of the section down to 
the word ‘‘ which,’’ and also to strike out the words “‘ and equipment,’’ 
in line & 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware is not in order at this stage, the Senate having voted down 
an ae to strike out all the words which he now moves to 
amend. 

Mr. HARRIS. This isa wholly different proposition, to strike out all 
the words heretofore moved and an additional word or two. 

Mr. GRAY. Which makes it a different amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, It is a wholly different amendment and clearly in 


order. 
Mr. ALDRICH. As I understood the Senator from Delaware he 
makes it in the form of two amendments, the first being to strike out 
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certain words which the Senate has already voted to retain. I suggest 
that that amendment is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it is not in order 
to move to strike out the words from the word “‘all’’ to the word 
‘which, ’’ including the words which have already been retained by 
the vote of the Senate. 

Mr, HARRIS. Itis two amendments, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Delaware de- 
sire to move to strike out the words ‘‘and equipment?”’ 

Mr. GRAY. No, not without the others, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. VANCE, I wish to offer an amendment to section 7. In line 
9, after the word ‘‘foreign,’’ I move to insert ‘‘or domestic.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. Page 138, line 9, section 7, after the word ‘‘ for- 
eign,’’ insert the words ‘‘or domestic;’’ so as to read: 

lor foreign or domestic account and ownership, or for the purpose of being 
employed in the foreign trade. 

Mr. VANCE. As the section now stands it is a direct discrimina- 
tion against citizens of the United States, and I propose to strike it out 
and put them on an equality with others. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GRAY. In section 7, line 7, I move to insert, after the word 


| **beam,’’ the words ‘‘ bars, deck and bulb beams.”’ 


Mr. FRYE. ‘‘Bars”’ are already in. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I move to insert ‘‘deck and bulb beams.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sumed. 

The Chief Clerk read section 8, as follows: 

Spc, 8 That all articles of foreign production needed for the repair of Ameri- 
ican vessels en exclusively in forei trade may be withdrawn from 


bonded warehouses free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr. GRAY. In section 8, line 5, page 139, I move to insert, after 
the word ‘‘trade,’’ the words ‘‘ including the trade between the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific ports of the United States,’’ 

Mr. HALE. ‘Then the Senator wants to strike out the word ‘‘ ex- 
clusively ’’ also. 
Mr, GRAY. 

sively.” 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is it. 

Mr. FRYE. That amendment is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This really ought to have been in the form of a 
proviso to the preceding section instead of a separate section. 

Mr. FRYE. It is the way it stands in the old law. 

The Cuirr CLERK. Insection 8, strike out the word ‘‘ exclusively,’’ 
and after the word ‘‘trade’’ insert ‘‘ including the trade between the 
Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States;’’ so as to read: 

That all articles of foreign production needed for the repair of American ves- 
sels engaged in foreign e. including the trade between the Atlantic and 


Pacific ports of the United States, may be withdrawn from bonded warehouses, 
etc. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. I will call up the amendment which I offered yes- 
terday, if it is convenient to the committee having charge of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iask that the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator ‘rom New York proposes 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. At the end of Schedule G, page 67, after line 
22, insert the following: 

That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all teas, the growth or prod- 
uce of the countries east of the Cape of Good Hope, when imported from places 
west of the Cape of Good Hope, a duty of 10 per cent, ad valorem. 

That teas that have been entered for consumption, or for warehouse, or that 
have been permitted to remain unclaimed, or that have been permitted to re- 
main for —~ purposein any country intermediate betwen the country of export 
and the United States, shall not be considered as in transit through such inter- 


mediate country, but shall be t asteas impo 
country, and be valued and rated for duty accordingly. 


Mr. EVARTS. I ask tbat a statement of the circumstances of the 
tea trade which give occasion to the desire that this amendment shal! 
be introduced may be read for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. Winu1aM McCKIRXLEY, Jr., Chairman, 
and the Committee on Ways and Means: 


GENTLEMEN: We pepeneey call your attention to the serious injury to the 
tea trade of the United and the many interests connected therewith, aris- 
ing from the repeal of the discriminating duty on 8 — east of the 
Cape of Good Hope, which went into effect on the Ist day of Jan , 1883. (Laws 
of Forty-seventh Congress, second session, chapter 6, page 38: approved 
December 23, 1882.) 


The reading of the bill will be re- 


I move, also, to strike out, in line 4, the word ‘‘exclu- 


from such intermediate 





b 
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1890. 


By this repeal the English importers and shipping interests have been en- 
abled to divert trade from direct routes to the United States to routes via Eng- 
land, where the stock is being carried in increasing quantities every year for 
the benefit of British shipping and other interests, at the expense of all similar 
interests in the United States. 

In order to reap the greatest possible benefit from this diversion of trade to 
English channels and foster their own interests to the fullest extent, the Eng- 
lish steam-ship owners agreed with English importers to carry their teas from 
Chinaand Japan to England, and to forward the same in any quantities from 
England to the United States, at any time within six months after itsarrival in 
England, free of freight from England to the United States. ; 

In this way English merchants, who pay no taxes, who do not contribute in 
any way to the welfare of this country, and who do not even hire office room 
here, are enabled, through their traveling salesmen, to sell teas in any quanti- 
ties throughout the United States, meanwhile holding the teas in their own 
warelouses for their own benefit, and thus retaining the money for carrying 
the goodsin England which should of right be expended here for the benetit of 
our own people. 7 

That the British governments are fully alive to these advantages is shown by 
the course of legislation in Canadian Parliament, by which it was provided, in 
chapter 15 of Victoria 42, that certain goods, including teas, may be imported 
into Canada “‘ without payment of any duties or customs,” excepting that ‘tea 
from the United States shall pay a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem " 

And, in order to make the discrimination still more stringent, and prevent 
any benefit whatever accruing to the United States through carrying in our 
bonded warehouses teas intended for shipment to Canada, it was further en- 
acted, in May, 1889 (last year), chapter 14, Victoria 52, that 

“Goods that have been entered for consumption or for warehouse, or that 
have been permitted to remain unclaimed, or that have been permitted to re- 
main for any purpose in any country intermediate between the country of 
export and Canada, shall not be considered as in fransilu through such inter- 
mediate country, butshall be treated as goods imported from such intermediate 
country, and be valued and rated for duty accordingly.” 

(For the above laws see appendix herewith.) 

From this it will be seen how watchful foreign Governments are to legislate 
in such a manner as to secure all benefits of trade to their own people, and at 
the same time, the only discrimination made is against the United States; while 
England and Canada, as well as all other nations, can export teas into the United 
States, directly or indirectly, free of all taxes or duty. 

It is also apparent that the British Governments are well aware that where 
goods are warehoused there the power lies to regulate the market. and that the 
interests connected therewith, such as ship-owners, bankers, insurance compa- 
nies, merchants, warehousemen. clerks, weighers, laborers, and many others, de- 
rive a substantial benefit therefrom; and, we submit, that the loss to so many 
and important interests of this country should be checked. 

A comparison of importations for 1882, the year priorto the repeal of our dis- 
criminating duties, with the importations for last year, 1889, shows how quickly 
the British merchants have availed themselves of the advantages over our own 
people given them by our own laws. 

Direct imports of teas for the year 1889 were only 9 per cent. greater than they 
were in 1882. 

Indirect imports of teas, via England, for 1889 were over 132 per cent. greater 
than they were in 1882. 

This enormous increase of indirect importations will inevitably continue to 
grow, to the detriment of our direct trade with Chinaand the East, unlesssome 
relief is afforded by Congress. - 

In order that the trade may not pass entirely out of our hands to the benefit 
of British merchants, who, when they obtain control of our markets through 
their increased ho!dings, will not fail to advance the prices to our consumers, 
we respectfully ask the adoption of the following law. 


Mr. EVARTS. Those who have given attention to this very clear 
and very concise statement of the condition of this trade will under- 
stand the features in our commerce that need to be relieved by the 
amendment proposed. : 

We have a Pacific coast directly opposite to the tea-producing coun- 
tries of Asia, and this circuit is made all around the globe under the 
British scheme of navigation to the injury of our direct advantage 
which we enjoy by this near relation to transit from Asia to our Pacilic 
coast and also to the Atlantic coast in the old accustomed routes of in- 
terchange between China and the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair is compelled to remind the 
Senator that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. EVAKTS. Isthe reading of this memorandum of the merchants 
considered part of my speech ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
been ussumed by the Chair. 

Mr. EVARTS. I think the time has been better spent by reading 
than perhaps it would have been by my observations. 

Mr. SPOONER. I offer anamendment upon which the Senator from 
New York may continue to speak if he desires. I move to add at the 
end of the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York 


There shall be levied and collected upon all coffee, green, from the Dominion 
of Canada, 10 per cent. ad valorem; and upon all coffee, roasted or ground, from 
the Dominion of Canada, 3 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
desire to speak further? The Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it will be observed that the amend- 
ment which I have offered has nothing to do with the protection of our 
own product, nor does it draw any other discrimination in regard to 


That is the construction which has 
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in them in favor of England to our disturbance; and as England has on 
this continent a wide reach from ocean to ocean on our Northern border 
there is also disadvantave that teas may be introduced from Canada by 
direct importation trom London, as it now exists, and exported from 
there hither to our markets, whereas we can not send our tea, brought 
to us directly from China on the Pacific coast or directly from China 
here, and send an ounce of it up into the provinces for consumption 


It is to meet that difficulty and the introduction of it to teas entirely 
from importing merchants. There is no other interest about it except 
that we may be rightfully placed in the markets of the world with 
this great commodity of tea that we are entitled to by the natural laws 
ot trade and the advantages of our position on the Pacific coast. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the committee will recognize the pro- 
priety of this amendment and that it may receive their assent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this question was submitted to 
the Committee on Finance and was caretully considered. Itisin sub 
stance and principle, although not in terms, the same as the law 1 
many years in the United States which discriminated against indirect 
shipments to England, against shipments by the way of the Cape of 


Vi 


| Good Hope, the purpose being to secure the unbroken transportation 


| round the way of the Cape of Good Hope ; 


of tea. Itis admitted free of duty into our country the shortest and 
quickest way by direct importation. Therefore, under the laws for- 
merly there was discrimination against goods that broke their voyage 
at England or France and came into this coumtry. After full consid- 
eration in 1883 this was abandoned, and as a rule or principle it is no 
longer necessary. ‘The course of trade had changed. No vessels came 
they came through the Suez 
Canal], and our own direct importations were from China into San Frat 
cisco. 

My own theory is that under this high and retaliatory provision Can- 
ada has undoubtedly taken our old law and inserted it in her statute- 
books and has made this discrimination. The question is whether we 
shall abandon the policy we adopted eight or ten years ago and take 
up again this retaliatory policy. 

rhe only effect will be to add to the cost of tea to our consumers; 


| and as tea is now free, this restraint upon the mode ot bringing it into 


the country will only add probably somewhat to itscost. I do not see 
apy very great disadvantage nor do I think it is anything very revolu- 
tionary. It seems to me that it would be better for us to stand upon 
our present position in the hope that Canada will learn, as we have, 
that a- provision of taxation on a particular article because it comes 
through any country is not justifiable and is wrong in principle. | 
have nothing to say in defense of the course of Canada in respect to tea 
and coffee. It seems to me perfectly ridiculous. 

While [ am up, if I have a moment’s time left, I will say in regard 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [ M1 
SPOONER] that no coffee would in the ordinary course of trade go 
around through Canada, and therefore this is simply a stroke where 
there is nothing in the way. As amatter of course, coffee coming from 
Brazil and all other southern countries would come direct to the port 
of New York much better, and in order to compel the carrying of that 
coffee through direct to Canada without stopping at New York this 
mode has been adopted. I do not think it is a wise mode for Canada, 
and I do not believe it is a wise mode for us. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from New York wil! agree to 
modify hisamendment by inserting, in lines, after the word ** purpose, 
‘except for transshipment.’’? The fact is that we importa large amount 
of tea from Ceylon. ‘There is no direct communication between th 
country and that. The teas go on board the English steamers to 
London and then are transferred to the steamer to New York, or Balt 
more, or elsewhere on our coast. 


Now, the provision of this amend 
ment woul prevent that transshipment, which I am quite certain t 
mover does not intend to do. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what he intended to 
| precisely what they wish to do by this amendment. 
Mr. GORMAN. I did not hear the Senator. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I had no right to interrupt the Senator. 


Mr. GORMAN. I understand the amendment is intended to apply 


where it is delivered, to the Janding, but I refer only to the case where 
it is transferred from one vessel to another. It will have to stop a da 
or two to make the transfer. I do not think 


navigation than to countervail by its action taken against the ordinary | 


laws of trade and transportation by a rival Government. When these 


li 
distributed all over the world, are carried to England there is a provis- | and [ propose to insert the words I have offered, 


ion and arrangement that all this may be done and that thenceforth 
the further exportation of the production through England shall be 


and transportation. 

Now, you will perceive, Mr. President, that this is a direct attack 
upon a right of our position on the ocean with the advantages that be- 
long to our geographical situation. It is, so to speak, a combination 
of the shipping interests and the navigating interests and the profits 


that the Senator from 
New York desires to stop that trade. It isimpossible ander the pre 
ent conditions of transportation to have it otherwise. 

Mr. EVARTS. I donot understand at what ports the Senator think 


| this transshipment would be made 
ships, of whatever nature, carrying the immense products of tea to be | 


| ers and with athrough bill of lading. 
brought to this country without any freight or charges of exportation | 


Mr. GORMAN. The teas go by steamer from Ceylon to London, 
“except for trans- 
shipment.’’ Itis practically a through shipment, allin English steam 
Otherwise our merchants every 
where here in this country would be very seriously interfered with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Maryland to propose an amendment— — 

Mr. GORMAN, I understand that the amendment is not in order 
at this time. There is an amendment pending, offered by the Senator 


from Wisconsin. Therefore I do not offer it now. I merely call the 
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attention of the Senater from New York to it in the hope that later on 
be will agree to accept the amendment I have suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, it seems to me that unless the 
Senator from New York accepts or the Senate adopts some provision 
similar to the one suggested by the Senator from Maryland, someof our 
importers of tea would have an advantage over others. For instance, 
the ports upon the Pacific coast now have direct communication with 
China, and can ship the tea direct without transshipment, while the 
ports onthe Atlantic coast, as suggested by the Senator from Mary- 
land, do ship in every proper sense of the term direct trom the places 
where the tea is produced, but they have to transship it on its way; 
that is to say, it comes on a through biil of lading; it is never stopped 
anywhere except for the mere purpose of being transferred from one 
vease! to another, and yet the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New York says if it remains there for any purpose it must pay 
the discriminating duty. Suppose it bas to remain two days or a week 
for another vessel to transship; then, under the language of that amend- 
ment, it would remaia there for some purpose and it would be subjected 
to a discriminating duty. Thus the importer upon the Atlantic coast 
would have 10 per cent. duty upon tea imported by him, while the im- 
porter of tea upon the Pacific coast would have no duty upon the tea 
imported by him. 

My only purpose in saying what | have said is to obviate that difii- 
culty by some appropriate language, whatever it may be. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The trouble inmy mind is whether it is desirable 
to obviate that difficulty. If any language that can be employed is 
susceptible of the construction that the tea could lie there, as it does 
now practically, in warehouses, to be disposed of by the foreign agents 
in the country here and then shipped here for direct consumption, and 
the principal vice that is aimed at in this provision still continues, I do 
not care to have the modification of the amendment as is suggested by 
the Senator from Maryland or the Senaterfrom Kentucky. The amend- 
ment of my colleague will not amount to anything so changed. 

As has been said, we changed our policy in respect to this question, 
and doubtless the people would not be here asking to have us change 
back except for the fact the change of our policy has inspired foreign 
Governments to attempt to discriminate against us until the startling 
fact is presented that is stated in the communication which has been 
read to the Senate. The direct imports of tea for the year 1889 were 
only 9 per cent. greater than they were in 1882, and the direct imports 
of tea by the way of England tor the year 1889 were over 132 per cent. 
greater than they were in 1882. It is impossible for tea to reach Canada 
through the United States. They have legislated with direct reference 
to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator from New York what propor- 
tion, if he knows, of the teas imported into this country last year came 
direct, and what proportion indirect, from England; and then farther- 
more what the effect of the levying of this duty of 10 per cent. on those 
teas that came indirect would have on this question? Is it not a fact 
that the same proportion would still continue to come in that way,and 
is not that proportion nearly the whole amount, and will not the re- 
sult of the whole business be simply a restoration of the duty on tea 
to the consumers ip this country? 

Mr. HISOOCK. The tea that came here divect from China amounted 
to 42,000,000 pounds in the year 1887. Thetea that came here by way 
ef England was 3,514,000 pounds. The tea that came by way of Que- 
bec at that time, in 1887, was 119,840 pounds. The teathat came di- 
rect from the British East Indies was 109,000 pounds, and the tea that 
came directly from Japan was 25,000,000 pounds. The amount that 
came from Japan was 35,742,000 pounds, shipped to England and sent 
from there here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, | must confess that the amendment 
which I offered is more a matter of feeling perhaps than it is of sub- 
stance. There came intothis country from Canada last yearonly about 
26,000 pounds of coffee, but there is absolutely nothing, so far as I know, 
of good neighborship characterizing the intercourse of Canada with this 
country. Inour relations with England she is a t, and if weever 
have any trouble with Great Britain it will be because of the selfish- 
ness, the unfriendliness, in my opinion, of Canada and her indifference 
to rights which seem to be pretty plain. Here is their tariff of recent 
date: 

Customs tariff as enforced on and after the 28th day of March, 1890, to which 
are added the orders in council. 

Now, whatever may have once been the policy of the United States 
mentioned by the Senator from Ohie [Mr. SHERMAN] and now aban- 
doned, here we find in this Canadian tariff that tea is made dutiable 
if it comes from the United States, and made free if it comes into Can- 
= from any other country under the sky. Coffee is made dutiable, 

ms: 


Coffee, green, from the Untted States,10 per cent.ad valorem. Coffee, roasted 
or ground, from the United States, Scents per pound and 20 per cent. ad va- 


And it is made free if it comes into Canada from any other country 
in the world. She is our neighbor, and she prefers, by her recent leg- 
islation, the whole world to the United States. 

Now, for one (it will not add anything to the price of coffee in the 
United States, for we get but little from that way), I would extend to 
Canada from this time out no advantages to her commerce which she 
does not extend tous. I would extend no hospitality to her ships 
which she does not extend to us. When the time comes for the United 
States to deal with Canada as to reciprocity, if ever it shall come, it 
ought to be when Canada has put the United States in her relation to 
her commerce upon the same basis she has put the rest of the world. 

My only object in offering the amendment was to resent this discrim- 
ination made by Canada in her recent Jegislation against the United 
States. Her merchants may send coffee into the United States, into 
the cities along the border—I do not knqw that they do—and no duty 
is imposed upon it. Our merchants can not send a pound of coffee, 
green or roasted, into Canade without paying a duty. She onght to 
take {rom us herown medicine. 1t will make us betterfriendslater—— 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I heartily concur with the Senator 
from Wisconsin in his amendment and in hisremarks. When we made 
an effort to obtain the China trade by subsidizing a mail line to China 
for the purpose of bringing tea to this country Canada immediately put 
a duty of 10 per cent. upon tea im from the United States and 
also a duty upon coffee imported from the United States, though free 
from every other place but the United States. It is very well to let 
Canada know we observe such hostile legislation. 

Besides, I see no reason why we should not encourage our mer- 
chants and American citizens engaged in the earrying trade in import- 
ing direct from China. Ido not believe that it will make any differ- 
ence in the price of tea, for it can be brought just as cheaply direct 
as by a circuitous route. It can be brought just as cheaply from 
China and Japan to the United States and shipped over our various 
railroads, because we have competinglinesnow. There is no monopoly 
among the American railroads; there are three or four lines extending 
across the continent. It is fair to those lines that the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin should be adopted. Otherwise the trade 
will come through Canada over the Canadian Pacific. We are treating 
our own railroad lines very badly by imposing upon them restrictions 
and obligations for the purpose of assisting the Canadian Pacific, a Gov- 
ernment road, not built with private capital at all, sustained by Goy- 
ernment subsidies entirely and run at Government expense, in taking 
trade thatour railroads should legitimately carry. Wearealready doing 
that; and withoutthe amendmentof the Senator from Wisconsin the tea 
would come through Canada and they would supply us in that way, 
and it would be an additional advantage to this Canadian railroad. 

So far as Canada is concerned it never can be built up and occupy 
the vast region north of us unless it has the advantages of our trade 
and the privileges of tion through ourconntry. Inacountry 
situated as it is, with its transportation and its existence as a country 
almost depending upon us, it seems to me that its conduct should be 
resented, and when it lays a special duty against the United States in 
this matter of tea it is but just that we should retaliate to that extent. 

I would not allow Canada any privileges in the United States for 
other reasons besides that. The time has gotto come, and there are 
now living those who will see it, when the northern boundary of the 
United States will be the Arctic Ocean. If we build up Canada and 
populate it with a hostile people it will make more difficulties in the 
way; the more people you get there the more difficulties you will have 
in occupying the country. It is the inevitable destiny that the north- 
ern boundary of the United States shall be the ArcticOcean. The re- 
sources we have with usaresuch that we must necessarily have it; and 
whatever we may do the time will come when there will be a conflict 
over that boundary; 4,000 miles, with a crooked boundary, with a 
people disposed to be hostile as they are, will bring on such a conflict 
that will force us to occupy the country. Now, we build it up. Itis 
inevitable. We donot want to doit, but they will make usdoit. They 
will give us plenty of provocation all the time. Seeing that there is a 
disposition to give us provocation and to drag England into war with 
us we see the constant annoying legislation that they are for framing 
against us. When you see that constantly and know their disposition 
why give them our trade? Why build up that country at the expense 
of our own ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is obliged to remind the 
Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, in the line of the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, stating that the Canadian Pacific could not be oper- 
ated without the help of the United States, I wish to say itis very cer- 
tain that he is correct. That is a large country, extending 3,000,000 
square miles, as large as the United States, and taking the population 
at 5,000,000 it makes but a little over one and a half persons to the 

mile in all that country. 

Everybody knows that that railroad could not be and sus- 
tain itself with the population and business that that people would give 
it. So its existence depends upon what it gets frem its connection 
with the United States by its lines running into the United States at 


' 
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all points touching the United States. 
I simply desire to say that while I am in doubt about the amendment 
of the Senater from New York, because I did not quite get the full | portion of the Canadian peopl 


to operate, has been more for the interest of the United 3 


scope of it, yet Iam not in favor of any provision that looks to the giv- Without going into that question 1 are two sides to it, ant 
ing of any special accommodations to the Canadians under the circum- | certainly some very important portions of the American continent, the 
stances. cities of Seattle and Tacoma, the cit Oo . Paul and Minneapolis 
The question of discrimination against us on tea and coffee and on | the cities of Portland and Boston, have been enabled to prevent—I will 
silver bullion or silver has been referred to. It seems to me that is a | not say the overthrow, but the seri impairment of their own com 
remarkable state of case; but there has been a constant effort on the | merce by the unwise operation of one of the is h teratat 
partof the Canadian Government from the beginning until now to get | commerce law, solely by the aid of this Canadian railroad. Without 
an advantage of the United States in almost everything that they have | entering upon that question at this time—and I hope at some time we 
done that in any way relates to us. As my time is very brief, I desire | shall have the result of the reilections of my friend from Illinoisin 1 
to call attention to one fact. gard to some modifications of the provisions of that law—I h sin 
The Canadian Pacific Railroad will carry a pound of tea from China by | ply to say, now that the subject has been mentioned, that 


steam-ship to Vancouver, across the continent to St. John and New 
Brunswick or Halifax, then across the Atlantic to Liverpool and by train 
from Liverpool to London for less money than it will haul it from Mon- 
treal to Regina, the capital of the Northwest Territory. The purpose 
of it is, as the Senator from New York has said, to get the tea from 
China into England and then bring it back to us without charging any 
freight at all, perhaps, and selling it to our people. 

Instead of the United States adopting and encouraging a policy that 
would compel the trade that comes from China and Japan to come di- 
rect to this country and over our own transportation lines, there has 
been apparently a policy of legislation and governmental control, which 
has resulted in everything almost that comes from those eastern coun- 
tries coming to Vancouver and then over the Canadian Pacific, and 
then down into the United States to one point and another. 

So far as I am concerned, I desire to say to the Senate that I have | 


tion where something can be said on both sides. 
Mr. ALDRICH At the suggestion of the Senator from 


and the Senator from Vermont I withdrew an amendment 


pending and that a vote may be taken upon it when it is 
some subsequent time 
Mr. MANDERSON. I sa 


been trying to get the attention of the country to the condition of affairs 

that exists between the United States and the country above us, and 

I am glad to see that the Senate of the United States, as well as the 

country, is waking up to the proposition that we should look a little | sin is not in order now. 

to the rights of the American people, as well as to give these special Mr. MANDERSON. It is in order. 
ivileges all along the line to the people on the other side of the border} fr. ALDRICH. 

Canada. 

I do not desire to enter into any little petty retaliating measures, 
but there ought to be that sort of national policy adopted by the United 
States Government that would protect our own people and look to the 
question of whether these aggressions and discriminations by Canada 
through its railroads and through its canals and in every other way al 
most should not be guarded against by the American people. 

My timeis up, I suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoar] rose at the same time with the Senator from Illinois. The 
Chair will recognize the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator rose before, I apologize for getting 
in his way. 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. ALDRICH. But the amendment of the Senator fri 


——— 


Then I will appeal to the Senator from 
to allow the reading of the bill to be finished. 

Mr. HOAR. We are about ready to vote on this 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itstruck me that this was the incipi 
a discussion which was liable to run a long time. 

Mr. SPOONER. The incipient stage occurred an hour 
is about ended. 


PuGH] has been trying to get the floor for some time. 
ought to be allowed to speak before this goes by. 


tor from Alabama. He has twice risen before. 


Mr. HOAR. That isallright. 3 vided sentiment in the rising city of Seattle upon this subject of the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will | rivalry between the American railways and the Canadian Pacitic 
proceed. way in the transportation of freight from the West to the East 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have been as sensible as any other 
Senator to the conduct of Canada in relation to its inhospitable treat- 
ment of our fishermen, and I am also fully in favor of this proposition 
of the honorable Senator from New York, but I think it ought to be 
said when these earnest complaints are made of the Canadian policy 
that certainly if there is any purpose of hostility to this country it is 
very much disapproved by a very large portion and I believe bya large 
majority of the people of that Dominion. 

Mr. CULLOM, Still it goes on. 

Mr.HOAR. Thepresent Governmentis shaking in itsshoes—the Gov- 
ernment of Sir John Macdonald—very largely in consequence of the up- 
rising of the Canadian people against the policy which has been discussed. 
Now, on this particular matter of tea and coffee it is quite natural that 
Canada should desire to get this transportation and this business for 
her railroads so far as she gets any local supply of our tea and coffee 
for her merchants; and the reason she mentions the United States alone 
is because the United States is the only country so situated locally as 
to make it applicable, and she only copied a statute which had been 
on our statate-books for years. 

Mr. STEWART. Isubmit that she passed this law. before she had 
a railroad built to the Pacific. 

Mr. HOAR. It was for the purpose of securing that trade for her- 
self, just as we have a thousand provisions in this bill and in other 
bills for the purpose of securing a certain trade for ourselves. While | Commission by which they have been required to decid 
it is entirely proper that we should encounter and resist and overthrow | made a case for the suspension of the fourth clause in r 
this purpose of hers, I do not think the particular mention of the | long and short haul. 

United States in thisspecial clause is anything which we can attribute 


rivalry. 


terms for the transportation of freight to the Eastern cities. 


a monopoly to the American trunk lines of all the freight 
come from the West to the Eastern cities, Boston and Port! 


Lakes, like Chicago, are interested in getting that t1 


—s 


from Nevada [ Mr. STEWART] is favorable to the amend: 


can railways ought to be maintained, ought not to be dist 


nl 


: si | The PRESIDING OFFICER. It isthe duty of the Chair to 
to a very hostile spirit on the part of Canada. | the Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 
Now, in regard to the Canadian Pacific Railroad, a very large num- Mr. PUGH. I just simply say that they have decided that tl 


ber of the ablest and wisest business men of Canada believe at this | never has } 
moment and charge that that great expenditure for the construction | 
and operation of the Canadian Pacific Railroad, a vast sum, equal to 
more than $500,000,000, with which it has been constructed, and the 


of transportation. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize 


one, I regard the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin 


can understand why those who are interested in the citieso 


has been no case brought tothe examination of the Interstat« 
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various points and by its policy in securing trade at its termini and at | expenditure from the Government purse, by which it has teen enabled 


tates 
for the interest of Canad: That is the claim and belief among a ia 


New 


é 
ered the question of Canadian reciprocity and more or less of 


VW 


nt stage of 


ago, 


oO, sir, 10 


nd, 


our Grea 


nent 
Senator from Wisconsin; but I am satisfied that that rivalry, 
tagonism between the Canadian system of transportation and t 


Commission that interferes with the rivalry between these two s 


Mr. MORGAN. I very much hope that the facts brought t 


i 


al 
an 


the S 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, in my service on the Committee to] 
amine into our Relations with Canada, I discovered almost an un 


Rail 


as @1 
that 


‘ 





which cov 
Cana 
dian transportation with a view that we might proceed with this bill 
and have it read through to-day. Now,I appeal to Senators, although 
this discussion is certainly a very interesting one and the question in 
volved is a very important one, that it really has nothing to do with 
the work we have in hand and with the bill now under consideration. 
appeal to the Senator from New York to allow the reading of the bill to 
be proceeded with, with the understanding that his amendment is left 
in order a 
ggest to the Senator that this discussi 
of our relations with Canada does not arise necessarily from the amend 


ment proposed by the Senator from New York. It comes from the 


m Wiscon 


V isconsin 


1 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that the Senator from Alabama [M 
think | 


found in the cities of St. Paul and Minneapolis the same unanimity 
of sentiment. They were very much in earnest in maintaining the 
rivalry between the Canadian system of transportation by rail and 
the American trunk lines, and they were very much disposed to oppos 
any legislation on the part of Congress that would interfere with that 


I do not think there can be any mistake that that is the sentimen! 
of the people of the cities where we made the examination, and it is fo 
the plain reason which was stated, that better terms were made over thi 
Canadian Pacific Railway than over the American trunk lines. 
on account of that competition that they were able to make bette: 


It was 


woul 


gi ortation ov 
these lines. I can understand that that is the reason why the Senat« 


er that 


been a case made for the decision of the Interstate Comme: 
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tention of the Senate by the Senator from Wisconsin, which certainly 
are very important and very peculiar, will bring the Senate back to 
the consideration of a question which was up at the time the Mills bill 
was on hand, when I offered this amendment, which had been recom- 
mended by Mr. Cleveland: 

Sec. —~. That all laws and parts of laws which exempt from the payment of 
duties any articles of commerce upon which duties are imposed in this act, 
when such articles have been entered in the custom-houses of the United States 
and are in transit through the United States, to or from the Dominion of Canada 
or any province thereof, are hereby declared to be inoperative: Provided, That 
this declaration does not apply to Article XXX of the treaty with Great Britain, 
concluded May 8, 1871. or to that part of any act of Congress which gives opera- 
tion and effect to said article. 

On that amendment the yeas and nays were called and there were 18 
yeas and 32 nays, every Democrat in the Senate voting ‘* yea’’ and 
every Republican in the Senate voting ‘“‘ nay.’’ Now, Mr. President, 
because we refused to adopt that suggestion of the President of the 
United States, we are in this dilemma with Canada, Canada finds 
herself under license trom our action on that occasion to put tariff dis- 
criminations against us which really violate our treaty arrangements 
and stipulations with Great Britain. ‘The Government of the United 
States ought to call the attention of Great Britain sharply to this dis- 
crimination against the interests of the United States on the part of 
Canada, which are exceedingly unjust, selfish, and abusive of us, when 
we are conceding to her the right to bring her goods in bond toand fro 
through the United States and export them to Great Britain and seek 
her market there without charging them any duty or toll or any other 
consideration for the privilege. 

That is all I want to say. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr, President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICEK,. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Maryland that he has spoken once on this question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not want to speak; I merely wish to offer an 
amendment and ask that it may be read. I ask the Senator from New 
York to modify his proposition by inserting what I propose, if he will. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That teas imported direct to the United States by citizens of the 
United States on throuch biils of lading from countries east of the Cape of Good 
Hope and transshipped at any foreign port or place shall not be subject to the 
duty herein provided for. 

Mr. EVARTS. If I am permitted to open my motth, I will say 
that I will accept that amendment and treat it as a part of the amend- 
ment which I offered, if it is in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is inorder. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then there will remain nothing but this amend- 
ment as it is modified and the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from New York to accept the modification saggested by the Senator 
from Maryland, 

Mr. EVARTS. I do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have that read again. 
portant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Chat there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all teas the growth or prod- 
uce of the countries east of the Cape of Good Hope, when imported from places 
west of the Cape of Good Hope, a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

That teas that have been entered for consumption, or for warehouse, or that 
have been permitted to remain unclaimed, or that have been permitted to re- 
main for any purpose in any country intermediate between the country of ex- 
pot and the United States, shall not be considered as in transit through such 

ntermediate country, but shall be treated as teas imported from such inter- 
mediate country, and be valued and rated for duty accordingly: Provided, 
That teas imported direct to the United States by citizens of the United States 
on through bills of lading from countries east of the Cape of Good Hope and 


transshipped at any foreign port or place shall not be subject to the duty 
herein provided for. . 


Mr. HIGGINS. I ask the Senator from Maryland if the effect of 
his amendment would be to allow an American citizen to ship tea over 
the Canadian Pacific Railroad directly and free from this duty. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the clause in the provision offered 
by the Senator from Maryland as to the exclusive benefit given to citi- 
zens of the United States, I am afraid, will come in conflict with some 
of our commercial treaties, which Iam guite confident provide that 
the citizens and subjects of the country with whom we have them 
shall be entitled to bring their goods into the United States upon the 
same terms that citizens of the United States do, and I suggest to him 
that that particular part of the clause had better be stricken out of the 
amendment, 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuikr CLerx. It is proposed to strike out the words “‘ of citi- 
zens of the United States;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That teas imported direct to the United States on through bills of 


lading from countries east of the Cape of Good Hope, and ea to any 
foreign port or place, shall not be subject to the duty herein provided for. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 


It is im- 


The amendment will he again read. 
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ment will be considered as agreed to, The Chair hears no objection. 
The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. GORMAN. What are we voting on now? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER } to the amendment, which will be read. 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment the 
following: 


There shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all coffee, green, from the Do- 
minion of Canada 10per cent. ad valorem, and upon all coffee, roasted or ground, 
from the Dominion of Canada 3cents per pound and 10 per cent, ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [ Mr. EvARTs] as 
modified. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has not thatjust been read ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not since it has been modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all teas (he growth or prod- 
uce of the countries east of the Cape of Good Hope, when imported from places 
west of the Cape of Good Hope, a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

That teas that have been entered for consumption, or for warehouse, or that 
have been permitted to remain unclaimed, or that have been permitted to re- 
main for any purpose in any country intermediate between the country of ex- 

rtand the United States, shall not be considered as in transit through such 
ntermediate country, but shall be treated as teas imported for such interme- 
diate country, and be valued and rated for Guty accordingly: Provided, That 
teas imported direct to the United States on through bills of lading from coun- 
tries east of the Cape of Good Hope, and transshipped at any foreign port or 
place, shall not be subject to the duty herein provided for. 


Theamendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
sumed. 

The Chief Clerk read section 9, as follows: 


Sec. 9. That all medicines, preparations, compositions, perfumery, cosmetics, 
cordials, and other liquors manufactured wholly or in part of domestic spir- 
ita, intended for exportation, as provided by law, in order to be manufactured 
and sold or removed, without being charged with duty and without having a 
stamp aflixed thereto, shall, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, be made and manufactured in warehouses similarly 
constructed to those known and designated in Treasury regulations as bonded 
warehouses, class 2: Provided, That such manufactory shall first give satis- 
factory bonds to the collector of internal revenue for the faithful observance of 
all the provisions of law and the regulations as aforesaid, in amount not less 
than half of that required by the ulations of the Secretary of the Treasury 
from persons allowed bonded warehouses, Such goods, when manufactured 
in such warehouses, may be removed for exportation under the direction ofthe 
proper officer having charge thereof, who shall be designated a Secretary 
of the Treasury without being charged with duty, and without having a stamp 
affixed thereto. Any manufacturer of the articles aforesaid, or any of them, 
having such bonded warehouse as aforesaid, shall be at ‘liberty, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, to convey therein 
any materials to be used in such manufacture which are allowed by the provis- 
ions of law to be exported free from tax or duty, as well as the necessary materi- 
als, implements, packages, vessels, brands, and labels for the preparation, put- 
ting up, and exportof the said manufactured articles; and every article so used 
sha!! be exempt from the payment of stamp and excise duty by such manufact- 
urer; but such necessary materials, implements, packages, vessels, brands, and 
labels, if dutiable, shall be deemed to have entered into consumption, and shall 
not be exempt from duty by reason of such use, Articles and materials (ex- 
cept distil spirits) so to be used may be transferred from any bonded ware- 
house in which the same may be, under such regulation as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, into any bonded warehouse in which such manufact- 
ure may be conducted, and may be used in such manufacture, and when so 
shall be exempt from stamp and excise duty; and the receipt of the officer in 
charge as atoresaid shall be received as a voucher for the manufacture of such 
articles. Any materials imported into the United States may, under such rules 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may Bp mee ine and under the direction of the 
proper officer, removed in original packages from on ship-board, or from 
the bonded warehouse in which the same may be, into the bonded warehouse 
in which such manufacture may be carried on, for the purpose of being used in 
such manufacture without payment of duties thereon, and may there be used 
in such manuiacture. No article so removed, nor any article manufactured in 
said bonded warehouse, shall be taken therefrom except for exportation, under 
the direction of the proper officer having charge thereof as aforesaid, whose 
certificate, describing the articles by their mark or otherwise, the quantity, the 
date of importation, and name of vessel, with such additional particulars as 
may from time to time be required, shall be received by the collector of customs 
in cancellation of the bond or return of the amount of foreign import duties. 
All labor performed and services rendered under these regulations shall be un- 
der the supervision of an officer of the customs and at the expense of the man- 
ufacturer. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In line 17, en page 139, I move to strike out 
‘manufactory ’’ and insert ‘“‘ manufacturer;’’ so as to read: 
That such manufacturer shall first give satisfactory bonds, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance to the section will now be stated. 

The Curer CLerk. In section 9, on page 140, line 13, after the 
word ‘‘manufacturer,’’ it is proposed to strike out: 

But such necessary materials, implements, packages, vessels, brands, and la- 
bels, if dutiable, 1 be deemed to have entered into consumption and shal! 
not beexempt from duty by reason of such use. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the same 
section, in line 16, after the word “ materials,” to strike out ‘‘ (except 
distilled spirits);’’ so as to read: 

Articles and materials so to be used may be transferred from any bonded 


warehouse in which the same may be, under such lation as the tary 
of the Treasury may prescribe, intoany bonded w use in which such mao- 


The reading of the bill will be re- 
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ufacture may be conducted, and may be used in such manufacture, and when | 


so used shall be exempt from stamp and excise duty. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 24, on page 140, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘a voucher for’’ and insert ‘‘prima Jacie evidence of;’’ so as to 
read: 

And the receipt of the officer in charge as aforesaid shall be received as pri 
facie evidence of the manufacture of such articles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. In this section, on page 140, I find the following pro- 
vision, to which I call the attention ot the Senator from Rhode Island: 


Any manufacturer of the articles aforesaid, or any of them, having such 
bonded warehouse as aforesaid, shall be at liberty, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, to convey therein any materials 
to be used in such manufacture which are allowed by the provisions of law to 
be exported free from tax or duty, as well as the necessary materials, imple- 
ments, packages, vessels, brands, and labels for the preparation, putting up, 
and export of the said manufactured articles. 

I ask the Senator if that does not give the manufacturer of articles 
which are intended to be exported the privilege of buying and using all 
kinds of implements necessary for his manufacture free of duty—all his 
tools, necessary materials, ete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot understand the language in that way. 
In the sixth and seventh lines provision is made for the— 


materials to be used in such manufacture which are allowec 
of law to be exported free from tax or duty. 


And in addition to that he is authorized to take to the factory the 
necessary domestic implements, machinery, etc. 

Mr. VANCE, It says farther on in the paragraph: 

And every article so used shall be exempt from the payment of stamp and 
excise duty by such manufacturer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is true; but there is no excise tax or duty 
upon the domestic materials and implements in the factory. 

Mr. VANCE. Very true; but will not the language there give him 
free machinery, if machinery is used, and free implements of all kinds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not so intended, and I do not think that a 
construction of that kind could be put upon the language. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask that the amendment which was adopted in line 
24 may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
was agreed to, will be again stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
for’? and insert ‘‘ prima facie evidence of;’’ so as to read: 

And the receipt of the officerin charge as aforesaid shall be received as prima 
Jacie evidence of the manufacture of such articles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [Before proceeding to section 10 I wish to call 
attention to what I regard asa most important and radical change in 
our customs laws. I am not.at all sure but what we have arrived at 
such astage that we may make the experiment, but it might as well be 
understood that any foreign article imported from abroad may be used 
in the manufacture of cloth or in the manufacture of anything what- 
ever that can be manufactured in this country for exportation, and that 
for the first time isin this broad and general way introduced in this bull. 
Senators will see it more especially exemplified in section 24 of this 
bill; and at the bottom of page 140, in section 9, [ will read this pro- 
vision: 

Any materials imported into the United States may, under such rules as the 


Secretary of the Treasury peor prescribe, and under the direction of the proper 
officer, be removed in original packages from on shipboard, or from the bonded 


na 


by the provisions 


The amendment in line 24, which 


warehouse in which the same may be, into the bonded warehouse in which | 


| 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio has probably 
observed the very great care which has been taken all turough this bill 
to make it perfectly sure that whatever cheapening of articles of man- 
ufacture may occur, arising from this bill, the American people shall 
not be indulged in the benetit of it, but that the American manufact- 
urer may make goods for export as cheap as he can, and for that pur- 
pose manufacture foreign material, and the American consumer is to be 
denied any such benefit. It seems to me that the provision the Sena 
tor from Ohio has called attention to is designed to preserve what the 
Senator from Rhode Island called the symmetry and the har: 
the bill. 

4 Senator near me suggests that it gives to the manufacturer on the 
Atlantic coast free raw material in order that he may supply the people 
who live in foreign lands with cheap articles of manufacture, the priv 
ilege of which is denied the persons who have the actual privilege o 
living on American soil. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this is a provision which in not less 
than two, and I think three, Congresses I have introduced in the form 
of a specific bill and pressed upon the attention of the Senate. Those 
bills have been referred to the Committee on Finance, and they have 
never been heard from 

The idea, however, now makes its appearance in the form of this gen- 
eral provision in the bill which comes to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and I submit that if there is any righteous provision in this 
bill it is the one with which we are now dealing. Every article which 
thus comes to this country and enters into the composition of a manu- 
factured thing for export abroad, will, by virtue of this provision, be- 


my of 


| come a free raw material and entering into that article which in nowise 
| can ever compete with the American product in the American market. 


It goes abroad to be sold abroad in the way of free and equal produc 
tion with foreign-produced articles in foreign markets. 
So then we have here carried out fully and explicitly with reference 


| toevervthing which can increase our foreign trade, the principle of 


In line 24 strike out the words ‘‘a voucher | 


such manufacture may be carried on, for the purpose of being used in such | 


manufacture, without payment of duties thereon, and may there be used in 
such manufacture. 

_ Then it goes on with other provisions. I have no doubt that under 
this law imported wools or imported materials of any kind may be in- 


as a matter of course. 


which certain materials, defined and named by the law, have been al- 
lowed to be placed in bonded warehouses and taken out from time to 
to time as needed. 

Now, section 24 amplifies this section and applies generally to all ar- 
ticles made in this country for export. It reads: 

Src. 24. That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United 
States, there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback 
equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 per cent. of 
such duties, 

So that any imported article, whatever may be its name or nature, 
may be used in the manufacture of anything in this country under the 
regulations in this bill, and exported; and I suppose the purpose of the 
bill, the avowed purpose, had better be understood distinctly by Sena- 
tors to be to give to our domestic manufacturers the use of foreign ma- 
terials to any extent for articles intended for exportation. There are 
one or two other things in section 24 that I will call attention to here- 
after, where there ought to be a limitation. I wish the Senate to un- 
derstand that this bill as it comes to us from the House is framed upon 
that basis, and, ‘f there is any objection to it, that it should be stated 
now. 


free raw material which both sides of the Chamber I think assent to, 
and in this way at least 33 percent. of the manufacturing capacity of 
the American plant for manufactures of every description will be util- 
ized for the purpose of competing in foreign markets for the foreign 
trade. It in no way can interfere with domestic competition, with the 
highly protected domestic market at all, but it does give us an equality 
of competition with foreign producers in foreign markets and opens 
up the way to that increase of our foreign trade which is so exceedingly 
desirable. It does no injury at home and it gives us every opportunity 
we can desire abroad. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senato: 
from New Hampshire has reversed the policy which we ought to pur- 
sue. If we are to give cheap products to anybody, I think it ought to 
be to our own people, and not to foreigners. 

The Senator justifies this provision upon the ground that it will 
enable the manufacturers of the United States to procure their material 
free and export their products and sell them, notin competition, as he 
says, with the highly protected products of this country, but to the peo- 
ple in other countries, at lower prices than they can sell them for here. 
That is not the ground upon which we have advocated free raw ma- 
terial. The ground upon which I have advocated free raw materials 
has been that our manufacturers might produce their commodities and 
sell them at a lower price to our own people, and not at a lower price 
to people abroad only. 

It this be a good policy, if the proposition made by the Senator from 
New Hampshire is the correct one, that it doesenable the manufacturers 
to sell their goods abroad cheaper than they can sell them at home, 
then my proposition to give our manufacturers free raw materials to 


: . | make goods for the domestic market would enable them to sell to our 
troduced in the manufacture of goods for export, but only for export, | own people lower than they now do, and it is predicated upon the fact 
This is the first time that this broad principle | 


has been so applied. There have been provisions heretofore made by | 


that the duty upon raw materials does enter into the cost of the manu- 


factured articles and increase their price tothe consumer here. If if 
does not the removal of the duty ugon raw materials use | in the manu- 
facture of goods for exportation would not affect their price at all or 


enable our manufacturers to sell them abroad 

Now, sir, we ought to reverse this policy, or at least if we do not re 
verse it we should supplement it by giving to our manufacturers free 
raw materials as far as we can, and reducing duties upon other ma- 
terials as far as we can, to be used in the prodaction of articles for the 
home market and the consumption of our own people. I do not object 
to the purpose which tl¥s legislation is intended to accomplish; that 
is, to give our manufacturers whenever we can do so the privilege of 
using free raw material, but I object to this partial and unjust method 
which gives the benefit of the policy to the foreigner and then denies 
it to the American citizen; and that is what this bill does, 

As the Senator from Ohio said, this provision, as it now stands, is 
entirely new. We have another one which is entirely new contained 
in the twenty-fourth section of this bill. Heretofore, when anything 
was imported and used in the manufacture of an article, in order to en- 
title the manufacturer to the drawback upon the exportation of his 
product, he must have consumed nothing but the imported material in 
the protluction of the commodity. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Not all of it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think that has been the universal rule, certainly 
the veneral rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think not the general rule, even. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, for the first time, so far as I know, 
it is provided in the twenty-fourth section of this bill that when the 
manufacturer uses part imported raw material he may receive a draw- 
back upon that part, if it can be identified. . 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I may be able to bring this discussion to 
anend, I will say that this section now under consideration is exactly 
the present law, verbatim ct literatim. The Senator from Kentucky and 
the Senator from Ohio are proceeding upon the theory that this now ap- 
pears in the law for the first time, as if it wasa great innovation. As 
amended by the committee it is in the precise terms of the present law. 

Mr. SPOONER, Section 24, to which the Senator from Kentucky 
alludes, is new, is it not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Section 24 is partially new. 

Mr.SPGONER. That is what the Senator from Kentucky alludes to. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Section 24 is entirely new. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Senators are discussing this question as if it was 
entirely a new oné, when it is not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Ohio stated this was new, but 
whether it is new or not all I have said applies to it with equal force 
if it has any force atall. It isa policy adopted deliberately by the 
Congress of the United States to seéure to foreign consumers the arti- 
cles produced in this country at lower prices than they are given to our 
own people. 

Mr. STEWART. The difficulty about this question is to ascertain 
what is raw material. Every manufacturer regards all things as raw 
material that come to his shop, and when they are there manufactured 
the product is a manufactured article. My definition of raw material 
is so-uething that nobody has ever bestowed any labor upon whatever, 
which never has had any labor uponit. As soon as any labor is placed 
upon it, whether directly or indirectly, it is no longer raw material, 
and if an article is to be protected it should be protected because it 
requires labor to produce it. 

So far as this principle is concerned, it is a most wise one. In the 
first place, we must have a tarifi that protects all, if we are to have an 
honest tariff te protect all labor in this country and it is desirable to 
have foreign trade. It is stated that we must get some foreign markets 
by allowing raw material to come in and pay a duty and after it is 
manufactured here aad is exported adrawback may beallowed. What 
does that affect? What is the result of that? It does not compete 
with any labor here. It does pot come in competition with us and 
can do no harm, but it builds up large establishments and enables us 
to compete with other large establishments throughout the world in the 
cont est for foreign trade. 

It does another thing. It gives employment to people here in this 
country who are consumers, which benetits the whole community of 
producers. It enables us to have all the benefits of manufacturing in 
this country, and [ te’l you where the manufacturing is there will the 
prosperity be also, and where the manufacturing is not there will be 

yerty. The one-crop farmer will always be poor, The riches will 

where there is a variety of labor, a variety of production; and if we 
can have more labor performed here, if we can give labor to the people 
here without competing with any other labor, if we can build up large 
establishments here which can send their goods to foreign cals and 
acquire foreign trade, why not do it? Can anybody point out where 
this will harm any American citizen? I think not. I like the prin- 


le. 

3 VANCE. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLarr], it seems to me, as well as the provision of this section, 
gives away the whole question and establishes beyond a doubt that but 
for the duty on the raw material the American manufacturer could 
compete with the European manufacturer in the markets of the world. 
It is admitted if these duties on his raw material be removed that he 
can sell cheaper to foreigners than he can at home, and if he sells at 
all incompetition with foreigners he has got to sell either cheaper or 
at least upon the same terms, So, then, the whole duty im upon 
Senators on that side of maintaining the wages of American labor 
arises from the fact that they have unduly increased the price of thg 
material on which that American labor has to be engaged, and but for 
that high priced material we should not need such enormous protective 
duties upon anything. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. SreEwART] suggests that there is no 


competition here. I should like to know from him or from any other | 


Senator if you remove the duty upon the foreign raw material, or, what 
is the same thing, refund the duty to the manufacturer who uses it, 
what is to become of the native producer of the same kind of raw ma- 
terial in America? It seems to me, sir, that he would have to go by 
the board, and that this would be directly destroying him. we 
levy a duty upon the fossign enw spelaniel Ion tas purpose of protect- 
ing the producer of the home raw material and then repay the manu- 
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facturer that duty upon all which he manufactures and exports, we 
leave the producer of the American article entirely in the lurch, and 
his labor is directly in competition with foreign labor without any pro- 
tection, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the reading of the bill may be proceeded 
with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read sections 10 and 11, as follows: 

Src. 10. All persons are prohibited from importing into the United States 
from any foreign country any obscene book, pamphiet, paper, writing, adver- 
tisement, circular, print, picture, drawing, or other representation, figure, or 
image on or of paper or other material], or any cast, instrument, or other article 
of an immoral nature, or any drug or medicine, or any article whatever, for the 
prevention of conception or for causing unlawful abortion. No such articles, 
whether imported separately or contained in packages with other 8 en- 
titled to entry, shall be admitted to entry; and all such articles s be pro- 
ceeded against, seized, and forfeited by - ah course of law. All such prohibit 
articles and the package in which they are contained in the course of importa- 
tion shall be detained by the officer of customs, and proceedings taken against 
the same as prescribed in the following section, unless it appears to the satis- 
faction of the collector of customs that the obscene articles contained in the 
package were inclosed therein without the knowledge or consent of the im- 
porter, owner, agent, or gapeignes : Provided, That the drugs hereinbefore men- 
tioned, when imported in bulk and not put up for any of the purposes herein- 
before specified, are excepted from the operation of this section. 

Sec. li, That whoever, being an officer, agent, or employé of the Government 
of the United States, shall knowingly aid or abet any person engaged in any 
violation of any of the provisions of law prohibiting importing, advertising, 
dealing in, exhibiting, or sending or receiving by mail obscene or indecent 

ublications or representations, or means for preventiag conception or procur- 
ng abortion, or other articles of indecent or immoral use or tendency, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shal! for every offense be punishable by 
afine of not more than $5,000 or by imprisonment at hard labor for not more 
than ten years, or both. 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
why it was worth while to limit that to officers, agents, or employés of 
the Government of the United States. Why should it not be applied 
to anyone who knowingly aids or abets any person engaged in the vio- 
lation of the provisions of the law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that I think the offense alluded to by 
the Senator from Massachusetts is provided for elsewhere. This only 
applies to officers of the United States. kde 

Mr. HOAR. I do not see any particular reason for the limitation. 
I should think that any person who would knowingly aid or abet per- 
sons engaged in this offense should be punished. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to accept any amendment the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts may suggest. 

Mr. HOAR. I movetostrike out after the word ‘‘ whoever,’’ in line 
17, down to and including the word ‘‘ United States,’’ in line 18, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 11, on page 142, line 17, after the 
word ‘‘ whoever,’’ itis proposed to strikeout ‘‘ being an officer, agent, 
or employé of the Government of the United States;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. ll. That whoever shall ee or abet any person engagedin any 
violation of any of the provisions of law prohibiting importing, es. 
dealing in, exhibiting, or sending or receiving by mail obscene or indecent pu’ 
lications or representations, or means for preventing conception or procuring 
abortion, or other articles of indecent or immoral use or tendency, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 12 wasread, as follows: 

Sec. 12. That any judge of any district or circuit court of the United States, 
within the proper district, before whom complaint in writing of any violation 
of the two preceding sections is made, to the satisfaction of such judge, and 
founded on knowledge or belief, and, if upon belief, setting forth the grounds 
of such belief, and supported by oath or affirmation of the complainant, may 
issue, conformably to the Constitution, a warrant directed to the marshal! or 
any deputy marshal, in the proper district, directing him to search for, seize, 
and take ——- of any such article or thing bh nbefore mentioned, and 
to make due and immediate return thereof to the end that the same may be 
condemned and destroyed by proceedings which shall be conducted in the 
same manner as other proceedings in the ca->» of municipal seizure, and with 
the same right of appeal or writ of error. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island what is the meaning of the phraseology contained in the fif- 
teenth and sixteenth lines which reads ‘“‘as other proceedings in the 
case of municipal seizure.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. The sections which we are now considering are 
exactly in the terms of the present law. They are put here simply 
for the purpose of having all the provisions of this kind in one enact- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. If that is the case I will not interfere with it, but it 
seems to me the phrase to which I have called attention is a very un- 
meaning one. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that the language used in line 12 of the 
section is rather v It says “any such article or thing hereinbe- 
fore mentioned.’’ articles referfed to are in the two preceding 
sections, and I suggest that the words “‘two preceding sections’’ 
should be inserted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. I will move, in line 
12, to strike out the word ‘‘hereinbefore;’’ and in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘mentioned,’’ to insert “‘in the two preceding sections.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Cuter CierK. In section 12, on page 143, line 12, before the 
eon 


The 
word “‘mentioned,”’ it is proposed to stri t “‘hereinbefore,’’ and, 
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after the word ‘“‘mentioned,’’ to insert ‘‘in the two preceding sec- citizens and sawed in the province of New Brunswick by American citi 
tions:’’ so as to make the section read: zens must have paid the same taxes as other Americaa lumber on that 

Sec. 12. That any judge of any district or circuit court of the United States, river. What those taxes are I do not know. The fourteenth section 
within the proper district, before whom complaint in writing of any violation | contains no such provision. 








p ; : : : dee i 
of the two preceding sections is made, to the satisfaction of such jadge, anc Mr. ALLISON ap Se oll tis Kelemen 
founded on knowledge or belief, and, if upon belief, setting forth the grounds ~ ne old is a re t } 
of such belief, and supported by oath or affirmation of the complainant, may is- | ‘\*c= of the olde n time. 
sue, conformably to the Constitution, a warrant directed to the marshal or any Mr. HOAR. Then there no occa r | i that languas 
deputy marshal, in the proper district, directing Lim to search for, seize, and | incorporated in the bill now 
take possession of any euch article or thing mentioned in the two preceding M LLISON . ; 
sections and to make due and immediate return thereof to the end that thesame | r. ALLISON. think no 
may be condemned and destroyed by proceedings which shall be « onducted in | Section 16 was read. as follow 
the same manner as other proceedings in the case of municipal seizure, and nc. 56: ‘Tanta, Glesriminetine duty « ~— 

‘ ori rror . t iscriminating aduty j * < lv ito 
with the same right of appeal or writ oferror the duties imposed by law, shall be levied, collectod, and paid on all goods 
The amendment was agreed to. | wares,or merchandise which shall be imported in vessels not of the United State 
Sections 13 and 14 were read, as follows — aa tae ating duty shall not epply . go _ wares, and | ner and is 

r ss E rhich siiai 1 orted in vessels not o he nite States, entities by t at 
Sec. 13. That machinery for repair may be imported into th: U niled States | or any act of Cor gress, to be entered in the ports of the United Sta ‘ p 
without payment of duty, under bond,to be given in double the appraised | ment of the same duties as shall then be paid on goods, w: “ * 
value thereof, to be withdrawn and exported after said machinery shal! have | dis, ported in res 1e United States 
been repaired; andthe Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to | 
prescribe such rules and regulations as may be necessary to protecttherevenue | Mr. GORMAN. For information, I should like to ask the Senat 

: against fraud, and secure the identity and character of all such importation’ | from Rhode Island the meaning of the words in line 17 of section 1 
when again withdrawn and exported, restricting and limiting the export and | {, ; ; 5 0 : 
withdrawal to the same port of entry where imported, and also limiting all Having paid the same taxes as other American lumber on that river. 
bonds to a period of time of not more than six months from the date of the im- | What taxes are referred to 
— Mr. ALDRICH. I am inclined to think that the phraseology is a 


Sec, 14. That the produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St 
John River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens and sawed or 
hewed in the province of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being 
unmanufactured in whole orin part, which is now admitted into the ports of se to 1 . Rae nettose wan ates a sane nial . = 
the United States free of duty, shall continue to be so admitted under such regu- time to ime in _ a ~ : venue laws and the codifications mad 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to time, prescribe. ; Jrom those originally adopted. 


: a: s Mr. GORMAN. I suggest then that we go back and strike ou it 
Mr. PLUMB. Icall attention to the paragraph which has just been | canoe es iA pe men ” ack and strike out th 


read. I think it is reproduced from the tariff law of 1883, as well as Mr. HALE 
the preceding one, but it is extraterritorial, and the profits which it ieee: a inten deta has tn ae slidinthnn tm Gee anneil 
gives to the citizens of Maine seem to be somewhat peculiar. I should | sakes po joe A 
like to have an explanation as to the propriety of section 14, and also | © Me ALNPICH In line 17. nece 144 after the word | t | 
° * = Bar. J 4 J ° I ing ‘ age , ALLE! é ore Dal ! 
an explanation as to why section 15 should be adopted. : aciielineniattions : I , a 66 ee see 
“Me HALE, ‘The sections themselves, as read, told their own story move to strike outdown toand including the word ‘‘river,’’ in line 1 
4 4 oe ca ee ai aoe * es ty The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
\_ They are the existing law—what is called the St. John River em- ie Ghatembawrs “ghee. pig stein SAI le OF alate ea 
: . : eee he SECRETARY. section 15, on page 144, line 17, alter the wor 
ployers’ act—and have been the law for thirty years. Any one familiar | ,, egg y RL aed inn aentt gn dh win id th aed pe 
7 . . . art, set ike OUL al ay . pi e° 8 si | 
with geography knows that the streams there take their rise, some of | |! ip ea ie 2 cag peeeyge-! ee ee 


little obsolete. I have no doubt when first adopted it referred to the 


internal-revenue taxes, and the same language has been continued from 


The Senator from Iowa referred to that as being th: 


« thar Neries lee >Y ‘ ha x . » tc ala ha nae y 
them in Maine, and go through New Brunswick, and the only way of | *° °°"! ameciems Suniber en that river; so as to make the section 
getting the lumber out is to go through the territory of the British do- | en ; ~~ ; Oe be 
minion and the province of New Brunswick, and this situation there | 5" ;.’. er oes es eS ee tae 
was the cause of the statute, which has never been found fault with | Province of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being unmant ) 


that I am aware of. factured in whole or in part, shall be admitted into the ports of the United 
Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know that I find fault with it. I was only | San free of duty, under such regulat ons as the Secretary of the Treasu1 

wondering why it was that the citizens of the Stateof Maineshould be |. ee 

given this peculiar privilege, and nobody else. 
Mr. HALE. Ido not know, if such conditions existed anywhere | ae 

else, that any citizen of Maine would object to the application of the | 1, °trc.1y, shall be imported into the United States from eny foreign port « 

same provision tothem. They have been quite content with their own place, except in vessels of the United States, or in such foreign vessels as trul 

i 


The amendment was agreed to, 
Sections 17 and 18 were read, as follow 


and wholly belong to the citizens or subjects of that country of which the goods 


concerns. The statute was passed without objection, and it has given 
| are the growth, production, or manufacture, or from which such goods, wares 


rise to - irregalarities. nas . . ; or merchandise can only be, or most usually are, first shipped for transporta 
Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt the citizens of Maine are entirely | tion. All goods, wares, or merchandise imported contrary to this section, and 
satisfied with it. They seem to have been pretty well cared for in this 
bill. I was only wondering whether there might not be some enlarge | wares.or merchandise, ship, or vessel, and cargo shall be liable to be sei 
ment of the privilege for the benefit of other people in the United States. prosecuted, and condemned, in like manner, and under the same regulations 
Mr. CARLISLE. I think the criticism made by the Senator from | restrictions, ond provisions as have been heretofore established for the recov 
: i Tee : “iti rik as or a citize * Zan. | ery, collection, distribution, and remission of forfeitures to the United States by 
Kausas is correct. Suppose a citizen of Kansas or a citizen ee Oe et iene 
tucky should establish a saw-mill on these rivers, he could not get the Sec. 18. That the preceding section shall not apply to vessels or goods, wares 
benefit of this provision. 


the vessel wherein the same shall be imported, together with her cargo, tackle 
apparel, and furniture, shall be forfeited to the United States; and such goods, 





or merchandise imported in vessels of a foreign nation which does not mair 


Mr. HALE Why not? | tain a similar reguiation against vessels of the United States 
Mr. BLAIR. Any American citizen would have exactly the same Mr. GORMAN. TheChief Clerkis reading so rapidly that it is diffi 
privilege. cult to keep up with him. I wish to cail the attention of the Senate 


Mr.CARLISLE. ‘I begtheSenator’s pardon. Not having the clause | to section 17, which provides 
before me, I thought from what the Senator from Kansas said thatthe | 


‘ ; coh [ > at no goods, wares, or merchandise, unless in cases provided for by treaty 
provision applied only to citizens of Maine. shall be imported into the United States from any foreign port or place, exce} 
Mr. HALE. Oh, no | in vessels of the United States, or in such foreign vessels as truly and wholly 
e aan ’ belong tothe citizens or subjects of that country of which the goods are the 


Mr. CARLISLE. I understood the Senator from Kansas to ask the | growth, production, or manufacture, or from which such goods, wares, or m« 
question why the citizens of Maine should alone have this privilege. | chandise can only be, or most usually are, first shipped for transportation 
Mr. PLUMB. litpractically comes to that, because, of course, citi- | I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if that change would not pro 
zens of Maine are the only persons who will be benefited. Certainly 
no oné who is not a citizen of that State will ever go there. [| Laugh- 
ter.] But it seems that they may take their lumber into New Bruns- 
wick, and it may still be imported into the United States free of duty. 
I do not know but that that is all right. It does not disturb the mo- | only applies to countries with which we have no treaties. Thisis taken 
notony that has prevailed throughont this bill. from a very old statute, and I think there are no cases to which it wil 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The readingof the bill will proceed. | apply now. I think there are no civilized countries with which the 


i 


hibit the importation in foreign vessels which are in part owned b 

American citizens? There are several lines of vessels now sailing unde: 

the British flag the majority of whose stock is owned in this country 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think those are all covered by treaties. Th 


Section 15 was read, as follows: United States does not have treaties. 
Sec. 15, That the produce of the forests of the State of Maine uponthe St.) Mr. SHERMAN, Section 18, which has been read, covers that, a 


Croix River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens and sawed in the | 
rovince of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being unmann- | 
ured in whole or in part, and having paid the same taxes as other American 


the Senator will see. 
The following sections were read: 





lumber on that river, shall be admitted into the ports of the United States free Sec. 19. That the importation of neat cattle and the hides of neat cattle from 
of duty, under such regulationsas the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time | any foreign country into the United States is prohibited: Provided, That the 
to time, prescribe. operation of this section shall be suspended as to any foreign country or cour 


r1.: . ae i ania 2 , tries, or any parts of such country or countries, whenever the Secretary of the 
Mr. HOAR. While we are cToss-€xauuhing the Senator from Maine | Treasury shall officially determine and give public notice thereofthat such im 


I should like to ask him why, in one of these sections, there is a pro- | portation will not tend to the introduction or spread of contagious or infectious 

vision in regard to their having paid taxes and in the other there is | diseases among the cattle of the United States; and the Secretary of the Treas 

not. In tion 15, line 17. the produce of the forests of the State of | “tY* hereby authorized and empowered, and it shall be his duty, to make a 
, ’ - ‘ 


: ’ : . . _ necessary orders and regulations to carry this section into effect, or to suspend 
Maine upon the St. Croix River and its tributaries owned by American | the same as therein provided, and to send copies thereof to the proper officers 
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in the United States, and to such officers or agents of the United Statesin foreign 
eountries as he shall jadge necessary. 

Sec. 20. That any person convicted of a willful violation of any of the provis- 
jous of the preceding section shali be fined not exceeding $500 or imprisoned 
not exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the court, 

Swe. 21. That upon the reimportation of articles once exported of the growth, 
product, or manufacture of the United States, upon which no internal tax has 
been assessed or paid, or upon which such tax has been paid and re unded by 
allowance or drawback, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty equal 
to the tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws upon such articles, except ar- 
ticles manufactured in bonded warehouses and exported pursuant to law, which 
shall be subject to the same rate of duty as if ovtaieatiy m ported. 

Sere, 22, That wheneverany vessel laden with merchandise in whole or in part 
subject to duty has been sunk in any river harbor, bay, or waters subject to 
the jurisdiction ofthe United States, and within its limits, for the period of two 
years, and is abandoned by the owner thereof, any person who may raise such 
vessel shall be permitted to bring any merchandise recovered therefrom into 
the port nearest to the place where such vessel was so raised, free from the pay- 
ment of any duty thereupon and without being obliged to enter the same at the 
cuttons hanes, but under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe. 

See. 23. That the works of manufacturers engaged in smelting or refining 
metals in the United States may be designated as bonded warehouses under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may p be: Provided. 
That such manufacturers shal! first give satisfactory bonds to the Secretary of 
Treasury. Metals in any crude form requiring smelting or refining to make 
them readily available in the arts, imported into the United States to be smelted 
or refined and intended to be exported in a refined but unmanufactured state, 
shall, under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe and uu- 
der the direction of the proper officer, be removed in original packages or in 
bulk from the vessel or other vehicle on which it has been imported, or from 
the bonded warehouse in which the same may be tnto the bonded warehouse in 
which such smelting and refining may be carried on, for the purpose of being 
smelted and refined without payment of duties thereon, and may there be 
smelted and refined, together with other metals of home or foreign production : 
Provided, That each day a quantity of refined metal equal to the amount of 
imported metal refined that day shall be set aside, and such metal so et aside 
shall not be taken from said works except for exportation, under the direction 
of the proper officer having charge thereof as aforesaid, wh .se certificate, de- 
scribing the articles by their marks or otherwise, the quantity, the date of im- 
portation, and the name of vessel or other vehicle by which it was imported, 
with such additional particulars as may from time to time be required, shali be 
received by the collector of customs as sufficient evidence of the exportation of 
the metal, or it may be removed, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 





‘Treasury may prescribe, to any other bonded warehouse, or upon entry for and’ 


payment of duties, fordomesticconsumption. Al! labor performed and services 
rendered under these regulations shall be under the supervision ofan officer of 
the customs, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treaeucy and at the ex- 
pense of the manufacturer. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 149, 
line 6, section 24, after the word ‘‘ manufactured,’’ to insert ‘‘ or pro- 
duced;’’ in line 16, alter the word ‘‘ manufacture,’’ to insert ‘ or pro- 
duction; ’’ in line 21, after ‘‘ manufacture,” to insert ‘* or production;’’ 
in line 24, after ‘‘ manulacturer,’’ to insert ‘‘ producer; ’’ and in line 22, 
after ‘‘ manufacturer,’’ to insert ‘* producer;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

See, 24, That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United 
States, there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback 
equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, leas 1 per cent. of such 
duties: Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from do- 
mestic materials, the imported materials, or the parts of the articles made from 
such mat rials, shall so appear in the completed articles that the quantity or 
measure thereof may be ascertained : And provided further, That the drawback 
on any article allowed under existing law shall be continued at the rate herein 
provided. That the “y ~*~ materials used in the manufacture or production 
of articles entitled to drawback of customs duties when exported shall, in all 
cases where drawback of duties paid on such materials is claimed, be identified, 
the quantity of such materials used and the amountof duties paid thereon shail 
be ascertained, the facts of the manufacture or production of such articles in 
the United States and their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the 
drawback due thereon shall be paid to the manufacturer, producer, or exporter, 
orto the agentof cither, orto the person to whom such manufacturer, producer, 
exporter, or agent shall in writing order such drawback paid, under such regu- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, This is the section to which I referred awhile 
ago, which provides: 

That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are used in 
the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United States 
there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback equal in 
amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 per cent. of such duties. 

The subject is a very important one, but I do not intend to discuss 
it, because I have made up my mind that, on the whole, we had better 
try the experiment; but I fear very much that the effect of the measure 
will create a large drawback, and that it will probably fail, I think it 
ouglit to be limited, so that no drawback will be allowed unless 10 
cent. of the toreign article which has paid duties enters into the value 
of the articles munutactured here, and in no case where the amount of 
the drawback is less than $10. Under this clause as it stands anybody 
may claim a drawback for the smallest article used that has paid duty. 
There is scarcely any article manufactured to-day that does not contain 
more or less of materials which have paid duty; for instance, all kinds 
of linen goods, woolen goods, and all kinds of cotton goods, In every- 
thing of that sort there is more or less foreign material used, and man- 
ufacturersof cotton use foreign materia! in the shape of dyes and various 
things, which are incidents of the manufacture. 

I have an amendment to offer, which provides that noclaim for draw- 
back shall be allowed where the value of such imported material is 
less than 10 per cent. of the value of the article and which will _ 
vent the allowance of any claim for a drawback less than $10. e 
whole of this is experimental legislation, and I think there ought to be 
some provision of the kind I have suggested to limit the number of 
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claims, so that these drawbacks will not be as multitudinous as the 
locusts of Egypt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Minnesota whether the cost 
of making grain-bags will be more than 10 per cent. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not understand the inquiry of the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment suggested by the Senator trom 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] provides that no drawback shall be allowed un- 
less the labor in the United States on an article amounts to 10 per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the value of the imported articles which are 
used in the manufacture. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment will be read. 
is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senatorindicate the point 
at which he desires that the amendment shall be inserted? 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the end of the section. 

The Secretary. At the end of section 24 it is proposed to add: 


That no drawback shall be allowed under the ies of this section upon 
the duties paid on the imported materials used in the manufazture of any arti- 
cle when the value of such imported materials is less than 10 per cent. of the 


—— such article, and in no case when the amount of such drawback is less 
n $10. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there 1s no objection to that. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Ohio mean hy that amendment 
that $10 shall be the drawback on each article? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; but thaf no claim for drawback shall be 
Jess than $10. The aggregate must be over $10. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the amendment may be read once more; it 
has been difficalt to catch it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secrerary. At the end of section 24 it is proposed to add: 

That no drawback shall be allowed under the provisions of this section upon 
the duties — on the imported materials used in the manufacture ot any arti- 
cle when the value of such imported materials is less than 10 per cent. of the 
—— such article, and in no case when the amount of such drawback is less 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that to come in as a separate and 
independent paragraph or after the period at the end of section 24 ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, After the period at the end of the section. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it had better be put in the shape ofa pro- 
viso and begin with the words ‘‘And provided further.”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think in the last line of the amendment the 
words ‘‘ claims for’’ should be inserted before the words ** such draw- 

” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported as 
modified. 

The Secretary. In the last line but one of the amendment it is 
proposed to insert, after the word ‘‘of,’’ the words “claims for;’’ so 
as to read: 


And in no case when the amount of claims for such drawback is less than $10, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The améndment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to the punctuation in line 15. There is a 
period after the word ‘‘ provided,’’ and if what follows is to be consid- 
ered part of the same proviso there should be some correction made. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say, before we pass away from this section, 
a word in reply to the suggestion of the Senator from Kentneky [ Mr. 
CARLISLE] when a previous section was being discussed, 

The Senator seems to object to the argument in support of this sec- 
tion because it is not a full application of his own principle. He stil! 
contends for his principle, but finds fault that on this side of the Cham- 
ber there is a proposition to apply his principle wit& reference to {ree 
raw materials, so iar as the foreign market is concerned. It seems to 
me that the Senator occupies a wholiy illogical position in that regard. 
If he is right at all, he is certainly right all the way, and should not 
find fault with the halting conversion of those on the other side of the 
Chamber, and should welcome us with a free and hearty welcome as 
far as we do go. 

But the real point in support of this section, which is not at all open 
to the form of objection which the Senator makes, is that it gives an 
opportunity for the employment of American labor and American cap- 
ital upon p y the same conditions in which they enter into the 

roduction of that which is to satisfy our own market, and then, there 
idee no foreign trade of any sort of consequence, no exportations of 
our own production under existing conditions, it enables us to take 
that surplus which we may create under the provisicus of this section 
to the utilization of one-third of our plant and one-third of the time 
on which it is now not used at all, and dump the production of 33 per 
cent. of our ee eae upon the foreign market, thus giving em- 

loyment for our labor the whole year, which is now really employed 

r only about two-thirds of the time, for the good of American labor 
and American capital, precisely the same returus that are receive: tor 
the uction which reaches our own consumers within the market of 
the United States. 

I have here the original bill which I introduced in the year 1854, 


I think it 
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dnd without troubling the Senate with reading it I will ask that it 
may be printed as part of what I have tosay. It had been moved 
previously as a modification of the tariff of 1883, and there was some 
debate upon the matter at that time. Iam very glad indeed to see 
that there is at last a recognition of a great principle which makes this 
tariff bill of more importance to American laborers and American pro- 
ductions than every other provision to be found in the bill. 
The bill referred to is as follows: 
[Forty-eighth Congress, first session. ] 


A bill (8.1265) to grant drawback on imported materials used in the manufact- | 
ure of articles for exportation. j 


Be it enacted,etc.,, That there shall be allowed on allarticles wholly or partially 
manufactured of materials imported, on which duties have been paid, when ex- 
ported, a drawback equal in amount tothe duty paid on such materials and no | 
more, to be ascertained under such regulations as shall be prescribed by the | 
Secretary of the Treasury. One per cent. on the amount of al! drawbacks so al- | 
lowed shall, however, be retained for the use of the United States by the col- | 
lectors paying such drawbacks,respectively. The Secretary of the Treasury sha)! 
make such regulations, by requiring bonds, conditioned to save the revenue 
harmless from frauds or evasions of the law, or otherwise, as he may deem nec- 
essary ; and section 3019 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended accordingly. 

Sec. 2. That no claim for drawback shall be paid of which less than $50 shall 
be allowed. 


Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from New Hampshire in his advo- 
cacy of the policy embodied in his bill admits that what he calls my 
principle is correct and beneficial, but the difference between the Sen- 
ator and myself is that he wanfs to give the benefits of it to the for- 
eigner alone, and I want to give them to the American citizen as well. 

Mr. BLAIR. I make no admission of that kind at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understood that the Senator proceeded to eulo- 
gize this principle which admitted the foreign raw material free—— 

Mr. BLAIR. To go back again to the foreign market. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the principle is a correct one, if it gives addi- 
tional employment to our manufacturers and to the laboring men em- 
ployed by them simply because they can not export what the Senator | 
calls 33 per cent. of the productsof the foreign market and sell it there, 
would it not be far more beneficial if they could manufacture all their 
products from cheaper raw materials and sell them in the home mar- 
ket and the foreign market? 

But the Senator says it does not hurt labor. I admit it from my 
standpoint, but the Senator must remember that the materials to be 
admitted free of duty for use by the manufacturers are not confined to 
those articles which we can not produce in this country, but they in- 
clude as well the iron, and the steel, and the wool, and all the other | 
material which can be produced in this country, and which our labor- | 
ing men are engaged in producing. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the excess of the American production goes into 
articles exported abroad. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But it displaces, according to the Senator’s theory, 
that much American labor, which would be employed in producing 
those articles. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at all, because they do not get their— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to intimate to the 
senator from New Hampshire that he has spoken twice already and 
that no question is pending before the Senate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why, Mr. President, I thought the Senator from 
New Hampshire rose and desired to address the Senate before that 
amendment was dis of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
nounced as agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was notaware of it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLAiT] has ex- 
amined the amendment of the Senator {rom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and | 
thinks there is some doubt in regard to the point which I suggested; 
and I ask unanimous consent, therefore, to go back to that, and I will 
suggest an amendment, which the Senator from Ohio will accept. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will again bestated, | 
if there be no objection. 

The Secrerary. At the end of section 24 the following proviso 
was added: 

And provided further, That no drawback shall be allowed under the provisions | 
of this section when the duty is paid on the imported materials used in the 
manufacture of any article when the value of such imported materials is less 


than 10 per cent. of the value of such articic, and in no case when th 
claimed for such drawback is less than $10. 











That amendment had heen an- 


amount 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to amend so as to read: ‘‘in no case unless the 
amount of claim for such drawback by any person shall be less than | 
$10 in the agyregate.’’ 

My point was this: Suppose the claim —— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to intimate to the 
Senator that he has spoken once on this question. 

Mr. PLATT. It is part of the original speech. 


Mr.SPOONER. One moment, please—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The Secretary. Atthe end of the amendment it is proposed to 
add the words ‘‘in the aggregate;’’ so as to read: 

And in no case when the amount of claim for such drawback is less than #10 
in the aggregate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be regarded 


; 


| the amendment proposed by the committee. 


| cial taxes upon the manufacturers and dealers and peddlers in to! 


| correctly, at least on one occasion certainly, passed a bill 


| not sell a small amount of tobacco at his home, he can only dis] 


as agreed to as last reported, if there be no objection. 
hears none. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that sections 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, and 31 
may be understood as being acted upon without being read. The Com- 
mittee on Finance report to strike out all of these sections, and I ask 
consent that that be agreed to withont their being read. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Rhode Island is willing, I 
should like to be recognized to ask him a question in regard to section 
24. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I understand section 24, I shall want 
something about it, but there is not time to discuss 
minute rule. I should like to ask the Senator what 
covered by the words “ or produced ’’ after the word 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Those words were put in on the 


The Chair 


to say 
it under the five- 
is intended to be 
‘* manufactared.’’ 
suggestion of the 


Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] who is not now in his seat. I do 
not think myself that they change the meaning of the section at all. 


I am unable to say just what was intended by the Senator from Iowa 
when he suggested the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘‘Produced’’ isa proper word to be used there to 
describe the productions of the farmer rather than of the manufacturer. 
Flax is a product of the farm, and we would say of it that it was ‘‘ pro- 
duced,’’ but when it becomes a part of the manufacture of linenor bag- 
ging we would say itis ‘‘ manufactured.’’ The word ‘‘ produced’’ was 
inserted in order to give the farmer the benefitsof the provisions of the 
section. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I modify my request to include section 32 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment of the Committee on Finance 
striking out the sections named by him may be agreed to without 
reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not do that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that 
there is adesire on thisside to take a vote on sections 25 and 26. There 
is no objection, I think, to the remainder of the request, but we should 
like a vote on those two sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Rhode Island to ask that they should be acted upon without being 
read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw that request in reference to sections 
25 and 26. They may be read, 

Section 25, as proposed to bestricken out by the Committee on Finance, 


| is as follows: 


See, 25. That on and after the Ist day of May, 1591, all special {axes imposed 
by the laws now in force upon dealers in leaf-tobacco, retail dealers in leaf-to 
bacco, dealers in tobacco, manufacturers of tobacco, manufacturers of 
and peddlers of tobacco are hereby repealed. 

Every such dealer in leaf-tobacco, retail dealer in leaf-tobacco, manufacture: 


cigars 


and peddler shall, however, register with the collector of the district his nam« 


or style, place of residence, trade, or business, and the place where such trade 
or business is to be carried on, the sameas though the tax bad not been repealed 
and a failure to register as herein required shall subject such person to a 1 
alty of $0. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair would suggest that the 
word ‘‘deal’’ after the word ‘‘ retail,’’ in line 6 of section 25, should 
be ‘‘dealers.’? It occurs in the text of the bill as it came from the 
ifouse, which the committee proposes to strike out. Thatchange will 
be made in the absence of objection. 

Section 26, as proposed to be stricken out by the Committee on [i 


pCli 


| nance, is as follows: 


Sec. 26. That on and after the ist day of May, 1891, all provisions of the stat- 
utes imposing restrictions of any kind whatsoever upon farmers and growers 
of tobacco in regard to the sale of their leaf-tobacco, and the keeping of books 
and the registration and report of their sales of leaf-tobacco, or imposing a: 
tax on account of such sales, are hereby repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing to 


The two amendments pri 
posing to strike ou sections 25 and 26 will be treated as one question, if 


| there be no objection. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the Senate 


will 
decline to strike out these two sections of the House bill. 


These spe 
DACCH 
in all of its forms are a subject of great annoyance and not a subject of 
much revenue; and especially the restrictions upon the growers and 
producers are very onerous and have been complained of many, many 
years, and the Senate has on more than one occasion, if I remembers 
triking out 
these restrictions on the farmers so far as to allow them to dispose of 
tohacco of their own production to the extent of $100 worth a year. 
As the law now stands, a farmer can not pay one of his hands, he can 
ose of 
it toa regular licensed tobacco-dealer, and the privilege of allowing 
him to dispose of his tobacco crop as he does of any other crop that | 
produces, is one that his personal rights and liberties demand should 
be granted him; and it seems to me it can not possibly result in any 
loss of revenue to the Government by allowing him to do so, for, of 
course, before it could be converted into the manufactured article it 


would have to be sold to a licensed mannfacturer or dealer, and the 





. : , ‘ 
2 SS esac 


ee oe 


Pf 
ah 
ee 
oe 
5 
1 ee 
1 
2 
| 
if 
, 
so 








9806 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 6, 





revenue officers could collect the revenue as well thenas they can now. 
I trust, therefore, the Senate will disagree to this amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think some of these sections 
ought to be passed, but there should be some changes made in this sec- | 
tion. I think there is a strong feeling in the State which I represent 
in part in favor of a modification of this tax law and repealing special 
taxes; but itis very evident that if we go into the internal-revenue | 
business in the condition we are in at this stage of the session, on sev- 
eral very important and difficult questions involved in some of these 
sections, it will greatly prolong the consideration of this bill. Besides 
that, until the precise effect of this tariff is perceived by a year’s ex- 
perience, it may not be best to repeal the tobacco taxes any further. 

There are several sections in regard to the manufacture of vine- 
gar, etc., which present very difficult and complicated questions, and I 
should defend my vote upon the ground that, at this stage of the ses- 
sion, we have not the time to consider the details of these internal-rev- 
enue sections. There is a general feeling in the country in favor of 
striking them out, but these interna!-revenue sections do not excite 
the same political hostility and controversy which the other sections 
of the bill do, and therefore they can be taken up at any time without 
difficulty, probably at the next session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee, to strike out sections 25 and 26, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I inquire if the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. HiaGins] desires to make the same arrangement 
as before for a transfer of pairs? If not, I announce my pair with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew]. If I were not paired, 
Ishould vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota[ Mr. Preece}. I should vote ‘‘may,’’ if he 
were present. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Sevator from Georgia [Mr. Co.quitr]. I should vote “‘yea,’’ if he 
were present. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name wascalled). I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from South Carolina {[Mr. Hampron | to the Senator from Mon- 
tana[Mr. Power]. I vote *‘ yea.’ 

Mr. BATE (when Mr, FAULKNER’s pame was called). The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is temporarily absent. He is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana {[ Mr. Eustis] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. Pasco’s name was called), The Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is out of the Chamber at present. He is 
paired with the Senator frem North Dakota [Mr. CasEy]. 

Mr, SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I cast my vote 
without thinking that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], with 
whom I have a general pair, informed me that he was obliged to leave 
the Senate for the afternoon. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Illinois withdraws | 
his vote. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] avd the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PerriGREw] are paired, and I am paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitT]. It bas been arranged 
that the pairs shall be transferred so that the Senator from Georgia 
shall stand paired with the Senator from South Dakota, and the Sen- 
ator from Florida and myself will beatliberty to vote. I vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. CALL. Under that arrangement I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 
whether the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] is recorded as 
voting? 

The PRESIDENT pvo tempore. He is not recorded, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired with 
him. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). —~ I inguire 
if theSenator from Pennsylvania [ Mr, CAMERON ] is as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr, HISCOCK. 1am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Jon¥s], but I voted becanse I had a to vote to make a quorum. 
I understand the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorn EES] is paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. I suggest to the Senator 
from Indiana that we transfer our pairs, so that we may be at liberty 
to vote; and then the Senator from Montana [Mr. Sanprrs] will stand 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jowxs]. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. I vote “nay.” 


i Mr. — Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
sEORGE }. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HArkis] is temporarily absent 
from the Chamber. He is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 


| MoRRILL]. 


Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. PADDOCK ] is paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If it is agreeable to 
the Senator from Nebraska, I suggest that we transfer our pairs, so 
that he and I can vote. The pair then will be between the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] and the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CAMERON]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. BUTLER. I vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I vote “‘yea,”’ 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not vote when the roll was called, because | 
thought that I ought to observe my pair with the Senator from Geor 
gia [Mr. Brown] on this question of tobacco, his colleague [Mr. Cor- 
QUITT] not being in the Senate, but, as my vote will not change the 
result, in order to make a quorum I vote ‘* yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Paddock, 
Allen, Edmunds, Hoar, Pierce, 
Allison, Evarts, —— Sawyer, 
Chandler, Frye, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Dawes, Hale, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Dixon, Hawley, Moody, Washburn. 
NAYS—21 
Barbour, Carlisle, Morgan, Teller, 
Bate, Cockrell, Platt, Vance, 
Berry, Coke, Pugh, Voorhees. 
Blodgett, Gibson, Ranson, 
Butler, Gorman, " 
Call, Hearst, Stewart, 
- ABSENT—39. 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, Spooner, 
Blair, Faulkner, Manderson, Squire, 
Brown, George, Morrill, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gray, Pasco, Turpie, 
Casey, Eometen, Payne, Vv 
Colquitt Harris, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cullom, Higgins, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Power, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wolcott. 
Eustis, Kenna, Sanders, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the request which I made in regard 
to certain sections, and I now ask that the sections from 27 to 46, in- 
clusive, may be considered as stricken out without reading. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the amendments of the Committee on Finance, 
proposing to strike out sections 27 to 46, inclusive, may be considered 
as agreed to without reading the parts proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator wait a moment until we can 
look and see what they are ? 

Mr. VANCE. I have no disposition toconsume the time of the Sen- 
ate unnecessarily by asking for a separate vote on any of these provis- 
ions which the committee report to strike out, as I suppose it would 
meet with the same fate as the amendment we just passed upon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator desires a separate vote upon any o! 
them hereafter, there will be an opportunity. 

Mr. VANCE, I was just going to announce that I was in favor o! 
most of these propositions that came from the House, being reductions 
of taxes upon tobaceo and the removal of unnecessary taxation upon 
the dealers in that article, ete. 

The sections proposed to be stricken out by the Committee on Fi 
nance are as follows: 

Sec. 27. That section 3331, United States Revised Statutes, be, and the same i= 


hereby, amended by striking out all after the said number and substituting 
therefor the following: 

“Every peddler of tobacco, befor > commencing, or, if he has already com 
menced, before continuing to pedd'e tobacco, shall furnish to the collector o! 
his district a statement accurately setting forth the place of his residence, and, 
if in acity, the street and number of the street where he resides, the State or 
States through P he proposes to se!! 
his own manufactures or the manufactures of others, and, if he sells for other 
ea the person for whom he selis. He shall also give a bond in the sum of 

1,000, to be approved by the collector of the district, conditioned that he sha!! 
not engage in any attempt, by himself cr by collusion with others, to defrau:! 
the Govern on tobacco, snuff, or cigars; that he 1 neither 
sell nor offer for sale any tobacco, snuff, or cigars, except in l and ful! 
peckeges, as the law requires the same to be put up and pre by the manu- 

‘acturer for sale, or for removal for sale or consumption, except such pack- 
ages of tobacco, snuff, and as the manufacturer's label or caution 
notice, and his legal marks brands, and genuine internal-revenue stamps 
which have never before been used.” 

Src. 28. That section 3383, Revised Statutes, as amended by section 15 of the 
act of March 1, 1879, be,and the same is hereby,amended by striking out ali of 
said and by substituting in lieu thereof the following: 

‘Every peddler of tobacco shall] obtain a certificate from the collector of his 
collection issue 
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seizure occurs may, on ten days’ notice, published in any newspaper in the dis- 
trict or served personally on the peddler, or at his dwelling house, require such 
peddiler to show cause, if any he has, why the horses or mules, wagon and 
contents, pack, bundie, or basket so seized shall not be forfeited. In case no 
sufficient cause is shown, proceedings for the forfeiture of the property seized 
shall be taken under the genera! provisions of the internal-revenue laws re!at- 
ing to forfeitures. Any internal-revenue agent may demand production of and 
inspect the collector's certifieate for peddiers,and refusal or failure to produce 
the same, when so demanded, shall subject the party guilty thereof to a fine of 
not less than $50 nor more than $500 and to imprisonment for not less than 
thirty days nor more than twelve months.” 

SEo. 29. That on and after the Ist day of October, 1890, or within sixty days 
after the approval of this act, the internal taxes on smoking and manufactured 
tobacco sbalt be 4 cents per pound, and on snuff 4 cents per pound. Upon 
cigars, which shall be manufactured and sold, or removed for consumption or 
use, there shall be assessed and collected the following taxes, to be paid by the 
manufacturer thereof: ‘ , 

On cigars of all descriptions, made of tobacco or any substitute therefor, $3 
per thousand, except upon sample boxes containing twelve or thirteen cigars 
each, upon which the uniform tax shall be 4 cents; on cigarettes weighing not 
more than 3 pounds per thousand, 5) cents per thousand; on cigarettes made 
wholly of tobacco, including both wrapper and filler, weighing not more than 5 


pounds per thousand, 50 cents per thousand; and on cigarettes weighing more | 


than 3 pounds per thousand, except as hereinbefore provided, namely, to be 
made wholly of tobacco, $ per thousand. 

Sec. 30. That on all original and unbroken factory packages of smoking and 
manufactured tobacco and snuff, held by manufacturers or dealers at the time 
the reduction herein provided for shall go into effect, upon which the tax has 
been paid, there shall be allowed a drawback or rebate of the full amount of 
the reduction, but the same shal! not apply in any case where the claim bas not 
been presented within sixty days following the date of reduction ; and such re- 
bate to manufacturers may be paid in stampsat the reduced rate; and no claim 
shall be allowed or drawback paid fora less amount than %. It shall be the 
duty of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to adopt such rulesand regulations and to prescribe and 
furnish such blanks and forms as may be necessary to carry this section into 
effect. For the payment of the rebates provided for in this section there is 
hereby appropriated any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 31. That section 3363, Revised Statutes, be, and hereby is, amended by 
striking out all after said number and substituting the following : 

**No manufactured tobacco shall be sold or offered for sale unless put up in 
packages and stamped, as prescribed in this chapter, except at retail by re- 
tail dealers; and every person who sells or offers for saleany snuff or any kind 
of manufactured tobacco not so put up in packages and stamped shal! be fined 
not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, and imprisoned not less than six months 
nor more than two years.” 

Sec. 32. That section 3392 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. as 
amended by section 16 of the act of March 1, 1879, is hereby amended to read as 
follows: , 

* Ali cigars shall be packed in boxes not before used for that purpose, con- 
taining respectively twenty-five, fifty, one hundred, two hundred, two hundred 
and fifty, or five hundredcigarseach : Provided, however, That manufacturers of 
cigars shall be permitted to pack in boxes not before used for that purpose cigars, 
notto exceed thirteen or less than twelve in number, to be used as sample boxes: 
and every person who sells, or offers for sale, or delivers, or offers to deliver, 
any cigars in any other form than in new boxes as above described, or who 
packs in any box any cigars in excess of or less than the number provided by 
law to be put in each box respectively, or who falsely brands any box or affixes 
astamp on any box denoting a less amount of tax than that required by law, 
shall be fined for each offense not less than $100 nor more than $1,000 and be 
imprisoned not less than six months nor more than two years: Provided, That 
nothing in this section shall be construed as preventing the sale of cigars at re- 
tail by retail dealers who have paid the special tax as such from boxes packed, 
stamped,and branded in the manner prescribed by law: And provided further, 
That every manufacturer of cigarettes shall put up all the cigarettes that he 
either manufactures or has made for him, and sells or removes for consumption 
or use, in packages or parcels containing ten,twenty, fifty, or one hundred cigar- 
ettes each, and shall securely affix to each of said packages or parcelsa suitable 
stamp denoting the tax thereon, and shall properly cance! the same prior to such 
sale or remova! for consumption or use, under such regulations as the Com- 
missioner of Interna! Revenue shall prescribe ; and al! cigarettes imported from 
a foreign country shall be packed, stamped, and the stamps canceled in like 
manner, in addition to the import stamp indicating inspection of the custom 
house befoxe they are withdrawn therefrom.”’ 

Sc, 33. That section 3357, as amended by section 2 of the act of June 9, 1880 
be amended by striking outall after the number and inserting in lieu 
the tollowing: 

“ Every collector shall keep a record, ina book or books provided for that 
purpose, to be open to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal rey- 
enue, including deputy collectors and internal revenue agents, of the name and 
residence of every person engaged in the manufacture of tobaceo or snuff in his 
district, the place where such manufacture is carried on, and the number ofthe 
manufactory ; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each manu- 
facturer, a copy of every inventory required by law to be made by such manu- 
facturer and an abstract of his monthly returns; and he shall cause the several 
manufactories of tobacco or snuff in his districtto be numbered consecutively, 
which numbers shall not be thereafter changed, except for reasons satisfactory 
to himself and approved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.” 

Src, 34. That section 3389 of said Revised Statutes, as amended by section 16 
of the act of March 1, 1879, be amended and re-enacted 80 as to read as follows: 

“Every collector shall keep a record, in a book provided for that purpose, to 
be open for the inspection of only the proper oflicers of internal revenue, includ 
ing deputy collectors and internal-revenue agents, of the name and residence 
of every person engaged in the manufacture of cigars in his district, the place 
where such manufacture is carried on, and the number of the manufactory : 
and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each manufacturer, an 
abstract of his inventory and monthly returns; and he shal! cause the several 
manufacturers of cigars in his district to be numbered consecutively, which 
number shall not thereafter be changed.” 

Sec. 35. That section 3369 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended by striking out all after the number and inserting the following: 

“The Commissioner of Internal Revenue shai! cause to be prepared suitable 
and special paper stamps for the paymentof the tax on tobacco and snuff, which 
shall indicate the weightand class of the article on which payment isto be made, 
and shall be affixed and canceled in the mode prescribed by the Commissioner 
of internal Revenue; and stamps when used on any wooden package shal! be 
canceled by sinking a portion of the same into the wood with a steel die, and 
also such export stamps asare required by law. Such stamps shall be furnished 
to the collectors requiring them, and each collector shall keep at all times a 
supply equal in amount to three months’ sales thereof, and shall sell the same 
only to the manufacturers of tobacco and snuff in their respective districts who 
have given bonds as required by law and to owners or consignees of tobacco or 
snuff upon the requisition of the proper custom-house officer having the custody 
of such tobacco or snuff, and to required by law to affix the same to 
tobacco or snuff on hand on the Ist day of January, 1869. And every collector 
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» each manufacturer or other person aforesaid: Provided, 
such stamps as may be required to stamp tobacco uff, or cigars, sold und 
distraint by any collector of internal revenue. o: st iy tobacco, snuff 
or cigars which may have mandoned, « and sold by 
r of court or of any Governme flicer e f t I -d States, 

may ider such rulesand reg ations asthe C¢ - ier of Internal Revenue 
shall prescribe > used by the « lector mak 8 1 sale, or f nished by a 
eollector to a United States 1 rshal, or to ‘ G ernm t off al 
ing such sale for the benefit of the United States sout making j nent for 
said stamps so used or delivered lany revenue collector using or furnish 
ing stamps in manner as aforesaid, on presenting vuchers Satisfa to the 
Commiasioner of Internal Rev i ! e allow credit f sal 1 8c 

| tling hisstamp account with the Department: . le ther, That As 
it shall appear that any abandoned, condemned rfeited ‘ Tr. « 
cigars, when offered for sale, will not bring a fj e equal to t { and 
payable thereon, such goods shall not be sold for consumpt e United 

} States; and upon application made to the Commissioner of Internal Reve 
he is authorized and directed to order the destruction of such tobacco, snuff, « 
cigars by the officers in whose custody or control the same may be at the tim 
and in such manner and under such latic st nissioner of erns 
Revenue may prescribe. 

Sec. 36, That section 3387 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 

amended by section 16 of the act of March 1, 187 and hereby is, amended b 
striking from the said section the following wor five hundred dollars, with 


an additional one hundred dollars for each pers 
him in making cigars,’’ and in lieu 
dollars.’ 

Sec. 37. 


yn proposed to be employed b 
thereof insert the words one hundred 
That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall assign one or mors 
internal-revenue storekeepers and gaugers to every vinegar factory employing 
the vaporizing process and lawfully established under this act, to have charg: 
of such factory uader the direction of the collector of the district, and may 
transfer such officer or officers from auy such vinegar factory or bonded or dis 
tillery warehouse to another. And there shall be levied and collected on each 
proof gallon, or fraction thereof, of distilled spirits or low wines produced i 
such a vinegar factory,to be paid by the proprietor of such factory,a tax of 
cents, which tax shall be assessed monthly by the Commissioner of Interna! 
Revenue, and shall be a first lien on the spirits produced, the factory, the stills 
vessels, fixtures, and tools therein, and the lot or tract of land on which the fa: 
tory is situated, from the time the spirits are in existence until the 
paid. 

Sec, 38. That section 3282 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
amended by section 5 of the act of March 1, 1879, be amended by st 
all after said number and inserting the following 

No mash, wort, or wash, fit for distillation or for the production of spiritso 
alcohol, shall be made or fermented in any building or on any premises othe 
than a distillery duly authorized according to law ; and no mash, wort, or wash 
so made or fermented shall be sold or removed from any distillery before bein, 
distilled ; and no person other than anauthorized distiller shall, by distillation 
or by any other process, separate the alcoholic spirits from any fermented mash 
wort, or wash; and no person shail use spirits or alcohol * * * in man 
facturing vinegar or any other article, or in any process of manufacture what 
ever, unless the spirits or alcohol so used shall have been produced in an au 
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thorized distillery and the tax thereon paid. Every person who violates an 
provision of this section shall be fined for cach offense not less than $5001 
more than $5,000, and be imprisoned not lees than six months nor more tha 
two years: Provided, That nothing in this section shall be construed to apy 
to fermented liquors or to fermented liquids used for the manufacture of vin 
gar exclusively. * * * Butitsball be lawful for manufacturers of negai 
to separate, by a vaporizing process, t alcoholic property from the pr 
duced by them, and condense the sam troducing it into the water or ot 
liquid used in making vinegar. 
**But no worm, goose-neck, pipe, conductor, or contrivance i di 
tion whatsoever whereby vapor might in a y ner be « veyed away « 
»ynverted into distilled spirits of high proof shall be used or employed o: 
fastened to or connected with y vaporizing apparatus used for the manufa 
ure of vinegar; nor shall any worm be permitted on or near t I nises wh 
such vaporizing process is carried on 
Nor shall any vinegar factor e manufacture of vinegar as aforesaid 
be permitted within 600 feet of ar ery or rectifying hous 
rhe manufacturer shall erect i room or building to be land ! 
for that purpose one or more receiv sterns of sufficient ca toholda 
the low wines or distilled spirits produced.during the day of twer four hours 
nto which shall be conveyed the entire product of each day, the cistern and cis 
tern-room to beconst1 linthe ma to be prescribed by the Com missions 
of Internal Revenue. Such sterns and the roomin which they are contained 
hall be in charge and under lock and seal of the storekeeper and gaurer; a 
all locks and seals requisite for that purpose shall be provided by the Comm 
sioner of Internal Revenue at the expense of the United States 
On or before the third day atter the s; ts or low w a 
such cisterns they shall be drawn off under the supervision of the reke 
and gauger; but before thesame are drawn off, or any part thereof, they sha 
be gauged and proved by the storekeeper and gauger, who shall ascertain and 
report to the collector of the district, in such mar ras shall be p bed | 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenu he quantity of h sy ‘ 
wines in wine and proof gallons 
“Itshall be unlawful to manufacture any distilled sy ‘ s 
vinegar factory of a greater strength than 30 per cent. of proof s; t anda 
spirits or low wines of a greater strength produced in a vinega ry sha 
be forfeited to the United States, together with all the stills, tools a 
utensils, materials, spirits, or low wines and vinegar on the } ses of 
factory. 
**No person shall remove, o1 ise to be removed, from regar fi 
or place where vinegar is made any vinegar or other fluid or materia! contai: 
ing a greater proportion than 2 per cent. of proof spirit« Any violation of tl 
provision shall incur a forfeiture of the vinegar, fluid, or material conta 
such of spirits, and shall subject the person or persons guilty of rein: 
the same to the punishment provided for any violation of this section 
And all the provisions of sections 3276, and 3278 of the Revised Statute 
fthe United States are hereby extended andr ipplicable to all premises 
vinegar is mariufactured, to all manufacturers of * gar and the 
1 or other persons employed by them. 
That every manufacturer of vine sister his vaporizing ap- 





paratus with the collector of the district in the same manner as is now required 
concerning stills set up, and be subject to all the penalties provided in sectio: 
$258 of the Revised Statutes of the United States for having in possession such 
an apparatus set up and not so registered 

Sec. 40. That every manufacturer of vinegar, before commencing or contin 
ing business, shall give duplicate notice in writing, subscribed by him, to th 
collector of the district in which the business is to be carried on, stating hi 
name and residence, and, if a firm,company, or corporation, the name and t 
residence of each member thereof; the precise place where such business is to 
be carried on; a particular deseription of the premises to be occupied, and 
the mash-tubs and fermenting tubs, and of the vaporizing and condensing ap- 
paratus to be used by him ; also whether the factory was established and ope 
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ated asa vinegar factory prior to March 1, 1879,or not; the distance of said 
factory in a direct line from the nearest distillery or rectifying house; the day 
when the manufacturer will commence to operate, and ali such additional par- 
ticulara as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may from time to time pre- 
serite; and ye | person failing to give such notice or giving a false or fraud- 
ulent notice shall be liable to the penalties provided in section 3259 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, 

Sec. 41. That every manufacturer of vinegar shall, before commencing or 
continuing the business, and on the lst day of May ou each succeeding year, give 
a bond in the form prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, con- 
ditioned that be shall faithfully comply with all provisions of law concerning 
the manufacture of vinegar by the use of alcoholic vapor. 

Said bond shall be, with at least two sureties, approved by the collector of the 
district,and for a penal sum of $5,000. A new bond may be required in any 
contingency affecting the validity or impairing the efficiency of the previous 
bond, at the discretion of the collector or the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue. Any manufacturer of vinegar as defined in this act who shall commence 
or continue the business after the passage of this act without giving such bond, 
or who fails or refuses to renew the same, or who gives any false, forged, or 
fraudulent bond, shall forfeit his factory and apparatus,and shall be fined not 
less than $500 nor more than $5,000,and imprisoned not less than six months 
nor more than two years. 

Src. 42. Every manufacturer of vinegar by the peiies process or per- 
son employed in such factory, who, in the absence of thestorekeeper or gauger 
or person designated to act as storekeeper and gauger, uses or causes or per- 
mits to be u any material for the purpose of maxing mash, wort, or beer, or 
for the production of spirits or low wines, or removes any spirits or low wines, 
shall forfeit and pay a tax of 90 cents per proof gallon onthe spirits so produced, 
distilled, or removed, and in addition thereto be liable toa nity of $1,000. 

Sxo. 43. That every manufacturer of vin shall keep a kin the form 
prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in which he shall enter 
daily the kind and quantity of all materials purchased by him and brought upon 
the premises to be used in the manufacture of vinegar, and from whom pur- 
ehased, the kind and quantity used each day; the quantity and strength of the 
vinegar manufactured, and the quantity sold or removed from the factory, and 
any other particulars that may from time to time be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue. Said book shall be kept at the factory, shall be 
awe for two years after the last entry is made therein, and shal! constantly 

open to the inspection of any revenue officer; and whenever any manufact- 
urer of vinegar shall omit or refuse to provide said book, or to make the entries 
required to made therein, or shall make any false and fraudulent entry 
therein, or shal! fail to preserve said book for the period required, or shall not 
uce said book for the inspection of any revenue officer, with intent to de- 
d, the factory, apparatus, the vinegar manufactured or in process of manu- 
facture, and all — property on said premises used in the business there 
earried on shall be forfeited to the United tes. 

Sec, 44. That storekeepers assigned to vinegar factories shall keep in a book 
to be provided for that purpose and in the manner prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, a daily account of the kind and quantity of material 
brought upon the premises and used in the manufacture of vinegar, the quan- 
tity and strength of the vinegar made, and the quantity sold or removed from 
the factory, and shall enter in said book all other particulars, and keep such 
other recordsand make such reports of the operation of the factory as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue may require. 

Sec, 45. That every age,cask, or barrel containing vinegar manufactured 
by the alcoholfe vaporizing process shall have plainly marked thereon when it 
leaves the factory and shall be so kept plainly marked while it contains such 
vinegar the words “spirit vinegar.’’ Any person or persons manufacturing, 
selling, or having in possession for the purposes of sale any such vinegar con- 
tained in any package, cask, or barrel not so marked shall upon conviction 
thereof pay a fine of & for each and every such package, cask, or barrel, and in 
addition thereto shall pay the costs of prosecution, 

Sec. 46. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may make all such regulations, not inconsistent 
with the provisions of thisact, as may be necessary to give full effect thereto. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CARLISLE and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the amendment will be re- 
garded as agreed to, striking out down to and including section 46, as 
numbered, on page 168. The reading of the bill will proceed, begin- 
ning at section 25, on page 168. 

The Chief Clerk read the section. The nextamendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance was, on page 162, line 11, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘5’’ and insert ‘‘10;'’ so as to make the section read: 


Smo. [47] 25. That an internal-revenue tax of $10 per pound shall be levied and 
eollected upon all opium manufactured in the Uni States for emoking pur- 
poses; and no person shall engage in such manufacture who isnot acitizen of 
the United Statesand who has not given the bond required by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


Sxe, [48] 26. That every manufacturer of such opium shall file with the col- 
lector of internal revenue of the district in which his manufactory is located 
such notices, inventories, and bonds, shall keep such books and render such 
returns of material and products, shall put up such signs and affix such num- 
ber to his factory, and conduct his business under such surveillance of officers 
and agents as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may, by regulation, require. Butthe bond required 
of such manufacturer shall be with sureties satisfactory to the collector of in- 
ternal revenue, and in a penal sum of not less than $5,000; and the sum of said 
bond may be increased from time to time and additional sureties required at 
the discretion of the collector or under instructions of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue. 

Sec, [49] 27. That all prepared smoking opium imported into the United States 
shall, before removal from the custom-house, be duly stamped in such man- 
ner as to denote that the duty thereon has been paid; and thatall opium manu- 
factured in the United States for smoking purposes, before being removed from 
the place of manufacture, whether for consumption or storage, shall be dul 
stamped in such permanent manner as to denote the payment of the intern 
"Sc. [50] 28 Treat th istons of existing 1 ing the engravi 

bo, (00) 23. That ths provisions of ex aws governing the e ving, 
issue, sale, accountability, effacement, canegaten, and d: struction stam 
relating to tobacco and snuff, as far as applicable, are hereby made toapply to 
stamps provided for by the preceding section. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
169, line 24, before the word ‘‘ sections,” to insert the words ‘‘ the pre- 
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ceding;’’ and after the word ‘‘sections,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ forty- 
eight, forty-nine, and fifty;’’ and, in line 25, after the word “ act,’’ 
to insert ‘‘ relating to opium;’’ so as to make the section read: 
Sec, [51] 29. That a penalty of not leas than $100 nor more than $1,000, or im- 
prisonment not less than one month nor more than one year, or both, in the 
discretion of the court, shall be imposed for each and every violation of the pre- 
ceding sections of this act relating to opium by any person or persons; and al! 
prepared smoking opium wherever found within the Uni States without 
stamps required by this act shall be forfeited. ' 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move tostrike from the section the minimum penalty 
in both cases. I move to strike out the words *‘less than one hundred 
dollars nor,’’ in the twentieth and twenty-first lines, and the words 
‘*less than one month nor,’’ in the twenty-second line; so as to read: 

Thata penalty of not more than $1,000, or imprisonment not more than one 
year, or both, in the discretion of the court, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 4, 
page 170, before the word ‘‘ wholesale,’’ to insert ‘‘Sec. 30. That,’’ 
and in line 5, after the word ‘‘returns,’’ to insert ‘‘in relation thereto;’’ 
80 as to read: 

Src. 30, That wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall keep such books and 
render such returns in relation thereto as the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may, by regulation, 

uire, and such books shall be open at all times tothe inspection of any inter- 
nal-revenue officer or agent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the amendments of the committee strik- 
ing out sections 53 to 61, inclusive, may be agreed to without reading the 
sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
means from section 52. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is section 53 of the print I have before me. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Beginning with the words ‘‘ Thatany 
producer of pure sweet wines? ’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Chair has. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is 53in the print I have before me. I ask that 
the amendment of the committee may be agreed to and the sections 
stricken out without reading down to and including section 60, I pre- 
sume, in the print the Chair has. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment of the committee proposing to 
strike out, on page 150, beginniag with section 52, downto and includ- 
ing section 60, on page 176, may be agreed to without reading the part 
proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In regard to section 61 in the Senator’s print, 
ought not that to remain? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have been unable to find out why 
that paragraph was inserted. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that in the present law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, itis not; and the commiitee thought it safer 
to have it stricken out than to have it retained. I do not know what 
the meaning of it is. The committee have never been able to find out 
why it was inserted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill to explain what the meaning was. Supposing it came from a de- 
liberative legislative body, I thought it had some meaning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The ony see meaning we thought it could 
have was some effect upon the Hawaiian treaty possibly, and we did 
not care to affect the Hawaiian treaty or to admit that there was any- 
thing in the Hawaiian treaty which created an obligation or contract 
on the part of the Government of the United States, as this language 
seems to imply. 

The sections referred to, proposed to be stricken out by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, are as follows: 

Src. 52. That any eeptenrest pose sweet wines, who is also a distiller, author- 
ized to from fermen grape-juice, under internal-revenue laws, wine 
spirits, may free of tax, in P of such sweet wines, under sucli 
sugulations and after the dling of ouch notices and honda, touether with the 
keeping of such records and the rendition of such reports as to materials and 

ucts, as the Commirsioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 

of the Treasury, may prescribe, so much of such wine spirits so sepa- 

rated by him as may be necessary to fortify the wine for the of the 
saccharine matter contained therein: Provided, That the wine spirits so used 
free of tax shall not be in excess of the amount required to in uce into such 


eet wines an alcoholic strength equal to 14 per cent. of the volume of suc! 
wines after outs use: Provided further, That such wine after such fortification 


the Revised Statutes of the United States : Provided b 
wine spirits free from tax shall be confined to the months of August, Septem- 
ber, Cctober, November, December, January, February, M and April of 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in determining the liability 
uice to assessment u section 3309 of the 
authorized to ailow such distiller credit 
in Soa tation for the wine spi used by him in preparing sweet wince 
un 
Src. the wine spirits mentioned in section 53 of this act is the product 
resulting from the distillation of fermented grape-juice, and shall be held to 
ly known as grape brandy; and the pure sweet 
in said is fermented 
grape- substance of any kind whatever 
ntroduced before, at the time of, or after fermentation, and such sweet wine 


The Chair supposes the Senator 


That is section 52 in the print the 
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shall contain not less than 4 per cent. of saccharine matte:, which saccharine 
strength may be determined by testing with Ballings’ saccharometer or must 
seale, such sweet wine, atter the evaporation of the spirit contained therein, 
and restoring the sample tested to original volume by addition of water. 

Sec, 54. That any person who shall use wine spirits, as defined by section 54 
of this act, or other spirits on which the internal-revenue tax has not been paid, 
otherwise than within the limitations set forth in section 55 of this act, and in 
accordance with the regulations made pursuant to this act,shall be liable to a 
penalty of double the amount ofthe tax on the wine spirits or other spirits so un- 
lawfully used. Whenever it isimpracticable in any case toascertain the quantity 
of wine spirits or other spirits that have been used in violation of this act in 
mixtures with any wines all alcohol contained in such unlawful mixtures of 
wine with wine spirits or otherspirits, in exvess of 10 percent. shall be held to 
be unlawfully used: Provided, however, That if water has been added to such 
unlawful mixtures, either before. at the time of, or after such unlawful use of 
wine spirits or other spirits, all the alcohol contained therein shal! be considered 
to have been unlawfully used. In reference to alcholic strength of wines and 
mixtures of wines with spirits in this act the measurement is intended to be 
according to volume and not according to weight. 

Sec. 55. That under such regulations and official supervision, and upon the 
execution of such entries and the giving of such bonds, bills of lading, and 
other security as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, any producer of pure sweet wines 
as defined by thisact may withdraw wine spirits from any special bonded ware- 
house, free of tax, in original packages, in any quantity not less than 80 wine 
gallons, and may use so much of the same as may be required by him, under 
such regulations, and after the filing of such notices and bonds, and the keep- 
ing of such records, and the rendition of such reports as to materials and prod- 
ucts and the disposition of the same as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, in fortify- 
ing the pure sweet wines made by him, and for no other purpose, in accordance 
with the limitations and provisions as to uses, amount to be used, and period 
for using the same set forth in section 53 of this act; and the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, is au- 
thorized, whenever he shall deem it to be necessary for the prevention of vio- 
lations of this law, to prescribe that wine spirits withdrawn under this section 
shall not be used to fortify wines except at a certain distance prescribed by him 
from any distillery, rectifying house, winery, or other establishment used for 
producing or storing distilled spirits, or for making or storing wines other than 
wines which are so fortified, and that in the building in which such fortification 
of wines is practiced no wines or spirits other than those permitted by his reg- 
ulation shall be stored. The use of wine spirits free of tax for the fortification 
of sweet wines under this act shall be begun and completed at the vineyard of 
the wine-grower where the grapes are crushed and the grape-juice is expressed 
and fermented, such use to be under the immediate supervision of an officer 
of internal revenue, who shall make returns describing the kinds and quan- 
tities of wine so fortified, and shall affix such stamps and seals to the packaywes 
containing such wines as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; and the Com- 
missioner ot Internal Revenue shall provide by regulations the time within 
which wines so fortified with the wine spirits so withdrawn may be subject to 
inspection, and for final accounting for the use of such wine spirits and for 
rewarehousing or for payment of the tax on any portion of such wine spirits 
which remain not used in fortifying pure sweet wines. 

Sec. 56, That wine spirits may be withdrawn from special bonded warehouses 
at the instance of any person desiring to use the same to fortify any wines, in 
accordance with commercial demands of foreign markets, when such wines are 
intended for exportation, without the payment of tax on the amountof wine 
spirits used in such fortification,under such regulations, and after making such 
entries, and executing and filing with the collector of the district from which 
the removal is to be made such bonds and bills of lading, and giving such other 
additional security to prevent the use of such wine spirits free of tax otherwise 
than in the fortification of wine intended for exportation, and for the due ex- 
portation of the wine so fortified, as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of 
Internai Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of, the Treasury; and all 
of the provisions of law governing the exportation of distilled spirits free of 
tax, so far as applicable, shall apply to the withdrawal and use of wine spirits 
and the exportation of the same in accordance with this section; and the Com- 
nissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized, subject to approval by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, to prescribe that wine spirits intended for the fortification 
of wines under this section shall not be introduced into such wines except under 
the immediate supervision of an officer of internal revenue, who shall make 
returns describing the kinds and quantities of wine so fortified, and shall affix 
such stampsand seals to the packages containing such wines as may be pre- 
seribed by the Commissioner of Interna! Revenue, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. Whenever such wine spirits are withdrawn as pro- 
vided herein for the fortification of wines intended for exportation by sea they 
shall be introduced into such wines only after removal from storage and ar- 
rival alongside of the vessel which is to transport the same; and whenever 
transportation of such wines is to be effected by land carriage the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Trea-ury, shall 
prescribe such regulations as to sealing packages and vehicles containing the 
same, and as to the supervision of transportation from the point of departure, 
which point shall be determined as the place where such wine spirits may be 
introduced into such wines to the point of destination as may be necessary to 
insure the due exportation of such fortified wines, “ 


Sec, 57. That all provisions of law relating to the reimportation of any goods 
of domestic growth or manufacture which were originally liable to an internal- 
revenue tax shall be, as far as applicable, enforced against any domestic wines 
sought to be reimported ; and duty shall be levied and collected upon the same 
to the extent of the distilled spirits contained therein which were originally 
liable to internal-revenue tax; and in case it is impracticable to determine the 
exact amount of such distilled spirits liable to tax, the rule for levying the duty 
thereon at the port of entry shall be by considering all the alcohol in such wines, 
other than sweet wines, in excess of 15 per cent. by volume, to be subject to 
duty at the rate of 90 cents per proof gallon, or at the same rate tor each frac- 
tional gallon, and all domestic wines containing more than 24 per cent., by 
volume, of alcohol sought to be reimported from foreign countries shail be 
classed as alcoholic liquors, and taxed at the port of entry at the rate of 90 cents 
per wine gallon for each lon of such liquors, if not exceeding in strength 
that of proof spirits, and if exceeding the strength of proof spirits, then at the 
rate of 90 cents per proof gallon: Provided, however, That if any distilled spirits 
have been added to such wines of domestic growth after they have been ex- 
ported to foreign ports, or if such wines have been compounded with any tor- 
eign wines or other substances not produced from grapes, the rate of duty levied 
and collected on the same, when reimported, shall be equal to that levied ard 
collected on foreign produ-ts of a similar nature. 

Sec.58, Thatany person using wine spirits or other spirits which have not 
been tax-paid in fortifying wine otherwise than as provided for in this act, shal! 
be guilty ofa misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be punished for 
each offen — fine of not less than $200 nor more than $2,000, and for every 
offense other n the first also by imprisonment for not less than thirty days 
nor more than one year. 

Sec.59. That wine spirits used in fortifying wines may be recovered from such 
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wine only on the premises of a duly authorized grape brandy distiller; and fox 
the purpose of such recovery wines so fortified may be received as material on 
the premises of such a distiller, on a special permit of the collector of internal 
revenue in whose district the distillery is located; and the distiller will be heid 
to pay the tax on a product from such wines as will include both the alcoholic 
strength therein produced by the fermentation of the grape-juice and that ob- 
tained from the added distilled spirits, 
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Sec, 60, That nothing in this act shall in any way change or impair the foree 
or effect ofany treaty between the United States and any other Government, or 
any laws passed in pursuance of or for the execution of 
as such treaty shall remain in force in respect of the 8 embraced in this 
act; but whenever any such treaty, as the respects said subjects, 
shall expire or be otherwise terminated, the provisions of this act shall be in 
force in all respects in the same manner and to the same extent 
treaty had existed at the time of the passage hereof. 

Mr. HEARST. Iask attention to page 170, section 53, 
sire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sevator from California pro- 
poses to amend the part intended to be stricken out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What section ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
Chair. 

Mr. HEARST. Mr. President, I move that the Senate recede from 
the committee amendments beginning on page 170 and concluding on 
page 178, including sections 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59,60, and61l. The 
object of this motion is to keep the House bill just as it came to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that will not be done. The committee 
have under consideration several modifications to the sections included 
in the notice given by the Senator from California, and either in con- 
ference or elsewhere I have no doubt that the sections will be made 
satistactory to the Senator from California. 

Mr. HEARST. ‘That is all I ask. 

The PRESIDENT pre te? ipore. Is there objection to the request ol 
the committee that the amendments be agreed to proposing to strike 
out the sections without reading the parts to be stricken out, being 
from section 52 to section 60, inclusive ? 

Mr. GORMAN and others. No object ion. 

Mr. HEARST. I understand that I can rely upon the Senator in 
charge ot the bill to arrange the matter in conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The right of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to contest the amendments of the committee will occur in the 
Senate after the bill is reported from the Committee of the Whole, if 
he desires to have a vote taken upon them. 

Mr. HEARST. That is satistactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the request is agreed to. 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

64] 31. That on and after the day when this act shall go into effect all 
goods, wares, and merchandise previously imported, for which no entry has 
been made, and all goods, wares, and merchandise previously entered without 
payment of duty and under bond for warehousing. transportation, orany other 
purpose, for which no permit of delivery to the importer or his agent has been 
issued, shall be subjected to no other duty upon the entry or the withdrawal 
thereot than if the same were imported respectively after that day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to add to section 31 the foilowing proviso: 

Provided, That when duties are based upon the weight of merchandise de 
posited in any public or private bonded warehouse, said duties shall be levied 
and collected upon the weight of such merchandise at the time of its with 
drawal. 

Mr, CARLISLE, 
duties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands there is no 
objection to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No. If there is shrinkage, of course the proviso 
reduces the amount upon which the duty is to be paid. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The Chief Clerk read as tollows 

Sec. (62) 32. That all goods, wares, articles, and merchandise manufactured 
wholly or i. part in any foreign country by convict labor, shall not be entitled 
toentry at any of the ports of the United States, and the importation thereof is 
hereby prohibited, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to prescribe 
such regulations as may be necessary for the enforcement of this provision. 

Mr. HOAR. [should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode Is] 
and if that is a new section. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; that is new. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me it is avery sweeping clause, because 
there may be manufactured by convict labor articles which are never 
produced in this country at all and which do not come in competition 
with anything here. It involves an inquiry into every article that 
comes in. It seems to me that it onght to be so limited certainly as to 
apply only to such articles as may by possibility come into competi 
tion with our labor. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that 
we had better disagree to that section, and the conference can make a 
modification which will accomplish the object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam afraid the action of the Senate might be mis- 
construed in the matter; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think that we ought to decline to legislate fox 
ear our action will be misconstrued. It will be understood when the 
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bill comes out. It will beall right. I hope that the section will be 
disagreed to. I move to strike out the section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the part 
preposed to be stricken out. 

The Cuter CierKk. Strike ont section 32, on page 178, in the fol- 
lowing words: 





Sec. 32, Thatal!l goods, wares, articles, and merchandise manufactured wholly 
or in part in any foreign country by convict labor, shall not be entitled to entry 
at any of the ports of the United States, and the importation thereof is hereby 
prohibited, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to prescribe such 
regulations as may be necessary for the enforcement of this provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to strike out the section. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR. On page 132 there is an amendment of the committee 
to paragraph 729, which was passed in my absence, and which I de- 
signed to oppose. I move to reconsider the vote by which that amend- 
ment was adopted, 

Mr. ALDRICH, We have not yet finished reading the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will repert the 
amendment referred to by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Cutev CLERK. Page 132, paragraph 729-— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we finish reading the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ithoughtitwascompleted. There was a motion made 
to strike out something near the beginning of the bill out of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; it was the section under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The readingof the bill will proceed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike out 
section 63, on page 179, in the following words: 

Sxc. 68. That sections 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, LI, 12, and 13 of the act entitled “An act to 
reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 
1883, sections 2191, 2499, 2500, 2508, 2504, 2505, 2508, 2509, 2515, and 3433 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, and all other acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed; but the repeal of ex- 
isting laws or modifications thereof embraced in this act shall not affect any act 
done, or any right accruing or accrued, or any suit or proceeding had or com- 
menced inany civil cause before the said repeal or modifications; butal! rights 
and liabilities under said laws shall continue and may be enforced in the same 
manner as if said repeal or modifications had not been made. Any offenses 
committed, and all penalties or forfeitures or liabilities incurred under any 
statute embraced in or changed, modified, or repealed by this act may be pros- 
ecuted and punished in the same manner and with the same effect as if this act 
had not been passed. Al! acts of limitation, whether applicable to civil causes 
and proceedings or to the prosecution of offenses or for the recovery of penal- 
ties or forfeitures embraced in or modified, changed, or repealed by this act, 
shal! not be affected thereby; and all suits, proceedings, or prosecutions, 
whether civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts done or committed prior to 
the passage of this act, may be commenced and prosecuted within the same 
time and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In line 19 of the section proposed to 
be stricken out the word ‘‘effect’’ should be changed to “ affect,’’ so 
that there may be no mistake in case it should be retained. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; it should be “ affect.’’ 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee proposing that the section be stricken 
out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In place of the section which has just been stricken 
out I move to insert: 

Sec. —. The value of foreign coin as expressed in the money of aceount of the 
United States shall be that of the pare metal of such coin of standard value; 
and the values of the standard coins in circulation of the various nations of the 
world shall be estimated quarterly by the Director of the Mint, and be pro- 
claimed by the Secretary of the Treasury on the Ist day of January, April, 
June, and October in each year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

Sec. [64]33. Thatall laws and parts of laws inconsistent with thisactare hereby 
repealed: Provided, however, That the repeal of existing laws, or modifications 
thereof, embraced in this act shall not affect any act done or any right accruing 
or accrued, or any suit or proceeding had or comm: in any civil cause be- 
fore the said repeal or modifications, but all rights and liabilities under said 
laws shall continue and may be enforced in the same manner as if said repeal 
or modification had not been made. 

Any offenses committed, and all penalties or forfeitures or liabilities incurred 
under any statute embraced in, or changed, modified, or ed by this act 
may be prosecuted and punished, in the same manner and with the same effect 
as if this act had not been passed. All acts of limitation, whether licable to 
clyil causes and proceedings or to the prosecution of offenses, or for the recovery 
of penalties or forfeitures, embraced in, or modified, changed, or repealed by 
this act, shall not beaffected thereby, and all suits, proceedings, or prosecutions, 
whether civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts done or committed prior to 
the passage of this act may be commenced and prosecuted within the same time 
and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The reading of the bill is concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like now to submit a conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Barr] 
stated that he had an amendment. I should like to dispose of that 
first, and then the conference report can be presented. 

Mr. BLAIR. On page 132, there was a Senate amendment in par- 
agraph 729, which was passed in my absence, and which I desired to 
oppose. I ask unanimous consent that the vote may be reconsidered 
by which the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

- The Cater CLerK. Page 132, line 9, 729, alter ‘ United 
States’ the Senate as in Committee of the W agreed to the amend- 
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ment of the Committee on Finance proposing, to strike out the words 
‘not exceeding $500 in value;’’ so as to read: 


Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) of persons 
arriving in the United States. 


Mr. BLAIR. I will simply move to reconsider as I do not care to 
delay the action of the Senate, and I shall make a statement, and wil! 
ask for a vote in the Senate upon theamendment. This relates to the 
importation of wearing apparel by Americans or all others who come 
to this country from abroad. The part stricken out as it came from 
the House of Representatives prohibits the bringing into the country 
of manufactured clothing for personal use exceeding the value of $500. 
The amendment of the Senate strikes that out, so that the amount 
whieh may be brought in as personal apparel may be unlimited in 
value. 

It is complained by the merchant tailors of New York and other 
cities, that under this unlimited provision, as it has been hitherto, enor- 
mous importations of wearing apparel made abroad have been made in 
practical fraud of the law, so that the merchant tailors’ trade has been 
very greatly injured in many of the larger cities and places of the 
country. 

I have here a letter from arepresentative of the trade whose namie is 
familiar to the Senate, Robert Blissert, of New York. He writes a 
short statement with reference to this matter which I wish to place be- 
fore the body, so that when we get into the Senate and vote upon con- 
curring in the amendment the matter may be understood. He says: 


lam atailor, a merchant tailor. Upon that trade I depend for a living and to 
keep my family. It is with regard to that section of the working class that | 
wish to speak, and much that I shall have to say with regard to them holds 
good with regard to the rest of the working class as well. 

During the last twenty-odd years the of this city has about doubled. 
Yet what has been the fate of the tailor? Have his members in- 
creased in population,or atall? Have his wages kept pace with the increasing 
——- of culture around about him, or have they ever done as much as ** hold 

neir own?” 

There are no more tirst-class merchant and journeymen tailors in the city of 
New York to-day than there were twenty years ago; and as to their earn- 
ings, these have net only decreased, but they have become so pitiful and pre- 
carious that ruin and starvation stare the e@intheface. We have a Govern- 
ment established ostensibly for the of promoting the welfare of the 
people, and of “‘insuring te them and their deseendants the blessi of lib- 
erty.”” The party claimed to have at heart above eve ing the 
interests of the workingmen and to wish to pretect them. Let me, at the out- 
set, declare emphatically that neither I nor any intell. t workingman I[ have 
ever meteither take any stoek in or haveatali been by the false pretense~ 
of the free-trade agitators, whom we all know well to be British hirelings, 
animated only by the wish common to all small capitalists of taking a hand in 
the skinningof labor. Yet how hasthe blican party carried out its pledges 
to the workingman, to the of the workin , for one? 

As the law stood before the = bill was counted to Congress, there 
was,as to this trade, protection on and absolute free trade on clothing. 
The McKinley bill proposedan amendment. No longer, as before, was unlim- 
ited clothing to be imported, but only clothing to the value of $506. This was 
weak; itwas bungling. Such a law could have had for its effect mainly to in- 
erease the revenue of the bribable customs inspector. For how could he be 
held to be posted as to the value of clothing? What would have prevented 
dozens, nay scores, of suits from being imported by one party with undervalu- 


ations? The fixing of acertain number ot suits, and very few at that, would 
have better answered the pu of honest legislation. Nevertheless, defect- 
ive and bungling as was this it was some improvemeut on previous con- 


has denied us. The clause has been 
capitalist manufacturer of cloth 
remains snugly under cover, the hard-worked tailor is left as exposed as if the 
Cobden Club itself ruled supreme at Washington. 

Our legislators have shown themselves to be the agents of the italist whose 


interests call for the degradation of American labor. The dude—not infre- 
quently a Republican, and fit only for a scarecrow in his baggy lo-mania 
rij r with eapitalistshave prevailed; their whisper has proved stronger 


than theloudery of labor. To them and to the demands of theirclass Congres+ 
has yielded. Now, as heretofore, the rich man, already ied with a suffi- 
ciency, will continue to add to that and to his comforts by a pleasant tri) 
to Eu and, by while there large outfits of the pauper-made 
clothing of England, which free from duty he can bring into this country. 
make money by the trip; buyers in the employ of unprincipled and g y 
im) houses of ee oe styles, in fact, many other American travelers 
in rope, will continue ir nefarious practice of allowing themselves to be 
used as a conduit through whieh London tailors may send to their customers 
here at regular seasons, and absolutely free of duty, the orders that have been 
mailed to them; and furthermore, the traveling agents of London tailoring 
firms will continue to come to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, even as far 
West as C take their orders and deliver them here, with the aid of ex- 
isting free on clothing, at a large profit, asif the United States were a co!- 


ony of 
‘The first-class tailors of this city and country, in the mean time, wil! continue 
to get only the oversloppings of the trade—such orders as are mainly after- 
thought or as may have come too late. And thus it ha that while the 
seasons were formerly as steady, now they have nk to barely half 
the time, and are so fitful no — of revenue can adem upon 
no ctueenecasma ae shall not go thro the long line of 
; 2 only mention the last stage, the sweating-shop ; and 
is that of the rest of the working people. You 
S as onthorasae Be. What 7 ae Sammey 
as exaggerated theories they now see fully verified. 
of Democrat or a the existing political par- 
nothing but the capitalist class. blicans and Demo- 
t toward powerfu! 


one country large debts, into the hands of the kers, 

legislate only for pote Gees een out into the cold to 
n down, exploited, and lowered to the of abject slavery. 

with the in his hands, moved by the spirit o! 

American freedom, is it likely he will patiently submit? 

Before the was concluded —— 

The PRESID pro tempore. The Chair is compelled regretfully 

to intimate to the Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I will ask leave to print the rest of the letter, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro ‘empore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say with reference to this matter, to which 
I rose before it was disposed of, to save the time of the Senate, I shall 
not now ask any action different trom that which has taken place be- 
fore in the Senate. 
and to ask action in the Senate—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether 
he will print all of the letter of which he has already read a part? 

Mr. BLAIR. I propose to print the whole letter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just as it has been read? 

Mr. BLAIR. Precisely as it has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is from a reputable gentleman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has once spoken on the 
question, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House requested the return of the follow- 
ling bills: 

A bill (H. R. 3070) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; and 

A bill (H. R. 5524) granting a pension to Anna Platt. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint res- 
olution (S. R. 109) providing for the printing of the Agricultural Re- 
port tor 1890. 


The message further announced that the House had agreed to the | 4 gair.- 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the | 


two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9486) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain publi« works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. BR. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley; 

A bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to John C. Morrison; 

A bill (H. R. 3573) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Bernhard Steuben; 

A biil (H. R. 3061) for the relief of David H. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 4224) to remove the charge of desertion against James 
Littleton; 

A bill (H. R. 


5074) granting a pension to George H. Rider; 
A bill (H. R. 


5686) for the relief of Timothy C, Barjerow; 

A bill (H. R. 5699) for the relief of Nicholas Duntee; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix; 

A bill (H. R. 6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling; 

A bill (H. R. 6563) for the reliet of John O. McDonald, alias Will- 
iam Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush- 
nell ; ; 

A bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly a pri- 
vate of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder; 

A bill (H. R. 9313) granting a pension to Mary D. McChesney; 

A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine 
Edmands; 

A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell; 

A bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker 

A bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss \\ 
Fogler; 

A bill (H. 

A bill CH. 
ton; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. R. 10572) 


R. 10031) 
R. 10075) 


granting a pension to William Tolle; 
granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- 


R,10121) 


granting a pension to Mary L. Nash; 
R. 10429) 


for the relief of Uriah Bryant; 
granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCulloh: 

A bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 

A bill (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough; 

A bill (H. R. 10858) granting a pension to Mary D. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 11050) to grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an 
army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 11069) for the relief of Alfred Crayton; 

A bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo 8. Coflin, late chaplain 
Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, 
late a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war with 
Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 11304) granting a pension to Mary J. Blackledge; 

A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 
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I desire to move to reduce thesum of $500 to $300 


9811 


The message further announced that the House had non-concurred 
bill (H. R. for the relie! 


-ailroad indemnity lands, agreed to the 


in the amendment of the Senate to the 5939 


on Northern Paci 


nee asked by 


Oi set 


cor the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Payson, Mr. HALL, and M1 
HOLMAN managers at the conference on the part of the Ho 
\ 
The PRESIDENT ; “guest o 
| the House of Representatives f I th ill I. k. 5524 
granting a pension to Anna Platt; and by unanimous consent the re 
quest was ordered to be complied with and the bill ret i to tl 


} 


A bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Green; and | 


A bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 215) to print the eulogies upon Samuel J. Randall; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


House of Representatives 
CLARA FOWLER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives for the return of the bill (fH. R. 3070 
granting a pension to Clara Fowler; and by unanimous consent the r 
quest was ordered to be complied with and the bill returned to the 

louse of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. . 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print the eulogies of Samuel J. 
Randall was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 
The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military 


A bill (H. R. 3573) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil 
tary record of Bernhard Steuben; 

A bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief of David H. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 4224) to remove the charge of desertion against James 
Littleton; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 


t. 5686) for the relief of Timothy C. Barjerow; 
t. 5699) for the relief of Nicholas Dunfee; 

4 bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell; 

\ bill (H. R. 11069) for the relief of Alfred Crayton; and 

A bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo 8S. Coffin, late chaplain 
Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

\ bill (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley; 

\ bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to John C. Morrison; 

A bill (H. R. 5074) granting a pension to George H. Ride 

\ bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix: 

A bill (H. R. 6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling 


fd ed feet ed 


A bill (H. H. 6563) for the relief of John O. McDonald, alias William 
Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson 

A bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush- 
ne i 

\ bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly a 


private of Company D, Ninety 
A bill (H. R. 9302) granting 


-sixth Regiment of Chio Volunteers 
a pension to John Seudder; 


4 bill (HL. R. 9313) granting a pension to Mary D. McChesney; 

\ bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine 
Edmands; 

A bill (H. it. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamak« 

\ bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M 
bogie! 

A bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle 

A bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring 
ton; 

A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash 

A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCulloh 

\ bill (H, R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart 


\ bill (11. R. 10709) 

A bill (H. R. 10735) 

A bill (H. R. 10858) 

A bill (H. R. 10928 

A bill (H. R. 11050 
army nurse; 

A bill (H, R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder 
late a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the wat 
with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 11304) granting a pension to Mary J. Blackledge; 

A ‘bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers 


granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 
granting a pension to Harriet J. 
granting a pension to Mary D. 
granting a pension to Agnes kh. Rice; 


to grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs a 


Yarbrough 


Jones 


A bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Green: and 
A bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. I submit a conference report, and ask that it may 


| read, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. Is it the 
purpose of the Senator from Maine to ask for the consideration of the 


| 


report this evening? 
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Mr. FRYE. I suppose there is just about time to read it through. 
The report was read, as follows: 


the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (FL. R. 9486) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public work on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 26, 32, 34, 44, 48, 49, 51, 
4, 60, 84, 86, 101, 147, 148, 149, 168, 187, 209. 233. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 4,5, 6,8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28, 29, 31, 35, 36, 
40, 45, 46, 47, 50, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 63, 64, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 76, 77, 78, 79, 82, 83, 87, 89, 
90, 91,92,9 , 04, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 103, 104, 106, 107, 109, 110, 111, 112, 115, 116, 117, 118, 
119, 120, 21, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 129, 130, 131, 132, 183, 134, 135, 136, 137, 142, 143, 145, 
146, 150, 151, 1592, 153, 194, 155, 156, 157, 158, 161, 162, 163, 1/0, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176,177, 
179, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 
202, 208, 204, 205,206, 207, 208, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 247, 218, 219, 221, 22%, 224, 225, 226, 
227, 228, 220, 230, 231, 232, 235,236; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered Ll: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered J, and ree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment, insert 
** $40,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the words ‘‘this money” in said amendment and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “said twenty thousand dollars,’ so that the pro- 
viso shall read: ‘Provided, That no expenditure of said $20,000 shall be made 
until the draws in the Arsenal strect and Market street bridges shall be made 
to conform to the projected channel without cost to the United States; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendinent of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $75,000;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15 and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert *‘ $120,000; *’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘'$30,000;"’ also after 
the word “ Point” insert a comma andthe word “ Connecticut ;" and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment nambered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘* $100,000;" and the 
senate agree to the same. , 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words ‘four hundred thousand dollars” 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ** $200,000: Provided, That contracts 
may be entered into by the Secretary of War for the work required for the im- 
provement of the Delaware River between the cities of Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Camden, N. J., according to the plan reported by the Board of Engineers and 
transmitied to Congress April 7, 1888, and printed as House Executive Docu- 
ment No, 260, Fiftieth Congress, first session, or such modifications thereof as 
may be determined upon by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the cost of 
the improvement shall not be thereby increased, to be paid for as appropriations 
may from time to time be made by law;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out * $500,000" and in lieu thereof in<ert the 
following: ‘$340,000: Provided, That such contracts as may be desirable may be 
entered into by the Secretary of War for the completion of the existing project, 
or anv part of same, to be paid for as appropriations may from time totime be 
made by law;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘ $370,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “ $35,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “* $20,000; "" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after the word “into” and before the word 
“for,” in the third line of said amendment, the words “by the Secretary of 
War;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed, insert the follow- 
ing: “Continuing improvements, $30,000, of «hich $8,700 may in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War be expended in d ng and deepening the channel 
of Grand River from its mouth to the new docks on the west side of the same; " 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

-Ameadment numbered 42: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert at the end of said amendment the words “ or 
by Congress ;’' and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after the words “Secretary of War,” where 
they oceur in said amendment, the words “said right to be always revocable 
by him or by Congress ;” and the Senate agree to same. . 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘$40,000; "" and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its dixagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to thesame with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$25,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its ment to 
theamendmentof the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $165,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 72; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 72 and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following : 

‘Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing inaprovement, $250,000 - 
and the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing said 
Harlem River to be replaced by other bridges at the expense of the owners 
thereof as soon as the necessary legislation, if any such legislation be necessary, 
shall have enabled the change in e to the approaches of said brid, thus 
required to be made, the owners of said bridges being allowed a reasonable time 
in which to complete the work necessary for said approaches ; said bridges shall 
leave a clear space between the under sides thereof and the high water of spring- 
tides of 24 feet, and shall be provided with draw-spans and draws of the widt 
and length to be determined by the Secretary of War, and shall in all respects 
comply with this law and conform tothe requirements of the Secretary of War: 
Provided, That the Secretary of War shal! prescribe the times and regulations 
for the opening and operating of the draws in said bridges. but said draws shal! 
not be opened except for vessels propelled by steam with or without vessels in 
tow; nor shall they be required to be opened at any time other than between 
10 o'clock in the forenoon and 5 o'clock in the afternoon.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “* $45,000 ;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following: ‘That whenever the proceedings com- 
meneced by the United States against the Monongahela Navigation Company, 
a corporation organized under the laws of Pennsyivania, to condemn lock and 
dam No. 7, constituting a part of the improvement in water communication in 
the Monongahela River between Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, and 
a point at or near Morgantown, in the State of West Virginia, shall be finally 
determined, and the United Statesshall have acquired the title to said lock and 
dam No, 7 and its appurtenances, the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to negotiate for and purchase, at a cost not to exceed 
$162,000, lock and dam No. 6 and its appurtenances of the Monongahela Nav- 
igation Company, also constituting a part of said improvement; and the sum 
of $162,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is bereby appropriated 
outof any moneys inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated for consuimmat- 
ing aid purchase, the same to be paid onthe warrant of the Secretary of War 
upon fulland absolute conveyance to the United States of the said lock and 
dam No, 6and its appurtenances of the said Monongahela Navigation Com- 
pany; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment ot the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following: ** In the eventof the inability of the Sec- 
retary of War to make voluntary purchase of said lock and dam No.6 and its 
appurtenances for said sum of $162, 000,or a less sum, then the Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized and directed to institute and carry to completion proceed- 
ings for the condemnation of said lock and dam No. 6, and itsappurtenances, said 
condemnation proceedings to be as prescribed and regulated by the provisions 
of the grenera! railroad law of Pennsylvania, approved February 19, 1549, and its 
supplements, except that the United States shall not be required to give any 
bond, and except that jurisdiction of said proceedings is hereby given to the 
cireuit court of the United States for the western district of Pennsyivania, with 
right of appeal by either pariy to the Supreme Court of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That in estimating the sum to be paid by the United States, the franchise 
of said corporation to collect tolls shall not be considered or estimated ; and the 
sum of $,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise aposepens , to pay the 
necessary costs of said condemnation proceedings; and upon final judgment 
being entered therein the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to draw his warrant on the Treasury for the amount of said judgment and costs, 
and said amount for the payment thereof is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. And when said lock and 
dam No. 6and its appurtenances shall have been acquired by the United States, 
whether by purchase or condemnation, the Secretary of War stall take charge 
thereof, and the same shail thereafter be subjected to the provisions of section 
4 of an act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation for certain public work on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,’ approved July 5, 1884; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with av 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ** $280,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “* $20,000;"’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment asfollows: Strike out the words “three hundred and forty thou- 
sand dollars *’ where they occur in said amendment and subsitute therefor the 
words “three hundred thousand dollars ;" and the Senate agrce to the same. 

Atnendment numbered 88: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘*$170,000;’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its disegreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘* $170,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘* $150,000;"" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: Substitute for the sum proposed “#475,000;"’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

A ment numbered 113: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: Insert, after the word “into” and before the word 
“for,” in the fourth line of said amendment, the words “by the Secretary of 
War;” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num 114: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert, after the word “into” and before the word 
“for,” in the fourth line of said amendment, the words“ by the Secretary of 


War;” and er eee 

Amendment 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and to the sare with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro: , insert ‘*$3,200,000;” and 
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at the end of said amendment strike out the period and insert a colon, and add 
the following: “ Provided, That the amount expended from such sum for work | 
at the harbors aforesaid shal! not exceed $600,000, and the amount expended at | 
the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of Red River for the rectification 
thereof pursuant to the plan heretofore adopted, including keeping open a nav- | 
igabie channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississippi | 
River, shall not exceed $250,000." Also, insert after the word “surveys,”’ in | 
line 10 of said amendment, the words “including the survey from the Head ot | 
the Passesto the headwaters of the river;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In Neuofthe words * nine hundred thousand dollars,’ where 
they occur in said amendment, insert ‘* $300,000." Strike out the words “to | 
Sioux City, inclusive,” in lines 6 and 7 of said amendment. After the word i 
“him,” and before the colon, in line 8 of said amendment, insert the words ‘in 
reaches to be designated by them; and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ** $500,000; '’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. | 

Amendment numbered 140: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 140, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘ $435,000; '’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered lil: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 14], and agree to the same with an | 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘ $475,000 ;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “$70,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. | 

Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with an | 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed and in licu thereof in- | 
sert the following additional sections, to be numbered sections 6,7,8,9,10,11: | 

“Sec. 6, That it shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, 
suffer, or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from,or out of 
any ship, vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, or from the shore, pier, | 
wharf, furnace, manufacturing establishments, or mills of any kind whatever, | 
any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, rubbish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, saw- 
dust, slag, cinders, ashes, refuse, or other waste of any kind, into any port, road, 
roadstead, harbor, haven, navigable river,or navigable waters of the United | 
States which shall tend to impede or obstruct navigation, or to deposit or place 
or cause, suffer, or procure to be deposited or placed, any baliast, stone, slate, 
gravel, earth, rubbish, wreck, filth, an. edgings, sawdust, or other waste in any | 
place or situation on the bank of any navigable waters where the same shall be | 
liable to be washed into such navigable waters, either by ordinary or high tides, | 
or by storms or floods, or otherwise, whereby navigation shall or may be im- | 
peded or obstructed: Provided, That nothjng herein contained shall extend or | 
be construed to extend to the casting out, unlading, or throwing out of any | 
ship or vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, any stones, rocks, bricks, 
lime, or other materials used, or to be used, in or toward the building, repairing, 
or keeping in repair any quay, pier, wharf, weir, bridge, building, or other 
work lawfully erected or to be erected on the banks or sides ofany port, har- 
bor, haven, channel, or navigable river, or to the casting out, unlading, or depos- 
iting of any material excavated for the improvement of navigable waters, into 
such places and in such manneras may be deemed by the United States officer 
supervising said improvement most judicious and practicable and for the best 
interests of such improvements, or to prevent the depositing of any substance 
above mentioned under a permit from the Secretary of War, which he is hereby 
authorized to grant, in any place designated by him where navigation will not 
be obstructed thereby. a 

“Sec.7. That it shall not be lawful to build any wharf, pier, dolphin, boam, 
dam, weir, break water, bulkhead, jetty, or structure of any kind outside estab- 
lished harbor-lines, or in any navigable waters of the United States where no 
harbor-lines are or may be established, without the permission of the Secretary 
of War, inany port, roadstead, haven, harbor, navigable river, or other waters 
of the United States,in such manner as shall obstruct or impair navigation, 
commerce, or anchorage of said waters, and it shall not be lawtul hereafter to 
commence the construction of any bride, bridge-draw, bridge piers and abut- 
ments, causeway, or other works over or in any port, road.roadate d, haven, har- 
bor,navigable river,or navigable Waters of the United States,under any act ofthe 
Legislative Assembly of any State, until the location and p!an of such bridge or 
other works have been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of War. or 
to excavate or fill, or in any manner to alter or modify the course, location, con- 
dition, or capacity of the channel of said navigable water of the United States, 
unless approved and authorized by the Secretary of War: Provided, that this 
section shall not apply toany bridge, bridge-draw, bridge piers. and abutments 
the construction of which has been heretofore duly authorized by law, or beso 
construed as to authorize the construction of any bridge, draw-bridge, bridge 
piers and abutments, or other works, under an act of the Legislature of any 
State over or in any stream, port, roadstead, haven or harbor, or other naviga- 
ble water not wholly within the limits of such State. 

“Sec, 8. Thatall wrecks of vessels and other obstructions to the navigation of 
any port. roadstead, harbor, or navigable river, or other navigable waters of the 
United States, which may have been permitted by the owners thereof or the 
parties by whom they were caused to remain, to the injury of commerce and 
navigation for a longer period than two months, shall be subject to be broken 
up and removed by the Secretary of War, without liability for any damage to 
the owners of the same. 

“Sec. 9. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to take pos- 
session of or make use for any exclusive purpose, or build upon, alter, deface, 
destroy, injure, obstruct, or in any other manner impair the usefulness of any 
sea-wall, bulkhead, jetty, dike, levee, wharf, pier, or other work built by the 
United States in whole or in part, for the preservation and improvement ofany 
of its navigable waters, or to prevent floods, or as boundary marks, tide-gauges, 
surveying stations, buoys, or other established marks nor remove for ballast 
or other purposes any stone or other material composing such works. 

“Sec, 10. That the creation of any obstruction, n -t affirmatively authorized 
by law, to the navigable capacity of any waters, in respect of which the United 
States has jurisdiction, is hereby prohibited. The continuance of any such ob- 
struction, except bridges, piers, docks, and wharves, and similar structures 
erected for business purposes, whether heretofore or hereafter created, shal! 
constitute an offense, and each week's continuance of any such obstruction shall 
be deemed a separate offense. Every person and every corporation which shall 
be guilty of creating or continuing any such unlawful obstruction in this act 
mentioned, or who shall violate the provisions of the last four preceding sec- 
tions of this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor,and on conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $.000, or by imprisonment (in 
the case of a natural person) not exceeding one year, or by both such punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court. The creating or continuing of any unlaw- 
ful obstruction in this act thentioned may be prevented and such obstruction 
may be caused to be removed by the injunction of any circuit court exercising 
jurisdiction in any district in which such obstruction nay be threatened or 


| figure “*13,"’ soas to read 


|} amendment as follows 


| the amendment of the Senate numbered 





may exist; and proper proceedings in equity to this end may be ins‘ituted un 
der the direction of the Attorney-General of the United States. 

“Sec. 11. That it shail be the duty of officers and agents having the super- 
vision, on the part of the United States, of the works in progress for the preset 
vation and improvement of said navigable waters, and, in their absence, of the 
United States collectors of customs and other revenue officers, to enforce the 
provisions of this act by giving information tothe district attorney of the United 
States for the district in which any violation of any provision of this act shall 
have been committed: Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply 
to Torch Lake, Houghton County, Michigan 

Amendment numbered 160: That the House 


recede from its disagreement to 











the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure 7" and insert in lieu thereof the 
figure ** 12,"’ so as to read ** Sec. 12;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede trom its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 164, and agree to th ame with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure "8" and insert in lieu thereof the 


figure ** 13,’’ so as to read “Sec. 13;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 165: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the seme with an 
amendmentas follows: Strike out the figure “9 and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘Sec. 14; and the Senate agree tothe same. 
Amendment numbered 166: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 166, and agree to the same with an 
amendment asfollows: Strike out the figure * 10'’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the figure *'15,"’ go as to read “ Sec, 15;"' and the Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 167: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the {gure “11"’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the figure ‘*16,"’ so as to read ‘‘Sec. 16;"' and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 169: That the House recede from its disagreeme 
the amendment of the Senate numbered and agree to 
Strike out the figure *‘12”’ and insert in ljeu thereof 
the figure ** 17,’ so as to read “Sec, 17;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 178: That the House recede from its disagre 
78, and agree to the 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ Melbourne’ and 
thereof the word “ Titusville;”’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 180: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 180, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add atthe end of the amendment proposed the follow 


nt to 


169, the same with an 





ement to 
same with an 


insert in lieu 


| ing paragraph : 


“St. Augustine: For improvement of channel! so as to make a deep-sea cha 
nel over the outer and inner bars. 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 210: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 210, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ Champlain's” in said amend- 


ment, and insert in lieu thereof the word ' 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 220: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 220, and agree 
amendment as follows 
ing paragraph: 

** Newport Habor, south of Goat Island, with a view to the 
spit at the south end of the island, 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 222: That the Honse reced 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 222 
amendment as follows 


Champlin’s;’’ and the Senate agree 


to the same with an 
Add at the end of the amendment proposed the follow 


removal of the 


from its disagreement to 
and agree to the same with an 
Add at the eud of the matter proposed to be stricken 
outthe word * Waco,” so thatthe provision will read, ‘ 
mouth to Waco;”’ and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 234: That the House recede from its disagreem 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 234,and agree to the same 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure “ 13’ 
the figure ** 18,’ so as to read * See, 18 


Brazos River from its 


nt to 
with an 
and insert in lieu thereof 
and the Senate agree to the same 


WM. P. FRYE, 

i. N. DOLPH, . 

M. W. RANSOM, 

Vanagers on the part of the Senate 
rHos, J. HENDERSON 

c. H. GROSVENOK 

NEWTON C. BLANCHARD 
Managers on the part of the House 


While the report was being read—— 

Mr. FRYE. The sections 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, which are inserted 
are taken bodily and exactly trom a bill which has passed the Senate 
three times and has been read overand overagain. [| ask th: 
ing of those sections may be dispensed with. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the subject? 

Mr. FRYE. The obstruction of rivers and harbors, 

Mr. CARLISLE, The sameas the bill the Senator from Oregon [ Mi 
DoLru | offered ? 

Mr. FRYE. The same as the bill the Senator from O: red. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair doubts very much whether 
less than aquorum is competent to give unanimous consent to anything. 

Mr. FRYE. I think if there was a roll-cail there would bea quorum 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chai: 
the reading of the sections will be omitted. 

The reading of the report having been concluded 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, before the vote is taken upon con- 
currence I wish to leave on record in the way of protest a few feeble 
words. 

The Senate will recollect the controversy concerning the Harlem 
River, nine, ten, or eleven bridges over that river, and the proposition 
to legalize draw bridges, sanctioning them by national action. It 
provided in this compromise: 


if the read 


‘yon Ou 


hears no objection, and 


is 


And the Seeretary of War is directe 


said Harlem River 


| to cause the low bridges now crossin 


If I recollect aright, 14 feet above water— 


to be replaced by other bridges at the expense of the owners thereof as sox 
the necessary legislation, if any such legislation be necessary. shall have « 

abled the change in grade to the approaches of said bridges thus required to be 
made, the owners of said bridges being allowed a reasonable time in which to 


ma 
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complete the work necessary for said approaches; said bridges shall leave a 
clear space between the under sides thereof and the -_ ee of 

of 24 feet, and shall be provided with and ws of the width and 
length to be determi by the Secretary of War, and shail in all respects com- 
ply with this law and conform to the requirements of the Secretary of War: 
Provided, That the Secretary of War shall the times and regulations 
jor the opening and operating of the draws in said bri: , but said draws shall! 
not be opened except for veesels propelled by steam with or without vessels in 
tow; nor shall they be required to be at any time other than between 
10 o'clock in the forenoon and 5 o'clock in the afternoon. 


I know it is understood that this is in some way to be defeated by 
preventing the State of New York from giving its assent: That is the 
theory. My belief is that the theory is thatthe Stateof New York will 
never give—if necessary, it says there—the consent, but they will be 
able to make this argument, that the Congress of the United States has 
ordered those bridges raised to 24 feet high. I donot care how many 
barges and tngs go under there. ‘They should be raised 24 feet, and 
the draw-bridges theSecretary of War may have opened at any time and 
for thie whole time between 10 0’clock in the forenoon and 5 o’clock in 
the afternoon. 

Now, imagine the condition of the whole New England trade pour- 
ing over one stream, so far as railroad travel is concerned, over one 
bridge, or of the multitude of peoplecoming by the way of Albany and 
the New York Central from the whole of the great West. Some one 
estimated that not less than fifteen million people were interested in 
this question, 

I do not believe the city of New York wants this fora moment. I 
can not conceive it possible. My information and belief is that there 
is a great real-estate ring there, a combination of Tammany men and 
other politicians, who control lands along the Harlem River and expect 
to make money enough out of warehouses and wharves there to pay 
them for this enormous obstruction to commerce. 

So far as this bill goes, so tar as the action of Congress is needed to 
perpetuate it, this is the perpetuation of one of the greatest outrages 
that ever went into legislation. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I desire to dissent from oneremark 
made by the Senator from Conuecticut, and that was that he under- 
stood in some way the removal of the bridge or the elevation of the 
bridge was to be defeated by the aid of State legislation, or something 
of that kind. I do not understand anything of the sort. It may be 
true that to a certain extent the Legislature of New York would be 
called upon to pass on the question whether it wants closed bridges 
over Harlem River or whether it thinks there should be open bridges, 
draw-bridges, over Harlem River; but there is no understanding or 
expectation, so far as I am advised, that the provisions of this law are 
to be defeated in any such way as that. 

Now [desire to say another thing. There is a draw-bridge over 
Harlem River now, and more than that it is a low draw-bridge; that 
is, itis down close tothe water. Itcan beordered open. I want to 
say to the Senator from Connecticut that under the provisions of the 
law as they exist to-day it is very questionable whether it is not ab- 
solutely the duty of the Secretary of War to order that bridge down 
and off from Harlem: River-and stop—— 

Mr. FRYE. Itis under the law beyond any question. 

fir. HISCOCK. Very well; the Senator from Maine says that under 
the present law it is the duty of the Secretary of War absolutely to 
remove from Harlem River that bridge, these bridges which cross it. 
All that is changed and obviated under the provisions that have been 
agreed to inthe conference between the two Houses. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I will say a word or two-now or 
raise the question of a quorum, one or the other. I think the Senator 
is very much mistaken. I think there are many people whorely upon 
defeating this provision of national legislation. I will acquit him of 
it entirely. He says there is a draw-bridge there already, but there is 
no custom to go through it. It does not amount to anything at all. 
Occasionally a sloop gets up there with some brick or lumber, and oc- 
casionally probably some barge works its way along through, but in 
forty years of traveling across that I do not remember that I have ever 
been detained with the draw being up. They must have got along 
early in the morning or some time when I was not ordinarily crossing 
that river and coming into town. 

Note a provision that the draw-bridges are to be opened between 10 
and 5 and at no other time, while the citizens of New York who live 
just outside daily must come into business in the morning.and go out 
after 5 o’clock, while between 10 and 5 the great trains from the North- 
east and Northwest are coming in, and liable to be held from ten min- 
utes to an hour or more at any time by one or two or three or half a 
dozen barges. 

The contemplation is that they are to have valuable wharves and 
valuable warehouses along this stream, which is: to be widened. So 
the Senator's remark that they now have a draw-bridge there is.of no 


~ consequence at all. The contemplation is to have a very great busi- 


ness done through the widened Harlem River. ‘To be good for any- 
thing, to pay for it at all, that business must be large; and the excuse 
for it is that it will save going around the Battery. Going around 'the 
Battery costs $15 tor a tug. They will not hiteh on a tug for Jess than 
$10. There is $5 to be saved, then, in a tug by going through the Har- 
lem, and it will take probably very nearly as long to gothrough under 


the draw-bridge as it will to go around the Battery and go up into 
North River. 

I simply record my judgment that there is great wrong there, and 
great injury to the traveling public. It is not aquestion of New York 
City, or the Central road, ipincssenes or the speculators. Itisa ques; 
tion of the right of these 15,000,000 le in the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro —— Chair takes this occasion to ob- 
serve that in a measure involving so large a sum of money and includ- 
ing so many contested considerations he will not take the responsi- 
bility of declaring that this report is agreed to unless it appears upon 
a vote that aquorum ispresent. The question is om concurring in the 
report. Senators in the affirmative will say ‘‘ay;’’ in the negative, 
‘“‘no.’’ [Putting thequestion.] The Chair is unable to decide by the 
sound. Senators in the affirmative will rise and stand until they are 
counted. 

There were upon a division—ayes 19, noes 2; no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nineteen Senators have voted in 
the affirmative, and 2 have voted in the negative. A quorum has not 
voted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is the Senator’s motion in order before a roll-call to 
ascertain the presence of a quorum ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis. TheSenatorfrom lowa moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until Monday, September 8, 1890, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SaTuRDAY, September 6, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curipert, 
D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

SIGNAL CORPS AND WEATHER SERVICE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the House substitute for the bill (S. 1454) to 
increase the efficiency and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of 
the Army, and to transfer the weather service to the Department of 
Agriculture. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of [Dllinois.. I desire to call up the conference 
report, as I announeéd last night I would do this morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair could have recognized the 

tleman from Illinois if he had risen for that purpose. ‘The gentle- 
man from Michigan has been recognized. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois yield for 2a moment? 

Mr. CARTER. [ask unanimous consent that the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs be discharged —— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I can not yield to the gentleman 
from Montana at this time. I will yield for a moment to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. ’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that while he calls up a privileged matter, there 
may perhaps be some question about the gentleman yielding to indi- 
vidual members—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No, I can not do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But if the gentleman will withdraw 
the demand for a moment the Chair will recognize one or two gentle- 


men. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iilinois: I am willing to do that. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan is rec- 
ized. 
"ee CUTCHEON. Now, Mr.S , [ask unanimous consent that 
the House substitute for this bill be read and considered. 

Mr. FRANK. If this gives rise to debate I shall object to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If it does I will withdraw it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
i 4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the Housesubstitute for the Sen- 
ate bill be read, after which the gentleman asks unanimous consent 
for its present. consideration. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will say to the gentleman that there is no ma- 
terial difference between the two. Some slight amendments were made 
at the request of the Agricultural Committee of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thisis rather a long bill, and the gentleman from 
Illinois has pending quite an important matter that should be promptly 
acted upon. It seems to me that this bill should have a more careful 

‘than can be obtained in this manner. 

Mr. OATES. [I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will not inter- 
pose any objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I trust my friend will allow this motion to prevail. 
It is an exceedingly important matter to the agricultural interests of 
the 


country. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 








1890. 


The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. That bill is of so much importance, relating as it 
does to a very important branch of the public service, that we ought 
to take further time to consider it. 

The SPEAKER pro temporc. Objection is made, and therefore the 
bill is not before the House. 

THE BOUNTY BILL. 


[ Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, addressed the House on the 
bill S. 3738. See Appendix. ] 
HENRY A. BARNUM. 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I now call up, if the gentleman from 
Illinois will yield for a moment, the special order made last night for 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension 
to Henry A. Barnum. I think there will be no debate on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Dlinois. 
I can not yield. 

Mr. BAKER. No time will be taken up, I think; but I raise the 
question of order that on Jast night an order was made in the case of 
General Barnum that the previous question should be considered as 
ordered on the bill and that it would come up immediately after the 
reading of the Journal to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man make? 

Mr. BAKER. That this bill is in order now. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; if he will read a 
little further in the Recorp he will see that objection was made to 
the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ter was made a special order immediately after the reading of the Jour 
nal to-day. 

Mr. FLOWER. That is correct. 

The SVEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HL. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding was that this was made 
cial order after the disposal of the conference report. 

Mr. BAKER. No; after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. KILGORE. That was not the understanding. 

Mr. BAKER. That was the agreement, and the Recorp, I think, 
will show it. It will take but a moment to dispose of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Henry A. Bar- 
num, late brigadier-general and brevet major-general of volunteers, and pay 
him a pension of $100 per month from and after the passage of this act, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill, it having been ordered to be engrossed and read a third time on 
yesterday. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIllinois. Mr. Speaker, I must insist upon the 
regular order. 

Mr. CRAIN. Can we not have one recognition on this side ? 

Mr. COLEMAN. The bill just called up by Mr. FLOower was on 
your side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON | calls up the conference report upon the river and harbor 
bill, upon which debate has been limited to one hour. The gentle- 
man from Ilinois is recognized. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will you yield to me just one moment? I ask to 
have my bill called up after the conference report is disposed of. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will be very giad to do that. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us know what the bill is first. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. McCREARY. I understand the Speaker to state that debate 
on the conference report had been limited to one hour. Wasan agree- 
ment had at the session yesterday evening that debate should be lim- 
ited to one hour? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was agreed to yesterday. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. That was done yesterday afternoon. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Before the recess yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, the time will be equally 
divided. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Miinois. The river and harbor bill as agreed 
upon in conference makes appropriations amounting in the aggregate to 


Is there objection to the present con- 


If there is any time to be taken up 


What point of order does the gentle- 


> 


spe 
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$24,981,295. The bill as it passed the Senate appropriated the sum of 
25,786,853. So that the conierence agreed upon a reduction of $505, 


558, leaving the aggregate amount of the bill, asabove stated, $24,981, 
295. 

The last river and harbor bill, which | 
appropriated the sum of $22,397,616.90. 

There is, therefore, an increase in this bill over the 
priations in the bill of August, 1888, of $2,583,678. 

This increase is largely owing to larger appropriations made for the 
more important continuing improvements, as will appear from the foi 
lowing partial statement of increased appropriations over those for the 
same works in the bill of August 11, 1888 


ecame a law August 11, 188s, 


amount of appro- 


Mississippi River from Head of Passes to the mouth of t 
Gian . adel 7 $535, 000 
Mississippi River between mouths of the Illinois and Oh 
OO ie 
Buffalo Harbor - - - - aie , 75, 
Ogdensburgh Harbor 7, 0 
Harlem River ..-_.-. : 180, OF 
Hudson River-__-_--~- 75. Of 
Toledo Harbor 0, Of 
Savannah Harbor 170, OOK 
Mobile Harbor 100, 001 
, ; = 1, 312, 000 
In addition to these increases some new works have been include 
| in the present bill, and for which appropriations have been made 
follows: 
| Hennepin Canal Seouens ‘3 £500, 00 
| Purchase of Portage Lake Canal 350. O 
| Lower Coosa River 150, 0 
| St. Louis Harbor ‘ 182, ¢ 
Harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode Island . 75, 0 
We have, therefore, in these increased appropriations on the impo: 
tant works mentioned and in these new works an aggregate of $2,569 
000, which sum nearly equals the amount of increase over the rive 


ind harbor bill of 1888. 
But, Mr. Speaker, it is not the question we should consider whethe: 
this Congress appropriates more money for rivers and harbors tha 
the Fiftieth Congress or any other, but whether the appropriation 
made are necessary and proper; whether they are in the interest « 
the people and will promote the public good. These are the importan 
| considerations, and having them in view I am of the opinion that th: 
bill agreed upon in conference is a good bill, one which on a candid 
| careful consideration of its provisions, should commend itself to th 
House and the country. I believe its passage will be in the interes 
of the rapidly growing commerce of the country and of the people. 

There is nothing which the Government can do so much in the inte: 
est of the people as to give them cheap transportation; and water tran 
portation being the cheapest we should give it to the people whereve: 
it can be done at a reasonable expense. The people are beginning to 
understand this fact and to demand it at our hands. 

When my public career as a member of this House comes to an end 
as it must soon do, if I shall have contributed in any manner by my 
service here to the improvement of the water ways, the rivers, and hat 
bers of the country, thereby giving to the people cheaper transporta- 
tion, I shall feel that it is the highest honor I can carry with me into 
the retirement of private life. 

We have, Mr. Speaker, a wonderful country, bounded by two great 
oceans on the east and west, with a magnificent chain of lakes on the 
} north and an immense gulf on the south, while navigable rivers flow 
| through almostevery sectionof the country, capable of carrying the prod 
ucts of our mines, of our farms and factories, and of giving to the people 
| the cheapest possible transportation; and if we fail to improve them 
and to utilize them for that purpose, to take proper care of our harbor 
and to remove every obstruction to navigation so far as we can, we 
fall short of our duty. I do not believe the people wil! p 
| do it. 
| The growth of our commerce is marvelous and is rapidly increasing 
throughout the country, and the work already done in the improve- 
ment of our water ways and our harbors has resulted in great public 
good and in a great reduction of freight rates wherever water ways 
have been improved and brought into competition with railroads. lo. 
these reasons greater demands have been made upon the present Con- 
gress for increased appropriations than heretofore 
| member of this body. 

But I desire to call attention to some of the more important amend 
ments of the Senate which were agreed to in conference; and, first, the 
Portage Lake canals. Speaking for myself, Mr. Speaker, I have given 
more careful consideration tothe proposed purchase of these canals than 
to any other amendment made by the Senate to the river and harlx 
| bill, and all the more because of the objections made to their purchase 
by gentlemen on both sides of the House, whose opinions and judgment 
I very much respect. 

The conferees on the part of the House agreed to the Senate amend- 


i 
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: | bave been a 











ment providing for the pestbons of these canals, and if the bill be- 
comes a Jaw the sum of $350,000 is to be paid to the company owning 
them whenever a valid title to all of said premises shall be vested in 
the United States, and the State of Michigan shall have ceded to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, except for criminal 
purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, after as careful an exanination as I have been able to 
make of the subject, I am of the opinion that the United States should 
own and control these canals and that the sum to be paid for the same 
is reasonable. I know it is urged that the Government gave 400,000 
acres of land to aid in the constraction of the Portage Lake and Lake 
Superior Ship-Canal, and that therefore it seems an injustice now for 
the United States to have to pay for it, and I admit the force of the 
objection. 

sunt this matter has been twice investigated: first, under a resolution 
of the United States Senate, by Lieut. Col. O. M. Poe, of the Corps of 
Engineers, an officer of ability and integrity and, secondly, under a 
provision of the river and harbor act of August 5, 1886, by a board of 
engineers, composed of Henry L. Abbott, colonel of engineers, and O. 
If. Ernst and Charles J. Allen, majors of engineers, all officers of high 
character, and both Lieut. Col. Poe and this board of engineers, after 
a thorough examination and investigation of all the facts, recommended 
the purchase of the canals at the sum of $350,000, 

Colonel Poe says in his report that if by the payment of $350,000 by 
the United States the ownership of this important water way, clear of 
all incumbrances, can be vested in the Government, thus rendering 
its navigation free to commerce, then there can be no question that 
the price is reasonable and the purchase advisable. And the board of 
engineers referred to say that, in the opinion of the board, the price 
($350,000) is just and reasonable, and they recommend that the offer 
of the companies be accepted. 

Theland grant of 400,000 acres was estimated at only $500,000, I sup- 
pose from the fact that at the time it was granted it was subject to 
homestead and cash entry, the latter at $1.25 per acre; but, whatever 
may have been the value of the land, it is clear that the original com- 
pany failed and that its property went into the hands of a receiver, 
who issued certificates, secured by a first lien on all property of the 
company, to the amount of $625,300, and who actually received and 
expended $450,000. And Colonel Poe says in his report that none of 
the original proprietors are now connected with the work. He further 
says that the aid supplied from all sources and applied to the construc- 
tion and repair of the canal, and in operating it, down to the begin- 
ning of 1884, amounted to fully $3,000,000. 

It has been stated that the men or company who had the grant of lands 
never invested more than a hundred thousand dollars in the canal and 
that they have been reimbursed by the tolls; that they have received 
on these channels far more than they have ever expended upon them. 
But the report of Colonel Poe conclusively shows that that statement 
can not be correct; for he puts the tolls from 1874 to 1883 at only $75,- 
053.13, while expenditures for the same time amounted to $70,146.79. 

It is really the improvement made by the Portage Lake and River 
Improvement Company, on which, it was suggested to me, there were 
only about $100,000 expended. But, from Colonel Poe’s report, even 
that isa mistake. He says: 


It has not been peices for me to obtain a statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of this company on account of construction, maintenance, and 
apenne. but I think it can be safely assumed that the construction account 
alone would amount to fully $300,000, 


Jt must be remembered that the Portage Lake and River Improve- 
ment Company had no land grant nor other aid in the construction ot 
their canal, The first work done on it was done by subscription from 
private parties, But it is said the right to these canals will soon ex- 

ire, and therefore the Government should not pay $350,000 for them. 

hat is certainly not true as to the Portage Lake and e Superior 
Ship-Canal, for its charter will not expire for some sixty years. The 
other, we are informed, will expire in some three years; but, under the 
laws of Michigan, the right of renewal of the charter exists, and it 
can be renewed atany time, as will appear from the following telegram 
from the secretary of state of Michigan to Hon. F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
United States Senator from that State: 


Derrort, Micn., September 1, 1890. 
Hon, F. B. Srock BRIDGE, 
United States Senate, Washington: 

Lower canal company organized under general statutes—not under special 
law—under constitutional amendment adopted for that purpose and under pro- 
visions of statute enacted to give it force. Corporations organized under gen- 
eral laws of the State may, by vote of stockholders, at any time before expira- 
tion of articles of association, reorganize for an additional period of thirty years, 
so that point raised cuts no figure, because such a corporation has an absolute 
and perfect legal right to continue its existence. Also,under general law of 
State one corporation doing a similar business with anot..er may purchase the 
rights and franchises of the other and carry on its business with all rights which 
the selling corporation possessed; hence the P: yrs er cee fee 
reorganize or sellto the upper canal company. [ constitutio: amendment 
and acts last Legislature.) If Portage River Company were ized under 
—_— charter, no one would ask the Government to buy. A of associa- 
tion = corporations organized under Michigan laws are being renewed every 
month. 

G. R. OSMUN, Secretary of State. 
It clearly seems to me that the United States should own these canals 


and that the price saked should not be in the way of their purchase, 
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wken we consider the great advantages they will be to the vast com- 
merce of the lakes. 

Mr. HILL. If these purchases are made by the United States and 
the jurisdiction ceded to the United States, that will obviate the neces- 
sity of renewing the charter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly; all the charters then cease, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Certainly; but it has been claimed 
that we should not purchase the canals, because the charter will soon 
expire. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to refer for a moment to the provisions agreed 
upon in conference as to the St. Mary’s River, Hay Lake Channel, Gal- 
veston Harbor, Philadelphia Harbor, and Baltimore Harbor. These 
provisions authorize the Secretary of War to make contracts for ma- 
terial and labor on these improvements to be paid for as approyriations 
may from time to time be made by law. Some comment has been 
made upon this authority given to the Secretary to make these con- 
tracts, but in the judgment of the conferees of both the House and Sen- 
ate the authority to make contracts for more speedily carrying on the 
work at these important harbors and St. Mary’s Canal and Hay Lake 
Channel was not only right and proper, but that it would result in 
greater economy. 

It was suggested by the Chief of Engineers that this authority to maka 
contracts would be in the interest of economy, and he believed that 
from 25 to 30 per cent. could be saved if such authority was given to 
make contracts for material and work, and he refers to the authority 
given to make contracts for the stone to be used in the Public Library 
building, by which he has made a large saving to the Government, as 
anexample. At Philadelphia especially it is believed that a very 
great saving can be made in the removal of Smith’s Island and Wind- 
mill Island, in Pennsylvania, and Petty’s Island, in New Jersey. 

The Chief of Engineers thinks that 40 or 50 per cent. of the estimates 


can be saved at Philadelphia if he is authorized to make contracts for - 


their removal and give the contractors the right to the soil and material 
removed. 


Now, is it fair to say, therefore, that we are appropriating this year 


the full amount for St. Mary’s Canal, for Galveston Harbor, tor Balti- , 


more, and Philadelphia? It certainly is not, for the expenditure is not 
to be made this year. You may say it creates an obligation to pay 
something next year, and so it does, and so do many things we do 
here. 

In our legislation we are every day imposing obligations on the 
Government; and when we began the improvement at Galveston we 
might as well have charged the whole amount to complete it to the ap- 
propriations for that year as to do so now because authority is given 
to the Secretary of War to make contracts in regard to the work there, 
and so with these other improvements at St. Mary’s River, Hay Lake 
Channel, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. 

In the last Congress, in providing for the work on the Public Library 
building, authority was given to contract for all the stone for the ex- 
terior works, to be paid for as appropriations might trom time to time 
be made by Jaw, and you do not include that amount in the appropri- 
ations of jast year. Norshould you doso. Neither should you esti- 
mate the full amount to complete the works referred to in the appro- 
priations for this year. Now, Mr. Speaker, one word as to the amount 
of the bill and as to the danger of a deficiency. 

My colleague [ Mr. cannes) chairman ot the Committee on Appro- 
priations, in his statement made to the House on the 2d instant, esti- 
mated that not more than one-half, say $12,500,000, can be expended 
in the present fiscal year. I feel entirely justified in saying that there 
can pot be expended that sum during the present fiscal year. Owing 
to the lateness of the season it is not probable that ten millions will 
be expended. Itis a little later now than when the last river and har- 
bor bill passed—nearly a month later—and I have here a statement 
which I will read and have printed as a part of my remarks: 
nee appropriated for rivers and harbors by actof August LI, 


dintiblnindkheodibthdad=naietiaGlte Dba evs weedées ctbeecbessuygattinvptheee thie . $22, 397, 616. 90 
Ament expended from Jane 9 ii, Vie i, 

Total expended to June 30, 1890......00.ccccecccccseeesecsersecreeeeeneeee 15, 717,477. 62 

Balance unexpended June 30, 1890..............0. cece cceeee serene teeeneee ~~ 6, 680, 139. 23 


From this statement it will appear that after the last river and har- 
bor bill became a law only the amount of $5,985,313.83 was expended 
during the fiscal year, and for this fiscal year it is not probable, as I 
have said, that even $10,000,000 of the sum appropriated by this bill 
will be expended. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that this conference report should be adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, before my colleague, the chairman of 
the committee, takes his seat, I think it is but due to the House that 
he should make an explanation as to the action of the conference com- 
mittee in regard to the Monongahela River improvements. There has 
been a radical change in the recommendation in the report about a 
matter that has never been considered in either House. 

Mr. COLEMAN. ‘The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. That isa mistake. I would say 
that that matter has been discussed here in the House—— 
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think he ought to make his statement about—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
out of my time. 

Mr. PAYSON. It ought to come out of the gentleman’s time, be- 
cause, as I say, the conference report is entirely different from the 
action of either House. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. 
to? 

Mr. PAYSON. On page 33 of the printed bill, the provision in the 
Senate amendment applies solely to Lock No. 1 of the Monongahela 
River improvements. By the recommendation of the conference com- 
mittee it is proposed to buy Dam No. 6, and provision is made for its 
condemnation for a certain sum of money, an entirely different propo- 
sition. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The reasonof that, Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. PAYSON. That is just what I want to know. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Lilinois. The reason of that, Mr. Speaker, 
is this, that in the Fiftieth Congress, in the river and harbor bill of 
August 11, 1888, we provided for condemning and purchasing Lock 
No. 7. There are seven of these dams, beginning at No. 1 and running 
up the river to No. 7. 

Mr. PAYSON. All belonging to this corporation ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. All belonging to this corporation. 
And the Government has built two dams above these seven, which it 
owns and is now operating, and in the last river and harbor bill we 
provided for the purchasing or condemning of Lock No. 7. 

Mr. PAYSON. Which proceedings are still pending. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Which proceedings are still pend- 
ing, and nothing is to be done in this purchase until those proceedings 
are determined by the court. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, will my colleague state what is the estimated 
value of this entire system, for this isevidently the entering wedge for 
the condemnation of the entire outfit? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No; the entering wedge was passed 
in the Fi(tieth Congress, in the last river and harbor bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Whatis the estimated value of the whole system? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The estimated value is an average 
of $162,000 for each one of these seven locks; and I want to say here 
now that, if there ever was a just thing in this world, it is that the 
United States shall become the owner of these locks and dams. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; but, granting that, let me understand. The 
Monongahela River is a navigable siream, or else, of course, we would 
have no authority over it? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

My. PAYSON, Now, as I understand the chairman of the commit- 
tee, a private corporation takes possession of the navigable waters of 
the United States and proceeds for its own purposes to erect seven locks 
and dams, through which no commerce shall pass without paying 
tribute to it. We then make appropriations for two locks and dams 
above these seven, by which the commerce of the river is largely in- 
creased, thus adding to the value of the seven dams below in the navi- 
gable waters of the Union; and after all this has been done then it is 
proposed to go to this company and buy from them what they erected 
there without authority of law and as against the rights of the United 
States of America. 

Mr. COLEMAN. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 
have a franchise from the Legislature of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PAYSON. No State in this Union, if I may intrude my judg- 
went of the law upon this subject, has a right to grant toa corporation 
a franchise in any of the navigable waters of the Union. That is as 
clear as that two and two make four in mathematics. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If my friend will look at the pro- 
vision in the bill he will see that it is expressly provided in the bill 
that this franchise shall] not be taken into consideration in determining 
the value of these works. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But you pay them $1,100,000 for 
trespassing, because the State of Pennsylvania had no power to grant 
any such franchise as against the United States. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say just a word in 
reply to my friend from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is not in reply, because it is only an explanation 
that I ask. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. My time is going rapidly, and I do 
not wish this to come out of my time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I want to say that the Supreme Court of the 
United States has decided that very point in regard to the right of a 
State to grant a franchise and the right to collect tolls upon the navi- 
gable waters of the United States, and that in the State of Michigan, 
carved out of the Northwest Territory, where by the ordinance of 1757 
it was expressly provided that the navigable water-ways should forever 
remain free public highways. That case was decided two years ago in 
the case of the Manistee River Improvement Company, in my own dis- 
trict, in which they held, upon astatute of the State of Michigan grant- 
ing a franchise to the Manistee River Improvement Company to im- 
prove the stream of that name, to remove certain obstructions and col- 


Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will allow me io state what I | 


Ido not think it ought to come 


What page of the bill does the gentleman refer 


They 


lect tolls, that it was constitutional, that the law was valid, and sus 
tained in every point the right of the Legislature of the State to confer 
that franchise. 

Mr. PAYSON, And that you think is a parallel case to this ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think it is exactly a parallel case. It was a 
navigable stream, but had been improved under the laws of the State. 

Mr. PAYSON, then, Mr. Speaker, that we are going to 
pay this company fi ks and dams, 


seven locks 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois? Yes: undoubtedly that is what it 
means. 


It means 


+? 
Luese 


Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to come tosome understanding about 
the division of the time. The time occupied by my colleague, the 
gentleman from Illinois |Mr. PAYSON] certainly ought not to come 
out of the time of the friends of the conference report. I believe the 
gentleman trom Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN | will control the time on that 
side of the question, and the time occupied by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. PAYSON } should come ont of his time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the time will be extended to the gentleman 
from Illinois, if he so desires. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I wanted to have made my own re- 
marks, but did not wish to occupy so muchof the time, as I may want 
to yield some to other gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nois yield? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from In- 
diana. {To Mr. HOLMAN:] How many minutes do you want? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, 1 anderstood that the time was to be equally 
divided. I do not want half an hour. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. My colleague |Mr. PAyYson] has 
occupied six or seven minutes, I believe. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentlemen who want to criticise this 
bill will be allowed time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was about saying that I think those who desire to 
criticise this report may have the benefit of half an hour, and I think 
the House will undoubtedly extend time to the gentleman from I}linois. 


Towhom does the gentleman from IIli- 


[ yield twenty minutes to the gen 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana is rec- 
ognized. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill affects so large a number of 


our Congressional districts that I take it for granted that the report 
will be agreed to and that the bill in the form in which it comes be 
fore the House will become a law. I regard that as inevitable, what 
ever may be the views of gentlemen in regard to some provisions ol 
the bill. 

I wish to cail the attention of the House to three or four provisions 
of the bill; and, while thereare a great many others that 1 might wish 
to criticise, shall only mention three or four, The first is a measure of 
wide-extending tendencies. The first matter to which I wish to di 
rect the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON | 
and the other members of the House is in regard to the appropria- 
tion of money for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

When this system of improvements was first entered upon, and the 
Mississippi River Commission was created, and fora few years after 
that time, one of the important subjects discussed in connection with 
the Mississippi River was ir connection with levees. Finally that 
measure got inte the form expressed in the House bill as it passed the 
House: 

Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair 
or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to 
lands or private property by overflows: Provided, however, That the commis 
sion is authorized to repair and build levees, if in their judgment it should be 
donc, as part of their plansto afford ease and safety to the navigation and com 
merce of the river and to deepen the channel. 

Now, that language is substantially the language that has been in 
the river and harbor bill touching the Mississippi River for a number 
of years, It has been reasonably well understood. The commission- 
ers have understood by the terms there used that except where it was 
apparent that levee improvement would improve the navigation of the 
river (which is the main object to be accomplished 
of money could not be expended for that purpose. 

But now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it will be dis 
covered that there is a radical departure in the terms now used in this 
bill. An amendment was offered and adopted in the Senate, came to 
the House, went to this committee of conference, and they have agreed 
to it, and I at least hope the House will understand the exact eflect of 
this new departure: 


the appropriation 


Improving Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and miscellaneous ex 
penses of the Mississippi River Commission 


Money expended without any possible benefit to the country, for it 
is impossible to get rid of these commissions when once created. 


Continuing improvement, $3,500,000, which sum shall be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War in accordance with the plans, specitications 
and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission, forthe general im 
provement of the river, for the building of levees 


To begin with, as though it was the fandamental purpose of Congress 
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now to abandon this old ground, which only authorized conditionally 


an appropriation for such a purpose— 

for the bailding of levees, for surveys, for work at the harbors at Hickman, 
Ky., at New Madrid, Mo., at Helena, Ark., at Greenville, Vicksburg, and Natchez, 
Miss., at New Orleans, La., at the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of the 
Red River, and at other localities in such manner, to such extent, and in such 
K rtion as in their opinion shall best promotethe interests of commerce and 
navigation, 

Now, gentlemen will lay great stress upon the last terms employed: 

To such extent and in suck proportion as in their opinion shall best promote 
the interests of commerce and navigation. 

Notwithstanding the incorporation of this new ground, undoubtedly 
in regard to Mississippi River expenditures there is, as gent!emen will 
see, a radical departure, and your commissioners will not misunder- 
stand what Congress means. There is no necessity for subterfuge there. 
There is no doubt about the interpretation the commissioners will give 
the language. They understand the old language very well, and it 
means, as I have just explained, that the money should not be ex- 
pended for levees unless directly connected with the subject of navi- 
gation. Now, the levees are made the first subject-matter, and the 
power of expenditare is only limited to such an expenditure of money 
as in (heir judgment may promote the interests of commerce and navi- 

ation. 

. Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like one word there, Does not the 
gentleman from Indiana think that really, under the new bill, the old 
law is in the words and terms used in the new bill, and that they are 
inclusively and conclusively the old law ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I presume that was the intention of the framers 
of this new paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not, for the reason that under the old bill 
the primary proposition is that the money shall not be so expended. 
The language is: 

Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair 
or build levees for the purpose of reclainring lands or preventing injury to lands 
or private property by overflows. 

Now, that is peremptory and distinct. No board of commissioners 
could fail to understand exactly what is meant by that language. That 
is the primary proposition. But right the reverse of that is the prop- 
osition which is now before the House, It is true that following the 
primary proposition there is this proviso, which I will read, because 
otherwise my statement would not be complete: 

Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to repair and build 
levees, if, in their judgment, it should be done, as part of their plans to afford 
= — safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and to deepen the 
© ane, 

Now, your commissioners, of course, will understand that Congress 
had ao motive in changing the phraseology of the bill, and that that 
motive was not to diminish their power in regard to the expenditure 
of the public money in the construction of levees. Of course they will 
understand that, because there is nothing to indicate a purpose to re- 
strict them more than they have been restricted heretofore. There- 
fore they will understand, and will be justifiable in so understanding, 
that the construction of levees, instead.of being madesnbordinate, is now 
to be one of the primary objects of this legislation. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is not the provision still limited by the laat words? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have called attention to those last words, but 
that provision is incidental. The language of the bill is revolutionized, 
as the gentleman from Illinois must clearly see, and if this money is 
expended, as .it will be undoubtedly, to a much larger extent than 
heretofore in the construction of levees, I hope it will not be claimed, 
either on this floor or outside, that the subject was not fairly brought 
to the attention of the House before the change was adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS. The motive of the change might have been to replace 
a ridiculous provision with a sensible one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Congress for ten years thought the old pro- 
vision was the safer one and adhered to it. The truth is that the im- 
provement of the navigation of the river is asecondary object, and that 
eonclusion has been reached by your committees. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I hardly see how the gentleman from Indiana can 
make that statement when, by the very language of the bill, it is di- 
rected that the money shall be expended in such manner as in their 
opinion will ‘* best promote the interests of commerce and navigation. ’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend from Michigan tell me the object 
of changing the phraseology after ten years’ experience of the old pro- 
vision ? 


Mr. CUTCHEON., I suppose it was to give the commission 4 broader 
discretion in applying this money, and in the manner of applying it in 
the interests of commerce and navigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose so. Now, my friend is aware that some 
of the money heretofore appropriated has been expended below the 
mouth of the Red River, and there is no pretense, I think, anywhere that 
that was for the purpose of promoting navigation. friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. CaTcHLNGs] will not claim that that expenditure was 
for the pu of promoting navigation. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Building levees below the mouth of Red River? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly, I do. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould havethoughtnot. There isno better navi- 
gation in this country than in the ippi below that t. The 
Hudson is supposed to be quite a stream, but I think the 
best river navigation we have is in the Mississippi below the mouth of 
Red River. I know it very well. I trave'ed over it in my boyhood in 
flat- boats. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know the ; resent views of the House. 
Heretofore Congress has been strenuously to the use of any 
language in these bills that would increase the limit of the power in- 
vested in this commission. It has been 1':e sentiment of the House for 
many years that the expenditure of mon ; upon levees should be con- 
fined strictly to benefiting navigation; for the manifest reason that if 
we were to enter upon the system of ccustructing levees to reclaim 
lands, or to increase the value of lands, to add to private wealth by the 
protection ot lands against overflows, then we would have several other 
rivers to deal with besides the Mississippi. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, Can my friend from Indiana conceive any other 
way in which the interest of commerce would be promoted by a levee 
except by improving navigation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a word in that connection. A com- 
mittee, of which the gentleman now presiding as Speaker [Mr. Bur- 
rows] was chairman, investigated that subject and they reached the 
conclusion—at least some of the members did—that you might try to 
raise the river-bed as much as you pleased, but that itisonly when the 
river was kept within its banks that the scouring process goes on by 
which the channel is maintained or deepened. However, I did not in- 
tend to say even this much on that subjec', because I know itis liable 
to lead into an interminable discussion. My object to-day is simply 
to call the attention of the House to this radical change in the terms 
of the law in regard to the powers of this Mississippi River Commis- 
s10n. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. If tlie gentleman from Indiana was 
one of the commissioners, would he have any doubt as to the restrictive 
force of the language contained in the limitation at the end? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What I would -do myself is unimportant, 1s my 
friend will see. My interpretation of this language and my jud;;ment 
as to the interpretation that will be placed upon it is based upoa our 
experience in the past. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. My friend does not answer my «jues- 
tion. If he were acommissioner, would he have any doubt about the 
restrictive power of that limitation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What I myself individually would do is unimpor- 
tant. However, if my friend thinksan answer to his question will have 
any public value, I will say that if I was a commissioner, with what I 
know of the Mississippi River, I should say that the levees had noth- 
ing at all to do with the navigation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, That is correct. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont (to Mr. HoLMAN). 
not build any ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


Then you would 


My friend must see that the Lower Mississippi is 
not the onjy interest involved here. The body of the business of 
the Mississippi River from Cairo to New Or is Ohio River business, 
not Mississippi River business; so that so far as the question of naviga- 
tion is concerned this is a matter of vital importance to my constitu- 
ents and all the people from the headwaters of the Monongahela and 
the Allegheny clear down to the Ohio. But the other question, that of 
protecting private property from devastation of floods, is a matter of 
very different character, because it affects all the rivers of the West as 
well asthat magnificent region of country watered directly by the Lower 
Mississippi. 

My a object has been te call the attention of the House to this 
departure. The other subject to which I wish to invite attention fora 
moment is this question in regard to the navigation on the Monongahela 
River, as to which my friend from Illinois [ Mr. Payson] has somewhat 
anticipated me. Whether the House with the facts now before it can 
afford to enter upon a system which is to result so directly to the ben- 
efit of this navigation company is a question which, of course, gentlemen 
of the House must determine for themselves. But there is another 
view of that matter to which my friend from Illinois has not called at- 
tention. That improvement is almost entirely and exclusively local, 
one that might well have been the subject of purely private enterprise, 
for the reason that it is simply a coal interest. It simply adds to the 
value of the coal fields on the Monongahela River, the most magnifi- 


cent coal-fields, in this mate 
If those were the only coal-fields of the country it might be con- 
tended with great propriety that the appropriation of public money to 


get that coal down to the Ohio and still further down would cheapen 
the coal tothe consumer. But under the existing circumstances it wil! 
not have that. effect. Gentlemen must see that with the vast compe- 
tition in coal the facilities oftered to the Monongahela coal-fields by 
expenditures on the part of the Government are not calculated to di- 
minish the cost of coal to the consumer. So that here is a work of in- 
ternal improvement carried on for the express and exclusive benefit of 
a local interestin property—to enable certain men to get their coal to 
market under circumstances that will not diminish the cost of the coal 
to the consumers of the country. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. The Governmert has been improving the Great were issued perhaps were not known as mineral lands. This was dis- 


Kanawha at very large expense, has expended several million dollars | covered later. 


there; now, why should we not put the coal-fields of the Monongahela 
on an equal footing, at least, with those on the Great Kanawha? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They can not stand on the same footing because 
the one isa commercial channel, involving general commercial interests, 
while this Monongahela improvement is a pure addition to the value 
of the coal-fields there. “ 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There was no navigation on the Great Kanawha 
until we made slack-water navigation by building canals. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butthereisnogeneral commerce there; it includes 
the shipping of one article alone. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is not the transportation of coal commerce? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is all coal that comes out of the Kanawha. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If one or two men own great coal-fields, can the 
Government afford to construct canals or railroads for the purpose of 
enabling them to bring their coal to market ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is the gentleman able to say that one or two 
men own those coal-fields? 

Mr. HOLMAN. All the navigable streams below where the Govern- 
ment made improvements—the Monongahela and both the Kanawhas— 
have a general navigable character and reach varied sections of the 
country. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
the coal business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
only commerce. 
Kanawha. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Under the present circumstances there is a tax 
of several cents a bushel on all the coal coming trom the Monongahela 
region; but that which comes out of the Kanawha comes free. We 
thought it proper that the commercial facilities of the two streams 
should be equalized, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The simple effect is to give an advantage to this 
extent to the Monongahela shipper, while your constituents and mine 
will pay exactly the same for their coal. The price of coal is regulated 
of course by the competition and not by the facilities for bringing the 
product of particular coal-fields to market. My country is as much 
interested in the coal question as any other section of the Union. 

There is one other subject on which I will occupy but a moment. It 
is this Portage Lake Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-Canal Railroad 
and Iron Company. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | would have been very glad indeed if the House 
had more positive information to act upon than the basis now indi- 
cated to authorize an expenditure of this $350,000. I do not pre- 
tend that the Government did anything more originally than to give 
the 400,000 acres of land. There was not quite 400,000 acres realized, 
I believe, within the limits of*the grant; at least I so understand; but 
it has been said that the lands were worth about $40,000,000, as it 
afterwards turnedout. This, of course, I do not know personally and 
Lhave no authority to say that itis exact. It has been so stated for 
the reason that the land was found to be exceedingly valuable on ac- 
count of mineral deposits. Nor have I any authority for saying that 
this enormous profit or any portion of it, beyond the naked land, in- 
ured to the benefit of the canal company. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The timeof the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, Mr. Speaker, I understood I was to have 
thirty minutes, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman be extended. He has been interrupted a great 
deal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that my friend will see that is not exactly 
fair, however, under the understanding that the time was to be divided 

ually. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
time to other gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
twenty-five minutes 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Indiana be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Anything less than ten minutes, Mr. Speaker, 
would be of little service to me. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then I make my request for ten minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The time ought not tocome out of the hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not come out of the hour. Is 
there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BURTON. Before the gentleman proceeds, let me ask him if | 
it is true that the acts of 1865 and 1866 making the grants to this com- | 
pany expressly excluded all mineral Jands. [I understand the gentle- | 
man to say that these lands proved to be exceedingly valuable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; but the lands at the time that the patents 


The only commerce on the Great Kanawha is 


That is a large part of the commerce, but not the 
I have traveled upon both the Little and the Great 


The gentleman from Illinois yielded 


I wanted to yield a portion of the 


The gentleman from Illinois occupied 
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It has been held, and such is the law now, which no 
doubt on appeal will be sustained by the Supreme Court, that where 
the patent has issued, or where the Jand has been certified—for as a 
general thing the patents were not issued—in such instances the 
subsequent discovery of valuable minerals does not have the effect 
of excluding it. 


There are many interesting cases of this character 


which arose in reference to the public lands in Montana There the 
Northern Pacific was entitled to the coal and iron ind in the lands, 
but not to the mineral lands themselves. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is clear that notwithstanding the &ct that that 


grant embraces many million acres of valuable mineral lands, yet when 
once the patent is issued there is an end to the matter. If the fact is 
discovered before the patent is issued, well and good; butif the patent 
issues first and the discovery is made afterwards, then, as I have al- 
ready stated, the discovery comes too late, and according to the de 
ions of the courts, which will, on appeal, undoubtedly be sustained by 
the Supreme Court, the title is not affected. 


In this instance, there 


fore, I suppose the patents had issued hefore the rich mineral wealth 
had been discovered. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman vield fi question 


Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman is doubtless 
pany which built the canal and which rece 
ested now in this matter ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know anything in 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is generally conceded, and | 
statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand it is so stated; butof course I don 
know, of my own knowledge, whether the men who compose the « 


aware that the « 


ved the grant not i 


to tl 


think isa cx 


reference 


I do not know. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I am adv 
have no positive information—— 


ised that they 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But their successo: nd b 
their obligations. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have made a careful examination and have not 


been able to ascertain on what terms 
terred to the company by the State of Michigan, but I find no ser 
of legislative enactment as to it. I understood there were certain ré 
strictions imposed by the State in reference to the land which pa 
this corporation, and that the restrictions diminished the value 
grants very materially. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The land is still in litigation, I understand, era 
portion of it. The company that built the canal, the gentleman i 
probably aware, failed; and it went into the hands of a receiver. Si 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars of receivers’ certificates were 
on which about $400,000 was realized. 
new hands and a new corporation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I have so understood, but it may be the same 
corporation. They often resort to that kind of proceeding. 

I would be glad if the interesting dispatches read by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] could have permiited the delay o! 
the consideration of this particular branch of this subject until we 
could get at the exact facts. We can not afford to give $350,000 to a 
body of gentlemen without understanding the object; and I am afraid 
the House may be mortified in discovering hereafter that in the hasty 
legislation we are now undertaking we have made a very unpleasant 
mistake, 

Mr. Speaker, there is one other subdjeet to which I wish to allude. 
I think it is a new departure here in the appropriation of money for 
the work of Galveston Harbor, St. Mary’s River, and the Hay Lake 
Channel. This provision allows contracts to be made. I do not thin!) 
that Congress should do that in the manner in which it is provided 
here. I think all our experience shows that if you intend to maintain 
afair and reasonable economy in the administration of the Government 
you have to appropriate the money year by year. And yet the tendency 
of all of these matters is to compel Congress to appropriate it in bulk 
My objection is to the system. It has always been insisted by chief 
engineersand by constructors of public buildings and other such struct- 
ures thoughout the country that if they could make the entire contract 
even running through a period of five or six years, it would be bene- 
ficial to the Government and economical in point of expenditure. 

But it has always seemed to me much more valuable to give in ou: 


or conditions the land was tr: 


of the 


issued 
Finally the canal passed into 


| legislation that scrutiny year by year that Congress should give aftera 


full consideration of its resources to the expenditures which it feels 
warranted to allow for such purposes. 

Mr. CRAIN. And is not that the case under this proposition? 
not the same thing done in regard to public buildings? 
had a public building since you have 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not one. 

Mr. CRAIN. 
of the country? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, there is one within 100 miles of 
been asking for ten years for a little building—— 

Mr.CRAIN. Is not the appropriation made annually ? 


Is 
Have you not 


been in Congress? | Laughter. | 


Do you not know that there have been in many parts 


me, { have 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly it is made annually, and the whole con- 
tract is not madeat one time. The contract is made from time to time 
and you appropriate money. 

Mr. CRAIN. And that is exactly what this bill provides. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And no man ought to be permitted to enter into a 
contract for a single dollar beyond the amount of money yearly ap- 
propriated by Congress. Iam very much obliged to the House. 

Mr. CRAIN. That is exactly what is provided for in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no, 

Mr. CRALN. It provides that it shall be paid for as appropriations 
are made by Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know, but it puts fatare Congresses in a position 
to be forced to appropriate the money or run the risk of actions against 
them for Federal default upon a contract, in my understanding. 

Mr, PERKINS. In the judgment of my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] is it not better that there should be a contract made at once 
for the completion of the work than that the contracts be made an- 
nually ? 

Mr HOLM AN. The Government ought not to be in any way bound 
beyond the amount appropriated. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state that the estimate is that the Govern- 
ment will save at least 25 per cent. by this course. 

Mr, PERKINS. I think it ought to be made in this way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is certainly a very radical departure. The 
theory of Congress has always heen that, notwithstanding it might seem 
better to make a contract covering the whole of the work, no matte1 
how long it extended, it was afterall a dangerous policy, and that the 
only sale policy to secure economy in theexpenditure of public money 
was to appropriate year by year the money to be expended. 

Mr. PERKINS, Have we not in public-building bills always fixed 
a limit and then appropriated money from time to time? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Congress as a rule has not appropriated money or 
allowed contracts to be made except to the extent of the annual ap- 
propriation. And that is the ground of mycomplaint. We authorize 
the public officers to expend so much money, and they have no right 
to expend any more, or to enter into contracts to expend any more. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the provisions incorporated in this 
bill for the.improvement of the St. Mary’s River, the Hay Lake Chan- 
nel, Galveston Harbor, the harbor of Baltimore, and that of Philadel- 
phia, it is true, are a departure in some respects from former bills. But 
they are only a departure in the sense that they permit the War De- 
partment to make contracts tor the completion of these great works of 
public improvement. The money-to make the payments on such con- 
tracts is to be appropriated from time to time by law. Now, if that be 
a new departure it is in the line of economy in public expenditure, and 
is therefore to be commended instead of being condemned by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. The Chief of Engineers informs 
Congress that with this provision in the bill he can make contracts for 
the harbor at Philadelphia, for instance, for the removal of these islands, 
and for the entire work complete, for about 40 per cent. less than the 
work can be completed if the system of appropriation from year to year 
as heretofore is continued. - 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the Monongahela appropriation 
in the bill, it is entirely defensible and has been discussed on more 
than one occasion on this floor, and always sustained by a vote of this 
Hou-e. The Monongahela River isa navigable water way of the United 
States, but the United States Government has only in recent years 
turned its attention toward the improvement of that river. But long 
prior to that time the demand for the opening of that river was so great 
that the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania years ago, perhaps 
antedating the war, gave to a corporation a franchise to build certain 
locks and dams upon the river, In pursuance of that authority this 
corporation constructed seven locks and dams, and in that way this 
river was opened to navigation and the great coal fields contiguous to 
it were enabled to be reached. 

Now, the Government of the United States, acting through Congress, 
has reached the conclusion.and reached it two years because at 
that time we bean this work of purching these locks and dams—that 
this river should be opened to free navigation; in other words, that 
these locks and dams, built by private corporations, should be pur- 
chased and owned by the Government, and that the Monongahela River 
should be placed upon the same footing exactly as the great Kanawha 
River, upon which some two or three million dollars have already been 
expended by the Government in the construction of locks and dams to 
open it to the great coal fields contiguous to that river. So that two 
years ago we made an appropriation of $162,000 to purchase Lock and 
Dam No. 7 on the Monongahela River. But before Congress took that 
step a commission of engineers was appointed to take into consideration 
this question of the Government purchasing these locks and dams owned 
by this corporation, and they were instructed to report to Congress and 
did report to Congress what the actual cash value of these works was 
at that time, without regard to their franchise to collect tolls, And 
it was only alter the board of engineers appointed in pursuance of au- 
thority of Congress made a report that these seven locks and dams 
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had an average value of $162,000 for each lock and dam, that Congress 
embarked upon the policy of opening this river by purchasing these 
works. They began by providing for the purchase of Lock and Dam No, 
7, which is the upper one, and proceedings looking to its condemnation 
are now pending in the circuit court of the United States in that circuit. 
A provision is incorporated in the present bill for a similar appropria- 
tion of $162,000 to purchase the next lock and dam op that river, which 
is Lock and Dam No, 6; but a proviso is attached to the appropriation 
that no part of it shall be expended until the proceedings now pending 
for the condemnation of Lock and Dam No. 7 shall be determined and 
the title be vested in the United States. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Willthe gentleman allow me? Does the gentle- 
man know that the purchase of this lock and dam does not diminish the 
tolls, because they charge justas much for the remaining locks and dams? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It would be much better if Congress would 
make the appropriation of an amount sufficient to buy all thesé locks 
and dams at one time and open up this river and the great coal fields 
adjacent to it to the free and unrestricted commerce of the country. 
But we have found by years of experience upon this floor that it is im- 
possible to pass large aggregate appropriations for a purpose of this 
kind ata given time. Buta beginning had to be made, and accord- 
ingly two years ago we made an appropriation ofa sufficient sum to 
purchase one of these locks and dams; we then inaugurated the policy 
of providing in each river and harbor bill for the acquistion of one of 
these locks and dams, intending it to continue until all had been pur- 
chased and the river opened to tree and unrestricted commerce. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman will permit me, the point that 
I wish information on is, do they charge a gross amount to pass through 
all these locks, or a toll in proportion to the number of locks through 
which they pass? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My understanding, Mr. Speaker, is that tolls 
are collected at or for each lock and dam. So that if we buy one of 
them now and another next year, just in that ratio do we free this 
river of the fetters which vex its commerce. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes; I yield for a question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The question I desire to ask is, if the 
gentleman has any information which would enable him tosay whether 
the parties owning this canal also own the coal-fields adjacent. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What extent of coal lands are owned by the 
corporation owning the locks and dams I am unable to state; but I 
wish to correct the statement made by the gentieman from Indiana in 
his remarks that this river is being opened by Congress only for the 
benefit of two or three or four or half a dozen individuals who own 
coal lands adjacent to the river. My informationis that the coal lands 
contiguous to the river are owned by a large number of persons. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not mention the number. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, the gentleman did say for the benefit of 
a few owners, if he will pardon me. And I am furtherinformed that 
there are many thousands of acres of coal lands contiguous to this rivet 
which huVe never as yet been opened which belong to a numberof in- 
dividuals, all of whom, as wellasall the country lying along the Ohio 
River and the Mississippi and its tributaries, will be benefited by open- 
ing this river to free commerce. It is not alone those who own coal 
lands along the Monongahela River who would be benefited by the 
opening of this river, but all of our constituents in the valley of the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries are interested in this question of 
cheap coal, The coal which supplies those who live in the lower val- 
lev of the a River comes in great part from the coal fields 
reached through the Monongahela River. The question of cheaper 
coal is one far-reaching in its scope and effect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would say to the gentleman that prices are con- 
trolled by competition and not by the facilities of outlet. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to make any re- 
marks myself at this time; but a good many gentlemen have expressed 
the desire to print remarks upon this bill, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that general leave to print may be given on the riverand harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is that? I did not hear the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that gentlemen be allowed to print remarks upon this 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. KERR, of iowa. Within five days. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not want any limit. I can not see why 
any limit should be made. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I shall not insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 


(Mr. CHEATHAM addressed the House. See Appendix. } 


Mr. HENDERSON, ot Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I yield one minute to 
my colleague [Mr. CANNON]. 
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Mr. CANNON. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I shall vote 
against this conference report. The habit has grown up, as gentlemen 
know, of appropriating once in two years {or the improvement of rivers 
and harbors; yet this money when appropriated will not be completely 
expended at the end of three or four years. I believe that a river and 
harbor bill should be presented and passed each year according to the 
necessities of the public service. For one, as a Kepresentative of the 
people, I believe in apt river and harbor improvements. I do not 
seriously object to the making of contracts for important work and for 
the completion of the same. I have very grave fears, however, respect- 
ing the improvement at Galveston—a very considerable city, an en- 
trepét and depot for a great section of country—whether the improve- 
ment when madeand this $6,000,000 when spent will give the necessary 
water over the bar at that point. I think it would have been wiser if 
the appropriation at that point were from year to year. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman if there is nota 
better communication —— 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The timeof the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this conference report illustrates 
the dangers I spoke of the other day, of indorsing in gross amendments 
of the Senate and bringing them back into the House as a whole in 
order that they may be passed upon without a dissenting voice and 
without any chance of opposition. We areentirely power!ess to inter- 
pose any opposition to any portion of this bill as it comes to us now, 
You might possibly point out objectionable features in any particular 
provision, and yet unless at this late hour we can induce the House to 
reject the entire report our opposition to any feature ia the bill would 
be entirely without avail. I agree with the gentieman from Illinois 
(Mr. CANNON] that th’s proposed improvement of Galveston Harbor 
is of very doubtful propriety. I believe on the coast of Texas there is 
a natural harbor at Aransas Pass, wliere heavy vessels engaged in the 
commerce of the world might be accommodated, and by which the 
farmers of the Southwest would have a more accessible avenue to the 
markets of the world with their produce. 

Mr. CRAIN. Vessels drawing 16 feet of water pass over the bar in 
Galveston Harbor. 

Mr. KERR of Iowa. - Now, in regard to this Hay Lake Channel, I 
called attention the other day to what I considered was an appropria- 
tion of very doubtful propriety. I wish to say now that I am satisfied 
that the chairman of this committee has investigated that matter very 
thoroughly, and that I was, perhaps, in errorin regard to the original 
cost of thiscanal. Icheerfully makethatcorrection. Ihave no doubt 
that a large sum of money has been expended in that improvement, 


and, if it isa national water way, it is possible that the sumof money | 


proposed in this bill would be properly expended there. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
the time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART]. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
maining. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas. 


cable by the best engineering talentin the United StatesArmy. In 1880 
a commission composed of Generals Tower, Newton, and Gillmore re- 
ported favorably upon it. In 1886 a commission consisting of Generals 
Duane, Abbott, and Comstock reported favorably upon it. 
session of Congress there was a provision in one of the appropriation 
bills requiring the Secretary of War to appoint a board of engineers to 
examine the Texas coast and report the most favorable point on that 
coast for a deep-water harbor. That commission was composed of 
Colonel Robert, Colonel Gillespie, and Colonel Smith. They made the 
examination as directed and they have reported to Congress in favor of 
Galveston, saying that it was capable of being made a harbor with 30 
feet of water. 

Mr. COLEMAN. At what expense? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. At an expense upon the plan of 1886 of 
$6,200,000. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, as we have the opinion in this 
ease that we are governed by in all other cases of river and harbor im- 
provements, the opinion of the best engineering talent in this country, 
lean not understand why any gentleman should hesitate a moment 
to believe that Galveston Harbor is capable of being made sufficiently 
deep and spacious for the accommodation of the commerce that would 
go there, . 

Mr. Speaker, under the general leave given to print I shall append 
to my remarks the report that, as a member of the River and Harbor 
Committee, I made upon the special bill that was introduced early in 
the session for the improvement of Galveston Harbor: 


Mr. Stewart, of Texas, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, sub- 
mitted the following report (to accompany S. 2716): 


2716, entitled “An act co provide for the completion of the improvement of the 
entrance to Galveston r, Texas,” and have instructed me to report it back 
with the recommendation that it do pass. : 

The bill makes an appropriation of $6,200,000,to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary OT War, for completing the works now being constructed 


for the improvement of the harbor at Galveston, Tex.,and it is provided that 








Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of | 


At the last | 
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| center of Texas, and which has a population of about 45,000, 
The gentleman has one minute re- | 
| with Galveston, as before stated 
Mr. Speaker, in one minute I desire to | 
say, if I can, that the harbor at Galveston has been deemed practi- | 
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not more than $1,000,000 of the amount appropriated can be drawn from (he 
Treasury in any one year during the progress of said work. 

Congress at its last session authorized and directed “the Secretary of War to 
appoint a board of three engineer otticers of the United States Army, whose 
duty it should be to make a careful and critical examination of the northwest 
coast of the Gulf of Mexico west of 93° 30/ west longitude, and report as to the 
most eligible point or points for a deep harbor, to be of ample depth, width, 
and capacity to accommodate the largest ocean-going vessels and the com- 
mercial and naval necessities of the country, which can be secured and main- 
tained in the shortest time and at the least cost In compliance with the act of 
Cougress three engineer officers of the United States Army were appointed 
a board to select the most eligibie point or points for a first-class harbor 

This board, after examining and carefully considering the subject, reported 
in favor of Galveston Harbor, and recommended that Congress at the earliest 
practicable day appropriate the sum of $6,200,000 to complete the work of bar- 
bor improvement now in course of const uction at that point. After the ap- 
pointment of this board, but before its report to Congress, a large convention 
was heid at Topeka, Kans., in which delegates from the States of Arkansas 
Colorado, California, Dakota, Illinois, lowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Wisconsin, 
Nebraska, and Texas, and fron the Territories of New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
Utah, and Wyoming participated, and at which a memorial was passed setting 
forth the importance to all that country west of the Miasissippi River ofa first- 
class harbor on the coast «f Texas, and asking Congress to appropriate perma 
nently and for immediate use wnatever amount the board of engineers might 
recommend as necessary to secure such harbor at the point selected, 

Resolutions have also been passed by the Legislatures of the Statesof Arkan- 
sas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, and Texas, and by the Territories of Utah and 
Wyoming, urging Congress to make an appropriation as contemplated by the 
bill herewith reported, and large numbers of petitions from muuicipal corpora- 
tions, commercial bodies, and farmers’ organizations have been presented ask- 
ing Congress to pass it. 

The justness of these demands, the national importance of the works, and the 
commercial necessity for the speedy establishment of a first-class harbor at Gal- 
ve-ton are fully appreciated by your committee, and will be recognized by all 
when it is stated that Galveston is the most accessible tide-water harbor to 
nearly one-third of the area of the United States, inhabited by 12,000,000 of peo- 
ple, and that this territory produced in 1839 55 per cent. of the total wheat prod- 
ucts grown in the United States, and after supplying home demand had a sur- 
plus greater than the total exports of wheat and wheat products of the entire 
Union. It produced in that year 55 per cent.of our corn and had a surplus of 
corn ten times greater than the total export of corn and corn products from the 
United States, It also produced 35 per cent. of the cotton and 60 per cent. of the 
animal! products of the Union 

The year’s surplus products of this section of the Union aggregate in value 
many hundreds of millions of dollars and is annually increasing. A saving of 
| cent a bushel on the annual surplus corn and wheat alone would exceed the 
entire amount appropriated by this bill Mr. William F. Switzler, late chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury Department of the United States, in 
his report to the Secret iry of the Treasury, dated September 10, 1889, speaking 
of this section of the Union, says 

It presents a variety of climate and production of prairie and woodland, 
mountain, lake, and river, and of picturesque scenery unsurpassed on the con 


tinent rhe richest cotton belt and the largest cattle-producing country on the 
' 









| globe are embraced by it,as well as the most fruitful tields of wheatand grasses 


and mines of gold, silver, iron, 
mines of tin.” 

Galveston Island fronts upon Galveston Bay and is 28 mileslongand from | to 
3 miles in width. Uponthe east end of this island issituated the city of Galves 


lead, zinc, and coal, and the most promising 


| ton, the largest shipping portin the State of Texas, and which hasa population 


of about 50,000, with wharves, docks, compresses, warehouses, elevators, and 
banking facilities which can be increased to any extent necessary to meet the 
requirements of commerce 

Fifty miles north of Galveston and connected with it by two lines of railway, 
as well as by tide-water navigation, is situated the city of Houston, the railroad 
Running into 
Houston are eleven railways, which, counting their connections, have in the 
State of Texas a mileage of 4,500 miles, and this railway system is connected 
These railways, with their 60.000 miles of 
Northern and Western railway connections, can transport the vast surplus prod- 
ucts of this section of our country to tide-water at Galveston with immense 
advantage to the producers, as shown by the following table of comparative 
distances between New York and Galveston 





‘as To New | ToGal- = age 

_—— York. | veston. |“ °7* 

| veston 

| 

Miles. Miles. Miles 
Little Rock, Ark 400 | TS 
St. Louis, Mo..........cc00 690 | 255 
San Francisco, Cal 1, 665 | 895 
Topeka, Kans.. 665 560 
Des Moines, lowa 830 170 
Lineoln, Nebr 795 460 
Cheyenne, Wy0.............0000 980 670 
Bismarck, N. Dak............... 1, 240 95 
St. Paul, Minn... 1,075 125 
toisé City, Idaho ia 1,400 960 
Santa Fé,N. Mex............... 770 1, 035 
I ies insta cncncsusnnenbiinéennsscnes 915 7545 
Salt Lake City, Utah 1, 235 755 
Helena, Mont........ 1,435 425 
Oregon City, Oregon 1, 850 5300 
Carson City, Nev. ...... scoccessscsccscces 1,560 2 
RE 1, 900 650 
Tucson, Ariz a 900 1,100 
ION: TEU ie sacocndo Sinden 280 1, 370 
Guthrie, Oklahoma. 400 79 
rotal 34, 140 21,105 13, 035 


The above table givesair-line distances, and the distances by rail make it more 


| favorable for Galveston, because the physical features of the « ountry tothe Gulf 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors have duly considered Senate bill No. | 


| to 13,035 miles, averaging 651 miles from each. 


are less difficult to overcome than to the Atlantic. 

The difference in favor of the Gulf from twenty States and Territories amounts 
The cost of transportation by 
rail averages three-quarters of a cent per ton per mile; therefore, by saving 65! 
miles of rail haul we save $4.88 per ton apon our surplus product. 

Your committee believe tnat by the deepening of the outlet to the Gulf of 
Mexico at Galveston there will be an annual saving to the industrial classes of 
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the country west of the Mississippi River of many millions of dollars in excess 
of estimated cost of the work contemplated by thisbill. While a very small per 
cent. of the traflic of the country that is geographically tributary to Galveston 
now passes through that port, yet during the year ending May 30, 1888, the value 
of its commerce aggregated the sum of $111,500, 706. The annual saving in de- 
murrage, freight, and insurance upon the commerce that now reaches the high 
seas (through this port would, it is believed, exceed the amount appropriated by 
this bill. use of the facts herein stated and of others that might be men- 
tioned your committee is of the opinion that the accompanying bill provides 
fora wor of truly national importance and recommend that it do pass, 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. I made 
& statement a few minutes ago that vessels drawing 16 feet of water 
were crossing the bar at Galveston. I find that I wasinerror. From 
a statement in the Galveston News I learn that between the 4th of 
October, 1848, and the Ist of July, 1890, vessels drawing 14 feet 6 
inches and 15 feet 6 inches were crossing the bar. I desire to correct 
my mistake. 

Mr. HENDEREN, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption 
of the conference report, and on that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the conference report; and 
the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for a division, 

‘The House aivided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 7. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I call for the yeas and nays. 

a yeas and nays were refused, only 4 members voting in ffvor 
thereof. 

So the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was adopted; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the contested-elec- 
tion case of Langston vs. Venable. 

Mr. O7PFERRALL. On thatI raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr, HavGeEn] to yield to me to present two reports from the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAUGEN, I will yield for a minute if the matter will not 
give rise to discussion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If there is any discussion I will withdraw the 
reports, 





AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1890. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, submitted 
the following report: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. 
R. 109) providing for the printing of the annual report of the Secretary of Ag- 
rieu|Lure for 1890, having considered the same, respectfully report it back to the 
House and recommend its passage. 


‘l’ e joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Kesolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, eic., That there be printed 
400.090 copies of the annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture for the year 
1890 ; 75,000 copies for the use of the members of the Senate; 300,000 copies for 
the use of the members of the House of Representatives, and 25,000 copies for 
the use of the Department of Agriculture, the illustrations for the same to be 
executed under the supervision of the Public Printer, in accordance with direc- 
tions of the Joint Committee on Printing, said illustrations to be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, 

Sno. 2. That the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, ont of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to defray the cost of printing said report. 


The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RANDALL. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, submit- 
ted the following report: 


The Committee on Printing,to whom was referred House joint resolution 
(H. Les. 215) to print the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Samuel 
J. Randall, have considered the same, and respectfully report it back to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The estimated cost of printing the 25,000 copies is $10,375. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, eic., That there be printed 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Samuel J. Randall, a 
Representative in the Fifty-first Congress from the State of Pennsylvania, 
25,000 copies, of which 6,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 19,000 
copies shall be for the use of the House of Representatives; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is bereby, directed to have printed a portrait of the 
said Samuel J. Randall, to accompany said eulogies, and for te of en- 
graving and printing said portrait the sum of $1,000, or so much f as may 

necessary, is hereby eqgeeprinted out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
Otherwise appropriated. That of the quotatothe House of Representatives the 
Public Printer shall set apart 50 ies, which he shall bave bound in full mo- 
roceo, with gilt edges, the same to be delivered when completed to the family 
of the deceased. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
ane being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 





ELECTION CONTEST—LANGSTON VS. VENABLE. 
| Mr. HAUGEN. Isend to the Clerk’s desk to be read the resolu- 


tions reported by the Committee on Elections. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls 
up the contested-election case of Langston vs. Venable from the Fourth 
Congressional district of Virginia, The Clerk will report the resolu- 
tions of the Committee on Elections. 
Mr, O’FERRALL, It is understood that I raise the question of con- 
sideration. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. .The Chair so understands. The Clerk 
| will read the resolutions. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That E. C. Venable was not elected a Repewentetive of the Fifty-first 


Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, and is not entitled 
to a seat therein. 


Resolved, That John M. Langston was elected a Representative of Congress 
jm, =e Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, and is entitled to a seat 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon these resolutions the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O’F eRRALL] raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. I would like unanimous consent to say to my friend 
from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] that I yesterday asked the chairman 
of the Committee on Elections [Mr. RowELL] when this case would 
be called up, and he said not before’ Tuesday next. I reported that 
conversation to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Venable], who, | 
am informed, has, upon that statement, gone home. I desired to say 
this. If the gentleman chooses under the circumstances to call up the 
case 


Mr. HAUGEN. I wish to say that I was not aware that the gentle- 
man from Virginia was not in city. - 

Mr. CRISP. My information is that he is not; that he has gone 
home on my statement. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Ina conversation which I had with the genitle- 
man from Wisconsin an hour or two ago, I stated to him that I did not 
think my colleague [Mr. Venable] was in the city. 

Mr. HAUGEN. You said you did not know. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. He was here yesterday; I have not seen him in 
the House to-day; and I take it for granted he is not in the city, be- 
cause he is very promptand regular in his attendance. 

Mr. TUCKER. I have a letter from Mr. Venable, asking to be in- 
fermed when his case comes up. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I su t that the gentleman from Wisconsin un- 
der the circumstances should not insist on calling up the case now. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I wish to understand whether my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] says that he communicated to Mr. Venable 
the statement made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RowELv]. 

Mr. CRISP. That was my statement ; I did so after seeing the chair- 
man of the committee. ; 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Then I say that for my part I donot think 
this case should be called up now. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido not think it ought to be, either. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will not press this matter farther at present, but 
will let it go over until Tuesday morning next. Monday is District 
day, and gentlemen do not want that interfered with. With the un- 
derstanding that this case shall be called up the first thing after the 
reading of the Journal on Tuesday morning—— 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Of course I will not agree to any understand- 
ing; I make no agreement with the gentleman in regard to the mat- 
ter. He can call it upon Tuesday or any other day. It is a matter 
which has the right of way in the House. The gentleman can obtain 
the floor at any time to call the case up, and then it is for the House 
to determine as to its action. 

Mr. HAUGEN. In view of the statement which has been made in 
regard to the absence of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. VENABLE], 
I withdraw the resolutions for the present. 


SETTLERS ON NORTHERN PACIFIC INDEMNITY LANDS. 


Mr, SIMONDS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The regular order is the consi leration 
of business on the Speaker’s table. 

The bill (H. R. 5939) for the relief of settlers on Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands was laid before the House with an amend- 
ment of the Senate, and with a request for a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. PAYSON. I move that the House non-concur in the amendment 
of the Senate and agree to the conference asked by that body. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 26, noes 56. 





ADDITIONAL LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC. 
The bill (H. R. 9001) for the erection of a new tower near the site of 





1890. 








the light-house on Smith’s Island, Virginia, was laid before the House, 
with amendments of the Senate and a request for a conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, August 25, 1590. 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 9001) entitled ‘‘An act for the erection of a new 
tower near the site of the light-house on Smith’s Island, Virginia,”’ do pass with 
the following amendment: 

After line 7 insert: 

‘Sec. 2, That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of 
a site and the establishment of a proper light and fog-signal at the mouth ofthe 
Coquille River, on the Pacifie Ocean, the same to be constructed under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

“Sec, 3, That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $85,000 for the construction, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, of a new light-house 
tender for use iu the thirteenth light-house district, headquarters Portland, 
Oregon. 

* Seo. 4, That the sum of $80,000, or so much thereofas may be necessary, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of a site and the construction ofa light- 
house and steam fog-signal on St. Mary's Island, in the Territory of Alaska, 
said light-house and steam fog-signal to be erected under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

“Sec. 5, That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out ofany moneys inthe 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50,000 for the construction of 
a first-order light-house on North Head, Cape Disappointment, in the State of 
Washington, near the mouth of the Columbia River; said light-house to be 
erected under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury ; and when the light 
herein provided for shall have been established, the light now at Cape Disa p- 
——— shall be discontinued, and a light of the fourth order be substituted 
therefor. 

“src. 6. That there be established off Winter-Quarter Shoal, Maryland at Fen- 
wick Island Shoal, Maryland, Frying-Pan Shoais, North Carolina, and at Mar- 
tin’s Industry, South Carolina, new light-ships with steam fog-signals, the en 
tire cost of each of which shall not exceed $70,000, 

“sec. 7. That there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, $25,000, to establish a light-station at or near Page's 
Rock, in York River, Virginia. 

“Se, 8. That light-houses, fog-signals, range-lights, and other aids to naviga- 
tion be established and erected as hereinafter set forth, to wit 


“LAKE ONTARIO. 


“On Galloo Island,a steam fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $5,700, which 
sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys inthe Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

“At the entrance to Oswego Harbor, at Beacon Light, in place of a fog-beli, a 
steam river fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $41,300, which sum is hereby ap- 
propriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

“On the head of Carleton’s Island, a light-house, at a cost not exceeding $8,600, 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“ On Tibbett’s Point, a fog-whiatle, ata cost not exceeding $4,300, which sum is 
hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

“On Bay State Shoal, at the cross-over, light-ships, at acost not exceeding $800, 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“At Charlotte,a fog-whist le, atacogt not exceeding $4,300, which sum is hereby 
appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

“LAKE ERIE, 


“On the’ breakwater at Buffalo, a fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $4,300, 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“At the entrance to Erie Harbor, Pennsylvania, Lake Erie, a fog-whistle, at a 
cost notexceeding $4,300, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropyated. 

“At Ashtabula Harbor, Lake Erie, Ohio, range-light and fog-whistle: Yor a 
range-light near the inner end of the pier, at a cost not exceeding $400, anu tor 
asteam fog-whistle at a cost not exceeding $4,300, making in all $4,700, which 
sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose outofany moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise ap »ropriated, 

“At Fairport ation. Lake Erie, Ohio, range-lights and a fog-whistle: For a 
steam fog-signa! ata cost not exceeding $4,300, and for an inner range-light at 
acost not exceeding $400; making in all $4,700, which sum is hereby appropri- 
ated - that purpose out of any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated. 

“At Lorain Harbor, Lake Erie, Ohio, range-lights and a fog-whistle: For a 
steam fog-signal at a cost not exceeding $4,300, and for an inner range-light, at 
acest not exceeding $00, making in all $4,700, which sum is hereby appropriated 
for that purpose out of any moneysinthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“A light on South Bass Island to aid vessels to clear shoals in the south passage, 
and so located as to range with Green Island light and Marblehead light, at a 
cost not exceeding $8,600, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

. “LAKE HURON, 

“At Gratiot, range-lights, ata cost not exceeding $500, which sum is hereby ap- 
propriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

“At old Mackinac Point,a light-house,at a cost not exceeding $25,000, which sum 
is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

“Oa Round Island, opposite the harbor of Mackinac Island, a beacon-light and 
esenet station, at a cost not exceeding $15,000, which sum is hereby appro- 
priated. 

“Ata point about midway between Sheboygan and Presque Isle light-stations, 
to be definitely located by the Light-House Board upon further examination,a 


light and fog-signal station, at a cost not to exceed $25,000, which sum is hereby 
approp for that purpose out of any moneys inthe Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 


“LAKE MICHIGAN, 


“At or near White Shoal, or Simmons Reef. Lake Michigan, alight and steam 
fog-signal, in addition to the amount of $60,000 heretofore appropriated by the 
March 2, 1889, the sum of $90,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for 
the completion of said light and fog-signal station out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That said light and fog-signal 
shall not cost to exceed the sum of $150,000. 
“On South Fox Island, a fog-whistle, ata cost not exceeding $5,500, which sum 
hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
twise appropriated. 
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ot K } ‘ ‘ v< Ss ght, t sti ex 
ceeding $20,000, which sum is he Approy if that | pose out : 
moneys in the Treasury not other e appropriated 
“On Point Betsey light-station, Lake Michigra a fog : : t ex- 
ceeding $5,500, which sum is hereby ap yriat f t tp 1v 
moneys in the Treasury not oth sc APpro] ated 
“On Squaw Island, Lake M ra MM tiga a lig i ut a 
cost not exceeding $25,(00, w! 1 Sus is hereby a ed t ‘ 
out of any moneysin t Treas yt ‘ ul a 
“On Eleven-Foot Shoal,off Peninsula I tir Ly a - 
and maintain a light-ship until the sa f ted. as ex 
$100,000 for the construx 1 of a light and fog-w 
$2,500 for the temporary aintenance, for t As : 
aggregate sum of $102,500 is her ¥y appropriated 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriate 
“On Sand Point, Escanaba, Mich., Lake Michiga » fog-w atle 4 cost 
exceeding $1,100, which sum is hereby appropriated for 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
‘In Death's Door Passage, on Plumb Island, entrance to G 1 Bay, Lake 
Michigan, Michigan, range-lights and fog-signal, ata cost note eding $21,000 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any nt 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
\ULT RIVE 
‘On the mainland, on the west side of Round Island, to aid boats to run clear 
of flats below Iroquois, aset of range-lights, at a cost not exceeding 32,000, which 
sum is hereby ap riated for that purpose outof any moneys in the wury 
not otherwise appropriated 
SUPI Or 
At Eagle Harbor. Michigan,a fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $500 whi 
sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneysinthe Treasurys 


not otherwise appropriated. 

‘At Chequomegon Point, W iseonsin 
ing $5,500; 
7 500 


= 


For steam fog-signal, a sum not exceed 
for removing and rebuilding the main light, a sum not exceeding 
for harbor light and bell, a sum not exceeding #2,500, which said sum 
of money are hereby appropriated for the objects and purposes above set fort 

out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

“On Devil’s Isiand, Apostie Group, Lake Superior, Wisconsin, a fog-sig i 
a cost not exceeding $5,500, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpos 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“St. Mary’s River, from Pipe Island to the Sault, thirty-seven range-lights, i 
accordance with the recommendation of the Light-House Board, at a cust not 
exceeding $30,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

“At Ahnapee, Lake Michigan. Michigan, range-lights, in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Light-House Board, at a cost not exceeding the sum of 
$2,500, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneysin 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

*Seul Choix Point, Lake Michigan, Michigan : In addition to the sum of $15,000 
appropriated by the act of August 4, 1586, for the establishment of a light-station 
the further sum of $3,500 is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of an 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and for the est 





afyiisth 


ment of asteam fog-signal at the above-named place, at a cost not exceeding 
$5,500, there is hereby appropriated for that purpose said sum of money out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

At Superior Bay, Lake Superior, Wisconsin, six lights at a cost not exceed 
$1,200, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any mon 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

On the north pier of St. Joseph Harbor, Lake Michigan, a steam fog-si 


ata cost not exceeding $5,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for that | 
pose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Amend the title so as to read ‘An act for the erection of a new tower uear t 
site of the light-house on Smith's Island, 


Virginia, and for other purposes 
Resolved, That the Senate request a conference with the House of Repres 
atives on said bill and amendments. 
Ordered, That Mr. Dotrepnu, Mr. WAsupeut and M RANS th ifere 


on the part of the Senate 


Mr. BAKER. 


[ move that the House non-concur in the amendment 
of the Senate and agree to the request for a conference 
Mr. CANNON. [rise to a question of order 
A MremMBeErR. ‘Too late. 
Mr. CANNON. My point of order can not be cut out in that way 
I am not too late. 
Mr. BAKER. Oh, no; I think the gentleman is in time 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 
in time. 

Mr. CANNON. The first point of order | make is that this bill ha 
no business upon the Speaker’s table, and no right to be laid before 
the House in this manner; that under the rules its proper disposition 
without being laid before the House, is that it should be sent to th: 
Committee on Commerce or the Committee on Appropriations 

Second, that in any event it should receive its first considerat 
either now or in the future, when it comes properly before the House 


The gentleman from Lilinois is clearly 





in Committee of the Whole. And now to the points of order, in the 
order in which I have made them. 

Rule XXIV requires that— 

Reports and communications from the heads of Departments, and other con 
munications addressed to the House, and bills, resolutions, and mes es fro 
the Senate may be referred to the appropriate committees in the same manner 
and with the same right of correction, as public bills presented by members 


Then comes the exception: 

But House bills with Senate amendments which do not require consideration 
in a Committee of the Whole, may be at once disposed of as the House may de 
termine, as may also Senate bills substantially the same as House bills already 
favorably reported by a committee of the House, and not required to be consid 
ered in Committee of the Whole. 

Now, what is the situation of this bill? It isa bill originally passed 
by the House to establish a light-house or to rebuild a light-house at 
Cape Charles or Smith’s Island. Originating in the House, a single 
bill for the purpose specified, it goes to the Senate and there is put on 
the bill an omnibus appropriation for authorization of light-houses, 
and it is sent back to the House. In the mean time the sundry civil 
bill carries an appropriation for the rebuilding of the light-house at 
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Cape Charles or Smith’s Island, and it has been enacted into law, and 
now this bill comes back from the Senate with these omnibus amend- 
ments, with a request for a conference before there is even a disagree- 
ment on the part of the House. I do not know what may be claimed 
by gentlemen who will oppose this poizt of order as to the request for 
a conlerence, and the privileges which may arise therefrom, but I do 
know what the House rules provide, and I do know that there are no 
joint rules in force between the House and the Senate. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman allow me a question just 
there ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Do I understand you to say that the sundry civil 
appropriation bill carries an appropriation for this very light-house that 
this bill was passed and sent to the Senate for? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHEADLE. How ean this be enacted into law now when it has 
been already provided for, if that be the case? 

Mr. CANNON, Well, the Senate sent back this bill. The other 
has already become a law on the sundry civil bill, and this is provided 
for as well in this omnibus amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. This, then, is a second-hand 
‘*basketful of plums.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; this is asecond-hand basketful of plums. 

I have already called your attention, Mr. Speaker, to this clause of 
Rule XXIV that I have read. I now call your attention to the lan- 
guage of Rule XX, which provides that— 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union If, originating in the House, it would be subject to that 
point, 


I do not believe at this time that it is necessary to invoke Rule XX; 
but, out of abundant caution, I make the point of order under that 
rule as well as under the other. There can be no question, nor any 
pretense upon the part of anybody, that if the Senate had not asked a 
conference the Speaker, under the rule that I have read a moment ago 
and the rule that provides how bills shall be referred, would have re- 
ferred this bill to the appropriate committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Permit me to ask the gentleman from Illinois, 
just in this connection, if it is not true that a request for a conference 
on the part of the Senate does not and can not change the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; there ig no question of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And they can not prevent us from legislating in 
accordance with our own rules, simply by asking a conference? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. And that right of the House, Mr. Speaker, 
rests in the Constitution. The Constitution gives to each House the 
power to determine the rules for its own government. The House has 
determined its rules; and its rales stand when any one Representative 
invokes them by a point of order against the 329 other Representatives, 
or against any other body. 

Now, I apprehend it is not to be claimed that the co-ordinate branch, 
the Senate of the United States, can do what no member or what all 
the members of this House combined could not do under the rules— 
that is, that the Senate may amend with an omnibus amendment like 
this and send it back to the House and request a conference, and thereby 
secure consideration aud legislation without reference to our rules. 
When should there be a conference in the ordinary course of legisla- 
tive proceedings? When there is disagreement. The very object of 
a conference is to adjust differences between the Houses. 

Perchance when the House of Representatives under its rules con- 
siders this particular bill and the Senate amendments, the House may 
agree to them. But the Senate, before there is a disagreement on the 
part of the House, requests a conference; and, I suppose, it is to be in- 
sisted here that that bare request of the Senate nullifies and sets aside 
the rules of the House that were made by the House under the Con- 
stitation, and that we are powerless to enforce them ourselves under 
the circumstances, 

Against such a raling I protest and will protest with what force and 

wer I have. Therefore, in my opinion, as this bill is improperly 

aid before the House from the Speaker’s table, when under the rule it 
should have gone to the appropriate committee, I meet it as best I can 
and make the point of order that, under the rule cited, it must go by 
virtue and force of that rule to the appropriate committee. 

Now, one further word. This matter was settled on the silver bill. 
True, the House reversed the Speaker; but afterward it sustained the 
Speaker,and on a vote determined that that bill, by virtue of the force 
of the rule, was carried to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. The other branch of the point of order I will discuss later on. 

I want to say one word now touching the effect of any other raling 
different from that which I advocate. Here is a co-ordinate branch 
that sends a bill back, acting as if there was a disagreement between 
the two bodies, when ‘there is no disagreement. It sends a bill back 
that authorizes a light-house or the rebuilding of one at Cape Charles, 
which is already the law; sends it back with an omnibus provision 
amonnting in the aggregate to $700,000, when many of these 
have already been written into the law and fully appropriated forin the 


sundry civil bill. Mr. Speaker, if this can be done in this way, and if 
the request for a conference nullifies the rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, then, indeed, we are at the mercy of another body, and then 
we can have, without rhyme or reason, legislation and appropriations 
doubled up and enacted, not under the rules of the House which bind 
us, but the binding may be loosed at the will of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. p 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has any gentleman upon the floor of the House, 
either now or at any time heretofore, ever suggested that the fact that 
the Senate asked a conference affected in the slightest degree the rules 
of the House touching the subject-matter? Has anybody ever made 
such a suggestion? I never heard it suggested before. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifit is not claimed, then this bill goes, on the point 
of order, where it ought to have gone without the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend know that the regular mode 
of procedure, which has been almost unbroken in practice, has been, 
not for the House that makes the amendment to ask a conference, but 
in the first instance for the House that disagrees ? 

Mr. ADAMS, That is not the custom. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was the uniform custom until very recently, but 
now it is considered a convenience for the House that makes the amend- 
ment to ask for a conference. 

Mr, CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] that there is nothing to confer about at this time, because there 
is no disagreement between the two bodies, and, speaking respectfully, 
as I want to, and always mean to do, touching ‘the other body, speak- 
ing respectfully, to my mind it is a parliamentary finesse on the part 
of the Senate that under the House rules will not avail. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, as a general proposition there would 
not be much difference between the argument of my friend from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] and myself upon the point of order which he has 
made; but the conditions that confront us are these: 

Here are certain amendments proposed to a House bill, involving cer- 
tain other propositions, and each one of them has been reported favora- 
bly by the Committee on Commerce. What would there be for the 
committee of conference to consider if this bill was referred to that 
committee under the rule which is invoked by the gentleman from 
Illinois? Simply to review bills and propositions that have been re- 
ported favorably from that committee. bills that are now pending upon 
the Calendar from the Committee on Commerce. 

Now, it is contended that some of these items have been provided 
for in the sundry civil bill. True; but those are matters of conference, 
and should be eliminated from the bill, and would be in the conference 
committee, as they would be asked for by the Committee on Commerce. 
It seems to be a fair and reasonable proposition to get at the real 
merits of the matter by a motion to non-concur and a request for a con- 
ference committee on the part of the House, because all these propo- 
sitions, as I have stated, have received the favorable action of your 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If the conference committee should eliminate 
those propositions; would there be any original proposition before the 
committee at all? 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, certainly, there would be differences to adjust in 
the conference committee, involving the merits and the demerits of 
some of these propositions. Some of these light-houses are claimed to 
be merely desirable, and the purpose of the gentleman from [llinois 
[Mr. CANNON], as the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
- to object to making app ms for any of these light-houses ex- 

ing those that are aed from the Department as indispensable. 

“a of them, by a special communication to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, are designated as “* indispensable,’ some as *‘nevessary,’’ 
and some as ‘‘desirable."’ Now, some of the items in the amendments 
inserted by the Senate are in the ‘‘desirable”’ list. I will say most of 
them are either ‘‘ necessary’’ or ‘‘indispensable.’’ Now, if it is the 
judgment of the House that no appropriation shall be made for an im- 

vement or for a light-house that is merely ‘‘desirable,’’ then the 
Rents may instruct the committee to eliminate these items. But ! 
want it distinetly understood, and it ought to be remembered by the 
House, that the Committee on Commerce, in the performance of its 
duties, has considered and to the House quite a number of 
bills for light-houses, for aids to navigation, life-saving stations, ports 
of entry, ports of immediate delivery,and amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law, and has labored in season and out of season to get a 
day for the consideration of business reported by that coramittee. 

A number of bridge bills, also, are upon the Calendar of the House, 
which do not need consideration under the rule in Committee of the 
Whole; but these items under the . of order would require con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole, if the point of order be urged 
and insisted upon. Still, I do think, under all the cirenmstances of 
the case, conan ir ter tuadltinien on Ooen these bills having been 

favorably reported by the Committee on Commerce, that the true and 
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conference, and let theimproper items (those which have already been 
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provided for) be stricken from the bill, and let such items as are 
‘‘ necessary ’’ and ‘‘ indispensable’’ be incorporated, if you please, in 
a bill which shall provide these necessary things for the Light-House 
Service. 

It is contended all over the country that we have been making ap- 
propriations for public buildings and tor rivers and harbors. Iapprove 
appropriations for rivers and harbors, but here one of the most im- 
portant branches of the public service has been practically ignored by 


this Congress. No opportunity has been given for the consideration of 


bills reported by this committee to give additional aids to navigation, 
to build light-houses where they are so much needed, where they are 
indispensable, and I say it is a great wrong for the gentleman from 
Illinois, or the Committee on Appropriations, if you please, to stand in 
the way of the consideration of these necessary measures. 

Now, I insist, Mr. Speaker, that the point of order—— 


Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. 


Do I understand you to say that it isa great wrong 
that we shall proceed under the rules of the House to enact laws? 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, well; we will proceed under the rules of the 
House when we consider these items. If we go into Committee of the 
Whole to consider these matters, what is the result? After we have 
considered them, those that are not agreed to are non-concurred in, and 
a conference committee is appointed uponthem. Isit nota great deal 
better and a saving of time on these items, which have been favorably 
recommended by the Committee on Commerce, and every one of them 
upon the Calendar of the House and entitled to consideration,and should 
have been considered weeks ago, and would have been considered if it 
had not been for the interruption of other matters of business, that we 
now go to a committee of conference, as far as this bill embraces them, 
in order that we may make a harmonious bill and a measure that will 
meet the necessities of the public service ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ” 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. How does that bear upon the question of order? 

Mr. BAKER. I think it bears upon the question of order in this 
way. The gentleman insists that this bill should go to the Committe: 
on Commerce. What is the use of that? , 

Mr. PAYSON. Because the rules of the House require it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Wil! my friend permit me ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let us say that the committee has 
passed upon an item of appropriation for $50,000 for a light-house in 
a certain place. Would you make the appropriation for it here? 

Mr. BAKER. Ob, no; under the rules of the House the Committee 
on Appropriations is charged with the responsibility of recommending 
the appropriations. 
appropriations. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No. The function of the Committee 
on Commerce, of which I am a member (and I only want fair play), 
the function ot the Committee on Commerce is to consider these bills 
which provide for the establishment of light-houses. 

Mr. BAKER. And which authorize their creation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
on Appropriations is to appropriate money for their erection. 


Mr. BAKER. But the exercise of that function has been not to ap- | 


propriate, rather than to appropriate. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Your point is as to the function ratiier 
than its exercise. Here is a bill providing for the establishment of a 


light-house, which has been amended by the Senate by adding scores of 


items appropriating money. 

Mr. BAKER. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does my friend wish the House to un- 
derstand that if these amendments of the Senate—this score of amend- 
ments—making appropriations of money, when the bill comes into the 
House, would have to be considered by the Committee on Commerce 
rather than the Committee on Appropriations, or does he say that the 
Committee on Commerce has ever made appropriations ? 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, no. That is one of the arguments I vsed—that 
we may eliminate the appropriation of money. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. You would cut out the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, we are willing to do that, and would do it if we 
could. Now, in all the other bills we have not made any appropria- 
tion, but have stricken out the clause appropriating money. Now, it 
is important that this conference committee shall be appointed so 


as to strike out the ye ms clauses and make the bill embrace | 
au 


only recommendations zing these improvements, and then they 

should go as a matter of course to the Committee on Appropriations. 
| Cries of ‘* Decision !’’ ‘‘ Decision !’’ ] 

Mr. FLOWER, Mr. Speaker, I believe the point of order is well 

If not, itshould be. [Laughter.] The report of the chair- 

man of the Committee on Appropriations the day before yesterday, 

and also the statements of two members of that committee, showed us 
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Then the function of the Committee | that every one of these Senate amendments, if offered as amendments 
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conclusively that $462,000,000 will have been appropriated when we 
| get done with the work of this session—more than the revenues of the 
| year by eleven or twelve million dollars; and I think it is time to call 
| a halt, Certainly I think we should at least strictly obey the rules in 
regard to appropriations. We have had ail kinds of legislation here. 

| We have had labor legislation, which, if it meant anything, meant to 
| take $2,000,000 out ot the Federal Treasury, but the representative of 


the Knights of Labor here says that that legislation is totally inade- 
quate and does not mean anything. I believe the eight-hour bill will 
not recover for the laboring men one dollar of that two 
is due them—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
please confine himself to the point of order 

Mr. FLOWER. Iwilltrytodoso. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think 
that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is right in this 
matter, and [ believe that we should call a halt. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I think the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Illinois, that this is a question of order, is a matter of great im- 
portance in the consideration of the point now pending. The matter 
of the improvement of the navigable waters of the country by fog-sig 
nals, light-houses, etc., is not here for our consideration at this time. 
It is a matter of exceeding importance to the House that in the ex- 
penditure of public money we shall be guided by those rules which have 
been carefully prepared, adopted, and adhered to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives for many decades, It is of great importance, I say, that 
those rules shall be adhered to and shall not be discarded whenever 
thereisany emergency. The House passed a bill providing for the erec- 
tion of a new tower near the site of a light-house on Smith’s Island, Vir- 
ginia, and sent it to the Senate. The Senate made no objection to that 
provision. The Senate assented tc the propriety of the erection of that 
work. There is no difference between the two Houses upon that point; 
but the Senate thinks that more ought to be done, and therefore it pro- 
vides upon the same bill that ‘‘the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropri- 
; ated for the purchase of a site and the establishment of a proper light- 
| house and fog signal at the mouth of the Coquille River on the Pacific 
Ocean.”’ 
| Now, that is an entirely distinct proposition. That has no relation 
| at all to the bill which the House passed and sent to the Senate. It 
is not a modification of the terms and provisions of that bill; it is an 
| entirely different proposition. I might go on and read amendment 

after amendmeut, page after page, relating to various improvements 
| totally different from the subject of the House bill and designed, not 
| to modify the House proposition, but to provide for new works. That 
bill, thus changed, comes back for our consideration. Now, sir, the 
rule provides that-— 
Hlouse bills with Senate amendments which do not require consideration in a 
Committee of the Whole, may be at once disposed of as the House may deter 


mine, as may also Senate bills substantially the same as House bills already 
favorably reported by a committee of the House, and not required to be consid 


millions that 





We have reported the bills that authorize these | ered in Committee of the Whole. 


| By Rule XX this House has declared that— 


Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Unionif, originating in the House, it would be subject to that 
point. 


Now, as appropriations are involved here, there is no question but 


in the House when the bill was ander consideration, would have been 
| subject to consideration in Committee of the Whole. This rule was 
| intended to enable the House to guard against hasty action on the part 
| of the Senate, to guard against the very kind of effort which seems now 
| to be made to force this House to consider these various projects taking 
| hundreds and thousands of dollars trom the Treasury without consider 

ing the items in the usual conservative way in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And without their having been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Iam coming to that later. The point I make now, 
Mr. Speaker, is that the logical purpose of this proposition on the part 
of the Senate, and its practical effect, if it is not sent to the Commit- 
| tee of the Whole, would be to take away from this House the consid- 
eration of these subjects in Committee of the Whole under the rule. 

Now, this House having announced in its rules that these matters shall 

be considered in that committee, will it now be persuaded to depart 
| from that rule? Will it be persuaded not to consider these amend- 

ments at all, but to transfer the consideration of them to a committee 
of conference, to leave to three gentlemen from each House the power 
| to determine questions the responsibility for the proper determination 
| of which devolves upon each and every member of this House? Can 
| there be any doubt, Mr. Speaker, furthermore, that this is not an 
| amendment that would be permissible in the House? It would not 


| 


| be germane. 

| Suppose the proposition were in this House at this time in the form 

| of the original bill, providing for the erection of a new tower near the 

site of the light-house on Smith’s Island, Virginia, and these amend- 

ments were offered to that bill, would the Chair, as an amendment to 
such a bill, entertain a proposition to appropriate money for the estab- 

lishment of a new light-house on the Pacific coast? The enormity of 
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the proposition is illustrated in that way. Even if the amendment 
were germane, it would have to receive its first consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole, but not being germane it would not be en- 
tertained at all. Why? Therefore, there is the more reason why we 
should enforce strictly in this case our rule in regard to Senate amend- 
ments to House bills, 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this proceeding is too much like 
finesse in legislation; It does not savor of thatdeliberation, order, and 
conservatisin which becomes the Kepresentatives of the people or the 
members of the United States Senate, to seek by this method to subvert 
the rules of the House which were intended to protect the Treasury. I 
am glad that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has seen fit to 
bring this sabject to the attention of the Chair. I trust that every 
member will recognize the importance of the question, and will join 
in conserving those rules which have been solemnly adopted from Con- 
gress to Congress for the protection of the public funds, 

My friend from New York[ Mr. BAKER] hasclaimed that these works 
are important. He has examined the question; and that is his opinion. 
Perhaps he is correct. But the duty devolves upon the House to ex- 
amine these matters, to hear the reasons which may be given by the 
committee for these several propositions—reasons which thus far we 
have not had the opportunity to hear or consider. 

Mr. BAKER. I wish to say to my friend that without exception 
every recommendation of the Committee on Commerce fora light-house 
bill has been presented here with the indorsement and approval of the 
Light-House Board and the Treasury Department. There is not a sin- 
gle exception to that statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My observation related to the duty of this House 
in the matter of legislation—in the examination and discussion of 
measures which may be presented. It is the right and duty of the 
House to make up its own conclusions, after hearing the views of the 
Committee on Commerce and considering all the information which 
may be presented. My observation is that the Light-House Board 
during the time that I have been a member of this House has frequently 
recommended to Congress measures which Congress itself has declined 
to accept. It is our duty to make examination for ourselves. If the 
measures are important, as my friend thinks, why not allow them to 
take their regular course? If there has already been too great delay, 
the gentleman may ask for a special order in relation to these matters 
and have them brought up in that way. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Does not the gentleman know that a special 
order has been repeatedly asked from the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. BAKER. Overand overagain, AndIhaveseveral times made 
a request in the House for a day for the consideration of business of 
this kind, and it has been objected to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If it was objected to, it was—— 

Mr. BAKER. We have endeavored in vain to have these matters 
considered in the Committee of the Whole and in the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then, Mr. Speaker, if the House has refused to go 
into Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr. BAKER. The House has never refused, but the captious ob- 
jection of some single member has prevented the consideration of a 
resolution giving a day to the business of our committee, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Perhaps that grew out ot the manner of conducting 
business in the House, The Committee on Rules, by virtue of the 
rules themselves, has authority to direct what the House shall or shall 
not consider, If your rule is wrong, if your Committee on Rules is 
incapable of apprehending the wants of the country—if that is your 
situation, let it be alleged. 

There are mauy measures of importance which no doubt it is desir- 
able to consider. There are always measures of importance which we 
can not reach, But, however important they may be, they are not of 
such importance as will justify the House in establishing a precedent 
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rules; that is to say, a correct decision is equally important whether 
the bill immediately involved carries ten dollars or halt a million. 

And therefore the entire time taken by the gentleman trom New 
York [Mr. BAKER] in discussing the importance of the measures re- 
ported from his committee, and the necessity for prompt action upon 
them to the country, as well as for the speedy consideration and pas- 
sage of the bill now before you on the table, goes for nothing. 

‘The question here is, first, whether or not under the rules of this 
House the bill now lying before you, Mr. Speaker, on the table, on the 
question of order raised by my colleague, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, must in the first instance, and upon his ob- 
jection, go to the appropriate committee, which in this case would be 
the Committee on Commerce; and, second, if it shall be held that that 
reference ought not to be made, and that the bill is before the House 
for its consideration, whether or not it must receive its first consid- 
eration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. These are the two questions, and the only ones, presented by 
the point of order; and the question, as the Chair will appreciate, is a 
legal one whether, under the rules of this House, either of these two 
courses should be followed, and what should be their order. 

I insist that a point of order that this bill must first go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce is well taken. Why? These rules contemplate 
that all proposed legislation, whenever it comes within the House, 
whether introduced by a member of this body or coming from the 
other end of the Capitol, shall be referred to the appropriate commit- 
tees. That is the language of the rule with reference to the powers, 
privileges, and duties of the committees of the House. ‘‘All proposed 
legislation shall be referred to the following committees.’’ I quote 
now the first paragraph of Rule XI, and in order that I may get the 
words exactly I will read the language of the rule itself: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
preceding rule as follows, namely: 
Subjects relating to, etc. 

Such a bill as this would go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Now, if the Senate amendment had been introduced either in the 
form of separate bills or as an omnibus bill in this House in the first 
instance, there is no question that, under the rules of the House, the 
Speaker of his own motion would have referred that bill, or the vari- 
ous bills so introduced, to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman allow me to state that there 
were introduced separate bills or separate propositions foreach of these? 

Mr. PAYSON. Separate bills may have been introduced, but they 
have not been introduced in the form of this Senateamendment. The 
gentleman will remember that every Senate amendment now on the 
des carries with it an appropriation. 

Mr. BAKER. ButI mean the propositions for the construction of 
these light-houses and the other matters embodied in the Senate amend- 
ments. They were all introduced as separate measures and reported 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PAYSON. And the gentleman will correct me if I am wrong 
in the statement that there is nota bill reported from his commitiee— 
a single bill—which carries with it an appropriation. 

Mr. BAKER. I sostated inmy argument; but the proposition for 
the erection of the light-houses has been favorably recommended by 
the committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, that amounts to nothing. 

Mr. BAKER. Well, we begin to think so ourselves. [{Laughter. | 

Mr. PAYSON. And if the gentleman will not anticipate me I will 
show him how even under that state of the case this omnibus amend- 
ment can not be considered under the rules of the House, 

The difficulty with the gentleman is that he assumes, because of 
the importance of the legislation coming from his committee, in which 
I do not disagree, therefore it must be*considered whether it comes 


by which we trample under our feet that vital rule requiring considera- | within the scope of the rules or not. This question is not a question 


tion in the Committee of the Whole of Senate amendments involving 
appropriations of money, especially when those amendments are not 
even germane to the measure under consideration. This measure may 
be important; Iam willing to concedeit; but no measure is equally im- 
portant with this great rule of the House, which is maintained by all 
parties in every Congress from decade to decade. 

Mr. PAYson addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to decide the ques- 
tion, but will gladly listen to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON, IfT felt sure that the opinion of the Chair agrees 
with my own, I would be glad to hear the ruling at once, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is glad to hear the gentle- 
man. 

Several Memners. Rule! Rule! 

Mr. PAYSON, ‘The gentleman from New York may be very anx- 


- ious to have a raling; but perhaps he will do me the courtesy to listen 


to what I am about to say, so long as the Chair is willing todo so. 

I premise by remarking that I regard it as important that what- 
ever decisions may be made on questions arising upon these rules, they 
should be harmonious. I assert another thing—that the importance or 
the insignificance of a particular bill on which a question of order may 
arise bas nothing whatever to do with the proper construction of the 





| as to the importance of any measure, but it is a legal question of con- 


sideration under the rules. 

Now, to proceed. All legislation must be referred to the appropri- 
ate committees; but there are certain matters of legislation that come 
to us from the other end of the Capitol which are also provided for 
in the rule. I think an observation has fallen from the lips of some 
gentleman who participated in the discussion of this question, that 
possibly the bill in question is not properly on the Speaker’s table. I 
do not agree to that, Mr. Speaker. »It is properly there, and could 
properly be nowhere else until disposed of either by the Speaker or by 
the House. 

That leaves me to reiterate what I was saying, that all proposed leg- 
islation coming intothis Chamber comes, not from the members of this 
body alone, but from the other end of the Capitol as well; and provis- 


| ion is made in our rules for its reception and consideration. This leg- 


islation comes in the shape of resolutions, or bills 


by the Senate; 


| and also by Senate amendments to House bills. Proposed legislation 
from the Senate comes to this body, how? By a ‘‘ message from the 
Senate.’’ The Speaker of the House frequently interrupts the pro- 
ceedings of the House to receive a message from the Senate. 
The Secretary of the Senate, standing in the main isle, announces 
that he presents a message from the Senate; that he presents certain 
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bills enacted by that body, or certain amendments to House bills, in 
which the concurrence of the House is requested, which message is de- 
livered to the House in that form, Where does it go? It goes to the 
Speaker’s table as a message from the Senate. It could go nowhere 
else, What does the rule provide in reference to it? Clause 2 of Rule 
XXIV provides— 

2. Business on the Speaker's table shall be disposed of as follows: 

Messages from the President shall be referred to the appropriate committces 
without debate. Reports and communications from the heads of Departments 


and other communications addressed to the House, and bills, resolutions and 
messacves from the Seriate may be referred tothe appropriate committees in the 
same manner and with the same right of correction as public bills presented by 
mem vers, 

Now, if there was nothing else in this rule there would be but on 
course to be taken with these biils. That is, the bill coming from the 
Senate, as it does after having passed that body, should be refe 
the appropriate committee in like manner and with like privilege o1 
right of correction of reference as bills introduced here, with which we 
are all familiar. 

That committee might report it back because they had jurisdiction. 
Another committee claiming it might do it. And the precedents in 
this direction, Mr. Speaker, are uniform. Where is the general deli- 
ciency bill to-day—the House bill with Senate amendments? It is 
before the Committee on Appropriations, under a proper reference from 
the Speaker’s table. Where was the bill which has been considered 
to-day, the river and harbor bill, prior to its being presented for con- 
sideration? It was a House bill with Senate amendments, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, which reported it 
back as a privileged matter, and we considered it to-day under the rule. 
How was it with thesilver bill? That was not referred in open House, 
and the question was debated before the House here, pro and con, 
whether or not the Speaker had the right under the rules to make a 
private and a quiet reference of the bill. It was before the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and the House of Representatives, 
by an overwhelming vote, affirmed the propriety of that reference. 
The preamble to it (the whereas and the reason, and all that sort of 
thing) was voted down; but the reference of that bill to that com 
mittee was indorsed by an overwhelming vote in this House. 
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in the first instance to some committee, unless it is under a motion to 
suspend the rules or undera request for unanimous consent. Of course 
the Speaker will understand that I am talking about the ordinary parlia 


meutary procedure and disposition of business, under which all legisla- 
tion must first be referred tosom mittee,and the fact that theSenate 
has requested aconference does not at any | ege to ill. Upon 
that I call the attention of the Speaker to a precedent in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, wher peaker CARI lecided that no matter if the 
Senate in the first instance requested iferer upon Senate amend 
ments to a House bill there was n I leg taching to t t bill until 
after there was a disagreement | ween the Hou dt ate upon 
those amendments, and that disagreement could not be man i until 
after the bill had gone to a committee, been reported to the H e, and 
| by the House considered and its action had. Then t sen I 
ments were non-concurred in, the question was one of pri e und 
the conference. 
I do not know that I care to read this decision. i think it 1s on the 
desk in front of the Speaker. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I in 


sist that the points of order made by hairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations as against this bill are well taken, and that it should 
go to the proper committ« 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It does not seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
this bill should go anywhere except upon the table. ‘The original 
yroposition before the House has been disposed of by the concurrence 


the Senate, so that so far as this body is concerned there is no leg 


aw « 


i} a 
lation for our consideration, unless we are to assume that this isa 
senate bill, and that is not a legitimate deduction. 

That being the case, it see 
this proposition on the table 
on the table. 

Mr. DUNNELL. We had better have a rulin 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ' 
order made by the gentleman from Illinois [{ Mr. 





ms to me that the proper course is to la 


I move to lay the bill and amendment 


rhe Chair has considered the point « 


CANNON ], and the 
present occupant of the Chair is advised that it has been the uniform 
practice of the Y iker’s ta 


Speaker, under the rules, to retain on the Spe 


| ble House bills with Senate amendments which come back from the 


Now, there are exceptions to this rule, Mr. Speaker, and what are | 


they ? 
But House bills with Senate amendments 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] would say that was 


this bill, and if it was not for something else that followed he would } a: 


be right. 


But House bills with Senate amendments, which d» not require considera- | 


tion in a Committee of the Whole, may at once be disposed of as the House ! 


may cactermine, 


Now, does the gentleman from New York insist that this bill comes | 


within that paragraph? 
gentleman. 

Mr. BAKER. I have not so argued yet. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, I know; but answer my question. It seems 
to me that the gentleman has not argued the point of order atall, I 
beg the gentleman’s pardon for making the suggestion. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Has anyone seriously contended 
that it is in order? 

Mr. PAYSON, Ido not understand the gentleman 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Has any oneserious 
that the bill is in order? 

Mr, PAYSON. One would think the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER] intended to have that idea conveyed, because otherwis: 
the bill can not be considered now; but [ think he will not contend 
that it comes within the exception. 

House bills with Senate amendments which do not require their first 
eration in a Committee of the Whole. 

Now this bill does not come within that exception, because every 
item of the Senate amendments does require its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole, because each one makes an appropriation of 


ublic money, and therefore comes within Rule XX, which provides 
’ : ] 


I will be glad to have an answer from the 


ntended 


14 


Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole Hous 
; 


on the state of the Union, if. originating in the House, it would be subject to 


that point. 

Therefore this bill does not come within that exception. And what 
is the reason for it? Because it was the intention of the Committee on 
Rules and the intention of the House of Representatives that whenever 
a bill shall have passed the Senate, and there is a similar bill on the 
House Calendar which does not appropriate public money or public 
property, to facilitate the transaction of public business, that ther 
shall not be the necessity of going through the form of referring the bill 
to acommittee which has already reported a similar bill, that bill being 
upon the House Calendar. And thatleads me again to emphasize what 
I said a moment ago to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Baker], 
that that right is not given under the rules to bills of this character, but 
is restricted alone to bills which do not appropriate public money, and 
which makeno appropriation of the public property ; in other words, bills 
which under the rules do not require their first consideration in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, because every bill, Mr. Speaker, must be referred | Commerce. 


“ 
“~ 





Senate with a request for a conference—the bill just disposed of being 
an exact instance; and whatever privilege may surround a bill amended 
by the Senate where the Senate asks a conference, the Chair holds 
that such request in no way abrogates or nullifies the rales of tl 
H of Representatives as to the disposition of such amendr { 

| request. 

peaker CARLISLE, in passing upon a similar question in the Fort 
ninth Congress, made this decision 

The Speaker, after debate thereon, overruled said point of order iheld that 
i 3 re juest of th er Lte ur \ erence prt le lap © i 
tion, it must be regulated and governed by the rules of House of : 

; at sand that in the a nee of joint rules on this sul t “i 
for the House to refer th: juest of the Senate to a con tt 

Rule XXIV provides that— 

HI se bills with Senate iendments w do not req ‘ 
Cc nittee of the Whole ay be ‘ l of the House na det 
m 

01! 0 rile iade that t enat I nt ider tl I é 

e House would require thei 1 1 in a Committee o 

the Whole, the Chair inks1 early w t ind susta { point 

of ¢ The Chair h 1 t t € rt 1mo 
t i » re r tne |} l { Committ on Commers 

Mr. BAKER I mi to refer the bill and amendments to the Co 
mittee on Commerc 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to lay the bill on the table 

Mr. CANNON, It to me that the Chair did not decide tl 
first point of order I made, that the bill should go tot itt 
on Commer yy force of the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro yore. The Chair thinks tha point « 
order made against the Senate an l thatt 
first consideration in the Committ th 
sideration at this time « bh ; ) ( 
will entertain a motion that the bill and ams ‘ ferred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER. I move their refer » to the mniittee on ( 

n 
Phe SPEAKER pro pore. Without ection, tl vill 
| ferred, ‘The Chair hears no objection 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry, M 
speaker. I wish to know the opinion of the Chair, if the Chair is di 
posed to answer that question at this time, if the ruling the Chai 
does not carry with it the idea that when the Committee on Commerce 


hall report the bill back to the House it must have its first considera 
tion in Committee of the Whole at that time, if the point is made, 
The SPEAKER protempore, The Chair will not pass upon that ques 

tion now. ‘The bill and amendments have gone to the Committee on 
Commerce, and that committee must be governed by the rules of the 

| House in respect to future action thereon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is»what I supposed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The bill will go to the Committee on 


ete oar eran 
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Mr. CHEADLE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The gentleman will state it. Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was in- 

Mr. CHEADLE. I understand the subject-matter of the bill sent troduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 
here by the Senate, and upon which these amendments have been in- By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 11967) authorizing the 
grafted, has been finished and completed by being provided for in the | removal of the Indians of the Papago or Gila Bend reservation, in 
sundry civil appropriation bill. That having been done, how can the | Maricopa County, Arizona Territory, to the Papago Indian reservation, 





measure be reierred toacommittee? sn in Pima County, in said Territory, or to one of the Pima and Maricopa 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only decide in regard | Indiaa reservations, commonly known as the Gila River and Salt River 
to the matter which is immediately before the House. Indian reservations, respectively, in said Territory, and for other pur- 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I moved to lay the proposition on the table. | poses—to the Committee on Indian Afiairs. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to submit a point of order, unless the gen- 
tleman is going to make a motion to lay the proposition contained in beat . cpa 
the pending bill upon the table. , PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. : L 

Mr. ADAMS, I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that it is Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
too late to make such a motion as suggested by the gentleman from | were presented and referred as indicated below: 





lowa. By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 11968) to amend the military 
The SPEAKER pro fempore. ‘The bill has been referred to the Com- | record of Rev. Henry B. Lambe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

mittee on Commerce. Also, a bill (H. R. 11969) granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I made the motion to lay the bill on the ta- | Jacob A. Remley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

ble before the motion to refer was made. Also, a bill (H, R. 11970) to increase pension of Lieut. Col. Joseph H. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, the point of order that I desire to | Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 
make—as much to get my hand in as anything else—is that there is By Mr. MORROW; A bill (H. R. 11971) for the reliefof M. A. Fin- 
no quorum in the House for the transaction of basioess and I am not | negas, widow of Henry Finnegas, late lieutenant-colonel Third Regi- 
in favor of violating the Constitution of the United States this after- | ment, Corps d’ Afrique (Seventy-filth United States Colored Troops)— 


noon, [Laughter. | ° to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 
Mr. CANNON. As this is Saturday afternoon, I move that the By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery 
House do now adjourn. Geiger—to the Committee on Pensions. 
The question was taken. | By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11973) granting a pension 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, to Abraham Hildebrand—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11974) for the relief of 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the announcement of the the legal representatives of Sally Sterrett Tate—to the Committee on 


yote, the Chair desires to lay before the House the following personal | war Claims. 


requests of members: = sa . | By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11975) granting a pension to Mary 
r. CANDLER, of Georgia, asks leave of absence for two weeks. | P. Pitezel and Caroline E. Pitezel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Mr. BLIss, indefinite leave, on account of sickness, sions. , 
Mr. Brow NE, of Virginia, indefinitely, on account of important busi- By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11976) to remove the 
am, oak ; : charge of desertion from the record of John Krahe—to the Committee 
Mi. RANDALL, indetinitely, on account of important business. on Military Affairs, 
Mr. GrRUBLE, for thie day, on ensonns of lnpestent Sesinem. By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11977) granting a pension to Eliza- 
Mr. Dockery, indefinitely after Monday, September 8, on account | perp Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of important business. ; 
Mr. CHIPMAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. a 
Mr. BARTINE, indefinitely, on account of sickness, PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. FLower, for one week. { Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 











Mr. CANNON. I object to granting these leaves except in cases of | were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
sickness, Ry Mr. BOATNER: Memorial of the Jena Seminary of the State of 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, those on ac- | Louisiana, praying for a donation of land for school purposes—to the 
count of sickness will be granted. | Committee on the Public Lands. 
There was no objection. | By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Rev. Henry B. Lambe, for passage 
ORDER OF BUSINESS | of bill placing him on pension-rolls with rank of chaplain—tothe Com- 
‘DER OF BUSINESS. 7 , hit 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
|Mr. ATKINSON], 4 member of the Committee on the District of Co- 


: : : Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
lumbia, asks unanimous consent that the session of the House on Mon- : : : Oo pe 
day next begin at 11 o’clock a, m. Is there objection ? Also, petition for increase of pension of Capt. Jacob H. Remley—to 


TA OAR > ; the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 11954, granting 

SETTLERS ON NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDs, | a Eo Piet meetin ne ae Seite 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced as conferees on the part of y =r ZELL: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
the House on the Rissman votes of the two Houses on the ill cu, | burgh, Pa., relating to United States light-house service on Ohio and 
I. 5939) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific Railroad in- | Mississippi Rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
demnity lands Mr. Payson, Mr. HALL, and Mr. Honan. By Mr. NORTON: Affidavits in support of pension bill in favor of 

Mr. CRAIN. Lask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to | Montgomery Geiger—to the Committee on Pensions. 3 : 
withhold his motion for adjournment for a few minutes until Ieanask | , BY Mr. PRICE. Petition of D. A. Landry, Iberville Parish, Loui- 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill. siana, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under provisions of 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote had already been taken, and | te Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 
pending the announcement the Chair submitted these requests to the 


Also, petition for pension for Lieut. Col. Joseph H. Thornton—to the 





House. Dae Si Peg ed 

The motion of Mr. CANNON being agreed to, accordingly (at 3 o'clock SENATE 
and 17 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until Monday, September = a 
8, at 12 o'clock m. MONDAY, September 8, 1890. 

. a adda “eae i ie The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

Under clause 2 of Rale XIII, reports of committees were delivered | ‘The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: proved. ee 

Mr, TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, to HARRISON WAGNER. 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11743) to authorize the The PRESIDENT pro — laid before the Senate the amendment 
construction of a bridge across the Flint River, in the State of Georgia, | of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 645) granting a pension 
reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11978) to authorize the | to Harrison Wagner. 


construction of a bridge across the Flint River, in the Stateof Georgia; | The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 2, after 


which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3056), referred | the word “‘roll,”’ to insert ‘‘and to pay to his legally constituted guar- 
to the House Calendar. dian a pension;’’ so as to read: 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia. from the Committee on Pensions, re- Directed to place on the pension-roll and to pay to his legally constituted guar- 
— favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3174) granting a pension | dian a pension at the rate of $25 a month. 
Mrs. Frederika B. Jones, accompanied by a report (No. 3057)—to| Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment, 
the Committee of the Whole House. and ask for a conference thereon. 
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The motion was agreed to. ; Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of what is known as the ‘‘pure- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, by unanimous consent, was authorized | food’’ bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

to appoint the confere.; on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. DAVIS, | Forestry. ‘ 
SAWYER, and FAULKNER were appointed. He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
AMANDA WATSON BOLER. burgh, Pa., favoring increased light service on the Ohio and Missis 


| sippi Riv aallatins , . 

q : sippi Rivers and their tributaries; which were referred to the Com- 
; artlatta a - Se wnt | UE ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment | | i++ .6 on Commerce, 


” _ eS to the bill (5. 1975) granting a pension |“ i1. also presented the petitions of a number of citizens of Pennsyl- 
man a Pe Sp eR SE ne oe ee a at caida a 
"zine amendmentot the Hous of Representatives was, inline 5, after | yan rah fo tne Tessa of hat known os to 
the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert *‘twelve;”’ so | (4... es MESELOS OF AGEICELONES AE m 
as to read: , 
Twelve dollars a month, 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9669) granting an increase of pension to Kansom EF. Bra- 
man, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 
PHILIP T. GREELY. Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment | ferred tie following bills, reported them severally without #nendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2370) for the relief of | and submitted reports thereon: 

Philip T. Greely. : A bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Anna McCreary 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 4, after A bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman; 
the word ‘* to,’’ to strike out ‘* forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ soas A bill (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove 
to read: A bill (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; and 

Twenty-five dollars per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. A bill (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

| 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MRS. CAROLINE HANNEMAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 3549) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 8, after 
the word ‘‘of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen;’’ so as 
to read: 


Seventeen dollars per month, instead of $8 per month now received 


EDWIN M. HART. 

Mr. SPOONER. Some time since a bill (8. 3105) for the relief of 
Edwin M, Hart was introduced by the Senator from New Jersey { Mr. 
BLODGETT] and referred to the Committee on Claims. A few days 
since the Senator from New Jersey presented a petition and some addi 
tional evidence to the Senate and obtained an order of the Senate to 
refer them to the Committee on Naval Affairs. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Claims to report back the bill with the request that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, where the newly discov- 
ered evidence has gone. 

The report was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
SAMUEL MILLER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives tothe bill (S. 3145) granting a pension 
to Samuel Miller. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 5, after 
the word ‘‘reserves,’’ to insert a comma and the words ‘‘and pay him 
a pension of eight dollars per month.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 move that the Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed ta. 


PUBLIC PARK IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. PLUMB. From the Committee on Public Lands, I report ta 
vorably the hill (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain tract of land in the 
State of California as a public park. I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill may be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenetor from Kansas asks unan 
imous consent that the bill may be now considered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 464 citizens of the State of The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com 
New York, praying for the passage of what is known at the ‘ pure- | ™ttee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
lard ’’ bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and | rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


Forestry. | a third reading, read the tlfird time, and passed. 
He also presented a petition of 464 citizens of the State of New York, rhe preamble was agreed to. 
i ferred to the Committee on Agricultur “orestry. : 
which was re - — o aad Pucestey Mr, PADDOCK. I move that the vote by which the bill (8. 2445 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Merchants’ 
Association, praying for the passage by the Senate ot the bankruptcy 
bill passed by the House of Representatives July 24, 1890; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


to increase the pension of William R. Lebert, First Iowa Battery Vol 
unteers, was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered and the bill recom 
| mitted to the Committee on Pensions, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I present a large number of petitions of citizens The PRESIDENT pro « mpore. sae Sane hears no objection, and 
of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of Senate bili 331, reported | the vote by — the bill was indefinitely postponed will be recon- 
from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, known as the “* pure- sidered, and the bill recommitted to the Committee on Pension 
food’? dill, This subject is again before the committee by reference to BILLS INTRODUCED. 
it of what is known as the ‘‘ Conger lard bill.’’ I have already intro- Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 4376) for the relief of William 
duced a large number of petitions on this subject, which have gone to | G, Tidwell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
the table. I move that the petitions now lyinz on the table, praying | mittee on Military Affairs. 
for the passage of the ‘‘ pure-food ’’ bill, together with those which I Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 4377) to amend the act entitled 
now present, be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. | ‘‘ An act providing a civil government for Alaska;’’ which was read 

The motion was agreed to. twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I presenta supplemental memorial of J. H. Hol- Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that the bill introduced by the occu 
lander, a citizen of the United States, on the subject of the wrongs he | pant of the chair (which | assume relates to providing some furthe: 
alleges himself to have suffered at the hands of the Republic of Gua- | judicial service there), as the Committee on Territories arranged the 
temala. This is merely an additional statement and specification of | former judicial service, had better go to the Committee on Territories. 
the injuries he bas received and his claims on account thereof. I move The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
“are memorial be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. | Committee on Territories. 

motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of representatives of imported ; ; 
wine and liquor interests, citizens of Cincinnati, Obio, remonstrating | _ A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCP HERsON, 
against the adoption of Mr. PLUMB’s amendment to the tariff bill pro- its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution 

an increased rate of duties on imported wines and liquors; | \*- R. 102) to print the annual reports of the Bureau of Animal In 
which was ordered to lie on the table. dustry for the years 1889 and 1890. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented sundry petitions of citizens of the State ot | _ The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
New York, praying for the passage of whatare known as the ‘‘pure-food’’ | ing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence ot 
and “‘pure-lard’’ bills; which were referred to the Committee on Ag- | the Senate: 
riealture and Forestry. A bill (H. R, 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in 
Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of a large number of citizens of | iew of Indianola, Tex.; and 


praying for the passage of what is kown as the “ pure-food”’ bill; | WILLIAM R. LEBERT. 
| 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
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the United States military reservation at Chattanooga for a public park, 
by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 


the report of the committee of conference On the disagreeing votes of 


the two Houses on the bill (H, R. 9486) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and barbors, and for other purposes. Having been read, the question 
is on agreeing tothe report. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

The report was concurred in. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have just received a telegram from 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] stating that he isde- 
tained at home by illness, and asking leave of absence for one week from 
the Senate. I ask that that leave may be granted him. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Maryland that the Senator from New Jer- 
sey {Mr. McCPHERSON] may absent himself from the service of the Sen- 
ate for one week. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolution 
providing for the printing, in addition to the usual number, of 15,000 
copies ot the twelfth number of the Statistical Abstract of the United 
States for the year 1889. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. TbheSenator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr, PLUMB. Mr. President —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it suits the convenience of the Senator from 
Kansas, I should like to dispose of four or five little amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. As soon as those are through with I 
should like to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces that under the 
order of the Senate previously made debate to-day upon the bill and 
amendments will be limited to thirty minutes, each Senator having the 
right to speak but once on any question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 9, paragraph 59, I move that there be in- 
serted in line 11, after the words ‘‘ oxide of,’’ the words: 

And white paint containing zine, but not containing lead, 

Mr. COCKRELL. We do not catch that exactly on this side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read at 
the desk before action is taken. 

The Cuter CLerK. On page9, line 11, paragraph 59, after the word 
‘of,’ insert the words: 

And white paint containing zinc, but not containing lead. 

Mr. ALDRICH, ‘There should be a semicolon after “lead.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A semicolon will be inserted. The 
amendment will be agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read in connection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be read as it will 
stand if amended. 

The Cuirr CLERK. So as to make the paragraph read: 

59. Zine, oxide of, and wate guane containing zinc, but not containing lead; 
dry, 1} cents per pound; ground in oil, 1} cents per pound, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On puge 10, line 13, paragraph 67, after the word 
‘“phosphorus,’’ I move to strike out ‘'10 cents per pound ”’ and insert 
** 30 per cent, ad valorem,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 11, line 8, paragraph 73, after the word 
** part,’’ I move to insert ‘‘or in the preparation of which alcohol is 

”? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator must be mistaken in 


_ the enumeration of the paragraph and page. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In the print which I have it is marked paragraph 
73. It is the paragraph imposing a rate of 50 cents per pound upon 
medicinal preparations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
print or the original reported bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reprint. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Paragraph 75 is the former number. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would facilitate the adjustment 


at the desk if the originally reported bill could be used. Seventy-five 
is the number of the paragraph. 


Is the Senator reading from the re- 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I see; it is 75 in the former print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 
repeat the amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the-word ‘‘part,’’ in line 6, insert ‘‘or in 
the preparation of which alcohol is used.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let us have the paragraph read as it will 
read if amended, so that we may understand it. 

The Cuier CLERK. On page 11, line 6, under the subhead ‘‘ prep- 
arations,’’ paragraph 75, after the word ‘‘ part,’’ insert: 

Or in the preparation of which alcoho! is used. 

So as to read: 

75, All medicinal preparations, including medicinal proprietary preparations 


of which alcohol is a component part, or in the preparation of which alcohol is 
used, not specially provided for in this act, 50 cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 26, paragraph 132, a simple change of 
phraseology should be made to make the meaning plainer. I move to 
insert after ‘‘ boiler ’’ the words ‘‘ plates of;’’ so as to read: 

Boiler-plates of iron or steel. 

And to strike out ‘‘except saw-plates hereinafter provided for ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ and other plate iron.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN. Where is that? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. On page 26. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 27 of the new print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These amendments are being made 
on the former print. 

Mr. VANCE. 1 should like to ask the Senator what will become of 
saw-plates if his amendment is agreed to? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are already provided for, and it is not neces- 
sary to make an exception here as the change in the phraseology would 
notapply to them. This paragraph as amended only applies to boiler- 
plates. Originally it provided for all plate iron and plate steel, and 
of course saw-plates would bave to be excepted, but as it applies only 
to boiler-plates of iron and steel there is no need of excepting saw- 

lates. 
, Mr. VANCE. I understood the Senator’s amendment to be to strike 
out the exception. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is to strike out the exception as it is not neces- 
sary and is meaningless as long as the paragraph only applies to certain 
specific articles. I think the Senator will see when he comes to read 
it that it is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. .‘The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 26, line 14, paragraph 132, after the 
word ‘‘boiler,’’ insert ‘‘ plates of,’’ and in the same line, after the word 
‘*steel,’”’ strike out the words ‘‘ except saw-plates hereinafter provided 
for’’ and insert ‘‘and other plate iron;’’ so as to read: 


Boiler-plates of iron or steel, and other plate iron not thinner than No, 10 
wire gauge, sheared or unsheared, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 50, paragraph 218, an amendment was 
agreed to on Saturday in regard to white-pine shingles, and a verbal cor- 
rection should be made there. The word ‘‘one’’ should be inserted 
after the word ‘‘ per.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ee CL LLL LL LLL LLL 


The paragraph will be read as it now 
stands. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


White-pine shingles, 20 cents per thousand ; all other, 30 cents per thousand. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I propose to insert the word ‘‘ one,’’ before the word 
‘“*thousand,’’ in line 6. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CureEr CLEKK. In paragraph 218, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ 
insert the word ‘‘one;’’ so as to read: 
eee ae shingles, 20 cents per one thousand; all other, 30 cents per one 
thousand, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 221 of the old print, in the printed 
amendment, the word ‘‘whether’’ should be stricken out after the 
word ‘‘reeds.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 221, after the word ‘‘ reeds,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ whether;’’ so as to read: 


Chair-cane or reeds wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, round or 
square or in any other shape, 10 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. CARLISLE. That is no change from what the Senate has 

reed to heretofore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No change except in phraseology. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 458, on page 111, on account of the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY] 
having been adopted, there should be, after the word ‘‘ prescribe,’’ in 
line 25, a semicolon, and the word ‘‘and’’ should be inserted before 
the word ‘* wild.’’ ' 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 458, on page 111, line 25, after 








“ 
e 


“* 
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the word “‘ prescribe,’’ insert a semicolon and the word ‘‘and;’’ so as 
to read: 


Under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe ; and 


educational purposes, and not for sale or profit. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let us know how the entire paragraph will read 
as it is proposed to amend it. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The entire paragraph will be read 
as it will stand if amended as proposed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a period not exceed- 
ing six months, for the purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes offered 
by any agricultural or racing association; but a bond shal! be given in accord- 
ance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; also, teams 
of animals, including their harness and tackle and the wagons or other vehicles 
actually owned by persons emigrating from foreign countries to the United 
States with their families, and in actual use forthe purpose of such emigration, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and 
wild animals intended for exhibition in zoological collections for scientificand 
educational purposes, and not for sale or profit. 


Mr. HARRIS. Is it proposed to add the words at the end ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Those words were added hy the Senate on the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and I simply moved the in- 
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The reduction which it was supposed the bill would effect according 


to the report of the House Committee was $71,064,774.18. The bill 


s 


; | as it has been reported from the Finance Committee of the Senate, re- 
wild animals intended for exhibition in zoological collections for scientific and | storing the tobacco tax. leaves a net reduction according to the esti- 


| mates of that committee of $60,599,343. 69, qualified by a somew hat 


ambiguous statement from the committee that if importations were 
kept up according to the present scale notwithstanding the 
duties, the diminution would be only about $ 


Mr. GIBSON. That is the minimum. 


increase of 


0. 000.000 


Mr. PLUMB. That is the minimum. 17 tatement is as follows 

Che reduction above given of $71,064,774.18 by the H ‘ land t ) 
by the Senate appears to be certain, but if the imports showd be the same as 
last year under the new rates, the reduction would am it lert Hi eb 
to $26,128,642.90; under the Senate to $20,318,283.10, 


According to the report of the Finance Committee, if there ny 
thing certain about this matter it is that the revenues will be reduced 
by the bill as it came from the committee to the Senate by something 
over $60,000,000. It is very important that the bill should not pass 
from the consideration of the Senate until it isdetermined as nearly as 
may be what its effect will be upon the revenues of the Government, 


| for I take it that no one on either side of the Chamber desires to con 


j 


sertion of the semicolon and the word ‘‘and,’’ to make the meaning | 


clear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk has read the para- 
graph as it will stand if amended as proposed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the amendment of 
the Senator, but I desire to recur to that paragraph again later on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph to which the Senator refers, I think, 
is a preceding one. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the paragraph relating to the admission of ani- 
mals free for breeding purposes. I think that provision requires some 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am inclined to think so myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
adopted fhe other day provided for the specific gravity of one and three 
hundred and eighty one-thousandths. In the print which I have be- 
fore me it appears ‘‘ one thousand three hundred and eighty.’’ There 
is an error in the print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That probably arises from the fact 
that the figures are always written out when the bill is enrolled. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It should be ‘‘ one and three hundred and eighty 
one-thousandths,’’ instead of ‘‘one thousand three hundred andeighty. ’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 705, on page 131, it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘one thousand three hundred and eighty’’ and insert 
‘fone and three hundred and eighty one-thousandths;’’ so as to read: 

Sulphuric acid which, at the temperature of 60° Fahrenheit, does not exceed 


| tribute to the passage of any measure which will leave the Government 


in arrears: that is, unprovided with the money necessary in order to 
meet its inevitable and necessary expenses. For the purpose of deter 
mining what the future may bring it is important to take note of what 
has already occurred in regard to appropriations and revenue 

The regular appropriations for the present year, already made and 
pending—and there is only one appropriation bill pending, I believe 
now, and that is the deficiency bill, about which there will be only a 
slight contention in regard to the amount it will carry—are $358,883 
564. The permanent annual appropriations amount to $101,628,453 
Of this, $10,481,233 is the amount required to meet what is called the 
indefinite appropriation provided for in section 3639 of the Revised 


| Statutes, in these words 


In paragraph 705, on page 131, an amendment | 


the specific gravity of one and three hundred and eighty one-thousandths, for | 


use in manufacturing superphosphate of lime or artificial manures of any kind, 
or for any agricultural purposes. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It does not change the phraseology at all, but is 
merely to make plain the meaning. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are all the amendments I have to offer at 
this time, I believe, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment which I send tothe desk. | 


this bill now is the Government will need the revenue to be derived 
from the tax upon liquors. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be stated. 

The Cuier CLERK. 
lowing: 

Sec. —. That from and after sixty days from the date of the passage of this act 
there shall be levied and collected on all distilled spirits thereafter produced in 
the United States a tax of $1.25 0n each proof gallon. or wine gallon when be- 


low proof, to be paid by the distiller, owner,or person having possession thereof, 
before removal from the distillery bonded warehouse. 


Mr. PLUMB. If that amendment which I have offered shall pre- 
vail, taking the present production of distilled spirits in the United 
States as the basis, there will be added to the revenues $21,500,000 per 
annum; and I have offered the amendment because I believe it will be 
necessary to have at least as much revenue as that in addition to what 
is already provided for in the pending bill. 

Iam not unmindfal, Mr. President, that this question has been dis- 
cussed from an entirely different standpoint, and very elaborate efforts 
have been made to show that there will be no deficiency of the revenue 
in the event of the passage of the bill in its present shape. In fact, I 
am bound to presume that when the bili passed the House of Itepre- 


It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 


| diminished hereafter. 


sentatives those who fashioned it and who were responsible for it be- | 


lieved that it would, ia the shape in which it left the House, furnish 
revenue enough to carry on the Government. 


Pd 
~ 


One per cent. of the entire debt of the United States shall be set apart asa 
sinking fund for the purchase or payment of the public debt such manner a 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to time direct 

Thirty-eight million six hundred and seventy-seven thousand eight 
hundred and forty dollars is the indefinite and permanent appropria 
tion for the payment of interest on so much of the public debt as forms 
a part of the sinking fund, it being one of the peculiarities of our leg 
islation in regard to the public debt that the smaller the debt the large: 
the sinking fund for its extinction! ‘Theact of July 14, 1870, contain 
a provision which is now embodied in section 3688 of the Revised St 
utes in these words: 

Sec. 3688, There is appropriated annually, out of the receipts from dut 
mported merchandise, a sum, for the payment of the public debt, « 
interest on all bonds belonging to the sinking fund 

As from time to time bonds go into the sinking fund they are d 
stroyed, but as a matter of book-keeping they are still there, and so as 
the debt goes down the bonds in the sinking fund, or at least the hook- 
keeping which shows that the bonds have,been put in the sinking fund, 
increases, and of course the requirement for interest on those bonds is 
constantly enlarged. Sonow, witha public debt of less than $700,000, - 
000, all told, the sinking fund for its payment amounts to something 
over $50,000,000 perannum. I include only the 
in this statement. 

The total appropriations, then, for the current fiscal year, including 
the ordinary and permanent annual appropriations, amount to about 
$460,512,017.21, and the revenues for the same period according to the 


interest-bearing debt 


7 ‘ é } | report of the Secretary of the Treasury based upon the actual returns 
will say that I offer this amendment because I believe that inthe shape | 


up to the time of making the report, and estimating for the remaining 
portion of the fiscal year, are in round nambers $450,000,000; so that 
the demands upon the Treasury by the appropriations made this year 
will exceed the revenues by $10,512,017.21. 

That is only a nominal deficiency, because : Py 
ations for this year, those for the deficiencies of last year, were practi 
cally paid out of last year’s revenue. And in the next place, there 
were the appropriations for the sinking fand which may or may not be 
made as Congress may determine without any questionof the violation 
of the obligations of the Government, tor the rejuirements of the sink 
ing fund provision have been more than met heretofore. Put taking 
the appropriations actually made during this 
the permanent annual appropriations, and they 
enues by the amount which I have stated 

The.next consideration is as to what the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment will be hereafter, in the near future. In looking over the 
tables of appropriations from the Forty-sixth to the Fifty-first Congress 
inclusive, it will be seen that there has been a yradua! increase in the 
sum total, although in no single Department to any very great extent, 
except such as arises out of the increased payments for pensions. But 
an examination of these tables will show that it can not be expected 
that the expenditures in any Department of the Government will be 
On the contrary, there will be some increase; 
,and whether great or small there will be an increase. 

‘The expensesof the Army proper have somewhat diminished during 


the past five Congresses, but during the past two years they have slightly 


vortion of the appropt 


Congress, together with 


ein excess of ther 
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increased, and will undoubtedly increase hereafter by the natural and 
inevitable increase in the Army and by the new expenses @ neces- 
sary in order that it may properly be garrisoned at the various points 
at which it is to be hereaiter permanently located. 

‘The appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service have un- 
dergone an increase of about $700,000 since the Forty-sixth Congress. 
Those for the District of Colambia, made necessary by the increase of 
population and the revenues of the District, bave increased about 

2,000,000, and some increase over this amount may be expected from 
year to year hereaiter. 

The appropriations for fortifications, which in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress were $550,000, have increased until this year they are $4,521,678. 
I take it that this latter amount represents about the sum, perhaps to 
be slightly appreciated, which will be made annually necessary here- 
afmy by reason of measures for the national defense already taken and 
which the public sentiment as well as the public safety requires to be 
carried to completion. 

The Indian appropriation bill is some $2,000,000 in excess of what 
it was in the Forty-sixth Congress, although less than for the two years 
immediately preceding. In those two years a considerable sum was 
paid to various Indian tribes for Jands which they ceded to the Gov- 
ernment, 

The legislative, executive, and judicial expenses have increased since 
the Forty-sixth Congress from $16,274,023.59 to over $21,000,000 the 
present year. 

The Military Academy appropriation was then $316,234.28, and it 
was multiplied nearly three tines last year, when the amount was 
much larger than usual by reason of property which was purchased. 
This year the appropriation is $438,296.11. 

The naval appropriations have gone from $41,644,000 in the first 
session of the Forty-sixth Congress to $23,136,025.53 now. The pen- 
sion appropriations have increased from $41,644,000 in the first session 
of the Forty-sixth Congress to $98,457,461 at the present session, and 
I have no doubt that “the members of the Appropriations Committee, 
who have given this subject special attention, will agree with me when 
I gay there will in all human probability be a deficiency of at least 
$10,000,000 for the present fiscal year growing out of the administra- 
tion of the regular pension laws by reason of new cases and because in- 
sufficient appropriations have been made. 

The post-office appropriations have grown from $39,093,420 in the 
first session of the Forty-sixth Congress to $73, 226,698.99 this year, al- 
though only about $7,000,000 of this is represented by an actual drain 
upon the Treasury, the remainder of it being made up by the postal 
revenues, which have also increased, but are embraced in the estimate 
of revenues hereaiter to be referred to. 

The river and harbor appropriations in the first session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress were a little less than $9,000,000, and this year they 
will amount to about $25,000,000, and it is fair to assume that they 
will not be less than that for a great many years, the Government at 
this session, in the bill which has finally passed, having assumed a 
very large expenditure in regard to Galveston Harbor, the Hennepin 
Canal, and various other important public improvements which must 
be carried out during the next five or six years, perhaps, although I pre- 
sume the Hennepin Canal expenditure may be extended over a greater 

riod. 

Mr. FRYE. It is fair to say that the appropriations for the Forty- 
sixth Congress were made for one year, and so understood, while the 
appropriation this year is made for two years. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘Then taking the total appropriations for the Forty- 
sixth Congress for that purpose, the amount is about $21,000,000, so 
that we have an increase of about $4,000,000, according to the theory 








- of the Senator from Maine, which I have no doubt is correct. 


The sundry civil appropriation bill carried at the first session of the 
Forty-sixth Congress about twenty-two and a half million dollars, 
while at this session of Congress it amounts to $30,800,000. 

for deficiencies there were in the first session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress a trifle over $4,000,000 appropriated, and at the present ses- 
sion of Congress $36,825,000—practically $37,000,000. This isthe only 
flexible item really in these appropriations; that is, the only one in 
which a reduction can be expected. The sums appropriated for defi- 
ciencies, beginning with the Forty-sixth Congress and extending to the 
present time, are as follows: 

In the first session of the Forty-sixth Congress the amount was 
$4, 207,226.44; in the last session of that Congress, $5,092,138.92; in 
the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, $12,992,025.16; in the 
second session of that Congress, $2,749,941,.49; in the first session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress, $7,057,509; in the second session of the Forty- 
eighth Congress, $4,926,855.80; in the first session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, $7,866,719.62; in the second session of the Forty-ninth Con- 


“gress, in 1887, no appropriation whatever, which accounts for the very 


large increase at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, which shows 
an appropriation of $16,063,388.26; the second session of the Fiftieth 
Congress the appropriation fell to $8,330,518,30; and now, at the 
ent session, the appropriation for deficiencies has gone up to the amount 
before stated, about $37,000,000. 

in addition there were miscellaneous appropriations referring to 
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claims of all kinds and other things that do not find their way into 
the regular appropriation bills, which in the first session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress amounted to $5,618,865. 22,and varied from thence down 
to a million and up as high as $10,255, 795.29 in the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress and $10, 170,862.55 at the second session of the same 
Congress. 

This year the miscellaneous appropriations are only kept down by 
reason of the fact that there has been an entire congestion in matters 
of this kind, owing to the condition of legislation elsewhere. A very 
large number of claims have been reported favorably by the proper 
committees of the House of Representativesand have gone upon the Cal- 
endar, and a large number have been passed by the Senate and sent to 
the House, where they have not received action. If that item were as 
large as it was during the preceding two years, as I have no doubt it 
would have been if legislation had gone on in the ordinary way, the 
appropriations this year, in place of being $10,000,000 in excess of the 
revenue, would be at least $15,000,000 in excess. The ordinary mis- 
cellaneous expenditures can not well be less than $8,000,000 to $10,- 
000,000 on the average. 

This account of the expenditures of the Government indicates, I think, 
very clearly that we can not expect any reduction in what may be 
called the average annual expenses hereafter. In fact, the deficiency 
item is the only one which can be relied upon tga show a decrease, The 
Senator from lowa [ Mr. ALLISON ] estimates that during the fiscal year 
i+91 it will fall to $10,000,000, I think he is mistaken, although, of 
course, there may be for one year some arbitrary arrangement of that 
kind made, because it is in the power of Congress at all times to with- 
hold appropriations of that sort without hurtfully interfering with the 
operations of the Government; but it will be observed by an examina- 
tion of this table that where deficiencies have been arbitrarily cut down 
in any one session or in any one Congress, the next session or the next 
Congress always shows a very large increase. 

I have no doubt the regular deficiencies occurring in the administra- 
tion of the affairs of the Government of a kind which, if they can be 
avoided, never are avoided, which are perpetually with us as are the 
poor, may be calculated not to be less than $5,000,000. I think they 
will be much nearer $10,000,000, but they may be calculated to be as 
much as $5,000,000. 

To this can be added for the next fiscal year at least $10,000,000 for 
pensions. Of course for the coming fiscal year there can be deducted 
$12,000,000 of the $25,000,000 for river and harbor appropriations. 

Taking now the expenses of the Government as having been estab- 
lished by past appropriations at the minimum and ‘supposing they do 
not increase except upon the line already marked out in the past, they 
will be about as follows, excluding the sinking fund, $49,000,000, 
which i assume will be practically abrogated: Regular appropriations, 
$358, 883,564, being the amount appropriated for this year, plus $52,- 
000,000, permanent annual, exclusive of sinking fund. To this must 
be added $1,250,000 which has already been provided for by a bill car- 
rying a permanent annual appropriation for the benefit of agr cultural 
colleges in the several States. The steam-ship subsidies which have 
been provided for in the bills which have passed the Senate, and have 
been reported favorably in the House of Representatives, and will ua- 
doubtedly pass during this Congress, I estimate at $3,000,000, which is 
under rather than over; the miscellaneous appropriations, $3,000,000, 
which will then makean annual average amounting to only $6,000,000, 
which is less by 25 per cent. than the general average of the past three 
Congresses. To this must also be added $50,000,000 for pensions, under 
operation of the old law in the way of new cases and increases, and in 
the operation of the new law, the terms of which we are all familiar 
with. 

In estimating that amount for pensions I know I exceed the estimate 
ot the expense under that bill by the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions. He estimated the gross amount to be aboat $41,000,000, 
but over 400,000 cases have already been filed, and while of course the fil- 
ing of a case is by no means its allowance, at the same time those who 
have filed cases have reason to believe that they can exhibit to the local 
medical board disability, and otherwise, and bring themselves within 
the terms of the act. ‘The highest pension which can be allowed under 
the act is $144 per annum, and the lowest $6 per month, or $72 per 
annum. Taking the average at $108, $9 a month and only 400,000 
cases allowed, that is, supposing that 400,000 persons get pensions un- 
der the act, the average annual rate would be $108, or a total of $43,- 
200,000. In addition, the act increases the ——_ of a very large 
number of persons now on the rolls, most of t whoare now getting 
pensions at less than $6 per month will be increased to $6 per month, 
and a large proportion of those who are now getting $8 will be rated, 
under the new law, up to $12. 

The new law also puts upon the pension-roll all the widows of per- 
sons who served in Army and who have since died and who have 
not heretofore been pensioned because they could not prove that their 
husbands died by reason of disability incurred in the lineof duty. It 
adds also very largely to the list in another quarter by giving pensions 
to dependent parents. Under the t law parents can only get a 
pension on account of the death of son inthe Army or by reason of 
army service, where the dependence existed at the date of death, but 
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under the new law that distinction is entirely removed and all the 
parent has to do is to show present dependence in order to obtain a 
ion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That increases the number largely. 

Mr. PLUMB. That increases very largely the number. I have no 
doubt that there will be added of widows under this law who could 
not get pensions under the old law and of dependent parents enough 
persons to represent an annual payment of at least $7,000,000. I have 
no doubt either that there will be added to the roll more than 400,- 
000 soldiers who now receive the average of $108 per annum of which 
I have spoken. So I shall be greatly surprised if in the next three 
years the payments on account of pensions by reason of the new law 
will not amount to $60,000,000 per annum. 

Mr. BERRY. Has the Senator stated or will the Senator state how 
many have applied already for pensions under the new law ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Something over 400,000. 

Mr. BERRY. Something over400,000. I remember that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions, the Senator trom Minnesota [ Mr. 
DAVIs], stated at the time he took issue with me that if the bill passed 
he was satisfied not more than 200,000 would ever be added to the 
pension-roll by reason of the passage of that law. I simply wanted 
the facts stated of the numberof applicants at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
thousand added. 

Mr. PLUMB. None have been added as yet, but I think it is fair to 
presume that a large proportion, not less than three-quarters of those 
who will apply, will be pensioned under the law, the lowest being $6 a 
month and the highest $12. Of course the number of persons who have 
already applied is only a portion, whether large or small, of those who 
will finally have applied. I have no doubt there will be seven or eight 
hundred thousand applications under the law before we are done with 
it, and I can not doubt that the expenses under it will be at least $60, - 
000,000 per annum after the next three or four years. 

Taking now the expenses of the Government of this year as the 
basis, $168,512,000, and deducting speculatively $32,000,000 for defi- 
ciencies as not likely to be repeated, $12,000,000 for rivers and harbors, 
the appropriation of $25,000,000 being regarded as the maximum for 


two years, although I have no doubt that will hereafter be exceeded, | 


$49,000,000 for the. sinking fund, and there is a total deduction of 
$93,000,000 trom the amount appropriated the present year, which may 


be taken ont of the appropriations for the future, thus leaving a total | 


of $375,512,000. To that are to be added the Agricultural College ap- 
propriation of $1,250,000, subsidies $3,000,000, miscellaneous appro- 
priations $3,000,000, pensions $50,000,000; making the total expendi- 
tures ot the Government $432,762,000, and I have no doubt certainly 
not later than 1893, and I believe by 1892, they will be up to this sum. 

But in addition to that and in response to what the Senator from 
fowa has said about certain surplus funds in the Treasury, and infer- 
entially of course that they could be used to piece out expenditures 
during the next two or three years, I call attention to the fact that there 
is pending in the House ot Representatives, having passed the Senate, 
what is known as the direct-tax bill, which carries $20,000,000, and I 
have no doubt it will become a law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas has spoken 
thirty minutes. Is the Senate ready for the question upon agreeing to 
the amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have consent to insert the remainder 
of my tables in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think that unanimons consent ought to be given 
to the Senator from Kansas to complete his remarks. 
very interesting statement about the revenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
state that the Senate is proceeding under the understanding reached on 
Saturday that each Senator should speak but once only, and not to ex- 
ceed thirty minutes on each question. 

Mr. DAWES. If unanimous consentis given, the Senator might not 
be under the imputation of violating the agreement at all, and there- 
fore it seems to me very proper to ask if there be any objection to the 
Senator proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator to make any request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

Mr. PLUMB. 
these tables. That is all 1 care about. 


The Chair did not understand the 





The Chair has no function-except to | 
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majority intend that those claims shall be paid, such of them as may 
be determined to be legitimate under a rule which has received prac- 
tically the sanction of both Houses of Congress in legislation heretofore, 
and they will amount to not less than $5,000,000, and more likely to 
57,000, 000, 

The French spoliation claims, of which probably we all know, and 
of which something like $2,000,000 have already been approved by the 
Court of Claims, will exhaust about $10,000,000 more belore they are 
finally paid. 

We shall have a fair at Chicago in 1893, and I have no doubt if we 
are to have that fair carried on in such a way as to meet the expecta- 
tions under which the law for the purpose was passed, we shall have to 
appropriate $5,000,000 out of the national Treasury in order to carry 
it on creditably. 

Then if there should be an election law passed, as I presume there 
will be of some kind or description, there must be added to the an- 
nual expenses from three to five million dollars more for the purpose 
of carrying out that law. 

These items will take up all the loose change in the Treasury, leay- 
ing nothing to be used in paying annual expenses. 

In regard to the revenues, let me say that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury estimates them for the present fiscal year at $450,000,000, and the 
House committee in reporting the bill estimated that $71,000,000 
would be taken away by meansof the free-list and the increase of duty 
upon dutiable articles left in the schedules. The Senator from lowa 
{ Mr. ALLISON] and the Senate Committee on Finance estimated that 
the reduction would be only $60,599,343. The Senator from Iowa 
meets that by his gstimates of increases. He says, in the tirst place, 
there will be $4,000,000 on account of increased duty on tin-plate, but 
I beg him to note that the Senate has already said in substance that 
this tin-plate duty shall not take effect until the Ist day of July, 1892, 
and it has been said in the hearing of the Senate, and I have no doubt 
is the expectation of those who advocate the duty, that before that time 
a large part, if not all, of the tin we use will be made in the United 
States, whereby that $4,000,000 will be eliminated from any estimate 
of the revenues of the future. Of course, until the extra duty is im- 
posed, the revenue will go on as now. 

In addition, the Senator from Iowa says we shall get four millions or 
four and a half millions trom tobacco, but the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLATT] shook his head very ominously when the Senator 
made that statement. He knows that the tobacco-growers of Connec- 
ticut and Wisconsin have no such anticipation of the increase of reve- 
nue from that source. They believe, on the contrary, that the tobacco 
now imported from Cuba upon which this extra dufy is imposed is to 
be replaced by tobacco produced in Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Wis- 
consin, and e!sewhere, whereby that source of revenue we now have 
will be largely, if not wiuolly, cut off. TheSenatorsaid we should get 
$9,000,000 on woolens. Why not $15,000,000? If we keep up our 
importations at the same rate that they have been going on for several 
years past it ought to be increased by $15,000,000. 

I invite that Senator’s attention to the fact that when we increased 
the duty on worsteds the importation of that article fell off very largely, 
so largely that the increase of duty was not represented by any increase 
in the revenue, and I have no doubt that will be the case with the duty 
on woolens, and th's is the idea of the House committee. 

Deduct now the revenues as they would have been if the bill had re 
mained as it came from the House of Representatives, as there antici- 
pated, and then we should have left $378,936,000. Adding the $10,- 
324,000 which the Senate saved by the elimination of the tobacco 
schedule, and there would be left $389,264,000. Adding to that $2,- 





He is making a | 500,000 on imported liquors, which is upon the theory that we shall 


import just as much liquor hereafter under the high rate as we did and 
do under the present rate, it leaves $400,764,000. Further add the 
duty on tin for the next two years, $9,000,000. Deduct $9,000,000 
bounty to be paid on sugar produced in the United States, and $6, - 
000,000 for seigniorage on silver lost under the operation of the new 
silver law. and the certain revenues of the Government are reduced to 
$33,764,000. 

All that can be added must come from the increase in the consump- 
tion of the country mainly if not wholly of articles upon which we levy 
an internal-revenue tax and such things as we imagine or speculate 
upon as liable to produce increase of revenues on account of duties pro- 


| posed in this bill, which is wholly opposed to the theory upon which 


I should like to have about three minutes to present | the bill was framed and on which it was passed by the House. 


If we are toadd all that theSenator from Iowa adds, leaving out tin, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is no objection to the Senator pro- | which must necessarily disappear under the operation of what the Sen- 


ceeding. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to be recognized on that point, and 
e can ask the Senator to make an explanation he may do it in my 

me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is no objection to the Senator from 
Kansas completing bis statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from. Kansas will pro- 
ceed, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


| 
' 


ate has already done, then the revenues of the Government will not 
exceed $400,000,000 a year. I remember that he added $10,000,000 
for excess of revenues over estimates. That was upon the theory, I 


| suppose, that the Secretary of the Treasury in his estimate of these 


revenues did not take into account as the Senator did the increase ot 
business, the increase of consumption, but I suppose the Secretary did 
take these things into account, as there has been increase from year to 
year, and the Secretary must have anticipated further increases and 


Mr. PLUMB. Bills have been reported in both Houses of Congress | embraced them in his estimate. 


looking to the payment of Indian depredation claims, and I think the 


But I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that if we are to 


bares mee a ey ry poe 








eliminate sugar which would furnish the largest, just as it bas hereto- 
fore furnished the largest certain increase of revenue, the estimate of 
the increase of revenue must be correspondingly diminished. 

Therefore in any possible event we shall only have $400,000,000 of 
revenue to meet not less than $450,000,000 of expenditures which I 
think are as certain to comeas the sun is to rise. I have proposed, there- 
fore, and I beg pardon of the Senate for the length of the explanation, 
for I did not propose to take more than ten minutes to state all this, 
an amendment which will add $23,000,000 per annum on the basis of 
the present production of liquor in the United States. We shall need 
it, and it will not do, inmy judgment, to trust to what may happen here- 
after, to the device of passing a joint resolution to meetemergent con- 
ditions, but we ought in this bill, which ought to be, as its title indi- 
cates, a bill to raise revenue for carrying on the Government, to make 
adequate and ample provision for Government expenses, and more es- 
a, as we can do it in this case by taxing something which may 

called, without any strain upon language or ideas, a luxury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kan- 
sas? It will be again reported. 

The SkcreTAky. Itis proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec, —. That from and after sixty days from the date of the passage of this 
act there shall be levied and collected on all distilled spirits thereafter produced 
in the United States a tax of $1.250n each proof gallon, or wine gallon when 


below proof, to be paid by the distiller, owner, or person having possession 
thereof before removal from the distillery bonded warehouse. 


Mr. WILSON, of lowa. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask my colleague to yield ta me that I may give 
notice of an amendment. I shall move to strike out “‘ from and after 
sixty days from the date of the passage of this act;’’ so as to read: 

That there shall be levied, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported. 

a SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out of the amendment the 
words— 

From and after sixty days from the date of the passage of this act. 

So as to read: 

That there shall be levied and collected on all distilled spirits, etc. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I shall detain the Senate but a moment. 
It seems to me that it is well to look at this proposition from a differ- 
ent standpoint from that suggested by the Senator who has proposed it. 
If we should adopt this amendment and it should become a part of the 
revenue system of the United States, its effect would be to make a con- 
tribution to the producers of spirituous liguor of 35 cents a gallon on 
all that may be on hand, because undoubtedly the distillers of the 
country, if we shall increase the tax from what it is now, 90 cents to 
$1.25, will of course advance the priceof their production now on hand 
so as to bring it up toa parity with the price which must be asked 
with the proposed additional tax. Iam not in favor of making a con- 
tribution to the producers of spirituous liquor in this country. 

I have another objection to this amendment, and that is this: I am 
opposed to 8o embedding the liquor-producing interest in this country 
in our financial system as to make the maintenance of that manufact- 
ure a financial necessity to tive Government. I am opposed to intro- 
ducing into this country the condition which now exists in the finan- 
cial condition of Great Britain. About one-fourth of the revenue of 
Great Britain is derived from the liquor tax. It has been so important 
to maintain the liquor manufacture and sale that no person at the head 
of the financial system of the British Cabinet has ever proposed a re- 
duction of the tax imposed upon that article in that country. 

I do not want, as | have said, in the first place, to make a contribu- 
tion of 35 cents a gallon to the manufacturers of liquor in this country, 
as this amendment would if adopted in its present form, nor do I wish 
to give my vote in favor of embedding the liquor interest of this coun- 
try in our financial system, so that we shall not in the future dare to 
disturb it. 

For these reasons, aside from others that I might add, I shall oppose 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
= awe to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 

LUMB]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my amendment to the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas, for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I shall vote against the pendivg 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, as I do not believe that 
at this stage of the proceeding it is proper to impose this increased tax 
on whisky, and yet I believe that the statement of the Senator from 
Kansas, which has beep repeated heretofore in various forms on the 
floor of the Senate, is correct, that, under the operation of the bill which 
is now pending, in two years there will be a deficit in the Treasury. I 
think it is unavoidable, but in my view it ts much better to wait at 
least for a year before attempting to increase the internal-revenue taxes. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas if 
it would not be better to make his amendment read that ‘“‘from and 
after the passage of this act,’’ so that itshall apply to all the whiskyin 
bond now, and therefore there could be no speculation, such as the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson] speaks about. 

Mr. PLUMB. Theamendment, asI originally drew it, was intended 
to take effect on all whisky hereafter withdrawn from bond. There 
are about 100,000,000 gallons of whisky in bond and otherwise. Ihave 
no objection to imposing the increased tax on whisky hereafter with- 
drawn. It is only to avoid the suggestion of a possible difficulty that 
I change the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam opposed to this amendment; but if the amend- 
ment is to be adopted it ought toapply to all whisky on hand as well 
as to all whisky produced from and after the passage of the act. There 
are estimated to be on hand 100,000,000 gallons of whisky, including 
that which has gone out of the country into storehouses abroad to be 
brought back at the proper time. This amendment, therefore, as it 
stands puts into the pockets of the owners of that whisky $35,000,000. 
An increase of 35 cents tax per gallon upon all whisky produced from 
and after this date will put up to that point all the whisky in the hands 
of the owners, and so add to the value of that whisky $35,000,000. 

Iam notin favor of any such legislation as that, nor am I in favor 
of the amendment. I have not been laboring in this attempt to revise 
the tariff with any such end in view or with any conviction that any 
such end is a necessity, and I do not believe it. Iam not to confess 
at this last moment, after the work is almost done, that in my opinion 
any such result will come of it, and therefore I will give no vote that 
will indicate such an opinion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
trom Iowa to withdraw his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will modify my amendment so as to cover the same 
point by providing that it shall apply to all liquor hereafter produced 
or withdrawn from bond. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 
stated at the desk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to make a suggestion in the line of 
the Senator’s amendment that in line 3 there be stricken out the word 
‘‘thereafter’’ and insert ‘‘ now produced and hereafter to be produced ;’’ 
so that it would not make any difference where it is,the provision will 
catch it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will modify the amendment in the way indicated 
in the copy I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
modified. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section: 

Sec. —. That from and after the passage of this act there shall be levied and 
collected on all distilled spirits hereafter produced or withdrawn from bond 
in the United States a tax of $1.25 0n each proof gallon, or wine gallon when 
below . to be paid by the distiller, owner, or person having possession 
thereof, before removal from the distillery bonded warehouse. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to be informed by the Senator 
from Kansas, if he has any knowledge or information on the subject, 
how much liquor is probably in bond and how much in the hands of 
the distillers that has heretofore been withdrawn from bond. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have been told, on what I regard as very fair au- 
thority, that including the amount which has been expo in order 
to save duty, which must go into bend when it comes back into the 
United States again, there are about 100,000,000 gallons. It was stated 
at the time the effort was made to procure some modification of the 
internal-revenue laws in favor of this product some years ago, that 
there were then about 80,000,000 gallons manufactured and on hand. 
I am told that amount is now about 100,000,000 gallons. 

Mr. PIERCE. Let me ask the Senator from Kansas, does the Sen- 
ator’s modification cover the objection made by the Senator from Iowa ? 

Mr, PLUMB. Yes, it does. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope this amendment will not be adopted, for 
the reason that I do not think it is at all necessary that the revenues 
should be increased from this source. I am satisfied from the very 
clear and conclusive statement made by the Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations that the revenues of the country, aside from this, will be 
ample for all its expenditures. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. PLUMB as modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ord 

Mr. KRELL. Isimply desire to say that I shall vote against 
thie amendment because I think it is raising the tax too high. I do 
not think the amount ought to be as high as $1.25 a gallon. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] who is not present. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
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Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron], who is absent on 
account of sickness. I will transfer that pair to the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Powerex], and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 7 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. TuR- 
PIE]. 

ate. BLAIR. I am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Georce]. If he were present, I should vote ‘nay Does his 
colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] know how he would vote” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I do not. : 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. CALL] is ab- 
sent, and is paired with the Senator from South Dakota | Mr. PETTI- 
GREW}. 

Mr. | cORHEES (after having voted in the negative). 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] has not voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON } 
is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1GGINns]; but know- 
ing that the Senator from New Jersey would vote against this amend- 
ment, I suggested to the Senator from Delaware that there was no ob- 
jection to his voting. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 39; as follows 


I believe the 


YEAS—17. 
Berry, Edmunds, Paddock, Teller. 
Cameron, Ingalls, Pasco, Washburn, 
Casey, Jones of Arkansas, Pierce, 
Colquitt, Manderson, Plumb, 
Dolph, Mitchell, Reagan, 
NAYS—39. 

Aldrich, Coke, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Alien, Dawes, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Allison, Dixon, Hoar, Spooner, 
Barbour, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, 
Bate, Evarts, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Morgan, Vance, 
Butler, Frye, Platt, Vest, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall, 
Chandler, Gorman, Quay, Wilson of Lowa. 
Cockrell, Hale, Ransom, 

ABSENT—23. 
Blair, Farwell, Kenna, Sanders, 
Blodgett, George, McPherson, Squire, 
Brown, Gray, Moody, Stanford, 
Call, Hampton, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cullom, Harris, Payne, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Hearst, » Power, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to offer an amendment ori page 37, in para- 
graph 153, which, if I remember aright, I asked to have passed over 
during the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 37, line 9, paragraph 153, strike out 
‘‘fifty’’ and insert *‘ twenty-five ;’’ so as to read; 

Card-clothing, manufactured from tempered steel wire, 25 cents per square 
foot; all other, 25 cents per square foot. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr President, in spite of all the efforts which I have 
made, the duty upon card-clothing has been advanced from time to 
time in every bill. It is now made 50 cents per square foot if made of 
tempered steel wire; all other, 25 cents; whereas I am informed that 
there is none now made of the common wire, and it is virtually a duty 
of 50 cents upon all that is used, 

It is a square and fair and unmistakable case of Congress undertak- 
ing to protect by law a trust, in this instance. I have in my hand the 
Boston Journal of Commerce which contains an editorial that is friendly 
to the combination of which it speaks, thongh it denies that it is a 
trust. This article shows that there are fifteen factories manufactur- 
ing card-clothing in the United States, and that every one of them is 
brought under one management, and that arrangements have been made 
with the English manufacturers both of the card-clothing and of tem- 
pered steel wire of which the clothing is made here, by which the fac- 
tories in England and the factories in America come under the same 
control. 

It is a complete trust, foreign and domestic, and the operation of it 
will be exceedingly heavy on all those enterprises in the South which 
are in being in obedience to the advice of our Northern friends that we 
should diversify our industries by manufactures. 

The State of North Carolina, I believe, has more cotton mills than any 
other State in the Union, though of course their capacity is small, and 
in the aggregate falls far below the great mills of the North and even 
of many of the great mills of the South. But it is becoming a consid- 
erable industry in North Carolina and in most of the Southern States. 
Every stream that furnishes sufficient water-power is now being sup- 
plied with small cotton mills, and they are manufacturing the common 


oa 
*-~ 
~ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 
| 


9835 


grades of cotton very successfully, and it has been a great help to our 
people. 

This article of card-clothing important part of their equip 
ment, and the tax upon it of 50 cents per square foot would be particu- 
larly heavy aud onerous. I see no reason in the world, if there isa 
combination existing in England and Am which can absolutely 
control the trade and put up the prices to suit themselves, why the 
duty should be increased from the present law of 45 per cent. up to 50 
cents per square foot. I ask fo 
ton Journal of Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo: 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 


isi Very 


the reading of the article from the Bos- 


The paper will be read, if there be 


rHE CARD-CI THING IND rRY. 
One of the most significant movements for the consolidation of s i 
terests that has occurred of late is that of the card-clothing manufacturers und« 
the corporate name of American Card Clothing Manufacturing Company. I 


practically embraces all of the n 
Some misunderstanding h 
company. It isnot a trust, 


anufacturing establishments in the countrys 
us been had regarding the true nature of this new 
as it has been called in several instances, but is what 
it purports to be, a corporation with all the responsibilities which the name in- 
volves, Its object is primarily to improve the condition of the card-clothing 
industry in the economy of managementand in the perfection of manufacture, 
The accomplishment of this will, in the natural course of events and in accord 
ance with the results of like undertakings, redound tothe advantage of those 
who purchase card-clothing, not only in the price paid for it, but in the quality 
of it Itis not supposed there will beany necessity for advancing present prices, 
but better results for the industry itself of its 
administration. 

it has been the experience of 


will be looked for in the economy 


nearly all lines of business that aggregation of 
capital has been far more beneficial to the producer and consumer, or to the seller 
and buyer, than its segregation. This is largely due to the changed conditions 
of trade, and to the different methods and facilities that are now in vogue for 
the manufacture and distribution of goods. A small manufacturing establish 
mentcan not compete successfully against a large one with ample capital, In 
fact, the margin for profit in nearly al) industries is now so small that prosperity 
with the latter may mean disaster to the former. Competition in manufacture 
is not always to the advantage of the consumer of a product. With all of its 
benefits it is capable of being detrimental to the very ones that encourage it. 
Competition, which means loss to those engaged in it,is an evil which is re 

flected upon those who are presumed to be benefited by it. It is harmful to all 
concerned in it, if long continued. This evil the new corporation intends to 
obliterate, and its accomplishment will be of the utmost advantage to the pur 

chasers of card-clothing 

The corporation is to have headquarters in Worcester, but it is not designed 
as has been stated, that orders for card-clothing shall be sent to it to be for 
warded to any particular factory that the party giving the order may possibly 
designate. The intention of the corporation is to run the factories in the same 
localities as heretofore. Only one, and that a small one, has gone out of exist 
ence, Each former manufacturer is to act as an agent for the corporation and 
manage the business for it, receiving all orders intended for him direct from 
the purchaser, and filling them with the same amount of care and skill as in 
times past. In this respect, little or no difference will be noted from former 
practices in the transmission of orders and their fulfillment. 

All of the most valuable patents and rights, both in the United States and in 
foreign countries, pertaining to the manufacture of card-clothing have been se 
cured by the corporation, and this includes all the more improved methods of 
grinding the teeth to either smooth or needle points. 

Arrangements have been made with the firm of David Moseley & Son, of Eng 
land, forthe manufacture in this country of its famous foundation materials, 
A member of this firm will superintend the American establishment, which 
will insure an article equal in every réspect to that made abroad, It has been 
stated that the supply of steel wire to be used by the corporation for its card- 
clothing has been contracted for with an English concern, This is somewhat 
misleading and incorrect. It is to be the policy of the corporation to patronize 
American products in all instances, whenever they can be obtained in sufficient 
supply and of equal quality to those of foreign make. This policy will be kept 
clearly and definitely in view at all times,in which the present management 
is specially earnest. 

Che card-clothing industry is of limiteddimensions. It embraces about four 
teen or fifteen estanlishments, only a few of which can be considered of any 
size. The capital required for their conduct, however, is large compared with 
the value of their product. Tl.e protection under our tariff laws that is required 
for the industry is of the utmost importance, and the necessity for it has been 
readily recognized by those who have given the matter proper consideration 
The statisticai position of the industry is seldom if ever separately considered 
in the State or national censuses, yet its relation to the larger industries of cot 
ton, woolen, and other textile manufactures is of the utmost consequence and 
an important factor in determining their success or failure. The annual capac 
ity of the card-clothing factories of this country is about 1,600,000 square feet of 
clothing, sufficient to clothe at least one-half of the woolen carding-machines 
running in our mills, presuming them to be 48 inches wide. But seldom isthe 
full capacity of these factories required, and a three-fourths production is prob 
ably nearer to the customary turn-out. Calling the annual consumption of 
eard-clothing by American mills at 1,360,000 square feet, the consumption of do- 
mestic card-clothing is not far from 88 per cent. of th: 
portation of 160,000 square feet. 

The manufacture of card-clothing calls for a higher grade of mechanical 
skill than most people are aware of. The small and beautiful machines that 
are seen operating in the setting of wire teeth possessed with a 


1, seemingly 
conscience more sensitive than that which is human when thes 
do wrong, demand the skill of the best mechanics, for which $3.50 to 4 aday 
paid. The capital of the new corporation, which is placed at $1,500,000, is, we 
believe, no more than fair. It is no more nor less than a reasonable 
of the property which it has come in possession of 

Perhaps no industry has been less persistent or more honest in its demands 
for tariff protection than that for the manufacture of card-clotbing. The tariff 
bill that is now before Congress allowsall that manufacturers have claimed 
in their petitions to the committees having the tariff matter in charge The 
House bill now in the Senate unmodified, imposes a duty of 35 per cent. on all 
iron and steel wire for the manufacture of card-clothing. 

This is a large advance on the existing duty of 3 cents a pound, and an ad- 
vance of l cent per pound on wire is equivalent to an increase of 1 cent per 
square foot on card-clothing, and the increase in duty from 3 cents a pound to 
35 per cent. ad valorem is the same as adding to the cost of card-clothing set 
with No, 32 wire 6} cents per square foot. The proposed tariff on card-cloth 
ing is intended to partially compensate for this increase on wire by placing the 
duty at 3 cents per square foot, if manufactured from tempered steel wire, in 
stead of 45cents per square feot, as now. Card-clothing of any other setting is 
subject to 25 cents per square foot,asitisnow. The present tariff on card-cloth 
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ing isa better protection to manufacturers than the one proposed and now 
being discussed in the Senate, considering the relation of duties on wire and 
the manufactured clothing. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the Senate now take up Schedule E, on 
page 51. I suggest that the entire schedule be read through, and that 
then we shall take up paragraph 223, which relates to the duties upon 
sugar, before we take up the provisions in regard to bounties. It must 
be evident to the Senate that whether a bounty is to be paid or not will 
be determined after the rate is fixed upon sugar or after the Senate has 
determined whether sugar shall be free or not. I suggest, without 
any desire to cut oft any amendment or any motion to amend the 
schedule, that the schedule be read through, and that then paragraph 
223 be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
who has charge of the bill whether voting on paragraph 223 does not 
in effect settle the question—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, It does. 

Mr. GIBSON. As to whether we shall adopt the protective system 
as to sugar or the bounty system. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It determines what action we shall take upon 
sugar, of course. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then those who vote to keep that paragraph in will 
necessarily vote for the bounty afterwards 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. Because that is the foundation upon which the para- 
graph rests. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON, ‘That is, paragraph 223 is the basis of Schedule E, 
which allows a bounty for sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. And if we vote against the amendment of the Senate 
committee, we vote then in effect to apply the protective policy to 
sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As to whether it is the protective policy or some 
other policy, of course I do not agree to that point; but I agree to what 
the effect will be. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, I mean that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Louisiana can offer his amend- 
ment after the committee arsendments have been acted upon. 

Mr. GIBSON. I shall offer no amendment, Mr, President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. It the Senator will allow me, after the committee 
amendments have been acted upon in paragraph 223, the Senator trom 
Louisiana can offer his amendment as a substitute for the whole para- 
graph, which will bring up the question as to the duties which are to 
be levied upon sugar in a very simple form. If hisamendment should 
be adopted, of course then the provisions in regard to bounties must 
be changed, If it is not adopted, then we can take up the bounty 
provisions and act upon them intelligently. 

Mr. GIBSON, I shall offer no amendment whatever to paragraph 
223, but reserve my amendment and offer it as a substitute for the 
whole sche'ule. ~ 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the whole schedule? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes; which amendment will be the Mills bill. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that Schedule E be read through down to and in- 
cluding paragraph 231, and that then the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of paragraph 223. The Chair hears no objection. Theschedule 
will be read through and the amendments of the Committeeon Finance 
subsequently reported, beginning at paragraph 223. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to make an inquiry about the rule which gov- 
erns debate, and I am led to make it because under the rule which lim- 
ited debate to five minutes I thoughtlessly asked a question, which was 
answered by a Senator on the other side, and I was then informed that 
I had spoken once on the subject. Now, if that rule is to be applied 
to this debate we ought to understand it and be able to govern oursel ves 
accordingly. I understand thirty minutes are allowed in this debate, 
and that each Senator can speak once on any subject, 

Mr. HALE. We are proceeding to-day not under thé five-minute 
rule, but the thirty-minute rule ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The thirty-minute rule, 

Mr. HALE. But the limitation that*no Senator shall speak more 
than once upon any proposition is in force? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On any proposition or proposed amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Any question, as it was stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not upon any proposition, but any 
question that may be before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, I should like to supplement the query of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut by asking whether it is in order to interrapt a 
Senator who is occupying thirty minutes to ask a question or to make 
an inquiry of any nature, and then if that interruption is allowed 
whether that precludes the one who makes the inquiry from again 
making an observation ? 
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Mr.PLATT. That was precisely the dilemmain which I was caught 
under the five-minute rule, 

Mr. HALE. He is counted as speaking once. 

Mr. ALLISON. Without knowing what the rule is, it seems to me 
the rule ought to be that when a Senator is occupying thirty minutes 
and another Senator desires some information, if the Senator on the 
floor submits to the interruption that ought not to be counted against 
the interrupter. 

Mr. HOAR. It comes out of the thirty minutes? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, it comes out of the thirty minutes of the Sen- 
ator on the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If he yields? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifhe yields, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that no Senator 
who is on the floorin his own right can be interrupted without his cou- 
— and that that consent must first be obtained by addressing tbe 

air. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; but suppose he does consent and is 
interrupted, does that prevent the Senator interrupting him from again 
appearing on the scene ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is for the Senate to decide, and 
not for the Chair. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the Chair has once decided that. 
At least so the Senator from Connecticut says. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has held that when a Sen- 
ator rose and was recognized and said what he desired to say and sat 
down, whether that were long or short, he had exhausted his right to 
speak on that question. A Senator is not obliged tospeak five minutes 
nor thirty minutes, It isa right that he has. If he chooses to speak 
one minute and sits down, he has exhausted his right under the agree- 
ment, the Chair thinks, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the contrary rule may be under- 
stood as applied to this debate, and that where a Senator consents to 
an interruption by another Senator, the time occupied by the Senator 
interrupting shall not be construed as the thirty minutes of that Sen- 
ator which are permitted under the rule, but that that shall come out 
of the time of the Senator who permits the interruption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will be guided by that sug- 
gestion if there be no objection, but would suggest that in order to pre- 
serve regularity, before a Senator should be interrupted his consent 
should be obtained by addressing the Chair, that there may be no mis- 
understanding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That always ourht to be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the schedule will 
now proceed, it there be no objection, down to and including paragraph 
226. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
SCHEDULE E,.—SUGAR. 


That until July 1, 1965, there shall be paid, from any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, under the provisions of section 3639 of the Revised 
Statutes, to the producer of sugar testing not less than 5d by the polari- 
scope, from beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane grown within the United States, a 
bounty of 2 cents per pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the retary of the Treasury, 
shall prescribe. 

The producer of said sugar to be entitled to said bounty shall have first filed 
with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a notice of the place of production, 
with a general description of the machinery and methods to be employed by 
him, with an estimate of the amount of sugar proposed to be produced in the 
next ensuing year and ee for a license to so produce, to be accom- 
panied by ohana ina ty, and with sureties to be approved by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, conditioned that he will faithfully observe all 
rules and regulations that shall be prescribed for such manufacture and pro- 
duction of sugar. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, upon receiving the application and 
bond heretofore peevises for, shail issue to the applicant a license to produce 
sugar from sorghum, beets, or sugar-cane grown in the United States at the 

lace and with the machinery and by the ods ibed in the application ; 

t said license shall not extend beyond one year from the date thereof. 

No bounty shall be paid to ony pence engaged in refinin —- which have 
been imported into the United Se in the United States upon 
which the bounty herein provided for already been paid or applied for, nor 
to any person unless he i have first been licensed as herein provided, and 
only upon produced by such person from sorghum, beets, or sugar-cane 
grown in the United States. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury,shall from time to time make al! 
needful rules and regulations for the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, beets, 
or sugar-cane wn in the United States, and shall, under the direction of the 
reer Treasury, exercise supervision and inspection of the manu- 
facture reof. 


And for the payment of these bounties the Secretary of the Treasury is au- 
thorized to draw warrants on the Treasurer of the United States for such sums 
as shall be necessary, which sums «hall be certified to him by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, by whom the bounties shall be disbursed. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I gave notice of a motion tostrike out the clauses 
granting a bounty. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, The paragraphs are being read for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are being read merely form- 
ally, and will be subject to consideration hereaiter. 
Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of Schedule FE, 


as follows: 

223. All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall paya duty of four- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound: Provided, That if an export du meaner 
be laid upon sugar or molasses 
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imported, such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as pro- 
vi by law prior to the ane of this act. / 

224. Sugar candy and all confectionery, including chocolate confectionery, 
made wholly or in part of sugar, valued at 12 cents or less per pound, and on 
sugars after being refined, when tinctured, colored or in any way adulterated, 
§ cents per poun 7 3 

225, Ail other confectionery, including chocolate confectionery, not specially 
provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

226, Glucose, or grape sugar, three-fourths of | cent per pound. 

' 


Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask that paragraph 223 be considered as | 
pending and that the question be taken upon the first committee amend- 
ment to that paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
paragraph 223 will be reported. 

The Cuier CLERK. Page 53, paragraph 223, after the figures, in- 
sert: 


All sugars above No.13 Dutch standard in color shall be classitied by the 
Dutch standard of sugar, and shall pay a duty as follows, namely: All sugars 
above No. 13 and not above No.16 Dutch standard of color, three-tenths of 1 
cent per pound. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, [ desire to submit an amendment 
to that section of the paragraph. I move to strike out the word “ thir- 
teen,’’ in paragraph 223, and insert the word ‘‘sixteen.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that that ques- 
tion can as well come on agreeing to the committee amendment, be- 
cause if the committee amendment is disagreed to then the House bill 





The first committee amendment to 





will stand, which goes up to No. 16, so that the same result can be 
reached, 

Mr.SHERMAN. Therearesome provisions of the committee amend- 
ment that I am very willing should be retained. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be exactly the same as the House pro- 
vision if the Senate amendment is stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing to adopt the suggestion of 
the Senator. I think myself by disagreeing to the amendment the re- 
mainder of the paragraph will accomplish my object. 

Mr. President, I wish to say very briefly in respect to this point that 
it is the difficult point in thesugarschedule. If the duty is commenced 
to be imposed at No. 13, it will deny to the people of the United States 
the fall benefit of the proposed reduction on sugar, while if all sugar 
under No. 16 Dutch standard is to be taxed, as a matter of course the | 
people will be deprived to a considerable extent of the benefit pro- 
posed to be given by the reduction of the duty on sugar, because while 
irom 13 to 16 is a pretty fair quality of sugar, yet it is not such as will 
enter into common use without refining. If, however, all sugar up to 
No. 16 Dutch standard is admitted free of duty, then the mass of the | 
people can get the benefit of this reduction, because they will consume 
directly without refining the sugar between 13 and 16. 

{ have no objection whatevér to giving to the refiners of this coun- 
try a very fair, probably a pretty high rate of duty on refined sugar 
above No. 16, because those are mainly consumed by the wealthier 
people who care less for the expense. They will insist upon the granu- 
lated sugar of No. 20 and above, refined sugars in other words, while 
if the line is put at 13 the people will be denied the use of a kind of 
sugar which is really of more saccharine strength and is better for 
household purposes than the refined sugar. This is the whole point. 

Now, I believe that the true line is the line fixed by the House of 
Representatives. They allowed all sugar to come in duty free under 
No. 16. That will allow the ordinary centrifugal sugars to come in, 
and very good, excellent brown sugars that enter into common use 
without going to the refiner; and all above No. 16, where the process 
of refining is carried on, would then pay a higher tax. This is the 
whole of it, and I do not wish to consume any further time of the Sen- 
ate in stating the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the first amendment of the Finance Committee in par- 

ph 223? 

Mr. CARLISLE. There are amendments reported by the commit- 
tee before that. Is it the intention to return tothem ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is the first one after the bounty provisions. 
The Senator may have been absent from the Chamber when the agree- 
ment was made. I su taking this paragraph up first, as this 
furnishes a basis for the whole schedule. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There are amendments to the prior clauses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are to be taken up afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senateready for the question 
on agreeing to the first amendment proposed hy the committee to par- 
agraph 223 ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The ‘ae and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPtre]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). The Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAmrTon] is paired with the Senator from Montana 
{ Mr. Power]. I will not make this announcement again. I vote 


[am paired with the 


” 
Me. VOORHEES (when his name was called). 
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Otherwise I should vote 





the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. 
*" yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. I am paired on all questions with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Wotcotr]. If he were here I should vote ‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Tam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEorGe]. 

Mr. REAGAN. My colleague [Mr. Coke] is temporarily absent, 
and advised me of his pair with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWEs]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). I understand 
that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] has not voted. IT am 
paired with him and therefore withdraw my vote. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas is not 
recorded. 
Mr. PASCO, I again announce the pair of my colleague [| Mr. CA. J 
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 
Che result was announced—yeas 38, nays 12; as follows 
YEAS—38 
Aldrich Dawes, Hawley qluay 
Allen, Dixon, Hoar, Reagan 
Barbour Edmunds Ingalls, Sawyer 
Bate, Eustis, MceMillau Stewart 
Blackburn, Evarts Manderson, Stock bridge 
Butler, Faulkner, Morgan Vance, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Washburn 
Carlisle, Gibson Pasco, Wilson of Md 
Casey, (iray, Platt, 
Chandler, Hale, Plumb 
“WAYS—12. 
Allison, Cullom, Sherman, Vest, 
Berry, Mitchell, Spo ner, Walthall 
Cockrel! Pugh Teller, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—H 
Blair Farwell Jones of Nevada Ransouw 
Blodgett George, Kenna, Sanders 
Brown, (iorman, McPherson Squire, 
Call Hampton, Moody, Stanford, 
Coke, Harris Morrill, rurpie, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Payne Voorhees 
Danie! Higgins, Pettigre Woleott 
Davis, Hiscock, Pierce 
Dolph, fones of Arkansas, Powe) 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be reported. 

The CHier CLERK. In paragraph 223, page 54, line 5, strike out 
‘* four-tenths’’ and insert ‘‘ six-tenths;’’ so as to read: 

All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay a duty of 
of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro le mipore. 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this amendment and the amend- 
ment which has just been voted upon are two important amendments 
relating to the question of sugar. I donot care todebate the question, 
The Senate has decided already by a large vote, it seems, that no sugar 
shall come into this country free except it shall go into the refineries, 
and that they shall have three-tenths of a cent a pound, which is 
equivalent to the cost of refining, merely as a protection for that pur- 
pose, and now it is proposed on all sugars above No. 16 to give them 
six-tenths of l cent a pound. I hope that the four-tenths proposed by 
the House bill will be retained, as I think it is amply sufficient to pro- 
tect them in the refining industry, especially as they get sugar between 
13 and 16 at three-tenths of a cent a pound. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa in discuss- 
ing this subject refers to if as simply a question which is for the bene- 
fit of the refiners in the tax that is to be imposed. I understand that 
a great Weal has been said about furnishing free sugar to the people. 
My information is that the consumption of sugar is about 40 pounds 
to the person in the United States. If we putthat at 5 cents a pound, 
which may be below the retail price of the best quality of sugar, but 
perhaps a fair average price, it would be a tax of $2 to the individual, 

Now, the amount of woolen clothes that an individual uses in a year 
would not probably fall below $25. I judge the average would be, per- 
haps, above that; but put it at that with a duty of 80 per cent., this 
would be equal to a tax of $20 a year on each citizen—ten times the 
amount of the tax on sugar. 

it is said that the sugar must be made free because it is a necessary 
That isthe reason assigned. Are not clothes as neces- 
sary as sugar, and costinga great deal more? Are not shoes and hats 
as necessary as sugar, and costing a great deal more? 

So the reason assigned can not be the true reason. I take it that 
the true reason is an abandonment of the doctrine of protection by the 
protectionists on an article thatis simply not raised in the Northern 
States. Itis a penalty placed upon it because it isa product of the 
Southern States, whose representatives are in the minority upon this 
floor and unable to take care of it. I think that is the real reason, be- 
cause if we go upon the idea that it is to relieve the people from a bur- 
den hecause it is a necessity, the very same reason ought to relieve 
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them from the enormous taxes imposed upon cotton and woolen goods 
and upon iron and steel and their fabrics. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to enter into a discussion of this, but I 
thought it was right to call attention to the inconsistency and the in- 
justice of the proposed repeal of the tax on sugar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment of the committee? It will be again 
read. 

The Cuier CLERK. 


Page 54, line 5, paragraph 223, strike out 
** four-tenths 


’ and insert ‘‘six-tenths;’’ so as to read: 

All sugars above number 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay a duty of six- 
tenths of | cent per pound, 

Mr. PUGH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. B).ALR (when his name was called). I am paired, as heretofore 
stated, \\th the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorer]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Turpre]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON ]}. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should vote 
** vea,’? 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] or I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Wo.cort] is detained from the 
Senate by sickness. : 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—29, 


Iam paired with the 


Aldrich Dolph, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Alien, Kustis, Manderson, Stewart, 
Butler, Evarts, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Frye, Pasco, Teller, 
Casey, Gibson, Platt, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hale, Plumb, 
Dawes, Hawley, Quay, 
Dixon, Hoar, Reagan, 

NA YS—23, 
Allison, Cockrell, Mitchell, Vance, 
Barbour, Colquitt, Morgan, Vest, 
Bate, Cullom, Pugh, Walthall, 
Berry, Edmunds, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Sherman, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Spooner, 

ABSENT—22. 
Blair, George, Jones of Arkansas, Pierce, 
Blodgett, Gray, Jones of Nevada, Power, 
Brown, Hampton Kenna, Sanders, 
Call, Harris, McPherson, Squire, 
Coke, Hearst, Moody, Stanford, 
Daniel Higgins, Morrill, Turpie, 
Davis, Hiscock, Payne, Voorhees, 
Farwell, Ingalls, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, There are no amendments reported 
from the committee to the remaining part of the schedule. 

Mr. QUAY. As the committee amendments have been disposed of, 
I offer an amendment the effect of which is merely to increase the 
duty upon the grade of sugars above No. 20, the highest known, from 
six-tenths of a cent to 1 cent a pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania wili be reported. 

The Cuikry CLERK. Amend paragraph 223, Schedule E, so as to 
read: 


223. All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Duiech standard of color and shall pay daty as follows, namely: All sugars 
above No. 13 and not above No. 16 Duich standard in*®eolor, three-tenths of 1 
cent per pound, Allsugars above No, i6 and not above No. 20 Dutclpstandard 
in color shall pay a duty of six-tenths of ] cent per pound. All sugars above 
No, 20 Dutch standard in color, 1 cent per pound: Provided, That if an export 
dnty shall hereafter be laid upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence 
the same may be imported, such sugar or molasses so imporied il be subject 
to duty as provided by law prior to the passage of this act. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr, President, I believe that Congress should leg- 
islate for the benefit of the people of the United States in preference to 
the people of any other country. 

FREES TRADE IS FOR THE BENEFIT OF FOREIGNERS; 
protection is for the benefit of our own people; therefore I am a pro- 
tectionist. Wealth and prosperity accumulate where the occupation of 
the people is most diversified and the greatest amount of labor is per- 
formed. Savages subsist on what nature furnishes, without agriculture 
or manufacturing. Vast regions are required for the support of a few 
barbarians, Mere cultivation of the soil without a market for surplus 


- products enables a people to advance in civilization above the savage, 


and furnishes more of the necessaries of life than can be secured by the 
killing of wild game and the gathering of roots and herbs. But - 
culture withouta market has never enabled man to accumulate wealth 
or supply himself with what is now necessary in civilized life. Land 
without people has little or no value, because there is no demand for 
its use. A great variety of industries furnishes employment to more 


people than asingleoccupation. Where profitableemployment is found 
there population will accumulate. It will fiirnish a market for the 
farmer and enhance the price of his land, and to the artisan increase the 
price of his commodities. 

The free-trader argues that inasmuch as large manufacturing estab- 
lishments in the Old World, operated by cheap labor, can supply man- 
ufactured articles cheaper than they can be produced in this country, 
it is, therefore, forthe interest of the people of the United States to buy 
everything they consume, except the products of the soil, in foreign 
markets and pay for them with the agricultural products of this coun- 
try. The protectionist objects to this theory for several reasons. He 
contends that if all the peopleof the United States were engaged in farm- 
ing 

THEY COULD NOT SELL ENOUGH FARM PRODUCTS 
to foreigners to buy 10 per cent. of the supplies they now consume. 
Foreign nations now buy all they require of our products and do not 
furnish us in return more than 5 per cent. of the commodities we con- 
sume in this country. 

The free-trader tells us that the people of foreign nations would buy 
more from usif we would open our markets to them. They would not 
buy more than they could consume, however, which would not be 
greatly in excess of their present purchases. They now buy enough 
to make up the deficiency which they can not supply at home. Very 
little more can be expected of them. It is manifest, therefore, that 
without manufactures in this country the people must be deprived of 
at least nine-tenths of the comforts of life which they now enjoy for 
the want of means to buy in foreign markets. - 

$ut the free-trader tells us that we could manufacture just as well in 
this country with free trade as with protection. Experiencehas shown 
that that is not true. Great Britain was once unable without protec- 
tion to contend with the thrifty artisans and sailors of Holland. The 
American Colonies were unable to manufacture prior to the Revolu- 
tion for the want of protection. The States after the Revolution, and 
before the adoption of the Constitution, were unable to manufacture 
for want of protection. The avowed purpose of the formation of the 
Union was for the protection of our commerce and home industry. 
Every experiment of free trade for the last hundred years has been 
disastrous to manufacturing in this country. Protection has always 
proved beneficial. Protection isas old as the Constitution, and is the 
fruit of the Union. 

FREE TRADE AND SECESSION ARE TWINS, 

born of the same parent. From 1832 to 1865 an irrepressible conflict 
existed between free trade and secession on the one side, and protec- 
tion and Union on the other. 

No country of modern times has ever established manufactories of 
any importance without protection. The policy of Great Britain for 
centuries past has been protection in some form for her commerce 
and her manufactures. Protection in its large sense consists not only 
in tariffs, but in securing markets for home production by whatever 
means it may be done. England has subjugated more than one-third 
of the inhabitants of the globe to furnish markets for the inhabitants 
of England; Wales, and Scotland. Not only this, but she has com- 
pelled China, and all the islands of the Pacific which she has not fully 
subjugated, to buy her products, however injurious they may be to 
the people who are compelled to receive them. So eageris Great Britain 
for trade that her christianity is not shocked at the policy of the Govern- 
ment in poisoning the millions of China with the opium drug for the 
extension of commerce. 

While Great Britain was building up her vast manufacturing estab- 
lishments she not only used hernavy and ber army to compel the weaker 
nations of the earth to purchase her wares, but she surrounded 


HER IMPERIAL ISLAND WITH A TARIFF WALL. 

Within this wall she manufactured for nearly half of the globe with- 
out competition from the people of other nations, When her estab- 
lishments became so strong, on account of their magnitude and wealth, 
that no people could compete for the trade of the English isle, and when 
other nations were following her example by protecting their home 
industries, she proclaimed the policy of {ree trade without the slightest 
intention of practicing what she preached. The mode was changed 
and she protected her carriers more than her manufacturers, 

In the mean time the United States had grown and expanded until 
it had become the most desirable market in the world. It had become 
impossible for Great Britain te acquire our market by the force of arms. 
Her pretended conversion to free trade was but a device to secure by 
strategy what she could not take by force. She knew very well that 
no country in the world could take from her the home markets for man- 
ufactured commodities. Her establishments were too large and too 
well protected to fear competition in that direction. She was sure 
not only of the marketof Great Britain, but that of nearly three hun- 
dred million people in foreign lands, whom she has subjugated by her 
mili power and still controls as contributors to her wealth. 

Nor is this all. Her manufacturers are aided by rapid and cheap 
steam-ship communication with every part of the world, sustained by 
liberal = averaging for the last fAfty years about four millions per 
annum. 


tion to all this she has taken good care in proclaiming 
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her free-trade doctrine that the people of other countries, and particu- 
larly the people of the United States, should not enjoy the markets of 
her colonies without an enormous tax in the shape of tarifls. The 
colonies of Great Britain, which furnish no market for us, and India, 


from which all the world is practically excluded, have tariffs much | 


higher than our own. 

If it be said thatsome of these colonies have tariffs against the mother 
country, the answer is that there are about sixty colonies of Great Brit- 
ain for which the imperial Government makes the laws. Canada and 
the Australian colonies are about the only exceptions, Canada fram 
discriminating tariffs against the products of the United States. Does 
anybody suppose that, if it were possible to establish manufactures in 
this country that could compete with the manufacturing establishments 
of Great Britain, England would not find means to protect her own pe 
ple as she always has done ? 

Why should the American people listen to the clamor of Great Britain 
for access to our markets, so long as it is impossible 

FOR OUR PEOPLE TO SEND THEIR COMMODITI! 
to the millions she controls throughout the world, either by reason o! 
her military control, as in India, or her tariffs, as in all her other colo- 
nies? Of what value is it to us that she opens her home ports to our 


manufactured commodities while her manufacturing establishments are | 


so extensive and so well supplied with involuntary customers held by 


, 


tariff laws and military power that competition with her is impossible? | 


How easy for her establishments with their surplus from their vast opera- 
tions to crush the manufacturing establishments of any other country 
in the world. 

Other nations besides the United States have realized the impossi- 
bility of fair trade with Great Britain without protective tariffs. The 
German Empire, when it was brought into existence by the genius of 
its statesmen and the valor of itsarms, found itself helpless when it at- 
tempted to establish manufactures in competition with Great Britain 
without protection. Bismarck at once recognized the necessity of a 
protective tariff and adopted it withoutdelay. This secured 

THE HOME MARKET OF GERMANY TO THE GERMAN PEOPLI 
and soon placed that empire in competition with Great Britain in for- 
eign markets. France, Italy, Austria, and Russia, in turn, found it 
necessary to increase their tariffs in order to protect home industry. 

During the long contest for secession and free trade in the United 
States Great Britain possessed our markets and retarded the growth of 
manufactures and the development of civilization in this country. 
The war of the rebellion removed from the Halls of Congress the ad- 





vocates for free trade and enabled the United States to adopt the | 


patriotic theory of protection. Tariff laws were passed and have been 
maintained for nearly thirty years. Behold theresult! The increase 


of population, the growth of citjes, the construction of railroads, the | 


development of home industries are without a parallel in the history 
of any country. : 

The first beneficial effect of this new system was felt in the East, 
later in the West, and now it is creating anew South. During all this 


debate prot@ctioh ef home industry has been called a tax. It is true | 


it is a charge or a tax on the foreign producer, but it is not a tax on 
either the producer or the consumer in this country. It does not in- 
crease the general range of price for commodities, and therefore it is no 
burden upon the consumer. On the contrary, the vast productions i 


?’* ‘ Ail 
this country increase the supply and reduce the price of commodities 
throughoutthe world. The foreign producer whosells in this country 


is compelled in the end to reduce the price of his products sufficiently 
to pay the tariff and secure the privilege of entering our markets. 

If manufacturing should cease in this country the foreign establish- 
ments would charge all they could obtain. They would continue, as 


they always have, to sell their commodities at the highest price, unless | 


there should be an attempt to manufacture in this country in com 
tition with them, and they would then, as heretofore, crush the infant 
establishments in this country. That has been the policy of Great 
Britain, and that is now the policy of all civilized nations. It can be 
easily demonstrated that the average price of commodities has been 









vastly reduced in the United States by that protective policy which has | 


also built up our home industries. But if this were not true it does not 
by any means follow that protection is a tax upon the people of this 
country. 
EVERY CONSUMER IN THIS COUNTRY I5 OK OUGHT TO BE A PRODI ° 

If he is nota producer then he isa charge upon society, subsisting upon 
the labor of others. Legislation in hisinterest isalready tooliberal. It 
he isa producer, then thesame tariff that increases the price of the com- 
modities which he consumes furnishes him a market in which to sel! 
his own products at ahigher price. This more than compensates him for 
any increase in the price of commodities which he is compelled to buy. 
While the shoemaker is protected from foreign competition with the 
cheap labor of other countries, and thereby enabled to build up his busi- 
ness, why should he not be willing that his neighbor, the tailor, should 


have a like protection, even if it should increase the price of the coat | 


he wears? 


Ifthe manufacturer of stoves is protected from foreign competition 
in the articles which he produces, why should he tot divide with the | 


the 
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| miner and the fou ] in W I } 1 iron from which to ma 
| ufacture his war 
| ‘ 
| Itsimply enables the people of the United States to trade am them- 
selves, and if the general 1 e price for commodities is advanced, 
it is advanced for all al Che difficulty adju tariff for the 
benefit « ] ut 
Loin re ra l 
if weve I i 
labor has been expen 
expended in the United St oO 
complain, for if he pays a higher | in this cou 
sumes than he would be requir to pay if he ex ' 
upplied by the pauper labor of other lands, he i 
higher price for his labor and his products, which L € 
lent to the advanced price w he pays. Isay1 neg 
advisedly, because a country which manufactures grows rich, while 
poverty has always reigned supreme in every count ily tills t 
soil and relies upon foreigne to do all its other work One manufact- 
uring establishment employing a hundred men will enhan he value 
of farm lands for ten miles in circumlerence. 
li the tariff is a tax upon t people of the countr 
WHY 18 IT THAT \ HOUT TH! X THEY 
and that with the tax they develop the resources of the country and 
| grow wealthy ? If the individual who pays an advaneed price for com- 
| modities in this country is not more than compensated for his extra 
| expense by the advantages of the market he enjoys, why is it that th 
people gather together about manufacturing establishments? Vhy 
it that any town that starts manufaciures outstrips its neighbor in pro 
perity? How is it that this country is growing more rapidly than it 
ever did before ? 
| Itis unfortunate that there are men in the United States, enjoying 
| the superior advantages furnished them by American markets in which 
to sell-their labor and their wares, who are so short-sighted as to 
contend that they ought to have the special right to b what they 
consume in markets supplied by the cheap labor of Europe, or the 
slave labor of the Orient, without reflectin that iu all enjoyed su h 
| privileges the laborers of this country must be placed on a level with 
the paupel labor of th Old World Do they not know that it the 
|} whole community enjoyed that opportunity no one would havea market 
| for what he produces; that foreign countries have tariffs and trade r 


| lations that exclude our manufactured product ul that they will 
buy from us no more than they are compelled to? Do they not know 
| that our foreign market is only about 5 or 6 per cent. of our hom 
market? 

All are agreed that there shall be no more 


slavery in- this country. 


Still there are people unpatriotic enough to desire to be supplied by 


| the slave labor of other lands. | maintain that no American citi 
| zen who enjoys the advantages of this country is entitled to cheap 
commodities than can be produced by free laborin this country. The 
individual who has such desire hould follow the logic of them and 
go | slaver ] oO’ ‘ pik rand chi Pp} vl { A ind 
Ll t re ! er | ) to « y ol t comilolr 
xuries i I ] \ d { bere Lome istl 
ected. 
Vy y isitt t 1 t ‘ i k tl eu ind 
\ years ) ha i b t was b e they 
e acqu url great prai We whet ) la 
n was requ 1 an ltivation of th L could mimnen¢ 
‘ 
The public lands already prepared for settlement are practica 
hausted. ‘The arid region still furnishes a field for enterprise, but | 
| fore homes can be made vast expenditur ist b d J 
| Jonger the prairies of t West which invite immigration. till, peop 
| from every part of the world are seeking o hores. The 


our shores to become produc 


I it ing] { 

|.that they must pay for commoditi le of ; ( 

| pensate production in this country. 

| The desire to enjoy the blessings afforded tutions of the 
| United States is so strong that the most stringent la ive been en- 
| acted toexclude the millions of Asia, and ] ation it , i 
to exclude the artisans and laborers of Europe. If r marke 

open to all the world, legislation to exclude foreign workmen ld 

| unnecessary. ‘The new appliances for transportation have reduced th 
size of the world for all practical purposes to one neighborhood. The 
people of each country can hold communion with any other by tele- 
graph in afew hours. ‘The important events of every civilized country 





in the world appear daily in our morning papers. ‘The time and cost 
of transportation have been so reduced that the commodities of all the 
world are in immediate competition. 

If the markets of the United States were open to all the world, Lon- 
don, Paris, and Berlin would be found as conveniently located to supply 
the United States as Boston, Providence, or Philadelphia, There would 
| be no appreciable difference in the cost of transportation. In such @ 
case the artisans of Europe would remain at home and supply the 











i. 
ee 
- 

} 


9840 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





United States with manufactured commodities. The wealth which we 
now enjoy would be transferred to foreign lands. There would then 
be no necessity for the millions of Asia to seek our shores, 

The smuggling of Chinamen would then cease, because they could 
remain at home and do the work and receive the pay for which they 
desire to enter thiscountry. The only exclusion act which is required 
for Chinese or Europeans is absolute free trade. 

WAGES WILL THEN BFE LOWER HERE THAN ELSEWHERE. 

The surplus laborers of this country will be greater than in any 
other part of the world, because the business of agriculture will not 
furnish employment forthe people now here. Emigration would inevi- 
tably become the order of the day; immigration thither would cease. 

I do not wish to exclude honest and indastrious foreigners of our 
ovtn race. The millions of Europeans who have found homes in this 
country have developed our resources, established a government and 
created a civilization more beneficial to mankind than any which has 
ever existed in ancient or modern times. Our Government and our 
political independence are based upon the fundamental principle of 
manhood suffrage. Our civilization has its foundation on equal rights 
of every citizen of the United States. Our political independence is 
acknowledged throughout the world. We are making great progress 
in financial and in industrial independence. Our tariff has given us 
the industrial independence which we now enjoy. 

At this very session we have commenced the assertion of our financial 
independence. We have partially restored silver to its place as money, 
and to that extent liberated the debtor and producing classes of the 
United States from the financial bondage of European money-loaners. 
The bankers of Europe were unable, through theiragentsin this country, 
to prevent the pone of alaw which has enhanced the value of farm 
products and all other products of the United States from 5 to 20 per 
cent. We are fast becoming a patriotic people. We are beginning to 
look to our own interests. ‘The people understand these questions bet- 
ter than we suppose, ‘They have demanded by their votes, whenever 
the opportunity was afforded, 

PROTECTION FOR HOME INDUSTRY. 

This was the watchword of the colonists when seeking independence; 
it was the rallying cry that led to the formation of the Constitution; 
protection was guarded by all the men of the generation of the Revolu- 
tion. No party suggested free trade with Great Britain previous to the 
struggle of 1832, when South Carolina passed her nullification reso- 
lution for the purpose of severing her connection with the people of 
the United States and establishing free trade with Great Britain. The 
struggle that followed over secession, slavery, and free trade has edu- 
cated the people. It has taught them to trust in their own Govern- 
metit, in the Union of the States, and in the power of self-protection 
which is enjoyed by sixty-five millions of people inhabiting a vast 
country unequaled in natural resources in either hemisphere. 

Any political party which listens to the arguments of Great Britain 
in favor of free trade will certainly be defeated. Free trade is asso- 
ciated with disunion; protection with union. Love of country and the 
desire for ty will sustain the party of industrial independence 
and union. The people are inquiring why Great Britain and other 
Euro countries are so solicitous for free trade with this country; 
why it is that they seek to teach us how to manage our own affairs; 
why does the Cobden Club offer prizes to the young men in our colleges 
for writing essays in favor of free trade; why should Great Britain advise 
us to open our markets to her commodities when she excludes our prod- 
ucts from all her colonial dependencies? They are beginning to learn 
that the manufacturingestablishmentsof Great Britain are soextensive 
that competition with them is impossible by any country which is a 

to free trade. They are beginning to learn that her manufactur- 
establishments are protected by her navy and herarmy and by her 
subsidized steam-ships; that her purpose is to destroy our works! 
to bring our people in competition, not only with the cheap labor of 
Europe, bat with vast manufacturing establishments which can throw 
theirsurp!us products into any country on the globe that attempts to 
manufacture the commodities it consumes, unless she wisely and 
thoroughly protects her laborers, and thereby encourages home capital 
and enterprise. 
WE Aki) TOLD THAT WE WANT FPORBIGN TRADE. 

How are we to obtain it? How is Germany obtaining it to-day ? 
She is protecting her home market for her manufacturing establish- 
ments. She is subsidizing steam-ships to e — ot the world. 
She is paying bounty on many of her exports. She is sending her sur- 
plus products to foreign countries and selling them there cheaper than 
they can besold by her people. How does England control the trade of 
South America? She has not subjugated that part of the world by her 
arms, but she has established steam-ship lines. She has sent her sur- 

lus products to those countries and built up trade. She has furnished 

em trade facilities and credit, They are her customers, and so long 

as she continues to furnish them cheaper and on better terms than we 
cap she will enjoy the trade. 

How can we obtain the trade of South America? We must pursue 
the same methods that are pursued by Germany and England. We 


must have steam-ship lines; we must manufacture cheaply at home; 





SEPTEMBER 8, 


we mast have the home market for our establishments; and we must 
sell in those markets cheaper and better goods than England and Ger- 
many can sell. Upon these conditions, and these conditions alone, we 
can acquire trade with South America. Treatiesand reciprocity go for 
nothing. Brazil and every other South American country will buy 
where they can get the best accommodations. It makes no difference 
whether we buy from them or not. Weare compelled to buy from them 
largely because they furnish us many commodities that we can not 
produce at home. 

We must continue to buy our coffee from Brazil at whatever cost 
We must continue to buy our tea from Chinaand Japan no matter what 
happens. The only way that we can sell to them is by sending to those 
countries our manufactured commodities. To accomplish that we 
must have quick and speedy communication, cheap transportation, and 
cheaper and better commodities. The American genius will furnish al] 
these if Congress provides the proper legislation. The genius of the 
American people let loose, relieved as they are from the tyranny and 
oppression of despotism, can surpass all the world in inventions and 
appliances for cheap production of everything that contributes to the 
comfort or happiness of map. 

We need not look to foreign iands for the production of anything 
that this country can produce. It is only those things that we can 
not produce in our own land that we must buy from abroad. We 
ought to pay for them in our manufactured commodities. We want 
the people here to consume what this country can produce in the way 
of farm products. 


A FOREIGN MARKET FOR THE FARMER I8 NOTHING. 
We have added ten times our entire foreign market to our home market 
in the last ten years. Fifteen million people at home consume many 
times more each year than the entire foreign market of the United 
States. In twenty years more we will add to the consumers of this 
country more people than are now contained in the whole of Great 
Britain. 

What the United States wants is a home market for all the farm prod- 
ucts thatshecan produce,and a foreign market for her manufactured com- 
modities with which she must buy such articles as can not be produced. 
If I had the power to dictate the policy of this country, nothing should 
be imported which can be produced here in sufficient quantities to sup- 
ply our demands for consumption. I would then raise my revenue 
from tea and coffee and the other commodities we are compelled to 
import, and if that were not sufficient I would continue or increase, if 
necessary, the tax upon alcohol in all its various forms. 

I would make the — pay dearly for luxuries, but I would give 
the producer of useful articles all the benefits of a home market with- 
out competition with the peon or pauperlaborof any land. This would 
be my American system. Any party which will plant itself directly 
upon this basis and carry it out in practice, refusing to yield special 
privileges to any section or any interest, but aiming always to protect 
all labor and all industries alike, the American people would sustain. 
The people of this country are willing to take their chances of compe- 
tition among themselves and to pay their neighbors a fair reward for 
their products and their labor, upon condition that they may share 
equally in the benefits of reasonable compensation for their own labo: 
and their own productions. 


i LOOK UPON FREE TRADE AS UNPATRIOTIC 


and in the interest of foreigners, and protection as patriotic and in the 
interest of this country. Iam, therefore, a protectionist and an Amer- 


ican. 

There will be no free-trade party in the next Presidential campaign. 
All that can be done by any party in the direction of free trade is to 
appeal to ignorance and prejudice with a clamor against American 


trusts in favor of fe trusts, with the suggestion that the poor man 
is entitled to be su with the necessaries of life by the pauper 
labor of other coun 


his poor neighbor is compelled to pay him 
American wages for the su he furnishes. The people will not be 
deceived. They know that the people of this country must stand 
together and share and share alike in the burdens and advantages 0! 
our common ~~ § 

The PRESID protempore, The Senator from Nevada has spoke 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I hope that ata later hour dur- 
ing to-day’s session I be aftorded an unity to address the 
Senate on the general subject of this schedule, and particularly with 


direction. 
rise at this time, however, to address myself to the amendwen' 
pant by the Senator from ee which it is proposed to 
cae 0 cele sugar over No. 20 Dutch standard of 1 cent pei 
pound, and I wil propose an amendment to that, to strike out ‘'! 
cent’’ and insert ‘‘eight-tenths of a cent,’’ in conformity with an 
amendment of which I gave notice a short time ago. 

The present duty on sugar under No. 13 Dutch standard is 2 cents 
per pound; over No. 13 and not above No. 16, 2} ee pound; 
above No. 16 and-not above No. 20, 3 cents per pound; above No. 
20, 33 cents per pound. So it will be seen that under the tariff law 
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which has existed for many years the distinction, as proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania in his amendment, that there should be an 
increased rate of duty over No. 20, has been observed. 
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The change made in the present bill by the House of Representatives 


is that sugars under No. 16 shall be imported free, and above No. 16, 
whether over No..20 or not, a duty shall be imposed of four-tenths of 
acent per pound. By the action of the Senate we have imposed a 
duty on sugars between No. 13 and No. 16 of three-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound and above No. 16 Dutch standard of six-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound. ; ; Ae 

Mr. President, these terms are a little bit confusing to the common 
mind, and I confess to a great deal of misapprenension on this subject 
until these valuable object-lessons were placed upon a desk near at 
hand, and by the specimens of sugars that there appear we were able 
to see what these distinctions were. This standard of sugar that is 
known as No. 13 Dutch standard is the accepted line in all sugar- 
producing countries between the raw and the refined sugar. A sugar 
that is No. 13 is, as I understand it, invariably the raw or the unre- 
fined product. I hold a specimen of itin my hand. It is of fairly 
light color; lighter, I think, in color than the sugar consumed in the 
usual household of the country twenty-five or thirty years ago, when 


the old fashioned loat-sugar, that was the favorite among the better 
housekeepers. 

This [exhibiting] is what is known as No.16 Dutch standard, and isa 
refined sugar according tothe gradation. These that I now havein hand 
[exhibiting] are the sugars and the only ones, I am informed, upon that 
table above the standard of No. 20. They are what are known com- 
monly in the trade, I think, as the granulated white sugar and the cube 
sugar that are found upon the best tables of the country. 

Itseems to me that in a natural gradation of these rates there should 
be a higher imposition upon these highly refined sugars, which are used 
upon the tables not of the common people, but of the wealthy of the 
country, over and above thelower grades. Therefore I think it is very 
fair that we should keep up the distinction there is in the present tariff 
law and at least go to the extent of eight-tenths of a cent per pound 
upon sugars over No. 20. 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard have required a certain 
amount of labor and refining to bring them to that particular grade in 
the scale of Dutch classification which they occupy above No. 13 Dutch 
standard. Sugars below No. 13 can be used, if desired, by those per- 
sons not wishing to pay for the luxury of refining sugars, and these 
sugars formerly entered very largely into direct consumption, before 


improved machinery enabled the manufacturer to place refined sugars | 


ov the market at very much reduced and reasonable prices. 

Now, if we admit these sugars free, we pay in their increased valua- 
tion a tribute to the labor niarket and the manufacturing populations 
of those countries from which we-import them, and by so mueh do we 
decrease the field of American laborand manufacture. It seems to me 
that it is in the direct line of a fair protection that these distinctions 
within reasonable grounds should be observed. In the manufacture 
of beet sugar, which is the industry that we are desirous of stimulat- 


ing in this country, a large percentage of the outprt is composed of | 


sugars between No. 13 and No. 16, which are these two grades that I 
hold in my hand, both of them light brown in color, and No. 16 almost 
a white sugar. 

These sugars would be brought into competition with the suyars of 
the same grade manufactured under the low scale of wages in Ger- 
many and I’rance, and in its infancy this industry would be subjected 
to an unfair competition. These sugars are sold in beet-producing coun- 
tries for about 1 cent under the refined standard, and can be sold in this 
country at the same reduction. It may be said that a bounty is given 
to encourage such industries, but we must not forget that the proposed 
bounty of 2 cents per pound would not compensate for the removal of 
the tariff of 2 cents per pound on sugars up to 13 Dutch standard, and 
if sugars from 13 to 16 were admitted free there would be a discrimi- 
nation of three-fourths of a cent against all sugars of that class, judged 
by the present tariff. 

The present tariff on sugars between 13 and 16 Dutch standard is 
2.6 cents per pound. ‘The difference in favors of these sugars has been 
reduced 50 per cent., or to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound in the 
present bill. The same reduction, and toa greater degree, is seen in 
the grades from 16 upward. By aliowing raw sugars up to 13 Dutch 
standard to come in free, refined can be sold just 2 cents less per pound 
than the exisiting price, the difference going to the people instead of 
to the Government. The duty levied on sugars from 13 to 16 will 
probably be sufficient to pay the bounty, and certainly, if not entirely 
sufficient, will go a great way towards it, which is another great ad- 
vantage to be considered, 

The protection given above No. 13 Dutch standard simply enalles 
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But the greatest advantage to be derived from the small protection to 
refined sugars is the encouragement it will give to the refining of sugars 
of high and low grades in all the beet, cane, and sorghum factories ot 
the United States, enabling them to supply the localities in which they 
are situated with all grades of sugar, ranging from 13 up to the high- 
est standard of refined goods, at prices proportionate to the standard of 
the goods, without sending these sugars to large refineries to be refined 
and paying tribute as freight to the railroads both ways 

The permanent establishment of small refineries all over the United 


States, from which sugar can be refined directly from the original plant, 
will become an accomplished factas soon as the United States, by fair and 
even generous laws, decides to establish the beet-sugar industry, a new 


industry, which with a little encouragement will certainly become, 
within the next ten years, one of our greatest national, agricultural, 
and manufacturing industries combined. 

Now, Mr. President, itseems to me that there is abundant reason in 
these suggestions for establishing the distinction suggested by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. Thatamendment, making thi 
graded rate of duty on all sugarsabove No. 13, will have not only the 
effect of encouraging this sugar industry, but, as I have suggested, it 


permits manufacturers of sugars from factories which they expect to 
the only known sugars were brown sugar of different complexions and | 


establish in this country to refine their own products without shipping 
to the large refiners of sugar in the East. I believe the duty of 1 


| cent per pound, as proposed by the amendment of the Senator from 


| Pennsylvania, is probably higher than we need to go. 


I think that 


| eighth-tenths of a cent per pound will amply reach every element of 
| protection, and I hope that amendment may be made. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
offer that as an amendment? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, Mr. President, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘one cent’’ and to insert ‘‘eight-tenths of one cent.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo 
amendment will be reported. 

The Cuiger CLERK. Inlines 8 and 9 of the amendment, strike out 
the word ‘‘one’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘eight-tenths of 


The proposed amendment to the 


one;’’ so as to read 
EFight-tenths of one cent per pound 
Mr. QUAY. I accept that amendment. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania, which will be again read 
as modified by the mover. 

The Cuter CLERK. Amend paragraph 223 so as to read: 

All sugars above No. 15 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color, and shall pay duty as follows, namely; All sugars above 
No. 13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, three-tenths of 1 cent pe: 
pound, All sugars above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard in color 
shall pay a duty of six-tenths of | cent per pound. All sugars above No. 2 
Dutch standard in color shall pay a duty of eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound 
Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid upon sugar or molasses 
by any country from whence the same may be imported, such sugar or molasses 
so imported shall be subject to duty as provided by law prior to the passage of 
this act. 

Mr. QUAY. Let us have the yeas and nay 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr, President, this amendment is not only an in- 
crease on the bill as it came to this body from the other House, but th« 
Senate has already made a very large increase in favor of the interest 


| of refining by the change from 16 and 13 Dutch standard and from four- 


the sugar industry of this country, with our high standard of wages, to | 


compete with fore 


refineries working tnder alow standard of wages. 
Should an attempt 


made by the refiners to take advantage of the 


2 cents intended for the people it would be futile, as the increased | again, and have put this down to No. 13 Dutch standard. 


tenths to six-tenths of a cent per pound on all sugars above No. 16. It 
is now proposed by this amendment to go beyond even the recommen- 
dations of the Committee on Finance and to impose this duty upon all 
sugars above No. 20, which would simply give the sugar refiners an 
absolute monopoly of all the refined article and would add to their 
profit, in my judgment, from the best information I can get, beyond 
the point where the present law exists, and would simply be an impo 
sition upon the people of the country. As the bill is amended it is 
doubtful whether the people will get any very considerable benefit from 
it. Ratherthan that the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
he adopted, it does seem to me, sir, that we might do infinitely better 
if the present law were allowed to stand. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, practically this amendment amounts to 
very little. I shall vote against it, as I have voted against the increas 
from four to six tenths of a cent above No. 16, and imposing a duty of 
three-tenths of a cent between No. 13 and No. 16. The refiners have 
now all they want. The votes that have been taken here to-day have 
put into the pockets of the refiners millions upon millions of dollars. 

The first report that was made by the McKinley committee in 
the House put the grade at No. 16 in color under the Dutch stand- 
ard. When the Mills bill was considered in the House the first report 
was in favor of No. 16 and in behalf of the consumers of the country. 
Then, by some sort of manipulation, it was reduced to No, 13, which 
has been the standard that the refiners have demanded all the time. 

The very same thing which was made the subject of attack against 
the Democratic committee in 1888 has occurred now in the House of 
Representatives, and againinthe Senate. The refiners have triumphed 
There has 


price would immediately attract sugars from all parts of the world and | never been any test as to sugars below No. 13, because they must all 


at once put the price within the bounds of honest competition. 
XXI——616 


be refined, and that is the sugar which is the raw material to the re- 
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finers. But the test has always been, as every Senator who knows 
anything about the tariff is well aware, upon the grades between 13 
and 16. 

There are two grades between 13 and 16 which can be used when 
imported into this country without being refined. They are the light 
beet sugars that come from Germany and a dark sugar which is used 
largely inthe Northwest. Over thesetwo grades the battle has raged all 
the time, the refiners always claiming that the standard slreuld be down 
to No. 13 in color, whilst the friends of the consumers of the country, 
as I regard the question, have insisted upon No, 16. 

Ly the vote here to-day to put three-tenths of a cent a pound duty 
upon the grades between 13 and 16, and then above 16, we have in- 
creased the duty in the bill as it came from the House from four-tenths 
to six-tenths of a cent, which makes it absolutely exclusive. So the 
refiners, as this bill now stands, without voting upon the present amend- 
ment, get their raw material free when it is under No. 13, get a duty 
which amounts almost to exclusion upon the two grades between 13 
and 16, and get an absolutely exclusive duty on all grades above 16. 

Now, the Senator from Pennsylvania simply wants to make— 

Assurance double sure, 

And take a bond of fate— 
by patting all above 20at $1. Mr. President, since the Senate has put 
the rate at three-tenths of a cent between 13 and 16 and six-tenths of 
a cent above No. 16, the refiners have secured all they want, and it is 
a matter of indifference to me whether or not you add one more outrage, 
in my judgment, and put it at $1 under the amendment, Butin any 
event I shall vote against it, as I have voted against all the rest of this 
legislation. 

Mr. QUAY. At the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island, I 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to the language of this proviso: 

Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be witn 1 sugar or molas- 
ses by any eountry from whence the same may be expo , such sugar or mo- 
lasses 80 + nye shall be subject to such duty as provided by! law prior to the 
pass ige o sac 

Mr, ALDRICH. The word “‘ hereafter’? may be stricken ont. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It seems to me that the word “hereafter ”’ 
should be stricken out, because otherwise it would not be held to apply 
perhaps to export duties heretofore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is that amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will prepare one. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest the inquiry whether that amendment 
would absolately secure what the Senator from Nebraska aims at. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You might say ‘‘ export duty is now or hereafter 
shall be laid.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, before that matter is disposed of I 
want to call the attention of the Senators from Rhode Island and Ne- 
braska to the fact that there is now an import duty of one-sixth of a 
cent per pound upon all Cuban sugar, and if the amendment as sug- 
gested now shall be adopted, of course hereafter, under the provisions 
of this bill, all sugar coming from Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippine 
Islands wil) pay the duty now provided by law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unless they repeal their export duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless they repeal their export duty of one-sixth 
of aeenta pound. But I understand that this export duty is pledged 
now by Spain for the redemption of a certain portion of the debt of 
Cuba, and we may get into a complication there that may occasion 
trouble. I merely suggest that to the gentlemen having charge of the 
schedule. 

Mr. CARLISLE. This proviso reads as follows: 


That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid upon. 


Now, I want to ask the Senator from Rhode Island what is the mean- 
ing of that language; whether the effect of it will be to impose the duty 
prescribed in the present law upon sugar coming from those countries 
whiv) have already paid the export duty, or whether it will apply only 
to those countries which shall hereafter impose an export duty. 

The language is not clear. It may be contended by somethat when 
an export duty is hereafter collected in those countries under a law 
previously passed it would apply there the same as if collected - 
isting Jaw. By others it may be contended that it applies o 
eases where those countries shall hereafter i such a duty. 

Mr. MANDERSON., If the Senator fro steaks will permit me, 
perhaps what he desires can be accomplished by inserting after the 
word “‘hereafter’’ the words ‘‘i or retained.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. That wl make it clear. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Providing that the export duty shall hereafter 


Mr. CARLISLE. That would make it clear. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 1 suggest that the proviso be so altered as to read: 


That if,on and after the Ist day of Jan , 1891, an expert bou shall be 
maintained upon sugar and maheees. am - 


Mr.SHERMAN. ‘“‘ Maintained, or laid ?’’ 
Mr. SPOONER. It can not be maintained unless it has been laid. 


_ be imposed or retained, 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I had not yielded the floor, be- 
cause if I had I understand that under the rule I am not allowed to 
proceed again. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to put a question in regard to a matter 
of phraseology, if the Senatorwill allow me, without taking him from 
the floor. 

I wish to ask if it was the purpose of the Senator from Rhode Island 
that our duties should go on and off, in accordance with the policy of 
any other country, so that if this duty should be maintained for a lit- 
tle while and then be taken off, our duty should also be taken off. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest, Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLAtr in the chair), The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island will suspend. The Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARLISLE] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It seems to me, Mr. President, that this proviso is 
objectionable in any form in which it can be put, for Iam not able to 
see how we are going to get along very well if part of the sugar comes 
in free and part of it comes in subject to duty. Iam not able at this 
moment to state, for I have not recently examined the statistics, the 
proportion of sugar imported into this country from other countries 
where export duties are imposed. There is an export duty in Cuba, is 
there not ? 

Mr. ALLISON. AsI understand it, ifthe Senator willallow me—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. I yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thereis an export duty upon from Cuba and 
Porto Rico, and I suppose that applies to the Philippine Islands as well, 
of one-sixth of a cent per pound. It certainly applies to all Cuban 
sugar. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That was my recollection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I suppose the intent of this proviso was that, 
if any new export duties were imposed or any additional import du- 
ties were imposed, then this proviso should apply. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the way it reads tly. 

Mr. ALLISON. That.is what was i and if it is not clear I 
think it ought to be madeclear, But if the Senator will:allow me one 
moment more I will add that when we say that all sugars that now 

pay a duty shall pay a duty after the Ist of January, it seems to me 
there might be an eet there in the way of free sugars that 
would be rig the Treasury and to the country. 

Mr. CARLISLE, is exactly the point I was coming to, Mr. 
President: if ae from Cuba, Porto Rico, the Philippi 
Islands, and other places where export duties are im by 
the laws of — countries. Now, if we agree here to.provide that 
those sugars shall be subject to the imposition of the duty preseribed 
by the existing law, we notonly be embarrassed by the fact that 
we have sugars coming to this country from some places free, or sub- 
stantiglly free, and from other places subject to a duty, but consum- 
ers of sugar in this country will receive no benefit whatever from the 
provisions of this bill in relation to free sugar, because, unless we re- 
ceive from those countries which impose no duties a sufficient amount 
of sugar to.supply our demand, then the prices of sugar will be the 
prices of that sugar which pays a duty, or substantially that, and we 
will not get free sugar, but we will have a bounty paid to the producer 
of the cane sugars of Louisiana, the sorghum sugar in Kansas, and the 
beet sugar in Colorado and California, and pay duty prices upon the 
sugars into this country. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska ” 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. icnotietavepenion of sugars from other countries 
than those producing cane sugar. I am able to state te him that the 
importations of beet sugar for the year ending June 30, 1889, from the 
countries producing this sugar, all of which pay an export duty — 

Mr. CARLISLE. All pay export bounties, not duties 

Mr. PADDOCK. duties for the year ending June 30, 1889, 
were 243,473,000. That was the importation into this country. For 
ha PERSO eS 1890, 601,119,000 pounds were imported, an 
increase in one y 400,000,000 po junds, 

Mr. E. = a President, bat that dees not touch the 
question we are discussing at all. The countries to which the Senator 
from Nebraska refers an export bounty. 

\ hat is exactly what I stated. 
Mr. Se ae en pena a the question 
e are now ng question as to 
what becomes of the sugar coming from those countries which impos« 
an export duty or tax. 

The sugars to which the Senator refers would all come in free, of 
course, but the from those where taxes or 
duties are 
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of the duty-paid sugars coming from Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Phil- 
ippine Islands. ’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, after consultation with the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Finance, I would suggest that this proviso 
be stricken from the bill. . ‘id 

Mr.CARLISLE. That is what ought to be done, in my opinion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island, from 
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the Committee on Finance, moves to amend by striking out the pro- | 


viso of the paragraph, as will be read. 
The Corer CLERK. 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid upon sugar or mo- 
lasses by any country from whence the same may be imported, such sugar or 
molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as provided by law prior to the 
passage of thisact. 

Mr. PLUMB. If we are to have reciprocity, the idea contained in 
that proviso had better come in that connection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the committee to paragraph 223 have been disposed of. 

wish of the Senator in charge of the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask now that the committee amendments in the 
first part of the schedule may be acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated in 
their order. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
is proposed to insert: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, before the question is put on that 
amendment I would like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island in charge 
of the bill if he thinks the effect of this additional amendment wil! be 
to largely increase the product of maple sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would rather the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS], who now seems to be absent from his seat, should answer 
the question, as he is more familiar with that subject than I am. 

Mr. GIBSON, I desire to offer some amendments to this schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to the Senator from Louisiana that 
the committee amendments be acted upon first, and then the amend- 
nients of the Senator from Louisiana can be taken up in order. 

Mr. GIBSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that for the present we go on with the 
next amendment. I have sent for the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Ep- 
mUNDs], who desired to be present when this matter is considered. I 
think we had better pass over this amendment temporarily. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Pass oVerall these amendments relating to bounty 
on maple sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that course? If 
not, it will be adopted. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I move to amend by inserting iu line 
14, after the word ‘‘ beets,’’ the words ‘‘ maize stems.’’ I do this in 
order toinclude a protective feature in this bill in favor of a late dis- 
covery, made by ascientific gentleman, that one of the chief vegetables 
trom which sugars in large amounts can be made is corn-stalks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 14, page 51, after the word “beets, ”’ 
insert the words ‘* maize stems.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
if his amendment should be adopted it would accomplish nothing what- 
ever. The paragraph now reads: 

here shall be paid * * * i - 
eadageess by thu polaatesape, tromebuoen, svagionns a eiaeen nna he 

I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania proposes to insert the 
words ‘‘ maize stems,’’ and, unless my information is incorrect, there 
will be no glucose sugar testing 85 degrees by the polariscope. On 
the contrary, my information is that instead of raising its saccharine 
strength, it goes down, and the Senator would get nothing whatever 
by his amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania toapply to some new process, and not the ordinary process 
of making glucose from corn. 

Mr. QUAY. It applies to crystallized sugars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the proposed amendment be reported again. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 14, page 51, after the word ‘ beets,”’ 
insert the words ‘‘maize stems.” ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
he use a phraseology that is well understood. I suppose he means 
corn-stalks, 


Mr. QUAY. I have used the phraseology that the gentleman gave 


All the amendments proposed by 
What is the 


Line 15, page 51, after the word ‘‘States,’’ it 


me ne — to me the information upon which I based the pro- 
ALLISON. Ido not criticise it. I donot care what the phrace- 
ology may be. ’ 


teginning in line 5, page 54, strike out the fol- | 


will be accepted by the Committee 
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The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GIBSON. I now desire to offer an amendment which [ believe 
on Finance: On page 51, after 
**United States,’’ in line 15, to strike out the words—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amenJments of the committee have not yet 
been actedupon. Isuggest to the Senator from Louisiana that he post- 
pone this proposed amendment until the amendments of the committee 
have been acted upon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChief Clerk will report the next 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21, page 51, after the wo filed,’ 
sert the words ‘‘ prior to January 1 of each year 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, that ought to be July 1 instead of 
January 1. The farmers make in the spring their financial and a 


sorts of arrangements for the planting of their crops, and they can n 
tell as early as January what those arrangements may be. I suggé 
therefore, in order that the bill may promote the object it has in view 
that is, the cultivation of cane for sugar and beets for sugar—that the 
committee insert ‘‘ July’ instead of ‘‘ January.’’ There is no way in 
the present law by which the producers of sugar can get a bounty. 
Mr. ALLISON. I would suggest to the Senator from Louisiana 
that that ought to go over with maple sugar, because if sugar is pro 
duced from maple sap it will have to be done before the Ist of July. 
Mr. PLUMB. But July’1 is the date when the estimate of the 


| amount has to be made for the succeeding sugar season. 


Mr. ALLISON. January 1. 

Mr. PLUMB. I know; but, if it is January 1, the Senator from 
Louisiana suggests that it will not affect the present crop at all b 
cause the estimate can not be made, and consequently it will be left 
out. In addition to that, the Ist day of July is just as good a day 
anyhow, certainly as good as the Ist day of January. 

Mr. ALLISON. How would a man know, who had a large sugai 
orchard, how many trees he would tap, say on the Ist of April, next 
year? ‘‘January’’ was inserted with a view of covering that idea. 

Mr. PLUMB. But in that case it would cover the maple crop and 
apply to no other crop; thatis, it would help maple sugar, but not cane 
and beet sugar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the pendingamendment seems to 
have some reference to the amendment in line 15 and as the Senator 
from Vermont has now returned to the Chamber, does the Senator irom 
Rhode Island desire to recur to the amendment in regard to mapl 
sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; I desire tohave that amendment acted on 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 51, line 15, after the word ‘States 
insert: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I had supposed from some state- 
ments made before the Committee on Finance that it would not be 
necessary for me to say anything to justify putting this commodity 
with beets, sorghum, or any other sugar-producing vegetable in the 
United States fora bounty. It is the industry in my part of the coun 
try of the small farmer. It is not confined to Vermont, New Hamp 


} shire, Maine, or Massachusetts, but extendsto the States of New York, 


} 
} 
| 


| a small farmers’ industry in the New England States. 


Ohio, and the Northwestern States, and even as far south, I believe, as 
the Ozark Mountains in Arkansas, but Ido not know how much is pro 
duced there. But wherever there is a particular geological formation 
and a particular height above the sea, the maple tree east of the Rocky 
Mountains always grows. 

Mr. BUTLER. In West Virginia also. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And in West Virginia also. I am unable, M: 
President, to imagine how any Senator who is willing togive a bounty 
at all upon any kind of sugar should wish to discriminate against that 
which is produced from trees on the farm and in favor of sorghum, o1 
heet, or sugar-cane that another farmer has raised on his farm. 

This is a matter of much importance to the people whom I especiall) 
represent, for there is a large industry in that article in my State, and 
like the other farming industries of the United States, it is depressed. 
If weare to encourage farming industries, this, certainly, as it appears 
to me, falls precisely within the same policy and the same justice as 
the other. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, | ean scarcely add anything to what 
has been said by the Senator from Vermont with reference to this prop- 
osition. 1 will, however, take the liberty to say that the entire maple- 
sugar product at this time is about 50,000,000 pounds. It hasattained 
to that amount of production in competition with other sugars, while 
the tariff was upon foreign sugar, and it will be seen at once that, pro- 
duced as this is, almost wholly along the Canadian line, the removal 
of the tariff will be destructive to the industry. 

It is pre-eminently, as has been stated by the Senator from Vermont 
Of the total 
production of 50,000,000 pounds about 15,000,000 pounds were pro- 
duced in my own State, and a still larger amount, I think, in the 


State of Vermont. The rest of it was distributed throughout the States 
as indicated. 
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Our people, of course, will feel the loss of protection which we now Mr. VEST. Let us have the yeas and nays on this amendment 

have, unless there be a corresponding bounty, as a very severe stroke | Mr. President. 

to the indastry. Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not insist 
Mr, CARLISLE, Mr. President, it may be, as stated by the Sena- | upon that now. The yeas and nays can be taken in the Senate. 

tor from Vermont [Mr. EpmMuNps], that any Senator who is in favor The yeas and nays were ordered. 

of granting bounties to any kind of sugar can say very little in oppo- Mr, REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire to say that while I shall 

sition to a bounfy upon this particular article. But for my part I am | vote against the amendment I do not do so because I would place 

opposed to the granting of bounties to any kind of sugar, sorghum, | maple sugar at a disadvantage as regards other sugars, but because I 

beet, cane, or maple. Therefore, I oppose, of course, any extension of | will not vote for a bounty upon anything. 

that system beyond what was proposed by the House of Representa- The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

tives. Mr. BLAIR (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
it is said that this is an industry of the farmer and thatthe farmers | ator from Mississippi[Mr. GrorGr]. If he were present, I should vote 

will be greatly injured if the duty is repealed and no bounty is paid | for the amendment. 

upon maple sugar, Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired withthe Sen- 
Now, in the first place, Mr. President, no small producer of maple | ator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPik]. 

sugar will ever receive one cent of this bounty under the bill as pro- Mr. DIXON (when his name was ¢alled). I am paired with the Sen- 

posed by the Committee on Finance, because there can be no bounty | ator from South Carolina[Mr. Hampton], but I have transferred that 

paid unless there is a production by one person of at least 500 pounds. | pair to the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowrEr]. I vote “ yea.” 

! do not suppose that there is a farmer anywhere in this country, un- Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

less up in the State of Vermont, where they have a great number of | Senatorfrom Vermont [Mr. Mornii]. I understand the Senator from 

maple trees, who produces 500 pounds in any one year. Connecticut, the present occupant of the chair [Mr. PLArr], is paired 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAknour]. If agreeable to the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky | Senator, we will transfer our pairs. 

yield? The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is entirely agreeable. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. Mr. HARRIS. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very reluctant to interrupt the Senator from Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called), I again announce my 

Kentucky, because we are now acting under the five-minute rale or | pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPuERsON]. 

some other rule of limitation, Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
Several SENATORS. Thirty minutes. | the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. Otherwise I would vote 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But I beg to assure the Senator, not speaking by | ‘‘ nay.”’ 

the book, but from having been born and lived there all my life, that The roll-call was concluded. 

there are more than a thousand farmers in the State of Vermont, each of Mr. VANCE. I withdraw my vote, as the Senator with whom I am 

whom every year raises more than 500 pounds of maple sugar on his | paired has not voted. 

own farm, and you can find them in New York, Ohio, and Wisconsin, The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 24: as follows: 

and I do not know butin West Virginia and all over the beltof country 








in quantity that it would amount to Hey Bc to mix it with the other 
kind; and I venture to say that if the bill passes in its present form : : 
the manufacture of maple sugar will be very largely increased as long See enone ~ ee next amendment will be stated. 
as the Government continues to pay a bounty. They can not afford to Mr. FRYE I desise to offer am amendment to that section. 
use maple sugar in making cane or sorghum sugars, because maple is Mr. ALDRICH I suggest that the committee's amendments be 
more expensive than the other. It sells at much higher prices in the first dis 1 of. if.a aie bo the Semeter isem Maine. 
market. But every Senator knows from his own observation that Mr. FRYE It ne ere diGerenes to me. 
maple sugar may have mixed with it quite a large quantity of cane The PR <SIDING OFFICER. The Chair has stated that the amend- 
sugar and nobody be able to tell the difference. In fact, I think it is waish heen in ag 1 to, but the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grr- 
sc auruek areeonsnes @ pound.of pure maple sugar now sold | —,.-) desired to propose some modideation of it, and while that subject 
4 : : _. | was under consideration we returned tothe former amendment. Does 
to oer a aaa eer ae oe fake | the Senator C9 Louisiana still desire a modification of the amend- 
‘ : = ment in line 21? 
bated coke Timea in Vermont it could be done in two or | ST. AT ORICH. I think I have no objection to making that the 
; ; ; ; Ist of July instead of the Ist of January. ink it would answer az 
oe ALDRICH. I supposed the Senator had that idea from his state- well every case. aes itp 
. ™ ee 
Mr. CARLISLE, The Senator did not understand my proposition. - . hee r away we oy that ic be shone; — 
I say that so-called maple sugar would be produced enormously in this Mr. EDMUNDS. Where does that come in? 


country in a very short time after this bounty began to be paid, be- : a eeadiaee line 21. strik ¢ “January ’’ and insert 
cause they could mix cane sugar with maple sugar and increase the “Jelgs oom! ee ne tyno 2h, Aap on ae ey eee 


: YEAS—20, 
that produces maple trees. They are obliged todo it. Aldrich, Dinex. MeMillan. Spooner, 
Mr. CARLISLE. Then, Mr. President, if therearea thousand farm- Aten. Rémunds, Mandovson, wee 
re i 28 , I . ake 5 ’ wre ison. ovarts, Mitchell, § ridge, 
ers in the State of V met S95 ee - ae each of — —_ ein reve, Paddock, Teller, 
per annum, there are over 500,000 pounds of maple sugar made in Ver- | Casey. Hale. Pierce, Washburn, 
mont. Chandler, Hawley, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. More than a million pounds, I believe. Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, 
a a oer eee te : 208 Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Mr. CARLISLE. But I venture to say that under this provision ie 
comparatively few, very few, producers of maple sugar will receive a NAYS—24, 
boanty Bate, Coke, Gray, Pugh, 
: —" lwelli l int, th Berry, Colquitt, Harris, Ransom, 
And moreover, without dwelling upon that point, there are no pro- | piackburn, Eustis, Jones of Arkausas, Reagan, 
visions in this bill which would prohibit the mixing of cane sugar or | Butler, Faulkner, Kenna, Vest, 
other kinds of sugar with the maple sugar. Under the provisions of ee — ee. wat a, 
this bill any producer of maple sugar may take cane sugar, which has ; P nae 
already received a bounty from the Government, and mix it with bis , Ta eens nies 
i ake s ‘ i Rarbour, Farwell, N y, Squire, 
maple sirup, and make a sugar called maple sugar, and receiveanother cae aan Morriti, Sinden’. 
bounty upon it. - . Blodgett, Hampton, Payne, Turpie, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Reciprocally the cane and sorghum man may take | Brown, Flearst, Pettigrew, Vance, 
maple sugar and mix it with his cane sugar or sorghum sugar. — exe, Annet woo 
Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; but the maplesugar isso insignificant | avis’ in aetenda”. Mamlinen , 
Dolph, MePherson, Sherman, 


quantity. ‘ 
"Mir. EDMUNDS. But that would be a fraud. epeeeys oar or 
Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; it would be a fraud. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
Mr. EDMUNDS. And we do not commit frauds in Vermont. none. The amendment will be so modified, and as modified will be 
Mr. CARLISLE. But this bill makes no provision against admixt- | agreed to, if there be no objection. The next amendment of the com- 
ures, : . mittee will be reported. ; 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes, it does. Mr. GIBSON. Before we go further, Mr. President, I wish to offer 
Mr. CARLISLE. It proposes to pay no bounty upon maple sugar | an amendment on page 51, line 15, which I hope the Senator in charge 
except it should be made from the sap of the maple trees. of the bill will accept. a 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Louisiana will first allow the 


Mr. CARLISLE. But, as I have already said, it can be mixed with | amendments of the committee to be acted upon, then the whole para- 
cane sugar or sorghum sugar, and nobody could detect the admixture. | graph will be open to amendment. 
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The Curer CLERK. On page 51, line 25, after the word **vear,”’ 
the Committee on Finance proposes to insert the words: 

Including the number of maple trees to be tapped. 

The amendment was agreed to. . ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thenext committee amendment will 
be read. i ’ i 

The Corer CLerK. Page 52, line 10, after the word grown, 
strike out the word ‘‘in”’ and insert the word ‘‘ within;’’ so as to read: 

Sugar-cane grown within the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 7 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 52, line 10, after ‘‘ United States;’’ add the words: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 


‘ 


page 52, line 21, to strike out the word ‘‘in ’’ and insert in lieu thereof 


the word ‘ within;’’ so as to read: 

Sugar-cane grown within the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 52, line 22, alter ‘‘ United States,’’ to insert: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 53, line 1, after the word ‘“‘ grown,”’ to strike out the word ‘‘in”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ within;’’ so as to read: 

Sugar-cane grown within the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 53, line 2,after ‘‘ United States,’ to insert the words: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 
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Is it intended that a comma should be 
in line 19? 
I think so, subject to the superior wisdom of other 


Senator from Rhode Island. 
inserted after the word ‘‘ for’’ 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
Senators. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not express any opinion on that subject. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, thi’ paragraph reads as follows: 
That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refining of sugar 
imported into the United States upon which the bounty herein provided for has 


already been paid or applied for, at the pla 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, ete 


> describe 


d in the license issued by 


Now it is perfectly apparent to every Senator that sugar imported 
into the United States can not have had a bounty previously paid upon 
it by the United States, and it is evident that there is a mistake. It 
should read in this way: 

That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in 
into the United States, or upon which-— 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
**upon.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Theword ‘‘or’’ should be inserted before the word 
‘upon’’ and after the word ‘‘States”’ in line 15, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification,will be agreed to, 
it there be no objection. 

Mr. CARLISLE. This seems to prohibit persons from refining im 
ported sugar or from refining any sugar upon which a bounty has al- 
ready been paid, at the place described in the license issued by the 
Commissioner of the Internal Revenue. Now, I wish to know of the 
Senator from Rhode Island what the meaning of thatis. Is it intended, 
if he does not refine it at that particular place, if he sets up a refinery 
somewhere else not described in any application, not mentioned in any 
application to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that he may then 
refine imported sugar and may then refine sugar upon which a bounty 
has already been paid, and receive another bounty upon it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; it does not mean that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let us see if it does not mean that 


refining sug 


ar imported 


Thereshould be an ‘‘or’’ inserted before the word 


page 53, after the word ‘‘disbursed,’’ in line 10, to insert the words: 
And no bounty shall be allowed or paid to any person licensed as aforesaid 
in any one year upon any quantity of sugar less than 500 pounds. 


Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the committee make that 100 pounds, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Letitstand asitis. That is right. 


That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refin 
imported into the United States, or 


As it reads now— 


ing of sugar 


upon which the bounty herein provided for has already been paid or applied 
for, at the place described in the license issued by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, and any person not entitled to the bounty herein provided f 


r who 


+ leat eee ia 


coat NG AR a PEO 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire offer an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. BLAIR. 
gestion to the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, 
on page 53, after line 13, to insert: 


That any person who shall knowingly refine or afd in the refining of sugar 
imported into the United States upon which the bounty herein provided for has 
already been paid or applied for, at the place described in the license issued by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and any person not entitled to the 
bounty herein provided for who shall apply for or receive the same, shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall pay a fine not ex- 
ceeding $5,000, or be imprisoned for a period not exceeding five years, or both, 
in the discretion of the court. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The word ‘‘and,’’ after the word ‘‘ revenue,’’ in 


line 18, should be ‘‘or,’’ and there should be a comma after the word | 


‘* for,’’ in line 19. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 
he kind enough to again state his proposed modification ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the word ‘‘revenue,’’ in line 18, the word 


‘and ’’ should be “‘or,’’ and in line 19, after the word ‘‘for,’’ there 
should be a comma. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
** revenue.’’ 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 18, after the word “‘ revenue, ’’ 
posed to strike out ** and ’’ and insert ‘‘ or.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Asa mere matter of criminal legislation, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I should say it would be better to leave the ‘‘and’”’ in and to 
put a semicolon after the word ‘‘revenue.’’ Itis a cumulative descrip- 
tion, and therefore i think in almost al! criminal statutes it is put in 
that cumulative way, though it would mean the same thing. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I yield to the better judgment of the Senator from 
Vermont. 


enue’’ instead of a comma. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it was all right just as it stood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the semicolon. 
comma, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the doctors seem to disagree, I withdraw the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Chair understands that no 
modification is proposed. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President, I want the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island and other members of the Committee on Finance 
for a moment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires the attention of the 


I think there should be a semicolon after the word 


it is pro- 


That will be done. 


I do not offer it as an amendment, but only as a sug- 


I suggest that a semicolon be placed after the word “ rev- | 


| which provides for the payment of a bounty upon refined sugar. 


Let it stand as a | 


ES 


shall apply for or receive the same shall be guilty of a misdemeanor. 

What is the meaning of those words ‘‘at the place? ’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 


Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. I only want to get at the correct con- 


| struction of the proposed amendment. 


Mr. ALLISON. As I understand, the object of this provision is to 
create two offenses. ‘The first prohibition is that no one shall import 
sugar in and about the place where this production of sugar is going 
on, because to have it there would afford an opportunity for fraud; 


| and the next isagainst any one applying for the bounty not entitled to 
| it; that is to say, a person who.has not in fact produced sugar. 


So it seems to me the phraseology is very good for the detimition or 
these two oflenses. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
is another clause. 

Mr. FRYE. You do not want the word ‘‘or.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The word ‘or’’ would make it an offense in refer- 


I think it is, so far as the Senator goes, but there 


| ence to sugar in the United States, would it not? 


Mr. CARLISLE. ‘‘ Upon which the bounty herein provided for has 
already been paid or applied for.’’ That is to say, if I understand the 
clause as it now reads, the producer of unrefined sugar (because that 
may test 80 degrees or more by the polariscope) may receive his bounty 


from the Government; he may then sell the sugar toa refiner, and 
after the refiner refines it he may get a bounty, too. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis just what this is intended to prohibit, and 
if it does not, then it fails of its purpose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It imposes no fine-—- 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 


yield to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr, ALDRICH. There is no provision in this bill or in existing law 
That 
is a business that is carried on like any other business, entirely outside 
of this scheme, and the party who refines sugar is no more entitled to 
a bounty than the party who makes woolen cloths, 

Mr. CARLISLE, ‘The sugar made in Louisiana is refined. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be refined before the bounty is paid at all; 
that is, there may be a continuous process, but if it is refined in any 
other manner it can not be refined at the place where this license is is- 
sued. It must be refined elsewhere, as we provide in connection with 
the internal-revenue law for the refining and mixing of distilled spirits 
at places removed from the distillery, and for the same reason. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I understand that provision, and I 





















4 
i 
"t 
: 
; 





9846 





understand ils necessity, too. But the sugar made in Louisiana is re- 
fined sugar, the most of it, and there is no provision in this law which 
confines the payment of the bounty to unrefined sugar. Since theSen- 
ator from Rhode Island has made bis statement, I can see that probably 
under this paragraph the person who refines sugar nade in this 
country upon which a bounty has already been paid could not get the 
bounty, because be is not allowed to refine it at the place named in the 
application made to the collector of internal revenue. If that be true, 
then the construction of the paragraph put upon it by the committee 
is all right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what was intended by the committee. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That may be; and when it comes to conference, 
of course it can be carefully examined. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That was the intention of the committee, cer- 
tainly. 

‘The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All the amendments of the commit- 
tee to the sugar schedule have now beenacted upon. What is the de- 
sire of the committee ? 

Mr. CARLISLE, Now, Mr. President, if I am in order, I move to 
strike out that clause in relation to the bounty. 

Mr. FRYE. 1 desire to offer an amendment first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine offers an 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The Cuter Cierk. After the word “‘pound,’’ in line 17, page 51, 
it is proposed to Msert ‘‘to the producer of sugar of like test from im- 
ported molasses, a bounty of 1 cent per pound;’’ so as to read: 

To the producer of sugar testing not less than 80 degrees by the polariscope, 
from beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane grown within the United States, or from 
mapic sap produced within the United States, a bounty of 2 cents per pound; 
to the producer of sugar of like test from imported molasses a bounty of 1 cent 


— pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Internal 
tevenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I suppose the facts in this .matter have 
been made known to the Committee on Finance. 

Here is an industry in this country, in Maine, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, and elsewhere, of quite extensive proportions, employing many 
men, in which there is invested in machinery from two to three million 
dollars. That industry is the boiling of sugar from imported molasses, 

If this bill becomes a law as reported by the committee, everybody 
who knows anything about it knows that that industry at once dies; 
that there is the end ot it. The machinery will all be lost and the 
business be gone. 

In the bill as it passed the Senate in the last Congress, it was amply 
provided for by the fact that while 50 percent. duty was kept on sugar, 
molasses was made frec. That enabled this business to go on. 

Now, it is not only exceedingly important as an industry in making 
sugar, but it is very important as employing very largely our merchant 
vessels. I suppose between this country the West Indies last year 
there wereemployed over four hundred vessels, and the freights in this 
business alone amounted to over $800,000 to those vessels. 

Besides that there is a very extensive cooperage connected with it, 
and the whole thing will be destroyed if this bill passes as absolutely 
as if it had been stricken by lightning. 

I fail to see why it should not be protected as much as maple sugar 
or as much as any other sugar. A communication was sent this morn- 
ing, I think, to the Committee on Finance, and with the permission 
of the Senate I will read a few words from it. It is from Mr. William 
H. Emerson, proprietor of the Oxnard Molasses House, dated Boston, 
August 30, 1890, i 

I understand your attention has already been called to the very precarious 
position in which the molasses-boilers of this country are placed in the event of 
the paseage of the McKinley bill, placing all foreign sugars upon the free-list. 
Statistics have been shown and representations made to your committee prov- 
ing that, unless some provision is made for the molasses-boiling industry, those 
interested must suffer an almost entire loss of their valuable manufacturing 
plants, costing millions of dollars, A very la sum, say $800,000 annually 
will be lost to American sailing vessels as freight, for this business is carried 
on, I might say, in American vessels oxclusively, many of them being built espe- 
cially with reference thereto, The ecapueens busi ill suffer , and 


ness w 
# vast number of men employed in various ways, skilled and unskilled, will be 
thrown out of employment, besides many other incidental losses, 


There was another communication sent to this committee, signed by 
all of these manufacturers and boilers of sugar, in which it is stated: 


6. The plant of the molasses-boilers is worth over $2,000,000; the annual pro- 
Snetion, . oe oe to - nesete. ja Som te nana °7 y 
engaged in the business, the incidental cooperage in is country is very great, 
ona to drive the business abroad would be the loss to our coastwise marine 
of tully 400 cargoes paying $800,000 freight annually. 

7. When it is borne in mind that only American vessels (generally of 300 to 
400 tons capacity) are engaged in the trade, this loss at a time when our efforts 
are directed to building up Amerisan commerce is especially to beavoided. 

8. For sugars of 82 test, the price to-day is 3.87 cents per pound. 
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Deduct the duty (if foreign)......... shoquggndtdearnntheunmaisthds <esntiagiaeiepiieedis 1. 68 cents. 

Price per pound Sccleball hoeesbaveeae odes beblickcibliesiinaaas a» 2.19 cents. 
5 pounds. 


Price for 5 pounds of sugar contained in 1 gallon of molasses....... 10.95 cents. 


If the molasses were free of cost, the fixed charges at place of shipment 
freight, and loss by leakage would still fully equal the abovenamed price of 
the sugar prodnced from it. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 8, 





Now, I can not see any reason, and none has ever been suggested to 
me—lI call the attention of the committee to this—why this boiling of 
molasses, an industry as large as it is in this country, should not re- 
ceive a protection. It does not ask the same protection as is extended 
to sugar, sorghum, beets, etc.; it only asks 1 cept per pound, and it 
must be apparent to the committee that that 1 cent per pound is not 
too much. I hope that the committee itself will ask that this amend- 
ment may be made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be reported again before the Sena- 
tor speaks to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatr in the chair). The amend- 
ment will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Page 51, line 17, after the word “‘ pound "’ in- 
sert: 


To the producer of sugar of like test from imported molasses, a bounty of 1 
cent per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, there is no doubt that if adopted 
the effects of this bill will result injuriously to the molasses boilers of 
the United States, and I certainly should be very glad if there were 
some way in which they could be afforded relief. But the proposition 
submitted by the Senator from Maine isone which I think can hardly 
receive the concurrence of the Senate. 

The principle upon which a bounty is paid for the production of 
sugar from sorghum, or from beets, or from sugar-cane, is to afford en- 
couragement to a domestic agricultural industry; but the proposition 
made by the Senator from Maine is simply that we shall pay a bounty 
of 5 cents a gallon upon all molasses imported into the United States, 
thus encouraging a foreign production of molasses, with incidental ben- 
efits possibly to the people who may engage in the business of manu- 
facturing sugar from that molasses here. I think the Senator himself 
would be very slow to adopt that principle generally; and while he 
and I are earnestly in favor of encouraging in every manner in which 
we can legitimately foreign tradebetween this country and our neigh- 
bors, it is extending that encouragement beyond any limits which I 
have ever heard any one suggest as proper to pay direct bounties upon 
the importation of articles. This is, as I bave already said, simply 
and solely a bounty of 5 cents a gallon upon the importation ot molasses. 

Mr. FRYE. Does not the other bounty go to the manufacturer of 
sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The other bounty goes to the producer of sugar- 
cane, or of sorghum, or of beets in the United States that are made into 
sugar, and, as I have said, for the p' of encouraging a domestic 
agricultural industry, not to build up the industry of producing mo- 
lasses in Cuba, or in Porto Rico, or in competing countries, for the bene- 
fit of people who may have an investment which grew out of the pres- 
ent condition of our tariff laws perhaps, and which, of course, to that 
extent is a legitimate industry; but we are not bound, as I understand, 
by any principle of equity, to maintain a tariff system because any 
change might result injuriously to people who are engaged in a particu- 
lar kind of business. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Rhode Island one ques- 
tion. Suppose this is not subject to the same reasons that are given 
for bounties, has not the committee put additional duties on certain 
grades of sugar for the benefit of refiners who take foreign sugars and 
refine them? The committee has allowed a benefit to the refiner who 
deals with the foreign article that is to come in and who makes of it 
a superior arti , 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the man who produces sugar from molasses, 
either domestic or foreign molasses, has the same protection that is 
afforded the person who refines sugar procured from any other source. 

Mr. HALE. . He takes molasses at a still lower price than sugar, 
that comes in free, and boils from that perhaps the lowest kinds of 
sugar. Now, for that process why should he not be regarded and have 
by the benefit of bounty or increased duty in some way the same bene- 
fit that the refiner has who takes the coarse sugar and makes it into 
better sugar? 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. He stands in exactly the same position. 

Mr. HALE. He does not in this bill. ‘ 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator’s argument extended a little further 
would be that we should pay a bounty for the importation of free 
sugars below No, 13 for the benefit of refiners, as well as increase the 
duty upon the product of foreign refiners. ‘ 

Mr. HALE. Asa matter of equity, if youstep in and by your pro- 
vision in the way of an increased tax recoguize the refiner of sugars who 
takes the coarse product and makes it into a better product by Ameri- 
can labor, I do not see why you should not recognize the American 
manufacturer who, with American iabor, takes the molasses and boils 
it into a coarse sugar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So you put them both on the free-list. 

Mr. HALE. You give the refiner the benefit of an additional tax ? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. you do this man. 

Mr. HALE. Not unless he makes it into refined sugar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it seems to me one very important 
condition or consideration is overlooked. If this bounty should be 


given the foreign producer of cane who simply uses his juice to make 
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it into molasses instead of making it into sugar, thereby we shall do 
what we are proposing to do at all events; whatever the result may 
be, we shall encourage an agricultural! production outside. 

I have been very anxious myself for many years, as long as we were 
in connection with this policy which has been applied so largely to the 
manufacturers, that we might give adequate encouragement to the pro- 
duction of sugar, not alone or chiefly because it is an article of national 
desire, something that has been of prime consideration among all great 
powers from the beginning of nationality, but because in the natural 
shift of things the agriculturist in this country has had the hardest 
lines. He has been constantly pressed more and more to his hurt by 
the producers of similar articles outside and has not had anything ex- 
cept the indirect benefit of the protective policy as applied to him. 
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It has been demonstrated, I think, without any doubt whatever, dur- | 


ing the last few years, and largely by the result of governmental ex- 
periment, that there can be produced in this country from sorghum and 
from beets all the sugar that the people of the United States need for 
their use, and I believe sincerely that within a short period of time 
we shall not only do that, but we may even export sugar thus produced. 

It is true that there has not been that continuous increase in this 
direction that I wish there might have been. Every step of it has de- 
veloped difficulties which could not be foreseen. They were only ap- 
preciated as they arose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Part of them personal difficulties. 

Mr. PLUMB. Asthe Senator from Vermont says, part of them were 
personal difficulties; but largely they grew out of the fact that the 


manufacture of sugar from sorghum and from beets must be carried | 


on in agricultural communities, and notin manufacturing communities. 
There are a hundred things necessary to the adjustment of machinery 
in order that it may economically work that can only be resolved sat- 
isfactorily in a community in which there are mechanics ad libitum to 
be drawn upon, for if they are to be drawn from outside of course the 
processes must be slower and more expensive, and consequently less 
satisfactory. 

In addition to that, in the localities in which this raw material is to 
be produced the capital does not exist. Not only is there no capital 
there practically for that purpose, but there is no capital that is actu- 
ated to investment in manufacture. So one difficulty has succeeded 
another; and yet after all there has been no season since these experi- 
ments have been in operation that important problems have not been 
settled, and all the time in the direction of making it more certain 
that the United States need not long be dependent on the outside world 
for its saccharine supply. 

One very important thing resulted from experiments last year in 
Kansas. There has always been serious doubt as to whether the beet 
couid be satisfactorily produced; not that it would not grow, because it 
does grow, as all root crops there almost every year in great profusion, 
but the fear was the second growth, which would come after a dry 
season, would eliminate the saccharine. As is well known, the beet 
does not produce seed until the second year, and the production of 
that seed does not come from additional growth, but from the ex- 
haustion of the saccharine already in the beet which produced the 
seed. So it was anticipated that, as it happened in Germany, this 
second growth would come, and would exhaust the saccharine in such 
a way that the beet would not be useful for making sugar. I was 
watching the experiment last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator means that the beet is grown from 
new seed, 

Mr, PLUMB. Yes, the beet is grown tbe jirst year, and the second 
year the saccharine is almost wholly eliminated. 

Last year at Medicine Lodge, where the manufacture of sugar was 
carried on more satisfactorily than at any other place in the State, beets 
were raised with this result: Not only were they produced in large 
quantities and with high saccharine strength, but they matured and 
came in just at the time when the manufacture of sorghum ceased in 
such a way that the manufacturing season could be extended. Only 
a sinall amount was raised last year. 

This year theamountis much largerin supply, and I have been watch- 
ing all summer long for the danger that had been anticipated, of which 
I have spoken, and now it seems as though that had been resolved both 
in Kansas and in Nebraska to the extent of saying that while the growth 
is arrested by the dry weather, the second growth, if it be so called, 
that comes by reason of the exceeding warm rains which temporarily 
force the saccharine strength, is followed by an increase of saccharine 
strength. If that has been, as I believe it has been now, satisfactorily 
settled, both sorghum and beets can be raised in the latitude of Kansas 
in such a way as that the production of one supplements the other. 

The great trouble in sugar-growing and sugar-manufacture is that 
the working season is so short, in Germany only one hundred days, in 
Louisiana, I think, Jess than ninety days. The process of inversion 
occurs after a certain period of time, after the maturity of the cane. and 
if the cane is not manufactured before magnates begins it makes not 
sugar, but sirup, and sirup, of course, is of less value than sugar. If 
these two results shall be capable of that happy blending which now 


seems there is no doubt that the manufacture of sugar in the 
United States will very largely increase, while in Nebraska and more 





| tance of 50 miles on each side o 


} ° . ae . . 
| cultivation of the sugar-beet will t 


9847 


the 


northern climates the experiments wi t 
satisfactory kind. 

Mr. President, we have dealt with this problem heretofore upon the 
idea that sugar-cane was a tropical product. There is nothing more 
mistaken than that. Itis not a tcopica As I stated in de 
bate a few days ago, the increased production in Germany last year 
was greater than the total production of the island of Cuba. The Gov 
ernment of Germany was tat the production of sugar was 
to be the greatest element in national prosperity in ountry, and 
the Government of that country therefore wisely, as it seems from the 
result, provided an export bounty forthe sugar-producers of that nation, 
under the stimulus of which the industry assumed enormous propor- 
tions, not only supplying Germany, but giving to that country the 
balance of trade which before was entirely against it. 

It i3 of a nature scandalous, so tospeak, considering all that we have 
done heretofore in order that this might be an independent country 
in order that we might have and manufacture everything which we 
had the essential and natural facilities for, as a matter of national in 
dependence, irrespective of the attendant and current profit that we 
should not adopt means to the end so long as we have entered upon the 
system of seeing that thiscountry shall produce itssugar; not only, as! 
said, because it is of itselfso important an element in national prosperity 
and national independence, but because it would be so powerful an ele 
ment in giving advantage and profit to the agriculturist, who under 
the competition which has so strongly existed in his products in the 
world’s markets has been reduced to the minimum of profit and has 
less than his proper share of that which is going. 

Mr. President, this is not adapted simply to the Western country. 
I have here a memorandum from the Department of Agriculture, pre 
pared by the chief chemist, Professor Wiley, in which he speaks of a 
bulletin soon to be issued by that Department. He says that the area 
suitable for the culture of the sugar beet is marked by a belt extend- 
ing across the country from the Atlantic to the Pacific, the central po: 
tion of which is fixed by the mean isotherm of 70° Fahrenheit for the 
months of June, July, and August. He saysthat extending for a dis 
f this line the belt represents a vast 
area within which it is hoped that millions of acres suitable to the 


th beets have been of ni 


| production. 
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ye found. 

rhere is no reason why the production of the sugar-beet should be 
limited to Kansas, Nebraska, and Iowa. It ought to extend to Wis 
consin; it ought to extend to Northern Pennsylvania, Northern Ohio 
Northern Illinois, Iowa, and all that section of country represented by 
this mean degree of temperature which is spoken of by Professor Wiley. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I wish to suggest tothe Senator from Kansas that 
wherever corn is produced successfully anywhere in this country the 
beet will grow. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt it may be said, in other words more 
to the comprehension of everybody, that the corn belt is a belt within 
which the beet and the sorghum both can be raised to advantage. 

It is also stated in this same memorandum that the area suitable fo: 
the production of sorghum, the locality applicable to the raising of 
sorghum, is found beginning in Southern and Central Nebraska and 
thence extending southward through the Indian Territory and, perhaps 
quite to the Gulf. It states that the experiments of last year and also 
of the present year, made by Mr. W. J. Thompson, of Calumet planta 
tion, Pattersonville, La., show that sorghum caneof respectable tonnage 
and high sucrose content can be grown even in the alluvial soils of 
Louisiana, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. I was going to ask if the Senator would object to 
having that communication put in the Recorp. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not a communication to me, but I have no ob 
jection to its being printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to have it printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould be very glad to have it printed in the Ri 
ORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
paper will be printed in the Recorp. 

The paper is as follows: 


THE PROMOTION OF THE SUGAR 


SPrECIAI 


INDUSTRY 
EXPERIMENT 81 


rHE UNIT 
ATIONS 


Db STATI rHROt ! 


lor several years the Department of Agriculture has spent annually a cor 
siderable sum of money for the purpose of promoting the sugar industry of the 
United ‘States. In spite, however, of these liberal appropriations and of the 
work which has been done under them, the fact remains that the annual out 
put of sugar in the United States has been very little increased during the past 
ten years. This failure to increase the output of sugar may be due 

First, to the 


natural disadvantages of this country for the production of 
sugar; or, 
Second, to the difficulty of securing the investment of capital in the indus 
try; or, 


Third, to the lack of proper supervision and direction of the work of t! 
Department of Agriculture; or, 

Fourth, to adverse conditions of legislation. 

In considering briefly these four propositions, I wish to be understood as i: 
duiging in no recriminating criticiem, especially inasmuch as such criticism 
would be chiefly directed against myself as having been, nominally at least, in 
charge of the work of the De ment for the past few years. 

First, in regard to the natural disadvantages which this country presents to 
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the introduction of the sugar industry, I will say that they Seve pestle been 
overestimated, In the matter of the productiou of sugar-cane, for instance, it 
is undoubtedly true that there are large tracts of land situated in portions of 
this country suitable to the production of sugar-cane, which either have not 
been cultivated in sugar-cane or are not in cultivation at all at the present 
time. In the case of the alluvial soils of Louisiana alone it is only necessary 
for one to look along the banks of the Mississippi, from Baton Rouge to the 
mouth of the river, to be convinced that probably not one-third of the total 
area of those banks is cultivated in sugar-cane, 

The same is true of the lands bordering the bayous and lakes in other portions 
of the State. A similar observation may be made concerning the landsin Texas 
lying along the Brazos River, nearly all of which are suitable for sugar-cane cult- 
ure, wate only a few plantations can be found on which the sugar-cane is cul- 
tivated. 

During the past winter I madea tour of inspection of Florida to view the lands 
which it was claimed were suitable for sugar-cane culture in thatState. I found 
there hundreds of thousands of acres of niuck soil, reclaimed by the drainage of 
the numerous lakes in the southern central portion of the Florida peninsula, 
all of which seemed to me suitable for sugar-cane culture. 

Near the town of Kissimmee, where the introduction of sugar-cane culture on 
a large scale was made some six years ago, the crops which are growing from 
the original stubble are apparently as good as those obtained at the very first. 
On the sugar plantation of St. Cloud,7 miles east of the town of Kissimmee, 
sugar has now been made for four consecutive years and with the most favor- 
able results. 

In regard to the nature of this soi] and the probable effects of cultivation upon 
it I will say something subsequently. 

The quantity of cane sugar which is now made in the United States annually 
may be placed at 150,000 tons; but it is easy to see that if the lands which I have 
mentioned, which are suitable for the cultivation of sugar-cane, could be 
brought into cultivation an output of 500,000 tons of cane sugar would not be an 
extravagant estimate. 

In regard to the advantages of this country for the production of sorghum 
sugar, it seems possible to make at the present time some definite statements, 
It is quite true that all efforts to make sorghum sugar, up to the present time, 
a commercial success have been futile. It is discouraging to be compelled to 
say that up to the present time no investment of capital for the production of 
sorghum sugar has proved remunerative. On the contrary, we have seen a con- 
tinued #bries of financial disasters attend all these efforts; and in the face of such 
an array of fucts it might seem illogical to aasume that there is any region in the 
United States in which sorghum sugar can ever be profitably produced. Never- 
theless, lam of the opinion that if the lines of work which I propose to fix in 
this paper can be followed for a few years the financial reverses of the past 
will be forgotten in the financial successes of the future. 

In respect of the localities in which sorghum-sugar culture may be expected 
to prove successful, I will say that I am still of the opinion expressed in Bulletin 
No. 26, that these localities * will be found beginning in Southern and Central 
Kansas, and thence extending southward through the Indian Territory, and, 
perhaps, quite tothe Gulf. The experiments of last year, and also of the pres- 
ent year, made Sy Mr. W.J.Thompson, of Calumet plantation, Pattersonyville, 
[a., show that so. yhum-cane of respectable tonnage and high sucrose content 
can be grown even in the alluvial soils of Louisiana.” 

1, however, doubt very much whether the sorghum crop can be grown in 
competition with the sugar-cane in such soils, unless it be indeed by way of 
making a longer manufacturing season, the fields of sorghum-cane being ripe 
and ready for work long before the sugar-cane has matured, Nevertheless, in 
the scope of country which | have indicated there is an immense area where 
sorghum can be grown, in case it can be grown at all, and where the prospects 
of success, so far as the agricultural aspects are concerned, are far better than 
those attending the ordinary crops of that region. 

In Bulletin No, 27, just issaing from the Department, I have endeavored to in- 
dicate the area suitable to the culture of the sugar-beet, and “this area is 
marked by a belt extending across the country from the Atlantic to the Pacific, 
the central portion of which is fixed by the mean isotherm of 70° Fahrenheit, 
for the months of June, July,and August; extending for a distance of 50 miles 
on each side of this line, the belt represents a vastarea within which it is ho 
that millions of acres suitable to the cultivation of the sugar-beet will be found, 

It is true that the largest portion of this area would be excluded from consid- 
eration for the production of the sugar-beet by reason of topographical features 
and meteorological conditions, and it is equally true that there may be other 
portions of country not included in the belt in which the conditions of soil and 
climate will be found favorable to the production of the pageeees neverthe- 
texas, I think I may be able to make the general statement that if the sugar-beet 
industry should ever be established in this country the region of its greatest 
activity and most successful prosecution will be found within the area of the 
belt indicated. Thus, froma brief review of the natural conditions of this coun- 
try and its natural resources, it seems probable that, under the first head men- 
tioned, there is no reason to exclude the United States from the list of sugar- 
producing countries, 

A production of 500,000 tons of sugar ffom each of the three sources men- 
tioned would, for the present, supply the total demand of this country; and 
there is no reason to suppose that the production of sugar, once established, 
would not keep pace with the increase of population and the increase of con- 
sumption, 

In regard to the second statement, namely, the difficulty of securing the in- 
vestment of capital in the manufacture of sugar, I will say that it has been due 
to two causes, the first of which is found in the fact that the facilities of this 
country for the production of sugar have never an pneny presented to men 
of capital and, second, to the fact that the status of sugar, from an economic 
point o! view, has not been regarded as firmly established. 

Although it has been known that the sugar-planters of Louisiana, where they 
Aave properly cultivated their fields and manufactured their crops according 
to the best methods, have found an excellent return on the investment of their 
money, yet it has also been evident that vast numbers of them have been con- 
stantly in financial straits. Men having es to invest, therefore, have felt 
that unless it could be placed in competent hands, so far as the manufacture of 
sugar is concerned, it would be a matter of difficulty to secure an adequate re- 
turn; and since in this country there have been few opportunities presented to 
young and intelligent men of acquiring a proper knowledge of the culture and 
manufacture of sugar, it has happened that capitalists have abstained from in- 
vestmentin this enterprise because of the fear of inadequate returns or total 
loss, 

On the other hand, if men of capital had studied carefully the plantations of 
the best sugar-planters of Louisiana, they would have found that their fears of 
loss were groundless and they doubtless would have been led to invest in this 
industry. Another fact, which has deterred capitalists from investing their 
funds, is that the sugar plantations of Louisiana are, in one sense, at the mercy 
of the Mississippi River. They are protected by expensive and often inadequate 
levees, and thus there is danger every year of a total Joss of crop by inundation. 
This constant threat of destruction by water is one whi it is easily seen, will 
deter capital from investment. In addition to this, it is only within a few years 
that the extensive sugar lands of Florida and Texas have been known, and 
even yet there is a widespread ignorance concerning their extent and value. 

In regard to the economic position of sugar, I will defer any statements con- 
cerning it to another part of the paper. 

Jn regard to the next proposition, viz, the lack of proper supervision and di- 
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rection of the work of the ment of Agriculture, I, of course, speak with 
some degree of deli . I think it is, however, ible for a man to remove 
himself from personal and calmly and cri examine his own course of 
action, When this is done, with the experience of the past few years, it is not 
difficult for me to point out ways which, had they been pu at that tim 
might have led to much better results. On the other hand, it must be conf 

that, in considering the character of the appropriations made by Congress and 
the times at which they were available, it is hard to see that a different course 
of action could have epee) a ae 

The appropriations made by Congress were at first solely tor experiments in 
the manufacture of sugar, and, naturally, the sole attention of the Department 
was given toa study of the methods in use with a view to improving them. 
The most obvious fact which was presented at first was that there was an im- 
mense waste of su due to losses in milling. For this reason I considered it the 
first duty of the partment to introduce, if possible, into this country the 
methods of extracting sugar which have been so successfully employed in Eu- 
rope with the sugar-beet, It is difficult, at the present time, to correctly under- 
stand the difficulties which attended this attempt. It was found, in the first 
place, that the vessels of the diffusion apparatus, which were well adapted to 
use with beets, were such as to totally unfit them for use with cane, 

In the second place, it was found that entirely new and peculiar apparatus 
had to be devi for the pu of properly preparing the cane for the diffu- 
sion process. Many years hard labor and many thousands of dollars were 
spent in the study and the mastery of these two problems. Some two years 
ago, however, it was evident that the victory had been won and that the proc- 
ess of diffusion could be as successfully applied to pape and sugar-cane as 
it had been to the sugar-beet. It was then found that I was able to direct the 
attention of the Department to other important problems. Chief among these 
were two which I considered of the highest importance, namely, the improve- 
ment of the sorghum-cane so that it might be a plant capable of competing 
with sugar-cane and sugar-beets and, second, the general introduction of the 
sugar-beet into the United States. 

With a view tosecuring asolution of these two problems, I labored to have the 
terms of the appropriations made ee changed, and this I found a 
rather difficult SSeeaae. It had n tacitly understood that the appropri- 
ations made by Congress for experiments in the manufacture of sugar were 
merely a bonus for those engaged in the enterprise in order to help out of any 
financial straits in which the venture might p them. While it is true that 
the terms of the bill specified experiments, yet it is not difficult to construe the 
term experiments so as to make it apply to any business which ts not finan- 
cially successful; constructively, an experiment in the manufacture of sugar is 
one in which the experimenter loses money, while the business of manufactur- 
ing sugar is only established when it is placed upon a sound financial basis. It 
was, however, enacted by Congress, in the appropriation bill approved on the 
14th of July, this year, that particular attention should be paid to culture ex- 
periments. The words of the bill are as follows: 

* Toenable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue experiments in the pro- 
duction of sugar from sug«r-cane, sugar-beets, and sorghum, and especially for 
culture experiments, looking to the improvement of those sources of sugar.’’ 

By the terms of thislaw you will see that the special object of the appropriation 
is for culture experiments, and for this reason I have recommended to the Sec- 
retary the establishment of three special experiment stations in the United 
States for the purpose of carrying out the provision of this act of Congress. One 
of these stations, namely, that for sugar-cane, I have recommended should be in 
Florida, where the greatest body of land suitable for sugar-cane culture in the 
United States is located and where least is known of its capabilities and growth. 

For the sorghum station, under the terms of this act, I have recommended 
the State of Kansas, while the location of the beet-sugar station is left open to 
be decided by the results of the culture experiments of the present season. 

Another point which has made the direction and supervision of the work of 
the Department ineffective has been the fact that the appropriations for each 
year were made only for that year and became avai e only on the Isi of 
July. It is difficult for me to express to you the disasters which have been 
caused by this provision. 

In the early history of the experimental work attempts were made, often 

inst my advice and judgment, to make preparation for manufacturing work, 
which was to be done in September, October,and November, after the Ist of 
July. The impossibility of properly conducting work of this kind, although 
often pointed out,-~was never fu oe by those high in authority, and 
for this reason I was often com to go forward with work which my bet- 
ter judgment all the time prop! ed must prove futile. : 

Thus, in view of all the facts in the case, it can hardly be said that the failure 
of the sugar industry to increase in im ce in the United States is to be at- 
tributed to the misdirection or inca: ty of the Department of Agriculture in 
the experiments which it bas made, 

In regard to the last point, namely, adverse conditions of legislation. I have 
briefly mentioned some of them, but the most threatening aspect of legislation 
in regard to the sugar industry has been the agitation of the duty laid upon 
imported sugar. It was found that in the peculiar conditions of this country, 
representing, as they do, high wages and cost of material, it would be impossi- 
ble, perhaps, to compete in the uction of sugar with countries where con- 
ditions of labor, ete., were move favorable. Forthis reason a duty has been laid 
upon sugar, both for the pret of encouraging the industry in this country 
and to secure revenue, I have no desire to enter here upon the discussion of 
sugar duties from a es point of view, butsolely with reference to the effect 
of legislation u the progress of the industry. 

It may be claimed that no kind of legislation can affect an agricultural in- 
dustry, the fallacy of which claim is i upon the most superficial exam- 
ination. Perhaps it may seem absurd to say that legislation can decrease or 
increase the content of sugar in a sugar-producing plant, but I have only to call 
attention to a most remarkable instance which has occurred, in the last few 
years, to show that legislation can do this very thing. Up to the year 1884 the 
tax which was laid upon the — rindustry in France was collected solely 
upon the quantity of sugar le 

~ the pone 1884, oneness the fiscal petley of France toward the sugar in- 
dustry was inaugurated. Instead of laying the tax. as before, directly on the 
quantity of roduced, it was deci to levy it upon the weight of sugar- 
beets edie, f therefore became the object of the manufacturer to have a 
8 which would yield as forgen quantity of sugar as ble. For in- 
stance, if atax of $4 per ton was le upon sugar-beets, and those beets pro- 
duced 180 pounds of sugar, it is seen that a tax of $4 was laid actually upon 
190 pounds of sugar. If, now, this ton of beets could be made to uce 240 
pounds of sugar, then it was seen that the 240 pounds of sugar would pay pre- 
cisely the same tax as had previously been paid a Bw 180 pounds. 

akan ie an mee ete af but und impetus 
France was, round num pou sugar, under 
given to intensive culture by the new law the quantity of sugar produced per 
ton of beets in France has risen in six years from 180 to about 240 pounds. If, 
therefore, legislation can affect the actual sugar content of a s' ucing 
aa ase eeeE eng enTeET Cuan eunEER ENED One SnD FORENOES the sugar 

d otherw 

Sen cuameele attitude of this Government, therefore, in regard to the sugar 
tase hes, in my opinion, done more to maintain the industry in statu quo than 
any ot cause. 

inte ct of the hesitation of capitalists to ees in this industry, it must 
be that perhaps this uncertainty of ion has been the most po- 
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tent cause of the abstention of capitalists from engaging in the sugar industry. 

In regard to the proposal which is now pending to admit raw sugars free of 
duty and pay a bounty of 2 cents per pound upon raw sugars produced in 
this country,I have only to say that it is,[ think, contrary to our established 
policy to pay a bounty on any agricultural product. While sueh a bounty 
would be grateful to the sugar-producer and while it would be hailed by him 
with joy, provided it would be a permanent one. yet it is easy to see that it must 
meet with great opposition and that thé benefits of the bounty system could 
be claimed with equal justice by any agricultural industry in a stateof depres- 
sion or in competition with foreign countries. ; 

A settled and permanent duty levied, therefore, upon imported sugar would 
tend to render the future of the sugar industry more certain ; and as long as 
the bounty system is continued as the established policy of the Government, 
with the probability of its being removed by each succeeding Congre:s, it wi!l 
be more difficult than ever before to induce capitalists to engage in the manu- 
facture of sugar. ‘ ‘ 

Another point whee should be considered is that in case, by reason of the 
bounty, the sugar industry should flourish until the whole of the sugar con- 
sumed in the country should be produced here, the burden which such a bounty 
would be upon the tax-payers of the country, involving an expenditure of sixty 
or seventy millions of dollars for bounty, must be considered. Aside, there- 
fore, from all political consideration and from a purely scientific view, it must 
be admitted that the proposal to pay a bounty andthe repeal of the sugar duty, 
is about as severe a blow to the sugar industry of the United States as could 
well be given by legislative action. 


THE LOUISIANA SUGAR EXPERIMENT STATION. 


The first systematic attempt to promote the sugar industry of the United States 
by means of an experiment station was organized by Louisiana sugar-planters 
in 1885. The enterprise, as at first organized, was a private affair, the planters 
subscribing asufficient sum of money to equip the station and start its operation. 
Ses the station was adopted by the State and thus received State aid 
and a part of the annualappropriation given by Congress for the experiment 
stations of the several! States. For several years this station has also received 
aid from the Department of Agriculture to the extent of about $5,000 a year. 

It is difficult to estimate the great importance of the work of this station to 
the sugar interests of Louisiana. At the time of its establishment, the sugar 
industry of Louisiana was almost moribund. There was little attempt, in any 
part of the State, to cultivate sugar-cane according to scientific methods, and 
no attempt whatever to manufacture the cane in an economical way. There 
was no factory in the State that employed a chemist during the manufacturing 
season, and there were very few plantations in the State where the amount of 
cane passed through the mills was weighed. About the sametime the Depart- 
ment of Agriculfure commenced its experiments in Louisiana looking to the 
establishment of diffusion, and the first chemical control of a sugar factory in 
the State of Louisiana was established by the Department of Agriculture on 
the plantation of Governor H. C. Wareneth, about 50 miles below New Orleans. 

At the present time the whole aspect of the sugar industry in the State has 
changed. The days of poor agriculture and blunderiug menufacture have 
passed. It istrue that there are still hundreds of small plantations in the State 
on which old-fashioned methods are employed, butthese plantations are merely 
existing and not nent The time is not far distant when these will all 
give way to modern factories, either central in their nature or large factories 
under the control of private individuals,and using the best and most modern 
methods of agriculture and manufacture, 

I will not attempt in this place to give even an abstract of the work which 
has been done by Dr. Stubbs in the Louisiana experiment station since all of 
you are familiar with his bulletins. I desire toconfine myself more particularly 
to the work proposed, and now in progreas, by the Department of Agriculture, 
and which comes immediately under my own direction. 


THE STERLING EXPERIMENT STATION. 


On account of the character of the appropriations and the time at which they 
were available, which has already been alluded to, it is probabie that the ex- 
perimental work of the Department would have been much delayed had it not 
been for the co-operation of the Sterling (Kans.) sirup station and especially the 
collaboration of Mr. A. A. Denton, who has been in foal charge of the work at 
Sterling ever since its inception, now nearly three years ago. Thecharacter of 
the work which has been carried on at Sterling,and which ia now in the third 
year of successful application, may be generally outlined as follows: 

Recognizing the principle of natural selection, it was determined to pursue a 
course of experiments at Sterling with alithe difterex:t varieties of sorghum 
which could be obtained, for the purpose of gradually eliminating from the 
sorghuin which was to be used for sugar-making purposes all those features 
which were found unsuitable for ee perpese and for selecting from those which 
were found to be suitable the individual canes which presented the best com- 
position for sugar-making purposes. We have not, heretofore, attempted at 
Sterling the intensive culture which has been so successful with the sugar-beet, 
but have contented ourselves merely with taking advantage of the natura! 
qualities of the plant for the purpose of preserving and perpetuating those qual- 
ities which were best suited for sugar-making purposes. 

An account of the first year’s experimental work at Sterling is found in Bul- 
Jetin No. 20,in the report of Mr. A. A. Denton and Dr.C.A.Cramptom. Only a 
careful study of the report will indicate the immense amount of experimental 
work which it represents. As the basis of the experimental work the plan out- 
lined by me in 1884 and published in Bulletin No.3, page 107, was followed: 

1. A careful selection and improvement of the seed with a view of increasing 
the proportion of sucrose. 

2. A definition of geographical limits of successful cultare aud manufacture 

3. A better method of purifying the juices. 

4. A more complete separation of the sugar from the cance. 

5. A more complete separation of the sugar from the molasses. 

6. A systematic utilization of the by-products. - 
7. A careful nutrition and improvement of the soil. 

Of course all these points could not be studied in the first year of experimental 
work, and therefore particular attention was paid to Nos. | and 2, and only in- 
cidental attention to the other numbers. The argument on which I based my 
plea for these experiments is also contained in Bulletin No. 3 (loc. cit.), and is as 
follows : 

“Tam fully convinced that the Government should undertake the experi- 
ments which have in view the increase of the ratio of sucrose to the other sub- 
stances in Gone. These experiments, to be valuable, must continue under 
proper scientific direction for a numberof years. The cost will be so great that 
a private citizen will hardly be willing to undertake the expense. 

“ The history in the improvement of the sugar-beet should be sufficient to 
encourage all similar efforts with sorghum. 

“The original forage beet, from which the sugar-beet has been developed, 
contained only 5 or 6 per cent. of sucrose. The sugar-beet now wil! average 10 
per cent, of sucrose. [In the seven rm that have passed since the above was 
written the sugar-beet has been still further improved and its mean percentage 
of sucrose now amounts to perhaps 12.) Itseems to me that a few years of care- 
ful selection may secure a similar improvement in sorghum. 

it would be a long step toward the solution of the problem to secure a sor- 
ghum that would average, field with field, 12 per cent, sucrose and only 2 per 


| 


| varieties of sorghum in which the sugar content is mr 





cent. of other sugars, and with such cane the great difficulty would be to make 
sirup,and not sugar. Those varieties and individuals of each variety of cane 
which show the best analytical results should be carefully selected for seed, 
and this selection continued until accidental variations become hereditary 
qualities in harmony with the well known principles of descent. 

“If these experiments in selection could be made in different parts of the coun- 
try, and especially the various agricultural stations and colleges, they would 
have additional value and force. Ina country whose soil and climate are as 
diversified as in this, results obtained in one locality are not always reliable for 
another. 

“If some unity of action could in this way be estab 
gaged in agricultural research, much time and 
valuable results be obtained.”’ 

A further elaboration of the same idea I gave in an address before the Sugat 


shed among those en- 
labor would be saved and more 


Growers’ Association in St. Louis, in February, 1887, the principal points of 
which are indicated in the following quotation 
* Finally, our experiments have taught us that after all the mechanical diffi- 


culties which have been enumerated in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum 
have been overcome, the industry can not become commercially successful un 
til the scientific agronomist succeeds in producing a sorghum plant with a rea 
sonably high and uniform content of sucrose and a minimum of other sub 
stances. This work is peculiarly the function of our agricultural experiment 
stations. In beet-sugar-producing countries, the production of the seed fox 
planting is a distinct branch of the industry. So, toe, it must be with sorghum. 
A careful scientific selection of the seeds of those plants showing the best sugar 
producing qualities, their proper planting and cultivation, a wise choice of lo 
cality and soil, aproper appreciation of the best methods of culture, these are 
all factors which must be taken into consideration in the 
the problem.” 

The results of the second season's work are presented in Bulletin No. 26, and 
this work was also under the imimediate supervision of Messrs. Denton and 
Crampton. The methods which were pursued were outlined under five differ 
ent heads, namely: 

1. By growing and testing all known varieties and selecting 
ising. 

By hybridizing or crossing these varieties 
By preserving ‘sports’ or variations. 
By selecting seed from the finest individual canes of ea 

5. By improved methods of cultivation. 

In addition to the above experiments during the past year, there w« 
culture experiments carried on in various other localities,but the net results of 
these experiments were of little value com pared with those ob tained at Sterling 
From the results of the culture experiments of the last year the following con 
clusions were drawn 

“The most instructive fact connected with the culture experiments is re- 
vealed by the statement of the results obtained in localities receiving markedly 
different quantities of sunlight. These differences were also attended by 
varying quantities of rain. It is, however, apparent that moisture, when not 
present in excess, is beneficial to the crop, and the fullowing principles will be 
easily established by the experience already obtained 

“1. The quantity of moisture being furnished necessary to the proper growth 
of the cane, the content of sugar, other things being equa! 
the total quantity of sunshine received. 

“2. Excess of moisture diminishes the content of sugar both by reason of in 
terfering with the proper nutrition and cultivation of the plant and by reason ot 
being conditional on numerous cloudy days, diminishing the quantity of light 
and heat received. 

‘3. The content of water in mature normal canes is but little influe: 
the rainfall. 

“4. A mean summer temperature of 70° Fahrenheit, for the three months o 
June, July, and August, gives a minimum of heat necessary to the maturatio: 
of the earlier varities of cane. 

“5. South of the mean isotherm of 70° Fahrenheit, for the summer months is 
a broad belt suitable for the growth of sorghum, the most favorable portion of 
which is the semi-arid region of the southwestern central portion of the United 
States. 

“6. The corresponding arid region of the country would become suitable t 
sorghum production, with a minimum amount of irrigation. 

‘7. On account of the frequent recurrence of very wet seasons in all re 
gions east of the Mississippi River, the commercial success of sorghum, as a 
sugar-makivg crop, in those localities is not to be expected 

“8. The cause of a poor yield of sugar in sorghum in high polarization is due 
to the presence of some form of carbohydrates or other organic body, exercis 
ing a higher melassigenic power than invert sugar or any form oflevulose and 
dextrose. 

“9. The tendency of selected seeds from rich canes to produce a uniform crop 
of high polarizing canes is established under favorable thermic and photiccon 
ditions. 

“10. The possibility of developing, from existing varieties, a permanently 
improved crop capable of cultivation for manufacturing purposes is fully as 
sured. 

“Il, The prospects of doing this with two or three of the standard varieties 
is more promising than dependence on an experimental or fortuitous develop 
ment of a new variety free from the faults inherent in sorghum.” 

During the present season the work at Sterling has been carried on under the 
same genera! principles. A much larger area has been secured for the conduct 
of the work, so that it may be possible to separate the different plats so far that 
there may be no influence of admixture in the seeds of varieties maturing at 
the same time. At the present time 140 acres are under cultivation, and they 
are covered by about eight hundred different plats of sorghum, separated as 
widely as possible considering the area under cultivation and the number of 
plats cultivated. 

These plats have been largely planted with the results of the seed selection of 
previous years, while some of them are new varieties or attempts at crosses 
It is believed that by the end of the present season there wil! be fully established 
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taken three years ago, and in which the content of the 
crystallization is decidedly lower 


MELASSIGENIC SUBSTA 


Our knowledge concerning the substances present in sorghum juices which 
prevent crystallization of the sucrose has been much extended by researches car- 
ried on in the laboratory during the past year by Mr. Walter Maxwelland my- 
self. In regard to these bodies, their general classification may be made as 
follows: 

1. Jnorganic salts. 

2. Organic salte and acids 

3. Nitrogenous bodies. 

4. Mucilaginous bodies. 

5. Amorphous carbohydrates. 

In regard to organic acids we have distinguished the presence of three dis 
tinet classes of these acids, namely : 


a, Volatile organic acids of which two have been identified, namely, formic 
and acetic, 
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b. Fatty organic acids belonging to the oleic series, of which two mombers 
have been identified. 

c. \ group of organic acids of which the tollowing members have been iden- 
lifle!, namely, oxalic, tartaric, citrie, malic, and aconitic. 

In regard to the relative proportions of these organic acids, it appears that 
they may be represented in the following order, the first mentioned being pres- 
ent in the largest quautities - - 

Aconitic, citric, malic, oleic, and formic, with tracesof the others mentioned. 

No further investigations have been made concerning the nitrogenous bodies, 

with the exception of the identification of an alkaloidal principle giving distinct 
crystalline double saits with mercury and platinum, and corresponding in gen- 
eral to the reagents for ptomaines and alkaloids. 
_ In regard to the carbohydrate bodies, considerable progres bas been made 
in distinguishing the different characters of these bodies present. When these 
bodies, which are in solution in the juices and the molasses, are once aan 
by alcohol, it is found that they are no longer entirely soluble in water; in fact, 
these bodies have been divided into four distinct classes, after precipitation by 
pare distinguished chiefly by theirdifferent solubilities. These classes are 
as follows: 

1. Carbohydrate bodies soluble in water. 

2. Carbohydrate bodies solubiec in dilute sulphuric acid. 

3. Carbohydrate bodies soluble in dilute sodium hydrate. 

4. Carbohydrate bodies soluble in cuprammonium. 

The part of the precipitate soluble in water is distinguished by its reaction 
with iodine and other reagents, as a modification of starch or as a mucilage or 
gun). This body gives no reduction with Felling solution, but after hydration 
with dilute sulphuric acid gives a strong reduction, both of which reactions 
may be characteristic either of starch products or of mucilages. 

It is, however, probable that the greater part of the body soluble in water is 
of a mucilaginous or gummy nature. 

A «general conclusion derived from a complete study of the portion of the pre- 
cipitate soluble in water is that this is composed of a mucilage (sleim) and of a 
carbohydrate or carbohydrates, which are without action upon Fehling solution, 
but which after hydration reduce this solution strongly. 





LODIES INSOLUBLE IN WATER AND SOLUBLE IN DILUTE SULPHURIC ACID. 


Alter the separation of the part of the original precipitate soluble in water, 
the residues are treated with 5 percent. sulphuricacid. The products of hydra- 
tion, after proper purification and reduction to a thick sirup, were separated 
into two portions by tne action of alcohol, portion a being soluble in alcohol 
and portion 6 being ees by aleoho!. The part soluble in alcohol is fur- 
ther Jivided, by erystallization in a freezing mixture, into a crystalline portion 
and » sirupy portion, but it is not neeessary to give the details of the work here. 

It is sufficient to say that both classes of products, while ly reducing 
Feb' ing solution, appear to be withuut action on polarized light, confirm- 
ing «on observation made by me some ten years ago to the effect that the re- 
duc 1g carbohydrates in sorghum were largely composed of a substance which 
was nert to polarized light, and for which I proposed by this reason the name 
of anoptose. 

In all, seven different carbohydrates were shown to be present in the precip- 
itate which was produced by alcohol in the original molasses. 

In acldition to this, the bodies grouped under those soluble in dilute sodium 
hydrate were studied and found to be three in number, some of them resem- 
bling pure cellulose, or modifications thereof, but different in their of 
solubility: Another carbohydrate was also distinguished as being soluble in 
cuprammonium. 

tt is believed that the laboriousinvestigation which we have made of the nat- 
ure of these bodies will throw much light upon the processes which will ve 
most efficacious toward elinfinating them as far as possible from the plant Hteelf. 
In recapitulating the results of the study of amorphous matters contained in 
sorghum molasses, and which prevent crystallization of the crystallizing 
bodies, it has been found that these amorphous bedies are co of nitrog- 
enous and non-nitrogenous bodies, and for the most part mucilages and 
earbohydrates. It has, therefore, been observed thateach class of these bodies 
is represented by several modifications which are distinguished mainly by their 
diff’ rent degrees of solubility. 

in the practical work of the experimental station, it is evident that the per- 
mapont improvement of the cane, for economic , will be secured both 
by increasing the content of sugarthereinand by diminishing the content of these 
melassigenic bodies. The etudy of the properties of these jes, moreover, in 
regard to the solubility, will become of practical value in the processes of man- 
ufaciure, making it possible to point out a method for their more effectua! re- 
moval during the process of depuration. The further work, therefore, of the 
experiment station, as far as regards the sorghum-sugar industry, will be the 
continuation and eompletion of all the work which has already been aceom- 
plished, and tt is not difficult to believe that the suceessful completion of this 
wor!:, coupled, as it will be, with a further stady of climatic conditions, will 
land o the establishment of the sorghum-sugar industry upon a paying finan- 
cial | asia. 

In regard to the intensive culture of the plant, as a means of improvement, 
but little has yet been done. Last year an attempt at this kind of work was 
made by me near the Maryland tural station, in which I hoped to de- 
termine the effect of different fertilizers wpon the content of cane, and 
upon its general fitness for aged a nh experiments were 
carried out with the collaboration of _s . E. Alvord, the director of the Mary- 
land experiment station, and Mr. D. M. Nesbit, the proprietor of a farm imme- 
diately adjoining the station grounds. The application of the fertilizers and 
the methods of culture were the same in both flelds. The fertilizers employed 
and the composition thereof are found in the following tables: 
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Serial | Serial 
—?, Fertilizers. | No | Fertilizers, 
~|- cased tela S a ae lal 
| 
6377.......| Pime bone. | 6421...... Ammonium sulphate. 
6378.......| Corn guane. |, 6422.....| Dried blood. 
6379.. ..... Muriate of potash. || 6423...... Thomas-slag. 
6380... | Kainite. 64 Nitrate of soda. 
6381........ Ammonite. | 6425. Dissolved bone-black. 


6382.......| Acid phosphate. 642 Sulphate of h. 
6383 .....| Ammoeniated dissolved bone. || 6427... Cotton-seed hull ash. 
| j 


In addition to these fertilizers the following mixtures were used: 

1, Nitrate of soda, one-half part; superphosphate, one part; muriate of pot- 
ash, one part. 

2. Ammonite, or cotton-seed meal, one part; fine bon¢, one part; kainite, one 


part. 

3. Nitrate of soda, one-half ; Thomas-slag, one part; kainite, one-half 
part; muriate of pwtash, if part. 

4. aan of seda, one-half part; sulphate of potash, one-half part; fine bone, 
one \ 

5. Sulphate of ammonia, one part ; sulphate of potash, one part. 

The plats of cane were made to extend longitudinally across the field, while 
the fertilizers were applied on plats running laterally across the field with an 
occasional omission in order to determine the com ive effect of the differ- 
ent fertilizers with plats of unfertilized cane. Each lateral division was num- 
bered by a letter of the alphabet, and the method of appiving the fertilizers, to- 
gether with the quantity applied, will be found in the following summary : 


APPLICATION OF FERTILIZERS. 


L—Sulphate of ammonia. 
M-—Sulphate of potash. 
N—Mixture No. 1. 
O—Acid hate. 
P—Mixture No. 3. 
Q—Mixture No, 4. 
R—Dissolved bone-black. 
S—Cotton-seed hull ashes. 
T—Mixture No. 5. 
U—No fertilizer. 
V—No fertilizer. 


BASIS OF APPLICATION, 


A—Corn guano. 

B—Fine bone. 

C—Muriate ef potash. 
D—Mixture No. 2 

E—Kainite. 

F—Ammonite or cotton-seed meal. 
G—Ammoniated dissolved bone. 
H—Nitrate of soda. 

I—No fertilizer. 

J—No fertilizer. 
K-—Thomas-slag. 


Pounds per acre. 
A GINS, 0 sccrce ojcttnnesnsenittanietnsenets<.sogitnssnpiistnnmnicinn avai GED 
Superphosphate, dissolved bone, and Thomas-slag (one part)............-..06 0.0.6 480 
Muriated potash and cotton-seed hull ashes (one part)... .....<.......00rssererceeeeeee 
Kainite (one part) npccniadddinanneapsebinapaiactatath> -caauuens 


Sulphate of potash (ome part) .........-.-....cce+ sceesseneeneereneeees 
Sulphate of ammonia (One par;t)............cccceccsceeceeeee eevee ee i dhiddubdibecdtdscinenkceeee 
Covton-seed meal and ammonite (ome part) ........... coc cccccceenenserenneersneeeseneceeee 

Unfortunately, the continuous rains of the whole season utter) y destroyed the 
experimental value of this work, so that after e few attempts at analysis in the 
autumn the whole work was abandoned as being of no practical utility. 

The same work, however, is continued during the present season, and the 
yoosparte-al suceess are at the present time en ng. The object of this 
work will be to determine the character of the fertilizer which will produce 
the best effect upon the cane, either by increasing its ton or by increasing 
the quantity of available sugar in thetonnaye. There is little doubt that the 
same facts will be found true with sorghum that have been established with 
the 8 -beet, memes. that by a pooper inte . os — the character of the 

lant for sugar-ma purposes may be vas'ly improved. 

. When it is conmiieaal that this work is car: ied on in conjunction with the ex- 
periments already outlined at Sterling it is seon that we have at least the foun- 
dation laid fora a ofthe experimental principles to sorghum 
cane in respect of its ty making purposes. 

In addition to this, however, a and exhaustive physiological study 
is in progress of the sorghum plant, from the seed to the matured plant. These 
investigations have been commenced by a thorough analysis of the seeds and 
a study of the seeds during germination up tothe poiut where the reserved ma- 
terial of the seed is enttedy used up. 





The study of the plant has been carried on in stages having intervals of two 
weeks. is study consists in a —— ogical determination of all 
parts of the t, Tophetien: its size relative itude, its roots, stalks, 
and bi determination of the volume and of these different parts, 


ne the surface oceupied thereby. In addition to this all the parts are 
thoroughly cleaned, dried, and to exhaustive chemical studies. This 
study taken in connection with the field-notes will give the complete life history 
of the plant which it is also believed will_be of great practical value in selving 
the economic problems con therewitb. 

As an illustration of the work which is goi »g on in this connection , I present 
to you here some photographs in the various beat of growth, taken on a scale 
which shows the relative magnitude of the various parts. 

I have gone thus somewhat into detail concerning the e tal station 
work in connection Sa , both on accountof the that it isin amore 
advanced state than that of the work on the sugar beet and sugar cane which 
tment, and also by reason of the fact that the 
in the ease of sorghum, and which prevent its 
successful introduction as an economic plant, are far greater than with either 
ae in regard to the beet, that nearly all the probl 
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fore by the use of sorghum they can extend the working season jast as 
the sorghum-producer of Kansas can extend the working season by 
planting beets to come in after the sorghum is used up. 

I have given to this matter very considerable thought and have some 
responsibility for what the Government has done. I have had my 
times of discouragement; yet I can see now plainer than ever before 
thatsuccess in this great industry is within the reach of our people. 
As loug as we have committed ourselves to this idea in regard to the 
manulacturer, there is not the slightest reason why we should not ex- 
tend itin order that it may embrace within its beneficent influences the 
agriculturist of the country in regard to this product, which is as essen- 
tial in the present condition of civilization as wheat or corn. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there are one or two things the commit- 
tee seem to have settled for themselves as sound policy, and the Sen- 
ate, following the committee, has settled for itself. One is that in suit- 
able cases protection by bounty of American industry is proper. We 
are asked by the committee to protect a sugar manufacture in which the 
people of Kansas and the people of other States have so great hopes, 
and in which the people of Louisiana have so largean interest. Now, 


this part of the bill. 

In the next place the committee seem io have settled in their own 
minds, and ask us to agree with them, that the making of one step o1 
process, making from a lower article a better article, in getting at the 
result of merchantable sugar for domestic purposes, deserves protec- 
tion, although it be but a single step, and they give a very high duty 
to the refiner of sugar. Taking the whole thing together the refiners 


rate they maintain a large duty for them. 

Now, what have the committee to say or what can any Senator say 
when he is asked to extend the same principle and the same policy to 
the production of sugar from imported molasses? One is but conject- 
ural. The expectation of supplying the market of this country from its 
own resources is in the domain of mere conjecture and hope; some 
people would say dream, but I do not say that. But here isan estab- 
lished industry, in which men under the policies which we have estab- 
lished in pursuance of our invitation have embarked their whole capi- 
tal, their whole property, bave made it the business of their lives. Hun- 
dreds and thousands of persons are in their employ, and upon it is de- 
pendent in a large degree another industry, that is, our shipping indus- 
try, which we desire also and are undertaking to foster by special boun- 
ties. 

Now, if you can pay a bounty for a line of ships to sail from here to 
Cuba by giving them a large price for carrying the mailsor giving them 
an express tonnage subsidy, why can not you maintain this American 
industry already established, which in itself, without bounty, without 
subsidy, is maintaining a large Shipping interest, a large number of sail- 
ors, and a large number of ships, sending out, I understand, four hun- 
dred cargoes a year ? 

Mr. FRYE. Four or five hundred cargoes. 

Mr. HOAR. Sending out four or five hundred cargoes every year. 
It seems to me that we can not undertake, in dealing with this tariff 
question, simply to lay out a logical system spun out of the best brain 
we have got, which we put on the Finance Committee in the Senate, 
and make everybody adapt himself to it. You must take into consid- 
eration the existing conditions in this country, and when you have in- 
vited men into a large and successful and useful business, it seems to 
me it is our duty to maintain that business with the other great busi- 
ness interests of the country by proper means. You agree that the giv- 
ing of a bounty for one step in the giving of a bounty is the proper 
means for the encouragement of the sugar product, and you agree also 


that the giving of a bounty for one step from a lower grade to a higher | 


grade by the operation of your duty is the proper means; and it-seems 
to me that these people have the same right to call upon you that any 
other American interest has by the exercise of your legislative author- 
ity and power in their favor. 

I do not agree with the Senator fram Kansas or anybody else in the 
belief that an agricultural interest or process or investment is entitled 
to superior regard. It certainly is entitled to equal regard. If it has 
not any respect now or has had in the past an inferior regard from 
the legislation of the country, that should be corrected and made right. 
Bat why a man who takes a cheap, almost a waste product of a for- 
eign country and makes it into something which is useful for the do- 
mestic purposes of the American people, and thereby supplies them in 
the cheapest way and the best way with what they need, is not just as 
much entitled to the consideration of the Government, and not to be 
broken down in the business, as a man who acquires a piece of land and 
raises a ——- it, I cam not understand. 

Mr. H K. Mr. President, there is one remark that the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts just made which I do not care to have pass by 

. [understood him to say that the refiners were given a 


Set potion Gan they Rees pater the youns law. 

HOAR. No; I said they were better off. That was not at all 

innpeatnt te argument, however. I will let that pass. 
HISCOCK. Of course the benefit that they 


get under the pres- 
get under provision as it 
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is proposed here has been made less than one-half I have not worked 
out the precise difference, but they have been cut down more than one 
half. 

Now, there is a further suggestion that must be mad_ in response to 
the argument of the Senator from Massachusetts, and that is if this 
provision which we have here adopted has settled anything it is that 
we will attempt to supply the American markets with sugar produced 
from sugar-cane, sorghum, and beets here in the United States. Sofar 
as the foreign sugar is concerned that is imported here above No. 13 
with a proposed duty upon it, the commititee recognize the fact that at 
the present time we can not produce our home consumption of sugar 
It seems that we must accept the situation and allow 
ported into this country. 

Then we have gone one step further and said that the raw sugars in 
the world’s market are unfit for use as they are placed in the market, 
and that we will give upon the grades which are adapted touse a suf 
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haps I might use the word, if you please, provide for, their refinement 


| here in this country; that American labor shall be employed in that 
if that is not settled there is nothing settled in regard to the policy ot 


refining process, accepting the fact that they must be refined, the great 
mass of them, as they come from the sugar-producing countries; that 
to adapt them to our use we must make provision for their refinement 
here. 

But nowhere in the bill have we gone to the extent of providing 
for the encouragement of the production of sugar abroad. On thecon- 
trary, the theory of the bill is to provide for the production of sugai 


| here to successfully compete against the production of sugar elsewhere. 
are better off under the new bill than under the old bill; but at any | 


it is asked that we go One step further and provide practically that 
our market shall be supplied with sugar that is produced elsewhere, or 
the materials from which it is made, and directly offer a bounty fo: 
the production of that sugarelsewhere. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Maine | Mr. Fry&]| goes to that effect. His purpose may be 
for the protection of the sugar-boilers here, but the direct effect of it 
will be to stimulate the production of sugar elsewhere, and also to 
bring it into this country to compete with our home production of sugar, 
if we are to succeed in producing it here, to compete with that. We 
are offering a premium and bounty for the further development of sugar 
industries abroad to compete with the production of it here. 

That was the theory, the policy, the motive of the Committee on 
Finance when it rejected this proposition, that to that extent we will 
not carry this bounty system; that we will not carry it to the extent 
of stimulating the foreign production of a purely agricultural product. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I do not think my colleague places 
this matter of the manufacture here of sugar from molasses in a prope 
relation to any portion of this bill. 

When the duty is takenoff sugar, that is the great premium and aid 
to foreign nations to produce it. There is no doubt of that. No one 
everdoubted that a duty taken off a foreign production tended to favor 
and extend that production. Taking off the duty on sugar promotes 
the culture and production of sugarabroad, and in a most liberal man- 
ner, and with certain consequences thought to be compensated by our 
consumers being relieved in the cost of sugar. 

Let that go, then; we have done it. We have encouraged sugar all 
over the world by taking off the duty on sugar imported here. We 
can not encourage sugar within our borders except in certain directions. 
One is by saving the cane industry of this country from extirpation 
by our taking off the duty on sugar. Anotheris that we can nurture 
and encourage an industry valuable directly to our agricultural inter 
ests as well as to our manufacturing interests of sugar from the nat- 
ural products of our soil. 

But this matter of molasses stands upon a footing of its own. These 
industries have been pointed out by constituents largely interested in 
them. This does notencourage the production of molassesabroad. That 
is encouraged by taking off the duty on sugar. That promotes sugar 
in all its forms, including its drainage of molasses. So this movement 
in reference to this industry of our own has not any such consequence 
atall. Not one additional gallon of molasses can be either favored 
abroad or imported here. Molasses and all the sugars are free, and 
molasses has been free for years. For what purpose? To encourage 
the industry here, the machinery, the skill, the capital here that can 
take up in some sense the discarded drainage of molasses and the in 
ferior qualities and apply it to nothing here but manufacture insid: 
our borders on a raw and in some sense a refuse material brought from 
abroad, a material not competing in any sense with our produetion in 
that shape and of course included in the question of sugar dutie 
covering that. 

Mr. President, the situation of the manufacture of sugar from mo 
lasses stands in no other attitude for our respect and our interest and 
our protection than the manufacture of the forms of iron from pig-iron 
brought from abroad or from ores brought from abroad. It is a pure 
question of industry, of manufacture here applied to molasses to make 
out of it sugar. We did apply that protection, and for years this indus- 
try has thriven under it by excepting molasses from a duty, while sugar 
made abroad paid 2 cents a pound. ; 

Now that manufacture abroad ont of the cane into sugar is patronized 
by taking off the duty on sugar, the molasses can be protected in no 
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way but in the ordinary way in which manufacturers are protected 
from imported raw materials, and that is by a bounty upon them, be- 


tariff duty, and in the very statement of the case that form of protec- 
tion is stricken down. 

Mr. President, I take it that this country does not expect to be called 
upon to give bounties to natural agricultural products in that name 
and by itself. We offer no bounty for the growing of beets at the ex- 
pense of other agricultural products, nor of sorghum over corn, nor of 
any of the natural products of our fertile soil against all the cereals. 
That is not the idea. The idea is that we will foster and cherish and 
enlarge a manufacturing industry, and a manufacturing industry that 
is built up no doubt of the raw material produced on our own soil the 
same as iron is, or lead is, or any other raw material. 

So, therefore, it can not be said that there is any patronage or favor 
in the bounty for cane, for sorghum, and for beets, except the interest 
of our country that sugar shall come out of our fields, and that is only 
by ekill, by ingenuity, by invention, by labor, and that we are seeking 
for. 

I admit the largeness of the interest whereby our natural products 
are made serviceable in manufactures, but it will be long before we 
shall give a bounty upon the natural products of the soil as they are 
completed when they come under the farmer’s kell. 

So, Mr. President, you are to meet this by louking the case in the 
face and saying whether you would like to face this industry which will 
have no operation further than protecting that industry, and not affect 
our importation in the least, but whether we shall make it over here 
from molasses into sugar—or is it to be made in Cuba, now that sugar is 
free ?—and use our plant and our industry and our enterprise as in so 
many cases have been transferred from us to foreign soil. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Maine that he has already spoken once on this subject. 

Mr. HALE, I rose before to ask a question of the Senator from 
Rhode Island in charge of the bill. Ihave not spoken in my own time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts] has put 
this question upon the broadest, clearest, and plainest ground. Con- 
gress, by its departure from the old policy of heavy duties laid upon 
the foreign product of sugar, has thereby in the most effective way 
decided to stimulate and encourage the growth and production and im- 
portation of foreign sugars. All other protection is nothing or hardly 
worth estimating compared with that. That is why foreign countries 
desire it, that they may send to us cheaper and in greater qnantities 
their own sugars. 

Now, in departing from the old policy and in encouraging the product 
of foreign sugar, receiving it duty free, Congress thus far has sought to 
in some way compensate for the particular features in the production 
of sugars that are found here upon our own soil, and it hasremembered 
them all except the interest which is now in controversy. It has re- 
membered the producer of sugar, whether from beets, sorghum, or 
sugar-cane, butit has gone beyond that and has protected and compen- 
sated this duty that it takes off the foreign product to the producer of 
maple sugar. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Before the Senator gets through, I should like to 
ask him a question at some point. Will it be agreeable now? 

Mr. HALE. Just as well now as at any time. It makes no differ- 
ence to me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The point is this: I can understand how a man 
may be a free-trader, that is, in favor of unrestricted trade, of admit- 
ting goods into this country without paying any duties upon them; but 
I am not able to understand the principle the Senator from Maine is 
advocating, of paying foreign producers a bounty to bring their goods 
here. 

Mr. HALE. This is not mine. This is the policy reported by the 
Committee on Finance. — 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator was addressing himself to 
the amendment of his colleague [Mr. Frye]. 

Mr. HALE. I intended to address myself to that. Iam coming 
to it, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I rise to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Maine—to ask him, when he comes to discuss that question, to point 
out the difference between the proposition as offered by his colleague 
and giving a bounty to all manufactured woods made from lumber 
brought from Canada. 

Mr. HALE. Weshall come to that. Mr. President, as I said when 
I was interrupted, we have cared forall these other interests, but there 
is one great interest that, under the old policy which we have hereto- 
fore maintained, has grown up here in our midst, and that is the tak- 
ing of the sugar material in its eradest form after it is found growing 
in the field, to wit, molasses, which the Senator from New York says 
is almost a refuse, a waste article, and bringing that here, com 
tively valdeless as it is, and putting it inte the handsof American 
and thereby producing certain forms of sugar. Now it is proposed to 
leave that industry out; it is proposed to care for the experiment in 
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‘Kansas and Nebraska, to which I bid God-speed, but which thus far 


has produced little, and I have grave doubts myself whether the sor- 
ghum will ever eventuate in much. I am more hopeful of the sugar- 
beet, but it is thus far experimental, and we have wisely determined 
to protect it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator if he knows from 
what country the molasses to which he refers comes. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that it is essential as to where it comes 
= It comes mainly, undoubtedly, from the islands of the Spanish 

ain. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think it is not imported at all from the countries 
which have been referred to, and theretore there is no export bounty 
upon it, but upon the sugar which is imported from those countries 
over six million pounds was imported by us last year; and in those 
countries there is an export duty averaging nearly 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to say—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Allow me to finish my sentence. There isan ex- 
port duty which goes to the benefit of the manufacturers and the pro- 
ducers all along the lineof nearly 2 centsapound. You take the tarifi 
duty off sugar, which is 2 cents a pound, and therefore under the changed 
conditions thus resulting the manufacturer and those who are about 
to start in the manufacturing of sugar are in no better condition than 
they would have been if we let the tariff alone altogether. Indeed, if 
you would leave the present lawas it is to-day they would be better off. 

Mr. HALE. That is precisely what Isay. We have recognized the 
man who is experimenting with sorghum and with beets in making 
sugar and have compensated him for the taking off of the duty the 
benefit of which he had before. We have gone into the maple-sugar 
camp and have recognized that, although it is a small product which 
will never increase and which is a luxury and not a necessity on the 
poor man’s table and which will never be anything butaluxury. But 
we have remembered him because as against his product we have taken 
off the duty on sugar. 

But here is found an industry compared with which the maple-sugar 
industry is not to be named, and compared with which everything 
produced from sorghum or beet is a bagatelle, an industry into which 
millions of dollars have been put, which is employing thousands of 
American workmen inits labor and producing large quantities of sugar, 
and which has thus far been protected by the duty which we now take off, 
and this interest alone it is proposed to abandon, to leave in the lurch, 
and what will actually take place will be that yon drive it out of its 
places of business. 

I do not say this to invoke sympathy, but I say it because I believe it 
will be an actual fact that unless in some way, as has been provided 
by the Committee on Finance with reference to sorghum and the sugar- 
beet by bounty, or to protect the refiner by additional duty, this in- 
terest, recognized for years as the leading interest in the production of 
sugar for our tables, is regarded now in some form or other, then all 
these places of business must cease, and stillness and desolation must 
reign where heretofore manufacturing industry has prevailed and has 
been the scene of industry and of prosperity and thrift; and it is the 
only interest that is to be left out of the list. I do not, for one, believe 
that the Senate, having started on this and adupted its theories and 
made them apply to labor as it is found here, will abandon this interest. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Committeeon Finance considered 
very carefully this question of bounty to the molasses-boilers of the 
United States, and, after very full consideration of the question, I think 
rightly decided that we could not afford in any sense to do this thing. 

There are two arguments upon which this is based. The first is that 
by our bill placing sugar upon the free-list we have by our present pro- 
vision largely encouraged the uction of sugar in other countries. 
Now, unless [ am very much m en, thatisan absolute fallacy. We 
have encouraged the production of sugar abroad to this extent, and this 
only, that by reducing the price of sugar to our consumers we have en- 
couraged a consumption in our own country than would prevail 
under a duty system such as we have had hitherto, because I take it 
that all these arguments from beginning to end disclose that everybody 
now believes that to the extent we have taken this duty off sugar we 
intend to reduce the price, and the result will be the reduction of the 
price to the consumer. 

Otherwise why would we think of putting a duty on maple sap? 
Otherwise why would we be so careful in every detail of this matter ? 
Why is it now that sugar boilers come here and ask us to give them a 
bounty instead of free raw material? We have taxed hitherto the ar- 
ticles named in the amendment of the Senator from Maine 4 and 8 cents 
agallon. He proposes now to pay a bounty of a cent a pound upon the 

uct of molasses that has hitherto been taxed at 8 cents a gallon, 
and yet 5 gallons of the of this stuff make 1 pound of sugar, 
and of the of it 3 gallonsor 2} gallons will make a pound of sugar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, One gallon makes 5 pounds. 

Mr. ALLISON. One makes 5 pounds of sugar; I reversed it. 
Now, we are told that it is necessary to maintain these molasses-boil- 
ee ee eee oe Why, Mr. 
President, we never touch a tariff bill but what we touch some interest. 
How many men are there now in the United States who would hope 
that this bill should not pass for the reason that they know that it af- 
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fects disastrously their interests? With what plaintive sound we heard Mr. ALLIS N. Yes, sir. : <3 aoe shine 
the discussion here as respects the lead-smelters who import their ores; Mr. FRYE. Then, was not that a proposition to bring in overt ling 
from Mexico! It was said that, although there were twenty-three of | in the shape of molasses instead of sugar, as the Senator says ? ; 
them, we, by our imposition of a duty upon lead ore, would. practically Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator of course can ask me 
drive them out of business, but the sentiment was in that regard that the | questions about what I did or did not do on the tariff bill of 1888. It 
other interests were so great and overpowering that this industry should | was claimed by the molasses boilers then that we ought to give them 
besubordinate tothem. Now, then, these molasses-boilers have grown | a bounty, that they were to be plac dat a disadvantage because of the 
up, it is true, under this system, but they have to take their chances | fact that we at first proposed a small duty per gallon and finally yielded 
as respects their business as every other man and every other industry | to them their suggestion that we should make it tree. _ 

must take its chances. , | I did not believe then in making it free, but they insisted that they 

Why, Mr. President, ten years from now, or five years from now, when | should have a bounty then, which I regarded as utterly inconsistent 
it shall be disclosed, as I believeit will be disclosed under this legislation, | with anything we were doing, but finally they were permitted under 
that the sugar industry is to be so encouraged and the cane industry in | that bill and I assented to it, I agreed to allow them to bring in molasses 
our country as to produce all our home consumption, are we then to have | free testing under 56 degrees polariscope test, but the Senator makes 
an argumeut made here that the refiners of the United States, who | no such limitation here. This molasses test can be anywhere above 56 
have built their great refineries upon the seacoast and in California, and still come in and obtain this bounty. So this is a very different 
and in the city of New York, are to be indemnified when their refineries | proposition from the proposition of the bill of 1888. ne 
will be obliged to give way to the interior refineries of our country Mr. SHERMAN, This proposition is utterly at war with the whole 
who are refining beet sugar? because no one supposes that the raw sugar | theory of the sugar schedule in the tariff bill, entirely inconsistent 
coming from beets or from sugar-cane in the interior is to be trans- | with it, and upon this one point I believeall the members of the ¢ ommit- 
ported by rail from the interior ot our country to the seaboard in order | tee on Vinance, so far as | now remember, are agreed. The argument 
that it may be dumped into the refineries there and turned from raw | has been made before, but I will refer to one or two items that have 
sugar into refined sugar at a cost of three-eighths of a cent a pound. | not been mentioned. 

Is the tremendous cost of transportation not to be anelement? If! The theory of this bill is that by a bounty of 2 cents a pound we 
the theory of this bill is to prevail, who does not believe that the re- | can encourage the manufacture of sugar in this country from sorghum, 
fining industries of our country are to be transferred from the seacoast | bects, and cane of different kinds. That is the theory, that 2 cents 
places to the Mississippi Valley and the interior agricultural regions | a pound bounty, which is about half the cost of foreign sugar, or a little 
of our country? That refining interest will gradually and must grad- | more, will be sufficient to induce our farmers to produce sugar from 
ually give way to this condition of things. the growth of our own country. This amendment is a proposition to 

Mr. President, it seems to me there can be nothing more inconsistent | pay 1 cent a pound on sugar produced from molasses. : 
than to pay a bounty to our home producers in order to encourage the | This bill also proposes, I think unwisely, to give the refiners six-tenths 
production of sugar in our own country, even to the extent of encour- ofa cent—I mean that the committee amendment proposes to give the 
aging the maple-sugar industry, and then turn around and by direct | refiners six-tenths of a cent a pound, so that the amount paid as bounty 
provision provide that those people who do not see fit to use the centrif- | to the molasses boiler and refiner is now equal to the bounty proposed 
ugal process in Cuba for the purpose of converting their molasses into | to be paid for the production of our domestic sugar. Not only that, 
sugar shall be enabled to import molasses directly into this country | but this molasses sugar is of a very inferior quality. It is not fit to 
and receive a bounty of acenta pound. If the amendment proposed | be used until it is refined, and I have a statement here of a gentleman 
by the Senator from Maine should be adopted, the result would be | engaged in the business in Boston whosays that this sugar made from 
that there would be no sugar practically produced in Cuba at all. molasses is necessarily imperfect and can not be used unless it is refined. 

The tremendous incentive of a centa pound upon the non-conversion Therefore this would give a centa pound bounty on molasses to be 
of molasses into sugar would be so great that this transfer would come | prepared for consumption, and that sugar produced from molasses is 
in in the form of molasses, and not in the form of sugar. worth nothing until it goes to the refinery, and when it is refined and 
: 3 So, sympathizing as I do with these sugar-boilers, I do not see how | brought into a merchantable state the bounty proposed to be given to 

it is possible for us to maintain by direct legislation this industry; and | the foreign product is 1 centand 6 mills, while the bounty proposed to 
it ie not so great. I have here the importations for the last few years, | be given to our home producers who are to start upon a new industry 
disclosing only the introduction of 33,000,000 gallons all told. ‘The | is only 2 cents a pound. I will read what this Boston gentleman en 
Senator from Maiue says it is a great industry as compared even with gaged in this business says in regard to this sugar. W.H. Emerson 
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% the maple sugar. It is a small industry compared with that in the | Proprietor of the Oxnard Molasses Refinery, testified before the com- 

a aggregate. | mittee: 

’ Mr. President, it seems to me that there is absolute force in the sug- | Iam engaged in the ynomaineiuce af de > molasses eugene. made almost 
gestion that this amendment goes beyond anything that has ever been | ms a in Now York — ee ee oe sa 
proposed in this Chamber, namely, that we shall givea bounty to the separate from that of sugar refiners, and has no connection with the so-called 
foreign product. That we have never proposed to do, so far as I know, | “trust,” orwith those outside making refinedsugars. We import molasses, boil 
and therefore it seems to me that in every view of it we can not afford itin our houses, and make a sugar averaging 82 degrees polariac ope test, which 
to do this, however disastrous the bill may be to a few men ft) toe 

» s a ie r . anc Molasses pays a duty under present tariff of 4 cents per gallon. As before 
admit it probably will be; but the effect of the provision which has | stated, we manufacture a sugar testing 82 degrees, dark in color, and it can not 
been adopted by the Senate of giving three-tenths of a cent a pound | be used for domestic purposes until refined by a sugar refiner. A foreign sugar 
bounty or imposing three-tenths of a cent a pound dut n sugar | °%,*uis arade testing 82 degrees pays a duty of $1.65 per 100 pounds. In our 

‘ cS N 3 5 emg nomena ‘i ; ao b i uty a ugar | manufacturing we expect to average about 5 pounds of sugar per gallon, so that 
not above No. utch standard will no so bad upon these peo- | 

ple. They can, I have no doubt, go on with their work to some ex- | 

tent. They may not make the profits they have made hitherto. 








from 100 gallons of molasses, paying M4 duty, we obtain 500 pounds of sugar, 
Then he goes on and gives the details of his work. Soit is perfectly 
apparent that if the bill should pass with this amendment, as to tho 
This sugar system of ours has not been maintained upon the general | sugar which is brought from Cuba in the shape of molasses there would 
system of a tarifflaw. Ithas been maintained upon the systein of ab- | be no motive to convert it into sugar, because if it is brought into this 
solute exclusion; that everything in the form of sugar shall go through country it will receive when converted into sugar a bounty of 1 cent 
the processes of manufacture in this country, and that only the raw- | per pound. 
est and poorest sugar shall come in from abroad. It is true that| Mr. DAWES. Can the Senator tell me what is the difference he- 
under this system we have imported very fine sugars in saccharine | tween sugar-molasses and molasses ? 
strength trom Cuba, because that could be done under the benefit of the Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know that I can explain it now. 
low rate of duty made for our refiners; but everything in our present Mr. DAWES. The term ‘‘sugar-molasses’’ in all this discussion is 
* Jaw is for the interest and for the benefit of those who manufacture | used, and there seems to be some distinction between what is called 


v sugar éither from molasses or from raw sugar. ** sugar-molasses’’ and ordinary molasses 
But take the suggestion made by the Senator from New York [ Mr. Mr. SHERMAN. All sugar in some stage of its progress is mo- 
Evarts] that we have by this bill given encouragement to the pro- lasses; that is, it is a liquid. 
(7 duction of sugarabroad. That surely is fallacious unless everything we Mr. DAWES. I apprehend that this kind of molasses is the mo- 


do here should be undone, because if the price of sugar is not to be re- | lasses that is drained from the sugar hogsheads after they are imported. 

duced, if 2 cents a pound bounty is not to stimulate production here, | Am I not right? 

then in the name of everything let us keep that money in the Treasury Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know, indeed. 

rather than take it out. Weall go upon the theory in this bill and in Mr. DAWES. I think that is the distinction. Now it comes in 

all these debates that we reduce the price of sugar to the extent of the | free. Perhaps the Senator from Louisiana can tell me the distinction. 

reduction of the duty. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio consent 
Mr. FRYE. I want to ask the Senator a question before he sits | to be interrupted? 

down. Was not the Senator a member of the Finance Committee that Mr.SHERMAN. I would rather not at this point. 


4 had the tariff under consideration at the last Congress ? Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon; but I think the Senator will find that 
4 Mr. ALLISON. I was a member of it. this molasses has got in free. 
‘ Mr. FRYE. Did not the Senator assent tothe present duty on sugar | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 


and put molasses on the free-list? from Ohio does not consent to be interrupted. 
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Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon. I do not want to interfere. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have said about all that is to be said. 
If we are to stand by this bill we must stand by it entirely, and I do 
say now thet the claim of the refiners that is now ingrafted in the 
Senate bill much to my surprise received the sanction of the Senate, 
and I do not think Senators could have understood it at the time. 
What motive can there be in developing this policy that wonld induce 
us to compel sugar to be brought in under No. 16 Dutch standard— 
what motive could there be? 

The motive and object of this bill is to give our people, the consum- 
ers, sugar free of all duties, and consequently if it can be brought into 
the country from foreign countries in such a condition that it can be 
used by the people without going into the hands of the refiners, all 
that can bedone if you make the limit No. 16 Dutch standard, because 
the ordinary process of manufacturing sugar, now the centrifugal proc- 
ess, is to bring it up to No. 16 Dutch standard. The House of Rep- 
resentatives, where no doubt this subject was thoroughly examined, 
adop:ed this as the line of demarkation. What motive can there be 
for us to give refiners three-tenths of a cent a pound, charged upon all 
the people of the United States, merely to do what would be done by 
the simplest process in Cuba or any othercountry to advance that sugar 
te the grade of No. 16? 

When you have got to No. 16, you have then a merchantable sugar 
which is used in the house of nine outof tenet all the consumers. “But 
when you get above No. 16 Dutch standard, then you have refined 
sugars, the sugars consumed by those who are more indifferent about 
the price. Then, if that sugar goes inte the hands of the refiner and 
is improved so as to satisfy the taste of the few, as a matter of course 
it is proper enough to protect that business of refining sugar, because 
it isa business that is beneficial. It converts the imperfect article, 
which can not be done by ordinary and advances it above No. 
16, which is more delicate to the taste and more beautiful in its color, 
and for which those who consume it may well afford to pay some little 
advanced price; but there is munch sugar below No. 16 that is good 
sugar ant will be used by the people of the country. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator has just stated that if we are to give a 
bounty to the producers of molasses from foreign countries, it will be 
tantamount to giving a bounty on sugar, beeause all sugar is converted 
from molasses into the manufactured article. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. I will ask theSenator from Louis- 
jana whether or not all sugar is not first molasses ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, all sugar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And consequently if introduced here in the torm 
of molasses, receiving 1 cent bounty, there would be nomotive in the 
world for converting it into sugar. 

Mr. GIBSON. If it could be entered here as molasses, the whole 
crop of Cuba would be converted into molasses. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is very plain. 

Mr. GIBSON, I should like to ask the Senator another question. 
The Senator from Ohio remembers that some years ago, I think it was 
in the forties, when there wasa discrimination made in favor of molasses, 
the whole crop nearly of Cuba was converted into meladaand im 
by our refiners, A case, I think, was taken to the Supreme Court to de- 
termine whether that was molasses or sugar. It was intermediate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A mixture of both, 

Mr. GIBSON. A mixture; but in order to meet the tariff, which 
discriminated in faver of molasses, the crop of Caba was about being 
converted inte melada, which was defeated by the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, 

The question | desire te ask the Senator is this: He says it is wrong, 
as I understand him, to place tue dividing line at No. 13 instead of 
No. 16, beeause sugars above 13 ave fit for consumption. That would 
be a discrimination under our tariff system in favor of No, 16 sugar. 
What would be the result’? The result would be that the foreign im- 
porter would convert all of his sugar into No. 16, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Preeisely what I want him to do. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘That is precisely what would take place. What will 
result from that? The relineries of this country would be destroyed. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Not atall. 

Mr. GIBSON. The industry in Louisiana and in Kansas and Ne- 
braska under this system of bounty would not equal the benefit that 
the foreign producer would get if you allowed him to make sugar up to 
No. 13 to come in at this low rate under our tariff system, which pro- 

s to discriminate in favor of No. 13. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would enable the foreignersto bring their mer- 

chuntable article into a condition where it can be consumed by our 

le, and I would make that geod by giving to all producers of sugar 

rom every quarter a reasonable bounty. I say, therefore, there is no 

publicreason why we should compel all the sugar to comeinthrongh the 
refineries. 

The Senator asks what will become of the refineries. I say they will 
refine the sugar above No, 16 for the few who use it, 
aad not pret, but they will refine the beet the sorghum 
sugar, the Louisiana sugar, and all formsof sugar for the people ot the 
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United States who want to use the higher grades, and they will have 
enough todo. Refineries will spring up as the result of the develop- 
ment of the home industry, beeause the ordinary of manufact- 
uring sorghum sugarand beetsugar does not advance it more than No. 
16, and it has to go through the process of refining, taking away the 
color in various forms of the refining process, and refiners, instead 
of being confined to tle coastwise ports, will be scattered all over the 
country in convenient locations to the places of production. 

Therefore I give notice that when the bill is reported to the Senate 
I shall try again the sense of the Senate as to whether No. 16 onght 
not to be the 4ividing line, rather than No. 13. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to ask the Senator if he does not under- 
stand that if any beet sugar comes from where they have an export 
duty all participate in the benefits or advantages of the export duty. 
The refiners, the manufacturers, and the producers all participate in 
each benefit by that arrangement. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the beet sugar and other sugars have 
to go through the same process of refining. 
Mr. PADDOCK. One word more. Therefore, if we want to give 
the beet-sugar manufaeture of this country the protection it deserves, 
we have got to help the local refiner as well. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is no trouble about the refiner. He can 
take careof himself. Of late years refiners have not been in odor 
with the people of the United States because they have combi- 
nations, and they defeated for a long time the test of their sugar by the 
polariscope and resorted to every expedient, and more recently they 
have been in combination, as it is plainly manifest, although the combi- 
nation was not participated in by all of the sugar refiners; but it is a 
combination that even now controls the market to a great extent, 
and it is a combination that should net be favored. W I have an 
opportunity here to secure advantages for the people, and to give them 
ree sugar up to the standard that is generally used, I do not choose to 
regard the interests of the refiners in the matter. No doubt they will 
have plenty of employment in refining foreign sugars, and also in re- 
fining our own sugars above No, 16. 
Mr. GIBSON. I desire to correct the Senator from Ohio in an error 
into which he has fallen, and that is that the sugar farmers of Louisiana 
do not make a refined article of sugar. 
Mr. SHERMAN. What grade? , 
Mr. GIBSON. Above No. 16. I find in one of the leading papers of 
Louisiana, received this morning, the Times-Democrat of New Orleans, 
an editorial article to this effect: 


Previous to the war five-sixthsof the sugar produced in Louisiana was madc 

np So sa gneeenen open kettles. As Jate as 18%1-’82 two-thirds of it was made 
n way. 
During the past eight however, a change has been going on in 
our sugar-houses. In 188-86 the amount of refined and clarified sugar manu- 
factured in Louisiana for the first time exceeded the brown or kettle sugar. 
Last season 63.6 per cent. of the crop was refined or clarified, and oy 
— brown or open-kettle. The that has gone on basbeen rapid, as fol- 
ows: 


Refined) Per | 
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I am not so much interested in the refiners asa class. I have always 
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out the world and to increase enormously the production in Germany, 
France, Austria, and Russia. This production rose from an insignifi- 
cant amount in 1860 to about 3,600,000 tons in 1889, while the pro- 
duction of cane sugars has steadily declined. Itthreatens to overthrow 
the industry of cane sugar. ’ 

It has bankrupted Cuba, whose debt is about £137,000, 000, the inter- 
est on which is annually £3,500,000, and there was a deficit of £600,- 
000; with a population of only 1,500,000 people, more than half eom- 


sed of negroes and Chinese, utterly bankrupted, notwithstanding 
the advantages of climate and the cheapest labor. The English Islands 


and Brazil,in respect of their sugar industry, have been equally discom- 
forted and embarrassed. a 

These circumstances led them to seek our market, for our tariff af- 
forded some shelter. But it is in consequence of this novel and ex- 
traordinary policy of the European Governments, forcing down by law 
the prices of sugar beyond their borders, that the ad valorem rates of our 
tariff have gone steadily up while the substance of protection has stead - 
ily disappeared. 
per cent., and now it is proposed to put sugar on the free-list and give 
a bounty. 


What is the proposition before us? It is to take the tariff off sugar 
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sugar free at No. 16 and below was that it would furnish cheap sugar 
| to the American people. 

| Whatstrack me as a little singular is, believing, as the Senator does, 
| ‘that this industry is capable of successful development, believing as he 
does with reference to every other item in this tariff bill, he h 
voting for increased duties on imported articles in order to m 
cheaper to the American people; a 


is been 


e them 


al 
xl when we come to the article of 


| sugar he is in favor of taking off the duty altogether in order to make 

that article cheaper to the American people. 
Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator wish me to answer the question ? 

| Mr. EUSTIS. I donot think you can answer 1 ut 
will give you the opportunity. 

| Mr. ALLISON. My answer to that is that we have enc wed u 
der the tariff the production of sugar nearly since the foundation of th 
Government, and the result has been that there is about as 1 suga 


produced now as there was in 1850, with a consumption largely in 
cess of the consumption of any other country in the world. Upo 
items where we have the capacity to produce 


1 othe 


an article to the ful 


| amount of the consumption we have found by experiment that the pric 


| has been reduced. 


imported into this country, which is the only thing we have to protect | 
the producer in this country against this German bounty-paid sugar. | 


The facts related by the Senators from Massachusetts and Maine show 
to us the embarrassments, the losses likely to ensue from the adoption 
of this novel and hitherto untried process of paying a bounty to the 
producers in this country, instead of keeping on with tne-plan and 
policy adopted in the beginning of this Government in the administra- 
tion of its revenue powers. I know very well, and we all know, that 
the New Englanders have always sought free trade in molasses. 

In the very first meeting of Congress in 1789 there was a strong and 


this raw material, as it was to them, free to make into rum. 
pathize with the Senators from New England in the desire to get their 
raw material free. They ought to get their wool free, and their coal 
and iron ore, and wool particularly. My attention is called toit by the 


That 
been thus far with sugar. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Have you found it so in regard to tin-plate 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not found it at all in reference to tin-plat 
That is one of the things for the future. I do not care to discuss that 
or to interrupt the Senator, but it is upon the theory, in my mind at 
least, that under the protective system, which certainly since 1472 has 
been of the most enormous character, increased in 1375 25 per cent 
and under that there is not to-day as much sugar or any more suga 
produced than there was when that enormous duty was imposed. [| 
have been in favor of trying anotherexperiment. !t may be that that 


is notably so of iron and steel, but it has not 


| experiment will fail, but I hope it will not. 
earnest effort made by the representatives of New England to secure | 


I sym- | 


smile upon the face of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircH&LL], who | 
I have no doubt would welcome anything free in Oregon that was not | 


produced in Oregon. 
I sympathize with them in their effort to get molasses free. They 
ought to have it free if this bounty scheme is carried out, but I de not 


I say New England ought to get wool free, and | 
| your proposition that, notwithstanding that decline in the 


think they ought to expect the people of this country, while they are | 
paying a bounty to sugar-producers in this country with one hand, to | 


pay a bounty to sugar-producers in foreign countries with the other. 
This bounty will not raise any money for the Treasury of the United 


| protective policy on the other side of this Chamber— 


States under any circumstances; it merely takes money out of the | 


Treasury. 
cording to the Constitution of the United States, put it is an appro- 
priation out of the Treasury of the United States for the benefit of a 
few people in this country who are the producers of sugar. 

I do not intend to go into a constitutional argument, but I do not 


know any clause of the Constitation which would permit Congress to | 


exert the revenue power in order with one hand to take money out of 


the pockets of people and with the other to turn it over to a special | 


class; but it does no more in this respect than the protective tariff does, 
carried to the extreme limit to which it is carried in this bill. They 
stated in express terms that the bill was framed to discourage importa- 
tions, and many of the advocates of this bill have declared that they 


do not desire the importation of articles which come in competition | 
have made rates prohibit- | 
hen analyzed it rests upon | 


with articles made in this country; and th 
ory in order to benefit the manufacturer. 
the same principle of taxing the people of the whole country in many 
instances—I do not say in all—in order to benefit a favored few. - 

The Senator from Ohio said very properly that if we give a bounty, 
however small, on imported molasses, out of which sugar must be 
made, it was tantamount to giving a bounty to the foreign producer 


out of the Treasury of the United States who pays nothing into it in | 


any form whatever, who pays notaxes, who does not consume anything 


that we produce in this country, while at the same time we are giving | 


a bounty to the producers in this country of the same article. 
is an impossible system. It could not be defended. 


I hope the Senators from New England will vote against this bounty | 


system in foto and fall back on the old revenue system for which we 


have precedent, and we shall know where we are going and what we | 


are doing, instead of making this new departure, foreign to our Gov- 
ernment and foreign to our experience. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion. I understood him to state that he looked forward to the time 


when the development of the beet-sugar industry would be so success- 


ful in this country that we should be able to furnish all the sugar that 
we use. 

Mr. ALLISON. I said that was the theory of this bounty provision. 
I hope it will be so, at least. 


Mr. EUSTIS. The reason why I ask the question is that I desire to 


understand the theory of this proposition. Then I also understood 
the Senator to state that the reason why he was in favor of making 


Vie 


ae 


It is not the exercise df the revenue power, to raise money ac- | 


That | 


Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator doe 
not extricate himself from this dilemma. If you have discovered that 
the expansion or development of the sugar industry of this country no 
longer deserves the favoritism of the Government, why do you propos 
to give a bounty to sugar-planters ‘ 

If you are satisfied, as you state, that the sugar crop instead of in 
creasing under a high protective duty has been decreasing, what right 
have you or what defense can be made of your action in advocacy o! 
sugar in 
dustry of the country, you still propose to make a gratuitous donation 
of 2 cents a pound to everybody in the United States who produces « 
pound of sugar? One of two things, Mr. President—and I only select 
my friend as representing the Finance Committeeand representing th: 
I say one of two 
things, either you do believe that we are capable in the future of de 
veloping this industry or you do not believe it. If you do believe it 
why do you not keep it under the shelter of your protective policy 
Why do you turn it out in the cold to starveand to die and to perish ? 
If you do not believe it, where can the justification be found that th: 
Government of the United States as a mere matter of gratuitous favor 
itism shall made a donation of 2 cents a pound to every producer o 
sugar in this country ? 

Mr. President, although the honorable Senator has failed to disclose 
in his statement the true philosophy of this proposition, I will endeavoi 
| from my standpoint to elucidate its, to me, glaring fallacy. It is 
neither the one thing vor the other. If your idea be to encourage and 
to foster and to develop this industry, that this industry is not to b« 
entirely abandoned and left friendless, that it should still, notwithstand 
ing its unfortunate attitude, receive some slight measure of govern 
mental favoritism at your hands, that is, that you are not entirely hope 
| less as to its future revival, I say, Mr. President, that no proposition 
| could be submitted to this body which would, in my judgment, mor 
| tend to absolutely destroy and annihilate that industry. 

It is true that for the time being those who are already engaged in 
| sugar planting, those who have already invested their capital unde: 
the protective system in the making of sugar, will under this bill re- 
| ceive no serious detriment. The loss which you cause them to incu 
| by putting it upon the free-list from below 13 or 16 would be indemni- 
fied to them by the bounty which you propose to pay them, which i 
on an average equivalent to the duty which you propose to abolish 
| but who besides them is going to invest his capital in sugar planting 

or beet raising or the sugar-manufacturing industry in this country ” 

Who besides those, Mr. President, who have already invested thei: 
money, anid, as they now think unfortunately, in this industry which 
every other Government on the face of the earth, and ours up to the 
| present time, have made strenuous efforts to maintain and sustain, to 
| encourage and develop, are going to raise sugar? 

Do you suppose that any sane capitalist is going to invest his money 
in a sugar industry because you propose to-day to bestow upon him a 
precarious and unpopular and revocable bounty, a bounty against which 
the powerful Democratic party is arrayed through principle and upon 
convictions, a bounty which is only receiving an insincere support upon 
| your side, a bounty in which even you yourselves do not believe and 

which your political opponents denounce and announce to the country 
that they will oppose its passage? Is that the inducement which you 
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propose to the capitalist? Why has the sugar crop of Louisiana from 
1864 to 1885 risen from 5,000 tons to 167,000 tons? Why has the pro- 
ducton of Louisiana been increased thirty-five fold, which I say will 
challenge comparison with any industry in the United States, notwitt- 
standing my friend from Iowa seems to be so skeptical in regard to it? 

It is because the capitalist in Louisiana and outside of Louisiana 
who has gone to Louisiana from the wealthier Northern States has un- 
derstood almost from the foundation of this Government to the present 
time that the sngar duty is a revenne duty, the cheapest tax that can 
be levied upon the American people, the tax that is most necessary and 
most proper for the Government of the United States to collect and to 
levy, and that was his safeguard, because it was under the sanctions 
of the exigencies and necessities of the Federal fisc. That is the rea- 
son why this crop has increased to such a large extent, and if it had not 
heen that every time the Republican party is in power, notwithstand- 


ing it claims to be the friend of protection, the planters of Louisiana 
have been obliged to send to a Republican Senate and to a Republican 
Hlouse delegations after delegations here, year after year, beseeching 


them not to destroy that industry and to rob the Treasury of the United 
States by putting sugar upon the free-list. 

Sir, they have never asked usforany bounty. They donotask for any 
hounty to-day; they simply say that if you wish to develop anindustry, 
and I agree with the Senator from Iowa, I believe that since the im- 
provements that have been completed in Germany and in France at the 
cost of so much money in order to perfect that peculiar machinery which 
may produce heet-root sugar after years and yearsof experiments which 
have been made by these intelligent nations, after the tremendous 
bounties which have been paid by these Governments to the producers 
of that beet-root sugar, now is the time for the Government of the 
\'nited States and the people of the United States to seize this o = 
tunity and to build up and develop and mature that industry, ol ° 
lieve that in a few years we will be able to raise every pound of sugar 
that is necessary to be consumed in the United States, but you can not 
do it by inviting Germany to dump upon our soil her hundreds of 
thousands of pounds of raw sugar to take control of the market. 

You can not do it by putting sugar upon the free-list and saying to 
Germany, ‘‘ Last year you sent us 200,000 tons of raw beet sugar, an 
incvease of 60,000 tons over the year before;’’ that was, under your high 
protective system, Germany had produced 500,000 tons more sugar last 
yeir than she had before, and nearly one-half of that surplus found an 
entry into our ports and was used in our refineries. Do you propose 
to encourage this industry by opening still wider this door to Germany 
which has madesuch marvelous snecess with reference to the develop- 
ment of beet sugar? 

What does your bill propose? The Senate committee amendment 
which was adopted this morning established grade No. 13 Dutch stand- 
ard—from 13 to 16 under the existing law the duty on sugar is 2} cents 
a pound; below 13 it is 2 cents a pound—proposes, in order to encour- 
age the sugar industry of the country, to remit the 2 cents a pound 
duty to the sugar-planters of Cuba, who furnished us with 50 per cent. 
of the sugar we consumed last vear, to the beet-sugar raisers of Ger- 
many, who are aided by a drawback of 2 cents a pound on every pound 
of sugar sent to a foreign country, and you propose to abolish the 2} 
cents duty on sugar from 13 to 16, and in return for this you propose 
to pay the sugar-planters 2 cents a pound. 

Why, Mr. President, I had a conversation yesterday with a very in- 
telligentgentleman, His father lived in Louisiana, was asugar-planter, 
and moved to the North before the war, and this young man was en- 
gaged in a refinery in Brooklyn. He told me he had spent two years 
in Austria studying this beet-root question. He had traveled a great 
deal in this country in order to ascertain what soil was better adapted 
to beet raising than any other. He selected a spot in Nebraska, He 
ordered his machinery to this immense establishment from Austria. 
It was transported to a seaport in Germany, transported across the 
ocean into the United States, carried into the interior of Nebraska, and 
this year he has six hundred and thirty farmers raising beets for him. 
This year, which is an experimental year with him, he will make 
6,000,000 pounds of sugar, 

This gentleman told me that he was so well satisfied that this coun- 
try was capable of producing beets which could be made into sugar, 
which could compete with German sugars under the existing law, that 
he did not hesitate to invest five or six hundred thousand dollars in 
this beet factory; and yet that same gentleman testified before the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House that if the sugar duty 
was taken off and a bounty was substituted for it it would arrest and 
destroy that infant incustry. 

The fact is, Mr. President, that whatever may be our discouragement 
with regard to sugar producing in this country, however we may have 
indulged the expectation that that sugar greed ought to have made 
greater strides, yet we are selecting in my humble j t the very 
moment when all the advantages are in our favor and when we have 
overcome all the disadvantages. Give to the people of Louisiana a 
permanent system of moderate duty, whatever it be, so that it be pro- 
tected. Letit be understood by them that this sugar question is not to 
be made the game of battledore and shuttlecock between ties in 
Congress, and I really believe thatif the State of Louisiana was a doubt- 
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ful State no Republican Senator would ever have indulged in the antic- 
ipation of putting sugar on the free-list. 

We confess our orphanage; we admit our helplessness. We only 
know that there is great justice in our cause and in our demands, that 
when we ask you to give us one dollar of protection we turn into the 
Treasury of the United States nine dollars to be spent by the American 
people. What other industry can boast of that result and of that op- 
eration? ButI say that even under the serious disadvantages under 
which those people have been laboring the results which have been ac 
complished in the State of Louisiana are simply marvelous. 

Every improvement that has been made and suggested with reference 
to machinery has been purchased without any hesitation by these 
planters, as intelligent aclass as exists in the United States, devoting 
their whole lives to the study of this one particular question, following 
in the footsteps and having the same ambition as their fathers and grand- 
fathers. They have, by adopting improvements, novel appliances, and 
new processes, converted every old-fashioned sugar-house into almost a 
magnificent refinery, or a sugar-house with new machinery. 

Mr. President, I desire to announce to the Senate that I can not vote 
for this bounty proposition. I believe that itis wrongin principle. I 
believe that it is made with insincerity. I believe that it has no cer- 
tainty and no permanency. I believe that it is equally unjust to the 
sugar-planters of Louisiana and to the Government of the United States; 
that it is not honestly intended to confer any permanent or reliable 
benefit upon the sugar producers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I realize that time is pressing upon 
the Senate—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will yield to me for one moment I 
should like to make a suggestion to the Senate. Unless we can finish 
the debate upon See and upon the proposition in regard 
to reciprocal trade before 6 o’clock it is evident we shall require an 
evening session, and I should like to submit a request for unanimous 
consent to take a recess from half past 5 o’clock till 8 o’clock this 
evening. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not going to engage in the general debate on 
the bill beyond speaking about five minutes on the pending proposition 
of amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had no reference to the Senator from Wisconsin. 
I only desired to ascertain the wishes of Senators upon both sides of the 
Chamber in regard to an evening session. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that at half past 5 o’clock the Senate take a recess 
until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania ob- 


jects. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will move, for the purpose of testing the 
sense of the Senate, that at half past 5 the Senate take a recess until 
8 o’clock. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senatorfrom Rhode Island moves 
that at half past 5 o’clock the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock; on 
which motion the Senator from Pennsylvania asks that the yeas and 
nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to cal! 
the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton}. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but believing that he 
would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this proposition, I vote ‘‘ yea. ’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casry]. I will transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], who is temporarily absent from 
the Chamber, and vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I inquire if the Senator from Virginia {| Mr. DANIEL} 
is recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I to vote then, as I am paired with him. 
The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—4, 
Jones of Nev Pugh, 
— Bears McMillan, — Ranpom, 
HT E Faulkner, a m, Sanders, 
r, 5 Mitchell, Sawyer, 
. G 9 oe Sherman, 
tle , ’ > er, 
Carlisle, — Paddock, Slowart’ 
Casey, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Chandler Hawley, Pierce, Teller, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Piatt, Washburn, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Power, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—13. 
Berry, Dolph, Turpie, Walthall, 
Cameron, Harris, a 
Davis, } Voorhees, 




















ABSENT—23. 


Bate, Dixon, Hearst, Payne, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Hiscock, Pettigrew, 
Blair, Eustis, Jonesof Arkansas, Squire, 
Brown, Farwell, Kenna, Stanford, 
Call, George, McPherson, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hampton, Morrill, 


So the motion was agreed to. | { : 

Mr. SPOONER. Two years ago when the tariff bill was before the 
Senate, and a proposition was made in this body to reduce the duty on 
sugar 1 cent a pound and to give in lieu of the 1-cent reduction a bounty, 
I took occasion to give the reasons which impelled me to vote for the 
bounty. 1 stated at that time, and I am still of the same feeling, that 
I voted fora bounty upon any product reluctantly, and that I knew of 
none except the article of sugar to which, under the circumstances of 
to-day, I would be willing to apply it. 

I shall vote, Mr. President, with the utmost cheerfulness to place 
sugar on the free-list in this bill—and I wish it might be free up to 
No. 16 Datch standard—and to give to the sugar producers of this coun- 
try a bounty of 2 cents a pound. If there can be anything sublimely 
audacious it seems to me the demand made here by the Senators from 
Louisiana, as they make it, that a protective duty upon sugar be con- 
tinued is sublimely audacious. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to interrapt him ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I defend the duty upon sugar—perhaps the Senator 
is not able to understand my position—upon the revenue basis. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam quite ableto understand the Senator. If I 
understood the Senator he said that sugar ought to have protection, 
protection in ‘‘ permanent, safe, and reliable form,’’ in the shape of a 
duty rather than in the form ot a bounty, which isso unpopular, and 
so liable to change, and therefore so unreliable. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator does not desire to misrepresent me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly not. 

Mr. EUSTIS. A duty in the interest of the Government of the 
United States, and incidentally and unavoidably in the interest of the 
sugar-planter. 

Mr. SPOONER. That isthe difficulty with the Senator from Louis- 
iana. His ‘‘revenue’’ duty is, for Louisiana sugar, a strong protective 
duty. 

Mr, EUSTIS. There is no difficulty at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. We import sugar into this country each year, upon 
which the duty amounts to $55,000,000. It is a necessary of life. It 
is not confined in its use to the palace. It goes into every home, how- 
ever lowly. It goes into the cabinof the miner. It goes into the lum- 
ber camp, and into the home of every laboring man. All the people 
must have it. The domestic‘production is, as I recollect it now, and 
I have not time to go into the figures, only about one-eighth of the con- 
sumption. It is so trifling, so insignificant, and it has been so since 
1860, as to produce not the slightest effect upon the price of sugars in 
this country to the consumer. 

So it happens that the duty upon sugar is a tax upon sugar which 


every man who buys a pound of it, be he rich or be he poor, whatever | 


its grade, is obliged to pay. 
Mr. President, the Senators from Louisiana, treating this as a rev- 
enue duty, demand that it shall becontinued. Although we are trying 


our best to reduce the revenue, they demand that it shall be continued, | 


Although they call it a ‘‘revenue”’’ duty, it affords the largest measure 
of protection to the sugar industries of Louisiana that ever was given 
to an industry on this earth. 

Mr. EUSTIS, Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to a 
statement that was made by a Republican colleague who investigated 


the matter, that there would be a deficit of $50,000,000 in the Treasury | 


of the United States within eighteen months? 

Mr. SPOONER. I know of nothing in the Constitution or laws of 
the United States which requires me to agree to thatstatement. I do 
not think it is correct. We are endeavoring by this bill to reduce the 
revenue. One way to reduce the revenues, and the best way, because 
it will bring relief to all the people, is to take this duty offot sugar. But 
I would not be willing to take the duty off of sugar and leave the sugar 
producer of Louisiana without any protection. I am not willing to 
leave the beet-sugar producer of Nebraska or the sugar producer of 
Kansas without protection. 

Two cents bounty is as much protection as 2 cents duty; and we have 
this alternative, to leave this duty on sugar, protecting the domestic in- 
dustry in that way, or togive the 2 cents bounty, with what difference 
in cost to the people, Mr, President. We can give them this protec- 
tion by a bounty at a cost of between six and seven million dollars a 
year. We give the fee by duty at a cost of $55,000,000 a year. 
The Senators from Louisiana‘ask that we shall continue the duty in 
preference to the bounty, although the bounty gives them the same 
measure of protection at a cost to all the people of the country of the 
difference between $55,000,000 a year and $6,000,000 a year. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to make 
a suggestion to him? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. A brief suggestion? 
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Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is estimated that the bounty to be paid towards 
this product this year will be about $9,000,000, and it is held by the 
advocates of the system that the Senator insists upon, that it would 
promote that industry; that the producers say that in the next three 
or four years they will double the domestic production. The bounty 
must then double, and in the next ten years it is likely we shall pro 
duce all that may be consumed in this country. What will then be 
the bounty of 2 centsa pound? It will amount to more than $40,000,- 
600 upon any estimate or moderate calculation. 

Mr. SPOONER. We will cross that bridge when we come to it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then the Senator says, if he will permit me, that 

$55,000,000 a year is paid at the cost of the Government of the United 
| States. Just the reverse is true. It goes into the Treasury of the 
| United States, every dollar of it. 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator is true with his question, the people 
pay it, as the domestic production is so slight as not to affect the price. 
I will state that he put the same question to me two years ago, and it 
is susceptible ofeasy answer. I hope that the domestic production will 
| increase. If it does increase the bounties will increase. We will take 
care of that later. If it does not increase the payment of the bounty 
it is useless; it does not accomplish the effect which is intended. 

But we are dealing, Mr. President, with the financial condition of the 
| country to-day, and the proposition of the Senators from Louisiana is 

that in order to encourage the Louisiana sugar industry and the beet- 
| sugar indnstry in this country all the people shall pay in tax about 
$47,000,000 a year. 

Mr. EUSTIS. To whom do they pay it? 

Mr. SPOONER. Forone I am not in favor of it, Mr. President. 
Talking about protection to the Louisiana sugar industry, I repeat what 
I said two years ago. There has not been a year since 1860 that if the 
people of the United States (but for the revenue which the war made 

| hecessary they should have to carry on the Government ard pay the 
| debts which had been entailed) had bought the entire Louisiana sugat 

product and dumped it into the Gulf they would not have made from 
| thirty-five to forty-five million dollars. 

| I hope this bounty will have the effect to stimulate the domestic 
| production, but 1 havesome doubts about it. I have moredoubt about 

| the increase of it in Louisiana than any Where else, although about that 

| I may be entirely wrong. The Senators from Louisiana would have 
| the people pay $50,000,000 a year tax upon sugar to protect them, 
| the sugar-planters of Louisiana, for that is about what it amounts to, 
i 
| 
| 
| 





when we do not need nor want the revenue; and yet they stand here 
in the Senate voting and advocating that almost every Northern prod 
uct be placed upon the free-list. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have never done that. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator as he took his seat took occasion to 
say to the Senate, although I confess I did not see quite its pertinency 
to the sugar discussion, that New England ought to get her wool free, 
caring nothing for the farmers of the West who are interested in this 
product of Ohio, Wisconsin, Illinois, and other States of the Union. 

Mr. GIBSON. There are quite as many sheep south of the Potomac 
| as north of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. Wool may come in according to the 
Senator from Louisiana from anywhere in the world to destroy this 
agricultural industry. He says they ought to have their iron ore free; 
that New England ought—to use his own language. Why New Eng- 
land any more than any other portions of the country? He said they 
oughtto have their iron ore free, not caring what effect importations or 
Cuban ore, the product of cheaper and more degraded labor, would 
have upon the fortunes of the iron miners who dig under the earth on 
Lake Superior, in Minnesota, in Wisconsin, in Michigan, in Pennsy1- 
vania, and in other portions of the country. 

He says New England should have her coal free, whatever effect it 
might have upon the wages of the coal miners in different parts of th 
country. 

The same with lumber, This willingness to place upon the {ree-list 
almost every item which could be named and demand $50,000,000 pro- 
tection for the Louisiana sugar industry comes—and I close with the 
| remark with which I opened—very near, if not quite, to the sublimity 
of audacity. 

I shall vote with great pleasure myself, intending to do no injustice 
to the sugar industry in Louisiana or anywhere else in this country, 
to make sugar free to our people and cheaper to our people as nearly 
as by this bill we can doit. The Democratic party will go before the 
country for free wool. We will go to the country with free sugar. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, I want to call attention to what it 
seems to me is a fallacy in the argument which is submitted by the 
Senator from Wisconsin. It is that a bounty upon the sugar raised in 
| this country is as much a protection to that industry as a tariff apon 
| the importation of sugar. 

Mr. President, wheu we make the importation of sugar free, though 
we may put a bounty of 2 cents a pound upon that which is produced 
in this country, we open the markets of the United States to the sugar 
of Cuba, of Brazil, of Germany, the West India Islands, and wherever 
it is made. Whatever bounty is paid upon the sugar produced iu this 
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country, it has to go into the market in competition with the free sugar 
from all the other sugar-producing countries, and in competition with 
that lower and cheaper class of labor to which the Senator has just re- 
ferred, when speaking of the importation of Cuban ores, which are 
brought in competition with the labor of this country. 

While I am up, Mr. President, 1 wish to say that we have heard ar- 
gument after argument about the necessity of protectang American in- 
dustries and American labor, Here, now, avowed by gentlemen who 
take pleasure in avowing themselves protectionists on account of pro- 
tection, we find the argument reversed, We find here a proposition to 
benefit the labor of Cuba, the labor of Germany, the labor of Brazil, 
the labor of Central America, the labor of all countries outside of our 
own, at the expense of the labor of our country. 

Gentlemen need not assume that that is counteracted by the fact 
that «a bounty is paid, because, as I said before, when you bring the 
free sugar from the cheap-labor countries in competition with the sugar 
which is to be produced in this country, whatever bounty you pay for 
the production of that sugar, it goes into the market with the free 
sugars and the enormous amount of sugar produced in other countries 
and it has to come down to the level of the prices of sugar of the other 
countries. So you may pay the bounty, but the loss is sustained on 
the price of the sugar which is to be made by this country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], It 
will be again read. 

The Srecrerary. After the word ‘“‘pound,’’ in line 17, page 51, 
insert: 

To the producer of sugar of like test from imported molasses,a bounty of 1 
cent per pound. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANDERSON, | offerthe amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 54, after paragraph 223, insert a new 
paragraph, as follows: 

That all machinery purchased abroad and erected in a beet-sugar factory for 
the manufacture of beet sugar in the United States from beets produced therein 
shall be admitted daty free until the Ist day of July, 1892: Provided, That any 
duty collected onany of the abové-deseribed machinery purchased abroad and 
imported into the United States for the uses above indicated since January |, 
1890, shall be refunded. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I offer an amendment to that te include machinery 
to be used in producing sugar from cane. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 
as proposed to be amended by the Senator from Louisiana. 

The SeckErARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment so as to 
make it read: 

That all machinery purchased abroad and erected in a beet-sugar, sorghum, 
or sugar-cane factory for the manufacture of sugar in the Uni States from 
beet, sorghum, or cane produced therein, shall be admitted duty free until the 
ist day of July, 1892: Provided, That any duty collected on any of the above- 
described machinery purchased abroad and imported into the United States for 
the uses indicated since January 1, 1890, shall be refunded. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will accent the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. TheSenator from Nebraska will most decidedly 
not accept it. The amendment to the amendment, as I understand it, 
proposes to extend the privilege of free importation of the machinery 
that is used in the production of sugar to ribbon cane or sorghum as 
well as to the beet. 

I certainly do not favor this amendment to the amendment, because 
I do not think it is needed that we should have any such exemption. 
Ever since the foundation of this Government sugar has been produced 
from cane, and the cane-sugar machinery is, [ understand, manufactured 
in this country, As compared with the machinery needed for the 
ducing of sugar from beets it is very simple machinery, The machin- 
ery that is needed for beet sugar is made altogether in Germany, France, 
and Austria, and none of it is made in this country. It is qnite in- 
tricate and diffienlt of manufacture; and in the early stages of this 
new industry I think it would be imposing a very severe burden upon 
it if it was required to pay the duty that there is upon this vast ma- 
chinery, which I understand is 40 per cent. 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr.GRAY. I ask him if it is not trae that the machinery now 
used in the manufacture of sugar from the cane is the same under the 
recent diffusion process as that used in the manufacture of sugar from 
beets in Germany by what is known as the diffusion process? 

Mr. MANDERSON, I understand that it is a very different class of 
machinery. 

Mr.GRAY,. I think the Senator is greatly mistaken about that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think not. My information comes from 
those who are fully informed upon this subject. 

Mr. GRAY. I have the authority just atthis moment of the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], who is presumed to be acquainted 
with it, to say that the machinery is the same. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My authority is the gentleman quoted by the 
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Senator from Louisiana and complimented by him. Mr. Oxnard, who, 
at enormous cost, has erected this great bect-sugar plant at Grand 
Island, Nebr. All the machinery for that plant was imported from 
Austria. It came into this country by way of New Orleans. Not a 
piece of it was bought in this country, because it could not be obtained 
here. I understand that most of the machinery used tor the extrac- 
tion of sugar from either the sorghum or the ribbon cane is manufact- 
ured in this country. Itwould hardly seem likely that this gentleman 
would go to the enormous expense of ordering the machinery from 
abroad and paying 40 per cent. duty upon it if he could obtain it in 
this country. I understand from him that it is a very different class 
of machinery. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I can inform the Senator from Nebraska that there 
is no doubt about the question. What is known as the diffusion proc- 
ess used in the beet manufacture is also known as the diffusion proc- 
ess in reference tocane. It is an entirely new process in reference to 
cane that has been tried and experimented with, and it is identically 
the same machinery. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It seems from what has been said by the Senator 
from Nebraska that we are to have the case of binding-twine and bag- 
ging for cotton over again on this subject. The Senate made binding- 
twine free by quite a large vote, and then by an equally large vote on 
the same day refused to make bagging for cotton free, although it is 
manufactured from precisely the same material, the material being put 
upon the free-list. Now, the Senator from Nebraska moves to admit 
free of duty all machinery for the manufacture of sugar from beets and 
opposes the admission of machinery free for the manufacture of sugar 
from cane and sorghum, although it ‘s exactly the same kind of ma- 
chinery. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator what occasion 
there is to admit the machinery that he speaks of. The Senator from 
Louisiana desires to have it admitted free when the best machinery of 
that kind manufactured in the world is manufactured in thiscountry. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then why does the Senator from Nebraska want 
it admitted free for the manufacture of beet sugar? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Because the other is not manufactured here at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But it is the same kind of machinery. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senatorfrom Louisiana has just said that the 


same machinery is used. 


Mr. PADDOCK. It is not the same kind of machinery. At least 


such is the information that comes from experts to me. The applica- 
tion of the diffusion process is different. The machinery that is applied 
to the diffasion 


duction of beet sugar in the world is manufactured in Germany, where 


process is different. The best machinery for the pro- 


they have had enormous experience in the use of such machinery, and 
the best cane-sugar machinery is manufactured in this country. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will explain to the Senator from Nebraska that the 
machinery which is used in Louisiana is not the machinery which is used 
in Austria in what is called the diffusion process, but the machinery 
for the diffusion process can be used, and has been used, for the cane, 
and it is identically the same machinery, and that machinery has been 
imported from Austria and used in Louisiana, and it is called the dif- 
fusion process. 

Mr. CARLISLE. is it superior to the old method? 

Mr. EUSTIS. It is an improved method. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand it is improved machinery for the 
manufacture of sugar from beets and from cane, and it is machinery of 
the same kind in both cases, and is largely mannfactured in the city 
of Wilmington, in the State of Delaware. Moreover, it is no answer 
to this from the standpoint of the Senator from Nebraska to say that 
the machinery is not made hereatthistime. Thequestion is, as we have 
been told over and over again during all this discussion, whether it 
can be made here or not. Tin-plate is not made here. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I honethe Senator from Kentucky will notice 
that the amendment limits the period of free importation until Janu- 
ary 1, 1892, so as to give the chanee for the development of this manu- 
facture here. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator then supposes that under absolute 
free trade in this machinery the industry will be established here, and 
after it has been established then he pro to have free trade no 
longer. That isthe amendment; that it shall be admitted free of duty | 
until the industry is established under free trade, and then it will be 
subject to a duty. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask the attention of the Senate while I make an 
explanation of the facts in rd to this matter. 

A few years ago our planters, some of whom had traveled in Eu- 
rope, conceived idea that the machinery ied in Europe to the 
manufacture of sugar from beets might be in this country to 


cane, and imported Euro machinery for that purpose. Of 
course it eeddiidasatlibanen wie eestedied in Siie eataratin, 
for it was an expense, just as it has upon the con- 
stituents of the from Nebraska in bringing in machinery from 


Austria to convert beets into sugar. 
It was no experiment so far as beets were concerned, but it was an 
experiment so far as sugar-cane and sorghum were concerned. So, real- 
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izing the heavy burden that was placed upon the sorghum and sugar | have had more 


farmers, the Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB] and I united in getting 
an appropriation from the Government to make this experiment, and 
the machinery for this purpose was manufactured in Delaware. We 
bad tried the foreign machinery and found that it worked well, and 
after that our mechanics were enlisted, because there was nobody in 
Louisiana with money enough to try the experiment in this country; 
no machinist was willing to doit. Butwe have ascertained now that 


our mechanics can make the machinery here just like that in Austria | 


for the sorghum-cane and sugar-cane; and why, therefore, can they not 
manufacture the same article in this country that is manufactured in 
Europe for the beets, because there is no experiment in respect to the 
beets ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me one word. Since the 
statement of the Senator's colleague I have had an opportunity to con- 
fer with Mr. Oxnard, who is the very best authority in this country in 
respect to this industry. Mr. Oxnard says that the machinery for the 
manufacture of beet sugar is entirely different; that the models re- 
quired for the manufacture of this machinery in this country to-day 
are not possessed here by any one, and they are not procurable. That is 
his statement. 

Mr.GIBSON. Thatisan extraordinary statement, because we know 
very well that our mechanics can make a piece of machinery, for it is 
not very complex, to express the juice out of the beet, whereas it was 
an experiment to convert the cane into juice by this new system. [| 
believe that if the machinists were summoned here from Wilmington, 
Del., they would say that there was no difliculty about making the 
machinery for the beets. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to suggest to the Senator that I 
have no question but that these machines will be ultimately made 
in the United States, and my amendment is simply for the inauguration 
of this experiment at this time. It can not be possible that any manu- 
facturing establishment would agree, except at an outlay that no man 
could afford to pay, to make two or three of these machines or sets of 
machines for this purpose; but when this industry is under way and the 
different beet factories or plants are scattered here and there over the 
country, then, of course, the machinery will be made in this country, 
and of that I have no doubt. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska, then, to get 
aspecial appropriation to pay for one of these machines. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator willallow me, I know of my own know!}- 
edge that it is not merely a thing to be desired, bat that one set of this 
machinery has been actually made in this country, and I think the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] would bear me out in saying, if I 
could have his attention for a moment, that machinery for the produc- 
tion of sugar trom the beet is made in this country to-day, and can be 
made here. i 

Mr. PLUMB. It undoubtedly can bemadein thiscountry. The dif- 
ference in machinery erected for the manufacture of sugar from beets 
and from sorghum or ribbon cane is very slight. I should say myself 
that the advantage to be derived to thesugar producer would be of very 
limited duration by the introduction of this machinery free. I was 
told by Mr. Spreckels, who is very well known, that while he had im- 
ported from Germany the machinery for the first factory which he 
erected in California for the manufacture of sugar from beets, Cali- 
fornia mechanics and manufacturers, once having the object-lesson 
of what was required, presented to him duplicated machinery which 
was necessary for another plant very greatly to his satisfaction; that is, 
they made a complete factory, answering the same purpose of the ma- 
chinery which he had brought from Germany, in a more tasteful form 
and lighter, and yet at the same time equally effective. 

I should say that the effect of this amendment ought to be limited. 
I was not present when it was presented and so I donot know for what 
period the Senator p: that the free importation shall extend. 

Mr. PADDOCK. To the 1st of January, 1892. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. I have nodoubt the effect of that would 
be to show to the American manufacturers and mechanics exactly what 
was needed. Whatever trouble there is now grows outof the fact that 
our American manufacturers, having established certain lines upon 
which they move, are loath toenter intoa new field, and they do not take 
up the manufacture of sugar machinery with as much alacrity as they 
might, and perbaps for very good reasons. As the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] suggests, it is from lack of confidence in the 
market which they may have tosupply. While there is manafactured 
in this country, perhaps, nearly every element of every single machine, 
that is, of the larger number of them at any rate, which is required for 
use in a sugar factory, there are only a few places where they manu- 
facture all the machine in such a way that the makers can contract 
to put up a complete mill ready for operation. 

It was found when the Department came to put up its experimental 
factory in Kansas and also in Louisiana with pumps which cost $700 
or $300 in Germany, that pumps with equal capacity and fally as dur- 
able could be had for $200 or $300, so much more light and compact 
was the machinery which had been made by American factories with 
American materials and American mechanics. But I suppose there 
are no doubt some lines in which the Germans excel as yet. They 
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Mr. MANDERSON. If] ! nator, tl 1atter ji 

one that perhaps can only |} expert in this 
business. The ntlem vi l I ) é times 
to-day, particularly by t ator 1 Louisian M I and 
who told us of the fact that he | study 
ing this question, infor 1 us of his expend f 1d his in 
vestment, and said in ans e 
between the beet-sugar machinery and the cane-s ! hinery by 
the diffusion process?’’ ‘‘ Entirely different mod Besid a- 
sion we have carbonization and filtration, which have never been used 
in this country.’’ So it is quite evident that it is not only very diffe: 
ent machinery, but a very different process. The carbonization and 
filtration do not seem to enter, in this form at least, into the produc 
ing of sugar from cane, but in the producing of sugar from the beet 


they are an essential part of the process. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am quite willing that this shall be tried for the 
length of time that I understand is proposed by the Senator from 
Nebraska, and that does not in any way militate against the force 
of my argument I want to say, however, that what is stated 
about the difference in machinery, [ think, relates to the manufacture 
of sugar from the ribbon cane rather than to the mannitacture of sugar 
from beets, In the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, machinery 
for the purpose of filtration is needed andis used. At Medicine Lodge, 
in my State, where sugar was made last year from both sorghum and 
beets, the same machinery was used, althoughit was confessed that 
little change in the cutting apparatus, that is new cutting apparatu 
would have been desirable. 

I am told that the entire change could have been made for abou 
52,500. The beet is cut by a projecting knife from a revolving disk 
that can not be adapted to the cutting of the sorghum cane, because 
that has a tough shell which incloses the stalk and clogs the knife 
Of course there would be some Jittle difference, perhaps, in the carriage, 
and so on, but that is trifling; the essential principle as applicable to 
the extraction of saccharine from cane and beet is the in this 
country. 


ua 
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I believe the German methods are more cumbersome and less effect 
ive than the American methods, andI have no doubt that if fora year 
or two the American manufacturer or mechanic should have before him 
the operation of beet-sugar manufacture as carried on in Germany he 
would adopt many improvements to accomplish the same purpose, and 
be able to produce the same machinery ata less price. ‘The vote I shall 
give on this floor will be upon the theory that the American manu 
facturer or mechanic needs this object-lesson for a limited period « 
time. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to state to the Senator from N ska that 
different processes are used in Louisiana. They have imported many 
of them from Europe, and many of them are made in this country. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, it is already apparent from this de- 
bate, and I have otherwise understood it to be a fact, that machinery 
has been made in this country, and notably at the n of Pusey 
Jones & Co., at Wilmington, Del., for the manufacture of machinery fo 
making s\gar out of sorghum and making it out Both those 
were experiments, and both of thosee n met succe 
fully by that concern. 


one 


of cane, 


xperiments hav be 


It also appears from what is said by the Senator from Kansas tha 
they have shown great adaptability in many improved processes over the 
foreign machinery. We are told that there is an object-lesson already 


brought to this country by Mr. Oxnard in his n 
It seems to me, therefore, that there is no reason to anticipate but th: 
from this time on the improved German machinery may he 
and made better than that which is already imported 
that the necessity for this amendment does not exist. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, [ think it should be understood th 
the great machine-shops, as they are called, in this country, scattered 
through various portions of the Union, are competent to take hold ofan 
old machine and reproduce it only by the operations necessary of thei 
general appliances to manufacture machinery. The beets will not g 
much between now and next summer, I think it may be conceded 

Mr. PADDOCK. The crop this year will grow some. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have said between now and next s 

Mr. PADDOCK. I say the crop this fail will grow some. 

Mr. EVARTS. If our mechanics know that there i 
for machinery for beet manufacture, they can find model 
reproduce them as fast as the beet-grow 
this amendment nobody will un to manufacture any of this ma 
chinery until after 1892. Weare not, therefore, in anysituation why we 
can not have a concurrenceo: machi with the agricultural growth 
and development and readiness for machinery when we have abunda 
plantsin very many portions of our country that are able to take hold « 
models and in three months, or two months, or one month, reprodu 
the machinery. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempsie. The Senator from Nebraska did not 
accept the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana? 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I did not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Louisiana to the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska, 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, this whole question of beet-sugar 
production in this country is experimental, and it does not seem prob- 
able that the machine-shops of this country are going to invest the 
large amount of money necessary to manufacture the machinery until 
it becomes a success. 

During this experimental period, while we are testing this question, 
it seems to me that every facility ought to be offered to foreign ma- 
chinery from abroad in order to make that test. 

I have no doubt in the world if this beet-sugar industry becomes a 
success, as I have not the slightest doubt that it will, that the ma- 
ehinery will all, as it should be, be made in this country. It can be 
made better and eventually cheaper here; but until our machinists 
are justified in investing the large amount of money that will be neces- 
sary it seems to me very important that this machinery should be ad- 
mitted free. 

Mr, MANDERSON. As I have exhausted the right to speak on the 
amendment in my own time, I should like to make a suggestion to 
the Senator from Minnesota in his time, which is not exhausted. 

The precedents for this action are very numerous, and the same 
course has been taken as to different machines that we ask to have 
taken as to this. In volume 18 of the statutes I find that for two 
years, less than the time mentioned in thisamendment, machinery for 
manufacturing from ramie, jute, and flax was permitted to be intro- 
duced free of duty. 

In volume 16, steam-plows and machinery for steam towage on 
canals were exempted from duty for two years. In volume 17, steam- 
towage machinery and steam-plows were exempted forafurther period 
of two years. In volume 15, Statutes at Large, page 260, I find that 
steam agricultural machinery generally was admitted free for a period 
of time. 

So it seems to have been the rule that it would take about two years 
for this object-lesson to have its full effect and give such an opportunity 
tor the development of the industry as would permit our manufactur- 
ing establishments to build the machines in large quantities. 

Ir. WASHBURN. I understand very well that there are prece- 
dents, but even if there were no precedents atall, this is a case wherea 

recedent should be made. The machinery used in the manufacture of 
beet sugar is very expensive, and itis in no wise probable that the man- 
ufacturers in this country are going to take the chance of making the 
large investment necessary until they become satisfied there is to be a 
continual and large demand in the future, I think the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska isa perfectly plain and sensible proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the proposition submitted by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] was to relieve the making 
of sugar from the beet to the extent of allowing the machinery for 
that purpose to be introduced free of duty. Now, discussion has come 
up as to whether exactly the same sort of machinery is used in mak- 
ing beet sugar which is used in making cane sugar and sugar of sor- 
ghum, and we lose sight of the material thing in discussing the im- 
material things that have been brought up in relation to this question. 

In order to preserve the sugar industry it is proposed to give 2 cents 
a pound from the Treasury for the sugar which is produced, what- 
ever it is produced from. Now, if itis necessary to grant further re- 
lief, is there any reason to determine whether the same machinery is 
used or somewhat different machinery? Is there a reason why a dis- 
crimination should be made in favor of the sugar-beet rather than of 
sorghum and of the sugar-caae? Is there any other reason on earth 
except that which is sectional, and that a majority in Northern lati- 
tudes may raise beet sugar, while there is not a majority where the 
cane sugar and where to a large extent sorghum is raised ? 

Mr. President, it seems to me no question can arise where justice can 
be done as between the industries of the sections in this bill. Wherever 
there is an industry in the southern part of the country something is 
done either to reduce the protection heretofore afforded it or to take it 
entirely off, or in some way to discriminate against it, while with ref- 
erence to every interest almost, I think I may say every one, in the 
Northern States something is done to increase the protection and to 
secure additional advantages. 

Now, I ask, gentlemen, is it supposed that this sort of political mo- 
rality can command the respect and confidence of the country? Is 
there no such thing as justice to guide the action of one of the most 
exalted deliberative bodies upon the earth? Has justice taken wings 
and flown away? Does everything depend upon latitudeas to whether 
benefits shall be bestowed or injuries inflicted ? 

As suggested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] a little 
bit ago, when twine that was used by the wheat-growers of the North- 
west was up, we made that free, and when cotton-bagging, made of 

isely the same material, was up we imposed a duty, and while mak- 
ng the binding-twine free for the wheat-growers we raised the duty on 
cotton-ties from 35 per cent, to over 105 per cent. We reduced the 
duty on rice and proposed to take the duty off sugar. I believe we 


increased the duties on tobacco, but on this question, which is a ques- 
tion whether the sugar industries of this country shall be sustained, is 
there a reason why one part of the sugar mn this country shall 
be sustained and another part not sustained by the same means? 

I suppose, Mr. President, it is idle to talk of these things. It is use- 
less to hope for justice. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, from time to time we are instructed 
as to the degree to which the Senator from Texas has been suffering 
from the mercy of the Government for now a full quarter of a century. 
For one, I commiserate his condition, and I am sorry that he is in a 
situation to be continually reminding us that the Government of the 
United States is abusing him and the section of country to which he 
belongs. I think that there is a broader view of this situation upon 
which he might employ his reflections, and possibly averaging the 
whole career of the Senator and his section he might come to the con- 
clusion that on the whole the Government of the United States has not 
been an enemy to him or to those whom he represents. 

Mr. REAGAN, If the Senator will allow me, I have never com- 
plained that the Government has done anything tome. I have no 
complaint to make for myself, and I trust the Senator will not assume 
a tion for me that I do not assume for myself. 

r. BLAIR. I was about to go on to say that in this specific mat- 
ter the Senator is instituting a whine where he ought to be exercisin 
his thankfulness. It has been devel in this very debate to whi 
he has been listening that only a very brief period ago the Government 
of the United States made an appropriation on purpose to develop and 
to bless the sugar industry of the South; took pains, with the co-opera- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas, to make a specific appropriation to 
test certain machinery, the object of which was to add to the facilities 
for the production of sugar in Louisiana as well perhaps as elsewhere; 
went to the pains of attaching an amendment, as difficult a thing to 
do as to have passed a specific act—it was spoken of as a specific act of 
appropriation—in order to furnish the South with machinery at the 
expense of the Government, so that she might do better in the sugar 
business. 

The Senator from Louisiana reminds the Senator from Nebraska that 
he ought to be at the special trouble of getting a particular act to do 
this very thing. He does notcomplain bat of something which might 
well be done. He does not find fault for this same thing as a prece- 
dent in the treatment by the Government of the sugar-planters of Loui- 
siana, but he says that here and now when we are enacting a law to 
which this is a relevant provision, and when within a minute the whole 
thing could be done, and only then be done which has been done for 
Louisiana but a short period ago, the Senator from Nebraska shall be 
put to the pains of securing a specific act. 

Now, why is that? What sense is therein it? We are ing a 
tariff bill; we are entering upon this great experiment; and it seems 
that in order to test it successfully this machinery, which it has been 
demonstrated can not be produced in this country, for the experiment 
is abroad, where we do not need tomake any appropriation at all, shall 
be admitted free. No eS is asked for it; not a cent is to be 
taken from the Treasury, while Louisiana took money out of the Treas- 
ury. All we have to do is to let in that which exists abroad free, with 
no expense to anybody. : , 

I should like to know what the Senator from Texas, with his long 
record of merey for at least a quarter of a century behind him, and 
which he can contemplate, and in the spirit of which he ought to ap- 
proach this discussion, has to say to justify the imputations which he 
has made upon this Government and upon the people of the North as 
having abused the South and exercised an unpatriotic sectionalism 
towards them. 

I say that the Senator would do well to contemplate the nature of 
the words in which he indulges altogether too freely in the Senate, and 
which I hear from no other Southern Senator whatever. A score of 
times during this session I have heard from the Senator from Texas 
just this same sort of imputation, ng the Government to which 
he owes his life. For one, Mr. President, while I listen to it, and I 
can endure it as well as any one, I venture, within the limits of the 
co of the Senate, to remind the representative from Texas that 
he t to consider the weight of his words if he expects that we 
should attach any importance to them. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator if I madea single statement that 
was not the truth. 

Mr. BLAIR. Just one rs eee oe quietl y 
and listen respectfully, with qu e respect I recommen 
to the Senator ern Ned ts us again that he well understand the 


> of his oy. 

. REAGAN. I should like to have the privilege of saying one 
word in to the Senator from New Hampshire. I know I am 
not in order to say it now. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator has spoken once on this 
uestion. 
. Mr, SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 


Texas . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _Is there objection? 
Mr. HOAR, I Senet think that unanimous consent ought to be 











sit, 


a 





1890. 





given, The Senator from Texas will have an opportunity on the next 
amendment that comes up, withont violating the understanding. We 
have refused unanimous consent several times. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the Senator from Texas go on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He will get an opportunity to speak on the next 
amendment. 7 z 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana 
/Mr. Eustis] tothe amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska 
as MANDERSON |? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The gentleman to whom my colleague and I have 
referred several times, who is putting up an extensive plant at a cost 
of more than half a million dollars in ourState, has already made his ar- 
rangements to erect plants at two other different places. He has been 
endeavoring to secure contracts in this country for the manufacture of 
machinery for those two places in the time required, in a couple of 
years, and he has failed utterly to find any manufacturing institution 
in which any manufacturer of this class of machinery will undertake to 
enter into a contract to furnish the machinery. 

There is another thing that I desire to say in answer to what the Sen- 
ator from Texas has said, and that is, in the first place, his premises are 
all wrong. By the universal consensus of the opinion 0’ experts this 
machinery is not at all the same machinery as that required in the 
manufacture of sugar from cane. It is entirely different. I will say 
to theSenator that the machinery used in France, Austria, and Germany 
is different in each of those countries. The machinery which has been 
secured by the gentleman to whom we have referred is from Austria. 

Before our machinists here undertake to perfect this machinery in our 
country they ought to have the benefit of all the knowledge attain- 
able in the manufacture of machinery, and of all the experiences of 
constructors in those three countries, in order that they may more in- 
telligently and usefully employ their ability in the getting up of the 
best machinery, and in order to reach best results here at the outset. 
Within two years I have no doubt the result will be that American 


machinists will make better machinery for this use than is made in | 


Europe, as they always have done in everything as soon as they have 
the opportunity, and when there is the demand for it, to warrant the 
employment of their skill and their genius in manufacture. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I wish to say one word only. The 
process is in an experimental state in Lonisiana. We have only four 
or five diffusion apparatus in Louisiana. They are very expensive, and 
the farmers are not able to buy them. ‘That is the reason why our 
production has not increased very rapidly in the last two or three years. 
I believe it would be increased a great deal more if we had been able to 
import the apparatus directly from Europe. 

1 wish to say again that I have no objection to the producers of beet 
sugar getting their machinery free. If the facts related by the Senators 
from Nebraska are true, wecan not object to their getting their ma- 
chinery free; but it appears to me that inasmuch as it is just in an 
equally experimeutal stage in Louisiana we ought also to get our ma- 
chinery free for this new process. 


Mr. WASHBURN, I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana, | 


before he takes his seat, whether the machinery that is now used in 


Louisiana has ever been built or made abroad, whether we have the | 


models, whether they are in a way of constructing the machinery such 
as is used in diffusion. 


Mr. GIBSON. I stated that we had about five or six of these ma- | 


chines in the State, and the application of this apparatus enables us to 
double the amount of sugar taken from a ton of cane. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Where was that machinery built ? 

Mr. GIBSON. That machinery was built in Delaware. 

Mr. WASHBURN, Has any machinery of a similar character ever 
been built abroad ? 


Mr. GIBSON. I understand there has been; that the first machine | 


of the kind was brought-from Europe. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Where has it been used ? 


Mr. GIBSON. In the State of Louisiana. JI am informed that the | 


first machinery ever used in Louisiana was made in Europe. 
Mr. WASHBURN. But not more than one machine? 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. | 
SPOONER] arraigned the Senators from Louisiana and those of us on | 
this side of the Chamber who believe that this sugar schedule is not | 


right and just and fair to all the interests of this country, and complains 


of us that we are advocating a proposition to retain the tax of practi- | 
the people of thiscountry, setting out with the | 
broad propositian that this tax comes directly from the consumer, re- | 


cally $60,000,000 upon 


versing, as he does, the theory with which he votes upon every other 
proposition in this bill. 

Mr, SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I stated that it was a tax, in my opinion, for the 
reason, and I reiterate it, that the domestic product is so trifling com- 
pared to the demand and the consumption that it will not have any ap- 
preciable effect upon the price. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, I understand the Senator’s proposition, and 
yet in every other schedule of this bill he has advocated and voted, 
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| as all the Senators on that side practically have, for increased rates ot 
| duties on the theory that it would protect American interests and pro- 
mote American interests and workmen, and that it did not come out 
| of the pockets of the tax-payers. 

Mr. President, we have a bill before us proposing to reduce revenue. 
As stated by the Senator from Iowa, and I adopt his figures (they are 
the most favorable that his party or any member of his party can make 
out of this bill), the total reductions are only $60,000,000, and of that 
$60,000,000 you have taken off of sugar with deliberation, with pur- 

pose and forethought, $56,000, 000, of which amount $27,000,000 was by 
| this bill applied to increasing the tax on manufactures of the highest 
| grade, principally manufactured in the Northern States, and yet the 
| Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAIR] and the otherSenators com- 
plain when gentlemen on thisside of the Chamber say that you have dis 
criminated againsta section; and yet, Mr. President, it is true in every 
schedule of the bill. 

Take the case referred to by the Senator from Kentucky a moment 
since, binders’ twine, used all over the country, but practically in the 
| North and Northwest, we find advocates for it on the other side; but 
| When it came to cotton-bagging, used principally in the South, asa 
matter of course you are against it. Not, Mr. President, that I believe 
| that in the end you will admit bindevs’ twine free. When this bill gets 
to the conference committee and is to be considered by the men who 
| made it in another place, and it comes back to this Chamber, I have no 

doubt that the farmers will be deprived of cheap binders’ twine. 

Mr. BLAIR. May Lask the Senator who pat binders’ twine on the 
| free-list but the Democratic party with a few Republicans joining 
them ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, the solid Democratic vote with 
| the aid of a few Republicans did secure the reduction, in the interest o! 
| the farmers of the country, and the distinguished Senator from Min- 
| nesota [Mr. DAVIS] is entitled to great credit for his able and unan- 
| swerable argument in favor of it. I did not expect it from the Sena- 
| tor from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do the Republican party, the majority of it, discrim- 
inate against the South, is the question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, in every sectionof the bill. I 
do not wonder that the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire, 
when he is reminded of that fact day after day, gets angry under it and 
| Winces under it, and turns upon the Senators from the South and re- 
| minds them that their lives were saved by the generosity of the Gov- 
;ernment. I thought when he uttered it that it was nota manly senti- 

ment, and it was one that I did not expect from him. In the dis 
| cussion of this question I regret to see that personal allusions are to be 
| made. ; 

I stand, Mr. President, as a Democrat and as loval to the Govern- 
ment as avy man inthecountry, and I for one resent such imputations, 
} 
' 
| 


The fair discussion that has been had on this bill showing, as we think 

| we have, that you have discriminated against a section because your 
| party has no power in that section, is fair and legitinatedebate. But 
| for one I resent the imputation thrown upon individuals on this side 
of the Chamber who are abundantly able to take care of themselves at 
| apy time. 
Bat history will record that your party, almost exclusively coming 
from one section of the country, ina mad race to increase your manu- 
factories, with a determination to add to the wealth of corporations 
with a fixed purpose to protect these trusts that have been principally 
organized in the North, this bill has been so framed as to add millions 
of dollars to their coflers at the expense of the people of the country; 
| and no taunts of saving the life of any man on the Democratic side 
| will deter us now and later on when we come to the people, to the hon 
est men in the North, Republicans and Democrats, to hold you and your 
party to the line that you have marked out for yourselves. 

You have made this measure sectional. You have done it for th: 
purpose of increasing the profits there; and when we come now witha 
| proposition from the Senator from Nebraska who wants cheap ma 
chinery, that his constituents and his people in that section of the 
country may make beet sugar with cheap machinery, we will go back 
to them and tell them that the Senator from Wisconsin and nearly 
every Senator on that side of the Chamber, when we said to you, ‘‘ Give 
us only a fair reduction in the iron ore and we will make the steel and 
the iron and the machinery, for we have the skill; give usonlya small 
reduction in the raw material and we will furnish your beet manu- 
facturers with the best machinery in the world,’’ you voted against us. 

You: refused to give us the opportunity, and now in sectional spirit 
| xou advocate in your proposition free machinery from Austria, depriv- 

ing our workmen of the opportunity of making it. But you propose 
| to confine it alone to machinery that you use in the Northwest, and 

when the proposition comes to give the same opportunity for cheap ma- 
chinery to the South for canesugar that you give the beet raisers in the 

Northwest and on the Pacific you say no, we must discriminate against 

you, and then youturn upon usand remind usof the fact that the Demo 
| crats are indebted to the generosity of the Government for their lives. 
| Well, Mr. President, it does seem to me that while you have the 
power, with a majority in every department of this Government, bent 
| as you are upon this excessive and outrageous legislation, as we under- 
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stand it, you should content yourselves with fixing this burden upon the 
' American without these personal taunts; they will not deter us 
from den this bill. You will pass it, but there remains an ap- 
peal to the people. With their verdict we will be content. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I desire toremind Senators before 
the hour of taking the recess is reached that debate upon this bill will 


be closed with the session this evening, and I wish if possible to have | serted themsel 


all the amendments acted upon in order that the bill may be passed to 
a third reading to-night. 

I also give notice that I shall offer an amendment for the committee 
after the pending schedule is disposed of, providing that the bill shall 
take effect on the Ist day of October, 1890. 

_ Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator only to give a notice; it 
is not a general understanding that we shall vote on all the amend- 
ments to-night? - 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said that I hoped we would reach and act upon 
all amendments at the session to-night. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1889. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid’ before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed in addition to the usual number 15,000 copies of the twelfth number of 
the Statistical Abstract of the United States for the year 1889, of which 5,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., 
in lieu of Indianola, Tex., was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the use of a portion 
of the United States military reservation at Chattanooga for a public 
park by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn., was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m). 
The hour of half past 5 o’clock having arrived, the Senate takes a re- 
cess until 8 tok. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate resumed it session at 8 o’clock p. m. 
THE REVENUE BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Evsris] to the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON] will be stated. 

TheCurerCierK. In line2of theamendment, after ‘‘ beet-sugar,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘sorghum and sugar cane;’’ in the same line, 
before the word ‘‘sugar,’’ it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ beet;’’ 
and in line i3, after the word ‘‘ beets,’’ to insert ‘‘ sorghum and cane;’’ 
so as to make the amendment read: 
and capar-sane tutes) tor the sauapnsteavel onges tu sien Seneee dagueetons 
beets, sorghum, and cane produced therein shail be admitted duty free until 
the Ist day of July, 1892: Provided, That any duty collected on any of the 
above-described machinery purchased vend Cal imported into the United 
States for the uses above indicated since January 1, 1890, shall be refunded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, in the long discussion now drawing to 
a close I do not remember to have heard the claim that any of the theo- 
retical arguments submitted have been new. On the contrary, we have 
heard Senators participating in the discussion wearily confess that they 
were repeating what had often been said—once at least an acknowledg- 
ment that old straw was being thrashed. 

It is true there have been some fresh considerations presented, in- 
duced by new or modified conditions. Even they have been fewer 
than contestants have sought to make out. Often it has been dis- 
covered that the pretended new-comer was an old acquaintance in dis- 

ise. 

Whatever of new argument has been set forth I think may be safely 
said to have had its occasion in conditions new or assumed to be new. 

But aside from argument, Mr. President, I think it will be agreed 
that one new feature has marked this discussion—new in its intensfty 
at least. ° 

it is the appeal by the opponents of this measure—sometimes almost 
frantic—to the farmer, 

It is not difficult, perhaps, to understand why profound considera- 
tion should just now he extended to the farmer. 

One would be blind indeed not to have discovered that at t he 
is a condition and growing less and less a theory, and it on hoa 
doubted that this new-born deference for the farmer is due to the cir- 
cumstance that he is ‘‘in evidence "’ to-day as never before. 


The farmers, Mr. President, as a rule care little for politics, except 
some great issue be involved. Not many of them are seekers after 
place. They are chats 
will but discharge the of 


think that Government was not by any means a function fit for their 
rude manipulation. 

But this has occurred when Government has fallen into channels so 
adverse to or neglectful of their interests that it has seemed to them 
unendurable. 

Have they at such times made mistakes? Not unlikely; but they 
have also accomplished decided reforms. Their mistakes they have 


readily acknow , too readily it may be, and I think they have 
sometimes their powers when they should have kept on until 
experience had taught them to avoid their errors. They should have 


remembered that practice makes perfect. 

It has .epeatedly been brought out in this Chamber that the inter- 
ests of 40 per cent. of the people of this nation are directly associated 
with the farm. And of these the percentage of proprietors is not 
equaled in any other important industry. 

Is there any reason why this almost preponderant element of our 
population should not participate in State and national affairs other- 
wise than by votes? Is it not eminently fit that they have represen- 
tation in legislative and administrative councils ? 

Mr. President, if all the classified interestsand industries of theland 
were represented even in the halls of Congress I believe all would be 
the gainers thereby. Certainly it would be true in a more complete 
sense that this was a government by the people. 

It goes without saying that ability, natural or developed, is not 
equal among all who till the soil. Not all are fit for such responsi- 
bilities; nor are all merchants, nor all lawyers, nor all of other call- 
ings. But that there are men equal to any emergency, or to the require- 
ments of almost any office in the gift of the people, who are farmers and 
have been all their days, I do not hesitate to assert. 

To the sound sense of the people is appea) constantly made in every 
legislative body in this nation. The wisest politicians acknowledge 
that the bias of , or the natural obstinacy born of hard conflict, 
will often bewilder their judgmentand lead themastray. But states- 
men confidently expect that the people—Mr. Lincoln’s plain people— 
will in the long run set things right. And of the people of our coun- 
ieve, in disinterestedness or con- 


In the long run it is the farmers, more than all the other classes to- 
gether, who right the wrongs of our political life. 

Still, great dread is felt by men who ought to know better at the 
thought of seeing the Grangers come into a share of ae og tmp 
Such radical views do they put forward! Such impracticable mes 
are they urging! Such wild notions do they entertain of financial and 
economical pojicy, they say. : ; 

And true enough it is that out of their ranks have come radically 
strange doctrines. But is it sure these startling propositions are the 
final conclusions of the farmers? And do they not put forward tenta- 
tively propositions which, if they were in power, they might not insist 
upon ? 


Tih an wianiediion dt te methods in which, for instance, the 
subtreasury scheme has been urged on the attention of Congress will 
show behind it a it of reassuring conservatism. They who have 
presepted itsay, have said repeatedly, ‘‘ We look to you lawmakers 
to find the way of relief for us; if not by this method, then by some 
better.’’ 

A challenge, and a fair one, to statesmen; an invitation for them to 
distribute abroad oe wisdom for = eae of ee a 
Mr. President, what people or what class o eee e 
exercise of bility, was ever conservative ? nservatism comes 
with ty. Revolutions have rarely failed to be character- 
ized in their earlier phases by unwise methods, and the more radical the 


among 

civilized the effects of power at such times have soon 

suppres te sbulitions of newly clothed with authority. 
r. President, I believe that if from some 

entire Government of the United States were to 


to them would quickly overcome the faults of inexperience. 
of strength and judgment among them would come to the front and, 
I dare say, very soon they would manage the affairs of the nation quite 
as justly and not a whit less intelligently than now is done. 

Where will a better record of good government be found than in 
the State of Connecticut (to refer to no other), whose Legislature is 


be | always made up largely of farmers? 
class 


This and of the American people, almost the fountain- 
source of the y and morality, steadiness, and strength of the 
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national social fabric, frugal, industrious, self-reliant, is not to be feared, 
but trusted. From that class come, in large measure, the brains and 
the vigor in each department of business and in the professions. Your 
cities are full of farmers’ sons. Make a tally of the successful men of 
to-day, and see if the greater part of them did not begin life on the 
farm. 

Of one thing I am sure, and that is, that they are too much “the 
people ’’ to demand or desire class power or class legislation. Once 
assured of fair consideration for themselves, to all other classes fair 
consideration they will cordially extend. 

Mr. President, I speak the more freely, and perhaps not the less 
understandingly, of that which concerns the farmer because I am a 
farmer and am aware of the disadvantages under which he labors. 

It is true that my knowledge ip these matters is confined to the 
North, and I shall now speak under that limitation. 

At this time the questions suggesting themselves are these: 

Do the interests of agriculture demand protection for American in- 
dustries or do they demand free trade? , 

It is urged upon the farmer that his true interest consists in selling 
his products to foreign countries, upon the proposition repeatedly laid 
down on this floor that foreign nations will buy of us if we buy of 
them. 

Nothing has ever been shown from experience to prove that proposi- 
tion. 

In fact, all observationof the course and history of trade goes to show 
that the traders of every nation seek to ‘‘ buy in the cheapest market 
and to sell in the dearest,’ wherever those markets may be. In fact, 
the rule is laid down as a fundamental principle in economical philoso- 
phy. That to buy our manufactured goods abroad would create a de- 
mand for our cereals is a tallacy so fully exposed by experience as not 
to merit discussion. 

In any case it does not require it now for reasons that will appear. 

In order that these reasons may become apparent, as well as in order 
to reach conclusions as to the questions proposed, it will be necessary 
to consider what is the real condition of American agriculture, and 
what is the outlook for the future. 

Now, while many farmers are to-day distinctly prosperous, generally 
in localities affording markets for products other than staples, or in 
others where conditions for a series of years have been entirely good, 
yet it is not denied that the one industry of magnitude in this country 
suffering depression as a whole is agriculture. 

It has been well shown on this floor, notably by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Witson], that for the low prices of farm products there are com- 
pensations in the greatly diminished prices of articles of necessity and 
common use, of railroad charges, and the like. The tables he pre- 
sented are extremely instructive and encouraging. 

But there are some thipgs which cost not less, but possibly more, 
than a dozen years ago; things very essential, taken as a whole—not 
only tothe comfort, security, and health of the farmer and his family, 
but to the advancement, intelligence, and morality of his children, who 
must be depended upon to perpetuate his virtues and good influence. 

Let us mention the church, the common school, the doctor. Cer- 
tainly if necessity drives him to litigation his lawyer will not be 
expected to charge a smaller fee (I have heard of no decline in that 

icular commodity), and the court costs will not turn out to be di- 
minished. Suppose he wants to send his daughter to a boarding or 
other high school. Is not the desire to be commended? And how 
much less would that cost? His taxes—well, they seem to grow with 
adverse times; and there is a multitude of things essential to modern 
life, and to a decent degree of refinement, which cost no less than 
twenty-five years ago. So that, in the aggregate, the returns of his 
-_ have fallen off much more than the cost of living on the same 
scale. 

Hiow did this depreciation in farm products come about? 

Previous to the earlier years of the eighties the price of farm prod- 
ucts had been ranging about a pointaffording good profit. Labor-sav- 
ing machinery in its perfection had come into use, and, with the aid of 
that, prices which would have been barely remunerative became dis- 
tinetly profitable. Naturally, it was not very long before it became 
widely known that fine opportunities to make money were to be found 
in the opening up of farms. Then came the rush to the great plains 
with an imp never seen before. The younger men of the East for- 
sook the old homesteads. Not a few of their seniors sold out and 
transferred their energy to the prairies. Not farmers alone made 
haste to secure Western homes. ord had gone out thatevheat, worth 
a dollar a bushel at the local elevator, was better than a gold mine, 
and many a small merchant, many a mechanic, even professional men 
in numbers, hurried to secure as much land as they could file upon, 
while men of means bought large tracts of railroad land and opened 
bonanza farms. The area under cultivation increased enormously. 

The area of corn in 1874 was, in round numbers, 41,000,000 acres; in 
1884, nearly 70,000,000. In 1874 the acreage of wheat was twenty-six 
and a third millions; in 1884, forty and a half millions—an increase 
of about 65 per cent. in corn, and a little more than 50 per cent. in 
wheat. During that time population increased less than 30 per cent. 
Meantime India came into the field. For years England had been 
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spending millions of pounds sterling to build irrigating works to re- 
deem the scorched fields of that empire, and railways to transport the 
grain from them. The outcome began to be felt about the time of the 
largest production of American farms, and together they quickly caused 
the granaries of the world to groan with surplus cereals, 

It istrue that most of the wheat produced in India was poor. The 
miller did not like it, and the eater regarded it with distrust. But it 
could be delivered in Liverpool for a dollar a bushel, sometimes for less, 
and it served—served as a club to hold over the heads of American 
producers, forcing them to accept the same price. 

Everything was adverse to the prices of farm products, and nothing 
in the world could have saved them for the time. 

Following 1883 the farmer has been wearily waiting for the good time 
coming when his farm would not merely afford him a living, but some 
fair profit,so that he might feel he was having part in the general pros 
perity. But the enormous increase of area planted to cereals from 1874 
to 1884, an increase out of all proportion to the increase of population 
with the inevitable though diminished addition to that area since, has 
up to this time yielded an annual surplus to be sold at Liverpool prices 

Now it is certain that so long as our farmers must export 20 per cent. 
of their wheat, just so long must they consent to sell at the lowest 
value England can devise. At present India makes the standard 
prices for wheat in England; American wheat must sell in Liverpool 
not higher than the wheat from that country, paid for in silver. If 
it be true, as we were assured in the debate on the silver bill, that 
the price paid the ryot or his master never varies as to the amount of 
wheat given for a silver rupee, whatever may be the value ot the silver 
bullion, then we may hope that that standard has just now perma 
nently advanced. We shall have to wait and see. 

And now, Mr. President, there looms up another menace to thi 
prices of wheat and corn, as well as to beef and wool. 

We seem to be just learning about the resources and fertility of « 
tain South American countries, threatening to be more formidable co 
petitors than India. I read from Harper’s Monthly of November, 1887, 
part of an article by Mr. William Ellery Curtis 

THE OTHER END OF THE HEMISPHERE. 

Che valley of the Rio de Ja Plata—and by that term is indicated all the tem 
perate zone of South America except Chili—will never compete with usin manu 
factured goods, because there is no fuel or water-power there, and the natives 
have no taste for mechanical industries; but at the present cost of productio 
and transportation in the United States they must ultimately drive us out of t 
markets for provisions and breadstuffs. If ocean ships could load at Denver 
and Minneapolis, if we could deliver beef cattle at tide-water at ten or twelv: 
dollars ahead and wheat at 60 centsa bushel, then we might compete with them 
but with an area one-third the size of the United States, a very small portion o 
which is incapable of production, an extensive system of internal navigation 
the value of which is enhanced by the depth of its rivers, supplemented by a 
network of railways, the nationsof La Plata have advantages surpassing thos: 
of any other nation on earth. 

During the last twenty-five years the population of the Argentine Repub! 
has increased 154 per cent., while that of the United States has increased but 7¥ 
per cent., and the city of Buenos Ayres is growing faster than Minneapolis « 
Denver. Last year it received 124,000 immigrants from Europe, and the natural 
increase is very large. The new-comers are mostly Italians and Basques, wiih 
asprinkling of Germans, Swiss, and Swedes. To tempt the immigrants into 
the agricultural districts the Government has enacted land laws even more 
liberal than ours. Each head of a family is entitled to 20 acres free, and as 
much more as he desires to purchase, to a limit of 1,500 acres, at about 75 cents 
anacre inour money. Or the settler may acquire 1,500 acres free after five years 
by planting 200 acres to grain and 24 acres totimber. Free transportation from 
Buenos Ayres to the place of location is granted to all settlers and their families, 
exemption from taxation for ten years, and colonization societies are organized 
which issue bonds guarantied by the Government, the proceeds of which are 
loaned to the settlers in sums not greater that $1,000, for five years, with interest 
at 6 per cent., upon the cultivation of a certain amount of landand the erectéon 
ofa certain amount ofimprovements. The results of these beneficent laws are 
conspicuous. In 1896 nearly 900,000 acres of wild land were plowed and planted 
One firm in Buenos Ayres sold 1,200 reapers manufactured in the United States 
and other firms a lesser number; elevators are being erected upon the banks of 
the rivers, from which wheat is loaded into vessels for Brazil and Europe, and 
the average crop was 22 bushels of wheat to the acre. 


i 


SHEEP. 


In 1885 there were 41,000,000 sheep in the United States, 72,000,000 in Australia, 
and 100,000,000 in the Argentine Republic. We have two-thirds of a sheep to 
every inhabitant; in the Argentine Republic there are 25 sheep, and in Uruguay 
40 sheep to every man, woman, and child. We have 40,000,000 of horned cattle 
to a population of »0,000,000; the Argentine Republic and Uruguay have 38,000 
000 of cattle to a population of four and a half millions. In Uruguay, witha 
population of 500,000 souls, there are 8,000,009 of cattle, 20,000,000 of sheep, 2,000 
000 horses, or sixty head of stock for each man, woman, and child. Fifteen m 
ion dollars has been invested in wire fences in Uruguay alone, and more t 
twice as muchin the Argentine Republic. In either of the countries a cow i 
be bought for $5, a steer fattened for the market for $10 or $12, a pair of oxen 
for $25, a sheep for 50 or 60 cents, an ordinary working-horse for $8 or $10 
and a roadster for $25, a mule for $15, and a mare for whatever her hide wili 
bring. Maresare never broken to saddle or harness, but are allowed to rua wild 
in the pastures from the time they are foaled till they cease to be of value for 
breeding, when they are driven to the salederos, orslaughter-houses, and killed 
fortheirhides. A man who would use a mare under the saddle or before a wagon 
would be considered of unsound mind. There is a superstition against it 


In another part of the same article Mr. Curtis says 


It is said to cost $50 to place a carcass of Chicago dressed beef in the markets 
of London. The esta of the Argentine Republic are now shipping from 
seven to ten thousand carcassesa month, and those of Uruguay almost as man 
at one-half that sum. 


And again he tells how the plains of Patagonia are being converted 
into vast sheep ranges, and other features of the agricultural resources 
of that great country, equally startling, are presented. 
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Here is something from the United States minister at Buenos Ayres, 
which J will read, to show what efforts the Argentine Government has 
been putting forth to develop the marvelous agricultural resources of 
that country. 

Ina recent dispatch to the Department of State, Mr. Hanna, the 
United States minister at Buenos Ayres, said: 

The immigration from European countries to these shores, hitherto chiefly 
italian, Spanish, and French, is now rapidly setting in from other quarters— 
england, Scotland, Ireland, Holland, and Germany. It is marvelous indeed 
in what great numbers they are arriving. This element of new-comers will 
work a great change in agricultural development. 

All this immigration is assisted by the Government by payment of the pas- 
sage of the immigrants. In this way they are easily persuaded to leave the 
overdone Old World for the brilliant outlook of the New. The amount the 
— Government paid last month for immigrants’ is reckoned 
at 000, This, kept up throughout the year, would reach $6,000,000. Al- 
ready this vast influx is beginning to (ell on the volume of grain exports, Last 
year the country shipped 445,000 tons of corn; this year it will go above 2,000,- 
000 tons. In addition to the vast sum paid out by the Government in the en- 
couragement of immigration there is another great outlay. The Government 
lands the immigrant, keeps him and his family some days at the Immigrants’ 
Hotel, pays his passage in river steamers and on railroad trains to reach the 
colonies or join the farms or estancias where employment has been secured for 
him. This probably costs the Government fully as much more as the cost of 
the ccean passage, say $12,000,000 in all paid in encouragement of immigration 
in one year alone. 

Here then, Mr. President, is an immense area of agricultural country, 
purely agricultural, fertile to the highest degree, if we may accept the 
impressions formed by Mr. Curtis (and they are confirmed by others), 
easily cultivated, teeming with a constantly increasing abundance of 
cheap Italian and Spanish laborers, an area divided in half by the 
great river de la Plata (a river navigable by large ocean steamers to 
the very center of the farming region), ard able to lay its wheat down 
at tide-water at 60 cents a bushel; an area not heretofore largely under 
cultivation, but destined, under the system of assisted immigration and 
of lands furnished without cost inaugurated by the Argentine Re- 
public, to a development probably more rapid than the world hasever 
seen. . 

Already this region is demanding part of the British market. Soon 
it will want it all. Before long it will supply France with its 60,000,- 
000 bushels of maize. In less than ten years, if its development con- 
tinues, the Argentine Republic may be expected to be without a com- 
petitor in the markets of the world in wheat and corn and wool, 

We see, then, if statements generally accepted as authoritative are 
to be taken, that the American tarmer is likely soon to see the foreign 
markets escape from him, simply because another source promises to 
furnish his products more cheaply than he will be able by avy possi- 
bility to do, 

Let us consider now what our home market is and what it promises 
to become. 

We have now to provide food products for sixty-four millions of peo- 
ple. We may and ought to provide for these sixty-four millions also 
wool for their clothing and their carpets, as we supply practically all 
their cotton. Probably 15 per cent. of this population consume their 
commodities in a ratio corresponding to a similar percentage in other 


flourishing countries. Another 15 percent. live somewhat better than 


the corresponding 15 per cent. in England. It is safe to say that the 
next 10 per cent. are a good deal better fed and clothed, and that the 
remaining 60 per cent, are consumers of a much greater, probably of 
double, the quantity of high-class food and of wool products consumed 
by any corresponding 60 per cent. in any other country. 

Why is this so? Because the great consuming class of staple farm 
products in the United States is made up of well-paid laborers. 

I do not say that all Jabor is sufficiently paid. Doubtless there are 
exceptional industries where starvation wages are doled out. Happily 
they are the exceptions; and the extreme ignorance, often degraded ori- 
gin, of laborers in such industries, explain the anomaly. Most deeply 
are these exceptions to be deplored. 

But, under protection, the American mechanic has found behind the 
great manufacturing establishments a refuge and a bulwark, whence 
he not only can defend himself against a reduction of wages, but can 
carry on a warfare for increased wages if he find himself, all things con- 
sidered, underpaid. 

And not only has labor been the direct beneficiary of tariff protec- 
tion, but for its special advantage laws have been passed torbidding 
importatidn of laborers under promise of employment. This has been 
done to save the American workman from competition. 

A prohibitory tariff for his benefit! 

And so it has come about in nearly every department of labor that 
wages are from 6) to 100 per ceut. higher than those paid in Great 
Britain, as bas beea frequently shown in this Chamber and elsewhere. 

The farmer may well reflect that if he bas been paying higher prices 
for his machinery, his clothing, and his household goods than he would 
have paid for these things it imported (as he rarely does pay, qual- 
ity considered), he has been paying it in the form of higher wages to 
the operative, and he should remember that the operative is his best 
customer. 

If he will investigate he will soon see that even if the manufacturer 
in the United States has grown rich so has the manufacturer in Eng- 


land and other foreign lands. He is as surely paying a profit to the 
manufacturer when he buys a pocket-knife of —— manufacture as 
when he buys one in Connecticut; more surely, for the Connecticut 
manufacturers of cutlery have some of them been failing, but no one 
has been tell us of failures in Sheffield or Germany in that line. 
When he buys the English or German knife, however, he has the satis- 
faction, if it be a satisfaction, of knowing that he is paying very low 
wages to a workman abroad instead of very high wages toa workman 
of his own country. He is thus diminishing a demand for his own 
pote, for the American operative he feeds entirely and partly clothes 

im, The foreign workman he may feed in the ratio of a teaspoonful 
of dough to his entire loaf, and he clothes him not at all! And if he 
fed the foreigner altogether he would find he consumed much less of 
such food than the American workman consumes. 

Great is the effort made by free-traders to cause discontent among 
the farmers, because, as is claimed, the manufacturers grow rich. The 
effort is an insult to the farmer. Its force, if it had any, would lie in 
its direct appeal toenvy. It will not work. Farmers know, as do 
others, that cach man is struggling to better his condition, and that 
very few, indeed, would let riches go if within honest reach. But that 
great fortunes in this country have come with very few exceptions from 
other sources than manufacturing has been shown so frequently that I 
need not dwell on that fact now. 

Of the prosperity of the American operative everybody is aware. 
I mean, of course, relatively to those of other countries. In almost 
every large manufactory the excess of wages over wazes abroad amounts 
to many times the proprietor’s profit, which in its turn will not exceed, 
even if it equal, the average profit of his competitor in England. 

It is the condition of well paid labor which is the distinctive feature 
of the farmer’s home market, resulting, as it does, in a scale of living 
worth at least double the foreign scale. 

Unhappily, Mr. President, the farmer, as we have said, raises a sur- 
plus, and for it must he seek a market abroad. Unhappily, I say, be- 
cause, sending it to England, the great importing country of bread- 
stuff, she must accept the price of India wheat in Liverpool, and from 
this price must pay all expenses of freight, dockage, and handling 
charges, besides the profits exacted by several middlemen. And al- 
though 75 per cent. of his wheat may be consumed at home, he must 
take a price as if all were to go abroad, the cheapest market always 
fixing the prices of staple products, unless there be artificial preven- 
tion. 

But we have seen from data presented that in any case the farmer 
can not expect to have the European market permanently. He will not 
lose itquite yet. His wheat and corn will for some time to come be 
necessary to Great Britain and other countries. In fact, certain es 
of our wheat are almost of necessity now called for by the millers of 
the world. I refer to the hard varieties grown so largely in my own 
State. But there seems to be no sure and permanent market for 
American farm products except at home. 

Yet, Mr. President, I am not drawing a picture of discouragement. 
There is good reason to ex that by the time our farm products are 
not wanted abroad they will be wanted at home. 

A few days ago the from Delaware [Mr. Hicains] quoted 
at considerable h from the conclusions, carefully arrived at, of Mr. 
C. Wood Davis, and contributed by him to The Forum and The Coun- 
try Gentleman. 

Mr. Davis had ascertained these facts, namely: That between the 
years 1871 and 1888 an average of 3.15 acres to each unit of popula- 
tion were employed in this country to produce the cereals, potatoes, 
hay, tobacco, and cotton consumed at home, and the tobacco, cotton, 
and animal products exported, but that “during the fourteen years 
prior to 1885 the increase in cultivated area was so great that after as- 
signing the required 3.15 acres to each unit of population, there re- 
mained a surplas of 20,248,000 acres, which were employed in grow- 
——— to glut home and foreign markets.”’ 

ut Mr. Davis had found further that from 1894 the area cultivated 
increased less rapidly than the population, so that the per capita acre- 
age under general cultivation was reduced in four years from 5.06 acres 
to 4.89 acres, and he discovered no tendency to a large increase of new 
farms, but the opposite. the increase of population on which 
he reckons and estimating the en from the rate at which 
development has of late years been going on, Mr. Davis estimates that 
in 1894 there will occur an acreage deficit as to our home requirements. 

That would mean not only no surplus, but remunerative prices. 

I ask leave of the Senate to insert or append certain tables and ex- 
planatory matter, designed to demonstrate the of Mr. Davis. 

I can not entirely agree with Mr. Davis in his anticipations. I be- 
lieve his estimate of lation in 1894, 72,000,000, too high. It was 
founded upon expectation at the time he wrote of a population ot 65,- 
000,000 by the present census. It is my opinion, too, that if fair a 
prevail for a year or two, as now seems probable, the increace of acre- 
age will be more rapid than he anticipates. But even if our acreage 
be such in 1894 that we must offer 10 per cent. of our production of 
wheat for export, and a relatively reduced tage of corn, the 
farmer may expect better prices and independence of foreign markets 
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where and take lower wages if he must. 
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to a degree to which he has not been accustomed. Prices have always | in and out of Congress, with slighter threat, it is true, since the rmajor- 


been sufficient when the surplus has not exceeded 10 per cent. : 

And, Mr. President, the time is certainly not far away, if those in- 
dustries of our country which furnish consumers prosper, when the 
home market will take the entire cereal product of American farms. 

Then will be the day of the farmer’s triumph! I apprehend his oc- 
cupation will then be on a par with any other industry in the land for 
profit and dignity. To hasten that good day should be the aim of 
every patriot, be he farmer or merchant, manufacturer or mechanic. 

Depression to farming interests means depression in by far the largest 
field in which American goods can be sold. It is no more important to 
the farmer that the manufacturing and other industries of the country 
flourish so as to give him customers, than to the manufacturer and mer- 
chant that the farmer prosper and be able to purchase their commodi- 
ties. 

Mr. President, if the data relied on are correct the farmer of neces- 
sity must seek to build up the home market. If he makes the mis- 
take of letting it go, or permitting part of it to go, where will he turn? 
The capitalist can take care of himself. The mechanic can go else- 
The farmer can not carry 
away his farm to some other clime to enter into competition with the 
serfs or ryots or dagos of other lands. He must stay, and when other 
nations glut the world’s markets at prices beneath the cost of his prod- 
ucts, without his home market he will be in a sad plight indeed. 

These are the conclusions I reach as a farmer desiring a market for 
my own products; and therefore I support the policy of protection to 
any extent that may be necessary to make sure of mouths to be fed at 
home, and to increase their number. 

To a general system of protection must the farmers, at least of the 
North, look for assured prosperity, and I have sought to show the rea- 
sons. These reasons relate to condition, not to theory. They are of 
the most practical order. They spring from the grand experiment in 
progress in our country, having for its end the establishment of a sys- 
tem of well-paid labor. 

Thatsystem, as I have shown, has given to the farmer unquestionably 
his best customers. 

That system maintained will soon release him from the bondage of 
a foreign market by taking all his products. 

And that system is before the world a great step towiird lifting labor 
from the tyranny which has in all ages crushed it in the dust. 

Mr. President, I fully believe that the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
PLATT] spoke truly when he said the other day: 

Mr. President, the argument which the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pap- 
DOCK] has just add to the Senate is in most of its features an unanswer- 
able argument in favor of the policy of protective duties of the United States. 
He hes shown most conclusively that itis a protective tariff which has stimu- 
lated the agriculture of his State, and indeed which has made Nebraska possi- 
ble, for without that protective sysjem, early inaugurated in this country, stead- 
fastly insisted upon, having its logical and best development during the last 
thirty years, Hebcndin weld still be a prairie. Ifthe manufacturer of the East 
has reaped some benefit from this protective policy the agriculturist of Ne- 
braska reaped benefits more abundant. 

Mr. President, absolute free trade would reduce the wages of our 
workmen to a par with those of foreign lands. 
agrees to that. For that reason few free-traders are bold enough to 
plead openly for it. All they have courage to seek is to effect such re- 
duction of duties as will admit foreign goods in competition with Amer- 
ican. 

But that would result in one of two things—either in a reduction of 
wages to meet the competition, or else it would reduce the number ot 
our operatives; in either case to the detriment of the farmer’s market. 
Naturally, too, some of the operatives would leave their workshops 
and commence to till the soil, thus not only ceasing to buy food prod- 
uets, but having them to sell. Or, if they should seek employment 
in other lands, they would be compelled to live on the scale dictated 
by low wages, which would mean less consumption or cheaper tood. 

No, Mr. President, for the farmer’s sake the American workman must 
be kept here. Old industries must be maintained and new industries 
must be fostered, adding to the number of employed. 

Beyond doubt, also, ample protection must stand between the farm 
products of the United States and those of other lands. Not because 
to-day farm products of a staple character are to a great extent de- 
manding admission to our markets, although they are beginning to 
come, but to protect us against the development, now going on, which 
threatens to deluge the world with cheap wheat, corn, and wool. 
Without protective duties on farm products the foreigner would at an 
early day be supplying the Atlantic coast of our own country. 

And right here I desire to express my hearty satisiaction that the 
agricultural and wool schedules in this bill have been framed while 
looking squarely at the farm and its necessities, and not under the in- 
fluence of a clamor, by Democrat or Republican, or from apy source, 
for free raw material. 

Mr. President, it is not quite three years ago that from the greatest 
eminence our political world affords a banner was hung out bearing 
the |] “* Free wool.” That banner became the signal of danger 
throughout all the West and Northwest, setting the farmers in close 
ranks against a free-trade policy. Again has that motto been flaunted 
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ity in Congress have stood for protected wool. 

But, Mr. President, the party is rash which adopts that demand as 
its motto. The farmers of the North will not have it! And if, at 
some future day, they should be overwhelmed and forced to submit to 
it, it will not be for long. The party or the interest which brings it 
about will be crushed ! 

I have spoken, as I said, from my standpoint of information as to 
the North. [am aware that to-day the cotton of the South does not 
need protection. I am not sure what may bé hereafter. I have no- 
ticed that in the fiscal year ending in 1889 cotton was imported of a 
value of a million and a third, and am told it was fine Egyptian, the 
rival of our splendid sea-island cotton. 

I read also that the newly constructed Russian Transcaspian Rail 
way, penetrating regions heretofore almost inaccessible, over toward Af- 
ghanistan, is bringing out fine cotton in quantities to surprise the cotton 
trade; and marvelous tales are told of the capacity of those regions for 
its growth. And this same wonderful Argentine Republic, of which I 
have spoken, possesses a climateand soil in its northern and undeveloped 
portion said to promise great things in cotton and sugar. 

We can not tell about the future of cotton. To-day our brethren of 
the South would not consent to its protection, I suppose, as they have 
refused to protect oranges to the extent the Senators from Florida thought 
necessary. The day may come when they will think alittle protection 
wise. If it does, they may be sure that the farmers of the North will 
insist that they have it, and the great protective party will not refuse 
to give it. 


APPENDIX 


The following tables and explanatory matter are extracted from the 
pamphlet When the Farmer will be Prosperous, by C. Wood Davis, 
issued by The Forum Publishing Company, New York 


During the last five years population has increased 15.7 per cent., the area in 
corn 12.3, that in oats 29, cattle 20, and swine 14, with a decrease of 3.4 per cent. 
in the wheatarea. Seven-tenths of such increase in the corn area occurred in 
the first two years, indicating that the expansion in corn-growing is nearing its 
end. That such is the case will be seen when an inquiry is made into the pres- 
ent sources of supply,and we compare the present rate of increase and distri- 
— of areas with those obtaining in preceding periods as set forth in the fol- 

owing table 








Table showing acreage of corn and ils geographical distribution in the years 1874, 
1879, 1884, and 1889 
Corn Corn Corn Corn 
Groups of States. acreage acreage acreage acreage 
1874 1879, 1884, 1889 
North Atlantic ; 2,780,204 3,608,086 | 3,669,741 3, 146, 676 
i iirnhs Aiudivestudniniccnes 13, 903,883 | 18,553, 646 | 17,2311, 852 17, 499, 440 
Missouri Valley ... 8, 076 17,343, 738 | 21,590, 851 27, 385, 602 
Southern.......... sacs ebsenenee . 13, 292,302 | 19, 136,458 | 21,339, 493 22, 783, 290 
Arkansas and Texas ............ 2, 246, 272 8, 766, 897 5.510.410 6, 704, 044 
Mountain and Pacific areas 93, 181 160, O94 261, 403 30, 599 
Totals ........ : 41,096,918 62,368,869 69,683,780 | 78,319,651 
Percentages of increase wos 52.0+4 11.7 *12.3 


The increase in the corn area during the last three years has been but 1.2 per 
cent. per annum, as against 4.1 per cent. in the two preceding years, 





Table showing acreage of whicat and ita geog: aphical distribution in the years 1875 
1880, 1884, and 18~9. 
: Wheat Wheat Wheat Wheat 
Groups of States. acreage acreage acreage acreage 
L875. 1880), 1884, 1889, 
North Atlantic 2,489, 724 >, 205, 155 3, 279, 925 2. 851, 453 
Se “ LL, O13, 734 | 16,221,457 14,183,543 13,621, 659 
Missouri Valley.................. 5, 406, 160 8, 950, 331 9, O11, 317 6, 276, 440 
Southern ........0000+..-+. 4,869,364 | 6,109,064 | 6,472,815 », B83, 817 
Mountain areas... 7 “ 125, 213 293, 100 442, 7% 507, 136 
Te OED 6sces ccvevcce: vesseeees 10, 000 300,000, 1,540, 200 4,451, 034 
Pacific coast .....c00.. ++. ++ 2,469,317 2,907,610 4, 545, 200 4,552, 320 
Totals. . 26, 381,512 | 37,986,717 | 39,475, 885 
Percentages of increase and de- 
crease ..... - —_ 14.0 3.9 i 


The table covers the period of greatest expansion in wheat culture, and shows 
the distribution of acreage now, at the commencement of that period, and at 
its climax in 184, when acreage and aggregate product were at the highest 
point ever reached, with population about 9,500,000 less than now. Although 
the table tells the story of the westward movement of wheat-growing, and shows 
that it bas reached and paseed its limit, an analysis of gains and losses will en 
able us to estimate the future curse and extent of production, 

The question arises, will contraction of the wheat area in the older districts 
continue at this rate, and how much of the loss thus sustained will be offset by 
the increase in the Dakotas and in the Mountain and Pacific districts? Much 
light is thrown on this subject by the following table, showingthe area in all 
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staple and, , the acreage in corn, wheat, and in Ohio, 
Michigan Indiana, llinois, and Wisconsin in the years 1880, 1884, 1887: 








This exhibit shows that in seven years 2,755,000 acres of the corn-fields and 
24206,210 acres of the wheat-fields of the States named were converted into 
meadows, as were 592,065 acres of the new land brought into cultivation, the re- 


mainder of the new , amounting to 4,095,362 acres, being em im the 
production of 7°. oats, ae buckwheat, potatoes, and tobacco, Like con- 
versions of old ds and employment of new ones are continuously commas 
in a}l districts outside of the Dakotas and the Mountain and Pacific areas, an 
must ¢reatly reduce the production of wheat; and such action is likely to be 
vatly intensified, as the quantity of new land being brought under cultivation 
rapi lly diminishing. 

Existing data show that to supply home requirements and export the same 
proportions of tobacco, cotton, and animal products as now, there should be 
for eac unit of population 1.15 aeres of corn, 0.47 of an acre of wheat, and 1.53 
acres ia other staple cro total of 8.15 acres per capita. This is exclusive of 
such Jands as may be devoted to minor products or employed in pasturing 
anima!s, the estimate being only of such lands as are necessary to uce the 
requisite amount of cereals, potatoes, hay, tobacco, and cotton. he follow- 
ing table shows how much in excess of such normal requirements the acreage 
has been in recent periods: 


j 

| Per Acres in 
capita staples 
acreage | other than 
of all corn and 
staples. wheat. 


Year. er 








2.35 | 38,985, 654 
2.65 | 47,408,819 
3.29 242, 393 
Yo 86, On9, 954 


36 | 94,203,199 


| | | Annual aver- 
| Percapita | Acres of new 


end. 


increase 
| land brought 
acl acreage in 
— into cultiva- 
Year. of staples | mt in periods — lesin 


lending in 1874,| P® 
corn and | 1879, 1884, and ing in 1874, 
| 1888. 








wheat. 1879, 1854, and 
1888. 
} 
1871... io te Se 
1874... a 1.11 20, 392, 080 6, 797, 360 
1879... i 1.29 47, 628, 548 9,525, 710 
1884... 1S 34, 208, 307 6, 841, 661 
1888... 1.533 962, 481 2, 990, 620 


This table shows how very rapid was the increase in cultivated acres, espe- 
cially in the three earlier ——y lation was much leas than now. 
If the present increase in acreage were same ratio to population aa in 
the five years prior to 1880,the annual additions to the area under the plow 
would exceed 12,000,000 acres. 

Assuming the substantial correctness of the estimates of area by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and that home requirements will be such as to employ 
3.15 acres per capita, the answer to the question. When will the farmer be pros- 
perous’ resolves itself into a calculation as simple as the following : 


January , 1894, a population of 72,000,000 will require in staple crops ; 
an area of........... peosqupenvenccvsnseeneeeseenennanocecie - Gay 


Area now employed in growing such crops s einherethemoeriwelpsiibtial 211, 000, 000 
Additions to be made to such area in four years........... 12, 000, 
223, 000, 000 
Acreage Goficit January, IBA .......0.....000.:sccssesseecce seserereseeeses -_ 3, 800, 000 
This deficit should be sufficient to neutralize any possible underestimate of | the 
the area now in cultivation. 
Does not the evidence adduced show that before this decade is half all 


of farm will ni lands appre- 

ee aie in cor mang and hes the. prom tet Np upon an era of 

power the unlimited continuance of which is assured by the exhaustion of 
arable areas? 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr, President, before the pending amendment is 
voted upon I desire to say a word or two in response to the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. I understood him this afternoon to ar- 
raign the Committee on Finance and this side of the Chamber with 
discriminating against the Southern States as respects this bill. 
have heard that intimated on this floor several times, but in not so 
phatic a way as was stated by the Senator from Texas this afternoon, 
and afterwards by the Senator from land [Mr. GorMAN 

i should like to know specifically this bill 


E 


never occurred to me in the Finance Committee room, and never was 


Where is it? In what have we discriminated against any section of 
this Union? Certainly we have not done it in the matter of rice. 
the Committee on Finance at fi rst made a report respecting 
they had, when turther lights were turned on 
upon that question that committee and ‘he on this side of 
FS Ne ay a pmo a aetna Senator from 


Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] as 
Have we discriminated Texas in this bill orin any other way 


pose or with the hope on the part of Tex:s of 
the Eastern seaboard to her most import nt Gulf port? Did we not 
a here to protect, and have we not in this bil] protected, the wool 
of Texas, which I believe is the second and certainly the third wool- 
growing State in this Union? Have we not done that ? 

Iu k, as did other Senators upon this side, not all of them, it 
is true, but I undertook for myself to protect the hides of Texas. I 
believe the Senator from Texas himself vo‘ed against that protection. - 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad to hear it. A great many Senators upon 
that side of the Chamber did. So as respects all the products of the 
Sorth. The Senator from Maryland said there was nota line ora page 
of this bill that the Southern States. Where is the coal of 
Maryland and West Virginia? If I was in acourt I should be glad to 
put the Senators from West Virginia and the Senators from land 
on the stand and ask them if they are in favor of the free i 
of —— wis gave — bill. Have we not stood in this bill, _ in all the 
bills that we meters for many years, in favor of pro- 
tecting the coal of Maryland and the coal of West Virginia for the pur- 
pose of enabling them to compete in the production of coal? 

The Senator from Louisiana not now in his seat [Mr. Eustis] stated 
this afternoon by way of a threat to this side of the Chamber that he 
would vote against the proposed protection upon cane sugar by means 
of a bounty, not only because the principle was wrong, but he said it 
would not be a support and sustenance to tle sugar industry of the coun- 
try, and the Democratic party as a political organization would array 
itself against this method of protectins this great industry 0! our 
country. 

Mr. GIBSON. The bounty. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bounty. Certainly; that is what I am syeak- 
ing of. We propose in this bill to give to Lonisiana sugar -pro- 
ducers—they call them sugar-farmers now—a bounty of 2 centsa pound 
upon every pound of sugar-cane produce testing 80 degrees, al- 
though the sugar-cane industry has in existence for a century of 


time, and although, as I stated this morning, the sugar production of 
Louisiana was in 1850 than it was in 1887, and with the single 
exception of and Jast year it was greater in 1850 than it has been 
at any time. 


And yet, whilst we are giving a bounty for the purpose of inducing 
the manufacture of from beets, and thereby establish or try to 
establish an important industry new in our country, and which has been 
so successful in France and Germany, we propose not to discriminate 
against the Southern section of our country, that for a century of time 
has been engaged in prod sugar from sugar-cane, by giving them 
a like bounty, although they have failed to largely increase their prod- 
uct under tariff protection; and still the Senator from Louisiana says 
if we resort to this bounty method of to the ucers 
of Louisiana they will see that the Democratic party as a ical or- 
in this country is arrayed against this method of 

of and that this method of protection 
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lane as respects the same character of iron and steel, whether used 
for baling hay or cotton or shingles or ——— tubs or barrels. But 
is that a heavy imposition? This band or hoop iron can be made here 
and is made here at very little, if any, increased cost to the user or 
consumer. I saw the other day in a newspaper that the estimated 
production of cotton this year is eight million bales, and that at 10 
cents a pound its aggregate product reaches the enormous value of 
$320,000,000. Is an additional imposition, even supposing it all to be 
paid by the eotton-growers, of less than half a million dollars in the 
aggregate = this enormous value a great imposition upon a product 
like this? Is it an imposition, especially when on two-fifths or more 
of that crop these very iron or steel hoops are sold as cotton at a price 
at least twice the cost of the cotton-ties used for baling? 

You say we have discriminated against cotton-bagging. Have we? 
What is cotton-bagging? It is a manufacture from jute butts, the 
cheapest importation of jute. Every bag of potatoes that is sent tothe 
city of New York from the State of New York, every bag of potatoes or 
of onions that is sent to the city of Chicago from the State in which I 
live is obliged to pay, if this is an additional imposition, exactly the 
same rate of duty, and as the Senator from Oregon {Mr. MITCHELL] 
reminds me, every bushel of wheat that is sent from the Pacific coast. 
Now, are we discriminating against any section of our country by these 
laws? As well might I stand here and say that we are discriminating 
against Iowa because we pay a duty upon the bag that incloses every 
2 bushels of potatoes which we send to the city of Chicago or St. Louis, 
or that incloses every 2 bushels of onions that we send to the same 
markets. 

These are not discriminations; they are applied to every section of the 
country alike, but we have reduced in this bill the duty upon this 
cotton-bagging more than one-half, or at least equal to one-half the 
present duty, instead of imposing additional exactions upon those who 
produce cotton or who inany way use this bagging. We have reduced 
the duty upon cotton-bagging to 1.3 cents a pound, while it is now 2} 
cents a pound and 3 cents a pound. 

But if the profits are large on cotton-bagging, how quickly will the 
enterprise and the energy of our people engage in the production, and 
thus, by competition, bring down the price. The machinery is not ex- 
pensive, and the demand is constant. 

So then, Mr. President, I do not see why it is that Senators on that 
side of the Chamber, and especially a Senator who represents the great 
State of Texas, should undertake to arraign the majority on this side 
for discriminating against their industries and their productions when 
no such discrimination is made or even thought of on this side of the 
Chamber. We have done no such thing. 

Take the iron industry and the steel industry, if you please. Do 
we not protect Maryland and West Virginia and all that range of mines 
and mineral products that run along the Appalachian chain to the Gulf 
of Mexico, Alabama being the chief seat of its power and influence and 
control; which development has done more in my judgment to reduce 
the general price of iron and steel products than any other single thing 
that has happened within the last few years, all the result of our policy 
of protecting these products against similar products in other countries. 
Our policy proposes protection of and care for all these industries in all 
the States of this Union, in order that we may hold them as against 
all like industries outside of the Union. 

So, Mr. President, I am not quite content to hear Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber in a general way arraign the Committee on 
Finance, and seek thus to prejudice the public mind of the Southern 
States against this bill by saying that re is not a line or a page or 
a letter in it but what discriminates against the South and against the 
productions of the South. 

I take another illustration as affecting the South. What have we 
done with oranges, lemons, and other semitropical fruits of the South? 
The orange industry of Florida and of Louisiana is protected in this 
bill better than it is under existinglaw. If the tariff isa burden, then 
we have added to the burdens of the consumers by the provisions of this 
bill respecting oranges as against existing law. Can the Senators from 
Florida and Louisiana, whose constituents produce oranges and lemons 
and tropical fruits, say that in this bill we have discriminated against 
them? On the contrary we have discriminated in their favor by giving 
them additional protection and care as compared with the existing law. 

So with tobacco and with all their other products that I might name. 

Therefore, Mr. President, hereafter I shall be glad to have Senators 
on that side of the Chamber, when they stand up and arraign us for 
discriminations, be more specific in the details of their statements than 
their generalization thus far. When they enter upon the discussion of 
such details they will be compelled to admit that the provisions of this 
bill look as well to their interests as to the interests of other sections 
of our common country. 

Now, one word as to the immediate amendment under consideration. 
The Senator from Louisiana proposes that sugar and sorghum machinery 
shall be admitted free of duty. 

Now, as I understand, it and if I am mistaken I shall be glad to be 
corrected, the my, best sugar and sorghum machinery now known is 

uced in the United States. I understand also that the Senator 
Nebraska, in fact the two Senators from Nebraska, stated the 
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absolute truth as respects this machinery which is proposed to be in 
troduced, namely, that it is machinery especially adapted to the pro 
duction of sugar from beets, and that most of it is not adapted to or 
needed for the production of sugar from cane or sorghum, and that it 
is not now produced in the United States. One system of machinery 
is that which cleans the beet; sarely this is not necessary in the pro- 
duction of sugar trom cane. It is novel machinery that has been in 
troduced recently into Austria and Germany, and has recently been 
introduced here into Nebraska for the purpose of cleaning the beet and 
preparing it for cutting up. In addition to that, the machinery for 
slicing or cutting up the beet, if you please, is entirely different 
the machinery which cuts up cither the cane or the sorghum. 

Then there is a great class of machinery that is absolutely unne 
sary in sorghum or cane, and that is the machinery for decarbonating 
I think that is the word, I am not familiar enough with it to know 
but there are certain alkaline salts in the beets which are produced 
Nebraska, Iowa, Wisconsin, and so on, not needed in California, b 
cause this rebellious element is not found in the soils of Californ 
therefore this machinery is not needed even for the production of beet 
sugar in California. This machinery is constructed so as to use larg: 
quantities of lime in the production of sugar in their various processes 

So there are four or five processes in the production of sugar from 
beets in Nebraska and in these interior States of the Mississippi Val 
ley that are not needed and not used in the introduction of machinery 
for sugar from cane or sorghum, and it is not made in this count: 
repeat. 

If it be true that we have the best machinery now for sorghum 
cane, and that we produce it in our country, as the Senator from Kan 
sas so well said this afternoon, at a cheaper rate than it can be pro 
duced elsewhere, then why should we not for just one short period of 
one sugar crop allow this machinery to be introduced which is nove! 
in its character, which is not produced here, and no machinery for it 
production exists here and no knowledge of its construction by expert 
mechanics as respects this production—why should we not introduce it 
here for a year at least, because th 
year ? , 

The Senator from New York says very well that beets will not grow 
until next spring. So they will not, and there will only be one year 
of the production of beets that can be possibly used by the introduc 
tion of this machinery, because the provision expires by limitation on 
the Ist of January, 1892. So it will only apply to those people who 
may choose to experiment in the production of beets and who may 
choose to experiment in the year 1891 in the production of sugar from 
beets. 

I thank the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmMuNDs] for remindin, 
me that the very best machinery which has been produced either fo 
sorghum or cane has been produced in our own country in the State of 
Delaware. Mr. President, Ido not see any reason why for a single 
year we should not allow this small boon to the people who propose to 
engage in the experiment of making sugar from beets. It will do 
nobody any harm. There can be no discrimination against any section 
of our country by doing it. 

Surely there is no discrimination against the producers of sugar from 
cane. Their machinery has been in process of development for nearly 
acentury, and their processes are simple as compared with the proc- 
esses of beet sugar, and so of sorghum, as the process of sugar-making 
from sorghum is not essentially different from that of making sugar from 
cane. Se Iam willing to allow this experiment for a single year, be- 
cause it amounts to that, to go on as respects the sugar-beet, but I am 
not willing to open very wide that door under our present policy. 

Therefore, I think it should be confined to narrow limits and to a 
very limited time, and so I shall vote for the amendment of the Sen 
ator from Nebraska, but I do not see my way clear now to vote fo: 
the amendment suggested, which will involve the importation free of 
duty fora single year of all the sugar material which will be used 
in this country for cane and sorghum, when our own mechanies and 
producers now have all the needed experience and appliances to suc- 
cessfully make such machinery 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Lonuisi 
ana [Mr. Eustis] to the amendment offered by the Senator from N+ 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON]? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be again stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. In the second line of the proposed amendment, 
after ‘‘ beet-sugar,’’ itis proposed to insert ‘‘ sorghum and sugar-cane;’’ 
in the same line, before the word ‘‘sugar,’’ to strike out ‘‘ beet;:’ and 
in line 13, after the word ‘* beets,’’ to insert ‘‘sorghum and cane.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis theamendmentof the Senator from Louisi- 
ana to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. Let the original 
amendment be read as it will stand when amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as it 
will stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read us follows: 


That all machinery purchased abroad and erected in a beet-sugar, sorghum 
and sugar-cane factory for the manufacture of sugar in the United States from 


from 


proposition is only for a single 
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beets, sorghum, and cane produced therein shall be admitted duty free until the 
Ist day of July, 1892: Provided, That any o“* collected on any of the above- 
described machinery purchased abroad and imported into the United States 
for the uses above indicated since January 1, 1890, shall be refunded. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON }. 

Mr. GORMAN, Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi (Mr. Georce]. If he were present, I should vote 
“4 yea, ’ 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name wascalled). I beg leave to state that 
I am paired with the Senator from Washington [ Mr. Squrre]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. Not knowing how he 
would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator trom North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. The Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power? is absent without a pair, and [ transfer the 
pair to that Senator. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr, Voornees]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘* yea,’’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. In his absence I am not 
at liberty to vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMpB]. I withhold my vote, as he is 
not present. . 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. By the courtesy of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
we transfer our pairs, he being paired with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SqurIRE], so that the Senator from Washington will be 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana. Iwill therefore vote. I vote 
ot yea.”’ 

Mr. DANIEL. I was paired with the Senator from Washington [ Mr. 
Squire}, but by assent of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDocK ] 
we have (:ansferred the pairs, offsetting the vote of the Senator from 
Lonisiana | Mr. Eustis] with the vote of the Senator from Washington 
{Mr. Squire]. I vote *‘ yea.’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Being paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MorRIL1 ], and the junior Senator from Colorado [ Mr. WoLcorr] being 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], we have 
transferred our pairs. I simply wanted to announce the transfer. We 
have both voted. 

Mr, FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
thinking the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] was in his seat. 
I understand he is not recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with him and do not know that he 
would vote in the affirmative. I shall withdraw my vote unless I can 
transfer the pair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I am requested to give notice that the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent and paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

Mr. SPOONER, I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. WALTHALL]. The Senator from West Virginia tM FAULK- 
NER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
Both are absent. If it is ble to that Senator, we will transfer 
our pairs, so that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] and the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTMALL] will stand paired with 
each other and we can vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. COLQUITT. I voted inadvertently. I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. I voted in the affirmative. 
If [can have the assurance that the Senator from Massachusetts would 
vote in the affirmative if present I shall allow my vote tostand; if not, 
I withdraw it. 

Mr. DIXON. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes], and the 
Senator from Georgia and myself can vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr, COLQUITT. My vote is already recorded. It can remain, 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jongs,of Arkansas], who is home 


by reason of sickness, is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hrcoox). 


The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 
Aldrieb, Davis, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Allison, Dixon, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 
ur, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, . 
Bate, Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Rerry, Evarts, Moody, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Borge. Stockbridge, 
Casey Gibson, ock, Turpie, 
Chandler, . Hale, . burn, 
Colquitt, Harris, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hawley, Piatt, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hoar, pi Pugh, 
NAYS—l1. 

Butler, Cockrell, Gray, Teller, 
Cameron, Coke, Hearst, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Reagan, 

ABSENT —20. 
Allen, Frye, McPherson, Squire, 
Blackburn, George, Morrill, Stanford, 
Blair, Hampton, Payne, Vance, 
Brown, Sunedon Pettigrew, Vest, 
Call, iseock, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Jonesof Arkansas, Power, Walthall. 
Lustis, Kenna, uay, 
Farwell, MeMillan, Sanders, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, ALDRICH. If there are no further amendments to be offered 
to this schedule, I ask that paragraph 703, on page 130, be taken up. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I have given notice of a motion to strike out all 
these provisions in relation to bounty as soon as the amendments are 
disposed of. I have reserved that motion, because I understand that 
under the rules of the Senate ifthat motion were madeand rejected no 
further amendments could be offered. If there are no further amend- 
ments to be offered, I now make that motion. 

Mr. GIBSON, I have an amendment that I desire to offer. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GIBSON, Inline 13, page 51, I move to strike out ‘‘ 80 degrees’’ 
and insert ‘‘76 degrees.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed will be 


The Cuter CierK. On page 51, line 13, strike out the word “‘eighty”’ 

and insert the word *‘seventy-six’’ so as to read: 
To the producer of sugar testing not less than 76 d b 
from books, sorghum, aougreme grown within the Enited ee rearenre 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the Senator ia charge of the bill will accept 
the amendment. 

I have a letter from one of the leading citizens of Louisiana engaged 
in this industry. I have also the testimony of my colleague in the 
House [Mr. PRICE], a practical planter, and they both concur in the 
statement that not more than 5 per cent. of all the grades of kettle 
sugar produced during the grinding season will test as high as 85 de- 
grees. Forty per cent. of the crop in the State of Louisiana is made 
by the old-fashioned kettle process, They are generally small farmers 
who have not been able to purchase the improved apparatus to make 
sugar. I think if this bounty system is adopted, above all the small 
farmer should get the benefit of it. 

The circumstances concerning the sugar industry in this country are 
peculiar. The notion that the Republicans generally entertain of a 
tariff is that it should afford protection to the laborers and capital in 
home industry against the cheaper labor and cheaper capital in fo 
countries. But we are confronted in respect to cs cue industry by 
the extraordinary circumstance that not only is the labor of the conti- 
nent of Europe cheaper than labor in the United States, but that the 
Governments on the continent of ee give a bounty tothe 
export of sugar equivalent to that which is proposed by this bill. If 
that be the case, how is it possible for this industry to survive the in- 
vasion of the German, and Austrian, and French sugars? There will 
be under this bounty system even no adequate protection to the in- 
dustry in Nebraska, or Kansas, or Louisiana. 

I think that under the circumstances, owing to the liarities that 
surround the conditionsof the sugar industry of the United States, the 

roducers in this country are entitled at least to protection adequate 
that which is afforded to this industry in Europe by the — 
bounty system, and, I repeat, it enables the European producer to p 
his product on the ship tree of the cost of production. 

I do not intimate or intend to excite any sectional discussion here. 
I have never done so. I have always declared that I am in favor of a 
tariff for revenue with incidental protection; that the revenue should 
be laid to raise revenue for the Treasury of the United States, and that 
in raising the enormous sums that we require ste Hage pay the 
expenses of this Government there would be necessarily sufficient pro- 


I do not mean to say that that would be a mere incident, either, of 
the revenue power. I mean to say that we should discriminate and 
pthc Eee hemes Pt con pamper <ul tuto 
our industry that comes in competition with ities from Europe 
protection. But I have i that this power to raise money and te 
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offer protection should be equalized; that there should be an equilib- 
rium between all the industries of the people of the United States, and 
that it should not be exercised so as to discriminate in favorof one and 
again~t another. 

Under that system, the administration of the revenue power of the 
Government ought to increase the protection given to sugar, in view of 
the fact that we are confronted by not only cheaper labor on the cou- 
tinent of Europe and in Cuba, but by this export bounty. That is a 
deviation from the ordinary methods that prevail beyond our borders 
in respect to the industries of foreign countries. : 

Now, this bounty system of 2 cents a pound may afford some protection, 
but I do not think it will afford sufficient protection to enable that indus- 
try to retain our home marketsin place of the export bounty in Europe, 
which is equal to it. The cost of transportation from the European 
ports to our centers of consamption will be less even than that from our 
own sugar-producing regions to these centers of consumption and dis- 
tribution. If that be the case, there is absolutely no protection in this 
bill under the bounty system or under the tariff system. It is free- 
trade in respect to sugar. 

But, if we are to apply it, I think that the test should be brought 
down to the point at which the small farmers, who are not able, having 
neither the cash nor the credit, to purchase this fine apparatus, can get 
the benefit of it. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to allow myself to be betrayed into 
answering the Senator from Iowa, but I must be candid. I think 
there has been some discrimination in this bill against the Southern 
section. It is true that you have given higher rates of duty on wool, 
but that is a Northern product as well as a Southern product. You 
have given higher rates on manufactured cotton goods, but that is a 
Northern as well as a Southern product. You have given higher 
rates.on the products of our steel and iron industries, but those indus- 
tries are located in the North as well asin the South. You have raised 
the rates on all these schedules, but in every instance the Southern 
producer gets the benefit of it because he is in the same situation with 
the Northern producer. 

But how is it with respect to the two industries in the South that 
are not to be found in the North? How is it with rice? Riceisa 
manufactured article. It formerly supplied the home market. We ex- 
ported 75,000,000 pounds of rice a year until that industry, like all other 
Southern industries, was overthrown by the convulsions of our unfort- 
unate civil war. What are the facts in this tariffin respect to rice? 

The Senator from Iowa said that the Committee on Finance had 
given to me all Lasked. That isa great mistake. I accepted what I 
covld get. I desire that the rates on rice should remain just as they 
are under existing law, and why? Because, owing to the Suez Canal, 
which has shortened the route to Asia, the importations of rice have 
largely increased even under the existing rates. With whom do the 
rice-farmers of the South come in competition? ‘The laborers of this 
industry in the South come in competition with'the people of Asia 
and China who get about $12 a year. The producers of rice in those 
eastern countries pay their laborers about as much for the year as we 
pay our laborers for two weeks. I read the testimony of our consuls 
as the basis for this statement. It is undisputed that owing to these 
facilities for transportation, the cheapened cost of freight under the 
tariff as it exists, importations have largely increased and threaten to 
overwhelm this industry in which our people are largely engaged. The 
people of my State produce more rice than the Carolinas and Georgia. 

Now, why should not this overflowing tide of importation in respect 
to rice be checked or at all events this industry be protected as under 
the existing rates? Why should you reduce on it? You have not re- 
duced on any other important staple manufactured product iu this 
country; and in that I say that the charge made by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is true and proven. 

Now, with regard to the sugar industry what are the facts? That 
industry has always been the source of the largest revenue to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. Before and after the war of 1812 the 
tariff rates were as high as 9, 12, to 18 cents per pound. It was never 
lower than 2} cents on the commonest article of sugar, and 6 cents per 
pound on refined sugar until it was reduced under the Robert JJ. 
Walker tariff. Then it was 30 per cent, ad valorem, and aiter that, when 
that tariff was reduced again, it was 24 per cent. 

The capital of our people, capitaland labor, went into that industry 
under these high tariff rates, and I undertake to say that there is a 
moral obligation that every Senator sensible of such an obligation 
should appreciate. I do not believe that you can suddenly take away 
the protection that has been bestowed upon an industry and thereby 
confiscate the capital in that industry without committing a moral 
wrong, unless there be some great public exigency involving the na- 
tional interest and the national welfare which compels it; but under 
ordinary circumstances in adjusting these schedules on any basis, | re- 
peat, it is wrong to take away protection suddenly so that the capital 
and the labor interest shall be discomfited and disarranged and de- 
ries has been 

the history of legislation in respect to sugar? In 
1860, before our unfortunate civil war began, we aaveuehacing in the 
small State of Louisiana two-thirds as much as Cuba. We produced 








enough to supply over 50 per cent. of the consumption in the Ameri- 
can market. That industry was absolutely wiped out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What was the duty then? 

Mr. GIBSON. The duty then was about 24 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, What was the total production as compared to the 
total production now ? 

Mr. GIBSON. It was larger then than now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the Senator to say that the duty was 
then 24 percent. It is 100 per cent. under the House bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. | 1 am going to come to that point, though I did not 
desire to tax the patience of the Senate so long. Underthe Robert J. 
Walker tariff, I will say to the Senator from Connecticut, statistics 
show that the sugar industry and all other industries advanced more 
rapidly inall respects from 1846 until 1860 than during any other period, 
because prices were upon a general level and the benefits and burdens 
of the tariff system were equally distributed. There was no favorit- 
ism; all industries and all sections were equal before the law. 

Now, since the Senator from Connecticut has suggested it, what has 
been the history of that industry since 1864? This industry had been 
substantially swept away in 1864. There were only 5,000 tons ofsugar 
raised in this country in 1864 against 265,000 tons in 1861-’62. Since 
1864 then we have made steady progress in the development of that 
industry. We produced during the last year about 165,000 tons of 
sugar of a much better quality, owing to the improved methods of cul- 
tivation and of manufacture. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Iask the Senatora question, Mr. President’? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire—I am not going to argue 
the matter—what the proportionate relation of the present production 
of the Louisiana sugar is to the Cuban production. The Senator has 
stated that the total quantity produced here now is less than it was 
before, but how is it in Cuba? 

Mr. GIBSON. We produced about two-thirds as much sugar in 1861 
as Cuba did. I think the production of sugar to-day is about 600,000 
tons in Cuba. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Caba has increased enormously, then. 

Mr. GIBSON. Cuba has increased. The production in Louisiana 
this year will be about 200,000 tons. 

But, the Senator must be aware of the circumstances that the people 
engaged in the sugar industry have been confronted with since 1864. 
I do not like to repeat the story, but the Senator must know that there 
were peculiar circumstances attending that industry. 

In the first place, it requires a larger expenditure of money to the 
acre than any other industry in the world. We estimate that an acre 
of cane costs $100 itself. It requires the most expensive apparatus to 
convert that cane into sugar. ‘The apparatus itself imposes upon each 
acre of cane about $100. So, in a farm of 500 acres of cane an ex pendi- 
ture of $100,000 must be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Every year? 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir, to restore the industry, for it disappeared, 
as I have said, in 1864. We had nothing left in that State except 
ruined sugar-houses, a few chimneys standing, the machinery gone, 
ditches filled up, and fields growing up in brambles and weeds. Such 
was the condition of the industry in 1465 and 1866. 

Not only that, but Louisiana is the Holland of the United States; 
we are carrying on a constant struggle with the Mississippi Liver. 
That mighty current flows through the very middle of the State, and 
often over the richest parts of it. It is a constant fight against the 
river. We have expended $21,000,000 to protect ourselves from the 
invasion of its disastrous floods since 1365. 

Not only that; it is the most expensive industry to restore in respect 
of its seed. Wemust plantthe original stalk; 1 acre of cane will only 
plant 3; the stubble, as we call it, from which it is taken will only sur- 
vivethree years; and the cane produced by an acre weighs about 20 tons. 
The destruction of this seed cane and the transportation from farm to 
farm, or plantation to plantation as we called them in olden times, was 
an immense labor itself, and could only be performed at great cost. 

But in the midst of these disastrous circumstances by which the peo- 
ple were surrounded they were in great poverty; they had lost their 
credit, and it was impossible to borrow a dollar of money at any rate 
of interest to restore these plantations to activity and production. 

Nor only that; but we had disorders in society, and I recur to this 
with reluctance. I am not casting blame upon anybody. For one, | 
do not wish ever to recur to the scenes of civil strife that have taken 
place inthis country. I shall only doso under compulsionand to make 
a defense of the people with whom I have been associated. But under 
these disorders private credit disappeared. I need not tell the veteran 
Senator from Vermont that the very life and breath of any industry, 
the source of its force and prosperity, is derived from that invisible, 
subtle, all-powerful influence, private credit and public honor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not want to debate it at all, but I should 
like to ask the Senator really for information—I am sincerely desirous 
of having it—-whether with credit or without, the comparative number 
of acres in Louisiana that are nowor in the last year or two have been 
under cultivation for cane as compared with the nunaber of acres in 
1858, 1859, and 1860. 
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Mr. GIBSON. It always amuses me to hear the Senator from Ver- 
mont ask for information. If he had stored away all the information 
he has sought for in this Chamber he would be the wisest man, as I 
expect he is, inthis body. I can hardly venture to give the Senator 
any information, but, if he will pardon me, I will attempt to answer his 
question, I will say to him the area in cultivation is just about the 
same as it was in 1860, but it is now divided between rice and sugar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a question of crops then, and not of credit, 
for I suppose it is just as hard to borrow money on riceasit isonsugar. 

Mr. GIBSON. You could not borrow money on either in 1865, 1866, 
1867, 1868, 1869, 1870, 1871, 1872, 1873, or 1874. In 1876 our credit 
began to be restored and it is tolerably fair to-day. 

But these were the circumstances I am relating, the history of this 
industry, the embarrassment, difficulties, obstacles in the way of its 
development; I was about to say peculiar, but I was afraid the Sen- 
ator from Vermont might take exception to that word. 

So here we were with machinery destroyed, thesugar-housesdestroyed, 
the ficlds destroyed, the floods on us, the government insecure, disor- 
der in every direction, private credit gone. 1 think everybody will ad- 
mit that that was a rather dismal situation for people who were going 
to embark in an industry that required a large amount of cash. 

Yet, even under those adverse circumstances, there is one yet still 
larger, more active, more comprehensive than any that I have men- 
tioned, and that is the invasion of the markets of the world by these 
bounty sugars from the continent of Europe. They have taken pos- 
session of the markets, of the English markets; they have 
driven out the cane-producing sugars. The cane-producing countries 
have been diminishing their productions steadily as the beet-sugar 
countries were increasi What has been the result? I need 
not tell the Senator that Cuba is bankru The little island of 
Cuba, with only 1,500,000 in it, and of them and 
Cubans, and theother half Chinese and negroes, owes one hundred and 
fifty-odd million dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like toask the Senator whether he thinks 
the present condition of private affairs as to finances in Cuba is owin 
to the circumstance that he has alluded to, the German beet-sugar 
other sugars, or whether it is owing to the extravagance and want of 
thrift of its inhabitants. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is very difficult to determine the causes of any 
event, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wished my friend’s opinion; that was all. 

Mr. GIBSON. _ I wish to observe, in the first place, that it is very 
difficult to ascertain the causes of any event. We may ascribe it toa 
Single cause when probably there are many © . But, so faras I 
have been able to determine, the cause that has to this immense 
burden upon the island of Cuba is owing toa fallin the price of sugar 
in the markets of the world. I admit that the state of society, the civil 
war that prevailed in Cuba, perhaps added to this; I have no doubt it 
did; but I think had the sugar market not been taken away from her 
(because there has been a relative falling off in the production of Cuba 
as well as Brazil), if she had got a better price for her sugar, she would 
have been able to carry over the debt that wasacquired in the civil war, 
and to pay, perbaps, the interest and part of the principal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a question, then, if I may interrupt my 
friend, of the quantity of production and the quantity of consumption. 

Mr. GIBSON. That was it; and the price was determined by Ger- 
many and forced down. 

Now, Mr. President, what has been done by the Government of the 
United States in the application of the revenue system to this indus- 
try? In 1883 wereduced the tariff on sugar at the very time when these 
governments in Europe were placing a bounty on sugar that was to be 
exported. We reduced the tariff on sugar 25 cent. in 1883, and 
now it is proposed by this bill to reduce it again, and to adopt in re- 
spect to that article a new, novel, unheard-of system, the bounty sys- 
tem, which never, so far as I am informed—and I should like to ask the 
Senator for a little information on that subject—has been applied to 
any one of the industries of the United States on land. I should like 
for him to tell me when it was ever applied to any single industry in 
this country on land. 

sesubaseefildenteapenesictplahetertndien tegiedinnepit 
system the ing industry in New in 
of molasses, which I believe they said su about four hundred 
vessels at sea. If that is to be the effect of this bounty system, Ishould 
vote for it with very great reluctance. 

l ebject to the bounty system, not because it is novel, not because it 
is an experiment, but because it is inadequate. Capitalists will be 
slow to invest their money in a system that may be adopted to-day and 
removed to-morrow. They can not see their way to results. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana how it is 
do ee 

Mr. GIBSON. It is because we have never tried it, 

Mr. HAWLEY. But it is not more likely to be b 

Mr. GIBSON. It is novel; and I doubt very whether it will 
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commend itself to the American people. Its very strength, if it issuc- 
cessful, will be its source of weakness, for as the industry prospers and 
the production is increased the amount of the bounty will increase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorm in the chair). It is the 
duty of the Chair to inform the Senator from Louisiana that his time 
has expired. 

Mr. GIBSON. It will double the bounty every five years on sugar 
and take a greater sum out of the Treasury than we pay under the 
protective system. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr, President, there seems to be no probability that 
we are going to voie upon all these amendments to-night. That being 
the case, whatever debate there is to be I suppose will have to be had 
to-night. Itherefore desire to occupy the attention of the Senate for a 
little while. 

Mr. President, inmy remarkson this bill some daYsago I said nothing 
on the subjectof reciprocity. I desire to ask the attention of the Senate 
mainly on that subject now. I am in favor of such reciprocity be- 
tween the United States and other nations, especially with the Repub- 
lics of Mexico and of Central and South America, as can be agreed upon 
and as will open up new markets to the people of this country. The 
scheme seems to be attended with difficulties, but all new and great 
movements are usually surrounded by difficulties which more or less 
embarrass 

The development and inauguration of trade arrangements with cer- 
tain governments are liable to embarrass this Government in its rela- 
tions to others, but still I am unable to see why we can not make such 
reciprocity agreements by treaty or otherwise with one government as 
suits it and our own, without incurring the displeasure of the rest. 
What we desine is to find a market for whatever surplus we may have, 
either in agricultural productions or in manufactures; and to securesuch 
market we should be willing to take from the —— take our 
surplus, a sufficient amount of the surplus of productions or 
articles as we do not produce to the extent of our needs to pay for it. 

It becomes a system of exchange ot products between friendly nations 
for the benefit of each other. Iam not in favor of such a system of 


dition that we take such of theirs as we want, can possibly interfere 
with our protective system. It seems to me that such a policy must 
have the effect of stimulating our manufactures and agriculture. I feel 
sure, Mr. President, that much benefit must come to our people from 
sucha policy. 
If the people of the United States can secure an equivalent for plac- 
ing on the free-list sugar, coffee, and hides, it is better than it is 
now as to tea, coffee, and they all being on the free-list, and 
receiving no perceivable benefit therefor. We are 
about to put sugar on the free-list, and I am in favor of doing so 
whether we make any trade relations with the sugar-growing countries 
by which we secure an equivalent or not, but it is wiser to find a free 
market for our flour, provisions, and agricultural implements in the 
countries that furnish us free sugar. 

Mr. President, I have believed from the first that good would come 
from the work of the Congress of representatives of the three Americas. 
The reei ty movement now under consideration is the first fruit 
of that It did much to draw together these republics, to 
produce a spirit of friendship for and interest in each other. Such a 

it to the same extent never existed before. That friendship will 
grow and result in advantage to the United States and in vast benefit 
to the smaller republics. The movement will go forward until satis- 
factory commercial relations shall be established between the 
of the United States and the republies of Central and South 
of Mexico. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], in his very able speech 
on this subject a few days ago, in commenting on the bills known as 
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from the free to the dutiable list on his own judgment as to the in- 
equality or unreasonableness of theexactionsof othergovernments. This 
power should alone be exercised by the legislative department, but, if 
conferred upon the President, in my opinion he will not take the re- 
sponsibility of placing articles now on the free-list on the dutiable list, 
but will report his action to Congress, or he will negotiate a treaty se- 
curing reciprocal rights and report the same to the Senate for its con- 
sideration. , 

All that power, I may be permitted to say, the President has now, 
and it has been to my mind a question whether it would not have been 
better to allow this whole question of reciprocity to rest with the Pres- 
ident and Secretary of State, as they have the power to make treaties 
with these governments and submit them to the Senate of the United 
States for consideration. 


In the address of our Secretary of State, Mr. Blaine, in his State re- | 


cently, he stated that 87 per cent. of the products of the republics 
south of us come to this country free, and thatif sugar is placed on the 
free-list all the important articles imported from those countries will 
come in duty free except wool. Our exports to those countries are 
subjected to heavy duties, while only 12 per cent. of theirs brought 
here pay a duty. : 

Whether placing sugar on the free-list will cheapen the article to the 
consumer isdoubted by some. I believe it will cheapen it. If it dees 
cheapen it to the people it should never be taken off the free-list unless 
it shall become necessary for revenue purposes. The most of our im- 
ports from countries south of us come from Cuba and Brazil, the imports 
from those two countries being $112,000,000, while our exports to them 
only amount to the small sum of $20,000,000. Ifwe take these goods, 
sugar and other articles to such an amount, they ought to take more of 
our productions. 

If there is any way by which this Government can negotiate with 
them so that we can get an equivalent we ought to do so, in my judg- 
ment. 

Taking all these countries together their exports to this couutry in 
value are $216,000,000 worth, while we export to them only $74,000, - 
000. These general facts, showing the differences between our exports 
to these countries near us and our imports from them, brought to the 
attention of the"American people by the Secretary of State on the ad- 
journment of the Pan-American Congress, have produced the almost 
universal cal] upon us to adopt some means for remedying the unequal 
condition and placing our people on a better footing in our trade rela- 
tions with these countries. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to say afew words respecting the prop- 
osition to inaugurate a system of reciprocity with the Dominion of 
Canada. The attitude of that country toward the United States and 
our trade relations with the people of thatcountry are such that in my 
judgment we are not called upbn to hasten to open new negotiations 
with them for reciprocity agreements. The Dominion Government 
has steadily pursued a policy of aggression towards the United States. 
They have done so in many ways and for many years. 

That Dominion is and has been for some time substantially under 
the dominion of the Canadian Pacific Railroad. That road was in the 
main built by the Dominion Government, thesubventions given by it to 
the road amounting to about $200,000,000. It was projected some 
thirty or forty years ago by a British military officer as a military route 
toenable England to throw troops across the continent and to reach India 


in case of a war with Russia, Subsequently, in 1879, I believe, England | 
purchased a controlling interest in the Suez Canal, under Disraeli’s | 
government, and they now regard the Canadian Pacific as the alternative | 


route to India in case anything should happen to prevent the use of the 
Suez Canal. 


The first train that ran over the Canadian Pacific conveyed muni- | 


tiovs of war, the object being to show the British Government how 


swiitly they could transportmunitions of war across the continent on 
our northern border. it was mainly in consideration of its being a 


military route and of having its steam-ships on the Vancouver and | 


Pacific line and of their being placed at the disposal of the British 
naval department that they obtained their steam-ship subsidy trom 
the British Government of $225,000 a year. The Dominion Govern- 
ment hasbeen subsidizing railroads to an enormous extent, the aggre- 
gate debt of the Dominion and of the Provinces now beiny, $335,000, - 
000, nearly all of which has been entailed by the subsidy system and by 
public works generally and in the construction of canals. 

The whole and sole object of the canals for which they have spent 
nearly $60,000,000 is to make Montreal an ocean port, thereby taking 
away from the ports of New York, Boston, and Baltimore the foreign 
trade and securing it to this military and political road, the Canadian 
canals, and the port of Montreal. The Canadian Pacific road was not 
built as a commercial enterprise, it never has maintained itself as a 
road for legitimate commercial purposes, and it will not for many years 


to come, except as it is allowed to raid upon the common carriers of 


the United States. AsI said before, it was not constructed for commer- 
cial but as a political and military expedient. 
Tnterstate-Commerce Commission in its last report estimates that 
one-third of the througi: business of the Canadian Pacific to and from 
the Pacific coast consists.of traflic furnished from the United States, 
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fact as to the merits or demerits of the anti-pooling and the long and 


and in this is not included the traffic secured by the Canadian Paciti 
between Asia and pointsin the United States east of the Missouri Riv 


Tt has resorted to the policy of rs for the trunk linereach 


ing many pointsin the United States, while Canada refuses to allow the 
construction of railroad lines as feeders to American lines running to 
points in Canada. 

In support of this statement I pre the following testimony 
Nelson Bennett, an honored and respected citizen of Tacoma, Wash 
president of the chamber of commerce of that growi ty, t ’ 


fore the Committee on Relations with Canada 
By the CHAIRMAN 


Q. You mean to say that a company of American capitalists, \ t 
an American existing road or not, can not get facilities t 
Canada? 

A. I mean to say exactly that thing, si: 


In the course of the investigation in respect to the transportation 


| interests of the United States and Canada, conducted by the Committe« 


on Interstate Commerce, of which I have the honor to be chairman, 
during the summer of 1889, it was testified to by several witnesses that 
Americans were not allowed to construct railways in Canada. 

By an act approved February 4, 1887, and subsequent amendments 
thereto, common carriers in the United States doing an interstate busi- 
ness are subject to certain well defined rules and regulations in pursu- 
ing their business. The Canadian Pacilic, on the other hand, a foreign 
corporation, sustained and maintained by the Canadian Government as 
a political necessity, is exempt from the provisions of this law, as are 
also other Canadian lines. That the Canadian roads might be thor 
oughly unhampered and unhindered in their inroadson American com- 
merce the Dominion of Canada has enacted a statute which I will pres 
ently read. Much is said in favor of foreign railroads because of cer 
tain provisions of the interstate-commerce act. Whatever may be the 


short haul sections of the act to regulate commerce, no American shoul! 
desire that a foreign corporation should be allowed an advantage ovei 
our own American railroads. 

If the interstate-commerce act is not right, it should be amended 
and made so; but our patriotism should require that we should protect 
our own property as against that of foreign countries. I will insert 
here two sections of the Canadian statute showing that the purpose of 
that government is to authorize and specially aid the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad in reaching into the United States by whatever means may l 
necessary to secure traffic at the expense, perhaps, of the people of 
their own country and at the expense of the common carriers of the 
United States. 

Sc. 226. The company, in fixing or rerulating the tolls to be demanded and 
taken for the transportation of goods, shall, except iu respect to through traffl 
to or from the United States, adopt and conform to any uniform classificatior 


of freight which the governor in council on the report of the minister froim 
time to time prescribes. 
* * 


Sec. 232. No company in fixing any toll or rate shall, under like conditions 
and circumstances, make any unjust or partial discrimination between differ- 
ent localities, but nodiscrimination between localities, which, by reason of com 
petition by water or railway, it is necessary to make tosecure traffic, shall be 
deemed to be unjust or partial. 

It will be seen from this that these provisions give the Canadian 
roads, on all traffic carried in competition with our carriers, unlimited 
freedom. By reason of the fact that the Canadian Pacific Railway was 

| built by subsidies and subventions of various sorts which it received 
| from the Dominion Government, it could afford to offer lower rates 
than those which prevailed on American railways. A war of rate 
was begun by the Canadian Pacific Railway on itscompletion, and wa 
| continued until a compromise was reached on the basis ot differential 
| in favor of that road. 

The Canadian Government hasgranted a subsidy of $186,000 a year, 
| to continue for twenty years, for a line through the State of Maine 
| That subsidy was given to the International Railway Company of Can 
| adaand the International Railway Company of Maine, which were sub 
sequently sold to the Atlantic and Northwestern Railway, the control 
of which the Canadian Pacific has acquired, and it is now receiving th: 
subsidy of $186,000 per annum. Its payment was commenced on the 
Ist of January, 1889, on the completion of the line from Montreal to 
Mattawamkeag, 

What was that done for, Mr. President? It was for the purpose, 
not of carrying the commerce of that road to Boston and to Portland 
but to cut across the State of Maine and land its commerce ata foreign 
| port, or at a port in the Dominion of Canada. I am reciting these 
things fot the purpose of showing that, so far as our reciprocity rela 
tions with the Canadian Government are concerned, the course of that 
Government towards the United States has been such that in my judg- 
ment we are not called upon to-day to hasten to make reciprocity 
| agreements with it. 
| The Dominion has heavily subsidized numerous lines of steamers 
At the 1889 session of the Dominion Parliament an act relating to ocean 
| steam-ship subsidies was passed which provided for a line of steamers 

from Vancouver to Australiaand New Zealand with a subsidy of $125, 

000 a year; a line from Vancouver to China and Japan with a subsidy 
of $300,000 per annnm: a line of steamers from St. John, New Bruns- 
wick, to Liverpool with a subsidy of $500,000 a year, which is to be 
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supplemented by a British subsidy supposed to be $300,000 a year, 
making a total of $800,000. These steamers are to be constructed so 
as to be available as armed cruisers in the navy of Great Britain. All 
of these lines, being thus heavily subsidized, will be enabled at the 
very beginning to divert commerce from American ships, American 
shippers, and American internal transportaton lines. 

To recur a moment to the canal system of the Dominion of Canada. 
It was announced some time ago, also, that the Canadian Government 
would expend $12,000,000 more in deepening the St. Lawrence canals. 

In the operation of some of these canals American sea-ports are dis- 
criminated against in the interest of Montreal. American and Cana- 
dian vessels passing through the Welland Canal have to pay 20 cents a 
ton on their cargoes. If a vessel is bound to American ports on Lake 
Ontario or on the St. Lawrence River, no deduction is made from this 
charge, but if her cargo is to be shipped to Montreal from Kingston at 
the head of the St. Lawrence River a rebate of 18 cents per ton is made 
on wheat, Indian corn, rye, barley, and pease, which constitute the 
great bulk of shipments from the United States to foreign countries via 
Montreal. This is in violation of the treaty of Washington and of the 
reciprocal concessions upon which the transit trade is based. It is ac- 
complished by an order in council, which I will read. One is issued 
in the early part of each year. This is the last one: 

Av THe GovERNMENT House aT OTTAWA, 
Wednesday, 26th day of February, 1890, 

Present, hisexcellency the governor-generai in council. 

Whereas it is considered expedient that the special rate of toll for passage 
through the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals of certain easterly bound food 
eqeey in force during the last season of navigation should be continued dur- 

ng the forthcoming season : 

lis excellency the governor-general, in pursuance of the powers vested in 
him by pe pe 37 of the rev statutes, entitled, “ An act respecting the de- 
partment of railways and canals,”’ and by and with the advice of the Queen’s 

rivy council, is pleased to order that the special rate of toll of 2 cents per ton 

n force last year for the passage through the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals 
of certain cereals, wheat, Indian corn, , barley, and rye, when shi for 
Montreal, or for any other port east of Montreal, be continued duri e forth- 


coming season of navigation and no longer, such toll covering the Welland and 
the St. Lawrence Canals. 

His excellency has been further pleased to order, by and with the advice of 
the Queen's privy council for Canada, the continuance, for the same period 
only, of the arrangement under which the said food products, if they have paid 
the ordinary full tolis for passage through the Welland Canal, shall be entitled 
to exemption from payment of any further toll for passage hany portion 
of the St. Lawrence Canal system, even if not traversing the whole distance to 


Montreal. 
JONIN J. M’GEER, Clerk Privy Council. 


There is also an unjust discrimination by Canada in the matter of 
entrance and clearance fees, By section 112 of their revised customs 
act a license is provided for vessels navigating the lakes, for which a 
fee of 50 cents is required, as also a fee of 50 cents for each entrance at, 
and 50 cents for each clearance from, a Canadian port. Then by another 
order in council Canadian vessels are exempt from the payment of en- 
trance and clearance fees, which amount to $1 for each visit to a Can- 
adian port, while such fees are imposed upon American vessels. I will 
read section 112 of the revised customs act of the Dominion of Canada 
providing for the license, also the order in council by which American 
vessels are so cunningly discriminated against, and a copy of the coast- 
ing license: 


SECTION 112 OF THE REVISED CUSTOMS ACT OF THE DOMINION OF CANADA, 


The governor in council may grant yearly coasting licenses to British vessels 
eee the inland waters of Canada above Montreal, and may direct thata 
fee of 50 cents shall be payable for each such license, and that the master or per- 
son in charge of any vessel navigating the said waters and not having a coast- 
ing license shall, on entering any Ee in Canada with such vessel, pay a fee of 
0 cents if such vessel is not over 50 tons burden, and of $1 if she is more than 
50 tons burden, to the collector on each entry; and a like fee of 50 cents or $1, 
ncoording to the burden of the vessel, on each clearance of such vessel at any 

rt; and such fee shall be gevette accordingly before such vessel shall be en- 
or cleared: Provided, That the governor in council may reduceor readjust 

such fees, but may not increase them beyond the amount hereby fixed: And 
provided also, That vessels merely passing through any of the Canadian canals, 
without breaking bulk, shal! not be liable to such fees. (46 V,, c. 12,5. 234,) 


ORDER IN COUNCIL, 
GOVERNMENT House, Ollawa, Wednesday, May 22, 1889, 

Present, his excellency the governor-general in council. 

His excellency, in virtue of the powers vested in him by “ the customs act,” 
chapter 32 of the Revised Statutes of C: section 112, and by and with the 
ad of the Queen's pete council for is pleased to order, and it is 
hereby ordered, that the fee to be exacted from all vessels na inland 
waters, when entering or clearing at any port above Montreal, shall be 50 cents 
for each such report inwards or Seman ahionin, i ve of the tonnage 
of the vessels so entering or clearing, except vessels holding coasting licenses, 
and that all orders or regulations inconsistent herewith shall be rescinded. 

JOHN J. M’GEE, Clerk Privy Council. 


DOMINION OF CANADA—COASTING LICENSE FOR THE YEAR 188—. 




















the Canadian Government to reciprocate in the matter of aiding vessels 
in distress. By an act of Congress approved June 19, 1878, the United 
States Government proposed to the Dominion of Canada that ifit would 
allow American vessels to go to the relief of American vessels 
in distress in Canadian waters the United States would allow Canadian 
wrecking vessels the reci privilege in the waters of the United 
States, but the Dominion Government has persistently refused to ac- 
cept the offer, although the refusal has led to a large loss of property 
and of life. This refusal on the part of Canada appears to be dictated 
by the political influence of certain Canadian wrecking companies. It 
is fully in accord with the Canadian refusal to allow American fishing 
vessels to seek refuge in Canadian ports, and the refusal of food or re- 
lief of any sort to the tempest-tossed American fishermen, although 
Canadian fishermen, in common with the mariners of every nation on 
the globe, are allowed to seek shelter and relief in American waters. 

The refusal of the privileges of the transit trade to fish caught by 
American fishermen, the refusal toallow American fishing vessels toseek 
shelter from storms when in distress in Canadian ports and harbors of 
refuge, the refusal to allow American fishing vessels to trade in Cana- 
dian waters as freely as Canadian vessels are allowed to trade in Ameri- 
can waters, are an violation of Article III of the treaty of peace of 
1783, of Article III of the treaty of 1794, the reciprocal maritime 
legislation of 1830, and the comity of nations. 

Mr. President, I.do not know that I could do better than to quote 
here a sentence from the late Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. Daniel 
Manning. Mr. Manning characterized the denial of the humanities of 
the sea to American fishermen by the authorities of Canada and New- 
foundland as ‘‘an act of barbarism fit only for savages.’’ 

But, Mr. President, to be more ic, Sylvanus Smith testified 
in New York, December 31, 1889, before the Select Committee on Re- 
lations with Canada, as to the inhumane treatment of American fish- 
ermen by Canadians. He cited the case of the Marion Grimes, which 
occurred some four or five years ago. The captain of the vessel started 
to go out to sea some 5 or 10 miles off, in order to be there 
as soon as be could in order to save his fishing gear. The Canadian 
cutter boarded him and carried him into port. While the vessel was 
lying in the harbor under seizure until she was bonded they took 
session of her, and when the captain hoisted his flag they hauled it 
down, which they clearly had no right to do. 

Captain Smith testified that they did everything they could at that 
time to make things as unpleasant as possible. Being asked by Sena- 
tor HALE whether the Canadians carried out this policy of exclusion to 
the extent of refusing medical treatment and attendance to sick fisher- 
men upon United States vessels, he replied as follows: 


That was done atthattime. Men whowere almostin adying condition were 
not allowed medical treatment. * * * They would not allow them to mail 
letters. - 


Sylvester Cunningham, an owner and fitter of fishing vessels, who 
has been engaged in that business since 1873, testified as follows: 


We have lots of instances where vessels coming from the Grand Banks have 
had winds to keep them back so that their cargo was spoiled. Butif sucha 
vessel goes into a Canadian port and wants to buy ice to yn Awe from 
spoiling she would be refused and ordered to leave port immediate pee be 
seized. All that is done, not to protectanything they have; thatis simply done 
with the idea of harassing Ame: vessels. 

Q. In order that they may get the American market away from the American 
fishermen ? 

A. That is it exactly. 


Mr. Cunningham testified as to the difference in treatment between 
Canadian vessels in American ports and American vessels in Canadian 
ports. He was asked by Senator BUTLER: 


Q. Reverse that proposition. Supposea Canadian vessel should, under such 
circumstances as you have just detailed, touch at an American port; what 
would be its treatment ? 

A. [havea illustration of that at hand; I forget the names of the ves- 

I ember that the 


in 
that and I don’t oe cet tne eee iz: f 
feeli . ow any more seizures 0: 
our 4 ee etian there might have Leen trouble. 


To all whom it may concern : 
This li is ted to (1 , of (2 . master of the 2 of fish, and without entered at all she began to d 
of (4): —— a ends tons ane: British : , and wholly a by | cargo. “That subjected aieheetionties of $1,000. 
British subjects, to employ the said vessel until the 30th day of June, 188—, to Q. That was a clear violation of law? 
earry goods—always being subject toentry or clearance A. A clear violation of law, and it was in the fish business,too. But the peo- 
coasting regulations of the Dominion of Canada, he having, with two sureties, > made representations favorable for him, and said that they thought 
entered into the necessary bonds. erred more pa Spey oe 
_Given under my hand this —— day of ——, 188—. and he was fined anominal fine. That bas been the invariable rule 
s , * : as do an belnene ake eeaye teenounee tn i Secwss the 
. ' a 
Mr. President, I wish to say a few words in reference to the refusal of | name of the vessel—I think it has been stated in the toutlabens ay thet carried e 
ee LATA DPOOATANAT DYDD QmWnathL Copnrparppp & 
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Canadian crew; he stated that he was short of provisions, carrying twelve or 
fifteen extra men, but he could not purchase provisions; they would not allow 
him. 

Mr. President, the conduct of the Dominion Government in its treat- 
ment of American fisherman has been without the sanction of law or 
justice and is in the face of the civilization of the age. Under the 
privileges of the transit trade the people of Canada shipacross the terri- 
tory of the United States $20,000,000 of merchandise annually, and 
yet refuse to allow Americans to ship across the territory of Canada 
fish caught in the Atlantic Ocean far beyond any pretended maritime 
jurisdiction of that Government. 

This Government and that of Great Britain are to-day and have been 
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for years carrying on a somewhat angry correspondence regarding the | 


Behring Sea question, and the British Government in deference to the 
demands of the Canadians that they must have the right to pursue 
the business of seal-catching even to the extent of the complete exter- 
mination of the fur-seals, and in opposition to the contention of the 
United States thit they belong to the United States, thereby again 
demonstrates that that government or dependency of Great Britain 
never misses an opportunity to make itself offensive to the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, with these facts before us and many more that can be 


enumerated, I submit that we are not called upon to propose reciprocal | 


trade arrangements with the Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. President, I have given some attention to our relations with 
Canada, especially as affecting our transportation interests. The gen- 
eral situation has necessarily pressed itself upon my attention, and I 
do not hesitate to say that the United States has been neglectful of 
its duty to its own interests and its own citizens in connection with 
these great interests involved in our relations with Canada. The policy 
of the British Government and her colonies is to absorb the commerce 
of the world, and that ambition is a hond of union between the difter- 
ent parts of the British Empire, and for that the Government will 
make no treaty nor consent to any reciprocity agreements from which 
that great scheme or purpose will be eliminated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Illinois that his time has expired. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave just a few words more to say, and I ask leave 
to conclude. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion.’’] ‘The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I am for a national policy that will 
protect the interests of the United States against foreign aggressions 
from any quarter, whether on the Atlantic coast, giving to Americans 
the control of the coastwise trade, or wherever the interests of American 
citizens are disturbed. 

Mr. President, General Jackson, in one of his messages to Congress 
while President, in discussing the power of Congress to impose duties on 
imports, after saying that such power had passed from the States under 
the Constitution and that it had been lodged in the General Government 
substantially without limitation, closed by saying that if it were not in 
ihe General Government, having been taken from the States, it must be 
extinct, and that ‘‘ our political system would thus present the anom- 
aly of a people stripped of the right to foster their own industry and to 
counteract the mostselfishand destructive policy which might beadopted 
by foreign nations.’’ 

Mr. President, lam a protectionist, not only in the support of a tarifl 
bill which will give reasonable protection to our labor and general in- 
dustries, but I am for protecting American interests and the national 
honor in our dealings with all foreign nations. I[ can not refrain from 
referring to a remark of Lord Salisbury, in an address toa club in 
London some months ago, when he expressed the hope that the difficulty 
with the United States over the Behring Sea question would soon be 
settled, ‘‘ But,’’ said he, ‘‘ with such asusceptible nation as America, 
Great Britain can not negotiate at the top of her voice,’ which expres- 
sion was greeted with great applause. 

Mr. President, that was an insulting remark in his reference to the 
United States, and I trust the time has come when the differences be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain and her dependencies may 
be settled honorably to this nation in open day, and that Lord Salis- 
bury, representing John Bull, shall not be allowed to whisper our gal- 
lant Secretary of State out of our rights as a nation. 


Is there objection? [*‘ No objec- 


Mr. President, I desire to quote a line from a Toronto paper, which | 


is directly pertinent to the question of reciprocity with Canada. It says: 
if Canada failed — 


This was written some months ago— 
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for the purpose of setting the United States at defiance, and of captur- 
ing our internal and foreign commerce, is the thing which the United 
States must so strenuously and emphatically oppose in “order that no 
more such efforts will be attempted. 

The San Francisco Evening Bulletin sounded the key-note of the 
whole question, ‘‘ The supremacy of the United States on this conti- 
nent.’? The whole question is whether the supremacy of this con- 
tinent should be in the United States or in some other Government. 

Mr. President, I apologize for consuming more time than is allotted 
in the discussion of this hill and I thank the Senate for allowing me to 
do so. 

Mr. REAGAN, At this late hour I dislike todetain the Senate, and 
yet I feel that it is a duty to myself to ask the indulgence of the Sen 
ate for a few moments. Just previously to the taking of the recess by 
the Senate this evening, I presented the view that the tariff bill before 
us was in some of its features sectional and unjust, and I attempted to 
point them out. This language seems to have given offense to the Sen 
ator from New Hampshire | Mr. BLArr], and but for the remarks which 
he made I should not now trespass on the attention of the Senate. | 
think I have reason for what I said; but I desire, Mr. President, to 
say with distinct emphasis that no person is further from cultivating 
a sentiment of sectionalism than myself. My whole public career, I 
think, is evidence «f the fact that I have never in any period of my 
life desired to indulge in merely sectional as contradistinguished from 
national views; but notwithstanding that, if I see injustice done or 
think I see injustice done, I feel that my duty as a Senator r 
me to point it out. 

When it was proposed to relieve the beet snyar to be raised mainly 
in the Northwest from its burdens by relieving it from the paymentof 
duties on the machinery for its manufacture, coupled with a refusal 
to relieve the machinery to be imported for the manufacture of cane 
sugar and sugar from sorghum from a like liability to pay duties on 
the machinery to be imported, it seemed to me that this was unjust 
I referred to that, and I referred again to the fact that when the ques- 
tion of twine for bagging came up, which is an article very extensively 
used in all the wheat-growing regions, especially in the Northwest, we 
relieved that from duty, but when the proposition was made to relieve 
from duty the bagging that wrapped the cotton which was composed 
of exactly the same material that was denied. It seemed to me that 
that was unjust, and I do not think it ought to offend any one that I 
should have said so. 

When we remember, Mr. President, that the article of cotton consti- 
tutes the largest article of export of this country, when we remember 
that that is an article which always commands money, and that it has 
done so much as it has done to preserve the balance of exchanges in out 
favor, it ought not to be treated by the Congress of the United States 
as if it were a sort of alien production. The value of the twine with 
relation to the grain thatitis employed in is not more important and 
not less valuable in proportion than the value of the bagging which 
wraps up the cotton. So, while one is a larger commodity than the 
other; there would have been the same justice in both cases, but it was 
not done, and I thought I had a right to state it without offending any- 
hody. 

In relation to sugar, I suid that we had taken the duty off sugar. 
We have destroyed the revenues by this bill, if it shall become a law, 
on sugar and rice—two exclusively Southern products—to the amount 
of more than $60,000,000. In the very same bill we have added about 
$60,000,000 to the revenues to be derived from increased duties on 
products competing mainly with the manufactures of the North. 

When the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON] this evening was speak 
ing about the same protection being extended to the South as to the 
North, I was a little surprised that that able and experienced and dis- 
tinguished Senator seemed to ignore the fact that the South and West 
are eminently and essentially agricultural regions and consumers of 
manufactured products and that the East is essentially a manufactur- 
ing section and that these high duties benefit the manufacturers at the 
expense of the consumers. 

I do not think I ought to be charged with unnecessary sectionalism 
when I call attention to the fact that the people of the Southand West 
are taxed for the benefit of the East by rates of duty which are extraor- 
dinary. 

Mr. President, we show that the protection is substantially taken of! 
sugar and that that is proposed to be compensated for by a bounty otf 
2 cents a pound on the sugar that is to be made in the United States. 








quires 


| Suppose you do give a bounty of 2 cents on sugar that is made in this 


to get unresiricted reci . y ni . he believe exatio A » F : 
- procity with the United States ie believed annexation to | 711 and of Germany with its bounty on sngar for export equal to the 


be her inevitable destiny. 


These words were uttered by a member of the Ontario legislature, 
and they are in line with the expressions of many leading men of the 
provinces. 

_ Mr. President, while [ have attempted to show that the Dominion 
Government and Great Britain have not been neighborly with the United 
States, yet I would oppose the slightest encroachment upon or injustice 
toward Canada. Her own action and her alliance with Great Britain 


XXI——fil8 


| bounty on ours for home consumption, what will be the result ? 


country; that sugar has to go into the markets of this country, and 
wherever it does go in competition with the sugar of Cuba and of Bra- 


We 
should remember that the consumption of sugar from those countries 
largely exceeds the production in our own country. One Senator said this 
evening, I believe, that we made only about one-seventh orone-eighth ot 
the sugar we consume; and when we remember that this large dispro- 
portion of imported sngar is to be brought in competition with our own 
sugar we must see that the price of that untaxed sugar will regulate 
the price of ours, whatever hounty we choose to put upon it, and that 
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substantially it will be no protection. It will tarn out to be no pro- 
tection. It will be found, I think, by experience that it is no protec- 
tion. : 

Mr. President, the theory of this bill is that it is to protect labor. 
I call attention, interrupting that line of thought, to the fact that we 
have increased the duties on cotton-ties from 35 per cent. toe 105 per 
cent. The Senator from Iowa said that that aggregates but a small 
amount. It may not be very large, but that does not take away the 
sense of injustice caused by imposing it upon the people. There is 
cotton, a product of agriculture, which employs millions of people, the 
most important export of the country and one not protected by any 
tariff, but having to go into the foreign market in competition with the 
cotton of India, of Egypt, and of South America, unprotected. 

Then, where is the protection to labor in that? Weask no duty be- 
cause the duty on cotton can not help us; we do not import it; but we 
should like that there should be no discriminating legislation against 
it. My complaint was that instead of being fairly treated it was dis- 
criminated against in these two respects. My belief is that it would 
not have been so discriminated against if it had been grown in a dif- 
ferent latitude. I do not mean any offense to anybody, but 1 mean to 
state that which I believe all honest men believe, that, if it had been 
raised where the popular majority in this country live, there would 
have been no discrimination against it. 

In relation to sugar, that is a product which employs a great many 
people in Louisiana and a number in Texas and a few in some of the 
other States. If the object is to labor and agricultural labor, 
why is it stripped of protection? The argument is that it cheapens 
sugar to everybody in the country and therefore the duty should be 
taken off it. Mr. President, there has been an estimate that the con- 
sumption of sugar in this country isabout 40 pounds to the individual. 
At the ordinary price of sugar, taking off the tax, this would not be 
exceeding $2. I do not know that that iscorrect, but that is the state- 
ment I have had furnished meas the correct amount. ; 

Now, sir, if the object is to relieve the people of expense, why not 
have left off some of the duties on the products of iron and on the prod- 
ucts of wool? I made the statement to-day—and I think it probably 
may be approximately reliable—that the consumption of woolen goods 
will hardly be less than $25 to the individual per annum. A rate of 
duty of 80 per cent. would be $20 tax on each individual. Why not 
have left off one-fourth of this, if the object was to relieve the 
from expense? Woolen cloths are just as important and i 
are much more important than sugar. We can dispense with 
and live very well, but we can not dispense with woolen cloths and 

e the health of the people. Clothes and hats and shoes and 
things of that kind must be had. Why not have reduced some of the 
extraordinary duties upon these and have left whatever rate of duty 
might have been proper upon sugar? 

Mr. President, under paragraph 373 of this bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance the duties are raised in one instance from 70 per cent. 
to 132 per cent. on woolen or worsted yarns made wholly or partly of 
wool or worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, etc., andin an- 
other part of the same item the duty is raised from 67 per cent. to 123 
per cent.; in another portion the duty is raised from 71 per cent. to 103 
per cent.; and so it goes through four or five pages, the duties often 
ranging above 100 per cent. ou those goods essential to the men, women, 
and children of this country. 

Another thing: In order that the shoe and leather business may be 
made profitable we make hides free. Hides are essentially a Western 
product. Under the tariff of 1880 the State of Texas alone produced 
about one-seventh of all the cattle of the Union. Mr. President, 
does anybody believe that, if this great interest, involving millions of 
dollars, had been in the East and the shoe factories in the West and 
South, the duty would have been taken off hides and a high duty put 
on shoes? Does anybody believe it? Am I not authorized by such 
things to assume that the law is both sectional and unjust? 

I think I have a right to speak of these things without being ar- 
raigned for discharging the duty which I feel that I owe to the country. 
The Senator from New Hampshire [| Mr. BLAIR] took it upon himself 
to give me an extensive lecture upon the of my views and 
my expressions upon this floor to let me know in his superior 
> the best thing for me tc do was to apologize for my presence 

the Senate. Mr. President, that Senator is not my chosen guard- 
ian. I represent a sovereign State, as he representsone, and under 
the same Constitution and laws, and by virtue of the same sort of au- 
thority, and I, with my colleague, represent more than 2,000,000 free- 


aft 


* men. Iam sent here, not to— 


Crook the th of the knee 
Wheeden ieee 

not to apologize for my position in the Senate of the United States, 

but to represent the interests not only of my own State, but, as far 

my action goes, the interests of the American people, and I 

do it, and | do not propose to hold myself accountable to that 

for what Ido. 1am accountable to my constituents, and I try to 

charge my duty aa faithfully as I can. 

Mr. Presiden 


t, that Senator St 
authority in this body when referring to Southern men, 


at ifs 


cumstances which menue, in a way which is exceedingly offensive 
and which he seems of making as offensive as he can. But he 
may understand that however offensive he may make himself he will 
not arrest the freedom of debate in the Senate upon public questions. 

The Senator used another expression thisevening. He spoke of my 
whining. Mr. President, whining and begging are two things that I 
never did and never will do, and when that statement was made, false 
9s it was and unjust as it was to me, it was also an offense to the dig- 
nity and the decency of theSenate. I use no such toward any 
Senator, and I use no language on this floor that I will not use any- 
where else in the world. I use no language here that I will not hold 
myself responsible for everywhere else. I shall try at all times to 
avoid giving unnecessary offense, but I will resent insult as far as the 
rules of the Senate will permit me to do so, and I wish to declare to 
that Senator that he had as well reserve his lectures, that they shall 
not materially influence my conduct, until he shows that he can ele- 
vate his views to a point which will enable him to see the interests of 
the entire Republic. I have no patience with those narrow views 
which can see no virtue, no wisdom, no patriotism, except under their 
own patronage and their own vicinity. 

Mr. President, the American people are of the same general race, with 
the same general aspirations, the same general hopes, and should be ex- 
empt, at least in this high place, from ex ions of econtumely and 
insult. While I very much to have to repel such an attack, I 
have felt that duty to myself required me to say this much. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas, after a mild 
and very appropriate discussion of some of the propositions ef the tariff, 
has chosen to end his address to the Senate on this occasion with « 
somewhat pointed allusion to myself, evidently drawn out by expres- 
sions which I used this afternoon, such as I am not accustomed to in- 
dulge in, as I think the Senate will be willing to bear meevidence, but 
which I did indulge in by reason of the ex offensive provocation 
extended by the Senator from Texas in his remarks impugning the mo- 
tives of his equals, if not his betters. 

It is no uncommon thing in that Senator, and I took occasion to say 
that it was a thing I had never noticed in any other Southern Senator, 
to indulge in gross reflections upon the motives of the Republican party 
and of the Government of his country when under the conduct of that 
party. I have listened to it often and quietly, and, as I said then, re- 
er and without uttering anything in the way of explanation or 
dissent, but have endured, as many others have endured, it silently 
and with a patience that was hardly manly. 

On this.occasion, when the debate upon a certain proposition had 
shown that imputation cast upon the Republican party and the 
Government of country was wrong, not to use an expression un- 
known or at least unjustifiablein parliamentary discussion—when this 
very debate had developed an incident and precedent in favor of the 

benefits tothat section than our friend 
of us in the form of the remission of duty in 
the attempt to establish an infant industry, and to decide whether by 
experiment it could be established—when, I say, this very debate had 
shown that the Senator from Texas had no right whatever to impugn 
the motives which could actuate our conduct in that case, he chose to 
make that incident a of the sectionalism of the 
Republican party and of the conduct of the Government under its di- 
rection. I resented what he said, and reminded him that his own per- 


at the time 


quarter of a century in which he has ex 
degree of this Government. I do not undertake to say now and I do 
not claim but that clemency was well exercised in the Senator’s case; 
not atall. I have doneso at no time; butas I have endured year after 
year the lectures of the Senator(and I remember them from so early a pe- 
riod as the Forty-fourth Congress SS ee mo- 
tives of the men who saved the country and who preserved the Union, and 
who gave him an opportunity to be what he is, an honored represent- 
ative of the nation of the world, I have thought, when we had 
endured this for all these vears, that herein this historic debate, under 
the circumstances, when he was not justified if he had any reference 
whatever to the facts 
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dulgence, constant indulgence, almost, in these charges upon the North 
of a malignant sectionalism, which seems to be the Senator's stock in 
trade and the great proportion of his statesmanship. 

I say, sir, a habit of that kind some time ought to be broken up. 
It is just possible that as a matter of courtesy to others it should be 
broken up now, and for the future it will be well for the Senator to 
prove that he has human feelings ere he proudly questions ours. 

Now, Mr. President, of course this is all exceedingly unpleasant to 
me, for it is contrary to my nature. I donot know when I ever had 
anything like a personal difficulty with a human being from my youth 
up, but I felt these things from another standpoint. Is it not possible 
that this great party will be glad to be known in the Southern coun- 
try, and to be represented by these who represent that region as they 
are? Does any one believe that if the truth had been told about the 
Republican party by some of the leading men of the South to the peo- 
ple of the South to-day that party and its policy would have been held 
in the abhorrence that they are in some great sections of the South? 

Does the Senator think it well, does the Senator think it agreeable, 
agreeable, I mean, to his fellow-citizens of the North and to the Ke- 
pablican party, which certainly stands upon as high a plane, as high 
a level for patriotism and for statesmanship as that of which he is so 
honored a member—does he think it agreeable to us to be misrep- 
resented in that great section of the country where the Democratic 
party is dominant? Is it a patriotic thing that we should be held up 
there, in a region that does not read so much as some other portions 
of this globe and which depends upon the representations of its lead- 
ing men—dees he think it agreeable and does he think it patriotic and 
for the public good that this great controlling element of the American 
nation should be held up in the way and as actuated by the motives 
which the Senator has described, and which he has ascribed to us upon 
the floor of the Senate to-day and so often hitherto? 

The Senator states that I am hislecturer. Ihavenever assumed to be 
his lecturer unless I am at this moment, and now only in self-defense 
and in justification of those for whom I speak on this occasion. 

Mr. President, what has been the history of the Republican party 
with reference to his great section, that God knows (for I believe I state 
truly when I say it) the Republican party entertains as strong an affec- 
tion for as it does for its own section? It has saved that great section 
to the Union and kept it a part of this nation; done what it could to 

ive to it the institutions and the blessings of the institutions of the 
orth, which have made the difference, if there be one, between us. 

All the way down, from the great contest of blood, when we held 
the nation together, to the present time, I believe that the Republican 
party has demonstrated on every important occasion, in every exigency 
of our history, that it was a broad-minded, national, patriotic party, 
intent upon doing more for the section which needed help than it did 
even for itself. So far as I know anything of the motives of the Re- 
publican party, they have béen motives of that description upon all 
oceasions, and I believe history bears it out. The Senator is not the 
man who should bring accusations which, if they be not false, at least 


are unmerited, and I think he may well call in question the nature of 


his acts if he does not impugn his own motives before he assails ours. 
Mr. President, in regard to this bill the Senator from Iowa replied to 
the Senator from Maryland, who took upand indorsed everything that 


had been said by the Senator from Texas and held me to some criticism | 


by reason of the fact that I had, as they say, taken offense when [ had 
ply resented the Senator’s impugament of motives which should be 
entertained by no honorable men. The Senator from Iowa, I say, re- 
plied to all those unjust criticisms of the bill, with a single exception, 
which was thesu uentcriticism by the Senator from Louisiana made 
this evening in which he found an illustration of this sectionality in the 
formation of this bill in the treatment which we had given to the arti- 
cle of rice, Why, itseems there has been a slight reduction of the tariff. 
I know it was increased beyond what the Finance Committee deemed 
to be just in a symmetrical formation of the entire system throughout, 
on the suggestion of a Southern gentleman, and the Senator from Loui- 
siana says he did not ask for as much as he thinks perhaps he ought to 
have asked for. He asked for whatever he got, and whatever he did 
ask for he did obtain as a concession, as a ready concession on the part 
of the Finance Committee and of the Republican party. But it was 
still a slight reduction, and that is held up as an illustration of the 
offensive sectionality of the tariff that has come in here with this bili, 
and which will make it a law and place it on the statute-books of the 
country to the blessing of the nation, as I hope, for all time. ; 
Mr. President, here is another great interest of the North far more 
important in its pecuniary consequence than this niatterof rice. What 
has been done with lumber? One-half of the duty that was placed 
upon it is cut down, to the exceeding injury of a very large property- 
holding in the North and of an immense number of the citizens of the 
North, and they very generally of the Republican party. It has been 
yielded to out of d to the general good; but the sacrifice upon 
that one item alone, a Northeastern item largely, for the general 
action of —— upon 
coe _ ae bill of that kind ? 
England ew Yor Michigan and some other 
are the States that should complain of the sectionality of the 
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Republican party in this revision of the tariff which is so soon to | 
come a law. 

There was the instance of twine that w 
from Maryland. I came into the C! 
his burst of oratory and I did not hea what he said in refer- 
ence to twine, but it would be no illustration of sectionalism on the 
part of the Republican party. It was an act of reduction of the tarifi 
upon twine. It was not an a 


as alluded to by the Senator 
uber after he was well on with 


precisely 


of the Republican pai it was not th 
policy of the Republican party. Protection, proper protection to that 
great interest requires just the contrary to be done to that which was 
done. The policy of the party wasindicated by what was done in t 
House of Representatives, and by the action of the committee on th 


floor, and a portion of the party only effected their end in the placing 
of that article upon the free-list because the Democratic part 
I think unanimously with only 2 single exception, in the same way 

If there was any exhibition of sectionality in that regard, it was not 
by the Republican party, but it was made effectual because the Den 
ocratic party indorsed it. It was an act in favor of the West, but 
ruins, aS we are assured, a great interest in which at least $50,000,000) 
is invested, and will throw out of employment not less than from ten 
to twenty thousand active workmen of the Republican and Democrati 
parties on the Atlantic coast. We have submitted to that. If ther 
be sectionalism in that act, it is not certainly sectionalism by the Re 
publican party. 

Take another instance. We have imposed upon tin-plate a heavy 
duty in order that we may enter upon the establishment of a new in 
dustry here in this country. Is that a thing that is injurious to th 
South? It may be for a short time and it may be toa slight extent 
but the people who are te suffer by the increase because of the iu 
creased cost of tin are the people of the North. We havesubjected the 
people of our own great section to a protective principle for the benetit 
of the future, from which we suffer in the present far more than do 
our brethren in the Southern section of the country. And yet it is a 
wise thing to do, a proper and a justand a patriotic thingtodo. To be 
sure, the dinner-pail will cost a little more just now, but it is a policy 
that will puta dinner in the pail, and thatis the reason why we adopt it. 

So I might go on and speak of other things. Take coal. In New 
England the matter of fuel is an all-important matter, We submit to 
the exaction upon coal for the benefit of my friend from Maryland, 
and have made no complaint in regard to it, with natural resources 
not at all like those of the great State of Maryland, and many of our 
industries thwarted, failing, destroyed already by reason of the pri 
tection which has been given, the broad national protection which h 
been given to all parts of the country already. We submit to that 
which is an exaction for the general good. 

I remember, sir, when I was a boy there was an iron industry in 
New Hampshire. The best iron mine probably in the United Stat: 
is in New Hampshire to-day, but, by reason of the development « 
other parts of the country and the expense of labor and so on, that min: 
can not be worked in New England. So it is that the iron indust: 
has gone, and you tell us of our abandoned farms, and agriculture is 
gone, until now we are very much like the patriarch when Simeon 
was not, and Joseph was not, and now you take away Penjamin from 
us. 

Mr. President, there are sacrifices by New England. We are givin: 
you 75 cents a ton on your coal in order that Maryland, with greate: 
natural resources than any State in New England, may thrive. 
is nothing sectional in that part of the bill. There is nothing sectional 
in any partofthebill. This wise, wily, acute leader of the Democracy 
knows full well when he stops to retlect that the charge made upo 
this bill and upon the Republican party with reference tothe sectionalit 
of its construction will hardly bear the test of fact. 

Mr. President, I know how this debate is waning and how othe 
are entitled te this time, but you will bear me witness that all throug 
this protracted debate I have exhibited my wonted taciturnity, and fo: 
that reason I feel at liberty to trespass, as I have done, for some fiftes 
or twenty minutes. 

But I close with a reference to the Senator from Te und I say to 
him that I am not his lecturer; that I never have attempted to be his 
lecturer; and that I am not his superior; and that I trust the time 
never will come when [ am ready to believe myself his inferior—nev 
upon this floor nor elsewhere. I propose now and for all time simp 
to abide bere and to defend my own rights and to assail nobody’s e! 
But I am not now nor hereafter going to sit quietly and listen to taunt 
of the Republican party and of the history which we have made during 
the last twenty-five or thirty years. I will not listen silently to these 
accusations, for I believe it is unpatriotic longer to do so, and that the 
public welfare demands, whatever one’s personal feelings may be, that 

tepublicans be true and insist that debate be true to the facts of his 
tory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, before this debate closes, as it musi 
under the order of the Senate very soon, I teel that I should say a fev: 
words in justification of the action of the Committee on Finance in 
recommending an amendment to the paragraph fixing the duties upon 
refined sugars, This proposition which places a duty of three-tenths of 
1 cent per pound on sugars between Nos. 13 and 16 Dutch standar: 
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in color has been alluded to in terms of rather severe criticism by two 
members of the committee and by a Senator upon the other side of the 
Chamber. I will say that this amendment, which has now also re- 
ceived the approval of a very large majority of the Senate, is not only 
defensible, but in my opinion is absolutely necessary if equal justice 
is to be accorded to all parties interested in the proper adjustment of 
rates in the sugar schedule, There is no paragraph in the entire bill 
in which the people of the country have such adeep concern, and none 
in regard to which it is of greater importance that wise intelligence 
should control our legislative action. 

Every one of the Senators I alluded to has stated thatthe effect of the 
committee’s amendment would be to force, for the benefit of refiners, 
every pound of sugar that came into the United States through the refin- 
eries before it could be used for domestic purposes; and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SueRMAn] also stated, as I understood him, that nine out 
of ten families in the country might and probably would use raw sugar 
which would be admitted free of duty if the provisions of the bill as it 


came from the House should be retained. These declarations are but | J 


the echoes of an opinion I have frequently heard expressed of late, that 
we should return, if the House provisions were adopted, to the good 
old days when brown sugars were generally used. 

I do not think this opinion is well founded, for, while it is true that 
filty years ago such sugars were in use everywhere throughout the 
world, we should remember that owing to a variety of causes a com- 
plete revolution has taken place, and that to-day none but refined 
sagars are in general use in any civilized country. Tariff legislation 
in any form is not likely to change the habits of our people, especially 
as the lower grades of refined sugars are sold at less prices than raw 
sugars. 

If, however, the recommendation of the committee should become a 
law and any person or family in the United States should desire to use 
brown, unrefined sugar of the quality in general use a generation ago, 
they could purchase it without added cost on account of duty, as it 
would be admitted free by the terms of the committee amendment. 
| have in my hand a sample of Cuba muscovado sugars, the kind I have 


‘referred to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, Is that Dutch standard sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in color by the Dutch standard No. 13 or be- 
low, and would be admitted free by the provisions of the bill asamended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How is it by the polariscope? 

Mr. ALDRICH. About 88 degrees. The test would be perhaps 
from 86 to 90. I think the average would be about 88. 


_ Mr. EDMUNDS. So you think that would comein free under either” 


method of tax ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; it would come in free under the provisions of 
the bill as it has been amended by the Senate, and I repeat if any fam- 
ily should desire to use raw sugar they could and would use this. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the polariscopic test is abandoned now en- 
tirely and the color alove is to determine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is true by the provisions of the billas it came 
trom the House of Representatives or asamended here. The eae 
test is abandoned in assessing duties and is only applied in the pay- 
ment of bounties upon domestic sugar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do yousay that is below 13 by the color standard ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. I say it is below 13, and would be ad- 
mitted free under the provisions of our amendment. I also submit for 
the inspection of Senators samples of the distinctive sugars of the va- 
rious cane-sugar-producing countries, which, with the ion of those 
from Cuba and Demerara, are all made by the old-fashioned open- 
kettle process, and they are all below No. 13 Dutch standard in color, 
and would all be admitted free by the committee amendment. 

Now, while itis true, as has been stated by the Senator from Nebraska 
[ Mr. MANDERSON j, that commercial usage fixes the limit between raw 
and refined sugars at No. 13 Dutch standard, it is also true that sugars 
between Nos. 13 and 16 in color are not more likely to enter largely 
into domestic consumption than those of No. 13 and below. While 
sugars between 13 and 16 made by modern processes are partially re- 
fined, their color will exclude them from general use. I ask Senators 
to examine the standard samples which I have upon my desk, and they 
will observe that the difference in color between Nos, 13, 14, 15, and 
16 is very slight. Iam sure that, if not expert in such matters, they 
would not be able to distinguish the respective numbers by the differ- 
ences in shade. 

[t therefore can not be truthfully said that any class of people would 
use No. 15 sugar unrefined who would not use No, 13 if there was a 
proportional difference in price. A large portion of the crop of the 
Sandwich Isfands now admitted free is between 13 and 16 in color, and 
yetit is practically all refined before going into consum , proving 
that our people do not care to use sugars of this color. I believe that 
I have established the fact that the brown sugar which our pawn 
use if they were disposed—as they are not—would not bedu er 
the Senate amendment, and so would not be forced the re- 
fineries. There is no item of this bill which has been more y 
misunderstood and misrepresented than this paragraph in regard to re- 
fined sugars. 

Now, while the provisions of the bill as it came from the House 
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would not benefit consumers of raw sugars it would certainly affect in- 
juriously two large and im t interests, and effectually it the 
development of another of great promise. By the operations of the 
House provision we should lose our trade with the cane-sugar-produc- 
ing countries of the world. This trade represents a very large portion 
of the foreign commerce of the United States carried in American ships. 
We take nearly two-thirds of the exports of cane sugar from all coun- 
—. as will appear from the following table showing production in 


Cane sugars, 1889. 





s epee 

Countries. ;Production. | to United 

States. 

Tons. Tons. 

I, cecal eskh tied Hinde Bracedon: naseeuiiiabee tied bodes aiinniiet i neuie 526, 000 126, 
WI. scusnnesoveermigiampecebentereiiveess 364, 000 42, 818 
Philippine Islands 210, 000 162, 947 
Brazil 220, 000 69, 548 
132, 000 5, 865 
115, 000 48, 261 
60, 000 39, 435 
58,000 40, 000 
78, 000 58, 953 
55, 000 ee 
83, 000 18, 309 
30,000 11,015 
35, 000 646 
\ ) rae 
| 120, 000 120, 000 
RIE acshilaianitind tintiecthaderoatnimenateatickessntasanmedioer tegen 140, 000 140, 000 
Total | *2, 280, 000 1, 224, 361 


* This represents total production. The exports will not exceed 1,800,000, of 
which we get two-thirds. 


The sugars from most of these countries formerly went to England, 
as London is in a sense their natura! market. They were drawn to the 
United States by two causes: 

First. Our tariff, which places them on an equality relatively with 
beet sugars, as the latter are largely between 13 and 16 in color and as 
our duty on cane sugars below 15 is 2 cents per pound, while the duty 


on the av uction of beet sugar is 2.75 cents ed pound. 
Second, troduction of beet a upon which a bannly had 
been paid into which receivesal! sugars free, has largely driven 


cane sugar from London market. This will appear when I say that 
in 1889 Great Britain imported 1,323,000 tons of sugar, of which 856,- 
600 tons were beet and o: een dh pang The United States 
imported 1,169,825 tons, of w 107,096 tons were beet and 1,062,729 
tons were cane. Of the 1,062,729 tons of cane sugars imported by the 
United States see ft than ios meee = the 7 ee 
by these sam indicating] coming from the places I have nam 
other than Cuba and Demerara. 

If we admit sugar free up to No. 16 Dutch standard, cane sugars from 
those countries which do not have modern machinery—and this ~ 
includes all except Cuba and some of the English colonies—would be 
excluded from the United States. 

As the cost of refining is ter here than elsewhere only the best 
sugars that could be admitted free would come here. sugars 
from Oriental countries, which contain but 75 to 80 per cent. of 
tallizable sugars, and the crude sugars from these other ne ch 
test from 80 to 88 degrees, would go to London where they could be re- 
fined more cheaply than in the United States, and the centrifugal —_ 
from Cuba and which test 96 to 99 degrees, and the 
sugars from Germany other continental countries of equal test, 
would > ly our oa Scien ae ved 3 trade oe ~ he ml ex- 

nse of almost only carry e we have w emplo 
Lancia bottoms. It would destroy all hope of extending our trae 
with these countries to which all eyes are now turning with hope. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator let me ask a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Can the Senator again state what the amount of 
importation was between 13 and 16 last year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been imported scarcely at all under exist- 
ing law. 

r. MITCHELL. What effect in the opinion of the Senator would 
it have on the importation of grades of sugar between 13 and 16 by 
making them free? 

Mr, ALDRICH. I have shown what the effect has been in Great 
Britain, which has free . I have shown that sugars like those 
which are on this desk ! indicating have been driven from that country 
by conditions ex A proportion of the German and 
other beet sugars are 13 16 in color. They have not been 
sent here to a very large amount heretofore for reasons I have stated. 
But if we should our limit for free im tions of No. 16 all 
the importations into the United States be between 13 and 16, 
that is, ‘all the free importations. This would be so by reason of a 
commercial law which is inevitable in its operations. 
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The House provisions would establish a legislative prohibition 
against the production of beet sugar in the United States. The pro- 
ducers of beet sugars here could not compete with sugars produced 
abroad, upon which large export bounties are paid. (Germany pays & 
bounty. 

Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
countries as follows: 


An export bounty ? 

Yes, an export bounty. 

So does Austria-Hungary. 

Export bounties are paid by the various European 


Austria pays a direct export bounty on sugars 88-93 degrees polar- | 


ization, 1 florin 5v kreutzer, equal to 60 cents; 93-99} degrees polar- 
ization, 1 florin 60 kreutzer, equal to 64 cents; 994 degrees polarization, 
2 florins 30 kreutzer, equal to 92 cents. 

In France the drawback amounts to 60 francs per 100 kilograms; 
the tax equals 48 francs per 100 kilograms; leaving net 12 francs per 
100 kilograms, equal to 1 cent per pound. 

Germany allows on sugarexported: Not above 98 degrees, 8.50 marks, 
or 2.04 per kilogram, equal to .93 cent per pound; above 98 degrees, 
10 marks, or 2.40 per kilogram, equal to 1.09 cents per pound; loaves, 
10.65 marks, or 2.55 per kilogram, equal to 1.16 cents per pound. 


Germany taxes beets: At 12 per cent. yield, equal to .73 cent per | 


pound of sugar; 15 per cent. yield, equal to .60 cent per pound of 
sugar; 18 per cent. yield, equal to .47 cent per pound of sugar; giving 
a net bounty on the lowest yield of 12 per cent. of from .20 to .43 cent 
per pound; 15 per cent., of from .33 to.56 cent per pound; 18 percent., 
of from .46 to .69 cent per pound. 

The stimulating effect which these bounties have had on production 
is shown by the following table of product for the crop years 1889 and 
1890: 


Beet-sugar production. 








Countries. 1889-90. 1888-89, 
Tons. Tones, 

GRID oceccsrtnescrcnsscasnnsssscesnesassnsessoneiseceseteres cczesesssoocceses| 1, 900, OOD 990, 604 
Bre cs ccecensee ccevecncsecotnenscocenensccesscenvese ces cence cossee <eevepeneees 750, 000 | 523, 242 
tel ace lle aad siaaueenepsunetenssesbianeididenta oes 800, 000 466, 767 
pe Nee 470, 900 | 526, 387 
Belgium ..... nen 210, 000 | 145, 804 
LE SRG ORTEGA a FIR | 60, 000 | 46, 040 
Other COUNtrieS. ...........sserseeeereeeceeeee a, 80,000 | . 87, 000 

I eietkien sxcine ncedie%e gaetan ates ., *3, 630, 000 2,785, 844 





" *The reports for beet sugar are made from September 1 of each year, com- | 


mencing with each new crop. 


Our importations for 1889 were 107,096 tons. 


It will be noticed that the production of France nearly doubled in a | 


single year. 
Now, it is simply preposterous to expect that the sugar producers of 
the West will be able to compete with Germany and with France and 


with Austriain the production of these sugars as long as these bounties | 


are maintained. Under present conditions the producers of sugar in 


this country lrave a protection by reason of duties on sugars below 13 of | 
2 cents a pound; between 13 and 16, 2} cents a pound; between 16 and 
20, 3 cents a pound; and over 20, 3! 


cents a pound. It was undoubt- 
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edly the intention of the framers of this bill, in paying 2 cents a pound 
bounty upon raw sugars, that they should equalize the conditions for 
the sugar-producers of the country, whether from cane or sorghum or 
beets, with the existing conditions. 
, _ Now, let us see what the House of Representatives propose. It is, 
| first, to pay a bounty of 2 cents a pound on raw sugars in place of 2 cents 
| how imposed upon sugars below 13. On sugars between 13 and 16 the 
| only protection the domestic producer has is 2 cents as against 2 cents 
| by existing law. The Senate even only proposes 2.3 cents against 2%. 
| “Mr. EDMUNDS. Oar bounty provision is the only polariscopic test, 
is it not, in the bill ? 
} Mr. ALDRICH. Our provision for bounty fixes a minimum polar- 
| iscopic test, with notest tor color. The lowest grade of sugars testing , 
80 degrees by the polariscope or the quality of which I held in my hand 
a moment since is the minimum limit for paying bounties. The same 
bounty is paid upon sugars of all gradesabove this limit. Now, I hope 
and believe—and I am sure this is shared by every Senator from the 
West—that the beet-sugar establishments in the West, as the Senator 
from Iowa very well said to-day, will produce refined as well as raw 
sugars. They certainly will be enabled to do it if we give them suffi- 
cient encouragement in this bill. 

By the terms of the committee amendment, then, the domestic pro- 
ducer would have a barrier against the bounty-paid sugars of Europe 
of 2.3 cents between 13 and 16 as against 2.75 by the present law, and 
2.6 cents in the place of 3 and 3} cents on sugars above 16. It will be 
seen that even with this rate fixed by the committee our producers of 

| sugar will be relatively much worse off than now. 

| Let us examine the operation of a foreign export bounty. Ger- 

many pays an export bounty upon the exportations of alcohol of from 
8 to 10 cents a gallon. Only a few years ago the distillers of the 

United States sent American alcohol all over the world. Our exports 

| ofalcohol were large. Germany, by the payment of this bounty, has 

driven us out of every market in the world and she sells her alcohol to- 


Vv 


| day in the city of New York. 

Are we willing deliberately to put another and much more impor- 
tant industry at the mercy of the German or French producers of sugar? 
Are we willing for a sentiment, for a pure sentiment—because there is 
nothing else involved in this—are we willing in one section of the bill to 
propose nominal encouragement for the production of sugar in the United 
States and by another section make it impossible that it shall be de- 
veloped here? That is exactly what the provisions of the bill as it 
came from the House would do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the German alcohol made from ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mostly from potatoes. 

, In 1884 the production of beet sugar in the world amounted to 
| 2,361,000 tons as against 2,323,000 tons of cane sugar. In 1890 the 
production of beet sugar had increased to 3,630,000 tons, while the 
| production of cane sugar had fallen to 2,246,000 tons. 

| Mr. HAWLEY. In the year? 

| Mr. ALDRICH. In the year, the crop just ended. 

Mr. STEWART. Eighteen hundred and eighty-nine and ninety. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. Eighteen hundred and eighty-nine and ninety? 

The following table shows the relative production of cane and beet 
sugar fora series ot yearsand discloses the wonderful growth of the beet 
product: 


Estimate of the principal crops of the world. 


















































Countries. 1890. 1889. 1888, 1887. 1886. 1885, 1884 1883. 1882, 188! 
| | 
Tons. Tons. | Tons. Tons. Tons Tons. Tons Tons Tone. Tons. 
630, 000 530, 000 | 610, 000 | 608, 900 705, 400 630, 800 560, 900 485, 000 500, 300 484, 000) 
60, 000 55, 000 | 60, 000 86, 000 64,000 | 70, 000 98, 600 70, 000 80, 000 57, 100 
56, 000 60, 000 | 69, 000 69,000 | 19, 200 65, 700 59, 800 4, 000 53, 400 43, 600 
i is cteaiiinnginiatiinin eqn eenedibiidetens == | 50, 000 | 60, 000 65, 000 44, 000 60, 700 16, 000 52, 000 53, 000 45.000 
ITO wcco ron concesesocccsccvscnecocccoce cocseseccostocseses| 30, | 28, 000 | 30, 000 21, 000 17, 000 | 25, 000 9, 500 25, 000 27, 000 17,000 
Ant IEE tilts: Md cnapenvevnsuces: onvnovensentedoncitie 28, 000 25, 000 26, 000 25, 000 25, 000 20, 000 3, 000 16, 000 23, 000 16, 800 
a — cocesee ae cceccerons Rnereses cer enstemewencecssesesese a oes 39, 000 41,000 33, 000 38, 800 49, 400 46, 800 17, 800 12, 000 
ua OBPO.0000000ccrcere res cocccecccscscsoosces g 5, 000 50, 000 55, 000 | 37, 000 41,200 55, 300 52, 000 57, 000 43, 000 
Eemerase.. = 110, 000 | 108, 000 110, 000 135, 000 111, 800 96, 000 126, 000 117, 000 124, 200 | 92, 800 
union 30, 25, 000 2, (00 32, 000 35, 000 36, 500 7, 800 34,000 25, 000 | 27, 100 
Mauritias 125, 000 | 132, 000 120,000 101, 800 114, 200 | 128, 000 12, 400 116, 700 118, 000 | 119, 000 
Java ... y 360, 000 364, 000 396, 000 363, 950 , 365, 950 374. 400 11, 400 233, 600 273, 000 210, 500 
British | 60, 000 60, 000 | 55, 000 50, 000 50, 000 45, 000 60, 000 87, 000 66, 000 45, 000 
Brazil....... oveaboomees 145, 000 220,000} 320,000 260, 000 186, 000 269, 000 359, 000 218,000 04, 400 344, 600 
Manila, Cebu, rveasssenee| 180,000} 210,000; 174, 000 130,000 | 186,000, 203, 400 122, 000 211, 600 151, 500 199, 000 
yout savudibasenee 125, 000 | 145, 000 158, 000 80, 900 | 127, 900 94,500 128, 400 135, 300 71, 400 121, 900 
i, ET ise 30, 000 | 30, 000 | 30, 000 26, 000 27,000 35, 000 25, 000 31, 000 | 40, 000 40, 000 
Egypt....... ennneininsscnnonbenenssbtersagainseneescesatecvocses f 35,000 | 55, 000 35, 000 | 50, 000 65, 000 41, 000 37,000 21, 000 29, 000 32, 000 
aaa dwicks RES 120, 000 120, 000 100, 000 | 95, 000 t 96, 500 76, 500 63, 700 51, 000 | 34, 000 27, 000 
Total Of CANE ......0:+-sseererersersseessrsvserees| 2,246,000 | 2,254,000 | 2,465,000 | 2,345,550 | 2,339,950 | 2,351,500 | 2,323,200 | 2,107,000 | 2,078,000| 2,006,900 
BORNE GE WOR ccc siennscctsnine see} 8,630,000 2,785,844 | 2,481,950 | 2,750,206 | 2,229,973 | 2,546,000 | 2,361,000 | 2,147,000 | 1,861,000 | 1,774,600 
Cenme Gal Wai in iin. isdieicdensicct ds sein | 5, 876, 000 5,089,844 | 4,946,950 | 5,095,756 | 4,569,923 | 4,897,500 | 4,684,200 | 4,254,000! 3,929,000] 3,781,500 
| 
The increase alone in the production of beet sugar in all of thesecoun- | Now, it must be very evident to an intelligent observer of this sugar 
tries between 1889 and 1890, the was nearly 200,000 tons | question that if these countries continue to pay these enormous boun- 
’ . i . s s 
more than the entire product of the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico | ties cane sugar is to be driven from existence. 


and nearly two-thirds of the total consumption of the United States. 
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We have, as I have 
already stated, commercial relations with the countries which produce 
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canesugar. We take two-thirds, asI menogtennty tana their prod- 
uct. These sugars fifty years ago were almost all sent into 
London being the great sugar marketof the world. The effect of Ger- 
man competition and of our own tariff has sent them to America to 
be refined, because we have furnished the best market for them. If 
you allow ‘German beet sugars and the centrifugal sugars of Cuba and 
Demerara to come here free it will be more profitable and more eco- 
nomical for our refiners to use them than it will be to use cane sugar. 

Now, it may be said that our discrimination against crude cane sugar 
may drive the le now producing them into making better sugars. 
These are the 2 gpceeacer that can be made by the which 
they employ. The process which has been used in making ongars from 
the earliest history of sugar-making down to a recent od is by ex- 
y boiling it 7 

mn kettles and draining the molasses from the uaniien product. 

That i is the way these sugars [indicating] are made to-day, the same 
primitive method which bas been employed for centuries. It is quite 
impossible in most cases to make sugars by this process that are in 
color above No. 13 Datch standard. The process used in Cuba, Dem- 
erara, and in places where they can afford to buy ex ve machinery,, 
as it costs fifty to seventy-five thousand dollars at least to buy the 
requisite machinery for a plantation of ordinary size, is to boil the 
cane juice at a low temperature in a vacuum pan and to eliminate the 

molasses by centrif machines. It is a semi-refining process. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What would be the polariscope test of No. 13 
Dutch standard? Would it be above or below 80 

Mr. ALDRICH. This sugar [exhibiting] is No. 13 Dutch standard, 
and it tests about 78 degrees. That [exhibiting] is also No. 13; it is 
a Cuba centrifugal, and it will test by the polariscope from 98 to 99 
degrees. It contains, in other words, 98 or 99 percent. of pure sugar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, coming in free, it would have the advan- 


tage. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. This sugar [indicating] comes from 
the Philippine Islands, and is substantially the same color, and would 
come in free also, and the test of that might not be over 83 degrees. 
So the color of a sugar aflords no test of its 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You apply the polariscope to the home-made prod- 
uct and the color standards to the foreign ? 





Mr. ALDRICH. We have only applied the pol to the home- 
made product to fix a limit for the purpose of distingu’ a7 from 
molasses. We have said we will eS ree a 
which does not contain 80 per cent. of i Tf we go below that 


we go into the region of molasses. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Lo em would in effect be a bounty of 2 cents a pound 
upon molasses. So the only use that we make of a polariscopic test is 
to éefine what shall be construed as sugar for bounty 

Now, the principal reason—and I have satin quant Oe more on this 
subject than I intended to—the principal reason which was given by 
these gentlemen for prefering the House bill to the Senate is the 
fact that there is a trust which controls a portion of the sugar-refining 
business of the country. This trust controls about 60 per cent. of the 
business, as I am informed. Now, from my standpoint, I do not think 
an Se eile et or ES te a ee 
mean the workin le, that we should allow the present 
to control our legislation, which is comparatively permanent and which 
may Jast for a generation. 

It costs more to refine sugars in the United States than it does in Ger- 
many or England in each of the processes. In the first oe a 
costs more, for the reasons which we all understand. machinery 
If they import it they have to pay 45 per cent. duty. The 
bone-black costs more. If this is im it must ay a 25 nepal cent. 
duty. It is notimported, because it is produced in 
Western States. There are used in sugar refining 30, 000 ae 
day. And these barrels and all other materials cost more here than in 
Germany. At every step from the first to the last the expense is 
greater. 

Now, this great industry, which employs from $25,000,000 to $50,- 
000,000 in ital, is entitled to fair treatment from the Congress of 
the United es. The conditions which surround it to-day may 
change to-morrow. Are we Se in such @ manner that 
the sugars we consume must be in Germany or in France rather 
than in the United States? Is that the disposition or the desireof the 
Senate? That this in a large degree would be the effect of the enact- 
ment of the House provision I have no doubt. 

When domestic competition is stifled or destroyed by a combination 
or trast I would simply equalize conditionsse that foreign 


might be operative to keep profits down toa 
bot I would not wily dota res tindatry or tender ts prot 
able existence impossible by } eguintive dlnninigetion in favor of 


eign producers simply to answer clamor! 

‘The Senator from Vermont has been very greatly troubled by a be- 
lief that the price of sugar will not be reduced to the consumer by rea- 
son of our putting it on the free-list. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not been troubled. I have only had a be- 
lief, and belief never troubled me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator says he has only had a belief upon that 


ORO) 
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subject. Bens: Lei get etapa bis, Of course itis notan 


equitable 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I admit that, most decidedly. qphnentes:3 

Mr. ALDRICH. I admit that the Senater irom Vermont has had 
very many more opportunities for forming a correct perma than I 
have. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is only a question of faith. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the faith, and I will put itin the form of a 
prediction. I am willing that my reputation as a and a busi- 
ness man shall depend uponit. If we pass this in the form in 
which the Senate leaves it to-day, there will be as surelyadecline of 2 
cents a pound in the price of sugar to every purchaser in the United 
States as that the sun shall rise to-morrow morning. 

The immense amount of sugar consumed in the United States is but 
one-fifth of the product of the world, There is no article of merchan- 
dise in which the competition is so active and so fierce from its produc- 
tion to its consumption as in sugar. There is no large profit anywhere 
all along the line; and whenever the price of sugar goes down a fraction 
in the great central markets of the world, the effect is immediately 
felt in New York, Chicago, and in all the other trade centers of this 
country. The difference in price, as the Senator from Iowa said the 
other day, between London and New York is as constant as anything 
can be. Whatever duty we remove from raw will be for the 
benefit, and the direct benefit, of the people of the United States. 

We are dealing with an article which cost our people $150,000,000 
last year. We will by this legislation save to the people who purchase 
sugar—and it is very seule a per capita tax, because the man uses 
almost as much as the rich—$50, 000,000 that is now levied upon them 
as a direct tax. 

I have said very much more than I intended to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I intended to submit some obser- 
vations to the Senate upon this bill generally, but it would be in my 
opinion, as itis near midnight, an imposition to do so, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg pardon of the Senator from Wisconsin for 
having occupied so much time. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator owes me no apology. He was quite 
right to take the time he has. He has used it to good advantage. 

I shall defer until some subsequent occasion, therefore, the 
which I intended to make, except thaf I will ask the attention of the 
Senate (and I do that at the request of the Senator having this bill in 
charge) to a few suggestions bearing upon the subject of 
and the form of the amendment upon that subject reported by the 
Committee on Finance. I ask the attention of the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. Gray] to what I say, as I shall have occasion to refer to 
him in this connection. 

I am in favor, as I think nearly every one now is who is in favor of 
this bill or any bill protective in its character, of incorporating in it 
some provision for reciprocal commercial arrangements with other coun- 
tries. Iam notin favor of any such reciprocity as that which would 
meet the approval of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], or per- 
haps of Senator on that side of the Chamber, for as I understood 


to its effect upon our industries or to its effect upon our labor. Iam 
in favor of no such proposition. I would vote for none such. 

I theretore would not be willing to vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] as first presented. It meets my ap- 

1 entirely as it was modified by the Senator in the very able and 

a speech which he made upon this subject. I will vote for 

which does not limit and indicate what are to be the sub- 

jects of ro ae with other countries so far as imports 
are concerned. 

I also want to say that I am not ready to vote now for the Canadian 
reciprocity proposition which is submitted by the Senator from Ohio 
See nppeene Iam not attracted by the notion that we can withany | 
profit to our industries or to our Jabor or with commercial 
dee tage: hae apps rg a general commercial union with 

I hope the day ee ee ee nited 
will float over Canada, and British flag will be gone 


main, and I am inclined to think that day the first 
ee tere ceeec eaten 


om. tain towards Canada the position which a 
eee ought to maintain towards an aggressive, 
moire, , the which is neces- 
commercial anion and a political union 
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I am satisfied with it in its scope. Iam 

It is Republican reciprocity in contra- 
It is an extension of the 
principle of free- 


the Committee on Finance. 
satisfied with it in its form. ‘ 
distinction from Democratic reciprocity. — 
principle of protection instead of an adoption of the 
trade, . ey 

1 am in favor of protecting, as we are doing by this bill, our home 
industries, and caring for the well-being of our labor, and developing 
the home market for our products; and with the surplus products of 
farm and factory and mine for which we have no market, I would trade 
with any government under the shining sun for those things which they 
produce that we want and which we do not produce. It need not be 
confined to Latin America, either, this reciprocity tor which I am will- 
ing to vote. : : ‘ = 

That is the reciprocity which the Committe on Finance has proposed. 
It is entirely in harmony with the purpose with which we support this 
bill, entirely in harmony with the protective policy. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides, provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries producing these articles; and for this purpose, on and after the 
Ist day of July, i891, whenever, and so often as the President shall be satisfied 
that the Government of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties 
or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, 
which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides into the United States he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and un- 
reasonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to suspend, by 
prociamation to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free intro- 
duction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production of such 
country, for such time as he shall deem just, and in such case and during such 
suspension duties shal! be levied, collected, and paid upon sugar, molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, the product of or exported from such desiguated country, 
as follows, namely: : FR 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely : 

All su; not above No. 13, Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concen- 
trated molasses, testing by the parsers not above 75 degrees, seven-tenths 
of l cent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of a degree 
shown by the polariscopic test, two-hundredths of 1 cent Et pound additional. 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color,and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No. 
13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents per pound. 

All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 1) cents 
per pound, 

All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound, 

Molasses testing about 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 

Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as mo- 
lasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

On tea, 10 cents per pound, 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora goat-skins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheepskins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound. 


This proposition, Mr. President, will undoubtedly be incorporated 
in the bill, and will be the subject of attack by Democratic orators 
during the campaign, with all the other provisions of the bill, except 
probably the free-list. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion, with his permission. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask whether, in his opinion, the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAs], and the reciprocity therein 
provided for, accords with his notion of the protective system or prin- 


ciple. 

Air. SPOONER. The amendment offered by the Senator from Maine 
was a tentative proposition. It was, as the Senator from Maine has 
stated repeatedly, designed only to elicit discussion. Public thought 
has been focused upon this subject of reciprocity. The trend of public 
sentiment, at any rate among those who arein favor of the protective 
policy, with whom I vote, is in favor of reciprocity. I have stated this 
evening that I would not be willing to vote for the amendment pro- 

by the Senator from Maine, as it was hastily drawn and intro- 
uced, for the reason that it is pro tanto free trade. 

The reason which would lead me to vote against it as first drawn, to 
open our ports to all the products of South America, whether compet- 
itive with our Own or not, is the reason which led the Senator to com- 
meid it as wise statesmanship, and would lead him to vote for it. 

_ As the Senator from Maine modified it in his speech, it is unobjec- 
tionable to me in principle. 

Mr. President, this amendment, reported by the Senator from Rhode 
Island on behalf of the Committee on Finance, manifestly prepared 
after great consideration and with great care, has been attacked |y one 
or more Senators on the other side, both as to its validity and expedi- 
ency. It is altogether defensible from eitherstandpoint. It is not, in 
my opinion, a delegation of legislative power. 

The act passes from Congress a completed act. The provision that 
— the happening of a certain contingency, to be ascertained and de- 

ed by proclamation of the President, he shall have power to sus- 
= the provisions of the law placing certain articles named upon the 

‘list, and that thereafter, during the suspension of the law as to 
those articles, certain duties shal! be levied, is entirely in harmony 
with numerous precedents and ig justified by high authority. 

It wiil be observed that to the President is not given the power of 


| duty to suspend by proc! 
i 
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shall be levied, upon the happening of the contingency so ascertained 
and declared by him. ‘The articles are chosen by Congress and indi- 
cated in the law, and the rates of duiy to be collected are imposed by 
the law. 


FE the rate of duty, nor of selecting the subjects upon which it 


Nor is it left discretionary with the President, the contin 
gency having in his judgment arrived, to issue or not his proclama 
tion to that effect, or to suspend the free entry of these products from 
the countries which he finds to be unjustly discriminating against the 


agricultural and other products of the United States. 
rhe amendment says he shall have the power, and it shall be his 
amation, ete. In other words, Congress de 


clares that if any country producing sugar, molasses, coffee 
hides shall impose duties or other ex 
other products of the United States, 
and unreasonable, in the judgment 
admission free of their products, we 
of duties fixed by law. 

Congress can not tell whether as to any countries the contingency 
will happen. It must therefore be left to some one to determine. It 
is eminently proper and customary that it should be left to the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. President, it is not unlike the law which was passed upon by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the brig Aurora, 
Burnside, claimant, 7th Cranch, 382, which arose under the non-inter 
courseact of March 1, 1809 (2d Statutes at Large, 523, revived by the act 
of May 1, 1810, 2d Statutes at Large, 605), andthe President’s procla- 
mation of November 2,1810. The syllabus of the case is as follows 

The Legislature may make the revival of an act depend upon a future 
and direct that event to be made known by proclamation 


, tea, and 
tions upon the agricultural o1 
which are reciprocally unequal 
of the President, in view of ou 
will defend ourselves by the lev 


event 


I regret that I have not time to discuss with some elaboration th: 
case, but I have not. ~- 

The Senator from Delaware, in his speech the other night—and | 
know of no one who could more accurately speak as a lawyer on the 


subject for that side of the Chamber—used this language 


The danger, the impolicy of such a committal 

Referring to this amendment- 
of power to the President seems to me to be so enormous and so amazing that 
it has but to be stated to be rejected. We can never place in the hands of any 
President, no matter how wise he may be, no matter how broad we may con 
sider his statesmanship, whether he be in favor of protection or of free trade 
& power so enormous a3 this, that he can place his hand upon the industries of 
this country and eay whether they shall bear this tax burden or that tax burden 
whether they shall be mulcted in thousands of dollars or millions of dollars. o: 
shall be exempt entirely from the duty and tax prescribed by thisact. Itis a 
serious danger, and one which I do not think I have at all exaggerated in chat 
acterizing it as I have done 
| Tread this for the purpose of reminding the Senator, and placing in 
| the Recorp the fact that the Senator and his colleagues on the othe: 
side have furnished us with very modern and high authority for the 
proposition made here by the Senate Finance Committee for imposing 
upon the President this tremendous power to suspend the law and its 
operation as to certain articles, and to revive it upon the happening of 
certain contingencies named in the act of Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ot which he is to be the judge. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of which he is necessarily to be the judge. Some 
one must be the judge. Now,for theauthority. When the anti-trust 
bill was pending in the Senate, the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. Gray] 
on the 27th of March, offered this amendment to it: 

Sec. 3. That when the President of the United States shall be satisfied that 
any arrangement, trust, contract, agreement, or combination, as described in th 
first section of this act, has been formed, and that in consequence thereof th« 
has been an enhancement of the price of any article of merchandis 

The President must be satisfied— 
he shall have power, and it is hereby made his duty, to issue his proclamation 
| suspending the collection of all customs duties or import taxes ou similar arti 
when imported into the United States from ar 


That is not all. 


Such suspension shal! continues 
ing satisfied — 

Tt was left to him— 
that such enhancement in price no longer 
withdrawing his former proclamat 

Nor is this all. 


And the President of the United States may, from t 
judgment be proper, reissue, modify, or withdr 
| have issued. 





y foreign country 


for ninety days after the President, upon 


exists, sha ciamat! 1 


ym of suspension 


to time, as may i: 
umation he 


im 


iwany | 


And being satisfied of the fact that a trust had been formed which 
enhancéd the price of goods, he was to suspend thie law suspend the 
collection of the duty. Thenext week by his proc amation he could 
revive it, and a month after le could suspend it, and again revive it ad 
infinitum, Sir, thai was a power very much like the power which now 
carries to the Senator’s mind such horror. It is essentially the same 
only larger. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I hope the Senator will read before he gets through 
the section of the meat-inspection act, as some Senators on this side as 
well as on the other are troubled about the power of the President, 
and as they were largely instrumental in the passage of that act, I hope 
the Senator will read that. 
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Mr. SPOONER. I voted, I believe, in common with all the Senators 
on this side of the Chamber except the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpMUNDs], against this proposition. I want to say for my- 
self that I did not vote against it because I took any exception to its 
validity or because I regarded it as putting upon the President or vest- 
ing in him a discretion which it was notcompetent or wise for Congress 
to vest in him; but I voted against it, as I suppose my colleagues here 
did, because in my opinion it put it in the power of foreign manufact- 
urers and importers whenever they desired to put an article upon the 
free list to consolidate sufficient capital in it to create a trust and en- 
hance the price of it, and upon their proving that fact to the President 
it was made his duty to suspend the collection of customs, 

Thus those interested ‘in breaking down our industries would have 
the power to add at will to our free-list. I was not willing to give this 
invitation and opportanity to foreign manufacturers and importers to 
revise our tariff and enlarge our free-list. 

The vote upon this proposition, in favor of it, if I may read it, was 
the following: 


YEAS—21. 
Rate, Vaulkner, McPherson, Vest, 
Kerry, George, Pasco, Voorhees, 
oe Gitbson, Pugh, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Reagan, 
Edmunds, Gray, Turpie, 
Dustis, Harris, Vance, 


Every one of whom, except the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS]}, will doubtless be denouncing inside of the next thirty days 
this reciprocity proposition of the committee as vesting in the Presi- 
dent power utterly beyond anything that ought to be reposed in him. 
They are well estopped, Mr. President, by this vote taken so recently, 
and upon debate, in this body. 

Here also is in our legislation a clear precedent for this amendment. 

Section 2502, Revised Statutes, imposes a discriminating tax of 10 
per cent, upon all goods imported in vessels not of the United States. 

Section 4228, Revised Statutes, authorizes the President to suspend 
and discontinue this duty—this is an old statute—by proclamation 
whenever it is shown to him that no discriminating duties are im 
in the respective country on goods imported into such foreign country 
in vessels of the United States. 

These statutes have existed since the early days of the Republic. 

‘The power was exercised under them by President Monroe in 1815 (see 
3 Stat, at Large, 792, 793, 794, and 795), by J. Q. Adams (4 Stat., 815), 
by Jackson (4 Stat., 814 to 819), by Van Buren, (4 Stat., 820), and re- 
peatedly by succeeding Presidents. 

The latest exercise of this power was under the following circum- 
stances: In 1884, Mr. Foster, then minister to Spain, negotiated a com- 
mercial agreement whereby products of the United States were to be 
admitted into Cuba and Porto Rico at a considerable reduction of du- 
ties, or upon the same terms as those imported in 8 vessels, on 
the condition that the 10 per cent, discriminating duties imposed by 
section 2502 on goods imported into the United States in Spanish ves- 
sels should be discontinued. 

In accordance with this agreement President Arthur issued a proc!a- 
mation, February 14, 1884, discontinuing the 10 per cent. duty as 
against the Spanish coloniesof Cubaand Porto Rico, (See 23Stat., 835. ) 
But in 1886 it was shown to President Cleveland that the Cuban cus- 
toms authorities had placed a wrong ‘construction upon the agreement 
and were not carrying it out in good faith; whereupon by proclama- 
tion he reimposed the 10 per cent. duties on Cuban products, October 
13, 1886 (24 Stat,, 1028), This action brought the Cuban authorities to 
terms, and, by a new agreement signed by the Spanish minister with 
Secretary Bayard, iS was arranged that the former agreement made by 
Mr. Foster should be carried iato full effect; and thereupon President 
Cleveland, October 27, 1886 (24, Stat., 2030), issued a second proclama- 
tion again suspending and discontinuing the 10 per cent. duty on goods 
imported from Cuba in Spanish vessels. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator—I did not hear the 
first paragraph read. What was the fact upon which the duty of the 
President to make proclamation was dependent? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will repeat it for the Senator. Section 2502 im- 
poses a discriminating tax of 10 per cent. upon all goods imported in 
vessels not of the United States. Section 4228 (I am speaking of the 
power proposed to be given to the President by this act to suspend and 
revive duties by proclamation) authorizes the President to suspend and 
discontinue this duty by proclamation whenever it is shown to him 
that no discriminating duties are imposed in the ve country on 
goods imported into such foreign country in vessels of the United 


States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have taken the trouble, although I know every 
Senator is familiar with this history, to put it in the Recorp, think- 
ing it might be convenient for the reference to sections and pages of 
the statutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will not interfere with his —— but if the 
Senator will allow me I will read the fifth section of the meat- 
act, reported from the Committee on F. Relations unani > 
as I understand, and I believe it had the unanimous approval of 
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members of that committee, although two members have since expressed 


— doubts about the policy of delegating this power to the Presi- 
ent. 


Sec. 5. That wheneverthe President shall be satisfied that unjust discrimina- 
tions are made by or under the authority of any foreign state against the im- 
portation to or sale in such foreign state of any product of the United States, he 
may direct tnat such products of such fore state so discriminating inst 
any product of the United States as he may deem proper shall be excluded from 
im ion to the United States; and in such case heshall make proclamation 
of his direction in the premises, and therein name the time when such direction 
against importation shall take effect, and after such date the importation of the 
articles named in such proclamation shali be unlawful. The President may at 
ay time revoke modlfy, terminate, or renew any such direction as, in his 
opinion, the public interest may require. 


Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator may well add that the law 
with this provision in it passed both Houses without a Democratic vote 
against it. 

Mr. President, a question has been made in the Senate as to whether 
this amendment proposed by the committee might not prove in its ex- 
ecution by the administrative authorities of the Government of no avail 
becanse of ‘‘ the favored-nation’’ clause in our treaties. I do not in- 
tend to take the time of the Senate upon that subject, but I have before 
me some extracts from Wharton’s International Law Digest which relate 
to it, and which may be found useful, and I will call attention to them: 


Mr. J. Q. Adams, in his note to Mr. Hyde de Neuville of December 23, 1817 
(MS, Notes, France, ene Document 91, Eighteenth Congress, second 
session), took the ground that the ‘*favored-nation ”’ clause in the treaty of 1803 
with France only covered uitous favors, and did not touch concessions of 
equivalents, expressed or implied, and that any other view would be incon- 
sistent with the provision of the Federal Constitutioa, which prescribes that 
“all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform in the United and that 
no preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce or revenue to the 
ports of one State over those of another.’ (Lawrence's Wheaton, 494.) 


Here is another: 


A covenant to give privileges rented to the “ most favored nation” only re- 

fers to gratuitous privileges, and does not cover privileges granted on the con- 

dition of a reciprocal advantage.—Mr. Livingston, Secretary of State, to President 

a = —_ effect, Mr. Frelinghuysen, Secretary of State, to Mr. Bing- 
m, June 11, : 


Mr. GRAY. May | ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he has a copy 
of ‘‘the favored-nation’’ clause of the treaty of 1803? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. If he has, I should be glad if he would put it in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not, but I will put it in the Recorp. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The British minister, in discussion, in 1848 and 
1849, preceding the reciprocity treaty with Canada, maintained the same 


roposition. 
’ Mr. SPOONER. The question arose also in relation to the Hawaiian 
treaty, and the Digest gives an extract from the dispatch of Mr. Evarts, 
thus: 


No treaty in existence at the time this compact was entered into secured to 
any other nation the privileges as to the admission of certain articles free of 
duty, which have been guarantied to the United States by this treaty. These 
a were secured, not through any general treaty ts or stipulations, 

ut by giving certain valuable conside nsina a treaty of reciprocal 
covenants. The concession of these privileges to the United States can not there- 
fore form any just for a claim to like privileges by any other nation, under 
the parity clause of the ordinary form of treaty. The uttermost that might be 
aoe under such parity clause would be the claim to tented the same im- 
munities through special treaty, upon like terms with those agreed upon be- 
tween the United States and the Hawaiian Islands, 

But this is in the nature of the case im ble. Those concessions by the 
United States which are of the greatest value to the islands under this treaty 
would be of no value whatever from other peren, whose great distance from 
the best markets for island products would be as effectual a bar to the enjoy- 
ment of reciprocity as a prohibitory edict. The effect of such an arrangement 
would be, if attempted with other powers on the same basis, that the United 
States would remit some millions of duty on island products Sowa Se seven 
years, in orderthat other nations mi not pay duty to His Hawaiian Majesty 
on goods brought here to compete with American products. 

This is the precise thing the treaty does not intend. Its intention is to se- 
cure the exclusive benefits to both contracting parties through special privileges 
granted by each to the other. To admit the claim of a third party to come in 
and enjoy all the benefits conceded by both neipals, without any pa ment 
in equivalent special privileges to either, would be an unprecedented thing. 


Another: 


While this Government can not agree with that of Mexico, that under the 

provisions of the most favored clause, another nation becomes enti 

to privileges nted by a reciprocity treaty, still as there are various consid- 

erations affecting the question as now presented, I content myself with a cour- 

teous denial that the most favored 

without now yy into any sae on the subject.—Mr, wysen, 
2 


Secretary of State, to Mr. Romero, 
From excessive caution the lim’ * gratuitous,’ or kindred limitations 
sometimes inserted before nation 


are , 
d ot derogate inany way from the position that privileges transferable un- 
der the term Ctavered-natie ly such privileges as are gratuitous. 
(Lawrence’s Wheaton, 493.) 


I will not take the time to call attention to the status of trade be- 
Coreen Sta oee caper eeemartan Ses ae SNe eee Sees. sem 
to be gratifying prospects o returns to our people from reciprocity 
of the character provided for by the amendment. Others have done 


this. See eeianre. art Seer sengreets in the 

ee en oes’ it and 

his a et State so use the power as to 

enlarge uk audits tar soe ated borede ot call cet kes 
ucts of the farm and the factory. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
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Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to me fora moment? There 
is no quorum here, Mr. President. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is the last opportunity we have to ask a ques- 
tion on these subjects. 4 

Mr. HALE. Ifany Senator desires to occupy the time—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to occupy time, but I wish to say one 
word before any motion is put. 7 

Mr. HALE. - I will state that there are very few Senators here, and 
I certainly shall make the pvint that no quorum is present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hopes the Senator will 
not be too precise in making that point, because the duty of the Chair 
is quite well defined under the rules. ; 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. I give notice that if any extended de- 
bate arises not strictly upon the point now before the Senate, I shall 
raise the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to see if I understand the agreement—I 
have not studied it—that after to-night, excepting six hours’ debate, 
three hours on each side, I shall have no right even to ask a question 
for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the understanding of the 

air. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the Committee on Finance will have no right 
to give any information to me. 

Mr. HALE. But there have been a good many days When the Sen- 
ator has had that right—many long-drawn-ont, idle, and uneventful 
days. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not been responsible for the consumption 
of those days. ; 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has had the opportunity to ask questions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave not. The question of reciprocity has not 
been technically before the Senate until the last hour, really; it has not 
been discussed; it has not been up here. Nobody has touched it prac- 
tically. The speeches just delivered are the first speeches that treated 
of the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Except the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to ask a question or two concerning the con- 
struction of the amendment to be proposed by the Committee on Ii- 
nance. I do not care to debate it. I want light uponit. I have my 
doubts about it, and if this be the last opportunity, I beg that no man 
will spring an adjournment upon us. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only desire to say one word respecting the sug- 
gestions made by the Senator from Rhode Island on the subject of the 
sugar duty. - At a quarter to, 12 o’clock, midnight, with the situation 
in the Senate as it is, I will not undertake to debate that question, but 
I have some reason for the faith that is within me upon this subject, 
and this bill will not become a law until an opportunity is given me 
to express my views upon that subject, which I shall do at another time. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I propose to discuss the reciprocity 
question which is now for the first time brought into the debate in the 
sense of any action upon any amendment that is proposed. I have 
drawn an amendment which I intend to offer to the amendment of the 
Finance Committee on the subject of reciprocity whene ‘er that amend- 
ment is pro’ That amendment I supposed was to be proposed 
here in Committee of the Whole and while debates were open. Now 
I am told that no such amendment is to be offered in this scene of de- 
bate, but will be reserved until the period when we have agreed only 
to vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not suppose the Senator from New York de- 
sires to misrepresent the committee. 

Mr. EVARTS. Not in the least. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment which I proposed for the commit- 
tee was submitted to the Senate on the 28th of August. Of course it 
could not be in order technically to be voted upon until that part of 
the bill was reached to which it is applicable. I shall offer it for the 
committee as an amendment as Soon as that point is reached. It has 
been discussed off and on by the Senator from New York and other 
Senators for the past two or three weeks. I do not knowofany rule of 
the Senate or of any custom of the Senate which has prevented any 
Senator irom making any remarks upon this subject he chose to make 
since the 28th of August. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask, as a question of order, when 
has this amendment been proposed to the Senate. Is it now before the 
Senate ? 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Lonisiana, which will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. On page 51, line 13, it is proposed to strike out 
the word ‘‘eighty ”’ and insert “seventy-six;’’ so as to read: 

To the producer of sugar testing not | 7 iscop 
from beets, sorghum, or cougar cone ease: whihia ts Unuet one - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the pending question. 
spt. oa a will permit me to ask whether it has 

uty of the ir to present this reciprocity amendment 
question to the Senate. " = 

The PRESIDENT pro empore. The Chair thinks the question has 
never been before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Connecticut mean to say 
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when an amendment has been informally offered by the committee and 
has been discussed by Senators constantly almost for the last four or 
five days, that any one has been cut off from discussing it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no; but I mean to say that strictly it never 
has been in order and is not now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment to the pending bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is of course true technically. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EVARTS. [f believe I have the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me a word. The Senato: 
[Mr. HAWLEY] asks if the Chair has ever put the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALE. That Chair has not had the opportunity of putting the 
question. The Chair puts the question on any matter, an amendment 01 
a bill, after the debate hasclosed. Itis well known that throughout this 
entire discussion the debate has not been devoted to the particular amend- 
ment that was to be voted upon at the end of a particular discussion, 
but the subject of reciprocity has been before the Senate ever since the 
Senator from Rhode Island submitted his amendment, and even ever 
since similar amendments were submitted by others, and it has been 
discussed from time to time as Senators were ready to discuss it. There 
can be no discussion of it after the President of the Senate puts the 
question to the Senate, for then debate is over; but reciprocity, like 
everything else, has been subject to the general arrangement which has 
| been made here that debate should close to-day. 

In this thin Senate when I made my suggestion I did not suppose 
that if long speeches were to be made upon one subject and another, 
as I have been notified that they were intended, I did not suppose any 
Senator would object to the discussion being confined to the subject- 
matter that is before us. Ido not desire to cut anybody off. I will 
admit, if it will satisfy the Senator from Connecticut, that reciprocity 
has vot been before the Senate until this evening, but I want the dis- 
cussion now confined to the particular subject pending, and I am not 
going to interfere with the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] by 
any point of order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator entirely misunderstands me. I never 
put the question to the Chair. It has never been in order for the Chair 
to put the question to the Senate, and it has never yet been a pending 
question before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, 
has been submitted. 
|} Mr. HAWLEY. 
it. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose there are a hundred things that have not yet 
been oftered that will be offered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am satisfied with the declaration of the Chair 
that the amendment has never been offered. 

Mr. EVARTS. Have I the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York is en- 
titled to the floor. ; 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I was quite right in saying that there 
had been an amendment proposed for the action of the Senate on the 
subject of reciprocity. The proposition, whether inclosed in the amend- 
ment or in the debate, has been before the Senate. I have supposed 
that there would be some opportunity on which this amendment would 
be offered, and that like other amendments it would be open to debate 
| in thisbody. Ihave prepared an amendment to that amendment which 
I ask may be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment intended to be pro- 
yosed by the Committee on Finance will be read for information. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 





It never has been proposed as an 


irom Connecticut 


No amendment upon that subject 


And it will not be pending until somebody offers 


| I 
| Amendment reported by Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on 


Finance, and intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 9416) to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and forother 
purposes, viz.: Add as a new section the following: 
1 Sec. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, mo- 
2 lasses, coffee, tea, and hides, provided for in this act, are 
3 made with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries 
4 producing these articles; and for this purpose, on and after 
5 the first day of July, eighteen hundred and ninety-one, when- 
6 ever, and so often as the President shall be satisfied that the 
7 Government of any country producing and exporting sugars, 
8 molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw aud uncured, or any of 
9 such articles, imposes duties or other exactions upon the agri- 
10 cultural or other products of the United States, which in 
11_ view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, 
12 and hides into the United States he may deem to be recipro- 
13 cally unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the power and 
14 it shall be his duty to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, 
15 the provisions of this act relating to the free introduction of 
16 such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production of 
17 such country, for such time as he shall deem just, and in such 
18 case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, col- 
19 lected, and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, 
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20 the product of or exported from such designated country, as 
2) follows, namely: 

2: All sugars not above number thirteen Dutch standard in 
2% color shall pay duty on their polariscopic test as follows, 
24 namely: 

2% All sugars not above number thirteen Dutch standard in 
26 color, all tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, 
27 melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated mo- 
28 lasses, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five de- 
29 grees, seven-tenths of one cent per pound; and for every 
30 additional degree or fraction of a degree shown by the polar- 
31 iscopic test, two hundredths of one cent per pound additional. 
32 All sugars above number thirteen Dutch standard in 
23 color shall be classified by the Duteh standard of color, and 
34 pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above number thir- 
> teen not above number sixteen Dutch standard of coler, 
36 one and three-eighths cents per pound. 

37 All sugar above number sixteen and not above number 
38 twenty Dutch standard of color, one and five-eighths cents 
3 per pound. 

40 All sugars above number twenty Dutch standard of 
41 color, two cents per pound. 

42 Molasses testing about fifty-six degrees, four cents per 
43 gallon. 

44 Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to 
45 duty either as molasses or sugar, as the case may be, accord- 
46 ing to polariscopic test. 

47 Oncoffee, three cenis per pound. 

48 On tea, ten cents per pound. 

a" Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 
50 Amgora goat-skins, raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, 
5) asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, and skins, except sheep- 
52 skins with the wool on, one and one-half cents per pound. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk will now read theamend- 
men! proposed by the Senator from New York to the amendment in- 
tencied to be proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

a t proposed Mr. Evartsto the amendment reported by Mr. A 
seman Sa =xiionean ‘and intended a be Laan? bill 

(H.R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on ee, 

other purposes, namely: Strike out the words “‘on and after first day of 

July, eighteen hundred and ninety-oue,” in lines 4 and 5, and strike out all 

after the word ‘‘shall,”’ in line 13 of section 2 of the proposed committee 

amondment, and insert the following : 


“Communieate to Congress the facts which he shall have ascertained, to the 
end that such duties meg te imposed upon the above-recited articles and ex- 
em from duty by this act as Congress, in view of the failure of reci 
action on the part of any foreign nation or nations, shall determine ;” so as to 


“Seo, 2. That the qaemeie from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides provided for in this act are made with a view to secure reciprocal 
trad» with countries producing these artieles,and for this purpose whenever 

so often as the ident shall be satisfied that the Government of any 
eoun(ry producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw 


and \ncured, or any of such articles, im: duties or other exactions upon the 
‘iitural or other products of the United ftmtes whic 


introduction of such Saget eneincnan aetna ae ees into the United States 

he may deem to be reciprocally _— Seen See ona 

SS ae heve ascertained, to the end that such 
and exempted 


M:. EVARTS. Mr. President, I shall dispose in afew words of any 
supposed difficulty growing out of ‘‘the most favored nation ’’ clause. 
That has nothing to do either with the propositionef the committee 
or with my amendment. Nothing is better settled than that treaties 
may be made upon special exchange of equivalents, and they do not 
affect obligations already subsisting under the favored-nation clause. 


side of the question of the adjustment of the revenue system of a 
country, an adjustment of equivalents or of reciprocity, Therefore, 
all that is drawn from any laws, or from any decisions, or any argu- 
ments, or any State papers, fails to the ground underany discussion 
which I to enter u 

Mr, t, take any of the cases cited, any one of them, and it 
is an ascertainment of the will of that this shall be the law 
from the time and in the manner that has determined upon, 


and even outside of the arrangement of the revenue 
Sieasncann is dound acto eenentiiiineenhaieanainaaianie 
the President to enact ts of our revenue upon his 


deliberation of what are fair and proper equivalents nations 
in that regard. Now, the closest to it is the fifth section of 
the protection act against unsuitable food brought into this country. 
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What is the need of that bill? That is nota revenue bill, that is 
not a bill which changes the execution of the revenue laws of the coun- 
try; it proceeds upon the basis that the subj of that bill is 
taken out of revenue and taken out of commerce, and the consequence 
is that when contrary to the prohibition of that act articles are intro- 
duced here, they are notsubjected toduty ; they are destroyed, and you 
notice in that bill that this provision is made wholly outside of reve- 
nue, and wholly outside of the constitutional provision forraising rev- 
enue. Not only this vital and conclusive proposition, but upon the 
provision therein that certain ports may be designated by the 
ot the Treasury into whieh only such articles, not of commerce, but of 
prohibition and destruction, are to be brought in order that theexer- 
cise of this power of destruction may be at the command of the Gov- 

capable of rigid enforcement. 

Is there any right under our Constitution and revenue system to say 
what cau be brought inte one port and what can be brought into an- 
other? The filth section, disassociated from the frame of the bill 
the purpose of the bill, may be read as to liberating the operation of 
that bill from the restriction that [ have mentioned; but no one will 
construe that provision except as a part of and associated with all the 
rest of that bill; and if it be dissected and treated as separate it does 
not involve at all these questions that I am now di i 

Now, Mr. President, how about the trust bill and the 
amendmenteto it which was rejected and does not in the act? 
That amendment provided for an ascertainment by the President of a 
state of fact prohibited by law and provided the consequence to follow. 
That was it, and that was all there was of it. 

Sir, it is not as difficult to draw the line completely as to what would 
be an assumption of executive power by i 


ongs to the law-making power. Weall know that if Congress assumed 
the appointment to office, it would be an assumption of the executive 
function, and it would be judicially declared void. When we come, 
however, by this supreme legislative will of the two Houses to say what 
authority they will give to and instrument of the Constitu- 
tion and what they will with in executing its laws, on what exter- 
nal facts this discretion may be left to turn upon a commerce or revenue 
act, it is not easy perhaps for us either to insist that any particular 
measure is lawful or to resist it as unlawful. 

But the clause of the committee’s amendment is a clear and open 
Ss to give to the President within the purview of these named 

articles on our part the whole ee ee 
sponsive to our legislation as to responsive equivalent is 
or is not commensurate with the definite concession which Congress 
itself on our part has made. There is the difficulty; there is the in- 
surmountable difficulty of deputing to Executive authority an ascer- 
tainment that he will put a duty on articles imported from certain 
int, this country if he thinks that imposition is justified by 
inequalities of treatment by foreign countries on the whole range of 
our revenue. 

I suppose the amendment which reads ‘agricultural and other prod- 
ucts,’’ means agricultural, ing, and mauufacturing products of the 
United States. It should be certain if that is the intention. I 
have no doubt such is the intention, but it is a little curt in the state- 


: 


Now, this whole system of our manufacturing interests is intrusted 
to the discretion of the President as to whether by and large, on the 
whole, there is a due or there fails to be a due exchange of equivalents 
between all the nations of the earth that are affected by our barter that 
we propose. Can Senators offer an argument that, our Constitu- 
tion, this demission by Congress and this vesting it in the President 


: 
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act upon events which Congress defines as in the region of shipping. 
We are saying to the President, ‘‘ We have taken certain articles out of 
the drty and revenue scheme and made them free; when you tind that 
other countries, all the countries thateome within the purview of hides 
or sugar or coffee, in all the scheme and range of their tariff system do 
not give usa good quid pro que, then you can reimpose the duties. 
And that is said to be an executionof the will of Congress. It isa will 
of Congress, if it be valid, that we abdicate the revenue and the treaty 
scheme and leave it for the nonce to the President. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am not about to delay the Senate more 
than a moment at this late hour, but this isa very interesting question 
and a very important one, and I do not hope to add, indeed it would 
be quite impossible for me to add, anything to the argument just made 
by the Senator from New York, so clear is the statement and so en- 
tirely forcible the application that he made of it. I take some pleas- 
ure, entirely natural of course, in the fact that his argument fully sup- 

rts the criticism I made upon the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Rhode Is!and upon my first reading of it; and the Senator from 
New York has only made still more clear the fact which I then as- 
serted, that in this amendment there was a will interposed between the 
will of Congress and the consummation of the act of imposing a duty 
that was not the legislative will, to wit, the will of the President of 
the United States. 

Therefore I feel that this amendment has been brought entirely 
within the scope of the criticism I then made by the argument just 
made, and I take no particular pleasure in this, because I really and 
sincerely wish to see some practical and practicable scheme of reciproc- 
ity adopted that may relieve at some points, if not at all points, the 
rigors of this high protective scheme of taxation, which will work, 
without some relief of this kind, as it seems to me, great hardship to 
the people of this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HiaGuxs in the chair). 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana. 
ate ready for the question ? 

Mr. PASCO. If there is to be no further debate to-night, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senate do now adjourn. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest before the motion to adjourn is put that 
we agree to adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow, on account of this late 
hour, and as the debate is closed and we are to commence voting to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the suggestion 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island that when the Senate adjourn 
it adjourn until to-morrow at 11 o’clock ? 

Mr. PASCO. I will accept the suggestion, and move that the Sevate 
do now adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrew. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. iI think we‘had better begin at 10. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The-Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator’s objection will prevent the order being taken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion to adjourn will prevent it, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Senator from Florida accepts 
the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
ment until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If that is the case, then the question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Florida that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
one moment. 

Mr. PASCO. I doso at the request of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 1 wish to state that I desire to reserve for a sepa- 


The ques- 
Is the Sen- 


The Senator from Florida moves that 


| 


I suppose one objection will prevent an adjourn- | 


I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion for | 


rate vote in the Senate the amendment of the Committee on Finance, | 


= was agreed to, I believe, in Committee of the Whole, in para- 
88. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
if it is the purpose of the committee to strike out the words ‘‘all other 


It can be reserved when the bill is reported to the 


| 


forms of brimstone or sulphur not otherwise provided for, $8 per ton.’’ | 
Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment was made for the reason that the | 


language as used in the bill as it came from the House would we fear 
levy the duty u ernude sulphur. 


I will say to the Senator from Oregon that it will not be necessary | 


for him to ask to have any action taken in the Senate for the reason that 


the committee have investigated that, and their purpose is to make re- | 


fined sulphur dutiable and all crude sulphur free, and they will, while 


the bill is in the committee or in the Senate, try to suggest langnage | 


which wil] make that meaning plain. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Iam much obliged tothe Senator. I ask unani- 
eens to insert in the Recorp the statement which I send to 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that an argument by somebody ? 
Mr. MITCHELL, It is a statement. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That ought not to go into the Recorp. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I submit it as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have been objecting to putting things of that 
sort in the Recorp, but I will not object if anybody else does not. 

Mr. GRAY. What is it? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Itis simply a statement of the reasons why these 
gentlemen engaged in this business think this amendment of the com 
mittee ought not to be adopted 


Mr. GRAY. Whatamendment 


Mr. MITCHELL. The amendment of the committee in regard to 
refined sulphur. The statement is brief, and I hope there will be no 
objection to inserting it in the Recorp that it w e before th 
committee of conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the paper will 
be inserted. The Chair hears none 

The paper is as follows 
Memorial showing the destruction of the industry of refining sulphur int! 

United States by the amended tariff of the Senate ¢ imittee on Fina 
To the honorable United St s Ser . 

The memorial of the undersigned respectfully rep nis that they are en 
gaged in the business of refining sulphur, and that they are thoroughly con- 


vineed that the amendment of the tariff bill from the House of Representatives 


by your Committee on Finance, which deprives them of all protection against 
foreign refined sulphur, of any value, is the result of a misunderstanding by the 


committee of the effect of their amendment 

The refiners did not apply to this Congress for any increase of protection ; 
the contrary, they proposed to the Committee on Way 
of the present duty on sublimed flowers, and did: 
the duty on roll brimstone. 

All that they asked was that the extraordinary and most injurious error 
which had been made in the tariff revision of March 3, 1883, by which all their 
refined goods of every name and kind, excepting sublimed flowers and roll 
brimstone, were consigned to the free-list along with the crude which they re- 
fined, should be corrected. Former tariffs, ever since the act of August 30 
1842, have made a discrimination between refined and crude sulphur. “ Brim- 
stone refined in rolls’’ at one time included all there was of sulphur refined in 
the United States, and the idea that this condition of the business of refining 
sulphur still continued was doubtless the cause of the tremendous mistake in 
the tariff of March 3, 1883, by which the words “ brimstone in rolls or refined 
were changed to * sulphur refined in rolls,” thereby consigning every sort of 
refined aoe epting roll brimstone and sublimed flowers, to the free-list. 

Lapse of time, new discoveries, and improvements have wrought great 
changes in the use of refined sulphur, resulting to a great extent in the diseon- 
tinuance of the use of roll brimstone and sublimed flowers. 

Formerly the great consumption of roll brimstone was in the manufacture of 
gunpowder and friction matches 

Now it is not used at all in these manufactures, so far as we are informed, 
Virgin rock, broken rock, solid rock, and lumps of refined brimstone hav: 
taken the place of roll brimstone. Sublimed flowers of sulphur have bee 
largely superseded by a fine flower, the product of mill work upon refined 
brimstone. 

The vulcanizing of India rubber, invented by Charles Goodyear, requires a 
fine flour made from brimstone carefully refined. 

That the change of the expression from “brimstone in rolls or refined” to 
“sulphur refined in rolis’’ was the result of a mistaken idea that they were in- 
terchangeable equivalent phrases, meaning the same thing, is proved by the 
fact that ‘the comparative tables of present and past tariffs,’ reported by M1 
MoeriLy January 7, 1884, makes the tariff of July 14, 1874, use the expression of 
“sulphur refined in rolls,’ whereas reference to the act itself shows that the 
words actually employed in that statute were “ brimstone in rolls or refined, 
and even now in the bill pending before the Senate we find proof positive of 
the same mistaken idea in the foot-note on page 12, No. 88, as follows 
a reduction of $2 per ton upon refined sulphur,”’ 
text, which says, “sulphur refined in rolis,’’ excluding by force of unequivocal 
terms every form of refined sulphur excepting ‘* brimstone in rol! as we re 
finers in sulphur have discovered by sad experience. 

The whole amount of refined sulphur consumed in the United States is not 
far from 15,000 tons perannum. During the last six months over 3,000 tons of 
pure refined sulphur have been imported free of duty, diminishing to that ex- 
tent the sale of our refined products 

When the revision of the tariff at the pre 


on 
and Means a reduction 
luect 


10t oppose the r ym of 


This is 
a palpable misstatement of the 





se session of Congress was deter 
mined, the question presented itself to us 1 s, “ How was the manifest and 
destructive error of the present tariff on the subject of refined sulphur to be 
corrected?” 
Two methods were suggested : 
First. That the old words of former tariffs, “or refined,’ be restored, so that 


the text would read, “sulphur in rolls, or refined 
To this method of correction there was th 
















s objection, that custom-house 
| officers would be embarrassed in passing the importations by the question 
| whether a given parcel was or was not refined, and this« d be aceurately 

determined only by chemical analysis—an expensive and tedious process, and 
therefore in its application to the numerous parcels imported a test, from its 
inconvenience, practically unavailable. 

Second. The other method wasto insert a clause that would lude all forms 
of refined sulphur excepting roll brimstone and sublimed flowers, wt 1 were 
specially provided for in the present tariff Crude brimstone and sulphur 
were also specially provided for on the free-list. Such a clause was inserted 
and adopted by the House, but is stricken ou y the amendment of the Com 
mittee on Finance. Jt imposed a duty of $8 per to any form of sulphur not 
otherwise provided for. It touched nothing but refined sulphur under any of 
the multitudious names that have been « ght hereafter be invented for it 

It harmed no one excepting those wh 1 defianee of the policy of protect 
ing the industry of refini sulpbur ever s » it was esta! hed int rut 
try, desired to import th« reign article of refined sulphur free of all duty 

Should the duty of $8 per ton, or about per cent. ad valores be thought too 
high, a rate of $6 per ton might be substituted, a little less i ) per cent. ad 
valorem, and then we refiners might suffer detriment, but nc ion as now 


nance designed the suppress 


under the amendment of the Finance Committee, 
It is not to be supposed f honorable Committee on Fi 

shment of our industry, which has 
had an existence in this country of over forty » years; but if it were possibk 
for them to have entertained any such design they could not have adopted any 
scheme for its accomplishment short of absolute prohibition more eftectual fo1 
such purpose than that of the amendmeut they haveapplied tothe bill fiom the 
House of Representatives. 

No manufacturing business can endure for any length of time the condition 
in which this amendment places our business of refining sulphur—handicapped 
on the one hand by enormous taxation upon the iron, stee!, coal, and every- 
thing else that enters into our expense account. and on the other have the prod 


ra moment that t 
mor extir 


gu 
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ucts of all this outlay in manufacturing, with trifling exceptions, placed on the 
market in competition with like goods imported free of duty. 
Should the Senate, after all, deem the clause stricken out by the Committee 


on Finance inadmissible, the protection of former tariffs prior to the act of 


March, 3, 1883, might be restored by striking out from the bill the two mono- 
syables “in rolls,” leaving ‘sulphur refined’ to stand without limitation, but 
the act would then be open to the objection, above mentioned, of embarrassing 
the custom-house officials with the question whether any given parcel was or 


was not refined, 
T. & 8. C. WHITE, 
BATTELLE & RENWICK, 
PASSAIC CHEMICAL COMPANY. 
DANIEL H. GRAY, 
Ver ALLAIRE. 
KE. J. BEGG & CO. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is the 
wish of the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] that the amend- 
ment offered by him may be printed. [t will be so ordered if there be 
no objection, The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to give notice that I shall ask for a sep- 
arate vote in the Senate on the provisions of the bill respecting internal 
revenue so far as they relate to tobacco. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All that is to be reserved. After the bill is re- 
ported to the Senate there will be a good many things very likely to 
be reserved. 

Mr. PASCO. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Florida that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and 16 minutes a. m., 
Tuesday, September 9) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, September 
9, 1890, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, September 8, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CurHpert, 
D. D. 


OT MIS LL ace 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BuRROWsS). 
the Journal of Saturday’s proceedings. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr, Speaker, I call attention to the 


fact that there is no quorum present. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore counted the House and found 98 mem- 
hers present. 
Mr, STOCKBRIDGE. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk called the roll; and the following-named members failed to 


The following-named members appeared and were noted as present 


by the Clerk under the rule: 


Mr. CULBERTSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. DockEeRY, Mr. Kerr of Iowa, 
Mr. Cooper of Indiana, Mr. BRUNNER, Mr, CLEMENTS, Mr. GEAR, 


The Clerk will read 


Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 


answer: 
Adams, Cooper, Ind, Kelley, Randall, 
Alderson, Cothran, Kerr, lowa Ray 
Allen, Mich. Oovert, Ketcham, Re hy, 
Andrew, Cowles, napp, Reybura, 
Arnold, Oulbertson, Pa. Ta Follette Robe n, 
Atkinson, W.Va, Cutcheon, Lane, Rogers, 
Baker, Dalzell, Lansing, Rowland, 
Barnes, | a net Lawler, Rusk, 
Bartine, Darlington, Lester, Ga, Sanford 
Barwig. Davidson, Lester, Va. Scranton 
Beek with, De Lano, Lodge, Seney, 
Belden, Dibble, Magner, Shively, 
Biggs, Dickerson, Maish, Skinner, 
Bingham, Dingley, Mansur, Snider, 
Blanchard, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Bliss, Dorsey, Mason, Springer, 
Boulelle, Dunphy. McAdoo, StahInecker, 
Powaen, Edmunds, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Elliott, McClellan, Stewart, Vt. 
Brewer, Ellis, MeComas, Stivers. 
Brookshire, Ewart, McCord, Stone, Mo 
Brosius, Farquhar, McCormick, Strable, 
Brower, Featherston, McCreary, Stump, 
Brown, J, B. Finley, McDuffie, Tarsney 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, McKinley, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, Va. Fithian, MeMillin, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brunner, F . iles, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, Milliken, Townsend, Colo. 
’ Buekalew, Forman, Mills, Van Schaick, 
Bullock, Fowler, Montgomery, Venable, 
Bunn, Funston, Moore, Tex. Waddiil, 
Butterworth, Gear, Morey, Walker, 
Bynum, Ceissenhainer, Morse, Wallace, Mass. 
Caldwell, Gibson, Mutchler, Washington 
Candler, Ga. Gifford, Niedringhaus, Wheeler, Mich 
Candler, Mass. Goodnight, Nute, Whiting, 
Carlton, Greenhalge, Oates, Whitthorne, 
Carter, Grout, 0 Donnell, y, 
Oatehings, Hatch, O'Neall, Ind, Wilkinson, 
Chipman Hayes, Outhwaite, Willeox, 
Clancy, Haynes, Owen, Ind, Williams, Ill 
Clements, Hiemphill, Perry, Williams, Ohio. 
Clunie, Herbert, Peters, Wilson, Ky. 
Cobb, Hill, Phelan, ilson, Mo. 
Ooleman, Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, Wash 
Conger, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wilson, W. Va. 
Connell, Houk, Quackenbush, Wright. 


Mr. DARLINGTON, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. DAavipson, Mr. BLANCHARD, 
Mr. CARTER, Mr. ByNuM, Mr. Oates, Mr. BAKER, Mr. Jason B, 
Brown, Mr, QUACKENBUSH, Mr. FARQUHAR, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. OWEN of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll-call discloses the presence of 
136 members; 22 members have since appeared and been recorded as 
present, making a total of 158, not a quorum. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to take into 


custody and to bring the bar of the House such of its members as are now 
absent without leave of the House. 


“The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. 
we is sick and unable to be present, and I ask that he be ex- 
cused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[ Mr. DALZELL] has been suddenly called away by illness in his family, 
and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. Mont- 
GOMERY ] was unexpectedly called to his home last night bya telegram. 
I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague [Mr. Prerce] is at his room 
sick, unable to attend the sessions of the House, I ask that he be ex- 
cused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BARW1«G] is 
detained at his house by sickness. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Maine delegation be 
excused on account of political illness. [Laughter. } 

Several members objected. 

The following additional members appeared and were noted as pres- 
ent under the rule: Mr. CARLTON, Mr. Morey, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. 
ADAms, Mr. McCreary, Mr. MCCLELLAN, Mr. WALKER, Mr. LA 
FoLLette, Mr. Etirorr, Mr. Hayes, Mr. McCormick, Mr. WAsH- 
INGTON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk reports the appearance of 
eleven additional members, making more than a quorum present. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I move to dispense with all further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


PORT OF ENTRY, EAGLE PASS, TEX. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry 
at Eagle Pass, Tex., in lien of Indianola, Tex., and that the same be 
put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc,, That paragraph 2, of section 2578 of the Revised Statutes be 
amended so as to read as follows: . 

“Second. The district of Saluria; to comprise all the waters and shores of the 
State from and including the counties of Satgqeete. and Wharton as bounded 
on the 3d day of March, 1847, to the county of Refugio as bounded on the 28th 
day of July, 1817; in which Eagle Pass shall be the port of entry, and Mata- 
gorda, Copano, Lavaca, and San Antonio, ports of delivery.” 

That paragraph 2, of section 2599 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as 
read as follows: 

“Second. In the district of Saluria, a collector who shall reside at le Pass, a 
surveyor who shall reside at Matagorda, anda surveyor who shall reside at 
Port Lavaca, and a surveyor who shall reside at Copano.”’ 

Sec. 2. That section 3004 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by substituting the words “ Eagle Pass”’ for the word “ Indianola.”’ 


The committee recommended an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the words “a surveyor who shall reside at Matagorda, and a sur- 
veyor who shall reside at Port Lavaca, and a surveyor who shall reside at 
Copano.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ssed 





j 
| 
| 
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Per. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PARK, CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from 


further consideration of the joint resolation (H. Res. 169) authorizing — 
the use of a portion of United States military reservation at Chatta- 


nooga for a eee oe eee Tenn. 
Mr. ATKINSO , of Pennsylvania. Mr. Reedoeei T shall not object 
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to this, but I give notice that after it is disposed of I shall demand the 
regular order. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That permission be, and is hereby, granted to the city of Chat- 
tanooga, in the State of Tennessee, through its mayor and aldermen, to im- 
prove and beautify that portion of the military reservation lying outside of 
the national cemetery inclosure, situated in and adjoining the city of ¢ hatta- 
nooga, for a public park ; to be laid out on land adjoining and connecting with 
said caaiennl cemetery, with the right to said city of Chattanooga to make such 
improvements and fillings and erect and maintain such structures as the Secre- 
tary of War may, from time to time, approve: Provided, That this resolution 
shall not be construed to pass any title or claim in said Jand, but that the own- 
ership and control of the said grounds shall remain in the United States. 


The committee recommended the following amendment : 


Add at the end of the joint resolution the following: ‘‘And shall be subject to 
such changes and uses for military or other purposes as the Secretary of War 
may direct,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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HOUSE DIGEST AND MANUAL. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, also submitted a 
report; which was read, as follows 

The Committee on Printing, to which was referred t 
tion providing for printing 250 additional copies of the 
the purpose of supplying Senators, committcesof the H 
Houses, and heads of Departments each with a copy, have 
consideration, and reportthe same back with the f 
and recommend its adoption, namely 

Resolved, That 350 additional copies of the Digest and Manual for t 
session be printed and bound for the purpose « 


companyving resolu 
gest and Manual for 
» officers of the two 
had the same 


, substitute tl 


1) 





of supplying each Sena uM 
of Departments, conimittees of the Hor officers of the two Houses Leach 
member of the Reporters’ gallery with a copy. 

| Thecost of these additional copies will be $5%, a ’ 

| cordance with the practice. 

| Thesubstitute submitted by the Committee on Vrinting was avreed 

' ° : ~ : 
to; and the resolution as thus amended was adopied. 


The joint resolution asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read | 


a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I now call for the regular order. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I desire to submit some privileged reports from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Russe] is in order. 


REPORTS OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print 
the annual reports of the Bureau of Anima! Industry for the years 1889 
and 1890. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 


Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsiderthe vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
rhe latter motion was agreed to. 
BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. [ call for the regular order, 


Mr. QUINN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
demanded the regular order. 

Mr. QUINN. I request the gentleman from l’ennsylvania to with- 
draw that demand for a moment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
clines to withdraw the demand. This day being assigned by the rules 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 


| for the consideration of business of the Committee on the District of 
| Columbia, the first business in order is the bill (H. R. 8243) supple- 


olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he | 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House to bills of | 


the following titles: , ‘ 
A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler; 
A bill (8. 2370) for the relief ot Philip T. Greely; 


A bill (S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Haneman; , 


and 

A bill (8. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. I. 9486) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
lie works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate, in compliance with 
the request of the House, returned the bills (H. R. 3070) granting a 
pension to Clara Fowler and (H. R. 5524) granting a pension to Anne 
Platt. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain tract of land 
in the State of California as a public park. 

The message further announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 645) grant- 
ing a pension to Harrison Wagner, asked a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 


Mr, Davis, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. FAULKNER conferees on the part of 


the Senate. 
STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1889. 
Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, also reported hack 
with a favorable recommendation the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed, in addition to the usual number, 15,000 copies of the twelfth number of 
the Statistical Abstract of the United Statesfor the year 1889, of which 5,000 copies 


shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


The report of the committee was as follows: 


_The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred House concurrent resolu 
tion providin 


for the printing of 15,000 additional copies of the Statistical Ab- | 


stract of the United States for 1889, having duly considered the same, respectfully | 


report it back to the House and recommend it 
printing is'$2,297.16, 


The resolution was considered and adopted. 


Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Spassage. The estimated cost of 





| would be better off if every 


| measure, in which my position and my remarks were entire] 


mentary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia.’’ 
The Chair will state the status of this bill. On the 14th of July last 
it was reported from the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia with instructions to report the same 
back with an amendment striking out all after the enacting clause and 
inserting a substitute. The motion to recommit was agreed to. A 
motion to reconsider that vote was then made, and also a motion to 
lay on the table the motion to reconsider. On the latter motion the 
yeas and nays were ordered, and the House adjourned. On the 11th 
of August, when this business was resumed, the House refused to lay 
on the table the motion to reconsider, and that motion was agreed to. 
The previous question was then ordered on the motion to recommit. 
The pending question, therefore, is upon the motion to recommit this 
bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Iask that the motion with the 
proposed instructions be reported. 
TheSPEAKER protempore. TheClerk y 
osition. 
The Cierk read as follows: 


ll report the pending prop 


Phat House bill 8245 be recommitied to ¢ 


ue Committee ou the Distri of Co 

lumbia, with instructions to report the same back with the following as a sub 
stitute for the said bill 

* Amend House bill 8243 by inserting unediately after the enacting claus 


as section 1 of the bill, the following: 

“That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall, on or befo lee 
Ist day of January, 1894, remove its tracks running north and south on Sixth 
street west, abandon its station and depot now located on the public reserva 
tion at Sixth and B streets, northwest, in the city of Washington, and 
thereof the said company shall, under the supervision of the commissioners « 
the District of Columbia, construct and maintain, at the intersection of Virginin 
and Maryland avenues, upon land described as squares 464, 434, 410, and b+ 
any part thereof, to be secured by purchase or condem»pation, south of » 
tersection, a passenger station of such extent, architectural desi 
ments as may be found advisable and necessary.’ 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, when thi 
tion was last under consideration, the Speaker, who was then in thi 
chair, decided that after the ordering of the previous question twenty 
minutes’ debate on each side was allowed by the rule. I now desire 
to yield seven minutes to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp}. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allotted me I desire to 
call attention to a certain newspaper comment, or perhaps I should say 
a newspaper attack, upon myself in connection with the pending 


re ti 


zn, Ana a il 


jues 


:iscon 
strued and misrepresented. 


In the Washington Star of the 16th day of July, the day following 
the last discussion of this measure in the House, appeared an editorial 
article in which, after paying its complimenis 
epithets, to which I shall make no particu! 

He— 

Meaning mysel{ 
referred to the section of in th 


them and the river, as ‘‘ embraced in the territory usually designated as Murder 
Bay, and Hell’s Bottom, a section of the city nearly all of which is an abode of 
filth, and crime, and unhealthfulness to such an extent that the city at large 

foot of it was girded with a 


to me in various 
arr 


abusive 
ion. it is caid 


iv is 


the y vicinity ks,and between 


the tra 


railroad track 
Here, then, Mr. Speaker, I am made to speak, or am adroitly charged 
with speaking of the section of the city hetween the railroad and the 
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river, constituting the great bulk of what is known as South Washing- 
ton, as a section possessing the characteristics referred to. Asa matter 
of fact I said nothing of the kind. I said no such thing about South 
Washington or any appreciable part of it, and had no intention what- 
ever of conveying such an impression by any remarks that I did make. 


What I didsay, and I desire especially tocall the attention of the House 
to it, is as follows. Addressing myself to the third section of the bill, 
which has been the bone of contention in this debate, and to that por- 
tion of it which authorizes the acquisition of additional squares by the 
raiJroad company to those already occupied, I remarked: 

As to the additional squares which the company eee to acquire and 
oceupy, Uf we are allowed to go ahead and perfect this bill as we desire to and as 
we propose fo do we will limit them practically to that portion of the city below 
the Capitol and south of the avenues referred to, which is embraced in the ter- 
ritory usually designated as Murder Bay or Hell’s Bottom, a section of the 


city 


and so on, using the language above quoted. 
In other words, that such would be the characteristics of the sec- 


tion, inconsiderable in extent and circumscribed as it would be, to 
which the railroad would be limited and confined after the adoption 
of the amendments which we—or I in particalar—proposed to offer, 
which I had upon my desk at the time trying to get a chance to offer, 
and which I have now before me at this moment. 

‘The amendments referred to, Mr. Speaker, are now on my desk be- 
fore me just as they-were originally prepared and as they were on my 


desk on the day in question when I sought an opportunity to offer 
them, and when this discussion to which the newspaper alludes took 
place. 

Now, it becomes necessary to know what the amendments were which 
I had intended to propose, and which I yet hope to have a chances to 
propose, and which, if adopted, will relieve this bill of a very large 
portion of the objections which have been urged against it on the floor 
of the House. ‘The first amendment which I desire to present, and 
which | trast will be adopted before we leave the consideration of this 
bill, is as follows: 

Ameuwd scetion 3, line 6, by inserting after the words ‘' L street” and before 
the words * and north,” the words ‘and east of Delaware avenue.” 

The second amendment, which relates only to abutting squares and 
which, | here undertake to say, even the Supreme Court in its decision 
has never said could not be acquired under existing law, provides: 

To amend section 3, line 10, by inserting after the word “ avenues” the words 

‘east of Four-and-a-half street and west of Twelfth street southwest. 

And another amendment, the substance of which I shall incorporate 
in the one just read, and which I had before me at the time, which 
provides: 

That mo additional square shall be acquired which brings the road nearer to 
the Capitol than the line of its main tracks on Virginia avenue. 

Thus limiting and confining the railroad in its entrance even into 
abutting squares to an area south of its main track, and leaving the 
great body of South Washington, between Four-and-a-half street and 
Twel(th street southwest untouched and unobstructed by the road, and- 
also circumscribing the bounds within which the road can acquire the 
bulk of the additional squares asked to an extent infinitely less than 
those suggested by any proposition yet submitted by those persons most 
conspicuous in their opposition to this bill. 

The section of the bill to which my remarks particularly referred, 
Mr. Speaker, and to which they necessarily referred, as constituting 
the great bulk of the area set aside for the acquisition of new territory 
and the exercise of new powers by the company, is that portion of the 
city limited by the first amendment, which Ih ve read. Itisa sec- 
tion just here below the Capitol, bounded on the east, as provided by 
the amendment, by Delaware avenue, and on thesouth by Lstreet, made 
up of a triangular track below the railroad, most of it between Dela- 
ware avenue and South Capito] street, practically all ofit between New 
Jersey avenue and Delaware avenue. Itis composed in large measure 
of vacant lots, covered during a great part of the year with filthy and 
polluted water. A considerable ion of it is built up with old and 
dilapidated frame houses, many of themoften tenantless. Through the 
center of it, and permeating the atmosphere thereof with nauseating 
and noxious exhalations, runs the old cesspool and sewer called ‘‘a 
canal,’’ sickening and loathsome to look upon, much more to dwell] upon 
its banks. 

It was this section, and this section alone, by the very terms of the 
amendment, that I had in view, and to which as a region of 
filth and crime and unhealthfulness, and I had no reference whatever, 
and could not by any possibility of construction have had any reference, 
to the great body of South Washington, whose people I respect and ad- 
mire, and whose section my very amendment by its express terms was 
framed and intended to protect from the railroad occupation com- 
plained of. 

Now, sir, lam told that I was mistaken in the ieation of the 
term ‘Murder Bay ”’ or “‘ Hell’s Bottom ”’ to the in 


I rather think that I was, and am willing to plead to the charge 
of ignorance as to the particular locality or to the of 
the section so designated. I had heard the term and did not 


suppose it was used to indicate any special degree of comparative re- 


finement or culture, or even of peacefulness on the part of the people 
cursed with such a name. As a matter of fact, so at least I am in- 
formed by persons who live near by, and who know as I know, and 
who regret as I regret, the lamentable physical and hygienic condi- 
tion of the particular locality, and by policemen who have had occasion 
to deal with the comparative petty criminality that prevails there and 
around, the region is knownas ‘‘ Blood Fields,’’ or ‘‘ Bloody Meadows,’’ 
to indicate what special qualities or characteristics I shall not further 
discuss. 

I had sapposed, sir, and I still suppose, that if any section of th 
city were proper to be dedicated to the legitimate purposes and admit 
ted requirements of the railroad company and the needs of the com- 
munity, as affected thereby, that this would be the section proper to 
be selected—this section of which I said, and of which I say again, 
rather than it should remain as it is it would be better for the city at 
large that every foot of it was girded over with a railroad track. 

** But, furthermore, ’’ says the Star, ‘‘South Washington is not, as Mr. 
Mvpp intimates, an aggregation of disreputable houses, but a section 
of reputable homes.’’ My only comment upon this, Mr. Speaker, is 
that in not one word or one syllable of anything that I said was such 
an intimation mentioned, suggested, hinted at, or even dreamed of. 
I had no such idea in my mind, and gave utterance to no semblance 
of such a thought,and the statement that I did is utterly unwarranted 
and unfounded in fact. 

There is mention made further on, sir, in the article of the names of 
quite a number of South Washington’s first and most respectable citi- 
zens a5 showing the reputable character of the locality of the city 
known as South Washington. I desire to say that no man entertains 
a higher regard for them all than I do; and asa matter of fact not one 
of those mentioned, so far as I know, lives in the community covered 
by my amendment, or referred toin my remarks. They ail of them 
live, so far as I know, in the section that is shut off and protected from 
railroad occupation and trespass by the very terms of my amendment. 

The people of my district in Maryland, sir, are much interested in 
the granting of adequate terminal facilities to this road. It is the only 
road that passes through the greater portion of my district; and when 
it was being graded and constructed, notwithstanding a great deal of 
poverty and depression in that section of the State, the people of the dis- 
trict came forward with a spirit of liberality scarcely ever exceeded and 
granted gratuitously of rights of way and taxed themselves to subscribe 
to the capital stock of this road, and encourage its building. They did 
this in great measure in order to provide quick transit and conven- 
ient aceess to their capital city both for passenger travel and for thei: 
freight transportation. They are not willing to be, and so far as I am 
able they shall not be, subjected to thé annoyance of having their inter- 
course with the Capital of the nation delayed and their agricultural! 
supplies and other shipments dumped down on the river, where they 
will have to await the convenience of a road which is refused proper 
facilities because of a short-sighted policy that strikes a railroad merely 
because it is a railroad. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was first under consider- 
ation I voted for the motion to recommit it, believing, with the light 
then before me, that it was wise to require ‘the depot to be removed 
from its present location farther southward. But 1 was then, as I am 
now, in favor of allowing the railroad company to obtain proper facili- 
ties for the conduct of its business. Now, I have reliable information 
that fraits and other produce shipped from the South have been de- 
tained at different times in Alexandria in consequence of insufficient 
facilities here until considerable damage has been sustained. Believ- 
ing that it is now too late in the session—if in fact the friends of the 
movement in favor of which I first voted are in earnest about it and do 
not merely intend to obstruct, as to which I will not express an 
opinion—believing that it is too late for such consideration at the - 
ent session, I shall vote with the gentleman from Pennsylvania Petr 
ATKINSON | in favor of speedy action and the passage of this bill. | 
have seen this measure characterized in some of the newspapers as a 
great gift to be made of Government property to this railroad corpora- 
tion. Why, every gentleman here knows it is nothing of the kind. It is 
simply to allow this company to condemn so much private property as 
is necessary in order to enable it properly to transact its business; and 
we all know that when a railroad corporation condemns private prop- 
erty for its use italways has to pay as much as or more than it is worth; 
and hence no injury results to anyone. Itis impossible to remove the 
station of this corporation to the outskirts of the business district and 
at the same time to have this city and the — in it derive the same 
benefits from it that they will if it is left where it is now located. In 
the great cities of eee find depots and railroad sta- 
tions in the heart of the yb not conceive any reasol 
why there should longer be delay in the passage of this bill. I hope 
that it will be passed to-day. I do not care to say anything more. 

Mr. QUINN. Will the gentleman, before he takes his seat, yield for 
? 


. OATES. Certainly. 
Mr. QUINN. You speak of railroads occupying locations in the 
center of the great cities of the world. Do you know of any city in 
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| 


the world where a railroad is permitted to enter at grade and run at | Undoubtedly they should. 
7 i is ¢ r? | ] : ] } ' : 
grade over the streets and avenues of the city, except in this country? | or the second section, which enables th 


Mr. OATES. 
along them. , a ehh 
Mr. QUINN. You are not aware, are you, of any city in the world 
in which they occupy the streets and avenues at grade, except in this 


Well, they necessarily have to cross the streets or go 


country? ' 


Mr. OATES. Oh, yes; in part at least. I remember distinctly one 
or two cases in Paris. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You will find that there are hundreds of miles 
of surface railroads in Chicago, and the great growing cities of the cou 
try are all occupied in the same way to a greater or less degree. 

“Mr. ATKINSON, of Peunsylvania. [reserve the balance of my tim 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard in 


opposition to this motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

{Mr. Moore], who made the motion to recommit, is recognized 

~ Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, having made the 

motion to recommit this bill, I desire to withdraw that motion. 


The gentleman from New Hampshire | 


opponents that an amendment shall be made to this bill which it seems 
to me ought to be satisfactory to the House, to avoid any further con- 
tention. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. It 
is this: The gentleman says that he is now opposed to the recommital of | 
this bill. That being the case, I suggest that the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. ANDERSON | would be entitled to the floor, as he is in favor 
of the recommittal. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I would say, Mr. Speaker, that, 
so far as we are concerned, the gentleman from Kansas can have what 
time he desires after 1 have made this statement to the House. I will 
send to the desk an amendment which has been accepted on the part of 
the friends of this bill and which its opponents desire to have adopted, 
and upon which they are willing to rest the case without any further 
opposition to the bil. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Moore] submits the following as a part of his remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the subject of the location and the relocation of the tracks 
sidings, and stations of the Baltimore and Potomac and Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company in the city of Washington, be referred to a competent and 
impartial commission, composed of three persons, one an expert in railroads, 
one a civil engineer, and one a representative of the business interests of the 
said city, to be appointed by the President. The said commission shall thor- 
oughly and impartially investigate the subject referred to them and shal! make 
a full report, with an accompanying bill, at the opening of the first session of 
the Fifty-second Congress. 


Mr. QUINN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman from 
New Hampshire yield ? ’ 

Mr. MOORE, ef New Hampshire, I yield such time to the gentle- 
man from Kansas as he thinks he ought to have. , 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much time has the geutieman ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. What 
is the question now before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question before the House is the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union to recommit this bill to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is the amendmentsuggested by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore] pending ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was simply read asa part of the 
gentleman’s remarks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not yet presented in a form in 
which it is proper for the point of order te be raised. The gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] is recognized. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, it has been so long since 
the House considered this question, and so many more important meas- 
ures have engaged our attention, that gentlemen may findit of interest 
to examine precisely what this billis. To-day we find the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company occupying the whole of Maryland avenue and 
part of Virginia avenue, coming from the bridge through the Mall to 
the depot, and also going along that avenue across to Alexandria. For 


I desire to reserve a question of order upon the 


I do , ¢ 
so with an understanding between the friends of the measure and its | * 


|} Squares,’ 


| ing short of the adamantine cheek of a railroad attorney would 


| the bill. 


1 and let hin 


squares on each side of its tracks on Virginia and Maryland avenue 


| ington; and this great corporation, colos 


QS87 


Nobody section of thi 


‘ir tracks int 


oubts the first 


m to lay the 


3 


ness lots: 


but in this third section 








Mr. CASWELL. Will the gentleman to ask | 
juestion ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. ( 

Mr. (¢ ASWELL. Can you ¢ € 1€ anil ul t 
United States where a railroad co pal in! € ito the « ) 
commodate its people without t 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kan Pe ania R 
road had to pay what \ t to re y pi 
erty, worth $5,000,000, to o Phil It { 
enough to give this company the necessary grou fo st 
ireight facilities. I do not think tl Ody in the Fiouse 
pose that. The question 3, is I this | d 
the bill should pass If not, we should a ball y I 
more? Let me read it to you 

Phat the Baltimore and Poton Railroad Company is hereby autborized a 

»ywered to acquire for the purposes of aA o1 < more t 
sof ground in tl ty of Washington r 

tand north of L street and north of the |] 
te h street southeast, and any one or more sq k 
railroad on Maryland and Virginia avenues, and to extend, maintain, and use 

} tracks ym convenient points on the line of said ra yulintot said property 
and to cross such streets as may b 8 r that purpose nd to construct 
thereon such facilities as may be necessary for its business, and to mainta 
such fac ties in connection therewith 

rhere is no limitation in this grant. You do not say to this com 
pany, ‘‘ You may take five squares, or, if you need them, you may take 
ten squares; or, if you need still further facilities, you may take fift 


Not atall. You say to them, 
demn any square abutting on your tracks 
Virginia avenues.”’ 


We give you powell toc 
situated on Maryland anid 
Why, the thing is just a colossal fraud, and noth 
1 have 
proposed such a thing as that—the 

The highest power of a go 
turned over to 


sweet will 


Pennsylvania attorney who drew 
vernment, that of eminent domain. 
and exercised by this corporation at it 
regardless of the rights of the public 


is to be : -Y 
5 tO D sown 


, regardless of ever 


Oo ae : . ”_ f 
ling except the pocket of the company, and without any possible lim 
itation by Congress. Why not turn over the city to James B. Robert 
77 : 





run tracks at will? 


ntlemen, look carefully 


Ww at the effect of this measure. If tl 
Ul passes all railroads from the South, present or future, comi: 
through Washington and going north must come through the city « 
the Pennsylvania line. 
Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman answ: 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


By giving the 


No 
li 


\i ra question ? 
Not just nov Pardon m 


Pennsylvania Railroad Company the power to 


I 


tab 


you give to them exclusive occupation and control of the highway alon; 
which alone every railroad from the South must come through Wash 
sal to-day, having immeasura 


ble power, will then, by virtue of this situation, get the control of a 


| cess to the city, and every railroad hereaiter trying to come into the 
city from the South for the next fifty or one hundred years will be held 
by the throat by this company. It will then control the only possi 
bie line of transit between the South and North, in this region, ab 


this property, which is public property, and which if they had to obtain | 


similar property in any city by condemnation or purchase a large sum 
of money would necessarily be paid, they to-day pay not one cent in 
rental to the District of Columbia. That portion of the public Mall 
which they use is of very great value to them. 

__ Ifa proposition were made to-day whether they should pay rent {or 
it, supposing they did not occupy it, everybody would say, ‘‘ Yes, they 
ought to pay for it.’’ So that by this bill we are giving property in 
this city to this corporation, which is the richest in the country, and 
giving to them an enduring title, practically, to the streets they now 
occupy; whereas you should first make them get off the Mall,and, sec- 
ondly, make them pay a fair rent for the public property they use. 





sly. 

Then, in addition to that,it may takethe abutting property simply a 
a real-estate speculation,if it wants to. and some of its officers have got 
ten very rich in that way. That is the way many of them get ric] 
‘This House is asked here to give this corporation such vantage grour 


lutely, inexorably, and merciles 


l 


as that, such a far-reaching tranchise as this, without limitation and 
for nothing. Why? Oh, because they want it; that is all 
Now, there are petitions | throwing out a roll which fell on the floor 


containing over twelve thousand names from citizensof this town who 
are opposed to this bill. I The Govern 


They are business men. 


Lent 1s 


not profited by this measure in any way You gave them the Mall, 
and now they say they should have some more ground for freight fa- 
cilities. Oh! hell is fall of just such excuses as these! ughter 


a 


This excuse is just as thin as a spider ws 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Doe 
personal knowledge of what he finds the 


ntleman 


ta 
| Laughte: 


speak trom 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; for I would not like to spenda 
eternity with my friend. [Laughter.] And they get all this pow: 
if this bill should pass for the mere asking and at the expense of the 


tleman to read thi 


They may 
valua- 


people. It probably will pass, but I ask every 
third section and ascertain where there is any 


take any square they like on this avenue, some 


gen 
limitation 
Sixty 


17 } f 
DLOCKES Ol 


| ble city property. 


Mr. HEARD. Have you read the text of the bill, and do you not 
find that it has to be done with the approval of the commissioners ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh commissior 
commissioners ! 

Mr. HEARD. /Yoa say there is no limitation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, there is none 


commissioners ! re! 


and | do not 


| yield the floor. 


Now, gentlemen say that the company should have freight facilities. | 


Mr. HEARD. 


Is not that a limitation ? 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest as an amendment to 
the amendment, with the consent of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, that the provision be that the commission shal! report at the 
earliest date practicab'e; not later than the first session of the Fifty- 
second Congress, I think it is the disposition of this House, as I know 
it is the disposition of my colleague from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON], 
to do what is right in regard to this proposed legislation. I think it 
should be the desire of every member of this House to give to this rail- 
road company what is decent and right, and at the same time to pre- 
serve to the public all that properly belongs to the public. That cer- 
tainly should be the feeling of us all. 

If this commission which is proposed can report in time for leg- 
islation at the next session of this Congress, well and good; if not, let 
them be directed to report at the first session of the Fitty-second Con- 
gress. I know itis the desire of the business men of this city to get 
better freight accommodations from these railroads, and any legisla- 
tion that is calculated to subserve that end and at the same time to 
preserve the interests of the public and to retain for the Government 
and the people what is their right ought to receive fair and candid con- 
sideration here, notwithstanding the fact that it is a railroad company 
that is asking for this legislation. With the amendment which I have 
suggested it seems to me the proposition of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire ought to be satisfactory to us all and ought to enable us to 
dispose of this bill without further delay. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, the suggestions of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] are wise, and I accept his 
amendment. I now yield half a minute to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Morey}. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I voted for the motion to recommit 
with instruction to the committee tosprovide for the removal of the 
depot from the present location at Sixth street near Pennsylvania 
avenue. I so voted with a view of securing general legislation look- 
ing to a reduction of the dangers and inconveniences attending the 
operation of railroads within the limits of the city, and not for the 
purpose of securing the specific object named in the motion to recom- 
mit. The proposed amendments to this bill look to general legisla- 
tion in the line I have mentioned, and I shall vote for the bill prop- 
erly amended, in order that the people of this city may have better 
freight and passenger facilities, with better protection for life.in the 
operation of these railroads. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the proposition 
now before the House is to recommit this bill to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia with instructions to report a bill providing for 
the removal of the railroad station from the present location on Sixth 
street to the intersection of Maryland and Virginia avenues. This is 
the pending proposition and I address myself to it; assuming that when 
the third section of the bill is considered, either in House or in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, as may be determined by the Chair, any errors 
in that third section will be corrected. Now, ought this station to be 
removed from Sixth street tothe intersection of Maryland and Virginia 
avenues? The distance between the present location of that station 
and the place where it is proposed to put it is, I am told, 3,000 feet, 
more than half‘a mile; so that the station if located there would be com- 
paratively inaccessible and inconvenient to the traveling public, sub- 
jecting passengers coming to this city, or who might leave here to go 
elsewhere, to the exactions of hackmen and the annoyance of being 
landed from the railroad, or of taking the cars, a long way from the 
center of the city. 

Now, the people of this city are entitled to have their wishes in re- 
lation to their own affairs respected, and I believe that when the mo- 
tion prevailed in Committee of the Whole to recommit the bill mem- 
bers were under the impression that the people of this city desired to 
have the station removed. But no sooner had the proposition to re- 
move the passenger station been made and carried through the Com- 
mittee of the Whole than the people of this city almost with one accord 
denounced the scheme, and I Sone here a petition signed by more than 
eighteen thousand names es against it. I shall not treat the 
petitioners so disrespectfully as to toss their petition in the aisle as it 
it were a useless thing, but I shall present it to the House as showing 
the sentiment of the best people of this city in relation to the proposed 
removal of the depot, for every signer of this petition is opposed to such 
removal. They have signified their opposition to it not only by the 

tition, but by interviews which have te published in the press day 
»y day until more than five hundred conspicuous citizens of this great 
city whose sentimentsare worthy of respect have been recorded in those 
interviews as opposed to this proposed removal. The petitioners say: 

1. That the station is now so located as to be most convenient for the citizens 
of a. e we 
2. That the city of Washington is visited yearly by thousands of strangers 


on basiness or pleasure, and their convenience and interests will be promoted 
by the retention of the station at its nt location. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is not a practical limitation, be- 
cause the railroad company can run the commission. I am not speak- 
ing of the present commissioners, and I am not yielding the floor to 
the gentleman. I am speaking of this distinct proposition that where 
you put the power of ‘‘approval’’ in the hands of the District com- 
missioners it virtually amounts to nothing, and there is no real limita- 
tion and safeguard, and we all practically know that a corporation like 
the Pennsylvania Railroad would in time secure a majority of the com- 
mission. A corporation which has for years controlled the Pennsyl- 
vania Legislature might possibly, if it tried hard, control two Dis- 
trict commissioners. 

Mr. BOATNER. In other words they would take the commissioners 
when they took the ‘‘swag.’’ [Langhter. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, they would take the commis- 
sioners. Now the question is on the motion torecommit with instruc- 
tions to report a bill which will cause the depot to be removed from 
the Mall, I suppose the action of the House heretofore shows thata 
majority are not now in favor of that, though a large majority did favor 
it. I very much wish they were and that the company could be made 
to get off that Mall. But, be that as it may, the simple proposition 
that I wish to put before this House is that we can not afford to give 
this railroad company so vast and valuable a franchise as this bill does 
give them. 

I now yield to the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore] the 
balance of the time which he kindly gave me. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. ‘TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, the bill which is now 
pending is a matter of great moment to the District of Columbia, to the 
city of Washington, and tothe people of the whole country. I am not 
entirely satisfied that the bill as originally reported ought to pass or 
that it ought not to pass. I doubt very much whether the members 
of the House are in a position to decide this question in an intelligent 
manner. I have listened very attentively to the discussion from the 
first. I have heard what was said in favor of the bill, and I have heard 
what was said against it. I am also aware that the people of this city 
are divided in opinion. I am satisfied that a very large proportion of 
the business men of the city are in favor of the bill and another very 
large proportion are against it. 

The people in one locality are for it and the people in another local- 
ity are against it. I have no prejudice against railroads and very little 
respect for those who have. [ am not interested in any railroad and 
derive no benefit from them that I do not pay for, and hence Iam not 
influenced by prejudice or by self-interest; but 1think that the better 
thing to do now is to sustain the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Moorr]. Thatamendment proposes to put this 
question, involving not one railroad alone, but both and all railroads 
entering this city, into the hands of an intelligent commission, who 
shall be given ample tiie and opportunity to ascertain what ought to 
be done and what ought not to be done. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the question is of sufficient importance to 
justify the appointment of this commission, and I am satisfied that 
when we receive a report from the commission we shall be much better 
able to decide this matter than we are now. We shall then bave full 
information on the subject and we shall know what todo and what to 
avoid. I know how difficult it is for a body like this, composed of 
gentlemen who do not reside here, to decide this question properly. 
We are not now in a position to decide it wisely, for we do not know 
what is best for the city or for the railroad companies. The welfare of 
the people and the prosperity of the city are both involved, I there- 
fore appeal to the House to defer any action beyond the appointment 
of a commission at this time. Let us lay this whole question before an 
able board of competent and impartial men. If we substitute this 
amendment for the bill and do nothing now but authorize this com- 
mission we will probably be able at the very next session of Congress 
to act intelligently on the whole question, and I think we should have 
this necessary information before we undertake to decide the question 
one way or the other. 

This bill in its present form may be all right. I do not undertake 
to say that it is not; but Ido undertake to say that we are not informed 
as we ought to be when we are to decide so difficult a problem. The 
first section quiets the title to fifteen squares of the city of Washing- 
ton, worth probably ten or twelve million dollars. I donot know, nor 
does the report show, whether this property has been paid for or not. 
I suppose it has, but I do not know. ‘The second section allows the 
railroad company to extend its lines and side-tracks throagh all abut- 
ting property to localities where there may be any kind of business 
which furnishes freight. What is abutting property? How far may 
this principle be carried? The third section authorizes the railroad 
company to condemn and appropriate a great area of the city—I do 
not know how much. None of usknow what tow — ae of this 
city may be. I know the railroad company n and must have ad- ‘ ‘ 

Gitional railroad facilities, but I do not know where they ought to be | , ® That the pro SS ee en Se sntnpresiens anc ypere 
located. Passengers ought to be brought to the heart of the city as doteuentess non J cay ym ge ae ee op a naey a. 
nearly as possible, but this may be done on the surface or under ground. | occupied by the railroad station, and the ground so occupied is not needed for 
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Under these circumstances I can not at present go beyond the appoint- | ‘he "ecreation of the citizens of Washington. 
ment of a commission, In addition to this, I wish to say that although it is true this sta- 
Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I yield one minute to the gentle- | tion is located upon public ground, yet the railroad company pays for 
that occupation an annual tax of $11,000—snch a rent as is earned by 


man from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS]. 
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no other public ground in all this city. This company came there by 
invitation at a time when this ‘‘ Mall,’’ of which we hear so much, was 
a mere noisome swamp occupied by shanties and lumber-yards. The 
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railroad company secured possession at their own cost; and they have | 


beautified the location that they occupy. 


They have put up a station | 


there that is the equal of any station to be found in any city of the | 


size of Washington. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that this motion may be 
voted down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 
amendment? ae ees % 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not atthis time. The Chair will rec- 
ognize the gentleman when it isin order, The gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Moore] indicated a desire-—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise toa point of order. I suggested some 
time ago that the time allowed for debate on this question should be 
divided between those who are opposed to this reference—that is, to this 
instruction—and those in favor of it. 
spoken thus far is in favor of striking out this amendment. 
to me the other side ought to have a chance to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the debate 
has not been on the proposed amendment at all, but on the proposition 
to recommit. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore} 
asked to withdraw his motion to recommit, but it is not within the 
power of the gentleman at this time to do so except by unanimous 
consent. The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union re- 
ported this bill back to the House with the recommendation that it 
be recommitted. 

The Chair will submit at this time the request for unanimous con- 
sent that the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole be passed 
over and the bill be considered in the House. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the question is 
on the motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia with the instructions which have already been read. 
[The question was put.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. [I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 19, noes 87. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Nota quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas makes 
the point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
ascertain whether the point is well taken. 

Mr. CASWELL (while the Speaker pro lfempore was counting the 
House). I call for the yeas and nays. We may as well settle the 
matter in that way. [Cries of ‘‘No!’’ ‘‘No!’’] 

Mr. STOCKDALE (during the count). I wish to raise a point of 
order, or to make a parliamentary inquiry, with respect to what is 
now going on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
there is a quorum present. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is the question on which I desire to make 
my point. Before the result is announced I wish to make this parlia- 
mentary inquiry, or point of order: When a vote is taken in this House 


The time of the gentleman has ex- 


Isitin order now to offer an amendment to the 


It seems 


The Chair is ascertaining whether 


Now, every gentleman who has | 


upon any question, a member who comes in after the taking of the | 


vote and asks to vote can not doso. But I see that when the point of 
no quorum is made it is the practice for gentlemen to walk in here 
after the vote has been concluded, and then the Chair counts them 
in order to make a quorum. I make the point of order that this 
count must be confined to members present at the time the vote is 
taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is overruled; but 
at any rate it would have no force in the present cdsc, as there is no 
quorum present. The Chair counts only 156 members. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
act question upon which we are to vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, with instructions to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert what has been read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 42. nays 113, not vot- 
ing 170; as follows: 


What is the ex- 


YEAS—42. 


Anderson, Kans. Hare, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Haugen, McClellan, Simonds, 
Bland, Hitt, McRae, Smith, [. 
Brickner, Holman, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Brunner, Kerr, Iowa Peel, Stivers, 
——— Biers, ee Stockdale, 

. acey, Reed, Iowa Taylor, E. B. 
Clark, Wis. La Follette, Russell, Thomas, 
Coleman, Lanham, Sawyer, Wiley. 
Comstoek, Lehlbach, Sayers, ; 
Cooper, Ind. Lind, Sherman, 

XXI——619 
¥.7.4 


eS 


| if he were present I would vote ‘ 


QSS9 


NAYS 

Adams Culbertson. Pa. Maish seull 

Alien, Miss Cummings MeClammy Smyse 
Andrew Darlington MeCor Spooner 
Atkinson, Pa Davidso MeMill Stewart, Tex 
Bankhead Dockery, Moffitt Stock bridge 
Banks, Dunnell Moore, N. Il Stone, Ky, 
Bayne, Elliott Morey Stamp 

Beck with Evans Morga larsney 
Belknap, wart Morse Vaylor, Ill 
Bergen, Farquhar Mudd Taylor, J. D 
Bingham, Flick Nortoi rhompson 
Blount, Forney Oates Townsend, | 
soatner, Frank, ©’ Ferrall! Turner, G 
Buchanan, N.J Funstoi O'Neil, Mas rurner, K 
Kurrows, (lear O'Neill, Pa Vande 
Burton, Grimes Osborne, Vaux 
Bynum, Grosvenor Owen, Ind W ace 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio Walker 
Carlton, Harmer Payne Wallace \ 
Caruth, Heard Payson Washington 
Caswell, Henderson, lowa Perkins Wheeler, Ala 
Cheatham, Henderson, N.C. ost Wickham 
Clarke, Ala, Nooker, Quackenbush Wike 
Clements, Kerr, Pa Raines, Williams, Ohio 
Cothran Kinsey, Reyburn Yardley 
Craig Laidlaw Richardson Yoder 
Crain, Laws, Rife, 

Crisp Lee Rockwell 
Culberson, Tex Lewis towel! 

NOT VOTING—I170 

Abbott Cowles, Ketcham Ray 
Alderson Cutcheon, Knapp Reilly 

Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Lane, Roherts« 
Arnold Dargan, Lansing, Rogers, 
Atkinson, W. Va De Haven, Lawler, Rowland 
Baker, De Lano Lester, Ga Rusk 
Barnes, Dibble, Lester, Va Sanford 
Bartine, Dickerson Lodge Scrant« 
Barwig, Dingley, Magner Seney, 
Relden, Dolliver, Mansur, Skinner 
Biggs, Dorsey Martin, Tex Smith W.Va 
Blanchard, Dunphy, Mason, Snider. 

Bliss, Edmunds McAdoo Spinola, 
Boothman Ellis, McCarthy Springer, 
Boutelle, Enloe WeComas StahInecke: 
Bowden, Featherston MeCord, Stewart, Gia 
Breckinridge, Finley MeCreary, Stewart, Vt 
srewer, Fitch, MeDuffie Stone, Mo. 
Brookshire, Fithian, McKenna Struble, 
Brosius Flood, McKinley Sweney 
srower, Flower, Miles, Taylor, Tenn. 
srown, J. B. Forman, Milliken rillman, 
Browne, T. M. Fowler, Mills, Townsend, Colo 
Browne, Va Geissenhainer, Montgomery, Tracey 
Buchanan, Va, Gest, Moore, Tex. ‘Tucker, 
Buckalew, Gibson, Morrow, Turner, N.Y 
Bullock, Gifford, Mutchler, Van Sechaick 
Bunn, Goodnight, Niedringhaus Venable, 
sutterworth, Greenhalge Nute, Waddill, 
Caldwell, Grout, 0’ Donnell, Wallace, Mass 
Candler, Ga Hall, O'Neall, Ind Wheeler, Mich 
Candler, Mass Hatch Outhwaite Whiting, 
Catchings, Hayes, Parrett, Whitthorne 
Cheadle, Haynes, Paynter, Wilkinson 
Chipman, Hemphill, Penington Willeox, 
Clancy, Henderson, 1! Perry, Williams, I)! 
Clunie Herbert, Peters, Wilson, Ky 
Cobb, Hermann, Phelan Wilson, Mo 
Cogswell, Hill Pierce Wilxon, Wash 
Conger Hopkins Price, Wilson, W. Va 
Connell, Houk Pugsley Wright 
Cooper, Ohio Kelley, Quinn, 

Covert Kennedy Randall, 


So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. PARRETT. 1am paired with Mr. HI. on this question. 

Mr. BAKER. [am paired with the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
RoGERs], but desire to be noted as present for a quorum 

Mr. ABBOTT. I desire to stale that I am paired with the gentl 
man from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. I wish the Recorp to show that 
ay. 
Mr. McCREARY Iam paired with the gentleman from Delaware 
{Mr. PENINGTON]. 

The following were announced as being paired until further 

Mr. McKINLEy with Mr. MILLs. 


notice 


Mr. Hovuk with Mr. ENLor. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. Firntan. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. WiLLcox 
Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. RowLAnp. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELuis. 

Mr. NUTE with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia 
McKENNA with Mr, CLUNIE. 

Witson, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE. 
SERGEN with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 
WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. FowLer, 
KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. 

ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 
NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATcH. 
Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. STEWART. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. BovTe.L_Le with Mr. HERBERT. 


of Georgia. 
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Mr. 


Mr 


Mr. 
Mr. 
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TAyLor, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 
O’ DONNELL with Mr. Copp. . 

CoNnGER with Mr. COWLES. 

Grout with Mr, Fircn. 

PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
that no quorum is present ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
quorum present or voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Does the gentleman make the point 
I make the point that there is no 


Because the Chair overrules the first 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 


SCRANTON with Mr, STAHLNECKER. 
Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
De LANOo with Mr. DuNpny. 
CALDWELL with Mr. CATCHINGS., 
WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 
RANDALL with Mr. Gipson. 


Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. Hayes. 

Mr. Biiss with Mr. CurpMan. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. Smiru, of West Virginia, with Mr. WrLson, of West Virginia. 

Mr. Coorer, of Ohio, with Mr. WILson, of Missouri. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. Prerce. 

Mr. KetTcnam with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. RAY with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. McCarrny. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Price. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. CuTcHEON with Mr. FoRMAN. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. WILLIAMs, of [linois. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. RoBERTSON. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. RoGrers. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. BowpDEN with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. LopGe with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. PuGSLeY with Mr. HAYNEs. 

Mr. BRewerR with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. Sprincer, from August 27 until otherwise 
directed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, for this day. 

Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. McCreary, on the Atkinson bill. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. CoNNELL, on the Atkinson bill. 

Mr. DALZ&LL with Mr. CoGSwE.., on the Atkinson bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. DispB.e, on the Atkinson bill. 
. Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. CARLTON, on the Atkinson 
bill. 

Mr. BoorTuMAN with Mr. McApoo, for this day. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. OUTHWAITE, for this day. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. Rerivy, for this day. 

Mr. Brosrtvus with Mr. MurcHurr, for four days. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Lesver, of Virginia, for this week. 

Mr. BARTINE with Mr. Tracey, for one week. 

Mr. 


HiL. with Mr. PARRrett, until Tuesday the 9th of September. 
Mr. StEWAR?, of Vermont, with Mr. BuCKALEW, from September 5, 
for four days. 

Mr. McDurrie with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. Brower with Mr. QurNN, until Tuesday next. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Braas, on all questions except bankruptcy 
and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BROOKSHIRE, on all political questions ex- 
cept Langston-Venable contest case. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam paired with my-colleague, Mr. BROOKSHIRE. 
If permitted to vote, I would vote ‘‘ay’’ on this question. 

Mr. CONNELL. I am paired with the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Browne]. If present, I understand he would vote ‘‘no,’’ and I 
would vote ‘‘ay’’ on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the names of 
members present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Asnorr, Mr, BAker, Mr. Carapie, Mr. Cogsweit, Mr, Connet., Mr. 
Coorrr of Ohio, Mr. De Haveyx, Mr. Hayes, Mr. Henperson of Illinois, Mr. 
Heemawn, Mr. McCreary, Mr. McKenna, Mr. Parrett, Mr. Suirn of West 
Virginia, Mr. Sertnarr, Mr. Tracey, and Mr. Wrson of Missouri. 


Mr. TRACEY. I notice that my name is noted as present and not 
voting, I did not vote because I am paired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands, 

The names of those present and ‘not voting, together with those vot- 
ing, constitute a quorum to do business; and on the motion to recom- 
mit with instructions the yeas are 42, the nays 113; and so the mo- 
tion is not agreed to. 

Under the rule this bill stands recommitted to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and will take its place on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Imove the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 91, 
noes 14, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


I believe there is no quorum, Mr. 
Speaker. 





ent. 





yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


_ The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 32, not vot- 
ing 177; as follows: 


YEAS—L16. 


point of order, but will ascertain by count whether a quorum is pres- 


After counting the House, the Speaker pro tempore announced the 
presence of 137 members—not a quorum. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. On this question I demand the 


Adams, Culberson, Tex, Lewis, Seull, 

Allen, Miss. Culbertson, Pa, Maish, Simonds, 
Andrew, Cummings, McClammy, Smith, Ll. 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, MeCormick, Smyser, 
Bankhead, Dav ; MeMillin, Spooner, 
Banks, Dockery, Moffitt, Stewart, Tex. 
Barnes, Dunnell, Moore, N. H Stivers, 
Bayne, Elliott, Morey, Stockbridge , 
Beckwith, Evans, Morse, Stone, Ky. 
Belknap, Ewart, Mudd Stump, 
Bergen, Farquhar, Norton Tarsney, 
Bingham, Flick, Oates, Taylor, £. B. 
Blount, Forney, O’ Ferrall, Taylor, Lil. 
Boatner. Frank, O’ Neil, Maas. Taylor, J. D. 
Brunner, Funston, O' Neill, Pa. Thompson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Gear, Osborne, Townsend, Pa. 
Burrows, Grimes, Owen, Ind. Turner, Ga. 
Burton, Grosvenor, Owens, Ohio Turner, Kans. 
Bynum, Harmer, Payne, Vandever, 
Cannon, Heard, Payson, Vaux, 
Carter, Henderson,lowa Perkins, Wade, 
Caruth, Henderson,N.C. Post, Walker, 
Caswell, Hermann, Raines, Wallace, N.Y. 
Cheatham, Hooker, Reyburn, Washington, 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Richardson, Wickham, 
Clements, Kinsey, Rife, Wike, 
Cothran, Laidlaw, Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
Craig, Laws, Rowell, Yardley, 
Crisp, Lee, Russell, Yoder. 

NAYS—32. 

Anderson,Kans. Kerr, lowa McClellan, Reed, Iowa 
Bland, ilgore, McRae, Sayers, 
Campbell, Lacey, Morgan, Seney, 
Comstock, La Follette, Morrill, Sherman, 
Hall, Lanham, Paynter, a 
Haugen, Lehlbach, Peel, Stockdale, 

Litt, Lind, Pickler, Wheeler, Ala. 
Holman Martin, Ind. Quackenbush, Wiley. 

NOT VOTING—I77. 

Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Kelley, Reilly, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ohio Kennedy, Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Covert, Ketcham, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Cowles, Knapp, Rowland. 
Arnold, Crain, Lane, Rusk, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cutcheon, Lansing, Sanford, 
Baker, Dalzell, Lawler, Sawyer, 
Bartine, n, Lester, Ga. Seranton, 
Barwig, faven, Lester, Va. Skinner, 
Belden, De Lano, Lodge, Smith, W. Va. 
Biggs. Dibble, Magner, Snider, 
Blanchard, Dickerson, Mansur, Spinola, 
Bliss, Dingley, Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Boothman, Dolliver, ason, Stahinecker, 
Boutelle, Dorsey, McAdoo, Stephenson, 
Bowden, Dunphy, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Edmunds, McComas, Stewart, Vt. 
Brewer, Ellis, MeCord, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Enloe, McCreary, Struble. 
Brookshire, Featherston, McDuffie, Sweney, 
Brosius, Finley, McKenna, Taylor. Tenn. 
Brower, Fitch, McKinley, ‘Thomas, 
Brown, J Fithian, Miles, Tillman, 
Browne, T. M Flood, Milliken, Townsend, Colo, 
Browne, Va Flower, Mills, Tracey, 

u 5 Forman, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Buckalew, Fowler, Moore, Tex. Turner, N. Y. 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, Morrow, Van Schaick, 
Bunn, Gest, Mutchler, Venable, 
Butterworth, Gibson, Niedringhaus, Waddill, 
Caldwell, Gifford, Nute, Wallace, Mass. 
Candler, Ga. Goodnight, O’ Donnell, Wheeler, Mich 
Candler, Mass. Greenhalge, O' Neall, Ind. Whiting, 
Carlton, Grout, Outhwaite, i e, 
Catchings, Hansbrough, Parrett, Wilkinson, 
Cheadle, Hare, Penington, Willcox, 
Chipman, Hatch, Perry, Williams, Il 
Claney, Hayes, rs, ilson, Ky. 
Clark, Wis. Haynes, Phelan, Wilson, Mo. 
Clunie, Hemphill, Pierce, Wilson, Wash. 
Cobb, Henderson, Ill. Price, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cogswell, Herbert, Pugsley, Wright. ; 
Coleman, Hill, uinn, 

Conger, Hopkins, Randal! 
Connell, Houk, y, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). 


The Clerk will an- 


nounce the names of gentlemen present and not voting. 
The Clerk announced the following members as present and not vot- 
ing: 
Mr, Baxer, Mr. Brickner, Mr. CLarx of Wisconsin, Mr. Connetst, Mr. 
Coorrer of Ohio, Mr. De Havey, Mr. Hexperson of Illinois, Mr. McCreary, 
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Mr. McKewsxa, Mr. Moxrow, Mr. Parrerr, Mr. Quinn, Mr. SMITH of West 
Virginia, Mr. Srxincer, Mr. Stermensox, Mr, TRACEY, Mr. Tucker, and Mr. 
W108 of Missouri. 


Mr. McCREARY. 
with the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. PentneTon J. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
Virginia [Mr. Lester], but in order to make a quorum I have voted. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a recapitula- 
tion 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 116 and 
the naysare 33; and these, together with the names read from the Clerk’s 





desk, of members present and not voting, constitute a constitutional | 
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Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am paired | 


Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman from | 


i 


quorum to do business, and the motion is agreed to; accordingly the | 


Honse resolves itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of the bill named, and the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. DUNNELL, 
will please take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill (H, R. 8243) supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District 
of Columbia,’’ with Mr. DUNNELL in the chair. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call 
the attention of the Chairman first of all to the parliamentary status of 
this bill. It has already been considered in Committee of the Whole, 
and general debate on the bill was concluded the 23d of July. The 
first section of the bill was considered, and the section now before the 
committee is the second section of the bill. To this second section of 
the bill I desire to offer some amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of 
order. The amendments which he proposes are to the second section 
of the bill ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. When the committee rose we were | 
considering the first section of the bill, and when we return again to | 


the consideration of the bill we take it up at precisely the point where 
weleftit. Theamendmentoffered, on which the House had just acted, 
was: 


That House bill 8243 be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia, with instruc 
tions to report the following as a substitute for said biil: 

Amend House bill 8343 by inserting immmediately after the enacting clause as 
section 1 of the bill the following: 

“That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall, on or before the 
Ist day of January, 1894, remove its tracks running north and south on Sixth 
street west, abandon its station and depot now located on the public reservation 
at Sixth and B streets northwest, in the city of Washington, and in lieu thereof 
the said company shall, under the supervision of the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, construct and mainjain, at the intersection of Virginia and 
Maryland avenues upon land described as squares 464, 424, 410, and 386, or any 


road Comy any is concerned that this am ndment can be 
to the subject-matter of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. NDERSON, of Kansas I w modify my amendment by 
sti g out the words “* Balti e and O} 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, without imparting furth yrmation 
or taking up any further time in d ! » as to the further } ot 
order, I will say no more about tl 1 at this t 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas M { i i I 1e ) yn 
thisamendment, I desire to say 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvan L ri the p ) that 
all debate on this section is closed by order of t oO! ittes 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no \ was t 0 

Mr. ATKINSON, ol Penns} ania lebate on tl ection and 
amend ments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Geor {Mr. ] ST] rose 


to a point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It occurred to me, Mr, Chairman, that the motion 
was not in order for several reasons. In the first place we have just 
had one motion to recommit to-day; but if that was not the case the 
motion is not in order at this time. The bill is in the Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of being considered by sections, and per- 
fected; and whenever we have perfected it and brought it back to the 
House for its consideration, it is possible that then a motion to recom 
mit might be in order. But I submit that the 
at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of orde: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. On what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the grounds stated. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


motion is not in order 


A parliamentary inquiry. What wa 
the ruling of the Chair? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustained the point of order 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That the amendment was not ge 
| mane? 
The CHAIRMAN Was not in order at this time. The bill is be 


part thereof, to be secured by purchase or condemnation south of said intersec- | 


tion, a passengerstation of such extent, architectural design, 'and arrangements | follow 
»llows 


as may be found advisable and necessary.”’ 


That was done, and thereupon the committee have reported to the 
House. Now my point is that the first section is still amendable; and 
I desire to submit the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was under the impression that we had 
passed over the first section and that the amendments were to the sec- 
ond section of the hill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
have not. 
ple reason that this amendment was to the first section. 
language: 


Amend House bill 8243 by inserting immediately after the enact 
section 1 of the bill, etc. 


Here is the 


ing clause, as 


Now, I wish to make precisely the same motion to amend that bill 
by inserting immediately after the enacting clause, as section 1 of the 
bill, the following: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint a com- 
mission of three persons, one an expert in railroad matters, one a civil engineer, 
and one a representative of the business interests of Washington City; and said 
commission shall thoroughly and impartially investigate the subject of the loca- 
tion and relocation of the tracks, sidings, and stations of the Baltimore and 
Potomac and Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Companies; and of the public safety 
as affected by said roads; and said commission shall report at the beg 
the first session of the Fifty-second Congress. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say upon that—— 


= STOCKDALE. I want to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
cussion proceeds. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will state his point 
of erder. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
that may be raised upon this proposed amendment. I have nothing 
to say so far as it relates to the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad, but 
I make the point of order that so far as the Baltimore and Ohio [ail- 


I want to make a point of order before the dis- 


~" of 
oa * 


s 


inning of 


I do not want to state all the points of order 


Well, but the Recorp shows that we | 
We could not have passed over the first section for the sim- 


tion of the commissioners,’ 
| 


fore the committee fo: 
stitute is in order. 


amendment and { ection before any sub- 


yr Pp 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas Does the Chair rule that the first se: 
tion has been passed ? 
The CHAIRMAN. TheChairso rules Cries of ‘‘ Read!’ ‘‘Read! 


The Clerk read as follows 


SEec.2 


That it shall be the duty of the commissioners of the District of ¢ 
lumbia, and they are hereby authorized and empowered, to grant the Baltimo 
and Potomac Railroad Company permission to lay, maintain, and use sid: 
tracks and sidings from the main line or lines of said railroad into any real es 
tate in the said city abutting on the streets or avenues on which such line or su 
company is or may be situated, which may be used or occupied for manufact 
ing, commercial, or other business purposes, by parties desiring the use of such 
facilities. Such side-tracks or sidings shall be laid under the direction of saic| 
commissioners, and in such manner as shal! least obstruct the use of 


the pub 
streets for ordinary purposes 


The first amendment recommended by the committee was read 


In line 3,after the 


consider it a pul 


word “empowered sert t 


lic benefit. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
ments been adopted ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows 


he words “ wheneve 


Mr. Chairman, have these amen 


agreeing to the amendment 


The committee also recommend the following amendment: In line 12 
tion 2, after the word “laid,” iusert the words ‘‘and maintained so that 
will read 

‘Such side-tracks and sidings shall be laid and m tained under th 


et 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendmen! 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the aye 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
Che Clerk read as follows 
On page 3, lines Sand 9 of section 2, after the word “ situated,” insert the wo 
‘east of Four-and-a-half street and south of Virginia and Maryland avenue 


Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the bil! 
if that makes it conform tothe ground intended to be covered as show 
here on the map that was here some time ago ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. It does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 0. 

Mr. PICKLER. Noquorum. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN (after counting). One hundred and sixteen mem- 
bers are present, a quorum, and the amendment is adopted. 


{[ ask the Chairman to count 





| 
! 
} 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
amendment. 

«The CHAIRMAN. Hasthe gentleman from Pennsylvania any far- 
ther committee amend ments? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
offer to this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr, Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be added to the second section. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 2 the following: “ Provided, That said tracks and sidings may 
atany time be removed by order of said commissioners.”’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to be heard on that. The 
importance of this amendment, in my judgment, is that in giving, as 
this bill does, the company the right to nse the streets which it now 
has, and in giving to the District commissioners the power to authorize 
the laying of additional sidings or side-tracks into property specified, 
we certainly take a risk of giving to thema right for all time; and that 
ought to be guarded. They may to-day put a siding into a given lot, 
and then that lot be used for some other purpose; and there will be 
no power to compel them to remove that siding. My object in of- 
fering this amendment is to place still more in the hands of the com- 
missioners a power over the manner in which the company may use 
these sidings. 

Every one knows that the railway company regards the public inter- 
est just to the extent that that public interest benefits its own finan- 
cial interest, and no further. To them it makes no difference, except 
in the matter of damages, how many people may be killed or mained 
at the crossings; and in the matter of these sidings running into pri- 
vate property abutting on the line there should be the power to control 
the uses of them and prevent their permanent occupation for all time 
to come when that occupation ought not to be had, and so to place them 
in the power of the commissioners as the proper officers of this city 
looking after such matters. For that reason I hope the amendment 
will he adopted. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in 
response to the gentleman from Kansas, that this railroad company has 
no interest whatever in this second section. It only authorizes the 
commissioners to lay sidings into the private property of gentlemen who 
are engaged in business here. It is a matter of public interest, a mat- 
ter of public benefit in which only the business men of this city are in- 
terested, except so far as the people who buy commodities here in this 
city are influenced by prices being forced up high or down low onac- 
count of the terminal charges. 

The railroad company has nothing in this whatever. I do not care 
very much what becomes of the amendment, but I want to say that it 
is hardly fair to a business man to allow him to put down a siding to 
his business place that may be ordered to be taken up at the caprice of 
any commissioners who may take umbrage against him. The whole 
matter is in the hands of Congress. Congresscan regulate these sidings 
just as itsees fit, and this right isexpressly reserved in the fundamental 
laws of the land. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill if the first section was not so amended as to authorize Congress to 
revoke at any time the use of these sidings. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsyivania. Certainly. The whole matter 
is in the hands of Congress. The section was so amended. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In reply to that I want to say ihat 
this amendment places in the hands of the District commissioners the 
power of supervision over this whole matter, and that is right. Sup- 
pose, for example, that a telephone line is to be constructed. That is 
for the public good, for the business interests of individuals and the 
public zenerally, but does anybody pretend to say that either in this 
city or any other men may place telephone wires wherever they choose? 
Not at all, 

The power ot regulating the matter is vested in the city council in 
other cities and here in the commissioners. Now, the difference be- 
tween placing this authority in Congress and placing it in the District 
commissioners is simply this. Place it in the hands of Congress and 
Congress will never doanything; but place it in the hands of the com- 
missioners and the moment a siding becomes a nuisance there is an au- 
thority standing ready, a proper official authority, to compel respect 
for public rights and public safety. I can see no reason in the world 
why the amendment should be objected to. 

Mr. CASWELL. The confidence which the gentleman from Kansas 
{ Mr. reg expresses in these District commissioners is a new 
development. Heretofore his position has been to repudiate in every 
possible form any action by the commissioners or any trust in them. 
The privileges granted in this bill and the privileges granted heretofore 
by legislation have been based upon the ideaot reposing confidence in the 
com missioners, and we all feel that confidence; but the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON | seems now to be driven from his former posi- 
tion and to be eager to repose confidence in the commissioners. I com- 
mend him for that. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Not at all. 
them the power of veto in this matter. 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


I have noo'her amendments to 


I simply propose to give 


Mr. CASWELL. Suppose that on application one board of commis- 
sioners should authorize the construction of asiding to a particular lo- 
cality and that there were built in that locality warehouses, lumber- 
yards, and other structures with a view to the carrying on of business 
for the accommodation of the public, and suppose that after a large in- 
vestment was made there another board of commissioners should come 
in and should say to the men who had built the siding: ‘‘ Tear up your 
tracks; your investment here matters not at all; tear up your tracks,”’ 
would not that be outrageous? I think it would be perfectly absurd 
to adopt this amendment. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. If it is competent and proper to authorize one set of 
commissioners to create a nuisance, is it not equally proper and com- 
petent to authorize a succeeding set of commissioners to vacate that 
nuisance ? 

Mr. CASWELL. My answer to the gentleman from Minnesota is 
that if the thing is a nuisance no power can authorize it. It may be 
suppressed by the courts. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I can not see any provision in 
the first section of the bill that gives anything like the power that is 
provided for in the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Of course you can not, because 
it is not printed. It was put in by amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I did not know that any such 
been incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. It has been. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, it has been impossible for us to geta 
copy of this bill as it was originally introduced. The amendments 
have not been printed, and in a matter involving so much as this in- 
volves it does seem tome that we should have the bill and the amend- 
ments printed before undertaking to consider it. 

Mr. HEARD. Icall my friend’s attention to the fact that the RecorD 
of the day following the adoption of the amendment will show the 
amendment and its relation to the rest of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is so long ago that I think most of us 
have forgotten it. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, the Recorp is preserved. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we ought 
not to allow this bill to go through without attaching such safeguards 
and putting in such restrictions as will give the Congress control over 
this corporation. 

Mr. HEARD. That is expressly provided in the bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Iask the gentleman from Iowa 
to turn to the fourth section of the bill and read it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (reading): ‘‘That Congress reserves the right 
to alter, amend, or repeal this act.’’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, But thecompany will have acquired 
vested rights by that time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I suppose that although Congress has the right 
to alter, amend, or repeal this act, the exercise of that power would be 
subject to such vested rights as the company had acquired in the mean 
time, and every section of the bill ought to be so guarded that while 
the franchise existed and the charter was not repealed, any nuisance 
arising from this cause could be easily suppressed. For instance, if 
men and children were being killed by side-tracks And switches, as they 
have been to the extent of two hundred in the last four years—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman to yield at 
that point because he is making astatement which I know is based upon 
hearsay. I know that thegentleman would not makean erroneous state- 
ment of fact with knowledge, and I want to say to him now that since 
1883 two men have been killed on this railroad in the city of Wash- 
ington, and seventeen have been injured, and no more. And I wish 
to say to the gentleman, further, that by the cable road on Seventh 
street, which began its operations on the Ist of May last, eighteen 
men have been injured up to this time. So that more persons have 
been injured on the cable road in less than six months than upon the 
Baltimore and Potomac road in seven years. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I know that when this bill was under consid- 
eration in the House a statement was made that since the establish- 
ment of this road two hundred persons had been injured and a number 
killed, That statement was not at the time contradicted. If, as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania now says, the number has not been s0 
great, he is of course entitled to the denial. 

I do not believe, as I have before said, that Congress should author- 
ize the District commissioners to permit the laying of side-tracks from 
the main depot of this company to various portions of the city, because 
if such permission is granted it will make the residence portion of 
Washington adjacent to this depot entirely valueless, We should re- 
quire the establishment of a general depot, and let people who do busi- 
ness traffic upon the road go there and get their articles of commerce. 
{Here the hammer fell. } 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, ef 
ansas, there were—ayes 16, noes 52. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is not a quorum. 


provision had 


K 
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Mr. PAYSON. It is not necessary that aquorum should vote. The 
point of order that no quorum has voted has been overruled more than 
a hundred times. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
present. ’ 

The CHAIRMAN (aftera count), The Chair counts 111 members 
present, being more than a quorum; and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
words ‘provided such sidings shal! not be allowed across any street 
or avenue.”’ ; ; te 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment in perfect good faith. If this 
railroad company is to be empowered to extend its side-tracks to prop- 
erty owned by individuals along its line and used for manufacturing 
or other business purposes, it seems to me the company ought not to 
be permitted, in carrying its side-tracks to such property, to cross all 
the streets running north and south. Of course, for the accommoda- 
tion of the business interests of the city, it may be necessary that the 


company shall leave the main line of the road and run on these ave- | 


nues; but the law ought to be so guarded that these sidings shall not 
go beyond some part of the same square. I think it wrong that the 
north and south streets of the city of Washington should be grid- 
ironed with perhaps ten or fifteen tracks. j 

Mr. BAKER. I suggest to the gentleman that be modify his amend- 
ment by adding the words “‘ unless the same shall be properly guarded.’’ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That does not obviate my objection. The 
company can, of course, extend its gates or fencing, but still, instead 
of people traveling north and south being obliged, as now, to cross only 
two or four tracks at every intersection of streets they will have to 
cross, in many instances, fifteen or sixteen tracks, and of course the 
danger to life will be in that proportion increased. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentlemanfrom Tennessee will permit me to say 


that the supreme courtof the District of Columbia has decided that this |, 


railroad company has no power to extend its tracks from une block across 
any street to reach another block. In a case where the railroad com- 
pany bought at great expense a block of ground down near the bridge on 


Fourteenth street, in order that they might erect warehouses, etc., the | 
commissioners objected to their laying their tracks across Fourteenth | 
street; and the question was carried to the supreme court of the Dis- | 
trict, which court decided (and the decision has been affirmed by the | 


Supreme Court of the United States) that the company, after extending 


its track into any block, has no power tocarry its track across any street | 


or avenue in order to reach another block. Hence this question is res 
adjudicata; the decision of the courts has been accepted by the company 
and is understood by the people. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Thedecision cited by thegentleman coversonly 
partially the objectI haveinview. Thegentleman states that the court 
has decided that when a road extends its track into a block it can not 
cross a street or avenue in order fo get into another block. My object 
is to prevent the company from crossing any street to get into a block; 
that, in getting its track into a block, it shall not be permitted to cross 
any street in order to doso. I apprehend that unless we provide some 
legal sateguard in this respect it will be very easy for this railroad com- 
pany to insist before the commissioners that in order to reach a given 
square along its line it is necessary, in consequence of the curve, the 
grade, or something of that kind, to carry its track across some street, 
thus obstructing a highway belonging to the public. 


my amendment should be objected to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WASHINGTON, 
it was rejected. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I offeran amendment to the second section, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of the section the following: 
“Provided, That the right to revoke the use of said side-tracks, or sidings, is 
reserved to Congress.” 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I accept that. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the amendment will be 
considered as adopted. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then submit the question to the 
committee. 


_ question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 60; 
no 0. 


So the amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read section 3 of the bill, as follows: 


Src. 3. That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
thorized and empowered to acquire, for the purposes of its business. any one or 
more of the squares of ground in the city of Washington south of the line of 
the said railroad and north of L street and north of the Eastern Branch and 
east of Thirteenth street southeast,and any one or more squares abutting on 


Ge Nee of said railroad on Maryland and Virginia avenues, and to extend, 


the said 


es and to cross such streets as may. be necessary for that pur- 
pose, an y } 


to construct thereon such facilities as may be necessary for its busi 


ness, and to maintain such facilities in connection therewith; such tracks,where | 
of the commissioners of the 


they cross streets, to be laid under the direction 
he Columbia, and in such manner as shall least obstruct the use of said 
stree ts fo. ordinary purposes, And in case said com ny shall be unable for 
any reason to acquire such properties or any portion thereof by purchase they 
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I make the point that no quorum is 


I move to amend by adding to section 2 the | 


As the court | 
has made a decision which in part covers my point, I can not see why | 


is hereby au- | 


ntain, and use tracks from convenient points on the line of said railroad into | 
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ompany in the manner provided by sect 


y be acquired by said « ns 






bered from 648 to 663, both inclusive, of the Revised Statutes relating to the 
| District of Columbia; but nothing herein contained shall authorize the « 
| demnation of any church or school property or property of the United States, 
. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend 
ments: 


In lines 2 and 3, after the word ‘‘a isert - t to the approval of 
|} SAlLd Commissioners 
j In line 8, after the word “ squares nsert ssh roved by the said 
| commissioners. F 
In line HM, after the word ness,’’ insert ‘‘and apy 1 by said commis 
sioners.”’ 
In line 16, after the word ‘'‘laid,”’ insert words 1 . . 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ido not object to the amendments 
placing the power of approval in the hands of the commissioners. 1 
think that ought to be done, because there ought to be some one, some 


power somewhere, controlling the viciousness and rapacity of the rail- 
road company in the city. But I ask for a separate vote, or rather I 
object to the amendment in line 16 inserting the words ‘‘and main- 
tained.”’ 

Mr. PICKLER. 
stands them ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well; the 
a separate vote on each amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendments offered by the committee will 
be considered as adopted, except the one objected to by the gentleman 
from Kansas, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lobject. Ido not think anybody understands them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I ask a separate vote on allof them. Who under- 


gentleman demands 


In line 2, afterthe word 
missioners. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the object of the amendment? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to limit debate to one-half min 
ute—yes, two seconds is enough. It is very evident that the gentle- 
men who have been engaging the attention of the committee this after- 
noon intend to consume all of its time if they can in such dilatory 
tactics as this. It would be an actual insult to their intelligence to 
assume that they do not understand the meaning of an amendment 
which provides that a certain thing shall only be done in the discretion 
| of the commissioners or subject to their approval. I move, therefore, 
to limit debate on these committee amendments to two seconds. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
it would be an insult to our intelligence if we did not have the right 
to exercise our privileges as members of this body to consider legisla 
tion on which we are called to act. 

Mr. PAYSON, I think it very likely the gentleman understands 
these amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. Here are a half dozen amendments grouped to- 
gether, and we are asked to vote upon them as an entirety. Now, I 
want to understand their connection with this bill before I vote. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman then demands aseparate vote on each 
of the amendments, as I understand him ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to say—— [Cries of 
“Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] Iam not proposing to delay the passage of this 
bill— 

Mr. PICKLER. Two seconds is all the time he proposes to give us 
for debate. Now, I think that is carrying the thing a little too far. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I say, Mr. Speaker, that I have no 
objection to these amendments as a whole which have been read, but 
hope my friend will except the amendment I specified from his motion. 
I do not desire to debate the others. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well. I will except that 

The CHAIRMAN, Then, on the other amendments the proposition 
is to limit debate ‘to one minute—— 

Mr. PAYSON. No; I said twoseconds. [Laughter 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand a vote on that. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman dec! 
tion was carried. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us have 
railroading now in earnest. 

Mr. VAUX. That is what the majority side have been doing dui 
ing the whole session, so far as the Democrats were concerned, rail 
roading bills through without giving the minority any 
bate them. 


acquire,’ insert ‘subject tothe approval of said com 
’ j Pp} 


ired that th mo- 


a division. This thing is becoming 


chance to de 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman demands a division. 

The quéstion was taken; and on a division there wer s 59 
noes 11. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count the committee, the point 
being made that no quorum is present. 

Having counted the committee, the Chairannounced the presence of 
112 members. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I want to be recognized to control hal 


| of the time. [ Laughter. ] 
| Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise 
| Mr. HEARD, I make the point of order that that motion is dilatory. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will overrule the point of order, as 
this motion has not been made before. 

Mr. HEARD. But it is understood the world over that the motion 
should properly come from those in charge of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 12, noes 
71. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. No quorum is required. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does not take a quorum to rise or to refuse to 
rise. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Mupp] for the purpose of offering certain amendments 
to this section. ° 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There are certain committee amendments pend- 
ing now, which have not yet been adopted; and the gentleman will 
withhold his amendments for a few moments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to know what became of my point of 
order that there is no quoram present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is informed that it does not re- 
quire a quorum on that motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does it not require thata quorum shall be present? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not on a motion to rise. 

The Clerk will report the first amendment of the committee on which 
a separate vote is asked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 2, after the word ‘acquire,’ insert the words ‘subject to the approva’ 


of said commissioners.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8, after the word ‘squares,’ insert the words ‘as shall be approved 
by the said commiesioners."’ . 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment reported by 
the Clerk. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
late. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Division. [Cries of ‘‘Too late!’’}] I am not too 


In line M, after the word “ business,’ insert the words “and approved by 
said commissioners.”’ 

Mr. PICKLER. I demanded a division on the other amendment, 
and 1 want to know what has been done about it. 

Several MemBers. Yon are too late. . 

Mr. PICKLER. No, [ was not too late. Before the Clerk read 
anything I demanded a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair does not deny it. The gentleman 
from South Dakota will restrain himself for a moment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes &. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line Id, after the word “ business,”’ insert the words “ and approved by said 
com missioners.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 16, after the word “‘ laid,’ insert the words “and maintained.” 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill what the reason is for in- 
serting that amendment. Is it intended or wil] this have the effect 
of giving to the company a legal occupation or a continuing ocenpation 
of this ground ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. In view of the fact that legis- 
lation in favor of a corporation is construed strictly against it, as I be- 
lieve is the invariable rule of the courts—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Doesthis come outof mytime? [Laugh- 
ter.] 1 got control of the time awhile ago, and these gentlemen are 
taking up part of my time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (continuing). In view of that 
fact, I understand it gives the commissioners the power to exercise su- 
pervision over the location of these sidings. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I risetoapointof order. Thegen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] moved that all debate upon this 
railroad bill be limited to two seconds upon each amendment. Now 
the gentleman-—— 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from South Dakota is entirely mis- 
taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no limit to the debate on this amend- 
ment. That was excepted from his motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understood the motion of the gentleman from 
[ilinois [| Mr. PAyson], it was that upon all amendments, except the 
one offered by the gentleman from Kansas, debate was to be limited to 
two seconds. 

Mr. PAYSON, Oh, no. The gentleman is utterly mistaken. 
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Mr. HEARD, If the gentleman from South Dakota is correct, then 
he is out of order. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Has there been a vote taken 
upon the last amendment? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; I have the floor, and was aski 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether the insertion of this pro- 
vision, namely, ‘‘thatsuch tracks shall be maintained under the super- 
vision of the commissioners,’’ etc., is tantamount to making these 
tracks ent by act of Co If so, I am opposed to it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. It does nothing of thesort. As 
I understand it, it reads only that the commissioners shall have super- 
vision over them, and can their location if they should become 
objectionable, or change the method in which the sidings are put in, 
giving to the commissioners the power of saying that the sidings shall 
be put in so as to do the least possible harm in the streets. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well. In order to make that 
clear will the gentleman accept this amendment? 

Or removed ; 

So that it will read: 

Such tracks to be laid and maintained or removed under direction of the com- 
missioners. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Ido not acceptthat amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well, Mr. Chairman, it is very 
clear 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order against 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas that the committee 
amendments should first be considered before other amendments are 
offered, because it is the right of the committee and the friends of the 
bill to perfect it before other amendments are presented. 

Nr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There is no difference of opinion be- 
tween us onthat. I was notoffering the amendment for consideration 
now; but I want to say concerning the amendment before the House, 
namely—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The question before us now is whether 
we shall adopt this amendment: 

And maintained. 


The gentleman distinctly refuses to accept or adopt an amendment 
giving to the commissioners the power of removing any side-tracks. 
In other words, you propose to give to these commissioners the power 
to construct tracks, or rather to supervise the construction of tracks 
and the maintenance of tracks, nobody can tell for how long or under 
what circumstances; but when you are asked to give to that same bod 
the power to remove tracks that ought to be removed, then the rail- 
road that ig in this bill shows itself. The corporation attorney who 
drew this bill up in Philadelphia—no gentleman in this House, I am 
not speaking of my friend—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I am not accusing you at all of 
that. I am not accusing you of referring to me. Goon with your 
speech. I simply rose at my desk to listen to you. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. This bill was drawn by the Pennsyl- 
vania’s counsel, and in drawing that he of course had in mind the idea 
of getting ev ing for the railroad and leaving nothing for the peo- 
ple. I ask to have words ‘‘or removed’’ put in there, so as to give 
the commissioners er to control these side-tracks; but we are denied 
that right. In words, why not turn this whole thing over to 
James B. Roberts and let him go on and put his tracks where he pleases? 
That is what it means; and I am to this amendment. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Vote!”’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. HEARD. Ihave but one word I desire tosay on thisamendment. 

I desire to call the attention of my friend from Kansas to the word 
“‘laid,’’ to which he refers, in line 14. That is what the gentleman 
refers to, is it not? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes; but it is in line 17. 

Mr. HEARD. It isin line 14 of this bill. I only want to say this 
much, which will occur to every lawyer upon the floor of this House, 
that the use of the lan “to maintain ’’ simply means that they 





may keep it in repair, that they shall have the right to and 
maintain them without being considered as trespassers. is all 
there is in the tion 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kansas ought to be accepted by 
the committee. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The objection I made was to offer- 
ing it at that time; and when I made the point of order the gentleman 
said that he didnot offer it at that time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I certainly think that where a corporation is receiv- 
ing at the hands of Congress such a great grant as this, that on 
ought to be willing to offer no objection to this restriction upon that 
grant, which simply confers upon the commissioners, who are author- 
ized to lay and maintain, the further power to remove tracks which 
ought to be removed in theirdiscretion. It seems to me that the com- 
mittee ought to accept the amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. There are other amendments re- 
ported from the committee. : 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 3, in line 6, by inserting, after the words ‘‘L street,’ the words 
‘and east of Delaware avenue,” making it read as follows : . 
“Any one or more of the squares of ground in the city of Washington south o 
the line of the said road and north of L street, and east of Delaware avenue, and 

north of the Eastern Branch, and east of Thirteenth street southeast. 


The amendment was agreed to. _ 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
sam , line 10, after the word “ avenues,” insert the words “‘ east 
ona ere and south of its main track on Virginia avenue, and 
west ot Twelfth street southwest,” making it read as follows: 


“On the line of said railroad on Maryland and Virginia avenues,east of Four- 
and-a-half street, and south of its main track on Virginia avyenue,and west of 


Twelfth street.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
ment to this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
ordex 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to amend the amendment just 
read, which was offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The 
amendment is subject to amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I offer anamendment, to come in at 
the close of the amendment of the gentleman from Maryland, ‘‘ not to 
exceed ten squares of ground in all.”’ 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order against 
that, because there are two committee amendments already pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
is in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I want to be heard on that. 

The great objection in my mind to this bill is the wholly unlimited 
character of this section. The company may take property as it sees 
fit along these avenues, and the amendment I have proposed limits 
their power of condemnation to ten squares of ground in all. It can 
not be pretended that that grant of land is not sufficient for all freight 
purposes. HEvery gentleman knows itis. Every one knows that if 
they have ten blocks of ground they will have ample facilities for 
freight; but as it is in the bill, if it should pass in its present shape, 
this company may take up sixty blocks of ground. I believe there is 
a great big real-estate deal behind this thing, and it seems to me that 
Congress ought to limit the power of condemnation. I am willing 
that they may take ten blocks, and let them take them where they 
think best; but I am not willing to let them take property precisely as 
they please nor where and as much asthey please. It seems to me that 
Congress ought not to suffer any corporation at its sweet will to exer- 
cise the great sovereignty of the nation in the condemnation of property 
in this city. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 


To that, Mr. Chairman, I offer an 


I wish to offer a further amend- 


On that I make the point of 
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Is it not true when this matter was being dis- 


cussed that all they claimed was that they only wanted three blocks | 


of ground ? 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I expect so, but do not remember. 
_ Well, now, it is this way: It is for gentlemen to say if they are will- 
ing that the company shall take the whole city—for that is the effect 
of this, if they desire—or whether on the other hand you are willing 
tosay that they shal] have sufficient freight facilities; willing that they 
shall have full opportunities to transact business, and give them just 
such amount as they ought to have. This is to prevent them from 
having and taking anything more than that. Let them come to Con- 
= year by year if they need more ground, and not put into their 

ands the power to condemn sixty blocks of ground lying along Vir- 
ginia and Maryland avenues. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not suppose that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] had proposed that amendment in the very 
highest degree of absolute good faith. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But I am satisfied from his argument and his 
apparent apprehension of danger that he did really mean what he said. 
There is not a State in this Union where the right of eminent domain 
is conferred, either by the constitution or by the laws, that ever lim- 


ited a corporation by law in the extent of its enforcement of the right 
Mr. s ENEY. Oh, —e, ) ment o 1€ Tight. 


— aa, There is not. 

r§ NEY. I rdon. Ik better. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Pe _ - 
ment too broad. I meant limited it by le to th yr quan- 
eeeetaedkiee ek 2y law as e€ amount or quan 


mits the exercise of the right of eminent domain without having first 
either a legislative ora judicial tribunal determine the necessit y for it? 


I beg pardon, too. I may have made my state- | 


| amendment is to re 
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That is what I was coming to. There is no State in the Union that 
has ever made itself so ridiculous as to require a legislative ascertain 
ment of the necessity for the exercise of the right 

Mr. LIND. Yes, there is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It would besosupremely ridiculous and absurd 
that no Legislature has ever done and no Legislature ever will do it. 





But the right of eminent domain is conferred upon certain terms, con 
ditions, and limitations, and the terms, conditions, and limitations in 
this act are the same that are employed all over the country. The land 


is to be condemned for certain specific purposes in a court of justice 


with jurisdiction conferred by strict legislation, and the preliminary 
step, the condition-precedent to the right to send out a jur y isthe proot 
to the court and the ascertainment by the court that the land in que 

tion is necessary for the operation of the railroad for the specific pu 


poses claimed, and which they are called upon to prove. The 
come into court and file a report of their engineer with a map; the 
must show to the court what it is they design to use the land for, and 
they must prove to the court that it is necessary that they should hav: 
the land for that purpose 
These conditions having been complied with, a jury is sent out to 
ascertain the value of the land. Now, I say again, that when these 
onditions have 





( been complied with, no legislative power has eve: 
limited the exercise of the right, excepting that they may not condemn 
certain qualities of property—school-houses, grave-yards, and the like 
But if it is necessary for side-tracks, for depot grounds, or for any othet 
purpose of that character, Jand may be taken without legislative limit 
Butifa railroad company, or anybody concerned with a railroad 
pany, any of its officers should go through the form of 
and then undertake to speculate in the land and to divert it fron 
the use which had been specifically named in the judgment of co 
demnation, the court would at once oust them of their right and th 
land would go back to the private party from whom it had been 
demned. So that there is no danger atall of the evil which the 

man from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] has suggested 


a condemnat 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the adoption of the amend 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas to the amendment offered by th 
gentleman from Maryland 

rhe question was taken 1 the Chairman declared that the noe 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of K \ I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 63 

Mr. COLEMAN. No quorum present 

The Chairman counted, and ascertained the presence of a quorum 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 


gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp], which will be read. 
The amendment was read, as follow 
Amend section 3, line 10, by inserting, after the word ‘‘avenues,”’ the word 
east of Four-and-a-half street and south of its main track on Virginia avenuc 
west of Twelfth street, southwest. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move that all 
debate on that amendment be limited to two minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to amend by making the time one hour 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move to make the limit five 
minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of fowa I move to amend that by making it fifteen 
minutes. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. lL offer an amendment to the amendment of th 
gentleman from lowa to make the time thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, There can be but two amendments pending 
The amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota is out of orde: 

Mr. PICKLER. ThenI moveasa substitute that the time be thirty 
minutes. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Kerr, of Iowa 
limiting the debate to fifteen minutes, and it was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] that debate upon this 
amendment be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend that so as to make the limit ten 
minutes. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I will accept ten 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire why 
substitute was not put to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, It was not deemed in order at the time it was 
offered. 


Mr. PICKLER, The 


substitute was not in orde: 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so ruled, 
Mr. MUDD. In explanation of my amendment I wish to say that 
it relates only to 2butting squares, squares contiguous to the streets 


upon which the main line of the railroad runs. The object of the 
trict the territory into which-the railroad may go. 


| While under the bill as it now stands the company could acquire th 


Mr. LIND. But is there any statute or any constitution that per- | right to enter or condemn any abutting square, north or south of the 


' . . . . 
| main line, my amendment restricts that right to the squares west of 


| 


Mr. GROSVENOR, No, not atall; and there isno such thing here. | of the main line of the road on Virginia avenue. 


Twelfth street and to those east of Four-and-a-half street and south 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How many squares in all does your 
amendment allow the company to take? 

Mr. MUDD. 
or ten squares—not more than the number contemplated by the gen- 
tleman’s own amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then this amendment reduces 
the area within which the right of eminent domain can be exercised ? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes, sir; it reduces it more than two-thirds, if I mis- 
take not. The amendment is restrictive entirely. If it be adopted 
there will be only about ten abutting squares into which the road can 
be extended. 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 would like to inquire how long it is expected 
that these ten squares will suffice for the business of the road. 

Mr. MUDD. Well, Ido not know about that. But, Mr. Speaker, 
we are not legislating for future Congresses. I take it for granted that 
when Congress finds it absolutely necessary for the road to have addi- 
tional space—and I am sure the gentleman from South Dakota will be 
slow to recognize such necessity—it will legislate upon the matter as it 
sees fit. 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘Then ten squares is a mere beginning ? 

Mr. QUINN. We are not legislating for future Congresses, but for 
the people of the future. 

Mr. MUDD. My aimendment restricts the company forall time within 
the limits which I have mentioned unless there should be additional 
legislation, which I think we can safely leave to future Congresses to de- 
cide upon according to conditions that may arise. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Mupp, it was 
agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the committee, which will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 3 by adding: 

“Provided, That the subject of the location and relocation of the tracks, sid- 
ings, and stations of the baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the city of Wash- 
ington be referred to a competent and impartial commission composed of three 
persons, one an expert in railroads, one a civil engineer, and one a representa- 
tive of the business interests of said city, to be appointed by the President. 
Said commission shall thoroughly and impartially investigate the subject-mat- 
ter referred to them and to make a full report with an accompanying bill at the 
earliest practicabie day, and not later than the opening of the first session of the 
Fifty-seeund Congress. Nothing in this amendment shall be construed as im- 
pairing the rights conferred by the bill.” 

Mr. STOCK DALE. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. StocKDALE] to the pending 
amendment of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking oul the words ‘ a representative of the 
business interests of said city " and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ one representa- 
tive of said city.” 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want tosay in regard to this amendment—— 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Thatisall right. I will say to 
the gentleman from Mississippi that I have no objection to his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following: 

“ And provided that this act shal) not take effect until after action by the Fifty- 
second Congress.”’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, the impression, I think, 
has been made upon many members of the House that the amendment 
of the committee now pending has the effect to do away with all the 
objectionable features of this bill; in other words, that the bill is not 
to take effect until after this commission shall have reported. But as 
a question of fact that is not so. Theetfect of the adoption of the com- 
mittee amendment now pending, without some such amendment as 
that which I now submit, would be simply that when the bill becomes 
a law the company avails itself of all its power under it; builds its side- 
tracks, condemns property, does anything and everything that the bill 
enables it todo. Then two years hence a commission reports as to the 
relocation of the company’s tracks. 

When that commission reports its bill, what will be the situation ? 
To-day the Pennsylvania Railroad Company is seeking the passage of 
this bill because its officers are under indictment; the company must 
get the bill throngh, and it is using every: power to accomplish that 
end; the whole force of the company is behind the bill. But two years 
hence, if the commission should come in with a bill requiring the com- 
pany to removeits depot or tochange the grade or location of its tracks, 
or anything of that kind, the company will say, ‘‘Oh, no; we do not 
have to do that; we obtained all we wanted by the bill which was passed 
two years ago, that law gives us all we desire.’? That will be precisely 
the eflect. The amendment of the committee does not change the mat- 
ter a particle; but my proposition is that this bill shall not take effect 
until after the commission shall have reported. 


I want to offer an amendment to that amend- 


I desire to offer an amendment to the 


The Clerk will read the amendment of the gen- 
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Mr. CASWELL. I would like to ask the gentleman how the com- 
mission can be appointed, ifthe law does not take effect. [Laughter]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well. I will change the amend- 
ment so as to meet the gentleman’s objection ; it is very easy to do that. 
But what you are driving at now is simply to put this bill through, hold- 
ing out the general idea that we shall have a commission to determine 
the question indispute. Butif the bill should pass without my amend- 
ment, that provision for a commission does not amount to anything. 
My proposition is that action by Congress be postponed until the com- 
mission shall have reported, so that Congress may act intelligently. 

Mr. CASWELL. But how can the commission be appointed and 
how can it act if the bill is not to take effect unti! after the commis- 
sion shall have reported ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will modify my amendment so as 
to provide that the bill shall not take effect except as to this proviso. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CASWELL. Well, the proviso would not take effect at all if 
the gentleman’s view should prevail. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no; I suppose it would not be 
satisfactory tothe company. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, was recognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to hear the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania explain why it is necessary to perfect this bill or what the ob- 
ject of his amendment is. If, as we understood before, this bill was 
perfect, what reason is there for offering this amendment now ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to answer the question 
of the gentleman from North Dakota, and it was for the purpose of 
explaining the amendment that I took the floor. 

The friends of this bill have been accused all along of granting rights 
of immense value to this railroad company, and disregarding in that 
respect the wishes of the people of this District as well as their inter- 
ests. The amendment which I have submitted I offer in perfect good 
faith. I offer it with a view of meeting the very point which has been 
suggested in that connection. I offer it because these charges have 
been made day after day ad nauseum, to show that we act in good faith 
here and are willing that a commission shall be appointed to consider 
the entire railroad question. 

The objection to this bill was that it did not embrace the whole of 
the railroad question of this District. I donot know what the ‘‘whole”’ 
of the railroad question is, but that was the word that was empha- 
sized always by gentlemen who were opposed to the measure; and now 
I bring forward an amendment for the purpose of having a commission 
appointed that will listen to every man who has a proposition to sub- 
mit in reference to the various interests at stake in the railroad problem 
in thiscity. If it be true that these roads are not properly constructed, 
or that their stations are not properly located, or that the business of 
the community is not transac properly, I want to have that com- 
mission to say so and report to Congress in an authoritative form after 
hearing the testimony of the people of the city, those interested in 
railroad transportation, so that the question may be finally settled in 
a satisfactory manner. I am tired of these constant accusations. 

This bill was brought here because the business men of the city de- 
manded additional railroad facilities; because the right to use sidings 
of this company and those of the business men of the city was assailed, 
and the right of men to have sidings laid into their property ques- 
tioned; and if the litigation now pending should result successfully it 
would absolutely paralyze the facilities of this road and render it unable 
to furnish such efficient service as the people of this District and of this 
city have a right to expect and a right todemand. Iam not here to 
argue that the railroad situation is all that it should be; but I want 
that fact determined by a commission if it is not what the people have 
a right to expect, and by a commission competent to decide upon the 
questions involved after hearing the testimony. Let them render their 
conclusions to Congress, so that enlightened action may be taken, not 
because of the mere clamor of men mn know nothing of the business of 
which they complain, but from the report of the men who have be- 
fore them facts and testimony on which to found a satisfactory judg- 
ment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In other words, you want to secure the ap- 
pointment of men and authorize them to lock the stable door after the 
horse is stolen. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why not have the report of this commission be- 
fore you pass upon the bill at all, and then pass it in accordance with 
the recommendation of the commission ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Why, because the demand for 
the passage of a bill of this character has been made by the business 
interests of the city, and there is no good reason why it should be de- 
layed, and goad em freight is lost in this city to-day for want 
of adequate rail facilities. 

Mr. PICKLER. And thérefore you give this company all they ask ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. We give them only what the 
best interests of the city itself demands. What the business interests 
of the city demand for the business of the city is not transacted as it 
should be, because this road can not acquire the facilities necessary tc 
do the work properly. There is a complaint from all quarters of lack 
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of railroad facilities and there is great demand for the immediate pas- 
sage of a bill of this character. Then, as to the rest, in regard to the 
tracks and stations remaining in statu quo, that question is one to be | 
investigated by this commission, together with all other matters bear- 
ing upon the railroad problem. : 

The railroad company does not want this amendment. 
it would be a wise method of dealing with the question. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that any well in- 
formed member of this committee can for a moment doubt the absolute | 
necessity for a grant of power so that this railroad company may in- 
crease its stations and acquire facilities for the transaction of the busi- | 
ness which the needs of the public demand. My objection to the con- 
sideration of this measure grew out of the fact that myself and othtrs 
thought when this matter was considered it ought to be considered as 
an entirety, and questions in reference to the removal of the passenger 
station from the public reservation here should also be taken into con- 
sideration. But I think while it is true that there is an imperative ne- 
cessity for increasing the railroad facilities, yet at the same time the | 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania ought to be | 





But I think 


adopted. 

on informed that not less than five different railroads are to-day 
endeavoring to gain access to this city and are unable to do so, and I 
think the experience of the past has demonstrated the fact that a com- 
mission can consider and bring before the next Congress or the second 
session of this Congress a measure which will be ot incalculable value 
to the people of this city and to the business interests of the whole 
country, as well as to the various railroads seeking admission. I there- 
fore trust the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move to limit debate upon 
the pending amendments to one minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this amend- 
ment is a confession of the weakness of this whole bill. I want to say 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON | that, as for my- 
self, I have had nothing to say about any jobbery or anything of that | 
kind in connection with this bill. Ido believe, however, that it is | 
giving to this railroad an immense advantage in this city that it should 
not have. 

Mr. QUINN. Ten million dollars’ worth of franchises for nothing. 

Mr. PICKLER. As is suggested by the gentleman from New York, | 
it isgiving $10,000,000 in franchises for nothing; and so believing, I have | 


opposed this bill and am opposed to it now. But the discussion upon 
this bill having progressed thus far, the chairman of the committee is 
constrained to offer an amendment now which, to my mind, is a con- 
fession of the weakness of the bill. In other words, he asks us to attach 
to this bill a provision for a commission to regulate the effect and work- 
ings of the bill hereafter. Now, if'this is a perfect bill, if it is whatit 
should be, if it guards the rights and interestsof the people as it should, 
then this attachment is not necessary. On the other Hand, if it is nec- 
essary, then we should not pass this bill at all until after the report of 
this commission. 

It has been demonstrated here this afternoon that the railroad is op- | 
posed to being restricted to taking ten additional blocks. Inthename 
of common sense, how many blocks do they want? How much more | 
of this city are they going to gridiron with their tracks? I am in | 
favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. | 
ANDERSON]. This railroad company has gotten along thus far. It | 
can certainly wait for a short time longer. It can certainly do busi- 
ness until this commission reports. I am surprised that this attach- 
ment is placed upon this bill after the announcement that it was a 
perfect bill. 

Mr. CASWELL, I think I can throw a little further light upon this 
subject if the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. PJCKLER. I suppose I need light upon this question. 

Mr. CASWELL. The bill was originally designed to authorize fur- 
ther freight facilities only. Asa concession to the opposition it is pro- 
posed to have the question of the location of the passenger depots in- 
vestigated by a commission, so that you will have light upon that | 
subject. That is all there is about the matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is the commission simply to investigate the ques- 
tion of the passenger depot? | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the amendment | 
proposed by the chairman of the committee is substantially the amend- | 
ment which I proposed on the9th of June. I thought then, as I think | 
now, that the complexity of the railroad situation in the city of Wash- | 
ington demanded, and demands now, an intelligent and impartial com- | 
mission, who shall investigate this whole subject, and it should be a | 
commission composed of men who have some technical knowledge of 
railroads, men who will have a specific duty to perform in this inves- 
tigation, and who, after they have given the matter a thorough inv:s- | 
tigation, shall formulate a bill that will meet both the demands of the 
railroads and of the business interests of this city. 

Now, it is perfectly apparent that no committee of this House has 
the time, with the other subjects demanding our attention, to investi- 
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gate this whole subject and to do justice to this intricate question 


a 


| lf acommission can be appointed, as contemplated by this amend- 


ment, it can have the time to investigate this whole subject, as has been 
done under similar circumstances in many places in this country to 
my personal knowledge, and an intelligent bill be brought to the at- 
tention of Congress that will settle this question not only for to-day, 
but for long years to come, and that will satisfy the people of this 
great and growing community, and satisfy the present and prospective 
wants of the railroad. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this is a 
wise and necessary measure, and I trust that the friends and opponents 
of this bill will unite in what seems a practical and wise settlement 
of this whole question. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
pending amendments be limited to one minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Say one hour. I willsay to my friend 
that I have two amendments that | want tooffer, andI only want five 
minutes more. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
would like to know—— 

The CHAIRMAN. As many as favor the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas [| Mr. ANDERSON ]—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let that beread again. I have modi- 
fied it. Itcomes in as anamendment tothe amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. Mupp]. 

The CHAIRMAN, Itisan amendment to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What became of the 
offered by the gentleman trom Maryland [Mr. Mupp]? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Mupp] was adopted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
to that. ([Criesof ‘‘No!’’ ‘‘No!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offered his amend 
ment as an amendment to the then pending amendment. That wasall 
hecould do, The pending amendment at that time was that of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ah, but, Mr. Chairman, I offered this 
before the gentleman offered his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman offered it subsequent to the 
adoption of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland 
{Mr. Mupp]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I offer it now as an amendment 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN 
SON |. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Now I 
on the pending amendments to one minute 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have one more amendment I want 
to offer—— 

The CHAIRMAN, One amendment at a time. 

Mr. WADE, Let us have a vote on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment now to be voted on 


debate upon the 


[sent up an amendment sometime ago. | 


amendment 


This was proposed as an amendment 


move to limit debate 


is the 


| amendment of the gentleman from Kansas to the amendment offered 


by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows 
Add the following 


‘And provided, That the foregoing provisions of th 


s act shall not take effect 
until after action of the Fifty-second Congress. 


The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman an 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 76. 

Mr. COLEMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isubmittheamendment which I send tothe Clerk’s 
desk as an addition to the pending amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana makes the point 
that no quorum is present. [After counting.] One hundred and fif- 


| teen members are present—a quorum; and the amendment is rejected. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [ndiana offers an amend- 
ment as an addition tothe pending amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that all debate upon thi: 


| section and pending amendment be limited to one minute. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, 
one hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think I am entitled to have my 
before any motion is made 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
will be read 

The Clerk read as follows 


I move to amend that by making it 


proposition read 


Add after the amendment the following And said commission shall also 
assess and appraise the value of the real estate now used and occupied by said 
railroad, or which may be oceupied by it under this act, and belonging to th: 
United States, inthe District of Columbia, The said commissioners shail make 
report of their assessment to the Treasurer of the United States, and said com 
pany sha!l pay the sum so assessed intothe Treasury, and this act shal! not 
take effect until the sum soassessed shall be paid.’ 
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Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the pas of order against 
that amendment that it is not germane to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it is. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The bill relates purely to sid- 
ings and to the right to take property by condemnation, and this goes 
back to all the transactions that have ever been had with this company. 
It embraces the pecuniary question of assessment and payment, and 
does not relate to the subject-matter of the bill at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that the general scope of this bill 
justifies this amendment and makes it germane. The general purpose 
of the bill is increased advantages and conveniences of the railroad cor- 
poration; and these additions of railroad lands and conveniences are nec- 
essarily attached to the grounds already occupied by the corporation. 
So that it seems to me that whatever has connection with the subject- 
matter would be fairly germane. 

Mr. CASWELL. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 
Would not that work an absolute sale of that location to the railroad ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unquestionably it has that effect, and is there in- 
dulged the slightest hope that the Government will ever recover one 
inch of that ground surrendered to this corporation more than twenty 
years ago? The company has paid the Government nothing for the 
land. ° 

Mr. CASWELL. I have nodoubt the railroad company would gladly 
mace the purchase, if it is the proper thing to do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When they took that land it was with the distinct 
un lerstanding (I know the fact, for I was present, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr BANKS], whom I see in his seat, was also 
present) that it was simply to be taken temporarily. Yet more than 
twenty years have elapsed and this valuable property is still held by 
the railroad corporation. 

Mr. OATES. If my friend will allow me, I desire to suggest another 
ground why the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ido not want to be interrupted in that way. As 
| was saying, it was understood by everybody at the beginning that 
the public lands in this city were to be taken for a temporary use, and 
were not intended to be taken permanently. Yet I think gentlemen 
all know now that this is a permanent possession, and taken in connec- 
tion with what has transpired the facts show conclusively that this rail- 
road corporation has obtained possession and will hold it against all 
comers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me fora question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman think it is legal to validate 
a procedure by which the Government may appoint a commission to 
fix the price and collect the money, and as a condition for failure to 
pay to set aside all the rights thiscompany has got and all rights that 
are conferred by the general statute in regard to condemnation of lands 
by a commission to be appointed ex parte—a commission appointed by 
the Government and in the appointment of which the corporation has 
no voice? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It may be that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has not provided for a proper commission; but I suppose the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania understands exactly what he is doing. 

One word about this commission. When appointed it isa commis- 
sion to report certain information to Congress, and to invest this com- 
mission with other duties would seem entirely proper. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Would not that be one of the duties devolving 
upon the commission by the proposition of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and would not its duties require some degree of capacity and 
impartiality in the making of these assessments ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have already said that all gentlemen now under- 
stand and know, so far as anything of the future can be known, that the 
corporation still holds your lands and will continue to hold them, which 
it is claimed are of the value of several million dollars. Now, if my 
friend from Ohio will suggest some better commission than this, then 
I would cheerfully yield to him; but here is a commission, one mem- 
ber to be appointed by the President of the United States —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is mistaken. One is to bea 
civilian engineer, one an expert in railroad matters, and the other a 
business man—may be the proprietor of a grocery store. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the tions are properly made you can not 
geta more suitable commission than that—a commission appointed by 
the President, who must be presumed to be impartial and is not for the 
railroad nor against the railroad, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to suggest to the Chair an additional reason 
why this amendment should not be considered germane to the pending 
bill. The amendment to which it is an amendment is to raise a com- 
mission which is merely advisory to the Congress, while this is a prop- 
osition for a commission of a more permanent character, to effect the 
sale of property of the United States to this railroad corporation. The 
ameudment is not at all in line or consonant with the proposition to 
raise 2 commission to inquire into these facts and report to another 
Congress. That is the pending proposition, but this has no conditions 
about it. It is for a commission to ascertain the value, and to vest the 
title, and to require the railroad company to pay for these lands, 


Therefore, it is not at all consistent with the roposition and 
ought not to be received. eaten enae 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to say a word in regard to that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Points of order on matiers of this kind are not fa- 
vorably considered. If the amendment offered comes within the gen- 
eral scope of the measure under consideration it is held to be in order. 
Iadmit that there are certain technical points which, under certain 
conditions, govern; for instance, on appro; riation bills, where the Chair 
rules strictly; but when it comes to a gencral measure of legislation af- 
fecting a general subject-matter like the 1. lations of this railroad com- 
pany to the people of this city, anything pertinent to that general sub- 
ject-matter—the questions of the lands they occupy, the lands they wish 
to occupy, the rights which they have acy wired, the additional rights 
which they may desire to acquire—any amendment which is pertinent 
to the general subject-matter is usually he!d to be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hoi.1an] is not germane to the 
subject-matter of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. - 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move that all 
debate upon this bill and amendments be limited to three minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest to the gentleman that his motion be to 
limit debate on this section and amendments. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make that motion. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have an amen.iment which I have sent to 
the desk and which I wish to have read, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. How much time does the gen- 
tleman want? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I want five m nutes. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that all debate on this section and amendments be limited to 
five minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
man. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move, as an amendment to that, 
that the debate be limited to one hour. 

The question was taken on the amendment ot Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas, and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 1 ask fer a division. 

The committee divided; and there ee 8, noes 71, 

Mr. COLEMAN. No quorum presen 

The Chairman counted and ened that there were 127 members 
present. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. ATKINSON], that debate upon the pend- 
ing section and amendments be limited to five minutes. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. fF call foradivision. 
late!’’ 

Mr. PICKLER. I was up as early asa man could get up, and I de- 
mand a division. [Laughter. ] 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 8. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No quorum present, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CASWELL. The point is too late; itis dilatory. (Laughter. } 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I made the point of no quorum betore the last 
word was out of the mouth of the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well; the Chairwill again ascertain whether 
there is a quorum present. [After the count.] The Chair finds that 
there are 122 members present, and the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] to limit debate on the pending section 
and amendments to five minutes is agreed to. The question now is 

pon the adoption of the amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment, 
to have it pending. 

Mr. KERR, of I desire to have my amendment read first. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] 
offer his amendment as an amendment to the amendment ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is there any amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I did not so understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is pending an amendment, which will be 
once more read and then will be passed upon by the committee. 

The amendment of Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, to section 3 was 
again read. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now I ask to have my amendment read. 

The amendment was read, as follows : 


In line 19 of section:3, after the Se insert the followi “The 
right to remove such tracks js hereby reserved to Congress."’ : 


I make that motion, Mr. Chair- 


[Cries of ‘‘Too late!’’ “ Too 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now I move to strike out the last word. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa makes an informal 
motion to strike out the last word—— 

A Memper. That is not in order. ; ; 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understood that I was to have five minutes. 


A Memper. There is no question before the committee. 
Mr. KERR, ofIowa. My understanding is that Iam entitled to five 
minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate was limited to five minutes, but it does 

not follow that the gentleman from Iowa is entitled to occupy that 
i 2 

4 een OR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
there is nothing pending before the committee. The amendment which 
the gentleman offered was adopted, and there is nothing pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Iowa has mov ed to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The last word of what? 

The CHAIRMAN. The last word of the section. 
supposes that he is entitled to be heard. 

Mr. WADE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry; has not the time of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] expired? [Lanughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Not quite. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is conceded that a 
yery large and valuable property of the United States is being used 
by this railroad company in the city of Washington, and, as is sug- 
gested by a gentleman near me, without any compensation. It seems 
to me that as the substance of this bill is already agreed upon and 
there is to be no further debate, this question, instead of being now 
finally determined, ought to be postponed until the second session of 
the present Congress, so that we may have time maturely to consider 
all the matters involved, to estimate the value of these franchises, and 


And the Chair 


not grant to this great railroad corporation without compensation the | 
continued use of property of the Government worth hundreds of thou- | 


sands if not millions of dollars until we can obtain from the company 
certain concessions. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. STOCKDALE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
one minute. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. |! concur in the propriety of the proposition of 
the gentleman from Iowa. The anxiety to rush this bill through in 
this way shows, in my judgment, that the gentlemen interested in it 
are afraid of consideration. We have witnessed here in this House 
the most remarkable and miraculous conversion that I have ever heard 
of since the foundation of the world. If some spirit would descend 
upon this earth with as much power to convert the peopleas the friends 
of this bill have exercised in converting this Congress, we would have 
the millenium in a very short time. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] : 

The following amendment of the committee was read and agreed to. 

Add to the bill the following: 7 

“Sec. 4. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
and report the bill favorably with the amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I was claiming the floor for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment; and I desire to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Kansas to address the Chair, but will allow his amendment 
come in, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am much obliged to the Chair; but 
I addressed it in as Joud a voice as I could command. 

Now I desire to offer an amendment in line 14, so as to define th: 


to 


particular business of this company and to prevent it from using this | 


property for any other business than that of a common carrier. 
A MemsBer. It could not do so anyhow. 


Mr. PICKLER. I desire to be recognized to offer an amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has the floor at 
present to offer an amendment, which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 3, after the word “ business,” in line 14, insert the words “as a« 


mon carrier; *’ so that it will read: ‘‘Such facilities as may be necessary for its 
business as a common carrier.”’ : 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise toa question of order. The gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PrcKkLER] did not attempt to address the Chair 
until the last section of the bill had been passed. The gentleman from 
Kansas made the point that though he had attempted to address the 
Chair, the Chair did not hear him. Now I submit that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Dakota is not in order,as we have 

d the section. 

Mr. PICKLER. My proposition is not in the nature of an ameud- 

ment to any section we have passed. 


The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from South Dakota insists that 
he addressed the Chair for the celia. Sh 


Chair will allow it to be read. 
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The gentleman from Mississippi is recognized for | © 


I move that the committee rise | 


The Chair did not understand the gentleman | 


om- | 


purpose of offering an amendment, the | 
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Mr. PICKLER. I do. 


The Clerk read as follows 
That the committee now rise and report the bill back, with the recommenda 
tion t t enacting clause be stricke 
The question being taken’on the motion of Mr. PIcKLER, there were 
on a division (called for by Mr. Pick :yes 8, noes 84, 
Mr. COLEMAN. I make the point that no quorum is present 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania I make the point, Mr. Cbhair- 
man, that there are obviously present within your s eht more than 100 
| members. 
i TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair overru the poin the 1 
from Pennsylvania for the present. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee n 
rise and report the bill favorably with the amendments 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that it will count to ascertain 
whether there is a quorum present. [After counting.] There are 11( 


members present—more than juorum. 
man from South Dakota is rejected 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
tee rise and report the bill fa 
Mr. HOLMAN, 


So the motion of the gentle 
l now move 
rably with the amendments 
I rise to oller ar 


that the commuit 


in amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman fro India \ { 
proposes an additional amendment. 
| Mr ATKINSON if Pennsyly bbia. | ubmit the } yrce 
that th urth { 1 of tl bill hasalready be vd: Vv 1 ] 
the third section. 

The CHAIRMA?® entleman trom Indi »| M { 
recognized 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not as i en iy p 
but as a new section, I offer what I dt 1 
| Che Clerk read as follow 
Phat the com i a 1 aj 
value of the real estat pwused and o ied sf road 4 
| whichn ry | cupied by itun rthis t, bel« , rtothe tl ted S sin 
| District of Cx ia. Th aid « imis s Arey of tl asse 
me tia € irer « t ih ay it 

i tot i i t t 

| ~ ed all 
' 

Mr. H RD. i make point ra that the ne ment is no 
german and the substance has been passed on adverse the cr 
mittee already. 


Mr 
The CHAIRMAN 


lit ILMAN. I wish wo pe heard on the point ‘ ( le 
Debate on the bill and amendments | 
‘losed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [fut not on the point of order 
Mr. ATKINSON, ot Pennsylvania I direct the atten on of the 


| 
Chair to the fact that this same question has been presented and ruled 
out heretofore. 
Mr. HOLMAN, I know; but that was submitted as an amend: 
| 
| 
| 


endment 
to a committee amendment when the text was being p ected. The 
point of order was made that it was not germane to t imendment 
proposed to the text of the bill, but now I offer it as an ind 
section. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania 
will be withdrawn and let us have a vote 
Mr. HEARD 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point that th 
right to the floor to withdraw the point of order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Thatisall right; if the point of order 
I do not desire to discuss the matte 


The CHAIRMAN. 


pendent 


I hope, then, the point ol rder 
on it direct], 
[ withdraw the point of order. 


{ 
ver 


leman has no 
is withdrawn 


The Chair will submit the « 


te 
The question was taken; and on a division ~ re were Lye »} 
noes 40. 
Mr. HOLMAN [here is no quorum, andl a rt ! 
Tellers were ordered. 
| Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. ATKI? r of P yivania, ippointed 
| tellers. 
The committee again divided: and the telle rted—aves 22 
| noes 85. 
| So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we may ba vote on th n the Hot 
| [Cries of ‘* Regular order! ry 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania I move that the committees 
and report the bill and ainendments favorably to the House. 
| Mr. PICKLER. 1 desire to ask a question before the motion ' 
mitted. [{Criesof ‘* Regular ordet sk the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [cries of Vot Vote!’ can have a yea-and-nay 
vote. Cries of Regul ir ordet 
| The CHAIRMAN The regular order is the motion of t gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 
The question was taken: and on ion ther ! } 0 
10. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro fempore having 
| resumed the chair, Mr. DUNNELL reported that the Committee of the 
| Whole House, having had under consideration the bill H. P2. 8243. had 
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instructed him to report the same with certain amendments, and with 
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the recommendation that as so amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
ments be printed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


will be so ordered. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 


question on the bill and its amendments. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 


do now adjourn. 


Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 


that motion is clearly dilatory. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


and on a division there were—ayes 20, noes 100, 


Mr. PICKLER. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. COLEMAN. A parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. COLEMAN 
sary to adjourn the House. 
necessary to determine not to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were refused, there being 9 members in favor of, 


and 104 in opposition to, the demand. 


Mr. PICKLER. 


Tellers were refused. 
So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 
The question recurred on the demand for the previous question. 


The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 27, noes 


16 


I demand tellers. 


I ask that the bill and amend- 
The Chair hears no objection, and it 
I now demand the previous 
Pending that, I move that the House 
I make the point of order that 


The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas; 


The gentleman will state it. 
Iam aware of the fact that a quorum is not neces- 
What I want to know is if a quorum is 
{ Laughter, ] 
The question is on ordering the yeas 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum present. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 31, not vot- 


ing 197; as follows: 


Adams, 
Allen, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Bankhead, 
Banks, 
Barnes, 
Bayne, 
Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, N, J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Bynum, 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Cheatham, 
Clements, 
Comstock, 
Cothran, 


Anderson, Kans, 
Bland, 
Campbell, 
Flick, 

Itaugen, 

Hitt, 

Holman, 
Kelley, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Mich. 
anderson, Miss, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Bartine, 
Barwig, 
Relden, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 


YEAS—97. 
Craig, Laidlaw, 
Crain, Maish, 
Culberson, Tex. McClammy, 
Culbertson, Pa. McCormick, 
Cummings, MeMillin, 
Darlington, Moffitt, 
Dockery, Moore, N, H. 
Dunnell, Morey, 
Elliott, Morgan, 
Evans, Morrill, 
Ewart Mudd, 
Fa uhar, Norton, 
Featherston, Oates, 
Forney, O' Ferrall, 
Funston, O'Neil, Mass. 
Gear, O' Neill, Pa. 
Grosvenor, Osborne, 
Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio 
Harmer, Payne, 
Heard, Payson, 
Henderson,Iowa Perkins, 
Henderson, N.C. Post, 
Hooker, Quackenbush, 
Kerr, Pa. Reyburn, 
Kinsey, Richardson, 
NAYS—31, 
Kerr, Iowa Martin, Ind. 
Kilgore, McClellan, 
Lacey, McRae, 
La Folletie, Pickler, 
Laws, Quinn, 
Lehlbach, Reed, lowa 
Lewis, Russell, 
Lind, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—197. 
Bunn, Davidson, 
Butterworth, De ilaven, 
Caldwell, De Lano, 
Candler, Ga. Dibble, 
Candler, Mass. Dickerson, 
Cariton, Dingley, 
Carter, Dolliver, 
Caruth, Dorsey, 
Catchings, Dunphy, 
Cheadle, Edmunds, 
Chipman, Ellis, 
Clancy, Enloe, 
Clark, Wis. Finley, 
Clarke, Ala, Fitch, 
Claunie, Fithian, 
Cobb, Flood, 
Cogswell, Flower, 
Coleman, Forman, 
Conger, Fowler, 
Connell, Frank, 
Cooper, Ind, Geissenhainer, 
Cooper, Ohio Gest, 
Covert, Gibson, 
Cowles, Gifford, 
Crisp, Goodnight, 
Cutcheon, Greenhalge, 
Dalzell, Grimes, 
Dargan, Grout, 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


Rife, 

Rowell, 

Scull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Lil, 
Smyser, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stump, 
Taylor, I. 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vaux, 


Shively, 
Spooner. 
Stockdale, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 


Hall, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Ill, 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hill, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 


Lester, Va. 
odge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Tex. 
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McCarthy, Paynter, Seney, Turner, N.Y. 
McComas, Peel, Skinner, Vandever, 
McCord, Penington, Smith, W. Va. Van Schaick, 
McCreary, Perry, Snider, Venable, 
McDuffie, Peters, Spinola, Waddill, 
McKenna, Phelan, Springer, Wallace, Mass. 
McKinley, Pierce, Stahlnecker, Wheeler, Mich. 
Miles, Price, Stephenson, Whiting, 
Milliken, Pugsley, Stewart, Ga. Whitthorne, 
Mills, Raines, Stewart, Vt. Wiley, 
Montgomery, Randall, Stivers, Wilkinson, 
Moore, Tex. Ray, Stone, Mo. Willcox, 
Morrow, Reilly, Struble, Williams, DL 
Morse, Robertson, Sweney, Williams, Obio. 
Mutchler, Rockwell, Tarsney, Wilson, Ky. 
Niedringhaus, Rogers, Taylor, Tenn. Wilson, Mo. 
Nute, Rowland, Thomas, Wilson, Wash. 
O’ Donnell, Rusk, Thompson, Wilson, W. Va. 
O’ Neall, Ind. Sanford, Tillman, Wright. 
Outhwaite, Sawyer, Townsend, Colo. 

Owen, Ind. Sayers, Tracey, 

Parrett, Scranton, Tucker, 


No quorum voting. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. PAYNTER, on this vote. 

Mr, THOMPSON with Mr. SAYERS, on this bill. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. KELLEY with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. VANDEVER with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. Stivers with Mr, Rusk. 

Mr. LANHAM with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear my name 
called. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Was the gentleman present ? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I was. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman listening ? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Ido not know whether I was or not. I 
did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the rule. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I desire to say that if allowed to vote I 
should cast my vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. If the gentleman is counted as pres- 
ent, has he not a right to vote afterward under the rule? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has not been counted 
as present. 


The gentleman does not come within 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. McDurFie, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr, Ray, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Dockery, for two days, on account of siekness in his family. 

To Mr. TARSNEY, for September 9, on account of business. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] for the previous question on the 
bill and amendments, the ayes are 97 and the nays are 31, no quorum 
having voted. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 24 min 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 
~ Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
FEES AND EXPENSES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS. 

A communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
estimate, submitted by the Secretary of the Interior, of the ‘‘ fees and 
expenses of examining surgeons’’ for the fiscal year 1890, $150,000— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


I move that the House do now 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. RUSSELL: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 5,000 extra copies of the report of the investigation of the salmon rivers 
of Alaska (H. R. Mis. . No. 211), of which 2,500 shall be for the use of the House 
of Representatives, 1,000 for the use of the Senate, and 1,500 for the use of the 
Comunissioner of Fish and Fisheries ; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11842) for the relief of James B Guthrie, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3058)—to the Committee of the Wholo 
House. 











1890. 








Mr. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11231) for the relief of Edward A. Butler, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3059)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 

favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2014) for the relief of certain set- 
tlers on the public lands of the United States and to authorize the 
taking and filing of final proofs in certain cases, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3060)—to the House Calendar. : 
. Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 1826) granting pensions to Powell’s Battalion 
of Missouri Mounted Volunteers, accompanied by a report (No, 3061)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee ou Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden. 
3062. ) 

A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry. 
3063. ) 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 
referred a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury (H. R. Ex. 
Doc. No. 383), transmitting a copy of a communication trom the Secre- 
tary of State, requesting an appropriation to enable him to pay Messrs. 
Villanova, Hermanos & Co., of Barcelona, the balance due them for 
expenses incurred in taking down and removing the American section 
of the exposition in that place, reported a bill (H. R. 11992) to provide 
for the expense of taking down and removing the American section of 
the Barcelona exposition; which was read twice, and, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3064), referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
state of the Union. 


(Report No. 


(Report No. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R.11979) to amend the act entitled 
‘‘An act providing a civil government for Alaska ’’—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 11980) to amend aun act entitled 


‘* An act to incorporate the National Union Insurance Company of 


Washington,’’ approved February 14, 1865—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 11981) 
to incorporate the Military Order of America—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 11982) granting a school site to 
Jena Seminary, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 11983) for the relief of J. William 
Brown—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 11984) granting a pension to the 
widow of Adam Fauth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11985) for the relief of Julius George—to the Com- 
mittee cn War Claims, 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11986) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Margaret Copeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 11987) to pension Mary Jane Martin— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R, 11988) to increase the 
pension of O. M. Jenkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11989) granting a pension to Au- 
gusta J. Crawford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 11990) to remove the 
yi of desertion against John Conrad—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11991) to remove the charge of desertion against 


Henry Waidner and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
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3y Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of Mrs. Margaret Copeland, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COTHRAN: Petition of T. P. Purdy and others, in favor of 
the Paddock bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition of E. L. Morse and others, to amend 
section 22 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce ’’—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Jesse Barton, of Calvert 
County, Alabama, praying that the Committee on War Claims refer his 
claim, together with all proofs and papers relating thereto which were 
submitted to the Southern Claims Commission, to the Court of Claims 
under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Pleasant B. Barton, of same county and same State 
for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Memorial of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Peru, Ohio, for a law to 
prohibit transmission through the mails of indecent publications—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, memorial of the pastor of the church of same place, for same re- 
lief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of James T. Beach, James O 
Starks, and others, citizens of St. Joseph, Mo., in favor of removing 
charge of desertion against Henry Waidner, to accompany bill for that 
purpose—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, September 9, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of W. J. Klug, comrade, and 
sundry members of Wilson Post, No. 1, of Baltimore, Md., praying 
that the remains of General Grant may be removed to Washington, 
and a suitable monument erected to his memory; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, praying tor legislation by Congress tending to increase ou 
trade relations with foreign nations: which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of D, A. Walden and 87 othe: 
citizens of Beatrice, Nebr.; the petition of J. J. Smith and 185 other 
citizens of Council Bluffs, lowa; the petition of S. W. Scott and 185 other 
citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa; and the petition of 125 citizensot New 
Berne, N. C., praying for the passage of what is known as the ** pure 
food’’ bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. lam authorized by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which a large number of petitions relating to bankruptcy 
and to courts and to a variety of other subjects and sandry bills were 
referred, to report them back; and to save time I do it ina lamp, but 
with a request that the committee be discharged. The matters have 
all been considered, and of the bills that are reported the subjects 
have been considered and disposed of by former reports, and so on. 
We ask to be discharged from the further consideration of the whole 
list. The petitions can go on the files and the bills be laid on the table. 
That will keep then: off the Calendar and will save trouble. 
ask to take time to indefinitely postpone them this morning. 

The committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
bills, and they were ordered to lie on the table, as follows 

A bill (S. 867) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes so as to 
provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and district 
courts for the western district of Virginia: 

A bill (8S. 1334) to divide the State of Kansas into two judicial dis- 
tricts; 

A bill (S. 1349) to provide for the settlement of a controversy be 
tween the United States and the State of Texas relative to the claim 
of said State to the territory known as Greer County, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (S. 1605) to establish a uviform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States; 

An amendment, by Mr. SHERMAN, to the deficiency appropriation 
bill for the year 1890, providing for the payment to the widow of Chief- 


I do not 


By Mr. ANDERSON, ot Kansas: Protest of about 7,000 citizens of | Justice Waite of his salary for the unexpired part of the year 1888 


Washington, D. C., against the passage of the Atkinson bill—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Also, protest of about 4,000 citizens of the same city, against the same 


measure—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of over 18,000 mer- 
chants, tax-payers, and residents of the District of Columbia and Alex- 
andria, Va., remonstrating against the removal of the Baltimore and 
Potomac depot—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


avi 


\ bill (S. 3310) to define and punish unlawful interference with com 
merce among the States, and for other purposes. 

The Committee on the Judiciary were discharged from the further 
consideration of the following petitions, memorials, and resolutions re- 
lating to the enactment of a Federal bankrupt law; and they were or 
dered to lie on the table: 

A resolution of the Legislature of Massachusetts; 
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A memorial of the Charleston Chamber of Commerce; 

Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Omaha, Nebr. ; 

A memorial of the Board of Trade of Omaha, Nebr.; 

A memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Tradeof San 
Francisco, Cal. ; 

A petition of George H. Barbour, president of the National Associa- 
tion of Stove Manufacturers, and others: 

A petition of the National Association of Stove Manufacturers, Nee- 
nah, Wis.; 

A petition of the National Association of Stove Manufacturers, of 
Hamilton, Ohio: 

A petition of D. K. Tenney, of Chicago, Il. ; 

A petition of Oscar O. Barnes, of Lovelton, Wayne County, Penn- 
sylvania; 

A petition of the officers of the National Association of Stove Manu- 
facturers; 

A petition of Messrs. Ferstegge, Gohmann & Co., stove founders, of 
New Albany, Ind. ; 

A petition of the Madison Stove Company, Madison, Ind. ; 

Seven petitions of the National Association of Stove Manufacturers; 

A petition of the Liebrandt & McDowell Stove Company, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

A petition of George H. Barbour and others, officers of the National 
Association of Stove Manufacturers; 

A petition of the Scranton Stove Works, Scranton, Pa. ; 

Kesolutions of the Board of Trade of Pittsfield, Mass. ; 

A petition of the Detroit Stove Works; 

A memorial of the Wage-Workers’ Political Alliance, of Washing- 
ington, D. C.; 

A petition of the majority of the business firms of Chicago, Il. ; 

A petition of the Board of Trade of Pueblo, Colo. ; 

A petition of the Board of Trade of Jacksonville, Fa. ; 

Kesolutions of the Clothiers’ Association, of New York; 

Resolutions of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club, of Kansas City, Mo. ; 

Resolutions of the American Association of Flint and Lime Glass 
Manufacturers, of Pittsburgh, Pa. ; 

Two petitions of the Board of Trade of Parsons, Kans. ; 

A resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

Resolutions of the Business Men’s Association of the State of Lowa; 

Kiesolutions of the Board of Trade of Burlington, Iowa; ‘ 

A petition of the Board of Trade of Leavenworth, Kans. ; 

Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Scranton, Pa. ; 

Memorial and resolutions of the Chamberof Commerce and Industry 
of New Orleans, La. ; 

Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

A resolution of the Shreveport (La.) Board of Trade; 

A resolution of the Board of Trade of Pensacola, Fla. ; 

Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 
A petition of Messrs. Teotle, Hosea & Co., and other merchants of St. 
Joseph, Mo. ; 

A petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. ; 

A petition of citizens of Chicago; 

Four resolutioas of the Commercial Club of Kansas City, Mo. ; 

A petition of the merchantsand manufacturersof Battle Creek, Mich. ; 

A memorial of the State Business Men’s Association of Iowa; 

Resolutions of the senate and house of representatives of Massachu- 
setts; 

A petition of the National Board of Trade, at Louisville, Ky. ; 

Resolutions of the Board of Trade, of Chicago, 111. ; 

A memorial of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of Trade; and 

Five petitions of the National Association of Stove Manufacturers. 

The Committee on the Judiciary were discharged from the farther 
consideration of the following petitions, memorials, and resolutions, 
concerning the passage of a law tor the relief of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and they were ordered to lie on the table: 

Four petitions of members of the bar of North Carolina; 

Petition of lawyers of the State of Georgia; 

Three petitions of members of the bar of Pine Bluff, Garland, and 
Little Rock, Ark. ; 

Four petitions of members of the bar of the State of Florida; 

A petition of members of the bar of Tampa, Fila. ; 

A petition of members of the bar of Iowa County, lowa; 

A petition of the members of the faculty of the law department of 
the State University of Iowa; 

A petition of members of the bar of Ottumwa, Iowa; 

A petition of members of the bar of Muscatine County, Iowa; 

Six petitions of members of the bar of the State of Wisconsin ; 

A petition of the St. Paul (Minn.) Bar Association 

Fifteen petitions of members of the bar of the State of Maryland; 

A petition of members of the Michigan Bar Association; 

Four petitions of members of the bar of the State of Vermont; 

Seven petitions of members of the bar of the State of Montana; 

A petition of members of the bar of the Territory of New Mexico; 

A petition of members of the bar of Natchez, Miss. 

A petition of members of the bar of St. Louis, Mo. ; 

A petition of members of the bar of Boston, Maas. ; 
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A petition of members of the bar of the city of New York; 

A petition of members of the bar of the city of Philadelphia, Pa. 

A petition of members of the bar of Winchester, Va. ; 

A petition of members of the bar of the State of Colorado; 

Two petitions of members of the bar of the State of Rhode Island; 

Four petitions of members of the bar of the State of New Hampshire; 

A petition of members of the bar of Hennepin County, Minnesota; 

A petition of members of the bar of the State of Illinois; 

A memorial of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of Trade; and 

A petition of members of the bar of Cleveland, Ohio. 

The Committee on the Judiciary were discharged from the conside:® 
ation of the following petitions and resolution, relating to the holding of 
regular terms of the United States circuit and district courts in certain 
places: 

A petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Port Townsend, Wash. ; 

A petition of members of the bar of Finney County, Kansas; and 

A resolution of the Board of Trade of Wichita, Kans. 

The Committee on the Judiciary were discharged from the further 
consideration of the following resolution and petitions, relating to the 
prohibition of the transportation of liquors into States and Territories; 
and they were ordered to lie on the table: 

A resolation of the Ministerial Union of the city of Baltimore, Md. ; 

A petition of citizens of the State of Massachusetts; and 

A petition of the Ministers’ Alliance of Lawrence, Kans., and of cit- 
izens ef Le Roy and Manhattan, Kans. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
CH. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M. Fogler, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H, R. 10121) granting a ion to Mary L. Nash, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. From the Committee on Naval Affairs, I report 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 4451) for the removal of the charge 
of desertion from the record ot Daniel J. Mahoney, and ask that it may 
be substituted for a Senate bill of a similar character, Calendar num- 
ber 1716, Senate bill 2409, for the removal of the charge of desertion 
from the record ot Daniel Mahoney. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made, and Senate bill 2409 will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, te whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels, reported 
it without amendment, submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. "R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Vosburg, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce, I report favorably 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at 
Eagle Pass, Tex., in lieu of Indianola, Tex. I move that Order of Busi- 
ness 1520, being Senate bill 3853 to create a portof entry at Eagle Pass, 
Tex., in lieu of Indianola, Tex., be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill which I have just 
reported may take the place on the Calendar of the bill indefinitely 

it being the same bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLoM inthechair). It will be 
so ordered unless objection is heard. The House bill will take the 
place on the Calendar of the Senate bill. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COKE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4378) to promote the 
construction of a safe deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas; which 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 4379) for the relief of G. M. Wood- 

ruff; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 4380) granting resto- 
ration of pension to Laura C. Humber; which was read twice »y its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (8. 4381) authorizing the removal 
of the Indians of the Papago or Gila Bend reservation, in Maricopa 
County, Arizona, to the Papago Indian reservation, in Pima County, 
in sai acne Seek Se ak ont Indian reserva- 
ee known as the Gila River and Salt River Indian res- 


ee y, in said Territory, and for other a 
o- by its 7 title, and referred to thé Comsttinve on 
A tg 














AMENDMENT TO BILL. 


Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 7616) forthe allowance of certain claims reported 
under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the ‘* Bow- 
man act; 
to be printed 

rHE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business ? 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he will yield 
to me for one moment. eet 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator to allow the tariff bill to 
be taken up first. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheCalendar under Rule VIII being 


in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate proceed | 


to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 

equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. If there be no ob- 

jection, the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
BEAUFORT COUNTY (SOUTH CAROLINA) SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Rhode Island yields to me for one 
moment. The House of Representatives have sent over a bill which 
now lies on the table, House bill 785, which I ask the Senate to con- 
sider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives, which will be read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length? 

The bill (H. R. 785) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina, was read the first time by 
its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the time prescribed for the redemption of school farms | 


in Beaufort County, South Carolina, by the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the redemption and sale of the school-farm lands now held in Beaufort County, 
South Carolina, by the United States,” qqoome March 3, 1887, be, and the same 
is hereby, extended to two years from the passage of this act. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

Mr.SHERMAN, Itshould be referred tothe Committeeon Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not hear the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know what the bill is, but it relates to 
school lands——— . 

Mr. BUTLER. It simply proposes to extend the time for the re- 
demption, I think, of about two school farms, involving 160 acres of 
land. The act approved March 3, 1887, was found not to be long 
enough, and this is simply an act extendifg the time for two years. 

Mc. SHERMAN. I think it ought to go tothe committee at any 
rate. The committee will report it back very soon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I expect to be absent from the Senate, and I do not 
know that I shall have an opportunity to call up the bill again. It isa 
very small matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The committee can pass upon it ina few minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall look at it at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN subsequently said: From the Committee on Fi- 
nance I report back favorably the bill (H. R. 785) to extend the time 
ior the redemption of school farms in Beaufort County, Sodith Carolina. 


It is the bill which was referred to the committee this morning. The 
members of the committee have examined it informally. 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. It will! 


not require any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent that the bill this*morning reported may be 
considered. Is there objection ? 

By whanimons consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. | 


PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the bill (S. 3840) to re- 


move the charge of desertion against George Fetterman having been | | 
presented to the President on the 25th ultimo, and not having been re- 


turned by him to the House of Congress in which it originated within 


the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had become a law with- 
out his approval. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Gommittee of the Whole, resumed the consider.- | 


tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenne and equalize duties 
on im ports, and for other purposes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


the Senator from Lonisiana [Mr. Grison}, will be stated. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





” which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered | 


The bill wili be referred to the Com- 


The Senator from South Carolina | 


The pending amendment, moved by | 


| 
| 
| 
j 
i 
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The SECRETARY On page 51, line 13, before the word ‘* degres 
strike ont ‘‘eichty’’ and ins seve six;’’ so as to read 

That 1 y l >», thers be 1 l ,any moneys in the Tre i 
ot rwise appropt! le of s iof the Ne sed 
Statutes, to the producer ofs »y the p r 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to a tion of the 
Chair, and I should like the : at l of t ( Rhode Is! 
ind. I wish to inquire what the understandir respect of amend 
ments, whether on any amendments that may yposed to-day the 
person proposing the amendment is to have the privilege of twoorthree 
minutes of explanation, as the custom has been herto when we } 
had these understanding I wish to know in advance so that we sl 


all understand it alike. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ut Chair 
structed by the Senate, he will hold that the understanding is that, b« 
ginning with the consideration of the bill this morning with the pend 
ing amendment, the action of the Senate will be without debate; and 
that the putting or answering an inquiry would be debate, and ther 
fore it is inhibited by the agreement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But that otherwise the bill be proceeded with 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it is the desire of the Senate to 
have the rule otherwise interpreted, the Chair begs to be instructed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I only desire to add to what the Chair has stated 
that my understanding about the procedure otherwise is that it will be 
the same as though no arrangement had been entered into. In othe: 
words, amendments of any kind may be offered both in Committee « 
the Whole and in the Senate and voted upon without debate 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes; there is nodoubtabout that. But I had 
supposed, though I was not present when the understanding was had 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Had it not better be read ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Chair will pardon me asingle minute, I had 
| Supposed, as we had been accustomed hitherto in agreeing to terminate 
debate, that when an amendment was proposed by a Senator he was to 
be indulged in stating in not more than two or three minutes precisely 
what the point of his amendment was, in order that the Senate might 
| understand it. But if the agreement is the other way I can bear it as 
well as the rest, 1 amsure. I do not think it ought to be that way 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Inorder that the understanding may 
be fresh in the minds of Senators, the agreement of August 26 will be 
read, and also the modification of the 6th of September, if it is at hand 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

That the consideration of the pending b H. R. 9416) shall be continued to 
the exclusion of all other business, except appropriation bills and confé 
| reports, to and including Wednesday, September 3, subject t 

and during Thursday, September4, Friday, September 


ber 6, subject to the five-minute rule in debate 
question 1 


iless the be otherwise 


+ 
nst 


bat 


Sept 


» general ce 

,and Saturday 

no Senator to speak on any or 

and on Monday, September 8, and thereafter, on ! 

| or amendments, without debate, to and including the third reading, when thr 
hours shall be allowed to each side fi 1 debate 
shall be take 1 its passage 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreein; 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. GIBson ]. 
The amendment was rejected. 


ore than once 


or genera and then the fina 


Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 25, page 51, after the word ‘‘the’’ 
| and before the word ‘‘ next,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ current or;’’ so as 
to read 
With an estimate of the amount of sugar proposed to be producer in t 
rent or next ensuing yea! 
The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. GIBSON. On page 51, line 9, I move to strike out ‘* 1905” an 


insert ‘‘1906.’’ ‘This bounty was intended 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pretempore. One moment, please. 
not recognize the Senator from Louisiana for debate. 
Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment may be read 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 51, line 9, at the end of the line, strik: 
out ‘'5”’ and insert ‘*6;’ to read 


The Chair can 


6 


S80 as 
| 
| That until July 1, 1906, there shall be paid from any moneys in the Treasu 
not otherwise appropriated, et« 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GIBSON. On page 54, line 19, after the word ‘“ pound, 

move to insert the following proviso 

| Provided, That the existing rates on imported sugar shall remain 

itil July 1, 189! 


We shall not get the bounty unless we get — 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is debate. 

Mr. GIBSON. The refiner will get it 

The PRESIDENT pro te. pore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 54, line 19, at the end of paragraph 
| 226, add the following proviso 


Provided, That the existing 


until July 1, D801. 
| 


| The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GIBSON, I now move to strike out the whole of 
| and insert what I send to the desk. 


rates on imported sugar shall remain 


n foree 


Schedule | 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Before that is done, I gave notice yesterday of a 
motion to strike out the bounty clauses, and I desire to enter that mo- 
tion and have a vote upon it. As that is an amendment to the sched- 
nle as it stands, it comes first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that any motion 
toamend the schedule should be submitted before the motion to strike 
out is submitted. The Chair therefore will entertain at this time the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky if he will indicate it. 

Mr. CARLISLE, My motion is pending. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT. Is it necessary to read all of it? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading has been called for. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the first paragraphs of Schedule 
. on page 51. 

Mr. GORMAN, I withdraw the call for further reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] to strike out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that he 
and I transfer our pairs, I being paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont |Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. DIXON. That is agreeable to me. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. MCPHERSON’sS name was called). I was 
requested to announce the pair of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON ] with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiaGins]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but by an arrange- 
ment with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who is 
paired with the Senator trom Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY], we have 
irausferred pairs, so that we are privileged to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
“enator from Indiana [Mr. Voormerrs]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

rhe roll call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan]. 
not voted. Therefore, I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York with- 
draws bis vote. 

Mr. KENNA. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
Worcott]. If he were present, I should vote ‘' yea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL, I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 
(i; EORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLArR]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS, Under an arrangement made with the Senator from 
ithode Island [Mr. Drxon], I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Delaware 
| Mr. Gray] is recorded ? 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iam paired with thatSenator, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to announce for the day that my colleague 
| Mr. HAMPTON] is absent irom the Senate by reason of sickness, and 
he is paired with the Senator from Vermont { Mr. MorrsL1]}. 

Mr. KENNA. I understood the Senator from Montana [ Mr. SANp- 
eRS] to announce a pair with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Voor- 
ees]. If it be agreeable to that Senator, his pair may be transferred 
to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort], who will stand paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voornres], so that he and I can 
vote. 

Mr. SANDERS. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. KENNA. I vote “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to announce my pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERson]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 


The Secretary will read the part 


I am paired with the 


I am paired 
i notice that he has 


He is not recorded. 


I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 


YEAS--23, 
Barbour, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, Eustis, Kenna, Vance, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Pasco, Vv 
Butler, Gibson, Pugh, Wal i, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, 

NAYS—34, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Manderson Sherman, 
Allen, Edmunds, Mitchell Spooner, 
Allison, rye, Moody, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hale, - Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hawley, Platt, ler, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Washburn, 
Davis, Hoar, Power, Wilson of lowa, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Sanders, 
Dixon, MeMillan, Sawyer 
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ABSENT-—27. 
Bate, Daniel Higgins, Pierce, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Blair, Farwell, McPherson, Squire, 
Brown, George, Morgan, Stanford, 
Call, Gray, Morriil, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Payne, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hearst, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Gisson] will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. Strike out ‘‘ Schedule E.—Sugar’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof : 

SCHEDULE E.—SUGAR. 

All sugars not above No.13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely : ‘ 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank-bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con 
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, shall pay a 
duty of 1.15 cents per pound,and for every additional degree or fraction of a 
degree shown by the polariscopic test they shal! pay thirty-two thousandths 
of a cent per pound additional. 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 
standard of color and pay duty as follows, ae: 

All sugars above No.13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard, 2.20 cents pe: 
pound. 

All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.40 cents per 
pound, 

All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.80 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing not above 56 degrees by the polariscope shall pay a duty o! 
3 cents per gallon; molasses testing above 56 degrees shall pay a duty of 6 cencs 
per gallon: Provided, That if an — duty shall hereafter be laid upon sugar 
or molasses by any country from whence the same may be imported, such sugar 
or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as provided by law at the date 
of the passage of this act. 

Sugar candy, not colored, 5 cents per pound. 

All other confectionery, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to take out of the amendment the proviso re- 
lating to an export duty, which was voted down yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana pro- 
poses to modify the amendment. The Chief Clerk will read the part 
proposed to be eliminated. 

The Cu1tEF CLERK. In the seventh paragraph of the amendment, 
strike out the proviso, the words being as follows: 

Provided, That if au export duty shall hereafter be laid upon sugar or molas- 
ses by any country from whence the same may be imported, such sugar or mo- 
lasses 80 appease shall be subject to duty as provided by law at the date of the 
passage of this act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

Mr. GIBSON. On that I ask for the ea and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to cal! 
the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina{Mr. HAMPTON]. If itis agreeable to the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harnis], I will transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILv]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the announcement stand for the day that th« 
pairs are transferred. 

Mr. DIXON. That is ble tome. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name wascalled), Under the arrange 
ment made between myself and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN 
DERSON ], he having transferred his pair with the Senator trom hen- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Quay], I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-call was conclyged. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] and withdraw pny vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York with. 
draws his vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I again announce the pair of my colleague - r. 
GEORGE] with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BrArr]. | 
shall let this announcement apply to all roll-calls to-day. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Reporter did not hear the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Tennessee owing to the conversation 
inthe Chamber. If there are mistakes in the Recorp occurring in 
that way, the Reporter ought to be exempted from blame. Will the 
Senator be kind enough to repeat his statement ? 

Mr. BATE. nly. I said that when the last vote was taken | 
was called out of the Chamber fora moment. If I had been present, 
I should have voted ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS. The pair of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA] with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort] has been 
transferred to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES], and we are 
both permitted to vote. I vote ‘* nay.”’ 


I am paired with the 


Mr. HIGGINS. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. McPueErson]. 
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The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 


Barbour, Coke, Kenna, Vance, 
Bate, Eustis, Morgan, Vest, . 
Berry, Faulkner, Pasco, Waltha ens 
Blodgett, Gibson, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Gorman, Ransom, 
Oarlisle. Harris, Reagan, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
NAYS—314. 

Aldri Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
A = ~ Edmonds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Allison, Frye, Moody, a 
Cameron Hale Paddock Stockbridge, 
Casey ; Hawley, Platt, Peller, 
Chandler Hiscock, Plumb Washburn, 
Davis ; Hoar, Power, Wilson of Iowa 
Dawes, Ingalls, Sanders, 
Dixon, MeMillan, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—2. 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Blair, Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, George, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Call, Gray, Payne, Wolcott. 
Colquitt, Hampton, Pettigrew, 
Cullom, Hearst, Pierce, 
Daniel, Higgins, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EUSTIS. On page 52, at the end of the second paragraph, in 
line 14, after the word “‘ thereof,’’ I move to add: 

‘The bounty herein provided shall apply to all sugars produced in the year 
1890 within the United States, under such regulations as may be made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana { Mr. Evstis]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PASCO. On page 63, at the end of paragraph 236, I move to add: 

But upon any oranges imported during the months of December, January, 
February, and March there shall be levied, collected, and paid the following 
rates of duty : In packages of capacity of 1{ cubic feet or less, 25 cents per pack- 
age; in packages of capacity exceeding 1} cubic feet and not exceeding 2} cubic 
feet, 50 cents per package; in packages of capacity exceeding 2} cubic feet and 
not exceeding 5 cubic feet, $l per package; in packages of ca ity exceeding 5 


cubic feet, for every additional cubic foot or fractional part thoreof 20 cents; in | 


bulk, $2.50 per one thousand. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PUGH. - Mr. President, I rise to a question of persona! privilege. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his question 
of personal privilege. 

Mr. PUGH. My attention has been called this morning to the vote 
en the proposition to strike hides, raw or tincured, whether dry, salted, 
er pickled, from the free-list, and I am recorded as having voted in the 
affirmative. I gave no such vote; I voted in the negative, and, as is 
frequently the case,on account of the confusion in the Senate, responses 
are not heard correctly. I desire to make that correction. [ voted in 
the negative on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is another illustration of the 
difficulties attending the confusion that prevails so generally in the 
Chamber when the roll is being called. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 10 of the bill, line 14, paragraph 68, be- 
fore the word ‘‘cents,’’ I move to strike out ‘'3’’ and insert ‘‘24:’’ so 
as to read: 


Bichromate and chromate of, 2} cents per pound. 


This is bichromate and chromate of potash. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Recurring to the question of per- 
sonal privilege suggested by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Pucu] 
concerning his vote on Friday last, the Chair finds by an inspection of 
the record that the Senator is recorded as having voted in the aflirm- 
ative. The Chair thinks, however, that as it was a mistake and the 
Senator did not vote as he is recorded, under the rules the record can 
be amended, and as the Journal has not gone to the Printer, and in any 
event the change would not affect the result, if there be no objection, 
the Chair will direct that change to be made. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Before the proviso already agreed to, on page 178, 
section 31, at the end of line 23, after the word ‘‘day,’’ I move to in- 
sert the following proviso: 

Provided, That imported merchandi i i yubli oriv 
bonded warchouse, having been so eopabes meine ‘to the i of A aaah 


1890, may be withdrawn for consumption at any time prior to November 1, 1590. 
upon the payment of duties at the rates in force prior to the passage of this act. 


This is to be inserted before the proviso already agreed to, and the 
pane Say agreed to is to be amended so as to read: ‘' Prorided 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro 


posed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move a substitute for that amendment. 
strike out the proviso and insert 

Provided, That goods in bond at the date of the taking effect ot this act may 
be withdrawn therefrom at any time within one year from the said date, onthe 
payment of the duties existing at the time of their importation 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the proviso which has already 
| been adopted to section 31 read. 

} The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ChiefClerk will read the amend 
; ment heretofore agreed to. 
|} Mr. ALDRICH. It has no connection with this proviso 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That isdebate. That will not do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che Senator from Rhode Island 
should observe the injunction that the questions are to be decided with 
out debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the proviso? 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore, It isa proviso that has prev ously 
been agreed to by a vote of the Senate to section 31. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what page of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 178 

Mr. PLATT. I do not ask for the reading, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not be readthen. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. HARRIS, Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to eall 
the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). The Senator from 
| Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY], with whom I am paired, is paired by a 
| transfer with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and | 
| vote ‘‘ yea,”’ 
| Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
| Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 
| The roll-call was concluded 
’ 


IT move to 


[am paired with the 


Mr. PASCO. My colleague [Mr. CALL] is absent to-day and is 
| paired with the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. PetriGREw]. I wish 
to give notice now that this pair applies to all the votes to-day. 

rhe result was announced—yeas 28, nays 34; as follows 





YEAS—2s8. 
Barbour Coke Jonesof Arkansas, Reagan, 

} Bate Colquitt, Kenna, rurpie 
Berry, Faulknet Morgan Vance 
Blodgett, Gibson Pasco, Vest, 
Butler, Gorman Plumb Voorhees, 
Carlisle, (fray, Pugh Walthali, 
Cockrell, Harris Ransom Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—H , 
Aldrich Dixon, Manderson Spooner, 
Allen, Dolph Mitchell Stewart 
Allison Evarts Moody Stock bridge 
Cameron rye Pierce reller, 
Casey Hale, Piatt, Washburn 
Chandle: Hawley ° Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom Hiscock sanders Wolcott 
Davis Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dawes MeMillan Sherman, 

A BSENT—22, 

} Blackburn hustis Ingalis Pettigrew 
Blair, Farwell Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Brown George, McPherson Squire, 
Call, Hampton, Morrill, stanfora 
Danie), Hearst, Paddoc} 

Edmunds« Higgins, Payne 


| 

| So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, on which 

| the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

| Mr. GORMAN. I ask that it may be read. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The CurerFCLERK. Insection 31, on page 172, at the end of line 23 
after the word ‘‘day,’’ it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That imported merchandise deposited in any public or private 
bonded warehouse, having been so deposited prior to the Ist day of August 
1890, may be withdrawn, for consumption, at any time prior to November } 
1890, upon the payment of duties at the rates in force prior to the passage of this 
act. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move tostrike out ** 
insert ‘‘ the 30th day of September. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Ithode Island [Mr. ALDricH]}. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amen the amendment by making the 
date in which the goods may be withdrawn by the paymeat of exist 
ing duties the ist of January, 1891, in place of the ist day of Novem- 
ber, 1890, so as to read 

May be withdrawn for consumption at any time prior to January 1, 1891, upon 
the payment of duties, et« 


i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


the Ist day of August’’ and 


The question is on the amendment 


. 


hatte aad ctaen. 
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of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from ithode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected; there being on a 
division—ayes 28, noes 31. 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on the question of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Ithede Island, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Voornres]}. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative I withdraw my 
vote. I have a general pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Squine}] who | see is absent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws his vote 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Georce}. If he were present, I should vote ** yea.’’ 

The result was annonnced—-yeas 32, nays 27; as follows: 


iam paired with the 


The Senator from Virginia with- 


YEAS—Z 
Aldrich Dawes, Tloar, Power, 
Alle: Dixon Ingalls Sawyer, 
Alliaon Dolph MeMiltan Stewart, 
Cameron, Kvarts Manderson Stockbridge 
Onases Frye Mitchell Teller, 
Chandler Hale Moody Washburn, 
Cullom Hawley Plau Wilson of Iowa, 
Davi Hiscock Pium!) Wolcott 
NAYS—2Z, 

Barbour Coke Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Bat Colquitt Kenna, Sherman 
Berry Kustis Morgan, Vanee, 
Blodgett Faulkner, Paddock , Vest, 

That he Gibson Pasco, Walthall, 
Carlisle Gorman, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, 

ABSENT—25. 

Blackburn, George, Morrill, Squire, 
Binir (pray, Payne, Stanford, 
Brown Hampton Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Cal) Hearst, Pierce, Voorhees. 
Danie! Higgins. Quay, 


Edmunds 
Farwell 


Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
McPherson, Spooner, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now offer an amendment to come in as an addi- 
tional section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bill 

Mr. ALDRICH. Immediately following Schedule E, 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section, after 
Schedule E: 

Src. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides, provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries producing these articles; and for tliis purpose, on and after the 
Ist day of July, 1891, whenever and go often as the President shall besatisfied 
that the Government of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, 
coffee, tea,and hides, raw and uneured, or any of such articles, imposes duties 
or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States 
which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides into the United States, he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unrea- 
sonable, he shall have the power and it shall be bis dutyto suspend, by procla- 
mation to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free introduetionof 
such sugar, moiasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production of such country, for 
such time‘as he shall deem just, and in such case and during such suspension 
duties shall be levied, collected,and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea,and 
hides, the product of or exported from such designated country as follows, 
namely: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariseopic test as follows, namely : . 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated molasses, testing by the a not above 75 degrees, seven- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of a 
degree shown by the polariscopie test, two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound ad- 
ditional, 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 
standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No. lgand 
not above No, 16 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents per pound. 

All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents 
per pound, 

All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing above 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 

Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty cither as mo- 


Is it to come in at the end of the 


_lasees or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 


On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

On tea, 10 cents per pound, 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Augora goat-skins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. HOAR. I moveto amend theamendment by changing the first 
three lines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated, 

The Cuier CLERK. In lines 1, 2, and 3 of the amendmentit is pro- 
posed to strike out the words: 


That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides 
provided for in this act are made, 


— i 


a 


And in line 4, to strike out the word ‘‘ these’’ before ‘‘ articles ’’ and 
insert the words ‘‘ the following,’’ and change the semicolon after the 
word ‘‘articles’’ to a comma; so as to read: 

That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing the 
following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the lst day of July, 1891, 
whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read once more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Hoar. ma 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island accepts this modification. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original amendment will be so 
modified. 

Mr. EVARTS. I now offer as an amendment to the amendment of 
the committee what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLierk. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“‘shall,’’ im line 13 of section 2 of the proposed committee amendment, 
and strike out also the words “‘ on and afterthe Ist day of July, 1891,”’ 
in lines 4 and 5, and insert the following: 

Communicate to Congress the facts which he shall have ascertained, to the 
end that such duties may be imposed upon the above-recited articles and ex- 
empted from duty by this act as Congress, in view of the failure of reciproca! 
— on the part of any foreign nation or nations, shall determine; so as to 

ead: 

“ Smo. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides provided for in this act are made with a view to secure reciprocal tradc 
with countries producing these articles, and for this purpose whenever and so 
often as the President shall be satisfied that the Government of any country 
producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw and un- 
cured, or any of such articles, iny duties or other exactions upon the ag- 
ricultural or other products of the United States which, in view of the free in- 
troduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States 
he may deem to be procally unequal and unreasonable, he shall communi- 
cate to Congress the facts which he shall have ascertained, to the end that such 
duties may be i upon the above-recited articles and exempted from duty 
by this actas Congresa, in view of the failure of reciprocal action on the part 
of any foreign nation or nations, shall determine.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRicH]? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the roll-call begins, the Chair 
appeals to Senators during its progress to abstain from conversation, in 
order that mistakes may be avoided. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH responded 
to his name, 

Mr. GRAY. I should like tooffer an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from New York, the same amendment that was offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. oe to the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricr | to change the phrase- 
ology in section 2. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Too late. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware had 
risen before the Senator from Rhode Island had responded. The Chair 
therefore recognizes the Senator from Delaware, but he siates to the 
Senator that, an amendment in the second degree being pending, a 
further amendment can not be now received except by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. EVARTS. I understand that the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and accepted by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
does not at all affect the operation of the amendment that I propose. 1! 
am quite willing that the adjustment shall be made either now or a(t- 
erwards. 

Mr. HOAR., That is before yours. It does not touch that part of 
the bill. As I understand, my amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is debate in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itisnot inorder. The roll-call will 
proceed on theamendmentof theSenatortrom New York [Mr. Evarts] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. 

.Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jetsey [Mr. McPrErson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ask if the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAn- 
DERSON ] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with him bya transfer of pairs, and 
theretore I decline to vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 34; as follows: 


Tam paired with the 


YEAS—30, 

Barbour, Butler, Colquitt, Gibson, 
Berry, Cockrel), Rusia, : — 
Blodgett, Coke, Ievarts, Harris, 
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Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Turpie, ase Mad Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I move to strikeout the word ‘*may 
Kenna Ransom, Vanee, Wilson of Sid. | and insert ‘shall ’’ after theword ‘‘he:’’ so as to read, ‘‘ heshall iss 
Morgan Reagan, Vest, | a proclamati 
~~ | & proclamation. 

Pasco, Sanders, Voorhees, At : , . 1 

NAYS—34 Ir. EDMUNDS. That isaname ut beyond the second degre: 

ee a ’ The PRESIDENT pro tem Mohair enowente ts e Senator 
Aldric! Dawes MeMilian, Spooner, “ . Kd Ad i . ‘? I . = Unair suggests to hi SuAato 
All ; Dixon Mitchell, Stewart, from Alabama that thereis an amend nt pending to the bill to which 
Alliso: Edmunds, moose, =~ saat the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont isin the second 

Pere ‘addock, ser, ree and it + Dans m4 . ‘ a" . 
poets ; am Pieree, Weskburn. degree, and it is therefore not now open to further an nen 
Case .. Hawley Platt, Wilson of Lowa, Mr. MORGAN. The Chair, I thought, had snnownced that t 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Wolcott. two amendments would be treated as one quest 
Cullon Hoar, Power, The PRESIDENT pro tempor rhe amendm«s offered |} tl 
Davis Ingalls, Sawyer, . . — i 
- BSENT Senator from Vermont. There are two or three } t 
A BSENT—20. 
. amendment. 
“ - tev. *ettigrew, ‘ ' > 41 . 

Stackburn Faulkner, Jonesof Nevada, Pettig Mr. MOR = ” a b nae Wemmantt 
— Georse, McPherson, Quay, Ir. MORGAN. J Ippo 1 the sé la yr Irom ern i 
Call Hampton, Manderson, Sherman, i cept my sug stion if he is in earnest about the matte: 
Danie! Hearst, Morrill, ae | Mr. EDMUNDS. IfI was at liberty to debate, I would te w 
Farwe! Higgins, Payne, senna I can not accept 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move toamend the amendment proposed by the 
committee as amended, by what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. 


The amendment to the amendment | 


It is proposed to amend the amendment reported | 


by Mr. ALpricu from the Committee on Finance as section 2, by strik- | 


ing out all of lines 1 to 21, inclusive, and lines 49 to 52 inclusive, and 
by adding at the end of line 52 the following: 


Whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any coun- 
try producing the sugar, coffee, tea, hides, and skins, or any of them, in this 
section mentioned, and whence they are exported to the United States, has 
abolished its duties and taxes upon the importation directly from the United 
States of the principal agricultural products of the United States, he may, by 
proclamation, remit the duties imposed by law upon the first before-inentioned 
articles, or any class thereot, produced in and exported direct from any such 


country to the United States, for such period of time as he shall think fit, so | 


long as such products of the United States are admitted free of duty or tax into 
such country, and no longer. 


Mr EDMUNDS. 
“+ hides and skins,”’ to make it conform to the other part of the clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire those words 
to be omitted ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To be omitted. 
connection they now are. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to have the amendment reported once 
more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. On line 1 of the second page of the amendment 
to the amendment, strike out the words ‘‘ hides and skins;’’ so as to 
read: ‘‘ Coffee, tea, or any of them.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
asked that the amendment may be read as it will stand when so modi- 
fied. ‘The Secretary will read it. 

Mr. PLATT. What I desire is to have the section read 
stand if amended as proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands. The 
Chief Clerk will report the amendment as it will stand if modified 
as suggested by the Senator from Vermont. 

The Cuizr CLERK. If the amendment to the amendment beagreed 
to, the original amendment will read: 


They should not be there in the 


a8 10 Wlil 


All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on the 
polariscopic test as follows, namely: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cune juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and « 
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, seven- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of a ds 
gree shown by the polariseopic test, two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound addi 
tions |. 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No 
13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents per pound. 

Ali sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 1) cents 
per pound, 

Al! sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound 

Molasses testing about 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 


what the Senator proposes, 
The PRESIDENT pro t 


pore. The Chair must say that debat 
in violation of the understanding of the Senate. 


Mr. ALLISON. May Lask the effect of this amendment if adopt« 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not feel called 
to make any response to such interrogatories, 
Mr. ALLISON, I rise to a question of orde1 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa 
question of order. 
Mr. ALLISON, In the first place, be making point, ho 


ever, I desire a separate vote on each and every proposition mad 
the Senator from Vermont, and then I desire to as & motion 1 
order now or atany time to amend the amendment of the Senator fr 
Vermont by striking out what he proposes to insert. 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Mr. HARRIS. 
] 


addition 


Chair thinks not 
Is the amendment of the Senator from V¢« 


to the amendment of the Senator from Rhod 


| substitute for it ? 


I modify the amendment by striking out the words 


The Senator from Connecticut has 


Suyar drainings and sugar sweepings shal! besubject to duty cither as molasses | 


or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound, 

On tea, 10 cents per pound. 

Whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied thatany country 
producing the sugar, coffee, tea, or any of them in this section mentioned, and 
whence they are exported to the United States, has abolished its duties and 
taxes upon the importation direct!y from the United States of the principal 
agricultural products of the United States. he may, by proclamation, remit the 


duties imposed by law upon the first before-mentioned articles or any class 


thereof produced in and exported direct from any such country to the United 
States for such period of time as he shall think fit, so long as such products of 
= United States are admitted free of duty or tax into such country, and no 
onger 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that by the amendment section 2, as 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, is stricken out from line 1 
to line 21, inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands, and also 
from lines 49 to 52, inclusive, on the third page of the amendment. 


As a matterof fact these are separate amendments, but if there be no 
objection they will be treated as one question 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore. It is 
a part of the amendment and makes 
omitting portions and adding other 


» modification of it [t adopt 
certain modifications in it by 
words [he Senator from Iowa 
| Mr. ALLISON] demands a separate vote upon the different amend 
ments submitted by the Senator from Vermont. The first will n 
be re porte d at the desk. 

Mr. ALLISON. For the time being, I withdraw my request 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then will be submit 
ted as before stated by the Chair, the various propositions of the + 
ator from Vermont being treated as one question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask for 

The yeas and nays were 
eall the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called 


the yeas and nays. 


ordered; and the Secretary proceede 


I am paired with t 





Senator from New Jersey Mr. McP RSON |. If he were present 
ild vote ‘ yea,’’ 
Che roll-call was « luded 
M DOLPH l am pa red with th om (eo 
Mr. Brown 
in suit y I iuncea-——vée . l i. a ) ) 
( Fd 
VAY 
Al I Kenna 
\ I IcMilla 
All Kus Mander 
Ba Evarts Miteche 
Bat Faulk Moods 
Berry Gib Morgar 
Blodget Gorma Pasco ‘ 
Butle: Ciray Pier \ 
Carlis Ha Pla Vo 
Chand Hat Pe ‘ 
Cockre Ha P ‘ 
Coke ii 5 
Colqu Hoar 
{ Inga) Sand 
Danie J oO Kansa LW) 
A BSE? 
J kbur Dolp Higgin Pet 
Blair, Farwell Jones of Nevada Qua 
i Bro Georve = \" 
Call, Hamptor I 
Case} Hearst Payr 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move toamend the amendment of the Sen 


ator from Rhode Island by striking out, in lines 4and 5, the words ‘‘ on 
and after the Ist day of July, 1891 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
will be stated. 

The Crrer Clerk. Inlined of the proposed amendment, after the 
word “‘ purpose,’’ it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ on and afte: 
the Ist day of July, 1891;”’ so as to read 

That with a view to seeure reciprocal trade with countries producing the fo! 


lowing articles,and for this purpose, whenever and so often asthe Presiden 
shal! be eatisfied, etx 


amendment to the amendmen! 





Ea 


ee Se 
A 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘ noes’ appear to 
prevail, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know that I have any objection to the 
Senator’s amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair did not understand the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He accepts the amendment. That is all right. 
Then I do not ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
state that he accepts the amendment of the Senator from Vermont ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not accept the amendment, but I do not call 
for any division upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont calls for 
the yeasandnays. Are they desired by one-fifth of the Senators present? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the decision of the Chair was that the 
‘ayes’? had it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was interrupted by the | 


call for the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the vote be taken viva voce before the 
yeas and nays are called for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1s the call for the yeas and nays 
withdrawn ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the moment, until the vote can he taken by 
sound, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the pending amendment be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPrrrson ]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the negative). Is the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] reported as voting ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. MANDERSON. IstheSenator{rom West Virginia [Mr, FaAuULK- 
NER] reported as voting ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] under the arrange- 
ment for the transfer of pairs. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 34; as follows: 


YRAS—29. 
Barbour, Colquitt, Gray, Reagan, 
Bate, Daniel, Harris, Vance, 
Berry, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, ustis, Kenna, Voorhees, 
Butler, Evarts, Morgan, Walthall. 
Carlisle, Faulkner, Pasco, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Pugh, 
Coke, Gorman, Ransom, 
NAYS—M. 
Aldrich, Hale, Pierce, Squire, 
Allen, Ilawley, 1 att, Stewart, 
Allison, Iliseock, Viumb, Stockbridge, 
Oasey, Hoar, Power, Teller, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Suey. Washburn, 
Cullom, McMillan, Sanders, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Mitchell, Sawyer, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Moody, Sherman, 
rye, Paddock, Spooner, 
ABSENT—21. 
Blackburn, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Blair, Farwell, McPherson, Turpie, 
Brown, George, Manderson Wilson of Md. 
Mall, Hampton, Morrill, 
Cameron, Hearst, Payne, 
Davis, Higgins, Pettigrew 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GRAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk asa 


substitute for the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, | 


as it now stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator propose to strike 
ont and insert? 

Mr. GRAY. To strike out and insert. 

Mr. GIBSON. I propose to amend the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. I presume a vote will be taken on the amend- 
ment I shall offer before a vote can be taken on a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote on the a to amend 
the part to be stricken out must be taken before the submission of the 
question to strike out and insert. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that a motion to strike out and insert 
has already been voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That does not prevent the consid- 
eration of a motion to strike out and insert something else. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I understand the Senator from Lonisiana proposes, 
not to strike out and insert, but to amend. 

Mr. GIBSON. To amend, not to strike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will decide that question 
when it is presented. The Chair has no information what the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana is. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘The motion heretofore made was to strike out only 


a part. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule does not forbid the con- 
sideration of any motion to strike out and insert. ‘The Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray] proposes to strike ont and insert. The amend- 
ment will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. In lien of the proposed amendment, insert the 
following: 


Sec. —. And the President of the United States is hereby directed, without 
further legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open to 
all the products of any country of the American hemisphere upon which no ex- 
port duties are im , whenever and so long as the Government of such 
country shall admit to the of such country free of all national, provincial 


preserved meats, fish, vegetables and fruits, cotton-seed oil, rice,and other pro- 
visions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, and all other articles of 
wood, agricultural implements and —r mining and mechanical ma- 
chinery, vessels or boats of iron, steel, or wood, structural steel and iron, steel 
rails, locomotives, railway cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, or 
such other products of the United States as may be agreed upon. 


Mr. GIBSON. 1 propose to amend the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island by inserting in Jine 7, after the word ‘‘ sugars,’’ the 
word ‘‘ wool;’’ in line 11, after the word ‘‘ sugar,’’ to insert ‘‘ wool;°’ 
in line 19, on page 2, after the word “‘hides,’’ to insert ‘* wool;’’ and 
on page 3 to insert ‘‘on wool 10 cents a pound,’’ so that the amend- 
ment shall apply to wool as well as sugar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the last observa- 
tion of the Senator from Lonisiana is debate and therefore out of order. 

Mr. GIBSON. I recall it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is glad to hear that. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. I will modify the amendment in line 52, instead of 
saying ‘‘on wool 10 cents a pound,’’ by saying ‘‘on wool as provided 
by existing law.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Louisiana will be treated as one question, if there be no 
objection. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuitz¥y CLERK. On pagel of the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH, 
line 7, after the word “ rs,’’ it is proposed to insert the word 
‘*wool;’’ in line 11, after the word ‘‘sugar,’’ it is proposed to insert 
| ‘“ wool;’’ on page 2, line 19, after the word ‘‘ hides,’’ to insert ‘‘ wool.’’ 
, Mr. GIBSON. And also in line 16, to insert the word ‘‘wool’’ 

after the word ‘ sugar.’’ 

The Carer CLERK. On page 2, line 16, after the word ‘sugar,’ 
insert the word ‘‘ wool;’’ and at the end of the amendment add the 
following: ‘‘on wool as provided hy existing law.” 

| Mr. ALDRICH. Is that amendment in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order, being a proposition 
to amend the part propose: to be stricken out. 

Mr. GIBSON. On that amendment I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I again announce my 
genera! pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE). 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentacky [Mr. BLacknuRN]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. McPrerson] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], 
and vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired with the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
Wotcort]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 38; as follows: 


(State), municipal, and other taxes, flour, corn-meal, and other breadstuffs, 


YEAS—19. 
Rerr Goleaitt: 5 of Ark vou” 
ry, Jolquitt, ones of Arkansas, 

Blodgett, Daniel, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Butler, b Pasco, Walthall. 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pugh, 

NAYS—38, 
Aldrich, Casey. Dawes, Evaris, 
Allen, Chandler, Dixon, e, 
Allison, Coke, Dolph, 
Cameron, Cuollom, Edmunds, Hawley, 
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Higgins, Moody, Sanders, Stockbridge, 
Hiscock, Paddock, Sawyer, Feller, 
Hoar, Pierce, Sherman, Washburn, 
Ingalls, Platt, Spooner, Wilson of lowa. 
MeMillan, Quay, Squire, 
Mitehell, Reagan, Stewart, 
ABSENT—27 

* Cenne Power 
Barbour, Faulkner, Kenna, ‘ 
Blackburn, George, McPherson, Ranson, 
Blair Gorman, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown Gray, Morrill, Turpie, — 
Call,’ Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Hearst, Pettigrew, Woleott. 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
to strike ont and insert, made by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
Gray]. 

Mr. REAGAN. 


I desire to make a personal explanation. Yester- 


day evening it was suggested by the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] | pyc), 


that I had voted against putting a duty upon hides. 
that that was a mistake. 
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| The resalt was announced—yeas 37, nays 28; as 


I answered him | 
My attention is called this morning to the 


RECORD of the 6th instant, in which I am recorded against putting a | 


tax upon the importation of hides. I can not say that the Kecorp is 
wrong, because I am entirely unconscious of the vote, and do not re- 
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follows 
VYRAS . 
Aldrich Frye, Paddoc) Squire 
Allen, ITale, Pierce Stewart, 
Alliso: Hawley, Piatt Stock bridge 
Cameron, Higgins Pilumal Feller,” 
| Casey, Hliseoch Pow: 
j Chandler Hoar, Quay 
} Cullom Ingalls, Sanders 
| Dawes MeMillan Sawyer 
| Dixon, Mitebel Sherma 
Dolph Mood Spoone 
VAYS—28 
Barbour, Colquitt, Gorma } 
| Bate Daniel, Gray Ransor 
Berry, Edmunds llarris Reagatr 
| Batler, Eustis Tones < Arka as, Vance 
Carlisle, Evarts, Kenna Vest, 
|} Cockrell, Faulkner Morgan Walthall 
| Coke Gibson, Pasco, Wilson of Md 
ABSENT—i9 
urn, Davis Jonesof Nevad Pettigrew 
Blair Farwell, McPherson Stanford 
slodgett, Creorge, Manderso rurpie, 
Brown Hampto: Morrj Voorhees 
Call Hearst Payne 


member how I voted; but I only know that I have always been in favor | 
of areasonable duty on hides, and if I cast that vote it must have been | 


because I did not understand what the question was before the Senate. 
I do not know whether I so voted or not. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] to strike out and in- | 


sert. 

Mr. GORMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE. ]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name wascalled). I transfer my pair with 
the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. McPHerson] to the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power], and | vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. As theSenator from Montana | Mr. Powrr] has en- 


I am paired with the Sen- 


lam paired with 


tered the Chamber since I announced the transfer of my pair to him, | 


I now beg to transfer my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McPHERsON | to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and my vote 
may stand. 

Mr. POWER. I vote “ nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nafs 38: as follows: 


YEAS—26. 


Barbour, Coke, Harris, Vance, 
Bate, Colquitt, Kenna, Vest, 
Berry, Daniel, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Pasco, Walthall, 
Butler, Gibson, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Gray, Reagan, 
NAYS--38., 

Aldrich, Evarts, Moody, Spooner 
Allen, rye, Paddock, Squire, 
Allison, Hale, Pierce, Stewart, 
Casey Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Higgins, Plumb, Teller, 
Oullom, Hiscock, Power, Washburn, 
Dawes, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Iowa 
Dixon, Ingalls, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Dolph, Me Millan, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Sherman, 

A BSENT—20. 
Blackburn, Davie, Hearst, Morrill, 
Blair, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, 
Brown, Farwell, Jonesof Nevada, Pettigrew, 
Oall, George, McPherson, Stantord, 
Cameron, Hampton, Manderson, Turpie 


So the amendmedt to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode -Island [ Mr. 
ALDRICH]. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON 
from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
Mississippi [Mr. Grorar]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I announces my pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLackruRN]. Ifhe were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


] to the Senator | 


I announce my pair with the senior Senator from | Carlisie. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’ | Cockrel! 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer what I send to the desk 
paragraph, to come in at the end of Schedule E 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The CHTEF CLERK. On page 54, after paragraph 226, at the end ol 
| Schedule E, it is proposed to add the following 


as an additional 


That the provisions of Schedule E and of paragraph No, 708 of the free-list 
of this act, providing terms for the admission of imported sugars and molasses 
and for the payment of a bounty on sugars of domestic production, shall take 
effect on the Ist day of March, 1891: Provided, That on and after the Ist day « 
| tebruary, |891,and prior to the lst day of March, 1891, sugars may be refined in 
bond without payment of duty, and such refined sugars may be transported in 


| bond and stored in bonded warehouse at such points of destination as are pro 


| vided in existing laws relating to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods 
in bond, under such rules and 


regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secre 
tary of the Treasury. 


Mr. GIBSON. I move, in the first portion of the amendment, to 
strike out ‘‘ March”’ and insert ‘* July.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed, aiter the words ‘‘ Ist day of,’ 
to strike out ‘‘ March’’ and insert ‘‘ July;’’ so as to read: 

That the provisions of Schedule E and of paragraph No, 708 of the free-list of 
this act, providing terms for the admission of imported sugar and molasses and 
| for the payment of a bounty on sugars of domestic production, shall take effe« 

on the Ist day of July, 1891: Provided, That on and after the Ist day of February, 
1891, and prior to the Ist day of July, 1891, sugars may be refined in bond, ete. 

Mr. GIBSON. Instead of the ‘‘ Ist day of July,’’ I will make that 
‘the Ist day of June,’’ and insert ‘‘ the existing law.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair requests the Senator to 
send up his amendment in writing, so that it may be correctly stated. 

Mr. GIBSON, I send up the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK, 

| to make it read: 

rhat the provisions of Schedule E and of paragraph number 708 of the free 
liat of this act, providing terms for the admission of imported sugars and mo 
lasses and for payment of a bounty on sugars of domestic production, shall take 
effect on the Ist day of June, 1891: Provided, That on and after the Ist day of 
February, 1891, and prior to the Ist day of June, 1891, sugars may be refined in 
| bond without payment of duty, and such refined sugars may be transported in 
| bond and stored in bonded warehouse at such points of destination as are pro 
vided in existing laws relating to the immediate transportation of dutiable 
} goods in bond under euch rules and regulation sshall be prescribed by the 
| Seeretary of the Treasury 

And add the following 

That the existing tariff law in resne fs 
Ist day of July, 189! 

Mr. GIBSON. 
amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered: 
the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair with 

| the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPurrson ] to the Senator from 

Nevada [Mr. JoNEs] and vote “‘ nay 

lhe roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I inquire if the vote of the Senator from Minnesota 
[ Mr. DAvis] is recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. TURPIE. Then I withhold my vote. Iam paired with him. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 

The result was announced 


It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 


wars shali remain in force until the 


1 ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment to the 


wd the Secretary proceeded to call 


yeas 28, nays 54: as follows 


YEAS —28, 


Bate, Eustis, K enna, Ranson 
Butler, Faulkner Morgan, Reagan, 
Gibson, Paddock Vance, 
Gorman, Pasco, Vest, 
Coke, Gray, Piumb, Voorhees 
Colquitt, Harris, Pugh, Walthall, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Wilson of Md 
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NAYS—34. 
Aldrich Evarts, Mitehe!l! Squire, 
Alle: Frye, Moody, Stewart, 
Allison Hale, Pierce, Stockbridge, 
Camcron Hawley Platt, Teller, 
Case Higgins Power, Washburn, 
Chandles Hiscock Sanders, Wilson of lowa, 
Cullom Hoar, Sawyer, Wolcott 
Dawes Ingalls, Sherman 
Dixo McMillan Spooner 

ABSENT—22 

Barl ! Call Hampton Payne, 
Kerr) Davis Hearst, Pettigrew 
Blackburn Dolph, Jones of Nevada Stanford 
Blair Edmunds McPherson, Turpie 
Blodgett Farwell, Manderson 
Brown George, Morrill, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricn]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I offer what I send to the desk as an additional | 


ection, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK, It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 


low lig 

Sic, 36. That all special taxes shall become due on the Ist day of July, 1891, 
and ou the Ist day of July in each yearthereafter, or on commenucingany trade 
or business on which such tax is imposed, In the former case the tax shall be 
reek«oved for one year; and in the latter case it shail be reckoned proportion- 
ately ym the first day of the menth in which the liability to a special tax com- 
menced to the lst day of July following 


Special-tax stamps may be issued for the months of May and June, 1891, upon 
payment of the amountof tax reckoned proportionately under the laws now in 
force, and such stamps which have been or may be issued for the period ending 
April %, 1990, may, upon payment of one-sixth of the amount required to be paid 
for such stamps for one year, be extended until July 1, 1891, under such regula- 
tions 9s may be preseribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 463 (457 of the old print), on page 111, 
I wish to offer an amendment after the word “animal,” in line 3, by 
inserting the words ‘‘ of the female sex; ’’ then striking out, in line 4, 
aiter the word ‘‘ free,’’ the word ‘‘except’’ and inserting the word 
**nnless and in line 5, striking out the word ‘the ’’ before ‘‘ hook ”’ 
and inserting ‘‘a,”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clanse will be read as it is pro- 
posed to be amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


157. Any animal imported specially for breeding purposes shall be admitted 
free: Provided, That no such animal of the female sex shall be admitted free 
unless it be pure bred of a reeognized breed, and has been duly registered in a 
book of reeord established for that breed. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move also to strike out the words ‘‘ has been,’’ 
in line 5, 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend further, so as to read 

And duly registered in a book of recorfl established for that purpose. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be considered 
as one question, if there be no objection. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iofferanadditionalsection, which Isend to thedesk, | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The Cuimr CLERK. It is proposed to add a new section as follows: 


That section 20 of the act entitled “An act to simplify the laws in relation to 


the collection of the revenues, approved June 10, 1890," is hereby amended to 
read as follows 


“That any merchandise deposited in bond in any public or private bonded 
warehouse may be withdrawn for consumption within three years from the 
date of original importation on payment of the duties and char to which it 
may be subject by law at the time of such withdrawal): Prov . That nothing 
herein shall affect or impair existing provisions of law in regard to the disposi- 
tion of perishable or explosive articles.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 96, paragraph 392, of the old print, there 
is a misprivt in the copy of the bill as reprinted. ‘The word “‘caps”’ 
as printed should be ‘* cops.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what page is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 96 of the original bill and page 99 of the 
reprinted bill. In the amendment inserted at the suggestion of the 
Committee on Finance there is a misprint, and the word ‘caps ’’ is 
printed tor the word ‘‘cops.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The manuscript is correct. The 
error occurred in the type. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The correction will be made. 


The Cuter CLERK. On page 54, before the amendment already 
agreed to, after paragraph 226, it is proposed to insert the following: 
Maple sirup, 20 eents per gallon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the first page of the bill, line 3, I move to fill 
the blank with the word ‘‘October,”’ the word ‘‘ July’’ having been 
stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 1, line 3, itis proposed to fill the blank 
by inserting the word ‘‘ October;’’ so as to read: 

That on and after the Ist day of October, 1890, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid upon all articles imported from foreign countries, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There should be inserted on the same page, after 
the date ‘‘1890,”’ in line 4, the words ‘‘ unless otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On pagel, in line4, after the date ‘‘1890,’’ it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘ unless otherwise specially provided for in this 
act;’’ soas to read : 


That on and after the ist of October, 1890, unless otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles 
inported from foreign countries, and mentioned in the schedules herein eon- 
tained, the rates of duty which are, by the schedules and paragraphs, respect 
ively prescribed, namely. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 110, at the commencement of the free-list, 
after the words ‘‘Sec. 2,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘On and after 
the first day of October.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 110, line 15, atter the words ‘‘ Sec. 2,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘On and after the Ist day of October, 1890;’’ 
| so as toread : 


Sec. 2. On and after the ist day of October, 1890, the following articles when 
imported shall be exempt from duty. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer there the same amendment which was in- 
serted on page 1: 4‘ unless otherwise specially provided for in this act.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause will be reported as it will 
read if amended. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to read: 

Sec. 2. On and after the ist day of October, 1890, unless otherwise specially 


provided for in this act, the following articles when imported shall be exempt 
from duty. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After paragraph 421 of the old print of the bill, 
on page 103, I move to insert a new paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 103 of the old print, after line 20, it is 
proposed to insert: 

Giass beads, loose, unthreaded or unstrung, 10 per eent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that in paragraph 703, on the free-list, the 
committee amendment has not yet been adopted. The committee’s 
amendment in Schedule E was adopted, but my impression is that 
| paragraph 703 has not been acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed over when Schedule 
E was under consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that that paragraph may now be acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Finance 
Committee will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In paragraph 703, the Committee on Finance 
propose to amend in line 21, page 130, after the word ‘‘number,’’ by 
striking out ‘‘sixteen’’ and inserting ‘‘ thirteen;’’ so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

703. Sugars, all not above No. 13 Dutch standard incolor, all tank bottoms, al! 
sugar drainings and sugar sweepings, sirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated 
melada, and eonerete and concentrated molasses, and molasses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays upon that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks that on 
this question the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COGKRELL. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the proposition of amendment before the Sen- 
ate propose to put sugar between No. 16 and No. 13 on the free-list ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will again read the 
amendment pro by the committee. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGLNS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 





Mr. ALDRICH. 1 offer an amendment tocome in after line 19, on | Senator from New Jersey (Mr. McPHersown}. 


page 54. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I understand the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], with whom I am paired, 
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I therefore feel at lib- Pt 





























would vote ‘‘yea’’ on this question, if present. a A BSENT—2 
hd is ampto »e 
erty to vote, and I vote ‘ ‘ yea,’ Bi, ee He ao Pett 
> ‘ rs ere 
The roll-cal! was concluded, and the result was announced—yeas BR Fare iexine Platt 
nays 25; as follows: B Geor McePhers Spor 
oy : Ca (ror \ = 
: YEAS— Conthe > on landerso Stan 
Aldrich Dixon, Ingalls, Powe: De ly h Ha j 
Allen. Evarts unas of Nevada, Quay, So the amendment was ecte 
. aia Faulkner enna, teagan ee aa : : 
f moe Frye, ; McMillan, Sanders Mr. PLUMB i move to ins , Lad t lo 
= Oameron, Gibson Manderson, Squire, | ing 
Cerlisle Gray, Paddock Ste wart | Ss If ur : 
4 Casey. Hale, Pasco Sto wridg | sence in : ipo process ) L appear, 
é oh il Hiscock, Piatt, Washt | the tisfaction of any circuit or dist: \ that 
% Jhandler, noe Plumb | Manufacture an i production or distr . p 
: Dawes oar, 7 ion or of the articles domes snufa and yt iv wi 
= NAYS—25 an imported article comes into competit trolled by as 
- | a 2 ilies ‘ ; ‘ 
Allison Davis. Pugh, Voorhees }! ran, ‘ rind vi lua ,or by any combina i ‘ rm ‘ | ati 
Bate 4 Harris, Ransom, Waltha hi =e Z . RENTERS GF gaged in the an A p! _ . a. SO, © — 
Berry Jones of Arkansas, Sherman Wilson of Iowa } tion = = . domest Article, SO as to produ . — < _ . , sce 
” Cockrell, Mitchell, Spooner, Wo t ; na ys Soe establisament of ar ‘ preseribed } etors art 
q Coke. Moody, Teller | ‘ dadomest , - snufacture or producti« 1€ arvDl a and a i restr 
Colquitt, Morgan, Vance ; Sto shithemn ton tt of the — ; Salo OF 8 spens 
; Pierce. Vest } competition i 12 Saie, distridbulk buia rm or } . su 
Cullom, _— ; mestic articies, then the mporter ipet 
\BSENT—21 to receive his goods free from dut : 
Barbour Dolph, Hampton Payne i ny importer desiring to pt ire tl 1dmissio f imported art free 
. - _ me hereinbefore cor piated inay tie sp \ el i ) ri< 
Blackburn, Edmunds Hawle Pettigrew ; a . : : : ad ; 
Blair, Eustis, Hearst, Saw yer, eae av a wer os a rey ae - ee eee ed pepe ny Oe 
Brown Farwell, Higgins, Stanford, “ cee eae ce peter almanac a 
Cal! George, McPherson lurpie bs ‘ . Heh He shai Arnie a or cae persons, ii s rp \ 
; G an. Morrill Wilson of } ry h 1 tO exercise such control, or » be engaged in such cormbinat or ag 
Daniel, a fort on of Md ment asis hereinbefore named; and notice of the filing of such petition shall 
So the amendment was agreed to. be given to said persons, firms, and corporations; a copy ofthe said petition sha 
Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to state that I was called out to send | *!8e be served on the distr attorney of the United States for t sist 
; . F x ~ which such proceeding is commenced and it shall be the i anid « 
i an important dispatch during the time the vote was being taken, and | 4, to appear and defend th neste of the G eae 
only reached the Chamber atter the result was announced. If present Uni and all pr lings i spect of th A pz 
] l < e pul es be 
I should have voted ‘‘ yea.’ rT oe ; : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is stillopen to amendment | witi, sureties to be woreved br the < soak incr aias seee ‘ 
as in Committee of the W hole. le ed herein t pon the articles imported, and all costs of px t 
Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment to come in as a separate sec- | COUT, If he shall fall to establish to the satisfaction of the court that such 
‘ mestic articles are controlled as this act s fied: and upon the f iwo 
tion. i ae a | bond, he shall be entitled to the de ery of such imported goods from the « 
The PRESIDENT pio t mpore. ‘The amendment will be read. tom-house without the } of dut 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert as new sections the fol oop Pee SnD See eee of said pet the court shall adjudge that 
lowing: said goods are entitled to admission free of duty as herein contemplated, s 
‘ , ig of the court shall operate as a discharge of liability © payn t 
Sec. —. That on and after the Ist day of July, 1891, there shal! be annually “ - ; abies, and from the proper po 1 of obligat ito 
levied, collected, and paid, under such regulations and forms as may be pre- oo ' ; ‘= ond t ! 
; . : es 3 ’ » irisdiction is hereby given to such co s to hear and tern eth i 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, by and with the approval of hens ate meneitied dite P ane een a 
the Secretary of the Treasury, a tax of 3 per cent. upon the dividends, including | ( We. anon the docket: and such cause Se ae eer eee 
i interest, on al] bonds, whether cash, scrip, stock, or otherwise, of all corpora- | {))'" ad t os ara ty sage coal eee a ae : 
. tions, of whatever character or*nature, transacting business under corporate | © ahaa alien : = — ae : a a os 
functions authorized or to be authorized by any law, Federal, State, county, | ” If the: atin ole fail to ests sh to the satisfaction of the court the { 
Territorial, or municipal, which tax shall be anrfually collected from the said herein - med. u oie oo rich the eae is to be r ¥ i _ os tl apelin dee 
corporations: Provided, That ail dividends so made liable to said tax, other | of dake tame inbe Ree ena t dine a . owe aici cesandions yt we - 
than cash dividends, shall be estimated at the actual value thereof. | aauinnh Ghoantd eutiel mete yy Aten: Vonametig: 1 at Hoey Saag eel ate goers 
Sec. —. That it shall pe the duty of every such corporation to make due re- | Getice to which ani So a ae cent Seay cpl esecalee he ales poe n te eat 
turns of all dividends, in such form and manner as may be prescribed by the lino teereio a hy a ae Mea ae teagan! po Rape ne 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and in default ef such returns, it shall be | *) > “¥ = en ae acleneanmied ee — 
lawful for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make estimate thereof ne ee 
upon the best information he cah obtain. And for any neglect or refusal to The PRESIDENT pro 7 on" Che question is on agreeing to 1 


make said returns or payment thereupon, any such corporation so in default 
shal! pay a penalty of $l. 000, in addition to other penalties and forfeitures pre- 
scribed by law for violation of internal-revenue provisions. 

Src. That it-shall be lawful for said corporations to withhold from the 
beneticiary or beneficiaries of any such dividend or dividends the amount of 
tax so levied and to be collected and paid under the provisions hereof 


; amendment proposed = the Sen: ato r from Kansas. 
| Mr. GORMAN. On that I call for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were order und the Secretary proceed 
the roll. 


d to ca 





: 


| 
; | Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with tl. 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment | Senator from New Jersey | Mr. McPHERSON | 
of the Senator from Kansas. | Mr. PLATT (when his name was called I am paired with the 
Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. | Senator from Virginia [Mr. BArBour] 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to} The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yea 
call the roll. ' | 27, nays 33; as follows 
Mr. PLATT (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- YEAS—2; 
F ator from Virginia [Mr. BarBour]. Ido not see him in his seat, and | Bat Colquitt Jonesof Arkansas, Pu 
. i Vv ‘ | Berry Daniel, Kenna, Ransom 
the refore I withhold my ote | Blackburn Faulkner Mors ~ Reagan, 
Che roll-call was concluded. Butler, Gaon. Da Adoakt Tonen. 
Mr. DOLPH, I announce my pair with the senior Senator from | Carlisle, Gorman Pasco, Walthall 
Gecrgia [Mr. Brown]. a ne, Pine we Wilson of Md 
. . “ > - ‘“ ce, arris umbdD 
: Mr. WALTUALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire | o 
if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] is recorded. NATS-—S 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. | — a - aoe Rock beta 
rr e - . n, oOlp Manderson Stock bridge, 
Mr. WALTHALL. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired with Alliean. ae Mitchell. din 5 
him. Blodgett Frye, Moody Washburn 
yeas 26, nays 31; as follows: — oe oe vynnee of Bows, 
ase} BCOCK it ay vo ) 
YEAS—426. Cullom Hoar, Sanders 
i Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer 
Bate, Faulkner, Morgan, Turpie, Dawe ~ Jones of Nevada, Spee ue 
Berry, Gibson, Paddock Vance, i 
Bui ler, Harris, Pasco, Vest, ABSENT—24 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Voorhees, Barbo Eustis Higgins, Sherman 
loke, Kenna, Pugh, Wilson of Md. Blair Farwell McPherson Squire ; 
Iquitt, Mitchell, Ransom, Ms George Morrill Stanfor 
: Brown rg forril anford, 
Daniel, Moody, Reagan, Call, Hale Payne, Turpie 
NAYS—31. ean d eee on a W Fores 
Aldrich, Davis, Ingalls, Squire, ae 
an. Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, | So the amendment was rej ec ted. 
ison, Dixon, MeMillan, Stockbridge | Mr. PLUMB, I move to add at the end of the bill the following 
Blodgett, Evarts, Power, Teller, ) cael aecah : dd at the end of the bill the following 
Cameron, Frye, Quay, Washburn, additional section 
ney Hawley, Sanders, Wilson of Iowa, Sr That a comm 1 is hereby created and established, to be known as 
ndier, H k, Sawyer, Wolcott. | the customs commission, to be composed of five disinterested persons to be ap 
liom, Hoar. Sherman, | pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen 
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The commissioners appointed under this act shall continue in office six years, 
respectively, from the date of their respective appointments, and until their 
successors respectively are appointed and qualified by the President, for terms 
of six years, except that any person chosen to fill a vacancy shall be appointed 
only for the unexpired term of the commissioner whom he shall succeed. Any 
commissioner may be removed by the President for inefficiency, neglect of duty, 
or malfeasance in office, No more than three of the commissioners shall be 
appointed from the same political party. No vacancy in the commission shall 
impair the right of the remaining commissioners to exercise all the powers of 
the commission. The salary of such commissioners shall be at the rate of $7,000 
perannaum, They shall be entitled, in addition, to compensation for actual trav- 
eling and other necessary expenses in the discharge of their duties, They shall 
choose one of their own number to be the president of the commission. They 
shall have power to employ a clerk, a stenographer, and a messenger, and, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, such other clerical assist- 
ants as sball be necessary to the performance of their duties, and at such rates 
of compensation as they may establish, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Their salaries, expenses, and the compensation of the clerk, 
stenographer, messenger, and suc f additional! clerical force as may thus be em- 
ployed stall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, upon the auditing of the same, according to the usual course, in the 
‘Trensury Department. 

Sree That the commission shall establish its permanent office at the city 
of Washington, where it shall be atall times, in the usual course of business, 
ready to hear or receive oral or written testimony upon all the specific subjects 
mentioned in this act, and generally upon everything relating directly or indi- 
rectly to custome duties and revenue. 

Bec . That it shall be the duty of the said commissien to examine into and 
ascertain the average price of commodities imported into the United States, 
both at wholesale and retail in the United States, and both in the United States 
and in the foreign places of production, sale, or shipment, for the period of 
twelve months preceding and twelve months following any change in the rate 
of customs duties imposed upon such commodities, and this inquiry shall be 
carried back for a period of twenty-five years, and more, if deemed advisable 
by such commission, and shallextend to all facts relating to demand and sup- 
ply, domestic and foreign, which tend to influence prices of such commodities, 

foreign and domestic, and to aid in determining the true effect of the import 
duty or of the change therein, in the several cases, upon domestic and foreign 
prices and upon productions of the same or of other commodities, upon rev- 
enue, upon immigration, upon profits of capital rates of wages, and the general 
welfare. 

Recond. To ascertain the amounts in quantity and value of the importation 
of the principal commodities during each of said periods of twelve months pre- 
ceding and succeeding any such change in customs duties. 

Third. To ascertain, as far as practicable, the quantity and value of the same 
or similar commodities produced in the United States during the same respect- 
ive periods, 

Fourth. To ascertain whether in any and what instances the particular rates 
of customs duties have operated to increase or diminish production in the 
United States and to cause a reduction of the first cost of articles produced for 
consumption, and what other causes, if any, have operated similarly. 

Fifth. To ascertain in what particulars rates of customs duties existing from 
time to time operate injuriously or favorably to the development and increase 
of American manufactures and productions, or operate injuriously or favor- 
ably to the consumers of such manufactured articles and productions in respect 
of causing or contributing tothe payment of unreasonable prices by consumers, 
or the removal or reduction of the same. 

Sixth, Toascertain the effect of the customs duties upon the price of agri- 
cultural productions of the country and their sale in United States markets and 
theire nsumption in the United States. 

Seventh. To ascertain the effect of such customs duties, both actual and rela- 
tive, in respect of the employment and the payment of remunerative wages, 
both actual and relative, to labor in the United States, and a comparison of the 
same with the labor and wages in other countries. 

Lighth. To consider the effect of customs duties, or the absence of them, upon 
the agrioeultural, commercial, manufacturing, mining, and other industrial in- 
teresis of the people of the United States, 

Ninth, To ascertain and compare the actual cost and the selling price, both 
at wholesale and retail, of similar manufactured commodities, reduced to Amer- 
ican weights, measures, and money, in the United States and elsewhere. 

Tenth. To ascertain the growth and development of the principal manufact- 
uring? industries affected by the tariff schedules in England, France,Germany, 
Belgium, and the United States for the last twenty-five years; and to ascer- 
tain the relative cost of transportation in those countries and the United States, 

Sree That for the purpose of such inquiries and investigations the com- 
mission may visitany part of the United States, and by public notice or other- 
wise invite tostimony and information from all persons interested. They may 
from time to time also delegate one of their number to visit foreign countries 
to make investigation respecting the labor and industries of those countries 
whenever such investigation may be necessary to promote the objects of the 
commission, and they may require information concerning the labor and in- 
dustries of foreign countries from consular or other agents of the United States 
in those countries, and such agents shall furnish the information so required 
promptly and without charge. 

Sxee.—. That the commission shall report its proceedings in respect of the mat- 
ters hereinbefore in this act mentioned, together with the statistics and evidence 
upon which ite report is based, together with recommendations for changes in 
customs dues which they may deem advisable and necessary, and the ground 
upon which its conclusions concerning such changes have been reached, to Con- 
gress, in the month of December in each year. Itshall cause the testimony and 
statistics taken and obtained in respect of the matters in this act mentioned to 
be printed from time to time and distributed to members of Congress by the 
Public Printer, and also shall cause to be printed for the use of Congress 2,000 
copies of its annual report, together with statistics and testimony hereinbefore 
mentioned, It is hereby made the duty of the Public Printer to execute the 
printing provided for in this act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. Bar- 
nour]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. TI announce my pair with the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Groree}. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Aldrich, Danie}, Frye, Hiscock, 
Alten, Davis, Hale, I Is, 
Allison, Dawes, Harris, McMillan, 
Casey, Dixon, Hearst, Mitchell, 
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Moody, Plamb, Sanders, Stockbridge, 
Morgan, Power, Spooner, Washburn, 
Paddock, Pugh, Squire, Wilson of Iowa, 
Pierce, Quay, Stewart, 
NAYS—30. 

tate, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Turpie, 
Berry, Dolph, Kenna, Vance, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Pasco, Vest, 
Butler, Evarts, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Reagan, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Sawyer, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Iloar, Sherman, 
Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Teller, 

ABSENT—23. 

Barbour Callom, Hampton, Payne, 
Blair, Eustis, Hawley, Pettigrew, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Higgins, Piatt, 
Brown, George, McPherson, Stanford, 
Call, Gorman, Manderson, Wilson of Md, 
Chandler, Gray, Morrill, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to insert at the end of paragraph 227, on page 
tud provided further, That the duty on leaf-tobacco suitable for cigar wrap- 

pers shall not take effect until July 1, 1891. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Seuator from Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still open to amendment 
as in Committee of the Whole. If there be no further amendments as 
in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having made sundry amendments 
thereto, the question in the Senate is upon concurring in the amend- 
ments made to the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to reserve a separate vote on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] a few moments 
ago, which was just adopted. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maryland reserves 
for a separate vote the amendment last adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. A good many votes were carried in Committee of the 
Whole viva voce, and perhaps it would not be fair to have them all 
adopted inalump. I suggest, therefore, that the amendments be called 
in their order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator to withdraw that request. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is debate, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will consume—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Rhode Island that these proceedings have to be without debate. 
The Chair understands the Senator trom Kansas to demand that the 
amendments be separately stated. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, I do not do that.. I wish to reserve one or two 
amendments. I offered one amendment, but I have no printed copy of 
it; it was not printed, in fact. I wish to reserve a vote in the metal 
schedule on tin-plate. I do not think I care to reserve any other. J 
shall offer some amendments at the proper time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The tin-plate amendment will be re- 
served. Are there further reservations ? 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to reserve the amendment just offered by 
me. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘That is an amendment which can be offered in the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was rejected, and 
therefore no reservation can be made. Itcan be renewed in the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to reserve the amendment striking out the 
internal-revenue sections so far as they concern tobacco. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further reserved amend- 
ments? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to reserve the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island on the subject of what is called reciprocity, 
and which contains the provision that the thing is not to go into effect 
until the Istof July, 1891. I donot know what sectionitis. I think 
it is section 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Vermont reserves 
the reciprocity amendment, socalled. Are there further reservations? 
‘That there may be no mistake or misunderstanding, the reservationg 
will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


By Mr. GorMAN, the amendment of Mr. PLUMB relating to a customs com- 
mission, 

By Mr. Pius, duty on tin-plate. f 

By Mr. DANIEL, internal-revenue sections on tobacco. 

By Mr, Epuvunps, the reciprocity amendment. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there further amendments to be 
reserved ? 
Mr. VEST. I desire to reserve the amendment on page 130, para- 
graph 703, striking out “‘ 16°’ and inserting ‘‘13’’ before the words 
* Dutch standard.”’ 
The PRESIDENT pro(cmpore. The Senator from Missouri reserves 
the amendment in paragraph 703, page 130, line 21, striking out‘' 16" 
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and inserting ‘‘13.’’ Are there further reservations? If there be no 
further reservations, shall the question be taken on concurring In the 
Senate in the amendments made asin Committee of the Whole in gross ? 
Is the Senate ready for the question? [Putting the question.] The 
ayes appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the amendments, with 
the exception of those heretofore reserved, are concurred in in the Senate. 
The Secretary will now read the first amendment reserved. It is the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB], creat- 
ing a customs commission. Shall it be read again at length? 

Mr. GORMAN. Itis not necessary to read it. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on concurring in the amendment. ae 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, on which the yeas 
and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi{Mr.GrorGce]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘* yea,’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name wascalled). I am paired with theSen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. It he were present, I should vote 
** nay.’’ é' 

Mr, WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson }. 

The roll-call was concluded. ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
to know whether the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is re- 
corded, 

The PRESIDENT pro le mpore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then Iask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws his vote. 

The resu!t was announced—yeas 31, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 


I am 


Aldrich, Frye, Moody, Sanders, 
Allen, Hale, Morgan, Sawyer, 
Allison, Harris, Paddock, Spooner, 
Casey, Hiscock, Pierce, Squire, 
Cullom Ingalls, Plumb, Ste wart, 
Davis. Jones of Nevada, Power, Stockbridge, 
Dawes MeMillan, Pugh, Washburn. 
Dixon Mitchell, Quay, 
NAYS—29. 

Bate, Dolph, Hoar, Vance, 
Berry, KEdmands, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Kenna, Voorhees, 
Butler, Faalkner, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Coke, Gray, Reagan, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Sherman, + 
Daniel, Hearst, Turpie, 

ABSENT—24. 
Barbour, Carlisle, Hampton, Pettigre w, 
Blackburn, Chandler, Higgins, Platt, 
Blair, Eustis, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Farwell, Manderson, Teller, 
Call, George, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cameron, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. It was reserved generally as the amendment concerning 
tin-plate. As the Senator from Kansas has made this reservation, 
will he please indicate the particular amendment on which he desires 
the vote to be taken ? 

Mr. PLUMB. 


at 100 per cent. 


Mr. HARRIS. Thatamendment was not agreed to in Committee of 


the Whole, I think. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to move the amendment. I was mistaken 
in regard to what was parliamentarily necessary that I might have a 
vote on it. I merely wish to offer it. 

The PRESIDENT pvo tempore. The question will be first taken on 
the reserved amendment, and the bill will then be open to amendment 
in the Senate. The next reserved amendment will be reported. Will 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] be good enough to indicate 
the sections stricken out upon which he desires a vote to be taken ? 

Mr. DANIEL. From section 25, on page 150, to section 36, on page 
159, inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the ques- 
tion will be taken upon these several amendments in gross. Sections 
25 to 36, inclusive, having been stricken out as in Committee of the 
Whole, shall theamendments striking out these paragraphs be concurred 
in in the Senate? 

Mr. DANIEL. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be stated. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Virginia desires a 


vote on concurring in the action of the Senate as in Committee of the 
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Whole, striking out sections 25 to 36, inclusive, beginning on page 150 
and ending on page 160. 

Mr. PASCO, The question is on the adoption of the committee 
amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tcmpore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, striking out the sec- 
tions. An affirmative vote will leave the sections e!iminated from the 
bill; a negative vote will reinstate them. The roll will be called on 
concurring in the amendments. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBouR}. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announce? 
36, nays 25; as follows: 


{ am paired with the 


YEAS—36, 


Aldrich, Dixon, Ingalls, Quay, 
Allen, Dolph, Jones of Nevada Sanders 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Evarts, Manderson, Spoone 
Casey, Frye, Mitchell Squire, 
Chandler, Hale, Moody, Stewart, 
Culiom, Hawley Pierce, Teller, 
Davis, Hiscock, Plumb, Washburn, 
Dawes, Hloar Power, Wilson of Iowa 
NAYS—25 

Bate, Colquitt Kenna, Vest, 
Berry, Daniel, Morgan, Voorhees 
Blackburn, Faulkner Pasco, Walthall, 
Butler, Gibson, Ransom, Wilson of Ma 
Carlisle, Gray, Reagan, 
Cockrell, Harris, ‘Turpie, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

ABSENT—2. 
Barbour, Farwell, McPherson, Pugh, 
Blair, George, Morrill, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Paddock, Stanford, 
Brown, Hampton, Payne, Stockbridge 
Call, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Eustis, Higgins, Platt, 


So the amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment in 
order is the one suggested by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] 
upon the reciprocity subject. The Senator will please indicate the par- 
ticular amendment on which he desires a vote to be taken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, which is marked in his printed proposition as sec 
tion 2. Ido not ask to have it read over again, but I only wish (and 
I can say no more, for it would be debate) to move to strike out inthe 
amendment agreed to as in the Committee of the Whole these words 

On and after the Ist day of July, 1891. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The Chief Clerk will report the amend 
ment. 

The Curer CLERK. In lines 4 and 5 of the amendment agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole it is moved to strike out the words: 

On and after the Ist day of July, 1891. 


Mr. CARLISLE. 
not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I thought the Senator from Rhode Island accepted 
an amendment striking out those words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to amend in the Senate the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole by striking out the words which have just been read. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Wouldit be possible now to reserve an amendment 
not heretofore reserved ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can move to reconsider. 

Mr. PLUMB, Then [shall move to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment having been re- 
| served, and the amendment to the amendment having been rejected, 
the question recurs in the Senate upon concurring in the amendment 
| made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is subject to amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is subject toamendment. The 
| question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee 
| of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now to be taken is 
upon concurring in the Senate in the amendment known as the reci- 
procity amendment, offered by the Senator from Rhode Island and agreed 
to as in Committee ef the Whole. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

| Mr, PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
| with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBoUR], who has been obliged 
to leave the Chamber; but hedid so upon my information that I felt that 
I must vote upon these reciprocity amendments, and therefore I vote 
‘*yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 


They were stricken out in committee, were they 
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M:. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). I have 
vote | ‘‘nay,’’ but I note the absence of the Senator from Nebraska 
{[M: MANDERSON] and I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

‘i.e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
drav 1 his vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce that Iam paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 





The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 29; 2s follows 
YEAS—38 
Aldrich Dolph Mitchel! Sherman 
Allen, Frye, Moody, Spooner 
Allison Hale Paddock Squire, 
Cameroi Hawley Pierce Stewart, 
Oner Hiscock Piatt, Stockbridge, 
Chandk Iloar Plumb Teller, 
Ounllom Ingalls Powe! Washburn, 
Dav Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wilson of lowa 
Daw.s McMillan, Sanders, 
Dixon Manderson Sawyer 
NAYS—29. 
Baik Colquitt Harris, Vance 
Ber Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 


Voorhees, 
Walthall, 


Blackburn 
Blod zett 


Edmunds Morgan 
Evarts, Pasco, 


Butler, Faulkner Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Carlisie Gibson, Ransom, 
Cock rel Gorman, Reagan, 
Coke Ciray rurpie 
ABSENT—17 
Barbour Farwell Kenna, Stanford, 
Biai George McPherson Wolcott 
Brown, Hampton Morrill : 
Cal) Hearst, Payne, 
Eustis, Higgins Pettigrew 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to amend, on page 124, after line 21—— 

Mr. PLATT. I thought there was a reservation on tin-plate. 

Me. ALDRICH. Have the reserved amendments been disposed of? 

Tie PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Chair was about to state 
that the Senate has not yet acted on all the reserved amendments. The 
next reserved amendment, on page 130, paragraph 703, reserved by the 
Sen.tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest], will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 130, line 21, paragraph 703, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, agreed to strike out ‘‘sixteen’’ and 
insert ‘‘thirteen;’’ so as to read: 

Suyars, all not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the years and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am paired with the Senator {rom New Jersey [ Mr. 
MclHERSON }. — 

Mr. COCK RELL (after having voted in the negative). I see that the 


. senior Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON] hasnot voted. He was called 


out of the Senate Chamber just a moment ago, and I am paired with 
him. I understand that he would have voted *‘ yea,’’ and I withdraw 
my vote. I should vote ‘‘nay”’ if allowed to vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from lowa voted “ nay.’’ 

Mr, CULLOM. He votes for No. 16. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator irom Rhode Island know how 
the Senator from Iowa is on this question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He would vote “ nay.’’ 

Mr, COCKRELL. ThenTI shall let my vote stand, and announce 
the tact that the Senator from Iowa has been unavoidably called out of 
the Senate Chamber for a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote of the Senator trom Mis- 
souri will be recorded in the negative. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—39. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hiseock, Platt, 
Allen, Dixon, Hoar, Plumb, 
Blackburn Evarts, Ingalls, Power, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Butler, Frye, MeMillan, ‘ 
Cameron, Gibson, Mandersen, Sanders, 
Carlisle, Gray, Moody, Stewa' 
Casey, Hale, Morgan, Stock » 
Chandler, Hawley, Paddock, Washburn 
OCullom, Hearst, Pasco, 
NAYS—2i. 

Bate, Davis, Ransom, Vest, 
Berry, Harris, Sherman, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkanas, Spooner, Walthall, 
Coke, Mitchell, Squire, Wilson of Lo 
Colquitt, Pierce, Teller, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Pugh, Vance, olcott. 

ABSENT—21. 
Allison, Edmunds, Higgins, Sa fe 
Barbour, Eustis, Kenna, aioe . 
Biair, Farwell, MePherso .. Turpie. 
Brown, George, Morrill, 
Call, Gorman, Payne, 
Dolph, Hampton, Pettigrew, 
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So the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the reserved amendments have 
been acted upon. The bill is in the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move, after lime 21 on page 124 of the reprint, to 
insert in the {ree-list: 

Bagging made of jute, manila, sisal, or other fiber, except hemp or flax, for 
wrapping cotton bales. 

Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. WASHBURN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Caiev CLERK. On page 120 of the originally reported bill, after 
the amendment agreed to, after line 16, insert: 

Bagging made of jute, manila, sisal, or other fiber, except hemp or flax, for 
wrapping cotton bales. 

Mr. BUTLER. The effect of that I will state will be—— 

Mr. PLATT. That is debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I am not allowed to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair). The Sen- 
ator is not in order. The roll will be called on the question of agree- 
ing to the amendment moved by the Senator from South Carolina. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLPH. On this question I am paired with thesenior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (after having voted in the negative). I in- 
quire if the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison] has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with him. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[ Mr. GrorGs}]. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Bannovur]. ‘I observe that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puen] 
voted, although the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmuNpDs] is absent. 
If there is no objection, I will transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 


Allen Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Bate, Colquitt, Mite)ell, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mor;ran, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Pasc.», Vest, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Plamb, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gray, Pugh, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Harris Ransom, 
NAYS—29. 

Aldrich, Frye, Moody, Squire, 
Casey, Hale, Platt, Stewart, 
Candler, Hawley, Power, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, Teller, 
Davis, Hoar, Sanders, Washburn. 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Dixon, MeMiillan, Sherman, 
Evarts, Manderson, Spooner, 

ABSENT —28. 
Allison, Daniel, Hearst, Payne, 
Barbour, Dolph, Higgins, Pettigrew, 
Biair, Edmunds, Ingalls, Pierce, 
Brown, Eustis, Kenna, nfiord, 
Call, Farwell, McPherson, ison of Iowa, 
Cameron, George, Morrill, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Hampton, Paddock, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rej 

Mr. PIERCE. I should like to inquire if it is in order to offer an 
amendment to a paragraph which has been voted on in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that any part of 
the bill is now subject to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. PIERCE, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. I un- 
derstand that it is now to amend an amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole, which has been concurred in in the Senate. 
Is that in order? 

Mr. HALE. Has it been concurred in in the Senate’ 

Mr. PLATT. It has been concurred in in the Senate, after having 
been made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PIERCE. In case there is any question of order, I ask unani- 
mous consent at least that the amendment may be read for information. 
I do not think there wil! be any objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This being an amendment proposed 
to an amendment which has already been agreed to in the Senate, the 
Chair is inclined to think 1t would not be in order. 

Mr. PIERCE. I ask unanimous consent—— 
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Mr. SPOONER. It is an amendment added as a new section to the a when any articies entioned in this s« n are export g 
4 . « ! 1c OWne re snail be ef tle t A premium of per < ' 
bill. . value t reof at tl l the shipm t owed and i npr 
3 Mr. PIERCE. It is to affect an amendment added to the bill as a . ' 
a new 5 tion j such exports shall rised by t | officers a wr place 
MUU. a . .£ TF ss i ex! it } and \ 
Mr. SPOONER. The amendment offered by the Senator from man sod — a 
a sas is no longer in the form of an amendment; it is a part of the bill. | = The Secretary of the Treasury sh ed plates 
No amendment can be offered to it. , , , ce . a “greene aptly ) prevent terfeitin, 
Mr. BUTLER. I remind my friend from Wisconsin that debate is alll Maal ieeeem tse Gon va : ; eagle s ot 
e | 1 » ‘ : - ; ae ‘t : 
- not in order. : . oe ee Sere See ee SO WIC Sey ol i tri utes sha 
a The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. —— er vely, as“ original : <A a eal 
3 The Cauley CLERK. In Jine 4 of the amendment made on the mo- | ¢,0\ouse with the p San ae Meee ae” a: 
. tion of Mr. Pius, after the word * Senate,”’ insert the words ‘‘and | or bushels; its value } a ab “ 
og at least three of whom shall be practical farmers; ”? soas to read cluded In such certificate; the name and pia residence « of tl 
; . . . exported articles, and « i ons -e, and he vesse t . 
, That a commission is hereby created and established, to be known as the ¢ 12 ped, and the s lars and cents, of t 
: tom commission, to be composed of five disinterested persons, to be appointed 0 expor Such cert ate . “ cms" 7 
- by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and at least 9. abd shall havea faceimiic of his sicnature thereo 
: three of whom shall be practical farmers. And w n the owner of such export shall m ake affidavit, to be in ed 
= Mr. PLUMB. That is clearly out of order, I think. ‘ s SAG t ste certificates, that all the statements the 1 contained at 
+ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is inclined to think it would | |} iente muaatond - oz h eae comes 
Z ; sale e ce! cate ar ke original’ shall be delivered to howner. Said i 
of not be in order to consider the amendment. If there be no further ead aa ies wmaterable by delteers.oed chal be veceteuhie tera 
a amepdmefits to the bill, the question is on ordering it to a third read- | customs dues, for the sum of the export premium stated therein. No such cer 
aa ing t ite shall issue for a less s than 0. nor for ar it tis notthe m 
“ ° . = ple of S Of th rit at ertificate so is i the 1 I l ymnid 
4 Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the yeas and nays be taken upon the | shall be sent by the colle af enettn bntinn Seana Ben enh: helbiiRiad 
a third reading of the bill the proper office, and the part numbered “third” shail be filed in the custom 
Mr. PLUMB. I have an amendment which I desire to offer before | “\ oe “ i ! 
4 that is done, of which I gave notice. It is an amendment which [ | of the United States in | t ports the s s ed 
4 offered in Committee of the Whole. and re turne d to the Tre: a e! und, if such I - ‘ t 
= The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator indicate the amend- | *tany other offiee than that from wien! epethenredh aden aygd 
4 ment’? fied tothe office from wh h said certificat ied, and sh be filed w the pa 
F Mr. PLUMB. I indicated it awhile ago. Itisanamendment that | of a triplicate to which said certificate belongs, marked second, and su 
s provides that where specific and ad valorem duties are both imposed, Sets an ea oa ET ET ENS CENENaE Ce neenneens Nase 1 ‘o 
and they amount to more than 100 per cent., only 100 per cent. shall | dues after two ¢ { ft of the day next s 
be levied. It was offered in committee and voted down, and I gave | of one year from the date of its issue; and said certifieat ‘ 
i” notice then that I should call for the yeas and nays on itin the Senate. | (f"\""" P ion a a a oS ae nligg int 
* The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 7 Tr NITY | 
4 The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to add a new section after se: The PRESIDENT pro tempo Che question is on agreeing to th: 
tion 3. as follows: amendment propose d by the Senator from Alabama | Mr. MorGaA» 
% Src. —. That whenever goods or other articles dutiable under the provisions rhe menar — was reje ted 
of this act pay both a specific and ad valorem duty which, combined, amount Mr. PLUMB. I had designed to re rve for the purpose olf a vote 
to over 100 per cent. of the foreign value of such goods or other articles, then | upon it the silk-bounty amendment. If it does not interfere too much 
the duty assessed and paid thereon shall be paid at the rate of 100 per cent. ad h thet » of t} aan te I sl} ld } 1d now to] nit 
valorem instead of the combined rate prescribed. —o 1 oF bee ae aphhasgies = Sh — L , 3 i Sn 
TS ; . onsent to have a vote on that amendment ymitted at the 
Mr. HARRIS. Upon that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. ; ee : ee ae eS ; . 
cote . eet 1 a . 7 a when the Chair was cal ing for a notilication of reserved amendmen 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call : : : 
the roli to have it reserved. 
. — ‘ ‘ . : . The PRESIDENT pro & Will the Senator indicate the p 
Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). I am paired with th h oot Sie econ r , . f aene sae ge 
. : wrap! yhic ne amenanie ccurs 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce]. s T PLUMB ; [ti "ie < ae at et h 4 
ss ve = 11 . 1 r. 4 >. 3 ne SUK Schedule yay », pi rap { 
if Mr. PADDOCK (when his name wascalied). I am paired with the The PRESIDENT oF osheess The Sens eS, Pang 
4 Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Evstis}. . = t ois , ith aed ren — = Ca eae aaa ee " ' 
. : ; a ' on concu i e amendment made as in Committee of Vho 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired trikis ty at oh “a a bh ee orn 
; : s . | Strik gy « s paragr: ; 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson }, and therefore with- i ‘PLUME: , Y % - 
hold my vote. =. PRESI DEN r rf th , 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— | ,.—- Apng ray: ee eg) eee a re ee ee ee ee ee 
‘ yeas 26, nays 33; as follows: tion will be taken in the | enate upon concurring in the ame¢ ndment 
4 ’ YEAS~—26. ma | as in ( ommittee of the Whole. The amendment will be stated 
Barbour, Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Turpie The CHIEF CLER: she Denate, a n Committee of the Whole 
Bate Daniel. Morgan, Vance, | Struc out, on page Yo, ragraph 409, un ler the head « ‘Silk and 
Berry, Faulkner Pasco, Vest, | silk goods.’’ 
Blackburn, Gibson, Plumb, Voorhees, | Mr. PLUMB. That is the paragraph whicl rovid bount 
Butler, Gorman, Pagh, Walthal! : i Se lab 1S the paragraph which provides jor a bount 
Cockrell, Gray, Ransom, on the production of ilk ine 
3 Coke, Harris, Reagan, | ThePRESIDENT protempore. The paragraph will be read at lengt 
NAYS—33, | Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary to read it. We understand it. 
Aten se a + a mn Spooner Mr. PLUMB, Let us have the yeas and nays on concurring in th 
en, \varts, Mitchell, Stewart, 1eM { : 
Allison, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge amen iment. 
Casey, Hale, Platt, Teller, Che yeas and nays were ordered 
eaecies: ew. Power, Washburn Mr. COCKRELL. What is the question that is reserved 
Jullom, iscock, Quay. Wolcott , » PRES INT pro fe ave 95 ract i] | 
esas iene. Sls yleo am I RESIDENT pro mpore, On page 1D, paragraph 109. silk and 
Dixon Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, | silk goods, proposing to pay a bounty upon the production of silk. On 
; Dolph, MeMillan, Sherman, the report of the Committee on Finance, the Senate, as in Committee o 
ABSENT—25. | the Whole, struck out the paragraph. ‘The question irring in 
Blair. Eustis Tenns a the amendment. 
. quire, 3 ¥ ; ae 
Modgctt, Parweill, a aan Stanford, | rhe Secretary proceeded to call the rol! 
rown, jeorge Morrill, Wilson of Iowa i t iGINS rhe } e% calle rm Y 1 x bh tl} 
f ya Hampton, Paddock, Wilson of Md, Si, a ay uN ne Mr M oe = ed Lam paired with the 
Jameron, Hearst, Payne, SAGE TEES NOW SCISCY | SEE. ACK HERSON 
‘ Carlisle, Higgins i Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called [ am paired with the 
4 Davie. Ingalls Pierce, Senator from Louisiana [| Mr. Eustis]. 
So the amendment was rejected. Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called 1 paired with the 
Mr. ALDRIK H. lLask that an order may be entered that the para- | Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna 
graphs oo of the bill may be numbered consecutively as they The roll-call was concluded. 
now stand in the bill. : , The result was announced , is fol 
; i i We aa eeu ul yc } bli ») . O1oWw 
axes PRESIDENT pro tempore. The enumeration will be made by YEA 
- e Secretary. 7 z 
7 vs : . : Ald l Case J iscoc! 
/ ; Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment to the bil! as a separate sec- Allen, Chandier Evarts Hoar 
> tion, to be numbered according to that order. I move to insert a new | Allison Cockre} Faulkne Jones of Arkansas 
section, as follows: | Barbour Coke Frye, Jones of Nevada, — 
Bate Colquitt Gorman M« lan 
‘ Se fa _ corn, wheat, rye, barley, oats, hay, straw, and potatoes; on cot- | Berry, ( ne om: : ~ wa aoa 
OD, We or unginned; on live domesticanimals for food or breeding pur- * Blackburn Daniel Harris teats 
poses; and on asses, mules, and horses, a duty of 3 per cent. ad valorem. Butler, Dixon Hawles Paace 
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Piatt Reagan, Squire, Vest, 
Power, Sanders, Stewart, Voorhees, 
Pugh, Suwyer, Stock bridge, Walthall, 
Quay, Sherman, Turpie, Washburn, 
Ianson Spooner, Vance, Wilson of lowa. 

NAYS—5. _ 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Plumb, Teller. 
Hearst 

ABSENT—2. 

Blair, Dawes Higgins, Payne, 
Blodgett, Kuatis, Injyalls, Pettigrew, 
Brown Farwell, Kenna, Pierce, 
Oall, George McPherson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gibson, Moody, Wil-on of Md. 
Carlisle, Hale, Morrill, Wolcott, 
Davis, Hampton, Paddock 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther amendment in 
the Senate, the question js, Shall the amendments be engrossed and the 
bill ordered to a third reading ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I ask that the yeas and nays may be taken on or- 
dering the bill to a third reading. 

Rae yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGe]. If he were 
present, I should vote in the affirmative, and I doubt not he would vote 
in the negative. I have failed to announce this pair many times upon 
the roll-calls in order to avoid repetition, but I desire it to be under- 
stood, for the protection of the Senator trom Mississippi, that we have 
always been paired, whether the announcement was made or not. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ yea,’’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. McPHerson’s name was called). The 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPneRson] is detained from the Sen- 
ate by illness. If he were present, he would vote “ nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
** yea.”’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia[ Mr. KENNA]. If he were present, I should 
vote *‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DOLPH (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote and announce my pair with the senior Senator from Georgia 
| Mr. Brown]. 

: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
18s vote, 

Mr. PASCO. On this vote I wish to again announce that my col- 
league [| Mr. CALL] is absent and is paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr, Perricgkew]. If my colleague were present, he would 


vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—3s8, 
Aldrich, Kdmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allen, Evarts Mitchell, Spooner, 
Allison, rye, Moody, Squire, 
Cameron, Hale, Pierce, Stewart, 
Casey, Hawley, Piat., Stock bridge, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Teller, 
Cullom Hoar, Power, Washburn, 
Davis, Ingalls, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Dixon MeMillan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—28, 
Rarbour, Cockrell Gray, Reagan, 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Turpie, 
Kerry, Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Vance, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Morgan, Vest, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—IL8. 

Bair, Farwell, Kenna, Pettigrew, 
Brown George, McPherson, Stanford, 
Call, Hampton, Morrill, Wolcott. i 
Dolph, Hearst, Paddock, 
Eustis, Higgins, Payne, - 


So the amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read the third time. 
The bill was read the third time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, the | A 


question is, Shall the bill pass? 
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Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator trom Rhode Island to yield for 
an executive session. 

Mr. ALDRICH. First I yield for the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I hope that order will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, and yield to 
the Senator from Ohio. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Ohio moves that 
until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting be 11 o’clock jn the 
forenoon. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the cousider- 
ation of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 5 minttes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 10, 1890, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 9th day of September, 1890. 
SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC, : : 


John H. B. Amick, of Pennsylvania, tobe special examiner of drags, 
medicines, and chemicals, in the district of Philadelphia, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, in place of Dennis J. Loughlin, to be removed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 


Additional Second Lieut. James J. Hornbrook, to be second lieu- ‘ 
tenant, June 19, 1890, vice Sargent, promoted. 


Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. Samuel G. Jones, jr., to be second lieu- 
tenant, August 10, 1890, vice Foster, deceased, 
Seventh Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. William F. Clark, to be second lieutenant, 
July 22, 1890, rice Mann, promoted. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
To date from June 12, 1890. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Class : 
rank. 
18. Cadet Robert B. Wallace, vice Irwin, promoted. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. 
31. Cadet Frank M. Caldwell, vice Clinch, deceased. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
. Cadet Milton F. Davis, vice Neall, promoted. 
Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 
19. Cadet Francis C. Marshall, vice Flynn, promoted. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
28. Cadet James A. Ryan, vice Shipp, promoted. 


37. Cadet Melvin W. Rowell, vice Smith, promoted. 
45. Cadet Lawrence J. Fleming, vice Johnson, promoted. 


Second Regiment of Infantry. 
17. Cadet Hiram McL. Powell, vice Moffatt, deceased. 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 


40. Cadet Peter Murray, vice Kennedy, promoted. 
41. Cadet Paul A. Wolf, vice Bundy, promoted. 


Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
46. Cadet John H. Wholley, vice Leyden, promoted. 
Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
 t Vrank B. Keech, vice Weeks, deceased. 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 
ry If. Baudholtz, vice Morton, promoted. 
Seventh Regiment of Infantry. 


3 


Mr. ALDRICH, I ask that an order may be entered that the bill 30. Cwlet Henry T. Ferguson, sles Molver, genmeted. 


be printed as amended, and that the amendments of the Senate be 
numbered, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to move that when the Senate adjourns 
it adjourn, until otherwise ordered, to meet at 11 o'clock. 


Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 

48. Cadet Ernest B. Gose, vice Richardson, promoted. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 

49. Cadet Charles C, Clark, vice Anderson, promoted, 
Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 

44. Cadet Willis Uline, vice Barth, promoted. 








Crea 


1890. 


Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
50. Cadet Joseph C. Fox, vice Saffold, promoted. 
Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
16. Cadet James R. Lindsay, vice Kimball, promoted. 
27. Cadet Fred W. Sladen, viee Reynolds, promoted. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
38. Cadet George M. Brown, vice Putnam, resigned. 
Seventeenth Regiment of Infantry. 
42. Cadet Henry G. Lyon, vice Stockham, resigned. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
43. Cadet George D. Moore, vice Griffith, promoted. 
47. Cadet Charles J. Symmonds, vice Duval, promoted. 
Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
6. Cadet William O. Johnson, vice Smith, promoted. 
2, Cadet Henry G. Learnard, vice Cunningham, wholly retired from 
the service. 
Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 
46, Cadet Hugh Swain, vice De Shon, resigned. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
54. Cadet Vernon A. Caldwell, vice Young, transferred to the Ninth 
Cavalry. 
(0 BE SECOND LIEUTENANT. 
To date from June 14, 1890. 
Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 
53. Cadet Edmund L, Butts, vice Kernan, promoted. 
fO RE ADDITIONAL SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Attached to the cavalry arm. 
To date trom June 12, 1890. 
33. Cadet James J. Hornbrook, to the Second Cavalry. 
34. Cadet William F. Clark, to the Seventh Cavalry. 
35. Cadet Samuel G. Jones, jr., to the Fifth Cavalry. 
51, Cadet Orin B. Meyer, to the First Cavalry. 
To date from June 14, 1890. 
39. Cadet James Madison Andrews, jr., to the Fifth Cavalay, 
Attached to the artillery arm. 
To date from June 12, 1890. 
5. Cadet Colden L’H. Ruggles, to the First Artillery. 
7. Cadet Henry D. Todd, jr., to the Third Artillery. 
8. Cadet John C. Rennard, to the First Artillery. 
9. Cadet James Hamilton, to the Second Artillery. 
10. Cadet Thomas W. Winston, to the Fourth Artillery. 
11. Cadet Alfred C. Merillat, to the Fifth Artillery. 
12, Cadet Maurice G. Krayenbuhl, to the Fourth Artillery. 
13. Cadet George Montgomery, to the Second Artillery. 
14. Cadet Clint C. Hearn, to the Fourth Artillery. 
15. Cadet William C. Davis, to the Fifth Artillery. 
20. Cadet Frank G. Mauldin, to the Third Artillery. 
21, Cadet Daniel W. Ketcham, to the Second Artillery. 
23. Cadet William S. McNair, to the Third Artillery. 
24. Cadet William J. Snow, to the First Artillery. 
25. Cadet George G. Gatley, to the Fifth Artillery. 
26. Cadet Thomas B, Lamoreux, to the Fourth Artillery. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Charles Scoville, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port 


of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, to succeed Joseph B, Cox, whose | 


term of office has expired by limitation. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 9, 1890. 
DISTRICT COMMISSIONER. 
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RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Will T. Walker, of Harper, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 


|; at Buftalo, in the Territory of Oklahoma. 


DISTRICT JUDGE 
Thomas P. Hawley, of Nevada, to be district judge of the United 
States for the district of Nevada. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 
James Brady, jr., of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs {01 
the district of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts. 
John Goffigon, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the district 


of Cherrystone, in the State of Virginia 


CONSULS. 
Herbert L. Rand, of Illinois, to be consul of the United states at 
Ponape, Caroline Islands. 
Alonzo Spencer, of New York, to be consul of the United States at 
Guadeloupe. 
John F. Healey, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 


' Funchal. 


John B. Richardson, of Kansas, to be consul of the United States at 
Matamoros. 

James J. Peterson, of West Virginia, to be consul of the United States 
at Tegucigalpa. 

POSTM ASTERS. 

John W. Breathitt, to be postmaster at Hopkinsville, in the counts 
of Christian and State of Kentucky. 

Eli R. Crafton, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of Clay and 
State of Missouri. 

Andrew E. Thorberg, to be postmaster at Mandan, in the county ol 


| Morton and State of North Dakota. 


eee eee 


Frank M. Mead, to be postmaster at Miller, in the county of Hand 
and State of South Dakota. 

Frederick Reitz, to be postmaster at Neillsville, in the county of 
Clark and State of Wisconsin. 

Samuel T. Poinier, to be postmaster at Spartanburg, in the county 
of Spartanburgh and State of Sonth Carolina. 

Mrs. Sallie P. Ramsey, to be postmaster at Wayne, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

Edwin T. Sammons, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Lllinois. 

John T. Waters, to be postmaster at DeWitt, in the county of Clin 
ton and State of Iowa. 

Willis W. Overholser, to be postmaster at Correctionville, in 
county of Woodbury and State of Iowa. 

Randolph Knapp, to be postmaster at North Attleborough, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, 

Christian Schwinger, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

Frederick F. Field, to be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county 
of Santa Barbara and State of California. 

William Judson, to be postmaster at Chelsea, in the county of Wash- 


the 


| tenaw and State of Michigan. 


Bolivar A. Holmes, to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county of 


| Linn and State of Kansas. 


John W. Ross, of the District of Columbia, to be commissioner of | 


the District of Columbia. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Alexander ©. Hensley, a resident of Kentucky, to be a chaplain in 
the Navy. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


i Lieut. Burns T. Walling, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy. 
REGISTER OF LAND OPFICK. 
George L. Dobson, of Newell, Iowa, to be register of the land office 
at Buffalo, in the Territory of Oklahoma. 
SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS. 


& John H. B. Amick, to be special examiner of drugs at Philadelphia, 
a. : 


John Foreman, to be postmaster at lostoria, in the county of Seneca 
and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 9, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’elock noon, and was called to order by the 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curr 
BERT, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I desire to correct the Recorp, 
or at least it seems to me that it should be corrected. On page 10691 
I see these words: 

Mr, Cummincs. Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
account of political illness. {Laughter. 

Now, in view of the fact that the Maine delegation are in most robust 
political health, especially the Speaker, I think there is some mistake 
about that announcement. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did not catch the gentleman’s words 
just heard from New Jersey? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I said I thought there was some 
mistake in the announcement made by the gentleman from New Yor! 
{[Mr. CUMMINGS] yesterday. [ Laughter. } 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, LANGSTON VS. VENABLE 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr, Speaker, I desire to call up the contested-elec- 
tion case of Langston vs. Venable. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Upon that I raise the question of consideration. 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will first report the resolu- 
tion, 


the Maine delegation be excused 


Has he 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Ki solved, Tit E. C. Venable was not elected a Representative of the Fifty- 


first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia and isnot en- 
titled to a seat therein 

Resolved, That John M. Langston was elected a Representative of Congress 
frou the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia and is entitled to a seat 
thereis 


Mr. OFERRALL. I now raise the question of consideration. 

‘The SPEAKER protempore. The question is, Will the House now 
consider the resolution just read ? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the yeas appeared to have it. 

Mr. OO FERRALL. Division. 

he House divided: and there were 

Mr O'PERRALL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make the point 
that no quorum is present? 

Mr. O'PFERRALL. Yes, sir. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore was proceeding to count the House, when 
Mr. HAUGEN called tor the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Would a 
motion be in order at this time to postpone the consideration of this 
case ’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Notatthistime. It is not yet before 
the House. The question of consideration is being raised. As many 
as are in favor of the present consideration of the contested-election 
case of Langston vs. Venable will, when their mames are called, say 
‘ay ’’ and these opposed will say ‘‘no.’’ The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 14, not vot- 


ayes 70, noes 32. 


ing 222; as follows 


Adatns 


Anderson, Kans Feathersfon Moffitt, Simonds, 
Atkinson, I'a Flick Moore, N. H. Smith, Ml. 
Ban!:s, Frank, Morey. Smy ser, 
Bayne, Gear, Morrill, Snider, 
Belknap Gest O'Neill, Pa Spooner, 
Berven, Grosvenor, Osborne, Stephenson, 
Boothmar Hall, Owen, Ind. Stivers, 
Bowden, Hansbrough, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Bechanan, N. J, Harmer, Payson, Taylor, EC. B. 
Burrows Haugen, Perkins, Taylor, J.D. 
Oandicr, Mass lienderson,lowa Pickler, Thomas, 
Cannon, Hermann, Post, Thompson, 
Caswell, Hill, Quackenbush, Townsend, Colo. 
Cheetharna, Hitt Raines, Townsend, Pa. 
Clark, Wis Kerr, lowa Reed, lowa Walker, 
Coleman Kinsey Reyburn, Wallace, N.Y. 
Comstock Lacey, Rite, Wickham, 
Crai, La Follette Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
Ouibertson, Pa Laidiaw Roweli, Yardley. 
Dollive: Laws, Russell, 

Dunneil Lind, Sawyer, 

Evan Mason, Seull, 

NAYS—l41, 
Andrew Wlower, MeClellan, Wike, 
Campbell Forney, Oates, Wiley. 
(Shencte Holman, Parrett, 
Cummings, Lewis, Vaux, 
NOT VOTING—22, 

Abbott, Carter, Forman, McAdoo, 
Aldersen, Caruth, Fowler, McCarthy, 
Alten, Mich Catchings, Fanston, McClammy, 
Allen, Miss Chipman, Geissenhainer, McComas, 
Anderson, M Claney, Gibson, McCord, 
Arnold Clarke, Ala. Gifford, McCreary, 
Atkinson, W.Va Clemente, Goodnight, Mecbuttie, 
Baker Clunie, Greenhalge, McKenna, 
Bankhead Cobb, Grimes, MeKinley, 
farnes, Cocewell, Grout, MeMillin, 
Bartine, Conger, fare, McRae, 
Barwig, Connell, Hatch, Miles, 
Beck with, Cooper, Ind. Hayes Milliken 
Belden Cooper, Ohio Haynes, Milis, 
Biggs, Cothran Heard, Montgomery, 
Bingham, Cevert, Hemphill, Moore, Tex. 
Blanchard Cowles, Henderson, Il) Morgan, 
Biand, rain Henderson, N.C. Morrow, 
Blias Crisp, Herbert, Morse, 
Biount Cniberson, Tex. Hooker, Mudd, 
Boat Cutcheon, Hopkins, Mutchier, 
Boutelle, Dalzell, Houk, Niedringhaus, 
Rreckiuridge Darran, Kelley, Norton, 
Brewer, Darlington Kennedy, Nute, 
Brick ner Davidson Kerr, Pa. O'Donnell, 
Brookshire. De Haven, Ketcham, O' Ferrall, 
Bros us, De Lano, Kilgore, O’ Neaill, Ind. 
Brower Dibble, Knapp, O'Neil, Mass. 
Brown, J. B Dickerson, Lane, Outhwaite, 
Browne, T. M Dingiey, Lanham, Owens, Ohio 
Brow ve, Va Dockery, Lansing, Paynter, 
Brunver, Dorsey, Law her, Peel, 
Buchanan, Va. Dunphy, Lee, Penington, 

Suckulew Edmunds, Lehibach, Perry, 
Buliock Elliott Lester, Ga, Peters, 
Bunn, Ellis, Lester, Va. Phelan, 
Burton, Enlee, Lodge, Pierce, 
Butterworth, Ewart, Magner, Price, 
Bynum, Finley, Maish, Dagetey, 
Oald well, Fitch, Mansur, =: 
Oandier, Ga. Fithian, Martin, Ind. uM, 
Carlton, Flood, Martin, Tex. Ray, 


YEAS—80 


Farquhar, 


MeCormick, 


Sherman, 





— 


Reilly, ace Tillman, Wheeler, Mich. 

Richardson, lnecker, Tracey, Whiting, i 
Robertson, Stewart, Ga. Tucker, Whitthorne, 
Rogers, Stewart, Tex. Turner, Ga. Wilkinson, d 
towland, Stewart, Vt. Turner, Kans. Willcox, 

Rusk, Stockdale, Turner, N. Y. Williams,I1. 

Sanford, Stone, Ky. Vandever, Wilson, Ky. 

Sayers, Stone, Mo. Van Schaick, Wilson, Mo. 

Scranton, Struble, Venable, Wilson, Wash. 

Seney, Stump, Waddill, Wilson, W. Va, 

Shively, Sweney, Wade, Wright, 

Skinner, Tarsney, Wallace, Mass. Yoder. i 

Smith, W. Va. Taylor, Ill. Washington, 

Spinoia, Taylor, Tenn. Wheeler, Ala. 


No quorum voting. 


The 
Unt 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

il further notice: 

BREWER with Mr. CoveRr. 

PUGSLEY with Mr. HAYNEs. 

ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

BAKER with Mr. RoGrErs. ; 
SANFORD with Mr. Ropertson. 
CUTCHEON with Mr, ForMAN. 

GREENHALGE with Mr. TrtaM AN. 

HlopKINS with Mr, Price. 

Ray with Mr. WILKINSON. 

KercHaM with Mr. CLANCY. 

Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. W1Lson, of Missouri. 

Smiru, of West Virginia, with Mr. Wrison, of West Virginia. 

WADDILL with Mr. DaRGAN. 

Biss with Mr, CHIPMAN. 

STRUBLE with Mr. HAYEs. 


Mr. RANDALL with Mr. GrBson. a 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. f 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. CaTCHINGS. 

Mr. De LANo with Mr. Dunpnry. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. - 

Mr. Grout with Mr. Frres. 

Mr. ConGER with Mr. CowLzs. 

Mr. O’ DONNELL with Mr. Conn. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, 

Mr. BouTeL.e with Mr, HERBERT. 

Mr. Mrmi1ktN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. VAN Scuaick with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. Haton. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. WILson, of Washington, with Mr. Fow.LEer. 

Mr. WiLson, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biees. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CanpiEr, of Georgia. 

Mr. Nuve with Mr. Marti, of Texas. 

Mr, LANSING with Mr. Evtas. 

Mr. GIrFoRD with Mr, RowLAND. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FIrnran. 

Mr. Hovuk with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. DorsEy with Mr. McAnoo. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Rey. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Sprvo.a. 

Mr. McKINLey with Mr. MILLs. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. Tayuor, of Iinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. Prerce. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OuTHWAITE. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TuRNeER, of New York. 

Mr. Loner with Mr. WrL1i1.ms, of Illinois. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

For this day: 

Mr. CoGSWELL with Mr. O’ Net, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 

Mr. VANDEVER with Mr. BRooKSHIRE. 

Mr. Hut with Mr. TucKER, on the Venable election case. 

Mr. TuRNER, of Kansas, with Mr. MONTGOMERY, on this vote. 

Mr. Brower with Mr. MoCarrny, on this vote. 

Mr. McDurrir with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, with Mr. BucKALrEw, for four days. 

Mr. BARTINE with Mr. TRACEY, for one week. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Lester, of Virginia, for this week. 

Mr. Brosivus with Mr. MvrcH eR, for four 

Mr, DINGLEY with Mr. Sprrncer, from August 27 until otherwise 
directed. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am 


paicved with the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LesTER], 


I voted for the purpose of 
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re a Tha PPR -OoD rT, : - that the names < 
makinga quorum. If there be a quorum, then I desire to withdraw | The SPEAKER pro empore. The r thinks that the nam 
my vote absentees have been called frequently fo 1S€S id f Clerk w 
Mr. O’FERRALL. I call for a recapitulation. call the names of absentees. — 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. T' e Clerk proceeded to Call ti 
Mr. YARDLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from | Mr. FRANK (when the name « Ir. NIEDRIN ed 
was F ‘ Sneaker. n , Mr? } 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kerr], but I voted for the purpose of making a Mr. Speaker, my collea ar. IN ‘ 
quornm on important busines rd I ask that e excuse 
juornum. \r Dpp I . ' . 
: Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. VANDEVER, was Mr. KERR, of Iowa, and Mr. HAUGEN é 
present this morning, but was compelled to leave on ac ountof sickness, Mr. MUTC HL! R (when the nar ‘ R 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I was present on the second call, but | Speaker, I understand that my colleag Mr. R i ¢ 
sz I did not hear my name called. 7 account of sickness tn his family, and i as that he 
q The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present when his There was no objection, and it was so « ered 
pame was called? Mi Ick AE when the name o Mr. K +E] IS ¢ I 
Mr. BURTON. On the second call. f Speaker, my colleague, Judge RoGERs, is abs« ’ t 
‘ The SPEAKER pro le mpore. Was the gentieman listening? Mr. McMILLIN (when the name of Mr. Pr va M 
a Mr. BURTON. I could not be sure about that, peaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. PIER be e° 1 on accour 
Se The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman can | of sickness. 
not vote, as under his statement he does not come within the rule. Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered 
Upon this question o! consideration the ayes are #9 and the nays are Mr. MCCLELLAN (when the name of Mr. M lian 
7 > vether with those recorded as present and not voting, do | was called r. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 4% 
14. These, toge h th led t and ft Mr. S} 
not constitute a quorum. , Indiana, be excused on account of sickn 
Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered 
; Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the Mr. MCKENNA (when the name of Mr. VAND was called 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr.O’ FERRALL | if the stampede on the other | Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. VANDEVER, left the House t mort 
side is occasioned by the news from Maine”? { Laughter. ing on account of sickness, and I ask th be excused f t 
: Mr. O’FERRALL. I did not hear the gentleman’s question. | wish | the day 
he would repeat it, for I would like to answer it. Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered 
The motion of Mr. HAUGEN was agreed to, and a call of the House Mr. LANHAM (when the name of Mr. ABBorr was called Mi 
‘ was ordered. Speaker, my colleague, Judge ABBOTT, isabsent on a 
The Clerk called the roll; when the following-named members failed id I ask that he be excused 
to answer i here was Do objection and it was so ordered. 

, K » R Mr. McMILLIN (when the name of Mr. Bynum w alle Mr 
Abbott, Connel nerr, Pa tellly | Seeoleam » gantile Sam =» Werse tae 
Alderson, Cooper, Ind Ketchan Robertson weaker, the gentle man from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM 3 detained a 
Allen, Mich Cooper, Ohio Kilgore, Rogers home by the serious illness of his child, and I ask t] e be ex ” 
Allen, Mies, | Covet, peee 4 vland, from attendance to-day on that account. 

derso Di ise. ow ies, ane Lusk, — ; . . . 
~ oe - _ Culbertson, Pa. I coals ‘ Sanford ome a meen ection, and oS WAS 80 rdered 

Arnold, Cutcheon, Lawler Sawyer Mr. COLEMAN (when the name of Mr. WILK! was ed 
Atkinson, Pa Dalzell, Lee Scrantoi Mr. Sneake r eolleagr h TILKINSON. i ee ' wt 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dargan, Lester. Va Sener, af. peake z my ; rile _ ar. Wi = ie a 7. n ) 
Ban ks, Darlinglo Lewis Skinner, ee ABS OF On reer. was — that he 00 CSCS 
Barnes De Lano Lind, Spinola There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Bartine Dibble, Lodge springer, Mr. PARRET wher > Ti 2-of Mr. BARW) Win M 
Sementian. rere Stoseams Stahlnecker. Ba = .- 4 ( h . the —_ 0 Mi I AR 1G a } 
Beckwith Dingley, Martin, Ind Stewart, Ga. Speaker, dir. DARW G has been absen om the Hous Tr sey 
Re Dockery Martin, Tex Stewart, Vt. days on account of sickness, and has been excused t Hou 
Biggs, Dorsey, McAdoo Stone, Mo hat reason 

slanchard, Dunphy, McCarthy, Struble, a tne . ; 

Bliss, . Edmund ‘ McComas Stump, Mr. CUMMI NGS (when the name of Mr. Sp wa : 
Blount, Ellis McCord, Sweney Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SPINOLA, is absent on account « 
soutelle, Enloe McCreary rarsney nes und I ask that he be excused 
Breckinridge, Ewart MeDuftie * Taylor, Ill a ee : : a 1 : 
Brewer, ve: Miles laylor, Tent i here was no objection, am it was so orcdere 
Brickner, Fit®h, Milliken Thompsor Mr. FLOWE! hen the name of M lo! 
Brookshire, Fithian Millis, rillman, lead Mr. Snea [ask that col] us | | 
Brosius, Flick Montgomery, lurner, Kan ie oe ail ; . 
Brown, J. B. Flood, Moore, Tex. rurner, N.¥ , excused On ac = in D t 
Browne, T. M. Forman Mutchler, Vandever, was no ol LION, a t wa » orders 
Browne, Va. Fowler, Niedringhaus, Van Schai } ré ninu absentee » excnss vere ‘ 
Buchanan, Va. Funston Nute, Venable PAWEI Ch 4 a" 
Buckalew, Geissenhainer, O Donnell, Vaddill, . Ahh p wa Ane ep 
Bulleck, Gibson 0 Neall, Ind Wade, é on t! ‘ a quorum 
Butterworth, Gifford O'Neil, Mass Wallace, Mas A PAYSON l move t ill furt} , 
Bynum, Goodnight, Outhwaite, Washington ’ — ae 
Caldwell Greenhalge, Peel, Wheeler, Mic! ; ns 7 
Can r, Ga. Grout, Penington, Whiting, ! motion was agreed to 
Candler, Mass Hansbrough, Perkias, Whitthorne he SPEAKER prot tT} 
Carlton Hatch, Perry, Wilkinson eo 1 suited i els is af 
Carte Haynes Peters, Willeox, On ‘ ne gentieman from pila ‘ t 
Catchings, Heard, Phelan, Williams, I) tion of consideration. 
Chipman, Hemphill, Pierce Wilson, Ky. Mr ('! | move that the House do 
Cla Henderson, Ill Post, Wiison, Mo oc cere cone 5 move Cam oo heegeere » 4 . 
Clarke, Ala Hooker, Price, Wilson, Wa Phe SPEAKER pro temp Pen Ainge waoico - 
Clements, Hopkins Pugsley Wilson, W.Va that the House adjourn 
Clunie Houk, Quinn, Wright The adtinn heing taken on tha matinn ¢ d he ' 
Cobb Kelley, Randall, Yoder er a oe aoe oe ane 
Conger, Kennedy, Ray, a division (called for by Mr. O’FERRALL)—~ayes 38, noes 9 
ve - . oe Mr. O° FERRALI Yeas and nays, Mr. Speake 
rhe following members reported to the Clerk and were noted as \rhe yeas and navs were ordered 
present under the rule: Ws cosesaertd “a a : 
ae / Phe question was taken; and it was de 
Mr. Beckwita, Mr. Barnes, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, | 49 poe 92% not voting 19%: as follows 
Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. Ex- 
LOE, Mr. CULBERTSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. Funstrox, Mr. BANKS, | case. 
Mr. Post, Mr. Peet, Mr, ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. PERKINS, Mr. | 4 ~ oe a 
vor - . “ it ngs McM 
MUTCHLER, Mr. CANDLER of Massachusetts, Mr. Fiick, Mr. Pen- | }; Davidsor Mcl 
INGTON, Mr. SAWYER, Mr. Kexnepy, Mr. Hooker, Mr. SENEY, Mr. | Brunn« Elliott Nortot 5 
= tn S - > ; . Flows en S . 
HANSBROUGH, Mr. Linp, Mr. Blount, Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. | C&™! For ore } "C 
Mr. HAUGEN. Is there a quorum present, Mr. Speaker ? Carut! Grimes Paynte Vaux 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Lask for a recapitulation of the names. Cothr He Pee Wheeler, A 
Che SPEAKER pre tempore. The Clerk wili now call the roll of | ‘ Castes & —— Wil 
absentees for excuses. . ao 
M re PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest that that is an in- PARR 
novation upon the practice under the new rule. I have only thisde- | (“Ss ee A oe —— . 

: ~ . . : 2 . derson, Kans singham swe wlbe: n, Pa, 
sire, that, whatever the practice is, it shall be harmonious, and there- 4 hdrew. Bowden, Cheatham Do 
fore I make the suggestion that it never has been the practice under | Atkinson, Ps Buchanan, N. J Clark, Wis. ‘Dunnell 
the newruleeither torecapitalate the names of those who have answered | }80*. — eee see ee, 

- . nea > } ; reo’ I Isic Farquhar 
on the call or to call the roll again for excuses. Jelknap, Candler, Mass. Connell Featherston, 
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Frank, 1A\ Follette, Perkins, Spooner, 
Funston la idlaw, Pickler, Stephenson, 
tiear, Laws, Post, Stivers, 
Gest, Lehibach, Quackenbush, Stockbridge, 
Grosvenor, Lind, Raines, Taylor, E. B. 
Hall MoeClellan, Reed, lowa Taylor, J.D. 
Harmer, MeCormick, Reyburn, Thomas, 
Haugen, McKinley, Rife, Townsend, Colo. 
Henderson, Ii! Moffitt, Rockwell, Townsend, Pa. 
Hermann, Moore, N. H. Rowell, Walker, 
Hill, Morey, Russell, Wallace, N. Y. 
Hitt, Morse, Seull, Wickham, 
Holman, Mudd, Sherman, Williams, Ohio 
Kennedy, O'Neill, Pa. Simondr, Yardley. 
Kerr, lowa Osborne, Smith, Il. 
Kinsey, Payne, Smyser, 
Lacey, Payson, Snider, 

NOT VOTING—1®2. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Richardson, 
Alderson, Covert, Lane Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Cowles, Lansing, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Cutcheon, Lawler, Rowland, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Lee, Rusk, 
Atkinson, W.Va. I n, Lester, Va. Sanford, 
Baker, Darlington, Lewis, Sawyer, 
Bankhead, De Haven, Lodge, Scranton, 
Bartine, De Lano, Maish, Skinner, 
Barwig, Dibble, Mansur, Smith, W. Va. 
Beck with, Dickerson, Martin, Ind Spinola, 
Belden, me oe Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Biggs, Dockery, Mason, Stahinecker, 
Blanchard, Dorsey, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Bliss, Dunphy, McOarthy, Stewart, Vt. 
Blount, Edmunds, McClammy Stone, Ky. 
Hoatner, Ellis, McComas Stone, Mo. 
Bootiman, Enloe, MeCord, Struble, 
Houtelle, Ewart, McCreary, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Finley, McDuffie Sweney, 
Brewer, Fitch, McKenna Tarsney, 
Brickner, Fithian, Miles, Taylor, Ill. 
Brookshire, Flick, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Rrosiua, Flood, Mills, Thompson, 
Brower, Forman, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Brown, J.B. Yowler, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Browne, T. M. Geissenhainer, Morgan, ‘Tucker, 
Browne, Va. Gibson, Morrill, Turner, Kans. 
Buchanan, Va. Gifford Morrow, ‘Turner, N.Y. 
Buckalew, Goodnight, Mutchler, Vandever, 
Bullock, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Van Schaick, 
Bunn, Grout, Nute, Venable, 
Butterworth, Hansbrough, O'Donnell, Waddill, 
Bynum, Hare, O' Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Caldwell, Hateh, O'Neil, Mave. Wallace, Mass, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Carter, Haynes, Owen, Ind. Wheeler, Mich. 
Catchings, Heard Owens, Ohio Whiting, 
Cheadle, Hemphill, Parrett, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Henderson, lowa Perry, Wilkinson, 
Claney, Henderson, N.C. Peters, Willeox, 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, Phelan, will Til. 
Olements, Hopkins, Pierce, Wilson, Ky. 
Olunie, Se —, vam = 
Cobb, * elley, Pugsley, n, 
Cogswell, Kerr, Pa. Randa!!, Wilson, Wve 
Conger, Ketcham, i Wright, 
Cooper, Ind. Kiigore, Reilly, Yoder. 


So the House refused to adjoura. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. BooraMAN with Mr. Yoprr, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WADE. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. Dockery j, but 
have voted in order to makeaquorum., Asa quorum is not necessary 
on this question, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I did not vote, because I am paired with 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], whom I do not see in 
his seat. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. Hovx]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Virginia 
| Mr. Lester], and have only voted in order to make a quorum. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAyson), The question recurson 
the question of consideration raised by the gentleman from Virginia. 
The question is, Will the House proceed to the consideration of the 
resolutions reported from the Committee on Elections? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore to put the question. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. On that question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair 
was not advised as to that fact. 

Mr, CRISP. The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 7, not voting 
231; as follows: 


YEAS—87. 
Adams, Burrows, Oulberteon, Pa. Hansbrough, 
Anderson, Kans, Burton, Dolliver, Harwer, 
Atkinson, Pa. Candler, Mass. Dunnel), ——. 
Banks, Cannon, Henderson, fil. 
Bayne, Cheatham, r, Hermann, 
Beokwith, Clark, Wis. ri on, Hitt, 
Belknap, Ooleman, Flick, Kennedy, 
Bergen, Comstock, Gest, Kerr, Iowa 
Bowden, Conne!), Grosvenor, Kinsey, 
Bachanan, N. J. Craig, Hal}, Lacey, 





Ia Follette, 
Laidlaw, 


Laws, 
Lehlbach, 
Lind, 
Mason, 
McCormick, 
McKinley, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. i. 
Morey 
Morrill, 


Andrew, 
Cheadle, 


Abbot, 
Alderson, 

Allen, Mich. 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 


Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Carlton, 
Carter, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, 
Clements, 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Cogswell, 
Conger, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
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Morse, Rif 
Mudd, Rock well, 
O'Neill, Pa. Rowell, 
Osborne, Russell, 
Payne, Sawyer, , 
Pa . Seull, 
Perkins, Sherman, 
Pickler, Simonds, 
Quackenbush, Smith, Il. 
Raines, Smyser, 
Reed, lowa Snider, 
Reyburn, Spooner, 
NAYS—7. 
Cummings, McClellan, 
Ho)lman, Shively, 
NOT VOTING—231, 
Cowles, Lane, 
Crain, Lanham, 
Crisp, Lansing, 
Culberson, Tex Lawler, 
Cutcheon, Lee, 
Dalzell, ps =. 
pao, ater, Va. 
Darlington, Lewis, 
ee . Lodge, 
aven, ] er, 
De Lano, Mebane 
Dibble, Mansur, 
Dickerson, Martin, Ind. 
Dingley, Martin, Tex. 
Dockery, McAdoo, 
Dorsey, McCarthy, 
Dunphy, McClammy, 
Edmunds, McComas, 
Elliott, McCord, 
Ellis, McCreary, 
Enloe, McDuffie, 
Ewart, McKenna, 
Finley, MeMillin, 
Fitch, McRae, 
Fithian, Miles, 

. Milliken, 
Flower, Mills, 
Forman, Montgomery, 
Forney, Moore, Tex. 
Fowler, Morgan, 

k, Morrow, 
Funston, Mutchiler, 
Gear, Niedringhaus, 
Geissenhainer, Norton, 
Gibson, Nute, 
Gifford, Oates, 
Goodnight, O'Donnell, 
Greenhalge, O’ Ferrall, 
Grimes, O’Neall, Ind. 
Grout, os — 
Hatch, Owen, Ind. 
Hayes, Owens, Ohio 
Haynes, Parrett, 
Heard Paynter, 
Hemphill, Peel 

, lowa Penington, 
Henderson, N.C. P erry, 
Herbert, Peters, 
Hill, Phelan, 
Hooker, Pierce, 
Hopkins, Post, 
Kelle; Pugsiey 

y. y, 
Kerr, Pa. - nn, 
Katohem lb - dal}, 

re, : 
Knapp, Reilly, 





Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Taylor, E. B. 


Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, 


Wallace, N.Y. 
Williams, Ohio 
Yardley. 


Vaux, 


Richardson, 
Robertson, 


Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Skinner. 
auth, W. Va. 
Spino 
Springer. 
StahInecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stock bridge, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Sweney, 


‘Tarsney 
Taylor, i. 
‘Taylor, Tenn, 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
‘Tucker, 
‘Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Kans. 
‘Turner, N. Y. 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Venable, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Washington. 
nD . 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 


Mr. O’FERRALL. I call for a recapitulation of the vote. 





The vote ha been tulated, 

Mr. YARD said: I am paired with my colleague from Pennsy!- 
yania [Mr. Kure], but haye voted for the purpose of making a quo- 
rum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 87, the 
nays 7—no quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. VAUX (while the Speaker pro tempore was putting the question 
on ordering a call). I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I make the point that the motion of the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania—— = 
The SPEAKER pro The House is dividing upon the ques- 

tion of ordering a call. Chair will recognize the gentleman later. 
The question having been taken, a call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following-named 

members failed to answer: 

aem, n, ‘Browne, < M. Garuth, 

Adams, iggs, Browne, Va. Catchings, 
Iderson Bingham, Buchanan, Va. ipman, 

Allen, Mich. Blanchard, Bullock, - ou F 

Allen, Miss. Bland, Bunn, Clarke, Ala. 

Anderson, Miss. Bliss, Burton, ments, 

Arnold, Blount Butterworth, junie, 

Atkinson, W. Va. Boutelle, Bynum Cobb, 

Baker, Brewer, Cald weil : 

Bankhead, Brickner, Candler, Ga Connell 

Bartine, Brosi ; a vind. 

Barwig. Brown, J.B. Sarton’ Covert 
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Cowles, Hayes, Montgomery, Spinola, 
Cutcheon, Haynes, Moore, Tex. Socnaee, 
Daizell, Heard, Morey, Sabinest er, 
Dargan, Hemphill, Morrill, Stewart, — 
Darlington, Hooker, Morrow, a . 
Davidson, Hopkins, Morse, Stock« = 

De Haven, Houk, Mudd, Stone, Mo. 

De Lano, Kelley, Mutebler, Strante, 
Dibble, Kerr, Pa. Niedringhaus, Samp. 
Dickerson, Ketcham, Nute, eney. 
Dingley, Kilgore, O'Donnell, er, 
Dockery Knapp, O’ Neall, Ind. 1 aylor, Ill. 
Dorsey, Lacey, O’ Neil, Mass. Tay lor, Tenn. 
Dunphy Lane, Outhwaite, Thompson, 
Edmunds Lansing, Owens, Ohio I iiman,— 
Elliott : Lawler, Payne, Turner. Kans. 
Ellis , Lee, Paynter, Turner, N.Y 
Enloe, Lester, Va Perry, Vandever, 
Evans, Lewis, Peters, Van Schaick, 
Ewart, Lodge, Phelan, V enable, 
Finley, Magner, Pickler, Waddill, 
Fitch, Maish, Pierce, Walker, 
Fithian, Mansur, Post, Wallace, Mass, 
Flood, Martin, Ind. Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y. 
Flower, Martin, Tex. Quackenbush Wheeler, Ala. 
Forman, Mason, Quinn, Wheeler, Mich, 
Fowler, McAdoo, Randall, Whiting, 
Frank, McCarthy, Ray, Whitthorne, 
Geiasenhainer, McComas, Reilly, Wiley, 
Gibson, McCord, Robertson, Wilkinson, 
Gifford, McCreary, Rogers, Wille ox, 
Goodnight, McDuffie, Rowland, Williams, Tih. 
Greenhalge, McKenna, Rusk, Wilson, Ky. 
Grimes, McKinley, Sanford, Wilson, Mo. 
Grout, McRae, Sawyer, Wilson, Wash. 
Hall, Miles, Scranton, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hare, Milliken, Skinner, Wright. 
Hatch, Mills, Smith, Ill. Yoder. 
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During the roll-call the following members reported their names to 
the Clerk and were recorded as present under the rule. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. BurtToN, Mr. BRowNE of Virginia, Mr. ALLEN 
of Mississippi, Mr. BuNN, Mr. FLower, Mr. Lacey, Mr. McKAE, Mr. 
ELuiotr, Mr. Mupp, Mr. Morsg, Mr. ENLog, Mr. Post, Mr. PIcK- 


LER, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. HAYES, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. QUACKENBUSH, | 


Mr. Blount, Mr. McKINnLey, Mr. BLAND, Mr. WHEELER of Ala- 
bama, Mr. Evans, Mr. Witey, Mr. FRANK, Mr. Morey, Mr. Bur- 


rERWORTH, Mr. CANDLER of Massachusetts, Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. KEL- | 


Ley, Mr. MAISH, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. MuTCHLER, Mr. O’NRIL of 
Massachusetts, Mr. OWENS of Ohio, Mr. Mason, and Mr. McCREARY. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I make the point of order that the roll has not 
been called the second time for excuses. I believe the former occu- 
pant of the chair directed the recapitulation also of the absentees, Mr. 
Speaker. I ask, therefore, for a recapitulation. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheSpeaker ot the House and the pres- 
ent oceupant of the chair when occupying this position on different 


occasions have ruled, and the Chair believes it has been the uniform | 


practice of the House, that there can be no recapitulation of the names 
of those recorded as present under the callof the House. The present 
occupant ot the chair is aware of the fact that the Speaker pro tempore of 
the House on one occasion allowed the names of the absentees to be 


ealled; but the Chair is inclined to follow the uniform rale heretofore | 


adopted and hold that that practice is not required by the rule. 
The Clerk reports the presence of 158 members—not a quorum. 
Mr. VAUX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is a dilatory motion. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I raise the point of order that it is dilatory. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion is dilatory the Chair desires tostate that the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania, the Chair has observed, has been constantly in attendance | 


during the day and voted on every call. 
that the motion is in order. 

Mr. VAUX. And I will state, Mr. Speaker, that it was not my pur- 
pose to make it as a dilatory motion, but because it is evident that we 
can not transact any business in the present condition of the House. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, the House di- 
vided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 54. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 52, nays 86, not vot- 
ing 187; as follows: 


The Chair therefore holds 


On the question of order that the mo- 


‘oleman 
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C Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa Smith, I 
Comstock, Hill, Osborne, Smyser, 
Connell, Hitt, Owen, Ind. Snider, 
Craig, Kelley, Payne. Spooner 

} Culbertson.Pa. Kerr, lowa Pay SOI Stephens« 

| Cummings, Kinsey, Pickler, Stivers, 

} Dunnell, Lacey Post ravior, E. B 

Evans, La Follette, Quackenbus Taylor, J. D 

| Featherston, Laidlaw, Raines, Tuomas 
Frank, Laws, Reed, lowa fownsend, ¢ 
Funston, Lind, Reyburn, Townsend. Pa 
Gear, McCormick Rife. Walker 
Gest, MeKinley Rock well Wallace, N.Y 
Grosvenor, Moffitt, © Rowell, Wickham 
Hansbrough, Moore, N. H Russell Williams, Ohio 

| Harmer, Morey Seull, Yard 

| Haugen, Morse. Shermar 

| Henderson, I) Mudd Simonds 

| NOT VOTING—\S; 

| Abbott, Covert, Kerr, Pa Ray, 

| Alderson Cowles, Ketcham Reilly 

| Allen, Mich, Crain, Kilgore Roberts 

| Anderson, Miss. Cuteheon Knapp, Rogers, 

| Arnold, Dalzell, Lan Rowland 

|} Atkinson, Pa Darran, Lansing, Rusk, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Darlington, Lawlet Sanford 
saker Davidson, Lee Sawyer 

Barnes, De Haven, Lehibach Seranton 
Bartine, De Lano, Lester, Va Skinner 

| Barwig, Dibble, Lewis Smith, W 
Belden, Dickerson Lodge Spinola, 

| Biggs. Dingley, Magner, Springer 
Bingham, Dockery, Mansur, Stahinecke 
slanchard, Dolliver, Martin, Ind Stewart, Ga 

| Bliss, Dorsey, Martin, Tex Stewart, Vt. 

| Boothman, Dunphy, Mason, Stone. Mo 

| Boutelle, Edmunds, McAdoo Strubk 
Brewer, Elliott McCarthy, Stump 

i Brickner, Ellis, McComas Sweney, 

| Brookshire, Enloe, MeCord, Carsney 
Brosius, Ewart, McCreary, Taylor, I 

| Brower, Farquhar MeDutftie, raylor, Tx 
Brown, J. B. Finley, McKenna, Thompson 

| Browne, T. M. Fitch, Miles Tillman 
Browne, Va. Fithian, Milliken Tracey 

| Buchanan, Va. Flick Mills, Curner,Ka 

| Bulloek, Flood, Montgomery lurner, N.Y 

|} Burrows, Forman, Moore, Tex Vandever 
Butterworth, Fowler, Morrill Van Schaichk 


Bynum 
Caldwell, 
‘andler, Ga. 
‘aritor 
‘arter, 


‘aruth, 





Geissenhaine: 
Gibson, 
Gifford, 
Goodnight, 
Greenhalge, 
Girimes, 


Morrow, 
Mutchler, 
Niedringhaus 
Nute, 

0’ Donnell, 
O’Neall, Ind 


Venable, 
Waddill 
Wade, 

\lase 
Wheeler. Mich 
Whiting, 


Wallace, 


( 
( 

1 ¢ 

| « 

Catchings, Grout, Outhwaite W hitthorne 

| Chipman, Hall, Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Clanes, Hateh, Perkins, Willcox, 

Clark, Wis. Hayes, Perry, Williams, I 
Clarke, Ala, Haynes, Peters, Wilson, Ky 

| Clements, Hemphill, Phelan, Wilson, Mo 
Ciunie, Herbert, Pierce, Wilson, Wash. 
Cobb, Hermann Price, Wilson, W. Va. 

| Confer, Hopkins, Pugsley Wright 

| Cooper, Ind. Houk, Quint Yoder 

| Cooper, Ohio Kennedy, Randa 


I offer the resolution I send to the Clerk 


The Clerk read as follows: 


of the House such of its members as are now absen 


to the resolution. 


| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
statute in question ? 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
Mr. HAUGEN. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. 
Mr. OWEN, of Ohio. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 


of Kentucky. 


So the House refused to adjourn 


Mr. HAUGEN. 


| 
Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bri: 
| 
j 


| 
| Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is he 
| 


this House to enforce the laws ot the House? 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I desire to offer 


What 


an amendmen 


reby, directed to enfo 


No work, no pay. [| Laughter. 
Iam willing to accept that amendment. 
Upon the amendment I ask forthe yeas 


and nays 


It appears so, Mr. Speaker. 


The Chair thinks that is not a parlia 


t without leave of t 10 House. 


is the purport of the 


I wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is it necessary to adopt a resolution here in order to get the oflicers of 


The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from New Jer- 


‘ 


| sey, upon which the gentleman from Virginia demands the yeas and 


YEAS—52. 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. MeMillin, Seney, 
Andrew, Flower, McRae, Shively, 
Bankhead, Forney, Morgan, Stewart, Tex, 
Bland, Hare, Norton, Stock bridge, 
Blount, Heard, Oates, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Henderson, N.C. O’ Ferrall, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Holman, O'Neil, Mass. Tucker, 
Brunner, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Turner, Ga. 
Buckalew, Lanham, Parrett, Vaux, 
Bunn, Lester, Ga. Peel, Washington, 
Campbell, Maish, Penington, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cothran, McClammy, Richardson, Wike, 
Crisp, McClellan, Sayers, Wiley. 
NAYS—86, 
Adams, Beckwith, Buchanan, N., J. Caswell 
Anderson, Kans, Belknap, Burton, Chead le, 
Banks, Bergen, Candler, Mass. Cheatham, 
Bayne, Bowden, Cannon, Cogswell, 
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Mr. BUCKALEW. I object to the amendment as not 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. A pointof orderis now pending, The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the point of order that the amend 
ment to the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. And onthis ground: The resolution is, of course 
in order to obtain the attendance of the absent members, but the amend- 
ment is to be an order of the House on the Sergeant-at-Arms, and it 
requires a quorum of the members to pass it. 

Mr. CANNON, Does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania think 


in order 


| 
mentary inqury. 
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that it would be a very effective way to procure the attendance of gen- 
tlemen? 
Mr. BUCKALEW, Yee; but the difficulty is that the minority of 
the Hlouse have not the power. 
Mr. BLAND. The point of order I make is this: That we are pro- 
ceeding wnder the rules for acall of the House. Weare, in our present 
condition, withont a quorum, and no other business can be transacted 
until that is disposed of. If we may proceed to consider that resolu- 
tion we may proceed to consider any other business. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is prepared to rule upon 
the point, 
Mr. BLAND, ‘There is no quorum present and no business can be 
transacted, and the only thing to do is to proceed under the call of the 
Hou eC. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is prepared to rule upon 
the point of order. By the uniform course of decision as to proceed- 
ings when less than a quorum is present, nothing is in order except a 
motion to adjourn, or some motion that is incident to the necessary 
proceedings under a call of the House; and the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] isan affirmative 
direction which would require—if in order at all—the action of a ma- 
jority of the House when transacting itsordinary business. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I give notice that that resolu- 
tion will appear again if we are left without a quorum much more. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry before the 
Chair submits this resolution. Clause 2 of Rule XV reads as follows: 
2. In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there is one, ¢hall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, 
and in all calls of the House the doors shall be closed, the names of the mem- 
bers shall be called by the Clerk, and the absentees noted; and those for whom 


no suflicient exeuse is made may, by order of a majority of those present, be 
sent for and arrested. 5 


Now, I wish to know if it is pot in order, before the House acts upon 
that resolution, to offer excuses for the absentees. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That opportunity has been given, and 
whenever gentlemen have risen in their places to make excuses for ab- 
sent members recognition has been always extended. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Lam not speaking about what has been done. I 
wish to know if it is not in order now to offer excuses, prior to the 
issuing of the warrant for the arrest of members. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. 
Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask one question; and that 
is, alter the yens and nays have been asked for on the amendment to the 
resolution, whether a pcint of ordercan then be made againstit. AsI 
unilerstand it, there are two ways of getting a quorum: first, by having 
the Sergeamt-at-Arms notify the members and bring them here; sec- 
ond, by asking that their pay be stopped, according to the section of 
the Revised Statutesreferred to in the resolution of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BuCHANAN]. Now, I did not understand the Chair 
to rule that resolution out of order on the ground that it was not a 
proper way to get them here, by stopping their pay. 
Mr. HEARD. But you can not do that without having a quorum 
here to order it, . 
Mr. FLOWER. That resolution directed the getting of them here 
by stopping their pay. I think that is the better way of the two. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The difficulty about the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLowERr] is that the 
point of order made against the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] has already been sustained. 

Mr. FLOWER. But I was asking the question whether a point of 
order could be made against the amendment after the yeas and nays 
had been demanded upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor t. 
ment was not in order. 

Mr. FLOWER. Did the Chair decide that a point of order could be 
made after the yeas and nays were demanded ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It could be made unless the further 
point was made by a member that the point of order came too late; 
and no gentleman rose to make that point. 

Mr. FLOWER. Iam a little interested in this it, Mr. Speaker, 
because while I was absent it was charged that I drew $13.70 per day, 
being absent without leave. I think I could submit some remarks to 
this louse which would make it clear that I was not drawing my pay. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BucHANAN, of 
Virginia] is absent on important business, and I move that he be ex- 
cused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The from Virginia [ Mr. 
O’FeRRALL] moves that his colleague | Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia] 
be excused on account of important business. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I object to that. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Then I demand a vote upon the question. 

The question was taken; and the motion that Mr. Bucnawan, of 
Virginia, be excused was agreed to. 


The Chair decided that the amend- 


pn eee 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move to lay the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. HavGen] upon the table. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
is not in order—— 

Mr. GEAR. I make the point of order that that is out of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is in order under the rules. Undonbt- 
edly the previous question will prevent debate under the rules, but a 
motion to lay upon the table has precedence overa motion for the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has been no demand for the 
previous question upon this resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Very true; but the gentleman from Wis- 
consin might ask for the previous question, Otherwise the resolution 
is open to debate. Thisis under a call of the House. It is an onder 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest. Therefore all the power and all the 
rules applicable to the House applies to this. This House, without a 
quorum, bas whatever power is necessary to bring absent members here. 
lt must exercise that power under the rules of the House. Therefore 
a motion to arrest or to issue a warrant of arrest is a motion that has 
applicable to it all the incidental motions that other questions before 
the House have. The gentleman irom Wisconsin (Mr. HAUGEN] can 
call the previous question; otherwise the question is open to debate. 
You can demand the previous question, y. : can lay the resolution on 
the table, for that would dispose of it; and I move to lay the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin upon the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] on the question of order as to whether or 
not the motion to lay the resolution upon the table is in order. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to speak on the question o! 
order. The only motion that can be made under the circumstances is 
either a motion to call the House or to adjourn; and a motion to lay 
on the table would require a quorum present, or a motion for the pre- 
vious question would require a quorum. And there being noquorum, 
if such a motion be allowed, then there would be a complete block- 
ing of business, and we could neither compel absent members to at- 
tend nor even adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Why, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Illinois is correct, then you never could come to a vote on a call of the 
House if the minority did not choose to let you do it. 

Mr. ROWELL. It is not a motion that is debatable. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There is nothing in the rule that prevents 
it from being debatable. No Speaker, I apprehend, would hold that. 
Every question is debatable in this House excepting those questions 
which by the rules are made non-debatable. And as to this particular 
matter, a quorum not being necessary, this House has the same power 
with reference to it, even in the absence of a quorum, that it would 
have it the whole House was here. When the House has not a quorum 
it has the power to do two things—compel the presence of absent mem - 
bers, and to adjourn. In reaching a conclusion on those two subjects 
it must do so under the rules of the House, in the orderly manner pro- 
vided for by those rules. It is limited to those two subjects, but in 
those it has all the power that a full House has. It has the power to 
excuse @ member, as was just done a moment ago. The motion toex- 
cuse a member would be subject to the previous question, to division 
by tellers, and then to a vote by the yeas and nays. 

The Honse without a quorum has the power to order a warrant to be 
issued for the arrest of absent members. Why? Because it is a step 
toward obtaining a quorum, and this resolution is an exercise of that 
power. It has the power to revoke leaves of absence, as has been de- 
cided by the present er and a former one; and debate upon the 
motion would be in order under the rules of the House. I donot think 
the Speaker pro tempore will have the least doubt for a moment if he wil! 
consider the matter. The power of this House without a quorum is 
precisely the same with reference to the matters upon which the House 
can act as the power of the full House concerning any other matter 
that is before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is an entirely new one 
to the present occupant of the chair, and it is embarrassing to be called 
upon to decide it at the instant; nor is the Chair able, after a moment- 
ary consultation with about the Clerk’s desk, to derive any 
aid from any recollection they may have. The gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Row.) in opposition to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is hardly accurate when he says 
that no motion is in order except a motion to adjourn or a motion 
for a call ef the House. Any motion which is incident to a call is in 
order. Ne quorum is n to transact any proper business in 
connection either with a call ot the House or any —s incident to 
a call of the House. Now, thesituation is this: The House being with- 
out a quorum, a resolution to secure the attendance of a quorum is 
presented by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAvGEN]. Any 
motion whieh is proper in connection with that resolution, in judg. 
ment of the Chair, is in order at this time. The resolution is before 
the House for oitlinary consideration; it is debatable, and has all the 

rivileges and disabilities attending ordinary resolutions, except that 
oe than a quorum may dispese of it. And while the same end would 
be attaimed by voting down the resolution offered by the gentleman 
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; gentleman from Kentucky, still the Chair is of the opinion that the | Mr. O’FERRALI Let us hat aER Hwy eae 
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Q motion to lay on the table is in order. he Cl proc 1 with t 
‘i Mr. ROWELL. I make the point that that isa dilatory motion. | Mr. O'PERRAL! iy ciahan af om wal ‘ -" 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not prepared to rule that | ¢]eman from \ ; alli a a sy awe: 
; the motion is dilatory. | ulation 
: Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. A motion can not possibly be dilatory The 1 ™ 
which in its very nature requires the House to come to an immediate Mr HAUGEN. } 
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bi and decisive vote. Maine is so demoralizing to our I 
: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point will be overruled. The | fecet]y unfit Letaiiianin- en aline 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky to lay on | the House do now adjourn 
the table the motion made by the gentleman from Wisconsin. The motion was avreed 
= The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that | nies p. m.) th eae diourne 
2 the noes seemed to have it. 
i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Division. 
_ The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 74. RESOLUTI 
a Mr. O'FERRALL. Yeas and nays. Nader clause f Rul ert 4) 
. The yeas and nays were ordered. Seeit eels ae , i i ae ih As 
/ . luced and referred as follows 
a The question was taken; and there were—yeas 46, nays 91, not voting By Mr F RANK 
188; as follows: oan 
YEAS—46 Res i ‘ ae ents ttee lx ted by the ch an « Le ( 
Allen, Miss. Cummings, Morgan — oe es wn - 7 shonnial ; f the Discov ry A me a to inquire into t! 
Andrew. Flower, Norton, Steckdale. and to make an examinatio ain hee . Leena S Chicag 
Bank head, Forney, Oates, Stone, Ky Goverument displays nd all « ree aa hottie oe 
Bland. Hare. O’ Ferrall, Tacker, l .d States at said exhibit selbst . 
Blount, Heard, O’ Neil, Mass, Turner, Ga. } } 
Breckinridge, Holman, Owens, Ohio Vaux to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial of t ) ) of 
Brunner, Hooker, Parrett, Washington America, 
Bunn, Lanham, Peel, Wheeler, Ala 
Connelh, Lester, Ga. Pevington, Wike. ’ . extmnennece 
Cothran, Maish, Richardson, Wiley. REPORTS O] ‘OMMITTI 
a rain, McClammy, Sayers, , pet -  COMMITTER 
4 ulberson, Tex McClellan, Shively, Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. reports of commit 
t ava : ao Pa ee » Fepores of cominit 3 we delivered 
7 ‘i NAYS—41. to the Clerk and disposed of as follows 
Adams, Craig, Laidlaw Rife Mr. DUNNELI from the Committ r ; 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Pa. Laws, R k well ht Sith at oP ae ommittee on Foreign A rs, reported 
Atkinson, Pa. Dunnell, Lehibach, Rowe, favorably the bill of the Senate (5. 1421) to provide for thedisposal of 
Senin Soon Lind, a? | the interest on the Virginius indemnity fund, accompanied by a report 
Bo wit Sageeee. Mason, Sherman, No. 3065)—to the House Calendar : ; 
ok with, eatherston, McCormick, Si M sELK » fron ’ { ! 
Belknap, Frank, McKinley, gf Mr. BELENA! , from the ¢ ommittee on Invalid Pensior sepected 
q Bergen, Funston, Moftiu, Smyser, favorably the following bills of the House, which were severally referred 
Bingham, Gear, Moore, N. H. Snider to the Committee of the Whole House 
Bowden, _ Gest, Morey, Spooner A bill (H. R. 10742) 2 ata tones ' , 
j Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor, Morea, iieeabeh L bul (Et. Ki (42 granting a pensiou to Josephine 8. Hansel (late 
7 pace, Hansbrough, Mudd, Stivers ; Wilson). Report No, 3066 
urton, Harmer, O' Neill, Pa. Stock bri . A bill (H R ATR) to crant a pens ' ‘ | ‘ 
Campbell, Haugen, Gdeouail Toe ae 3067 as to grant a pel n toAnn Burnett ceport N 
Candler, Mass. Henderson,lowa Owen, Lod. Taylor. J. D. sage 
Geeweil ae Payne, Thomas, \ bill (Hf. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac > ) ept 
lasweii, itt, Pays r , : . lo. 3068 x 
Cheadle, Kelley, Perkins re wo Wil LIAM hi 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Post, 2 Walker ’ . I i. AAMS, of Ohio, from the ¢ nmittee on Military Affa 
Clark, Wis Kerr. fowa Quackenbush Wallace N.Y reported favorably the bill of the Hous H. R. 487 ‘ rer ] 
Cogswell, Kinsey, Raines, , Williams, Ohic charge of de ertion from the record of Pet 7. © 14 ye i See 
Coleman, Lacey, Reed. lowa : Satine ’ io : s : i ro > ik : nh -_ rd O| bete c ik. Edd VY, “acco ipan d 
Comstock, La Follette, Reyburn, ; . _ a P a 7 ~ VOY ) the Committee of ti Whole Hous 
7 Mr. KINSEY, from the Committee o Invalid Pen 
sa Maa ta . , ‘ il Vs ensions, reported 
NOT VOTING—188, with amendment the bill of the House (H.R 5587 for th ha. He 
prea Ce. Kilgore, Robertson James A. Rice recom pan l by a report (N ;070 t 4] Cc: sed . - 
derson, Sutcheon, Knapp, —_ 1. Yh or . : ~s 7 us 0 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, ay ae. of the Whole House. 
Anderson, Miss. Dargan, Lansing, Resi — Mr. MORRILL ym t Comm ou | id I be 
, Arnold, ron Darlington, Lawler, Russell favorably the bill of the House fh. 6392 nt ; 1 
Atkinson, W.Va. Davidson, Lee, eattendl ical Sites Wethiies eanbeeniaiedh Ye. o mendes ag & pena <2 ves 
Baker, De Haven, Lester, Va. Searwer soswell Moore Bristor, a panied by a report (No. 3071 to t! 
: Barnes, De Lano, omer ee om Comm e of the WI H 
A Bartine, Dibble, Lodge, ie = Mr. CUL! PRTSON. of Pe 
Barwig, Dickerson, Magner, Skinner icy on tod fa ! the HN] on ao ~ a : 
Belden, Dingley, Mansur, Smith, W.Va “a » FOPOFLed favoranly the bill of the House [. RR. 11101) for 
Biggs, Dockery, Martin, Ind. Spinola relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Aust deceased 
Bianchard, Dolliver, Martin, Tex. Springer report o. 3072 to the Comr ( 
Bliss, Dorsey, McAdoo aiiieeniees : ce ; , 
Boatner, Dunphy, MeCarthy ne . ae ’ 
Boothman, Edmunds, McComas, Gtowert Ve TL] NI IN] 
Boutelle, Elliott, MeCord , — ‘ BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION:>- 
Brewer, Ellis, McCreary Strabie c Und | 3 Pole XXIT. hill } 
Brickoer, Enloe, McDuffie, Stump, nder clause 3 of Rale XXII, bills of the following ti ( 
Brookshire, Ewart, McKenna, Suman troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follow 
Brosius, Finley, MeMillih, Tarsney. By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11993) t nd ar nt 
Brower, Fitch, McRae Tayi "i acm : ‘ >>) toamend a u ‘ if 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, Miles. Teslon’ — An act to amend the pension laws ine einen idan 
Browne, T. M. Fliek, Milliken A om. | diers and sailors who have lost an: | roved 
Browne, Va. Flood, Mills, ; Tillman | August 4. 1886—to the Committee ; i 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, Montgomery Tracey : ys Mr PB rT a hith (TF ; 
Buckalew, Fowler, Moore, Soe. ’ Sesne . K By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H.R tit TY 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, © Morrill, Turner. X.Y. for bank notes, and for other pur 
ae. ery Morrow, odie . and Currency. 
iferd, N thle y Sie } — en 
Cald weil, Goodnight, Niedringhaus — By Mr. GEST (by request R. 11995) te V 
Candler, Ga. Greenhalge, Nute, - Waddill’ Inte rnational Labor Congres to he } Oua y ( 
Carlton, Grimes, O' De i ‘ ’ ] J ee 1 _— 
mnell, Wade | lumbian Fair in 1893—to the Sel nt ( 
Carter, Grout O’Neall. Ind ade, : -Cen 
Caruth, Hall," utien a Wallace, Mass. nial of the Discovery of Ameri 
Catchings, Hatch. ney L, Weester, Mich. 
Chipman, Hayes, Perry, | Whiting, 
Clancy, Haynes, Peters, whee PRIVAT! 
Clarke, Ala. Hemphill, Phelan Wilki ~. | : 
Clements, Headesson, lll. Piokios’ we | Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of th ne t 
Clunie, am, N.C. Pierce, Willinuns, Til. were presented and referred as indicated below 
Conane a rt, ; Wilson, Ky. | By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill t] f 
Cooper, Ind. opkins, one” Wilson, Mo | charge of deserti aaa 
-’ . . -harge of desertion ir he reco! Tet tAw } 
Gooper, Ohio oe Quino, Wilson, Wash, Naval Aff n from the record of John Cassidy—tothe Committ 
. . Randal! Wilson. W.V on Naval Affairs. 
Covert, Kerr, Pa. —- ison, W.Va. By Mr. MOFFITT ; . ae oe 
Cowles, Ketcham Reiti Wright ny Mar. 2 rT: A bill (AH. R. 11997) for th: Alexand 
, y, Yoder. Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11998) for the relief of William J. 
Bryan, late postmaster of San Francisco post- office, State of California— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11999) for the relief of Capt. John 
Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Twenty-two petitions of various boards of trade, 
merchants’ exchanges, and others, praying for the passage of House bill 
11744 regarding mail boxes at railroad stations—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Affidavits in the case of William Bassett to ac- 
company House bill 2822—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Spring 
Caton Alliance, Huerfano County, Colorado, in tavor of passage of Sen- 
ate bill 2806 or House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Santa Clara, in same county and State, for 
same measnre—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, September 10, 1890. 


‘The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's proceed- 
ings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Under the circumstances that we all understand, 
as the Journal is very long, I ask unanimous consent that its reading 
be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with, The Chair hears no objection, and the Journal—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, As we are acting under aspecial order to-day and 
time ought not to be wasted, as six hours are allowed for general de- 
hate on the tariff bill, I suggest that by unanimous consent the morn- 
ing business be dispensed with. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to take an order that is important in regard 
to business that is to come up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the Journal 
will stand approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution of the Legis- 


ita Osborn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 4384) granting a pension to Thomas M. 
Chill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Ordered, That the Senate bill (No. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes, as the same passed the Senate, and the amendments to the same as 
adopted by the House of Representatives, and the bill as it is reported by the 
committee of conference to the Senate, be printed together in bill form, for the 
use of the Senate. 


Mr. MORGAN. In this connection I offer a resolution, and ask for 


| its present consideration. 


lative Assembly of Oklahoma Territory, favoring the immediate opening | 


o! the Cherokee Strip to settlement; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian A flairs. 

Mr. PLUMB, I present a petition numerously signed by persons 
living in Northwestern Kansas, setting forth the failure of crops in that 
section and suggesting certain relief to be granted by Congress. I move 
that the petition be re‘erred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. I present a memorial in the shape of a telegram, on 
)echalf of certain citizens of Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Ayriculture and Forestry. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

Mr, QUAY. I present resolutions adopted by the Boston Merchants’ 
Association, of Boston, Mass,, favoring the passage of the Torrey bank- 
rupt bill. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That memorial was presented to the Senate yesterday, 
It will not do any harm, of course, to present itagain. It is a very 
ood resolution, and it is worth repeating. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The inemorial will lie on the table, 
if there be no objection. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 

A bill (HL. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beesley; and 

A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4382) for the relief of Bremer 
& Co,; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S..4383) granting a pension to Vin- 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
what number of cases are now pending in his Department in which the claims 
of settlers are antagonized by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company or by 
other companies whose roads were not constructed within the time required by 
the granting acts; and whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company is now 
seeking a reversal of previous decisions of the Departmentof the Interior favor- 
ing settlement claims; and whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
has atdifferent times filed different maps of general route for any portion of its 
line through the same part of the country, and, if so, whether pu lic lands have 
been withdrawn trom settlement and entry along each of said lines as the same 
was changed, or along additional routes, prior to the definite location of the 
line of such portion of road; and whether the Department of the Interior main- 
tains, or has maintained, such withdrawals as an exclusion of the right of settle- 
ment and entry prior to definite location; and, specifically, what are the decis- 
ions of his Department upon the point of the legality of withdrawals on second 
or subsequent maps of general route, so filed, and of the validity of such indem- 
nity withdrawals as against settlement rights under the terms of the grant to 
said company; and whether said company is seeking the reversal of previous 


| decisions of the Department upon-said points; and he will further inform the 


Senate whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company failed to detinitely lo- 
cate any portion of its road during the period within which, by the conditions 
of its charter, the road was required to ~ constructed, and what the decisions 
of his Department are upon the point of the legal right of a railroad company to 
definitely locate a line of road after the period when, by law, the entire road 
was required to bave been completed; and whether the decision of Mr. Secre- 
tary Chandler upon this point has ever been overruled by eee depart- 
mental decisions or by the courts, and, if not, whether the principle of said de- 
cision is applied in the practice of the Department to the said Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1s there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. SANDERS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed, 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer a resolution embodying instructions to the 
conferees upon the bill just alluded to, and I ask that it may lie on the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the resolution be read? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to its being read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
ofthe two Houses be instructed to insist on the following additions to the amend- 
ments to Senate bill 2781, to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, reported 
by the majority of said committee to the Senate : 

First. Inserta the end of section 5 of said bill so reported the following: 

“All lands granted tothe Northern Pacific Railroad Company under any law 
of the United States, between the western border of Minnesotaand a south and 
north line drawn through Tacoma, in the State of Washington, shall be and re- 
main subject to the mining laws of the United States as long as the same are 
held by said railroad company, or by any person holding under said company, 
whose claim dates within five years before the approval of this act, And said 
lands may be acquired, held, and disposed of in respect of any mineral deposits 
on the same, except coal and iron, under such mining laws, in thesame manner 
as if the same were a part of the public domain. If said Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company shall at any time release to the United States its claims of every 
kind on any section or sections of land that contain minerals, except coal and 
iron, which are not forfeited under this act, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause to be selected and set apart to said railroad company an equal number of 
sections of agricultural or tiniber land, belonging to the public domain, and not 
reserved oroccupied by a homestead settler,and being within 50 miles of the 
existing line of said railroad, which selections shali be in lieu of and in full 
compensation for the mineral lands so released to the United States, 

“And the lands so released to the United States shall thereupon become a 
part of the public domain, subject to the lawful rights of any miner, or mining 
com , sequired or hereafter to be acquired therein, or the lawful rights of 
any on settler on said lands or any legal subdivision thereof.” 

And that the conferees on the part of the Senate are further to insist upon the 
following as asection to be added to said bill, with its proper number : 

“Sec, —. That the right to alter and amend this act, and any act under which 
lands are granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, not inconsistent 
with the rights vested in said company under such acts of Congress, is hereby 
reserved and retained, and the further right is retained in Con to hereafter 
declare a forfeiture of any lands heretofore granted to said railroad company, 
for just cause.” 

And said conferees are further instructed to insist that the provisions of sec- 
tion 8 of the amendment reported by the conference committee, relating to the 
lands granted in aid of the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, shall apply 
to every land-grant railroad company in the United States whose railroad is 
not completed and in operation through the entire extent of its line asthe same 
was located on the maps of definite location, filed in the Department of the In- 
terior, and approved by the proper officer according to law.” 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that these instructions be printed in bill 
form, and lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. | om 
If there be none, that order isclosed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, 


is in order. a 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of House bill 9416. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9416) to reduce to revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


grossed and the bill read the third time, the question is, Shall the bill 
pass? Upon this question general debate is limited to six hours, three 


hours being ‘‘allowed to each side,’’ according to the language ot 
the agreement of August 26. The six hours assigned jor debate will 
expire at 5 o’clock and 21 minutes this aiternoon. The Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield for a few moments to the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish by the courtesy of the Senator 
from New York to make a statement to the Senate. 

I have not thought it expedient to engage in the general debate upon 
the pending bill. I thought those persons who agreed with me in de- 
siring its passage would promote their own wishes best by limiting the 
debate as far as possible. In general, too, my own opinions and those 
of the community that I represent have been adequately stated tomy 
entire satisfaction and to the entire satisfaction of that community by 
other Senators whose special duties have caused them to give to the 
bill such thorough and faithful study. 

But I wish to say one word in regard to the proposition for reciproc- 
ity which is contained in this bill. I voted with some hesitation for 
that proposition as it came from the Committee on Finance, aiter be- 
ing modified with the consent of the committee in accordance with the 
suggestion which I made in the Senate. I should not have voted for it 
if I had thought the scheme defined in that provision was all that was 
likely to come of entering upon thispolicy. There are some grave con- 
stitutional difficulties, which have been very able stated by the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. EvArts], in regard to the discretion depos- 
ited with the President. 
are tobe made the special coins or counters in these reciprocal exchanges 
is incomplete on the one side and contains one or two articles, especially 
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Is there further morning business? 


The amendments having been en- | 
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grates the labor ig cl gs f eS } f 
gpuaranties t has bee re teil ba f iv 
unless itis lesstha S V1 ’ t 
1 partic pation in « ’s own we n 
Notwithstanding its pas st t 
i ive une t ed i t s 
tors here and Repri tatives elsew tu} tion, ut 
worthy and fals« ce] irves, aSsa tt I { part { i t! 
past has defeated then Tt 
erful in the present and future to preset ( 
| them—against these assaults, and 
lowly, in his lawful rights 
The manufacturers of England, Germa { 
of their natural ally, Democracy, have made at fight tou degra 
American labor and bankrupt American capital for t benefit o 
rich, monopolistic, and an auti-republican class abroa Within n 
knowledge there bas never been a time like the } ' for I 
agents swarmed our lobbies, had access to our committee-rooms, and 
furnished the material to enable their A rican representatives to 
retard the progress of wise legislation by along and profitles lebate 
Phat our tariff bill would pass was « ed, b their I 
ests it has been delayed until our warehouses are filled and ou 
wharves loaded by the products of Eur ypean manuta ries, and 
notwithstanding that recent history, fresh in the minds of the peo- 
ple, to which I have referred, notwithstanding their present attitud 
vards Southern labor, obvious and noted by the whole count: 
the representatives of Democracy vith an audacity unpatr leled 
proclaim that the motive that actuates them isthe elevation of lah 
and the prosperity of our industries and ourcommon country. Wher 
in her histervy has the Democratic parts hen in power hesitated t 
legislate for foreign capital and tabor, or to emb irrass and degrad 


I think the enumeration of the articles which | 


tea and hides, which we must deal with in the end solely with refer- | 


ence to our internal interests without much relation to the effect upon 
other countries of a duty or of abstaining from duties. 

I think also that in the foretront of any policy upon this question 
we should determine to put an end, as far as our legislation can do it, 
to the practice of foreign nations that deal with us of imposing export 
duties on any products that we use. 
eral law providing, with very few exceptions indeed, that wherever a 
foreign nation imposed an export duty on any special product beyond 
the ordinary, simple, and necessary clearance dues to be applicable to 
all articles alike. that that product should be excluded from our ports 
coming from that nation altogether if we could supply ourselves either 
at home or elsewhere. 

But I regard the amendment that is contained in the bill rather as 
a declaration of purpose than as a definition of legislative policies and 
enactments. Itmay, and I hope it will, receive some modification in 
conference. In order, therefore, to express my sympathy with the great 


I should be glad to have a gen-, 


| of the bill, every epithet that fertile brains could coin at 


and important object which it has in view I gave it my support, and | 


I shall give the bill my support even if it shall contain it without a 
change. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
revenue bill the representatives of the Democratic party have sur- 


Mr. President, in the discussion of the pending | 


. . * | 
passed their predecessors and themselves iu charlatanism, demagog- 


ism, misrepresentation, and insincere professions of devotion to the 
industrial interests of the country. 
For a half century that party advocated, at elections and in the 


Senate, that capital should own labor, and, as the consummation of 


their efforts to accomplish that great crime they shed their blood 
and expended their treasure freely. They resisted the devotion of 
the national domain to the free labor of the country, not by peace- 
ful and lawful methods alone, but by violent and armed resistance. 


Every step of national progress to provide free homes and insure | 


free speech for free labor, up to 1861, was resisted by every method | 


that statemanship could provide and ruffianism execute; and the 
last great effort was consummated in the civil war. 
Ae ; ; ; d 
Their armies defeated and their people subjugated, they have since 


opposed all measures that look to the elevation and equal rights of | 


the agricultural laboring class of the old slave States. Not con 
tent with that, by assassination and murder they have so terrorized 
that class, that while its members are counted under the Consti- 
tution for representation in the House of Representatives, they dare 
not exercise the right of suffrage guarantied to them by that Consti- 
tution; and since the subjugation of their armies in the field there 


| retail price. 


our own ? 








In some other country less enl ghtened than this, in a barbarou I 
semi-barbarous nation, it is possible the positions of the two great 
political parties might be misunderstood, misconstrued, and the 
people cheated; but here in America, witl ir free press and fre¢ 
speec b, here where law of the surv al of the fittest recog- 
nized to its fullest thi people, industrious, thrifty, and intel 
ligent, who always und in the long ru ill gover in not 
be deceived. Our industries for nearly thirt years and I ine lude 
them all, from agriculture that first should be sustained, to the 
sinallest mechanical pursuit—have been wonderfully prosperous 
To what legislation or administrative policy that has contributed 


to the result can the Democratic party point and claim as its own? 
A large proportion of our people are engaged in the manufactures 
Democracy, almost from the adoption of the Couns 


titution continua 
ously to the present time, either by open assaults or insidious at 
tacks, has tried todestroy orcripple them; and siuce this discussion 
commenced here, until now, the closing hours for the consideration 


| eloquent 
tongues utter, hav e been ¢ mploye l for their destruct Manufact- 


uring industries are recrnited trom the farms; and those employed 


n them, with the agricultural class, are a great homogeneo ‘ mass 
of people, connected by consanguineous and business ties, fraternal 
and social in all the relations ot life; but they have been characte 
ized as common thieves, robbers, oppressors of the poor, a priv 
leged class, and in this debate, last of all, as cheati: y their country 
men in the sale of their goods. 
I can not say that Senators who have indulged in tl srraig 





ments, vituperations, and slanders disbelieve their own assertions 





I do say this, however, that their charges are false and « rely 1 
founded; and I add that a careful investigation, such as the inter 
ests assaulted were entitled to, would have den trated that to 





even the most prejadiced investigator. 


I have examined the price-list of Sargent & Co., of New York 
who manufacture at New Haven, Conn., and who are supposed to} 
the largest manufacturers of general hardware in the United Stat 

j 


They issue a book containing Ccesigns of their 
design is an arbitrary price supposed to be the 


roois: uader ea 


vil pr rney 


also issue in connection with it another book or pamphlet entitled 
‘* Discounts from price-lists,” in which their discounts are stated 
from the first book, and extend fron > per cent. ft pou p ce! * and 
additional discounts, I am informed upon veritable authority, upo 

large lots are made to men of unquestionable responsibility from 

per cent. to 15 per cent. The average of the disco is Over 7U pei 
cent., and those stated by the other side made to the export onl 
in respect to like goods by various manufacturers. This 1 lo no 
seem to have but one price-list for forei and domest trade. 
Will the Senators on the other side i: t that they * wother, 
giving prices for export only with the additional dis its below 
those I have mentioned? That would practical be giving tl 

goods away. 

I have also the catalogue of Landers, Frary & Co., whose sales 
rooms are in New York and who manufacture bardware in Nev 
Britain, they have been mentioned in the discussion. They issue an 
illustrated catalogue, at the foot of each illustration giving arbitrary 


They also ixsue another price-list re 





ing to the illus 


has never been a period in the history of the party when Democracy ; trations in the first catalogue, giving discounts varying from 5 to 3 
more defiantly, more lawlessly, or with more bloody methods subju- | per cent. 
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These gentlemen deal in table cutlery also, and their catalogue to 
the trade also gives a discount of 4 per cent. cash in ten days from 
date ofiuvoice, and 2 per cent, discount cash in thirty days from in- 
voice. They also issue a price-list in connection with their illus- 
trated catalogue giving the prices of goods for export only. This 
catalogue contains prices upon 2,400 different articles; of these, 1,950 
give the American price without the discount that I have mentioned 
of 4 per cent. for cash at ten days, or 2 per cent. cash at thirty days, 
and upon 450 of the articles they allow discounts varying from 5 per 
cent. to 15 per cent. from their home price straight. Two-thirds of 
these articles are manufactured for foreign trade; of the other one- 
third which are made for both markets, the actual] sales to large and 
close home buyers have been at the same price as to the foreign trade. 
These samples that I have given illustrate the trade of the largest 
hardware manufacturers of this country; and similar to these are 
Peck, Stove & Wilcox Company, Southington, Conn., Charles Parker, 
Meriden, Conn., and Rogers & Bros., Waterbury, Conn. 

The difference in the manner of business with the home trade from 
the export trade arises from the fact of the necessity of quoting 
exact figures to foreign buyers for orders by mail which may not be 
received for many months from the time the figures are given; the 
prices which are printed for home use are printed for the protection 
of the jobbing trade, and are the prices which are actually offered 
by the manufacturers to the jobbers, less the discount. For home 
sales bargains are made with customers directly, while the foreign 
trade is done through brokers in New York and the printed prices 
are sent all over the world. There is not a manufacturer of cutlery 
in the United States whose sales for export are equal to 6 per cent. 
of his home business 

The difference between the home and export trade may be illus- 
trated in many instances by the manner in which the book busi- 
ness is done through the retailer. The retail price of the book is 
published at, say, $3; the discount to the retailer being 33} per cent., 
makes the cost of the book $2 net to the retailer, while if this busi- 
ness is done for export, the price of $2 net would be printed and the 
book offered at the net price. This results from the fact that in 
their foreign trade manufacturers are not able to negotiate on short 
notice or daily with customers; therefore, their price-list must con- 
tain the arbitrary rates at which they are willing to sell their 
goods. 

Furthermore, it is impossible to make the exception between 
large and small foreign buyers that is made for the home trade, for 
the reason that the small export buyer of to-day may be tho large 
buyer of to-morrow. He orders small sample packages and at the 
export rate, and until a market is fully established it is utterly im- 
possible to make the distinction that is always made in the domestic 
trade between small and large buyers, if the manufacturer desires to 
build up a trade in that market. 

My attention has also been called to the bill-heads of American 
manufacturers “‘ for export trade,” containing an agreement on the 
part of the purchasers that the goods will not be sold in the United 
States, ecustom-honse certificate of exportation to be furnished if 
desired. These bills have practicaliy gone out of use, and when 
adopted the custem of the trade was to make discount in proportion 
to the amonnt of the bill, the larger the bill the larger the discount, 
and the prices for export being the bottom quantity price, for the 
reasons heretofore stated, it was not desired by the manufacturer 
that those goods should be put upon the market to domestic pur- 
chasers of less quantity. 

I have the price-lists of 5S. L, Allen & Co., 127 Catherine street, 
Philadelphia, dealers in implements and tools for farms and gardens. 
I believe they cover the whole range—plows, cultivators, drills, 
shovels, hoes, potato-diggers. As I have run through the list, with 
some little knowledge of farming, I do not discover an implement 
or tool that is omitted below reapers and mowers. They have a price- 
list for foreign and American trade, and without a single exception 
the foreign price upon each article is above the American. 

The American Machine Company, of Philadelphia, manufacturers 
of hard ware specialties, havea foreign and domestic catalogue, which 
includes ice-cream freezers, meat-cutters, sad-irons, flating-machines, 
plaiting-machines, scales, ete., every implement that is required for 

household use. A comparison of the lists uniformly gives the foreign 
price a little higher than the domestic. 

I have the September number of The Iron Age, a weekly publica- 
tion, which contains the current hardware prices of practically 
every article, machine or implement, in domestic use, exported from 
this country, giving prices to the retail trade and then diseounts to 
the jebbers, varying from 5 to 85 per cent. In no instance is there 
discrimination between the domestic and foreign trade. Miller Bros. 
Cutlery Company, Meriden, Conn., write expressly denying that 
they have ever given greater discount to the foreign than to home 
trade. A careful examination into the domestic and foreign price- 
lists discloses the following: 





Twine-binders, standard size, retail, United States, about $145; England, $225; 
France, $240; in Italy and other countries at still higher prices, 

Mowers, standard size, retail, United States, about $50; in England, $70 to $80; 
in France, $80 to S90 

Sulky hay-rakes, retail, United States, $18 te $25, according to size and quality; 
same rakes in France, $40 to $50; nearly os high in England, 
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; Hay prosuen steam-power, retail, United States, $i50; in England, $750; in 
‘rance, : 

_ Hay presses, horse-power, standard reversible style, retail, United States, $285 
in France, $500; in Argentine Republic, about $560. 

No. 40 Oliver plow, with wheel and joint, retail, United States, $14; in Eng- 
land, $16 to $18; in other foreign countries still higher. Other plows and other 
makes of plows are sold abroad at proportionate advances over home prices. 

Grain-drills, nine-hoe, retail, United States, about $60; in France and Italy 
#140. 


In this way we might go through the whole list of agricultural 
implements exported to foreign countries. In every case we would 
find the exported implement brings higher prices abroad, and that 
the discount to jobbers in the countries, respectively, had been based 
upon the length of time given and amount of sales, and uniformly, 
for reasons which are obvious, they are larger here than to foreign 
purchasers. 

Howard, Lockwood & Co., proprietors of The American Mail and 
Export Journal, farnish the following authoritative statement: 

The American Mail and Export Journal is published for the purpose of devel- 
oping the export trade of the United States and as a means of communicating to 
the world at large information as to the manufactures of America; its quotations 


of prices are free on board, New York, and are generally the same as those given 
to large wholesale buyers in this country, and are intended for the trade abroad. 


Mr. A. B. Cohu, of the A. B. Cohu Company, manufacturers of 
agricultural implements, New York City, furnishes the following 
statement: 

We have been twenty years in the business, and our experience has been that 
goods are sold in this country as low if not lower than they are sold for export, 
with this exception, the export buyers pay cash or give aletter of credit on 
London, which we sell here on the day the goods are delivered on board and get 
cash for it. This gives them a slight discount, but domestic bayers at all times 
can obtain the same discount by buying on the same terms, that is, by prying 
spot cash. 

Domestic dealers at all times can obtain as good terms inthe agricultural-im 
plement trade as can be obtained by buyers for export. 


When asked whether agricultural implements were supplied to 
retail purchasers in foreign countries at wholesale rates, Mr. Cohn 
said: 

There is no such thing as a retail trade in foreign countries which we know 
anything about. We do not sell $100 worth of goods abroad at retail in a year. 
No manufacturer does that kind of business. The foreign consumer buys of the 
dealer abroad just as the consamer in this country does. A single plow ordered 
by a South American farmer would cost more than a half-dozen plows ordered in 
the ordinary way, by the time it reached him. 


As to published price-lists he said: 
As a rule, prices to the trade are not published in this country. When pub 


lished either here or abroad they are always fictitious, rarely representing the 
real discounts given. 


As proof that foreigners obtain no better terms than our own 
dealers, Mr. Cohn called attention to the records of his actual sales 
made of similar goods both to foreign and domestic dealers. At- 
tention was called to a bill of lawn-mowers sold in this country. 
Mr. Cohn said: 


On that bill we gave a discount of 65 per cent. from list prices, which would 
represent a discount of $65 off on $100. Here is a bill of like goods sent to Aus 
tralia, on which the discount was 60 per cent. and 10 per cent. ; that is, the for- 
eigner obtained only $64 off on $100. On piows the discount is the same for 
domestic and foreign bvyers. I can prove the truth of the above statements by 
reference to a hundred invoices representing actual transactions as they stand on 
our books. I will guaranty to go into the market and buy agricultural imple- 
ments for the home trade as low or lower than the best terms which the foreigner 
can possibly get. 


I have before me the two bills of the A. B. Cohu Company of actual 


sales made : 
Home trade. 











100. A. BC, lawn-mowers, ldinch, G17 ~.... 0.5. ccc ccdecescccsesecssccccaccce $l, 700 
Leas 65 per cont... ..cccccccese cocccccesccs woeese cece coeece Oc cnccscce 1,105 
595 
OCRRGRIDs oc cb diccces cece seccesuccsebUe Cpeces cbubWs ash bb 532s asdectewten 5 
600 
Export. 
100 A. B. C. lawn-mowers, 14-inch, $17 ‘ $1, 700 
Lees GR and 16 pet COME 0.000 20000. sncccccccces tosececccene cove ecesse 1, 088 
612 
CARERED con sn tgesecesoncs cneans nnnpnenibessesssces ces uessnasscusieseces 5 
617 


I will state by way of explanation that a discount of 60 and 10 and 
5 means, first, a discount of 60 per cent., then a discount of 10 per 
cent. on the balance, and then a discount of 5 per cent. on that bal- 
ance. 

I have before me a list of exports from the United States to Aus- 
tralia, India, China, Japan, and the chief South American countries 
as published in The Australasian and South American for the month 
olen August 1. A careful investigation as to the size of the pack- 
ages sent, | am assured by a gentleman who has thoroughly investi- 
gated the question, proves that they were consigned neither to con- 
sumers nor retail dealers, but to large wholesale dealers alone; and 
beyond question the discounts made to them were the same, not less 
than to wholesale houses here. 

I call attention to the following table of prices charged in Amer- 
ica and Great Britain for the same articles by the largest manu- 
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x the articles and thei prices may be found which are mentioned : 
a 
oF comparative price 
i ‘ 
Pages of | 
\rticles mentioned. American r 





English Disston's | Machine LEnterp t ‘ 





























catalogue catalogue. | Co.'s cata cu t 
logue : 
' ' 
Planct, Jr., articles (see Ameri- . 
$ can and British Planet, Jr. oli rete die 
, ptice-lists.) to 
Ice-cream freezers ...... owt 67, 69 13,14 } : A 
ee a 80 tia anita ; ; . 
Cakc-mixer ..... sewers sdawaoans 77 re | a 
; INS doe a tocdsdeceesca 65 GP Icccess cccess ! : " { 
: Hand-saws.......... ‘ 34 sdgieguthbed . gti gettin 54 ° 7 
Suck-saws . 35 adel eas a an ee aed of ( 
I ni-mower... 3 occecealeseces cesece! cig ginny ; 
EON ce dnha oeemne . : nciiehenaiimealomsniand 7 ee oa 
Bone, shell vd corn mills 61 saeee 14 | ‘ a 7 a § a ‘ 
Coffve-mill ...... 60 19 4: . ; 
Meat-chopper ............ 5 16 41 SS bak ‘ ( 
MGR CHOPPOS « .0< ccc reece scoeee 49 if or ane : 
é is nO age ours 
‘. * eso 
In this connection I also read a letter addressed to the editor of U, eee aoa , 
the New York Weekly World: 11 at London, Ontario, 
S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements , stat : 
PHILADELPHIA, May 24, 1890. onglan ( 
Epriok New York Wer ¥ Woru Pox ‘ 
New York Cit id lo , 
Dear Sir: We are today in receipt of copy of your issue of May 14, calli: Y 
attention to your article headed ‘‘ War on the farmers. Prominent mention | t 
is made in this article of our goods, and as the statements are either willfully 
or through ignorance so entirely false, we k that as a matter of simple justi 
to ourselves you pobies in your next issue this letter, in order that the m 
statements may be corrected, although we are well aware that this will not 1 
pair the injury done to us 
(1) We deny in toto that our prices to the domestic trade for the san yuar 
of goods are higher than to the export trade: 
(2) We deny tm toto that we sell single machines at retail to the for 
chaser as low as we sell at wholesale to the domestic buyer, or any lower th ‘ 
do to the domestic customer under similar circumstances : Bie ¢ : 
(8) We pronounce as absolutely false the statement that the discount ! t 
you quote on our goods are quoted to the retail buyer abroad. They are trad la ntire to t to 


prices, and are never knowingly quoted to anybody notin the trade ot 
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United States, it is muck more below our prices in foreign markets. Moreover, 
we have no trade in Canada and tho incident cited has no foundation in fact. 

We have a very large sale for our machines ion other parts of the world, and we 
always getas high prices for all machines sold out of the United States as for 
thoae sold in them. Asarule, machines for forsign markets being required to be 
heavier, could not be wholesaled by us in our foreign markets as iow as they are 
in the United States without actual loss to us as manufacturers, and our relative 
prices are regulated strictly in accordance with this fact. 

The above will suflice for your full and conclusive answer to any claim or com 
plaint that l am treating American farmers otherwise than fairly on prices. 

empoetinly WALTER A. WOOD, 
President W. A. W. M. and R. M, Co. 


i had thought to conclade this testimony with Mr. Wood’s letter, 
but on reflection | have decided to read a correspondence that re- 
quires neither comment nor explanation: 


PuHitaveLrnuia, September 8, 1890. 

Dean Sin: Weare justin receipt of issues Nos. 205 and 212 0f the ConGRESSIONAL 
KRroonp., This is the tirst that we have seen of Senator Vest's remarks, and the 
first time tiat we have seen the latest effusion of the New York World. We have 
already sent you copies of our catalogues, foreign and domestic edition, which 
show the comparison betweon prices here and abroad, and also copy of letter 
which we wrote to the New York World immediately after they published their 
nretarticle, This letter the New York World at first refased to publish, saying 
that it was a libel on them, and moreover stating that if we dared to have the let- 
tor published they would sueus. We immediately sent copy of the letter to some 
of the Jeading agricultural papers, bat up to this time have heard nothing of the suit. 

We inclose herewith correspondence between the Engineering and Mining 
Journal and ourselves, which may be of interest. By this correspondence you 
will see that in asking us for quotations and cuts of our goods for publication, 
they distinetly stated that these were to be for the benefit of importing houses ; 
and we also inclose letter from them under date of June 12, 1890, in which they 
distinetly state that the prices under discussion are not retail prices. An ex- 
amioation of our books shows that we have never filled but one order from The 
Knyineering and Mining Journal, and that this machine they stated they wanted 
{oO USO As & Rample, 

Answering letter of E. E, Wilson, on page 10061 of the CONGRESSIONAL Reconn, 
we submit herewith letter of The Engineering and Mining Journal under date of 
June 12, 1890, showing that the prices referred to are not retail prices 

he letter to which the World refera, in which we refused to sell them our 
cooda, is dated June 5, and reads as follows: 

Replying to your letters of May 20 and June 2, as the World is unwilling to 
ict honorably and retract the false statements about our goods, we do not care to 
make any arrangements to sell you our goods." : 

Nor would we sell to any other party in New York, whether dealer in agricult- 
vival implements or not, whose avowed purpose in baying our iniplements at whole- 

ile rates would be to sell them at cost to the retail trade. We have never writ- 
teu to the World denying that our implements were sold at the prices named by 
hem. What we did deny was that the prices they published were retail prices, 
as you will see by reference to our letter of May 24. We do not think that any 
jurther statements are necessrry to establish the justice of our position, but we 
«hall be glad to give you any further information that you may desire. 

Yours very truly, 
8S. L. ALLEN & Co. 
James M, Swank, Esq 
General Manager. American Iron and Steel Association, 
No. 261 South Fourth Street, Philadelphia. 


27 Park PLAcE, New YorK, November 12, 1888. 

GENTLEMEN: The very large foreign circulation of The Engineering and Mining 
Journal has proved to be of so much benefit to our advertisers that it has been 
decided to devote still greater attention to this finitful field by publishing a 

onthly export edition of the Journal, which shall be devoted to the extension 
of the foreign markets for American manufactures of all kinds, tools, hardware, 

ricullurat implementa, all kinds of railway, furnace, mill, and mining machinery 
vnd supplies, and the thousand articles of American manufacture and production 
that may find a foreign market. 

Phe field covered by The Engineering and Mining Journal will be greatly en- 
larged in this monthly issue, in order to give it the greatest possible value to 
both om manufacturers and prodacers and to the large foreign constituency it 
will address, 

The entire world looks to this country for the best engineering practice and for 
ihe mort advanced products of ingenuity in nearly ever, department of industry. 
the execllence of American goods and of our countless iugenions labor-saving 
contrivances, and their special adaptability to the wants of the colonies, quickly 
tind markets for them when they are brought to the attention of foreign consumers. 
in thia edition we propose to offer the means of doing this in the most efficient 
aml economical manner. 

Our paper, which is now in its forty-sixth volume, has gained a reputation and 
subscription list that has brought immense business to patrons advertising in its 
columns. We take a personal interest in every advertiser, and by keeping our- 
selves fully posted by letter with the requirements of the importing houses we 
ure enabled to put advertisers in direct and immediate correspondence with 
houses who may becomo large buyers. Should you favor us with an advertise- 
ment we would ask you to farnish as with about twenty-five catalogues or price- 
lista, and, as it is to our interest to make the advertisement pay, you may feel 
assured that we shall leave no stone unturned to accomplish this end, and thereby 
retain you a8 a regular patron of the paper. 

We ask the favor of a reply, and hopeto receive your co-operation in our earnest 
effort to extend the oxport trade of the United States. 

We are, yours very traly, 
Tur ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL (Export Eprrioy). 
FRANS. W. ELKINGTON 
Mesers. 8. L. ALLEN & Co., 
Philadelphia, Pa, 


27 Park Priace, New York, November 26, 1888, 
TFENTLEMEN : Would you kindly let us have the ase of your amallest cuts of plows 
and cultivators, ete., together with list price and discounts?) We wantthem to use 
in our lustrated price Jists for the benefitof importing houses abroad, and at no 
exypeonne to you 
Yours very truly, 
hae ENGINRERING AND Minixne Journat (Exronrr Epirron). 
FRANS. W. ELKINGTON, 
Messrs. 8. L. ALLEN & CO., 
127 Catharine Street, Philad« lwhia, re 


NOVEMBER 27, 1888. 


GENTLEMEN; In response to your request we mail you the smallest cuts we have 
of our goods and quote: 


“Planet, Jr.."” No. 2— 


eee egigueaseodsepavensadpashes> seccese GRO 
Combination drill, cultivator, rake, plow, ete......... 12. 00 
Double-wheel hoe cultivator, rake, plow, ete .......-. 8. 00 
Double-wheel hoe, plain (hoes only).....-----.-.-.---- 4.50 | Tees S08 ner cont 
Single-wheel hoe cultivator, rake, and plow ......-..-.. 6. 00 "9 , 
“ Fire-rly"— 
Single-wheel hoe cultivator and plow...........- exeee 5.00 
SIO canes pevets chet bcodbacdesnevenccdesescseeey 2. 50 
a: r.,”’ all steel horse hoe and cultivator, combined a an 
WOE bos rcccunssovned C08 ese scesce scones ccsoses scores - 00 | = 
‘Tilanet, Jr.,” all steel plain cultivator, freight paid to New f Lees 40 per cent. 
ae hn aie een en anes AGae 6. 00) 


These prices apply to all export trade except Europe. We do not care to pub- 
lish prices for that market, but will quote on application. Correspondence in 
Spanish, French, or German. We can also supply printed matter in those lan- 
guages, and also Portuguese. 
Yours very truly, 
S. L. ALLEN & CO. 
Tur ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL, 
27 Park Place, New York. 
NOVEMBER 27, 1888. 
GENTLEMEN : Inclosed we hand you oaths of De Cou and Pierce, as requested in 
your letter of Novomber 7. We could not catch De Cou until he got to Salt Lake 
City. We trust you will give the matter prompt attention and ship the goods to 
our address. 
Yours very truly, s. L. ALLEN & CO. 
Tur Cunard SteaM-Surp Company, LiMirep, 
4 Bowling Green, New York City. 


{S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements. } 
PHILADELPHIA, June 10, 1890. 
GENTLEMEN: As you have doubtless seen the article in the New York World 
in which they claim that the prices which you quote on our goodsin your Engi- 
neering and Mining Journal are retail, if you continue to quote our goods, will 
yon please change the heading in such a way that there can bo no misunderstand. 
ing as to the fact that the prices named are to the trade only! We do not think 
there has been any misunderstanding of this point, but the World has seen fit to 
raise the issue, and we do not feel that there should be the slightest chance for 
doubt in the matter. : 
Yours very traly, S. L. ALLEN & CO. 
SCIENTIFIC PUBLISHING COMPANY, 
Post-office box 1833, New York, N. ¥. 


THE ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL, 
27 Park Place, New York, June 12, 1890. 
GENTLEMEN: In answer to yours of 10th, the prices I name of yours are correct. 
The New York World, of coarse, used what they considered helped their article. 
At the head of the “ Prices Current’ we print ‘Discounts are for export only, ’ 
in large type, as you will notice, thus showing that the prices are not retail prices. 


ours very truly, 
FRANS. W. ELKINGTON. 
Messrs. 8S. L, ALLEN & Co.., 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


{S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements. | 
PHILADELPHIA, June 17, 1890, 


GENTLEMEN: Replying to your favor of the 12th, would say we are aware of all 
you state, and that it is your intention as well as ours that the discounts named 
are for export trade abroad, but it is not so stated in so many words, and we do 
not want to have any sible chance fot misunderstanding, and would therefore 
ask that yon modify the heading in such a way as to leave no possible room for 
doubt that the prices named are not export retail prices, but prices to the export 
wholesale trade. 

Yours very truly, 
S. L. ALLEN & CO. 

ENGINERRING AND MINING JOURNAL, 

27 Park Place, New York, N. ¥. 


{S. L, Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements. } 
PHILADELPUIA, Septenider 6, 1890. 
GENTLEMEN: Referring to your quotation of our goods in your export supple- 
ment, we requested you a short time ago to make it more clear than you dv at 
resent that the quotations on our goods are to the trade only, and not to retail 
uyers. As you beve not seen fit to do this, you will plesse omit all mention of 
our goods in the future from your publication. By giving this your immediate 
attention you will oblige, 
Yours very truly, 
8. L. ALLEN & CO. 
EXGINEERING AXD MINING JOURNAL, 
New York City, N. Y. 


iS. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements. } 
PuILADELpaia, June 5, 1890. 


Dear Sin: Replying to your letters of May 29 and June 2, as the World is 
unwilling to act honorably, and retract the false stateuents about our goods, we 
do pot care to make any arrangements to sell you our gooda. 

Yours very truly, c 
S. L. ALLEN & CO. 
Epiror WEEKLY WORLD, 
New York City, N. Y. 


Mr. President, I have examined with great care the charges thai 
have been so confidently made by Democratic newspapers, aud reit- 
erated on the floor of the Senate, that American manmfacturers were 
selling their goods to foreign dealers and cousumers, offering them 
freely at the large disc unts given from the prices at which the same 
goods were offered to the same class of American dealers and con- 
sumers. The misunderstanding, if it is that, and not an attempt to 
falsify and deceive the public, 1s occasioned by the fact that the re- 
tail price lists, less the discounts, are given as the cost of the goods 
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3 to foreign jobbers (there is no foreign retail trade), and the retail ; Opponents th it if you convince them of tl e erroneous basis ¢ ’ their 
a price lists without discounts as the cost to the American jobbers, | argument they nevet discard, but more loudly and positively sist 
when the most casual investigation would have satistied Senators ov | upon it. But it is so clear that tables of experts are unnecessary to 
a the other side that equal or greater discounts were given from those prove that the labor-costs of the most finished product of manufacture 
a retail prices to the American trade. It has been made a very mate- are or arrived at by aggreg iting together those costs in a the dif. 
hy rial question. ; : ar Ip t mages througe which t 18 1 ite il has been developed, trom 
The charge, if true, would prove either that the manufacturers do | the lowest form of raw material up to the coods. whatever their form. 
"a not require the protection they have or that on account of a com- in respect to w hich you wou d ascertain 1 extent to ma 
f bination among them they sold their goods in the domestic market | power ¢ ontributed to the anut re, and r 
i at the enormous profits indicated by the large discounts to the for- | goods perfected I know of none in which it is below 90 pet 
J ; cign trade; for it is fair to assume that only in exceptional cases, I now invite attention to a most valuable la t b 
y W here the manufacturer finds on his hands a surplus that he can not | Carroll D. Wright, when chief t B 1u it cs of ‘ 
; dispose of at remunerative rates, or, through bankruptcy, goods are | of Massachusetts. _He gave a good deal of time, patienc telli- 
forced upon the market, would they be sold abroad except at a | genee and thoro igh investigation to a comparison of the wage a 
: profit; and I concede that the charges made, if true, were as trench- } in Massachusetts and England in twenty-four leading industri I 
ant against many customs rates now existing as they are vicious | commend it to the Senators uponthe other side. Mr. Wright ha 
and even criminal if false. In debate, Senators upon the other side | tributed valuable and reliable information upon this question of a 
have hovered and concentrated their forces around this point to | higher order than consular reports, or the testimony of part lar 
¥ lanch their eloquent vituperations against the tariff question more | wage-workers in re spect to what they earn in England and 
than any other. 1 will not insert in my remarks the tables so carefully compiled by 
4 It is a remarkable fact in this connection that in many individual | him establishing the result which he reaches, or a statement of 
F instances manufacturers charged with this great crime against Amer- | the pay-rolls and information upon whi h he re ed in compiling 
Y ican consumers—for if the charges were true it isa crime—have | them; snffice it to say that their examination will dispel from the 
; written to newspapers and gentlemen making charges explaining | mind every doubt of their absolute correctness. and I ean du no bet 
i their methods of business, and refuting the charges; and in no in- | ter than give nearly in his own language the cor isions that he ar 
re stance that I can recall have the writers received the benefit of their | rived at: If Massachusetts is credited with the average wages paid 
ert Yenials, but on the contrary they seem to call forth loud: rand more | and Great Britain with the high wages paid, then Massach tts 
a constant and specific assertions of theirtruth. I confess to surprise | Wages are h gher in twenty-three out of twenty-four industrie 
’ that Senators who should discuss this great economic question, bas- | 48.28 percent. If both Massachusetts and Great Britain are credited 
3] ing their arguments upon facts and the logic of facts, have'consented, | with the average wages paid, they are higher in Massachusetts in 
4 as it has seemed to me, to descend to gross misstatements aud to | each of the twenty-four industries 75 94 per cent. On an industry 
7% misrepresent honorable men in their efforts to excite prejudice and | basis the average percentage il f assachusetts labor in 
a hostility to a great economic policy. In this discussion, sir, we can | tw: nty-three industries is 65.05 aking the wages paid 
4 not be too careful—either side—in guarding against calling to our | per honr as the basis, the average i husetts is higher in each 
4 aid in support of our theories any matter that will not stand the | of the twenty-four industries and bined 70.88 per cent. On 
; highest erncial test in respect to its verity. I, sir, have nothing but | the basis of establishment pay-rolls, the percentage in favor of Mas- 
4 commiseration for a party leader in this debate who finds it neces- | sachusetts is 97.37 per cent. The general average weekly wages of 
4 sary to supply his constituency with erroneous or incomplete state- | the employés in twenty-four industries in Massachusetts is 62 per 
q ments to hold them in party lines upon this great issue that now | cent. higherthan the geveral average weekly wages of the same em- 
, divides the two great political organizations. ployés in Great Britain. Perhaps I should add that the industries 
The evidence that I have collected is of the highest authority and | are the leading ones of England and Massachusetts, including the 
F ig not susceptible of refutation ; and I assert that, uniformly; Amer- | ma ture of agricultural implemen | iware, leather, car 
é ican manufactured goods are afforded in all instances as cheap (or | riages, furniture, glass, hats. linen, cotton, woolen, and worsted 
x cheaper) to American as to foreign consumers. It is a fact that has | goods, ete. 
: been recognized for years, that, in respect notably to agricu'tural| In this connection it is proper to refer to what has been an 
7 and garden implements and household bardware, the Americans com- | nounced by eminent authority, that the mechanics in this counts 
pete in the markets of the world. The goods I have indicated are | accomplish more than in Great Britain, Germany, or France in cot 
i manufactared by machinery and are adapted peculiarly to American | responding trades. We are accustomed on all occasions, little and 
4 use; and having preserved our home market to our home manutact- | great, to glorify America and her institutions. It is patriotic, but 
ures—there being no large foreign demand for them (and, if there is | the statements that are thus made should scareely form the basis fot 
in respect to certain lines, itisof late growth)—the attention of the | Jegislation. I assert this, that the product of man-power in En 
‘ foreign manufacturers has not been especially directed to them, and | Jand in specified industries is equal to it in the same industries her 
; we areable to compete, and I may add, in respect to many lines, are | This question will soon be placed outside the realm of speculation; 
4 able to hold the market as against the world. and I am assured by those who are and who will continue to in- 
In the manufacture and sale of these goods, there is not now | vestigate it that Iam warranted in making the statement. In the 
and never has been a combination among American manufacturers | necessity for labor, whieh here and everywhere else is paid propor- 
to hold up the price above that of free and open competition ; they | tionately to its value; in the organization of labor and in the pro- 


are afforded cheaply to our consumers and to the consumers of the | vision of tools and machinery to which man-power is applied in 
world, and on equal terms, having regard to the time of payment, the | manufacture, on an average the Englis! 


h artisan has superior advant- 


amount sold to each purchaser, and the financial responsibility of the | agesoverthe American. Inthe contest for the markets of the world 


purchaser. There is thisexception, doubtless, thatin someinstances, | with the necessity for « onstantly cheapening thecostsof goods, with 
as an advertisement, small lots have been sent abroad at lower rates | equal facilities for manufacture and to make improvements in ma 





than afforded tothe trade generally. Itisagainstreason andthelogic | chinery, England has not fallen behind us in the effective work of 
of the situation that in respect to goods which we can export there | her mechanics. 

is or can be any discrimination in favor of one purchaser as against | But there is one other fact in this « on to which I invite 
another here or elsewhere. And yet, sir, with this mass of evidence | special attention. Sixty per cent., probably, of the workmen in ou 


that I have spread upon the record, with this still greater mass to | mechanical industries are of foreign birth and education, be longing 
the same purport spread upon my desk, establishing incontrovertibly | to the same class, with the same physical development, possessed of 


the facts that I have stated, which are subject to the inspection of any | the same native genius as those who work in the factories in Eng 
Senator on the other side, the unfounded charges that they have made land, France, and Germany. It is a weil recognized fact that our 
will never be withdrawn, but in the form of campaign literature | young men, for two or more generations, A nerican bred, notably 
will be scattered broadcast throughout the country to poison the | farmers’ sons. have largely contributed to the development of the 
public mind, to inspire party fealty, and inflame party passion and | West or are engayed in callings outside of shops and factories; and 
prejudice, whoever examines this question 1n the light of all the information 
Mr. President, in my remarks, in these closing hours of debate | that can be obtained at the present time will reach the conclusio 
upon the pending bill, it is my purpose to answer, so far as time wil] | that the product of man-power in England is equal to that here 
allow me, what seemed to me the more material assaults upon our Mr. President, my remarks so far have been directed to material 
policy; and in the course of the discussion some attention has been | considerations, I can speak properly for myself, in the pr ition 
given to the percentage ofthe cost of man’s labor in the total cost of | of the pending bill. 
the manufactured products. There is no doubt, sir, that upon the| It was the purpose to prepare and present a bill which would i 
differences in that cost here and abroad largely rests the necessity | every duty-be ring paragraph insure to the American farmer and me 
for protection. Efforts have been made to disguise this question by | chanic our market for the fruits of the earth or prodnets of th 
statements of the labor-costs merely the improvement of a product | factory which that paragraph related to. It was not the intention to 
of the mechanical arts into one more finished for another and a dif- | hold our market for fi Lits of products which American husbandm«s 
ferent nse, To illustrate: the labor-costs of the manufacture of pig- | and artisans may not supply in competition with the world, equal 
iron into steel, of cotton yarns into cotton fabrics, of woolen yarns | izing the ordinary conditions and elements that must conti e to 
into woolen fabrics, of leather into boots and shoes. | their cost, and principally the element of labor. 
oe has been so often discussed that it seems like re- | We intended to apply the benefit of protection to the agrienitur 
ins g straw to refer to it. It is a peculiar characteristic of our | that is adapted to oar soil and climate and those prod ons of 
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mechanical industries manufactured from our own raw material, 
or largely so. It was the policy to increase the valueof American 
wool and extend wool-growing here by stimulating the manufacture 
of woolen fabrics; to enlarge our cotton market by stimulating the 
manufacture of cotton goods, thus relieving our people of the cost for 
transportation of the raw material to a foreign market and the man- 
ufactured goods from there here. 

For like reason we continued the protective policy in respect to 
flax, hemp, wood, and the fabrics or manufactures from them. 

Our ores (iren, copper, lead, and tin) we protected against foreign 
importation, as well as the merehandise or goods into which they 
may be manufactured. Why not add to theirvalue and contribute 
to individual and national wealth and increase employment for our 
people? 

In instances where there is a large consumption of merchandise 
manufactured from a foreign raw material we favored its importation, 
freed of customs burdens, but protected our mechanical industries 
against the importation of the goods that are made from it, again to 
provide honorable employment for our people. 

The policy of the bill is to make our nation a self-supporting one, 
so far as that is practicable, and to retain our money, to be dis- 
bursel or interchanged among our own people. We have forty- 
fonr States, of extensive area, and 65,000,000 people, and a climate 
and soil adapted to supply nearly all our personal wants, and in 
bountifal supply nearly all the minerals in use among men; why then 
buy that which we have in aburdance of other countries? But, in 
tho protection the bill affords, in no instance that I recall are our in- 
dustries relieved from a sharp foreign competition. 

All the paragraphs disclose the purpose to give the lowest measure 
consistent with the health of the industries, and the bill guards 
against trastsand combinations to force up prices. They are heldin 
check by the fact that foreign goods will compete if prices are above the 
just profit line in cost. The effort to equalize the measure of protec- 
tion to all our industries I believe has been successful. Under our 
present laws it is too high in respect to one class of dutiable goods 
and too low as to others. 

The bill has not been constructed to hinder or destroy commerce ; 
its great merit is that it will create and foster commerce and trade 
between our own States and those peoples, and will iimit, doubtless, 
foreign trade to the products of which we have a surplus, and those 
of foreign nations which can not be produced here and which are re- 
quired for our use, 

I trust before this dcbate is closed a Senator on the other side will 
disclose the profit of a commerce that exchanges American cotton 
in England for the fabrics made from it, in effect employing English 
mills to manufacture for us. 

Mr, President, the pending bill, once passed, will remain a law for 
along time; it will quiet the tariff agitation. The Senators upon 
the other side have opposed it vigorously, not sparing us over here 
from their open, undisguised insults for pressing its passage, and soon, 
within two years at the outside, they will claim they are protection- 
ists and the authors of the measure; otherwise they would be un- 
true to the time-honored praetice of the Democratic party, always in 
opposition toevery good and worthy measure or armed for the destruc- 
tion of some wise policy; but when unsuccessful the answering echoes 
of their denunciations are drowned by laudations of the result or 
its consequences to the country. 

Never again will the Demecracy proclaim against protection. 
They will not, in convention in 1892, propose to repeal the law soon 
to be enacted, but will recognize the tariff-for-protection issue as 
tried and settled for a continuance, Their national convention may 
say, by way of apology for the change of front, that the country has 
adjusted itself to it, and therefore it is not wise to disturb, ete., bat 
there will be no pledge made to change, and some other issue will be 
found, and probably new men will assume leadership. 

The Senators upon the other side will rival each other on the hus- 
tings in their professions of devotion, at least when in the North, to 
the protected industries. They will not halt or hesitate because of 
anything they said here, it will be entombed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

We will not be surprised at the tergiversations of some of them 
have already been recorded. 

Mr. President, we are doubtless in the last days of the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-first Congress. March 4, 1889, President Harri- 
son succeeded to his present position. A year and nearly seven 
months the country has enjoyed a Republican administration ; and 
so far as the President and Congress can influence the welfare and 
prosperity of the people, the Republican party has been ible ; 
and it will not be out of place to pause a moment and consider briefly 
what has been done, and institute a comparison with the late Dem- 
ocratic Administration. 

ave Administration in its first year, someti longer, is sub- 
jected to the unjust criticisms of the o ing party, and quite ofien 
to those of the dissatisfied in its own. to time cnentah evils, 
and the friendly do not always appreciate the obstructions that cause 
delay, atid enemies criticise and abuse while they obstruct. I have 
obtained some facts from the Treasury Department, to which I es- 
peviatie invite attention, and I will be pardoned if I particularly 
nvite the attention of the other side of the Chamber. 


LS 


The largest annual increase in the receipts from internal-revenue 
taxes in apy one year during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration was 
$6,567,958. The average annual increase during his four years’ ad- 
ministration was $4,615,328. Without any change in the law, with 
no increase in the rates of taxation or the industries upon which 
they are imposed under the supervision of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury, the increase of the collecticns for the first full year of 
the present Administration was $11,700,2\ 2, with a decrease in the 
cost of more than $85,000. To what was this great increase due? 
The other side of the Chamber and son:e on this have been perpet- 
ually thundering in our ears that the country has been less pros- 
perous and that individual and private interests were rushing on to 
bankruptcy and ruin. There has been 2 gain in the amount of inter- 
nal-revenue taxes collected in the first )ear of President Harrison’s 
Administration above that in any year i: Mr. Cleveland’s $5,000,000. 
There has been a greater volume of bu:iness, indicating increased 
prosperity, or the money was stolen or dishonest Treasury officials 
neglected to collect it. This statement calls for consideration from 
the other side of the Chamber. I doubt not it will surprise and 
startle the country. 

There is one circumstance that I have ascertained that contributes 
its light. The average cost of collection under the Administration 
of Mr. Cleveland was 3.36 per cent.; under Secretary Windom’s 
administration, 2.9 per cent. ; and, in my opinion, there has not been 
that increase in the business of the country to warrant the gain in 
colections. It is largely due to honest officials and more efficient 
methods in the present administration of the Treasury Department. 

I will call attention to another fact that is learned from the exam- 
ination of the Treasury books. There was in the Treasury, March 
4, 18%5, when President Cleveland took office, an available cash 
balance, exclusive of fractional currency and minor coins, of $21,631, - 
331.67, and at the same time outstanding bonds of the 3 per cent. loan 
of i582 to the amount of $194,190,500, all of which were redeemable 
at the pleasure of the Government. ‘The policy of Mr. Cleveland’s 
Republican predecessors had been to redeem or buy the indebtedness 
of the Government with the money at its command for that use, re- 
serving only what was believed to be a reasonable working balance 
in the Treasury. Between March 4, 1635, and September 1, 1586— 
eighteen mouths—a little over $62,000,000 of the 3 per cent. bonds 
were called, and the surplus in the Treasury was allowed to increase 
from $21,631,881.67 to $76,527,561.24. Bond purchases could ovly be 
made with their prices constantly advancing, the 4’s from 125 to 
129 and 44’s from 107 to 109, 

When President Harrison took office, March 4, 1889, the surplus had 
increased to over $48,000,000. There were no bends due that could 
be called fur redemption ; they could only be purchased, and under 
the preceding Administration they had advanced, as I have stated, 
to 129 for 4’s and 109 for 43’s; and under these unfavorable condi- 
tions there were purchased prior to the Ist day of this September 
$151, 145,050 of the twoclasses of bonds at a cost of $179,197,161, with 
a saving, to maturity of the bonds, of more than $44,000,000, and 
there were also redeemed about $20,000,000 of 44 per cents., makin, 
a total reduction of the interest-bearing debt of about $171,000, 
as compared with the redaction during the corresponding period by 
the last Administration of about $62,000,000, and with a total expend- 
iture of $200,000,000 as compared with $62,000,000; and instead of 
the upward tendency in the price of the bouds, 44’s depreciated from 
109 to 1044, and 4’s from 129 to 124. Indeed, the books of the Treas- 
ury Department show that many of the 4’s were purchased at 121 
and 44's as low as 103. 

The policy of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration was to accumulate 
in the ‘ sury or in banks and force upwards the price of the bonds; 
the — of this Administration has been to call in the money from 
banks, to disburse the available balance from the Treasury, and force 
down the price of the bonds. The average monthly investment by 
the Treasury of the United States in bonds jor the last eighteen months 
has been $11,000,000, while during Mr. Clevelaud’s Administration 
for the corresponding period the average w as less than three and one- 
half millions. 

In September, 1887, the Democratic Adwinistration initiated the 
policy of depositing public moneys in national banks, without inter- 
est, as a means of giving the people the use of the surplus, and the 
bank balances were increased from $25,000,000 to $60,000,000. Had 
this money been invested by the Government in our bonds, the peo- 
ple would have had the benefit of its use, and not the banks, In pos- 
session of the people its earnings would have been distribu to 
them, and not the banks, and the Government would absolutely have 
saved more than one and one-half millions of dollars. March 5, 
1889, the public moneys held by the national-bank depositors 
amounted to $43,000,000 ; Secretary Windom has reduced it to some- 
thing nearly $26,000,000, the reduction being a little over $17,000,000. 
This palicy of depositing moneys in na ional banks without interest 
merits another criticism. It was made for the interest of the na- 
tional banks to buy bonds, thus forcing up their price. It was profit- 
able when ——_ leave them with the Government and receive 
a non-interest ing deposit upon them, 

There probably has been no instance in the history of any admin- 
istration in whieh an avowed equally beneficiary policy for the 
benefit of money corporations has been pursued. Bat it had thie 
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other vice, the contraction of currency ; forthe banks did not receive 
dedosits up to the market value of the bonds; on the 4}’s aenennce 
equal to par was kept and on 4's a balance equal toll0per cent. Mr. 
Secretary Windom changed the policy and called in the money, W ith 
the resu!t that the banks had no use for the bonds and were forced 
to sell them, and he purchased them at the lower rates that I have 
mentioned, but which was in excess of the amount for whieh they 
were received as security, varying from $5,000 to $17,000 on each 
$100,000. The increase to the cireulation of the country by these 
operations was about $2,000,000. 

There is no comment that can be made that aggravates or more 
clearly exhibits the absolutely vicious character of the transactions 
of the Treasury, so far as the business interests of the country are 
concerned, than a comparative statement of tne policy of Mr. Cleve- 
land’s Administration and that of the present. On the one hand the 
unconcealed effect was to appreciate the value of Government secu- 
rities in the possession of the banks, at the same time furnishing 
them large deposits of money without interest; on the other hand, 
withdrawing the money and distributing it to the people, forcing 


the banks to dispose of their bonds and thus enabling the Govern- | 


ment to buy them at reduced rates, at the same time discharging 
the interest-bearing obligations and burdens upon the Government. 
Mr. President, before I close there is one other subject that I desi: 
to discuss briefly. The East, and especially the State which I hay 
the honor in part to represent since I have been in public life, has 
been charged with an unfriendliness to silver money. The charg 
never beentrue. We have been opposed to the adoption of 
lation that we believed would depreciate the valueofsilvera 
and degrade it asaecurrency. We have been opposed to free 
and for the reason only that we believe those results wo 
We have been opposed to the policy that would sep 
rencies, gold and silver, to th@extent coined by the Unite: 
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their purchasing value, not only here, but in the markets of the w } 
We have been opposed to any legislation or a policy that pla 
PI y teg } 


hind our paper money, if based on coin, an unequal n t 
value in the security; and therefore it is fair to say that New York 
be more specific) was opposed to the Bland bill and to ar 





xtension of 


legislation in the direction to which it tended, free « And 
behalf of the Republican party, I for one (I speak r miyse 
claim no credit, so far as Republicans contributed to it, for the ad 
tion of that measure, 

The Administration of Mr. Cleveland from the first denounced th: 


silver-coinage act, demanding its repeal, but they offered nothing 
in its place. Openly and avowedly opposed to the restoration of 
silver as a money metal, he dominated the Democratic party and 
was indorsed by a nomination for a second term. With the retire- 
ment of the national-bank circulation consequently following the 
redemption and purchase of Government bounds by the Treasury De- 
partment, the question of money circulation was not surpassed in 
importance by any other question pending during the late Admini 
tration. It received, however, no attention, both the Executive and 
the Democratic House of Representatives contenting themselves 
with assaults upon the manufacturing industry of the country. Thi 
present Administration carnestly urged the provision for a large 
use Of silver, and with the assembling of Congress the question was 
the first, almost, to receive attention. 
been accomplished, and it is a Republican measure, voted for by 
Republicans in both branches of Congress, and approved by a Re- 
a President, and opposed practically by the Democracy of 
»0th Houses, 

Mark the contrast between the efiect of our silver legislation and 
what is known as the “ Bland act.” When passed, the commercial 
value of silver was over $1.20 per ounce, and the commercial 
constantly declined to March 4, 1889, when it was only 934 
per ounce, and the bullion value of the silver dollar only 72 cents. 

ben it began to appreciate, and when Congress convened it was 
higher by a little less than 4 cents an ounce than the preceding 
March. Between December 1 and July 14, the date of the passage 
of the bill, itadvanced still further, reaching $1.0796 per ounce, and 
the commercial value of the silver dollar had appreciated over & 
cents. 
ounce and the bullion valine of the silver dollar has risen to $2.4 
cents. 

Since the inauguration of a Republican President silver has ad- 
vanced 26 cents per ounce and the dollar has increased 20 cents in 
commercial value. This has been the effect of friendly legislation 
and friendly administration by the Treasury Department. 

The two metals are nearing each other in their purchasing and 
debt-paying power, as they should, by the appreciation of the com- 
mercial value of silver. The increased commercia! value of the sil- 
ver money of the United States held by the Treasury alone unde 
the operations of the silver bill of July 14, 1890, is over $90,000,000. 
Those inside and outside of the Republican party have criticised 
and denounced this Administration and its sturdy, unflinching sup 
port of the silver legislation of this Congress, and its policy in 1 
spect to the disbursement of money accumulated in the Treasury; 
but, notwithstanding adverse criticisms and barsh denunciations | 
enemies or thoughtless friends, the country will approve the record. 

When Congress first convened, for some little time after, this 
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tween now and the Ist of January, 1891, in the State of Louisiana, and 
after the Ist of March the bounty system will prevail, which can not be 
applied to the crop now being made under the terms of this act. ‘Ihe 
result will be that the whole crop of the State of Louisiana must be 
sold in order to secure the protection given by existing law before the 
lst of March, 1891. 

Now, they will complete the manufacture of that crop about the first 
week in January. It will take four or five weeks atter that time for 
the sugars to be purged, or drained, as it is called, 

So bere will be a crop amounting to between fifteen and twenty 
million dollars forced on the market in the brief space of six weeks. 
The refiners of this country, knowing that they will get the benefit of 
free sugar the Ist of March, will hold themselves aloof from the market. 
The sugar-producers, knowing that they must sell their sugars before 
the Ist of March in order to get any protection whatever, will be com- 
pelled to meet the terms offered by the refiner, and there will be a 
sacrifice for the producers of Louisiana of not less than a million or a 
million and a half dollars taken from them and given to the sugar-re- 
finers, the sugar trast. : 

Now, I want to call attention to another phase of this question. 
The bill provides that on and after the lst day of February—not the 
ist of March, but the Ist day of February, 1891, prior to the Ist day of 
March, 1891—sugars may be refined in bond without payment of duty. 
There is another discrimination in favor of the sugar-refiner. 

I think, Mr. President, that this must have been done in error. I 
can not believe that the gentlemen upon the Committee on Finance 
could have made these provisions with the facts as they exist before 
them. J can not believe that they would have consented to adopt 
these amendments, which impose such burdens and exactions upon 
the producers of this country and give such enormous bounties to the 
sugar refiners, I desire, however, that the Senate shall be informed 
of the effect of the operation of these provisions. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I heard the Senator from Rhode Island 
| Mr. ALDRICH], the Senator whois in charge of this bill or appears to be 
in charge, in speaking of a very high rate fixed upon one of the articles 
in the schedule, say that it was necessary to retain it to protect Amer- 
ican labor against the pauper laborof Europe. In the same connec- 
tion very shortly afterwards the Senator said it was necessary to retain 
this high rate of duty, which otherwise he expressed a willingness to 
lessen, in order to enable the American manufacturer to compete suc- 
cessfully with the pauper labor of Europe. 

‘*The pauper labor of Europe,’’ Mr. President, is an expression 
which has nonovelty. It lacks the charm of newness. It has become 
one of the stock phrases in the advocacy of protection. It has be- 
come stale with usage, somewhat battered and bruised, much worn 
with repetition. I heard the same Senator make use of the same ex- 
pression repeatedly during this discussion and in the debate two 
years ago, when the tariff bill of that day was before the Senate for its 
consideration, always with a tone of reproach, of contempt, of derisive 
tannt and insult. Not only is this expression without the charm of 
novelty: it has about it such a sparing economy of truth as might ex- 
cite our special wonder were it used otherwise than in a discussion 
upon the tariff from the standpdint of a prohibitory protectionist. 

The pauper is not an unknown character. He is well enough known 
both in Europe and the United States. He belongs to a quite numer- 
ous denomination of people peculiar to no Government, common to all. 
It may be indeed asked, bow does the pauper come bere? There is 
nothing in our rules, from my reading of them, that admits him tothe 
presence of thisChamber. The pauper does not come here without an 
escort. He has had an introduction by a Senator who has been a par- 
ticipant, a very voluminous participant in this discussion. This intro- 
duction isquite appropriate. There is a very close and natural relation 
existing between the mendicantand the monopolist. The relationship 
is not one of blood or marriage. It is not one of consanguinity or 
affinity. It is one which depends upon causation or causality, nearer 
and closer than either of the other twain. 

Besides that, it may be said the pauper belongs to a very numerous 
class largely interested in this bill. The pauper is a consumer, one of 
the millionsof consumers in the United States. I have given some 
personal attention to the operation of the poor laws in the United States 
and have read considerably of their operationin Europe. I believe the 
system is substantially the same in both hemispheres. The labor of 
the pauper, the labor of the almshouse, consists of very simple and 
plain work, preparing raiment or repairing it for the inmates, food for 
the household, the rudest articles of furniture for the apartments. 
Sometimes it is bestowed upon the farming or partial farming of the 
garden, the glebe, or the lands connected with this eleemosynary insti- 
tation, and at other times the labor of the almshouse consists only in 
kindly offices which the stronger inmates are able to render those who 
are afflicted, sick, bed-ridden. 

I do not know, sir, that there are any of us here who can form acor- 
rect estimate of the true nature and value of these labors of the alms- 
house. I shouid be inclined to doubt whether even a tariff expert, 
learned in all the jargon of protection, might not be mistaken in this 
computation. It is very probable, sir, that in the great Taskmaster’s 
eye, in the great summary of the industrial interests of the future these 
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labors may be classed with those spoken of by the very gracious poet 
of our race, himself poor, old, blind: 


They also serve who only stand and wait. 


It is possible that just in this obscure field and scene the cup of cold 
water may be administered, concerning the giver of which it is said, 
‘* He shall in no wise lose his reward.’’ 

I do not know what inconceivable disgrace or dishonor may attach to 
the labor of a pauper. L[imputenune. Whatever it may be, I do not 
see how it is related to this discussion or to the subject-matter of the 
pending bill. Iam very confident that neither the people of the United 
States nor any nation in Europe has ever made the labor of the alms- 
house the subjectof export. I am very confident, sir, that the products 
of pauper labor have never entered into the bulk or volume of inter- 
nationalexchanges. I feel very certain that these products have formed 
no part of the trade or commerce of nations upon the high seas. The 
labor to which this discussion and the pending bill relates is not of that 
character. It is rather the best paid labor, the well paid or the illy 
requited labor, both of this country and of others, which enters into 
commodities of the kind which makes them part of internationa‘ 
commerce. 

It is rather that labor which is represented by the international con- 
gress of labor, a legislative assembly not as old as this, but having a 
history, now well defined, of twenty-five or thirty years, a legislature 
with vast constituencies, outrunning the boundaries of kindred, lan- 
guage, or nationality, adverse to no government, obedient to the laws 
of all, seeking only a unity of interest and harmony of action which 
snail subserve the cause of the republic, the commonwealth of labor, 
throughout the world. Ishould rather think, in deference to that 
great assembly as well as to our own, in which the interests of labor 
are so largely represented, that whenever this subject is mentioned, 
whether it relates to labor in the United States or Europe, it ought te 
be treated with that decorum and that deference which is due to a vo 
cation in which so many of our own fellow-citizens are employed. 

It is very often said that the laborer of Europe is very illy paid, and 
so he is. So are some lines of labor in the United States very poorly 
paid, very beggarly, wretchedly requited. Whose faultis that? And 
il it be a discredit or dishonor who is to blame for such discredit or dis- 
honor, the man who works or the man who receives the benefit of 
the work? The man who earns his daily living by the labor of his 
hands, I care not where the labor may be wrought, whether it is in 
the United States, whether an African or an Indian sun beats down 
upon and burns him st his task, is no pauper; illy paid as he may be, 
he is not depending upon the subsistence fund of society; he is him- 
self adding to the wealth, the assets, the possessions, the property of 
the world. 

It is very frequently stated, as I remarked, that labor is better paid 
in the United States than in Europe. Without discussing for the 
present the cause of this, it may be sufficientto cite the fact that labor 
has always been better paid in the United States than in Europe. 
Parts of the United States have been under six different forms of 
government, and under all these forms it was better paid here than in 
Europe. We have been under every kind otf tariff law and underevery 
kind of legislation upon this subject, and always labor has been better 
paid in the United States than in Europe; and labor is better paid in 
the United States now than it was thirty or fifty years ago. So it is 
in the rest of the civilized world; and yet after all the subject of the 
rate of wages, nearly related to the pending bill, is not a very old one. 

A thousand years ago there was much more manual labor done in th« 
world than now, and the wages fund had a distinct existence, but it war 
very small. Two thousand years ago there was an immense amount 
of labor done, nearly all manual, and the wages fand had no existence. 
The labor was that of slaves. Itis true there is an incident mentioned 
by way of parable in the first centary of our era where the master of a 
vineyard goes into the. market place to hire laborers, but that is an 
exception. It occurred in a village of Judea, where the tradition oi 
free labor and the practice of it had been preserved as a part of the old 
Hebrew economy, which looked always to the freedom of labor, and 
even, by its jubilee, to the liberation of slaves at recognized and period- 
ical intervals of deliverance. 

What; then, has occasioned this rise in the price of labor and this 
advance in the amount of wages? Two thousand years ago, in the 
time I have spoken of, labor was accounted a commodity; it was 
spoken of as a commodity, and occasionally now I hear persons speak- 
ing of labor as 9 commodity. In this bill labor is treated wholly as a 
commodity. Wages I do not think has been mentioned by any advo- 
cate or supporter of this bill. The term has not been menticned in 
the entire debate, and it does not occur in the very voluminous testi- 
mony taken in support of the bill. If there is any reference at all to 
labor and the compensation of labor, either in the testimony or in the 
discussion by the advocates of this bill, it has been entirely casual. 
It bas been treated, as I said before, simply asa substance, as a chattel, 
as property. 

I believe under the scheme of this bill labor goes into the element 
of expense in most of the articles mentioned in these schedules, as 
certain percentage—I think that is the term—which is added to tho 
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cost of production—I think that is the phrase. No distinction has 
been made between the labor of the man and the work of tae machine 
or the work of oxen, horses, or mules, in the product. Itall goes into 


the cost of production, and that is the only mention that is made ot it. | 


I amsorry to see any measure draughted upon a scheme so material, 
seli-seeking, and low in its design. There is a very wide difference 
between the labor of a free man, between free labor in its essence, in 
its capacity, and the work of a machine, ap automaton, or the work of 
the brutes which perish. Labor is not a commodity ; 1t may have some 
qualities of a commodity; but, while free labor may be in some degree 
acommodity, itis more, very much more, than a commodity, Labor to 
the man dependent upon it must necessarily mean food, raiment, shel- 
ter, the privileges and franchises of life itself. It means lite. Life is 
not a commodity. xe fi 

Besides that, there is a very eminent trait distinguishing the labor 
of the free man from any other work, from any other operation; there 
are many rich and varied traits, but one in particular I desire to men- 
tion. That one trait is the human will, in this instance the will to 
work, including as its complement the will not to work, and in that 


willand in that trait there is deposited a power, there are deposited both | 


a right and a power evidenced by the same act, which is the right to 
quit. It is the right and power to quit. ‘ 
In its relations to the Government of the United States this is one of 


those rights reserved, not named, not mentioned, reposing in the silence | 


o! the Constitution, to be used when necessity and occasion require, but 
it is a right undeniable, a right, a power not to be gainsaid among any 
free people. It is a right belonging to the many, to the multitude, a 
right of remonstrance by the many against what they may deem the 
injustice and oppression of the few. It is aright Democratic in its 
origin, Republican in its effects, having a very sharp relation to the 
rempublicam, a distributive right. Its assertion is a great divisor, 
setting apart, separating, acting as a decree of partition in severing 
from the mass of incorporated and capitalistic wealth that portion 
which is to be paid to labor as its compensation. 

Sir, it is the existence of that right, the knowledge that such right 
exists, the knowledge that it may at any time be called into action, 
which has created, which has established, and which to-day maintains 
the rate of American wages and of wages elsewhere within the metes and 
bounds of civilization. It isthat right which has created, established, 
and maintained the standard of American wages, and, if American wages 
are superior to all others, Jet us rejoice at it. Because the wages of 
American labor are higher than those in other countries is no reason 


to allege that our laborer should be subject to unnecessary exactions, | 


to unjust taxation, or that he is paid as he ought to be. Wages here 
might be much higher thanin Europeand yet be much lower than justice 
or equity requires. Nor is this any reason why labor elsewhere should 
be disparaged, disdained, or reviled. 

The assertion of this right to quit and the superior standard of wages 
effected, created, and established by it do not depend upon tariff leg- 
islation, protective or prohibitory, do not depend upon any legisla- 
tion, but are rather the effects of tree action within the lines and under 
the auspices of free institutions and free government. 

It is very singular that the most recent practical exercise of this 
right did not occur in the United States. 
great revolution, a mighty movement marching on in periect peace and 
with perfect power, a revolt without bloodshed and without violence 


to a victory in the cause of right, to an increase of wages, so that John | 
Burns and his dockmen on the Thames are remembered, are known, | 


are recognized through all the realms of the enlightened world. 
These have effected something for the protection of American labor. 


The influence of that movement was not confined to London, to Eng- | 


land, or to the United States. It was felt by free labor everywhere, 
wherever the laborer bent down to take up his shovel, wherever he 
stooped to reach the burden which he bore. 

I have said that the high standard of wages in the United States 
had not been reached except by the exercise of this right. I might say 


™ that legislation of any kind, either of the tariff or any other sort had 


effected very little advancement in the price of labor, had very little 
todo with the prestige now accorded to the rights of labor. 

‘The most that modern legislation has done is to remove the restraints 
which old legislation placed upon the worker—tirst, the restraint of 
personal servitude, called slavery; second, the restraint of feudal homage 
and service, called by innumerable names—and what is most required 
now is that this right of which I have spoken, with others, shall be 
left untouched by legislation. But the policy of the pending bill would 
notonly touch that right; it would touch and tear it into tragments, 

Iam willing to have this right, the right to quit, the right and power 
to quit, left to its free exercise; I am willing to pit it against all the bane- 


ful influences and pernicious interests fostered by the pending bill. I | 


am willing to pit it against monopoly and against monopolists. It will 
in the course of time overthrow them all with irrecoverable ruin. 
Lam willing to pit itagainst anything except that combination of sword 
and purse known in the most absolute of governments. 
fail, and that is the reason why wages in some parts of the world have 
never advanced and never will. They are kept down by military des- 
potism. The right to quit is denied and its exercise is made penal. 
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The plain and severe simplicity of government by the saber is not in- 

consistent with a government republican in form, 
| I think there are some symptoms of its approach here, not in the 
names of things, notin the ordinary routine of things, not in the titles, but 
we know that the worst Cwsar had himself elected, installed, inducted 
as consul, and was extremely sciupulons in performing all the services 
and ceremonies of the free republic which had died centuries before. 

Nothing can affect that right; nothing can affect that sacred appeal 

| which labor has made so often. We may not approve sometimes of 
| its exercise, We may not approve the circumstances which lead to it, 
| or the motives which incite it, or the consequences which follow it; but 
| the right itself and its exercise must be commended, must be main- 
| tained, if we are to have a free people in a free country. 
The advocates and supporters of this bill say, what has been so often 
repeated, that wages are much higher in this country than in Europe, 





That is no secret. If it is, it isa very open secret. But the use which 

these monopolists would make of that fact is a hidden mystery, one 

carefully laid away in ambush. They desire—and I speak now of the 
| subterranean powers at the base of this kind of legislation; Lam mak- 
ing no charge upon members of this body except as to their miscon- 
ception of those powers—those powers know that wages are higher here 
| than elsewhere. They assert it. They know that they can not un- 
| dertake for a moment, with any chances of success, an eflort to reduce 
They can not import labor by labor contracts. That is 
| forbidden, They can not bring in among us the Chinaman or the 
|} cooly, Thatis prohibited. What then remains? There remains. no 
| course open except to pay the wages as fixed, but to take care when 
| they are paid that they shall be recouped by taxation. 

The bill is a bill of attainder against wages. It attaches the wages 
in the laborer’s hands where it is tolled in the interest of monopoly, 
A bill in every way calculated to diminish the means of subsistence 
of labor, and therefore the means of resistance by labor to the wrong 
|} and injury with which it is always threatened by the reduction of 
the price of its wages. 

The tariff monopolist pays no wages, not apenny. He expends the 
money which is used in their payment, but the whole amount is by 
him immediately charged over to the consumer who pays all, 

There is no other way of accounting for one of the leading features 
of this bill often alluded to, the placing of excessive rates upon articles 
| of necessity and those in most common use, The object is to reduce 
by a levy en masse upon the wages of the American workmen, admitted, 
conceded, by these monopolists to be too high. In fact, it is claimed 
very seriously by the monopolist that the wages of laborin the United 
| States are so high as to interfere materially with the industrial inter- 
ests of the country or threaten them with great loss or entire destruc 
| tion. That is the claim. 
| The claim is utterly false. There can be no foundation for it. Iti 
' 
| 


wages here. 





simply based upon the avarice of corporations. More than two-thirds 
| of the laborers of the United States, the people who work with their 
| hands, are the employs of corporations. There is not in such em- 
ployment a man to man feeling, a meeting of flesh and blood, no con- 
| sideration of conscience, of social fellowship, and of the wants and 
| necessities of life above a bare animal subsistence. These things are 
all hidden in the resolution of the board and the action of the commit- 
tee otthecompany. Thatartificial creature acts without responsibility 
| and in a great many instances without notice. It is this conspiracy of 
| these artificial beings who demand that the wages ot the American 
laborer shall be reduced, and this whole bill, in its drift, trend, and 
tendeucy, looks to the benefit of wares, not wages. The whole debate 
| has been of wares, not a word of wages. It looks to the benefit and 
| udvancement of shares, trusts, and dividends of these artificially created 
| monopolies which I have mentioned. ‘There is no aspect in which it 
can be regarded that is not in deadly hostility to the interest of labor. 
| The true prosperity of manulactures requires a just recompense to labor 
with no farthing of needless tax or burden. 

John Burns did do something for the protection of American labor, 
| but there is no legislation of ours in this direction but will militate 
| against what he did. It will have a tendency to destroy and sub- 
| vert the line of action upon which he moved, and finally to leave the 
people without industrial freedom, as much needed as political freedom 

indeed one can not be enjoyed without the other. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], who has just spoken, 

has uttered the opinion that this bill will become a law. I have no 

doubt of it. Ithink he might venture his reputation asa prophet very 
salely upon that prediction, but I think it very clear that, as it is the 
worst, so it will be the last successful attempt of incorporated monop- 
oly and organized hypocrisy, under the guise of protection to American 
| labor, to tax all men for the benefit of exclusive privileges to strip 
labor of its earnings and finally of its rights. 

I believe most firmly, sir, that this bill will not be permanent in its 
administration or in its principles. I believe they will all disappear, 
and that very suddenly in a much shorter time than has been men- 

tioned by the Senator. All these worshipers of the Moloch of mo- 
popoly will be banished to the undelectable mountains; they will be 
driven into the deserts, caves, and dens of the earth, a forlorn minor- 
ity, because I believe that justice at last, both in relation to labor and 
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its protection, will find the means of asserting itsel’, not in this bill or 
any similar measure, but in a policy that shall foster capital without 
injury to the interests of labor, even to the advancement of the earn- 
ings of labor, until finally all the great field and plane of labor will be 
placed upon an elevation—that elevation where humanity, where sym- 
pathy, where society, generally wish to see it, especially in a country 
where this element is entitled to the highest consideration and to the 
fullest liberty in asserting its lawiul franchises. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall not emulate the example of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and follow him into the do- 
main of epithet and vituperation. He was inconsistent enough to ad- 
vise us that we were engaged in the closing discussion of a great eco- 
nomic question, and yet he charged the Democratic party with being 
the party of ruflianism and crime, and members of that party upon this 
floor, representatives of sovereign States, and his colleagues in this 
Chamber, with being charlatans, demagognes, dishonest pretenders, 
and common and habitual slanderers. 
Mr. President, the Democratic party and every gentleman in it can 
treat his assertion with contempt. ‘The party to which we belong, 
amidst al! its misfortunes and mistakes, has arecord that no other po- 
litical organization in this or any othercountry can produce. Foracent- 
ury, in peace and war, sunshine and shadow, our flag has floated in 
every township, county, and State in this broad Union, and will con- 
tinue to float until the country ceases to exist. 
We have met lions in debate, and we can afford to disregard the 
snarling of the Senator from New York. Thebear hunter, tornand lacer- 
ated in many a deadly conflict, where life was the forfeit of the game, 
will turn aside from a smaller ‘animal whose only means of offense and 
defeuse is the nojsome filth with which it poisons the surrounding 
atmosphere. 
Mr. President, the pending bill is the culmination of what is called 
the protective principle inthis country. It is a glaring illustration of 
the historic truth that class legislation never recedes. Every unnatural 
stimulus, physical and political, feeds upon itself. Aman who violates 
the laws of nature and of health by pouring into his system an un- 
natural stimulus, finds at Jast that death supervenes when that stim- 
ulus is withdrawn. 
The high protective-tariff system is an unnatural political stimulus. 
It is a violation of political sanitary laws that should govern all states 
in a healthful condition. It is a violation of the fundamental principle 
of honest and free government—equal protection to all its people and 
to all classes, and governmental partnership with none. It is a viola- 
tion of that sublime truth upon which was based the Declaration of In- 
dependence, and from which follow as corollaries all the personal rights 
that come to every citizen of this country, that all goverments derive 
their just powers from the consent of the governed. 
The pabulum of the protective system is the profit from a partnership 
between the Government and certain favored classes. It is interesting 
to note how the truth that I have enunciated is illustrated in the his- 
tory of the pretective system in the United States, The first statute 
enacted in the first session of C ongress under the Constitution of 1789 
upon the subject of tariff duties, or tariff taxation, imposed an almost 
infinitesimal tariff, compared with that now in existence, for the pur- 
pose of encouraging domestic manu(actures and supporting the Govern- 
ment. Until the year 1888 no political party in this country was ever 
found that did not associate the imposition of a tariff tax with the sup- 
port of the Government of the United States. 
Never until Mr. MCKINLEY, the author of the pending bill, wrote 
the platform of the Republican party in 1888, was there ever an enun- 
ciation made in this country by any political organization that taxes 
should be imposed for the purpose of protection alone and in order to 
exclude from this country every foreign product that came in compe- 
tition with products of the United States, If time permitted I could 
read from the plattorms of the Republican party since 1856 up to 1888, 
to show that they always coupled the imposition of tariff duties with 
the support of the Government. 
When Henry C. Carey, the great father of protection, announced to 
the people of the United States that for himself he wished the Atlan- 
tie Ocean an ocean of fire across which no ship could pass, it startled 
the conservative men of the whole country in both political ies. 
When the junior Senator from Maine [ Mr. Frye] declared in hiscele- 
brated speech before the Home Market Club in Boston that he hoped 
not one pound of iron or steel] or wool or silk should ever be im 
from any country into the United States, the organs of the Republican 
party were silentand dumb and he received no approbation for his bold 
utterance. 
I remember distinctly when I first became a member of this body 
the amazement with which I heard that Senator standing in the aisle 
with his dramatic and aggressive demeanor declare that he was a 
tectionist per se, and would vote for high protective duties if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States dil not need one dollar. No applause 
followed that declaration then. 
The contention of the Republican party at that time was for only 
such tariff duties as were necessary to equalize the cost of labor in this 
country and abroad, and as an illustration of the great truth which I 
have announced, that class legislation feeds upon itself, in 1888 the 


Republican party at Chicago announced the principle on which the 
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otbnundistnesiiiiaiiaaiainniinidiieese citi bill is constructed, that without regard to revenue or the ne- 
cessities of the Government enough tariff taxes should be imposed to 
exclude from thiscountry all foreign products that competed with those 
of the United States. 

Therefore, I repeat, the pending bill is the culmination, the crown- 
ing stone upon this monument of tariff taxation, and for one I congrat- 
ulate the country upon its enactment. I am glad, sir, to meet the 
issue, because with my convictions I believe that the sooner the crisis 
is reached, and the sooner this issue is fonght to a finish, the better it 
will be for the country and for all its material interests. 

Mr. President, I but uttera truism when I state that the three great 
interests of every civilized country are agriculture, manufactures, and 
commerce. I but utter another truism when I say that it is true in 
governmental matters, as in physical organizations, that the abnormal! 
and artificial stimulation of any particular organ in the body politic or 
physical brings about logically disease and death. To talk of a strug- 
gle or strife between commerce, manufactures, and agriculture, is but 
to repeat the old fable of Aisop as to the dissensions between the brain 
and the heart and the stomach. Each is absolutely necessary to the 
others, and in a well-ordered commonwealth the good health of one is 
accom panied and associated with the good health of all. 

Wherever you find tyranny, wherever you find a goverument based 
upon the idea of aggrandizing the tew and the oppression of the many, 
you will find that some class interest has heen fostered and promoted 
by governmental partnership at the expense of the other interests in 
the state. 

Mr. President, let us look for a moment, after twenty-five years of 
high protection, at the condition of the United States to-day. I as- 
sert that if this system be correct, if it be based upon correct princi- 
ples, this young, vigorous, phenomenal Republic ought to be to-day 
healthy in every portion of it, and every interest should be equally 
prosperous. 

We have none of the obstacles to national progress that stand in the 
way of the governments of the Old World. We have no 
monarchy; no titular nobility; no families that inberit the wealth and 
honors of the state. We have a hemisphere with a people phenome- 
nally bold and aggressive and intellectual. We have a variety of cli- 
mate and soil and production, unequaled upon the face of the earth. 
It this system be an adjunct to prosperity, here, of all countries in the 
world, we should have to-day universal prosperity in every State, in 
every interest, in every class. 

What is the result of twenty-five years of high tariff protection in 
the United States? We are told from the other side of the Chamber 
to look at the enormous wealth this country has up. Yes, Mr. 
President, but where is it heaped? Is it equally distributed? Is it 
justly divided? Do the laws of trade operate so that each section re- 
ceives the due reward of its labor? Or hasit produced in this country, 
as in the badly governed countries of Europe, the extremes of haman 
life, enormous wealth and almost abject poverty? Do not these condi- 
tions exist here to-day in spite of all the beneficence of nature, in spite 
of all that could be done for any people by the great God who has cre- 
ated the universe? 

What is the condition to-day of commerce? Our flag has disap- 
peared from the ecean. They say the war did it. It commenced dis- 
appearing, as the Senator from Vermont told us the other day, in 
1855, before a hostile gun had been fired. —The American traveler now 
goes from one ead of the world to the other, and the flag of his coun- 
try is not found except sporadically on any ocean. Our tourists who 
go abroad to s the enormous wealth they have accumulated here 
under the laws of which I have spoken, and which have created these 
conditions, stand upon a British ship within the sound of Trinity’s 
belis, and listen to the anthem of ‘‘ God Save the Queen ’’ until they 
land upon British soil. 

Oor carrying trade, which is the great instrumentality of commerce, 
isgone. Weare told that it was because ships came to be made out 
of steel and iron instead of wood. What an outrage upon the people 
of the United States to bring forward any suchexcuse. Whatashame 
to say that the most inventive people in the world, the most aggressive, 
a people who can adapt themselves to every invention and every con- 
dition more readily than any other that have ever existed, had neither 
the intellect nor the courage to adapi themselves to this chanze in the 
carrying trade of the world, but have sat stolidly and stupidly while 
Eng!and, our great rival, has borne av. ay all the immense truits of that 
carrying ‘trade from our very doors. 

M-. HAWLEY. Would the Senato: consider it ungracious if I make 
= ‘remarks there? 

Mr. VEST. I would rather that my friendshould not interrupt me, 
because I want ~ get through. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All right. 

Mr. VEST. I mean no personal disrespect to him. 

Mr. President, we have lately heard from very higb quarters the 
complaint that the South American trade passes by our door and pours 
its wealth into the coffers of Great Britain. We are now reduced to 
the unconstitutional experiment of paying bounties to steam-ship lines 
ee ee eee ee tor- 
eign countries, and of South America. 

in the convention which adopted the Constitution of 1789, as I had 
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oceasion once before to show in debate here, a proposition was dis- 
tinctly made to give to Congress the power to grant bounties for the 
promotion ef agriculture and commerce and manufactures, but that 
proposition was rejected, and the deduction must be made that the 
framers of the Constitution never intended that power to be exercised 
by any Congress; yet so great are our necessities to-day, so terrible the 
stress to which we are reduced im regard to the carrying trade, the 
great instrumentality of commerce, that we are to adopt this doubtful, 
and as I honestly believe unconstitutional, expedient, in order to wrest 
from England, if possible, a portion of this stapendous source of protit 
which she now almost monopolizes. 

Mr. President, it is useless for any intelligent man to find, except 
largely in one thing, the cause of the decay and absolute extinction of 
the carrying trade ot the United States. I do pot mean to say that 
there have been no other causes contributing, but the great and con- 
trolling cause has been the fact that under our old and obsolete navi- 
gation laws, relics of barbarism, we have persistently refused to allow 
our people to buy new and modern ships wherever they could be built 
and could be bought cheapest. 

The Senator from New York taunts the Democratic party with being 
opposed to progress, with being the party of opposition. Sir, the Re- 
publican party of this country to-day stands upon the legislation of 1800. 
The Republican party to-day refuses in a spirit of barbaric exclusion 
to permit our people to buy their ships where they can buy them cheap- 
est and then bring them here and put them upon the American regis- 
try and sail them under the broad folds of the Stars and Stripes, the 
emblem of our country’snationality. And whyis this? It is done in 
the narrow and bigoted and éxclusive spirit of the high protective 
tariff. The tariff is a vast combine, interdependent, dovetailed to- 
gether, and its friends fear that if you break any portion of it a crevasse 
will be made until at last there is a torrent. 

So the friends of the protective tariff know that it will not do to giv 
a citizen of the United States the power of buying a ship where he can 
get it cheapest and putting the flag of his country above it. It would 
break down the harmonious relations of the tariff, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island calls it; it would destroy thesymmetry of the system. It 
is like that pathetic plea of these manufacturers heard so often in the 
testimony taken before the Committee on Finance and the Committee 
of Ways and Meansof the House, ‘‘It is true we manufacture but a few 
goods, but we are entitled to the benefit of the protective tariff because 
you give that benefit to somebody else; you must preserve the harmo- 
nious relation. ’’ 

Therefore we stand here day by day and year by year, and the carry- 
ing trade of the whole world is taken from us until our commerce com- 
ing irom agriculture, as I shall proceed to show, is carried abroad in 


foreign ships. But 15 per cent. of the whole carrying trade of this | 


country is carried in Americar bottoms. Yet our friends talk about 
being the y of progress! Rip Van Winkle was an adventurer com- 
pared tothem. They are sitting now in the shadesof the past. They 
are hovering under this old, obsolete, worn-out, exploded humbug that 
you must have ships built in Americain orderto carry American goods. 

I have often heard here about the immense coastwise trade of the 
United States, and we are told that because we have excluded foreign 
vessels from the coastwise trade this immense interest has grown up to 
its present magnitude. Ah, Mr. President, the coastwise trade is ac- 
companied by free trade, but our friends on the other side al ways omit 
that in the argumeuts they make to the people or in the Halls of Con- 

Our fathers made trade between the States free, and if to-day 
New York could puta tariff upon Pennsylvania and Pennsy) vania could 
retaliate, your coastwise trade would amount to nothing. 
you have not free ships in your coastwise trade, but you have free trade: 
whereas when you come to foreign trade you have not free ships but 
such ships as you have must go out hampered as to a return cargo by 
the high tariff, and compete in the free markets of the world with the 
free ships of Great Britain and France and Germany and Norway and 
Italy. : 

Mr. President, here is the condition of commerce—strangled in its 
great instrumentality, the carrying trade. When it comes to commerce 
proper, three-fourths of it comes from agriculture, while a very incon- 
siderable portion of it comes from manufactures, this great interest 
that has been pampered and extravagantly promoted by the legislation 
of Congress for twenty-five years. 

Mr. President, that we have abnormally, artificially, unnecessarily, 
and at the expense of the other interests of this country promoted man- 


It is true | 
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ufactures is shown beyond any sort of question by the labored effort of | 


the Senater from New York [Mr. Hiscock] to escape from the abso- 
lute truth that the manufacturers of the United States are now able 
with the protection they have had to sell their goods from 20 to 70 per 
= cheaper in the foreign markets than they do to their own people 

The Senator from New York was right when he admitted that this 
‘was one of the salient points in this whole debate. It was brought 
here to show the people of the Umted States that the pretense of pro- 
tection beimg any longer necessary for the manufacturers of this coun- 
try was a frand, and a pretext for additional profit. The Senator from 
New York now seeks to avail himself of the ex parte statements of a 
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few manufacturers to whom he has written, who say that they have 
not engaged in this business, and therefore it does not exist. 

What would be thought of a lawyer if he 
his client from a criminal charge 


should undertake to clear 
r that a dozen other men in 


bY provin 











the community had never committed it What would be thought 
of a logician who would take as oue of his premises antecedent to a 
conclusion the fact that whilst Jones might have done it, Smith and 
Brown and Thompson never did? Who has said that the houses from 
which the Senator has brought these letters were ever of this 
practice? Which one of any of these one hundred and sixty-six man 
ufacturers whose advertisements were found in these export journals, 
and whose names were sent from one end of this c y to the other, 
if not their names the subject-matter of the advertisement, has co 
here directly or indirectly to deny that he authorized those statement 
ip those papers and was ready to furnish the goods according to the 


advertisement ? 

The other day in this debate the Senator from Rhode Island, when 
I read an item here in regard to gaskets, an article made out of copper, 
and a photograph of which I have, asked me to give him the name ol 
the manufacturer. I sat down at once and wrote to the editor of The 
Engineering and Mining Journal and called his attention to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island, sending him a copy of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and here is the reply 

27 PARK PLA vy York, § 18% 

Dear Sin: Your letter of the 3lst ultimo to hand, also the CoNGRESSION AI 
Recorp of August 21. On page 10062 we notice Mr. ALDRICH asked you to fur 
nish the name of the house quoting ** gaskets’’ in our Lilustrated Prices Current 
The quotation was furnished us in writing by the Mineral Woo! Company, of 2 
Cortlandt street, this city. We send you a copy of our paper in which we give 
the names of most of the firms who quote their goods ; we only discontinued 
the practice in June. We will furnish the name and address of any firm quoting 
their goods in the Prices Current 

You rather miseconustrue our policy. If you will kindly read the two inclosed 
slips, that marked A being from the head of *‘ Goods wanted "’ column that you 
will find on page 502 of the paper we send zou: that marked Bis from the head 


of the ‘‘ Prices current.’’ We are not commission merchants, and do not buy o1 
sell goods, but quote goods of American manufacture at the request of our sub 
scribers abroad and for their benefit. 
Yours very respectful y 
fuk Ena i + AND MIN! Joun. 
FRAN’S W. ELKINGTON 
Tk G. ¢ V ES Was) dD, ¢ 
Now here is the photograph of these gaskets. [Exhibiting.| The 
z t 


Senator from New York says that these goods are sold at the same dis 

count to the foreign and domestic buyer; that the middleman who 

wants to take them to South America buys them at the same discount 

with the middleman who buys in the United States. 

how plain a tale shall put him down Here is the advertisement o1 

the United States Mineral Wool Company, 2 Cortlandt street, New York 
} ’ 


Pric nts inch, less per cent 


** Now, mark 


Gaskets. Corrugated coppe! 
discount for home trade 


Less 60 per cent. discount for export t 


per square 


I should like to see the Senator with all 
from that. Here isan American who goes to buy these articles, and 
he has 30 percent. discount. Here is a foreigner who goes to buy them, 
and he has 60 per cent. discount. Both of them may be middlemen, 
both of them may intend to retail the goods after they have purchased 
them, but the American only gets 30 per cent. discount whilst the for- 


eigner gets 60. How can the Senators hope to escape from a fact like 


his ingenuity of logic escape 


| that ? 


But to make this matter so clear that nothing but partisan obtuse 
ness can escape it, I have before me a letter which was read the othe 
day without any attention given to it by the Senate from the editoro 
The Engineering and Mining Journal as to this statement that these 
goods were sold by wholesale and not by retail; in other words, that 
a foreigner would only buy by wholesale, and that he could not get one 
of these articles at retail for the prices at which they were advertised 


ENGINEERIN AND MINING JouURNAL, NEW Yorx«K, August 26, 1890 
Dear Sre: Iam obliged to you forthe letter of August 25, respecting proceed 
ings taken in the Senate regarding our “* prices current 
Prices quoted by us are, as you will notice at the head of the first column 
“for export only,’’ and the prices therein given are the prices at which every 
foreign subscriber can buy in this market. It stands to reason that orders foi 
farm implements are frequently for one only. If to buy one machine is rete 


trade, then these foreign prices are retail prices 
This is the man who sells them; this is the agent of the manufact 
urer and purchaser, and here is his testimony that he sells one. He gor 
on to give the process under which they are are sold, and then he says: 
In going through our letters this morning we counted no less t! 
reeeived during the month of July, thanking us for publish 
rent,”’ as it enabled our subscribers to keep a check on th 
on their indents 
Yours very 


ian fifty-eight 
ing the prices cur 
prices charged them 


truly 


ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL. 


To T. FE. WiLtso0n. 

That is, individuals who bought single articles thanked the pape 
for publishing these prices, because it enabled them to hold the price- 
list as a check upon the manufacturer. And yet, in the face of that 
statement coming from the parties who are engaged in this traffic, in 
the face of 166 0f these publications, or advertisements, or whatever 
you call them, theSenatortrom New York has the unparalleled effrontery 
to stand here and state that these charges will continue to be made in 
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the canvass by Democratic orators to their ignorant audiences. Mr. 
President, if God gives me health and strength, I propose to make 
them and to read them to the farmers of the West. I want them to 
know the truth in regard to this matter, and the truth is so clear 
that an honest man can not hesitate in regard to it. 

Mr. President, if other proof be necessary as to the effect of the pro- 
tective system upon the manufacturing interests of the United states, 
it can be easily furnished by statistics, which I do not care to read. 
It can be shown beyond any sort of question that the larger portion of 
the national debt of the United States is held in the manutacturing 
States; that the wealth of the country is held in an unnatural and 
abnormal degree in the manufacturing States of this Union. 

Heretofore, in every tariff debate from 1483 to 1888, this Hall has re- 
sounded with the amounts of deposits in the banks of New England by 
the laborers and operatives. We have heard nothing of it in this de- 
bate, because the protectionists do not want the country now to under- 
stand what has been the result of manufacturing. They do not want 
the people of the United States to see, as they will see from these figures, 
that money has been aggregated in one section of the Union and neces- 
sarily at the expense of other sections. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The Senator wants to be correct in his facts, I 
have no doubt. I made special mention and boast of the prosperity ot 
the savings-banksin Connecticut. A majority of our people have money 
deposited there. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition to misstate any 
fact, but I repeat that although the Senator from Connecticut may have 
done se, that line of discassion has been relegated to the background. 
Heretofore in every tariff discussion we have heard very little else, 
nnd if the Senator trom Connecticut has made an aryument here, it is 
the only argument of that kind I have heard of in the whole of this 
protracted debate. 

But, Mr. President, what has been the result of this system upon 
agriculture? We have seen its effect on manufactures and on com- 
merce. If these laws be just in principle and in operation, why is it 
to-day that in this young and vigorous and fruitful country the farm- 
ers of the United States are standing defiantly and aggressively de- 
manding of the Legislature of the country why the present conditions 
are existing? 

I know it has been said here, conspicuously by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. WILSon], that the farmers of the United States are prosperous. 
if I had strength and time I could read from the testimony taken before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the other House, given by the rep- 
resentative farmers of the United States, showing that in every section 
of the country agriculture is depressed, farming lands depreciated, and 
farm products steadily decreasing in value year by year. The report 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture shows that with the large increase 
of agricultural products in 1889 they were worth less by $100,000,000 
than the products 0 1888. 

The Senator irom New York tells us what the Republican party has 
done to advance the price of agricultural products by the passage of the 
silver bill. Sir, to-day we see the result of that bill exactly as those 
of us who refused to vote for it predicted in this Chamber scarcely two 
months ago. Silver instead of being money is to-day a commercial 
commodity. Five days ago it was worth 120 and to-day it is worth 
116 and a fraction. ‘The very thing we predicted has come to pass. 
Instead of making it the equal of gold, as the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] so eloquently urged, we have to-day silver exactly like 
wheat and corn and potatoes. 

It is the shuttlecock of speculators. It is a fight to-day between the 
Government and the Shylocks as to who shall get most of the people’s 
money; and those o! us who followed the Senator irom Colorado and 
begged that silver be made money and pleaded for the equality of the 
metals, to-day witness the fulfillment of the prophecy we made, that 
it was a mere game to enhance the price of silver for speculators and 
mine-owners while the people of the country out on the prairies and in 
workshops stolidly and patiently wait for the fruition of promises that 
will never be fulfilled. 

It is true that under the speculative fever in silver agricultural prod- 
ucts went up a few cents on a bushel, but to-day they are going down. 
That isthe prosperity to which the Senator from New York says the Re- 
publican party has brought this country. Oh, I should like tosee that 
Senator before a Farmers’ Alliance. I should like to see him meet that 

sturdy veomanry of the West with hay-seedintheirhair. I should like 
tosee him make before them this argument and that of the Senator from 
Towa: ‘‘ Why, you are prosperous, you are happy; you do not know 
what is the matter with you. The Republican party has done all the 
good for you that is possible. We have passed the silver bill; we have 
increased the duty on wheat; we have put a duty of 5 centsa dozen on 
eggs; we have increased the duty on rye; we have putituponcorn. It 
is true we only imported last year 1,994 bushels of wheat and we ex- 
ported 46,000,000, but you all see that the 1,994 bushels fixed the price 
for thre 46,000,000, anybody can see that. It is true that we only im- 
ar 16 bushels of rye, all told, and we exported 287,000, but the 
6 bushels fixed the price for the 287,000."’ And as to eggs, I can not 
resist the temptation to read from an eminent Republican, one who 
stands high in the party, and who has never been formally expelled, 


although he is on the road. I read from a speech made by Hon. Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH. He says: 


Facts are brutal things. There is nothing so utterly brutal as a fact. It yields 
nothing; it sympathizes with nobody's feelings. lSeeaiion | Now, what is 
the fact {n this case? During 1888 we bought from Canada agricultural products 
to the amount of over $17,000,000, What did we sell them? About $21,000,000, 
and the larger part of it corn and the products that we buy not fromthem. To 
please the farmer of this country we have shut him out of the market where he 
sold his products to the amount of $21,000,000and kept out, as a partial compet- 
itor, nearly $17,000,000 that we bought from the Canadian side. 

We have shut out eggs, and that is paraded as an important matter. I made 


a little calculation as to how that would affect our people. We imported 21,- 
000,000 eggs— 

He means dozens— 
and by careful estimate that amounts to just one omelet a year to each of our 


people—one omeleta year! That is all. 

[ Laughter. } 

This committee knows very well that my fellow-citizens do not, during one- 
half of the year, taste eggs at all. Our friends of the committee have not in- 
serted in the bill any provision which would have enjoined upon the hens that 
they should lay regularly during cold weather as well as warm. [(Laughter.]} 

A Memper. Give them a bounty. 

Mr. Butrerwortu. Well, ! might have offered them a bounty. But I donot 
care to go into that, 

And we have protected the farmer by putting a duty of 5 cents a 
dozen on eggs. The people of the United States consumed in 1889 
1,500,000,000 dozen eggs. The city of New York consumed 67,500,000 
dozen. We brought in from Canada not 21,000,000 eggs, as Mr. But- 
TERWORTH says, but nearly 16,000,000 dozen, which was less than 1 
per cent. of the whole consumption in the United States. But our 
friends on the other side say to the farmers, ‘‘ Look what we have done 
for you. We have put a tax of 5 cents a dozen on eggs, and still you 
are not satisfied !’’ 

Mr. President, let us look at the condition of this country, without 
reading statistics to any extent, as to the result of this protective-tarifl 
system for twenty-five years upon the agricultural products of the 
United States. 

Farms, animals, and implements of the United States in 1850 
amounted in valuation to $3,967,343,580; in 1880 to $12,104,001,538, 
In the six New England States in 1850 the value of farms and farming 
animals and implements was $435,154,525; in 1860 it was $561,467,- 
417; in 1870, $707,942,430; and in 1880, $671,446,058, right, in the 
manutacturing States, where if the protective tariff operated to enhance 
the price of agricultural products it would certainly have its effect. 
The loss in the last ten years in the six New England States, accord- 
ing to the census, in farms, agricultural implements, and animals was 
$36,000,000. ; 

Now take New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, these wealthy 
manufacturing States of which we hear so much. In 1850 the farms, 
implements, and animals amounted to $1,249,643,065; in 1860, to $1,- 
899,064,457; in 1870, to $2,976,379,873; in 1880, to $2,524,721,419, or 
a loss in agricultural wealth in the last ten years of $450,000,000 in 
these three States. 

But Mr. Blaine tells us, when we refer to the prosperity of agricult- 
ure fvom 1846 to 1857 under a low tariff, that the discovery of gold in 
California accounts for that extraordinary prosperity. Now, let us 
look at the amount of gold and siiver during the decades I have named. 
From 1850 to 1860, $551,650,000 was produced in the United States; 
from 1860 to 1870, $575,000,000; from 1870 to 1880, $755,063,792; 
from 1880 to 1890, $847,213,501. So with an increase from year to year 
in immigration, more mouths to feed, more gold and silver, more people 
in the country, more prosperity from a high tariff, according to our 
friends on the other side, the census shows a decrease in these manu- 
facturing States in agricultural wealth steadily from year to year. 

In the last canvass Mr. Blaine made a statement which was quoted 
largely throughout the country showing how the manufacturing States 
consumed the product of the agricultural States, and how much we 
were therefore indebted to them. His statement, which I quote, is as 
follows: 

In 1860, six New Euglend States and Pennsylvania and New York [bad in 
wealth $5, 123,000,000; in I=80, $16,228%,000,000; an increase of 216 per cent, 

And the whole Republican party immediately stood up on its feet, 
North, East, South, and West, and yelled io, ¢riumphe, that is the result 
of the tariff, an increase of 216 per cent. But Mr. Blaine continued: 

In 1860 eight agricultural States—I!linois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigar, 
Minnesota, Nebraska, and Wisconsin—had in wealth'$2,271,000,000; in 1980, $11, 
268,000,000, an increase of 396 per cent., or 180 per cent. more than in the manu- 
facturing States, 

Therefore, said Mr. Blaine, the tariff has done more for the agricult- 
ural States than it did forthe manufacturing States, and the West has 
no right to complain. But Mr. Blaine forgot to state the fact that the 

pulation in the two sections was in numbers entirely diferent. If 
ve had divided the amount of wealth by the amount o! population and 
shown the per capita wealth in the two sections his argumeat would 
have been a Jair and just one. I proceed to do that for him. 

In 1860 the population of New England and the two States of Penn- 
sylvania and New York was 10,474,252. Their wealth was $5,123,- 
000,000, which, divided by the amount of population, would make the 
per capita wealth in 1860 $489. In 1880, twenty years alterwards, t he 
population of the same States was 12,824,272. Their wealth was $16,- 





1890. 





228,000,000, which, divided by the population, made their per capita 
wealth in 1880 $1,265 an increase per capita in twenty years of $776. 

Now, let us take the agricultural States and work out this propost- | 
tion abont which we heard so much enthusiastic cheering by the Re- | 
publican party in the lastcanvass. In 1860 the eight Western States | 
named by Mr. Blaine had 5,570,356 population. Their aggregate | 
wealth was $2,271,000,000. This, divided by the population, made 
their per capita wealth in 1860 $407, or $82 less than that in the East- | 
ern States I have named. - ; ; s 

In 1880, twenty years afterwards, the population of these same W est- 
ern States was 11,862,492. Their wealth was $11,268, 000, 000, which 
divided by the population would make the per capita wealth $949, or 
an increase in the West of $542 per capita, and in the East, during 
the same period, of $776, and that, too, in the face of the fact that these 
Western States were new, with a virgin soil, an adventurous, ener- | 
getic population, with all the possibilities for improvement and the ac- 
cretion of wealth. So under this protective system which the farmers 
of the country are asked to-day to support the cold and naked figures 
show that the old, finished manufacturing States continued under this 





system to aggregate and absorb the wealth of the country, and hold it 


to-day. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


| all the appeals to ‘ 





Now, Mr. President, a few words in regard to the bill pending be- 
fore the Senate, as to its provisions. I happened the other day to find 
in a newspaper the following very apposite letter. It is in the North- 
ampton (Pa.) Democrat: 

NEAR ToprKA, KANs., January 24, 1890. 

Mr. Eprror: I often wonder how your Northampton farmers get on on our 
high old protection laws. Out here we suffer pretty badly, Let me give you 
something from my own experience. 

Just betore Christmas I drove into Topeka to get some clothes for myself and 
a dress for my wife. 1 bought an entire ready-made suit for myself for $20; an 
overcoat for $10; derby hat, $2; worsted shirt and cotton stockings, $2; cotton 
shirt and cravat, $1.50; total, $35.50; woolen dress for my wife, $10; total, $45.50. 

I made a bargain with the merchant to take his pay in corn at its market 
price on January 2, delivered to him in Topeka, I living 4 miles out of town. 

Well, yesterday being the day fixed, I went in town to see how much corn I 
must deliver for my clothing bill of $45.50. 
cents per bushel, and that I must bring him 303} bushels of merchantable corn. 


new clothing, were burning their corn for fuel, I bore the news cheerfully, and 
went home to arrange about getting the corn delivered. 


| 
1 was somewhat surprised, but as my neighbors, who had not indulged in any 


It struck me after reading this letter, which manifestly came from 


a farmer, that I would take the existing tariff and measure the tariff | 


tax he paid upon this bill of goods for himself and wile. Sol took 


my pencil and worked out the proposition as follows: This farmer | 


paid on his ready-made suit, which cost him $20, the duty under exist- 
ing law of 55 per cent, amounting to $7 as tariff tax. The cost without 
the tariff was $13, and he paid as the bill shows $20. The overcoat 
cost him $10 the duty on which was 55 per cent., a tariff tax of $3.50. | 
If it had not been for the’ tariff he would have bought the coat {or | 
$6.50. The hat cost hm$2. The duty is71 per cent. under the exist- 
ing law, and he paid a tarift tax of 83 cents. He would have bought 
it, if it hadnot been for the tariff, for $1.17 instead of $2. The worsted | 
shirt cost him $2, The duty on it was 55 percent. or 70 cents, and the | 
cost if it had not been for the tariff would have been $1.30 instead of 
2. The cotton shirt and eravat coxt him $1.50. The duty was 35 per 
cent., making 39 cents tariff tax, and he would have bought them, it it 
had not been for the tariff, for $1.11 instead of $1.50. The woolen | 
dress for the old lady cost $10. The duty was 85 per cent , making a | 
tariff tax of $4.60. It would have cosf him, if it had not been for the 
duty, $5.40 instead of $10. ; 

I then concluded that I would get him a pair of blankets to make 
him comfortable during the winter on my own responsibility. So we 
bonght a pair of blankets, 5-pound blankets, which cost $2.53. That | 
would be the cost at the custom-house. I took the import list for the | 
cost. The rate of duty is 70.48 percent., which would make the amount | 
ot duty on the blankets $1.79, and make the whole cost $4.32 instead | 
of $2.53. 

I then concluded that he might come from one of the Yankee States 
and want to whittle, and so I bought him a pocket knife upon my | 
own responsibility. It cost abroad 50 cents. The present duty is 25 | 
cents, which would make it cost him 75 cents instead of 50 cents, 

Under the present Jaw the whole bill would cost him $50.57, the | 
tariff duty being $19.06; and the cost would be without the tariff 
$31.51 instead of $50.57 under the existing law. 

Now, to carry out this matter, I took the pending bill and these 
same articles and calculated the cost under its provisions, for that is | 
the best illustration in the world of how this tariff will operate upou 
the people. His ready-made suit, under the pending bill, instead of 
paying 55 per cent, duty, pays 85 per cent., and instead of a tariff tax 
upon his suit of $7 it is, under this proposed law which we are about to 
enact, $11.05. The overcaat, instead of being taxed 55 per cent., as it 
is now, will be taxed under this bill 85 per cent., or $5.52, instead of | 
$3.50. The hat is taxed under the pending bill, instead of 71 per cent., | 
100 per cent., making a tariff tax of $1.17. The worsted shirt 85 per | 
cent., instead of 55 per cent., making $1.10. On the cotton shirt and 
cravat the duty is 50 per cent., instead of 35, as now, making a tariff 
tax of 55 cents, The woolen dress is taxed 110 per cent. under the 
pending bill, which would make the tax $5.94. On one pair of blan- 
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kets, 5 pounds, the duty under the p1 yposed law is 105 per cent., which 
makes the tariff tax $2.66. The knife basa tax upon it of 100 per cent. 
under the pending bill, which makes the t riffY duty 50 cents. So the 
bill of goods which under the existing law would have cost this farmer 
900.57 costs him under this bill about to be enacted $60, the tariff tax 
being $28.49, whereas he would have got the same goods without the 
duty tor $31.50. 

There is the whole of the tariff. This is the operation of the woolen 
schedule, and it is worth all the theories, all the vituperative elo jnence, 
the old flag and an appropriation ’’ which the Re- 
publican party can make in thenext year. ‘The people of this country 
will understand this, God willing, some time. This glamour can not 
be thrown over them for another century. This thing has cor 
apex; it has culminated, and unless I ara more mistaken in my coun 
trymen than in anything else during my whole life, the people of the 


e to an 


| United States will rebel against this monstrous system that to-day i 


piling up enormous fortunes at the expense of the middle and poorei 
classes of the country. 
Mr. President, look at this duty upon sugar 


What honest man is 
not ashamed ot that record? 


It i888 the Democratic party was hounded 
through the country and charged with making a bargain with the sugar 
trust because they lowered the standard to 13 under the Dutch stand- 
ard. Mr. Blaine in a stump-speech in Indiana declared, quoting trom 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], not now in his seat, that the 
Democratic committee of the House had put $6,000,000 a year into the 
pockets of the sugar trust by their legislation. 

Ithas been charged openly on the floor of the House that a midnight 
meeting was held between Havemeyer, the head of the sugar trust, and 
the Democratic or Mills committee, under which the trust agreed to 
furnish campaign funds to the Democratic party if they could have thei! 
way in regard to these sugar duties. 

Now, look at this history, my Republican friends, and at your rec 
ord, and then go before the country and face it as you will be com 
pelled todo. I have here the first provisions agreed upon by the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, and upon 
which they stood up to the very night before they reported the bill. 


In these first provisions they proposed to enact the following: 


251. All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, all 
sugar drainings and sugar sweepings, sirupsof cane juice or of beet juice, me 
lnda, concentrated melada, and concrete and concentrated molasses, shal! pay a 
duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem, 


All up to 16, including the debatable grades between 13 and 16, over 
which the fight is waged between the refiners and consumers of tli 
country, were to pay 35 per cent. 

Now, here is the next section 


232. All sugars above No, 16 
per cent. ad valorem 


Dutch standard in color shall pay a duty of 40 

In other words, that committee agreed solemnly that all sugars up 
to 16 Duteh standard should come in at 35 percent. duty, and then it 
would give the refiners 5 per cent., which was equivalent to 16 cents 
ou the hundred pounds, to protect them above 16. But the refines 
was here. 


The Assyrian came down like the wolfon the fold, 
And his cohorts were gleaming in purple and gold 

Mr. Havemeyer was here. They had secret consultations. I make 
no charges, for doubtless it was all right and for great public reasons, 
but the report came into the House utterly different. It lett the stand- 
ard at 16, but put the duty upon the refined sugars above 16 at four- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound, or 40 centson the hundred. Why? I re- 
peat the language of a distinguished Republican patriot im another. 
place: ‘‘ What change came o’er the spirit of their dream?’’ That 
was applied to the Mills bill, but Iapply it to the committee that made 
this report. 

I could stand here if my strength permitted and read the denuncia 
tion of the Republican papers of this transaction. The Globe-Demo 
ocrat, the organ of the Republican party in the valley of the Missis 
sippi, denounced it in most unmeasured terms as a bargain with the 
sugar trust, and warned this committee of what would come if they 
persisted in it. The New York Tribune denounced it. The New York 
Press denounced it. The only Republican paper of any prominence 
in this country that seemed to indorse it was the Philadelphia Press, 


| which was in the interest of the refiners of Philadelphia. 


ut the refiners kaew their interest. They said, ‘‘ Wait; we are not 
done with you yet; that thing must go to the Senate; it must goto the 
American House of Lords,’ as they call it; ‘‘it isa small body; we 
will get our work in there.”’ They gathered here; the lobbies and 
corridors were fullof them; and what has been the result? They asked 
in the House of Representatives but five-tenths of 1 cent duty on 
sugars above 16 to protect them, this immense, gigantic trust that has 
paid 10 per cent. dividends and has a $22,000,000 surplus to-day in its 
treasury—I have the statements here and could read them if time per 
mitted—into whose pockets we are putting, on the calculation of the 
Senator from Iowa, $20,000,000 a year by our votes in this Chimbei 
yesterday. 

What did this Senate committee do? Now, mark how great the 
anxiety of the refiners to pnt down the standard to 13, to puta duty 
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upon these two grades of common or raw brown sugar between 13 and 

16, which can come into this country and be used by the people with- 

out being refined. There was the struggle in 1888, there was the 

struggle in 1883, when we in this Chamber voted to put $2.40 tax upon 

sugars above 16, and the conference committee then put it at $2.75, 

without consulting us. The struggle has always been over these two 
des. 

What was the result in this Chamber? The Committee on Finance 
lowered the standard from 16 to 13, gave the refiners all they wanted, 
and then instead of giving them 40 cents,as the House had done on re- 
fined sugars above 16, or giving them five-tenths of 1 cent, which was 
all they ever asked, as I can show by their own testimony, they abso- 
lutely give them six-tenths of 1 cent a pound above No. 16, and then 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] wants to make it a dollar 
above No. 20. 

Mr. President, no such record was ever made before in Congress. 
My friend from lowa, whom I see now in his seat, told us in 1888, when 
he was talking about a tax of one-fifth of 1 cent, that it put $6,000,000 
into the pockets of these refiners. He remembers it. What does this 
proposed taxation do? It puts $20,000,000 a year into the pockets of 
this enormous trust and gives them their raw material, the sugars 
under 13, free. It is done in the interest of the people of this country, 
and Senators will go upon the hustings and denounce the trusts and 
combines and declare that they look upon them as accursed things that 
ought to be wiped out if any legislation can accomplish it. And this 
in the face of the fact that Mr. Havemeyer says if he gets his raw sugars 
free he can beat the English refiners. 

Mr. President, I have another word to say (and I am speaking hur- 
tiedly and disconnectedly) in regard to that portion of this bill which 
refers to reciprocity. I had intended to read what was said by the ven- 
erable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrIL1]. I do not assume to 
speak for him, but before he left us he stated very distinctly and em- 

tically his opinion in regard to this reciprocity clause. The vener- 
able Senator from Vermont, in speaking about this reciprocity, called 
the attention of the Senate to the declaration made by Mr. William E. 
Curtis, who is now an executive officer of the State Department and 
ee of the South American Commission. Mr. Curtis states 
that— 

Chili has already driven the flour of the United States off the west coast of 
South America, and now supplies Peru, Ecuador,and Bolivia. The California 
millers are also beginning to feel the competition of Chiliat Panamaand along 
the west coast of Central America, and unless cheaper freights are offered from 
San Francisco southward we shall lose a large and lucrative market. 

The Argentine Republic was an importer of breadstuffs a few years since, 
but the agricultural development of the pampas is so rapid and extensive that 
the pee ent product not only supplies the local demand, but furnishes an an- 
nual surplus, valued at $14,000,000, for export. The same is true of Uruguay, 
which has also become an exporter of wheat and flour within the last two or 
three years, and has an enormous productive capacity now being rapidly de- 
veloped by Italian immigrants. The time is not far distant when these three 
countries will deprive the United States of the greater portion of its flour mar- 
ket in the West Indies and South America, and will enter into active com peti- 
tion with us in Europe. 

Mr. Curtis goes on from actual personal observation to say that the 
time is rapidly approaching when these South American countries will 
become our rivals in these agricultural exports. 

It is proposed now by the Secretary of State, and it has been virtu- 
ally adopted by the Senate, that we shall attempt to establish reciproc- 
ity in order to give a market for our agricultural products in South 
America. 

Canada is to be excluded, and yet I have here a table, which I will 
not read, from The American Economist, the highest authority in tariff 
circles in the United States, showing that in 1889 there was what is 
called a balance of trade as between Canada and the United States in 
our favor of $12,846,586, instead of a balance against us, as would ap- 

r from our own reports. This paper states—and I give it as Re- 
publican authority—that although the import lists show a small bal- 
ance against the United States as between Canada and this country for 
1889, there was really a balance in our favor of over $12,000,000, 

So, Mr. President, if we are to hunt for markets, our market for agri- 
cultural products must be found rather in Canada, if we are to go to 
countries upon this side of the Atlantic, than in the South American 
states, which will soon become our rivals in agricultural products. 

But in order to show in the most distinct way that Mr, Blaine finds 
his markets for agricu!tural products in the wrong place, I read now 
from a table, which I have had pr by an expert, showing the 
amount of agricultural exports to the South American states and to 
our great rival in manufactured goods, Great Britain. 

I shall not undertake to read these tables, for the accuracy of which 
I am able to vouch, in detail. What the result shows is this: We ex- 
ported in 1889 in agricultural products trom the United States to South 
America $9,583,013. Weexported in the same year to Mexico, Cuba, 
Porto Rico, and Central America $7,999,217, making altogether to the 
South American states, Cuba, Porto Rico, and Central America $17,- 
582,230. We exported from this country to Great Britain in agricult- 
ural prodacts in the same year $315, 403,199, or we exported an excess 
of agricultural products to Great Britain over all these countries to the 
south of us of $297,820,889. 

Yet Mr. Blaine says that we must have no reciprocity with Great 
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Britain because that country is our great rival in manufactured goods, 
We have already fostered and promoted our manufactures in this coun- 
try until they could run six months in the year and supply the whole 
home market, and until they are able to sell their manufactured prod- 
ucts to foreigners for one-half less than they do to our own people. 
Mr. Blaine’s market is in the wrong place. The people of the West 
can not give up the market in Great Britain. They are bound to have 
our corn and our wheat. The South American people do not want it, 
and will not take it. All this talk of reciprocity and pan-American 
conventions and brass bands and terrapin and champagne is the merest 
froth and rot. 

These people will take our goods when we can undersell Great Brit- 
ain, and not before. The farmers of the West do not want any senti- 
ment. We want to get the largest price for our corn and wheat, and 
intend to have it if we can. We know that we can get it in Great 
Britain and Canada, and we know we can not get it from these Latin 
people to the south of us. 

We do not care whether Canadians eat our corn and our meat and 
our wheat, or whether England, the mother country, eats it. We do 
not care whether it goes into the stomach of an Irishman or Welsh- 
man or a Dutchman ora South American, but we want the biggest 
price for it, and when Mr. Blaine tells us to shut out Canada, shut out 
Great Britain, we know that he shutsoff our market. When he comes 
to us and says ‘‘Give us your money for subsidies to steam-ships, we 
will make treaties and have reciprocal trade with these South Ameri- 
can countries,’’ and then these figures stare us in the face, Mr. Blaine 
insults the intelligence of the agricultural people of this country. 

But, Mr. President, even it there were millions of dollars in this 
transaction I would not support it. I would never give the power to 
the executive department of this Government that is granted by the 
amendment proposed by the Finance Committee and adopted yesterday 
by the Senate. If I understand the principle of free government, if I 
understand the autonomy of our institutions, it is that there is a dis- 
tinct and well defined line, constitutionally, between the powers of the 
executive, legislative, and judicial departments. 

If I were dis to enter upon historical reminiscence I could al- 
lude to the time when the head of Charles I rolled from off his shoul- 
ders before his palaceat Whitehall because he usurped the tax-levying 
functions of the British Parliament without a written constitution to 
guide them. If I understand the initiative steps of our own revolu- 
tion, in which we separated from the mother country, it was because 
we stood upon that great and fundamental doctrine of liberty that 
taxes could not be imposed upon a free ple without their consent 
and according to the provisions of their fundamental law. 

What do the majority in this Chamber propose to do? They propose 
to give to any President the power in his discretion to exercise the tax- 
ing power—for it is nothing else—in regard to certain imports. He is 
to judge when this taxation shall be placed upon certainarticles brought 
into this country. He is to take the powers of Congress into his hands 
and exercise them. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him to ask if the proposal in this case is not made by the representa- 
tives of the people? 

Mr. VEST. The power is given to the President to exercise under 
this amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to be comparing this condi- 
tion of things with that of the King of England, Charles I. 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, I made no comparison. 

Mr. HOAR. Charles I did it against the remonstrance of the rep- 
resentatives of the people. The proposition that the Senate has made 
is addressed by the representatives of the people to the President. 

Mr. VEST. But it is giving virtually to the Executive the power 
which is vested in the House of Representatives to initiate measures 
of taxation, and giving to him also the treaty-making power which 
the Constitution vests in the Senate. It is abhorrent to all my ideas 
of the autonomy of this Government, and for one I can never give my 
assent to it. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, in rising to close the debate on this 
side of the Chamber I feel that I am simply performing a duty and 
that my action is hopeless. I know that it is already decided that this 
bill is to pass, and for many weeks I have had no hope of any other re- 
sult. It has been the effort on this side, knowing that the bill would 
pass, to expose its iniquities, its inequalities, and its injustices as much 
as — in order that the people whom it is to affect may judge of it. 

think, sir, that the bill is contrary to gll principles of public finance. 
I think both the Committee on Ways and Means and the Committee 
on Finance in this body have entirely misconstrued the duties which 
were before them in the preparation of this bill. The Treasury of the 
people, the furd which supports our Government and maintains all of 
its functions, has not been considered in the preparation of this bill in 
the slightest degree. Its purpose is to reduce revenue, so it says, but 
it is not for the purpose of reducing taxation. It is avowed here that 
that is not its purpose. It is intended to increase taxation whilst re- 
ducing revenue, and to divert that increased taxation from the Treas- 
ury of the people into the pockets of private parties. There is no at- 
tempt anywhere in the bill, nor, with a commendable candor, is there 





1890. 





any pretense made by those who defend the bill, that it is intended in 
any way to lighten the burdens of the people. 

Sir, what was the call tor this legislation ? he 
both political parties in this country claim that the tariff should be 
revised? What was the popular outcry in relation to the state of our 
finances? It was undoubtedly to reduce the surplus that was In the 


Treasury. The truth was admitted of that declaration in the Demo- | 


cratic platform of 1888 that all annecessary taxation was unjust taxa- 
tion; and here was an accumulation in the Treasury of money that the 


Government did not need; therefore all parties united in demanding | 


that the surplus should be reduced. 

There are many ways of reducing the surplus, and when our Kte- 
publican friends and politicians admitted that the surplus ought to be 
reduced they had it in mind to reduce it in a far different way from 
the way in which we proposed to reduce it, from the way in which 
common sense dictated that it should be reduced, from the way in 
which public honesty demanded that it should be reduced. One way 
of reducing the surplus was by increasing expenditures. 

If that was the way that our friends on the other side intended to 
effect a reduction, this bill was superfluous, because that has already 
been done by the appropriation bills passed and those which are yet to 
come. They might have reduced itin another way. They might have 
reduced it by putting necessary articles upon the free-list, which would 
have abstracted that much money from the public Treasury, relieved 
the people of that much taxation, and permitted the duties on the man- 
ufactured articles and the necessaries of life which now exist to remain 
untouched. They did not take that course. They might have reduced 
the surplus by decreasing the duties upon the necessaries of life, those 
things which are in most common use by the people of this country. 
That would have decreased the surplus revenue in the Treasury; that 
would have lessened the taxation of the people; but they did not take 
that course. 

There was still another course by which the surplus in the Treasury 
could have been reduced, and that was to increase the duties upon 
manufactured articles and the necessaries of life so high as to make 
them prohibitory, and thus decrease the revenue by decreasing the im- 
pooeeees upon which duties were paid. That is the course which 

y have taken in connection with the transference of a number of 
articles to the free-list, 

I want to show how faithfully and how honestly the Republican 

y have fulfilled their pledges made to the people. In the plat- 
form of 1888 they said that the Republican party would ‘‘ effect all 
needed reduction of the national revenue by repealing the taxes upon 
tobacco, which are an annoyance and burden to agriculture, and the 
tax upon spirits used in the arts and for mechanical purposes.’’ They 
have done neither. Every dollar of duty that has been heretofore 
imposed upon spirits and tobacco still remain on the statute-book, and 
although the bill as it came to us from the House of Representatives 
contained a reduction on tobacco and the repeal of the special taxes 
upon dealers in tobacco, as well as a reduction of the duty on spirits 
in the aris, yet every one of those sections was stricken out by the 
Finance Committee of this body, and all those taxes remain. 

If there shall still remain— 
Says the platform— 


If there shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants of 
the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes rather than the 
surrender of any part of our protective system, at the joint behest of the whisky 
trusts and the agents of foreign manufacturers. ’ 

Not one of these promises has been kept, and they have treated the 
popular demand for a reduction of the surplus as a demand for the re- 
duction of the surplus by any possible means by wHich it could be done 
without regard to the taxation which piles the surplus up in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. President, there is not one honest man in a thousand but who 
if he were asked what the people meant, what the platforms meant, 
what the politicians meant, what the official messages and reports of 
the Government and the servants of this Government meant when they 
demanded a reduction of the surplus, would answer that it meant 
that the surplus should be reduced by reducing the taxation which 
caused the surplus. The surplus did us no harm except in so far as it 
withdrew that much money from circulation. The surplus itself was 
in no wise obnoxious except that it was the result of taxation. But 
what the people wanted, what the people still want, what the people 
were promised, but what the people did not get and have not got by 
this bill, was a reduction of the taxation which they had to endure and 
which resulted in this surplus. 

What then was the proper and honest course to pursue in attempt- 
ing to reduce the surplus? Of course, it was to begin by reducing the 
taxation on something. On what would the common instincts of 
humanity and justice, to say nothing of statesmanship, demand that 
the reduction should first be made? Surely it should first be made 
upon the necessaries of life. No man would dream of relieving the 
people by a reduction of the duty upon superfluities and luxuries, but 
on the necessaries of life which are taxed, and which, if that tax is re- 
duced, would afford general relief and satisfactory relief to all people 
who use those articles; on things that would equalize the inequalities of 
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‘unjust discrimination bet 


'y between different classes of peo- 


| the tariff, the things that would: 


different articles and consequent 


ple who use those articles: on things that would stimulate business. 
| that would stimulate trade.and most of l, sir,.upon things which would 
help the weak in their struggle for « tence. ‘But this was not done, 
With asurplus on hand the pr yhlem f patriotic state in, itseems 
to me, should have been this: On what shall I bee ntor e that will 
furnish the most benefit to the people and do t » the Treas- 
ury ? ; 
This course was not pursued, but th 


vy shall I add 


on taxes to those things which will most benetit a clas ‘* How 
shall I manage to give less to the Treasury in obedience to the popular 
demand, and more to the manufacturers in obedience to the ate 
demand ?’’ Not once was it ask is appears by this bill, ‘‘ How shall 


I relieve the people?’’ but all the tin e, ‘* How shall 
manufacturers’ profits?’’ That, in fact, has been the w method 
of the preparation of this bill. The principle of justice, which I have 
suggested, and which will naturally occur to every just man’s mind, 
has been precisely reversed. The duties on the necessaries of life hay 
been increased. The duties on the luxuries of life, as a general rule, 
have been decreased, and many of them have been transferred abso- 
lutely to the 


If any one doubts this let him look at the bill. But it does not stop 
there in general terms. The duty all through the bill on the lowest 
priced articles which are in common use has been increased more than 
the duty on the highest priced articles Notably is this so in window- 
glass, wool, and woolens. The duty on coarse wool has been much 
more largely increased than the duty on the clothing wools, and so of 
all the articles of clothing. The principle which runs through the 
whole bill almost without exception, wherever the subject admitted 
of a discrimination, has been to discriminate against the very lowest 
priced articles used by the poorest people and in favor of the highest 
priced articles used by the rich people or the people in better circum- 
stances. 

In the cotton goods it is the same, in linens it is the same, in cutlery, 
in buttons, in clothing, in underwear, in hosiery, and in paper, whilst 
cotton-ties and tin-plate have been largely increased, and no discrimi- 
nation has been made against the cheaper qualities of those articles 
simply because there were no different grades. The reduction of rev- 
enue is greatest where the duties are highest; that is, the greater the 
taxation the less the revenue, which it seems to me may well give rise 
to a distinction between our internal taxes and what may be called ow 
infernal taxes. The internal system of taxation may well be contrasted 
with this infernal system of taxation which discriminates against the 
low-priced articles. 

In no case that I can find in the construction of this bill have the con 
venience and comfort of the people been consulted, and in nearly all 
cases, when the bill was reported in obedience to the resolution of the 
Senator from Kansas /{ Mr. PLUMB] requiring that the reasons be given 
for the increases, the reason given by the committee has been that the 
tax has been increased because the importations were large 

Now, Mr. President, what does that mean? If the returns of the 
custom-house show that an article is largely imported, does it not 
mean that the people wanted that article and could not get it elsewhere 
on as favorable terms? The very fact that they wanted the article as 
proven by the importation of the article is given by this committee as 
a reason why they should not have it, and why the duty should be 
increased in order to keep them from buying it. 

Here is a list which I have made from the official report of the com 
mittee showing the scale on which the duties bave been increased and 
the amount of the increase in eachcase. Onchemicals, oils, and paint®, 
which are for the most part necessaries, the duties have been increased 
from 36} per cent. to37} percent. The duty on metals and manufact- 
ures, not including the increase which it causes’on tin-ware, is increased 
from 38} per cent. to51{ percent. The duty on wood and the manufact 
ures of wood has been increased from 18.40 per cent. to 19.16 per cent. 

The duty on cotton goods has been increased from 35.64 per cent. to 
38.28 percent. The duty on hemp, flax, linen, jute, etc., has been in- 
creased from 33.51 per cent. to 39.79 per cent. The duty on wool and 
woolen goods has been increased from 58.98 per cent. to 78.40 pet 
cent.—about 40 per cent. The duty on paper and books has been in 
creased from i9.84 per cent. to 25.57 percent. This has been done by a 
committee in whose mouths are constantly to be heard the words, ‘‘ Pro 
tection of American labor,’’ ‘‘ Giving benefits to all of our people,’’ etc. 

I hold in my hand an article from Mr. Edward Atkinson, a man em 
inent in his department, as we all know, which appears in The Popular 
Science Monthly of this month, in which he has grouped together the 
variousarticles of import in a manner different from the way in which 
the statistical department of the Government has grouped them, He 
has grouped them in this way: 

First. Articles of food, and animals, 

Second. Articles in a crude condition which enter into the various 
processes of domestic industry. 

Third. Articles wholly or partially manufactured, for use as mate- 
rials in the manufactures and mechanic arts. 

Fourth. Articles manufactured, ready for consumption. 
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Fifth. Articles of voluntary use and luxury. condition which enter into the various processes of domestic industry, 

He has given in this table the amount imported of these various arti- | that is, for the use of manufactures, paid about 30 per cent. Articles 
cles and the rates of duty to which they have been subjected for ten | wholly or partially manufactured for the same purpose paid ahout 29 
years past, from 1880 to 1889, inclusive. 1 find from looking over its | percent. Articles manulactured and ready for consumption paid about 
articles that the first articles, ‘‘A,-food and animals,’’ paid an av erage | 48 per cent. Articles of luxury and voluntary use paid about 49 per 
duty during the last ten years of about 50 per cent. | cent. or only 1 per cent. higher than the other, and not so high as the 

I do not pretend that the figures which he here gives as to the aver- | first articles enumerated, animals and articles of food. The table is as 
age are absolutely accurate, but they are very nearit. Articles in acrude | follows: 


Summary of values of imported merchandise entered for consumption, by groups, according to degree of manufactures and uses, from 1880 to 1889. 
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+ Year | Value of— Adva-| per Per 
ending ‘ Duty lorem \cent. of cent. of 
Groups. June ui ae Total. ot goog total | total 
30— Free ofduty. Dutiable. og duty. | value. 
} a ee as 
} Per ct. Per et, Per et, 
| | 1880, $90,637,062 $108, 528, 901 | $199, 165,968 | $52,305,551 | 48.19 | 28.67 31.72 
| 1881 | 90,372,067 | 125, 954.270 | 216,3561337 | 58,748.703 | 46.63| 30.35 | 33.25 
| 1882 82, 244, 581 } 147, 876.926 | 230, 121,507 63,32>,109 | 42.82; 29.37 33,13 
| 1883 78,565,246 | 135,534,124 | 214,399,370 58,555, 183 ) 43.11 27.93 | 30.59 
(A) Artic! ef sale \ 1884 92, 589, 286 132) 136, 969 | 224,726, 255 69,135,172 | 44.75! 31.15 33. 66 
\“&) riicies OF 1000, ANG ANIMAIE,...+0.-. = 1885 86,559,991 | 107,706, 369 194, 266, 360 61,695,247 | 57.28 | 34.75 34, 52 
| 1886-83, 752,308 | 112.453.9253 | 196,206,228 61,064,714 | 34.37) 32.42) 31.38 
| 1887 99,183,773 | 112,273,076 | 211, 456, 849 67, 998, 334 60.57 | 32.07 30. 94 
| 1888 104, 291, 336 115, 114, 040 | 219, 395, 376 64,393,790 | 56.00) 30.16 30. 80 
{| “1889 | 119, 403)491 | 321/283" 202 | 240,666,693 66..568,992 | 54.90| 20.44 32.45 
{| 1889 96,980,615 63,075,261 | 160,065,876 20,050,123 | 32.74 | 11.82) 25.52 
| 2881 92,570,041 | 56,929,006 | 149,499,047 . 17,130,700 30.09 8.85 22. 98 
1842 103,045,047 | 61,010,729 164,055,776 | 18, 788,424 | 30.80 8.71! 22.91 
}| 1833 102,814,603 , 46,321,172 149, 165, 775 12,936,129 | 27.93 6.17 21,29 
(B) Articles in a erude condition which enter into the various processes — eae = 407, (74 188, 496, 741 Sue oe r 20, 75 
of domestic industry. }} si 82,507, 747 | 7, LOL, 119, 609, 342 9,454,989 | 25. 5.33 20. 64 
1886 | 102, 438, 364 41,613,658 | 144,052,022 12, 863, 115 30.91 6.83, 23.04 
1887 | 106,389,082 | 59,542,660 165,931, 692 19,567,903 | 32.86 9.23; 24.28 
18883 111,808,141 | 56,221,508 | 168,029, 649 15, 830, 539 | 28. 16 7.42 23.59 
1889 | 110, 706,883 | 61,427,833 | 172,184,716 | 15,368,625 | 25.01 7.02 | 23.22 
1880) 10, 529, 186 | 62, 657,777 73, 186, 963 18,864,498 | 30,11 10, 34 11.66 
1881 | 9, 360, 939 58, 711, 565 68,072,504 | 17,475,342 29.76 9.03 10. 46 
1882 | 13, 488, 950 | 65,736, 906 79,225,856 | 19,943,553 30.35 9.25 | 11.06 
1853 | 13,032,614 | 75,580,521 | 88,613, 135 23,055,271 | 30.50 11.00 | 12.64 
(©) Amiion way ac genennd manufactured, for use as materials in the | | | — > - 427 | oa oe 82, 150, 366 | 18, 536, 278 26. 49 9.76 12. 31 
manufactures and mechanic arte , 185, 487 61, 271, 72, 456, 92 17,088,148 | 27.89 9.64 12.50 
} 1886 10, 689, 156 67, 855, 317 78, 544, 473 20,115,152 | 29.68 | 10.68, 12.56 
| 1887 12, 149, 883 67,505, 441 79, OSS, 324 20, 393, 493 | 30. 21 9.62 11. 66 
| 1888 11, 692, 617 73,013,645 | 84, 706, 262 21,824,738 | 29.89 10.22 11.96 
{| 1889! 12,494,106) 71,860,404 | 84,354,509 22,195,085 | 30.89 10.15 11.33 
{ 1880 } ¥, 131,858 | 120,872,785 | 13), 004, 643 56, 271,500 | 46.55 | 30.85 20.72 
1881 | 9,134,263 | 135,095,640 144, 229, 903 63,665,234 | 47.13 | 32.89 22.17 
[882 10, 621,238 | 147,545, 470 158, 166, 708 70,541,612 | 47.81 | 32.72 22.08 
1883 | 11, 116, 812 151, 292, 076 162,408,888 71,116,388 | 47.01 33. 92 23.17 
‘D)) Articles manufactured, ready for consumption................ os | a hae Zs | cn an ona rs a | 2 
J “1 1886 | 12,446,211 113, 824,644 | 126,270,855 | 55,653,853 | 48.90 29.54 20.19 
, | ISR7 | 11,565,665 | 124,473,106 | 136,088,771 | 61,898,366 | 49.73 | 29.19| 19.90 
| Jase! 11)438°012 | 133,852'873 | 144,790,885 | 67.426.549| 50.56 | 31.58 20. 33 
| 1889 9, 420,801 | 137,775,840 | 147,596,641 | 86,683,765 | 49.85 | 31.40] 19.91 
{| 1880 770, 459 64, 371, 367 | 65, 141, 826 34,323,490 | 53.32 | 18.82; 10.38 
1881 | 1, 120, 102 71,341,106 | 72,461,208 | 36,541,082 | 51.22; 18.88 1t.14 
1882 | , 1,322,164 | 83,221,935 | 84,644,099 | 43,018,973 | 51.63) 19.95 | 11,82 
| 1883 | 1,354,014 84, 888, 491 86, 242, 505 43,995,728 | 51.83) 20.98 12. 31 
wt ¢ ey | 
(EB) Articles of voluntary use, JUTUTICS, C1C.......... ce ccvecesereereeesenescesere eenes | a | i i cate oe iveaa? | ete | $6 cue 80 es 2 ao 
1886 | 2,204,725 | 78,030,511 | 80,235,236 | 34,682,533 | 49.58 | 20.53 | 12.83 
1887 | 3, 305, 306 | 86, 531, 039 90,336,345 42, 174,328 j 48.74 | 19.89 13, 22 
1888 | 4,874,746 90,451,708 | 95,326,454 44,033,886 | 48.70) 20.63 13. 38 
| 1889 4,149,350 | 92,529,489 | 96,678,839 | 45,890,357 | 49.60 | 20.99 | 13.04 
1880 | 208,049,180 | 419,506,091 | 627,555,271 | 182,415,162 | 43.48 |... 
( 1881 | 202,557,412 | 448,061,587 | 650,618,999 | 193,561,011 | 43.20 |... 
! 1882 | 210,721,980 | 505,491,966 | 716,213,946 | 215,617,671 | 42.66 |... 
1883 26, 913, 289 | 498,916,384 | 700,829,673 , 659,699 | 42.45 |... ol 
Total | 1884 | 211, 280, 265 | 456, 205,124 | 667,575,389 | 189,844,995 | 41.61 |............! 
Bi TOWnnn.n. secrcereorsrnssen | Laas | 192,912, 254 | 386, 067,820 | 579,680,054 | 177,319,550 | 45.86 |) 
| 1886 | 211,580,759 | 413,778,055 | 625,908,814 | 188,379,397 | 45.56 |e cece 
. | 1887 | 253,093,659 | 450,325,322 | 63, 418, 981 SUB, OBR, 424 | 47.10 | .....0cec0..|.c..c0 0000s 
1885 | 244,104,852 | 468,143,774 | 712,248, 626 |} 213,509,802 | 45.63 |...... 0000! 
| 1889 256, 574, 630 484, 856,768 | 741, 431,398 218,701,774 | 45,13 Pete 
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Mr. President, when we take into consideration metals, woolen and 
- cotton clothing, earthenware, glassware, and call them necessaries, as 
they undoubtedly are, and when we come to the redaction which has 
been made by the same bill on wine and spirits and all of the other 
articles of luxury which have been transferred to the free-list, beyond 
a doubt the articles of voluntary use and luxury will be made cheaper 
under this bill than the articles manulactured and ready for immediate 
consumption by all the people. They are taxed less, in other words, 
according to this bill than the necessaries of life. 

All of this is not only wrong from the standpoint of justice and ha- 
manity, but it is wrongin policy. It shuts out more and more all for- 
eign trade. It more and more gluts the home market and lowers prices. 
It depresses more and more the prices of all agricultural products es- 
pecially. It weakens our manafacturers themseives by increasing the 
cost of their material and narrowing the market they require for their 
surplus. It also strengthens their foreign rivals by cheapening their 
materials in this way. 

Mr. President, God has so arranged the moral world that natural laws 
vindicate themselves and avenge their own violation. It is established 
to my satisfaction, and I believe to the satisfaction of every fair-minded 
man in America, that in this country we have the highest wage-rate 


and the lowest cost of production of any country in the world. 
Therefore, the only thing that is requisite for us to be able to compete 
with all the world in manufactures is the equalization of the raw ma- 
terial which the manufacturers of this country have to use. If that 
equalization were to take place, I do not believe that there is a people 
upon the face of the earth who could compete with us in manatlactures, 
as there certainly are none who can compete with us in agriculture. 

The cost of material, Mr. Edward Atkinson says, on a rough calcu- 
lation, is from one-half to three-fourths of the finished articles. The 
duty which prohibits the iron and steel and the manufactures of the 
iron and steel of Europe from coming into this country serves only to 
keep down the price of that iron and steel in Europe, the country with 
which we have to compete, for be it known that we consume 40 per 
cent. of all the iron and steel made in the world. We consume more 
than the product of all the furnaces, foundries, and mines of Great Brit- 
ain in any one year. 

Therefore, when we impose a tax which prohibits the importation of 
iron and steel into this country fcr the use of our manulacturers we 


glut the market of Europe by shutting it out from its nee os mafket 
in America, and we make the material still cheaper in Eu 
to the workshops, and the foundries, and the furnaces, and 


and give 
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Europe a still greater advantage over those in America. The conse- 
quence is that no odds how high you place the tariff there are still a 
number of those articles imported from the Old World, for we do not 
make our own supplies; and can there bea worse policy than that pro- 


vided in this bill, which forces up the price of an article which the | 


country itself can not furnish and has not been able to furnish a full 
ly of? 

oy the same authority which I have quoted, Mr. Edward 
Atkinson, says that the amountof duty we have paid on iron and steel 
in America is certainly not less than $50,000,000 per annum, and that 
in the last ten years we have paid $500,000,000. He says that that 
sum ranges all the way from $500,000,000 to $800,000,000, which has 
been levied for the purpose of keeping out the iron and the steel from 
America and atiording this advantage to their rivals in Europe. 

Now, sir, it is the same way with wool. We use more wool than 
any other people in the world. America is the greatest wool market 
in the world. The duty which keeps it out of the United States for 
the same reason that I have assigned in the case of iron keeps the 
price of wool down in Europe. I am told, as a matter of public in- 
formation, that when the Mills bill passed the House of Representa- 
tives placing wool upon the free-list there was a material advance in 
the price of wool in London. Beyond any doubt or dispute it has been 
established in the course of this debate, and in the course of other de- 
bates upon tariff questions, that the only advantage the manufact- 
urer of wool in Europe has over the manufacturer of wool in America 
is the difference in the price of his raw materia]. Therefore, when we 
keep wool down in Europe by prohibiting its coming to America by 
high daties we cheapen the price of the raw material there, and the 
manufacturers of Europe take advantage of it. 


Again the folly is disclosed of this high dutyon wool. We use about 


600,000,000 pounds. We furnish from our own supplies but a little | 
over one-half that sam, and the balance for the supply of our people | 


is either imported directly or in the shape of yarns and clothing. 
That will always be so. Notwithstanding the fact that the duty is 
more than 50 per cent. upon wools, and notwithstanding the fact that 
this bill will make it about 90 per cent. upon clothing made of wool, 
yet, inasmuch as we do not furnish the necessary supply for our own 
people, the foreign article will come in at an enormous price. I have 
no exact means of telling the difference that the American people pay 
in consequence of these enormous duties and the amount that they 
would have to pay for their clothing if the duties were notin existence. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
a moment or two to put one or two questions? 

Mr. VANCE. I will consent to a short interruption. 
limited, as the Senator knows. 

Mr. MITCHELL. TheSenator from North Carolina has been arga- 
ing that placing wool on ‘the free-list,or even an effort in that direction 
by passing the Mills bill through the House of Representatives. had a 
tendency to advance the price of wool in England. 
mean to argue or to convey the impression that to place wool on the 
free-list would advance the price of woo!, the raw material, as he calls 
it, in this country? 

Mr. VANCE. I think it would, undoubtedly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now let me ask another question. 


My time is 


Have not the 


Senator and his party friends all the while been arguing and insisting | 


that the tariff should be taken off wool so that we might get the raw 
material, the wool, cheap in this country and that the manufactured 
article might be made cheaper to the consumer in this country ? 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, how does the Senater reconcile those two 
propositions? 

Mr. VANCE. We want the cheap foreign goods, and as statesmen 
we do not care how high the domestic wool goes if it goes there leziti- 
mately. We have always argued that if we could obtain the foreign 
wools at normal prices with which to supplement our productions and 
to mix in the manufacture of our native wool it would increase the 
price of native wool, and the statistics show that that is the effect, by 
increasing the demand. 

I was going on to say that I had no exact means of ascertaining how 
much these wool and woolen duties cost the American people in turnish- 
ing themselves with at least half of their supplies ‘rom abroad and by 


increasing, not the price of the domestic wool but the price of the | 


clothing made in this country, but it can not be less than $100,000,000 
per annum, and in ten years it is safe to say, from 1880 to 1890, the dif- 
ference in the shape of taxation which this mistaken policy has forced 
the American people to pay is not less than $1,900,000,000, and yet 
the price of wool is lower thanever. I have noticed the quotations 
from The London Economist on yesterday morning that greasy Aus- 
tralian wool or Victoria wool is quoted at 104d., which is about 214 
cents, and the Ohio wool and Pennsylva: ia wool, X and XX, is quoted 
in the New York papers of this morning at 31 cents. 


The Senator from Ohio told us the other day,and insisted u pon it, that | 


the Ohio wool was always washed, and when we saw a quotation of 
Ohio wool it meant washed wool, and we have further been told by 
various Senators on that side of the Chamber that it took 2 pounds of 
greasy, dirty wool to make 1 pound of washed wool, and the tariff is 
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Therefore if this quotation at 31 cents is of washed 
Ohio wool as against the quotation of 214 cents for the greasy Victoria 
Australian wool, which is of a corresponding grade, then one is about 
15} cents a pound and the other 21 So Ohio wool is now cheaper in 
this protected country than the Australian wool is in the open, free 
| markets of the world, although they are corresponding grades pre- 


cisely, as I understand. 
' 


based upon that. 


| 


All of this taxation, all of these artificially high prices, all of this 
false economy, are inflicted upon the American px this bill and 
its predecessors for the sake ostevsibly of less than 2,000,000 men, ac- 
cording to the census of 1880, who work inside of protected factories, 
but really for the private profit of 150.000 capitalists who are engaged 
in manulacturing; and this is done, these vast taxes are imposed, these 
enormous sums are collected from the hard earnings of the American 
people, at the expense of 15,000,000 of other workmen than those in the 
protected factories, who are equally meritorious, and at the expense of 
62,000,000 of American consumers, who are equally entitled to our 

| tection and our care. 

| It does not stop there, Mr. President. I would thatit did. We are 
taxed by this bill likewise in advance for manufactures which are yet 
| unborn; taxed not to support them, not to help their infant stragule 
into manhood, but taxed to bring them into existence, and that 
most enormously. You will remember, Mr. President, that in the 
discussion on tin-plate it was shown that the increased duty imposed 
| Upon that article would make a duty of $15,000,000 per annum, and 
| 

} 


pie Hs 


pro- 


that it would take at least five years to start mills enough to make 
one-half of our supply, and that therefore we should pay a tax without 
a particle of benefit in anticipation of a pauper industry tor five years 
amounting in the total to $75,000,000. 

At the same time, sir, that the tax on tin-plate was doubled the duty; 
upon cotton-ties was trebled, or very nearly trebled, and if the manu 
facture of cotton-ties was as difficult to start as the tin-plate industry, 
|} and if it had to endure that present tax of 105 per cent. for five year 
in order to get the manufacture of ties started here, it would cost the 
people of the South, who alone use this article, over $4,000,000, and after 
| it was started they would have to pay still higher pricesthan they now 
| pay forthe European article. Whereis thestatesmanshipinthat? Where 
| is the justice init? Where is the policy, where is the common sense 
| in reaching out and taxing ourselves beforehand in the hope that, 
| though there be none here now, peradventure, perhaps, please God, 
some day there may be such a manulactory started ? 

Why, Mr. President, common sense says ‘‘No; do not subject you 
| selves to such a tax as this. You have got wheat that is rotting in the 
barns and begging to go abroad forsale. You have got a surplus of 
| cotton, you have got a surplus of meats, and the European men who 
| 
i 





make the tin-plate are hungering for your products. Why 
change them at once and be done withit?’’ But the policy of this bill 
| says, ‘‘ No, donot do that; let your wheat rot, burn your corn in your 


not er 


stoves, and keep yourcotton at home forthe purpose of depressing the 
price of that which you have to sell abroad; do anything and every- 
thing except depend upon foreigners if you please, or establish by taxa 
tion the factory for these things at home by paying two pounds of cot 
ton where you now pay one or two bushels of wheat where you now 
pay one.’’ That is the policy of this bill. 

When shall we learn the fallacy of these slogans of protection, such 
as ‘‘ equalizing American labor,’’ and, until that equality is made, to 
say we never can return towards free trade? Why, Mr. President, the 
only way we can equalize our labor with the labor of the Old World is 
by lowering ourown. We can not by any kind of taxation increas 
‘theirs. Such advantages have the American people in position, in met 
| als, in the fibers, in the abundance of food, and in their own genius, 
strength, and manhood that it is absolutely impossible there should 
ever be any equality between our labor and their labor, and it is not 
desirable. But we can equalize the material which our labor uses with 
| the foreign material in ccst; and then we could defy the world, 
| Let us use our labor wisely. Let us leave to European cheap labor, 
| or to Asiatic cheap labor, or any other kind of labor those manufactures 
and those processes which are either noxious in themselves, unwhole- 
some, or undesirable, or in which science as yet has not been able to re 
move there tedious processes of labor. Wherever 2, wherever! 
| there isamanuiacture of any kind that scieuce has not ailed in any w 
and if it is still a pure product of manual human labor, let the cheap 
labor of the world keep that, and let us employ our labor, which i: 
worth from two to three times as much, in the production ot articles to 
exchange for the products of that foreign labor if we desire them. 
| When shall we learn that a country is most prosperous in all its de- 
| partments when its trade i3 most flourishing, and when shall welearn 
| 
| 
| 


that occur 


| that trade is always most flourishing where it is most free? When 

shall we learn to employ our labor where its results will be the greatest ? 
But, Mr. President, however little genius or statesmanship, as | 
think, with due respect to our friends on the Finance Committee, they 

have displayed in the tormation of this bill in these respects, in some 
| respects and in some particulars I acknowledge that I have been as 

| tounded and overwhelmed with admiration. When I come 

sider paragraph 173, which places knitting-need! 
! 


les on the dutiable-list 
at 25 per cent., and then turn to the free-list and find that 


to con 


darnis 
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needles are duty free, I confess, sir, that the deductive process by which 
that great result was evolved, that distinction which is drawn between 
knitting-needles and darning-needles absolutely overwhelms me and 
calis for my most earnest, unadulterated, and unfeigned admiration. 

Mr. President, a somewhat imaginative writer in re the bat- 
tle of Waterloo and the great confusion and noise and roar of the human 
struggle that was there made, said that empires trembled in the bal- 
ance, thrones toppled to their fall, and the shadow of fugitive kings 
flitted through the smoke of battle. Little did Iknow, Mr. Presideat, 
and little did you know, for you were not a member of that committee, 
and you ought to be thankiul when you were asleep in your bed, a 
dreamless sleep, as much so as a Republican can have—little did you 
or I know the great events that were being evolved in that committee- 
room when this momentous question between the darning-needleof the 
old woman and the knitting-needle was decided. Little did we know 
that commerce trembled, that manufactures toppled towards their fall, 
and that human destiny was being weighed in the balance and trem- 
bled according to the inclination of the scales. But so it was. 

I can conceive the astute, the accomplished, and the expert Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] absorbed in the contemplation 
of this question. I can conceive the able and the practical and the 
common-sense Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON], aided by the able- 
bodied Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], delving into the mys- 
teries of that great question, deciding that the old woman could mend 
her stocking with a tree needle and be darned to her, but when she 
went to knit one, then it came in contact with the great hosiery man- 
ufactories of New England, and sheshould be made to pay for her ma- 
chinery. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, another objection to this bill and I will have done— 
that is, I will quit. It is intensely and scandalously sectional in char- 
acter. Therecan be no doubt about that by any one who looks at the 
bill. Sugar is made free. It is a Southern product. The machinery 
for manufacturing sugar from beets in the Northwest, in your country, 
sir [ Mr. INGALLs in the chair], is made free; and not only so, but all 
that has been bought from the Ist of January up to this time, and the 
duties paid thereon shall be refunded, but the machinery for the sugar 
that is made in the low country of Louisiana is taxed heavily as usual. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator from North Carolina, is 
that machinery a Southern product? . 

Mr. VANCE. The machinery is not a Southern product that I 
know of. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the machinery which the sugar-raisers of Loui- 
siana use made almost entirely in the State of Delaware? 

Mr. VANCE, I have never heard so. Perhaps it may be. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understand trom high authority. 

Mr. VANCE. I have heard that the most of it came from Ausiria. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the machinery for beet sugar. I am speaking 
of the machinery which is protected for this use. 

Mr. VANCE. Suppose it is; there is a duty on it all the same. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE, Certainly. That is what I am talking about. It is 
protected. 

Rice is a Southern product, and the dutyisreduced. Binding-twine 
is made free for the Western fields, but the duty on cotton-ties is 
trebled, and the duty on jute bagging remains at a high rate still upon 
the dutiable-list. That is the way it goes. 

Mr. President, I heard of a Dutchman once who was describing a 
horse-race, in which the best horse was beaten, and there was a uni- 
versal suspicion of foul play, that the owner of that horse had hedged 
and had permitted his horse to be beaten. The old Dutchman wound 
up his description by saying,.‘‘ I tell you, my dear friend, he may have 
made some money, but I would not give my house and lot for the 
cussin’ what dot man takes.’’ I would not have given my house and 
lot to have cast a vote over there for free binding-twine and then turn 
right around and vote to put a high tax upon jute bagging. 

I believe, sir, that the Western farmer, as he sweats in the harvest- 
field and gathers his golden grain and binds it with free twine, will be 
ashamed to look in the face of his brother farmer of the South. I 
think he would blush through all the dust and grime of that harvest- 
field, and he would not endure to be told by his Southern brother, 
**My Senators voted to give you free binding-twine, but your Sena- 
tors as soon as they had received that favor turned round and doubled 
and trebled the duty on the ties that bind our cotton.’’ I believe there 
is manhood enough left in that Western country to make you all hear 
of that vote yet. I hope so. 

The Senator from North Dakota got up and undertook to defend it, 
but the first word he said was that there was a very wide difference 
between binding-twine and cotton-ties. So there was, Mr. President, 
in the language of Scripture ‘‘as far as the north is from the south,’’ 
not so far has he ‘‘ removed our sins’’ from us, for the sin is still with 
you. Tell me of it if ever I give such a vote. You carry your preju- 
dices into legislation. For the purposes of plunder you do indeed be- 
hold one great common country, but when it comes to distributing the 
benefits of legislation you see only your own section. 

This is the worst bill, Mr. President, that ever the Senate in 
a financial point of view; it is the most unjust and iniquitous, and it 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 10, 





will prove— for such is the compensation provided by the law of 
God—most injurious to those whom it is intended to benefit. It has 
but one redeeming feature, and that is its intense and naked iniquity, 
for it will be the means of arousing the public conscience of the Ameri- 
can people, and that will be the means of repealing this bill. This is 
the last high-tariff bill that ever will disgrace the American statute- 
book, and mark what I say; it will come upon you in the future, for 
no force in the moral world is wasted. Wearetold,sir, by philosophers, 
that the air which was set in motion by the first words spoken by our 
foreparents in the Garden of Eden will continue to vibrate until the last 
trumpet sounds and the earth is blotted out of existence. No force is 
wasted, either, in the physical world, The man who threw a stone at 
a dogand missed the dog and hit his mother-in-law said he was sorry 
he had missed the dog, but, thank God, the stone was not wasted. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The three hours assigned to the right 
of the Chair have expired. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr, Weller, when superintending Sam’s writing of 
his first love-letter, said when he stopped, ‘‘ Well, Samivel, my son, 
aint that rather a sudden pull up?’’ [Laughter.] I will observe 
the admonition of the Chair, and close. 


[Mr. JONES, of Nevada, addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The six hours assigned for general 
debate have expired. The question being ‘‘Shall the bill pass?’’ 
the yeas and nays having been ordered, Senators in the affirmative 
will answer ‘‘yea’’ and in the negative ‘‘nay’’ as their names are 
called. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr.Grorce]. If he 
were present, I should vote in the affirmative and he would vote in the 
negative. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], who is detained 
from the Chamber by sickness. By an arrangement between the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and myself, I have transferred that 
pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv], so that the Senator 
from Vermont stands paired with the Senator from South Carolina, 
and I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CASEY (when Mr. DoLPH’s name was called). I have been re- 
quested to announce that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorn] is 
necessarily absent from the Chamber. He is paired with the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr, CULLOM (when Mr. FARWELL’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. FARWELL] is detained from the Senate by illness. If he 
were present, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ I understand he is paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called), In accordance with the 
announcement already made by the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
Drxon], I being paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL], we-+have transferred our respective pairs, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). I was paired with my 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD], but that pair has been transferred and I 
am at liberty to vote. I vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsSON]. It he were present, I 
should vote ‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. McPHERSON’s name was called). The 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] is detained on accotnt of 
illness. If he were present, he would vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I vote ‘‘yea.’’ My 
colleague [Mr. DoLpu] is detained from the Senate. He is paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If my colleague were 
here, he would vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called), The senior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] requested me to say that he had to leave the 
Chamber on account of indisposition. He desired me to announce our 
pair, which I do. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he 
would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the pairs be transferred and allow the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GroxGer] and the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpMuNDs] to be paired, and the Senator from Alabama and 
I can vote. 

Mr. PUGH. We will make that transfer, and I vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is necessarily absent from the 
Senate to-day. If he were present, he would vote “‘ yea’”’ and Ishould 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr, HIGGINS. I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina that 
we transfer our pairs, I am paired with the Senator from New — 
(Mr. McPHeErson], and the Senator from North Carolina is paired wit 
theSenator from Maine [Mr. Hate]. That will aliow us both to vote. 
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Mr. RANSOM. Very well. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ ; F 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson], and the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. HEARST] is paired with his colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. 
We have agreed to transfer our pairs, so that we can both vote. I vote 
‘*yvea,”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. BS 

Mr. HIGGINS. Under the arrangement already announced the pair 
I had with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPuERson] has been 
transferred to the Senator frem Maine [Mr. HALE], and I vote ‘‘yea. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
MUNDS] and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr] are paired, 
and I will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. Hamp- 
TON | is detained from the Senate by sickness, if he were present, he 
vould vote *“nay.’’ He is paired upon this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to inquire of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire which Senator from Vermont he refers to. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The senior Senator [Mr. EpMuNpDs]. 

Mr. PASCO. My colleague [Mr. CALL] is absent from the Senate, 
and is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PetricRew ]. 
If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN, 


from Iliinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—40. 


Aldrich Dixon, Manderson, Sawyer, 

Alle Evarts, Mitchell Sherman 

Allison, Frye, Moody. Spooner 

Blair, Hawley, Paddock Squire, 

Cameron Higgins, Pierce, Stewart, 

Casey, Hiscock, "att, Stockbridge, 

Chandler, Hoar, Piumb, Teller, 

Cullom, Ingalls, Power, Washburn, 

Davis Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wilson of Iowa 

Dawes Me Millan Sanders, Wolcott. 
NAYS—29 

Barbour, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

Bate, Colquitt, Kenna, Vest, 

terry, Danicl, Morgan Voorhees 

Blackburn, Faulkner, Pasco, Walthall. 

Blodgett, Gorman, Pugh, Wiison of Md 


Butler, Gray, Ransom 
Carlisie, Harris, Reagan 
Cockrell Hearst, Turpie 


ABSENT—15. 
Broavn, Eustis) . Hale, Paynes 
Call, 4 Farwell J Hampton Pettigrew, 
Dolphy George Y MePhersdn J, Stanford.4 
Edmunds,¢ Gibson, sy Morrill, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I move that the Senate insist upon 
its amendments to the bill and ask for a conference with the House of 
Representatives upon the bill and amendments, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the managers at the conference on the part of the Senate, 
to consist of seven Senators, may be appointed by the Presiding Officer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate insist on its amendments to the bill and ask for 
a conference with the House of Representatives thereon, the managers 
on the part of the Senate to consist of seven and to be appointed by 
the Chair. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
nounces the managers at the conference on the part of the Senate: Mr. 


ALDRICH, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLIson, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. McPHeEr- 
son, Mr. VANCE, and Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion for a 
moment. 


Mr. PLUMB. i withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will modify my motion, and move that the Senate 
do now adjourn until 12 o’ciock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 11, 1890 


at 12 o’clock m. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 10, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
ORDER 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yesterday’s proceedings. 
Mr.O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that there is no quorum 
present and that we should have a quorum to approve the Journal. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. CuTHBERT, 


OF BUSINESS. 
The Clerk will read the 


On this vote the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Eb- | 


As this is an important vote, I think I ought to | 
announce that my colleague [Mr. PAYNE] is paired with the Senator | 


I suggest that the adjournment be until 12 o’clock | 
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The SPEAKER pro temp The gentleman from Virginia makes 
the point that there is no quorum present, and the Chair will ascer- 
tain whetherthereis. [Aftercounting.] One hundred and thirty-five 
members are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call 

‘he question was put; and th 


of the House. 
announced that 


} 
Opcanker } 


| the ayes seemed to have it. 


' 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The Chair an- | 


Mr. O° FERRALL. Division 








The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noe 
Mr. O’FERRALI Yeas and nays, Mr. Spea 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—veas 88, nays 44, not vot- 
ing 195; as follow: 
YEAS 
Adams Evans Lind Russ 
Allen, Mic] Farquhar Maso Saws 
Anderson, Kans. Flick VMeCorm i« Seul 
say Frank MecKinle she 
Be witl Geat Moflitt Sin ! 
Belknap, Gest, Moc H, Snid 
Bingham, Greenhalg Morrill Spo 
Bowden Grosvenor, Morse Steph son, 
Buchans j Hansbrough, Mudd 3tiv 
Burrow Haugen, O'Neill, Pa Sto lee, 
Burton, ‘ Henderson, lowa Os ve ayl EK. B 
Candle fa Her Payne Dn 1D. 
Cannon Hit Payso he 
| Carter Hopkin Perki fownsend, Colo, 
Cheadle Kelley, P Townsend, Pa 
( rk, W Kenneds Po Curne Kans 
Cogswell Kerr, I Quacker - Vande r 
Colemar Kinsey Ka 4 Wade, 
‘ stock Lacey Re 1. lowa Wal 
( erts Pa La bol R urt Wallace, N.Y 
D é Lav Rock we Williams, Ohio 
Dy ¢ RK , Y ile 
AYS—4 
Andrew Cum Mais arent 
Blancha Ed inds Metlamm Per ton 
Blount, i ‘ MI re \) 
it iridge Ha M iti rdso 
Luchanan, V H McRae 
| Campbell Henderson, N.C. Morga 
( ut Holman, Norton 
( La l, Oates 
( Le ©’ Ferral 
‘ Les Ga O’ Neil, Mass, 
( Magr Owens, Ohio 
OT VOTIN 
Abbot Covert, Ketcham Rusk, 
Ald Cowles Kilgore Sanford, 
Ailen, Miss Craig Knapp, Scranton, 
And ym, Miss Crain Laidiaw Seney, 
Arnok Culberson, Tex. Lane Shively 
At son, Pa Cutcheor Lansing Skinner, 
Atkinson, W. Va Dalz Lawler Smith, Ill 
| Baker Dargan Lester, Va Smith, W. Va, 
Bankhea Darlingtor Lewis Smyser, 
Banks, Davidson, Lodge Spinola 
Barnes, De Haver Mansur, Springer, 
Bartine De Lano, Martin, Ind Stahlnecker 
Barwig Dibble, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga, 
Belden Dickerson McAdoo Stewart. Vt 
Bergen Dingley, McCarthy, Stockdale, 
Biggs, Dockery MeClellas Stone, Ky. 
Bland Dorsey, WeComas Stone, Mo 
Bliss, Dunphy McCord, Struble 
sSoatner, Elliott McDutfiie, Stump, 
Boothma Ellis MeKenna Swene 
Boutelle Enloe, Miles, Taylor, Il. 
| Brewer Ewart, Milliken Taylor, Tenn, 
Brickner, Featherston, Mills, rhompson, 
Krookshire, Finley Montgomery, Tillman, 
Brosius, Fitch Moore, Tex lracey, 
Brower, Fithian Morey, Tucker, 
Brown, J.B Flood, Morrow, Turner, N.Y 
Browne, T. M. Flowe Mutchler Van Schaick, 
Browne, Va Forman Niedringhaus, Venable, 
Srunner Fowler Nut Waddill, 
Buckalew, Funston, O’ Donnell Wallace. Masa 
Bullock Geissenhainer O’ Neall. Ind Wheeler. Mich 
gunn, Gibson, Outhwait Whiting 
Butterworth, Gilford, Owen, Ind W hitthorne 
Bynum, Goodnight Paynter Wickham, 
Caldwell, Grimes re Wik 
Candler, Ga Grout Per Wilk 
Carlton, Hall, Pet« Wilkinson 
Caswel), Harmer Ph Willeox, 
Catchings Hatch, P ‘ W ms, Tl 
Cheatham, Hayes, Price Wilson, Ky. * 
Chipman, Haynes Pugsley \ n, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala, Heard, Randal! W n,. Wash 
Clunie Henderson, II! R W W. Va. 
Cobb, Herbert Reill Wrig 
Conge! Hill, if Yous 
Connell Hooker Rober 
Cooper, O , Hou R 
Coth Kerr, Pa Rowland 
So a call of the House was ordered 


Journal of 


| 


The following pairs were announ 

Until further notice 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, 
Mr.. NuTE with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELvis. 

Mr. GirrorD with Mr, ROWLAND. 
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Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. Houk with Mr, ENLog. 

Mr. Dorsry with Mr. McApoo. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. Dockrry. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Sprno.a. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILs. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Lilinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. Pierce. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. LopGE with Mr. WILLIamMs, of Illinois. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. Wuitina. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. Rire with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Puas_ey with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. KeTcuHamM with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. RoGERs, 

Mr. ATKinson, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. Curcn gon with Mr. FORMAN. 

Mr. Ray with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. Coorer, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. SMITH, ‘of West Vi irginia, with Mr. WILson, of West Vinginia. 

Mr. BLIss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr, STRUBLE with Mr. HAYES 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. CATCHINGS, 

Mr. De Lano with Mr. DunpHy. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR, 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FitcaH. 

Mr. ConGER with Mr. CowLgEs. 

Mr, O'DONNELL with Mr. Coss. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. Hatca. 

Mr. WiLson, of Washington, with Mr. Fow.er. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr, LANE. 

Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr, BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr, TILLMAN, 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TuRNER, of New York. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. McCarrny. 

Mr, CARTER with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, for this day. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. CoveRT, September 4 to September 14, or 
until further notice. 

‘Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Breas, except bankruptcy and national- 
bank legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. SPRINGER, from August 27 until otherwise 
directed. 

Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, with Mr. BUCKALEW, for four days. 

Mr. Brosrus with Mr. Mute HLER, for four days. 

Mr. McDurrir with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Lester, of Virginia, for this week. 

Mr. BARTINE with Mr. TRAcgEy, for one week. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Price, for Wednesday and Thursday. 

Mr. FLOWER, Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote. I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. BELDEN]. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN, Lask that my colleague [Mr. MARTIN, 
of Indiana] be excused on account of sickness. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask that the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. FEATHERSTON] be excused on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks such requests at this 
time are not in order. This is simply a question as to whether a call 
of the House shall be ordered. On this question the yeas are 88 and 
the nays 44. The yeas have it. A call of the House is ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll; when the following-named members failed 
to answer: 





Abbott, Riggs, Bunn, Connell, 
Alderson, Bliss, Butterworth, Cooper, Ohio 
Allen, Mich. * Blount, Bynum, Cothran, 
Allen, Miss Boatner, Caldwell, Covert, 
Anderson, Miss. Boutelle, Campbell, Cowles, 
Arnold, Brewer, Candler, Ga. Crain, 
Atkinson, Pa. brickner, Carlton, Cummings, 
Atkinson, W. Va Brookshire, Caswell, Cutcheon, 
Bankhead, Brosius, Catchings, Dalzell, 
Ranks, Brower, Chipman, Dargan, 
Barnes, Browne, T. M. Clarke, Ala. Darlington, 
Bartine, Browne, Va. Clunie, Davidson, 
Barwig, Brunner, Cobb, De Lano, 
Beluen, Buckalew, Coleman, Dibble, 
Bergen, Bullock, Conger, Dickerson, 
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Dingley, Kerr, Pa. Owen, Ind. 
Dockery, Ketcham, ‘eel, 
Dorsey, Knapp, Perry, 
Dunp ny, Laidlaw, Peters, 
Elliott, Lane, Phelan, 
Ellis, Lansing, Pierce, 
Enloe, Lawler, Price, 
Evans, Lester, Va. Pugsley, 
Ewart, Lewis, Randall, 
Farquhar, Lodge, aa 
Featherston, Mansur, Reilly 
Finley, Martin, Ind. Rife, 

Fitch, Martin, Tex. Robertson, 
Fithian, Mason, Rogers, 
Flood, McAdoo, Rowland, 
Forman, McCarthy, Rusk, 
Fowler, McComas, Russell 
Geissenhainer, McDuffie, Sanford, 
Gibson, MeMillin, Scranton 
Gifford, Miles, Seney, 
Goodnight, Milliken, Shively, 
Grimes, Mills, Skinner, 
Grout, * Montgomery. Smyser, 
Hall, ; Moore, Tex. Spinola, 
Harmer, Morrow, Springer, 
Hatch, Niedringhaus, StahInecker, 
Heard, O'Donnell, Stewart, Ga, 
Herbert, O’ Neall, Ind. Stewart, Vt. 
Houk, Outhwaite, Stockdale, 





Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Stump, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, Il. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Turner, N.Y. 
Van Schaick, 
Venable, 
Waddill, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright. 


The following additional members appeared and were noted as pres- 


ent by the Clerk under the rule: 


Mr, ALLEN of Michigan, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. Morrow, Mr. McComas, 
Mr. Evans, Mr. Mason, Mr. BLount, Mr. CoTHRAN, Mr. FARQUHAR, 
Mr. BANKS, Mr. RussELL, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. Cum- 
minGs, Mr. BucKALEw, Mr. McMinuryn, Mr. BARNES, Mr. ENLOE, 
Mr. WicKHAM, Mr, SENEY, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. SAn- 


FORD. 


Mr. O’FERRALL (at the conclusion of the call). 
would like to know the result of the call. 


Mr. Speaker, I 


[A pause.] Mr. Speaker, 


I am waiting with patience for the Chair to announce the result. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ment in a moment. 


The Chair will make the announce- 


Mr. O’FERRALL. The call, I understand, has been finished for 
several minutes, [A pause.] Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do 


now adjourn, there being no quoru 


m present, 


Several MEMBERS. Let us have the result announced. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
members—not a quorum. 


The cal! discloses the presence of 162 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send 


to the desk. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the House such of its members as are now absent without leave. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN], 
pending which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL] moves 


to adjourn. 
Mr. ni ga 
necessarily 


I make the point of order that the motion is dilatory, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the motion to ad- 
journ can be considered dilatory when the call of the House discloses 


that there is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The roll-call discloses that there is no 


qnorum present, and the Chair thinks that at this stage the motion to 
adjourn is not dilatory. The Chair recognizes the gentleman to make 


the motion. 


The a was taken on the motion to adjourn; and the Speaker 
tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 67. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 50, nays 93, not vot- 


ing 182; as follows: 


YEAS—50. 
Barnes, Cummings, Lind, 
Blanchard, Edmunds, Magner, 
Bland, Forney, Maish, 
Blount, Frank, McClammy, 
Breckinridge, Grosvenor, MeMillin, 
Brown, J. B. Hare, McRae, 
Buchanan, Va. Hempbill, Morgan, 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. Norton, 
Clements, Holman, Oates, 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, O’ Ferrall, 
Cothran, Lanham, O’ Neil, Mass. 
Crisp, Lee, Owens, Ohio 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Parrett, 

NAYS—23. 
Adams, Belknap, Burton, 
Anderson, Kans. Bingham, Campbell, 
Andrew, Boothman, Candler, Mass, 
Baker, Bowden, Cannon, 
Banks, Buchanan, N. J. Carter, 
Bayne, Buckalew, Cheadle, 
Beckwith, Burrows, Cheatham, 


Paynter, 
Penington, ' 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Tarsney, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vaux, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala, 


Clark, Wis. 
Cogs . 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Connell, 


Craig, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
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Dolliver, Kennedy, O'Neill, Pa. Spooner, 
Dunnell, Kerr, lowa Osborne, Stephenson, 
Evans Kinsey, Payne, Stivers, 
Farquhar, Lacey, Perkins, Stockhridge, 
Flick, La Follette, Pickler, Taylor, E. B. 
Funston, Laws. Post, Taylor, J. D. 
Gear, Lehibach, Quackenbush, Thomas, : 
Gest, McClellan, Raines, Townsend, Colo. 
Greenhalge, McComas, Reed, lowa Townsend, Pa. 
Hansbrough, McCormick, Reyburn, Vandever, — 
Haugen, MeCreary, Rockwell, Wailace, nm. f- 
Henderson, Il, Moffitt, Rowell, Wickham, 
Henderson, Iowa Moore, N. H. Sawyer, Williams, Ohio 
Hill Morey, Seull, Yardley. 
Hitt, Morse, Sherman, 
Hopkins, Mudd, Smith, Il. 
Kelley, Nute, Snider, 

NOT VOTING—182. 
Abbott, Dargan, Lester, Va. Scranton, 
Alderson, Darlington, Lewis, Shively, 
Allen, Mich, Davidson, Lodge, Simonds, 


Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 


De Haven, 
De Lano, 
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Mansur, 
Martin, Ind, 


Skinner, 
Smith, W. Va. 


Arnold, Dibble, Martin, Tex. Sm yeer, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dickerson, Mason, Spinola, 
Atkinson, W.Va, Dingley, McAdoo, Springer, 
Bankhead, Dockery, McCarthy, StahIinecker, 
Bartine, Dorsey, McCord, Stewart, Ga, 
Barwig, Dunphy, McDuffie, Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, Elliott, McKenna, Stockdale, 
Bergen, Ellis, McKinley, Stone. Ky. 
Biggs, Enloe, Miles, Stone, Mo. 
Bliss, Ewart, Milliken, Struble, 
Boatner, Featherston, Mills, Stump, 
Boutelle, Finley, Montgomery, Sweney, 
Brewer, Fitch, Moore, Tex. Taylor, Ill. 
Brickner, Fithian, Morrill, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brookshire, Flood, Morrow, Thompson, 
Brosius, Flower, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Brower, Forman, Niedringhaus, Tracey, 
Browne, T. M. Fowler, O’ Donnell, Turner, Kans, 
Browne, Va. Geissenhainer, O’ Neall, Ind, Turner, N. Y. 
Brunner, Gibson, Outhwaite, Van Schaick, 
Bullock, Gifford, Owen, Ind, Venable, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Payson, Waddill, 
Butterworth, Grimes, Peel, Wade, 
Bynum, Grout, Perry, Walker, 
Caldwell, Hall, Peters, Wallace, Mass. 
Candler, Ga. Harmer, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cariton, Hatch, Pierce, Whiting, 
Caswell, Hayes, Price, Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Haynes, Pugsley, Wike, 
Chipman, Heard, Quinn, Wiley, 
Clancy, Herbert, Randall, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Ray, Willcox, 
Clunie, Hooker, Reilly, Williams, Ill. 
Cobb, Houk, Richardson, Wilson, Ky. 
Conger, Kerr, Pa. Rife, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Robertson, Wilson, Wash, 
Covert, Knapp, Rogers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cowles, Laidlaw, , Rowland, Wright, 
Crain, Lane, Rusk. Yoder. 
Cutcheon, Lansing, Russell, 

Dalzell, Lawler, Sanford, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. O’ FERRALL (before the result of the vote was announced), 
ask a recapitulation of the vote. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 


paired, 


I desire to withdraw my vote. 


The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL] that the House do now adjourn, the yeas | 


are 50, the noes 92, The noes have it, and the House refuses to ad- 
journ. The Chair is informed that there are 172 members present. 
Mr. O’FERRALL addressed the Chair. 
Mr. HAUGEN, 
the call. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the resolution 
submitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
Mr. HAUGEN. Understanding that the presence of a quorum is 
disclosed by the roll-call, 1 withdraw my resolution and move to dis- 





pense with further proceedings under the call. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was determined in the affirmative— 


yeas 122, nays 15, not voting 188; as follows: 


YEAS—122, 


Upon that I call for the yeas and nays, 


Adams, Burton, Edmunds, Hopkins, 
Allen, Mich. Campbell, Evans, Kelley, 
Anderson, Kans, Candler, Mass, Farquhar, Kennedy, 
Andrew, Cannon, Frank, Kerr, lowa 
Baker, Caruth, Funston, Kinsey, 
Banks, Cheadle, Gear, Lacey, 
Bayne, Cheatham, Gest, La Follette, 
Beck with, Clancy, Greenhalge, Laws, 
Belknap, Clark, Wis. Grosvenor, Lee, 
Blanchard, Coleman, Hansbrough, Lehlbach, 
Boothman, Comstock, Hare, Lester, Ga, 
Bowden, Connell, Haugen, Magner, 
Breckinridge, Cothran, Henderson, Ill, Mason, 
Brown, J. B. Craig, Henderson, lowa McClellan, 
Brunner, Culbertson, Pa, Henderson, N.C. McComas, 
Buchanan, N, J. Cum mings, Hill, McCreary, 
Buckalew, Dolliver, Hitt, MeKinley, 
Burrows, Dunnell, Holman, Moffitt, 
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Moore, N. H Post s nds Turner, Kane 
Morey Quacke sh & il Vandever, 
Morse, Kaines Snider, Vaux, 
M id Reed, I ‘ Sy « Walker 
N e Reybu St son Wallace, N.Y 
Oates Richardson St ~ Wheeler, Ala 
©’ Neil, Mass Rock we St t Wickham 
© 1, Pa Row . Ta \ Wiley 

| Osborne, Russell, Ta } Williams, Ohio 
Parrett, Sanford, Taylor, J.D Vardle 
Payne, Sawyer Thoma : oder 
Payson, Seull, I 1, ¢ 
Perkins, Sherman I send, Pa 

AYS > 
Culberson, Tex O’ Ferrall, Sayers 
Forney, Owens. Ohio s é 
Hemphill Paynter, Purn Ga 
liooker, Penington 
NOT VOTIN¢ 188 

Abbott, Covert, K re Rife, 
Alderson, Cowles. Knapp, Robertson 
Allen, Miss Crain, Laidlaw Rogers, 
Anderson, Mies. Crisp, La Rowland 
Arnold, Cuteheon Lans Rusk 
Atkinson, Pa Dalzell, Lawler, Scranton, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dargan I r, Va Shively, 
Bankhead, Darlington Lewis Skinner 
Barnes, Davidson, Lind Smith, W.Va 
Bartine, De Haven Lodge, Smyser, 
Barwig, De Lano, Maish, Spinola 
Belden, Dibbl« Mansur, Spring 
Bergen, Dickerson, Martin, Ind, Stahtnecke 
Bigs, Dingley Martin, Tex Ste wart, Ga 
Bingham, Dockery, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland, Dorsey Me arthy Stewart, Vt 
Bliss, Dunphy, McClammy, Stockdale, 
Blount, Elliott Mct'ord, Stone, Ky 
Boatner, Ellis, MeCormick, Stone, Mo 
Boutelle, Enloe McDuffie Struble, 
Brewer, Ewar McKenna, Stuiny 
Brickner, Feather n MeMillin, weney 
Brookshire, Finley Miles Taylor, Ul 
Brosius, Fitch Milliken, Caylor, Tenn, 

| Brower, Fithian Millis Thompson 
Browne, T.M Flick Montgomery Fillman 
Browne, Va Flood Moore, Tex Tracey, 
Puchanan, Va. Flower Morrill, Tucker, 
Bullock Forman, Morrow Turner, N. ¥ 
Bunn, Fowler, Mutechler Van Schaick 
Butterworth Geissenhainer, Niedringhaus, Venable 
Bynum, Gibson, ©’ Donnell, Waddill, 
Caldwell, Gifford, ©’ Neall, Ind Wade, 
Candler, Ga. Goodnight, Outhwaite, Wallace, Mass 
Carlton, Grimes Owen, Ind, Washington, 
Carter, Grout, Pee! Wheeler, Mich, 
Caswell, Halil, Perry, Whiting 
Catchings, Harmer, Peters, W nitthorne, 
Chipman, Hatch, Phelan Wike, 
Clarke, Ala. Haves, Pickler, Wilkinson 
Clements, Haynes, Pierce Willeox, 
Clunie, Heard, Price Williauns, Til. 
Cobb, Herbert, Pugsley, Wilson, Ky 
Cogswell, Hermann, Quinn, Wilson, Mo 
Conger, Houk, Randall, Wilson, Wash, 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Ras Wilson, W. Va 
Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Reilly, Wright 


I am | 


I move to dispense with further proceedings under | 


Iq 
On the motion of the gentleman from | 


So all further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 


The Clerk having recapitulated the roil, 


Mr. O’FERRALL (before the result of the vote was announced. I 
Jemand a recapitulation of the names, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I withdraw my vote, being paired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ou the motion of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call the yeas are 121, the nays 15. The ayes have it; all 
further proceedings under the call are dispensed with, and the Clerk 
will read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I make the point that the vote just announced 


shows there is not a quorum in the Honse— 


The SPEAKER pro te mpore, 


It does not require a quorum. 
Mr. O FERRALL. No, sir, it does not require a quorum tod 


Wwense 


call 


with further proceedings under the 


but in order to approve the 

Journal a quorum is required, and I say this vote discloses that there 
is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is not on approving the 


Journal at this time. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No, sir, but— . 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. The Chair— 

Mr. OFERRALL. When the present occupant of the ch took 
his seat at the opening of this day’s sessions I suggested to hini that 
there was not a quorum present; he then counted and found there was 
no quorum present. Now, sir, if it was right for the Chair at that 
time to ascertain by an actual count whether there was a quorum 
present before the Journal could be read, I say it is right and proper 
that the Chair should now ascertain by actual count whether there 
a quorum. 


The SPEAKER pro t The Chair will state the actual con 
dition of things. The gentleman did make the point at the opening 
of the day’s session that no quoram was present. 
tained by count that no quorum was present. 





mpor e, 


The Chair ascer 
Subsequently a roll- 


| call—the onenext previous to the one just had—disclosed the presence 
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of 172 members. Then a motion was made to dispense with all further 
proceedings—— 

Mr. CRISP. Is not the Chair in error about that? That was a pri- 
vate statement made by the Clerk to the Chair. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. And I was trying to get the attention of the 
Chair, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will allow the Chair to com- 
plete his statement. A quorum is not required onthis vote. The last 
vote previous to thisdisclosed the presence of a quorum together with 
those who were noted as present. Now the Clerk will read the rule 
with regard to the Journal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at the hour 
to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately call 
the members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum cause the Journal of 


the proceedings of the last day's sitting to be read, having previously examined 
and approved the same. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Since the appearance of a quorum the 
only motion was one to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call, which does not require the presence of aquorum. The preceding 
vote having disclosed the presence of a quorum the Clerk will now read 
the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (interrupting). I rise toa question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The Clerk on the roll-call to which the 
Chair has referred did not note the names of any persons present and 
not voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk did note them, and the Chair 
has stated that with those present and voting a quorum was then pres- 


ent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But it is the duty of the Chair to have the 
names reported at the time of tlie recapitulation of the vote. No such 
announcement was made. The Speaker states that it had been done. 
The point of order I make is that it can not be secretly done and clan- 
destinely done by the Clerk, but that it must be done in the presence 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been done under the rule, and 
the Clerk will proceed to read the Journal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, But the House must be notified of that 
action—— “ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order, 
and the Clerk will proceed to read the Journal. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O’FERRALL (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reading of the Journal will be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I have endeavored to get the attention of the 
Speaker, and was on the floor before the Chair directed the Journal to 

ead 


be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman must not interrupt the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. _I propose to interrupt the proceedings and pre- 
vent an outrage trom being perpetrated on this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the reading 
of the Journal. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia wi!l 

lease be in order. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I am in order, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Clerk will continue the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I demand that you shall hear what 
I have to say. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I object to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia occupying the floor when he has been ruled out of order, and in- 
sist that he take his seat. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. It would be much more proper for the gentle- 
man from Illinois to take his seat and be in order. I am in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the reading 
of the Journal. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

Mr. O’FERRALL (interrupting the reading). I want it to be under- 
stood that I mean business in this matter, I have risen asa Repre- 
sentative on this floor todemand certain rights. I see you havea motto 
there on your desk on which appears the word ‘‘business,’’ and I pro- 
pose to have business here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the reading 
of the Journal, The gentleman from Virginia is out of order and will 
please be seated. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. The Clerk is not reading the entire Journal. 

_ SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk is reading the Journal as 
made up. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No, sir; the Clerk is not reading the Journal, 
I desire that he shall recapitulate every vote that appears on the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of yesterday. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the Journal in its 
entirety. The gentleman has a right to insist upon that. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I riseto a questionof order. I ask if it isnot 
true that the names of members who are recorded as not present, on 
the call of the House, are entered on the Journal. Is not that true 
under the rule? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the reading of 
the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The question I ask has reference to the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the names of 
absentees must be entered on the Journal, and the Clerk has omitted 
to read them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The Clerk will read the names. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the Chair decide that we are not entitled 
to have them read ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that they are 
being read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Butthe Clerk has not read thelistof absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; because the point was not made 
until this moment. The Chair has directed the Clerk to read what 
appears in the Journal. When the point was made the Chair directed 
the Clerk to read the entire Journal, and that will be done. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The names of those not voting have not been 
recapitulated; they are a part of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that they never have been read. The very object and purpose of re- 
capitulating the roll is to ascertain whether members are accurately 
recorded as voting in the affirmative or negative. When that is done 
it is of no consequence to read the names of members not voting. The 
Clerk will omit the names of members not voting. [Applause on the 
Republican side. } 

Mr. CRISP. But Mr. Speaker, if they are on the Journal, what- 
ever is on the Journal ought to beread. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 
I hope the Chair will not hold that something may go on the Journal 
which can not be read, if demanded. If the Chair orders them off the 
Journal, all right; but if they are on the Journal the Chair, I think, 
can not hold that they may not be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that this matter 
has been before the House once, and the Chair has ruled on this occa- 
sion according to the ruling then made. The names of members re- 
corded in the affirmative or negative are a part of the Journal; the 
names of those not voting do not properly form any part of the Journal. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course, if the names of those not voting do not go 
on the Journal, I have nothing tosay, or whether they do go on or not. 
But if they form any part of the Journal, then I think they ought to 
be read, if the reading be demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that there is no 
rule requiring the recapitulation of the names of members not voting. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, There is a rule, though, requiring the Journal 

be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the universal practice has been 
not to call the names of members not voting, and the Chair will so hold. 
The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the Journal. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

During the reading, 

Mr. O’FERRALL said: Mr. Speaker, the Clerk is not reading the 
whole of this Journal. The next in order, according to the Recorp, 
was a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk is not reading the RecorD; 
he is reading the Journal. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. But that ought to appear on the Journal. I 
say he is not reading the whole Joarnal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time to correct the Journal will 
be after it has been read. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

The Clerk having read as follows: 

The question having been taken, a call of the House was ordered. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following-named members 
failed to answer. 


Mr. O’FERRALL said: Now, Mr. ‘pcaker, I ask for a recapitula- 
tion of the names. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. On a call of the House we are entitled to have 
the names of those who did not answer. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the names. 

The Clerk having concluded the reading of the Journal, 

Mr. PAYSON said: I move the approval of the Journal, and upon 
that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Upon that I call for a division. 

Mr. PAYSON. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I understand the vote is now on the call for the 
previous question. 
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The SPEAKER pro ‘fempore. 
tion on the approval of the Journal. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 91, nays 18, not vot- 


ing 216; as follows: 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Andrew, 
Baker, 
Bayne, 
Beckwith, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Boothman, 
Buchanan, N.J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wis. 
Cogsw@l, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Connell, 


Breckinridge, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Campbell, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


Bankhead, 
Banks, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Brewer, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Brown, J.B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Carlton, 
Carter, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Conger, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
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YEAS—1. 


Craiz. 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Dunnell, 
Farquhar, 
Frank, 
Funston, 

Gear, 

Gest, 
Greenhalge, 
Grosvenor, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, I). 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hill, 

Hitt, 

Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, Iowa 


Lind, 
McComas, 
MeCormick, 
McKinley, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morey, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 

Nute, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Quackenbush, 


Kinsey, Raines, 
Lacey, Reed, lowa 
La Follette, Reyburn, 
Laws, Rockwell 
NAYS—18. 
Clements, Hare, 
Crisp, Holman, 


Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Forney, 


Lanbam, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 


NOT VOTING- 216. 


Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 

Ez loe, 
Evans, 
Ewart, 
Featherston, 
Finley 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Flick, 
Flood, 
Flower, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 
Gifford, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 

Hay nes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hooker, 
Houk, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Knapp, 
Laidlaw, 
Lane, 
Lansing, 
Lawler, 


No quorum voting. 


The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerl#s desk: 


Until further notice: 
Mr. SMYSER with Mr. RoBERTSON. 
Mr. THomas M. BRowNE with Mr. RoGeErs. 


Mr. KNApp with Mr. SKINNER. 


Lee, 
Lehlbach, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Lodge, 
Maguer, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
McClammy, 
McCord, 
MeDuftie, 
McKenna, 
MeMillin, 
MeRae, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Mutchler. 
Niedringhaus, 
Norton, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind. 
O’ Neil, Maes, 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Price, 
Pugsley, 
Quinn, 
Randall, 
Ray. 

Reilly, 
Richardson 
Rife, 
Robertson 


Mr. KetcHAM with Mr. McCartny. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. RuskK. 
Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. Brower with Mr. Diese, for this day. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Norton, for the rest of this day. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 


Wuitinc]. 


of making a quorum. 
Mr. ALLEN then voted in the affirmative. 


Mr. MUDD. 





lam paired with the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 


On the demand for the previous ques- 


Rowell, 
Russell, 

Seull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, [1!. 
Snider, 
Spooner 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Taylor, FE. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 
Wade, 
Walker, 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Yardley 


Oates 
Sayers, 
rarsney 


Rogers 
Rowland 
Rusk, 
Sanford 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Seney, 
Shively 
Skinner, 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Sovringer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Stump 
Sweney, 
Taylor, Til. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker 
Turner, Ga 
Turner, N. Y 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Waddill, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright, 
Yoder. 


Iam paired with my colleague [ Mr. 
If there is not a quorum I desire to vote for the purpose 
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Norton], but I voted notwithstanding the pair, to make a quorum. 
I shall not vote when there is a quorum. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. 


nays are 18. 


I move a eall of the House. 


that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. O° FERRALL. 
The House divided an 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Yeas 
On the demand for the 


firmative. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
The negative vote 
64 votes 


yeas and nays, 


Division 


and the Speaker pro 1 


rhe other side, 
ing taken, there were, on the demand for the 
in the negative. 


Accordingly the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken 


follo v 


ing 214: a 


Ada p 
Allen, Micl 


Anderson, Kans 


Abbott, 
Alderson 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Barnes 
jartine 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Bergen 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount 
Boatnetr 
Boutelle 
Breckinridge 
Brewer, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
junn, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell, 
andiler, Ga, 
andler, Mass 
annon, 
ariton 
arter, 
aruth 
atching 
hipman, 
lancy, 
lark, Wis 
larke, Ala 
lements 
luni 
obb 


onger, 
ot nell, 
ooper, Ind 
ooper, Ohio 
Cothran 
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Hs; 
Haugen 
Hender lowa 
Hill 
iit 
He 
Kelle 
henne 
Kerr, I 
Kins 
Lacey 
Lato 
Laws 
Lehll 

‘ 
Fort 
Hare 
Holmar 
Lanham 
lcAdoo 
MeClellatr 
MeCres 
‘SIcliae 
Covert 
Cowles 
Craig 
Crain 
Culbertson, Pa 
Cutcheon 
Dalzell 


Dargan, 
Darlington 
Davidson, 
De Haven 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dickersot 
Dingley 
Dockery 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey 
Dunphy 
Edmunds 
[elliott 
Ellis, 
Enloe 
Ewart, 
Featherston, 
inle 

itch 
‘ithian 
‘lick, 
Mlood, 
‘orma 
Fowler, 
Geissenhaine: 


mee ty eet 


Gibson, 
Gifford 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
(Crrosveno 


Grout 
Hall, 
Harm 
Hatch 
Hayes 
Haynes 
Heard 
He } 


Henderson, Il! 
Henderson, N.C 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hooker, 

Houk, 

Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 


AS 


and there were—yeas 


Se | 
i. 


\icComas, 
MeCormick, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H, 
Morey, 
Morse, 
Nute, 
Oates, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne 
Owen, Ind. 


Payne 

Payson 

Perkins, 

Pickler, 

Post 

(Juacke us 

Rat 3 

i i, lowa 

| irl 

rR we 
AYS 

lo in 


© Ferrall 


‘ 


Neil, Mass 
Paynter, 
Penington 
Richardson 


“ayers 


ester, G 
ester, \ 
owis 
d, 
Lodge 
Ma er 
Maist 


Mansur, 
Martin, Ind 
Martiu, Tex. 
Mason 
MeCarthy 
VieClammy 
MeCord, 
McDuftle 
McKenna, 
MeKinle 
MeMillin 
Miles 
Milliken 
Mills, 
Montgomery 
Voore, Tex 
Morrill 
Morrow 
Mudd, 
Mutehler 
Niedringhat 
Norton 

O' Donnell 
)' Neail, Ind, 
Outhwaite, 
Owens. Ohio 
arrett 

eel 
fie ua 


‘ 


, 
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I 


ters 


gsies 
Qluinn, 
Randall, 
Ray 
Reilly, 
tife, 


Robertson, 


re 


Now I ask for a recapitulation of the vote. 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this vote the yeas are 91 and the 
No quorum has voted. 
Mr. HAUGEN. 
The question was taken; 


mpore announced 


d there were—ayes 53, noes 13. 
and nays. 


yeas and nays there were 20 votes in the af- 


81, nays 30, not vot- 


Rowell, 

Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Dl. 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Taylor, E. B, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Townsend, Colo. 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Walker, 
Wallace, N. Y, 
Wickham, 
Yardley, 


Stone, Ks 
Tars 

Vaux 

W heele Ala, 
Wike 

Wiles 





Sk nner, 
Smith, W. Va 
Sinyser 
Spinola 
Springer 
Stahinecker 
phenson 
Stewart, (ra 
wart, Tex 
Stewart, Vt 
Stockdale 
Stone, Mo 
Struble 
Stump, 
Swene) 
raylor, tll 
ravlor, Ten 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Tillman 


Mt 


Pownsend, Pa, 
Pracey 
Pucker 
Purner, (ra. 

er, N. ¥ 
Van Schaick, 
Venable 
Waddill 
Wade 


Wallace, Masa 


Washington, 


Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 

W hitthorne 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 


Williams, IL. 
Williams, Ohio, 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright 

Yoder. 
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So a call of the House was ordered. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Let us have a recapitulation of the vote. 
The vote was recapitulated, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. O'FERRALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I make the point that that is a dilatory motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair declines to entertain the ap- 
peal, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called; and the following members failed to answer to 


3 their names: 
, ; Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Sawyer, 
/ Adema, Cooper, Ohio Knapp, Scranton, 
Alderson, Cothran, Laidlaw, Shively, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lane, Skinner, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lansing, Sm yser, 
Andrew, Cummings, * Lawler, Spinola, 
B Arnold, Cutcheon, Lee, Spooner, 
, Atkinson, Pa. Dalzell, Lester, Ga. Springer, 
; Atkinson, W.Va. Dargan, Lester, Va. StahIinecker, 
Bankhead, Darlington, Lewis, Stephenson, 
f Barnes, Davidson, Lodge, Stewart, Ga, 
| Bartine, De Lano, Maish, Stewart, Tex, 
5 Barwig, Dibble, Mansur, Stewart, Vt. 
Bayne, Dickerson, Martin, Ind. Stockdale, 
: Belden, Dingley, Martin, Tex. Stone, Mo. 
Bergen, Dockery, Mason, Struble, 
4 Biggs, Dolliver, McCarthy, Stump, 
is . Blanchard, Dorsey, McCord, Sweney, 
H Bliss, Dunphy, McDuffie, Taylor, E. B. 
: 3 Blount, Edmunds, McKinley, Taylor, J. D. 
Boatner, Elliott, MeMillin, Taylor, Ill. 
a: Boothman, Ellis, Miles, Taylor, Tenn. 
a)! Boutelle, Evans, Milliken, Thompson, 
a) Breckinridge, Ewart, Milis, Tillman, 
} Brewer, Featherston, Moffitt, Townsend, Pa. 
: Briekner, Finley, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Brookshire, Fitch, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
; Brosius, Fithian, Morey, Turner, Ga. 
q Brower, - Fliek, Morrill, Turner, N. Y. 
’ Brown, J. B. Flood, Mudd, Van Schaick, 
a Browne, T. M. Forman, Niedringhaus, Venable, 
Se Browne, Va. Fowler, O' Donnell, Waddill, 
a Buchanan, N. J. Geissenhainer, O’ Neall, Ind. Wallace, Mass. 
: Bullock, Gibson, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
ae Bunn, Gifford, Payson, Wheeler, Mich, 
He Butterworth, Goodnight, Perry, Whiting, 
f Bynum, Grosvenor, Peters, Whitthorne, 
/ Caldwell, Grout, Phelan, Wickham, 
ay Candler, Ga. Hall, Pierce, Wike, 
> e Cannon, Hare, Price, Wilkinson, 
Carlton, Harmer, Pugsiey, Willeox, 
% Carter, Hatch, Randall, Williams, I), 
Hi 4 Caruth, Haynes, Ray, Wilson, Ky. 
a Catchings, Heard, Reed, Iowa Wilson, Mo. 
i Chipman, Herbert, Reilly, Wilson, Wash. 
HS ‘Clancy. Hermann, Rife, Wilson, W. Va, 
+ Clark, Wis. Hitt, Robertson, Wright, 
G Clarke, Ala. Hopkins, Rogers, Yoder. 
} Clunie, Houk, Rowland, 
Cobb, Kerr, Pa. Rusk, 
} i Conger, Ketcham, Rusvell, 
He The following members reported to the Clerk and were noted as pres- 
aig ent under the rule: 
i, Mr. BoatNer, Mr. CoTHRAN, Mr. Hitt, Mr. Hopkins, Mr. ADAMS, 
a) Mr. Mupp, Mr. BAyNe, Mr. BooruMan, Mr. Reep of Iowa, Mr. 
we POONER, Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, Mr. ELLiotr, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. Pay- 
1 son, Mr. Krncgore, Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey, Mr. HAnk, Mr. 
a Evans, Mr. Brower, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. HERMANN, Mr. STEWART 
he of Texas, Mr. Russet, Mr. CLARK of Wisconsin, Mr. WHEELER of 
A Alabama, Mr. Lester of Georgia, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. MAISH. 
Sh The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of the House discloses the 
ae presence of 142 members—not a quorum. 
a Mr, HAUGEN. I offer the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
ie desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the barof 
a = House such of its members as are now absent without the leave of the 
d ouse. 
a Mr. FLOWER. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 
{ Mr. HAUGEN. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 


the resolution. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk as 
a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the legislative proceedings of the House have been twice inter- 
rupted by the want of a quorum—— 


if Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. Speaker, I had demanded the previous ques- 
tion on my resolution, 
The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 39. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
- The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. FLOWER. I move to lay that resolution on the table. 


[Cries 








of ‘‘Too late!’’] It is not too late. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tem 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 


re. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


tleman. 
ordered. 
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I made the motion before the 


The yeas and nays have been ordered. 
hy is it not in order? A motion to lay on 
the table takes precedence over a demand for the previous question. 

The Chair did not recognize the gen- 
He did not rise in time, and the yeas and nays have been 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 85, nays 34, not 
voting 206; as follows: 


Adams, 
Alien, Mich. 


Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wis. 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 
Connell, 

Craig, 
Culbertson, Pa. 


Andrew, 
Boatner, 
Brunner, 
Campbell, 
Clements, 
Cothran, 

Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 


apeet, 
Alderson 

Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
RBarwig, 

Bayne, 

Belden, 
Bergen, 


Biggs 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bliss, ~- 
Blount, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Brown, J.B. 
Browne, T. M 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Ga, 
Carlton, 
Carter, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Catehir 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Conger, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 


YEAS—S. 
Dunnell, Lehlbach, 
Evans, Lind, 
Farquhar, McComas, 
Frank, McCormick, 
Funston, McKinley, 
Gear, Moflitt, 
Gest, Moore, N.E. 
Grosvenor, Morse, 
Hansbrough, Mudd, 
Haugen, Nute, 
Henderson, Ill. Oates, 
Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. 
Hill, Osborne, 
Hitt, Payne, 
Hopkins, Payson, 
Kelley, Perkins, 
Kennedy, Pickler, 
Kerr, lowa Post, 
Kinsey, Quackenbush, 
Lacey, Rock well, 
La Follette, Rowell, 
Laws, Russell, 
NAYS—A, 
Forney, McCreary, 
Grimes, Norton, 
Hare, O’ Ferrall, 
Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. 
Hooker, Penington, 
Kilgore, Quinn, 
Magner, Richardson, 
McAdoo, Sayers, 
McClammy, Seney, 
NOT VOTING—206. 
Covert, Lane, 
Cowles, Lanham, 
Crain, Lansing, 
Cutcheon, Lawler, 
Dalzell, Lee, 
Dargan, Lester, Ga, 
Darlington, Lester, Va. 
Davidson, Lewis, 
De Haven, Lodge, 
De Lano, Maish, 
Dibble, Mansur, 
Dickerson, Martin, Ind 
Dockery, Martin, Tex 
Dingley, Mason, 
Dolliver, McCarthy, 
Dorsey, McClellan, 
Dunpby, McCord, 
Edmunds, McDufiie, 
Elliott, McKenna, 
Ellis, MeMiliin, 
Enloe, Mekae, 
Ewart, Miles, 
Featherston, Milliken, 
Finley, Mills, 
Fitch, Montgomery, 
Fithian, Moore, Tex. 
Flick Morey, 
Flood, Morgan, 
Flower, Morrill, 
Forman, Morrow, 
Fowler, Mutchler, 
Geissenhainer, Niedringhaus, 
Gibson, O'Donnell, 
Gifford, O’Neall, Ind. 
Goodnight, Outhwaite, 
Greenhalge, Owen, Ind, 
Grout, Owens, Ohio 
Hall, Parrett, 
Harmer, Paynter, 
Hatch, . 
Hayes, Perry, 
Haynes, Peters, 
eee a 
Hemphill, ierce, 
eae, Towa Price, 
Herbert, Pugsley, 
Holman, Raines, 
Houk, — 
Kerr, Pa, y 
Ketcham, Reed, Iowa 
Knapp, Reilly, 
Laidlaw, Reyburn, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. HERMANN said: I have voted ‘‘ay’’ to make a 


Sanford, 

Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, UL 
Snider, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Glo. 
Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 


Wallace, N. Y. 
Williams, Ohio 
Yardley. 


Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Tarsney, 
Vaux, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 


Rife, 
Robertson, 


Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
StahInecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockbridge, 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Turner, N. Y. 
Van Schaick, 
Venable, 
Waddill, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wike, 


y, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright, 
Yoder. 


torum, 


result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


am paired with the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lester]. 
The 
The 


I 


SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin for the adoption of the resolution, which 


the Clerk will again report. 
The resolution was again reported. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion has been ordered. 


Mr. FLOWER. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr, Speaker—— 


Mr. ROWELL. 


motion. 


Mr. CHEADLE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman at a time. : ; f 
Mr. CHEADLE. A parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. Speaker—— 
The Chair can not recognize but one 


It is not in order, as the previous ques- 
I move to lay that motion on the table. 


I make the point of order that this is a dilatory 


The point of order is made against the 
motion of the gentleman from New York | Mr. FLower] that it isa 


dilatory motion, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 


Mr. FLOWER. 
Mr. CHEADLE. 


consin? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion having been ordered. 


Mr. CHEADLE. 


dered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


to have it. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 36. 


Mr, O’FERRALL. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 40, not vot- 
198; as follows: 


Adams. 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Banks, 

Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bingham, 
Bowden, 
Bucharan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cannon, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Clark , Wis. 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 


Andrew, 
Blount, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Clements, 
Cothran, 

Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Forney, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


er, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Barwig, 
Bayne, 
ns den, 
ges, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 


Boutelle, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Buckalew, 


I think the Chair is right. 
I understand the Chair to rule that it is not in 
order to offer a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from Wis- 


Yeas and nays. 


YEAS—s7, ~ 


Connell, Kinsey, 
Craig, Lacey, 
Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, 
Dunnell, Laws, 
Evans, Lehlbach, 
Farquhar, Lind, 
Flick, McComas, 
Frank, McKinley, 
Funston, Moffitt, 
Gear, Moore, N. H. 
Gest, Morrill, 
Greenhalge, Morse, 
Grosvenor, Mudd, 
Hansbrough, Nute, 
Haugen, ‘ Oates, 
Henderson, Il. O' Neill, Pa, 
Hill, Osborne, 
Hitt, Owen, Ind. 
Hopkins, Payne, 
Kelley, Payson, 
Kennedy, Perkins, 
Kerr, lowa Pickler, 
NAYS—40. 
Grimes, McRae, 
Hare, Morgan, 
Hemphill, O’ Ferrall, 
Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. 
Hooker, Owens, Ohio 
Lanham, Parrett, 
Lester, Ga. Paynter, 
Magner, Penington, 
MeClammy, Quinn, 
McClellan, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—198. 
Bullock, Dockery, 
Bunn, Dolliver, 
Butterworth, Dorsey. 
Bynum, Dunphy, 
Caldwell, Edmunds 
Candler, Ga. Elliott, 
Carlton, Ellis, 
Carter, Enloe, 
Caruth,* Ewart, 
Catchings, Featherston, 
Chipman, Finley, 
Clancy, Fitch, 
Clarke, Ala. Fithian, 
Clunie, Flood, 
Cobb, Flower, 
Conger, Forman, 
Cooper, Ind. Fowler, 
Cooper, Ohio Geissenhainer, 
Covert, Gibson, 
Cowles, Gifford, 
Crain, Goodnight, 
Cutcheon Grout, 
Dalzell, Hall, 
Dargan, Harmev, 
Darlington, Hatch, 
Davidson, Hayes, 
De Haven, Haynes, 
De 0, Heard, 
Dibble, Henderson, Iowa 
Dickerson, Herbert, 
Din; ‘ Hermann, 


[ Laughter. ] 


The Chair so rules, the previous ques- 
I offered it before the previous question was or- 


But not before the previous question 
had been demanded. The gentleman was not in time; and the ques- 
tion recurs on the resolution offered by the gentleman {rom Wisconsin. 

The question was put; and the Chair announced that the ayes seemed 


Quackenbush, 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Seull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, I, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Stock bridge, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 


Townsend, Colo. 


Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Walker, 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Williams, Ohio. 


Sayers, 
Seney, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Tarsney, 
‘Turner, Ga. 
Vaux, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wiley. 


Holman, 
Houk, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Knapp, 
Laidlaw, 
Lane, 
Lansing, 
Lawler, 
Lee. 

Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Lodge, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, [nd. 
Martin, Tex. 
Masen, 
McAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
MeCord, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, 
McDuftie, 
McKenna, 
MeMillin, 
Miles, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 


I offer as a substitute the resolation that I sent to 
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Moore, Tex Ray StahInecker, Wallace, Mass 
Morey, Reed, Iowa Stewart, Ga, Washington, 
Morrow, Reilly, Stewart, Vt. Wheeler, Mich. 
Mutehler, Reyburn Stone. Mo. Whiting, 
Niedringhaus Rite, Strubh Whitthorne, 
Norton, Robertson Stump, Wickham 
O'Donnell, Rogers, Sweney, Wike, 

© Neall, Ind. Rowland, Tavior, E. B. Wilkinsor 
Outhwaite, Rusk Paylor, Il W illeox 

Peel, Sawyer ravior, Tenn Williams, Il! 
Perry, Seranton, Thompson Wilson, Ky 
Peters, Shively hillman, Wilson, Mo. 
Phelan, Skinner, rracey, Wilson, Wash 
Pierce, Smith, W, Va Pucker, Wilson, W. Va 
Post, Smyser, rurner, N.Y. Wright, 

Price Snider, Van Schaick Yardley 
Pugsley, Spinola, Venable, Y oder. 
Raines. * Spooner, Waddill, 

Randall, Springer, Wade, 


Mr. HAUGEN. I offer the resolution which | send to the desk, and 
I demand the previous question upon it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I make a point of order on that demand for the 
previous question. 

The SPEA KER pro le mpore (Mr. PAYSON). 
tell what the resolution 1s until it is read. 

The resolution was read, as foilows: 


Resoived, That all leaves of absence heretofore granted except on account of 
sickness are hereby revoked, and the Sergeant-at-Arms is instructed to notify 
the absent members by telegraph of the passage of this resolution 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker-— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise ? 

Mr. CHEADLE, For the purpose of discussing that proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question upon its adop- 
tion has been demanded by the gentleman trom Wisconsin. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to make a pointof order on that. A short 
time ago, while the present occupant of the chair was not presiding, ] 
offered as an amendment a resolution similar in terms to the one that 
has just been read. The occupantof the chair at that time held that 
it could not be entertained because the previous question had been de- 
manded, and then, alter the previous question had been ordered by a 
vote of the House—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
not debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana rises to a 
question of order and is addressing himself toit. The Chair will hear 
the gentleman, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will endeavor to make myself understood by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin as well as by the balance ot the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question. 

Mr. CHEADLE. After I make my statement. Immediately after the 
previous question had been ordered by the House I renewed theattempt 
to offer my resolution as a substitute, and the then occupant of the 
chair held that it could not be received at that time because ot the fact 
that the previous question had been ordered. I read from Rule XVII: 


Phere shall be a motion for the previous question, which being ordered by a 
majority of members present, ifa quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all 
debate and bring the House toadirect vote upon the immediate question or 
questions on which it has been asked and ordered. 


The Chair is unable to 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this is 


The point that I make, Mr. Speaker, is that it requiresa quorum to 
order the previous question, and that when I offered my substitute 
awhile ago it was in order. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I make the further point of orde: 
that it is not competent for less than a quorum to revoke leaves of ab- 
sence granted by a full House or by a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman on 
that point. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. 


I justsubmit the proposition. I think it is self 


evident. 
The SPEAKER pro le mpore, The Chair is prepare d to rule upon this 
question. Itis not a new question. It has been presented in prior 


Congresses, and one particular occasion in the Forty ninth Congress sug 
gests itself to the present occupant of the chair. The proposition un- 
der discussion was the allowance of the French spoliation claims 4 
resolution similar to this was offered pending a call of the House and 
in the absence of a quorum, and Mr. Speaker CARLISLE then decided 
and several precedents were cited in support of thedecision, that a reso 
lution of this character is an incident to a call of the House. 

Ot course it is agreed on all hands that during the absence of a 
quorum no motion is in order except a motion to adjourn, a motion for 
a call of the House, or some motion which is incident toacall. Any 
resolution the object of which is to secure a quorum, that the business 
ot the House may proceed in a parliamentary way, has been unilormly 
held to be in order: and that is precisely the character of the resolu 
tion offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FLOWER. I understood that yesterday a resolution was raled 
out of order which was incident to obtaining a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know to what the 
gentleman relera, 

Mr. FLOWER, 


The proposition to step the pay of absent members, 
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That was ruled out, although it would appear to be properly incident | 
to a call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thatis a very different proposition, 
as different from this as one proposition can be from another. 

Mr. FLOWER. But it was submitted as an incident to the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair overrules the point of order 
made against the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin and 
holds that the reso) ution is in order. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I regard this as a very important question. 
Would the Chair consider it dilatory if 1 respectfully appeal from the 
decision ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin has 
submitted the resolution which has been read by the Clerk. A point 
of order has been made against it, which the Chair overrules. From 
the decision of the Chair the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’Frr- 
RALL] appeals, The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

Mr, ENLOE. In the nature of debate on the appeal, I want to 
make an inguiry: whether there is anything like a conspiracy between 
the gentleman from Virginia and the gentleman from Wisconsin to 
consume time by a number of votes here upon several propositions 
which could have been embodied in one resolution if the suggestion of 





McKenna, Phelan, Spooner, Waddill, 
McKinley, Pierce, Springer, Wade, 
- - illin, Price, — inecker, Wallace, Mass. 
iles, Pugsley, tewart, Ga, Washington, 
Milliken, Randall: Stewart, Tex. Wheeloe Mich. 
Mills, Ray, Stewart, Vt. Whiting, 
Montgomery, Reilly, Stone, Mo. Whitthorne, 
Moore, Tex. Reyburn, Struble, Wickham, 
Morrow, Rife, Stump, Wike, i 
Mutchler, Robertson, Sweney Wilkinson, ' 
Niedringhaus, Rogers, Taylor, fu. Willcox, | 
Nute, Rowland, Taylor, Tenn. Williams, Il. j 
©’ Donnell, Rusk, Thompson, Wilson, Ky. 
O' Neall, Ind. Sawyer, Tillman, Wilson, Mo. 
Outhwaite, Scranton, Tracey, Wilson, Wash, 
Owens, Ohio Shively, Tucker, Wilson, W. Va. 
Parrett, Skinner, Turner, Ga. Wright, 
Payson, Smith, W. Va. Turner, N. Y. Yoder. 
Peel, Smyser, Van Schaick, 
Perry, Snider, Vaux, i 
Peters, Spinola, Venable, 


So the decision of the Speaker pro tempore was sustained. 


The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. Dorsey with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, for the rest 


of the day. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. 


The Clerk recapitulated the roll, 


I ask that the names be recapitulated. ' 


the gentleman from Indiana had been adopted. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
quiry. 
Mr. ROWELL. 


That is hardly a parliamentary in- 


It is very evident from the statement made here 


that the motion is dilatory, and I make the point of order. 


Several Members. Too late. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the appeal. 


The question being taken, ‘‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 


The Chair will sabmit the question on 


the judgment of the House?’’ there were—ayes 73, noes 23. 


Mr, O’FERRALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 16, not 


voting 205; as follows: 


YEAS—104. 
Adams, Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Reed, Iowa 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa. ws, Richardson, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, Lehlbach, Rock wel 
Andrew, Dunnell, Lind, Rowell, 
Baker, Evans. Mason, Russell 
Banks, Farquhar, McClellan, Sanford, 
Bayne, Forney, McCormick, Sayers, 
Beck with, Frank, Moffitt, Scull, 
Belknap, Funston, Moore, N. H, Sherman, 
Bergen, Gear, + wwe 4 Simonds, 
Boothman, Gest. Morrill, Smith, Ill. 
Bowden Greenhalge, Morse, Stephenson, 
Brown, J. B. Hansbrough, Mudd, Stivers, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hare, Norton, Stockbridge, 
Burrows, Haugen, Oates, Taylor, E. B. 
Burton, Henderson, Ill. O’ Neill, Pa. Taylor, J. D. 
Campbell, Henderson, lowa Osborne, Thomas, 
Candler, Mass. Hill, Owen, Ind Townsend, Colo, 
Cannon, Hitt, yne, ‘Townsend, Pa, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Paynter, Turner, 

le, Kelley, Penington, Vandever, 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Perkins, Walker, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, lowa Pickler, Wallace, N. ¥ 
Coleman, Kinsey, Post, Wheeler, Ala. 
Comstock, Lacey, Quackenbush, Williams, Ohio 
Connell, La Foliette, ines, Yardley. 

NAYS—16. 
Clancy, Lester, Ga. O’ Ferrall, Stockdale, 
Cummings, McClammy, O'Neil, Mass. Stone, Ky. 
Flower, McRae, Quinn, Tarsney, 
Hooker, Morgan, Seney, Wiley. 
NOT VOTING—26. 

Abbott, Bullock, De Lano, Haynes, 
Alderson, Bunn, Dibble, Heard, 
Allen, Miss. Butterworth, Dickerson, Hemphill, 
Anderson, Miss, Bynum, Dingley, Ilenderson, N.C, 
Arnold, Caldwell, Dockery, Herbert, 
Atkinson, Pa. Candler, Ga. Dorsey, Hermann, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Carlton, Dunphy, Holman, 
Bankhead, Carter, Edmunds, Houk, 
Barnes, Caruth, Elliott, Kerr, Pa. 
ny Sadie, — a, 

rwig, pman, nloe, ilgore, 
Belden, Clarke, Ala. Ewart, Knapp, 

; Clements, Featherston, Laidlaw, 
Bingham, Clunie, Finley, Lane, 
Blanchard, Cobb, iteh, Lansing, 
Bland, Cogswell, Fithian, Lawler, 
Bliss, Conger, Flick; Lee, 
Blount, Cooper, Ind. Flood, Lester, Va. 
Boatner, Cooper, Ohio Forman, Lewis, 
Boutelle, Cothran, Fowler Lodge, 
Breckinridge, Covert, Geissenhainer, Magner, 
Brewer, Cowles, Gibson, 

Brickner, Craig, Gifford, Mansur 
Brookshire, Crain, Goodnight, Martin, ind. 
Brosius, Crisp, Grimes, Martin, Tex. 
Brower, Cw Grosvenor, McAdoo, 
Browne, T.M Dalzell, Grout, MeCarthy, 
Browne, Va. regan, Hall, McComas, 

nner, Darlington, Harmer, McCord, 

, Va Davidson, Hatch, McCreary, 

Buckalew, De Haven, Hayes, McDuffie, 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). 
the resolution proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


HAvGEN]. 


The question is upon 


Mr. CHEADLE. Pending that, I move that the House adjourn. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the previous question was demanded on 


the resolution of the gentlemasi from Wisconsin. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] is dilatory. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 


The gentleman from Wisconsin demands the previous question on the / 
resolution offered by him. * 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 90, noes 33. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Let us have the yeas and nays. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 40, not vot- 
ing 189; as follows: 


YEAS—96. 
Adams. Connell, Lacey, Reed, lowa 4 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa. Laws, Rock well, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, Lehlbach, Rowell, 
Andrew, Dunnell, Lind, Russell, 
Baker, Farquhar, ason, Sanford, 
Banks, Flick, McComas, Scull, 
Bayne, Frank, McKinley, Sherman, 
Beckwith, Funston, offitt, Simonds, 
Belknap, Gear, Moore, N. H. Smith, fl), 
Bergen, Gest, Morrill, Spooner, 
Boothman, Greenhalge, Morse, Stephenson, 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Mudd, Stivers, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Nute, Stockbridge, 
Burrows, Haugen, Oates, Taylor, E. B. 
Burton, Henderson, Ill. O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, J. D. 
Candler, Mass, Henderson,lowa Osborne, Thomas, 
Cannon, Hermann, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo. 
Caswell, Hill, Payne, ‘Townsend, Pa. 
Cheadle, Hitt, Payson, Turner, Kans. 
Cheatham Hopkins, Perkins, Vandever, 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, Pickler, Walker, 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Post, Wallace, N. Y. 
Coleman, Kerr, lowa Quackenbush, Wickham, 
Comstock, Kinsey, Raines, Williams, Ohio. 
5 NAYS—40. 
Blount, Cummings, McClellan, Quinn, 
Brown, J. B. Flower, MeMillin, Richardson, 
Brunner, Forney, McRae, Sayers, 
Buchanan, Va. Hare, Norton, Stewart, Tex. 
Campbell, Hooker, O’Ferrall, Stockdale, 
Clancy, Kilgore, O'Neil, Mass. Stone, Ky. 
Clements, Lanham, Owens, Ohio Tarsney, 
Cothran, Lester, Ga. Parrett, Turner, Ga, 
Crisp, McAdoo, Paynter, Vaux, 
Culbers@®, Tex. McClammy, Penington, Washington, 
NOT VOTING—189. 
Abbott, Brickner, Conger, Elliott, } 
Alderson, Brookshire, Cooper, Ind Ellis, 
Allen, Miss. Brosius, Cooper, Ohio Enloe, 
Anderson, Miss. Brower, Covert, Evans, 
Arnold, Browne, T. M. Cowles. Ewart, 
Atkinson, Pa. Browne, Va. Craig, Featherston, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Buckalew, Crain, nley, 
Bankhead, Hock, Cutcheon, Fitch, 
Barnes, Bunn, Dalzell, Fithian, 
Bartine, Butterworth, § Flood, 
Barwig, Bynum Darlington, Forman, 
Belden, Caldwell, Davidson, Fowler, 
Biggs, Candler, Ga. De Haven, Geissenhainer, 
Bingham, Carlton, De Lano, Gi z 
eon Carter, Dibble, Sonate 
" Caruth, Dickerson, Goodnight, 
Bliss, Catchings, Dingley, Grimes, 
Boatner, Dockery, Grout, 
Boutelle, pate by Ala. eee Hall, 
Breck’ : unie, 2 Harmer, 
Brewer. Cobb Edmunds. Hatch. 
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Hayes, McCormick, Beybers, Tracey, 
Haynes, McCreary, ie, Tucker, _ ~ 
Heard, McDuffie, bertson, Turner, mY. 
Hemphill, McKenna, Rogers, Van Schaick, 
Henderson, N.C, Miles, Rowland, Venable, 
Herbert, Milliken, Rusk, Waddill, 
Holman, Mills, Sawyer, Wade, 

Houk, Montgomery, Scranton, Wallace, Mass. 
Kerr, Pa Moore, Tex. Seney, Wheeler, Ala, 
Ketcham, Morey, Shively, Wheeler, Mich, 
Knapp, Morgan, Skinner, Whiting, 

La Follette, Morrow, Smith, W. Va. Whitthorne, 
Laidlaw, Mutehler, Smyser, Wike, 

Lane, Niedringhaus, Snider, Wiley, 
Lansing, O’ Donnell, Spinola, Wilkinson, 
Lawler, O’ Neall, ind. Springer, Willeox, 

Lee, Outhwaite, Stahlnecker, Williams, Il. 
Lester, Va. Peel, Stewart, Ga. Wilson, Ky. 
Lewis, Perry, Stewart, Vt. Wilson, Mo. 
Lodgy, Peters, Stone, Mo. Wilson, Wash. 
Magner, Phelan, Struble, Wilson, W. Va. 
Maish, Pierce, Stump, Wright, 
Mansur, Price, Sweney, Yardley, 
Martin, Ind. Pugsley, Taylor, fil. ~* Yoder. 

Martin, Tex. Randall, Taylor, Tenn. 

McCarthy, os Thompson, 

McCord, Reilly, Tillman, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the res- 
olation of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 68, 
noes 28. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MoCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 785) to 
extend the time for the redemption of school farms in Beaufort County, 
South Carolina. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, it seems that our Democratic friends 
are intent on breaking a quorum whenever we undertake to call up 
this resolution. They are here to make a quorum on any other ques- 
tion except the consideration of this election case, and I therefore move 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Where is your quorum that ought to be kept 
here? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’} 

The motion of Mr. HAUGEN was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 
o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





— 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
LAFAYETTE MONUMENT. 

A communication from the Secretary of War and chairman of the 
commission on the erection of a monument to General Lafayette, re- 
questing that an appropriation be made to enable the commission to 
carry into effect the provisions of the concurrent resolution of Congress 


passed August 28, 1890, changing the site of said monument—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports ot committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, {rom the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8848) for the 
relief of Patrick Hyland, accompanied by a report (No. 3073)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (I. R. 1223) granting a pen- 
sion to W. W. Bradley, accompanied by a report (No. 3074)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the follow- 
ine bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse: 

A bill (H. R. 9478) correcting the military record of Lieut. James 
O’Rourke. (Report No. 3075.) 

A bill (8.1513) to place James T. Peale on the retired-list of the 
United States Army. (Report No. 3076.) 

Mr. SANFORD, from the Committee on the Library, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10118) to appropriate $18,484.57 for 
the completion and dedication of the monument commemorating the sur- 
render of Burgoyne at Saratoga, accompanied by a report (No. 3077)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of*the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 12000) making an apportionment 
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of Representatives in Congress among the several States under the 
Eleventh Census—to.the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 12001) authorizing the con- 


struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Columbus, 
in the State of Kentucky, toa point on the west side of said river in 
the State of Missouri, and for other purpo to Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12002) authorizing the construction of ; lige over 
the Tennessee River ata point between Johnsonville and Cli . Tenn., 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Commerc 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 12003) authorizing the const: on of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at a point between Uncle Joe's Landing, 
in the State of Missouri, and a point at or near Cape Girat 1 the 
State of Missouri, and for other purposes—to the Commit 1 ( 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12004) authorizing the construction o bridge 
over the Ohio River at or near the chain of rocks, between Cairo, 
Ill, and Paducah, Ky., and for other purposes—to the Committee on 


Commerce. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12005) authorizing the construction of a bridge 


over the Tennessee River at some point between Birmingham Landin 
Kentucky, and Fort Henry, Tenn., and for other purpos« to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12006) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near the Shoals, Alabama, and for other 


purposes—to the Committee on Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private billsof the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BYNUM (by request): A bill (H. R. 12007) to increase the 
pension of Thomas M. Cahill, of Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12008) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Augustus P, 
Burditt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 12009) to grant a pension to Martha 
Tennery, widow of James H. Tennery, of Captain Criffin’s company, 
First Illinois, Black Hawk war—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 12010) for the relief of A. J. Ellis—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

sy Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 12011) to correct the muster-roll of N, 
B. Gahagan, late of Company F, Second Tennessee Infantry Voluan- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Aflairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12012) to grant a 
pension to Hannah Bb. Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 12013) to pension John D. Bag 
ley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

by Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 12014) for the relief of Creorge L. 
Key—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 12015) for the relief of the estate 
of Thomas S. Hardaway, deceased, late of Benton County, Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr, PEEL: A bill (H. R. 12016) for the reliefof the l’rairie Pres- 
byterian Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 12017) for the relief of the e 
tate of Rigobert Lemelle, of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. 

iy Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 12018) for the removal of mat 
of desertion from John Quinn—to the Committee on Military Affair 
by Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 12019) to remove the charve of deser 
tion against the name of Geprge Linder—tothe Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of post-oflice clerks of Chicago, I1l., for 
passage of House bill 6444—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post- Roads. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Thomas M. Cahill, of 204 Yandes 
street, Indianapolis, Ind., for an increase of peusion—to the Commit 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. CANNON: Petition of Martha Tennery, widow of James H. 
Tennery, of Captain Griflin’s company, First Illinois, Black Hawk 
war--to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Twenty-six petitions of various boards of trade 
merchants’ exchanges, and merchants, and others, praying for the pas 
sage of House bill 11744, regarding mailing-boxesat railroad stations 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Oklahoma Legislature, praying for 
legislation permitting the lease of school lands—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 
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By Mr. PEEL: Petition for the relief of the Prairie Presbyterian 
Church, Washington County, Arkansas, for the use and occupation ot 
the said church by the Federal Army during the late rebellion—to the 
Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. SAYERS: Memorial of sundry citizens of Travis County, 
Texas, protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads 
to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND), of Colorado: Memorial of citizens of Colorado 
Springs, Colo., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling 
ares to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on 

‘ommerce. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 11, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of July 16, 1840, a report of the Director of the Geological 
Survey containing certain information concerning his bureau; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present resolutions of the Toledo Produce Ex- 
change of Ohio, praying for the adoption of just and equitable reci- 
procity in our intercourse with the Dominion of Canada and with the 
South American nations, setting out the reasons for this exchange, why 
it would be beneficial to the United States and to the countries af- 
fected. 

I ask that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; and in this connection I will state that I did not propose 
day before yesterday the amendment to the tariff bill in favor of recip- 
rocal relations with the Dominion of Canada because I did not think it 
advisable to do so at a time when debate was out of order and it was 
impossible to present the considerations on either side. 

I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of citizens of Floyd County, 
Georgia, praying for the passage of what is known as the Paddock 
bill, preventing the adulteration of all articles used for food or drink 
= medicine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

“orestry. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Atchison County, 
Missouri, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was reterred the bill (H. 
R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, On behalf of and in the name of the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis], who is unavoidably detained from the 
Chamber this morning, I make certain favorable reports of House bills 
from the Committee on Pensions, and submit written reports thereon. 

The bills were announced by title, and ordered to be placed on the 
Calendar, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum; 

A bill (HR 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of Etna, 
ans. ; 

A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley; and 

A bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On bebalt of the same Senator, I present from 
the Committee on Pensions an adverse report on the bill (8. 4311) 
granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum, a similar House bill having 
— reported favorably. I move that the bill be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H, R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to sell certhin lands, and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the 
town of Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8S. 4357) declaring the function of patents for lands in confirmation of 
statutory grauts thereof in certain cases, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 4385) to authorize the Wash- 
ington and Cumberland Railroad Company to extend its road into the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bil] (S. 4386) for the payment of theclaim 
of H. A. Smith, of Seattle, Wash.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 4387) for the relief of the es- 
tate of John Roach, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4388) granting a right of way 
on Fort Douglas military reservation in the Territory of Utah; which 
a twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

WATERS AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 121) 
concerning the tanking of watersat Hot Springs, Ark.; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I introduce this joint res- 
olution by request, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate for one mo- 
ment to make a statement in connection with the matter, to which | 
especially ask the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, 

It seems that the superintendent of the Hot Springs now is collect- 
ing all the water from all the springs in a tank with the intention of 
distributing the water after it has been collected and mixed in the 
tank to the batb-houses on the reservation as well as to the bath- houses 
off the reservation. Complaint is made by citizens of Hot Springs that 
this will result in materially damaging the water. When sometime 
ago Congress gave the authority to bath-houses off the reservation to 
utilize water running to waste, to utilize water that could not be util- 
ized in the bath-houses on the reservation, this proposition of provid- 
ing a tank in which the water should be collected was originated, as I 
think. 

I should be glad to have the Committee on Public Lands consider 
the propriety of having all these waters collected together in a tank 
and then distributed to the different bath-houses. It occurs to me 
that the bath-houses on the Government reservation which are being 
controlled under the management of the Government ought to have 
their water directly from the springs, and that the other waters com- 
ing from the springs that can not be utilized in the Government bath- 
houses may properly and well enough be collected in a tank and dis- 
tributed to other bath-houses off the reservation. But it seems to me 
that the effect of collecting all the water will be to rednce the efficiency, 
or at least to impair the public confidence in the efficiency, of the water 
which now goes directly to the bath-houses and is used as it comes 
from the without being mixed. 

I hope the committee will investigate this matter fully and see that 
there is no injury done the sanitarium. 

Mr. PLUMB. The general subject is before the committee in the 
shape of a bill sent down to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and in addition to that, through the medium of a bill which was passed 
by the House of Representatives and is now pending before the com- 
mittee. I have no doubt that the bill will be taken up during the pres- 
ent session and di of in some way. 

If I understand resolution of the tor, it seems to run counter 
to the idea which he expresses. In the course of the investigation before 
the committee some years ago the physicians and others who seemed 
to have the right to speak as experts on the subject of the value of the 
curative properties of the Hot ngs were not able todetermine what 
it was y outside of the that gave the water its value, and 

the opinion, as I now remember, that the property was an 
elusive one, and that if the waters were exposed to the atmospiiere for 
any considerable length of time before being used that quality which 
has made this water and the locality famous would be eliminated and 
distributed. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator say elusive or illusive? 

Mr. PLUMB. Elusive; that is, when exposed tosomething unpala- 
table or something at all events which did not respond to the chemical 
analysis which was contained in the water, the exposure of the water 
the caused that to be distributed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am anxious to bear what the Senator 
from Kansas is saying, and there is so much talking around me that 
it is im ble for me to hear him. ' 

Mr. PLUMB, It is not very material, I think. I only want tosay 
that the committee, I have no Gauht, wil give the matter very early in- 
vestigation, and they will have the t in that investigation of the 
Senator’s colleague, who has taken great interest in this matter here- 
ar — who I know especially desires that the subject may be dis- 

The joint resolution was read the second time by its title, and _re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PRINTING OF THE REVENUE BILL. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to puta question to the Senator from Ne- 
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braska [Mr. MANDERSON], whether there has been any arrangement Mr. PLUMB. _ Mr. President, there are a good many things that are 
for printing the tariff bill as it passed the Senate. suggested by this resolution which are not material to the measure 
r. MANDERSON. My recollection is that there was an order of | which is now pending in the shape of a conference report. It em- 
the Senate for printing the bill with the amendments numbered. I] braces a very wide scope of inquiry as to the relation between the rail- 
will look it up and advise the Senator. — yor rar = — a ae one phase of 7 = a 
: = rr N AD. | been met by the Committee on Public Lands in a report which it made 
h = yaaa ee eee to lay before the this morning on a bill introduced by the Senator from Montana, but it 
fr. DAWES. If it is in o Sof ihe tatives to Senate bill | 35° wide-reaching in any event that it seems as though it ought, be- 
ay the amendment of the House o presentatives to senate bi! | fore going to the Secretary, where it would engage possibly the atten- 
3556. i f l ‘lerks, to g » committee, — 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment Pal caaae onan dem 4 ical onca much about the aesl 
Representatives to the bill (S. 3556) granting the right eee ae Sey one Saree 
of the House of Rept Southern Railroad Co ; | of the committee in the past and its theory about questions of this kind 
well a ~} lepb les ten ~ Soctacat as anybody else, because he has been active in the conterences of that 
and operate a railroad, telegraph, . telephone Indi —_ 2 city o* | committee and his views have been respected. He may have some 
Anthony, in the State of Kansas, t pemienane — peeved Bae purpose in connection with the resolution, which would not be an 
some point in the county of a in the § tate of Texas, whic 1 WAS | swered by a reference to the committee. I do not myself feel very 
to strike out all atter the enacting c The and a ° ae ¢ | Specially desirous about it one way or the other, butif the information 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House o is to come, if that is anticipated, it seems to me the inquiry might well 
Representatives has been read. ‘nth ond be directed from the committee, or by direct request of the Secretary, or 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate ee int eee — | after such a modification, if any should seem advisable, of the resolu- 
of the House of Representatives and request a conference on the dis- tion as may seem necessary, it might then be reported to the Senate 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. and action taken here. I think the Senator does not need any assur- 
The motion was agreed to. Pe ; - hori ance that the committee would not consciously delay a matter of this 
atte ies eoteeecte oun of tes othe aMr “9 — kind, and of course any suggestions that he should give the committee 
. ’ . é Ln, < . 


» e : : j would receive very great weight in regard to the disposition which 
STOCKBRIDGE, and Mr. Jonks of Arkansas were appointed. might bé made of the resolution or the subject-matter. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. | Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, no suggestion has been made yet 

r : : io ; : soa, | Of any particular matter found in this resolution that is supposed to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate | ? ad cose yh aeageorend ese bert petty eine mi ane 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan], | @ !'Televant to the question that is coming up on this conference re 





coming over from yesterday. ‘The resolution will be read. port. As I view the conference report, every inquiry made in this 
The lution submitted yesterday by Mr. MoRGAN was read, as | resolution is pertinent, and an answer to it is important. I may be 
follows: ‘ 7 F | oversighted about it, but my purpose is a very simple one. It is to 


get before the country authentic information as to the state of the law 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the s 3 “a ce ; : 
Ce an which the clainge | and decision and of litigation and controversy between the Northern 


what number of cases are now pending in his pagentaseas in which the claims . 7 : 
of one ame onmagesiant by the or, ee ate epeny, A by | Pacific Railway Company and a vast number of settlers in that region 
other companies w roads were not construc w n the time required by ° > wr ‘ 2 , ; ‘ » itj- 
the ting acts, And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company iy | of the world who are now controverting before the Department, liti 
now seeking a reversal of previeus decisions of the Department of the Interior | gating there for the purpose of trying to protect their settlements 
tavering estrement ee said pons Pacific Railroad Com- | against the Northern Pacific Railway Company. 
pany has at different times erent maps of general route for any portion lhe information that I seek has not been criticised as being irrele- 
sam thi try, > : ; ae : : 5 o “pies 
aawee tres Oe re, One S20, wnemner pane lands vant in any particular, and until that is done I do not see why the Sen- 
' 


have been withdrawn from settlement and entry along each of said lines asthe . . ; : : 
oomme wes changes, = ae —aae —— geiee ~ dente location of | ate should deny to me or to itself full opportunity for information upon 
the line of such portion of r and whether the partment of the Interior ca warg i , $< > , : a¢ ’ 
maintains or has maintained such withdrawals as an exclusion of the right of this Mors.’ important and very agit ated and very grave subject 4 and af 
settlement and entry prior to definite location. And, specifically, what are the the Senator from Kansas, the chairman of the conference committee, is 
decisions of his Depastavent span ery iy of So baaemy of bee on | not intending to push the consideration of that conference report upon 
second or su uent maps of general route, so , and of the validity of such : ; ie i ‘mati ai t irelv © 
indemnity withdrawalsas against settiement rights under the terms of the grant the Senate until this information — be obtained, I _ entirely con 
to said company. And whether said company is seeking the reversal of pre- tent to have this resolution go to the Committee on Public Lands for 
their investigation and their criticism and their expurgation of any im- 
} 


vious decisions of the Department upon said points. _ On : 
And he will further inform the Senate whether said Northern Pacitic Railroad proper matter that may be found init. But if the conference report is 
to come up this morning and to be acted upon and adopted, I think 


Comeane failed to definitely locate any portion of its road during the period 
within which, by the conditions of its charter, the road was required to be con- , 2 3 ; 
amin’, one wast the decisions af Eis Bapetaees ans: epon the point of the | that I have a right to have all the information that the public records 
egal right of a railroad company nitely locate a line of road after the thie o 7 ain i j 9 re i ats 
period when, by law, the entire road was required to have been completed. of this country contain in regard to it, and that there is no need atall, 
And whether the decision of Mr. Secretary Chandler upon this point has ever | 20F is if proper in any sense of the word, that any information bearing 
upon this subject should be hid out about it. I want it all to come 
into the light and come into the record, 
The Senator from Kansas mentions a bill that has been reported here 


been overruled by su uent a 7 vee eg decisions, or by the courts, and if 
not, whether the principle of said decision is appliedin the practice of the De- 

| this morning. The action upon that bill, I dare say, was taken yes- 

terday in committee. I received a very sudden summons to attend 


partment to the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the | 
resolution. i 
Mr, SANDERS. I move that the resolution be referred to the | the committee for some purpose of which I was unconscious. I did not 
Committee on Public Lands, | know what it was, and I did not attend because it was inconvenient 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator {rom Montana moves | for me to do so, but I discover now that the bill which it is supposed 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. will take the place of certain resolutions of instructions that I placed 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, every fact called for in the resolu- | in this record yesterday, which were laid upon the table and printed, 
tion is a matter of record in the Department of the Interior, and I | has been reported to the Senate. ‘This is a sudden movement, a very 
suppose it could be obtained otherwise than through a resolution. abrupt movement. 
There is no doubt about our having the right to the information that Mr. President, the Committee on Public Lands can not possibly 
is couched in or called for in the resolution. To-day, oras soon asthe | take any action upon any bill at this session of Congress, for the want 
Senator from Kansas chooses to call it up, there will come before the | of time, which would remedy the evils and difficulties that are sug- 
Senate a question upon a conference report as to lands of the Northern | gested in the instructions I had printed and laid on the table yesterday 
Pacific Railway Company, and the information that is here sought is | for the farther guidance of the conferees on the part of the Senate on 
of very great importance in respect to that decision. | this conference committee. After we have agreed to the conference 
Ido not know why any objection is made to the Senate being in- | report it will be too late to do anything at this session or any other 
formed by the Secretary of the Interior upon a question like this, I | session, in my judgment, to relieve against the difficulty. 
do not know of any reason why the Senate should either shut its eyes | Tam agood deal surprised that there should be this haste in two di- 
or its ears to the facts which are within its reach upon a question where | rections: one on the part of the Committee on Public Lands to get a 
such immense interests are hanging. | new scheme upon the record here and the other upon the part of the 
I can conceive of no argument that I could make in behalf of this | Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] to put a bushel over the candle 
resolution except that which is apparent upon the face of it. It isa! and prevent the light from coming out. 
mere resolution of inquiry, to get information. {n debating this mat-| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion of the 
ter I do not wish to get up here and make statements which may be | Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] to commit the resolution to the 
disputed by anybody. i desire, therefore, to have authentic informa- | Committee on Public Lands. 
tion from the Department of the Interior. If this objection had not Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, this resolution makes so many in 
been made yesterday, doubtless this information would have been now | quiries of the Secretary of the Interior that seem to me not to be rele- 
before the Senate. vant to the business in hand, so many inquiries which must consume 
I do not see any occasion for referring the resolution to the Commit- | considerable time in answering, that it has seemed to me proper that 
tee on Public Lands, and if the Senator from Montana persists in his | it should go to the Committee on Public Lands. I am entirely anx- 
motion, I shall have to ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to it. 


XXI——623 


ions myself and think the information would be usefnl to know— 
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ment in which the claims 
Railroad Company, or by 
within the time required 


What number of casesare now pentionia his De 
of settlers are antagonized by the Northern Pac’ 
other companies whose roads were not constructed 
by the granting acts. 

It will be seen that this involves an inquiry as to all the roads which 
were constructed after the period designated in the act making the 
graut to thecompanies. As to the propriety of inquiring by the Senate 
whether ‘‘said Northern Pacific Railroad Company is now seeking a 
reversal of previous decisions of the Department of the Interior favor- 
ing settlement claims,’’ perhaps opinions will differ. But further: 

And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company has at different times 
filed different maps of general route for on po of its line through the same 
part of the country, and if so, whether public lands have been withdrawn from 
settlement and entry along each of said lines asthe same was , oralong 
additional routes, prior to the definite location of the line of such portion of 
road, and whether the Department of the Interior maintains, or has maintained, 
such withdrawals as an exclusion of the right of settlement and entry, prior to 
definite location. 


It seems to me, in view of the fact that the Northern Pacific Railroad 
from Tacoma and Portland to Lake Superior has been definitely located, 
and that therefore whatever was done by way of preli 
has become functus officio so far as legislation is concerned, this is an in- 
guiry not material. It is five or six years, I think, since the line of 

e road was definitely located. Ofcourse all preliminary designations 
by way of where the line’of road would probably go, but which were 
simply put into the law for the purpose of enabling the Interior De- 
partment to withdraw the lands within 40 miles of the road on either 
side through the Territories for the purposes of liquidating the grant 
to that company, does not look to me like a material question, whatever 

hts the railroad company had to lands in place attached at the time 
of the definite location of the road. 

Again: 

And, specifically, what are the decisions of his Department upon the point 
of the legality of withdrawals on second or subsequent maps of general route, 
so filed, and of the validity of such indemnity withdrawals as against settle- 
ment rights under the terms of the grant to said company. 

This does not seem to me to be an inquiry of sufficient consequence 
to justify the trouble which the cuttin of this information would 
require. Furthermore, as I understand, decisions of the Interior 
De t upon these subjects are already in possession of the Sen- 
ate and of the public in aseries of volumes constituting the decisions 
of the Land Office, and are easily obtainable. 

The rest of the inquiry is also covered by public documents at the 
time the Northern Pacific Railroad Company definitely located its line 
from point to point, and is easily obtainable. 

I would not have objected to this resolution had I thought the in- 
formation that was asked in it material to any inquiry could have been 
obtained in time to be utilized upon the co tation of the conference 
report which I believe is now pending before the Senate. 

As to the other resolution which the Senator {rom Alabama has men- 
tioned parioustins, the committee of conference as to what they shall 

i additional legislation not heretofore having passed the 
now introduced in the form of instructions to the 


lic Lands, and without consideration by the Senate further 
mere matter of instruction to its committee of conference, are 
propositions of law intimated in it to which I think the Senator from 
Alabama upon fuller consideration will certainly disagree. i. 

I have desired at some day to examine these itions as to the 
ownership by the railroad companies of any mineral within their 
grants, and I am of the clear opinion that we do not need any relin- 
quishment by these corporations of the mineral lands; that they have 
no interest in them,and that that relinquishment would be as efficient 
if it included the District of Columbia as it does any mineral lands 
within the limits of their grant. However, that question does not 
arise here. 

I protest against the passage in this body, or in either branch of Con- 
gress, of any resolution or of any statute which hints or intimates the 
suggestion that any right or title of any kind or description to the 
mineral lands of the United States, except those ¥ mentioned, 
is now vested in any land-grant railroad of the United States since 
1862, which I believe was the first time that minerals were excluded 
from those ts. 

Now, without any to smother the information in this 
resolution required, but d 


esizing that the Senator from Alabama shall 
have all the light that can be thrown on this matter, and being 
i resolu- 


of the that all the information really involved in 
—— Sena 


in this matter has been at the suggestion 

[Mr. SanpERs]. He objected to my resolution yesterday, andit went 
ever, If we had passed this resolution many, Lane 
doubt we should now have had the information before the So 
I am not responsible for any delay that has occurred. Theobject seems 


now to have further delay for further reasons; that is, I suppose, to 
prevent the information from getting here in time to be useful in the 
discussion of this conterence committee’s report. : 

So far as the resolution can be answered by a reference to public 
documents, if there be such, the Secretary of the Interior will have a 
very light task in merely referring to the public documents which 
answer this or that or the other query in the resolution. But there 
are opinions and decisions, I am informed by the newspapers, upon the 
very vexed and very important question of the mineral lands belong- 
ing to or claimed by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company which 
the Secretary of the Interior has made rulings upon quite recently not 
found in any public documents. I want to get those rulings. 

The Senator referred to a question which was presented, and the in- 
structions I propose to offer at a proper time, if I have the opportunity 
to do it, in regard to these mineral Jands, and he took occasion to ex- 
press bis opinion that under the present state of the law that subject 
was all well enough settled, entirely shut down and fastened, so that 
it was hereafter immovable. But one of the difficulties in the case is 
that a — judge of the United States, Judge Sawyer, has decided 
against the Senator’s opinion. The Senator nods his assent. When 
such lights as the Senator from Montana and a circuit judge of the 
United States disagree about a thing of this kind, I think it is probable 
that it is our duty, when discussing this question and fixing up the 
state ot the law about this railroad company, to be very specific as to 
what we intend to enjoin upon the railway company. 

There is an inquiry and there is a controversy between the Senator 
from Montana and the judge of the United States circuit court, and 
there may possibly be a similar controversy between the Secretary of 
the Interior and the judge of the cirenit court. For aught I know 
the Secretary of the Interior has made some ruling about it, and it is 
for the Congress of the United States, in this very bill we are upon now, 
to save the people in their rights of property against this controversy. 

The Senator spoke also about the want of relevancy in one of the 
inquiries that I propose to make here about the definite location of the 
line of the road which carried with it a definite location of the land 
grant. Well, that is one of the propositions that will arise in the dis- 
cussion of this measure, and if I am correctly informed—I donot know 
whether I am or not—the line of this raflroad as it is constructed now 
is more than 100 miles distant from the place where it was originally 
located or where it was originally mapped, and marked on the ma 
as filed in the General Land , and upon that first and 
location, for there were two locations upon the great part of this line, 
withdrawals were made. 

Suppose a line to be 50 or 60 or 70 miles north of this capital, which 
is the center of an area of 100 miles wide for the withdrawal of public 
lands from the right of private entry by citizens. While that map is 
on file in the office and continues to be there as an evidence of the act 
of the y as to where it intends to build its road, a homestead 
settler comes th of this capital and makes his entry, and after 
awhile, and after ten years have ex , Within which road was 

be the company, without any previous authority, as I 
locates its line here on this line [indicating), 

and the withdrawal takes place as if that had been the loca- 
tion, and this poor man south of us, who had settled upon home- 
stead entry, is wiped out and driven off, and when such men and all 
such men within the area of this vast undulatory, oseci scheme 
of public plunder of the lands of the United States have at last seen a 
settling down upon a fixed line and fixed axis of movement, here are 
thousands and thousands of controverted cases pending in this Depart- 


ment. 
While we have this railroad company here I to have the 


contemplated 
amendment of the 


the principle that Tiss chal eno tae 
railroad in the United If 
these terms of 


ne 
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7 Com , in Congress and out of Congress, and in the Depart- 
—s inthe courts, for years and years, and out of which they 
ex and believe that they will at least double the enormous wealth 
that the United States has conferred on them. ; 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he says 
there is an instance where by _ swinging of ceigel — magecd ~ te sh 

ine designated by the preliminary map, or map of the p 3 

ia con ies of definite location, say 40, or 50, or 60, or 100 miles 
off that line, the effect under the law has been to exclude anybody 
from the land upon — he had settled prior to the time of the defi- 

i i the 
nie MORGAN. There is no instance in which that ought to be the 
effect, but 1 am informed that there are instances in which it has taken 
place, and the Northern Pacific Railroad is now pressing this demand 
upon those settlers. Now, I want to find from the Secretary of the In- 
terior whether it is or not. 

Mr. SANDERS. If that is the object of the Senator from Alabama, 
I will withdraw my motion, assuring him, however, that the law itself 
as originally passed guarded every conceivable circumstance of that 
kind so as to make the turning of anybody off his premises impossible. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, that is the Senator’s construction of it, but 
I think the Interior Department at various times has construed it dif- 


ferently. 

Mr. SAN DERS. The Supreme Court of the United States has passed 
upon it many times, and the Interior Department has uniformly inter- 
preted it that way. 

‘Mr. MORGAN. That may be. ; 

Mr. SANDERS. I am perfectly certain that not an instance can be 
found in the legal literature appertaining to the subject where it has 
been decided that because the line of this railroad was changed from 
the point where the intimated that it would gata be built to 
the point where it was finally built a citizen could be ejected from the 
public lands who had undertaken to enterthem. If there is any opin- 
ion of that kind extant I am as anxious to get at it as is the Senator 
from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam informed that there is, and I know the con- 
tro has been up all the time, and I want to settle it in this case. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ionly wanttosay onething. TheSenator from Ala- 
bama alluded, as he might very properly have done, to the fact that 
the Committee on Public Lands met yesterday afternoon and passed 
upon one branch of this subject, but I assure him there was not the 
slightest connection between his resolution and the action taken at that 
time. I did not know of the resolution the Senator had offered; I was 
not here at the time it was offered, and only knew by the recital of the 
Senator that he had offered the resolution. 

The Senator from Montana had been asking me for a long time, for 
more than a month, to get a meeting of the committee, in order that 
he might have that bill presented and considered. I suggested to some 
members of the committee that we could havea meeting in the morn- 
ing, but they said they preferred that it should be during the session 
of the Senate when, according to what might be transpiring they would 
not be needed here, because of the arrangement that had been made. 
I wish also to say that the connection, if there be any, between that 
and the subject now under consideration was entirely accidental. It 
was of course designed that the Senator from Alabama should be there, 
and I sent word for him, but there was another matter more pressing, 
according to the views of the committee; that is, the other bill which 
I reported this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to commit the resolution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I understood the Senator from Montana to with- 
draw his motion to refer. 

Mr. PLUMB. That motion was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Themotion to commit is withdrawn. 
The question recurs on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered yesterday by theSenator from Alabama [ Mr. MorG an } 
coming over to be considered in the morning hour, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the Senate on thedisagreeing votes 

of the two Houses be instructed to insist on the following esdditions to the 

to Senate bill 2781, to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for 

of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, 

by the majority of said committee to the Senate: 

nd of section 5 of said bill so reported the following - 

the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, under any law 

between the western border of Minnesota and a south and 


north line drawn by women in the State of Washington, shall be and re- 
fanin nuhject the mining awe a ited Sen, oe ae as o same are 
held by said railroad y, or by any under said company, 
‘whose claim dates within Sve ‘ Salers the approvalof thisact, and aid lana 
of any mineral deposits on 
as if the same werea of the public domain said Se Pacific Rail. 
v oO ¢ Rail- 

Company shall eae release to the United States its claims of every 
on any section or sections of land that contain minerals, except coal anil 
act, the Secretary of the Interior shal! 
set apart to said railroad company an equal number of 


Sections of sgricultaral or timber land, belonging to the blie domain, and 
not or occupied by a homestead settler, and being within 50 miles of 


Will the Senate agree to the motion 


i 
i 


i 





———— 
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the existing line of said railroad, which selections should be in lieu of and in 
full compensation for the mineral lands so released tothe United States. And 
the lands so released to the United States shall thereupon become a part of the 
public domain, subject to the lawful rights of any miner, or mining company, 
acquired, or hereafter to be acquired therein, or the lawful rights of any home- 


stead settler on said lands or any legal subdivision thereof, and that the confer- 
ees on the part of the Senate are turther to insist upon the following as a sec- 
tion to be added to said bill, with its proper number 

“Sec. —. That the right to alter and amend this act, and any act under which 
lands are granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, not inconsistent 
with the rights vested in said company under such acts of Congress, is hereby 
reserved and retained, and the further right is retained in Congress to hereafter 
declare a forfeiture of any lands heretofore granted to said railroad company 
for just cause. 

“And said conferees are further instructed to insist that the provisions of sec- 


tion 8 of the amendment reported by the conference committee, relating to the 


lands granted in aid of the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, shall apply 


to every land-grant railroad company in the United States whose railroad is 
not completed and in operation through the entire extent of ite line as the 
same was located on the maps of definite location, filed in the Department of 
the Interior, and approved by the proper officer according to law.’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not propose to press this reso- 
lution now. I merely offered it with a view of having it printed and 
laid upon the table, so that Senators might see it, and at the proper 
time, when it might be in order, I would call it up. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business ? 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LAIRD. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I give notice that on Thursday of next week, 
the 18th day of the present month, I will, at 4 o’clock, ask the Senate 
to consider the resolution received from the House of Representatives 
announcing the death of Hon. James Laird, a Representative from the 
State of Nebraska, that tributes of respect which are properly his due 
may be paid by the Senate. 





FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed now to the consider- 
ation of the conference report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on what is known as the land-grant forfeiture bill 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas to proceed to the consideration of the conference 
report on the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes, 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas if he will 
not allow this to go over until to-morrow to see if I can not get the 
information called for by the resolution I offered yesterday. 

Mr. PLUMB. You mean the resolution which has been up just 
now? 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution which has been passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. If I thought that could be had I should not object, 
but I am quite sure the information can not be had if the entire force 
of the office was at work upon it from now until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator misapprehends the scope of the resolu- 
tion. There are public documents, as 1 know, which indicate what the 
decisions are. ‘There is nothing to be added to them except the recent 
decisions of the Secretary of the Interior, so far as the writing is con- 
cerned, but the enumeration of the cases in controversy between the 
land-grant railroads which did not complete their lines within the time 
prescribed by their acts that are now pending. It isa matter of con- 
siderable importance, and if will require but a mere running over of 
the documents to ascertain what the number of cases may be. 

I wish to show the Senate, if I can get the information, that there 
is a vast number of these cases, and that by adopting what the Senator 
from Kansas in his report has recommended in regard to a railroad in 
Alabama, extending the provision over all the land-grant railroads in 
the country, we can compel these railroads to cease this litigation and 
give to this vast number of settlers their rights to their property. 
That is the point I am after, and I think I can get that information, 


and I will say to the Senator from Kansas that if he will nct press this - 


matter to-day, if I do not get the information by to-morrow I shall not 
then insist upon any further delay about it, although I might very well 
say that the land is here and is not going to run away, not going to get 
out of the way. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator has failed to note that there has already 
passed, and I think it has been signed by the President, a bill which 
I think will accomplish very much what he has in his mind, which 
authorizes railroad companies to select new lands, where settlers are 
on lands claimed by railroad companies; that is, enabling the railroad 
company toavoida controversy withsettlersand loss to itself. I haveno 
doubt that under the operation of that law the large majority of the cases 
of controversy betweecen the railroad companies and settlers within 
these various grants will be avoided. That bill was passed for that 
purpose. Now, let me call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the information which he has asked for is more comprehensive than 
he seems to suppose and can not possibly be had even in part for a long 
time to come. 

The Senator in his resolution asks “what number of cases are now 
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pending in the Department?’’ That of itself would require a search 
of every file of every township within the limits of these grants in five 
States. 

Mr. MORGAN, Not through all the files. Those are documents 
there. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, every single township and plat practically 
would have to be examined over all the vast area covered by these grants 
in five different States, and it not only relates to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, but to all other companies, and consequently it 
would relate to all the grants affected by this pending conference re- 
port. Then the suggestion as to what the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company was doing hy litigation could only be manifested by its ac- 
tions against the settlers by careful examination of the briefs on file and 
the ascertainment of the grounds upon which the companies were seek- 
ing to postpone or defeat the claims of settlers, 

Then, to ascertain whether the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
‘‘ filed different maps of a general route for any portion of its line,’’ 
would require another very exhaustive and very wide examination. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will say to the Senator that that is already mat- 
ter of record. What I want to get atis the transcripts or copies in the 
Department of maps they have there of which they have a number 
already printed of the locations. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then the question as to the decision of the Depart- 
ment upon these points—they have, of course, been made in different 
cases—more or less involves the general principle which may be at stake. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The leading decisions have not been published, so 
far as I am able to ascertain. . 

Mr. PLUMB. Then ‘‘and whether the said company is seeking the 
reversal of previous decisions of the Department upon said points,’’ 
would require another very exhaustive examination of a large number 
of cases, 

Then the succeeding paragraph requires him to give a legal written 
opinion as to the eftect of certain facts which might be elicited in re- 
sponse to the first paragraph. I am certain that no prudent Secretary 
of the Interior would want to answer that alone without a very great 
consideration of the question, and it might require him much longer 
to prepare it than it would for a judge of a court to prepare a decision 
after hearing argument. In this case there must be practically a de- 
cision before the argument. 

Tam sure I would not wish to interpose any objection thatwould 
cause delay if I thought that resolution would result in any good; but 
the Senator will bear in mind that this subject has been before the 
Senate for the last ten years at intervals. It has been exhaustively 
discussed at different times. Collateral branches of it have been dis- 
cussed and decided by the pa of different laws, notably the land- 
grant adjustment act of 1887 which provided or attempted to provide 
for every — contingency that could arise in the adjustment of 
grants, and gave to the Secretary of the Interior very large powers in 
the determination as to what the various companies affected by the 

of the law were entitled to. That law has been made the sub- 
ject of an opinion by the late Attorney-General, Mr. Garland, showing 
that the Department has been engaged in the operation and carrying 
out of that law. 

This is not a question that.arises simply as a naked question of for- 
feiture; and wiile isis true that the House of Re tatives did 
adopt, and the Senate conferees have yielded that much in conference, 
a provision to the effect that when lands are to be allotted to a certain 
railroad company in Alabama the Secretary of the Interior shall allot 
the company lands not occupied by settlers, giving it land which other- 
wise it would not be entitled to in order that it may go around 
rather than over the settlers, and also requiring allotments to meet 
the yas ye which the company has made in order that there may 

_be no conflict of title where the company assumes to convey what it 
probably had not the legal right to do, yet I believe these other ques- 
tions involving forfeitures are substantially met by a and by 
the provisions applicable thereto which, while a little different in re- 

to the Mobile and Girard Railroad ants have very much the 
same effect; but on the other hand that prov 
House of Re tatives and the Senate conferees accepted it. 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is mistaken about the House having 


putthatin. . 

Mr. PLUMB. They put in the main part and it was modified in 
conference. ‘ 

Mr. MORGAN. The main substance was inserted by the conference 


committee. Neither House has passed upon it. 
— PLUMB. I think the Senator is entirely mistaken in regard to 
that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think not. 

Mr. PLUMB. The House dealt with the subject and marked out 
the line and the conferees simply agreed to certain modifications of it. 

Now what the Senator proposes in the other resolution is to instruct 
the conferees to do something which has not heretofore been considered 
by either House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon the motion to cantead the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference? 


on was putin by the | of said 


Mr. MORGAN. I merely asked a question of the Senator from 
Kansas. I was not making a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Alabama to object to the consideration of the report. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I merely made the request of the Senator to 
consent that the report might go over until to-morrow at the close of 
morning business and I hope he will consent to that, because I believe 
I can get the substantial parts of this reply before the Senate in an 
authentic way by that time. I see there is going to be a controversy 
here about the existing state of facts, and I want to be on the safe side 
of what I have to say about it by getting the authentic statement from 
the Department, That is all I want. i have information enough and 
plenty to answer my purpose, but I want it in such shape that nobody 
will deny it if I can get it, and inasmuch as I observed awhile ago the 
land is not going to run away and the country is not going to suffer in 
a day, I hope the Senator will not object, inasmuch as the Senator from 
Montana cut me off yesterday by his objection from getting the in- 
formation in answer to the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am acting under instructions of the committee and 
under the ae of a general disposition to have this matter dis- 
posed of, and having been commented upon unfavorably to some extent 
because I have allowed it to go over so often and so long to meet the 
wishes of persons whose interests or desires in to the matter 
were adverse to the general tenor of the bill, I feel under the circum- 
stances I ought not to do it, although I can say very frankly to the 
Senator that I believe if the information or any portion of it could be 
had by to-morrow I would strain a point to yield, but I feel certain 
we can not get the information in season, as the resolution will hardly 
get to the Department before the close of business to-day, and I think 
I am sufficiently familiar with the operation of matters in the Depart- 
ment to say with perfect confidence that the information can not be had 
to-morrow, or next day, or next week. . 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Kansas will let the report go 
over until to-morrow. The Senator from Alabama thinks he can get 
the information by that time, and no great injury can result by one 
day’sdelay. Itoccurs to me that there will be ample time to consider 
it, and I think it is proper that it ought to go over until that time. I 
move to ne the consideration of it until to-morrow. 

The P DENT pro The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the further consideration of the report of the committee of con- 
ference be postponed until to-morrow. The question is on that mo- 
tion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the report of the committee of conference ? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Kansas yicld to me fora mo- 
ment to make an announcement? Ifso, I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. . 

Mr. GRAY. This conference report is now before the Senate, and 
I believe there are some other matters of considerable importance that 
are to be brought before the Senate within the next day or two, but 
I desire to give notice now that at some convenient opportunity I 
shall take the sense of the Senate as to whether the bill reported from 
the Naval Committee, and which has been debated on the floor here 
for several days, known as the revenue-marine transfer bill, shall be 
taken 7 
The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The report of the committee of 
conference has been printed in the RecorpD, but_has not been read. 
The Chief Clerk will proceed with the reading of the report, if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands hereto- 
fore granted for the purpose felts in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes, ha’ after and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recom to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to said bill, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Strike outall 
amendment and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“That there is hereby forfeited to the United Staies,and the United States 


hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands granted to any State or to 


any to aid in the construction ofa railroad opposite to and contermi- 
nous with the portion of any such railroad not now completed and in opera- 
tion, for the construction or benefit of which such lands were ; and all 
such lands are declared to be a part of the public domain: That this 


act shall not be construed as cen eee of way or station grounds of 
w seve Cate of hn pocenen of thinest, sve actns! 


settiers in good on an. the lands hereb ted and are otherwise 
ualified erraking 40ecitien on etd lands ender the betnesteed low within 
ax men the of this act, shall be entitled to a preference 
to enter the same the provisions of the bomestead law and this act, and 
shall be as actual settlers from the date of actual settlement or 
occupation; and any who bas not heretofore had the benefit of the 
or law, or who has failed from an: aanep 3 pe Se 
title to a tract of heretofore entered by him under of laws, may 
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States, under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State or corpo- 
ration to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed prior to January 
1, 1888, or where persons may have settled said lands with bona fide intent to 
secure title thereto by purchase from the State or = when earned by 
compliance with the conditions or requirements of the granting acts of Con- 
gress, they shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United States, in 
quantities not exceeding 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate of $1.25 
per acre, at any time within two years from the passage of this act, and on 
making said payment to receive patents therefor, and where any such person 
in actual possession of any such lands and having improved the same prior to 
the Ist day of January, 1890, under deed, written contract, or license as afore- 
said, or his assignor, has made partial or full payments to said railroad com- 
pany prior to said date, on account of the purchase price of said lands from it, 
sroof of the amount of such payments he shall be entitled to have the same, 
e extent and amount of $1.25 per acre, if s0 much has been paid, and not 
more, credited to him on account of and as part of the purchase price herein 
provided to be d the United States for said lands, or such persons may elect 
to abandon their purchasesand make claim on said lands under the homestead 
law and as provided in the preceding section of this act: Provided, Thatin all 
cases where parties, persons, or corporations, with the permission of such Stare 
or corporation, or its assignees, are in the possession of and have made improve- 
ments upon any of the lands hereby resumed and restored, and are notentitled 
to enter the same under the provisions of this act, such parties, persons, or cor- 
porations shall have six months in which to remove any growing crop, and 
within which time they shall also be entitled to remove all buildings and other 
movable improvements from said lands: Provided further, That the provisions 
of this section shall not apply to any lands situate in the State of lowa on which 
any person in good faith has made or asserted the right to make a pre-emption 
or homestead settlement: And provided further, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed as limiting the rights granted to purchasers or settlers 
by ‘An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to 
aid in the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1887, or as repealing, altering, or 
amending said act, nor as in any manner affecting any cause of action existing 
in favor of any purchaser against his grantor for breach of any covenants of 
title. 

“Sec. 4. That section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act for a grant of lands to the 
State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the construction’ of a railroad in 
said State,’ approved May 17, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act ex- 
tending the time for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the States 
of Minnesota and lowa, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1865, and 
also section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act making an additional grantof lands to 
the State of Minnesota in alternate sections to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in said State,’ approved July 4, 1866, so far as said sections are applicable 
to lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and thesame 
are hereby, repealed; and so much of the provisions of section 4 of an act ap- 
proved June 2, 1864, and entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “Anact mak- 
ing a grant of lands to the State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State,’’’ approved May 15, 1856, be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed so far as they require the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to reserve any lands but the odd sections within the primary or 6 miles 
granted limits of the roads mentioned in said act of June 2, 18°4, or the act of 
which the same is amendatory. 

‘Spc. 5. That if it shall be found that any lands heretofore granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and 
restored tothe public domain lie north of the line known as the * Harrison 
line,’ being a line drawn from Wallula, Wash., easterly to the southeast corner 
of the northeast one-fourth of the southeast quarter of section 27, in township 
7 north, of mane 37 east, of the Willamette meridian, ail persons who had ac- 
quired in aith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to any 
portion of said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or whoat said date were in possession 
of any portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under 
written contract with said company, executed in good faith, or their heirs or 
assigns, as the case may be, shall be entitled to purchase the lands so acquired, 
possessed, or improved, from the United States, at any time prior to the ex- 
piration of one vear after it shall be finally determined that such lands are re- 
stored to the public domain by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 per 
acre, and to receive patents therefor upon proof before the proper land office 
of the fact of such acquisition, possession, or improvement, and payment there- 
for, without limitation as to quantity: Provided, That the rights of way and 
riparian rights heretofore attempted to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in 
the State of Oregon, by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the Central 
Trust Company of New York, by deed of conveyance dated August 8, 1886, and 
which are described as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being 25 feet on 
each side of the center line of a weber pene line, as the same is staked ont and 
located or as it shall be hereafter finally located according to the ptovisions of 
an act of the slative Assembly of the State of Oregon, approved Novem- 
ber 25, 1885, providing for the means to supply the city of Portland with an abund- 
ance of good, pure, and wholesome water over and across the following-de 
scribed tracts of land: Sections 19 and 31 in township 1 south, of range 6 east; 
sections 25, 31, 33,and 35, in township 1 south, of range 5 east; sections 3 and 5 
in township 2 south, of range 5 east; section 1 in township 2 south, of range 4 
east; sections 23, 25, and 35 in township 1 south, of range 4 east, of the Willa- 
mette meridian, in the State of n, forfeited by this act, are hereby con- 
firmed unto the said city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, its successors aud 
assigns forever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore-described strip of 
land, overand across the above-described sections for the purpose of construct- 
ing, maintaining,and repairing a water-pipe line aforesaid. 

“Sec, 6. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shal! 
by reason of such forfeiture inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to 
which lands ae ee been granted by Congress, except as herein otherwise 
provided ; nor li this act be construed to enlarge the area of land originally 
covered by any such t, or to confer any right upon any State, corporation, 
or person to lands which were excepted from such grant. hor shall the moiet 
of the lands granted to any railroad company on account of a main and mimanek 
line appertaining to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within the con- 
flicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when but one of 
such lines has been completed, inure by virtue of the forfeiture hereby declared, 
to the benefit of the completed line. 

“Sec. 7, That in all cases where Jands included in a grant of land to the State 
of Mississippi, for eye of aiding in the construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known as the Gult and Ship Island 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold 7 the officers of the United States for cash, 
or with the allowance or approval of such officers have entered in good faith 
under the pre-emption or laws, or upon which there were bona fide 
pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 1890, arising or as- 
serted by actual occupation of the land under color of the laws of the United 
States, the right and title of the ms holding or claiming any such lands 
under such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and persons claiming the 

ht to enter as aforesaid ney perfect their entry under the law. And on con- 
dition that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company within ninety days from 
the passage of this act shall, by resolution of its board of directors, duly accept 
the provisions of the same, and file with the Secretary of the Interior a valid 
relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, and claim in and to 
all such lands as have been sold, entered, or claimed. as aforesaid, then the for- 


on 
tot 
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feiture declared in the first section of this act shall not apply to or in any wise 
affect so much and such parts of sxid grant of lands to the State of Mississippi 
as lie south of a line drawn eastand west through the point where the Gulf and 
Ship Island Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeastern Railroad in 
said State, until one year after the passace of this act. And there may be se 
lected and certified to or in behalf of said company lands in lieu of those here 
inbefore required to be surrendered, to be taken within the indemnity limits of 


the original grant north of said Line nearest to such part of the line as may be 
constructed at the date of selection. 
“Sec, 8. That the Mobile and Girard Railroad ¢ ‘ompany, of Alabama, shall be 


entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its road from 
Girard to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior in 
making settlement and certifying to or for the benetit of said company the lands 
earned thereby shall include therein all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise 
disposed of by said company, not to exceed the total amount earned by said 
company as aforesaid. 


And the title of the purchasers to all such lands are 
hereby confirmed so faras the United States are concerned. 

** But such settlement and certification sha}! not include any lands upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of Jan 
uary, 1890, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of 
the laws of the United States. 

“The right hereby given to the said railroad company is on the condition that 


it shall within ninety daysfrom the passage of this act, by resolution of its board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, titl 
and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of its grant, as have lrere 
tofore been sold by the officers of the United States, for cash, where the Gov 
ernment still retains the purchase-money, or with the allowance or approval of 
such officers have been entered in good faith under the pre-emption or home 
stead laws, or as are claimed, under the homestead or pre-emption laws a 
aforesaid, and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such 
lands under such sales or entries, are hereby confirmed, and all such claims 
under the pre-emption or homestead laws, may be perfected as provided by 
law. Said company to have the right to select other lands, as near as vracti 
cable to constructed road and within indemnity limits in lieu of the 
relinquished. And the title of the United States is hereby relinquished, in favo 
of all persons holding under any sales by the local land officers, of the lands 
the granted limits of the Alabanfa and Florida Railroad grant, where the United 
States still retains the purchase-money, but without liability on the part of the 
United States,”’ 


lands so 


Pr. B. PLUMB 

J. N. DOLPH 
Vanagers i the part of the Senate. 

lL. E, PAYSON, 

Ec. J. TURNER, 
Managers on the partof the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro le mpol 
of the committee of conference ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, | supposed that we would have had 
the benefit of an explanation of thisreport by the chairman of the com 
mittee, but it seems to be destined to pass sub silentio. I know that there 
is involved in this billa very important public question, a question that 
includes many millions of acres of land and the homestead rights ot! 
many honest and innocent people and the question whether or not we 
shall permit all the mines that have been located upon railroad land 
grants in the whole extent of their lines from the western border of 
Minnesota to the State of Washington to pass into the hands and owner 
ship of one railroad company or whether they shall remain in the 
hands of the miners who have developed the mines under the invita 
tion and sanction of the laws of the United States. 

This is a very important measure; and I regret that the Senate is 
too weary to give to it the attention it deserves. It has been treated 
as an important matter by many persons who interest themselves in 
it about Washington City. It is a measure that contains some very 
peculiar features, more than any bill that ever passed through this 
body since I have been here. It professes, on its face, to he a land- 
forfeiture bill, but the fact is that it is a bill to divide out land that 
we ostensibly forfeit into the hands of persons who happen to be 
favorites. This is a bill, Mr. President, to confirm the title to lands 
that are liable to forfeiture, rather than a bill to forfeit lands, It 
makes no difference what title it wears or what disguise it passes under 
that is the effect of the bill, and of course the effect of it must indi 
cate what its purpose is. 

The Senator from Kansas [{ Mr. PLUMB] said that this subject had 


Will the Senate agree to the report 


been under consideration in the Senate for many years. Some parts o! 
this subject have been so under consideration. Others are entirely 
fresh, new inventions, intended to meet very recent occurrences, thing 
that have but a moment since, we may say, sprung into existence. 


The main proposition of forfeiting the public lands which have been 
granted to land-grant railways, in one general omnibus bill, has been 
frequently brought to the attention of the Senate, and it has as fre 
quently been deteated, for neither House of Congress seemed to be will 


ing to trust itself with the adjustment under one general system ot 
laws of all of the varying and conflicting questions that ari inder 
each and all of these different land grants. 

Whenever we have had any success in reclaiming lands that were 


open to forfeiture in consequence of the fact that the 
nies had not complied with the terms of the grant, we have treated 
them in separate bills. We have had some success, not very marked 
and not very important, perhaps, in that directiov. The Atlanticand 
Pacific Railway Company is one of the instances; the Texas and Pacific 
Railway Company is another; and the Southern Pacitic Railway Com 
pany is another; and some minor roads, some in Michigan and else 
where, that we have arranged under separate acts of forfeiture, so as to 
adjust and accommodate our action in the matter to the peculiar cir- 
cumstances of each case. But we never yet have found a case that did 
not differ from every other case in some most essential particulars 
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The ambitious project of trying to unite in one bill a forfeiture of 
all the unearned lands, as they are called, of every land-grant railroad 
company in the United States that is not now completed and in oper- 
ation according to the terms of this bill is one that is extremely broad, 
extremely dangerous, and is liable, in its application to various roads, 
to work the most serious injustice. 

Of course when as broad a proposition as that is brought forward, 
the great leading railways of the country are here to see what effect 
this general law is going to have upon their particular interest, and 
one after another they shape their demands for exemption and for dif- 
ferent peculiar descriptions of legislation, and they press them, and 
they have power enough to press them into the bill. By the time half 
a dozen railroads get into the bills in this way we may say that the 
subject has been pretty well log-rolled, and by the time we have got 
done with the indorsement of these log-rolling schemes we have com- 
mitted the Congress of the United States to a series of bargains gotten 
up between these railroad companies by which they consent that the 
main bill may pass with a flourish of banners and trumpets, they hay- 
ing gotten out of it a!l they want and put it into their pockets, they 
having secured such legislation as exempts them from its ae 
or else such legislation as confirms to them all the doubtful and dis- 
putable rights for which they have been contending. That is this bill. 

This bill consists of two parts. The first part is found in section 1. 
That part of it proposes to be a forfeiture bill. All the remainder of 
the sectionsof this bill except one relate to different separate railioads, 
different separate enterprises, and proceed to provide either to exempt 
them from the operation of the forfeiture part of the bill, or else, un- 
der the operation of the forfeiture feature of it, to secure to them cer- 
tain peculiar advantages and rights which they could not secure if the 
law was administered to them in the same way that it is to everybody 
else. And when we have wound up with this scheme, when we have 
come to account for what we have done, it can scarcely be said that 
there is any land that has been forfeited to the United States Govern- 
ment in consequence of the failure of the railroads to comply with the 
terms of their original grants, The most I think that can be said is 
that a few small railroads that have interested friends enough in the 
Houses of Congress to stand up for them and hold up their hands are 
to be crucified, destroyed, for the sake of glossing and varnishing over 
this false pretense of a general forfeiture. 

Now, keeping these two grand divisions of the bill in mind, that 
the one is for forfeiture and the other is for restoration, that the one is 
to take the lands away from the railroads, and the other sections are 
to give them back to them under certain new conditions, my first point 
of objection to the bill is that the conference committee have succeeded 
in making upon its face the first section of it thoroughly and completely 
unconstitutional. 

I know, Mr. President, that it is in vain that I should in this tri- 
bunal present a question of constitutional law in connection with any 
measure at all that anybody desires to pass. One puts himself in reach 
of ridiculous remark and criticism whenever he ventures to do so. It 
is a pity that we can not have an opportunity to have convenient and 
cheap access to the courts of the United States to test these questions 
in a broad and general way, but that we are forced to our leg- 
islation upon this topic in such a form as to expose the people who are 
claiming and owning these large areas of land to vast expenditures and 
great trouble in the litigation of their rights. 

Now, suppose the Government of the United States has made a grant 
of land to a university for the purposes of education, and has issued a 
patent for the land, and that it turns out that the university from some 
misfortune or other, the loss of its buildings by fire or otherwise, has 


' not been able to keep up, consecutively and continuously, schools there, 


- 


but the purpose was indicated in the grant at the outset that that in- 
dustry should be continuously maintained for the promotion of public 
education. Then suppose a law was passed in these words: ‘‘ That there 
is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States hereby 
resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to said university 
to aid in the education of the people, and the lands when resumed shall 
be relegated to the — domain, and thereafter shall be of 
as public land.”’ at would we say about an act of that kind? No 
condition is mentioned in the grant; nothing is said about the breach or 
a condition; no predicate is fixed in the statute upon which this law is 
to take effect; but it isan out and out forfeiture of all the lands granted 
to universities by the United States Government, provided are not 
earning lands by having regular annual and continuous sessions of their 
colleges. Could any one say that Congress could thus summarily re- 
sume title to those lands? 

The first section of this bill as reported by the conference commi 
is as follows: 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States hereby 
resumes the title thereto, all lands aaa ae to any State or to any 
wi wee a — such ae ae Souter ae 
theconstruction or benefit of which such lands were granted, 

That part of that section of this bil) relates not to grants upon a con- 
dition-precedent or a condition-subsequent; it does not mention land 
grants that are connected in any way at all with any condition; it men- 
tions only the grants that are perfect and complete in their nature, their 
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character, in the muniments that have been provided for conveying the 
property to the grantee. All of these grants, no matter whether they 
were made upon condition or not upon condition, if they were made 
to a railroad which has not been completed, whether according to the 
terms of the grant or not makes no difference, the Jand is forfeited to 
the United States Government, title thereto is resumed, and it is placed 
in the public domain. 

I do not know that I should be capable if I were to sit at my desk 
and write for a day to draw a bill that was more flagrantly in viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States than that. Look at the 
language of it: 

There is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States hereby 
resumes title thereto. 

Hbwcan the United States Government resume title to land otherwise 
than in acase where title has been conveyed? Whatis the use of talking 
about resuming title when no title has passed or why do we expect tobe 
able with our legislative powers to resume a title after it has passed? 
Who can do that? I know the Congress of the United States imagines 
that it can do anything, but there are some things that it is forbidden 
in the Constitution to do, and one of these is to take the title of any 
land away from any man without a trial and according to due process 
of law. The Government of the United States can not resume title to 
land that has been granted in fee-simple to me unless it can show that 
there has been some breach of a condition. But this bill does not de- 
pend upon any condition; it is a mere fiat. What lands are resumed? 

All lands heretofore granted to any State or to any corporation to aid in the 
construction of a railroad ite to and conterminous with the portion of any 
such railroad not now completed. 

The latter branch of the definition, of course, merely relates to the 
area, to show how much of it is included within this forfeiting pro- 
vision. To what land does it apply? Lands heretofore granted to 
any State or to any railroad company “for the construction or benefit 
of which such lands were granted.’’ ‘‘ Lands which have been 
granted,’’ says a lawyer to the court. ‘‘ What do you mean by that, 


sir?’’? ‘IT mean that under an act of Congress a grant has been 
made,’’ ‘Do you mean an imperfect grant?’’ ‘No, sir; I mean a 
grant.’’ ‘‘Do you mean a grant upon condition?’ ‘‘ No, sir; that 


is not in the bill; I mean a grant.’’ ‘Do you mean agrant that is 
open to forfeiture?” ‘* No, sir; I do not mean that; it is not sostated 
in the law.’’ ‘*What do you mean?’ ‘‘I mean Jands that have been 
ted tothe tee.’”’ What isthe meaning of the term ‘‘ granted ’’ 
alaw? It means all that the human mind can comprehend in re- 
gard to the passage of title from the Government to the purchaser or 
anybody else or from one to another. Lands that have been 
granted can not be resumed unless there is a condition annexed to the 
grant of which the Government of the United States may avail itself. 
There are two phrases contained, then, in this proposed act of Con- 
gress which condemn it to death in the j t of every constitu- 
tional lawyer in the United States, I think. It proceeds then: 
And all such lands are declared to be a part of the public domain. 
You do not repeal the grant—you let it stand—if you had the power 


to repeal it. You do not proceed according todue process of law to re- 
cover the land or anything like that; neither do you make it necessary 


for the A -General or anybody else to proceed in that way. You 
merely take of it by the power of legislative authority and drag 
it out of the power and and ownership of the party to whom 


ic ianbesn gouebehaalbaioteel, when thetilichouianl, and 
resume title to it as well as ion. A more arbitrary effort 
that, Mr. President, to interfere with and take private property back 
into the ownerskip of the Government of the United States and to give 
it to somebody else never found its way into any legislative assembly 
in the form of a bill or a conference report before. 

Now, I wish to ize this particularly, and I want to make some 
inquiries about it, if there is anybody here to ask a question of. There 
body here, and I do not expect anybody to be here until a vote is 
taken on this question; and then Senators will come in, of course, and 

penne Sak, Se eee wee 

exposed and the wrong that it i — 
States has been thoroughly ventilated. £ 
the 


by the Senate, contained as a qualifi- 
read, and I will_read the two provis- 
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tion of title to the lands that had been granted to the railroad compa- 
nies, was power that was being exercised under the bill as it was passed 
- by the Senate only in reference to those land grants where there had 
been a condition upon which a forfeiture could take place and in re- 
spect of which a forfeiture could be declared. 

Now, sir, lands that can be earned or may be earned are not lands 
that have been unconditionally granted. 
that before this honorable body. 


I think I need not illustrate 
If lands are to be earned they can 
not be lands that have been granted, for when lands are granted the 
title passes, whether earned or unearned. t 
was put in the bill as it passed the Senate, ex industria, to show that 
the exercise of power on the part of Congress to declare a forfeiture of 
these lands granted to railway companies depended upon the other 
question, whether or not they had been earned, and that they could 
not be earned except by 2 compliance with conditions in the statute 
which would justify a forfeiture in case they were not earned, or to the 
In other words, that the act, as it 

the Senate, applied on its face and in its terms and in its pur- 
alone to those land grants which had been made upon a condition- 


So that qualifying phrase 


extent that they were not earned. 


Now, why do the conference committee strike out all of that, and 
why do they declare that this land grant shall apply to iands that have 
been granted without condition and without reference to condition? 
Is there any answer to it? Wesee that the courts, when they come to 
construe this act, will ask themselves the question, ‘‘ How was this 
‘* What is the meaning of it?”’ 
Congressof the United States intend to apply this broad language, which 
plies to a positive, definite, fixed, and completed grant, only to lands 

t were granted upon condition-subsequent? ’’ 
be the meaning, because that provision was in the Senate bill, and it 
was stricken out, and the Senate, with the knowledge of its having 
been stricken out, enacted the law in the form in which we find it; and 
therefore we are driven to the conclusion that the meaning and purpose 
of the Senate could only be that it was to apply to all lands granted to 
railroad companies, whether upon any condition or not upon condition.’’ 
So this honorable committee, for a purpose which influenced their 
judgment, which is not exactly insoluble either, have made a report 

ere which if it is confirmed will commit the Senate of the United 
States to the most unconstitutional act that it has ever passed. There 
never was so plain a committal of the Senate of the United States to a 
roposition that is absolutely and absurdly unconstitutional. I might 
ust as well vote for a law here to take a section, or half-section, or 
quarter-section of public land that my friend from Missouri holds a 
tent to, without assigning any reason for it, as to vote for this bill 
the shape the conference committee has sent it back to us. 
Mr. President, there isa history connected with this business. There 
are certain persons who have been furious, rampant, raging to get rail- 
road land in their hand as a gift from the Government of the United 
States, and they have had a good deal of influence in the other House 
In all of the grants that were made 
under the acts of 1856 there was contained a provision that 120 sec- 
tions of land were given to the States absolutely and without condi- 
tion. Various efforts have been made to bring those 120 sections of 
land granted to several different States for the benefit of railroad com- 
panies within the influence of the other clauses of those laws which 
subjected these lands to forfeiture if the roads were not completed 
Ten years was the general time. 
e to the Supreme Court time and time again and the Supreme Court 
ve decided that as to the 120 sections of land the grant was absolute 
and without condition. 
In the face of that, these men, who find a portion of a road still in- 
complete, desire to forfeit these granted lands so that they may get pos- 
session of them, may get the right of homestead entry upon them; and 
they insist that this honorable committee shall make their bill broad 
enough to include all the lands granted toa railroad company, whether 
those lands were granted upon acondition-subsequent or not; and they 
have succeeded in doing it. 
Now, I am not going to give my vote to a measure of that kind. 
I can not say to the people of the United States and of 
my own State that after the Congress of the United States has granted 
one hundred and twenty different sections on every railroad mentioned 
in the acts of 1856—there were several of them to the State of Alabama— 
in absolute right as a stimulus for the building of railroads, that after 
Congress has made that gift Congress has the right now to declare that 
the gift was void and take the lands back. 
The language of this section of the committee's bill is very apt. It 
to reach what the committee design 

that ‘‘the United States hereby resumes the title.’’ 
of such a statement as that in a public act, that a Govern- 
ment should disgrace itself by resuming a title that it had conveyed, 
unless there was some forfeiture or some frand—some great and vil- 
lainous ontrage which justified such a strong measure as that? It re- 
sumes title to— 


All lands heretofore granted to any State or to any corporation to aid in the 


construction ofa railroad o; te toand ter i 
— conterminous with the portion ofany 


not now comp 


act originally framed ?”’ 


No; that could not 


and in this a good deal of power. 


within a fixed time. The cases have 


can not do it. 


appears to be entirely 


- Then it goes on, after the land and title are resumed and the land 
1s recovered in this way by act of Congress, to relegate it to the public 
domain and parcel it out among the favorites under this bill. 

hey profess to give it to the people, but very few people will get 
any of it, and a large part of the number are speculators and sharks. 

Mr. President, I am very much gratified, I will say to my friends on 
this side of the Chamber, that neither of the Democrats on the confer- 
ence committee signed this report. Iam very much gratified, and if 
we have any respect for the Constitution of the United States, which 
we are charged with being friendly to, I think it is about time we had 
exhibited it se far as our votes at least are concerned in sending this 
bill back to the committee and saying to them if they want to forfeit 
any lands they must not forfeit the lands that have been absolutely 
and unconditionally granted to anybody, but they must take those that 
were upon a condition-subsequent, where the conditions have not been 
complied with. That is what is meant by “lands forfeited.’’ It was 
either meant to make this bill so shockingly and absurdly unconstitu- 
tional that no language could give effect to the first section of it, and 
thereby defeat the forfeiture of any land at all, or else it was in pursu- 
ance of the hope that men would be found who would submit to it 
rather than litigate it and question our power to pass such a law. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama a ques- 
tion for information. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. He speaks about this conference report conveying and 
passing title to certain persons. Is that done by the terms of the re- 
port? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill read the language to the Senator, and he can 
see. 

Mr. VEST. I have not read it, and I should like to know for infor- 
mation. It is very extraordinary. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator will read it. I will read it to 
the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I should like to hear it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It provides: 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 


hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or to 
any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad 


What lands ?— 


opposite to and conterminous with the portion of any such railroad not now 
completed and in operation, for the construction or benetit of which such lands 
were granted. 


Mr. VEST. But that was not the point, if the Senator will permit 
me. He used the expression that the United States had resumed its 
title, which I could very well understand if there was a failure of con- 
dition that had been legislatively created. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator hear these words, that ‘the 
United States hereby resumes the title?’’ 

Mr. VEST. Iunderstand that, but that is not the point. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama used an expression which struck me as indicating 
a peculiar state of facts, and then he said they granted these lands to 
their favorites. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly; they have done so in subsequent sec- 
tions. 

Mr. VEST. That is the point. Iasked him if the persons whom he 
denominates favorites are specified in this proposed legislation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly; here are five sections containing these 
arrangements. They are specified by classes. 

Mr. VEST. This bill undertakes to pass upon their title? 

Mr. MORGAN. I[tdoes. It takes land and relegates it to the pub- 
lic domain and then disposes of it. The same bill disposes of the whole 
of it. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask the Senator from Alabama how it disposes of 
it. Does it give it tothe settler who may be residing on it? Is that 
what he means? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, notalways. In some cases it is given to the 
settler; in others to purchasers at tax collectors’ sales; in others to 
railroads; and in the case of the Northern Pacific, if I understand 
what this bill means and its necessary construction, it gives them an 
enormous amount of land and confirms the title to it by the necessary 
construction; and it gives them every mine on every section of land 
that was granted to them, no matter when it was earned, unless it was 
known to be such at the date of the grant. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator be kind enough to eall particu- 
lar-attention to that clause of the bill which he thinks has that effect, 
because I have never been able to so understand it ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will do so presently. 

Mr. VEST. That is the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is a good deal of history about that. I am 
going to go through with it. 

For the purpose of illustrating my argument completely, I will take 
one road that I know about personally, a railroad in Alabama, and I 
will give a little of its history very rapidly, sothat the Senate will un- 
derstand this question. I give it merely for the purpose of making 
pertinent the criticism that I make upon this bill. 
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There is a little railroad, 42 miles, which was projected many years 
ago in Alabama to connect the waters of the Tennessee River at Gun- 
tersville with the waters of the Coosa River at Gadsden, or in that vi- 
cinity. Hon. Mr. Wyeth, afterwards one of our circuit judges and one 
of the most honorable and excellent gentlemen who ever lived in that 
State, took the matter in hand and undertook to build the railroad. 

The State of Alabama accepted the grant from the Federal Govern- 
ment under the act of 1856, which [ shall call attention to presently 
more particularly, and chartered this railroad company. It had al- 
ready chartered it before the actof Congress was passed, along with quite 
a number of others, and granted to this railroad company certain funds 
to aid in the construction of the road out of its own treasury. Cer- 
tain fands had been given to the State, called the 2 and 3 per cent. 
fund, arising out of the proceeds of the sales of the public lan¢s. 
The State of Alabama took them and granted them to this road, tak- 
ing a mortgage, however, for the return of the money after so many 
years. 

This railroad compiny proceeded to locate and build its road, One 
handred and twenty sections of that land, which covered two-thirds 
at least of the entire line of the road, were set apart in that act, as in 
every other act of the same class, and. given to the State of Alabama 
tor the benefit of this road, an absolute and unconditional grant. The 
nature of that grant I will explain by referring to some decisions pres- 
ently to show how absolute and how perfect it was, how far it was be- 
yond the control of the legislation of the State, or of Congress, or of 
any court of the country. It was an absolute grant. 

Judge Wyeth proceeded to sell some of these lands, the 120 sections, 
to settlers, and sold them at very low prices in order to induce set- 
tlement along the railroad across the top of Sand Mountain, for Sand 
Mountain divided the Tennessee from the Coosa, and the railroad was 
intended to span this mountain, 42 miles, and connect these two great 
rivers. At this session of Congress we made an appropriation of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars for clearing out the Coosa River, and we 
know what the Tennessee River is without any further explanation. 
So the point of connection between the two rivers had always been re- 
garded in the State of Alabama and in the United States, too, as one 
of the most important that could possibly be made. It connects the 
water navigation of the Gulf of Mexico with Lake Michigan, the Ten- 
nessee, and the Mississippi, and all o! this vast internal water system. 
So that was a very important road. 

Judge Wyeth, however, had said to the men to whom he sold these 
lands, ‘‘ Go and settle upon them; I will give you bond for title, and 
after this railroad is built I willask you for the money.’’ They went 
on, knowing the man, and made their improvements upon parts of the 
120 sections, and Judge Wyeth and his company went on to build the 
road, . They graded it except the slopes of the mountain rising and 
going down. ‘They had it all graded. They had money enough in 
hand to complete the grading and the work had progressed very rap- 
idly. They cross-ties along the line of the road clear through all 
the graded parts. I saw them there myself, ready to complete the 
road, They went to England and bought their iron and it was afloat 
on the ship. The war broke out, and the Confederate Government 
seized the iron when it got here and applied it to whatever purposes it 
saw proper, taking it from the company; and, of course, that put an 
end to the building of that road. The war went on. Of course the 
company could not do anything towards the construction of the road 
while the war was going on. . 

After the war had closed, Judge Wyeth set about immediately and 
very actively to try to finish up his little line of road. Finding a man 
by the name of Pennington, who lives at Yankton, in South Dakota, 
and that Pennington had influence in the State of Alabama, and in its 
legislative council in that wonderful era, and that he was going to build 
a railroad from Columbus, Ga., to Cincinnati, I think was the other 
terminal point, and that this little 42 miles was along the Jine of Pen- 
nington’s vast imagination, he leased his little line to Pennington and 
Pennington essayed to build it as part of his great road. He com- 
menced along in different places to build, and did commence at Gads- 
den and built out 5 or 6 miles towards Attalla. Presently Penning- 
ton broke, and Busteed and the bankrupt law got hold of him—I do not 
know which served him worse—but there was not much left of Pen- 
nington after the two had got through with him, 

The road was sold as a part of Pennington’s property, Wyeth’s com- 
pany having leased it to the Pennington company for ninety-nine 
years. Wyeth then commenced a litigation to getit back. It wentto 
the supreme court of the State of Alabama twice, on a bill in equity, 
and remained in the law for fourteen years, during all of which time 
he could not eye a dollar of money in it; he could not get possession; 
he could not do anything. 

After the decision was made Wyeth went to work immediately and 
tried to build his road, spending the last hours of a splendid life in the 
effort to complete that road. He fell into the hands of a New York 
shark who professed to have means to raise money to build the road. 
Judge Wyeth soon found that he was in as bad hands as he had been 
when he was in Pennington’s clutches, and that effort had to fall. 

Then came the first general land-forfeiture bill. I asked the Senate 
of the United States, as I had asked the committee, if they would not 


except this road from the operation of the forfeiture, so as to let the 
judge have a chance to go on and build it. He was then in his dying 
hours and is since dead. They said, ‘‘ Yes; they were willing to do 
it; it was all right;’’ and so we put it into the bill that was consid- 
ered here in the last Congress, and we also put it into this bill. That 
road was to be exempt along with another one in Alabama. That road 
alone was to be exempt from the operation of the proposed law because 
of the strict equity that existed in favor of Judge Wyeth and his pa- 
triotic eftorts to make this -great and important national intercommu- 
nication between these two great rivers. He was not trying to make 
money for himself. He had a higher purpose, for which, and for his 
devotion to the true interests of his neighbors and the State, his mem- 
ory is justly honored. 

Then some of those men who had bought these lands from him, 
after these years of industry and heavy expenditure, concluded that 
the best way to get a title to that land was to have it forfeited to the 
Government of the United States, and to have the United States Gov- 
ernment give it to them, thereby annulling the notes given for the pur- 
chase-money. That little enterprise never struck me as being a very 
commendable one, to say the least of it. I was not either afraid of it 
nor was I flattered by it. I stood my ground, and I stand it yet, for 
the right of the State of Alabama to have those 120 sections of land, 
and that the Congress of the United States has no right to take it away 
from that company or from that State and to give it to private people. 
We have got no right todo it. This bill attempts todo it. Asa mat- 
ter of course, if the first section stands as it is, after we have d 
the bill here in solemn form, the first court that strikes it will knock 
it all to pieces, and the Senate will be ashamed of having attempted 
todo a thing of that kind. 

There came up here a number of petitions that this land should be 
forfeited from people residing along the line of that road with a view of 
their getting it for nothing from the Government of the United States, 
aud then there came another three thousand and odd hundred petitions 
from the people of the same counties that it should not be done. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Was the road completed? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, it is being completed now. I was going tosay 
that Mr. Thomas, of Nashville, Tenn., got hold of the line so as to make 
it part of the line running through Nashville on to Huntsville and on 
to Mobile; and while we have been discussing this measure here he 
has built 6 miles of it up to a mountain, andif this measure should 
go over until next December he would have the road entirely com- 
pleted before that time. 

Of course when Mr. Thomas took ion of this road he did it 
upon the faith of the fact that the Senate and the House, so far as this 
matter was concerned, had always recommended that this road should 
be exempt from the operations of any forieiture at all, He had not 
any doubt, of course, when he made his contract to build the road that 
he should have the benefit of the public lands and the lands that had 
been sold by Judge Wyeth for the benefit of the road, set apart for its 
construction. We can take from him from $160,000 to $200,000 by 
this bill and give it away to other people; we can do that, while he 
is there laboring and working to build the road for the people of the 
United States; but it ought not to be done without the Congress of the 
United States having an opportunity of realizing how unjust it is to 
rob even a railroad company for the accommodation of other men, 

Now, that is the story so far as that is concerned. What does that 
illustrate? A deliberate attempt on the part of this conference com- 
mittee to take that 120 sections of land that had been absolutely granted 
by the act of 1856 to the State of Alabama without condition and con- 
fiscate it for the benefit of the settlers upon it or those who may choose 
to settle upon it; and of that I shall speak presently. 

Mr. WALTHALL, I will ask the Senator, only for information, if 
thos? 120 sections of land belong to the company absolutely under the 
act of 1856, or have we the power, by the passage of this bill, to deprive 


' the company of its right to that particular land? 


TT 


Mr..MORGAN. Ido not know how the power is, but that land is 
probably not conterminous with the completed part of the railroad, All 
of it is not, Lam sure. I will read to the Senator what this bill says 
about it: 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
hereby resumes the tille thereto, al! lands heretofore ted to any State or 
to any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and conter- 
minous with the portion of any such railroad not now completed. 

That is the whole of it. ; 

Mr. WALTHALL. But if the Senator is correct in his view of it 
(1 am not prepared to say he is not), can the passage of this bill have 
the effect to deprive that railroad company of this land which has passed 
to it absolutely, independent of any conditions, by the act of 1856? 
I ask the Senator for my own information and instruction. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator it is obliged to have that 
effect if it has any effect. That is what the bill says. It wants to do 
that and intends to do that. So if it has any effect it has that effect. 
If you ask me if we have the power to do it, I say no. 

Mr. WALTHALL. If we have not the power to do it, then the bill 
can not have that effect. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know that the Senator from Mississippi would 





1890. 


never ask me to vote for a bill that can not have any effect because we 
had no power to pass it. ; 
Mr. WALTHALL. I am not asking the Senator to vote forthe bill | 
or to vote against it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say he would never ask me to vote for such a | 
bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I am only trying to get the benefit of the Sen- 
ator’s legal opinion about a matter in which I have some concern as | 
well as he has. , 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say the Senator was asking me to vote 
for the bill, but I say the Senator would never expect me to vote fora | 
bill when, after I had voted for it, it should turn out that we had not 
any power to it. Hence I say that the effort which is made here | 
in this bill to doa thing that is palpably unconstitutional breaks it | 

| 





down. According to the terms of the first section of the bill it has no 
other function or field of operation than to annul every grant to every 
railroad company heretofore made if the road has not been completed, 
whether it was a conditional grant or a grant direct, without condi- 
tion. 

That is the effect of the bill. That was not its condition when it | 
left the Committee on Public Lands or when it passed the Senate. 
That was never so until the committee of conference got it; but they 
have made it so, and in making it so they have destroyed the first sec- 
tion which the Senate passed, which was a section that evidently and 
unquestionably intended that this forfeiture of the public lands should 
apply only in those cases where there had been a condition-subsequent 
in the grant; that is, lands to be earned, not lands granted. That is | 
the difference. I promised the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
that I would show him that the difference was radical, and there is 
where it is. 

Now, I treat the bill exactly as it reads. It is no narrow construc- | 
tion, no limited and unjust construction, but it is a construction that | 
we are forced to by the fact that the qualifying clauses which were in | 
the bill when it went to the other House are stricken out, those quali- 
fying clauses being intended to show that the operation of the bill was | 
to affect only the lands that were granted upon condition-subsequent, | 
and not the lands that were granted without any condition. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Has the Senator the bill in the form in which | 
it the Senate before him? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I did not have the pleasure to hear the opening 
remarks of the Senator, and really, if I am not troubling him too much, | 
I should like to know the exact difference between the bill as it came | 
from the Public Lands Committee, to which he and I both belong, | 
and as it passed the Senate, and as it is now presented in this conference | 

| 


report. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
ference. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam asking the Senator purely for information. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iunderstand that. TheSenatorcan put any ques- 
tion to me he wishes at any time. I am very glad indeed always to 
hear anything he has to say about this or any other matter. The lan- 
guage down to the word ‘‘ Provided,’’ in the copy the Senator has be- 
fore him, in the first section, is just the same as that in the Senate bill 
when it was passed here originally, and then it goes on— 


Provided, That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way 
or depot grounds of any railroad company heretofore granted. 


There the conferees’ bill stops. 


_Or as forfeiting any lands heretofore earned by the construction of any por- 
tion of a railroad under any act of Congress making a grant of public lands 


Mr. WALTHALL. That is in the Senate bill. 


Mr. MORGAN. It is in the Senate bill and was stricken out in the | 
conference report, thereby giving to this action an emphasis that there | 
| 


I have just read from the bill agreed upon in con- 


is no escape from, that it was intended to take the case away from that 
class of Jand forfeitures which were to be made upon the breach, and 
for the breach, of a condition-subsequent and put it strictly and closely 
and confine it to the cases where grants had been made, whether with 
or without condition, and the roads were not completed. 
is fatal to this bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Was that same clause which is omitted in this 
conference report in the bill as it passed the Senate two years ago ? | 
Does the Senator remember as to that ? 

Mr. MORGAN. My recollection is that it was there and in a still 
more emphatic form. I may be able to lay my hand uponit. I am 
not sure about that. I think the substance of it was in the bill passed 
in the Fiftieth Congress, but not exactly in the same language. It is 
found in substance there though. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Since I asked the Senator the question I have 
gotten hold of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Senate bill 1430? 

Mr. WALTHALL. I have gotten hold of the bill in the form, I 
think, in which it passed in 1888, two years ago. The proviso is in 
these words: 


Provided, That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way 
or depot grounds of any railroad company heretofore granted. 


I say that 
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The difference is that in the bill of 1890 these words follow: 

Or as forfeiting any lands heretofore earned by the construction of any por 
tion of a railroad under any act of Congress making a grant of public lands. 

That clause was not in the act of 1888. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Mississippi may remember that 
the only time when | attended a meeting of that committee when the 
bill was under consideration during this Congress I brought forward two 
propositions, one of which was incorporated in the bill and the other 
was not acted upon. The first was to have this forfeiture apply only 
to those land grants that had been made upon a condition-subsequent. 
The Senator says he recalls it. ‘The other was to protect the rights of 
the people, so that the Northern Pacific Railway Company should not 
fall heir to all the mines in Montana and Idaho and all that country. 
That last proposition was not acted upon. It was my last attendance 
on the committee before I was taken with a very protracted spell of 
sickness, and when this bill was passed by the Senate I was not here, 





| but it was passed with the amendment which I had offered, at least 


substantially, if not in the words in which I had offered it in the com- 


} mittee, and that proviso made this bill apply to lands granted upon con- 


dition-subsequent, and not to lands granted in absolute title. 

I never could have been persuaded to vote for the bill with that 
feature in it, because we can not do it. We have no power to do 
it. The Congress of the United States can not take any man’s land, 
railroad company’s or what not, by the mere grasp of its will, and tea: 
it out of its possession after it has gained a valid and full grant and 
complete title. It can not do it, and it ought not to be allowed to do 
it, and we ought not to make any effort todoit. Weought not to de- 


| ceive the people of the United States into the belief that we have any 


thing of that sort in our minds, because we can not accomplish it 


| The judges will not allow us to do it. 


The case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, as every Senator here who has 
ever paid any attention to the subject knows, construes the acts of Junc 
3, 1856, and May 5, 1864. The act of 1864 applies to Wisconsin. The 
act of 1856 was what was called at that time a model act, and the 
grants were made to different States, and they were made very rapidly 
indeed on that plan. They were made in the same terms employed in 
the first Michigan grant. The question arose there in regard to some 
logs that were taken from this land, whether the title to the 120 sec- 


| tions of land contained in that act was an absolute titie or whether if 


was upon condition. It was contended, of course, that the conditions 


| in the act attached to the whole area, the 120 sections and all the rest 


but the Supreme Court said this: 


The provision in the act of Congress of 1356, that all lands remaining unsold 
after ten years shall revert to the United States,if the road be not then com 
pleted, is no more than a provision that the grant shall be void if a condition- 
subsequent be not performed. In Sheppard's Touchstone it is said: ‘If the 
words in the close or conclusion of a condition be thus: that the land shall re 
turn to the enfeoffor, etc.,or that he shall take it again and turn it to his own 
profit, or that the land shall revert, or that the feoffor shall recipere the land 
as good 
as the word ‘re-enter’—and by these words the estate will be made condi 
tional.”” The prohibition against further sales,if the road be not completed 
within the period prescribed, adds nothing to the force of the provision. 

A cessation of sales in that event is implied in the condition that the lands 
shall then revert; if the condition be not enforced the power tosell continues 
as before its breach, limited only by the objectsof the grant and the manner of 
sale prescribed in the act. 

And it is settled law that no one can take advantage of the non-performance 
of a condition-subsequent annexed to an estate in fee, but the grantor or his 
heirs, ete. 


it shows that the United States alone can take advantage of a con 
dition broken; that nobody else can doit. Without referring to the 
body of the decision any further I read the following from the syllabu 
which has been acted upon a thousand times, I suppose: 


That the act of June 3, 1856, and the first section of the act of May 5, 1864, ar 
grants in prasenti,and passed the title to the odd sections designated, to be after 
wards located. When the route was fixed their location became certain, and 
the title, which was previously imperfect, acquired precision and became at 
tached to the land. 

That the lands granted have not reverted to the United States, although the 
road was not constructed within the period prescribed, no action having been 
taken either by legislation or judicial proceedings to enforce a forfeit: 
grants. 


re of the 


In that case the logs in controversy were taken from some portion of 
the general grant without its having designated whether it wasof the 
120 sections or not. 


I will now call attention to another case in the same volume. On 


it is Courtright’s case 

It is contended by the defendants, first, that under the act of Congress of May 
15, 1856, no lands could be sold by the State until 20 continuous miles of the road 
were constructed; second, that, if 120 sections could be sold in advance of such 
construction, they could on!y be taken from lands adjoining the line of the road 
from its commencement on the east; and, third, that the grant by the State to 
the first company was upon conditions-precedent, which not having been com- 
plied with, the title did not pass. Neither of these positions can,in our judg- 
ment, be maintained. The act of ( ongress by its express language authorized 
a sale of 120 sections in advance of the construction of any part of the road. It 
was only as to the sale of the remaining sections that the provision requiring a 
previous completion of 20 miles applied. It is true it was the sole object of the 
grant to ail in the construction of the railroad, and for that purpose the sale of 
the land was only allowed, as the road was completed in divisions, except as to 
120 sections. 

The evident intention of Congress in making this exception was to furnish 
aid for such aa work as would be required before the construction of 
any part of the road. Noconditions, therefore, of any kind were imposed upon 
the State in the disposition of this quantity, Congress relying 


= 


upon the good 
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faith of the State to see that its proceeds were applied for the purposes contem- 


plated by the act. én Ginn to dee 188 
upon the as © place where 
the that 


Nor was there any restriction 
sections should be selected along line of the road, they should be 


included within a continuous length of 20 miles on each side. They might be 
selected from lands adjoining the eastern end of the road or the western end, 
or along the central portion. 


Mr. President, I need not detain the Senate by reading any further 
authorities upon a question of this kind, because the whole legal pro- 
fession of the United States understand that, as to the 120 sections of 
land granted in the act of 1856 to railway companies, they were granted 
in anticipation of the building of the road, and not upon any condition 
subsequent or precedent or otherwise; that it was a positive, plain, 
open grant. In the case of the road of which I have been speaking, the 
120 sections were granted. The State of Alabama accepted the t. 
The corporation thereupon sold the land, a large part of it, to nt 
individual purchasers, and took the notes of these people for purchase- 
money where they did not get the money. They went on and used 
the funds and their credit in the construction of the road; and from the 
misfortunes that I have referred to, that were not in any degree the 
fault of the railroad company, they have been delayed in the building 
of the road until very recently. 

Now, while we are speaking about it, while this matter has been un- 
der discussion in the Congress of the United States, General Thomas has 
taken hold of this road and has built 6 miles additional, making 17 
miles in all of the road that is completed out of the 42, and a large part, 
almost all of the remainder, of the road has been graded. 

I use that case, however, as an illustration, and only as an illustra- 
tion, for in the instructions that I propose to ask the Senate to vote I 
shal! not ask that the Senate instruct its conferees toexempt this road. 
It seems to be contested jn another place in such a way that I do not 
choose to make issue with anybody abont a matter in which I have no 
more concern than any other citizen of my State. It is true I would 
like very much to see this great communication between these two great 
rivers over this short line of 42 miles that is now being so rapidly con- 
structed, and I feel perfect confidence that the road will be constructed 
whether this bill passes or whether it does not pass, but I do not wish to 
give my assistance in robbing a man who has come to the assistance of 
the people of Alabama out of $150,000 orit may be $200,000 or $300,000, 
when he came to our assistance upon the taith and credit, not only that 
these lands belonged to this company under well ascertained laws, but 
the Senate ot the United States and the House of tatives on 
previous occasions have said that this land forfeiture should not apply 
to that railroad. 

I am not here, Mr. President, to ask any personal favors of anybody, 
and I am not here to ask any peculiar favors for my State. Iam will- 
ing to stand upon the laws of the United States as they affect every- 
body, and when we go inside of a State and strike a railroad like this 
to death in order to build up other and give to another railway 
in Alabama advantages which do not inure to the company and which 
do not inure to the public, but to private people who have been dick- 
ering with this property, I feel that I have a right to claim justice for 
just men. 

I therefore take the ground in regard to that section of the bill that 
the Congress of the United States can not enact it unless it is willing 
to put upon the statute-book a law which shall set down a t 
for the declaration that whenever the of the United States is 
dissatisfied with any grant that has been tofore made to anybody 
upon any consideration it has the perfect right to annul the grant and 

*take the lands into the on of the Government. That is what 
that first section means if it means anything at all. 

It may, as suggested by the Senator from Se be entirely 
futile and never amount to anything. I believe that thatistrue. [ 
believe that no court in the United States will ever execute that first 
section. Nevertheless we are here voting upon it, and I have to ex- 
press by my vote my opinion upon it, and I can not vote for such a 
measure. I have no right to do it, in my j 

Having discussed as far as I think it is 


udgment. 
ep for me to do on this oc- 
casion the effect of the first section and the very peculiar change that 


has been made im it by the committee of conference, for reasons which 
to me are incom ble upon the theory I have just advanced, 
I will turn my attention now to some of the sections of this bill which 
dispose of this prize-money, this spoil that we have captured from the 
different railroad sin United States; and while we are 
disposing of it I insist upon a general and an equitable divide. I in- 
sist, now that we have soollin on Yan thinstiend commented 
in this bill, that we shall provide so that the railroad com w 
charters shall withdraw from with 
settled upon these lands and have in good faith 
and other rights upon them, and they shall 
tion, that if they refuse, the Congress of the United States shall have 
the question left open whether we will not go back and forfeit all the 
lands that were not earned at the time of the lapse of the period, if it 
was ten years, within which the road was to be built. 

That question ought to remain open. 
grasp of the power of Congress, if we have any power over the ques- 


tion at all, until these railway companies have consented that every 
settlement made in good faith upon any portion of the land granted to 
them shall stand as a valid settlement as to such railroad ~~. 
and the occupants shall have a title thereto by their consent. I 
am willing upon those terms and conditions to indemnify these roads, 
the Northern Pacific or any of the rest of them, by letting the com- 
me go into what are called the indemnity limits and there select 

ands to make up as far as we can what they lose by the actual settlers 
having gone there. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to be understood in any event, or under 
any circumstances, as making any objection to a man entering upon a 
tract of land lying within what are called the indemnity limits, or the 
granted limits of a railroad land-grant company, when that man needs a 
home, and by reading the statutes of the United States ean see that 
that railroad was to be completed within ten years, and if not completed 
in ten years, the lands were to revert to the Government, I can not 
blame a man who needs a home from going and settling on land thus 
granted to a railroad company, outside of the 120 sections, when he can 
see that the road has not been completed within ten years. But for 
the decision in Schulenberg vs. Harriman, which has been very much 
questioned by the ession, but still has been acted upon by all 
the Departments and followed by the Supreme Court in numerous de- 
cisions—but for that decision, any settler who went upon any land grant 
at any time afterthe ex on of the within which the road 
was to be made his home, would feel that he had the 
right to do so under the laws of the United States, and that he ought 
to be protected. So I ean not at all blameany of these men, and I will 
not, when I have the power to do it, inflict upon them the slightest 
harm. On the contrary, as the railroad company, I will pre- 
serve their rights just as far as I know how to do it. 

So, in dividing out these lands that we have taken away from the 
railroad com by the first section of the bill, without reference to 
whether they were granted upon condition or were not granted upon 
condition, I am not in favor of giving these extraordinary privilegesto 
any railroad in the United States, even if that is in my own State. I 
am in favor of broadening out this new privilege that the committee 
of conference have found for the benefit of one road, and making it ex- 
tend toallofthem. If there are men in Alabama who bought at a tax- 
collector’s sale, or at any sales made by the railroad companies for a 
few cents an acre; if there are men there who have ‘‘claims’’ on a piece 
of land without exact definition of what the claims are; if there are 
men there to whom the Government of the United States has sold the 
land, in some cases by t ing registers and receivers of land offices; 
if cases of thatsort have , or if men have settled upon those lands 
in good faith, expecting to get titles to them either by private entry, 
pre-emption, or homestead settlement, and this committee can find a 
way to provide for all those in the occupancy of the land grants 
given to the Mobile and Girard road, I want to see if I can not find 
a way to provide for everybody else to do the same . 

T can not u it, I do not know how to account for it, that my 
State should be blessed with such a iar privilege in regard to the 
little land grants between Troy, in County, and Pollard. I can 
not undefstand it. I propose to go into the area of the Northern Pa- 
cific and around in different places and see if I can not find where I 
can throw comfort and blessings in the laps of tens of thousands who 
are severely litigating with these grasping railroad companies. 

That is the reason why I wanted the tion I asked for this 
morning. The Senate voted it to me, and in order to shut me off from 
its benefits - me immediately into the case. There is a very bad 

that feature. I shall nevertheless put a good many 
I think I have very good authority for what 
I will state, and when gentlemen question it I shall put anes grat 
that I have not got the facts t. I will not take their word for it, 
if they will not take the Iasked for. If they will not wait a 
few hours until it can be obtained and then deny what I bave to state 
upon what pee oy ete ange I am not going to take their 

the Senate will. 

I will take up the of the 
do that I want to read a little extract from some 
in the other day from that quarter of the world. Itis 
ena (Montana) Mining Review, a very nice ne indeed. 
ing from that rough country where box 29 was, it looks very well: 

Last week asserted that the le of Montana were in danger of 
losing the mineral landa embraced in the odd sections withi 

n 


of lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. The 
the fact that the United States circuit court for this circuit has wd 
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State of Montana,and for one-half of this distance it runs through a mountainous 
district mostly valuable for the gold, silver, and —— found therein. The 
granting act gave this company 40 square miles of land to each mile of road, re- 
serving the mineral lands. Of this 10,240,000 acres of land in the mountains 
there are about 550,000 acres that is valley land that might be termed agricult- 
ural land, —_— — My pe acres of mountainous mineral lands in Mon- 
tana claimed by railraid com y. 

“ There are no coal or iron lands properly so called in the range of the Rocky 
Mountains. These lands do not include their indemnity land. All the most pro- 
ductive mining districts of Montana are within the limits of the Northern Pa- 
cific grant, and it is within and around these districts where most of the sur- 
veys of public lands have been made. 

“Of these mineral lands claimed by this company there have been about 
2,500,000 acres surveyed, and of these surveyed lands about 2,500,000 acres have 
been selected by this company for patent.” 


There is the question. It is the pressure for the patent, and what 
the patent sball contain, that brings up trouble. 


“These selections cover about four thousand discovered mining properties 
bearing gold, silver, or copper, mostly quartz lodes, that are as yet un patented, 
and nearly one thousand patented mines, which would be taken from their 
rightful owners and become the property of this company unless Congress in- 
terteres.”’ 

The necessity of legislation is set forth also by Hon. John W. Noble, Secretary 
of the Interior, in his report at the beginning of the present Congress, in the fol- 
lowing forcible language : ? 

“ This question presents itself in regard to the mineral lands lying within the 
grant of the railroads running through mineral belts,and which would other- 
wise than because of their mineral character be included within the railroad 
nts, The acts of Congress absolutely and unqualifiedly reserve all mineral 
ds from the railroad grants made to the most extended and important rail- 
roads in our country,and this reservation affects the claim of such a road as 
the Northern Pacific to a great part of its land subsidy. 

“It also affects to a very considerable degree the Central Pacific and South- 
ern Pacific roads with some others; and how to determine what are mineral 
lands at this time when the roads are claiming their grauts is indeed a most 
difficult and important matter. Originally it was left to the company to make 
affidavit in a form adopted by my predecessors, and by them deemed sufficient 
for a long while, but by which it was not made necessary for the officer taking 
the oath to swear to his actual knowledge that the land was not mineral. 

** Many of the selections made by the-railroads under their grants were sup- 
ported by such affidavits, but upon the same coming before the Commissioner 
ofthe General Land Office he demanded thata further affidavitshould be made, 
the same as required fromsettlers on homestead claims, whereby actual know!l- 
edge of the fact that the same was not mineral land was required to be sworn 
to. This the railroad companies have failed to do, insisting that their claims, 
made under the regulations at the time existing, are valid and should be al- 
lowed, 

“ This question is not determined, but it is deemed a matter to which your at- 
tention should be invited for the purpose of having, if necessary, some further 
legislation on the subject, On the one hand itis to be noted thut the addi- 
tional affidavit has been required since the selections were claimed; on the 
other, stands the absolute reservation of the law and the right of the people to 
enjoy these mineral lands, if such indeed there be among the selections made 
by the railroads. If legislation is not made on this subject the Department will 
have to decide by such light as may be obtained as to the real nature of the 
lands, whether mineral or not, however difficult it may be, and whatever the 
responsibility assumed. It is, however, deemed that a law should be passed by 
Con enabling the Land ment to thoroughly investigate the charac- 
ter of lands sup to be mineral and within the reservation of the law be- 
fore the — > entitled to any cession ee. - sie ' 

“Tt would require a co e apppropriation for the purpose of investiga- 
tion and survey; and, connected with this, authority should be given to the 
Secretary of the Interior to refuse to certify lands to the rai until there 
was clear proof that the same were not mineral. The question is most impor- 
tant. It is far-reaching in its resultsand may affect the welfare and independ- 
ence of many of our citizens. It would not be unreasonable to direct that the 
patents issued should themselves contain a reservation of any land therein de- 
scribed if it proved upon further development to be actually mineral land. 
“The mineral land should be preserved for our people, and there is noclaim 
on the part of the railroad to obtain these sources of vast wealth not intended 
for them that should be humored in the least degree beyond the law. This I 
say in no spirit of hostility to the railroad companies, but from a thorough con- 
vietion that the best interests of the publie would be served by dividing this 
vast mineral wealth among individuals rather than by allowing it by any means 
to fall into possession and control of large co . Itis not intended to 
be granted to them, and they should not be allowed to obtain it by default. 
ae means of providing exactly what the character of the land is should 

provided ” 


Then this paper proceeds to say that some bills presented here, and 
especially one by Mr. CarTER, of the House, are not adequate to the 
meeting of the difficulty which is suggested in the ious part of this 
editorial and of the reports*upon which it is om... 

Mr. President, before I go into the history of this matter, I wish to 
state a proposition as to what would be the effect of the first section 
of the bill upon any railroad land grants upon which it might operate. 
The first impression it make upon my mind is that it isintended to be 
a finality, that it is an end of all questions, and if we condemn that 
part, and only that part, of a land grant which is opposite to and conter- 
minous with an uncompleted part of the road, by necessary implica- 
tion, if no more is said, if no more is done, we confirm all the rest of 
it to the railroad company. 

If I have a controversy with the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
about the title to a tract of land, whether it belongs to him absolutely 
or whether I have a better right than he has, or a qualified right, and 
he says, ‘‘ Here, let us settle this matter; I will cut off to you a cer- 
tain portion of thisland. You can have so much of this land. I will 
give you a deed to so much of it or I will take so much of it and you 
ve me a deed to it.”’ I take it. What becomes of the other part or 
tract? Of course.it is settled. A deed from either claimant to the 
other for a part of the land fixes the title to the residue in the maker 
of the deed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As this is the point upon which I desire some in- 
formation, will the Senator allow me to make an observation ? 
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Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. [I agree to the legal proposition stated by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama in a case where we have a controversy about a,par- 
ticular tract of land and it is afterwards settled by dividing that land 
between two. But that is not the case before the Senate. There is 
no controversy between tlic United States and the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, so far as this bill is concerned, except about this 
particular land which is forfeited. There is no controversy here about 
the other lands which the company hasearned. The point upon which 
I desire information is whether there is anything in the bill reported 
from the conference committee confirming the title of this company to 
any land which it could not lawfully take under its first grant? ‘That 
is to say, the grant to the company, as I understand, excepted min- 
eral lands, unless perhaps coal lands. Is there anything in the bill 
which enables the company to take any mineral lands which the orig 
inal act did not give it? 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator from Kentucky is an excellent lawyer, 
but he asks me to decide for myself and for him a question of law in- 
stead of a question of fact. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, I want to know the clause in the bill which 


does it. That is what I am asking for. 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has not comprehended the history of 
this case. He has not been here while it was being discussed, and | 


suppose he has not studied it. I explained to the Senate, in the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Kentucky, that when this proposition left the 
Senate the bill applied to lands that had been granted upon condition- 
subsequent. When it came back from the conference committee it ap 
plies only to lands to which there has been an absolute grant without 
reference to a condition-subseq uent. 

All lands granted toa railpoad company opposite to and conterminous 
with a certain line are taken away, confiscated, put upon the public 
domain. What becomes of the balance? It will not do to say that 
this measure has no effect upon the balance, for we undertook in the 
Senate bill to make it apply to the lands that had been earned, and 
did so make it apply, but that proviso was stricken out of the confer- 
ence report, and now the first section applies to all the lands, and there 
isa mere division by metes and bounds, and no more. There is no ques- 
tion about it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will allow me, I understand that 
is correct; that the Government now claims in this bill the right only 
to forfeit that land which has not been earned up to the present time. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is right. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Whereas it has been contended by some that we 
ought to have forfeited all the land that was not earned within the time 

rescribed by the original act. I can perhaps make my point plainer 

y stating it in a different form. Under the original act the railroad 
company could not earn mineral lands at all, and if we leave in posses- 
sion of the company the right to procure patents for the lands it has 
earned, whether by completing the road within the time specified in the 
original act or by completing the road up to the present, it can get no 
land except that description of land which that act gave it, unless there 
be something in this bill which changes that feature of the original act. 
It might as well be said that when the original act gave it the alternate 
sections we now give ii every section as to say that when the original 
act refused to give it mineral lands we now give it mineral lands with- 
out saying so. 

Mr. MORGAN. If we had the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
upon the bench up there in Montana and Idaho and he could decide 
it we should have more security for a just and proper decision. He 
has stated exactly what a just and proper decision would be according 
to my view of it. Judge Sawyer, who isa man of eminence, against 
whom I have not a word to say, after listening to very able argumenta- 
tion in a case made for the purpose of having the question decided, has 
decided on the circuit bench that that reservation of lands applied only 
to the lands that were known to be mineral at the time of the grant. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not agree with Judge Sawyer about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know you do not. Now, I beg the honorable 
Senator to state his disagreement in the body of this bil!, and Judge 
Sawyer will be obliged to obey it, and not leave it to an inference where 
Judge Sawyer has got the whip-hand of you and can decide against 
you and put your opinion down. I say whilst we have this bill here 
let us legislate and do what our duty requires of us, and do not leave 
questions to litigation where the decision has been adverse to the United 
States and in favor of this grasping corporation. 

Now, Senators can not escape from that category. It is for the Sen- 
ate to say something now, or hereafter not to say anything. Silence 
means consent to Judge Sawyer’s opinion. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think the Supreme Court will answer that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will answerit! When willtheyanswerit? How 
has it answered many a question of like import? How did it answer 
the Schulenberg and Harriman question? Right against the whole 
current of American opinion. There has not been a man in the House 
or in the Senate of the United States I ever heard speak of the Schu- 
lenberg and Harriman case who did not say it was an unfortunate one. 
The Senator from Kentucky I hope does not wish another unfortunate 
omission to do our duty, to put it inthe power of any court to follow 
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Judge Sawyer and to decide with him that the land must have been 
known to have been mineral at the time the grant was made. 

We have a duty to perform. I stated so when I took the floor. I 
do not care how the Senate of the United States decide it, for it is not 
a matter of any concern to me whether they give the land to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad or whether they reserve it to the miners whooccupy 
that section; but we have a duty to perform here, and I mean to try 
to get into this bill what the committee of conterence have put into 
it, in section 8, by an act of new legislation that neither House has 
considered in the slightest degree; that is to say, a concession and agree- 
ment on the part of the railroad companies that because we will con- 
sent not to forfeit any more of their lands than that which is included 
in this bill that they shall yield up to the settlers all the rights that 
they are now controverting with them in the Department of the In- 
terior, and that they shall yield up to the miners the right to mine 
these lands, notwithstanding the decision of Judge Sawyer. 

Sir, this question has just come up. It has surprised the world. 
When this bill was under consideration in the last Congress this ques- 
tion was not up at all; nobody thought of it; but when Judge Sawyer 
made a judicial decision which is settling matters right along, which 
is disposing of titles every day relating to the ownership of mining 
property; when men are put under the yoke of this decision and are 
bowing their necks to it because they can not resist it, the question 
thrusts itself before us here and in this new form, It is our duty to 
stop the consideration of this bill until that question can be acted 
upon. It is our duty to vote ‘‘nay’’ on the question of adopting and 
ratifying this report, and let the commictee take it back and, under 
the instructions of the Senate, apply what they put into section 8 of 
this bill, without any authority, and apply it to every railroad in the 
United States. That will bring the subject all straight. I shall ex- 
plain that further hereafter. 

Now, I want to go into the history of this Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, torit has been the most infamous batch of fraud and outrage 
that ever disgraced the history of a great country like this. There was 
no public necessity demanding the building of that road, after the Union 
Pacific Railway had been built and we had communication with the 
Pacific coast through it, which could possibly justify the loose and out- 
rageous manner in which this railroad company have handled the Gov- 
ernment of the United States—not Congress; the Government of the 
United States—in dealing just as they pleased with the vast domain, 
more than a hundred miles wide and about 2,000 miles long. 

The domain is greater than several Statesof this Union. We have 
put them in rivalry and competition with the great lines of the Union 
and Central Pacific Railroad that are mortgaged to the Government of 
the United States and have to look to their earnings for the money to 
pay the mortgage. I admit we intended to grant « boon to the people 
out there, but the great purpose seems to have been to feed the maw of 
speculators and to pour into the treasury of the company the wealth of 
a vast empire of the publicdomain. And now they are claiming more 
and more, and a Senator can not even rise on this floor and ask for in- 
formation about what they are doing without a Senator objecting. 
They can not afford to let the light in on it, and I have to proceed by 
the light of such feeble lamps as my own mind and information afford. 
I will do so, and give a history of this matter. 

The grants to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company (act July 2, 
1864, 13 Stat., 365) were made upon certain conditions; among others, 
that the work should be commenced within two years; that not less 
than 50 miles of road should be built each year, and that the entire 
road should be completed and equipped by the 4th day of July, 1876. 

The joint resolution of May 7, 1867 (14 Stat., 355), extended the 
time for the commencement and completion of the road for two years 
longer. By this act the road was required to be commenced by July 
2, 1868, and completed by July 4, 1878. 

The road still not having been commenced, the granting act was fur- 
ther amended by the joint resolution of July 1, 1868 (15 Stat., 255), 
which provided— 

That the said company shall commence the work on said road within two 
years from and after the 2d day of July, 1868, and shall pene not less than 
100 miles per year after the second year thereafter, and 1 construct, equip, 


furnish { nish], and complete the whole road by the Ist day of July, anno 
Domini 1877. 


This act extended the time for commencement two years, and re- 
duced the time for completion one year, providing fically that the 
whole road should be completed by the 4th day of July, 1877. The 
road not having been completed by the time fixed, and not more than 
one-fourth of its length being even definitely located at that date, that 
is, the date when it should have been completed, the Secretary of the 
Interior accommodated the company with a further extension of time 
for two years, by a decision holding that the effect of the twoamendatory 
acts was to extend the time for completing the road until July 4, 1879. 
But, notwithstanding this, no more road was built and no more road 
was definitely located until after the latter time had expired. 

The company commenced its operations by laying down upon State 
and Territorial maps, without survey, a number of imaginary lines of 

ral route, and by the favor of the Interior Department obtained 
withdrawals of lands on all these lines for 40 and 80 miles in width 


from Lake Superior to Puget Sound. In his annual report for 1585 
(pages 28, 29), the Commissioner of the General Land Office said: 

In some cases, as, for example, the Northern Pacific and similar grants, it is 

aes that the lands granted shall not be subject to sale or disposal by the 

jovernment after the general route shall be fixed. And it isalso provided tha: 
the right of settlement and entry upon such lands, and of their disposal by the 
Government, shall remain until the line of the road is definitely fixed and a plat 
thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. By 
departmental construction it was held that two maps could be filed—one whic); 
cut off the rights of settlers and the Government and another and later one 
which fixed the right of the company. 

The theory ot the law contemplated that the right of settlers should be pre- 
served until the right of the company should be acquired. The language o: 
the law prescri the filing of one map, not of two maps; the sense of the law 
contemplated one line of location, not two linesof location, Harmony of stat 
utory construction forbade an interpretation which would make one section o! 
the law nullify another, and the reason and policy of the law did not permita 
denial of the rights of settlement and appropriation saved and secured by the 
operative clauses of ap act. Lut those rights have been denied in thx 

ractice and decisions of this office and department for nearly twenty year~ 

aps have been filed and officially aneayted > urporting to be maps of genera! 
route which were mere ordinary maps on which fanciful lines were ruled fo: 
the only purpose of obtaining a withdrawal of lands, and not for the purpose 
of indicating the line of any actual road. Withdrawals have been made upoi 
such unauthoritative maps of pretended route; then the alleged route has been 
materially changed and new withdrawals made on the changed lines, and these 
bave n been altered and other withdrawals ordered on the altered lines: 
then “definite location ’’ has been asserted on a still different line, and fina!|y 
the line of construction has varied from all the other lines. 


I have maps here, and if Senators have any interest in the question 
they can look at them and see what that means, and I shall beglad to 
furnish them to any gentleman in the Senate who wishes to see these 
imaginary lines drawn as lines of the location for this road. They 
took an ordinary map, obtained from the surveyor-general’s office | 
suppose, or from the General Land Office, and upon that they took 
their pencils and a ruler and drew straight lines and sometimes made 
a little curve in them for the sake of gratitying their fancy, I presume— 
lines over which no human white foot had ever trod, and of which they 
knew no more than | know now, and some of these lines, as the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], if he desires to look at the map, 
will see must be 150 or 200 miles apart. Those are the lines of loca 
tion upon which this great Northern Pacific Railroad was projected, 
and even the imaginary lines of location were not made as to parts of 
the route until after the lapse of the ten years allowed for completing 
the road. , 

Every line thus filed in the Land Office was regarded as a line in 
reference to which there would be withdrawals of all the lands until 
they had been surveyed, and it was asvertained which were to fall to 
the lot of the railroad company and which were to be open to settle- 
ment. Do we not understand the system, or have we forgotten it, that 
we pursue in regard to public surveys of lands in the West? Do we 
not remember that a man has a right to go and take his surveyor into 
the field, and running upon ascertained governmental lines, trace the 
line along for miles and miles until it strikes the vicinity in which he 
wants to locate a homestead, and there have the survey definitely lo- 
cated upon the face of the earth, so that he may get a patent or a title 
to his land by paying for it, and by paying the surveyor’s fees, which 
the Government of the United States will reimburse to him? _ 

These projected lines cover the country with their main line and with 
branches running in every direction. They tap every valley that has 
any agricultural value; they run to every mine that has any yield to 
it; and the result is that the whole country has been made subsidiary 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad, and it seems that it is impossible to 
satiate its greed. The Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. 
Sparks, giving a history of this proceeding, says in his report: 

Problematical lines, on paper. have in this manner been run over nearly all 
portions of Washington tory, and widely divergent lines made the basis 
of different withdrawals in Minnesota, Dakota, Montana, and Idaho, Lands 
once withdrawn have been regarded by official favor as always withdrawn so 
far as any part of the old withdrawals were within the lines of new ones, and 
suchextemporized withdrawals, on experimental lines, have been treated as 
statutory reservations and made effective to defeat settlement rights. 

That is a bad picture and it disgraces a Government which has tol- 
erated it, and I am afraid we shall not escape censure if we do not take 
notice of it. If we pass this matter over without taking serious notice 
of it and putting it in such shape as to do justice to the settlers upon 
the area thus covered by the sweeping system of lines that they ran 
out for location, I think we shall do ourselves serious injustice. 

Under the late Democratic Administration of the Government it was held by 
Secretary Decisions, 100) that one withdrawal only could 
be made on general route, and that Taieenuaes withdrawals on changed lines 
were illegal and did not defeat settlement rights within such new limits, leav- 
ing the company the right to select other lands in lieu of such as were taken 
by settlers in the changed limits before definite location. 

That he had no authority to give them, and they had no right to float 
these lands, according to any statute I have ever been informed about. 
and the improvements which by theireall and privalions they had put upon such 
ons u 
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ty and suspense for the past seventeen months while trying to make up his 
we aneneaitnghy it seems, whether he shall follow the wise and just decisions 


r rnment, or whether he shall 
of his predecessors in favor of settlers and the Gove aa 


overturn principle and precedent to satisfy the demands of this 
road company. ; 

The Senator from Kentucky is not in his place, and what I desire to 
say to him particularly I will put in my remarks, that the Senator may 
read it, that if this exposé made by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and after the statement made here which I wanted to 
verify by the resolution I introduced this morning and was not per- 
mitted to do so, that these decisions are regarded as the subject of 
chatige by successive Secretaries of the Interior and Commissioners of 
the General Land Office, it becomes a matter of the deepest concern to 
the people that in dealing with a question of the forfeiture of this land 
grant, which at least will be construed as confirming to them what we 


o not take, it is certainly proper and right to mention all the terms | 


and conditions therein contained, so that hereafter the doctrine of stare 
decisis shall apply through the statute, and shall make permanent the 
decisions of the Secretaries of the Interior. 

If they can overrule the decisions just as they please, and do what 
I charge they have done, open up decisions made against the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company to let in their favorites and pets for new con- 
troversies with the settlers, it is time that we had stopped that little 

me. I do not wonder that the Democrats on this committee have 
not signed the report. ; ia 

On the facts of the territorial usurpation of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company in running its pretended lines and securing illegal 
reservations of land all over the northwest portion of the continent, 
and finally building its road on totally different lines, the Commis- 
sioner, in a decision reported in the Land Office report for 1886 (page 
339), again said: 

Two imaginary lines were laid down upon maps of Minnesota several miles 
apart, evidently without survey, and when the road was finally constructed it 
was upon a line varying as much as 20 miles from the route on which with- 
drawals had been made upon the filing of the alleged maps of general route. 

In Dakota an alleged map of qoneenl cout was filed in 1870, clearly made by 
ruling straight lines across a map ofthe Territory. In 1872a map of ‘‘amended 
lines’ was filed, which, for auey the whole distance across the Territory, is 


from 40 to 80 miles south of the line proposed in 1370. Portions of the actual 
line of the road as constructed vary several miles from the amended line. 


Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama a 
question. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Doesthe Senator trom Alabama yield ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SANDERS. Would such a change as that operate against any 
one but the Northern Pacific Railroad Company ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I should say it would. 

Mr. SANDERS. In what respect ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I should say this: If you had a very large log right 
where the Senator stands, and it was on the side of a hill, and while 
he was changing his base from the log he was letting it roll upon me, 
while it might be very agreeable to him it would hurt me; and so 
when you change a line of land withdrawals from the former location 
so as to give aman u right to come up to that line and make his settle- 
ment, when you complete the road and again change the line so as to 
exclude him, then you wrong him. 

Mr. SANDERS. Suppose the line were preliminarily located, a 
tract 80 miles wide, the alternate sections so withdrawn, the law pro- 
vided that whenever this preliminary map was filed designating a 
route for the railroad, every other section within 40 miles of it not 
then occupied by settlers and not mineral land was withdrawn from 
entry or sale. That was for the protection of the grant; but outside 
of that, of course, settlers could go. If thereafter a new line was laid 
down the 40 miles on the side of the road would lap over on settle- 
ments and lap over on those settlements; the Northern Pacific Railroad 
would lose in the primary limits mainly within 40 miles every piece 
of land that it was settled to upon the grant so lapped over. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why should they lose it ? 

Mr. SANDERS. The statute itseif so provides. 

Mr. MORGAN. Which statute? 

Mr. SANDERS. The statute organizing the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company. 

Mr. MORGAN. Right there comes up a question that the Senator 
and I can not settle between ourselves. The judges differ about it, 
and I want to settle it in this bill. 

Mr. SANDERS. We can settle it if the Senator desires to be fair. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want. the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
make a release. That is what I want. 

Mr. SANDERS. But so longas the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany do not claim it, I can not see why they should be asked to make 
a release. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, whenever I can get this company to make 
the release, I shall be satisfied. I will read on now what the Commis- 
sioner says: 

In Montana an alle eneral route w y i i 
map fled in sto, “In i872 — of amended route was fie ae ee pha 
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line’ in 1870. In Washington Territory a map of alleged general route (also 
marked out by straight lines) was filed, showing the main line of the road as 
entering the Territory alittle above the forty-sixth parallel. A mapof ‘amended 
main line" filed in 1872 fixed the place of entrance into the Territory at a point 
above the forty-eighth parallel. 








Two degrees of latitude there mark the difference in the line. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama if 
he states as a fact that prior to the 2lst day of February, 1872, there 
was filed a map of the preliminary route of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road within the limits of Montana. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what the Commissio 
his report. 

Mr. SANDERS. The commissioners appointed to turnish the ma- 
terial for this speech, or the Commissioner of the General Land Office ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
in a decision quoted in the Land Office report of 1886, on page 339. | 
suppose the Senator never saw it. 

Mr. SANDERS. I never did. 

Mr. MORGAN. You had better look at it. 
more things to learn about this. 

Mr.SANDERS. Who was the Commissioner? 

Mr. MORGAN. Who was the Commissioner? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Sparks. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Sparks was the Commissioner. I think there 
is nothing remaining to do now but to impeach Mr. Sparks. That is all. 

I am quoting from him in his official report. ‘The Senator from Mon- 
tana does not understand all about this. He has been on one side of 
this case so long that he can not see the other. We very often get in ~ 
that shape when we have cases. I have, I know, many a time in the 
courts. Here is another case. 

Three distinct maps were filed of the branch line in this Territory; 
one filed in 1873, across the northern part of the Territory; one in 1876, 
commencing in the southern part of the Territory, and one in 1879, 
across the central portion of the Territory. None of these were sur- 
veyed routes and the line of supposed actual location varies from all 
of them. Under the several maps filed by the company nearly the 
whole area of Washington Territory has been at different times with- 
drawn and the lands held as reserved on account of this grant. 

Now, think of that. I will repeat it. 

Under the several maps filed by the company nearly the whole area 
of Washington Territory has been at different times withdrawn and 
the lands held as reserved on account of this grant. That is the most 
huge and unaccountable piece of impudent fraud and outrage any cor 
poration or set of men ever attempted to impose upon a government 
and visit upon the great body of a farming community. 

This company thus started out with the evident intent and purpose 
of dominating the entire country through some portion of which its 
road might ultimately be built, seizing upon and holding immense 
territorial areas, regardless of public rights and blind to its own obli- 
gations. It made no reasonable effort to construct its road within the 
time limited by the conditions of its grant. The granting act pro- 
vided that its capital stock should consist of one million shares at $100 
each, 

That is $100,000,000. If one-fourth of the price of these shares had 
been paid in cash the road could have been built, finished, and equipped 
throughout its entire length long before the expiration and legal ex- 
tinction of its land grant. Butif $1 of this capital stock was ever act- 
ually paid ifito the treasury of the company the world has yet to re- 
ceive satisfactory evidence of the fact. The syndicate started in to 
build its road from the avails of bond issues and at the expense of settlers 
upon lands withdrawn on its fictitious routes, of purchasers to whom 
it had no title to give, and of the public timber lands which it spoliated 
on mammoth scale, while realizing the plunder accruing from con- 
struction contracts at ten times the actual cost of construction, and 
finally coming to Congress in the attempt through the pending meas 
ure to sweep into its coffers 30,000,000 acres of public land not acquired 
under the terms and conditions of its grant. 

[ take oceasion here now to repeat what we do nat take now we will 
never get; what we do not take under this bill we confirm. No Sen- 
ator can escape from the category. He can not say he has left some- 
thing open for future consideration. When that feature has been in the 
bill and has been stricken out here, our hope of bettering the situation 
is entirely gone. This is a finality, and that is the reason I am so ear- 
nest about it. 

The length of road definitely located and also constructed by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company within the period, when by the 
conditions of its grant the entire road was to be completed, was as 
follows. Here is what was constructed inside of the ten years’ limit: 

In Minnesota, from the junction with the Lake Superior and Mis- 
sissippi Railroad, near Duluth, to Fargo, Dak., by map filed Novem- 
ber 20, 1871, 228 miles. 

In Dakota, from Fargo to Bismarck, by map filed May 26, 1873, 197 
miles, a total of 425 miles in Mianesota and Dakota. 

Maps were also filed September 13, 1873, and May 14, 1874, and 
road constructed from Kalama, near Portland, Oregon, to Tacoma, Wash- 
iny'ton Territory, 106 miles. For this portion of road no express grant 
is found in the statutes, but one appears to have heen officially recog- 
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nized through the device of an interpretation of the statutes not made 
in accordance with the rules of interpretation of public grants laid 
down by law-writers and in highest judicial decisions, which declare 
that nothing passes except that which has been given in plain and ex- 
press terms. : 

But the total length of road claimed by the company to have been 
definitely located under its grants (and which was also constructed), 
including the Tacoma branch, was— 

Miles. 
piiveesvuabecdnis eis dtlibialaap didisane tecuitnileadea ee 
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No definite location of any further portion of this road was made 
until after the time fixed for the construction and completion of the 
entire line. 

Right there, Mr. President, there arises a question of the power of 
the Secretary of the Interior to do what has been done in respect of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

After the ten years had elapsed, what power could the Secretary of 
the Interior have under any law, or without Jaw, to permit a location 
to be made of the route? Evidently it was the purpose of Congress 
that the whole transaction should be closed up with the completed 
road, or else a forfeited land grant at the end of ten years; but a road 
has been permitted by the Secretary of the Interior to be located after 
that time and completed, going on from year to year past the ten years’ 
time, and I ask the question, what authority could there be under the 
laws of the United States, in the absence of some enabling act of Con- 

to permit him thus to let the railroad go on and complete its line ? 

He might just as well undertake to t a charter to a railroad 
——— through the Territories of the United States, or through the 
public domain, as to do that, for its powers had been exhausted and 
could not be revived except by Congress, and here is the Secretary of 
the Interior who allowed this company to complete its road just as if 
he had been the Emperor of the Russias and had owned every foot of 
land through which the road passed, giving it all the rights which it 
chose to ask for, including the right of sweeping off from an area more 
than a hundred miles wide and cver a thousand long every settler who 
undertook to locate in that country. 

Since the expiration of that period 1,507 miles, from the Missouri 
River, in Dakota, to Wallula and to Tacoma, and including about 78 
miles in Wisconsin, have been definitely located and constructed, the 
dates of definite location running from 1880 to 1888, About 225 miles, 
from Wallula to Portland, the portion purported to be forfeited by the 
pending measure, has not been constructed and has never been defi- 
nitely located. They would have had to build a road parallel with 
the one that is there now tor 225 miles between Wallula and Portland. 

There is not one foot of all this vast domain of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company except this abandoned part of it, 225 miles of it, 
on which there is to be a forfeiture under this bill. And, mark you, 

r. President, when I come to show you what is done with the 
after its forfeitare—mark you what a wonderful favor it grants to some- 
body in that section of the world. 

That is all the operation of this bill. This great measure of land- 

t forfeiture is to have that extent and no more, except as to a few 

ents of roads about in different parts of the United States in coun- 

tries so poor that people would not undertake to build them. That 

ys of the road has never been definitely located. There is no map of 

tin the Department. Instead of its being the subject of forfeiture it 

has never ceased in any respect, even by a claim, to be land of the 
United States. 

Now I desire to call the attention of the Senate to this particular fact, 
and I challenge denial of it too, that these 225 miles from Wallula 


to Portland are the only of the line that this act, if ; ap- 
lies to. It affects no t of the Territory included in the 
orthern Pacifie Railway but 225 miles. That line is right down 


the Columbia River. it was occupied, however, by the line of the 

Steam Navigation Company, if I have got the name right, and 
I think I have, that at an early day made terms with the Northern 
Pacific. They have not even made a map by laying aruledown upon 
a Land Office map and drawing a red line from Wallula to Portland. 
They have made no location. They have attempted to make no loca- 
tion. They have left the lands in the pristine condition that they were 
—— that first law was passed, never having done anything to earn 

em. 

So we do not even forfeit that, unless we are forfeiting lands that be- 
long to the United States and have never belonged to anybody else and 
never have been claimed by others. That is the target at which this 
immense gun is leveled—this vast railroad bill! 

It is estimated that the company will receive about 7,000,000 acres 
of land on account of the construction of 530 miles, including the Ta- 
coma branch, definitely located and constructed in time. The average 
sales by the c reported at about $5 an acre. 

I should like to know whether that is about right or not—$5 an 
acre on the average sales, 


Mr. SANDERS. I am not able to answer that question. I think 
ee but perhaps that is true. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not probable that the valuable pine timber 
lands in Minnesota and Washington were sold at that price unless to 
inside combinations; but estimating sales at $5 per acre, and not count- 
ing coal lands and town sites, the company will receive, or has already 
received, or is obtaining interest upon, not less than $35,000,000—a 
sum probably greater by some millions than it can truthfully show to 
have been the total actual cost of the construction and equipment of 
its entire road. 

It now claims, and through the effect of the pending measure ex- 
pects to secure, a final confirmation of title to some 30,000,000 acres 
more, an area as large as either of the States of Alabama, New York, 
or Pennsylvania, or three-fourths as large as the whole six New Eng- 
land States, aud covering territory to double the size of this vast area, 
the present and fature inhabitants of which must pay to this company 
out of the fruits of their labor an annual income upon the value of these 
lands, as the same is expressed in the company’s stock and bonds 
The power of this company over this area is nearly as great as if they 
owned the whole of it and all the improvements on it. The more we 
give to them the greater the burden that is thrown — traffic. In- 
stead of decreasing the cost of transportation to the public, it increases 
the value of ove’ es of capital stock, the income of which must be 
drawn from the tillers of the soil. It monopolizes transportation and 
makes serfs of the people. ; 

The value of 30,000,000 acres of land, expected to be confirmed to 
this company through the effect of this bill, estimated at $5 per acre, 
is more than sufficient to build three lines of: railway from the lakes 
to the Pacific, The line already built has already been paid for by the 
lands awarded for road built within the prescribed time, if it has not 
already been paid for twice over from all sources of income derived by 
the company from its franchises and its speculations. 

But this is not all. 

For a distance of more than 600 miles this road runs through and 
winds within the heart of the mineral regions of Montana and Idaho. 
‘The company claims under its grant every alternate section for 80 miles 
in width through this vast mineral belt. It will claim and obtain, by 
the effect of this conference report, 15,000,000 acres of land of par- 
tially known and incalculable value for mineral deposits. 

Mineral lands (except coal and iron) were not granted to this com- 
pany, but all such lands were expressly and absolutely excluded from 
the grant. The following is the specific provision in the third section 
of the granting act: 

Provided further, That all raineral lands be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
cluded from the operation of this act, and in lieu thereof a like quantity of un- 
occupied and unappropriated agricultural lands, in odd-numbered sections, 
nearest the line of said road may be selected as above provided: And provided 
Surther, That the word “ mineral,” when it occurs in this act, shall not be held 
to include iron or coal. 

Mineral lands would probably not have passed under the grant had 
there been no special exception of them, but the company was willing 
in 1864 to have an absolute exclusion of such lands, not including iron 
and coal, expressed in the statute, in order to get the immensely valu- 
able coal and iron lands. Having secured the coal and iron, of im- 
mense value, it now demands that the mineral wealth of Montana and 
Idaho, in the precious metals and other valuable mineral deposits, 
should be turned over to the company. The proposition of the com- 

y; ane ag known throughout the length and breadth of its 

-grant m, is that no mineral lands were excluded from the 
grant, notwithstanding the sweeping language of the statute, except 
such as were known to be mineral at the date of the grant. That is 
what > company claim and what it is going to get, and get it under 
this b 


At the date of the grant the country was y unexplored. It 
was known generally to be rich in minerals, but the precise lands con- 
taining the mineral were unknown. If Congress ever intended any- 
thing by the words used in its acts, it intended that no lands which 
were mineral lands in fact, or lands classed as mineral lands, should 
pass to the company, but that all such lands should be excluded from 
the operations of the grant. This is perfectly clear where it is com- 
pensated for lands thus classed by giving to the company the nearest 
agricultural lands in the odd sections. It may be admitted that if the 
Land Department, after faithfully wa cunee known to science 
and to public exploration, if the Land t ever does rm 
that plain and imperative duty, should by mistake patent to com- 
pany a tract afterwards found to have been mineral, and the title so 
conveyed should have been transferred to an innocent purchaser, the 
United States could not recover that land. 

But what of lands notso patented, and patents to which will be at once 
demanded upon the passage of the pending bill? It is well known that 
the Land treats railroad claims in of mineral lands 
in the same exceedingly liberal way that it treats settlement claims on 

not that the land should be y known 
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a railroad claim, although in every other matter it asserts, properly, 
that a railroad company is not a settler. ‘ 

The only thing the Department requires, as I am informed, to es- 
tablish the character of lands in mineral regions within the limits of 
railroad grants, but not returned by deputy surveyors as mineral, is a 
simple non-mineral affidavit made by anybody whom the railroad com- 
pany may employ for oes It is too plain to need any remark 
that the most valuable and most uotorious mineral lands of the country 
may be turned over to railroad companies through that easy device. [ 
am informed that not long since the Secretary of the Interior actuall y 
signed decisions relieving the Northern Pacific and other companies of 
even this slight requirement, and that the promulgation of such decis- 
ions was suspended only owing to @ vigorous protest from individual 

rsons calling to his attention upwards of a thousand affidavits on the 

es of the Department relating to the mineral character of lands on the 
line of the Northern Pacific road in Montana, which the trusted ad- 
visers of the Secretary had omitted to bring to his notice. These affi- 
davits, as I am informed, show the existence of upwards of fifteen thou- 
sand mining claims and locations in Montana alone on lands claimed 
by the Northern Pacifie Railroad Company. 

There are some figuares—— ; 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, as to those thousand affidavits or 
afiidavits touching a thousand mining claims, it ought to be said in 
conjunction with what the Senator has stated that they were filed prior 
to the advent of the present Administration, and that they were pigeon- 
holed; and when the attention of the present occupant of this office 
was called to them they were recently resurrected. I hope before we 
get through with the discussion of this question it will be made plain 
that the apprehensions of the gentlemen who filed these affidavits have 
no foundation in fact or law. But the statement of the Senator is 
practically true that there were affidavits touching a thousand mining 
claims filed there and left in pigeon-holes, and the gentlemen who were 
instrumental in getting them there came down under this Adminis- 
tration and resurrected them. 

Mr. MORGAN. There were notany patents issued contrary to these 
affidavits, as I understand. 

Mr. SANDERS. No patents have been issued in the mineral region 
of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘They were pigeon-holed, and while they were 

igeon-holed they kept the miners from being robbed of their property, 
but when the present Administration came in they were taken out and 
resurrected, 1 suppose it must have been to enable the railroad com- 
pany to get a fair swing at the miners. We do not know what that 
was for, but as long as they were pigeon-holed under the Cleveland Ad- 
ministration it prevented injustice; but as soon as they were resur- 
rected under the present Administration then there was the dickens to 


ow, what about the fifteen thousand mining claims and locations 
in Montana which are in controversy between the Northern Pacific 
Railway Company and thesettlersthere? Does the Senator know any- 
thing about them ? 

Mr. SANDERS. With very great pleasure I will answer the question. 
I suppose there are locations, fifteen thousand in number, of mining 
claims and alleged mining claims; but that the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company claims one of them I do not know. I am willing to 
affirm, however, that if there be a mining claim in each of these loca- 
tions, in my judgment it is as clear as the sun in heaven that the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company has not obtained and never can obtain 
the remotest title to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, we shall not do them any harm 
by making them accept that as one of the conditions. Here is a Sen- 
ator who knows all about their affairs who says that will do them no 
harm at all. 

Mr. SANDERS. I have introduced a bill which I hope will com- 
mand the Senator’s vote when it comes up, which provides explicitly, 
first, that patents issued shall not operate to convey to that company 
the mines; and, second, that those mines shall remain the property of 
the United States until thereafter disposed of by law. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is evidently a good bill, and still I will try 
to get gee ag of it into this bill. Then we shall have it all right. 
We will e it a condition that we will not undertake to forfeit the 
company’s land back to the line of Minnesota, but will take this little 
— land which belongs to us between Wallula and Portland and 

eit that and leave the rest in their ion, but we will provide 
that they shall consent that they will not set up any claim to the 
mineral lands, but will take other lands in place of them, and that 
they will further consent that all those land-grant locations, those de- 
fined and undefined preliminary and all the imaginary locations or 
po fe tight to the lant’ b me ree. oe these poor settlers 
of their rig e a will release tp them that land 
and let them stay there. ° 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask 
the Senator think it wise, if these mi 
should enter into any trade or dicker with the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company to obtain from it a formal release of that in which it has 
no interest but which is now our own? 
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Mr. MORGAN. Well, I think it would be a very wise thing to do, 
a decidedly bright thing to do, to enter into some arrangement with 
the company by which they should be cut oft from the advantage or 
decisions like that made by Judge Sawyer. When I believe my ad- 
versary is going to take advantage of meand has the power to do it by 
resorting to the decision of a court of very high character, of very high 
rank, manifestly in his favor, I should like for him when we are set- 
tling our difficulties to say to me that he will not avail himself of that, 
and that he will release whatever rights may 
ter. : 

It is agood time for asettlement. While we are pretending to forfeit 
the land grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad, while we are masquer- 
ading before the world as if we were really doing something of th 
sort, when we know we are not, all the lands we touch with this bill are 
Jands that belong to the United States and never did belong to the 
Northern Pacific Company and were never even claimed by it—while 
we are doing that let us say to the Northern Pacific that ‘inasmuch as 
what we omit todoand say ina settlement of our controversies amounts 
to a confirmation of all that you may claim in respect of these grand 
areas, and inasmuch as we confirm your right notwithstanding you did 
not even locate your road until after the ten years had expired ’’—let us 
say to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, ‘‘ Let these people all 
out of prison; let them all go free; do not tie them up in the Department 
litigating with you about the land that belongs to us. We have the 
right to confiscate it, but we will not confiscate it if you will do justice 
to these people who have made settlements there by making a release 
in their favor.”’ 

When we come to my State the committee have no difficulty in put 
ting such a provision as that in the bill. It looks to me as if there 
should be no higgling about a matter as plain as this, and I feel that I 
shall be the proudest man in America almost if, against the report of 
this great conference committee, I shall be able to-day to impress this 
honorable body with the necessity of requiring the concessions that 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company should be compelled to make 
in favor of these fifteen thousand people with whom it is litigating. 

Mr. SANDERS, Will the Senator permit me another word? I do 
not wish to interrupt him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SANDERS. ‘This matter has been the subject of more anxious 
solicitude on the part of citizens of Montana and the Northwest gen- 
erally than the Senator supposes; and when we shall have settled the 
proposition that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company does not own 
a mine of gold or silver or other precious metal there still remains 
something to be done with reference to that country, and that question 
is, whatshall be done with all that large area in which it may be pre- 
sumed that mines do exist, but which have not been discovered; where 
we may reasonably presume that mines, if the country shall be opened 
to prospectors, will hereafter be discovered ? 

I think this matter has been so reflected upon along the line of that 
road and the statutes and decisions have been so examined and the 
matter has been so reduced down to its ultimate essence, that it is a 
pretty supreme conviction on the part of every intelligent lawyer and 
almost every intelligent citizen that the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company does not own the mines. But the trouble lies beyond that; 
how shall we be able to ascertain upon an odd section whether it con- 
tains a mine or not, there not having been one discovered five, ten, or 
twenty years hence? That is a matter about which incontestably all 
the Senator says about the Northern Pacific Railroad we might very 
well proceed to deal with that company concerning. 

Mr. MORGAN. IftheSenator will read the propositions upon which 
I shall ask the Senate to instruct the committee of conference, he wil! 
see that all that is provided for. I thought he was speaking about the 
even-numbered sections, and what he would do with even-numbered 
sections open to homestead entry. I should say let the poor fellows 
settle upon them if they have to hang like bats on the side of a rock 
and perhaps they may wake up as rich as Jay Gould or the president 
of the Louisiana Lottery, and they will win their money more honestly 
than either of them. 

Ishould be delighted to have them do that. I should be more than 
gratified if we can politely and without any undne disrespect to that 
distinguished body of citizens request the railroad company to make 
a deed of cession to the settlers and miners, so that they can have the 
peaceful possession of their property; so that they will not be all the 
time harassed and worried about the decisions of Mr. Justice Sawyer 
or the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or this or that magis- 
trate, or judge, or of Congress in respect of their rights. I want peace; 
let us have peace in regard to that matter. 

I will resume, Mr. President. 

As long ago as 1872 (Land Office report, 1 page 32) the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office reported to the Secretary of the 
Interior that the practice of treating lands in mineral regions as non- 
mineral upon the superficial and generally incorrect returns of deputy 
surveyors had resulted in giving over to railroad companies valuable 
mineral properties, and even working mines on which hundreds of 
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thousands of dollars had been expended and millions of dollars in ore 
produced. 

That is a pretty strong report.made as far back as 1872, Upon such 
report certain large mineral regions in California were suspended from 
railroad selection and from agricultural entry until proof of non-mineral 
character of the selected tracts should be furnished. But in 1850 
(Copp’s Mineral Laws, pages 66 and 67) this restriction was removed, 
ostensibly in the interest of settlers, and the mineral country was 
thrown open to railroad selection subject only to the inadequate check, 
thata hearing might be ordered if some particular person should allege 
on oath that some particular tract, according to the subdivisions of 
sections by the public surveys, was mineral in character. The United 
States was given no protection. Unlessan individual contest arose the 
railroad company could carry off the mineral lands. 

And they have got thousands and millions of acres of mineral lands 
in their possession now, just in that way. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator a question. What 
significance is there in a patent, the law itself providing that the min- 
eral lands are reserved ? 

Mr. MORGAN. It has as much significance in a lawsuit as the 
acorn in an oak. It is the place where the lawsuit strikes. I want 
to stop it, and I do not want them to take a patent and hereafter come 
in and litigate about it. I want them to come in and make an honest, 
fair surrender to these settlers. 

Mr. SANDERS. ‘To show that the report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office is utterly false, is a fallacy of confusion, it 
being conceded that in that grant mineral lands were excepted out of 
it and that mineral lands were reserved to the United States, what will 
the Senator from Alabama do with this decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of Smelting Company vs. Kemp, in 104 
United States Reports: 

Of course, when we speak of the conclusive presumptions attending a patent 
for lands, we assume that it was issued ina case where the t had ju- 
risdiction to act and execute it; that is to say, in a case where the lands belon, 
to the United — a qeoegen has Saou ew law for their =. = they 
Echenbinad peov sion tor their Soeur had reserved them, the} t nt 
would have no jurisdiction to transfer them, and its attempted con nee of 
them would be egeume and void, no matter with what seeming regularity the 
forms of law may have been observed. The action of the Department woul 
in that event, be like that of any other special tribunal not ha jurisdiction o 
a case which it had assumed todecide. Mattersofthis kind, disclosing a want of 
jurisdiction, may be considered by a court oflaw. In such cases the objection to 
the patent reaches beyond the action of tie special tribunal, and goes to the ex- 
istence of asubject upon which it was competent to act. 

Mr. MORGAN, It is no new law in the Senate of the United States 
that the issue of a patent or any other act may be extrajudicial or 
ultra vires. Itis not for me to say how they could make such a decis- 
ion. Itis enough for me to say that in the cited case they have made 
such a decision. I do not pretend to say why they assumed jurisdic- 
tion of a case where the Senator from Montana thinks they ought not 
to have had it, They thought differently from him. They did as- 
sume it and have decided many cases and issued many patents where 
the very question came up whether or not the lands patented were 
mineral within the meaning of the land grant. Idonot want any more 
decisions or controversies. I want a settlement, by statute, of these 
questions. 

The quick way to do this, the clean way, the way that nobody can 
ever get behind, is for this company when it takes the land granted 
under this bill to accept it upon these terms, that they will confirm to 
these people what they are claiming, because they get the same amount 
of land instead of what they give up, and so we will clean up the docket 
of fifteen thousand cases. 

What a disgraceful thing, what 1 shameless thing it is that a rail- 
road company that has been tolerated in grabbing the public domain 
contrary to law until it has swept into its maw States bigger than Penn- 
sylvania, bigger than two-thirds of New England, should come here 
with fifteen thousand controverted cases to keep the le of the 
United States from settling under the homestead laws splastaing laws 
upon lauds that belong to the United States! Mr. President, that is the 
very sublimity of impudence. Nothing has ever been attempted, and 
nothing conjectured, and certainly nothing said, that 
outrage which this corporation, after ha literally stolen from the 
United States, through the assistance of the ent officers of this 
country, an enormous domain 100 miles wide and nearly 2,000 long, 
should thus come in here under the pretense of titles that they set up, 
and have fifteen thousand cases pending in the Department here, con- 
troverting with the settlers about their rights upon the land. 

Never was such an issue presented and never was such a piece of im- 
pudent outrage based upon a cause so fraudulent and so flimsy. I re- 
peat, I do not wonder that the Democratic conferees did not sign this 
report, I hope no Democrat in this House orin the other wil! ever be 
found to vote for it, 

The United States was given no protection. Unless an individual 
contest arose the railroad company could carry off the mineral lands. 
And that is the situation to-day, the only exception being that in the 
rare cases in aoe bat ale eee ee ere be —_ 

formal hearing and if no person appears, or if such 
Fissuaded from appearing, to prove the mineral character of the land, 


the testimony of railroad witnesses is taken as conclusive, a solemn 
decision is rendered that the land is found to be non-mineral, and i: 
passes to the railroad company. 

I have before me a copy of a letter written several months ago by « 
firm of land attorneys in Washington to a citizen of Montanain answe) 
to the question how the mineral lands of that State could be saved from 
the claims of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. This letter, in 
answer to an inquiry propounded, discloses the weakness of the Goy- 
ernment under its administrative methods and the imminent peril of 
its mineral lands in the presence of the unlawful claims of railroad 
corporations. I will read extracts from it to show the methods of pro- 
cedure in such cases, 

By these methods of procedure we shall find the disadvantage at 
which the claimant is put, and how this great corporation can have its 
attorneys here around Washington City, filling up their slack time with 
lobbying for the railroad company, waiting upon the Departments in ma- 
jestic splendor to make arguments and submit motions against fifteen 
thousand claimants, who have got to have their separate attorneys em- 
ployed here to pick up usually such as they can find; and here goe« 
on this grand assize of the public lands claims, based upon frauds which 
we have stood by for years and permitted the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company to perpetrate; claims set up to enrich itself, not only at the 
expense of law, but in defiance of law, and after it has got everything 
in its own hands to come here and push fifteen thousand litigated cases 
against American citizens. 

I hope, Mr. President, that these people in that section of the coun- 
try will some day have upon this floor representatives who feel as 
much for them as they do tor the corporations concerned. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I think the Senator does not wish 
to misstate a fact. There is no statement that there are fifteen thou- 
sand litigated but there are fifteen thousand alleged locations 
upon lands claimed by the Northern Pacific Railway Company. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That is all the same. 

Mr.SANDERS. And many of those locationsdate back many years. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not fifteen thousand suppurating sores upon the 
body of these people, but the inflammation is there, and if they do not 
take care they will die of the disease. That is all of it. ey will 

out. They have got to take care of their interests. The synop- 
- of the method of procedure that I have been referring to is as fol- 
ows: 

1, The law excludes mineral lands (except coal and iron) from the grant to 
said company. 

2. Itis the duty of the Secretary of the Interior under present laws to de- 
termine what lands are mineral lands under the exceptions of said act. 

3. This determination may be made at any time before legal title passes to 
the company by issue of nt. 

4, The method ofsuch rmination is fixed by the rules and regulations of 
“lia cad feaeminadine ropositions of law and fact upon which al! 
proceedings are to be conducted, - 

The q@estions you present to us relate to the method adopted by the Depar! 
ment for determining the mineral character of lands, for it is this method and 
none other that can be followed. 

The return of the surveyor-general that lands are mineral or non-mineral is 
in no case and in no sense a conclusive finding of fact, and such returns are so 
—— a and inaccurate as to have no weight in a definite ascer- 


tainmen 

They have an effect, however, in respect to manner of poms. and they 
have a further and important effect in that, if not formally challenged, the re- 
turns are officially presumed to be correct, and hence when lands are returned 
as non-mineral — liable to be patented as such at any time unless affida- 
vits alleging the mineral character of particular tracts are presented in the pre- 
scribed manner as a basis for a hearing before the register and receiver, and 
such a hearing is had and the testimony of witnesses taken, upon which an of- 
ficial finding can be made by the Department that the tracts in question are in 
fact mineral in character and thereby excepted from the grant to the railroad 


company. 

Now, Mr. President, the law ought to be that no patent should is- 
sue at all to the railroad company for lands within a mineral district, 
a district proven to be a general mineral district, unless those lands 
were shown by tests and trials of a sufficient character, shown by a 
sufficient examination not to be mineral, and that examination should 
be conducted by experts; but the better plan, the one I have in my 
proposition of instructions to the committee, is to enable the railroad 


the | company to cede these lands in the mineral district to the Government 


of the United States and in lieu thereof to take public arable, or tim- 
ber, or cultivable lands anywhere within the area of 50 miles from the 
line of its railroad as it is at present constructed, of the same amount 
that they cede to the Government of the United States; and then, 
when this land is ceded to the Government of the United States, let it 
remain forever a mining district, for there are many leads, many mines 
to be discovered and developed yet in that country of which we have 
little or no " 

Mr. TELLE I should like to ask the Senator why it is neceszary 
to cede any mineral lands from this railroad company to the United 
States. Does the Senator su they took any mineral lands? 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the tor su I have not the et 
respect in the world-for the decision of the circuit judge of the United 
States who did decide that they could take mineral land ? 

Mr. TELLER. But that does not settle the law of the case. 

Mr. — I know it does not. Does the Senator’s opinion 
settle it? 
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Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
ro to do that. ; 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator can not do that by an act of Congress. 
If this company has had this land deeded and granted to it, that grant 

can not be disturbed except by its consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. That has not been done. : 

Mr. TELLER. It is plain to me that the company takes no mineral 
lands whatever. . 

Mr. MORGAN. They do not take any land there yet. They have 
not got any land yet. There is no act of Congress that I know of which 
has ever ratified the location of their land after the ten years had ex- 
pired—the location of their line of road, or the withdrawal, or any- 
thing of that kind. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company will be 
in a state of decided uncomfortableness until something is done to re- 


It does not. : 
All we can settle is by an act of Congress, and I 


and I repeat for about the tenth time that in doing that I propose the 
company sball accept the bill on the penalty of having its lands for- 
feited to the Minnesota line; that it shall accept, ratify, and confirm 
what we say here, and grant to the miners and occupants of those lands 
a cessation of hostilities and abolish these fifteen thousand cases on the 
docket in the Interior Department. 

It is an easy thing to do, and there is no reason why we should not 
do it—none at all. It is not anything to me personally or to my State 
whether they do it or not, but it is a great deal to the people out there 
in that country. 
Montana asking me, being a member of the Committee on Public 
Lands, that I would intervene to see that the railroad. company did 
not absorb the last thing that they had. They feel like the frogs when 
they had elected King Stork in place of King Log. They donot know 
at what time the last one of them is to be gobbled. 

The letter to which I have referred proceeds to say: 


Where lands are returned as mineral they are presumed in the practice of the 
Department to be mineral, and if claimed to be non-mineral the non-mineral 
claimant must bring contest to have the true character of the land determined. 

Where lands are returned as non-mineral they are presumed to be such, and 
mineral claimants must bring contest to prove the mineral character. 

General allegations, however well supported, that lands in a certain region of 


settlement claim or a railroad claim to any of such lands. 

If a number of homestead or pre-emption entries should be made on lands 
known inthe neighborhood to be mineral lands,and mineral claimants de- 
sired to prevent the issue of patents on such entries, they would have to pro- 
ceed against each entry individually. 

So in case of railroad selections of mineral lands. Each particular tract em- 
braced in the selections must be contested in detail. There is no way of pro- 
ducing evidence that can be considered by the Department as proof, except 
upon a trial before the register and receiver in each case and testimony taken 
in that case. 

Two or more persons can be joined as contestants in any case and two or more 
tracts can be embraced in any contest, but the evidence must go tothe whole of 
the land involved in the contest and to each particular subdivision thereof. 

The foundation of contest proceedings must be the affidavit of applicant to 
contest, who can swear upon his own personal knowledge thatthe land the rail- 
road selection whereof is sought to be contested is mineral land. Such aftida- 
vit must particularly describe the land in contest by section and subdivision 
and township and range, and must be specific in allegation of the mineral char- 
acter of the land. The contest affidavit must be corroborated by the affidavits 
of two or more witnesses, made upon their knowledge. 

All contest affidavits must be filed in the United States land office in the dis- 
trict in which the lands are situated for transmittal! to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. 


. * * 


When hearing is ordered by the Commissioner the register and receiver will 
issue the proper notices and fix the time and place for taking testimony, and 
name the officer before whom the testimony will be taken. These are matters 
upon which parties in interest can consult the register and receiver, and the 
convenience of these parties will be properly considered by those oflicers. The 
testimony can be taken near the land in contest and before any officer designated 
by the register and receiver. 
each party pays the expenses of obtaining the attendance of his own witnesses. 
Each party also pays the cost of transcribing the direct testimony of his own 
witnesses and of his cross-examination of the witnesses of the other side. 


Mr. President, I have read that much of an apparently not very im- 
portant document for the purpose of showing the expense, delay, trouble, 
and uncertainty that must attend the protection of their rights of prop- 
erty by those persons out in the West who are involved in these filteen 
thousand cases in the Interior Department. This letter, however, has 
another subject, which I will explain by reading from it: 


All general suspensions, upon whatever ground made, are temporary and 
may at any time be revoked. A contest holds the land until vou can prove that 
it isnot of the character embraced in the grant to the railroad company. Up 
to the date of contest you have only the privilege and opportunity of contest- 
Sng, 0 privilege and opportunity that may pass from you at any time unless 
avai of. After contest is brought and allowed you have legal rights upon 


anes determining the mineral or non-mineral character of the tracts in con- 

You arriyed here at an opportune moment to prevent the issue of patents on 
the Northern Pacific sslostions under certain decisions then alveaty signed, 
the effect of which was well understood by the railroad company, and attor- 
neys were before the General Land Office y eed and clamoring for the pat- 
ents on their lists under these decisions at the very time you were ealling the 
attention of the Secretary of the Interior to the matter. 


‘ a to get that to-day, but the door isshut on me and IJ can not 
or 
The respite obtained enables mineral claimants in Montana to proceed in 


regular way and legal manner to formally contest the railroad claim and to 
prosecute their mineral claims to final judgment against the company’s preten- 
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lieve it from that category, and we are about to do that in this bill, | 


I have received letter after letter from the people of | 


country are mineral, are not sufficient of themselves to finally defeat either a 


Contestants pay the costs of service of notice and | 


which you can stand and of which you can not be deprived until after a final | 


) 


sions. This they must do or the mineral landsare liable to be given to the com- 


pany, because they can not be held in reserve indefinitely 
| Whenever it can be claimed by the company that sufficient time has elapsed 
| to give an opportunity of bringing individual contests, and can point to the fact 
that you have not done so, they can urge thatsuspensions on mere general alle 
| gations should no longer continue, and sooner or later their demands must pre- 
; vail, unless the forfeiture of the grant should be enforced. 
| Itis seen from the foregoing that unless individual miners and poor 
| prospectors can afford to enter into a fight with a powerful railroad 
company made strong upon public bounty, even the mining claims act- 
ually developed and worked are even now ready to be patented under 

a railroad grant which expressly excluded a!l mineral lands from its 
| donation, while as to the undeveloped mines, the unworked treasures 
| of immense mineral territory, nothing but an irresponsible and per- 
| jured land-office affidavit is needed to pass the mineral title of the Gov 
| ernment to the railroad corporation, unless only, say these land law 
| yers, Congress should declare the forfeiture of the grant, which they 
| say there is no expectation or reason to hope. 

The verity of this prognosis of these anxious attorneys is confirmed 
by the pending measure, which declares no forfeiture of lands in the 
mineral country, which contains no word to protect mineral lands or to 
guard against their being swept within the inviolable limits of railroad 
patents expected with certainty to follow the passage of this bill with- 
out any delay 

The mineral lands of Montana and Idaho are the hope and depend- 
| ence of those States. Their prosperity hangs upon the tree exploration 
| and publicappropriation of such lands, which the statutes of the United 
| States purport to guaranty. Transfer these mineral lauds toa railroad 
| corporation and you obstruct the development, destroy the industry, 
and bankrupt the future of these Commonwealths. 
| The statutes have declared that in all cases lands valuable for min- 
erals shall be reserved froin sale except as otherwise expressly directed 
by law. (Act July 4, 1866.) 

They have declared that all valuable mineral deposits in lands be 
| 
| 


longing to the United States are free and open to exploration and pur- 
chase by citizens of the United States. (Act May 10, 1872.) They 
have declared all mineral lands (except coal and iron) excluded from 
the grant to the Northern Pacilie Railroad Company. 
1864, ) 

But the corporation created by law is stronger than the law, stronger 
| than the oflicial administrations of the law, stronger, it would seem, 

than the judicial power of protection within the dominions of great 
railroad companies. 

In the case of Francoeur vs. Newhouse in the United States circuit 
court, northern district of California, the court in December last ren 
dered a decision the effect of which is to nullify the statutory excep 
tions of mineral lands in Pacific Raiiroad grantsand to give to the com- 
panies all lands not known to be mineral at the date of the definite 
| location of the roads. What if this decision should be affirmed by the 

Supreme Court of the United States? What if it should be accepted 
by the Land Department, under this powerful railroad pressure, without 
| such affirmance? The mineral lands of the country are gone notwith- 
standing your statutes, notwithstanding the high public policy your 
statutes sought to maintain of keeping such lands from railroad monop- 
oly. You gave to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company other lands, 
| its choice out of all the agricultaral public lands for a solid 120 miles 
in width, in lieu of the mineral lands which you excluded from the 
| grant. 

The company is not satisfied with this. It prefers the barren rocks 
of the mountains to the productive agricultural areas of the valleys and 
plains. Does any one pretend to believe that it makes this choice for 
any other purpose than to get the inhibited mineral lands? If it be 
| frue, which the common sense of the court should deny, that mineral 
lands pass absolutely to the grant if not specifically so known prior 
to the definite location of the road, then we have the right to insist’ 
that the definite location should have been made in lawful and prope 
time; that it should have at least been made prior to the time when 
by the terms and conditions of the grant the entire road was required 
to be constructed and completed; in other words, prior 
piration of the grant. 

The entire line of this road has never been constructed; the entire line 
has never been definitely located. There are thousands of enlightened 
men who claim the right todeclare all lands restored to the public do 
main, not merely where the road is uot now built, not merely where 
the road was not constructed in time, but especially where the road 
| was not definitely located within the period during which only a legal 


(Act July 4, 





to the ex- 


| right could have attached to any lands by such location. 

In 1876 Mr. Secretary Chandler, in the case of the Florida Railroad 
(The Reporter, volume 1, page 67), said—this was the decision that I 
wanted to ascertain to-day by my resolution whether it had been re 

| versed or not. If this decision is still the law of that Department it 

is a very important one: 

| The State had the right to sell not exceeding 120sections of the land included 
within a continuous 20 miles of the road, and when 20 continuous miles of road 

| was constructed it might sell another quantity not exceeding 120 sections in 

| cluded within another 20 continuous miles of road, and ¢o on until the road 

| should be completed; but if the road was not completed within ten years no 


further sales should be made and the lands unsold should revert to the United 
States, 
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The Supreme Court of the United States held this to be a condition-subse- 
quent; that the title to lands which had vested in the State under the grant did 
not revert to the United States by mere force of the statute, and that such title 
could only be forfeited by appropriate legisiation or judicial action, 

In this case, however, no tile to any particular lands has vested in the State; 
the grant still remains afloat and has never attached to any specific tracts of 
land and now, after the lapse of twenty years since the passage of the act mak- 
ing oe oe ; and ten years after the time fixed by Con for completing 
the road, the concurrence of this Department is requested in such action as shal! 
for the first time give precision and effect to the grant. 

While I do not question the principle estab] by the Supreme Court in 
the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, cited by yon, that the title which vested 
in the State of Florida by the grant and definite location of the road could not 
be divested by the mere failure to complete the road so located within the time 
fixed by the act, I find nothing in that case to sustain the doctrine that the 
State retains the right for an indefinite period and long after the date fixed for 
the completion of the road to designate its route and thus give effect to the 


grant. 

The important act of definitely locating the road can only be performed by or 
under the authority of the State, and it should be done within a reasonable time 
after the date of the grant, and inal! cases before the expiration of the time fixed 
for completing the road. 


In 1881 Mr. Secretary Schurz made a finding that the Florida road 
was in fact definitely located in 1860, and he ordered a withdrawal of 
lands on such finding; but he did not attempt to controvert the prin- 
ciple laid down by Secretary Chandler. In 1884 (2 L. D., 561) Mr. 
Secretary Teller affirmed the action of Mr. Schurz on finding of fact, 
but he did not controvert the position taken by Secretary Chandler in 
matter of law. In 1886 (5 L. D., 107) Mr. Secretary Lamar followed 
his predecessors, Teller and Schurz, but he did not controvert the legal 
opinion expressed by Secretary Chandler, 

All the three subsequent decisions turned on the question of fact as 
to the definite location of the road in 1860; net one of them challenged 
the correctness of Secretary Chandler’s decision in matter of law in re- 
spect to the nullity of a definite location after the expiration of a grant. 
It is held in the decisions of the Department that the term “‘ expira- 
tion of agrant,’’ as used in the statutes, means the dates at which a road 
was required to be completed by the terms of the grant. (Wenzel vs. 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railroad Company, 1 L. D., 355.) 
This decision, by Mr. Secretary Teller, is the accepted law of the De- 
—- of the Interior, and its correctness can not, I think, be ques- 
tioned. 

The grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was made by 
Congress. Itis not competent for the company to make a grant for 
itself. By the terms of the grant the lands granted were such (except- 
ing the mineral lands) to which the United States should have “full 
title, not reserved, sold, granted, or otherwise appropriated, and free 
from pre-emption or other claims or rights, at the time the line of said 
road is definitely fixed and a plat thereof filed in the office of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office.’”’ This grant was made and ac- 
cepted on the condition that the entire road should be constructed, 
equipped, finished, and completed within a specified time. Necessarily 
the line of the road must be definitely located within that time. 

Definite location was a condition precedent to the taking effect of the 
grant. Necessarily the grant must become effective by definite loca- 
tion before its expiration, or it could never become effective afterwards. 
As said by Secretary Chandler, the company ‘‘could not retain the 
right for an indelinite period, and long after the date fixed for the com- 
pletion of the road to designate its route, and thus give effect to the 
grant.’’ And Secretary Chandler found ‘* nothing in the case of Schul- 
enberg vs. Harriman’? to warrant the conclusion that it could do so. 

The designation of route referred to by Secretary Chandler was by 
definite location. The designation of general route by the Northern 
Pacific Company was not a definite location. ‘‘The grant is not con- 
trolled by the designation of the general route.’’ (U. P. R. R.Co., 11 
L. D., 108.) The company acquired no right to any land as against 
the Government by filing its maps of general route. Otherwise there 
would be no grant for us to consider, since these lines were all aban- 
doned, and such abandonment would have been an abandonment of the 


grant. 
; In the widely misq™. ted and still more widely misapplied decision 
in Schulenberg vs. Huiriman (21 Wallace, 44) the decision of the court 
rested upon the elemental proposition of fact that ‘‘ the route of the 
road was surveyed, and a map of its location was filed in the Land Office 
at Washington.’’ And this was done, asa matter of fact, and so shown 
by the record, in due and proper time and long before the grant had 
expired. Proceeding upon this state of facts the court held that as the 
t had thus lawfully attached by definite location, it could not be 
Efeated by the failure of conditions-subsequent without a re-entry in 
the course of the common law. 

Itis unnecessary for me to remark that the Constitution of the United 
States vests in Congress exclusive jurisdiction over the public lands, 
which fact appears to be sometimes lost sight of. Foi present 
we have only to see what the court decided in the case ref to. It 
held that the Wisconsin act of 1856 (11 Stat., 20) and the first section 
of the act of 1864 (13 Stat., 66) imported a grant in presenti, attaching 
to icular lands on the definite location of the road, and did not 
find that the words of present grant were controlled by uent 
clauses. It found that there had been a proper and lawful ite 
location which attached the grant to fie sections. These condi- 


tions of fact and law do not appear in the grant to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, 


1. The grant to the company was not of lands capable of being granted 
at date of grant, but specifically of lands that might at a time in the 
future, to wit, at time of definite location, be or become subject to 
such grant. ‘‘ The status of land at date of definite location deter- 
mines whether it passes under the grant.’’ (Neilson vs. Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, 9 L. D., 402.) It wasa grant of lands that 
should not have been sold, reserved, or otherwise disposed of by the 
United States, and which should be free from pre-emptions or other 
claims or rights ‘‘at the time the line of said road is definitely fixed, 
and a plat thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office.’’ It was, therefore, not a grantin presenti, but a grant to 
take effect upon limitations and conditions to exist in futuro. It was 
a grant, therefore, to take effect in the future, not a grant taking ef- 
fect by operation of law from the date of the grant. The usual words 
of present grant were restrained by subsequent clauses. (Rice vs. Rail- 
road Company, 1 Black, 380.) 

2. A patent was also required to convey the legal title under this 
grant. The act of Congress reviving the grant to the States of Arkan- 
sas and Missouri for the Cairo and Fulton Railroad (14 Stat., 388) pro- 
vided ‘‘ that the lands embraced in this grant and the grant revived 
by section 1 of this act shall be disposed of only as follows: When- 
ever proot shall be furnished, satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Interior, that any section of 10 consecutive miles of said road is com- 
pleted in a good, substantial, and workmanlike manner as a first-class 
railroad, the Secretary of the Interior shall issue patents for all the 
lands granted as aforesaid, not exceeding ten sections per mile, situated 
opposite to and within the limits of 20 miles of the section of said road 
and branches thus completed,’’ and so on as each section of 10 miles 
was completed, 

In the case of the St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railway 
Company vs. McGee (115 U. 8., 469, 475), the Supreme Court held 
that this provision ‘‘makes patents necessary for the transfer of title 
from the United States.’’ 

_ The provision in the Northern Pacific grant nee issue of patents 
to convey the title to the company is legally identical with the same 
requirement in the Cairo and Fulton grant expounded by the court. 

In the Wisconsin act of 1856, ruled upon in Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 
and in the early State ts generally, no patent was required to con- 
vey title. Title these ts, as ruled by Attorneys-Gen- 
eral Cushing and Black and as decided by the courts, by operation of 
law. ‘This isa broad distinction between the two classes of ts. 
Title in the Northern Pacific case was to be conveyed in the future. 
Definite location, construction, completion, and equipment, in the man- 
ner and within the time prescribed, and even the payment of surveying 
costs, were all conditions-precedent to the conveyance of legal title un- 
der this grant. > 

The Supreme Conrt of the United States has twice held that a grant 
of this class is not a present grant, and that legal title did not vest in 
the grantee even after the completion of the road until every act re- 


uired to be performed had been performed. (Union Pacific Railroad 
Soamuent vs. McShane, 22 Wallace, 444; Humwell rs. Cass County, 22 
Wallace, 464.) 


In 1881 Commissioner McFarland declined to recommend favorable 
action in to issuing patents to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge 
and Vicksburg Railroad Company under a grant similar in terms to 
that of the Northern Pacific, tor the reason, as stated by him, that the 
grant was not in the nature of grants with conditions-subsequent, but 
was a grant with conditions-precedent. ; 

In 1882, in the case of the United States rs. William Childers (12 
Federal Reporter, 586), Judge Deady, in the United States district court 
for the district of Oregon, held that the grant to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company was not a present grant, and he distinguished the 
case in Schulenberg vs. Harriman, ting out that the language of 
the statute in that case differed widely from the grant tothe Northern 
Pacifie Railroad. 

In 1885, Lamar, in a letter to the Attorney-General (4 L. 
D., 458), referred to the decision of Judge Deady and expressed his fall 
concurrence i 

Tn 1887, in a report to the Secretary of the Interior recommending 
that civil suits against the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the 
Montana Improvement Company to recover the full value of all timber 
products derived from unsurveyed lands within the limits of the grant 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company should are yma 
and in event of a decision in the lower court unfavorable to Gov- 
ernment that an appeal be taken in each case to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, the Commissioner of the General Land Office laid 
down the following propositions: 

1, The title to the unsurveyed land within the limits of the grant to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company is in the United States, and it is the duty of the 
Government to protect such lands from trespass and spoliations until the title 

Until the lands are surveyed and the odd-numbered sections marked out 
dated Chase ane ue ote quetions ond We coupnay’s t does not attach. 




































1890. 





yi he 
2. Under the act of 1864 patent is necessary to convey the legal title to t 
company, and the act of 1870 makes the payment of the cost of savage se- 
lecting, and conveying a condition-precedent to the issue of patents. ntil 
these costs are paid che railroad company is not in position to ask for patents. 
It is clear not only that the legal title remains in the Government until patent 
has been issued, but that the company’s equitable title is not complete until it 
has fully complied with the law in all respects, including payment of costs of 
urveying, selecting, and conveying. ; F 
2 The ri ht which mieha vest by definite location was not the legal or equitable 
title to the lands, but merely the right to earn the lands by a full compliance 
with the conditions of the law; the right to acquire the equitable title, whic h 
in its turn was a condition-precedent to the right to receive the legal title. The 
road must be definitely located before any legal rights whatever could vest in 
i by the railroad company. 4 
ot rhe Northern Pacific Railroad Company has no legal right to any land 
anywhere on the line of the road not definitely located during the lifetime of 
the grant. t ; 
It is a shame that the Congress of the United States should higgle 
upon a technicality on a question like that. It is a crime to turn the 
backs of our hands to our constituency, the great body of the people. 


4. In respect to the charge of neglect or laches on the part of the Government 
in the matter of making due surveys of certain land in Montana, there is no 
trace of evidence upon which such charge can be based or any authority of law 
under which laches can be attributed to the Government. 

Surveys of the public lands in Montana Territory have been made in accord- 
ance with all requirements of law and as rapidly as consistent with the public 
interests and demands. But even if the Government had delayed survey of 
the particular lands covered by the decision, the neglect or delay of the railroad 
company for a period of nine years to fulfill their obligations and pay the ex- 
penses of survey previously made would render them liable to the charge of 

tributory neglect and justify the Government in suspending further surveys 
oa that period of time. 


Not being a grant in presenti, the time within which the road was 
to be definitely located, if not finally completed, was of the essence of 
the contract. The act required the construction and completion of 
a certain number of miles of road per year, and the completion of the 
entire road within a fixed period. The fourth section provided for the 
appointment of commissioners to examine the road as constructed by sec- 
tions and to report to the President of the United States whether they 
found it completed in a good, substantial, and workmanlike manner, 
as in all other respects required by the act, and if so found, patents 
were to be issued as fast as each section of the road was completed. 
The eighth section limited the time of completing the whole road to a 
fixed period. All the provisions of the act are to be construed to- 
er. The grant was expressly conditioned: 
First, upon a definite location of the road. Second, upon the con- 
struction of the road. Third, upon its completion by the 4th day of 
July, 1877. The eighth section (amended by the act of 1968) is spe- 


within the time prescribed, the grantfailed. If not definitely located 
within the time fixed for its completion, it could not afterwards be so 
located. If not definitely located in time, the right to build it beyond 
the point of legal definite location made in time was not acquired. 
The grant did not attach.‘ It died a natural death. As said by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office in another case (Land Office 
report, 1885, page 38): ; 


The road that was built was not completed or commenced within the time 
required for the construction of any road under the grant, and the time has not 
been extended by Congress. 

No road had been definitely located prior to the expiration of the grant, and 
therefore no right had vested under the 
to have weight in determining rights oa obligations when one of the parties 
toa contract is the Government and the other a private corporation. If no 
rights had vested under the grant, no title had been acquired by the grantee. 

no title had been acquired, no declaration of torfeiture was necessary to avoid 
title; there is nothing left to forfeit. 
grantee, no obligations remained upon the Government. 


ure of the grant for the portion of road not constructed and not deti- 
nitely iocated in time, it is really a question of policy and expediency 
whether we should not declare the forfeiture of all unpatented lands 
on every part of the line. 
stated in Land Office report for 1885, pages 44 and 45: 


The question geccenies is strictly one of legal right. The rights of the cor- 
panier have been upheld for twenty and thirty years, 
not been ‘in laches. The lands have been kept in reservation, material for 


oe 

sions of time for construction have been allowed. The default of the compa- 
nies has been voluntary. The rightsof the public are now to be considered— 
the rights of the people to repossess themselves of their own. The case is not 
one calling for sympathy tothe corporations; it is one calling for justice to the 
people of the country. In the management of their grants,.as of their roads, 
railroad companies have shown little sympathy for the public—nom@for settlers 
and citizens whose presence and labor were building up traffic, and whose 
Se paying all the traffic would bear over the roads constructe ! by 
public . 

Holding their own claims through the indulgence of the Government, delin- 
quent corporations have pursued settlers with the strong forces of corporate 
— not only from | tribunals to the Executive Departments, but from the 

xecutive De to the courts, to wrest from them the homes they had 
acquired within the boundaries of railroad grants. It is my information that a 

t from the United States toa settler under an award by adjudication of this 
aeea t is not security to his ts against a railroad company, but that 


systematically 
being in lachesto the Government in respect to their own obligations. Appeals 
have been made to me by holders of such patents asking for aid I had no means 
ner in defense of their titles, which they said they could not maintain at 
their own cest against vexatious, dilatory, and expensive proceedings, forced 
ee to compel them to purchase from the — the quiet of the 

which they had, after protracted struggle, obtained from the United States. 
Those who seek ity should do equity; those who demand charity should 
show some regard for the rights of others and of their donors. 
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cific and isa limitation upon the grant. If the road was not completed | 


rant ifcommon principles of law are | 


If no rights had been acquired by the | 
Instead of its being a question whether we should declare the forfeit- 
The case of the Government was strongly | 


The Government | 


the roads has been freely supplied-from the public domain, and exten- | 


of compelling settlers to defend their patents in the courts has been | 
ted bysome of the companies having the largest grants and | 
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If, now, waiving the right of the Government to declare the forfeit 
ure of all unpatented lands on the line of the Northern Pacific road, 
I overlooking the wholesale depredations of the company upon the 


public timber lands and its destruction of forests at the headwaters of 
rivers and streams, to the immin: 
in the great agricultural valleys of the C 
Missouri, and the Mississippi, imperiling th 


. ? . 
nt dang drou 





ehts and overflows 
ibia, the Yellowstone, the 
lives and property of thou- 


rer of 











sands of citizens; if, overlooking its audacious and cruei persecution of 
settlers on lands unrighteously claimed by this company; if, with all 
its defaults, its usurpations, and its outrages, we permit thi company 
to have and to retain the lands on the portions of constructed road 
where the line was definitely located in time and where some color of 


right under the grant was thereby acquired, should we go further and 
now grant and confirm to the company, through the well understood 
effect of the conference report, all the lands on the parts of the line 
of this road not constructed and not definitely located in time for the 
company to have acquired the first shadow of a legal right under the 
grant, and where no equities can be claimed, since the actual and 
legitimate cost of building this road can not be shown to require 
such donation? But giving the company the lands on portions of con- 
structed road that were definitely located in time to preserve the grant, 
we yet give greatly more. By the termsof this grant the right of way 
was dependent upon precedent conditions equally with the grant of 
lands. The “grants,”’ by the act of 1864, were ‘‘ made and accepted ’’ 
upon these conditions-precedent. 

The ‘‘grants’’ were twofold, a grant of right of way and a grant of 
lands. Unlike all other railroad grants, the failure of the land grant 
in this case is also the failure of the grant of right of way. The failure 
of definite location within the lifetime of these grants was the failure 
of the grant of right of way. If this is true as a matter of law, then 
not only has the Northern Pacific Railroad Company no just, legal, or 
equitable claim to any lands on its main line west of the Missouri River 
in Dakota, any more than on its branch line from Wallula to Portland 
in Oregon, but it is to-day a naked trespasser on the public lands of 
the United States from Bismarck, in Dakota, to Wallula and Tacoma, 
in Washington, in addition to lands east of the Missouri. 

If we now give and confirm to the company this lost right of way west 
of the Missouri, protecting its property and reviving its lost franchises, 
its power to tax commerce and intercourse as much as the traffic will 
bear, to pay dividends on its fictitious capital, it would seem that we 
have exceeded the bounds of generosity at the expense of the public, 

and should certainly not add to these great donations the mineral lands 
| of Montana and Idaho, or the millions of acres of agricultural lands 
we now have every legal and moral right and duty to preserve to the 
people. 

In his annual report for 1589, the present Secretary of the Interior 
justly said: 


SS 





The mineral land should be preserved for our people, and there is no cl 
on the part of the railroads to obtain these sources of vast wealth not 


ua i 
ntended 


for them that should be humored to the least degree beyond the law. This ! 
say in ne spirit of hostility to the railroad companies, but from a thorough con- 
viction that the best interests of the Republic would be served by dividing this 
vast mineral wealth among individuls, rather than by allowing it by any 

to possession and control of large corporations. It is not in- 
tended to be granted to them, and they should not be allowed to obtain it by 


| 
| 

means to fall in 
| ¢ ' 

| default 

' 


He also said, and to these remarks I call the careful attention of the 
| Senate, as explanatory of the effect and indicative of the purpose, as the 
same will be understood by the executive department, of the conference 
report: 


If Congress intends to forfeit the lands, all of the facts are before it. The fa 

| ure to act may well be taken as an indication on the part of the Governme 
that the forfeiture will not be insisted upon. Such would be a just conclusio 
yartment, and these patents may yet | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| on the part of the officers of this De 
| issued upon the presumption that Congress does not 
shall be exacted and there 


ntend that the fo 
is no need of further delay. 


| The forfeiture of which he was talking about there was the forfeit 
| ure of the land from the west line of Minnesota to Bismarck, and in 
| the event that that was not forced by the act of Congress it wonld be 
considered by the Department that patents were due to the railroad 
company, and as to this little matter of one hundred or two hundred 
million acres of lands in the nature of mines and mining properties 
which would be thus transferred from private individuals into th 
hands and coffers of this company, that little matter would ali be set 
tled. It would all be settled in a docket that would rise here from 
fifteen thousand to sixty thousand cases and a non-mineral affidavit paid 
for to some railroad man and employ¢,who might as well be adummy 
| in the show-window of atailor. An affidavit from him would settle 
the whole question as to whether or not the lands were mineral. 
Senators may not say hereafter that in agreeing to this report they 
| did notintend to confirm railroad grants. You doconfirmthem, You 
| make that solid which now is as shaky as the breeze. After you have 
| passed this bill you will not have any more questions about whether 
| railroad lands are to be confirmed or not confirmed; that is a settled 
| and fixed fact, and while you are doing it is the right time to put tlie 
proper conditions in. 
The Secretary of the Interior has officially notified us and has pub- 
lished to the world that his Department will be governed by the ac- 
tion of Congress in respect to railroad forfeitures,and that the executive 
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officers will presume that no forfeiture is intended where none is de- 
clared. 

So equally they will presume that no intent to enlarge and fix and 
define and secure the rights of the United States to minerals and min- 
eral lands exists unless it is defined in the bill. 

The ftorieitures, then, that are included in the pending bill, and only 
these, will be regarded by the Department, which will proceed, as we 
are notified by the Secretary, to issue patents for all lands not declared 
forfeited. And he will do right if he does it. We should say what 
we mean. 

The intention of Congress that he should do so is emphasized in the 
bill we are considering by the action of the conference committee in 
striking out the paragraph reserving the right to declare further for- 
feitures hereafter. This discloses legislative intention and instructs 
the Secretary of the Interior that no more forfeitures will be declared, 
and that he is at liberty, and is expected, to proceed to turn over and 
patent to the railroads all other lands heretofore withheld from patent 
or certification in anticipation of Congressional forfeiture, and to pat- 
ent to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company the empire of gold and 
silver lands in the mountains of Idaho and Montana. 

Now, jet us see what the pending bill, with its title purporting to 
forfeit railroad land grants, actually forfeits, and what it actually con- 
firms. In 1866 the Commissioner of the General Land Office (annual 
report, 1866, page 112) reported the estimated area embraced in his 
recommendationsof forfeiture to be 54,000,000acres, of which 36,000,000 
acres were within the claimed limits of the Northern Pacific road. 

If I am not misinformed, the actual or nominal forfeitures under the 
pending measure will be one or two hundred thousand acres in Wiscon- 
sin, where the nominally forfeited lands are either claimed by other 
roads or have been sold under the former grants, and the purchasers 
are protected by the adjustment act of 1877; two or three little scraps 
of road in Alabama, where the roads are now being built with the ex- 
pectation of the aid of the granted lands (and about the only roads 
where the granted lands have ever actually been appropriated to con- 
struction); a strip of road on the Southern Pacific in California, which 
the company has abandoned, and where the lands are inaccessible and 
without agricultural or other value; and the unlocated branch of the 
Northern Pacific along the Columbia River, where the company never 
intended to build, where a road is impracticable, and where the lands 
through which the line was run are unfit for agriculture and are prac- 
tically worthless for any purpose whatever. 

If I understand the case, these immaterial and valueless forfeitures 
are all the forfeitures that are comprehended in the pending measure. 
Nominally they embrace six or seven million acres out of the 54,000, - 
000 acres of lands subject to forfeiture. The other nearly 50,000,000 
acres, including 30,600,000 to the Northern Pacific, are practically 
confirmed to the railroads, which get all the available lands, leaving 
to the operation of the pretended forfeitures only such as the roads 
have already sold or do not want, and are glad to be released from the 
obligation to pay taxes upon. 

The conspicuous feature of this bill is the Northern Pacific grant. 
It is a Northern Pacific Railroad measure in its broadesteffect; a meas- 
ure to grant lands, and not a forfeiture measure. This company in 
1870 obtained a withdrawal of lands 20 miles in width in Oregon, 
afterwards increased by a merely technical construction of the grant- 
ing act to 40 miles in width in Oregon through the easy device of fil- 
ing an unsurveyed line of pretended general route down the Columbia 
River from Wallala to Portland, and for twenty years has unlawfully 
claimed every alternate section in this broad area, including 40 miles 
in width and 220 miles in length in the State ot Oregon on the line 
of this fictitious route, and invoked the readily granted aid of the In- 
temor Department to oe settlers within this area to purchase their 
Jarvig from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and in default of 
such purchase to drive them from their homes. 

That is the situation now in Wallula and in Portland. That is the 
situation, without one claim of title in the world. Now, we shall see 
what has been done with those lands. 

For twenty years this company had thus dominated and terrorized 
this broad area of public lands and has gathered into its coffers the 
purchase-price and interest notes of the farmers on these lands, to 
which the company had no more right than Satan had to the Jand he 
pointed out to the Savior when he once stood upon a high mountain, 
and now it comes to Congress proposing a forfeiture of the land 
this 220 miles of country where it has no grant and no road, and where 
an act of forfeiture is not needed for the restoration of the lands to the 
public domain, and in exchange for this to obtain the unparalleled ad- 
vantage of a confirmation of 1,500 miles where it has no legal right 
or title, but will receive valid title if this bill becomes a law. 

We declare a nominal forfeiture only of that which needs but asim- 
ple order from the Secretary of the Interior to the local land officers to 
effectually restore to settlement and entry, and we give in exchange an 
absolute grant by enacting a practical confirmation of every alternate 
section for 80 miles in width and 1,500 miles in length, running 
the best agricultural regions and richest mineral districts between 
Mississippi River and Puget Sound, and this when the power, the right, 
and the expediency of declaring the illegal claims of the railroad com- 
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pany at an end and restoring the Jands to the public domain are im- 
pregnable propositions of law and sound public policy. 

We ought either to require the Attorney-General to bring a suit in 
equity to adjust all these questions with the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, and persons claiming titles to lands in this sequestered area, 
or we should require the Interior Department to proceed to adjust these 
alleged land grants under the existing statutes. A still better plan 
would be to create a courtor commission like that proposed for Mexican 
‘land grants, to settle every question of title between the United States 
and the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. President, that disposes ot my historical résumé of the situation 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad. I know that these questions are 
going to their grave on this bill, and I desire at least to give them de- 
cent burial. I wish toerect a headstone on the grave of our rights and 
the rights ot the people on the Northern Pacific line, from which the 
Republican methods can hereafter be historically read as we read the 
history of ancient Egypt from the hieroglyphiecs on the obelisks. I 
want something to remain that will remind the people of the United 
States of the vast robbery that has been perpetrated and that this bill 
now sanctions and brings toaconclusion. I expect to be afflicted with 
the mortifying sequel to the whole business, that the fifteen thousand 
poor litigants will be left here struggling in the mire, abandoned to 
their fate hy the Congress of the United States, so that this devouring 


‘monster, which has been so nursed at the bosom of the people of this 


country, will take them and destroy them at will and pleasure. 

I know what the vote will be. I know it will be an affirmation of 
this bill. I knew when the Republicans came in on one side of this 
matter and the Democrats refused to sign the report what the result 
would be, and I rejoiced. If we must die upon this issue, I die in the 
ranks of the old Democratic party and upon the ground on which so 
many battles have been fought. 

Now I am going to leave this great branch of the subject. I leave 
these gentlemen, who want still to bestow favors upon the Northern 
Pacific and have not got the fortitude to ask them to do justice to the 
people even, to the enjoyment of the honor which they will doubtless 
feel in voting to the Northern Pacific all it requires by striking out of 
this provision any reference whatsoever to lands forfeited. What is the 
use of putting it into the bill, in regard to the Northern Pacific road, 
that the law should apply to lands forfeited ? They have got no lands 
to forfeit, and if in the bill you should describe them, as the bill which 

the Senate does, as lands to be forfeited or lands to be earned 
under a grant which the law sanctioued, you would make a misappli- 
cation; it would be a misnomer, a misdescription fatal to your bill. 

But the Northern Pacific question is dead and buried whenever this 
vote is taken; that is the last of it. No man in court or elsewhere 
will ever hear that question mooted again, except these poor struggling 
people that the Northern Pacific have got by the throat. I cannot get 
them out of that difficulty. These fifteen, twenty, thirty, forty, or 
fifty thousand who will be hauled down here to litigate with the North- 
ern Pacific had just as well give up the ghost; they are gone. The 
great party of monopoly in this country has never failed tv give a vote 
for opoly, and yet never fails to hang out the pretentious banner 
of land forfeiture. 

I stand here, sir, upon the firm rock of truth and Democratic faith, 
and I protest that that bill ought not to pass. Itisa robbery of the 
country and an insult to it—a bill mutilated so that everything is 
stricken out of it that relates to a forfeited land grant. 

In the state of the law as it has been announced by Judge Sawyer 
in a decision made in a case in point in Northern California, in the state 
of the law as it is claimed by the Northern Pacific Company in the 
fifteen thousand cases pending in the Department of the Interior, in the 
state of the law as it is apprehended to exist in this newspaper com- 
munication that I read in the opening of my remarks to-day, in the 
state of the law as a great many good lawyers believe, there is a possi- 
bility of having a decision made in favor of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company that the reservations in the original grant in regard to 
mineral lands relate only to such lands as were known to be mineral 
at the date of the grant. In this atmosphere of vague ey: 
and when we are making s~ch concessions as this bill makes to 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, itseems to me thatit must be consid- 
ered of reason that we should demand of that company, as a con- 
dition forbearance to assert any further right of forfeiture against 
these lands, that it should make these relinquishments, and I can not 
understand why it is that any Senator should refuse to do it. 

I would not have, perhaps, had my mind riveted upon this sub- 
ject as closely as it has been but for the remarkable provision contained 
in a section of this bill in regard to a railroad down in 5 Aca I 
refer to the road called the Mobile and Girard Railroad. is Mobile 
and Girard Railroad was chartered by the State of Alabama prior to 
the act of May, 1856. I mentioned it as one of the railroad companies 


included in the land it to the State for the benefit of certain com- 
panies named which certain terminal points between which they 
were expected to be constructed. 


This road got considerable benefit from the State besides this land 
t, and it commenced at Girard, which is just across the Chatta- 
River at Columbus, Ga., and it was built on in the direction 
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of Mobile to Troy, in Pike County. For some reason, I do not know 
what, the road was stopped at Troy. I alwayshad the impression that 
it was stopped there purposely, so as to make Troy a centralizing point 
for trade. 

However that might have been, the road lingered along and not much 
else was done about it until they were building a line from Montgomery 
to Mobile, and when they got down toa certain point, I think it is 
Pollard Junction, they struck upon the line of this Mobile and Girard 
road as it had been surveyed. It had been located, mapped, and sur- 
veyed and finally located, and was entitled to the land grant, and the 
Mobile and Girard Railroad made acontract with the Mobile and Mont- 
gomery road, This road was built in from that point to Mobile over 
their line, about 27 miles; and so this Montgomery and Mobile Rail- 
way went along under that contract and built the road, built it really 
for the Mobile and Girard company, and they retained an interest in 
the 27 miles. 

That left about 40 miles between this point of junction and Troy, I 
forget exactly, but 40 or 50 miles between this point of junction and 
Troy in Pike County, and that is the part of the road that is incom- 
plete, but is now about half completed. Now, this railroad is entitled 
to the same that these other roads are under the act of 1856; that is to 
say, 6 sections on either side of the line for every 20 miles of road and 
120 sections of land to begin with, just as in the case of the Tennessee 
and Coosa road that I mentioned in the beginning of my remarks. 

We will take these 120 sections. They are actually located, as I am 
informed, at the end of the line of the road towards Mobile, and the 
other part of the road, 64 miles from Troy up toGirard, was built within 
the limited time. 

Mr. PUGH. Eighty-four miles. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, 84 miles were completed within the time pre- 
scribed, within the ten years. Now, there are 84 miles and 27 miles, 
as we see, that were completed within the time. The 27 miles between 
Pollard Junction and Mobile were completed before the war, if I am 
correct about it, leaving about 50 or 60 miles perhaps to be completed. 

It occurred to me when I knew that a party had gotten hold of 
this road who would build it, and when this bill was before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands of the Senate for examination, that it was my 
duty to my State to ask that that road and the other road, both of which 
had excellent prospects of being completed within a year, should have 
a year of time within which to be finished without the forfeiture of the 

t. 

The Senate committee had not any trouble about putting it in the 
bill; they were entirely willing, and I hoped that the road would be 
finished and that the purpose of the original grant would at last be ac- 
complished. It was theleast of my thoughts that I was affecting any- 
body injuriously about it; but it turned out in regard to this road, asin 
regard to the other, that there were some enterprising men who had set 
their hearts upon capturing the wholeof the remaining public domain 
covered by the grant to that road, and that they thought that the best 
way to get it was to excite the enmity and hostility of the United 
States Government against the company and have the land forfeited 
to the Government for the failure of the company to complete its orig- 
inal engagement; and, after it should be forfeited, then the Govern- 
ment could hand it over to them as a free gift. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shoald like to inquire of him if his convenience 
would be best subserved by concluding this evening or waiting until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am much obliged tothe Senator. From my knees 
down I am very tired, but from my knees up I am as fresh as possible. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only wanted tosay thatif the Senator preferred to 
go on to-morrow I would move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN, I am very much obliged to the Senator. 
he will move an adjournment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate adjourn until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to say to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, if I may have permission, that if he still wants to hear me I 
will go on, 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to hear the Senator unless he prefers to 

on. I do not want him to go on otherwise. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will goon if the Senator desires, provided he will 
stay and listen. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the pending motion the Senator 
from Massachusetts asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the 
Journal. 

‘ore and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Quay]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


I hope 


I am paired with 


Mr. DI XON (after having voted in the negative). I have a general 

pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], but I have 

| transferred that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLv], 

which permits the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and myself 
| to vote. 

| Mr. CULLOM. Is the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. GRAY] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro temp fle is not recorded. . 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with that Senator, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. BLACKBURN], but on a question like this I feel like 
helping to make a quorum, and will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SANDERS (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 

my vote. I am paired with the Senator trom Indiana [ Mr. Voornees}. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana with- 
draws his vote. 
Mr. HIGGINS. 
[Mr. McPHERsOoN]. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 


| 
In order that there may be no mis- 
understanding about this matter, the Chair would state previous to 
announcing the result of the vote that upon the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] the day before yesterday the regular hour 
of meeting was fixed at 11 o’clock in the morning. The Senator from 
Kansas moves that the Senate adjourn until 12 0’clock to-morrow, which 
is equivalent to a change in the order of the Senate with regard to the 
hour of meeting. Less thana quorum can adjourn, but only a majority 
of the Senate can adjourn to a different hour than that fixed by the 
order of the Senate. 


The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—l4, 
Allison, Harris, Plumb, Vest, 
Bate, Hearst, Pugh, Walthall, 
Berry Ingalls, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Morgan, Turpie, 

NAYS—I1,. 
Blair, Dolph, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Chandler, Edmunds, Manderson, Spooner. 
Dixon, Frye, Power, 

ABSENT—59. 

Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Allen, Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Sanders, 
Barbour, Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Evarts, McMillan, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Butler, George, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Call, Gibson, Morrill, Teller, 
Cameron, Gorman, Paddock, Vance, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Casey, Hale, Payne, Washburn, 
Coke, Hampton, Pettigrew, Wilson of lowa, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Pierce, Wilson of Md, 
Cullom, Higgins, Platt, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hiscock, Quay, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The state of the vote disclosing the 
absence of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Is it in order to move to adjourn? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not now. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allison, 
Bate, 


Cullom, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Hoar, Spooner, 
Berry, Dolph, Ingalls, Turpie, 
Blair, Edmunds, Manderson, Vest, 
Casey, Faulkner, Power, Walthall, 
Chandler, Frye, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, 
Coke, Heurst, Sanders, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to their names. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that a little leniency 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can proceed only by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNPS. Oh, do not let us have any debate. 
adjourn or send for absent Senators. 

| Mr. COCKRELL. I was simply going to say that probably a little 

| leniency shown to a Senator who had been speaking since 12 o’clock 
might hereafter facilitate the transaction of business. I move that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Sen- 
ators. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 second the motion. 

The PRESIDENT ; The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms he directed to request the attendance of ab 
sent Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 20, noes 7; 

and (at 5 o’clock and 34 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Friday, September 12, 1890, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


Twenty-nine Senators have answered 


Let us eithe: 


fempore 


‘ending that I move that the Senate do now ad- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, September 11, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CuTHBERT, 
D. D. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that there is no quorum 
present. There ought to be a quorum to attend to the public busi- 


ness. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will proceed to call the roll on ordering 
the previous question on the approval of the Journal of Tuesday. 

Mr. CRISP. The call of the roll, I think, was on the demand for 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; the Chair so stated tothe House. The 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 44, not vot- 
ing 193; as follows: 


Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. PuesLey with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. PreRcE. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. McKrIn.ey with Mr. MILLs. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. SPINOLA. 
Mr. Browne, of V irginia, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 
Mr. WAD® with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. REILiy. 

Mr. Hovk with Mr. ENLOog. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FirTHian. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. RowLAND. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. Euuts. 

Mr. YINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLuNIE. 


i 
a 7 
; YEAS—88 
. ; Mr. WILson, of Kentacky, with Mr. LANE. 
: Allen, Mich on" Meee, powet Mr. WiLSoN, of Washington, with Mr. FowLEr. 
: oneness, Kans. Gene, Mettelinn, —_, a Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HatcH. 
rno , , . Y i 
i atki Pa.  — eo ~~ Sesenan Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. SrewaRrt, of Georgia. 
7 Belknap, Hansbrough, Moffitt, Spooner, Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Apporr. 
} Bingham anh, Harmer, Moore, N. H. pbenne, = yc age —_ Mr. HERBERT. pon eles 
a , ’ ' . r. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’ NEALL, of Indiana. 
‘ } -— N. J. idee , — Toplen BE. Mr. O’ DoNNELL with Mr. Cogs. 
i. é — O'Neill, Pa. per iet.. J.D. Mr. ConNGER with Mr. Cow Les. 
on, ° sborne, , t i 
Candler, Mass. Hitt, Payne, Townsend, Colo, Mr. GRot T with Mr. Fite. 5 
Cannon, Kelley, Payson, Townsend, Pa, Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANsuR. 
Caswell, Kennedy, Perkins, Turner, Kans. Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Cheadle, Kerr,lowa — Vander er, Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
Cheatham, Kinsey, Wade, S . 2 a - 
Clark, Wis. Lacey, Quackenbush, Walker, Mr. De LANo with Mr. Dunpiy. 
Cogswell, le Follette, Eatocs, ee N. Y. Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. CATCHINGs. 
ust . 3, fe s 
Culbertson, Pa. _‘Lehibach, -_ Williams, Ohio Mr. WRIGHT with Mr, GEISSENHAINER. 
Dingley, Lind, Rock well, Yardley. Mr. RANDALL with Mr, Grason. 
NAYS—4. Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. HAYEs. 
Alien, Miss. Cummings, Bietveney, Guise, = oe with Mr. CHIPMAN. 
Andrew, ower, eMillin, yers r. Smirn, of West Virginia, with Mr. WiLson, of West ee 
ae ener: oo maively, Tex. Mr. Coorek, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
Bunn, Henderson, N.C. Mutchler, Stone, Ky. Mr. RAY with Mr. WILKINSON. 
ae, a a ee Mr. CurcHEON with Mr. FoRMAN. 
a Kilgore, Parrett, gag Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Clements, Lanhom, Paynter, Whesles, Ala. Mr. Dorsey with Mr. Goopnieut. 
E agner, eel, , . 
Culberson, Tex. Stellioumy, Penington, Willcox. Mr. Guvexn with Br. Romsmecs. 
NOT VOTING—198 Mr. KNAppP with Mr. SKINNER. 
Abbott, iat Kerr, Pa. Seite. Mr. KetcHaM with Mr. McCartuy. 
aim. Cowles, Ketcham, Rowland, Mr. HALL with Mr. Rusk. 
Anderson, Miss. . Craig, Knapp, Rusk, Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 
Ethonsen, W. Va.~ Osese, —. ——- Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 
a ‘athens. a i ** Seoian. Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 
Banks, Dargan, Lawler, Seney, Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. SPRINGER. 
; Barnes, aaron, —-, on Seen i Mr. Sans M. a with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 
. Barwig, De Haven, Lester, Va. Smith, W. Va. Mr. BAKER with Mr. RoGErs. 
Bayne, De Lano, Lewis, Smyser, Mr. FLoop with Mr. DARGAN. 
Beckwith, Dieate, Maish, Snider, Mr. MiLes with Mn MonTGOMERY. 
1 a Sedum Martin ‘Ind. Seetenee Mr. BREWER with Mr. Covert. 
t Biggs, | Doltiver, Martin, Tex. Stabinecker, Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BiaGs. 
ids Blanchard, amy, neon ——TT Mr. SrEwakrt, of Vermont, with Mr. BucKALEw, for four days. 
Pht Bile” idetande. M 44 Stockdshe,” Mr. McDurrie with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 
ie Blount, Elliott, McCord, Stone, Mo. Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Lester, of Virginia, for this week. 
re Boatner, Ellie, McDuffie, Strubie, Mr. BARTINE with Mr. Tracey, for one week. 
e Beart u— aoa Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, for this day. 
a Brewer,” Farqubar, Milliken, Zovier, in. me Sane with ae, _—— — intone, for this day. 
. Brookshire, rina” Montgomery, _Thompeon, ais, Downenr wate Wir.’ nasa, of Tilinois Pues cite 
E: Brown, J. B. Fithian, orey, Tracey, Mr. BAYNE with Mr. Prick, on this vote. 
e Browne, T. M Flick, — ——., Yy Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask that the vote be recapitulated. 
ie ag a Niettinghaus,  Vantchelek The Clerk recapitulated the vote, 
a peckalew, Powter on, va Mr. om Illinois’ [ Tam aoe ; a paired with the gentle- 
: u ' rank, i . man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER ve voted on this question, 
— ny Scat. ee. as the pair reserves that right when necessary to make a quorum. 
Galdwel = Giese, O'Neil, Wheeler, Mich. (Me B aa ms nee my iat thee yalnenla ane my om 
Candler, : Outhwaite, Whiting, tr. BLAND now that wou e effect unti 
Cariton, : Goodnight, Owen, Ind. Whitthorne, 
Carter, Greenhalge, Perry, Wiley, this even 
Catchings, Grimes, Peters, Wilkvason, Mr. WADE. Iam paired with Mr. Dockery, but reserved the right 
Clarke, Ala. Hall Pierce, Wilson iy — to coe PE one Ne ae 
Ciunte, — Passi Wises, Rte. Mr. ST ORINLRY. I sabe that the House do aye ny 
ayes, ’ '’ 
Qolemen, ae Keandall, a oe The motion was agreed Cad aeatingy (at 12 o'clock and 35 
Connell, Hemphill, Relliy, — minutes Pp. m.) the House adjourned 
Sooper: ‘In _ an, Reyburn, ae 
Cothran, — Sohne RESOLUTIONS. 
ee quorum voting. Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: duced and referred as follows: 
Mr. SwWeENEY with Mr. Turner, of New York. By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: 


Mr. WADDILL with Mr. TILLMAN. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the House 








hij 


1890. 





number of cases are now pending in his Department in which the claims 
sen onized by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company or oz 
other companies whose reads were not constructed within the time ee 
by the granting acts. And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Cen y 
is now seeking a reversal of previous decisions of the Department of the n — 
favoring settlement claims. And whether said Northern Pacific ieee a 
pany has at different times filed different maps of coat cane — 
of its line through the same part of the country, and, ifso, whether public - 
have been withdrawn from settlement and entry along each of said lines as . 
same was changed, or along additional routes, po to the definite location o 
the line of such portion of road, and whether the Department of the Interior 
maintains or has maintained such withdrawals as an exclusion of the right of 
settlement and entry, prior to definite location. And, specifically, what are 
the decisions of his Department upon the point of the legality of withdrawals 
on second or su uent maps of general routes, so filed, and of the validity of 
such indemnity withdrawals as against settlement rights under the terms of the 
grant to said company. And whether said com y is seeking the reversal of 
previous decisions of the Department upon said points. — cea ; 
And he will further inform the House whether said Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company failed to definitely locate any portion of its road during the period 
within which, by the conditions of its charter, the road was required to be con- 
structed, and what the decisions of his Department are upon the point of the 
legal right of a railroad company to definitely locate a line of road after the pe- 
riod when, by law, the entire road was required to have been completed. And 
whether the decision of Mr. Secretary Chandler upon this point has ever been 
overruled by subsequent departmental decisions or by the courts, and, if not, 
whether the principle of said decision is applied in the practice of the Depart- 
ment to the said Northern Pacific Rai mpany ; 


to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 


—_— 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was in- 
troduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 12024) granting the right of way and 
depot grounds upon and through certain lands belonging to the public 
domain of the United States and certain lands heretofore reserved to 
aid in the construction of certain reservoirs to be built at the head- 
waters of the Mississippi and St. Croix Rivers in the States of Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin and of the Chippewa and Wisconsin Rivers in the 
State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. ‘ 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRUNNER: A bill (H. R. 12020) for the reliet of George 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 12021) granting a pension to Will- 
iam T. Tomlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12022) toremove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of James Larkin—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bifl (H. R. 12023) for the relief of John R. Mc- 
Clelland—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
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By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Reta J. Kent and other citizens of | 


Rome, N. Y., in favor of the passage of the Lawler resolution—to the | as the Conger lard bill, and recommending the substitution therefor of 


Committee on Printing. 

ay Mr. SHIVLEY: Affidavit in the case of Jobn Taylor for honor- 
able discharze. to accompany House bill for his relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Militsry A ftaira. 

Also, petition of ‘seorge H. Shoemaker, of South Bend, Ind., for re- 
imbursement hecau<e of loss of business resulting from defective mail 
service—to ihe Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Affidavit in the matter of House bill 11989 
granting a pension to Augusta J. Crawford—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


SENATE, 
KRipAY, September 12, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tie Senator from Missouri suggest- 
ing that a quorum is not present, the Secretary will call the roll of the 
Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Bates, Dixon, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Berry, Dolph, ws Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, ock, Teller, 
Blair, Faulkner, Plumb, Turpie, 
Carlisle, Frye, Power, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pugh, Washburn, 
Coke, Harris, Quay, Wolcott. 
— eae San ; 

vis, ngalis, Sawyer, 
Dawes Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is not present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms, being fur- 
nished witha list by the Secretary, is directed to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators. 

After a little delay, Mr. Casey, Mr. Hiaains, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. 
MANDERSON, Mr. PLATT, and Mr. RANSOM entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 11 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m 
Forty-three Senators have responded. A quorum is present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Journal be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, further pro 
ceedings under the call will be dispensed with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we have a perfect right to go on. It is 
merely a request to Senators to come in, and therefore while the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms is still imploring members to come in we can go on with 
our business, a quorum being here. There is no inconsistency in the 
two proceedings, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum being present, the Jour- 
nal will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of the 
State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the Federal election bil! 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I present the petition of B. W. Faree, William 
Parish, and 183 other citizens of Clay County, Mississippi, and alsothe 
petition of D. A. Burgis and 99 other residents of Lowndes County, 
Mississippi, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3991, known as 
the Paddock bill. I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The bill has been reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Previous petitions of a similar chai 
acter presented have been referred to the committee for some purpose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill known as the Conger lard bill is before 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WALTHALL. These petitions pray for the passage of the Pad- 
dock bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ihave myself presented a large number of peti- 
tions of like import, which have been referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Very well, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HARRIS presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Jackson, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of what is known 


what is known as the Paddock pure-food bill; which were referred to 
the Committee ou Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr.CULLOM. I present petitions of numerous citizens of Greene 
Champaign, Carroll, Fulton, and Edwards Counties, in the State of [li 
nois, praying for the passage of what are known as the pure-lard and 
pure-food bills. I move that the petitions be referred to the Commit 


| tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Robb, 
Colo., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bil! 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TURPIE presented petitions of citizens of Wabash, Shelby, Jen- 
nings, and Allen Counties, in the State of Indiana, praying for the 

ge of what is known as the pure-lard bill: whi: referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Wabash, Allen, Jennings, 
St. Joseph, and Clinton Counties, in the State of Indiana, praying for 
the passage of what is known as the ‘‘ pure-food"’ bill; whi 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of J. L. Fiske, C. F. Harrison, 
and 68 other citizens of Gage County, Nebraska; the petition of G. L. 
Cole, T. H. Burke, and 90 other citizens of Beatrice, Nebr.; the petition . 
of George W. Pointon and 34 other citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; the peti- 
tion of C, W. Doud and 185 other citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; the peti- 
tion of J. H. Parratt and 1° 4 other citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; the peti 
tion of P. O'Malley and 185 other citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; a petition 
of 198 farmers, business men, and citizens of Walker County, Texas: 
a petition of 70 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 90 citizens of 
St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 89 citizens of St. Louis, Mo. ; a petition of 
56 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., and a petition of 138 citizens of Green- 
ville, Miss., praying for the passage of what is known as the “ pure- 
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food "’ bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a telegraphic memorial from R. L. Fortney, of 
Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from H. L. Day, of Omaha, 
Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from S. R. Rush, Omaha, Nebr.; a tel- 
egraphic memorial from J. B. Bush and J. B. Fulton, of Beatrice, Nebr. ; 
a telegraphic memorial of T. P. Kennard, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a tele- 
graphic memorial from J. D. Ream, of Custer County, Nebraska; a 
telegraphic memorial from C. L. Jayne, Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic 
memorial from Raney & Grimm, of Lancaster, Nebr.; a telegraphic 
memorial from J. A. Farlees and J. H. Baker, of Beatrice, Nebr.; a 
telegraphic memorial from Wiiliam Crombie, Lincoln, Nebr.; a tele- 
graphic memorial from Charles Beerup and K. M. Dickson, Lincoln, 
Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from Tom W. Cooke, Lincoln, Nebr. ; 
a telegraphic memorial from J. B. Williams, Lincoln, Nebr.; a tele- 
graphic memorial from M. Thorp, Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic me- 
morial from Joseph Barnes, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memo- 
rial from Dexter Knight, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial 
from J, L. Anderson, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from 
M. A. Depeel, of Bennett, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from W. H. 
Clark, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from H. J. Dobbs and 
8. C. Ryan, of Beatrice, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from H. A. 
Murphy, of North Blue Alliance, Bradshaw, Nebr. ; a telegraphic me- 
morial from Noble Searing and B. F. Bellows, of Weeping Water, Nebr. ; 
a telegraphic memorial trom G. R. Wolf, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a tele- 
graphic memorial from William Babitt, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic 
memorial from D. Donovan, of Liacoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial 
from P. Murray, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from John 
Gettier, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from W. 8. Pren- 
tis, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from Alexander Ste- 
most, of Wymore, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from George C. Co- 
nant, of Lincoln, Nebr.; ‘a telegraphic memorial from D, 8. Warner, 
of Tecumseh, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from E. G. Nelson, of 
Tecumseh, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from W. A. McHeard, of 


Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from W. W. Slabaugh, a = 


Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from W. E. Hill, of Otoe 
County, Nebraska; a telegraphic memorial from John Christy, secre- 
tary Geneva Farmers’ Alliance of Nebraska; a telegraphic memorial 
from D. P. Freeman, of Harlan County, Nebraska; a telegraphic me- 
morial from R. G. Hall, of Raymond County, Nebraska; a telegraphic 
memorial from R. B. Wallace, of Fairbury, Nebr.; a telegraphic me- 
morial from H. A. Kinney, of Omaha, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial 
from J. H. Blair, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from W. 

T. Gurley, of Omaha, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial of Harry Nolt, 
of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from Edward Koehler, of 
Omaha, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from J. W. Eller, of Omaha, 
Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from E. H. Cochrane, of Omaha, Nebr. ; 
a telegraphic memorial from R. D. A. Wade, ot Omaha, Nebr. ; a tele- 
graphic memorial of Dr. L. Frothingham, of Boston, Mass.; a tele- 
graphic memorial from 8, E. Foutz, of Columbus, Ohio; a telegraphic 
memorial from John Butil, of Madison County, Nebraska; a tele- 
graphic memorial from J. 8. Piste, of Wymore, Nebr. ; a telegraphic me- 
morial from Perry Walker, of Plattsmouth, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memo- 
rial from Henry Brugman, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial 
from H. Wilson and H. E. Hanlon, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic 
memorial from C, C. Jones, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphi ¢ memorial 
from R. A. Hodge, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of Rev. 

C, A. Reemer, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial of M. Mc- 
Lean, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial of Robert Reed, of 
Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of G. O. Conant, of Lincoln, 

Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial of John Schmittel, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a 
telegraphic memorial of John F. Merritt, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a tele- 
graphic memorial of H. P. Drexel, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic 
memorial of John S. Barber, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial 
ot Henry Scearce, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a hic memorial of J. L. 

Webb as A. C. Jordan, of Beatrice, Nebr. ; ; a telegraphic memorial ot 
Ifarry Merriam, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of L. A. 

Broadwell, of Omaha, Nebr. ; atelegraphic memorial of George Esmond, 
of Omaha, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial of J. H. Powers, president of 
the Nebraska State Farmers’ Alliance, of Lincoln, gy a telegraphic 
memorial of W. 8. Mills, of Lincoln, Nebr., and a telegraphic memorial 
of J, H. Meredith, of St. Louis, Mo., all remonstrating against the 
passage of what is known as the Conger lard bill and favoring the pas- 
sage of what is known as the Paddock pure-food bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented sundry petitions of citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the of what are known as the ‘‘ pure-lard’’ and 
‘‘pure-food’’ bills; which were referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg leave at this time, in view of what took 
place yesterday, of which our friends on the other side were informed, 
about giving an hour each morning to unobjected cases on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII, toask unanimous consent that after the routine morn- 
ing business is through one hour may be devoted to the Calendar of 
unobjected cases under Rule VIII. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that, until otherwise ordered, at the close of the 
routine morning business each day one hour be devoted to cases to 
which there is no objection on the Calendar, under Rule VIII. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- 
ton, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

. bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCulloh; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from _ Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 712) for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of 
Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, reported it without amendment. 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emiline Jane Bush- 
nell, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way to the 
Sherman and Northwestern Railway Company through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3894) to grant to the Montana and Wyoming Railroad Company a 
right of way through the Crow Indian reservation, and for other pur- 
rted it with an amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2623) to authorize the acquisition of lands for coke 
ovens and other improvements and for right of way for wagon roads, 
railroads, and tramways in connection with — mines, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1889. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably, with certain amendments, the House con- 
current resolution for printing the twelfth number of the Statistical 
Abstract for 1889, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Senate, by. unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the con- 
current resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved eee Soom of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed in addition 
the Statistical ak States for the year 1889, of which 5,000 

shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to strike out the word “‘ fifteen,’’ in 

line 3, and insert ‘* sixteen;’’ so as to read: 
In addition to the usual number 16,000 copies, ete. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I move to add at the end of the resolution: 

And 1,000 copies for distribution by the Bureau of Statistics. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the concurrent resolution and 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President eames was authorized to 
a pent the conferees on the part of the te; and Mr. MANDERSON, 

tr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed 

Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing I report ad- 
versely the joint resolution (S. R. 84) for the printing of the twelfth 
number of the Statistical Abstract of the United States, and J move 
that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BLAIR. I introduce a bill to prohibit the importation, expor- 
tation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages, and for 
other purposes, by request of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
Mrs. Ada M. Bittenbender, a 

The bill (S. 4389) to prohibit the importation, ex tion, and in- 
terstate transportation of alcoholic beverages, and for other purposes 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (8. 4390) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sylvester Huit; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4391) granting a ion to 
George W. Diehl; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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AMENDMENT TO A BILL. | I. L. CAIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. REAGAN submitted an amendment intended to be gore by The first bill on the Calendar in regular order was announced to be 
him to the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States fe | court, and the bill (S. 151) for the relief of I. L. Cain and others. 

rovide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States and; The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would state that a House 
Merritories: which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. bill relating to the same question has been received and referred to the 
Committee on Claims of the Senate. This bill will be read at length, 
subject to objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not see the Senator who reported the bill, and I 





WASHINGTON AND CUMBERLAND RAILROAD, 


Mr. BARBOUR. Some time agoI reported from the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia the bill (8S. 4310) to authorize the Washington | ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 
and Cumberland Railroad Seeeeee to extend its road into the District | Mr. HARRIS. The House bill has not been reported from the com- 
of Columbia. Friends of the bill now wish to have certain amendments mittee. 
made to it, and I move that the bill be recommitted to the Committee The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House bill has not been re- 
on the District of Columbia for that purpose. ported. 
The motion was agreed to. Mr. HARRIS. I ask that this bill may remain on the Calendar with 
out prejudice, so that I may be able tocall it up. I hope the com 
mittee will report back the House bill at the earliest moment possible. 
Mr. SPOONER. What is the bill to which the Senator reiers ? 
Mr. HARRIS. The bill (S.151) for the relief of I. L. Cain and oth- 
| ers, the first on the Calendar of unobjected cases. It is a bill which 
| 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RANDALL. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that to-morrow, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the resolutions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in relation to the death of Samuel J. Randall, late a Rep- | po. peen reported repeatedly by the Committee on Claims, passed the 
resentative from the State of Pennsylvania; and I move that when the | Senate in the Fiftieth Congress, and failed to receive consideration in 
Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. | the other House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfrom Pennsylvaniagives | yr, platy. 
notice that to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
he will ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the House res- 
olutions upon the death of Hon. Samuel J. Randall, and moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 12 
o'clock. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 


from Pennsylvania. Mr. SPOONER. The bill is undoubtedly in the hands of some mem- 
The motion was agreed to. . ber of the Committee on Claims asasubcommittee. I will look into it. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT WINONA, MINN. | Mr. HARRIS, I will endeavor to ascertain who has it in charge and 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning busi- | get him to report it. 
ness, that order is closed, and pursuant to the order of the Senate the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
Calendar, under Rule VIII, will now be considered for the space of one | prejudice. 


A House bill on the same subject has now been passed 
by the other branch. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the bill refer to? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is for cotton taken by General Burnside for forti- 
fication purposes, of the same class as the Perez Dickinson claim for 
256 bales that was provided for in the Fiftieth Congress. 


hour. The hour allotted ‘to the consideration of the Calendar under TIMOTHY HENNESSY. 
Rule VIII will expire at 120’clock and 35 minutes. TheSecretary will The bill (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy was considered 
announce the first bill on the Calendar. . 


: ; as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Before proceeding with that, I ask unanimous The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
consent for the consideration of House bill 8792, from the fact that I ; “hfe “ a, 59 dal bb, 
an amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ proper,’’ toinsert ‘‘as majo 
om to be absent from the Chamber for ° few days and Iam vary de- of the Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers;’’ so as to make the bill 
sirous that the bill shall be passed. It is a bridge bill, and will take read: ’ 
only a few moments. The work is waiting for the pee of the bill. | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Minnesota asks thorized and directed to pay unto the said Timothy Hennessy the three months 
unanimous consent that the order of the Senate may be laid aside—— | pay proper, as major of Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, under the pro 
Mr. COCKRELL. Informally. visions of the said act of March 3, 1865. 
The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Informally, and that the Senate pro- The amendment was agreed to. 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8792) to authorize the con- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn. | ment was concurred in. 
Is there objection ? The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | third time, and passed. 
proceeded to consider the bill. The Committee on Military Affairs reported to strike out the pream- 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an | ble, as follows: 
amendment, in section 4, line 8, before the word ‘‘mile’’ where it Whereas Timothy Hennessy, late major of the Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry 
twice occurs, to insert the word ‘‘one;’’ so as to read: Volunteers, did enlist on the 10th day of August, 1861, and did serve until the 
One mile above and 1 mile below the pro i] sien, Ist day of April, 1865, on which latter date he did tender his resignation to ac- 


cept the position of assistant United States district attorney at Richmond, Va.; 
The amendment was agreed to. and 


wi had tl id Timothy H : ved until after the 9th day of 
The bill was Teported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment ie Uete ica nce econ eer aa Aces enaedingl ame emma same 


April, 1865, he would have been entitled to three months’ pay proper under 
was coucurred in. the provisions of the act of March 3, 1865: Therefore. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to he read | The amendment was agreed to. 


a third time. THOMAS H. CARPENTER 
‘The bill was read the third time, and passed. . me Dean Sn 
Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the Senate request a conference The bill (S. 2080) authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas 


with the House of Representatives on the amendment to this bill. H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the 
The motion was agreed to. rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of retired 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to officers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. Vest, The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment, in line 

WASHBURN, and SAWYER were appointed. 10, after the word ‘‘pay,’’ to strike out ‘‘as though he had been re- 


. tired as of his date of resignation’’ and insert ‘‘ from the date of his 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. appointment and retirement; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Mr. PLATT. On the 8th of September a bill, which was introduced Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 
by the President pro tempore, to amend an act providing for a civil gov- | suthorized ty nominate and. by and with the advice and consent aint 
ernment in Alaska was referred to the Committee on Territories, after | infantry in the Army of the United States; and, when so appointed, he shall 
having been in the first instance referred to the Committee on the Ju- be placed a the list of retired officers of the Army on ace ount of wounds re 
diary The Commies on Teritories hare examined tbe bill and it | Sic rhisapsininent and eurenesis nn '* ms mY om 

on, and a somewhat important judi 
cial question. I move, therefore, that the Committee on Territories : 4p 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be | Words ‘under this act. = 
referred to the Committee onthe Judiciary. I think the first reference The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
was quite right. will be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be reported. | Mr. © JCKRELL. The intention is to make it more specific; it does 

The Carer Cierk. A bill (S. 4377) to amend the act entitled ‘An | 20t change the meaning at all. 

viding a civil government for Alaska.” | The Cuizr CLerk. Itis proposed to add to the amendment the 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Com- | Words “‘ under this act;’’ so as to read: 
mittee on Territories will be discharged from the further consideration From the date of his appointment and retirement under this act. 
of the bill, and it will be committed to the Committee on the Judicia The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

ry. 





Mr. COCKRELL. There should be added to the amendment the 
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The amendment as amended waa agreed to. 

The dill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. __ 


DRY-DOCK NEAR ALGIERS, LA. 


The bill (8. 200) for the establishment of a wee and dry-dock 
on the Government reservation near Algiers, La., with an appropria- 
tion therefor, was announced as next in order. 

Mr, DOLPH. That is too important a bill to be passed under this 
order, and no member of the Naval Committee is present, I think. I 
ask that it may go over without prejudice. 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the Senator from Oregon will withdraw his 
objection. There is no bill that bas been more maturely 
than this. It was referred to a naval commission by the 
Secretary of the Navy, who very thoronghly the subject and 
made an exhaustive report. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator please speak a little louder? 

Mr. GIBSON, [say a commission was appointed, in accordance with 
a bill we passed, by the Secretary of the Navy, and the commission 
after investigating the subject reported in favor of this bill. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs have reported it unanimously. The Secretary 
of the Navy went before that committee and urged it upon them. 
There js no opposition to the bill, so far as I know, from any quarter. 
I have waited patiently that it might be reached on the Calendar in 
the ordinary and due course of legislation. I trust the Senator from 
Oregon will withdraw his objection to it. 

Mr. HIGGINS, Iask the Senator from Louisiana if he will state 
what the reasons are for the construction of this navy-yard and dry- 
dock? He says the bill has been reported favorably, but many Sena- 
tors do not know why such aconstruction should be madethere. Will 
the Senator himself tell us why ? 

Mr. GIBSON, I have the report here, which is quite a lengthy 
one, submitted by the board of naval officers, and the report of the 
Naval Committee. The chairman of the committee [Mr. CAMERON ] 
reported the bill. 

A dry-dock is needed there on account of the great shipping in New 
Orleans. Over athousand vessels cleared there last year and over a 
thousand entered, and the export amounted to $89,000,000-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator from Louisiava 
proceeds, the Chair will inquire if the objection is withdrawn ? 

Mr. DOLPH. 1 withdraw the objection, if the Senator from Loui- 
siana desires to make an tion of the of the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator is satisfied, I shal! not detain the Sen- 
ate by any further explanation. 

This property was purchased at Algiers by the Government in 1856. 
We have large commercial interests which represent, not New Orleans, 
but the whole Mississippi Valley and all its great tributaries, making 
many thousand miles ot tributary streams; and we have hp J water 
at the mouth and the shipping is increasing from year to year. We 
sent out last year $89,000,000 of exports. This dock-yard has been 
recommended by Secretaries of the Navy for years, in fact since 1856, 
ag aad re pen Ane rmornnend wy tesa ptf commerce. 

Then again our iron come into the port of New Orleans; they 
can not live s6 well in salt water as in fresh water. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire ot the Senator, as I did not 
hear the reading of the bill, what the amount of the appropriation i is. 

Mr. GIBSON. Five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. CULLOM. Involved in this bill ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Wehavealready passed an act that was recommended 
by the same commission. Two hundred thousand dollars is appropri- 
ated by this bill, but the whole amount, as recommended by com- 
mission and the of the Navy, I believe is $500,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not hear the bill, but the title indicates that 
it is for the erection of a new navy-yard. 

Mr. GIBSON, That should be stricken out. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that ee ee 
this bill reduces the a Is that true? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir; and confines the work to a dry-dock. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the estimate of final cost ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Five hundred thousand 

Mr. CULLOM. And the present appropriation is $200,000? 

Mr. GIBSON. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The Senator is certainly mistaken about it, be- 
cause the bill says that amount is appropriated ‘‘ towards the estab- 
lishment of a dry-dock.’’ It does not say $200,000 for the completion, 
but “towards ’’ it. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bill may be again read. 

Mr. GIBSON. I did not say that the total cost was $200,000. I 
meant to say that the total estimate, as I understand it, is $500,000, and 
the appropriation of $200,000 is for this year. We are endeavoring to 
increase our trade from New Orleans with coun 
Sea, Mexico, and South America. We have a 
ships engaged in the fruit trade already with the Central 
America, and we have a large trade in woods with Cuba and Mexico. 


This land was purchased by the Government in 1856 to be used for this 


— a 

I should like to ask the Senator if the purpose of 
avatninariewme, ard and dry-dock is for the uses of the 
Navy and Government waite, or for the uses of private commerce. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the Senator from Delaware that I ad- 

dressed that question some time ago to the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
HALE], and the Senators from New d generally, I think, con- 
in the opinion that while dry are established primarily 
Serene for the use of Government ships, to repair them, 
canker tteon under certain regulations of the Navy Department 
for the r of ships engaged in commerce by citizens of 
She United States; a one of the great objects of a large dry-dock like 
this is the benefit it may confer upon shipping. 

We have no Government dry-dock near New Orleans, where one is 
much needed for our commerce up and down the Mississippi River and 
upon the ocean. One has al een vided for at Beaufort, S. C., 
during this session by a bill sim this, recommended by the same 
naval commission, by the same Secretary of the Navy, and the same 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and for the same amount. Why should 


we —- this bill ? 

RESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
CMe 3 Hoar] asked that the bill be read. It will be read, and then 
the amendmen 


ts proposed by the Committee on Naval Affairs will be 
reported. 


The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. Is that bill read subject to objection? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection can be interposed at any 
time. 

Mr. PASCO. It is a very important matter, Mr. President, and the 
people of my State feel a great interest in it because of the navy-yard 
at Pensacola, My colleague [Mr. Cat] is absent, and I know would 
like to be heard upon the subject when it comes up. I must object to 
the present consideration of the bill. 

Pee PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it be passed over without prej- 
ice? 

Mr, PASCO. Without prejudice. 

Mr. GIBSON. I give notice that at an early day I shall ask the 
Senate to proceed to consider and pass this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the bill goes over I ask that the Secretary may 
at least read the amendments, so nen we may know what we have 
been talking about during all this ti 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TES OiE Ge hea doshas send. The 
amendments will now be stated. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Naval Afiairs were, 
in line 3, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out “one million ’’ and 
insert “‘two hundred thousand;’’ in line 6, after the word “ Navy,”’ 
to strike out ‘for’? and insert “‘towards;” in line 7, alter the word 
“*dry-dock,”’ to strike out ‘‘and navy-yard;’’ in line 8, after the word 
** Louisiana,’’ to strikeout ‘‘and for the purchase of additional land,”’ 
and at the end of the bill to insert ‘‘ the total cost of said dry-dock not 
to exceed 500,000;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., ‘That the sum of $200,000 be, and eee: 


out of any in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
under the disestion af te Geamatacy of Hey senate op any 
reservation near 


tary of the Navy under the provisions of the act ap 
sedi As esate cotase sas 
toexceed $500,000. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. These amendments have been read 
for information, but aa for consideration. ‘The bill resumes its place 


on the es ~ Solee meee tM P a prejudice on the objection 


Ree ae ne oe edie at texton ts Maeno wes annoumend 
as next in order; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that the bill fora dry-dock at Algiers, La., 
be taken up, notwithstanding the objection of the Senator from F Florida. 
Mr. CULLOM. To what bill does the Senator refer? 


to be expended 


the Secre- 
ved renee S 1888, 
een a year 
said dry-dock not 


Mr. CULLOM. Weare on another . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Barr in the chair). This is 
not the bill of the Senator w is now before the 


fey 
F 
F 
fae 
Fe 
= 
a 


be 
Secretary. A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Snowden and 
Mason. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The other bill was objected to and passed over. 
Mr. GIBSON. Under the rule I understand I can move to take up 


bill notwithstanding the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the understanding ot the Chair 

that the Senate is proceeding under the special order adopted this 

r. HOAR. It was agreed by unanimous consent 

Be py - 
cases on 

Mr. GIBSON. I was informed by Ponahtinn Ofticer of the fen- 


F 
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ate that I might make such motion. I took pains to get his opinion USE AND SALE OF OPIUM. 

on the subject. ; : | The bill (S. 947) to restrict the use and sale of opium in the District 
Mr. HIGGINS. I understand the former order on the subject of | of Columbia and the Territories of the United States was considered 

the motion of the Senator from Louisiana is not displaced by the fact | as in Committee of the Whole. 

of the subsequent order having been read. ar The bill was reported from the Committee on Education and Labor 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senate § with amendments. 

the parliamentary condition as he understands it. The Senate is pro- The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the word 

ceeding now under the order adopted this morning. ‘ . | opium,’’ to insert ‘‘or any preparation thereof ;’’ in line 9, after the 
Mr. GIBSON. The bill went over, as I understand it, without prej- | word ‘‘ whatsoever,’’ to insert ‘‘except medicinally or in the arts;”? 

udice. : A and in line 17, after the word ‘‘ year,’ to insert ‘‘ or by both such 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it did, and it retains its place on the | pynishments;”’ so as to make the section read: . 


Calendar. | That every person who, within the District of Columbia or any of the Terri- 


Mr. GIBSON. Then I give notice that when I get the opportunity | tories of the United States, or other place within the exclusive jurisdiction of 

I will move its consideration, notwithstanding the objection. the United States, shail sell, lend, or give away, or offer to sell, lend, or give 
~ * . ° 2 ade | Way any apparatus or device or instrument whereby opium or any preparation 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be kind enough to have the order made | 4), 52.0; may be smoked or used in any manner whatsoever, except medicinally 


this morning read or stated to the Senate, as some Senators have come 


or in the arts, or who shall permit or allow ——— to assemble upon any 
in since it was adopted ? . 


»yremises in his or her control for the purpose of smoking opium, or shall lease, 
- = 3 . . : aire, or rent any building or premises, or any part thereof to be used, occupied 
The PRESIDING OFF ICER. It isa mere verbal order and not in or employed for the purpose of smoking opium or of using opium in any man- 
writing. The Chair will state it as he understands it to be, that here- | n« r, shall be guilty of misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be sentenced to 
after the Senate is to proceed for one hour at the conclusion of the | Pay 4 fine of not less than one nor more than five hundred dollars, or be im- 
routine morning business to consider unobejcted cases on the Calendar , ?*°°"' d not exceeding one year, or by both such punishments, 


under Rule VIII. | The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. Iso understood the order, and, if I so correctly under- | ‘The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘par- 
stood it, it seems to me that it precludes a vote by a majority to take | poses,’’ to insert ‘‘only;’’ so as to make the section read: 
upa particular bill. | Sec. 8. That the foregoing provisions of this act shall not apply to druggists 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would be the understanding of | or physicians erigaged in the sale or use of opium for legitimate or medicinal 
the Chair, but as the present occupant is only temporarily occupying , P!"?°*** only. 


the place he does not feel like expressing any opinion about it. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Mr. PLATT. I think the spirit of the order undoubted)y was that | ments were concurred in. 

we should proceed with unobjected cases, and that motions should not The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

be made to take up cases if they were objected to; and when it is said | third time, and passed. 

thatwe proceed under Rule VIII to consider unobjected cases, yet under caleleRdiiels Acetate a a bs = 

Rule VIII any one has a right tagmove to take up a bill to which ob- ee er Oe ee nn 

jection has been made. I think the understanding of the Senate was Che bill (8. 3097) authorizing the appointment of an assistant sword- 

that that should not be done under this order. master at the Military Academy was considered as in Committee of the 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I understand the agreement entirely | hole. 

different from the statement of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


PLatr]. The distinct statement, as the Reporter’s notes will doubt- | be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
less show, was that we covsider unobjected cases under Rule VITI, and it | 
necessarily involved all the provisions of Rule VIII because noexcep-| .. .. eee: ; oe : : 
tien was ie. Now I would prefer the construction—— , ‘The bill (S. 1567) to provide for the purchase of a site on which to 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to call his | “ect @ building for the use of the Post-Office Department and the 
attention to the fact that while we were to consider the cases under | United States post-office at Washington, D. C., was announced as next 
Rule VIII, which involves the five-minute rale of debate, I believe it was | 1" order. ee Bet Be ite 
only certain cases that were to be considered in this hour, to wit, un-| the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks this bill has been 
objected cases, and no others. acted upon. Se 

Mr. PLATT. That is Rule VIII. Mr. COCK RELL. It ought to be indefinitely postponed. — 
Mr. HOAR. No. Rule VIILallows the cqnsideration of objected Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will therefore be indefinitely post- 
cases on motion. poned. _ na +: ; 
Mr. HARRIS. We consider unobjected cases under Rule VIII, and | Mr. GORMAN. Not this bill. Let it go over without prejudice. 
if objection should be made any Senator has the right to move +e een- | 1 do not think this bill has passed. It is for the Post-Office Depart- 
sider the bill, notwithstanding the objection, under that rule. a ; 

Mr. HOAR. Then they cease to be unobjected cases. Mr. COCKRELL. And the city post-office 
Mr. HARRIS. I am quite satisfied to take the other construction, | The PRESIDEN L pi o tempore. Itis a bill to provide for the pur- 
but I do not think it is the proper construction of the consent agree- chase of a site on which to erect a building tor the Post-Oflice Depart- 
ment made this morning. ment and a United States post-oflice at Washington, D.C. 


SITE FOR CITY POST-OFFICE, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule VIII provides that any Sena- Mr. GORMA N, I think it had better go over without prejudice. 
tor may move to proceed with the consideration of a bill notwithstand- | | fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it be passed over under [tule 
ing an objection. It is in the power of the Senate to disregard that 1%, oF without prejudice? 
provision by unanimous consent. The Chair will be glad to be in- Mr. HARRIS. Letitremainon the Caleudar, 
structed as to the wish of the Senate in the premises, but unless other- Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over under Rule LX; it will never be 
wise instructed the Chair would feel compelled to hold that the right considered; and let us get it off the Calendar of consideration. 
to move the consideration of a bill notwithstanding the objection ex- | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 


ists. Rule IX. 
Mr. PLATT. I should hope, Mr. President, that in these closing PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND DENTISTRY. 
— ee earns eee 7 eam | "The bill (S. 2396) to regulate the practice of medicine in the District 
8 hee to Sook iedibelasiiet endiicdinn to tahoe "y ane of Columbia was announced as next in order. 
not be ini unem.. I think that is < toms cefthe on | Mr. MITCHELL. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr ee coer resaiprtmee Ap wey conten vekenigmaas The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill wi!l be passed over. 
Mr. GIBSON I will 1 ee to take up the bill which was before The bill (S. 3245) for the regulation of the practice of dentistry in the 

x ‘ cai : < ons : District of Columbiaand for the protection ‘of the people from empiri- 
— PRESIDENT pre textpore yo can net make that mo- cism in relation thereto was announced as next in order 
tion now, because another bill is under consideration. oe aeeen are _ aoe. bill 
Mr. GIBSON, I will not make the motion. I merely rose to ex- The ‘PRESIDENT a ean’ “Elen MANE ott) ‘he mieeimies tii. 
plain that I will make that motion when the opportunity presents. | ans siete wer ee - a sabes a. 

an j pice. 
SNOWDEN AND MASON. BRIDGE OVER DUCK RIVER, TENNESSEE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 1195 for the relief of | ‘Phe pill (S 
Snowden and Mason is betore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and open to amendment. 
The bill proposes to refer the claims of Snowden and Mason for fur- 
ther com ion for the construction of the iron-clad monitors Mana- 
= 3° oon the Court of Claims under regulations prescribed. 
© bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to} ,..4 thatall teleeraph and telephone companies shall have equal richts {: 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | conteutiing end nanaaletens thelr Hach oun sali beldne. re 


. 3780) to give consent of Congress to the construction of a 
bridge over the Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tennessee, was cou- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. ‘The first amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word 
**therefor,’’ to insert: 
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So as to make the section read: 


See. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure and shall be nized and known asa post-route, and it 
shall onkey the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States: 
Provided, That the United States may construct a postal telegraph over said 
bridge without charge therefor, and that all telegraph and telephone companies 
ee have equal rights in constructing and maintaining their lines over said 

widge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 19, after the word “ war,’’ 
to insert: 

And the said bridge shall be at all times so kept and managed as to offer rea- 
sonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under said 
bridge; and to secure the safe passage of vessels at night there shall be dis- 


played on said bridge, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals as 
may be prescribed by the Light-House Board, 
So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said county shall submit to the Secretary of War, for bis examination 
and approval, a design and drawings of the osteo and a map of the location, 
giving, for the space of 1 mile above and | mile below the proposed location, 
the topography of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, 
the direction and strength of the currents at all stages,and the soundings, ac- 
curately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bri or 
bridges, and sha}! furnish such other information as may be required for a full 
and satisfactory understanding of the subject. And until the said plan and 
location of the bridge are aggeenas by the Secretary of War the bridge shall 
not be built, and should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during 
the peomem of construction, such change shall be subject to the approval of 
the ae of War, and thesaid bridge shall be at all times so kept and man- 
aged as to offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through 
or under said bridge; and to secure the safe passage of vessels at night there 
shall be displayed on said bridge, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other 
signals as may be prescribed by the Light-House Board. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to add the 1ollowing as a new section: 


Sec, 5, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of the approval of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALAMEDA, CAL. 

The bill (S. 3888) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the State of Cali- 
fornia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN SPICER. 

The bill (S. 335) for the relief of John Spicer was announced as next 

in order. 


Mr. DOLPH. That is adversely reported. Let it go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX. 


AUDITOR OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS, 


The bill (S. 590) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to create an andi- 
tor of railroad accounts, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 19, 
187s, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

The next bill in order was announced. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Was objection made to Order of Business 1403, 
Senate bill 590? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I objected to that bill. 

Mr, MITCHELL. I was not observing at the time. 
objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not do it this morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL, It is a bill that relates to the administration of 
the office of the Commissioner of Railroads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have time to look atit. It is 
the creation of a new office, and I do not think we ought to create new 
offices just now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon; it creates no new offices. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

STATE TAXATION OF UNITED-STATES NOTES. 


The bill (S. 1535) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes 
and United States Treasury notes was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over. 

The bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within which suits 
may be brought against accounting officers and the sureties on their 
official bonds was announced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before we go on with that I wish to suggest to 
the Senator from Maryland as to the order that was previously passed 


I hope the 


over—my attention was not attracted to it—that that is a bill reported 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE], as the Senator from 
Maryland will see, and its title perhaps may be misleading as to the 
contents of the bill. It provides simply for putting United States 
Treasury notes and national-bank notes, when they are held as money 
by citizens in the various States, on the same footing as other money 
and property and subjecting them to taxation as cash in their hands, just 
as coin is subjected; and I am sure if the Senator will listen to the 
reading of the bill he will be entirely satisfied with it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that we go back to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection being withdrawn, the 
bill (8. 1535) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and United 
States Treasury notes is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause, as follows: 


That the circulating notes of national-banking associations and all United 
States legal-tender notes shall be liable to taxation under State authority, in 
any State in which the owner thereof may reside, as cash, in the samme manner 
and to the same extent as cash in the coin of the United States and all other 
money in the hands of or owned by inhabitants of such State is or shall be taxed, 
equally and without discrimination. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That all cireulating notes of national-banking associations and all United 
States legal-tender notes and all other notes and certificates of the United States 
payable on demand and circulating as currency shall not be exempt from taxa- 
tion under the authority of any state or Territory: Provided, T any such 
taxation shall be exercised in the same manner and at the same rate that any 
such State or Territory shall tax other money within its jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of this act shall not be deemed or held to change 
existing laws in respect of the taxation of national-banking associations. 


Mr. PLATT. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont whether 
under the wording of that bill a State may tax national-bank notes in 
the possession of the bank not in circulation—tax them while in the 

ion of the bank as against th® bank. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It leaves it as to the banks exactly as the law is 
now as to banks concerning coin. If they are taxed on their cash cap- 
ital or deposits, if those form a partof the deposits, then they are taxed 
on them just as their notes or gold coin or silver coin in the hands of 
a private man are taxed. They are put on the same footing equally, 
without any dis ment, as other money. It appears that in the 
State of Mississippi, and I think in some other States, every tax-payer 
who has a lot of money may say, ‘‘I will not pay taxes on these United 
States notes. I have $100,000 of United States notes in my bank 
which are not taxable,’’ and the supreme court of Mississippi seems to 
have taken up that strange ground. I do not think it is the law, 
and so the Committee on the Judiciary, after careful consideration, I 
think, was entirely unanimous that such an abuse as that ought to be 
corrected. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand—I speak from recollection without look- 
ing at the statute—that national banks dre not now and never have been 
taxable for this personal property in any way. They are taxable by 
the State for real estate held by them for their banking institutions. 
That is all; but they are not taxable by the States generally, and only 
by the General Government. The stockholders of national banks are 
taxable by the State under the permission of the act of Congress for the 
values or their stock, provided the States do not tax them a larger sum 
than the same State taxes other moneyed capital in the hands of in- 
dividuals. Ithink thatis thelaw. The Senator from Vermont knows 
better than I do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; that is it. 

Mr. HOAR. But this can not possibly affect them. 

Mr. PLATT. It was under the impression which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has stated that I asked the question I did; and as I 
caught the reading of the bill it suggested the inquiry in my mind 
whether it was not establishinga new system of taxation upon national 
banks and making their circulation taxable by the State if the State 
chose to exercise that power; and I am not now quite satisfied that it 
does not. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for making one more ob- 
servation, United States banks, under the Constitution of the United 
States and repeated and well-settled decisions of the Supreme Court, 
are not taxable except by the express permission of Congress; and this 
bill says that this permission shal! not affect the taxing of banks at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Unless the bill is a long one I should like to hear 
it read again. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is very short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read the substitute reported by the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire if this is a bill which enables 
a State to tax securities of the United States to any extent it sees fit, 
provided it is done under laws uniform—those that apply to all the 
property of its citizens. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itdoes not apply to securities of the United States 








1890. 





in the proper sense of security at all. It applies to money of the peo- 
ple that the United States issues and that circulates as money, and 
that ought to be taxed just as much as coin, and equally with all other 
money. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Notas securities. Would not that affect the value of 
a proposed loan of the United States if it went into the market to bor- 
row money? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the slightest. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. » : 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
SUITS AGAINST SURETIES. 


The bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within which suits 
may be brought against accounting officers and the sureties on their 
official bonds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That no suit by or on behalf of the United States shall be commenced against 
any principal obligor upon the official bond or other official undertaking of any 
officer of the United States, or other person intrusted with money or property 
belonging to the United States, unless such suit shall be commenced within ten 
years next after the particular default or breach of such bond or undertaking 
complained of shall have occurred. . ‘ 

Sec. 2. That no suit by or on behalf of the United States shall be commenced 
against any surety upor the official bond or other official undertaking of any | 
otticer of the United States, or other person intrusted with money or property | 
belonging to the United States, unless such suit shal! be commenced within six | 
years next after the particular default or breach of such bond or undertaking | 
complained of shal! have occurred. : : F ; 

Sec. 3. That if at the time when a cause of action mentioned in section 1 of 
this act sball have accrued against a person he is out of the United States, the 
suit may be commenced within the time in said section limited therefor after 
he comes into the United States; and if, after the cause of action shall have ac- 
crued, a person against whom it has accrued is absent from and resides ont of 
the United States, the time of his absence shall not be taken as part of the time 
limited for bringing the suit. 

Sec. 4, That the limitations in this act provided in respect of sureties shall not | 
affect any right of action against the principal of any such surety, nor the right | 
of action against any surety or sureties in respect of whom the time mentioned | 

} 
| 
| 


in this act shall not have run, and the bar provided for in this act shall not op- 
erate in any manner as a defense to such principal or to such last-mentioned 
surety. 


In respect of all causes of action for breaches of any bond or undertaking de- 


scribed in the preceding sections of this act, which shall have accrued or oc- 
curred at the date of the passage hereof, suit may be brought by or on behalf of 
the United States within six years next ensuing, and not after, and the provis- | 
jons of sections 3 and 4 of this act shall apply to such suits and to the limita- 
tions thereon. | 
Sec, 5. That nothing in this act shall be held to repeal or otherwise affect the | 
provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” 
nor of the act approved Augtst 8, 1888, entitled ‘An act requiring notice of de- 
ficiency in accounts of principals to be given to sureites upon bonds of United | 
States officials, and fixing a limitation of time within which suits shall be brought | 
against said sureties on said bonds.”’ 


Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ver- | 
mont in regard to this bill, whether, under the saving section, section | 
5, there would be full notice given to the sureties upon any official | 
bond when the Government discovers that there was a shortage in the | 
accounts of the principal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a former act which is specially referred | 
to, not affected by this act, which requires something of that nature. | 

Mr. SPOONER. It not only requires notice to be given, if I may | 
interrupt the Senator, but it authorizes any surety upon any bond, or | 
a principal upon any bond, who is unable to have his accounts settled | 
with the Treasury, to file his petition in a circuit or a district court of 
the United States for an adjustment of the accounts and fixes a statute | 
of limitation upon suits for the amount fixed, of three years. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that this is in addition to all that, and applies | 
to all the cases which do not fall within that. 

Mr. SPOONER. That provision, as I remember, was drawn by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR}. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read | 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘An act to limit the time 
within which suits may be brought against accounting officers and the 
sureties on their official bonds.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the House be asked for a conference | 
on this bill, and that the Chair appoint the conferees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves | 
that the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 64) just 
passed and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro lempore was authorized to | 
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appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. EpMuNbs, 
Mr. Hoar, and Mr, GEORGE were appointed. 


USE OF A DISTRICT SCHOOL BUILDING. 

Mr. REAGAN. Task leave to presentaconcurrent resolution author- 
izing the commissioners of the District of Columbia to grant the tem- 
porary use of rooms in the Briggs school building, Twenty-second street, 
near D street, northwest, for the purpose of holding religious meetings. 
This resolution has been handed to me by Rev. James L. White, a 
colored minister, who is from North Carolina, for the purpose of com- 
mencing with others aseries of missionary sermons, and who had already 
made arrangements and bought furniture to put in the lowe ) 
the school-house, not to interfere with the school. 

The commissioners now instruct him that he will have to have the 
authority of the Senate, as he understands, but of course it requires 
the assentof both Houses, and therefore I make this a concurrent res- 
olution to allow that to be done. He tells me their arrangements ar 
to commence their religious services on the 14th, and that he is very 
anxious that the resolution be acted upon soon. I call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia to the 


part of 


| concurrent resolution. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLatr in the chair), T 


ie con- 
current resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution authorizing the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to grant the temporary use of roomsinthe Briggs school building fo 
religious meetings. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the com 
missioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized and empowered 
to grant the temporary use of rooms in the Briggs schoo! building, Twenty-se« 
ond street, near D street, northwest, for the purpose of holding religious m 
ings. 

THE REVENUE BILI. 


Mr. GORMAN. I have a telegram from the Senator from New Jet 
sey [Mr. McPHERSON ], who has been appointed a member of the con- 
ference committee on the tariff bill, stating that he is indisposed and 
will not be able to act as a member of the committee, and asking to be 
excused from service on it. I move that the Senator be excused and 
that the Chair fill the vacancy. 


The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Maryland, for the 


| reasons indicated, asks that the Senator from New Jersey may be ex 


cused from further service on the committee of conference on the tarift 
bill, and that the vacancy occasioned by his declination be filled by the 
Chair. Hearing no objection, the Chair appoints the Senator from In 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES] upon the committee of conference in the place 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
2781 
to torfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. The question is 
on concurring in the report, upon which the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MoRGAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I should feel that I owean apology 
to the Senate for having detained it as long as [ have already done in 
this matter if it were not for the importance of the subject and for an- 
other circumstance. The Senate is very weary, and Senators absent 


| themselves from the Chambera!most necessarily, and it is next to im 


possible to concentrate the attention of the large body of Senators upon 
any question, no matter how important it is, when the history of the 
question is prolix and necessarily involves an inquiry into a numbet 


| of facts with which the Senate is not entirely familiar. 


i have endeavored not to wander in this discussion, but to keep 
myself close to the record and to the questions that are presented. 

There is a great deal of important history that is inseparably con 
nected with the various and curious provisions of this bill, and I have 
felt constrained to give such part of it as I could to the country in 
order that the people might understand what we are doing with their 
property. 

I think it is not too much to say that there are very few Senators in 
this Chamber who could now state from memory, or otherwise, the his 
tory of the five separate land grants, besides many other important 
matters that are taken out of the operation of this so-called land-grant 
bill and are disposed of by separate and exceptional and peculiar 
The exceptions so provided for 
are very much more important than the forfeiture feature of the bill. 
I had to address the Senate on this measure without being informed 


| how much land this bill will forfeit to the Government or where it is 


located. 

I can make some approximate estimate on that point, but I can not 
state, and I doubt it any Senator here, I doubt if the chairman of the 
committee who submits this conference report can state to the Senate 


| ‘the number of acres of land that will be forfeited under this act. 


In a report made by the Commissioner of the General Land Office in 
1888 as to the effect of a land-forfeiture bill then before Congress, he 
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gives the following lists, estimated by acres, that would then be de- 
clared forfeited: 


Forfeitures of railroad lands embraced in bills now pending before Con- 


Estimated num- 


| Location of land 
forfeited. 


ber of acres 


Company or road which will be 



















| forfeited by 

House bill. 
ee —— ——| ee ee ee 
ee Ce is iccnthersecesterernesestieten 652, 800 
Coosa and Tenmessec........000..cccsesresseoresserseees 140, 160 
Coosa and Chattanooga ...........c00c0-ssereceeees 144, 000 
IEE HEEININT nts nicntratuntnenaschonrsentncese 651, 264 
Selma, Rome and Dalton*® ................ 258, 624 
Atlantic, Gulf and West India Transi 676, 000 
Pensacola and Georgia.....c00.......00000+ . 679, 680 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas............... sapebenetal 364, 800 
Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw ................. | Michigan.... 176, 256 
Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon....... NN cies x 294, 400 
Ontonagon and BrOlé River.......cccccccceeee| eevee AO severe 288, 000 
La Crosseand Milwaukee... .......<-..eesese0 isconsi 195, 724 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolisand Omaha..|....... .......-.++ one 1, 446, 400 
NT SR cnnnkarncettactensuanenxemnntncionsl Wisconsin............ 464, 480 
St. Vincent Extension, St. Paul and Pacific | Minnesota............ } 1, 113, 600 

(now St. Paul, Minneapolis and Mani- | 
toba). 

We I rcececernrvestsresshscoveenseqpnenneetiinieinss 243,712 
Southern Minnesota Railway Extension ...| Michigan.............. 832, 115 
Hastings and Dakota.............0cceeseeesesseereees Scapa aneilievesheane 819, 840 
i a  peebdanea | ccsctuanapidignpanteeseseaied 86, 907,741 
California and Oregon... . 1,740, 800 
Oregon and Calffornia.. woontwedh 2, 086, 400 
Southern Pacific............ 4, 147, 200 
54, 323, 996 

Ontonagon and Brilé River, forfeited .........)....c.ccccseescseeescerseesee! 288, 


"Lands certified to State for this road prior to May 23, 1872, amounting to 
440,700.16 acres, were confirmed to State by act of that date (17 Stats., 159) tor sole 
use and benefit of the Selma, Romeand Dalton Railroad Company. The lands 
so confirmed may not be subject to forfeiture. 

As to the Coosa and Chattanooga road mentioned there, I understand 
that nothing has ever been done towards its construction at all. It is 
very proper that that land should be forfeited. There can be no ob- 
jection whatever to it that I know of. 

As to the Mobile and Girard Railroad in this lista separate provision 
is made here which reduces the area of forfeited land under the bill 
reported by the committee of conference very greatly. 

The Coosa and Tennessee road is entirely overlooked in the bill which 
we are now considering, and the forfeiture of that land grant is said by 
the Secretary of the Interior or by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, as I have stated, to carry 140,160 acres. 

Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad, 258,624 acres. That railroad 
has been completed for thirty years or more and is in operation at this 
time through its whole extent, so this bill would not touch it at all. 

The Atlantic, Gulf and West India Transit Railroad, of Florida, 
676,000 acres. I know nothing about that road, whether it is in op- 
eration or whether it is in pros of being put into operation. Per- 
haps the Senator from Florida | Mr. Pasco] can tell me. 

Mr. PASCO, The road has been completed by another co 
than the one in the list the Senator from Alabama has before him. 

Mr. MORGAN. Bat is it a road completed and now in operation ? 

Mr. PASCO, As faras Tampa. I think the whole lineis now com- 
pleted, and has been for the last year. 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is another road in Florida, named or called 
the Pensacola and Georgia. 

Mr. PASCO. That has been completed. 

Mr. MORGAN. That has been completed. So these two roads in 
Florida will have to come out of the estimate made by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr, PASCO, The Senator from Alabama will allow me to say that 
that road has been completed between the terminal points. It may not 
be along the same line originally projected, but it has been completed, 
whether in compliance with law or not I am not able to state. 

Mr. MORGAN. But it is a road now completed and in operation, 
and therefore the pending bil].would not apply to it. 

Mr, PASCO. The road iscompleted and in ion between those 
two points, and it is claimed that it has been completed under that 


nt. 
Mr. MORGAN. Now, we have the Vicke Shreveport and 
a ae 


Texas road, in Louisiana, 364,800 acres. 
it is entirely completed 
and in operation. 


road has been covered by another road, 

Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw, of Michigan, 176,256 acres. I donot 
know whether that road has been completed or not. 

The Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon road, in Michigan, 294,400 
acres. - 


Then there was in this report the Ontonagon and Brilé River road, 


which has been forfeited by a separate act, and that is not to be 
counted in. 


on 
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The La Crosse and Milwaukee road, of Wisconsin, 195,724 acres. 

The Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha, 1,446,400 acres. I 
suppose that road has been entirely completed, or one that takes its 
place. I can not conceive that a road in that portion of the country 
having 1,446,400 acres of land should not have been completed by this 
time. 

Then the Wisconsin Central, of Wisconsin, 464,480 acres, 
lection is that that road has been completed. 

The St. Vincent Extension, St. Paul and Pacific (now St. Paul, Min- 
neapolis and Manitoba), 1,113,600 acres. J have no information about 
that road, except I believe it is what is called now the great Northern 
Pacific Railway, and it is completed. 

The Western Railroad, in Minnesota, 243,712 acres. 

Southern Minnesota Railway Extension, in Michigan, 832,115 acres. 

The Hastings and Dakota, in Michigan, 819,440 acres. 

The Northern Pacific, 36,907,741 acres that were reported as being 
liable to forfeiture in 1888 by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office under the House bill. 

The California and Oregon, which I know is completed, was stated 
at 1,740,800 acres, and then the Oregon and California is put down in 
this report at 2,086,400 acres, and that road has been completed. 

The Southern Pacific, 4,147,200 acres, We have had one act ot for- 
feiture in regard to that which is conclusive upon the powers of Con- 
gress to deal with that subject any further. 

Now, the total as reported in that report of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office was 54,323,996 acres, from which deduct the for- 
feited lands of the Ontonagon and Brilé River Road, 288,000, and it 
leaves 54,035,996 acres. zg 

That was upon the basis thatall the lands were to be forfeited under 
that bill which had not been earned, as we may say, by the railroad 
companies within the periods fixed for their completion by the grant- 
in 


My recol- 


gz acts. 

This bill, which I think is far more just, fixes the earning period at 
the date of the passage of the bill, and very greatly reduces the amount 
of land that would fall back on the United States Government below 
that stated in the report of the Commissioner in 1888. I do not know 
how much, and I do not believe anybody else knows. I do not think 
it can be stated by any Senator on this floor. 

Now, I say that I like this bill better than some others that we have 
discussed here, because this bill, as far as the forfeiture extends, in- 
cludes only the lands that are opposite to and conterminous with the 
uncompleted portion of these railways. 

In this connection I wish to call the attention of the Senate toa case 
in the Supreme Court that has heretofore been very little noticed or 
commented on, in regard to the attitude of the judiciary of the States 
and of the United States in respect of forfeited land grants. It is upon 
the basis of this decision that I have always insisted that there are 
equities growing out of our own conduct in regard to these national 
railroad land grants which are binding upon us not merely in con- 
science, but they are binding upon us as matters of right in favor of 
the land-grant railroad companies. They are equities which a court 
will enforce, and in this particular case the court enforced the equities 
and rights of this railroad company in Texas against a constitutional 
amendment which declared a forfeiture of all the land grants which 
were made by the State of Texas where the roads had not been com- 
pleted, and relegated them to the public domain of that State. 

The Supreme Court held that that provision in the constitution of 
Texas did not take away certain rights that the railroad companies had 
acquired in virtue of a land grant made by that State prior to the war. 
I can not take the time to read all or even a large part of this very in- 
teresting case, but I shall call attention to the syllabus and to a few 
of the observations of the court in order that the Senate may see what 
the Supreme Court of the United States has determined to be sound 
law controlling alike the powers of State governments and the powers 
of Congress in the disposition of forfeited land grants. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator cite the volume and page ? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is Davis vs. Gray, 16 Wallace, 204. The court 
Says: : 

The Memphis, El Paso and Pacific Railroad Company had not (on the 20th of 
January, 1871), in view of the existence of the rebellion and of several statutes 
of Texas condoning its non-compliance with conditions of its charter, lost its 
franchise or its right of and to the land gzant and land reservation of the com- 
pany given in its charter. 

The Articles V and VII of the constitution of Texas made in 1869, which, on 
an assumption that the company had ‘then lost them, disposed of the lands 
away from it, violated the obligations of a contract and were void. 

Where the State of Texas made to a railroad company a grant of 
lands, defeasible if certain things were not done within a certain time by the 
company,the fact that the so-called secession of the State and her plunging 
ee eS Se eer nee a eeneany ee fulfill 
the conditions in law, abrogated them. 

However, as the court thought that the enforcement of the legal rule in the 

case would work injustice, it declined to ly such legal rule, and 
applying an equitable one, that the conditions should still be complied 
it bohanmotied with in such reasonable time as would put the parties in the 
same sitdation,as near as might be, as if no breach of condition had occurred. 

Here was a land grant to this railroad 
of Texas out of her domain, with certain annexed thereto, 
that the road should be completed and in running order within a cer- 
tain period of time. Thenthewarcameon. TheState of Texas passed 


y made by the State 








1890. . 





an ordinance of secession and united with the Southern Confederacy. 
After the war was over the State of Texas made a new constitution and 
therein forfeited all of the land grants to railroad companies in that 
State that had not been completed and complied with. This road had 
done no work whatever. It had nothing but its charter and its land 
grant, and the intervening war prevented it from going on with its 
work. : 

The land grant was one of very great value. Asuit was brought for 
the purpose of compelling a compliance with that grant, and Texas set 
up her constitutional authority to revoke the grant as the sovereign 
and entire and exclusive owner of the soil within her limits, and re- 
fused to permit the grant to be recognized. The matter came up to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and the court decided that 
Texas no right to revoke that grant, for the reason that she had 
made compliance with the terms of the grant impossible by her seces- 
sion and her uniting in the war. Eut the court further held that in 
the administration of this grant certain equities had supervened be- 
tween the parties which it was bound to respect, and, instead of decree- 
ing that the grant should be executed according to its literal terms, de- 
creed that it should be executed upon the principles of equity which 
controlled, in their opinions, the rights of the parties. The Supreme 
Court say this: j 

Here the controlling consideration is tat the ae of all the condi- 
tions not performed was prevented by the State herself. By plunging into the 
war and prosecuting it she confessedly rendered it impossible for the company 
to fulfill Siee its continuance. This is alleged in the bill and admitted by 
the demurrer. s 

The rule at law is that if a condition-subsequent be possible at the time of 
making it and becomes afterwards impossible to be complied with by the act of 


God, or the law, or the grantor, the estate, having once vested, is not thereby 
divested, but becomes absolute— 


Citing a number of authorities, Coke on Littleton, Blackstone, Kent, 
and a number of other cases. 


The analogy of that rule applied here would blot out these conditions. But 
this would be harsh and work injustice. Equity will, therefore, not apply the 
rinciple to thatextent. It will regard the conditions as if no particular time 
‘or performance were specified. In such cases the rule is that the performance 
must be within a reasonable time, We are clear in our conviction that under 
the circumstances a reasonable time for the performance had not elapsed when 
this bill was filed. 

As the State, by the act of July 27, 1870, created the Southern Transcontinental 
Railroad Company, and authorized that company to “ purchase the rights, 
franchises, and property of the Memphis, E! Paso and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany,” it will be but right to allow a reasonable time for that purchase to be 

e, if such an arrangement can be effected, and for the vendee thereafter to 
perform all that was incumbent upon the Memphis, El Paso and Pacific Rail- 
road Company by its charter and the supplementary and amendatory acts. If 
that arrangement can not be made, the latter company will have the right to 

rovide therein for the fulfillment of its obligations to the State within such 

ime, and thus consummate its inchoate title to the lands within the reserva- 
tion Either will be in accordance with the principles of reason and justice 
and within the spirit of well considered adjudications. 


Citing a number of cases in‘support of that proposition. 


Both parties will thus be put in the same situation as near as may be as if the 
breaches had not occurred. Neither will be subjected to any serious hardship. 
The State by her own acts has lost the benefits of an early completion of the 
work. The a: has lost the income which it might have enjoyed and has 
doubtless been thrown into embarrassments it would have escaped. The cir- 
eee do not call for a severe application of the rules of law upon either 
side, 

Breaches of such conditions may be waived by the grantor expressly or in 
pais. Such waiver is expressed in the statutes relating to the subject to which 
we have referred, except the act creating the Transcontinental Company, and 
there it exists by the clearest implication. 

That the act of incorporation and the land granthere in question were con- 
tracts is too well settled in this court to require discussion. Assuch they were 
within the protection of that clause of the Constitution of the United States 
— declares that no State shall pass any law impairing the obligation of con- 

racts. 


And that doctrine has been always applied to the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

The ordinance of 1869 and the constitution adopted in that year, in so far as 
they concern the question under consideration, are nullities and may be laid 
out of view. When a State becomes a party to a contract, asin the case before 
us, the same rules of law are applied to her as to private persons under like cir- 
cumstances. When she or her representatives are properly brought into the 
forum of litigation neither she nor they can assertany right or immunity as in- 
cident to her political sovereignty. 

That is equally true in respect of the Government of the United States, 
for it has often been held in regard to commercial transactions, bills of 
ex and, in fact, in a great number and variety of cases—it has 
been held that the United States Government, when dealing with a 
corporation or a private citizen in respect of any matter of business, al- 
though the Government may have some governmental relation to the 
transaction, steps down from its pedestal of sovereignty and binds and 
obligates itself by the mutual stipulations in any agreement or contract 
that it makes with any citizen. 

The Supreme Court says further: 

A case more imperatively demanding the exercise of jurisdiction in equity 
could hardly be imagined than that presented in this bill. Should the inter- 
oe invoked be refused doubtless the reservation would speedily be 

over with adverse claims. A cloud would not only be thrown upon 
the title ot the company, but the time, litigation, labor, and expense involved 
in the vindication of its rights would very greatly lessen the value of the grant 
and materially delay the progress of the work it was intended to aid. The in- 


jury would bei ble. It is the peculiar function of a court of equity ir 
& case like this to avert such results. res 
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tended, that there was involved in every oneof the railroad land grants 
a mutual obligation on the part of the company and on the part of the 
Government, and where the Government made it impossible to comply 
with the conditions of the grant or wh 


re any other circumstance be- 
yond the control of the grantee superver 


ied to prevent a just and equit- 





able compliance with the terms and conditions of the grant, especially as 
to the time within which the road shoul istr 1, it is the duty 
of Congress to respect all of the obligations inuring in behalf of the 
| grantee and to see that they are not violated by our action here 
| Soitis, Mr. President, that in ex ‘ry one of these railroad land grants 
| that have come before the Senate since I have been here, having been 
| a member of the Committee on Public Lands, which rendered it neces- 


sary that I should give close attention to the subject, I have always 
contended that it was the duty of Congress to provide in thes¢ 
grant-forfeiture bills for a suit in equity, to be brought either by the 
Government or by the adversary claimant to settle all the equities aris- 
ing out of these land grants. I have contended and I yet contend that 
it is the duty of Congress in every case of this kind to grant to our peo- 
ple that right which a king would lose his head for denying to the sub- 
jects of the British Empire, the right to sue the Government, 
such a suit to determine, in a case of forfeiture, what are the « 
that have supervened or sprung up between the parties and which w 
court has the right to enforce. 

Now, a stronger case can not be presented than this case of Davis rs. 
Gray in that direction, because here was asovereign State dealing with 
her own land and making her own grant to her own chartered railroad 
company that no other State had any concern with. The Congress had 
no concern with it, and yet after that grant had been made the wai 
came on and prevented the construction of the road, and after the wat 
was over the constitution of the State was amended, and in that State 
constitution the land grants wereall forfeited absolutely to the State, and 
after that this railroad company, whose charter had not been repealed, 
made a contract with another railroad company to go on and build it. 
But it was an executory contract. 

Time was needed for the purpose of consummating it, and the Su- 
preme Court got jurisdiction of the question and decided, in regard to 
the Texas constitution, thatit was null and void because it was a breach 
of its contract with this company, and that the condition of forfeiture 
specified in the act had been waived “by the State, and because the 
State, by entering into the rebellion, had made it impossible either for 
the State or for the grantees of that land grant to comply. 

Then the Supreme Court, as I have stated, took up the subject, and, 
instead of doing what we are always trying to do here, enforce legal, 
rigid forfeitures against railroad companies, declared that in the ad- 
ministration of that land grant after that decision had fixed the rights 
of the parties it should be upon the basis of equity, and not upon the 
basis of strict and rigid law. 

Whenever I have given my consent to one of these land-grant for- 
feitures I have always insisted that there should be a door left open 
for the purpose of enabling the courts to determine what rights and 
equities had been established by the conduct of the parties between 
the grantor and grantee. Hence it was that in committee, when thig 
bill was under consideration, I insisted, and the committee agreed with 
me and put it into the bill which we passed through the Senate, that 
there should not be a positive, outright, and absolute forfeiture of all 
the lands held by the railroad companies granted to the railroad com- 
panies, but that it should be a forfeiture of those lands which had been 
granted upon a condition-subsequent; and when we took that ground 
we necessarily put ourselves in the condition of having that matte: 
questioned by any litigant or any other private person who might 
choose to question it in asuit. 

I wanted to open the door and ailow the Government to be sued so 
as to determine exactly what the equities were and are upon these land 
grants. The Senate, after having once voted with meupon the propo- 
sition in that bill, afterwards receded from it, and I have not thought 
it was necessary to pressthatany further. So, in arguing upon tl! 
that is before the Senate at this moment of time, I donot argue as one 
of those who feel that we have the right to go in by our legislative 
acts and seize and convert lands granted to railroad companies j ust out 
of hand without any consideration of their equities and rights. 

In regard to the Northern Pacific Railway, which I believe has not 
any legal right whatever, west of Bismarck on the Missouri, to one foot ot 
Jand that she is now claiming, I believe that, owing to the conduct 
of the Government of the United States in respect of the road, the 
Northern Pacific Railway has acquired a firm and substantial equi- 
table right to those lands which any court of equity would administer 
as the Supreme Court did in the case of Davis ve. Gray, and that the 
Government of the United States when it is dealing with this subject 
| must respect these equities; and that the Congress can not so shelter 
| itself behind mere legal enactment as to avoid, in a proper suit between 
| parties who have a right to raise these questions, the consideration of 
| the value and influence of these equities upon the destiny of this 
property. 
| Now the feature of the first section of the bill with the proviso that 
i 


land- 


and in 


a 


julties 


iis ¢ ise 
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That is all of the opinionof the court that I feel that it is necessary for | was adopted by the Senate subjected to forfeiture those lands that had 
me to read in support of the proposition for which I have always con- not been earned, as we phrase the expression, and gave to two com- 
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panies in Alabama a year’s time within which to complete work that 
they were then busily engaged incompleting. This action stimulated 
these two railroads in Alabama to extraordinary activity in their efforts 
to cumplete the road. 

The year of time asked for them and granted by the committee 
would be even more than is needed to secure to Alabama and the whole 
country the benefits of two trunk lines of railway connecting points of 
great commercial importance. I am not opposed to the feature of the 
bill that dates the earning period prior to the passage of the bill and 
no further back, and thus modifies the restriction as to the time of 
completion of the roads placed in the original grants. 

I think that that position or attitude is peculiarly applicable to the 
States that went into rebellion, for those States certainly were not co- 
ordinated in any way with the railroad companies. The railroad com- 
panies are not responsible forthe rebellion or thesecession of the States, 
but those States by going into the rebellion prevented those railroad 
companies trom completing their roads, and in respect of the road that 
convects the Tennessee River with the Coosa River, as I explained yes- 
terday, stopped the work while it was progressing with great success, 
and seized the iron of the road and diverted it to other purposes as soon 
as it landed from on board ship coming across the Atlantic Ocean. 

I think that great allowance is to be made to those railroad compa- 
nies. If I were a Senator from a Northern State I should feel perfectly 
at liberty to say in regard to these railroad companies that they ought 
not to be held responsible for what the States did. They wereat work 
for the purpose of carrying out great public trusts which the Govern- 
ment of the United States had supported by land grants, and while 
they were honestly and busily at work at this the war supervened and 
prevented them from doing what otherwise they would have done; and 
without imputing fault to anybody or accusing anybody aboutit at all, 
or attempting to do it, still that state of public affairs occurred there, 
which was the ground of decision in the case of Davis vs. Gray, which, 
without the fault of the railroad companies, prevented them from the 
completion of their lines within the ten years as they would have been 
completed. I have always felt entirely justified in arguing this matter 
as a matter of real and pure justice and equity in behalf of these Ala- 
bama railroad companies, ; 

Now, at the time that this policy of making railroad land grants 
was adopted, in 1856, I believe it dates back no further than that, 
everybody knew that all these roads, thus facilitated by land grants, 
could not be built between 1856 and 1866. There was not labor and 
money enough in the country to perform this impossible undertaking. 
It would have destroyed the leading industries thus to withdraw 
e»pital and labor from them. So the policy of indulgence has been 
as necessary as it has been wise. 

I believe that this uniform policy of the Government has created 
substantial equities in favor of the railroad companies, their bond- 
holders and other creditors, the cities they connect, the great currents 
of commerce they have created, the people who made their homes and 
have expended millions upon millions of money and labor in settling 
the country along these railroad lines, and the States through which 
they pass. 

1 believe that in good conscience and in law we are bound to re- 
spect and preserve those equities. But, I want them to be equal toall 
sections of the country and toall the railroads, and especially to those 
that have been retarded in completion by the destructive arm of civil 
war. 

In observing this policy this bill has reduced the area of lands that 
it proposes to forfeit from 54,035,996 acres to not exceeding, I will say, 
4,000,000 acres, and I expect that I am more than over the mark in 
saying that. 

It is a bill, therefore, to confirm to the railroads the lands they have 
earnel out of time, rather than a bill to forfeit the whole area, or even 
a part of it, that was not earned during the period fixed in the grant- 
ing acts for the completion of the railroads. 

It was to make this feature of the bill clear and definite, and tomake 
the firstsection of the bill a constitutional act by applying that section 
to lands that had been granted upon condition-subsequent, and not to 
Jands granted absolutely and without condition, that I asked the Sen- 
ate Committee on Public Lands to put into the bill, asa proviso, this 
language, which I will quote: 

Or as ea ne lands heretofore earned by the construction of any por- 
tion of a railroad under any act of Congress making a grant of public eee, 

It was put in, and now it is stricken out, and I am trying (in the ab- 
sence of any explanation in the report) to ascertain why that was done. 

I insist, and I believe I have demonstrated, that with this proviso 
stricken out what remains is the broadest and clearest form of declara- 
tion by Congress of its power and purpose, at its pleasure, to revoke 
any grant, set aside any patent, and, in the language of this bill, ‘*‘ re- 
sume the title to any lands the United States ever conveyed to a rail- 
road, or a State, for the benefit of a railroad, if such land is not opposite 
the point of such railroad that is now completed.” 

I insist that this necessary judicial construction of this first section 
of the bill, as it is reported by the committee of conference, is made im- 
perative by striking out the last clause of the proviso which I have 
just read, because that proviso contains the only words which show 
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that this section is intended to apply to railroad land grants that are 
made upon or attended with conditions. 

The striking out of those words makes it conclusive, as matter of 
construction re-enforced by the history of our nation, that it is the pur- 
pose of Congress not to declare a forfeiture for condition broken, but to 
resume title to all lands granted to railroads, with or without condi- 
tion, if the roads are not now completed and in operation, provided such 
lands are opposite to and conterminous with the uncompleted parts of 
the railroad. 

I believe we have no power to resume the titles to lands that Con- 
gress has granted unconditionally. 

What parts of a railroad are the ‘‘ uncompleted parts?’’ We know 
which are the completed parts, but to ascertain the parts not com- 
pleted we must refer to something else, and we can notignore the au 
thority of the States, for instance, the State ot Alabama, to divide a 
railroad land grant, under the act of 1856, between two or more of the 
companies it may charter, or to permit a road to stop a mile or two 
short of the terminal mentioned in the granting act. 

If itis not acompleted railroad until it has reached from one termina! 
point to the other named in the act it may lose a most valuable part o! 
its land grant, though made unconditionally, under the operation ot the 
first section of this bill, although the State, for purposes of public good, 
may have forced the railroad to stop at the outer line of a great city, 
recently grown up, and has prevented it from going through toa point 
on the bank of a river that Congress, in the granting act, has designated 
as one of the terminals of the railroad. 

It would be well if we should, even at this late hour, ask the con 
ference committee so to provide that this and many other difficult and 
dangerous questions involved in this legislation should be put at rest. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the Northern Pacific Railroad how 
much law is there on the statute-book in respect to this land grant? 
Nothing but the original acts granting the land. There is no statutory 
guide for the disposal of these lands in various unforeseen contingen- 
cies that might arise and would naturally and necessarily arise in 
carrying a railroad, a great part of which lay in Indian reservations 
and through tribes as hostile as the Sioux and other tribes in the West. 
No provision has been made. It has been the duty of Congress, from 
time to time, by legislation to make provision of law for the regulation 
of these roads, but instead of doing this we have leit it entirely to the 
Department of the Interior, under the law which authorizes the Sec- 
retary to make such rules and regulations for the disposal of the pub- 
lie domain as may be convenient, according to law. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad is a completed road, so far as the ter- 
minal points are concerned. It is, in this sense, a doubly completed 
railroad, for it reaches from its eastern terminus through to Tacoma by 
two routes, one of which, a branch line from Wallula, it has built, and 
the other it controls and has really purchased. But the gap between 
Wallula and Portland it has never built. 

I will now refer to the peculiar provisions of this bill about the lands 
in this gap, as they were disposed of in section 5. 

It will be seen by reference to this section that the principles on 
which the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad are disposed 
of are entirely varying and variable from the enactments of this law. 
Section 5 provides: 

That if it shall be found that any lands heretofore granted to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and restored to 
the public domain lie north of the line known as the “ Harrison line,” being a 
line drawn from Wallula, Wash., easterly to the southeast corner of the north- 
east one-fourth of the southeast quarter of section 27, in township 7 north, of 
range 37 east, of the Willamette meridian, all persons who had acquired in 
good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Seaeeny to any portion 
of said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in possession of any 
portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under writ- 
ten contract with said company, executed in faith, or their heirs or as- 
signs, as the case may be, shall entitled to purchase the lands so acquired, 

, or improved, from the United States, at any time prior to the expira- 
tion of one year after it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored 
to the public domain by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 per acre, 
and to receive patents therefor upon proof before the proper land office of the 
fact of such acquisition, possession, or improvement, and payment therefor, 
without limitation as to quantity. 

Now, here are two features in this section 5 disposing of the land 
grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad which we have captured in the 
first section of the bill, which refers entirely to several provisions of the 
bill in their application to other and different land grants that are pro- 
vided for in other sections of this bill. All persons who had acquired 
in good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad are entitled to 
buy these lands for $2.50 an acre in unlimited quantities. But when 
are they entitled to do it? Not until it has beon ascertained and 
‘*finally determined that such lands are restored to the public domain 
by the provisions of this act.’’ 

Something must be done; some judicial power must act upon it; 
some new authority must intervene between this act of Congress and 
that railroad company to determine, and finally determine, the ques- 
tion, are such lands restored to the public domain by the operations of 
this act. For until that is ascertained no disposal can be made of these 
lands in tavor of any purchasers from the railroad company. 

Now, there is a reservation of the whole of that forfeiture. Suppose 
that the railroad company has sold every foot of it. We do not know 
whether it has or not. I do not know, I am sure. Suppose it has 
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sold it bona fide to honest purchasers? Then what is to be done? 
Before the Secretary of the Interior can permit one of the land officers 
to receive $2.50 an acre for this land in behalf of the Government otf 
the United States it must be first finally determined that such lands 
are restored to the public domain by the provisions of this act; and 
et the first section of this bill professes to take all the lands to every 
Ledeen company in the United States and forfeit the grant, resume 
the title, and relegate the lands to the public domain. Ey 

Why was this exception made in behalf of the Northern Pacitic Rail- 
road Company? That isa question I have never been able to answer 
in my own mind. I do not know why it has been done. It is such an 
extraordinary provision that any person may come in there and take 
the whole ot those lands without respect to quantity, says the bill. If | 
he is a purchaser from the Northern Pacific Company he might be pay- 
ing a very good price for the lands at $2.50 an acre or he might be pay- 
ing a very small price; Ido not know. I should rather suspect that 
any great monopolist like the Northern Pacific Railroad Company would 
be very glad to take them at that price. 

What is this but a privilege conferred upon the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company if it chooses to exercise it through its dummies, its 
selected agents, to whom it may have conveyed, and doubtless in many 
instances has conveyed, portions if not all of this land grant, to come 
in and litigate the question whether or not, first, this bill is constitu- 
tional; second, whether or not it operates to confiscate these lands; 
third, whether these lands were under all the equities existing between 
the United States and the Northern Pacific Railway Company confis- 
cable; fourth, whether or not the Northern Pacific Railway in buying 
up and controlling the Oregon Navigation Railway Company has not 
secured to itself an equitable right to this domain, to this grant, by 
having completed the purposes of the trust for which this land was 
given, although it may have had te do that for convenience or other- 
wise by buying up another company which had the prior occupation 
of the route down the Columbia River. 

Now, why should the Northern Pacific in all this great land grant, 
in respect of the Harrison part of it or any other part, have a peculiar 
right of this kind, and what were we meaning when we conferred upon 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company these extraordinary privileges 
without limitation as toquantity? It may be thatit was the intention 
that that should apply to certain designated sections here and to no 
other, but if the principle is right in regard to any one section of land 
in this bill, it is right in regard to every one. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. My recollection is very clear that the Senator from 
Alabama was present in the Committee on Public Lands when that 
matter was presented by certain gentlemen from the then Territory of 
Washington. It was disctssed and admirably explained by the Sen- 
ator from Washington. ‘The tract referred to in that section, where the | 
right to purchase of the Government without limitation as to quantity 
is reserved to the holders of the title of the Northern Pacific, is sim- | 
ply a fan-like piece of land having a common point at Wallula and 
spreading out until you reach the lateral limit of the grant. 

The question is how the terminal limit of the earned land, if I may 
use that expression, at Wallula is to be determined; whether a line 
shall be drawn straight across the track at that point, which I believe | 
is claimed by the company, at right angles to a line drawn in the gen- | 
eral direction of the railroad for 20 miles, which, I believe, is the 
Sparks decision and line, or whether it shall be drawn at right angles 
with a line drawn 25 miles, which I will suppose to be the Harrison | 
line, although it may be vice versa. The lands were sold by the com- 
pany in accordance with the Harrison line; that is, lands lying be- 
tween these two lines, or supposed lines, which were established as the 
terminal limits of the grant. 

Now, this provision is only to the effect that if it shall be ascer- 
tained that the Harrison line is wrong and that the lands forfeited ex- 
tend north of that so as to take in a fan, wedge-shaped piece, after 
that matter is determined the people who have gone upon these lands 
and paid the Northern Pacific for them, or their assigns, who may 
now hold several of these claims purchased from the Northern Pacific, 
may buy the land at the double minimun price, of the Government, 
and then may turn around and sue the company for the amount they 
paid the company, on the failure of their patent. That is all there is 
of it. 

I think the Senator was present when the gentlemen appeared from 
the then Territory of Washington and the provision was drawn and 
submitted to the committee and was incorporated in the bill reported 
in the Forty-ninth Congress and in the Fiftieth Congress, certainly, as it 
passed the Senate, and duringthe present Congress without change. It 
only affects comparatively asmall numberof people. We had before us 
a list containing every man’s name who had bought of the company, 
showing the number of acres purchased by each and the date of his 
oe which showed all the lands which had been sold before the 

© was et and that is now, I suppose, with the clerk of the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Oregon is mistaken about my 
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having heard any discussion participated in by the Senators from Wash- 
XXI——625 


| pany of its liability upon its covenant. 





ington, or either of them, on this matter. I was unfortunately away 
| sick at the time the bill was considered in committee the last time, but 
I knew of the existence of thi dispute about the Harrison line, and I 
| knew that at a previous session of Congress we had adopted the same, 
or substantially the same, provision. It would have made no differ 

ence with me if I had been in the committee every day during all of this 
session after I saw that the committee of conference. | 


e, of which the Sen- 
ator from Oregon is a member, had applied to the Harrison land a 
principle entirely different from that which he ‘pp ed to the Mobile 
and Girard Railroad, and I would call attention to it, and I would say 
this case ought to go back to give the Senators a chance to rectify the 

| report. 

Mr. DOLPH. The committee of conference did not change this pro 
vision a particle. This provision has been in all the bill! Mr. Philip 


Rich was one of the gentlemen. Probably the Senator 
that Mr. Rich appeared before our committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lut there is another provision here. In regard to 
the Mobile and Girard Railroad, that is in principle just the same as 
this, the line of action is altogether different; and after all it is not 
clear upon the face of this bill as it has been reported here that the 
question to he determined is where the Harrison line was, but the 
question to be determined is this, Are the lands restored to the public 
domain by the provision of this act? That is the question that has to 
be determined as a condition-precedent to the permission of any person 
to buy any quantity of this land at the price of $2.50 an acre. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will say to the Senator, if he will permit me, that 
there will be no necessity of a requirement to buy of the Government 
until it is established that the Harrison line is not the right line, that 
any lands lying along north of the Harrison line are forfeited by thi 
act. It is only to save their titles in the event that that is found to b 
Government land, 

Mr. MORGAN. Butstill the bill contains a provision that it is nece 
sary, first, that it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored 
to the public domain. [am not complaining—— 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allow me, that is a provision for 
the benefit of the settler. It is not in favor of any company or of the 
Government; it is in favor of the settler. 

Mr. MORGAN, It is in favor of the assignee ef the company, who, 
of course, holds it from the company with warranty of title, and there 
fore it is in favor of the company, because it would relieve the com 


a ; 
will recollect 


sut I am not complaining 
that that provision is in the bill. Iam using it for the purpose of con- 
trasting the action of the committee of conference in putting in quit 
a different provision in regard to another road that is situated exactl) 
like this or very nearly exactly like this, and in principle exactly like 
it. That is what I am trying todo. I think the Northern Pacifi 

Railroad in this bill has been dealt with with great generosity, with 
great liberality, with far too much. 

I am not opposing the bill because it only forfeits the land between 
Wallula and Portland, to which the Northern Pacific Railroad never 
had any title, and through which lands the Northern Pacific Railroad 
never pretended even to make a location of aroad. I[ am not com- 
plainivg of that. I am not complaining that this bill goes back from 
Wallulla to Bismarck and gives to the Northern Pacific Railroad a do- 
main 100 miles wide out of which to select its land, so that it should 
have «solid and compact body of land all the way through this vast 
territory. 

fam not complaining of that, for I think that under the circum 
stances and under the influence of the case of Davis rs. Gray an equity 
has sprung up in favor of this company; but my point is that th 
Northern Pacific Railroad has not this day got a legal title to one foot 
of that land, and if the United States were to sue the Northern Pacifi: 
Railroad for the possession of every foot of the land between Bismarck 
and Wallula it would recover upon its title, as matters now stand, with 
out any legislation whatsoever. 


Nevertheless I believe that the Northern Pacific Railroad would h 
the right in equity on a proper case between proper parties being made 
to say to the United States, ‘‘ You yourselves have consented to thi 
expenditure of money to the building of this road, and there is an equi 


table estoppel resting upon you that a cour 
but it will do it equitably.” 


tof chancery will execute, 


Now, we have the situation as 1 understand it between the North 
ern Pacific Railroad and the United States Government. It is one of 
equitable relations. Equitable rights have supervened, and equitable 
rights must be disposed of and in an equitable way 

Now, what else do I contend for? That when by this bill I shall 


now undertake to show, we confer upon the Northern Pacific Railway 
the legal title to all the lands between Wallula and Bismarck we have 
the right and it is our duty to put conditions into that grant to the 
effect that the Northern Pacific Railway shall not oust any settler upon 
its land who has made an honest settlement up to this date, and that 
the Northern Pacific Railway shail not take the minerals in that land 
now or hereafter, and neither deprive a miner of what he has acquired 
there and his possessions that he has built there nor deprive him of the 
right to go along under the mineral laws of the United States and pros- 


| pect for precious metals and dig his mine after he has driven his stakes 
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and made his claim in accordance with thoselaws. That is what I am 
insisting upon. 

I go further and insist that when you made certain very benevolent 
provisions in favor of the Northern Pacific Railroad,which has had 
every encouragement on earth that the Federal Government could give 
it, and when we come to deal with the railroads of Alabama you ought 
to consider that it was the Stateof Alabama that prevented the execu- 
tion of this trust; that it was the war she went into, as Texas did in 
the case of Davis vs. Gray, and made it impossible by an act of public 
war that those roads could be built by 1865. There were four years 
or five years taken out of that time by a public calamity, and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and the government of the State of Ala- 
bama were-both equally estopped, as was decided in the case of Davis 
vs. Gray, from denying that the conditions were abolished by that act 
and the road should have a reasonable time within which to comply, 
for that is the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

I think, Mr. President, that I have got upon grounds of equity and 
grounds of justice and grounds of firm law decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in a case that is exactly in its principle par- 
allel with this. So I repeat what I said a moment ago, it would be 
well if we should even at this late hour ask the conference committee 
so to provide that this and many other difficult and dangerous ques- 
tions involved in this legislation should be put at rest. 

I promised the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] that I would 
make a few observations with a view to establish the proposition that 
the operation and effect of this bill when it is passed will be to confirm 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad and to every other road affected by 
it the lands that are not included in the forfeiture. If there is any 
one doctrine settled above another, if there is any one doctrine con- 
trolling land disposal and the rights of parties on lands that is more 
firmly and more anciently founded than this, I do not know what it 
is, that where a grant is made upon condition-subsequent and the 
grantor enters upon the estate claiming that he has a right to forfeit 
so much, and through due process of law has office found and the office 
found relates to so much and not to all of the estate conveyed, when 
that office found is confirmed by the courts or when it is not attacked 
by the grantee, that settles the title to the whole of the grant, and after 
that the matter is res adjudicata, it is settled and finally disposed of. 

The Government ot the United States claims the right, and I claim 
to-day that it has the right to forfeit the Northern Pacific land grant 
from Bismarck to Tacoma, and that nothing has supervened to prevent 
that legal right, whatever equities there may be to be administered by 
a court of equity. We come in here with this bill and we say that we 
enter for condition broken, if that is what the bill means; that we enter 
because a condition has been broken. How much land do we enter 
upon? We say the condition has been broken as to that part of the 
land over which the railroad has not been on this day completed and 
in operation. We enter for that. We claim that by an act of Con- 
gress we condemn that. That is supposed by the best lawyers in the 
country to be a finality, as much go as if it were a judicial sentence. 

I will illustrate my position here by referring to what would be 
the effect of a judicial sentence in a case like this. I will suppose that 
the Government of the United States has gone into court and in its 
bill to forfeit these lands has claimed that it demands the right to for- 
feit all of the lands belonging to this company west of Wallula and east 
of Portland, and that is allitclaims. Itsays nothing aboutany other 
claim. It claims it upon the ground that a land grant contained a 
condition that applied to every foot of land that that railroad company 
ever got, a condition upon which it could be forfeited if the road was 
not built within a certain time. That is what is in the bill. 

The Government of the United States says: ‘‘ Your orator demands 
of the defendant that there shall be surrendered up to the complain- 
ant those lands lying between Wallula and Portland.’’ The court of 
equity takes the subject into consideration. It declares the forfeiture. 
It comes to the Supreme Court and it is there confirmed and the for- 
feiture relates to the lands between Wallula and Portland that have 
been taken out of the whole extent of this grant from the eastern 
terminus to the western terminus of this great railroad. After that 
suppose the Government of the United States should file another bill 
to condemn the balance of that land not included in the previous bill, 
and upon a different ground or upon the ground that a forfeiture had 
before that time taken place, who does not know that that case would 
go out of court neck and heels on a demurrer? 

So, Mr. President, after we have confirmed this grant here by the 
condemnation of only that part of the grant which lies between Wal- 
lula and Portland we have to all intents and purposes as thoroughly 
and completely confirmed the title to the balance of it as if we had 
ordered the Secretary of the Interior to issue a patent. 

Then this legislation that we are proposing oo is absolutely radi- 
cal. It is legislation that must settle every question in this case. No 

uestion is left open. After this bill has received the signature of the 

resident of the United States Congress might just as well pass a law 
to drive my family and myself out of my house that I live in in this 
town as to pass a law to affect in any way or part or incidentof the title 
= we confirm between Wallala and the eastern terminus of that 
way. 
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There is the situation. After the bill has passed Congress loses its 
jurisdiction absolutely over this property. You might put in a clause 
here which I have suggested, that this act might be repealed or amended 
or modified by a subsequent act of Congress, and that would not en- 
able you to get behind the finality ot this proposed law and affect in 
any degree a foot of land lying between Wallula and Bismarck. 

Hence it is that I say to the honorable Senator from Montana and to 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands that the bill that was 
reported here yesterday may be passed next week, but if this confer 
ence report has been concurred in it will have no effect in the world 
upon the question. It can not possibly affect it, because this bill being 
a bill of forfeiture passes the title to the lands that we claim a forfeit- 
ure of out of the Government and confirms all the other lands in that 
grant by admitting conclusively upon the record that they are not the 
subject of forfeiture. 

So, Mr. President, I think we must see the necessity of making this 
bill a finality, and in doing so it is incumbent upon us that we should 
save to the settlers in that country, to the miners and to the people of 
the United States at large, all the rights that justly and equitably be- 
long to them, all of the rights and privileges that they are litigating 
to-day, being actual settlers upon the land, with the Northern Pacific 
Railway. 

That is my attitude, Mr. President, in regard to the effect of the forfeit- 
ure contained in this proposed act, that after the act is once passed the 
question of forfeiture is forever disposed of; it can never be revived; no 
court would permit it. If we chose to do it we might legislate here 
for a year uponit; we can nottouchit. Sothe importance of our doing 
it now and doing this thing right isimmeasurable. We can not afford 
to go by it. Weare bound to handle this question now so as to pro- 
tect the rights of innocent people and rub off of this docket the fifteen 
thousand cases that are pending here in litigation between one railroad 
company and the people. 

But I make my proposed instructions to the committee relate to 
every land-grant railroad in the United States where the bill operates 
to forfeit their lands, that upon the lands forfeited, to say the least of 
it, upon the lands that are forfeitable, they shall cease litigation with 
the people who are in possession. I can conceive of nothing at all that 
could be done in one single act, in a few lines of legislation, that would 
confer such general and universal happiness and blessing upon a peo- 
ple as to put a provision of that kind in a forfeiture act. e do not 
stop the railroads then from disputing those equitable rights upon 
which men have gone and acted and built their homes. We would 
take out of these land-grant corporations the sting which they are in- 
flicting upon the world through their cupidity, and we would make 
them what they ought to be. We would make them esteemed in pub- 
lic judgment as the agencies through which there has been a wider, 
more rapid, more universal, and more beneficial spread of the civiliza- 
tion of our society in the United States, of our industries and our enter- 
prise, than can be attributed to any other one source of public acts. 

As I remarked to a friend to-day, I would as soon think of ceding 
the Mississippi River a mile from the margin on both banks to the 
Government of Spain, from St. Paul to New Orleans and down to the 
mouth, as to pass a law, if I had it in my power, by which I would 
destroy the railroads leading from San Francisco to Omaha. That idea 
may furnish some measure of comparison between what we are in con- 
sequence of railroad land grants and what we would have been if we 
had never devised that scheme or plan. I have no quarrel with them, 
but it is my duty, and it is the duty, I think, of every Senator here in 
making adjustments between the land grant-railroads and the people 
to insist upon the exercise on our part of those legitimate and equita- 
ble powers which will protect the people against the ravenous cupidity 
of great corporations. That is all I propose to do; it is all I have any 
interest in doing. I do not want to cripple any railroad; I donot want 
to punish them for having blessed the country with immeasurable ad- 
vantages. 

This bill, as the committee propose to change the first section, does 
not, in my judgment, forfeit any of the lands of the Northern Pacific 
Company for the following reasons, which I haye discussed as fully as 
I think is necessary : 

1. No lands were granted to that company that were not located 
with reference to a fixed line for its railroad prior to the expiration of 
the time limited in the granting acts for the completion of the entire 
road as a continuous line from terminal to terminal as designated in 
those acts, 

Therefore, there is no grant between Bismarck, Minn., and Portland, 
Oregon, to forfeit. 

The grant never took effect. They have only an equitable right to 
it. Asin the case disposed of in Schulenberg vs. Harriman and various 
other decisions of that sort they are not in the possession of a title to 
land, operating under a fee-simple title in prasenti, but they were en- 
titled to and acquired a right to build a railroad upon the compliance 
with certain conditions which they have never complied with, and 
therefore this act does not apply tothem. It applies to railroad com- 
panies and only to railroad companies that are now in the occupation 
of a grant which entitles them to the privileges of until the 
Government of the United States sees proper to put them out, the 
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truth being in regard to the Northern Pacific Railroad that they never | 
had any such right west of Bismarck. ie 

2. No titles to any such Jands ever passed from the United States to 
said company, and there are, therefore, no such titles to be resumed. 

What is the use to talk about resuming title from the Northern Pa- 
cific Railway when we have never conveyed to them any title? We 
can not resume what we have not conveyed. 

3. All those lands are part of the public domain, having never been 
granted, upon condition or otherwise, and there is no need of an act 
relegating them to that condition. 1 


The withdrawals of these lands 
from the right of entry have been without lawful authority, and should 
be set aside. 

But in this act we now grant these lands, measured by the com- 
pleted parts of that railroad, to that company by disposing of the whole 
area. We resume title to part of it and thereby admit conclusively 
that the title to the remaining part isin that company and its as- 
signs. 

That is what we mean and is what the courts must hold that we 
mean. If we do not mean that, let us say so. If we do mean it, let 
us make it clear and remove from our meaning any cloud of ambi- 
guity. And so, in regard to the mineral lands, let us leaveno doubt of 
our meaning for the company and the miners to quarrel over. 

The Mobile and Girard Railroad has been built at each terminal, 
leaving a gap in the middleof theline. In this regard it is in the same 
condition as the Northern Pacific Railroad. Why do we not deal with 
it in the same way ? 

This is how the committee of conference deal with that road and the 
Florida road: 

Sec. 8. That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Alabama, shall be 


f its road from G 


entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of 
rard to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. 


That distance was completed within the ten years. 
And the Secretary of the Interior, in making settlement and certifying to o1 
for the benefit of said company, the lands earned thereby shal! include therein 


all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise disposed of by said company not to 
exceed the total amount earned by said company as aforesaid. 


} 





| 
That is to say, on 84 miles the company would earn so many acres | 
of land, going down the line for the purpose of reimbursing to itself | 
the land ont of the lands that were opened and unoccupied. For the 
loss of those that were occupied on either side of this 84 miles this bill 
permits them to take up land right along down the 84 miles to reim- 
burse themselves for lands that they otherwise would have got. 


And the title of the purchasers to all such lands are hereby confirmed so fia 
as the United States are concerned. 


I should say that was goodenough. You need not mention anybody 
else if the United States confirms this title. 


But such settlement and certification shall not include any lands upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1890, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the 
laws of the United States. 

The right hereby given to the said railroad company is on the condition that 
itshall within ninety days from the passage of this act, by reso) ution ct its board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, 
and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of its grant, as have hereto- 
fore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, where the Govern- 
ment still retains the purchase-money, or with the allowance or approval of 
such officers have been entered in good faith under the pre-emption or home- 
stead laws, or, as are claimed, under the homestead or pre-emption laws as 
aforesaid, and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such 
lands under such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and all such claims un 
der the pre-emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by law 


Now, Mr. President, in the instructions that I propose to give tothe 
committee of conference, I want to put this in: 


And said conferees are further instructed to insist that the provisions of s« i 
tion 8 of the amendment reported by the conference committee, relating to tlie 
lands granted in aid of the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, shall apply 
to every land-grant railroad company in the United States whose railroad 
not completed and in operation through the entire extent of its line as the sam« 
was located on the maps of definite location, filed in the Department of the In- 
terior, and approved by the proper officer according to law. 


Can any man tell me why that provision in section 8 that is ap- 
plied toa railroad in Alabama should not equally apply to the Northern 
Pacific? The circumstances are not different except that the equities 
are much stronger in favor of the Alabama road than in favor of the 
Northern Pacific road, because the Alabama road was prevented fyym 
completing its line within the time by the intervention of the war that 
it could not control. The terminals, just asin the case of the Northern | 
Pacific, are both reached by the railroad. From Pollard’s Junction 
to Mobile is 27 miles. That was built before the war. 
to Girard is 84 miles. That was built also before the war. The inter- | 
vening area is perhaps 50 miles. I do not know precisely how much 
is the subject of controversy here now. 

In taking that land and confiscating it, declaring its forfeiture {or 
the non-compliance within ten years of that railroad with the terms and 
stipulations of the grant, there is superadded a provision in favor of 
those who acquired from that railroad company or otherwise acquired 
from the Government of the United States and in favor of men who 
even squatted upon the land and are merely claiming it and doing no 
more, who paid nothing for it, that they shall have the right to those 
lands, and their titles are confirmed by this bill; and by the terms of | 
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the bill, to avoid the fi 
end where it was not | 


feiture of all its lands clear back from end to 
yuilt within the ten years, the company is com 





pelled to make aconcession in writing, an agreement by which it waives 
its right to set aside or to contest the titles « he people who have 
settled in there. : 

I heart ly thank the ho hb? ) t » ft é ivvestion in re- 
gard to a railroad in my own i ' tion 
operates to d prive that ra < } ta 
tial rights, but I am willir y 1 t the Al 
bama road is concerned if in doing so ] l ci 
spread thronghout every land grant in the Un n to the 
same conditions and th ( mst | 1 Pa- 
cific Railway Company be compe il, a ’ m- 
pelled, to come in her » the proy department and ke its 
and relinquishments, not only to settlers, but also to miners, as I | 
vide in the first instruction that I offer here, which I shall noti 
presently. 

Let it be compelled as the conditio I ceiving contirmation 
for that is what it is, of all its title |} n Wallula and Bismarck, to 
ma in ting its « é 1a ition within a certain period 
of time—sixty days is the time fixed here—of all the ns and di 
putations about this business, and then when we have settled with the 
railroad companies the banner will wave over every railroad land grant 
in the United States, and there will be no more bickering and strife be 
tween the people and the railroad corporations; th ir of conflicting 
interests will cease. 

I wish now to call attention more parti arly t hat 


road in Alabama. 

The grant was made to the State of Alabama by an act of 
approved June 3, 1856 (11 Statutes, page 17), the same old land gran 
that has been so many times under consideration and adjud 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The grant conveyed to the State of Alabama every 
numbered section of land for six sections in width on each side 
road, or 3,840 acres per mile, with the right to take 
lands lost in the 6-mile limits from the indemnity or 15-mile limits. 

Che grant was accepted by the State of Alabama by act of its Legisla- 
ture approved February 1, 1858, only three years before the war, and 
by the second section of that act the lands were granted to the Mobile 
and Girard Railroad Company. (Acts Alabama, 1858 and 1859, page 10. ) 

The route of the road was definitely fixed and a map thereol wa 
filed in the General Land Office on June 1, The road as located 
extends from Girard, opposite Columbus, Ga., to Tensas, on Mobile Bay 
223 miles. 

Between April 26, 1860, and January 3, 1861, ary of th 
Interior adjusted the grant eyed to the State of Alabama 504, - 
145 acres of land in satistaction of the grant, which lands were included 
in nine approved lists e | Coner 
of August3, 1854. vised Statutes. ) 


Congress 
' } ’ 
ication Dy 


alternate odd 
of the 
indemnity for the 


1858 


the Secret 
i 1d conv 
xecuted under authority of an act of 


(10Statutes, 316, nowsection 2449, Re 








These approved lists have been decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States to be equivalent to patent (Fraser rs, O'Conner, 115 
U.8., 102 
He 3 the of Ilraser © Conne I will ist read the lla 
bu 
I anid « i { a ( i ( eral | 1 
Office and the Secre the Interior co 1s complete a as patents 
La i i t t t » ) rT tmaplio 
[ do not care about reading the body of that decision, which isa very 
trong one, reasoned out concl vely, but we bave a situation he 
i} now in nine different lists certified to the State of Alabama. Five 
| hundred and four thousand one hundred and forty-five acres of land 
were patented to the State of Alabama under this grant for the bens 
of that railroad company. So we must treat the question from th 
as one between the railroad company claiming lar der a pat 
and the United States Government claiming the right t feit it 
to forfeit it either, but to take the land, resu the t 
declaration that it once had or may now ha ( 
Th cts in regard to the con ction of t road a et out 
in the following certificate of the governorof Alab ‘ ted March 19 
1834, and now on file in the General Land Offf 
STATE O ALABAM i, xX ivr ¢ 
7 € iit able Se« lary Of the I l ‘ 
I, Edward A. O'Neil, governor of the State of A vat 
} the Mobile and Girard Railroad was ted from Gir ( 
to the town of Union Springs, in Bullo oF ity, A ae i 
aie the S41 by the Ist « of } r yer, IM andi was comit ed 
in June, is ym Union Springs ] as S ! 48, 
| within a cor pus length of 9 n nad - ym I rnes 
| to Troy,ini ibama, W A t ) igth of rile ! - 
ing the t tio 5 railroad vy iin a cont is ort ‘f 84 miles from 
Girard to Troy, and is »w being operated by the Mobile and Girard Rail i 
Compan and isthe railroad designated as the “‘Girardand Mobile Railroa 
from Girard to Mobile, Ala.,in tl et of Congress of the U ed States entitled 
“An act granting pu lands in alternate sections to the State of Alabama. to 
aid in the constructi of certain railroads in said State,’ approved June 3, 1+ 
I also further certify that the Mobile and Great Northern Railroad Compan 
which was incorporated in February, 1356, completed in September, 1*61l, ara 
road from Pollard to Tensas, Ala., within a continuous length of 49 miles, and 
completed by April, 1872, a railroad from Tensas to the city of Mobile, within a 


a railroad within a 
id that said railroad 


continuous length of 14 miles, making the completi 
continuous length of 63 miles from Pollard to Mobil 
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from Pollard to Mobile now constitutes a part of the Mobile and Montgomery 
Railway, and is being operated from Montgomery to Mobile. 

1 also further certify, upon satisfactory evidence furnished to me, and which 
is on file in this office, that the locating engineer of the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road Company definitely located by April 15, 1858, the line of the railroad of 
said company from saidtown of Union Springs to Blakely, on the waters of the 
Mobile Bay, Alabama, and that the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company 
adopted the same as the final location of their line of railroad, and subsequently 
the Mobileand Great Northern Railroad Company, under and by an agreement 
and arrangement with the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, built their rail- 
road from Pollard to Tensas substantialy on the same line of the Mobile and Gi- 


rard Railroad. located by the locating engineer, as above stated, andthe Mobile | 


and Girard Railroad Company was to build their railroad from Union Springs to 
Pollard, under an arrangement for the running of through cars over both of said 
roads, but was prevented by the occurrence of the war from doing so; and this 
agreement and arrangement was made with the view and for the purpose of 
complying with the provisions of said act of Congress, and of securing said grant 
of public lands to aid in the construction of railroads in this State. 

This certificate is made that the Government, being informed of the facts, may 
take such action as may be deemed appropriate in the premises. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and caused the 
great seal of the State to be affixed at Montgomery, Ala., this 30th day of March, 
A. D. 1884. 


[SEAL | Kk. A. O'NEIL, 


Governor of Alabama, 
By the governor 


ELLIS PHELAN, 
Secretary of Slate. 
Section 4 of the granting act authorized the sale of 120 sections of 
land in advance of the construction of any railroad, and owing to the 
fact that there were no lands on the north end of the road from which 
this 120 sections could be taken, said 120 sections were selected and 
sold by the company from lands on the south end of the road, the 
amount of said 120 sections being 76,800 acres. These lands have been 
sold and the titles are now held by purchasers for value. ‘The pres- 
ent bill confirms to the purchasers the amount of lands earned by the 
construction of the north 84 miles of the road, but it does not take into 
account this 120 sections, and the bill as reported by the conference 
committee in terms proposes to forfeit this 120 sections of land. 


Oregon, as in said acts provided, to have been constructed and completed, pat- 
ents tor said lands shall issue in due form to the State of Oregon as fast as the 
same shall under said grants be selected and certified, unless the State of Oregon 
sha!l by public act have transferred its interests in said lands to any corpora- 
tion or corporations, in which case the petent shall issue from the Genera! Land 
Office to such corporation or corporations upon their payment of the necessary 
expenses thereof: Provided, That this shall not be construed to revive any land 
grant already expired, nor to create any new rights of any kind, except to pro 


vide for issuing patents for lands to which the State isalready entitled.”’ (18 St., 
&). 


Says Judge Sawyer: 


The State in this case had so transferred its interest to the Dalles Military 
Road Company. By this act Congress directed that patents shall issue ‘in al! 
cases,’’ not when the roads have actually, in fact, been completed as required 
by law, but “in all cases’’ when ‘the roads * * ® are shown by the cer- 
tifieate of the governor of the State of Oregon, as in said acts provided, to have 
been constructed and compieted.’’ Now, in this case, after waiting five years 
after the certificate of completion, made upon personal examination by the 
governor, having all the means of ascertaining whether it was false or true 
Congress positively, in effect, aflirmed its truth by this provision of the act. 

Itdetermined the fact of the rformance of the conditions of the grant by 
directing in terms patents to be issued “in all cases’’ when the certificate had 
been issued. This provision is not permissive only, but mandatory. The clos- 
ing paragraph in the proviso would operate only upon any lapsed grant, if any 
there was, by failure to complete in the required time, or when the work was 
not all completed, and when no certificate had been issued, or when certificates 
for only a parthad been made. 

But it necessarily recognizes that “in all cases’’ when the certificate of the 
governor has been issued the conditions have been performed and the ntee 
has become entitled toa patent. The statute in effect confirms by legislative 
act the judicial act of the governor in ascertaining and certifying the comple 
tion of the work. I know of no case where a legislative grant or act has been 
investigated and set aside by the courts on the ground that its passage had been 
secured by imposition or fraud upon the legislative body passing the law. In 
Tameling vs. Emigration Company (93 United States, 644) it was held that the 
action of Congress confirming a private land claim in New Mexico is not sub- 
ject to judicial review. 

In the present case the road must necessarily have been used by the Govern- 
ment during these many years for those purposes, which were of so urgent a 
character as to induce Congress to make the grant in aid of its construction, or 
else the failure to complete it in such manner that it could be so used must in- 
evilably have come to the knowledge of the Government and Congress. With 


A positive grant of 120 sections without condition, a certificate of | this knowledge necessarily had the act of 1874 was deliberately passed. Con- 


the governor of Alabama that the road had been built sufficiently to 
earn that 120 sections, then a sale of the 120 sections to private owners 
who have held their possessions for years, all forfeited by this bill, 
which in order to make it a decent looking thing had to unship from 
the situation in which the Senate put it of forfeiting forfeitable lands, 
lands subject toa condition-subsequent, and put it into a shape where 
it would with ruthless hand forfeit lands that had been granted by the 
United States and patented without any conditions-subsequent von- 
nected therewith, or any condition at all. This was done for a pur- 
pose. There is some fraud, some villainy, at the bottom of this. 

Inasmuch as this 120 sections of land was a gratuity and the com- 
pany was authorized to sell them before any railroad was completed, 
and the company has sold them, these lands are not subject to forfeit- 
ure under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
Railroad Company vs. Courtright, 21 Wallace, 310; Farnsworth rs. 
Railroad, 92 United States, 49. 

This conference bill, th®fefore, in proposing to forfeit this first 120 
sections of land is an attempt by legislation to divest vested rights, 
and is clearly unconstitutional and in conflict with two decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. (1 Kent’s Commentaries, 455; 
Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, pages 110, 209; Terrett rvs. Taylor, 
9 Cranch, 43; Wilkinson vs. Leland, 2 Peters, 627; per Nelson, J., in 
People vs. Morris, 13 Wend. , 325.) 

It will be observed that the governor of Alabama certified in 1884 
that that part of this railroad lying between Pollard and Tensas, a 
distance of 49 miles, was completed in September, 1861, by the Mobile 
and Great Northern Railroad Company for and on account of the Mo- 
bile and Girard Railroad Company ‘‘with the view and for the pur- 
pose of complying with the provision of said act of Congress and of se- 
curing said grant of public lands.’’ 

Section 4 of the act of Congress by which this grant was made pro- 
vided that the only evidence of construction pf the railroad required 
should be the certificate of the governor of the State, and that certifi- 
cate is made final and conclusive evidence of such construction, and 
the Government is estopped from denying its finality. This identical 
question was adjudicated in the case of United States rs. Dalles Mili- 
tary Road Company, 41 Federal Reporter, page 493, decided by the 
United States circuit court for the district of Oregon, February 20, 1890, 
and the same principle was decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the cases of Reichart vs. lelps, 6 Wallace, 160, and United 
States vs, Speed, 8 Wallace, 83. 

Now, here is that opinion of Judge Sawyer: 

Five years afterwards, on June 18, 1874, withoutany proceedings baving been 
taken to declare a forfeiture of the grant for breach of ee ee, 
and without any complaint appearing to have been made that said certificate 
of the governor was false, or that said road had not been fully completed in all 
particulars as was required by the granting act, and while the Government 
must have been all the time using the road for its various purposes designated 
in the act, Congress passed another act ‘‘ to authorize the issuance of patents for 
lands granted tothe State of Oregon in certain cases,’ wherein, after reciting 


that “certain lands have heretofore by acts of Congress been granted to the State 
of Oregon to aid in the construction of certain military wagon-roads in said 
State,”’ it was ee 

“That in all cases when the roads, in aid of the construction of which said 
lands were granted, are shown by the certificate of the governor of the State of 


gress exercised its discretion upon such information as it had, in requiring the 
issue of the patents upon these certificates of the governor, and that is the end 
of the matter. It is a legislative recognition and affirmation of the correctness 


of the certificate of the governor of Oregon. (See also Ryan rs, Carter, 95 U. 
8., 78.) 


So Governor O' Neil's certificate was recognized in this case as being 
entirely correct, and thereupon certificates were issued to this railway 
company for the lands that had been earned covered by the certificate. 

Itisabsolutely certain as a matter of Jaw that Congress has no power to 
forfeit the first one hundred and twenty sectionsof landssold by this com- 
pany on the south end of its railroad, as proposed by this bill, and it is not 
just to the purchasers of these lands that they should, by this action ot 
Congress, be forced into litigation with the United States in order to de- 
fend their titles against such unconstitutional legislation, and the meas- 
ure reported by the committee ought to be amended so as to except these 
lands from the proposed forfeiture. 

Now, Mr. President, anotker thing was done in regard to this mat 
ter. The land office at Montgomery was presided over by a man wh, 
Mr. Commissioner McFarland deals with in a report that he made to 
the Secretary of the Interior, in which he says as follows: 


It appears from aertueet statement, purporting to be a memorial to Congress 
by the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, a copy of which has unofficially 
been turnisbed me and is herewith inclosed, that on December 3, 1879, the gov- 
ernor of Alabama indorsed over to said company the lists of lands certified to 
the State in 1860 and 1861, as hereinbefore recited. Itisto be presumed thatthe 
certified copies obtained in 1870 were the lists mentioned as having been so in 
dorsed, 

It is stated in this memorial that the company disposed of about 96,000 acres 
of the land “tin payment of services to commissioners aud agents in selecting 
said lands and obtaining certificates for the same.’’ 

Mr. Glover reports the result. of his investigations into this transaction, by 
which it appears that on Aprii 25, 1868,the Mobile and Girard Railroad Com- 

pany entered into a contract with Abraham Edwards, then register of the 
Inited States land office at Montgomery, by which the company agreed tu cou- 
vey to said Edwards av amount of land equal to 10 per cent.-of all such iand as 
should be acquired by the railroad company; that on June 24, 1868, the com- 

any conveyed tosaid Edwards one undivided tenth part of the lands that had 
cen certified to the State, but which had not then been indorsed over to the 
company ; that by a resolution of the board of directors, passed October 31, 1968, 
the railroad company «# d to convey to said Mdwards 5 per cent. additional 
ofall ofsuch lands for which the said Edwards should secure patents to the com- 
pany; thaton January 21, 1871, and after certified copies of the original lists had 
been obtained from the General Land Office, a partition was made of the lands, 
and three-twenticths thereof, amounting to 96,476 acres, were sclected and con- 
veyed to Edwards by deed from the company, he relinquishing the undivided 
one-tenth previously conveyed. It also appears that John A. Pickersgill, of 
New York, and Thomas Ewing, of Ohio, were parties in some interest with Ed 
wards in this transaction. These facts, Mr. Glover states, are matters of record. 

it would appear from this recital that the 96,476 acres reported by the com- 
pany as having been disposed of “in payment of services to commissioners 
and agents in selecting said lands and obtaining certificates for same " were so 
dis ot without legitimate purpose. The selection of the lands for certifi- 
cation by the Commissioner of the General Land Office was made prior to 1861, 
and hence it is apparent that the comparatively small expense attending such 
selection could not have been an element in the consideration for which this 
deed was given. Theonly “selection” to which some expense to the company 
may have been involved must have been the selection made by the “ commis- 
sioners’’ or “ arbitrators’’ who made the partition above referred to, while the 
“services” contracted for by the company and satisfied by the deed of 96,476 
acresof iand would appear to have been of an imaginary character. I conclude 
that the conveyance of said 96,476 acres did not amount to a bona fide disposal! 
of the lands, 


I am reading from the report by Mr. Payson, from the Committee 
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on Public Lands, submitted to the House of Representatives on Feb- 
ruary 6, 1885. Mr. PAYSON,in commenting upon that, says as follows: 

This letter tells the story of the manipulation of this grant. 
is necessary. 

And 80 on. 

Then on page 6 he says: 

No harm is done any except these large speculators; they had actual as well 
as constructive notice. The Edwards-Ewing party have no equities whatever ; 
the transaction was little less than robbery. 

Mr. President, if I understand this bill in the eighth section, the last 
section, it confirms that same grant. ‘These 96,000 acres of land that 
I have been talking about, as I understand, are included in the fol- 
lowing provisions in section 8of this bill, which requires that the com- 
pany shall— 

File with the Secretary of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said com- 
pany’s interest, right, title,and claim in and to all such lands within the limits 
of its grant, as have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States 
for cash, where the Government still retains the purchase-money, or with the 
allowance or approval of such officers have been entered in good faith under 
the pre-emption or homestead laws, or as are claimed under the homestead or 
pre-emption laws as aforesaid. 

Now, what is it that this company is required to relinquish there? 
Ninety-six thousand acres of land sold by this Edwards, who was the 
register of the land office at Montgomery, Ala., and at the same time 
was the agent of this same company, and who received for his services 
in locating these lands 96,476 acres of land which he permitted to be 
entered by people, he getting the money for it. 

What has become, and who is it that owns all, of these outlying grants 
there of the Mobile and Girard Railroad system that are disposed of by 
this act and are confirmed by it? I should like to know who they are. 
I do not know, but I have very strong suspicions that there are many 
men who have an interest in these lands and who have no other way 
in the world of securing title except through the agency of this act of 
Congress. Now, the committee of conference upon this bill have put 
into itsome new matter upon this subject, to which I desire very brietly 
to call attention. 


As far as the Senate went in regard to the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road was section 7 of the bill as we passed it, which reads thus: 


Sec.7. That the provisions of this act shall not extend to any railroad in Ala- 
bama which is completed through its entire length, as prescribed in its charter, 
within one year after the date of the approval of this act. And as to any rail- 


road in said State not so completed this act shall take effect and operate from 
the date of its approval. 


Then the House, for some reason that I am unable to divine, for I 
do not recognize any of the reasons that I have heard assigned for it as 
those affecting the public interests in the slightest degree—took up this 
small railroad company and made a pet of it—not of the railroad com- 
pany, either, but of men who claim to hold by purchase under it, and 
they have put in this in the nature of a proviso: 


That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or to 
any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite toand conter- 
minous with the portion of any such railroad not now completed, for the con- 
struction or benefit of which lands have heretofore been granted ; and all such 
lands are declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this act 
shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or depot grounds of any 
railroad company heretofore granted, or lands included in any city, town, or 
village site: Provided further, That all cash entries heretofore permitted to be 
made within the limits of che grant to aid in the construction of the Alabama and 
Florida Railroad or of the Mobile and Girard Railroad, which lands were not 
taken by said Alabama and Florida Railroad Company, be, and the same are 
hereby, validated, and patents shall issue to the purchasers thereof provided 
the Government still retains the purchase-money: And provided further, That 
the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Alabama, shal! be entitled to the 
= of land earned by the construction of its road from Girard to Troy, a 

istance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior in making settlement 
and assigning to the said company the lands earned thereby shall include 
therein all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise disposed of by said company, 
including such as have been sold for taxes,not to exceed the total amount earned 
by said company as aforesaid. And the title of the purchasers to all such lands 
are hereby confirmed so far as the United States are concerned. 

But not to include any lands in possession of any one duly qualified claiming 
or desiring to claim under either the homestead or pre-emption law. 


That included the lands as to which Mr. PAYSON in the House said— 

The Edwards-Ewing party have no equities whatever; the transaction was 
little less than robbery. 

That is the provision that the House put in. 
the conference committee did. They have added to this Mobile and 
Girard Railroad Company. It is somewhat difficult to separate be- 
tween the phrases in this part of the act, and so I will read this in 
order that it may stand in contrast with the other in the Recorp: 


_ The right hereby given to the said railroad company is on the condition that 
it shall within ninety days from the passage of this act, by resolution of its 
board of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the See- 
retary of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, 
right, title, and claim in and toall such lands within the limits of its grant, as 
have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States, for cash, where 


No comment 


Now we come to what 


the Government still retains the purchase-money, or with the allowance or ap- | 


proval of such officers have been entered in good faith under the pre-emption 
or homestead laws, or as are claimed under the homestead or pre-emption laws 
as aforesaid, and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such 
lands under such sale; or entries are hereby confirmed, and ali such claims 


quate the pre-emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by 
w. 


_ The Senate will recognize that there are several entirely new prin- 
ciples and provisions incorporated by the conference committee that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Neer eC 


ee 
a 


———— 





9989 


were not in the House bill and were not in the Senate bill, and hav: 
never been passed upon or discussed in either body. Neither in th: 
House nor in the Senate was any opportunity ever given by any motion 
or amendment or anything else to discuss the question whether or not 
this railroad company, on condition that it should not have its entire 
land grant forfeited they shou!d ‘‘ within ninety days from the passage 
of this act, by resolution of its board of directors, duly accept the pro- 
visions of the same and file with the Secretary of the Interior a valid 
relinquishment,’’ and thereupon to come on and confirm all the grants 
that had been made by this company, including those which Mr. PAY- 
SON denounced in the House as being robbery or 
to it. 

So when I find that provision in there I do not object to it to the 
railroad in Alabama, but I insist that the Northern Pacific shall take 
a little of this same medicine and that all the balance of the railroad 
grants in the United States that are simuarly circamstanced shall take 
their share of it also, and that through this new door that the confer- 
ence committee have opened leading towards the throne of justice we 
shall beable to march tens of thousands of people who are vainly seeking 
here at large expense and under great embarrassment to have thei 
rights allowed to them under the existing acts 
grant acts. 


i Very near approach 


of Congress, these land- 


The courts have held in numerouse cases that the certificate of the 
governor as to the construction of a railroad is final, and consequently 
under the facts of this case the lands earned by the construction of the 
south 49 miles of road should have been included in the amount con 
firmed by the eighth section of the bill reported by the conference com 
mittee, 

The committee has not only failed to recognize this fact, but it has 
also reported a bill forfeiting the first 120 sections of land which ar 
not subject to forfeiture, and it has required the company to enter into 
an agreement within ninety days, through its board of directors, to ac 
cept this unjust legislation, thereby creating a new contract. If the 
company does not accept this unjust exactment, then the first paragraph 
of the eighth section confirming the sold lands earned by the construc 
tion of the north end of the road becomes inoperative and the whole 
matter will be involved in endless litigation. 

By the construction of 84 miles on the north end and 49 miles on 
the south end of its road, this company has now earned 510,720 acres 
of lands, or 6,000 acres more than was contained in the whole grant. 
But the bill as reported by the committee gives the company but 322, 
500 acres for the north end of the road. 

I am informed by a certificate from the secretary of the company 
that this company has sold all of the lands conveyed to it by the Land 
Department in 1860, to wit, 504,000 acres, and that it now has no 
right, title, or claim to any of said lands, and consequently it can not, 
without laying itself liable to an action on the case by any of its pur 
chasers who might be injured thereby, accept the conditions of the 
eighth section of the conference report, or reconvey to the United 
States or relinquish the title to anv lands within the limits of the 
grant, because it now has no title which it can relinquish or reconvey. 
- Under the conference report, 300,000 acres of lands, in round num 
bers, are confirmed to purchasers, whereas the company has sold 500,- 
000 acres, and the result will be, as no preferences are given to pur 
chasers by the act, that each purchaser will reccive about six-tenths 
of the amount of lands which he purchased from the company; for the 
status of the purchasers will be analogous to that of creditors of anin- 
solvent debtor whose assets are but six-tenths of the amount of hi 
liabilities. This will have the effect of involving all of this company’s 
Jandsin almost endless litigation. 

To avoid this condition of affairs the amount of lands actually due 
to this company under the terms of the original grant should be con- 
firmed to the purchasers, and it is unjust to those purchasers that only 
part of the lands to which the company is 
this act. 

Mr. President, under the rules controlling parliamentary bodies, | 
understand that I have not the right to ask the action of the Senate 
upon any instructions to a conference report until after the Senate 
shall have disagreed to their report, aud then when the case must ne 
essarily go back to them by the action of the Senate we have the right, 
if we choose to do it, to offer different items of instruction and ask tli 
judgment ot the Senate upon them. I have prepared a resolution em 
bodying three instructions to the committee, which of course are tenta 
tive. They will not be up for consideration and can not be until after 
the Senate has determined whether not the report goes back to the 
conference 

I should say that this report ought to go back to the conference 
that inasmuch as they have brought to our attention several new mat- 
ters which have not been passed upon in cither House and matters ot 
very great importance affecting these land grants, which ought at least 
to receive from the Senate an intimation of what its opinions are as to 
the extent to which these new matters should operate, not upon the 


entitled are confirmed by 


|} one railroad in Alabama, but upon all the railroads in the United 


States similarly circumstanced, so that after the vote is taken, if itshould 
result that this report goes back to the conference, I will then offer such 
instructions as I may be advised are the best for the purpose of getting 
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the most extensive, satisfactory, and peaceful results out of this im- 
broglio in regard to the public lands. 

1 congratulate the Senate that there is an opportunity of reaching 
finally asolution of all these great troubles and difficulties and disputa- 
tions that have so long occupied the attention of the public mind; but 
I would deplore the fact that they should be settled in the interest of 
private parties or for the benefit of a particular railroad company to 
the exclusion of equal justice to the others. Such a result as that 
would probably lead to the questioning of this entire act, and I believe 
when this entire act is questioned, or the first section of it, it will be 
held by the courts that the Congress of the United States has not the 
right to reclaim and to resume title to land which it has absolutely 
granted without conditions and for which a patent has issued. 

I crave the pardon of the Senate, Mr. President, for having so long 
trespassed upon them, for I can see very well in the closing hours of 
this long and arduous session the mind of the Senate is not alert to 
this matter and they are willing to accept almost any situation to get 
rid of a very complex business; but let us not do injustice to thou- 
sands and thousands of our fellow-citizens; and let us not, above all 
things else, permit to be confirmed to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company in fee-simple right—for thatis theeffect of it—all of the lands 
that have been heretofore claimed by them west of Wallula, and to 
carry into effect that decision of Judge Sawyer, whose judicial sen- 
tences and opinions no man can afford to disregard, for he, a great and 
able judge, and a pure one—that decision of Judge Sawyer which 
holds that these reservations of mineral righis in the grant to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company related only to such lands as were 
known to be mineral atthe time of themakingofthegrant. Idisagree 
with him. 

The subject is in ourhands. Thetitle hasnot passed outofus. No 
act of Congress has recognized the right of this company to this con- 
struction. The Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] says they do 
not insist upon it, do not claim it; and yet there are many cases here, 
we know, which must hang more or less upon that very question. 

Now that we have got the matter in hand, now that the power be- 
longs to us to compel the railroad company to come to a final settle- 
ment and decision clear and unquestionable upon this great topic, I 
insist that we ought to send this case back to the committee of confer- 
ence with such instructions as are pertinent to be embodied in this bill, 
the conclusions of which I have been arguing in behalf of people who 
can not help themselves against a great grasping corporation which 
represents in itself and in its history the very quintessence of monopoly. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, the public lands have excited the 
anxiety and have been the objects of solicitude to the statesmen of the 
Republic from the first cession by Virginia to the present time. That 
event, the dictatealike of enlightened policy and patriotism, entitles that 
Commonwealth to the abiding gratitude of every person to whom the re- 
nown of the Republicisdear. It strengthened the nascent forces of the 
young Government in its hour of infancy, gave to ita confidence when 
self-distrust was strong, and enabled it to partially discharge to the 
patriots who had foaght in its wars the high obligations which were 
dictated by gratitude for services which were past and hope of yet 
other service to be rendered as from the prolific womb of the teeming 
future occasion should arise. 

The young and unwelcome foundling in the tamily of nations, with- 
out manufactures or commerce or mines, and deeply in debt, was 
thereby lifted into the dominion of ambition and hope as she found 
herself in the possession of a noble, a priceless, and an opportune her- 
itage. The great State which thus consigned its birthright to a wider 
jurisdiction, in the complacency of her citizens, in the conscious grati- 
tude of her countrymen, in the primacy accorded by her sister States, 
and in the added puissance of the new government which she shared, 
reaped an adequate, an exceeding, and anenvied reward. Therevolving 
years, relegating this event to the perspectives of history, do not dim 
its luster, nor can any subsequent circumstance diminish the homage 
or the gratitude which this princely gift inspired. 

Its inherent value, not more than the cheerful spirit of the giver, 
commanded a wise disposition of this trust, and hence in all our his- 
tory our greatest statesmen have charged themselves with its care. As 
we have added to its area the responsibilities have grown, and as State 
after State has been founded and the property rights have diminished 
in size we have more and more appreciated the value of that which has 
remained, and now that by wise economies we have brought it all 
within the range of visual observation it appeals more strongly to our 
anxious vigils. 

That which has been given has strengthened the sinews of the Re- 
public; that whick remains must give momentum to the forces which 
enable us to march at the forefront in the procession of the nations. I 
desire in an humble way to arrest the attention of the Senate toa phase 
of this duty which yet remains, content if I can impress upon the pub- 
lic mind and the Senators on whom the duties devolve the importance 
of the question with which I have to deal. 

For reasons that every Senator will appreciate, I could desire that 
this subject could have fallen into other hands, or that its consideration 
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a large industry, an exigency has arisen which seems to require the 
present consideration of the subject which I desire to bring within the 
purview of this debate. 

The question which I desire to discuss is as to the ownership by the 
various land-grant railroads of the United States of the mines of pre- 
cious metals within the limits of their respective grants, being able, as 
I think I am, to show that Congress has heretofore well guarded this 
portion of our public heritage, and that by any permissible interpre 
tation of law these mines yet remain the property of the United States 
to be disposed of as our statutes touching the alienation of mineral lands 
may provide, and that the claim of these railroad companies to such 
mineral lands has no foundation in any of the grants which have been 
made to them. I desire to inquire what turther ingenuity of speech is 
requisiteto place beyond corporate and judicial pretension the question 
of the ownership of the mines of precious metals within the limits of 
these various grants of land. 

Confessing that heretofore Congress has done much to preclude the 
plausibility of any claim by these corporations to the ownership of these 
mines, the uncertainties which cluster around that question, exciting 
the alarm of mine-owners and prospectors, seem to call upon the Con- 
gress of the United States for such legislation as will put this question 
beyond doubt. That the apprehensions of these miners and prospect- 
ors are not baseless, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
decisions of a very respected and respectable judicial tribunal wherein 
it has been decided that notwithstanding all our legislation and our re- 
peated efforts to save mineral lands from the ownership of railroad cor- 
porations, those efforts have been futile, and that a very considerable 
number of the mines of the West either now belong to these railroad 
corporations or by the action of the executive department of this Gov- 
ernment will soon belong to them. 

Do these mineral lands belong to these railroad corporations? A 
proposition so simple as this would seem easy of solution, An instant 
reply to a suggestion that mines should be and remain the property 
of the Government and not of such corporations would be; do not then 
grant them to these corporations, and they will not own them. If 
doubt arises and you desire to make assurance doubly sure, provide in 
express terms that they are excluded from the grants and dismiss all 
your solicitude, Such advice would seem wise and adequate. Against 
such enactments it would seem the ingenuity of the lawyers could not 
avail. But in this matter legal dexterity soars above words, above en- 
actments and re-enactments, and claims the forbidden estate as its own. 

I choose toselect to illustrate that which I have to say the act grant- 
ing lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, with which I am 
more familiar, which involves mines of greater value than the others, 
and which for all purposes of my discussion is not dissimilar from 
other acts granting lands to railroad companies. In the face of a con- 
dition of so much gravity any suggestion of a remedy is entitled to re- 
spectful consideration. 

Section 8 of the act granting these lands provides— 

That each and every grant, right, and privilege herein are so made and given 
toand accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Company upon and subject 
to the ae conditions, namely, that the said company shall commence 
the work on said road within two years from the approval of this act by the 
President, and shall complete not less than 50 miles per year after the second 


year, and shall construct, equip, furnish, and complete tlre whole road by the 
4th of July, A. D. 1876. 


This section was amended from time to time, whereby it was pro- 
vided that the road should be completed in 1879. The road was not 
completed in 1879, nor indeed until 1888, and the branch, provided for 
in the charter by a subsequent act, was made the main line, which ter- 
minated at Portland, in the State of Oregon. That branch has not been 
completed to this day, and the act under consideration provides for the 
forfeiture of so much of the grant as pertained to the unfinished road 
from Wallula to Portland, thereby indicating that inasmuch as another 
company has constructed a road upon the line indicated, the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company is absolved from its obligation to construct 
another road down the Columbia River. 

It has been suggested that it was wise, by a legislative enactment, 
to provide that the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
perpendicular to that part of the road not completed in 1879 should 
be forteited to the United States, and that it enter upon the land so 
forfeited and deal with it as its own. This proposition proceeds upon 
the hypothesis that, notwithstanding the subsequent completion of 
the road from Puget Sound to Lake Superior, the right of the Govern- 
ment so to forfeit the grant remains intact and may be acted upon now 
or hereafter. Of course it proceeds upon the further proposition that 
such forfeiture of the grant would be just. 

Upon the question whether such right remains to the United States 
after the construction of the road, lawyers differ. It has been the sub- 
ject of painstaking investigation by the two Houses of Congress, and that 
investigation has developed irreconcilable differences of opinion. With 
reference to the legality of such action it may be said t some con- 
siderations present themselves entitled to be weighed in determining the 
validity of such legislative enactment. 

Section 6 of the act provides ‘“‘that the President of the United 


might be safely longer deferred; but within the States and Territories of | States shall cause the lands to be surveyed for 40 miles in width on 
the West, in which mining for the precious and other economic metalsis | both sides of the entire line of said road after the general route shall 
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be fixed and as fast as may be required by the construction of said 
railroad.’’ It was in the contemplation of the Congress and of the 
promoters of this great scheme that the road should be constructed in 


sections of 25 miles, and that the lands perpendicular to each section | 


should be utilized to secure the moneys necessary for so vast an under- 
taking. 


The enterprising capitalists who ultimately built this road, upon a | 


retrospection of this proposition may well smile; but it was neverthe- 
less a tangible purpose on the part of those who contemplated building 


the road that the lands adjacent toeach 25 miles should be used in the | 


construction of that particular section of the road, and for this purpose 
this provision was inserted in the act. The President of the United 
States did not cause these lands to be surveyed as fast as they were 
required by the construction of the railroad, and in the very infancy of 
the enterprise the Government of the United States in a matter mate- 
rial to the progress of the work failed to dothat which it had agreed to 
do. 
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It may furthermore be said, that implied in this contract between 
the United States on the one hand and the railroad company on the 
other was an agreement by the Government that it would maintain | 


peace along the line of this road, and that its employ¢s and officer 
should be permitted to travel through and work in the country over 
which the road was to be built. It was never contemplated that a 
corps of employésshould themselves declare or conduct war in the prog- 
ress of this construction. The corporation was not organized for that 


purpose; but the Government of the United States did not maintain | 


peace along the line of this road, for during the years when the con- 
tract required its construction over at least 1,300 miles of the road, 
between the Mississippi Kiver and the mouth of the Snake River, hos- 
tile tribes of Indians roamed freely, and in some instances, while the 
Army of the United States were accompanying parties of engineers of 
this railroad company, the Indians were strong enough to drive them 
out of the country and suspend their operations. 

This impossibility to proceed with the construction of the road dur- 
ing these years because of Indian hostilities is attested by all the dis- 


tinguished officers of our Army who commanded in the region of | 


country through which it ran, and as a palpable fact in our history it 
admits of no doubt whatever. What the effect of such a condition of 
affairs would be upon the requirement as to time were it presented in 
the courts of the land is perhaps not possible to foretell. In equity, 
in justice, plain men would say that such a condition of affairs delay- 
ing its construction within the time prescribed should not operate to 
procure a forfeiture of this valuable franchise. 

Section 9 of the act granting lands to this company provides— 

That the United States make the several conditional grants herein, and that 
the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same upon the tur- 
ther condition that if the gaid company make any breach of the conditions 
hereof and allow the same to continue for upwards of one year, then, and in 
such case at any time thereafter, the United States, by its Congress, may do any 


and all acts and things which may be needful and' necessary to insure a speedy 
completion of the road. 


A proposition like this is unprecedented in grants to railroad com- 
panies, and in fact iittle can be found in ths law-books enlightening us 
as to its effect upon section 8 of the act heretofore quoted. It is ar- 
gued, and plausibly, that upon a failure to complete the road at the 
time indicated in section 8 the right of the United States was absolute 
to forfeit the entire grant, or if the Congress so chose, under section 9, 
to select some other instrument to construct the road, and that these 
remedies were cumulative. 

Other lawyers have argued that section 9 was a limitation upon Con- 
gress of what could be done in the event of a failure to complete the 
road within the time limited in section 8, that both sections were tobe 
construed together, that as a matter of fact and law this statute dedi- 
cated these lands to the construction of this highway, and that if the 
corporation thereby created was impotent to complete the task noth- 
ing remained for Congress except to do such neediul acts and things as 
were necessary to insure a speedy completion of the road out of the 
proceeds of the lands granted by some other instrumentality. 

It has been further argued in behalf of the company that time was 
not of the essence of this grant; that if it was the forfeiture must be 
claimed and enforced for that reason while the road was incomplete, 
and that such forfeiture would only operate to deprive the road of land 
perpendicular toits unfinished portions. These contentions, it occurs 
to me, are profitless. The Northern Pacific Railroad, according to the 
design of the Thirty-eighth Congress, and as subsequently modified, has 
been completed and no forfeiture has been declared. 
the work was progressing has any person been able to convince Con- 
gress that it was wise to declare the forfeiture and enter upon the con- 
troversy of determining its effect. 

In my own view such a controversy would be disastrous to the people 
of the State which I have the honor in part to represent, and all the 
citizens along the line of the road, and would be profitless to the United 
States. There seems to me to be no occasion to apologize for the pas- 
sage of this act. 1t was great and wise in its conception, and it has been 
benignant in its progress and consequence. It has furnished food for 
demagogues and parties whose capital is fiction or half truths todelude 
the unthinking, and there yet remain occasional suggestions, supposed 
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ying to the popular mind, that this grant can ) 
+h an attempt unwise and illegal. 
lands, according to the contract made, have been earned, and 
the duty that remains to us is to see that in ¢ g this company p! 
sely that which it is entitled to receive it does not by any misinte1 
pretation of its grant receive more than what ¢ gress decreed. Nox 
can it be blamed or the motiv f it licers be impucnedif they claim 
all which the courts decide they are entitled to receive. The officers 
of the company are trustees of a vast and valua!l trust, responsible 
to the stockholders that the be! 3 of the « ny shall be rigor 
ously garnered and used to the best account, and they would be amet 
able to the condemnation of h and i lia in da 
ages to the stockholders of this corporation if th hould abandon o 
give away any of the property which by law is secured to i 
It would be wise, as plac ing this matter beyond further discu 
the Congress of the United States should now declare it itisfa 


with the construction of this road, as a compliance with the term 


the contract, omitting the Columbia River branch, and proce fo1 
with to adjust the railroad grant and ttle forever the titles to the 
lands along its lit 

The initial step in this work is the survey of the land within the 
primary grant and within the fir id second in nit i 


t 
of country west of the Red River of the North 120 miles wide. 
Congress has long neglected this essential prerequisite. There 1 be 
no adjustment of the grant until this survey is com; 
vided by law that this company shall reimburse the United States fo 
this survey, and that provision Congress is entirely able to enfor i 
there was any disposition to evade it, which I do not believe 

The second essential step in the adjustment of this grant is the ase 
tainment of what is excepted out of the primary grantitself. 
lands are subject to the claims of third parties, and therefore except« 
from the grant, the adjustment is not difficult; but it is necessary 
the progress of this settlement to determine what is excepted out of the 
grant as mineral land, and this presents the chiefest difficulty. 

We have passed laws remitting these lands to the corporation 
their own for the purposes of taxation by the States, and we have com 
manded such corporations to pay 10 cents per acre into the 
of the United States for surveying, selecting, and conveying the same 

rhis proposition to forfeit granted lands because the roads were not 
built within the time prescribed, involves in my judgment injustice 
to the stockholders of the railroad company, injustice to the « 
itors whose debts are secured by a mortgage upon the lands, in 
to the individuals who have purchased lands of the company, and 
gross injustice to the various communities, titles to the land in wh 
it is proposed to involve in uncertainty. It does not need argument 
to maintain the proposition that security of titles and repose of right 
are the essential foundations of all private and public prosperity 

Believing that these lands perpendicular to completed lines of road 
are the property of the corporation by an immutable title, both in 
equity and law, and that any litigation concerning them involving 
those populations and areas would be disastrous in the extreme; that 
whatever prophecies of haste to its conclusion may be drawn in thi 
Chamber will prove false in fact, and believing that its result will b 
adverse to the Government and harmful to the constituencies more 
particularly involved, the proposition seems to me unwise. Whether 
the persons who have dealt with the railroad company are parties o1 
no, their rights and interests will be bound up in litigation, and the 
pendency of such a suit would disturb the pecuniary interests of hun 
dreds of thousands of people. 

If I shall sell a horse upon condition that $10 shall be paid ther 


a tract 





’ : 
pleted It is pro 


So far 


lreasury 


to me on the first day of each month until the $90 for which | 

him is paid, the horse to remain mine unless each $10 is paid at tl 
date agreed, a failure on the part of the purchaser to pay me the $10 
due on the Ist of December, not insisted upon by me then as cau 
forfeiture, will not operate to annul the contract, and a receipt 

on the Ist of the ensuing February of the $10 due in December wi 
operate as a waiver of the condition, in all tribunals of equity and in 
all courts of conscience the wide world over. Besides that, the scheme 
upon which these roads were constructed, so far the completion and 
perfection of titles to granted lands were concerned, divides the roa 
into sections of various lengths, generally 25 or 40 miles each, which 
sections stood each by itself so far as earning the land and perf 

title was concerned. 

Thus it was provided in section 4 of the act granting lands to 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, that upon the completion of each 
section of 25 miles of road the President should appoint a commission 
to examine the same, and if it were built in a first-class manner the 





lent should approve of the same, which approval operated to « 
erpendicular thereto, described in the 
granting act, and whenever the railroad company became entitled to 
patents, as between it and the Government of the United Stat: 
as between it and all other persons, it was the same as if patents had 
already been issued, so that a proposition to forfeit these lands must 
stand on principles of law, precisely as if the patents themselves had 
been issued. 

The Congress of the United States, as to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
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road Company, authorized and empowered it to secure moneys, bor- 
rowed by it by mortgaging these lands, and as against those mortgagees 
the Government is estoppped to say that the railroad company does 
not own them, and in this case we are invited to lace a mortgage of 
$160,000,000 for money expended not only in railroad construction, 
but in improving the great highway, furnishing it facilities and feat- 
ures to make it an efficient aid in the development of the country and 
a remunerative piece of property to its stockholders. 

Long after the time fixed by law for its completion the Government 
of the United States, by its Congress and executive department, se- 
cared to ita right of way through the Crow and other Indian reserva- 
tions, recognizing thereby its rights under its charter and confirming 
the decisions of the courts, that a condition subsequent, unfulfilled, 
does not operate to impair a present grant. It therefore seems plain 
to me that such an enactment placed upon our statute-books would be 
harmless to the corporations involved, gratifying to the lawyers, who 
would find in it a foundation for litigation, disastrous to all the people 
of the United States, and more particularly to those within the limits 
granted. 

The disquiet that it would produce, the anxiety which it would ne- 
cessitate, the real or imagined peril which it would visit upon titles, 
the flagitious example which would be set, are alike misfortunes, and 
in my judgment would result in nothing but defeat. Beside and he- 
yond these considerations, the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
within the limits of its grant in the State of Montana has dealt with 
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nite ideas and are not a delusion and a snare the decision of the court 
is clearly and wholly wrong. 

The Senator himself has not stated and will not state that he has 
any confidence in the correctness of this decision. If we have not 
already rescued the minesof the country from the grasp of these corpo- 
rations, there are not sufficient words in Webster’s Dictionary to ena- 
ble us to do it, however ingenions we may be in the formation of sen- 
tences. The alarm of the gentleman for those settlers who were so 
deeply wronged by shifting the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company dissipates in the light of that provision of the grant which 
gives odd-numbered non-mineral sections free from pre-emption or 
other claims or rights at the time the line of the road is definitely 
fixed and the map thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 

The citizens of Montana would have rejoiced if this preliminarily des- 
ignated line of the road had been 120 miles north and away from the 
line where the road was finally definitely located. It would have given 
to them all of the odd and even numbered sections within the limits of 
the grant to have selected valuable farms from between 1864 and 1882, 
and when the line of the road was definitely located it would have given 
us all of the previously withdrawn sections to have settled upon from 
1882 until now. This process of shifting was disastrous to the railroad 
company, but very happy for the settlers in the State of Montana, for 
by no claim of the railroad company, or interpretation of law, could 
that company drive a single man seeking to enter the public domain 


ite timber lands in a spirit of larger equity and statesmanship than | from his possessions by changing the line of its road. The most care- 


has the Government of the United States. 

So far as my knowledge extends, for domestic purposes, for purposes 
of agriculture, for the construction of buildings and fences, and for 
uses in the mines, that company has never charged any citizen of that 
State anv sum of money whatever, nor has it harassed or annoyed 
them with prosecutions for alleged trespasses, as has been the habit of 
the Government with reference to the alternate even-numbered sec- 
tions within the limits of that grant; and while I am not permitted to 
say or know how long this immunity by that corporation will continue, 
I shall confidently hope that it will be prolonged until the Government 
shall come to some wise conclusion touching the necessity of furnish- 
ing to the citizens of that State such timber as their imperative needs 
require, 

And while in my own judgment the prices charged by the railroad 
company for these lands are larger than a wise administration of that 
trast will justify, I still believe it to be true that the lands are sold at 
much less than their actual value; and I am certain that corporation 
would gladly relinquish and convey its land along the line of its entire 
grant for less money than the Government charges for the alternate 
even-numbered sections, provided it could dispose of all its land and 
devote its attention exclusively to the conduct of its great property. 

It is a misfortune that it was not provided in the grant that after a 
lapse of certain years the Government might proceed to sell these lands 
under its own laws, giving the proceeds thereof to the railroad com- 
pany; but, whatever apprehension may say, experience does not justify 
the fear that these lands in Jarge pieces will long remain the property 
of corporations or individuals. Whoso is familiar with land titles in 
the United States will be encouraged to believe that normal processes 
forever active in our social and economic life, sv far as land ownership 
is concerned, are processes of disintegration, and that small holdings 
of land are always and ultimately evolved therefrom. 

Rejecting, therefore, as morally wrong, as legally impossible, and as 
economically useless, attempts to forfeit these lands along the lines of 
the constructed roads, I prefer to turn my attention to another ques- 
tion, practical in its character, and in my own view as important to 
the people of the United States. 

I listened, Mr. President, to the honorable Senator from Alabama 
with the attention which his abilities always command. For misin- 
formation as to facts connected with the particular grant with which 
I am more familiar and misinterpretations of law applicable to all 
grants of a similar quality, I think his address stands without a par- 
allel. 

I have no disposition to follow the Senator and correct his many mis- 
statements or errors of law, which are wholly immaterial for the pur- 
pose of this discuasion. By no syllable in this act is the title of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company perpendicular to that portion of its 
road finished beyond the time limited for the completion of the road 
madestronger. If itcould have been forfeited yesterday it may as com- 
pletely be forfeited when this bill is signed, and the Senator chants 
his jeremiad over the degeneracy of a Congress which will not forfeit 
these lands, rather than points out a solitary provision of this act 
making that forfeiture more difficult. 

My objections to his proposed instructions to the conference commit- 
tee were, that impliedly they recognized as existing in the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company some right and interest in and to mineral 
lands which he desired that company to relinquish, and in the tace 
of his intimation that my humble opinion is not entitled to any con- 
sideration as against the opinion of the judge of the ninth circuit, I 
must nevertheless be permitted to place on record my abiding convic- 
tions that so long as plain English words are made the vehicle of defi- 


less and casual examination of the act will make this matter clear. 

If I rightly understood the casus belli of the honorable Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] in his speech, it is that this bill as it stands 
will forfeit to the United States certain lands in his State perpendicu- 
lar to unfinished railroads from 80 to 160 miles in length which, through 
indolence, mismanagement, and mischief, remain unfinished to this day, 
though required by the act, on pain of forfeiture, to have been finished 
in 1866. If I were to suppose him sincere I should expect he would 
for that reason have been one of ite most sturdy advocates on this floor. 
It can not be that he is masquerading as the friend of the settler act- 
ual or contemplated who by these grants is excluded from the public 
domain. He is not one of those so delicately satirized a half century 
ago by Mr. Lowell in the Biglow Papers: 

I du believe in freedom’s cause 
Ez fur away as Payris is. 

The counsel who furnished the honorable Senator his brief which he 
read yesterday owes himanampleapology. Only the reputation of Jules 
Verne could survive its history, while its misstatements of law make it 
certain that it is not the work of a lawyer so able, so fair, so acute as is 
the Senator to whom we all look with confidence to solve our legal dif- 
ficulties, however abstruse or complex they be. The honorable Senator 
stated to us that his speech as to legislation torfeiting the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company’s grant was a piece of mortuary literature, a 
sort of inscription to be carved on the obelisk which he would erect over 
the buried hopes of those who desired that forfeiture. If the adage of 
the cynic be true, or if we can rely on the poet, we will be compelled to 
say that his speech possesses in an eminent degree one of the qualities 
of an epitaph. 

The plaintive appeal of the honorable Senator that we resume title 
to lands perpendicular to portions of roads finished years since in re- 
gions where the savage had his abiding place while the road was being 
builded, loses much of its force when he appeals to us to renew a sub- 
sidy granted thirty-four years agoand which expired more than twenty- 
six years ago, in the center of an old-settled community. It can not 
be that these lands are valueless to the settler, that for any reason the 
conditions of life in mild and fertile Alabama—tricher than many of 
her sisters in natural resources—repel the vast and valuable tide of im- 
migration in quest of homes. 

On the 26th of May I introduced a bill in the Senate which commended 
itself to my own jadgment, as affecting the region of country from 
which I come, and later, at the suggestion of Senators, I introduced an- 
other dissimilar only in that it was of general application and specified 
the quality of mineral which in the judgment ot Senators was intended 
in the original acts, and which on yesterday with immaterial modifica- 
tions was reported from the Committee on Public Lands, which reads 
as follows: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in all cases of grants of lands to States or 
corporations to aid in the construction of railroads or other public works, no 
allowance or confirmation of such grant or patent therefor shall operate to con- 
vey to,or confirm in, the patentee, or its assigns, or confer in it or them any 
right or title to any val ie de t of gold, silver, copper, lead, iron, or other 
metallic metal, or coal, except the same be included in the grant; but all such 
mines and minerals, with the necessary surface ground to work the same, shall 
remain the property of the United States, to be disposed of und r ite laws re- 
spectively licable thereto as completely as if such allowance, confirmation, 
or patent did not exist; and the easementand reservation herein described and 
set forth shall be e in any patents issued for such lands, and shall re- 


xpressed 
main effectual until it is otherwise provided by law. 


If I were permitted to bring into the Senate of the United States my 
animosities, perhaps the paper read by the honorable Senator from 
Alabama yesterday would have been as gratifying to me as it seemed 
to be tohim; but as I understandit we are here to deal not with friends 
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or enemies, but with facts, and upon the proposition that the law under 
consideration now is unconstitutional it seems to me that if that be 
true as to the grant of land which the honorable Senator undertakes to 


protect and defend, it is perfectly harmless, and its passage will in no | 


way or manner impair that grant. ie : 

He says, and he says truly, that if the Congress of the United States 
has granted land to any State, municipality, or corporation without 
condition precedent or subsequent that the State, or corporation, or 
municipality thereby became as absolutely its owner as if it had paid 
its money therefor, and that no act of Congress declaring that grant 
forfeited and assuming to resume possession of it as the property of the 
United States would be of any validity whatever. The Senator did 
not inform us that there was such a grant as thatin existence, and as to 
the particular grants in the State of Alabama which were passed in the 


spring ot 1856 there was a condition-subsequent attached to each of 


them that unless the public works which they were granted to aid in 
the construction of were completed within ten years, then and in that 
ease the lands should be forfeited and the title thereto revert to the 
United States. 

The impression which the Senator produced upon my mind in his 
argument on yesterday was that in respect of the grants in the Alabama 
case the act under consideration was violative of that provision of the 
Constitution which forbids the taking of private property for public use 
except upon a just compensation, but upon au examination of the stat- 
utes themselves I find that they have a condition attached to them and 
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| has been issued to contain valuable minerals 


that it is as competent to declare the forfeiture of those lands as it is | 


| and before there was any authority at all to survey mineral lands, as in th 


the lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company from the forks of 
the Snake and Colambia Rivers to the city of Portland, in the State 
of Oregon. 

The question, however, which is involved arises from decisions of 
courts confined thus far to the ninth circuit of the United States, the 


last of which is Francceur rvs. Newhouse, a decision which has startled | 


our miners and prospectors and thoughtful citizens as if a fire-bell had 
startled their midnight repose. Premising that one Francceur had 
purchased asnon-mineral land lot 52 in section 13, within the limits of 
the grant to the Central Pacific Railroad Company of California, of that 
company, and that thereafter a paying gold mine had been discovered 
thereon which had been patented to Newhouse, who was in possession 
of the same, Francceur, asserting the railroad title, brought suit in 


- ejectment against Newhouse to recover the land including the mine, 


although the executive department had refused to give him a patent 


to lot 52, presumably because mineral lands were excepted from the | 


grant. The court, reciting the facts, and holding, as is often decided, 
and no longer, if ever, open to controversy, that such enactments, not- 
withstanding the honorable Senator’s position to-day on that question, 
are present grants of title, that patents are of inconsequential signifi- 
cance, and as a manner of ¢onveying title wholly futile, proceeded to the 
main question and said: 


The next question is, did the land in question pass, by the grant of 1863 per- 
fected in 1866-'67, in which a gold mine was discovered in 1883, twenty-one years 
after the grantattached by the filing of a plat ofthe general route of the railroad, 
and the withdrawal of the lands in pursuance of the statute, by the Secretary 
of the Interior, and more than seventeen years after the completion of the road, 
and its acceptance by the President, and more than sixteen years after the final 
survey of the lands asagricultural and not mineral? The parties to this grant, 
both the United States and the grantee, must be presumed to-have contemplated 
a grant in view ofthe condition of the lands as they were known, or appeared 
to be, at the time the grant took effect. 

In the exception of *‘ mineral lands” from the grant,Congress must have 
meant not only lands mineral in fact, but lands known to be mineral, or, at 
most, such as were spparently mineral and generally recognized assuch. Cou- 
gress could not have contemplated that the discovery of a paying mine fifteen 
or twenty years after the making of the grant, and the performance of all the 
conditions by the grantee uired to perfect the title and render it irrevocable, 
should vitiate the grant. If so, then such a discovery fifty or one hundred 
years after would effect the same result. In granting the public lands Con- 
gress must be presumed to deal with them in view of the conditions as they 
are known or —peates to be at the time. Exceptions must be presumed to 
refer to matters that are readily apparent upon inspection, Any others would 
be too indefinite to be valid. The conditions constituting the exception ought 
certainly to be ascertainable at the time the grant takes effect or they ought 
not to be operative; otherwise the greatest confusion and inconvenience, pub- 
lic and private, must necessarily result. 

The grant should point out what is granted in such certain terms that the 
grantee may be able to ascertain by inspection, and know at the time the loca- 
tion is definitely fixed and it becomes operative what specific tracts of lands 
are granted, and what are excepted fromthe grant. These lands, soon after the 
grant, were conveyed, in trust, under authority of the law, as security for the 
bonds issued, out of the proceeds of which the road was constructed, and the 

roceeds of these sales are devoted by the trustees to the redemption of the 

onds, Is this security to be impaired or destroyed by taking from the opera- 
tion of the grant all lands in which at any future time gold or other valuable 
metals may be discovered? If so, all the lands may sooner or later revert to 
the United States, and these bondholders and those who in good faith have pur- 
chased the lands of the company without being aware of the mines secluded in 
their lower depths will be Scomly injured. 

These words “mineral lands” used in the act must be construed in a prac- 
tical sense—as practical men would use them in contracting about them—nmiust 
be construed with reference to their present known or at least obviously ap- 
parent condition. 

I had occasion to express my views in a general way upon this subject in 
Cowell vs. Lammers, 10 Sawy., 246. In that case, it is said,‘* by the words ‘ min- 
eral lands’ must be understood lands known to be such, or which there is a sat- 
isfactory reason to believe are such at the time of the grant or patent.”’ In that 
case it was not necessary to go behind the date of the patent, which was issued 
to the com y in accordance with and in pursuance of the grant, and not toa 
trespasser in opposition to the grant asin this instance. Those who make or 
take subsequent grants must see that there is something to grant. 
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It is not enough to know that the lands contain minerals at the date o! the 
issue of the patent in order to grant them as mineral lands. It must be known 
al~o that there has been no prior divestment of title. I am satistied that the 
lands ought not only to be mineral in fact, but alsoto be known as mineral, 
or there should be satisfactory reason to believe them to be such, at the date 
when the grant takes effect, in order to fall within the ex 
lands, in such sense as to defeat the grant. 
the Supreme Court, as there is no case, so f 
court has sustained an exception of ‘‘ mineral lands in these grants unless 
they are known to be mineral at the time of the grant Phis point is fully con- 
sidered by the Coal Company vs. United Stat Says the court in that case, 
quoting from a prior decision 5 

‘We say ‘land known at the time to be valuable for its minera 
vast tracts of public land in which minerals of different k is a found, but 
not in such quantity as to justify expenditures in the effort to ext 
is not to such lands that the term ‘ mineral’ in the sense of the statute is 
ble. Wealso say ‘lands known atthe time of their sale to be t 4 Valuable,’ in 
order to avoid any possible conclusion against the validity of titles which may 
be issued for other kinds of land in which years afterwards rich depos t 
mineral may be discoyered, 

hl 


eption of mineral 
And this is evidently the view of 
ir as I am aware, wherein that 


applica 


It is quite possible that lands settled upon as su 


| able only for agricultural purposes, entered by the settler and patented by t 


Government under the pre-emption laws, mav be found years after the paten 
Indeed, this has often happened 
Ve therefore use the term ‘known to be valuable at the time of sale’ to pré 
vent any doubt being cast upon titles to lands afterwards found to be different 
in their mineral character from what was supposed when the 
was made and a patent issued, 123 U. S.,3 
his was butaflirming similar views before expressed in Deffeback Hawke 
115 United States, 404. In this case the Supreme Court also affirms the view of 
the circuit court expressed in Cowell vs. Lammers, supra, that an exception in 
serted in a patentin express terms, by the Secretary of the Interior, not re- 

quired or authorized by the statutes, is void. 
Now, in this case, according to the allegations of the complair after the 
grant had been made, and all the conditions fully performed by the grantee, 


entry of them 


¢ 


case of Cowell vs. Lammers, the township and section including the lands 
question were surveyed as agricultural lands, and so returned and represented 
to the land officer, and they were so regarded until the discovery of gold-bea 
ing quartz many years afterward,in 1883, when a patent was refused the 1 
road company and issued to defendant's grantor, 

This discovery,in our judgment, was too late. There was at the date of the 
legislative grant,and for many years afterwards, nothing appearing in the nat 
ure of a valid exception to take the premises in controversy out of the opera- 
tion of the grant. The Department in issuing the patent to defendant's grantor, 
instead of to the railroad company,seems to have acted in view of the 
dition of things as they appeared after the discovery of the gold-bearing 
quartz in 1883, and not as they appeared and were known at the time of the 
making of the Congressional grant, the performance of the conditions of the 
grant by the grantee, and the subsequent survey made by 
1866-67, as agricultural lands. 


con 


the Government in 


Let us test the validity of this reasoning. For that purpose the 
Northern Pacific act is as useful as the act granting lands to the Cen- 
tral Pacific Company. 

Section 3 of Article IV of the Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides: 


rhe Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 
States. 


In the exercise of that authority, on the 2d day of July, 1864, Con 
gress passed an act entitled ‘‘An act granting lands to aid in the con 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget 


Sound on the Pacific coast by the northern route,’’ wherein, among 
other things, it was provided: 


« 


snc. 3, That there be, and hereby is, granted to the ‘‘ Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company,” its successors and assigns, for the purpose of aiding in the construc 
tion of said railroad and telegraph line to the Pacific coast, and to secure the 
safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, munitions of war, and pub 
lie stores over the route of said line of railway, every alternate section of pub 
lic land, not mineral, designated by odd numbers, to the amount of 20 alter- 
nate sections per mile on each side of said railroad line, as said company miay 
adopt, through the Territories of the United States, and 10 alternate sections of 
land per mile on each side of said railroad, whenever it passes through any 
State, and whenever, on the line thereof, the United States have full title, not 
reserved, sold, granted, or otherwise appropriated, and free from pre-emp 
tion or other claims or rights atthe time the line of said road is detinitely fixed 
and a plat thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office ; and whenever, prior to said time, any of said sections or parts of s« 
tions shall have been granted, sold, reserved, occupied by homestead settlers 
or pre-empted, or otherwise disposed of, other lands shall be selected by said 
company tn lieu thereof under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
alternate sections and designated by odd numbers, not more than 10 miles be 
yond the limits of said alternate sections: Prov.ded, That if said route shal 
found upon the line of any other railroad route to aid in the construction of 
which lands have been heretofore granted by the United States as far as the 
routes are upon the same general line, the amount of land heretofore granted 
shall be deducted from the amount granted by this act: Provided further, That 
the railroad company receiving the previous grant of land may assign their in 
terest to said “ Northern Pacific Railroad Company," or may consolidate, con 
federate, and associate with said company upon the terms named in the first se 
tion of this act: Provided further, That all mineral lands be, and the same ar 
hereby, excluded from the operation of this act, and in lieu thegeof a like qua 
tity of unoccupied and unappropriated agricultural lands in odd-numbered se 
tions nearest to the line of said road may be selected as above provided: And 
provided further, That the word “ mineral,’ when it occurs in this act, shall not 
beheld to include iron or coal: And provided further, That no money shal lL be 
drawn from the Treasury of the United States to aid in the construction of the 
said *‘ Northern Pacific Railroad. 


On the 30th of January, 1865, to prevent any uncertainty as to the 
intent of Congress to reserve from the grants to railroads the mineral 
lands of the United States, it was provided that— 

No act passed at the first session of the Thirty-eighth Congress, granting 
lands to the States or corporations to aid in the construction of roads, or for 
other purposes, or to extend the time of grants made prior to the Wth day of 
January, 1565, shall be so construed as to embrace mineral! lands, which in all 
cases are reserved exclusively to the United States, unless otherwise specially 
provided in the act or acts making the grant. (Sec, 2346, Rev. Stat. U. 8, 


This section 2346 of the Revised Statutes of the United States was 
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a bill introduced in Congress before the passage of the act incorporat- 
ing the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, but was not passed until 
the next session, when it was amended soas to conform to the changed 
condition, and is now a part of the law of the land. 

Later, on June 22, 1374, Congress again provided in another law, 
which is section 2318 of the Revised Statutes of the United States: 

Tn all cases lands valuable for minerals shall be reserved from sale except as 
otherwise expressly directed by law. 

I know of no other statutory law affecting the quality of lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

It therefore appears: 

First. On July 2, 1864, Congress granted land not mineral to this 
company. (13 Statutes at Large, page 366.) 

Second. In the same statute and later, in the granting section there- 
of, it provided ‘‘that all mineral lands shall be, and the same are 
hereby, excluded from the operation of this act.’’ (Jdem.) 

Third. Six months thereafter it provided that the act granting lands 
to this company should not be so construed as to embrace mineral 
lands. (United States Revised Statutes, section 2346. ) 

Fourth. In this last statute it again provided that mineral lands 
were reserved exclusively to the United States, unless otherwise spe- 
cially provided in the acts making the grants. (Jdem.) 

Fifth. On June 22, 1874, Congress again provided that “‘ in all cases 
lands valuable for minerals shall be reserved from sale excepts other- 
wise expressly directed by law.’’ (United States Revised Statutes, 
section 2318.) 

From this analysis of the several enactments it appears: 

First. Only lands not mineral were granted. 

Second. Mineral lands were expressly excluded. 

Third. Construction of the law so as to embrace mineral lands was 
forbidden to all officers and courts. 

Pane Mineral lands were reserved exclusively to the United 
States. 

Fifth. No lands valuable for minerals should be sold by indirection. 

When we add to this that the function of a patent is to confirm what 
is granted, not to convey what is excluded, we have erected a seem- 
ingly impregnable barrier around our mineral possessions. When we 
add to this the indisputable proposition that a patent to land reserved 
is void, impeachable in law and equity, nothing is left on which pre- 
tense can stand. 

These five express provisions constitute the body of the law from 
which we are to deduce the intent of Congress and measure the rights 
of the railroad company. Against such perspicuous, definite, and re- 
peated assertions of the Congressional will I know in this pressure of 
the multiform grave affairs of state I ought to be asked and I should 
be able to answer why I obtrude upon your attention another proposed 
provision saying that no patent issued or to be issued shall operate or 
be interpreted to convey to or confirm in this company any mineral 
land whatever. 

Three theories are suggested as affecting the possibility of the inclu- 
sion or exclusion of mineral lands in these grants: 

First. As the grant is by a law, and that law having excluded min- 
eral lands therefrom, and other laws having provided that there shall 
be no transfer of mineral lands except under a law expressly providing 
for their sale, it is not possible that mineral lands shall become the 
property of these grantees, the discovery of valuable minerals operat- 
ing co instanfi to show inexorably that the land containing the same 
was never included in the grant, and no patent, whatever its form, can 
so enlarge the grant as to include mineral lands. 

Second. As the grant is by law, excluding mineral lands and pro- 
viding for other lands in lieu thereof, it devolves upon some authority, 
the President or Secretary of the Interior, to ascertain what are min- 
eral lands and to exclude them by metes and bounds from the descrip- 
tion of sections in the patents, and that authority having been exer- 
cised by the proper officer is final, and if thereafter lands decided by 
this proper tribunal to be non-mineral are found to contain mines of 
great value, they become the property of the grantee. 

Third. Without reference to the repeated exclusion of mineral lands 
in the law, and without the examination and determination by the 
President or Secretary and regardless of the fact that the patent in ef- 
fect follows the statute making the grant and excludes mineral lands 
in express terms, nevertheless the mineral lands are conveyed unless 
at or before the grant, the definite location of the road, or the issuance 
of the patent it was known that the land contained minerals render- 
ing it of commercial value. 

Under the first theory what is described in the law is described in 
the patent without enlargement, diminution, or variation, but it is not 
at once ascertained, nor is it instantly ascertainable, but this is the re- 
sult of the form of description chosen by Congress as the expression of 
its will. Ite effect is to remit to the vicissitudes of time and indus- 
trial development the ascertainment of what is granted, but if that 
effect is a necessary conclusion from the language of the law, it is one 
to which all parties must submit. If this uncertainty is deleterious 
it appeals to Congress for a remedy, and that remedy, comprehending 
the wrong, should be speedy, economical, just, and complete. This 
theory seems consistent with those numerous decisions of many courts 


’ 
that :upon proof that the land is non-mineral and unclaimed at the date 
of the definite location of the road it is the property of the railroad 
company and may be recovered in ejectment, and that the patent does 
not convey the land, but that it is conveyed by the law making the 
rant. 

‘ Under the second theory a tribunal has been appointed to determine 
what is included in the grant. Its adjudication is probably final and 
it evolves certainty of title out of material leaving that title uncer- 
tain. This is the heroic theory, cutting, as it were, a Gordian knot. 
The tribunal has not the instrumentalities to enable it to intelligibly 
decide according to the facts. It may be doubtful what officer consti- 
tutes the tribunal; what authority it has to hear parties in interest be- 
fore deciding is not defined; there are no adverse parties; it has nocom- 
pulsory process to compe! the attendance of witnesses; its action must 
with existing information grant away much mineral land of great value 
and deny to the companies much land which was granted, and this 
theory is certainly condemned by all that multitude of decisions hold- 
ing no such tribunal or determination necessary. Certainly, if sucha 
tribunal is necessary and its conclusion final, its adjudication is im- 
peratively required before recoveries of these lands in ejectiment or 
before recoveries for trespasses thereon, propositions negatived by grave 
decisions of many of our highest judicial tribunals. 

Under the third theory supported by the decision to which I have 
called your attention the Government is held to have alienated large 
and valuable mines forming, it may be confidently asserted, the chiefest 
value of the princely grants which have been made to the corporations 
interested in the mining regions. It is held that we have granted 
that which we said we withbeld. The statute is either amended by 
the courts to enlarge the grant, as it appears to me, or it is liberally 
interpreted against the sovereign and in favor of the grantee to enlarge 
the grant, not indeed for the purpose of enlarging the grant; that is 
not the design, but is the inevitable effect. 

The purpose is to give security to titles, and to accomplish this result 
all lands about which a doubt clusters, whether or no they are included, 
are held to be ineluded, and thus by an easy process insecurity is made 
secure. By the law it is uncertain who owns this land, and the adher- 
ents of this theory say we will solve the difficulty by declaring that 
because of that uncertainty one of the parties we shall name is the 
owner, and thenceforth all doubt has vanished. This theory does not 
satisfy the reasoning mind. 

The form of the patent to be issued is determinable by the adoption” 
of one of the foregoing theories. 

First. If the first theory prevails the patent should in its premises 
exclude mineral lands, and thenceforth it would evidence the fact that 
all but the mineral Jands in the section were the property of the 
grantee. 

Second. If the second theory prevails the patent should withhold by 
metes and bounds or legal subdivisions what the President or Secre- 
tary has adjudged to be mineral lands, and it might appropriately re- 
cite the adjudication that the lands granted had been by the proper 
oflicer ascertained to be non-mineral lands, and they thereby would be- 
come the property of the grantee. 

Third. If the third theory prevails some officer of the Government 
should enter on an inquiry as to what was known as to the mineral or 
non-mineral quality of the lands at the controlling date, and by that 
test include or exclude, as the case might be, the lands in the patent if 
any person or tribunal having authority to do that exists whose find- 
ing had legal efficiency, its recital in the patent being proper. 

If the authority is in the Secretary of the Interior to decide for all 
time what is and what is not granted, the instrumentalities adequate 
for that purpose should be given. Thedecisions upon this subject have 
not proceeded on the theory that he had such power. Many decisions 
seem inconsistent with the idea thatsuch isthelaw. Ifsuch authority 
exists it is by implication and as the result of the most vague and gen- 
erallegislation. The act of March 3, 1887, requiring the instant adjust- 
ment of all the land grants was passed to placate a supposed sentiment 
of hostility to those corporations, but, like most of such enactments, 
if enforced and carrying with it the implications indicated, it promises 
tobe to the railroads an invaluable boon. To adjudicate these grants 
according to thedecisions of the Supreme Court is, in view of the impor- 
tant questions arising and not determined by that tribunal, most incon- 
sequential and impotent legislation. 

TheCongress, ing the power to dispose of the land of the United 
States at its will and having legal capacity not only to contract, but 
also to make laws, deemed that the public interest justified it in grant- 
ing certain lands to a corporation of its own creation to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound. For this purpose its power over the public domain was ple- 
nary. In determining what lands should be granted, the question of 
quantity, locality, and quality were to be determined by it with re- 
gard to the public welfare and the it had in view. 

The quantity must be such as to lure the necessary capital into an 
enterprise of uncertain and untested remunerativeness, and this quan- 
tity could be somewhat diminished if it could be located near the great 
enterprise which was to develop that vast terra incognita. That the 
Government might share in the augmented value of the property, al- 
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ternate sections were reserved to it; ani! that in the lapse of time it 


might lose nothing as a matter of dollars and cents, ia the spirit ofa 
thrifty tradesman, it doubled the price of those sections which it did 
not grant, It did not lift itself to the height of the great occasion nor 
grasp the vastness of the deed. 

But another question pressed upon the deliberations of the statesmen 
who weredealing with this great enterprise which touched the quality of 
the land to be given to this corporation in consideration of the construc- 
tion of thisimproved transcontinental highway. To determine this sit- 
uation it is necessary to go back to the time when this grant was made. 
We have made such progress since that it isdifficult to recall how small 
the information which only twenty-six years ago existed touching the 
country through which this road was to be constructed. The geogra- 
phers, through ignorance, and the adventurers, through personal mo- 
tives, had fur three-quarters of a century represented it as a desert of 
most forbidding quality. Ourliterature was permeated with exaggera- 
tions of its sterility, and from hunters, trappers, and traders, to this 
Senate floor, it had been denounced as if it were a purposed and con- 
scious offender. 

Prior to the passage of the act granting lands to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, in the probable route of the road little gold or sil- 
ver in paying quantities had been discovered. Enough had been found 
along the probable line of the road and near it to give promise that 
mines of the precious metals would be discovered therein, and as a 
theater inviting to the prospector it had no rival. Its remoteness but 
added to the interest which it then excited, and as it could be reached 
only by a three weeks’ journey at a fabulous expense popular informa- 
tion concerning it was limited in the extreme. Prophets foretold its 
marvelous wealth of precious metals as prophets are wont to do of re- 
mote lands, 

The country had crying need of all its precious metals. 


. scription ceased to be one of 
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of this land could not be defined from any knowledge extant, the d 


lines defining exterior limits and became 

one of quality, and in effect it provided that such lands as contained 

gold or silver with other metals, except iron and coal, should not be 
? 


J 


] 
i 
] 
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included in the grant, although existing upon odd-numbered sections 
within its limits. 

This was the language used by the tribunal appointed by the Con- 
stitution to determine whether the lands should be granted or not. 
And the question that remains now to be determined is whether this 


provision of the Constitution empowering the Con 
States to dispose of the territory of the United Stat inds : 
gress has stated shall not be granted, may be in fact t 3 l and 
the title of the United States thereto be termin: vyer 
will approve the abundant caution the judicial tribuna nilested 
in refusing to determine controversies not in issue before them, and v 
justify that prudence which induced them to guard against the misus 
of judicial determination actually proclaimed. . 

It is to the credit of our highest judicial tribunal], that in so fara 
its official action has proceeded that action has always been in syn 
patby with the legislative purpose and helpful to the executive arm 
of the Government. In the execution of this patriotic purpose in cases 
arising in the Supreme Court of the United States touching mineral 
lands known to exist within the exterior boundaries of lands granted, 


of the United 





ited. DAS y | 


under laws providing for the conveyance of agricultural and timber 


It was in | 


the throes of a civil war, which, if the result was not uncertain, was | 


nevertheless to be reached by efforts as yet unmeasured and at a date 
not known. Measured by the discount on its paper, the credit of the 
country was at its lowest ebb; famed Black Friday was not ten days in 
the future. Upon its precious metals the country was to rely to re- 


these metals would on the failure of the value of that paper currency 
be the instrumentality for the conduct of the financial operations o1 
the Government. It seemed that the nation’s wealth had been re- 
served for the nation’s need, and certainly the need promised to besu- 
preme. 

Having regard tothe history of titles to the royal mines, to the tenure 
by which they were held, to the uniform practice by which they con- 
tinued to be the appanage of the sovereign, we shall be able to ascer- 
tain the design of Congress to retain the gold and silver within the 
limits of this grant. On July 2, 1864, when this grant was made, and 
to July 26, 1866, the United States was dominated by the policy and 
its laws conformed to those of Spain, France,:and England as to the 
inalienable tenure of lands containing precious metals. No law pro- 
vided for their sale. They were considered as inhering in the sover- 
eignty like eminent domain as one of its essential attributes and im- 
perative needs. 

The world was not yet emancipated from the day of small things, at 
least there still clung to it principles born in the days of small things, 
shadows from the night of time. When the military chest out of 
which soldiers were paid and commissary stores purchased was an es- 


sential accompaniment of the army headquarters the royal mines were | 


relied on to recuperate the army chest, and to them always the king 
could go as to his own. If by apt words the sovereign had separated 
them from his crown, as it was intimated possibly he might, yet as he 


held them by prerogative rather than by grant or inheritance as a prop- | 


erty right, they reverted to the crown on his death. 


trine lingers with us in the legislation forbidding alien holdings of 
mines in the Territories and States, and which confines the grants to 
citizens or those who have declared an intention to become citizens. 
Conscious that the precious metals were theretofore the property of 
the state by an immutable tenure, and knowing that mines then un- 
found might exist on the line of this proposed road, Congress granted 
25,600 acres of land per mile to this company, but it excluded from 
these lands such as were mineral in their character, except iron and 
coal lands, which by the terms of the act were expressly granted, and 
it gave lieu land therefor. The word ‘‘ mineral,’’ as used in the act, was 


not of course used in the sense in which it is used when we describe | 


the material world as divided into the vegetable, animal, and mineral 
kingdoms. It had reference to definite deposits of mineral substances, 


probably metallic in form and valuable for economic and commercial 
uses, 


ble under existing circumstances then to make them. 
tions by metes and bounds had been left untouched by further provis- 


ions there would have been included in the grant a large quantity of 


land which the public policy of civilized nations forbade to be trans- 
ferred from the sovereign power. And inasmuch as the exterior limits 


It was appte- | 
hended that these properties in the ownership of citizens might not | at the date of the approval of the act passed to the company, and t 
produce royal metals for the sovereign need. Something of this doc- | 


| 


| mineral lands which it ¢ 
The descriptions of the land granted were as definite as it was possi- 


If the descrip- | 


lands, it has been held that such mineral lands were not conveyed by 
a patent as for agricultural lands, although such mineral lands were 
within the exterior boundaries thereof as described in the patent. That 
such a decision should not be used to excite the cupidity of any ind 
vidual and incite trespass, and by way of caution, that court has been 
led to remark that its decision was confined to lands the mineral char 
acter of which was known at the time of the grant. 

The words of caution used by the Supreme Court have grown from 
a molehill of qualifications through doubt up to the affirmation of the 
proposition that notwithstanding mineral lands are expressly excluded 


from the grant, they nevertheless become the property of the grantee 


| prov ided that at some period, about which lawyersdiffer, the existence 


deem its paper currency; in the vicissitudes of the pending war possibly | 


of mineral was unknown to some number of persons unnamed. In 
other words, it is boldly affirmed that notwithstanding these five pro 
risions of law securely reposing in our statute-book, such title may be 
given to the mineral lands within the limits of this railroad grant as to 
vest in the railroad company under the law an immutable right theret 

I do not challenge the correctness of judicial decision reached after 
painstaking care by eminent lawyers charged with the duty of admin 
istering justice according to law without great diffidence, Nor do ] 
impugn the integrity of the learned judge who has made this view o1 
the law plausible bya very elaborate andable argument. This judge 
is one of the justices of the United States court, who has illuminated 
our law touching mines and the tenures by which they are held by a 
patience, industry, and intelligence that entitle him to the lasting 
gratitude of his countrymen, and no time will come, however remote, 
that the lawyers and people of the United States will cease to mention 
his name with affectionate respect and admiration. 

I must, nevertheless, challenge the correctness of a decision which 
affirms that the language of the grant to the railroad company was 
broad enough to convey away mineral lands, known or unknown, and 
I must challenge the proposition that it was the intent of Congress to 
grant to these corporations mineral lands, known or unknown, and I 
must challenge the further proposition that any event in the way of 
issuing patents definitely locating the line of the road or withdrawing 
the lands from entry under the land laws of the United States has 
operated or can operate to enlarge the grant which on the 2d of Jul 
1864, Congress made to this company. 

It has been argued that all lands not known to have been mineral 
position can be more plausibly maintained than any other. And yet 
such an argument does not possess any convincing merit. If the even 
sections were excepted from the grant as a matter of description, so 
were the mineral lands in the odd sections excepted from 
and if because Congress did not kn¢ 


the grant 
yw where the mineral land was if 
therefore passed, why not say that because Congress did not know where 
the even sections were they therefore passed, to the company? 
From the Mississippi River to beyond the mouth of the Snake Riv 
a distance of 1,500 miles, the entire country to be traversed by this pro 


jected road was the abode of savage Indian tribes and its mineral 
grazing, and agricultural wealth was almost wholly unknown. Con 
gress also expressly reserved, in addition to the mineral lands, lands 
which were occupied by settlers or claimed at the date of the definite 


location of the road thereafter to occur; but Congress was as ignorant 
of the lands that were to be so occupied or claimed as it was of! the 
cepted, and why could it not be as plausibly 
argued that the lands occupied or claimed were by reason of the igno 
rance of the Congress also conveyed to the company ? 

The answer made to this would probably be that lands occupied or 
claimed were expressly reserved from the grant, to which it may be 
responded that lands mineral in their character were likewise reserved 
from the grant, and the plea that the ignorance of Congress enables the 
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company to claim that which would not be theirs were Congress more 
enlightened seems to fall to the ground. Beside this, if we shall ex- 
amine this tenure, what is the knowledge of Congress? If one Con- 
yressman representing a district of some State contiguous to this line 
of road, or remote therefrom, knows of the mines, does that constitute 
a knowledge which would except them fromthe grant? Ifno member 
of Congress knew there were mines upon the grant, but merely a Del- 
egate trom a Territory, who is not a Representative according to the Con- 
stitution, knew of the mines within the limits of the grant, would that 
operate to except them from the grant ? 

If two or ten or any minority of Congressmen knew of the existence 
of one or more mines within the limits of the grant, would that know]l- 
edge operate to exclude the mines known from the grant? Ifa ma- 
iority knew of the existence of mines, are the premises of the grant 
limited so as to excludethe known mines? And howis thisknowledge 
to be established asa muniment of titlein the company? How is proof 
of this knowledge to be made? What degree of certainty in the brain 
of each Congressman must exist to enable the railroad company to set 
him down as knowing or not knowing of the existence of a mine on the 
lands within 40 miles of its afterward located road ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would it disturb the Senator from Montanaif I 
should ask a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dotpn in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Montana yield to the Senator from Oregon ? 

Mr. SANDERS. I do. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator from Montana understand that 
there is any provision in the bill under consideration as reported from 
the conference committee that by any possible construction gives to 
the railroad companies or any of them any greater right or claim to 
mineral lands than they have now under their charters and existing 
laws? 

Mr. SANDERS. I do not; and I understand the bill expressly to 
provide that in that respect it shall not change the matter by a hair’s 
breadth. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. SANDERS. I apologize to the Senate and to the Senator by say- 
ing that I am not merely talking to the report ot the conference com- 
mittee, but Iam replying somewhat, so far as I can, to the argument 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MITCHELL, For one, I think the Senator is making a very 
appropriate speech and a very able one. 

Mr. SANDERS. What provisions of law for the preservation or 
proof of this knowledge has been made upon which so important a 
matter as the title to lands can repose? Mines seldom show great rich- 
ness upon the surface of the ground. How rich must the croppings of 
ore or developed mineral be to enable us to say that a mine was known 
or not known to exist as the case might be? And if it shall be said 
that the knowledge of a majority of each House of Congress of the ex- 
istence of a mine is essential at a given date to except it from the grant, 
must the President of the United States, who partakes in the legisla- 
tion of the country, also have similar knowledge, and what will be the 
effect if one of these three different parties has knowledge and the 
others are ignorant ? 

It is argued aguin, by persons taking a somewhat different view, that 
this knowledge which would except mineral land from the grant must 
exist at the time of the filing of the map of preliminary route of the 
road, whereby the odd sections, or sach of them as were granted, were 
legislatively withdrawn from entry or sale except by the company; but 
all the harassing questions which precede arise to plague us at the oc- 
currence of this event, and that contention will have to be dismissed. 
Another habit of looking at this question has induced some lawyers to 
argue, with some plausibility, that to except these mineral lands from 
the grant they must have been known to be mineral at the date of the 
definite location of the road, perpendicular to the same when the grant 
seized hold of and attached to such lands as were really granted. 

This does not help us out of the difficulties before suggested. Other 
lawyers, habituated to consider all evidence of the transfer of land as 
by patents from the executive department of the Government or deeds 
from owners, have claimed that the period when the mines must have 
had a known existence was when the President accepted the road as 
completed perpendicular thereto and the company became entitled to 
patents therefor; but this does not relieve us from the dilemma, Still 
others claim that really the period beyond which knowledge of mines 
will not operate to exclude lands trom the grant is when the patents 
under section 6 of the act granting lands to this corporation are issued. 

It has also been said that the knowledge which would be effectual 
to exempt lands from the grant must be that of the communities in 
which they exist. Butalong hundreds of miles of the line of this road 
there were no communities or settlers at the date of the passage of this 
act to know whether mines existed or not. What if the members of 
the communities existing stood mute when questioned, would a trans- 
fer of title thereby ensue? It has been said the mines must have been 
recorded in the local offices. But there is no law of the United States 
requiring such record or giving it legal efficiency, and it should also be 
added that one-half the alleged mines recorded do not contain paying 
mineral, and in legal contemplation are not mines at all. 
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Let us examine some of the authorities which misled the court to 
the decision I have cited. 

In the case of Cowell vs, Lammers, decided in 1884, it was deter- 
mined that the discovery and working of a gold mine within the ex- 
terior limits of an odd section which was within the exterior limits of 
the grant to the Central Pacific Railroad Company was a trespass which 
should be enjoined at the requestof the railroad company, orits grantee, 
although the premises of the patent limiting what was granted ex- 
cepted from the section described ‘‘ all mineral lands, should any such 
be found to exist,’’ in the tracts described. 

The words of grant in the act granting lands to the railroad com- 
pany were accompanied by a provision ‘‘that all mineral lands shall 
be excepted from the operation of this act,’’ and the court in coming 
to its most illogical conclusion objects to and emphasizes the sentence 
in the patent, ‘‘should any such be found to exist,’’ words not neces- 
sary, possibly improperly inserted therein, but under no circumstances 
of the remotest legal significance as limiting or enlarging the grant. 
The process of reasoning by which the court reaches its result is typ- 
ical of all the cases which come to the same conclusion, and it justifies 
a brief examination. First, the question of law discussed and the de- 
termination reached did not arise in the case, if we may rely on the 
report. The entry on the section by the miner was void as being an 
obtrusion or trespass upon the actual possession of another, and so the 
court decides. 

It could make no difference whether it was or was not mineral land, 
nor when the fact of its mineral quality became known. The claim was 
based on a forcible entry upon the actual inclosure of another, and there- 
fore came within the condemnation of Atherton rs. Fowler, 96 United 
States Reports. Atherton vs. Fowler is good but dangerous law, and 
the Supreme Court has rigidly refused its enlargement or misapplica- 
tion. The Land Office held, and the court in Cowell vs. Lammers held, 
that the miner did thus intrude and that therefore his right was void 
as against the actual possessor. This as to that trespassing miner was 
the end of his right, and so the court say. There was then no occa- 
sion to discuss the effect of the grant; the plaintiff was the possessor, 
on whose actual possession the miner had trespassed, and it was the 
actual possession that was to be protected. There was another reason 
why this law was not before the court, if we may rely on the report of 
the case. 

The court say there was a good deal of testimony to show that be- 
fore the grant attached there had been a gold placer claim on the sec- 
tion exhausted beforesuch attachment of the grant, and abandoned, and 
the quartz claim thereafter discovered was not of sufficient value to pay 
for working. The miner claimed it was 9 mine of value, but no fact 
justifying such claim appears from which by well defined principles of 
law it could be said he was entitled to a patent of it as a mine at all. 
So no question beyond need be discussed, for unless there was a mine 
on the section there were no mineral lands thereon to remain after the 
attachment of the grant, the property of the United States, and to be 
entered as mineral lands, ; 

Why proceed to discuss whether undiscovered or unknown mineral 
lands passed to the company in a case where it did not appear that there 
was such mineral land to be excepted? But if it had been made to 
appear that after the issuance of the patent, such as was authorized 
by the act granting lands to the railroad company, mines had been dis- 
covered of commercial value, it seems to me clear that the hypothetical 
and speculative law laid down by the court is in its substance wholly 
wrong. 

The court admits for foundation for its speculation that the lands on 
which the trespass was being committed were mineral lands; that in 
that part of the patent technically known as the premises—that is a 
description of what is granted—mineral lands were expressly excluded 
precisely as they were excluded in the law making the grant. 

Patent and law harmonize; the one is the shadow or complement of 
the other. The law gives the title, the patent makes the record of 
what the law has done, and is impotent to change by a hair’s breadth 
that which by the law Congress has willed. It assumes to do nothing 
of the kind, and the question with both remains, what do they de- 
scribe? They confessedly do not describe mineral lands; but it is said 
their exclusion in words is impotent to exclude them in fact. This 
impotence arises either from the impossibility or difficulty of ascer- 
taining what is mineral land. The whole argument shows that the 
ascertainment of what is mineral land is not impossible. It must, 
therefore, stand on the proposition that their ascertainment is difficult. 

Is a description of lands granted by law void because that descrip- 
tion makes the ascertainment difficult; and, if so, in what cases except 
these granting lands to States or corporations is such a proposition laid 
down, and on what postulate or principle of logic or ethics does such 
a conclusion stand? What court of repute has held a deed void be- 
cause the premises described were difficult of ascertainment? What 
court has conceived it a part of its duty to weigh the difficulty of as- 
certaining what is granted and if it transcends some certain or uncer- 
tain degree of difficulty to hold it void, and if it does not reach such 
degree of difficulty to pronounce it efficient for the purpose for which 
it was intended ? , . 

What degree of difficulty in the ascertainment of what is described 
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must exist to destroy the efficiency of a deed, and who is authorized to 
fix this standard, and in what decision has this standard been fixed, 
and where else has the court said that it is dissatisfied with the action 
ot the law-making power and because the statute is not so definite as 
it might have been made, we will declare it void, not for the reason 
that it is impossible to ascertain what is meant, but for the reason 
that it is difficult to ascertain what is meant? What losses of monu- 


ments or errors in courses or distances will avoid a deed so long asthe | 


intention of the parties as to what was conveyed can be ascertained ? 
What authority or reason exists permitting a court to say that prem- 
ises described by their quality rather than by metes and bounds are 
imperfectly described so long as the possibility of ascertaining the 
quality remains? : 

Why shall description by the quality be outlawed or boycotted? 
What authority remains for the court to invent this new proposition of 
law against the clearly implied behest of the law-making power that 
such description shall be sufficient? There can not be ground for such 
a proposition in ethics, logic, or law. The matter, hunted to its ulti- 
mate essence, is resolved into the proposition that the court has inserted 
the word ‘‘known’’ before the word ‘‘mineral’’ in the statute, con- 
trary to all rules of interpretation and in the face of many decisions. 
Were we to pass a law to-day granting each alternate odd-numbered 
section of non-mineral land for 20 miles on each side of the line 
of a railroad along the Kowak River or the Yukon, it would do vio- 
lence to our intention’if the court should say we intended only to in- 
clude in the phrase ‘‘ mineral lands’’ such lands as were now known 
to be valuable for their mines. 

If the law-making andi land-granting power wishes to grant all but 
known mineral lands it is capable of saying so, and it will satisfy all 
persons who believe in law as an exact science to interpret statutes ac- 


cording to the words used, rather than by adding words changing the | 


meaning to meet some preconceived notion of propriety or to carry out 
some public policy violative of the words used, but which the court 
has discovered and declared. The lands along the line of this road 
were as unknown to Congress and the Departments and to the people 


of the United States when this act was passed as are the lands along | 


the rivers I have named in far-away Alaska. 

In this case the court bases its result on several propositions, each 
of which would lead to different conclusions, but all clearly wrong. 
It justifies that result, so far as it can be justified, by reciting different 
considerations inducing it, each of which will fix a different date as the 
time when the mineral lands would pass to the company notwithstand- 
ing their exclusion by law. If the title vested by the grant, its con- 
dition then is the materialinquiry. If the title vested when the grant 
attached, its condition at the date of the definite location of the road 
is the material inquiry, and its condition at the date of the grant is 
immaterial. If the patent is the material vehicle of title, the inquiry 
as to conditions is remitted to its date and former conditions are of 
no importance or avail. 

The court makes its conclusions easy by saying that 


In granting the gem lands Congress must be presumed to deal with them 
in view of the condi 

yet no railroad company has yielded up a section of non-mineral land, nor has 
any court ousted it of possession of such section on proof of the fact that at the 
date of the grant or date of its attachment to defined sections or the date of 
the patent it was supposed to be mineral fand. 


The court says: 


Exceptions must be presumed to refer to matters that are readily apparent 
eon inspection, Any others would be altogether too indefinite to be valid. 


Saying nothing about the proposition that mineral lands are not an | 


‘‘exception,’’ but inhere in the affirmative description, it seems to me, 


with all deference to the learned court, that these affirmations stand on | 


no basis of fact and are not rules of legal interpretation. That the 
conditions constituting the exception (sic) ought to be ascertainable at 
the time the grant takes effect isatruism. In this case they were then 
ascertainable, but they had not been ascertained. If not so ascertaina- 
ble, then the court says they ought not to be operative, and this may 
also be conceded; but does this imply that therefore the court will re- 
fuse to give effect to what Congress has declared? Whether unascer- 
tained conditions which the Congress has made material may be de- 
nied efficacy because neither party interested has chosen to ascertain 
them ought not, in my opinion, to be a question of difficulty. 

All apprehensions of confusion, uncertainty, and inconvenience is in 
a judicial decision declamation. That Congress must deal in view of 
the rule that the grant should point out what is granted no one denies. 
In a law school that would not be denied; in a law school that would 
be a truism not needing assertion. But addressed to the Congress of 
the United States by a court touching a law of that Congress, and that, 
too, where the Congress has been perspicuous in its clear-cut phrases to 
help the court out of a self-invoked and self-created confusion, it is not 
conclusive; no, not of persuasive effect. Certainly no security of the 
company would be impaired by the Government’s keeping what it had 
never granted, and certainly if the patentee in a second and mineral 

tent must see that there is something to grant, if would not seem to 


a too onerous burden to require the first patentee to see not only | 
that there was something to grant, but also to see that that something | 


was authorized to be granted. 
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tions as they are known or supposed to be at the time, and | 
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Which party shall be held responsible for proof of the fact that the 
| land is of such quality as is described, in actions for the recovery of 
these lands on which party shall the burden of proof rest, what shall 
| be the definition of the words ‘‘ mineral lands,” are questions beyond 
the pale of my discussion. They open a fruitful field for ingenuity, 
invention, argument, authority, and I purposely avoid them. Let us 
suppose the Congress to have explicitly enacted that hereafter public 
lands should be conveyed by quality rather than superticial area and 
that conveyances should contorm thereto. It could iid it was un- 
wise, but who could gainsay its power? And yet, ineffect, in this lim- 
| ited area Congress has said descriptions shall be by quality, not by 
metes, bounds, monuments, or superficial legal subdvisions 
In Langdeau vs. Hanes (21 Wall., 521), Mr. Justice Field discusses 
the effect of the confirmation of an estate in another and quotes Shep 
pard’s Touchstone, that ‘‘a confirmation is the conveyance of an estate 
or right that one hath in or unto lands or tenements to another that 
hath the possession thereof or some estate therein whereby a voidable 
estate is made sure and unavoidable or whereby a particular estate is 
increased and enlarged,’’ but there is nothing in the case which inti- 
mates that lands are conveyed by deeds of confirmation or other muni 
ments of title beyond what is described in the premises of the deed or 
other muniment as being confirmed to the confirmee. 
In The Smelting Company rs. Kemp (104 United States Supreme 
Court Reports, pages 636 et seg.) the court discusses a condition dia- 
metrically the reverse of the case of Langdeau : 


} s. Hanes. In the latter 
| case the title passed by statute, and it was held the patent was not 
| Operative as a conveyance, but only to confirm in or make a record of a 
pre-existing title. It is difficult to conceive of the operation of a pat- 
ent under such circumstances as strengthening in the grantee a title 
| already vested by express Jaw when it is certain no other record could 
| add to its quality of immutability, and except to show that all extra 
| neous facts had been adjudicated in conformity to the pre-existing 
grant—if some proper tribunal had been appointed for that purpose 
the patent is useful only as a record of what is conveyed and it can 
not operate to enlarge the premises of the grant, but must conform to 
all its exceptions and limitations. 

In the Smelting Company rs. Kemp the court is discussing a case 
where the title is not passed by alaw antedating the patent, but where 
the patent isthe vehicle by which the title is conveyed, and the obser 
vations of the court are confined to such cases. It speaks of the con 
clusive quality of the title thus conveyed, as to those facts required to 
be shown to the land officers before the patent conveying the title can 
issue and of the finality of their determination. The observations of 
the court have no significance where the patent is not the operative 
vehicle which conveys the title. Where Congress has not only limited 
what is to be conveyed, but has actually conveyed it, there is nothing 
in the case showing that it iscompetent for some other authority to en 
large by patent the premises and include therein what Congress ha 
excluded therefrom. 

Such added domain as is included in the patent, but excluded from 
| the grant in the law, are lands which Congress has reserved where no 


SS 


| provision of law has been made for their sale to this grantee, where the 
Land Department has no jurisdiction to execute the patent, and, in the 
| language of the court, ‘‘its attempted conveyance of them would be 
| inoperative and void, no matter with what seeming regularity the 
forms of law may have been observed. Che court in this case justly 
decide that ina court of law when the Land Department has jurisdic 
tion under the law to convey the land its patent is conclusive as to all 
matters properly determinable by it, but when its patent does not con 
| vey the land, but only makes a record of an antecedent conveyance 
without right in it to convey anything, there isno hiding place in th¢ 
| decision for the proposition that to make in a patent a record as hay 
ing been conveyed that which in fact is not conveyed shall operate a 
& conveyance, and such decision transfers the right to convey land from 
Congress to the President. Congress has said mineral lands shall not 
be granted to this grantee, but it is claimed that the Department may 
nevertheless make a valid grant of such lands to if 

In Morton vs. Nebraska (21 Wall., 
the word ‘‘ foregoing’ 


660-375) 16 wa yught to import 


’ into a statute to make certain ons only of 
an act apply, but the court, Mr. Justice Davis, replied 
To do it {insert the word] would require the importation of the word + 
| the section would read, “‘ none of the (foregoing) provisions 41 ill extend to sa 


lines or mineral! lands.”” There is no authority to make this importation and 


in this way subtract from the general words of the section I ng of 
| the section is imperative and leaves no room for constructior 
It does not strengthen the case of the plaintiff]’ that they obtained cer 
tificates of entry and that patents were subsequently issued on these certifi 
| cates. It has been repeatedly decided by this court that patents for lands 
which have been previously granted, reserved from sale, or appropriated are 
| void. The executive officers had no authority to issue a patent for the lands 
in controversy because they were not subject to entry, baving been previous! 
reserved, and this want of pows uay be proved by a defendant in an act 
at law. 
» In McLaughlin vs. United States (107 United States Reports), the Su 
| preme Court, approaches this subject and contents itself with saying 
1 whole record is so imperfect and the case so obscurely presented that we 


feel tempted to dismiss it. Waiving, however, these objections, there is enough 
to enable us to consider the two principal errors assigned by the appellant. 


This being the first case of the kindin this court, a class of cases which may 
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possibly be indefinitely multiplied, it isto be regretted that it was not more fully 
presented in the circuit court. Many interesting questions might arise in this 
class of cases not proper to be considered in thiscase. For instance, the nature 
and extent of minera! found in the land granted or patented which will bring 
it within the designation of mineral land in the various acts of Congress, in 
which it is excepted out of grants to railroad companies, and forbidden to be 
sold or pre-empted as ordinary or agricultural lands are. 

Suppose thai when such land has been conveyed by the Government it is after- 
wards discovered that it contains valuable deposits of the precious metals, un- 
known to the patentee or to the officers of the Government at the time of the 
conveyance, will such subsequent discovery enable the Government to sustain 
a suit to set aside the patent or the grant? If so, whatare the rights of inno- 
cent purchasers from the grantee, and what limitations exist upon the exercise 
of the Government's righty We can answer none of these questions here, and 
can only order that the decree below be aflirmed. 

Section 2336 of our Revised Statutes reserves a right of way through 
certain mines; section 2339 acknowledges and confirms easements in 
the form of rights of way on the public domain in specified cases, and 
section 2340 provides that all patents granted or pre-emption or home- 
steads allowed shall be subject toany vested and accrued water rights, 
or rights to ditches and reservoirs used in connection with such water 
rights, but no court has suggested, because Congress did not know the 
location of the rightof way through the mine, nor even of the existence 
of the mine itself, nor of the place where the easement for a ditch, canal, 
or reservoir was to be located, nor of the existence of the person in whom 
this easement was to be vested, nor whether he was then born, nor when 
he would locate his claim, that therefore these rights or any of hem were 
void, but on the contrary these rights are being enforced in many judicial 
tribunals, State and national, day by day, as being rights secured by law, 
and yet for indefiniteness and impossibility of description, for uncon- 
sciousness by members of Congress whether they did or did not exist, or 
would ever in the future be brought into being, and forall the elements 
which would bring something approaching chaos to titles to Government 
grantees, they are subject to multifold observation and criticism from 
which grants excluding unknown mineral lands enjoy a complete im- 
munity. Section 2338 provides that there shall be expressed in Govern- 
ment patents a reservation subjecting the lands described therein to such 
easements and servitudes for draining and working the same as the Leg- 
islature of any State or Territory within which they were situate should 
enact —a provision of law seriously curtailing the element of dominion 
which ownership implies—but no court has denounced this provision as 
chaos come again or felt called upon in fulfillment of a public policy that 
there shall be absolute security of titles to emasculate it. 

There is no infirmity in the statement that a time must come when 
there shall be no doubt as to the superficial area of the lands which 
are granted and the lands which are withheld. A time must arrive 
when it must be known who is the owner of specific pieces of prop- 
erty, else ownership is deprived of its greatest privilege. But to say 
because this is true the court must change the existing law, and settle 
the doubt by other insignia than those which Congress has defined, 
proceeds on the hypothesis that Congress can not further legislate to 
remove doubts, and that in the cession of public lands judicial tribu- 
nals are a co-operative or co-ordinateauthority. If it be conceded that 
a period must arrive when such doubts must besolved, certainly asuf- 
ficient time must elapse to have them solved according to the fact, or 
such a time must have elapsed as in the judgment of Congress makes 
it pradent to omit further evidence and have the matter determined in 
the light of known conditions. 

When that time shall arrive Congress is competent to recognize and 
declare it. It would be a strange condition if the grantee were ap- 
pointed to fix such supremely important period without control by or 
consultation with the grantor, especially when the grantor, who has 
authority to declare the significance ofeach act of the grantee, had not 
in words given to any act of it such significance or function. 

The court, itseemsto me, has carved out of its view of publicpolicy, 
and not out of the words of the act, its determination that mineral 
lands are granted unless discovered before the issuance of the patent. 

Mr. President, a learned authority in the law has said: 


Likewise a donation is made of anything, with the exception of acertain part, 
and then it is of importance whether that part is excepted at the commence- 
ment of the donation; as if the donor should say, I give you such a manor with 
its appurtenances, by such words the whole manor , and when he 
adds and says forthwith, except such a part; oy that part is excepted 
after the donation, though the delivery not so. But if he should say I give you 
such a manor with its appurtenances, retaining for myself or saving such a part, 
it will be different, because in this case he transfers nothing to the donatory 
excepting that only which he wished to be transferred, and thus that part 
which he retained is andalways has remained with him. 

And hence if the heir of the donor has afterwards confirmed the donation, he 
confirms nothing by that generality to the donatory, excepting that very thing 
according as it has been given and with the same ap because he 
confirms nothing by that Poy excepting that only which 
hended in the donation,and hence if in the first donation the advowson of a 
church has been excepted, that general exception does not comprehend the ad- 
vowson, and according as the thing has been given, so it is confirmed, because 
the confirmation contributes nothing to the donation nor takes away nor di- 
minishes anything from the donation. 


_ This extract from Bracton comes to us across a horizon of more than 
six hundred years, and whatever modifications the distinction has suf- 
fered in modern times it has not impaired the efficiency of the reserva- 
tions or exception at the commencement of the donation as being effect- 
ual to keep and continue in the grantor that which is thus reserved. 

In the granting clause in these statutes the lands are described as the 
non-mineral lands within certain sections. If we shall be permitted 


compre- 


to attribute to the Congress precision of speech and exactness of mean- 
ing, perhaps such a formula would import a different proposition from 
a grant of certain lands, and then proceeding to except out of what by 
the first phrase is described certain or uncertain portions thereof, which 
was the form of the grant interpreted in Cowell vs. Lammers. 

In the grant to tbe Northern Pacific Railroad Company the affirma- 
tive grant is of every alternate section of public land not mineral, and 
then in the same section, although not necessary, but to emphasize the 
purpose of Congress to retain the mineral lands, it is provided ‘‘ that 
all mineral lands be, and the same are hereby, excluded from the oper- 
ations of this act;’’ and it then gives lieu lands therefor. Now, if 
lands not mineral can be ascertained, Jands mineral can be ascertained. 
The one is involved in the other. If lands not mineral can not be as- 
certained, the grant is void for indefiniteness. Those refinements of 
interpretation laid down by Bracton, whereby discrimination is made 
between the effect of qualification of the description of what is granted 
in the affirmative granting clause and the effect of the same by an ex- 
ception in a subsequent clause of the section granting the premises, or 
in a subsequent section of the act, I do not appeal to, for in my view 
they are unnecessary. 

Nor is it necessary to dwell upon the effect of indefiniteness in a de- 
scription of what is in the first instance granted and the same indefi- 
niteness in the subsequently occurring exception. While these mat- 
ters might properly be considered in some of the laws granting aid to 
railroad companies, in the particular instance there is in the first de- 
scription interjected an element of quality which, if itexists in the land, 
operates to take it out of thedescription by anexpresslaw. The court 
in Cowell vs. Lammers relies upon a decision (reported in Copp’s United 
States Mineral Lands) of the Commissioner of the General Land Oflice. 
The court does not leave us wholly hopeless, for there are occasional 
intimations that the United States might bring a suit to annul or re- 
form the patent as conveying lands not granted when the patent says 
it does not convey the lands not granted, while the miner to whom the 
United States has proffered the occupancy and possession of these lands 
not granted can not accept the proffer of the Government as against 
the railroad’s grantee, who, by the words of his patent, has no title 
to the lands claimed. 

So, in whatever aspect this case is viewed, we forever recur to the asser- 
tion of the court and the company that this law which says it does not 
grant these lands nevertheless does grant them, that a patent which ex- 
pressly says it excludes them from its operation includes them therein. 
That this law conveys, that these patents convey, what in words both 
say they do not convey, is iterated and reiterated, and upon these asser- 
tions is built the fabric of a new subsidy, of an unintended grant of the 
great mines of the West,which are pouring out those treasures which 
give us consequence among the nations of the earth. 

We have provided by law to sell to the miners of the United States, 
grudgingly and with many limitations and after much toil and many 
sacrifices by them, small mines along the veins of precious and eco- 
nomic metals which within our domain exist. How grudgingly we 
sell these mines to the miners ot the United States is attested by the 
statutes providing for such sale, wherein we have hedged them around 
with conditions of purchase rendering it more difficult to obtain titles 
to mineral lands than any other lands in our possession. With those 
laws we are reasonably content. We can not obtain a title until we 
have discovered a mine and expended money thereon, in the case of 
veins of precious metals to the amount of $500. That we may rely 
on a wise and patriotic direction of the precious metals, we only sell! 
them to miners, and we require that they be citizens of the United 
States, or at least be in process of transmutation into citizens. 

At the time of the passage of these land grants we refused to sell a 
mine toany one; and this had always been our positionand policy. In 
the particular case under consideration the court draws the necessity 
for the law which it declares, and invents the policy which leads it to 
amend the grant, from conditions which it says exist in the State of 
California, and if these erroneous interpretations of law wrought their 
effect only in that State, or other States where the conditions were the 
same, its operation would not be so deleterious to the public welfare. 
There placers are worked out and quartz mines are discovered. The 
prospector is a figure of the past. There are no conquests remaining 
to him, no new worlds for him to conquer. 

The court paints a bucolic picture of the miner who has exhausted 
the earth of its precious metals, and having exchanged his pick and 
shovel for the plow and pruning-hook, causes the earth to crown itself 
with corn and tree and vine. Mining, if it still lags along the rear of 
industries, is secondary in consequence, and in any event the valuable 
minerals are all discovered. But there yet remain large portions of 
the United States outside of California where this is not true, where 
the surface of the earth is hardly scratched over, where what bas been 
found justifies expectations of much other mineral wealth, where there 
are more miners engaged in prospecting for mines than in producing 
ore, and where these conditions may be reasonably expected to con- 
tinue for many years. 

The conveyance of half the mines within this belt of 80 miles wide 
withdraws them from es for an indefinite period of time, gives 
mining, if it shall be pursued at all, over toa monopoly, so far as 
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these lands are concerned, and practically denies to the citizens of the 
United States the privilege of exploring, occupying, owning, or work- 
ing the many mines upona very large area. One stands appalled at 
the prospective value of the mines proposed by judicial interpretation 
to be granted to this corporation. A single mine within the limits of 
this grant equals in value to-day all the grant in Montana, and yet 
this mine for years was explored at a loss to its owners, who ¢ ntertained 
serious thoughts of its abandonment. sof 
richness as yet undiscovered remain upon the odd sections within the 
limits of this grant is but a reasonable expectation. ae 

It is probable that the exception of mineral lands in this act was 
exception of lands containing metallic mineral which was the limited 
and popular meaning of the word. Congress did not legislate as scien 
tists, but as business men. If they used the word miueral in its gen 
eric or scientific sense, in its larger application, then the exclusion wa 
as large as the inclusion, and if this exclusion were in a subsequently 
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If I convey the be 


| 


That hundreds of mines of equal | 


stated exception, the exception would in a contract between private | 


parties be held void as making the entire granta nullity. What its 
effect would be in a statute may be more doubtful. It has been held 
incontracts that exceptions of minerals did not except petroleum and it 
has been said that by the bulk of mankind nothing is considered as 
mineral except gold, silver, copper, lead, etc. (Dunham & Short vs. 
Kirkpatrick, 101 Pennsylvania State Reports, ) 
thought and said has been thought or said there will remain obscu- 
rities and uncertainties touching what is mineral land. 

It therefore appears that Congress supposed it was competent to 
describe in such language as it chose what was and what was not 


ing mineral lands. This incapacity was functional so far as granted 
lands were concerned. Ownershipof them was wlira vires. No claim 


When all that can be | 
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1 of clay ym my 100-aere tract, or the Jand which that 
bed of clay occupies, it + good descriptio If I convey the Alice 
mine on Blackacre without de » in my conveyance this 
is a good description if th tee can lay 7 rall wh as 
the Alice mine on Bla ! I se é Whit 
a is covered by t t al ! 
land rerged and hi l 
lake eva orates or \ 
it m difficult for t 
culty may grow. w 
to nD ) mutatio } 
larged exactness 

What would be th 
size of the estate was bject to mutat is elastic 
much as showing the shore-line at the date ot the deed wv 1 matt 
| of difficulty, the deed should } prete ine V) 
acre, and this, too, what though th« | ises of the deed in | 
terms excluded the same. Yet these supposed instances « 1a! 
criptions are where private } ies have ch to é te 
ed, not where a co-ordinate and coequal branch of Gove 
the law-making and land iveying power, h it i 
utable command. 
When Congress said ‘*‘ Wegrantall the mineral land in a given tract,”’ 
or ‘‘ Wegrant all lands ina given tract except mineral lands,’’ it thereby 
| declared that the phrase ‘* mineral lands’’ should be an adequate and 


| efficient description,and in the face of such a declaration b 
| making power the courts must be and 1 
granted. First, it had created a corporation incapacitating it from hold- | 


| fact. 


of equity, mistake, uncertainty, innocent purchase in good faith, or tem- | 


porary expediency could be invoked to set aside the command that be- 
yond its right of way it could not own mineral lands. Congress made 
the corporation, gave it all its functions, forbade it certain capacities, 
and it can not defy the power of its creator. If in form a title to for- 
bidden lands was assumed to be vested in it judicial proceedings 
familiar to the lawyers would annihilate its claim. 

In the next place, omitting all reference to this disability, by three 


separate statutes Congress had said it did not grant mineral lands to | 
this corporation, and what is granted to this corporation is granted by | 


statute; patents do not convey anything to it nor enlarge the grant. 
Discussion based on the theory that it is the patent which conveys the 
title is wholly misplaced. ‘‘'That there be, and is hereby, granted,”’ 
which is the phrase giving this corporation its lands, is a conveyance, 
noi an agreement to convey. So says all judicial authority, and it is 
of commanding import. What function subsequent patents fulfill it 
is not necessary to discuss. ‘Perhaps the authorities are incoherent or 
not precisely satisfactory upon this question. 

The grant possesses not only the significance of a contract executed 


so far as conveying is concerned, but it has also the full function of 


statutory Jaw. It is to have the twofold operation of an agreement 
and of alaw. What it imports can not be enlarged as a contract be- 
yond what it signifies asa law. What it forbids asa Jaw can not be 
granted as a contract. If there be technical rules whereby the law or 
the lawyers twist words in contracts into unintended meanings, they 
can not be invoked here, nor can any appeal to public policy of the 
inconveniences or uncertainties of other interpretation change by a 
hair’s breadth what the statute has declared. If there is a public 
policy to be declared, Congress should do it. 

If uncertainties pervade the subject, Congress so willed it, and if in- 
conveniences remain, the legislative authority so decreed. If, indeed, 
it is so vague that no meaning can be extracted, then the entire grant 
is void for uncertainty. Butthiscannotbeclaimed. There is not the 
least ambiguity as to what is granted. If there were such ambiguity 
as rendered it impossible to determine what was granted, the result 
would be plain: Congress would have failed in its design and its scheme 
to aid in the construction of this highway would have come to naught. 
In such case it could not be said, because it was not possible to deter- 
mine what was described in the premises of the grant, therefore more 
was granted than was intended or described. 

Such inapt and slovenly interpretation would be a transfer of au- 


| mistal 


vy the law- 
emain du They have no 
function to repeal that law; the most they could say would be that the 


ascertainment of mineral lands was an impossibility if s 


mb. 


uch were the 
Whence came this judicial enlargement of Congressional grants, 
in the face of so many decisions that grants are to be interpreted in 
favor of the sovereign and against the grantee, by the insertion of the 
word ‘‘known”’ before the words ‘‘ mineral lands?”’ 

Thus far it can not be said the Supreme Court have fallen into this 
ke, but this subordinate tribunal, entitled to respectful consider- 
has fallen into this error. Where this subordinate tribunal has 
sought to draw its authority from the Supreme Court it has failed to 
discriminate as to the particular statute involved and has misplaced 
the entire discussion. The Supreme Court discussion h I 





ation, 


is thus far al 
ways been as to an interpretation of the pre-emption law, the home 
stead law, or the law for the sale of coal lands, three laws an inspection 


| of which will show are in the precise point involved wholly different 


from the laws granting lands to States and corporations. It may be 
helpful to my purpose to show the genesis of this judicial interpolation 
and magnifying of this word ‘‘ known.’’ 

As to the effect of patents under the pre-emptiom and homestead 
laws, as to unknown mines of coal and other minerals, and as to the 
effect of railroad grants upon undiscovered coal lands, which are cases 
about which the Supreme Court have had something to decide and more 
to say, there can be no condemnation of what has been decided. Our 


first general law for the entry of public lands was the pre-emption law 


of 1841. Prior to that time our legislation had been incoherent and 
kaleidoscopic, framed in the interests of speculators, whereby large 
tracts of very valuable lands had fallen into the possession of first hands 
and which are the foundation of many large fortunes which now excite 
the envy or the animosity of many people. This pre-emption law e» 
empted from its operation ‘‘lands on which are situated any known 
salines or mines,’’ and here was introduced into our legal termin 
this word ‘‘known’’ without thought of its subsequent omir in? 
port. 
Of course in this law th: lusion of ‘‘ known mines”’ by well-de 
| fined rules of interpretation was the inclusion of unknown mins 0 
| much is plain. At that time and until January 19, 1848, it was n 
known that there was a mine of gold or silver belonging to the United 
States within its limits. Lewis and Clarke had discovered gold i 
1805, but its locality was upon lands to which our tit! is doubtf 
and confessedly weak and its value was depreciated, as other govern 
ments were much better prepared to occupy the domain i strengthen 
their title than was the United States, and this discov henceforward 


thority to the courts which the Constitution has reposed in and con- | 


fined to the Congress. But it can not be said itis impossible to deter- 
mine what is granted; the most that can be said is that it is a matter 
of some difficulty to ascertain what is granted. 
lands within the limits ofthe grant will settle the question with entire 
exactness. It may be said that this is a matter of difficulty and at- 


nothing to do. 


The exploration of the | 


remained in the domain of vague 1 


‘r than within the prov- 
ince of tangible fact. So publi I 


not directed to the 


proposition of conveying away our iin y inadvertence or ignorance 

| and the pre-emption law remains intact except as modified by section 
2318 of our Revised Statutes 

The act of May 20, 1862, known as the ho ul act ule sub 

ject to its provisions lands upon which the homesteader had “‘ filed a 


considerations to Congress whether it can not find some other method | 


of description enabling the Government and the company, at less trouble 
and expense, to determine what is granted and what is withheld. 


by a reference to physical objects beneath the surface as by a reference 


to like objects upon the surface. Lands conveyed may be described | or patent. 


by their quality as efficiently and as definitely as by metes and bounds. 


. ; | pre-emption cl 
tended with expense, but that is a matter with which the courts have | 
It does not concern judicial interpretation; it presents | 


iim,’’ thus also turning our unknown mines over to its 
operation. The act of July 1, 1864, for the disposal of coal lands, pro- 
vided for the sale of the coal lands which had been excluded from sale as 
mines by the pre-emption act of 1841, from which it would appear that 


| so far as these three methods of disposition of public lands were con- 


| cerned the test as to whether mines were conveyed by the patent or 


But as a matter of law it isas competent to describe premises granted | not turned by express provision of the three statutes upon the propo- 


sition whether the mine was known to exist at the date of the entry 
But such uncertainty or contingency is not of judicial crea- 
tion; it is plainly in the language of the law. 
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The decision of the Supreme Court, therefore, involving the propo- 
sition whether an unknown mine was conveyed by a patent, or whether 
an unknown coal mine was granted to a company or State for purposes 
of internal improvement, is a proposition expressly placed in the stat- 
ute by Congress, and until the effect of those statutes was modified by 
section 2318 of the Revised Statutes the decisions stood on immutable 
foundations. But the transportation of the question whether a mine 
was known or unknown from the homestead, pre-emption, and coal- 
land laws, which make that fact a material inquiry, into laws making 
grants of all but ‘‘ mineral lands”’ in certain statutes for purposes of 
encouraging public improvements, is to omit those discriminations 
which Congress itself has anade and introduces confusion into what 
was theretofore plain. That the title to what was described as granted, 
vested at the date of the act, does not change the question, as seems to 
be argued by the court in Francoeur vs. Newhouse, or enlarge the es- 
tate granted. 

The statement that the parties must be presumed to have contem- 
plated a grant in view of the condition of the lands as they were known 
or appeared to be at the time the grant took effect depends upon 


strength for this denial of the intent of Congress to include unknown 
deposits of precious metals in the grant to this company from the fact 
that hitherto we have refased to convey mineral lands except to miners. 
Indeed all our general Jaws for the entry of the public lands are laws 
for the benefit of special classes. Our homestead and pre-emption laws 
are grants to farmers, our timber-culture law for the benefit of those 
who engage in forestry, our desert-land law is for the exclusive advan- 
tage of those who do actually engage in the reclamation of arid lands. 
To July 30, 1866, we wished to render the exploitation and develop- 
ment of our mines of precious metals so certain that we reserved them 
to the Government. From this policy it is difficult to believe we con 
sciously stepped to an opposite extreme without suggestion or men- 
tion of the fact conveying away to a corporation one-half the mines in 
a belt 80 miles wide without requiring discovery, exploitation, or work- 
ing, when every stockholder of that corporation might possibly be an 


| alien and purposely lock up the treasures thus granted. The fact that 


two years after the date of this grant we reached the conclusion that 
it was safe to trust the enterprise, patriotism, and desire of onr own 
citizens and those who should declare their intention to become such, 


whether the language used in describing what is granted does or does | so far as to grant to actual miners limited mines under exceptional, 


not importthat presumption. How cansuch intent be imputedagainst 
the words of the description and in the face of the known and historic 
fact that at the date of the act the existence of the minerals was wholly 
unknown and at the time of the definite location much of the mineral 
was undiscovered and unknown? All of the mineral in the land may 
have been unknown until after the patent, and if such were the case 
it enlarges the grant, is the argument. ‘‘Congress must have meant 
not only lands mineral in fact,’’ says the court, ‘‘ but lands known to 
be mineral,’’ and then as if that statement did not wholly satisfy, it 
proceeds to still further qualify this judicial legislation. 

ilaving emancipated itself {rom the exactness ot words to which the 
Congress clung, it is free to roam in the regions of speculation, qual- 
ification, and imagination so as to evolve a plausible conclusion, and it 
proceeds to nore remarkable hypotheses by adding ‘‘ or at most such as 
were apparently mineral and generally recognized as such.’’ Can it 
be gravely said that there are excepted out of the odd sections by the 
simple phrase ‘‘ mineral lands’? all lands apparently mineral and gen- 
erally recognized as such? In an action of ejectment brought by a 
railroad company to recover its odd section within its grant, would it 
be a defense to answer that at the date of the patent the land involved 
was apparently mineral and generally recegnized as such ? 

Would any ‘railroad company wish to have its grant qualified by 
such an interpretation? Towhom must the mines be “ apparent’’ 
and what constitutes ‘‘ general recognition ’’ of that fact, and how will 
it be proven? Instead of certainty we are yet deeper in the toils of 
uncertainty. The railroad company would justly say, ‘‘ We do not 
care what was apparently true, nor who generally recognized the min- 
eral quality of this land. It is by law ours unless in fact and in very 
truth it is mineral.’’ The court speaks of a subsequent discovery of 
mines on the odd section operating to ‘‘vitiate the grant,’’ and here 
again is the fallacy of confusion. The discovery of paying mines, 
either before or after patent, does not vitiate the grant; it simply de- 
fines the grant by showing what had never been granted. 

The exception which the common law made, and which the laws of 


Spain, France, and Mexico made in grants was of ‘‘ minesof gold and 


silver,’’ not of “‘ mineral lands.’’ This change of a phrase which must 
have been familiar to the lawyers who were in Congress when the 
grants for public works were made is significant and instructive. It 
is trae when mines of royal metals were found on granted lands it was 
held that they were excepted from the grant, and the fee of them was 
in the sovereign. It was further held that rights of way and necessary 
ground to work the same were also a right of the sovereign, yet these 
were easements rather than corporal property ; they were appurtenances 
or incidents rather than the principalthing. Thus it is said, ‘‘ for the 
ore of gold and silver is the king’s; andif it is, the law gives him the 
means to come to it, and thatis by digging, so that the power of digging 
is incidental to the thingitself.’’ (Quoted in 6th Peters Reports, 745.) 

The cause of this change in the legal terminology of what was not 
granted is plain. Where the exception was of ‘‘ mines’’ it had been 
plausibly argued that the exception was of a place where metals were 
being extracted, that it implied something more than paying minerals 
in the earth and meant a place where mining was being carried on. I 
have found no instance in the books where such argament was sus- 
tained, but ample record where it has been overruled, so far as mines 
of the precious metals are involved. ‘‘ Mineral lands,’’ however, was 
a phrase of broader import, and it was selected to make a larger exemp- 
tion. The grant shall not include the mine, but the subdivision on 
which the mine is found is probably also excluded. Whether a period 
may not arrive when it will be desirable to say that only the super- 
ficial area ot a placer or of a subsequently discovered quartz mine shall 
be retained by the Government on odd sections supposed to have been 
agricultural land is a question which addresses itself to the Congress 
of the United States, not to the courts. 

When these grants were made to these companies no citizen of the 
United States could obtain from the Government a single mine of gold 
or silver. They were too valuable for our citizens to own. I draw 


| 
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onerous, aud prescribed conditions, does not operate to enlarge the pur- 
pose which we had before then petrified in unchanged words, 

If we concede, as this court affirms, that Congress must be deemed 
to have legislated in the light of known conditions, I answer that one 
of the known conditions was that the existence or location of mineral 
lands along the line of this grant was unknown at the date of the grant, 
notwithstanding which Congress enacted that mineral lands should 
not be included in the grant. It was a known condition that some- 
where in this grant there might be found to be mineral lands then un- 
known, which mineral lands Congress excluded. It was a condition 
that there were no known mineral lands in the sense of paying mines 
within the grant, and if all but known mines were granted, why ex- 
clude mines at all? If there were in the grant known mineral lands 
and presumably unknown mineral lands, and Congress included the 
one and excluded the other, why did it not say so? No word in all 
this law hints this purpose. 

Can it be said that in a description of an estate, defined by chosen 
monuments, the fact that the location of the monuments is not known 
to the contractipg parties operates to enlarge or diminish the estate 
when the location of the monuments was ascertainable, but both par- 
ties knew their location was unknown? Is an estate granted void 
because the parties purposely defined it by description which they did 
not know, but which was ascertainable ? 

Mr. President, in these later years in the claim of corporations and 
in executive and judicial decision there is much flippant speech as to 
the grant of mines of the precious metals prior to 1866, as if it were 
then an every-day occurrence, and as if the ownership of them were 
widely distributed among our citizens. Let us examine the law on 
this sub!ect as it was prior to 1866. An historical résumé of this law 
may be found in the case of the United States rs. Castilleros, reported 
in 2d Black Reports of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
quotations from that decision will give authority to the indisputable 
history. The court say, speaking of Mexican law: 


Ownership of amine, however, assecured under the mining ordinance by reg- 
istry and judicial ion, does not consist alone in the right to take from 
the soil the manele therein to be found, but it also embraces,if necessary to 
the working of the mine, a right to the exclusive ion and use of the sur- 
face of the land foran indefinite period within the boundaries of the pertenencias 
appertaining to the mining right or privilege. Such rightsare by law regarded 
as severed from private land and also from public land when granted by the 
usual forms of conveyance for icultural or other ordinary purposes. (Gam 
boa by Heathfield, page 132, section 5.) 

Rightsto a mine notsegistered can only be acquired from the sovereign power, 
and it is true, as conteaded by the United States, that the forms of such a con 
veyance are wholly distinct from those employed in the ordinary process of 
granting lands. Another branch of the same proposition, not yet reproduced, 
may also bo admitted in the same — sense. Mining rights under Mexi- 
can laws undoubtedly are usually held upon conditions not affecting the title 
to the land as deri under the ordinary conveyances, and it is also true that 
such rights may be acquired and held by others besides the owner of the land 
under the ordinary grants and that such rights are terminable when by their 
use the minerals contained in the soil are wholly removed. 

Questions concerning mines and mining rights in Mexico depend ina t 
measure upon the provisions of the ordinance of the 22d of May, 1783, which, 
although ordained long before her independence by the sovereign of the par- 
ent country, is still in*force and constitutes the principal code of the republic 
upon that subject. Omitting unimportant words, article 1 of the fifth title reads 
as follows: *‘ Mines are the property of my royal crown as well by their nature 
and origin as by their reunion declared by law." 4 

Article 2 contains the aera provision ia ue copaning them from 
the royal rimony I grant them to my subj n property and possession in 
such aan thatthey may sell them, rent them, passthem by will, either in the 
way of inheritance or legacy, or in any other manner alienate the right which 
in the mines belongs to them, on the same terms in which = themeel ves 

it, and to persons capable of acquiring it.” (Rockw. on Mines, page 49; 
Te eT, : 

Property in mines not discovered,and registered according to law, whether 
the mine was on public or private lands, was vested,as has already appeared, 
exclusively in the supreme government, so that private persons could not ac- 
quire it or any interest in it in any other mode than that prescribed in the pro- 
visions of the mining ordinance. 

Isa mine land within the meaning of the act of Congress? ‘' By the civil 
law,” says Gamboa, “all veins and mineral deposits of gold and silver ore, or 
of precious stones, belonged if in public ground to the sovereign, and were part 
of Ris patrimony, but if on private ground to the owner of the land, subject to 
the condition that if worked by the owner he was bound to render a tenth part 
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of the produce to the prince as a right atinching to hiscrown. Itsubsequently 
became an established custom in most kingdoms that all veins of the precious 
metais and the produce of such veins should vest in the crown, and be held to 
be part of the patrimony of the king or sovereign prince. ‘That this is the case 
with respect to the Empire of Germany, the Electorates, France, Portugal, Ar- 
ragon, and Catalonia appears from the laws of those countries, and from the 
authority of various authors.” (1 Heath. Gamboa, 15.) . 

The reasons for attributing to the sovereign this right of property in a part 
of the soil of the land of his subjects it is not necessary to recapitulate, but that 
the distinction between the ownership of the surface and that of the mines, or 
minerals, beneath it was recognized ata very early period, appears from the 
iaw of the Partida, which declares that the property of the mines shall not pass 
in a grant of the land by the king, although not excepted out of the grant, and 
even if included 1n it the grant shall be valid as to mines only during the life 
of the king who made it; aud a similar rule prevailed in England with re- 
spect to mines of the royal metals, which alone were held to belong to the sov- 

i 2 tive. 
© Ties distinction thas drawn between the right of property in the surface, and 
that in the minerals beneath, is founded on the essential difference in the qual 
ities of the various substances of which the earth is composed. It has accord- 
ingly been recognized in the jurisprudence of all nations. 

In Spain, as we have seen, mines do not pass in grants of land ( fundos) by the 
sovereign, unless particularly mentioned. (1 Heathf.Gamb., 152.) To the same 
effect is Solorzano (Pol. Ind., lib. 6,ch.1, No. 17), who says: ‘*So that, although 
private persons may allege and prove that they possess such lands (tierras) and 
their appurtenances by special gift and concession of the prince, no matter how 
general may be the words in which the gpant is made, this wiil not of itself be 
of an ete advantage to them for acquiring or gaining thereby the mines 
which may be discovered in the lands, unless it is so specially provided and 
expressed in said grant.”’”. And Comeira (Der. Adm. Esp.) observes: 

* Jurisconsults and publicists agree in the opinion that it is proper to distin- 
guish in the soil (en el suelo) the right of property in the superficies (de la super- 
ficie) from that in the depth (del fondo), Truly,the man who acquires a piece 
of land gives not the least labor nor advances the smallest capital in consider- 
ation of the riches (las riquezas) which it may conceal. He examines ita fertil- 
ity, its situation, its extent, and all the circumstances which determine its value 
as a building lot or agricultural land, but he does not take into account the 
mines which, perchance, it may conceal in its bowels, There is not, then, the 
jJeast relation between the proprietor (of the land) and the subterranean mat- 
ter from which any right can be deduced.”’ (2 Black, page 215.) 

By the French law of 1810 the same distinction is recognized, and all mines 
of gold, silver, platinum, lead, mercury, etc., are declared not to belong to the 
owner of the soil, but to be governed by the mining laws. (Teulet’s Sup. to 
Codes, Verb. Mines.) ‘‘ From the moment,” says the author last cited, “ when 
amine shall be conceded even to the proprietor of the surface this property 
shall be distinguished from that of the surface, and thenceforth considered a 
new property;"’ and Le Guay, in his Thesis on Mining Legislation, says he 
“agrees with Mirabeau in the proposition that any legislation which does not 
recognize two species of property, one in the surface of the earth and the other 
in its depth, would be absurd.’ (Page 125.) 

In his work on the Genera! Jurisprudence of Mines, M. Blavier observes: ‘It 
isatruth which has been admitted for a long time that the preservation and 
prosperity of mines depend essentially on the adoption of a system of laws cal- 
culated to reconcile the interests of the public with that of those who work 
them. * * * It is these conditions which the governments of ancient and 
modern states have sought to fulfill in admitting, nearly all of them, that the 
sovereign alone has the right to dispose of the public property in mines or to 
confer on others the useful enjoyment thereof.’ (2 Black, page 217.) 

This regalian right, or right reserved by the whole state to dispose of sub- 
terranean property as public property, independent of the private ownership of 
the land which conceals it, seems to have been recognized in Germany from 
the earliest periods (Cancrin, Dg. Pub. des Mines en Allemague, page 2); and M. 
Blavierremarks: “It is, therefore, not surprising that this regalian right should 
have béen confirmed by nearly all tne governments of the northern countries.” 

But it is unnecessary to multiply authorities in support of a principle so uni- 
versally recognized. 


From the foregoing citations it is clear— 
i. That the grant or ownership of the superfices or land which contains the 


mine confers no right of property to mines in the bowels of the earth, or even 
on its surface; and 


2. That the property in the mines is by common consent of almost all modern 
states deemed to be vested in the state, represented by the sovereign, and isa 
regalian right. Indeed, it would seem that these two propositions are sufti- 
ciently demonstrated by the fact that mining ordinances exist in almost every 
state possessed of considerable mineral wealth; for those ordinances are but 
the dispositions made by law for the exercise of this regalian right, or right of 
property in all mines, whether in public or private land. (Black, page 217.) 

Mr. President, such was the law in France and Spain tonching the 
tenure of the crown and subject to the gold and silver mines possessed 
by these nations at the time of the discovery of America and for three 
hundred years thereafter, and such, indeed, it continues to be in those 
countries to this day, and to 180% the region of country in which mines 
of the precious metals belonging to the United States are now found 
belonged to one or tho other ot these nations of Southern Europe, where 
the civil law prevailed. Indeed, conjointly with the Low Countries of 
Europe, these nations left an indelible impression upon all law touch- 
ing mines of the precious metals, ‘The world had just emerged trom 
the darkness of the Middle Ages and every resource which civilization 
possessed was husbanded with signal economy to give strength and mo- 
mentum to the beneficent influences which were rapidly taking posses- 
sion of it. 

It is not material for the purposes of this discussion to inquire 
whether the principles of the civil law or of the common law shall be 
applied to the ownership, transfer, and possession of the gold and silver 
mines of the world, for in all aspects, touching the purposes tor which 
I refer to thém, they were identical. Whoso shall desire to consider 
the principies of the common law applicable to the ownership and trans- 
fer of the mines of precious metals may consult The Case of Mines re- 
ported in 1 Plowden, page 310. Therein the common law touching 
this subject is elaborately argued. 

The reason upon which it is founded is given, and in its various 
aspects as between the government and the subject its principles are 
illuminated and its conclusions stated. Thecase itself possesses a wider 
interest than an ordinary legal decision, and is a most instructive chap- 
ter in the economic history of the world. It was argued in the ex- 
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chequer chamber before all the justices of England and the barons of 
the exchequer, and judgment was reudered in the year 1569. It was 
a case between Queen Elizabeth and the Earl of Northumberland, 
touching a mine of copper, containing goid and silver, claimed by the 
Queen, in the lands ot the ear] 

From astatement of the facts it appeared that Philipand Mary seized 
of certain waste lands called Derwentfels by their letters 
der the great seal of England on the 16th day of 


| atent ub- 
Angust in the year 
1559, for themselves, their heirs, and successors, granted to the 


the Earl 
of Northumberland and to the heirs male of his body the waste o1 
mountainous lands in the county of Northumberland ealled Derwent- 
fels, who entered thereon and became thereof seized, with all and sin- 


gular the mines thereon (omnes et singulas mineras). 

Notwithstanding this grant, by direction of Queen Elizabeth certain 
miners entered upon the copper mines upon said premises containing 
gold and silver and proceeded to search for and extract therefrom 600, - 
000 pounds’ weight of metal, of copper containing gold or silver, which 
ore was by the Earl of Northumberland seized and carried away, and 
further search for ore of this quality on said premises was by him pro 
hibited, whereupon suit was brought, the queen affirming her owner- 
ship of all gold and silver mines within the realm of Great Britain, and 
of all other ores with which gold or silver were combined, and the 
further right to enter upon any lands within the realm and to search 
for and to extract theretrom ores of the quality aforesaid, and the con- 
tentions of the earl were, first, that the queen did not own the gold or 
silver in premises so granted; second, that if she was the owner of gold 
and silver merely, she was not the owner of it if it were combined 
with copper or other metals without specific relation to the relative 
value of the metals so combined; third, that if she were the owner of 
the gold and silver in such premises with the right to search for the 
same, and to have and carry the same away with grosser metals com 
bined with them, where the grosser metals were less in value than the 
gold and silver, still where the gold and silver were of lesser value than 
the grosser metals she did not so own the combined metallic product. 

But if all these contentions were false, it was further claimed and 
argued that she had no interest in the precious metals in the lands of 
a subject where these metals did not exist in sufficient quantity to make 
it profitable to pursue the industry of mining therefor, and, lastly, if it 
could be claimed that the queen was the owner of all this known metal 
ina grant of lands with ‘all and singular the mines therein,’’ which 
was the form of the grant by Philip and Mary to the Earl ot Northum 
berland, nevertheless there was not remaining in the crown as its 
property copper metal containing gold and silver in mines which at the 
date of the grant to the earl were undiscovered and unknown, but such 
undiscovered mines passed by the grant, and as toso much of the metal 
as came from a mine which at the date of the grant was ‘ 
unknown the earl made a separate defense. 


And the matter was argued in the exchequer chamber in the said ter 
Michael before all the justices of Mogtand and the barons of the exchequer, by 
Onslow, apprentice, the queen’s solicitor, Gerard, the queen's attorney, and 
Wray and Barham, queen's serjeants; and on the part of the earl, by Shirborn 
and Bell, apprentices, and Mead, serjeant And the matter was divided into 
three points. The first was, ifall mines and ores of gold and silver, which are 
in the lands of subjects with power to dig the land, and carry away the ore, and 
other incidents thereto, belong of right to the king of this realin by prerogative 
or not, inasmuch as this is not recited in the Treatise de Prerogative Regis, and 
inasmuch also as the digging for it in another's land touches the freehold and 
inheritance of another And upon this the two other points depend, for if the 
king shall not have them, then in the two other points the law is against the 
queen; and if the law be that the king shall have them, from this foundation 
the counsel for the queen said, it would follow that in the two other points the 
other law is with the queen. So that they took this to be the principal point 
The second point was whether or no mines and ores of copper containing in 
them gold or silver, which are in the lands of subjects, with the power to dig 
and carry away, and other incidents, belong also to the king of this realm by 
prerogative. The third was,if so be that mines and ores of copper containing 
gold or silver belong to the king by prerogative, nevertheless If the said grant 
of King Philip and Queen Mary of the land in the first case, and of al! and ain 
gular mines in the other case, made by the said charter being de gratia suu 
speciali, cerla scientia, el mero molu suis, be sufficient to make the ores and mine 
pass from them to the said Earl of Northumberland or no 

And in this argument some of them, on this partaffirm that this mins 
mine royal, should not be granted nor severed from tie 
words, for it is an incident inseparable tothe 
which the counsel for the earl denied 

As to the third point, it was said! by the couns for the ea that su 
the law to be that mines of copper in the lands of subjects 
queen by prerogative, yet here these mines and or« 
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the carl by the said letters patent of King Philip and Q Mary. For ast 

the first plea they took it that the vein out of which the said 500,009 pounds 
weight of copper were dng could not be called a mine at the time of the date 
of the patent made to the earl nor should pass by the name of mines. because 
then the vein was close and not open, and therefore such vein and the ore in it 
shall pass by the grant of the soil asa thing, parcel of the soil, and not by the 


word (mines). 

And in the second pica they took it 
the words “‘ omnes et singulas mineras, 
case it might bear the name of a mine 
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are to be well observed, for, as it seemed to them, they are words of great ex 
tent, and this word © singulas"’ coming after “ omnes"' admits of no exception, be 
the mine of gold, silver r mixed, for they granted all mines and every singu 


larmine. And therefore in both points it can not be supposed that the king 
and queen were misconusant of the veins and ores, and especially of that which 
was open. 

First, all the justices and barons agreed that by the law all mines of gold 
and silver within the realm, whether they be in the lands of the queen or of 
subjects, belong to the queen, by prerogative, with liberty to dig and carry 
away the ores thereof and with other such inc is are necessary to 


dents there 
be need for the getting of the ore 
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And the Lord Dyer saia in this case, that although the vein or ore mentioned 
in the first plea was not open but close, at the time of the date of the patent, 
yetit might be termed a mine, quia de mineris aliqu#e sunt occulta, et aliqux 
aperi#, and that which is net open may be called a mine in his opinion. 

Also they allagreed that if the ore or mine in the soil of asubject be of copper, 
tin, Jead, or iron, in which there is no gold or silver, in this case the proprietor 
of the soil sha!! have the ore or mine, and not the crown by prerogative, for in 
such barren base metal no prerogative is given to the crown. 

Also they ail agreed that a mine royal, whether of base metal containing 
gold or silver, or of pure gold and silver only, may by the grant of the king be 





severed from the crown and be granted to another, for it is not an incident in- 
separable to the crown, but may be severed from it by apt and precise words. 
So that words which serve indifferently one construction as well as another 
shel! be taken in their filtest sense; and here it is not to be presumed that the 
king and queen who granted to the patentee all mines which were parcel of 
the possessions of Henry, late Earl of Northumberland, meant or intended 
that any mine royal which belonged to the crowa was parcel of his possessions, 
but that such mines as were proper and usual for subjects to have were parcel 
of his possessions, and such were intended, and no other. And therefore the 
words omnes « singulas mincras shall convey to the earl, now defendant, base 


mines only. 


Every contention of the Earl of Northumberland was declared to be 
without legal merit, and the gold and silver from mines known and from 
mines unknown at the date of the grant and seizin were declared to 
have remained in the sovereign, notwithstanding the grant was of all 
and singular the mines therein; while in the case we have in hand it is 
said the uaknowre mines passed to the grantee, although in express words 
of the grant it is declared they do not so pass. 

In the ordinance of the confederation of May 20, 1775, for the dis- 
posal of lands in the western territory, it is provided that there shall 
be reserved one-third part of all gold, silver, lead, and copper mines, to 
be sold or otherwise disposed of as Congress should hereafter direct, 
the deed to be given by the Commissioner ef the Land Office with a 
clause of reservation in the words of theact. Now, it is certain there 
were no known gold mines in the territory of the united or confederated 
colonies at that time, and it follows, if this theory of this court is cor- 
rect, that this enactment was impotent to reserve anything. 

Section 2315 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is entitled 
to exceptional consideration. It is something more than a description 
of what is granted and what is withheld; itis a rule of interpretation 
prescribed by the supreme power of the State over this subject, and it 
permits no looseness of interpretation and forbids grants of ‘lands 
valuable for minerals’’ by indirection. Some decisions on this subject 
deal with other and cognate laws with great vigor as it this law, being 
out of sight, were not in force. But this law comes to every claim to 
“lands valuable for minerals’? with the stern inquiry, is your claim 
based on a sale of lands mineral in their character expressly directed 
by law? If not, then that land is reserved from sale and if you have 
a patent therefor it is the work of the President’s clerk, has not legal 
efliciency, and is void. 

But a question of very serious import does arise whether without 
adequate facilities we have not given the Secretary authority to judge 
of and finally and forever to determine what are not mineral lands in 
the act of March 3, 1887. That act may be found in chapter 376, 
Statutes at Large, volume 24, page 556, and is as follows: 

An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in 


the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for 
other purposes, 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to immediately adjust, in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
each of the railroad land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
railroads and heretofore unadjusted. * * * 

Approved March 3, 1887. 

I confess, Mr. President, that I can not conceal my apprehension 
that in this section there lurks authority in the Secretary of the In- 
terior to ascertain and determine what is excluded as mineral land, 
and to except out such lands as he finds to be mineral and to give other 
lands in lieu thereof, and that it is a determination of that question 
once for all. Authority to adjust the graut gives implied authority to 
do everything essentially necessary to its complete adjustment, and to 
that complete adjustment a final determination of what is excluded 
from the primary grant must be made and an equivalent amount ot 
land be conveyed in the first and second indemnity limits to make the 
aggregate amount which is due to thecompany. Until this is done the 

justment is not complete. 

But an apprehension more grave haunts me. Will it not be held 
that patents issued out of the Interior Department for these lands will 
carry with them the conclusive presumption that the Secretary has ex- 
amined them and determined that they are not mineral, independent 
of the proposition whether in very truth he hail so examined them or 
no, and that the patent imports that the question is res adjudicata ? 
Against such a situation the brief bill defining the functions of a pat- 
ent is a sure defense until the uncertainty is reduced to a minimum, 
when it can be settled in a manner fair to all. 

Mr. DOLPH, Would it interrupt the Senator’s speech if I should 
ask him a question upon that precise point ? 

Mr. SANDERS. Not atall. 

Mr. DOLPH. Has not the Secretary of the Interior had all the 
while, in regard to every grant made for the construction of railroads, 
power to adjust the grant in the sense in which the word ‘‘ adjusted ’’ 
is used there, which is to determine what lands the company are enti- 
tied to in place so as to determine what lands they are entitled to as 
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indemnity; and does not the theory of the Senator that mines do not 
pass in the first place by the granting act or afterwards by the patent 
preclude the idea that any segregation of granted lands in place from 
those which were not granted because reserved would be a determina- 
tion as to whether the company should take the lands which were 
mineral? In other words, under the act of 1887 referred to, so far as 
the segregation of the act as to the granted lands from those that a: 
not granted but in place is concerned, does the approval of the selected 
lists (the Senator knows what they are) enlarge the power of the Secr 
tary of the Interior over the lands ? 

Mr. SANDERS. I have given the matter inquired of some reflec- 
tion. In the first place, I believe that as to lands in place nothing o! 
strength of titie can be imputed to the fact of selection or certification 
by the Secretary of the Interior. Second, there is no express language 
certainly in the act which I am discussing particularly, norin theothe: 
cognate acts, to give the Secretary of the Interior authority to deter 
mine what is and what is not mineral land so as that determination 
shall be final. In other words, the railroad companies, all of them, 
without patents and without this determination by the Secretary o1 
the Interior, have been adjudged by the Supreme Court and by all sub- 
ordinate courts which I know anything about to he the owners of these 
lands without action by the Secretary of the Jnterior. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not inclined to disagree, Iam rather inclined 
to agree with the Senator in the position he takes as to what the effec: 
of the granting act is as to mineral Jands. Iam not disposed, I say, 
to disagree with him on that point; but under the granting act it is 
certainly contemplated that there shall be an adjustment of the grant 
between the Government and the railroad company, because the 
amount of lands which the company takes in place must be first ascer- 
tained before it is entitled to any selection of indemnity lands, and the 
amount of land it takes by selection as lieu lands outside of the lands 
in place in what are called the indemnity limits must depend upon 
what lands are subject to the grantin place. Sothere is what I should 
call an adjustment, that is, a segregation of the railroad lands from the 
public lands which were reserved in the original grant in place, and 
then the approval of selections by the Secretary of the Interior for the 
loss of lands in place because they were subject to some prior appro- 

riation. 
' Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but the question is, is the Secretary’s ad- 
justment final? That is the point. 

Mr. DOLPH. As to mineral lands? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am not disposed to claim that it is, but I can not 
perceive that the adjustment required by the act of 1887 strengthens 
the case of those who claim that it is final. The adjustment was cer- 
tainly required by the nature of the granting act. Now it is simply 
provided in the act of 1887 that this adjustment shall be made, and 
what shall be done in certain cases where lands are in possession of 
settlers, etc. It doesnot give power to the Secretary to set over to the 
companies mineral lands. 

While I am up, if it will not interrupt the Senator 

Mr. SANDERS. Not at all. 

Mr. DOLPH. In order toapply what the Senator has been saying 
in regard to these mineral lands, agreeing with him that the lands be- 
long to the Government, I suppose the Senator agrees with me that 
they may be granted by appropriate words in an act of Congress or 
under general law—— 

Mr. SANDERS. Not under general laws. 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes, under general laws. Title may be acquired 
under general laws providing for the disposition of mineral lands. 

Mr. SANDERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then the question is a question of law as to whether 
mineral lands pass by the grant, for instance, to the Northern Pacific, 
the grant being a grant in presenti, upon a condition-subsequent. If 
the condition has been performed the act is in the nature of a contract 
between the Government and the company, and the title to the land 
is fixed by the act, not subject to change by courts or by Congress. 
So, as the Senator has already said, not ouly the title of mineral lands 
would not be passed if there had been no reservation in the measure 
we have now under consideration, but as there is a reservation in the 
act, a provision that no State or corporation shall acquire any additiona! 
right to any land under this act or by virtue of its provisions, there is 
nothing that it is competent for Congress todo in regard to the matter 
as to whether mineral lands have passed ornot under the act at present 
where the roads have been completed and the lands earned. 

Mr. SANDERS. If I rightly understand the matter which the Sen- 
ator from Oregon desires to inquire of, it will, perhaps, be explained 
by an answer which I once made to the chief-justice of my Territory, 
who, being new to these matters, inquired of me what tribunal had 
been appointed to determine between the United Statesand the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company whether lands were or were not granted, 
and when that tribunal was called upon to act. Hastily I replied to 
him that there was nothing of that kind. and that I was satisfied it was 
casus omissus—something that had been forgotten. 

Maturer reflection upon that matter, however, satisfied me, as this 
act was drawn by the ablest lawyers in the land, that there was pur- 














1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 10003 


posely omitted from it the creation of a tribunal to determine those | there was a mineral country there, and it had an idea that our 


















uestions, and that it was purposely omitted to define the time when | would understand what a mineral country was, and whenever the ra 

e question as to what was mineral and therefore reserved and what | roa reached that country there should be reserved every foot of it | 
was not mineral and therefore grantel land should take place, because | 20, or 30, or 40 miles. That ji hat is the matter with this whole 
those men knew that from the Mississippi River to the home of the | t! These people want to « lin until t} t intoa mine actu 
Senator, through which this road runs, the country was practically | al king and say that isexelud Phat eaieis 
unknown, and they were not willing at that early time to erect a tri- itsider as against 
bunal or to fix a time when this grant should be finally adjudicated If the Government had , : » land 
and the specific sections of landas against the mineral and non-mineral | that anybody wanted, t é 
question settled, because they knew that such a determi ation of that | but it did not 4 l a 
question until the industrial development of the country a 1d the p1 s- | the people genera 

cting of it must necessarily operate either to withdraw from the y. Itk i 
Dnited States vast quantities of minerals or to deny to the railroad com iat whole mou i 
pany lands which it wis in the intent of Congress within the mean- | land and should have be resé 1 held 
ing of the act that it should own. — | the British possessions to Mexico, a strip a 

Mr. DOLPH. I quite agree with the Senator. I say that it was | It would not have hurt anybod Mexico re 
not the intention of Congress that the grantees of this railroad grant | over hercountry L ha n fai with the 
should take mineral lands, that they were expressly excepted. I quite | a mine that had been worked for a hundred ye ( 
agree with him that it is not within the power of the Secretary of the | was mineral and a mining right belonging to 1 
Interior or the President of the United States or any power short ot | man is allowed to go there and buy i He can not buy at 1: Mex- > 
Congress to give these mineral lands to the grantees; that the courts can | ico, He can buy a right to work it, and whe 
not do it by construction; but if the grant did pass as to the mineral | to the Government, as it ought to ‘ 
lands not then discovered or not discovered at the time the map of the Chis whole thing has been led by pinching and b: 
final location was filed, then it is beyond the power of the judiciary | The Governmentoughtto haves \ rsou { : a 
and beyond the power of Congress to reclaim them. eotten men to gz re. and it may come down now to section 

Mr. SANDERS. I have nodoubt these non-miueral lands belong to | section to be investigated. The q on is not whether you s¢ ‘in 
the railroad companies, and not only that but that the legal title is in | on it, but is the land mineral in character? Does the roek ind . 
them; that the words ‘‘ there be and is hereby granted,”’ if it was a con- | metalliferous appearance so thata mine might be found there 

; tract would convey, and being a law does operate to convey, and that | can not be done, you will have to take a whole Territory fill 
after 25 miles were completed and accepted by the President the com- | prospectors and shut down on what minesthey have. But th ( 

. pany became entitled as against the United States to patents for them, | hold them anyhow. It would be so sickly around there that nobody 
; and that that land is as absolutely theirs as it was before the grant the | would want to live if he undertook to drive them away from ther 
land ot the United States. [ Langhter. ] 

Mr. DOLPH. What I desire to draw out is the fact, if the Senator Now, what we want to know and what such men 1 to know 
understands it to be so, that the bill agreed upon by the conference | what is mineral land, and after that is determined, if we have to take 
committee does not confer upon any railroad company any right to any | it by sections, the mineral land should be ascertained and reserved 
mineral lands it has not already under the granting act and it is ex- | What is the meaning of ‘‘lieu lands?’ It does not mean 600 feet by 
pressly so declared, 1,500 feet; if means when you come id i th unt 

Mr.SANDERS. It doesnot in any way or manner enlarge the right. | they shall be reserved to the people. the compan 

Mr. DOLPH. And it would be idle for Congress to undertake to | to go thereat all except torun ther ; , tot. 
legislate upon the subject, except to provide regulations for proper ad- | and depot grounds. You did not give them the und the 
ministration of the granting act, because if the lands belong to the | have no right to take it. The law does not sa : \ 
Government it would be an admission, which I understand the Senator | ‘‘ mineral lands.”’ 
would not favor, even to ask the railroad company to make anyrelease! [say what we want to know is what these people are entitled t 
of these lands to the Government. If they do belong to the company, | As to indemnity, of which th vat ym Oregon spoke, I am i 
then it would be beyond the power ot Congress to affect their rights. | very littleaboutthat. They havehadenough. I have nothing against 
That is all; I wished to apply his argument directly in answer to the | railroads; they are great civiliz nd conducive of great good, bu 
argument of the Senator from Alabama. a secondary consideration, for they are subject to it. Al) that { 

Mr. SANDERS, Certainly this bill does not in any shape or form | that this Government keep op that country for the prospect and 
strengthen in any railroad company its claim to mineral lands, It | keepasupervision over it from Mexico to British Columbia. Whenever 
is somewhat embarrassing to discuss a proposition that if the railroad | the mountains come up to three or four hundred feet high, w) t} 

5 company does now own these mineral lands it is not competent for | lands can not be cultivated, they should be reserved for mineral rights. 
Congress to deny them or to legislate with reference to them. There) Mr.SANDER This is a little aside from what I had prescribed 
is no use for Congress to doit. If the words we have already used do | to myself. I say that itis pretty certain that neither my colleague nor 
not operate to deny to them the mizeral lands we can not pick any | myself could have been here if our people had not been of opinion 
other words left in the dictionary outof itthat willdenythem. Being | that we would do our best toconvince the Congress of the | | States 
decidedly of the opinion that the mineral lands remain to us, and that | that the mineral lands or the mines did not belon x to the railroad com- 
if one thousand years hence a mine is discovered in an odd section of | pany, and that we would insist upon such legislation a ld make 
land which it will pay to work, thereby it will be demonstrated that | that matter plain. 
on the 2d day of July, 1864, Congress had that particular land in| I will say that my bill is a tentative measure merely. It I 
mind when it said we except that mineral land out of that grant, and | defines what shall be the effect of the future action of the « 
it not only then becomes but it is thereby demonstrated that it has department until the legislative department shall have i nt 
been always during the thousand years the property of the United States. | scheme whereby this matter shall be finally determined. In con 

Mr. BLAIR. How about an indemnity? | tion with our Representative in the House of Key tives we | 

Mr. SANDERS. Not expecting particularly to be here at the ex- | thought it wise, and the bill has been introd lin that Hous 
piration of that time, I am not able to answer whether there would be | viding that the lands within the mineral 1 
anything in the indemnity limits or not. | orable Senator from California, in the face of whose experience and 

I wish to say with reference to the matter that when the bill todeal | knowledge on that subject I think I myself ought to be dumb, shall 
with the land laws comes before the Senate I shall hope to be able to | be divided into three different classes. Virst, tha all determin 
have attached to it the bill which I introduced myself, which does not | such lands as are incontestably not mineral. Second. tl hall de 
assume to do more than to say that the acts of the Executive hereafter | termine such lands as are incontesta mineral 
occurring shall not operate to give color of title in any shape or form As to those two classes on the odd-numbered 
whatever to the railroad company to mineral lands. I undertake to | be granted to the Northern Pacilic Railroad { 
declare the significance of future acts and not to interpretacts that are | upon the landsclearly not mineral. Uponthe lands which mineral 
passed any further than to assert that they shall be and remain the | indemnity may be taken by the Northern Pa »f the 
property of the United States, which, as we have asserted it every time | indemnity beltsif theyshall be preserved. In th of politics 
we haveever dealt with this question, I hope there will be nerve enough | and the suppositions of what would be popular I believe those in- 
in the Senate to do now. demnity belts have been subjected tosettlement at various times, or at 

Mr. HEARST. I will ask the Senator if the trouble does not arise | least such efforts have been made: buat for mineral landsit should have 
more on what is mineral land than anything else ? indemnity. Then we should perhaps ask the Congress of the United 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes, sir. States, with the consent of the Northern Pacific Railroad, if we shall 

Mr. HEARST. I presume that when Congress was making these | conclude such consent necessary, which I doubt not we might obtain 
laws in 1864, or whatever time it was, the Government had some sort | to allow them upon tue unquestioned agricultural Jands in the in 


of notion that there was some mineral land in those mouvtains, but it | demnity limits to take lands in lieu of these lands of pos 
did not have any idea that a particular mine should be retained by | character, but of which those containing valuable mines : 
the Government, or another one, or another one, It had an idea that | be ascertained. 
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Mr. HEARST. That is what I said; in a thousand years from now 
I have no doubt mines will be found in many of those lands, 

Mr. SANDERS. I beg pardon of my friend. I do nut wish to in- 
terrupt him, but I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

Mr. ALLISON. You have plenty of time. 

Mr. SANDERS. Then I shall be glad to have the Senator from Cali- 
fornia complete his statement. 

Mr. HEARST. The Government gave a right to the railroads to go 
across thecontinent. From information derived from Lewis and Clarke 
and others and the discovery of gold in California it was known that 
there were precious metals and minerals in these mountains, which 
the Government undertook to reserve and did reserve. They did not 
say they would reserve any particular mine, but they reserved the 
mineral lands, the mining country. Whether the mining lands were 
of a large or small extent, they were reserved entirely by the Govern- 
ment and kept in the ownership of the Government. 

Everybody wants to crowd upon that land, and the railroad people 
claim everything where there is a mine known to exist. There were 
20 mines known to exist when the grant was made. The settlers and 
the farming people wanted to go and take up their claims, and so they 
insisted that there were no mining lands, for the reason that there were 
no mines being worked. So it is with everybody who wants to inter- 
fere with the mines. They do not allow anything as far as the grant 
goes. They ignore it, when it is plain on the face of it that the Gov- 
ernment intended to reserve all the land where there were supposed to 
be any mines, 

For the purpose of reserving these lands more thoroughly to the peo- 
ple, a law was passed by which there could be taken buat 600 feet by 
1,500 feet—not that the claimants would not like to have more, not 
because it is not mineral land, but the Government wanted to reserve 
it and deal it out in small quantities, and therefore it said, ‘‘ You 
shall not take more than 600 feet by 1,500 feet in a claim;’’ not but 
what the land is mineral land, but it wanted to give every man who 
goes there a chance to get hold of a claim, and when he gets broke he 
can go there and make a raise. 

The trouble here has been that the mineral land never has been seg- 
regated by any competeut persons; and it never ha; been clearly indi- 
cated what is mineral and what is agricultural land, and those are the 
only two divisions which are made—agricultural lands and mineral 
lands, 

The effort has been, by railroad companies and others, to take the 
land from the miners. ‘The Government has nobody there as a witness, 
while the man who wants to take the land away can find plenty of 
witnesses who will swear that there is no mineral in the lard, and so 
the claimant takes the ground, and then he gets his patent; and if the 
mineral is not actually reserved by the Government, then comes a con- 
troversy; and that is the controversy whether the patent carries the 
mineral or not. 

I am of the opinion that there ought to be a competent commission 
organized to segregate the mineral lands from the farming lands, so 
that the miner may know what his rights are and be in a position to 
defend himself. As it is now, the miner is not safe, he has no rights, 
and everybody seems to be against him. 

I beg pardon of the Senator from Montana for having interrupted him. 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam very glad to have the Senator make a con- 
tribution to my uninteresting homily. 

It isa misfortune that it is not merely on the odd-numbered sec- 
tions that the prospector to a very large extent is nowexcluded. The 
lands are unsurveyed in the mountains and on the foot-hills. where most 
of these quartz mines are, and a suspicion that possibly a railroad com- 
pany might own the mine on the odd section operates to exclude the 
ininer just as.effectually from the even-numbered section, because the 
surveys do not tell which are the odd and which are the even sections, 
and that is a very grave difficulty. 

On the proposition whereby our legislation dealt in 1841 with the 
word ‘* mines ’’ as English legislation and the Spanish ordinances had 
dealt with it, and later substituted the phrase ‘‘on mineral lands,’’ 
I do not know that I can throw any further light than I have sought 
to do in what I have already said. It is a misfortune, perhaps, that 
that question has not been presented to the Supreme Court with the 
same degree of fullness and vigor that itshould have been, though per- 
haps the resultof it would not have been different trom what has al- 
ready occurred. It is truc in the State of California, I think it is true 
in my own State, it is true of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
that they have defined the phrase ‘‘ mineral lands’’ to be lands com- 
mercially valuable for the purposes of mining, perhaps not saying in 
so many words that they must be such lands as you could go upon 
and upon the investment of $10,000 take $10,000 away, which would 
bea pretty profitable mine, but that they must be such lands as wonld 
ordinarily induce people to go and work them for the purposes of 
mining—I think the decisions have not gone further than that—and 
that they must be profitable for the purposes of mining in order to be 
excluded from these grants, There are a number of decisions of that 
kind casually made. I can notsay thatthey were made after sufficient 
examination or after sufficient argument. 

Mr, PLUMB. If the Senator does not desire to conclude his re- 


marks this evening, as it is now late, will ke yield for a motion to 
adjourn ? 

Mr. SANDERS. 
that proposition. 
desires to go away, and finish my remarks, or I am willing for the Sen- 
ate to adjourn, as it may prefer. 


I am willing to take the advice of the Senate on 
Iam willing myself to excuse every Senator who 


Mr. PLUMB. It is now a quarter to 6 o’clock, and it is perhaps just 
as well to adjourn, if the Senator will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before making the motion, I wish to state that the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] has suggested to me that 
there is an error in the report of the committee of conference relating 
to the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, and one which apparently does 
not conform to the intention of the conferees. Whether material or 
immaterial, it seems proper that it should be again submitted to the 
committee, and I therefore ask leave to withdraw the report of the 
committee, with the statement that I shall again report it on Monday 
morning and ask the Senate to continue its consideration until it is com- 
pleted, hoping to be able to have it finally concluded on Monday, and 
perhaps at a very early hour on that day. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he can give 
the Senate any idea of the time of the probable close of this debate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can not. I hope, and I have no doubt, it will be 
concluded on Monday, but if the Senator asks for the hour at which it 
will be disposed of, I can not say. 

Mr. BLAIR. What I desire to know is the time of the probable con- 
clusion of the matter. The Senator must see that it is important to 
know this, as other matters are pressing upon us. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is a matter of some importance, and I hope Sen- 
ators who have been fortunate enough to take up considerable portions 
of the time heretofore about matters in which they were interested 
will not be too impatient about the time given to this important ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent on the part of the managers of the conference, the report 
not yet having been made in the House of Representatives, to with- 
draw the report for further examination, with the understanding that 
it is to be submitted again on Monday, to which the Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion that I 
may move an executive session. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, ‘ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 52 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, September 13, 
1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


I move that the Senate do now adjourn until 12 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations rcceived by the Senate the 12th day of September, 1890. 
POSTMASTER. 


Henry Sherwood, to be postmaster at Washington, in the District of 
Columbia, in the place ot John W. Koss, resigned. 


CONSUL. 
Theodore M. Schleier, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States 
at Amsterdam, vice David Eckstein; recalled. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frupay, September 12, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
D. D. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


THE JOURNAL OF TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 2. 


The SPEAKER. The first business is the demand for the previous 
question upon the approval of Tuesday’s Journal,upon which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 34, not 
voting 178; as follows: 


YEAS—113. 
Adams Baker, Bergen, Burrows, 
Allen, Mich. Banks, Boothman, Burton, 
Anderson, Kans. Bayne, Brewer, Caldwell 
Arnold, Beckwith, Brosius, Campbell 
Atkinson, Pa, Belknap, Buchanan, N.J. Candler, Mass. 
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Cannon, Haugen, Morey, Sherman, 
Caswell, Henderson, DL Morse, Simonds, 
Cheadle, Henderson, lowa Mutchiler, Smith, 1, 
Cheaiham, Hermann, Nute, Spooner, 
Clark, Wis. Hill, O'Neill, Pa. Stephenson, 
Cogswell, Hitt, Osborne, Stewart, Tex. 
Coleman, Hopkins, Owen, Ind, Stivers, 
Comstock, Kennedy, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Conger, Kerr, lowa Payson, Taylor, EF. B. 
Connell Ketcham, Perkins, Taylor, J.D. 
Craig, Kinsey, Pickler, Taylor, Tenn. 
Culberson, Tex. Lacey, Post, Thomas, 
Culbertson, Pa, La Follette, Quackenbush, fownsend, Colo. 
Dingley, Laws, Raines, Townsend, Pa, 
Pannell, Lehlbach, Ray, Vandever 
Evans, Lind, Reed, Iowa Wade, 
Farquhar, Lodge, teilly, Walker, 
Frank, Mason, Reyburn, Wallace, N.Y. 
Funston, McClellan, Rife, Wickham, 
Gear, McComas, Rock well, Williams, Ohio 
Ciest, McCormick, Rowell, Yardley. 
(ireenhalge, McKinley, Russel), 

‘irosvenor, Moffitt, Sanford, 

Harmer, Moore, N. H. Seull, 

NAYS—34. 

Allen, Miss. Crain, McCreary, Sayers, 
Andrew, Crisp, MeMillin, Shively 
Bankhead, Forney, McRae, larsney 
Breckinridge, Hare, Morgan, Curner, Ga. 
Briekner, Holman, ©’ Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Brown, J. B. Kilgore, O'Neil, Mass, Wike, 
Buchanan, Va. Lanham, Parrett, Willeox. 
Buckalew, Maish, Peel, 

Caruth, Martin, Ind. Penington, 

NOT VOTING—I78. 

Abbott, Darlington, Lane, Sawyer 
Alderson, Davidson, Lansing, Seranton, 
Anderson, Miss. De Haven, Lawler, Seney, 
Atkinson, W.Va. De Lano, Lee, Skinner, 
Barnes, Dibble, Lester, Ga. Smith, W. Va. 
Rartine, Dickerson, Lester, Va. Smyser, 
Barwig, Dockery, Lewis, Snider, 

Belden Dolliver, Maguer, Spinola, 
Biggs, Dorsey, Mansur, Springer, 
Bingham, Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Stahinecker 
Blanchard, Edmunds, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Elliott, McOarthy, Stewart, Vt. 
Bliss, Ellis, McClammy, Stockdale, 
Blount, Enloe, McCord, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Ewart, MeDuffie, Stone, Mo. 
Boutelle, Featherston, McKenna, Struble, 
Bowden, Finley, Miles, Stump, 
Brookshire, Fitch, Milliken, Sweney, 
Brower, Fithian, Mills, Taylor, I! 
Browne, T. M. Flick, Montgomery, Thompson 
Browne, Va. Flood, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Brunner, Flower, Morrill, ‘Tracey, 
Bullock, Forman, Morrow, Cucker, 
Bunn, Fowler, Mudd, Turner, Kans. 
Butterworth, Geissenhdiner, Niedringhaus, Parner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Gibson, Norton, Van Schaick, 
Candler, Ga. Gifford, Oates, Vaux, 
Carlton, Goodnight, O’ Donnell, Venable, 
Carter, Grimes, O’ Neall, Ind. Waddill, 
Catchings, Grout, Outhwaite, Wallace, Mass. 
Chipman, Hall, Owens, Ohio Washington, 
Clancy, Hansbrough, Paynter, Wheeler, Mich. 
Olarke, Ala. Hateh, Perry, Whiting, 
Clements, Hayes, Peters, Whitthorne, 
Clunie, Haynes, Phelan, Wiley, 

Cobb, Heard, Pierce, Wilkinson, 
Cooper, Ind. Hemphill, Price, Williams, Lil. 
Cooper, Ohio Henderson, N.C. Pugsley, Wilson, Ky. 
Cothran, Herbert, Quinn, Wilson, Mo. 
Covert, Hooker, Randall, Wilson, Wash. 
Cowles, Houk, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cummings, Kelley, Robertson, Wright 
Cutcheon, Kerr, Pa. togers, Yoder. 

Dalzell, Knapp, Rowland, 

Dargan, Laidlaw, Rusk, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Pending the roll-call: 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. JOHNSON, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nounced that the ~ 
the bill (s. iting the right of way to the Hutchinson and 
Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony. in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State of Texas, asked a con‘erence with the House on 


3 
aN . Bal 


the disagreeing votes of the two Honses thereon, and had appointed | 
Mr. DAWEs, Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, and Mr. Jones of Arkansas, confer- | 


ees on the part of the Senate. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with | 


amendments, the bill (H. R. 8792) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, Minv., asked a conter- 
ence with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. Vesr, Mr. 
WASHBURN, and Mr. SAWYER conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the*revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
House thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
ALLison, Mr. Hiscook, Mr. McPHERSON, Mr, VANcr, and Mr. CAR- 
LISLE conferees on the part of the Senate, 


equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes is referred to t] 


|} Mr. Finney with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgi 


nate disagreed te the amendments of the House to | 


5 : : = 

HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPAN 

| Mr. PERKINS. One of the bills announced by the Clerk of tie 
| Senate is a right-of-way bill giving to the Hutchinson and Southern 


,; Railroad Company the right to build a road from the southern bound 
| ary of Kansas to the city of Guthrie, in Oklahoma. We passed an 
| amendment here a few days ago changing the bil in that particular. 
| The Senate has non-concurred in the amendment and asked a commit 
| tee of conference. I ask unanimous consent that the request of the 
| Senate be concurred in and that a committes 
| by the House. 

Mr. O’FERRALI Mr. 


Oot cor enee be ore 


speaker, I object 
rHE 
rhe bill 


REVENUE BILI 


The SPEAKER. H. R. 9416) to reduce the reve 


| Committee on Ways and Means 


THE JOURNAL OF TUESDAY, SEPL EMBER *. 


The Clerk then resumed and completed the calling of the 
| ‘The Clerk announced the following pairs 


Until further notice: 


Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELurs. 


Mr. GIFPoRD w 


ith Mr. ROWLAND 
| Mr. McCorp with Mr. Frrmra 
| Mr. Howk with Mr. ENLOE. 


Mr. WADE with Mr. DocKERY 


| Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 
| Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Sprnona 
| Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLs. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Moors, of Texas 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. ATKINSO®, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD 

Mr. PuGSLEY with Mr. HAYNES, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 


Mr. CurCHEON with Mr. FoRMAN, 


Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 


Mr. Smiru, of West Virginia, with Mr. Wirson, of West Virginia 
Mr. Buiss with Mr, CHIPMAN, 
Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. HAYEs. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. GIBSON, 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 
Mr. De LANO with Mr, DuNPiry. 
Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE, 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr, STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. Firen. 
Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr. Cops 
Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. Anport 
Mr. VAN ScCHAICK with Mr. Srewant, of Georgia. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. Hatcu, 
Mr. WILson, of Washington, with Mr. Fowrnher 
Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANt 
Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNI 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. Flower 
Mr. WADDILL with Mr. TILLMA 
Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 
Mr. WALLACE with Mr. Rocrr 
Mr. Fioop with Mr. Cowrt 
Mr. BInGcuaM with Mr, WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CATCHIN« 
Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. Tucker 
| Mr. DorsEY with Mr. GooDNIGHT. 
| Mr. SMyser with Mr. Ropertson, 
Mr. KNAprp with Mr. SKINNER 
Mr. HALL with Mr. Rusk, 
Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, ol 
Mr. FraAnNK with Mr. BLAND. 
{ Mr. THOMAS M. BRowNeE with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr, Pirre 
| Mr. Brewer with Mr. Coverr, September 4 to September ! r un- 
| til further notice. 
Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas, « xcept bankrupt md national- 


bank legislation 
Mr. DINGLEY 
directed. 


Mr. McDurrik with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 
Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Lester, of Virginia, for this week. 
Mr. BARTINE with Mr. Tracey, for one week. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, for this day. 

Mr. BowDEN with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, on th 
Mr. EwWArr with Mr. WILKINSON, for this day. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. DARGAN, on this vote, 


with Mr. SPRINGER from Angust 27 until otherwise 


vote, 





penile RG A DORE IRIE LEME LEIDEN Ey! LTD 


Li we Et pe ma oe ge 





“ - 
ne tel acting eet tl 


ae Se ae. 


Sele sh ia AE 


eee 


LO006 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD], but in order to make a 
quorum I have voted. If there be a quorum present, I desire to with- 
draw my vote, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
my colleague from West Virginia, Mr. ALDERSON. _ If he were present, 
I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ I desire to be counted for the purpose of making 
a quorum, 

Mr, BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I am paired with 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Covert]. I have voted to make 
a quorum, according to our arrangement. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, I vote for the purpose of making a 
quorum, 

Mr. STRUBLE, Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hayes]; otherwise I should have voted ‘‘ay.’’ If by voting 
my name would make a quorum, I desire to vote. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am announced as paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], but I have voted in accordance with 
the terms of our pair in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr, Lester], but in order to make a quorum I have voted. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am also paired, but I desire to vote in 
order to make a quorum. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Nevada [ Mr. 
}ARTINE], and therefore did not vote. I desire to have my presence 


noted. 
Mr. FRANK. Iam paired with the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND]. I voted to make a quorum. 


‘The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of an- 
nouncing that the absence of my colleague, Mr. ByNuM, is due to 
very serious illness. 

‘The Clerk anpounced the following members as present and not 
voting: 

Mr. ATKINSON of West Virginia, Mr. BLount, Mr. Bowp#x, Mr. Browse of 
Virginia, Mr. Cannon, Mr. CLtements, Mr, Covert, Mr, Cummines, Mr, De 
HAven, Mr. Flower, Mr. GrissennHarner, Mr, Henperson of North Carolina, 
Mr, Hersert, Mr. McApoo, Mr. McKenna, Mr. Morriti, Mr. Suirn of West 
Virginia, Mr. Strusie, Mr. Tracry, Mr. TcorNer of Kansas, and the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 113 and the nays 
are 34, and these, together with those noted as present and not voting, 
constituting a quorum present, the question recurs on the approval 
of the Journal of Tuesday. 

Mr, O°’FERRALL. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 3, not 
voting 183; as follows: 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 12, 








Dargan, Hemphill, Mudd, Stockdale, 
Darlington, Henderson, N.C. Niedringhaus, Stone, Ky. 
Davidson, Herbert, Norton, Stone, Mo. 
De Haven, Hooker, O’ Donnell, Struble, 
De Lano, Houk, O' Neall, Ind. Stump, 
Dibble, Kelley, O'Neil, Mass. Sweney, 
Dickerson, Kerr, Pa. Outhwaite, Taylor, Il, ' 
Dockery, Kilgore, Owen, Ind. Thompson, 
Dolliver, Knapp, Owens, Ohio Tillman, 
Dorsey, Laidlaw, Paynter, Tracey, 
Dunphy, Lane, Peel, Tucker, 

| Edmunds, Lansing, Perry, Turner, Ga. 

Elliott, Lawler, Peters, Turner, N. Y. 
Ellis, Lee, Phelan, Van Schaick, 
Enloe, Lester, Ga. Pierce, Vaux, 
Ewart, Lester, Va. Price, Venable, 
Featherston, Lewis, Pugsley, Waddill, 
Finley, Magner, Randall, Wallace, Mass. 
Fitch, Maish, Richardson, Washington, 
Fithian, Mansur, Robertson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Flood, Martin, Tex. Rogers, Wheeler, Mich. 
Forman, McCarthy, Rowland, Whiting, 
Fowler, McClammy, Rusk, Whitthorne, 
Geissenhainer, McCord, Sawyer, Wickham, 
Gibson, McDuffie, Scranton, Wike, 
Gifford, McKenna, Seney, Wiley, 
Goodnight, MeMillin, Skinner, Wilkinson, 
Grimes, McRae, Smith, W. Va. Williams, Il, 
Grout, Miles, Smyser, Wilson, Ky. 
Hall, Milliken, Snider, Wilson, Mo. 
Harmer, Mills, Spinola, Wilson, Wash. 
Hatch, Montgomery, Springer, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hayes, Moore, Tex. Stahinecker, Wright, 
Haynes, Morgan, Stewart, Ga. Yoder. 

| Heard, Morrow, Stewart, Vt. 

| 

| 


Mr. DoLLIverR with Mr. ALDERSON, until further notice. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. DARGAN, on this vote. 


| Mr. CRAIN, 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote. 


The name of Mr. CRAIN was called, and he voted ‘‘ yea.”’ 
The vote was recapitulated. 


‘The SPEAKER. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Asporr, Mr. BLount, Mr. Browne of Virginia, Mr. BocuaNnAN of New Jer- 
sey, Mr. Covert, Mr. De Haven, Mr. GetssenHAINneR, Mr. Hersert, Mr. Hoox- 
ER, Mr. McKenna, Mr. OwEns of Ohio, Mr. Sawvenr, Mr. SuitTH of West Virginia, 
Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr. Strvus_e, and Mr. Speaker Rrxp. 


The SPEAKER. 


! 
present and not voting. 


The Clerk will announce the names of members 


Is there any other gentleman present who did not 
yote whose name has not been noted as present? 


[After a pause. ] 


On this question the yeas are 139, the nays 3, and with the namesan- 


ent. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. 


nounced are not a sufficient number to make a quorum. 
I make the point that there is no quorum pres- 


YEAS—139. 
Adams, Comstock, Kinsey, Ray, 
Allen, Mich. Conger, Lacey, Reed, lowa 
Anderson, Kans. Connell, La Follette, Reilly, 
Andrew, Craig, Laws, Reyburn, 
Arnold, Crain, Lehlibach, Rife, 
Atkinson, Pa. Crisp, Lind, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Culberson, Tex. Lodge, Rowell, 
Baker, Culbertson, Pa. Martin, Ind. Russell, 
Bankhead Cummings, Mason, Sanford, 
Banks, Dingley, McAdoo, Scull, 
Bayne, Dunnell, McClellan, Sherman, 
Beckwith, Evans, McComas, Shively, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McCormick, Simonds, 
bergen, Flick, McCreary, Smith, I. 
Boothman Flower, McKinley, Spooner, 
Bowden, Forney, Moffitt, Stephenson, 
Breckinridge, Frank, Moore, N. H. Stewart, Tex. 
Brewer, Funston, Morey, Stivers, 
Brickner, Gear, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Brosius, Gest, Morse, Tarsney, 
Brown, J. B. Greenhalge, Mutchler, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor, Nute, Taylor, J. D. 
Buckalew, Hansbrough, Oates, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Hare, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Burton, Haugen, Osborne, Townsend, Colo. 
Caldwell, Henderson, Ill. Parrett, ‘Townsend, Pa. 
Campbell, Henderson, lowa Payne, Turner, Kans. 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Payson, Vandever, 
Cannon, Hill, Penington, Wade, 
Caswell, Hitt, Perkins, Walker, 
Cheadle, Holman, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Post, Willeox, 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Quackenbush, Williams, Ohio 
Cogewell, Kerr, lowa Quinn, Yardley. 
Coleman, Ketcham, Raines, 


Lanham, 


NAYS—3. 


O’Ferral), 


Sayers. 


NOT VOTING—153. 


Abbott, Bland, Bullock, Clarke, Ala. 
Alderson, Bliss, Bunn, Clements, 
Allen, Migs. Blount, Butterworth, Clunie, 
Anderson, Miss, Boatner, Bynum, Cobb, 
Barnes, Boutelle, Candler, Ga. Cooper, Ind. 
Bartine, Brookshire, Cariton, Cooper, Ohio 
Barwig, Brower, Carter, Cothran, 
Belden, Browne, T. M. Caruth, Covert, 
Biggs, Browne, Va. Catchings, Cowles, 
Bingham, Brunner, Chipman, Gutcheon 
Blanchard, Buchanan, Va. Clancy, Dalzell, 


Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 


ee 


The question was put; and there were—ayes 87, noes 5. 
So a call of the House was ordered. 
The roll was called; and the following-named members failed to an- 


swer: 
Abbott, Cowles, Lansing, Russell, 
Alderson, Cummings, Lawler, Sanford, 
Allen, Miss. Cutcheon, Lester, Ga. Sawyer, 
Anderson, Miss. Dalzell, Lester, Va. Seranton, 
Andrew, Dargan, Lewis, Seney, 
Banks, Darlington, Lodge, Skinner, 
Barnes, De Lano, Magner, Smyser, 
Bartine, Dibble, Maish, Snider, 
Barwig, Dickerson, Mansur, Spinola, . 
Belden, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Biggs, Dolliver, Mason, StahInecker, 
Bingham, Dorsey, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McClammy, Stewart, Vt. 
Bland, Ellis, McCord, Stockdale, 
Bliss, Enloe, McCormick, Stone, Mo. 
Boatner, Ewart, McDuffie. Stump, 
Boothman, Featherston, Miles, Sweney, 
Boutelle, Finley, Milliken, Taylor, Ill. 
Brookshire, Fitch, Mills, Tiliman, 
Brower, Fithian, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Browne, T. M. Flood, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Browne, Va. Forman, Morrow, Turner, N.Y. 
Brunner, Fowler, Niedringhaus, Van Schaick, 
Buckalew, Geissenhainer, O'Donnell, Vaux, 
Bullock, Gibson, O’Neall, Ind. Venable 
Butterworth, Gifford, O'Neil, Mass, Waddiil, 
Bynum, Goodnight, Outhwaite, Ww " b 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, Owen, Washington, 
Candler, Mass. Grout, Paynter, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cannon, Hall, Peel, Whiting, 

lton, Harmer, Perkins, Whitthorne, 
Carter, Hatch, rry, Wiley, 
Catchings, Haynes, Peters, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Heard, Phelan, Williams, Il). 
Clancy, Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, Ky. 
Clarke, Ala. i . Pugsley, Wilson, Mo. 
Clanie, Kelley, Randall, Wilson, Wash 
Cobb, | east, Pa. Rife, wie. Ww. Va. 
Cooper, \° gore, Robertson, right, 
pa ae Ohio Pp, Rogers, Yoder. 

ran, Laidlaw, Rowland, 

Covert, Lane, Rusk, 





1890. 





The following members reported to the Clerk, and were noted as 
present under the rule: 

Mr. ANDREW, Mr. BrowNneof Virginia, Mr. BoorHMAN, Mr. BARNES, 
Mr. Hooker, Mr. MAson, Mr. CumMiNGs, Mr. Covert, Mr. HARMER, 
Mr. Kevuey, Mr. PEEL, Mr. McCLAMMY, Mr. SANFORD, Mr. Lopag, Mr. 
Rire, Mr. CANDLER of Massachusetts. 

Mr. NORTON. 
op account of sickness. 


last two days, and requested me to ask that he be excused from attend- 


ance. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask leave of absence until Monday for my col- 
league [ Mr. WHITTHORNE]. He expects to be here on Monday, and 
I ask that he be excused until that time. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Under a call of the House, the Chair is 
in doubt whether a Jeave of absence can be granted further than for 
the day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I ask for it for to-day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence 
Mr. FEATHERSTON, on account of sickness 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague 
[Mr. WHITING] be excused for to-day on account of sickness in his 
family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague {| Mr. W1L- 
KINSON], who is confined to his bed by sickness, he excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Iask that my colleague [Mr. BArwia] be ex- 
cused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I announced before that 
my colleague [Mr. ByNuM] was detained at his residence on account 
of serious sickness in his family. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The excuse made by the gentleman on 
aftormer roll-call will be good for the day. 


lor to day for 


Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. HEARD] is absent | 
He has been absent on that account for the 
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Browne, Va Finley McDuffie, Smith, W. Va 
Brunner, Fitch McKenna, Smyser, 
Buchanan, Va Fithian MeMillin, Snider, 
Bulloc! Flood, McRae, Spinola, 
Butterworth Flows Miles Springer, 
Byn For Milli Stahlr | 
Candler, Ga Fowle Mills Stewart, Ga 
arit tieis MI mery Stewart, Vt 
arter, Gibso Moore, N. H. Stockdale 
‘aruth q@ ord M ox rex Ste » Ky 
Yatchings Goodnig Morey 
Shipman, ( M 
Nancy, Gre M we 
larke, Ala Ha vl lavlor 
Nements tla Mutehlet rillma 
‘unie, Hay iedringhaus Tracey 
‘obb, Haynes 0’ Donnell, Puck 
Yooper, Ind Heard, O’Neall, Ind Turner, Kana, 
‘ooper, Ohio Hemphill, O'Ne Mass Purne . s 
‘othran Henderson, N.C Outhwaite, Vans ‘ 
Xovert Herbert, Owen, Ind Vaux 
‘owles, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Venable 
‘utcheo Houk Paynter Wadd 
Jalzelt, Kerr, Pa Peel Wade, 
Jargan, Kilgore Perry Wallace, Mass 
Darlingtor Knapp Peters Washingtor 
Davidson Laidlaw, Phelan Wheeler, Aia 
De Have Lane, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich, 
De Lano, Lansing, Pierce, Whiting, 
Dibble Lawler Price Whitthorne 
| Dickerson Lec Pugsley Wiley 
Leater, Ga Quinn, Wilkinson 
Lester, Va Randall Williams, | 
Lewis, Richardso Wilson, K 
. Magner Robertson Wilson, Mo 
ds Maish, Rogers Wilson, Wash. 
Mansur Rowland Wilson, W. Va. 
Martin, Tex Rusk, Wright 
McCarthy Seranton Yoder 


The Clerk informs the Chair that 159 members have answered to | 


their names, and 16 have given in their names to the Clerk as present 
since the call of the roll commenced, making a quorum present. 
[ After a pause. } 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
Mr. HAUGEN. 


| move that the House adjourn. 


der the call. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


to 


I move to dispense with all further proceedings un- 


Then I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 
The question was put; and the motion of Mr. HAUGEN was agreed 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the approval of 


the Journal of Tuesday, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 6, not vot- 
as follows: 


ing 182; 


Adams, Connell, Lacey, Rockwell, 
Allen, Mich. Craig, La Follette, Rowell! 
Anderson, Kans, Crain, Lanhain Russell, 
Andrew, Crisp, Laws, Sanford 
Arnold, Culberson, Tex. Lehibach, Sawyer 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa. Lind, Sayers, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cummings, Lodge, Seull, 
Baker, Dingley, Martin, Ind. Sherman, 
Bayne, Dunnell, Mason, Shively, 
Beck with, Evans, McAdoo. Simonds, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McClellan, Smith, Ii. 
Bergen, Flick, McComas, Spooner, 
Boothman, Forney, McCormick, Stephenson 
Bowden, Frank, McKinley, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Funston, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Brewer, Gear, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Brickner, Gest, Morse, Struble, 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Norton, Tarsney, 
Brown, J. B. Grosvenor, Nute, ‘Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N.J. Hans»rough, Oates, Taylor, J. D. 
Buckalew, Hare, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Harmer, Osborne, Thomas, 
Burton, Haugen, Parrett, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Il. Payne, Townsend, Colo, 
Campbell, Henderson, Iowa Payson, Townsend, Pa. 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Penington, Vandever, 
Cannon, Hill, Perkins, Walker, 
Caswell, Hitt, Post, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Holman, Quackenbush, Wickhain, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Raines, Willcox, 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, Ray, Villiams, Ohio 

well, Kennedy, Reed, Iowa Yardley 
Coleman, Kerr, lowa Reilly, 
Comstock, Ketcham, Reyburn, 
Conger, Kinsey, tife, 

, NAYS—46. 
Allen, Miss. McCreary, Turner, Ga. Wike 
Bunn, O’ Ferrall, 
NOT VOTING—I282. 

Abbott, Barnes, Bingham. Boatner, 
Alderson, Bartine, Blanchard, Boutelle, 
Anderson, Miss. Barwig, Bland, Brookshire, 
Bankhead, Belden, Bliss, Brower, 
Banks, Biggs, Blount, Browne, T. M. 


Y EAS—137 





| 


| mand, shall pro 
| ing when the m 
shall 





wart 
“eatherston 


MecClaminy, 
MeCord, 
The vote was recapitulated. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 
Mr. O'FERRALL. No quorum 
Mr. McKINLEY. It is evident, Mr. Speaker, we can 
quorum to-day, and [ move the House do now adjourn, 


Seney, 


Skinner 


137, the nays 6 


not vet a 


‘The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’elock and 53 min- 

utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was int: 
duced and referred as follow 

By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts 

Resolved, That the Rules of the House be amended ulding two se ons to 
Rule XVI, as follows 

“Smo. 4}. No question shall be entertained by the Speaker touching adjour: 
ment, or a recess, or to lay on the table, or to postpone, or to recommit, or to 
reconsider, unless a majority of the menibers within the bar of the House 1 
to second such questior Provided, Five members rise to object to such motion 


Sec. 4}. When less than a quorum is present when the vote on any questior 


begins, or during the vote, a motion for the call of the House shall then be frat 
in order, and if acall of the Mouse is then ordered and upon such eall of the 
House a quorum is secured, the Speaker, upon the demand of any membe 
which is seconded by a majority of those voting upon a division upon that de 


eed to take the vote by yea and nay up 
otion for the call of the Hous 


dispense with further proceedings 


m the question pend 
und before the llouse 


rder for a call of the 


Was made 
nder the 
louse 
to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11912) for removal of charges of 
desertion from Anderson Malone, accompanied by a report (No, S078 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr, FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor 
ably the bill of the House (IH. R. 7184 
Finnerty, accompanied by a report (No. 
the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 4725) for the 
W. Webb, accompanied by a report (No. 3080 
the Whole House. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Ind 


granting a pension to 


3079 o the Committee of 
reported 
relief of William 


to the Committee of 


in Affairs, 


| vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3863) granting to the Newport and 
| Kings Valley Railroad Company the right of way through th iletz 
Indian reservation, accompanied by a report (No. 308] to the Honus 


Calendar. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia. ré 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4512) to incor- 
porate the Washington and Highland Street Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No. 3082)—-to the Ho 
Calendar 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
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lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 12025) to prohibit the 
importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic 
beverages, and for other purposes—to the Select Committee on the Al- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

ty Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 12026) to regulate the division of 
the respective States of the Union into Congressional districts—to the 
Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to authorize 
‘the Postmaster-General to transport the Australasian closed mail from 
San Francisco to New York for Great Britain at reduced rates or free 
of cost—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Kale XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 12027) for the relief of C. W. Ken- 
nedy, Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 12023) granting a pension to Henry 
Charles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12029) for the relief 
of A. 8. Johnson, administrator of Thomas Johnson, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12030) for the relief of George T. Larkin—to the 
Committee on Claims, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule X XII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Twenty petitions of various boards of trade, mer- 
chants’ exchanges, and merchants, praying for the passage of House 
bill 11744 regarding mailing boxes at railroad stations—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, nine separate petitions from boards of trade, merchants, and 
merchants’ exchanges, praying for the passage of House bill 11744, pro- 
viding for mail boxes at railroad stations—to the Committee on the 
l’ost-Oflice and Post-Roads, 

ty Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Toledo Board of Trade in favorof 
reciprocity—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. HAYNES: Resolutions of the Toledo (Ohio) Produce Ex- 
change, in favor of the adoption of the principles of just ani equita- 
ble reciprocity in our intercourse with some nations which now impose 
adverse restrictions upon our trade with them—to the Committee on 
Waysand Means. 

' By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the special committee of the National 
Bar Association of the United States, with resolutions of said associa- 
tion appended, in reference to the enactment of some law for the relief 
of litigants in the Federal courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial of citizens of Las Vegas, N. Mex., pro- 
testing against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of E. R. Vance, of Lebanon, Wilson 
County, Tennessee, for mules, corn, oats, hay, and bacon taken by the 
lederal Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Charles Blackburn, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of Marcellus C, Vick, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

_ By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Papers accompanying claim of Mary 
I’, Grider, of Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition of National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Memorial of citizens of Aspen, 
Colo., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads 
to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, September 13, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D., the Chaplain of the Senate, offered the 
following prayer: 

We worship Thee, the only true and living God, the God and Father 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, who gave Himself for us. We rejoice in the 
life and immortality brought to light in Thy Word. O Thou who 
livest and wast dead and art alive for evermore, our Almighty Re- 
deemer, we look to Thee for guidance and for help as we move amid 
the open graves, ever reminded of our own mortality. 

Teach us heavenly wisdom, so to number our days that we may live 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 13, 


in the fear and love of God, faithfully toward our fellow-men, ever 
keeping our own consciences, being preserved in our integrity, serving 
our generation faithtully, so that when we shall fall asleep we may 
enter into rest and be gathered unto the fathers. 

Sanctify to us, we pray Thee, life’s bereavements. Quicken us in 
duty from day to day. Help us to do whatsoever our hands find todo 
with all our might, knowing that the night cometh. 

O God, so fill us with Thy spirit that we may watch and pray, walk- 
ing humbly before Thee and charitably one toward the other, ever 
remembering the account we shall give to God in the judgment of the 
great day. 

Guide us this day in all that shall be done. Bless, we pray Thee, 
each one of us as Thou seest we need. Prepare us for the rest and 
labor, for the worship and work, of the holy Sabbath day; and grant, 
O God, so to dwell in us that Thy rest may ever abide in our souls, 
and that we may be finally gathered to the everlasting Sabbath-keep- 
ing in the Father’s house in heaven. 

We ask it all, with forgiveness and grace, in the name of Christ, our 
Savior. Amen. 

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. BLAIR called the Senate to order, and the Chief Clerk (Mr. C. 
W. Jounson) read the following: 

Unirep States SENATE, Washington, D. C., September 13, 1890, 


I name the Senator from New Hampshire, Hon. Henry W. Buarr, to per- 
form the duties of the Chair to-day. 
JOHN J. INGALLS, President pro tempore. 


Thereupon Mr. BLarr took the chair as Presiding Officer for to-day. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE 8S. J. RANDALL, 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolutions of the House of Representatives in re- 
lation to the death of Hon. Samuel J. Randall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolutions 
of the House of Representatives touching the death of Hon. Samuel J. 
Randall. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
resentatives will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ix THe Hovse or Rerresenrarives, April 14, 1890, 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow of 
the death of Hon. Samuel J. Randal!, late a Representative from the State of 
Pennsy!vania. 

Resolved, That the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I send to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
lion. Samuel J. Randall, late a member of the House of Representatives from’ 
the State of Pennsyivania. 

Resolved,"That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that fit- 
ting tribute may be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate shall, at the conclu- 
sion of these ceremonies, adjourn. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, my relations, social, political, and offi- 
cial, to the statesman whom the Senate honors to-day were not so inti- 
mate as those of other gentlemen on either side of this Chamber, who 
are better fitted to bear tribute to his worth. Always he was my po- 
litical opponent, and I come here to cast the myrtle on his grave, not 
as aclose associate and friend, but as a representative of the great 
State he served so long and loved so well, bearing to his memory what 
is its due. Those of us in Pennsylvania who met him in political hos- 
tility recognized him as the heart and core of the opposition to us. 

In the process of attrition, which the Democratic party of Pennsyl- 
vania has suffered, we found him always as the rock of our offense. 
Yet, so true, so honest, so courageous, so absolutely chivalrous was he 
that there is not one of us who, standing beside his coffin, did not 
realize the thought of the witch-bound champion of Scott’s legend: 

I'd give the lands of Deloraine, 
Dark Musgrave were alive again. 
| There is not one of us who does not belicve that, if it is given to our 
immortal natures to revisit the scenes we loved on earth, his shade walks 
regal and distinguished among all the viewless hosts of the great that 
troop these halls and corridors to-day. 

He was the soul of his party in Pennsylvania, and his ing was 
like the passing of his party in that State. All his da e was the 
leader of a forlorn hope. Yet it was decreed that after his life had put 
on its faneral shade he was first to encounter the experience which is 
not uncommon to public men of independent thought. In the collision 
of _——— within the lines of his own party, he differed with its pre- 
vailing sentiment and was abandoned unto himself. He saw those 
whom he created turn, like the creature of Frankenstein, to be his 


The resolutions of the House of Rep- 
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torture, and the friends of a lifetime fell away irom him as leaves fall 
from the dying oak. Yet he swerved not from his path and faltered 
not in his devotion to his faith. 

His life was a life of struggle, toil, and battle. It was devoted to 
his country according to the light which God had shown him, This 
seems the dispensation of nature, or nature’s God, that to one whose 
mission is to serve his fellow-men it is not given to wander in pleasant 
meadows and to lie down at the end where roses bloom. 

The record of Mr. Randall’s life isa record ofindustry. Industry and 
firmness were his most prominent characteristics. They stand out in 
relief in every line of the plain story of his career. His earlier years 
gave little indication of his later achievements. He first addressed 
himself to business pursuits. Thence he was diverted into the calling 
of a soldier, and it was while still bearing arms for his country that he 
was called to Congress, thus entering at last, after many vicissitudes, 
upon the public career to which destiny led him, and in which his in- 
dustry, his firmness, his political sagacity, and his shining integrity 
won him such distinction. 

Hisancestry wasdistinctively Pennsylvanian. Hisgrandfather, Mat- 
thew Randall, was, nearly a century ago, prothonotary of the court 
of common pleas ip Philadelphia. His father, Josiah Kandall, was a 
distinguished member of the Philadelphia bar at a time when its roll 
included such men as Binney, Sergeant, Chauncey, and the Inger<olls. 
Although Josiah Randall never held office, with the exception of a 
term in the Legislature, he wasextremely active in politics and insuch 
public affairs as the public meeting which passed resolutions commend- 
ing the French Revolution and the expulsion of the Bourbons; another 
meeting where leaders of public opinion pledged themselves to the 
cause of the United States in the Mexican war; in the movement for 
the consolidation of the city of Philadelphia and the surrounding dis- 
tricts, and as president at the banquet tendered to James Buchanan 
in 1856 on his return from the court of St. James. 

Samuel Jackson Randall was born in the shadow of Independence 
Hall, October 10, 1828. He was educated at the University Academy 
on Fourth street. TThereare traditions respecting his school-hoy days 
of universal interest. 
period of his life distinguished among his fellows for that self-reliance 
and firmness which were his prominent characteristics asa man. He 
had only this academic education. 

After leaving this school he went into the counting-room of a silk 
merchant, on Market street, where be remained several years. With 
the heads of many of the old firms on the street he became a general 
favorite because of his strict attention to business, and it seemed to be 
settled that he was to be known only as a business man. Impatient 
of working for others, he left the silk business and established the firm 
of Randall & Meredith, coal dealers. At that time the young coal 
merchant began to take part im local politics. He lived in a part of 
the city then known as the ‘‘ Locust Ward,’’ and in 1852 he became a 
candidate for common council, and was elected as a Whig. 


went over to the Demogracy. Joshua Randall had long been an ad- 
mirer of Buchanan, presiding, as has been said, at a banquet in his 
honor in 1856, andin that year heand his sons, Samuel and Robert, went 
to the Cincinnati convention to aid in securing Buchanan’s nominatiun. 

In 1858, Mr. Randall was elected to the Pennsylvania senate. In 
1860, both Randall brothers were presented for the Legislature, Samuel 
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It is said of him that he was even at this early | 


for the senate and Robert for the house. Their father advised against | 


their candidacy. 
reported to have said, and his prediction was correct, for both were de- 
feated. 

For a time he was diverted from politics. At the outbreak of the 
war the First Trcop, Philadelphia City Cavalry, an organization dating 
from the Revolution, offered its services tothe Government. Mr. Ran- 
dall was sergeant of the troop, which was mustered into service May 
13, 1861, for three months, by special order of the War Department. 
They were first sent to Carlisle, where they were attached to the com- 
mand of Col. George H. Thomas. The troop aided in the repulse of 
the enemy at Falling Waters, and on July 3 entered Martinsburgh, 
and afterwards advanced to Harper’s Ferry. Thence they were ordered 
back to Philadelphia and mustered out of service. 

Mr. Randall took no further part in the war until Lee’s invasion of 
Pennsylvania. ‘There was now little left of the original City Troop, but 


**There is too much Randall on this ticket,’’ he is | 


the ranks were filled by recruits and placed under the command of | 


Captain Randall. The troop was ordered to Gettysburgh on skirmish 
duty, and were driven back across the Susqnehanna to Columbia, bring- 
ing the first accurate news of the force and aims of the invasion. At 
this time Captain Randall was appointed provost-marshal of Columbia, 


and in the confusion reigning there in anticipation of the arrival of the | 


ey his strict military rule was effective in the preservation of 
em, ° 

While in the military service of the Government Mr. Randall wrote 
to the War Department suggesting the promotion of Colonel Thomas, 
and his advice had much to do with theadvancement of that great sol- 
dier. Long afterward his influence in this promotion came to light, 
and when the monument to General Thomas was unveiled in Washing- 
ton, in 1879, Mr. Randall took aconspicnous part in the ceremonies. 
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While Captain Randall was serving his country in the field he was 
called to serve itin the foram. After the retreat of Lee across the 
Potomae Randall returned to Philadelphia to accept his first election 
to Congress from the First district of Pennsylvania. It has been 
generally forgotten that he won the nomination in the district against 
Hon. RICHARD VAUX, who is now his successor. The boundaries of 
the old First district and of the present Third were nearly the same, 
and the wards composing it have always been strongly Democratic. 
From the time of his first election, in 1462, until his last election, in 
1888, Mr. Randall had little difficulty in being returned continuonsly 
to Congress. : 

He early became known as a hard-working and conscientious mem 
ber. In the Thirty-eighth Congress he was upon the Commities en 
Publie Buildings and Grounds; in the Thirty-ninth, upon the Commit- 
teeson Banking and Currency, and Retrenchment, and Expenditures in 
the State Department; in the Fortieth, upon the Committees on Bank 
ing and Currency, Ketrenchment, and the Assassination of President 
Lincoln; in the Forty-first, upon the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, and Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and upon the 
Joint Committee on Expenditures. 

This record indicates that during the early years of his service in 
Congress his advancement was not rapid, but constant, and based upon 
his devotion to business rather than todebate. His speeches were brief 
and pointed, and he made no long arguments upon minor questions. 
With him, when he first came to Washington, were a number of others 


just entering upon the stage of national affairs and destined to become 


prominent in public life. Among those were James G. Blaine, the 
late President Garfield. John A. Kasson, John A. J. Creswel!, Will 
iam R. Morrison, and WILLIAM B. ALLISON. 

In his book, Twenty Years in Congress, Mr. Plaine gives the follow 
ing estimate of Mr. Randall: 

He is a strong partisan, with many clements of leadership. He is fair-minded 
toward his political opponents. generous to his friends, makes no coimpromin« 
with his enemies, never forgets his publie duties, and never forgets the inter 
ests of the Democratic party. 

Although Mr. Randall was a strong partisan, he was broad-minuded 
enough to depart sometimes from strict party lines, as drawn in the 
House. For example, in 1863 a bill was pending authorizing the Presi 
dent to appoint a lieutenant-general for all the United States military 
forces. The bill obviously pointed to General Grant. It was opposed 
by nearly all the Democrats, but Mr. Randall gave it hearty and sue 
cessiul support, 

It was at the same session that the resolution of Mr. Henderson 
amending the Constitution by abolishing slavery, which had passed th« 
Senate, reached the House. Mr. Randall opposed the resolution, saying 


I do not object to it from partisan or sectional grounds, but because | regard 
itasa beginning of changes in the Constitution and the forerunner of usurpa 
tion. Such policy is uniting the South and dividing the North. 


In the Forty-first Congress Mr. Randall expressed himself upon tly 


When the Whig party perished, the Randall family, father and sons, | subject of the repudiation of the national debt: 


In the time allowed me it is hardly possible that I should follow the gentle 
man from Ohio in all his sayings or what [ might mildly term his political here 
sies, but for myself—and I think I speak for my constituents—I am utterly op 
posed to repudiation, Butthe moment allowed me gives me the opportunity 
to remonstrate against the enunciation of any scheme of legislation which I be 
lieve would place my country ina dishonest attitude before the world. Not 
only do I believe that we should pay the debt, but I believe, what is of vastly 
greater importan-e, that the country has the ability, the disposition, and the 
resources to pay it. 

It was not until the Forty-second and Forty-third Congresses that Mi 
Randall achieved extended national reputation. The Republicans were 
largely in the majority, but Mr. Randall served on the Committees on 
Banking and Currency, Post-Office and Post-Roads, and Rules. ‘The 
majority, in order to carry out their programme of legislation, had 
alopted rules intended to prevent obstruction, had enforced strict cau 
cus control of votes, and had determined to push to enactment the 
measure then known as the force bill. 

Mr. Blaine was the Speaker of the House, and u otwithatanding the 
ability of the presiding officer and the changes in the rules Mr. Ran 
dall led the minority with such parliamentary skill as to effectually 
block the way of the Republican majority. In a session of the House 
lasting forty-six hours and twenty-five minutes the roll was called sev 
enty-five times, and finally an adjournment was reached, nineteen Re 
pablicans voting with the Democrats. Many members were prostrated 
by the prolonged struggle, but at its close Mr. Kandall was apparently 
as fresh as when the House had been called to order. 

During the contest that ensued over the civil rights bill Mr. Randall 
led the minority with dash and dignity. During the debates on this 
measure and the efforts to suspend the rules to secure its passage, which 
were finally successful by a vote of 181 to 90, the language used in the 
debate was often violent, bat Mr. Randall’s conduct was marred by no 
intemperate outburst. The battle upon the force bill followed, and 


| under Mr. Randall’s leadership the Democratic minority succeeded in 
| so delaying the passage of the bill that it reached the Senate too late 


for action before adjournment, 

During this struggle Mr, Randall remained upon the floor for seventy 
two hours,alternately demanding a call of the Honse on the question of no 
quorum and on motions to excuse members from voting. Although 





™ — Yom gewoon ee 
4 ~ ‘23 pier nt ’ 
ele sla PT term ey cou ed em ab 8 


<a ali ae ra 





10010 


the bill passed, thirty-three Republicans voted with the Democrats in 
spite of the caucus action—certainly a striking tribute to Mr. Ran- 
dall’s efficiency as a parliamentary obstructionist and to his ability as 
a leader in carrying disorganization into the ranks of the majority. 

The House which met in 1875 contained a Democratic majority. 
Mr. Randall was one of the four candidates for the Speakership, but 
Michael C. Kerr was elected. Mr. Randall’s leadership in the previ- 
ous Congress was recognized by his appointment as chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. His work in this committee resulted 
in his high reputation as an opponent of extravagance. At the second 
session of the same Congress he was chosen Speaker to fill the vacancy 
caused by the death of Mr. Kerr. He came to the chair at a trying 
time, but proved himself equal to the emergency. His election was 
the first of many battles which divided the Democratic party on the 
question of protection. 

When Mr. Randall came to the chair the Presidency was in dispute 
between Hayes and Tilden. There were possibilities of anarchy in 
the future, and threats were made that marching armies would shake 
the Alleghany Mountains. The words uttered by Mr. Randall when 
he took the chair showed the standard of conduct which he had set for 
himself and do not inaccurately describe the patriotic statesmanship 
which guided his action. Mr. Randall said: 

We stand in the presence of events whieh strain and test to the last degree 
our form of government. Qur liberties, consecrated by so many sacrifices in 
the past and preserved amid the rejoicings of an exultant people at our centen- 
nial anniversary as one among the nations of the earth, must be maintained at 
all hazard, The ple look confidently to your moderation, to your wisdom, 
in this time fraught with so much peril. Let us not, I beseech you, disappoint 
their —_ expectations and their keen sense of right, but by unceasing vigi- 
lance let us prevent even the slightest departure from the Constitution and the 
laws,Jorgetting in a moment of diffioulty that we are the adherents of party, 
and only remembering that we are American citizens with a country to save. 

During this struggle Mr. Randall was a warm triend to Mr. Tilden 
and was in close consultation with him. In the chair, however, he 
never swerved from the calmest judicial attitude, and he opposed the 
turbulent spirits of his own party and succeeded in inducing both 
parties to accept the compromise of the Electoral Commission and to 
abide its decision. 

At the close of the session, Mr. Randall said, affirming the Demo- 
cratic claim to the Presidency and at the same time explaining its ac- 
ceptance of the result— 

The Democratic party yielded temporary possession of the Administration 
rather than entail upon the people civil war, with all its attendant horrors. 

Mr. Randall was again elected Speaker in the Forty-fifth Congress, 
and at the extra session in 1879 he was chosen Speaker of the Forty- 
sixth Congress. Inthe Forty-seventh Congress, when the Republican 
majority elected a Speaker, the Hon. J. Warren Keifer, of Ohio, Mr. 
Randall became a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
again made an energetic record in limiting the expenditure of public 
moneys. 

In 1883, when the Democratic party was again divided between free 
trade and protection, Mr. Randall, representing the protection wing of 
the party, was again a candidate for Speaker and was opposed by Hon. 
Joun G. CARLISLE, now adistinguished member of this body, represent- 
ing the opponents of protection. Mr. Randall was defeated. 

His last great work as a member of the House was the preparation 
of a tariff bill as a substitute for the measure reported by Hon. Rocrr 
Q. MILLS, as chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, and the 
delivery of aspeech in itssupport. Thereafter the disease which sapped 
his strength prevented his active participation in the proceedings of 
the House. 

During the beginning of the present session, while he lay upon his 
sick-bed, his counsel was repeatedly sought by the leaders of the minor- 
ity, and his last public deliverance was a letter which he sent to the 
Democratic caucus urging them to maintain what they claimed were 
their rights. 

Mr. Randall, in 1868, only four years after his election to Congress, 
was an unsuccessful candidate fordelegate at large to the national Demo- 
cratic convention at New York. In 1872 he was elected a delegate to 
the national Democratic convention at Baltimore which nominated 
Horace Greeley. In 1876 he was again a delegate to the Democratic na- 
tional convention, but his duties compelled him to remain in Washing- 
ton. In 1880 he received in the Democratic national convention 128} 
votes for the Presidency. 'When General Hancock was nominated, Mr. 
Randall, who was a delegate to the convention, seconded the motion to 
make the nomination unanimous. In the Democratic national conven- 
tion of 1884 he received the solid vote of the Pennsylvania delegation 
for the Presidential nomination. 

During his illness Mr. Randall gave much thought toreligious ques- 
tions, and as a result of his meditations he became a member, about 
two months betore his death, of the Metropolitan Presbyterian Church. 
He had for many years been a constant attendant at this and other 
Presbyterian churches. His was in no sense a death-bed conversion. 
It wasa genuine confession of faith in the christian religion based upon 
an intellectual examination of its fandamental doctrines. There is no 
doubt that Mr. Randall believed to within a short time of his death 
that he would eventually recover from the insidious disease which at 
last reached a fatal termination at daybreak on Sunday, April 30, 1890, 
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at bis home in this city, where he was surrounded by the members of 
his family. 

Such were the private life and public career of one who wrought bet- 
ter for the country than for himself, and better, perhaps, than others 
whose names will more luminously illustrate the pages of its history. 
The life of tuil and struggle and patriotism terminated in suffering. 
When before his final day his doom was read to him he turned his face 
to the shining beacon on the further side of the dark river, and, with 
faith unfa)tering as his courage, he went down into its deep waters. 

When the committee of this body which followed his remains to the 
grave met those who had gathered around its opening to look their last 
upon his face, they must have recognized the fact that the thousands 
there assembled were the working people of his city and that this was 
indeed a great commoner. There was a want of display and of votive 
offerings, but in their stead were the bowed heads and soitened hearts 
of a multitude of the common people. These were his associates, his 
friends, his supporters, and the beneficiaries of the sacrifices of his 
life of duty. Others may appear in his stead to assume the robes which 
have fallen trom him and may fittingly fulfill their office, but none, 
I think, will ever arise to exactly fill, for political position, positive 
courage, unselfishness, patriotism, and devotion to duty, the great chasm 
left in Pennsylvania by this man’s death. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. President, if nototherwise prompted, my warm 
personal friendship and high appreciation of the public services of Sam- 
uel J. Randall would furnish me with sufficient justification to say 
something on this occasion of praise and commendation to the memory 
of the great Pennsylvanian. 

Besides, Mr. Randall was well known to the people of Virginia, and 
enjoyed without qualification their highest admiration, confidence, and 
esteem. 

The value and extent of his great legislative services in the House 
of Representatives were generally known and appreciated by our peo- 
ple, and no difference of opinion upon any economic question, if any 
existed, was ever allowed to come between them and his nobility. 
His integrity was spotless, his firmness ag solid as the rock basis of the 
Pennsylvania mountains, and his abilities and patriotism were always 
equal to the exigencies of the most important occasions. He was a 
tribune emphatically of the people, and a great one, too, of our latter- 
day American politics, in my judgment. 

Educated in the school of Thomas Jefferson, the great apostle of lib- 
erty, he believed that government derived its just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed, and that all political powers should be exercised 
in favor of the equal rights and privileges of the masses of the people. 
Mr. itandall was not much inclined to abstract and sentimental states- 
manship, but more disposed to regard political measures from a practical 
standpoint, and perhaps for this reason at times got out of touch with 
a majority of the leaders of his party, especially on one of the most im- 
portant questions of the day. 

His great power lay more in action than in the presentation of glit- 
tering generalities, so called, and his ambition was exerted more to pro- 
duce results of importance and benefit to the people than to indulge 
in the inferior fields of rhetorical display. Itis probable that his early 
experience in mercantile life and commercial intercourse with his fel- 
low-men and the effect of legislative measures upon the business of the 
country taught Mr. Randall the value of practical or applied politics, 
as distinguished from the theories of the schools and abstractions of 
political economy as laid down in the books. Conditions were more 
potent in confronting him than theories. 

It may be that this difference of politicai thought and action con- 
tributed to put him sufficiently out of line with some of his party as- 
sociates to prevent him from receiving at their hands the nomination 
for the highest office within the gift of the people of the United States, 
a position to which he was so well entitled by his long and eminent 
public services, 

Personal considerations could not swerve Mr. Randall a hair’s breadth 
from his course. If any defect in Mr. Randall’s make-up as a public 
man and statesman existed, it grew out of his indisposition to concili- 
ate opposition or to yield aught in the way of compromise in passing 
upon measures affecting the public interest. , 

There was nothing precocious about the growth of the reputation 
and ability of Mr. Randall. He presented a clear example of political 
evolution. His earlier years in Congress, as I understand, were not 
marked by any special political significance, but as the vital measures 
of constitutional amendment and of public policy which followed the 
close of the civil war came up for Congressional consideration the genius 
of Samuel J. Randall rose with the occasion. He became the ac- 
knowledged leader of his party in the House of Representatives. His 
subsequent career is so recent and well known as to make further al- 
lusion to it or comment unnecessary. ‘ 

His great ability, courage, patriotism, and fidelity were universally 
conceded and known of all men, and when the summons came for his 
tinal departure from earth it was received with manifestations of pro- 
found national regret and associated with all the symbols of public grief 
and mourning. 

And as I accompanied the remains of the departed statesman to its 
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last resting place in the beautiful cemetery near Philadelphia and saw 
the great cortége of friends, neighbors, and constituents assembled to do 
honor to his memory, I felt that the useful career of this simple, unosten- 
tatious, and true-hearted public man was fully appreciated where he 
was best known, and was permanently enshrined in the minds and 
hearts of his countrymen. 


Mr. DANIEL. 
ernment, the statesman’s study, the patriot’s desire, the citizen’s ben- 


efaciion. . 
Throughout his career the late Samuel Jackson Randall, a Repre- 


sentative from Pennsylvania, exerted his noble faculties to this con- | 


summation. 

He was for union—for union based on mutual trust, interest, and af- 
fection—the only union blessed of heaven. 

He was for freedom, for the freedom of grace, comity, conscience, 
concession, and kindness, in which men are prompted to do by incli- 


nation that which they might be compelled to do by force, the only 


freedom that is not a fantasy. 
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He was for peace, for peace guarded by the angels of Hope, Faith, and 


Love, the only peace that does not wear a canker in its heart and does 
not carry a daggerin its bosom. And in their pursuit of happiness the 


ple of our country had no helper more constant, more intrepid, more | 


filled with the good cheer of patriotism than was he to whom we say 
‘* Farewell! well done!’’ to-day. 

Of a vigorous nature, mental and physical; of integrity never ques 
tioned; full of force and application; alert, trained to business and busi- 
nesslike in every method; hating intrigue; of strong attachments; 
grateful for kindness; loving his friends and glad to serve them; void 
of vengefulness, but intense and faithful in conviction; sensible of re- 
sponsibility, but ready toassumeit; flinching from no encounter; jealous 
ot every encroachment on public rights and interests, he was the 
model of a public servant, and he added honor and glory to the name 
of representative of the people. 

There was the flash of genius in his large dark eye. There was a 
somber Roman beauty of civic courage and inflexible will in his strong 
countenance, and that too subtle for stone or canvas, the spirit domi- 
nant and dauntless. 


’T is well for him whose will is strong 
He sufters, but he will not suffer long; 
He suffers, but he will not suffer wrong. 


His fame amongst publicists will rest upon the skill and ability he 
displayed asa parliamentary leader. Amongst hiscompeers there were 
those of more varied accomplishments, but none who better digested or 
used their knowledge. There were those more eloquent, but none who 


spoke more to the purpose ,or better knew when to be brief or silent. | 


There were those who thought more profoundly on many questions; 
there were few indeed who could act more wisely on a particular one. 
There were those more brilliant; there were none of sounder sense. 
He was reliable, conservative, concentrative, and decisive. Heignored 
trifles; he mastered details. Principle was his guide; result, his goal. 
Always partisan, he was always fair, brave, generous, and just. 
would have made a great President. 

His career was singular. A Northern man, a Union man, a soldier 
for a time in the Union Army, of old Whig extraction, wedded to the 
economic ideas of that party and to the extension of them as evolved 
by the Republicans, living in a Republican State, he yet became a Dem- 
ocrat and etood foremost in the councils of the Democratic party, its 
recognized chief on the floor of the House and then its Speaker in the 
chair. Always inthe ‘‘ imminent deadly breach’? of political warfare, 
giving stout blowsand receiving them, a shining mark for hostile shafts, 
he yet retained the universal respect and good-will of friend and foe, 
excited no lasting resentments, provaked no slander. 

There is in this a revelation; and a message from the dead seems to 
open the seal of the great book which contains it. I believe that this 
was because he was truly and plainly a national man in the broad, 
catholic spirit of common citizenship and humanity, and that he dared 
and did what seemed to him right for the whole people, one and in- 
separable. I believe it was because he illustrated as he taught the 
lesson that friendship, good-will, patriotism, are greater than any eco- 
nomic theory or any mere administrative principle. Fraternity is 
greater than liberty or equality, because it is their creator, not their 
creature, A restful peace makes all good things possible. 

His patriotism was nota phrase. It was genuine. It did not end 
in epithets, uponemblems. The deed was its interpretation. It over- 
stepped technical party lines. It leaped the barriers of sections, It 
embraced every State. It proclaimed the right of every citizen. It 
made a bridge of gold over bloody chasms. It was American. Pa- 
triotism is half hid from view when we call it ‘‘love of country.’ 
The old Latin word from which it springs would remind us that it is 
a thing of flesh and blood and spirit, the filial love of fatherhood, 
aenely love of all our countrymen, the children of the father- 

He had faith in his countrymen, in their wholeness, in their faith- 
fulness, in their trustworthiness. 


~ 


He | 





| spent his days in the toil of 
Mr. President, to rule a people to the end that they 
may be united, free, peaceful, and happy is the whole science of gov- 


| as was his—the unaffected friend, the worthy citizen. 
| : 


LOOLT 

He had hope for his countrymen, that their Constitution would shine 
before them over the wrecks of hatred; that their institutions would 
enshrine and transmit the blessings of civil liberty; that the chords of 
memory would be ‘‘touched by the angels of our better nature.’’ 

In his modest, hospitable home on the Capitol Hill, in the bosom of 
his family, aside from the and vanitie , he 
love and duty. 

But neither the splendor of palaces, nor the titles of rank, nor the 
joys of triumphs, nor the retinues of riches, could best 


pomps s of the gay metropolis 


yw such dignity 


| which had 
known his presence and echoed his accents for over a quarter of a cent 
ury, in bow-shot of the Capitol, whose steps he would ascend no mor 
forever, he felt the mortal pang, and in open view 
upon him. 

The stricken warrior heard the battle roll and watched it 
tides, powerless to raise a hand. 


and sighed— 


In sound of the voices yet contending in the great Hall 


low. death advanced 


; shiftin 
But many missed him in their need 
Oh! fora pur of « pst I lee 
He met death with the composure of an equal spirit At peace with 
man, with trust in God, he died. Farewell, brave spirit! 
The apostle’s words pronounced their benediction 
Whether there be prophecies, they shall fail; whether there b 
shall cease; whether there be knowledge, it shall v 
And now abideth faith, hope, love, these three 


inish awa 


but the greatest of 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, painfully frequent as has been the re 
currence of these memorial observances of late and eminent as have 
been the subjects of them, it can not be doubted that hein whose honor 
these tributes are being rendered was worthy to rank among the most 
illustrious. The career of Mr. Randall was truly a remarkable one. 
Such were the qualities of his mind and the elements of his nature that 
he seemed destined from the very dawn of manhood to contend suc- 
cessfully against whatever obstacles might beset his pathway and to 
make himself a leader among leaders. He was no favorite of fortune. 
nor were his surroundings and circumstances such as often lift medi 


| ocrity into undeserved prominence. 


Without the advantage of wealth or extensive scholarship, he en 
tered upon active life in a community rich in historical associations, 
richer still in its heritage of illustrious names, and in which social and 
commercial influences were at least as powerful as in any other section 
of the country. ‘That he succeeded so unmistakably, that his career 
for the better part of a generation was one of steady progress in in 
fluence and in demonstrated capacity for usefulness and for leadership, 
attests beyond cavil or question hisself-reliant and indomitable nature 

His public life compassed the most momentous period in our history 
The opportunities which it offered for the noblest efforts of genius and 
of patriotism were as numerous as they were exacting. To these de 
mands of the times Mr. Randall responded loyally and resolutely, and 
few of his contemporaries have left a more enduring impress upon 
them. 

As partisans we may sometimes question the wisdom of his policies, 
and his views of political and industrial economy may challenge the 
dissent of many; but as respects the sincerity of his convictions and 
the zeal and ability with which they were championed the unanimity 
of opinion is absolute. 

Perhaps the predominant feature of our dead friend’s character, as 
manifested in his life and service among us, was inflexibility of pur 
pose, that tenacity of belief which, being the result of judgment and 
reflection, yielded neither to the fervor of opposition nor to the arts of 
persuasion. This conspicuous element in his intellectual and moral 
equipment was as far removed from unreasoning stubbornness as it was 
from that variableness which too often hampers and blights careers not 
wanting in engaging and brilliant features. 

Mr. Randall’s popularity was as extensive as it was 
That he courted public favor at the sacrifice of a : 
matured convictions his whole history disproves. Indeed, he could 
not have been blind to the probability that failure to harmonize with 
the great majority of his political associates on a subject of deep na 
tional concern would rather diminish t 


undoubted. 


ingle one of his 


ian increase the personal con 

sideration in which he was held. Still there was no wavering, and he 

went to his grave firm in the faith which it had been the chief labor 
of his riper years to propagate and exemplify. 

The sturdiest of partisans, he was above all a patriot. He sought 

political advantage by open and honorable processes, but refused to 

pursue it at the hazard of the public safety. Interposing the weight 


of his personal character and the authority of bis official position at a 
time of intense excitement and threatened dangers he powerfully aided 
in securing a peaceful adjustment, under the sanction of law, of a con 
troversy which foreboded peril to the Republic. 

If his resolution was firm and his convictions were positive, none knew 
better than he that conciliation and compromise are the inevitable re- 
source of asuccessful popular government. So he erected no arbitrary 
standard of achievement at such a height as to make the full measure 
of success doubtful if not impossible, refusing to be content with less, 
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but wisely secured what was practicable for the time and turned his 
face toward fresh successes in the future. 

In the popular acceptation of the term, Mr. Randall could hardly be 
called an eloquent man. He despised the tricks of oratory, and ap- 
pealed to reason rather than to fancy or to passion. The gravity of his 
discourse was neither relieved by metaphor nor embellished by poetry, 
nor did he court the flattery of the unthinking by tawdry ornamenta- 
tion. But, it the purpose of eloquence be to instruct and to convince, 
then was he one of the most eloquent men of histime. Seldom clabo- 
rate, never diffuse, not often even indulging in careful analysis or con- 
forming to the rules of logic as laid down by the schools, his compact 
and luminous statements carried all the force and effect of demonstra- 
tion. The processes of his thought and speech converged systematically 
upon the precise object sought to be accomplished, and he le't to others 
the lighter labor of inciting admiration and stimulating applause. 

Rigid and unbending as he was in his views of.duty, he was above 
all just. Ever ready to hear and weigh either appeal or protest, his 
final decision satisfied his conscience and his judgment. 

Mr. Randall's strictly personal characteristics were such as to 
strengthen his hold upon popular appreciation. Plain, unpretentious, 
kindly in bearing and conspicuously domestic in taste and inclination, 
he was richly qualified in every respect to be, as he was, the tribune 
of the people. ; 

To these endowments was added rectitude of purpose and conduct 
which was never questioned in the fiercest heat of political antagonism, 
and which was exemplified in a private life singularly modest and un- 
ostentatious, contributing to and sharing in those sweet and kindly 
ministrations which make the happy home a miniature of heaven. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I shall ask but a few moments 
in which to pay in unprepared and homely phrase my tribute to the 
character and services of Pennsylvania’s dead statesman. I would not 
intrude even what I have to say upon the Senate if it were not for the 
long and close association that existed between us. For fifteen years 
I was in continuous service with him in Congress. Ten of those years 
we passed in the other House together, serving upon the same commit- 
tee, belonging to the same political party. We often divided, and di- 
vided widely, but it is only just to him to add that no divisions that 
ever came between us either in their effect upon our personal ambitions 
or upon party policies ever in the slightest degree abated my estimate 
of his abilities or my admiration for his character. 

Ilis was in many respects, sir, a singular career. Without fortune 
or tame to precede him, he came into the Congress of the United States 
in 1863, at the very darkest hour of the war period of this country’s his- 
tory. He came here as a Representative upon the minority side. But 


promptly upon his appearance in this arena he asserted those natnral | 


powers and capacities for leadership that marked him tohis grave. Al- 
though his entrance into public life was in the gloomiest period of our 
history, his patriotism blazed too brightly ever to be questioned. Al- 
though the vears of the war through which he served in public here 
and those immediately following were marked in the very nature of 
things with the most reckless methods that had ever been known, and 
though they could not possibly be other than corrupt when compared 
with an era of peace, he served through all that period, and at its close 
his untarnished honor shone as brightly as the shieldinthesun. The 
maelstrom that swallowed up the previously good reputations of so many 
public men left no stain upon his escutcheon. He entered life poor, 
and at the end of more than a quarter of a century of public service he 
went out of it only to go into his gravestill poorer. If he left the pub- 
lic service with hands that were empty, the world knew that he left it 
with hands that were clean. 

The most conspicuous example of his properties of leadership that 
was ever given occurred in the Forty-third Congress, to which the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr, QuAY] has so happily alluded in his 
beautiful tribute to his dead colleague. It was then, sir, that he stood 
there the recognized leader of the helpless and it appeared well-nigh 
hopeless minority, battling for the maintenance of his honestly cher- 
ished convictions through all those weary days that stretched out into 
still more weary weeks and months beating back the serried hosts of a 
majority that threatened to overwhelm as the waves of the sea. For 
stubbornness of maintenance, for skill of management, for the lofty 
courage with which it was prosecuted, that contest stands without a 
parallel in the Congressional history of this country. He accomplished 
the purpose for which he struggled, and for his service there every 
son and daughter of the South owes a tribute to his memory, a flower 
to his grave. 

We are told, sir, that no man is truly great. This may be; but in 
the person of this man of whom we speak were found exceptionally 
developed many of the properties of true greatness. The two corner- 
stones upon which it rests were marvelously developed in him, an 
honesty that was unquestionable and a courage that was unfaltering. 
These were the distinguishing characteristics of thisman. He towered 
up in that House during his twenty-seven years of service, always in 
the front rank of its leaders, and ofttimes when the crucial and the 
supreme moment of trial came he loomed above his fellows as the one 
undaunted sonal upon whom all would rely. 


He followed in the steps of another great parliamentary leader that 
his State had previously given to the other wing of this Capitol; and 
I do believe that if the judgment of the future shall be fair it will de- 
clare that Thaddeus Stevens and Samuel J. Randall, of Pennsylvania, 
were the two most marked, thetwo most eflicient, the two greatest par- 
liamentary leaders that the House has known in the half century that 
lies behind us. 

I do not know that he could be compared fairly in point of oratorical 
ability or finish to many of the men who surrounded him and served 
with him; but, Mr. President, the more enlarged my observation of life 
becomes the more thoroughly am I persuaded that that which marks 
the power of man over man is not so much his intellectual superivrity 
as it is the earnestness of his convictions and the aggressive courage 
with which he prosecutes them. In this respect we have too rarely 
seen this man’s equal. 

That he was perfectly trustworthy is evinced by the long career that 
he led. The majority of his party differed with him in that shibbo- 
leth of political faith which of late years has become the chief issue 
involved in political struggles, but never from the dawn of his career 
in that House until the grave closed over him was there to be found 
on either side of the House or country aman who ever questioned the 
integrity of his purpose. Truly these are properties and distinguish- 
ing properties that go to make up the true measure of mortal greatness, 
The Lord never made a man more honest nor a man more courageous. 
He never knew thename offear. ‘*Though a broken orb should fal), 
fearless he woald stand amid its ruins.’ 

When we come to contemplate these strong points and properties 
that stood out so prominently in his character, we can but conclude 
that it would be well for those who come after us to ponder upon his 
life and to follow his example. Peace to his ashes, honor to his mem- 
ory, and rest to his manly soul. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, we are again engaged in the solemn 
duty of paying honor to the dead. It is fit and proper that we should 
turn aside from our legislative duties and, as best we can, commemo- 
rate the virtues of him to whom honor is due. Samuel Jackson Ran- 
dall, who for long years was engaged in the public service of his coun- 
try, has gone from among us to his final home beyond the grave. 

I will not detail to the Senate on this solemn occasion an account of 
the many acts which make up the career of that great statesman. 
That has been done by the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Quay], who is more familiar with the personal history of the deceased 
than are Senators from other States. The public lifeof Mr. Randall is 
familiar to the people of the whole country. Few men were better 
known than was he. Mr. President, it was my privilege toserve with 
him in the House of Representatives for six years, beginning with the 
first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress, in 1865, 

From personal observation of, and association with, him I formed 
my opinion of him as a friend, as a legislator, as a statesman, and asa 
man, Asa friend he was true as steel, always loyal through good and 
evil report. As a legislator he was strong, constantly struggling to 
secure the of measures that he believed to be in the interest 
of the country, and to kill those measures which he deemed to be 
wrong. He was simple in his own habits of life and lived economic- 
ally, and as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations he was a 
stubborn advocate of an economic administration of the affairs of the 
Government. 

As Speaker of the House he was able and fair, but, like all strong 
men, administered the duties of that high office with a strong hand. 
As a statesman I need not say, Mr. President, he was patriotic and 
looked to the general welfare of our Republic in the consideration of 
all great measures. He was in the broadest sense a man, full of cour- 
age, honest with himself and honest with the world. Physically and 
mentally he was a giant, of indomitable will-power and of unconquer- 
able spirit. The greater the struggle or the more exciting the contest 
in which he became involved the greater courage, confidence, and power 
he seemed to and the more confidently his friends would rally 
to his support. . He was a leader, and those who agreed with him fol- 
lowed him regardless of results as to success or failure. 

Great men are moved by their convictions of duty. They are gov- 
erned either as private citizens or as servants of the people by their 
convictions. The principle of right and wrong is never absent from 
their minds. Mr. Randall was controlled in his public life by his con- 
victions; when he believed he had a righteous cause he was immovable, 
and no threats of injury or defeat could turn him to the right or to the 
leit from his pu When he reached the conclusion that a certain 
policy was right, in the interest of the general welfare, he pursued it 
with that relentless energy which only a man of his great power could 


0. 

Mr. President, few men in our nation’s history have left a stronger 
impress upon the country than Samuel J. Randal). As a statesman, 
he stood for economy al] through his public career. He stood for pa- 
triotism also, and never swerved from a constant devotion to the Union. 
He was an uncompromising Democrat, but differed with his party on 
the great economic question which engages the attention of the country 
and of Congress so intensely, from time to time, as the nation goes for- 
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ward in its career of unbroken prosperity. In debate he was always 
strong, addressing himself to the point at issue, and always brief. The 
congressional record for more than a quarter of a century will at- 
test the prominence and power of Mr. Randall as a controlling influ- 
ence in shaping legislation and giving direction to the affairs of our 
Government in the eventful period of his public service. 

Mr. President, I sometimes wonder that our nation is apparently 
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right, a man of unflinching courage in all times of danger, a man of 
cool, wise, deliberate cast of mind, a man of absolute faith, who would 
stake his life and all else that belonged to him upon a conviction on 
any topic that he thought was material to the honor and welfare of his 





| country. 


undisturbed by the almost constant falling by the way of our greatest | 


statesmen. Sir, it would astonish you and usall if the names of those on 
whom we have relied as leaders in thought and in the nation’s affairs 
for the last thirty years should be here given; whata roll of honor it 
would be. Many of our great statesmen and scholars have passed 
away within a few brief years, but, thank God, our Republic. moves 
on in its career of unprecedented glory, daily demonstrating the im- 
portant fact that a3 its patriotic citizens and statesmen retire from the 


theater of action they pass the torch of liberty to those who come after | 


them, bright and burning as they received it. So, Mr. President, 
while we mourn the loss of great men, especially those whom we knew 
as friends, we are consoled in a measure by the fact that the life of the 
Government and of our free institutions is not in the hands alone of 
the few, but is in the safe keeping of the great body of the people. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, under our peculiar system of gov- 
ernment and in view of the institutions by which we are surrounded, 
a very great and significant value attaches to a good reputation earned 
in Congress. This is the tribunal where thought is exchanged, where 
measures are ripened and enacted upon which the destinies of the 
country hang; and he who has devoted himself through a series of 
years as the representative of his State or his people in the development 
and maturing of the measures which control the great affairs with 
which we are concerned here, and has won the approbation of the 
country through years of faithful and laborious service, may be said to 
have contributed to its renown, to the wealth of its history in a higher 


The Pantheon of America is in the hearts 


1 1 | 


of the people do not 

| desire to see the time when we shall build a vast ter iple here and con 
gregate in it the marble images of our great men who havi p ded 
us. It is not at all necessary, because the gratitude of the American 
heart keeps pace with the realization of the benefits we are deriving 
| daily and hourly from the work of the great statesmen and leaders of 


if 
the country. The people drape the noble memories of the men they 
honor in the habiliments of light and glory, softened by gratitude and 
love, and they keep in their Pantheon the undying memorials of those 
who have been true and honest in their dealings with their welfare. 
Whose body, or whose image, in marble or bronze, has ever founda 


| nobler shrine than this? 


degree than he could do in almost any other theater to which he might 


be called. 

The value of a great and good reputation earned in Congress has been 
testified to by the country, through the grief of the people, in a num- 
ber of instances during the present Fifty-first Congress. We have lost 
a number of our most useiul men. Conspicnous amongst these objects 
of sorrow to the people of the United States have been Mr. Cox, Mr. 
Kelley, Mr. Randall, and Mr. Beck, men who have each earned a rep- 
utation that will go down in honor along the current of the history 
of this country to the last period, through their earnest, honest, con- 
stant, devoted, and patriotic labors. 

Mr. Cox was a man of brilliant genius. He ornamented the litera- 
ture and oratory of the country in most beautiful and enticing produc- 
tions from his vivid mind. 

Mr. Kelley was also a man of much literary accomplishment, beauty 


of thought and imagination, a ripe scholar, and at the same time he | 


was @ man who was sturdy and strong and earnest as a laborer. 
were all very able and labor.ous men, but Mr. Randall and Mr. Beck 


They } 


may be said to have represented the most laborious of the classes of | 


American statesmen who have engaged in the service of this country 
for many years past. They were all great, and nocowntry has within 


the same period of time been called upon toexpress its grief and mourn- | 


ing over the loss of four truer or better or more useful men than these. 
Mr. Randali amongst this body of statesman had distinguishing pe 
culiarities. It was not my privilege to know him intimately, but | 
had the same observation of him that I think the people at large had. 
Uninfluenced by any peculiar personal attachments, I think thatI have 
the view of him which is entertained by the whole body of the people 


So it is not needed in a free and great country like this and with a 
people who govern themselves, and therefore are prepared rightly to 
value their servants who assist them in this great work, that they 
should have temples dedicated to the dead and that they should erect 
therein the images of those who have died in their service. 

The honorable roll of great statesmen and scholars, referred to by the 
Senator from Ilinois [Mr. CuLLoM], who have passed off in the last 
thirty years is recorded in the hearts of the American people. They 
have treasured in their hearts the remembrance of every one of these. 
That roll isan honor to the age in which we live, that will grow brighter 
as the years increaseinnumber. The record is made in our Pantheon, 

I can speak, Mr. President, for the people of the South in regard to 
this love that the people have for Mr. Randall’s memory. Without 
referring to the circumstances which have created the sensibility which 


| causes them to appreciate very thoroughly and very profoundly what 


they conceive to be his great services rendered to them, I can say that 
in the Southern heart there is not one pulsation that does not beat 
with gratitude to the memory of Samuel J. Randall. 

That is a great thing to say of any man, that he is crowned with the 
love, after his grave has closed, of fifteen or twenty millions of people. 
He won that affection in the halls of Congress in his assistance in the 
administration of the Constitution and laws of the United States as he 
conceived that they were and as he conceived that they ought to be, 
and it was here that he reaped a harvest of renown which will con- 
tinue to brighten as we recede from the period of his labors and the 
hour of his death. 

He owed the people of the South no special duty or affection grow- 
ing out of kinship, favors shown him, or personal association. In war 
he was their enemy, but in peace he was such a friend as only such a 
man can be, 

Mr. Randall during his life, as I am informed, was not a member of 
any church. When about a month before the period of his dissolution 
he turned his thoughts in a new direction and contemplated « new 
life in the great beyond, he acted upon convictions that moved his soul 
to its very foundation. Perhaps he had no prejudice to yield, perhaps 
he had no new line of thought to take up when he gave himself to the 
Church ot God as one of its willing servants; but there was a 
ism in that act which we may call the heroism of virtue. Knowing 
his fate and believing from the early instruction which he had re- 
ceived that there was but one course that would lead him to safety in 
the future, he laid aside without hesitancy his connection with all the 


hero 


} past and marched confidently forth to take his Savior by the hand. 


of the United States, and it is that few abler or better men have ever ' 


been found in the public councils of any country. 
acteristics were all exemplified in his political life, and his political 
life was all there was of his public life. So far as I have understood, 


His personal char- | 


| convictions. 


the whole of his history has been written by his own hand in the rec- | 


ords of Congress. Not aline is blurred. It has been graven with a 


clever and steady hand and it is the fruitful and true memorial of a | 
He has said nothing | 


self-denying, honest, and dutiful public service. 


in vain; he has done nothing that was not justified by good conscience. | 


He always impressed me as being a man who had the sustaining 
power of an honest, deep, well settled conviction that he was right 
and was acting justly, wisely, and honestly in everything he did. 


He | 


had great force of will, great power to impress his thoughts and con- | 


clusions upon thé minds of other men, not through persuasion, but | honest sense of pride that such a man lived, that such aman ser 


If he had been in the Army during the period of | 


through conviction. 
the civil war with any ambition for military preferment he wou!d have 
become a distinguished general. He would have been a great com 
mander of great bodies of armed men in the conflict of war. He had 
all the highest qualities of a true soldier, except that he had no desire 
for fame that must be earned in warfare, if earned at all, through the 
eufferings of humanity. 

I have thought of him often as representing in civil life those peculiar 


characteristics that we in the South, and, I think, all the country, at- | 


tribute to Stonewall Jackson, a man of the deepest and most profound 
convictions, 2 man of heroic fortitude whenever he felt that he was 


It requires more moral courage to perform that act in the face of a 
censorious world, even when death is very near, than it does to fight 
the severest battle an American soldier ever engaged in. Samuel J. 
Randall was equal to that occasion, as he was to every other that made 
any demand upon nim that his conduct should conform faithfully to his 
Who to-day may not crave the glory in which that man 
died? Who may not pray for the reputation which he won, polished 
and made bright as it was in the estimation of all mankind by this 
last act of sublime faith? It was jus 
and manly and true response to thedee, 
sincere convictions of his sou), 

Such men, Mr. President, are not born to die out of 
the people. 


like him. It was the honest 
st, most important, and most 


the memo 
‘They were born to live in our affections, and the day will 
not occur in the history of this great country when the mention of the 
name of Samuel J. Randall will not recall to the 


y of 


heart n 


ed his 


American 


country, and that such a man died in the christian faith 


Mr. GIBSON. 
a veteran in the 
party when I[ became 


Mr. President, Hon. Samuel J 
House and a recognized leader 
a Representative 


Randall was already 
of the Democratic 
in the Forty-fourth Congres 
From that day until the moment of his death ourrelations were cordial 
friendly, and confidential. It is a mournful satisfaction to lay my 
simple tribute upon the passing bier of the deceased statesman. 

I will not attempt any extended analysis of his character or of his 
intellectual endowments or to sketch his illustrious career. That has 
already been done. He was like all other truly eminent men, a man 
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of simplicity of character and greatest in supreme crises, One of the 
most extraordinary events in al! parliamentary history, illustrative of 
his skili, his constancy, and endurance, was the successful conflict he 
waged against the force bill in the Forty-third Congress, which secured 
for him and for his name the lasting gratitude of the people south of 
the Potomac; and not less unselfish, patriotic, and brave was his con- 
duct in executing the provisions of the Electoral Commission bill, by 
which civil strife was probably averted, and for which he deserves the 
gratitude of every true American. 

He was thrice elected Speaker of the House. He was ambitious and 
loved power, but not for itself, not to make a vain display of its ex- 
ercise; but the power possessed by him was consecrated to the highest 
aims; he allied it to right, truth, and justice. He dedicated himself 
as unselfishly as avy man who ever lived to the best interests of his 
country; to peace, concord, to the enforcement of the laws, and to such 
legislation as he believed would promote the prosperity and happiness 
of all the people. 

There is inseribed on the monument of Pitt at Guildhall, London, 
‘He disposed for twenty years of the favors of the crown, lived with- 
out ostentation, and died poor.’’ It may be said of Samuel J. Ran- 
dall that he held in his hands the keys of the Treasury of the United 
States for twenty years as Speaker of the House and chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations; that during that time he lived without 
ostentation; that he saved countless millions to the people of this coun- 
try, and he died poor. 

I have heard Mr. Tilden say, repeatedly, when discussing public af- 
fairs, that Samuel J. Randall was better fitted for magistracy over a 
free people than any living man; that he possessed the very qualities 
that were demanded in seasons of disquiet and peri], and thatif atany 
time it had been left to his choice he would have named Samuel J. 
Randall to be President of the United States, 

Mr. Randall was fond of philosophy and literature, but the restrictions 
placed upon him by his devotion to public work prevented him from in- 
dulging his taste for general reading. Heknew the Houseof Representa- 
tives, its rules, business, and work, probably better than any man who 
was ever the Speaker of that body. He knew the details of every De- 
partment of the Government quite as well, if not better, than any chie/{ 
or head, and nothing delighted him more than to analyze Department 
reports. He wasa rigid economist of the public money. 

Public money meant for him money taken from some poor man or 
some poor woman. He had no tolerance for the notion which prevails 
with many, that lavish appropriations out of the earnings and savings 
of the people could in any manner benefit the people as much as if the 
money bad been left with them to be expended jor their own purposes. 
No man ever made greater exertions to impress economy upon the ad- 
ministration of the Government. 

He was indeed a man of inflexible purpose and dauntless courage. 
He was not petulant or boisterous; he was devoid of bravado; nor did 
he seek controversy, but no threats or persuasions could drive him 
from the right-laid line of truth and duty. He was ardent, trustful, 
and devoted in his friendships, but he was discriminating. They were 
not founded upon interest or expediency, but upon the enduring quali 
ties of honor, patriotism, and truth. 

While the aspect he presented to the public and to strangers was 
austere, in his personal relations he was gentle, kind, and affable. 
He had the characteristics which Macaulay assigns to the Hollands: 
‘‘A strong will and a sweet temper.’’ He was conciliatory without 
ever making unmanly concessions and he was firm without indulging 
in unmanly abuse or resentments. 

He has passed away forever. The people whom heserved will recall 
him as a faithful public man, possessed of great courage and uabend- 
ing in his devotion to the public welfare; but those who enjoyed his 
friendship will remember his open and benignant countenance, his 
cordial greeting, his loving disposition, and that temper which years 
of sickness and pain seemed only to make sweeter and sweeter, until 


he at last fell asleep on the bosom of his Savior, a faithful servant of 


his God. 
[Mr. H1ISCOCK addressed the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Quay]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator from Pennsylvania makes the final 
motion, I suggest by unanimous consent that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it be to meet at 12 o’clocleon Monday, only for that occasion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent tomove that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be until 
Monday next at 12 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Inow move the adoption of the resolutions which I 
submitted, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
4 er submitted by the Senater from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

UAY]. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously; and (at 1 o’clock and 


54 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, September 15, 
1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


See Appendix. ] 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, September 13, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curnperr, 
D. D. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT?, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the President pro tempore of the Senate had appointed 
Mr. VOORHEES one of the conferees on the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduc 
the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes, in 
place of Mr. MCPHERSON, excused. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, the concurrent resolution of the House to print additional copies 
of the twelth number of the Statistical Abstract of the United States 
for the year 1889, asked a conference with the House thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. ManpERsON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GoRMAN conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within 
which suits may be brought against accounting officers and the sureties 
on their official bonds, asked a conference with the House thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. EpMunpDs, Mr. Hoan, and Mr. GEORGE conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (8. 947) to restrict the use and sale of opium in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories of the United States: 

A bill (8. 1195) for the relief of Snowden & Mason; 

A bill (S. 1535) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and 
national Treasury notes; 

A bill (8. 2080) authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas 
If. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the 
rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of re- 
tired officers; 

A bill (S. 3097) authorizing the appointment of an assistant sword- 
master at the Military Academy; 

A bill (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy; 

A bill (8. 3780) to give consent of Congress to the construction of a 
bridge over the Duck River in Humphreys County, Tennessee; and 

A bill (S. 3888) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the State of California. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll, 
which is on the approval of Tuesday’s Journal. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 168; as follows: 


YEAS—157. 
Abbott, Crain, Lehibach, Rockwell, 
Adams, Crisp, Lewis, Rowell, 
Alien, Mich. Culberson, Tex. Lind, Russell, 
Anderson, Kans, Culbertson, Pa. Lodge, Sawyer, 
Andrew, Cummings, Martin, Ind, Sayers, 
Arnold, Dingley, Mason, Scull, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dunnell, McAdoo, Sherman, 
Baker, Evans, McClammy, Simonds, 
Bankhead, Farquhar, MeClellan, Smith, Lil, 
Bayne, Flick, McCreary, Smith, W. Va, 
Beckwith, Flower, McKinley, Snider, 
Belknap, Forney, MeMillin, Spooner, 
Bingham, Frank, McRae, Stephenson, 
Boothman, Funston, Miles, Stewart, Tex. 
Boutelle, Gear, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Bowden, Geissenhainer, Moore, N. H. Stockbridge, 
Breckinridge, Gest, Morey, Stone, Ky. 
Brewer, Greenhalge, Morrill, Struble, 
Brickner, Grosvenor, Morse, Tarsney, 
Brosius, Grout, Mutchler, Taylor, E. B. 
Brower, Hansbrough, Nute, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, J.B. Hare, O' Neil, Mass. Taylor, Tenn. 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, O’ Neill, Pa. ‘Thomas, 
Burrows, Hayes, Owen, Ind. Thompson, 
Burton, Heard, Owens, Ohio Townsend, Colo, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Ill. Parrett, ‘Turner, Ga, 
Candler, Mass. Henderson,lowa Payne, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, Herbert, Payson, Vandever, 
Caruth, Hermann, Penington, Van Schaick, 
Caswell, Hill, Perkins, Walker, 
Cheadle, Hitt, Pickler, Washington, 
Cheatham, Holman, Post, Wheeler, Ala, 
Clark, Wis. Houk, Quackenbush, Wickham, 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Quinn, Wilkinson, 
Coleman, Kerr, Iowa Raines, Willcox, 
Comstock, Ketcham, Ray, Williams, Ohio 
Conger, Kinsey, Reed, Iowa Wilson, W. Va. 
Connell, Lacey, Reilly, 
Cowles, Lanham, Reyburn, 
Oraig, Laws, Rife, 
NAY—0. 
NOT VOTING—1068. 

Alderson, Barwig, Blount, Buckalew, 
Allen, Miss. Belden, Boatner, Bullock, 
ne oo Browne. TM Butte! rth, 
Atkinson, whe, T. M, 

ks, Blanchard, Browne, Va. Bynum, 

Bland, Brunner, ik. 

Bartine, Bliss, Buchanan, Va. Candler, Ga. 
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Carlton, Flood, McDuffie, Skinner, 
Carter, Forman, McKenna, Smyser, 
Catochings, Fowler, Milliken, Spinola, 
Chipman, Gibson, Mills, Springer, 
Clancy, Gifford, Montgomery, StahInecker, 
Clarke, Ala. Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Stewart, Ga, 
Clements, Grimes, Morgan, Stewart, Vi. 
Clunie Hall, Morrow, Stockdale, 
Cobb, Harmer, Mudd, Stone, Mo. 


Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 


Hatch, 
Haynes, 


Niedringhaus 
Norton, 


Stump 


Sweney, 


Cothran, Henderson, N.C. Cates, rayior,1 
Covert, Hemphill, O'Donnell, ri 

Cutcheon Hooker, O' Ferrall, ‘owns 1} 
Daizell, Hopkins, ©’ Neall, Ind. Prace 

Dargan, Kelley, Osborne, Puck 
Darlington, Kerr, Pa. Outhwaite, [ ‘ 
Davidson, Kilgore, Paynter, Vaux 

De Haven, Knapp, Peel, Venable 

De Lano, La Folleite, Perry, Wadd 
Dibble, Laidlaw Peters ule 
Dickerson, Lane Phelar Wal ce. Maas« 
Dockery, Lansing, *ierce, vi e. N. ¥ 
Dolliver, Lawler, Price, Wheeler, Mich. 
Dorsey, Lee, Pugsle; Vi ting 
Dunphy, Lester, Ga. Randall, Whitthorne 
Edmunds, Lester, Va. Richardson Wike 
Elliott, Magner, Robertson, Wiley, 

Ellis, Maish, Rogers, Williams, Ill. 
Enloe, Mansur, tow land, Wilson, Ky. 
Ewart, Martin, Tex. Rusk, Wilson, Mo. 
Featherston, MeCarthy, Sanford, Wiison, Wash, 
Finley, McComas, Scranton, Wright, 
Fitch, McCord, Seney, Yardley 
Fithian, McCormick, Shively, Yoder 


The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 


ther notice: 
Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELuts. 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 
Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 
Mr. WILson, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE. 
Mr. Witson, of Washington, with Mr. Fowler. 
Mr. NIEPRINGHAUS with Mr. Hatcn. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABborr. 
Mr. O’DONNELL with Mr. Cons. 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANsUR. 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
Mr. De LANO with Mr. Dunrpny. 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GrISSENHAINER. 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Grpson. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. Prerce. 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. Fitcn. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD 
Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. THomaAs M. Browne with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 
Mr. DoLLIver with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. CARTER with Mr. Stewart, of Georgia. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLowenr. 
Mr. PuGsLsy with Mr. HAYNEs. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. Wuirina. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OuTHWAITE. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILts. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Sprvoa 
Mr. WADE with Mr. DocKERY. 
Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHTAN. 
Mr. Girrorp with Mr. RowLaAnp. 
Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. Wilson, of Missouri. 
Mr. Buiss with Mr. CHIrpMAN. 
Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TuRNER. of New York. 
Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. RoceEnrs. 
Mr. WADDILL with Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. CurcHEOoN with Mr. ForMAN. 
Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. Martin, of Texas 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. SKINNER. 
Mr. SmMyser with Mr. Roperrson. 
Mr. Dorsty with Mr. Goopniacut. 
Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. Tucker. 


Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BiaGs, except on bankruptcy and national- 


bank legislation. 


Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BrooksuHire, except Langston-Venable con- 


test case. 
The following for this day: 
Mr. McComas with Mr. Lez. 
Mr. HaRMER with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 
Mr. OsBoRNeE with Mr. PAYNTER. 
Mr. Ewart with Mr. Stump. 
Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. McCarrnuy. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ENLox. 


LOOLS 


Mr. BARTIN} 1 Mr. J EY, for one week. 
Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Lester, of Virginia, for this week. 
i McDvurrte with Mr. Cia of Alabama, for two weeks. 
D with Mr ) 
ABBOT \ ‘ t rtd ) 
AK] t i uo 
t 1 st of 
vu 1 it A 
M j . red \ ' 
‘ 
| ’ M ( 1 M 
l \ M Ir. H Dp, Mr. HEND! 
‘ MI Nf 1 M O’FRERRAT 
HAY I if uke! Ww | n e wa 
but pe itted Ww “ "2 
PEAKER The geutlema vote will be recorded. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I retrained from voting on the first call 
because I thought that th ntleman from Pennusvivania, Mr. ATKIN 
¥, with whom lam paired, was absent; but 1 see he is here 

ll vote a) 
Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, I voted to make a quorum, but I an 


paired with my colleague, Mr. DockeERy, and I wish to withdraw m 
vote and to be put upon the list of those present and not votin; 


Phe SPEAKER The change will be mad« On this question the 
yeas are 157 and the nays are ie. With those present and not vot 
inc, whose 1 1es ha been read, there is a quorum present, and the 
Journal ip] ed The Clerk will read the Jou l of Wednesday’s 
} weediIDgSs 

he Cle ] { i } i the proceedings of Wed 

lay las 

Mr. O' FERRALL (interrupting the reading I that the whole 
Journal mav be read. 

fhe SPEAKER. In what respect? 

Mr. OPERRALL. I de iat the names of members voting upon 
{ oll-calls be read 

the SPEAK] Vi] umes are to be found in tl Ric 

Mr. OFERRALL. I know that 

The SPEAKER Would not the gentl 1 permit th nal ¢ 
be read without the names and cont mself 1 ¢ t { 
RECORD to see if there is any stake d then « t f th 
shonld be? 

Mr. OFERRALL [ do not desire that 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the names takes just so much time 
from the business of the Hou which to-day is the delivery of enlo- 
cies on the | ena 

Als O'FERRALI | it it und J ! ch respect 
jor ti mem ‘ 

Ph E I i i hi i »t i) 
pont. 

\Ir. O \ that the! ash ] 

i KAKE! It ot t \ to read 1 

Ir. OFERRALI It has en ¢ 

Phe SPEAKE! t na mn t nan in | 
upon i 

Mr, O LAL | 

hilt AKI . I i r 
House 

Mr. OFERRALI u 

| not to the Speaker at all 

The SPEAKER. vi 
to t countr 

Mr. OFEI \ 
my actlo 

Al it KI 
tm ) do 

Ir. O'1 \] ‘ 

i { I ( 
Wedne 
On Cai or ¥y 

Th quest L iM { ippro 

The Jour of % iroceed of Thu y last was then read and 


appro. ed 


Che Clerk next eeded toread the Journal of yesterday’s proceed 
ings. 

PAYM t i¢ reading). l ask unanimous consent that 

in the reading of the Journal the recapitulation of the names recorded 


| on the roll-calis be dispensed with. 
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Mr. O’FERRALL., I object for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia insists on his ob- 
jection. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal, which 
was then approved. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is happy to announce that the several 
Journals have now been approved by the House; and the Clerk will 
read the special order for to-day. 

LEAVE TO PRIN’. 

Mr. JASON B,. BROWN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 

print in the Recorp remarks on the tariff bill and Senate amendments 


thereto. 
MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON HON. JAMES B. BECK. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask that the resolutions of the Senate in 
regard to the late Senator Beck be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first read the special order of the 
House, and then the resolutions from the Senate will be reported. 

The Clerk read the following resolution adopted by the House on the 
5th of August last: 

Resolwed, That Saturday, September 14, 1890, beginning iusmediately after the 
reading of the Journal, be set apart for tributes to the memory of Hon. James 
B. Beck, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky, and that the Senate resolu- 
tions remain on the Speaker's table antil that day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will pow read the resolutions of the 
Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Botnet, Test the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
James B, k, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky. 

Resoloed, That, as a mark of tothe memory of the deceased, the busi- 
neas of the Senate be now sus: toenablehisassociates to pay proper trib- 
ute of regard to his high character and distinguished public services. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to 
the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That,asanadditionalmayk of respect tothe memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask the Clerk to read the resolutions which 
I send to thedesk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has beard with profound sorrow 
of the death of James B. Beck, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky and a 
former member of this House. 

That the business of this House be suspended that appropriate honors may 
be paid to the memory of the deceased. 

t the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to transmit to the 
family of the deceased a copy of these resolutions. 

That as an additional mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased the House 
do now adjourn, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr, Speaker, James Burnie Beck was born 
in Dumfriesshire, Scotland, on the 13th day of February, 1822, and 
died, a Sevator from the State of Kentucky, in the railroad depot on 
Sixth street, in the city of Washington, on the 3d of May, 1890. He 
sprang trom a sturdy Scotch stock of the highest respectability, which 
had been well known in the particular section where it had grown for 
many generations. He was the descendant of those who had partici- 
pated in the rough and dangerous border warfare which marked for many 
years the relations between England and Scotland.; He was trained in 
the home of a strict Covenanter and inherited all the traditions of that 
earnest though somewhat stern gect. He was molded after the most 
rugged and powerful form of the Scotch people, and was educated after 
the most rigorous discipline of that nation. 

The Bible, Rouse’s version of the Psalms, and the®udiments of an 
English and classic education were severely and permanently instilled 
into him. Atan early age he was placed in the counting-room of his 
maternal uncles, who were engaged in foreign trade, and the purpose 
of his father (who migrated to America) was that he should remain in 
the employ of those uncles and gradually work himself into partner- 
ship with them. This plan of life was not agreeable to the lad, and he 
followed his father to America and worked on a Genessee Valley farm 
until his majority. He recognized the olden rule, that until he was 
twenty-one he owed implicit obedience and faithful service to his father, 
and he gave this ungrudgingly. 

He had in some way become attracted by the reputation of that illus- 
trions orator and statesman whose power of attraction has never been 
surpassed if indeed equaled in America, Henry Clay, and he had heard 
of the marvelous beauty and unequaled fertility of the blue-grass 
region of Kentucky; and influenced by these two causes he came to 
Lexington, Ky., in 1843,a few months after he became twenty-one. 
Alter some hesitation he determined to cast his lot with those people 
and there make hishome. ~ 

Without hesitation he entered upon the preparation of his life’s work 
by engaging himself as the manager and foreman on the farm of the 
late Drummond Hunt, a gentleman who lived to an extreme old age 
and who witnessed with affection and pride the success of the unknown 
Scottish youth to whom he hed shown the tenderness of a fatherrather 
than the kindness of an employer, and who was repaid for that treat- 
ment not only with the most faithful and intelligent service, but with 
life-long friendship and gratitude. 

The friendship of this simple, honest, brave Kentucky gentleman 
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and this nnknown but successful stranger was alike honorable to each 
and significant of the character of the people among whom Mr. - 
settled, and of the inner and finer nature of Mr. Beck. He early im- 
pressed himself upon the people of that section of Fayette County in 
which the farm of Mr. Hunt was located. His physical qualities, his 
great muscular strength, his easy ability to perform any kind of phys- 
ical labor required on a Kentucky blue-grass farm, his kindly and un- 
affected manners, his shrewd and unusual intelligence, his transparent 
honesty, and his habitual kindliness necessarily secured for him the 
attachment of all who came in contact with him. 

It was a fortunate selection of ahome. Thereis norural population 
in the world superior to that in the midst of whom Mr. Beck found 
his first Kentucky home. A stable population; conservative, intelli- 
gent, and well educated; simple in manners, strict in morality, rather 
stern in frugality; implacable in hatred of all meanness and dishonesty, 
though possibly too forgiving as to acts ot personal violence; hospitable 
and without the trace of jealousy, that people form a community into 
which it is at once fortunate and delightful for a man to enter. 

The subsequent career of Mr. Beck is not remarkable if we could 
rightly value the influences which had surrounded and helped to mold 
him up tothe moment when he entered the law school at Transylvania 
University. The Calvinistic-Scottish training, a simple but dutiful and 
laborious life on a rich New York farm, followed by the daily contact 
and ever-present influences of a kindly, virtuous, and God-fearing Ken- 
tucky neighborhood, not unnaturally fitted such a man as Mr. Beck was 
for asuccessful contest in life. No influences can make a great man out 
of a little one, as no art of the jewelercan turn pewter into silver; but if 
God has given toa man the qualities which render success possible, 
such environments and influences prepare him for any vocation to which 
he may be called. 

With Scottish economy Mr. Beck saved most of his wages, and with 
that marvelous capacity for labor which was perhaps his most striking 
characteristic as a public servant, he used the hours of leisure in in- 
tense study in preparation for the bar. Mr. Hunt’s library was one 
rather larger than is common to farmers, and among the visitors to Mr. 
Hunt’s farm were some of the best read men of Kentucky. Mr. Beck 
was a voracious and omnivorous reader, and easily obtained the use of 
whatever books were in any of the libraries of those with whom be be- 
came acquainted. 

He was a much better belles-lettres scholar than was generally be- 
lieved of him. He was a man 6f much wider reading than was gen- 
erally known, for like most able men who have not had the best ad- 
vantages he was modest of his acquirements and underrated them, and 
was in the habit of using expressions which misled those who did not 
know him intimately as to the scope and value of his general reading; 
and to those who oy knew him in his public life it may be a surprise 
to know that he was uncommonly well read in the poetry of the world 
and had at his fingers’ ends the best novels ever written. 

In 1845 he entered the law department of Transylvania University, 
Lexington. He was again fortunate in the surroundings and influ- 
ences which this step gave him. The faculty then consisted of George 
Robertson, who had been a member of this House soon after the war 
of 1812, had been chief-justice of the court of appeals of Kentucky, 
had raised himself from humble life to the highest eminence in his 
profession in the State, and was a man of remarkable attainments 
and ability; of Thomas A. Marshall, who had also served with credit 
in this House and as justice and chief-justice ot the appellate court o! 
Kentucky, and wore with distinction a name so illustrious in judicial 
and political history; and Aaron K. Woolley, who was tor many years 
the circuit judge of that circuit, and who was accounted by Mr. Beck, 
as I have often heard him say, the best colloquial lecturer that he ever 
heard on any subject. 

The class was a large and uncommonly intellectual body of young 
men, and from it have come many of the leading lawyers, judges, and 
statesmen of Kentucky during the past forty-five years. In the two 
years during which he was a student of law, working during the vaca- 
tion so as to maintain himself during the ensuing session, he made the 
impression upon the faculty and his classmates that he was a man of 
real promise. He did not impress himself as much as his subsequent 
career would seem to have justified. His natural diffidence; his brogue, 
which was then much more marked than in later years; his awkward- 
ness of manner, which though it never entirely disappeared became 
greatly diminished as he succeeded at the bar, on the stump, and in 
Congress, and perhaps a certain slowness of development and growth 
might account for the belief ot his classmates that he was going to be 
a successful lawyer only through great and continued labor. 

Mr. Beck was an ardent follower and admirer of Henry Clay, an in- 
tense, and, as he supposed, fixed Whig, and not unnaturally became the 
associate of the young gentlemen who belonged to the Whig y and 
who afterwards became very prominent in Kentucky. The State was 
then in a period of transition. The older generation of statesmen and 
politicians were passing away, and they had been so conspicuous and 
dominant that there were no middl men to take their places, and 
those who were the contemporaries of Mr. Beck soon began to play 
prominent part at a period of life when men are usually considered too 


young for great things. 
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The Mexican war naturally attracted these young men, and they 
volunteered and served with conspicuity and merit, and upon their re- 
turn nos unnaturally soon found favor with the people. 


S, Williams, who had commanded first a company and then a regiment | 


in the Mexican war, and who was defeated by Mr. Beck for a seat in 
the Senate and afterwards became Mr. Beck’s colleague in that body; 


General William Preston, who was a lieutenant-colonel in the Mexican | 


war and soon became a member of this body and minister to Spain; 
John C. Breckinridge, who, however, was a Democrat, was major in 
that war and soon entered this House and became Vice-President of 
the United States and Senator, and others scarcely less conspicuous in 
Kentueky’s history, were all of about the age of Mr. Beck and early 
became his friends. i 

The good fortune which had followed him was crowned by his mar- 
riage. His wife was the step-daughter of one of the most beloved and 
popular governors Kentucky had ever had—tor a long period a mem- 
ber of this House and a judge of the circuit court. She was connected 
by blood or mariiage with many families of the highest repute in Vir- 
ginia and Kentucky, perhaps one of the nearest blood relatives to 
George Washington, and was in every way worthy of her birth, of her 
blood, and her connections. 

She saw in Mr, Beck those qualities which afterwards every one rec- 


ognized, she foretold in her girlhood the eminence he would reach, and | 


she gave to him an undivided and exuberant affection which never 
ceased to grow until her death separated them. She brought to Mr. 
3eck what was in those days a fair competency, and, what was more, the 
influence of a large circle of friends and relatives. 

3etween Mr. Beck and John C. Breckinridge there had grown up a 
friendship more tender and iutimate than is usual among men, and 
this gave to him the kindly feeling of a very large portion of the peo- 
ple ot the State. It may not be unbecoming to say that no man has 
ever lived in Kentucky who had so warm a personal affection felt for 
him as John C. Breckinridge. Men who wholly disagreed with his 
opinions loved him with an affection that was even more than frater- 
nal, and soldiers who in the late great war had followed the Union 
flag and fougbt battles where Breckinridge commanded on the other 
side were eager after his death to unite in every possible testimonial 
of honor, aftection, and sorrow. 

The State, which had refused to follow his leadership and had dis- 
owned his counsels, lovingly erected in the city of his birth a statue 
as a testimonial of her pride and love for his great and noble character. 

The constant esteem shown to Mr. Beck in parts of Kentucky where 
his person was unknown was in part due to the transmitted friendship 
which those people had borne for Breckinridge, and which in his retire- 
ment and on his death they conferred on Mr. Beck. It was, as has 
often been stated by Mr. Beck, the persuasion and influence of Breck- 
inridge which induced hit to settle permanently in Lexington rather 
than to seek his fortune elsewhere after he obtained his license to prac- 
tice law, and the generous offer of Breckinridge to divide his slender 
resources with him until he would not longer need them was far more 
than repaid by the skillful and diligent management of Breckinridge’s 
estate during his absence in the war and after his death. 

To those who have known Mr. Beck it is needless to say that his 
rise at the bar was certain and continuous. In my judgment, he was 
the best cireuit-court practitioner I have ever known. He was not 
equal as a lawyer to several of his associates at the bar, nor as an advo- 
cate could he fairly stand comparison with several whom he daily met; 
bat his miraculous capacity tor labor, the strength and vigor of his 
intellect, the readiness and fertility which he always exhibited, his 
adaptability to every kind of cause gave to him a certain roundness 
and skillas a practitioner which was unique. ‘The training of a cir- 
cuit-court lawyer in such a circuit as that is of itself of the utmost 
value. 

A lawyer in full and lucrative practice in that court, which has ju- 
risdiction of criminal and common pleas, and chancery causes, in a court 
which habitually meets at 8 o’clock in the morning and continues all 
day and frequently holds night sessions, meeting at every county court- 
house a resident bar of skilled practitioners and also meeting the most 
formidable antagonists, attracted by the larger fees, from the neigh- 
boring bars, must be a most ready and fertile lawyer. He must ac- 
quire the habit of thinking upon his legs and becoming possessed ot 
the facts of his case with rapidity; he must be free from any conspic- 
ous blunders, for his practice is constantly before a crowded court- 
house. 

It was a happy, even if laborious, life. That district is a compact 
and beantiiul one, with macadamized turnpikes to every county town, 
every one of which is full of pleasant and cultivated people. The law- 
yers who constituted its various bars were men, as a rule, of college 
education. and were as pleasant and as delightful companions as could 
be gathered together anywhere in America. Some of them were men 
of great ability and very wide attainments, some ot surpassing eloquence. 
When I aver, as I truthfully can, that Mr. Clay always found at that 
bar rivals who disputed with him in the estimation ot the community 
the palm of eloquence, when Mr. Crittenden was not infrequently 
overmatched before the juries, and Thomas I’. Marshall often gathered 
no laurels from forensic contest, it demonstrates that he who was able 
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General John | 


| to make his way amid such men would find it possible to become emi 
nent in any body of men he might enter. 
| Mr. Beck devoted himself to this practice with undivided acsiduity 
until 1855, when he entered upon that form of political life which is 
the common lot of the lawyers of prominence in the Southwest, the 
making of political speeches in the canvasses which marked the polit- 
ical history of the country. In Kentucky the habit then was tohave 
| political debates where the rival parties were ré presented | 


| 


by chosen 
champions, the time equally divided, and the issues really discussed. 
| Of course this rendered set speeches impossible and soon revealed 
| the ignorance of him who had superficially prepared 
mere declaimer and rhetorician soon lost power. 

It was a sturdy and vigorous race of public speakers, and only the 
virile could successiully sustain themselves in such intellectual com 
bats. They were as a rale courteously conducted, and confidential 
| friendship between gentlemen ou opposite sides of politics was very 
|common. The stump-debater had to be fully prepared on all points or 
| he was soon driven from the stump. 

Mr. Beck had entered the Democratic party. The defeat of Mr. Clay 
in 1844, the nomination of General Taylor over him in 1448, the com 
promise measures of 1851-’52, the death of Mr. Clay, and the tempo 
rary success of the American or Know-Nothing party had destroyed 
the Whig party in Kentucky, and not unnaturally Mr. Beck, who had 
| been a Whig principally because of his intense admiration and affee 

tion for Mr. Clay, became a member of the Democratic party, as did 
such gentlemen as I havealready named—Williams, Preston,and others, 

H{e was not an aspirant for office, and with very great reluctance he 
| consented to become a candidate in 1861 for the State senate, in which 
race he was defeated by James IF’. Robinson, alterwards governor ot 
Kentucky; but in that debate between these two successful and well 
matched lawyers Mr. Beck developed higher qualities than he had 
theretofore exhibited, and, though defeated, made animpression which 
led to his subsequent nomination and election in 1867 to this House. 

When the war was over and all political parties in Kentucky were 
in a state of great confusion and there was much diversity of opinion 
as to what was the proper course for the Democratic party to pursue 
| it was largely throngh Mr. Beck’s influence that the organization known 
| in Kentucky as the Ist of May convention, which met at Louisville 
|} on the Ist of May, 1866, was formed, and his speech at that conve 
tion put him at once among the foremost of the Democratic leaders of 
| theState. He did not desire to come to Congress, as I personally know 
| and accepted the nomination in 1867 with greatreluctance. He felvit 
his duty to accept that nomination. 

I also personally know that he did not like the life in Congress. | 
was at that time the editor of one of the Democratic pgpers of the city 
of Lexington,and my personal relations with him were extremely cordia' 
Before the long session was half out he wrote to his partner, Francis K 
Hunt, esq., and to me that he would not be a candidate for re-election 
that he could not afford pecaniarily to give up his practice, and he 
tound that it was impossible for him to do his duty asa Kepresentative 
and to undertake to preserve his practice, and asked me to 
in the columns of my paper his declination. I suppre-sed that lette: 
and took the liberty of saying that Mr. Beck would be returned to Con 
gress without opposition, and his personal and political friends over 
persuaded him to consent to re-election. Hetore the long session ol 
the second term ended he announced that he would not accept renomi 
nation and re-election, and this caused the only contest which Mr. Beck 
ever had in that district. 

Other gentlemen who had the laudable ambition to represent that 
illustrious district on the floor of this House announced themselves 
as candidates. Mr. Beck’s opposition to becoming a candidate wa 
overcome, and after asomewhat heated canvass all opposition was with 
drawn and he wasre-elected. Atthe middle of his fourth term he per 
emptorily refused to become a candidate to the lower House, but an- 
nounced himself a candidate for the Senate, and was out of Congress one 
term, when he returned as Senator from Kentucky in the Forty-fifth 
Congress and afterwards received two substantially unanimous re-elec- 
tions, so that his public service in Washington practically covered the 
entire period from his election in 1867 to his death in 1490, tor during 
the Forty-fourth Congress, of which he was not a member, he was, pe! 
haps it is not too much to say, the recognized leader of the Democracy 
of Kentucky. 

Mr. Beck’s success in this House was in exact accordance with his 
success at the bar. It was not immediate; it was never supreme; it 
was great and honorable, and it resulted from the same causes: an in 
dustry which knew no cessation, a civic courage which nothing could 
daunt, an intense honesty of conviction, unusual abilities, and fidelity 
to the discharge of every duty, which was alike constant and honorable 
His appointment asa member of the Committee on Reconstraction was 
somewhat accidenta!. It inrnished him an opportunity tor valuable 
service and conspicuous reputation. It was somewhat in the line of 
his life-longlabors. He surpassed in the art of cross-examination, and 
he was thoroughly trained in the skillful criticism of conflicting tes 
| timony. 
3efore that committee a vast amount of evidence, much of it false and 
perhaps more malignant, wastaken. He did for the silent and calumni 
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ated people of eleven States what no other man had the precise oppor- 
tunity to do, and what no other man in public life could have more 
ably done. The labors he performed were herculean. The skill he 
exhibited was inimitable. The courage with which he performed that 
arduous work was superb. Other men have been perhaps more elo- 
quent, and the graces of advocacy may not have been as conspicuous 
as if that duty had fallen to another; but for vigor, the power of fierce 
criticism of evidence, the merciless skill with which perjury was dem- 
onstrated, and the intense and righteous indignation which his gener- 
obs and lofty nature felt were never more nobly exhibited than by him 
during that period. 

He was called apparently by Providence to be the representative of 
eleven voiceless and manacled States; and when the history of that 
period is fairly written there will be no more noble and conspicuous 
ligure thar. that of this Scotch exile, who spoke for the freedom of the 
people, for the equality of the States, for justice to the conquered, and 
for the preservation of free institutions. Every work did he well do 
in the subsequent years of hiscareer; but this was a peculiar duty, one 
which no statesman had ever been called to perform, one which it is 
to be hoped most sincerely no statesman will hereafter ever be called 
to perform. It gave him the love and gratitude of those States, it 
secured for him the esteem and affection of the people of Kentucky, 
and it won the confidence and respect of the entire North. 

It was a generous sight which all brave men loved to contemplate 
to see this son of Scotland so diligently, laboriously, tenderly, and ably 
defend the defenseless for the high and patriotic purpose of restoring 
to a common country its fraternity and harmony and securing for the 
future the maintenance of our American institutions and the perma- 
nency of our peculiar form of government. It was an era in which 
great questions were being decided by great men, new and unprece- 
dented questions arising out of that terrific war between the States; 
questions affecting the relations of the two unassimilable races, affect- 
ing the relations of the eleven Southern States, which had formed the 
Confederacy, to the Union; questions of taxation growing out of the 
enormous public debt and the burden of that debt; questions which 
the ablest men in the most dispassionate period might well be per- 
plexed to rightly consider and fairly decide, but which had to be de- 
cided hurriedly by men whose passions were still aroused, whose am- 
bitions were at stake, and who were perhaps not unnaturally blinded 
by passion and by selfish considerations. 

These questions were to be decided in the two Houses of Congress, 
each House an arena utterly unlike any other body in America, with 
modes of procedure, with traditions and unwritten rules which con- 
trol unconsciously those who participate in its deliberations. Into 
this arena, in the midst of such men, the most of whom were trained 
amen and publicists, this stranger entered wholly without 
egislative experience and practically unfamiliar with every form of 
parliamentary procedure. That he could have maintained himself 
with credit would have been a remarkable achievement; that he made 
himself conspicuous was a demonstration of his rare combination of 
qualities. That he did this without offense shows bis tact; that while 
doing it he won the regard of his opponents and yet retained the con- 
fidence and secured the affection of his political friends proves the nature 
and quality of his inner life and character. 

Before he was transferred to the Senate he had shown his superior 
capacity to deal with other grave political and economic questions. He 
served with distinction on the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and, as was his habit, he qualified him- 
self for the duties of each committee and became thoroughlyand mi- 
nutely familiar with the whole machinery of our Government, so as to 
be able to decide readily and wisely upon the advisability of any ap- 
propriation to be made to any of its Departments or bureaus. He 
mastered the details of our complex tariff and what was then a com- 
plex and burdensome system of internal revenue. There was no pro- 
vision by which we raised revenue with which he was not easily and 
consciously familiar. So that when he became a member of the Sen- 
ate he was equipped for eminent service on the two great committees 
to which he was ultimately assigned: the Conimittee on Finance and 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

I need not in this ceremony undertake to speak of the services which 
in the daily performance of the duties as a Senator it fell to his lot to 
perform. That has been better told by the colleagues who for thir- 
teen years and more served with him in that body. 

He was always an intense believer in the equality of manhood as a 
practical trath, and his aversion to every form of class legislation or 
official discrimination was intense and at times perhapsextreme. He, 
however, fairly represented the average opinions of the State whose 
commission he bore. There is occasionally a sort of loose talk about 
the aristocracy of Kentucky, the aristocracy of the blue-grass region. 
Mr. Speaker, there never was a people so free from the prejudices of 
birth and rank, never a people so prompt to recognize and encourage 
merit. They are proud of their lineage, not because their ancestors 
held high position, nor because of any rank or station or wealth, 
but because, whenever liberty needed a defender or truth a martyr, 
some ancestor promptly stepped to the front to win heroically the bat- 
tle or with equal heroism give his life to the cause. It is not of 


blood and titles that this people boast, but it is of private soldiers who 
fell at Bannockburn or Londonderry; of the obscure, whose names are 
forgotten, but can be found on the list of the convicted who were 
burned at the stake or beheaded on the scaffold; of the men who car- 
ried muskets, not swords, during the Revolutionary war, or with the 
Kentucky rifle won that exquisite country from the Indian, or were 
with Jackson at New Orleans, or Harrison at the Thames, or McKee 
and Clay at Buena Vista. 

The stories which are told to the children in that land are not o: 
kings and counts and marquises, not of millionaires and merchant 
princes, but of plain, obscure men, whose loftiest conception was to do 
their duty and whose too frequent fate was to give their lives for it. 
When I was the other day in the cemetery near Lexington I saw the 
graves of four Kentucky Senators. They were all poor men. The 
oldest was an orphan boy raised in poverty upon the frontiers of Vir- 
ginia, who went to Kentucky nearly one hundred years ago and was 
honored with all sbe could give solely because she believed he merited 
it. Another came to that State, an obscure orphan lad of twenty, with 
no inheritance but that of poverty and manhood, and she gladly gave 
him all he asked, and when he died the scepter of her love was trans- 
ferred by her to another orphan boy who had made his own way in life 
and who rose by the power of his own qualities. 

These were the men whom Mr. Beck succeeded. They were men who 
made that district illustrious and helped to make Kentucky’s fame 
honorable. Amid that same people Mr. Beck cast his lot, and with 
the same generous recognition of his qualities, with the same loving 
regard for his manhood, and the same trustful confidence in his devo- 
tion to her, she conferred upon him all the gifts which she had in her 
power to bestow, counting the offices which followed her affection the 
least of those gifts and counting her confidenceand affection for him the 
highest manifestation of her judgment of his merit and his qualities. 

It is a proud people, Mr. Speaker; it is a justly proud people; for 
amid them weak men do not hold leadership and the base do not gain 
their confidence. In that State no seat was ever purchased on this 
floor; no one ever represented her, by her own choice, save through 
a pure and unpurchased ballot. Her aristocracy is the aristocracy 
of honorable labor, and her confidence is given to those who merit it 
by their lives. Itis an aristocracy of which any one may be proud. 
It opens its ranks to all who show themselves worthy and it gives its 
confidence to all who deserve it. It was among such a people that 
such a man would succeed, and it was to such a man that the con- 
fidence of such a people should be given. 

On a May afternoon, in a depot where busy men were rushing to and 
from the trains and thoughtless ple came and went, where loving 
wives were being welcomed home by tender husbands and little chil- 
dren were having the good-bye said by tearful mothers, God came and 
took this man suddenly to Himself. It was an appropriate place and 
time for him to die. Not in the solitude had his work been done, but 
amid tke busiest marts of busy men. He was not a contemplative 
thinker, not a poet looking into the depths of his own imagination, 
sympathizing with the world and singing of wrongs and remedies; but 
he was a vigorous man of affairs, giving his whole life to making men 
better, because he was trying to make the labors of their lives lighter. 
He had been conspicuous in every effort to take from trade its shackles. 
He had done all he could to give to the laborer better wages by giving 
unto him cheaper necessities. 

He had tried with all the power of his great intellect and of his 
greater heart to make the life of the humble less burdensome and there- 
fore more delightful; and it was not therefore inappropriate that he 
should finally lie down to die where the great motive power of trado 
was exhibiting itself in the practical affairs of life; to die where men 
were handling those articles of merchandise which it had been the 
labor of his life to cheapen to those laborers, and which he had tried 
to make free from onerous exactions, making them more salable by 
wider markets. It was not unfit that a soul so tender was going to 
God where meetings of families were being held after partings, and 
where partings were tearfully taking place between families to whom 
he had tried to give better homes and easier lives. 

It was not inappropriate that with him should be when he fell the 
daughter, who had taken the place of the dead mother, who had en- 
twined her life about him, who had been to him what all other ties in 
life might have been—son, daughter, wife, and friend. It matters not, 
Mr. Speaker, very much where the summons comes; it is of but little 
import where the messenger finds us when the summons comes borne 
by the hands of Death; that the order of our lives is changed and the 
battle ended, and for us peace and rest now remain. Itisof but little 
import where we are found. The matter that is important is our readi- 
ness to receive it. 

I enter not into his peculiar beliefs. I think I know what they 
were. We have traveled together, slept together, spoken together. 
We did not much associate in Washington, because we were busy men; 


but each knew the other was his friend, and when we met, here or in 
Kentucky, met in consultation or in private life, there was between us 
no secret, We had the same religious belief. We shared the same 

in the main. 
in the olden days. 


old traditions. We had g from the same 
His ancestors and mine had been in the same 
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The same truths in the same old way we both held, intense, nar- 
row perhaps, but such as give to men a certain fixity and stability, a 
certain intensity, a reliance upon unseen and spiritual influences—be- 
liefs which, like the power of the prophet, enable even servants to see 
that the chariots of fire and the horsemen thereof are on the side of those 
who lov truth and battle for it. He sometimes half humorously said 
that he believed ‘in the kirk and the covenant, the sword of the Lord 
and of Gideon, in hell and damnation, and the eternal councils of Jeho 
vah.’? and sometimes humorously spoke of certain creeds as good fo1 
people who had been born half saints, but as for sach sinner 3 as he 
there was something needed greater and more powerful than the creeds 
that people better than he might get along with. oe ae 

He was a sturdy, stout, vigorous, stalwart man, great in his physical 
power, powerful in his inner nature. He wasa man of habitual self- 


restraint, and like all men of that particular character he was adouble | 


man. The life he wore outside had certain elements of sternness about 


it, a certain appearance of Scotch frugality and shrewdness, a certain | 


indisposition to promiscuous friendships, like the rough burr, the out- 
sideof which sometimes pricks the fingers, but the inside was absolutely 
smooth and tender. No better father, no kinder, tenderer husband, 
no more loyal friend, no more sympathizing and generous man evel 
attracted love and affection. 
and the humble sought him without hesitation. 
the circle of my own family acquaintances. 
kindness myself. 


Little children went to him without fear 
I know instances in 
I was the recipient of | 


I speak, Mr. Speaker, to-day, not merely as the Representative of the 
district which he once represented, of the State in which he lived, | 


of the people among whom he did his lite-work and now. rests; not in | 


an official capacity simply as a Representative, but also as a member 
of the same bar and a personal friend of many years’ standing. He 
was my father’s triend. He was my brother’s preceptor. He was my 
relative’s partner. He was connected with me by every tie that two 
men not of the same blood can possibly have to bind them together in 


the same community. We have been together days at a time on the | 


same side of important causes; we have led on opposite sides. We 
haveshared common ambitions. He knew that I had no ambition that 
was not subordinate to my belief that he was better fitted tor public 
service than I, and there never was a day that I did not have reason 
to believe that there was no favor which I could ask of the people 
among whom we lived that he would not do whatever he could to have 
it granted. 

Standing to-day almost in the seat which he occupied when he was 
a member of this House, using language that I believe to be of the 
severest truth, I avouch that in the hundred years of Congressional 


histery the American Union has never had in either House of Congress | 


a native son who loved her more, who more deeply, tenderly, and rev- 
erently understood her institutions and was more earnestly, diligently, 


| while the sunny scenes, singing brooks, and lovely lakes of this 


and faithfully devoted to them than this foreigner; and that confidence | 


and affection which Kentucky exhibited in him during a quarter of a 
century were honestly won and entirely deserved. 


Mr. DUNNELL. 


memoration. The useful and conspicuous life should and does com- 
mand admiration. 


The man who overcomes and takes his place among 
the best merits the honor that will unfailingly cometohim. The man 
of absolute integrity and of supreme devotion to his convictions will 
not be denied a place among the great. He is, indeed, great, for he 
has so wrought that his very spirit and nature have harmoniously un- 
folded as if in the light of a Creator’s smile. Men of faults, even, will 
be rightfully honored when, in spite of these faults, virtues have been 
cherished, nurtured, and, through exercise, made majestic. 

When a life ends which has resulted to its possessor in the attain- 
ment of merited honor, challenging the admiration of those to whom 
life is prolonged, why may they not cease their own work for awhile 
and learn the lessons of life and of death? 
business cease, our heated discussions have a pause, and we, in a quiet 
surrender of mind and heart to nobler emotions, study the teachings 
of human conduct. 

The late honorable James B. Beck was born in Scotland. He was 
neither better nor worse for that. While, without doubt, he had good 
blood in his veins, he had a richer heritage than biood. He had a will 
to work and to work well, whether as the tender of horses or a resister 
to the burdens and drawbacks of poverty inthe New World. Among 
strangers, by unremitting toil he brought himself from the lower to 
the higher places in his adopted State. He earned the place he held, 
when, in 1867, the people of his Congressional district first gave him a 
seat in this House. He had earned it by habits of study and self-im- 
provement. He came here wellequipped. He was forty-five years of 
age when first elected. He was then in the very prime and vigor ot 
life, ragged of body andof mind. With theexception of two years his 
entire life, aiter March 4, 1867, was spent in public labors. 

My acquaintance with the late Senator began with the opening of 
the Forty-second Congress, March 4, 1871. This acquaintance was 
but general. I very soon, however, learned to hold him in high re- 

rd. His boldness and unquestioned honesty claimed admiration. 

e was eminently bold and fearless in the defense of his political opin- 


Mr. Speaker, eminent achievements deserve com- | 


It is not amiss to Jet our | 
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ions. He was not an orator. Hespoke with force and remarkable di- 
r - H din him is i His convictions were his own 
at 113 Opinions were n , ywed. While courteous to antagonists, 
he ga I juart and « p ted 1 en have sé ved in Con 
gTess « 1g t tw ; . oe 
James b. Bec I ( ailed H 

lic duties were met with sing He 1 hab 
taste, a thorough An n, 

Other members of this H } se 
ceremonies can far more aj] tely than n 1 his pet- 
sonal life. They knew him They e, in 
his social relations. I could not, hows ( é 
tences during these memorial rvice 

He seems, in my mind, to have been one of God blem nest 
upright, earnest, intelligent, conscientious, and t 1 loy to 
every private and public duty. I had the honor to attend his burial 
in the city of Lexington. It was a beautiful day. The streets and 
the cemetery grounds were filled with men and women who honored 
ind loved the distinguished Senator. Th found their way to the 
open grave and rendered the burial service pro dly impressive, 
Standing by the grave when the bo ly, all that was left of the eminent 


statesman, was lowered into it, bordered ip profusion by nature’s rich- 


est emblems of love and affection, and there recalling the intensely 
busy and laborious life he had spent in the public service for nearly a 
quarter of a century, there came to me these words of the poet 


Weep not for him who dieth 
For he sleeps and 
And the c 
Is the gre 


is at rest 
such whereon he 


en earth's quiet breast 


Mr. McCREARY. nan, an eminent cit 
izen, is dead. He sleeps now in peace and honor in the bosom of the 
State he loved so devotedly and served so faithfully Che history of 
his splendid public services and his noble pe will be pre 
served as Jong as our Republic lasts. 

James Bb. Beck was born in Dumfriesshire, Scotland, on the 1 ith day 
of February, 1822. He seemed to imbibe from the healthful atmos- 
phere and lofty mountains around his home vigor of mind and body, 


Mr. Speaker, a great states 


onal trait 


ection 
affectionate disposition. The his- 
| glories of Dumfries, the fame of her Douglasses, Pruces, Kirk 

patricks, and also of Robert Burns, wh6 resided there for a fe’ 
impressed him and stimulated his energies and aroused his 


helped to bless him with a happy, 
torica 
¥ year 


ambition 


for the accomplishment of the wonderful results which crowned h 
| efforts in afteryears, 
When he was sixteen years of age he bade farewell to bonny Scotland 


and joined his father, who had emigrated to America in 1825 and who 
became a prosperous farmer in Wyoming County, New York. A few 
years proved to young Beck that farming was not his vocation and he 
determined to devote himself tointellectual efforts. With a prescien: 

that was both remarkable and accurate he selected Lexington, Ky., as 
the arena of h t, the home of his happin« 


s life contest id suce s 


This noble Scot knew what he could do. He knew his birthright. 
He felt the glow of his superior intellect, the strength of his will- 
power, the fire of his ambition, the purity of his character, the splen- 

| did equipments with which God had blessed him, and he disdained to 
seek an easy, obscure place, but with the courage of his convictior 
and with ‘*‘ lance at rest and visor down ’”’ at twenty-one years ot 





he appeared at Lexir Ky., wh 
den, the Breckinridges, Thomas Mz 
already won national fame. Undaunted, undiscouraged, and unknown 
with no friends or relatives and with no fortune the health and 
strength and mind with which God had blessed him, he began a 
test that was crowned with almost every triamp! 
admiring people could bestow, and which splen¢ 
opportunities of true manhood in Ame 
sibilities of all men under the genero 
tions, no matter w 

In 1843 he managed a farm and devoted his nights 
law, and in 1846 he received his diploma from 
sity and commenced the practice of law in a judicial district famou 
for its able and eloquent lawyers. For twenty-one years he was un 
ceasing and untiring in his devotion to his profession 
forced his way to eminence and to distinction. 
tucky is luminons with the name 


re Henry Cla 


rshall, and a 


tor 
von 





John J. Critten 


host of otl 


sive 





1 which grateful and 
lidly illustrated th: 
rica and the outcome and pos 
1s influences of our free 

ere born 

to the study of 


Transylvania | 


and gradual! 
rhe history of Ke 
of able and accomplished law 


, 


but amid the brightest and ablest in her galaxy will alwa ve found 
the name of James B. Beck. 


It was while he was practicing | hat I first knew him. 
ner 


His phys 


e 
W 
i 
i 


ical f » intellectual en gy, and u werving «de on to the interests 
of his clients immediately attracted my admiration. Afterwards his 
genial, kindly nature, his realy et ragementof young attorneys, and 


his fidelity to the honor and dignity of the profession won my friend 
ship and respect, which grew and strengthened through all the years 
of his professional and public life 

When Mr. Beck commenced his political life in 1867 as a Represent- 
ative in the Fortieth Congress he was in the prime of a noble man 


| hood, Study, experience, training at the bar, association with many 
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of the ablest and most accomplished men of our country had burnished 
and strengthened his intellect, and he soon proved in the councils of 
the nation that he was a worthy successor of the great statesman who 
had preceded him from the Ashland district, and that he would be able 
to give additional luster to the history of this already famous district, 

The great crisis through which our Republic had just passed, the 
passions and prejudices engendered, the transition from terrible civil 
war to peace and order and reconciliation, demanded and received from 
him the closestand most caretul consideration. Like a great gladiator, 
he threw himself into his work, and his intellectual force, endurance, 
courage, and devotion to justice, fair play, peace, and reconciliation 
will always be remembered with gratitude by millions of his fellow- 
citizens. 

Mr. Beck was four times elected a Representative in the Congress of 
the United States and then declined a re-election as Representative. 
I have the honor to represent now five of the counties formerly repre- 
sented by bim, and I have had many evidences ot his wonderful popu- 
larity and of the love and confidence lavished op him by the people. 

His election to the Senate of the United States in 1876, his re-election 
in 1882, and his election again in 1888 (he being the second man 
ever elected Senator three successive terms in Kentucky) proves the 
estimation in which he was held by the people of his adopted State, and 
shows also with what fidelity and acceptability he had always attended 
to their interests. 

As a Senator he had a broader field of usefalness, and as he became 
more conspicuous he achieved a greater national reputation. He wasan 
acknowledged leader in the House of Representatives among such men 
as Blaine, Randall, Kelley, Knott, Logan, Cox, Garfield, HOLMAN, and 
Colfax, and he was an acknowledged Democratic leader when Bayard, 
Thurman, McDonald, Lamar, Garland, Gordon, and Hill were his col- 
leagues in the Senate; and he was for years chairman of the Demo- 
cratic caucus of the Senate. 

His anflagging, unfailing, unceasing work on the Committees on 
Reconstruction, Appropriations, and Ways and Means in the House of 
Representatives, and on the Committees on Finance and Appropriations 
in the Senate, and his speeches on bills reported by these committees 
and on almost every important question considered in Congress during 
his public service so intimately identified him with American history 
that a sketch of his life is a sketch of his country’s history for a quar- 
tcr of a century. 

In his native land people watched his career with pride and pleasure 
and never forgot him. A writer for an Edinburgh paper a few months 
ago said: 


Those who would see Mr. Beck at his best should see him on the floor of the 
Senate when some economic question is belore that body. On such oceasions 
he is fall of fire and force. His mighty arms swing like hammers, His Scotch 
tongue thunders out the shortest and simplest Anglo-Saxon words that can be 
found to compose his terse sentences. Now and then the clenched fist comes 
sown on his desk with telling force. The whole speech is made up of factsand 
statistics, Like Joseph Hume, he is a man of figures, and like him he speaks 
like a problem in mathematics. 


He never forgot Scotland, but always spoke with affection and ten- 
derness of his dear native land. The following was one of his favor- 


ite quotations: 
Land of brown heath and shaggy wood; 
Land of the mountain and the flood, 
Land of my sires, what mortal hand 
Can e’er untie the filial band 
That knits me to thy rugged strand? 


Ile Joved his adopted country with an unchanging affection. In 
every pulsation of his heart he was an American, devoted to popular 
rights, individual freedom, and self-government, and proud of the glory 
and watchiual of the honor of the land wherein he had been welcomed 
and honored and to which he had dedicated his life. 

Ile was the faithful friend and champion of the people. No man 
ever had better opportunities than he for knowing and understanding 
them. He came trom the ranks of the people and he loved to be close 
to them, and he had an abiding confidence in the integrity and patriot- 
ism of the masses. Like Ben Adhem, he would say: 


Write me as one that loves his fellow-men. 


}fe was honest and candid and fair in all the walks of life. In his 
whole career no breath of suspicion ever assailed his integrity or dimmed 
the brightness of his honor, and, whether we view him as citizen, law- 
yer, or Congressman, we see the impress of his splendid mind and the 
luster of his honest, noble manhood. 

Asa husband and father he was loving, faithful, and tender. His 
home was the place of his greatest happiness. He loved his children, 
and he warmly appreciated the unchanging love and devotion of his 
noble wile, who preceded him to the grave but a few years ago. 

Mr, Speaker, ‘‘in the midst of life we are indeath.’’ On the 3d day 
of May last, when the spring flowers were blooming and the evening 
zephyrs were whispering words of hope and encouragement and all 
nature was redolent and glorious with God's blessings, Senator Beck 
died. In a moment, in the twinkling of an eye, with his harness on 
and the effulgenve of his intellect and the sunshine of his disposition 
and the purity of his patriotism unimpaired, death claimed him and 
he went from the heights of earthly honors to the realms of immor- 
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tality. Weshall miss him in the councils of the nation, weshall miss 
him in the State of his adoption where he was loved and respected so 
sincerely, we shall miss him as a friend and as a colaborer in public 
affairs. In his life and achievements we have a grand example to 
strengthen manhood and encourage youth. In his death we mourn 
the loss of a great and good man. 


In halls of state he stood for many years 

Like fabled knight, his visage all aglow, 

Receiving, giving sternly, blow for blow, 

Champion of right! But from eternity’s far shore 
Thy spirit will return to join the strife no more. 

Rest citizen, statesman, rest; thy troubled life is o'er. 


Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Speaker, there is no age of mediocrity in A mex 
ican history. On the birth of the nation and at every period since, 
each generation, giving itself to the living questions of its time, has 
furnished leaders of thought eminently qualified for their task. If, 
while the battle was waged, fierce passions and conduct marred its 
heroism, afterwards these have disappeared, leaving the qualities of 
jearning, statesmanship, patriotism, and courage, the pride and heri- 
tage to their children. 

Washington, Hamilton, John Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Franklin, 
we all proudly claim as Americans. So passing along each decade we 
can readily enumerate great names on either side of all political con- 
tests, point to the elements of greatness developed in their lives, and 
rejoice that they were our countrymen. 

If inequalities seem to exist at different periods in the proportions 
of men they are the inequalities of opportunity rather than of great 
qualities. 

We revel in the burning eloquence of Patrick Henry which caught 
its fire from the deep-seated and distinctly tabulated wrongs inflicted 
by the mother country on his countrymen. 

We kneel at the shrine of Washington because he led our armies to 
a victory unattainable but for our isolated position, and every step 
of our country’s progress in wealth and population and power intensi- 
fies the glamour about his name. The emergencies of war, of diplo- 
macy, and statesmanship then were great, and made men who met 
them great. ‘The air even to-day tingles with the praise of hundreds 
of those who made and sustained the young Republic. As it grew and 
became confident in its strength, war and diplomacy occupied an in- 
significant place in the national life. Internal questions commanded 
publicattention, and our marvelous development up to the civil war and 
subsequently isa tribute to American statesmanship which when studied 
glorifies it beyond even our heroic period. I can not speak with au- 
thority of that great conflict. This must be done, to be well done, by 
those who follow us. 

From 1873 until now I have been a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Taking my seat in this body I soon learned the men des- 
ignated by its high intelligence as most eminent in the national coun- 
cils. In the House were Blaine, Gartield, Kerr, and Beck; in the Sen- 
ate were EDMUNDS, SHERMAN, Morton, Thurman, and Bayard. I 
might pame others. It is easier to name these. 

Turn over the pages of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorps of this period. 
Ponder the debates on the great public questions. If the problem is 
the reconstruction of the Southern States, or our system of taxation, or 
our expenditures and the propriety of them, or our financial system, 
foremost you will find there this Kentuckian, his mind a great store- 
house of facts. immensely comprehending the pending issue, plying his 
opponents with the most powerful argumentation and evincing a cour- 
age and energy which never failed him inany situation. He was easily 
great. Coming to the House of Kepresentatives he was at once a leader. 
Entering the Senate he at once successfully asserted himself the peer 
of its most distinguished men. 

His life was devoted to his country’sservice. To it his death is dis- 
tinctly attributable. The event is a national calamity. His immor- 
tality is embalmed in the records of the debates and legislation of his 
country. This he did for himself. It was not left for admiring friends 
to paint his likeness for the present or future times. He strode the 
pathway of greatness by inherent strength of mind, character, and 
toil. From the humbler walks of lite in Scotland he rose to the highest 
eminence attainable by a foreigner here. He deserved more. The 
constitutional limitation which barred him from it should be shaken 
off by this great nation. The hour which gave birth to such jealousy 
has passed away from us. No foreigner is great here except as he be- 
comes an American. 

If Mr. Beck inherited from his Scotch birth and associations a love 
for liberty, sobriety, and industry, so did our ancestors transmit to us 
like qualities. When he came to us he found a people whose characte: 
and aspirations were on lines parallel to hisown cuuntrymen. He wa‘ 
easily an American. His life-work was American, his countrymen 
were Americans. His remains rest not far trom the remains of Henry 
Clay and John C. Breckinridge, and the people of Kentucky, genera- 
tion alter generation, will point with _— to the graves of these her 
great chieftains. The gallant sons and lovely daughters of that State 


poured out their generous griet over his death in such measure as hon- 
ored them and him. There was a beauty in it which stirred my ad- 
miration for both, such as I had never experienced before. He belonged 








wee 
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not to them alone, He was one of the ornaments of his country, his Mr. 


age, and humanity. Pare patriot, great statesman, devoted husband, 
parent, and friend, sadly, reluctantly our utterance ends, only to sink 
us into silent, unutterable, unending grief that thou art gone. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to put on 
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record the fact of the high esteem in which I held Mr. Beck and the | 


great appreciation I had of him as a citizen of the State of Kentucky 
and as a public servant. ( ' 
to his country; and all that may be said on this occasion will seem to 
those who have known him as only an index to his character. 


No language can fully explain his real wor‘h | 


Though an adopted son of Kentucky, his name, fame, and achieve- 


ments stand upon as high a plane and shine as bright as any of her 
long list of noble, honored sons. 


From his first entrance into public life the people of his State recog- | 


nized his ability and usefulness, 


Soon his name became familiar to | 


every section of this broad land, and everybody conceded his greatness | 


as astatesmanand patriot. Asthe years went by he somewhat wearied 


of official life and would gladly have given it up, but a demand went | 


up from all over Kentucky that the district which had sent Clay, Crit- 
tenden, and Breckinridge to the councils of the nation should not per- 
mit so worthy a suce:ssor to retire till he had stood upon the highest 
political point possible for any one not born in America to reach. 
it was he yielded to the wish of the people and agreed to continue in 
Congress. 


Then | 


After eight years’ service in the lower House, he was elected to the 


Senate, and was twice re-elected, and his term of service there would 
only have been limited by the length of his life. His name is known 
and loved in every household in Kentucky, and when the news of his 


death flashed over the wires sorrow and sadness entered every mansion | 


and hamlet in the great State. He was the friend of all the people, 


and so willing was he to listen to and serve them every one that they | 


seemed to think his hereulean frame and giant mind could never tire 
or need rest. 


Mr. Speaker, I have little doubt that his efforts to do all that was | 


asked of him after the election in 1884 had much to do with bringing 
on the fatal malady that ended his life, But James B. Beck is not 
dead. His mortal body has lost its vitality and has been laid in the 
grave, on the spot of his own selection, by the side of his beloved and 
devoted wife, and is there moldering into dust. His soul is in the 
great beyond; where, none of us can tel]. That is not for me to discuss. 
The matter of life after death of the body was with him and his God. 
Let us hope that all is well with him ‘‘on the other side.”’ 


But of his example and achievements and their effect on our race we | 


mayspeak. His example is worthy of emulation by all. It gives hope 
and encouragement to every boy in our land who has an ambition to 
make for himself an horfored name. Coming to Kentucky at tlie age of 
manhood, without money or friends, he began life as a laborer, and by 
honesty, industry, and application reached’ the topmost round of the 


ladder of fame, and with the love and confidence and esteem of all the | 


people his life ended. 
to pronounce aught against his name. 
fairest and most delicate fabric of fame ever was charged against him 
Honored and ioved by all, he entered into rest. 

Mr. Speaker, to me his death came with such sadness and sorrow as 
only comes to man when his dearest friends die. I had known Mr. Beck 
as a public man during all his service in the House of Kepresentatives 
When he first became a candidate for the Senate I had the honor to be 
a member of the Legislature that had the duty of electing a Sevator. 
I espoused his cause because of his pre-eminent ability, because he 
deserved the honor, and because Kentucky needed hisservices. I shall 
always feel that I did myself honor and my State valuable service in 
casting my vote for him. My personal acquaintance began with him 
then, and I was the recipient of his warm friendship. 

As the years went by the ties between us were strengthened. He 
was always ready to listen to me, to advise and counsel me; and by his 
wisdom I have many times profited and been facilitated in the dis- 
charge of my duties. When the news came.to this Hall that Mr. Beck 
had died sudealy as he entered the Baltimore and Potomac depot, for 
one moment I was powerless to respond to the messenger who told me, 
There I found him, surrounded by a few friends, and his daughter, 
whom he loved so well, sitting by him inconsolable in her grief. He 
seemed only to be asleep, quietly taking his rest. Calm, and with no in- 


dication on his features of anxiety or pain, lay the manly formofthegreat | 2 


statesman, asleep and at rest; but the hearts of his family and friends 
were breaking with sorrow because he was not to wake again till the resur- 
rection morn. His daughter said to me, ‘‘I want you to advise me 
what to do, for he loved you.”’ That sentence, Mr. Speaker, I shall 
be proud of and shall cherish aslong asI live. To be his trusted friend 
was honor of which any might be proud. Heisgone. His lite’s work 
remains a rich heritage to the people of his State and the country. 
May its influence be the means of biightening the road of life for many 
of America’s toiling sons, and may his words of wisdom bear rich fruit 
in the preservation, perpetuation, and advancement of the liberties of 
the people of our entire country. 


Throughout his career no man has been found | 
No deed that would cloud the 


ter of the late Senator Beck have been so ably and eloquently presented 
by those who have preceded me in these mem 1 rvices that there 
seems to be nothing for me to add in paying tribute to his memory, and 
yet I am glad to bear testimor ) | 1 cl 

It is now something more chan ninet S rst t and 
made the acquaintance of Senator Beck He w that t : serving 

| in the Forty-second Congress as a member of th And, as [re 
member him, he was then in the full vigor of a ian d, robust 
and strong physically and intellectually. Being ana land, 

| whence my paternal ancestors came, and a presentat from & 
State in which my father had his birth, [ was perhaps more st gly 
attracted towards him for these reasons. But it was not « ult to 
observe that he occupied an honorable, influential ition among 
fellow-members, and was really one of the strong men of the He: 
To-day, in the light of a better knowledge of his character and “ 
I ean safely say that during his eight vears of service as a member « 
this House he bore a conspicuous part in its proceedings and served 
his constituents and the country with distinguished ability and with 
an unswerving fidelity to his public duties. 

But, notwithstanding the prominent position which he occupied 2 

| a member of the House, he of his own choice voluntarily retired to 
private life at the end of his fourth term. He was not, hows li 
permiit.| to remain a private citizen. Recognizing his eminent 
as aman, his great ability as a statesman, and his distin 
ices as a Representative in this body, the people of hi ted it 
soon called him to the high office of United States Senator, an ¢« 
which he filled with distinction and honor until death 1 “d him 
from the councils of the nation forever. 

During all the years of his service in the Senate, Senator Bx 

| one of the conspicuous figures in that distinguished bod: i is on 
of the strong leaders of his party associates, as well as an active, earnest 
able participant in all of the proceedings of the Senate, and no as 
it bas seemed to me, was more devoted and faithful to his public duties 
than he. 

rom my first acyuaintance with him I respected him l becan 

better acquainted I learned to honor and to admire him for his noble 
character, for his kindly, genial nature, for his intellectual ability, and 
for the many manly virtues which he possessed. 

With this feeling it was with profound sorrow I heard of the deat 
of this truly great man 

ife has fallen; but, while we shall miss him in the Senate Cham! 

| and in these legislative | , we know has left id him a 
honorable record and a noble nam«¢ 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, representing the metropolitan « ‘ 
the Commonwealth which, in honoring James B. Beck, distingui 
itself, I would be remiss to duty if I did not place upon record t 
testimonial of love and affection of those who sent me here for thy 
dead citizen and Senator. I would indeed be unhappy ever after th 
day should I allow the last page of the life’s history of the distinguished 
statesman to be made up and the book closed without my havin 
voiced my personal bereavement and sorrow at the loss of a true friend 
and esteemed colleague. 

There have been many things in my life which hav h my 
heart with pain and darkened for the time my life with hut 
nev have I been so shocked as when, traveling it seemed upon 
the news was borne to this legislative hall that Senator Be 0 
arrival in this city from a visit to a man of medical science, had 
suddenly stricken bydeath. Hiscolleagues hastened to his side 
saw the powerful frame—powerful nolonger—stretched indeath 
gazed upon the features which were never to brighten: The 
of the face were not hardened, the marks of distre oO read dl 
it not; peace and contentment were there, and bore ¢ n 
distinguished statesman had entered upon his long slee 

Like one that wraps the drapery of his ¢ i 
\bout him, and lies down to pleasant dreau 

As we stood by this dead form we felt tl! ud 
tncky, to the nation, to the world. The mournfua llox 
that event, the errand of sorrow which carried his col a n 
fluor and the committees of both Houses of Cong: iT tot | 

lL the pe le he loved + » well, and placed his remair n tv o 
t lead where d | alread udes of B } [Cla 

| t him tor after th of a fi led, wait 
ine th le of t herea ea } not be for 
gotten 

We t ( ( he el in the doctrines ] 
tena l A exp ded, alter t uccessfal p: 
through this Ho of a} ire we thought freighted with » mie 

or th ns ie nation, turned instinctively to Senator Bec 
is its firmest end and ablest advocate in the body he ho | 
membersh We were stricken with sorrow and dismay when 
said that, standing on his feet in the Senate of the United State 


HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the li 
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man of iron constitution and indomitable will had been compelled to 
utter in regretful tones the pathetic words: 


For the first time in twenty years of Congressional life I find myself unable 
to discharge my duty. 


Stricken at his post by an enemy which never yet was conquered, 
Senator Beck would not surrender. Stretched upon a bed of sickness, 
he dictated his views upon the subject of the measure of reform this 
House had sent the Senate; and it is fitting that his last public work 
should have related to the cause which he had earnestly espoused, thor- 
oughly investigated, and completely mastered. 

Without kith or kin of influence to push him onward in the world, 
this son of Scotland, when a mere lad, sought a home in hospitable 
America. ‘The story of his life, the trials of youth, the difficulties which 
surrounded him, the obstacles in his path, the success and triumphs of 
his career—all these furnish a history full of interest to those who would 
learn what determination, industry, and ambition can accomplish. 
Locating in that section of Kentucky which is justly proud of its beauty 
and is boastiul of the blue blood which flows in its veins, this Scotch 
lad, of obscure birth and without means, save such only as he could 
gather at the price of honest sweat from a manly brow, won his way 
step by step, until as a lawyer he was the associate in business of the 
proudest son the famed Blue Grass had ever known and loved—John C. 
Breckinridge—and eventually followed in his footsteps to this body and 
to the Senate of the United States, the second office in the Govern- 
ment, but the highest one to which one of foreign birth can aspire in 
the Republic. 

it was no charm of manner which won for him distinction, for he 
was of rough exterior, albeit of as true and kiud a heart as ever 
throbbed in human breast. It was not because he was a born orator, 


» gceleati: , » Nee w ic bi ioht: > was a | > 
for the celestial gilt of eloquence was not his birthright; he was 4 | ,n4 encourages in her representatives has done much to enable them 


Demosthenes, not a Cicero, It was not because he had the arts of the 
politician. for he had no policy. He was blunt of speech, loved truth, 
hated falsehood, and scorned deceit. He won success by the genius of 
labor. He commanded the esteem of the nation because of the hon- 
esty of his purposes and his devotion to the right. He worked with 
all his might, he shirked no duty, he neglec'ed no trust, he betrayed 
no confidence. In the discharge of the functions of his high office he 
was true to bimself, his party, his State, andthe Republic. He leaves 
to the daughter he loved so well, to the son about whom his hopes 
clustered so fondly, the heritage of a spotless name, and one forever to 
be honored by the nation he served. 

Kentucky feels her loss. The Scotch lad she adopted into her house- 
hold became to her as dear as if he was ‘‘ bone of her bone and flesh 
of her flesh,’’ and James B. Beck, whilst he never forgot the land of 
his nativity or ceased to love it, adopted the manners and the ways of 
Kentucky, and loved her with a devotion as great as if he had been born 
of her womb and had been nursed at her breast. Kentucky through- 
out all her borders mourns his death and will cherish his memory with 
that of her Crittenden, her Marshall, her Breckinridge, and her Clay, 
as one who has contributed to her greatness and added to her renown. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, we can all feel, but none can ade- 
quately describe, the loss our country has sustained in the death of 
Senator Beck. When I entered Kentucky University as a student, in 
1867, he had just been elected to Congress from that, the Lexington 
district. His reputation was good then, and I took that pride in watch- 
ing his course that is natural tor one who was reciting in thesame rooms 
where he had recited years before. When I came to this House, in 
March, 1879, he had been transferred to the Senate, his fame had gone 
beyond the continent, and he was known throughout the South as one 
of its greatest benelactors and to the whole country as one of its greatest 
statesmen. 

Mr. Beck lived in twoages ofthe world. When he was born there was 
notarailroad ontheglobe; there wereno telegraphs, no telephones. The 
stage-coach was the fastest means of land travel; the ordinary mail, 
the fastest means of transmitting intelligences. He lived to see the 
time when he could eat, sleep, or work whilp traveling a mile a min- 
ute; when he could whisper across the country, talk across the State, 
and store away his very voice in the graphophone, to be given off, rich 
Scotch brogue, eloquent intonation, sigh for sigh and sound for sound, 
long after he is gone. He lived to see the lightnings of heaven yield 
toour philosophy. Yet his magic mind kept pace with this marvelous 
development and his genius kept him in the frontrank of the foremost 
of mankind. 

He had those qualities of head and heart which entitle man to suc- 
ceed and cause him to succeed wherever enlightened civilization hath 
sway. He was bold to the verge of fierceness in his opposition to and 
denunciation of oppression and wrong. He was gentle to the verge of 
effeminacy in his treatment of the weak, humble, or op 4 

In society he recognized but one aristocracy, a combination of intel- 
ligence and integrity. 

In life he had one motto, aconscientious discharge of every duty. 

In government his maxim was that of the great founder of his party, 
** Equal and exact justice to all men, of whatever state or persuasion, 
political or religious.’’ 


| promising scion of Scotland. 





He was aScotchman. He was froma countryof which may be truly 

said what Byron so beautifully wrote of Corinth: 
Many a vanished year and age 
And tempest's breath, and battle’s rage. 
Have swept o'er Corinth ; yet she stands, 
A fortress formed to freedom’s bands; 
The tempest’s breath, the whirlwind’s shock, 
Have left untouched her hoary reck. 

He was descended from that brave and patriotic race that resisted 
alike the invasions of the warlike and all-conquering Romans of ancient 
times and the disciplined English soldiers of more modern times. His 
country could be overrun, but his people could not be conquered. 

From Scotland to the uttermost parts of the earth her sons have 
migrated, making patient, painstaking, patriotic citizens wherever 
they have gone. Spreading out over Ireland and blending with that 
people, a race has been created known as Scotch-Irish, combining the 
pertinacity of the Scotch with the enthusiasm of the Irish, which has 
given to the field many of its bravest soldiers and to the forum many 
of its most eloquent orators. He was proud that he was born in Scot- 
land, but he was much prouder that he lived in free America. 

sorn in 1822, immigrating to the United States in 1838, he first ap- 
peared in Lexington, Ky., in 1843. Henry Clay was in his zenith; 
and as a part of the same marvelous intellectual constellation, younger 
but famous or destined to fame, surrounding him were Tom Marshall, 
John J. Crittenden, and John C, Breckinridge. Yet in this group of 
illustrious men James B. Beck was illustrious. The great Common- 
wealth of Kentucky was congenial soil to which to transplant this 
Her brave and generous sons were fit as- 
sociates for such a man; her eloquent orators were a fortunate inspira- 


| tion for such a soaring spirit. 


Sir, the freedom of thought and action which Kentucky tolerates 


to achieve that fame for which they are distinguished. She requiresat 
their hands simply ability and integrity, and then leaves all to their 
judgment and discretion. Thus untrammeled Mr. Beck entered npon 
his Congressional career. 

The greatest civil war the world ever witnessed had just closed. 
Living midway between the contending sections and having taken no 
part in the fratricidal strife, he raised his voice in favor of a union of 
hearts as well as of States. He saw, what should have been apparent 
to all, that there could not be a destruction of local self-government 
in some of the States without its destruction in all. Hence, with all 
the earnestness of his intense nature, he pleaded for the integrity of 
every State and the freedom of every citizen. 

I know this is not the time to detail all the horrors and misfortunes 
of that period. Yet it is also true that he who would do full justice 
to the memory of Mr. Beck and to his noble and patriotic deeds must 
not altogether avoid them. He looked out and saw his country blood- 
blotted, many of its citizens disfranchised, and many of the State 
governments in reckless hands. To restore the ballot to the citizen, 
local self-government to the States, and fraternal peace to the whole 
country was his ambition. 

He lived to see the shackles of disfranchisement iall from the limbs 
of his people and to see them go untrammeled to the polls. He lived 
to see the States, as bright stars, back in our political constellation. 
He lived to see a prostrate people rise up and become prosperous. And, 
thank heaven, he lived to hear the plaudits ot a grateful people, who 
will teach their children and their children’s children to revere the 
name and prolong the fame of James B. Beck. 

[ Mr. HOOKER withholds his remarks for revision, See Appendix.] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I first met Mr. Beck as a member of 
the Forty-third Congress. He had for several terms prior to that been 
a member of the House. This was the first term to which I had been 
elected. Mr. Beck’s fame as a party leader wasalready a household 
word. He was at that time the leader of his party in the lower House, 
and upon all matters pertaining to great public and economic ques- 
tions he ranked among the ablest of the body that included Speaker 
Blaine, General Butler of Massachusetts, Randall of Pennsylvania, 
and Cox of New York. The State of Kentucky, his adopted State, 
after that transferred him from the Heuse to the Senate, where he 
served continuously until his untimely death. 

Kentucky has always with commendable pride and patriotic im- 
pulses endeavored to select her brainiest men for positions in the na- 
tional councils. Mr. Clay and Crittenden, Breckinridge, and her Mar- 
shalls have made the name of Kentucky famous for great men. Mr. 
Beck will be ranked with these, not only in the memory of Kentuckians, 
but throughout the nation. He was a man of great physical and mental 

wers; standing 6 feet orover, broad-shouldered and well proportioned, 
he resented the picture of a Hercules. Those who remember him 
in fierce debate will never forget that stalwart form standing almost 
erect, yet as his subject warmed up he became more and more zealous 
in his cause, slowly leaning forward with his brawny arm reaching 
above his head, his clenched fist in an attitude as if to weld the force 


of his argument, typical of the sledge-hammer blows he dealt his oppo- 
is life was a life of work. He was not content with that ease 


nent. 
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that passable mediocrity would have accorded him, but his ambition 
was to excel. / ; 
Being a member of two of the most important committees of the 


Senate, the Committees on Finance and Appropriations, opened a field | 


worthy of his great mental and physical powers. He was known to 
work not only for a whole day, but until late hours at night. No 


ordinary man could have performed the labor that Mr. Beck did; yet | 


he seemed merry and cheery withal, and apparently no inroad was 
made upon his strong constitution; but when the erash came it was a 
sudden letting down of the whole system, which soon ended in death. 


He was the leader of his party in the Senate, the idol of his party | 


throughout the country. ; ’ 
His great abilities, his unswerving fidelity to duty, with his known 


| 


integrity of purpose and sympathy with the great mass of the common | 


people, caused a nation to mourn his loss. There was no man re- 


spected more than Mr. Beck by his political opponents. He was fair 
and just in debate, avd never sought by indirection or vacillation to 
evade an issue. 
leader of the country on matters of currency and finance. 


He was an oracle on the tariff question and the great | 
His sym- | 


| 
| 
| 


pathies were with the debtors and the oppressed and he never for a | 
moment faltered in his devotion to the masses against the classes, and | 


in him the common people of the country had a powerful friend, on 
whom they knew they could always rely. 


Itis no undeserved eulogy to Mr. Beck to say that no man in public life | 


in our history had gained theconfidence of the people as to his integrity 
of purpose, or their respect to his great abilities, thathe had. Calhoun 
might have had more ability and keener logic, Webster a greater pro- 
fundity in constitutional law and theory of Government, Mr. Clay 
may have excelled him in his captivating manners and brilliant ora- 
tory, but none of these was the superior of Mr. Beck in breadth of 
intellect or the extent of his work or in patriotic purpose to serve hi 
country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, several gentlemen who ex- 
pected to participate in these ceremonies have been detained by illness 
and other causes, I ask that they and such others as desire m: 
allowed to print remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the resolutions be now adopted. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCreary). 
adoption of the resolutions is to adjourn the House. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


lv be 


The effect of the 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
sy Mr. FRANK: 

Resolved, That the Rules of the House of Representatives be amended by 
ing to clause 2 of Rule XV the following: 

‘* Upon the appearance of a quorum, the question pending when the call of th« 
House was ordered shall be the only question in order and shall be finally dis 
posed of by a yea-and-nay vote. Members responding to the call of the House 


add- 


and entered upon the Journal as present shall be considered as present, and if 


not voting upon the question pending shall be noted by the Clerk, and so re 
corded in the Journal; ”’ 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. McKINLEY: 


Resolved, That afterthe passage of this resolution the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union shall be discharged from the further considera 
tion of House bill No. 9416 with Senate amendments thereto, and the same shal! 
be censidered in the House; that after 
in the House to move to non-concur in the Senate amendments to said bil! in 
gross, and agree to a committee of conference asked by the Senate on the disa 
greeing votes of the two Houses, and the House shall, without further delay, 
proceed to vote upon said motion ; ; 


to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McCREARY: 

Resolved, That the killing of General Barrundia, on the steamer Acapulco, by 
the authorities of Gautemala, while on board an American ship, and while 
under the protection of the flag of the United States, demands an immediate in- 
vestigation, and the President of the United States is requested, if not incom- 


tible with the public interest, to transmit to the House of Representatives all 
nformation in his possession concerning this transaction ; 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 


Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the bill 
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William D. O’Brien, ace ympanied by a report 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Alexander F, 
Dutton, accompanied by a report (No. 3086)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


No. 3085 to the Com- 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the followin 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol] 
By Mr. FEA'THERSTON: A bill (H.R 


were in- 


12031) for the erection of a 


public building at the city of Forest City, Ark. » the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12032) for the erection of a pub building at the 
city of Jonesborough, Ar] to the Committee on Pablic Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12033) for the tion o public building at the 
city of Paragould, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Ground 

I ( ERE j 
1d a « XXIT, the following « nge of reference 
was made 

\ bill (H. R. 7924) ¢ { to ( tian CC, ¥ Com- 

' mittee on Invalid Pensions dis ree and ‘ i tot Co 1ittee 
on Pensior 
PRIVATE BIL! ETC 

Under cla L ¢ hu A XII, p l Dilis OL tI tities 
were presented i rele d: iY ed | ( 

By Mr. BOOTHMA) i H. R. 1 od rtuoe 1 
B. Lam to the Commit Milit Al I 

By M ILAUGEN A rm. 1 i OI i Pp ATH 

RSTO o the Commi 1 Claims, 

bY Mr. HEARD \ | i H. R. 12036 gI t ra 1 um to John 

4. Pitts—to the Con ee « Invalid Pen 

By Mr. OWEN, of India A bill (H. R. 12037) for the relief of 

> L. Key—to the Commi :on War Claims, 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 12038) granting a pension to W. 
5S. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12039) torelieve William Woodmar of the 


hours of débate it shall be inorder | 


of the Senate (S. 2639) for the relief of Mrs. Selma Bestor, Orson H. | 
Bestor, and E. Francis Riggs, accompanied by a report (No, 3083)—to | 


the Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11794) for the relief of David H. 


Thompson, accompanied by a report (No. 3084)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


| 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War Clairs, | 


reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5146) for the relief ot | General, transmitting, in re sponse to a resolution of June 28, a 


charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 12040 


j grantipg a 
(Antoinette Walker—to the ¢ on Inv 


alid Pension 


jmmitltee 


PETITIONS, ETC 
XXII, the 


Under clause 1 of Rule 
were laid on the Clerk’s ds 


By Mr. CARUTH: Nine 


following petition nd pap 
sc and referred as 
petitions ol 


follows 


various boards of trade, cham 


bers of commerce, and merchants, praying for the passage of House 
bill 11744, regarding mailing-boxes at railroad stati o the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition for the passage of House bill 11032, for 
relief of John E. Tharp lola, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. M ARTIN, yf Ir i11ana by re juest Rem mstrance of citi 
zens of Indiana, against placing binder-twine on the free-list—to the 


Committee on Ways and Means 


By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of Cephas T. Dibble and 60 oth 





citizens of Michigan City, Ind., for reimbursement of moneys ex ps 1 
intheconstruction of Government works—tothe Committee on C1 
Also, memorial of Irving A. Ashley and 60 others, citizens of South 


Bend, Ind., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling rail 


roads to transport petroleum barrels fre to the Committee on C 
merce. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, September 15, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 





The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap 
| proved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIO 
The PRESIDENT prot laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, t1 mitting, in response to a resolu 
tion of August 11, papers showing the action taken by the War D 
partment to prevent the further cutting of timber on the grounds 
the National Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, Kans.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Milit Af 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney 
report 
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relative to the pendency of Spanish and American private land claims; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 











PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT presented the petition of W. C. Hart and 21 other 
citizens of Litchfield County, Connecticut; the petition of W. E. Day- 
ton and 21 other citizens of Plymouth, Litchfield County, Connecticut; 
the petition of Francis Sage and 16 othercitizens of Litchfield County, 
Connecticut; and the petition of 8. M. Cowles and 25 other citizens of 
Hartford County, Connecticut, praying for the passage of House bill 
8648, known as the ‘‘ pure-food’’ bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of W. C. Hart and 21 other citizens 
of Litchfield County, Connecticut, and the petition of W. E. Dayton 
and 21 other citizens of Plymounth, Litehfield County, Connecticut, 
praying for the passage of what is known as the ‘‘pure-lard’’ bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COLAQ)UITT presented a memorial of citizens of Albany, Ga., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHIEERMAN presented a petition of the religious Society of 
Friends of Centre Quarterly Meeting, held at Centre, Clinton County, 
Ohio; a petition of 30 citizens of Clinton County, Ohio; and a petition 
ot the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Clinton County, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of a bill to provide for a commission on the sub- 
ject of the social vice; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of citizens of Kenton County, Ten- 
nessee, and a petition of citizens of Madison County, Tennessee, pray- 
ing for the passage of what is known as the ‘‘ pure-food’’ bill; which 
were referred“to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of T. H. Bingham and 77 
others, residents of Carroll County, Mississippi; the petition of W. H. 
Crenshaw and 21 others, residents of Yalobusha County, Mississippi; 
the petition of Walter Jones and 27 others, citizens of Yalobusha 
County, Mississippi; the petition of H. M. Tucker and 47 othefs, resi- 
dents of Holmes County, Mississippi; the petition of L. B. Williams 
and 61 others, residents of Yazoo County, Mississippi; and the petition 
of 8. C. Bains and 40 others, residents of Carroll and Montgomery 
Counties, Mississippi, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3991, known 
as the Paddock bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented petitions of Farmers’ Alliances 
of Taylor, Salem, Runnells, Palmyra, Council Bluffs, Coon Rapids, 
Davenport, Delta, Webster City, Batavia, Cresco, Ormanville, Lucas 
County, Bayard, Cedar Falls, and Iowa Falls, in the State of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of House bill 283, known as the ‘‘ pure-lard ”’ 
Lill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Henry Troll, late a cap- 
tain of the Second Missouri Artillery, praying for an honorable dis- 
charge instead of dismissal; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS, I present a paper in the nature of a petition to Con- 
jress, but addressed to myself and my colleague and the Senators from 
Kentucky, praying for the passage ofan act authorizing the construc- 
tion of what is called the Choctaw Coal Railway. I also present reso- 
Intions of the Memphis Cotton Exchange and Memphis Merchants’ Ex- 
change, recommending the passage of such an act. I move that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of the Cotton Exchange and 
Merchants’ Exchange, of Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating against the 
passage of what is known as the Butterworth fatures bill and the Con- 
ger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee ou Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 27 citizens of Brownsville, 
Texas; apetition of 90 citizens of Council Blufts, Iowa; a petition of 45 
residents of Roanoke, Va, a petition of 226 citizens of Escambia County, 
Florida; a petition of 70 citizensof Floyd County, Georgia; a petition 
of the Jackson (Tenn.) Board of Trade; a petition of 91 citizens of 
Council Bluffs, lowa; a petition of 100 citizens of Williamston, 
8. C.; a petition of 34 citizens of Piedmont, 8S. C.; a petition of 
123 citizens of South Carolina; a petition of 56 citizens of South 
Carolma; a petition of 24 citizens of Jackson, Tenn.; a petition of 
98 citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa; a petition of the Grant Farmers’ 
Alliance, Kansas; a petition of C. Riegelman, of Des Moines, Iowa; a 
petition of H. A. Babcock, of Ord, Nebr.; a petition of 55 citizens of 
Nebraska; a petition of 88 citizens of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a petition of citi- 
zens of Nebraska; a petition of 25 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 
55 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 89 citizens of Lincoln, Nebr.; a 
petition of 94 citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; a petition of 91 residents of 
Omaha, Nebr.; a petition of 51 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 79 
citizens of Nebraska; a petition of W. Boyd and 185 other citizens of 


Omaha, Nebr.; @ petition of T. B. Hergus and other citizens of Lin- 
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coln, Nebr.; a petition of E, 8, Cushman, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a peti- 
tion of A. W. Aubrey, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition of F. Sharpe, of 
Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition of J. Simon, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition 
of P. H. Copeland, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a petition of 91 citizens of Omaha, 
Nebr. ; a petition of 91 citizens of Omaha, Nebr. ; a petition of 89 citi- 
zens of Nebraska; a petition of 90 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 
39 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 34 citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; a 
petition of 14 citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; a petition of 91 citizens of 
Omaha, Nebr.; a petition of 57 residents of Nebraska; a petition of 50 
citizens of Nebraska; the petition of J. E. Hays, G. E. Emery, and 83 
other citizens of Beatrice, Nebr. ; a petition of 86 citizens of Nebraska; 
a petition of 79 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 61 citizens of Gage 
County, Nebraska; a petition of 85 citizens of Beatrice, Nebr.; a peti- 
tion of 56 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 61 citizens of Nebraska; a 
petition of 54 citizens of Beatrice, Nebr.; a petition of 12 citizens of 
Beatrice, Nebr. ; a petition of 45 residents of Beatrice, Nebr. ; a petition 
of 44 residents of Nebraska; a petition of 57 citizens of Nebraska; a 
petition of 88 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 38 citizens of Nebraska; 
a petition of 90 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 89 citizens of Ne- 
braska; a petition of 92 citizens of Beatrice, Nebr.; a petition of 27 
citizens of Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition of 36 citizens of Nebraska, and a 
petition of 72 citizens of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the Pad- 
dock bill to prevent food adulteration; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Warnerville (Nebr.) Farmers’ 
Alliance; a petition of August Post, of Mouiton, Iowa, in behalf o! the 
National Farmers’ Alliance; a petition of J. H. Powers, president of the 
Nebraska Farmers’ Alliance; a petition of the Plumb Creek ( Nebr.) 
Farmers’ Alliance; a petition oi the Angus (Nebr.) Farmers’ Alliance; 
a petition of the Prairie Dog ( Nebr.) Farmers’ Alliance; a petition of 
H. Myrick, secretary of the Farmers’ National Political League, of 
Springfield, Mass., and a petition ot the Government Valley (Wyoming) 
Farmers’ Alliance, all praying for the passage of the Conger compound- 
lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented the telegraphic memorial of D. A. Walden and 
others, of Beatrice, Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of George McClure, 
of De Witt, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of D, H. Wheeler and 
others, of Omaha, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of H. C. Clousty, 
of Wilber, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of E. T. Gadd, of Lincoln, 
Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of F. W. McMillan, of Hiawatha, 
Kans.; the telegraphic memorial of Jacob Thaner, of Brown County, 
Kansas; the telegraphic memorial of F. L. Stetson, of Lincoln, Nebr. ., 
the telegraphic memorial of F. A. Whittemore, of Long Pine, Nebr. ; 
the telegraphic memorial of C. B. Brush and others, of Weeping Water, 
Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of F. W. Baldwin, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; 
the telegraphic memorial of E. K. Criley, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the tele- 
graphic memorial of G. F. Hickman, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the telegraphic 
memorial of John M. Cotton, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the telegraphic me- 
morial of H. T. Leming and George Closon, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; the tele- 
graphic memorial of Ex-Governor R. W. Furnas, of Brownville, Nebr. ; 
the telegraphic memorial of PaulSchibsby, of Omaha, Nebr.; the tele- 
graphic memorial of W. B. Howard, D. 8. Fitzgerald, and Dennis & 
Co., of Lincoln, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of A. Kohn, of Cus- 
ter County, Nebraska; the telegraphic memorial of S. M. Melick, of 
Lincoln, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of E. C. Harris, of Lincoln, 
Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of L. Gerebrich, of Des Moines, Iowa; 
the telegraphic memorial of T. F. Harron, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the tele- 
graphic memorial of T. M. Swigart, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the telegraphic 
memorial of 8. H. Craig, 8. H. Shank, and E. B, Sherman, of Beatrice, 
Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of R. 8. Knode, of Omaha, Nebr.; the 
telegraphic memorial of J. M. Hill and G. L. Bleachly, of Beatrice, 
Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of O. T. Wyate, of Lancaster County, 
Nebraska; the telegraphic memorial of A. C. Davidson, of Omaha, 
Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of E. P. Savage, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; 
the telegraphic memorial of C. Woodley, of Tecumseh, Nebr. ; the tele- 
graphic memorial of H. M. Bushnell, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; the telegraphic 
memorial of E. F. Test, of Omaha, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of 
J. M. Shultz, of Ogalalla, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of John 
Clement, of Cass County, Nebraska; and the telegraphic memorial of 
J. W. Fox, of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger compound-lard bill and favoring the passage of the Paddock 
pure-food bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 21, 
of Dickey County, North Dakota, praying for the passage of what is 
known as the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agricultare and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re« 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; and 

A bill (8. 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
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the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: - | 

A bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, a Rev- 
olutionary pensioner; 

A bill (H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; | 

A bill (H. R. 8529) grantinga pension to Emma G. Clark; | 

A bill (H. R, 9302) granting a pension to John Seudder; 

A bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker; | 

A bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa Barker; | 

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of | 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; | 

A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; 

A bill (H. R, 8234) granting a pension to Catharine 8. Lawrence; | 

A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine | 
Edmands; 

A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. | 
Osborn; | 

A bill (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney; and 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efner, | 
a pensioner of the war of 1812. 

Mr. PLUMB. I report back adversely, from the Committee on Pub- | 
emption, timber-eculture, desert-land, and homestead laws, in Wyo- | 
ming, and the bill (S. 4187) to limit the right of entry under the pre- 
emption, timber-culture, desert-land, and homestead laws, both on | 
the same general subject. | 

I ask that these bills be placed on the Calendar and that the letter | 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office concerning the same | 
be printed as a report. } 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bills will be placed on the Cal- | 
endar and the letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
accompanying the same, will be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was | 
referred the bill (S. 3688) to set apart a certain tract of land in the Ter- | 
ritory of New Mexico, known as townships 17, 15, 19, and 20 north, of 
ranges 11, 12, and 13 east, as a publicpark, reported adversely thereon; | 
and the bill was posiponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 454) to protect certain purchasers of 
lands from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, to report it ad- 
versely. This bill was direeted to be reported adversely because its 
general provisions are embodied in another bill reported favorably from | 
the committee and passed by the Senate. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 4161) requiring the United States to de- 
fend the title of homesteaders under the laws of the United States in 
all suits where the land is claimed to be mineral because of phosphate 
deposits, to report it with an amendment. I ask that the letter of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office may be printed as a doc- 
ument in connection with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar and the accompanying letter will be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was | 





referred the bill (S. 4219) setting apart a tract of land to be used as a | 
cemetery by the Independent Order of Odd lellows of Kingfisher, Okla- 
homa Territory, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4375) to providean American register for the steam-ship G. 
W. Jones, of New York, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har- 
gain; 

A bill (H. R,11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, | te colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley; and 

A bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly a 
private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. | 

Mr. VEST, trom the Committee on Commerce, to whom wasreterred | 
the bill (S. 4334) to authorize the building of a bridge at Dardanelle, | 
Ark., across the Arkansas River, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom. was re- | 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock, re- 
| 
| 
| 


ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7718) grantinga pension to Thomas Egan, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill | 
(H. R. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Ebert, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and | 
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| to forfeit certain lands heretotore gt 


| ments relating tothe claim of the Central Aimer 


| composed of Cornelius Vanderbilt and others, the original of which was s 


| President, Patricio Rival, annulling the said contract or charter September 22 


Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2310) for the erection of a 


| public building at Colorado Springs, Colo., reported it withan amend- 


ment. 
FORFEITURE 
Mr. PLUMB. 


OF RAILROA LAND GRANTS 


I present th wrt on the bill (S. 2781 


erence rep 
inted lor the purpose ol alding in 
the construction of railroad purposes, with- 
drawn on Friday evening last; and I give notice that at the end of the 
consideration of the Calendar this mornit 
proceed to consider the report 


3, and for other which was 





ig I shall move that the Senate 


BILLS INTRODUCED 
Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4392) to increase the pension of Emily 
S. Marshall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mittee on Pensions 
Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4393 


Com- 


granting an increase ot 


| pension to Eli Moore Boggs; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
| sions. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4394) for the relief of the estate 
of the late Revere W. Gurley; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 4395) to authorize the construction 


| of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone 


County, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4396) authorizing the construction ofa 
bridge across the Osage hiver at some acces-ible point in the county of 
Benton, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (8. 4397) to provide for the purchase 


title, 


| of asite and the erection of suitable buildings thereon for a military 
| post at San Diego, Cal., 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


and for other purposes; which was read twice 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a joint resolution 
the eulegies on Hon. James B 


S. R. 122 
Beck; which was read twice by 
and relerred to the Committee on Printing. 


to print 
its title, 


CENTRAL AMERICAN TRANSIT COMPANY, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, if 
his judgment not incompatible with the public interest, the following docu 
ican Transit Company against 
the Government of Nicaragua: 

1. Amended charter of Ainerican Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Company 
signed 
August 27, 1849, and which was ratified by the Legisiature of Niearagua, Sep 
tember 22, 1449; together with the amendments, modification, and reformed 
signed and sealed in tripiicate, March 9, 1850, by the respective commissioners, 
Gregorio Juares and David L. White 

2. Decree of the Director of Nicaragua in Central America, executed by Nor- 
berto Ramiez, dated at Leon, March 9, 1550, addressed to Sebastian Salinas, s« 
retary of foreign relations; also signed by Sebastian Salinas 

Charter granted by Nicaragua tothe Accessory Transit Company, signed in 
duplicate in the State of Grenada, Nicaragua, August 14, IS); signed by Fruto 
Chamorro and Mateo Mayora, and D. L. White, consul and representative of 
the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Company. 

4. The decree of the Provincial Presidentof Nicaragua at Grenada, February 
18, 1856, addressed tothe inhabitants of Nicaragua, signed by said Provincial 


1449, granted tothe said American Atlanticand PacificShip-Canal Company, and 
modified April 1], 150, and annullingthe said acts of incorporation of said « \- 
pany of March 9, 1850. and that ofthe said Accessory Company of August 4, 1551, 
and dissolving and abolishing the said companies, 

5. Convention of June 19, 1857, signed and sealed on said day in the city of 
New York by D. J. de Irisarri, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipote 
tiary appointed by Nicaragua forthe United States of America, and bv the Amer- 
ican Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Company by its president, H.G. Stebbins 
approved and ratified by Maximo Gerez, Thomas Martinez, and G. Juares, Jaly 
97 








27, (857, and approved by the other officials of 
ber, 1557. 

6. Explanatory articles of October 15, 1857, executed in New York by A. J. de 
Irisarri and H.G, Stebbins, president; also additional artic 
executed by said last-named parties, approved 
and 27th January, 1854. 

7. Convention or contract between the Government of Nicaragua and the 
American Atlanticand Pacific Ship-Canal Company, forming the Central Amer- 
ican Transit Company, made at Managua April 12, 1560, and ratified June 19 
1861, including the Clayton-Bulwer treaty of 1459. 

8 Amended contract between the Government of Nicaragua and the Central 
American Transit Company,dated November 10, 1863 

9. Decree of Thomas Martinez, dated at Leon, November 29, 1862, on beha 
of Niesragcua, declaring the contract or convention of June 19, 186! tl, and 
confiseating the property of the company 


Nicaragua ith and 16th of Novem 


le of Octoher 26, [55 


rs of Nicaragua 22d 


by the ollice 





10, Deeree of Nicaragua, dated March 2, 1863, at Granada, signed by Castillo 

| directed to the annulment of the contract N ragua with the said Central 
Amet in Transit Company ratified and sanctioned Ma 20. 1861. and declar- 
ing that the route, steamers, carriages, and other mater il destined for the serv- 







ice of the said nsit company are the property of the republic and directing 


i decrees of the Nicaragua Legislature and of the other offi 
cials of that Government, attacking, deciaring forfeited, and tak 
under the said contract of November 10, 165 r 
22d of February, i863 

12, Any nthe Department showing that thet ) 
Nicara ua seized the company's steamers on Lake Nicaragua. and otherwise 
violently took possession of and confiscated their property Alxo any papers or 
documents on file showing that Tomas Ryon, minister of foreign relations 
declared that the said Central American Transit Company had forfeited 
property, ete, 


cing away rights 


this occurring on or about the 


ocuments or papers 
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13. Protest by Webb and Body and Gebhard of February 19, 1863, against said 
seizures, forfeitures, and unfriendly acts by Nicaragua. 

14. Protest of Hollenback, September 25, 1868. 

15. Protest of Greytown merchants, November 4, 1868, and September 8, 1868. 

16. Report by American Minister Dickinson to Mr. Ryon, April 1, 1868, mak- 
ing known to the board of directors the eaid unfriendly acts. 

17. Copy of convention between Nicaragua through its minister, Tomas Ryon, 
with Michael Chevalier. 

14. Memorial of the president and directors of the Central American Transit 
Company, signed by Webb, president, Body, vice-president, and by the directors 
of the said company, addressed to the President of the United States, dated 
November 5, 1869. 

19. Memorial of the said Webb, president, and Body, vice-president, of the 
said American Transit Company, addressed to the Secretary of State Novem- 
ber 8, 1869, 
the Department of State under date of February 5, 1877, and twenty-two docu- 
ments accompanying, defining the company's rights in Nicaragua and claims 
for seizure of property. Memorial of Central Transit Company to His Exce!- 
fency Don Fernando Guzman, President of Nicaragua, signed by President 
William H. Webb, October, 1867. 

21. Protest made on behalf of the Central American Transit Company by its 
employés, William H. Place, 1. Daton Fletcher, before the American consul at 
San Juan del Norte, Nicaragua, March 12, 1463, against the wrongful seizures, 
arrests, and the wrongful acts of the Government of Nicaragua. 

22. Protest of Joseph Schellinger as agent for and on behalf of the American 
Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Company made before the legation of the 
United States at Managua, March 4, 1859, before Lamar, United States minister, 

23. Memorial and remonstrance and accompanying documents dated Octo- 
ber 10, 1859, and farwarded by the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal 
Company to Hon. James Buchanan, President of the United States. 

24. Protest of leaac C. Lee, secretary of the American Atlantic and Pacific 


Ship-Canal Company, made on behalf of said company before C. D. Waller, no- 
tary public, of the city and State of New York, July 2, 1858, protesting against 
the acts of Nicaragua and its instruments in interrupting, interfering with, and 


preventing the enjoymentof its rights by said company under its contract of 
August 1, 1957. 

25. Copy of letter of Henry Bainbridge, addressed to the Hon. Thomas H 
Call, minister to Nicaragua, March 14, 1863, informing the Government of the 
United States of the conduct of the Nicaraguan Government in seizing the 
steam-boats and property of the Central American Transit Company, etc 

26. Demand, dated April 18, 1468, by Thomas H, Cal), United States minister to 
Nicaragua, for the return of the company’s steamers, etc. 

27. Notice by Stebbins, on bebaif of the Central American Transit Company, 


27. 
December 16, 1862, addressed to minister of foreign relationsof Nicaragua, notity- 
ing him that the transit was open. 

- 28. Mr. Webb, on behalf of said company, notifies the Government of Nicara- 
gua that transit was open November 3, 1863, 

20. Martinez to Harridon, May 27, 1863, expressing willingness to put com- 
pany's seized property in handsof American Minister Dickinson, and admitting 
that the transit was open. 

30. Provest of W. H. Webb, to Nicaraguan minister of foreign relations, at 
Washington, November 2, 1868. 

81, Any and all correspondence by our State Department with the Government 
of Nicaragua, either before or after the seizure of February 22, 1868, of the com- 
pany's property, of the forfeiture of its contract relating to said matter of seizure 
and forfeiture, or relating to the settlement of said controversy, or relating to a 
treaty touching said matter. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REPRESENTATION. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to give a notice that on 
Wednesday morning, at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall 
ask the courtesy of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution (S. R. 11) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
to confer representation to the District of Columbia in the two Houses 
of Congress and in the Electoral College, and the joint resolutien (S. R. 
18) propesing an amendment of the Constitution to confer representa- 
tion to the District of Columbia in the two Houses of Congress and in 
the Electoral College, being Orders of Business 67 and 68 on the Cal- 
endar, for the purpose of making brief remarks upon the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On Wednesday ? 

Mr. BLAIR. On Wednesday morning, at the conclusion of the 
morning business. I shall not trouble the Senate long. 


WASHINGTON AND CUMBERLAND RAILROAD, 


Mr. GORMAN. On Friday last the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BAKBOUR]| moved to recommit to the Committee on the District.of Co- 
lumbia the bill (S. 4310) to authorize the Washington and Cumberland 
Railroad Company to extend its road into the District of Columbia, and 
the motion was agreed to. I happened to be out of the Chamber at 
the moment. I ask that the-vote by which the bill was recommitted be 
reconsidered, and that the bill be placed on the Calendar, as I desire 
to have something to say on that motion before it is acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The bill having been reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and recommitted on Friday 
last, the Senator from Maryland moves to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was recommitted. Does the Senator desire action on the mo- 
tion now ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will not insist on that. I saw 
from the newspapers, and I believe some gentlemen have spoken to me 
on the subject because they thought they had not had an opportunity 
to be heard in respect of certain local interests involved. I hope the 
Senator will allow the commit'ee to hear them. 

Mr. GORMAN, There is no difficulty about the committee giving 
the gentlemen a hearing. The matter is before the committee in an- 
other form, in another bill. But this motion was made during my ab- 
sence, and as it is a matter of very great interest to my State I should 
like to be heard in the Senate before the matter is finally dis: of, 
and I should like to be heard at this session. The only way I can get 
at it is to have the bill placed on the Calendar. I assure the Senator 


). Communication which the Central American Transit Company sent to | 


from Vermont that there is no trouble about giving plenty of time for 
a hearing or the recommittal of the bill after I have been heard upon 
it here. d 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there was any reason atall forrecommitting the 
bill on the ground thatadverse interests had not been fairly heard, the 
committee ought to reconsider the matter and hear all sides, and pos- 
sibly change the bill that has been reported in one respect or another. 
I know nothing about the precise merit of it at all. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to that in the world, but that 
will come lateron. What I desire is that the bill may be brought be- 
| fore the Senate so that I may be heard upon it before the close of this 
session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do I understand the Senator to mean by that that 
he having been heard on the bill he will not then object to its being re- 
committed ? 

Mr. GORMAN, I shall have no earthly objection then to the com- 
mittee considering the matter, but I desire to be heard on it in the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So, if I understand the Senator, he is willing to 
have the bill recommitted after he shall have been heard. In that 
case I certainly will not object to its being reconsidered. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection in the world to its recommit- 
tal to the committee for a fu!l consideration of it afterwards. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that to mean that after the Senator 
shall have been heard he will be willing to recommitit so that the com- 
mittee may again hear the question if anybody desires to be heard. 

Mr. GORMAN, Oh, yes; there is no trouble about that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I have no objection to the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. .The Chair hears no objection; and 
the motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia is reconsidered, and the bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar. 





ORDER OF 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Senate resumes the consideration ot 
the Calendar under Rule VIII. The hour assigned for the considera- 
tion of the Calendar under Rule VIII will expire at 1 o’clock and 26 
minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. There are on the Calendar sixteen bridge bills that it 
will require some considerable length of time to read. It is very im- 
portant that the most of them shall be passed at this session. Some ot 
the railroad corporations have reached the places where the bridges 
are authorized by the bills and are now waiting. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] has charge of these bills and will be necessarily 
absent inadayortwo. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take 
a recess to-day at 6 o’clock to 8 this evening for the consideration at 
the evening session of bridge bills alone. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think we ought to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think I can assent to that, because every 
one of these bills is important in looking after the public interests con- 
nected with them and in respect of reservations and saving clauses. 
We know that if we have a special session for them alone this evening 
there will be a very thin attendance—I will not say nota quorum. If 
it is necessary to take action at all, I should hope that the Senator from 
Maine would ask us to do it now rather than then. 

Mr. VEST. Take them up now, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let us do it now. 

Mr. FRYE. I will ask, under the circumstances, unanimous con- 
sent that the bridge bills be taken up and considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the agreement of the Senate may be vacated, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bridge bills on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For the time being. 

Mr. HARRIS. Not vacate the former order, Mr. President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suspend it for the time being. 

Mr. HARRIS. Informally lay it aside for the purpose indicated by 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And I wish to have it understood that each bill 
shall be subject to objection, just as the Calendar is, so that if some- 
thing needs discussion we can have it. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none. The Calendar, un- 
der Rule VIL, is laid aside; and the Chief Clerk will announce the 
first bridge bill on the Calendar to which the Senator from Maine di- 
rects attention. 

Mr. PLUMB. DoI understand that that takes the best part of the 
hour which has been set apart for the Calendar? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It takes all of it and more too. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine indicated 
sixteen bridge bills. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object, Mr. President, if I am in time, td this order 
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unless it is made with the understanding that: there shall be an hour 
left for the Calendar after the conclusion of this bridge business, which 
is not so important as to displace the entire Calendar, in my judgment. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I asked this as a favor to the Senator 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I care not myself whether these bridge 
bills are taken up or not. 

Mr. VEST. It would bea matter of personal accommodation to me 
if we could dispose of these bridge bills during the pending week, as | 
expect to leave the city. I have not the slightest personal interest in 
the matter; but I am constantly in receipt of telegrams and letters from 


| 


companiesand individuals interested in the construction of these bridges 


stating that the materials are ready and they desire to go on with thei 


construction, but that the construction of entire railroads is prevented 


by the fact that the bridge bills are not passed. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. VEST. 
large number of them. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend, if he will allow me, that 


Does that cover the whole sixteen, if I may ask? 
I can not say that it covers every one, but it covers a | 


the Senator from Missouri have leave to call up during one hour such | 


particular bills as are urgent and have an hour with them, so as to 
get on with those that are most pressing, and then we take the next 
hour for the regular Calendar. W1il not that do 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is a fair compromise. 

Mr. VEST. Several Senators upon this side of the Chamber are 
much more interested from their standpoint than myself. The Sena 
tor from Georgia [Mr. CoLQuitt] is interested in some of these bills. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have two or three. 

Mr. VEST. I have no particular desire about them. 

Mr. PASCO, There isa bridge bill for my own State in which I have 
no personal interest, but still I would not like to see it excludedif the 
others are taken up. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that we have the bridge bills and then h 
an hour for the Calendar. Thatisall Iwant. I have bills on the Cal- 
endar that I have not asked the Senate to take up out of order, but 
that are of great importance to my constituents, and in which I feel 
great interest, and I do not want, at what seems to be a jumping-off 
place, to have some one come in here and take up the time of the Sen- 
ate (which is the only time we can get by common consent) to consider 


matters of general importance on the Calendar, and thus exhaustit and | » 


make it impossible that other measures shall be considered before ad- 
journment. I do not see any reason why we should not give all the 
other bills a chance. As far as that is concerned, if any preference is 
to be given to bills, I think some other bills might be suggested as well 
as bridge bills. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimons consent that one hour be now de- 
voted to such bridge bills as are thought by Senators who know about 
them to be urgent; we can not go through with more than about six in 
an hour, reading the bills; they are long; aud then that we have the 
hour after that for the agreement to come into operation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatisright. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. VEST. 
that if the Senate would agree after the reading of the Journal to-mor- 
row morning and the transaction of routine morning business to give 
an hour upon bridge bills I think we conld go very far towards dispos- 
ing of all of them. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not take them up right now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can take them up now, Mr. President ’ 

Mr. VEST. They will have to be picked out. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatcan be done now. While the Chief Clerk is read 
ing one you can pick out the second. 

Mr. BLAIR. They are all at the desk. 

Mr. PLUMB. You can pick them all out at the desk. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 





The Senator from Vermont asks 


The Senator from Vermont asks 


unanimous consent that one hour be devoted to the consideration of 


bridge bills upon the Calendar, and that at the expiration of that hour 
one additional hour be devoted to the consideration of the Calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. According to the previous arrangement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. Shall the time that has been 
consumed in this discussion be considered in the hour assigned to 
bridge bills? 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. The hour for the consideration of bridge bills upon the Calen- 
dar will expire at 1 o’clock and 35 minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, let the Senator from Missouri name the first 
bridge bill. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the first 
bill indicated by the Senator from Missouri. 


No, begin now. 


SRIDGE ACROSS ILLINOIS RIVER. 


The bill (8. 3895) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to establish a 
railway bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a point within 


The Senator from Vermont will permit me to suggest | 
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5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within 5 miles 


of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois,’’ approved 
March 1883, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. VEST. On page 2, line 13, section 1, the language should be 
orporation organized ’’ instead of ‘‘ corporation organization.’’ It 
& misprint. 



























} Pepre r } : 
Che PRESIDENT ; rhe amendment will be stated. 
he Curer CLeni On page 2, line 13, section 1, it is proposed to 
of. — . o 
strike out the wo id to insert ‘‘ organized so { 
to read 
i 
ihe amen 
rhe bill was ) the ¢ ttee on ( 1erce W . 7 
its. The i yas, in section 1 re 2, line 16, aft 
the word ‘‘river,’’ to st out ‘“‘ between a poin be by them se 
7 + . ‘ ’ : 1 ‘é 
lect line 18, after the word ‘‘and,’’ tostrike ont ‘‘a point tol 
se ted | them ind after the word ‘‘* Illinois,’’ the end « lir 
19, toin ich point ! + be approved by the Secretary 
\ to read 
3s her y ended by in- 
ter the word ( ur + third line, the words 1 corporation 
ind \ t »is alsot riking outthe word 
\ i we l of and before tl word 
Ke c so that the said sec- 
6 l as 
i 1 
S } 3 of the United States of 
itield, Car tonand Western Rail- 
I i under the laws of the State of Illinois, 
ed a empowered to erect, es- 
t 1 a i ea t il is River, within 5n 3 
of ¢ piana, in ¢ ( I t > mil es of Kampsville, in Calhoun 
( ite of I ia tas may be approved | 
I t { l t with the free nav ation 
0 i ‘ I obstru 10 ed 
o I t! shall be instit nd 
i i St t n I tof 
e of Lil 
i I iment w 
Lime m a ( ) n I Lo rike 
i I l } ot ( ! i 
. ls it I I I 
| rd it Ly rid 
t word i l l l 
the t W l < ) ; 
{ a ] ,ifany l ider th tshall i i 
a bri the same shall be co ructed as a pivot draw-t ig Ww 
dray er the main channel of the river at an accessib! 1 navigable p« 
and with spans o ot less that 160 feet in length in the clk on each side 
central or pivot pier of the draw; id the ne lioining spans to t 
shall not be less than 150 feet, and said spans l t \ t 
low-water mark and not less than 10 feet above extreme high-wat 
| measuring to the b ‘ rd o e bridge; and the piers of said b 
be parallel with the current of the river where said b ry be « 
And to insert in lieu thereof 
Als that section 2 of said act be, and the sar is hereby, ame ledl 
i in ist beforethe final prov » of said section, the words idithe bridee ita 
| s! I ltas nearly as may be at right angles tothe current of t ' ‘ 
| the stage ofthe river most important tor pavigatior and no apan of said bridae 
shall he athan 1 feet in length, measu fat right ang to the curre ; 
| th river within the limits of the unnel of the Illinois River; nor 
| all the effective discharge area t river or navigable chan: 3 thr 
jt > draw-spans be unduly diminished by rip-rap, piles other truct 
| placed about the piers of said bridge by said company ; 80 that th mal 
pro > said section shall read 
i Pp d Phat, if any bridge built - l be constr i 
s Ww ~ e shall be constructec t icl ove ‘ 
it channel of the river at an accessible and ga i 
ind with spans of not leas than 150 feet in length in the« ‘ is 
cel lor pivot pier of the draw; and the next adjoinin to the 
shall not be leas than 250 feet, and said spans shall not be les eeta 
low-water mark, and not less than 10 feet above extreme high-water mar 





measuring to the bottom chord of the bridge; and the piers of said bridge shall 
be parallel with the current of the river where said bridge may be erected ; and 
the bridge iteelf shall be built as nearly as may be at right angles to the current 
of the river, at the stage of the river most important for navigation: and no 
span of said bridge shall be less than 150 feetinlength, measured at right angles 
to the current of the river, within the limits of the low-water channel of the 
Illinois River; nor shall the elTective discharge area of t river navigable 
channels through the draw-sy a | vy dim byt I 3, or 
other obstructions placed about the p 50 i bridge b vid « 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President. I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor _ 


The PRESIDENT pro t Does the Senator 1 to speak to 


this amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS No, it can be added; but I may as ¥ i hat 
I wish to say now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; The amend: ) 1 
if there be no « on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 ke to ask the nator from Missou 
whether it is or is not ne that this new authority as to the ac 


justment and placing of these spans, etc., should in this new aut! 
ity be made subj to the approval of the Secretary of War Idor 
see that in the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I have not a copy of the bill before me and |! 


know about its construction. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move to amend, preceding s« 
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tion 2, at the bottom of page 4, above the first two lines, after the 
word ‘‘company,’’ by inserting: 

All the rights in this act granted shall be exercised subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of War. 

Very likely the old act has it, and undoubtedly it has, but it is per- 
haps safer to insert it here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 


The Cuter CLerk. It 1s proposed to add to the first section the 
following: 





All the rights in this act granted shall be exercised subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to, j 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I movetoadd to the section, which I think 
it is always wise and safe to add, as follows: 


The right to amend or repeal this act at the pleasure of Congress is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
The Cuter Crerk. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 


The rightto amend or repeal this act at the pleasure of Congress is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIDGES IN MISSISSIPPI. 


The bill (S. 3798) to authorize the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City 
R-ilroad Company to cross certain rivers in the State of Mississippi 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, to strike out 
**Chickasawha’’ and insert ‘‘Chickasawhay,’’ and at the end of the 
section to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall 
be built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of 
navigation of said river or rivers as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and 
to secure that object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Sec- 
retary of Wer for his examination and approval a design and drawings of the 
bridge and a map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and | 
tulle below the proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river or 
rivers, the shore lines at high and low water, the location of any other bridge 
or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be required for a 
full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the said plan and 
location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall 
not be built: Provided also, That if any bridge shall be built with unbroken 
and continuous spans they shall conform in length and height to the require- 
ments of the Secretary of War; and if any such bridge shall be constructed as 
a draw-bridge the same shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a 
draw over the main channel! of the river at an accessible and navigable point, 
and with spans of such length as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and said 
draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the eof any 
kind of river craft, including rafts; and, whatever kind of bridge is built, the 
said company or corporation shall maintain at its own expense, from sunset to 
sunrise,such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board 
may prescribe: And provided also, That if more than one bridge is built under 
this act the above provisions and requirements shall apply to all. 


So as to make the section read: 


That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Mobile, Jackson and Kan- 
sas City Railroad Company, a corporation duly organized and existing under 
the laws of the States of Alabama and Mississippi, its enccessors and assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and use a bridge or bridges, and approaches thereto, over 
the Pascagoula River, in the county of Green, in the State of Mississippi, or over 
the two rivers, the Chickasawhay and the Leaf, which form the Pascagoula, 
above their junction in the said county of Green, at such point or points as said 
railroad company may desire or find most practicable in the final location of its 
railroad between the city of Mobile, in the state of Alabama, and either or both 
the city of Jackson and the village of Brandon, in the State of Mississippi, and 
to construct, maintain, and use a bridge or bridges, and approaches thereto, 
across the Pear! River in or on the line of the county of Rankin, in said State of 
aeeeees at such point or points as the said railroad company may find most 
practicable and convenient when it shall make the final location of its line of 
railroad in accordance with the charter to it granted by the State of Mississippi: 
Provided, That any bridge authorized to be constructed, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 2, to strike out the following 
proviso: 


Provided always, That the bridges hereby authorized shal! be built under and 
subject to snch plans and regulations for the public use and enjoyment of such 
rivers as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and plans of such brid, and 
the approaches thereto shall, in advance of construction, be submitted to the 
Secretary of War for his examination and approval: Provided further, That 
should the said railroad company locate its line so as to cross the Pascagoula 
River, the bridge thereo! shall have an approved draw giving a clear opening 
of not less than 60 feet width, 


So as to make the section read: 


Src. 2. That any and all bridges built under this act shall be lawful structures, 
and the line of railroad and Lvidges so constructed by the said railroad com- 
pany shal! constitute a post-route and shall enjoy all the rights and privileges 
of other post-roads of the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 3, as follows: 


Sec, 3. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its pas- 
sage. 
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And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Sec. 3, That this act shall be null and void ifactual construction of the bridges 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
four years from the date of the approval of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert the following as a new section: 

Src, 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ALABAMA RIVER. 


The bill (S. 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Alabama River at or near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba 
Valley Railroad Company was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word 
** maintain,’’ to strike out ‘‘if in the opinion of the Secretary of War 
the same be a public necessity;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Selma and Cahawba Valley Railroad Company, a 
a existing under the laws of Alabama, its successors and assigns, be, 
and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge across the Ala- 
bama River at a place suitable to commerce and not interfering with naviga. 
tion, at a point at or near Selma,in the State of Alabama, and to Jay on or over 
said bridge a track or tracks for the more perfect connection of any railroad or 
railroads that are or shall be constructed to said river, on either or both sides 
thereof at or opposite said point, under the limitations and conditions herein- 
after provided; that said bridge shall not interfere with the free navigation of 
said river, and in case of sny litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged 
obstruction to the free navigation of said river, by reason of the construction of 
said bridge, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of the United States in 
and for any district in whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or 
bridge may be. Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of 
railroad trains. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 2, line 3, before the word *‘feet,’’ 
to insert ‘‘and 25;’’ in the same line, after ‘‘channel-way,’’ to insert 
‘at low water;’’ and in line 16, alter the word *‘hundred,’’ to insert 
“‘and 25;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That said bridge sha | be provided with one or more draw-openings, 
each having not leas than 125 feet clear channel-way at low water and in addi- 
tion to said draw-openings one or more fixed channel-spans, each having not 
less than 200 feet clear channel-way; and every part of the superstructure of 
said bridge shall give a clear head room of not less than 10 feet above extreme 
known high-water mark: Provided, That all spans shall be so located as to 
afford the greatest possible accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw-open- 
ingshall, ifpracticable, be located nextor nearshore: Provided, also, That, ii the 
physical characteristics of the locality so oe and the interests of naviga- 
tion be not injured thereby, the lengths of the fixed spans or the number of draw- 
openings may be reduced: Provided, a'so, That for any two adjacent draw- 
openings of 125 feet each one draw-opening of 200 feet or more may be substi- 


tuted, ifin the opinion of the Secretary of War the interests of navigation be 
not injured thereby. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 13, after the word 
**War,’’ to strike out “or.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word intended for ‘‘ contour,’’ 
in line 15, section 7, will be changed and spelled correctly. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
8, line 4, after the word ‘‘during,’’ to insert ‘‘the,’’ and in line 10, 
after the word ‘‘ War,’’ to strike out ‘‘at their own expense, by ’’ and 
to insert ‘‘ expenses of;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 8. That any bridge constructed under the authority of this act shall be 
built under the general supervision of the Secretary of War, anid no changes or 
alterations in plansshall be made during the construction of said bridge or after 
its completion, unless said changes or alterations conform to the provisions of 
this act and are authorized by the Secretary of War. That such alterations and 
changes as may be required by the Secretary of War in said bridge so as to pre- 
serve free and convenient navigation shal) be made under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, expenses of the company or persons owning, controlling, 
or operating said bridge. That during original construction or in carrying 
ont any authorized changes or repairs of said bridge a navigable channel shall 
be preserved at the site of the bridge at all times, and the water way of the 
river shall not be obstructed to a greater extent than is absolutely necessary, 
and such lights and buoys shall be a on al! coffer-dams, piles, ete., as may 
be necessary for the security of navigation. 


Mr. VEST. In line 10, of section 8, the word ‘‘at’’ should be left 
in and the words ‘‘their own expense, by’’ be stricken out and the 
words “‘ the expense of’’ inserted; so as to read: 


Under the direction of the Secretary of War, at the expense of the company 
or persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 
to read: 

Under the direction of the Secretary of War at the expense of the company 
or persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
12, line 3, after the word ‘‘ within,’’ to strike ont ‘‘ two years’’ and to 
insert ‘tone year,’’ and in the same line, after the word “‘ within,’’ 
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where it occurs the second time, to strike out ‘“‘four’’ and to insert 
‘‘three;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 12. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the | 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed | 
within three years from the date of approval thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bi!l was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments | 
were concurred in. ; ; ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS INDIAN AND BANANA RIVERS, FLORIDA. 


The bill (S. 4011) to authorize the Canaveral and South Florida Rail- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Indian 
River and one across the Banana River, both in the State of Florida, 
and to establish the same, in each case, as a post-road was considered | 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word | 
‘*at,’’ to strike out ‘‘a point where the line of said railroad crosses the | 
said rivers’’ and insert ‘‘such point as may be approved by the Secre- 
tary of War;’’ so as to read: 

That the Canaveral and South Florida Railroad Company, a corporation or 
ganized and existing under the laws of the State of Florida, its successors and 
assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and muintain a bridge across 
the Indian River, and also one across the Banana River, in each case at a place | 
suitabie to commerce and not interfering with navigation, at such point as may 
be approved by the Secretary of War, and to lay on or over said bridges a track 
or tracks for the more perfect connection of any railroad or railroads that are 
or shall be constructed to said rivers on either or both sides thereof, at or oppo- 
site said points, under the limitations and conditions hereinafter provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 3, after the word 
‘‘ within,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two years’’ and insert ‘‘one year,’’ 
the same line, before the word ‘‘ years,’’ to strike out 
insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 12. Thatthis act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridges 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of approval thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 13, as follows: 


Sec. 13. That all former acts or parts of acts granting authority for the erection 
of any bridge or bridges over the portion of said Indian and Banana Rivers 
over which the construction of bridges is authorized by this act be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed in each and every case where actual construction of said 
bridge or bridges be not commenced on or before the «ate of the approval of 
this act, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 


and in 
**four’’ and 


TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS BRIDGES, 

The bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,’’ approved January 8, 
1889, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in line 14, alter the word ‘‘two,’’ to strike out ‘‘and three,’’ 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘and,”’ toinsert ‘‘in line 3 strike 
out ‘three’ and insert in lieu thereof.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. How will it read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act of Congress approved January 8, 1889, entitled 
‘An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to con- | 
struct bridges across the Tenn. ssee and Cumberland Rivers,” be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by striking out the words “ below Aurora,’’ in section |, 
and inserting in lieu thereof" from Birmingham, in Marshall County, Kentucky, 
to the; ’ and in lines 14 and 15, section 4, after the words “ Secretary of War,” iv- 
sert “or c*iform to the existing laws of Congress concerning the building of 
such bridges across navigable streams; '’ and in section 6, line 2, strike out 
“two” and insert in lieu thereof * three; and in line 3 strike out ‘‘three"’ and 
insert in lieu thereof “ five.” 


Mr. CARLISLE. This is to correct some errors in the original bill. 
The House and Senate both passed a joint resolution at the present ses- 
sion to correct those errors, and it was discovered afterwards that the 
joint resolution itself contained several errors, and this is to correct 
them all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read | 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT HASTINGS, MINN. 


The bill (H. R. 8047) to construct a wagon bridge across the Missis 
sippi River at Hastings, Minn., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| order on the Calendar. 


| has bee 





BRIDGES OVER SAVANN AH, Of 
The bill 


SS nial 
Pavannan, 


MULGEE, AND OCONEE RIVERs. 


S. 4174) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Ocmulgee, and Oconee Ri 


vers was announced as next in 


Mr. VEST. The House has passed a bill, No. 11240, which is iden- 
tical with this, and I ask the Senate to t 
ate bill. 
The PRESIDENT pyro tempore Is it on the Calen 
Mr. VEST. It is Order of Business 1939. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construc 
tion of bridges over the Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by 
the Macon and Atlantic Railway Company. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill, the title of which 
n reported, will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no objec- 


ake that up in lieu of the Sen- 


rey rt j 





rr 
| tion, and the House bill, 11240, is before the Senate asin Committee of 


the Whole, and will be read at length. 


Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 


lhe bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend 


| ments, the first of which was, in section 1, line 12, aiter the word 
“county, ’ to insert ‘‘and so as to read: 
rhat the assent of the United States of America is hereby given to the Macon 


and Atlantic Railway (ompany, a corporation incorporated by the laws of the 
State of Georgia, its successors, and assigns, and such other persons as may be 
associated with it, to construct and maintain 


a bridge over the Sarannah Hiver 
ata point, by i 


t to be selected, within 6 mires of the bridge of the Charleston 
and Savannah Railroad Company over said river in the county of Effingham 
over the Oemulgee River, within 6 miles of the mouth of Tobesofka Creek, in 
Bibb County, and over the Oconee River, within 6 mil of Dublis n Lauren 
County. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word 
‘*bridges,’’ to strike out ‘‘ will’? and insert ‘‘shall ;"’ in line 9, after 
the word ‘‘approval,’’ to strike out ‘‘ be designed’ and iusert ‘‘de- 


signs ;’’ in 


line 12, after the word ert ‘‘of each 
bridge ;”’ 


in line 19, after ‘‘said,’’ to strike out ‘‘ plan’’ and insert 
and in the same line, before the word ‘“‘ot,’’ to strike out 
‘locations ;’’ in line 29, after the word “* said,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ bridge’’ and insert ‘* bridges or any one of them ;’’ in 
line 42, alter the word ‘‘ or,’’ where it occurs the second time, to strike 
out ‘‘improvements’’ and insert ‘‘ alteration ;’’ in line 44, alter the 
word ‘‘same,’’ to strike out ‘‘and all the rights conferred by this act 
shall be forfeited upon said failure, and Congress shall have power to 
co any and all things necessary to secure that free navigation of said 
rivers’’ and insert ‘‘at the expense of the owner or owners of said 
bridges ; and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction o1 
alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said rivers, caused or al 
leged to be caused by said bridges, the case may be brought iu the dis 
trict court of the United States in and for the district in whose 
diction any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be ;’ 
make the section read: 


6} ” 
location, to in 


‘* plans ;”’ 
location ’’ and insert 


)UTIS- 


so as to 


Sec. 2. That the bridges shall be so constructed by draw-span or otherwise 
that a free and unobstructed passage may be secured to all vessels and other 
water craft navigating said river Chat any bridges constructed under this act 
shall be built and located under and subject to such regulations tor the security 
of navigation of said riverasthe Secretary of War shall prescribe; andto secure 
that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his ex 

amination and approval, designs and drawings of the bridges, piers, and ap 

proaches, and a map of the location, giving, for the space of at least | mile above 
and | mile below the proposed location of each bridge, the topography of the 
bunks of the rivers, the shore-lines at high water and at low water, and the di 

rection and the strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, accu- 
rately showing the bed of the streams and the location of other bridges, wharves 
landings, or ferries, and shall furnish such other information asshall be required 
for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until said plans and 
locations of the bridges are approved by the Secretary of War the bridges shall 
not be built; apd after such approval by the Secretary of War the approved 
plans and designs for the bridges shall not be deviated from or added to, either 
during the construction or aiter the éompletion of the bridges, until the proposed 
change shall have been submitted to the Secretary of Warand received lis ap 

proval; and the said bridges shall be atall timesso keptand managed as to offer 
reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under said 
bridges, and if said bridges or any one of them be built with draws, said draw 

shall be opened promptly upon reasouab!e signal forthe passage of boats or othe: 
craft, and the said company or corporation shail maintain at its own expense 
from sunset until sunrise,such lights or other signals on said bridgesasthe Light 

House Board shall! prescribe; and ifatany time the navigation of said rivershall 
inany manner be obstructed or impaired by the bridges authorized by this act to 
be constructed the Secretary of War shall bave authority, and it shall be hisduty, 
to require said company to alter and change said bridges at its own expense, in 


| such manner as may be proper to secure free and complete navigation without 


inipediment; and if upon reasonable notice to sakl company, its successors or 


| assigns, to make such change or alteration, the said company fails to do so, the 


Sec 


owner or owners of 


retary of War shall have authority to make the same at the expense of the 
aid bridges; and in case of any lit 


gation arising from any 
ed obstruction to the free 


obstruction or alleg navigation of said rivers, enused 
or alleged to be caused by said bridges, the case may be brought in the district 
courtof the United St 
of said obstruction 


ates inand forthe district in whose jurisdictionany portion 


w bridge may be: Provided also, That nothing in this act 
ed as to repeal! or modify any of the provisions of law now ex 
i«ting in reference tothe protection of the navigation of rivers or toexempt thes« 
bridges from the operations of the same. 


shall be so const 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amend ment was, in section 3, line 6,after the word ‘‘ freight, 
to strike out ‘‘over said bridges;’’ in line 11, after the word 


‘tele. 
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graph,’’ to insert ‘‘and. telephone;’’ and in line 13, after the word 
*“for,’’ to strike ont ‘‘said;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src, 3. That any bridges built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be lawful structures, and shall be recognized and known as post-routes, 
upon which also no bigher charge shall be made for the transmission over the 
same of the maile, the troops,and munitions of war of the United States, or 
passengers or freight, than the rate per mile for the transportation over the rail- 
roads or public highways leading to said bridges, and they shall enjoy the rights 
and privileges of other post-roads of the United States. And equal privileges 
in the use of said bridges shall be granted to all telegraph and telephone com- 
panics, and the United States have the right of way across said bridges and their 
approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The nextamendment was, in section 6, line 2, after the word “ said,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ bridge’’ and insert ‘‘ bridges;’’ in line 6, after the word 
‘‘said,’’ to strike out ‘‘ bridge’’ and insert ‘‘ bridges;’’ and in line 10, 
after the word ‘‘said,’’ to strike out ‘‘bridge’’ and insert ‘‘ bridges;’’ 
80 as to make the section read: 

Sec. 6. That al! railroad companies desiring the use of said bridges shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative tothe sage of railroad 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches to the same, upon the 
payment of a reasonable compensation for such use, and in case the owner or 
owners of said bridges and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, 
desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon 
the rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridges, all 
matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon 
a hearing of the allegationsand proofs of the parties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 1, section 2, after the first word ‘‘That’’ in the 
section, I move to strike out the word ‘‘the’’ and insert the word 
‘*said;’’ so as to read: 

That said bridges shall be so constructed, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 5, line 4, I move to strike out the word 
‘*hereof,’’ which is the last word in the section, and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘of the approval of this act.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 5, line 4, after the word ‘‘date,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘hereof’’ and insert ‘‘ of the approval of this 
act;’’ so as to read: 


Within one year, and completed within three years from the date of the ap- 
proval of this act, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments, and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. WASHBURN were appointed. 

Mr. VEST. The next bill, Order of Business 1806, being the bill (S. 
4201) to authorize the construction of bridges over the Savannah, Oc- 
mulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic Railway Com- 
pany, niay be indefinitely postponed. It is identically the same as the 
bill just passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempora The bill indicated by the Senator 
from Missouri having been reported adversely will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and that order 
is made. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAVANNAH RIVER. 


Mr. VEST. The next bill in the Order of Business, being the bill (S. 
4200) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Savannah 
River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Company, may be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that upon the Calendar is a 
House bill with apparently the same title, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and 
Atlantic Railway Company. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; that is the bill I intended to move to take up 
instead of the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 4200 will be indefinitely 
postponed, if there be no objection, and House bill 10835 will be read 
at length. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Savaunah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 

ny. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER BRIDGE, 


The bill (S. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bri 
Chattahoochee River in the State of Georgia was conside 
mittee of the Whole. 


across the 
as in Com- 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 3, line 8, before the word 
**shall,’’ to strike out ‘‘they ’’ and insert ‘‘it,’’ and in line 11, after 
the word ‘‘ telegraph,’’ to insert ‘‘and telephone;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 3. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shal! be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, or pas- 
sengers or freight passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile paid for the 
transportation over the railroads or public highways leading to said bridge; 
and it shal! enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United 
States, and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tel- 
egraph and telephone companies, and the United States shall have the right of 
way across said bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, insection 5, line 3, after the word ‘‘within,’ 
to strike out ‘two years’’ and insert ‘‘ one year,” and in line 3 to strike 
out ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour allotted for the consider- 
ation of bridge bills has expired, and the Senate resumes the consider- 
ation of the Calendar under Rule VIII. The first bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that we continue the consideration of the bridge 
bills. We can complete them in a very short time. 

Mr. HARRIS. How many of them are there? 

Mr. VEST. Five more. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Twoof them are the same; so that there are only 
four left. 

Mr. VEST. Two of them are duplicates; so that there are really 
but four bridge bills left. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the order of the Senate may be vacated and 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the remaining bridge bills 
on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. Is the 
morning hour to continue? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just the same; only this extends the time. 

Mr. HARRIS. One hour to be devoted to the Calendar under Rule 
VIII after the consideration of the bridge bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is hardly 
a sufficient number present to make a unanimous consent binding, but, 
if there be no objection, the consideration of the bridge bills will be 
continued. 

Mr. HARRIS, 
enough to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theconsideration of bridge bills will 
be continued, in the absence of objection. 


OCONEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 2, line 9, before the word 
‘*design,’’ to strike out ‘“‘the’’ and insert ‘‘a;’’ so as to read: 

And to secure that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of 
War, for his examination and approval, a d and drawings of the bridge, 
piers, and approaches, and a map of the location, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, before the word 
“‘shall,’’ to strike out “they ’’ and insert ‘‘it;’’ and in line 11, after 
the word ‘‘ telegraph,’’ to insert ‘‘ and telephone;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 3. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, or pas- 
sengers or freight passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile paid for the 
transportation over the railroads or public ee leading to said bridge; 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other roads of the United 
States, and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tele- 
graph and telephone companies, and the United States shall have the right of 
way across said bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 3, after the word 
‘‘ within,’’ where it first occurs, to strike out *‘two years’’ and insert 
‘‘one year,’’ and in the same line, after the word “ within”’ where it 
occurs the second time, to strike out “‘four’’ and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as 
to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actua! construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 2, line 9, after the word “‘ design,’’ I move 


If there are enough of us to do anything, there are 





1890. 








to strike ont the word ‘‘and’’ and insert the word ‘‘ with;’’ so as to 
read: 

A design, with drawings of the bridge, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 3, line 15, after the word ‘‘ bridge,’’ I move 
to insert the words ‘‘and approaches.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 15, after the word “‘ bridge, 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and approaches; ’’ so as to read: 

Provided also, That other railroad companies shall have the right to run their 
cara over said bridge and approaches, upon such just and reasonable terms as 
may be agreed upon by them and the corporation owning or controlling said 
bridge, and if the parties can not agree then the terms shall be determined by 
the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE OVER GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS. 

The bridge (S. 4287) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, was announced as 
next ia order. 

Mr. VEST. There is a House bill, No. 11241, which is identically 
the same as this bill and which I ask may be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill the title of which 
has just been reported will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no 
objection, and the House bill will be considered in its stead. 

The bill (H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an | 


amendment to strike out section 7, as follows: 


Src, 7. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railroad 
trains or cars over the same and over the approaches to the same upon the pay- 
ment of a reasonable compensation for such use, and in case the owner or 
owners of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, 
desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sunis to be paid, and upon 
the rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all 
matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon 
a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. © 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

KENTUCKY RIVER BRIDGE, 

The bill (S. 4322) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Covington and 
Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton and Louisville Railroad 
Company, and the Westport, Carrollton and Covington Railway Com- 

ny, and their assigns, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 13, after the word 
**tributaries,’’ toinsert ‘‘ subject to approval of the Secretary of War;”’ 
so as to make the section read: 

That the Louisville, Covington and Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrol! 
ton and Louisville Railroad Company, and the Westport, Carroliton and Cov- 
ington Railway Company, corporations organized under acts of the Genera! 
Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be, and they, their successors 
and assigns, are, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge or bridges, and 
approaches thereto, over the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky, at or 
near Carrollton, at euch a point or points as said companies may deem suitable 
for the passage of their said road or roads over said river or its tributaries, sub- 
ject to approval of the Secretary of War. Said bridge or bridges shall be con- 
structed to provide for the passage of railway trains and, at the option of the 
company or companies by which it or they may be built, may be used for the 
penceme of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for 

‘oot-passengers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word 
**bridge,’’ to insert ‘‘ or bridges;’’ in line 7, after the word “ bridge,”’ 
to insert ‘‘or bridges;’’ and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ approaches,”’ 
to strike out the word ‘‘its;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitation shall 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, and it 
shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States 
and equal privileges in the use of said bridge or bridges sha!! be granted to al! 
telegraph and telephone companies; and the United States shall have the right 
of way across said bridge or bridges and approaches for postal-telegraph pur- 
poses, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 7, before the word 
“‘bridge,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘the’’ and insert ‘‘each;’’ after the 
word ‘‘thereof,’’ at the end of the same line, to insert ‘‘ giving the 


high an1 low water lines upon the banks of the river, the direction and | discussion. 


| hour for the consideration of the bills 
| is no objection will expire at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m. 


| bill after hearing my statement. 
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strength of the currents at all stages of the water, with soundings ac 
curately showing the bed of t tream, and the location of any other 
bridge bridges; such map to be sufliciently in detail to enable the 
secretary of War to judge of the proper lo ion of said bridge or bridges, 
an ill furnish such other infor s may be required for a full 
tory ul t t | until such plan and 

ation of the brid ( i I al i yved yt retary of War 
no bridge shall be bui r } in line 19, before the word 
**bridge,’’ to strike out ‘‘said word 
‘*bridge’’ to insert ‘‘or bridge 

c. 3. That any bridge aut 
built and located under and subj: tiat ‘ 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall p1 a 
object the said company or companies shal! submi t 
for his examination and approval, a des ind drawing of each 
map of the location thereof, giving the high and low water lines uy 
of the river, the direction and strength of the currents at all stawes of the water 
with soundings accurately showing the bed of the stream, and t 
any other bridge or bridges; such map to be sufficiently in detail to e1 
Secretary of War to judge of the proper location of sa bridge or bridge 
shall furnish such other information as may be required fora full and satisf 
tory understanding of the subject; and until such planand location ofthe bridge 
or bridges are approved by the Secretary of War no bridge shail be built or 


commenced; and should any change be made in the plan of such bridge oi 








bridges during the process of construction such change shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War; and if the Secretary of War shal! at any tim« 
think any changes necessary in the plans of said bridge or bridges, t said 
alterations shall be at the expense of the company or companies owning the 


same 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word 
tion 2, to insert: 

rhe said bridge or bridges shall at all times be so kept and managed as to 


offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels and other wat« 
craft through or under said structures, and for the safety of veasel 


‘same,’’ in line 25 of 








in 4 
night there shall be displayed on said bridge or bridges, from the hours of s1 
set to sunrise, such lights or other signals as may be prescribed by the Light 


House Board. 


Theamendment was agreed to, 

Mr. VEST. In section !, line 7 
and they.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro temp Che amendment will be stated. 

‘Phe SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word ‘* Kentucky,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘ be, and they;’’ so as to read 

That the Louisville, Covington and Cincinnati Railway Company, the Car- 
rojiton and Louisville Railroad Company, and the Westport, Carrollton and 
Covington Railway Company, corporations organized under acts of the Gen- 


eral Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, their successors and assigns 
: ' gus, 
are authorized to construct and maintain a bridge or bridges, et 


I move to strike out the words “ be, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
third time, and passed. 


read the 
BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 
The bill (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,’’ ap- 
proved July 16, 1882, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REPEAL 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor 


OF TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 
By the agreement of the Senate the 
on the Calendar to which there 
The firs 
bill in order on the Caiendar will be stated. 

The bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber-culture 
purposes was announced as first 

Mr. HARRIS. 
ute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, 


laws, and for other 
in order. 


That bill can not be considered under the five-min 


ADJUSTMENT OF EIGI 


The bill (S. 175) for the adjustment of accounts of labore: 
men, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law wa 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL 


f-HOUR-LAW ACCOU? 


4, work- 


3 announced 


Let that go over. 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The bill will be pa ed over without 
prejudice. 
Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps the Senator will be willing to consider that 


The House has passed a bill upon 
the same subject which is on the Calendar No. 1984, and I should like 
to substitute that for the Senate bill, and then I should like to amend 
the House bill by substituting the Senate bill forit, which we have re- 
ported and passed two or three times, and send it back to the House 
Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator think that bill can be considered 
under the five-minute 
Mr. BLAIR. I do. 
Mr. HARRIS. Ido not. 
Mr. BLAIR. Ido not think the old Senate bill will occasion any 


ol ‘ 
ruie? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Chair tounderstand that the 
Senator from Tennessee objects ? 
Mr. HARRIS. He may, yes. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be passed over without 


prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
LUCY HALE. 

The bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Lucy Hale, of 
Lansing, Mich., daughter of Nathaniel Wallace, a soldier of the Revo- 
lutionary war in the Fourteenth (Albany County) New York Regi- 
ment, at $20 per month during her natural life. 

The bil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REGISTER OF LABOR. 

The bill (S. 704) to provide for making, publication, and distribution 
of the Kegister of Labor herein named was announced as next in 
order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This bill has been reported from the 
Committee on Education aud Labor without recommendation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

BOOK-MAKING AND POOL-SELLING. 

The bill (S. 3830) to prohibit book-making of any kind and poo!l- 
selling in the District of Columbia for the purpose of gaming was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported trom the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, in section 2, line 8, after the word ‘‘ Colum- 
bia,’’ to strike out ‘‘ or other regular organizations, to make books and 
sell pools at their semi-annual or special meetings. The right to make 
books and to sell polls by the said ‘ Washington Jockey Club’ not to 
exceed, however, sixty days in avy one year,’’ and to insert ‘or any 
other regular organizations, owning race tracks no less than 1 mile in 
length and grounds of not less than 75 acres in extent, located within 
the District of Columbia, to make books and sell pools at their semi- 
annual or special meetings. The right to make books and sell pools 
by such orgunizations shal] be on their grounds, and only on the days 
of their spring and fall meeting;’’ so as to make the section read: 


See, 2. That any person or persons, or association of persons, violating the 
provisions of this act shall be fined not exceeding five hundred nor less than 
twenty-five dollars or be imprisoned not more than ninety nor lesa than thirty 
days, or both, at the discretion of the court: Provided, That this act shall not 
interfere with *'the right of the Washington Jockey Club,” duly organized un- 
der the laws of the District of Columbia, or any other regular organizations, 
owning race tracks no less than | mile in length and grounds of not less than 
75 acres in extent, located within the District of Columbia, to make books an ! 
sell pools at their semi-annual or special meetings. The right to make books 
and sell pools by such organizations shall be on their grounds, and only on the 
days of their spring and fall meetings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SURETIES OF J. G. RALLIBURTON, 

The bill (S. 2313) for the relief of Silas F. Field, one of the sureties 
on the bond of John G. Halliburton, deceased, late marshal of the 
United States in and for the eastern district ot Arkansas, was announced 
as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been adversely re- 
ported, 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Rule LX. 


The bill will be passed over under 


se enema ee CSP 
ee 


WATER AT EAGLE PASS, TEX. 

The bill (8S. 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Supply Com- 
pany and the Compafija Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfrio Diaz 
to connect their water-works communications across the Rio Grande 
River at Eagle Pass, Tex., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was repotted from the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
an amendment, in line 15, after the word ‘‘said,’’ to strike out ‘‘ con- 
nection shall ’’ and insert ‘‘ tubes shall be laid in trenches in the bed 
of the river and shall be so laid as,’’ and in line 16, after the word 
**not,’’ to insert the word ‘* to;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Eagle Pass Water Supply Company, a corporation 
organized and created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, 
and the Compafifa Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, created 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Coahuila, one of the States of 
the Republic of Mexico, be, and are hereby, authorized and empowered to con- 
struct, own, maintain, and operate their water connection by tubes, or other- 
wise, across the Rio Grande River, between the city of Eagle in the State 
of Texas, and the city of Porfirio Diaz, formerly known as Piedras Negras, in 
the State of Coahuila, in the Republic of Mexico, as may be most convenient to 
said corporations: Provided, That said tabes shall be laid in trenchesin the bed 
of the river and shall be so },id as not to interfere with the free navigation of 
said river; and in case of any litigation arising from an Se alleged 


obstruction, to the free navigation thereof, caused, or alleged to caused, 
by said connection of their water-pipes or hydraulic connections, the case 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 15, 





may be tried before the district court of the United States for the western dis- 
trict of Texas: And provided also, That Congress reserves the right to with- 
draw the power and authority conferred by this act in case the free navigation 
of the river shall at any time be substantially or materially obstructed by said 
connections or pipes, or for any other reasons, and to direct the removal of said 
pipes or connections, or necessary modifications thereof, at the cost and ex- 
pense of the owners of said pi or connections, and Congress may at any 
time alter, repeal, or amend this act: And provided further, That the consent of 
the Mexican State of Coahuilaand of the proper authorities of the Republic of 
Mexico shall have been obtained before the establishment of said pipes and 
connections. 

Mr. COKE. I hope that amendment will not beagreed to. It was 
evidently placed there by mistake. The object of it was to prevent in- 
terference with the navigation of the Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, 
when there is no navigation there and never has been. No boat has 
been nearer to Eagle Pass than Laredo, several hundred miles below. 
‘Lhere is a railroad crossing the river at Eagle Pass, and that bridge, | 
presume, is desired to be utilized in putting the water-pipes across the 
river. I do not see the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] who re- 
ported this bill in his seatnow, but I mentioned these facts to him this 
morning, and he said if these were the {acts as I stated them he would 
not insist on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC WIRES ACROSS THE RIO GRANDE. 


The bill (8. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and 
Power Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle 
Pass, Tex., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask now that we go back and take up Order of 
Business 1403, which was passed over the other day without prejudice. 

Mr. COKE. I hope the Senator will allow the bill the title of which 
has been stated, which is exactly like the one just proposed, to be con- 
sidered now. 

Mr. SAWYER. ‘The bill I refer to wiil take but a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The pending bill is just like the one passed a 
moment since. 

Mr. SAWYER, I will withhold my request for a moment. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and Power 
Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, Tex. 

The. bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
amendments. . 

The first amendment was, in line 12, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘be laid in a trench in the bed of the river and so as,’’ and in line 
16, after the word ‘‘said,’’ to strike out “@idge”’ and insert ‘'wires;’’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and Power Com- 
pany, a corporation organized and created under and by virtue of the laws of 
the State of Texas, be,and is hereby, authorized and empowered to construct,own, 
maintain, and operate its wires acrossthe RioGrande River between the city of 
Fagle Pass, in the State of Texas, and the city of Porfirio Diaz, formerly known 
as Piedras Negras, in the State of Coahuila, in the Republic of Mexico, at such 
point as may be most convenient to said corporation: Provided, That said wires 
shall be laid in a trench in the bed of the river and so as not to interfere with the 
free navigation of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from an ob- 
struction or alleged obstruction tothe free navigation thereof, caused oralleged 
to be caused by said wires, the case may be tried before the district court of the 
United States for the western district of Texas: And proms also, That Con- 
gress reserves the right to withdraw the powerand authority conferred by this 
act in case the free navigation of the river shall at any time be substantially or 
materially obstructed by said wires, or for any other reason, and to direct the 
removal of said wires, or necessary modifications thereof, at the cost and ex- 
pense of the owners of said wires; and Congress may at any time aiter, repeal, 
or amend this act: And provided further, That the consent of the Mexican State 
of Coahuilaand of the proper authorities of the Republicof Mexico shal! have 
been obtained before the construction of said wires shail be commenced. 

Mr. COKE. I hope the amendments to this bill will not be con- 
curred in by the Senate, for the same reasons that they were stricken 
out of the other bill. The object here is to prevent interference with 
navigation which does not exist. It would put the companies that are 
erecting these wires across the Rio Grande to very considerable ex- 
pense without any beneficial purpose. : 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas a question 
as to the bill. It reads: 


That said wires shall be laid in a trench in the bed of the river and so as 
not [to] interfere with the free navigation of said river, and in case of aay litiga- 
tion arising from an obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation 
thereof, etc. 

The bi)l assumes that there is navigation there in the river. Now, 
I understand the Senator to say that there is no such thing there. 

Mr. COKE. There is no navigation there, 

Mr. FRYE. What is the railroad bridge across there, a low bridge? 

Mr. COKE. A bridge over which the railroad goes to the city of 
Mexico. 

Mr. FRYE. A low bridge? 

Mr. COKE. I think it is. 

Mr. FRYE. Is there any draw in it? 

Mr. COKE. I think not. 

Mr. FRYE. There is none? 

Mr. COKE. I think there is no draw in it. 
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Mr. FRYE. The Senator knows there is no navigation there to be 
interfered with. : 

Mr, COKE. There was never a boat above Laredo, which is several 
hundred miles below this point. I ask that the amendments of the 
committee be disagreed to for the reasons which I have stated. 

The amendments were rejected, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary calls the attention ol 
the Chair to the amendment proposed in line 16, page 2, of the bill, 
with the suggestion that the proposed amendment of the committee, to 
strike out the word ‘‘bridge’’ and insert the word ‘‘ wires,’’ should 
be agreed to in this bill, as this is a bill to erect wires across the river 
for electric purposes. 

Mr. COKE. Very well. Let that amendment be agreed to. 

The PKESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee 
in line 16, striking out the word ‘‘bridge,’’ after the word ‘‘said,’’ 
and inserting the word ‘‘wires.’’ will be agreed to, in the absence of 
objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
to the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
voted down in the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Texas [Mr, Coke] explained that 


The first committee amendment was 


there was a mistake in supposing that this was navigable water where | 


this bridge is, that it is not navigable at all, and there is no draw in 
the bridge itself which passes over the river. 

Mr. COKE. I mentioned the facts this mornirfg to the Senator from 
Ohio who reported this bill, and I understood him to be perfectly sat- 
isfied that the amendment should go out. X 

The bill was ordered to he engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


AUDITOR OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS, 


Mr. SAWYER. I now renew my request that we go back and take 
up Senate bill 590, which was passed over, when the Calendar was last 
under consideration, without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to consider Senate bill 
590, the title of which will be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has it been passed over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was heretofore passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 590) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to create an auditor of 
railroad accounts, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 19, 1878. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Railroads with amend- 
ments. The first aroen@ment was, in line 13, after the word “ rail- 
roads,’’ to strike out ‘‘all bills’’ and insert ‘‘a duplicate of each and 
every bill;’’ so as to read: : 

That the act of Congress approved June 19, 1878, entitled ‘‘Anh act lo create an 
auditor of railroad accounts, and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by adding to the same three sections to be numbered 5, 6, and 7, re- 
spectively, and which new sections shall be in the words following : 

“Sec. 5. That each and every railroad company aforesaid which has received 
from the United States any bonds of the said United States, issued by way of 
Joan to ald in constructing or furnishing its road, shal! hereafter transmit to the 
Commissioner of Railroads a duplicate of each and every bill for services in the 


transportation of passengers or freight, the carrying of mails, express, or for 
any service whatsoever rendered for or on behalf of the United States.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Thenextamendment was, inline 22, page 3, afterthe word ‘“‘ claimed,” 


to strike out ‘‘Suach bills when so entered’’ and insert ‘‘ After such | 


bills shall have been so entered the Commissioner;’’ so as to read: 


‘Sec. 6. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Railroads upon re 
ceiving bills for transportation services named in the foregoing section of this 
act, to immediately cause the same to be entered of record in suitable books 
provided for that peepee: giving the name of the railroad company, date and 
nature of service, and amount claimed. After such bills shall have been so en- 
tered the Commissioner,” etc. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There are a series of amendments proposed to 
that section, and I propose to amend the amendment by striking out 
the words ‘‘such recommendations as he may see fit to make’’ and 
that will leave the section all right, so that it will read ‘‘ After such 
bills shall have been so entered the Commissioner shall at once forward 
to the proper accounting officers.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
prive the Commissioner of any power to make any reccommendation. 
Mr. COCKRELL. As to the allowance or disallowance of claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not know that there is any objection to 
that, but I suggest that the first amendment of the committee may be 
agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, that may be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 22, after the word “‘claimed,”’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘Such bills when so entered,’’ and insert 
‘* After such bills shall have been soentered the Commissioner;’’ in line 
24, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ strike out the word ‘‘ be;’’ in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘once,’’ strike ont the word “‘ forwarded ”’ and insert 
**forward;”’ in line 25, after the word “' officers,’’ strike ont ‘' for their 
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Were there not some committee amendments reported | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
I understand the object the Senator has is to de- | 


LO BS 


action thereon with;’’ and in line 26, after the word ‘‘as,”’ 
**the Commissioner’’ and insert ‘‘ he;’’ so as to read 
After suc 


strike ou! 


h bills shall have ! 


» been so entered the Commissioner shall at once 
forward to the proper acc ting officers with such recommendationsas he may 
} See fitto make. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Right after the word ‘‘forward,’’ in line 24, I 
| move to insert ‘‘them.”’ 
Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to insert the word 


Mr. COCKRELL, Yes, that will do; 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The SECRETARY. After the wor 


j 

insert the words ‘th ime.’’ 
Che amendment will be stated 

d *‘forward,’’ at tl 

it is proposed to insert ‘‘the same;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ forward the s 
tothe proper accounting officers 

| The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

| Mr. MITCHELL. Insert a period after the word ‘‘ oflicers.’’ 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘“‘officers,’”’ in line 25, insert a 
period, and strike out the words ‘‘ for their action thereon witb.’’ 
Mr. MITCHELL. That amendment should not be agreed to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
if there be no objection. 

-Mr. MITCHELI The remainder of the 
stricken out. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in line 26 the words 

“such recommendations as the Commissioner may see fit to make.’ 

Mr. COCKREEL. Now read the whole sentence as it will be after 
it is amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last amendment will be consid- 
ered as agreed to, if there be no objection. ‘The part referred to will 
be read as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows 

After such bills shall have been so entered, the Commi 
forward the same to the proper accounting officers 
| Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. MITCHELL. These are all the amendments reported by the 
| committee except the amendment to strike out the preamble. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
| third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Railroads reported io strike out the preamble, as 
follows: 


The amendment will be disagreed to, 


amendment should be 


, ' 4 
pric Stilalhs AL ONCE 


read the 





Whereas certain railroad companies are heavily indebted to the United States 
for bonds of the said United States, and interest on the same, loaned to aid in 
the construction and furnishing of their roads; and 

Whereas said companies are yearly rendering numerous bills against the 
United States for services rendered in the transportation of passengers, freight, 
express, and mails, a portion or the whole of which services are credited to the 
said railroad companies in partial liquidation of their indebtedness to the United 
States; and 

Whereas under existing laws and regulations said biils for transportation serv 
ices are rendered through the various departments of the Guvernment and are 
acted upon by separate accounting officers, each acting independently of the 
other; and 

Whereas it is important for the information of Congress and all departments 
of the Government that there be some bureau of the Government in which shall 
he recorded all transactions between the said bonded roads and the United 
States, to the end that their indebtedness to and accounts with the United States 


may at all times be easily and accurately ascertained: Therefore. 
‘The amendment was agreed te. 
POST-OFFICE AT FORTRESS MONROE, VA, 


The bill (S, 2181) to provide for the erection of a post-office building 
| at Fortress Monroe, Va., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEWIS STEELMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman was 
[t proposes to authorize the 
Secretary of State to withdraw from the files of the Department of State 
and deliver to the heirs of Lewis Steelman, or their legal representa 
tive, the papers and evidence presented to the late American and Mex- 
ican Claims Commission, organized pursuant to the convention of July 
4, 1868, between the United States and Mexico, in his claim againat 
Mexico for $54,500, for the seizure of wrecking apparatus by the captain 
of the port of Salina Cruz, September 19, 1869, which case is known as 
563 on the docket of the commission. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with an amendment, to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That copies of said papers be retained in the Department of State. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendment 

was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
| a third time. 
| "The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC COMMISSION. 

The bill (S. 186) to provide for a commission on the subject of the 
| alcoholic liquor traffic was announced as next in order, and the amend- 
| ment of the Committee on Education and Labor was read. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to and will be 
passed over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR. That isa bill we have passed here seven times. I 
appeal to the Senator toallow it togo through. We have passed it or 
one of the same substance in seven successive Congresses, and I hope 
the Senator will allow this to go through. Idonot know when we can 
get it up again. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over without prejudice for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland objects 
to the consideration of the bill, and it will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY. 

‘The bill (8. 3278) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relative to the establishment of the Department of 
the Navy, was announced as next in order. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I think that had better be passed over without 
prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I simply ask that it may be passed for the pres- 
ent. I see the Senator who reported it [Mr. CAMERON ] is not present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 


The Senator from Missouri objects 


MILTON J. DURHAM. 

The bill (S. 611) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton .J. 
Durham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County, 
Kentucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAURA L. WALLEN, 

The bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 
Wallen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to 
increase the pension to Laura L. Wallen, widow of Henry D. Wallen, 
late colonel of the Second Infantry, United States Army, to $100 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to call attention to this bill and 
enter my protest against this kind of legislation. Here is a case where 
the pension is to be increased to $100 per month to Mrs. Laura L. 
Wallen, widow of Henry D. Wallen, Jate colonel of the Second Infan- 
try, United States Army. 

Mr. President, the Committee on Pensions have reported adversely 
a large number of cases of the widows ot officers of higher rank than 
this, notably the case of the widow of General Dyer, who was a briga- 
dier-general, for whom I introduced and had referred a bill to that 
committee. It seems that this is a discrimination and is in violation 
of the precedents in such cases. There is no reason shown why this 
lady’s pension should be increased to $100 per month while the pen- 
sions of all other colonels’ widows are not to be increased in that way. 

I simply enter my protest, not against the action upon this bill, but 
against this class of legislation, and say that if a yea-and-nay vote 
were called upon it I should vote against it. 

The bill was passed. 

TRANSSHIPMENT OF GOODS IN BOND. 

Miscellaneous Document No, 153, in relation to the transshipment of 
goods in bond, was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

’ The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is a Senate resolution, rather 
than a bill or joint resolution, introduced by the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CuLLom], who is absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. t it go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed over 
without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

FIRST KANSAS COLORED VOLUNTEERS. 

The bill (S. 2471) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men 
of the First Kansas Colored Volunteers was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It provides thatall officers of the First Kansas Col- 
ored Volunteers who were mustered into the service of the United States 
on or before the 2d day of May, 1863, shall take rank and be entitled 
to pay from the date when they respectively held and performed the 
duties of their rank in that regiment, or in the or batallions 
of which it was composed, of a rank equal to the they respectively 
held when mustered into the service of the United States in said regi- 
ment. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALMON WETMORE, 


The bill (S, 3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wet- 
more was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 


the word “‘ Volunteers,’’ in line 7, to add: ‘“‘said correetion and dis- 
charge to be made as of May 31, 1864;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the military record of, and grant an honorable discharge 
to, Almon Wetmore, latea private in Company H, Sixth Regiment Pennsy!vania 
Reserve Corps Volunteers, said correction and discharge to be made as of May 
31, 1864. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 


The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment, after 


SAMUEL NOBLE. 


| The bill (S. 1043) for the relief of Samuel Noble was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Ciaims with an amend- 
ment, in line 12, after the word ‘‘ the,’’ to strike out: 

Accounting officers of the Treasury Department for determination upon the 
evidence taken and now on file in the office of the clerk of the United States 
Court of Claims and the War Department, and any other competent evidence; 
and the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized, empowered, 
and directed to adjust, settle, and pay to the said Samuel Noble, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the full amount of the net 
proceeds paid into the United States Treasury of all cotton owned and pur- 
chased by said Noble, under his said agreement with said Risley, and such settle- 
ment and payment shall be so made by such accounting officers, notwith- 
standing the bar of the statute of limitations or any other legal impediment 
heretofore or now existing. 


And to insert: . 

Court of Claims for determination upou the evidences taken and now on file 
in the office of the clerk of said court and the War Department, and any other 
competent evidence; and such court fs hereby authorized, empowered, and di- 

to ascertain the amount of net proceeds paid into the United States 
Treasury of all cotton owned and purchased by said Noble under his agree- 
| ment with said Risley ; and such ascertainment shall be so made by said court 
| notwithstanding the bar of the statute of limitations or any other legal impedi- 
| ment heretofore or now existing. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to make some inquiry in regard to 
| thiscase. This involves the question in regard to the contraband trade, 
and Mr. Risley, who is referred to here, H. A. Risley, was supervising 
agent, and there were a number of cases where parties made contracts 
with him and some of those cases have been taken to the Supreme 
Court and the Supreme Court has expressly decided that under that 
law and the tions issued the parties had to be the owners of the 
property which they sold to this agent; that this agent, Risley, had no 
authority to make contracts with persons to go within the enemy’s 
| lines, the Confederate lines, and there hunt up and purchase property. 
The object of the law was to induce the Southern people, the people 
within the Confederate lines, to bring their ay and sell it, and 
not to enable adventurers or men who might be able to prove their loy- 
alty to each side to go in and buy up the property here and there for 
a mere song, and then bring it through under the law. That was not 
the intention of it; and if this is one of that class of cases, I must ob- 
jeet to it. 

There are two or three other cases of the same kind that have been 

| here, and they have been in the Court of Claims, and the question has 
been expressly decided in quite a celebrated case—I have forgotten the 
name—which has been here before. I read the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States only a day or two ago, a tobacco case; 
and there are two or three different eases which have been decided by 
theSupreme Court. If Mr. Noble was a merespeculator when he made 
this contract with Mr. Risley, and then went out within the Confeder- 
ate lines and boughé up property here and there, he is not entitled to 
anything under the Jaw, and under the decisions of the Supreme Court 
it was contraband, the whole of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator object to the bill? 








Mr. COCKRELL. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can not go into a discussion of it in a moment 
or two. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall only say a word or two after what the Sen- 


ator from Missouri has said. Technically under the decision of the 
Supreme Court there could not be a recovery, but the construction 
upon these contracts by the Supreme Court finally was entirely 
different from the construction placed u that class of contracts by 
the President of the United States, Mr. Lincoln, and by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and it has been thought by different committees who 
have investigated these cases from time to time—there are several of 
them—that there isan equity here which entitles these parties to come 
to and in fact a bill for the relief of Mr. Noble has passed 
the Senate, I think twice before, making a direct appropriation of the 
amount claimed by him, or the amount the committee thought he was 
entitled to under all the equities of the case. 
The Committee on Claims, however, at this session did not go that 
far, but a bill was reported by that committee which authorizes the 
Court of Claims to determine ‘‘upon the evidence taken and now on 
file in the office of the clerk of court and the War Departmentan-1 
any other competent evidence’ that may be submitted, to inquire in.o 
how much cotton was ‘‘owned and purehased by said Noble under his 
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United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator | 


from Missouri to object, and the bill will be passed over. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that it retain its place. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; the report is too long to read within the | 


five minutes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing its place on the Calendar. 
J. M. HIATT & CO. 


The bill (S. 3721) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides for the payment to A. J. McCreary, administrator of the 
estate of J. M. Hiatt, survivor of J. M. Hiatt & Co., late traders for the 
Osage tribe of Indians, out of any money in the Treasury accruing to 
that tribe by act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, the sum ot $8,330, 


The bill will be passed over, retain- 


in full satisfaction of their demand against the Osage tribe on the credit | 


extended to them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no report with that case, and I should 
like to hear some explanation of it, although it is that character of a 
bill which ought to have a printed report with it. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this bill is for one-half ofa claim, the | 
other half of which was allowed to Mr. Hiatt during his lifetime by a | 


bill which passed Congress upon a report made by the late Senator, 
Mr. Maxey, of Texas, under these circumstances, based upon these 
facts: In 1878 the Osage Indians were in great distress and likely to 
suffer for want of provisions, without any present appropriation to 
supply their needs. Hiatt & Co., a firm of traders there, were urged 
very hard by the agent and by the chiefs and by the head men to grant 
them a credit, promising to pay that firm out of their next annuities. 
They were induced to make a credit under the advice and supervision 
ot the chief, who was quite an educated man, nearly a white man, and 
the agent. Their credit extended to sixteen thousand and odd dollars 
The next annuity, instead of being $13 per capita, for some reason 
which I do not know now, only amounted to $3 per capita, and the 
Indians were unable to pay back to Hiatt & Co. any part of this money. 
Afterwards they came to the Department and the account was exam- 
ined at the Department and found to have been a very honest account 
and very prudently expended among the needy Indians, but there was 
no authority of law to pay them. 

A bill was introduced to pay Hiatt & Co. or to pay J. M. Hiatt, 


survivor of the partnership of Hiatt & Co., the other partner having | 


died. It was submitted to the Department and the Department say- 
ing that sixteen thousand and odd dollars was really due these people 
made the mistake of shying that inasmuch as J. M. Hiatt, the sur- 


vivor, was only one of the partnership, $8,000 of it should be paid to 
The bill passed in that shape, and now this bill is to pay his | 


him. 
executor or administrator, he having since died, the other half, which 
very palpably belonged to him as survivor of the partnership. If any 
part of it did in point of equity the whole belonged to him, he hav- 
ing taken off from the partnership the whole affair before his partner 
died. 


This is to be paid out of the fundsof the Osages. It is recommended | 


by their chiefs, and by their Indian agent, and by all parties inter- 
ested. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,.ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL BASIN, 


The bill (S. 3801) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland | 


Canal Basin on certain conditions was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 


and between the city of Louisville, the Louisville and Portland Canal | 
Company, and John P. Byrne, made in the year 1870, under which | 


the firm of Byrne & Speed, of Louisville, constructed a basin on the 
south side of the Louisville and Portland Canal, above Fifteenth street, 
and also erected buildings, with elevator machinery therein, on land 
then the property of the Louisville and Portland Canal Company, now 
the property of the United States, subject, however, to certain modi- 
fications specified. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE M. M’CRABB. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 7369) to restore the pension of Jane M. McCrabb. It 


provides that the act entitled ‘An act to restore pensions in certain | 


cases,”” approved June 9, 1880, shall be construed so as to include 
within its provisions Jane M. McCrabb, widow of Capt. John W. Mc- 
Crabb, deceased, late a captain in the United States Army. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


® third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ENOCH VENTER. 


The bill (H. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the charge of de- | 
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agreement with said Risley,’’ and to ascertain the amount which was | 


realized from the sale of the cotton and paid into the Treasury of the | 


It proposes to ratify and confirm the written contract by | 


It proposes to 
ertion from the name of Enoch Venter, of 
| Afton, Wyo., late of Company H, Eighth Kansas Volunteers, he being 
marked and charged as a deserter, and to soamend his military record, 


sertion was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
remove the charge of des 


| and pay him all pay, bounty, and allowances due him without refer 
| ence to the charge of desertion. 
rhe bill was reported to th i thout amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
' 
1 BENJAMIN F. SMITH. 
} 
i The bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smit] the charge of 
desertion was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
| amendments, in Jine &, after the word ‘‘ Volunte to strike out 
‘‘and, when so removed, that the said Benjamin F. Smith be restored 
to all rights lost or suspended by the said record’’ and insert ‘‘and sub- 


stitute therefor ‘absent without leave 
since January 24, 1862,’ instead ot 
| the word ‘‘that,’’ strike out the words ‘‘this act shall not be construed 
to give to;’’ in line 15, after the word ‘‘heirs,’’ to insert ‘‘shall not be 
entitled to;’’ in line 16, after the word ‘‘allowance,’’ to strike out 
**for any period of”’ and insert ‘‘ whatever during the;’’ and in line 17, 
after the word ‘‘leave,’’ to strike out ‘‘and not in the military service 
| of the United States; ’’ so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
| and directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army the charge of desertion now standing on 
the said rolls and records against Benjamin F. Smith, late of Company F, 
Seventy-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers; and substitute therefor “ ab- 
sent without leave,’’ and “‘ from absent without leave since January 24, 1862,’ 
instead of *‘ from desertion: ’’ Provided, That the said Benjamin F. Smith, his 
legal representatives or heirs, shall not be entitled to any pay or allowance 
whatever during the time he was absent without leave. 


. and ‘from absent without leave 
‘from desertion;’’’ in line 13, after 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
| read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PORT OF ENTRY AT EAGLE PASS, TEX. 


rhe bill (S. 3853) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in 
lieu of Indianola, Tex., was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COKE. A fewdaysago the chairman of the Committee on Com 
| merce reported a House bill in the exact language that this is in, from the 
Senate committee. I ask that the House bill then reported, now on the 
Calendar, which is exactly like the Senate bill, be substituted in place 
of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks that 
Senate bill 3853, to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in lieu 
of Indianola, Tex., be temporarily laid aside, and that in its stead the 
| Senate consider the House bill the title of which will be stated. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
| proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at 
Eagle Pass, Tex., in lieu of Indianola, Tex. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
» third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. COKE. I move that the bill (S. 3853) to creat« 
at Eagle Pass, Tex., 
nitely. 


rr y an . Y ‘ 
rhe motion was agreed to 





ordered to 


sa port of entry 
in lieu of Indianola, Tex., be postponed indeti- 


IRANSSHIPMENT OF GOODS IN BOND. 

Mr. CULLOM. Order of Business 1491, Miscellaneous Document 
No. 153, was passed over. That resolution may be stricken from the 
| Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was passed over withont preju 
| and will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 


PURCHASE OF TOWNSEND'S LIBI 
The bill (S. 2672) authorizing the Librarian of ¢ ) purchase 
| ** Townsend’s Library of National, State, and Individual Records, com 
| prising a collection of historical records concerning the origin, progress, 
| and consequences of the late civil war,’’ was considered as in Com 
tee of the Whole. 
| ‘The bill was reported from the Committee on the Library with an 
| amendment, to add the following proviso 
| Provided, That the sum of $5,000 be withheld from pay1a n such purchase 
| until the work still required in completion of indexes, and « shall be 
ncluded to the satisfa »n of the Librarian of Congres 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. 
EVARTS May 29, 1890; but before concluding —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m. 
The hour fixed for the consideration of the Calendar having expired it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness. 





’ 
; 
f 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let the remainder of the report be printed in 
the Recorp. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that unanimous consent be given to complete 
the reading of the report. It is about completed. I suppose it will 
take only two or three minutes. If there is no objection, let the report 
be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Massachusetts 
ask unanimous consent that the pending bill be disposed of? 

Mr. HOAR. My suggestion was simply that we complete the read- 
ing of the report, or else that it be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it be printed in the Rrcorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed in the 
RECORD at length, if there be no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The Joint Committee on the Library, to whom was referred the bill (5.2672) 
authorizing the Librarian of Congress to purchase “ Townsend's Library of Na- 
tional, State, and Individual Records, comprising a collection of historical rec- 
ords concerning the origin, progress,and consequences of the late civil war,” 
submit the following report: 

The careful preservation of historical records is a subject of commanding 
interest and of national importance, not only to the student of the country’s 
history, or the writer upon some portion of its annals, or the statesman search- 
ing for facts illustrative of subjects involved in his varied and responsible labors, 
but to the whole body of the people comes home the value of preserving all the 
materials for history in our national archtves, 

The collection referred to the committee for examination and report is unique, 
both in its general plan and in the scope of its contents. It aims to embrace 
nothing less than a complete current record of the civil war period in America, 
and the years immediateiy succeeding, as contained in the daily and weekly 
journals, magazines, etc.. published in the leading cities of the country. These 
copious materials of contemporaneous history and comment are arranged in 
strict chronological order, so that any one following the sequence of events can 
run down their progress by month and days from year to year. At the same 
time a thorough digest or condensed chronicle of the whole printed material 
summarizes events and references, so as to give a connected view of the varied 
subjects embraced under one head. To this digest or compendium an alpha- 
betical index gives ready reference. Without these latter aids the vast mass of 
printed information contained in the collection would be comparatively useles 
for immediate reference. 

No completesummary can here be given of the varied and complex contents of 
this encyclopedia of our civil warhistory. Iteeighty-seven volumes of printed 
excerpts would make over one thousand volumes of books in ordinary type. 
its twenty-five to thirty volumes of manuscript compendium or digest, serving 
as a systematic key to the whole work, embrace over 25,000 pages of matter. 
Nothing bearing upon the war and the events following, contained in the lead- 
ing or representative journals of the day, has been omitted from the record. 
‘The industrious compiler has been strictly impartial, and has given fully, from 
Democratic and Republican sources alike, the spirit of the times, 

In the ample pages of this contemporaneous history are to be found thou- 
sands of letters from men bearing an active part in the war, both on the Union 
and the Confederate side; dispatches and descriptions of battles from the numer- 
ous correspondents of the press scattered throughout the Southern country; 
editorial comments and criticisms without number upon events as they oc- 
curred; biographical! sketches and authentic —— of eye | and dead nota- 
bles among the officers and public men; official reports of military operations 
in the fold, important army orders, and Executive proclamations not else- 
where found (because not embraced in the Con ional documents); poetry, 
both serious and humorous, brought out by the stirring events of the war 
period; Congressional proceedings and speeches, described with the fresh and 
vigorous impress of the ovcasion which gave them birth; facts and figures from 
every State regarding the military draft, State bounties, and the great volun- 
teer army; accounts of riots, public meetings, and agitations in opposition to 
the war; the inmense humane work of the nurses, the hospitals, and the United 
States Sanitary Commission; the Confederate congress with its | ative pro- 
ceedings; the blockade of the Southern ports and the records of Confederate 
privateering ; the melancholy records of the greatarmy of prisoners; the naval 
battles, skirmishes, and reconnaissances; speeches of public men, both North 
and South, at every stage of the conflict; che record o! ments in the field; 
the proceedings of cities and towns in organizing men and means to carry on 
the war; the attitude of foreign nations toward the Confederacy and the Gov- 
ernmentofthe Union; the Canadian raids, the negotiations for peace, the block- 
ade running, and the contemporaneous invasion of Mexico; all these anda mul- 
titude of other topics of absorbing public interest are vividly reflected in this 
great collection of materials for history. 

Of the intrinsic value for permanent preservation in our national Library of 
these records the committee believe that there can be but little room for dif- 
ference of opinion. Of their com.mercial value, as a proposed purchase for the 
United States Government, widely divergent views may probably be enter- 
tained, The compiler has devoted a large share of his time and careful labor 
for more than twenty-five years to assembling these materials and to prepar- 
ing his di of them, a work which he terms “ posting the books” for each of 
the varied departments of information covered. Mr. Townsend has also ex- 
pended about $20,000 in gathering, arranging, and indexing (including binding) 
the materials which constitute the collection. He is still continuing his labor, 
and excerpts from the newspapers of each day (as he has spaemetieaily done 
from 1861 to 1890) such matters as relate to the civil-war period and tothe period 
of reconstruction. The record of our public men and the record of opinion has 
thus been carried on without break or intermission. The work has received 
very numerous and weighty testimonials, which can not be cited in the brevity 
essential in this report, from literary men, historical writers, and eminent pub- 
licists, many of whom have tested its value and have certified to the thorough- 
ness and emeemeurenas with which the work has been performed. 

This historical collection, which the committee are persuaded may fitly be 
called a monumental work, is now offered to Congress for the sum of $30,000. 
‘The citizen who has produced it, as the committee are well satisfied, has no 
speculative views in the matter, as he would receive, on this basis, scarcely 
more than he will have expended. The completion of his digest of the entire 
collection, and of the index thereto, will of necessity, occupy some time, and 
the committee recommended the passage of the accompanying bill, with an 
amendment deferring the payment of 4 final installment of $5,000 of the sum 
appropriated until the digest and index shall be completed to thesatisfaction of 
the Librarian of Congress. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the conference report on the bill (S. 2781) 
to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. 





The report, as submitted this morning in corrected form, is as fol- 
lows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S, 2781) to forfeit certain lands hereto- 
fore granted for the purpose of =~ | in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes, having met, after fulland free conlerence have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to said billand agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike ou! 
all of said amendment and ina lieu thereof insert the following : 

“That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State orto 

| any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and conter 
minous with the portion of any such railrvad not now completed and in opera- 

| tion, for the construction or benefit of which such lands were granted; and al! 

| such lands are declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this 

| act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or station grounds of 
any railroad company heretofore granted. 

“Sec, 2. That all persons who, at the date of the pa: e of this act, are actual 
settlers in good faith on any of the lands hereby forfeited, and are otherwise 
qualified, on making due claim on said lands under the homestead law within 
six months after the ge of this act, shall be entitled to a preference right 
to enter the same under the provisions of the homestead law and this act, and 
shal! be regarded as such actual settlers from the date of actual settlement or 
occupation; and ‘any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the 
homestead or pre-emption law, or who bas failed from any cause to perfect the 
title to a tract of land heretofore entered by him under either of said laws, may 
make a second homestead entry under the provisions of this act. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall make such rules as will secure to such actuul settlers 
these rights. 

“ Sec, 3, That in all cases where persons, being citizens of the United States, or 
who have declared their intentions to become such, in accordance with the 
naturalization laws of the United States, are in permeeten of any of the lands 
affected by any such grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
States, under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State or corpora- 
tion to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed prior to January |, 
1888, or where persons may have settled said lands with bona fide intent to secure 
title thereto by purchase from the State or corporation when earned by compli- 
ance with the conditions or requirements of the granting acts of Congress they 
shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United States, in quantities not 
exceeding 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate of $1.25 per acre, at any 
time within two years from the passage of this act, and on making said payment 
to receive patents therefor,and where any such person in actual possession of 
any such lands and having improved the same prior to the Ist day of January, 
1890, under deed, written contract, or license as aforesaid, or his assignor, has 
made partial or full payments to said railroad company prior to said date, on 
account of the purchase price of said lands from it, on proof of the amount of 
such payments he shall be entitled to have the same, to the extent and amount of 
$1.25 per acre, if so much has been paid, and not more, credited tohim on account 
of and as part of the purchase price herein provided to be paid the United States 
for said lands, or such persons may elect to abandon their pesmens and make 
claim on said lands under the homestead law and as provided in the preceding 
section of this act: Provided, Thatin all cases where ae, persons, or corpo- 
rations, with the permission of such State or corporation, or its assignees, are in 
the possession of and have made improvements upon any of the lands hereby 
resumed and restored, and are not entitled to enter the same under the provis- 
ions of this act, such parties, persons, or corporations shall have six months in 
which to remove any wing crop,and within which time they shall also be 
entitled to remove all buildings and other movable improvements from said 
lands: Provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not ap ly to 
any lands situate in the State of Iowa on which any person in good faith has 
made or asserted the right to make a pre-emption or homestead settlement : 
And provided further, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as 
limiting the rights granted to purchasers or settlers by ‘An act to provide for 
the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, or as repealing, altering, or amending said act, nor as in 
any mahner affecting any cause of action existing in favor of any purchaser 
against his ntor for breach of any covenants of title. 

“Sec. 4. That section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act fora grant of lands to the 
State of lowa in alternate sections to aid in the construction ofa railroad in said 
State,’ approved May 17, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act extend- 
ing the time for the completion of certain land-gzant railroads in the States oi 
Minnesota and Iowa, and for other pu ,’ approved March 3, 1865, and also 
section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act making an additional grant of lands to the 
State of Minnesota in alternate sections to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State,’ approved July 4, 1866, so far as said sections are applicable to 
lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed; and so much of the provisions ef section 4 of an act ap- 
proved June 2, 1864, and entitled ‘An act to ame=2 an act entitled “An act mak- 
ing a grant of lands to the State of lowa in alternate sections to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State,’’’ approved May 15, 1856, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed so far as they require the Secretary of the Interior 
to reserve any lands but the odd sections within the primary or 6 miles granted 
limits of the roads mentioned in said act of June 2, 1864, orthe act of which the 
same is omgudaterr. 

“Sec. 5, That if it shall be found that any lands heretofore granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and 
restored to the public domain lie north of the line known as the ‘ Harrison 
line,’ being a line drawn from Wallula, Wash., easterly to the southeast corner 
of the nort one-fourth of the sou t quarter of section 27, in township 
7 north, of range 37 cast, of the Willamette meridian. a!! persons who had ac- 
quired in faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to any 
portion of said Jands priorto July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in possession 
of any portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under 
written contract with said a, executed >i faith, or their heirs or 
assigns, as the case may be, shall be entitled to pu the lands so acquired, 
possessed, or improved, from the United States, at any time prior to the expira 
tion of one year afterit shall be finally determined that such lands are restored 
to the public domain by Sapo of this act, at the rate of $2.50 per acte, 
and to receive patents therefor upon proof before the proper land office of the 
fact of such acquisition, possession, or improvement, and payment therefor, 
without limitation as to quantity: Provided, That the rights of way and riparian 
rizhts heretofore attem to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in the State 
of Oregon, the N: ern Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Trust 
Company of New York, by deed of conveyance dated August 8, 1886, and which 
are described as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being 25 feet on each 
side of the center line of a water-pipe line, as the same is staked out and located, 
or as it shall be hereafter finally located according to the provisions of an act 
of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon approved November 25, 
1835, providing for the means to supply the city of Portland with an abun- 
dance of good, pure, and wholesome water over and across the following de- 
scribed tracts of land: Sections 19.and 21 in township 1 south, of range 6 east - 
sections 25, 31, 35, and 35. in township 1 south, of range 5 east; sections J and 5 
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in township 2 south, of range 5 east; section 1 in township 2 south, of range 4 
east: sections 23, 25, and 35 in township | south, of range 4 cast, of the Wil- | 
lamette meridian, in the State of Oregon, forfeited by this act, are hereby con- | 
firmed unto the said city of Portiand, in the State of Oregon, its successors and 
assigns forever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore-described strip of 
land, over and across the above-described oan ~~ cae pereeas of construct- 
ing, intaining, and repairing a water-pipe line aforesaid. : 

Rec. 6, That no Dadedesineed forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
by reason of such forfeiture inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to 
which lands may have been granted by Congress, except as herein otherwise 
provided ; nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of land originally 
covered by any such grant, or toconfer any right upon any State, corporation, 
or person to lands which were excepted from such grant. Nor shall the moiety | 
of the lands granted to any railroad company on account of a main and a branch 
line appertaining to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within the con- 
flicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when but one of 
such lines has been completed, inure by virtue of the forfeiture hereby declared 
to the benefit of the completed line. 

“Sec. 7. Thatin all cases where lands included in a grant of land to the State 


of Missis“ppi, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known as the Gulf and — Island 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, 
or with the allowance or approval of such officers have entered in good faith | 
under the pre-emption or homestead laws, or upon which there were bona fide 
pre-emption or homestead claims on thie Ist day of January, 189, arising or as- 
serted oe actual occupation of the land under color of the laws of the United 
States, the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands 
under such sales or eptries are hereby confirmed, and persons claiming the 
right to enter as aforesaid may perfect their entry under the law, Andon con- 
dition that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company within ninety days 
from the passage of this act shall, by resolution of its board of directors, duly 
accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary of the Interior a 
valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, and claim in 
and to all such lands as have been sold, entered, or claimed, as aforesaid, then 
the forfeiture declared in the first section of this act shall not apply to or in 
any wise affect so much and such parts of said grant of lands to the State of | 
Mississippi as lie south of a line drawn east and west through the point where 
the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeastern 
Railroad in said State, until one year after the passage of this act. And there 
may be selected and certified to or in behalf of said company lands in lieu of 
those hereinbefore required to be surrendered, to be taken within the indemnity 
limits of the original grant nearest to and opposite such part of the line as may | 
be constructed at the date of selection. 

“Sec. 8 That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Alabama, shal! be 
entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its road from Girard 
to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior in making 
settlement and certifying to or for the benefit of said company the landsearned | 
thereby shall include therein all the landssold, conveyed, or otherwise disposed 
of by said company, not to exceed the total amount earned by said company as | 
aforesaid. And the title of the purchasers to all such Jands are hereby con- 
firmed so far as the United States are concerned. 

, '' But such settlement and certification shall not include any lands upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1890, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the 
laws of the United States. 

* The right hereby given to thesaid railroad company is on the condition that | 
it shall within ninety days from the passage of this act, by resolution of its board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, | 
and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of its grant, as have hereto- | 
fore been sold by the officers of the United States, for cash, where the Govern- | 
ment still retains the purthase-money, or with the allowance or approval of such | 

' 





officers have been entered in good faith under the pre-emption or homestead 
laws, or as are claimed under the homestead er pre-emption laws as aforesaid, 
and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands under 
such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and all such claims under the pre- 
emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by law. Said com- 
pany to have the right to select other lands,as near as practicable to con- | 
structed road. and within indemnity limits in lieu of the lands so relinquished. | 
And the title of the United States is hereby relinquished in favor of all persons | 
holding under ai:y sales by the local land officers, of the lands in the granted | 
limits of the Alabania and Florida Railroad grant, where the United States 
er retains the purchase-money, but without liability on the part of the United | 
ates. 


I’. B, PLUMB, 

J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 

L. E. PAYSON, 

EK. J. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. MORGAN. I was not here on Friday evening when the con 
ference report was withdrawn. I only have the information that is 
contained in the Recorp in regard to what was done. I suppose that 
changes have been made in the report. I am not aware what they are. 
I should be glad to know what they are before we proceed further. 

Mr. PLUMB. By an error, which was a very natural one under 
the circumstances, the question of the indemnity which the Gulf and 
Ship Island Railroad in Mississippi was to have on account of lands 
surrendered for the benefit of settlers was stated to be north of a cer- 
tain line when the committee did not so intend. That was discovered 
at the last moment. That is the only change that was made, that is 
that they are limited for indemnity to the part of the lands lying op- 
a the constructed lines and not to a section of country lying be- 
yond. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the change in the language of the report ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Just simply to strike out the words ‘‘north of said 
line” and insert the words ‘‘opposite to.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. I supposed the committee liad agreed to the words 
‘north of the line.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That was the impression of some members of the 
committee, but it was an impression that grew, not out of the consid 
eration of the words, but of some general idea which was in mind. It 
was drawn up afterwards, and by an error those words were inserted 
when the committee itself did not intend that they should be. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I should like to ask the Senator trom Kansas 
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what he thinks the exact effect of the last sentence of section 7 is in 
its present form. That sentence was added to section 7 by the con 
ference committee, and I should like to get the Senator’s opinion as to 
its effect in the form it is in now. 

Mr. PLUMB. In my judgment, and I think that is the judgment 
of the committee also, for the matter was discussed in the committee, 
its effect is to limit the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company tothe 
proportion of grants lyingsouth of Hattiesburgh, if I may use that term, 





inity they may be 
entitled to, as well as for lands in place. In other words, they can not, 
either for lands in place or for indemnity, have a line drawn through 
Hattiesburgh, that is line which shall intersect at that 
point. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Llunderstand, then, the Senator’s opinion is that 
the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company can in no case receive any 
indemnity lands in lieu of lands within the original grant north of the 
line referred to in this sentence. 

Mr. PLUMB. Notatall. That is undoubtedly the construction, 
and the only construction that can be put upon the language. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That was my own construction, but I wished 
to know what the Senator’s was, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon concurring in the report the 
Senator from Montana |Mr. SANDERS], the Chair understands, is en 
titled to the floor. The Senator from Montana will proceed. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, when I concluded last Friday what 
I had to say, I hoped to have maintained that the railroad companies 
within the limits of their respective grants were not the owners of the 
mines upon the odd-numbered sections therein; and that those min 
eral lands were in no peril unless the peril should arise out of the 
provisions in the first section of the act of March 3, 1887. 

I desire, Mr. President, to say further, responsive to the inquiry of 


Connecting 
conne? ng 


| the honorable Senator from California {Mr. HeAxst], that while I have 


not been able to find in the legislative history of the time any reason 
given why the phrase ‘‘mines’’ at a certain period in our legislation 


| was dropped and the phrase ‘‘ mineral lands’’ substituted therefor, 


I think the conditions which had come to the knowledge of Congress, 
and which I have heretofore sufficiently described, adequately account 


| for the change that was made, and that the phrase *‘ mineral lands’”’ 
| was intended to import a wider significance than the word ‘‘ mines”? 
| theretofore uniformly used, and, but ror judicial decision, I should 


be inclined to agree with the Senator from California, that it was in- 
tended to exclude lands which from a practical or scientific examina- 
tion or exploitation of them might reasonably be presumed to possess 
mines or precious metals of economic value. 

In the application of the rule, however, to the companies in which 
these various railroad grants are vested I think it would result that we 
should find many places and much valley land of which it could be 
said there was no ground to suppose that they contained metals of 
valne. It would not operate to exclude them, and as to such Jandson 
the odd sections fidelity to our engagements, the Constitution of ‘the 
United States, and deference for vested rights weuld forbid a denial of 
ownership of such lands in the company. 

This phrase ‘‘ mineral lands’’ has been the subject of judicial defi 
nition by State and’ Federal courts in California, and by our highest 
judicial tribunal, wherein it has been given a more limited significance. 
We could willingly yield all lands on odd sections within the limits 
of the grant which did not contain mines could we make sure of the 
non-existence of such mines, but the chiefest difficulty arises from lack 
of this knowledge and the tenure of the lands pending their thorough 
exploitation. 

In 1878 a Jaw was passed by Congress providing that for building 


| domestic, mining, and agricultural purposes citizens of certain State 


and Territories in the mining regions should have the right, within thei: 
States or Territories respectively, to cut timber on the ‘* mineral lands 
on the public domain under such regulations as should be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. I shall not be able to make manifest 
in this Chamber how great was the significance to the people of the 
State which I in part represent of this enactment, nor with what joy 
they hailed its passage. 

It was not only the only law which permitted them to cut timber 
on the public domain for these uses, but the law was in such a condition 
that title to timber lands conld not be acquired in that State, and, 
worse than all, the existing statute, to that time unmodified, denounced 
against every person who should obtain any timber on the public do- 
main the penalties of fine and imprisonment, 2s prescribed by the law 
of the 2d of March, 1831, being section 2461 of the Revised Statutes 


| of the United States. 


Under the law of 1878 it became important to inquire what meaning 
was attached to the phrase ‘‘ mineral lands,’’ and more than a half 
million people interpreting it themselves practically, but in a some- 


what more limited sense than as defined by the Senator from Cali 


| fornia, waited with breathless solicitude for such authoritative inter 


pretation of itas the Land Department should give. The duty of 
ascertaining its meaning fortunately was remitted to a Secretary of 
the Interior, now an honorable Senator on this floor [Mr. TELLER], 
whose patriotism was continental and whose intelligenve was practical 
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and in the regulations prescribed by him it was declared that the 
phrase ‘‘ mineral lands’’ as used in that act meant and was intended 
to cover lands upon the mountain sides and in the cafions in mining 
regions where, from discoveries and the geological formation, mines 
might reasonably be expected to be found, without any reference 
whatever to the proposition whether a mine had been actually discov- 
ered thereon or no. 

I ask the honorable Senators here to believe that this interpretation 
removed from the communities of those States and Territories of the 
West a burden of anxiety seldom impdésed upon a patriotic people, par- 
ticularly in those Territories and States like Montana, where no legisla- 
tion authorized or permitted the sale of any timber whatever. Thence- 
forward in that northern climate our hearthstones blazed with wood 
which we felt was obtained in contravention of no statute, in violation 
of no duty, and without incurring the penalties and fines in former 
statutes denounced. It was a tardy and partial recognition by Con- 
gress of imperative human needs, and it was rejoicingly and thank- 
fully accepted as a partial solution of a most vexed question. 

Thus matters continued until the people of the United States, wearied 
somewhat with the long exercise of that eternal vigilance which is the 
price of liberty, failed to prevent the seizure of the Government by 
parties and policies which failed in comprehending the dictates of pa- 
triotism or the unmistakable lessons of history. A new Commissioner 
of the Land Office entered upon the discharge of his duties burdened 
by an impulse which he supposed was named reform, which impulse 
was born of that conviction which narrow visions sometimes detect 
that existing conditions and policies are wholly wrong, that good gov- 
ernment will only come when everybody in office is turned out, and 
every existing principle and policy reversed, and who, looking through 
a key-hole, imagined he saw the entire horizon. 

The regulations of the Land Department under this section were 
brought under review in the spirit of this supposed statesmanship, and 
the phrase ‘‘ mineral lands,’’ by processes evolved from the brain of this 
new lexicographer, was declared to mean such lands of placer mines as 
beneath the surface contained gold in quantities that would pay for 
working and such superficial area containing quartz mines 600 feet wide 
and 1,500 feet long as the party cutting the timber could show contained 
in the center thereof a vein of quartz profitable for working, and to these 
areas the right to cut timber was rigidly confined. 

- How to ascertain these material tacts until the timber, or some of it, 
was already cut, did not concern the solicitude of the great reformer. 
He therefore placed over that entire region asystem of espionage worthy 
of Southern Europe in the dark ages. Officers of the United States at 
night peered into our windows, and an Administration envying us the 
felicities of a blazing hearthstone in a northern clime traced the wood 
which kindled it to the public domain, and forthwith a great Govern- 
ment, alleged to be benignant, and priding itself upon its humane pol- 
icies, inaugurated a system of petty civil and criminal prosecutions, in 
which it wrecked a few homes, consigned to the bitterness of poverty a 
few brave citizens, introduced the gaunt specter of famine to occasional 
households, destroyed many industrial pursuits, excited the anxiety and 
indignation of the people in a number of States, and if patriotism had not 
been in the American breast an indestructible passion would havedriven 
it trom the people of that portion of our country; and as a compensa- 
tion for all this the Government imprisoned nobody, and although I 
can not aflirm it to be true, it may have collected a thousand dollars. 
This new interpretation enabled the Federal Government to appear in 
those communities in the guise of a country peddler with an assort- 
ment of sawdust, hemlock bark, slabs, lamber, and fire-wood, enforcing 
the payment of the prices it arbitrarily fixed by jail and jury, could fit- 
ting jury have been found. 

During this period the railroad company, which the distinguished 
Senator from Alabama arraignus with such asperity, rendered to the peo- 
ple ot Montana within the limits of its grant a most signal and con- 
siderate service, for which some gratitude is still felt in that far-off re- 
gion. The people of Montana along the line of this road were enabled 
to use the unsurveyed grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
containing timber as a foil against this new method of statesmanship, 
and we survived its existence thereby, without men, women, or cbil- 
dren freezing to death, so far as I know. It was one period in our his- 
tory when we felt thankful that the timber lands within the Northern 
Pacific Railroad grant were not surveyed. 

Atthe end of three years the administration of the land laws in this 
spirit came back to the people for indorsement, bearing its sheaves 
with it, and saying here are the conquests, glories, and spoils of reform; 
but human indignation was at white heat, the people were not to be 
hoodwinked; they would not accept temporary cessation of prosecu- 
tions pending elections as evidence of a change of heart or an atone- 
ment for past outrages, and they proceeded for the third time to enter 
the domain of philology and sit in judgment upon the two lexicogra- 
phers who had been giving definitions of the phrase “mineral lands.’ 

That judgment was that the definition of the honorable Senator from 
Colorado agreed with the benignant purpose of Congress in passing the 
remedial law. Asthe human heartis very elastic, we shall trust to re- 
cover irom the great wrong sought to be perpetrated; but no historian 
need come to Montana and tell our e who is their Duke of Alva. 


Alas, not all of us will recover from the effects of this little episode in 
defining phrases. It lured within its grasp some families who find it 
impossible to escape the consequences. 

Some households, the abode of hope and cheer, where thrift presided 
and a competence was promised, found it impossible to escape the con- 
sequences to them of this little raid of curious statesmanship into the 
domain of dialectics; some fathers and mothers, wrinkled and gray, 
will go to theif graves with their aspirations for their children unful- 
filled; some children aspiring for education and reciting the prayer ot 
Ajax will be denied the gratification of their chiefest ambition; but 
we have at least had a little excursion in the direction of this quality 
of reform. 

Whenever new policies are presented in the name of reform, to the 
rudest of our people, with doubting curiosity they proceed to the ulti- 
mate analysis of those policies, eager to know whether they really 
mean more humane, benignant, and intelligent government, or whether 
they are a new form of deception. I trust the honorable Senator from 
California will agree with me that this effort at reform which I have 
indicated does not deserve repetition. I trust, Mr. President, that in 
what I have said, the result of a clear opinion and under the impell- 
ing conviction of a threatened disaster, I have uttered no word ungra- 
cious to the judicial tribunal involved. 

In the crowded business of that court, in the multiplied causes that 
arise before it, in the haste with which all must be treated, it impugns 
no intelligence that occasional mistakes are made. It only adds to the 
condemnation of the Congress of the United States that it has not long 
since done something to relieve those tribunals of the tooonerous bur- 
dens they bear. I further hope that I have been able to convince the 
Senate that these lands are the property of the United States; that no 
threat hangs over them of serious import unless it arises out of the ad- 
justment by the Secretary of the Interior, who will delay action until 
we can give this necessary legislation, ne doubt. 

Happily the Secretary of the Interior has not thus far acted under 
the section of the law which I have read, nor.has he granted patents 
for any lands in the mineral regions, and therefore it is competent for 
us here and now to declare the significance of his future acts without 
transgressing any part of the Jaw. Iam glad to know that the ablest 
lawyers in this body most familiar with this subject, as also able law- 
yers in the other House, do not justify my apprehension that possibly 
in this act of 1887 such authority as I have intimated exists, and I am 
only strenuous that legislation of this character shall pass to allay 
the solicitudes of the anxious and to guard against possible mistakes. 

If the Secretary has authority to adjust this grant, and such adjust- 
ment implies a determination of whether given land is or is not min- 
eral land, as a complete adjustment must imply the authority to do 
all those things necessary to determine whether it is or is not mineral 
land, and then the patent, omitting the exception of mineral lands, 
would import an absolute title to what was described as the determina- 
tion whether a given tract was or was not mineral had been determined 
by the tribunal so appointed for that purpose, and thenceforth the 
matter was res adjudicata. That there are no sufficient data to enable 
that officer to determine the mineral or non-mineral quality of the land 
— the line of the Northern Pacific Rai according to the fact 

clear. 

If the issue of the patents is incontestable evidence that the Secretary 
of the Interior has passed on the question of the quality of the land, 
certainly we should limit that function or we should forbid such issu- 
ance until he has been given facilities adequate to enable him to know 
the facts. This will require time. It will require the best scientific 
and practical experience and observation which we can bring to bear, 
afford a useful occupation for the officers of the Geological Survey, and 
until the matter is fully settled no further complications of the title to 
our mines should be permitted. 

The act of March 30, 1887, passed in su hostility to these rail- 
road companies, if carried out according to its terms, if that were 
sible, would be a great boon to the companies involved, while its effect 
on the communities involved would be deleterious in the last degree. 
The decisions of the Supreme Court in scope do not cover the questions 
involved in this adjustment, and yet they are with condescension made 
the rule of the adjustment. 

If we have given this great authority to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, we ought to know it. Itinvoves the title to many hundred mill- 
ion dollars’ worth of property now belonging to the United States. 
We ought to give authority to deal with it to some tribunal, con- 
sciously, and not by doubtfulimplications. That tribunal ought to ac- 
cept the power if it is given and comprehend its scope, consequence, 
and significance. It should not discharge clerical duties in a perfanc- 
tory manner, doubtful of their import, intentions, or effect, and there- 
after find that it had conveyed away vast values bel to the Gov- 
ernment without contemplation of such results, and that whereas we 
had imposed on it the determination of the gravest of questions in- 
yolving our right to the mines of the country it had given the matter 
no thought, had abdicated its power, and, shutting its eyes to inquiry, 
had foreclosed all future examination of the question, and by merely 
clerical action had estopped the Government from claiming its own. 
The present Secretary of the Interior, incited by the requirements of 
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section 1 of the act of March 30, 1887, to provide for the adjustment 
of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, 
in his last annual report shows that he feels profoundly the pressure 
of these considerations. He says: 


The question presents itself in regard to the mineral lands lying within the 
grant of the railroads ranning through mineral belts, and which would other 
wise than because of their mineral character be included within the railroad 
grants. Theact of Congress absolutely and unqualifiedly reserves all mineral 
lands from the railroad grants made to the most extended and important rail- 
roads of our country, and this reservation affects the claim of such a road as 
the Northern Pacific to a great part of its land subsidy. 

It also affects toa very considerable degree the Central Pacific and Southern 
Pacitic roads, with some others; and how to determine what are mineral lands 
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at this time, when the roads are claiming their grants, is indeed a difficult and | 


most important matter. Originally it was left to the company to make affida- 
vit in a form adopted by my predecessors and by them deemed sufficient for a 
long while, but by which it was not made necessary for the officer taking the 
oath to swear to his actual knowledge that the land was not mineral. 

Many of the selections made by the railroads under their grants were sup- 
ported by such affidavit, but upon the same coming before the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, he demanded that a further affidavit should be 
made, the same as required from settlers on homestead claims, whereby actual 
knowledge of the fact that the same was not mineral land was required to be 
sworn to. 
claims, made under the regulations at the time existing, are valid and should 
be allowed. 


This the railroad companies have failed to do, insisting that their | 


This question is not yet determined, but it is deemed q matter to which your | 
attention should be invited for the purpose of having, if necessary, some fur- | 


ther legislation upon the subject. On the one hand, it is to be noted that the 
additional affidavit has been required since the selections were claimed ; on the 
other, stands the absolute reservation of the law and the right of the people to 
enjoy these mineral lands, if such, indeed there be, among the selections made 
by the railroads. 

If legislation is not made on this subject the Department will have to decide 
by such light as may be obtained as to the real nature of the lands, whether 
mineral or not, however diflicult the inquiry may be and whatever the responsi- 
bility assumed. It is deemed, however, that a law should be passed by Con- 
gress enabling the Land Department to thoroughly investigate the character of 
lands supposed to be mineral and within the reservation of the law before the 
railroad is entitled to any cession whatever. It would require a considerable 
appropriation for the purpose of investigation and survey; and connected with 
this, authority should be given to the Secretary of the Interior to refuse to cer- 
tify lands to the railroads until there was clear proof that the same were not 
mineral. 

The question is most important. It is far-reaching in its results and may af- 
fect the welfare and independence of many of our citizens. It would not be 


unreasonable to direct that the patents issued should themselves contain a res- | 


ervation of any land therein described if it proved upon further development 
to be actually mineral iand. 

The mineral land should be preserved for our people, and there is no claim 
on the part of the railroads to obtain these sources of vast wealth not intended 
for them that should be humored to the least degree beyond the law 

This I sayin no spirit of hostility to the railroad companies, but from a 


dividing this vast mineral wealth among individuals rather than by allowing 
it by any means to fall into possession and control of large corporations. It is 
not intended to be granted to ther nd they should not be allowed to obtain 
it by default. Sufficient means of Proving exactly what the character of the 
land is should be provided. 


‘There are in this divisign also some 2,129 suspended entries. It is desirable 
that 2 re-examination of these cases should be had,as it is believed that it 
would lead to the granting of patents in many cases. It is intended that ad- 
ditional proof shall be called fer, and the entries either canceled for failure of 
the claimants to meet such requirement, or, if the proofs authorize it, the pat- 
ents issued. 

I conceive the Secretary discusses an immaterial question, Behind 
the form lies the fact. In North Dakota the information and belief of 
the agent would be enough; in the western half of Montana not the 
knowledge of one witness would be conclusive against common fame 
and hills seamed with rich veins of gold and silver. 

Not expressing an opinion whether the Secretary has or has not been 
given such authority, [ only wish tosay that doubt whether it has been 
conterred or no will not justify or palliate aslovenly, careless, or erro- 
neous discharge of his duty if it is once entered on by that officer. [i 
he shall conclude that such authority has been conferred on him by 
Congress by implication from acts already passed, and Congress shall 
not further interfere, and he shall further conclude that he must ex- 
cept by metes and bounds out of the grant and patent all mineral lands 
and give lieu lands therefor, he must then make it certain that he de- 
scribes in his patents no mineral lands whatever. 

To render this clear he must have examined all the lands within the 
grant, as to what were excepted because claimed, and what were ex- 
cepted because reserved, and what were excepted because they are 
mineral. Authority to make this examination thorough and complete 
is vested in him by implication, or he has no present authority to enter 
upon an inquiry of the quality of the lands at all. 

_A recent decision of the Secretary of the Interior overruling the de- 
cision in Franceeur vs. Newhouse yet clings to a forlorn fragment of 
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ling or enlarging a grant, for 
s of the word ‘‘ known’”’ before the word 


leaves the will of Congress supreme. 


word for the purpose of changing its meat 
bids the insertion in these act 


“*mineral lands,’’ and 





Che conclusions at which I have arrived are the result of much pains 
taking reflection, born of a desire to arrive at the very pith and mar- 
row of the question. They nave b ibmitted to no one’s revision, 
and are simply my owr. I can not say whom they will satisfy, and I 
have no contidence in them ¢ pt as they are severely st. Taking 
these rights as we find them, i time that ine all the 
controversies pertaini ) it measures ot y uic Improve 
ment. 

It is a luxury to stand in this Hall and rep ! | ( ly 
above desire to do wrong, even to a railroad corporation hos« | 
gence will swiftly penetrate the motive of any person who should ap 


» not dictated by th 
Chey believe with the great orator of antiquity 
that it is the glory of every weil regulated state to maintain the pub 
lic faith and be true to all its engagements. They do not stop, ther 
io inquire whether it were wise or unwise during the period of 
our civil war to bind ocean shore to ocean shore by bands of steel. To 


the men of that day, charged with graver responsibilities 


peal to their prejudices to incite th 


em to any cours 
immutable justice. 


iore 


than had be, 


fore fallen to the lot of mortals, it seemed wise to grant thes 


great re 
wards for these great improvements. 
Phere is no appeal from that judgment. The improvements stand, 
monuments of an enterprise and patriotism which knows no precedent 
and has saffered no diminution. Whatever burdens that judgment 
may impose we shall cheerfully bear. Speaking for myself in the light 
of subsequent events, I am glad to say that the wisdom of those gr: 
men has been justified by the event and that no person who con 


eivea 
or assisted in these great undertakings need suffer regret or 


Siiame 
Because of this desire to be just we can appropriately iusist that noth 
ing more shall be given than that which was promised. 

In the heady contentions which throng the hours of legislation we 
must stop and consider the gravity of this situation. I have sought to 
make as plain asI could in the time I have occupied the views ot those 
who think with me that the profound solicitudes heretofore manifested 
to our citizens oul 
mineral domain have been the dictate of patriotism and statesmanship, 
adequate, indeed, to the end in view, but requiring from time to time 


ugress in these railroad grants to preserve 





| reassertion and re-enforcement, that their results may continue with un 


| belittle the gravity of the situation. 


that case, that the patent precludes all claims adverse to the railroad | 


company. When no vestige of the doctrine that the courts may grant 


what Congress reserves is eliminated, and he shall proceed to ascertain | 


what function remains in him under authority of the first section of 


the act of March 3, 1887, and either proceeds or deciines to proceed | 


thereunder, we shall have reached a correct solution of this vexing 
question. 

But if he finds that by that section authority is given him to dete: 
mine the question without appropriation adequate to enable him to 
probe the question to the very and ultimate fact, he should decline to 
exercise the authority thus given. The case of Newhall vs. Sanger, in 


the ninety-second volume of the Reports of the Supreme Court, which | 


affirms that courts have not authority to insert in an act of Congress a 


| 


| abated vigor. 
thorough conviction that the best interests of the Republic would be served by | 


‘That the subject concerns the people of the State which I have th 
honor in part to represent on this floor more than it does the people 
of the other States may be true, but it is of lasting importance to al! 
our citizens wherever they abide. To the citizens who pursue the pre 
carious search for precious metals we have unlocked the great treasur 
house of our mountains, and brushing aside the narrower views which 
from immemorial time have prevailed, and deeming no reward too 
great and nothing of ours too good, have invited them to possess thi 
goodly land. 

Over this wide expanse, through the western confines of the United 
States, stretch these millions of acres, containing vast mineral wealth, 
the ownership of which, it is popularly thought, is in doubt. Be- 
cause I disagree to that proposition does not, in my own estimation, 
These prospectors are not law 
they can not examine legal authorities and determine abstruse 
or complex questions of law for themselves, but they must rely on the 
popular judgment for their conclusions, 

It therefore results that this large class of men are haunted with the 
apprehension that their most valuable discoveries upon your unsu! 
veyed lands, where nearly all of your mineral wealth lies, will be found 
when the surveys shall be extended thereto, upou an odd-numbered 
section and within the limits of these grants. ‘Taking advantage o 
these apprehensions, shrewd capitalists day by day are purchasin 
mines of great value for the merest pittance, alarming the fears of th 
prospector as to his title and threatening him with 
road companies or their grantees, 

It is for these men that I appeal. They should know that a discov- 
ered mine, whenever found, by the mere fact of ita existence, assert 
its exemption from this grant and becomes subject to our laws touch- 
ing the disposition of mineral land They know the 
of this mineral heritage; they have seen its influence in 
national prosperity and ennobling national chara 
as do I, that any omission on our part to asss 
sailed, or to strengthen it against insidious att 
cusable and ignoble abdication. 

I know, Mr. President, to the 
and I should be unable, 
make t to a discussion by any form in which 
I could dressit. The honorable chairman of the Committee on Com 
merce, the other day, painting the consequences upon our national 
life and character of an abandonment by us of our share of the do 
minion of the sea, was able to stir the blood of the 
American. 

He knows, as we all know, that if weshould abandon that dominion, 
if we should lose ambition to enlarge it or hope of regaining it; if we 
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priceless valur 
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er, and they think 
rt our title to it when as 


would be an inex- 


popular mind the dullnessof my theme, 
were | less earnest and therefore in a mood to 
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shonld strike our flag where it floats to foreign nations, sell our great 
battle-ships and give our beautiful San Francisco, Boston, Chicayo, 
and Vhiladelphia and all our Navy to the harpies or the sea kingsof 
other lands, it would be conclusive proof that the end of the Ameri- 
can Republic was near. Thenceforward we could take no pride in the 
renown of the Republic; our conquests, glories, and triumphs would 





go fer vothing. Iu a not lesser degree is our dominion and pride of 


possession of our mines of precious metals evidence of national spirit 
and patriotiam, and indifference to their title would indicate a like 
decadence. 

Men do not always analyze the impelling source of their self-con- 
sciousness or pride; but feel that seli-consciousness as profoundly never- 
theless, and 1 doubt not but that Marshal], Comstock, and all the host 


of mining prospectors and discoverers, however rude of garb or un- | 


learned in metaphysics, were as proud over the great discoveries that 
they made of mines of precious metals as was the immortal Winslow 
when he saw the last mast of the Alabama sinking beneath the waters 
of the English Channel. 

They can not travel from the St, Croix to San Diego, or from the 
Flattery Rocks to the Florida Keys and look upon the great buildings 
which cities have erected, the more modest homes which are the abode 
of private citizens, without reflecting that their achievements and sac- 
rifices had perhaps done something to make these things possible, and 
however little of material wealth they gathered from the great discov- 
eries they made, this consciousness was forever with them and was a 
great reward. [But for that fact I believe the business of prospecting 
for gold and silver mines or extracting precious metals from the ground 
would long since have ceased to be an individual industry and would 
have to be conducted by the great nations of the earth to secure suffi- 
cient of the precious metals tor currency, or other materials be made 
the measure of pecuniary values. 

No material compensation adequate to the labor spent rewards this 
industry; but it is pursued with a zeal and intentness as great as that 
with which the sailor follows the perils, toils, and disappointments of 
thesea. Weare therefore adjured by every consideration of patriotism, 
pride, and justice to assert wherever unlawfully questioned our domin- 
ion, authority, and power over all our heritage of precious metals wher- 
ever hidden that we may say to those citizens to wham we have prof- 
fered their extraction, ‘*‘ Here for you is the scene of your conquests, the 
reward of your labors, and the abode of your power.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. lask unanimous consent to call up Order of Busi- 
ness 2019, being House bill 11272, a little bill which came from the 
Committee on Public Lands. I think it will take only a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is very much embarrassed 
by requests for unanimousconsent when there isevidently not a quorum 
present. The Chair thinks that less than a quoram can not give unani- 
mous consent for the performance of any business that requires the pres- 
ence of aquorum. ‘The Chair does not desire to be exacting and has 
no wish to interfere with the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 desire to inquire if there is any business that can 
be done without a quorum, and on the suggestion of the want of a 
quorum the rule then plainly indicates what is to be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that when busi- 
ness has been regularly taken up and is under consideration it may 
proceed without the inquiry being too minutely made, but when the 
effort is made to change an order of business recognized by a majority 
of the Senate, by less than a quorum, the Chair thinks it isadeparture 
from parliamentary rule that ought not to be tolerated. 

Mr. SAWYER. I withdraw the request, Mr. President. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not wish to delay the action of 
the Senate upon this report or at this time toenter into a general dis- 
cussion of the policy of granting lands to States and corporations for 
public improvements, or to inguire which political party, if either, is 
most responsible for the policy. If the policy is right, both political 
parties are entitled to credit forit. If itis unwise, both of the political 
parties are responsible for it. 

It is a condition, not a theory, that confronts us. The question is 
whether the Senate will agree to the conference report which provides 
for the forfeiture of what are commonly termed the unearned lands 
which have been granted to States and corporations for publicimprove- 
ment. 

Ever since I became a member of the Sevate I have been instant in 
season and out of season in endeavoring to secure the forfeiture of the 
lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company for the con- 
struction of that portion of its road which was to extend from Wallula 
to Portland, a distance of some 214 miles, a line of road which has not 
been constructed by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, but which 
has been constructed by another company; at least a road has been con- 
stracted over the same route and between the same points which an- 
swers the purpose intended to be secured by the Congressional grant. 

I came into the Senate with certain fixed views upon the questions 
involved in the proposition to forfeit land grants, which have not been 
changed. 

Mr. MORGAN rose, 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the Senator desire to interrupt me? 

Mr. MORGAN, I was going to makean inquiry of the Senator, but 
1 do not wish to break his remarks. : 
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) as to any sections of the road, the title to the grant as to completed 
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Mr. DOLPH. I will listen to the inquiry. 

| Mr. MORGAN, Iwant to ask the Senator from Oregon if he knows 
what are the relations between the road he has just been speaking of, 
between Wallula and Portland, and the Northern Pacific. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think there is no relation between the companies, 
| unlessitisa traffic arrangement, by which the trainsor carsof the North- 
ern Pacific can be run over the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
| pany’s road. The Oregon Railway and Navigation Company’s road, 
as I understand, is leased to the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, 
| which isa branch of the Uniou Pacific. The Union Pacific having 
| guarantied the payment of the rent by the Short Line to the Oregon 

Railway and Navigation Company, it was originally intended that 
| the lease should be a joint lease by the Union Pacific and by the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, but that scheme, as I understand it, 
was never carried ont, and the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany is, under present arrangements, part of the Union Pacific system. 
If there is any arrangement whatever between the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company and the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company 
or the Union Pacific Railroad Company concerning the Oregon Rail- 
way and Navigation Company’s road between Wallula and Portland, 
it must be some traffic arrangement by which the cars of the Northern 
Pacific may be run over the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company’s 
line. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator know whether the Northern Pa- 
cific owns any stock or any controlling interest of any kind in the 
Oregon Railway and Navigation Company’s road ? " 

Mr. DOLPH. So far as I have any knowledge on the subject, the 
Northern Pacific does not own any stock in the Oregon Railway and 
Navigation Company. The majority of the stock is owned by the 
Union Pacific Company and the balance of it is owned by individ- 
uals. Iam reminded by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] 
of a matter with which I was already familiar through the press re- 
ports, which is that the Union Pacific is now building a rival line to 
that of the Northern Pacific from Portiand to the Sound, 

As I was proceeding to say when interrupted, I came into the Senate 





with certain fixed opinions upon the legal propositions which are in- 
volved in the forfeiture of land grants, opinions which have not been 
changed by subsequent reflection and examination, but which have 
been strengthened by subsequent decisions of the courts. These propo- 
sitions may be stated briefly as follows: That the land grants of the 
Northern Pacific and of all the land-grant railroad companies or to 
States for their benefit are grants in prasenti upon condition-subse- 
quent, are grants of agiven number of sections, usually of odd sections, 
upon each side of the road when locatgd, not already reserved nor sold 
by the Government or subject to pre-emption and homestead claims, 
with the right in most cases of the companies to select lands within 
indemnity limits specified in the granting acts in lieu of the Jands in 
place which are found not to have been subject to the grant. Until 
the location of the line of the road the grant is what is called afloat. 
| When the line is located the grant becomes fixed as to the lands in 
place, and the title of the company attaches to definite sections, sub- 
| ject to be defeated by non-performance of the conditions of the grant. 

The law in regard to conditions-subsequent in grants and conveyance 
has been settled for many years. It is, briefly, that no one but the 
grantor can take advantage of the non-performance of the condition, 
and that if the grantor does not take advantage of the non-performance 
of the condition and enter for condition broken before the condition is 
performed the grant becomes absolute and indefeasible. This law, as 
I understand it, has been applied by the courts to the Government as 
a grantor as between it and States and railroad companies. Therefore, 
if the Government, which in this respect can only act through Con- 
gress, has not done some act equivalent to entering for a breach of the 
conditions upon which a grant was made before the condition is per- 
formed, the title to the grant by such per’ormance becomes indefeasi- 
ble. 

It is, on account of this state of the law, the opinion of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and I believe of a majority of the Senate, that 
where lands were granted to a State or toa corporation for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of a railroad and Congress has not de- 
clared a forfeiture of lands until the road has been completed as a whole 


road has become indefeasible and the lands are not subject to disposal 
by Con . 

But i have gone further, and the committee has also, as I understand. 
I believe that, admitting the power of Congress to forfeit lands which 
have been earned by the construction of the road, though not within the 
time limited in the act, it would not be justice to deprive the railroad 
companies and their stockholders and creditors of the lands after Con- 
gress has stood by and allowed the road to be built upon the credit of 
the land grant and upon the faith that it would permit the lands to be 
retained by the company. 

I go further and | affirm that if there was no question of the power of 
Congress and no question of justice involved between Congress and the 
railroad companies, it would not be a wise thing to uproot all the 
titles to iands sold by the companies, as, for instance, along the line of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad now constracted from Bismarck to Wal- 
lula, but that the best thing for the publicdnterest, the best thing for 
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the people who have settled upon the lands and obtained title from the 
railroad company, the best thing for all concerned would be not to 
leave, as we do in this bill, the title of those lands for the future action 
of Congress, but to provide affirmatively for the confirmation of the 
title of the railroad company. ; ; 

Proceeding upon this theory the Committee on Public Lands re- 
ported to the Senate and the Senate passed a bill, which the House of 
Representatives has passed substantially as it passed the Senate, to for- 
feit all lands granted to States or railroad companies opposite to un- 
completed road. It is universal in its application. 


or what the intention of Congress is. The intention is to forfeit all 
lands which have not been earned by the construction of road either in 
time or out of time and to restore them to the public domain. 


A suggestion has been made, as I understand, by the Senator from | 


Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] that this section or some other provision in 
this bill confirms the lands not forfeited. I shall be very glad if such 
a construction shall be put upon it, for I would not be unwilling to 
vote for an act of confirmation. But such is not the effect of the act. 
T do not believe that the action of Congress in entering, if I may use 
that expression, in reclaiming a portion of these lands, for a breach of 
the condition will preclude it from exercising that right in the future 
as to other lands, if the right exists. 

Now, Mr. President, when we undertake to forfeit these land grants 
we find that there are other questions besides the question of forfeiture 
to deal with. Take the Northern Pacific grant asanexample. Its 
board of directors resolved that they would give notice to the world 
that people qualified to hold lands might go upon the lands of the com- 
pany in advance of the construction of the road, settle upon and im- 
prove them, and that when they were earned such persons should have 
the prior right to purchase them at the valuation fixed by the com- 
pany. ‘The last resolution of the company upon the subject fixed the 
value at $2.60 an acre. Under this invitation many people went upon 
these unearned lands under what amounted to a license from the rail- 
road company. A resolution of the board of directors authorized it 
and held out the promise that they should be preferred as purchasers, 
and if they notified the company of their settlement upon the land 
undoubtedly that amounted to alicense tooccupy the land. Others, I 
understand, have gone upon railroad lands with less formality, perhaps 
being ignorant as to what was required under the resolution I have re- 
ferred to, with the intention of becoming the purchasers of the Jands 
from the railroad company when they were earned. 

There will undoubtedly be some friction between persons who are 
already on railroad lands forfeited by this act and persons who seek to 
become settlers upon them, although they have been occupied and 
improved by others, under the homestead, pre-emption, and other laws 
of the United States. It seemed to be but common justice to under- 
take to protect the interests of all classes of persons who will seek to 
purchase these lands, and for these reasons the provision was inserted 
in the bill which I understand was criticised by the Senator from Ala- 
bama authorizing the purchase of certain of these lands from the Gov- 
ernment by those who had gone upon them under license from, orcon- 
tract with, the railroad companies and with the expectation of becom- 
ing the purchasers of them from the companies when they were earned. 

The railroad company allowed one person to purchase 320 acres of 
land. The committee have provided, therefore, that any person who 
in good faith went upon these lands prior to the 1st of January, 1888, 
under a license from the railroad company and with a bona fide inten- 
tion of acquiring the company’s title shall have the right within a 
definite period, after the forfeiture is declared, to purchase the land oc- 
cupied by him from the Government at a dollar and a quarter an acre. 
This does not prevent such persons from obtaining the land under the 
homestead, pre-emption, and other land laws if they are qualified, and 
the bill agreed upon by the conference committee contains a section 
which provides affirmatively that persons in possession of these lands 
may take them under the homestead law if qualified to take under that 
law, and that their residence shall date from the time they entered 
upon the lands, and further, that if they have undertaken to secure a 
homestead or pre-emption claim, and have failed for any reason, they 
may take a second homestead under this act. 

Then there is another provision which was criticised by the Senator 
from Alabama and which I explained to him briefly by interrupting 
him in his speech, a provision that if it shal] be found or finally deter- 
mined that any of the lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
forfeited by this act lie north of the line called the Harrison line, the 
parties who have purchased such lands from the railroad company, or 
its assigns, shall have a definite period after that fact is ascertained to 
purchase the lands at $2.50 an acre from the Government. And this 
right to purchase is without limitation as to quantity, because these 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SE 





lands have been sold and conveyed as private property for years and | 


several original purchases are now held by one person. 
_ As I said to the Senator from Alabama, the difficulty in this matte: 
is to determine where the terminal line of the earned lands is. If the 


line is drawn in one direction across the track, the railroad company | 


would have the right, the lands would prove to be railroad lands, and 
there would be no necessity for the persons holding the railroad title 
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to purchase their lands from the United States, If, however, it is de- 
termined that the terminal line of the grant as earned should be drawn 
across the track in another direction, then such line leaves a triangular 
piece of land, a fan-like shaped piece of land, between the two lines 
which would be forfeited under this bill. 

The Senator complained that these parties are not allowed to purchase 
from the United States until it is finally determined that the lands 
claimed by them are forfeited under this bill, 


Thev should not be re- 


| quired to purchase the lands of the Government until it is finally de- 
There is no favor- | 
itism shown; there is no question as to what the meaning of the act 


termined that the lands belong to the United States. They have aright 
to rely upon their title from the railroad company until the legality of 
their title is determined, and the only object of the committee was to 
provide that the people who have lived for a decade or longer upon 
lands and have improved them and made them valuable shall not be 
turned out of their homes if they are found not to be a portion of the 
grant earned by the railroad company. 

So careful was the committee that no additional advantage should 
be gained by the State or any railroad company by this legislation, 


| that no additional right should be conferred, that the area of the land 


granted should not be increased, that they provided in section 6 of the 
bill: 


hat no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall by rea- 
son of such forfeiture inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which 
a may have been granted by Congress, except as herein otherwise pro 
vided - 


That is to say, that no State or corporation shall take any of the 
lands forteited by this bill under any other grant because they are for- 
feited by this bill and restored to the public domain— 
nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of land originally covered 
by any such grant 

Now follows an important provision, considered with reference to 
what has been said by the Senator from Montana about mineral lands 
in Montana and elsewhere— 
orto confer any right upon any State, corporation, or person to lands which 
were excepted from such grant, Norshall the moiety of the lands granted to 
any railroad company on account of a main and a branch line appertaining to 
uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within the conflicting limits of the 
grants for such mainand branch lines, when but one of such lines has been com- 
pleted, inure, by virtue of the forfeiture hereby declared, to the benefit of the 
completed line. 

Here is an express provision that none of the lands forfeited shall be 
taken by any railroad company or any State under any other grant; 
that the area of lands granted to any company shall not be enlarged 
by this act; that no corporation or person shall under the provisions of 
this act obtain any right to any lands which were excepted from its 
original grant, whether they be mineral or otherwise. 

As I have said, there will undoubtedly be considerable controversy 
in the final adjustment of these railroad grants between settlers and 
would-be settlers under the land laws of the United Statesand grantees 
of the railroad company, but this is inevitable, and the sooner adjust- 
ment is made the better for all parties. Congress has from time to 
time undertaken to facilitate the adjustment of these controversies, and 
in a way to be beneficial to all parties. By the act of June 22, 1874, 
it was provided— 

That in the adjustment of all railroad land grants, whether made directly to 
any railroad company or to any State for railroad purposes, if any of the lands 
granted be found in the possession of an actual settler whose entry or filing has 
been allowed under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United States 
subsequent to the time at which, by the decision of the land office, the right of 
said road was declared to have attached to such lands, the grantees, upon @ 
proper relinquishment of the lands so entered or filed for, shall be entitled to 
select an equal quantity of other lands in lieu thereof from any of the public 
lands not mineral and within the limits of the grant not otherwise appropri- 
ated at the date of selection, to which they shall receive title the same as though 
originally granted. 

With a proviso making exceptions preserving all rights of persons 
which have intervened. 

While that provision is not in derogation of.the rights of the railroad 
companies, it is in the interest of the settler and provided a way of ad- 
justment between railroad companies and settlers by which the rail- 
road companies might voluntarily relinquish their title to the lands 
which had been settled upon under the homestead or pre-emption laws 
and receive other lands in lieu theroof. I understand that the practi- 
cal working of that act has been very beneticial. It will be observed 
that this act only related to homestead and pre-emption settlers whose 
entries had been allowed. 

Now, to supplement that act and to provide for another and a less 
meritorious class of persons, persons who had insisted upon settling 
upon railroad lands notwithstanding they were withdrawn from set- 
tlement and notwithstanding they were informed by the local lan? 
officers that their entries could not be allowed, Congress has during the 
present session passed another act which I had the honor to report from 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands, and by which it is provided— 

That the privileges granted by the aforesaid act approved June 22, 1874- 

The one which I have just quoted from— 
are hereby extended (subject to the provisos, limitations, and restrictions 
thereof) to all persons entitled to the right of homestead or pre-emption under 
the laws of the United States, who have resided upon and improved for five 


years lands granted to any railroad company, but whose entries or filings have 
not for any canse been admitted to record 
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I have no doubt that under this provision the railroad companies in 
many instances will find it to their interest to relinquish to homestead 
and pre-emption settlers who have gone upon the railroad lands in ig- 
norance or in defiance of the law and the rales of the Interior Depart- 
ment and to take other lands in their place. There is nothing com- 

ulsory upon them; but the inducement to them is that they may se- 
ect other lands in lieu of those relinquished and secure settlers upon 
their granted lands, which will add to the traffic of their roads, 

Now, another act was passed, one which has been criticised and 
commented upon by the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], ap- 
proved on the 3d day of March, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads and for the forfeiture of uncarned lands, and for 
other purposes.’’ The first section provides— 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to immediately adjust, in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, each of the railroad land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads and heretofore unadjusted. 

The Senator from Montana appears to think that some additional 
power is here conferred upon the Secretary of the Interior to determine 
the character of the lands listed by a railroad company, and that it 
may be that authority has been conferred upon him by this act to cer- 
tify and patent to the railroad companies lands which they would not 
take under the provisions of the original granting acts. But I do not 
so understand the effect of the first section of this act. The grant to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company of lands to aid in the construc- 
tion of its road is made by the third section of the act, which is as fol- 
lows: 

And be it further enacted, That there be, and hereby is, granted to the “ North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company,” its successors and assigns, for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of said railroad and telegraph line to the Pacific coast, 
and to secure the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, munitions 
of war, and public stores over the route of said line of railway, every alternate 
section of public land, not mineral, designated by odd numbers, to the amount 
of 20 alternate sections per mile, on each side of said railroad line, as said com- 
pany may adopt, through the Territories of the United States, and 10 alternate 
sections of land per-mile on each side of said railroad whenever it passes 
through any State, and whenever, on the line thereof, the United States have 
full title, not reserved, seld, granted, or otherwise appropriated, and free from 
pre-emption or other claims or rights at the time the line of said road is defi- 
nitely fixed, and a plat thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office; and whenever, prior to said time, any of said sections or 
parts of sections shall have been granted, sold, reserved, occupied by home- 
stead settlers, or pre-empted, or otherwise disposed of, other lands shall be se- 
lected by said company in lieu thereof, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, in alternate sections, and designated by odd numbers, not more 
than 10 miles beyond the limits of said alternate sections. 


By the fourth section it is provided that whenever the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company shall have 25 consecutive miles of any portion 
of its railroad constructed, commissioners shall be appointed to ex- 
amine and report as to whether the road has been completed in a good 
and substantial and workmanlike manner. I now quote from the 
fourth section: 

And patents of lands as aforesaid shall be issued to said company, confirming 
to said company the right and title to said lands situated opposite to and con- 
terminous with said completed section of said road. 

Mr. President, it must be apparent to every one that under the grant- 
ing act to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company—and the same is 
true of every other act of a similar character—the duty of ‘adjusting 
the grant was devolved upon the Secretary of the Interior. A given 
namber of sections of land were granted in place; lands which had 
been sold or reserved or were claimed under the homestead or pre-emp- 
tion act or other land laws of the United States were excepted from the 
grant. It was then provided that whenever 25 miles of road were 
built it should be examined, andif properly constructed the President 
should cause patents to be issued to the company for the granted lands 
adjacent to the road. These provisions necessarily involve a segrega- 
tion of the lands excepted by the grant from those covered by the 
grant, and that is an adjustment of the grant. Thatadjustment should 

ve been proceeded with as the construction of the road progressed; 
and if the officers of the Government had obeyed the law and the lands 
had been surveyed they might have been selected as the road was built. 

Now, all that Congress has done in the first section of the act of 1887 
a provide that this adjustment shall proceed at once. It is pro- 
v : 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to immediately adjust, in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court. 
each of the railroad land grants made by Congress te aid in the construction of 
railroads and heretofore unadjusted. 


So far at least as the power of the Secretary to approve land to the 
land-grant companies is concerned, it does not change the law as it 
was before its enactment. His power ander the act of 1887 is not in- 
creased, but he is required to proceed and do what the original grant- 
ing act required him to do, but which had not been done. 

_ The necessity for this provision was very apparent to Congress at ihe 
time it was made. Early in the Forty-ninth Congress when a bill was 
pending providing for the taxation of railroad lands after they were 
surveyed, and it was charged that the railroad companies were in de- 
fault in not selecting their lands and not paying the cost of selection, 
the cost of survey, the cost of patenting, etc., I offered acom ive 
resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Interior for informa- 


tion on all these points. That resolution elicited the information 
that the Northern Pacific Company at least was not in default in pay- 
ment of the cost of selecting, of patenting, or of surveying its lands. 
But it elicited the further information that there had been selected by 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company up to the time that resolution 
was answered, 11,246,421.32 acres ot lands as a part of their grant, 
7,903,026.25 acres being within the granted limits, and 3,343,395.07 
acres within the indemnity limits. These lists of selected lands as ap- 
peared from the dates of the selection had lain for yearsin the Interior 
Department without action there. The answer of the Secretary also 
contained a statement of the lands which had been patented and which 
I will read. There had been patented in Minnesota 743,573.44 acres 
and in Washington 3,016.08 acres, or a total of 746,589.52 acres. 

After the lapse of nearly twenty years from the time of the con- 
struction of a considerable portion of its road, less than three-quarters o1 
a million acres had been patented to the company, while there lay and 
had lain for years in the Interior Department lists amounting to over 
11,000,000 acres of lands awaiting theadjustment which was provided 
for in the original grantingact. This delay not only caused inconven- 
ience and loss to the railroad company, but inconvenience and loss to 
every one who had anything to do with the public lands within the 
granted limits, because it is a matter of public importance that the 
public should be informed which are railroad lands and which are not. 

3ut the act of 1887 contained other remedial provisions in the inter- 
est of the settlers, provisions made for the purpose of avoiding, as far 
as possible, controversy and conflict of interest between the railroad 
companies and their grantees and settlers under the land laws. It 
provided— 

That if it shall appear, upon the completion of such adjustments respectively, 
or sooner, that lands have been from any cause heretofore erroneously certi- 
fied or patented by the United States to or for the use or benefit of any com- 
pany claiming by, through, or under grant from the United States, to aid in the 
construction of a railroad, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to thereupon demand trom such company a relinquishment or reconveyance 
° on United States of all such lands, whether within granted or indemnity 

It further provided that if any railroad company, upon such de- 
mand, does not relinquish or release such lands, the Attorney-General 
should cause suit to be instituted to cancel the patents. By the third 
section itis provided— 

That if, in the adjustment of said grants, it shall appear that the homestead 
or onan entry of any bona fide settler has been erroneously canceled on 
aceountof any railroad grant or the withdrawal of public lands from market, 
such settler upon application shall be reinstated in all his rights and allowed to 
perfect his entry by complying with the public-land laws. 

And by the fourth section it is provided— 

That as to all lands, except those mentioned in the foregoing section— 


That is, those to which there were once bona fide pre-emption and 
homestead rights which had been erroneously canceled and are. now 
restored— 
which have been so erroneously certified or nted as aforesaid, and which 
have been sold by the grantee company to citizens of the United States, or to 
persons who have declared their intention to become such citizens, the person 
or persons so purchasing in good faith, his heirs or assigns, shall be entitled to 
the land so pees, upon making proof of the fact of such purchase at the 

roper land office, within such time and under such rules as may be prescribed 
y the of the Interior, after the grants respectivel 1 have been 
adjusted ; and patents of the United States shall issue therefor. 

Section 5 contains another and similar provision for the benefit of 
settlers. It provides— 

That where any said ~oety shall have sold to citizens of the United States, 
or to persons who have their intention to become such citizens, as a 
of its grant, lands not conveyed to or for the use of such company, said 
ands being the numbered sections prescribed in the grant, and being contermi- 
nous with the constructed of said road, and where the lands sosold are for 
any reason excepted from of the grant to said company, it shall 
be lawful for the bona fide thereof from said company to make pay- 
ment to the United States for said lands at the ordinary Government price for 
like lands, and thereupon patents shall issue therefor to the said bona fide pur- 
chaser, his heirs or assigns. 


Mr. President, it will be seen that while this act of 1887 does not en- 
large the power of the Secretary of the Interior to determine what lands 
have been granted and what have not been granted within the in- 
demnity limits, it does contain several provisions beneficial to the set- 
tler and calculated to relieve, in a large measure, the friction between 
the railroad companies and its grantees and settlers under the public- 
land laws. 

The Senator from Montana has dwelt at length and very ably upon 
the question as to whether mineral lands, except coal andiron, pass to 
the eau Pacific Railroad Company and other land- t com- 
panies, either under the granting act at the time the map of final loca- 
tion is filed with the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or at 
the time of and by the adjustment of the grant by the ent of 
the Interior, either in accordance with the provisions of grantin: 
act or under the act of 1887. Nothing is clearer than that it was no’ 
the intention of to grant mineral lands, except those men- 
tioned in the act, and iron; but it is not clear how or at what time 
or by what tribunal the mineral or non-mineral character of the lands 
is to be determined. 

As I have already shown, it is the duty of the Secretary of the In- 
terior under the granting act to segregate the railroad lands from other 
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lands, The selection of lieu lands could only be made under his di- 
rection, and thereiore the selections must be approved by him, and that 
amounts to a segregation of lands which the railroad company are en- 
titled to take from the public domain. Thiscan only be done, at least 
so far as the amount of lieu lands is concerned, atter it has been de- 
termined what lands the company take within the granted limits. 

Now, one thing is certain. Whatever rights the grantees of these 
railroad grants took under the granting act, whatever rights they will 
acquire under the adjustment of their grant, that is by the segregation 
of the lands to which they are entitled from those to which they are 
not entitled in place, and the approval of their lists of selected lands, 
are beyond the power of Congress. Whenever the conditions of a grant 
have been complied with the act of Congress making it becomes a con- 
tract between the railroad company and its grantees. The rights of 
the railroad company are then beyond the power of legislation. Ifa 
company took mineral lands under the granting act, or if the granting 
act can be so construed that whenever the lands to which it is entitled 
are segregated trom other lands and patented,they take them with the 
minerals afterwards discovered and the question of the title of the lands 
has passed beyond the power of Congress. 

At all events, as the bill just reported from the conference commit- 
tee proceeds upon the theory that the railroad lands which had not 
been earned by the construction of a road shall be forfeited, and that 
the railroad lands adjacent to a road which has been constructed 
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even at the time shall not be forfeited and that Congress has no power | 


to forfeit them, no provision affecting the right of the company to the 
mineral land would be consistent with the general provisions of this bill. 
The most that Congress can do, and I am quite willing te join in that, 
is to provide by law regulations for the adjustment of these railroad 


grants in accordance with the terms of the original granting act, if | 


such regulations are necessary. 

Mr. President, after years of effort a bill for the forfeiture of un- 
earned land grants has passed the House of Representatives, a similar 
bill having three times passed the Senate. It would bea very great 
mistake, I think, to lose what has been done by failing to agree to the 
conference report, to lose the opportunity to secure the forfeiture of all 
the lands granted to railroad companies which, in the opinion of a ma- 
jority of this body, it is competent for Congress to forfeit. I repeat, 
it would bea great mistake not to let this bill become a law which 
would forfeit all the lands now within our power to forfeit, leaving it 
open for the future action of Congress, if competent for Congress to 
take any farther action, to deal with the lands not forfeited by the 
proposed act. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the question now before the Senate 
is so trite, is one which has been so long pending in one shape and 
another, and is one with which I have been under certain constraint 
to speak to so often, that’I approach its consideration now with some- 
thing akin to aversion. It is or ought to be the last act in what might 
be called the land-grant drama, the first event of which occurred forty 
years ago the 20th day of this month, on which date the first grant of 
public land for the construction of a railroad in the United States he- 
camealaw. Including thatact there have been granted, not nominally, 
but actaally, of lands which have passed to railroad companies by 
reason of the constraction of roads and of lands which will pass by the 
administration of the trust yet to be concluded, probably one hundred 
million acres, with the result of the direct promotion of the construc- 


motion of the construction of perhaps twice as many miles more. 
I think it is safe tosay that in the neighborhood of fully one-third, 
perhaps, of the construction of the railroad mileage of the United 
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be repeated. The wisdom of the policy taken as a whole may, as I said 
before, well be doubted, but it was the natural and inevitable out 
growth of the ambition of th It has run its day. 
It is time it was concluded. 


American people 


he demand for the forfeiture of unearned land grants, using a well- 
worn term, began to be expressed about the year 1875. It grew into 
volume and vehemence during the two or three su ling years, and 
has been a part of the demand all the succeeding time, voiced in na- 
tional platforms, manifested in different ways in Congress, with two 
differing opinions as to how and to what extent, upon what basis and 


plan this system should finally be closed ont. 

Until the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Schu t 
vs. Harriman the general public impression, and I think perhaps the 
almost universal impression of the bar of the United States, was to the 
effect that when the time named in the granting act for the completion 
of a given railroad for the benefit of which a grant of land was made 
had arrived, the landa reverted by the operation of law to the public 
domain, and that nothing the railroad company could thereafter do 
would in any wise entitle it to any of the lands granted and which had 
thus reverted. That decision of the Supreme Court was rendered in 
1874. Iam reminded by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
that another decision which I was going to refer to was rendered be- 
fore and notsubsequent, although it did notattractattention, announe- 
ing a principle not directly applicable to the question of public lands, 
the decision in the case of Davis vs. Gray in 16th Wallace, a case arising 
concerning the grant of lands by the State of Texas to the constructior 
of what is now the Texas and Pacific road, in which the Supreme Court 
held that the State of Texas could not, even by the adoption of a con 
stitution, declare a forfeiture of lands which the State under a forme: 
constitution had granted for the construction of a road where the con- 


| ditions-precedent had been complied with to an extent which consti 


tuted the agreement and contract of a character familiarly known be 
tween private individuals as it related to a similar subject-matter. 
The difference of opinion as to what ought to be done in response to 
the public sentiment of which I have spoken has been pursue’ sub 
stantially upon party lines, one party declaring not by platform that 
I now recall, but by act in Congress, that the forfeitures to be declared 


| by Congress should relate back to the date named in the respective 


statutes for the completion of the various roads to which lands had 
been granted, and the other theory being, as voiced by action in Con- 
gress, that the forfeitures could only take effect as to the lands which 
were opposite uncompleted road at the time of the declaration of fo1 

feiture. 

I should have been very glad myself if the law had been so, to have 
voted atall times whenever this subject has been before Congress dur 
ing my service here, to have declared a forfeiture back to the date 
named in the granting act for the completion of the road, according to 
the theory maintained upon the other side of the Chamber very largely, 
if I had believed that the law would have warranted such action. 

It has been plausibly said from time to time, if the law does not 
warrant such action, let us at least try it and see. In that proposition 
I have always seen the elements of the greatest possible danger of dis 
tress to settlers and of inconvenience and embarrassment to legisia- 
tion. No imdividual settler would have gone back of an act of Con 


| gress, and it Congress had assumed to pass an act declaring a torfeiture 
| it had no authority to declare, that act would have been followed at 


tion of perhaps fifteen thousand miles of railroad and the indirect pro- | 


once by the movement of large bodies of men upon the lands thus de 


| clared to be forfeited, only intime to find by the decisions of the courts 


States is due to the land-grant system inaugurated on the 20th day of | 
September, 1850, and continued by successive Congresses until the last | 


grant of lands was made to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company 
in 1866. 

It is a policy for which no party is responsible, neither in its incep- 
tion, in its continuance, nor initsconclusion. It was born of the hun- 
ger of the American people for the development of the material re- 
sourcesof the country. It has not always been wise. If we were 
looking back on the system and on the years that have intervened, con- 
sidering the subject in a critical way, we might say, perhaps, that it 
would have been better if it had never been adopted; but having been 
adopted with a certain view it took possession of the public mind, and 
it became and was for a number of years an essential part of the pub- 
lic policy relating to the development of the national resources. 


This may be said about it, that it stimulated railroad building ont- | 


side of the immediate mileage in which it was concerned, which has 


that the act had been invalid and that these thousands of innocent 
people had speut their time and their resources in the development ol 
lands of which they must ultimately be deprived. 

Among the first object-lessons which came to view in this connection 


| after I came to the Senate was what is known as the Des Moines River 


} 


land case, a case in which the Secretary of the Interior, under a belie! 


| that the lands under consideration were subject to settlement, invited 


| settlement upon them, and concerning which the courts have si: 


/ 


brought all portions of the Republic into communication and which | 


has brought into view every single element of the national resources, 
until to-day we know every mine of coal and iron, of gold and silver, 
and every acre of arable land and the uction of each to an extent 
which would be very significant indeed if at any time for the purposes 
of war we were compelled to focus those interests upon a given point 
for offense or for detense; and they have contributed to the develop- 
ment of the country in such a way as to minister to the pride and to 
the consequence of the average American. 

There are by-results which are not of a kind that ean with propriety 


cided, and as I fear now authentically, that the act of the Secretary 
was totally unwarranted by law, and that consequently all the time 
and all the money that has been spent upon these lands, including that 
which has been spent in litigation, amounting to a very large sum, 
must be lost, and not only the money lost, but lives wasted jn the mi 
availing struggle which has resulted from the inadvertent act of an 
executive officer of the Government. 

If Congress should commit itself to a similar policy in regard to tl 
lands granted to a railroad and should thereby invite upon those lands 
men who could not acquire title in advance of any declaration that 
particular lands should be made the subject of entry, it would open up 


| to great numbers of people in the United States the misfortune which 
| has befallen those who settled upon the Des Moines land under the 


mistaken construction of law of which I have spoken, mad 
Secretary of the Interior, I think about 1847. 

With me there has been this feeling, all the way through, that Con 
gress should take no step looking to the opening of lands to settlement 
which directly or indirectly invited settlers upon those lands unl 
the question of title was authentically disposed of to an extent and in 
a direction showing that Congress had undoubtedly this authority. 


by the 
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The decision of the Supreme Court of which I have spoken and num- 
berless other decisions in which similar cases have been decided, and 
other cases in which the court has referred to these decisions as voic- 
ing its opinion of the law, the decision of the circuit court for the dis- 
trict of California and Oregon, presided over by Mr. Justice Field, and 
the entire tenor and trend of the opinions of the Federal courts, have 
seemed to show conclusively that Congress has no authority whatever 
to declare the forfeiture of lands opposite to which railroads have been 
constructed in accordauce with the terms of the original granting act, 
saving only the question of. time. 

In all that I have done or contributed to the doing of upon the pub- 
lic-land question I have endeavored to do that which would result in 
peace, in security of title, to so close things up as to leave no resulting 
obligation near or remote to.rise against the Government on the part 
of men whom it may have invited unwittingly to enter upon lands 
which they could not finally acquire the title of. 

It is with this view and pursuing this same line that various bills 
have been passed, and it is a singtlar feature of this controversy that 
in a former session of the House of Representatives, which had declined 
‘ to pass such a bill as is now pending, it did pass a bill which applied 
precisely the same principle to the land grant of the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, whereby only the unearned lands granted to 
that company were forfeited, and in the last Congress a bill applying 
this same rule to the grants made in the State of Michigan was passed, 
thereby avouching, I think, that, after all, partisanship aside, thesound 
and sober judgmentof both HousesofCongress from both sides of the line 
which divides it politically has been to the effect which I have stated, 
to wit, that Congress only had power to forfeit lands opposite uncom- 
pleted portions of road, and that the question of time was not material 
where the road for whose benefit the grant was made had gone on in 
the construction of the road after the time named in the granting act. 

Now, we have come to the point where every interest and every idea 
of duty conspires to close this up. The last grant was made in 1866, 
the first one having been made, as I said before, forty years ago this 
month. Every public interest conspires to get this subject out of the 
way, and every private interest as well. Along the line of the grant 
which has been spoken of, which has been made the subject perhaps 
i] of the greatest contention in this debate, that to the Northern Pacific, 
i there are situated thousands of settlers, located upon grants which 
a they believe, and in the majority of cases no doubt are, Government 

oe lands, but the proprietorship of which they do not know because the 

a lands have not been surveyed. If they are on Government lands in- 
we ae stead of the railroad lands, it is because of the accidert of the situation. 
For many years there have been few or no publicsurveys in that sec- 

a) tion of country, The law making the grant imposed upon the com- 
a pany the obligation to pay for the surveys, and yet while the appro- 
hod priations must be made in the first instance by Congress, Congress has 
oe been derelict in not making the appropriation in order that the lands 
sf which were claimed by the railroad company might be segregated from 
i those of the public domain. Men have built homes upon these lands, 
interests have crystallized, families have grown up, communities have 
been founded, and the longer this question remains unsettled the 
greater the trouble when that final adjustment that must come does 





Bae come. ’ 

At Many things have been done to avoid shock. Three years ago Con- 
et gress passed an act called the land grant adjustment act, which cast 
ee LS the title in almost all cases of controversy. During this session an act 
fy of Congress has been passed, and signed by the President, which pro- 


vides that where a settler is found upon a tract of land belonging toa 
railroad company the railroad company may surrender to him and 
take other lands, something which it could not belore do, an advantage 
which it can not be doubtedin a large majority of cases, if notin every 
single one of them, the railroads will avail themselves of in such a way 
as to leave these settlers untouched upon the lands on which they have 
located and which they have improved. 
The time has come when this matter must be disposed of Com- 
Ze munitiescan notexist without taxable values, There can be nosecurity 
: toany community, there can be no great or permanent progress, where 
there is doubt about title; and while the law of which I have spoken 
will act persuasively in a majority if notin all cases, no one will buy 
at a single one of those claims until he knows that whatever claim the 
railroad company may have will be surrendered. As the possessions 
of these men grow upon these lands, and as the time lengthens in 
which they have lived there, their interest becomes all the time more 
important and more sensitive, and the stronger the obligation that 
Congress shall act, and act finally and forever. 

It was in this view that this bill was framed. There is not only em- 
braced in its provisions the Jand grant to the Northern Pacific, but per- 
haps a dozen or fifteen other grants, fragments or whole grants. Prob- 
ably the amount of land that will be actually restored to the public do- 
main may be numbered at about 10,000,000 acres. 

‘ M r. MORGAN. Can the Senator tell us where those lands wil! come 
rom ¢ 

Mr. PLUMB. Where the 10,000,000 aeres will come from ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes: from what roads will they come ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think nearly one-half of that land will come from 
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what is forfeited belonging to the Northern Pacific from Wallula to 
Portland, down the south side of the Columbia, somewhere between 
3,000,000 and 5,000,000 acres there; half as much more in the State 
of California and the Territory of New Mexico, grants that were ap- 
purtenant to the Southern Pacific and to the Atlantic and Pacific; 
portions in Wisconsin, portions in Alabama; in one State there is a 
grant of thirty-odd miles in length which has never been alluded to in 
this debate; portions in Mississippi, and so on. I do not thinkin any 
event the quantity of the land can be less than 7,500,000 acres, and I 
think it is liable to be 10,000,000 acres. But, whether much or little, 
it is important that the controversy shall be settled, not merely on ac- 
count of the value of the lands to be restored to the public domain, 
but because of the controversies of which I have spoken, which must 
inevitably result in the adjustment of the grant and which will be less 
difficult ir adjusted now than if adjusted one year or five years from 
now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if Congress 
has not exercised its full power in the forfeiture of the lands of the 
Southern Pacific and of the Atlantic and Pacific? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is true of the Atlantic and Pacific, but 
as to the Southern Pacific grant there will be a good many miles of road 
in California along the line granted to the Southern Pacific which will 
be forfeited by this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. In addition to what has been already forfeited ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Inaddition to what has been already forfeited. There 
are pieces of uncompleted lines of road in Wisconsin and in other States 
in addition to those I have named, which take in considerable quanti- 
ties of land. 

When we came to the consideration of this question, first as well as 
last, the Senators from the States of Alabama and Mississippi presented 
to us matters from the standpoint of those States and affecting grants 
within those States, and represented to us the policy of those States 
concerning those grants, which induced the Committee on Public Lands 
first and the Senate afterwards to consent to abandon the national pol- 
icy in behalf of the State policy. There was an uncompleted road 
known as the Mobile and Girard, of which 70 miles were being com- 
pleted between Mobileand itsterminus. ‘There was the Tennessee and 
Coosa Railroad, of which no mile had ever been built, extending from 
the Tennessee River tw the Coosa River. 

Mr. BATE. Eleven miles are built and six more graded, ready for 
the iron. 

Mr. PLUMB. That I had not heard. My impression was that none 
of it had been built except as I knew that some work had been done; 
but I did not suppose any miles of railroad had been completed. I 
was so assured by a gentleman from that State yesterday. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That was undoubtedly trae when the bill was re- 


ported. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very likely some change may have been made since 
that time, 

Mr. BATE. I will say to the Senator that it has changed since then, 
and with the idea that they would be entitled to the land granted 
heretofore the Nashville, Chattanooga and St. Louis Company have 
purchased that road of the Coosa and Tennessee and paid $250,000 for 
it. They have been at work for the last two months, and I should not 
be surprised if they would have it completed by the Ist day of Jan- 
uary. They have built 18 miles now, that is, they are running 11 
miles and have 6 or 7 miles more graded and ready for the iron, and 
they are going on pushing the work to completion. 

Mr. PLUMB. There was another railroad in the State of Alabama, 
extending from Mobile southezstward about 30 miles, to which a grant 
had been made, and which has been mentioned in this debate, a road, 
I am told by a Representative from that State in the other House, or 
which no work has been done. 

Mr. MORGAN. Northeast from Mobile, is it not? 

Mr. PLUMB. Perhaps it is. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Chattanooga road? 

Mr. PLUMB. Does not the line of the Coosa road run southeast ? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the road trom Jackson, Miss., to Chattanooga. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very likely. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nothing has been done on that roadatall. Nota 
lick has been struck on it. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one other railroad, as I said, on which noth- 
ing has been done. Then there is the Gulf and Ship Island road in 
the State of Mississippi, a road the completion of which would be of 
the greatest possible importance to that State. It is so perfectly ob- 
vious on looking at the map that every interest of the State of Mis- 
sissippi would be conserved by the building of that railroad, that, as 2 
member of the Committee on Public Lands, I agreed from the begin- 
ning that that might be saved from forfeiture for a reasonable period 
of time, upon the representation, of course, of the Senators from Missis- 
sippi that such was in accordance with the wishes of the people of that 
State as expressed through its Legislature and otherwise. 

In this bill as reported to the Senate we preserved about half of the 
grant of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, all that was asked by the 
representatives of the State of Mississippi, for one year, and we pre- 
served for a similar period the Mobile and Girard—all the railroads, 
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in fact, in the State of Alabama left uncompleted; and in this shape the 
bill passed the Senate. 

I do not speak of these things as doing violence to the general prin- 
ciple in a conspicuous way. We did not apply the same harsh rule to 
these railroads that we applied to railroads in the North. We took 
into account the war; and while these grants were made in 1856, thirty- 
four years ago, we said, ‘‘on account of the policy of these States and 
the comparative paralysis that had attended their business and had 
prevented the building of railroads’? we would yield this high public 
policy of the nation to that of the State and ask the Senate to so vote, 
as it did~-something which I do not regret. [ only regret that we did 
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not find the other House amenable to the same influences; but we could | 


not get the agreement out of the House to save the grant to the State 
of Alabama, in which the Senator from Alabama, who has spoken, is so 
much interested and in which I have been nearly or quite as zealous 
as he. 

But, Mr. President, it does not seem wise to postpone the accom- 
plishment of this great purpose by delaying the passage of this bill in 
order that these railroads may be completed. We can not tell, in the 
first place, that these spasms of activity, now for the first time mani- 
fested, are in earnest. They may be intermitted; and if we failin the 
passage of this bill they may cease until the threat of forfeiture comes 
again, when again they will arise, as they have done on numerous oc- 
casions heretofore. 

But even if it be true that a postponement of the passage of this 
bill will result in the completion of these railroads I think it fair to 
assume that they will be completed anyhow. I have been told on 
what I conceive to be good authority that along the line of these grants 
there are many hundreds of settlers who have settled upon the lands 
and who, if this bill should fail of passage and this railroad be con- 
structed, would go—for the railroad company would have the power to 
dispossess them—who have for many years possessed these lands with 
the idea that they were the property of the Government, to which they 
could ultimately get title. 

Mr. MORGAN. Which one of the railroads ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Tennessee and Coosa. I do not speak mysel! o! 
this as a controlling argument. I have been willing to follow the 
Senator from Alabama, and I bear willing testimony tothe patriotism 
and to the public spirit with which he has approached the considera- 
tion of this question from the beginning. He has viewed it as a law- 
ver and as a statesman, and I regret very much that on account of the 
difficulty that I have spoken of here, that which he had nearest at 
heart and which concerns, if you please, the interest of his own State, 
can not be had with the consent of the other House; and therefore we 
were confronted with the necessity of forfeiting these lands in his State 
in order that this general principle and this demand of the public 
opinion that I have spoken of might be carried out. 

But, Mr. President, the delay might be in otherdirections. [tis not 
at all unlikely that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, which, ac- 
cording to the statement of the Senator from Oregon, has been deprived 
of that friendly connection with Portland which it has heretofore bad, if 
this bill should fail to pass would undertake to complete the construc- 
tion of its own railroad along the south side of the Columbia River to 
Portland, thereby removing from the possibility of forfeiture several 
million acres ot land which are embraced in the purview of this bill 
and enriching the coffers of that company to that extent. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Kansas state anything that 
would be of greater advantage to the people of Oregon and Washing- 
ton than to have two competing lines up the Columbia River? 

Mr. PLUMB. As to that I have to rely upon those who represent 
that State. I was willing to say to the Senator from Alabama and his 
colleague that whatever they said about the interests of Alabama | 
assented to, and those who represent the State of Oregon on this floo: 
are anxious that the event shall not be consummated of which I have 
spoken, and that the lands on the south side of the Columbia River, 
which would go to the Northern Pacific Railroad to build its line to 
Portland, may be reserved for settlement and not go into the coffers of 
that company. 

Mr. MORGAN. [ did not so understand the Senator from Oregon. 
I did not understand that he was opposed to the building of that par- 
allel line up the Columbia River to compete with the Oregon Naviga- 
tion Company’s road. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not understand that he is either, but [ under- 
stand he is opposed to the building of that railroad if it thereby acquires 
those lands. : 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, if the Senator from Kansas will allow 
me to interrupt him, I should like to state a fact that has not been 
heretofore stated, and that is, that the people of Portland have sub- 
scribed $2,000,000 to the bonds of that company for the purpose of se- 
curing the construction of a road down the Columbia River by another 


rty. 
Mr. PLUMB. If that road should be built under the shelter of the 
Northern Pacific charter, as has been done in one or two other cases, 


very great embarrassment would ensue in relation to the title of some 
of these lands, 


Mr. MORGAN. You would have too many railroads out there. 
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Mr. PLUMB. No; there are not too many railroads anywhere, but 
we can have railroads that cost too much. We can afford to wait for 
some railroads until they can be built in the natural course of busi- 
ness without requiring their endowment | 
lie lands. 

That is the point in this cas 


y large portions of the pub- 


ind I beg to observe that there is, as 


I think, an almost overwhelming public opinion upon this subject, so 
strong, so prevalent, and so powerful that it does not take account of 
the whole case; and while personally and as a member of this body I 
would have been glad to sign a report which would have r ved to 
the railroad companies in the State of Alabama for which th: nator 


from Alabama has spoken twelve months longer in order that they 
might earn the land, in view of the fact that we could not obtain the 
concurrence of the two Houses upon that point, it seemed to me that 
there was but one plain duty to perform, and that was to accept what 
could be had, and to pursue this general public policy, this high pub- 
lic duty, to its ultimate and final conclusion as early as possible, even 
if in the closing up of this great trust and the final settlement of this 
great question there might seem to be harshness in regard to grants 
which have been outstanding for thirty-odd years. i have been the 
more reconciled to that because, as I intimated a moment ago, I have 
every reason to believe, at least I have every assurance, that the ques- 
ion of extending the time for the completion of these railroads does 
not concern now the condition of the roads themselves, but only the 
profit to the builders. 

1 have had it from a good source that the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road was to be built, land grant or no land grant | have had it from 
equally good authority, and I think it is practically confirmed by the 
statement of the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. BATE] made a moment 
ago, that, land grant or no land grant, the Tennessee and Coosa Kail- 
road will be built. I can not conceive it possible that the 14 miles 
now built would be abandoned and the other 12 not completed because 
the company did not get the land. 

Mr. BATE. I do not feel certain about that. ‘They are rapidly at 
work about it, and I know the ability of the company and the charac- 
ter of Mr. Thomas, the president of the road. He is a man to fulfill hig 
obligations. He has bought this road, and if you want my opinion 
aboutit [ believe he will have it completed very rapidly; but that does 
not lessen the obligation of the Government to see that they get this 
land, for equity and justice require it, especially as the purchase of the 
road was made after this bill was introduced and when the seventh 
section was a part of it; and to take it away now would be manifestly 
unjust and illiberal on the part of the Government 

1 would further say, in regard to the number of miles,that the con- 
tractors are now working with a large force. They have the road com- 
pleted 11 miles, and 6 miles more are ready for the iron. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The iron on 6 miles has been laid down and the 
whole road is graded with the exception of about 2 miles. 

Mr. PLUMB, I have avoided, Mr. President, from the beginning 
bringing in here anything which could be said to be of a political 
character in connection with any bill of this kind which has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands, and | will only now re- 
fer to the fact that there seems to be here a contrariety of position on 
the part of Senators on the other side of the Chamber, demanding in 
one case a forfeiture clear back to the line of constructed road, and in 
the other case demanding that we withhold any forfeiture whatever in 
order that the lands in their States may be earned, 

It isnot for me to solve such a problem as that, nor to adjust these 
differences of opinion. Iam only doing whatlhave been trying todo 
for the last ten years, to have this matter closed up in accordance with 
what I believe to be a just public opinion, and upon a basis which I 
believe wrongs nobody. -No railroad company can say at this late date 
that it had reason to believe the lands would not be forfeited. No 
railroad company to-day, if it is worthy of the name of railroad, and 
which it is in order to have built at all for business purposes, can say 
that that building need wait for one single hour upon a land grant, 
because there is money enough in this country waiting for investment 
of that kind, ready to grade and tie and rail every single inch ot railroad 
over which there is business to be carried, and if railroads are not of 
this kind they are not at this late date of a kind which ought to be en- 
couraged to be built. 

So, Mr. President, regretting as I have sincerely that the am|pition 
or the State pride of the Senator from Alabama and also the lato 
from Tennessee in regard to the grants in the State of Alabama can not 
be realized because ot the unwillingness of one of the Houses 
toagree to that which the Senate had adopted, I close by expressing the 
belief that the time is now at hand when this legislation ought to be 
passed, because we ought to take back to the public domain every acre 
of the public land that was forfeited and has been so long outstand- 
ing and burdened with the grants for railroad purposes which have bee: 
made, and we ought to doit now to enable us to settle better, more 
wisely, and more justly the ganglion of questions bound to arise in the 
adjustment of these several grants, the postponement of which wil! con 
front us with legislation for the remedy of wrongs brought about by au 
adjustment which will be as embarrassing as have been the troubles be- 
gun, continued, and not yet ended on account of those persons who 
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settle upon the lands in the Des Moines River Valley under a mistaken 
construction of law by the Secretary of the Interior. 

I believe, Mr. President, that I have no further suggestions to make 
on this subject. I did not approach it with any good-will. It has 
been so much under my observation and measurably under my con- 
trol and amenable to my responsibility in the last ten years that I have 
become tired of it. I certainly hope, as a matter personal to myself as 
well as a matter relating to the public interests of which I havespoken, 
that this Congress and this session of this Congress may once for all 
dispose of this question, and at the expiration of forty years from the 
inception of this great system ot land grants to railroads the matter 
may be closed up so that nothing will remain hereafter but its admin- 
istrative features to be carried on through the Interior Department. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the opening of this discussion I 
tried, and tried in vain it appears, to get from the Department of the 
Interior any information in regard to the real status of these land 
grants. I should have been very glad to know how many acres had 
been patented to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and to the 
other companies that have been forfeited or have not been forfeited. 
I should have been very glad to know how many claims were pend- 
ing and controverted in the Department. I have had to make my 
statements upon information which I believed to be true and exact, 
There have been other things about this matter that I should have been 
very glad to know; and I think the country after awhile, when it 
wakes up to what is being done now, will be very sorry that it did not 
know what the facts are from some authentic source. I have taken a 
great deal of the time of the Senate, I know, in trying to present this 
matter, not in argument so much as in a statement of the facts, many 
of which are drawn from entirely authentic sources; and when the Sen- 
ate and the country shall hereafter come to compare that report ot the 
Secretary of the Interior, if we are ever happy enough to get one at all, 
with the statements in my argument of this case, they will find that I 
am correct and that he sustains them. I think there can bealmost no 
controversy about that point. 

Mr. POWER. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWER. When does the Senator expect that report to be 
made from the Interior Department ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I hardly expect it any more until another Presi- 
dential election; after that I think we shall get it. 

Mr. POWER. Shall we have to wait till then? 

Mr. MORGAN. Weshall have to wait till then, I reckon. 

The Senator from Kansas, who has been, he says, ten years laboring 
very earnestly about this matter, seems to be not possessed of a good 
deal of information abont it, which I think is very important. I 
should like to know, under this bill as it stands, how many acres of 
land are going to be forfeited tothe United States Government. No- 
body seems to know anything about it. The Senator from Kansas 
stated supposititiously about ten million acres, and that he reduced 
to seven and a half million acres. 

‘The Senator is mistaken, I think, in regard to two of the roads men- 
tioned, in respect to which, if my memory is correct, we have exercised 
our power of forfeiture, the Atlantic and Pacific and the Southern 
Pacific, and I think I need hardly argue before the lawyers whom I 
sec in the Senate Chamber this afternoon that after a grantor has en- 
tered for condition broken and he chooses to enter upon a portion of 
the estate, not upon the whole of it, the same condition applying to all 
the estate, and he carries his entry into effect through the judgment of 
@ court or through a coroner’s inquest or office found, after that he can 
not repeat his entry upon another part of the land for the same breach 
of condition. I state that as an elementary proposition of law govern- 
ing land titles and the disposal of lands in the courts. 

r, HOAR. Supposing the land to be a single parcel, or an estate 

not distinguishable or divisible. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly, but where there is one grant, one for- 
feiture, one entry for condition broken, one judgment, that is an end 
of that business. After that no lawyer would have the presumption 
to bring suit to get back any of the land that er have been recov- 
ered in that first suit. Senators will find thatthe law upon that 
sition isentirely and thoroughly well settled. The Governmentof the 
United States, when it forfeited the land grant of the Southern Paefic 
and also of the Atlantic and Pacific, made a finality of the question of 
forfeiture, and after that we not only could not, but we do not, have 
any idea that we shall ever attempt to proceed any further to the for- 
feiture of the lands of either of those railroad companies. So, then, what 
remains unforfeited, if there be a foot of it, goes to those companies, 
and we shall never reclaim it at all. 

We conceded to those companies that what they had done in the way 
of the construction of their roads was a substantial, equitable compli- 
ance with the conditions of the grant, and we agreed with them when 
we forfeited the residue of it that we would not take anymore. We 
settled upon the same thing that is being settled with the Northern 
Pacific; that is to say, a question of equities. The Northern Pacific 
Railway not having located its grants west of the Missouri River at Bis- 


That company has forfeited its legal rights to these lands if we choose 
toclaim them. The Northern Pacific has confessedly an incomplete 
road yet, for the branch road from Wallula to Portland (the main line 
being from Portland across the mountain to Tacoma) has never been 
completed and never will be completed and has never been surveyed. 
No route has ever been located upon it, and it is held to be wise public 
policy not to do a thing of that kind by Senators who have discussed 
this question, so that that is a road that is yet uncompleted. 

If the Northern Pacific were sued in an action of ejectment by the 
Government of the United States for whatever lands it may hold or has 
got west of Bismarck, the judgment would goin favor of the United 
States because it is manifest that up to this very hour of time that rail- 
road is not completed according to the terms and provisions of the 
original grant, which areentirely distinct and definite, and which name 
the terminal points, Puget Sound being one of them and Portland be- 
ing another, on the west. That then leaves the case to depend upon 
the equities that have arisen between the United States and the North- 
ern Pacific Railway Company. As I had occasion to observe when on 
the floor before, those equities are substantial; they are worthy of re- 
spect; they ought not to be passed by without notice; they ought to be 
affirmed whenever they can be affirmed without injustice to the people 
of the country; and I have never favoredany act of Congress that would 
not respect all the equities of every railway company in the United 
States which had been progressing with any sort of determination to 
complete its line according to the terms of the original grant. 

On thecontrary, when billsof forfeiture have been brought in here out- 
right that dated back to the expiration of the period named in the grant- 
ing act for the completion of the road, I have always insisted, and the 
Senate upon my motion voted through an amendment that railroad com- 
panies should have a right to bring an action in a court of equity to de- 
termine exactly what their rights and equities were. 1 have predicated 
my action in that particular on the case of Davis rs, Gray in 16 Wal- 
lace, which I read the other day, and to which the Senator from Kansas 
has referred, 

Now, here is the Northern Pacific Railway, without the legal title or 
legal right, of which the United States could not dispossess it, to a foot 
of Jand west of Bismarck; and we are here by an act of forfeiture where 
we have fixed the points between which we can forfeit lands between 
Wallula and Portland, leaving the rest of it all unaffected by this act. 
Under this act we enter for condition broken. We do a great deal 
more. We do something under this act we have no powertodo. We 
declare that we resume the title. Such a thingcan not bedone. But 
Senators pay no attention to that view of the question, and I suppose 
it will pass through the Senate without any further notice than I have 
had the honor to give to it in the few remarks I have made upon that 

int. 

We enter by this act for the condition broken, and according to the 
language of the act we resume title to the lands heretofore ted, 
and in reference to the Northern Pacific Railroad between Wallula 
and Portland, and nowhere else. After having entered in this way, if 
the act amounts to anything, having resumed the title to the part of 
the land between these two points, that will settle this drama, of which 
the Senator from Kansas spoke, finally and conclusively and forever, 
and the moment that this bill is signed no court and no Congress can 
touch a foot of that land between Wallula and Bismarck to do any- 
thing with it at all. 

Then the Senator from Oregon states, and the Senator from Montana 
states, and the Senator from Kansas states, and I state, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior states that there are a large number of locations 
—— in the Department of the Interior in regard to the lands lying 

tween Bismarck and Wallula, adistance of something like 1,500 miles, 
I think. I have stated—and it has not been denied—that there were 
fifteen thousand cases pending upon the docket of the Secretary of the 
Interior at this time, controverted cases between the Northern Pacific 
Railway Company and settlers. 

I have gone further than that and stated that there are a large num- 
ber of cases in prospect as well as some that are existing now having 
reference to the mineral lands in that country; but the other cases to 
which I refer cover a great number of questions of location and reloca- 
tion of lands that were merely located in the first instance vie 
lines drawn across the map, when the foot of no white man ever 
pursued a survey over those lines and nobody knew exaetly where they 
wen wh across surveyor-generals’ maps or Territorial maps—a 
mere perfunctory affair or a matter that had no substance . it and no 
pretense of a location of a railroad. 

These questions come from that source, from the change of the lo- 
eation of the road more than 100 miles at a sweep on these maps, and 
they have grown up and many of them are in controversy in the De- 

; and a good many have been put out of controversy by 
having patents for it is true that when the t of the 
Interior passes a patent to a tract of land claimed by the Government 
of the United States, if it is not acting,w/fra vires or not acting in fraud 
of the rights of somebody, that patent stands for good and all until re- 
voked by the action of some court. 1 suppose the lawyers here will 


marck within the ten years is amenable to have its lands forfeited both | agree without any doubt that it passes a title that is out of the juris- 
for that fact and for a non-compliance with the requirement 
it necessary for it to build the road within a certain period of time. 


to say the least of it, and after that patent has 
delivered we are legislating, if we are legislating at 
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all, about somebody else’s land, and not about ours. It does not be- 
long tous. Therefore we have no right to say anything about it in a | 
law. 

These cases thus pending ought to besettled. They ought to be set- | 
tled upon those plain terms and principles of equity which this com- 
mittee has applied without the sanction of either House, for neither 
House voted upon the proposition as applied to the railroad in Alabama 
and the railroad in Mississippi. What is that? That they shall come 
in here and they shall agree that the settlers upon the lands who have 
gone there in good faith shall have their lands; and it makes no differ- | 
ence what else may turn out, if the railroad companies lose anything 
thereby, that they shall have a float upon other lands to compensate 
them for the loss. 

That is the law applied in Alabama; that is the law as applied to 
the Mississippi railroad; that is the law that is applied by the com- 
mittee and which was not mentioned in the Senate and not mentioned 
in the House of Representatives. It is a new feature in the bill en- 
tirely. We have never had an opportunity to vote on it or discuss it 
in any way. It is entirely new, entirely fresh. Whenit comesin new 
from the committee, I propose to amend it, and I think the Senate 
ought to amend it, and the Senate ought to extend it not only to the 
Northern Pacific Railway, but they ought to extend it to every other | 
railway whose land grant is affected by the provisions of this act. 

That is fair and right and honest and just. There can not be made 
any objection to it upon any of these grounds, and the only objection 
that can be made to it is that it might tend somewhat to delay the ac- 
tion in this case; and yet that committee can get to work upon. this 
matter and in twenty-five minutes they can reporta bill back here that 
will contain that provision. 

Now, is it not obvious that the Northern Pacific Railway, receiving 
from the Congress of the United States in this bill all of this enor- 
mous advantage, this settlement, final and forever, of this last act of 
the drama, as the Senator from Kausas calls it, ought to make the same 
concession to the people who have settled upon the laud grant that 
the Alabama road, the Mobile and Girard road, and the Mississippi 
road are required to make? Within ninety days, says this bill, after 
the passage of this act these railroads must get their authorities to- 
gether and they must by a vote of their stockholders or directors— 
their stockholders I believe it is—agree that they will waive in behalf 
of every settler upon these lands their right to the lands. And what is 
the penalty if they do not? We will go back and forfeit it-—— 

Mr. PLUMB. WilltheSenator allow meto interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. In the case of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, that 
is attached as a condition because there we give the company an addi- 
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Sac. 7. Thatin all cases whe: ids is led ina grant md to the State 
of Mississippi for the purp ) > a railroad from 
Brandon to the Me wn i Ship Island 
R o hav > the { -d States for cash 
or with the all I t r od faith 
u e pre-« at » fi 
I tion or hor i ar’ oo 
serted by actual occupation of th vr of the { wd 
States, the right and title of th i is 
under such sales or entries are l 12 

ht to enter as aforesaid may} ! , t And . 
dition that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Co: 1 
the passage of this act shall, by resolu 1 of its i “ \ e} 

| the provisions of the same and file witha the Secretary of int ‘ i 
linquishment of all said company’s terest, right, t ) 
| all such lands as have been sold ered red a t 
feit ure declared in the first section of this act shall notappiyto wise 
so much and such parts of said gran wnds to the 8 I ‘ 
south of a line drawn east and west through the point wh he ¢ and 
Island Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeastern Ka vad I 
State, until one year after the passage o° this 
The exception made in favor of that company v upon condition that 
| the company would confirm these titles tolands which had beensold by 
officers of the Government under a misapprehension of the law. It ] 
mistake not, I submitted that provision once to the Senator from Ala- 


| bama for his opinion upon it. 


Mr. MORGAN. Jt may have been so. I ha 


y glad to forget 


ve @ yreat Many tnings 


but 1 am not glad that 


| I forgot that. 


tional twelve months in which to goon and construct its railroad in place | 


of enforcing a forfeiture. | take it we ean make a bargain with the 
company in that way. They may accept it or reject it. 
they will accept it and take the lands we say we will not take them 
away from them. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
as that. Congress might do it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I mean to say it is in the bill proposed to be passed 
by Congress. The committee is not making any bargain about it, nor 
proposing any bargain, but in the case of the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road Company I take it that the Senator wiil agree with me that while 
we make this proposition we can not enforce it, and the railroad com- 
pany may elect to take its lands in place and its indemnity lands, and 
we can not compel it to surrender them. Ali we do is persuasive. 

We say we will recognize this right now, whieh I think the Senator 
admits they have anyhow, but we will makea formal, statutory recog- 
nition of it, and we will ask them now to take lands in lieu ot the 
lands which they are entitled to which have been settled upon, in 
order that we may have an adjustment without friction, and that is 
what we have done in regard to all the railroads in the United States by 
a separate bill passed at this session of Congress, to which I have here- 
tofore called attention. No one will stand out more strenuously for that 
tule of law than the Senator from Alabama, as a lawyer, that the lands 
to which the rights of the railroad company have attached by reason 
of the construction of the railroad are theirs as much as if the patent 
had issued, and we can not take them away, and if they surrender 
any of them it is because they choose to do so in consideration of some- 
thing else that we offer in place thereof. 

a WALTHALL. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me a 
wor 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

_ Mr. WALTHALL. The clause to which the Senator refers, so far as 
it refers to the Gulf and Ship Island road, was put in by the Senate at 
my instance, and it was put in in the interest of the settlers and pur- 
chasers who had bought the lands within the grant before the decision 
in the ease of Schulenberg vs, Harriman was made. It was put in the 
bill not by the conference committee, but by the Senate, and it was put 
there, as I have said, at my instance in the interest of the settlers. 

Mr. MORGAN. The concession of titles to the settlers was put there 
by the Senator’s motion. 


| suaded the Mississippi road to enter into 


Mr. President, we have then two cases, oue in Mississippi, where a 
year’s time was given, and that is claimed to be the consideration fox 
requiring of this railroad company that it should consent that the 
settlers upon the lands should havea good title. The other case 
is in Alabama, where the matter was not before the Senate o1 
before the House, and where the same provision, if not in terms, the 
same in substance, and I think same in terms as applied to the 
railroad in Mississippi, which the Senator from Kansas now says we 
would haveno power to enforce, and that it is merely persuasive. Well, 
Ido not think that we ought to be enacting here any persuasions in 
the bill to forfeit land grants. If itisonly persuasive and we have no 
power to enforce it, why do we put it in there ? 

If we put it into the Northern Pacific it will not be persuasive, be 
cause we have the power, if we clioose to exercise it, of declaring a 
farfeiture all the way back from Wallula to Bismarck on every foot of 
that land, for the road was not even laid upon the surface of the earth, 
and even the maps were not made and filed until after the ten year 


the 
wine 


| had expired or the twelve years, because two years’ extension was given 


by- joint resolution; and now | propose to use the same kind of pet 


| suasion, if that is what you please to call it, towards the Northern 
| Pacific. 
If they say | ee 


But the Northern Pacific will find out that it is not a mere 
persuasion, but it is a very rigid and very exacting duty that will be 


prescribed to them and which they are obliged to comply with,and which 


| they will comply with in donble-quick haste whenever we put it into 
I doubtif the committee could makesuch a bargain 


a bill. 
I propose to say to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, ** Now 
that we are giving up to you all of the questions that have been so 


long mooted here and now that we are settling in your case finally and 
forever a title in your favor for all the lands between Wallula and Bis- 
marck, a distance of ’’—well, a great many miles; I forvet how many 
miles it is, but I think it is 1,500 miles—*‘ inasmuch as we are giving 
up all of this to you, it is but fair and right to thet and the set- 
tlers that you should enter into the same we are try 
ing to persuade this Alaba o, and that we have per 
and paid them for it by 
ration 
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year’s extension of their time. 
We want now to apply the same 


road, and thereby make this really and truly a final settlement of thi 
last act of the drama; and without that the Northern Pacific goes sco 
free; she will have hanging on here for the next ten or fifteen yea! 
questions, disputations, controversies, and suits with t! y ind 
nearly every man who wants a title from the Northern itroad 
Company after this act is passed has to get it by stre law. lt will 
cost untold millions of money and distress to get it, and yet we can 
| settle it in this act in five minutes’ time and do no injustice to tl 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, d: yinju et ry body in the 
world, but make the hearts of thousands ani ten unds of } 


| ple in that country throb with joy 


because they 


} 

Ww find tha 

| the Congress of the United States has a disposition to prot: them 
against a railroad corporation. 

This matter, Mr. President, seems to me, as I lin my speech the 

other day, a sort of log-rolling business. There is a quid pro quo every- 


| upon the ground that some error had crept into it. 


Mr. WALTHALL, Yes, sir. Ifthe Senator will allow me a moment | a clerical error? 
lounger, I wish to say that the provision having reference to the con- ! crept in. 


this concession and this 
nd the matter is trimmed 


where. This Senator has to be persuaded by 
member of the House by that concession, 
and shaped about evidently with a view of getting votes and not getting 
justice. What has occurred in regard to this report here now? Here 
comes in this report and it was printed, and the honorable chairman of 
the committee of conference asks leave to withdraw it in the Senate 
What sort of error— 
Possibly so and possibly not so, but an error had 
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On looking on the face of this report made here, I see that error has 
been expunged, been rubbed out, so that nobody can get at it. Whose 
error wasthat? Notof the chairman of the committee, not of the clerk 
of the committee, evidently. It was notin both reports. It did not 
go to the House. It camein here. It was an interpolation. It was 
an interpolation against which the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WAL- 
THALL) objected and made known his objection, and then the commit- 
tee took it back and corrected it. It wasa report that had been dealt 
with in a manner that no paper that comes into this Senate ought to 
be dealt with. I was not surprised that it should be so, because in 
this final drama a great many people have appeared upon this stage 
besides those interested in legis!ution—I mean besides those who have 
got the contro! of legislation—pulling this way and that way and the 
other way. 

Wheu I found that the House of Representatives had disagreed to 
an amendment I had put upon this bill in the committee, I had noth- 
ing further to say about it except when I was invited before that com- 
mittee to express the reasons upon which [had acted. I have nothing 
to say about itnow. I merely wish to remark, as I have said before, 
that as to this little railroad in Alabama—which is a very great one in 
its natural relations, a very great and importantroad, and more so to 
everybody else than the State of Alabama—under the first section of 
this bill there is no constitutional enactment of forfeiture, and I be- 
lieve any lawyer who will take it and sit down and look at it dispas- 
sionately will say so. 

I have said further that that company has 120 sections of land under 
the act of 1456 which was an out and out, absolute, unqualified, un- 
conditional grant, and that the Congress of the United States, if it 
were four times a Congress, could not take it away from the grantee 
while there is a court in this land. That 120 sections measures two- 
thirds, if not three-fourths, of the whole length of the road. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Kansas is quite mistaken in one matter of history about this 
road. He seems to think that persons have gone upon these lands and 
occupied them under some law of the United States, claiming to hold 
them as settlers under some sanction of law of the United States. 
Some of these men as many as twenty or more years ago bought these 
lands from this railroad company, gave their notes for them, and Judge 
Wyeth, the president of that road, would net enforce payment until 
the road was built. He is dead and gone. A better man never died 
in my State, one more charitable or more excellent in every respect. 
Now, these men hope that by wielding the strong arm of Congress aud 
getting the Government of the United States to declare a forfeiture of 
these lands, we shall give them to them, and that they will get rid of 
their notes. ‘That is all of it; that is the whole story. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator will permit me just one moment ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did say that upon the authority of a gentleman 
who made the statement to me, but I did not mean to have that used 
really and seriously as an argument against doing a thing that the Sen- 
ate had proposed to do on the motion and at the instance of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, because I beg to say to him what I think he well 
knows is true, that in regard to that or any other matter which con- 
cerns the peace, the honor, the prosperity, and the interests of his 
Btate, I would accept his statement against that of any other person 
in the world; and whenever he said a thing was right relating to oc- 
currences happening or to happen in that State or in regard to that 
railroad company, that would settle it with me. I did not mean in 
any way to impeach any statement of his or his judgment in any way 
whatever. I regret that I made the statement of it. A gentleman 
made it to me in an emphatic way. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was merely explaining these facts for my own 
personal vindication, to show my attitude towards this whole case, and 
it has not been one that has been influenced by my desire to get this 
railroad in Alabama in possession of any piece of property, but the de- 
sire on my part to vindicate the rights of my State as a grantee from 
the Federal Government to grants made in connection with great sub- 
jects that I think are to have a very marked influence upon the des- 
tinies of our people. That is what I think aboutit. But more par- 
ticularly I have concluded, and I have carried out my conclusion as far 
as my action has gone in this case, that inasmuch as there was a con- 
troversy in the House about the Coosa and Tennessee road, of which I 
am speaking now, and some of my colleagues there were very desirous 
to have this land grant forfeited, I would say nothing about it in any 
instructions if the Sevate should vote any instructions to this com- 
mittee. I would not mention and do not mention it in any instrac- 
tions which I have prepared in the hope that the Senate may give me 
an opportunity to discuss them and lay them before the committee 
with such modifications of them as ought to be made, if any. 

My attention to this bill would have been just the same and my op- 
position to it would have been just as strong if the exceptional state 
of affairs in regard to the railroads in Alabama had been altogether 
different. Ifthis bill had come back from the House with the first 
section of it in the shape that it is in, I never could have voted for it, 
for I could not vote for a bill that I am conscious in my own heart and 
mind is flagrantly unconstitutioual. I do not care about passing an 
enactment here which will lead to a great amount of litigation here- 
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after, and necessarily bring it, for I do not think there is a lawyer in 
the United States who would refuse a case if he were sought to be em- 
ployed for the purpose of attacking the first section of this bill on the 
ground of its being unconstitutional. I think not. I think he would 
say that he believed he could succeed. So it will lead to a great deal 
of litigation, a great deal of strife and trouble. 

My trouble has been whether the House, in striking out the only 
phraseology in that first section which referred to a grant made upon 
conditions-subsequent, did not intend after all to get credit for a dis- 
position to forfeit lands, when they knew they put it in the power of 
the judges of this country to declare their acts void. I have no right 
to express any belief about it, but I must say that that would be a Ie- 
gitimate conclusion from the terms of the first section of this bill; that 
it was never expected to operate as a land-grant-forfeiture bill in the 
first section, but that the remaining sections would all stand. 

There would be no land-grant forfeiture, but in the next six or seven 
sections, whatever they are—seven I believe—there would be conces- 
sions in favor of this railroad, that railroad, or the other railroad, which 
we have the constitutional power to make and which would stand be- 
cause they are not made dependent upon the actual forfeiture of the 
land or the declaration by any court of a forfeiture of the land, but we 
assume the whole thing here as a state of facts that is existing, and 
upon this assumption we pass all the remaining sections but the first, 
and they operate as valid conveyances, valid disposals, valid arrange- 
ments in regard to all of these properties, unless it may be one section 
of the bill. There is only one section of the bill that possibly ought 
not to be included in the general observation I am now making. 

The Senator from Kansas thought that we were going to get some 
land from the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company. Here is the act: 

That all the lands, excepting the right of way and the right, power, and au- 
thority given to said corporation to take from the public lands adjacent to the 
line of said road material of earth, stone, timber, etc,, forthe construction there- 
of, including all necessary grounds for station buildings, etc. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was a mere blunder of speech, and I thought I 
corrected it a moment later. I meant the Southern Pacific, not the 
Atlantic and Pacific, in that connection. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator concedes that all the lands were for- 
teited by the Atlantic and Pacific by the act signed July 6, 18886. 

Mr. PLUMB. All the unearned lands were forfeited under practi- 
cally the language contained in this first section. 

Mr. MORGAN. The lands— 


which are adjacent to and conterminous with the uncompleted portions of the 
main line of said road, embraced within both thegranted and indemnity limits, 
as contemplated to be constructed under and by the provisions of the said act 
of July 27, 1866, and acts and joint resolutions su uent thereto and relating 
to the construction of said road and telegraph, be, and the same are hereby, de- 
clared forfeited and restored to the public domain. 

That did not include the lands across the country lying between Al- 
buquerque and the Texas line, the broad sweep of country through 
there—and it is a pretty good one, too, and there is a great deal of coal 
in it—that were included in that forfeiture, and some at the far end of 
The Needles, where they claim a lapping grant from the Southern Pa- 
cific Railway. Those lands were forfeited, and that made an end of 
the business. Who would say now that in equity, justice, or law we 
had the right to go and forfeit all of the remaining lands of the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific Railway Company because it was not completed in time? 
We waived that condition by forfeiting a part of the compensation for 
it. That is too clear for disputation or argument. I need not stop 
here to argue a question of that kind. I should hate to offend the ears 
of even a justice of the peace by making an elaborate argument on a 
point of law of that sort. 

So in regard to the Southern Pacific, as far as we forfeited those lands 
on the Southern Pacific, we have gone to the extent of our tether. So 
in regard to the lands of the Texas and Pacific, or any other lands 
where we have made a forfeiture, the Ontonagon road up in Michigan 
and all the other roads in the United States that we have touched with 
an act of forfeiture, we have made a finality; it is an end of law-mak- 
ing and law disputation about it; and so when we pass this bill bere 
to-day, or whenever we do pass it, we shall have forfeited the lands of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad from Wallula to Portland, and that will 
be the end ot it. 

Mr. HEARST. Which ought not to be. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from California says, ‘‘ Which ought 
not to be,’’ and that is very true; it ought not to be. 

Now, while we are doing this and while Iam not complaining about 
it, while we are settling everything that we can in favor of the North- 
ern Pacific upon any ground or claim of equity whatsoever, I insist 
that the Northern Pacific shall do equity herself and turn around and 
yield up, as you require the Mobile and Girard road and the Missis- 
sippi road, with far less consideration than that I mention here, to 
yield up in favor of the settlers. Is not that a simple proposition’? 

Is it not clean and clear and just? I should not have occupied on 
last Thursday or Friday, whenever it was, more time than I have done 
this evening in the statement of this proposition but for the necessity 
that I was under to put upon record the history of the case, and to 
show to the Senate and to the country that every remark I made and 
every proposition I urged was justified by the situation, as it has beer 
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officially ascertained and declared in the Department of the Interior. | Mr. SANDERS. And the law gave a subsidy to both. 
There can not be any mistake about this case. a ; 4 | Mr. MORGAN. The law gavé a subsidy to both, says the Senator. 
Now, how many acres of land has the Northern Pacific Railroad got ? Here they cover now the same area of country with two lines, and they 
My remembrance is—I state it from memory—that it has gotin excess | wil! not let them stand because they had a middle line, a third line, 
of 30,000,000 acres already; and that land without reference to the | and in parts of ita fourth line of location, and every one attended with 
minerals would average from $3 to $5 an acre, and some of it run very withdrawals. W hat is a withdrawal? These lands are taken out of 
much higher than that. Those beneficiaries have got town sites, they the public domain so far as you are concerned, Mr. Settler, with your 
have got cities, and everything we could give them through the whole | ox cart, and your team, and your babies, and your wife, and your little 
length and breadth of that land. They have swept their line of loca- canned meat, traveling out here trying to find a place to s 
tion back and forth all along that country like a devastating fire, like | lands are withdrawn; so far as you are concerned the Government of 
a fire in the prairie grass, and ran everything out until they could find | the United States can notsee you; you area mere speck on the horizon. 
exactly where they wanted to locate and keep it vacant until they When looking across the broad domain of this grand 


ttle; these 


and magnificent 
railroad company, you must go out of sight. Go make your little set- 
tlement, and whenever the time comes that you want to prove upon 
it, if it is twenty years afterwards, we will just interpo e a caveat that 


could locate their lands to suit themselves, get the best lands in all the 

country, and then aiter these poor fellows had settled down (for they 

are poor men who have gone in there and faced the hostility of Indians, 

who have been so intrepid that they have gone beyond the Government | at the time you made your settlement these lands were withdrawn 

ot the United States into an unsurveyed country where we would not | from market! 

send our surveyors even) they are to be included now inallofthehos-| Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, does the Senator from Alabama say, 

tilities the Northern Pacific Railroad Company can bring againstthem. | conceding that there was a withdrawal for the branch and a with 
A man sets upaclaim toa tract of land, in the Interior Department. | drawal for the main line from the mouth of Snake River to Portland 

What has he got toshow? First of all, that he isa homestead settler; | 

second, that he is qualified in every respect to make a filing; third, | two lines was changed, that there was a maintained withdrawal as to 


and Puget Sound, that there ever was a time when either one of those 
' 
that he has filed upon a portion of land that has not been included in | either one of those lines on more than one line at the 


ime time? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no authority for stating that, except upon 
the anthority of a gentleman named Sparks, who used to be in the 
he made his filing, "the time he set up his claim, that the lands were | Land Office, at its head, and Iread it the otherday. Tread Mr. Sparks’s 
in the market, and lands could not be in the market if they were with- | statement about it while he was Commissioner of the General Land 
drawn; and the withdrawals in that country for the benefit of this road | Office; and while I know he is not very popular with certain railroad 
have swept over an area of country 150 miles broad in many cases— | land grant men, still I think Sparks had a very warm affection for the 
yes, 200 miles broad. peopl 

Mr. SANDERS. What country are you speaking of; that on the Mr. SANDERS, Those that did not get into jail 
Northern Pacific road ? Mr. MORGAN. And he really desired, I think, to protect the peo- 

Mr. MORGAN. The Northern Pacific. ple against the outrages of the railroad corporations. 

Mr, SANDERS. I really think there must be some mistake about Mr. SANDERS. The Senator was pleased to say in his speech the 
that. other day that there were one or two or three preliminary routes filed 

Mr. MORGAN. I think there is not. I have got the maps here. | in the State of Montana. 

They show for themselves. Here they are. Mr. MORGAN. Did I say ‘ Mon&na? 

Mr. SANDERS. I have examined them, and I have some personal Mr. SANDERS, I think so. 
knowledge of them besides. Mr. MORGAN. Did you not say ‘‘ Montana? 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall be obliged to the Senator for his personal Mr. SANDERS. I understood the Senator to say so. 
knowledge, but I believe I shall have to take the official maps for it. Mr. MORGAN. « I read from Mr. Sparks’s report. I do not know 
It can not be less than 200 miles between these pointsright here. [In- | anything about that. 


an odd section, and, above all, that he had the right to file, and that 
the lands were in the market at the time he entered there, the time 





dicating. } Mr. SANDERS. I regret to say the gentleman was misled by an 
Mr. SANDERS. In Washington Territory ? authority so poor as that. I affirm from personal knowledge, and hav 
Mr. MORGAN. Idid not say ‘* Washington Territory.’’ I submit | ing examined the Senator’s authority, that there never was within the 
to the Senator whether it is not 200 miles from there to there. jIn- | limits of the State of Montana, then the Territory of Montana, but 
dicating. } : one withdrawal by virtue of the filing of a map of the preliminury route 
Mr. SANDERS. I should think not. , of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 
Mr. MORGAN. Measure across this way, from this angle to that There was a map filed which Mr. Sparks has put into his pseudo-re- 
[indicating]; it is 200 miles at least. form, his ‘‘ friend of the people’’ policy, and all that,which was ac- 
Now, Mr. President, for a railroad company that had no right to go | cepted as the preliminary map of a line of railroad from Duluth to the 
and locate its land there at all, that was proceediny after the act had | Red River of the North and was accepted as such; and although that 
virtually expired, after the time within which the railroad ought to have | map had a line drawn, as I believe the Senator himself said, on a par- 
been absolutely completed according to the terms of the act, to locate | allel of latitude straight across to the Territory of Washington, it 
lines 120 miles apart or 150 miles apart or 200 miles apart, swinging back | was never filed as or accepted as the preliminary map of the route of 
and forth across this country and clearing out the settlers, it isa little too | the Northern Pacific Railroad Company along these meridians of longi- 
much; it is a little too steep a claim not to be met by some provision of | tude, and never operated to withdraw an acre of land, never was intended 
the laws of the United States, now that we have got the matter in hand, | as such, never was accepted as such, and in no shape or form operated 
requiring that they shall do jastice to these men whom they have thus | as such, I regret very much to say; for if it had it would have given 
overwhelmed. ; to the migration to the Territory of Montana an opportunity to secure 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I wish to cali the attention of the | a great many lands from which it has been excluded. 
Senator to the fact that the two lines to which he has referred here Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator mean the migration or the rail 
are the lines of the location, first, of the branch of the Northern Pacific | road company ? 
Railroad Company from the vicinity of the forks, or where the Colum- Mr. SANDERS. The migration. 
bia River and Snake River come together, and the main line, the law Mr. MORGAN. I do not see how the withdrawal of land would 
having provided that from that point there should be a main line and | have increased migration. 
a branch; that is the main line according to the original act, and this Mr. SANDERS. It would not have increased migration, but the 
isthe branch. [Indicating.] Butwhenan amendment was made three | migration would have been enabled by virtue of this withdrawal, if it 
or four or five years after the incorporation of the road, through influ- | had been along the line which the Senator gave to us the other day, to 
ences not necessary to be named, but arising probably out of the fact | select valuable lands that those people were subsequently prevented 
that Oregon was a State and Washington was a Territory, there was a | from selecting by reason of the filing of the map elsewhere. For in 
transposition, and the branch was declared the main line and the main | stance, the law provided that the only land that was granted to the 
line was declared the branch. railroad company was such land as at the date, not of the preliminary 
Mr. MORGAN. And there were withdrawals under both. location, but of the definite location, was free from pre-emption or other 
Mr. SANDERS. There were doubtless. Ot course there were with- | claims or rights at that time. 
drawals under both, because there were two lines from the forks of the Now, if the road had been definitely located in a country not there- 
Snake River, so far as the branch was concerned, to Puget Sound, and | tofore covered by the preliminary map, it would have lert all that open 
80 far as the main line was concerned down the Columbia to Portland. | for settlement. The Senator himself is perfectly familiar with that 
Mr. MORGAN. It is that transposition in that one little place of | provision, and it would have practically given us the entire Territory 
not more than 400 miles long and 150 or 200 miles wide. | of Montana to settle upon at one time or another, whereas unfortunately 
Mr. SANDERS. Two hundred and twenty or two hundred and | the road pursued in its definite map of location almost, with the differ- 
thirty miles long. | ence of about 120 miles, the precise line indicated in the preliminary 
Mr. MORGAN. A transposition took place. They changed the | map, and therefore kept us out of that land all the time. 


branch into the main road and the main road into the branch road, and 
they withdrew fur both of them, and they held on to the withdrawals 
as long as they could, and hold on to them yet. 


XXI——629 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Sparks may have confined himself too literally 
to the State of Montana, or the Territory of Montana as it was then; 
but, however, in this report he traces the thing across the whole country 
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and here are the maps to show it, gnd there were quite a number ot 
preliminary and other locations and they were changed pretty much 
at the will and pleasure of the railroad company. That is the infor- 
mation that we have. That is what the country believes. Now, I do 
not object that the Senator from Montana will not take Mr. Sparks’s 
statement for anything. He and Mr. Sparks have been in controversy 
a long time about this, They have had a great many debates and dis- 
cussions about it, and the Senator has made representations doubtless 
heretofore in regard to these same matters, and Sparks turned him 
down, and of course when I am an attorney in a case I always take 
exceptions to the ruling of the court when I do not feel entirely satis- 
fied with it, and sometimes when I do. 

So I leave the matter entirely with him and Sparks; I have no set- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, September 15, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. H. Curueerr, 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. In what particular? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I find by reference tothe Recorp—the Journal 


tlement of any quarrel to make between him and Sparks; but I have | WS not read in full in that particular part and I can not state whether 


Sparks’s report here and I have the testimnony of committees also who 
have undertaken toact upon these matters, all showing that there were 
a great many different locations, preliminary and otherwise, a great 


it so appears in the Journal or not, but I presume the Recorp and 
Journal agree—that on Saturday in a vote taken the names of Mr. 
Hayes, of Iowa, and Mr. HEARD, of Missouri, are recorded as having 


many withdrawals, and there never are withdrawals which do not shut | Voted. They are also recorded as among those who were present and 


out some man from that territory. 


not voting; so that they are counted twice in making a quorum. It 


Again, we were informed that there must be an immediate settle- | Will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that under such circumstances as these 


ment of this matter by the Senator from Kansas; and yet he told us of 
a matter I had not paid any attention to before, and I see now where 
I might have strengthened my case very much by it. He told us there 


it would be very easy indeed to count a quorum, by making this sort 
of a double count, first of those who are recorded as voting and second 
making a list of those so voting and announcing them as present and not 


were large grants of land, a large part of the area of this country out | Voting. 


there, where as yet there had been no survey. 
I submit, inasmuch as he says this is the last act in thedrama of leg- 


The SPEAKER. An inspection of the Journal will satisfy the gen- 
tleman on that particular point. Thenames of the gentlemen in ques- 


islation, inasmuch as we are committing this subject to the tomb of the | tion are not counted twice in making a quorum. 


Capulets, we ought to at least furnish those people out there with some 
opportunities to know whether they are on even-numbered or on odd- 
numbered sections before we give it up. Somebody ought to do it. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. They are counted as not voting and they are 
recorded as voting, and are so shown by the Recorp. 
The SPEAKER. But the Journal does not show that they are 


This way of turning all the settlers in that country over to a railroad | counted twice. 


company and the wilderness is a little more than I am willing to do. 


Mr. O’FERRALL, I refer to the RecorD and | suppose it corre- 


They have enough to contend with in the wilderness. They have had | sponds with the Journal. 


hardships enough in getting there and locating, and I am not in such 
a hurry to get through with this particular little duty of ours as to be 
willing to leave a large number of honest settlers in the vast wilder- 


The SPEAKER. It does not. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. And there is no opportunity given members to 
revise the list read from the Clerk’s desk. Now, the list published in 


ness of the West, on Jands not su®veyed, to take their chances with this the Recorp shows that these gentlemen voted ‘‘ay’’ and they are 


great railroad company as to what will become of them after the mat- 
ter is over. 


also noted as present and not voting. 
The SPEAKER. The Journal will be read at that particular point 


Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to remind him that it is | 80 a8 to satisfy the gentleman if he desires it. 


now 6 o’clock. I have no knowledge of the Senator’s purpose in re- 
gard to the continuation of the debate, but will he yield to a motion 
to adjourn, with the understanding that, say at 2 o’clock to-morrow, we 
take the vote on this conference report ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave noobjection to voting to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 
I do not want to delay the Senate one single minute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What time do we meet to-morrow ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senate meets to-morrow at 11 o’clock, I be- 
lieve. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Senate, under the standing 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes, sir. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Speaker announced from a list, noted and furnished by the Clerk at the 
suggestion of the Speaker, the following-named members as present in the 
Hall when their names were ealled and not voting: 

Mr. ATKiNson of Pennsylvania, Mr. Blount, Mr. CLements, Mr. Dr HAVEN, 
Mr. Exton, Mr. Hexpexson of North Carolina, Mr. McKenna, Mr. Morrow, 
Mr.O’Ferrauyt, Mr. Paystrer, Mr. WApr, and the SPEAKER. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The Recorp does not correspond with the Jour- 
nal on that particular point. 
The SPEAKER. But the Journal is correct. The gentlemen to 


order, will meet at 11 o'clock. Without the specification of any hour | Whom the gentleman from Virginia refers were noted as present and 


the Senate would meet at 11 o’clock in the morning. 


not voting, but afterwards exercised their right to have their votes 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Call it1o’clock. That will save time. Wehave | Tecorded. The Journal is therefore correct; and without objection it 


a great deal to do. 
Mr. PLUMB. We have an hour for the Calendar. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That leaves an hour for debate. 
Mr. MORGAN. Say 2 o’clock. 


will be approved. 
There being no objection, the Journal was approved. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 


Mr. PLUMB. I will suggest 2 o’elock to-morrow. I ask unanimous | oy Ways and Means to report back the bill (H. R. 9416) with Senate 


consent that we take the vote to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To dispense with the Calendar 
under Rule VIII? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not to interfere with that at all, but that we vote at 
2 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Kansas to ask unanimous consent that the vote on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference be taken at 2 o’clock to-mor- 


row. 

Mr, PLUMB. Unless before that time the debate should be finally 
concluded, when, of course, we should take the vote at that time, but 
not later than 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. Per- 
haps the number of Senators present would not be sufficient to bind 
the majority ? 

aa PLUMB. I have no doubt that the understanding will be car- 
ried out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have a very full Senate. 


amendments thereto, with the recommendation to non-concur in all of 
the Senate amendments; and I ask that the bill and report be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It will go there, as a matter of course. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I also offer the following privileged report from 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ENLOE, I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I desire to state that the recommendation for 
non-concurrence in the Senate amendments is not a unanimous report. 
The minority of the committee dissent. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I send a resolution to the Clerk’s desk embodying 
the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: © 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of tatives be, and he is hereby 


Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt the understanding will be binding | “tected to communicate to the SenouenrT Kenwure House sepeohates and 


in any event. I now move that the Senate adjourn, if the Senator | the State of 


from Alabama will yield tor that purpose. 
Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 


Ohio, delivered in the House September 3, reflecting on the char- 
acter and integrity of the Senate as a body. 


Mr. ENLOE. I ask the present consideration of the resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of | Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that that can not super- 


the Senator from Kansas that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 4 min 


sede the ae question which is already before the House. 
p- m.) The SP. 


The gentleman said he rose to a question of per- 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 16, 1890, | sonal pri 


at 11 o'clock a. m. 


vilege. 
Mr. ENLOE. I did not make such a statement, Mr. Speaker, but 
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that I rose to a question of privilege. I did not say I presented a ques- — er Megha neem, Tayk r. Tenn. Waadill, 
tion of personal privilege; but I do say that this is a higher question | §j,..0),45, aoa Donan Welined, Men, 
than one of personal privilege, because it involves the relations between Smith, 1 Stock bridge, Townsend, Colo, Wallace, N. Y. 
the two legislative branches of the Government. It isa duty the House — bh, W. Va. ya a Turner, Kans, Williams, Ohio, 
. 7 a ; ou aylor, 5 Var ver Wrig 
owes to itself to take prompt action on the resolution. __ Snide Fayior 3.D Van Scheink vortion 
I care nothing for the reflections of a personal and political character NAYS—7 
on a member of that body; but it is due to the House to vindicate itsel! | Andrew, eee aa 
from responsibility for the conduct of one of its members in which he | Bankhead Davidson, McClellan, 
used unparliamentary language and wholesale denunciation towards the | a, Dunnell, McCreary 
other legislative branch of this Government and by which he reflected | py.) chard, ey Molten, Stowe’ 
upon the character and integrity of that body. I claim that the reso- | Blount, — Forney, _ ex St lale 
lution presents a question of the highest privilege, and I therefore ask ene Geissenhainer, Mos Stone K 
* . . chang , . are, Siut¢ acl irancy, 
for its present consideration. - i Buckalew, Hayes, Norton lurner, ¢ 
Mr. DINGLEY. There is not a question of personal privilege or | Bunn, Heard, Oates, Vaux, 
or any other kind of privilege that rises higher than the question now ea my Oo} ert ull Venable : 

. nll P s ‘eil jas VW heele la, 
before the House, the report of the Committee on Rules fixing the | Gio... ee manag ie ae —— 
order for the proceedings of this body on great public questions. Cobb, Lester, G Parrett Wiley, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And nothing appears on the face of the reso- | Coorer, Ind. ee e rel, Wiltians, il. 
lution itself which would tend to show that there has been any reflec- | ¢S)~" Maish ee — 
tion upon anybody; and for that reason it does not present initself any | Culberson, Tex. Martin, Ind Reilly 
question of privilege. : F 7 : NOT VOTING—1 
Mr. McKINLEY. I believe the question of privilege raised by the | 4),pott, Crain. Knapp, ci ieainlaginn 
gentleman could not take me from the floor, Mr. Speaker, when I was | Alderson, Dalzell, Laidlow Rogers, | 
representing the Committee on Rules, and reporting from that commit- | 4!/en, Mich. Dargan, Lane, Rowland, 
4 ms . # ° Allen, Miss. De Haven, Lansing Rusk 
tee a resolution privileged in itself, which can not well be deferred. | Andetson, Kans. Dibble. Lawier. aaeandl 
After we have disposed of the one privileged report it will be time Anderson, Miss. Dickerson, Lee, Seranto1 
t ) . ssver a. Sherman 
enough to take up the other. ; Beck with Dolliver, oo Skinner, 
The SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentleman from Tennessee had better | Rejden. ’ Dorsey, Maneur. Spinola 
withdraw the resolution for the present. Bergen, Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Spooner, 
Mr. ENLOE. Then it will be in order to offer it at a later period, | Bisss. Edmunds, McAdoo, Springer. 

. : 9 } Bland, Ellis, McCarthy, Stahinecker 
when the present matter is disposed of? ; Bliss, Ewart, McComas, Stewart, Ga 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will then consider the resolution. Boatner, Featherston, Me Cord, Stone, Mo 

i : rickner, inley, eCormick, Stump 
Mr. ENLOE. I withdraw it for the present. Brookshire, Fitch, McDuffie, Sweney, 
» _ Brower Fithian, McKenna Naylor, Il 
THE TARIFF BILL. ’ 
Brown, J.B. Flower, Milliken, Tillman 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution submitted | Browne, T. M. Forman, Mills, fownsend, Pa. 
by the gentleman from Ohio from the Committee on Rules. rae ai eke ee er 

The Clerk read as follows: Bullock ; Gibeon Niedringhaus Pu t Y 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the accompanying resolu- | Butterworth, Goodnight O’ Neall, Ind Wade 
tion of September 13, 1890, having had the same under consideration, beg leave Campbell, Greenhalge, . Osborne, “ BERNE SOF 
to report the following resolution asa substitute therefor with the reeommenda- ere ns Calton —_ = x ng 
tion that it do pass: arlton, all, wen, Ind. Liting 

“Resolved, Thatafter the of this resolution the Committee of the Whole | Catchings, Hatch, Paynter, Whitthorne 
House on the state of the Union shall be discharged from the further considera- Cheadle, Haynes, Perry, Wickhann, 
tion of House bill No. 9416, with Senate amendments thereto, and the same shal! | Chipman, Hemphill, Peter 3 Wilkin 
be considered in the House; that after two hours of general debate it shall be | Clancy, Henderson, N.C, Phelan Willcox, 
in order in the House to move to non-concur in the Senate amendments to said Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Pierce, Wilson K y 
bill in gross, and to a committee of conference as asked for by the Sen- | Clunie, Hooker, Price, Wilson, Mo 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; and the House shali, without | Cooper, Ohio Kerr, Pa. Pugsiey, Wilson, Wash, 
farther delay or other motfon, proceed to vote upon said motion.” Cothran, Ketcham, Reed, lowa Wilson, W. Va. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Well. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. A division, Mr. Speaker. I do not want to 
take up the time unnecessarily, and therefore call for the yeas amd nays. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question be ordered, then there 
could be debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to have it on the previous question. 
With it there is no opportunity to amend; and I want those who are 
not satisfied not hereaiter to say that they had no opportunity to amend 
this order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think a good many do not understand the 
resolution, and I would like to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. This is on ordering the previous question. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 70, not vot- 
ing 139; as follows: 


YEAS—116. 
Adams, Cheatham, Grout, Moffitt, 
Arnoid, Clark, Wis. Hansbrough, Moore, N-H, 
Atkinson, Pa. Cogswell, Harmer, Morey, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Coleman, Haugen, Morrill, 
Ban!ss, Comstock, Henderson, Ill. Morse, 
Conger, Henderson, lowa Mudd, 
Connell, Hill, Nate, 
Craig, Hitt, O’ Donnell, 
Culbertson, Pa. Hopkins, O'’Netil, Pa. 
kj one Payne, 
n, elley, Payson, 
De Lano, Kennedy, Perkins, 
Dingley, Kerr, Iowa Pickler, 
aks ee : on 
r, uackenbush, 
Flick, La Follette, auieen 
Flood, Laws, Randall, 
Funston, b Rey, 
Gear, Lodge, Rife, 
Gest, Mason, Rockwell, 
Gifford, McKinley, Rowell, 


4 Miles, Russell, 


Covert, Kilgore, 
So the previous question was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced until further notice 
Mr. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. Fowler 
Mr. BAKER with Mr. RoGERS. 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. WILson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER 
Mr. EWART with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
Mr. KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. 
Mr. DOLLIVER with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. PuGSLEY with Mr. HAYNEs. 
Mr. SWENEY with Mr. Turner, of New York 
Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITnHtan. 
Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HAL with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. BuIiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 
Mr. LANSING with Mr. EL is. 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 
Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 
Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. Hatcn 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABnorrT. 
Mr. Prrers with Mr. MANSUR. 
Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLowen. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Dlinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 
Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. Sprnona. 
Mr. WADE with Mr. Dockery. Not transferable. 
Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 
. Mr. Dorsey with Mr. Goopnieur. 
Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Lester, of Virginia. 
Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BRooKSHIRE, except on Langston-Venable 
contested-election case. 


Reyburn, 
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Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaes. 

Mr. McDurrie with Mr. CLarKe, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. Kercnam, with Mr. Covert, Monday, September 15. 

On this vote: 

Mr. ReEyYBURN with Mr. McCarruy, 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. Grason. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. CaTCHINGS. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. OsBoRNE with Mr, Sprincer, for this day. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am in receipt of a telegram from 
my colleague [Mr. DocKERY] requesting that I ask indefinite leave of 
absence for him on account of the serious illness of his wife. 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 115, the nays 71; 
the previous question is ordered, and there are twenty minutes for de- 
bate on either side. 

Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Speaker, I wish briefly to call the attention of 
the House to the character of the order we are now to act upon. The 
Hlouse passed the biil (H. R. 9416) known as the tariff bill, to which 
the Senate added fourhundred and sixty-four amendments. It is sent 
back to the House, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
we are now asked to consider the amendments thereto, under the follow- 
ing resolution: 


That after the passage of this resolution the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union shall be discharged from further consideration of 
House bill 9416, with the Senate amendments thereto, and the same shall be con- 


sidered in the House; and after two hours’ general debate it shall be in order 
in the House to move to non-concur in the Senate amendments to said bill in 
cross and agree to the committee of conference asked for by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and the House shall, without further delay 
or other motions, proceed vote upon the said motion. 


Mr. Speaker, this appears to me a travesty on deliberation. Itwould 
have been better if the Committee on Rules had reported a resolution 


’ that there should be no debate at all; that thereshould benon-concur- 


rence in gross and agreement to the conference asked for. That at 
least would have had the semblance of directness. 

What is proposed in this resolation? A suspension of various rules. 
Rule XIII directs that when a bill of this character is reported to the 
House it shall be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. Rule XX provides that any proposition in amendment 
which, if it were offered in the House, would have to be considered in 
the Committee of the Whole, shall, as a Senate amendment, be subject 
to the same rule. Under the rule of the House it is not in order to 
relieve the Committee of the Whole of the consideration of bills of this 
character. The consideration must be thereconcluded. We have sur- 
rounded this question of taxation with all of these safeguards; but now 
we are proposing to strike down the last one of them on the most im- 
portant measure that can be brought up for consideration, a measure 
which, as I said on another occasion, relates to the operations of the 
Government not merely for a single year, but for, perhaps, a dec- 


e. 

Not only this, sir, but the right of the House to vote on any sepa- 
rate amendment is denied by this order. It is expressly declared that 
no motion shall be entertained by the Chair except a motion to non- 
concur in the Senate amendments in gross and ask for a committee of 
conference. Mr. Speaker, there are on the majority side of this House, 
as is well known, Representatives who do not desire to non-concar in all 
these amendments, whose constituents desire that some of these amend- 
ments should be concurred in, who, in duty to their constituents, if 
opportunity were presented, would feel compelled to ask for separate 
votes in order to have concurrence in the instances where their constit- 
uents seem to desire it and where their duty to their constituents de- 
mands this action on their part. This is axiomatic. It is something 
that no one will dispute. Why, then, is this order so constructed as to 
provide that there shall be no opportunity of this kind given to Rep- 
resentatives ? 

My distinguished friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], with 
the view of preserving the right of every member on this floor, whether 
of the minority or the majority, to ask a record vote on these motions, 
to which we are entitled under the Constitution, in order to hold each 
individual to his responsibility to the people of this country, asked 
that the previous question should be rejected, but the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered, and the only escape left now is for the House to 
reject this order. If gentlemen are unwilling to reject the previous 
question and to reject this order, with a view to asking the House to 
concur in certain Senate amendments, it will not lie in their mouths 
to plead as an excuse hereafter that they had no opportunity. It will 
then be true that a majority of this House have determi that that 
right should be withheld. It will be accepted, perhaps, as true by the 
country that a Republican caucus has decreed what we are about to 
do in order to promote the general lines of policy indicated by certain 
leading persons. Mr. Speaker, it does seem to me that this isan un- 
fortunate spectacle. An order is made with the view of preventing 
the testing of the sentiment of the House on a given tion, es- 
pecially a proposition relating to taxation. The effect of this order, 
and therefore the purpose of it, is to take this whole subject from the 


House and to say that the House shall not take it up in detail and ex- 
amine it; that the House shall not have a separate vote upon any sep- 
arate proposition, but that the whole subject shall be transferred to 
three gentlemen, without any expression from the House of Representa- 
tives except the most formal one—— 

Mr. McKINLEY. The Senate have asked for a conference commit- 
tee of seven and have appointed seven conferees; and seven will be 
appointed by the House. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Well, then, the proposition is to take this measure 
from the House and transfer it to seven conterees from the Senate, and, 
I suppose, the same number from the House. To these seven gentle- 
men from each branch of Congress, to be selected by the Speaker of 
the House and the President of the Senate, is to be committed the con- 
sideration of these 464 amendments, with the declaration to them on 
the part of the House that we abdicate our right to pass upon the ques- 
tion of concurrence or non-concurrence, for we are to declare a formal 
non-concurrence merely as a formality, which is necessary to place 
these gentlemen in possession of the power to consider this whole sub- 
iect without reference to the body of the House or of theSenate. Inthat 
way these 464 amendments to the tariff bill are to be considered. 
There is to be two hours of debate, and after that a motion to non-con- 
cur in gross. 

How much better, Mr. Speaker, to have stripped off the last vestige 
of the pretense of debate. Ah, sir, you have already stripped off the 
last feature of conservatism contained in the rules of the House. Un- 
der pretense of doing ‘‘ business’’ you have broken down the rules o/ 
the House. You have abdicated its great power of considering the 
subject of taxation and have committed the whole subject to a small 
body of conferees. This isthe ‘* business’’ in which the House of Rep- 
resentatives of this great American Republic is engaged according to 
modern methods! Sir, for oue, I shall not give my voice or my vote, 
either now or hereafter, to the breaking down at the very point where 
their need is most demanded ot those rules which were especially de- 
signed to protect the people in the matter of taxes and expenditure. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time, as I understand that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] desires to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding I prefer to hear 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY ]. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If the gentleman from Tennessee does not desire 
to speak, I shall ask for a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy the time of the House 
but briefly in addition to what my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT | 
has said in opposition to the adoption of this proposed rule. Let it 
not be forgotten that when this biil was introduced into the House and 
consi red it was taken from the committee by a special rule when 
only s:xteen out of one hundred and filty-six pages had been considered, 
and was sent to the Senate unconsidered and undisposed of by the 
House in the way in which the Constitution and the rules contemplated 
that such business should be considered and disposed of. There were 
two handred amendments pendingor introduced undisposed of. We not 
only abdicated our rights on that occasion, as stated by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Blount], but we have throttled the voice of the 
people whom we were sent here to represent. We have driven them 
into silence concerning matters of greatest importance to them. 

The Senate took up the bill and considered it with more of delibera- 
tion than we did. Amendments of the utmost importance have been 
adopted there, four hundred and sixty-four amendments in number. 
And now, when the bill comes back here, in the absence of any dis- 
position to delay its consideration improperly, with every member of 
the House ready and willing to give it calm, careful, and expeditious 
consideration, it is to be again wrested from the Committee of the 
Whole, it is to be again put into the hands of a small junta, and again 
the people’s voice is to be stifled. 

Now, what are these amendments? It will be remembered, Mr. 
Speaker, that the leader from your State, the man whose white plume 
waved in 1884, but went down, but the man to whom in the last cam- 
paign all Republicans held forth their hands and said, ‘‘ Help me, Cas- 
sius, or I sink,’’ came before the Ways and Means Committee, or rather 
before the majority of it. He laid before that majority his reciprocity 
plan; he suggested that the bill proposed did not give a market to a 
single barre of flour, a single bushel of wheat, a single pound of pork 
or bacon. But as silent as the tomb did those gentlemen remain. 
The minority of the committee and the House were never informed by 
them that the distinguished member of the Cabinet had protested that 
there were ‘certain relief measures that ought to be incorporated in 
that bill; and we never knew it until he announced it trom his home 
in Maine by letter, addressed to aSenator after the bill had been rushed 
off there and dumped in the crade state on the Senate. 

The Senate has considered that question. It has adopted a very crude 
and questionable amendment. It would be in the power of the House 
of R tatives, if this rule were defeated and this bill considered 
as it ehould be considered, to either adopt that proposition or to concur 
in it with such amendment as the House might propose. But, Mr. 


Speaker, in caucus have determined not only that the minor- 
ity shall be tnottled, but that the ‘‘plumed knight” shall be throt 
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tled; you put your fingers around his big windpipe after his speaking 
has been dove. [Applause on the Democratic side. } : 

There is another thing to which I want to call attention. You gen- 
tlemen on the other side pretend that you want free binding-twine for 
your people. TheSenate has amended your bill so as togive you this; 





yet in adopting this rule you force yourselves to vote against that Sen- | 
ate amendment, you refuse to concur in it, and you say that your | 
farmers shall not have the relief you have been promising them in the | 


campaign. é 

Mr. CRISP. ‘The rule takes away the right to concur. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, as my friend from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp] cor- 
rectly suggests, the rule takes away the right to concur. It takes 
away the right to concur with amendment; it takes away from you all 
individual power and lodges supreme control of tie question in the 
hands of a smal! junta, who, it is proposed, shall cook up this mess to 
suit certain particular palates. When the conference report comes, it 
will embrace all these hundreds of amendments, and you can not get 
a separate vote. Now, gentlemen, are you ready for this? It does 
seem to me that you have heard enough thunder for this year. [Cries 
of ‘‘Maine!’’ on the Republican side.] ‘‘ Maine,’’ you say, when 
you have lost twelve members of the Legislature and have lost on the 
majority of every member from that State except one. 


If that result | 


can give you comfort, take it to yourselves, for you are easily satisfied. | 


{ Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now yoa talk to me about Maine; I will talk to you about a few 
other parts of this green earth. Since the present President was in- 
augurated Ohio has voted and you have been swept from the earth 
there; Rhode Island has voted and you have been swept from the earth 
there; Iowa has voted and you have been swept from the earth there. 
You have had no comfort from any quarter except that which you take 
from an election that occurred in Maine; and there was no man not 
laboring under a delusion who ever believed the Democratic party could 
carry Maine. 

Mr. Speaker, we have been demagoguing a good deal—I use plain 
phraseology; this is no time to mince words—we as a House of Repre- 
sentatives have been demagoguing a great deal about ‘‘ free sugar;’’ 
and it is proposed by one of,the Senate amendments to increase the 
amount of sugar that shall be consumed that comes through the re- 
fineries under control of the trusts. All these things are in this bill; 
yet you say ‘‘ We will shut our eyes to them; we will drive our people 
from their rights; we will revolutionize this revolutionary House; we 
will revolutionize revolutionary rules or methods; we will take this 





bill away from the House and send it toa committee of conference 
without allowing a vote to concureven in proper amendments.’ 
one I think it should not be done. 
reduce the rates fixed in the House bill. 
vent the possibility of concurring in these. 


{Here the hammer fell.}> 


Mr. McKINLEY. I now ask a vote o 


n the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. BLOUNT. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was determined in the affirmative— 


yeas 114, nays 72, not voting 139; as follows: 


YEAS—114. 

Adams, Conger, Laws, Seull, 
Arnold, Connell, Lehlbach, Simonds, 
Atkinson, Pa. Craig, Lodge, Smith, Il. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Culbertson, Pa. Mason, Smith, W. Va. 

er, Cutcheon, MeComas, Smyser, 
Banks, Darlington, McKinley, Snider, 
Bartine, De Lano, Miles, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Dingley, Moffitt, Stewart, Vt. 
Beck with, Evans, Moore, N. H. Stivers, 
Belknap, Farquhar, Morey, Stockbridge, 
Boothman, Flood, Morrill, Struble, 
Boutelle, Funston, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, Gear, Mudd, Taylor, J.D. 
Brewer, Gest, Nute, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Grosvenor, O’ Donnell, Themas, 
Brower, Grout, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo. 
Buchanan, N. J. Harmer, Payne, Turner, Kans. 
Burrows, Haugen, Perkins, Vandever, 
Burton, Henderson, Ill, Post, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell, Henderson, lowa Quackenbush, Waddill, 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Raines, Walker, 
Cannon, Hill, Randall, Wallace, Mass. 

Hitt, Ray, Wallace, N.Y. 
Casweil, Hopkins, Rife, Wickham, 
Cheatham, Houk, Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Rowell, Wright, 
Cogswell, Kinsey, Russell, Yardley. 
Coleman, Lacey, Sanford, 
Comstock, La Follette, Sawyer, 
NAYS—72. 

Allen, Miss. Bynum, Cummings, Holman, 
Andrew, Cariton, Dunnell, Kelley, 
Bankhead, Caruth, Enloe, Kerr, lowa 
Barnes, Clements, Flick, Lanham, 
Blanchard, ‘ Forney, Lind, 
Blount, Cothran, Geissen hainer, Maish, 
Breckinridge, Cowles, Hare, Martin, Ind, 
Buchanan, Va. Crain, Hayes, McClammy, 
Buckalew, \ ‘ McClellan, 
Bunn, Culberson, Tex. Herbert, McCreary, 


For 
One hundred of these amendments 
I suppose you want to pre- 
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MeMillin O'Neil, Mass. Richardson, Vaux, 
McRae, Owens, Ohio Savers, Venable, 
Moore, Tex. Parrett, Seney, Wheeler, Ala. 

| Morgan, Payson, Shively, Wike, 
Mutchler, Penington, Stewart, Tex. Wiley, 
Norton, Pickler, Stone, Ky Wilkinson, 
Oates, Quinn, rarsney, Williams, Il. 
O' Ferrall Reilly, Curuer, Ga. Yoder. 


NOT VOTING—139, 





Abbott, De Haven, Laidlaw Reyburn, 
Alderson, Dibble, Lane, Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Dickerson, Lansing, Roger 
Anderson, Kans. Dockery, Lawler, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Dolliver, Lee, Rusk, 


Barwig, 


I Jorsey, 
Belden, 


Dunphy, 


Lester, Ga 


Scranton, 
Lester, Va. 


Sherman, 


Bergen, Edmunds, Lewis, Skinner, 
Biggs, Elliott, Magner, Spinola, 
Bingham, Ellis, Mansur, Spooner, 
Bland Ewart, Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Bliss, Featherston, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Boatner, Finley, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga, 
Brickner, Fitch, McCord, Stockdale, 


Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 


Fithian, 
Flower, 
Forman, 


McCormick, 
MeDuftie, 
McKenna, 


Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Sweney, 


Browne, Va. Fowler, Milliken, Taylor, 11 
Brunner, Frank, Mills, Thompson, 
Bullock, Gibson, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Butterworth, Gifford, Morrow, Townsend, Pa. 
Campbell, Goodnight, Niedringhaus, Tracey, 
Candler, Ga, Greenhalge, ©’ Neall, Ind. Tucker, 
Catchings, Grimes, Osborne Turner, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Iiall, Outhwaite, Wade, 
Chipman, Hansbrough, Owen, Ind. Washington, 
Claney, Hateh, Paynter, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clarke, Ala, Haynes, Peel, Whiting, 
Clunie, Hemphill, Perry, Whitthorne, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, N.C. Peters, Willcox, 
Couper, Ohio Hooker, Phelan, Wilson, Ky 
Covert, Kerr, Pa. Pierce, Wilson, Mo 
Dalzell, Ketcham, Price, Wilson, Wash, 
Dargan, Kilgore, Pugsley, Wilson, W. Va, 


Davidson, Knapp, 

So the resolution was adopted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Grpson, until further 
notice. 

Mr. THoMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. RoGers, until further notice. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. CATCHINGS, for the rest of the 
day. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. McCArtuy, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. McCorMIcK with Mr, ANDERSON, of Mississippi, for the rest of 
the day. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. BARWIG, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, under the operation of the rule just 
adopted we have under consideration the tariff bill, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate. I desire to make a very brief statement, in a 
general way, touching the amendments proposed by the Senate in which 
we ask the House of Representatives to non-concur. 

The total number of amendments proposed by the Senate is 464, of 
which 334 are amendments made to the dutiable schedules; 62 amend- 
ments to the free-list; and the remainder, numbering 68, to the internal- 
revenue and other sections of the bill. Of the amendments made to 
the dutiable schedules about 100 provide for reductions, many of which 
are but slight!y below the rates fixed by the bill as it passed the House. 
About 60 of the Senate amendments provide for rates above those of 
the House bill; and the remainder, numbering 110, are purely verbal 
amendments. 

The amendments in which reductions are proposed are mainly con- 
fined to the schedules of chemicals, earthen and glass ware, metals, 
wood, agricultural implements, flax, hemp, ete., and the schedule of 
sundries. Some articles have been taken from the free-list of the 
House bill and placed upon the dutiable list by the Senate, One of the 
most importantitems upon which an increase is made by the Senate is 
that of sugar. 

No amendments affecting the rates of duty were made by the Senate 
to the tobacco schedule, and only two increases were made in the woolen 
schedule, while those made in the silk schedule are mainly a restoration 
of the rates fixed by the present law. In this—thesilk schedule—the 
bounty clauses of the bill as it passed the House were stricken out by 
the Senate. 

A lew increases were also made to the otherschedules in the amend- 
ments made by the Senate. In the sugar schedule maple sugar was 
included and is to receive a bounty. The Senate also provided that 
sugars from No. 13 and upward should be dutiable at three-tenths of a 
> and 16 and six-tenths of a cent per 


Reed, lowa 


cent per pound between Nos, 13 
pound above No. 16 Dutch standard; while in the House bill we pro- 
vided that sugar should be free up to and including No. 16 Dutch 
standard. 

The limitations on the amount of personal effects which can be 
brought in by the incoming passenger was limited in the House bill to 
$500. This limitation was strack out by the Senate. 


The bill passed by the House providing for a reduction of the tax on 
manufactured tobacco and snuff—-indeed all of the internal-revenue pro- 
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visions of the bill as it passed the House have been stricken out by the 
Senate, as well as the repeal of special taxes and the special licenses to 
dealers, in which some five or six hundred thousand of our peopleare 
interested, inconsiderable in amount as affecting therevenue, but which 
are annoying to the people. These have all been stricken out by the 
Senate, as indeed has every one of the provisions, including some ad- 
ministrative features, relating to the internal revenue. Your commit- 
tee can not withaccuracy, and I do not undertake to do it, Mr. Speaker, 
state the effect upon the revenues by the amendments of the Senate. 

As reported to the Senate by the Committee on Finance, it was esti- 
mated that the reduction of revenue by the amended bill would be 
$60,599,343, I believe that this amount will not bematerially changed 
by the amendments made in the Senate. It was estimated that the 
reduction made by the bill as passed by the House would be $71,064,- 
774, which inclades a reduction of $10,327,878 in internal-revenne 
taxes. Deducting this amount from the aggregate estimated reduction 
of the bill as passed by the House would leave the reduction made by 
the tariff schedules of the House bill $60,736,896, which is only $137,- 
522 in excess of the estimated reduction of the bill as reported to the 
Senate. 

A comparison of the estimated revenue that would be derived from 
duties under the bill as passed by the House and as reported to the 
Senate by the Committee on Finance shows that under the former the 
collections would be $206,344,978 and under the latter $201,689,907, 
a difference in favor of the House bill of $4,655,071. More than one- 
half of this difference between the estimated results of the two bills is 
made up of reductions made by the Senate in the duties levied by the 
House bill on agricultural products, the amount of the reductions on 
thisschedule being $2,550,896. Of the remainder over $1,000,000 comes 
from reductions made by the Senate on flax, hemp, and jute mannfact- 
ures, 

This, Mr. Speaker, I believe, is all the statement I desire to submit 
at this time, except to say that it may go into the Recorp that in the 
chemical schedule there are fifty-iour changes proposed by the Senate. 
In the earthenware schedule and glassware there are twenty-six changes 
made by the Senate; in metals, fifty-three changes have been made; 
in wood, sixteen; in sugar, eighteen; in tobacco, one; ip agricultural 
products, twenty-nine; in liquors, thirty-two; in cotton, eleven; in 
flax, twenty-six; in wool and woolens, thirteen; in silk, seven; in pulp, 
paper, etc., nine; and a change of thirty-nine in the sundries schedule. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time of one hour al- 
lowed this side of the House to talk about this bill, but not to amend 
it, I desire to say a few words. We shall never get any further than 
sixteen pages in considering it in Committee of the Whole. We shall 
never have a chance to vote on any amendment that I offered or that 
any other gentleman offered in the House on its final passage, but I pro- 
pose to say a few words upon business. 

Last Wednesday morning when I came into this House I saw on the 
Speaker's table—I do not allude to the pine tree from Maine—I saw 
a beautiful bouquet labeled ‘ business.’’ Being a business man and 
having spent al! the time from 10 o’clock in the morning until 10 
o'clock at night, together with other members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, attending strictly to business, while some of you 
gentlemen were having a vacation, I propose now to talk a little about 
business. 

When we began the discussion of this tariff question it was supposed 
that we had $60,000,000 of surplus revenue. The question before 
it was not discussed in the committee, it ought to have been— was how to 
reduce the revenue on the number of articles we had taxed, with the 
least harm to the capital and labor of the country, so that we can get 
our income down to the expenses of the Government. That was the 
question thatought to have been discussed by our committee. Instead 
of that they pulled out the Republican platform of 1888 and on that be- 
gan to discuss how to revise this tariff so as to reduce the revenues by 

importation, closing our ports to the commerce of the world, 
and so arranging it*that the least possible amount of revenue could be 
received by raising the taxes on imported articles, That is the ques- 
tion that the majority have been di in the Ways and Means 
Committee all winter. I do not know but we had time enough in the 
House to discuss such a proposition as that. I wish we had taken 
more, though; because, if we had, we would have had more revenue, 
it seems to me, and a better proposition to go before the country with. 

What has been the result of the work of this Congress? According 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, under the present law, you are going 
to collect $450,000,000 of revenue for the present year. This Congress 
has appropriated $461,800,000, or $11,000,000 or $12,000,000 more 
money than you are going to What is the need then of reducing 
the revenue? What is need of the tariff bill at all? Why not 
leave the present law as it is, with an amendment for reciprocity that 
means reciprocity, instead of one of these little jumping-jacks with a 
string attached, that the President can pull back at any moment, and 
put the revenues back where they were before? Why did you not 
give us in connection with the present law some power to these 
treaties, so that if we have an excess of revenue it can be reduced in 
that way? But no; you have brought in this bill, And let me say 


us—if 


further, in regard to the $12,000,000 deficit already, that of the $114,- 
000,000 needed for pensions you only brought in a bill appropriating 
$98,800,000. You leave over $15,000,000 deficit for some other Congress 
to make up. The total-disability pension bill, which will cost $400,- 
000, you have not appropriated one dollar for. The dependent-pension 
bill, which it is estimated will cost $38,000,000 to $42,000,000 per an- 
num, you have not appropriated one dollar for. It is fair to say that 
you ought to appropriate one-half of that amount for the coming year, 
and, if you do, then you have a deficit of from $45,000,000 to $47,- 
000, 000. 


What isthe need, then, of a tariff bill at this time? Isay. What 
is the need of raising the duty so high that, from Maine to California 
and from St. Vincent on the north to Tampa on the south, you de- 
moralize and disorganize the whole business machinery of the country ? 
There is not a merchant who needs a stock of goods, from one end of 
this country to the other, but who has read this bill and, knowing 
that it is going to make goods dearer, has ordered in advance, That 
is true all over the country. From fifty to sixty millions of dollars 
have been needed for this extraordinary occasion. In the Senate they 
gave the merchants the last final kick by saying that on the Ist day 
of November they must get all their goods out of bond or else they 
would be taxed according to this new tariff. 

The result has been astrain upon the business of theeountry. Your 
Secretary of the Treasury hascalled in forty millions of 4 per cent. bonds, 
agreeing to pay the interest one year in advance on them. He has 
paid the interest or is ready to pay it on the $560,000,000 4 per cents, 
about twenty-three or twenty-four million dollars, This morning he 
has called for sixteen million fours and offered to pay two-thirds of a 
year’s interest on the 6 per cent. currency bonds. He is trying in 
every way he can to relieve the market that you have demoralized. 
You have brought this crisis upon the country and call it ‘‘ business.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman state the amount of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury at the present time? 

Mr. FLOWER. The surplus in the Treasury after paying all called 
bonds and paying for the $16,000,000 he wants to buy will be $2,000, - 
000, but what the surplus will be one year from to-day, if any, no man 
on that side can tell. The amount of revenue to be collected under 
this tariff bill no man cantell. I challenge any man on the other side 
of the House to state it. They figure what it might be if the goods 
come in, but they can not figure what it will be; and no manon your 
side nor any expert accountant can figure it. Therefore,I say the motto 
on the Speaker’s table the other day wasa misnomer. It should have 
read ‘‘ Disorganized business,’’ because business has been disorganized 
by your action from one end of this country to the other. 

Mr. Speaker, I have from a commercial community hundreds of 
amendments that they think ought to be made to this bill. I have 
tried to secure them in committee. I tried to have them made when 
we were discussing this bill before. There is no chance to get them 
in here now except through a committee of conference, and I suppose 
we will be outvoted there on everything. I for one do not believe it 
is ‘‘ business’’ to pass this tariff bill. I believe that it has been de- 
moralizing to the country and that it will demoralize it still further, 
for it is known to the country that it will impose more taxes than are 
now assessed, and it has caused the merchants all over the country to 
import more goods. I think that probably the best thing for this Con- 
gress to du, and more like ‘* business,’’ is to commence to economize; 
to cheese-pare, if necessary, and to cut down the expenditures so that 
they will not exceed the revenues or so that they will equal the reve- 
nues, no more and no less. That is our duty and that is “ business.’’ 
That is all I desire to say upon this question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield fifteen minutes tu the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE]. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, to ry mind this is a most remarkable 
proceeding. Here we have several hundred Senate amendments to this 
extraordinary tariff bill, which was itself railroaded through the House 
without any rtunity for amendment as to many of the most im- 
portant setae, and now by another similar resolution from the 
Committee on Rules the House is denied the right to consider the 
amendments separately in the Committee of the Whole, as they ought 
to be. By this resolution just adopted the bill and amendments are 
taken out of the committee, and after only two hours’ debate the 
House is required to vote on a motion to non-concur in all the amend- 
ments 7° 

Why is thisdone? ‘There can be only one answer, and that is to 
prevent a distinct and separate vote on some amendments Tre- 
ductions that would perhaps be concurred in by the House. By this 
high-handed method of the blican caucus the House is made to 
abdicate its right, power, and duty to carefully consider these amend- 
ments and to give the whole matterover to the conferees, whose report 
must, when it comes back, be adopted or rejected as a whole. It is 
the same method that was-used to defeat a direct vote on free silver. 
If we had an opportunity to vote upon the amendments separately I 
would speak specially to some of them, but it is useless, and so I will 
discuss the subject generally. 

The chairman of the committee has not undertaken to the 
effect of the amendments further than to state, as I understood him, 
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that the amendments as a general thing were increases over the rates 
in the House bill. . 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If the gentleman wil! pardon me, I de- 
sire to correct one impression he has as to the Senate amendments. In 
some particulars they diminish the duties instead of increasing them. 
There are reductions in several respects. . 

Mr. McRAE. I am glad to hear that there are several reductions. 
But by this special order we are denied the right to vote to concur in 
them unless we cau vote down the general motion {0 non-concur. _ 

We must vote upon them all together. I hope that the House will 
vote down the motion to non-concur in all and thereby give opportunity 
to consider and vote upon each amendment separately. ; 

I regard this bill as exceedingly dangerous to the prosperity of our 
country, and yet it is likely to become a law soon. For several days 
we have heard much of a threatened panic. The papers are full of 
warning and alarm. The condition of affairs has soalarmed the Treas- 
ury Department that the Secretary is pouring out the money in the 
Treasury by the millions for interest not yet earned and purchasing at 
exorbitantpremiums bonds not yetdue, This legislation may not have 
anything to do with the threatened panic, but if not then there isa 
sad lack of confidence in the Administration on the part of the busi- 
ness and moneyed men of the country. With all the help afforded by 
the Treasury Department money is scarce and interest high and going 
higher. The trouble certainly can not be attributed toasurplus. The 
much-talked-of surplus has vanished before the extravagant appropria- 


Many will be carried over to next session. 

Mr. Speaker, when I came to the House this morning I did not ex- 

pect to speak on this subject, and so I am not as well prepared with 
data as I would like to be, but I will occupy so much of the time as 
has been kindly yielded to me by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] in exposing some of the inequalities contained in the pend- 
ing measure. We heard during the prior debate upon this bill mach 
about the magnificence of our country, a great deal of which I am 
proud tosay is true. The growth and greatness of this country, when 
compared with other nations, is enough to makeall Americans feel proud 
of theircountry. It is indeed and in truth the greatest under the sun. 
The vast empire of unsettled lands; the products of our fields and 
forests, factories and mines; the inventive genius of our people under 
our free institutions, have aided in securing to us this supremacy, and 
they give hope for generations yet to come. [It is to continue this un- 
paralleled growth and maintain this matchless greatness that I would 
prevent the confession of inferiority which I think is involved in the 
passage of this measure. Our Govefhment has attained the first rank 
among the nations of the world in every important particular and 
stands forth the wonder of the world. The high-protective tariff laws 
may have aided to some‘extent in making her the greatest manufact- 
uring country on earth, though this is doubted by many, but even if 
true she ought now tostand alone. Naturally she is the greatest agri- 
cultural and mining country, and up to this time she has advanced to 
and has maintained her supremacy in these industries in spite of tariff 
and other monopolistic laws. 
The majority of the Ways and Means Committee and the Republican 
party insist that this growth and greatness has heen produced by taxa- 
tion, and they propose the unreasonable theory of further augmenting 
it by further increasing taxes. This may appear strange to the plain, 
practical people, who have been taught to believe thata tariff is a tax 
and that it is in the end, as a general thing, paid by the consumers; 
but nevertheless that is the bold proposition contained in the pending 
bill, when it is reduced to its last analysis. 


cies of the measure and show why I think it should be defeated. There 
is no principle adhered to init. It is a bundle of inconsistencies and 
is full of sectional favoritism. It puts sugar on the free-list because it 
is an article of common use, and yet more than doubles the duty on 
tin-plate, just as generally used by the people, though notso extensively. 
Sugar can be and is produced in the United States, but tin has never 
been. Why is this? Sugar isa Southern product, and tin comes in 
competition with sheet-iron manufactured in Pittsburgh. The manu- 
facturers have demanded it. Works of art to adorn the parlors of the 
rich are put on the free-list, while the duty on woolen manufactures, 
clothing for the poor, is increased to about 80 per cent. on an average. 
Jute and jute butts are admitted free to the jute trust, but the duty 


trusts, nothing for the consumers. 

Binding-twine is by a Senate amendment to be free to the Northern 
farmers, but the tax on cotton-ties used by the Southern farmers is in- 
creased from 35 to 115 per cent. I might go on for an hour enumerat- 
ing just such rank injustice, but I have not time. The title declares 
that it is a bill ‘‘to reduce the revenue and equalize the duties on im- 
ports,”’ and yet it is not certain that it accomplishes or is expected to 
accomplish either. 


enrich a few favored manufacturers.’’ It makes no pretense to reduce 
the revenue by reducing taxes as did the Mills bill, but boldly and in 
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tions of this Congress, and still all the demands have not been met. | 
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I shall now as briefly as possible attempt to expose some of the falla- | 


on bagging for cotton is increased. A!1 for the manufacturers and | 


The proper title should be a bill ‘‘to increase taxes | 
upon the farmers and other consumers of manufactured articles and to | 
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disregard of the demands and rights of the tax-ridden, debt-burdened, 
overworked and oppressed farmers and laboring men of America seeks 
to accomplish that object by increasing rates on almost all the neces- 
saries of life. 

The report of the majority accompanying the bill declares ‘‘ that in 
every case of increased duty, except that imposed upon tin-plate and 
wpon linen fabrics the effect will be to reduce rather than enlarge the 
revenues, because importations will! fall off.’ That is to say, the tax 
will be so high that imports will he excluded, and the advance in priceg 
will be of course paid to the home mannfacturers of like articles. At 
last the Republican party has thrown off all disguise and now publicly 
declares by this bill that it intends to use the taxing power of the Gov- 
ernment, not to collect revenue, but to secure a higher price anda 
market for the manufactures of its favored fat-furnishing friends. 

The majority of the committee further say, and they speak for their 
party, that ‘‘ we seek by the increased duties recommended not only to 
maintain, but to enlarge our own manufacturing plants and check those 
supplies from abroad which can be profitably produced at home.’’ Yes, 
check supplies from abroad! When that 1s done the American manu- 
facturers will be able to and will of course dictate prices to American 
consumers. That is what the mill-owners have demanded of the Re- 
publican party for aid in the last election; but is it what the farmers 
and other consumers want? Is it fair treatmenttothem? Now, Iam 
not here to make an assault upon the industries of our country, as our 
friends are pleased to call them. 

I would not strike down or cripple any of them—no, not one. I 
would rather, by giving them free raw material, a larger field for 


operation, and a fair chance for other markets, buildthemup. But if 
| I am asked to strike down the greatest of industries—agriculture, 
| ** foremostin magnitude and importance if ourcountry *’—or to destroy 


commerce, upon which to a large extent our future prosperity and the 
| greatness of our Government depend, then I for one must decline. 
The majority of the Ways and Means Committee reluctantly admit 
| that there is a widespread depression in agriculture, and yet the only 
relief offered is higher taxes, and they expect to deceive the people by 


j increasing the duties on corn, wheat, meat, lard, and apples. They 
might, with the same propriety, put a duty on raw cotton. 
But the cotton-growers are not the people they expect to fool. They 


are known to be in favor of a freer and fairer trade and vote the Demo- 
craticticket. Letus then consider the exportsand imports of these farm 
products for a moment. We exported during last year 46,414,129 
| bushels of wheat; our imports were only 1,946 bushels. Our exports 
of corn were 69,592,926 bushels; we imported only 2,388 bushels. 
Yet this bill offers to increase the duty on corn and wheat 5 cents a 
bushel and the grain-growers of the West are expected to believe that 
so much will be added to the price of these products. 

The truth is that the imports of corr and wheat were for seed, and 
the tax paid on them was so much tax upon the farmers who sought in 
this way to improve their seed corn and wheat, and so it will be with 
the increased duty if it becomes alaw. Our beef, mutton, and pork 
exports were 236,991,646 pounds, while our imports were only 215,575 
pounds, and yet the dutyis doubled. We exported of bacon and hams 
400,224,646 pounds and imported 272,130 pounds, buat the present bill 
fixes the duty at 5 centsa pound. Of lard we exported 318,242,999 
pounds and imported only 1,703 pounds, and yet the duty is 2 cents- 
per pound. 

Flour exports from the United States were 9,274,803 barrels; the im- 

ports from abroad were only 1,155 barrels, and yet the duty is raised by 
| this bill to25 percent. Weexported of corn-meal 312, 186 barrels and im- 
| ported 396 barrels, and yet this bill puts ona duty of 20 centsa bushel, 
as sham protection to the farmers. We exported 22,101,570 pounds of 
| dried apples and 942,406 of green or ripe apples. ‘They are now on 
| the free-list and yet none were imported. Still this bill proposes to 
|} put a duty of 2 cents per pound on the dried and 25 cents per bushe! 
| on the green or ripe apples. What is it for? itis to fool the apple- 
grower and make him vote the Repablican ticket under the impression 

that he is protected. 

This is all asham and fraud. Whenever the home production ex- 
ceeds the home demand and the surplus is exported the price at home 
is determined by the foreign market, and so the articles I have men- 
tioned can not be increased in price by any tariff. The farmers of this 
country know this. When the committee came to rice, where the con 

| ditions are reversed, they reduce the duty. ‘This is a Southern prod- 
uct, and we import nearly four times as muchas weexport. The home 
| production is not sufficient to meet the demand. Where the Ke 
| publicans can not protect the farmers they pretend todo so. Wher- 
ever they can aid them, as in rice, cotton-ties, and bagging, they re- 
fuse todoso. Why this discrimination? Is it not because the rice 
and cotton producers are in the South and vote the Democratic ticket? 
| The people will not be lulled into indifference by any such false pre- 
tense, nor will they be diverted from the real facts by the unfair and 
untrue statistics given out by the Department of Agriculture and the 
Superintendent of the Census. They are beginning to understand that 
| these are arguments prepared from the standpoint of the protectionists 
and for party purposes. I want to refer to one from the Secretary of 
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Agriculture. Here is what he says to prejudice the Western farmer in 
favor of his theory of protection: 

To any reasonable man the conclusion must be obvious, namely, that in the 
line of products, with the exception of cotton, upon which our farmers chiefly 
depend, there has grown up a well-nigh ruinous competition, in which the la- 
bor of the peasant of Europe, of the miserable fellah of Egypt, and of the unfort- 
unate, half-starved Indian ryot, working for pauper wages, neglecting all the 
amenities of life in orderthat women and children as well as men may work 
in the fields, is pitted against that of the American farmer. 


Mr. Blaine once said that ignorance was inexcusable in a Cabinet offi- 
cer, and yet we find this statement from the Secretary of Agriculture 
in the face of the fact that the Treasury reports show that we received 
during the last year no wheat or flour, corn or meal, from Egypt or 
India, or from any other country using pauper labor. We have no 
trade with Egypt, and our imports from India are principally jute, jute 
goods, tin, spices, and indigo, which do not compete with the products 
of our farms in theleast. I want to remind this advocate of protection 
and the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle that the policy of the 
Republican party in restricting the market for our farm products has 
in many localities in this fair and favored land of boasted freedom 
driven the women and children into the field toearn a living. Itisa 
shame, but truenevertheless, If moreattention was given to the cheap- 
ening of the necessaries of life for our own farm laborers and less talk 
about competition with the fellah of Egypt, we would know better 
how to legislate to aid our people. We want more markets for farm 
products and less of the protection which does not protect farmers and 
laborers. 

No, Mr. Speaker, the farmers can not be fooled with this. It is too 
thin. ‘The tarmers know too well what has produced this widespread 
depression to be longer deceived, and they are determined to try md 
taxes. They know that their surplus farm products must find a mar- 
ket outside of the United States. They know, too, that there are other 
people who want them and who can pay for them at fair prices in ex- 
change for articles produced by them, and who would do so but for the 
tariff taxes imposed by our Government. They know that we have no 
remunerative home market for such products, and can have none so 
long as we refuse to trade with other nations. They know that we 
produce upon our farms more than our own people do or can consume; 
that other nations can not pay cash for this surplus, and that the tariff 
laws prevent exchange. They know that Secretary Blaine uttered a 
truth when he said that there is not a line or a sentence in this bill 
that will furnish a market for another bushel of wheat or anothe 1 
of flour. They have demanded a reduction of the tariff in the interest 
of trade. The committee has met this just demand with an increase, 

Is there any wonder that there isadepression? Is there any wonder 
that the people are organizing in the West and South demanding fair 
treatment? I bid them Godspeed in their efforts to throw off the bur- 
dens now heaped upon them. It is a hard fight and the contest is an 
unequal and maybe a long one, but their cause is just and they have 
the power and I believe possess the courage and fortitude to win the 
fight in the end, 

Mr. Speaker, in 1888, in the debate upon the Mills bill, I madesome 
statements as to the condition of agriculture then that have never been 
controverted and asked some questions that have never been answered. 
I desire to repeat them substantially to-day. In the face of the enor- 
mous increase in the quantity of the productions of our farms, it ap- 
pears from the census reports that the rate of increase in value from 
1870 to 1880 was less than 10 per cent., while the important manu- 
facturing States for the same time increased their wealth nearly 200 
per cent. The planters in 1860 owned one-half the wealth of the coun- 
try. They owned in 1880 only one-fourth, and yet the total wealth 
has nearly doubled in this time. This is not the result of misfortune, 
accident, drought, or want of economy or industry on the part of the 
people, becauxe they have produced the quantity of products. 

The half not invested in farms was increased more than twenty bill- 
ions in value, while the half owned by farmers only increased four 
billions, Those not engaged in farming made $5 where those who 
were made $1, as shown, by theirinvestment. As 75 per cent. of all ex- 
ports from the United States are agricultural products, we can safely 
assume that the profits of the farmers were made off of those to whom 
they sold the exports, people of foreign countries, aud represented so 
much money broughtintothe country. Notso with the manufacturer. 
Under the present policy of the Government he manufactured for home 
consumption. The consumers of America bought American goods be- 
canse they could get no others, as a rule, 

The m inufacturer has become rich, while the consumer, if a farmer, 
has barely saved what he started with. Does any one find any difficulty 
in telling whose money made the manufacturer rich? It does not sat- 
isfy the farmer to tell him that the money was kept in our own country 
when he sees that his reasonable profits have by some sort of legerde- 
main been lost to him and pocketed by others. The policy of protec- 
tion has the effect of centralizing the wealth of the country in the hands 
of the favored few, while it impoverishes the great body of the produc- 
ers and makesthem dissatisiied. It encourages waste and extravagance 
on the part of those who are made rich and has a bad effect upon the 
people generally. 

Iam not one of those who would make Congress and the Legisla- 


ture responsible for all the evils that befall man; neither do I think 
legislation the remedy for many of the troubles of the present time. 
I believe that there is such a thing as too much legislation, I some- 
times think that we have too many laws and are too much governed. 
But when, asin this case, if I am correct, the trouble is caused by ex- 
isting laws, the only remedy is either to modify orrepealthem. That 
freedom of trade necessary to enable the farmer to get full value for 
his products is at present too much restricted. We must ‘‘ turn from 
this constant introspection to the nations of the earth; down with the 
walls, out to the sea,’’ if we expect to grow and become a rich and pros- 
perous people. 

In this country a protective tariff means the fostering, by indirect 
bounties, of miners and manufacturers, and no one else. The con- 
sumers whe must suffer for this are agriculturists, mechanics, busi- 
ness men, and professional people, who constitute about nine-tenths of 
our population. The farmers and farm laborers are the principal suf- 
ferers. I want some protectionist who asserts that protection increases 
wages to tell me now and here why it is that the railroads of the coun- 
try, with no protection. can and do pay on an average higher wages 
than the protected industries? Of course the tariff on iron and steel 
is the sameall over the United States, and yet the census shows that the 
wages in this industry to skilled labor ranged from $1.25 to $4 per day, 
and that the greatest advancement was made in the sections where the 
highest wages were paid. 

I want some one who is clamoring for protection to our labor against 
the so-called “ pauper labor’’ of Europe to explain tothe country why 
it is that our imports are practically from Great Britain, where the 
wages are much higher than any of the other European countries? We 
import nearly $200,000,000 worth of goods from England and less than 
one-tenth of that much from Austria, where labor is much cheaper. 
We need have no fear of the cheap labor. It is the independent, well 
paid labor that we must compete with. 

If protection is necessary to manufacturing industries, how can Eng- 
land without it ex more of manuiactured goods than all the bal- 
ance of the Old World with it? Until these questions are answered I 
shall insist that the passage of the pending bill will build up and 
sustain the monopolies and trusts that have come as the natural out- 
growth of protection and a restricted trade. 

I desire in this connection to call attention to an extract from Mr. 
Webster’s celebrated Faneuil Hall speech, which I think is appropriate 
to our present condition: 

To individuals, this policy is as injurious as it is to government. A system 
of artificial government ion the people to too much reliance on 
government, If left to their own of pursuits, they depend on their own 
skill and their own industry. Butif government essentially affects their occu- 
pations by its systems of bounties and preferences it is natural, when in dis- 
tress, that they should call on government for relief. Hence a perpetual con- 
test, carried on between the different interests of society. Agriculturists taxed 
to-day to sustain manutacturers, commerce taxed to-morrow to sustain agri- 
culture, and then impositions, perhaps, on both manufactures and agriculture 
to support commerce. And when government has exhausted its invention in 
these modes of legislation it finds result less favorable than the original and 
natural state and course of things. He could hardly conceive of anything worse 
than a pojicy which should place the great interests of this country in hostility 
to one another, a policy which should keep them in constantconflict, and brin 
them every year to fight their battles in the committee-rooms of the House o! 
Representatives at Washington. 

I wish I could burn the truth here expressed into the minds ofevery 
farmer in this broad land. In the same line I reter to the following 
strong and clear statement of Mr. CARLISLE, concurred in by the Demo- 
cratic members of the Ways and Means Committee of this Congress: 

We believe, therefore, that the only manner in which our industries can be 
helped by legisiation at the present time is to exempt from taxation the mate- 
rials they are compelled to use, and to reduce proportionately the taxes on 
finished products, so that all our farmers, mechanics, and manufacturers may 
be able to compete on equal terms with those of other countries. This is the 
policy we advocate and which we desire to see ina edand completed just 
as early and as rapidly as circumstances will permit. The capitalist who lfas 
invested his money in these industries, the laborers he employs, and the domes- 
tic customer to whom he sells would all be benefited and nobody will be injured. 
With untaxed materials, itis evideut that they could afford \o pay their laborers 
better wages than they can afford to pay them now, and still sell their products 
to customers at lower prices than are now charged. 

Besides this, under such a policy, our manufactured products would not be 
confined, as they are now, almost exclusively to the domestic market, but would 
enter ail the markets of the world and compete successfully with similar prod- 
ucts oe manu oe ; ° eee — 

goods n, give co nt emplo 

— Spotheummneal Loom neuen’ in our manufacturing fad. ustries, 
but would create a demand for many thousands in addition, and unless we are 
greatly deceived the time would soon come when there would be no importa- 
tions of finished articles into this country, except such as our own people for 
climatic reasons could not produce or do not desire to produce. The only cer- 
tain and proper way to stop importations of such products isto make them our- 
selves 80 ly that no competitor can afford to meet us in our own 
markets, and we could a btedly do with free materials. 

According to our view of the subject it is the duty of Congress, in legislatin 
upon matters within the scope of its powers, to pursue that policy which wi 
most certainly promote the growth and prosperity of every iegitimate industry 
a ae nee le eens cracker 
3 and a on all equally entitled to our consideration. 7 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, agriculture is entitled to our consideration, but it 
has not received it under existing law, and will not receive any in the 
pending bill, except such as the wolf gives the lamb, When this bill 
was under consideration in the Hause in May last I had something ta 
say about the inadequacy of the home market for agricultural prod- 








1890. 





ucts and the discrimination against our own citizens in the price of 
farm implements. s 2 

I will not again repeat what I said then, but I do desire to call atten- 
tion to the twenty-fourth section of the bill, relating to drawbacks. 
By this section the manufacturers are allowed a 99 per cent. drawback 
on all raw material imported and manufactured for export. This is 
practically free raw material for the foreign trade, but the duty on such 
is increased for the American consumers. How longare the American 
people expected to submit to such injustice and outrage? The manu- 
factarers, who have grown rich off of the bounties paid them by reason 
of the tariff, now openly sell their manufactures to foreigners for less 
than to our own people who have made them rich. Was there ever 
such insolence? I make the following extract from the able speech of 
Senator DANIEL touching the increase of duty on tin-plate: 


PRESENT TAX ON TIN-PLATE AND THE PROPOSED INCREASE. 
I read a line of the bill that lies upon our table, paragraph 137, page 28. In 
that line we are informed that the tax on tin-plate is now | cent per pound; 


that the House bill proposes to increase it to 2.2 cents per pound; that the Sen- 
ate committee concurs in that increase; that our importations of tin-plate for 
the year 1889 were 727,945,972 pounds at a valuation of $21,002,209,15; and upon 
this acquisition of property the people are taxed over 37,000,000; in exact figures, 
$7,279.459.72; of every dollar which they spent to acquire with theirown money 
an article of necessity one-third is tax and two-thirds are property. If, in this 
condition of things, the tax should be increased as proposed it will be increased 
from $7,279,459.72 to $16,014,811.38, and the increase in percentage is from 34.66to 
76.24 per cent. 


NO AMERICAN TIN PRODUCT AND NO AMERICAN TIN-PLATE MANUFACTURERS TO 
PROTECT. 

There ip netn poms of tin to-day produced in the United States from our 
mines, unless it be mere specimens and curiosities of mineralogy. You have, 
therefore, no laborer to interpose between yourselves and the: Democratic ob- 
jection that you are allied with monopoly. There is not a pound of tin-plate 
fone manufactured in the United States and there is no infant industry for 
whoma wet-nurse is to be hired at the expense ot all the people. 


WE PAY GREAT BRITAIN FOR TIN-PLATES IN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, ~* 


One argument is here adduced in favor of it. It is said that Great Britain is 
the great tin-plate-producer of the world and that we are constantly pouring our 
wealth abroad into her manufacturers’ pockets in order to get this tin-plate, of 
which she isthe producerand of which Americais the chiefconsumer. | have to 
reply to that, that while this isso there never has been and there never can be 
a case in which reciprocity in trade was more complete in its advantages to 
both parties; for we pay for it all in agricultural products, 


RECIPROCITY, AS SECRETARY BLAINE SAYS, ‘‘THE HIGHEST FORM OF PROTEC- 
TION.” 

I doubt not, if the champions of this bill should consent before it closes to 
break the silence which on their part hovers over its birth, that we shall have 
some fine essays on soemaoeny and shall be told, perhaps, in the language of 
one great leader of the Republican party who realizes tliat there is a storm 
brewing in this country, that reciprocity is the highest form of protection. 

How does that reciprocity exist? Why, it exists in the fact that Great Britain 
is to-day the great market for our agricultural produce, and if we buy the tin- 
plate there we do not pay for it in gold and silver, but with our wheat, with our 
tobacco, with our cotton, with our meat products. This biil, if this tin-plate 
tax shall pass, will receive a severer criticism than that pronounced upon it by 
the Secretary of State, for fot only will it then provide no method for another 
barrel of flour to go out of this country, but it will close and seal up a market 
- eee millions of our agricultural products which now go there to pay for 
in-plates. 

In the name of the oppressed farmers of the United States, who believe that 
they have got 4s much right to protection as any others; in the name of that 
equality which is the soul of the Republic, whether it be expressed or not; in 
the name of the magnificent effort with which the genius of the western world is 
seeking to lay broad and deep the foundation of republican institutions, I ap- 
peal to you Pharaohs to let the people go and give the farmer a fair chance for 

ight and life and wealth-and progress in this free young nation. Deny it to 
him and you will hear from him again, and we shall see you later. 


; Here is what Senator VEST has to say about the increase on cotton- 
ties: 


The negro seems to fare badly with his Republican friends. 
pointed out the discrimination 
the decreased duty on sugar, in t 
tor, points in the same direction. 

It only remains to be seen whether he has been spared as to the other great 
staple, cotton, with which he must always be thoroughly identified. The system 
of cotton-culture now prevailing in the Southern States makes the negro pay so 
much of the cotton ra for supplies and use of the land, and it follows there- 


fore that the expense of bailing, transporting, and selling the crops largely falls 
upon him. 


The House and Senate bills raise the duty on cotton-tiés from 35 to 115 per 


cent. ad valorem, making an increase of duties on last year’s importation f: 
$296, 454.40 to $1,013,595. . ——— 


As I have stated, this increased taxation will be most oppressive to the negro, 
= meena planter who ee the aoe = pay —_~ a small proportion. 
> , Color, race, or previous Co: t t - 
0 age, sex. iy ot tke teria ee on of servitu peta the omniv 
Mr, Speaker, I have here an account of an industrious, well posted 
farmer acquaintance and constituent of mine, at whose request I have 
caused the tax paid by him to beestimated by an expert. The account 
represents actual transactions for last year and amounts to $91.89, and 
the tax included in it is estimated to be $28.74. 


Store account for 1889. 
a.W. Neill to Shackleford & Bell, Okalona, Ark., Dr. 


I have already 
nst him in the decrease of duty on rice, and 
culture of which he is also the principal! fac- 


: 
Cost of | Per cent.| Amount 









Articles, | goods. | ofduty. | of tariff. 
Ae - ———- 
4 pairs shoes...... ‘ pinabliacinahoccdias inns | . 00 | 30 . 5 
ye Mi sccapicadictlex:scnentinessrvesiensecsaceess oo at 72 | “9 
Spasete powder (10 cents per pound)... } .70 20 16 
SE aa tarcteeests scbalinticeocentcrnsesccestal 49 | 44 | 15 
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Store account for 1889—Continued. 














Articles. Cost of Per cent. Amount 
goods. | ofduty. | of tariff 
5 gallons coal-oil.............. ; et. 20 $0. 25 
1L spools cotton thread, 200 yards ay, 61 . 21 
1 yard ribbon ...... : 3 07 nO 02 
3 bunches cotton thread......... Se aiasiaies 10 45 03 
1 package needies 10 25 02 
1 pound yarn thread.......... wenn ‘ ”) 70 20 
16-inch file, 10 cents; 2 &inch, 3) cents...... 10 6 16 
4 pound pepper.. pipiinensanatinapiees 5 18 6 
# POUNU SPICE ...... ce ccecceeeee eves ~ 2 48 05 
STI ceecncnntineremrenassiueeet 10 25 02 
1 quire paper........... piaeupiapmaenrenaeatts sase 15 25 03 
68 yards cotton, domestic 4.73 69 1.93 
18 yards cotton, bed-ticking 3.60 55 1.28 
EN acco ntien Srenessvitesensntnicpmseanion 2.00 | 99 | 1,00 
IN CII, SIO Grenicis cvessvccenvescvoctanszandereensesnes 1.00 55 . 36 
2) yards wool flannel......... , 6.25 70 2. 65 
10 yards jeans (wool and cotton)... 3.00 68 1.228 
25 yards cotton checks ..... nae esconatanatininl 2,00 | 72 
12 yards cottonades ...... ............. hap-aipieins ain 2.40 SS . 86 
28 yards prints.............. 2. 32 55 a2 
10 yards cotton shirting Se haehianiaers a 80 69 | 35 
10 yards cotton shirting, hickory.., cima nav anaes 1.00 55 26 
1} yards cotton jackonet...... 0 40 17 
I I iids..cirotnnseConpsadeenieds aay ws tteenaseconsanenenten oan 35 .20 
4 pounds soda (1j cents).................. .40 o1 .20 
9} gallons molasses (8 cents) iehishenon ene dieistiathgiien 6.60 3u 1. 85 
5 pounds nails (1) cents?.. ................ 25 52 09 
2 boxes felt gun-wads.............. 80 35 21 
1 pocket-knife............ 65 50 | 21 
B CORD q...0s0000-000e 10 | 35 | 08 
IND icici, néinhbasecvescaremienes 10 30 | . 03 
1 box horn buttons.................... nadneavedvesenueiatess' 10 3 02 
; te Vi . a a 7 
1 pair lady’s lisle-thread gloves....... 30 35 0s 
6 POUNAS SOAP ........00 eee eeeeeesee eens sO 20 | 09 
1 pound starch.............. devnenasoesescoeuserscsarsaseseses 10 91 | 05 
II on civcileenicensdirosicbinannndabensdedh4autet sieve 5 35 On 
1 pair lady’s cotton hos sopanuue Seeasinie . 20 40 | 07 
Pe IN NII sends csnsocnconcasceessccsessutqucsbecte \ sO 54 | .38 
DI CGD irs cctsexe sce tesscess. cc 45 35 | 12 
1 3-gallon earthen jar 30 25 | 06 
1 boy’s wool hat........... 75 68 | 31 
Dr I lla ia dia deadscniitencey wc tninnciyniinitinessinn tiie 75 30 | 18 
ee NE TE niendat cnédtcnens ‘aasdonpsnonecoipernape ; 1. 85 55 | . 66 
Se I I i ccrinctnsiinnaaneuiinngeotunans 2.10 35 55 
1 seersucker coat and vest (cotton) ......... webaunt 1.50 35 39 
1 pair pants (part woo))..............000+ ‘ welnnnan otniiied 2.25 ‘4 79 
Paice Sicind dnkentenerecheencnccdsue- cocnetstvnavecces 3. 00 88 1. 40 
1 hand’saw, $1.75 (40 per cent.); 1 draw-knife, $1.25 
cia a cal emeepmslnneeaibees 3.00 2 SF 
| brace and bit with 4 dozen bits .. 4.20 45 1.30 


lhammer,40 cents 24 cents, 15 per cent. ); I monkey 
wrench, 80 cents (45 per cent.)................. 
4 dozen chisels... .... ....... 


®t 





3 47 
EGON GROUNDED Wis neicetvccccicesievecs:.nccccese ies 1.60 45 8) 
4 hoes, $2.75 (45 per cent.); 5 packages tacks, 50 
cents (25 per cent.) So deal iiieeiabtaaeieabanaieiaiaiaintaaiiaias Se IP Lncndicewtess 9% 
§ dozen sets Door-hinges...............ccc0c0 ccsccesesceseress 1.80 32 ii 
4 pairs trace chains (12 cents) ...............ccccccceecceeeeees 3. 00 50 1.00 
i IN CS nal caida eases tdsnad oh ndcaeale peeanoisesiete 1,00 35 26 
1 bottle castor oil cidpsnini dhinuae neddansiaseuinns 25 200 16 
1 box blue mass a 40 25 OS 
1 oune~ quinine, free 75 odivgie mansibeneaidian 
1 bottle paregoric......... 2 40 06 
I htc onl inscnasiiene duaebeabbealinele ; 25 40 07 
1 bottle Dover's powders vdledaeidbadeas . 25 2 08 
eta hiiilladsnticircttcbiebebisaibbaiadnkakisascuen 91,89 23.74 





* 

I have here a letter from another intelligent and well-to-do constit- 
uent asking that his account for last year be examined tor the same 
purpose. It has been examined, and I give the result with his letter. 
His account is $117.33, and the tariff paid is estimated to be $40.15. 
If every farmer in the country could understand and know just what 
he pays to the manufacturers in this indirect way it would not be long 
before there would be a reform and reduction of such taxes, 


Prescott, Ark., June 10, 1890, 

Dear Sim: I have been trying for some time to inform myself in regard to 
the tariff laws to ascertain just how and to what extent they impose unneces- 
sary, and there!ore unjust,burdens upon the people. | am,as you know,alfarmer. 
I have for a long time been desirous of knowing just what the support of the 
Government anid the protection to the manufacturers of the country cost me 
annually. It is dificult for me to arrive at this to my entire satisfaction from 
reading the tariff schedules, or from the discussions of the question in Congress 
or by the newspapers and public speakers of the country. 

I have concluded to send you the itemized account of my purchases with one 
of my merchants last year, and ask you to get un expert, if you can, toestimate 
orextend the tariff duty on each article separately, and also uponthe whole 
bill. L bought hardware,agricultural implements, and other goods from other 
merchants, but [ suppose | will be able to estimate the duty on them myself 
when I get it figured out upon this bill. 

1do1otcomplain and shall never complain at having to bear my proportion 
of the burden of supporting the Government, honestly and economically ad 
ministered. That I of course recognize to be my duty, and I perform it cheer- 
fully. ButTam not aware that the manufacturer contributes anything to 
“protect”? me, a consumer, and as Il and my class appear to be growing poorer 
all the time, comparatively speaking, while he is growing richer, the burdens 
which the tariff |aws impose upon me for bis protection above the actual needs 
of the Government are becoming very irksome to me. 

With great respect, | am, sir, very traly yours, 
B I. STEELE. 

Hon, THomas CC. McRAr, Washington, D,. C. 
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Prescott, Ark., December 23, 1889. 





































Mr. B. F. Steele bought of W. B. Waller, dealer in groceries and general mer- 


ise—Continued. 















































Mr. B. F. Steele bought of W.B. Waller, dealer in groceries and general mer- 
chandise. } Y '. 
— -- ——- = | Tariff | Costof | Amount 
| rate. | goods, | ; 
| Tarify | Cost of | Amount Aen y — 
| rate. goods. | of tariff. - - —— one 
ia , io aed at | Per a) $0 } Pa 
June 4, 6 boxes gun caps, 5 cents... omnia . 30 | 09 
o- « Per cent, | Sune 98 6 pounds corn starch, 74 cents .. 91 45 | 22 
Feb, 9. L pair child's BhOCB....-.00e oon s-verseneeee 30, $1.00) $0.23 | June 29. 1 cotton shirt.. yes | 35 | 75 | .20 
Feb. 9%. 4 yards muslin, 10 cents... 69 | -40 | -15 | July 20. 3 pounds soda. 8} cen i 4 | +25 | 12 
Feb, 9%. 1] yards trimming, B COMES.........c0es. wesere 40 -10 83 | ‘Aug. 3. 5 yards cotton plaids, 7 cents | 55 | 35 | Bb 
Feb, 15, 20 yards indigo prints, 8 CONUB.. cc cseee consol 5 1.60 -57 Aug. 2. ir woman’ 's dongola sienes. | 30 2.00 | “46 
Feb. 15. 4 yards indigo prints, 5 cents...............000 55 | 20 -7 | Aug. 3. 1 Fards dress gingham, 10 cents. . | 55 1.20 | 43 
eb. 15. 3 yards ginghame, 10 cents .............00..0+. 55 .» .10 Aug. 3. 1 dezen dress buttons 25 10 “02 
Feb, 23. 9 pounds coffee, 22) cents.. a ae S.OD irncccencescome Aug. 3. 1 spool cotton ee eee es oO 05 “02 
trey es oO pounds suger (granulated), ‘S} ‘cents... | = j = < Sept. 21. 35 yards jute bagging, 11 cents j 54 | 3.85 1.3 
- oe i iron trace-¢ Jains. cccvscsecovece cecee . . Sept. 21. 1 bale iron cotton-ties.. } 35 1.50 | 39 
Mar. 2, 1 leather hameo-atring............c0esesseseseeeee- i 30 10 08 Sept. 21. 1 barrel salt 44 | 1.6 2 
Mar. 2. 1 duek horse-collar............. | 3 4 one Sept, 21. 3 pounds soda, 8} cents... haes o4 85 ‘ 12 
Mar. 9% 1 pair brogan ShOES .......0....-cc00-esscoseesesree 30 1,3 .29 Sept. 21. 3 pounds corn starch, 2 conts................| 91 25 “2 
Mar. %. 1 pair women's oil-grain shoes ...... ee 30 1.75 40 Sept. 21. Ll pair woman ‘s oil-grain shoes ne } 30 7 P ul 
Mar, 16, 2 pairs jeans nek asemeeeane 35 2.50 67 Sept. 30. 18 yards linsey, 15 cents .. tenet Ds 2°70 1.10 
Mar. 16. 2 jeans vests, 75 cents. 35 1.50 89 Sept. 30. 6 yards linsey 20 cents | 68 1 20 49 
Mar. 16, 34 yards cotton, 7) ce nia.. SL 2.55 #6 Sept. 30. 15 yards flannel, Re 82 4.50 2 08 
Mar, 16, 10 yards cotton drill, & cents . | 51 . 29 Sept. 20. 1 overcoat se ee ere) 54 | 10.00 } 351 
Mar, 16, 1 pair man’s brogan shoes .. ¥ 30 1,25 -29 | Oct. 10. 1 eet knives and forks ............. weer) ES 15 33 
Mar. 16, 3 pairs women's oil- ae shoes, $1.7 7 5.. wml 3~ 5.25 1.21 | Oct. 10. leet aa ceniae 55 65 | "93 
Mar. 16, 2 2 epools cotton. 5 cents... pannanmestate 60 10 -O4 1} Oct. 10. 1 set cups and saucers os 55 “50 “13 
Apr. 1, 1 man’s wool hat. sitiieniaine | 68 1.25 51 Oct. 10. CS fe 45 “10 “08 
AGE. 2. 5 EP aa Seats ~~, | 30 3.00 -46 | Nov. 20. 2 pairs woolen blankets, $3 ..................-. 71 6.0; 250 
ans in 8 ptr duc over ia ay Sy S81 Bl er. 8 pairs woolen blankets, $4.50..0.0000..00c0000 71 9.06) = 3.74 
. 18, ‘ . ° } 2 
Apr. 13, 3 pairs cotton hose, 15 cents ...............s000+ 35 5 -12 Dee. 38. 1 cult boy's clothes, enssianene................. = se | and 
Apr. 13. 1 pair woolen pants.. $ 55 2.00 | -71 117.63 | 40.15 
Apr. 13. 1 white,linen bosom, cotton shirt... 5 - 85 | - 22 CREDIT. ¥ ; 
Apr. 17, 3 yards cotton plaids, 7 cents................. 55 21 j -08 | Feb. 1. By cash deposited $100.00 
Apr. 17. 7 yards cotton bleached onennane 8 cents. 69 56 2 Of y eee ee 
Apr. 17. 1 card dress buttons ........... sereuttis 25 15 .03 Dee, 23, By cash deposited ..........00-ssssesve 17.63 
Apr. 17. 6 spools cotton, Scents... 60 30 12 "17.68 117.63 | 
Apr. 17, 9 yards printa, 7 cents 55 .68 3.23 Pe Ge entanmmonseng = 
Apr. 17. 73} pounds granulated sugar, Bb ¢ cents...... 108 6.23 .23 _ —— _ ne a ee 
Apr. 27. 8 yards ribbon.. ine esaned 50 . 30 -20 
May 4. 1 pair brogan shoes............ 30 1.25 ee 0 a sctniadiebettins ended siclantad dabatbpedinninthsciins tasdeaiiébieeevmicuniddcnt-ban ci Me 
May 7. 10 gallons molasses, 55 cents.... 39 5.50 ee EE litelitak Wendisneteentenlsi gnfhthien dubtinniatitcmbiae oid allivelbevses inviaeetniibeseusapiates 40.15 
May 11. 1 3-gallon stone jar.. * 3 -30 . 06 - 
May 11. 3 yards cottonade, 20 cents... 55 0 -22 Cost without tariff .. sie <dedbedvaniahemniinsovmmes 4. aD 
May 25, 12 spools cotton, 5 cents.. 60 60 -23 Average rate per cent. of tariff, bl per ‘cent, 
Table nae enpergatines and duties collected for 1889 and a comparison of rates under existing law with the Mills bill and the McKinley bill. 
niiuidilicas for fiscal year | Equivalent ad valorem rate 
‘ 1889, under— 
3 
3 Articles. ——— 
- McKin- 
3 ; Values, Duties. ley bill. Mills bill. 
| Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent. 
A | Chemicals, oils, and paints... secccerasengssessneoncsnersesnescessonecesesessssessseessssceree| GAS, O28, 706.89 | 95, 466,702.96 36. 69 37.30 28.17 
B Earths, earthenware, and glassware . o-wiheniguingren tents scvcescccnsescesncesococesces| Ae, O00, 684, 57 9, 410, 603. 64 51.09 52.75 52,17 
0 Metals, and manufactures of.. soteietnictemiamiiineatats tes soak insquiietesinapubibusnaspaseseniaanmapetemnited | §0, 409,513.14 | 19,239, 102. 65 38. 24 §2.61 38.47 
D |} Wood, and manufactures Of... .........cccccceesenenver coeeeeeee . eurcoboteupipeninniontss * rae a 18. 40 19. 60 17.40 
£ Sugar... semicon cone svececescscoscce ses senepepeoopeces » 788. , 206. 82 98. 90 36.17 62. 31 
F Tobacco, “and ‘manufactures ‘of... peteenene wieospaignimenivedetinindiieniinaald: pupnbechomecnnsaperengenees senenamand | 33,733, 912. 60 11, 194, 486. 68 * 81.50 152. 46 *81 
G_ Agricultural products and provisions. ia canammaes candemneltnatin ‘ | 46,119,072.60 | 11,319,797. 84 24.54 40.39 23° 
H_ Spirits, wines, and other beverages...... | 10, 480,344.77 | 8, 104,770.39 77.33 | 77.58 "77.58 
2 CREE GROIIEIIING 5.0 cccscnscntcagetbtncmncevssennniqnaineces onmpenia i 20, 287,543.35 7,230, 434.50 3. 64 38. 06 39.07 
J Flax, hemp. and jute, and _prcunetaneciam of... 40,098, 455.38 13, 437, 235. 62 33.51! 42.36) 21,94 
K tt" eras of .. ovcogencscoces: ' ti 27 | Ai, or : oo | 4 i bed 
1. | Silk, and silk goods ...... Dikedadhanes enetiadiliveatetamapieteehsetaseinann tances tare hindcadsaaiamisniandaiedsaadeevalicnesaeea tel 34, 956, 728. 77 7, 42, 571.5 9.61) 51.01) 49. 61 
M | Pulp, saper, andt books . Lie ubbcilllla bak aad a Ec ROT det tat ccs AANE Ts lapaninpy sea siniihaaliipelrtes 6,906, 160.63 | 1.370, 104.38 19.84 | 23.57 22. 06 
N | Sundries.. ian ocoovensessceceapecoeren queen: 52, 984,301.98 , 13,909, 495. 25 26, 25 26. 02 25. 03 
Total dutiable... s pijecatiebatiaNteniael aghacaniia ses) 990,437, 117.07 | 161408, $46.49 |... 
| To free-list under Mills bill... coeinne de ChngabanieeabineldbigaininTehenionendatemnn attains’ wen tasrirtancinend casigiedademmien natant’ 9, 758, 845. 51 |... ies 
| To free-list under McKinley bill... alien antes |, 936, 536, 35 I~ , des 
! 
* No change proposed, 
Average rate proposed by Republican Tariff Commission, 25 per cent. 
The Mills bill found the average to be 47.10 and reduced it ‘to 42.78, - 


The McKinley bill found the average to be 45.08 and increased it to 52.80. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I now five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. FarquHaAR}. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, there is one in this bill 
which bears very heavily > my own district. is the 
lacing a prohibitory tax of 30 cents per bushel upon barley, but I can 
fon ye no opportunity to criticise it here and now, and I ie 
a Republican, to utter my protest against that class of protection, and 
as long as I hold a place upon this floor! shall protest against any such 
provision in any tariff bill. 
My special purpose in rising now is to call attention to the 
in the free-list in respect to fish. The House tion was to admit 
free “* fish, the product of American fisheries, fresh or frozen fish 
caught in fresh waters except salmon.’’ The Senate, in its wisdom, 
struck out that provision and inserted the following: 
Fresh fish, caught by citizens of the United States in the 
open waters of the lakes forming a boundary between the 
the Dominion of Canada, 
Teo any child who starts into the aatieaie 
very ohie that the ‘‘ open waters’’ covered 


enor 10 


of geography it is | bun 
the boundary line be- | weight. 


tween this country and Canada isa line drawn through our Great Lakes 
and navigable channels; so that there are no ‘‘open waters’? to fishin 
there, and the Senate provision is perfectly nugatory, if there is any 
= it at all. 
a ee ee eee eee ae eee Seanee 
of fish, and it is only when we ean reach the Canadian shore for hing 

are found not to beso. The prohibitory laws of the State 
cme ork cover all net fishing; the laws of Ivania cover all 
pound and net fishing, and the laws of Ohio bit fishing, ex- 
cept with hook and line, from June 15 to September 10. Then the closed 
season of Canada also comes in against us, and the result is, as I can 
show by the market reports, that the poor man’s food of this kind al! 
over the region of the Great Lakes has risen from 100 to 600 per cent. 
simply in consequence of the prohibitory laws of the States and tariff 
to put another extra tax on fresh 


ie conte per hundred-weight; in 1877 they cost 40 cents pet 
8 cents per cost 40 cents per 
Hnredeneght ahd ow they cr om 3 cents to $1 per hundred- 


Blue pike, perch, and white bass cost in 1868 50 cents per 








1890. 
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hundred-weight; in 1877, 75 cents per hundred-weight; and now, in 
1890, $1. “hundred-weight. Whitefish, bass, and yellow pike 
in 1868 $3.25 per hundred-weight; in 1877, $3.75 per hundred- 

; in 1890, hundred-weight. , 

., added SL han increase in price is the fact that fishing on 
lakes is confined to the product of the lakes, while fishing on the 
high seas is unlimited. Asa matterof fact, Detroit and all the other 
cities of the lake region as far as Chicago depend to-day for their fish | 
almost entirely upon the Canadian fisheries. Clear from the eastern | 
end of Lake Ontario to Detroit all of our cities are compelled to de- | 
pend upon the Canadian catch, because under our State laws fishing is | 
practically prohibited. Now, I make but one appeal to the committee 
of conference on this tariff bill and that is this: on behalf of the mill- 
ions of poor people who inhabit our cities along the Northern lakes, I 
ask that this Senate provision be non-concurred in. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. I had hoped, Mr. Speaker, that during the progress 
of the discussion of this bill and Senate amendments an opportunity 
would be given in the House to consider motions to concur in such Sea- 
ate amendments as met the approval of gentlemen who might be dis- 
posed to offer such motions. In a general way, and speaking for my- 


sorted to by our people, to the climax of comfortin the harvest field in 
the Mississippi Valley, where a man with three horses and a machine, 
the result of the ingenuity of inventive genius of Americans, sits there 
in the shade and performs easily the work that six or eight men used 
to do laboriously when I was a boy. One hundred and fifty thousand 
odd acres of one kind of grain, nearly all of which is bound by machines 
using this twine, have been cut in the county in which I live within 
the past year. 

It takes nearly two pounds of the average twine to bind one acre of 
grain as itis there. ‘This shows its importance to my people. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I come to this proposition. I hope that this conference 
committee will agree to the Senate amendment. I know of no reason 
why they should not, and I think I know many reasons why they 
should. For their benefit, I address myself to an argument to show 
why it should not be retained on the dutiable-list. The amount of 
money expended for this article last year, if Iam correct, is over $10,- 
000,000. How much of that was profit I am not able to say, from an 
investigation in detail; but I have heard it stated many times, and I 
have never heard itdisputed, that the profit upon that amount of invest- 
ment wasnearly $5,000,000, which would be nearly 50 per cent. profit. 

I know another thing, Mr. Speaker—I think I do. I hold in my 


hand a petition which was filed with the Ways and Means Committee 


self only, I wish to say that there are many things which the Senate | of this House on the 26th of May last, which I will not take time to 


have done with reference to this tariff bill which are improvements 
upon it as it left the House. Several of the amendments adopted by 
the Senate and sent here for our consideration are, in my judgment, 
improvements upon the House bill, and with many of them I should 
be glad to at once concur and so settle them. : 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I prefer not to be interrupted at this time. But, 
Mr. Speaker, the question of a general non-concurrence has been sub- 
mitted to the House, and a majority of its members are impressed, as 


they have evidenced by their votes, with the idea that they prefer an- | 


other way of reaching a conclusion with reference to this voluminous 
matter, namely, by a non-concurrence in gross in the Senate amend- 
ments, the reference of the whole subject to a committee of conference, 
and then a consideration upon the report of that committee as to what 
the ultimate action of this body shall be. Since the tariff discussion 
began I have had no opportunity, Mr. Speaker, down to this moment 
of expressing any ideas that I might have personally with reference to 
this bill or the schedules in it. 

By your partiality, Mr. Speaker, and the expressed confidence on 
the part of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, I was se- 
lected to preside as chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
when the tariff bill was under consideration. Pending its considera- 
tion, as many members wild remember, I was taken ill and confined to 
my room all the time and to my bed most of the time after that, and 
till long after the whole matter was concludéd. So that I have had 
no opportunity from the commencement of the consideration of this 
matter until now, at any appropriate time, to express any idea in 
reference to the subject-matter of this bill or to offer any amendment 
toit. At this time, Mr. Speaker, I propose to express somewhat briefly 
some views which I have in reference to some of the provisions of the 
bill as it now stands as amended, for the benefit of the conference com- 
mittee when it shall be appointed. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that one item important to that section of the 
Union where I reside, and embraced in a Senate amendment, shou!d be 
retained in the bill. I refer to the item of binding-twine. I should 
be delighted, Mr. Speaker, if a vote could be had in this House under 
its rules upon the question of concurring in that amendment, which 

laces that item upon the free-list, in lieu of the proposition of the House 

1, which retainsit upon the dutiable-list and at a rate, as I recollect 
it, of one cent and a quarter a pound. This item to my own constit- 
uents, Mr. Speaker, is one of no inconsiderable importance. I represent 
upon the floor of this House a constituency which is practically purely 
an agricultural one. The county in which I live has this year the 
largest acreage of oats of any in the Union. 

There have been harvested in the county of Livingston, in the State 
of Illinois, this year over 150,000 acres of oats. The acreage of rye, 
barley, and wheat I have not yet at hand, but I instance this as evi- 
dence ot the importance of this question to my people. Nearly every 
farmer in the Congressional district in which I live occupying a farm 
of average or greater size owns and operates a self-binder, tying his 
own grain with this article. Its use is almost universal, and my in- 
terest is based on personal knowledge of its importance. I have had 
personal experience in the matter of harvesting small grainin the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. 

I trust it is not improper for me to state that as a boy, the son of a 
farmer, I worked behind the first reaper that ever came west of the 
Illinois River. It was crude and cumbersome; only a slight improve- 
ment over the old-fashioned cradle that we used to follow betore fhis 
machine came there. This wassucceeded by others, improved in form 
and usefulness. I have lived tosee in the business experience of a life, 
not yet long, the growth of improvements from the back-aching, toil- 
some methods of earlier days in harvesting grain, which were then re- 


| 
| 





read, but will ask leave to incorporate in my remarks. This petition 
shows upon its face that the forty-two mills which manufacture this 
article in the United States and the seven mills which are engaged in 
its manufacture in Canada are in a combination which not only con- 
trols the production of the material as it is sold for use, but regulates 
its output and fixes its price to the consumers of this country. 

I enter into no argument on this occasion (for I have not the time) 
| as to whether or not this combination raises or cheapens the price to 
| the consumer. I only say that all combinations of capital controlling 
| an article of necessity put the price at ‘‘all the traffic will bear;’’ that 
| is the universal rule. But I go further in my statement of tacts and 
| say that this document to which I have referred (and as to which there 
is no secret whatever, it is as broad as the news that comes to us in 
the metropolitan papers ot the country) states that this combination of 
manufacturers controls every thread of binding-twinethat my constit- 
uents and the constituents of other gentlemen from the Mississippi 
Valley use; that the raw material in il is controlled by a combination 
| of purchasers who go to the countries where it is raised and control 


every pound of it. 


| 
| 


Manila, jute, sisal-grass, and the variety of sisal-grass known as 
sunn-grass are the principal of these materials; hemp and flax twine 
still remain on the dutiable-list, and it is only to twine made of these 
other articles that I now address myself. Every fiber of these com- 
modities entering into the manufactured article is of foreign produc- 
tion and is on the free-list to-day. 

I am a Republican; it is useless perhaps for me to say so; I sit on 
this side and vote with this side; I believe in Republican principles 
as they have been enunciated since the organization of the party to 
which you and I belong, 1856. I believe in the theory of protection as 
a principle. I expect in the coming campaign, in a somewhat ener- 
getic way, to say something in reference to the theory of protection in 
that part of the country where I have the pleasure to reside and which 
I have the honor to represent on this floor. 

I expect to say—and I expect my auditors to believe when I say it— 
that the fundamental theory of protection is this: That wherever proper 
tariff duties are laid and proper regulations of importation are enforced 
domestic competition will cheapen the commodity to that price which 
the American consumer as a matter of patriotism ought to be satisfied 
to pay, and will pay. I believe in that doctrine and its enforcement. 
I expect to have that doctrine indorsed in the State of Illinois by the 
old-time Republican majority. Lut I do not believe in an application 
of any theory of protection or in a tariff schedule which puts upon the 
dutiable-list an article the raw material of which is entirely of foreign 
growth, which is absolutely free of duty, and the manufacture of which 
is in the hands of a combination which could be indicted to-day under 
the statute which has been passed by the Congress in which I am now 
sitting. 

Why do I say this’ 

This entire business, including the source from which the raw ma- 
terial of ali these commodities is supplied, is governed by a combina 
tion of al), or substantially all, of the manufacturers of cordage and 
binding-twine—a combination which exists both for the purpose of 
buying the raw material, which absolutely controls it in the places 
where it is grown, and also for the purpose of limiting the sale of the 
manufactured product and fixing its price. This plainly appears in 
the following petition addressed to the Committee on Finance by the 
cordage manufacturers of the United States, dated May 26, 1890: 


Wasninetror, D. C., May 26, 1809. 
Sin: The cordage and binder-twine manufacturers of the United States b: 
that your honorable committee will amend the clause in the tariff bill which 
relates to our business. It places a duty of 1} cents per pound upon binde 
twine. Should this become a law it will close our mills. We ask for !/ cer 
per pound, an increase of one-half per cent. 
There are in this country forty-two mills ungaged in the manufacture of cord- 
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age from hemps, representing an investment of eight to ten millions of dollars, 
able to spin 400,0 0,000 pounds of manila, sisal, New Zealand, and Mauritius 
fiber each year. This means wage paynient of eight to ten millions of dollars, 
and sales amounting to $50,000,000 each year, providing no sudden change in 
economic conditions puts them in a position wherein they shall be unable to 
stand up against the foreign manufacturer with his from 50 to 6 per cent. 
cheaperlabor. Below is a table showing the local position of the miils in this 


country imperiled: 
Mills in the United States. 
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There are forty-five cordage mills in the United Kingdom of Great Britain, 
several in France, Germany, and Russia, one each in Mexico, Hong-Kong, Aus- 
tralia, and Manila, and seven in Canada, They are able, without investing 
another dollar, to supply the entire world witn cordage, Since the American 
farmer's binder-twine is simply the yarn which all mills spin for rope, the 
moment binder-twine rises to a sufficient price all foreign manufacturers can at 
onee produce it. It is because the American manufacturer buys in tue market 
for raw material that binder-twine does o_o higher than you have seen it. 
Cripple him and transfer the production to the foreigner, and at once the con- 
tro! of the raw fiber is lost, and the same or a worse condition mast exist, such 
as prevailed wien the American association was temporarily dissolved in 1887, 
and binder-twine went up to 13 and 16 cents. With the American out of the 
fight, no inducement to control raw materia! would exist, and the farmer would 
have the ure of paying higher prices than he has yetseen. The difference 
in the price of labor could not prevent this, since a rise of 1 cent per pound in 
the price of raw material would wipe out the difference in the cost of labor and 
bring the pro:luct to te farmer at higher cost. 

Canada, with seven mills, all but one built within a shorttime, with capacity 
for sixteen to twenty million pounds (protected by 3 cents per pound duty), has 
driven our mills from the market, and, manufacturing so much cheaper than 
we, paying 40 per cent, less wages, can not only pour its rope into our market, 
pay the present duty of 2} cents, and undersell us, but is rapidly driving us out 
of Cuba, the West Indies, and South America. The Hong-Kongmil!l was built 
expressly to supply this market. It pays $4 to $ per month to operatives for 
the same class of work we pay $35 to $o 
its capacity. It delivers its product in New York, pays the duty, undersells us, 
and = pamnees is made that they make a handsome profit and their stock 
stands high. 

This American industry, with $10,000,000 invested in plant, that can do a busi- 
ness of $50,000,000 a year, pay out in wages $10,000,000 a year, employ from ten 
to twe!ve thousand people, and support over fifty thousand souls, is now greatly 
crippled by foreign competition, and will be entirely destroyed it it hasany less 
protection than 1} cents per pound for binder-twine and 1} cents per pound for 
cordage. We do not ask for such protection as has wisely given Canada con- 
trol of her home binder-twine and cordage trade and has taken away from us 
a market we once had, |!'ut we do ask for half a cent per pound increase. We 
know that nothing less than 1} cents on rope and 1} cents on binder-twine will 
keep our mills alive inst the 66 an cent. lower wages of forei com pet- 
itors. And it is not only desirable, but even necessary, that New nd and 
Mauritius fibers, which are mixed in yarns with others, should be admitted on 
the same terms as manila and sisal. Owing to the loss of the Canadian and 
#0 much of the South American trade, our mills can not now run more than 
two-thirds of their time or capacity, employing a proportionately less number 
of operatives, and increasing the cost of manufacture. If tariff alteration does 
not prevent, we can without doubtultimately compete for the South American 
trade, increase production, and cheapen manufacture. On the other hand, an 
open market for foreign goods must shut up our mills and destroy the chief 
barrier that protects the consumer from excessively high prices. 

An understanding of the conditions of the raw-fiber et will at once make 
this plain. The chief fibers used in cordage and binder-iwine, manila, sisal, 
New Zealand,and Mauritius may be and are harvested throughout the year 
in nearly the same amount each month. The time needed for the various 
plants to mature isin most cases over four years. Therefore production can 
not be increased by a rise in price. Business conditions in their native coun- 
tries also forbid increase. From this results at any time the danger of an empty 
market, If there is no co-operation among the manufacturers who buy, any 
fall in the price is at once followed by a rush on the market. Each must pro- 
tect himself. Prices are artificially forced up, and the consumer of the manu- 
factured article must pay an excessive rate, no one but the foreign producer and 
the commission man reaping any benefit. 

To prevent such disastrous fluctuations.the manufacturers in 1859 nized an 
association which, with occasional Interruptions, has existed until present 
time, Anexamination of the course of trade will show you thateach interruption 
was followed by a rise in the price of manufactured material, a rise which ben- 
efited no one in this country. In 1887 such a break in the association was fol- 
lowed by a rise in the price of raw manila from 6} and 8} cents to 15 cents, in 
sixal from 4 cents and 5 cents to 12 cents, a rise for which, of course, the con- 
sumer paid. The cordage trade was not in the least benefited, and, fally un- 
derstanding the cause, it endeavored to again form an association, buat owing 
to the starting of new mills and the disorganization of the trade this could not 
at once be done. But the farmers did not understand the cause of these ad- 
vances. The trust idea was pressed on them so constantly, eeny by trav- 
elinw salesmen trying to introduce other twines, that they came to believe that 
higher prices of cordage and twine were the result of some trust organization, 
whereas the true cause of advance was a want of combination in buying and 
handling filers. In tact, for two years, whilethe farmers were complaining that 
trusts were the cause of high prices, the manufacturers were selling and 
twine on an average at the very cost of the fiber. There not being any fiber at 
home, the manufacturers had to = themselves, requiring six month< to 
obtain manila and three for sisal. The great demand and rapid buying during 
this interval advanced prices so fast that we could afford to sell the product on 
arrival at the price for fiber at the time. 

A combination to buy fiber such as now exists is the only hope of low prices. 


This mill is now said to be doubling 


An organization was completed last January, including all the principal mills. 
lt is not a trust or an organized com y, but merely an association, princi- 
pally for purchasing these fibers. It appointed a purchasing committee, 
who alone will import all fibers required in our country and Canada. By this 
means fifty or more competitive buyers have been uced to one. Prices of 
fibers have consequently fallen within sixty days over 33 per cent., and will soon 
reach their normal market value. This institution of oue buyer for the whole 
country is not alone the cause of the present greatdecline in price. But the fact 
of the manufacturers agreeing to divide their present stocks among each other, 
those having more than they needed selling to those lacking, at cost, giving all 
several months’ supply, enabling the manufacturers to keep out of the market 
at present and allow a stock to accumulate, which wil! help — prices normal. 
While ‘he consumer can not have the immediate advantage of the low prices 
until the present high-price stocks are consumed, still prices are lower than a 
year ago, and under present conditions will be 25 to 30 per cent. lower next 
year. Under the one-buyer principle there will be saved to the consumers of 
rope and binder-twine in the ee | several millions per annum, 

wing to the peculiar position the cordage business, a position due, as 
shown, to the condition of the sources of supply of raw material,a supply |im- 
ited by natural conditions such as hamper no other raw material, conditions 
which no legislation can touch, the only chance for the manufacturer lies in 
controlling by association the price of raw material, a control which has inthe 
past, and must inevitably in the future, bring down the price of that raw ma- 
terial and enable the American manufacturer to sell at a satisfactory price to 
the consumer, Hamper the manufacturer by the introduction at the present 
mm@ment of lower-priced foreign posses and paralyze his business, even for a 
short period, and you will upset the market for raw material, and with the par- 
tial or entire destruction of the manufacturer will be destroyed al! regulation 
of the price of raw material. Then will disap all tem benefit, and 
the consumer will find himself in a worse position than he has ever been in. 

As long asthe home manufacturer is able to compete with the foreign there 
exists a possibility of controlling the market for raw material,a possibility 
which, from his own necessities, he must make every exertion to turn intoa 
fact. in brief, the interests of the consumer are bound up hard and fast withthe 
interests of the home manufacturer. If wecould produce the raw product the 
case might be different; but that we can not do. 

If the manufacturers have the py uired (13 cents) oo pet fy their 
buying together at the sacrifice of many individual advantages, it will keep 
fibers a least 40 to 50 per cent. below what they would average if we all have to 
compete in open market for our supply. The farmer can not get this advan- 
tage with less than 1} cents protection. 

At the present ra for twine, we estimate a saving of $6,000,000 to the farmer 
for the harvest of 1890 over thatof 1889. This is due to the fact that there has 
been since January 1 only one buyer of raw material. Should the duty remain 
at 1}, we must separate as buyers as soon asit takes effect. Give us only one- 
half cent pee pound increase,and you will save this great loss to the farmers 
and enable us to keep our mills running. 

In conclusion, we beg to add that we can substantiate and prove our state- 
ments should your honorable committee desire any additional facts. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Tae CoRDAGE MANUFACTURERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Hon. Justrxs 8. Moret, 

Chairman Committee on Finance, Washington, D.C. 


All this material is of foreign growth, largely in Yucatan and the 
Philippine Islands, and all controlled by this combination. 

Gentlemen friendly to this combine may assert that it is nota trust, 
and I do not assert that it is a technical, legal ‘‘ trust ;’’ that is, where 
the property of the combination is conveyed to a single corporation, and 
so having the legal power to control the output of the factories; but 
I do insist and charge the fact to be, and that it is susceptible of proof, 
that the combination exists tor the purpose of securing control of all 
this foreign raw material and regulating the amount of the product of 
twine and its sales and prices. 

While not technically a ‘‘trust,’’ so that those in the combine may 
deny the ‘‘trust,’’ yet for all practical purposes it is exactly the same. 
I know no difference. It is a combination which for mutual benefit 
and profit acts er, and it is against just such combinations that 
the act of July 2, 1890, was passed. 

It is as follows: 

Section 1. Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States or with 
foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every person whoshall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination of conspiracy shal! be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shail be punished 
by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by Seapeeremenens not exceeding one year, or by 
both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 2. Every person whoshall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize or com- 
bine or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize any part ofthe 
tiade or commerce among the several States, or with toreign nations, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by a fine not exceeding $5,000 or imprisonment not exceeding one year, or 
by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or conspir- 
acy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United States or 
of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce between any 
such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or Territories and 
any State or Mates, or the District of Columbia, or with foreign nations, or be- 
tween the District of Columbia and any State or States or fore nations, is 
hereby deciared illegal. Every person who shall make any contract or 
engage in any such combination or co: racy shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, on conviction thereof, l be punished by a fine not exceed- 
ing $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court. 

No such combination ought to have the benefit of tariff protection, 
and I shall never vote for it unless compelled to, to get other legisla- 
tion which I deem too important to lose upon which this shall be in- 

ted. 

Tariff protection should encourage home manufacture, should en- 
courage competition, that prices be kept down toa reasonable profit be- 
cause of it, but a combination of manufacturers of articles of prime 
necessity deserves no protection, and their product should have no 
place except on the free-list. 

That is my doctrine. It is what I believe in. oe. oe 


it, I think, would not make it any plainer. Therefore, I be 
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lieve in it and because my constituents believe in it and becaufe it is 
for their interest, I am in favor of concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment on this subject, and I hope the conference committee will re- 
member what has been stated with reference to it when they come to 
i 

a og pa in favor of concurring in the Senate amendment which 
retains upon the dutiable-list articles of art, paintings, and statuary, 
the works of foreign artists imported for personal use or for purposes 
of commerce, for luxury, or trade, The House bill permitted all these 
articles to go upon the free-list. I will read the provision of the House 
eae in oil or water colors, being the professional production of a painter 
or artist only, gnd stetuary cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand from a 
solid block — of marble or stone, and being the professional production 
of a statuary or sculptor only, and not otherwise specially provided for in this 
act. 

This provision in common parlance is known as ‘‘art upon the free- 
list.’? Now, articles of this description are aluxury. In this connec- 
tion I may say, Mr. Speaker, that I believe in another proposition, 
which I can express somewhat tersely, that wherever a tariff is a tax 
it should be made to fall upon luxuries, and s0 far as practicable relieve 
from its operation the necessaries of life. No man need tell me that an 





the owner, is not an article of luxury to him and to those who enjoy it. 
The same remark applies to statuary coming within this provision. 

It will not do to say that this section is for the benefit of education, 
culture, for churches, exhibitioas, etc., because the statute o! March 3, 
1883, as well as sections 2503, 2503, and 20509, all in force now, pro- 
vide that all foreign art for the purposes of exhibition, for museums, 
churches, education, etc., shall be free of duty. 

’ Under existing law foreign art is only dutiable when imported for 
luxury or trade, and I am in favor of its continuance. 

Who asks for its repeal of our citizens at home? Look at the list of 
petitioners for the repeal of theduty. Short, fewin number, but men 
as arule known to the country because of their wealth only. 

They desire, when they import a painting or.a statue to adorn their 
parlors, that it shall be iree of duty, because the tax is burdensome. 
So are all taxes; we impose them on feathers, diamonds, ribbons, vel- 
vets, champagnes, brandies, tapestries, etc., and why not on these arti- 
cles? They are, alike with the others, luxuries, pure and simple. 

A tariff on foreign art used for luxury has, in one form or another, 
been the rule almost continuously since 1790. Incoming foreign art 
for private use has always been considered an article of luxury, and 
when revenues were to be raised for expenses of Government has been 


Mr. Speaker, since the organization of this Government down to the 
present time articles of this class have always been on the dutiable-list. 
The several tariffs on foreign art used for luxury have been as {ol- 
ows: 

In the tariff of 1790-'91, 1792, 10 per cent. ad valorem; acts of 1794 
and 1795, 10 percent; acts of 1797 and 1800, 12} per cent. ; acts of 1804, 
1807, and 1808, 15 per cent.; acts of 1812, 1813, 1815, and 1816, 30 per 
cent, ; acts of 1841 and 1842, 20 per cent.; acts of 1812 and 1846, paint- 
ings on glass, 30 per cent.; act 1861 to March 3, 1883, 10 per cent.; act 
March 3, 1883, 30 per cent. 

For the first time in the history of this country, from its organiza- 
tion down to this day, does it appear likely that articles of luxury, and 
luxury alone, are to be imported freeof duty. I am opposed to it. | 
I do not believe in such a policy. I can not make myself better un- 
derstood on the question perhaps than in the short sentences I have 
uttered here. 

Again, I am in favor of the House conferees standing by the sugar 


procity amendment of the Senate. If I may bepermitted, Mr. Speaker, 
to make a personal allusion, the Illinois delegation on this side of the 
Chamber have reason to feel well satisfied, if not to take an absolute 
pride, in the position which they have assumed with reference to the 
sugar schedule at this session. 

A meeting of that delegation was held and we unitedly and unani- 
mously adopted a resolution, which I had the honor to prepare and 
offer, that sugar of the grade of No. 16 Dutch standard and below should 
go upon the free-list in any tariff bill which should be reported by the 
Ways and Means Committee of this House and which should pass this 
body at this session of Congress. We sent a committee to the Ways 
and Means with it and it was presented to them. 

Other delegations followed, and as a result we have in the House 
bill free sugar to the people of the better grades of common sugar and 
below that. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The time 
of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will yield me five 
minutes longer. 
_ Mr. McKINLEY. I should be very glad todoso, but I have prom- 
ised I yet the gen and the entire time has been already assigned. 


I will the gentlemen two minutes, which is all I have remaining. 
Mr. PAYSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, half a loaf, or rather only a 
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oil painting, however beautitul, however pleasing to the eye, however | 
great a gratification it may be to the higher and the esthetic taste of | 


one of the luxuriestaxed. There is no tariff duty on any American art. | 


schedule as the House of Representatives voted it in, with the reci- | 
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crumb, is better than no bread; and I will have to accept the small 
favor. 
Mr. COLEMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Illinois may be permitted to proceed. 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to occupy any of the 
| precious two minutes accorded to me in say ing anything that I ought 
not to say, or that may not be said in absolute courtesy to this House. 
| But aiter having been a member of this House for nine years, and not 
| being in the habit of trespassing upon the time of the House, when I 
| have not something which, in my own mind at least, is worth saying, 
and now for the first time entering into this tariff discussion, it does 
seem as if the two minutes accorded to me is a very limited allowance 
indeed, and hardly worth occupying and attempting discussion. 
|} But, in the minute and three-quarters remaining—if I have kept ac- 
¢ 
i 





vurately the tally of the seconds at my disposal—I desire to say that 
| this movement on the part of the Republican members of the I]linois 
| delegation was the inception of that movement which cu! minated in the 
| action finally had in regard to this schedule in the tariff Whether or 
| not it would have reached that end otherwise, and without this action 
| on the part of the Republicans in the Illinoisdelegation, Ido not kuow- 

I do not pretend to say. 

But at all events the action was had, the result was attained, and we 
were content with it, and we are content with it to-day, Mr. Speaker, 
| and we propose, and I speak by authority, not only for myself but for 
| the Republicans in the delegation, when I say, not by way of threat, but 
| the assertion of a settled purpose, that we propose to stand by that 
| action to the end. We propose to stand by free sugar for the poor, fo1 
the common people of the country, for the great mass of cAnsumers of 
the country, of the grade of No. 16 and below, to the end of this session 
of Congress, and I have got time enough to stay here to have that result 
reached if persistent effort and staying qualities will attain it. 
| I have time enough todo all that I came here to do for my constitu- 
| ents and for the people of this country. I am not troubled, as some 
gentlemen seem to be troubled, with anxiety to get away from here, 
until what we were sent here to do has been properly done, and until 
| what we were called on to perform has been faithfully performed by 
| the full discharge of the duties assigned to us. I think I am ina posi- 
| tion to set an example inthis matter. I may be permitted to say that 

during the whole of this session, with the single exception ot one day, 
and that when general debate was on in Committee of the Whole, I 
| have not been out of sight of the Dome of this Capitol during the en- 
tire session; and I am willing, notwithstanding I should be glad to be 
| at home doing duty in the campaign now in progress, to stay here and 
do my higher duty until the just demands of the constituency behind 
us, which. we are here to try to represent, are met and satisfied. [ Ap- 
plause. ] 

{ Here the haizimer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mas 
sachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy the moments allotted me 
in saying that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson ] is mistaken 
in charging the existence of a ‘‘ trust’’ for the control of the sale of 
binder-twine which he alleges takes in every manulacturer in the 
United States and Canada. Mr. Speaker, I stand in my place and I 
deny that there is now or ever was such a ‘‘ trust’’ among and includ- 
ing the manufacturers of New England, and I have in my hand the 
absolute, undeniable proof of what Isay. The moment yon speak of 
a ‘‘vombination’’ or a *‘trust,’’ no matter for what purpose it is 
formed, it acts on some people like a red rag on a mad bull, and I sub- 
mit that there may be combinations and trusts that are entirely law- 
ful, legitimate, and for the interests of the people, manufacturers and 
consumers as well, 

Now, what are the exact facts in regard to the combination or trust 
which the gentleman from Illinois alieges? There was and is a com 
bination of the cordage manufacturers of this country for the purchase 
of sisal-grass and the raw material in foreign countries, such as is used 
in the manufactare of cordage and twine, but that combination, as I 
shall demonstrate, has been in the interests not only of the manufact- 
urers but the consumers of binder-twine, has already resulted in a 
large reduction of the price, and we are promised that when the cord- 
age now in process of manufacture, made out of material bought in 
this manner, is manufactured there will be a still further reduction of 
4 cents a pound. 

The gentleman from Illinois complains of the high price which has 
prevailed for years past for binder-twine, and lays it to a ‘‘trust’’ 
which never existed for the control of the sale of binder-twine. The 
high price is due entirely to another cause. The different manufact- 
urers in this country were competing with each otier in the limited 

foreign markets for the purchase of the material, and that together 
with the short crop had the effect to make the price high. Now, if 
| this industry is not destroyed in this country by the Senate amend- 
| ment, which puts binder-twine on the free-list, if protection to this in- 
dustry is continued, there is every reason to believe that the present 
decline in the price of binder-twine will continue until the price may 
reach 5or6 cents per pound for the reasons that I shall hereafter state. 

Senator Davis’s speech on this subject atthe other end of the build- 
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ing was completely answered by Senators Hiscock, Hoar, and Dawes, 
and the charge made by Senator Davis, and reiterated by the gentle- 
man from Illinois on this floor, that the farmers were oppressed by a 
binder-twine trast was denied, and that denial was braced by og 
The gentleman trom Illinois tells us how much grain is raised in his 
district, and how muchit costs for binder-twineto bind it, and for that 
reason demands that we should have free trade for binder-twine. Now, 
will not the gentleman from Illinois tell me who is going to buy the 
grain raised by the farmers of the West, when this principle is carried 
out, and when the cordage works and other factories of this country are 
closed by free trade? 

The proposition to put binder-twine on the “ free-list ’’ involves the 
manufacture of cordage as well, as the foreign twine with no duty 
will be imported into this country and manufactured into rope, and a 
business in which millions of capital are invested and thousands of 
workmen are employed will leave the country, and toreign cordage and 
foreign labor will be substituted for American cordage and American 
labor, and the market for the American grain of the West will be re- 
duced just so much, and no one knows better than the gentleman from 
Illinois that our ‘‘ home market”’ is our principal market. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman want me to answer him ? 

Mr. MORSE. I have not the time to yield. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman should not ask the question if he 
would not allow an answer. I will ask the gentleman very candidly, 
does he want an answer ? 

Mr. MORSE. No, I have not the time. 

Mr. PAYSON. itis fortunate for the gentleman, perhaps, that he 
will not yiekd for an answer. 

Mr. MORSE. Well, Ido not think it ic. I have an idea what the 
pasa would say. Now, another feature of this matter must not 

passed unnoticed, and has an important bearing on the question 
under consideration. The binder-twine manufacturers are coming to 
substitute sisal-grass raised in Florida, and flax and hemp raised in the 
Western States, for imported, and if protection is accorded to the cord- 
age manufacturers a large and growing demand is near at hand in this 
country for these materials, and it has been demonstrated that they 
can be successfully cultivated and raised here, thus opening up a new 
and profitable crop for our farmers, from Florida to California. Once 
more, Mr. Speaker, I protest against singling out this one industry, in 
which my constituents are largely interested, for slaughter and sacrifice. 

I demand in the name of my constituents that the ple of 


‘protection to American industries shall be extended to the cordage 


manufacturers. Thousands of honest workmen of Massachusetts are 

ed in this business. I demand their protection from the compe- 
tition of the pauper labor of Europe engaged in the manufacture ot 
binder-twine, and 1 do not believe that I appeal to this Republican 
Congress and to the committee of conference in vain. 

I append to my remarks letters from large New England manufact- 
urers of cordage and binder-twine, which are self-explanatory. These 
gentlemen are gentlemen of high character and unquestionable integ- 
rity. They completely and effectually contradict the gentleman from 
Illinois, and confirm what I have here stated. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

Dear Sir: It having been stated that we belo: 
that we belong to no trust; and, in our opinton, 
ins above what the mills obtain for bind 
an argument against giving a 
facturers, as such margins ly rule 
under any purchases in China, or England, or Canada if binding-twine was 
on the free-list. 
Respectfully yours, 


to a trust, we desire tostate 
e¢ fact of the farmers paying 
ne be used as 


CHAS. H. PEARSON. 
Manager of Standard Cordage Company of Boston, Mass. 
Hon, G. F. Hoar, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Wasutyoton, D. C., September 4, 1890. 
that a trust is in existence by the 


' Wasnmrneton, D. C., Seplember 4, 1890. 


My Dear Sir: I understand it is claimed by our epoemnety that the cordage 
and twine manufacturers of the country Rees fecns a trust. 


+ Forour of manila and sisal hemp we have agreed to purchase 
a committee, which we have been fi £3. eee 
on account of supplies. It is also true that we often confer in regard to 
ee cote. 6 See 
such prices as we and are in constant competition with all our com- 
petitors. We are members of a trust. 

Very truly yours, 


Treasurer Plymouth ‘Cordage Company. 
Hon, Groner F, Hoan, 
United States Senate. 


Tue ARLINGTON, Washinglon, D. C., September 4, 1890. 
Dear Sir: Your kind favor of August 29 so alarmed our board of directors 
to come here to see you, if but foraday. We could not think 


it possible, that so unjust a measure as removal of the small protection 


(15 per gent.) on our twine could have any chance of success. The stockholders 
of my Sueraas nearly a million dollars invested in this 

has reduced cost of grain-binding to the farmer to but a fraction of its 
former cost. Our shareholders represent equally both political parties, but we 
find nothing in the record of either y calling for the unjust discrimination 
against this industry. The factory of thiscom y a'one supports at fair wages 
five hundred laborers with their families. We can not compete, unprotected, 
with the Hong-Koug company, which runs American machinery at equal speed 
with labor costing an average of $5 per month. 

Let me deny that we are members of any combination excepting so far as we 
are forced to co-operate with our competitors, with whom we parce our 
hemp, as the only defense against exorbitant prices demanded for the fibers 
inthe Philippines and Yucatan. Also, let me remind you of the error of Sena- 
tor Davis as to the profits al to have been made this seasonon twine. Our 
fiber had to be imported this fall, and the twine manufacturers can not have 
earned over 5 per cent. in manufacturing it. My own com y did a success- 
fu! business, but the result of a million in sales enabled it to ly pay its usual 
dividend of 3 per cent., semi-annual, the Ist ultimo. ° 

Depending upon your aid, 

Respectfully, 
CHARLES DAVIs, 
Treasurer of the Boston Cordage Company. 
Hon. Grorae F. Hoar. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman has twenty-six minutes. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). How much 
time does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] yield ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield to my colleague upon the committee [ Mr. 
TuRNER, of Georgia] such time as he desires. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in the hour allowed for 
the discussion of the Senate amendments it will be impossible to give 
any attention to the details of the several propositions, but [ avail my- 
self of the courtesy of my colléague [Mr. MCMILLIN] to emphasize in 
some sort the peculiar business methods of our Republican associates 
upon this floor. ' 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] who has just addressed 
the House made, on a recent , an eloquent and earnest appeal 
for the free coinage of silver and then voted against it. 

I remember in that able argument he said he announced the senti- 
ments and convictions f 99 per cent. of his constituents, being for free 
silver, and that while he felt bound to vote against the proposition, he 
relied on the other branch of Congress for the opportunity again to vote 
for tree silver. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit a single interruption 


there ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The gentleman is utterly mistaken. The gentle- 
man never heard me upon this floor say a single word in favor of the 
free coinage of silver in his life. What I said was—and the gentleman 
will remember that the bill of the Coinage Committee for the purchase 
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes therefor was under con- 
sideration—what I said was, that ninety-nine outof every one hundred 
of my constituents were opposed to that bill as it was presented and as 
we were considering it, and I was to that bill; and I said then, 
as I say now, I would never vote for it unless the obnoxious features 
were stricken out of it; and every obnoxious feature in it except one 
was stricken out of it in the House; and because assurances were given 
by distinguished Senators that that feature would be remedied in the 
Senate, which I stated in my place on the floor in explanation of my 
vote, I did vote for the bill; and the obnoxious feature was stricken 
from the bill, and the bill that is existing law to-day is the very bill 
that I and, as I believe, my constituents favored, and it is satisfactory 


to us. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope my friend will not undertake to 
renew his silver tat thistime. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Not at all. I was simply correcting an erroneous 
statement of the gentleman. ; 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if he did not vote for the House bill. : 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, after it had been amended and everything ob- 
jectionable except the bullion redemption clause stricken out. . 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Did notthe gentleman vote for the prop- 
osition for free silver ? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; ‘‘the ” did not. ‘‘ The gentle- 
nnn” gael eS eee Se aes sat vows eee yee bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Did he not speak against the silver bill, and then vote for it? 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely; and for the reason just stated. I was op- 
posed to the ‘‘ bullion redemption ”’ feature of the silver bill as pre- 
sented, but had been assured by prominent Senators that that would be 
stricken out of the bill in the Senate; and having full confidence in the 
assurance that that would be done, resting on the assurance from the 
other end of the Capitol that the bullion-redemption feature would be 
stricken out of this bill, as it was stricken out, I gave the bill my re- 
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Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In the hope that the Senate would 


this present Congress as shown by our Republican friends on the other 
amend the bill and give you the relief that was not afforded by the 


side; and the treatment of the tariff bill is a fit illustration of those 


House? methods. After the Committee of the Whole had, under the admin- 
Mr. PAYSON. Exactly; and it was done. L ; istration of my honorable friend from I!linois [Mr. Payson], reached 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I want to call the attention of my friend paragraph 110, my friend from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] brought in a 

from Illinois now to another marvelous exhibition. The very contin- | rule or resolution from the Committee on Rules, I think it was on the 
ncy for which he sighed during the sil ver debate is now afforded him. | 1 th of May, which resolution provided in effect that the consideration 

fie desired free binding-twine and has done so all the time. The Sen- | of that bill should cease on the 2Ist of May; that the committee 
ate offers you free binding-twine, and yet the gentleman here has voted | should rise and report the bill to the House with such amendments as 
for a resolution which forecloses him from voting for free binding- | were adopted in Committee of the W! and under that resolution 


twine, and instead of concurring with the Senate this time in the meas- | over two hundred amendments of a substanfial « 
ure which he advocates he has turned around and makes an humble 
= PAYSON. Let me interrupt the gentleman right there-——— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. An humble appeal to the gentlemen 
who are to constitute this annex to Congress known as the conference 
committee. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him— 
I hope the gentlemen will reserve their applause for a moment—the 
remark the gentleman has just made shows the injustice that is so often 
done to gentlemen in public lite by hasty speaking. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] of course believes he is accurate in what 
he has said. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman charges me with voting for this reso- 
lution and then ‘‘humbly ”’ doing a éertain other thing, and the gentle- 
men in the press gallery, if they pay any attention to what we are say- 
ing, will undoubtedly telegraph that statement over the country. Now, 
let me set the gentleman right by saying that I voted ‘‘no.’’ LI voted 
with you on this question, and instead of doing what I have done 
‘*humbly’’ I have done it somewhat defiantly, possibly. [Applause 
and laughter.] Now the applause may come in. aunient Now 
what does the gentleman say ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I congratulate the gentleman on his 

towards freedom. He will feel better when he gets entirely 
above his party. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, it is possible that I assumed too much when I stated 
that the gentleman had voted for this proposition of his party. I hap- 
pened to remember that the gentleman hitherto has always been sul- 
servient to the decrees of his caucus and the motions made by my 
honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. This time my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] seems to have kicked out of the traces. 
Now, the gentleman will correct me if I am mistaken in stating that 
he did vote for the previous question, which denied the opportunity to 
debate this proposition. 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely. And does the gentleman want to know Mr. McMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
the reason why ? ; sylvania [Mr. Vaux]. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Yes, I would. | Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker, the people of this country are looking to 

Mr. PAYSON. Because if these Senate amendments were to come | Congress for a calm, deliberate, and intelligent discussion of the ques- 
into the House to be considered under the rules in Committee of the | tions involved in this tax bill, Since the history of our Government 
Whole House on the state of the Union nothing else would be done at | began, to this hour, the tariff has been a subject that has agitated the 
this session of Congress except its consideration, uniess it suited gentle- | country andexcited the liveliestinterest inthe mindsofthe people. The 
men on the other side; and the scenes of the last week of an entire loss | country is looking to this House for a full discussion of that question; 
of time, by obstructive tactics on the other side, would be repeated ad | but I rise now not to say a word upon that, but for the single purpose 
infinitum. [Applause on the Republican side.] Therefore I am op- | of trying to inform the people of this country, whose interests are di- 
posed to it; and if the gentleman will ask me another question, I will | rectly involved in the tax-laying power of this House, of what we are 
answer him. doing here. I desire to cry out to the people of this country, the sixty 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If the gentleman from Illinois will wait | and odd millions, every one of whom is interested in this bill; I desire 
I will come to another question. I would like to know how the gen- | to give them notice that the tyranny of the Republican party forbids 
tleman maintains his consistency now with what he stated just before. | the right of representation in the House of Representatives of the Ameri- 
He has voted for the previous question because that puts a limitation | can Congress. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
upon this debate and compels the House to non-concur in these amend- | ple to understand that free speech is gone. 
ments in gross, including the proposition about binding-twine. Talk about ‘‘a free ballot and a fair count!’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Free twine. 


pending in 

After eight or ten days’ debate—I am not certain as to the number, 
and my friend can correct meif I am in error—but after about ten days’ 
debate in the House, under this extraordinary resolution, the bill was 
passed aud went to the Senate. That bill, formulated by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House and debated by the popular 
branch ot Congress in this limited time, underwent discussion in the 
other branch of Congress, I think, for over eight weeks. Many of the 
days occupied in its consideration by the Senate began at 10 o’clock 
and closed at 6, and sometimes that was followed by a night session 
The amendments which were ingrafted on this bill by the Senate as a 
result of that long and deliberate debate, numbering nearly five hun- 
dred, which required two months of steady consideration in the other 
branch of Congress, the gentleman proposes we shall non-concur in in 
gross after a debate of two hours. 

Think of it, sir! These amendments involve the most important 
propositions. They propose new departures in our methods gnd opera- 
tions in the future. In some of these amendments friends on this side 
and gentlemen on that desire to concur; as tosome of them, gentlemen 
on both sides desire to non-concur. But we are to take them all here 
in gross and vote upon them as a whole, some of us voting against that 
which we favor, and some voting for things to which we are opposed. 
Is that business, sirs? It may be, but after this is accomplished, Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me that some business member of the Republican 
party can raise his eyes toward heaven and thank God that the House 
1s not as the Senate is—a deliberative body. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How much time is there remaining on this side? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has thirty minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. 





LS 


{[Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. ] 





I want the peo- 


You had better enact 
a bill to give back free speech to the American people, which has been 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Precisely. taken away from their representatives by the present regulation, o1 
Mr. PAYSON. I would like to answer the gentleman. rule, or misrule by which this House is governed. [Applause on the 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Now, I insist that if the gentleman is | Democratic side.] I want the people to understand that the inherent 
80 sensitive about my statement, he has, nevertheless, confessed judg- | right of a Representative to speak upon this floor for his constituents 
ment upon every point I have made. [Applause on the Democratic | has been taken away. But as one Representative at least never have 
side.] By voting for the previous question he has foreclosed himself | I surrendered that inherent right, and it never can and never shall be 
by his own deliberate decision against any modification which would | taken from me with my consent; nor, when the occasion arises, shall 
afford an opportunity of voting otherwise than in gross upon these Sen- | I ever fail to exercise that right unless force is used to compel me to 
ate amendments, and the only reason he has given is because it would | take my seat. The empire is coming very fast, but it has not come 
take time ! fast enough for that. The people are looking to this House for the con- 
Mr. MCMILLIN. And he has just stated that he was ready to sit | sideration of this tax bill, and whatdothey find? The distinguished 
here for the whole fall. gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] and the distinguished gentle- 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. And he says he is ready to sit here all | man from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] and other gentlemen are allowed 
the fall. five minutes each. Five minutes todowhat? ‘To express their opin- 
Mr, PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit me there ? ions upon this vital measure. And the people of the country suppose, 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would be glad to oblige my friend | when they learn {rom the Associated Press report that the distinguished 
further, if I had the time; but if he cam vindicate his consistency, I | gentlemen from IJlinois and Obio and Massachusetts and other States 


hope that my friend from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee on | have spoken upon this subject, that they have had an opportunity to 
Ways and Means, will afford him the i 


opportunity. discuss the question fully and to give their views and opinions upon 
tr. PAYSON. I should be glad to have it. the questions involved in this present tariff bill. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman needs it. Now, sir, I want the people to understand that that is a fraud upon 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I rose simply to refer to the business methods of | their intelligence. I say it is a deliberate fraud upon the intelligence 
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of the people, which you practice because you believe they can be hood- 
winked in that way. But they can not, as long asI have the right— 
no, I withdraw that word “‘right;"’ that is an ‘‘ insult to the majority”’ 
[laughter ]—as long as I have the privilege extended to me by a gen- 
tleman from my own side of the House to speak tor five minutes upon 
this occasion. 

Now, sir, this tariff bill is a matter of very great interest, as everv- 
body knows. Two hours are given for the discussion of this bill with 

its four hundred and sixty-fouramendments. TheCommittee on Rules 
allow us two hours and ordain that no longer time shall be taken. I 
consider that a revolutionary attack upon popularrights. Talk about 
the ‘right ’’ of this House to discuss such measures, when gentlemen 
can set the time and measure it out as a gift of grace! 

But, Mr. Speaker, I think I can understand why this line of policy 
is adopted. Our distinguished colleagues on the other side of this 
House do not desire this tariff bill or these amendments to be discussed 
here. They want to intrench it behind the Committee on Rules, which 
ordains this limitation of time, and then behind a cabal that shall de- 
termine the questions involved, taking that right away from the rep- 
resentatives of the people upon this floor. They want to settle it ina 
con mittee, in a secret cabal, a secret conclave, none of the members of 
which can be reached by protest or by entreaty until they come into 
this House with an agreement, and then on that agreement the previ- 
ous question is to be ordered and all amendments to be cut off, so that 
you go to the vote without knowing what you are voting for. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAUX. Ithank the gentleman. In those two minutes I wish 
to say to the farmers of the United States: ‘This tariff has cheated 
you.’’ I wish to say to the laboring men of the United States: ‘‘This 
tariff has cheated you. The ouly way you can get your proportion of 
any benefits that may come from protection is by going into the high- 
ways aud asserting your rights by strikes and similar means. In that 
way you may possibly get your share of the profit which protection gives 
the monopolist.’’ Two thousand people in the United States to-day 
are enriched by this tariff and sixty millions are impoverished by hav- 
ing to pay out of their hard-earned means the money to enrich the two 
thousand monopolists. 

‘The sugar trust, the oil trust, and all the other trusts, except one, have 
their advacates on the other side of this Chamber; they never yet have 
asserted on this floor that they put their trast in God. [Laughter. } 
They prefer cabals, secret committees, conference committees, and prop- 
ositions to allow two hours for debate on a vast subject like this. 
When you ask them for any broad, well defined ethical idea of what 
their trust is, they put it in the sugar trust, or the oil trust, or some 
other trust, but they never raise their eyes to God and say, ‘* We put 
our trust there,’’? because He is a righteous and just God and would 
not approve their propositions; that is the reason they do not do it. 
[ Langhter. ] 

Now, ove word more. I can not begin to go over this subject; I am 
just hinting at one or two points. As I understand, this tariff bill, in 
order to get rid of the reciprocity proposition of a distinguished citi- 
zen from Maine, proposes to allow the President of the United States 
to lay taxes under certain conditions and to take off taxes under cer- 
tain conditions. Mr, Speaker, that is an unconstitutional proposition. 
The President of the United States was never authorized, and never 
can be, until the revolation which is beginning here is complete, to lay 
taxes on the people of the United States. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, VAUX. I wish I had two hours to discuss this question as it 
deserves to be discussed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Herpert]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from Tennessee 
{Mr. McMrL.ry], and I want still more to thank the gentlemen on 
the other side, for the five minutes in which I am allowed to discuss 
this subject. When heretofore the Democrats in this House were seek- 
ing to revise the tariff in the interest of the people at large the monop- 
olists raised the cry that the Democracy were ruining the business of 
the country by tinkering with the tariff. That was the cry when the 
Morrison bill was up-—the Democrats were tinkering with the tariff. 
So of the Mills bill—it was tinkering with the tariff. The country 
now is trembling on the verge of a panic. This morning we seein the 

— a statement furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury that in 
order to avert the apprehended panic he has disbursed during the period 
from August 15 to mber 13 $43,956,000 more than has been taken 
into the Treasury. He has resorted to most extraordinary means to 
avert this panic, and in order further to reassure the country he is 


~ willing, as he states, to go still further in that direction. 


Why is it that the country finds itself in this tion? It 
ip Sasenee ak Republican has been w ped nes 
And what is the nature of this bill that has brought ‘to 
this peril? When it went over to the Senate it was content aide. 


ered by the country and announced by the distinguished Secretary 
of State that the McKinley bill did not open a market to a single 
bushel of wheat or a single pound of meat. In order to meet this 
defect the Senate has proposed an amendment called the reciprocity 
amendment, which is ashamand a fraud. “hat amendment proposes 
to vest in the President of the United States the power to legislate, a 
power to impose taxes, a power that does not and can not belong to 
him under the Constitution; a power which, if this bill passes into 
law, he will never dare to attempt to execute. 

If the mere prospect of the passage of this bill after it has been dis- 
cussed and has been before the country for months is about to cause a 
panic, what would be the resu!t if the President of his own motion, 
without warning, should undertake toimpose high duties upon hides, 
upon sugar, upon tea, upon coffee, or any otter of the things mentioned 
in that reciprocity amendment? Why, sir, so certainly would such a 
result follow that no honest and patriotic President would ever assume 
the responsibility of putting such a law into execution even if the law 
should attempt to vest him with such authority. Such a provision as 
that this House certainly ought to have time to discuss before sending 
it into conference. But no oneof us here has time to do more than to 
state and denounce the proposition as a sham and a fraud. 

Another amendment has been proposed in the Senate, a proposition 
to give tree binding-twine to the farmers of the Northwest. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] said he would like to have an 
opportunity here to vote upon that question. So would we all; and I 
for one would like to attach to it, so that the two might stand or fall 
together, a further amendment providing that when the farmers of the 
Northwest get iree binding-twine to bind up their products, the farmers 
of the South shall have free cotton-ties to bind up theirs. I should 
like to see that question tested here. This bill, as has been said else- 
where, is scandalously sectional. If we had the opportunity to put the 
question before the country fairly and squarely, ‘‘ Will this House ap- 
prove of free binding-twine for the Northwest and at the same time 
sanction a bill that raises the duty from 35 per cent. to 102 per cent. 
upon cotton-ties?’’ every member of this House who has the audacity 
to vote for such a proposition ought to have the opportunity to put his 
name upon the record so that the country might see it. 

The gentleman ‘from Illinois says that he is against the tariff wher- 
ever it isa tax. I ask him this question: If it is a tax upon the farm- 
ers of the Northwestto put a tariff on binding-twine, is it not equal! 

a tax upon the farmers of the South to increase threefold the tari 
upon cotton-ties ? 

{Here the hammer tell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER] whatever time he may desire. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore(Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in the ——e which took 

lace a few moments ago between the gentleman from [linois [Mr. 
AYSON ] and myself, I perhaps erred in some respects. I see him now 
in his seat, and I invite his attention to what I am about. to say. 

Although he voted for the previous question and gave as his reason 
for that vote an explanation which implied that he did not wish to 
have a several vote on each of the Senate amendments, and so really 
favored the resolution just , though he says he voted the other 
way, I ask the attention of the House in order that I may set myself 
right as to the speech which the gentleman made here during the fa- 
mous silver debate. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to give the date 
of the speech to which he refers ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It is in the Recorp of June 10, 1890, 
and will be found on page 6212. 

Am I correct as to the speech ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, Ido not know. Iam sending to get a copy 
of it. I made some observations at different times, but am not able 
to distinctly remember them all or their dates. Probably I did make 
a speech at the time the gentleman refers to; the RecorD will show. 

Mr. TURNER, of * Yes, I think the gentleman will find it 
here; but he will also find it very difficult to reconcile his statements 
made to-day with those made oa the day to which I have referred and 
to which I will now call attenti6n. 

I understand the gentleman to say to-day that he did not advocate 
the free coinage of silver. Am I correct in that? 

Mr, PAYSON. You are correct entirely. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I read from page 6212, in which the 
gentleman from Illinois uses these words: 

I am for the free, unlimited coinage of silver at the earliest practicable day at 
its present ratio. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; that is an entirely different thing, altogether 


diflerent. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia (continuing the reading). 
I am for the double stan Sud othver Som 
the 
avin tecdinnen — ee eee eer 
Mr. PAYSON. Why, of course. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It seems then, Mr. Speaker, that the 
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gentleman from Illinois now would say that he was in favor of means 
by which free coinage might be reached, but was opposed to free coin- 
age itself. [Laughter.] It is as nice a distinction as that which the 
man made who said he was in favor of the Maine liquor law, but was 
opposed to its enforcement. [Laughter. ] 

And in the very conclusion of the gentleman’s speech he uses these 
words: 


Let us place ourselves as we were in 1873, before demonetization. 


| Siana (Mr. Price] has expired. 


' . 
| nois [Mr. Payson]. 


I think, Mr. Speaker, that my memory of the gentleman's utterances | 


is more correct than his own. ; 

I thank my friend from Tennessee for his courtesy. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman trom 
Louisiana [Mr. Price]. . nee 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, in the five minutes allotted to me it will 
of course be impossible to say as much as I would like to say on the 
one schedule of this bill which I believe has attracted as much if not 
more attention than any other feature of the bill, the sugar schedule. 
Coming as I do from a district growing more sugar than any other dis- 
trict in the United States, I naturally feel that it is but just to the 
people and the interests I represent to respectiully call to the atten- 
tion of the conferees who may be appointed on the part of the House 
the great injustice that will be done to those people unless the time 
is changed which has been fixed by the Senate for the taking effect of 
the sugar law. The Senate has named March 1 as the day for the going 
into effect of the sugar schedule. 

I would respectfully say to the gentlemen who will compose the 
conference committee on the part of the House that if this schedule 
shall take effect on March 1 the result of it will be to force the sugar 
farmers and planters to sell the present growing crops at virtually free- 
trade prices. The refiners Wf sugar are allowed to refine sugar in bond 
on the Ist of February. That being so, every intelligent man must 
know that the refiners, who are the largest purchasers of Louisiana 
sugar, will decline to purchase any Louisiana sugar at all in January, 
perhaps even in December, and thereby force the farmers and planters 
to sell their crop virtually at the prices the refiners may see proper to 
fix. This law should not take effect until the Ist day of July, so that 
the planters may have an opportunity to sell their crops under the law 
under which the crops are made. 

The crops of Louisiana can not be put on the market—the planter 
cap not possibly finish their manufacture—before January 1, and it 
the season is unfavorable it may be even the 15th or 20th of January 
before the crop is able to be sent to market, and frequently, owing to 
lack of sufficient transportation, to bad roads or other causes, the crop 
is not sent to the New Orleans market before February, and sometimes 
even as late as March or later. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, only a matter of simple justice that 
these people who, having faith that the Government of the United 
States would deai fairly and justly with them, planted and made their 
crops under the existing law, should have an opportunity under that 
law to sell their crops before any modification of the law be permitted 
to go into effect. 

The present crop of Louisiana will amount to 300,000,000 pounds ot 
sugar, a reduction of 2 cents per pound in price on which will amount 
to a tremendous loss to the producers, a loss that must throw almost 
every farmer and planter in the State of Louisiana into bankruptcy. 
I feel satisfied that the fair-minded men of this House who will be put 
upon that conference committee will see that the Senate does not suc- 
ceed in having the law go into effect upon the Ist of March, but will 
give us until the 1st of July for the law to take effect. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What about the bounty ? 

Mr. PRICE. In reply to the gentleman’s question I will say that 
there is no chance whatever for them to get any bounty on this crop. 
They do not get any bounty. It the law were to go into immediate 
effect and we had a bounty upon the present crop it might not seem 
to be so unjust, though I for one am opposed, as my friend from Iowa 
knows, to the system being changed and a bounty being given instead 
of a tariff. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman is in favor of protection for Louisiana 
and free trade for the rest of the country. 

Mr. COLEMAN. There is one gentleman from Louisiana who is in 

favor of protection all along the line. 
_ Mr. PRICE. I know the gentleman from Lowa is disposed to be 
just, ——— — . me to = that this gentleman from Louisiana 
is —— any that ought to be fairly protected being put upon 
the list; and Iam equally opposed to a great Chinese wall nies 
built up about this country, and am certainly opposed to my people 
being discriminated against in behalf of other industries. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question is not as to the law itself. It has 
been about determined what the sugar schedule shall be; and the point 
I am arguing is that the law appertaining to sugar shall not go into 
effect as soon as the Ist of March, but should be delayed until the Ist 
of July; and I believe that my distinguished friend from Iowa [ Mr. 
GEAR] knows and feels that the demand which I make in behalf of 
the people of Louisiana is nothing but fair and just, and I believe that 
if he should be honored as a member of the conference committee he 
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will be one of the gentlemen who will insist upon justice and fair play 
being shown us. 

Mr. GEAR. And yet if the gentleman from Louisiana had his way 
he would not vote fora single item in the bill. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The timeot the gentleman from Loui- 
There is one minute left to that side. 
I will reserve that for the present. 
[I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
Mr. McKINLEY. 


The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has twenty- 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I think I can say in two minutes all I 
desire to. There is no member of the present House of Representa- 
tives, in my judgment, who would be further removed from doing an 
injustice to another than the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. TURNER]. 
I do not think in what he said with reference to myself and my actions 
concerning the silver bill he intended to do other than to illumine the 
observations he was making with reference to this, possibly, however, 
at the expense of what he seemed to think was my own consistency or 
lack of it. The country is very little concerned, Mr. Speaker, as to 
the consistency of any member of this House except so faras it affects 
the legislation betore it. 

But the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. TurNeR], if he attempted to 
say anything with reference to myself and my action here, intended to 
impute to me that when the silver bill was under consideration I had 
posed before thesHouse and the countrv as being in favor of tree coin- 
age then, and under the then condition of affairs, and in opposition to 
the propositions which were pending, which were for modified silvei 
legislation as shown by the pending bills. The gentleman from Georgia 
[| Mr. TURNER] certainly intended to convey that idea. If the gentle- 
man from Georgia will refer to my speech, that he has read one or two 
extracts from, and which I find now, by looking at it, and identifying 
it, was not delivered from manuscript, he will see that I premised 
what I said on that occasion with this statement (there being two 
bills before the House at that time, the bill of the committee in the 
first instance, and the substitute bill which was afterward reported by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ConGeR], chairman of the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures)—at the top of the second column 
on page 6208 of the Recorp he will see that I began what I said to 
the House with this statement: 


To both of these bills I have been opposed. I 
to me is the least objectionable. 

I would not vote for either, believing as I do that they are totally in oppos 
tion to the demands of the people; that they are not in accord, but in opposi- 
tion to Republican principles as announced in our party platform, and that the 
direct effect of the passage of either would be distress instead of relief to the 
country. 

But I shall reter specially in what I shall say to the last-named bill, because it 
isthe basis of the substitute bill now on your table, and on which the House 
will be called to vote. 

As Republicans know, I have opposed these bills. I oppose this bill No. 9678 
because, in the first place, it proposes to treat silver simply and purely asa mer 
chantable commodity and to place upon the statute-books, until Congress shall 
change it, an open declaration that gold, and gold alone, shall be the standard 
recognized by the supreme law of the land as the measure of values. 

I opposed the bill because the Treasury notes to be issued for the purchase of 
this bullion were not made a legal tender for all debts. To that proposition I 
am opposed. [ opposed that bill from the time my attention was first called to 
it because the Treasury notes which it proposes to issue in payment for the bull 
ion thus purchased are to be receivable only for public dues. 

As a Republican, Mr. Speaker, I have always believed that the doctrine of the 
party, the beliefin the hearts of the great mass of people this country over that 
make up the Republican party, is that every paper issued by the Generai Gov 
ernment, having monetary functions at all,should be a legal tender for al! 
debts, private as well as public, Inthesection of the Union in which I live, and 
especially among the portion of the people of Illinois that I have the honor to 
represent on this floor, that doctrine hasbeen recognized to be as fundamentat 
and cardinal a feature of the Republican faith as opposition to human slay 
ery, or the belief in any other of the great principles on which the Republican 
party has taken its position since its organization. Believing in that doctrine, 
I opposed this bill, perhaps out of season as well as in, because of its conthining 
this restricted provision. 


ean hardly say which of them 


What I had to say to the House was in reference to the bill which 
lay upon the Speaker’s table as a substitute for all, and [ ask the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the extracts which I propose to read. And if 
the gentleman from Georgia had gone further, as he should have gone, 
and would have gone had he had time to read what I said on that oc 
casion, that the House and the country might have understood it, he 
would have seen that I said this. After giving other objections that J 
had to both bills of the committee, and addressing myself to the sub- 
stitute bill for the purchase of bullion and the issue of Treasury notes 
therefor, I said what I read now, 


Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it improper to say, in view of what has recently 
occurred, that the urging of the objectionsthat | have named to these bills (and 
which are concurred in by very many members on this side of the House, and 
as to which in a general way the country has been advised) has resulted in the 
presentation of the substitute bill now on the table. 

What I regard as wise counsel has prevailed with those having the bill in 
charge, though not until after a severe struggle, and it has been modified so as 
to meet all the objections I have urged to it, except the feature of the “ bullion 
redemption”’ of the Treasury notes. 

The substitute bill contains provisions that the Treasury notes shall be full 
legal tender; that there shall be free coinage of silver whenever silver shall be 
ata parity with gold; that the Treasury notes shall be redeemable in coin; 
thus leaving the substitute bill free from all objections we urged, except the 
feature of ‘‘ bullion redemption’ ona gold basis. This is still in the substi- 
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tute bill, and to this I am earnestly, strenuously opposed. I regard it asone of 
the worst features in the origina! bill and still retained in this, 

But, Mr. Speaker, I expect to give this substitute my support—in a contin- 

ney. I hope the opportunity may be presen in some form or other, under 
the rules of the House or under the special order, by which a motion to strike 
out the *‘ bullion-redemption " featare ofthe bill may be submitted to the House 
for consideration. I say I hope that will be done, I hope that some method 
will be devised by which it mey be done. But if it faile and it is impossible to 
get it outof the bill I shall still give the substitute bill my support, reluctantly, 
I confess, because I do not believe in voting for something to which I am op- 
posed, and therefore I do it with regret, but for this reason: I believe in the ne- 
cessity of some kind of legislation on this important subject, and I am con- 
fidently advised and expect, upon assurances that | rely upon, as stable and 
as trustworthy as any predictions of men, that if the bill shall pass here, even 
in its present form, the matter will be corrected elsewhere. 

Mr. Rei_Ly. That will eliminate the most serious ee inmy =. 

Mr. Payson. Yes; I believe it will be so done. would say, therefore, 
that I do not vote without expectation, without belief; in other words, if I vote 
for this substitute I do it with the belief that it is not a finality with reference 
to this matter ; for (and let me be understood), if 1 did not so believe, this sub- 
stitute would never receive my support on this floor. 


Mr, Speaker, the views I then expressed were adopted, and the bill 
I was there referring to is existing law to-day, passed by the vote of 
every Republican present in both the Senate and the House. I am 
content. 

Now, I want the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, TURNER] togive his 
particular aitention to these further observations which I made. 

He says that I said I ‘‘ was for the free, unlimited eoinage of silver,’’ 
and then stops. 

This is what I said: 

I am for the free, unlimited coinage of silver at the earlies® practicable day at 
its present ratio. I am for the double standard—gold and silver—in our 

I believe this substitute, amended as I have suggested, is the practical inter 
— step, and the only one necessary to be taken to reach absolute free 

Of course I may err in judgment as to the necessity of this step, but it is con- 
servative and safe. 


I would be for free coinage to-day but for the fact that the commercial value 
of silver is so far below its coinage value that I ss the difference in those 


values should go to the Government so long as ifference continues; and 
this substitute (o: the “ ption "’ feature) would utilize the 
entire uct of our mines and some ng the value of silver by 


this the of aia bei free 
use and security of a n us being practically 
Seren on tp caver ened. tee agin eget aaewing aan ie 
overnment, or, wo e P gro 
creased use of the ballion. 
this inereased use and to its fullest extent. The predictions of the 
ld will be driven out of the no fearstome. I 
have heard this often. I remember when a ——— Secretary of the 
‘Treasury gave an official opinion that $50,000,000 ofsilver was the limit that this 
country could stand, in which opinion the bankers and financiers of the coun- 
try concurred with unanimity. Now we have $350,000,000 in standard silver 
dollars in the country and the public sentiment is universal that, in some form, 
$50,000,000 per annum more l be utilized. And, more, these same men are 
acquiescing in the sentiment now. 

It proves, Mr. Speaker, that the instincts and impulses of the common people 
are quite as reliable as the educated judgment of the financiers. 

Let us, then, eliminate this one ob le feature from this substitute and 
pass it; it will pass the Senate; it will become a law, and settle the struggle; 
atill going on in this country, fora single gold standard foralltime. Once 
by positive law, it will never again have strength in this country to rise. 


As will be seen, Mr. Speaker, I distinctly said that I was not in favor 
of ‘‘ free coinage’’ so long as there was the difference between the com- 
mercial and coinage value of silver; that that profit I insisted the people 
should have, and thatif that substitute bill, amended asI desired, should 
pass I thought silver would rise to a par with gold. It was so passed, 
and we have seen in the brief time since then silver rise from 92 cents 
to $1.20 per ounce as the result of Republican legislation. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman pardon one inquiry 
before he takes his seat? 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois has expired. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
he is in favor of free coinage of silver now ? 

Mr: PAYSON. No; bat whenever legislation is it free 
coinage can be had without loss to the Government, I shall favor it. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to print in this connection 
some additional quotations from the speech which I made, to which 
reference has been made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent to print extracts from a former speech. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. er, if the gentleman from 
Tllinois extends his remarks on the subject of the difference between 
him and myself I ask the same privilege. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I am not 
I said in connection with the observations that I might be per- 
mitted to use some extracts from a speech I made formerly on the silver 
a iopabt ~ peer Shae i cman code 
as Republican e ° 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. Kerr}. 

Mr. of Iowa, Mr. 


Speaker, I desire = 
gard to the reciprocity amendment proposed by the | Senate. think 


| 


that. Ionly ask, what | dow 


there is no element of reciprocity in it. I do not think we should con- 
cur, because we can not authorize or do not authorize the President to 
remit the bounty, and there can be no reciprocity between two coun- 
tries where one of them confers a bounty upon its own citizens for the 
production of an article, while it denies that bounty to the foreigner. 
The Senate amendment does not authorize the President to stop the 
bounty, and there can be no reciprocity without this. 

Now, in regard to the previous question on this matter. I voted for 
the previous question. P think we understand this matter; but I do 
not believe in allowing any important business to pass this House with- 
out the consideration of the House, and consequently I wanted first 
to go into Committee of the Whole and consider these amendments and 
ascertain the views of the House on the various amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mar 
land [Mr. Mupp]. 


{Mr. MUDD withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER]. 

Mr, CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the 
attention of the House, particularly the gentlemen upon the Committee 
on Ways and Means, to the position taken by the gentlentan from LIIli- 
nois [Mr. PAyson] upon this question of binding-twine, who insists it 
shall be on the free-list and who made a statement that would give an 
impression to this House that a trust controls the binding-twine fac- 
tories of this cpuntry, which would be a wrong impression and en- 
courage legislation that will praetically destroy an important and in- 
creasing industry and do great injustice to all connected with the 
manuiacture of twine and rope, to labor and capital, to thousands of 
workingmen as well as the manufacturers. 

I wish to state some of the facts in regard to this new manufactur- 
ing industry which has been so largely developed since 1880. There 
are at least nine factories, some of the largest in the country in New 
England, one in New York, one in Philadelphia, several in the West, 
and others now being built that are outside of this trust that is re- 
= ee and by a Senator at the other end of the 
Capitol. 

In 1880 very little binding-twine was used in this country; it wasa 
new discovery for the use of the farmer. Last year 50,000 tons were 

and the binding-twine to be manufactured in this coun- 
try under the tariff bill reported by the House fixing the duty at 1} 
cents will not receive an average of over 12 per cent. protection. If 
you place binding-twine on the free-list you virtually place rope on 
the free-list, for the twine can be twisted into rope in this country, and 
I protest as a Republican and protectionist against singling out and 
striking down a particular interest which only seeks that protection 
which it is reasonable to ask of the country. 

For this new industry, built up by energy and labor, confident it 
would be justly dealt with, we claim reasonable protection and nothing 
more, as these American factories have to compete with English man- 
ufactures, where labor is 50 per cent. less than ours and coal cheaper. 
They have also to compete with a foreign corporation, the Hong Kong 
Rope Company, in China, that employs Chinese laborers and that has, 


it is said, an agent to-day in New York City. That corporation pays 
only about 15 cents a day to its laborers. I build- 
ing up an industry under the policy of protection by the Re- 


publican party and the country, and then in one session of Congress 
legislating so as to destroy it and wipe out entirely the manufacture 
by putting the product of their factories on the free-list, driving this 
business away from the United States to England, Canada, and China. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
ired. 
. Mr. McKINLEY. I yield one-half minute to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Mr. Speaker, complaint has been 
made that free speech upon this floer has been curtailed. Sir, the House 
has been talking this session and the Senate has been talking, and 
while time has been taken up with talk the warehouses of ali our ports 
have been filled with importations of articles of European and Asiatic 
manufacture. The country demands ‘‘action,’’ not ‘‘talk.”” I have 
the last copy of the Recoxrp here, and I find that its last page is 10931, 
in round numbers, 11,000 for a ten-month session of twenty-six work- 
ing days per month (I do not say talking days); this makes 42 pages a 
day, and this, divided between the two Houses, makes 21 pages of 

ble-columu matter for the House. And free speech has been cur- 
tailed. Ridiculous! [Laughter. } 

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman ffom 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMs]. 
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the House that the real question is not whether the Senate amendments 
are good or bad, but what is the wisest and most practical way of con- 
sidering them. 5 

Now.’ there are three ways in which these four hundred and sixty-odd 
amendments can be considered. First, we can go into Committee of 
the Whole and consider them one by one according to the ordinary 
practice of the House. That would take two or three weeks at least. 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House or gentlemen on this side 
could make the time longer if they chose to do so. If the session were 
two months younger than it is I, like the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
Kesrr], should prefer to take this course and should vote against this 
“eid we might group the Senate amendments and put the more 
important to the front, and in that way save time. But who is to 
groupthem? Who is to decide which the most important amendments 
are? If I were the only member to be consulted and had control of 
the subject. I could, of course, arrange these Senate amendments so 
that we could consider the most important of them without consuming 
more than two or three days. 

But my method of arranging them would not be the method of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] or the method of the geutle- 
man from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] or of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey {Mr. BUCHANAN]. They have as much right to be consulted as 
Ihave. So the second method of treating these Senate amendments is 
also impracticable. Only one other method remains. It is the method 
proposed by the rule now pending. A vote to non-coneur in gross will 
not be understood by the Senate as a disapprovel of all ofthem. We 
mean simply that we wish to avoid delay. 

We expect that the conferees may agree {irst on the comparatively 
unim t ones, and wiil give the House a full opportunity, as I be- 
lieve it Will have a full opportunity, to vote on all amendments of a 
substantial character and to state our reasons for so voting. We may 
vote against a conference report. The result would be another confer- 
ence or a series of them. 

One thing more, Mr. Speaker; what has just been said by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] leads me to infer that, be- 
cause the custom-houses in New York and elsewhere are said to have 
been loaded up with foreign goods imported in anticipation of the new 
tariff law and to evade payment of the higher duties which it imposes, 
we ought to make haste, not only to pass the bill, but to have it take 
effect immediately, and to compel goods imported heretofore and now 
in bond to be taken out of bond by November 1 or pay the higher 
rates.of duty imposed by the new law. That would be a great mis- 
take. The country would suffer by it. 

I have a letter from constituents of mine in Chicago who are large 
importers of textile fabrics. They are importers as well as manufact- 
urers. They do not impott on speculation. They import to supply 
the steady, regular, annual demand for their goods in the Northwestern 
States. Their letter reminds me that the legitimate importing busi- 
ness of the United States, as well as the manufacturing business, is very 
largely governed by the seasons. 

There is a spring trade and a fall trade, and perhaps there is a sum- 
mer and winter trade in wearing apparelasin other things. They say 
that unless the time within which they can withdraw their goods from 
bond on payment of the old rates of duty is adjusted to the ways ot 
doing business which prevail in this country they will suffer an injury 
which I am sure neither the House nor the Senate intend to inflict upon 
them. I will insert the letter in the Recorp asa part of my remarks: 

CuicaGo, September 11, 1890, 

Dear Str: Referring tothe McKinley tariff bill, should it pass and go into 
effect October 1, as proposed, great injustice would be done the importers for the 
following reasons: ey are compelled to place their orders from six to twelve 
months in advance of the season for which they are intended for use. During 
the consideration of this bill, which has extended many months, importers 
could not stand still, but had to place their orders forspring wants. Our repre- 
sentative sailed for Europe April 15, and for several weeks thereafter he was 
fearful of placing orders; bat as the matter dragged along and no decision was 
reached, he was compelled to place his orders, assuming that should the bill 
pass it could not, in justice to importers, go into effect before January |. 

To illustrate our point. We purchase thousands of dozens of German hal(- 
hose, say at an average of 5.50 marks per dozen, the present duty on which is 
40 per cent. We have been able to sell them to the Sonbeas at $2.25 per dozen 
regular, and they in turn sell them to the consumer for 25 cents per pair, The 
new biil proposes a specific duty of 50 cents per dozen and 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem on these goods. They could not now be sold to the trade for less than 


$2.75 to $3 per dozen, who in turn must charge the consumer 35 cents per pair. 
You will quite understand that for every hundred men 90 per cent. must wear 
the 25-cent half-hose. 

During the consideration of this bill importers were forced to place their or- 
ders. Now comes the new tariff, advaneing the cost so materially as to force 
the goods to be sold in quite a different family from the one intended when or- 
der was placed, and making it practically impossible for the importer to sell his 
Ee without loss. These same points apply to nearly all the articles we 

mport. We do not think it the vinee ot our legislators to unnecessarily 
lay heavy burdens onany one, neither do we think it is their intention to doso, 
but to permit this bill to go intoeffect before January 1 would be a great hard- 
ship to us and all importers and through no fault of ours. 

Should this date (Jannary |) be adopted, peep would practically get their 
spring stocks in before January 1,and would sell them to the y ven ban at old 
petons, who in turn would sell them to their customers atthe old prices. Should 

he law go into effect October 1, only the United States Treasury would be the 
winner, and at the expense of the toiling millions, for it is impossible for our 
manufacturers to produce goods to take the place of these foreign articles re- 
= to for next spring’s consumption. In view of these facts, should this 

ll pass both Houses, we urge you to use your influence to postpone date of 
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taking effect to January 1, 1891 All the members of our firm are life-long Re- 
publican 
Yours, truly 
WILSON BROTHERS. 
lion. GrorGe F. ApAams, yion, D 


This letter is a plain, clear, practical statement of the que 
the point of view of American business men. I hope the confe1 
mittee will give itattention, I have the impression that the 
of July 14, 1870, did not take effect till the following January. Che act 
of March 3, 1883, did not take effect, I think, till the following July. 
If Western importers, like my constituents, are allowed three or four 
months to take out of bond the goods they have been buy 
spring trade the American manufacturers wi 
country, as I think, will be benefited. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
extra amount of importation, though. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In one line it is 50 per cent. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Yes; but taking the whole busi 
ness of the country it is pot over 15 per cent. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire, in one-half minute, to con- 
gratulate the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] upon having been 
converted to the double standard. It has been generally known here 
that he is a wealthy man, for he drives a good team and wears good 
clothes, but it is generally understood that in the country he wears 
sheep-gray clothes and ’stoga boots. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to say that, gagged 
and bound by the Republican majority in this House, | am an unwill- 
ing passenger upon this McKinley-tariff-Congressional-limited-ex press 
train. 

Mr. COLEMAN. ‘‘ Let her go, Gallagher!’’ { Laughter. | 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Its down-east engineer, its Buckeye conductor, 
and its Illinois stoker are running the train upon their own hook and 
in detiance of the will of the people. I utter my protest. It is all 
that I am allowed to do. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


{Mr. McKINLEY withholds his remarks for revision. 
dix. 


tion from 
ence com- 
tariff act 


ing tor the 
il not be harmed and the 


Chey do not tell you about the 


It is not over 15 per cent. 


See Appen- 


‘The SPEAKER. The time fixed by the order of the House for the 
general debate having expired, the question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 82, not 
voting 123; as follows: 


YEAS—120., 
Adams, Conger, Laws, Sawyer, 
Arnold, Connell, Lehibach, Seull, 
Atkinson, Pa. Craig, Lodge, Simonds 


Atkinson, W. Va Culhertson, Pa. Mason, Smith, Ill 


Baker, Cutcheon, McComas, Smith, W. Va. 
Banks, Darlington McKinley, Smyser, 
Bartine, De Lano, Miles, Snider, 
Bayne, Dingley Moffitt, Spooner, 
Beckwith, Evans, Moore, N. H. Stephenson, 
Belknap, Farquha Morey Stewart, Vt. 
Rergen, Flood, Morrill Stivers 
Bingham Funston Morse, Stoekbridg 
Jjoothman, Gear, Mudd, Struble 
Boutelle, Gest, Nute, Taylor, FE. B. 
Bowden, Gifford, ©’ Donnell, Taylor, J. D 
Brewer, Cirosvenor, 0’ Neill, Pa, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosits Grout, Payne, Thomas, 
Brower, Harmer Perkins, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Post Townsend, Colo, 
surrow Henderson, Ill. Quackenbush, Turner, Kans. 
Burton, Henderson, lowa Kaines, Vandever, 
Caldwell, Hermann, Randall Van Schaick, 
Candler, Mass. Hill, Ray, Waddill 
Cannon, Hitt, Reed, lowa Walker, 
Carter, Hopkins, Reyburn, Wallace, Mass. 
Caswell, Houk, Rife, Wallace, N. ¥ 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Rock well, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis. Kinsey Rowell, Wil is, Ohio 
Cogswell, Lacey, Russell, Wrigh 
Coleman, La Follictte, Sanford, Yardley 
NAYS—82. 
Allen, Miss. Crisp Lind, Quinn 
Anderson, Kans. Culberson, Tex. Maish, Re 
Andrew, Cummings, Martin, Ind, Richas ! 
Bankhead, Dunnell, McClammy, Savers 
Barnes, Elliott, MeClellan, Shivels 
Barwig Enloe, McCreary, ew Vex. 
Blount, Flick, McMillin, Stockda 
Boatner, Fornes McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. ‘Tarsney, 


Buchanan, Va. Hansbrough, Morgan, ‘Turner, Ga. 


Buckalew Hare, Norton, Vaux, 

Bunn, Hayes, Oates, Venable, 
Carlton, Heard, O’ Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Caruth, Herbert, ©’ Neil, Mass, Wike, 
Clements, Holman, Owen, Ind. Wiley, 

Cobb, Kelley, Parrett, Wilkinson, 
Comstock, Kerr, lowa Payson, Williams, LiL 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Peel, Wilson, W, Va. 
Cothran, Lanham, Penington, Yoder. 
Cowles, Lester, Ga. Pickler, 

Crain, Lewis, Price, 








10068 





NOT VOTING—123, 


Abbott, De Haven, Laidlaw,. Robertson, 
Alderson, Dibble, Lane Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. Dickerson, Lansing, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Dockery, Lawler, Rusk, 
Belden, Dolliver, Lee, Seranton, 
Biggs. om, Lester, Va. Seney, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, Magner, Sherman, 
Bland, Edmunds, Mansur, Skinner, 
Bliss, Ellis, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Brickner, Ewart, McAdoo, ° 
Brookshire, Featherston, McCarthy, Stahinecker, 
Brown, J. B. Finley, McCord, Stewart, Ga, 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, McCormick, Stone, Mo 
browne, Va. Fithian, MeDutfiie, Stump, 
Brunner, Flower, . McKenna, Sweney. 
Bullock, Forman, Milliken, Taylor, Il. 
Butterworth, Fowler, Mills, ‘Tillman, 
Bynum, Frank, Montgomery, Townsend, Pa, 
Campbell, Gibson, Morrow, Tracey, 
Candler, Ga, Goodnight, Mutehler, Tucker, 
Catchings, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Turner, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Grimes, O’ Neal, Ind. Wade, 
Chipman, Hall, Osborne, i n, 
Clancy, Hatch, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Mich 
Clarke, Ala. Haynes, Owens, Ohio Whiting, 
Clunie, Hempbill, Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Cooper, Ohio Henderson, N.C. Perry, Willcox, 
Covert, Hooker, Peters, Wilson, Ky. 
Dalzell, Kerr, Pa. Phelan, Wilson, Mo. 
Dargan, Ketcham, Pierce, Wilson, Wash. 
Davidson, Knapp, Pugsley, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKALEW (having voted in the affirmative). In deference 
to the opinion of others.I desire to change my vote from ‘‘ay’’ to 

‘no.’ 

Mr. ABBOTT. Iam paired with the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
MILLIKEN]. I desire the Recorp to show that if he were present I 
would vote ‘‘no.’’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and also move to Jay-the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I present the following resolution. A 
similar resolution was presented this morning and withheld—— 

Mr, HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged matter, 
I wish to call up a question of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The present occupant 
of the chair desires to state that the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
ENLOE] was recognized by the Chair before the resolution just dis- 
posed of was presented; and by acquiescence, if not an understanding 
with the Speaker of the House, the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
E-NLOE] was to be recognized to offer this resolution, and in the con- 
flict between the two questions of privilege under the present status 
of affairs the Chair is Ynelined to recognize the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr, ENLOr]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will first be read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The resolution has been read once. I make 
the point of order that it can not be presented under a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr, Speaker, on the pointof order I desire to say —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have the floor on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution must be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, 
directed to communicate to the Senate the fact that the House reprobates and 
condemns the unparliamentary lan, of Hon. Rosrert P, Kennepy, a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Ohio, published in the CongresstonaL Recorp of 
September 14, 1890, purporting to be a speech delivered on the floor of the House 
September 3, 1890, in which revised and amended speech he repeats his impeach- 
ment of the honesty of Senators individually and of the Senate as a body. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I-make the point of order that this resolution 
can not come in here as a matter of privilege under the circumstances 
that surround it. In the first this is simply a resolution express- 
ing an opinion of the House of Representatives upon the question of 
the propriety of the conduct of a member of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam trying to be heard myself, but I do not 
wish to continue until I can make myself heard. 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order. The gentleman from 
Ohio will be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all there is of thisresolution. It is an 
expression by the House of Representatives, not of condemnation of 
the member himself (because that can not be done under the present 
situation). It is simply an expression of opinion by the House of 
resentatives that they condemn certain utterances of a member of 
—— og! portes , send oie to the Senate = ——s 

ow, sau ry resolu expressing an opinion ouse, 
and a member has no right to submit it wabraalliner — 
more than I have a right, under a pretense or under a oar 
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lege, to present a resolution that it is the opinion of the House ot Rep- 
resentatives that the tariff bill ought to be disposed of quickly or that 
its action should be delayed, or any other expression of the opinion of 
the House of resentatives in the form of a resolution. 

I want as briefly as ible to getatexactly whatthisis. Itissimply 
a resolution saying that the House of Representatives has an opinion 
that it wants to express to the Senate about certain utterances made 
here by a member some time ago. Now, the ingenuity of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] is manifested in steering clear of 
any attempt to enforce a rule of the House. I have the authorities 
marked here, and they are so well understood that I need not reter to 
them in detail. Whenever the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY ] 
had proceeded without interruption to the close of his speech and the 
House had adjourned, that was the end of any point of order against 
the character of the utterances contained in that speech. He could 
not be called in question afterward; for the language of the rule of the 
House isthat, unless the is taken down and objection is made 
at the time, the member shall not thereafter be called to account for 
hence And the philosophy of that, Mr. Speaker, is perfectly 
plain. 

It is not a technical application of a technical rule of parliamentary 
procedure. It proceeds upon the broad proposition that if the atten- 
tion of a member is called to an utterance which is po nine d 
in character he shall not be deemed to have offended unless he persists 
in a refusal to retract the utterance. So I say this is not a technical 
application of any rule. It is the principle upon which we have 
always proceeded. AndI want the Speaker to take notice of this point 
in my argument. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. § er, I call for order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. wy gentle- 
men please resume their seats and cease conversation ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in making this point I do not de- 
sire to use any unnecessary amount of time. I am not making it for 
the benefit of the House so much as for the purpose of getting my 
views before the Speaker. Therefore, if the gentlemen who have busi- 
ness with the Speaker will kindly suspend that business for a moment 
I would feel very much obliged. 

My proposition is that, when the gentleman from Ohio had made 
this utterance and the House had remained silent and made no objec- 
tion to it, for every parliamentary purpose on earth the House of Rep- 
resentatives had at least acquiesced or acquitted the member so far as 
the claim against him was concerned. Here is the plain rule of the 
House: ° 

He shall not thereafter be called in question for the utterance. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the member himself being in no wise involved 
in this resolution, it becomes simply an expression of an opinion ot the 
House, a mere expression to be sent to the Senate that the House dep- 
recates or does not to reindorse the utterance made by the 
gentleman from Ohio. I say that it can not come here as a matter of 
privilege, and that it is a trespass upon the privilege of the House to 
offer it and attempt to argue it with that sort of claim. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. When 
the gentleman from Tennessee rose to call this up I rose simultaneously 
with him and undertook to call up the contested-election case of Lang- 
ston vs. Venable. The gentleman who was then in the chair [ Mr. 
PAYSON] said that, inasmuch as he thought there was some under- 
standing between the Chair and the gentleman from Tennessee that he 
should be recognized at the end of the tariff discussion, he would rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Tennessee. I stated at that time that |! 
rose to a question of the highest privilege, which is a contested-election 
case. I make the point of order now that that question takes prece- 
dence of this. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that it is too late to make 
that point, because I have been paeaeeet and this question has been 
debated. I want to be heard upon t of order. 

Mr, DINGLEY. The point of order is what is pending now. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to be heard on the point of order, which is the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Ohio. p 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is whether this proceeding 
which is inaugurated by the gentleman from Tennessee is in order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make another point, which I made before, 
that this resolution on its face does not present any question that shows 
that it is a question of privilege. < 

Mr. E. That is the question we are now considering. 

TheSPEAKER. That is what we are endeavoring to ascertain; and 
the gentleman from Tennessee is ing to argue the question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, on the point of order made by the 

tleman from Ohio, and subsequently by the gentleman from 
owa, I will call attention to a citation of a decision on page 362 of the 
Digest, which says: 
Any matter or touching the official record of debates in the House 
presents a question of privilege. 
Further on that point I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
ule IX: 


R ; 
uestions of privilege shall first, those affecting the of the House 
collectiocly, itelensety, Rienlty, ond the integrity of its >a 7" 
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Now, I maintain that under Rule IX of this House this is a question 
of privilege, because it is a matter which affects the integrity of the 
proceedings of this House, from the fact that this record has been 
changed since that speech was made. I make the further point of order 
that it is a matter affecting the dignity of this House, because a mem- 
ber of this House has risen and ina h denounced a member of 
the Senate, one of the co-ordinate branches of the Government, as a 
‘*branded criminal.’’ . : p : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that goes to the question of the integrity of 
the proceedings of this House; and if the gentleman from Ohio can rise 
in his seat and say that members of the Senate have ‘* purchased seats 
upon that floor,” and that ‘‘the cloak of Senatorial courtesy is being 
used to shield a branded criminal,’’ and can use expressions which go 
to the honor and integrity of every member of that body, then that 
affects the integrity of the proceedings of this body. It also affects in 
a greater degree the dignity of the proceedings of this House; for if 
that may be done there is no reason why I should not to-morrow rise 
in my seat and say that the Speaker of the House is ‘corrupt’ or that 
the President of the United States is ‘‘ a criminal.’’ 

Mr. HOUK. Why, you have said that all along. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not said ii. 

Mr. HOUK. Others have. 

Mr. ENLOE. You may have said so, but I have not. 

Mr. HOUK. Others on your side have. 

Mr. ENLOE. You censured a member for language that did not 
reflect upon anybody half so much as this; and my colleague had bet- 
ter talk in his own time, as I do not want to be interrupted by him. 

Mr. HOUK. But you will be, though. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know that, for it is impossible to repress you at 
times. [Laughter. ] 

Now, further, Mr. Speaker, I want to repeat, this is a question -of 
privilege, because it affects both the dignity of the proceedings of this 
House and the integrity of its proceedings, and it is necessary that the 
Honse should pass upon this question and decide whether or not there 
is involved in it, as I allege, a question of privilege. I find on page 
449 of the Digest the following: 

Whenever a point of order is made that any matter or proceeding is in viola- 
tion of the honor, dignity, or privileges of the House, itis not a question for the 
Chair, but for the House itself to determine. 

I believe this is a question which appeals to the judgment of this 
House, and while I have no disposition to criticise the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] personally for what he has said in his speech 
about his party associate, I still believe that it is due to the dignity, 
the good order, and the integrity of the proceedings of this House that 
we shall at least observe the ordinary rules of decency in debate. I 
find that the Recorp of this morning, which presents the first oppor- 
tunity to consider this question, contains what purports to be a speech 
delivered here on the 3d day of September. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] says that it you do not call a gentleman to order at 
the time the words are spoken he can not be censured afterwards, and 
that he can not be questioned for such utterance at any subsequent 
time. I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOoR] has con- 
fused the provisions of the Constitution with the rules of the House. 

I know of no practice or rule governing this House which prevents 
it at any time from considering what has been uttered here by any 
member of the House, whether he was called to order at the moment 
ornot. I will admit that the gentleman could not be called up under 
the rules and censured now for language which he used on the 3d day 
of September. We could not pass a formal vote of censure upon him 
in this House for his utterances then, but he repeats the offense to-day. 
He publishes in the Recorp of this morning a speech which we have 
a right to consider and upon which we have a right, in such form as 
the House may determine, to express the condemnation of this House, 
and I want the judgment of the House upon the question whether or 
not it is a proper proceeding for a member to rise here and refer to a 
member of one of the co-ordinate branches of the Government in terms 
such as are employed in that speech. 

A MEMBER. To more than one of them. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, to more than one of them; to several. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio referred to the Senate, and he denounced it in such 
language as can not be misunderstood, as an absolutely corrupt and 
degraded body. As evidence of that fact I want to call attention to 
some differences between the language used by the gentleman on the 
occasion when he delivered his speech and the language of the speech 
as he publishes it in the Record this morning. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. 8S er, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman has no right to go into that question at this time. 
aan ENLOE. I think it bears directly upon the question before the 

ouse. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no resolution of censure 
There is no question about my colleague [Mr. KENNEDY 
changed his remarks. There is a single p ition, and only a single 
proposition, before the House, and that is this resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, declaring that we regret, or condemn, the 
] used by the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. KENNEDY]. That is 
the only question involved here, and the gentleman from Tennessee 


roposed. 
having 








has no right now to commence a trial of the member and undertake to 
condemn him here, before the Chair has passed upon the proposition 
or decided that the question is before the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I simply wish to suggest, Mr. Speaker, that as this 
matter has come up here it is certainly of importance enough for us to 
allow the gentleman from Tennessee [| Mr. ENLOE] to present his own 
views. The Chair will finally pass upon the question, and I do not 
think the gentleman ought to be constrained in this way. 

The SPEAKER. Still the gentleman from Tennessee ought to con- 
fine himself to his own resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Perhaps the gentleman from Tennessee will con- 


nect all he has said with his resolution and thus throw light upon the 
question upon which the Chair is to pass. 


The SPEAKER, The resolution is fonnded upon what is printed in 
the REcoRD, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the Chair will read the resolution he will see that 
it is founded prima facie and primarily upon what appears in the Rr 
ORD of this morning, but the resolution itself refers to the fact that the 
language used by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] at the 
time he delivered his speech, and for which he was not called to order 
when he should have been by the Speaker of this House or by some 
member of it, was different from the language printed in the Recorn, 
and that is a matter that ought to be considered. 

The SPEAKER. But the rules of the House expressly say that if 
the gentleman was not called to order at the time he shall not be sub- 
iect to the censure of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand that; and I am not attempting to base 
any censure or implied censure that may be contained in this resolution 
upon what the gentleman said at the time he delivered his speech, but 
I say that the language of the speech has been changed, and although 
it is a late day to come in and make amendments, yet the gentleman 
does come in here and, after amending and revising his speech three or 
four times, he still makes a publication which contains the whole sting 
and infamy of the original speech—if it can be said that what the gen- 
tleman uttered on that occasion amounted tothat. All that was said 
against the Senate is presented in the written speech in a little differ 
ent phraseology and with someslight change in the connections. Now, 
IT want to show what the language was originally, and what it is now. 

The SPEAKER. But the resolution refers entirely to what it is 
now. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then, if the Speaker rules that the resolution is con 
fined to what the speech is now, I want to say something upon that 
point, and in order to save myself a little labor, I will, if it is proper 
ask the Clerk to read certain passages which I have marked on pag 
10918 and 10919 of the RecorpD of September 14. But betore the read- 
ing begins I want to say, on the point of order, that I am aware that 
this resolution presents a new question. Itisa question that has per 
haps never arisen in this form in the House, and I can find no prec 
dent for it; but I understand the day has come when it is necessary 
that we should set the precedents for the next hundred years | laugh- 
ter], and I want to set a good one in this matter. [ Laughter. | 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Senate of the United States will learn that there isa bar of publicopinion, 
and at that barit is now being tried. If the House isthe immediate representa 

tive of the people, the Senate was intended to be the other branch, co-ordinate 
with the people's Representatives. 

The time was when to have been a Roman was to have been greater than a 
king; the Roman toga is now bedraggled with the mire and the filth of the cent 

uries. 

To have been a Senator in the days of Webster and Clay and Calhoun was to 
have been part ot a body that won and had the admiration of the people North 
and South 
To have been a Senator in the davs of Wade and Fessenden and Crittenden 
was to have been as-ociated with men whose sense of honor would have scorned 
the purchase of a seat, and would have denied companionship to one whos 
name was tarnished by even a suspicion of corruption. 

The State which in part I have the honor torepresent upon this floor has twice 
within a single decade, been disgraced, dishonored, and humiliated by repre 
sentatives chosen tothat body, selected not because of distinction or ability, but 
simply and only because they were able to outbid the other contestants, and 
yet these men will stand in the places of Webster and Clay and Callioun and 
occupy the chairs they once so ably filled and adorned. Surely the cloak of 
Senatorial courtesy has been used to hide the infamy and the corruption which 
has dishonored and dixgraced a body which was once the proudest in the land 

One of the daily newspapers said on Saturday morning, after the agreement 
to delay action upon the election bill had been announced 

“Mr. Quay could do nothing less without being false to his agre 
Mr. GorRMAN.”’ 

Has it, then, come to this, that a leader of the Republicans is trading and 
traflicking with a Democratic leader, and bartering away the prin 
Republican party? 

What secret understanding exists by which the mostimportant o | its party 
measures is to be given away for a mess of pottage? 

is it true that the promises of the party and its sacred and oft-repeated pledges 
to give to the people a law for their protection at the polls isto be swapped away 
as a trader would exchange a horse or a sharper would pawn a stolen diamond 

Will a great party permit a pretended leader to so barter away its honor and 
trade upon its principles? 

Nearly two thousand years ago the Prince of Peace, He who came as the rep 
resentative of the Sovereign of Sovereigns, found himself in the midst of doubt 
ing and designing men. He surrounded himself with a few chosen followers 
in whose faith and fidelity He had belief and confidence, and with them went 
from place to place performing works and deeds and miracles. 

When the storm gathered around Him, when the charges of the false accusers 
came, when the cries of the multitude which rent the air demanded Him for 
pretended trial and sacrifice, it was not from the midst of enemies came the ono 
who was to basely betray Him, not from those whom hate had driven to des 
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peratian, but from the litle band of chosen followers came the band that was 
to deliver Him, and the kiss that should betray. 

It was meetand fitting that Judasshould be paid thethirty pieces of silver. It 
wae stilla part of the eternal fitness of things that, having been guilty of the 
basest crime of all the centuries, he should go out and hang himself. 

History is repeating itself. 

o . + 


The Judas Iscariot of two thousand years ago is to find a counterpart in the 
Judas of to-day. 

The Judas who took the thirty pieces of silver and went and hanged himself 
has left an example well worthy of imitation. 

Sometime since | stood in my pines upon this flaor and dendunced a Senator 
from my native State because, whos charged with corruption and branded with 
infamy, he did not arise in his seat and demand an investigation and inquiry 
that should establish the purity of his actions and bis personal honor. 

Again I stood in my place upon this floor and denounced the then Speaker 
of this House because, when charges of fraud and outrage connected with his 
election were made against him, instead of demanding the most searching in- 
vestigation that he might be vindicated from these aspersions upon his char- 
acter, he was content to permit a committee composed of his poli friends to 
bury them under the convenient cover ofa refusal to give hearing to his accusers, 

These men were Democrats. 

Now another, ocoupying a high place in the councils of the political party to 
which I belong, has suffered himself month in and month out to be charged 
with ertmes and misdemeanors for which, if guilty, he should have been con- 
demned under the laws of his State and have measured out to him the 
fullest measure ef its punishment. 

This man isa Republican, Shall Inow remain silent? Is it just and honest 
after having denounced these Democratic leaders to remain in my seat silent 
because one who is accused of crimes and refuses to seek for vindication is a 
Republican, and that Republican the recognized leader of my party? 

Mr. Speaker, neitber decency nor honor would permit me to do so. 

I do not know whether the charges made against the chairman of the national 
Republican committee are true or false. 

I did not know if the charges made against the member from Kentucky or 
the Senator from Ohio were true or false, but I did know that theydid not de- 
mand investigations of them, and for this 1 denounced them upon this floor. 

1 do not know whether these c nst the chairman of the national 
Republican committee are true or false, but I do know that ve been 
made by journals of character and standing again and n, Ido know 
that in the face of these charges he has remained silent bas neither sought 
nor attempted to seek opportunity to vindicate himself against them. 

I do know that as a Republican leader he owed it to the great party at whose 
head he was to either brand them as infamies or to prove their falsity, or he 


owed it to the party to stand aside from its leadership. 
_ — saitod an jaeume’ — for this I denounce him. ‘ . atin 
© has to jus a ee aires ample time 
been given him he remains silent. His silence under such circumstances is 


simply a confession of guilt. An honorable man does not 1 
honor is assailed. He has delayed too long to justify the belief 
He stands convicted already before the bar of public opinion. Under such cir- 
euenets ben should be driven from the head of a party whose life his pres- 
ence imperils. 


Mr. ENLOE, Mr. 8S — 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee is now addressing 
the Chair upon a poiut of order. 

Mr, ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that there can be no doubt 
as to the plain purpose and meaning of the language that is used here. 
The language used by the gentleman from Ohio on this floor on the 3d 
day of September was specific. It was so direct that there was no pos- 
sibility of escape trom it; and I can not see, he has had some 
seven days in which to revise it, with the very best talent that could 
be brought to his assistance [laughter], that he has yet succeeded in 
eliminating from it that part which reflects the integrity of the 
Senate as one of the co-ordinate branches of this Government. He in- 
dicates here clearly his intention to arraign and to impeach the honor 
and integrity of two of the Senators from his own State. He says: 

TheS i 
Br et 
sentatives chosen to that body. 

That can not mean anybody else than the two Senators now sitting 
there, or one of those who is now in the Senate and one who is just 
coming in, because within the decade there could not have been any- 
hody else meant by this reference. Then he goes on further; and while 
he omits a great deal that he said about the Senate he puts in this little 
paragraph so that it may be understood at whom the blow is made. 

© says: 

One of the daily newspapers said on Saturday morning, after the agreement 
to delay action upon the election bill had been announced : 

“Mr. Quay could do nothing less without being false to his agreement with 
Mr. Gorman.” 

That refers by name to a member of the Senate. 

A Memrer. Two members of the Senate. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, it refers by name to two members of the Senate. 
Tt quotes a newspaper, criticises the proceedings of the Senate, and de- 
nounces its action as a bargain, as intrigue and corruption. I can not 
conceive how it can be imagined that this is anything else than a ques- 
tion of privilege, and a very important one to this House. 

| want to call attention to one other point. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thegentlemen hasstated that he finds no precedent 
for this proceeding. I ask him whether in examining the records of 
the House he has not found that heretofore where a member has ut- 
tered words calculated to dishonor or disgrace a Senator the 
has been to strike the objectionable matter from the Recorp? Has 
not the gentieman found that to have occurred in the Forty-second Con- 
gress and at earlier times? 

Mr. ENLOE, I understand that has been ‘the ; within my 
knowledge there have been several efforts to do it which have not suc- 


dally when his 
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ceeded. The reason I did not attempt to have this matter stricken out 
was that as none of the gentlemen on the other side attempted to have 
it done I thought they were so well pleased with it they wanted to 
have it stand as itis. [Laughter. ] 

a SPEAKER. The gentleman will please confine himself to the 
question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will confine myself to the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. ‘Will the gentleman allowa question 
right there? 

Mr. ENLOE. If it does not consume too much time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, It is to the point. Does not the gen- 
tleman think a considerable portion of his resolution belongs to the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the national Republican committee? 

Mr. E. Well, I am not settling questions with the national 
Republican committee. That is a matter, I suppose, they will attend 
to in due time in their own way. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to other utterances of 
the gentleman from Ohio contained in the Recorp of September 14, 
which directly apply to the members of the Senate and reflect — 
them in a way which can not be mistaken even by a blind man. He 
says, referring to Mr. QUAY, whose name he has just mentioned: 

He has failed to justify himself, and am opportunity and ample time has 
been given him he remains silent. His silence under such circumstances is 
simply a confession of guilt. 

Guilty of what? What are the crimes with which hestands charged 
in the newspaper press to which the reters? I will not re- 
peat them here, because they are known to the whole country; and it | 
might not be parliamentary in me even to mention the crimes with 
which the gentleman has been charged. But here is the charge made 
by this member of the House—that this Senator by his own silence con- 
fesses that he is guilty of these alleged crimes. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Was that a ‘‘fire-eater ?’’ 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; it was nota ‘‘fire-eater;’’ I think it was 
rather a “‘fire-extinguisher.’”’ He says: 

An honorable man does not long dally when his honor is assailed. He has 
delayed too long to the belief innocence. He stands convicted 


justify in ; 
already before bar of public opinion. Under such circumstances he should 
be driven from of a party whose life his presence imperils. 


I 
pi gO ar are pa pd Ig ha 


It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same sub- 
iect in the other House, or the particular votes or ties on it there; because 
the opinion of each House should be left to its own Ein asttetele. 
fluenced by the a a a aan Sie eget 
reflections Jeadiug to a between two Houses. 


1 to be observed to the immediate down of 
wae for the security of members. Thevotore it is the dut “iuestivenn ona 
aes aitchennes give aground ieumbasaeae wo 

poe ee and mutual between the two 


Houses, whicb can be terminated without difficulty and disorder. 
Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will only add in conclusion a 


ingle word. It has not been any of to enter mpon a 
vindication of the character eraiicstentiontnemumiaaitewa 
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Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I agree very fully 
with the remarks made by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. EN 10E}, 
and think it but due to the Senate of the United States and a duty on | 
the part of the House to adopt the resolution which he has offered. | 
It perhaps occurs for the firat time in the history of this country—I 
know it does so far as I am aware—that two Senators of the United 
States have been attacked by name on the floor of the House of Repre- | 
sentatives, and the Senate has been assailed asa body, epithets having | 





been applied not only to the Senatecollectively, but toindividual Sena- 
tors, which would dishonor and disgrace any man before the country. 

As to any technical points of order that may be raised I think in the 
interest of justice and truth, of the honor of this body, as well asin the 
interest of the orderly character and integrity of our proceedings as a 
legislative body, nothing of the kind should be permitted to intervene 
‘to prevent the House from doing its full duty at this juncture of affairs. 

I am informed that on the 3d day of September, when this tirade of 
abuse was poured out by the gentleman from Ohio, it wasat an evening 
session and there were not perhaps over thirty or forty members present. 
Mr. CHEADLE. Only twenty-one. 

Mr. BAYNE. ‘Twenty-one members were present; Iam corrected by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

The utterances of that occasion were ‘‘ withheld for revision ’’ and did 
not appear in the Recorp of the succeeding day, so that no notice could 
be taken of them by those who were not present on the occasion referred 
to until to-day. To-day for the first time they appear in the Recorp, 
shorn perhaps of some of their enormities, misrepresentation, and bit- 
terness, but nevertheless so palpably an outrageous charge and attack 
upon the other body of corruption, of making bargains, of selling their 
legislative rights, of selling bills, of dishonoring their States and dis- 
honoring their nation, that I say, Mr. Speaker, this body can not re- 
frain from putting the seal of its condemnation on acts of that character 
on the part of any member of this body. 

This is no place to attack members of the Senate, and our rules and 

the courtesies which bavealways obtained between the two bodies have 
protected this body against assault on the part of the Senate, while we 
protect in this body the Senate from unwarranted assaults by members 
of the House. I trust, though I have not examimed the technical 
points that are involved, although the gentleman from Tennessee has 
answered them very clearly—but I trust, in the interest of what is 
right, of what is just, of what this body must do with honor to itself 
and what is due to the Senate of the United States, that it will not al- 
low any technicalities to interpose and prevent action on this occasion 
in the way of condemning these utterances of the gentleman from Ohio 
made on the 3d of September, but which have appeared in the REcoRD 
only this morning. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not make any controversy 
with my friend from Pennsylvania about anything he hassaid. I have 
made this point of order because I believe that whatever action this 
House is to take ought to be taken in the regular way; and whatever 
utterances are made in the form of a resolution, whether of censure of 
a mewber or of apology tv the Senate, or of vindication of ourselves, 
whatever is done in any way ought to be done properly, and should 
come from one of the committees of the House, couched in language 
such as the majority of this House is willing to adopt and present to 
the country. That is all I have sought, that is all I have contended 
tor, and that is all I have argued for. I have said simply and solely, 
not that this resolution which has been read here does not present a 
question for the House to consider, but I have submitted the proposi- 
tion to the House that, as a matter of personal privilege, or any other 
kind of privilege, the resolution has no place here. 

The point about it is that in this way the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN] can secure hasty action upon his resolution. [by 
the ruling which I invoke from the Chair this House can have a delib- 
erate utterance coming from one of its committees. And I protest that 
it is not technical, in the sense which gentlemen seem to imply, to ask 
for an orderly disposition of soimportanta matterasthis. If the Chair 
sustains this pointof order the resolution will at once go to such com- 
mittee as the House may direct. 

Mr. ENLOE. What would the gentleman from Ohioconsider an or- 
derly procedure? 

Mr. GROSVENO}R. It would be to have this resolution sent toa 
committee of the House, either to the Committee on Rules or to the 


mittee. And then, too, the gentleman from Ohio Mr. KENNEDY] has 
some rights here, rights that I am ready and willing to defend, not to 
the extent of saying that the House ought to take no action, but will- 
ing to defend to the extent of saying that he shall be proceeded against 
or dealt with according to the rules of the Honse and the law of par- 
liamentary procedure, and not under the impassioned eloquence of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] or the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Ex.or]. 
Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 
uestion? Ina matter of this importance would the gentleman be will- 
to send this resolution out to see it it could find a graveyard from 
which it would never return? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I would send anything coming from the gen- 
tleman, inspired by the motives which I imagine inspired this resolu- 
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| tion, to any graveyard that I could find [laughter], hoping that it 


would come back improved in tone, temper, spirit, and purpose. 
Mr. ENLOE. I want to say tothe gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GRos- 


| VENOR], in regard to the personal part of his remark, that I do not 


want to be judged by his imagination, because I imagine, from what 
I have seen of it, that it is altogether evil. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the whole point in 
this case, If this resolution can be treated here as a matter of personal 
privilege—or of privilege—any other can be. 

The SPEAKER. Not as a matter of personal privilege, but as a 
matter of privilege of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the question. If it can be, then any 


other question, any expression which [ want to invoke from the House, 
as condemning a speech made by a member, can be discussed here at 
great length upon the floor of the House, no matter what the result 


may be. Itis clothing this sort of a procedure with the quality of a 
privileged question. ‘The resolution may be properly here. I do not 
deny it. It may be couched in language not too strong. I do not say 


that itis. Ineitheraflirm nordeny. But that it is here withoutany 
question of privilege attached to it, lassert. And the proper disposition 
of itis to send it to one of the committees of this House for its deliberate 
consideration and judgment, and a report from the committee that 
will give the House the attitude of acting in a dignified and proper 
manner in the discharge of so important a duty as this. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for the purpose of 
offering an additional resolution, to be added to the resolution of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the point of order ought to be dis 
posed of before anything else is done. 

Mr. BAYNE. [ask that the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be read for the information of the 
House under the present condition of affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to exclude from the permanent 
CONGRESSIONAL RecorpD the speech made in the House of Representatives Sep 
tember 3, 1890, by Rosgerr P. Kexnepy, a member from the State of Ohio, and 
published in the ConGrEessionaL Recorp of September 14, 1590. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I move that both resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. What for? 
send them to the Judiciary Committee for ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The pending question is on the point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The question of order must first be decided. 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HorKrys] desire to be heard ? 

Mr. HOPKINS, No, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. The question, Mr. Speaker, is not as to the propricty 
or impropriety of the language used by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
KENNEDY] in the speech referred to in the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. The question is whether the resolation 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee presents a question of pris 
ilege. I think it does. I understood the gentleman from Olio | Mr. 
GROSVENOR | to say a little while ago that the reason why it could not 
be a question of privilege—and I have certainly heard other gentlemen 
say the same thing—is that the language in question was not objected 
to at the time it was uttered. 

That ought not to have the slightest weight. The rules of parlia- 
mentary courtesy between the Houses ought to be considered in con- 
nection with the practice which has prevailed for many years of per- 
mitting remarks made in the House to be modified in the CONGRESSION AI. 
RxcoRD, and of permitting remarks to be printed in the Recorp which 
were never delivered in the Honse at all. Suppose the gentleman from 
Ohio had never made the alleged speech in the House, but had simply 
obtained leave to print remarks inthe RECORD. Suppose his printed 
speech had first appeared in the RecorD this morningand had contained 
word for word the language which he is alleged to have uttered in the 
House, could there be noredress? There could be none if the point of 
order that the words must be immediatly objected to when spoken were 
a good one. I think it can not be a good one. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an error into which I understand the gentle- 
man from Ohio has fallen, which consists in supposing that remarks 
made by a member of this body in regard to a member of the othe: 
House are not unparliamentary unless they allude to him in his repre 
sentative capacity. That isa great mistake. The rule is broaderthan 
that. There must be no personal criticism of any kind. The reason 
of the rule requiring extreme reserve in persona! allusions to the other 

House or its members is a very solid reason. 

The two Houses are independent legislative bodies 
trol the other. 


What do you want to 


Dor 3 


Neither can con- 
| Yet legislation consists in concurrent action of these 
two independent bodies; nine times out of ten the bill which passes one 

is amended by the other. One must yield its opinion in favor of the 
opinion of the other, or no legislation can be had. Therefore this an- 
cient rule of extreme formal courtesy between the Houses has arisen. 
It is to promote harmony between them in order that these two great 
independent legislative bodies, each tenacions of its own rights and 
jealons of its own dignity, as it ought to be, may come together in or- 
der to settle their differences in matters of legislation. Therefore ex- 
treme moderation and reserve onght to be employed by the members 
of each in regard to the other and its members. 
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Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, And courtesy. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, yes; extraordinary courtesy, formal courtesy, 
made so by ancient parliamentary law on purpose to make the mem- 
bers of the one body far more guarded in their allusions to the members 
of the other than two friendly gentlemen need to be in their social in- 
tercourse with each other, because there is great reason and public pol- 
icy involved. 

I did not hear the language of the gentleman from Ohio, but it seems 
to me that the fact that twenty or thirty gentlemen were present and 
did not see fit to object ought not to prevent the House now from ex- 
pressing its regret that an old, well-settled, and well-founded rule of 
parliamentary courtesy between the Houses of Congress has been vio- 
lated in this House. 

Even in his printed speech the gentleman from Ohio has been un- 

riiamentary. I find in his printed speech a statement that a House 

ill has been unfairly treated in the Senate. That is enough. It is 
unparliamentary in either House to charge the other House with un- 
fairness. No such charge ought ever tobe made in either House. Out- 
side of either House wecan say what we please abouteither. Toshow 
the strictness of the rule as well as the reason of the rule I wish to cite 
here some paragraphs from Cushing’s work on Parliamentary Law, un- 
der the head of ‘‘ Harmony among the branches:’’ 

21708, In reference to offenses of this description Mr. Hatsell lays down the 
following rules for the government of the Speaker and the House: 

“If there is any breach of the rules of decency and gentlemanly decorum, if 
public reprebensionand accusation degenerate into private obloquy and personal 
reflections, then it is the duty, first, of the Speaker, and if he ete that duty, 
then of the House, to interpose immediately, and not ope t expressions to 
xo unnoticed or uncensured which may give a ground of complaint to the 
other House of Parliament and thereby introduce proceedings and mutual ac- 
cusations between the two Houses which can never be terminated without diffi- 
culty and disorder.” 

21709. If an offense of this kind should be committed of so aggravated a 
character as to deserve censure or punishment, it can only be taken cognizance 
of by the House in which it is committed, and the nature and mode of redress or 
sunishment, if punishment is necessary, must be determined upon and inflicted 
»y it, each House having exclusive jurisdiction over the persons of its mem- 
bers for all parliamentary offenses committed within its walls. That House 
may of course either take up the matter spuntaneously or upon the complaint 
of the other or of the individual member assailed. 

#1710, It is irregular also to refer to or to introduce the ings or de- 
bates of the other House though there is no question pending at the time for the 
purpose of making them the subject of comment at the time, whether by way of 
answer, explanation, commendation, discussion, or animadversion, and when- 
ever any suchallusion is made in any form in which it can be brought within the 
contro! of the House, as disorderly, it is immediately checked by the § ker, 
though perhaps the matter might with strict propriety be introduced into the 
debate were it not for the impropriety of referring for it to the proceedings of 
the other House. 

! 1711. The following are instances—taken at random—in which references of 
t 


kind have been checked as irregular : 
** Where a member said he was astonished to hear that a particular clause in 
a bill was the production of a noble lord; where a member said ‘he thought it 
a this day would not pass without a motion being made by a noble 
lord in another place;’ where a member said ‘he had read the argument of a 
noble earl in another place on this subject,’ ete.; making the clauses of a billin 
oo the other House the subject of discussion; where a member 
the House and the country on the ic, open, and manly 
declaration made last night by an individual, a most illustrious member of the 


All this may seem forced and conventional. It is conventional, but 
there is a sound reason for it. The House is independent of the Sen- 
ate. The two Houses come together only where the House has one opin- 
ion on a legislative proposition and the Senate has another; and there- 
fore these two ndent Houses have got to come together in a 
spirit of conciliation and a spirit of courtesy. That is why this 
practice is established. That is why this conventional rule of courtesy 
has been established. Whenever it is violated it devolves upon this 
House to take notice of the violation at the very earliest possible occa- 
sion, Whether we communicate to the other House our ex on of 
— or not, I understand that we distinctly owe it to ourselves to ex- 

ress it. 

Mr. CANNON. We merely owe it to ourselves. We do not apolo- 
gize to anybody, but conform to our own rules, 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, and we ought to dothis. We ought to express 
our regret, for the reason that is laid down in the text-book from which 
I have read, and if we do not do that, then the same practice which we 
deplore here may be imitated elsewhere. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It has re 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it is said that this matter ought to 
go unnoticed now because at the time of this utterance no objection 
was made by the presiding officer of this House or by any member of 
the House. A little reflection will convince the House that the mere 
fact that this was unnoticed at the time ought to bea reason why it ought 
now not to go unnoticed, and that it would be really an aggravation 
rather than a palliation or excuse of the offense. Suppose this House 
desired really to insult the other branch ot Congress; ——— that the 
temper of the House were such that a gentleman on floor assails 
the integrity of the Senate, shall we allow that offense to go unpun- 
ished because the presiding officer of the House, either unintentionally 
or intentionally, fails to notice it, and every member of the House 
intentionally fails to call the offending member to order, what would 
the country say, and what would the Senate say, to such a proceeding 
as that if it were ind in? Surely we can not excuse ourselves 
on the ground that our rule we can not notice it afterwards 
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because there was no member in the House at the time who called the 
tleman offending to order. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote !’’} 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, as this is a matter of very great con- 
cern to the Honse, and believing that we should give to it our best 
reflection and fullest judgment, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’clock and 58 min- 
utes) the House adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 947) to restrict the use and sale of opium in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories of the United States—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1535) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and 

United States Treasury notes—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 
A bill (8. 2080) authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas 
H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the 
rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of re- 
tired officers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 3097) authorizing the appointment of an assistant sword- 
master at the Military Academy—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

A bill (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy —to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 3780) to give consent of Congress to the construction of a 
bridge over the Duck River in Humphreys County, Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

A bill (S. 3888) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the State of California—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8516) for the relief of James B. 
McCubbin, accompanied by a report (No. 3087)—to the Committee of 
the Whole Honse. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 12041) authorizing the Chattanooga 
Bridge and Terminal Company to construct a bridge over the Tennes- 
see River at or near Chattanooga, Tenu.—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. - 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 12042) to authorize the construction 
of a tunnel under the waters of the bay of New York, between the town 
of Middletown, in the county of Richmond, and the town of New 
Utrecht, in the county ot Kings, in the State of New York, and to estab- 
lish the same as a post-road—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12043) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone 
County, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12044) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Ben- 
ton, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): A joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 222) relating to street-railway companies—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as Ww: aa 
By Mr. BOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 12045) for the relief of Civil En- 
gineer U. 8. G. White, United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. . 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: A bili (H. R. 12046) to remove the charge 

Turner—to 


of desertion from the record of Overton T. the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 12047) granting a pension to P. C. 
tne Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12048) to relieve Dominick Burke, 
late a private in Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teers, of the charge of dishonorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MOREY: ee ere a pension to La Fa- 


ee tae 
. By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 12050) for the relief of the heirs or 
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legal representatives of Sterling Boyce, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. ; - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12051) for the relief of Margaret Hitt, of Lincoln | 
County, Missouri—to the Committee on Pensions. ayy 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12052) for the relief of August Kuhne, of the city | 
of Troy, Lincoln County, Missouri—to the Committee on € laims. 

By Mr. NUTE: A bill (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Annie M. | 
Kimball, widow of Alvah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hamp- | 
shire Regiment of Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 12054) to amend the military rec- 
ord of George W. Darby—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12055) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Thomas C. Dyson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military <A ffairs. 
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SENATE, 


TUESDAY, September 16, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Suballiance No. 3, of the 
National Farmers’ Alliance, of Wood County, West Virginia, praying 
for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was reterred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUAY presented a resolution adopted by Clover Township Al- 
liance, No. 45, of Baxter, Pa.; a resolution adopted by the Salem ( Pa.) 


By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12056) for the relief | Farmers’ Alliance, No. 29, and a resolution adopted by the Tuttle 


of Frederic Calhoune—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12057) for the relief of John Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12058) for the relief of Thomas Jones—to the Com- | 


mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. B. 12059) for the relief of J. A. Letsinger—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12060) for the relief of E. R. Matthews 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in favor of ample light service on the Ohio and Mississippi 
Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of trustees of First Baptist Church ot 
Suffolk, Va., for reimbursement for use and occupancy of church prop- 
erty—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. CARUTH: Eight petitions of various boards of trade, travel- | 
ing men’s associations, and merchants, praying for the passage of | 


House bill 11744, regarding mailing-boxes at railroad stations—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of William Johnson, administrator of 
Thomas I. Johnson, of Fayette County, Tennessee, for reference of 
claim tothe Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition, with affidavits, of Edward B. Myer, 
administrator of the estate of John Fortune, of Douglas County, Ore- 
gon, praying for pay for Indian depredations in Douglas County, Ore- 
gon—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, petition, with affidavits, of Susan H. Wallace, praying for pay 
for stealing of cattle in Douglas County, Oregon, by the Rogue River, 
Grave Creek, and Cow Creek Indians, in October, 1855—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE (by request): Petition for the passage of House bill 
8526—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. MOREY: Petition of Isaac Holdbrook, late of Company G, | 
One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteers, for muster— | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. NORTON: Petition of William R. Boyce, praying that his 


claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be reterred | 


to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance | 
Union of New Mexico, asking for the passage of the Perkins bill, pro- | 
viding for a common-school system in New Mexico—to the Committee | 


on the Territories. 


Also, resolution of the San Juan County Alliance of Aztec, N. Mex., | 


asking for the passage of the Perkins bill, providing the same relief— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Charles Wright and 26 others, of Las Vegas, N. 
Mex., asking for the passage of the Perkins bill, providing for a com- 
ene system in New Mexico—to the Committee on the Terri- 

es. 

Also, resolution of the New York Yearly Meeting of the Society of 
Friends, asking for employment by the Government of matrons among 
Indian women—to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition favoring a pension to Antoinette 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STIVERS: Petition of Mrs. Frank E. Burr, secretary of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Middletown, N. Y., and 76 
others of that city, in favor of the bill prohibiting the transportation 


of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory in the United States | N 
or District of Columbia into any other State or Territory contrary to 


and in violation of the laws thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, petition of 131 persons of the Second Congressional district of 


to the | 


Hill Farmers’ Alliance, No. 14, of Wesleyville, Pa., favoring the pas 
| sage of what is known as the Conger lard bill; which were referred to 
| the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the telegraphic petition of W. H. Kelsey, 
secretary of the State Farmers’ Alliance of Indiana, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 54 citizens of Nebraska; a petitionot 

| 89 residents of Nebraska and Kansas; a petition of 87 citizens of Ne- 
braska; a petition of 45 citizens of lowa and Nebraska; a petition of 54 
citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 41 residents of Nebraska; a petition 
of 49 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 88 citizens of Nebraska; a peti- 
tion of 90 residents of Nebraska; a petition of 68 residents of Nebraska; 
a petition of 91 residents of Omaha, Nebr. ; a petition of 91 residents of 
Omaha, Nebr. ; a petition of 20 residents of Omaha, Nebr. ; a petition of 
88 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 87 citizens of Nebraska; a peti- 
tion of 68 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 51 citizens of the State of 
Nebraska, and other States; a petition of 87 citizens of the States of 
Nebraska and Iowa; a petition of 90 citizens of the State of Nebraska; 
a petition of 91 citizens of Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition of 38 citizens of 

the State of Nebraska; a petition ot 91 citizens of the State of Nebraska; 
a petition of 47 citizens of the State of Nebraska; a petition of 54 citi- 
zeus of the State of Nebraska; a petition of 91 citizens of Council Bluffs, 
lowa, aud a petition of 35 citizens of the State of Nebraska, praying for 
the passage of Senate bill 3991, to prevent the adulteration of food prod- 
ucts, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. ° 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Oklahoma Territory 
praying for the passage of House bill 3839, for the protection of those 
engaged in mining; which was referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
Third Congressional district of Michigan, praying for the enactment of 
| laws to prevent the use of the United States mails for immoral pur- 
| poses; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Ottawa Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
| 39, of Michigan, praying for the passage of what is known as the Con- 
ger lard bill: which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of A. White and 26 other citizens of 
Tremont, Mich. ; the petition of W. Wooley and 28 other citizens of Ban- 
nister, Mich.; the petition of Henry Anders and 14 other citizens of 
Barry, Mich.; the petition of A. D. Hoffman and 80 other citizens of 
NorthStar, Mich.; a petition of the Heller Grange, No. 159, Patrons ot 
Husbandry, of Van Buren County, Michigan; the petition of D. E. 
| Chestnut and 15 other citizens of Cambria, Mich.; the petition of (. H. 
| Boughton and 35 other citizens of Brian, Mich.; the petition of Hf. M. 

Ward and 46 other citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan; the petition 
of William Barry and 45 other citizens of Ocean County, Michigan; the 
| petition of H. D. McCabe and 25 other citizens of Clinton County, 
Michigan; the petition of George S.Crane and 29 other citizens of Hills- 
dale County, Michigan; the petition of W. H. Olmstead and members 
| of Gilead Grange, No. 400, Patrons of Husbandry, of Gilead, Mich., aad 
the petition of J. V. Oster and 7 other citizens of Allegan County, Mich- 
igan, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-lard bill 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of D. E. Chestnut and 17 other cit- 

izens of Hillsdale County, Michigan; a petition of the Heller Grange, 
| No. 159, Patrons of Hasbandry, of Van Buren County, Michigan; the 
| petition of S. A. Nichols and 48 other citizens of Cass County, Mich- 
igan ; the petition of A. White and 26 other citizens of Tremont, 
Michigan; the petition of A. J. Crosby, jr., and 15 other citizens of 
ovi post-office, Mich.; the petition of 5. R. Post and 12 other cit- 
izens of Alma County, Michigan; the petition of J. Muslin and 21 
other citizens of Shiawassee County, Michigan, and the petition of 
Freeman Fuiler and 74 other citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan, 


| 





| 
| 


and elsewhere, collected by the National Woman’s Christian | praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-tood bill: which 
Temper eee eane for anational Sunday-rest law, against need- | were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
less work in the Government mail 


and military service and | 


interstate commerce—to the Committee on Labor. 


Mr. BLAIR. I have received quite a number of telegrams from 


Jackson, Grenada, Greenville, Macon, Clarksdale, in the State of Mis- 





| 
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sissippi, Montgomery, Ala., Raleigh, N. C., Jackson, Tenn., and Little 
Rock, Ark., signed by re presentatives of Colored Farmers’ Alliances, 
Colored Industrial Fair Associations, Colored Farmers’ Mutual Bene- 


fit Associations, and representative colored men in these several States, 
stating ‘‘ We rely on you to protect our interests against the Conger 
lard bill,’’ and protesting against the passage of that bill, represent- 


ing that itsenactment into law would be a great calamity to their race; 
praying that their interests be protected by deteating this bill, as the 
seed is about all the colored men get out of the crop, the cotton being 
mortgaged in advance, and that the passage of the bill by the Senate 
would take at least $5 a ton out of the pockets of the colored men of 
the South, and further stating that ‘‘ we look to you to protect us 
where we need it worst.’’ 

I move that these memorials be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of W. H. Porter and 25 other citi- 
zens of Hampden County, Massachusetts, praying for the of 
what is known as the pure-lard bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of W. H. Porter and 23 other citizens of 
Harhpden County, Massachusetts, praying for the passage of what is 
known as the pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa, presented resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance 
1371, of Hardin County, Iowa; resolutions of Grange 585, Patrons of 
Hasbandry, of Mount Pleasant, lowa, and resolutions of Farmers’ Alli- 
ance 1435, of Dallas County, lowa, favoring the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of George W. Mason and 36 
other citizens of Litchfield County, Connecticut, and the petition of 
George A. Hopson and 22 other citizens of New Haven County, Con- 
necticut, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-lard bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of M. 8. Baldwin and 37 other citizens 
of New Haven County, necticut; a petition of members of Ashford 
Grange, No, 90, Windham County, Connecticut, and the petition of J. 
H. Merriman and 85 other citizens of Hartford, Conn., praying for the 
passage of what is known as the bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of a large number of citi- 
zens of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill (S. 3991) to 
prevent adulterations ef food, etc.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Me also presented a petition of 180 citizens of Nebraska, veteransof 
the late war, praying for an early adjudication of pensions in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (for Mr. MCMILLAN) presented a petition of 
the Michigan State Assembly, Knights of Labor, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Lodge election bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS resolutions of the Commercial Association 
and Cotton Exchangeand the Merchants’ Exchange of M Tenn., 
favoring the passage of a bill creating a customs collection district of 
the States of Tennessee and Arkansas; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PUGH presented four petitions of citizens of Alabama, favoring 
the passage of the Paddock food bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the Board of Trade of the city of | thereon 
confirma- 


Guthrie, Oklahoma Territory, praying for the ratification and 
tion of the treaties lately made between the United Statesand the Sac, 
Fox, and Pottowatomie Indians in the Territory of Oklahoma; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented seven memorials of citizens of Indiana, in 
favor of the passage of what is known as the Conger lard bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and q 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of Sel. D. and 20 other 
citizens of Abner —. Tex.; the petition o! J. W. Bowden and 
30 other citizeus of Salado County, Texas; the petition of J. B. Kil- 
borne and 42 other citizens of Freestone County, Texas; the petition 
of J. W. Derris and 31 other citizens of Erath County, Texas; the pe- 
tition of C. M. Banner and 36 other citizens of Ellis 
the petition of J. W. Page and 26 other citizens of Walbo County, 
Texas; the petition of N. T. Hughes and 22 other citizens of Bosque 
County, Texas; the petition of L. P. Pruvett and 21 other citizens ” 
Robertson County, Texas; the petition of J.S. Young and 44 other citi 
zeas of Denton County, Fifth district, ne and the petition of V. 
Massey and 26 other citizens of Henderson, Tex., praying 
sage of what is knowa as the pnre-lard bill; which were 
the Committee on Agriculture and 

He also presented the petition of I. 8, Young and 44 other 
of Denton County, Fifth district, Texas; nec petition of R. M. 
bell and 29 other citizens of Newton County, Texas; 

John McAdams and 26 other citizens of Walkaar County, Ponan, 


a 
s 


i 


petition of C. Jantram and 76 other citizens of Montague, Tex.; the 

tition of Norton Moses and 43 other citizens of Burnett County, 

exas; the petition of J.J. Sullivan and 14 other citizens of Fayette, 
Tex.; the petition of C, M. Banner and 36 other citizens of Ellis 
County, Texas; the petition of J. M. Vanpelt and 28 other citizens of 
Jasper County, Texas; the petition of J. Rk. Echols and 22 other citi- 
zens of Henderson County, Texas; the tion of J. B. Kilborn and 
42 other citizens of Freestone County, Texas; and the petition of J. 
W. Bowden and 30 othercitizens of Solado County, Texas, praying for 
the passage of what is known as the pure-food bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a thereon 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Relations, to whom 
was referred the message from the President of the United Strates trans- 
mittinga letter of theSecretary of State relative to certain reeommenda- 
tions of the International American Conference in regard to a uniform 
system of customs regulations for the classification and valuation of 
imported merchandise; a uniform nomenclature for the a ot 
articles of merchandise im: and and the estab ent 
at Washington of an international bureau of information, asked to 
be discharged from its further bo pang and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Finance; w was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 4398) giving, upon conditions 
and limitations therein contained, the assent of the United States to 
certain leases of rights to mine coal in the Choctaw Nation; which was 


pwc by its title. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. 114) relating to leases in the Indian Territory and 
the joint resolution (S. R. 119) relating to coal leases in the Indian 
Territory, reported See, thereon; and the joint resolutions were 


H 
(H. R 1810) granting a right of 


Railway Company through the *’s Lake Indian reservation, in the 


State of North Dakota, it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 
Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (A. R. 8163) gran a a to W. W. eee 
amendment, and 


for the relief of Esther A. Keyser. 
indefinitely postponed, and the House bill now reported take its place 
on the Gdeetaer wits Denanans Sitaaien ened. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate bill will be indefinitely post- 
and the House bill placed on the Calendar. 
Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8923) the pension 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5. 3396) granting a ion to James M. Monroe, reported adversely 
; and the was postponed in y. 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 4399) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet M. Rice; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 

panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ae EVARTS introduced a bill (§.4400) for the relief of William 
H. Morris; which was read twice by its title, and, — the accompany- 


ing itary A ftairs. 

Mr. (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4401) to authorize 
the construction of a cana under the waters of the bay of New York, 
between the town of Middletown, in the county of 


/ 
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erans of the United States of America, and in the inner court may be placed to 
rest the mortal remains of distinguished Americans, be erected in one of the 
public reservations of the national Capital under the supervision of acommis- 
sion composed of the President of the United States, the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the commanding officers of the Army and Navy, 
and the Architect of the Capitol, in accordance with plans approved by said 
comunission after public competition. 
COURTS IN VIRGINIA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o’clock and 25 minutesa.m.). Is 
there further morning business? If not, that order is closed, and the 
Calendar, under Rule VIII, will be in order for one hour. 

Mr, DANIEL. Iask the Senate totake up for present consideration 
House bill 11206. It is simply a bill to provide for the time of meet- 
ing of the United States courts for the western district of Virginia, and 
conforms to the desire of the judge of that district, at whose instance 
it was presented. I am sure it will elicit no opposition. It is merely 
a bill of local application. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the 
vised Statutes, so as to provide for the holding of the regular terms 
of the circuit and district courts for the western district of Virginia. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I merely wish to say in respect to the bill 
that it has the unanimous concurrence of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary with the amendments as reported to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee on 
the Judiciary will be stated. 

The amendments of the Committee on the Judiciary were to:strike 
out after the enacting clause the words: 

That section 572 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to provide for the 


holding of the regular terms of the circuit and district courts in the western dis- 
trict of Virginia as follows. 


And to insert in lien thereof: 


That hereafter the circuit and district courts of the United States for the west- 
ern district of Virginia shall be held. 

To insert after the word ‘‘ December,’’ in line 13, the words ‘‘ in- 
stead of at times now provided by law.”’ 

And to add at the end of the bill: 

All process, bonds, and recognizances heretofore issued or existing, having 
relation to the terms of said courts as now by law existing, shall be deemed and 


taken to have relation and effect at,and in respect of, the terms of said courts 
in this act fixed. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That hereafter the circuit and district courts of the United States for the west- 
ern district of Virginia shall be held: At Danville on the Tuesday after the 
second Monday in April and November; at Lynchburgh on the Tuesday after 
the second Monday in March and September; at Abingdon on the Tuesday 
after the first Monday in May and Ogtober, and at Harrisonburgh on the Tues- 
day after the first Monday in June and December, instead of at the times now 
provided by law. 

All process, bonds, and recognizances heretofore issued or existing, having re- 
lation to the terms of said courts a8 now by law existing, shall be deemed and 
taken to have relation and cffect at,and in respect of, the terms of said courts 
in this act fixed. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
a of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 
he motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint | 


the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Wrison of Iowa, Mr. 
Evarts, and Mr. CoKkE were appointed. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to sell certain lands and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the 
town of Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SENECA INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. DAWES. There is another bill connected with the New York 
Indians that I should like to call up. 


Mr. SHERMAN. It is scarcely fair that we should not go on with | 


the Calendar regularly. 
Mr. DAWES. This bill has some connection with the New York 


Indians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. After it is through I shail insist on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES. If there is any debate about it I shall not press it. 
Iask that Calendar No. 1977, bill introduced by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock], may be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cater Clerk. Order of Business 1977, a bill (S. 4297) to an- 
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thorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to lease lands within 


the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, and to confirm existing 
lease s. 
Phere being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee of 


the W hole. 


rhe bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ same. strike 
out ‘‘shall;’’ in line 10, before the word ‘‘ be,’’ to insert ‘ > in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘far,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the term « nd 
insert ‘‘a term not exceeding.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to modify the amendment proposed by the 
committee in lines 9 and 10, so that it shall read: ‘* the hall be 


renewable fora term not exceeding ninety-nine years.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed, in lines 9 and 10, to amend th 
bill so as to read: 

The same shall be renewable for aterm nol 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, in 
line 12, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘the’’ axd insert 
so that the bill as amended will read: 


exceeding ninety-nine year 


other;’’ 


That whenever the leases of land situate within the limits of the villages 
mentioned in the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Seneca Na- 
tion of New York Indians to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany 
reservations, and to confirm existing leases,’’ approved February 19, 18 ex 
cept leases to railroads, shall by the terms of said act be renewable, the same 
shall be renewable for a term not exceeding ninety-nine years, instead of the 
term of twelve years, as therein provided, sulject to all other terms and con 
ditions of said act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


| third time, and passed 


ORDER 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President-— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BERRY. J hope the Senator from Ohio will allow me to obtain 
the passage of a bridge bill. 1t is very important that it should go 
through in order that it may go through the House. The parties are 
waiting and everything is ready. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should be very glad to oblige my friend from 
Arkansas, but I gave notice that I would insist on the consideration of 
the Calendar, and I can not withdraw it. At the end of the hour | 
shall not object. 

Mr. BERRY. I would not ask it if it was not for the peculiar sit 
uation. The timber is on the ground and everything is on the ground, 
and they want to build the bridge so as to move the crops this year 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the hour has expired the Senator can get 
his billin. I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


OF BUSINESS, 


The Calendar will be proceeded with in 


| order. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments | 


PURCHASE 
The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2672) authorizing the 
Librarian of Congress to purchase ‘‘ Townsend’s Library of National, 
State, and Individual Records, comprising a collection of historical 
records concerning the origin, progress, and consequences of the late 
civil war.’’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill has been heretofore read at length 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on the 
Library. 


oO} TOWNSEND S 


LIBRARY. 


Mr. INGALLS. Oh, no; the bill has not been read. Let us hea 
it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Library was to 
add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That the sum of $5,000 be withheld from payment on such purehase 
until the work still required in completion of indexes | otherwise shall be 

| concluded to the satisfaction of the Librarian of Congress 


| 


| 


| 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is that subject open to amendment 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is open to amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would suggest that that part of the bill be 
out which authorizes the purchase of this gentleman’s opinions as to 
the consequences resulting from facts connected with the war of the 
rebellion. The facts may be all well enough, but it is hardly the thing 
to pay for some man’s opinions about the consequences that resulted 

heretrom. I move to strike out the wordsabout ‘‘ the consequences.’’ 

Mr. EVARTS. There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words to which the Senator from 
Texas refers occur in the title of the book which it is proposed to pur- 
chase. 

Mr. REAGAN. I very much dislike to see the Senate agree to any 
proposition which proposes to buy any man’s opinions as to the conse- 
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quences of the very important event referred to. The facts are all well 
enough. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senate will understand that there is no original 
composition in this work whatever. It is a repository of publications 
concerning the history of the war on both sides, the current literature 
preserved in newspapers, inagazines, and otherforms. Itisnot acom- 
position setting forth any opinions whatever, but it is a repository. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the book does not give the opinions of this gen- 
tleman, it seems to me the title is misleading. 

Mr. EVARTS. I should have no objection to the amendment if it 
were not in the title of the book. I can not amend that very well. 

Mr. REAGAN, It may be that this allusion is to what is in the 
papers referred to, and if so I wil! withdraw the proposition to amend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some description of this. 
Is this a mere collection of clippings from newspapers and correspond- 
ence all over the country in regard to everything that occurred during 
the war, good, bad, and indifferent, without regard to truth or accuracy 
or anything of the kind, and are we to pay $30,000 out of the people’s 
Treasury for collections made in such a manner as that? 

Mr. President, what are we entering upon in the way of purchase? 
I see we have another bill pending. I was under the impression and 
I think if I am correct that the distinguished Senator from New York 
has reported that bill favorably. He seems to have a peculiar liking 
for that class of bills, It is ‘‘ for the purchase of a historical book of 
reference from Austin & Co.,’’ and it provides: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is wage. authorized and di- 
rected to purchase 5,000 copies of the historical book of reference known as the 
National Roster of the Grand Army of the Republic, to be published by Austin 
& Co., of New York City; and the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated to be 
used in making said purchase. The purpose is for the free distribution, by 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, of 1 copy (or copies) to each county 
library in the United States, so that these important records may be accessible 
to all that require their use: Provided, That said Austin & Co.’s National Ros- 
ter shall contain not less than 400,000 names of Union ex-soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, properly indexed and classified by regiment, battery, ship. etc., to 
which each formerly belonged, and the address and location of post to which 
each and every one belongs; the book to be of first-class quality and finish, 
handsomely and strongly bound in heavy navy-blue cloth, embellished with 
gold emblems and lettering (see cut), in keeping with its character as a histor- 
ical book of reference. 

Sec. 2. That no part of the amount passa appropriated shall be paid to the 
publishers of this book until said book shall have been examined by such perc- 
son or persons as the Secretary of the Interior may ate. When said books 
are ready for delivery and said books are found to fulfill the above-specified 
conditions, then, and not until then, payments to be made to the publishers as 
the books are turned over to the constituted authority. 


A directory for the benefit of claim agents and pension sharks; and 
yet we are to pay $50,000 for it. The bill that is now pending is only 
in the same line, and if anything, it seems to me, to be a more valuable 
publication. I claim that this is a wasteful and prodigal use of the 
people's money. I am opposed to it. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator has spoken of me as per- 
sonally enlisted in these matters. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We can not hear theSenator. We should be glad 
to hear his explanation. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] has 
spoken of me as being individually interested in measures of this kind. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Oh, no; not interested. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have reported both of these bills by the order of 
the Joint Committee on the Library, and I shall say nothing about 
the roster, as that is not now pending, but 1 should hope that no one 
would vote against the acquisition by the Library of thisremarkable col- 
lection of historical material, merely because it costs $30,000. If that 
measure is to be a measure for the rejection or adoption or the acqui- 
sition of this book, Senators will, I think, greatly err. 

I have done all that could be done in laying before the Senate the 
character of this work. A report presented by the Library Committee 
at the time the bill was reported back had received the full attention 
of the Librarian, Mr. Spofford, who is competent, who is entirely up- 
right, and entirely impartial. The report presents his views. It passed 
also through the committee and received the approval of every member 
of that committee from each House of Con 

This is a compilation made from time to time, from day to day, dur- 
ing the progress of these events. It expresses no opinions; it ac- 
cepted, in the most authentic form, communications from all the battle- 
grounds, from all the correspondence, from all the letters of persons 
engaged in public affairs in the military and civil service relating to 
this matter, not in the form of materials otherwise than such as make 
up the daily contribution of feeling and opinion and action and senti- 
ment as the country goes through this important period. It is em- 
bodied in eighty-eight large folio volumes, each of which in its cover 
is almost the area of the id of one of these desks before me, and with 
from seven hundred to eight hundred in each. Besides that, in 
order to make this mass of matter intelligible and o to all who 
should seek the truths of history by com a index of 
twenty-five volumes has been made, and that is a work of t labor, 
and, according to Mr. Spofford, of great accuracy and com 

In each of these volumes there are nearly a thousand pages, and these 
together make one hundred and thirteen volumes of this large folio 
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size thus collected and thus preserved, and the only work that has been 
done in expenditures and in labor is measured fairly by the amount 
that we are to pay. No compensation, no profit of any kind is given 
to this patriotic citizen who has gone through this labor, not now and 
not for sale, but in the progress of the war and the sequel of the wax 

It is represented to be, and I believe it is, equally impartial and per- 
haps equally full in regard to the events of the civil war on the Con- 
federate side. These books have beenexamined by eminent Senators 
on that side of the Chamber, and I believe that no one who has exam- 
ined the work has ever doubted the value of the compilation, nor can 
any one doubt that if it is to be preserved it should belong to the 
United States, and be accessible to historians and readers and all con- 
cerned in this or that item during the whole period which is covered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. EVARTS. Is there a limit of time? 

Several SENATORS. Five minutes. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is nothing but a repository to be preserved. It 
is not to be printed. The Librarian has said that this is equal toa 
thousand large octavo books, and no ove familiar with historical col- 
lections can overestimate the value of this and its growing value in 
the coming time. It is not a question of a job; it is not a question of 

rofit; it is not a question of publication. If it does not come to the 

Jnited States and is not preserved, if it is left to the contingencies of 
fire and disaster, then there will perish from the records what can not 
be spared at any cost whatever. I hope therefore the bill will pass. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have of course not undertaken to 
give a critical examination to these one hundred and ten or one hun- 
dred and fifteen volumes, but I have heard much about them tor many 
years and of the extraordinary industry and fidelity of this gentleman. 
There is no doubt that for about thirty years he has made it his busi- 
ness to take from newspapers of all parties and all sections of the coun- 
try every paragraph that seemed to him to have anything more than 
a merely temporary interest relating to the war and to the period of re- 
constraction that followed it. 

I doubt whether any Senator who listened to the report of the com- 
mittee which was read yesterday would question the propriety of mak- 
ing this purchase. Allow me to read a few lines which indicate the 
contents of these volumes: 


In the ample pages of this contemporaneous history are to be found thou- 
sands of letters from men bearing an active part in the war, both on the Union 
and the Confederate side; Gispatchesend descriptions of battles from the numer- 
ous correspondents of - scattered throughout the So 
editorial comments and criticisms without number upon events as they oc- 

ieal sketches and euthentic portraits of living and dead nota- 


cu ; 
bles among the officers and public men ais official reports of military operations 


in the field, important Army orders, Executive proc not else- 
where found (because not embraced in the 1 documents) ; try, 
both serious and humorous, brought out the stirring events of war 


period; Congressional proceedings and es, descri with the fresh and 
vigorous impress of the occasion which gave them birth ; facts and figures from 
every State regarding the military draft, State boun’ and the great volun- 
teer army; accounts of riots, public meetings, and agi’ ns in opposition to 
the war; the immense humane work of the nurses, the hospitals, and the United 
States Sanitary Commission; the Confederate ress, with its | ative pro- 
ceedings; the blockade of the Southern ports the records of Confederate 
rivateering; the melancholy records of the great army of prisoners; the naval 
skirmishes, and reconnaissances; speeches of public men, both North 
and South are stage of the conflict; the record ments in the field; 
the proceedings of cities and towns in organizing men and means to on 
the war; the attitude offoreign nations toward the Confederacy and the Gov- 
ernment of the Union ; the Canadian the n 
ade-runn and the contemporaneous invasion of Mexico; all these and a 
multitude of other of absorbing public interest are vividly reflected in 
this great collection of materials for tosteey. 

The entire historical field. 

I have no doubt whatever of the extraordinary value of these books. 
I have no doubt that historians hereafter in writing the history of the 
war and the great events which tollowed the war will find it a 
sable to consult this compilation. It ought to be saved for the Con- 

ional Library. There would be no difliculty in disposing of it to 
braries in New York, ee and oe, — a be ee ~ 
get it. The precise figure, price, w nothing about, but 
gentleman claims that he has spent $20,000 in his work and he asks 
but $30,000 for the whole of it. I do not seek to impose my opinion 
upon anybody else, but I think myself that the compilation is worth 
all that is asked for it, and that the National Government ought to 
own it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I know nothing about the merits of this compila- 
tion. A few years I visited the National Library in Paris and I 
found that every subject that had been a matter of interest at any 
epoch in the world was so that in a moment the librarian or 
one of his assistants could put his hands uponit. The _— of the 
discovery of America and all the letters relating to the discovery of 
America were there. Out of curiosity I asked if they had anything re- 
lating to the civil war in the United States, and they told me that the 
had everything that they could find Sethies to then talnpestines apne 
in the history of the world, and if Lwould name any battle would 
give me anything that ever appeared in the way of copies of official re- 
ports and newspaper cli in this country or in Europe. I was 
astonished to see how accurate and complete was the French 
library of every transaction that had occurred in this country from its 


egotiations for peace, the block- 
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foundation, or from its discovery, I might say, until the last Presiden- | this large sum of money for its purchase. I shall be obliged to vote 
tial election. against the bill. 

I should think that if we purchased these volumes it would be well The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
to turn them over to the Congressional Library. I hope that there | Committee on the Library. 
may be established in that library some officer who shall make a di- The amendment was agreed to. 
gest of national events, clippings from newspapers, and everything else Che bill was reported to the Senate as amended 
relating to them. ’ F Mr. VES T. LTask for the yeas and nays. 

My visit to the National Library in Paris was made interesting to The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator fron: Missouri desire the 
me because I found there the fallest and completest history of our | yeas and nays on the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? 


country in detail, as I said, from its discovery, colonization, early cus- Mr. VEST. No, sir; on the passage of the bil! 
toms, institutions, organization of civil government, and political par- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
ties, foreign and civil wars. amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. HAMPTON. I did not have the opportunity of hearing the re- The amendment was concurred in. 
marks of the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], but I am some- Mr. WALTHALL. Is an amendment to the bill in ord: 
what familiar with this compilation, knowing Mr. Townsend and hav- The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is in order. 


ing had some correspondence with him, and I have looked over the Mr. WALTHALL. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

prospectus most carefully. I have arrived at the conclusion that it is | desk. 

very important that the Government should possess this work, from The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

the fact that our Librarian here, Mr. Spofford, ‘has indorsed it in the The Cater CLERK. Itis proposed to add as an additional proviso 

very highest way, and in addition to his indorsement, in looking over | the following: 

a pamphlet that I have, I find that the Comte de Paris says: | Provided, That the said Librarian, upon a careful examination of said work, 
It is a work of the greatest value, but seems beyond the strength of a single | Shall find nothing in it that is not authentic history. 





man in the limits of a singte life. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
General Grant says: | fered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 
I heartily indorse the sentiments expressed by the Comte de Paris in hislet- | Mr. WALTHALL. My object in offering that proviso is simply 
ter of July 27, 1883. | this, sir: We are asked to authorize the Librarian of Congress to pur- 
Governor Horatio Seymour speaks in the highest terms of the work. | chase, at an expenditure of $30,000, a work of the following title 


Dr. Cogswell, the organizer and first superintendent of the Astor Li- 
brary, says: 
As a chronological and synchronous record of the events it is more minute and 


more authentic than could be formed in any other way; and as documentary 
material for the historian of those events it is absolutely indispensable, 


I need not go over the names of all the eminent men who have in- 
dorsed this work, but amongst others there is Col. Duncan K. McRae, 
of the Confederate army, and General Beauregard, and all the great 
Northern newspapers. 
This compilation is formed somewhat upon the principle of the Re- 
bellion Record, but that work deals only with the military operations 
of both armies during the war, and of course a great many papers re- 
lating to that subject have been lost, but this gentleman commenced 
at the beginning of the war, and he made memoranda of all events that 
happened, and he has them now embraced in over one hundred vol- 
umes. Iam satisfied that the history of the Government since the : 
Buchanan administration to the present time can not be properly pre- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 
pared without reference to this work. I hope, therefore, that we may | ‘The CureEr CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional proviso 
obtain it and put it where it wi}l be entirely safe and accessible, in the the following: 


‘*Townsend’s Library of National, State and Individual Records, com 
prising a collection of historical records concerning the origin, progress, 
and consequences of the late civil war.’’ The Senate has no opportu- 
nity to inspect that book. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator aware that his amendment as written 
requires the Librarian of Congress to find that everything in these vol- 
umes is untrue and not authentic history ? 

Mr. WALTHALL. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. That is, it must be pure fiction in order to have us 
buy it, according to the amendment. 

Mr. WALTHALL. PerhapsI do not understand the Senator’s ques 
tion precisely. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Secretary will read the amendment again, pe 
haps my question will be answered. 


Library of Congress. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this strikes me as being something 
new and rather peculiar. It is proposed here to give something of an 
official stamp of the Government to the correctness of these facts as 
historical statements, and then the committee proceed to say that this 
volume consists largely of newspaper publications, of letters from cor- 
respondents of newspapers, of private letters, of editorial comments, 
and various statements of that kind which occurred during the war. 

It strikes me that there could be nothing that would more likely be 
entirely incorrect as a matter of history than these newspaper state- 
ments and these letters which were received or these comments of the 
various journals throughout the United States, and yet it is proposed 
here that we pay $30,000 to preserve as historical records these com- 
ments of editors made in the excitement and turmoil of war, made 
from a partisan standpoint, reports of newspaper correspondents who | such things were written at that time. It would be a matter of great 
were expected to give reports of victories whether the victories oc- | curiosity to know what was said by all parties in the country, and what 
curred or not. All these are to be collected together, and we are to | were the views of different parties in regard to the war at the time it 
pay $30,000 of the people’s money to some man who has taken the | was progressing, and in regard to public events as they transpired. 
pains to make these collections and file them away here as partofthe| Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator will allow me to suggest that i! 
history of the war. | that is true the title of this book should be changed. ; 

It seems to me that it is a useless waste of public money. It seems Mr. STEWART. That may be; I do not know about that; but I 
to me that such statements coming from such sources at that time | think that to have a panorama of what occurred and what people said 
would be absolutely inaccurate as historical statements bearing upon | during the occurrences would be a very valuable contribution to the 
the war. | historian for examination in writing history and the public men in 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I differ with a great deal of hesitation examining public questions. 
from the distinguished Senators who favor the purchase of this collece-| Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator fiom Mississippi who 
tion, but I can not vote for a bill appropriating $30,000 of the people’s has offered this amendment, if he supposes that it will be adopted and 


Provided, That the said Librarian, upon a careful examination of said work, 
shall find nothing in it that is not authentic history. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, it must be entirely fiction. 

Mr.WALTHALL. No, sir; just the reverse, I will say to theSenator. 
I was going on to say, Mr. President, that we have no opportunity to 
examine this book, and according to the title it contains simply his 
torical records, and if there is any objection to this proviso it must be 
upon the ground that the title, which is all that is before us now, i 
misleading. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I suppose the purpose of this work 
is to preserve not only what is true and what was the result of the events 
referred to, but to show the exact condition of things, the state of pub- 
lic sentiment which existed all around during the war, and it is not ex- 
pected that it will all be authentic history further than it is true that 





money for such a purpose. It claims to be a “library of national, | the bill will be passed with it, must vest in the Librarian a present 
State, and individual records,’’ and yet from the report of the com- | historical power of determining what is true and what is not true 
mittee which was published we find it made up very largely of mere | among contradictory statements that are found on opposite and diverse 
newspaper clippings, of letters from soldiers in camps, of camp songs, | points of view that are presented. 
and camp poetry, humorous and serious, and other material of a like This is not an ambitious work in any other view than that it is a care- 
character. ful, comprehensive, and impartial record of the sayings and doings and 
_I do not think, Mr. President, that it is proper that the appropria- | writings of those engaged on both sides in this great transaction. Every 
tion of so large a sum should be made for this large mass of material, | historian has to explore for himself and with such access as he can 
interesting as it may be to the historian and valuable perhaps for the | find to these actual reports of the minds and the views and the actions 
purposes of examination with reference to the history of the war. I | of the people engaged in the civil war. This has been done not inthe 
can not see that it is right that we should purchase the work as a li- | ambition of the historian, not in the selection, not in the judgment of 
brary of historical records. It certainly does not deserve such a title | the historian, but simply by way of preservation to put in an access- 
or designation, and I am not willing to vote for the appropriation of | ible place for history to peruse and pags its judgment upon. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I hope the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] will not pre- 
vail. My very high regard for the distinguished gentleman who is the 
Librarian of Congress would prompt me, if nothing else, to vote against 
this amendment. 

“We are told that this is a work of fully one hundred volames and 
of seven or eight hundred folio pages in each volume, made up of the 
character of historical material which is mentioned in this report. I 
am afraid that, even if the Jife of Mr. Spofiord should be prolonged to 


that old age which we all wish him, he could do nothing else for the 
rest of his life but read these ponderous tomes and would die before 
he was well into the work. If this marvelous test is to be applied to 


all works of a historical character proposed to be bought, I am afraid 
that we shall purchase none whatever tor the Congressional Library or 
for any otber library. Take all the great historians, even our own his- 
torians, Prescott and Bancroft, and if their works are not to be bought 
provided there is nothing in them but authentic history by the judg- 
ment of one expert, I am afraid they would all be raled out and none 
be purchased. Even the Book of books, the Bible, has received most 
severe criticism as to its being authentic history, and underarulesuch 
as is proposed here we could hardly take it into any public library 
of the country. 

I think it is Burns who said: 

Some books are lies frae end to end, 
And some great lies were never penned. 

And you will find that in every historical work there can be found 
chance for criticism, and unauthentic statementsclaimed, such as might 
be raised against this publication. It would defeat the object of the 
bill to adopt any such amendment. 

I believe this to be, from such examination as I have made of it, a 
most valuable work. A case in point showing its value occurred dur- 
ing this very session of Congress where it was deemed important in a 
matter that was in the Committee on Military Aftairs to find a certain 
paper, a letter, supposed to have been written during the years of the 
war by a prominent officer. It was a matter so important that search 
was made everywhere in public libraries, the Library of Congress, and 
the libraries of the great cities, and nowhere could a copy of the letter 
be found. At last some one familiar with this great work thought of 
writing to its compiler, and there, in this great mass of materials, was 
the letter so earnestly desired published during the war in one of the 
newspapers of the country. 

I believe that this work will be a most valuable addition to the his- 
torical works that are in the Library of Congress, and will be of great 
use through all future time to the historians of this country. I cer- 
tainly hope that this amendment, which would be a practical destruc- 
tion of the bill, will not prevail. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, as I gather from what is said, this is a 
collection of all that is most valuable in the literature of the war, in- 
cluding every description of composition that related to the subject, 
commencing with the opening of the war and the causes which led up 
to it, all the way through. Here is the great literary production of 
the war itself. Itis what the American people wrote; it is the battle, 
the literary battle of the war itself, the great controversy embodied in 
the literature of the period. Now, it seems to me that what was pro- 
duced of a literary nature, historical, novelistic if you please, the news- 
paper comments, the work of statesmen, the work of editors, and the 
entire mental activities of the American people upon both sides as they 
were exhibited and were personified and crystallized in the period of 
the war itself, must be of exceeding value as long as we exist as a peo- 
ple and as long as history is of any consequence in this world. 

Now, here is the battle of Gettysburgh for instance, upon the expo- 
sition of which, locally, we have expended already hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars, and we are proposing in a bill which comes up a little 
later to make a large appropriation to depict upon that historic field 
the action of the Confederate army, the Confederate forces during the 
three days of that tremendous and decisive conflict; and yet that was 
but one battle. Meally, what, after all, is the physica] delineation of 
what can be reprodaced of that greaf battle compared with this pict- 
ure, this truthful exhibition of all the mental collision that occurred 
during the war and the literature in which it isembalmed? It seems 
to me that $30,000 for it is a very trifling expense when we consider 
its real value as compared with what I have allnded to as being de- 
lineated for years upon the battle-field of Gettysburgh alone; when we 
consider its real value, there is no comparison between them and the 
$30,000 is but a trifle. I think we ought to preservethis. Evidently 
if we do not take this now, we are not likely to find any other like 
opportunity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to theamend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

Tr and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrit]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonxs]. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. If he were present, 


I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 


The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. WAsHBURN] is paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Ginson]. Iam paired with the Senatér 


from Indiana [Mr. TurpPre]. 


Mr, HIGGINS (after having voted in the negative), I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsoN] and withdraw 


my vote. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 


Eustis]. 


Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGE] and withdraw my 


vote. 


Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WasuburNn]. If this isa party 
question, I shall withdraw my vote. [‘'Oh, no!’’} 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. My colleague [Mr. McMILLAN] is neces- 
sarily absent. Heis paired with the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 


VANCE]. 


Mr. CARLISLE (after having voted in the negative). — Unless the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce] has voted I withdraw my 


vote. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. If agreeable to the Senator from Kentucky, we may transfer 


our pairs. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Very well; then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Under that arrangement I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). I am usually 
paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]; he is not now 
in his seat. I have not thought that this amendment was a party 

and have voted. As I understand by the division on the other 
side there is an attribute of that character, and I will withdraw my 


vote. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from New York to withdraw his vote ? 
Mr. EVARTS. I do not withdraw my vote if it is necessary to make 


a quorum, as I understand it is. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 


Jones}, but I am at liberty 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 


to voteto make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Under the understanding between the Sen- 


ator from Maryland [Mr. Witson] and myself in respect to our pairs, y 
I feel authorized to vote in order to make a quorum, and as my vote 
will not change the result I vote ‘‘nay.’’ : 
Mr. BLAIR. I inquire ifa quorum has voted. If my vote is neces- 
sary to make a quorum, I am at liberty to cast it. Will it make a 


uorum ? 


The VICEPRESIDENT. Two more votesare required besides that 


of the Senator from New 


ire to make a quorum. 


Mr. BLAIR. I would vote ‘ nay,’’ but I withhold my vote if it does 


not make a quorum. 


Mr. PASCO, I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 


- PeTriGREW },who is paired with my colleague [ Mr. CALL], that there 


ean be no objection to his voting in order to make a quorum. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. HIGGINS. In order to make a quorum I shall vote. I vote 


“*nay.?? 


Mr. BLAIR. I withhold my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 32; as follows: 


Berry Sonus 
, qu ’ 
Cockrell, Gibson, 
Blackburn, Evarts, 
Carlisle, » 
Casey, Hampton, 
a — ey, 
Daniel, ggins, 
Dawes, Hiscock, 
Dolph, Hoar, 
Edm Ingalls, 
Aldrich, Chandler, 
Allen, Davis, 
Allison, Dixon, 
r, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, 
Brown, George, 
Butler, Gorman, 
Hale, 
Cameron, Harris, 


So the amendment was re} 


YEAS—12. 


NAYS—32. 


Gray, Ransom, 
Pasco, Vest, 
Pugh, Walthall. 
Manderson, Sawyer, 
Mitchell, Sherman, 
dock, Spooner, 
Pettigrew, Stewart, 
Plumb, Stockbridge, 
Power, Teller, 
Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Reagan, Wolcott, 


Hearst, Pierce, 
Jones of Arkansas, Platt, 
Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 


Kenna, Squire, 
MeMillan, Stanford, 
McPherson, Turpie, 
peeeey. neh, 
Morrill, Washburn 
Payne, Wilson of Md, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 


the third time. 


Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 








1890. 





The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call | 
the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE 
made a moment ago can stand, I will vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILv]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON }. 

The roll-eall was convladed. 

Mr. HIGGINS. As the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. IiArnts] is 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL], | suggest that 
we transfer our pairs so that both can vote. The Senator from Ver- 
mont will be paired with the Senator from New Jersey. I vote *‘ yea. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I agree to that if the Senator desires. | 
vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 


| 
| 


when his name was called). If the arrangement 
I vote “‘nay.”” 
I am paired with the 


[am paired with the 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask if the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. | 
Quay] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with him and withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. Tam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GrorGE]. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. lam paired with the Senator from Mary- | , 
land [ Mr. WILson], and as I understand there is a quorum | withhold | . 
my vote. 

Mr.PADDOCK. TheSenator from Louisiana [ Mr. Eustis] is paired 


with the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. Prerce] through a transfe1 
of pairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I inquire if more than a quorum has voted: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator’s vote is necessary to make 
&@ quorum. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I shall let it stand. 

Mr. EVARTS. My understanding with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGAN] was that I could vote to make a quorum. 
is absent. Iam told that my vote is necessary for a quorum, and I | 
will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 17 

YEAS—27. 


I see that he | 


: as follows: 


Blackburn, Evarts, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Casey, Frye, Hoar, Sherman 
Culiom, Gibson, Ingalls, Spooner, } 
Daniel, Hampton, Manderson, Stewart, 
Dawes, Hawley, Mitchell, Stock bridge, 
Dixon, Hearst, Paddock, Wolcott, 
Dolph, Higgins, Power, 
NAYS—17 i 
Bate, Colquitt, Plumb, Vest, } 
serry, Edmunds, Pugh, Walthall, | 
Carlisle, Gorman, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, | 
Coke, Pasco, Teller, 
ABSENT—40. } 
Aldrich, Chandler, Kenna, Quay, | 
Allen, Davis, MeMillan, Sanders, | 
Allison, Eustis, McPherson, Squire, i 
Barbour, Farwell, Moody, Stanford, 
Blair, Faulkner Morgan, Turpie, i 
Blodgett, George, Morrill, Vance, 
Brown, Gray, Payne, Voorhees, | 
Butler, Hale, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Call, Jonesof Arkansas, Pierce, Wilson of lowa, 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Platt, Wilson of Md 
So the bill was passed. 


ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar has now expired. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me that I | 
may ask unanimous consent to call up a bridge bill, which will take | 
but a few moments. It is a matter of very great importance to the 
people of my State, and I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 433-4 
be now taken up and acted on, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4334) to authorize the building of a 
bridge at Dardanelle, Ark., across the Arkansas River. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word 
“* bridge,”’ to insert ‘‘and;’’ in line 13, after the word “ tolls,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘as may be fixed by the county courts of Yell County and 
Pope County, Arkansas;”’ and in line 17, after the word ‘‘and.”’ to | 
strike out ‘‘to be;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Cable City Bridge Construction Company, a corporation duly organ- 
ized and existing under the laws of the State of Missouri, its successors and as- 
signs, be, and are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a ponton bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Arkansas River in front of Dardanelle, at a 


| 
oe at least 1 mile from any other » and which shall not be detrimental | 
© the interest of navigation or of any river improvement. Said bridge shall | 


be constructed so as to provide for the passage of wagons and vehicles of all 
kinds, animals, and foot-passengers, and for all road travel, for such reason- 
able rates of tolland under such reasonable rules and regulations as may be 


bed by said co on, ite 
— aackeie rporati ~ > cusesanee or assigns, and approved from 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, to strike out ‘‘a”’ 


cat 
“9 
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before ‘‘reasonable and in line 12, before the word bridg t 
out *‘ such’’ and insert vid so as to read 

I ts AW s i Ison 
‘ ASS tion 
5 A v c } c 
Sip i said } aS t Lig 

l amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment w rd 

aw,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the 0 as 

That nothing in this act 

rovisions of law now existing. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in sect 1 4, at the 
strike out the words ‘‘ topography of’’ and insert i ’ 
lines upon;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘river,’’ to st1 ou 
shore-lines at high and low water in line 11, after t 1 ‘‘sta 
to strike out ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘ with;’’ in line 12 ter the w 

tream,’’ to insert ‘‘and,’’ and in line 13, after the word “‘ brid 
toi ‘such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secreta 
of War to judge ot the proper location of said bridge;’’ so as to mak 
the section read 

hat any bridge author l to be structed under this act shall be b tand 

ated under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of 
said river as the Secretary of Warshall prescribe; and to secure that ovject the 
said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his ex 
amination and approval, a design and drawings of the said brid anda ap 

| of the location, giving, for the space of one-half mile below the proposed i i 

tion, the high and low water lines upon the banksof the river, t! rand 
strength of the current atall stages, with the soundings, accurately owing t 





bed of the stream and the location of any other bridge or bridges, such map to b« 
sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War to judge of the proper | 








eation of said bridge, and shall furnish such other information as may be re 
quired for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; but shouldany 
| change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construct 
such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of Wax 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. In line 6, section 4, after the word ‘‘ design I move 
to strikeout ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘ together with;’’ so as to read 
4 design together with drawings of the said bridge 
[t is bad grammar as it stands. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 


were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engro 1 for a third reading, read t 
third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to procure and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale to 
the United States of the western part of the Crow Indian r 
in Montana. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the a 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R to authorize tl 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn. 

The message further announced th House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the concu ution of the House to 
print additional copiesof the twelfth number of the Statistical Abstract 
of the United States. 


The message also announces 


servation 


S192 he construc- 


if the 


rent resol 


1 tl 


t the House had passed the followin; 

bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

\ bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

\ bill (CH. R. 10265) to authorize the construction of a bridge acro 
the Altamaha River; 

A bill (H. R, 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keyes for money wron 
paid the United States for commutation; and 

A bill (HL. R. 10566) for the relief of Mrs. M. J. Donahoe 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fo 
lowing bills: 

A bill (8. 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter 

A bill (S. 2835) to amend an act approved March 3, 1897, entitled 
‘An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry, in plac 


of Middletown;’’ and 
4 bill (8S. 4278) authorizing the construction o bridge over t 
nnessee River, at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 
The message also announced that the House insisted on ifs an 
ments to the bill (8. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Doug! 
ranft, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
had appointed Mr. MorrILL, Mr. Crate 
the conference on the part of the House. 
The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill 3556) granting the right of way to the 
Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate 
a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in 
the State of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in 
the county of Grayson, in the State of Texas, disagreed to by the Sen- 
ate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 





283 Hart- 
conference asked by 
two Houses thereon, and 
, and Mr. Lewis tmanagers at 
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votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PERKINS, Mr. 
Girroxp, and Mr. PEEL managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR, 


Mr. PLUMB (at 12’ o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.), I ask unani- 
mous consent that the next thirty minutes may be devoted to the Cal- 
endar, as it will uot interfere with another order which the Senate took 
yesterday as to the land-grant forfeiture bill, which is to be voted on 
at 2o’clock. I think that for the reason that the morning hour this 
inorning was spent in the partial consideration only of one single bill 
we ought to have more time for the Calendar, and thirty minutes can 
be taken now without interfering with any other order of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Kansas? ‘The Chair hears none; and the next bill on 
the Calendar will be announced. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of hissecretaries, announced that the President had on the 
13th instant approved and signed the act (S. 885) authorizing the Lex- 
ington Ponton Bridge Company to construct and maintain a ponton 
bridge across the Missouri River, and to legalize the bridge already 
constructed at the city of Lexington, in the State of Missouri. 


BATTLE-FIELD AT GETTYSBURGH, PA, 


The bill (8. 2188) for marking the lines of battle and the positions 
of troops of the Army of Northern Virginia at Gettysburgb, Pa., and 
for other purposes was announced as next in order on the Calendar; 
and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to have the bill passed, and it will save the 
Senate some time by not reading the original bill, if the Senate will 
consent, because we have an entire substitute to propose. I move to 
strike out all after the enacting clause. I ask unanimous consent that 
the original bill be not read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the substitute be read instead. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the substitute be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
substitute will be read. 

lhe SecrevaRy. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and to insert: 


Phat for the purpose of preserving the battle lines at Geltysburgh, Pa., and for 
properly marking with plain, enduring tablets the positions occupied by the 
various commands of the Army of Northern Virginia on that field, and for the 
negotiation for, and purchase or condemnation of, land of historical impor- 


tance, and for opening avenues along positions occupied by troops upon those 
lines, and for the survey and moneses oC the same, and for the construction of 
drive-ways, bridges, culverts, and fo along such avenues, and for fencing the 
same where desirable or necessary, and for determining the leading tactical 
positions of batteries, regiments, brigades, divisions, corps, and other. organ- 
izations, with reference to the study and correct understanding of the battle, 
und to mark the same with suitable tablets of granite and bronze, or such other 
material as the commission hereinafter provided may select, each bearing a 
brief historical legend, compiled without praise and without censure, and to be 
approved by said commission, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to —— three commissioners, each of whom shall have been partici- 
pants in the battle of Gettysburgh, and one of whom shall have been an officer 
of the Army of Northern Virginia. The said commissioners shall have the gen- 
eral charge of the work aforesaid, and shaildirect and — the ons 
for such lands as they deem it necessary for the United to acquire for the 
purposes aforesaid; to direct and approve the opening and constructing of 
avenues and aa ; ao sa or = - Ags made and ve contracts, 
und to disburse the moneys hereby or hereafter appropriated for the purposes 
of thisact. And while on actual duty said commissioners shall be paid such 
compensation, out of the appropriation provided in this act, as the Secretary of 
Warshail deem reasonable and just, not exceeding $10 each per day of actual 
service, 

And the said commission may employ such clerical assistance as may be nec- 
essary and appoint a superintendent to have a genera! supervision of the work 
that may be done on the field, at a salary to be fixed and determined by the com- 
mission, subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, and to be paid out of 
the appropriation provided in this act. 

Src. 2. That when said lines of battle, or any part of them, or the itions of 
any particular commands, or other lands upon said battle-field which should be 
preserved as possessing historic value, have been determined, and their location 
lias been approved by the commissioners, it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of War to notify the Attorney-General of the United States of the purpose of 
the United States to acquire title to the land embraced by such avenues or posi- 
tions, or of other lands of historic importance, and the Attorney-General shall 
cause examination to be made of the title to said land, and no land shall be paid 
for until the Attorney-General shall certify to tho validity of the title y 
which title may be acquired by purchase, by condem under the act of the 
Pennsylvania Legislature providing for the condemnation of land on said bat- 
tle-field, approved the 7th of May, A. D. 1889, or in accordance with the provisions 
of the act of Congress of August 1, 1888, entitled “An act to authorize the con- 
demnation of land for sites of public buildings, and cen reme asthe At- 
torney-General may deem best. And all lands acquired by the United States for 
this purpose, whether by purchase, condemnation, gift, or otherwise, and all 
avenues constructed, and all tablets or other structures — be under 
the eare and supervision of the Secretary of War, whose duty it lbe to make 
such rules and regulations for their protection and preservation as hemay deem 
necessary. 

Sec. 3. That to enable the Secretary of War to begin the work contemplated 
by this act, including ee battle lines and positions of the 
purchase or condemnation of land, the survey, marking, and ion of 
avenues and drive-ways, and the fencing of the same w! necessary; the de- 
signing, manufacture, and setting of tablets, and to pay the of com- 

ssioners, clerical assistance, and superintendent, sum of $125,000, or so 

uch thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys 
the Treasury not otherwise eperepriates. 

Sze, 4. That the commission herefn provided for shall be known and desig- 
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nated as the Gettysburgh battle-field commission, and one member of said com- 
mission shall be an engineer, and may be selected and detailed by the Secretary 
of War from the active or retired list of the Army. 

This commission shall have a principal office in connection with the War De- 
partment in the city of Washington, and shall continue no longer than the 
duties of their office may require. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will not detain the Senate long, but a few words 
of explanation should be placed on record. 

This substitute for the Senate bill to mark the lines of battle and 
the positions of Confederate troops at Gettysburgh reduces the sum 
appropriated from $310,000 to $125,000 and changes the manner of per- 
forming the work. It is modeled upon the bill that has become a law 
for establishing Chickamauga Park. I think it is wise and safe in its 
provisions. 

It should be said that the National Government has spent compara- 
tively little upon that battle-field. It has assumed charge of the ceme- 
tery, of course. It has spent more than $50,000 in surveying the field 
and compiling an extraordinary collection of minute data, chiefly done 
by Col. John B. Bachelder, and it has given $15,000 to mark the posi- 
tions of the regulartroops. But the Statesof New York, Pennsylvania, 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, 
and Minnesota have contributed largely. New York alone has spent 
$300,000, and Pennsylvania $200,000. More than three hundred monu-” 
ments of various kinds have been erected by regiments, batteries, and 
brigades. The total expenditure is fully $1,200,000. Nothing has 
been done to mark the positions of the Confederate troops, and if done 
it must be by the National Government. When that shall be done the 
field will ofier the grandest study in the world for students of the mili- 
tary art and for lovers of patriotism and admirers of magnificent valor. 

To establish the Confederate lines and positions it will be necessary 
to buy strips and plots of land, possibly by means of the condemnation 
laws of Pennsylvania or those of the United States. The monuments 
are to be simple in character, abstaining from praise or censure—purely 
historical. It is all to be done through a commission and under the 
supervision of the War Department. The bill seems to be well devised, 
and I may say without violating the rules that it is the result of con- 
sultation with the Committee on Military Affairs which has reported 
it to the House. The Senate Committee on Military Affairs is unani- 
mous in agreeing to the general purpose of the measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a preamble in the original bill, 
but not in the substitute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the preamble be disagreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; the preamble may be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The preamble will be considered as dis- 
agreed to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. Shall the 
title of the original bill be retained? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It occurs tome it may be better perhaps to have 
no difference between the bills in title. It is only a word or two; it 
is not material; let the title of the House draught be adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better have the House title, be- 
cause it reads ‘‘ and for other purposes,’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is my suggestion, that we amend the title. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for marking the lines 
of battle and the positions of troops of the Army of Northern Virginia 
at Gettys#urgh, Pa,, and for ether purposes.’’ 

LANDS FOR IRRIGATION PURPOSES. / 


The bill (S. 1398) to grant the right of way through the public lands 
for irrigation purposes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DEARBORN ARSENAL GROUNDS. 
The bill (S. 3515) to provide for the reappraisal and sale of the un- 
sold portion of the grounds, and the buildings thereon, known as the 
rn arsenal, in the State of Michigan, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAR HARBOR, ME, 
The bill (S. 444) for the erection ofa public building at Bar Harbor, 
in Maine, was consid as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


nation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
- tilati appara clevators, and approaches, the pa ween there 
ven us, or use tio 

of the Unit States ——- and Government offices in the city of Bar 
Harbor and State of ne, the cost of said site and building, including said 
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vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed the sum of $75,000. ae 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in con nse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written re- 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommend- 
ation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the 
original proposals and all maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. — 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of no more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such «thers as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats,or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed- 
ings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shal! not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling 
expenses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 

* from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses 

No money shall be used or applied for the purposes mentioned until a valid 
title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until 
the State of Maine shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction 
over the same, during the timethe United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and the service of civil process therein. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site, and the erection of a public building thereon, at Bar 
Harbor, in the State of Maine.”’ 


MRS. CATHARINE SONNE. 


The bill (H. R. 7719) restoring the pension of Mrs. Catharine Sonne 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore 
to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Catharine Sonne, dependent mother 
of William H. Sonne, late a private of Company H, Fifth Kentucky 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Sengte without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADULTERATION AND MISBRANDING OF FOOD AND DRUGS. 


The bill (S. 3991) for preventing adulteration and misbranding food 
and drugs, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I doubt whether that can be considered now. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the bill had better go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over without losing its place on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD AT PENSACOLA, 


The bill (S. 250) making an appropriation for the construction of a 
macadamized road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla., was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military @ffairs with 
amendments: In line 3, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out 
‘‘ thirty’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in line 6, after the words ‘* purpose 
of,’’ to strike out: 

Constructing a macadamized road from Pensacola, Fla., to the national cem- 
etery near that city: Provided, That the right of way, not less than 80 feet in 
width, to the ground over which said road shall run shal! first be secured to the 


United States: And provided further, That said road shall be constructed under 
the supervision of the Secretary of War. 


And insert in lieu thereof: 


Shelling or otherwise improving the roadway from Pensacola, Fla., to the 
national cemetery near that city, said sum to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of war. 


So as to make the bill read: 


That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and is 
hereby, appropriated, out of ony money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the purpose of shelling or otherwise improving the roadway from 
Pensacola, Fla., to the national cemetery near that city, said sum to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill making an appropria- 


tion for the improvement of the road to the national cemetery near Pen- 
sacola, Fla.’’ ; F 


XXI——631 


The bill will go over without prejudice. 
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BILLS 
The bill (S. 2943) to provide for the obligatory attendance at school 
of the children at Alaska was announced as next in order on the Cal- 
endar. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 
Mr. PLUMB. It had better be passed over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


PASSED OVER. 


The bill will go ove: 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 602) to organize bu- 
reausof information relating to employment, occupation means 
of livelihood, and homes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over, Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1870) for the erection 


of a monument to the late Edwin M. Stanton 
Mr. MORGAN, Let that go over. 
Mr. BLAIR. Without prejudice 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice 
TAMES GRACE, 
The bill (S. 2368) for the relief of James Grace was 
Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 


considered as in 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au 
thorized and directed to pay the sum of $155, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to James Grace, of Washington, in the Distriet of 


Columbia. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. WiLson 
of Maryland, June 4, 1890: 


rhe Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
lief of James Grace, having had the same under consideration 
port 

A similar bill was favorably reported by Senator 
at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress 
hereby adopted, was as follows: 

‘Grace has been for twenty-two years in the employment of the Government, 
under the Architect of the Capitol, He has been during agreat part of that time 
employed on duties which were specially hazardous. June 14, 1887, while he 
was assisting in the removal of flagging over one of the arches near tiie fish 
pond the arch caved in, and he was thrown to the ground thereby and covered 
withearthand rubbish. He wasseriously injured, rendered insensible for some 
time, confined to his bed for seven weeks, and was under medical treatment a 
good while longer. He asks for an appropriation which will in part compen 
sate him for his injuries and expenses, his doctor's bill, for nursing, and medi 
cine, amounting to $155. Grace was using due care when injured 

“ We can not recognize any obligation on the part of the Government, legal 
or moral, to be responsible for injuries sustained by persons in its employ 
whether those injuries result from their own carelessness, tue carelessness of 
others, or inevitable accident. 

** But Congress has in its discretion heretofore done what every other genet 
ous employer of labor would feel disposed to doin like circumstances, namely, 
make some contribution, as a matter of mere grace and bounty, which shall in 
part relieve faithful servants who have been long in its employ, who without 
their own fault are severe sufferers from such accidents. Such cases are those 
of King and Cutler, the former killed, the latter injured by an explosion of gas 
under the eastern stairway of the Senate, for the relief of whose families the 
sum of $3,000 in each case was appropriated by act of July 19, 1876. 1 hheage are 
other more recent instances. 

*We recommend that the sum of $155, being the amount actually expeuded 
by Grace for expenses of physicians, nursing, and medicine, be appropriated 
as agratuity, and report an act for that purpose and recommend its passage.”’ 


The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


For what is the payment to be made? Is there a 


.>65) forthe re 


respectfully re 


Hoar from this committee 
Phe report at that time, which is 


ADVANCES OF MARYLAND, 


The bill (S. 315) to provide for paying certain advances made to the 
United States by the State of Maryland was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That isabouta hundred years old. 
little while longer. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

AWARDS THE CLAIMS, 


The bill (S. 1910) for the allowance of certain awards made by the 
Court of Claimsto certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the Senator trom Iowa will not insist upon the 
bill going over. It has been favorably reported during the last Con 
gress and at the present by unanimous action of the Committee on 
Claims. The bill passed the House of Representatives in the last Con 
gress, and it will be seen by reference to the report that there are care- 
ful provisions inserted that this examination, which has already been 
made by a board of officers, shall be again revised by the present Sec- 
retary of War, and only so much paid as shall be found to be due. If 
the Senator from Iowa desires the bill to go over, I hope it will be 
without prejudice, and that before to-morrow morning he will look 
through it. If it goes over, I ask thatit may go over with that under- 
standing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

COMMISSION ERS 


It can resta 


BY COURT Ot} 


was 


The bill will go over without prejudice. 
fO BARCELONA EXPOSITION. 

The bill (8. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner- 
general to the Barcelona Exposition, was considered as in Committee of 
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the Whole. It proposes te allow to Emile M. Blum, late United States 
com missioner-general to the International Exposition at Barcelona, 
Spain, $3,380.96 in the adjustment of his accounts, being the amount 
of money by him disbarsed in furthering American interests at that 
exposition, heretofore allowed by the accounting officers of the Txgas- 
ury, and to pay him for services as commissioner-geveral $5,000; ang 
to James M. Seymour, jr., $2,500, as assistant commissioner. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Emile 
M. Blum, late commissioner-general, and James M. Seymour, jr.. late 
assistant commissioner, to the Barcelona Exposition.’’ 


FORFEITURE OF RAITLROAD LAND GRANTS, 


_ The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 1 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.). The 
time ordered by the Senate for the consideration of the Calendar has 
expired. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from Kansas to give time for the 
consideration of the next bill on the Calendar. It isa bill that has 
been passed by the Senate before. It has been reported favorably in 
the other House, and will very greatly aid the people who are its bene- 
ficiaries. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection myself, but the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] had the floor last evening, and under agree- 
ment of the Senate the vote on the conference report is to be taken at 
2o0'clock. I would not suggest anything which would interfere with 
the time the Senator from Alabama wishes to occupy. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator from Alabama wants the time, I 
shall not press the request. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yielded to the request of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, and, of course, I should like to get through with what I say in as 
short time as may be allowed to me under the agreement of yester- 
day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes consideration of the 
conference report on the land-grant-forfeiture bill, Senate bill No. 2781. 
The question is on concurring in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence, upon which the Senator from Alabama [{ Mr. MorGAy} is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it has beenasserted in certain quar- 
ters, for which I must confess I have not any respect, but still it is 
proper I should allude to it, I suppose, that my attitude in this case 
has grown out of the fact that some withdrawal! in the bill as it came 
back from the committee of conference, or some favor or indulgence 
of a year’s time to a railroad in Alabama, had been made. That is not 
true. The moment I discovered that this withdrawal was made by 
the committee and I was in conilict with the opinions of some of my 
colleagues in the other House on that subject, | devoted my time and 
attention to the bill without any respect to that feature at all. I 
would not vote for this bill if it transferred the Pacific Railroad into 
Alabama and transferred the Tennessee and Coosa River road up to 
the #rthern country, because the bill, in my judgment, is unconstitu- 
tional in its first section, and it is unwise, and it is a mere sham and a 
mere pretense for a forfeiture bill. 

It isa bill that gives everything to these railroad companies and 
nothing to the United States. I hope that no Senator ever will find 
himself prepared to vote for this bill merely because it professes on its 
face and is entitled to be a forfeiture bill, when it is not such. There 
will never be a foot of land forfeited under this bill, but a great deal 
of land will be given away which otherwise we could reach by a bill in 
proper form. 

To test this, Mr. President, there are 225 miles between Wallula and 
Portland. ‘There are, say, 40 sectionsef land to the mile. That would 
be 9,000,000 acres of land that would be forfeited between Wallula and 
Portland, if I have made the calculation aright, and I think I have. 
As to that land the Government of the United States has to-day got a 
perfect title, and has had always, for the reason that the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad never intended to build that road. Its friends on this 
floor announce that it not only does not intend to build it, but that it 
would injure citizens in the city of Portland who have subscribed to 
another road many thousands of dollars, hundreds of thousands of do!- 
lars, I think it was stated in the speech of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
Dorn], who are interested in the other line and who do not want this 
built. 

More than that, this railroad company never has laid down its line 
except merely to mark a line across the map trom Wallula to Portland, 
Tt has made no survey, and while there have been land withdrawals 
there they have been upon a map that was not the result of an actual 
survey. Sonothing has been done, nothing is contemplated to be done, 
nothing is desired to be done, and the Government of the United States 
has nothing to do but merely to assert its title, not to resume it, upon 
those lands. 

I have supposed, Mr. President, that the peculiar frame of the first 
section of this bill was due to the very fact that it was not expected 
that the first section of the bill would apply to the lands that were for- 
feited under any grant heretofore made of lands in reference to which 
the railroad company had occupied sueh a situation or attitude as that 
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it had the right te go on andearn them. It does not apply to lands of 
that kind. It would be a mistake in the language of the bill if it was 
attempted to make it apply to lands of that deseription. Hence itis 
that it is a bill for the resumption of titles and not really for the for- 
feiture of titles. ‘The word ‘* forfeiture ’’ is used there, but what does 
that signify? When we say in the bill “‘ resume the title,’’ what is 
the use of forfeiting a thing that you have the right to resume? You 
can not do it. It isa piece of nonsense to say that you can do it. 

This bill is going to be hurried through, of course, and I have con- 
sented that the time of its postponement shall be limited just as nar- 
rowly as possible. The Senator from Kansas stated yesterday that this 
was a political question, and had alwaysbeen, in regard to these land- 
grant forfeitures, that the Democratic party had desired to forfeit the 
land grants clear back to those portions of land that were not earned at 
the time of the expiration of the limit for the construction of the road. 
The period of ten years is the almost universal period. I do notknow 
how that may be with the Democratic party. It is very sound ground 
if they have taken it, very just ground, because it holds the railroad 
corporations, these mastodon monopolies of the United States, in eheck 
and in fear of the legislation of the country until at least we can compel 
them in some way or other to do what is right. So theattitude ofthe 
Demveratie party, if that be what it is, upon this question is a better 
attitude than that of the Republican party, who desire to give up the 
power into the hands of these great corporations, throwing away all 
opportunity to control them in the present or in the future. 

An immense success has been worked out im this bill in that very 
direction, for we here find a line of road built through a region of 
country where the surveys are not made, where no man knows whether 
he is upon his own land or upon the Government land. You can not 
tell anything about it, and we cut off by this bill the last opportunity 
of the Government of the United States to take care of the people who 
are upon those lands. I should say that it would be at least becom- 
ing in us that we should hold on to the lands until we can at least 
have them surveyed, and allow the people to know where they are 
and what is to be their fate. But instead of that we give them all up, 
and commit the settlers to the tender mercies of the railroad corpora- 
tious now and forever. 

There are some provisions in the bill which authorize the people who 
are upon railroad Jand grants to buy their holdings from the Govern- 
ment of the United States at $1.25 per acre. That is as far as it goes. 
If they happen to file upon them, if they are the people who can get 
pre-emption or homestead claims upon them, they can move off their 
crops in six months, their buildings, and leave the land, butif they get 
any land upon which they have settled heretofore in all this vast un- 
surveyed wilderness of the West, they have got to pay the Government 
$1.25 an acre. Of course that applies to the lands that are forfeited, 
and only to those lands. 

Mr. ALLISON. To the odd sections? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, to the lands that are forfeited under this bill. 
As far as the Northern Pacific Railroad is concerned this provision only 
applies to the land between Wallula and Portland; it does not zo any- 
where else—lands that this railroad company has no claim to, not a 
shadow of claim in justice or equity, and it does not even pretend that 
it has any. It surrendered them long ago. 

In that area some of these people can buy 160 acres of land, it may 
be 320 acres of land; it is 160 though at $1.25 anacre. As to others 
who have bought north of what is called the Harrison line, they can 
take land in unlimited quantities, it does not make any difference how 
much, and not the people who are naturalized, not citizens of the 
United States, but corporations, can take. That means of course that 
the Northern Pacific and its dummies can take up these lands at their 
will and That is what it means. 

Now, there is another controversy involved here to which no atten- 
tion has been paid. When Commissioner Sparks and Secretary Lamar 
were in office they made rulings upon the question of the withdrawals 
of large portions of these lands, and they claimed that they had rele- 
gated to the public domain those decisions vast areasof land, 
the figures of which I have before me, that bad been withdrawn and 
improperly withdrawn by their predecessors in favor of these railroad 
companies. Mr, Lamar gavean opinion, and it was promulgated te the 
world. Iam informed that that opinion has been reversed, and if it 
has been reversed then the effect is to do away with Mr. Sparks’s and 
Mr. Lamar’s decisions in regard to lands heretofore relegated to the 
public domain. It donates to the Northern Pacific all that Mr. Lamar 
and Mr. Sparks thought that they had gained by their decisions in 
favor of the Government of the United States. That I suppose to be 
one of the definite purposes of this bill. After we get through with 
this bill there will not be anything more left to be done in regard to 
that matter. In the report of the Secretary of the Interior to the sec- 
ond session of the Fiftieth Congress he gives the amount of lands act- 
ually restored to the public domain in virtue of his rulings upon that 
topic. He says— 

Forfeiture of railroad grants under acts of Congress— 


Of course that is different— 
28,253,347 acres. 


yoke 
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That is, the Texas and Pacific, the Atlantic and Pacific, and two or 
three other minor roads which Congress passed laws to forfeit: 
Railroad indemnity lands restored, 21,323,600 acres. 


There has not been a foot of that railroad land restored, because, as 
I am informed, the decisions under which it was restored have been 
reversed, and that land now, instead ot being restored to the public do- 
main, is in the grasp of these railroad companies and avery large amount 
of it is in the power of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. We 
pass this bill, we forfeit the land between Wallula and Portland; we 
say nothing about these lands restored under a former decision that 
suspended them, and we give the lands from Wallula eastward to Bis- 


marek tothe Northern Pacific Railway Company, and we expunge that | 


restoration, so called, and cut off all chance to make a question about 
it from this time forward. 

So, even in that one single item, to say nothing of anything else, 
21,000,000 acres of land have been given back of these so-called re- 


stored lands, and here we are bulging along, not stopping to consider | 
what we are doing, passing this bill in great haste, and Democrats are | 


said tobe going to vote for it, although it reverses every Democratic tenet 


floor in regard to land-grant forfeitures. 
We were talking yesterday about another road, the Southern Pacific. 


The Southern Pacific has two lines in California, one running east of | 


the Sierra Madre Mountains, I believe that is the name of the mount- 
ains, and another running west down to San José from San Francisco. 
They were to meet according to the original purpose at a place called 
Goshen, which, as I remember, lies somewhat above the northern en- 
trance to Tehachipi Pass. Not very far north are the mountain ranges 
between that and Tres Pinos. The mountains there are very high, 
insurmountable really by a railroad except at a very extraordinary 
cost. 
The Southern Pacific earned its land grant from San Francisco, or 
wherever it started from, down into Arizona within the time, and 
placed itself entirely beyond the reach of forfeiture as to the whole of 
its line running east of the Sierra Madre Mountains through Teha- 
chipi Pass down to the Mohave. Its other line, though, running down 
the coast, was ashort line, a feeder to the great line, and it never 
made the connection through from Tres Pinos to Goshen. We there- 
fore have never declared any forfeiture as to that road, and it has gone 
on and built about 20 miles since the last reservation on that subject 
took place. But it is builtdown into an estuary or acove in the mount- 
ains there, because it can not afford the expense of climbing the 
mountains to get over, and it is not expected to do it and nobody expects 
that itever will. The company has gotallit wants. It declared here 
ten years ago that from Tres Pinos down it was perfectly willing to 
have the land forfeited. It is said that this bill forfeits that land 
grant. What do we getoutof it? A lot of stones piled up on a mount- 
ain side that the railroad company threw off and rejected years ago. 
Here is a report made to the House of Representatives, in which the 
facts are stated by Mr. Stonz, of Missouri, and also in a minority re- 
port, and there is no dispute about them. 

Mr. President, the land-grant forfeiture upon the Southern Pacific 
road is not worth the snap of a man’s finger; it is not worth a cent to 
the United States or anybody else. What have we got, then, under 
this bill? Whatdowe forfeit? One little railroad running from Gads- 
den, in Alabama, up towards Chattanooga, the company to build which 
never was organized. They never madeaclaim tothe lands. Nobody 
has ever disputed that the lands belong to the Government of the United 
States. We get that little figment out of the way. 
do we get except the 225 miles that I have been describing between 
Wallula and Portland? Nothing whatever. No Senator on this floor 
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possessed, and the Congress of the United States for the s 
a little « lap-trap of present possible political advantage, a mere word 
abandons these : to their fate, leaves them in 
the reach of the Northern Pacific and these other great corporations, 
turns its back on them without th« ven having been surveyed, 
and abdicates and repudiates i ty and duty over these people 
in reference to them. 

Chat is what we are doing here t 
cific Railroad and every other Pacif 


peop 


r lands ¢ 


sulho 


I say that » Northern Pa- 


I aad, Southern and all, when- 
ever they get from us this enormous boon, this in ise advantage of 
having a confirmatory act passed to give them title to all the lands that 
they claim, whether they are included in the withdrawals or not, ought 


to be compelled as a part of that law to come in and consent in writing, 


through their proper tribunals or boards, that every man who hasa 
bona fide claim upon any part of this land to which they get title shall 
have his home certified to him without further trouble and further 
difficulty. Now, is it possible that I am to address a plea of this kind 
to the Democratic party of the United States and find men to stand up 


| and oppose me in it, when no one can rise here and deny that that is 
and every Democratic principle that has ever been announced on this 


the situation ? 
do it. 

Since the report was made by Mr. Srone to the House of Represent- 
atives in 1886 in consequence of the withdrawal made by Mr. Lamar 
of what are called the land-limit rights of the railroad company, the 
Southern Pacific road on the other side of the Sierra Madre Mountain 
has built about 20 miles of its line. It has completed the line as far as 
it ever expected to build it, as far really as it can build it. A gentle- 
man of very considerable importance, who I found was very much stirred 
up and who is a very strong and leading Republican, came to see me 
about it and brought a letter from his brother. I will read it: 

PARKFIELD, MonTeREY County, CALIFORNIA, September 2, 1890. 

Information travels through this country, I am glad to say, very 

rapidly now 
PARKFIELD 
Dear BROTHER 


No man has done it: no man can doit; no man will 


Monterey County, CALIFORNIA, Seplember 2, 1890. 


I expect the “forfeiture bill”. has passed ere this, I will 
write a statement of the case as far as it concerns us, and if the bill has not 
passed, you can give it to Senator P us, if you think best, though I pre- 


sume he understands the matter 

I have got a patentformy homestead claim, with President Har 
ture attached. Brother Gtorge has not received his yet, thou, 
several months before | did. He ought to get it before long 

We are within the indemnity belt granted tothe Southern Pacific Railroad to 
aid in building the road from Goshen to Hollister. The company built the road 
from Goshen to Huron, and east from Hollister to Tres Pinos, and two years ago 
built 20 miles of road west from Huron to Alealda 4 range of mountains sepa 
rates Alealda from Tres Pinos. This indemnity land was opened for settlement 
five years ago, and as itis good land was quickly taken by settlers, most of 
whom have made final proof on their claims, and a great many have got pat- 
ents for their land. 


rison’s signa- 
ihe proved up 


That was under Sparks’s decision and Lamar’s withdrawing these 
lands and relegating them. The people rushed in there and every- 
where, and made their settlements. They are there yet, and we are 


| going to leave them in the lurch. 


Now, what else | 


has attempted to state that we get anything else, and yet this is called | 


a land-grant forfeiture. Whatasham and what a pretense this is! It 
is nothing, Mr. President, but a mere special performance intended to 
get up the idea that you are forfeiting land grants when the whole pur- 
pose of the bill and the whole of its provisions is to confirm the titles 
to these great railways. 

I drop inside of the line that has been drawn by the Democratic 

rty. Unfortunately, I suppose, for myself, for there are very few 

mocrats who have concurred with me about it, as I have frequently 
remarked in the course of this debate, basing my views upon the case 
of Davis vs. Gray, I have always said that the substantial equities that 
were derived in favor of a land-grant railroad company ought to be 


executed by Congress just as they would be by a court, and I have | 


wanted to make provision in every one of these bills that the courts 
might take hold of this subject, for at last they have got to decide it and 
adjust the equities and confirm all that belong to the railroad companies 
and take from them such as do not belong to them, and modify their 
situation and their relations to the Government of the United States 
and to the people in such a way as that justice will be done to al! men. 

But, Mr. President, I never have taken my eye for a second off that 
vast swarm of people who occupy these railroad land grants and whose 
= are taken up here and dealt with justas if they were not worthy 

the slightest consideration in the world, homes swept from beneath 
their feet in favor of grasping monopolists in the shape of railroad cor- 
porations, and not homes merely, but tens of thousands of them dis- 


“9 


»w the railroad company comes in and claims this land, and if the forfeit- 
ure bill becomes a law as it passed the House of Representatives the company 
will get it. Weclaim that any forfeiture bill should forfeit the land opposite 


the 20 miles built two years ago, | xy afier the land was settled on and im- 


If this is not done, Congres 





proved by settlers. gress ought to pass a bill to protect 
innocent settlers from the railroad company, as the company will be likely to 
charge the settlers all > land is worth, and more than most of them can pay 

It is not the fault of settlers that they now find t! elves about to lose 
the land, and the Government ought,in justice, to protect them from the rail 
road company 

This railroad is of no ber tor as the ga rang if mountains betWeen 
us and it, and to get to the road we ws lhe of red to travel 50 miles over high 
mountains and rough roads 

Yours truly, 
rR. S CRANI 
J. H. Crane, Es Washingt I 


This other gentleman, writing in behalf of his brother to me, speaks 
in terms of such strong indignation that I do not choose to read hi 
letter to the Senate; it would be offensive, 

Mr. President, can we not help that man? Mr, Lamar withdrew 
these lands; relegated them, as he thought to, the public domain. The 
decision has been overturned. This man has gone there and entered 
his land and made his settlement upon it, and made very valuable im 
provements upon it, there being hundreds and hundreds of other 
there, and tens of thousands have done it in other railroad land grant 
Can we not helpthem now? Can we not say to these railroad corpora- 
tions, ‘‘ We are confirming you in your titles; we are now passing 
through the last act of this drama, as the Senator from Kanaas called 
it, in respect to land-grant forfeitures; we are passing now through the 
final scene; and before you take these benefits from us you shall make 
the concessions that are claimed in that gentleman’s letter ? 

Senators may think there is very little in this, but they will find 
something buzzing in the atmosphere about it when they get home in 
the Northwest and across to the Pacific slope. The people of the United 
States are not going to submit very quietly to have these railroad land 
grants confirmed, as they are confirmed by this bill and as the billin- 
tends to confirm them to these great corporations, with nothing reserved 
to the people whatever except a chance within the forfeited limits of 
lands thatare relegated to the United States or reclaimed by the United 
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States under this bill, if they have settled in good faith and if they are 
homesteaders, and if they are citizens of the United States, to buy the 
land from the Government of the United States at a dollar and a quar- 
ter an acre. 

What becomes of your homestead Jawin that partoftheworld? Why 
do you discriminate against these people and make them pay a dollar 
and a quarter an acre? I can tell you why. There is a little trick 
down in Alabama that accounts forall that. Certain gentlemen down 
there have large holdings of land that I read about the other day, who 
do not want any land to come in competition with theirs at less than a 
dollar and a quarter an acre. Take up the history of that Mobile and 
Girard road, what is it? I brought the authentic history here and read 
it to the Senate the other day, and I read the remarks of Mr. PAyson 
of the House of Representatives upon it, in which he denounced it as 
being something but little short of robbery. 

A man who was the register of the land office at Montgomery, Ala., 
in the delightful times o! carpet-bag rule, concluded that he would make 
a raise on the Mobile and Girard Company by coming to Washington 
city and getting certified to that company upwards of 400,000 acres of 
land that it claimed it had a right to under the land grant. It hada 
right to it, and he being the register of the land office was the custodian 
of the records, He knew what had taken place. He knew that that 
company was entitled tothelands. He knew that these lands had been 
set apart to that company in Washington City. A list had been certi- 
fied to him for his official information. 

Covering that up, he went to the company and said, ‘*‘ Give me 10 per 
cent, of these landsand I will secure them for you.’’ Not knowing what 
their rights were, they said, ‘‘ Certainly 10 percent. of them are yours; 
we will give you a contract."’ He came on to Washington. He paid 
$18 to get a copy of the record here and took it down to Alabama, and 
got out of this railroad company 76,000 acres of land, he being the reg- 
ister ot the land office at the time down there, as his compensation for 
assisting a railroad company merely to get a list of lands that had al- 
ready been certified to it. That is a!l he did, and that is all that was 
accomplished. They deeded him the 76,000 acres of land, not know- 
ing any better what their rights were, and he has sold it to other peo- 
ple. Those 76,000 acres of land are in this bill. 

This bill confirms the title to them. It takes them out of the gen- 
eral situation and confirms the title, and wlfoever votes for this bill 
will vote for that fraud and can not help it. I do not know to whom 
the lands now belong. I am going to find out some of these days, 
One-half of them belonged to a distinguished gentleman recently in 
Ohio, who is dead. As to the other half, I do not know where it has 
gone to. It is not in sight, but it still lives; it is not visible, but it is 
bound to have a resurrection, and when it does come to life this Senate 
will blush to its eyebrows that it voted for a bill to enable that piece 
of robbery to go into existence. 

Now, you want to know why it is that I oppose the bill that grants 
lands to certain people in my State. I do it becauseitisafraud. Let 
any Senator who wants to sustain the fraud vote for it. That is all I 
have to say, and with that I close my speech. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I did not intend to say anything at all 
upon this report, and although I see the Senator from Kansas, who has 
the bill in charge and is to conclude the debate, is not in his seat, yet 
others upon that side are here who have spoken, and I will occupy a 
few moments of the time before the vote istaken. I have been a silent 
observer of this debate with a view to arrive at a single fact or two. 
I desire to know where the forfeiture comes in in this bill, and if land 
is forfeited, how much land is to be forfeited by it and where that land 
is. I have been likewise reading the bill and reading the report, as well 
as listening to the debate, but in no way have I been able to find how 
much of this land will be confirmed to these railroads if the bill goes 
into effect. The Government, it seems, bas given millions upon mill- 
ions of acres of land for the purposes specified in the grants, and the 
terms of those grants were specific and undoubted. Nevertheless it 
appears that they have been violated, that the grantees have failed to 
cumply with the terms of the grants, and therefore forfeiture is claimed. 
One company, if I am not misinformed, and judging from the facts as 
drawn out in the debate, has received 51,000,000 acres of land. That 
is the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. If that be so, how much 
of this land has it earned under the terms of its grant? How much of 
it has it forfeited, or ought it to forfeit, under the terms of the grant? 
How many million acres of that land are yet in doubt as to the title? 
How many acres have been positively confirmed by the construction of 
the road in compliance with the terms that were required ? 

These questions have arisen in my mind constantly during the dis- 
cussion, Mr. President, and I have sought to satisfy myself in Re em 
to them by listening to the debate, by examining the report, by 
reading the bill, but I have been unable to solve them. I will thank 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands,who certainly knows 
the history of this matter ab initio, and who is familiar with it down 
to the last of its history, to state the amount of land that is rea- 
sonably expected, giving him a broad and good n, to be forfeited 
under the operations of this bill, and to tell w it lies, and 
how much land wil! be confirmed to those railroads to which these 
grants have been given, and wherein the roads have failed heretofore to 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 16, 





comply with the terms of the grants. Those are plain, simple ques- 
tions, and I know no man better capable of answering them than the 
chairman of the committee, and I hope to hear from him upon this 
branch of the subject. 

Mr. PLUMB, Does the Senator want an answer to the questions 
now ? 

Mr. BATE. Either now or when the Senator comes to reply. 

Mr. PLUMB. There will be no time afterwards, as the voting is to 
take place at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BATE. Then I should-like to have the answer now. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will say briefly, first, that the bill forfeits all lands 
which according to the judgment of the committee under the decisions 
of the Supreme Court can be forfeited, whether it be 1 acre or 1,000,- 
000 or 10,000,000 acres. In the next place, it forfeits, in my judgment— 
and of course that is one of those things which can never be absolutely 
determined until the grants are adjusted—somewhere between 7,000, - 
900 and 10,000,000 acres of land. In the next place, it confirms no 
single acre of land anywhere under the shining sun to any railroad com- 
pany, and does not disturb the status of any land granted to that rail- 
road company except to the extent that it cuts it off by terminating the 
right of the railroad company to build any road hereafter, and by the 
forfeiture of the lands opposite to uncompleted portions of the road. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not deal with the rights of the railroad com- 
panies. 

Mr. PLUMB. It does not deal with the rights of the railroad com- 
panies under the original grants except to the extent that it cuts off 
their right to earn lands hereafter by building new roads, Whatever 
rights they have under the original grants to such lands as they have 
earned are to be determined by the Interior Department and by the 
courts, precisely as they would be determined if this bill was not 
passed. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I am not at all satisfied with that 
auswer. I desired to know, in the first place, how much land there 
was to be forfeited, how many millions of acres. I asked the distinct 
question if the Senator could give us the quantity, with a reasonable 
margin, asI said. Now, howmuchistobeconfirmed? By the reading 
of the first section of the bill, I see that lands are to be confirmed, and 
by the second section there are certain disturbances of the settlers, be- 
cause in regard to those lands which are liable to be forfeited no set- 
tlers are to be taken care of. Those questions all arise. 

So far as it is worth anything, and I think it is worth as much as 
the statement of any Senator can be, I will read what I have received 
from a careful and an official source in regard to the number of acres 
that are to be forfeited and the situation of the land which is now in 
controversy. It isa short and very brief extract from the report of 
Commissioner Sparks. This comes from an official standpoint, and it 
certainly should be recognized by the Senate as official. I see nothing 
that contradicts it, and it is the best information that I have been able 
to get. This report is as late as 1885. Whether anything has been 
done since that time by way of the forfeiture of these lands or by way 
of confirmatien of the title of the lands, I am not informed, but cer- 
tainly down to 1885, when this report was submitted by Commissioner 
Sparks, we have light upon this subject to that extent if no further. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. Sparks, called the 
attention of Congress to its duty in this regard in the following forcible 
language, taken from his annual report for 1885, pages 44 and 45: 

The matter of declaring these forfeitures and restoring the forfeited lands to 
the public domain is prominently before the country, and has awakened and 
exci.es keen public interest. The amount of unpatented lands embraced in all 
the grants subject to declaration of forfeiture is estimated at 100,000,000 acres, an 
area equal to that of the combined Statesof New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl- 
vania, Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia. The restoration to public settle- 
ment and entry of this great body of lands is a subject of the first magnitude 
andof profound national importance. The question presented is strictly one 
of legal right. The rights of the corporations have been upheld for twenty or 
thirty years. The Government has not been in Jaches. The lands have been 
kept in reservation, material for building the roads has been freely supplied 
— i public domain, and extension of time for constructions has been al- 

The default of the companies has been voluntary. The rights of the public 
are now to be considered—the right of the people to repossess themselves of 
their own. The case is not one calling for sympathy to the corporations; it is 
one calling for justice to the people of the country. In the ment of 
their grants, as oftheir roads, the railroad companies have shown little sympa- 
thy forthe public—none for ers and citizens whose presence and labor were 
building up traffic and whose earnings were paying all the traffic would bear 
over roads constructed by public bounty. Holding their own claims through 
the induigence of the Government, delinquent corporations have pursued set- 
tlers with the strong forces of corporate power, not only from local tribunals 
to the executive department, but from the executive department to the courts, 
to wrest from them the homes they had acquired within the boundaries of rail- 
road grants. It is my information that a patent from the United States toa 

ward by adjudication of this Department is not security to his 

rights nst a railroad company, but that the policy of compelling settlers to 
defend their patents in the courts has been systematically adopted by some of 
the componice bows ————_ grants and being in laches to the Government 

t own 

"“ieeeae have been made to me by holders of such patents asking for aid. I 
no means to give in defense of their titles, which they said they could not 
maintain at their own cost against vexatious, as) and expensive proceed- 
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forfeitures that have been incurred should be exercised. A failure or refusal 
to exercise the legislative jurisdiction may be construed as a continuance or a 
renewal of the grants. I misunderstand the sentiment and mistake the temper 
of the people if a renewal of forfeited land grants in any form or manner is in 
consonance with their views of public policy,of their demands for public justice. 

However improvident the original grants were, the Government is bound to 


maintain its obligations so long as the companies keep theirs. But the failure 
of one party is the release of the other. An opportunity is not presented for 


r . Having been for- 
foted it elas rs jon Hes «Alien seme that faaiheres be 
declared in all cases in which the roads were not completed in the manner and 
within the time prescribed by law, and that the unpatented lands be restored 
to the public domain. 

Mr. President, this is a statement in regard to the lands subject to 
forfeiture under these railroad grants, and in regard to the proceed- 
ings necessary to take place in order that the Government shall resume 
its title. I quote from the highest official source, as it is from the man 
who was at the head of this bureau at the time and had a right to 
speak. He has spoken here officially to the Senate, and that to me 
certainly isa source that I should rely upon for information. In that 
view, I must conclude that there is a vast amount of lands which are 
not to be forfeited to the Government by this bill. By reading the 
sections of the bill it will be seen that titles will be quieted; but as 
to how many will thus be confirmed I believe it is silent. I ean not 
say how much, but according to the statements in this debate there 
seems to be acres of land by the millions the exact status of which we 
know nothing. 


The Senator from Kansas said that it was left to the courts and the | 
Department of the Interior. Yet when this bill passes, as has just | 


been said by the Senator from Alabama, who has investigated the sub- 
ject thoroughly, and who, in a masterly argument lasting some hours, 
sifted it to the bottom, that there is no land forfeited by this bill ex- 
cept that on the Wallulalineand in Alabama. Then, how many mill- 
ions of acres are there that will be confirmed under the operation of 
the first section of the bill? 

Those two questions remain unanswered and unexplained. I believe 
that these roads are entitled to the equities and ought to have such as 
properly belongtothem. I believe that the Government should carry 
out its contract with these corporations and exact from them a com- 
pliance with the terms of the grants. Yet it should not be done at the 
expense of the rights of the people of this country who have in good 
faith settled upon these lands after it was publicly known that the 
railroads had failed to comply with the terms of the grants and under 
the belief that they were forfeited. 

I take this view, Mr. President, and do not propose to be led astray 
by the mere title of the bill. I will not swallow a bitter pill because of 
the sugar that is around it. It is called a forfeiture bill, and the party 
to which I belong, in its platforms, and, I believe, many of the plat- 
forms of the gentlemen upon the other side of this Chamber, have ad- 
vocated the forfeiture of these land grants where they have not been 
earned. I desireto carry out that committal because I believe it proper, 
legitimate, and the equitable course to be pursued by the Government. 
I am not going to be carried off and led astray by the phrase that this 
is a ‘‘ forfeiture bill.”’ 


That which we call a rose, 
By any other name would smell as sweet. 


I do not purpose to be governed by the mere name, but want to go 
to the reality of the bill, to the bottom of it if I can, and see where 
the real merit is, and not skim over the fraud and be led astray by the 
delusion of a title. 

Although it is sought by the title of the bill and the language in 
which some of its sections are couched that its object is to forfeit un- 
earned land grants, yet when scrutinized it seems to be an effort to re- 
lieve delinquent railroad companies of liability of forteiture incurred, 
and more of a confirmation of titles to lands granted by the Govern- 
ment and unearned than a bill to forfeit the same. Therefore, desir- 
ing to see these lands forfeited in proper cases, I shall vote against con- 
curring in the conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLArr in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
eur and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to ¢all 

e roll. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN }. 


Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the | 


senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHerson]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘' yea.”’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voornees]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’S name was calied). My col- 
league (Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent from the city, and is 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grnson] 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), I am paired 


with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILson], and therefore I shall 
withhold my vote, unless it be necessary to constitute a quorum, in 
which case I shall be at liberty to vote. 


oy 
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The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to announce the pair of my col- 
league [Mr. MCMILLAN] with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE]. 


| Mr. GRAY. I wish to announce that the Senator from Kentuc ky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] left the Chamber by reason of sickness, and is 
| paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If the 


Senator from Kentucky were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. As I understand a quorum has not yet 
voted, I will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (after having voted in the affirmati I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis}, but as it will not 
change the result, and my vote is necessary to make a quorum, I shall 
let my vote stand. Otherwise I should withdraw it. 

Mr. SANDERS, I am permitted by the terms of my pair to vote 
if it is necessary to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 
| Mr.HIGGINS. lam paired with the senior Senator from New Jersey 
| [Mr. McPHERSON], but I understand that one more vote will make a 
quorum, and as it will not change the result I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea,’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to announce that I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and therefore abstain 
from voting. 

Mr. PIERCE (after having voted in the affirmative I understand 
that the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. CARLISLE] is absent. I desire 
to withdraw my vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PIERCE. Then I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 
GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. Barr], 
the present occupant of the chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MorRRILL}. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 13; as follows 





YEAS—w, 
Allen, Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Allison, Evarts Paddock, Stewart, 
Casey, Frye, Plumb, Stock bridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Power, Teller, 
Davis, Higgins, Quay Wilson of lowa, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 

. i 

NAYS—13 
3ate, Colquitt, Pasco, Walthall, 
terry, Gray, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, 
Coke, Morgan, Vest, 


ABSENT-—-4lL. 


Aldrich, Daniel, Jonesof Arkansas, Ransom, 
Barbour, Eustis, Kenna, Squire, 
Blackburn, Farwell, MeMillan, Stanford, 
Blair, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Blodgett, George, Manderson, Vance, 
Brown, Gibson, Moody, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gorman, Morrill, Washburn, 
Call, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Md, 

| Cameron, Harris, Pettigrew, 

Carlisle, Hearst, Pierce, 


Chandler, Hiscock, Platt, 


So the report was concurred in 
POSTAL REGULATIONS REGARDING LOTTERIES, ETC. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11569) toamend certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no unfinished business, 
and the Calendar being in order, the Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by 
him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC-LAND LAWS, 


Mr. PLUMB, I move that the Senate now proceed to the consider- 
ation of Order of Business 1406, being House bill 7254. 
| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other purposes. 
| The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 


| amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


Chat an act entitled (n act to amend an act entitled "An act to en ourage 
the growth of timberon the Western prairies,’ "’ approved June 4, 1478, and all 
lawssupplementary thereto oramendatory thereof, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed, except as to the State of Nebraska: Provided, That this repeal shall 
| not affect any valid rights heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws, but 

all bona fide claims lawfully initiated before the passage of this act may be per 
fected upon due compliance with law, in the same manner, upon the same terms 
and conditions, and subject to the same limitations, forfeitures, and contests as 
| if this act had not been passed: And provided further, That the following words of 
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the last clause of section 2 of said act, namely, ‘that not less than twenty-seven 
hundred trees were planted on each acre,” are hereby repealed: And provided 
Surther, That in computing the period of cultivation the time shall run the 
date of the entry, if the necessary acts of cultivation were performed within the 
proper time: And provided further, That the preparation of the land and the 

lanting of trees shall be construed as acts of cultivation, and the time author- 

zed to be so employed and actually employed shail be computed asa part of 
the eight years of cultivation required by statute: Provided, That any person 
who has made entry of any public lands of the United States under the timber- 
culture laws, and who has for a period of four years in good faith complied with 
the provisions of said laws shal! be entitled to make final proof thereto, and ac- 
quire title to the same, by the payment of $1.25 per acre for such tract, under 
such rulesand regulationsas shall be prescribed by the Secretary ofthe Interior: 
And provided further, That no land acquired under the provisions of this act shall 
in any event become lable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts contracted 
prior to the issuing of the final certificate therefor. 

Sec. 2, That an actto provide for the sale of desert Jands in certain States 
and Territories, Rogeoved March 3, 1877, is hereby amended by adding thereto 
the following sections 

“Seo, 4. That at the time of filing the declaration hereinbefore required the 
party shall also file a map of said land, which shall exhibita plan showing 
the mode of contemplated irrigation, and which plan shall be sufficient to 
thoroughly irrigate and reclaim said land, and prepare it to raise ordinary agri- 
cultural crops, and shall also show the source of the water to be used for irri- 
gation and reclamation. Persons entering or proposing to enter separate sec- 
tions, or fractional parts of sections, of desert lands may associate together in 
the construction of canals and ditehes for irrigating and reclaiming all of said 
tracts,and may file a joint map or maps showing their plan of internal im- 
provements, 

“seo.5. That no land shall be patented to any person under this act unless 
he or bis assignors shall have expended in the necessary irrigation, reclama- 
tion, and cultivation thereof,by means of main canals and branch ditches, 
and in permanent improvements upon the land, and in the purchase of water 
rights for the irrigation of the same, at least $3 per acre of the whole tract re- 
claimed and patented in the manner following: Within one year after making 
entry for such tract of desert land as aforesaid the party so entering shall ex- 
pend not leas than $1 per acre for the purposes sieonaaatl and he shall in like 
manner expend the sum of $l per acre during the second and also during the 
third year thereafter, until the full sum of $ per acre is so expended. Said 
party shall file during each year with the register proof, by the affidavits of two 
or more credible witnesses, that the 1ull sum of $1 per acre has been expended 
in such necessary improvements during such year, and the manner in which 
expended,and at the expiration of the third year a map or plan showing the 
character and extent of such improvements. If any party who has made such 
application shall fail during any year to file the testimony aforesaid the lands 
shall revert to the United States, and the 2% cents advanced payment shall be 
forfeited to the United States, and the entry shall be canceled. Nothing herein 
contained shall prevent a claimant from making his final entry and receiving 
his patent at an earlier date than hereinbefore prescribed, provided that he 
then makes the required proof of reclamation tothe aggregate extent of $3 per 
acre: Provided, That proof be further required of the cultivation of onouighth 
of the land. 

“Sro. 6. That this act shall not affect any valid rights heretofore accrued un- 
der said act of March 3,1877,but all bona fide claims heretofore lawfully in- 
itiated may be perfected, upon due compliance with the provisions of said act, 
in the same magner, upon the same terms and conditions, and subject to the 
same limitation, forfeitures, and contests as if this act had not been passed; or 
said claims, at the option of the claimant, may be perfected and patented un- 
der the provisions of said act, as amended by this act, so far as applicable; and 
all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 

“Spee.7. That at any time after filing the declaration,and within the period 
of four years thereafter, upon making satisfactory proof to the register and the 
receiver of the reclamation and cultivation of said land to the extent and cost 
and in the manner aforesaid,and substantially in accordance with the plans 
herein provided for,and that he or she is a citizen of the United States, and 
upon payment to the receiver of the additional sum of $1 peracre for said land, 
n pane shall issue therefor to the applicant or his assigns: Provided, however, 
That additional proofs may be required at any time within the period pre- 
scribed by law, and that the claims or entries made under this orany p in 
act shall be subject to contest,as provided by the law relating to homestead 
cases, for illegal inception, abandonment, or failure tocomply with the uire- 
ments of law,and upon satisfactory proof thereof shall be canceled,and the 
lands, and moneys paid therefor, shall be forfeited to the United States. 

“Spo, 8. That the provisions of the act to which thisisan amendment, and the 
amendments thereto, shall apply to and be in force in the State of Colorado, as 
well as the States named in the original act.” 

: =o. 8. That section 2288 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
olows;: 

** Seo, 2288. Any bona fide settler under the pre-emption, homestead, or other 
settlement law shall have the right to transfer, by warranty against his own 
acts, any portion of his claim for church, cemetery, or school pu or for 
the right of way of railroads, canals, or ditches for irrigation or drain across 
it; and the transfer for such public purposes shall in no way Vitiate the right 
to complete and perfect the title to his claim.” 

“ a. 4, That section 2301 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
‘ollows: 

“Smo. 2301. Nothing in this chapter shall be so construed as to prevent any 
person who shall hereafter avail himself of the benefits of section 2289 from 
paying the minimum price for the quantity of land so entered at any time after 
the expiration of thirty calendar months from the date ofsuch entry, and obtain- 
ing a patent therefor, upon making proof of settlement and of residence and 
cultivation for such period of thirty calendar months.” 

Spo. 5, That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office that a clerical error has been committed, such entry may be sus- 
pended, upon proper notification to the claimant, through the local land office, 
until) the error has been corrected; and after final proof of the elaimant and the 
issuing of the duplicate receiver's receipt upon any final entry under the pre- 
emption, timber-culture, desert-land, or oouestand acts, or under this act, if it 
shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior that such dupli- 
cate receiver's receipt has been obtained by fraud, although the final fs may 
be in due form and prima facie sufficient, the Secretary shall hold entry of 
cancellation and at once notify the claimant, which action shall become abso- 
lutely final, unless within sixty days from notice in ae oo upon the 
claimant, or other party in interest, such party shall file with the Secretary of 
the Interior a written request for a judicial investigation, in which case the 
retary shall susprnd further action and file without delay with the Attorney- 
General of the United States notice of such suspension with his reasons there- 
for; and it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to commence proceedings 
at once in the proper court to cancel such entry, if, in his judgment, such pro- 
ceedings can be maintained, and if, in his judgment, such p ings can not 
be maintained, or no proceeding shall be instituted one year after the filing in 
his office of the notice of the suspension, then a tshall beissued upon such 
entry: Provided, That nothing herein shall be held or construed to impair the 
right of any bona fide purchaser or m of any such lands; and all pur- 





chasers, mortgagees, and parties in interest of record shall be made parties to 
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eA peeeiee and may defend in their own right, and all entries made un- 
der pre-emption or homestead laws, in which final proof and pay may have 
been made and certificates issued, and to which there are no adverse claims 
originating = to final entry, and which may have been sold or encumbered 
prior to the lst day of March, 1888, and after final entry, to bona fide purchasers 
or incumbrances, for a valuable consideration, shall be confirmed and patented 
upon presentation of satisfactory proof to the Land Department of such sale or 
incumbrance. This section shall apply to all cases of nded entries hereto- 
fore made under the United States mption, timber-culture, desert-land, and 
homestead acts: Provided, That rthe of two years from the date of the 
issuance of the receiver's receipt upon the entry of any tract of land under 
the homestead, timber-culture, desert-land, or pre-emption laws, or under this 
act, and when there shall be no pending contest or protest against the validity 
of such entry, the entryman shail be entitled toa patent conveying the land by 
him entered, and the same shall be issued to him ; but this proviso shall not be 
construed to require the delay of two years from the date of said entry before 
the —— of a patent therefor. 

Sec, 6. That suits by the United States to vacate and annul any patent here- 
tofore issued shall only be brought within five years from the passage of this 
act, and suits to vacate and annul patents hereafter issued shall only be 
brought within five years after the date of the issuance of such patents. 

Sec. 7. That hereafter no public lands of the United States not heretofore of- 
fered at public sale, except a joned military or other reservations, isolated 
and disconnected fractional tracts authorized to be sold by section 2455 of the 
Revised Statutes, and mineral and other lands the sale of which at public auc- 
tion has been authorized by acte of Congress of a special nature having local 
application, shall be sold at public sale. 

Sec, 8, That nothing in this act shall change, repeal, or modify any agree- 
ments or treaties made with any Indian tribes for the disposal of their lands, 
or of land ceded to the United States to be disposed of for the benefit of such 
tribes, and the proceeds thereof to be placed in the Treasury of the United 
States; and the disposition of such lands shall continue in accordance with the 
provisions of such treaties or agreements, 

Sec. 9. That until otherwise ordered by Congress lands in Alaska may be en- 
tered for town-site purposes, for the several use and benefit of the occupants of 
such town sites, by such trustee or trustees as may be named by the Secretary 
of the Interior for that purpose, such entries to be made under the provisions 
of section 2387 of the Revised Statutes as near as may be; and when such en- 
tries shall have been made the Secretary of the Interior shall provide by regu- 
lation for the proper execution of the trust in favor of the inhabitants of the 
town site, including the survey of the land into lots, according to the spirit and 
intent of said section 2387 of the Revised Statutes, whereby the same result 
would be reached as though the entry had been made by a county judge and 
the disposal of the lots in sueh town site and the proceeds of the sale thereof 
had been prescribed by the legislative authority of a State or Territory: Pro- 
vided, That no more than 160 acres shal! be embraced in one town-site entry. 

Src. 10. That any citizen of the United States twenty-one years of age, and 
any association of such citizens, and any corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the United States, or of any State or Territory of the United States now 
authorized by law to hold lands in the Territories now or hereafter in posses- 
sion of and occupying public lands in Alaska for the purpose of trade or manu- 
factures, may pure not exceeding 160 acres, to be taken as near as practi- 
eable in a square form, of such land at $2.50 per acre: Provided, That in case 
more than one person, association, or corporation shall claim the same tract of 
land, the person, association, or corporation having the prior claim by reason 
of possession and continued a shall be entitled to povenane he same, 
but the entry of no person, tion, or corporation shall include improve- 
ments made by or in (a ey = of another prior to the passage of this act. 

Sec, 11. That it shall be the duty of any person, association, or corporation en- 
titled to purchase land under this act to make an application to the United States 
marshal, ex officio surveyo neral of Alaska, for an estimate of the cost of 
making a survey of the lands occupied by such person, association,or corpora- 
tion, and the cost of the clerical work necessary to be done in the office of the 
said United States marshal,ex officio surveyor-general ; and on the receipt of such 
estimate from the United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general, the said 
person, association, or corporation shall deposit the amount in a United States 
depository, as is required by section No. 2401 Revised Statutes, relating to de- 
posits for surveys. ¢ 

That on the receipt by the United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general, 
of the suid certificates of deposit, he shall employ a competent person to make 
such survey, undersuch rules and regulations as may be adopted by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, who shall make his return of his field-notes and maps to 
the oftice of the said United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general; and the 
said United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general, shall cause the said field- 
notes and plats of such survey to be examined, and, if correct, approve the 
same, and shall transmit certified copies of such maps and plats to office of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

That when the snid field-notes and — of said survey «hall have been ap- 
proved by the said Commissioner of General Land Office, he shall notify 
such person, association, or corporation, who shall then, within six months 
aftersuch notice, pay to the said United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-gen- 
eral, for such land, and patent shall issue for the same. 

Sec. 12. That none of the provisions of the last two preceding sections of this 
act shall be so construed as to warrant the sale of any lands belonging to the 
United States which shall contain coal or the precious metals, or any town site, 
or which shall be occupied by the United States for public purposes, or which 
shall be reserved for such purposes, or to which the natives of Alaska have 

rior rights by virtue of occupation, or which shall be selected by the 

nited States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries on the islands of Kodiacand 
Afoguak for the pur, of establishing fish-culture stations. And all tracts of 
land not exceeding acres in any one tract now occupied as missionary sta- 
tions in said district ot Alaska are hereby excepted from the o ration of the 
last three preceding sections of this act. No portion of the isiands of the Priby- 
lov group or the Seal Islands of Alaska shal! be subject to sale under this act ; 
and the United States reserves, and there shall be reserved in all patents issued 
under the provisions of the last two preceding sections, the right of the United 
States to regulate the taking of salmon and to do all things necessary to protect 
and prevent the destruction of salmon in all the waters of the lands granted 
frequented by salmon. 

Sec. 13. That town-site entries may be made by incorporated towns and cit- 
ies on the mineral Jands of the United States, but no title shall be acquired by 
such towns or cities to any vein of gold, silver, cinnahar, copper, or lead, or to 
any valid mining claim or possession held under existing law. When mineral 
veins are within the limits of an incorporated town or city. and such 
possession is recognized —— authority or by the laws of the United States, 
the title to town lots shall be subject to such recognized ion and the nec- 
essary use thereof, and when entry has heen made or patent issued for such 
town sites to such incorporated town or city the of such mineral vein 
may enter and receive patent for such mineral vein and the surface ground 
appertaining thereto: Provided, That no entry shaf be made by such mineral- 
= og claimant for surface ground where the owner or occupier of the surface 
ground shall have had possession of the same before the inception of the title 
of the mineral-vein applicant. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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ment reported by the Committee on Public Lands. If there he no ob- Gate lnndocute ed ¢ r sought to be en l under the coal-land laws, mineral- 

O jection, the amendment wil] be considered as agreed to. whe Saiiemiemenna ne 8 c eS ee 

Mr. MANDERSON. _Is this the question on the entire amendment ° he VICE-PRESID! estion ison tl nendment to the 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is on the entire amendment. nendmen a 

Mr. MANDERSON. So that it is asubstitute for the House bill and ann nt to eae mendment was agr d as ; 
adds to it several sections that seem to reach other interests than that Mr. T ELLER Iam directed by the ommittee on Public Lands 
named in the bill. I desire.at the proper time to move an amendment ao prepese an amendin ent, which | sen i tothe desk. 
to section 9 of the substitute, and I think perhaps, if the Senator in | ae ICE- a enmeggae~ [. ‘The amendment will be read. ner 
charge of the bill were present, he would accept it. , i 3 1 ‘ HIE LERK. Itis pr ed to add ne ns as follows: 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the amendment which the Senator desires to | = at i. That the right of way 1 > publi f the Un 1 Biates 
? | gation and duly organized under the laws of any Stat ferritory, which shal 

"ti: MANDERSON. I propose to strike out in lines 17 and 18, in | Feve’hled with te Secsetar a the econ any State ort aa 
section 9of the amendment of the committee, on page 11, the words | tion, and due proofs of its organization wu _ ti { xte tof the 
‘‘one hundred and sixty ’’ and insert ‘‘six hundred and forty.’’ I | eed ee ee 
presume this amendment to the amendment of the committee should | adjacent to the line of the canal or d Soe 
be considered before the vote is put on the adoption of the substitute for the construction of such eanal or ditel a as 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the com- | .j7°.26, That any canal or ditch company desiring to secure the benefits of 
mittee will be regarded as before the Senate, and the question ison the | if the same be upon surveyed lands, and if upon unsurveyed lands, within 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of the | tw: lve months after the su the f by the United States, = tht et gis. 
committee, which will be stated. . ees | ae sae eee the ae tt beinoa an t] ' Sec * come of ti t * der thee 

The Corer CuERK. Insection 9, line 17, after the word ‘‘than,’’ it | same shall be noted upon the plats in said office, and therea ante Tease 

is proposed to strike out ‘‘one hundred and sixty’’ and insert ‘‘ six | vhich su y sh pass shali | d sed of subject t » such 
hundred and forty ;”’ 80 as to read: 4 raon « : 5 . a - az oe ‘ . . a oubli 

, Provided, Thatno more than 640 acres shall be embraced in one town-sit par tt dama > lin to th 

; entry. ired for such injury ; edt: 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer this amendment for the reasons that the ed — en ee oe tr nape sa ee 
towns of Juneau and Sitka, the principal, and you may say the only, | dividuals, or association of in ce atl ates acca ali ‘ omnne 

4 towns in Alaska, for the only other is Port Wrangel, already comprise | herein provided for. If such diteh or ! 

4 within their limits, scattered as they areas to their habitations, far more | $2 NC!vidual or association of indlw dete hy wl te 
than 160 acres of land, and either the limit should be 640 acres as to all | and with the register of the land o ati ied Cael “Prep tthe 
town sites, or as to these two particular cities there should be this ex- | line of such canal or ditch, as in ense of a corpo tion, w ; the in 
tension of amount. | oa t iatiene Plate ere ‘ oa i i Sidik ‘hb a the b if tr . , ace 

I have in my hand a letter that I reccived in July last from Gov- | daie of their filing, as though filed ie) ager 
ernor Knapp, the governor of Alaska, in which he calis attention to | said canal slaall not ipleted | ear t of savicl we 
this clause of the bill, this being substantially the same bill that passed | HOP Toe es ere eee eee te eos ser eae om 

‘ the Senate early in this session. He says: | tial. ‘-_ 

The limit of town-site entries to 160 acres will work unfortunately for the Ske . That nothing int . i 1 company 
two largest places, Juneau and Sitka, as neither town as at present constituted | to occupy such right of way except for t ! ) 1. r ditch, and 
wouid be half embraced in the town site. At least 640 acres should be allowed. | the only 80 faras may be n f t i e, and 

These towns are rather peculiarly situated, especially the town of | “*"® & *#id canal or dite 
Juneau. It isin part in amountain gulch and on table-landadjoining | The VICE-PRESIDEN' ihe question is on: ng to th 
the sea at the footof high mountains, and if 160 acres of land is tolimit | ment to the amendment. 
the town site it will exclude perhaps three-quarters of the town. I | ‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed t 
think this amendment should receive the sanction of the committee. | Mr. SANDERS. I desire to offer an amendment to be added to and 

Mr. DOLPH. Six hundred and forty acres is the amount now al- | made a part of section 6 
lowed. |} The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to and make part of 

Mr. MANDERSON. Here is a proviso that limits it to 160 acres of | tion 6 the following 
land to each town site. c | And in those States and Territories in which there are public lands and lands 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestionis on the amendment offered | of the United States containing timber, and there is nolaw of the United States 


- author g the sale of eht ber lands as such, in any criminal! prose: on 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the amendment | oe eee ee ne United Staten feet ee ; 


or civil action by the United States for a trespass on such public timber lands or 
of the committee. | to recover timber or lumber cut thereon, it siall be a defense if the defendar 
Mr. PADDOCK. Isuggest'tothe chairman of the committee that | Shall show that the said timber was so cut or removed from the timber lands 
that amendment should be accepted. } lor use In such State or ierritory y @ resid nt ther 1 lor ag LILUTAL, Mining 


manufacturing, or domes purposes, and has not been trausported out of th 


Mr. PLUMB. I have no power toaccept an amendment to this bill, 
but at the same time there is great force in what the Senator says as to Mr. EDMUNDS. I 


same 


is ; 

} hould lik to have that explain d, Does it 
town sites already occupied. If I were going to put this in shape for | mean that anybedy engaged in manufacturing may cut timber ad lil 
final action, I should say that the excess of 160 acres should be limited | j;,,., on the public lands? 
to town sites alreatly occupied, but I have no objection to the amend-| ys, SANDERS. I did not hear the Senato 
ment as the Senator has proposed it. Probably it willgothroughsome| wy EDMUNDS. 1 inguire if the effect of that amendment is to 
pruning hanils before it finally becomes a law anyhow, and it can be | authorize anybody engaged in manufacturing to cut timber ad /ibi a 


adapted to the conditions as they are found to exist. | the public lands for his manufacturing purposes 
5 The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestionison the amendment of the| yy; SANDERS. I should think so. 
Senator trom Nebraska to the amendment of the committee. 


. , from Vermont may be difterent from my meaning. In the first place, 
tion,’’ should be “‘for;’’ so as to read: ; : . 
5 


The Secretary shall hold the entry for cancellation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment to the amendment wil! 
be agreed to, in the absence of objection. 

Mr, PLUMB. I offer from the committee a new section, to be known 


| Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I am against it 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. | Mr.SANDERS. Mr. President, what special definition shall be given 
Mr. PLUMB. I wish to correct what is really a typographical error to the word ‘‘ manufacturing’’ and what it may import to the Senator 
in section 4, on page 8, line 12. The word “‘of,” before “‘cancella- | i. ; 


| this amendment is confined to those States and Territories in which 
| there are public lands of the United States and public timber lands, 
and in which there is no law authorizing the sale of those timber 


| lands assuch. So we have this condition, that citizens of the United 





States, constituting a municipality of it, either Territorial or State, live 
as section 14, which I ask may be read. lina country where it is impossible for them to buy within the limits of 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will | their State or Territory any timber or lumber whateve1 imend 

be stated. ment confines its operations to those States and Te: , 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section the If I understand the Senator from V« mt, h o permitting 
following: the citizens living in those States, and to whom wet deny the pri: 
Sxc. 4. That reservoirsites located or selected and to be located and selected | ilege of buying timber lands, th« tht to manulacture timber at all, 
under the provisions of “ An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- I should think it would not be und: ible to permit nufacturing 


penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other eee } hich it ried on such Stat nd 
purposes,” aad amendments thereto, shall be restricted to and shall contain | OM “© 'mittea scale On Ser anne ee a 


only so much land as is actually necessary for the construction and mainte- tor to ca I ma ring cons ! 
nanceof reservoirs.and that the provisions of “An act making appropriations for | manuifacturin in ich is made into cradles to rock the c!} 

sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 20, 189), ee ele ° 4 haad f the cit 

and for other purposes,” which reads asfollows, namely, “‘ No person who shali | 52'26+65 42nG To ae . ae SASS SS ee eeeaems, 1 : 

after the passage of this act enter upon any of the public lands with a view to | to bury the dead, and lumber in the various forms which t nee 
oceupation, entry, or settlement under any of the land lawe sha!) be permitted.| ties of civilized man h »= through some considerable « nee 

to acquiretitle tomore than 820acres in theageregate under al! said laws,’ shal! “ 


construed to include in the maximumamount of lands the title to which is | 628ted as wise and useful and comfortable and conv a sane 
permitted to be acquired by one person only agricultural lands and not to in- | to me that itis not desirable to curtail the operations of this act 
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to blot out or to continue to leave as a criminal act the taking of lum- 
ber upon the public domain in those States or Territories for these 
urposes. 

, I can not believe that the Senator from Vermont desires that that con- 
dition shall continue. I suppose that his objection arises from the fact 
that in the larger and more populous portions of the United States, 
where industries of that character are carried on upon a larger scale, it 
has conveyed to his mind a larger destruction of timber than actually 
within the States and Territories involved in my amendment is likely 
to transpire. 

It is a misfortune of the topography of the United States that some ol 
its laws operating wisely in a given region do not operate wisely in a 
region topographically different. It is another misfortune that we have 
had such representation in the two Houses of Congress and such neglect 
on the part of the representatives of one municipality and such forcible 
presentation of the needs of other communities that our laws applicable 
to these various matters which appertain to human needs do not with 
the same beneficence provide for the wants of all, and the unities are 
not preserved. 

In the State which I have the honor in part to represent on this floor, 
the honorable Senator from Vermont and other Senators who have visited 
it know that inso much of it as is occupied by farmers, in so much ot 
it as is occupied by miners, having regard to the superficial area of their 
mines, the farmers and miners do not own timber atall. The land 
that is covered with timber is land that is utterly unfit foragricultural 
purposes. The land that is covered by the superficial area of mines is 
80 limited in quantity as to really convey to the mine-owner no ade- 
quate or sufficient quantity of timber; and whatever it does convey is 
needed by him for use upon the particular mine which he owns. So 
we have this condition in that State, that there are 150,000 or 200,000 
people living there between parallels 45 and 49 who do not own a stick 
of timber. I use that phrase simply to signify that the timber lands 
which exist there, and which exist there in very considerable quanti- 
ties, are not obtainable under any law that has been passed by the 
United States, No man, unless he shall commit perjury and shall swear 
that he wishes 80 acres or 160 acres, as fhe case may be, for agricul- 
tural purposes, that is covered with rocks, that is upon the side of the 
mountains at an angle of 40° or 45° from a horizontal or thereabouts, 
can obtain a title to these lands. In short, the proper way to describe 
the situation is to say that the citizens there can not obtain the timber 
land. 

Now, I hope before this session adjourns, or at least before this Con- 
gress adjourns, we shall repeal this law and shall secure the assent of 
Congress to a law that shall provide that the citizen who owns 40 acres 
of that land that is open and is agricultural land may go to the mount- 
ains where the timber exists and enter as timber land 40 acres of that 
timber, and the man who owns 160 acres of agricultural land or pas- 
toral land, as the case may be, may go to the timber country and 
enter 160 acres, and the man that owns a mine may go and enter 160 
But that law is not now passed, and meanwhile the needs 
of that community are imperative, are imminent, and are continuous; 
and I had not made up my mind to favor the insertion of this provision 
in this bill as a permanent form of the land laws of the United States, 
but to meet an exigency which I know the Senator will appreciate and 
which now exists in that State, and which I believe I may say exists 
also in Idaho and Utah. What are the facts as to Arizona and New 
Mexico I am not advised. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to offer an amendment so as to in- 
clude Nevada, By some strange means there was a provision in the 
law of 1878 for the sale of timber land in Nevada at two dollars and a 
half an acre, and what timber there is in Nevada is on the Sierra Ne- 
vada Mountains. 

Mr. SANDERS. 
that amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I was going toexplain. The rest of the State has 
ouly serub timber that is of no use for any commercial purpose and has 
to be used for mining if miningiscarriedon, I move toinsert,after the 
word ‘‘and,’’ in the first line of the amendment of the Senator from 
Montana, the words ‘‘in the State of Nevada and.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. After the word ‘‘and,’’ where it first occurs, insert 
“in the State of Nevada and;’’ so as to read: 


And in the State of Nevada and in those States and Territories in which there 
are public lands, etc. 


Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator from Montana will accept this 
modification, 

Mr. SANDERS, I will gladly doso, I had supposed that Nevada 
had some law by which its citizens could obtain timber lands, There 
is not the remotest desire on the pagt of the citizens of the State which 
I represent, or of the neighboring States and Territories that to = 
ically are like my own, to get timber land or timber for nothing; but 
the simple fact is that they can not get it; they can not buy it unless 
they go up to Oregon or go to Minnesota, distant from 700 to 1,100 or 
1,200 miles. 

The amendment which I have introduced confines the use of this 
timber to the particular State in which it is cut. It forbids the cut- 


I will yield to the Senator from Nevada to offer 


ting of it in one State and transporting it intoanother. That has been 
deemed heretofore to be a wise provision; and although having regard 
to the way timber lands are situated in some regions it operates fool- 
ishly, it is nevertheless one of those burdens that the citizens out there 
are willing to bear to accommodate what appears, without a knowledge 
of the topographical features of the country, to be a wise provision. It 
simply makes a defense to a suit if it can be shown that for the supply 
of essential and imperative human wants somebody has gone upon the 
public domain of the United States and cut such timber as those wants 
require. Itdoes seem to me that there can be noobjection whatever toit. 

The law touching this matter of cutting timber upon the public 
lands grew into its present shape out of a desire on the part of the 
United States fifty or sixty years ago to preserve the red cedarand the 
live oak when we were building wooden ships—the oak for ships and 
the cedar for some other purpose, I believe for making lead pencils and 
such little matters as that, it being somewhat scarce and existing 
only in a few places in the United States. But the language of the 
law was broad enough under the interpretation made by the Supreme 
Court, although it was not in contemplation of Congress at all, to cover 
all lands of the United States and all timber upon the public lands ot 
the United States; and although the law itself has become obsolete, 
we have, it is probably no exaggeration to say, half a million people, 
and I do not know but I can say three-fourths of a million people, who 
live in a country where it is impossible to purchase an acre of timber 
land and where in fact they are cutting their timber already from the 
public domain, where I regret to say they are compelled to get it, and 
I undertake to say that it would not be possible for the United States 
to prevent theirgettingit. The authority and the power of the United 
States to prevent them would require an army, a thing that is not de- 
sirable to be done. 

It is not desirable to degrade public justice; it is not desirable that 
juries shall be invoked to find verdicts contrary to the merits of the 
facts; it is not desirable that the courts shall strain the language of 
the law to bring about an interpretation which will enable human 
beings to live in comfort. Although there are persons out there 
who cut train loads, I may say, of lumber for use in the mines, every 
once in a while a suit is brought against some humble individual whe 
has handled the fire-wood that a little hamlet has burned during the 
winter. 

Now, it is wise, I say it is just, it is beneficent that these needs that 
exist there and that must be supplied shall be supplied, and may be 
supplied and provided for by law, may be supplied without subjecting 
the persons to a criminal prosecution or to a civil action. 

If there isin the word ‘‘ maoufacturing’’ anything that would re- 
sult in the destruction of large areas of timber, I should be glad to 
have some other word suggested that will answer the purpose and will 
not go beyond and destroy that timber. But inasmuch as, if passed, 
I concede that this amendment is a temporary expedient to cover an 
exigency, a condition of affairs that will not exist, I trust, longer than 
until the coming winter, and inasmuch as I do not believe there is in 
that word ‘‘ m4nufacturing’’ as much mischief as there was in the 
Trojan horse, I hope that this amendment will prevail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the people who inhabit the Rocky 
Mountain region, sturdy and patriotic and industrious, I think have 
a first and primal interest in the preservation of the forests there, not 
turning them into the maws of great mining establishments, valuable 
as gold and still more valuable as silver may be, but it is necessary for 
the ultimate welfare of those States and those people that the forests 
there should be preserved. I do not care whether they are the scrubs 
that the Senator from Nevada, my friend on my left | Mr. Stewart], 
describes them to be, or are great trees, human experience has proven 
in every mountain and hill country that the destruction of the foreste 
is the destruction of the welfare and self-sustaining capacity of the peo- 
ple who live there. 

It is true we have a right to be blind to human experience, as wa 
have been on the tariff and economical questions, and say that we do 
not care what has happened heretofore; that we do not believe in the 
law of gravitation because every apple that has yet fallen separated 
from its branch has gone toward the ground instead of going up towards 
the sky; we expect that our apple when we knock it will go up instead 
of coming down. Every man has a right to that kind of belief if he 
thinks so. That is liberty. But I believe it to be destructive to the 
future welfare of those States, and their future welfare is the future 
weltare of every other State in this Union with whom they are asso- 
ciated, that in whatever urgency they may now think themselves to 
be for mines or other considerations, so far as the United States has the 
just power over the subject they should not be permitted to destroy 
themselves. 

Mr. President, I was born and have ever since lived ina mountain 
country, a State which, although not so high in its elevation above the 
sea and not at all rich in minerals, is yet a mountain State, analogous, 
apart from the respects I have mentioned, to the State that my honor- 
able friend from Montana represents so well; and I have seen in a boy- 
hood experience on the farm, and living always among the mountains, 
the effect of the destruction of the forests upon the hillsides and mount- 
ain-sides of that State; and as the laws of nature are everywhere the 
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same and are applied in the same way, I have looked for many years, 
as other people have as well, with great solicitude to the destruction of 
the forests in the Rocky Mountains that hold the fountain streams of 
the great rivers that flow to the Mississippi and that on the other side 
flow to the tranquil waters of the Pacific. 

I do not think that any people there when they have onceovercome 
the hurried ambition of immediate gain, or their children, would be 
willing to see these forests ent up with an unlicensed and unregulated 
liberty by anybody that chose, as this amendment of my friend from 
Montana proposes. If he had proposed what he has so well described, 
that every farmer who had taken up agricultural land should be en- 
titled, if that land, that section or quarter-section or whatever, did not 
contain sufficient timber, to take up a timber section or half-section or 
quarter-section according tv a proper adjustment, for the uses of his 
farm and his economics and his progress, I should have been heartily 
for it in that case, although still there should be a general communal 
regulation of some kind—better by the State than by the United States, 
I cheerfully admit—yet it would for the time being be perhaps a wise, 
a safe, and just provision. It would have been just as easy, so far as 
I can see, to have offered that amendment which my friend has de- 
scribed, as it would have been to offer this which turns all the timber 
on all the public lands of the United States in these States described, 
as open and common loot for every miner, for every railroad, for every 
saw-mill, for everybody who thinks that he can make money out of 
cutting down the forests and selling their products. 

I do not believe that is wise policy. I believe it to be the opposite 
of wise policy; and while I repeat I shall be glad to provide that every 
farmer in the State of Montana or any other State where the United 
States have public timber lands and where their farms need a wise and 
appropriate subdivision and selection for the uses of their farms of tim- 
ber just as if the trees stood upon their own sections, I think it is de- 
structive of every interest, not only there but elsewhere in the great 
plains and the valleys through which the rivers that rise in those 
mountains flow, that we should allow this indiscriminate, unregulated, 
and absolutely free destruction of timber for any purposes that any 
speculator or manufacturer or operative or whoever may think it de- 
sirable to try in order to make money. 

That is what the amendment means. I should hope that my friend 
would withdraw it, and to-night or some time substitute for it a pro- 
vision, which he can just as easily do, providing that any agricultural 
holder who bas not sufficient timber on his own property may take up 
a suitable quarter-section or half-section or whatever of the timber 
land, to be held in connection with and as appurtenant to his farm. 
That will produce conservatism when you take the whole agricultur- 
ists together, and they will look upon these timber lands in a very little 
while as the farmers of New England and New York and all the East- 
ern States look upon their outlying timber sections—they may he called 
timber lots—which are regarded just as sacredly as part of the neces- 
sities of the home farm as the wheat-field or the corn-field or what- 
ever of the farm itself. That will produce something of conservatism 
and something of safety. 

Mr. STEWART. I would suggest to the Senator from Montana a 
further modification, to insert, after the word ‘‘ and,’’ the words ‘in 
the gold and silver mining regions.’’ 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘and’’ in the amendment of Mr. 
SANDERS it is proposed to insert ‘‘in the gold and silver mining re- 
gions;’’ so as to read: 


And in the gold and silver mining regions, in the State of Nevada, and in 
those States and Territories in which there are public lands, etc. 


Mr. SANDERS. Ido not know but that gold and silver might go 
along, and that it should be applied not only to the State of Nevada 
but to all the States and Territories. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator does not object to that ? 

Mr. SANDERS. I knew the honorable Senator from Vermont would 
not say anything from which in reason there could be any dissent, and 
I agree with him entirely as to the particular peop'!e who excite my 
solicitude, that they are the ones who are most profoundly interested in 
this question, that it is for them that whatever legislation we may make 
here is to have its consequences and its effects, and I pray the honor- 
able Senator to believe that the people of the State of Montana do 
treasure this timber above and beyond anything which he can im- 
agine, getting his lesson from the little State of Vermont which is sur- 
rounded by the majestic forests of New York and New Hampshire; 
and although it occasionally occurs that not for domestic purposes, 
but for mining purposes and for agricultural purposes, we have not 
always had all the timber that we have needed and that our impera- 
tive needs required, all that hasever occurred from the law which for- 
bids our getting it is that once in awhile the United States enters our 
domain and seizes one of our citizens and breaks him upon the wheel, 
destroyshim. Butthe cuttingoftimbergoeson. The bold, the cour- 
ageous, the influential continue it, and once in awhile the great United 
States comes in and selects its victim and offers up a vicarious sacrifice 
in behalf of this sentiment in favor of protecting the public timber ! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. SANDERS. With pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know if the United States does 
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not exist in Montana just as much as it does in New York or Vermont 
or whereveritis. The Senator speaks of the United States coming into 
the State of Montana. 

Mr. SANDERS. I will answer The United States is in all and 
over all; but it once in awhile comes in represented by a very small, 
and very narrow-minded, and very malignant representative who grabs 
@ citizen of the United States and says, ‘‘ We will wreak upon you 
some imagined and pent-up vengeance that we owe to this entire com- 
munity for having cut this timber.’’ That is what occurs and has oc- 
curred ever since 1878 in Montana—not frequently, but there are two 
periods in our history when it has happened. 

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Vermont, in vindication ot 
those people, that we have passed laws whereby we have protected the 
timber of the United States. We know that we are interested in that 
matter, and we know that the future welfare of that State depends 
upon its preservation, and although we have a doubtful jurisdiction 
over the question, many years ago we passed a law whereby we pro- 
vided that if any person sojourning in our Territory should set out a 
fire upon his own farm, or in his own habitation, or upon the public 
domain, and should carelessly set fire to the public domain and burn 
the timber, we denounced against him the penalties of fine and im- 
prisonment. So profound was our solicitude in that sparsely settled 
country that we caused that law to be printed upon cloth, and we sent 
our agents all over the Territory with it. We nailed it up upon trees 
along the highways; we pasted it upon rocks that were exposed on 
either side of those highways, and upon barns and all public places. 
We informed our citizens that we were going to protect that timber 
and that these were the penalties if they did not take care of the fires 
which they set out. 

With all the legislation, with all the solicitude of the honorable Sen- 
ator, what are the facts? Is the timber preserved by withholding it 
from the citizens there? Notatall. There is more timber burned up 
in the State of Montana as the result of lightning, as the result of fires 
set out by Indians, as the result of allowing it to grow until its roots 
can not get nutriment enough to sustain the trunk when it will become 
as dry as a tinder-box upon the ground—there is more timber burned 
up in the State of Montana every year than all her citizens use—yes, 
twice over, as my colleague [Mr. PowEr] well says. 

I did think that I would add to this provision that nothing herein 
contained should prevent the legislative authority of the State or 
Territory in which it was operative from protecting the timber, or 
such pieces of timber as in its view for public uses it was wise for ex- 
ceptional reasons to preserve; but I was apprehensive that some gen- 
tleman would laugh at my attempt to transfer authority over this 
timber for its preservation from the great United States to the local 
jurisdictions and authorities, and I am really led to regret by the com- 
mendatory remarks that the Senator from Vermont makes about that 
proposition that I did not attach it to this amendment. 

There is nothing threatening to the forests of the West in this amend- 
ment. Does the Senator suppose that saw-mills are going to stop 
sawing the necessary timber for the building ot homes? That is all the 
manufacturing that is done out there, the manufacture of sashes and 
doors and a few things of thatkind. There isa tariff by nature around 
those countries. You can not manufacture this timber into anything 
and send itaway. All that can be done is to supply the wants of the 
citizens there, and now the law forbids that. 

My amendment confines the cutting of timber in any State to the 
needs of that State itself; and does anybody suppose that any one is 
going to manufacture saw-mills or thrashing-machines or wooden pails 
or anything else, and stack them up in such quantities as that their man- 
ufacture will materially diminish the timber lands of the country and 
await customers that may come in the future? Nothing of that kind. 
There area few needs there, and they are supreme. It is best that 
those people supply them. They do supply them, and they will sup- 
ply them, and they must supply them. 

Another thing I want to say. I hinted it here yesterday. There is 
a strip of land through that country 80 miles wide, which rans through 
this timber region for 100 or 200 miles. One-half of it is owned by 
the United States, and the other half is owned by the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company; and it is not surveyed to enable us to tell which 
belongs tothe Northern Pacific Railroad Company and which belongs 
to the United States, and really that has operated to assist the people 
there against the spirit which prosecutes them for cutting timber for 
necessary wants, because the United States out there resolved that 
everybody that chopped down a little piece of timber for a cane or cut 
a piece of fire-wood or went upon the public domain and dragged off 
a dead tree, they have not been always able to tell whether it came 
from the odd section belonging to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com 
pany or whether it came from the even section belonging to the United 
States, 

Therefore, some of the prosecutions have failed; and so it seems to me 
that this proposition guards the matter absolutely, and I should be 
very glad if the Senator would express his faith in the wisdom and 
anxiety and solicitude of the people of the States of Montana and 
Idaho and Wyoming and the Territory of Utah by adding to this a pro- 
vision that notwithstanding the rights herein given it may and shall 
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be lawful for the legislative authority of the States, respectively, within 
their limits to protect that timber, or such portions of it as in their 
judgment may be of exceptional advantage to the present and to the 
future, by passing laws touching it, until somebody under the author- 
ity of the United States shall open it and occupy and seek to enter it 
under those laws. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] as modified. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to come in at 
the end of the amendment. I ask the Senator’s attention to it, be- 
cause perhaps it will carry out his idea. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

The Skcxerary. At the end of the amendment it is proposed to 
afld the following: 


But timber so cut shall be for the domestic use only of the person or persons 
cutting the same or having it cut, and shall not be so eut for sale orspeculation. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the situation of the peoplein those 
regions of country where the timber is confined to the mountains and 
where provision has not been made by law to enable persons to acquire 
timber, leaves the country in a condition that settlement can not be 
made suceessfully; and in the effort to settle up portions of that coun- 
try people have been compelled to go to the mountains for timber and 
in that way subject themselves to prosecutions which have borne very 
hardly upon them. So I sympathize with the purpose the Senator from 
Montana hasin view. I have the idea, however, that the provisions 
proposed by him should have the limitation placed upon them that 
this timber so cut shall be for domestic uses only. I would guard 
against what was suggested by the Senator from Vermont, persons 
establishing saw-mills there, or going in there and cutting off large 
portions of timber for speculation. 

Instead of that benefiting the settlement of the country, it might 
operate exactly the other way. If persons are authorized to take up 
the timber and dispose of it and cut it off in large quantities, in viola- 
tion of law, for speculation, it would defeat the very object which it 
seems to me the Senator hasin view. But if the purpose is to limit it 
to domestic uses in order that settlers in that country may get the ben- 
efit of it, I think thatis well enongh until the Government makes pro- 
vision for the sale of the timber land. 

But there is another suggestion I would make. It is that, instead 
of framing this proposition in the form of making it a defense toa 
criminal action, | would have said it shall not be unlawful under these 
circumstances to cut timber. Instead of enabling a man to defend 
himself in a criminal prosecution, to employ a lawyer to take care of 
his rights, I would have provided that he should not be indicted atall 
for it. It is very easy to change the language of the amendment, and 
I suggest, if the Senator would give himself a little time to look over 
it, he could so change the proposition as to carry out his purpose with- 
out entailing that expense upon the persons who might be prosecuted. 

Mr. SANDERS. Thesuggestion of the Senator from Texas occurred 
to me, and I drew the amendment as I did purposely. I thought the 
United States authorities might know by examining the proof in a 
case that it was true that timber was cut within the limits of the re- 
spective States where the prosecutions were carried on, to begin with, 
and might also know that it was cut for use for the specific purposes 
indicated in the amendment and would not prosecute. 

I agree with the Senator that it would bea greater boon by far to have 
a law shaped in the form suggested by him; but I was apprehensive 
that any favor which should be got would be obtained grudgingly, and 
therefore I ask for just so little as I could in behalf of the people who 
are honestly desiring simply to supply their own wants in the commu- 
nities which this bill affects. 

I thought it was right enough for the United States to be informed 
that they might bring a suit it they desired. Lawyers are luxuries, 
and it is not very often that a gentleman employs one but that he gets 
his money’s worth. They are an educational institution. While I 
should be very glad to save any prosecution, it puts the United States 
upon an inguiry, to begin with, whether there is ground to sns 
that this timber was not for these purposes, or that it has come from 
some other State, or that it was not cut by a resident of the State, and 
if the officers of the United States shall come to the conclusion that 
there is no ground for such suspicion, there will be no prosecution. 
If they come to the conclusion that there is ground for sach 
and bring their suits, then it makes that question .a controv one, 
and it devolves upon the defendant, who knows all about it, and who 
ought to know ail about it, to bring in satisfactory proof that these 
things are so. Notwithstanding all that, I should beglad to take this 
burden off the detendant’s ease if the honorable Senator’s suggestion 
a concur with the opinion of the rest of this body and of the other 

ouse, 

A word as to the amendment suggested by the honorable Senator, 
which is, in effect, that if 1 want fire-wood in the Statewhere Ireside, 
I may go to work and take my ax and my team, or J may go and buy 
anax and buy a team, and go to the woods and chop my own wood. 
If I wish lumber | must buy a saw-mill and saw my ownlumber, or 





I may appoint an agent to. do that, whom I, of course, have got to sup- 
ply with these things, but:no man shall go intothe woods and hire his 
employés and.cut 100 cords of wood, if that shall be the amount that 
some particular hamlet will need during the winter, and occupying all 
his time and taking advantage.of all his work during the season, be 
ready in the fall tosupply these people, who can thereby buy their wood 
for half what it would otherwise costthem. I have reflected upon that 
perhaps as much as the Senator from Texas. 

lam certain that that was a theory which was suggested under the 
regulations that were prescribed by the Interior Department for the 
cutting of timber upon the public domain. That was one of the 
prineiples which were injected into the regniations thereunder. How 
will itoperate? It will operate to subject every poor person in that 
country to anexpense that otherwise he would not bear, and all out 
of a supposed idea that somebody is making a profit out of wood more 
than he ought to make. If you open thisin this manner, it is per- 
fectly certain that there will be and can be no extortionate charges for 
wooed. 

I want to say to the honorable Senator from Texas what the opera- 
tion of the proceedings was in 1885, when there was commenced against 
these communities a system of interference in this matter pursued with 
great vigor. Gentlemen were there who did not desire to go to jail, 
gentlemen were there who did not desire really to be defendants in a 
suit by the United States, either civil or criminal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Had they violated the law? 

Mr.SANDERS. ‘Technically they had violated thelaw. They did 
not desire to figure as defendants, gentlemen of private character, gen- 
tlemen who wished to preserve a good reputation; gentlemen, who, 
although they confessed that this law which was obsolete did not con- 
demn that which was wrong and was never intended to cover a condi- 
tion of circumstances such as existed, passed for an entirely different 
purpose and to cover another era, went out of the business of going 
upon the public domain and cutting wood at all. I know one or two 
persons who did not care very much about a jail. Whether they were 
inside of it or outside of it did not make very much difference to their 
reputations, and they continued the business of cutting the wood, and 
A B was driven out of the business and C D continued therein. Now, 
what did the United States gain by that? It a law and en- 
forced a policy that sifted communities, but the people got their wood 
all the same. 

We have passed by the condition of affairs which is invoked by the 
honorable Senator from Texas by the amendment which he suggests to 
my amendment. Fifty years ago, and within my own knowledge and 
observation, almost.every household was a great manufactory. It was 
there that the housewife made the soap and the candles; it was there 
that the shoes were made; it was there that the shoe-pegs were manu- 
factured; it was there that the chairs, that graced the kitchen and the 
parlor alike, were made. That era has passed away. We have come 
upon @ new system of industry. The farm-house is no louger a manu- 
factory, such as it was fifty years ago, and it is wiser and better under 
the new era than it was under the old, and I do not believe that the 
Senator wants really to compel everybody that must have 10,000 feet 
of lumber to buy asaw-mill ior himself or for his agent touse. Such a 
thing as that is but a mockery when it pretends to supply the needs of 


the people. 

Mr. REAGAN. TheSenator willallow me. Hesurely did not read 
my amendment. 

Mr. SANDERS. I did not read it, but I listened with such care as 
I could while it was being read at the desk. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator would not make the statement he has 
if he had read the amendment. I said that it contemplates that the 
timber so cut should be for domestic pu only, and should be cut 
by the person using it or by the persons he employed. The owner is 
not compelled to do it himself, but he may hire some one to do it for 
him. 


Mr. SANDERS. Then I wish to present to the Senator this propo- 
sition: According to his own statement—whether it comports with the 
language of the amendment or not, I am unwilling to discuss—it sim- 

raises the question whether the contract by which a man shall get 
Saoar 10,000 feet of lumber shall be made before the lumber is cut 
or whether it will put. simply a brake upon everybody and 
say, ‘If you go to work and saw out 100,000 feet of lumber, depend- 
ing upon the fact that hereafter, when it bas got-dried and useful, A, 
and nine other men of the alphabet will come and buy 10,000 feet 
apiece, or whether you may cut it until these men of thealphabet have 
come in and ordered it.’’ 

That is the proposition. It simply transposes the contract, but it 
does not touch the thing which the Senator has in view. It does not 
prevent any timber being cut. It simply subjects these people to incon- 
venience and expense. I ask the Senator to tell me if, in all his jour- 
neyings through that country, he ever saw any evidence that there was 
any manufacturing of lamber or eord-wood or anything else in excess 
of the actual wants of the community there? I am satisfied he will 
make no such statement. There has not been. The people in Mon- 
tana, Idaho, and Utah are very much like the people in Texas; they 
ean, if they are crammed into it, stand a great deal of rest, and, if they 
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do any work, they do it because they think that which they produce 
will bring to them some reward. : ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS: May I ask a question of the Senator? 

Mr. SANDERS. Certainly. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend from Montana if 
he can tell me what are the statistics of the consumption of forests, 
wood, etc., in that State, as applied to how much is consumed ip. man- 
ufacturing operations, which include mining, and how much in farm 
ing and village operations, which include the domestic welfare of the 
inhabitants as applied to their families and rural occupations ? 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Heaxst] if he is advised how much timber is used in the 
Anaconda and the St. Lawrence mines per day in timbering up the 
mines as the ore is taken out? That will, perhaps, enable me to some 
extent to answer the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. HEARST. Really I have not the figures, but there is a large 
quantity of timber used. 

Mr. SANDERS. I shall have to answer the Senator— 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I remember to hav 


made an inquiry about the amount of squared timber used in the Ana- 
conda mines daring last summer, and I think the statement was that | 


they used 30,000,000 feet a year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is squared timber. My inquiry includes 
not only that, but the whole destruction of the forests for all the pur- 
poses for which wood is used. 

Mr. SANDERS. Thirty million feet of timber at $10 a thousand feet 
would be $300,000. 
able consumer of timber for mining purposes in the State of Montana 
and which, if I should exclude trom this computation one or two 
mines that use considerable, not more than three all told, the amount 
used for mining purposes would be infinitesimal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You mean infinitesimal in point of value? 

Mr. SANDERS. In point of value and in point of quantity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator another question? because 
I wish to get at the truth in regard to this matter—which really does 
not relate to this bill and ought to be a separate scheme by itself—and 
that is how many sections or how much of one section of the average 
timber land on the slopes of the mountains would be required to pro- 
duce 30,000,000 feet of squared timber, such as is used in the mines. 
I am not on the question of value atall. Thatisnothingtome. I 
do not care a penny about the value. 

Mr. HEARST. All timber is measured by board measure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that perfectly well. 

Mr. SANDERS. The question itself applied to the topography of 
that country will illustrate the situation. Going west from the Mis- 
sissippi River along the parallel of latitudein which the State of Mon- 
tana is, yon leave the timber country as soon as you cross the Missis- 
sippi River. A few bushes remain fora few miles, but before you have 
reached the Red River of the North you have got upon a treeless plain, 
and you continue that for eight hundred or a thousand miles. 
then come to a point where upon the bluffs you will see small scraggy— 
if there be such a good English word—firs and pines of no commercial 
value, and which, if they should be turned over to the operations of 
this law, would stand there when the earth was rolled together as a 
scroll, unless the fires destroyed them through other causes than are 
bound up in this bill. 

As you gradually go west you come to a point where in cafions of 
the mountains there is small timber of not very much value for com- 
mercial uses, and you come to the outlying range of mountains; you 
cross it and there is very little timber there, though there is more 
or less in these little cajions, of very little commercial value. You 
then come to an open country, which contains the sources of the Mis- 
souri River proper, and for a hundred miles there is no timber prac- 
tically of any commercial use until you come to the Rocky Mountains, 
and there isan increasing quantity, but not very much. 


the forests that were described by Bryant as— 


The continuous woods, where rolls the Oregon, 
And hears no sound save his own dashings ; 


and going a hundred miles farther yon are in the midst of forests 


where the sun seldom sees the ground beneath the trees; where they 


stand as thick as it is possible for trees to stand. 

I can not tell what particular area the Senator inquires about o1 
which particular tract in this country to apply my figures to, but, if I 
could, it would require some little calculation to answer the question. 
But it is true that the western line of the State of Montana is ina 
dense and valuable forest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far east of that line is your heavy forest? 

Mr. SANDERS. I should say probably 200 miles and perhaps 250 
miles, I think it is not 250, but it is 200 miles probably. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One-fiith or one-sixth of the whole area ? 

Mr.SANDERS. Ishouldsayafifth, perhaps. Then in places there ar 
isolated mountain streams, two or three places in which there ar 
Springs to supply these streams; and there are some forests there. 

But the bill is not designed and I am perfectly certain that no con- 
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I will say that I inquired of the most consider- | 


You | 


| silver regions of Montana are the west third of that State. 
| two thirds of it are pastoral and agricultural. 
| thissimply to gold and silver regions; 1 wish to have it as broad as that 


| ion of law covering it. 
C : Going across | 
the Rocky Mountains and going a hundred miles beyond you come to | 


thing to benefit 


| country 


}; on 
stituent of mine would justify legislation which. in his view, was des- | 
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tined, to give over to destruction in the remotest degree those forests. 
This is a little compensation which I ask for those citizens up there 


| who for more than twenty years have been going down into their 


pockets every year and have been paying out their money to enforce 
against Indians and whites alike the penalties for setting fire to that 
timber, and who, whenever it occurs, will turn out en 
ney 20 or 30 miles, if necessary, to assist in putting it out. 


1 think 
they are entitled to a little consideration on that account, and I donot 
believe they should be deno 


inced as criminals because they ask a little 

fire-wood of the Congress of the United States. There are but two 
laws on our statute-book that we have posted up in the form that I 
have described, and one of them denounces the penalties that we have 
provided by law against highway robbers and the other : 
who destroy the public timber of the United 

rhe VICE-PRESIDEN The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to the amendment of the Senatoi 
from Montana [ Mr. SANDERS] 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


masse and jour- 


rainst those 
states 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
of the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be again reported. 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again reported. 

fhe SECRETARY. It is proposed to add, as part of section 6, the fol- 
| lowing 

And in the gold and silver mining regions in the State of Nevada and in those 
| States and Territories iu which there are public lands and lands of the United 
States containing timber itt is no law of the United States authorizing 
| the sale of such timber lands as inany criminal prosecution or civil acti 
by the United States for a trespass on such public timber lands or to recov« 
it or lumber cut thereon, it shall be a defense if the defendantshall show 
| that the said timber was so cul or removed from the timber lands for use in such 
+ State or Territory by aresident ther r agricultural, n gy. manufact 
| ine, or domesti purposes, and has not bee 1 transported out of the same, 


Mr. EDMUND On that I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that does not yet comply with the desires of 
the Senators from Montana and Nevada. That does not seem to be 
limited, except as in the case of Nevada, to mineral district 

Mr. STEWART. And “in mining regions. 

Mr. PLUMB. Chat applies Lo every pl ice where the U nited tales 
has timber, except the State of Nevada, the State of Alabama, and 
other tates. 

Mr. SANDERS. Only in those States where we have no law p1 
viding for the sale of timber lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understan 1, but we have non in the State of A 
bama, in Wisconsin, and in other States 


Mr. STEWART. I suggest to amend further, to make the inte 
plain, by inserting “‘and in mining regions in those States.’’ 
Mr. PLUMB. ‘That is not sufficient. It onght to be in the 
where the precious metals, gold and silver, are found 
Mr. SANDERS. That is all very good for you two to make a trade 
for me, but unfortunately I am undertaking to get a little legislation 
for the benefit of persons who occupy a diflerent region 


pla 
I 


The gold and 
The eastern 
I do not want to confine 


State, as broad as 
crime, 

I do not I shall agree to strike out those States and 
Territories. I will test the proposition as to whether we are entitled 
to be denounced as criminals or not. Ido not wish to open it to the 
State of Alabama if the citizens of that State can obtain fire-wood with- 
out its being criminal. 

Mr. REAGAN. Idoubt if there 


your law that denounced getting fire-wood as a 


know that 


are many States without a provi 


Mr.SANDERS. But there are private timber lands supplying wood, 


which there are not in the State of Montana. That is the difference 


| in the conditions that make this legislation wis« 


Mr. REAGAN, I meant to say that that objection did not lie; that 
the measure, as I understand it, provides for parts of the country where 
there are timber lands and no provision of law for selling them, and 
I do not suppose that applies to any 


States east of the Mississippi. 
Mr. SANDERS. 


I su ppose not 


Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President, I sympathize with the purpose of 
the amendment presented by the Senator {rom Montana, | I can not 
vote r the measure in its present form, because 


, Ww hile I would do any- 
to aid the settlement of the 
Iam not willing to open public lands to speculation and to 
general destruction for speculative purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB Il am like the Senator from Texas; I sympathize 
with the purpose of the Senator from Montana, but he has made hi 
broad here is only a small area of timber land in 
tates that is subject to sale as such. 
de that 


the actual! settlers and 


amendment too 


the United 


The Senator from 
Montan 


4 proposes to prov in the State of Alabama, the State 


of Wisconsin, the State of Minnesota, and in the two Dakotas, and so 
not Washington, because there the timber laws apply—that in 


other States where there is public land on which there may be timber, 
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it may be taken ad libitum; that a man who has plenty of timber land 
may go on the public land and take as much as he pleases. 

Now, if the Senator thinks that is wise, of course I have no objection; 
he can take his chances with the amendment; but I suggested what I 
think is a perfectly fair proposition to him, and that is that it should 
apply to those States in which the precious metals are mined, If he 
does not feel like accepting that modification, of course I shall oppose 
his amendment, because it is altogether too broad. I think he will 
realize when he comes to look it over that in the effort to save some- 
thing for his. people he has saved a great deal more for other people 
than they really need or desire. 

Mr. SANDERS. I desire to conform to the reasonable desires of 
Senators, and if I may be permitted to amend the amendment I will 
do so. 

Mr. MANDERSON, While the Senator from Montanais modifying 
his proposed amendment I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment that may be considered pending. It will take some little time, 
I suppose, to get the Senator’s amendment in proper shape, and I pro- 
pose a new section, to come in after section 12, on page 14 of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment moved by the Senator 
from Nebraska will be read. 

The SecreTrary. It is proposed to add after section 12: 

Sec, 18, That until otherwise provided by law the body of land known as 
Annette Islands, situated in Alexander Archipelago, in Southeastern Alaska, on 
the north side of Dixon's entrance, be, and the same is hereby, set apart as a 
reservation for the use of the Metiakahtla Indians, and those people known as 
Metilakahtilans who have recently emigrated from British Columbia to Alaska, 
and such other Alaskan natives as may join them, to be held and used by them 
in common, under such rules and regulations and subject to such restrictions 
as may be prescribed from time to time by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the question is 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the history of the Metlakahtla 
Indians is probably well known to most members of the Senate, and it 
is a history that is of very great interest. About thirty years ago a 
man named Duncan, of the city of London, went into British Colum- 
bia, and he has devoted the last thirty years of his life to the reclaim- 
ing of certain Indians, who when he went among them were cannibals 
and men of the worst description. After many years of labor he suc- 
ceeded in forming the settlement known as Metlakahtlan, in British 
Columbia. In some difficulty that ensued between himself and the 
Bishop of British Columbia he deemed it well in the interest of this 
tribe, amounting to about one thousand at that time, to go to Alaska 
and come under the protecting influence of the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What year was that? 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘I think the change was made in 1886 or 1887. 
Before doing so Duncan came to the city of Washington and laid the 
matter and the condition of these Indians before several, I thiak, of 
the committees of Congress and before the Executive, President Cleve- 
land then being in the Presidential chair. The matter was of such a 
character and the effort of this man was so commendable that he re- 
ceived all the encouragement that could be given for the removal of 
these Indians; and about three years ago he moved eight or nine hun- 
dred of them to Annette Island, a mountainous island, not of very 
large extent as things go in Alaska, for that is a country of very great 
distances on a great area. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many square miles does the island contain ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should have to guess at that; but I should 
aay that the island certainly could not contain over 50 or 60 square 
miles. It is 13 miles long and 14 miles wide at the widest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far is it from the mainland ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Annette is in that group of islands that run 
along the southeastern Alaskan coast; I should say, perhaps, from the 
mainland out, 30 or 40 miles, there being many sea channels between 
Annette Island and the main shore of Alaska. 

When the Committee on Indian Affairs were in Alaska, under the 
order of the Senate, a year ago we found this body of Indians settled 
in this new place, and they had carved out a forest and a home for 
themselves. They are christian Indians. I think none of us will 
forget the expression of joy and delight with which these Indians ran 
to their school-house, to their church, and ran up upon the flagstaff 
the American flag; and how glad they were to meet the first official 
representatives of the Government under which they had sought pro- 
tection. 

They are of course not natives of this country as the native Indians 
of Alaska are under our treaty or purchase from Russia, and they must 
become in the end, before they can acquire this property, naturalized 
citizens of the United States. The proposition of the amendment is 
simply to allow this band of Indians to remain there under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may impose, and give 
them some recognized footing at that place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How are they supplied? 
they engaged ? 

Mr. TELLER. 


In what occupation are 


1 should like to inquire of the Senator from Ne- 


braska what is the necessity of giving them a recognized footing. 
Mr. MANDERSON. The necessity, as it seems to me, would be 
that they can at any time be disturbed by those who would go upon 


the island under many pretenses, claiming that it was mining land, 
or in pursuit of the timber upon the land, which is cedar mainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Which they have no right to cut. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps they have no right to cut it, but still 
they cut it in avery large degree there, as they do in very many of the 
other Territories of the United States. , 

This action has been very strongly recommended by the Interior De- 
partment, not only under this Administration, but under the last, and 
it seems to me that it is no more than a decent and a proper recogni- 
tion of the great influence that these people are exerting over all the 
Indiansof Alaska. They areconstantly increasing. They havea com: 
munity there that is in many respects a model; it would be a model 
to many white communities. There is no liquor sold there, and they 
are a christian and God-fearing people. I think we should render 
them all the encouragement that is in our power. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Colorado 
as a reason why we might perhaps do this thing—he asks what neces- 
sity there is for it—that these Indians spent thirty years in the British 
dominion buildingup atownthere. It was laid out in regular streets. 
In thirty years from the time they were cannibals to the time they 
left there, they had come to be a village of a thousand people, laid out 
in streets, regularly lighted by kerosene lamps, and had built a church 
of their own and a school-house. AJ] at once—— 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that I have no objection to his giving the Senate all the informa- 
tion about those Indians. I do notneed any myself. I know as much 
about them asanybody does. I certainly understand that they occupy 
the same position in Alaska that all the native Indians there occupy. 
We have not given the nativesany land; we have not said they might 
live in any particular place. I can see no reason why these Indians, 
whoare foreign Indians, should be treated differently from those Indians 
born on the soil whom we agreed to protect and to treat in a certain 
method by our treaty with Russia. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwas about to give a reason why I thought this ought 
to be done, growing out of their experience in British America. After 
having been civilized in the most remarkable way, alluded to by the 
Senator from Nebraska, and having built up this town, coming into a 
religious controversy with the bishop, the bishop dispossessed them of 
that land on the ground that all the land belonged to the crown, and 
when they moved over to Alaska prevented them from carrying any of 
their fixtures. They could not take one of their little houses because 
they had become attached to the freehold, and they lost everything 
except what they could take ip. their hands and put in their boats and 
take over to Alaska. That has been their life. 

Now, they live in constant terror for fear their work and labor upon 
this island may result in the same way. The first thing they said to 
us when we went there was, ‘‘Is it true that the Government of the 
United States can drive us off here at any time?’’ The people over 
on the other side, 30 miles, are all the time telling them that they 
will be driven off after they have expended their money in this way to 
build up tiis little town. Only the week before we were there a mes- 
senger from theother side came over and told them that he had visited 
Washington, that he had seen the new President, and that the new 
President had told him that he was going to drive them off. 

Now, they live there in that way. They have built a church there 
within the iast two years. They have built a fine house for an indus- 
trial school. They exhibit more commonsense in the matter of civil- 
ization than any Indians I ever saw anywhere. 

All the amendment proposes is that, until otherwise ordered by Con- 
gress, that island, which is good for nothing except for the wild beasts 
that are in the mountains and the thousand acres perhaps that run 
down on a level into the sea, upon which they have planted their town, 
shall beset apart for them under such rules and regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may prescribe. Nobody wants it now except there 
may turn up at some time somebody who desires to plunder them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it is always restorative to one’s feel- 
ings when he gets discouraged in contemplation of his own nature and 
human nature generally to have the Indians sprung up in the Senate. 
It is not of much consequence that there are one hundred thousand 
children over in New York, as the New York World said the other day 
who can not get into any kind of school. There are several thousand 
in Boston, I see from recent accounts, who can not get under cover for 
the purpose of learning their A BC’s. At least one-third of the chil- 
dren in a great section of this country are begging God for the oppor- 
tunity of learning how to read and write, and have made some appli- 
cation to the American nation, but if with no better success to the 
Supreme Being than to Congress they are likely to grow up and to live 
and die in utter ignorance. At the same time they are to be allowed 
to vote, and compelled to vote. They shall yote; we will organize 
and use the necessary regulations and put the Army into the business 
if we can not accomplish it in any other way, but that these ignorant 
people shall vote and govern this country and govern the world. 

I have great sympathy with this movement in regard to these In- 
dians with the unpronounceable name, It isa t deal worse name 
than to be called a cannibal, I should think. We ought to change 
their name, at allevents. Undoubtedly it is well to give them a local 
habitation and to give them this island. I hope it may be done. I 
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think it is one of those things that are due to the credit of this great 
nation that it should look after these Indians. But, right along with 
it. [desire in the way of comparative anatomy to call attention to the 


condition of our own flesh and blood in our own country with reference | 


to this same matter of education and development. I have often 
thonght I should like on some suitable occasion to allude to this sub- 
ject in the Senate, but the pressure of important public matters has 
prevented my doing it until this oceasion. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOLPH.. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Nebraska 


if these islands were inhabited by any natives of Alaska at the time | 


they were taken by the Metlakahtla Indians. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Nota living soul was on them or within many 
miles of them. 


Mr. DOLPH. ThenI think that is a very proper amendment to | 


pass, because under this bill title might be acquired by white people | 


and by others upon the island, and I think it is well enough to set 
apart the island at present for the use of the Indians, as no existing 
rights of others are affected. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SANDERS. I ask leave to modify the amendment which I 
offered. : 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read 
modified. : 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And in the States of Colorado, Montana, Idaho, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota, and the gold and silver regions of Nevada, and the Territory of Utah, 
in any criminal prosecution or civil action by the United States for a trespass 
on such public timber lands or to recovertimber or lumber cut thereon, it shall 
be a defense if the defendant shall show that the said timber was so cut or re- 
moved from the timber lands for use in such State or Territory by a resident 
thereof for agricultural, mining, manufacturing, or domestic purposes, and has 
not been transported out of the same. But nothing herein contained shall 
operate to enlarge the rights ofany railway company tocut timber on the pub- 
lic domain: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make suitable 
rules and regulations to carry out the provisions of this section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like toask the Senator from Montana what 
right the railroad companies now have to cut timber on the public land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
does cut it, which comes to the same thing. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Montana is very much mistaken. 
They have not any such right undef existing law, and several compa- 
nies have been compelled to submit to very large judgments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What are their rights? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Montana as moditied, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator from Colorado 
explain what rights the railroads have. 

Mr. TELLER. In some of the railroads that went across the coun- 
try there were provisions that they might for construction purposes cut 
timber on the public lands; in other cases there were none. ‘The gen- 


as now 


| and also the right to take from the nublic 


Mr. SANDERS. As the Senator from Missouri addressed his in 
quiry to me, perhaps I can answer it to his satisfaction. 

On the 3d day of March, 1875, an act was passed granting to rail- 
roads the right of way through the public landof the United States, 
lands adjacent to the line of 
the road material, earth, stone, and timber ary for the construc- 
tion of the railroad. ‘The subsequent part of the act provide that the 
Secretary of the Interior might prescribe regulations by which they 
miynt get their timber. There have been a great many decisions, ex- 


necess 


ecutive and judicial, as to how extensive this right is. It is not nec- 
essary, however, to go further than to say that in 1875 Congress gave to 
all persons who desired to build a railroad upon the public domain the 


right to get the material for it upon adjacent land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I undertook to say, or intended to say when 
I thought my friend from Colorado had concluded his remarks, was 
that it may be and doubtless is pertectly true that while the law pro- 
hibits the cutting of timber on the public lands under certain limita 
tions, and timber contrary to law is cut and is followed into the hands 
of a railroad, just as if it were followed into your hands or mine, the 
United States could recover it. But what I was alluding to was how 


| the thing would stand when this amendment shall have been adopted 


| and sell it to whoever will give me the 


and become a law, when if I resided in any one of those favored com 

munities I could proceed tor all the purposes mentioned, which cover 
about everything that anybody can need for the uses of timber, prob- 
ably everything, and cut for sale in that Territory or State all that I 
like according to the amount of capital that I can invest and the peo 

ple I can employ; and having cut it I carry it toa market in that State 
best price. There is no law, 


| and there ought not to be any law, which in that case would prevent 


| residents in these States and Territories for their private and 


They have the nght to buy it of everybody who | 


a railway company, if it wanted timber, from offering me the best 
price, any more than a baker, or a shoemaker, or anybody else. 

That is where we are coming; and theretore with great respect [ in- 
sist that this amendment ought not to be adopted, but this bill, which 
provides for an entirely different branch of the subject, and as our 
friend from Montana suggested awhile ago, being a bill framed which 
shall provide for the reasonable and necessary obtaining of timber by 
domes- 
tic operations, how far it will go towards mining, etc., is a question 
for consideration; but for the immediate wants of the community a 
measure which shall provide a regulation and a consistence and a con- 


| servatism which are not only for their benefit, but for the benefit of 


The question is on the amendment of the | 


everybody else who lives east or west of that great divide. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called on 

the amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called 


ayreeing to 


I am paired with the Sen- 


| ator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 


Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. I do not know how 
he would vote. I would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ were he present. If the 
Senator from Rhode Isiand can give me any information as to how his 


I am paired with the 


Senio4Ll 


| colleague would vote, I may vote to help make a quorum. 


eral rule is that the raiiroad company, after the construction of the | 
road, at least, can not cut timber on the public land, and if they buy | 


it of persons who cut it off the public lands the courts have in a num- 
ber of cases, certainly in Colorado, rendered judgment against them 
for the value of the timber after it was cut. 

Mr. DOLPH. After it was in the road? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, that I can understand, because if 
then the cutting was unlawful—— 

Mr. TELLER. I had not concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg pardon of the Senator. He turned to speak 
to the Senator near him and I supposed he was through. 

Mr. TELLER. A number ot railroads in Colorado have been com- 
pelled under existing law to go into New Mexico and bny the timber 
off private grants at very large expense. Of course they have bought 
more or less timber off such of the public lands as have passed into pri- 
vate ownership trom those sections of the country where lands could 
be entered for homestead and pre-emption purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. The act of 1878 specially excluded railroads, 

Mr. TELLER. 
timber by miners and others, expressly excluded railroads from the 
provision of the act. 

Now, while I am upI want to say to the Senator from Vermont, who 
takes great interest properly in the preservation of the forests, that the 
great danger to the forests of the Northwest and the West is not the 
consumption by the people, but the waste by fire. There have been, I 
think I may say advisedly, hundreds of acres burned over in the State 


of Colorado at least, which I can speak of more knowingly than of | 


The act of 1878, which provided for the use of such | 


other sections, where there has been oneacrecntoff. A Senator in my | 


hearing says he thinks thousands, and I should not be surprised if 


that wasso. Asinglefire in 1879, it was estimated, burned many times | 


more than had been consumed by the people since the early settlement 
of that country. The great danger to the forests is trom fires, and not 


from the consumption, which is comparatively small, by the settler or 
by the miner. ; 


yihe 


°9 


Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPiuerson]. I do not see 
that party lines are observed on this vote, and I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), [am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN }. 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. On the bill as it was orig- 
inally reported from the committee I am at liberty to vote, but on this 
proposition I shall withhold my vote. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called [ think there is noth- 
ing of a partisan character in this question that should require me to 
abstain from voting, and unless some one on the other side obfects, I 
shall vote *‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). | 
with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. WIiLson 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I vote ‘‘ yea. 

Mr. MANDERSON, My vote seems to be needed to make a quo 
rum, and I will vote upon this question. I ‘i 


m paired 


vote “* 


yea. 


Mr. DAVIS. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 
Mr. PIERCE. I will vote to help make a quorum. [I vote “‘ yea.”’ 
Mr. BLAIR. I can vote if necessary to make a quorum. Uther- 
wise I am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
GEORGE]. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's vote is necessary. 
Mr. BLAIR. I vote ‘* yea.’’ 
Mr. COLQUITT. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 3, as follows 
YEAS—41 
| Allen, Cullom, Gorman Jones of Nevada, 
Bate, Davis Gray, Manderson 
Berry, Dawes, Harapton Mitchell 
Blair, Dolph, Hawley, Moody 
Casey, E-varts, Hearst, Morgan 
Coke, Faulkner, Higgins, Paddock, 
Colquitt, Frye, Hoar, Pasco, 
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Pierce, Reagan, Stockbridge, Wolcott, 
Piumb, Sanders, Teller, 
Power, Sawyer, Vest, 
Pugh, Stewart, Walthall, 
NAYS—3 

Edmunds, Quay, Spooner. 

ABSENT—40., 
Aldrich, Chandler, Hiseock, Ransom, 
Aliison, Cockrell, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Barbour, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Squire, 
Black burn Dixon, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Eustis, MeMillan, Turpie, 
Brown, Farwell, McPherson, Vance, 
Batler, George, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Call, Gibson, Payne, Washburn, 
Cameron, Hale, Pettigrew, Wilson of lowa, 
Carlisle, Harris, Piatt, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands as amended was 
agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was orderedto be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

» The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
pojnt the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
‘PETTIGREW, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that he ask 
for an order to have the bill as passed by the Senate printed with the 
amendments numbered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I join in the request of the Senator from Missouri, 
and hope that may be ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence of 
objection. The Chair hears no objection. 

UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court, and 
to provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States 
and Territories. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope not. We have an hour and a half yet. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, I withdraw the request. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the pending bill may be read through. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has been read almost through. It will only 
take a tew minutes to finish the reading. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well; let the reading be concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 21, line 13. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Private Land Claims was, 
in section 16, line 21, after the word ‘‘office,’’ to insert ‘‘shall cause 
careful investigation to be made in such manner as he shall deem nec- 
essary for the ascertainment of the truth in respect of such claim and 
occupation, and if satisfied upon such investigation that the claimant 
comes within the provisions of this section, he,’’ and in line 27, after the 
word ‘‘them,’’ to strike out ‘‘unless it shall clearly appear in any 
case that fraud or mistake has occurred, it being the purpose and in- 
tention to hereby confirm the titles of all persons who, through them- 
selves, their ancestors, or grantors, have been in actual possession of 
tracts not exceeding 160 acres each, in said Territories and State, for 
twenty years next preceding the survey of the township in which such 
tract is situated;’’ so as to read: 

Upon receipt of such survey and proofs the Commissoner of the General Land 
Office shall cause careful investigation to be made in such manner as he shall 
deem necessary for the ascertainment of the truth in respect of such claim and 
occupation, and if satisfied upon such investigation that the claimant comes 
within the provisions of this section, he shall cause patents to be issued to the 
parties so found to be in possession for the tracts respectively claimed by them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Private Land Claims was, in section 17, line 4, after the 
word ‘‘grantors,’’ to strike out ‘‘ become’’ and insert “became ;”’ in 
line 6, atter the word *' actual,’’ to insert “continuous adverse; ’’ and 
in line 11, after the word ‘‘district,’’ to insert ‘‘and of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office upon such investigation as is pro- 
vided for in section 16 of this act;’’ so as to read: 

That in the case of townships heretofore surveyed in the Territories of New 
Mexico, Arizona, Wyoming, and Utah, and the States of Colorado and Nevada,all 
ne who, or whose ancestors or grantors became citizens of the United 

tates by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and who have been in 
the actual continuous adverse possession and residence of tracts of not to ex- 


ceed 160 acres each ae years next preceding such survey, shall be en- 
titled, upon making proofs of such facts to the satisfaction of the register and 
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receiver of the proper land district, and of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office upon such investigation as is provided forin section 16 of this act, 
to enter, without payment of purchase-money, fees, or commissions, such legal 
subdivisions, not exceeding 160 acres, as shall include their said possessions. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after section 17, to insert as a 
new section the following: 

Sec. 18. That all claims arising under either of the two next preceding sec- 
tions of this act shall be filed with the surveyor-general of the proper State or 
Territory within two years next after the passage of this act, and no claim not 
80 filed shal! be valid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 19, line 5, after the word ‘‘court,’’ 
to insert ‘‘and passed in the Treasury according to the usual course 
applicable to judicial expenses;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 19. Thatall the incidental necessary expenses of the court hereby created, 
and all oeeae necessarily incurred in the execution of this act, shall be paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States upon vouchers approved by the order 
of said court, and passed in the Treas 
cable to judicial expenses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, to insert, after section 19, as 
a new section, the following: 

Src. 20. That the powers and functions of the court established by this act 
shall cease and determine on the 3lst day of December, 1894, and all papers, 
files, and records in the ion of such court belonging to any other public 
office of the United States shall be returned to such office, and all other papers, 
files, and records in the possessi@n of or appertaining to said court shall be re- 
turned to and filed in the Department of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill is concluded. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be laid 
aside informally and that we proceed now to the consideration of pri- 
vate pension bills, subject to objections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to that, if it is to be the un- 
derstanding that this bill shall be the first thing in order after the one 
hour that is referred to in the understanding, to-morrow morning. 
There are half a dozen amendments from the committee which are 
necessary to make the bill perfect in point of phrase, and so on, that 
I should like to offer to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin that the bill be informally laid aside to be 
taken up immediately following the consideration of the Calendar to- 
morrow ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not excluding the Calendar? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At the end of the hour for the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. SAWYER. No, let us go on with the pension cases. 

Mr. PLUMB. We can get those up any time. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us go on with them for at least half an hour. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not object to that, although it seems to me not 
necessary to do that to-day. 

Mr. VEST. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 14, noes 17; 
not a quorum voting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll be called. There is no quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will withdraw my request, if in order, so that an 
executive session may be had. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senatorfrom Missouri desire the 
roll to be called ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. Oh, no; let us have an executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order to move an adjournment before the roll 
has been called? 

Mr. INGALLS. The want of a quorum has been disclosed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to direct that the 
roll be called when the Senator from Illinois moved that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The motion is in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Isa motion to adjourn in order until the roll has been 
called after the want of a quorum has been disclosed? I understand 
that the roll must first be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that 2 motion to 
adjourn is always in order unless during a roil-call after a roll-call has 
been com \ 

Mr, PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kausas moves that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the 
Senateadjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 17, 1890, at 
11 o'clock a. m. 


ury according to the usual course appli- 


1890. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEspDay, September 16, 1890. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. ; ; 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, on Monday of last week Senate bill 
3556 passed the House with an amendment. The Senate has refused 
to accept the House amendment. They have disagreed to the same 
and request a conference with the House thereon. 


consent that a committee of conference be ordered as requested by the | 


Senate. 


The SEZAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous con- | 


sent that the House insist on its amendments to the bill named by 
him and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. What is the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and Southern | 


i Com to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone 
ae the City of Anthony, in the State of Kansas, through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, to some point in the county of Grayson, in the State of Texas. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. [I have no objection. 


I ask unanimous | 
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There being no objection, the committee of conference asked by the | 


Senate was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PERKINS, Mr. 
GiFrorD, and Mr. PEEL as the conierees on the part of the House on 
said bill. 

SALLIE DOUGLASS HARTRANFT. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
gentleman from Kansas | Mr. MoRRILL], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, I desire to ask that similar action be taken 
on the Senate bill tor the relief of Mrs. Hartranft. This bill came to the 
House and was amended in this body; but the Senate disagree to the 
House amendment and ask a conference. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranft. 


The SPEAKER. 
from Pennsylvania? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CRAIG, and Mr. LEWTs as conferees on the part of the House. 
THE SILVER LAW. 
Mr. CONGER. 


Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the | 


' 


} 
| 


The Clerk will report the title, after which the | 


| 
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The Clerk read as follows 

Resolved, That 5,000 « es of the 1 1 ployment o 
detectives y corporati 3 be 1 i F i 4 ta 
tives . 

SPEAKER. 

rhere was no objection id it wa i | 

RED LAKE AND WI! , \ y 

Mr. COMSTOCK. Mr. iker, 1 r th 
present consideration of Senate bill > 314 unt it of way to 
the Red Lake and Western Railwa nd > rm Com icross 
Red Lake reservation, in Minnesota, and tin uid ¢ y the 
right to take lands for terminal railroad and warehou 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the ¢ 


ask for objection. 
The bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the bill ? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


] 
opie 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, the House resolution providing 
the printing of the statistical abstract has been amended by the S 
increasing the number of copies, and providing 1,000 copies for distr 
bution by the bureau. I ask concurrence in the Senate amendment 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, strike out “fifteen” and inser ixteen.”’ At the end of 
sert “and 1,000 for distribution by the Bureau of Statistics.”’ 

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were con 
sidered, and concurred in. 


BRIDGE 


Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid 
eration of a Senate amendment to the bill (H. R. 8792) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, 


ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT WINONA 


| Minn. I will state that it is a mere verbal amendment. 


Mr. ENLOE. I would like to have an opportunity to ask unani- 
mous consent myself. I think it is not entirely proper that all unan- 
imous consents should be on the other side 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairdid not understand the gentleman from 


| Tennessee. 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that an or- | 


der be made for the printing of 2,000 additional copies of the silver | 


act. I am informed that the supply is exhausted in the folding-room, 
and there is a constant demand for it. 

Me. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will modify his request, so 
that these copies may be distributed pro rata among members. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that, if it is deemed neces- 
sary. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not have 5,000 copies printed ? 
be in demand, and the additional expense will be slight. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I will modify my request, and ask unanimous 
consent that an order be made to print 5,000 copies. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowan? 4 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


It seems to 


I wish toask the gentleman for informa- 


tion, if this order is to cover only the bill asit passed the House or the | 
three separate bills, the Senate bill, the House bill, and the compro- | 


mise bill ? 
Mr.CONGER. No; it refers only to the present law. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


Can we not enlarge the request by provid- | 


ing that the three bills shall be printed together for the information of 


the people ? 

Mr. CONGER. This applies only to the law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. For I think if the gentleman would widen 
the scope of his request to that extent the House would more readily 
grant the order he asks. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EMPLOYMENT OF DETECTIVES BY CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fos the present 
consideration of a resolution providing for the printing of 5,000 copies 
of the resolution in reference to the employment of detectives by cor 
porations. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 


Mr. ENLOE. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a little bill which I send to the desk. : 

TheSPEAKER. ‘TheChair has recognized the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, and the Cierk will read the Senate amendment tothe bill called 


The SPEAKER announced tle appointment of Mr. Morrint, Mr. | @P_by him. 


The Clerk read as follows 


On page 3, line 17, before the ' 


Mr. DUNNELAL. 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. I 
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It 


t occurs the second t 
It will be seen that this is simply a verbal amend- 
there objection to the request of the gentle- 


What is this amendment 


8 simply a verbal amendment, the insertion 
of the word ‘‘ one’’ before the word ‘‘ mile’’ where it oceurs in the bill. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This bill has already passed the Hous 

Mr. DUNNELL. Precisely, and comes back with a single verbal 
amendment from the Senate. 
There being no objection, the Senate amendment was considered. and 
concurred in, 
Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the Sena 
| amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
TESSAGE FROM THE INA 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary nounced 
that the Senate had passed House bills of the following tith 
A bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hal 
A bill (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act an 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the 
proved July 16, 1888; 
A bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to ra | 
| len; 
A bill (H. R. 7369) to restore the pension of Jane M. McCrabb 
A bill (H. R. 8047) to construct a wagon- bridge across the Mississippi 


River at Hastings, Minn 


A bill (H. R. 8363) to rel » Enoch Venter from the charge of d 
sertion ; 
A bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex 


lieu of Indianola, Tex.: and 

A bill (H. R. 10855) to authorize the construction of a bridge a 
the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway ( 
pany. 


ross 


om- 








10096 


The measage also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, bills of the following titles: 
A bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 

A bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge of 
desertion ; 

A bill (HL. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,’’ approved January 8, 
1889; 

A bill (H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 

.Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky; and 

A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
Railway Company. 

‘The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (S. 590) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to create an auditor 
of railroad accounts, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 19, 1878; 

A bill (8. 611) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton J. 
Durham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County, 
Kentucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; 

A bill (8. 2181) to provide for the erection of a post-office building 
at Fortress Monroe, Va. ; 

A bill (S, 2471) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men of 
the First Kansas Colored Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore; 

A bill (S. 5721) for the relief of H. J. McCreary, administrator of the 
estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

\ bill (S. 3798) to authorize the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City 
Railroad Company to cross certain rivers in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (S. 3801) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland 
Canal Basin on certain conditions; 

A bill (5. 3830) to prohibit book-making of any kind and pool-selling 
in the District of Columbia for the purpose of gaming; 

A bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and 
Power Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle 
Pass, Tex.; 

A bill (S, 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Supply Company 
and the Compafiia Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz to 
connect their water-works communications across the Rio Grande River 
at Eagle Pass, Tex.; 

A bill (S. 3895) toamend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to establish a rail- 
way bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a point witnin 
5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within 5 miles of 
larrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois,’’ approved 
March 3, 1883; 

A bill (5S. 3952) to authorize the constraction of a bridge across the 
Alabama River, at or near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba 
Valley Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 4011) to authorize the Canaveral and South Florida Rail- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Indian 
River and one across the Banana River, both in the State of Florida, 
and to establish the same, in each case, as a post road; 

A bill (S. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Oconee River, in the State of Georgia; and 

A bill (S. 4322) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Covington and 
Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton and Louisville Railroad 
Company, and the Westport, Carrollton, and Covington Railway Com- 
pany, and their assigns. 

It also announced that the Senate agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (8. 2781) to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of rail- 
roads, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had passed, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 
11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes, so as to provide 
for the holding of regular terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
western districts of Virginia, asked a conference with the House thereon, 
and had appointed Mr, WiLson of Iowa, Mr. EvARtTs, and Mr. Coke 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

And, also, that the Senate had passed, without amendments, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7719) restoring the pension of Mrs. Catharine Sonne; 

A bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
certain lands, and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the town of 
Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes; and 

A bill (H. R, 11569) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes. 
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MES, MATTIE S. HOLLAND, 


Mr. ENLOE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration ot the following resolution—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Mf. Speaker, I thought I was to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was recognized under the suppo- 
sition that he wished to call up the question of privilege. Ifthe House 
sees fit to recognize gentlemen by unanimous consent, the Chair will 
go on until the House declines, but the Chair must observe the order 
somewhat in which notice was brought to the Chair for unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is to that point that I want to call the attention 
of the Chair, that when the Chair returned after his little vacation 
my name stood at the head ot the Democratic side on the list for rec- 
ognition, for the passage of this bill. It is a smal! bill, and I would 
like to have it 5 . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not aware that there was any head 
to the Democratic side upon that subject. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOATNER. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the claim of Mrs. Mattie S. Holland, of West Carroll Parish, 
Louisiana, for quartermaster and commissary stores and supplies alleged to 
have been taken and used by the United States Army, during the late war of 
the rebellion, from the plantations of her father, the late James A. Bass, deceased 
in East Carroli Parish, Louisiana, be referred to the Secretary of War, who shall 
investigate the loyalty of said claimant and of her deceased father, James A. Bass, 
and also the justice and equity of said claim, and report the amount and value 
of said stores and supplies taken and used by the Army of the United States; 
and that he report all the facts and evidence for the consideration of Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BOATNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REAR-ADMIRAL SAMUEL P. CARTER. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bili 8. 134. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Rear-Admiral Samuel P. Carter, of the United States 
Navy, be paid, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the pay and compensation of a rear-admiral on the retired-list from and after 
the date of his promotion on the retired-list to the rank of rear-admiral, less the 
amount received by him as the pay of a commodore on the retired-list during 
said period. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair bears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report ought to be read. 

The report (by Mr. Smrru, of Illinois) is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 134) for the relief 
of Rear-Admiral Carter, submit the following report: 

This bill is in substance identical with the bill H. R. 2994, and almost identi- 
eal with it in wording, which said bill has already been reported favorably to 
the House and is now No. 211 on the Private Calendar, 

Your committee therefore recommend that said Senate bill be substituted for 
the House bill, and whemso substituted that it do pass. 


SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of Rear-Admiral Carter, beg leave to submit the following report: 

This isan anomalous case. Soon after the beginning of the late war(in July, 
1861), S. P. Carter, then a lieutenant in the United States Navy and a citizen of 
Tennessee, was detached by the Secretary of the Navy and ordered to report to 
the Hon, Simon Cameron, then Secretary of War, for special duty, and was by 
him directed to proceed to East Tennessee and organize and drill volunteers to 
be called into the service of the United States. 

In September following lie was made acting brigadier-gefteral by General 
George H. Thomas, and placed in command of the East Tennessee Brigade, 
which he (Lieutenant Carter) had organized. 

On May 1, 1862, he was commissioned brigadier-genera! of United States Vol- 
unteers. He served during the war, being in command of brigades and di- 
visions (infantry and cavalry), rising to the rank of major-general. 

The records of the War and ee eee show that he performed his 
various duties with zeal and faithfulness. Early in 1866 he was honorably 
mustered out of the military service and returned to his duties in the Navy. 
In 1881 he was retired as commodore, and in the following year was nominated 
by the President, and confirmed by the Senate, as rear-admiral on the retired- 
list. During his service in the Army he, of course, lostall eae of being 
specially advanced in the Navy, as happened to numbers of his fellow-oflicers. 

Believing, as the committee do, that this isan exceptional case and can not 
be considered as establishing any precedent for future action in such cases, be- 
cause of the exceptionally distinguished and valuable services rendered by this 
officer, and believing, further, that it was not the intention of either the Presi- 
dent or the Senate to confer a mere honor on this officer, whose whole record 
is so honorable, they, as an act of simple justice to him, recommend that this 
bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider. the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to recom 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MRS. M. DON AHOE, 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill H. R. 10566. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

; ° , » Secretary of the Treasury be, is hereby, 
uae Mh A ee eae ae M. J. Donahoe, of Alabama, the sum of 
$345.50, due upon her contract for rent of house at Talladega in the State of 
Alabama, as appears by certified account on file in the Treasury De partine nt 
to be paid out of any money In the Treasury not otberw ise appropriated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, why can not this be regulated by the 
Committee on Appropriations instead of by a special act? This is a 
matter that is recognized by the Department. 

Mr. FORNEY. The Department have said that we must come to 
Congress. We have come here and we have secured a favorable report, 
and the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Of course the matter would have to come to Con- 
gress, but it ought to go to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. FORNEY. But all the money has been collected into the 
‘Treasury long ago, and we have a favorable report: and this is all 
right. 

rhe SPEAKER. 
the bill? (After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and bein 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


and he 


or 
> 


Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 


passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER NEAR KNOXVILLE, TENN. 
Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (8, 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. It isa Senate 
bill recommended by the House Committee on Commerce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be ii enacted, elc., That the Cherokee Land Company, organized under the 


laws of the State of Tennessee, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and | 
waintain a bridge and approaches thereto over the Tennessee River at or near | 


the city of Knoxville, Tenn., in the county of Knox. Said bridge shall be con- 
structed to provide for t e passage of railway trains and,at the option of the 
corporation by which it may be built, may be used for the passage of wagons 
and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of anima!s,and for foot-passengers for 
reasonable rates of toll.to be fixed by said company; and the Secretary of War 
shall have the right, from time to time, to revise, prescribe, and determine such 
rates of toll. 

Sec, 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shal! 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known and is hereby de- 
clared a post-route, and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post 
roads in the United States; and the United States shall have the right of way 
across said bridge for postal-telegraph purposes; and the said bridge shall be 
so constructed, either by draw, span, or otherwise, that a free and unobstructed 
passage-way may be secured to all water-craft naviguting said river at the 
point aforesaid: Provided, That, if said bridge authorized to be constructed un- 
der this act shall be constructed asa draw-bridge, the draw shall be opened 
promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats or vessels; and said 
corporation shall maintain, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such 
lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall! prescribe. 

Sec. 3. That all street car and electric car companies desiring the use of snid 
bridge shal! have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the 
passage of their cars over the same and over the approaches thereto upon the 
payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or 
owners of said bridge and the several electric and street car companies, or any 
one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be 
paid, and upon rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using said 
bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of 
War upon the hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. , 

Sec. 4. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval, a design and drawirgs of the bridge, and a 
map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile below and | mile above the 
proposed location, the high and low water lines upon the banks of the river, 
the direction and strength of the current at all stages, with the soundings, ac- 
eurately showing the bed of the stream and the location of any other bride 
or bridges, such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War 
to judge of the proper location of said bridge, and shall furnish such other in- 
formation as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the 
subject; and until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the 
Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built; and should any change be made 
in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction, such change 
shall be submitted to and subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal thisact, or any part thereof, is 


hereby expressly reserved ; and any alteracions or changes that may be re- 
= sd by Congress in the bridge constracted under this act shall be made by 
the cor 


ration owning or controlling the same at its own expense. Further- 
more, if the construction of said bridge shall not be commenced within one year 
and completed within three years after the passage of this act, all privileges 
conferred hereby, and this act, shall become null and void. 


Pending the reading: 

Mr.HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of the bill, as it is an ordinary bridge bill. It has passed 
the Senate and is of course approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, I think the bill ought to be read. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to dispensing with the reading 
of the bill? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I object. 

The Clerk then resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and was ord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 


and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table 














Che latter motion was agreed to. 
Ky unanimous consent, the House bi elating to the same subject 
was ordered to lie upon the tal 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALTA HA RI 
Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
| for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10265) to; the 
construction of a bridge across the Altamaha Rive 
The Clerk read as follows 
Be it enacted, etc., That the assent of the United States of Ame: i V 
given to the Brunswick, Athens and Northwestern Railroad Company cor 
poration incorporated by the laws of the State of Georgia, its successors aud as 
. s and such other persons as may ! associated with it, to construct and 
} inaintair bridge over the Altamaha River point by it to be selected at or 
near Oglethorpe Bluff 
f 2. That the bridg hall < sti ed by draw-span or otherwise that 
is e and unobstructed passag iy be secured to all vessels and other water 
crait navigating said nver: that any bridge constructed under this act shall be 
built and | vted under and sub t to such regulations for the security of navy 
igation of said river as the Secreta of Warshall preser and to secure that 
object the said company shall submit to the Secreta War, for his exami 
nation and approval, the design and drawings of the bridge, piers, and ap- 
proaches, and a map of the location, giving, for the space of at least 1 mile 
above and 1 mile below the proposed location, the topography of the banks 
| yf the river. the shore lines at high water and at low water, and the direction 
| and strength ot the current at all stages, and the soundings, accurately show 
ng the bed of the stream and the location of other bridge or bridges, wharves, 
landings, or ferries, and shall furnish such other information as shall be re 





quired for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until said 
plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge 
shall not be built; andaftersuchapproval by the Secretary of War the approved 
plans and designs for the bridge shall not be deviated trom or added to either 
during the construction or after the completion of the bridge until the proposed 
change shall have been submitted to the Secretary of War and received hisap 
proval; and the said bridge shall be at al es so kept and managed as to 

offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under 
| said bridge; and if said bridge be built with a draw said draw shall be opened 

promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats or othercraft; and the 
said company or corporation shall maintain at its own expense, from sunset 
until sunrise, such lights or other signal4 on said bridge as the Light-House 
Board shall prescribe; and if at any time t! 
|} any manner be obstructed or|mpaired by the brid authorized. by this act to 
| be constructed, the Secretary of War shal! have authority, and it shall be his 
duty, to require said company to alter and change said bridge at its own ex- 
pense, in such manner as may be proper to secure free and complete naviga 

tion without impediment; and if, upon reasonable notice to said company, its 
successors or assigns, to make such change orimprovements, the said company 
fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall haveauthority to make the same, and 
all the rights conferred by this act shall be forfeited upon said failure, and 
Congress shall have power to do any and all things necessary to secure the 
free navigation of said river: Provided, also, That nothing in this act shall be so 
construed asto repeal or modify any of the provixions of law not existing in 
reference to the protection of the navigation of riversor to exempt this bridge 
from the operations of the same. 

Sec, 3. That any bridge built under thisact and subject to its limitations s! 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known asa post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States 
gers or freight over said bridge than the rate per mile paid for the transporta- 
tion over the railroads or public highways leading to said bridge, and they shall 
enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads of the United States; and 
equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph com- 
panies, and the United States shal! have the rightof 
its approaches for said postal-telegraph purposes 

Sec. 4. That the right to alter, amend 
reserved, and the rightto require any changes in said structure, or its removal 
at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the secretary of War shall de 
cide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved, 


navigation of said river shall in 


‘ 


hall 


or passeti- 


way across said bridge and 





repeal this act is hereby expressly 





Src. 5, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
four years from the date hereof. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the preseut consideration 


the bill? [After a pause.] ‘The Chair hears none. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was 
lows: 


read. as fol 


Strike out the word 
word “now.” 

rhe amendment of the committee was agreed to 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the n he 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


not tn 


iotion to reconsider 


PORT 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
present con ideration of the bill (S. 2835) to amend an act approved 
March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of 
the Revised Statutes, and making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut 
a port of entry, in place of Middletown.’ 

The Clerk read as follows 

Ra it enacted, etc., That section | of the actapproved March }}, 1887, entit An 
act to amend sections 2533 and 25H of the Revised Statutes, and making Hartford, 
in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry, in place of Middletown," be amended 


| 80 as to include within the district of Hartford, Conn., the towns of Long 
Meadow, Agawam, Springfield, and West Springfield i Spring- 


OF ENTRY AT HARTFORD, CO 
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fleld shall be a port of delivery with the privileges of the seventh section of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled “‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to im- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes ;”" and there 
shall be appointed a surveyor of customs for said port, to reside at said port, 
who shall receive a salary to be determined in amount by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, not exceeding 31,000 per annum. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether this bill is recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Yes; thisisaSenate bill. It has passed the Sen- 
ate and is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the bill? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES B. GUTHRIE. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill ( H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B, Guthrie. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to pay to James B. Guthrie, late postmaster at Paris, Henry County, 
Tennessee, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $300, being the amount paid by him to the Government on account of th 


loss of a package containing that amount, taken from his olfice when the same 
was broken open and robbed in 1875. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know what year that robbery took | 


place. 


Mr. ENLOE. In 1875. I will state to the gentleman if he desires | 


to know, that this bill is for the relief of one of my constituents who 
was a Republican postmaster and is still a Republican. He very much 
needs this money. » He has almost lost his eyesight, and has therefore 
been unable to see his way out of the Republican party. [Laughter. } 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ENLOE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, MONTANA. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee on Indian Affairs from the further consideration of the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 526) te authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to procure and submit to Congress a proposal for the 
sale to the United States of the western part of the Crow Indian reser- 
vation, in Montana, and that they be coneurred in. The amendments 
are merely verbal in character. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to proceed forthwith, by such agents or commissioners 
as he may appoint, not to exceed three in number, at a reasonable compensa- 


* thon to be fixed by him, not to exceed $7 a day and necessary traveling expenses, 


to negotiate with the Crow tribe of Indians, in the State of Montana, for the 
purchase from them by the United States of all that portion of their reservation 
lying south of the Yellowstone River and west of the summit of the divide be- 
tween Pryor Creek and Clark's Fork River, in said State, and to procure the 
most favorable proposition at which the said Crow Indians will sell the lands 
aforesaid to the United States, and submit the same to Congress at the earliest 
practicable moment in the form of an agreement, subject to ratification by Con- 
Tress 

- Sec.2. That such sum of money as may be necessary to carry out the provis- 
ions of this act, not to exceed %,000, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and the same shall be disbursed 
upon the order of the Secretary of the Interior, for the purposes aforesaid. 


The Senate amendment is to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert the following: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to appoint a 
commission consisting of three disereet persons, whose duty it shall to ne- 
gotiate with the Crow Indians for a surrender to the United States of all that 
portion of the reservation in Montana, or so much thereof as they will consent 
to surrender, which is situated south of the Yellowstone River and west of the 
divide between Pryor Creek and Clark’s Fork River, in said State, and to re- 
port to Congress the result of any such negotiation. But no agreement for any 
such eurrencer shall be valid until ratified by Congress, 

See. 2, That the sum of $,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I did not hear the first of the bill, and I hope there 
will be a statement made. 

Mr. CARTER. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana that 
this bill passed the House four months ago. The amendments made 
in the Senate are merely verbal. There is some difference in phrase- 
olny. but no difference whatever in substance from the bill as it passed 
the House. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Is it concurrence in Senate amendments that the 
gentleman asks? 
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Mr. CARTER. TIask concurrence in Senateamendments to a House 
bill. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. What are the amendments? What do they per- 
tain to? 

Mr.CARTER. They merely pertain tothe phraseology. The House 
bill provided that the Secretary of the Interior should proceed, by and 
through such agents as he may think proper, not to exceed three in 
number, to negotiate with these Indians. The Senate provision is, 
‘he shall appoint three discreet persons to prosecute negotiations. ’’ 
That is the only difference in substance. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.| TheChair 
hears none. ’ 

‘The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


ii. W. KEYES. 


Mr. BARWIG. I ask unanimous consent for. the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10520) te reimburse H. W. Keys for money 
wrongfully paid the United States for commutation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to H. W. Keys, late of Company F, Fourth Wis- 
consin Infantry Volunteers, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $300, the same being for money wrongtully paid by said 
H. W. Keys to Dr. J. H, Babcock, receiver of commutation money for the Fourth 
Wisconsin district, 1868, to relieve the said H. W. Keys from a draft made in said 
district, to which draft the said H.W. Keys was not then liable, he not being a 
resident of said district. 


The Committee on War Claims recommend that the bill be amended 
by inserting in the word ‘‘ Keys’’ wherever it occurs the letter ‘‘e,’’ so 
that it will read ‘‘Keyes,’’ and that the title be amended to conform to 
the bill. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BARWIG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


KANSAS TRUST AND DIMINISHED RESERVE LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11406) to confirm certain sales of the Kansaz 
trust and diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all entries made under the provisions of said acts in 
which the law has been in other respects complied with, and the purchase- 
money paid, shall be, and the same are hereby, confirmed, and patent shall is- 
sue thereon asin other cases, notwithstanding such failure of the purchasers 
to become actual settlers on the land. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report had better be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think it is going a good distance to con- 
firm entries not made by actual settlers; and I would like to retain 
the right to object until some explanation can be made. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to explain if the gentleman desires to 

| have an explanation. The entries were made in pursuance of — 

| Mr. HOLMAN. I asked that the report be read. 

| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks that the report 
be read. : 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11406) 
to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and diminished reserve lands in the 
State of Kansas, having had the same under consideration, respectfully report 
as follows : 

That from evidence on file and that obtained from the General Land Office, 
it appears that the second section of the act of Congressapproved June 23, 1874, 
provided “for the sale of Kansas Indian lands in Kansas to actual settiers,’’ 
ete. (18 Stats., 272). Said lands were made subject to entry “in tracts not ex- 
ceeding 160 acres, unless a legal subdivision of a section shall be fractional and 
found to contain a greater number of acres, by actual settlers,” ete., which re- 
striction as to area was continued in the second section of the act approved 
July 5, 1876, and still later by the act approved March 16, 1880 (21 Stats., 68). _ 

It appears that, through a misunderstanding of the decision of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office of March 29, 1883, in which the following un- 
guarded la was used: “There is no positive provision of law against 
second cateinn of haem lands, nor do the instructions of June 9, 1879, express] 
forbid them, even where the tracts desired are not contiguous,” and of the fou 
section of the act approved March 16, 1830, which reads: “Actual settlement on 
any of said lands shail be regarded as sufficient in cases where the claimant act- 
ually resides on con ous land to which he holds the legal title, and has here- 
tofore cultivated and made valuable improvements on his adjoining claim, in 
good faith, for the purpose of a home for himself,” the district land officers at 
Topeka, in several instances, erroneously permitted parties to make “‘ addi- 
tional” or “adjoining entries,” which entries have lately been held for cancel- 
lation by the Commissioner of the General Land Office for illegality. 

It appears that in the cases held for cancellation full payment of the purchase- 
money has been made, and there being no adverse claim, nor any evidence that 


| 
| 
} 
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| 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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such entries were net made in good faith, but were erroneously allowed as 
stated, the committee recommend that the relief proposed be granted, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask the gentleman to explain whether 
any of these entries were larger than the limit fixed by the original act. 

Mr. KELLEY. They were not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The original act allowed no entry larger 
than 160 acres ? 








ers! 


yoke 


1890. 





Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
reported by the decision of the Commissioner larger than that ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I co not think any of them were, except that they 
were fractional entries of a section. The entries were made under a 
misapprehension and were allowed by the officers of the Topeka land 
office and paid for by those persons, and there is m0 adverse claim, 
but the Commissioner of the General Land Office has refused to issue 
the patents, and this is only to quiet the titles and permit the patents 
to be issued. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
this act? 

Mr, KELLEY. 
land; but I am not able to tell the exact number. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How many acres of land? 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam not able to tell how many acres of land they 
all comprise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Can you tell the proportion of land sold to 
the actual settlers under the provisions of the law and the land sold 
improperly to persons who were not actual settlers ? 

Mr. KELLEY. These persons were actual settlers, who happened 
to live or had lived on adjoining lands to those which they entered; and 
that is why the local officers at the Topeka land office made a misap- 

rehension. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then, if I understand, in point of fact this 
law was used for the purpose of getting more than— 

Mr. KELLEY. No. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Waitamoment. Thanwasallowed. These 
persons had adjoining land, and I presume had entered them under 
the law, and by this pretended defect in the law they were enabled to 
enlarge their entries. 

Mr. KELLEY. No; these were Indian lauds and were paid for, and 
they were actual settlers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
lands. 

Mr. KELLEY. They were actual settlers on the adjoining land. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. These men got as much land at the Gov- 
ernment price as they would be entitled to, and now they want to vali- 
date that improper doubling of the amount that they would be en- 
titled to. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think you misapprehend the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It was because I wanted correct informa 
tion that I asked the gentleman the questions I am asking. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would state to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
these gentlemen were allowed to enter these lands by the local officer 
at the Topeka land office under a misapprehension of the instructions 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. It was simply a 
technical mistake, and on account of that the Commissioner will not 
issne the patents. All the money has been paid and there is no adverse 
claim. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The technicality, if I anderstand it, is that the 
law has been violated and men have entered more land than they were 
entitled to under the act which permitted them to enter 160 acres. 

Mr. KELLEY. The law has notbeen violated. The directions were 
simply misapprehended by the local land officers at Topeka. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Was it nota violation of the law to let these par- 
ties enter land that they were not entitled to enter under the law ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I think not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You have a strange conception of the law ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I think if the gentleman will examine this matte: 
with me I can explain it to his satisfaction, and I hope he will not 
object. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to look into this mat- 
ter a little further. There was great coniusion during the reading of 
the report, so that I did not hear it distinctly, and I think the matte: 
had better go over. I suppose there are a good many cases of this 
kind. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
Indian reserve. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has the gentleman any data from the Depart- 
ment showing that the number is not greater? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; I have that from the Department; and | 
am also acquainted with the settlers on this land and know the condi- 
tions and know all about the matter. It is in my district. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the 
matter go over until the gentleman gets his data from the Denartment. 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘The report gives the data. ’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the report does not give the data as to 
the number. I did not so understand it. Let the matter go over until 
it ean be further examined, and if itis proper I shall not object to the 
gentleman getting it through at a later time. 


Not to actual settlers ? 


What wasthe amountofland entered under 


3ut they were not actual settlers on these 


I call for the regular order. 
Is there objection to the present consideration ot 


There are probably not over twenty in the whole 


“* 


| 


Now, are any of those alleged entries as 


There were quite a number of these settlers on this 
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The SPEAKER Is there objection ? 

Mr. McMILLIN I object for the present 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have this bill lie ove 
until to-morrow without losing ts p! ice, 

fhe SPEAKER. Witho ( t bill ea > Or ntil to 
morrow. 

* was no ob 
Mr. LODGI Mr. Speake end s 


tions 1529. 1530, and 1531 of the } tint 





i Stat 
relating to the Navv. 
The bill was read, as foll 
[ ¢ { Th i 
be € 1 so as to rea 4 ~ 
ov. s s a 1 e iS ea i i 
As eB: I 3 ate ira i t i a 
I t ume , read asf vs 
— \ s ia la ms « Lace U Ail ‘ ’ 
$3; thos fand ax ) t wot * I t 
’ those of 1 va above, but Ww 000 tons disp ement, as 
ind allthose of less than 1,0 i 1 nent, as fourth rates 
l sect i! ea ided soa ) via 
s 1531. The vessels of the Navy shall be named by the Secretary 
N under the direction of the President, according to the following ru 
attle-ships shall be named after the States of the I , cI saliter tl 
es, unarmored coast-defense vess¢ alter rivers, and ar ored coast-defeus 
ve is after important events or nan i i i the t v { th 
nited States Vessels of special classes shall be rmed approp » th 
service for which they are desig d, 
rhe following amendments recommended by the Committ n Naval 
Aflairs were read : 
In lines 6, 7. and 8, strike out th tion | as proposed and ~ 
in lieu thereof the following 
Sec. 1529. The vessels of the Navy of the United States shall be divided i 
yur classes, and shall be commanded, as nearlv as may be, as follo. First 
and second rates by captains, third rates by commanders, and fourth a by 
tenant-commanders or lieutenant 
In lines 28, 29, 30, 31, and 32, stril g sat shiy t 
named after the States ofthe Uni th 4; unarmored i 
defense vessels after rivers, and ar se se after iportant 
events or names conneeted with the h United States and insert 
i thereof the fi Ww Y Vess« t rate shall bes ! after 
s of the Union: vessels of the te ter cities of the ted 
States essels of the third ra ry r important events or names nected 
‘ ht c navy al history of the { rite i State % and ves ls of t ‘ fo rt sue I er 
akes and rivers of the lt ted States 
lhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pr sent consideration of 


this bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is this a House bill ? 

Mr. LODGE. It is a Senate bill with amendments recommended by 
the House Committee on Naval Affairs. It simply amends the pre 
ent classification and rating of the ships and the method of naming, so 
as to conform to the exigencies of thenew Navy. ‘The Department is 
very desirous of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentleman 
have the bill and amendments printed in the Reco 
and be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam perfectly willing to do that if it is desired, but 


RD and let it go over 


} 
‘ 


he bill is absolutely nothing but a « sifying bill; it carries no ap 
propriation and it is a public measure, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Butitisad m tot ! ry of the 
Navy as to how he shall dispose of officers of the Navy and as to how 
we shall manage the Navy. 

Mr. LODGE, The course proposed by the House amendments fol- 

| lows precisely the present law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


this bill? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Mr. Speaker, I feel that I do not k 
enough about the bill to let it go through at this tin und for t 
present I must object 

» BH. AND W. T. ) . 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan 

. + . . ‘ 
sage of the resolution which I send to the d« 

rhe resolution was read, as follow 

, That t s (H. R, 188 ind 
« a of Ja s HH. Judkins and W am ‘I in 
li e,towether n a 4 ‘ 

red he ¢ rt of sims, in rsua | 
t to aff l assistance and 1 sf to yress an 
ith ivestigation ol ‘ sand 4 
l a 1 rd 4 act to pl t 

( ¥ t I ed States i yurt 
. r iv { . 4 i and 
rej ) Hiou 

I *LAKI ) ! } ynsideration 
this resolution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, It : report had better be read. 

The report (by Mr. M 1) was read, as follows 

1e Committee on War Claims, to rom were referred the billa (H. R 

1 3072) for the relief of the estates of James H. Judkins and William 7 


kins, report as follows 

That these claims are for stores and supplies alleged to have been taken by 
the United States Army during the late war from the claimants’ plantations in 
Montgomery County, Alabama. 


It seems to your comm ittee that an investigation by the Court of Claims isa 





} 
| 
$ 
’ 


eran 


Sea 


— 
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matter of necessity before intelligent action can be had upon these claims, and 
the history of the alleged taking of the property is susceptible of proof; and 
while this is true, the committee desire the benefit of such proof, : 
The committee therefore report herewith a resolution referring these claims 
to the Court of Claims, for a finding of facts, under the provisions of the acts 
approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1857, and recommend its passage. 





Mr. HOLMAN. That resolution provides for referring this claim to 
the Coart of Claims ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why did not the committee make the reference ? 


Mr. HERBERT. I donot know. I asked the committee to do so, | 


but they reported the resolution in this form. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? 

There was no objection, 

The resolution was adopted. 


BATTELLE & EVAN®, 


Mr, JOSEPIL D, TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, be- 
ing a bill (H. R. 3028) for the relief of Battelle & Evans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc,, That the claim of Battelle & Evans growing out of an al- 
leged contract made by them with the United States, through the commissary 
of subsistence and the quartermaster at New Creek, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, in 1862, for the delivery ot beef to the United States Army, and for the re- 
turn of the hides and tallow ofthe animals slaughtered under the said contract 
to some point on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, is hereby referred to the 
Court of Claims for trial and adjudication; and if in such case it shall be shown 
to the court that either of such officers of the Government stipulated and agreed 
with the claimants to deliver the said hides and tallow to or for the use of the 
said Battelle & Evans at some point upon the said railroad,and that the Gov- 
ernment failed to perform said engagement as to the whole or any part of said 
property so agreed4o be delivered, then and in that case the court shall render 
a judgment forany damages that were thereby sustained in favor of the said 
Battelle & Evans, or their legal representatives, and which damages shall be 
found by the court not to have been heretofore paid. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present cousideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. DoLLIVER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (11. R. 3028) for 
the relief of Battelle & Evans, having duly considered the same, report it back 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

In February, 1862, Battelle & Evans entered into a contract with the United 
States to furnish fresh beef to General Lander’s division, then stationed along 
the line of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, between New Creek (now Keyser), 
W. Va., and Cumberland, Md., at a fixed price per pound, reserving to the con- 
tractors the hides and tallow of the slaughtered animals, which, being on the 
hine of the railroad, made this condition a valuable part of the contract. While 
this contract was in force the army, in May, 1862, was ordered into active 
service under General Frémont, and these contractors were directed to follow 
the army on its forward movement and continue to supply it with fresh beef. 
No fixed price was agreed upon, but the commissary assured them that they 
would be fairly dealt with and that the Government would furnish transporta- 
tion for the hides and tallow back to the line of the railroad. 

In pursuance of this arrangement Battelle & Evans followed up the Army 
and supplied it, but when their accounts were presented the accounting officers 
would allow only the price fixed in the written contract, and while the claim 
was being prosecuted before the Departments, which the Court of Claims then 
required to be dome, the statute of limitations barred its presentation to the 
court, 

In 1872 Congress authorized the Court of Claimsto take up and pass upon the 
claim for “cattle and beef sold and delivered ” (17 Stat., 651), but no allowance 
was made for the damage arising by reason of the failure of the United States to 
furnish transportation for the hides and tallow (8 C. Cls. R., pages 299, 305). 

The relief granted by the billonly extends to the claimants the right to pre- 
sent their claim to the Court of Claims, Their failure to present it in time 
grew outof the decision of the Court of Claims in the Clyde case (5 C. Cis. R., 
134) to the effect that the court could not entertain a case until it had finally been 
acted upon in the Departments. The six years’ limitation elapsed while this 
claim was so pending, and when, afterwards, the case was presented to the 
court, the Clyde case having been reversed, the court held the case to be barred. 

We think the claimants ought to have an opportunity to present their claim, 
which, in the first instance, they lost by the erroneous decision of the court in 
the Clyde case. 


TheSPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Speaker, I understand from the reading of 
that bill that it authorizes the Court of Claims to render judgment in 
the case. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Oh, no. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is how the bill reads, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, It was not so intended. 

Mr. KILGORE. It authorizes the court to render judgment and 
gives no right of appeal to the Government. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
STONE], who was chairman of the Committee on War Claims in the 
last House, will remember this case very well, I think. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the bill directs the eourt to render judgment 
for whatever amount shall be found due. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. This isamere reference of the claim to 
the Court of Claims in the ordinary manner, 

Mr. KILGORE. That is not the language of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Ohio is mistaken about the 
bill. It provides that if the court shall find “that the Government 
failed to perform said arrangement as to the whole or any part of said 
property so agreed to be delivered, then and in that case the court shall 
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render a judgment for any damages that were thereby sustained,’’ and 
| 8O On, 


| Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have not seen the bill for a long time, 
Mr. Speaker, and I did not remember that it contained that provision. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is 
anything wrong about that case, and I think the bill ought to pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

| Mr. HAUGEN. Mr, Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged re- 
port. a 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the report will be re- 
ceived, 

There was no objection. 


JOHN J. M’ ELHONE. 
The report was read, as follows: 


* Resolved, Thatthe Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized and 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of John J. 
McElhone, deceased, late Official Reporter of the House, the expenses of his last 
illness and funeral, not to exceed the sum of $500, and a further sum equal to 
one year’s salary at the rate of compensation which said McElhone was receiv- 
ing at the time of his death."’ 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. Henperson, of lowa, respectfully report that John J. 
McElhone was, from the time of the organization of the corps, one of the Official 
Reporters of the House, and, for a number of years preceding his death, the 
chief of thatcorps. His services were continuous and laborious, and performed 
with great skill and ability, and to the entire satisfaction of the various Houses 
to which his services were rendered. The action pro by the resolution is 
pursuant to precedenta in numerous cases, among which may be cited similar 
provisions made for the widows or representatives of William Hincks, an Offi- 
cial Reporter; J. G. Wintersmith, Doorkeeper; and Neill 8. Brown, Reading 
Clerk. Mr. McElhone left a surviving widow and a large family of dependent 
children, and your committee believe that no more deserving case could be 
cited for the action proposed. They therefore recommend the passage of the 
resolution. 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid o 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution, with a recommendation that the amendment of 
the Senate be concurred in: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, August 30, 1890. 

Resolved, That the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives to 
print the Report of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1859 do pass 
with the following amendments: 

In line 4, strike out the word " twenty " and insert in lien thereof “ and bound, 
sixieen.” 

Line 4, after the word ‘ thousand,” insert ‘' copies.’’ 

Line 5, strike out the word “ten” and insert “ eight.’ 

Line 6, strike out “eight’’ and imsert “ twenty.”’ 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to move that the House concur in the amendments of the Senate. 
The amendments were concurred in. 


sce tt EC Et 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAUGEN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the Chair to announce that the regu- 
lar order was the resolution offered by the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. ENLOE]. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, the Chair is prepared to rule upon the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to one or 
two matters before the ruling is made. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, in the outset I wish to call your at- 
tention and that of the House to a case of some celebrity which oc- 
curred in 1856. ; 

I read from the Journal of the House of Representatives, first ses: 
sion, Thirty-fourth Congress, a part of the proceedings of May 23, 1856: 

Mr. Lewis D. Campbell submitted a preamble and resolution, which he sub- 
sequently modified to read as follows, namely: 

hereas, it is represented that on the 22d day of May, 1856, Hon. Preston 8S. 
Brooks and Hon. Lawrence M. Keitt, members of this House from the State 
of South Carolina and other members, either as principals or accessories, per- 
petrated a violent assault on the person of Hon. Charles Sumner, a Senator of 
the United States from the State of Massachusetts, while remaining in his seat 
in the Senate Chamber in performance of duties pertaining to his official sta- 
tion: Therefore é 

Resolved, Thataselect committee of five members be appointed by the Speaker 
to investigate the subject and report the facts, with such resolutions in refer- 


ence theretoas in —?) ent may be proper and necessary for the vindica- 
tion of the character of this House; and that said committee have power to 


send for persons and papers and to employ a clerk ; also, to sit during the ses- 

sions of the House. : 
Mr. made the point of order that no question of privilege was in- 

volved in the proposition, and that it could not supersede the regular order of 

business, 

The Speaker decided that a question of privilege was involved in the propo- 


sition. 
From this decision of the Chair Mr. Clingman appealed; 


—EE 
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Pending which, 

After debate, , 

Mr. Lewis D. Campbell moved that the appeal be laid on the table; 

And the question being put, 

It was decided in the affirmative. 

An investigation was had, and the result was, as I recollect, the ex- 
pulsion of Mr. Brooks from the House; so that the subsequent action 
of this body was in perfect accord with its declaration that the assault 
upon Mr. Sumner, a Senator, by a member of the House of Represeut- 
atives, was a violation of the dignity and character of the House. | The 
relations of the House and the Senate being so closely connected in the 
direction of legislation and in the government of the countay the 
House deemed this conduct on the part of a member of this body 
towards a member of the other branch of Congress a violation of its 
dignity and character. ; 

Now what have we here? The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. EN- 
LOE] had read yesterday from the REcoRD a portion of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. KENNEDY]. _ I will nottake up time 
in having those remarks reread; but I think I may say, with the as- 
sent of the House, that that speech of the gentleman trom Ohio grew 
out of his discontent with the action of a Senator irom the State of 
Pennsylvania in relation to the order of business in the Senate; that 
he was so indignant over the action of that Senator that he proceeded 
to denounce him in the most violent language; that by reason of such 
action that Senator was denounced as a criminal, as a traitor, in con- 
nection with matters before that body; that he was charged as co-ope- 
rating with another Senator in the betrayal of the obligations he owed 
to the country. ; ’ 

Noy, if a personal assault growing, perhaps, out of opprobrious 
words in the beginning, is a matter for this House to take notice of, I 
submit that whenever a member of this body arraigns a Senator of the 
United States as a felon, as a traitor, by reason of his conduct in refer- 
ence to legislation in the Senate, there can be no question that the dig- 
nity and character of this House are assailed. If there were any ques- 
tion here, the public interest manifested throughout the country de- 
picts the popular conception of the attitude of the gentleman from 
Ohio in connection with this matter, and of the duty of the two Houses 
in relation thereto. 

This is no party question. It rises higher thanthat. Iam not here 
to inquire whether the gentleman trom Ohio has made charges that are 
true; I am not here to vindicate the character of the Senator from 


Pennsylvania. . These are matters with which none of us have aught 
todo. But the character, the dignity of this House, is a matter with 


which we have todo and for which the people of this country will 
hold us, and ought to hold us, to a rigid responsibility. 

Sir, it is too commonly conceded to-day, and too much justified, that 
there have been for many years unpardonable violations of the dignity 
and decorum of the House df Representatives. Passing from such 
manifestations, growing out of the heat of debate, we are here brought 
into the presence of a case where a member of a co-ordinate legislative 
body is deliberatively, carefully, solemnly arraigned and denounced 
for his conduct as a Senator of the United States. Will it be said that 
the gentleman from Ohio spoke not of a Senator, but of the chairman 
of the Republican national committee? What had the chairman of 
the Republican national committee to do in the Senate Chamber in the 
direction of business? It was the Senator that was alluded to, and 
the designation of him as chairman of the Republican national com- 
mittee is merely a device to escape the responsibility to this House for 
the indecorum in relation to the pending matter. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is not only to that view of the question that we 
are to give consideration at this time. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr, BAYNE] has offered an amendment which seems to me en- 
tirely proper, proposing to expunge the speech from the Recorp. 
Even if this proposition stood alone, the question of privilege would be 
sustained. Any matter affecting or touching the official record of the 
debates in the House presents a question of privilege. Whether a 
speech of this character and for these purposes shall be preserved in the 
record of debates is a question of the highest privilege and has been so 
a by the House. The gentleman from Tennessee has cited Rule 

Questions of privilege shali be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity,and the integrity of its proceedings. 

Then, again, I ask attention to the practice of the House as stated 
in the Manual: 

Whenever the Speaker is of the opinion that a question of privilege is in- 
volved in a proposition, he must entertain it in preference toany other business, 

Again: 

And when a proposition is submitted which relates to the Pe ileges of the 


House, it is his duty to entertain it, at least to the extent o submitting the 
question to the House as to whether or not it presents a question of privilege. 


In connection with this statement the Manual cites the action of 


several Congresses indicating the practice at various stages of our his- 
tory that in such case the Chair shall at least entertain the proposition 
to the extent of submitting to the House the question whether it is a 
matter of privilege. 


Mr. Speaker, I have said this much simply because as a member of 
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an earnest desire, in the light of the practice and rules of the Hous« 
itsel!, to do what is seemly and proper on such an occasion. I wish to 
disavow on my own part any connection, or even desired connection, 
with the controversy between the prominent persons involved. That 
is a matter for themselves, and I only ask that this House shall do 
what is seemly and becoming in the premises; that which is due to 
itself and to the Senate of the United States. 

The SPEAKEK. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to sub: 
the amendment I offered yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. That question is not yet 

Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would not be understood as deciding that 
a question of thischaracter had precedence over an election case except 
under the peculiar circumstances in which this has been brought up 
The Chair states that simply as a matter of preliminary consideration. 

There can be no doubt that legislative proceedings dependent upon 
two branches—two co-ordinate branches—would be very much im 
peded if personal and improper reflections were allowed in the one 
body on the members of the other. This fact is so plain, so well es- 
tablished and understood that it seems unnecessary to say a word in 
regard toit. It is founded upon that principle which causes the mem 
bers of the House of Representatives to speak of each other and to ad- 
dress each other in debate by a phrase rather than by name. It is 
intended as far as possible to keep personal feeling out of public leg- 
islation, and the Chair is very glad, not only for the advantage of the 
relations existing between the House and Senate, but for the advantage 
of the relations of the members themselves to each other and to the 
Chair, that this question should be passed upon in such manner as will 
make an impression upon us all. 

The Chair therefore overrules the point of order, and the res 
is now before the Ilouse for consideration and 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker-— 

Mr. ENLOE addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the 
is entitled to the first recognition. 

Mr. BAYNE, I ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he will not 


iit a few remarks on 


lution 


ition 


gentleman from Tennessee 


| yield to me to offer a resolution? 


Mr. ENLOE, I have a resolution pending. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
yield to have this resolution read for information ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will yield to allow the gentleman from Pennsy 
vania to have the resolution read for information. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I[ submit the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the foregoing resolution, submitted by Mr. Exnor, and the 
amendment by Mr. BAYNE, together with the said speech of Mr. Kexnepy 
therein referred to, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instruc 
tions to carefully examine said speech and the rules, orders, and practice regu 
lating and coutrolling order in debate in the House of Representatives, and 
make such report thereon to the House for immediate consideration within 
three days as the said committee may deem proper and suitable in the prem- 
ises. And less than a majority of said committee shail constitute a quorum for 
this purpose. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, I would address my friend from Tennessee and 
ask him if he is not willing to accept that resolution for the purpose 
of settling this matter. 

Mr. ENLOE, 1 do not think I ean yield for that. 

Mr. BAYNE. It will require a very early report from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. As will be seen, it provides for this within three 
days. Iunderstand that the committee will meet to-morrow morning, 
and on to-morrow morning at the meeting of the committee they can 
consider the resolution and the next morning submit their report to the 
House for its action. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania why 
he selects the Judiciary Committee. It is simply a question relating 
to the rules of the House, not a judicial question. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have nospecial prelerence; the Committee on Rules 
would answer my purpose just as well. I supposed the Committee on 
the Judiciary, being an old and conservative committee, having also 
more time than the Committee on Rales, would have better opportu- 
nities to consider the matter fully in the light in which it ought to be 
considered. 

I would ask my friend from Tennessee to accept this amend ment and 
let the matter come before the House in that shape. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for aio 
ment ? 

Mr. McMILLIN: Does notthe gentleman from Pennsylvania think 
there is but one thing that can be done in the premises ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido think that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, I agree with you on that point, and the 
less delay there is in doing that thing the better. 

Mr. BAYNE. I submit to my friend from Tennessee that, if this 
matter is considered by the committee and it makes its report, that re- 
port would form apart of the archives of this body, and the reasons for 
the action taken could be given in a jadicial shape, and not in adesul- 
tory discussion or in the heat of debate. Emanating as it would from 


if he will not 


rete TET —————— 


this House it seemed to me that we should consider this question with | the Committee on the Judiciary, which committee had considered the 
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matter, it would be in better form not only for a precedent, but for this Hence there can be no proceeding to censure this member. The time 


identical case, than any other action that could be taken with regard 
to it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, in response to the question of the gen- 
tleman I will state that I see no occasion for sending this resolution to 
the Judiciary Committee or any other committee of this House. We 
have had some experience in the reference of matters of this character 
to committees with the expectation that reports would be made in a 
reasonable time. I remember that I had a question of privilege that 
was personal to myself which was referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, and up to the present time there has been no report from that 
committee on that qu stion of privilege. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me a word 
right there? 1 suppose the gentleman refers to a resolution now pend- 
ing. Allow me to state that thedelay in that case bas been occasioned 
solely by the absence of the party who is charged in the resolution. 
He is expected back soon, and the arrangement has been made to pur- 
sue the inquiry at once, and it will be completed at the earliest pos- 
sible moment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad to know that we are 
likely to get that question out of the hands of the Judiciary Committee 
and before the House, but I want to say on this resolution and this 
proposition that the reasons assigned by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Bayne] for desiring to refer this particular resolution to 
the Committee on the Judiciary do not strike my mind as sufficient. 
There is no judicial question involved. There is ne question of factor 
law to be determined by any committee. The facts are before this 
House. The law is known to every member of this House who pre- 
tends to have any knowledge of parliamentary law, so that there can 
be no purpose in referring it to the Judiciary Committee that I can see, 
unless it be to gain time for some purpose that does not appear. 

Now, I think this House has delayed action upon this matter quite 
as long as it can afford to do, in justice to the Honse itself. The mat- 
ter should have been acted upon at the time the words were spoken, 
but for one week afterward it remained without any kind of criticism 
from any source in this House or in the other branch of this legislative 
body. And when it appeared in the Recorp I waited to see if I could 
find, and I made inquiry to see if I eonld find some gentleman upon 
the other side of the House who was going to take it upon himself to 
offer a resolution of this character. I was not able to find that any- 
body was willing or ready to assume the responsibility of offering the 
resolution; and, while I am no more concerned about the honorand the 
dignity of this House than numbers of gentlemen upon the other side 
and upon this side, too, I felt that the delay had been qnite sufficient, 
and that it was time that we should meet the demand of the country 
and vindicate this body from the common charge that is made against 
it that we are converting it into a bear-garden. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will be ready to act upon this 
question and to act upon it speedily. Ido not want todo any injustice 
to the gentleman trom Ohio [Mr. Kennepy]. Ido not want toenter 
upon any criticism of his conduct or language, other than in a parlia- 
mentary way; but I do want this House to act without any formality 
of sending a resolution toa committee that involves noquestion of fact 
or law to be determined, and bringing it back to this House, when the 
House is now as ready to act upon it as if it had been in'the bands of 
the Judiciary Committee and were here with a report to sustain it. If 
the Judiciary Committee were to make a report, { do not know what 
the character of that report would be. I suppose no reason would be 
given for the passage of this resolution that has not been or will not 
be given by some member in the discussion in the House. 

We are making the record now. We are making the archives now 
upon this question that will go down as a part of the history of it. 
And while this speech may be stricken out of the Recorp by the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that strik- 
ing out of the Recorp is a mere fiction. ‘This matter has gone to the 
country. It was Aeliberately spoken. It was delivered from manu- 
script. It was deliberately revised for a week. It was returned and 
printed in the Recorp of this House, and there is no reason that I can 
conceive of why the House does not fully understand the question 
and why it can not act upon it within one hour as well as within one 
week, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to my colleague from Tennes- 
see [Mr. McMILLrn]. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the rule on this subject, or the rule 
that should have controlled this matter when the speech in question 
was made, provides that: 

i. Ifany member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the House, 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, eall him to order; in which case he 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, 
to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without de- 


bate, etc 
Clause 5 of that rule provides that: 


5. Ifamember is called to order for words spoken in debate, the member call 
ing him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they shall be taken 
down in writing at the Clerk's desk and read aloud to the House; but he shall 
not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, if 
further debate or other business has intervened. 


to call him to order has passed, but there is one thing, and only one 
thing, that the House can do. The House owes to itself a duty, if it 
does not owe it to anybody else on earth, and that is to purge its Rec- 
ORD of the unparliamentary matter found in the speech of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY]. Now, I would have no objection to 
referring this matter to the Committee on the Judiciary if referred to 
any committee. That is a painstaking and judicious body of men, 
who would act as fairly as any men could; but the question is, what is 
the use of a reference of this to any committee? 

As I indicated to my friend from Pennsy]vania a moment ago, there 
is but one thing todo. Donotdelay action. You can not censure the 
member, you can not expel him, and you can not afford toallow your 
records to remain thus encumbered with vile or calumnious utterances. 
He deliberately violated the rulesof the House. I say “‘ deliberately ;’’ 
and why? Because the gentleman from Ohio rose in his place and, not 
ina fervent, impetuous, and impromptu speech, but with a deliberately 
written, cold manuscript before him, read off that for which if he had 
spoken it on the street of any spirited man he would not have gone un- 
punished. 

I am not here to defend the Senator he attacked; I am not here to 
say anything about the subject-matter of his attack; Iam not here, 
Mr. Speaker, to say anything about the truth of the charges against 
that Senator or whether they are true or untrue. They may be true 
for aught I know; they may be false. That is not the question before 
this House. For the purposes of this resolution it is immaterial whether 
they are true or false. The question is, Have the rules of the House 
been observed, and does the speech of the gentleman come up to that 
requisition that should be made of any member who proposes to per- 
petuate himself at public expense? 

1 spoke of ‘‘calumny’’ awhile ago, because he attacked the whole 
Senate. Arethere no honestmenthere? if there are not, the country 
is in a very bad fix. There are men there he would not assail else- 
where, and they must not be assailed here. 

We have now been in session nearly nine mouths, and I think I speak 
inside of the record and inside of the known history of this House when 
I say that there has not been before nine months of such consecutive dis- 
order in this House. It has not been the heaping of abuse by Demo- 
cratic members on Republican members or Republican members on 
Democratic members, but it has been that kind of wrangling that does 
not depend upon politics forits base. It affords me no pleasure; I say 
it with blushing and with shame that we have had scenes upon the 
floor, often upon that side of the House, in which Democrats were not 
concerned, where language was used that I would not repeat here or 
elsewhere, ending finally with a fist-fight. We have taken no sort of 
cognizance of these offenses at all. 

One member was censured on this side; but there have been half a 
dozen times when language was used that was vastly more flagrant in 
violation of the rules than his was or could even be claimed to be. 

Is this not to have any end? Is this to be converted into a bear- 
garden? Is this to be a body where the pugilist and not the statesman 
is to be the one who is in chief requisition? If so, delay will accel- 
erateit; ifso, non-action will accelerate it. If that is to be inaugurated, 
the dilly-dallying that we propose to enter upon here will be a fit pre- 
cursor of the condition that is to come at last. 

For one, Mr. Speaker, I think we should act, and act now. This 
resolution may not be exactly what every member wants; if not, 
amend it. It may be that it shall require other provisions; if so, in- 
sert them; but this House is able now, and it ought to be ready now, 
to take this matter up and dispose of it as it should be disposed of. 
It waited, evidently, in the hope that when the gentleman from Ohio 
should print his speech he would at least make it what it should be 
in the Recorp. But he comes back seeming to have studied day and 
night to determine how far he could go in speaking against the rule 
and not subject himself to the rules. If he intended to change his 
speech, why did he not come and say, ‘‘ In a moment of passion I ut- 
tered these words and I propose to make the amende honorable; and 
whatever my private opinions are [ will keep them to myself when I 
am addressing the public?” 

Why did he not come forward and say: ‘‘I am ready to make the 
amende honorable, and to at least give my voice in favor of judicious, 
calm, and statesmanlike proceedings in this House?’’ But up to this 
good hour he has never retracted. The speech which is printed is as 
offensive and unparliamentary as the first. As [ stated in the begin- 
ning, I am not speaking of the truth of the speech; but I state the fact 
that if a penitentiary convict had shed his stripes and gone into the 
Senate and become a Senator he could not thus have been spoken of with- 
out the violation of our rules. The rules will still control and the 
rules should and must be rved. 

Here the hammer fell. 
. STEWART, of Vermont. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr.Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermort. I would like to know what question 
is now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question now pending is the adoption of the 
resolution presented by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 
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Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Did not the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] yesterday offer an amendment to that resolu- 
tion or was it by way of asubstitute? The gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania on yesterday offered a resolution, and I understood that it was 
by way of an amendment to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, 


Mr. ENLOE. I stated I was willing to accept that amendment. 


The SPEAKER. That was prior to the decision of the point of 
order, and consequently the amendmentcould not then be entertained. | 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman from 


Tennessee is willing to accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
lvania. 

Pee STEWART, of Vermont. If thatisso, I would like to have the 

resolution in its modified form read, so that the House may know ex- 

actly what is the pending question. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not yet had a chance to formally offer the 
amendment, have intended to do it at the first opportunity. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania sent it up to be 
read for the information of the House, and I notified him that I would 
be willing to accept the amendment, and I am perfectly willing now 
that it shall be taken as a part of my resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, What is the amendment? 

Mr. ENLOE. It proposes to strike from the Recorp the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY]. 

The SPEAKER. 
is offered as a substitute or as an additional resolution. 

Mr. BAYNE. As an additional resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be considered as pend- 


ing. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then, Mr. Speaker, where is the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAyNe] this morning? Is 
that pending ? 

The SPEAKER. That was read simply for information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 


Committee on the Judiciary the question pending before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands not. 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Speaker, I give notice now that at the expiration 
of one hour | shall move the previous question. I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, a single remark made by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr, ENLOE] makes it proper perhaps that I 


should say a word or two with respect to the circumstances under | 
which the speech of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] was | 


delivered. The time of the House being in charge of the Committee 
or Elections and the House being engaged in the discussion of the 
contested-election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge, the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] requested that he be assigned a portion of the | 


time. It was agreed with him that he shonld have a certain time 
upon condition that he should occupy it after the ordinary hour of 


adjournment, 5 o'clock, and, pursuant to that arrangement, the speech | 


of the gentleman from Obio was made after 5 o’clock. This explains 
why it was that he was not called to order when he was delivering his 
speech. The reason was that the members who were perhaps most 
interested in calling him to order were absent from the House, and the 
time when the speech was delivered, and the unusual hour also, per- 
haps, excuses the members of the Pennsylvania delegation at least for 
being absent from the House. 


On the succeeding day, the speech of the gentleman not being printed | 


in the Recorp, but an abstract of it appearing in the newspapers, cer- 
tain members of the Pennsylvania delegation, of whom I was one, con- 
sulted as to the propriety of offering a resolution in substantially the 
same terms as the one now pending. The resolution was formally 
drawn and was ready to be offered, but upon consultation with a num- 


ber of gentlemen, upon both sides of the House, better skilled in par- | 


liamentary law than I was, the conclusion was arrived at that such a 
resolution would not be in order in the absence of a citation of the 
language complained of. In other words, it was agreed that the House 
could not be called on to pass upon the speech and criticise a member 
for using certain language when the language itself was not before the 
House, and therefore it was determined that no resolution should be 
offered until the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] should have 


— his remarks in the RECORD so that they could be officially be- | 
re the House. This explains why no notice was taken of the matter | 


until yesterday, the speech of the gentleman from Ohio having been 

printed only on Sunday morning last, and it also, as it seems to me, 

— the gentlemen criticised by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
NLOE]. 


Mr. ENLOE. I want to say to the gentleman that I did not make 
that remark in any spirit of criticism. 


Mr. DALZELL. Well, the gentleman said that he had made in- | 
quiry, and that he did not find that there was any intention to offer a | 
It was discussed on both sides ' 


resolution, ‘There was such intention. 
of the House, and some gentlemen on this side [the Democratic side ] 


could, if it were necessary, bear witness that I consulted with them 
about it. 
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The Chair does not know whether the amendment | 


Is not the | 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to refer this matter to the 


LOLOS 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that there is any diff 


rence of 
opinion between members upon eithe: 


side of the House as to the prope 


| disposition of this matter. I think we all agree that the question at 
issue is not whether the assertions made in the speech of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr, KENNEDY] are true or false. I think we all 

| agree that the question at issue is, not the honor of any Senator or the 
honor of the Senate of the United States, but the honor the House 
itself, and it seems to me to be an unimportant question whether this 
resolution shall be disposed of by i ediat i whe r itshall 

| go to acommittee—unimport , I mean, as to tl ilt, because I be 

| lieve there will be substantial unanimity with r t to the final a 

| position of it. 

| Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me in his time I wish 

to ask him, first, whether he thinks the resolution of the gent! 

| from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], a resolution looking toward an a 


| to aco-ordinate branch, is a proper one or in accordance with 
| mentary usage; and, second, as to the resolution of the gentlema 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], which the gentleman from Tenn 
see has accepted and which proposes to exclude the whole of the sp 
of the gentleman from Ohio from the ConGRE NAL REcorD, doe 
the gentleman think that resolution proposes the proper course? It 
seems to me that possibly that may not be the proper thing to do, for 
the reason that, while portions of the speech are manifestly in the teeth 
| of parliamentary usage and should be stricken out, the larger pon 
tion of it in no way reflects upon the Senate or upon any Senator in 
his official capacity, and is not in any inseparable way connected with 
| the objectionable matter. If an objectionable remark or an unparlia 
mentary remark goes into the RECORD in a speech, should the whole 
| speech therefore be stricken out or only the objectionable portion ? 
suggest these points to the gentleman from Pennsylvania as beari! 
upon the propriety of voting down the previous question and letti: 
| this matter go to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions 
| to report within three days. 

Mr. DALZELL. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois, I will say 
that I think the suggestion he makes goes large] 
osition to send this matter to the Judiciary Committee. Of course it 
would be improper for the House to exclude from the Recorp that 


y in favor of the prop 


which is in itself entirely proper, and it does not seem to me that the 
House, as a House, is in a condition to select from the speech in ques 


tion what ought to go into the Recorp and what ou 

therefore, there would be no harm done by sendi 

| committee which could judicially report upon it. 
| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining 
The SPEAKER. If the Chair is correct, the gentleman has 
twenty-five minutes; but the Chair is not about tl 

count. 
Mr. ENLOE. 


ht not. ! think 


ng the matter toa 


, 


quite certain 


| 
In accordance with promise, I now yield five 
| utes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKktns]. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, yesterday when this resolution was 
| offered by the gentleman from Tennessee, foilowed by a proposition 
| of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to eliminate from 
| the Record the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, I made the mo- 
| tion to send these propositions to the Committee on the Judiciary. On 
| mature reflection, I heartily approve of the motion submitted this 
| morning by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to direct the committee 
| to report to the House within as brief a time as possible, 
| may be taken on the question by the Hous 
ment 

It is not necessary for me, in support of the position I take on thi 
question, to indulge in any intemperate language regarding the ger 
tleman from Ohio or to criticise any of the statements that he ha 
made. This is a matter which it seems to me should properly go 
fore acommittee. If the gentleman desires to meet the charge of h 
ing violated parliamentary rule, he can bimself appear belore the ¢ 
mittee and either defend the action which he has taken in making th 
speech or make such apology as in his judgment may be prop: 
premises, 

Another reason why it seems to me that matter should 
committee is that the resolution as framed is n 
will command theapproval of all the members of 


so that action 
before the final adjourn 


n th 
zo to a 


h @ proposition a 


this House. 


It con- 


| tains some things that they approve and some to which they object 
This matter should not be carried through the House in a spirit si: 
ilar to that which, as the gentleman from Tennessee complains, char 
acterizes the language which his resolution censures. 
There is another point to which I desire to call the attention of the 
| House. My colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has well said that 
| certain portions of the speech of the gentleman from Ohio are not in 
| violation of any parliamentary law, that they express the truth in 
chaste and elegant language, and that it would be improper for this 


House, and even beyond its constitutional power, to eliminate those 
portions of the speech from the permanent Recorp. 

Then there is anotherconsideration. Ifthe objectionable portions of 
the speech of the gentleman from Ohio are to be eliminated from the 
Record, what is to be done with the speech that was made yesterday by 
| the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Extor], who, under the guise of 
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censuring what had been done by the gentleman from Ohio, embodied 
in his remarks the most objectionable features of the entire speech, 
the features which reflect most strongly upon the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania and upon the Senate as a body? The language thus cited by 
the geutieman trom Tennessee and republished by him in connection 
with his remarks will become a permanent part of the records of this 
House and of Congress if the speech of the gentleman from Tennessee is 
not also eliminated from the Recorn, 

Now, it seems to me that the only reasonable thing this House can 
do in the premises is to refer this matter to one of the great commit- 
tees of the House, composed of some of the ablest members of this 
body, men who will not act intemperately or impulsively upon this 
question, but will look the matter over and determine deliberatively 
what the dignity of the House demands and ascertain where the line 
should properly be drawn in regard to parliamentary language in this 
Honse. 

This is not the only offense against parliamentary decorum that has 
been committed during this session of Congress. If my memory serves 
me correctly, the Speaker of this House bas been characterized here in 
Janguage as severe as you will find in thisspeech. I remember, Mr. 
Speaker, that one of the members from the State of Missouri [Mr. 
STONE], in a speech upon the subject of pension legislation, character- 
ized the President of the United States and his Cabinet officers in Jan- 
guage quite as severe as any remarks you will find in the speech of the 
gentleman from Ohio. I submit, therefore, that this matter should go 
to a committee who will investigate the whole subject and will give us 
a report embodying the experience of a hundred years of legislation 
under the Constitution, which report may serve as a guide for action 
in cases of this kind in all future time. 

Mr. ENLOE. I now yield six minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BreckrnripGs]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, the precedent we are to es- 
tablish is more important than the influence of our action on this par- 
ticular case. I have no feeling in this matter except for the preserva- 
tion of harmony between the two branches of Congress, and certainly 
no desire to inflict any censure upon either the gentleman from Ohio 
or the Senator criticised by him, or to make any criticism now on 
the party to which they both belong. 

I was present when the speech of the gentleman from Ohio was de- 
livered. The gentleman then presiding as Speaker pro tempore indu- 
bitably heard what the gentleman from Ohio said, for that gentleman 
delivered his remarks with great earnestness and with a clear voice, 
though he read from manuscript. There were present enough mem- 
bers to call him to order if anybody had desired to do so. Perhaps all 
on this side felt at the moment somewhat as I did, that it was a sort of 
family fight between a Republican Representative, a Republican House, 
a Republican Speaker, a Repablican Senator, and a Republican Senate, 
on an occasion which illustrated our exceedingly defective mode of 
treating an election case. The speech was pretendedly made upon an 


livered on the floor of the House except in the mere change of phrase- 
ology in some parts. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the House has but one of two things to do as to 
the Senate. I am not speaking of what the House onght to do as to 
the gentleman from Ohio. That question is not before us; nor what 
the House ought to do as to itself; nor as to the question of expunging 
all or portions of thespeech from the RecorD. These are independent 
questions. We may expunge what is there. “That is one question. 
We may or may not say that what the geutleman from Ohio has done 
deserves the censure of this body. That is between the House and the 
gentleman. But the question before us, the graver question, the one 
with which we are now confronted, and the only question, is, what is 
the duty of the House to the Senate; what ought we to do as to the 
Senate; what do our relations to the co-ordinate branch of the legisla- 
tive department of the Government under the circumstances presented 
require? . 

The SPEAKER. The time ot the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a 
few moments longer. 

Mr. ENLOE. I yield four minutes longer to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If we have permitted a wrong by allowing 


esy which ought to prevail between these two bodies and if that is 
our deliberate judgment, then of course the proper thing to do is to 
frankly and at once so declare in this public manner. If a gentleman 
is thoroughly convinced that he has done a wrong, be needs no court 
of arbitration to make him prompt to repair that wrong. If the gen- 
tlema to whom he has done the wrong is a copartner with him in 
delicate matters, where they must constantly consult, he is prompter 
on his part to disavow the wrong, to repair it, and to apologize for it. 

No committee can make it plainer than the facts as they appear 
that the gentleman from Ohio has overstepped the line that ought to 
mark parliamentary intercourse between the two Houses. He did 
what he did without permission. Let us not disguise that fact or con- 
tend about words. On the floor of the House, standing in his place as 
a Representative, with the Representativesabout him, and the Speaker 
in the chair, he did utter these words to which at that time, which 
was the proper time, no exception was taken. They became ours as to 
the Senate by oursilence when they were uttered. If they overstepped 
that line, as weare now convinced that they did, itneeds no committee, 
it requires no investigation, it demands no judicial scrutiny to acquaint 
us with that fact; and all such proceedings are simply to improperly 
delay and prevent us from frankly admitting the fact and making rep- 
aration. 

Without any bitterness, without any other implied censure to the 
gentleman from Ohio than is contained in that reparation, without any 
appearance of being forced to a courteous act, without being driven to 
it by the force of public opinion, as soon as the wrong is published 
election case. It must have been known to the gentlemen in charge of | the duty of the House, it seems to me, is to frankly say to the Senate 
that case that it was not intended to refer to the case. It had all the | that these utterances made on the floor, without the gentleman who 
appearance of having been premeditated, agreed upon, and delivered | uttered them being called to order, require of us a frank and prompt 
with the consent of the managers of the election case and of that side | acknowledgment of a violation of parliamentary courtesy to our co- 
of the House. ordinate branch of the Government. 

Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman will permit me to say that I was {Here the hammer fell.] 
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not present at the time the speech was delivered; I had no notice of Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 


the character of the speech to be delivered; and if I had had notice of Mr. ENLOE. I promised to yield three minutes to the gentleman 
its character I would have protested against any such speech coming in. | from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs]. I will yield to the gentleman later. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have no doubt the gentleman’s statement Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, if this question is to be finally settled 
is entirely correct. It illustrates precisely what I was saying. The | to-day, all that we say or do in connection with it will make a parlia- 
gentleman [ Mr. Row&.1.] is the chairman of the Elections Committee; | mentary precedent; and I fear that something said by my friend from 
the House is engaged at the time in trying an election case; and the | Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] might be regarded as making an unfort- 
gentleman turns over the charge of that election case to the gentleman | unate precedent, all the worse because of his well known ability and 
from Ohio, without any knowledge of any sort that the discussion was | standing in the House. 
to be about the matter with which the House had solemnly charged I knew that my friend [Mr. DALZELL] had prepared a resolution on 
him. Now, I do not mean to say that any gentleman of the Elections | this subject long ago. I knew that he was waiting until the re- 
Committee knew precisely what the gentleman from Ohio was going | marks in question appeared in the Recorp. I argued with him that 
to say; but they all knew he was not going to say anything about that | it was not. necessary to wait until they had appeared, because if that 
case, for it was understood that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEN- | were the rule the House might find itself in a position some time of 
NEDY] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] were each of | being without any possible remedy, though it might be clear such rem- 
them in a condition that required the healthiul delivery of a speech | edy should be applied. 
that afternoon upon guestions connected with general election matters, My friend from Pennsylvania said that he came to that conclusion 
and not particularly with the facts of the pending case. after consulting among leading gentlemen on both sides of the House. 

Now, this has been done. The gentleman has published his speech. | Now, I want to dissent irom that view of the case. If a member of 
He has revised it somewhat, but I think it but due to the gentleman | this body can make an objectionable speech in this Hall and it is not 
to say that I listened to the speech with attention while it was being | noticed at the time, and if the House, however strong the occasion 
delivered and have read it with care, and I do not think that he has | might be, can not take notice of it until it is actually printed in the 
revised itso as to change materially any substantia: feature of it. | Recorp, it might never have an opportunity to take such notice at 


There are some expressious which have been changed, but the speech | all, because it may pot be printed in the Recorp until the very last 
as printed, in all material parts, as far as I can judge from memory, is | day of the session. 

the speech that was delivered upon the floor of the House. Therefore I admit, of course, that it is desirable to wait until the remarks actu- 
he is not subject to a criticism made in this discussion that by some | ally appear in the Recorp, if the delay is not too great. But I say 
device in changing phrases or in some other way the revision of the | what I do at this time simply because if the question is disposed of to- 
speech was done with a view to so change it as to escape responsibility. | day the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania ought not, in 
There is nothing in the printed speech that differs from the speech de- | connection with his statement that he had consulted leading members 


a member of this House to overstep the bounds of parliamentary court- 
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of the House, togo without some dissent, because they might be regarded, 
as I have said, as a precedent, to which I certainly tor one can not 
assent. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

seed ode of Georgia. 
this p f , 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] a modification of his resolution. Isuggest that 
he leave out all those words in the resolution which require a message 
to be sent to the Senate, and leave the resolution so that it will read: 

Resolved, That the House reprobates and condemns the unpa rliamentary lan- 
guage, etc, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, if I may be allowed, I will accept that 
as an amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. Ideny 
the right of the gentleman from Tennessee to accept the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Georgia to strike out any of the language trom this 
resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Georgia can move to amend. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I suggest the amendment to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, whose resolution is now pending, and which 
he can modify, as I understand, at his own option, according to the es- 
tablished practice. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not so understand. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. ENLOE]) 
will allow that amendment to be made. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will modify the resolution in accordance with the 
suggestion, and if necessary will offer it formally. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The point raised by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
ROSVENOR] is you can not do that. 

Mr. ENLOE. What is the decision of the Chair on the point of or- 
der? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, 
the House? 

The SPEAKER, The House will please be in order, so that the 
Chair can hear what is said. It might conduce to the Chair’s under- 
standing something about it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, my suggestion tothe gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is that he modify this resolution so as to omit 
those words which contempiate a special message to the Senate on the 
subject, and simply leave it a resolution of condemnation upon the 
language used by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY], so that 
modified it will read: 


Resolved, That the House reprobates and condemns the unparliamentary lan- 
guage, etc. 

And as I understand the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], 
he is willing to modify his resolution in accordance with the sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

The SPEAKER, 
GROSVENOR }. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that that is an amend- 
ment to a resolution pending before the House. The gentleman from 
Tennessee has given notice that at the end of his time he will demand 
the previous question upon the passage of this resolution. Now he 
yields the floor for the purpose of making an amendment—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Ohio show the Chair any 
instance where a member proposing a resolution had been refused the 
right to modify it before a vote was taken on the demand for the pre- 
vious question ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If he makes it in the form of a motion; but has 
he the right to modify it? My objection is that he can not do it by con- 
senting to a modification without the House has an opportunity to vote 
upon it. 

The resolution is in the possession of -the House just as much as 
though it was a bill, and it is here for adoption or rejection. The 
changing of that resolution is an amendment to the resolution, by 
striking out or moditying. The Honse, having the resolution in its 
possession, has the right to be heard upon that question and to decide 
the question whether it shall be modified or not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the law upon this 
subject is that I may amend or modify before the previous question 
has been voted, and [ would like to have a ruling of the Chair upon 
that point. 

The SPEAKER. Can the gentleman from Ohio furnish the Chair 
with any authorities in support of his proposition? The Chair under- 
stands it has been the uniform practice that gentlemen may modify 
their resolutions if they wish to betore the previous question is voted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I do not understand that the author of a bill, 
who brings it into the House, stands in any different relation than any 
other member of the House. This would cut off all debate on this reso- 
lution, standing as it doea, and would destroy the right of the friends 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] to be heard on the ques- 
tion, by moditying it and taking away the only chance we have to carry 


Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to discuss 


Does the Chair understand the question before 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order-—— 
The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
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position at all, but merely to suggest to the gentleman from | 


| 
| 
cuss for an hour; at the end of that 
| 
| 
| 


{ & 
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the majority of the House in opposition to the previous question and 
in favor of the proposition to send it to a committee that will modify 
it. That is exactly what is being proposed here. 

The SPEAKER. The House has this matter under its entire con- 
trol. It it does not desire that this resolution be voted for in the form 
in which it is presented by the gentleman who has charge of it, the 
House can so indicate by voting @own the previous question, and there- 
upon the control of the measure will be transferred to the other side. 

All these principles and methods of procedure ure pertectly well 
known to the Heuse, have been the daily custom, and there have been 
daily examples of action under them. The Chair sees no difficulty 
about the question, so far as the control of the House is concerned. 
The gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. ENLOE] has charye of the meas- 
ure, because he introduced it, and that measure he has a right to dis- 
time he has the right to demand 

the previous question, and the House has a right to refuse it if it 
chooses. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, how muchtime have I remaining, Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. 

| ing. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I accept the modification suggested by 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], and the resolution in that 
shape is now before the House, as I understand it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

| yield just for a moment 

Mr. ENLOE, I will yield to the gentleman one minute. 

| Mr. STEWART, of Vermont 
| as to a further modification. 


‘The gentleman has twenty-two minutes remain 


Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will 


I desire to make another sugvestion 
I suggest to the gentleman trom Tennes- 
see that he substitute for the word ‘* reprobate,’’ which I do not think 
is a very choice word in that connection, because condemnation fol 
lows, and that is reprobation enough, the word ‘‘ disapprove; ’’ so that 
the resolution will read: ‘‘To disapprove and condemn.”’ 

Mr. ENLOE. I will accept that modification of the resolution. I 
now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
CANDLER]. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 


Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to 
referring this resolution toa committee. 


! 
| I believe that the House after 
this debate, and aiter what we know, after considering this subject 
| for ten days, is qualified to act upon it, and act promptly. I do not 
know what parliamentary objection there may be ingeniously suggested, 
but I think it is a good plan to make a precedent that the House itself 
| shall consider such a subject as this and act upon it, and alter the rec 
ord that has been made upon the floor of this House at times during 
this session, when the rules have been violated by such a speech as has 
| been made, I think the more promptly we pass these two resolutions 
that have been offered and make a precedent the better. It is too late 
in the session for us to spend more time than is necessary in discussing 
a self-evident proposition, as this seems to me to be. I believe that 
every committee has occupation with the business of the country, and 
certainly the House has, and I hope, for one, that we to-day shall vote 
upon this question, and then go on with the necessary business of the 
country. 

I yield back the remainder of my time to the gentleman frora Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois | Mr. CANNON ]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe in the present form 
of the gentleman’s resolution. I think that the House, in enforcing 
its rules and parliamentary usages and making a precedent, should 
| make such a precedent as is proper, and not strike out more or Jess of 
a speech than infracts its rules. 

Now, gentlemen who have read this speech will readily understand 
that the most of it is nut subject to objection as being unparliamentary 
and if this is to become a precedent I will call the attention of my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] to the fact that then any 
unparliamentary remark of any kind that may be contained in a speech 
of one or two hours would set a precedent whereby the whole speech 
could be stricken out. 

I am ready as he or anybody else to strike out of the Recorp when 
it is challenged any part of a speech which is against the rules of the 
House. I think the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] is the proper one. I suggest we vote down the previous 
question; let that resolution be offered, and let this whole subject go 
to the Committee on the Jadiciary with instructions to report back 
within three days, and let that report be privileged. In that way we 
get, as my colleague said, a report. In that way I apprehend we will 
have stricken out of the Recorp that which should not from a parlia- 
mentary standpoint go into it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. Would not it necessarily happen that when the 
Judiciary Committee make a report they must set forth and air again 
' 
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all that oratory which they say is offensive, and thus bring it belore 


the country? Would not that he the result ? 








ny 


OE A TA LE EE PME TS OE 


Paes relies 


Ce is clea 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





SEPTEMBER 16, 





Mr. CANNON. Ob, no. Iam perfectly willing they should strike | tions, an expression of disapproval on the one hand and on the other 


out all of the speech, except that which they put in the report, and let 
them put in that which is parliamentary; and I am willing that you 
should broaden this resolution, if you want todo so, Let it be broad- 
ened so as to strike out of the Recorp that which the gentleman from 
Tennessee put in. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to call—— 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Illinois struck ont things that 
he said on a certain famous occasion, 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, Mr. Speaker, I rose—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Do not amend your remarks in the Recorp and then 
come and talk to me about what I do. 

Mr. CANNON. I rose in my place to discuss the question before the 
House. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. CANNON. I want the balance of my five minutes. 

I am not here to point out infractions of parliamentary law coming 
from gentlemen upon that side of the House. I have heard men who 
profess to be holier than others speak in unparliamentary language and 
it go unchalienged. I did not admire the tone and temper of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, my colleague upon the Committee on Rules 
[Mr. McMILLIN]. Itseems to me thatinstead of devoting himself to 
the matter in hand he wanted to air his threadbare, chestnutty scold 
that he always brings before this House when he gets an opportunity. 
[ Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If I had been anxious to attack any gentleman, 
the gentleman before me offered as good an opportunity on account of 
unparliamentary proceedings as avy man living. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. } 

Mr, CANNON. Oh, Mr. Speaker, whatever I have done or said that 
is unparliamentary is subject to the rules of the House and will be 
discussed if it be challenged. 

The gentleman from Kentucky pia BRECKINRIDGE] proceeded to 
talk in his time about this speech being substantially the one that was 
delivered, and then spoke of the propriety of begging the pardon of a 
co-ordinate branch of theGovernment. From the gentleman’s remarks 
I judge that, stickler for propriety as he is, when some of us were away 
he sat and listened to that speech and objected not, and did not call 
any one to order; yetnow he comes in and sheds crocodile tears about 
the impropriety of it. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, when I rose I did 
not expect to say a word uponany subject except the matter before the 
House, and I have confined myself to what has transpired in this hour 
ofdebate. Now I am content to vote against this previous question, 
and then I will vote for the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Bayne]. Let what is done be done after consideration 
and in order, and when we make a precedent Jet us make one in cool 
blood rather than inspired by a partisan desire, and let us not, under 
guise of adhering to the rules, perhaps do something else. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman takes his seat I want to ask 
him if it is not in accordance with the practice of this House to expunge 
the whole speech. Has he ever known a case where the House under- 
took to revise a speech ? 

Mr. CANNON. Let the Committee on the Judiciary determine that 
pores and report upon it. I say to the gentleman frankly I do not 

now. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear what the ruling of 
the Chair was with regard to the right of the gentleman from Tennes- 
Bee i ENLO&r] to modify his resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled that the gentleman could mod- 
ify it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then Iask to have read at the desk the resolution 
as it would stand modified, with the amendment. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House Sipponewen and condemns the unparliamentary 
language of Hon. Rosertr P. Kennepy, a Representative from the State of 
Ohio, published in the ConGressionaL Recorp of September 14, 1890, papers 
ing to be a speech delivered on the floor of the House, September 8, 1890, in which 
revised and amended speech he repeats bis impeachment of the honesty of Sen- 
ators individually and of the Senate as a body. 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to exclude from the permanent 
ConGREssionaL Recorp the speech made in the House of Representatives, Sep- 
tember 3, 1890, by Roper? P, Kuannepy, a member from the State of Ohio, and 
published in the ConaressionaL Recorp of September 14, 1890, 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say now that I will modify 


a direction that thespeech be not published in the permanent Recorp. 
What more can be said or done by the House? 

I remember that some years ago, in the second session of the Forty- 
first Congress, a speech had been printed in the Congressional Globe 
under a general leave to print, which contained two or three highly 
objectionable passages, such as all gentlemen would see at once ought 
not to appear in the official record. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes], then a member of the House, introduced a resolu- 
tion witha preamble reciting the facts, The resolution wasas follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to inquire and report 
whether the said William Mungen, in causing said speech to be printed, as afore- 
said, has not abused the privileges thus obtained and violated the rules of the 
House and deserves its censure; and that in the mean time the said speech be 
excluded from the Congressional Globe. 

Now, in effect the resolution offered by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAWES] on that occasion was the same as the proposi- 
tion now pending here. Itcontained an expression of disapproval upon 
the part of the House of the unparliamentary words which had been 
printed against a Senator ard a direction that the speech be not made 
a matter of permanent record. Those were the two pro tions in 
that ease, as they are the two propositions in this case. That resolu- 
tion was adopted nem. con., I believe. As to the question of censure, I 
think no report was ever made; at least that is my recollection, but I 
have not been able to look through the record thoroughly, I remember 
that a serious difficulty arose over the question of censure, even if the 
case was @ proper one for censure—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask the gentleman whether that resolution 
did not, by its terms, exclude the whole speech from the Globe. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the reference to the committee was merely as 
to the matter of censure? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; the reference was as to the censure. The 
resolution itself provided ‘‘ that in the mean time the said speech be 
excluded from the Congressional Globe.’’ 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. ‘‘ In the mean time.’’ That was in- 
tended to be a temporary exclusion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; it was intended to be permanent. The 
meaning was that the matter of censure should be referred to the com- 
mittee, but that ‘‘in the mean time,’’ now, the speech itself should be 
excluded. There was a difficulty about the question of censure, be- 
cause the words had not been uttered, and therefore had not been 
taken down at the time they were uttered, and unanimous consent had 
been given to print, and it would seem that in such a case the power 
of the House to censure did not exisi under its rules; so that the House 
in that case did all it could do. It expressed its unqualified condem- 
nation of the use of unparliamentary language on the floor of the House 
towards a Senator, and directed that the speech should be excluded 
from the record of debates. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like just a minute more. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has seven min- 


utes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I yield the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman ] 
one minute more. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think the Houseought toact promptly 
in this matter. Inasmuch as this speech made its appearance on Sun- 
day last, the House owes it to itself and to the country to do without 
delay whatever it intends todo. This is not a subject demanding in- 
vestigation, as gentlemen will perceive. What is there to investigate? 
The resolution is predicated upon matter of public record. It embraces 
a subject upon which every member of the House is prepared to pass 
atonce. It appears to me that with the purpose of preserving proper 
relations between the two Houses of Congress and securing parliament- 
ary courtesy upon the floor of the House as well as upon the floor of 
the Senate, this House can do nothing less than is here proposed: disap- 
prove of the language in question in unequivocal terms and 9 the 
proposition excluding the speech from the permanent records of Con- 


Mr. ENLOE. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis [Mr. CANDLER]. : 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetis. Mr. Speaker, I have great re- 
spect for the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Can- 
NoN } and also for precedents, but I do not believe in allowing prece- 


my resolution by accepting the amendment offered by the gentleman | dents to influence our judgment in favor of delay at a time when we 


from Pennsylvania {Mr. BAYNE], if it is not already done. 
; The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that .it has already been 
one, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, the subject is in a very tangi- 
ble form before the House; that is to say, the House ia invited to ex- 
press its disapproval of the unparliamentary language that bas been 
called to its attention and to direct that the speech be not printed in 
the permanent ConGREsSIONAL REcoRD. Those are the propositions 
embraced in the resolution as read. Now, 1 would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from Llinois [Mr. Canwow ] what more aay committee 
could report after investigating the subject than those two proposi- 


| see that it is important to act. I am in favor of making a precedent 


here antl now by the adoption of this resolution; and I wish to go farther 
than-the gentleman indicates he is ready togo. I wish to puton record 
a vote to condemn the speech and also to expunge the whole of it. I 
hope, too, that we shall stop this debate where it is, and not spend an- 
other day, after we obtain a report from a committee, in rehearsing all 
that we have gone over here yesterday and to-day. 

I believe the House u this question. Whatever precedents 


other gentlemen may wish to follow as the basis of their action, I want 
to adopt as the basis of my action what has occurred here in the last ten 
days, and I wish our action upon this matter to be entered as a prece- 
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dent. Iam not worried in regard to the precedents of the past. 


| 
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desire to act according to the best light I have at the time when it is | 


necessary to act. I think that we on both sides of the House have 
consumed time enough over this question; that we should not reter it 
to any committee to have the subject brought again into debate to oc- 
cupy the time of the House. 

I believe that one gentleman who has spoken, the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLounT], stated the point which is most objectionable 
in the speech of the gentleman from Ohio: the fact that, differing with 
the political action of a Senator at the other end of the Capitol, he 
brought in criminal charges in order to emphasize those differences or 
to vent his spleen or his temper against that Senator. Such a speech 
should not be tolerated or temporized with in either the Senate or 
House. We have had too much ofitalready. That is the basis of the 
speech, and on that, to my mind, the whole question largely turns. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ENLOE. 
ing. 
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to reiterate in substance what the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] has just said about the reference 
of this question to a committee. Why should we call upon a commit- 
tee to go over the whole ground, to embody the matter in a report to 
be brought into the House, repeating the discussion over and over in 
the Recorp. I think we have hadenough of it. There isno necessity 
to send the question to any committee. 
in proper shape. It embodies everything that it ought to contain. 

I am gratified to be able to say to the gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. 
Cannon ], who, I observed, interjected in his opening remarks a ques- 
tion as to whether or not my language was ‘‘ happy,’’ that I recognize 
in him a judge of pure English literature, and I tried to modify my 
resolution so as not to offend his esthetic ideas in regard to propriety 
of language. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe I have said all I wish to say on this question. 
I do not care to go into any reply to the allusion which the gentleman 
has made to me or to discuss other matters that might be discussed 
between the gentleman and myself. This is not the occasion for any- 
thing of that kind; but if on another occasion the gentleman wants to 
go into a consideration of such questions I will meet him and will help 
him to see that the Recorp is purged and that it is corrected, too. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman moves the previous question, 
will he allow me a single inquiry? 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I do not want my time to elapse so as 
to cut off my call for the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman would 
modify his resolution so as tq expunge the reproduction of the remarks 
complained of, as made in the speech of the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. ENLOE] yesterday. ' 

Mr. ENLOE, 
expunging everything that has been said in the public press on the 
matter. What I quoted constitutes the basis for this proceeding. I 
demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. 
for the previous question. 

Mr. GROSV ENOR. 


Then we had better take action for the purpose of 


I wish toask unanimous consent to occupy ten | 


Mr. Speaker, I believe I have four minutes remain- | 
I want to occupy three, and then I shall call the previous ques- 


We now have the resolution | 


The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. ENLOE] calls 
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So the House refused to order the previous question 


minutes in order to present to the House the views of my colleague | 


[Mr. KENNEDY] on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GrosyENnor] asks 
upanimous consent to occupy ten minutes. 

Mr. ENLOE. After the previous question is ordered, will there not 
be twenty minutes on each side for debate? 

The SPEAKER. No debate will be in order after the previous ques- 
tion is ordered, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
sion of the time and has been running this debate. 

Mr. ENLOE. I call for the regular order. I demand the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio. The question is on ordering the previous question. [The 
question was put.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
_ The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 114, not vot- 
ing 128; as follows: F 


YEAS—383. 


Allen, Miss. Candler, Mass, Davidson, Lanham, 
Andrew, Carlton, Elliott, Lee, 
Bankhead, Caruth, Enloe, Lehlbach, 
Barnes, Cheadle, Forney, Lewis, 
Barwig, Clarke, Ala. Frank, Martin, Ind. 
Bergen, Clements, Geissenhainer, McCarthy, 
Blanchard, Cobb, Harmer, McClellan, 
ount, coe moves, McCormick, 
3 w ay MeMillin, 
Breckinridge, Crain, Heard, McRae, 
h L, Moore, Tex 
Brown, J. B. Culberson, Tex. Holman, Morgan 
Bunn, Cummings, Ketcham, Norton, 


The “‘ leader of the House’’ has taken posses- | 


Mr. KILGORE. I demand a recapitulation of the vote. 


The following pairs were announced, until further notice: 


Mr. WADE with Mr. DockERY. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING 

Mr. BELD"!N with Mr. FLOWE! 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WitirTHORN! 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBort 

Mr. NIEDBINGHAUS with Mr. Harcu 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr, CLUNIE. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
Mr. McCorp with Mr. FIrusayn. 

Mr. EWART with Mr. Henperson, of North Carolina 
Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr.. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. FowLer. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas. 

Mr. KNAppP with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BrooksnHire 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. Tucker 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. Goopnicurt. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. Marrrs, of Texas. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Gipson. 
Mr. SWENEY witb Mr. TukNeER, of New York. 

Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr, CoirpMan, 
Mr. HALL with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. THoMAS M. Browne with Mr. Rocers. 
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Mr. Stivers with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs, 

Mr. Linp with Mr, PrerRce. 

Mr. McDurrie with Mr, CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. Morri.u with Mr. Yoper, for this day. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia, on this vote. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. SPRINGER, on this vote. 

Mr. BeckwITH with Mr. CATCHINGS, on this vote. 

Mr. BrowNeE, of Virginia, with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, on this 
vote. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, on this vote. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. T1LLMAN. on this vote. 


Mr. BAYNE, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the recapit- 
ulation. 


Mr. KILGORE, I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have already expressed my entire ap- 
proval of the meaning and purport of the resolution offered by the 
gentleman trom Tennessee [Mr. ENLor], and also of the additional 
resolution which I oftered and which he accepted. But I have found 
that to pass this resolution might involve this House in the commission 
of an incongruity in that it might keep out of the permanent RecorpD 
a part of the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, which was entitled to 
go into the Recorp, and thus deprive a member of what is and must 
be his just and proper right. A part of that speech is not unparlia- 
mentary, whileanother part of it is egregiously so, It was witha view 
to regularity and order iv our proceedings and the establishment of a 
precedent which should have the sanction not only of the House of Rep- 
rc sentatives, but of one of its committees, which had given investigation 
and examination to the subject, which would be a iasting and stand- 
ing precedent, that I was induced to offer the resolution which I have 
sent to the Clerk’s desk, and which I now formally offer. 

Before it is read, however, again let me state that that resolution re- 
quires the Judiciary Committee to report within three days for imme- 
diate consideration what action, in their judgment, should be taken 
respecting the language employed by the gentleman from Ohio in his 
speech delivered on the floor of this House. I have no doubt what- 
ever that the committee will report at a very early time. The com- 
mittee, I understand, meets to-morrow morning, and we shall then 
have for consideration a formally prepared report respecting the action 
they shall recommend as proper to be taken by the House on this ques- 
tion, I now offer the resolution, Mr. Speaker, which is at the Clerk’s 
desk, and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the foregoing resolution submitted by Mr. EsLog, and the 
amendmentot Mr. BAYN®r, together with the said speech of Mr. Kennepy therein 
referred to, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to 
varefully examine said speech and the rules, orders, and practice regulating and 
controlling order in debate in the House of Representatives, and make such re- 
port thereon to the House for immediate consideration, within three days, as 
the said committee may deem properand suitable in the premises, and less than 
a majority of said committee shall constitute a quorum for this purpose. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that the resolution changes 
the rules of the House in this, that it directs a committee of the House 
to report in aspecified time. 

Mr. SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to that? 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido, and make the point of order. ° 

Mr. BAYNE, I hope the gentleman will not insist on the point of 
order. He has shown a solicitude, apparently, to have this matter de- 
cided by the House of Representatives. That provision in the resolu- 
tion will reach the aim of all, I think, inthatregard. I trust, therefore, 
he will not raise the point of order on that provision. 

If he permits it to remain qs it is, nobody on this side will raise the 
point of order against it, the anxiety being on this side of the House 
to have the matter brought before the House for its consideration; and 
that end will be accomplished if the gentleman does not raise the 
point of order against that provision in the resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I want tosay to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that the anxiety upon my part to have this 
matter disposed of was equally manifested on that side of the House, 
and we had an opportunity to dispose of jt this morning. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania says he indorsed the resolution as modified 
by his amendment. I see then no reason why that side of the House 
should refuse to pass this resolution to-day, except that the members 
on that side are unwilling thata resolution proposing to censure a 
Republican member for his conduct here which was unparliamentary, 
and which is conceded by everybody to have been unparliamentary, 
shoul! come from a member on this side of the House. 7 

Mr. BAYNE, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Does the gentleman think it proper to keep out of the Recorp 
an entire speech because a phrase or two phrases in the body of that 
speech are unparliamentary ? 


Mr. ENLOE. I will say to the gentleman that he himself drew 
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the amendment, and I was willing that he should do with that speech 
as he saw proper; and it was his amendment which I accepted. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is not an answer to my question. Does the 
gentleman think it is proper to-keep out of the KecorD an entire 
speech because a phrase or two in that speech were unparliamentary ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I think it would improve the RecorD to keep that 
speech out. It is all of the same character; it isall cutoff of the same 
piece. A speech ot that kind I think onght not to go into the Recorp 
at all, and I think that has been the custom heretofore, as illustrated 
in the case cited by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in this 
debate. Now I will say another thing to the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE]. That side of the House has taken charge of this 
matter. It may say when it wants its committee to report, and dispose 
of this matter as it pleases. Let that side of the House take charge of 
this matter, and let its eommittee report whenever it gets orders from 
that side of the House todose. I insist that the resolution shall con- 
form to the rules of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. At 
what point of time does this subject-matter lose its character of privi- 
lege? It was taken jurisdiction of by the House because it was a privi- 
leged matter. It goes to the House, in pursuance of its control of the 
subject-matter, to se 1d it to a committee for investigation and report. 
When and under what circumstances and why does that reference 
lose its character as privileged matter? 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, just one word. I want to say in 
answer to that, there is another point of order that I desire to make, 
and that is, that this resolution makes less than a quorum of the com- 
mittee a quorum to consider this resolution. It changes the rule in 
two particulars, and in view of the haste and determination manifested 
by that side of the House to censure a member of this side of the House 
for much less objectionable language, I am justified in insisting upon 
the points of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman does not need any justi- 
fication. He has the right to insist upon a point of order if he desires 
to do so. What rule is there which requires a majority of a commit- 
tee to report? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. None whatever. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The House is asked to refer this question of 
privilege to a committee. It can ask any number of that committee, 
less than a quorum, to report ifit pleases. The House might have re- 
ferred it to a single member of the committee. It does not go to the 
committee as a standing committee, but it may be referred to any num- 
ber of the committee or to any single member. 

Mr. BERGEN. But can less than a quorum of a committee make 
any report? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Yes; there are committees of the 
House less that a quorum of which can report. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest that it would be in order to even refer this 
resolution to a special committee, and this reference to the Judiciary 
Committee, with authority for less than a quorum to report, amounts 
to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the difficulty likely to arise is 
concerning the time in which the committee are required to report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to strike that out. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will strike that out. I will trust to 
the committee to report speedily. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The will of the House has already been indi- 
cated in regard to that, and no doubt the committee will act accord- 
ingly. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will modify the resolution by striking out the clause 
requiring the committee to report within a limited time. The gentle- 
man upon the other side [Mr. ENLOE] said in debate that probably 
this committee never would report, and I included that limitation on 
that account. : 

The SPEAKER. With that modification, the Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the Chair overrule the point of order that less 
than a majority of the committee may report upon this resolution? 

Mr. BAYNE, I withdraw that portion of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That portion of it iswithdrawn. The question is 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. On that question I would like to have the privilege 
of making a few remarks. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
is recognized. 

Mr. BAYNE, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The resolution as modified is as follows: 

Resolved, That the foregoing resolution submitted by Mr. mee, ee he 
amendment of Mr. Bayne, together with the said speech of 


r. 
therein referred to, de referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instruc- 
tions to carefully examine said and the rules, 


an regu- 
lating and controlling order in debate in the House of Representatives, and 
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wake such report to the House for immediate consideration as said committee 
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may deem proper and suitable in the premises. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 64, not vot- 


ing 140; as follows: 


Adams, 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 
Banks, 
Bartine, 
Bayne, 

Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Bliss, 
Bowden, 
Brewer, 
rosius, 
Brower, 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Caldwell 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Caswell, 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wis. 
Cogswell, 
Comstock, 
Conger, 
Connell, 


Allen, Miss, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Blount, 
Breckinridge, 
Brickner, 
Buckalew, 
Bunn, 
Candler, Mass. 
Cheadle, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Cothran, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Miss, 
Andrew, 
Barnes, 
Belden, 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Boataer, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J.B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga, 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clanie, 
Coleman, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Covert, 
Cummings, 


YEAS—i21. 
Craig, Lansing, 
Culbertson, Pa. Laws, 
Dalzell, Lodge, 
Darlington, McComas, 
De Lano, Met ‘ormick, 
Dingley, McKinley, 
Dolliver, Miles, 
Dunnell, Moffitt, 
Evans, Morey, 
Farquhar, Morrow, 
Funston, Morse, 
Gear, Mudd, 
Gest, Nute, 
Gifford, O’ Donnell, 
Grosvenor, Osborne, 
Grout, Owen, Ind. 
Hansbrough, Payne, 
Haugen, Payson, 
Henderson, Ill, Perkins, 
Henderson, lowa Pickler, 
Hermann, Post, 
Hill, Pugsley, 
Hitt, Raines, 
Hopkins, Randall, 
Houk, Ray, 
Kelley, Reed, Iowa 
Kerr, lowa Rife, 
Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Kinsey, Rowell, 
Lacey, Russell, 
La Follette, sawyer, 

NAYS— 
Crisp, Lester, Ga, 
Culberson, Tex. Lewis, 
Davidson, Martin, Ind. 
Elliott, McCarthy, 
Enloe, McClellan, 
Flick, MeMillin, 
Forney, McRae, 
Frank, Morgan, 
Geissenhainer, Norton, 
Harmer, O' Ferrall, 
Hayes, O'Neill, Pa. 
Herbert, Owens, Ohio 
Holman, Parrett, 
Kilgore, Penington, 
Lee, Price. 
Lehibach, Reilly, 

NOT VOTING—140. 

Cutcheon, Lane, 
Dargan, Lanham, 
De Haven, Lawler, 
Dibble, s Lester, Va. 
Dickerson, Lind, 
Dockery, Magner, 
Dorsey, Maish, 
Dunphy. Mansur, 
Edmunds, Martin, Tex, 
Ellis, Mason, 
Ewart, McAdoo, 
Featherston, McClammy, 
Finley, McCord, 
Fitch, McCreary, 
Fithian, McDuffie, 
Flood, McKenna, 
Flower, Milliken, 
Forman, Mills, 
Fowler, Montgomery, 
Gibson, Moore, N. H, 
Goodnight, Moore, Tex. 
Greenhalge, Morrill, 
Grimes, Mutchler, 
Hall, Niedringhaus, 
Hare, Oates, 
Hatch, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Haynes, O'Neil, Mass. 
Heard, Outhwaite, 
Hemphill, Paynter, 
Henderson, N.C. Peel, 
Hooker, Perry, 
Kennedy, Peters, 
Kerr, Pa. Phelan, 
Knapp, Pierce, 
Laidlaw, Quackenbush, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


On this question: 


Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. QuINN. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


be dispensed with. 


Mr. KILGORE. 


I object. 


The vote was recapitulated. 


Mr. OATES, 


Mr. Speaker, I did not hear my name called. 


sitting in my seat during the second call. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 
Mr. OATES. I desire to vote. I was in 
call, but did not hear my name called. 


vith 


Seranton, 
Seull, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stock bridge, 
Struble, 

ray lor, E. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 
faylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 

Thotm pson, 
Cownsend, Colo. 
furner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Maas. 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wickham, 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Sayers, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Tarsney, 
lurner, Ga. 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitthorne 
Wike, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Quinn, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sanford, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahlinecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, Ili. 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, N, Y. 
Wade, 
Washington, 
Whiting, 
Wiley, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Yoder. 





. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that 


I was 


my seat during the second 


LOL09 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name should 
have been called ? 


Mr, OATES. 


The SPEAKER. 


| 
| called ? 
|} Mr. OATES. 


} around me here. 
| The SPEAKER. 
say that he comes within the rule 
| Mr. OATES. 


I was out of the House during the 
during the second was in my seat, and did not hear my name called. 
Was the gentlem 


1 was listening as v 


The Chair hardly 


1 ean 
sicou 


ld with the 


thinks the 


first roll-<« ull, bt 


cont 


ventleman wou 


I do not care much about it anyway. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 


; TheSPEAKER. 
Mr. ENLOE. 
‘‘Oh, do not do that! 

| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
as follows 


voting 148 


| 
Adams 
Anderson, Kans 
Arnold 
Atkinson, Pa 
Atkinson, W.Va 
Baker, 
Banks, 
Bartine, 
Bayne, 
Beckwith 
Belknap, 
| Bergen, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
j Bowden, 
+ Brewer, 
| Brosius, 
Brower, 
Browne, Va. 
| Buchanan, N. J 
| Buckalew, 
j Burrows 
Burton, 
Caldwell 
Cannon, 
Caswe ! 
Cheatham, 
Clark, Wis. 
Cogswell, 
Coleman, 
Comstock, 


Andrew, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Barwig 
Blount, 
Breckinridge, 
Brickner, 
Bunn, 
Candler, Mass 
Cheadle, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clements, 

} 

! 


Cobb, 
Cothran 


Abbott 
Alderson, 
Allen, Mich 
Allen, Miss 
Anderson 
Belden 
Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard 
Bland, 
Boatner 
Boutelle, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va, 
Bullock, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga 
Carlton 
Carter, 
Caruth 
Catchings 
Chipman 
Clancy 
Clunie, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Covert 

Craig, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Darlington 
Davidson, 


Miss 


| So the resolution was referred to the Committee 


rhe question is on the adoption of the reso 


Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. [ries 


on the Republican side. | 


YEAS i 
Cong La Follett« 
Connell, Lansing 
Culbertsc Pa, Laws, 
Dalzell, Leh eh 
De Lano lodge 
Dingley, Mason, 
Dolliver McComas 
Dunnell McCormick 
Evans, Miles 
Farquhat Moffitt 
Funston, Morey 
Gear, Morrow 
Gest, Morse 
Gifford Mudd, 
Crrosvenor, Nute, 


Grout, 
fansbrough, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, lil, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hermann 

Hill, 

Hitt 

Hopkins 
Houk 

Kelley, 

Kerr, lowa 
Ketcham 
Kinsey 

Lacey, 


Cowles, 
Crain, 

Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex 
Cummings 

} nloe, 
Forney, 
Herbert, 
Holman 
Mooker, 
Kilgore, 
Lester,Ga 
Martin, Ind. 
McClellan, 


NOT VOT 


De Haven 
Dibble, 
Dickerson 
Doc kery . 
Dorsey, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Ewart, 
Featherston 
Finley 
Fitch, 
Fithian 
Flick 
Flood, 
Flowe: 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Frank, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 
Goodnight, 
Greenhalge 
Grimes 
Hall, 

Hare, 
Hatch 
Hayes 
Haynes 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N. ‘ 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, Pa 
Knapp, 
Laidlaw, 


© Donnell, 
©’ Neill, Pa 
Osborne, 
Owen, Ind 
Payne, 
Payson 
Verkins 
Pickler 
Post 
Pugsley 
Raines, 
Randall 
Ray, 
Reed, Iowa 
Reyburn 
Rife, 


'S8—5S3. 


MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Mutchle: 
Oates, 

O' Ferrall, 

O’ Neil, Mass. 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Peel, 
Pennington 
Price, 
Reilly, 
Sayers, 
Stewart, Tex. 


ING—I48 


Lane, 
Lanhan 
Lawler, 
Lee, 

Lester, Va 
Lewis, 
Lind, 
Magne 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Tex 
M« Adoo 
McCarthy, 
McClammy 
McCord, 
McCreary 
McDuftic« 
McKenna 
McKinley 
Milliken, 
Bills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, N.H 
Moore, Tex 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Niedring haus 
Norton, 

0’ Neall, Ind 
Outhwaite 
Payntei 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Quackenbush 
Quinn, 


124, nay 3, no 


Simonds 
Smith, 
Smith, W.Va. 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stock bridge, 
Struble, 
ravlor, E. B, 
raylor, J. D. 
faylor, Tenn. 
rhomas, 
Phompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 
furner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Van Schaick, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Maas. 
Wallace, N.Y. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wickham 
Wright, 
Yardley 


Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
rurner, Ga, 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, Ll. 
Wilson, W.\ 


tichardson, 
Robertson 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sanford 
seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Smyser, 
Spinola, 
Springe: 
StahIneck« 
Stewart, Ga 
Stivers 
Stone, Mo 
Stump, 
Sweney, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Lil. 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Tracey, 
fucker, 
rurner, N.Y 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Washington, 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, Wash 
Yoder, 


on the Judiciary, 


1S10 


it 


in listening when his name was 


I 
} 


ld 


imation 








et ee 


# 
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The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Carrer with Mr. RICHARDSON, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Let us have a recapitulation of the last roll- 
call. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Theresult of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PAYSON, I rise to make a privileged report. 

_ Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope thegentleman from Kentucky will withhold 
that for a moment while I ask for the consideration of a bill to which 
no objection will be offered. It is a bill coming from the Senate. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Very well. 


OPENING OF ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN NEVADA. 


Mr. PAYSON. I present a privileged report from the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ask for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (8. 169) to open abandoned military reservations in the State of Nevada 
to homestead entry. 


Be it enacted, ete., That all the agricultural lands embraced within the mili- 
tary reservations in the State of Nevada which have been placed under the con- 
trol of the Secretary of the Interior for disposition be disposed of under the 
homestead laws,and not otherwise. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the third reading of the Sen- 
ate bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no desire to consume the time of the House 
unless some gentleman should ask for an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I did not hear the bill read. Will the gen- 
tleman from Illinois make a brief explanation of it or have the report 
read? 

Mr. PAYSON. There are, Mr. Speaker, three abandoned military 
reservations in the State of Nevada, the largest one embracing an area 
of about 7,000 acres, if my memory serves me aright. Under existing 
law these reservations have been abandoned and turned over to the 
Interior Department, and can only be disposed of under existing law 
by being appraised and put up at public auction and sold. 

Pursuant to a policy which has long obtained in the House, this bill 
proposes to open these reservations for settlement under the homestead 
law only. The area of agricultural Jand in Nevada is very small. 
These reservations are fitted for agricultural purposes only, and hence 
the bill comes from the Committee on Pablic Lands with a unanimous 
report in its favor, and I ask that it be now put upon its passage. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How much is the entire amount of Jand 
in all the reservations? 

Mr. PAYSON. The largest contains about 7,000 acres, according 
to my recollection. The others aresmaller. The report will show the 
acreage. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think there are about 25,000 acres in all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman from Indiana suggests that 
there are about 25,000 acres. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the Clerk will read the report it will show the 
acreage. 

The report (by Mr. PAYSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Publie Lands, to whom was referred Senate bill 160, to 
open abandoned military reservations in the State of Nevada to bomestead 
entry, having considered the same, would report: 

This bill isin the line of the uniform policy of your committee and of the House, 
namely, to open agricultural lands to homestead entry only. The bill affects 
five abandoned military reservations, namely: Carlin, area 920 acres, no im- 
provements now upon it; Fort Halleck, area about 10,000 acres, a few old build- 
Seon, all dilapidated and of no practical value; Fort MeDermitt, area 6,4C0 acres, 
a hay reserve, no buildings; Fort MeDermitt post, reserve 3,975 acres, buildings 
decayed, ruined, and of no value. 

The lands are not located with reference to any town so as to be of any special 


value above the ordinary Government land, and we recommend the passage of 
the bill. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the report answers the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. I now ask that the bill be disposed of. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICE, NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2392) creating an additional 
land office in the State of North Dakota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That all that portion of the State of North Dakota bounded 
and described as follows: Commencing at the northwest corner of the State of 
North Dakota; thence east along the north ne said State to a pointat 
the intersection of said line with the eleventh gui meridian; thence south 
along said meridian to the twelfth standard parallel; thence west along said 

parallel, when produced, to the western boundary line of said State of North 

kota; thence north along the western boun line of said State to the 
place of beginning, be, and is hereby, constituted a new land district, te be 
called the Minot land district. 

Sre. 2, That the President shall designate the place in the district at which 
the land office shall be located. 

Sno, 3. That the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
is hereby authorized to a nta ae and receiver for said land district 
hereby created, who shall discharge like and similar duties and receive the 
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same amount of compensation therefor as other officers discharging like duties 
in the land offices of the State of North Dakota; and said land district shall be 
subjected, as other land d stricts are, under the laws, to be changed or consoll- 
dated with any other district or districts, and the land office may be changed 
to any other location by order of the President. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 

Mr. VAUX objected, but subsequently withdrew his objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid 
on the table, 

That latter motion was agreed to. 

The House bill of like purport was laid on the table. 


BRIDGES OVER THE SAVANNAH, OCMULGEE, AND OCONEE RIVERS, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges over the Savannah,Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the 
Macon and Atlantic Railway Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the assent of the United States of America is hereby 
given to the Macon and Atlantic Railway Company, a corporation incorporated 
by the laws of the State of Georgia, its successors and assigns, and such other 
persons as may be associated with it, to construct and maintain a bridge over the 
Savannah River at a point, by it to be selected, within 6 miles of the bridge 
of the Charleston and Savannah Railroad Company over said river in the 
county of Effingham, over the Oemulgee River, within 6 miles of the mouth 
of Tobesotka Creek, in Bibb County, and over the Oconee River, within 6 miles 
of Dublin, in Laurens County 

Src. 2. That the bridges will be so constructed by draw-span or otherwise that 
a free and unobstructed passage may be secured to all vessels and other water 
craft navigating said river. That any bridges constructed under this act shall 
be built and loeated under and subject to such regulations for the security of 
navigation of said river as the Seeretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure 
that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his ex- 
amination and approval, the design and drawings of the bridges, piers, and 
proaches, and a map of the location, giving, for the space of at least 1 mile 
above and 1 mile below the proposed location, the topography of the banks 
of the rivers, the shore-lines at high water and at low water, and the direction 
and the strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, accurately 
sbowing the bed of the streams and the location of other bridges, wharves, 
landings, or ferries, and shall furnish such other information as shall be re- 
guired for a fall and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until said 
plan and location of the bridges are approved by the Secretary of War the 
bridges shall not be built; and after such approval by the Secretary of War the 
approved plans and designs for the bridges shall not be deviated from or 
added to, either during the construction or after the completion of the bridges, 
until the proposed change shal] have been submitted to the Secretary of 
War and received his approval; and the said bridges shall be at all times so 
kept and managed as to offer reasonable and proper means for the e 
of vessels through or under said bridges, and if said bridge be built with 
draws, said draws shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the 
passage of boats or other craft, and the said company or corporation shall 
maintain at its own expense, from sunset unti! sunrise, such lights or other sig- 
nals on said bridges as the Light-House Board shall prescribe ; and if at any 
time the navigation of said rivershall in any manner be obstructed or impaired 
by the bridges authorized by this act to be constructed the Secretary of War 
shall have authority, and it shall be his duty, to require said company to alter 
and change said bridges at its own expense, in such manner as may be proper 
to secure free and complete navigation without impediment; and if upon rea- 
sonable notice to said company, its successors or assigns, to make such change 
or improvements, the said company fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall 
have authority to make the same, and all the rights conferred by this act shall 
be forfeited upon said failure, and Congress shall have power to do any and all 
things necessary to secure that free navigation of said rivers. That nothing in 
this act shall be se construed asto repeal or modify any of the provisionsoflaw 
now existing in reference to the proteetion of the navigation of rivers or to ex- 
empt these bridges from the operations of the same. 

Src. 3. That any bridges built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be lawful structures, and shall be recognized and known as post-routes, 
upon which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the 
same of the mails, the troops and munitions of war of the United States, or 
passengers or freight over said bridges, than the rate per mile for the transpor- 
tation over the railroads or public highways leading to said bridges, and they 
shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads of the United States. 
And equal privileges in the use of said bridges shall be granted to all telegraph 
companies, and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridges 
and their approaches for said postal-telegraph purposes, 

Sec. 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structures or their re- 
moval, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War 
shall decide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

Sec. 5. That this act shal! be null and void if actual construction of the bridges 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof. 

Sec. 6, That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to egta! rights and privileges relative to the passage of railroad 
trains or cars over the same. and over the approaches to the same, upon the pay- 
ment of a reasonable compensation for such use, and in case the owner or own- 
ers of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desir- 
ing such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon the 
rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all mat- 
ters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a 
hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 


The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


Section 1, line 12, after the word “ county,” insert “and.” 

Section 2, line 1, strike out “will” and insert “shall.” 

Section 2,line 9, strike out the words “the design’’ and insert “ designs.” 

Section 2, line 12, after the word “ location,” insert “ of each bridge.” 

Section 2, line 19, strike out the word “ plan” and insert “ plans; strike out 
“jocation” and insert “locations.” 

Section 2, line 29, strike out “bridge” and insert “bridges or any one of 
them.” 

Section 2, line 42, strike out “improvements” and insert “ alteration.” 

Section 2, lines 44, 45, 46, and 47,strike out ‘‘and all the rights conferred by 
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this act shall be ferfeited upon said failure, and Congress shall have power to 
do any and all things necessary to secure that free navigation of said rivers 
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The Clerk read as follows 











and insert “at the expense of the owner cr owners of said bridges; and in case : * — ‘"% on Naval Affairs, to \ w ss referred t resc ' 
of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free | eu l ha y sa ution a I ea 
navigation of said rivers, caused or alleged to be caused by said bridges, the | o za s | ‘ that the sa ido pass f 
case may be brought in the district court of the United Statesin and forthe |. . Bed Beth 1 Company Bethlehem, Pa 
district in whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be aa : , . ' wn ) arn i 
Provided, also.” : : " = an = j ae ; es t is ‘ he 
Section 8. line 6, after the word “freight,” strike out “ over said bridges lf ee , t . s pro ‘ 
Section 3, line 11, after “telegraph,” insert “and telephone. 1A a ¢ ‘ able, ¢ 
Section 3, line 13, after the word “for,” strike out ‘‘said.” I efore, 
Section 6, lines 2, 6, and 10, strike out “bridge ” and insert * bridges i That the S 
3 [ ove tha 1c amendments of the Senate be CoOn- | if not incompatible with the p i ‘ rsa ‘ 
r. BLOUNT. m hat th Iments of the Senate be con i 
curred ip | the manufacture of steel! torgings which as contracted t 
: . . ernment of the United States und t ufor lact of 1 y! 
The amendments were concurred in. 3 | the island of Cuba or any other foreign country into the United St und 
Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- | whether it is not practicable to find in the United States ores suit ; 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider and suflictent in quantity for the manufacture of such steel as the 
- has agreed tol nish to Gove rT of the es 
be laid on the table. la hat anid eoeapany is eo using such foreian. ores, what rea 
The latter motion was agreed to. szid company has to offer or has given theref< 
ILLEGAL PRACTICES OF UNITED STATES COURT OFFICERS. fhe SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee | reported as a substitute. 
on the Judiciary to offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and Phe resolution was adopted 
ask for its present consideration. he ac s 
on : = 2 OBILE AND DAUPHIN AILROAD 
The resolution was read, as follows: ‘ pare in 
Resolved, That the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary, bereto- ; at. 7 ‘AL, OF Alaba =a I 3 KU Ps imou sent ior the pres 
fore appointed under the resolution of the House of the Ist of April last to in- | ent consideration of the bill which I send to the d 


vestigate certain alleged illegal practices of the United States courts and the | 


House at such times and places as it may determine, and prosecute said inves- | 


tigation under the terms of the aforesaid resolution; and it shall have and exer- 


officers thereof, be, and it is hereby, authorized to sit during the vacation of the | 
' 
' 
} 


cise, while so engaged, all the powers conferred upon it or upon the said Com- 
mittee of the Judiciary by said resolution. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, SMITH’S ISLAND, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce report back House bill 901 with the Senate | 


amendments and recommend non-concurrence in each and all the said Senate 
amendments, and that the House agree to the conference requested by the 
Senate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
amendments were offered ? 

Mr. BAKER. This is the same bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object to its present consideration. It is an 
omni!us bill, embracing millions of dollars, and it should take its regu 
lar course through the Committee of the Whole. I make the point 
that it must have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state his 
point again? 


Mr. McMILLIN. I object to the present consideration of the bill, 


Che bill (8. 3751 
road and Hart Cor ' right t . ! » shoal water he 
road ana fHiarbor Company a right to trestie across the shoal water be 
tween Cedar Point and Dauphin Island was read. 


The SPEAKER. 


» grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Rail 


Is there objection to the present con ideration of 


| this bili ? 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Let the report be read 
Phe report (by Mr. WILKINSON) was read, as follows 


Che Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S 


An act to grant to the Mobile and Dauph 


1) entitled 
island Railroad and Harbor Com 





| pany a right to trestle across the shoal w r between Cedar Pointand Dauphin 
Island,”’ respectfully im ‘ to the House with r umendation 
that it do pass It is i ssary to the constr yn of an important 
railway, which will be of great public benefit It appears from the papers a 
ny ying it to have bee refe t y the Senate Committe n Commerce to 
the Secretary of War and have been amended in conf nity with his sug 
tions i * inte sts of comme and t ( ve 1ent seem to be in all re 
Spt suff ently prot 


| the bill was passed; anc 
| laid on the table. 


| tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 


and I make the point that it must receive its first consideration in Com- | 


mittee of the Whole. That, I believe, takes it to the Calendar. 

Mr. BAKER. I will ask the gentleman if he is not willing to send 
it to a conference committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, we have no more power over the report of a 
conference committee than we have over the general business of the 
House—we on this side, I mean. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts the gentleman will not make r 
flections upon the House, as we have just concluded that members 
ought not to make them on the Senate. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. We have not so concluded, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iassure the Chair it was not my purpose to reflect 
on the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have to sustain the point of order 


as to the consideration of this matter in the Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Does 


not the sustaining of the point of order carry this bill to the Committee | 


on Commerce? 

The SPEAKER. Ithasalready been reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, but whether the bill retains its privileged character so that 
@ motion can be made as a matter of privilege to go into Committee of 
the Whole for its consideration is a question which is not yet decided. 
The Senate has requested a conference. : 


Mr. McMILLIN. I shall, at the proper time, insist that that does | 


not make the matter privileged. The Senate can not break down our 
rules by simply asking prematurely for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. So far as concerns “ breaking down the rules”’ of 
the House, the Chair has sustained the point of order of the gentleman, 
80 that they can not be broken down as to the consideration of the mat- 
ter in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


FOREIGN ORES FOR AMERICAN MANUFACTURES. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 


= , ‘ : | of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third tim: 
Mr. Speaker, is that the bill to which so many | 14 ,acsed 


Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 


moved to reconsider the vote by which 
li also moved that the motion to reconsids 





The latter motion was agreed to, 
BS 


Mr. MOREY. I ask unanimous consent for the present conside 


Che bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs & Lackey was read, as 





{i 
I ‘ ‘ [ Treasury be d ted to pay to 
\ rt Stubbs and Job f la Ohio, the sum « 2,128.87, in full 
ol rkad t J I gad at M 
I 1 Bar I « I id ie O I 
an he h ls 
I 1 i 
I SPEAKEI i ) tie rt pre eon 1 1 ( 
this bill‘ 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear the report or some statement sho 
ing the nature of this claim 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the report. 
rhe report (by Mr. Burto was read, as follo 
ihe Committee on Claims, to 1was rele it 
relief of Albert Stubbs and Job Lac , beg ave to r 
John B. Holbrook was a contractor under the War Department f i 
dike at Merriman Bar and dams at Captina and Fish Cre« slanda, O 
in 1884. Albert Stubbs and Job Lackey, citizens Ohio, were h s to 
the Government Holbrook entered on th \ and 
engineers there was paid to hi the G ; M 
the Grovernment ret ng 3.5; ic } entawe to be i Ll until t 
1 ¥ < was completed 
llaving received this sum of $19,169.18 0 yntrac H r < ab yds 
0 is material men a $7,000. Ther ) bondsmen, ibbs 
La r, under authority of the Government, t char < v and 
off al f Holbrook’s i tedness to his m } i ple ew 
t 4 n ! g ‘ 
tot I te t i i still ! i 
ine l thee etion ‘ kk 1 ila é € > ted 
in 0 4 th var Vepart- 
ment oO i I equity of their « m, could not lawfully pay 
them th ! : € pt o c ord 1s lo yk 1d absconded, 
and was a defaulter to St and La y, they could not procure such an 
order J # bi is to enable em « aw the said ithheld percen age. 
V« ce t it passage of the bill, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs | 


te mga a privileged resolution and ask for its immediate considera- | 


+ os 
vite 


a 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
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The latter motion was agreed to. _ Your oa therefore recommend that said bill do pass with the follow- 
MO , “—E ‘ : ing amendment: 
M c- BREC K IN KIDGE, I move that the House adjourn. In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ onc thousand two hundred” and insert 
The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman trom Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- | in lieu thereof “three hundred and fifty.” 
RIDGE] would allow the Chair to recognize about three or four more Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is nothing said in regard to the views of the 
members, it would relieve the most pressing cases. [ Laughter. ] Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But there may be times hereatter when it Mr. POST. The Secretary of the Treasury reports favorably. 
would be better to do this thing than now, when business of this Mr. HOLMAN. Recommends the establishment ? : 
kind might be very suitable to fill up an odd hour. Mr. POST. Recommends the passage of the bill. 


Mr. COLEMAN, As a young member, a struggling member, — 
member who has been trying to do something and has not been able 
to accomplish what he desired, I appeal to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to withdraw his motion for a few moments and give me an op- 
portunity to obtain recognition. [Laughter. | 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
concurred in, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. POST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 





Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Temporarily I withdraw the motion. , snd also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER, GEORGIA. | ‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration | EVENING SESSION FOR MILITARY COMMITTEE. 
of the bill (S. 4280) to authorize the constraction of abridge acrossthe | Mr. Curcrrron rose. 


Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia. I will state, Mr. Speaker, Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I demand the regular order 

that there are two of these bridge bills which I ask consent tocon-| ‘The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to recognize the gentleman from 
sider. They are identical copies of bills reported from the House com- | ichigan for a request not relating to a private bill. 

mittee, except that the Senate reduced the period when the construc- Mr. CUTCHEON. Iask Gnanimeus consent that on to-morrow at 
tion must be begun. The original House bills fixed the time within | 5 o'clock the House shall take a recess until 8 o'clock, the evening ses- 
which the structure must be commenced at two years, and four years | gion to be devoted to bills reported from the Comssittes on Military 
for its completion. The Senate fixes the time in which it shall be be- | fairs. We have had about seventeen hundred bills referred to our 
gun at one year, and the com pletion in three years. They are in the committee, and we have something like one hundred and seventy-five 
usual form. I will state that they are over such rivers as do not make ou the Calendar. Many of these require no appropriation. Some of 
their construction a matter of very great importance to the commerce | them are private bills for private soldiers, and we will be glad to have 
of the river. !.ask unanimous consent, in view of the fact that the | an opportunity to consider them before the House adjourns. 

bills are in the usual form, to omit the reading except by title. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the House take a recess from 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill should be read. This T under- | 5 until 8 o'clock, the evening session beginning at 8 o’ clock, to continue 


stand is not a House bill. a ' : until 10.30, for the purpose I have named. 
Mr. CRISP. No; but is a similar bill to a House bill now on the Mr. O’FERRALL. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
Calendar. ai : Does he propose to call up cemetery bills to-morrow night? Are the 
Mr. HOLMA N. I insist that the bill should be read. embraced in his order of business? , 
The bill was read at length, = Mr. CUTCHEON. It was my purpose to call up bills on the House 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | Calendar and private bills, because I did not want to be met with the 
the bill? oe _ _ | point of no quorum. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third | ~ Mfr. MORGAN. You want to do business. 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. : Mr. CUTCHEON. It was not our purpose to call up money bills 
Mr. CRISP moved toreconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; | unless we could get unanimous consent. _ 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. Mr. O’FERRALL. You do not propose, then, to call up bills that 
The latter motion was agreed to. provide an appropriation? 
BRIDGE ACROSS OCONEE RIVER, GEORGIA. Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘That was not our intention. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the bill (8. 4281) to authorize the con-| _ Mr. O’FERRALL. But you have no objection to taking up bills of 
struction of a bridge across the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia, that character, I suppose ? baat 4 
is identical in all respects with the bill just passed, except that it ap- | Mr. CUTCHEON. We have no objection at all. If we can get 
plies to another river. It is the same railroad company, the same thing | “24nimous consent we will be very glad to consider some such bills. 
exactly, except that it applies to the Oconee River instead of theChat-| Mr. O’FERRALL. Because there is a bill from that committee of 


tahoochee. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. very considerable importance, that provides a small appropriation to 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. enlarge the Federal cemetery at Winchester. It has been favorably 
The Clerk read as follows: reported from the committee. I would like very much to have that 
A bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Oconce bill called up at that time; or, if I could have unanimous consent, I 

River, in the State of Georgia. = mae it a RST Oe 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to th t iderati eS . e wou out of order. 

he wan? a Se ee Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will confine his 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third | '¢dUest to bills not objected to. re : 
reading, and Saas nam the third time, was passed. Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly; because I anticipate there will be no 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed: quorum present, and consequently apy objection would arrest the pas- 


: ; ion t si ; sage of a bill. 

Ba aattae wotion Was actoed to. ter be laid on the table, | "The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcux0y ] 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the two House bills asks unanimous consent that on to-morrow evening the House take a 
of the same character will be laid on the table. recess from 5 o’clock until 8, the evening session to be devoted to the 


| consideration of bills not objected to, reported by the Military Com- 
mittee. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none, 


ADDITIONAL ENSIGN, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 


PORT OF DELIVERY, PEORIA, ILL. | 
| for the present consideration of Senate resolution No. 51, to au- 


Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment 
of a port of delivery at Peoria, Il. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That Peoria, in the State of Lilinois, be, and hereby is, es- 
tablished as a port of delivery, in the customs collection district of New Orleans, 
and that there shall be appointed at said port a surveyor of customs with com- 
pensation of $1,200 per annuni and the usual fees, for the payment of which 
eompensation an appropriation is hereby made out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the tollowing amendment: 


Strike out in the sixth and seventh lines ‘one thousand two hundred” and 
insert *‘ three hundred and fifty.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. MASON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. RK. 8643) to 
— for the establishment of a port of delivery at Peoria, Ill., submit the 

lowing report: 

Peoria is | cated on the {llinois River at the point where thirteen railroads 
compete with river navigation. Ithasa population of about 50,000 and is the 
= city in [linoisin population, business, and commercial importance. Its 

kk clearances last year exceeded §77,000,000, The Government collects an- 
nually some $22,000,000 of internal revenue at Peoria. Its steam-boat lines are 
of great importance to a city having so large an export trade, 


thorize the President toappoint Richard H. Jackson an ensign in the 
United States Navy. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Richard H. Jackson, a resident of Alabama, having all the 
examinations required for the e of ensign in the Navy, was orably dis- 
charged from the service by operation of the law of August, 1882, which 
limits the number of appointments to the Navy; and 

Whereas the said Richard H. Jackson did on the occasion of the wreck of the 
United States steamer Trenton at Samoa in March, 1889, behave with conspicu- 
ous gallantry by leading the men into the mizzen rigging to form a sail, when 
this position in the riggl was one of great danger, as the mast was liable 
to be carried away and fall overboard when the ship struck, and did thereby 
contribute eaoly to the success of the maneuver which the captain of the Tren- 


ton, in his official report to the admiral, says saved the lives of four hundred 


men from certain destruction: Therefore, 
oe Se That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authori to nominate and, by and with the advice and consentof the Senate, 
to appoint the said Richard H. Jackson an ensign on the active-list of the Navy, 
to take position at the foot of the officers of that 
The committee recommend an amendment to the joint resolution, as fol- 
' lows: Strike out the words “ the said Richard H. Jackson,” in line5 of the Sen- 
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ate resolution, and insert the word “additional"’ after the first word in the 
sixth line of said resolution. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and adopted. 

The title of the resolution was amended so as toread: ‘* To authorize 
the President to appoint an additional ensign in the United States 
Navy.”’ 

HEIRS OF PIERRE SAUVE, 


Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6063) for the relief of the heirs of 
Pierre Sauvé. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Pierre Sauvé, represented b ‘ 
legal representatives of the said Pierre Sauvé, for losses of various kinds of 
oenenl usenet during the late rebellion in the State of Louisiana, sustained 
by the taking thereof by the authorities or armed forces of the United States, be 
referred to the Court of Claims of the United States, for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing the nature, character, extent, and amount of said losses, and each and all of 
them, and the value thereof separately and in the aggregate; and the said 
heirs or legal representatives are hereby authorized to file a petition for said 
losses, orany of them, in the said Court of Cluims, and the said court is hereby 
authorized and empowered to take jurisdiction thereof, to receive evidence in 
the suppor of the same, in accordance with the rules of said court and other- 
wise, and to report as early as may be to the Congress of the United States the 
facts found and the amount due and payable for and on account of said losses or 
any part thereof. ’ 


The Committee on War Claims reported the following resolution: 


Reso'ved, That the bill (H. R. 6063) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre Sauvé, 
now pending in the House, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and 
the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provis- 
ions of an act approved March 3, 1883, and an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the House the facts bearing upon the 
merits of the claim, and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said 
acte. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. COLEMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF CALVIN CHAIRS ET AL. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Substitute for H. R.5908,'5909, 5911, 5913, 5915, 6847, 6848, and 6850, | 
Resolution referring the claims of Calvin Chairs, L. F. Morat, ©. C. Farrar, ad- 
ministrator of Gray W.Smith, deceased; R. H. Parham, administrator of 

George Gorman, d ; Sarah C. McLemore, administratrix of John C. 

McLemore, deceased ; Lucy E. Dowdy, E. G. Tomlinson, executrix of W. E. 

Tomlinson, deceased, and W. A. Galloway to the Court of Claims. 

Resolved, etc., That the claims of Calvin Chairs, Louis F. Morat, C. C. Farrar, 
administrator of Gray W. Smith, deceased; K. H. Parham, administrator of 
George Gorman, deceased ; Sarah C. McLemore, administratrix of John C. Me- 
Lemore, deceased; Lucy E. Dowdy, E. G. Tomlinson, executrix of W. E. Tom- 
linson,and W. A. Galloway,in which the Court of Claims has found the pre- 
liminary question of loyalty to the United States Government during the war 
of the rebellion in favor of the claimants, be, and they are hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims to find and report the facts in each case as provided in the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the * Bowman act," and as amended by section 
14 of “An actto provide for bringing suits against the Government of the 


United States,” approved March 3, 1887, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


= agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 


SPEAKER. The regular order is the business on the Speaker’s 
table. 


the heirs or 


HEIRS OF LEWIS STEELMAN. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2142) for the 
relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 15, 1890. 


Resolved, That the bill from the House of Re tatives, No. 2142 
with the following amendments: * presentatives, No, 2142, do pass 


ae ae omaneateteee Brevtded that copies of said papers be 
Mr. DUNNELL. I move the adoption of the Senate amendment. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I should like some statement concerning the bill 
to which the amendment applies. 
Mr. DUNNELL. The bill provides that the heirs of Lewis Steel- 
man be allowed to go to the State Department and take therefrom cer- 
tain papers that were filed too late to be examined before the Mexican 
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It is simply provided that they be allowed to withdraw 
them, and the Senate amendment provides that there shall be copies 
left. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


Commission, 


BENJAMiN F. SMITH, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendments: 

A bill (H, R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F 
desertion. 

The Clerk read as follows 


. Smith of the charge of 


IN THE SENATE OF THE j 

Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives numbered 2511 
pass with the following amendments: 

In line 6 strike out all after ‘* Volunteers’? down to and incl 
**record,”’ in line 8, andinsert ‘‘and substitute therefor 
and ‘from absent without leave since January 24, 1862 
tion.’”’ 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out “this aét shall not be construed to give t 

In line 10, after * heirs,’’ insert “shall not be entitled to.” 

In lines 10 and 11 strike out “for any period of ’’ and insert 
the.”’ 

In lines 11 and 12 strike out 
States,”’ 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that portion of the bill that is amended will 
be read so that we may see the effect of the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, autho: 
ized and directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Ad 
jutant-General of the United States Army the charge of desertion now standing 
on the said rolls and records against Benjamin F. Smith, late of Company PF, 
Seventy-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers,and substitute therefor ‘‘ab 
sent without leave,’’ and “from absent without leave since January 24, 1962, 
instead of ‘from desertion:’’ Provided, That the said Benjamin F. Smith, his le 
gal representatives or heirs, sha!l not be entitled to any pay or allowance what 
ever during the time he was absent without leave 


UNITED STAT! Sept 


Soo. 
ao 
iding the word 


absent without leave 
instead of ‘from dese 


whatever during 


“‘and not in the military service of the United 


The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS, 


The Speaker also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10907) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee 
River Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and 
Cumberland Rivers,’’ approved January 8, 1889, with Senate amend 
ments, 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The Senate amendments are simply 
to correct the text of the bill, and are verbal and immaterial! in their 
nature. I move that the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES OVER GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, KENTUCKY. 


The Speaker alsolaid before the House the bill (H. R. 11241) to author- 
ize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling Green and Chattanooga Ruilway 
Company to construct a bridge over Green and Barren Rivers, in the 
State of Kentucky, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move to concur in the 
ments, Mr. Speaker. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Senate amend- 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS, WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 
The Speaker also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11208) to amend 
section 572 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to provide 
for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and district courts 
for the western district of Virginia, with Senate amendments 
The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause down to and including “ follows,” line 
4, and insert: 
“That hereafter the circuit and district courts of the United States for the 


western district of Virginia shall be hela 

Line 9, after ‘‘ December.” insert: 

**Lastead of at the times now provided by law 

After line 9 insert: 

“All process, bonds, and recognizances heretofore issued or existing, having 
relation to the terms of said courts as now by law existing, shall be deemed 
and taken to have relation and effect at, and in respect of, the terms of said 
courts in this act fixed."’ 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, if l understand, the question is now 


upon the Senate amendments to the bill. I move to concur 

The motion was agreed to. 

HARRISON WAGNER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 645) granting 
a@ pension to Harrison Wagner, with amendment of the House non- 
concurred in by the Senate on which a conference was requested. 

The question was taken; and the House decided to insist on its 
amendment and agree to the conference requested. 

SUITS ON OFFICIAL BONDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 64) to 
limit the time to six years within which suits may be brought against 
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aceounting officersand sureties on their official bond, with Senate amend- 
ment on which a conierence was asked, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

Phat nosuit by or on behalf of the United States shall be commenced against 
any principal obligor upon the official bond or other official undertaking of any 
officer of the United States, or other person intrusted with money or property 
belonging to the United States, unless such suitshall be commenced within ten 


years next after the particular default or breach of such bond or undertaking 
complained of shall have occurred. 

“Spo. 2. That no suit by or on behalf of the United States shall be commenced 
against any surety upon the official bond or other official undertaking of any 
officer of the United States, or other person intrusted with money or property 
belonging to the United States, unless such suit shall be commenced within six 
years next after the particular default or breach of such bond or andertaking 
complained of shall have occurred, 

“Sec. 3. That if at the time when a cause of action mentioned in section 1 of 
this act shall have acerved against a person he is out of the United States, the 
suit may be commenced within the thine in said section limited therefor after 
he comes into the United Stutes; and if, after the cause of action shall have ac- 
crued, a person against whom it has accrued is absent from and resides out of 
the United States, the time of his absence shall not be taken as part of the time 
limited for bringing the suit. 

‘Smo, 4, That the jimitations in this act provided in respect of sureties shall not 
affect any right of action against the principal of any such surety, nor the right 
of action against empowety or sureties in respect of whom the time mentioned 
in this act shal! not have run, and the bar provided for in this act shall not op- 
erate in any manner as a defense to such principal or to such last-mentioned 
surety. 

“Tn respect of all causes of action for breaches of any bond or undertaking de- 
scribed in the preceding sections of this act, which shall have accrued or oc- 
curred atthe date of the passage hereof, suit may be brought by oron behalf of 
the United States within six years next ensuing, and not after, and the provis- 
ions of sections 3 and 4 of this act shall apply to such suits and to the limita- 
tions thereon. 


“Spo, 5. That nothing In this act shall be held to repeal or otherwise affectthe 
provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘An act to 
provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,’ 
nor of the act approved August 8, 1888, entitled ‘An act requiring notice of de- 
ficiency in aceounts of principals to be given to sureties upon bonds of United 
States officials, and fixing a limitation of time within which suits shall be brought 
against said sureties on said bonds,’ " 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr.Speaker,[ move to non-coneur 
in the Senate amendment and agree to the conference requested. 

Mr. McMILLLN. I would only suggest to the gentleman in charge 
of the bill that after the conference committee is appointed it seems to 
me there ought to be a clause contained in that bill providing that the 
right of the Government to bring suit shall exist for six years after the 
defalcation hecomes known. A man might conceal his defalcation for 
six years, and then the Government would have no recourse, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman may have no- 
ticed that the amendment is entirely different from the original bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I notice that. The original bill may be, does con- 
tain such aclauseasIspeak of. I thought it but right, Mr. Speaker, 
to make this suggestion at this time, because all I desire to do is to 
secure that which will administer justice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that the Senate amendment is an improve- 
ment upon the original bill, but inasmuch asthe objection to the meas- 
ure pointed out by the gentleman trom Tennessee is manifestly a good 
one, it seems to me a conference upon the measure is very desirable. 

The motion to non-concur in the Senate amendment and agree to 
the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


CONFEREES ON THE TARIFF BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair desires to announce the 
appointment of Mr. McKINnLgy, Mr, Burrows, Mr. BayNnk, Mr. Dine- 
LEY, Mr. MriLis, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. FLower as conferees on the 
part of the House on the tariff bill. 


TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE INDIAN SERVICE. 


Mr. PERKINS. Before the motion to adjourn is put, I ask consid- 
eration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. [Cries of 
** Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that it isa matter of pub- 
lic business, 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

J ; on (H. Res, 224) authorizi certai ia- 
— ea Rae Soelbventin Rewtnad aie a — 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc , That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to transfer upon the books 
of the Treasury the sum of $1,739.56 from appropriation *Telegrap and 
purchase of Indian supplies, 1891" to appropriation “ Telegraphing and pur- 
chase of Indian supplies, 1890," 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have @ communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, read in explanation of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the consideration 
ot the resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise to suggest that the gentleman put 
the resolution and communication in the Record and call it wp in the 
morning. 

Mr. PERKINS. The letter is brief, if the gentleman from Kentucky 
will permit 1t to be read. This does not make any new appropriation, 
eee authorizes the transference of an appropriation already 
made, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, August 20, 1890. 


Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communication of 28th 
instant, from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, inclosinga draught of a joint 
resolution authorizing the transfer of certain appropriations for the Indian 
service on the books of the Treasury. 

The Commissioner reports that the preliminary expenses incurred pe to 
the Ist ultimo, in connection with the opening of bids at the New York ware- 
house for the furnishing of supplies for the Indian service for the current fis- 
cal year, amount to $1,739.56, which sum was drawn from appropriation 
“ Telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, 1590,"’ and that, under former 
rulings of the accounting officers of the Treasury, transfer would be made of 
the amount of the preliminary expenses from the new to the old appropria- 
tion; but owing to the fact that the act making appropriations for the Indian 
service for the fiscal year 1891 was not passed prior to the beginning of the said 
ee the honorable Second Comptroller decides that the transfer can not 

e. 

The Commissioner further reports that this decision places his officein an 
embarrassing position, as the sum named, $1,739.56, borrowed from the 18 ap- 
peepeteien, is needed to meet outstanding indebtedness incurred on account 
of the service for 1890. 

Very respectfully, 

The SpenakeEn of the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


The motion of Mr. MCKINLEY was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 





EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


REPEAL OF A PROVISION OF THE SUNDRY CIVIL ACT. 


A communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, sub- 
mitting recommendations by the Second Comptroller and Second and 
Third Auditors that the provisions of the sundry civil act which re- 
quire that all accounts resulting from the disbursements of the appro- 
priation for the Signal Service or Corps shall be audited by the Third 
Auditor and Second Comptroller of the Treasury he repealed—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. MORROW: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested to transmit to the 
House of Representatives the final report of Hon. Archibald Campbell, com- 
missioner on the part of the United States to carry into effect the first article of 
the treaty with Great Britain of June 15, 1846, namely, the surveying and mark- 
ing of the northwestern boundary between Canada and the United States, both 
land and water, and all special reports, maps, and documents accompanying 
the same; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives be amended by add- 
ing to clause? of Rule XV the following: 

“UG the appearance of a quorum, the question pending when the call of 
the House was ordered shall be finally disposed of before any other business s 
taken up except a motion to adjourn, and all members who respond to the call 
and areentered upon the Journal shall remain within the bar of the House and 
not depart therefrom without the consent of the House until the pas —_ 
tion is finally disposed of or the House adjourn; and it shall be the duty of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to enforce obedience to this provision of the rule;”’ 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. Rk. 11635) to pension Mrs. 
Margaret Walker,accompanied by a report (No. 3088)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill of the House(H. R. 10456) granting pension to Alexander Moore, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3089)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10294) granting a ion to Ma- 
tilda M. Harriman, accompanied by a report (No. 3090)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8124) granting a pensios to 
George Everts, accompanied by a report (No. 3091)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

the following bills of the House; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 5501) forthe relief of St. Charles College, St. Charles, 
Mo, (Report No. 3092.) 

A bill (H. R. 11890) for the relief of theassignees of John Roach, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 3093.) 


as 


ytd 
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Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 2560) to increase the pension of Nelson 
Monroe, accompanied by a report (No. 3094)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the fol- 
lowing bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: : u 

A bill (HL R. 10398) forthe reliefof Mary A. Blaisdell. (Report No. 
3095, 

A vil (H. R. 9254) to increase the pension of Stephen L. Kearney. 
(Report No, 3096.) y j - 5 

A bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pension to John Lindt. (Report No. 
3097. 

ae TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11692) to authorize 
the buildingof a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark., acrossthe Arkansas River, 
reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 12065) to authorize the 
building of a bridge at. Dardanelle, Ark., across the Arkansas River; 
which wasread twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 309), referred 
to the Honse Calendar. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills anda joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12061) for the erection of a statue 
or monument in the city of Washington to the memory of John Erics- 
son—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 12062) to provide an American 


register for the steamer Joseph Oteri, jr., of New Orleans, La.—to the | 


Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12063) to establish a branch mint 
of the United States at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 12064) to establish a port of entry and 
delivery at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 223) providing 
for Congressional districts in the State of Ohio, and to secure to the 
electors therein the right to choose members of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress by Congressional districts—to the Select Committee on the Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause L of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 12066) for the relief of Jean- 


nette D. Calvit, of Rapides Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on | 


War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12067) for the relief of James Cotton, of Pointe | 


Coupée Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 12068) toamend the military record 
of William H. Matthews—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr: GROUT: A bill (H. R. 12069) removing charge of desertion 
against Lucius W. Hayford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr: KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 12070) for the relief of Anna M. | 


Near—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12071) granting a pension to Cathe- 
rine MeRoberts—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr: OATES: A bill (H. R. 12072) gyanting a pension to the 


widow of the late John W. Rhodes, who was a liéutenant in the Reve- 
nue- Marine Service of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: bill (H. R. 12073) to relieve John Hickey 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 12074) 
for the relief of William T. Owsley—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 12075) to remove the charge of deser- 


— against the name of George Ilgen—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. i 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12076) granting a pension to Mary Yerk—to the 


Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
. By Mr. ALLEN: Petitiom of John A. Kimmons, for trustees of 
Presbyterian Church, Kossuth, Miss:, for reference of claim to Court 


of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on 


War Claims, 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition on claim. of William P. H. Turner, of 
Lawrence County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers in re to set aside court-martial of Julius 
A. Morrell—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


** 
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By Mr. HOLMAN: Petitionof W. D. Hutchings, of Madison, Ind. 


for reciprocity of trade with Canada—to the Committee on Ways and 





Means 
Also, petition of Ifon. N. S. Given, of same place, for reciprocity 
| with Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of I. Milton Stanton, of Indiana, fo ciprocity with 
| Canada—to the Committee on \ ind Means 
| Also, resolution of graduates and mer pu] of the Indiana In- 
| stitution for the Deaf, in favor of ite bill 717, to ir ise the pen- 
| sion of deaf soldiers and sailor to the Committ n Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
By Mr. McCOMAS: Petitionof |} ibeth E. Tyson, fox sation 
for occupation of her land and for fences used as fuel by trooy the 





United States during the war—to the Committee on War Clai 
By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 216 citizens of Albion and Jackson 
Counties, Michigan, for enactment ofa lawto prevent the sale or other 
wise disposing of obscene, immoral, and indecent books, pamphlets, pa- 
pers, prints, pictures, writings, or other objectionable news—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of Amelia Butler, for restoration of 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Memorial of citizens of Natchez, Miss., pro- 
testing against iegislation by Congress compelling railroads to transport 
' 
i 


pension—to the 


petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce 

Ry Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of Charles Buschow and 75 
others, of Colby, Kans., asking that an artesian well be sunk at said 
town—to the Committee on Agriculture 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, September 17, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bur Ler, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 

Che bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Vost-Offices and 
Post-Roads, 

The bill (H. R. 10265) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
the Altamaha River was read twice by its title, and refi 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keyes for money wrong 
fully paid the United States for commutation was read twice by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military A flairs. 

The bill (H. R. 10566) for the relief of Mrs. M. J. Donahoe was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims 





acTo 


rred to the (om 


} PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

i on . e — a ‘ — = . =a 

§ The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions of the Foreign Fruit 
| Exchange of New York City, asking that a later date than November 
1 be fixed for the withdrawal of good 


from bonded warehouse; which 
were ordered to lie on the tab! 


Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Foreign Fruit Exchange of 
New York City, praying for a new arrangement as to the date of the 
execution of the pending tarift bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

| table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial adopted by the Board of Trade ot 


Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 3731 
regulating vessels engaged in commerce on the Great Lakes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial adopted by the Board of Trade of D 
luth, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of an 


ue Ay 


legislation g 
ing possession and control to private parties or corporations of entran 
and frontage to different harbors on the Great Lakes: which 1 

| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

| Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of H. H. Cecil and 22 other 
| 

} 





citizens of Coles County, Illinois, and the petition of L. G. Mitchell 

and 15 other citizens of Greene County, Illinois, praying for the pas 
| sage of what is known as the pure-food bill; which were referred to th 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of C. Lightbody and 42 other citizens o! 
Peoria, Ill.; a petition of Frank F. Miller, secretary Grange No. 1642 
of Fulton County, Illinois, and a petition of H. H. Cecil and 22 othe: 
citizens of Cole County, Illinois, praying for the passage of what is 
known as the pure-lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry 
| Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of John C. Hook, Charles M 
Wilson, L. T. Ayers, and 53 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; the peti 
tion of Alexander Tindall, E. H. Miller, Edward E. Barnickol, and 99 
| other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; the petition of Ed. Zacheis, Eugene 
Dauner, Theo. Nunziker, and 62 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; the 
petition of H. L. Roth, M. C. Vannest, Joe Conway, and 67 other citi- 
zens of St. Louis, Mo., and the petition of Jesse L. Lane, G. W. Snow, 
Stephen N. Ryan, and 42 other citizens of St, Louis, Mo., praying for 
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the passage of what is known as the Paddock ‘‘ pure-food”’ bill instead 
of any substitute that will only partially or inadequately cure the evils 
the Paddock bill is framed to remedy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 38 residents of Laredo, Tex., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3991, known as the pure- 
food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Equity Alliance, No. 8, of Soiedad, 
Cal.; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1180, of Riverton, Nebr. ; 
a petition of the Center Precinct Farmers’ Alliance, No. 806, of Saun- 
ders County, Nebraska; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Blaine 
County, Nebraska; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1764, of 
Elkhorn Valley, Nebraska; a petition of the Inavale Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 402, of Riverton, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of citizens of Piscataquis, Penobscot, 
Waldo, Somerset, Knox, Aroostook, and Oxford Counties, in the State 
of Maine, praying for the passage of what are known as the pure- 
food and pure lard bills; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agricultare and Forestry. 

Mr. SAWYER presented petitions of Farmers’ Alliances of Viroqua, 
Ash Ridge, Henrietta, Jackson, and Westby, in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented eight petitions, numerously sigued by 
citizens of Lincoln, Beatrice, Geneva, and other places in the State of 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3991, known as the 
pure-food bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr, QUAY presented a petition of the Pittsburgh (Pa.) Chamber of 
Commerce, praying for legislation to prevent disastrous overflows of the 
Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a memorial of the Pittsburgh (Pa.) Chamber of 
(Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 595, grant- 
ing to a private corporation the use of North Pier, in the harbor of 
Buftalo, N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PUGH. I present several petitions purporting to be signed by 
citizens of the State of Alabama, some of them in favor of the passage 
of what is known as the Paddock bill and some of them in favor of 
the passage of what is known as the Conger lard bill. Being sur- 
wrised that these petitions favored the passage of the Conger lard bill, 
| examined the petitions and the signatures and they seem to me to 
be all of them signed by the same person, and it is my belief that not 
a single one of the men whose names appear to the petition in favor of 
the Conger lard bill knew what they were signing, and I am satisfied 
that there is not a citizen in my State who desires the passage of what 
is known as the Conger lard bill. I present these petitions and ask 
that they lie upon the table. The bill to which they relate is on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Other petitions on that subject have been 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PUGH. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will beso referred. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am instracted by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4352) for the relief of Basil 
Moreland, to ask to be discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. It refers to 
lands of certain Indian tribes taken from them improperly, so alleged. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7463) for the relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6349) inereasing the pension of Mary Snead, a Kevolutionary 
pensioner, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
thereon. 


THOMAS T. COLLINS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed hy the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report with certain amendments a resolution of inquiry re- 
ferred to that committee and to ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. WiLson, of Iowa, July 11, 1890, 
was read as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that one Thomas T. Collins, a cilizen of the United 
States, residing at Manila, and doing business under a license from the proper 
authority, in the Philippine Islands, a province of the Government of Spain, 
has been deprived of his righte, liberty, and property by officers of the 
Government.and also by the constituted authorities of the said Philippine Isl- 
ands: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to com- 
municate to the Senate such information as he may have on the su! ; also 


what action, if any, has been taken by the Department of State in regard to the 
matcer. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK It is proposed to amend the first part of the reso- 
lution so as to read: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom pati- 
ble with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate such information as 
he may have on the subject, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


FORT CLARK MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. WALTHALL, I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report without amendment the bill (H. R. 8950) to author- 
ize the Haines’ Brackett, Fort Clark and kio Grande Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Fort Clark mili- 
tary reservation in Texas, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COKE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be con- 
sidered at this time. It is a House bill, and the parties who are desir- 
ing to build this road are waiting for its passage. It is recommended, 
not only by the military commander, but by the Secretary of War, as 
a road which would be very advantageous to the post by passing across 
the reservation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from Texas that the bill shall have present considera- 
tion ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the Senator from Mississippi if that is the bill 
that has passed the Military Committee lately ? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is the one the Senator referred to the other day. 
Then it has the full approval of the War Department and of the General 
of the Army, and the road will be subject to the Secretary of War as 
to its lines and general conduct. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut 
that this bill passed the House of Representatives and was referred to 
the Military Committee of the Senate. I sent it to the Secretary of 
War and asked an expression from him on the subject, and here is his 
answer: 

I return herewith H. R. 8950— 

Giving the title of the bill— 
referred to this Department by your letter of the 10th instant, and bej to advise 
you that upon reference of the matter to the Major-General commanding the 
Army he reports that “there does not appear to be any military objection to 
the passage of the inclosed act to authorize the construction and operation of a 
railway through the Fort Clark military reservation in Texas. On the con- 
trary, such a road Jocated as may be directed by the Secretary of War will be 
of great benefit to the military service.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR BECK, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (8S. R. 122) to print the eulo- 
gies on Hon. James B. Beck, to report it without amendment, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed fot « third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RANDALL. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print the 
eulogies upon Samuel J. Randall, toreport it favorably, without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE NUTTING. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulo- 
gies on Hon. Newton W. Nutting, to report it favorably, without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WILBER. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Prititing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to print eulo- 
gies on Hon. David Wilber, to report it favorably without amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 


“ai 
vies 





1890. 








_— 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. . 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4403) to provide an American | 
register for the steamer Joseph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La.; which | 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4404) to refund money wrongiully 
paid for duties on imports by Daniel Marcy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. ee 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 4405) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point 
within 1 mile above or below the town of Quindaro, in the county of 
Wyandotte and State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


STATUE OF LAFAYETTE, 


Mr. EVARTS. I submit a joint resolution, and I ask that it may 
receive immediate consideration. The readiug of the resolution will 
explain the subject. s Same ‘ 

The joint resolution (S. R. 123) to enable the commission having 
charge of the preparation and erection of the statue, with suitable em- 
blematic devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the city 
of Washington, to the memory of General Lafayette and his compatri- 
ots, to execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution 
adopted by the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 
1890, was read the first time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That to enable the commission erected by the act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1885, 
to execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted by tiie 
two Houses of Congress 0. the 28tn day of August, 1890, and to complete a new 
site for the said statue, tne sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the aforesaid commission. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read again, please, at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and the 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. - 


Mr. INGALLS. I hope we shall have some explanation of the 


necessity for this action and of the probable situation that will be se- | 


lected for the final repose of this statue. : 
Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the subject is fresh in the minds of 
allthe Senators. Thecommission under the statute which is explained 


had $50,000 at their disposal and had comp!eted their work entirely. | 


There was nothing le(t for the commission to do except to examine the 
statue after it should have been erected. The statue itself had been 
approved in Paris, but upon the erection of the structure and putting it 
up being approved they were to pay the half that had been reserved 
that would be payable to the artist. The sum of $50,000, with this 
necessary reservation to be paid, left in the hands of the commission 
the sum of ninety dollars and some odd cents, but they had no occasion 
toexpend even that. 

When the action of the two Houses was taken in the concurrent reso- 


lution the site was ready to receive the statue and the statue was ready | 


to be setup. The portion above the ground at the present site, the 
coping and base in granite, had already been put there by the artists 
under their contract to doso and at theirexpense. The sum now asked 
for is to enable the commission to execute the wish of the two Houses 
of Cungress. Underthe concurrent resolution, asSenators understand, 
the commission was hardly relieved from the statutory obligation and 
from the contracts they had made by authority with the artist, but the 
resolution was treated as it should be treated, being a concurrent reso- 
ution, as requiring the commission to select another site. That they 
have done substantially, and one that I think will commend itself to 
all who desire the memorial to he fitting to the subject and tothe duty 
of the nation. The point that we have selected is the southeast corner 
of the Treasury reservation, where an esplanade of some 80 feet square 
may be taken out and present a noble exposal of the statue, and instead 
of injuring will improve the dignity of the Treasury inclosure. 

The sum that we have asked for is a sum that will be perhaps more 
than adequate, but wedo not wish to be delayed in any circumstances 


if any uutoward incident should arise in regard to the completion of 


the statue. Until this resolution is adopted or by some proper action 
of the two Houses of Conzress there is an appropriation, the commis- 
sion will be in a very awkward position. By their present contract 
the protection of the United States has been reserved, and we are not 


allowed to pay the reserved half payment until we have seen the | 


statue well put up, and that is a work of several weeks unquestion- 


ably. The preparation of the base before, that is, putting the base 


under ground, occupied, I am told, some six weeks, and the expense 


of that was something like $2,500. without any reference to the super- | 


ficial arrangement of the esplanade that we shal! now be obliged to 
make, I think that this sam which the Committee on the Library 
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| have recommended may be safely left in the hands of the commission 
as we shall expend no more than is required. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I noticed in the third line of the body of the joint 
| resolution the word “‘ erected ’’ instead of the word “* 


created,’’ an evi- 


| ; : < - 
dent misprint, ‘‘the commissioa erected by,”’ ete Let ‘‘erected’’ be 

| stricken out and ‘‘ created ’’ inserted. 

Mr. EVARTS. As I understand it, that is a quotation from the 


statute. 
| Mr. HAWLEY. It does notappear in quotations there 
it was a misprint for the word ‘ created.”’ 
Mr. INGALLS 
mace. 


Mr. HAWLEY 


I thought 


It is evidently anerror. The change o 


rht to be 


If it was so in the original act, it was a misprint 
| I think. 

Mr. EVARTS. 
curate copy. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. The word certainly should be ‘ 
of ‘* erected.’’ 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT 
| absence of objection. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Senator from 
New York fora moment. I des re to inquire of the Senator if the 
material which has already been utilized in making arrangements for 
the erection of the statue in Lafayette Square can not be utilized in 
the proposed location. There are a great many stones, I see, which 
have been cut, squared, and seem to be dressed ready for the purposé 
for which they were intended. Can they not be removed a tew hun- 
dred yards and utilized, and thus lessen the expense? 

Mr. EVARTS. The stones that formed the coping, the superficial 
base, of course will be used. They merely need to be transported, 
Those are there, as I have stated already, at the expense of the artists 
| under their contract; bat the base under ground, which is the expen 

sive matter, probably can not be utilized at all, but it may form asub 
ject of additional expense if it is removed from where it is. It is 
concrete embedded in the ground, and it is much cheaper to get new 
concrete than to dig up or explode by dynamite or 
now under ground. 

Mr. BATE. Ialluded to the stones above 
been dressed. 

Mr. EVARTS. There is no doubt that they can be utilized. 

Mr. BATE. I hope the Senate will be pleased to pass without ob- 
jection the joint resolution. I have looked into this matter somewhut, 
and I quite agree with the Senator from New York in regard to the 
site that he has said the commission have substantially selected. It 
is certainly one of the most attractive a 1d eligible locations in the city, 
right at the foot or at the head of Pennsylvania avenue, in front of the 
Treasury building, which can be seen from the Capitol and all the way 
down, and it has a beautiful association in the distance with the Wash 
| ington Monument. It is perhaps the most appropriate and attractive 
| location which could be found in the city, and I am very glad to know 

that the commission have selected such a site as that. I hope there 
will be no objection to appropriating the amount asked for. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I disiike very greatly to do anything that looks 
ungracious in this matter, or to criticise in the least degree the action 
ot the efficient commission that has been selected by act of Congress to 
settle the location of the site for the Lafayette statue. 

I was one of those who believed that the site originally selected opposite 
the White House, notwithstanding its proximity to the equestrian statue 
of General Jackson, was a very good one, and I think it would hav 
been better had that action gone on to final consummation and this La 
fayette monument been placed there. But this proposed site, this 
| small quadrangle now devoted to flowers within the inclosed iron fence, 
at the head of Pennsylvania avenue, seems to me 
place for this beautiful and attractive monument. 
the surrounding space is extremely small for a mor 
the dimensions of this. It is near that great building, the Treasury 
Department, and I should think the same dwarting effect would be had 
upon that monument which is observed nowas to the Peace Monument 
| at the foot of Capitol Hill, which certiinly is badly placed and should 
some time be removed toa better location. 

This morning I was called by business into the Treasury Department 
and from the windows of the room of General Batcheller, the Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, we looked down upon this space. Several 
| gentlemen were there, and this matter became naturally the subject of 
| our conversation, and the unanimons expression was that it would be 
| an unfortunate location. One suggested that afar better place would 
be directly in front of the steps of the Treasury huilding on that side, 
| about where the unsightly little building used by the Architect of the 
| Treasury as a photographer’s building is situated. 


I should like to hear itread. I suppose it is an a 


created '’ instead 


That amendment will be made, in the 


otherwise what is 


round, those that have 


Oo 
- 





hardly the proper 
In the first place, 
iument or statue ol 


} 


j 


That perhaps 
would be a better location than the one suggested by the Senator from 
New York. 

I do not think that this new location, when it shall he contemplated 
bv the public generally, will receive approbation. Ido think itisa 
mistake, and with all deference to this commission that has tried so 
| fairly to do its duty in the matter, I hope the action will not be con 
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sidered as final, but that some other place will be selected in lieu of 
the one proposed. It destroys the symmetry of the surroundings of 
the Treasury building. Here are these four small quadrangular spaces 
devoted now to flowers, and they ought to be left, I should say, about 
as they are and not have the fence removed and their regularity and 
beauty destroyed. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it will be noted that this resolution 
does not need to be delayed with reference to the observations of the 
Senator from Nebraska. This ought to be stated and understood, that 
the commanding position of this site is from its relation to Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, aud that it is raised sufficiently to be separated from the 
pavement and set forth therefore in certainly the finest possible rela- 
tion to that great avenue and thoroughfare. I believe alsoit is a mis- 
take to think that there is inadequate room there. The space to be 
taken by the monument itself is only some 24} feet front, and the 
esplanade need not be more than 75 or 80 feet square, where there will 
be a level pavement properly prepared and everything suitable to the 
dignity ot the monument; and it is impossible to see that there can be 
any degradation of the statue. With due respect to the Senator and his 
friends who looked out trom the Treasury, it is the noblest site, per- 
haps, in the city. The reason that did not incline us that way was 
that we hardly felt at liberty originally to interfere with these inclos- 
ures of the building, but we were also persuaded—which the two 
Houses have overruled—that the association of the President’s House 
and Lafayette Square was a predominant consideration. 
passed away. 

What | wish to ask the attention of the Senate to is this: That with- 
out any appropriation the statue and all the portions of the structure 
filling some thirty enormous boxes will have to remain inside of those 
boxes, as there is no money to do anything with them except to put 
them out on the base in front of the President's House on Lafayette 
Square. The statute gives that power and imposes that duty, and 
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that the sepulchral and funereal group at the foot of the hill is about to 
join the mournful procession and take its way somewhere, either into 
the suburbs or on some adjacent reservation. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I see no obstacle whatever to the selection 
of the location at the southeast corner of the Treasury, because, being 
in their nature transitory and fugitive, these statues will proceed from 
place to place as the caprice or the fancy of succeeding Congresses may 
see fit. 

Seriously, however, Mr. President, I think that even for a temporary 
location nothing more unfortunate could have been suggested than the 
southeast quadrangle of the Treasury. Those four spaces ought to be 
either left vacant or all be occupied, and if they are to be occupied with 
statues or monuments the subjects ought to be selected trom those who 
have been eminent in finance and in the administration of that Depart- 
ment. It certainly would be awkward, if in the future it should be 
thought fit to decorate that ground with those who have been eminent 
in finance, great Secretaries like the honorable Senator who sits at my 
right [Mr. SHERMAN] and his associates in the discharge of that great 
duty, that we should find that a memorial of a foreigner, a man with- 
out any connection whatever with the Treasury Department, the grati- 
tude of the American people being due him for military services alone, 
preoccupied the site, and we should be compelled either to leave that 
statue there or to again remove it for the purpose I have indicated. 

Mr. President, I realize fully the very embarrassing task which has 
been devolved upon the Senator from New York and his associates. 
They have discharged their duty conscientiously and tothe best of their 
ability under great obstaclesand with serious difficulties, but I venture 
toexpress the hope that the suggestion which has been made of the selec- 
tion of this reservation may not be final. I think it would be an error 
and a mistake which we might be called upon ourselves to rectify in- 
stead of leaving it for future generations to do so. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the commission no doubt will pay 


this commission ought not to be placed in a condition of acting in oppo- | great regard to these observations, and they would bemuch more aided 
sition or apparent disregard of the very full vote of the two Houses of | if they should have some affirmative statement as to where the statue 
Congress; and yet we should be in this position of I do not know how | should be put. That does not seem yet to have formed itself definitely 
much exposure under our obligations to these artists and how much | in the minds of any of the Senators. But nevertheless we do not wish 
misfortune to ourselves it accidents should happen in the interval of | to keep it in boxes forever, and this appropriation will enable us to put 
I know not howlong. At any rate, if weare to wait for the two Houses | it in any place that shall be found suitable except that one in front of 
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of Congress to select a site it may be a very considerable time before a 
site will be selected. 
tion or reconsideration of the selection of asite that will be satisfac- 
tory. The wish of Congress expressed in the matter will be respected 
by us, but the money ought to be in our hands to proceed without 
delay. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wanted to make one observation about that site 
without having recently observed it. I do not know that what I shall 
suggest will in any way impair its value for the purpose of the location 
of this monument, but it has always seemed to me one of the things 
that might be contemplated as almost certain to happen in the near 
future in connection with the administration of the affairs of the Treas- 
ury Department that we shall erect an annex to that building on the 
grounds south of the main building across the street, or on perhaps the 
location of what is now the photographer’s building, for the use of the 
Architect of the Treasury. 

The Treasury building is now overfilied. The position of the Archi- 
tect’s office and the employés and belongings of it may well be re- 
moved without interfering with the internal economy of the adminis- 
tration of that Department, and I have looked upon that as something 
liable to occur or as something that would necessarily occur in the 
near fature, and it might be—I do not say that it would be—that the 
erection of such a building as I have spoken of would interfere aud 
make less useful and appropriate this site spoken of for this monument, 
or the erection of the monument might interfere with the proper use 
of the grounds south of the Treasury Department for the purposes of 
which I have spoken. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, neither the suggestion of my col- 
league nor that of the Senator from Nebraska appears to me to inter- 
pose any formidable obstacle to the location of the statue on the site 
that has been designated. Following the precedents, if it is located 
there and the situation seems undesirable we can readily move it some- 
where else. 

The monuments and statues of this city are ambulatory, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and peripatetic. They wander around from place to place. I 
recolleet the surprise with which I came here one summer and found 
that thestatue of General Rawlins had in some mysterious way marched 
down the Avenue from the junction of New York avenueand Eighteenth 
street, I believe, and been placed in front of the market and nearly con- 
cealed by the surrounding foliage. The great statue by Greenough, 
that I believe was intended for the Rotundaof the Capitol, has been de- 
layed on its journey thither, and for several years has been exposed to 
the vicissitudes of the elements. But perhaps it went in once, as the 
Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Encconent anual, and then went out 
again, like the King of France who marched up the bill and then 
marched dowsagain. Occasionally it is covered over by some temporary 
structure like an umbrella to protect it from the rain and the sun; and 
its ultimate location is yet a matter of doubt. We are also informed 


This resolution does not foreclose the considera- 


the President’s House, or Lafayette Square. 

‘The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 


joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs & Lackey; 

A bill (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment of a port of de- 
livery at Peoria, Iil.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the transfer of certain 
appropriations for the Indian service on the books of the Treasury, 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 

A bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,’’ approved January 8, 
1889; 

A bill (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes, 
so as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and 
district courts for the western district of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
Railway Company. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 51) to authorize the President to appoint Richard H. 
Jackson an ensign in the United States Navy, with amendments in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 160) to open abandoned military reservations in the State 
of Nevada to homestead entry; 

A bill (8S. 2392) creating an additional land office in the State of 
North Dakota; 

A bill (S. 3751) to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between 
Cedar Point and Dauphin Island; 

A bill (S. 4280) te authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; and 
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A bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Oconee River, in the State of Georgia. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the rev- 
enue and equalize daties on imports, and for other purposes, agreed to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. BuRROws, 
Mr. BAYNE, Mr. Divetey, Mr. Mriis, Mr. McMILLIN, and Mr. 
FLOWER managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIIT is in order 
for one hour. F ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, on Monday morning I gave notice that 
at this point in the proceedings of to-day I would ask the courtesy of 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Senate resolution No, 11, 
Calendar number 67, and also the one following on the Calendar, Senate 
resolution 18, which is on the same subject-matter, for the purpose of 
making a few observations. I should be glad to do so now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I hope the Senator will waive that for to-day at 
any rate, We have the private land bill upand our hour has gone that 
should be devoted to unobjected cases, This private land bill isin my 
charge. It has been read through, and it will only requirea little while 
to finish it, and I am not feeling at all well to-day and I wish to have 
it disposed of, ; ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Would there be any objection to my making such re- 
marks as I desire to offer at the conclusion of the consideration of the 
Senator’s bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould not make any objection because I shall 
be compelled to go out of the Chamber unless I feel better than I do now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that I am also sick. This | 
is a matter that has been delayed two Congresses, and I shall be glad | 
to proceed with what I have to say. 

Mr. PLUMB. According to the order the Senate is now operating 
under, the hour succeeding the conclusion of the morning business 
from this time on is to be devoted to the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is this routine business that we have been doing 
so far? 
Mr. PLUMB. Itis routine business, as I understand, and the hour 
for the consideration of the Calendar is to follow. I was going to sug- 
gest that the hour should be given succeeding the speech of the Senator 
from New Hampshire. Certainly there is no more useful thing the 
Senate can do than to devote this hour, which was agreed to on the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps], to the consid- 
eration of bills on the Calendar. Of courseI should have no objection 
to taking up the bill which he speaks of, provided the Calendar is not 
postponed. I only want to say that [shall object to any displacement | 
of that order in regard to the Calendar which has been already made. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent that we may go on now 
with the private land bill and that after that is finished an hour for the 
Calendar shall be taken. 

Mr. PLUMB. Suppose the bill of the Senator from Vermont should 
not be concluded to-day, then what would become of the Calendar ? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. It ought to be concluded in halt an honr. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the request that after the private land claim bill 
has been disposed of and the Senator from New Hampshire shall have 
been heard, an hour shall be given to the consideration of the Calendar 
under Rule VIII? Any arrangement that does not lose that hour to 
the Calendar T shall have no objection to, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My request was that the Senate kindly finish this 
private land claim bill first, and that then the morning hour for un- 
objected cases should go on, but that of course would be subject to such 
arrangement as could be made to accommodate my friend from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to accommodate the wishes of the 
Senator from Vermont and of the Senator from New Hampshire, but 
I do not want to accommodate either at the expense of the hour al- 
lowed for the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that in the event that arrangement is carried 
out and in the event that the bill of the Senator from Vermont occupies 
the day, an hour be added to to-morrow’s hour for the consideration 
of the Calendar, so that the Calendar may not lose it. If any arrange- | 
ment is made now whereby the Calendar sball be displaced to-day, J 
ask in that event that the Senate shall give that time to the considera- | 
tion of the Calendar to-morrow, so that then we shall have two hours. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have not understood exactly what the proposition 
was as to the occupation of time this morning, but I feel bound to say 
that as soon as the bill now pending is finished I shall be in order, I | 
think, in calling up the judiciary bill, which I hope may be disposed 
of without very much delay. I do not desire to stand in the way of 


ee Ln 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





LOL1L9 


What is the pleasure of the Senate ° 

Mr. HARRIS. I will make this request: I ask unanimous consent 
of the Senate that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmMuNpDs] who, I 
understand, is indisposed this morni may proceed with the consid- 
eration of the bill in his charge, at the conclusion of which the Senator 
from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLatr] shall have the opportunity to sub- 
mit the remarks he proposes to make, and at the co1 m of his 
remarks that one hour shall be on of the 
Calendar under Rule VIII 

Mr. STEWART. And in there i ot 
shall have the time made up to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. That i am in favor of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there 
Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall object. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Unless itis entirely 
New Hampshire not to proceed now, I think, practice of the 
Senate, the Senator having given notice eral days ago of his inten- 
tion to address the Senate this morning, that he should be allowed te 
‘proceed. 

Mr. GIBSON. Itseems tome that under the cir 
tor from New Hampshire should have the courtesy 
being allowed to proceed. We can settle the 
as tothe Calendar and the land-court bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wasgoing to make the suggestion that the Sena- 
tor irom New Hampshire had given notice of his intention to address 
the Senate to-day, and it has always 
to yield that privilege to a Senator. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
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The Senator from Vermont has 


| made the suggestion about disposing of the private land claim bill, 


which ought to be disposed of as speedily as possible, and that he is not 


| very well, and therefore may not be able to remain in the Senate Cham- 
| ber, and to that the Senator from New Hampshii 


eplied that he was 
the Senator from 
e gave, we ought to 


to me that if 


} 
the notice } 


in the same condition. Now, it seem 
New Hampshire prefers carrying out 
yield to him. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I understand the proposition is simply 
to transpose. There are three things which it seems to me the Senate 
desires to do respecting to-day. One of them is to consider the land 


bill of the Senator from Vermont, which is the unfinished business; 
another to give an hour tothe Calendar; and the third to hear the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire according to his notice. Now, as 1 under- 
stand, the Senator from New Hampshire having proposed to proceed, 
the Senator from Vermont simply asks that in consequence of the con 
dition of his health, as he does not desire to remain, being quite unwell, 
those two things may be transposed and that he may go on with his 
private-land bill first and the Senator from New Hampshire follow, 
and, as I understand, that Senator does not object to that if his rights 
are preserved. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
the Senate» 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] sug- 
gests that the hour for the Calendar ought to be saved for to-day and 
that that should come in afterwards. That leaves the Senate doing 
exactly what it intended todo, and I hope that will bedone. I do not 
think we ought to couple that with an agreement to invade to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say that I have not the slightest expectation of 
occupying an hour’s time, 

Mr. HOAR. I think we can accomplish all we desir 
hour for t+ Calendar. 

Mr. PL MB. Ishall object to any arrangement that does not : 
solutely preserve sixty minutes cither to-day or to-morrow, withor 
any diminution, for the Calendar. 


I am quite content with what seems to be the will of 


and get the 


it 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw my request, Mr. President, so that we 
may get on in some way 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REPRESENTATI 


Mr. BLAIR. I renew my request that the Senate proceed to thecon- 
sideration of joint resolutions which I mentioned for the purpose of 
giving me an opportunity of addressing a few observations to the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 11) proposing an amend 
ment to the Constitution to confer representation to the District of 
Columbia in the two Houses of Congress and in the Electoral College, 
and the joint resolution (S.R.18) proposing an amendment of the 
Constitution to confer representation to the District of Columbia in the 
two Houses of Congress and in the ele« 

Mr. BLAIR. 


toral college 


Mr. President, Senate resolutions No. 11 and No, 18 


| were introduced by me on the 5th and 9th days of December last, re- 


spectively, and duly referred to the appropriate committee. On the 
19th day of December they were reported back to the Senate adversely, 
with the recommendation that they be indefinitely postponed. The 
unexpectedly prompt action of the committee deprived the people of the 
District of Columbia of any opportanity to be heard, an opportunity 


my friend from New Hampshire, provided it does not interfere with | which a large number of the representative men of the District, if in- 
some proper disposition of that judiciary bill, which I think is as im- | deed it may be said that the District has any representative men or 


portant as any matter before Congress. 


any men whatever in the sense of American citizenship, most earnestly 
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desired, and they were somewhat surprised that those resolutions were 
#0 summarily disposed of. 

I asked that they be placed upon the Calendar, hoping that an op- 
portunity might be found for hearing in the parent body, and if not 
here, then presently in the country at large. No non-voting popula- 
tion is of much consequence in a republic, except to pay taxes, and, 
if men, to shed their blood in war for the support of the Government. 
Although the neuter condition of citizenship in this District has long 
been to myself, as well as to many others, a subject of serious thought, 
and in the last Congress I had prepared and introduced a similar prop- 
osition for a constitutional amendment giving suffrage for national 
purposes and representation in both Houses of Congress and in the 
electoral college to the District, I was then and now am prepared to 
find years of agitation necessary before the people of the United States, 
or even of the District itself, shall fully arouse themselves to remedy 
the evil. 

It would be difficult to imagine a more striking evidence of the real 
political inconsequence of the manhood of the District of Columbia 
than is furnished by the treatment which this measure has received, 
supported as it is by the committee of one hundred and the great mass 
of the people of the District. 

I believe it should be and will be generally conceded that the Senate 
Committee on Privileges and Elections is as able and patriotic a com- 
mittee as has ever existed since the adoption of the Constitution. 

As it should be, that committee is acutely alive to the rights of man, 
and especially to those touching the sovereignty of the citizens. That 
committee has evolved a comprehensive and rigid bill for the regula- 
tion and security of clections in all parts ot the country where men 
have the right to vote. 

A freedom-loving House of Representatives has not only considered 
such a bill in committee, but has passed it with great emphasis and 
solemnity. But when I present and urge in two successive Congresses 
a proposition to make the men-folks in a community of 230,000 Ameri- 
can citizens politically free, by giving them the right to vote and to 
participate by their chosen representatives in making and executing 
the laws which control the property and the lives of themselves and 
of their wives and children, the Congress can not find time to listen, 
their plaint for freedom is unheard, and like our forefathers in the 
palace of George III, they are spurned with contempt from the foot 
of the legislative throne, and this from a Congress as likely to give con- 
sideration to the cry of the oppressed as any that could be culled from 
the American people. 

We seldom see anything like it save in the common treatment ac- 
corded to woman in her efforts to obtain political liberty; and I am 
forced to the conclusion that, in the general apprehension of the coun- 
try, there are no men in the District of Columbia, but two kinds of 
women rather, who, politically, are in no wise to be distinguished 
from one another. ‘Two hundred and thirty thousand negroes living 
in a State, and having under the Constitution the right to yote, would 
have been heard in Congress until they broke down the pillars of the 
Constitution but their wrongs should have been redressed; yet these 
alleged men, white and colored, living in the District of Columbia, 
calling by scores of thousands for the right to vote, get no hearing 
simply because time presses, cry they never so loudly, during now these 
two Congresses, and whether the future is more hopeful for them re- 
mains to be seen. 

This is no long-haired-man application for woman suffrage, noscheme 
to drag angelic woman down, but simply that the lords of creation in 
this District may be raised to the level, to the par value, of their fellow- 
men in the States around them. 

Woman here must wait on the progress of her sisters in the States 
80 faras this proposed amendmentis concerned. Yet I am so impressed 
with the innate importance of the subject, that, with slight expec- 
tation of present action, I crave the indulgence of the Senate while 
I endeavor to present a few thoughts which may serve as the thin 
wedge to force a crevice in the public mind, which time and reflection 
may widen until the nation shall open its head and its heart to receive 
the people of the District of Columbia into the body-politic. 

The first joint resolution is as follows: 

Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution to confer repre- 


sentation to the District of Columbia in the two Houses of Congress and in 
the electoral college. 


Whereas the people of the District of Columbia are subjected to taxation with- 
out representation, contrary toa fundamental principle of all free government: 
Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by three- 
fourths of said Legislatures, shall be valid asa part of the Constitution, namely : 


“ ArnTicLe XVI. 


“Spcrion l. That the District of Columbia shall be entitled to representation in 
the Congress of the United States by one Senator and by one or more Repre- 
sentatives, according to the rule of apportionment extablished by Article XIV 
of the Constitution. Said District shall also be entitled to as many electors for 
President and Vice-President of the United States as it has members of Con- 
gress. 

“Snec. 2. That Congress shall provide, by law, the times and manner of choos- 
ing the Senator, the Representative or Representatives, and the electors author- 
ized by this article,” 


Omitting the formal parts, the second joint resolution is as follows: 
ARTICLE XVI. 

Section |. The District of Columbia shall be entitled to representation in the 
Congress of the United States by one Senator and by one or more Kepresenta- 
tives, according to the rule of apportionment established by Article XIV of the 
Constitution. Said District shall also be entitled to as many electors for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States as it has members of Congress: 
Provided, That such representation in the Congress shall not participate in joint 
convention of the two Houses, nor in any proceeding touching the choice of 
President or Vice-President, nor in the organization of either House of Con- 
gress, nor speak or vote uron any question concerning the same, 

Sec. 2. Congress shall provide, by law, the time and manner of choosing the 
Repeint, “ Representative or Representatives, and the electors authorized by 
this article. 


It will be observed that the propositions are identical, with exception 
of the proviso in the first section of the second resolution, which restricts 
the proposed representation of the District from any participation in the 
choice of President and Vice-President by the joint convention of the 
two Houses, orin any proceeding touching their choice by the House, or 
in the organization of either House of Congress. 

This proviso is of importance as a matterof detail, but Ido not deem 
it of consequence in the discussion of the main question, upon which, 
without farther delay, I will now proceed to offer a few brief observa- 
tions. 

Montesquieu, the great French legal philosopher, in his Spirit of 
Laws, has taught us that every form of government must be admin- 
istered in conformity with its own spirit or become a failure; that a 
despotism must be despotic, and in all departments of administration 
conform to the theory of a despotism; that a monarchy must be mo- 
narchic, and that the republican form of government must be consist- 
ent with its own theory, or that in their practical working these sev- 
eral forms of government will destroy themselves. 

This is a brief way of stating a great philosophical truth founded in 
human nature and in the nature of things. 

Government is simply a method of controlling society as a whole for 
the benefit of all its parts, and all its parts for the benefit of the whole, 
by some power superior to any which can be opposed to it. Govern- 
ment has existed, and it must exist, chiefly in three general forms: 
Despotism, in which the one-man power is supreme over all, and mon- 
archy, where one man governs under limitations of established laws; 
aristocracy, or the government of the many by the few for the benefit 
of the few primarily, and secondarily for the benefit of the many, ir 
so far as their good will promote that of the few in still greater degree; 
and the republican form, or government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people. Under these three forms, the despotism, the aris- 
tocracy, and the democracy or republicanism, or their variations, all 
human government necessarily exists. 

It will be observed that the primary object of all these forms of gov- 
ernment is the same: The subjection of society to some general rule 
of conduct, which, however imperfect in its operations, is yet a curb te 
universal license, and a rescue from the intolerable evils of anarchy. 
In all government there must be, necessarily, three elements: The law 
itself, which implies a law-giver; the construction of the law and its 
application to instances as they arise in society, which is the function 
of the judge, and the execution of the law, which is the work of execu- 
tive power. These three functions, then, constitute government—the 
legislative, judicial, and executive; and whether these departments are 
vested in a single will as ina despotism; in a combination of few wills, 
acting harmoniously, as in the aristocracy; or in the people at large, 
that is tosay, in the republic—they are the same in nature. 

These three different forms are each at different periods of the de- 
velopment of society more excellent than either of the others—the 
despotism appertaining to the lowest, as the aristocracy does to the 
medium, and the republic to the highest degree of civilization known 
among men. A moment’s reflection will reveal the truth of Montes- 
quieu’s observation, for it is apparent that the one-man power asa form 
of government is inconsistent with either of the other two, and there- 
fore to combine it with them, or with either of them, of necessity must 
lead to antagonism and conflict and failure. And what is true of the 
effort to combine absolutism with democracy is necessarily true of the 
effort to intermingle all these three forms of government with each 
other. There may be transitions from the one to the other as society 
changes from the lowest to the highest; trom the highest downward, 
as society retrogrades. 

But these diverse principles can not permanently operate harmo- 
niously together, They are attended with conflict of necessity. If so- 
ciety has passed, and if the masses of men have arisen from the condi- 
tion of abject servitude, which is their condition under a despotism or 
an aristocracy, to that high plane of intelligence and capacity which 
enables them to govern themselves in the republican form, it is mani- 
fest that they mustabide by that form completely if they would wholly 
maintain their liberties, their governmental standard of excellence, and 
the prosperity and happiness and perpetuity 0! their nation as a whole. 
These propositions are commonplaces in political philosophy. Their 
repetition may seem to be the unnecessary consumption of time. Cer- 
tainly one would not expect to see these fundamental and manifest 
principles directly violated by the great Republic in the most conspic- 
uous and flagrant manner, in the heart of its institutions and on the 
very theater where its laws are made, construed, and executed. 
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It would be supposed that the Government of the United States 
would be administered in the republican form; that the capital of the 
foremost Republic on the face of the earth, that one spot exclusively 
under its control, would itself be a model republic, without the trace 
of despotism or of aristocracy; that in such locality as might contain the 
seat and creative arena of governmental activity the people themselves 
would be free; that such a community would illustrate in the highest 
possible form the practical workings aad the superior blessings of a 
democratic and representative form of government; that in such a spe- 
cific locality, if nowhere else, government of the people would be by 
the people and for the people; that it would be founded upon the con- 
sent of the governed; that life, liberty, and property would be pro- 
tected and secured by laws founded upon the principles of that Con- 
stitution which applies to the couutry generally; that there would be 
no taxation without representation; that the executive power would 
be derived, if not immediately, at least remotely, from those upon whom 
the law is executed, and that an enthusiastic admirer of free institu- 
tions from lands ridden by tyranny might come to the capital of free 
America to behold the great object-lesson of liberty in its practical 
operation among the masses of the people. 

It would hardly be believed that the great Republic had set up a 
despotism in its own heart and built therein a nest for faction, intrigue, 
and corruption, and had ordained a complete subversion otf the rights, 
interests, and will of the masses of the people and their complete sub- 
jection to an extraneous system sometimes inimical to their good, and 
over the creation and direction of which the people concerned have no 
control whatever save only that which may be had by prayer and sup- 
plication addressed to their earthly masters. It can but be a matter 
of surprise that such a place should be selected as a safe depository for 
the original Declaration of Independence and for the archives of a free 
government. 


The District of Columbia, originally 10 miles square, has been dimin- 
ished by the retrocession of that portion lying south of the Potomac 
River and in the State of Virginia, which took place in the year 1546, 
and now consists of 64 square miles located on the north side of the 
Potomac River, with a povulation at the present time of 230,000 souls. 

The population has grown from the trifling numbers who lived here 
in the year 1791, when the District was made the seat of Government, 
toa mass greater than the population of not less than three of the States 
now in the Union, and larger than that of most of the States which have 
been admitted to the Union since the organization of the Government 
at the time of their admission. There is every reason to believe that 
within another century there will be more than two million of people 
in this District, and that the growth of the District will keep at least 
equal pace with that tremendous expansion of population and power in 
the nation at large which is as inevitable as futurity itself. Destruction 
is the only escape from this terrible growth and the responsibilities 
which are therehy imposed. ' 

Our fathers who declared their independence, whoachieved it by arms, 
who established the Government upon the principles which they had 
vindicated in battle and consecrated in blood, never dreamed that by 
the establishment of the Federal District, in order that the National 
Government might have a secure, unfettered field for its operations, 
they were laying the toundation of a vast community of political slaves. 
They understood that the people of the District of Columbia would 
possess all the rights and liberties which belonged to other American 
citizens, and that residence here would be a political blessing, not a 
politica! curse. 

In advocating the adoption of the Coustitution, Madison and Ham- 
ilton asserted that the people of the District would, as a matter of course, 
be entitled to the functions and advantages of local self-government; 
and, as a matter of fact, until the year 1871, the District of Columbia 
possessed a republican form of government in all local affairs. It was 
the home to that extent of a free people. They were substantially in 
a Territorial condition; not, to be sure, participating in the enactment 
of the general laws of the land. and in the transfer of the executive power, 
but still in possession of local laws enacted by themselves and the ad- 
ministration of their local affairs; and a portion of the time enjoying 
the right to be heard by a delegate duly chosen to represent them upon 
the floor of the House of Representatives. There is now existing : 
large volume of laws enacted by the local authority. So far their con- 
dition was superior to that of a Territory. 

If, in the origin of this community, resulting, as it did, from the lo- 
cation of the General Government in this then almost vacant District, 
there had been failure to establish the forms of free government for the 
benefit of the inhabitants by reason of the absorption of Congress in 
the great affairs of the nation at large, a long period should have elapsed 
before attention was turned to their deprivation of the benefits of self- 
government, it would not have seemed so very strange, since the influ- 
ences of free government surrounding them, and the very habit of lib- 
erty, if I may so speak, would have prevented the infliction of serious 
personal wrongs, although there might have been no positive law for 


the locality to which appeal could have been made for their vindication. | 


But, as the community grew larger and more and more formidable, 
one would have expected that inevitably the Congress would have 
hastened to establish a model school of republicanism in this Dis- 
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trict; and it seems to me incomprehensible that after nearly a century 
of actual local self-government, such asit was, that the American Con- 
gress as late as the year 1878 should have proceeded to subvert what- 
soever there was of republicanism and democracy actually existing 
in a community which then had attained to the number of at least 
160,000 souls—more than that of many of the States at the time of 


their admission into the Union—and to remand the whole community 


for its present, and apparently for its entire future, to a condition of 
political vassalage. 

I venture to say that no act of more stupendous and dangerous in 
consistency has ever been perpetrated by the legislative power of any 
free people in violation of the principle of their own form of govern- 


ment since the foundation of the world; that, considering the political 
enlightenment of the age in which this was done, no such example of 
incomprehensible and fatal violation of the first truth of governmental 
theory laid down by Montesquieu as of universal application has ever 
been known. If heedlessness led to it, it should be remedied. The 
slightest thought should be adequate to induce its reversal and pro- 
vide for itsremedy. If it be indicative of something worse—of a lapse 
of fealty, and of sensitive adherence to the principles of free govern- 
ment on the part of those who are intrusted with their administration, 
or indeed of indifference to those principles on the part of the people 
themselves—then, indeed, is there cause for alarm, for no slave com- 
munity can grow up around and be a part of the administration and 
heart-movements of this great Government without the sure derange- 
ment of the circulation of the very life-blood of its liberties to the ex 

tremities of the nation. 

If this state of things has been protracted, lo, now these twelve 
years, against the unheard and, to a great extent, the suppressed remon 
strances of the masses of the people in this city, and if daily the con- 
trol of this community is becoming more and more absolute in the 
possession of leaders of factions and combinations and rings and syn- 
dicates which derive their strength from unholy or indifferent relations 
toand with the representatives of national power who are intrusted 
with the government of the District, or if there is danger that this 
may now be or may become so, then it is high time, indeed, at once to 
cail a halt, to seek the hospital and attack this cancerous growth at 
once with medicines, or, they failing, with the knife 

If these 230,000 people are satistied with their condition, that is the 
worst indication of all, and it can only be accounted for upon the same 
principle that the fat dog in the fable was willing to wear his collar. 
If they prefer fat to liberty, and lazily acquiesce in a condition which, 
as population increases, will inevitably develop a proletariat of helots 
and sycophants not superior to those of ancient times, who, in the 
turbulent days and nights which are sure to attend the history of our 
nation (as turbulent periods have attended the history of all nations), 
will be specially dangerous in the Capital City, the cause for alarm can 
not be exaggerated. 

‘Lhese silent, irresponsible, untrained, and dangerous masses will 
some time constitute a mob as untamable and destructive as that of 
Paris or old Rome. The fact that this is a community of schools is no 
source of ultimate safety, for an educated people will be free or they 
will be anarchists, and there is no mob so dangerous as an educated 
mob. Witness Chicago. To play with principles is more dangerous 
than to play with fire; and it is particularly dangerous for a tree gov 
ernment to violate the principles of freedom, of which qualification for 
self-government and the practice of self-government by the individual 
citizen are the most necessary of all. 

It is true that in the local affairs of the District present order pre- 
vails, and that the principles of good government rooted in the ad- 
miuistration of the States surrounding the District and operating in 
the country at large are still prevalent in this viceroyalty, and that 
time has not yet sufficed to produce serious insecurity of life, lib- 
erty, or property, although the great fundamental right of all, which 
is the right to be politically free, and from the absence of which all! 
other political evil will ultimately result, has been utterly subverted 
and destroyed; but these recent years, so full of material growth, have 
been sufficient to develop a marked difference between the rising popu- 
lation of this city and the corresponding population in any like com 
munity within the States. 

No citizen of the United States, resident in a State and familiar with 
the practical working of free institutions, on becoming familiar with 
the settled population of the District of Columbia, can fail to observe 
the marked difference between them and the rest of the American peo- 
ple. This is especially noticeable when the young men born and 
reared in the District are compared with the great body of the young 
manhood of the country. Patriotic as they are and proud of their 
country, yet these splendid young men impress me that naturalization 
is the one thing needful to make them Americans. 

The contrast between the father born and reared in one of the States, 
where from childhood he dailv witnessed and participated in the polit- 
ical life which surrounded him, and grew up subject to the impressions 
of such an environment, of which in subsequent years he himselt be- 
came asovereign part, and that same father whoin later years has come 
to reside and rear his family in this District, and hisown boys whohave 


+ * 


grown up in the capital of their country, but untouched by the trans 
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' to befall them in covert manipulation and in the practically irresponsi- 
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forming atmosphere of free local self-government, enveloping and pene- 
trating every-day life, is very marked and startling. 

It is not too much to say that it the political conditions under which 
230,000 American citizens who live in the city of Washington pre- 
vailed throughout the country the people of the United States would 
become incapable of self-government within a brief period oftime. A 
young man who never has passed through an election, who never saw 
a vote cast or counted, and who never expects to cast one himself, un- 
less he goes away from home, who simply grows up in his father’s 
place of business upon Pennsylvania avenue, or on F street, reading of 
political movements in the States as he does of those in a foreign coun- 
try, or who is even the Washington city-bred son of a soldier who 
fought to preserve the Union, does not seem, as a rule, to care any 
1aore about the general course of political affairs, or, as I have observed 
him, to be any better fitted to control the future of his country than 
the mass of intelligent foreigners, or than the girls by whom he is sur- 
rounded and perhaps in prospective usefulness as citizens is su . 

This would be a comparison unfavorable to the general girl of the 
country who has received the training which comes from association 
with fathers and brothers constantly engaged in the discussion of pub- 
lic questions and the performance of the duties of self-government. 
It would be far better to surrender the future of the States and of 
the nation into the hands of the girls of the country at large than into 
the hands of men reared as, through no fault of their own, but of ne- 
cessity, are the young men of this District under existing laws. 

I have alluded to the manifestations of the increasing subjection of 
the affairs of the District to the control of syndicates and combina- 
tions of wealth for the advantage of the few and the disadvantage of 
the many. 

This subordination becomes, even for the most common and honor- 
able enterprise, almost a matter of compulsion, and, in fact, is an evil 
born of necessity, for the general good, because there is no way in 
which the general will can manifest itself. And soall activities of en- 
terprising capital which look to its own aggrandizement and to the 
aggrandizement of the city, and to the development of this vast and 
magnificent capital, are compelled to resort to such means as are 
lett open to them through manipulation and careful managemertt 
of men under whose control the present system of government has 
placed them, because ther¢ is by law no way in which their purposes 
can be honorably effected by methods which will bear the light, and 
which are based on broad and generous devotion to the interests of the 
whole community and a just regard to the rights of the several parts. 

Nor is it possible to conceive of a system of government better cal- 
culated to invite the employment of methods which allure, if they do 
not corrupt, the genera) legislative power of the land to acts of ques- 
tionable propriety on the part of some and a general indifferentism on 
the part of the whole to the individual rights of a great community; 
and it isa dangerous thing when those who legislate for 65,000, 000 peo- 
ple come to regard lightly or fail to exercise vigilantly their power and 
obligation to administer faithfully the principles of individual liberty 
when the law has charged them with that responsibility. 

Yet such is the pressure upon every Representative and Senator of 
the affairs of the community which sent him here that it is impossible 
for even the committees of the two Houses, specially charged with the 
legislative interests of those people, almost as perplexing and entang- 
ling and extensive as those of a whole State with its ] Legislature, 
to find time to comprehend, much less to legislate properly for, even 
as committees, the interests of the le here; and could the com- 
mittees perform their full duty, the Congress at large is able to enact 
but a small part of the legislation required for the general good of 
the whole country; and consequently the affairs of the District are 
liable to be almost absolutely abandoned to such fate as may happen 





ble action of the triumvirate, however honest, who constitute whatever 
of formal government Congress has condescended to give the people 
since the subversion of their political liberty in the year 1871, made 
complete and, apparently, perpetual in the year 1878. 

This is no trifling matter, and I verily believe that it constitutes a 
drop of poison in the heart of the Republic, which, if left without its 
antidote, will spread virus through that circulation which is the life of 
our liberties. 

The District of Columbia has deserved well of the Republic. The 
balance of monetary obligations as between the General Government 
and the people of this city is very largely against the General Govern- 
ment. I shall produce some statistics to demonstrate this and to re- 
move the impression which has been so generally made te the contrary. 
The District contributed its full quota of men and money to the com- 
mon defense in the war of 1812, and suffered more largely from its dis- 
asters than almostany other community in the whole country. When 
the war was over the enterprising people of this District contributed at 
once and very largely to the reparation of the ravagesof the great strug- 
gle for the benefit of the nation at large, as well as of themselves. 

They paid their full share of taxation specially for the prosecution 
of the war for the preservation of the Union, and gave their sons and 
their blood to the same end and to their full proportion, and 18 per 


cent. beyond the quota which the law required of them for the active 
service. 
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There is now a valuation of property of the District, exclusive of that 
of the Government, of nearly $150,000,000; and including that of the 
Government itself, from $250,000,000 to $300,000,000, an amount in 
excess of the valuation of the following States: Idaho, Wyoming, Wash- 
ington, Montana, North Dakota, and South Dakota. In this connec- 


tion I call attention to the following table, prepared by one of the lead- 
ing citizens of the District for my use: 


Comparative statement—New States, Territories, and District of Columbia. 


States, ete. | Popula-, Appraised 





ton. value. Authority for same. 
GRee..wcresencccese 122 000<6 en} BETES $21,000, 000 | II. R. Report No. 1064 andS. Report 
| No, 316, 
Wyoming -ee.-ccecce--| 100,000 | 31,500,000 | S. Report No. 115. 


Arizona...... 











cen cee secerereeee) 100,000 | 22,089,613 | H. R. Report No. 4053, page 7. 
New Mexico ...........4...| 200,000 | 56,000,000 | H.R. Report No. 4090, page 3. 
atten .-| 210,000 | 250,000,000 | H. R. Report No. 4156, page 2. 
Washington... oa 160,000 | 61,562,789 | H.R. Report No. 1025, page 12. 
Montana....... a | 175,000 | 55,076,871 | H. R. Report No. 1025, page 10. 
North Dakota ves} 225, 000 | 71,582,000 | H.R. Report No, 1025, pages 54,57. 
South Dakota............| 375,000 | 63,000, 000 | H.R. Report No. 1025, pages 61, 91 
District of Columbia...| 230, 000 | 148,649,586 | Assessor's report, 1899, page 5. 
Property exempt...|.....-...-.- | 9,946, 443 
' } 

SOT SLT 
Se Se PI, Bi cccecissinccctencesecieescocovacscamediesndentpsonmumetercatnennescts 157,579.94 

I Fo nik ets neditintsoniiiamnamdinataamimetessovieomaais 2, 366, 901. 28 


This is the property and taxes of private citizens. The United States Gov- 
ernment owns property to nearly an equal amount. 

Nors.—The figures for the new States and Territories are in nearly ail cases 
estimated by their advocates, and no doubtare excessive ; but I have given them 
as they estimated them—all they claimed. Ours are official. 

The population of the District of Columbia is a trifle under 230,000; the exact 
amount I have not by me. 

JIuLyY 23, 1890, 

For internal-revenue tax paid, see memorial, page 10, inclosed, 

Population is rapidly increasing, and it must continue to increase, 
probably for centuries. I do not believe it to be possible for the ex- 
isting order of things to continue. It is already so bad as to be un- 
supportable, and the principles of government—I should rather say of 
misgovernmen of administration, which have made things what 
they are—and they are, in my belief, far worse than appears upon the 
surface—will inevitably operate in the same evil direction with acceler- 
ation as timegoeson. Oneof the most hopeful indications of the situ- 
ation is the fact that the masses of the people are themselves exceed- 
ingly restive under the conditions imposed upon them. I do not be- 
lieve that existing matters can go on as they are many years without 
popularoutbreaks in the District. Certainly nothing can suppress their 
manifestation but the presence of armed power, such as keeps peace in 
Warsaw. Sooner or later the public safety will require that the princi- 
ples of popular liberty be applied in this city, and they should be ap- 
plied immediately. 

To one entertaining views thus briefly and a. ex pressed, 
the important question is, What is the remedy ? rtainly there must 
be a remedy if our form of government be nota failure; and reverting 
once more to the great truth enunciated by Montesquieu, it is obvious 
that we must seek that remedy in the complete application of the prin- 
ciples of our form of government to the people ot this District, who, 
by their numbers and locality, are an integral and already a very im- 
portant part of the nation itself. In my belief, any remedy will be 
found to be no remedy which does not go to the root of the matter and 
make the citizen of this District in every respect the equal both in 
local and in national importance of the citizen of any other part of 
the country. 

In other words, he must beallowed to participate nationally in the cre- 
ation and transfer ot the executive, judicial, and legislative power, and, 
by the exercise of the sovereignty itself in a national capacity, become 
an active participant in the national functions of the American people, 
as well as in the exercise of his own local control. 

The joint resolution for the amendment of the Constitution, which 
I offered in the last and present Congresses, in two draughts, differing 
somewhat in form but not in substance, does not aim directly to secure 
the establishment of a local government for the people, but to give 
them complete and equal participation in the National Goverument, 
and so to enable them to participate in the enactment of the general 
laws affecting the interests of the nation at large, including their own 
as a portion of the nation, and also in those specific laws which Con- 
gress should enact having reference to themselves, Being thus a part 
of the national power they cou!d favor or oppose and so properly be 
bound by any decision of Congress touching the creation of a local or 
municipal government tor the District. 

I do not believe it right or safe or endurable that the people of 
this vast, influential, and rapidly increasing community of American 
people shall continue longer in a condition of territorial dependence 
towards the nation at It is time that they were clothed with 
pevenenien’: Dae eee y Co ee eae so far as 
the creation and administration of Federal power is concerned. 
They can not be perpetually kept in a condition of political tutelage 


W. C. DODGE. 
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and vassalage. This must become a full-grown community at some 
time, or it will become a miserable and dangerous one for all time. 
And I submit that the time has already come for action. Congress 
is estopped to deny that the time for action has already come by its 
conduct toward the smaller and weaker communities which have been 
admitted so often as States inte the Union. a . 
What harm can possibly come from giving the District of Columbia 
representation in the Senate, with a vote there, and two electors to par- 
ticipate in the choice of President? If, as was formerly the case, the 
District may appropriately be heard in debate by a Delegate on the floor 
of the House of Representatives, what harm can result, when he repre- 
sents a population and wealth surpassing that of many States, in giv- 
ing hima votetherealso? If he may be allowed tospeak in order to in- 
fluence the result by controlling the votes of others, why may he not in- 
fluence that result by his own vote as the representative of those for 
whom hespeaks? And ifa Delegate from the District may be its rep- 
resentative in debate and in suffrage on the floor of the House, what 
danger can arise in this great community if it be heard and voted for 
by a Senator? And why not by a membership in the electoral college 
corresponding to its representation likea State, since, unlikea Territory, 
the District is to exist as long as the States? But it it were thought 
dangerous, or even inconvenient, that the District should thus partici- 


pate in the choice of the President, how is it possible to deny to sucha | 


community representation in that body which makes the laws which 
control their life, liberty, and property? 

Taxation without representation is tyranny; and representation is 
the power to vote, not merely the right tospeak. It is the power to 
enter into and become a component part of the decision, which‘is the 


essence of representation. Representation is a matter of will and ex- | 


ecution, rather than of the tongue and mere vocabulary. This right 
to be a component part of the supreme government under which they 
live is the all-important one to the inhabitants of this District as to 
other Americans, and of far more consequence than the right to estab- 
lish and maintain their municipal law by an organization distinct from 
and earved out for them by the National Governmentitself. It is not 


of so much consequence who may be the direct and executive ageuts | 


to administer the law in daily lite, provided that the voice of the com- 
munity is heard in that authority, and that the people are the author- 
ity which designates these agents. 

If the existing law establishing this form of government by commis- 
sioners appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate was a 


law in the enactment of which representatives of the District had par- | 


ticipated, and in the working and in the modification of which in the 
interest of the public wel/are they could be heard, and could act here- 
after in the halls of national legislation, the evils of the present form 
of government would be largely removed. It would undoubtedly be 
a great convenience, a convenietice founded perhaps in necessity, cer- 
tainly in popular right, that there should bea local governmeat formed 
within the District, with the functions of a Territorial government, or 
with functions more analogous to those of a State government even, if 
you please—always derived, however, from a general law of Congress, 
which must be supreme in the Federal District. 

3ut I do not consider this by any means so essential as a matter of 
principle as I do that the District should be represented in the House 
and in the Senate by men who can both debate and vote; that is, that 
the District itself shall enter into the enactment of the general laws of 
the whole country and of the special laws under which the people of 
this community live. The government of the District of Columbia 
must be republican in form; it can not continue to be a despotism. 
The danger from such continuance is greater to the whole people, per- 
haps, through its action upon the representatives of the nation at large 


and the development of an incongruous, unrepublican mass so near | 


the national vitals, than to this local community. But it is an unnat- 


ural condition for both, and the public welfare, in my judgment, im- | 


peratively demands its termination. 

The proposed amendment to the Constitution is offered in the hope 
that it may be the basis of an agitation which shall interest not the 
people of the District alone, but of the entire nation, and lead to an 
affirmative modification of the fundamental national law which shall 
duly remedy the evil. No half-way measure will dothe work. Com- 
pleteness, simplicity, and comprehensiveness are indispensable to a true 
remedy; and it is a dangerous folly lenger to develop in this District a 
hermaphroditic American citizenship. 

The late period at which we have now arrived in the session and the 
overwhelming pressure of general affairs make it improper that I should 
further trespass upon the attention of the Senate at the present time. 
I desire rather to call public attention to the subject and initiate dis- 
cussion than to enter upon it with completeness, far less with anything 
approaching exhaustion of the subject. 

It will be found upon full examination that apprehensions of evil re- 


sults from the impertect citizenship of the District bave arisen in the | 


minds of some of our most eminent statesmen in all the parties through- 


out the history of the Republic; and had the existing condition of ab- 


solute political despotism, all the more alarming because so many are 
in love with it, which prevails here been foreseen before the adoption 
of the Constitution, it is manifest, from the earnest discussions had 
upon the creation of the Federal District in the various conventions 
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which adopted the Constitution, that the Government never would have 


been founded without an eradication of the possibility of the conditions 
which now exist. 
As suggested in beginning, I am sorry, although not surprised, that 
the committee to whom this proposed resolution of amendment to 
| the Constitution was submitted in the last ¢ ongress and in the pres- 
ent, and before whom large numbers of the people of the District de- 


| 
| 
sired to be heard, exhausted the subject so easily and reported back the 
| 


resolution with such celerity, without hearing or notice to anybody 
after its introduction and reference to them by the Senate. It is safe 
to say that a community of voters would not have been thus summa 


rily disposed of. 

In fature Congresses, | doubt not, the subject will be heard in com- 
mittee and in both the Houses, and its agitation will not cease, but will 
increase both in Congress and in the country, as well as in the District 
itself, until the hundreds of thousands who may yet become millions 
in this already magnificent and yet to bestupendous and glorious city 
shall be endowed with all the rights and liberties of Americans. 

It doth not yet appear what Washington shall be. Rome, less beau- 
tiful for situation, the center of an inferior civilization, the capital in 
her grandest days of but 120,000,000 of men, grew fora thousand years 
and contained within her walls 5,000,000 of inhabitants or more. At 
the rate of increase in both the nation and in this city for the last fifty 
| years Washington will contain more than 2,000,000 within the next 
century. 


rhe Roman Republic existed five hundred years of fierce and bloody 
internal struggle, becanse, untrue to the republican form of govern 
ment, she was a conglomeration of castes, of warring classes, of super 
imposed layers or strata of men, who intermingled only by volcanic 
action, and finally after mighty upheavals, which filled the universe 
with fire and destruction, sank and remained in one dead plain of 
| slavery whereon the Cxsars built their throne and the pretorian auc- 

tioneers sold it to the highest bidder, who settled for it in money and 
blood. Thus republican Rome, false to the true principles of freedom, 
| wrought the dark ages, and, save only as her history is an admonition, 
was the tyrant and curse of mankind 

What shall be the future of this puissant nation and of this her fair 
|} Capital wherein we have already planted the seeds of an unhappy fate? 

However grateful the shade in which these magnificent distances 
are embowered, yet we must remember that the upas tree is a thing 
of beauty, and it is time to know whether it be the tree of liberty o1 
ot political slavery which was planted here when popular government 
was sybverted in 1871 and the foul work consummated by legislative 
rape of the rights of man in this alleged temple of liberty in 1878. 

I believe that this subject, like a disease of the vital organs, demands 
solemn attention all the more because our eyes are fixed upon external 
things and our heads are giddy with the glories of material growth 

Strongly impressed that I am discharging a long neglected but im- 
perative duty, I earnestly conimend this joint resolution to the patri 
| otic and immediate consideration of Congress and of the country 

I have here collected a mass of letters and statistics and data and 
| 
| 





memorials from leading citizens of the District, and of important bhi 
torical and other data bearing upon the general subject, and also upon 
the existing condition and importance of this great and growing com 
munity, which I think should be in the possession of Congress and ot 
the country, most of which was designed for presentation before the 
committee. I shall ask to allow it to be made available in the form 
| of a miscellaneous document for the use of the Senate and of the 
country. 
| ‘This has been largely gathered, arranged, and compiled by Appleton 
| P. Clark, esq., of this city, and I take this opportunity to thank him 
| for the great assistance he has rendered to me personally and for his 
| patriotic devotion to the cause of manhood suffrage for the District of 
Columbia. 
| The matter of which I have spoken might be properly attached to 
| the speech which I have delivered, but mindful of the Recorp I will 
simply ask that it be printed as a miscellaneous document and not en- 
cumber the Recorp. It is all very valuable, and will be required in 
the future examination of this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. t will be so ordered, if there be no ob- 
| jection, and the joint resolutions called up by the Senator from New 
Hampshire will resume their place on the Calendar. 

i HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 
The bil] (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs & Lackey was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claim 
| _ The bill (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment of a port of 
| delivery at Peoria, Ill., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
| The joint resolution (H. Res, 224 


Luthorizing the transfer of certain 
appropriations for the Indian service on the books of the Treasury 
was read twice by its title, and relerred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN NEVADA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, accord- 
ing to the agreement of the Senate, will now be taken up for one hour. 
| The time will expire at nine minutes betore 2 o'clock. 
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The bill (S. 163) to reimburse certain persons who expended moneys 
and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions and suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of the present State 
of Nevada was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like an explanation in regard to the bill, 
as to whether these items are included in another bill which has been 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs for the benefit of Ne- 
vada, California, and other States. 

Mr. STEWART. They are not. These items are for money fur- 
nished and services rendered in aid of the United States troops in the 
Piute war of 1860. There was an Indian outbreak; a large number 
of our citizens were killed, some seventy in number; and then the 
United States truops came under Captain Stewart, and a volunteer 
company in aid of them, under Jack Hayes, and they called upon the 
citizens there. There was no other way to furnish supplies and assist 
the United States troops. These claims were examined by the board 
ot examiners of the State of Nevada, testimony taken, and the testi- 
mony is submitted on them individually. The examiners allowed 
some claims where the persons were in the volunteers without co-op- 
erating with tne General Government. ‘The committee struck those 
out, and this only covers the claims where they co-operated with the 
Government. It was reported favorably at the last Congress, and 
passed the Senate, was reported favorably in the House of Representa- 
tives at the last Congress, and it is again reported by the committee. 
Each item has been examined. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. L. ADAMS, 


The bill (S, 1496) for the relief of W, L. Adams, of Oregon, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to W. L. 
Adams, late collector of customs at Astoria, Oregon, $461.02, found to 
be due him as such collector on the settlement of his accounts in the 
Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


ARMY OFFICERS’ ACCOUNTS. 


The bill (S. 3054) for the relief of William Smith and others was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to credit Lieut. Col. William Smith, 
deputy paymaster-general, in the settlement of his public accounts, 
with $3,015.15; and to credit Maj. William F. Tucker, paymaster, in 
the settlement of his public accounts, with $5,461.61; and to credit 
Asst. Surg. John O. Skinner, in the settlement of his public accounts, 
with $199.14; and to remove the charge of $2,185.92 standing against 
Maj. Jobn S. Billings, surgeon; and to remove the charge of $1,029.60 
standing against George M. Wheeler, captain on the retired-list; and 
to remove the charge of $634.42 standing against Lieut. P. Henry Ray, 
Eighth Regiment o! Infantry, these amounts having been paid out and 
received in accordance with the orders of the Secretary of War or the 
provisions of the regulations for the government of the Army of the 
United States prescribed by the President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM GIBBON, 


The bill (H. R. 4041) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
iam Gibbon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to remove the charge of desertion against William Gibbon, late 
a private in Captain Robertson’s Company K; Thirty-second Regiment 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COL. JAMES LINDSAY. 


The bill (H. R. 3107) for the relief of Col. James Lindsay was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers to settle and adjust the account of James Lindsay 
for a battery of three mountain howitzers, caissons, harness, etc., com- 
plete, taken for the use of the Government by order of Brig. Gen. Clin- 
ton B. Fisk, dated August 10, 1863, and turned over to the United 
States, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONTINENTAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, ETC. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 504) for the relief of 
the Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance 
Company, the -City Fire Insurance Company, and the Commercial 
Mutual Insurance Company, all of New York City; the Western Na- 
tional Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, the Maryland Fire Insur- 
ance Company, and the Chesapeake Bank, of Baltimore, Md., and the 
Eastern Railroad Company of Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over. It is an adverse report. - 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the first Calendar. I object to it, so 
that it will not be upon this Calendar. Let it go over under Rule LX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will go over under Rule IX. 


MONUMENT TO ERICSSON, 


The bill (S. 3015) making an appropriation for a public monument 
to the memory of John Ericsson, the inventor and constructor of the 
Monitor, was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. That had as well go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 

POTOMAC BATHING BEACH. 


The bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River, near Washington Monument, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTHER A. KEYSER. 

The bill (S. 2651) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar, and was read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is there a report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is rather a remarkable case where the Govern- 
ment undertakes to pay for land that it sold for taxes, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, September 
16, 1890. 

Mr. STEWART. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice 


NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


The bill (S. 2538) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that Nicholas J. Bigley is dead. 
In consequence of that I ask that the bill be passed over. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not understand what the Senator from Mis- 
souri said. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that the claimant, Nicholas J. Big- 
ley, is dead. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. He must have died very recently. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam so advised this morning. However, I may 
be mistaken in the matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be passed over informally, so that the 
matter may be looked into. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If it is passed over can it be called up to-morrow 
when the Calendar is reached ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I simply ask that it be passed over, retain- 
ing its place. It can be called up at any time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorneEss] is 
more familiar with the claim than anybody except the members of the 
Committee on Claims. I have not been advised of Mr. Bigley’s death. 
Perhaps the bill had better go over informally. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator can call it up to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 

CALVIN GUNN. 

The bill (S. 420) for the relief of Calvin Gunn was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the words ‘‘sum of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ $1,694.96” 
and insert ‘‘$700;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘in,’’ to strike ont 
**cases’’ and insert ‘‘case;’’ in line 11, after the word ‘* eighty-seven,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘and fourteen hundred and six;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed topay to Calvin Gunn, of St. Louis, Mo., outof any eave 
in the Treasury not otherwise a propriated, the sum of $700, in full = Te 
tion for the amount due him as informer, and ordered to be paid to him the 
United States district court for the eastern district of Missouri, in case No. 1387 
before said court, in the year 1868. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

D. H. MITCHELL. 


The bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ and,” to strike out ‘‘sixty dollars 
and eighty-five’ and ‘‘insert “seventy dollars and eighty-three,”’ 
and in line 8, after the word *‘ for,”’ to strike out ‘‘ six thousand four 
hundred and sixteen and thirty-two’ and insert ‘‘ seven thousand four 
hundred and sixteen and sixty-seven; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to D. H. Mitchel!, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise a: , the sum of $9,270.83, in full satisfaction 


for 7, 416-67 bushels of corn m aativeal ta to the assistant quartermaster at Fort Har- 
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ker, Kans., during the months of November and December, in the year 1868, 
and during the months of January, February, Mares, and April, in the year 1869. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator from Oregon to make a 
little explanation. Untortunately, the page who attends to my files 
has not furnished me with the report on that case. I remember the 
case, but I am not certain about it. Is this the case where there were 
oats and corn in controversy ? i 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is the same case. It is a long controverted 
case, but the matter was investigated very thoroughly. The report is 

ite hy. 
ai COCK RELL. I remember the case very well; I have read it, 
but I did not know whether this was that particular case, not having 
the report before me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is the same case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was a controversy as to what price should be 
paid for certain oats and certain corn. The contract called for corn 
and the officers accepted oats. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the case. 
been paid for. : 
putation; that is tosay, they computed in the bill just 1,00u bushels of 
corn less than they should have done, although in estimating the 
amount to be paid they estimated as though they had included the 
1,000 bushels. Hence the amendments of the Senate committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Mircne.y, Mr. AL- 
LEN, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 

MONUMENT TO JOHN ERICSSON. 

Mr. EVARTS. The bill (S. 3015) making an appropriation for a pub- 
lic monument to the memory of John Ericsson, the inventor and con- 
structor of the Monitor, was called just now while I was detained in 
my committee-room. I should like to have it disposed of. It was re- 
served, I believe, without prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Library with an 
amendment, to strike out, in section 2, the following words: 

Thatsach monument shall be ereeted in the city of Washington, on a site to 
be selected by the Committee on Fine Arts. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the Secretary ot the Navy, the chairman of the Joint Committee on the 
Library, and the Architeet of the Capitol are authorized to contract for and erect 
the said monument, and to designate a suitable public reservation in the city 
of Washington as the site for said monument. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the sum of $30,000 be, and ishereby, appropriated, out 
of a 4 money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of 
erecting a monument to the memory of John kricason, by whose fruitful in- 
ventions the United States has largely profited, and by whose invention and 
oammatnen of the naval vessel, the Monitor, great national calamities were 
averted. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Navy, the chairman of the Joint Committee 
on the Library, and the Architect of the Capitol are authorized to contract for 
and erect the said monument, and to designate a suitable public reservation in 
the city of Washington as the site for said monument, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ARTIFICIAL LIMBS TO SOLDIERS, SEAMEN, AND MARINES. 

The bill (H. R. 949) to amend section 4787 of the Revised Statutes 
was aznounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is an adverse report in that case. 
bill go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule LX. 

MILITARY WAGON-ROAD IN WASHINGTON. 

The bill (S. 2434) making an appropriation for the survey, building, 

and maintaining of a military wagon-road between Port Townsend 


and Cape Fiattery, Washington, was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 


Mr. HARRIS. That is also an adverse report. 
Rule IX. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule IX. 
SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS. 
The } ill (S. 3611) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to adjust the sal- 


aries of postmasters,’’ approved March 3, 1883, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 


The corn has evidently never 


Tet the 


Let it go over under 


qt 


The other House evidently made a mistake in the com- | 


The bill was re ported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads with an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘four thousand ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five hundred so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 4 of an act entitled An act to adjust the sal 
aries of postmasters,”’ approved March 1883, be, and is hereby, amended by 
Inserting in said section, after the words five thousand dollars,”’ the fol- 
lowing words: “And the salary of the | tmaster at Au sta, Me., shall be 


thirty-five hundred dollars 


The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 1 
third time, and passed. 


amended, and the amendment 


eading ul the 


DEM) 

The bill (S. 1619) for the relief of St. Cecelia’s Academy was con 
sidered as.in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the St 
Cecelia’s Academy, of Nashville, Tenn., $930, in full and final dis- 
charge of the claim for stores and supplies used by the Army of the 
United States, and reported to Congress by the Court ot Claims... 


ST. CECELIA’S ACA 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 


——EEE 


its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3351) to 
authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and Power Company to 
erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, Tex. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend 
ment to the bill (8S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner, dis- 
agreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. LAws, and Mr. YoprrR managers at the conlerence 
on the part ot the House. 

The message farther announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. Rt. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck 
to his former rank in the Army and to place him on the retired-list of 
army officers, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 


RODMAN M. PRICE. 
The bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 


amendments 1n line 10, before the word ‘* his,’’ to insert ‘‘or,’’ and in 
line 11, atter the word ‘“‘heirs,’’ to strike out ‘‘ or assigns;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treas iry of the United States be, 


and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust, upon principles of equity 
and justice, the accounts of Rodman M. Price, late purser in the United States 
Navy and acting navy agent at San Francisco, Cal., crediting him with the sum 
paid over to and receipted for by his successor, A. M Van Nostrand 
purser, January 14, 1850,and pay to said Rodman M. Price 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
found due him upon such adjustment. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of that 
case. That is a case which originated away back in 1850. Letthe bill 
be passed over for the present. I will look at the report 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
prejudice. 


acting 
or hia heirs, out of 


any sum that may be 


passed over ithout 


THOMAS &G, 


CORBIN, 


The bill (S. 2559) for the relief of Thomas G. 
as nextin order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over informally. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under Rule IX 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bil! will 
prejudice. 

LIBRARY 


Corbin was announced 


or without vrejndice ? 


be passed vithout 


ovel 


FOR GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


The bill (8. 4059) providing for a library for the Government Print 
ing Office was announced as next in order on the Calendar 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

Mr. EVARTS. I should hope that might receive favorable consid 
eration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must enter my protest against establishing in 
every bureau of the Government here a national library. We have 
been trying to check that tendency in the Appropriations Committee 
for years and years. They are putting libraries in all the different 
public buildings here, not only for the Departments, but they are getting 
them for bureaus and divisions. We shall not have public buildings 
enough in a short time in which to store away the duplication of books 
that are of no earthly use in the Departments, and I must object to this 
bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. Of course, if the Senator objects, the bill will 
over. I hope it will retain its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejadice. 
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PORTLAND COMPANY, OF PORTLAND, ME. 


The bill (8S. 473) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Port- 
land, Me., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Courtof Claims to inquire into 
and determine how much the steam machinery built for the United States 
vessels Agawam and Pontoosue by the Portland Company, of Portland, Me., 
under its contracts with the Navy Department in August, 1862, cost the said 
contractor over and above the contract price, and allowances for extra work, 


for which payment has been made, and to enter judgmentin favor ofsaid Port- 
land Company for the same: Provided, That the judgment shall not exceed the 
sum allowed by the board convened in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate 


of the United States, dated March 9, 1865, of which Thomas O. Selfridge was the 
president, the said allowance being set forth in Senate Executive Document 
No. 18, Thirty-niyth Congress, first session, and stated at $80,867.46. 

Sro, 2, That atthe hearing or on the trial of any suit or suits 80 commenced 
either party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court 
any testimony or documents which may be relative to or competent upon the 
isaues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 

udgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner as in all other cases 
fore the said Court of Clainss, and have the same effect; and that either party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same manner 
as is now provided for in other cases. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUNISHMENT OF BIGAMY, 


The bill (S. 3823) in amendment of and supplementary to the act of 
Congress approved March 22, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 
5350 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to big- 
amy, and for other purposes ’’ was annannced as next in order on the 
Calendar. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. That might as well go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. Under Rule IX 
or without prejudice? 

Mr. PLUMB. Without prejudice. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will go over without prejudice. 

CATHERINE E. WHITALL. 

The bill (S. 3551) for the relief of Catherine E. Whitall was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that the accounting 
officers of the Treasury, in the settlement of the accounts of Maj. John 
A. Whitall, deceased, late a paymaster in the Army, shall pass to the 
credit of his legal representatives whatever amount may be shown by 
satisfactory evidence to have been paid by him, the vouchers for which 

yments have been stolen from him, the amount not to exceed 
£034.50. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third readiug, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. LYNCH. 

The bill (S. 3463) for the relief of Johm A. Lynch was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the words *‘sum of,’’ to strike out 
‘*$2,621.49’’ and insert ‘‘ $2,466.49; °’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc.,, That in accordance with the findings of the Court of Claims 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to 
pay to John A. Lynch, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $2,456.49, in full and complete satisfaction for services ren- 
dered and expenses incurred and defrayed by him, the said John A. Lynch, to 
and for the United States at Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, in the years 1861 
and 1862, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

‘The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ADVANCES OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


The bill (8. 1634) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for money 
expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service by the 
governor under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 1863, was 
considered as in Committee of tue Whole. It proposes to direct the 
Secretary of War to re-examine and reaudit the claim of the State of 
Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 in liquidating the indebted- 
ness incurred by the governor and Secretary of War for militia called 
into the military service under the proclamation of the President of 
June 15, 1863, and to fully indemnify the State for the loss sustained. 
The amount found due is to be paid out of the unexpended balance of 
the appropriation made by aet of Congress approved April 12, 1863, for 
the payment of said militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES T. HUGHES. 


The bill (H. R. 1268) to perfeet the mili record of James T, 
Hughes was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 5, after the word ‘‘the,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Adju- 
tant-General of the United States Army”’ and insert ‘Secretary of 
War;’’ in line 7, after the word ‘‘to,’’ to strike out ‘‘amend his rec- 
ord by entering thereon’’ and insert ‘‘enter;’’ in line 8, to strike out 
‘late’? and insert ‘‘as;’’ andin the same line, after the word ‘‘ man,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘in’’ and insert ‘‘on the roils of;’’ in line 9, after the 
word ‘‘Infantry,’’ to strike out ‘‘so as toshow his muster’’ and insert 
“and duly mustered;’’ and in line 12, after ‘‘sixty-four,’’ to insert 
“‘and killed in action November 21, 1864;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc, That for the purpose of giving a pensionable status to 
Elizabeth Hughes, mother of James T. Hughes, and for no other purpose, the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to enter the 
name of James T. Hughes, as an enlisted man on the ro!ls of Company I, Fifth 
Tennessee Mounted Infantry, and duly mustered into the military service on 
the 16th day of November, 1864, and killed in action November 21, 1864. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. 
The amend ments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. ’ 


WILLIAM DAWSON, 


The bill (H. R. 1788) to remove certain charges irom the record of 
William Dawsen was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was reported adversely. I suggest that it go 
over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit go over under Rule LX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule IX. 


RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES. 


The bill (LH. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Stat- 
utes at Large of the United States was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to amend chapter 67 of volume 23 of the Stat- 
utes at Large of the United States, being an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commissioned officers of 
the United States Army who have served as such for a period of thirty 
years or upward,’”’ approved February 14, 1885; so as to read: 

That when an enlisted man has served as suc thirty years in the United 
States Army or Marine Corps, either as private or non-commissioned officer, or 
beth, he shall, by application to the President, be placed on the retired-list 
hereby created, with the rank held by him atthe date of retirement, and he 
shall receive thereafter 75 per cent. of the pay and allowances of the rank upen 
which he was retired: Provided, That if said enlisted man had warservice with 
the Army in the field, or in the Marine Corps in active service, either as volun- 
teer or regular, during the war of the rebellion, such war service shall be com- 

uted as double time in computing the thirty years necessary to entitle him to 

ye retired. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line eighteen, before the words ‘‘ Marine Corps,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ Navy or;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That if said enlisted man had war service with the Army in the field, 
or in the Navy or Marine Corps in active service, either as volunteer or 
during the wart of the rebellion, such war service shall be computed as donble 
time in computing the thirty years necessary to entitle him to be retired. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

‘The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate;.and Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. 
Hawtry, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 


ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 
The bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archibald Hunley was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. : , 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That notwithstanding the proceedings of the general court-martial convened, 
at the headquarters of the Third Division of the Seventeenth Army Corps, 


January 25. 1863, in the case of Archibald Hunley, late private Company H, 


Thirtieth Dlinois Infantry Volunteers, at Memphis, Tenn., the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and required to audit, ad- 

ust, and pay all claimsof said Archi Hunley for back pay, bounty, and al- 
= to which he would have been entitled had he served continuously 
and faithfully until the muster-out of his company, deducting any sum received 
by him, the said proceedings of said court-martial to be no bar Seana 
for and allowance of —— to said Hunley in accordance withthe provis- 
ions and limitations of laws. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


=~ 
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BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. JEREMIAH DARLING, 

The bill (S. 3441) supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to) The bill (H. R. 1215) for the reliefof Jeremiah Darling wa considered 
guthorize the construction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in | inCommitteeof the Whole. It proposes to pay to Jeremiah Darling, of 
the District of Columbia’? was announced as next in order on the Cal- | Cincinnati, Ohio, $362.50, in full of any and all claims he may have 

: endar. | against the United States for carrvis : mail from Cincinnati to 
Mr. PLUMB. Thatis a bill of some importance. I think it had | Murdock, in the State of Ohio. 
better go over and retain its place on the Calendar. The Senator who | The bill was reported to the Senate w t am ordered to 
reported it is not in his seat. ae | a third reading, read the third tim: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice LIGHTS 0} ‘ , 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILKES-BARRE, P.. The bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light 1d fog- 
. : s : ieee r31.,.. | Signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, La Ontario, > York, 

The bill (5. 2738) for the erection of a public building at Wilkes- was announced as next in order on the Calendar 
Barre, Pa., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Mr. COCKRELL. [I should lil aces reed ‘ ' 

? at ‘ : nblic Buildi and Mr. wi dds. should like to inquire of some Senator upon 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings an the Committee on Commerce if we did not pass an omnibu | some 

~ 2 ' 5 aan i ne e rce 1 Aid Hot p S an omnibus ii SOM 
—— an amendment, to strike ont all after the enacting clause time ago that included everything in the way of enlightening the world 
and insert: in regard to navigation. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- Mr. CULI OM. Does the Senator address his remarks to me ? 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to ee ee eee : — Pee eee ee ee e cantunsae retlocesahe a 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and Mr. COCKRELL, I wanted to know something about this bill. 
ventilating ey evetonn aes a. for the = ae a We passed, some time ago, a bill for some light-house, and added to it 
dation of the Uni States post-office and other Government offices, inthe city | ,...-. ae < ae Saki leat as 
<P Willapdineve and Gate of Penneytoania, the of said site and building, | Ye") thing, I thought, that any Senator could think about in the way 
including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- | 0! the light-house establishment and lights. 

; proaches, complete, not to exceed —— nat Retentted 1 lies Mr. CULLOM. There has been a general bill passed, but whether 

Pro ls for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public | . » Tad sia a cae ee ‘ : “is 

: aieediaaand im one or more of the newspapers of suid city of largest circula- all the bills that were reported were included in it [ am not able to 
1 tion for at least:twenty days prior to the datespecified insaidadvertisementfor | S4y. If it is a bill of that character that we have reached, [ hope it 
. the opening of said proposals. ; will go over for a few moments, so that I may look at it. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause thesaid proposed —_ naiiien a Se 52a . — : : 
i sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examired in The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Turpikg in the chair). Is there 
; person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shal! make written report objection to the bill being passed over? It will be passed over wit! 
to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recommendation out prejudice 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original | J! cmc , , 
proposals and all maps, plans, and statements which shall have come into his Mr. CULLOM subsequently said: I had not my attention cailed to 
peension selating te ths oni gmapeud san : da etait the particular bill the Senator from Missouri was referring to, and 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary | af at aa ae cae ani ap oe 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a therefore only answered generally. discover that it is a House bill 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of that I reported, and it is not included ip any general bill that we have 

; the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- passed. The member specially interested, represent ng the district 


posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate, 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, ordocuments taken by orsubmitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 
The compensation of snid commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
nses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
) the Treasury Department shal! be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 


where this light is desired, came to see mein behalf of the bill and 
asked that it should be passed by the Senate. I hope it will be taken 
up and passed. I think there is no objection to it whatever. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill which had been reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in live 3, after the word ‘‘station,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘ at Braddock’s Point;’’ so as to read 


That the be established a tl 1-order light-station at Braddock’s point 
No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the eee ane a oo putas 


: 74 fog-signal between Genessee and Oak Orchard light-stations, Lake Ontario, 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Now Sante at ail puintan may be wa be ted - the J Sana ilo ua Ra oat oo 
Pennsylvania shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over ; : 


vided it shall not cost more than $24,300, 


the same, during the time the United States shall be orremain the owner thereof, Tt al t it 
1e amendment was agreed to. 


for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said Stateand 


the service of civil process therein. . : The next amendment was, to add as a new section: 
The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at ‘ , . . . 
least 40 feet.on each side, including streets and alleys. Sec. 2, That there be placed and provided at the Charlotte light-stati« Lake 


Ontario, New York, a fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $4,300 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was. ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the | 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 


third time, and passed. : ee were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- | ~ >, a eatin :' 
; . . a oe | The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Wilkes- | 5. : : os 1 
Barre. in the State of P Sunes?) | The title was amended so as to read: \ bill for the establishment 
. , 5 | of a light-station and fog-signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, 
NATHANIEL MAGRUDER. | Lake Ontario, New York, and providing a fog-whistle at Charlotte light- 


The bill (S. 263) for the relief of Nathaniel Magrader was announced | 8ttion, on said lake. 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who introduced that bill and who 
reported it with amendments not being present and there being no 
written report by which we can ascertain anything about the merits of 
the bill, it must go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 


. H. BROOKS. 


The bill (S. 2306) releasing S. H. Brooks, assistant treasurer of the 
United States, and his sureties on his official bond was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to release S. H. Brooks and 
the sureties on his official bond from any and ali liability that may have 
accrued out of the loss of $10,000 from the subtreasury at Saa Fran 
| c1sco, Cal., which loss was discovered and reported by him to the 
PURCHASE OF JEFFERSON PAPERS. | Treasury Department at Washington on the 27th of February, 1886. 
The bill. (S. 4087) to authorize the purchase of certain manuseript | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

: ;. | be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
papers and correspondence of Thomas Jefferson was considered as in 5 i 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $20,000 for the | PRANK A. LEE. 
purchase of the manuscript papersand correspondence of Thomas Jeffer- | {he bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee was considered 
son, now in possession of his descendants. 


i 
: | as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Frank A. Lee, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | of New Orleans, La., $100, Titan runt of cansnahe ot $100 of the 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | republic of Texas, he first surrendering the note to the Secretary of the 
SWAMP-LAND INDEMNITY. | Treasury. 
. : | ‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
The bill (S. 4090) to relieve purchasers of and to indemnity certain | a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
States for swamp and overtlowed lands disposed of, and for other pur- 


was next in order on the Calendar. CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that that goover. Itisamatterof some | The bill (S. 3834) toenable the Secretary of the Interior to carry out 
importance, and many Senators are not in. Let it go over, retaining | an act entitled “ An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
its place on the Calendar. ’ Indians in the State of Minnesota, and for other purposes,’’ approved 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without | January 14, 1489, was announced as the next in order on the Calendar. 
prejudice. Mr. DAWES. Let that go over without prejudice. 
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‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
prejudice. 


The bill will be passed over without 


CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. 

The bill (8. 1411) to authorize corporations to become surety in cer- 
tain cases in the courts of the Pnited States was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. VEST. Let that bill go over under Rule IX. There will al- 
ways be objection to it and it will elicit debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule TX, 

ADVANCES OF MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA, 


The bill (S. 865) to provide for paying certain advances made to the 
United States by the States of Maryland and Virginia was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill had just as well go under Rule IX. 
involve a good deal of debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, If that goes over under Rule IX, I must ask that 
another case, Order of Business 1569, being the bill (8. 315) to provide 
for paying certain advances made to the United States by the State of 
Maryland, shall go under Rule 1X also. They are both included in 
this bill, but they have been separated, and one of them is for Mary- 
land and the other for Maryland and Virginia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I had occasion to examine the matter several years 
ago. It will involve necessarily a good deal of debate, in my opinion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Then let them both go over under Rule LX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills will take their place on the 
Calendar under Rule IX. 


It will 


JOHN MILROY,. 


The bill (H. R. 1358) to remove the charge of desertion against John 
Milroy and authorizing his honorable discharge was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘volunteers,’’ to insert ‘‘and 
substitute therefor, Absent without leave since July 8, 1865, to the 
muster-ont of his company;’’ in line 9, after the word “‘ soldier,’ to 
strike out the words ‘‘an honorable ’’ and insert ‘‘a;’’ and in thesame 
line, after the word ‘‘discharge,’’ to insert ‘‘ accordingly;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., Thatthe Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to remove thecharge of desertion against John Milroy, late a private soldierin 
Company F, of the One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 
and substitute therefor, ‘Absent without leave since July 8, 1865, to the muster 
out of his company,’' and to issue to said soldier a discharge accordingly. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed, 


ARTILLERY REORGANIZATION, 


The bill (H. R. 3865) to provide for the reorganization of the artil- 
lery force of the Army was announced as next in order on the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
rule, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say in regard to it that I hope the Senate 
will consider it, but it is so near the expiration of the hour to-day that 
I should rather it would go over until to-morrow. I shall ask the 
Senate then to consider it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itisa House bill, and I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will not object to its consideration to-morrow morning, the 
bill retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be announced. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For fear the Senator should think that there was 
acquiescence in his statement I wish to say that I do not think the bill 
can be passed under this order, as it involves the reorganization of the 
Army. It is not for the artillery alone, but it proposes a reorganiza- 
tion of the infantry, and will necessarily lead to discussion, and as a 
matter of course it can not be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Between now and to-morrow I shall to show 


the Senator that it does not involve so much reorganization as he per- 
haps may think. 


That bill can not be passed under the five-minute 


If there be no objection, the bill will 


THOMAS J. PARKER. 
The bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker was consid- 
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ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Thomas J. 
Parker, of Washington, D. C., $40.89, being the sum paid by him to 
the tax collector of the District of Columbia in the year 1878 on 
account of taxes erroneously assessed November 11, 1870, for sewer, 
against part of lot 3, square 56, in the city of Washington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL INSTITUTE. 


The bill (S. 2031) to incorporate the trustees of the National Indus- 
trial Institute, in Washington, D. C., was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have a general law for incorporations in this 
District, and unless there is some special reason why a special law 
should be enacted I must ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before the Senator makes his objection—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am willing to hear any explanation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will state that the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] reported the bill. I see he is just entering 
the Chamber. I call his attention to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The attention ot the Senator from 
New Hampshire is called to Order of Business 1682. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a bill to incorporate the trustees of the Na- 
tional Industrial Institute, in Washington, D.C. There is a law, I 
understand, for the city of Washington which authorizes the incorpora- 
tion of corporate bodies, and unless there is some special reason why 
we should pass a special law in this case I must object to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not object to it. The parties 
interested are very anxious to have the bill b 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to hear some reason for its passage. 
If there is any reason why it should be passed I shall not object now, 
but unless there is some very cogent one I must object. There is no 
report in writing accompanying the bill, and so we know nothing about 
it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Itmay be presumed thatit is a good thing or it would 
not be reported from the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very good reason, but still it is not con- 
clusive. 

Mr. BLAIR. It isa measure that several citizens of the District 
have been much interested in for two Congresses at least. Judge Mac- 
Arthur and some others were desirous of being incorporated, thinking 
it would give them, I suppose, some peculiar advantages. Some of 
the educational institutions of the city have been incorporated, law 
schools, universities, andthe like. The design of this measure is to in- 
corporate a school which shall have as its special object the qualifica- 
tions of teachers for common schools, who may be, perhaps, somewhat 
superior to the ordinary common-school teacher in their qualifications 
and be able to carry to all parts of the country the advantages of those 
qualifications, They desire a specific incorporation, and it gives them 
a little prestige. It is an excellent cause. I do not see any objection 
to it. It will not take much time to read the bill. The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE], who is not present, examined it with much 
care and was satisfied that it was eatirely constitutional, and when it 
had been so modified as to meet all objections from members of the 
committee in that direction it was favorably reported. 

Mr. HARRIS. Still there is a general law under which they may 
be incorporated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of the Senate for present 
consideration of the Calendar has expired, and the Chair Jays the un- 
finished business before the Senate. 


UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court and 
to provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States 
and Territories. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe all the amendments reported from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims have been agreed to, have they not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have all been agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the part of the committee I] move sundry 
amendments of phrase, which apply, I believe exclusively, except one 
or two mere grammatical corrections, to the adjustment that we finally 
made in regard to taking care of the settlers, the small old settlers on 
these lands. After the discussion on a former occasion the represent- 
atives of those settlers were here and made certain suggestions in re- 
spect of improving their condition by one or two changes in the form 
of that part of the bill which relates to the right of the settler. It 
was accordingly adjusted so far as we could do it to what we thought 
would suit the public interest and which these gentlemen who repre- 
sented the settlers were entirely satisfied with. I move on 21, 
line 9, after the word ‘‘township,’’ to insert what I send to the desk 
to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont in behalf of the committee wilil be read. 
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The Carer CLERK. On page 21, section 16, line 9, after the word 
‘‘township,’’ insert: 

Or, in connection with his said home, in such continuous, adverse, actual, 
bona fide possession of any parcel or parcels of land, but sv that the aggres a 
quantity of all such parcels, including the quantity of such homestead, shal 
not exceed the quautity of 160 acres, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will explain what that amendment means, and 
all the others of that kind mean the same thing, to change the phrases 
accordingly. Alter the bill was reported, which limited the squatters, 
if that phrase is not offensive, and I certainly do not mean it in that 


sense, to 160 acres of land, it was suggested that in many of these an- | 


cient Spanish and Mexican villages and communes the amount ot the 
land that the man had, which was his homestead on which he lived, 
might not exceed a quarter of an acre, just a little village lot or what- 
ever, but in connection with it he had been accustomed to have apart 
from it, up on the mountain side or back somewhere, other land that 
he used for pasturage and tillage, ete. Accordingly we thought it was 
right not to confine him to one particular piece of land which might 
be merely the village lot, but to let him have his outlying land just as 
he had been accustomed to, and that had been in his possession, up to 
the extent of 160 acres altogether. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will see that that is not going to apply 
necessarily, and I think it will not at all apply to the persons who 
were entitled to recognition under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Ah, but they are provided for in the other place, 
not exceeding 11 square leagues. aa 

Mr. PLUMB. Butif that is true this section is not a proper part 
of this bill, becanse it purports to be a bill practically to carry out the 
provisions of that treaty in recognition of the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment on account of that treaty. There may be many persons in 
these Territories who have been in possession of lands tor twenty years 
who might lay claim to outlying lands under this somewhat slack pro- 
vision, and who would therefore have an advantaye over the other per- 
sons who had gone on under the general land laws of the United States 
or who claimed to have done so. It is introducing a new element in 
the land laws, and I suggest to the Senator, if that is the view which 
he has of it, this would not apply at all to the persons we are required 
by the treaty to recognize and take care of, and this section ought to 
goout. Certainly we ought not to molify in this serious way the 
general land system of the United States under the general allegation 
of purpo-<e to carry out our treaty obligations with Mexico. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Kansas, who I know is skill- 
fal in the land laws, will do me the honor to listen for a minute, I 
think he will be satisfied that his observations, which are periectly 
correct as to the general land laws I have no doubt, will not apply to 
this bill. Weare only providjng here as regards these little home- 
steads and places for people who are found to be in the occupation of 
Jand that this court, and the Sdpreme Court finally on appeal, if there 
be one, decides belongs to somebody else. Then we say that they, be- 
ing found in the occupation of land that belongs to somebody else fall- 
ing within one of these grants, shall not be turned out of it if they 
have been in continuous possession for the number of years stated, 
with their little village lots and the pasture and tillage lot upon the 
hillside; that in confirming that grant, which on the principle of the 
treaty we are bound to confirm, weshall not turn them out; they shall 
stay and have their homesteads, and we provide for the person who 
thus loses that amount of land, in another place. 

Mr. PLUMB. It the Senator is for saving this right, I was about 
to prepare an amendment to cover that myself; but 1 submit to him 
that this section does not apply and does not purport to apply to it. 
It says ‘‘that in township surveys hereatter to be made,’’ that is to 
say, regular subdivisional surveying required by law to be carried on 
by the surveyor-general of New Mexico, if it is found to appear, and 
so on, that persons are in possession of land, not land covered by any 
of the confirmed grants nor in any way relating tothe treaty of which 
I have spoken, that these persons shal) have the right to go on, ete. 

I object, as I said, to that. Of course if the Senator wants to make 
some provision for the benefit of the persons whose settlements have 
been made within the limits of these confirmed grants and where they 
have been in possession of them for twenty years or more, providing 
that they shall not be dispossessed by reason of any confirmation, I 
agree to that. As I said, [ was about to prepare an amendment for 
that very purpose, for the purpose of excluding from the operation of 
any confirmation under this proposed act the lands which had been re- 
duced to possession by any persons where that possession had been 
continuous for twenty years. But the Senator will see on a more care- 
ful reading of the section that it does not apply to all in its terms; 
that it does not purport to apply and can not be made to apply to 
lands which have been made the subject of confirmation, or to any sub- 
a can be put in controversy before the court provided for by 

e bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, Ishould have stated 
a3 & mere matter of recollection, going back four or five or six or seven 
years, when this matter has been before the Senate, that the question 
of providing for these small ancient settlers was brought to the atten- 
tion either of the Senate or the committee, I think the Senate in the 
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first instance and from somebody on the Public Lands Committee, and 
if the Senator has any objection, as representing the Public Lands Com- 


| mittee, to this bill covering, as I do not think it does now, anything 


that does not tall within these ancient grants, and it is thought neces- 
sary to limitsection 16 as to township surveys, covering in all the lapds 
mentioned in the preceding parts of the bill, that is, the ancient grant 
lands to which the claimants should have this right, I have no objee- 
tion. 


Mr. PLUMB. I have an amendment here which I offered in 1884 
to this bill, but which I think was voted down, and I have another 
one which I have copied from the Recorp, which was adopted when 

| the bill last passed the Senate, asI think. I do not believe it wa per 
fect for the purpose which I had in view, which was to save the very 
poor people occupying small tracts of land in the Territory of New 


Mexico, but I think the Senator will see from the nature of things that 
the phraseology ot this section excludes it from having any relation to 
the grants which are thesubject of the other portion of the bill, because 
this speaks of township surveys. lor the purposeof segregating these 
Mexican grants from the public lands of the United States for confirma- 
tion, the township surveys cut no figure whatever. The surveys are 
for boundary and for quantity, irrespective of the subdivisional surveys 
of the United States, and theretore the first part of this section itselt 
would seem to indicate that it did refer, as it certainly must from the 
very nature of things, to something entirely diflerent. I suggest that 
g another section to 
come in somewhere else in the bill, or in this place, as the case may be, 
that none of these contirmations shall operate to dispossess any person 
of land which he has actually reduced to manual possession and which 
has been so reduced to possession and continued in possession of the 
party or his grantors for twenty years. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to know what the facts are in re 
gard to this, whether this covers them or not. The committee were 
anxious to provide for those cases, There are in New Mexico large 
numbers, and in Arizona there is a considerable number, of small hold- 
ings that are along the borders of the grants. It is uncertain whether 
they are included in the grants until they are surveved. Probably 
they are or perhaps they are not. Probably they were recognized 
always and were there in possession. If it is confined merely to the 
land covered by grants, it would not benefit them. 
cans who have been there from time immemorial. There is a large 
number of them. We want to provide tor these cases, and if this 
amendment does not accomplish it it is the design of the committee 
to protect the settlers who have been there from time immemorial, to 
protect the settlers who are too poor to go into the courts and litigate 
tor their claims if we give them that privilege, and the attempt was to 
allow them te stay there, they having only 160 acres, and that being 
the policy of the Government, and probably some of them, perhaps the 
most of them, have a good deal less, to allow them tostay there with the 
least possible expense. ‘That is the object to be attained, and some ol 
these may be included in the grants when they come to make the sur- 
vey, and some may be outside and generally outside probably, for they 
have been undisturbed for a long time. The language that will keep 
these people in possession at the least possible expense is the language 
we desire to use; and the committee think this provision will do it 
It we are mistaken, any suggestion to carry out that idea, I presume, 
would be acceptable. It would be tome 

Mr. PLUMB. Lask to have read the amendment which I have of- 
fered, which as my recollection serves me was adopted at the time the 
bill last passed the Senate, and which | will now tormally ofter to take 
I move to strike out section 16 and insert what 


They are Mexi- 


I send to the desk, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 


read for ir 


That all the public lands of the United States in the Rio Grande V y and 
elsewhere in the Territoriesof New Mexico and Arizona and in the State of Col 
orado, occupied and possessed by persons who, or whose ancestors or grantors, 
became citizens of the United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hi 
dalgo, and occupied by any person or persons who have been in the actual bona 
fide occupancy or possession of said land, by themselves or their ancestors or 
grantors, for forty years next preceding the date of the passage of this act, be 
and the same are hereby, withdrawn from entry and sale under the laws of the 
United States, including this act; and it shal! be the duty of the surveyor-gen 
eral of New Mexico to hear and determine the rights of the parties claiming 
such parcels of land, and to report all the facts to the Secretary of the Interior 
Said surveyor-general shall have power to summon witnesses, administer oaths, 
and take testimony relative to such occupancy or possession: J’rovided, That 
all claims under this act shall be filed with the said surveyor-general within 
two years after the pissage of this act: And provided further, That no claim 
shall be so heard or examined exceeding 80 acres in quantity 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I should like, if the Senate 
is ready, to have a vote on the amendment I have offered. Lonly wish 
to say, recurring to the origina! suggestion of the Senator from Kansas 
{[Mr. PLumB], that I think 1! he will read the whole section through he 
will see that it applies tothe subject of this bill, because when we come 
to the end of it it makes the proviso that this provision fo these peo- 
ple of the smail holdings referrred to in the township surreys (which 
will of course cover everything that may or may not come within these 
grants) shall not apply to city lots, town lots, village !ots, farm lots, o1 
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pasture lots, held under a grant from a corporation or town, the claim to 
which comes in undersection Yot this act; that is, where there had been a 
gvant to the communeor town as a municipality, then the municipality 
represented all hauds and that part of it wassettled underthat. Now, 
when we come to what the Senator has had read, if he will read the 
next section, section 17 of the bill, he will see that the very substance 
referred to by him has been carefally inserted in this bill as it was orig- 
inally drawn, and I think this section was taken from the bill as it 
passed the last time, but I am not certain of that, providing: 


Thatin the case of townships heretofore surveyed in the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona, Wyoming and Utah, and the States of Colorado and Ne- 
vada, all persons who, or whose ancestors or grantors, became citizens of the 


United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and who have been 
in the actual continuous adverse possession and residence of tracts of not to ex- 
ceed 160 acres each for tweuty years next preceding such survey, shall be en- 
titled, upon making proof of such facts to the satisfaction of the register and re- 
ceiver of the proper oad district, and of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office upon such investigation as is provided for in section 16 of this act, to en- 
ter, without payment of purchase money, fees, or commissions, such legal sub- 
divisions, not exceeding 160 acres,as shall include their said possessions: Pro- 
vided, however, That no person shall be entitled to enter more than one such 


tract, in his own right, under the provisions of this section. 


We correct that to make it safer in these amendments that Iam now 
proposing, and J only read the scheme as it came from the old bill, as 
{ believe, and was introduced by the chairman of the committee this 
year; and then, in the section previous to what the Senator has sug- 
gested, the claims must be filed ‘within two years or they shall be 
barred. 

Mr. REAGAN, If the purpose of the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas be, as I suppose it is, to secure the interest of settlers 
claiming adversely to the claims authorized to be litigated here, then 
I propose to strengthen the bill, and I suppose the view which he has, 
by offering an amendment at the end of section 8 when the commit- 
tee amendments are through, providing— 

That on the trial of any cause under the provisions of this act any private 
citizen or citizens or corporation having title or claim adverse to that of the 
plaintiff may intervene in the case and have his title adjudicated and deter- 
mined according to its merits. 

In that connection I have thought, if I understand the bill, that it 
was in a measure defective on account of its not permitting the inter- 
vention of adverse claimants of the land, but leaving them at the mercy 
of asuit in which they were not parties. 

Mr, PLUMB. I will move, first, to strike out section 16, as being 
totally lacking in reference to the general subject of this bill. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. The first thing in order is to perfect it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question is on the motion 
to amend the section. The question recurs on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to amend section 16. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask fora division on that. I desire to say 
before that section is stricken out that that portion of the bill which 
has seemed to me most meager is that which protects the rights of act- 
ual settlers. This is a section which operates on the rights of actual 
settlers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator misunderstands the question. The 
question ison my motion to amend the section the way I have described, 
80 that a man’s 160 acres need not be in one village lot by itself. 

Mr. REAGAN. I misunderstood it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again put the question 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] must realize 
that in the shape the section now stands it does not help the settlers 
who are within the limits of these grants at all, and it can not by any 
possible construction of language be made to refer to them. It is en- 
acting a new body of law for the class of people who may choose for 
some purpose of their own not to come under the general land laws 
and has no relation to this bill. It can be made so, but it does not 
do so now. Asamended now, the section will provide that no per- 
son who has gene upon the public lands of the United States indefi- 
nitely in these Territories, picking out the people who are fortunate 
enough to be in Arizona or New Mexico or Nevada, and is there occu- 
pying a little piece of land in a valley, that he may have the right to 
enter somewhere else as appurtenant to the same, 10, 15, 20, or 25 
milesaway. That relates to the public lands. It relates to a class of 
people who ought to be provided for with reference to the public lands 
and not with reference to these land grants. We are to confirm or re- 
ject the grants by judicial process applied in carrying out the provis- 
ions of the treaty with Mexico, If that is to be enacted, it ought to 
be provided as to township surveys on any of the public lands of the 
United States, and not within these certain favored Territories. 

Mr. REAGAN, Ido notknow but that the section is subject to the 
criticism of the Senator from Kansas, but it could be remedied by 
showing that these claims should be adverse to the claims set up. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatistrue. I agree in a general way to that. It 
can be done in five lines much better than it is provided for here; but 
the Senator will see that township surveys have nothing whatever to 
do with the surveys of these land grants. They will not conform in 
one case in 8 million, if they ever do conform to the township surveys. 
Their boundaries are arbitrary. They will overlap the township lines, 
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they will be irregular, they pay no attention to township lines, or sec- 
tion lines, or range lines, or meridians, or anything of the sort, and con- 
sequently that first phraseology absolutely excludes these people from 
any connection near or remote with these land grants. If the Senator 
who has charge of this bill would amend that section to provide in 
such a way that in surveying or locating these grants after the judg- 
ment of the court has been had in regard to their validity, if it shall 
be found that any one is in possession of areas within the limits of the 
grants as ascertained and determined, he shall not be dispossessed, that 
I would agree to; and, as I stated, five lines would cover that; but this 
is absolutely interjecting into the body of the public-land laws some- 
thing for the benefit of persons who live within certain Territories and 
States which will be of the most pernicious character and will break 
up and disrupt the operation of the land laws on the public domain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What it will do if it ever gets to be a law, as | 
hope it will in spite of the opposition of my friend from Kansas, which 
has been exerted against this bill on every occasion it has come up— 
rightfully exercised because he thinks so—will be to provide that 
when these investigations are made and it is tound that these ancient 
people, thinking they were living under Spanish or Mexican grants 
themselves and their ancestors in these little small holdings, and who 
for a great length of time have been in ion, actual, continuous, 
adverse, and bona fide, as the amended bill puts it, of these little hold- 
ings—wheu the township surveys come to be made these ancient pos- 
sessions which they have held for so many years shall be recognized 
in making the surveys, and the surveys as to their of the posses- 
sions adjusted accordingly. If that is not justice, then the committee 
is greatly mistaken. 

I now move, Mr, President, the second amendment for the committee, 
which comes in, I believe, in the same section. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Thesecond amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 15, after the word “‘ tract, it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘ parcel or parcels, respectively, as the case may be;’’ 
so as to read: 

Such possession shall be accurately defined in the field-notes of the survey and 
delineated on the township plat, with the boundaries and area of the tract, par- 
cel or parcels, respectively,as the case may be, etc. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That makes it conform to the previous amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SecrRETARY. On page 21, line 18, after the word “‘ tract,’’ it is 
proposed to insert: : 

Parcel or parcels, respectively, as the case may be. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. In line 27, page 21, after the word “tracts,’’ in- 
sert ‘* parcel or parcels.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. On page 22, line 36, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘one tractin bis own right’’ and to insert ‘‘160 acres in 
the aggregate;’’ so as to read: 


Provided, however, That no person shall be entitled to confirmation of, or to 
patent for, more than 160 acres in the aggregate by virtue of this section. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The SecreraRy. On page 22, line 41, it is proposed to strike out 
the word “nine,’’ and to insert ‘‘eleven;’’ so as to read: 

That this section shall not apply to any city lot, town lot, village lot, farm 


lot, or pasture lot held under a grant from any corporation or town the claim 
to which may fall within the provisions of section 11 of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now I move to strike out in that same section—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to the Secretary). Is there not something in sec- 
tion 17? 

Mr. PLUMB. Can not we finish this section first? I prefer to dis- 
pose of this section because there may be something to be said about 
these amendments when we come to them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sure the Senator will not object tothe usual 
course ef allowing the committee amendments to be gone through. 
It precludes nobody. 

Mr. PLUMB. All right. 

The SECRETARY. On page 22, section 17, line 7, after the word ‘‘ad- 
verse,’’ it is proposed to insert “‘and bona fide;’’ so as to read: 

That in the case of townships heretofore surveyed in the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona, Wyoming and Utsh, and the States of Colorado and Ne- 
vada all persons who, or whose ancestors or grantors, became citizens of the 
United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and who have 
been in the actual, continuous, adverse, and bona fide possession and residence 
of tracts of not to exceed 160 acres each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SecretaRy. On page 22, in section 17, line 7, it is proposed 
to strike out the word *‘ tracts "’ and insert ‘‘a tract’’ and inthe same 
line to strike out “‘to exceed ’’ and insert ‘‘ exceeding.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SecreTaRy. On the same page, same section, line 8, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word ‘“‘each’’ and insert: 


Or in connection with their said residences respectively in such actual, con- 


tinuous, adverse, bona fide of any or parcels of land; so that 
the quantity of all such parcels, uding the quantity of each tract 
of not exceed quantity of 160 acres. . 
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The amendment was agreed to. ae 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, line 15, after the word “acres,’’ it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘in the whole ;’’ so as to read: 

Such legal subdivisions, not exceeding 160 acres in the whole, as shall 
their said possessions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line16, page 23, after the word ** possessions, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Or possessions as in this section mention 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. 
out the tollowing proviso: 

Provided, however, That no person shall be entitled to enter more 
such tract, in his own right, under the provisions of this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘section 
14”’ (with the line in it) and ‘‘section 15’’ (without the line in it), 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is merely correcting the number of the sec- 
tion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I have two more amendments which are 
merely corrections of spelling, On page 9, section 7, line 7, the word 
‘*marshal’’ is spelled without an ‘“‘r,’’ which makes it “‘mashal.’’ I 
wish to correct that by spelling it right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 7, section 6, at the beginning of the line 
it says ‘‘warrantorsurvey.’’? The word ‘‘or’’ should be ‘‘of.’’ That 
is a typographical error. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
absence of objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon will be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. 
the word ‘‘ thereupon,’’ in line 9, and insert: 


Such claimants or their legal representatives shall be entitled to receive as 
full consideration for the lands so released the sum of $1.25 per acre, which sum 
shal! be paid to him orthem by the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, upon the certificate of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not propose to discuss this bill. Ona former oc- 
casion, when a bill for the same purpose was under consideration, I 
discussed it to some extent and expressed my preference for legislation 
that should refer all these claimants to the Federal courts for the ad- 
judication of their claims. I do not propose to antagonize this scheme. 
The ‘ourteenth section, however, of the bill contains what I consider 
some very objectionable provjsions, and they are so contrary to tlie 
policy which has been adopted by the Government in recent years, and 
which has been followed by the Committee on Public Lands in both 
branches of Congress, that I think they ought not to be enacted into 
law. By the fourteenth section it is provided— 


That if in any case it shall so happen that the lands decreed to any claimant 
under the provisions of this act sAil have been sold or granted by the United 


include 


ed. 


than one 


That amendment will be made, in the 


States, it shall be lawful for such claimants, or their legal representatives, atany | 
time within one year after the rendition of the final decree in their favor, to | 


execute and file in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office a 
release to the United States of all right, title, or claim to the land so sold or 


nted by the United States; and thereupon there shall be issued by the said | 
m missioner (under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary | 
of the Interior) to such claimant, or his legal representative, scrip for an equal | 


amount of acres so released, etc. 


And the serip is to be located upon lands which shall be subject to 
private entry under the laws of the United States, and recognizing the 
fact that by law all public lands, except in the State of Missouri, have 
been already withdrawn from private entry, provisions follow by which 
it is proposed to revive the old practice of offering lands at public sale 
in order that offered lands may be provided for the selection of this 
scrip. It is provided that— 

Whenever the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall have issued 
land scrip as herein provided he shall cause to be offered for sale at auction to 
the highest bidder, after ninety days’ notice by publication, a quantity of sur- 
veyed public lands, according to legal subdivisions, situated in the State or Ter- 
ritory where the grant is located, to make up a deficiency in which thescrip was 
issued, and as near to such grant as practicable, not less in quantity than 50 

r cent. in excess of the number of acres called for by such sctip. And the 

mmissioner of the General Land Office shall have power to make rules and 
regulations as to the publication of notice of sale, the manner of bidding, and 
sale of said land; but no bidshall be received for less than $1.25 peracre. After 
such sale any lands so offered remaining unsold shall be subject to entry, with 
the scrip issued under the provisions of this act. 

_ Mr. President, it has been nearly thirty years since the law author- 
izing the sale of lands at public auction has been in force; I mean the 
general sales of surveyed lands open to settlement. I do not think it 


is a wise policy to reinaugurate that system. The policy of the Goy- 


ernment is to reserve the lands for homestead and pre-emption claim- | 
ants, for actual settlers, and I do not think the Government wants to | 


put up the public lands to be sold at auction to speculators, nor do I 


think it is good policy that any more scrip should be issued even if it 
is located upon offered lands. 


I do not profess to know what the merits of these claims are, but as 
far as T am concerned I very much preter that, if it should be ascertained 


eT 
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On page 23, lines 16 to 18, it is proposed to strike | 


It is proposed to strike out all of section 14 after 


L013! 


| that any lands to which they are entitled have been sold by the Go 
ernment, the Government should pay a dollar and a quarter an acre 





for th lands rather than inaugurate this long-abandoned system ot 
public sales and private entry of lands, and so I offer the amendment 
for that purpose. 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER Che question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansa Mr. P MB] to strike out section 16. 
Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw that amendment fo: present, becau 
| I want to perfect the section 
i The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendm 3 withdrawn 
Mr. PLUMB. I want to amend section 16 by st i O D 3 
and 4, these words: 
In the Territories of New Mexico and Ar ia, \ lin 
| the States of Colorado and Nevada 
Tere is a very Valuable privilege to be conferred upon persons who 
in the course of surveys may be found on the public lands of the United 
| States. 
| Mr. DOLPH. DoT understand that my amendment i it now un 


der consideration ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I did 
amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. The amendment proposed by the Senator having the 
bill in charge has just been acted upon, and I was not aware that there 
was any pending amendment and supposed that my amendment was 
in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I supposed the Senator merely offered it in the shape 
of a notice. I will withhold my amendment until a later period, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen 
ator from Kansas to withdraw for the present his motion t 
section 16? 

Mr. HARRIS. Pending a motion to strike out, a motion to perfect 
| the part proposed to be stricken out takes precedence of the motion to 
strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to perfect has been agreed 
| to. There is nothing pending now except a motion to strike out the 
section. 

Mr. PLUMB. That I withdraw for the time being 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Oregon | Mr. DoLeu }. 

Mr. STEWART. I concur fully with the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
DoLPH ] that the policy of offering lands for sale and making them sub 
ject to private entry has been abandoned and ought to be abandoned 
for under it more public lands were absorbed by speculators than under 
any law that Congress hasever passed. Previous to1841 all lands were 
disposed of at auction, and the Government reserved in that act the 
power to sell them at public auction aiter they had been surveyed and 
| opened tosettlementa certain time. Surveys preceded the settlement 
and they were offered for sale and nobody would buy them or bid fo 
them over a dollar and a quarter an acre, and then they became su! 
ject to private entry, and speculators picked up the best land and pro 
ceeded in advance of settlement right through the Mississippi Valley. 
In the investigation I made in 1871, with the aid of the Commissione: 
of the General Land Office, the conclusion was reached that as much 
land had gone into the hands of speculators as had been taken by pre- 
emptors, and I have uniformly opposed since thzt tims t 
of placing land at the disposal of speculators 


his 


itor had offered 





o strike out 





tle 
I 


at method 


This question came up in the committee, and | suggested that some 
other mode be adopted of paying the parties whose lands might be sold 
by the Government and afterwards confirmed under this bill, other 


than giving them scrip, but it was urged that it was a pretty hard pro 
vision to take the lands from them which should be contirmed, and it 
was thought that it was necessary to give them an exceptional! privi 
lege. It was, however, confined to the State or Territory in which tl 


lands were situated, and not intended ina general way to return to 


this very bad and unfortunate way of disposing of the public land 
| Aiter considerable discussion in the committee it was compromised in 
| that way to have it operate only in the Territory or State in which the 
i 


lands were situated. 

I do not think it very probable that they will get much under these 
provisions, because the lands that are fit for settlement have gener 
been taken upand are past being taken by settlers. I donot think it w 
operate to do any great harm, and sol have consented to it. I think i 
is perhaps as well to do it, in consequence of the harsh provision of thi 
bill to take the land from them, which we must do, becanse we can 

not disturb settlers. That would be inequitable. I think the provision 
| as it stands will do no great harm and will probably |! re equitabl 
| than it would be to pay them money; and bi 
that an attempt to pay them money would be re 
| of an arbitrary price of a dollar and a quarter an acre might not be sat 
isfactory after the land is taken from them. I am inclined to think 
| that the section as reported by the committee will probably be the mos 
| satisfactory solution. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
mendment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Do_rn]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment to 


em 


ides it was 
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sisted, and the fixing 
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the bill, on page 18, to strike out clause 7, after the word ‘‘quantity,’’ 
in line 46, to the end of the clause down to and including line 51, and 
insert ‘‘ was originally granted by the Government under which the 
claim had inception;’’ so that the clause shall read: 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued for a greater 
quantity than was originally granted by the Government under which the 
claim had inception. 

The people of Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona are deeply inter- 
ested in the passage of some law by Congress that will settle the ques- 
tion of these Spanish grants. Much injustice is done the holders of 
the grants by reason of the uncertainty of titles. Great injustice is 
done those who desire to settle upon lands by reason of the cloud which 
hangs over lands where a grant is probably invalid, but has not yet been 
declared invalid. It is most important to the people of that section 
that some law be passed whereby these titles can be settled. But it 
is infinitely better for the people there that no bill ever be passed than 
that a bill as unjast and inhumane as this bill is should ever become a 
law. 

Here is a bill which provides for the creation of a court which is au- 
thorized to try in the first instance within the States or Territories 
where the grants are situated the right of title to the property and to 
render a decision. When the decision is rendered either party may 
take an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. The appeal 
must be taken within six months by everybody except the Govern- 
ment. The time of the Government to take an appeal is extended in- 
definitely to six months from the time when the district attorney shall 
file with the Attorney-General a clear and succinct statement of what 
the case is about and the points in controversy. And when the case 
comes here to Washington this bill provides that the Supreme Court 
shall hear the case de novo, that it shall take testimony, that it shall 
examine witnesses, that it may take depositions, that the Supreme Court 
of the United States shall act as a nisi prius tribunal, shall take testi- 
mony in the case as if 1t came first before it; and the holders of these 
grants, large and small, in the far West, gaining nothing whatever by 
the first decision which may have been rendered in the locality where 
they reside as it the case had never been decided, their rights blotted 
out entirely, are compelled to come here to Washington and to go before 
the Supreme Court of the United States and try their cases exactly as 
if they never had been tried before. No greater injustice could be in- 
flicted upon the owners of these Spanish grants in the West than a pro- 
vision of this sort. 

Then, Mr. President, it is a fact that in Colorado and in some of the 
Western Territories there are Spanish grants which have never been 
confirmed by Congress, not because there is any inherent weakness in 
the grant itself, but because it has not been convenient for the person 
owning the grant to secure its recognition by Congress. It may have 
been hecause of the inability of the Representative of their district, 
their Territory, or their State to secure the time of Congress for con- 
firming the grant. It may have been because the parties may have 
been unable to incur the expense necessary to employ somebody here 
to see that the matter was properly brought before Congress. But 
there are scores of cases where grants, large and small, rest upon the 
grant itself, upon the bona fide possession of the land, and nothing fur- 
ther has been done. Congress recognized that this was a valid method 
for persons to rest upon their titles until something further was done, 
and when they created the land districts of New Mexico and Kansas 
and Nebraska, Colorado being then a part of Kansas, it was provided 
in 1854: 

And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the surveyor-general, 
under such instructions as may be given by the Secretary of the Interior, to 
ascertain the origin, nature, character, and extent of all claims to lands under 
the law-, usages, and customs of Spain and Mexico; and for this purpose ma 
issue notices, summon witnesses, administer oaths, and do and perform all 
other necessary acts in the premises. 

He shall make a full report on all such claims as originated before the ces- 
sion of the Territory to the United States by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
of 1848, denoting the various grades of title, with his decision as to the validity 
or invalidity of each of the same under the laws, usages, and customs of the 
country before its cession to the United States; and shal! also make a report in 
regard to all pueblos existing in the Territory, showing the extent and locality 
of each, stating the number of inhabitants in the said pueblos, respectively, and 
the nature of their titles to the land; such report to be made according to the 
form which | ay be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior; which report 
shall be laid before Congress for such action thereon as may be deemed just 
and proper, with a view to confirm bona fide grants and give full effect to the 
treaty of 1848 between the United Sates and Mexico; and, until the final action 
of Congress on such claims, all lands shall be reserved from sale or other dis- 
pose by the Government, and shail not be subject to the donations granted by 
he previous provisions of this act. 

Thus it will be observed that where the holders of these grants called 
upon the surveyor-general to pass upon their title, and the surveyor- 
general upon the ground found their title to be good, and so reported 
it to the Secretary of the Interior, and filed the testimony in that De- 
partment, thereupon this land became no longer subject to entry, and 
the holder of the grant and his legal representatives had a good title— 
the next best title to a patent—a good enough title te rest securely in 
and to be able to make disposition of his lands. 

I haye in view one particular grant in Colorado, consisting, I think, 
of some 96,000 acres of land, The testimony concerning this grant 
was taken before the surveyor-general. It was found to be perfect, 
and nobody has ever questioned the title. The grant lies in a couple 
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of counties of Colorado, has always been taxed to the owners, titles 
have been granted out of it, oceans of it have been subdivided, it has 
been treated as avy patented land would be treated, its title has been 
considered sacred by settlers throughout the State of Colorado, and no- 
body has ventured to trespass upon it. Here comes the Government 
of the United States and by this bill provides that within two years 
from the organization of the proposed court every person claiming 


under a Spanish grant must file his petition setting forth his title 


ov be forever barred; that if he shal] not within two years, unless he 
suffers under legal disability, present his claim, he shall be deemed 
and held to have abandoned all right to his grant. This seems harsh, 
but it may be right, because it tends to the settlement of titles pro- 
vided no legal disability exists. 

Then, at the end of the bill, after having made a rigid rule that the 
petition must be filed within two years, with full knowledge ot the fact 
that many of these grants, upon which a cloud was never cast until 
this bill was introduced, exceed 35,000 acres of land, there is a pro- 
vision on page 18 which says that— 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issue for paseaice quan- 
tity than LI square leagues of land to or in the right of any one original grantee 
or claimant, or in the right of any one original grant to two or more persons 
jointly, nor for a greater quantity than was authorized by the respective laws 
of Spain or Mexico applicable to the claim. 

In the particular claim to which I have referred, I know of a New 
England man who loaned a quarter of a million of dollars for the im- 
provement of the grant. It is considered in Colorado as sacred a title 
as there is within the State. Large sums have been spent for its im- 
provement. It consists, as I say, in the neighborhood of 100,000 acres; 
and here comes a bill which declares arbitrarily that if the owner of 
that grant, among others, does not present his claim within two years 
for adjudication, he shail be held to have abandoned it, and then pro- 
vides that when he does present it he shall be cut down to 11 leagues of 
land; in other words, cnt down to less than 36,000 acres of land. 

Mr. REAGAN, Forty-eight thousand seven hundred and sixty. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Forty-eight thousand and some odd acres. Un- 
der what pretense, I should like to know, do we enact a law which 
says that a man who has a valid grant that has never been questioned 
must present his title within two years or be held to have abandoned 
it, and when he does present it he must take less than 50,000 acres of 
land if his grant be a valid one for twice that amount, more or less? 
This amendment of mine seeks to correct that. 

I owe an apology, being a member of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, for appearing here ia the Senate with amendments to 
this bill. I introduced a bill myself at the commencement of this 
session, and having, not for weeks, but for months, tried unsuccessfully 
to get a meeting of the Private Land Claims Committee to act on my 
bill, I find after an absence trom Washington that this bill, which I 
had never seen before, appears here with a report of the committee in 
its favor, and it is for that reason I am compelled to trespass upon the 
time of the Senate. 

Mr. RANSOM. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr, RANSOM. The Senator from Colorado is certainly mistaken. 
Upon his first application for a meeting of the committee one was im- 
mediately called, and it se happened that the Senator from Colorado 
could not attend. A second meeting was called and he was given spe- 
cial notice of it, and he attended for a short time and made very satis- 
factory apologies indeed, and could not attend aiterwards, and the com- 
mittee postponed its meetings, I certainly am inside of exactness when 
I say, some four times for the benefit of the advice of the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I had not intended to go into the details of that 
matter, but if my memory serves me aright I was informed by the 
chairman of the committee that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] was absent from the District and it would never do to hold a 
meeting of the committee in bis absence, as any bill that might be re- 
ported without his approbation could never hope to pass this body, 
and for that reason, as I understood it, the meetings were not held for 
a numberof weeks. I may have misunderstood the Senator from North 
Carolina. If so, I shall apologize to him. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator did not misunderstand me. I said on 
one occasion he did appear and on one occasion the Senator from Ver- 
mont was absent, either sick or at home, and I was unwilling that a 
bill with which he was so well acquainted should be considered in 
his absence, a bill which came from a committee of which he had been 
chairman for the greater part of twenty years, 

Mr, WOLCOTT. Idesire to call the attention of the Senate especially, 
although not germane to this amendment, to those portions of the bill 
to which I bave alluded in my remarks. Beginning on page 11, there 
is the provision as to appeals, as follows: 

On any such appeal— 

There being a previous provision that an appeal shall be made— 


On any such appeal the Supreme Court shall the cause, as well the issues 
of fact as of law, and may take testimony in addition to that given in the court 
record of the and justice 


See enka ee e Ps j 
may ; and on such retrial and hearing every question shal open, and 
Tee deckion of the Supreme Court thereon aholl be fal and cenabunive 
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Of course it will be; but where is the sense then of having a trial at 
the place where the grant is situated? What does an unfortunate 
suitor gain it he wins 
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a verdict in the court below and on an appeal | 


being taken he is compelled to travel 3,009 miles to have a retrial of | 


the case as if it had never been tried ? ) 
the Supreme Court from the stress of business under which they labor. 
Is it possible that we provide at great expense a cumbersome court to 
try these land cases and then provide that the Supreme Court of the 
United States, already overcrowded in its business, shall take time to 
try these cases anew? Then on the following page there is a provis- 
ion that the appeal must be taken within six months, with this pro- 
viso in favor of the Government: 


Upon the rendition of any judgment of the court confirming any claim, it 
shall be the duty of the attorney of the United States to notify the Attorney- 
General, in writing, of such judgment, giving him aciear statement of the case 
and the points decided by the court, which statement shall be verified by the 
certificate of the presiding judge of said court; and in any case in which such 
statement shall not be recetved by the Attorney-General within sixty days next 
after the rendition of such judgment, the right of appeal on the part of the 
United States shall coutinue to exist until six months. 

Not six months longer, but— 


six months next after the receipt of such statement. 


So, whilst the suitor must appeal within six months, the Govern- 
ment can wait until the Attorney-General is satisfied that he has from 
his own district attorney a clear statement of the case. There is a fur- 


which I think the attention of the Senate should be called. 
14, at the top of page 18, provides: 


Fifth. No proceeding, decree, or act under this act shall conclude or affect 
the private rights of persons as between cacl: other, all which rights shall be 
reserved and saved to the same effect as if this act had not been passed; but 
the proceedings, decrees, and acts herein provided for shall be conclusive of 
all rights as between the United States and all persons claiming any interest or 
right in such lands. 


In other words, whoever may see fit to file a petition respecting a 
eertain grant will have his rights therein tried by this court which is 
to be created; and if the decision shall be in his favor it very properly 
o him nothing as against other claimants, but if the decision shall 

against him—and he may be a mere intruder, a man who has not 
in his possession the proper evidence upon which to base the founda- 
tion of his claim before a court—then another person claiming the same 
grant who has never had his day in court, who bas never been made a 
party, shall not have a right to be heard in that proceeding, I know 
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questions for the court, and there is no court that would hesitate to d 
cide it. 

I should do wrong perhaps if I did not tell the Senator from Colorado 
what I mean by an incomplete grant. An incomplete title, an in- 
choate title or grant, is one where « grant was made to some person by 





| Spain or Mexico upon certain conditions to be complied with, and the 


final grant or final seal upon the title 
it incomplete. 

Mr. President, as I was stating when the itor from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] interrupted me, this bill takes jurisdiction of no 
complete or perfected title. If I understand it, that has been the in- 
variable and universal statement made upon this floor. If lam wrong 
I trust that some other member of the committee will advise me of it. 
The invariable statement upon the floor in the discussion of this bill 
is that the court proposed to be established has no jurisdiction what 
ever over a complete or perfected title. 

The bill itselt declares in the clause giving jurisdiction that it ex- 
cepts all complete or pertected titles. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suppose the Senator refers to the clause at the 
bottom of page 32. which reads: 

Fourth. No claim shall be allowed for any land the rightto which has hitherto 
been lawfully acted upon and decided by Congress or under its authority. 


Mr. RANSOM. Not at all. 


or some other circumstance left 


senior Se 


That is one clause, but, on page 7, sec- 


| tion 6, the section giving jurisdiction to the court, declares in these 
ther provision of the bill which will certainly work great injustice, to 


of no other provision of the statutes of the United Statesor of any State | 


which debars a suitor of his right until he has had his day in court. 

All these matters, it seems to me, are important, but the one to which 
I first called the attention of the Senate, and the one to which this 
amendment is germane, is, in my opinion, a method of perpetrating as 
great a wrong as can well be imagined, a wrong whereby the Govern- 
ment of the United States, without a pretense of right or of reason or 
of equity or of justice, says to the claimants who have not up to this 
time had influence enough to secure the confirmation of their grants 
by Congress, ‘‘ Because you have not already slipped in and got Con- 
gress to confirm your grants, therefore you have got to go to this court 
within two years and present vour case, and when you have presented 
it you shall be cut down to 48,000 acres of land, no matter whether 
your grant was for double that amount or any amount whatsoever.’’ 
No greater injustice could be perpetrated by the Senate; and I trust 
that the amendment which I have offered may prevail and that the 
court will be limited in its maximum allowance to the orizinal amount 
of the grant, not being able to make it more, but having the right to 
make it less if the petitioner shall fail to show his title to the amount 
which he claims. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I was a little surprised, as the Sen- 
ate must have seen by my interruption of the Senator from Colorado 
{Mr. Wotcort], at his complaint, if I may call it so, that he had not 
been heard before the Committzeon Private Land Claims, But, let that 
be as it may, I do not know whether that Senator is aware or not, per- 
haps he is not, that this identical bill now betore the Senate almost to 
the crossing of a ‘*t’’ or the dotting of an ‘‘i’’ has four times in four 
different Congresses been approved and passed by a large, an emphatic, 
and decisive majority ot the Senate. Why, Mr. President, the amend- 
ment ot the Senator from Colorado is not new in the Senate; it is not 
the first time by a score that we have heard it. That matter has been 
tried in the Senate. It is no new issue here. That identical amend- 
ment has heen voted on dozens of times in this body in the last sixteen 
years, and every time with but one result. 

J do not know that I shall be able to make it clear to the Senate, 
but no one else has ever failed to make it clear to the Senate. 
the Senator from Colorado wish to examine it ? 


Does | 
Does he know that | 


this bill does not apply to the case to which he has alluded in his own | 


State? This bill has nothing to do with pertect:d or complete titles. 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator to state the dis- 
tinction between a perfected title and one which is not perfected. 
Mr. RANSOM. If I were to undertake to tell the Senator from 


words: 

That itshall and may be lawful for any person or persons or corporation, or 
their legal representatives, claiming lands within the limits of the territory de 
rived by the United States from the Republic of Mexico, and now embraced 
within the Territoriesof New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, or Utah, or within the 
States of Nevada or of Colorado, by virtue of any such Spanish or Mexican 
grant, concession, Warrant, or survey as the United States are bound to recog- 
nize and confirm by virtue of the treaties of cession of said country by Mexico 
to the United States, which at the date of the passage of this act have not been 
confirmed by act of Congress, or otherwise finally decided upon by lawful au- 
thority, and which have not become complete and perfect, in every such case to 
presenta petition in writing. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
his permission. 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. A grant may have been confirmed by Congress; it 
may in some instances have been confirmed by decision of the appel- 
late court possibly; and except in those two cases where Congress has 
confirmed or some litigation has brought the grant into court where 
an appellate court has passed upon it, I should like to ask under what 
other circumstances would a claim not come within the provisions of 
this bill ? 

Mr, RANSOM. I will answer the question with great pleasure. A 
man with a grant that is perfect and complete, just like a man with any 
other perfect and complete title, has nothing to fear. This biil does not 
touch him; this bill does not require that every man who holds a per- 
fector complete grant from Spain or Mexico must go and vindicate his 
grant, be it ever so perfect, in a court of justice; notatall. That grant 
can not be perfected ; it is already perfected. That grant can not be 
completed; it isalready complete. Itis only in a case in which the grant 
is not complete that it is necessary for Congressto act. I donot wantto 
speak hastily to-day, but I apprehend the Supreme Court has taken juris- 
diction of cases without number, and tried and settled land questions 
where the grant was complete. 

Mr. TELLER. It the Senator would state a case of that kind, I 
should be under everlasting obligations to him. 

Mr. RANSOM. I feel alittle afraid to speak about it except with 
very great trepidation. The Senator from Colorado says, and he ought 
to know 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator cite one single case where the Su 
preme Court has taken cognizance of a case where it did not take it 
under a statute? It he will cite such a case, I shall surrender my op- 
position to his bill. 

Mr. RANSOM. It may very well be that the Supreme Court has 
generally done this under the wording of a statute, but let me ask 

Mr. TELLER. A statute touching the very question. 

Mr. RANSOM. I mean a statute touching the very question. | 
was not coddling upon that. Let me ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question. Does he mean tosay that when a citizen of the United States 
has a perfect and complete title under the Mexican Government he 
can not establish that title in a court of justice of tlhe United 
without an act of Congress ? 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator 

Mr. RANSOM. One moment. 1! will 
Does the Senator from Colorado mean 
in all the States and all the Territories 
title unless it has been given to him by 


I should like to ask the Senator a question, with 





States 


further question. 
» say that every holder of land 
acquired from Mexico has no 
a court of justice or by a stat 


ask a 


| ute of the United States? 


Colorado the difference between a perfected and an unperfected title, | 


he and I might dispute over it. We both agree upon one matter, that 
@ periected title, a complete title, and an inchoate title are proper 


! 


Mr. TELLER. The Supreme Court of the United Stats 
clared more than once that Congress had the right to briny all of these 
cases into consideration. before some tribunal of a character that it 
might determine, and that in so binging them betore the tribunal to 
determine whether they were valid or not it did pot invade or disobey 
the provisions of the treaty with Mexico. The court | 
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clared that if parties fail to comply with the statute the presumption 
of law not to be disputed is that they had no title. 

I want to say to the Senator from Vermont and to the Senator from 
North Carolina, with as much knowledge on this subject, I think, as 
the Senators can pretend to have, that there is no such thing under 
the statutes of the United States as a perfect title, and this statute and 
all other statutes have brought every single case before the courts, and 
these cases are not brought before them for the purpose, as the Senator 
from North Carolina seems to think, of perfecting the title, but to de- 
termine whether they were perfected titles at the time we received this 
country from Mexico; whether in accordance with the treaty and in ac- 
cordance with the laws of nations we were bound to recognize theright 
of the claimants to these lands. Every single piece of land, though it 
may have been held,as I know more than one case where it has been 
held, for more than one hundred and fifty years unbroken title in the 
hands of the present holders in the same family in the Territory of 
New Mexico, is brought in controversy, and they must make their title, 
and if they fail to lodge their case in the court provided for at the end 
of the two years the United States will wipe out their title and sell the 
land to somebody else. 

Mr. RANSOM. No, Mr. President; wherever a citizen of the United 
States has a complete or periect title from the Mexican or Spanish Gov- 





ernment, he does not have to cometo Congress for it; but I see well how ; 


the Senator from Colorado may assert what he does. There are very 
few of the titles in New Mexico that are perfector complete. I donot 
hesitate to say to Senators on the other side, and it is my duty as i con- 
ceive to say to them, that if in constructing this bill, after all the care 
which has been taken upon it, the bill fails to make itself clear that it 
applies only to inchoate or imperfect titles, I would gladly accept an 
amendment upon consideration that would secure such a provision, be- 
causé the purpose and the avowed purpose of the bill is not to disturb 
completed, settled, fixed titles. 

But, Mr. President, let us see the hardship of my friend the junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotr]. He says it would be a great 
hardship for these people who claim more than 11 leagues to go before 
the court that this bill provides tor, and, after they obtain a verdict, a 
decree, or a judgment, then to have to eut down their claim to 11 
leagues. He says that would bea great hardship. This bill leaves 
the claimants of over 11 leagues, being about 50,000 acres, exactly 
where they arenow. This bill does not deny the rightto have them come 
to Congress. This bill takes no right from them, it takes no privilege 
from them. Why, sir, the usual cry in this Chamber upon this bill 
is that the poor people are not provided for. I shall draw no lines be- 
tween classes, but, if any claimant thinks he owns more than 50,000 
acres of land, all he has to do is to come and present his claim to Con- 
gress. Is it a great hardship, is it aruin, to present your claim to Con- 
gress? They can alldoit. They are exactly where they were. 

I should like to ask gentlemen if they propose to longer keep out 
the small holders, these thousands and it may be bundreds of thou- 
sands of people owning 50 or 60 or 160 acres of land, when the bill pro- 
vides for them and wil! secure to them their rights and their homesteads 
and about which there can be no dispute? I ask Senators who 
this bill if they will deter it, if they will put it off so that ennai 
ant with a million or perhaps five million acres of land may have his 
chance to establish his title? It can do him no harm. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to speak for classes, but I think every 
Senator will agree with me that it is a serious thing, it is a very 
important thing, as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] would 
say, it isa very great thing whether Congress will open the door wide 
to the ownership of acres of land by the million. 

T am not as well acquainted as perhaps a Senator ought to be with 
the public lands of the country and with the public-land laws, I have 
never been upon the Committee on Public Lands; but I believe I am 
indebted for my information to my friend, the Senator from Colorado. 
I believe under the desert-land law ot the United States a man can only 
acquire from the Government 640 acres, and yet when your Govern- 
ment has declared it will let no citizen have over 640 acres complaint 
is made here that we will not provide a special highway, a road to 
allow people to establish a title upon some misty claim to 5,000,000 
acres. 


I will not pretend to state, Mr. President, but my colleague on the 
committee, the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STEWART], is looking over 
the record to see what number of claims for over amillion acres of land 
in a single grant is made by mere pretenders to their ownership. 

I have said to the Senators if there is any doubt about this bill in 
reference to the character of the titles to be settled by it, I will join 
them in making it plain; but I do hope that the Senate will not delay 
the bill longer, when the people of New Mexico and Arizona, through 
their Legislatures and their officials and the masses o! the people, are 
crying out for legislation to secure to them the lines of their home- 
steads. I ask that Senators will not seek to put this bill off or to defeat 
it because it does not provide for the pretenders of claims of mill- 
ions of acres of the public land, 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr, WoLcorr] seemed to think that 
this bill was amenable to the charge of a greathardship. Why? Be- 
cause, he said, when the courts in New Mexico, Arizona, and rado 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





‘SEPTEMBER 17, 





had decided a case and an appeal was taken to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, the Supreme Court could go, if it thought proper, 
into the whole matter. That discretion is left with the Supreme Court 
and I apprehend it is a proper one. 

There are gentlemen on each side of the Chamber who are better ac- 
quainted with the history of the times in these than I am or 
can be, and I appeal to the Senator from Nevada, how often has the Su- 
preme Court said that it would have been well if it could have reversed 
the decisions of the land commission in California? There is a beacon 
to us to put the last guard we can upon these heavyclaims. There is 
no obstraction here, no obstacle, no impediment, no law’s delay to the 
poor man claiming his homestead and the homestead of his ancestors 
for 160 acres, be it one piece or ten pieces. 

Why should the claimant of 50,000 or 30,000 or 20,000 acres of land 
which he derived from a Mexican or a Spanish grant be exempted from 
the duty of coming before the supreme tribunal of law and equity in 
this country? What sanctity is there in these grants that their bold- 
ers or pretended holders should say that it is too great a trouble to 
come before the Supreme Court? It is a great trouble to gentlemen 
who have advanced a quarter of a million dollars upon some ranch or 
upon some imperfect grant to have it tried by the Supreme Court. My 
friend is mistaken—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from North Carolina entirely mis- 
understands me. Nobody objects to an appeal; it is not a question of 
the size of the grant determining the appeal; but what I dosay is that 
it is an innovation in the law to provide that where a court is established 
and an appeal lies from that court to the Supreme Court of the United 
States the Supreme Court shall hear the case de novo and try it anew 
upon questions of fact as well as of law, introduce new testimeny and 
retry the case as if it had never been tried before. You say it is not 
only applicable to land cases in Colorado, but everywhere; but the pe- 
culiar hardship lies in the fact that these claimants are thousands of 
miles away and they are subjected to unnecessary expense and delay, 
and it makes the establishment of this land court simply unnecessary. 

Mr. RANSOM. I understood the Senator exactly as he explains him- 
self. I understood him to object to the fact that the Supreme Court 
could go into the case de novo and try it de nove. Is that wrong, sir? 
Can any Senator presume, is it a reasonable presumption, is it not a 
most violent, gross, and wrong presumption, to imagine that that court 
will without a good reason try the case over again? Can not the Su- 
preme Court be trusted to determine whether it will hear a case and 
all the facts in it? Does any sensible man in the country imagine they 
would do it unless they saw cause in a case for a full rehearing from 
beginning toend? No, Mr. President, the more this bill is looked into 
the better satisfied the Senate will be with every provision the com- 
mittee could make. é 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from North Carolina 
if I correctly understand him that this bill authorizes the Supreme 
Court to have a new trial of the facts on new testimony. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. And gives that as a right to the party ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANSOM. The bill provides, as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will see if he examines it, that in all cases appealed to the Su- 
preme Court, if the Supreme Court is of the opinion that the case ought 
to have a trial de novo of fact as well as of law, the Supreme Court can 
order it. 

Mr. HOAR. At tbe bar of that court? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any other case under the sun, except possibly 
in admiralty, where that is done now? 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not think there is, but there have been no other 
cases under the sun. If the Senator trom Massachusetts will read the 
American State Papers—I have read them very partially, but other gen- 
tlemen here have read them almost from beginning to end—and read 
the history of the settlement of the Spanish land grants in Florida and 
Louisiana and Missouri and of the Mexican and Spanish land grants 
in California, he will come to the conclusion that he can not put too 
many safeguards around these trials. 

I do not want to say anything ugly and I am not in the habit of 
doing so, but I apprehend that the history of jurisprudence itself far- 
nishes no more glaring instance of fraud and corruption from beginning 
to end than you will find in the records of the adjudication settling 
the land-grant cases in California. Sir, it was an extreme case, it was 
a great danger, it was a frightful danger abead of the committee which 
induced them to depart from the usages of the common law or the civil 
law and apply this remedy that would finally secure an honest adju- 
dication of these great cases. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him another ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Why should we deny the citizen who has been tried 
for his life and sentenced to be executed a new trial in the Supreme 
Court and give a new trial in the case of a Spanish land grant, a mat- 
ter of property ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Ah, Mr, President, the Senator from Massachusetts 





yeti 


*Z 





1890. 








generally speaks with great deliberation and thinks with great accu- 


racy. 

Mr. HOAR. I put this question to the Senator so that he may 
think for me in this case. 

Mr. RANSOM. I willtry to help you. It may be very presumpt- 
uous in me to say so, but I will try to help the Senator along. I will 
tell you, Mr. President, and tell the Senator that in trying a man for his 
life there are none of the inducements to bribery, to venality, to cor- 
ruption, to frand, but when you bring before almost any court (and no 
man holds the courts in higher reverence than I do) millions of dol- 
lars to be settled, I tell the Senator from Massachusetts, and I tell the 
country, it is proper to place every safeguard around the court that you 

sibly can. Leave no door open and leave no plank up for fraud. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator a question” 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator fear that this court which he is 
now about to establish will be corrupt? 

Mr. RANSOM. Ido not, sir; but does the Senator from Colorado fear 
that the Supreme Court will be corrupt? Why are there courts of ap- 
peals? Why are appeals granted in cases? Why do we pass statutes 
here day after day and hour after hour to guard the Treasury, to guard 
the custodian of public money, to protect the people from wrong? 

Mr, President, I had hoped that at least in this Chamber I would 
never hear the doctrineof convenience, simplicity, cheapness, if you will, 
put up, set up, and arrayed against the great principle of honest gov- 
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Any court 
You would find s#lso 
process of consummation or perfection, a large 
mass of titles where it would be nece ssary to have some tribunal to de- 
termine whether the parties who had entered the claim 
iemanding to pre-empt the land or to get it as a | 





could recover on his patent.when he had a perfect title. 
would be bound to hold that he could recover. 
in the Land Office, in the 


and were 
stead had com- 


plied with the conditions so to entitled to « rmation, or per- 
haps it is the obligation of the treaty that all titles from the former 
| Government, as in this case all the titles of the Mexican Government, 
should be confirmed, and it tak irt toa tain that fact. But 


when the title is p 
thing more. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Is it not the purpose of this bill where ( 
has not confirmed a grant to pass upon it, and 
vhat the merits of the grant may be, to limit it to 11 leagnes? 
Mr. STEWART. If the party is not satisfied that he has a perfect 
title and comes in under this bill and has the benefit of it, then it will 
ly confirm to him 11 leagues. 


oniyv 
l 


rfect and you have the ido not need any- 
ongress 
n all cases, no matter 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. The 
Senator speaks about patents. Did he ever know the Spanish or Mex- 
; ican Government to issue a patent ? 


ernment, honest courts, high courts. No, sir; no hardship will come | 


from this, but good to the country, good to all the suitors, good to all 
the people will come from it. ; 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from North Carolina a question 
before he sits down ? 

Mr. RANSOM. With pleasure. 

Mr. GRAY. Thisisa bill coming from his committee and concerns 
a range of subjects with which the Senate is not very familiar and with 
which I am not at all familiar, and I should like to ask the chairman 
of that committee what is the meaning, on page 7, section 6, of the lan- 
guage which describes and defines the jurisdiction of this court which 
is to be established by this bill, ‘‘and which have not become complete 
and perfect,’’ referring to the titles that are to be tried before the so- 


called court; whether this is a tribunal in the ordinary acceptation of 


the term which is to decide whether a title bea title or not, and there- 
fore whether it is complete and perfect, or whether it is to be vested 


Mr. STEWART 

Mr, TELLER. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 something equivalent t 
in the yuntry 

Bat I want to call the attent 


The Mexican Govern 
Did the Spanish Gov er! 


ient did not 


nment ever issnea patent ? 


it issue )a patent early 


colonization of that « 


on of Senators who de the 
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unt of land unlimited to the situation as it now is. In the first 
place, it is said there is great injustice done in the abstract tothe party 
if he gets 48,000 acres of land for his Spanish claim and gets his title 
regogni red, Who has made this land valuable? The people of the 
| United States, the settlers in occupying the adjoining land. It has 
been made valuable here, and ina pecuniary sense heis not going to lose 
| by the operation of this Gov nt in taking the land. Since the 
cession of the country it has been made valuable, and he is going to be 
enri hed in any event by giving him 48,000 acres of land. 
Now, there is a list of very large grants that did not exist in Cal- 
fornia. They were gé rally « i there to 11] rues or less, be- 
cause by the Mexican colonization act of 1824 the << suld only grant 
11 leagues. There is no grant that ha 1 made since 1824 in either 
Ne \lexico or Arizona that measures to exceed 11 leagues, because 

| that was the colonization law at that time. Those grants that were 


with the powers to perfect a title that is confessedly imperfect and in- 


complete. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I can answer that question. There were 
in California, for example, a great many titles that were called inchoate 
titles, titles that the Mexican Government would have perfected if it 
had had the opportunity. They were titles where theclaim originated 
by a petition and by reference to an alcalde and areport upon it. After 
going through the usual formalities there would be a grant made by 
the governor, which was really provisional, and then a survey and ju- 
ridical possession, and then it would, in the ordinary course of things, 
go before the local legislature, and it was not regarded as perfect un- 
less it was approved of by the central government, and very few of 
the grants were. There are a great many similartitlesin Arizona and 
New Mexico that were in process of perfection, the same as the pre- 
emption titles under the United States laws are where a party goes 
and takes certain steps toward acquiring title and that title is to be per- 
fected. When the court finds what would have been done according to 
the law of Mexico, it accepts that as if Mexico had remained in posses- 
sion; and, if the party has complied with those conditions, then the 
court confirms the title. All these are inchoate titles, and it is neces- 
sary to have them determined. It is claimed that there are some in 
New Mexico, but very few, that were perfect grants by the Spanish 
Government, obtained prior to the independence of Mexico. 

Mr. GRAY. I think I understand what the Senator from Nevada 
is explaining, but my question went a little further than that. This 
bill seeks to establish a court to decide upon and settle questions of 
disputed land titles, and in the section describing its jurisdiction one 
of the limitations upon its jurisdiction is that the question that comes 
before the court must be in respect to a title by virtue of some Mexi- 
can grant, concession, warrant, or survey which has not become com- 
plete or perfect. 

Now, I may be quite wrong about it, forI have not had time to study 
the whole of this bill, but it seems to me that the anomalous thing is 
that you should establish a court not to try the question whether a title 
is complete and perfect, but to limit its jurisdiction to those cases in 
which under the phraseology of the proposed statute the title iz not 
complete and perfect, thereby giving to the court, entirely outside of 
the ordinary jurisdiction of a court as we understand it, the power to 


perfect a title that is not perfect and complete, one that is incomplete, | 


which is not a judicial function, as I understand. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, let me answer the Senator and he will un- 
derstand it perfectly. Suppose that a portion of the United States 
were to be ceded to a foreign power. The supposition, I know, is an 
impossible one, but it will do for an illustration. You would find in 
the Land Office patents ior a portion of the public lands, and the party 


made previous to that time were improvident and indefinite grants by 
the Spanish Government in this wild country, and they have not been 
reduced as a rulesince this cession. Nothing w 
extent, and if they were occupied at all it was a small place for herd- 
ing stock. They are entirely indefinite, and they are immense clouds. 
For example, there is in Arizona a grant or a pretended grant that they 
call the Piralto grant. There was nothing said about it until quite 
recently. It is 4,000,000 acres, and theclaimants desire to locate it on 
Salt River, covering the town of Phcenix and all that country. There 
is a large number of grants that go from 100,000 to 500,000 and as high 
as 1,500,000 acres. I have herea list of them, and there is a very large 
pumber of those grants. If they were all confirmed, they would pretty 
much occupy everything in that country that is worth settling. 

Now, this bill proposes that in the case of those grants which are not 
perfected, so that they must have some aid of the Government of the 
United States in order to periect them, to make them available, the 
holders can present them to this to be established, an impartial 
tribunal armed with all the necessary means of investigating these titles. 


as done to them to any 


ourt 


| They present them to the court, and if they are found valid the bill 


| 


provides that they shall be confirmed to the extent of 48,000 acres and 


no more. That is all that is to be confirmed by this bill, but after that 
any equities they now have will remain. There areagood many small 
grants that have been built upon. These large grants have not been 
inhabited. They are vague and uncertain as a rule; and these large 
grants by means of this bill can have 48,000 acres confirmed, and the 
small grants will be disposed of; and if there should be an individual 
case where the equities were so great it is in the power of Congress to 
relieve it hereafter. Congress can relieve it in such cases; Congress 


ean do what it chooses in the way of relieving them. 
But, if you pass this bill without any limitation on it, the whole of 
that country will be in litigation. These ] 
to cover the whole of that country. | 
alarmed, whatever may be the fina mitit to 48,000 
acres they can see thatit will nottakeall the land; that th is a place 
left for them, and it se 
I admit it isa greatcalamity that we did not hay 


grants are sufficiently large 
The people will be disquieted and 
result, but if you li 
ms to me that is sufficient 


passed to have 


these grants confirmed earlier. It w | have been better for the coun 
try if all had been confirmed, good and bad, and if all the lands had 
| been given to private part nf letthemsell them. But now you have 
got settlers all over that country; you have Territories organized and 


} . } lend ‘ 
people living upon tl inds; and, if 


jurisdiction, this Piralt m and other claims will loom up over th 

whole settlement and create alarm. It seems to me these men onght 
to be satisfied to take at first achance to get 48,000acres of land, They 
will take the 48,000 acres where it is most valuable, and it is a pretty 
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good thing for them. When things are sifuated in the way this is the 
matter must be settled by a system of compromise. We must look at 
the whole community. We must have affirmative legislation in order 
that these men may use their titles atall. Forty-eight thousandacres 
of land now is more than 5,000,000 acres of land was two hundred years 
ago, when these grants were made, 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that a statement of the case? Is itnot a question 
really not what would be good for these people to have, but what we 
are obligated to give them ? 

Mr. STEWART. ‘There is no obligation as to the time we shall 
giveittothem. It will be time enough to discuss the residue alter 
you have confirmed this land. The matter has gone on forty years and 
it has been consummated. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question, although I believe 
he is answering a question of mine? Let me state again, if the Sena- 
tor will allow me, my criticism of this particular section. It is that 
in creating a court with the powers and jurisdiction, though a limited 
jurisdiction and limited powers, that belong to a court, there should 
be also this limitation, that the only questions that can come before 
this so-called court are questions of title by virtue of concessions and 
grants which have not become complete and perfect, in the language 
of the bill, thereby in effect saying that no questions as to title shall 
come belore this so-called court except such as are claimed by reason 
of a grant or title that is imperfect or incomplete. Therefore these 
auomalous powers must be conferred upon the court, that they shall 
confirm a title that is confessédly impertect or a title that is confessedly 
by the terms of the act incomplete. 

Now, if the bill had said that the court shall inquire ivto all such 
cases as to the facts and leave to Congress to determine whether in their 
opinion the title ought to be confirmed or in some other way, I cn 
understand why this would be a sensible and a proper proceeding. 
Then Congress alone would have the power to make complete this im- 
perfect title. It seems to me that Congress alone has the power an1 
that it can not confer upon a court or upon any other tribunal or upon 
executive anthority the right to make perfect that which is imperfect 
and incomplete. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I understand the question. I think I did 
hefore, and if I can make the Senator from Delaware understand the 
facts and the law he will probably not ask it again. 

Now, take all the cases in California. Of all the cases in California 
not one was acomplete title. I think it was decided that there was 
not a complete title there; the grants were all in process of confirma- 
tion in that territory. Congress appointed a commission with author- 
ity to confirm those titles. It then provided afterwards that there 
should be an appeal to the district court and trom the district court to 
the Supreme Court, and all the titles that have been confirmed were 
confessedly only inchoate titles, some of them merely permissions to 
occupy. ‘Those have been confirmed by the court, and that was the 
business of thecourt. If theclaimants had perfect titles of record, they 
could delend themselves in the court without this measure. That 
court, as the Supreme Court has frequently held, was in the nature of a 
commission to carry out the will of legislative department in executing 
a treaty. 

Mr. GRAY, Just there; if the Senator will permit me to interrupt 
him I will not trouble him again. This bill provides that this court 
must determine that the title is incomplete and imperfect; otherwise 
it has no jurisdiction. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. Having decided that it is incomplete and 
imperfect, can Congress delegate to that court the power to make it 
complete and perfect? 

Mr. STEWART, The Supreme Court has said so. The Supreme 
Court has said that the Congress of the United States can use a judi- 
cial tribunal in the nature of a commission for the purpose of carrying 
outa treaty. That very question wasraised as to the jurisdiction of the 
courts in the California cases, and it was taken under consideration by 
them. They said, ‘‘ The Supreme Court and the courts of the United 
States have limited jurisdiction; by what authority do you give juris- 
diction to try these Mexican land claims?’’ The question was raised 
then, and it had been raised previous to that. The cases had been 
turned over to the courts, and the Supreme Court of the United States 
invariably placed it upon the ground that it was a special tribunal 
which Congress created, and had a right to create, to carry intoeffect a 
treaty, and in that regard it could exercise the functions conferred upon 
it. It was authorized to confirm the title, and that is what it will 
ao here, 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator whether this power that is given 
to the special tribunal to confirm the title be anything more than to 
find upon such evidence as it may obta:n, disregarding the ordinary 
technicalities of evidence, that there was a grant—simply that and no 
more ? 

Mr, STEWART. No; that is not all. 

Mr. BLALR. Does the Senator mean that the court can have con- 
ferred upon it by the legislative authority the power to complete a 
grant? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly; I mean just that. 
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Mr. BLAIR. That Congress can legislate in fact to carry the title 
to the property of the United States by a commission? 

Mr. STEWART. By a commission to carry out the treaty and de- 
termine what the title shall be. That is what Congress may do and 
what Congress is doing all the time. Some of these cases in Califor- 
nia did not profess to be a grant at all; it was a mere permission to oc- 
cupy theland. If the party would comply with certain conditions he 
might apply for a grant and have it. He went on it the same as a 
homestead settler goes on land. He acquired inchoate rights which in 
good faith the Mexican Government would have had to recognize, the 
same as we would recognize a homestead settler’s right. We can 
drive a homestead or pre-emption settler or anybody off by an act of 
Congress until he has paid his money. It was decided in the case of 
Frisbie, an old and well-known case, that Congress could legislate until 
the money was paid, and then there was a contract; that up to that 
time it was a mere permission to occupy the land; that the title was 
inchoate. But to cut the settler off after he has made bis application 
for a homstead would be a great outrage, and to cut off the Mexican 
grantee after he has complied with the conditions and made settlement 
upon it, and who would have gotten a grant if the Mexican Govern- 
ment had remained there, would be a great outrage. We can take it 
up where the Mexican Government left it off, and this is one of the 
ordinary tribunals established for the last forty years to accomplish 
this purpose. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Nevada has been so very oblig- 
ing. will he permit me to interrogate him on one point? 

fir. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course, if these Mexican and Spanish conces- 
sions are complete and perfect, they need no adjudication and no cura- 
tive legislation. Will the Senator permit me to inquire, as he has said 
that none of the grants were perfect in California, whether there are 
anywhere in this country, or have been from the beginning, any Spanish 
or Mexican concessions that have become complete and perfect ? 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator has asked a question I can not an- 


swer. 
Mr. REAGAN. I will answer that question, if the Senator will let 


me. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is the fundamental question, as I understand 
it. The language of section 6 is, ‘‘and which have not become com- 
plete and perfect.’’ The Senator from Nevada has frankly confessed 
his inability to answer that question. The Senator from Texas states 
that he can enlighten us, and I should be very glad to have him do so. 

Mr. REAGAN, I think I can. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should be very glad certainly to hear the opinion 
of the Senator from Texas, if the Senator from Nevada will yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Nevada yield? 

Mr. STEWART. I yield. That isa matter which has not come 
under my observation. 

Mr. REAGAN. A preliminary observation is necessary. Under 
the colonization laws of Mexico lands were granted, 1 league or 11 
leagues, in various ways, for colonization purposes, on conditions re- 
quiring monuments, stone or other material, for corners or lines to 
be marked on the lands surveyed, and requiring the settlement of land 
and the cultivation of so much for six or eight years, and the occu- 
pying of such land with live-stock on it forso many years. There were 
some military grants that were perfect without any conditions, but 
these are the main body of the grants. As to the territory acquired 
irom Mexico, the treaty with Mexico makes provision. The third 
clause of the eighth article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo of 1848 
provides that— 

In the said territories property of every kind, now belonging to Mexicans not 
established there, shall be inviolably respected 

That is, as to those who did not choose to become American citizens. 


The present owners, the heirs of these, and all Mexicans who may hereaiter 
acquire said property by contract,shall enjoy with respect to it guaranties 
equally ample as if the same belonged to citizens of the United States. 

Then the ninth article provides: 

The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid,shall not preserve the char- 
acter of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is stipulated 
in the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States,and be admitted at the pruper time (to be judged of by the Congress of 
the United States)— 

That is, as to their admissioa as citizens— 
to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the United States, according to 
the principles of the Constitution, and in the mean time shall be maintained and 


protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty and property, and secured in 
the free exercise of their religion without restriction. 


Then under the second section of the protocol to that treaty: 


The American Government by suppressing the tenth article of the treaty of 
Guadalupe— 


The tenth article was stricken out before it was ratified— 


did not in any way intend to annul the grants of lands made by Mexico in the 
ceded territories. These grants, notwithstanding the suppression of the article 
of the treaty, preserve the legal value which they ma: pepoemond the grantees 
may cause their legitimate titles to be acknowled before the American tri- 
bunals. 

Conformably to the laws of the United States, . oY” titles toevery descrip- 
tion of property, personal and real, existing in the ceded territories are those 
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which were legitimate titles under the Mexican law in California and New 
Mexico up to the 13th of May, 1846, and in Texas up to the 2d of March, 1836— 


the date of the declaration of independence there. Now, it is a very 


interesting inquiry the Senator from Delaware submits, as to how it is | 


that a court can make a title perfect that is not perfect, and that I be- 
lieve is the same question which was submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. That is not my question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would be glad if the Senator would repeat it. 
Will the Senator state it? : 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will pardon me for saying that he has 
either misapprehended the point of my interrogatory, or he has failed 
to enlighten the Senate upon the question which was in my mind. 

Mr. REAGAN. I had not concluded what I was saying. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was not inquiring whether or not there were any 
grants that were complete and perfect under Mexican and Spanish 
laws; no one doubts that; but the question that I wished to submit 


was whether any of those grants within the ceded territory has been | 


recognized by the United States as complete and perfect. 

Mr. REAGAN, Congress, assuggested by the Senator from Nevada, 
provided a commission to execute the provisions of the treaty, under 
which titles were confirmed, but besides that and long before that, in 
the acquisition of Florida from Spain the United States acquired that 
territory with perfect and with imperfect titles,and authority was given 
for the adjudication of titles. In the acquisition of the Louisiana ter- 
ritory, which embraced an immense country as the Senator is aware, 
the same condition of things prevailed. 
same condition of things prevailed. 


were equities that ought to be respected, without the aid of legislation 
the courts would respect them and sustain the titles that were not per- 
fect, and by decrees of the courts they may become perfect titles. 


Mr. TELLER. Provided, let me add,the courts have always said— | 


provided the legislative department had not fixed some way by which 
they should make proof of their perfect title, and if they had and they 
failed to make proof of their title then they had no authority. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand that the way the Senator from 
Colorado does, notwithstanding I have been a good deal connected with 
that sort of litigation. I make this suggestion: Suppose a citizen has 


in Colorado or in New Mexico a pertect title derived from Mexico; he | 
has asked noauthority of Congress for the confirmation or recognition | 


of that title; some one brings an action of ejectment against him; can 
that person recover against him because Congress has not confirmed a 
perfect title ? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh,I do not claim that. 
controversy between the claimant and the Government; not between 
individuals, That case is quite different. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not so familiar with the'action that has been 
taken under the Government of the United States? In the analogous 
case in the State of Texas, upon the equities that arose, where sufficient 


compliance with the conditions had been made to entitle the parties to | 


a decree, or where by circumstances over which they had no control 
they were unable to perfect their titles, the courts have decreed them 
titles and have held their titles to be good. That is about as far as I 
know upon that subject. 

Mr. STEWART. The whole scheme is to perfect titles that have 
been initiated under the Mexican Government that have not become 
perfected. Now. if there is a perfect title that has all the muniments 
of title, it seems to me that the court, under this bill, would have to 
recognize it as between man and man; but there may be animplication 
in this bill refusing to give this court jurisdiction of perfected titles. 
It will certainly leave those titles, if there are any perfected titles, 
where they now are. This measure will not affectthem. It excludes 
titles which are absolutely perfected, and Idoubt very much, when you 
come to investigate them, you will find in that wild region any really 
perfected titles. I think pretty much all of them had conditions, and 
there have been more or less failures to comply with those conditions. 
It will take a tribunal to look at the circumstances and atthe equities 
and to confirm them. 

I do not believe there are any perfected titles, but if there are this 
bill does not reach them. I know there are a great many inchoate 
titles that have not gone through all the formalities which were neces- 
sary to perfect the titles under the Mexican or Spanish Government, 
the Mexican particularly. The colonization laws never followed them 
up tothe end. They would get a grant from their Government and 
there stop. Sometimes they would get the legislative assembly to ap- 
prove it, but they did not take it back to the centra! authority of Mexico 
to get final proof. There are very few of them but that need confirma- 
tion. They should all be subject to fair treatment, upon @ considera- 
tion of all the equities. Those who get 44,000 acres of land, selected 
in the best part of that country, will be pretty well provided for. 

Bat to hold this cloud of the Piralto grant of 4,000,000 acresand these 
other grants for bundreds of thousands of acres all over New Mexico, 
and to pass the bill in that way in the first instance before we have any 
investigation by a court, itseems to me would be going too far. When 
this court has operated upon these titles and has found the condition 
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In the revolutionof Texas the | 
There the questions have been I | 
do not know how many hundred times adjudicated, that where there | 


T am speaking now of the | 


| exactly, if any one of them has any special equities it can be relieved; 
but let us have an investigation of these titles bv a court. If men have 
a grant of 48,000 acres it is an empire, and confirm it to that extent, 


rhis is analogous to the law which was passed in the case of Florida, 
Congress appointed a tribunal in Florida with authority to confirm all 
grants under 3,500 acres and report the rest to Congress for its action. 


| The action of the tribunal was final up to 3,500 acres. The men then 
in control did not have such magnificent ideas as we have now. 

This bill provides for a confirmation of these grants absolutely up to 
48,000 acres. It seeins to me that that experiment is sufficient to start 
with. I know the pressure, and I know the anxiety of the men who 
have their millions of acres of land, or some kind of claim to it, to have 
it all closed out at once; but I think, in view of the fact that this has 
been discussed so much, we had better pass this bill and see how it 
works, 

Atter great consideration the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
before I was a member of it, considered this point and determined it. 
Senator Fhurman gave great attention to this particular question, and 
he came to the conclusion that the grints ought to be limited in con- 

| firmation to 11 leagues, and that was reported. It has been debated 
| in the Senate, and time aiter time after elaborate debate it has been 
| adopted. I regret that the Senator from Vermont is not here. He is 
the Senator who is the champion of this theory. I am only a novice 
in it, making now my first speech on this question, but he isa veteran 
who has advocated it for twenty years that he has been on the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and he has always succeeded in the 
Senate. I think we had better pass the bill as it has been matured in 
that way. If you do not, if you pass it through the Semate without 
limit, you will create great alarm and disturbance in that country. I 
believe when it is investigated that alarm will subside. I do not be- 
lieve this Piralto claim, or many of these great claims, will stand an 
investigation. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Nevada wants to bring up the 
Piralto claim here, I wish to say a word to him abont it. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Department has never given to that claim any 
| attention whatever in the way of considering it aclaim. It has been 
treated everywhere in the Department as a preposterous claim. e- 
| cently the surveyor-general of that Territory went over it in the most 
| exhaustive manner and reported that it was a fraud from the founda- 
| tion up; that there was not a paper in it that had not been forged. 
| The Piralto claim is as dead as Julius Cesar. 
| Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
| question. 

Mr. STEWART. I just want to say that at all events the people 
there are alarmed, and they have met in meetings and protested against 
the passage of any bill that would allow that claim to come before any 
tribunal. 

Mr. TELLER. It may get before the tribunal, I suppose, but it never 
| had an adjudication by the proper officer under the existing law until 
recentiy, and he pronounced it a fraud. The Department accepted 
that, and the entries are going on inside of what they claim to be the 
Piralto grant. 

Mr. STEWART. But the action of the surveyor-general and of the 
Department will not deprive this court of jurisdiction. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. MayI ask the Senator a question? The Senator 
has been on the committee and seems to be taking the place of the 
Senator from Vermont in championing this very unjust bill through. 
| Mr. STEWART. I can not fill the place of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
came to he fixed on. 

Mr. STEWART. That I can tell without the slightest difficulty. 
That is an easyquestion. The Mexican Government after its independ- 
ence, after it got possession, passed what we would call a pre-emption 
or homestead law—a colonization law they called it. That was passed 
in 1824, and in the colonization law they limited to 1! leagues the 


I should like to ask the Senator how 11 leagues 


utmost a grantee could take, So there is no grant made since 1824 
that can exceed 11 leagues. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Exactly. Now, suppose there is a grant as there 


were in Colorado grants issued before that time and for more than 1] 
leazues, under what theory of equity or justice do the committee pro 
pose to limit to 11 leagues grants that have been reported on by the 
surveyor-general as being in every way perfect, that have never been 
questioned by the people living in the neighborhood in the State, that 
have always been considered valid, the titles of which have passed as 
valid? Under what theory do you propose to cut them down to 11 
| leagues ? 
Mr. STEWART. I have never known a large grant that was not 
| questioned by the people. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. 1 am telling the Senator of one. 
Mr. STEWART. If there is one it is an exception. 
| doubt all these large grants. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes; but you propose to cut it down to 11 leagues. 
Mr. STEWART. But those grants were made in early times before 
Mexico acquired her independence. ‘They are very vague in their de- 
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scriptions; they are hard to find; they have to be spelled out; the con- 
ditions of settlement have generally not been complied with, and they 


need confirmation about as much as any of them. If the crown of 


Spain granted them perfect titles and they are described by metes and 
bounds so that the grant may be segregated from the public domain, 
then you need no confirmation; but they are very vague titles and they 
need aflirmative action. The affirmative action of Congress will give 


them 48,000 acres of land among the settlers of this country, 1 acre of 


which is worth more than a hundred acres or five hundred at the time 
when the grants were made, before the country was settled. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask the Senator, may there not be, 
are there not, several of these old Spanish grants. The Senator does 
not assert that there are absolutely rione of those Spanish grants older 
than 1824? 

Mr, STEWART. I say that they are not older than 1824. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But you do not say there are none older? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; I do not say there are none; but there 
are none good, 

Mr. HAWLEY. But you say if there are any good titles you are 
going to cut the grants down ? 

Mr. STEWART. I say thatif there are any of them good for more 
than 48,000 acres, we will only give them that amount. 

Mn. HAWLEY. You will compromise? 

Mr. STEWART. We wi'!l confirm 48,000 acres to them notwith- 
standing they got the land two or three hundred years ago, when no- 
bedy occupied the country, and the conditions have not been complied 
with, and the location is a myth, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the Senator to admit that no matter 
whether they are good or bad, if the grants are older than 1824, if they 
are held by entirely respectable people, who with their ancestors have 
lived on them two hundred years, nevertheless we will cut them down 
to 11 leagues, because it is a doubtful kind of business anyhow, and 
rather old. 

Mr. STEWART. They are rather old and rather doubtful, but if 
they have kept up the possession and it is an equitable claim and we give 
them 48,000 acres, it is more than a satisfaction of any claim they can 
have. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is a very funny principle for the Government to 
act upon, to do justice, in the tace of a solemn treaty in which it guar- 
antied to these Mexicans and Spaniards the protection of the property. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 want to take a moment longer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to repeat myself, but I simply want 
to state my position succinctly. I say that there have been no grants 
greater than 11 leagues made since 1824, none made by the Mexican 
Government, and those that were made previous to that time are very 
uncertain in their character, very indefinite in their boundaries, and 
people have gone upon that country not knowing where those grants 
were. They are very indefinite in their boundaries, very uncertain in 
their character. 

Now, we say that we will allow all the grants to be considered and 
we will confirm them to the extent of 11 leagues. We will follow the 
precedent that was established in Florida when Congress passed a law 
allowing a commission to confirm 3,500 acres and report the residue. 
There will necessarily be a report in all these cases, and a very sub- 
stantial report, because there will be a decision of thecourt necessarily 
upon a finding of the facts, and if great injustice should be done it can 
be remedied then in view of all the facts. 

We have, too, in view the further fact that there are these vast areas 
which are claimed by these mythical grants, and if we suggest the pos- 
sibility that they may be confirmed, to that extent we disquiet those 
communities and do more harm in unsettling locations than we would 
do if we passed no law. It would produce great alarm there in the 
country if we should take that step now. I say that justice can be 
done hereafter. Let us get this bill through. If this bill had been 
passed twenty years ago the small grants would have been confirmed, 
titles would have been perfected, they each would have had their 48,- 
000 neres, and they could have then come to Congress with the decis- 
ion of a court upon a finding of the facts if there was a great case of 
equity. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator speaks about quieting titles. Of course 
that is a very essential thing. Suppose now, for the sake of the argu- 
ment, that some of these grants comprise more than 11 leagues, and 
the courtgives 11 leagues only. Then, as to the remainder of the land, 
according to this bill, the Government invites citizens of the United 
States upon it. Suppose it turns out that the grant was larger than 
11 leagues and that the settlers are thereafter dispossessed who go npon 
these surplus lands; does the Senator think that if that result should 
follow this may be called a bill to quiet title? 

Mr. STEWART. Of courseif the grantees have a perfect title this 
bill does not affect them. If they have not a perfect title, the settlers 
will not be dispossessed unless there is found to be an interference. We 
bave in some instances relieved where there was a missurvey and the 
Government had sold the land; we have made it up to them, given 
them other lands, and giventhem money. We proposein this very bill 
te give money where we can not confirm title to the party without dis- 
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turbing settlers, and we propose to give land in the bil]. The Senate has 
just voted to give a dollar and a quarter an acre for what we take out 
of their 48,000 acres, or out of their claim by reason of settlers being 
on it. There is some way to do it. Congress will find some way of 
doing justice in the matter without throwing a cloud over those entire 
territories by this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, a good deal of the difficulty that 
has got into this case has resulted from the want of attention to cer- 
tain facts of political geography that ought to control our action in 
this matter. Prior to 1824, about 1823, Mexico was a viceroyalty of 
the Spanish crown, and the Spanish crown through that viceroyalty 
had made many land grants, some upon condition and some not upon 
condition. When the Republic was announced after the fall of Itur- 
bide, and the constitution of 1824 was adopted, this took place in Mex- 
ico: The states that comprised the Republic of Mexico, being very 
large in their areas, all claimed and reserved to themselves the entire 
and complete ownership of the public domain within their borders. 
There were at that time, however, some territories outlying, amongst 
others California and Southern California, and perhapsone more. Coa- 
huila and Texas were combined under one local government, a terri- 
torial government, and they were not states, and yet they had some 
representation in the national Congress. But the states particularly 
from which we derived the Gadsden purchase were Sonora and Coahuila. 
These states had ceded to them, just as was ceded to the State of Vir- 
ginia and to Texas, and to every other State in the American Union, all 
of the older States, the exclusive ownership of the public lands within 
their limits, and thereafter no land could be disposed of within the 
limits of a state of Mexico except by the action of the authority of the 
state itself. The Congressof Mexico having no longer any jurisdiction 
over the subject, the Mexican federal jurisdiction enacted a law for the 
disposal of the land within the Mexican territory. That law confined 
the areaof grantstollleagues. Thatwas done perhaps in 1824 or 1825. 

Mr. BLAIR. Eleven square leagues? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know whether square leagues or not; but 
if it fronted upon a stream, thero was a grant of water privilege, and 
then they took a large amount for grazing. I do not know about the 
shape of it. 

At the time of the ratification of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
and afterwards of the Gadsden treaty, we had three descriptions ot 
claims to contend with that we provided for in these treaties, all of 
which were confirmed as actual, valid, subsisting legal claims in favor 
of Mexican citizens as if the grants had been made to American citi- 
zens. They were, first, the Spanish grants made priorto 1824. Since 
that time Spain could not make a grant there. They were, next, the 
grants made by the states of Mexico of lands within their borders. 
The next were the grants made by the general or federal government 
of Mexico, which were subject to the limitation of 11 leagues. 

The states of Mexico had a perfect power to grant any number of 
leagues of land that they chose to grant to any individual within their 
own limits; and when we made the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo we 
did not include what are described in this bill as merely Mexican 
grants; that is not the truth ot the situation or the history of it; but 
we included grants made by Mexican states and grants made by the 
Mexican federal government—quite difterentthings, The term ‘‘ Mex- 
ican grant’’ does not describe it. ‘‘ Mexican grant’’ means a grant 
made by the federal government of Mexico. As to the grants made 
by the federal government of Mexico the limitation of 11 leagues was 
found upon every grant made, because those grants only operated in 
the Mexican territories, California being one of them. And Arizona, or 
at least the larger part, perhaps all of it, and New Mexico belonged to 
the states of Sonora and Coahuila. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. . And the southern half of Colorado. 

Mr. MORGAN. The southern half of Colorado also belonged to the 
state of Coahuila or Sonora, I forget now which; it makes no difference 
to this argument. 

Mr. COKE. I will suggest to the Senator from Alabama that there 
was another limitation on the power of a state, and that was that it 
was to grant land within the littoral or border leagues. Those grants 
had to receive the approbation of the federal Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, there was a series of grants that surrounded 
the frontier. 

Mr. REAGAN. Sixty miles back. 

Mr. MORGAN. Sixty miles back from the frontier, the same idea 
that is carried into the Mexican tariff arrangement, the Zona Libre. 
There was that federal jurisdiction that was retained over the lands 
60 miles deep around the border, the purpose being, of course, to keep 
within the federal control that area of land so that the federal gov- 
ernment without consulting any State could go on and occupy it and 
could determine what class of population should settle upon its bor- 
ders. That is another qualification, and a very important one, too, to 
be considered in this matter, because within that limit of 60 miles 
deep around the border the federal government did retain the right, 
by the consent of the Mexican states, to dispose of the public lands, 
Now, there was the situation when we got hold of it. What wasour 
duty? Itwasplainenough, That we should execute in favor of every 
Mexican, whether he afterwards chose to become a citizen of the United 
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States or not, bis holdings and his rights and his equity in the public 
domain that we acquired by those two treaties from the Government 


of Mexico, Someot these holdings were, according to the Mexican state | 


laws, the laws, for instance, of the state of Sonora, a perfect grant. 
Others were imperfect grants; that is to say, there was something to be 
done officially by the Government in recognition of the performance of 
conditions-subsequent, upon which official recognition depended the 
issue of the patent, or the title, or whatever form they chose to give it. 


We had a number of grants of that sort in California particularly, Per- | 


c 


haps almost every claim in California of the federal government of 
Mexico, all except a few old military claims issued by the Spanish ( sov- 
ernment, was of that class, for that was a territory of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment and not a state. 

When the sovereignty of the United States Government 1 
that of the Mexican Government with these trusts resting upon it 
through the obligation of the treaty, we had to seek for some means of 
executing the grants in behalf of the claimants in such manner and 
in such measure also as was consistent with the sovereignty of the 
United Statesand the policy of thisGovernment. For instance, a man 
had received a grant, we will say from the state of Sonora, upon con- 
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dition that he should locate upon 40,000 acres of land, or 50,000 acres | 
or arpens, whatever they may be, so many people as settlers within a | 


certain time, so many families, or that he should place thereupon |! 
grazing flocks of sheep or herds of cattle in such and such numbe 
or herds of horses, within a certain time. He was goingon to comply 
with his grant. He went out taking his warrant of survey that is men- 
tioned in this bill. 

ers appointed, some of whom were able torun lines and measure them 
off with the lariat, for that is what they used in laying off these lands. 
He would go out and measure around without any reference to the 
points of the compass or anything of the kind, and he would put down 
his stakes and his natural boundaries at this place and that and 
other. 

The area was estimated, and only estimated, sometimes very in 
rectly estimated, of what this great body of land might contain. Bu 
the alcalde and these three or four men, whatever number they were 
would sit down and make a map of it. That map would be indorsed 
and approved by the alcalde and that would go to the stati 
ment; for these were the conditions in this warrant of survey: ‘*Go 
and measure your land and have it surveyed in the manner I have 
spoken of; have it certified,’’ or certificated, as they called it, ‘* by the 
alcalde to the government; then goand carry your sheep on it or your 
cattle on it and remain there so many years, or within so many years 
you must have so many sheep and cattle on it. Then come to the g 
ernment and prove up; satisfy that same alcalde or some other on 
that you have complied and get another certificate, and let that | 
filed in the proper office, and you have got a title.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s statement is very interesting, but in or- 
der that I may understand him folly let me ask, are any of the titles 
within the United States derived from the states of Mexico, or ar 
they derived wholly from the national Government of that country? 

Mr. MORGAN. A great number are derived from the states, 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, some portions of our territory which was for- 
merly Spanish were comprised within the limits of Mexican states? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; as I have just stated, a large part of Arizona, 
perhaps the whole of it, the southern half of Colorado, and all of New 
Mexico, I think. 

Mr. DAVIS. Did the public lands of Mexico included in the stat 
belong to the states ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Entirely; just as much as the public lands in t! 
State of Texas belong to the State of Texas. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was land that belonged to the Mexican Govern 
ment? 

Mr. MORGAN. 


fovern- 


Yes; in the territories. That is the distinction. 


He went to an alcalde and had two or three view- | 
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The general Government owned the land in the territories; it owned | 


60 miles deep around the frontier, and that wasall it owned. The rest 


belonged to the states, and the states never did concede it to the Gov- | 


ernment, On thecontrary, the union was formed on the other basis. 

Mr. INGALLS, 
tion there, please? 

Mr. MORGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask him whether any of these titles of which he 
speaks, the grants and concessions, were ever recognized by the United 
States Government as complete and perfect until they had been passed 
upon subsequently, either by Congress or by a tribunal appointed for 
that purpose? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not familiar enough with the history of our 
own legislation or with the history of that country to say about that, 
though I have been informed that they have been; but 1 do not know 
how, I do not know when. Ithink it will be found upon investigation 
in the Land Office here that some of the first grants have been recog- 
nized, and in various ways, as for instance by shutting off men from 
intruding, permitting men to build fences, and the like of that. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator spoke of the grants covering 60 miles of 
the frontier. 


of adjoining states? 


Does that refer to the exterior of the entire territory, or | 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him one ques- | 
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Mr. MORGAN. The exterior of all the frontier states. 
Mr. BLAIR. The national territory adjoining the states as well as 
the frontier adjoining other countries ? 





Mr. MORGAN. For instance, if California had been brought into 
the Mexican union as a state, then that frontier would have changed 
the northern and eastern boundary of California It was a reserva- 
tion of 60 miles for the ¢ rnment on the frontier of Mexico. where 
she could go by land, 

Mr. BLAIR Whether of the states ora foreign count 

Mr. MORGAN. JY 60 miles deep around the whole border of the 
republic, commencing, of course, with the st 3 and getting their 
consent to that, and then spreading out as other state ht be ad- 
mitted. 

Now, Mr. President, it I ectly obvious that the states of § 
und Coahuila under t em could ha ranted t bod 
many leagues of land as t might choose to grant, and « uld ha 
granted them in absolute rieht or could have granted them upon con 
ditior Hence it i t I tal of tl se grants, a conditional grant 

le by the state of ra, for an illustration of the point I am trying 

to The wari t ¢ 1} explained; the claim I have 

é 1; the te 31} ‘ and ull that and then the per- 

f ‘ t condit it ft of moving upon it s lany cat- 

t} 1 so hee lin rtain time, or so many families, 

] » tha \ 1 11 rformed the Mexican Govern- 

n ] it Ver l with it of course the public policy per- 

\ i t] ty irt ott ( intry 1 c} inved.,. It was chanved to « yn- 

} | It we did it want any fam lies 

l i c-] 1 tv a p herded; we 

any tt] lt I iy be that those conditions 

im ble } ‘ he view of the policy that 

‘ vernment of the I i tablished, and being im- 
pos ble o pe rman é to id some substitute for them, 

What is that, and who is going to find it It raises an eguity, and 

I ¢ lfo { oO ‘ in.as the case may 

nst the Gover! ifter the ratification of 
t} t lal lHiida ( ernment can not execute, 
0 t ecnt i¢ rh prov ded for 
I t { xed to the grant in the 
I 1 wo : } t d intended to be ex- 
it i { in st » of Sonora. We 
( nnde 1 t yran b it had been 
ce | th ec ] | t ty wa mH Ch an A 
1 in its initiation d therefore it rood under the treaty asa 
] t there 1 ul i l t ) l f any } nal 
t adjust 
INGALLS. Were the condit rants imported, does 
t itor thir \ t 
NI MORGAN It l we ) l mm YT 4 ely ip that condit } 
INGALL 1 to ft ibse nt ondlitior to be performed 
before the patent could be made complete, were t) iported 

Mr. MORGAN I think so [ } ) ibt t took the peo- 

} ple with their rights acquired ler th vernmento! Mexico, whether 

| they were completed absolutely by the performance of the condition 

| or whether they were incomplet o the perforn ( ditions 

| and it became our duty as the sovereign to give « to these grants, 

| beeanse they were valid in their initiation, but incomp! iuse of 

| the change of the jurisdiction ove: ]l the count ind of the policy of 
the country to wh this land sub tly belonged under the treaty. 

That brings up this very interesting question which the Senator from 

xas answered, upon decisions of which I understand there is quite a 
long line; the question has been debated for years and years in the 
Texas courts, as I am informed: in fact I have noticed some of the de- 
cisions myself, although I never had a > exactly like one of these 
What tribunal is it that can execute thistrust? Must it be legislative 
or must it be judicial The Supreme Conrt has held that the judici wry 
are the proper tribunal to execute the treat There we can rest; and 
more than that, the argument of inconver ice would | » strong that 
we could not vet along with it, becaus could not organize ourselves 
| here into a court of equity and as to e' if these different grants 
| passa different Jaw and enforce the equity pr ely as it should be 
| done 
| The Supreme Court acted in that matter upon the sa of de- 
| cision that I have had the honor of refer ‘toint 1 day 
or two past, of Davis rs. Gray, that wh« a int I es it ible 
| of performance by the act of t) ! publicly 
inconvenient that it should be pe. I 1 t 3 the Senator 
from-North Carolina ites, ag t the Gov ment to 
enforce it in terms, then it d irt, as it did in that 
case, and as the Sup ( t ldo, to take the grant 
and administer it u; ! ty, and that is all you can do 
with it Hence it become necessary the administration of the dutis 

und obligations imposed u us by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
| that we should organize acourt. You may call it a court, or a com 
mission, or what you ple se, but itshonld have power eq tivalent to the 
id sposal of the equitable rights of every man who claims under the state 
of Sonora, or the state of Coahuila, every man having « grant of what 
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was Mexican territory who claims under the federal government, and 
every man who claims under a Spanish grant, We are obliged to have 
a court to do it, 

Hence, I have been in favor of the main part of this bill, but I think 
the bill fails to discriminate in one particular, and that is, it does not 
show a reason why, in the Territory of Arizona or the southern half of 
Colorado, we should limit these grants to 1l leagues. Itdoes not show 
the proper reason. If a man got from Coahuila or Sonora 40 leagues 
of land under 4 grant valid in its inception, honest in its execution, 
where the grantee has been faithfully doing what he ought to have 
done to receive the benefits of his grant, but has been prevented by 
the interposition of a new sovereignty, then, of course, in those parts 
of our present territory where the land titles came from the States of 
Sonora or Coahuila we are obliged to take their law and administer it. 
In California and in Northern Colorado, or wherever else the line may 
be, we are not obliged to do it; on the contrary, we have succeeded 
to the rights of the sovereignty of the federal government of Mex- 
ico in regard to the territories, and as to those we have as much juris- 
diction over them as we wouid over the public lands of the United 
States, except only that I think we are obliged to give the grantees, in 
case they have valid grants, lands up to the amount of 11 leagues in 
the part of the country which was the territory of Mexico; I mean 
under the Mexican territorial government. 

Now, this bill does not take that distinction. This bill applies the 11 
leagues to land derived from Sonora and Coahuila as it does to lands de- 
rived from the federal government of Mexico, and that is not right. 
It ought to be amended inthat particular. The distinction ought to be 
taken, and it ought to be preserved in our legislation; otherwise we can 
not do justice. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama a 

ee question, The amendment proposes that the amount to be awarded by 
a7 the court shall be limited to the amount originally granted by the 
q Government of Mexicoor Spain, Does not thatamendment effectually 
5 secure this Government in all cases? That is to say, if subsequent to 
1824 the Mexican Government issued a grant that would in fact be 
limited to 11 leagues, if it was not limited to 11 leagues it would not 
be a valid grant —— 

Mr. MORGAN, That is the Senator’s amendment? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. Does not that fully secure the Govern- 
ment? 


{ 
t 
Mr. MORGAN. 
{ 





No; Idonotthinkit does, Ido not think it fully 
secares the Government, because it ought to say in that amendment 
whether the grant was derived from one of the states of Mexico or from 
the federal government. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. But prior to 1824 a Spanish grant could have ex- 
ceeded 11 leagues, could it not ? 
Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Then it ought to have included that also. 
; Mr. MORGAN. Rights as toSpanish grants and rights derived from 
ie | the Mexican Government. The Senator uses the expression ‘‘ Mexican 
Government,’? That does not apply. ‘‘ The Mexican Government”’ 
we know is the Mexican federal or diplomatic government; but the 
. Mexican state governments ought also to be provided for, because in 
that case, the grant if issued by Sonora or Coahuila might be 50 leagues, 
we do not care how many, it is good; it is valid according to law; it is 
honest, and we are bound to respectit, in my judgment. We can not 
get away from it. 

Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Vermont was here to listen 
to the statement I have made, or that some Senator who thinks that 
there is some infirmity in it would get up and tell me that there is, 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to suggest to the Senator one point, not 
as indicating any infirmity in his argument, but a question that occurs 
tome. When we acquired the territory within which were these grants 
and a portion of the conditions performed, the title incomplete, the re- 
maining conditions yet to be performed, and which would bave been 
performed had there been no interruption in the sovereignty, so that 
had Mexico continued her dominion the title would have become com- 
»ylete—when we interposed our sovereignty by right of war against 

Jexico by coercion and she became powerless and her policy failed, did 
we not take that land subject to our general policy with reference to 
titles and the disposition of the public domain in just the same way 
that it is now claimed by the English Government that they may go to 
the root of the titles of Ireland, for instance, tear them up and admin- 
ister the real estate of Ireland upon an entirely new basis, because trom 
public policy it becomes indispensable to the general welfare so to do, 
there resulting the necessity that the landlord in Ireland shall be com- 

t pensated from the general public purse? So with this land-owner or 
fc landholder with an imperfect title and with a right to have perfected 
2 it had the sovereignty continued the same, must he not be, when we 
De acquired that territory, subjected to our general land policy, he having 
4 the right to receive a pecuniary indemnity for the land of which we 
+ deprived him? 

, Mr. MORGAN, 
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No, Mr. President. We at one time had military 


control and possession of the entire Republic of Mexico, and we col- 
+ lected the taxes at the custom-house at Vera Cruz. General Scott 
i. brought some of that money home and put it out here; he bought this 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 17, 





Soldiers’ Home withit. But after we had occupied it for alittle while 
we made a treaty with Mexico, and that became the basis and the rule 
and the limitation of all our right and powers over the territory that 
we got from Mexico. Wedid not get any territory from Mexico strictly 
by conquest; we got it by treaty at the end of the war; and when we 
came to the Gadsden treaty we paid them ten or fifteen millions of money 
for the extinguishment of their title. It was a purchase. So we do 
not hold it in virtue of conquest, or if we did the right of post limine 
would of course come in and restore those people in Mexico to all the 
rights that they had after we had given up the main body of the coun- 


ry. 

Mr. BLAIR. But my question gocs further. Suppose the sover- 
eignty remained the same, would not Mexico have had a right to change 
her land policy and arrest the acquirement of these titles, making a 
pecuniary compensation to the individual citizen ? 

Mr. MORGAN, We could have done such athing, I suppose. We 
had power enough over Mexico to have forced her to yield to that; but 
we did not do it; we had a treaty with her, and in the treaty stipu- 
lated a security to ourselves and to her as respects the rights of citi- 
zens; and that ends that question. 

Mr. RANSOM. As the Senator from Alabama has asked any mem- 
ber of the Senate to show him the infirmity of his argument—— 

Mr. MORGAN, I mean of my statement, not of my argument. 
That is easy enough to do. 

Mr. RANSOM. I would not call it an infirmity; it is anything but 
an infirmity. The statement and the argument of the Senator from 
Alabama are clear and able, but he is proceeding in the latter part of 
his argument, if I may say so, upon an error. He contends that this 
bill will confiscate and destroy the rights of persons who he insists have 
a title to more than 11 leagues of land. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; who have an imperfect title. 

Mr. RANSOM. The most that can be said against this bill is that 
it does not destroy, that it does not impair; that at most it defers the 
settlement of the titles of the persons claiming over 11 leagues. 

If I do not interfere with the Senator from Alabama, I will ask him 
in all candor, the policy of this Government being not to do anything 
to encourage the large and imperial ownership of lands, if it is not 
wise and prudent that we first commence by securing only the 11 leagues, 
and if parties ought to have more than that leaving it to future legis- 
lation? Iask him and I ask the Senate if that is not better than to 
open the doore and have the whole or the greater part of the land in 
New Mexico and Arizona at once taken possession of and owned by a 
few large grantees, and under conditional grants, not one of which was 
completed under the Mexican Government? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from North Car- 
olina if he means to state that there are not now in Colorado and New 
Mexico grants without condition that Congress has not confirmed, that 
are valid in every way, recognized as valid in every way, and which ex- 
ceed 11 square leagues? I know there are numbers of them. 

Mr. MORGAN, It is too late in the day tor me now to yield the 
floor, tired‘as I feel, for gentlemen to have a discussion of their own. 
They are both younger than I am and very strong. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not want to make any contest of that kind 
with the Senator, for I know what would be my fate; but I will say 
to the Senator from Colorado, if my friend from Alabama will allow 
me one word, that if there are any perfect or completed grants in Col- 
orado this bill does not disturb them; it will leave them just where 
they are. 

Mr, MORGAN, There is nodonbt about it that this bill does leave 
and intends to leave an imperfect description of what a completed grant 
is. All these grants stand upon theirown bottom, and it they are good, 
valid grants, this bill does not interfere with them, because the court 
has no jurisdiction to touch them. But the Senator put to me a ques- 
tion and I will answer that first. That was whether any of these im- 
perfect grants above 11 leagues were excluded. 

Isay yes. I have no doubt of it, and I am informed that there are 
numbers of imperfect grants made by the states of Coahuilaand Sonora, 
and those grants came to us with the people when we acquired that 
territory. They were not perfect grants when we got them, and they 
were for more than 11 leagues. Now, what becomes of them? Of 
course they are e; they are not provided for; they are imperfect 
grants, not completed grants; and when I say ** impertect’’ I do not 
mean one imperiect or illegal in the inception, but I mean a grant that 
was legal and is not completed. Imperfect grants in that sense com- 
ing from Sonora and Coahuila must receive the assistance of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in some form or other to become perfect, 
and we withhold from those grants the benefits of this bill, at least where 
they are more than 11 leagues. We say that the coart may confirm 
them to 11 leagues, but if they amount to 20 or 30 leagues the court 
shall not confirm them. 

I say that is the difficulty in the bill; it is the imperfection in the 
bill; and it results-rom the fact that perhaps critical attention has not 
been given to the real ground work and foundation oi the origin of these 
different rights. A perfect grant trom Sonora the bill does not touch 
because the court has no jurisdiction of it. An imperfect grant from 
Sonora the bill does tonch, and the party must prosecute it here within 





CONGRES 


1890. 








two years or lose his land, and if he prosecutes it within two years he 
can get but 11 leagues of it, although the state of Sonora granted 
him 20 leagues. That will not do. If it was in a Mexican terri- 
tory that would be exactly right, because the Mexican law since 1824 
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limited grants by the federal government of Mexico within its terri- | 


Sonora did not so limit her grants. Sonora has 


tory to 11 leagues. ; - 
Sonora had the jurisdiction and ownership, and asa 


not so practiced. 


matter of course when we find an imperiect grant coming trom Sonora | 


we must go on if it is a valid grant and periect it through this tribunal, 
but we can not limit it to 11 leagues and carry out the treaty of Guada- 
Inpe Hidalgo; it is impossible. 
Sonora, expressly guarantied to the state, to conier upon a party by 
grant, and we must not disregard it. ; 

I say the bill is imperfect in that particular, and it ought to be 
amended. With that amendment init I shall be satisfied with the 
bill, although I thought, and I still think, the bill is too narrow in 
another particular. It ought to reach into California and dispose of 
any undisposed of cases there. I am informed that there are four or 
five which really need attention; they are hanging in the air; nobody 
has decided them, neither the surveyor-general nor any one else. No 
statute of limitation cuts them to pieces, as 1 understand, and they are 
there and ought to be disposed of. I think California ought to be in- 
cluded in the area of the jurisdiction of this court. 

1 at first thought with the Senator from Colorado that the transfer 
of the case from the special court into the Supreme Court of the United 
States, under the terms and conditions mentioned in the committee’s 
bill, was rather a dangerous and peculiar sort of proceeding, and I 
thought it would have the effect of transferring the title of every one 
of those cases here. 
not to be so? 

Now, most of the supreme courts of the different States of the Union 


But it is a right under the law of | 


O14] 


ion, and it is with great trepidation that I got up here 
to-day to make a statement, which I think the committee have prob- 
ably overlooked, about the history of these land titles in Mexico, in the 
federal government and in the state governments; but this commit- 
tee have worked upon this matter until they have weighed every word, 
every syllable, and the allocation of every word in this bill, so as to 
give to it what they conceive to be the wisest and most just expression, 
I wish to say that [ think it wil 
atein the buzz and eon 
the advice of that committee upon this question. 
Mr. GRAY. I should like 


ect 


in ev ery dir 


| be a little rash on the part of the 


n here to disregard 


Sen- 


usion of a general discussic 


to ask the Senator from 4 ibama if in 
bis opinion any judicial function whatever is conferred upon this tri- 
hbunal that is denuminated a court, and, if so, what that judicial fune- 


tion is. 

Mr. MORGAN. It has, first, tl icial function of determining in 
a case made and docketed before it what is valid and what is invalid 
evidence. Then it has the judicial! function of deciding according to the 
weight of evidence whether the plaintiff has a title or not. Then it has 
a further judicial function, if it finds that a grant has been completed 
as far it could be consi-tently with the policy of the United States 
Government, to say that the change in the general policy of the suc- 
ceeding Government has been so radical that the court will interpose 
leclare that part of the condition need not be literally complied 
with, and that the grant stands good notwithstanding it has not been 
complied with in every particular, and in that case the distinction, as 
I understand, between a perfect grant ita 


ind « 


ind an imperfect one is th 


| grant that has been complied with in every particular according to its 


It does in one sense, but the question is, ought it | 


have a provision of law by which a new trial may be granted in the ! 


Supreme Court. When a bill of exceptions is taken it brings all the 
facts up for review before the Supreme Court as well as the law of the 
case. [tis notso in my State, but it is so in a great many States, and 
it is said to be a very excellent system where the supreme conrt of a 


State can correct any errors of fact or grant a new trial upon the ground | 


that the jury from the court below may have found against the weight 
of testimony or legal evidence. 


There is one thing about this that deserves attention. Necessarily 


terms is a periect grant, and one that has not been complied with in 
every particular according to its terms is an imperfect grant, and the 
Government of the United States must provide a way by which the 
imperfection may be accounted for and relieved against. 


The courtin the exercise of its powers treats the equities of the party 
who has an incomplete grant inuring to him as giving to hima title to 
the land if the remaining terms or conditions of the grant can not be 
complied with by him, if the policy of the Government of the United 
States does not require otherwise. That is my view 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama if it is 


| anything more than appointing a commission with authority from Con- 


| gre-s to confirm a pertect grant or make 


a number ot these claims must depend upon very slim and a very un- | 


satisfactory sort of evidence. 
records with any very great degree of accuracy. A great many of them 
have been lost and destroyed, some maliciously, some by accident, and 
some by the mere lapse of time. So we may expect when these cases 


; : <<. . : 
The Mexican people did not keep their | ernment to the judiciary, and this power is given to this tribunal, and, 


vod an ncom plete one, 
Mr. MORGAN, Itis alittle more than that, because the adminis- 
tration of equitable rights belongs naturally under our system of gov- 


| therefore, I think it a judicial tribunal, because it has to do with the 


| courts 


are brought before this tribunal that the foundation rights of these 


different grants will be somewhat foggy, and they will not be very cer- 
tain. Affidavits have been made, old deeds have been made, letters 
have been written, and al! that sort of thing, and lay around in the 


ments, state or federal, in Mexico, and they will be paraded around. 


weight to it, may take the ground that would be conclusive really of 
the decision of the cause, not upon a question of law, but upon a ques- 
tion of fact, in which the Supreme Court might find itself compelled 
to differ with them when it came to the final adjudication in case of 
appeal. 

I should say if there was any case that should ever come into the 
highest Federal court where the fa 
of the court as in admiralty it should be this. 
‘in admiralty.’’ If it did it would be very clear what it meant, but 
it is the same general rule. I believe that would be a wise provision. 


terpretation of that amendment in one particular, and that is that it 


is the right ot either party to demand new proof in the court above— | 


the Supreme Court. That is not the correct view of that clause. That 
is not what is meant by it. It is that the court, after it has looked 
through the record, if not satisfied with the state of the evidence, may 


proceed to have evidence taken in order to arrive at the real justice of 


the cause. That is in favor of justice, in favor of equity, and there- 
fore I am willing to yield some chronic opinions of mine on the other 
side of it, being a common-law practitioner. I am disposed to yield to 
that, and I think it would bea very good thing todo; certainly I shall 
not vote against the bill because that is in it; but when I first looked 
at it I was very averse to it and made an argument in this body 
against it. 

There are some other little matters which might be noted here, but 
I think we must do something to settle these titles outright. It is 
something the Government has engaged todo. We have been now 
forty years without having done what our duty is in this particular, 
oe wpe better perform it even a little bunglingly than not perform 
it at all. 

This Committee on Private Land Claims, in its present organiza- 
tion and away back as long as I have been in the Senate, has been com- 
posed of the very best men we have, the ablest lawyers in this body, 
and they have looked through this subject time and time again, and 


|} and in view of the fact that t 


ought to be subject to the review | 
The bill does not say | 


| Senator from Alabama to the effect that there were certain grants 
keeping of the claimants and in the archives of the different govern- | 


administration of equitable rights. It has a judicial discretion, as all 
of equity must have in the administration of equitable rights, 
and where you confer a judicial diacretion you make a judge out of 
the man upon whom you confer it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In view of the very wise suggestion made by the 
which 
might have been made by Mexican authority which could not by law 


| exceed 11 leagues, and in order to secure his support to this amend- 
The court below, in the admission of this testimony and in giving | 


ment and the support of tho-e who agree with him upon this question, 
he amendment as originally offered was 
not sufficient to include all cases, lask le 
ment which I send to the desk for the 


ave tosubstitute the amend- 
one offered: so that clause 7 of 


; section 13 shall read as I have there indicated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The clause will be read as proposed to be 
amended. 
The Chief Clerk read as tollow: 
Seventh, No confirmation shall in any cas made or patent issu: ora 


greater quantity of land than was origi ly granted by the Government un- 


| der which the claim had inception, or forany greater quantity of land than was 


The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcottT] is mistaken iu his in- | 


legally granted by such Government wher 


Mr. DAVIS. The hour is late, and it is obvious that this discussion 
can not be concluded this evening. I should like half an hour for the 


the same was made 


| disposition of private pension bills on the Calendar which are not ob- 





jected to, and [ move that the pending order be laid aside that the Sen- 
ate may proceed to their consideration. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have no objection to the motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota. I ask that the amendments 
be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be printed 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That the pending bill be informally laid 
aside for the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. That motion as made is out of order. It displaces 
the unfinished business. If the Senator will ask unanimous consent, 
I doubt not he can obtain it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the pending bill will be informally laid aside for the consideration 
of private-pension billson the Calendar which are not objected to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say to the Senator from Minnesota that 
I shall move for an executive session before we adjourn. Ihope there 
will be a brief executive session. 


to the pending bill may 


The 


consent 
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BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM, 
Mr. PLUMB. I offer a resolution, to be read and printed, in order 
that I may call it up to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolwed, That the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary with instruction to so amend 
the same as to provide a system of voluntary bankruptcy only, and as thus 
amended to again report the same to the Senate at the earliest practicable mo- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that I shall ask the vote of the Senate 
on that to-morrow during the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed, and lie 
on the table. 


CHARLES BARKER. 


The bill (H. R. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Charles Barker, late of Company I, First Regiment North 
Carolina Volunteers, Mexican war, from $8 per month as now received 
under act of January 29, 1887, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET B. HAMILTON, 


The bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Harriet B.-Hamilton, stepmother of William 
L. Hamilton, late a private in Company D, Fourteenth Regiment of 
New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MYRA E. LAKIN, 


The bill (8. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. Lakin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Myra E. Lakin, widow of John W. Lawrence, 
late a second lieutenant, Company C, Fifth New Hampshire Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered tc 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISS FRANCES THATCHER. 


The bill (1H. R. 5521) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Miss Frances Thatcher, the daughter of 
Abijah Thatcher, who served as a soldier in First Company, ‘Twentieth 
Connecticut State Militia, in the war of 1812, and the granddaughter 
of Union John Thatcher, who served as a soldier in the war of the Rey- 
olution, and pay. her a pension of $18 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that case be passed tor the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

ADELE JONES. 


The bill (H. R. 2754) granting a pension to Adele Jones was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro) to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Adele Jones, as widow of Jeremiah J. Jones, late 
private Company F, Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH V. AZPELL. 


The bill (S. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Az- 
pell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
—— the pension-roll the name of Sarah V. Azpell, widow of Dr. 

omas I’. Azpell, late assistant surgeon United States Army, and to 

y her $40 per month in lieu of the pension which she is now receiv- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY H. CURTIS, 


The bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
—s roll the name of Mary H, Curtis, dependent mother of Charles 
? = deceased, late a private in Company B, First Vermont Heavy 

rtillery. 
' The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY W. HALEY. 


The bill (S. 4209) granting a pension to Henry W. Haley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Henry W. Haley, who was employed as a scout 
during the war of the rebellion. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read, 


The Chief Clerk read the following report,submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
August 6, 1890. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4209) granting 

a pension to Henry W. Haley, have examined the same and report: 

his is a bill to pension Henry W. Haley,now living near Orange City, in 
Valusia County, Fla.,and who was employed asa scout during the late war in the 
years 1862 and 1563. The services in this capacity rendered y Haley are veri- 
fied by Col, William P. Lyon, who commanded the Thirteenth Wisconsin Reg- 
iment, and was incommand of that regiment at Fort Donelson, Tennessee, on or 
about the 3d day of February, 1863. In testifying in this case Colonel Lyon 
makes affidavit to the following facts : 

“An attack was made on our troops at Fort Donelson, on the Cumberland 
River, by the Confederates, said to be commanded by Generals Wheeler and 
Forrest,and [ was ordered by Col. W. W. Lowe, of the Fifth lowa Cavalry, at 
Fort Henry oo with my regiment to Fort Donelson, tothe relief of the troops 
there commanded by Colonel Harding of the Eighty-third IlinoisVolunteers. At 
the time H. W, er loyal citizen of Tennessee, was acting as a scout in our 
service, and I took him with me on thatexpedition. Before reaching Fort Don- 
elson my advance guard encountered the pickets of the rebel force which had 
been thrown across the Fort Henry road. 

“Mr. Haley was with the advance guard by my order; askirmish followed, in 
which Mr. Haley was shot in the th and severely wounded. As I recollect 
the facts his thigh was shattered and he was permanently crippled. Mr, Hale 
was intensely loyal to the Governmentand rendered valuable service asa scout. 
He impressed me asa brave and reliable man.” 

In a letter to the member of the committee who makes this report, Colonel 
Lyon writes in regad to Haley : 

* Not being mustered in as a soldier, the general pension laws do not, I sup- 
pose, reach his case. He wasa most val le scout. He was brave, sagacious, 
and trustworthy, and intensely loyal to our cause, He is now old and poor. 
No one is better entitled than he to the bounty of the Government.” 

Colonel Lyon was one of Wisconsin’s best soldiers, and is well qualified to es- 
timate the value of this man’s service. He is now one of the associate judges 
of the supreme court of the State of Wisconsin, and is justly regarded as one of 
the most valued citizens of the State. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEVI H. NARON. 


The bill (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Levi H. Naron, late a captain and chief of 
scouts in the United States Army during the late war, in the Depart- 
ment of the Mississippi, and to pay him a pension at the rate he would 
be entitled to had he been regularly mustered into service as acaptain. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Davis 
August 5, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Levi H. Naron, have examined the same and report: 


The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensionsof the House of Representa- 
tives, hereto appended, is adopted and the passage of the bill recommended. 


HOUSE REPORT. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron, submit the following report : 

The claimant in this case was a citizen of Mississippi, and owner of afine 
— at the breaking out of the late war. Being a strong Union man 

disposed of his property, came within the Union lines, and entered the serv- 
ice of the Government asa scout. He served as chief of scouts nearly during 
the entire war, under Generals Rosecrans, , Grierson, and others. 

While ona raid witn General Grierson's forces in February, 1 during an 
attack by the enemy his horse fell with him, severely injuring his left hip, from 
— injury he is still suffering, as shown by the medical certificate on file in 
the case, 

There is no question as to the incurrence of the disability, but his claim for 
pension has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that there is no 
provision in the general law under which he could be pensioned. 

The value of Mr, Naron’s services tothe armies in which he served is clearly 
os by the testimonials of Generals Rosecrans ard Dodge before your com- 
mittee, 

It has always been the rule of the House to provide pensions to scouts who 
were injured while in the performance of their duties, a fact which is shown to 
the satisfaction of your committee in this case. 

Naron is now old,much disabled,and in need of assistance from the Gov- 
ernment which he served so well. 

The bill is therefore returned, with the recommendation that it do with 
the following amendment: Add “and pay him a pension at the rate he would 
be entitled to had he been regularly mustered into service as a captain.”’ 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 6798) to increase the pension of George H. Brown 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on 
the pension-rolls, at $45 a month, the name of George H. Brown, late 
of Company I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the chird time, and passed. 

MRS. MARGARET A. JACOBY. 


The bill (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby 
was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It p to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby, widow of San- 
ford Jacoby, late of Company F, Seventieth New York Volanteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BARNEY M’ARDLE. 


The bill (H. R. 2385) granting a 
of the 


to Barney McArdle was 
considered as in Committee 


. It proposes to place upon 
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the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of an act 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors ot the Mexican war, and 


> 


for other purposes, approved January 29, 1887, the name of Barney 


McArdle, a private soldier in Colonel Jackson’s Georgia regiment in | 


the war with Mexico. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JONAS H. KEEN. 


The bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen was con- | pension-roll the name of Mr 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jonas H. Keen, of Carter County, Tennessee, and 
to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. H. OBRIEN. 


The bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. Obrien was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposes to place the name 
of W. H. Obrien, of Tennessee, late a private of the Fourth Tennessee 
Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. ELLIOTT. 

The bill (S. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J, Elliott was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Elliott, Mexican veteran, at $30a 
month, in lien of the pension he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. MILLER 


The bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. Miller was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary L. Miller, dependent mother of Warwick 
W. Miller, late of Company F, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, 
and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. KRIDLER. 

The bill (H. R, 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Kridler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Charles W. Kridler, late private of Company A, Fit- 
teenth United States Infantry, to $50 per month. 


| 
| 
| 
| 





The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SUSAN E. FREEMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name ot Susan E, Freeman, of Mount Holly, Union County, 
Arkansas, widow of Roberson Freeman, late of Capt. John Cunton’s 
Company (Monroe Musketeers), Major Mark A. Cooper’s battalion, 
Georgia Volunteers, Florida war, 1836, and allow her a pension of $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATHEW LAMBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for service in the 
Indian warwas considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


to place on the pension-roll the name of Mathew Lambert, of Cham- | 


pagnolle, Union County, Arkansas, who served in Captain Sander’s 
company of Alabama Volunteers, Indian war, 1836, and pay him the 
same pension as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA J. DODGE, 


The bill (S. 792) grantinga pension to Martha J. Dodge was consid- | 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Martha J. Dodge, an army nurse during the late 
war of the rebellion, at $12 per month. ° 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GABRIEL STEPHENS. 


The bill (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Gabriel Stephens, of Bradley County, Arkansas, who 
served in Capt. J. W. Pierson’s company of Tennessee Volunteers, In- 
dian war, 1536 and 1837, and to pay him the same pension as is al- 
lowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN D. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 4313) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


j 


| 


place on the pension-ro!l the name of Stephen D. Smith, late a private 
Company C, Seventh New H umpshire Volunteers, at $72 ] month 
in lieu of the pension hi ceil 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amend: t, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read 1 third ti: nd } 

The bill (S. 4320) granting : nsion to Mr ‘ Ti was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proy { n the 

Mary | Dicke m 

M. Dickey, late a private in Company C, First | : 


shire Heavy Artillery 

The bill was reported to the Senate 1 out 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 1 

[OSES GRAHAM, 

The bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of 
Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
place upon the pension-roll the name of Moses Graham, vw 
private soldier in Company A, commanded by Capt. H. W. ‘I 
the First Regiment of Arkansas Mounted Volunteers, commanded | 
Col. A. Yell, in the war with Mexico, with an inc: 
$20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ease ot pe mario 


LEWIS SOLOMON. 

The bill (H. R. 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solo 
mon, a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war 
service, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. it prop 
to pay Lewis Solomon, aprivate of Company A, First Indiana Intantry 
Mexican war service, a pension of $i0 per month, in lieu of that h 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAY MARVIN. 

The bill (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Jay Marvin, late of Company D, First Regiment of United 
States Lancers, Michigan Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

[HOMAS NELSON. 

The bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of 
Thomas Nelson, late a private in Company E, Third Wisconsin In- 
fantry Volunteers, and subsequently second lieutenant of Company E, 
Forty-fifth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, to $45 per month. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. DELPHINA P. WALKER. 

The bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs. Delphina P. Walker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Delphina P. Walker, stepmother of 
Melvin F. Walker, late a private in Company I, Ninth Regiment 
Maine Volunteers, and to pay her $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH GUSTIWA. 

rhe bill (HH. R. 9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa was 
considered as in Committce of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Gushwa, mother of William Gushwa 
late a private of Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volun 
teer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCINDA RAWLINGSON. 

The bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plac 
on the pension-rolls the name of Lucinda Rawlingson, widow of Tho: 
J. Lindsay, late a soldier in the war ot 1832, at $25 per mont! 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

ALLEN MOKRI 

The bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of Allen Morris was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of 
Allen Morris, late a member of Company E, Second Regiment Missouri 
Infantry Volunteers in the war with Mexico, from $8 to $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to « 
third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


WIATT PARISH. 


The bill (H. R. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 





: 
. 
i 

t 
5 
s 
= 7) 

: 

: 





10144 


sion-rol! the name of Wiatt Parish, late a soldier in the Black Hawk 
war, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA YOUNG. 

The bill (H. R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-rolls the nameof Rebecca Young, surviving widow of James 
Herald, late of the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOUN L. LINDEL. 


The bill (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John L. Lindel, late a private in Company C, 
Fiftieth Pennsylvania Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REV. THOMAS JAMES. 


The bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll Rev. Thomas James, of Rochester, N. Y., late a mem- 
ber of the military police attached to the Commissary Department and 
Preedman’s Bureau in the Department of Kentucky, and to pay him 
$12 per month. 

Mr COCKRELL. Let that be passed over for the present until I 
can look at it. » 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 

GEORGE MURRAY. 

The bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with anamendment, atter the words ‘‘ directed to,’’ 
in line 4, to strike out ‘‘admit the claim for heart disease and deafness 
in the case of George Murray, of Company G, Eighth Regiment Michi- 
gan Cavalry,’’ and insert ‘‘ increase the pension of George Murray, late 
a private in Company G, Eighth Regiment Michigan Cavalry, and pay 
him at the rate of $30 per month from and after the passage of this 
act ;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the a of George Murray, late a private in 
Company G, Eighth Regiment Michigan Cavalry, and pay him at the rate of 
$90 per month from and after the passage of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


0. E. HUKILL, 

The bill (H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of O. E, Hukill, late of Company B, Eighteenth 
Iowa Volunteer Infanery, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lieu of that now received by him. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. EMMA A. STAFFORD. 

The bill (FH. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A. Stafford 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Emma A. Stafford, of Des Moines, 
Iowa, a hospital nurse in the United States Army, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARY EWALD. 

The bill (H. R. 1466) granting a on to Mrs. Mary Ewald was 
considered as in Comraittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mary Ewald, of Des Moines, Iowa, as 
the widow of Robert Ewald, late a member of Company D, Fourteenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SANFORD KIRKPATRICK. 

_ The bill (H. R.- 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpat- 
rick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The ble 
recites that Sanford Kirkpatrick, late a soldier of Company K, Second 
Iowa Infantry Volunteers, is now a pensioner at the rate of $24 per 
mouth, and he has recently been in the United States internal-revenue 


service, and in the discharge of his duty in such revenue service 
shot and rendered blind. ” oy 
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The bill proposes to place upon the invalid pension-roll the name of 
Sanford Kirkpatrick at the increased rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
the pension which he is now drawing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


THOMAS BEAUMONT. 


The bill (H. R. 11345) toincrease the pension of Thomas Beaumont 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension now granted to Thomas Beaumont so that he shall receive 
monthly the sum of $45. E 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAAC RISEDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Isaac Riseden on the pension-rolls and to pay him a pension as first 
lieutenant Company E, Eleventh Regiment encase Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ABRAHAM W. JACKSON. 

The bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rol! the name of Abraham W. Jackson, of Concord, Mass., Jatea 
captain in Company C, Eighth Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN N. HARRIS. 


The bill (H. R. 10154) toincrease the pension of John N. Harris was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay John N. 
Harris, of Gurdon, Ark., late a private in Company H, commanded by 
Captain Crump, in the First Mississippi Regiment, commanded by Jeffer- 
son Davis, in the war with Mexico, a pension of $20 a month in lieu 
of that which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STACEY KEENER. 


The bill (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman 
B. Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Stacey Keener, of Cypress Fork, Columbia County, Ar- 
kansas, the widow of Tillman B. Keener, deceased, who served in Cap- 
tains White and Keener’s companies, Alabama Militia, Florida war, 
and pay her the same pension as is allowed by law to the widows of 
the soldiers of the war of 1412. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the reportbe read in that case, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDET. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER Auguét 28, 189u: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3587) grant- 
ing a pension to Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B, Keener, who served in 
the Indian war, have examined the same and report: 
ae Laeeera os which this bill was passed by the House is concurred in, and 


* The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 3587) grant- 
ing a pension to Stacey Keener, have considered the same and beg leave to re- 


rt: 
Pe Theclaimant’s deceased husband, Tillman B. Keener, was a musician in Capt. 
Lawson J. Keener’s Com y of Col. William Wellborn’s Regiment Alabama 
Mounted Volunteers, Ind war, from April 19, 1837,to August 19, 1837. 

“The a a pension at the same rate as is allowed by law to the 
widows of the iers of the war of 1812. 

“She is old, has no and is supported by relatives. These facts are 
wae for by Mr. McRar, a Representative in Congress from the State of 

rkansas. 

“Your committee think the case a deserving one, and the passage of the bill 
is therefore recommended.” 

The bill is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH R. LOCKETT. 


. 

The bill (H. R. 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth R. Lockett, of Village, Columbia 
County, Arkansas, widow of Osborn Lockett, late of Captain Reese’s 
company of Alabama Volunteers, in the Indian war of 1836, and al- 
low her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KATHERINE W. HOWELL. 


The bill (S. 3649) gaeiieg Semen of ponsicn $0. Catharine W. 
menncithetentonstl anaes re ee thers > 

ont S a per mon n lieu t - 
sion of $30 per month, the name of Katherine W. H widow of 
the late Gen, J:shua B. Howell, commander Division, 
Tenth Corps, United States Army. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY WELSH. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I ask permission at this time, as I 
desire to leave the Senate, to call up House bill 6032, which was passed 
over some time ago. F ; 
There being no objection, the bill (H. R, 6032) granting a pension to 
Mary Welsh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
3 to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Welsh, widow of 
Thomas Welsh, late a member of Company G, One handred and fitty- 
first Regiment Llinois Volunteer Intantry, in the late war for the sup- 
pression of the Southern rebellion. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN MANN. 


The bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Mann, late private in Company D, First 
Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay him a penxion of $8 a 
month, he having been in the military service of the United States 
during the period of the Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LUCINDA CHAPIN. 


The bill (H. R. 11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-rolls the name of Lucinda Chapin, the step- mother of 
William A. Chapin, late a private in Company G, Twenty-eighth Reg- 
iment New York Volunteers, who was killed in the battle of Cedar 
Mountain, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATILDA EVANS, 


The bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans was cou- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Matilda Evans, the surviving foster parent of 
George Stokes, deceased, late of Company C, Sixty-third Regiment, 
and afterwards of the One hundred and filth Regiment of Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN J. TULLY. 


‘The bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J. Tully was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-rol! the name of John J. Tully, of the city of Louisville, Ky., 
and to pay him the same pension as is allowed:by law to private sol- 
diers for the same degree of disability, he having become disabled from 
disease contracted in the Life-Saving Service of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


JOHN A. JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John A. Johnson, late major of Sixth Regi- 
ment Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the one he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON RICH. 


The bill (H. R. 2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposesto increase the pen- 
sion to $40 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws providing for the payment of pensions to those afflicted 
with blindness, of Nelson Rich, late a private in Company D, Third 
Michigan Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NANCY CAREY. 

The bill (H. R, 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Nancy Carey, of Charlotte, Mich., at $12 per 
month, on account of disability resulting from disease contracted while 
serving as a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FLETCHER GALLOWAY. 


The bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Fletcher Galloway (insane), late a private in 
Company D, Thirteenth Illinois Infantry, at $40 per month, the pen- 
sion to be paid to the guardian of the soldier. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. 

The bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mary A. Green was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. Green, widow of William A. Green, 
late colonel oi the Twenty-ninth Wisconsin Infantry, at $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

RACHEL BARNES. 

The bill (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rachel Barnes, widow of William Barnes, 
late a private in Company I, Second United States Infantry, a soldie: 
of the Florida war, and pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GREEN, 


MARIA L. CARAHER, 

The bill (H. R. 8210) granting a pension to Maria L. Caraher was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the words ‘‘directed to,’ to strike out 
““place on the pension-roll the name’? and insert ‘‘ increase the pen- 
sion;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Maria L. Caraher, widow of 
Andrew P. Caraher, late « colonel in the United States Army, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, after the word ‘‘ month,”’ in line 7, to 
insert ‘‘ from and after the passage of this act.’’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 7, after the word ‘‘ month,”’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ from and after the passage of this act;’’ so as to read: 

And pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month from and after the passage 
of thisact, subject to the provisions and limitations ofthe pension laws 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to he 
read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we have done enough work to-day. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us go on ten minates longer. 

Mr. MITCHELL. - There is a House bill here which I should like 
to have passed. It will take but two or three minutes to reach it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will wait a few minutes. 


AGNES M. BRADLEY. 


The bill (H.R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Avues M. 
Bradley was considered as inCommittee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay Agnes M. Bradley, widow of George W. Bradley, late a captain 
and assistant quartermaster, United States Army, $30 per month in 
lieu of the amount she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate witbout amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOPHIA J, DIMICK. 

The bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sophia J. Dimick, widow of Edwin W. Dimick, 
late of Company A, One hundred and sixth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


ALEXANDER FORSYTH. 


The bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Alexander Forsyth, late of Company K, Eleventh Wis- 
consin Volunteers, to $30 a montb. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISA M. SIPPELL. 

The bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Louisa M. Sippell, widow of William E, 
Sippell, of Company H, Thirtcenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer In 
fantry. 

The bill was reporied to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISADORA RITTER. 


The bill (H. R. 11169) granting o pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly * 
Isadora De Wolf Dimmick, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension-roll the name of Isadora 
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Ritter, widow of Judson De Wolf Dimmick, late Major Eighty-second 
Regiment of New York Volunteers. 

‘Lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. BROWN. 


The bill (1H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Mary L. Brown, de- 
pendent motherof Josiah Rk, Brown, Company K, Fifty-sixth Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, deceased, upon the pension-roll at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID SHIVELY. 

The bill (H. R. 562%) to inerease the pension of David Shively was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of David Shively, late of Company E, Ove hundred and four- 
teenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, from $36 per month 
to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET HETZEL. 


The bill (H, R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzei was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the act entitled 
‘**‘An act to restore pensions in certain cases,’’ approved June 9, 1880, 
shall be construed so as to include within its provisions Margaret Het- 
zel, Fairfax County, Virginia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered tu 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARYETT VAILLE. 

The bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to the name 
of Mrs. Maryett Vaille on the pension-roll as the widow of Virgil L. 
Vaille, deceased, a soldier of Company I, Tenth Massachusetts Regi- 
ment, in the war of 1861 to 1865, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABBIE R. REDDINGTON. 

The bill (S. 3232) granting a pension to Abbie R. Reddington was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ pension-roll,’’ to strike out ‘‘sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,’’ and at the 
end of the Lill to add‘ at the rate of $12 per month;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Abbie R. - 
dington, dependent sister of Luke F. inson, late asailorin the United States 
Navy, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HETTIE M’CONNELL. 

‘The bill (H. R. 10245) to place the nameof Hettie McConnell on the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place the name of Hettie McConnell, widow of H. K. McConnell, 
a = of the Seventy-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pen- 

on-roll, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, KATE LANE TOWNES, 


The bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs, Kate Lane Townes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Townes, was considered as in Cémmittee of 
the Whole. aa “=p the name of Kate Lane Townes, widow 
of Col. Robert ‘ownes, late chief of staff of Ffteenth Army Corps, 
commanded by Maj. Gen. John A. Logan, United States Army, upon 
the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES B. REED. 


The bill (H. R. 10036) granting an increase of ion to James B. 
Reed was considered as in Committee of the It proposes to 
place on the pension-rol] the name of James B. and him a 
pension of $20 per month in liea of that he is now receiving, he being 


now in receipt of a pension of $8 per month on account of services ren- 
dered as a soldier in the Mexican war, 3 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
® third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET PRATT. 
The bill (H. R, 7964) granting a pension te Margaret Pratt was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the - 

nsion-roll the name of Margaret Pratt, mother ef Eugene A. Pratt, 

ate a private in Company H, Eighty-seventh Regiment Indiana In- 

fantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. W. ROBERTSON. 

The bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of J. W. Robertson, a soldier of the Indian war 
of 1436, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY CATO. 

The bill (H. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Nancy Cato, widow of William Cato, a soldier of the war 
of 1812, from $12 to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

D. M. MELLER. 


The bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Who It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of D. M. Miller, late a private in Company C, First 
Virginia Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

> JAMES KNETSAR. 


The bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
ion-roll the name of James Knetsar, who was a soldier in t. 
niel Powell’s. company, in the First Regiment, commanded 
Col. Hosea Pierce, in the Black Hawk war, at $20 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES H. MEANS. 


The bill (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 
of medicine, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to oe the pension-rolls the name of James H. Means, of Nash- 
vil 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY B. CUSHING. 

The bill (H. R. 11773) toincrease the Gaate. Mary B. Cushing 
was considered as in Committee of the e. It proposes to increase 
the of Mrs. Mary H. Cushing, mother of the late Lieut. Alonzo 
H. , Battery A, Fourth United States A , who was killed 
at the battle of Gettvsburgh; also the mother of Howard B. Cushing, 
late first lientenant Third United StatesCavalry, who was killed in bat- 
tle by Indiansin Arizona, in 1871; alsothe mother of William B. Cush- 
ing, commander United States Navy, who commanded at the sinking of 
the Confederate war-vessel Albemarle during the war of the rebellion, 
who died in 1877, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month in lieu of 
the she now receives. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH PATTEN. 

The bill (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
ion-roll the name of Elizabeth Patten, widow of H. Patten, 
ptain Huxford’s company, First Regiment Maine State Militia, 


month, 
was reported to the Benate without amendment, ordered to 


The bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Olive M. Hechtman, as volunteer nurse, at 

12 per month. 

The bill was reported {o the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL M’GARVEY. 


F 


K of the First Regiment Missouri Light Artillery, and now blind 
fn both ayes and to pay him the pension allowed for of both eyes, 
in lien of the pension now allowed him 





i 
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CECILIA I, WOODS. 


The bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia 1. Woods 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Cecilia I. Woods on the pension-roll at $50 per month, in lieu 
of the pension of $30 per month which she is now receiving on ones. 
cate numbered 216636, as the widow of Charles Rt. Woods, late of Sev- 
enty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. — 

The bill was reported te the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGIANA W. VOGDES. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask the Senate to take up Order of Business 1207, 
Senate bill 3532, granting a pension to Georgiana W. Voges. Itisa 
bill to the passage of which I believe the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
CocKRELL] objected some monthsago. I supposed it had been passed. 
I understand he has now no objection to it. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to 
Georgiana W. Vogdes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘at the rate of,’’ to strike out 
“‘ one hundred ”’ and insert ‘‘ fifty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Georgiana W. 


Vogdes, widow of Israe! Vogdes, late colonel and brevet brigadier-general, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $0 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that we 
have done enough work to-day. 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 
12 o’ clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish there might be an executive session fora 
few minutes. There are some executive matters to be considered. 

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw my motion. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I submit’a motion for an executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four minates spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 18, 
1890, at 12 o'clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 17th day of Seplember, 1890. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 

Davis Wade Matthews, of Salem, Oregon, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Klamath agency in Oregon, vice Elisha L. Applegate, to 
be removed. 

Al Hussey, of McMinnville, Oregon, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Grande Ronde agency in Oregon, vice Thomas N. Faulconer, re- 
signed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Seventeenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. James T. Kerr, regimental adjutant, to be first lien- 
tenant, August 30, 1890, vice Ruhlen, appointed assistant-quarter- 
master 


Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 


Second Lieut. Henry C. Hodges, jr., to be first lientenant, Angust 
30, 1890, vice Smith, appointed commissary of subsistence. 


Twenty-fourth Regiment of Infaatry. 
First Lieut. William H. W. James, to be captain, August 30, 1890, 
vice Gilmore, appointed assistant adjutant-general. 
Second Lieut. Joseph B. Batchelor, jr., to be first lieutenant, August 
30, 1890, vice James, promoted. 
PROMOTION IN MARINE CORPS. 
Second Lient. George Barnett, United States Marine Corps, to bea first 
lieutenant in that corps, from the Ist of September, 1590, vice First 


Lieut. William C. Turner, deceased. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 17, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. 
The Journal of thi proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
Che SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House on 
the bill (S. 645 granting a pension to Harrison W er, Mr. BELKNAP, 
Mr. LAws, and Mr. Yoprr. 
CHANGE OF REPERENCI 
By unanimous consent, the Committee on the Public Lands was di 


charged from the further consideration of the resolution in reference 
to the lands of the Union Pacific Railroad: and it 
Committee on Pacific Railreads. 


was referred to th ; 


ENODOR TEN EYCK. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to re 
store Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place 
him on the retired-list. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and is, aut! ed and empowered 


10 
to restore to his former rank in the Army and place upon the retired-list of 
Army officers Tenedon Ten Eyck, late a captain in the Eighteenth United 
States Infantry: Provided, That the said Tenedon Ten Eyck shall! be entitled to 
no pay and allowances a3 an army officer for the time he may have been out 
of the military service, but shall, trom the date of his restoration, be entiticd to 
the pay and allowances pertaining to an officer of his rank on the retired-list 
Provided further, That he shall receive no pension from and after the passage of 
this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read 

The report (by Mr. OsporNe) was read, as follows 


h 
1323) to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank inthe Army, and to place 
him upon the retired-list of Army officers, respectfully report 

‘This case was considered by the Senate Committee on Military Affairs in the 
Forty-seventh Congress and a favorable report wade thereon. 

it was also favorably considered by the Military Committee of the House in 
the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, and your committee 
adopt the reportof the Military Committee of the House, prepared by General 
Rosecrans, and, for the reasons therein set forth, recommend that the bill d 
pass, 


Che Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (H.R 


House Report No. 2010, Fiftieth Congress, first session. } 


The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (IL k 
5569) to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and to place 
him upon the retired-list of army officers, respectfully report 

This matter was considered by the Senate Military Committce in the Fort 


seventh Congress and a favorable report made thereon. 

Phe bill was also favorably considered by the Military Committee of the 
House in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, and your committee 
adopt the report of the Military Committee of the House, prepared by General 
Rosecrans, and, for the reasons therein set forth, recommend that the bill do 
pass, 


House Report No. 1125, Forty-eighth Congress, first sessio: 


A similar bill was considered in the Senate in the Forty-seventh ¢ 


! , bgrese 
upon which the Senate committee made the following report 


[Senate Report No. 745, Forty-seventh Congress, first session 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1745) to 
authorize the President to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the 
Army and to place him upon the retired-list of army officers, beg leave to re 
port: 

That an examination of the papers shows the following facts: Captain Ten 
Eyck entered the volunteer service as a private, and was commissioned as a 
captain in the Eighteenth United States Infantry in 1862. In 1863 he was bre- 
vetted major, United States Army, for gallant conduct, and at the battle of Chick 
amauga he wastaken prisoner. After his exchange he rejoined his regiment 
serving with it on the Western frontier until 1871, when he was dropped from 
the rolls under the provisions of the act of Congress of July 15,1870. Asa gen 
eral rule the committee have not recommended the restoration to the Army « 
officers dropped under the operations of this act, and they make an exceptic 





yf 


in the case of Captain Ten Eyck only for the following reasons: In! ‘ 
on sick-leave and a confirmed invalid on account of diseases contracted in the 
line of duty, he was ordered before a medical board for examination, with a 


view to retirement. 

This board, composed of two army surgeons, while adinitting the chroni 
character of the disease from which Major Ten Eyck was suftgring, reported 
him as in their opinion fitfor duty. But his health has not been restored, and 
certificates from a large number of prominent physicians, Jaid before the com 
mittee, show that from the time of his examination to the present he has bee 
a great sufferer and a confirmed invalid. This fact indicates that the exami: 
ing board were mistaken in the opinion expressed, that Major Ten Kye!) yuld 
be fit for duty. Subsequent events have shown that his hea!th had n per 
manently impaired at the time of his examination, and (h 1e can look for no 
improvement in the future. In view of these facts your commitiee regard this 
case as an exceptional one, where justice requires that Major Ten Eyck should 
be placed on the retired-list. They therefore recommend the passage of the 
bill as amended by adding in the twelfth line the words, ‘‘And provided fur 
ther, that he shall receive no pension from and after the passage of this act.”’ 

The Senate committee of the preseut Congress made the following report 





[Senate Report No. 418, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. | 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1900) to 
authorizethe Presidentto restore Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the 
Army and to place him upon the retired-list of army officers, have considered 
the same and they beg leave to report: 

That an examinaation of the papers submitted shows the following facts 

Captain Ten Eyck entered the volunteer service as a. private, and in 1862 he 
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was commissioned a captain in the Eighteenth United States Infantry. In 1863 
he was brevetied major for gallant conduct, and at the battle of Chickamauga 
he was taken prisoner. On account of illness he was paroled in 1864, and 
joined his regiment as soon as his health permitted him to do so, serving with 


it on the Western frontier until 1871, when he was dropped from the rolls under 
the provisions of the actof July 15, 1870. In this latter year, while on sick leave 
and « confirmed invalid on account of diseases contracted in the line of duty, 


4 was ordered betore a medical board for examination, with a view to his re- 
tirement. 

This board, composed of two army surgeons, while admitting the chronic 
character of the dircases from which Major Ten Eyck was suffering, reported 
him, in their opinion, as *' not incapacitated for active service.” But certificates 
from prominent physicians who had known and attended Major Ten Eyck for 
years show that his diseases were not temporary in 1870, but chronic, and that 
he was not only not fit for duty then, but has been unfit ever since, The testi- 
mony of these physicians and of other parties who kuow Major Ten Eyck in- 
limately, given under oath, have brought your committee to the conclusion 
that the examining board were mistaken in the opinion expressed in his case. 
Had they pronounced him unfit for active service he would then have beea 
placed on the retired-list, and it seems but justice to him that this should be now 
done. His health has gradually grown worse since 1870, and he is now a con- 
firmed invalid. As a general rule your commitiee have not recommended 
the restoration tothe Army of officers drop under the operation of the act of 
1870, but regurding the case of Major Ten Eyck as an exceptional one, they rec- 
ommend the ~~ ~ of the bill for his relief as amended by the committee. 

The affidavits submitted to the committee in reference to the health of Major 
‘Tex: Eyek are transmitted herewith, to be appended to this report. 


1806 MicHIGAN AVENUE, Chicago, May 14, 1880, 


This isto certify that I, John E.Owens, M.D., a practicing physician in the 
city of Chicago, Ill., treated at various Saeco the years 1871, 1872, 1873,1874, 
Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck, of the city of Chicago, Ill., for chronic diarrhea, com- 
plicated atone time with scurvy and great general debility and at other times 
with rheumatic gout; that said Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck has been a great suf- 
ferer during this time, and that he has, in consequence of said suffering, been 
unable to perform manual labor. 

JNO. E. OWENS, M. D. 


Subscribed arid sworn to before me this Lith day of May, A. D., 1880. 
{seat} JACOB GROSS, 
Clerk Cirenit Court of Cook County, Ilinois. 


RAILWay MAIL SErvice, 
OFVICE OF SUPERINTENDENT SixTH Division 
Chicago, Iil., May 8, 1882. 
This is to certify that I have intimately known Capt. (Battalion Major) Teno- 
dor Ten Eyck, late Eighteenth United States Infantry, since early in 1868, and 
that I know him now to be, and always during that period to have been, « con- 
stant sufferer from chronic diarrhea, hemorrhoids, and inflammatory rheuma- 
tism, unfitted for any manual labor whatever. I further certify that at thetime 
he appeared before the retiring board, in 1870, he was an invalid, and had just 
arisen from a terrible sickness, and was by his physicians (Drs. Nash and Dyas) 
considered totally unfitted to make the journey in order to appear before that 


board. 
WM. P. CAMPBELL, 
Chief Clerk Railway Mail Service, Sixth Division, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th fort May, A. D. 1882. 
{srav.) FRED. MEYER, Notary Public. 


STaTE or ILLINOIS, Connty of Cook, ss: 


On this 15th day of May, 1880, personally appeared before me, a clerk of the 
puperter court in and for the county and State above written, William P. Camp- 
bell, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That he is chief clerk of the 
Railway Mail Service at Chicago, Ill. ; that he been personally and very in- 
timately acquainted with Tenodor Ten Eyck, of said city of Chicago and State 
of Ulinois, and late a captain in the Eighteenth iment of United States In- 
fi ater. since the year 1868, and that Tenodor Eyck has, a all of 
this time, been and stili is a constant sufferer from chronic diarrhea hem- 
orrhoids, complicated, attimes, with rheumatism, and that said Tenodor Ten 
Eyck has been, during all of this time, and still is, unfitted for manual labor by 
reason of these infirmities. He further deposes and says that while said Teno- 
dor Ten Eyck has, during @ portion of this period of sickness, not been under 
direct and personal medical peers he, the said Tenodor Ten Eyck, has 
been obliged to continuously e medicines previously prescribed for said ail- 
ments. 

Affiant further states that he has no interest, directly or indirectly, in the 
prosecution of claim for pension on the part ofsaid Tenodor Ten = 

WM. P. CAMPBELL, 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th day of Mow. 1880, and I hereby 
certify that afflant is personally known to me; that he is moral charac- 
ter, a man of truth and veracity, and that | have no interest, direct or indirect, in 
the prosecution of this claim for pension on the part of Tenodor Ten Eyck. 

fswar.] JOHN J. HEALY, Clerk. 


SYATR OF InLinors, County of Cook, ss: 


E. ik. P. Shurly, being first duly sworn, on oath Gapecse and that he was 
lieutenant in the Twenteasrent United States In ‘seacull Gabteiten, ton 
mae Enghteenth United States Infantry; that he is uainted with and 
sonally knows Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck, late of the 
{nfantry; thatin the month of July, A. D. 1867, he relieved Ten 
of hiscommand at Fort Phil. Kearney, Wyo., who was 
rhea and quite ill; that afterwards,in the fall of said year, this deponent saw 
Captain Fyck at Fort Fetterman 
»rostrated with eald disease that he was 
‘or medical treatment; that this deponent has resided in the city of a 
and State of Illinois since the year A. D. 1870, and up to the present time 
nously; that during said period he has been on intimate terms with said Captain 
Ten ,and knows the condition of his health,as he saw him nearly every 
two or three days, and that during all of said time said 
suffered continuously with severe chronic diarrhea, as this deponent was in- 
formed and believes his appearance and illness, and has been incapacitated 
from all exertion and been disabled from obtaining his subsistence by manual 
labor by reason of said disease. And this deponent farther says that he has no 
interest, direct or indirect, in the prosecution of his claim for 

E. R. P. SHURLY, 
Brevet Captain and First Lieutenent, U.8, A. 
Sabsecribed and sworn to before me this 10th of A. D, 1879. 
[sear] ira 


FL 


Since the year 1868, when first I prescribed for Major Ten ok, I have re- 

getetiy been called on to prescribe for him. He has suffe from cbroni¢e 

iarrhea, hemorrhoids, and chronic rheumatism, with few intermissions of the 

latter, butcontinuously from the two former. I have, since I first knew him,con: 

sidered him a man of shattered constitution, and unable to perform efficiently 
any duty requiring even an inconsiderable application of physical power. 
W. GODFREY DYAS, 

Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons, Ircland, 


May 13, 1890, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of May, A. D. 1880. 
[sRAL.] JOHN J. HEALY, Clerk, 


I certify that I have been acquainted since 1868 with Maj. T. Ten Eyck. 
He was then suffering from chronic diarrhea and hemorrhoids. He was under 
my professional care for three years after that year. I considered him then and 
sinee as a man of shattered constitution. In addition to other affections, he 
has been laid up with chronic rheumatism, the result of previous hardshipsand 


privations. 
W. GODFREY DYAS, M.D., 
Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons, Dublin. 
Cuicaco, May 3, 1882. 


SraTe or ILirwors, County of Cook, ss: 


John H, Hollister, being first duly sworn, deposes and says, that he is a physi- 
cian and surgeon eoneeSes in the city of Ch and State of Illinois; that 
Ts that at the presen Sake ckd Ceotake Wan Vagal to ebier tin peetee- 

78, a tat ttime sa n Ten un es- 
sional care, and that he was then, and now is, prostrated from the effects of se- 
vere diarrhea, which has continued in a chronic form, alternating with hemor- 
rhoids, and wholly incapacitating him from all exertion, and disabling him from 
attend ng to any business; and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in the 


prosecution of this claim for pension. 
JOHN H. HOLLISTER, M. D. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of February, A. D. 1879. 
LAFAYETTE L. JONES, 
Notary Public. 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, Cownty of Cook, ss: 


W. Godfrey Dyas, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a phy- 
sician and surgeon, practicing in the city of Chicago and State of Illinois; that 
he professionally attended Maj. T. Ten Eyck from the months of August, A.D. 
1868, up to September, A. D. 1870; that during all of said period said Maj. T.Ten 
Eyck was prostrated from the effects of severe diarrhea, which continued in a 
chronic form, alternating with hemorrhoids, and incapacitating him from all 
exertion; and that I have no interest in his rie Sey ion. 


DYAS, M. D. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of February, A. D. 1879. 
{sear} HENRY B. MASON, 
Notary Public. 
This certifies that I, the undersi ,am @ —_* sician in the city of 
y known aaa ck, formerly a cap- 


Chicago, and that I have 
tain in the Eighteenth United States Infantry, since October 1, 1872; that I have 
seen him frequently during that time,and know his health to be so seriously 
impaired from rheumatism and chronic diarrhea as to unfit him during a great 
part of the time for the performance of manual labor. 

Witness my hand this 13th day of May, A. D. 1830. 


A. REEVES JACKSON, 
Strate or ILirnors, County of Cook, ss: 


Subseribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of May, A. D. 1880. 
E. F. C. KLOKKE, 
Clerk of the County Court of Cook County, Illinois. 


STavTe or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 


On this 17th day of May, 1880, personally appeared before me, a clerk of the 
superior court in and for the county and State above written, Tenodor Ten 
Eyck, who, being duly sworn, deposes and — that he is the identical per- 
son whose claim for pension is now before Department of Pensions at 
i red 268320. He further deposes and says that from 
and since his release as a prisoner of hy Pe at the time a captain in the 
Eighteenth Regiment of United States Infantry), to and including the date 
afore written, he has been and is a constant sufferer from chronic diarrhea and 
hemorrhoids; that since the date of his discharge from the Army he has been 
and continues to be unfitted for manual labor by reason of these rders, com- 
— at times by rheumatism. He further deposes and says that, while 
it has not been necessary or convenient for him at all times to have personal 
medical attendance, he has, since the date of his discharge from the Army 
(being January 1, 1871), been compelled constantly and continuously to use 
medicines prescribed at periods to check and restrain said diarrhea. 
TENODOR TEN EYCK. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th of May, 1880; a lye pw 
that I have no interest, directly or indi y, in the prosecution of 


[sHav.]} JOHN J. HEALY, Clerk. 
It neueaee from the testimony ‘of various officers of the Army before this 


é 


committee that the services of Ten during the war were efficient 
oe en, and he was brevetted for faithful and distinguished 

After the war he was highly regarded by his brother officers and his military 
services esteemed, but tans he wae 2 cout rmed invalid, his disability growing 
out of exposure in prison life. This is further by the testimony upon 
which the Pension Office has issued certificate No. 169388, allo him $20 a 
month on account of chronic diarrhea and hemorrhoids con during im- 


a 
ber 1, 1863,to December, 1864, in Libby, Macon, and 


ob ep eunses tint elaree uapested ty the Ganeesl af the Asus and de- 
nt commanders, under section 1! of act of July 15, 1870, as incompe- 
of their military duties, for reasons other than wounds 
ed or disabilities incurred in the service, would fail to get the hearing 
authorized before a board for lack of time, it was decided to 
power of transfer given to the President in section 12 of 
to into the supernumerary list all of them, Ten 
He had sick for over a year, and the testimony the 
Sor ——— 


In this view of the case the committee has no doubt ete Fn 


i 


FT 


f 


i 
i 
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i nsideration of | Md., Boston, Mass, and San Francisco, Cal., at $1,800 per year each; and for all 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present co other districts, at asalary not exceeding $1,600 a year each; and he may appoint 
the bill ? . : F . a clerk to any such board at a compensation not exceeding $1,200 a year toeach 
Mr. McMILLIN. I will not object in this case, although in oe _ person 7 : ae inspector provided for in this or the preceding 
; i imi eases. There seems to this | Sections of this title shall be paid for his actual and reasonable traveling ex- 
I have objected in somewhat —. he had applied for a discharge | Pe™ses. at the rate of 8 cents per mile, incurred in the performance of his duty, 
distinction in favor of this officer, t e | PP ~~ | together with his actual and reasonable expenses for transportation of instru- 
or to be placed on the retired-list before his service oe oo he ments, which shall be certified and sworn to under such instructions as shall be 
i rive y the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
was mustered out. for that reason I do not interpose the objection | siyen by tt — ihe sveneury. ‘ oe ab prude. 
which I think generally ought to be made to this class of bills, going gec. 2 one ce a aaa same is hereby, repealed. 
into private life, taking up citizens and putting them upon the retired- 5 a Baie aa eer aaa ; 
list of the Army | Phe SI EAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
Mr. CUTCHEON. 1 will say to the gentleman trom Tennessee that | this bill ? ; : 
in this case the disability turned out to be permanent, although it was | Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I will 


not supposed to be so at the time. ask to have the report read. It seems to me that the bill revolution- 
Mr PEAR. There was a mistake on the part of the examining | izes the whole system of paying inspectors of boilers, and I think it in- 
beard creases the salaries also. 
The committee recommended an amendment changing the namein| Mr. FARQUHAR. It does not revolutionize; it equalizes. 
the bill from ‘*Tenedon ”’ to *‘Tenodor.”’ rhe report (by Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) was read, as follows: 


e amename - ie Committee on Commerce, to which was referred the bi S. 1629) to 
Th dment was agreed to. The C c hict f i the bill 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | amend section 4414, Title LIT, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, “regu- 


. 5 i ordi ¢ 5 . lation of steam-vessels,’’ which bill passed the Senate February 14, 1800, having 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and considered the same, together with the recommendations of the Treasury De- 


° partment relative thereto, respectfully report: 
Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS-AMERICAN ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican | Mr. Speaker, it is understood that the right to object is reserved? 
Electrie Light and Power Company to erect wires across the KioGrande | TheSPEAKER. Itis. The House will please come to order. Here 
River at Eagle Pass, Tex. 


‘ 
| is a bill which is said to be of importance. The House can probably 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Phat they recommend that the said bill do pass without amendment, and 
they annex hereto a letter from the Supervising Inspector-General of Steam- 
Vessels relative to the same, as a part of this report. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, unless a better explanation is made 
than is contained in that report, and until the effect of the bill upen 
the salaries is shown, I shall have to object to its present consideration. 


find out whether it is or not, if gentlemen will have the kindness to 
Be it enacted, ete., That Sie Tense Maxicon Electric Light and Powee Com take their seats. 
pany, @ corporation organi and created under and by virtue of the laws } VANDEVER. t ; > ths » chairman of a itte 
of the State of Texas, be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered to con- | . aot a eon E : tl Tam ae age the chairm te : ben : omnaarenee 
struct, own, maintain, and operate its wires across the Rio Grande River | 18 not here, because the committee 10s sanctioned the bill and it has 
between the city of Eagle Pass. in the State of Texas,and the city of Porfirio | also sanctioned a proposed amendment in line 12 or 13. 
Diaz, formerly known as Piedras Negras, in the State of Coahuila, in the Re- The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] de- 
public of Mexico, at such point as may be most convenient to suid corporation : ee f h homes California [\ Vv ee : 
Provided, That said wires shall not interfere with the free navigation of said | Sires that the gentleman from California (Mr. VANDEVER] shall ex- 
sven, nee in case of any Udigation one —y o ebuvasion or aiogee o>. plain the purpose of the bill. 
struction to the free navigation thereof, caused or alleged to cause y sai STOCK BRIDGE Wi » ann . wie  ¢, , ‘ 
wires, the case may be tried before the district court of the United States for the Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Will the gentleman yield to me for that put 
western district of Texas: And provided also, That Congress reserves the right | POSe ‘ edt . : 
to withdraw the powerand authority conferred by this act in case the free navi- Mr. VANDEVER. Certainly. 
on of the river shall at any time be substantially or materially obstructed 


said wires, or for any other reason, and to direct the removal of said wires, : = eee — : — like to know specifically what salaries are 
or necessary modifications thereof, at the cost and expense of the owners of said | increased and what sa aries reduced. E 
wires; and Congress may at any time alter, repeal, or amend this act: And pro- Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana 


vided fur her, That the consent of the Mexican state of Cuahuila and of the proper : s1) lanai $ erage > meee. 
authorities of the Republic of Mexico shall have been obtained before the con- that the purpose of this bill is to reclassify the inspectors of the steam 


struction of said wires shall bé commenced. boat service. These inspection districts have been created from time 

‘ : : : ; to time through a long series of years, the compensation ot the in- 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and, it was accordingly read spector in each case being fixed slaanie in the act creating the dis- 

the third time, and passed. i i F : trict. There has thas grown up in many cases a great disproportion 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 5702) of like tenor was laid on | },.:ween the work performed and the salaries paid. It has therefore 

the table. : | been recommended by the Treasury Department that the vessel-in- 
REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS, | : 


spection service of the country be reclassified, grading the salaries paid 
Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | according to the work performed as measured by the number of ves- 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1629) to amend section 4414, Title | sels inspected. For this purpose the present bill was introduced, and 
LII, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in regard to the regu- | it has passed the Senate. In certain districts the salaries are increased; 
lation of steam-vessels, in certain others they are decreased, the result being as follows: 
The bill was read, as follows: The gross amount of the increases proposed by the bill, estimating 
Be it enacted, etc, That section 4414 of the Revised Statutes be amended to | the salaries upon the basis of the number of vessels inspected daring 


ap ye meni t bs siete dati . : the past year, is $19,400; the decreases amount to $8,400, leaving an 
* SEC, . There .in each of the following collection districts, one in- increas : 3ut ine octi rj Te i 
> alt tealinnenh ‘anar ten ¢ af bollesn, maassty: The districts of New apparent increase of $11,000. Sut in connection with this the re is to 
ork, N.Y.; Boston, Mass. ; Philadel hia, Pa.; San Francisco, Cal.; Albany, N. | be considered this further fact, that the bill proposes the establishment 
x. eng Parga ey mig Oo ng! egg = aoe Ha Sheranees, Obie; New | of one new district, that of Providence, R. I., the expenses of which 
eans, La.; Norfolk, Va.; St. uis, Mo.; Galena, Iil.; Detroit, Mich.; Chi- -e he 2 ai 2 as inti 5 ‘tof Bos- 
-Ii.; Michigan, Mich.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Port Huron. Mich. : Willamette, have heretofore been paid out of extra appropriations forthe portof Bos 
Oregon ; Portland, Me. Puget Sound, Wash.; Savannah. Ga.; Pittsburgh, Pa. : os a gag for 7 eee —— — the _ 
wego, N. Y.; Charleston,S.C.; Duluth, Minn.; Louisville, Ky.; Evansville, seal year to a little over $3,000, Thisis now madea new district, the 
Ind.: Mem eae a Tenn.; Cincinnati, Ohio; Gailipolis, Oh 0; che helen fixed at $3,000. So that the actual increase of expense in 
vavhen, Tex.; Mobile, Ain; and Puavigenee'e 7 | the present districts is only $8,009, If the gentleman from Indiana 
oink eens - hulls and ape oat pal Setanta ie Gntetate enumer- | desires to know the effect of the bill as to any particular district I shall 
n the preceding paragraph s entit to the following salaries, t i i 
be paid under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, naunely : es, 'o | be happy to inform him. 


“In districts inspecting less than one hundred steamers, to a salary of $1,200 Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker—— 
per year each. Mr. HAUGEN. If this matter is going to lead to any extended dis- 
K ee eee eee ae less than one hundred and | cussion I want to call for the regular order. It is impossible at any 
“In districts inspecting over ght ety and fifty and less than two hun- rate to understand in this part of the House what is going on. 
dred steamers, to a salary of $1,800 per year each. Mr. KERR, of lowa. As I understand this report—— 
“In districts inspecting two hundred and less than three hundred steamers 


“Saison. , Pa cng ga I believe I must eall for the regular order—the 
“ie ing three hundred and less thun five hundred st ors elec se, . 
t0.Pin districts inepoctiog ree ree Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope the gentleman will withhold that call 


per year eac’ 

*The Supervising Inspector-General shall report to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, at the end of each fiscal year. the number of steamers inspected in each 
loca) district in that year, which number shall be the basis upon which shal! be 
male a the salaries to be Ee to local inspectors for the following fiscal 


ear, i ratio described in t receding paragraphs of this section. And, 
in addition, the Secretary of the dummy may appoint, upon the nomination 


of the supervising inspector of the district, in collection districts w \ere there 
are two hundred and twenty-five steamers and upward to be inspected an- 


nually, assistant inspectors, at a salary, for the district of New Y k, of $2,000 
& year each; for the districtsof New Orleans, La., Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore, 


fora moment. ‘This is an important bill involving the whole marine 
interests of the United States, not the interests of one election district, 
and we are, I presume, half through the discussion already. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand this bill fixes the compensation 
of the inspectors at so much for each inspection, and does not limit the 
number of inspections which may be made. If such is the fact I do 
not see but that there may be a very large increase of expense. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There can not be. 


“In districts i ng five hundred steamers and upward, to a salary of 
| Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker-—— 
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The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAvGEN], 
as the Chair understands, calls for the regular order. 

Mr. MOFFITT. I! hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will not in- 
sist on the regular order as against this very important bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Iam not disposed to cut off this matter if it does 
not take too long to dispose of it; but it looks as though we might 
have a lengthy debate on the subject, and I rather feel it my duty to 
insist on the regular order. , 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I can not see why the whole marine interests of 
the country should be set aside by a demand for the regular order. 
This debate will not occupy fifteen minutes. The figures are all plain. 

Mr. HAUGEN, If by unanimous consent this debate can be closed 
in five minutes I will yield, if not I must insist on the call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. MOFFITT. I hope the gentleman will allow at least ten 
minutes instead of five. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. In response to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
Kern] I desire to say that, under existing law, vessels are required to 
be inspected annually. These salaries are fixed on the basis of the 
number of vessels inspected during the year under the provisions of 
law providing for the inspection of steam-vessels. So that the theory 
of the gentleman from Iowa is groundless. 

Mr. KERR, oflowa. Can not a vessel be inspected more than once 
a year under the law? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. There is only one inspection annually. 

Mr, FARQUHAR, That is all. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does not this bill change the law so as to do 
—_ with the compensation by salary and provide for a compensation 

fees? 

"Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It does not; these are to be salaried officers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the 
The Clerk read awhile ago only the formal part of the report, which 
did not give any information at al). But the report refers to a letter 
from the Supervising Inspector, which was not read, but which is the 
gist of the report, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask that that letter be read. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask that the letter which I now send to 
the desk, and which gives fuller information than the letter printed 
with the report, may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF SUPERVISING INSPRCTOR-GENERAL OF STEAM-VESSELS 
Washington, D. C., December 26, 1890, 
Sin: I have the honor to acknowietaste the a sales a letter from the clerk 


Senate, inclosing Senate 
bill 1530, to fix oeqeeeelie n Tio ae and boilers marae Se 
tricts of 


and requesting the Secretary of the ea 
ESS Sines eee ing te weestinet One = 
py prapen, ante the propriety of its passage, the whole reterred to this 
repo 

Ihave the b a to report that the special object of the bill presented is to in- 
crease the pay of the local i in the distriete of Michigan and Superior, 
in the State pot Michigan ; in the district of Michigan, from $900 to $2,000 
num; and in the distriet of Superior, from $800 to 

neiples of this bill meet the hearty the 

e ve offices does not, in my inthe ‘Supert entitle them 
asked in the bil, A raise to $1,200 in the 
the Michigan district ought to be fair 
those districts, and if this = is to pass it should beamended assuggested ; bu 

of inspectors w presen ould present Congress, as 

to several previous Soneneane, 5S ld respectful! 
Committee on Commerce substitute for Senate bill 1330 a general bill, a copy 
which is inclosed herein, regulating the salari 
ors of steam-vessels, and which embodies substan: 


long . page 89, as follows: apins aka Ss Se ce y 
for the inspecting officers of the several porte, and the present reault ingreat in- 
ews injustice. Itis advised that the Department new! 
salaries within the limits of the the aw i re for the service,” 
necessity for a general 
ries ote may oo inferred 


iH 
a 
mn 


& 


at ‘ 


a Sennte 1629) if passed will increase the total 
spectors toa sum approximating $9,000 per annum, whereas, to raise ihoseiesiee 
of inspectors by separate bills in each case to what the extremely low paid 
officers are equitably entitled to, to insure the services of competent men, 
Se ne ae ies over that now paid to a sum approximating 

or e sum uired under general equalization in 
the substitute bill transmitted herewith. - 

Very respectfully 
JAMES A. DUMONT, 

' ng 
The honorable the SecreTARY OF THE TREASURY. 


omas Is there objeetion to the present considevation of 
? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think I will object. I ae net believe any 
such bill ought to pass increasing salaries without discussion. 

Mr. COLEMAN. This reduces salaries, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAUGEN, I call for the moter order. I call up now the 
contested-election case of Venable. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. And I raise the question of consideration. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report 
from a committee of conference for present consideration. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And against that I raise the ques- 
tion of consideration. This conference report ought not to be adopted. 
It does incalculable injustice to the people. It confirms and grants 
lands to railroads which beiong to honest settlers and frontier miners. 
The lands forfeited are of but little value. This measure is one of the 
most stupendous swindles which have beeu submitted to this Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I have called up what I suppose to be 
a privileged matter. If this conference report takes precedence over 
the election case I have nothing to say, but I have called up that case, 
and, so far as I know, the call has not been withdrawn or disposed of. 

M r. PAYSON. If ‘the age of order is raised against this report 
I desire to be heard 7 it. Under the rules of the House it has been 
repeatedly held, and I have precedents under my hand for it, that this 
question of the consideration of such reports ranks other questions of 

ivilege. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to appeal to my colleague. Aftera 
week engaged in fruitless fighting to get this case up because of the 
lack of a quorum, it seems to me it is now important that we should 
go on and dispose of it. The gentleman therefore should be willing to 
stand aside and let the case come up. 

Mr. PAYSON. There is no difficulty in getting the case up if mem- 
bers will remain as others have done and do their duty. Other mem- 
bers have remained here during the entire session and are willing to 
remain until the end. I insist upon the report. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from thie Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill and joint resolutions of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8950) to authorize the Hainer Brackett, Fort Clark 
and Kio Grande Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Clark military reservation in Texas, and for other 


purposes; 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to print eulogies on Hon. David Wil- 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulogies on Hon. Newton W. 
Nutting; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print eulogies on Hon. Samuel J. 


os 
also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 

aoe the (H. R, 7254) to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other 
Mr Paes rposes, asked a conference with the House thereon, and had appointed 

r. PLumMB, Mr. PETTIGREW, and Mr. WALTHALL conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8S, 250) making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
road to the national ceme' near Pensacola, Fla. ; 

oe ae 544) to provide the purchase of a site, and the erection 

oa building thereon, at Bar Harbor, in the State of Maine; 

(S. 1398) to grant the right of way through the public lands 


for irrigation a 

A bill (S. 2198) for marking the lines of battle and the positions of 
troops of the Army of Northern Virginia at Gettysburgh, Pa., and for 
other $ 


parposes ; ; 

A bill (S. 2368) for the relief of James Grace; 

A bill (S. 2672) authorizing the Librarian of Congress to purchase 
‘“Townsend’s Library of National, Seetecamntiadienied teaaeie ate 

historical records concerning the origin, progress, 
and nences of the late civil war;”’ 
bill (S. 3515) to provide for the reappraisal and sale of the unsold 
panera and the buildings thereon, known as the Dear- 
rn arsenal, in the State of 
A bill (S. 3609) for the relief of ile M. Bium, late commissioner- 
ee M. Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner, to the 
ree ; 

A bill (8. ) to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians 
to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, and 
to confirm existing leases; 

A bill (8. 4334) to authorize the building of a bridge at Dardanelle, 
Ark., across the Arkansas River 

oe (S. R. 122) to print the eulogies on Hon. James B. 
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fayette, just reported in the message from the Senate, be taken up and 
at upon its passage. I think there can be no possible objection to it. 
his country owes to 
tude which even this monument will only very inadequately pay. 1 
hope there will be no objection. 
Mr. HAUGEN. What is the gentleman’s request’ 
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Lafayette’s memory a debt of reverence and grati- | 


i 
| 
| 


Mr. McMILLIN. To take up now and dispose of the resolution just | 


reported from the Senate in regard to the Lafayette statue. It will 
take but a moment, I think. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Lobject. That is a matter that wil! keep. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, the American citizen who 
would not be willing to do justice to the memory of Lafayette is a de- 
cidedly peculiar American citizen, to say the least. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let us do justice to the living first and we will 
pay our respects to the dead afterwards. 

- Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. He likes Langston better. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue the reading of the report 

of the committee of conference on the forfeiture of certain railroad land 
nts. 
orThe Clerk resumed and concluded the reading, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | 


the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands hereto- 
fore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do’recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to said bill,and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Strike out 
all of said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

* That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United Staics 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or to 
any co ration to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and conter- 
minous with the portion of any such railroad not now completed and in opera- 
tion, for the construction or benefit of which such lands were granted; and all 
such lands are declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this 
act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or station grounds of 
any railroad company heretofore granted. 

“Seo, 2. That all persons who, at the date of the passage of this act, are actual 
settlers in good faith on any of the lands hereby forfeited, and are otherwise 

ualified, on making due claim on said lands under the homestead law within 
six months after the passage of this act, shall be entitled toa preference right 
to enter the same under the provisions of the homestead law and this actand 
shall be regarded as such actual settlers from the date of actual settlement or 
occupation; and any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the 
homestead or ion law, or who has failed from any cause to perfect the 
title toa tract of land heretofore entered by him under either of said laws, may 
make a second homestead entry under the provisions of this act. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall make such rules as will secure to such actual settlers 
these rights. 

* Sec, 3, That in all cases where 

declared 


ns, being citizens of the United States, 
or who have 


their intention to become such, in accordance with the 


naturalization laws of the United States, are in ion of any of the lands 
affected by any such grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
States, under io written contract with, or license from, the State or corpora- 


tion to which such grant was made, oritsass gnees, executed prior to January !, 
1888, or where persons may have settied said lands with bona fide intent tosecure 
title thereto by purchase from the State or corporation when earned by compli- 
ance with the conditions or requirements of the nting acts of Congress, they 
shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United States, in quantities not 
exceeding 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate of $1.25 per acre, atany 
time within two years from the passage of this act, and on —- said payment 
to receive patents therefor, and where any such person in actual possession of 
any such lands and having improved the same prior to the Ist day of January, 
1890, under deed, written contract, or license as aforesaid, or his assignor, has 
made partial! or full payments to said railroad company prior to said date, on 
account of the purchase of said lands from it, on proof of the amount of 
such payments heshal! be entitled to have the same, to the extent and amount of 
$1.25 per acre, ifso much hasbeen paid, and not more, credited to him on account 
of as part of the purchase price herein provided to be paid tothe United States 
for said or such may elect to abandon their purchases and make 
claim on said lands under the homestead law and as provided in the preceding 
section of this act: , That in all cases where parties, persons, or corpo- 
n, or its assignees, are in 


provements upon any of the lands hereby 
resumed and restored, and are not entitled to enter the same under the provis- 


ions of this act, such parties, persons, or corporations shall have six months in 
which to remove any growing crop, and within which time they shal! also be 
entitled to remove all buildi and other movable improvements from said 
lands: Provided further, That the visions of this section shall not apply to 
any lands situate in the State of lowa on which any person in good faith has 
or asserted the right to make a ption or homestead settlement : 
d further, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as 
limiting the rights granted to purchasers or settlers by ‘An act to provide for 
the adjustment of land ts made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
railroads and for the ture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, or as repealing, altering, or amending said act, nor as in 
any manner affecting any cause of action existing in favor of any purchaser 
against his grantor for breach of any covenants of title. 

Sec. 4. That section 5 of an act entitied ‘An act fora grant of lands to the 
State of lowa in alternate sections to aid in the construction of a railroad in said 
State,’ approved May 17, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act extend- 
the time for the com nm of certain land-grant railroads in the States of 
nesotaand Iowa, for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1865, and also 
section Sof an act entitled ‘An act making an additional grant of lands to the 

of Minnesota in alternate sections to aid in the construction of railroads 

in said State,’ ved 4, 1866, so far as said sections are applicable to 
within limits of said grants, be, and the same 

provisions of section 4 of an act ap- 
1864, and entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act mak- 
lands to the State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the con- 
of certain railroads in said State,”’’ en May 15, 1856, be, and the 
, repealed so far as they — the Secretary of the Interior 

but the odd sections wi the ry or 6 miles granted 
mentioned in said act of June 2, 1864, or the act of which 


be found an any lands eeeaietrne granted to — | 
Company and so resumed t nit tates anc 
public domain lie north of the line knowa asthe Harrison line,’ 


4 


LOL5I 


being a line drawn from Wallula, Wash., easterly to the southeast corner of 
the northeast one-fourth of the southeast quarter of section in township 7 
north, of range 37 east, of the Willamette meridian, al persons who had ac 
quired in good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to any 
portion of said lands prior to July |, 1885, or who at said date were in possession 
of any portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under 
written contract with said company, executed in good faith, or their heirs or 
assigns, as the case may be, shall be er 
possessed, or improved, from the Unit 
tion of one year after it shal! be finally determine: 
to the public domain by the provisiors of this act 
and to receive patents therefor upon proof 


Oo 


titled to pu 


ed States 


hase the lands so acquired, 
iny time prior to the expira- 
i that such lands are restored 
at the rate of 32.50 per acre 









before the proper land office of the 
fact of such acquisition, possession, or improvement, and payment therefor, 
without limitation asto quantity: Provi Phattherightsof way and riparian 
rights heretofore attempted to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in the State 
of Oregon, by the Nofthern Pacific Railroad Company and the Centra! Trust 


{which 


st} 


Company of New York, by deed of conveyance dated August 8, ! ar 


are described as follows: A strip of land 5v feet in width, being 2 feet on each 
side of the center lineuof a water-pipe line, as the same is staked out and lo 
or as it shall be hereafter finally located according to the provisions of an act 
of the Legislative Assembly of the State ef Oregon approved November 
1885, providing for the means to supply the city of Portland with an abun 
dance of good, pure,and wholesome water over and across the following d¢ 
scribed tracts of land: Sections 19 and 31 in township | south, of range 6 east 
sections 25, 31, 33, and 35 in township | south, of range 5 east; sections 3 and 5 
in township 2 south, of range 5 section Lin township 2 
east; sections 2, and 54> in township | south, of range 4 east, of the Wil 
lamette meridian, in the State of Oregon, forfeited by this act,are hereby con 
firmed unto the said city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, its successors and 
assigns, forever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore-described strip of 
land, over and across the above-described sections forthe purpose of construct- 
ing, maintaining, and repairing a water-pipe line aforesaid. 

‘Src. 6, That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
by reason of such forfeiture inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to 
which lands may have been granted by Congress, except as herein otherwise 
provided; nor shal! this act be construed to ¢nlarge the area of land originally 
covered by any such grant, or to confer any right upon any State, corporation, 
or person to lands which were excepted from such grant. Norshall the moiety 
of the lands granted toany railroad company on account of amainand a branch 
line appertaining to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within the con 
flicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when but one of 
such lines has been completed, inure by virtue of the forfeiture hereby declared 
to the benefit of the completed line. 

“Sec. 7. That in all cases where lands included in a grant of land tothe State 
of Mississippi, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known asthe Gulf and Ship Isiand 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, 
or with the allowance or approval of such officers have entered in good faith 
under the pre-emption or homestead laws, or upon which there were bona fide 
pre-emption or homestead claims on the ist day of January, 1890,arising or as- 
serted by actual occupation of the land under color of the laws of the United 
States,the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands 
under such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and persons claiming the 
right to enter as aforesaid may perfect their entry underthe law. And on con 
dition that the Gulf and Snip Island Railroad Company within ninety days 
from the passage of this act shall, by resolution of its board of directors, duly 
accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary of the Interior a 
valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, and claim in 
and to all such lands as have been sold, entered, or claimed, as aforesaid, then 
the forfeiture declared in the first section of this act shall not apply to or in 
any wise affect so much and such parts of said grant of lands to the State of 
Mississippi as lie south of a line drawn east and west through the point where 
the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad may cross the New Orleansand Northeastern 
Railroad in said State, until one year after the passage of this act. And there 
may be selected and certified to or in behalf of said company lands in lieu of 
those hereinbefore required to be surrendered, to be taken within the Indemnity 
limits of the original grant nearest to and opposite such part of the line as may 
be constructed at the date of selection. 

“Sec. 8. That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Alabama, shall be 
entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its road {rom Girard 
to Troy, a distance of 44 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior in making 
settlement and certifying to or for the benefit of said company the lands earned 
thereby shall include therein all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise disposed 
of by said company, not to exceed the total amount earned by said company as 
aforesaid. And the title of the purchasers to all such lands are hereby con- 
firmed so far as the United States are concerned, 

** But such settlement and certification sha!] not include any lands upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1890, arising orassertetl by actual occupation of the land under color of the 
laws of the United States. 

“The right hereby given tothe said railroad company is on the condition that 
it shall within ninety days from the passage of this act, by resolution of its board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, 
and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of ite grant as have hereto 
fore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, where the Govern 
ment still retains the purchase-money, or with the allowance or approval of such 
officers have been entered in good faith, under the pre-emption or homestead 
laws, or, as are claimed, under the homestead or pre-emption laws as aforesaid, 
and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands under 
such sales, or entries, are hereby confirmed, and all such claims under the pre 
emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by law. Said com 
pany to have the right to select other lands, as near as practicable to con 
structed road, and within indemnity limits, in lieu of the lands so relinquished 
And the title of the United States is hereby relinquished in favor of all persons 
holding under any sales by the local land officers, of the lands in the granted 
limits of the Alabama and Florida Railroad grant, where the United States 
still retains the purchase-money, but without liability on the part of the United 
States.”’ 


cated, 


east; south, of range 4 
7 


L. E. PAYSON, 

E. J. TURNER, 
igers on the part of the House. 

P. B. PLUMB, 

J.N.DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Ma 


Mr. ROWELL. 
The SPEAKER, 
consider the report ? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 48, 
noes 82. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. 


[ raise the question of consideration. 
The question is, Will the House now proceed to 


I demand the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, 


Mr. PAYSON, 


I will withdraw the report forthe present, as the 


majority evidently preter not to go on with the case to-day. 


Mr. O’FERKALL. 
The SPEAKER. 


I object to the withdrawal. 
The Chair thinks it canonly be withdrawn by con- 


sent now, the yeas and nays having been demanded. 


Mr. PAYSON, 


The SPEAKER, 


nays. 


Mr. PAYSON. 


Does the Chair hold that the consideration can not 
be withdrawn? The last vote shows quite a majority against it, and I 
am unwilling to take up the time of the House. 

The gentleman bad a right to demand the yeas and 


But before that—before the yeas and nays were or- 
dered, or at least before any announcement was made on the demand 


for the yeas and nays—I withdrew the report, 


The SPEAKER, 


without consent, and the gentleman trom Virginia objects. 
‘The Clerk will call the roll. 


‘The question was taken; and there were—yeas 63, nays 116, not 


voting 146; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Auderson, Miss. 
Andrew, 
Barwig, 
Boatner, 
Caruth, 


Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 


Adams 
Allen, Mich. 


Anderson, Kans. 


Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


ks, 
Barnes, 
Bayne, 
—, 
nap, 
Bergen, 


Cogswell, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Barti 


ne, 
Belden, 
Bingham, 
Blasoherd ‘ 


Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 


YEAS—63. 
De Lano, McClellan, 
Enloe, McRae, 
Forney, Moore, Tex. 
Geissenhainer, Mutchler, 
Gifford Oates, 
Herbert, 0’ Ferrall, 
Hermann, Owens, Ohio 
Hill, Parrett, 
Holman, Payson, 
Hooker, Penington, 
Kilgore, Price, 
Lanham, Quinn, 
Lester, Va. Reilly, 
Lewis, Richardson, 
Magner, Sayers, 
McCarthy, Sherman, 
NAYS—116. 
Coleman, Lacey, 
Oomstock, La Follette, 
Conger, Lansing, 
Craig. Laws, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lehlbach, 
Dalzell, Lodge, 
Darlington, McComas, 
Dingley, McCormick, 
Dolliver, MeDufiie, 
Dunnell, McKinley, 
Evans, Miles, 
Farquhar, Moffitt, 
Featherston, Morey, 
Flick, Morrill, 
Funston, orse, 
Gear, Mudd, 
Grosvenor, Nute, 
Grout, O’ Donnell, 
acuee, O'Neill, Pa. 
augen, Osborne, 
Henaerson, lowa Owen, Ind. 
Hitt Payne, 
Hopkins, Perkins, 
ouk, Pickler, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, Pugsley, 
Kerr, lowa Quackenbush, 
etcham, Maines, 
Kinsey, dall, 
NOT VOTING—146. 
Dargan, Laidlaw, 
Davidson, Lane, . 
De Haven, Lawler, 
Dibbie, Lee, 
Dickerson, Lester, Ga. 
Dockery, Lind 
Dorsey, Maish, 
Dunphy, Mansur. 
Edmunds, Martin, Ind 
liott, Martin, Tex 
Ellis, Mas n, 
McAdoo, 
Finley, McClammy, 
Fitch, oCord, 
Fithian, . f 
jood, McKenna, 
Flower, MeMillin, 
Forman, Milliken, 
Fowler, Milla, 
Frank, Mon be 
Moore, N. H, 
Gibson, Morgan, 
Goodnight, Morrow, 
Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, 
Grimes, Norton, 
Hall, O’ Neall, Ind, 
Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass. 
Hare Outhwaite, 
Hatch, Paynter, 
ee. Peel, 
aynes, Perry, 
Heard Peters, 
Hemphill, Phelan, 
Henderson Il. Pierce, 
a N.C, \ 
err, Rogers, 
Knapp, Rowland, 


Shively, 
Stew: Tex. 
Stock » 
Stockdale, 


‘Tarsney, 
Townsend, Colo, 


Turner, Ga. 
‘Turner, Kans. 


Vaux, 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Ray 
Reed, low: 
Reyburn, 


Springer, 
StahInecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stive: 

Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Sweney. 
Taylor, Il. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 


So the House refused to consider the conference report. 


The Chair does not think that it can be withdrawn 


The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Until farther notice: 

Mr. McKINLey with Mr. MILLs, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. RoGERs. 

Mr. Linp with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. StIvers with Mr. CoveRT. 

Mr. Moone, of New Hampshire, with Mr. CHIPpMAN, 

Mr. Sweney with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GooDNIGHT. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TCCKER. 

Mr. KNApp with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. WILson, of Washington, with Mr. Fow er. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. : 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. Henperson, of North Carolina, 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. GrBson. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. FINLey with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. WApDE with Mr. DocKERY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mf. MARTIN, of Indiana. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. McCLAMMY. 

For this day: 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. McCREARY. 

Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BROOKSHIRE, on all political questions ex- 
cept Langston and Venable contest case. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas, on all political questions except bank- 
ruptey and national bank legislation. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia, on this question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I eall for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to call up the contested- 
election case of Langston vs. Venable. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a parliamentary 
inquiry befote the House goes into that case. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Upon the election case I raise the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I desire to submit a privileged re- 


ort. 
7 The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the election case will have pre- 
cedence, Upon that the gentleman from Virginia raises the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, but Mr. Speaker, one question of consideration 
has just been raised, between the conference report and the election 
case. Now, you can not take every bill on the Calendar, of which 
there are some three and raise a peta question of consid- 
eration on each. The House has just voted upon that, as I under- 


stand. 

The SPEAKER. The House only voted not to consider the confer- 
ence report that was submitted. inquiry does the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. K1LGore] desire to make ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to submit a parliamentary inquiry, if the 
Chair will hear it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 7 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. 8 , on the 9th day of September the 
mitteeon Eurolled Bills, of which Iam a member, sent to the Speaker’s 
desk some eighty or one hundred bills to be submitted to the House 
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Mills, 


The SPEAKER. The bills are ready to be presented. — aa Perry, Springer Vaux, 
= — = a . > 9 Montgomery, Peters Stahinecker Venable 
Mr. KILGORE. Would it not be in order to present them now? Moore, N. H. Phelan, Sucmest. Ga Wade, 
The SPEAKER. Not after the direct question of consideration has | Morgan, Pierce, Stivers, Washington, 
been raised upon another matter that bas been presented. | M utehler, eres Sto kdale, Wheeler, Ala 
b oe 2 a Norton, in, tone p ! z 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, I hope the gentleman fsom V oe (Mr. Oa es. Richardson Sense. Mo oa 
O’FERRALL] will withdraw the question of consideration. am. | O Ferrall, Robertson, Stump, Wilkinson, 
The SPEAKER. The other question is still before the House. The | 0'%: all, Ind. Rock well, Sweney, Willcox, 
usual time for presentation of reports from the Committee on Enrolled | G.thwate eam. : oe in —— = 
. . . . cs . . € and, a or i son, MO. 
Bills is at the hour of adjournment, and these will be presented at that | Ow. ns, Ohio Rusk, Tillman, Wilson, Wash. 
time. ee ° Seney lracey, Wilson, W.Va 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Of course, if 1 do not lose any rights I am per- em a — ; Yoder. 
fectly willing to withdraw the question of consideration; otherwise I | Perkins, Spinola, Seca WA 


insist upon it. 
The SPEAKER. 


So the House determined to consider the contested-clection case. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABnorr until further notice. 

For this day: 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for an announcement of the 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman usually requires a recapitulation. 

Mr. O° PERRALL. But I make that motion for myself. I do not 
desire the Speaker to make it for me. 

The SPEAKER. The recapitulation will go on. 

‘The vote was recapitulated. 

ear ; Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
Division. é | but did not hear my name called. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not hear my name called either. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recorded as voting 
““nay.’’? The Clerk will report the namesof members notedas present 
| and not voting. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Am I recorded, Mr. Speaker? 


The report will be presented at the hour of ad- 
journment, if there is no objection. It is ready to be presented. 

Mr. STEWART, ot Vermont. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Iam prepared to report from the Judiciary Committee upon 
the Kennedy case. I understood that that was a privileged report. 
How tar does the privilege extend ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not privileged over the question that has been 
brought up. It will be in order at the proper time. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] raises the question of consideration 
upon the contested-election case of Langston vs. Venable. As many 
as are in favor of considering that matter will say ‘‘ay.”’ | 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’ FERRALL. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 26. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, and Mr. ROWELL demanded the yeas and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 15, not voting 
174; as follows: 


{ was present, 





YEAS—156. 


| 
j 
j 
| 
| 
} 


‘The Clerk read as follows: 


/ Mr. ALLEN of Michigan, Mr. Carrer, Mr. CASWELL, Mr. Coorgnof Ohio, Mr 
Adams, Darlington, Laws Russell, “5 “ Se - »M du . : , Mr. 
Anderson, Kans. De Lano, Lehibach, Sanford, ge eee —. aoe vs > ~— eM, > aaa ——. eee 
Arnold, Dingley, Lodge, Sawyer. Me ran : op enii : = a si v. re i a L, 2 a an rT r i Me Wena 
Atkin<on, Pa. Dolliver, Mason, Seranton, | : : COM, EEF. LHOMPSON, SEF, WILLIAMS OS ENO, ONS AEE. Ww ADE 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dunuell, McComas, Scull, Mr. THOMPSON, Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
Banks, Evans, McCormick, Sherman, . (DPALETD : oe 
Stan Farquhar. MeDutffie Gieandn Phe SPEAKER. Is the gentleman’s name on the list ? 
Bayne, Featherston, McKinley, Smith, iL Mr. THOMPSON, It is. 
Beck with, Fliek, Miles, Smith, W. Va, The name ot Mr. THOMPSON was called and he voted ‘* yea.”’ 
4 * 5 r } ; weet Se ms ; ate 7 — ° 
a ee Mons’ Sen | Mr. O’'FERRALL. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 1 
Bliss, Gear, : Morrill, Stephenson, desire to ask him whether he was present when his name was called. 
Boothman, Gest, Morrow, Stewart, Vt. The SPEAKER. The ge “man’s name i he listof . ‘. 
Boutelle Gifterd, oe Stockbridge, ae I = we - ; a se — s name is on { ie listof those pres 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Mudd, Struble, ent anc not vo ing, which allows him to vote. 
Beower, Grout, 7 Niedringhaus, Seyler, z B. Mr. O7FERRALL. I desire so ask himif he was present in the 
rosius, Hansbrough, Nute, Taylor, J. D se at ti F 
ee. y ae, is. apeees. Tenn. — —— canes Yes. sir 
rowne, Va. augen, 0’ Neill, Pa. Thomas, a Ms ores ae Pe 
Burrows, Henderson, IL. Osborne, Thompson, Mr. O FERRALL, Now, Mr. Speaker, I observe that the name of 
Burton, Henderson,lowa Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo, rentleman f Ohi \ “v1 j . . 
cali, | Hermann,” '"" Bapnas"—Tewasonfa” | whe. gemtjoman from Ohio (Mos necortgg among thowe he 
er, Mass. il, ‘ayson, Turner, Kans. e - a NSE, 7 s . 
Cannon, Hitt, Pickler, Vandever, | MoREY respond. I afterwards saw Mr. MOREY come into the Hall 
poathem. —— Sethe ae _ advance to - i a unless I am very much —— 
Char well, Kelley Gusstnsbush, Sinan, ris name was then recorded. e was not in his seat, or in the House 
Coleman, Kennedy, Raines, Wallace, Mass. so far as my eyes served me, at the time his name was called, and that, 
Comstock, Kerr. lowa Randall, Wallace, N.Y. Mr. Speaker, is the question I desire the gentleman from Ohio to an- 
Conger, Ketcham, may. : Wheeler, Mich. swer—whether he was within the bar when his name was called 
aig, nsey eed, lowa Wickham, ae : ner rae eee 2 
peeenen, Ee. Lacey, Reyburn, Williams, Ohio Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman from Ohio is not under cross-ex- 
Cutcheon, & Follette, ife, Wright, amination by the gentleman from Virginia 
Dalzel} I r ; ae fe orn epee 
, ~e*s, centers Waneiey. Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I am not answerable to the gentleman 
f ae ; from Virginia. I remember that in the Forty-eighth Conyress he stood 
£ : 
Andrew, Holman, Reilly, Whitthorne, > : : 
Barwig, Lanham. Say -rs. Wiley, here from day to day clamoring for a right to be heard to get a seaton 
=. « Moore, Tex, Shively, Williams, Il, this floor, to which I believe he was not elected. [Applause on the 
ulberson, Tey 


Abbott, 


Peuington, 


Stewart, Tex. 


NOT VOTING—174. 


Republican side and in the galleries. ] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order. 


Campbell, Dorsev, Herbert, Ee / <a: 2 ats re 3 j é 
Aldous, Candler. Ga. Deashy, cane Mr. MOREY. And to-day he stands here to obstruct this House and 
Allen, Mich. Cariton, Edmunds, Kerr, Pa. to prevent a man from even having a hearing as to whether he has been 
ne nang Gpoter. sare, Ktigere, elected or not. [Renewed applause on the Republican side. ] 
nderson, aruth, is, . v IPRAKE The ge ; de 
Sete. Geowell, Enloe, Laidlew, The SPEAKER. Phe gentleman will be in order. ’ : 
Bankhead, Catchings, Ewart, Late, Mr. MOREY. I donot submit my record to the gentieman from 
oem Grradic, Finley, Lawler, Virginia. 
en, pman, tch, Lee, The SPEAKER. T ' , 
Bi Clancy, Fithian, Later. Ga, The i EA KER. rhe gentleman is out of order. 
Bingha =, Clarke, Ala. F'ood, Lester, Va. Mr. O'F ERRALL. There is no necessity for any excitement about 
Blanchard, Clements, Flower, Lewis, this matter. The statement of the gentleman has no more effect upon 
Bland, Clunie, Forman, Lind, me than the idle whistling of the wind. I stand here in the assertion 
Blount, Co! Forney, Magner ce : : g 5 gas came = re eas 
Boatner, Connell, Fowler, Maish. - of my rights, and demand to know of him whether he was either in his 
seemenrtdge, Cooper, ~. S-teseahalner. Mansur, seat or was listening when his name was called, or whether he was 
rickner, Cooper, n, Martin, Ind. thi . 
Brookshire, Cothran, Goodnight, Mastin’ Tex. within the bar of the House. 
Brown, J. B. Covert, Greenhalge, MeAdoo, Mr. ROWELL. ‘The gentleman is not to be cross-examined by the 
eevee, 5.08. ames, Grimes, MeUarthy, gentleman from Virginia. 
ner, P. all, McC! IPE / j j f 

Buchanan,N.J. Cummings, pd McClellan.” _ Mr. O I me ae’ It is at ee not I be oe to a seat 
Buchanan, Va. Dargan, Hatch, McCord, in the Forty-eighth Congress. I demanded my rights then, and I stand 

lew, Davidson, Hayes, McCreary, here now and demand them. Was the gentleman from Ohio within 
fen Dibble” Heard. 2 em the har of the Honse? That is the point. 

: Hemphi ia. The SPEAKER, This is all out of order. The gentleman trom Vir- 

Bynum, Dockery, Henderson, N.C. Milliken, ginia is not in order. 





: 
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Mr. O’FERRALL. I call upon the Speaker to ascertain whether 
this gentleman was in his seat at the time his name was called or within 
the bar of the House. [Cries of ‘Regular order!’’] Does the Speaker 
decline to hear me? Does the Speaker decline to investigate the ques- 
tion as to whether the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Morey] was in his 
seat or within the bar of the House at the time his name was called ? 
T call upon the Clerk to answer whether or not he did put his name 
down? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’} 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. Inamoment. The gentleman from Virginia will 
undoubtedly cease after awhile so as to enable the €hair to answer 
some of his questions, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. ‘The gentleman from Virginia will endeavor to 
get some of his rights before he ceases. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have some doubt about it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt of it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Every ebullition of temper shown by gentlemen 
on the other side is permitted, but the Chair is very vigorous in calling 
me to order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio was called to order; and 
the gentleman from Virginia will please take his seat. In regard to 
the question of the gentleman from Virginia, if the gentleman from 
Ohio was not recorded at the proper time, his name will be put on the 
list of those present and not voting. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, If he was in the House and listening for his 
name, he could be; but I make the point that it would not bein order 
a him if he was not within the bar of the House during the 
roll-call. 

. The SPEAKER. He isin the House now. The vote has not been 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Do you mean that his name can now be an- 
nounced ? 

The SPEAKER, I do. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. After the roll has been called? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair has no doubt about it; so that the mat- 
ter is of very little consequence. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to be recorded as voting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded. 

Mr. YARDLEY. I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Kerr]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, my name is on the list. 
I was not here when my name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name is on the list. Does he 
desire to vote? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Yes, sir; I desire to vote. 

; The name of Mr. WILLIAMs, of Illinois, was called, and he voted 
‘ na 4 ’ 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I did nothear my name called, though 
I have been iu the Hall all the time. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman is noted as present and not voting, 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will call the name of the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. Moret.’s name was called and he voted ‘‘ay.”’ 

TheSPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 136 and the nays are 
15. These with the members marked present and not voting make a 
quorum, and the House votes to consider the question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I judge by the course of action of our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber during the past week when 
we have been trying to get up this case, that, so far as they are con- 
cerned, they are prepared to act upon it at once, and as it is also fally 
understood on this side of the Chamber, I feel justified in moving the 

: us question on the resolutions which I have sent to the Clerk’s 


Mr, CHEADLE. I trust the gentleman from Wisconsin will not 
press the demand for the previous question. As a Republican, and as 
aman who believes in honest elections by the people and by the House, 
I want to say to him—— » 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that if 
this matter is going to be discussed I will withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. I 
a eta ore res difference w the gentleman 

m nia [ Mr. ERRALL ects or not to another 
withdaewing his motion, - — 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that answers itself. 


The question now before the House is the consideration of the resolu- 


tions presented by the Committee on Elections, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk mek as follows: 


in Fifty- 
firat Congress the 
entitled to a seat therein, - and isnot 


Besoleed, That E. C. Venable not 
¢ was elected a 


Resolve d, That John M, Langston was elected a Representative in Congress 
—_ ~ Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, and is entitled to a seat 
erein. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Havcen] 
is recognized. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to have considered 
as pending the resolutions reported by the minority declaring that Mr. 
Venable was elected and that Mr. Lanyston was not. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent at this 
time. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to arrange with the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] as to the time that is desired 
to be occupied upon the other side in the discussion of this case. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. As a matter of course we are at the mercy of 
the majority. We would like to have three hours on this side for the 
discussion of the case. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I think that is a little more than the gentleman 
ought to ask. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I trust the gentleman from Wisconsin will not ob- 
ject to the most liberal discussion of this case. 

Mr. DALZELL. We have been discussing it fora week. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Well, just let me appeal to gentlemen on this side 
of the House. How many of them are there who will say that they 
have read the report, much less examined the evidence ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How long do you want the case discussed ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to be heard upon this question myself. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How long? " 

Mr. CIiEADLE. I do not think I shall occupy a moment more time 
than is necessary. I want to talk to this side of the House, not to the 
other. I want to talk to you as Republicans about the question whether 
or not we can afford to seat this contestant, because I want to say to 
= now gentlemen, after a most exhaustive study of this case, that 

e was not elected, and I want to explain why I say he was not elected. 
[Cries of ** order! ’’ on the Republican side. } 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, after a reasonable discussion I will 
move the previous question on the resolutions. 

Mr. O’PFERRALL. Well, Mr. Speaker, that is very indefinite. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentieman will name sume hour to-day 
or to-morrow when he will move the previous question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then, I give notice now that at 2 o’clock to-mor- 


row I will move the ——— 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Is it that the discussion is to proceed 
to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I shall demand the consideration of this case im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, and I shall move the previ- 
ous question at 2 o'clock; the time for the discussion to be equally 
divided between the two sides. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Why not make it 3 o’clock ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; I will move the previous question at 2 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would s that the time might be 
extended until half past 2, with the understanding that the previous 
question would be considered as ordered at that time. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Even with the previous question called at 3 
o’clock there will not be sufficient time for the consideration of this 


case. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman agree that it shall be consid- 
ered as ordered at 3 o’clock? 

Mr. ROWELL (to Mr. O’FERRBALL). Will you agree that the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered at 3 o’clock to-morrow ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I can not agree to that. / 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then I shall call the previous question on these 
resolutions at 2 o’clock. . 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Ido not consent to that, Mr. Speaker; but 
course in this case we have got to take what we can get from the ma- 
jority. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, the official returns of the election of 
Representative from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia give 
the sitting member, Mr. Venable, a plurality of 641 votes over thecon- 
testant, Mr. Langston. There were three candidates in the field in this 
district. Contestee was the nominee of the regular Democracy. There 
was a contest for.the Republican nomination between the contestant 
[Langston] and Mr. Arnold. ; 

The minority of the committee has deemed it essential evidently toa 
decision of this ease to determine the political statusand party fealty of 
the respective candidates. I have examined with care the evidence 
drawn out by contestee’s counsel—and it was all drawn out by him—as 
it in the record on that subj and, while I do not think it 
ooabe in the least to influence the 
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for Langston, he receiving four timesas many votesas did Mr. Arnold, Mr. VENABLE. Of course contestant was entitled to that plurality 
the latter receiving only 3,207 votes in all. = there. ae 

The district is very strongly Republican, so much so that giving Mr. HAUGEN. That is all that I have said. 

Mr. Arnold the 3,207 votes returned for him as all coming out of the Mr. VENABLE. But there was no fraud there. It was simply an 
Republican party, there wouldstill, underany ordinary circumstances, | error of a clerk, which we corrected, 
be a Republican majority in the district of at least 2,500. ; Mr. HAUGEN. I have not now stated that there was fraud; I do 

It is very evident that during the campaign the fight was considered | not recollect what the report states. The error was corrected after 
as lying between Mr. Langston and contestee, and that Mr. Arnold | the facts were incontestably proven, but not until the mischief had been 
was third in the race. It is no doubt also true that many of Arnold’s | done. 
followers preferred to see the Democratic candidate succeed to secing MANNBOROUGH, AMELIA COUNTY 
Mr. Langston elected. But that was not true as to the colored Re- 
publicans who were practically solid for Langston. — 

As far as the election machinery was concerned it was all in oppo- 
sition to Mr. Langston. Where Republicans were consulted as to the | 
choice of judges of election, it was the Mahone wing that was recog- | 

| 





The other precinct (which, I takeit, our friends now admit) is Mann- 
borough, Amelia County. 

Mr. VENABLE. No, wedo not admit that 

Mr. HAUGEN. Ithink youdo. Betore I get through I will try 
to convince you that you do admit it. 

The county commissionersof Amelia County counted from this pre- 
cinct 122 votes for Venable and 111 for Langston. But there are no 
returns in existence from the precinct. There is a paper which we have 
set out in fall in our report on page 8 which purports to give the figures 
as I have stated them. But this piece of paper bears nosignature. It 
is not dated or identified in any manner, and we have excluded it. 
There is no evidence as to the actual vote castat Mannborough. Now, I 
desire the attention of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Venable] to 
the admission made by his friends relative to this precinct. 

The minority report says on this subject, on page 45 


nized, and that wing of the party opposed Langston. 

In open violation and disregard of the laws of Virginia many judges 
were changed only a few days before the election by substituting Mr. 
Langston’s enemies for his friends. Thisought at least to arouse very 
strong suspicion as to the honesty of such boards. 

A majority of each and every election board was Democratic, so that 
all the Republican member of the board could do was to witness the 
proceedingsand protest if any fraud were attempted. Why Mr. Langs- 
ton’s friends should not be permitted to perform this duty, where they 
had been legally appointed, it is difficult to explain on any other hy- 

thesis than that the opposition to Mr. Langston was determined to 

efeat him at all hazards. 

The record is quite voluminous. But the precincts upon which the 
committee has based its action are few in number, and the issues sim- 
ple. I leave it to the minority of the committee to discuss the Repub- : eee. 
licanism of Mr. Langston, and the question of the reguiarity of his Our friends of the minority evidently have not read the notice. If 
nomination. The minority have worked themselves into quite a frenzy they will turn to pages 18 and 19 of the record they will find, towards 
in their report in denouncing Mr. Langston as a bolter, and in their | the end of the notice of contest, that this is among the challenged pre- 
defeuse of what they consider the regular Republican committee, and | cincts. I read from the notice under the forty-second specification, 
it must have been a great comfort to Mr. Mahone to read the indignant | near the bottom of page 18: 
outbursts of my friend from Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL] at the insub- | ‘The said returns in Mannborough, Amelia County, give you 122 votes and 
ordination shown by contestant. give me 111 votes. 

Supposing Mr. Langston did run as an independent candidate, are Then, after naming a number of other precincts, the following sum 
| 


| 

| 

It is true the returns from this precinct were not signed by the officers of elec 

| tion, and if the question had been raised in the notice of contestand no evidence 
taken to show their correctness, we would agree with the majority that they 
should be rejected. Butthe notice of contest will be examined in vain for any 
charge or reference to this precinct. 

| 

| 


the Republicans of this House going to say that that is a crime which | mary as to all of them, including Mannborough: 

should ee by refusing him and his constituents @ fair hear- That the said several returns from said election Ccistricts are falxe and fraud 
ing? Such are the views of the minority of the Committee on Elec- | ulent; that in the said several election districts there were irregularities, illegal - 
ities, informalities, frauds, devices, and abuses in conducting, in making, and 


in certifying the returns of the said election held on the 6th day of November, 
A. D. 1888, 


tions, as I gather them from their report. 

The only question which the majority of the committee has endeav- 
cast hag 9 pn poo ee deme Topablican And closing specification 42 with the following claim or prayer for 
nominee or ran as an independent, whatever our private views may be | relief : 





on that subject. I claim that the votes of said several election districts, as officially announced, 
For my t end Is k only for myself when, I say s¢ Tam con- | are untrustworthy, unreliable, incorrect,and are not entitled to credit. 
p ’ F i . . . . . . 
vinced from the evidence in this record that four-fifths of the Repub- I take it that our friends now admit the correctness of deducting this 


licans of the district desired the nomination of Langston, and that it | allege1 plurality of 11 from the returned plurality of contestee, which 
was only by the most arbitrary methods in the convention that he was | is eyuivalent to throwing out the precinct. 
placed in the light of a bolter. These two precincts, Poach and Ross and Mannborough, admitted, 
Had a free expression been had he would have had an overwhelming | reduces contestee’s plurality from 641 to 558. 
majority of the regularly elected delegates. All the delegates whose a — then down to the contested precincts. 
seats were not contested were for him. The first is 
But, if the minority of the committee can gather any crumbs of es, Seen Come 
comfort from their defense of Mr. Mahone, I do not want to deprive | The laws of Virginia provide that before March 1 in each year the 
them of it. Iam neither going to denounce Mr. Mahone nor defend | county electoral commission in each county shal! appoint three judges of 
him, but will proceed to the disctission of the precincts brought in | election for each precinct in the county, and that the judges shall not 
question by the report. be all from the same political party. The intent and purpose of the 
There are two precincts challenged in the notice of contest which, | Jaw seem to be to remove the appointment of judges as far as possible 
I presume, we may now consider as conceded by the contestee. The | from the wrangles and temptations of a heated campaign—certainly a 
first of these is commendable purpose. ‘The law further provides that if any judge 
FOACH AND ROGS PRECINCE, BBUNSWICK CouRTY. shall fail to attend, or perform the duties assigned him by law, or 


¥ ’ : shall neglect those duties, he shall be punished by fine and imprison- 
In this precinct the election was regular and orderly and the judges | ment. 


returned to the county commissioners a plurality of 72 in favor of Mr. In direct violation of these provisions of the law the three judges 
Langston. But by some oversight or mistake of the judges the return appointed at Lewiston refused or neglected to serve as judges. But 
of the vote for electors ot President and Vice-President was made as | they undertook on the very morning of the election to substitute an- 
though the vote had been cast for President and Vice-President directly | other board for themselves. There is no warrant for this. The judges 
instead of for electors. For this irregularity in the return as to the | have power to fill vacancies on the board, but no authority is given 
electoral ticket the Republicans lost not only the vote as to that part | them to substitute an entirely new board tor themselves, “The crea- 
of the ticket, but the whole return was excluded by the Democratic | tion of a new board where the old refuses to serve is otherwise pro 
connty commissioners. Mr. Langston was thus deprived of a plurality | vided for. One of the judges at Lewiston went to another precinct to 
of 72 votes legally his, work for the Democratic party. One excused himself on account of 
The facts as to this precinct were set out in contestant’s notice. The | sickness, but peddled tickets all day. The third declined to serve as 
contestee put in a denial, and specifically denied the existence of any | judge, but immediately had himself appointed clerk and remained at 
such precinct as Poach and Ross until the proof showed the facts as | the polls all day. He was not called as a witness to explain his antics. 
I have stated them. : All the acting judges were opposed to Langston. 
The contestee now admits these facts and that the plurality returned Lewiston is the county seat of Lunenburgh County, and it might 
for the contestee should be reduced by 72 because of this precinct. naturally be supposed that at the county seat there would be no diffi- 
Mr. VENABLE. In your report you say that the contestee admits | culty in finding men competent to act as judges. But when it came 
fraud at that precinct. I admit no fraud there; there was no fraud | to the creation of this new board it was found advisable to go 8 or 9 
there. miles into the country to engage the services of a young man named 
Mr. HAUGEN. I have said nothing now about fraud, whatever the | Robertson, who possessed no earthy qualifications forthe position and 
report may say. You admit the facts to be as I have stated. who never had served at elections before. The only thing that seems 
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to have recommended him to the board is contained in the following 
statement made by him in his testimony: 

I supported Mr. E.C. Venable, and am to-day and was born a Democrat,and 
am to-day, and expect to die so. 

This faithful Democrat appeared at Lewiston at sunrise on the morn- 
ing of election, having come in 8 or 9 miles trom his father’s farm. 
The polls at Lewiston had generally been held in the court-room of the 
court-house, . At this particular election these judges insisted on open- 
ing the pollsin one of the jury-rooms, a small room off the court-room, 
where the voters could be wholly excluded from the room and none 
but the election officials admitted. In the large and commodious court- 
room exclusion of witnesses to their acts would have been impractica- 
ble. 

When the polls closed in the evening, the judges ordered everybody 
out of the room and locked the door. They did not even permit the 
clerks toremainintheroom. Friends of Langston asked to be admitted, 
but were reused. The laws of Virginia expressly provide that friends 
of the different candidates shall be permitted to witness the count. 

There was one United States supervisor at this precinct—a Mr. 
Bragg. When the polls closed he excused himself and went home. 
So that for some time after the closing of the polls the three judges, all 
opposed to Langston, were locked up alone with the ballots, in viola- 
tion of law and in violation of their oaths of office. After considera- 
ble delay and hammering at thé door, it was finally opened and the 
clerks and one or two outsiders admitted. This Judge Robertson says 
they had to admit them ‘‘to get rid of their fuss,’’ 

The whole number of voters at this precinct was213. But when the 
outsiders were admitted it was found that thejudges had a pile of tickets 
on the table containing 26 more ballots than there were voters, No 
ex planation has been offered of thisexcessof ballots. None of the judges 
were sworn except Robertson, and he says that everything was honest, 
and guardedly adds, ‘‘as tar as I saw, sir.’’ 

Why were not the other judgessworn? Did they see something not 
visible to Robertson? They maintain an ominoussilence on a question 
which they, and they alene, were in a position to deny or explain. 

Contestee’s counsel, at a loss for an explanation, does not mention 
the excess of ticketsin his brief. The minority report offers no explana- 
tion. The retarns are impeached, and as no proof was offered as to 
what the true vote was we have excluded the poll entirely. This re- 
duces Mr. Venable’s returned plurality by 71 more. 

The number of votes rejected by us is 213, not 313 as stated in the 
minority report. 

Mr. O°FERRALL. Of course that was a typographical error. 

Mr. HAUGEN, I accept that correction. But here isanother mis- 
take in your figures in regard to this precinct. The minority get at 
Mr. Venable’s plurality in this precinct by deducting the vote of Ar- 
nold from that of Mr. Venable, instead of deducting that of Mr. Lang- 
ston; there being thus a larger figure to play on. 

‘There are only two other precincts challenged by us and upon which 
we base our decision. They are the Third and Sixth wards in thecity 
of Petersburgh. 





THIRD WARD, PETERSEURGH, 


There were several Langston clubs in the city of Petersburgh. At 
their meetings it was agreed by his supporters that they would vote an 
open ballot; that at each polling place reliable friends of Langston 
should stand at the polls all day and that the voter before depositing 
his \icket should show it to this friend of Langston and y show 
him Langston’s name upon it, and that this friend should then watch 
to see the ticket deposited and then register the voter’s name upon 
books provided by the Langston campaign committee for that purpose. 

Mr. M. N. Lewis, a prominent colored man of Virginia and a lawyer 
and editor of Petersburgh, was the secretary of Mr. Langston’s campaign 
committee, and had the details of the campaign incharge. Mr. Lewis 
was selected at the Langston Club of the Third ward to keep the record 
of votes cast for Langston. He was at the polls at the opening and re- 
mained all day with the exception of about thirty minutes. 

Mr. Lewis positively swears that he saw 270 ballots with Langston’s 
name on all but two of them gointo the ballot-bex of the Third ward. 
Sixteen more are testified to by Mr. William J. Smith, a merchant, of 
Petersburgh, who kept the books during Mr. Lewis’s absence, making 
in all 286—or 284 for Langston. But the returns give Langston only 
174, In some way he lost 110 votes as the bailots passed through the 
hands of the judves to becounted. The judges were all betitie tolehe- 
ston. Only one United States supervisor was present—a 
The Republican United States supervisor did not put in an appearance. 

Now, I admit that under ordinary circumstances contestant should 
be required to call more than two witnesses, if in his power to do so, 
in order to justify the exclusion of 4 poll. Mr. Langston did do so in 
— case, but was prevented by contestee’s counsel from examining 

m. 

Mr. Langston had subpenaed in this ward two hundred and ninety- 
two witnesses, each of whom he had reason to believe would have sworn 
that he was a qualified elector of the ward and voted for Mr. Langston on 
that day. But the counsel for contestee dilatory tactics, which 
made it absolutely impossible to with the examination of one 
of them, except the first two called, Lewis and Smith, 
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Lewis was asked eight hundred and nine questions on cross-exami- 
nation and kept on the witness stand seventeen days, and no man can 
examine this record and honestly say that nine-tenths of this cross- 
examination bad any bearing upon the issues. 

Smith, the second witness, was kept on the stand six days in asim- 
ilar manner, and how much longer he would have been kept on the 
stand if the time of contestant had not expired, I can not say. 

In this manner contestee’s counsel purposely used up all the time 
allotted by law to contestant to examine witnesses in this ward, and 
made it impossible for him to examine the two hundred and ninety 
witnesses remaining, : 

And 1 submit, Mr. Speaker, that contestee is estopped from plead- 
ing the insufficiency of this proof, he having himself prevented con- 
testant from calling any of the two hundred and ninety witnesses. If 
he had killed the witnesses or run them out of the country he would 
have done no more to defeat the ends of justice than he did by the 
course he pursued. 

Mr. Lewis testifies that he has lived in the ward six years; that he 
has been a worker at the polls during that period regularly, and that 
he had always witnessed and watched the count of the ballots in the 
evening. For six years that privilege had never been denied him 
until at this election. At this time he requested to be permitted to 
witness the count, but was coolly informed by the judges that no one 
would be admitted as there were United States supervisors appointed 
we that purpdse. The Democratic United States supervisor, Gill, testi- 

es to this. 

This man Gill is the only officer of election who was called as a wit- 
ness, He testifies in a somewhat general way that it was impossible 
for Lewis to have seen Mr. Langston’s name on the ballots, and that 
Lewis was not at the polls all day. 

Two policemen were also called to contradict Lewis. One of them, 
Dunn, does contradict him. He says Lewis was at the polls only about 
one and one-half hours in the morning and went away and did not re- 
turn until after the polls closed. Dunn overdoes the thing, for he con- 
tradicts Gill] as weil as Lewis. The other policeman, Young, corrobo- 
rates Lewis, although he was called to contradict him. He says he 
noticed Lewis about the door ali day. He says Lewis was absent two 
or three times during the day. Lewis says he was absent only once, 
Be that as it may, if any voter voted for Langston in Lewis’s absence, 
he is not on Lewis’s book, and the loss is that of contestant and not that 
of contestee. 

Gill, the United States supervisor, was sworn to watch the conduct 
of the election officers and not that of parties outside. If his oath of 
office had any weight with him, he could not have watched Lewis. If 
he watched Lewis he violated his official oath. He is forsworn which- 
ever horn of the dilemma he takes, 

Dunn is hardly worthy of comment, for he is contradicted by all the 
witnesses of contestee, Mr. Jarratt, ex-mayor of Petersburgh, a wit- 
ness for contestee, was asked on cross-examination whether he had not, 
while mayor of the city, stated in his official capacity that he would 
not belitve Dann under oath. He rays, ‘‘I did; but I don’t say so 
now.’’ 

Mr. VENABLE. Thegentleman will allow me one moment. This 
is not a controversy about the election, of course, but simply as to 
what was the character of Mr. Dunn. He is a very reliable man. 
Jarratt and be had had quarrels, but—— 

Mr. HAUGEN, The gentleman bad better comment on that when 
he occupies the floor in his own right. I am citing the evidence of 
witnesses called by the contestee. Mr. Jarratt was introduced by the 
contestee, and on cross-examination he testified to what I have stated; 
but he says he understands that now Mr. Dunn has relormed—is a bet- 
ter man than he was when he (Jarratt) had said he would not believe 
him under oath. I think besaid that Mr. Dunn had joined the church. 

But there is another very suspicious circumstance about the case in 
this ward. Not one of the judges of election was called to contradict 
Lewis. 

Judge Crichton, who received the ballots all day, was of all men in 
Petérsburgh in a position to tell whether Lewis testified to the trath 
or not. He was not called, nor was either of his colleagues called. 

Neither were the clerks called on to testify. Had they been called 
they might have been required to explain motives in debarring 
Langston’s friends from witoessing the count, as well as to either jus- 
tity or confess their acts while working behind closed doors in violation 
of their official oaths. They preferred, it is reasonable to infer, not to 
add another instance of perjury to their criminal record. 

Arnold had three ticket peddlers at the Third ward all day; Venable 
had two. These five men must necessarily have come in contact with 
Lewis, and were in far better position to judge of his acts than Gill. 
Not one of them was called. 

Lewis and Smith submitted the names of two hundred and eighty- 
six residents of the Third ward whom they saw vote that day, and tes- 
tified as to how each one of them voted. Here was a grand opportu- 
nity for contradicting them. But not one of these men was called, 

the examination was being conducted in the ward and con- 
testee’s counsel had the names of these parties before him. 

Examine this record closely and you can not escape the convictior: 
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that there was method in carefully keeping off the stand all parties 
who were in a position to contradict Lewis and Smith. — 

In a precinct down in Lunenburgh County—Columbian Grove—an 
old Baptist colored preacher by the name of Gee stood at the polls all 
day and performed the same service at that place as did Mr. Lewis and 
Mr. Smith in the Third ward at Petersburgh. He testifies that he saw 
130 ballots put into the ballot-box on that day with the name of Mr. 
Langston upon them. He testifies that he saw the name on the tickets; 
that he recorded the name of each one of those voters in a book, as did 
Mr. Lewis. He submitted the book in evidence. The contestee in 
that case hunted around among those wen and found two of them will- 
ing to come forward and swear that they had not voted as Mr. Gee had 
testified he saw them vote; and this committee has left that precinct 
undisturbed as returned by the judges. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? How were those witnesses able to swear that they saw vhe bal- 
lots? How near were they ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. They were standing right at the entrance to the 

lling place, where they could see the voter and see the ballot until 
it was deposited in the box. Mr. Lewisso testitied. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I want to answer that remark—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. I prefer to answer it myself. I have the floor. 

Mr. STRUBLE. My question was directed to the gentleman trom 
Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN]. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I preter to answer. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The gentleman from iowa [Mr. StRUBLE] will 
hear what I have tosay on this point when I come to address the House. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will read a portion of the testimony of Mr. Lewis 
bearing on this point; and the gentleman from Iowa will see how they 
were able to tell what ticket a man voted. It should be recollected, 
also, that it was the understanding of the Langston clubs in that city 
that the supporters of Mr. Langston should vote an open ballot; and 
the testimony of the contestant’s witnesses—of course it is disputed 
by witnesses on the other side—is to the effect that these men did vote 
an open ballot. Here is what Mr. Lewis says: 

I stood right at the entrance where the colored voters approached the ballot- 
box, and where I could see the ballots given by the voter to the judge who re- 
ceived the ballots and deposited them in the box. I was there from sunrise 
until sunset, only leaving once for about thirty minutes. I saw and read the 
ballot of every voter whose name I have checked on my book, and I saw the 
same ballot which I read in the hands of each voter depusited by the judge in 
the ballot-box. 


Q. — you the said record books in your possession’ 

A. ve. 

Q. Are the four books you have now here before the notary public the identi- 
eal four books you had at the polls in the Third ward on election day, Novem- 
ber the 6th, 1888” 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you or did you not enter in your own handwriting the names of the 
colored votersin the identical four books you have now before the notary pub- 
lic at your ward on election day, November 6, 1833, at the time the said colored 
voters cast their ballots? ‘ 

A. lentered all the names with the exception of afew that were eutered dur- 
ing the thirty minutes [ was away from the polls. 

Q. When and under what circumstances did you particularly observe the bal- 
lot of each colored voter before recording his name in said book? 

A. I read his ballot carefully, and after I had seen the judge, to whom he 
pone his ballot, deposit it in the ballot-box [then placed his name on my 


Mr. Smith testified to the same effect as to what took place during 
the thirty minutes when Mr. Lewis was absent. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Do the two men who deny that they voted as the 
Baptist preacher said they voted admit that they voted open tickets ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. That was in another place. I think they say they 
did not vote an open ticket. But at any rate the circumstance of 
Columbian Grove, to which my friend’s question refers, shows that the 
contestee was alert as to the importance of contradicting by the voters 
themselves, wherever it was possible to do so, the witnesses who tes- 
tified that they had seen how the men voted. But he has wholly 
neglected to do so in this case, although in this particular precinct— 
the Third ward of Petersburgh—two hundred and eighty-six residents 
of the ward whose names were given to the contestee’s counsel might 
easily have been called and examined. He might have gone and as- 
certained from the voters themselves whether they voted as the wit- 
nesses had testified they saw them vote. But that was not done. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. My friend from Wisconsin will admitthat the tes- 
timony of Lewis is contradicted by witness after witness and deposi- 
tion aiter d ition, not only of Democrats, but of Republicans. 

Mr. HAUGEN. There is the testimony, as I have already said, of 
the witnesses. They say that it was impossible for any person to have 
seen the names on the ballots. But the House itself must judge of 
the possibility or impossibility of the identification of the names on 
the testimony which is presented before it. If the voter showed Mr. 
Lewis the name of Mr. Langston upon the ticket, as he says he did, 
of course it was not impossible tor Mr. Lewis to testify as he did truth- 
fully; and I say again that the contestee in this case has with very 
great care kept from putting on the stand any man who was competent 
and in a position to contradict the testimony of Mr. Lewis in this re- 
gard, but has culled men to testify who were around the po!ls,and who 


testified in a general way as to what Mr. Lewis’s opportunities for ob- 
servation were. 
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Mr. Speaker, under the circumstances and with this prolonged cross- 
examination which the counsel for contestee pursued, and whereby he 
prevented the contestant from calling the two hundred and ninety wit- 
nesses who were in attendance, ready to be sworn, the returns from this 
precinct should be thrown out and the parties left to other evidence as 
to what the vote actually was. 

The returns of this ward wereimpeached. Mr. Langston has proved 
284 votes from this precinct cast for him; the contestee bas turnished 
no proof as to his real vote. Now, there is no doubt in my mind that 
Mr. Langston received astill larger vote than he has been able to prove 
in that precinct, and I base my opinion on this ground 

On this prolonged cross-examination, conducted by the counsel for 
contestee, he unearthed many things that he was not looking for, 
and among other things brought to light in the cross-examination of 
Lewis was the tact that at the caucus in this ward which elected dele- 
gates to the Congressional convention at which Mr. Langston claims 
to have been nominated 500 Republicans were in attendance, and that 
450 at least of the number voted ior delegates favorable to Mr. Lang- 
ston’s nomination. Now, if there were 450 voters who voted tor him 
in that caucus, it is fair to presume that there were 450 persons in the 
ward who were anxious tosee him elected, and vet he is given but 174 
votes in that precinct. 

Mr. HILL, Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? Tun- 
derstand that this proot of fraud rests on the testimony of two men 
only. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It rests upon the testimony of two men and the cir- 
cumstantial evidence surrounding the case, including the suppression 
of testimony by contestee’s counsel. These surrounding circumstances 
go to make up the proof, and the one great factor in the case, one promi- 
nent reason why the poll should be excluded, is the fact that the con- 
testee took up all of the time that the contestant had in which to ex- 
amine witnesses in cross-examining these two men, and by that means 
prevented the contestant from examining two hundred and ninety wit- 
nesses who were in attendance ready to be sworn, as I have stated be- 
fore. 

Mr. HILL. Then, if I understand the gentleman, it depends largely 
upon the question whether these two men were in a position to see and 
did see the ballots? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes, sir; it depends largely on that as far as the 
number of votes cast for Langston is concerned, but not altoyvether. 
The vote testified to as having been cast for Langston depends on that 
largely. But I submit when a contestant or a contestee in a case pur- 
posely suppresses testimony that he should not have the benefit of his 
own wrongful acts. Two hundred and ninety witnesses who were 
present, who had been subpcenaed, would have sworn, we have reason 
to believe, that they were qualified electors, and that they voted at 
that election for Mr. Langston, if he had been permitted to examine 
them. Further than that, I will state that affidavits were made by 
most of these men that they did vote for Langston on thatday. These 
affidavits were taken after the time for taking the testimony had ex- 
pired, and were taken somewhat irregularly, and hence we have not 
deemed it proper to consider them. ‘The affidavits are in the room of 
the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. HILL. My inquiry is simply for information. I am not as fa 
miliar with the record, of course, as gentlemen who have had occasion 
to study it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I might add that when Mr. Langston had only 174 
votes returned for him in that ward, and the evidence shows 202 wit- 
nesses were ready and anxious to testify that they voted for him, it is 
some evidence in favor of a larger vote having been cast for him than 
was returned, in addition to the other facts to which I have referred. 

Mr. HILL. Suppose these two men state in their testimony that 
they did see the ballots, and five or six others state they were not able 
to see them? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will say to the gentleman, as I said at the ont 
set, that under ordinary circumstance I should hesitate to throw out 
a precinct on the testimony of two men standing alone. But there 
are certain surrounding circumstances which go to corroborate their tes- 
timony and make the proof exceedingly strong that the precinct should 
go out,and the contestee should not have the benelit of the vote fraud: 
lently, we think, returned for him. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Did any of the witnesses three or five or any 
other number, swear that these men were not present to cast this vote? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No, sir. On the contrary, the poll-list was hetore 
the notary who took this testimony, and was examined by Mr. Lewis 
on the stand in the presence of the counsel for both parties, and every 
name he gave except six, I believe, was found on the poil-list, though 
some of them may have been spelled slightly differently from the way 
he spelled them on his book. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Did Mr. Lewis submit the names and residences of 
those who claimed that they had voted on that occasion? 

Mr. HAUGEN. He did 

Mr. BOWDEN. And that these parties had exhibited their tickets 
to him ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; and the books were filed with the notary and 
were at the disposal of counsel! for both parties. 
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SIXTH WARD, PETERSBURGH, . 

But, Mr. Speaker, my time is passing, and I will pass now to the 
Sixth ward. This isa colored ward. The regi -list shows 709 
colored and 265 white voters at the time of this election. I do not 
mean the men who actually voted at the election in the ward, but that 
is the list of the registered voters. 

The same plan was pursued by Langston’s friends in this as in the 
Third ward, but he was more successful in completing his proof in this 
ward than in the Third. Thomas H, Brown and Pleasant Goodwyn 
kept a record of Langston voters all day. As the voter approached the 
polls he showed (if be had a Langston ticket) histicket tothem. They 
watched it until it was deposited in the box and then recorded the name 
of the voter, They swear that 408 colored men voted on that day and 
that 370 of them voted for Langston; 7 others also voted for a, 
making the total vote proved for him in this ward 377. These books 
were submitted to the notary who took the testimony, and, as in the 
Third ward, were subject to the inspection of contestee’s counsel, but 
not one voter could be found who would swear that he did not vote as 
Brown and Goodwyn say he did. 

But the minority throw up their hands in holy horror at our throw- 
ing out the ‘‘solemn returns” of election officers upon the testimony 
of Brown and Goodwyn, What has come over our brethren anyway? 
They either ignorantly or purposely try to put the committee in a 
false light. I prefer to think they do so ignorantly and that the mi- 
nority report is the product, not of my honorable colleagues upon the 
committee, but of counsel for contestee. My colleagues certainly have 
not examined the record as to the Sixth ward, for if they they 
would not have made themselves ridiculous by affixing their names to 
this report. 

They have entirely overlooked or - gee the testimony of 283 wit- 
nesses examined in this ward, called by contestant and cross-examined 
by counsel for contestee, each one of whom swore that he was a quali- 
fied veter in the Sixth ward and voted for Langston on thatday. The 
testimony of these wituesses occupies some 250 pages of the record, but 
seems to have been entirely overlooked by the minority. The brief of 
contestee was also silent as to these 283 witnesses, and from this re- 
markable coincidence I think I am justified in my conclusion that the 
counsel for contestee and not my friend from Virginia [Mr. O’Frr- 
RALL] is the author of this remarkable document. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The counsel for the contestee never saw that 
report until it was printed and sent to him. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Well, I say it isaremarkable coincidence, because 
here are 250 pages, containing the testimony of 283 witnesses, entirely 
overlooked by counsel for the contestee in his brief, and entirely over- 
looked by my friend from Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL] in the minority 


report. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. It isnot atall overlooked in the reportof the mi- 
nority. There is reference to it, and the gentleman has not done the 
minority report the honor to read it if he says that it is not referred to 
there. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Ido not think there is any reference to it in the 
minority report. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Oh, yes, there is reference to it in the minority 
report. It is discussed there. 

Mr. HAUGEN, Will the gentleman call my attention to it? I 
have been unable to find any. ‘ 

Mr. O’FERRALL. You will find it in the minority report. Ihave 
it not by me. 

Mr. HAUGEN. We throw ont this poll because it is impeached, 283 
men having sworn they voted for contestant and the returns giving 
him only 139 votes. He has proved 377 votes castfor him. Contestee 
preferring to stend on the false returns, must fall with the false fabric 
of his friends. He has introduced no evidence as to what his real vote 


was. 
A barrier was put up at the door of this polling place and the whites 
marched up to vote on one side and the colored men on theother. Oc- 
casionally, when a colored man came up, who it was understood would 
vote the Democratic ticket, he was and courteously escorted up 
to the polls by some leading Democrat, who became for his 
Democratic allegiance. There wasconsiderable it on the part 
of the colored men cca ae es dolivertng thelr be = — 
purposely delayed in ap ng the po 

One of the judges of election, Mr. Akers (the only election officer 
sworn), says that this delay was the necessary result of the in 
finding the names of colored men, because there were so many of 
‘of the same name. But when shown the registry and oo 
nate the number of colored men of the same name in the ward he cou 
find just two; no more. He says 
given the colored book. And to bolster up his testimony he 
Butler Mahone (son of the general) was sent to 
on that day to demand that the voting be not delayed. But why 
should General Mahone grow indignant over delay which, according to 
the theory of our friends, did not exist? 

Mr. Akers says that Butler Mahone took out his watch and timed 
the voting, and after a few minutes remarked that they were voting a 
man every half minute, and he reckoned it was all right, and departed. 
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At this rate there would have been about 1,200 votes cast during the 
day, but before Mr. Mahone came to the polling place and after he 
left it is very evident that the voting was not going on at that rate, be- 
cause we find that, although there was a long line of voters all day 
trying to get up to the polls, only 651 votes were received, and not 
1,200, as would have been the case if they had voted one every half 
minute, as was done while Mr. Mahone was present. There remained 
in line at the closing of the polls 124 men who had been unable to 
reach the polling place with their tickets. 

It was about the same kind of a scene as we had in Richmond in the 
case of Waddill vs. Wise. There were three colored Republicans, in- 
telligent an seve at the time of the closing of the polls who took 
it upon the ves to preserve the evidence of this outrage upon their 
fellows. They told these men to keep their tickets and they would 
take their names and ballots so as to preserve a record of the way they 
would have voted had they reached the ballot-box. They walked down 
the line and took the ticket of each man and put it in an envelope. 
Each man gave them his name and they wrote the voter’s name on the 
back of theenvelope. One hundred and twenty-four men handed them 
their tickets in that manner. One hundred and twenty-one of those 
tickets had Langston’s name upon them. 

Mr. HILL. ill the gentleman yield fora question right there? I 
want to know if there is any law in Virginia authorizing the opening 
of two voting places with a division line between them? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will say there was only one voting place open. 

Mr. HILL. But you say there wasa division there between the two 
lines of voters. 

Mr. HAUGEN. There was a barrier or a rail put up to the door, 
and the colored men went up on one side and the white men on the 
other. 

Mr. HILL. They voted in the same box ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. voted in the same box, yes, sir; but the judges 
insisted on letting one white man vote and then one colored man vote, 
alternating in that way; and, of course, as there were three times as 
many colored voters as there were white voters, the colored men suf- 
fe by that arrangement. I know my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
O’ FERRALL] will say, ‘‘ Do you not think a white man ought to have 
as many ts in this country as a colored man?’’ I say, yes, I do; 
but I do not want to give one white man the same rights as three col- 
ored men when it comes to voting. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to inquire whether there is anything in the law 
of Virginia sanctioning this division. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Not that I know of. No; there is not. 

Mr. BOWDEN. There is not any at all sanctioning any- 
thing of that kind, and the only time that a contest has been made 
upon that ground the court decided that it was illegal and unlawful. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I willsay that the committee has not counted these 
121 votes for Langston. The testimony in this case is not as complete 
and explicit as it was in the case of Waddill vs. Wise. In that case 
men were left standing at the polling at the time the polls were 
closed with tickets in their hands their tickets were deposited in 
envelopes as they were in this case; but when the examination was 
going on each one of the distranchised voters in that case was called 
upon to testify, and did testify that he was a qualified voter of the 
ward, that he was at the polling place ready and anxious to vote, with 
his ballot in his hand, and that he was prevented from voting by the 
yee the part of the j of election. 


lowing language, which I from the RECORD: 
I hold that wherever for any reason a sufficient number of voters to change 
the result have not been to cast their votes, when they have exer- 


election within = = meaning of ia that position I am sustained 
vy ’ 
And he on and quotes authority at considerable length. 
Mr. F. N. Robinson was a colored teacher, and 
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After having kept Robinson on the witness stand six days, counsel 
for contestee swore out a warrant alleging that he refused to answer 
questions asked him, and had him arrested, took him off the witness 
stand, refused to let him sign his testimony, and carried him off to jail. 

Then, after they haa done that, they turned around and objected to 
the consideration of his evidence because it had not beensigned. They 
furthermore objected to the examination of any other witnesses until 
they had an opportunity to further cross-examine Mr, Robinson. Did 
you ever hear of any more outrageous proceeding than that? 

In this ward the contestant called the voters and by their oaths im- 
peached the return of the judges. He would have pursued the same 
course in the Third ward, but was prevented from doing so simply by 
the delay imposed upon him by contestee’s counsel. 

The only officer connected with this election who was sworn was Mr. 
Akers. The evidence to which I have referred very clearly impeaches 
him. I will only add this about Mr. Akers: He was impeached in 
another matter. Two years before this clection he was judge of this 
precinct at an election. and at that time it appears by his own cross- 
examination that he refused to make any returns. He and one of his 
associate judges, when a writ was about to be obtained tor them from 
one of the courts in Petersburgh, left the city before the writ could be 
served upon them. They hastilydeparted from Petersburgh and went 
to Fortress Monroe and thence to Baltimore, and traveled over the 


eastern part of Virginia and Maryland, keeping out of the jurisdiction | 


of the court; and no return was made until after some considerable 
time, when they returned to Petersburgh and process was served upon 
them. They were then compelled to make their return. 
kind of a judge that Mr. Akers was. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would like a little more time. 

Mr. CRAIN. Give us some more to-morrow, and you can take some 
more time now. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
on our side. It will be charged up to our side. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly willing that the 
gentleman should have more time. I felt from the first that the time 
was too limited, and I think my friend now finds it is too limited. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will take the floor and yield whatever time the 
gentleman desires. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will not occupy the floor very long; but I have 
been interrupted quite a number of times. 

The minority themselves seem to concede that something is wrong 
about this Sixth ward precinct, and they desire now to enter intoa 
compromise with us. In the minority report, on page 51, I find this: 


In this ward the testimony of the contestant’s witnesses shows that there are 
at leasi 220 white Democratic voters and not less than 20 straight colored Demo- 
cratic voters. The evidence further shows that the full Democratic vote was 
out at the election in question. If it is determined to give Langston 377 votes 
upon such testimony as that of Brown and Goodwyn— 


They do not say anything about the 285 witnesses at this place, | 
desire to remind the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’ FrrraLi]— 


a modicam of justice at least would require that the Democratic vote of 2(0 | 


(220 + 20) should be given to Venable. 

Now, the difficulty about that proposition is this—it does not seem 
to trouble my friends, though it would give me some trouble: If we 
give them the 240 votes which they claim, it makes 126 more votes 
than there are voters in the precinct; but that never seems to have 
occurred to them. And there is this to be said about their proposed 
rule: If it is a good rule to give 240 votes to the Democratic candidate 


in the Sixth ward of Petersburgh because some witness testifies that | 


there are that many Democrats in the ward, why should not the same 
rule apply to the whole district? If you apply that rale to the dis- 
trict, all the testimony goes to show that Mr. Langston was elected by 
at least 2,500 majority. 

The returns for the Sixth ward as made by the officers give Venable 
352, Arnold 160, and Langston 139 votes. Now, the evidence is that 
Langston was popular with the negroes and there were 444 more ne- 
groes than white men registered inthe ward. Put according to the re- 
turns in this strong colored Republican ward the Democratic candidate 
had a plurality over both the Republican candidates of 53. 

Now, if we deduct from the vote given to Venable all the vote that 
is impeached, his plurality over Langston would be reduced as follows: 
The vote at Lewiston thrown out for excess of ballots and other irregu- 
larities at that precinet, 71; at Mannborough (which I think is ad- 
mitted by the pleadings and in the report), 11. Take from the Third 
ward his plu , 344, because of the stuffed ballot-box and false re- 
turns, which is vey, equivalent to throwing out the ballot-box), and 
in the Sixth ward 213 for the same reason, and you have a total of 639 
votes. Then add to that the vote proved for Langston at Poach and 
Ross, 72; in the Third ward of Petersburgh 284, and in the Sixth ward 
377, and it makes a total change of 1,372. Deduct from this the plu- 
rality returned for Venable of 641 and it leaves a plurality for Lang- 
ston of 731. To that add 124 for votes of men who were not permitted 
to cast their ballots and we have a plurality against Venable of 855. 

But I will give Venable every vote not accounted for in these con- 
tested wards, and then how does the count stand? That is giving Mr. 
Venable the advantage of every fraud that was perpetrated in the con- 
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That is the | 


I ask for a few minutes, to come out of the time | 
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tested wards and which was not disclosed or discovered, which is cer- 
tainly more than fair, because no Committee on Elections has gone as 
far as that; it still leaves Langston with a majority of 209. In doing 
this I give Mr. Venable in the Third ward 408 votes, which I arrive at 
by deducting the vote proven for Langston and the vote returned for 
Arnold from the total vote cast In the Sixth ward I 
| give Mr. Venable 114 votes, the balance remaining after deducting the 
vote proved for Langston, 377, and the vote 


in the precinct. 


sturned for Arnold, 169, from 
the total vote of 651 cast in the ward. And this gives Mr. Langston a 
plurality of 209. 
| The election machinery was all in the hands of Langston’s political 
| enemies. He has adopted the only means within his power te expose 
| the frauds perpetrated in this district. Officers of election guilty of 
| fraud upon their fellow-citizens, and guilty of crimes which their « 
| sciences tell them ought to land them in a felon’s cell, can not be e 
pected to leave many ear-marks of their corrupt works 
The exclusion of Mr. Langston’s friends from witnessing the count 


a right guarantied them by the laws of their State, and refusing to let 
his friends serve even where legally appointed as judges, could be for 
no other purpose than to cover up thi I have no doubt in 
my mind that an honest return from this district would have given 
Mr. Langston, with all the difficulties he had to contend with, at least 
| 2,000 plurality. He was a recognized Republican leader. His father 
fought for liberty and self-government in this country with the gallant 
volunteer, Lafayette. He sprang from as proud a lineage as the grand 
| old Commonwealth can boast. 

Afraid that the yellow cuticle of his beloved son might subject him 
| to indignities in his native State, his tather provided for his education 
| north of the Ohio River, and removed from him the curse of his mother’s 
race. 

Reeeiving a liberal education at Oberlin and possessing all the en- 
ergy, talent, and ambition of his white brethren, Mr. Langston never 
knew what it meant to have the color line drawn on him until he was 
subjected to that ordeal in this campaign. 
leader of the colored man. 


r tracks. 


He had become the natural 
His education and affability had given him 
standing with the whites. He had filled appointive positions and filled 
them well. He had represented his country abroad. 
And I might pause here to remark that if at any time while Mr. 
Langston was abroad any wrong had been done to him the Army and 
Navy of the United States would have been promptly called out to re 
sent the insult; but when he stands here asking for a fair hearing in 
the American Congress one-half the members absent themselves day 
| after day in order to deny him that right. 
| When his name was mentioned as a candidate for Congress he was 
coolly informed that it was not yet time to elect a negro to Congress 
| from the Féurth Congressional district of Virginia. 
| Now, Mr. Speaker, I stand here in favor of majority rule, and think 
it a pretty good rule to follow within the party as well as at elections, 
and neither Mahone nor any other man is a good enough Republican 
or a great enough Republican to set up his individual judgment or 
choice against the wishes or the choice of the majority of his party. 
Mr. Langston was honestly elected. He asks for justice to himself 
and to his constituents. The district is entitled to his services; and 
this House owes it to itself and to the country, as we owe it to our offi- 
| cial oaths, to seat the man who, the evidence clearly shows, rece 
| large plurality of the vote. [Applause on the Republican side. } 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied one houi 
and ten minutes. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield forty-five 
| gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CHEADLE}. 
Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I had not expected to speak at this 
time, and I had hoped that when I did speak the full jury that was to try 
| this case would have been present. I undertake to say that there is not 
acourt of record anywhere onearth, even of the most limited jurisdiction, 
that would expect its finding to have force and to be recognized if it de 
clined to listen to the evidence and the arguments. 
The question we are called upon to settle in the pending contest i 
one of the greatest possible importance, the right of a member to hold 
a seat in this Congress. I think I voice the sentiment of every patri- 
| Otic citizen of the Republic when I say that this contest, and every 
other one, should be decided upon its own merits, and by the law and 
the evidence of record in the case. I have studied the majority report 
with care, and I am unable to see how we ean, under the law, evidence 
and precedents, hold that the contestant, John M. Langston, was 
| elected on the 6th day of November, 1888, to be a member of the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Fourth district of Virginia. Being unable to 


ived a 


winutes to the 











agree with the majority report, I respectfully ask the attention of my 
Republican colleagues while I proceed to give the reasons why, in my 


opinion, the Republicans of this House can 
able out and Mr, Langston in, as we 
report of the committee. 

There were cast on the 6th day of November, 1888, at the election 
held in the Fourth district, as shown by the official returns of said 
election, 29,162 votes. Of this number E. C. Venable, contestee, re- 
ceived 13,298 votes; John M. Langston, contestant, received 12,657 
votes, and R, W. Arnold, the regular Republican nominee, received 


not aflord to vote Mr. Ven- 
ire asked to do by the majority 
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3,207 votes; Mr. Venable, contestee, having on the face of the returns 
a plorality of 641 votes over Mr. Langston. 

The Fourth Virginia is one of the strongest Republican districts in 
the country, and the home of one of the most determined and suc- 
cessfal leaders of Republicanism in the South, I will add, Mr. Speaker, 
in the whole country, ex-Senator William Mahone. The query I 

ropound to my Republican colleagues at the outset is: Why was Mr. 

enable, the Democratic candidate in a national campaign in this 
overwhelmingly Republican district, able to secure a majority and 
with it the election to this Congress? Two years before, ander the di- 
rection of the same committee, W. E. Gaines, Republican, carried the 
district by nearly 8,500 majority, while in 188°, under the same man- 
agement, President Harrison received only 4,000 majority in the dis- 
trict, and Mr. Venable, a Democrat, carried it by 641 votes. Every 
member will admit that there must have been, that there was, a good 
and sufficient reason for this great change in the result in the Fourth 
Virginia district. 

I want to examine with you, gentlemen, in the spirit of an earnest 
inquiry after the truth, and without a particle of feeling or prejudice, 
for the reason or reasons, so that we can, if possible, do justice to this 
contest and to all persons who are interested init. What was the cause 
or causes that wrought this great change? Was it due to the personal 
popularity of President Cleveland in that district? I think not. No 
person has yet been found who has even thought of putting that forth 
asareason. Was it produced by the personal unpopularity of Presi- 
dent Harrison? No, not that. No manin this hotly contested case 
has ever put forth thatclaim. Was the regular Republican candidate, 
Judge R. W. Arnold, personally unpopular, or was he a man who was 
in any sense unworthy the suffrages of our people? I challenge any 
one to pa a line of evidence, or even a report or rumor, reflecting 
in the least degree upon his character as a man or as a Republican. 

Were the national and State Republican committees any less zealous 
in their efforts to organize the Republicans than in any preceding cam- 
paign? No man will in this or in any other presence declare that 
either the national or the State Republican committee neglected their 
duties, or failed to put forth their best efforts to secure a vi in the 
Fourth Virginiadistrict. Everything might depend upon that district, 
Congress was sure to be very close, and here was a reliably Kepublican 
district in doubt. People everywhere in the North wanted Virginia, 
mother alike of Presidents, statesmen, and soldiers, to come into the 
Republican line and thus break up the solid South and end at once 
and forever the cry of sectionalism against the Republican party. The 
record shows that everything that could be was done to impress the 
importance of a Republican victory upon the Republicans of that dis- 
trict, hence my inquiry, why was President Harrison’s majority only 
four instead of nine thousand votes, and why was a Democrat elected 
to Congress from this overwhelmingly Republican district? 

There must have been a cause. The question is, what was the 
cause? I think I have discovered that a sufficient and perfectly nat- 
ural cause existed in that district; a cause which has never failed in 
the past to produce a similar result, without regard to the politics of 
the district, or whether the district was in the East, in the West, in 
the North, or in the South; and that cause, and the reason why the 
Fourth district of Virginia went Democratic for Congressman, was by 
reason of the existence of an irreconcilable division in the Republican 
party in that district. : 

The gentlemen who advocate the majority report may theorize until 
New Year's day; they may make technical pleas toshow why, in their 
opinion the vote of certain precincts should be set aside, and wax warm 
and even eloquent over the manner in which the vote should be revised 
and counted by the House; but I hold, Mr. Speaker, that neither one 
nor all of these claims can prevail against the perfectly plain, reason- 
able, natural, and shesiabele’ truthful statement of fact that we were 
beaten in the Fourth district of Virginia for Congress, and through 
that defeat were beaten in the State for the Presidency, solely upon 
the ground of an existing and irreconcilable division of the Repub- 
lican vote of that district. 

Mr. Speaker, no man who has not been in that district can appreciate 
the intensity of that division, nor can any Northern man, who is not 


familiar with the existing conditions there, correctly estimate the force | i 


of that division. It was a race division, with all that such a division 
implies in the South. The Repablicans were beaten, fairly beaten, 
as the evidence and figures I think demonstrate, and it is beneath the 
dignity of the Republican party to attempt to revise the figures in an 
election that was lost to it by thousands of votes by reason of its own 
conduct, and that alone. And above and beyond all, Mr. Speaker, 
and gentlemen of the Republican side of this Chamber, it would in my 
opinion be suicidal for us to seat the man who led the bolt against the 
regular Republican nominee for Congress, and who publicly defied both 
the State and national Republican committees, refused to submit his 
claims with those of the regular nominee to the national committee 
for arbitration and settlement, 

He did, however, accept a nomination from the bolters, and thus be- 
came responsible for the results which followed from the bolt in that 
most unfortunate campaign; the effect of which was, as I shall show 
hereafter, to give the electoral vote of Virginia to Mr. Cleveland, and 


electa Democratic Co from a district which would have been 
9,000 Republican bat tor contestant’s independent race. P 
HOW THE DIVISION WAS BROUGHT ABOUT, 

It will be conceded by every one who has studied this question that 
somebody has blundered, Speaking politically, that some person or 
persons made a grievous mistake. Let us, therefore, briefly examine 
the facts, learn the truth, if we can, as it relates to this case, and lo- 
cate the responsibility for the defeat we sustained. 

1 want to premise this invéstiyation with a statement of fact which 
many of us find it exceedingly difficult to admit, and yet it is the plain 
and simple truth. Ours is a government by political parties; there- 
fore these partiesare a necessity. Parties can only besustained through 
and by party organization; hence the party is greater than any indi- 
vidual member of it. The party may have demands upon one of its 
members, but no member can have any claims or any demands upon 
the party. If parties are to exist it must be through party organiza- 
tion, The party speaks by and through its regularly appointed offi- 
cials. If a person is to act with a party, that person must be willing 
to be governed by its rules of procedure. I hold, therefore, that when- 
ever & person proposes to act outside and independent of the party or- 
ganization, that by this act the party is absolved from all obligations 
to the person. : 

The Republican party of Virginia has an organization that has within 
a few years in the Republican vote of that State trom 90,000 to 
156,000. ewan Me great loss the party sustained in the 
Fourth districtin 1888, the Republicans lost the State by only 1,539 votes. 
I think in thelight of these facts that our organization in Virginia must 
be conceded to be an effective one. 

Pursuant to the ruJes of the party organization the Republican dis- 
trict convention was called to mect at Farmville, to nominate a can- 
didate tor Congress, That convention wascomposed of eighty-five dele- 
gates, a majority of all the delegate votes only being required to nomi- 
nate the candidate. Unlessa candidate receives a majority of the votes 
he onght not ask the nomination. 

I simply state a fact when I say there was more than one candidate 
before that convention. In the Fiftieth Congress my seat was close by 
that of Hon, W. E. Gaines, who represented the Fourth Virginia dis- 
trict in that Congress, and I know that he was a candidate for renomi- 
nation. R. W. Arnold, the nominee, was acandidate. The contestant 
was also a candidate. There wasa bolt from that convention. Thirty- 
three regular delegates withdrew from it, and the contestant went out 
with them. This bolt left fifty-two regular delegates to organize the 
regular Republicanconvention. Fifty-twodelegates constituting aclear 
majority of eighty-five, the total representation, it must be conceded 
that the fifty-two had the right to do it. They did organize it, and in 
due time selected R. W. Arnold as the candidate, who accepted the 
nomination tendered him, and was thereafter fully recognized by the 
Republican State and national committees as the regularly nominated 
Republican candidate for the Fourth district. 

The thirty-three delegates who withdrew trom the regular conven- 
tion proceeded to hold another. Just how thirty-three delegates out 
of a total of eighty-five could organize a convention or make a nomina- 
tion that would be recognized by any party organization I can not tell. 
Surely no Republican committee could afford to recognize any such 
convention or nomination; yet, it is true that this convention composed 
of thirty-three delegates did nominate contestant, who at once 
niantek the nomination, and proceeded to make a canvass—not as the 
Republican candidate, for he was in open defiance of the Republican 
committee. He made his canvass as a colored candidate in a colored 
district, on the race issue, which he raised and contended for through- 
out the whole contest. 

To demonstrate to my Republican colleagues that contestant was not 
and could not have been a Republican candidate, I call atten:ion to this 
significant fact, which will not be denied: On the return of contestant 
to Petersburgh from Farmville he was ns See large crowd of his race, 
when this crowd, headed y & a noe oat m wey herve? 3 a oa 
riage, proceeded to parade the principal streets city, en the 
procession came near the home of General Mahone, chairman of the Re- 
publican State committee of that State, contestant commanded a halt; 
nstractions were then given the band to play the Dead March in Saul 
as it passed his residence; the procession was started again and the band 
played the Dead March, as it was directed to do. This conduct o! con- 
testant was an insult to every Republican in Virginia and an outrage 
infinite upon a man who, elected to the United States Senate at a time 
when his vote decided the political complexion of that branch of Con- 

took his seat upon the Republican side and whose votes for the 
term of six years, while he remained a member, were as radically Re- 
publican esthansof the leader, Senator SHERMAN, of Ohio—a man 
who has t into Republican party of Virginia not less than 


40,000 of his comrades and their relatives, thus forming the nu- 
cleus of a party that willin a very few years make Virginia 
as reliably Repu as Vermont. 


One would think that a contestant claiming ition and sup- 
= from Republicans in this House would not have been guilty of of- 
‘ering so gross and unjustifiable an insult to the Republican leader in 
Virginia, and through him to the party in that State. 
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I regret, as I am sure my colleagues will, when they are informed 
that he did not stop at what has preceded, but in his wild career he 
roceeded one step further, and threatened by letter our colleague, Mr. 
ADDILL, of the Third Virginiadistrict, with direstdisaster. Mr. Wab- 
DILL, then acandidate, was alsoa member o! the State Republican com- 
mittee, charged with the daty of perfecting our organization and getting 
out a full vote for our canwidates in every precinct; and yet contestant 
notified Mr. WADDILL by letter that if he tried to organize the Repub- 
lieans of the Fourth district and get them into line in favor of Mr. Ar- 
nold, the Republican candidate, then, in thatevent, thecontestant would 
come over into the Third districtand array the colored voters ayainst him. 
Not satisfied with being an independent candidate, he demanded 
that the Republican committeemen should cease to work for the party 
in the Fourth district and abandon that district to him. You would 
think that a man who now seeks Republican, votes would stop at least 
at this point; contestant did not, however. He raised the race issue, 
and demanded of the colored voters of the Fourth district that they 
give him their support and their votes, not because he was the Repub- 
lican candidate—this he did not claim to be—but he asked their votes 
because be was a colored man, and because his race, being in the ma- 
jority in that district, ought to have a colored representative. He 
made his campaign upon that issue. 

I want my Kepublican colleagues to keep these facts in mind while 
they consider this case, for I assure them if there is little of law and 
much less of evidence and justice to sustain this contest, that there is 
certainly very much less of Republicanism, unless they are Republicans 
who bolt party conventions and divide Republican voters and thereby 
bring defeat upon our party, as was done in Virginia. There was no 
race conflict in that district until contestant raised itin 1888. Senator 
Mahone and the Republican party in Virginia enjoyed in the largest 
possible measure the contidence and support of the colored people of 
that State, and they merited all of it. Mahone and his party had 
abolished the whipping-post, the list relic of the slave régime in the 
Old Dominion. They had repealed the capitation tax, so that God’s 
poor, who had heen slaves, but were now men and voters, might even in 
their poverty be enabled to vote. Mabone and our party believed that 
poverty should not disfranchise the voter. They had built a colored 
insane asylum, where their unfortunates who were bereft of reason 
might be properly cared for. They had constructed and made perma- 
nent a splendid colored normal college, having a capacity of three hun- 
dred and twenty-five students, where colored men and women areedu- 
cated as teachers. Well might the colored voters afford to follow the 
leadership of Mahone and the Republican party of Virginia, for they 
had demonstrated their interest in and friendship for the colored peo- 
ple of that State by substantial and beneiicial acts of legislation, which 
remain a continuing testimony of their interest in the welfare and 
happiness of the colored race; hence, I repeat, there was no race issue 
in the Fourth Virginia district until contestant raised it. 

ITS EFFECT. , 


It will be apparent éven to the most casual observer what the effect 
of the race issue must have been in astrong colored district, when 
made by contestant. The inevitable result of his independent race 
on the race issue was to divide the colored voters and to demoralize 
the Republican organization and party in the district. It would have 
been utterly impossible to prevent a division of the vote in the light 
of his candidacy, and if any one will stop one moment and con- 
sider its effect, that person will not be surprised at the result which 
followed at the polls. Contestantisan educated man and an orator of 
acknowledged power before the people. The result of his impassioned 
appeals was to arouse his colored followers into a state of treuzy, so 
much so that many of them would do whatever he wanted them to 
do. Under these conditions and issues I hold that the defeat of our 
ticket was inevitable. 

At the same time prominent and thoughtful colored men became 
alarmed at the condition of affairsamong their people. These men, who 
were not candidates for office and whose only desire was to promote the 
best interests of their race, regarded the race issue as raised by contest- 
ant of incalculable injury to the colored people of that district; hence 
they were just as bitterly opposed to his candidacy as men could be. 

Again, the colored men who had been honored by political prefer- 
ment in the past realized the fact and argued to the celored ple that 
the only hope for their race wasin the success of the Sevekiens party 
in that great national contest; hence these men worked and spoke and 
pleaded with the colored men they could control to stand by and vote 
for the regular Republican nominees. 

It became apparent during the campaign that the appeals of con- 
testant had won over to him many colored voters, and then many Re- 
publicans, black and white, who felt that the election of contestant 
would be a calamity to the party in the district and to the colored 
race, openly declared their intention to vote for the contestee, Mr. 
Venable. To enable these men to vote for the Republican electors and 
for Mr. Venable, tickets were printed and distributed with the names 
of the Republican electors and Mr. Venable tor Congress printed upon 
them, the evidence of record showing that these tickets conld not be 
distinguished from the regular Republican tickets with Mr. Arnold’s 
name upon them except by reading. 
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Presidential electors and Congressmen were the only candidates 
voted for in 1888 in Virginia. There can be nodoubtthatmany of the 
Venable tickets were voted. The evidence shows that at one precinct 
more than 20 colored meo voted openly tor him in detiance of the jeers 
and race ostracism engendered by contestant’s appeals, such as North- 
ern meu can have no idea of unless perchance they may have looked 
in upon it. It is a fact that the feeling became so intense over the 
race issue that the wisestand more conservative colored leaders advised 
the withdrawal of the regular Kepublican nominee, Mr. Arnold, and 
that all men who were opposed to raising the race issue, Democrats and 
Republicans, black and white, should then unite on Mr. Venable in 
order to insure the defeat of the race issue. This was not done, but 
this fact will account tor the small vote tor Mr. Arnold, the regular Re- 
publican candidate, and for the large vote Mr. Venable received, and 
it will show the real motive which prompted so many Kepublic 
vote for Mr. Venable. 

Men of the North may laugh and sneer if they please, but I tell this 
House that an honest inquiry will convince the most skeptical that 
in the South when the race issue is raised many Republicans, white and 
black, will be found voting even against their party and tor Demo- 
cratic candidates in order that they may effectively oppose that most 
dreaded ot all questions in the South, the race issue. 

Mr. Speaker, | have devoted this much time to show beyond ques- 
tion to every candid mind the perfectiy natural and reasonable causes 
which existed in the Fourth Virginia district that would enable Mr. 
Venable, although a Democrat, to receive a plurality of the votes in 
that district, and I say here that I think I can show that under exist- 
ing law and precedents this House, notwithstanding its grant of 
sovereign power to decide as to the qualifications of its own members, 
can not afford to set aside the election by the voters of the Fourth dis 
trict of Virginia, and here and now by the votes of this Honse elect 
the contestant to be a member o! this Congress. 

Betore proceeding to a consideration ot the lawand precedents I want 
to call the attention of the Republican members of this House to the 
list of Republican leaders—colored men—who opposed the election of 
Mr. Langston. At the head of the list stands the greatest of all col- 
ored leaders, Frederick Douglass. Read his letter in the record and 
report. I only take time to quote the closing sentence. Says Mr. 
Douglass: 








‘ans to 


No encouragement should be given to any man whose mad political ambi- 
tion would imperil the success of the Republican party in any section of the 
Republic, 


Perry H. Carson. See his letter, page 35 of the report. 
time to call your attention to this one sentence: 


From the moment Mr. Langston uttered his unfortunate declaration to the 
effect that he should press his candidacy for Congress, whether nominated or 
not, by the Republican convention I have classed him with the bolters, mar- 
plots, and other assistant Democrats, of whom our grand old party has unhappily 
too many. 


Rev. William Wallace. See his letter on page 36 of the report of 
thecommittee. Ishall only call your attention to the closing sentences: 


My brethren, I beg of you to pause and consider before you shall determine 
to follow the advice of Mr. Langston, and imperil the best interest of our race 
by giving your vote to a person who has never in any wise, nor atany time.nor 
atany plece shown himself friendly to the colored man or to the Kepublican 
party. 

I shall vote for the regular nominee of the Republican party—Judge Arnold- 
and I trust you will do the same. 

In bonds of christian love, 


I only take 


WILLIAM WALLACE, 


Pastor New Hope Church, Sussex County, Virginia. 


Hon. W. W. Evans, member of the Virginia Legislature from Peters- 
burgh and editor of the Virginia Lancet. I quote from his evidence 
questions 13 and 14, with his replies to both of them: 


Q. 13. Please state, as fully as you can,what was the character of the canvass 
made by Professor Langston and his supporters in furtheranve of his election 
as a Representative in Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Vir 

inia, 

F (To which question and any answer made thereto the attorney for contestant 
objects as necessarily involving matter which is simply hearsay and matter of 
mere opinion, without reference and so without bearing in any proper and legal 
sense upon any issue involved in this contest.) 

A. To say that it was bitter, mean, and vile will express it feebly. It wasa 
system of orgunized ostracism of every man who dare touppose Mr. Langston’s 
aspirations. Mr. Langston, his friends, and his supporters throughout the dis- 
trict held up to ridicule every colored man who supported Judze Arnold 
Whenever any of Judge Arnold’s canvassers went into the counties to make 
speeches in his behalf they were met by an organized crowd of Mr. Langston’s 
supporters, who used all their powers to prevent these speakers from discussing 
the questions which were at issue in tris district. Many of such supporters of 
Judge Arnold were forced to travel many miles to secure accommodations on 
account of the rancor and bad feeling which had been stirred up by Mr. Lang- 
ston, his supporters and friends, Not only was this true, but Mr, Langston 
and his supporters left nothing undone to stir up bitter relations between the 
whites and blacks of this district. They went so far as to demand the support 
ot every white Republican in the district upon tue penalty that they were never 
to be voted for by the colored voters unless they supported him. During that 
canvass some of Mr. Langston’s friends and supporters made it their special 
duty to insult me while I passed along the streets, whenever | appeared in a 
publie meeting, ofttimes coming to my oflice for that purpose. Many of these 
men were good, honest, and industrious citizens who were incited to these acts 
by some of the men of the colored race who claimed to he intelligent leaders, 
It is known that Mr. Langston openly defied the Republican organization ox 
the State and nation, and that he Nad the support of none of the loyal Repub- 
licans of this distriet after his nomination. A great many of the men who have 
been true to the Republican pariy in the past were misled and misguided, and 
gave him asupport which many of them, tomy own knowledge, this day regret. 
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' Q. 14. What was the especial ground of difference between the leading colored 
men who supported Judge Arnold and the —— of Mr. Langston? 

A. The men who supported Judge Arnoid believed that the success of the 
Republican party in this district could only be effected by giving hearty and 
cordial support to the regular candidate of the Republican party. Ju Arnold 
was the regular nominee of that party in this district for Congress. men 
believed that by supporting any independent, white or black, they would injure 
the chances of the success of the party. Mr. Langston made his fight from the 
beginning on the ground of color. The men who supported Judge Arnold 
could not sympathize with such a movement because they believed that it would 
be impossible to win in any way that would advance the race upon such \ 
Professor Langston is undoubtedly one of the most cultured of themen have 
been produced by the negro race in America. His reputation as an orator is 
wellknown. His ability to reach the masses was well shown in the recent con- 
test for Congress. He, however, got on the wrong side of the question. I mean 
by that that he took himself outside of the Republican party. The men who 
supported him did so on account of the fact that he was a leading colored man. 
ee mayen will find, im some measure, the reason why leading colored men 

‘ered. 


Hon, A. W. Harris, ex-member of the Virginia Legislature from 
Dinwiddie County and member of the State Kepublican committee. 
I quote questions 14, 15, 16, and 18, together with his answers to each 
one of them. I know Mr. Harris and I consider him one of the brain- 
jest men of his race I have ever met, He was educated here in this 
city at Howard University. I commend his replies to my colleagues 
as the utterances of a man who is an honor to any race: 


Q. 14. After the nomination of Judge Arnold by the ular Republican con- 
vention, please state whether or not Judge Arnold made any canvass of this 
district, either personally or by his supporters? 

A. I know that from October the 4th until the close of the canvass Ju Ar- 
nold spent nearly every day in the various counties of the district, a majority 
of the time making two speeches a day. I know that he made a pretty thor- 
ough canvass through his supporters; that ts to say,as I now remember, there 
were fifteen persons who spent a good portion of the time in the field as can- 
vassers, This does not include the number of persons who did not leave their 
particular counties, 

Q. 5, Please name as many as you can of the gentlemen who canvassed the 
district for Judge Arnold, and if there were both white and colored canvassers 
please signify that fact as you call the names. 

A. There was W. H. Ashe, B. Baskerville, jr., W.W. Evans, J. W. Watson, H.C. 
Cox, J. W. Adams, J. W. Flippen, Collins Johnson, J. R. Jones, William Jones, T. 
8. Hamlin, C, H. Branch, Peter G. Morgan, W. H. Jordan, R. B. Baptist,and A. W. 
Harris. lam not supposed to give everybody in the canvass, but those I re- 
member just now. The above list is made up entirely of colored canvassers, 
I have not undertaken to give any white canvassers in the above list, because I 

notas much to do with them as with the colored canvassers, and there- 
fore remember among the white can vassers only such persons as Senator Charles 
Gee, Jamieson of Mecklenburg, Jones of Mecklenburg, Boswell of Nottoway, 
Jones of Brunswick, Butterworth of Dinwiddie, and Cardoza of Lunenburgh. 

Q. 16, Please state, if you know, whether any of the colored canvassers men- 
tioned have at any time occupied public itions of honor and trust in the 
Cmaps 3s in which they reside; and, if so, state who they are and what 
position, 

A. W.1TI. Ashe is a member of the house of delegates from Nottoway and 
Amelia; B. Baskerville, jr.,isa member of the house of delegates of Virginia 
from Mecklenburg County; W.W. Evans isa member of the house of delegates 
of Virginia trom Petersburgh. These three gentlemen are sitting members from 
their respective counties. J. R, Jones is an ex-senator from the senatorial dis- 
trict composed of the counties of Mecklenburg and Charlotte; W.H. Jordan is 
an ex-member of the house of dclaguace from the city of Petersburgh; Peter 
G. Morgan is an ex-member of the ov Legislature from the Petersburgh 
district,and is at present a member of the Petersburgh city council; Collins 
am is, as I remember, an ex-member of the ure from Brunswick 

unty. 

Q. 18. Please state what was the character of the canvass made by Professor 
Langston and his supporters in furtherance of his election as a Representative 
in Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia. 

A. The canvass, as | saw it, was a very bitterone. Whenever it could be done 
successfully the persons who supported Judge Arnold were prevented from 
speaking and getting at the in any way that Mr. Langston’s friends could 
preventthem. The controlling element of thatcanvass seems to have inspired 
the masses with the belief that it was scarcely less than criminal to the 
candidacy of Professor semanas. Inever inall my lifesaw the lines drawn so 
tightly against a set of people who dared to differ with another set; and this 
condition of affairs extended even tothe women. The race line was tightly 
drawn, and it was argued that we, the colored people, have a majority in this 
district and because we have a majority we must elect Mr. Langston ‘to Con- 
gress. It isthe only canvass in which Lever took part that I have seen men 
on the opposite side driven from the platform. It was a canvass in which the 
doctrine was taught that the colored men were able to do without a 
licans, and in which the further doctrine was taughtthat the white or 
publican who was not on that side might conceive that all hopes of future ad- 
Vancement or recognition in the lines of the anes were sealed. My 
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idea of the canvass as conducted from Mr. Langston point was that noone 
was to have an opinion unless thatopinion went to the furtherance of the aims 
so far as colored man can social! 


this answer as saying that nostrong, effective Republican party in theSouth 
= be built up apan black votes alone: 
men, and those white men must be 


with that class of men 
rather there was ad 
asI do and take that which I mete out to you, we don't care for you to take a 
position in the Republican party.” 

The names of the leading colored men I have om, oe, dig- 
nified, and unanswerable reasons urged by them, why their opinion 
Sone vay Caenetiaed asda 
of this fact there can be no doubt whatever. ase 


and the result at the polls prove the truth of the statement that 
thousands of colored men voted against contestant. 

I call attention to the answer to question 18, by Hon. A. W. 
Harris, who, in speaking of the requirements for a permanent and 
effective Republican organization in the South, said: 

I mean to be understeod this answer as saying that no strong, effective 
Republican in the South can be built up upon black votes alone; that 
they must have the aid of white men, and those white men must be drawn from 
the ranks of the Democratic party, or rather from that class of white men and 
their sons who followed the fortunes of the ex-Confederacy, and by a spirit of 
toleration on the part of the present members of the Republican party as one 
finds it in the South. 

I commend these golden words of a broad and patriotic statesman 
to the thoughtful consideration of my Republican colleagues, I trust, 
Mr. Speaker, that they will echo and re-echo in the ears of those 
who are charged with the leadership of the Republican party until 
they shall be accepted, for upoa the acceptance of the principles Mr. 
Harris has so aptly and ably expressed depends the solution of the 
question of the solid South, which is a standing menace to the 
prosperity, and happiness of the people of all sections of the Union. 

Mr. Harris is an educated man, who has lived all his life, except 
when at college, in the South. He has been often honored by his peo- 
ple, and he has repaid the confidence reposed in him by honest, faith- 
ful service in behalf of his State and his race, and living in this strong 
Republican and colored district, being familiar with the existing con- 
ditions and being desirous of promoting the best interests of his race 
and the Republican party, he has in a few plain words—words that 
can be understood by all who read them—presented the whole ques- 
tion in the few brief sentences I have quoted. 

With what marvelous force the experience of the twenty-five 
years of our national bi corroborates Mr. Harris in every particu- 
lar. His views are approved by every thoughtful student of this vexed 
question of both races at this time; I unite my opinion with theirsand 
present it to my colleagues for what they may consider it worth, I 
tell them that, guided by the experience of the past and aided by all 
the information I am able to secure, I am convinced that there never 
can and never will be a strong and effective Republican party in the 
South until we shall have enough white men in it to make it stron 
and effective. Senator Mahone and the 40,000 other white men he | 
into our party in Virginia is what made the party strong in that State 
and gave us six members in the Fiftieth Congress. Contestant flew 
in the face of the experience of the past and existing conditions in 1888, 
and the result was that upon the face of the returns we had only two 
members in this These are facts which can not be contro- 
verted. They stand as mile-stones to mark our marches in the contest 
we are waging. 

Contestant, relying upon the power of his oratary before his race, 
defied his party, defied the national committee, defied the whites; he 
argued that the negro race could and should control that district be- 
cause there were more colored than white voters; hence he drew the color 
line and raised the race issue; and can any one of my colleagues won- 
der at the result which followed, and the more especially so when we 
consider the evidence of the opposition of many leading colored men 
whose testimony I have quoted? 

I tell this House that, under our theory of government, ignorance 
can not dominate and rule over intelligence; hence, I would plead with 
fhose who are with the leadership in this Congress, and who 
are thereby responsible for the legislation enacted, to heed the advice 
that comes to us from every source and that is borne to us on every 
breeze, saying that no effective Republican party can be built up in 
the South, based upon negro votes alone. Neither State nor Federal 
laws can build it up. A race twenty-five years out of slavery, super- 
stition, and densest ignorance can not build it up. God has never yet 
lifted up any race in any age out of the environments of densest super- 
stition, ignorance, and slavery into the full sunlight of intelligent self- 
government in so brief a period of time. From the environments ot 
superstition, ignorance, and slavery into the sunlight of intelligent 
self-government is the work of evolution alone, rnnning through gen- 
erations. There is no other way by which that result can ve obtained. 

Experience, the safest of all 
tells us, in language we can not misunderstand, that we must have 
in our party in the South if we would have a Republican 

in fact as well as in name, and yet contestant denied all 
of the past, and made his to colored 
now ask will it be seriously con 7 mem- 
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their ballots for one candidate only, Mr. Venable; while 15,864 Repub- 
lican electors—a clear majority of 2,566 over 13,298 Democratic elect- 
ors—very unwisely divided their votes between two candidates, giving 
to Mr. Arnold 3,207 votes and to Mr. Langston 12,657 votes. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people love fair play, and I want to say 
that it will not be fair play for the Republican party in this House to 
punish Mr. Venable because he was wise enough to avail himself of the 
advantage arising from a division of the Republican vote of his district 
when that division was the only thing on earth that made it possible 

i in the race. 

* all caeuinne to another significant fact in the political history of 
that district. In 1884, a Presidential year, Mr. Brady, a white Repub- 
lican and an ex-Union soldier, who is now a member of the national 
committee and collector of internal revenue at Petersburgh, was the 
regular Kepublican nominee and was elected by only 1,082 majority, by 
reason of a division inthe partythen. Query: If Mr. Brady, the reg- 
ular Republican nominee and a gallant ex-Union soldier, was elected by 
only 1,082 votes in 1884, by reason of aparty division at that time, can 
it be held to be evidence of fraud in the election in 1888, because con- 
testant, who bolted the convention and accepted the nomination from 
the bolters, and ran as an Independent and as a colored candidate in 
a colored district upon the race issne, and who openly defied the na- 
tional and State committees, and who ran against the regular Demo- 
cratic and Republican candidates, was in that three-cornered fight de- 
feated by 641 votes, when a change of only 862 votes, as compared with 
the vote for Mr. Brady in 1884, would produce that result. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, in order that 1 may emphasize this proposi- 
tion, in the light of Mr. Brady’s vote in 1884 as the regular Repub- 
liean candidate and of contestant’s independent race against the regu- 
lar Republican candidate in 1888, as well as against the Democratic 
candidate, and when we consider the opposition of the leading colored 
men of the district to contestant, and his open defiance of the Repub- 
lican State and national committees, can any reasonable man reach any 
other conclusion than that contestant might expect defeat? I insist 
that his defeat was natural and to be expected. Iam only surprised 
that the majority against him was no greater than 641 votes. 

I shall limit my argument upon particular precincts and votes to the 
two wards in Petersburgh, the Sixth and Third, that are attacked by 
the majority report. 

In order to simplify the question and narrow it down to two proposi- 
tions, let us grant all that is claimed by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. HAUGEN] outside of the city of Petersburgh. He concedes that 
Mr. Venable comes to Petersburgh with 487 more votes than contestant. 

Let us proceed to a consideration of these two wards. First let us 
examine the Sixth ward. 

The official returns show that Mr. Venable received 352 votes; Mr. 
Arnold received 160 votes; Mr. Langston received 139 votes. 

How was the election board at this ward constituted? Let us see. 


The lawsof Virginia require that each election hoard shall be composed | 


of three judges and two clerks, and the Federal law provides that the 
election canvass and count of votes may be watched by two Federal 
supervisors. There were three judges; two of them were Democrats, 
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one a Republican. There were two clerks, one a Republican and one | 


a Democrat, and the evidence shows that they were men of character. 
The election was watched by one Kepublican and one Democratic Fed- 
eral supervisor. I want to say right here that au election board con- 
stituted like this, composed as it was of men of both parties, under 
State and national authority, ought to be sustained by this House, un- 
less there is positive and accurate proof of fraud or mistake. 

If good men of both parties can not be trusted to announce a correct 
result, then indeed all elections must be left in doubt. The evidence 
of record shows that the ballot-box was exposed to the officials so that 
they might know that it contained no ballots when the first vote was 
cast; that both of the supervisors were present from the time the first 
vote was cast until the last one was deposited in the box; that they 
were in a position all day where they had a fall view of what took 
place; that the Republican supervisor sat beside the ballot-box, and 
facing the judges and clerks, and in plain view, where he could see 
each ballotfrom the time it left the voter’s hand until it was deposited 
in the ballot-box, thus rendering a change of ballots impossible. 

I call the attention of my colleagues specially to the following facts, 
which are in the evidence of record and are not denied: 

First. That there were tickets with Republican electors and Mr. 
Venable for in circulation, avd that these tickets could not 
be distinguished from the Arnold and Langston tickets except by read- 


Se ; 
ond. That many colored voters voted in the white line. 
Third. That while many voted open tickets a good many 
white and colored voters voted folded tickets. 
Fourth. That there was no discrimination on account of color, and 


no unnecessary delay, voting being done at the rate of more than one 
a minute all day long. ies : ' 
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of Mr. Langston, and others the name of Mr. Venable. That there 
were twelve scratched tickets voted and that ten of the twelve bad 
Langston’s name scratched out and Venable’s name written in its place, 
one ticket with Arnold’s name erased, and one with Venable’s name 
erased and no name written in. 
I will here insert the evidence of Mr. B. 
ail ' } 


D. Akers, a member of the 
board, which sets out in a 
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etail all these facts. Mr. Akers testifies as 
follows: 

Q. 37. Were any other persons present in the polling-room at Sixth ward on 
6th of November, 188%, from the opening of the polls to the sealing of the poll 
books and builots, besides the judges and clerks of election and United States 
supervisors already named ? 

A. No,sir; excepting the boy that brought the meals 

Q. 33. Were any of these persons absent from the polling-room at any time 
after entering upon the discharge of their duties to said sealing of the p »ll-hooks 
and ballots? 

A. No, sir; with the exception of one time when Mr. Scott went outside to 


stop the loud talking and noise, he being the only one, to my recollection, that 
left the room during the day. 7 

Q. 39. Mr. E. T. Berry, United States supervisor, has testified that at the clos- 
ing of the polls the box was opened and the ballots were dumped ina pile upon 
the table. Does that agree with your recollection? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. 40. You have stated that the ballots were then canyassed by the judges, 
Were the ballots opened at this time or counted folded? I mean just as voted, 

A. Yes, sir; I canvassedthem folded. Noone counted them but myself, with 
the judges and supervisors and clerks looking on : 

Q. 41. Did the tickets found in the box exceed the names on the poll-books? 
A. No, sir; it was short one ballot. 

Q. 42. Do you remember whether there were any tickets, when the counting 
came tobe done, having the name of one candidate for Congress scratched there- 
from and another name substituted ? 

A. Yes, sir; there were twelve scratched ballots. Ten of them had Lang- 
ston’s name scratched out and Venable’s name written in pencil in place; one 
with Arnold's name scratched out and no name written in the place of it; one 
with Venable’s name scratched out and no name written in place of it. 

Q. 43. Was there any considerable number of ballots voted openly at Sixth 
ward on the 6th November, 1888? ‘ 

A. There was. There was a good many while and a good many colored, and 
a good many of both voted their ballots folded. 

Q. 44. When a ballot was handed you open did you not ne« 
names some of them contained? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. 45. You always f 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. 46, During the count of the vote to ascertain the number of votes received 
by each candidate, did you again count all the ballots yourself while the other 
officers looked on, or were the ballots divided into portions and each portion 
counted by a different person ? 

A. All three of the judges separated the ballots into piles of fifty or a bundred, 
dividing the Democratic ballots fromthe Republican. Assoon as this was done 
we counted the Democratic ballots to find out the number of votes cast for the 
electors, and Republican likewise. Then we separated the Republican ballots 
to get at the name of the Congressmen at the bottom, and we separated those 
ballots, putting the Langston ballots to themselves, the Venable ballots to them 
selves, and the Arnold ballots to themselves. Then we countedthem and gave 
each candidate what those baliots called for. I counted myself all of the tickets 
for Congressmen and requested Mr. Berry to count them after me for fear of 
mistake. This being finished, we examined the scratched tickets and gave to 
each one what those tickets called for 


essarily see what 


slded a ballot be,ore git in the box, did you not? 


depositin 


Q. 47. During all this separation and counting, who, if any one, handled the 
ballots besides yourself, Eckies, and Lewis” 

A, No one. 

Q. 48. Did either ofthe United States super: sor clerks p to divide the 
ballots into piles of fifty or a hundred? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. 49. Did not Mr. Berry handle the ballots when he ited them at your re- 


quest? 
A. Yes, sir 
isfy himself. 
Q. 50, Did Mr. Scott handle the ballots to the same extent” 
A. No, sir; he never touched a ballot during the day. 
Q. 51. You are certain, then, that neither of the clerk 
ballots at all? 
A. Yes, sir; Iam certai 
* 


he handled them to see if my count was correct and also to sat 


sof election hand 
n. Record, 830,851. 


Q. 14. Can you or not, now that you have been fully questioned as to the 
election held in Sixth ward, in the city of Petersburgh, on the 6th day of No 
vember, 1588, state that the returns of that election, as made to the clerk of the 
hustings court of Petersburgh and now on file in his office, contain a full, com 
plete, and accurate statement of the number of ballots cast at Sixth ward vot 
ing place on that day and of the number cast for each candidate voted for at that 
election”? 

A. Yes, sir; 

Mr. Speaker, here we have these facts: First, an election board of 

S , 
three judges and two clerks, composed of three Democrats and two Re 
ublicans, watched over by two Federal supervisors, one of whom was 
’ é 7 . t : : 

a Democrat and one a Republican, in all seven oflicials, four of whom 
were Democrats and three Republicans. Their returns properly made 
outand the votes tabulated and properly certified. Second, we have the 
evidence of two of those officials, who testify that they were present dur 
ing all the time that the polls were opened and while the votes were 
being counted and canvassed; that no other person was present except 
the boy who brought them their meals; that no other person or per- 
sons handled the tickets, and that the return made which gave the 
result as I have stated it wasa full, true, and accurate account and 


I can and do so state Record, 827 


| statement of the number of ballots cast that day and a true and ac- 


Fifth. That the ballots were first taken out of the box and counted | 
according to the law of that State. That there were voted at that pre- | 
cinct tickets having Republican electors on them, some of those tickets pose? In order to seat a man in this House who ran on an independ- 
having the name of Mr. Arnold on them for Congress, othersthe name | ent ticket against the regular Republican nominee in that district and 


curate statement of the number of ballots cast for each candidate voted 
for at that election in the Sixth ward in Petersburgh. 

It is in evidence that all the members of the board were present al! 
the time during the entire count and canvass of the vote, and yet it is 
proposed by a Republican Committee on Elections, in a Republican 
House, toset aside this return thus doubly verified. And for what pur- 
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whose race resulted in the defeat of the Republican electors in Virginia 
beyond all question, besides giving that district over to the Democrats. 
Let us hope that this will be the last time that such a proposition will 
ever be submitted to Congress, 

Mr. Speaker, I am not my colleagues’ keeper, but speaking for my- 
selfonly I wish to say that I cap, not, under my oath and my knowl- 
edge of this case, vote to seat contestant; and I trust, sir, for the good 
name of the House, and especially of the party of which I am only an 
humble member, that there are enough Kepubticans who will think 
and vote the same way, 80 that we may prevent such an outrage upon 
the rights of the people trom ever being charged to the great party of 
freedom and the right. 

Let me examine with you gentlemen carefully and impartially, and 
ascertain if there is suificient evidence in this record to authorize this 
House to reject the official returns of the Sixth ward in Petersburgh. 
We are convened in this House to enact laws for the government ot a 
great nation, and we must ourselves respect and obey the accepted law 
yoverning all such cases. The grant of sovereign power to decide as 
to the qualification of its members is no justification whatever for an 
improper act upon the partof the House. We are commanded to pre- 
serve the rights of the House, and we have solemnly sworn to preserve 
the rightsof the people. What is the law in regard tothe rejection of 
the official returns of an election ? 

The souindness of the following propositions will not be controverted: 

The returns must stand until such facts are proven as to clearly show that it 
is nottrue, (McOrary on Elections, sec. -536.) 

The presumption is that the election is honestly conducted, and the burden 
of proof to show it otherwise is on the party assailing the returns, (MeCrary, 
sec. 542; Paine, secs. 579, 762, 763, 764. ) 

Nothing but the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence should be 
permited to destroy official returns. It ix not sufficient to cast suspicion upon 
them, They must be proved fraudulent betore they are rejected. (. A. and E. 
Ene. of Law, Paine, supra.) 

The testimony of voters concerning their own votes is not admissible to con- 
tradict the ballots and record until it is shown by aflirmativetestimony thatthe 
judges, or clerks, or other persous withdrew the tickets of electors and substi- 
tuted others for them. (Paine, sec, 767.) 

Let us in the spirit of fair play apply these principles of law, about 
which there can be no dispute as to their soundness, to the returns of 
this ward. The legal presumption is that the election was honestly 
conducted; that presumption is sustained by the direct and positive 
testimony of two of the officials, that, in fact, it was honestly con- 
ducted. ‘Nothing but the most credible, positive, and unequivocal 
evidence should be permitted to destroy official returns. Itis notsuf- 
ficient to cast suspicion upon them ”’ is the plain and yet mandatory 
language of the law. Where is the evidence of fraud at this ward? 
Is it not in evidence that not one vote was challenged at this precinct ? 
Where is the ‘credible, positive, and unequivocal evideme’’ to de- 
atroy this return? 

The evidence shows that not a person outside of the board touched 
a ballot afterit left the voter's Land, Is it not a fact thatof the seven 
members of the board, counting the supervisors, three of them were 
Republicans and four Democrats? I am met with the statement, 
‘* Why, of course there was fraud in that precinct,’’ and I ask for the evi- 
dence of the fraud and am told, ‘‘ Why,ot course thereis fraud. Did not 
Thomas H. Brown and Pleasant Goodwyn swear that 370 or 377 voters 
received tickets from them and voted tor Langston?’’ Iadmit that they 
thus testified, and I ask whoare these men? Upon inquiry I find that 
they are both the partisan friends of Langston. Query: Whose testi- 
mony ought this House to give credence to? The returns made under 
oath by seven men, four ot whom were Democrats and three Repub- 
licans, who received the votes cast by each voter, placed them in the 
box in the open view o! each other, and who, when the pol! was closed, 
proceeded to count the votes in the box and canvassed them, giving to 
each candidate every vote he received on the ballots actually cast, or 
should we disbelieve these sworn officials and their properly certified 
official return, throw aside their oaths and return, and believe the tes- 
timony of two men on the outside who were there to give out a certain 
kind of tickets to be voted, when it is nut denied that there was in gen- 
eral circulation Republican tickets with three different candidates for 
Congress upon them? I shall be loath to believe that any member on 
this side of the Chamber will disbelieve the sworn officers in charge of 
the ballots under these circumstances. It would have been so easy 
for Brown and Goodwyn to be deceived by the voters and be per- 
fectly honest in their statements under oath, while these seven offi- 
cials can not be deceived and mistaken; they had the ballots before 
them that were voted, not the ballots that were handed to persons to 
vote. This return is correct or they are perjurers, 

Some one may say, ‘‘Well, there must have been fraud in that ward, be- 
cause the Sixth ward is a strong colored ward, and they were loud for 
Langston.’’ My reply is, it is a colored ward; but this fact is proven 
and not denied by any one, that of the twelve scratched tickets voted 
at this precinct ten of them had Langston’s name scratched off and the 
name of Mr. Venable written in its place. 

I am here reminded of the race made by a friend of mine for a county 
office in Indiana in 1476. He made a canvass from heuse to house, 
and secured hundreds of personal mises to vote for him from his 


_whatever of the crime and had 


just as certain of his election as these men did that 370 or 377 men 
had voted tor Lanyston. Election day came around, the election was 
held, and when the result was announced my friend was deteated by 
nearly the usual majority, and he learned away back in 1876, what 
Brown aud Goodwyn must bave known in 1888, thatin a three-cornered 
fight political promises to vote certain tickets do not always pan out 
when the result is officially announced. 

1 might relate myself a chapter about political promises that were 
never kept that would atleast instractif itdid notentertain my hearers. 

I say that a three-cornered fight 1or Congress even in a strong colored 
Republican ward is likely to become a sore disappointment to one of 
the threecandidates. ‘‘But,’’ saysone person, ** beat leastcandid; didn’t 
contestant introduce 283 voters in person and by depositions, who tes- 
ified tiat they voted there that day, and that they all voted for con- 
testant, while the returns gave him only 139 votes?’’ And then, as if be 
thought to clinch that, he says: ‘*‘ Now, honest and square, doesn’t that 
prove iraud?”’ I tell him that to my mind it does not. I am asked 
to give my reasons, and I reply, ‘Certainly, with pleasure;’’ and I 
quote the law to him in these words: 

The testimony of voters concerning their own votes is not admissible to con- 
tradict the ballots and record until it is shown by aflirmative testimony that the 
judges or clerks or other persons withdrew the tickets of electors and substi- 
tuted others fer them, (Paine, sec, 767.) 

And then I ask him for the evidence in this case that a single ticket 
of an elector had been taken from the box and another ticket substi- 
tuted for it. I ask him for the evidence of this act, and be stands mute 
and silent; he can not find it, you can not find it, no one can find it; 
and then I turn the tables on him, and tell him that the evidence in 
the record discloses this fact, which to my mind explains the whole 
difficulty and accounts for the resalt upon perfectly natural and rea- 
sonable causes, and that fact was the presence and general circulation 
at this precinct of more than one kind of a Kepublican ticket. The 
evidence of record shows that there was the regular ticket, with the 
names of the Kepublican electors on it, ani the name of R. W. Arnold 
for Congress, and that there were others with the name of John Mercer 
Langston for Congress, and still others with the name of Mr. Venable 
for Congre-s. I then call attention to this further evidence, that these 
different tickets could not be distinguished the one trom the others ex- 
cept by reading them, and then I ask, how many of these 284 colored 
voters could read and how many of them did read their ballots and 
could know with any degree of certainty who they actually did vote 
for to represent them in this ? Of the 70 electors who swear 
that they voted for Langston, whose testimony is in the record of 
this case, 43 made their mark and only 27 could write their names. 

I now and here ask this House, is it not far more reasonable to sup- 
pose that many of these ignorant men could be honestly mistaken as to 
whom they did vote for, in the presence of tickets with different names 
on them for Congress, and no doubt purposely mixed, than to suppose 
that seven members of an election board, fourof whom were Democrats 
and three Republicans, would willfully and maliciously make a talse 
return of the ballots cast in their nee, and counted, canvassed, and 
certified by them? I think it far more reasonable to presume that 
ignorant men might be honestly mistaken than that these men would 
under oath make a false return of the votes actually cast in their pres- 
ence. 

It is said of Abraham Lincoln that he was once the attorney for a 
young man who was charged with the crime of murder. The mother 
ot the young man had been kind to Lincoln when he was in poverty, 
and the great soul of Lincoln was wrapped up in the cause of his 
young client. Certain witnesses swore positively that they saw the 
murder committed, saw the murderer, and could not be mistaken as to 
his identity, They testified that the murder was committed in the 
night-time—but they declared that it was a bright moonlight night— 
and that they saw plainly and recognized the defendant as the mur- 
derer. They said they could not be mistaken and that the defendant 
was the guilty person. The young man had denied any knowledge 
protested again and again his inno- 
cence. A murder had been committed. The time and place were not 
disputed. The evidence was direct and positive, and spectators and 
court alike thought the accused was guilty. Not so thought the great 
lawyer, Lincoln. He brought out all the incidents in detail, and upon 
cross-examination had every icular of the crime made specific and 
definite. When the State rested its case Mr. Lincoln proved conclu- 
sively that at the time the murder was committed the moon was not 
shining at all; that as a matter of fact it was in the dark of the moon, 
and that therefore the witnesses must have been mistaken when they 
fixed upon the defendant as the guilty man, The jury in that case 
found the defendant not guilty, and he was declared to be innocent. 

Mr. Speaker, if there was any evidence in the record of this contest 
showing that the ballot-box had been tampered with; if there wasany 
evidence that any person or persons who might even be suspected of 
desiring to defrand the electors of this ward been seen with or in 
close proximity to the ballot-hox; it there had been only one kind of 
a Republican ticket at this ward; if the electors were educated men, 


if 
political opponents. He had made a list of the names and it was! caretui and jealous of the right of suffrage, and incapable of being 
nearly as long as the one made by Goodwyn and Brown, and he felt | easily imposed upon; in brief, if there was in the record of this case 
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one single incident to bring the official returns under suspicion. then, 
in that event, [ admit there would be force in the testimony of the 
electors as to whom they did vote for to represent them in this Congress. 

‘In the absence, however, of any evidence whatever that a single bal- 
lot cast by an elector was taken out of the ballot-box and another bal- 
lot substituted in its place, and when it is conceded on all sides that 


there were Republican tickets in general circulation and voted at this | 


precinct, with three different candidates for Congress upon them, and 
when the officers in charge of the election testity that all three kinds 
of Republican tickets were voted by the electors of that ward, and 
plac: d in the ballot-box as they were voted, and that the ballots so voted 
were counted, canvassed, and returned by the board according to law, 
and that each one of the three candidates for Congress at that ward pre- 
cinct was credited with the exact number of votes that were cast lor 
him, I think, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the Kepublican party, that 
I am justified by every consideration of law, evidence, precedent, and 
policy, to ask you to let the returns of the Sixth ward in Petersburgh 
stand as they were made by the election board, composed as it was of 
reputable men of both political parties and watched by two Federal 
supervisors, one a Republican and the other a Democrat. 

If the official returns of an election held by the people, regular in 
form and properly certified by an election board composed of repre- 
sentatives from both parties, and supervised by Federal officials of both 
parties, who witness the whole proceedings and then upon oath verify 
the count and canvass of the ballots cast, and who declare the return 
to be correct—if an election 20 held and certified is to be set aside upon 
the evidence of parties who are upon the outside and who are the par- 


tisan friends of only one of the three candidates, and whose testimony | 


does not contain one specific averment of fraud, error, or mistake, and 
whose only claim for setting aside the returns is that they gave out 
certain tickets to 370 or 377 men, who they think voted for a certain 
candidate, when, in fact, the ballots actually cast by the voters disclose 
the names of three different candidates tor Congress upon the Republican 
electoral tickets voted, instead of the one these witnesses thonght were 
voted, if an official return so guarded and verified is to be set aside, I 
appeal to my Republican colleagues to let some other party do it. To 
set aside such a return would be for this House to overthrow the result 
of an election by the people without even the shadow of fraud attach- 
ing to it. Speaking for myself only, I can not, [ will not, by my vote 
aid to set aside the return of an election upon any such a flimsy pretext. 
It is our first daty, Mr. Speaker, to protect the elections by the people, 
not to set them aside; and in the event that it becomes necessary to set 
aside an election the iaw has defined with great care and precision the 
character of evidence required. The law decl.res that ‘‘ Nothing but 


the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence’’ will justity this | 
House in setting aside the offjcial returns of an election by the people. I | 
tell this House that the record of this contest does not contain such | 


evidence; not a sentence, a phrasé, or a word of.such evidence. 
The report submitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. HAv- 
GEN ] for the majority comes to the city of Peterburgh conceding to Mr. 


Venable 487 more votes than contestant had. If the official returns | 


of the Sixth ward stand as they were certified by the board—and I 
contend that it must stand if we are governed in the consideration of 
this case by the law as it is generally accepted, the evidence of record, 
and the precedents of adjudicated cases by this and by past Congresses— 
then Mr. Venable bas 487 plurality over contestant when we reach 
the Third ward, the last voting precinct sought to be impeached by 
contestant and by the majority report. 
THE THIRD WARD. 

The official returns of the Third ward show that there were cast at 
that precinct for Congressmen a total of 797 votes: For Mr. Venable 
518 votes, for Mr. Langston 174 votes, for Mr. Arnold 105 votes. P 

It is conceded that this ward is pow and always has been strongly 
and reliably Democratic. It is the home of the sitting member, Mr. 
Venable, and yet the majority report proceeds, first, to set aside the 
official returns and, second, by some sort of reasoning, the mode of 
which I frankly confess I can not comprehend, proceeds to summarily 
distranchise electors of that ward as follows: First, the 105 Republicans 
who in this three-cornered fight had the courage and manhood to vote 
the Republican ticket for Mr. Arnold; second, all the Democ atic elect- 
ors who voted in this admitted Democratic stiongbold, including the 
members of the election board, and the coutestee himself, who lives in 
that ward and voted at that precinct. The report does not stop at this, 
but proceeds by some process, either modern or medieval, the partica- 
Jarsof which can not be definitely known, to increase contestant’s vote 
from 174, the number returned by the election board, to 234 votes. I 
think I am justified by the facts in saying that no more wonderiul and 
audacious revision of an election by the people has ever been attempted. 

Let us in the name of fair play see what, if any, justificat.on can be 
found for this most extraordinary procedure. 

There are two, and only two, questions presented for our considera- 


tion by this action of the majority of the Committee on Elections: | 


First, is there suflicient evidence of record to justify the rejection by 
this House of the official returns of the Third ward? and, second, if it 
shall be decided by the House that there is sufficient evidence on which 
to reject the official returns, then in that event is there suflicient evi- 
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dence to justify this House in increasing the votes cast for contestant from 

174, the number given him by the official retarns, to 284, the number 
| claimed for him by the gentleman trom Wisconsin (Mr. HAUGEN] in 
| the majority report ? 

The soundness of the rules ot law governing the rejection of official 
returns, stated by me in considering the Sixth ward, will not be de- 
nied. Let me restate them briefly: 

The official returns must stand until facts are proven which show 
clearly that the returns are not true. 

The law presumes the election to have been honestly conducted. 
When assailed the burden of proof rests on the assailant. 


itis not 
sufficient to cast suspicion upon the returns, They must be proven 


fraudulent before they are rejected; and then comes the final test, 
‘‘Nothing but the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence 
should be permitted to destroy official returns.’’ | take it that no 
member of this House will dispute the soundness of these propositions, 
| nor will any member deny the wisdom of requiring the most ‘* cred- 
ible, positive, and unequivocal evidence’’ to set aside the official re- 
turns of sworn officers of the law, who have been charged with the 
duty upon their oaths to make a full, honest, and accurate return of 
| the ballots cast at the election precinct over which they have been called 
| to preside. 
| ‘To set aside the returns of sworn officers who hold elections upon any 
| other kind of evidence than the most ‘credible, positive, and une- 
| 
| 
| 
| 
' 


quivocal ’’ would result in the destruction of all confidence iu elections 
by the substitution of the most irrelevant for the bighest known and 
most accurate form of evidence of the certainty and correctness of 
| elections held by the people. 
It is true that all the officers of this election precinct were Demo- 
crats. Yet it is also true that there was a Federal supervisor. I think 
it very unfortunate tor Mr. Venable that this is true. I shall not at- 
tempt in any way to justify the creation of an election board where 
only one political party is represented. 
| Each party is entitled to be represented on the board; to deny this 
| right is wrong, absolutely wrong. No man can justify it, and while 
| the fact may create a suspicion as to the honesty and correctness of the 
election and returns, I beg leave to call the attention of my colleagues 
to the fact that the law declares that it is not sufficient to cast suspi- 
cion upon a return in order to set it aside. 
Nothing but the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence should be 

| permitted to destroy official returns. 
| Keeping in view these clearly defined legal principles let us see what 

are the facts relative to the Third ward vote in Petersburgh. First, 
we have the official retarns of the sworn officers who held this election, 
| which returns I beg leave to say have the fall force and are entitled to 
| the weight as evidence for our guidarce, indicated by the quotations 
| of law heretofore given the House. Then, in addition thereto, there 
| is in the record of this case the evidence of Mr. Gill, a Federal super- 
| visor, regularly appointed in conformity to law, by the proper author- 
| ity, to watch over and witness the proceedings of that election, whose 
character is unimpeached and who upon oath testified in regard to 
| this election as follows: 


Q.12. Were you present after the close of the polls and during the count and 
canvass of the vote? 

A. | was present during thecount and canvass of the vote, and from the time 
the polls closed I did not leave until the countand canvass was finished or com- 
pleted, and the tally-sheets, etc,, with the ballots, were piaced in the ballot-box 
and sealed by the judge. 

Q. 13, How did the number of ballots found in the box correspond with the 
number of names on the poll-books? 

A. They corresponded exactly. There were 797 names registered by the 
clerks and the number of ballots were 797 found in the box. 

Q. 14. Please describe the manner in which the ballots were canvassed and 
| counted, and say by whom were they canvassed and counted, and, refreshing 
| your memory from the poll-book already filed, say what was the result 
(Nore.—Counsel for contestant now asked for an adjournment of the taking 

of the above deposition until 4 p. m. of thisday, as he his @ pressing engage 
ment which it is impossible for him to neglect, especially, too. as there are now 
only three of Lang-ton’s counsel in the city, and that the other twocounsel are 
now engaged in taking depositions in this contested-election case in other parts 
of the city under notice given by the contestee through his counsel.) 

A. The ballot-box was emptied by William Crichton, judge, on thetable. [ 
saw that nothing was left in the box. The ballots were then counted by the 
judges, William Crichton, Joho T. Williams, Virginius L. Weddell, and myself, 
I claiming the right as United States supervisor for that precinct to count the 

| same. The number of ballots taken from the box was 797. The ballots for 

| each candidate were then separated and counted for each candidate. The re- 

| sult was: Venable,518; Arnold, 105; Langston, 174 Che ballots wére separated 
and counted by the threejudgesalready mentionedand myself. 1 was present 
during the entire count and canvass of the vote. 

| Q. 15. Did you keep any record yourself during the day? And, if you did, 
state in what manner you kept it and how its result accorded with the number 

| of ballots found in the box. 

| A. I kepta tally of the white and colored vote during the day upon a patent 

| tally-sheet, which I received as an advertisement, the parties wishing to sell 

| these sheets, and, having the sheet, I user it for the purpose of keeping a tally 
thatday. My countupon thissheet summed up 5 less than the poll-book, which 
difference was due to the fact that I failed to make the cross-mark in the tally 
thereby bewinning the next tally, losing one each time I made the mistake 

Q. 16. From your experience in such matters, is it possible outside of the 
| polis to keep with accuracy a record of the number of votes cast forany particu- 
| lar candidate? And give your reasons. 

)_ A. From my experience it is impossible to tell by any means outside of the poll# 
how many votes are cast for any particular candidate or party. My rea-on for 
so stating is that I have frequently tried todo so at the same polling place, baving 
an accurate copy of the registration book made by myself while a registrar, and 
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have never yet been able to tell at the close of the pute which party or candi- 
date had the most bal/ote cast for them or estimate how many had been cast for 
any particular candidate. I have failed to come within 150 votes between the 
two parties, aiipamand Denpeent, ons Stet Oe ing 
about the number of ba!lots for any one candidate, fact of the ots, as 
a general thing, being folded by the voters, in m inion, makes it impossible 
for a wan cutie of the pelle toung how many have been 
particular candidate. 

Q. 17. Was the election of the 6th of November, 1888, any exception to the gen- 
eral rule with regard to the voting of folded ballots? 


No, sir. 
Q. 18. Was there any fraud or shar ice of any kind practiced in the 


counting, canvassing, or returning of the vote of Third‘ward polls on Novem- 

A. Lhade opportunity to see and hear everything that was done or said 
in the count and canvass and return of said vote. I saw nothing of fraud or 
sharp ice. If I had seen any such fraud or sharp practice I should, as 
United States Sapervsees, have stopped it at once. 

Q. 19. If there been any fraud at the Third ward polls would you not have 
been able to see and discover it? 

A. Yes. 

Mr. Speaker, we have now before us the returns of this precinct made 
by the sworn officers who held the election, sustained by the testimony 
of Mr. Gill, the Federal supervisor, who states under oath that there 
was no fraud practiced in the counting and canvass of the votes and 
in the making of the returns; and he also testifies that the returns 
which upon their face are entitled to the highest credence, were in fact, 
honestly and correctly made out, giving to Mr. Venable, Mr. Lang- 
ston, and Mr, Arnold the exact numberof votes cast for them by the 
electors of that ward. 

I desire to call the particular attention of the House to the fact that 
this is the voting precinct of Mr. Venable, against whose character 
as a man not one word bas been spoken. He and his father have been 
engaged in business there for many years, giving employment toa large 
number of colored men, and, instead of its being remarkable that he 
ran ahead in this ward, I want to say here and now that, in the light 
of the facts in this case and of the division in the Republican ranks, 
I hold that it would have been indeed most remarkable if he had not 
largely increased his vote in his own ward. 

Upon this impregnable ground stand the returns of the Third ward: 
and yet, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, we are asked not 
only to set aside the official returns, but to exclude all the Venable 
votes and all the votes cast for the regular Republican candidate, Mr. 
Arnold, and in addition thereto we are asked to count 284 votes as hav- 
ing been cast for the contestant, 110 more votes than were cast for him 
as returned by the sworn officials of the election board—and upon what 

ounds? What is the character of the evidence upon which this House 

asked to do this thing? 

It will be conceded by every member of this House that, given the 
facts that a certain precinct is Democratic and the home precinct of 
the Democratic candidate, against whose character not one word has 
been uttered, with an irreconcilable division in the Republican party, 
so that there are two candidates, one white and one colored, the col- 
ored candidate raising the race issue and making the canvass upon that 
issue, with prominent colored leaders, including ministers, appealing 
to their people not to follow the colored candidate, that to justify the 
setting aside of such an election return, that is sustained by the testi- 
mony of the Federal supervisor, who was present all the time and him- 
self made the count, when in the language of the law ‘‘ Nothing but 
the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence should be per- 


- mitted to destroy the official returns. it is not enough to cast 


upon them. They must be proved fraudulent before they are rejected; ’’ 
that the House should require ‘‘ credible, positive, and unequivocal evi- 
dence’’ upon which to act. 

In the light of the law and seen I repeat, what is the char- 
acter Of the evidence upon whi 
in the Third ward—not only set the returns aside, but by some sort 
of legerdemain transform this reliavly Democratic ward in a Southern 
city into a ward unanimously in favor of a colored candidate who made 
his canvass upon the race issue gs a colored man’s candidate in an ad- 
mitted Democratic ward? We are asked by Mr. HAUGEN to decide 
that in this ward, where all the members of the board, five in number, 
were Democrats, and where an overw majority of the legal 
voters are Democrats, and where Mr. Venable, contestee, lives and 
votes, and where a full Democratic vote was polled, we are gravely 
asked to decide that in fact no Demoeratic votes were polled, and 
then we are asked to decide that no Republican votes were cast for the 

Republican nominee, Mr. Arnold. 
think I can hear my colleagues say: ‘‘ Mr. CHEADLE, we shall be 
compelled to insist that ‘credible, positive, and unequivocal’ evidence, 
and a preponderance of such evidence, shall be presented for our con- 
sideration before we can vote to set aside the official returns of the 
Third ward.’’ The law says—and I take it the law is a safe guide to 
follow under these circumstances—that the evidence of voters concern- 
their own votes is not admissible to contradict the ballots and re- 

turns until it is shown by ‘affirmative testimony ”’ that the tickets of 
electors have been by some person or persons withdrawn and other 
tickets put in their places. 

I ask for the evidence of the fact that any ticket was taken out and 
another put in its place, and not one line of evidencecan be adduced. 


The sworn evidence of the representative of the Federal Government | 


weare asked to set aside the returns iso coe, we 


states that the count was honest and that each candidate received and 
had counted for him every vote that was cast for him. Query: If the 
testimony of the voters can not be received to contradict the ballots 
and return, how in the name of common sense can the evidence of 
outsiders be so received? Is it not true that the main evidence relied 
upon isthatof M. N. Lewis and William J. Smith, men whe were not 
acting in any official capacity whatever, but were the partisan workers 
of contestant, acting for him and trying to keep a record and tally ot 
the names of men they supposed voted for contestant? This is the 
‘credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence ’’ upon which this House 
is gravely asked to set aside an official return of an election and change 
a ward known to be reliably Democratic into a ward that will be, as 
the committee make it, a solid ward, not Democratic, not Republican, 
but solid for a colored candidate, who made his canvass solely upon the 
ground that the majority of the voters of that district were colored, 
and therefore they ought to vote for him, and this particular ward 
the home of the Democratic candidate. 

I have read, ee gery of remarkable results in elections, of sur- 

rises of various but I venture the statement that this is the first 

nstance in American history where it has been seriously contemplated 
to make either or the country believe that any voting precinct 
can be found in any State which is the home of the Democratic candi- 
date, a precinct that always has been and is now reliably Democratic; 
where, in a three-cornered fight between a Democrat, a Republican, 
and an Independent colored candidate for Congress, the latter making 
his campaign upon the race issue—that it has been deemed wise or proper 
to contend and hold that all the votes were cast in favorof the race 
issue. The mere statement of the result sought to be enforced by the 
majority re in the Third ward in Petersburgh demonstrates its 
ridiculous absurdity. 

If this question was to be decided upon the testimony furnished the 
House by the official returns and the evidence of Supervisor Gill upon 
one side and the evidence of Lewis and Smith upon the other side, it 
seems to my mind plain and reasonable that under the rules of law I 
have quoted there can not be any question as to which side is sustained 
by the preponderance of evidence. I do not think thatany one will 
deny the fact in this presence that the official returns, made under oath 
and supported as they are by the testimony of the Federal supervisor, 
who conducted the count and canvass of the votes, and who was present 
and witnessed the whole election, and whosecharacter is unimpeached, 
ought to have, yes, must have more weight with us in the decision of 
this question of highest privilege than the testimony ot parties who are 
on the outside and who are trying to keep a tally of voters whom they 
think are voting for their friend, even though these persons were men 
thable character. 

press upon the minds of my Republican colleagues the 
fact that the evidence of both of the men whose testimony we are asked 
to believe instead of the sworn officials is gravely impeached. First, 
Lewis is a man, to say the least, of doubtful reputation, as will be seen 
by a reference to the record testimony; while, second, it from 


I wish to refer to the evidence of Su Gill and others upon 
this point. On this subject the testimony of Mr. Gill, Federal super- 
visor, is as follows: 


Q. 26. There have been filed in the record as a part of the testimony of the 
said Lewis four books pur to be the tall eens Saas Se paee on o- 
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. Yes; I believe that these ballots were so written because the parties vot- 
smn wished to conceal the fact that they voted for F.C. Venable. (R., 
e-) 

George W. Dunn, of lawful age, being duly sworn, deposed as fol- 
lows: 


; e said Lewis has testified u his direct examination in this case as | 
aioe "1 stood right at the catuenes Ghana the colored voters apeeemed 
the ballot-box (meaning the ballot-box of Third ward po!ls), where could see 
the ballots given by the voter to the judge who received the ballots and depos- 
ited them in the box. I was there from sunrise until sunset, only leaving once 
about thirty minutes.”” Please —— this oe —_ o- if you 

a i an ve your reasons for your auswer. 

a ae Mr. Lewis bad fosstiben that he could see the ballot about 
an hour anda half. He was obstructing the voters,and I removed him from 
his position. He then ied a place on an old stand, about 10 feet from the 
judge of election. He remained in that position about half an hour. He then 
Yer the I didn’t see him any more until about 12 o'clock. He was 
coming from towards Sixth ward precinct. He then disappeared again and re- 
turned late in the evening. 

Q. 7. There have been filed in the record asa part of the testimony of the 
said Lewis four books nepening to be the tally-books which he kept on Novem- 
ber 6, 1888, at the Third ward polls, containing the names of more than 200 vot- 
ers, whose ballots he swore were given for John M. Langston. In answer to 
the following question asked the said Lewis on his direct examination, to wit: 
“ When, and under what circumstances, did you particularly observe the bal- 
lot of each colored voter before recording his name in said books?” the said 
Lewis replied : “I read his ballot carefully, and after I had seen the judge to | 
whom he handed his ballot deposit it in the ballot-box, I then placed his name 
on my book.” Please state whether this reply of the said Lewis is truc, and | 
give your reasons, 9 \ “¢ | 

A. itis nottrue. All thecolored voters were in aline separate from the whites. | 
They had several parties giving them tickets, and it was impossible for any 
one totell how they were voting. The colored tally-book of Third ward, on 
Mr.Langston’s side, was kept by two or three different parties, and the posi- 
tion that they held they could not have told one ticket from another. 

Q.8. Please state whether or not you have attended Third ward polls at other | 
elections prior to November 6, 1883, and, ifso, how many. i 

A. Ihave attended two others prior to the Presidential election. 

Q. 9. Is it the custom at the Third ward polls for the colored voters to vote | 
open or folded ballots? 

A. They have been voting to suit themselves in the last two or three elections, 
and they would allow no one to see their tickets; and the majority of them 
would allow no one to see their tickets. 

Q. 10. Do you mean to say that on November 6, 1888, the majoyity of the col. 
ored voters would allow no one to see their tickets? 

A. Ido. They hadtwo or three ticket-holders, and they were giving out dif- | 
ferent kinds of tickets. After they gotin line the majority of them refused to | 
show their tickets. They did not want any one to know how they voted—for 
Langston, Venable, or Arnold. | 

Q. ll. Did you see any considerable number of colored voters show their 
tickets to the said Lewis, or to one W.J. Smith, or to one S. B. Mc. Jones, who, | 

| 





as the said Lewis testified, kept his tally-books in his absence? 

A, I did not. 

Q. 12, Would you have known such a fact if it had existed’ 

A. I think I should. 

Q. 13, Were there any tickets with the name of R. W. Arnold for Cengress 
distributed to the colored voters at Third ward polls November 6, 1588” 

A. There was. 

Q. 14. Were there any tickets bearing the Republican Presidential electors 
with the name of E. C. Venubie, for Congress, distributed to the colored voters 
at Third ward polls November‘6, 1883? 

A. There were a great many distributed of that kind. 


James M. Young, a witness of lawful age, being duly sworn, deposed 
as follows: 


Q. 1. (By counsel for contestee.) What is your age, occupation, and residence? 

A. Iam twenty-nine yearsold; my occupation, police officer for the city of 
; my residence, corner of Sycamore and Oak streets, Third ward. 

Q. 2. Where were you on election day, November 6, 18887 

I was at the Third ward precinct. 

; Were you on duty there that day? 

4 


was, 
. What time did you get to the polls on that day and how long did you 
stay there? 

A. Weil, sir, T think it was after I had eaten breakfast, about 7 or 8 o'clock. 
I staid there all day. i 

5. During the time you were at the polls did you see M..N. Lewis, a wit- 
for the contestant in this case’ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. 6. The said Lewis has testified upon his direct examination as follows: 
‘I stood right at the entrance where the colored voters approached the ballot- 
box, where [ could see the eres by the voter tothe judge, who received | 
the ballots and them in box. I was there from sunrise until sun- | 
set, only leaving once about thirty minutes.’ Please consider this statement | 
carefully and say if you know whether it is true, and give your reasons. } 

A. Ho is mistaken. He left there, sir, two or three times during the day. 1 | 
mean the door where a were voting. I missed him away from there. I no- 

b noticed him on account of his being around there 
and taking an ve part in the canvass and election. 
| 
| 


: George Fayerman, of lawful age, being duly sworn, deposes as fol- 
ows: 


Q@. 11. Are you familiar with the Republican voters of Third ward, in which 
you live? 


AI sir. 
Q. 12. Please state whether or not you were present at the Third ward polls 
on the - of November, 1888; and, if so, how long were you there and in what 


ty 
A. I was there nearly the whole day, not being absent more than halfan hour 
atany time. I held the colored voters’ boo 


I 
. When not otherwise I would be distributing tickets in- 
fluencing men to either vote te hana or Venable. . ee 
Q. 13. The said Matt N. Lewis mentioned above has testified that on the 6th of 
November, 1888, he stood immediately in tront of the Third ward bailot-box 
from sunrise until sunset, only leaving about thirty minutes during the day. 
Please state whether or not you know this y to be true or false. 
A. Lewis was there for about three-quarters of the day, and when tlere he 
= on ‘se box in front of the judges by by back to the voters. 
state whet or not it custom in the Third ward am 
Republican voters to vote folded or open ballots. oe 
The 


k; checked their names when they 








Q. 15. Was the election of the 6th of November, 1888, any exception to this 
rule? 

A. It was, partially. A few of the men voted open ballots, between one-eighth 
and one-tenth of the colored voters. A great many of the colored men were 
very particular in guarding their ballots so that no one could see how they 
voted. 

Q. 16. Did you see any of the supporters of Langston exhibit their tickets to 
said Lewis before voting ? 

A. No, not one; they had not the means of doing it from the 
Lewis occupied, 

Q. 17. If it had been the general rule for the supporters of Langston to exhibit 
their ballots to Lewis in order that he might record their names in a book, 
would you or would you not have been cognizant of such a ct 

A. Certainly I would have known. The only way Lewis could have judged 
would have been by the men who voted; he might have surmised: still | know 
& great many new voters of the Third ward who were erying Langston that 
either voted for Arn: ld or Venable. 

Q. 18. Do you or not know the fact that at the time it was suggested to the 
Langston tally-keepers that they were recording on their books as voting for 
Langston men who in reality had cast their ballots for one of the other candi- 
dates? 

(Nore.—To which question and answer thereto counse] 


position that 


ustom 


forthe contestant ob- 
jects as a leading question and not a legal one under settled principles, the laws 
of evidence, notwithstanding the fact that the counsel for the contestee has 
couched his question in the words ** whether or not. 

A. Yes, sir; several colored men have come to me at the poll and stated that 
they were tired of this nonsense of colored womenand ministers interfering in 
politics; that they were never going to vote a; st General Mahone and his 
candidate; therefore they voted for Mr. Arnold in preference to Mr. Langston; 
and yet these very men were crying out “ Langston nd *‘ What's the matter 
with Langston?’’ in every corner of the streets 

(Nore.—To which answer counsel for the contestan rther objects. Said 
evicence is not competent testimony until the cont ee shall have first shown 
that the statements made above were made in the presence of John M. Lang 
ston. 

Q. 19. During the time or times when the said Lewis was alsent from the 





Third ward polis he has testified that one J. Smith and one 8S. B, Mac E. 
Jones assumed his position and kept his tally-books. Piease state whether 
hey enjoyed any other or better opportunities for recording the supporters of 
Langston and whether or not the supporters of Langston showed them their 


v 





| ballots before banding them to the judge 


(Notge.—Counsel for the contestant objects to the foregoing question and an- 
swer as incompetent until the contestee or his counsel shall have first shown 
that the parties referred to above are the same parties that the said M. N, Lewis 


testified about in his direct examination referred to.) 

A. I did see Wiliiam J. Smith occupying the position where Lewis was, but I 
never saw Jones. Smith had nogreater facility of seeing the ballot than Lewis, 
and I never saw any one show either Lewis or Smith a ballot. 

Q. 20. There have been filed in this record as a part of the testimony of the 
said Lewis four books purporting to be the tally-books which he kept on the 
6th of November, 1888, which he kept at the Third ward polls, containing the 
names of more than 200 voters whose ballots he swore were given for John M. 
Langston, In answer to the following question asked the said Lewis on his 
direct examination, to wit, * When and under what circumstances did you par- 
ticularly observe the ballot of each colored voter before recording his name in 
said books?" the said Lewis replied, ‘I read his ballot carefully, and after I 
had seen the judge to whom he handed his ballot deposit it in the ballot-box, 
I then placed his nameon my book.’ Please state whether or not this reply of 
the said Lewis is true, and give your reasons. 

A. It may betrue so far as the one-cighth or one-tenth of the men who voted 
an open ticket, provided Lewis was present and was paying some attention, 
But with regard to the others it is not true, for he had not the means of know- 
ing how they voted, 


I appeal to my Republican colleagues and ask them this question: 
In view of this evidence, if they do not think it would be utterly im- 
possible for Lewis and Smith to have kept a correct and accurate count 
of how the voters did vote at the Third ward. [I ask how can we, 
upon our oaths, afford to accept as true and correct the tally kept by 
these men, in preference to the returns made by the sworn officials of 
that voting precinct, sustained, as they are, by the unimpeached testi- 
mony of the Federal supervisor, Mr. Gill? 

The report submitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Hav- 
GEN | for the majority gives to the tally kept by these outsiders, whose 
testimony is shown by a number of witnesses to be inaccurate and mis- 
leading, higher character and greater weight than is given to the offi- 
cial return of the election board, sustained as it is in every particular 
by the testimony of Supervisor Gill. I concede that all the me.nbers 
of the election board wereof one party. Soare all of contestant’s wit- 
nesses members of one party. 

I condemn here, as I have elsewhere, the practice of making up elec- 
tion boards from one party. I will not inany sense justify such a prac- 
tice, yet I say to my colleagues that there can net be found anywhere 
in this voluminous record one word of evidence that tends to impeach, 
even in the slightest degree, the accuracy and honesty of the board and 
return of the Third ward, outside of the impeached tally of Langston 
voters kept by his unofficial and unsworn party friends, Lewis and 


| Smith, and I conclude, as I hope and trust that you, my colleagues, 


will conclude, that this House can not afford upon such inaccurate tes- 
timony, which has been contradicted by a number of witnesses in every 
essential particular, to set aside the official returns of the Third ward 
in Petersburgh. It is my deliberate judgment that to do it would be, 
so far as the Republican party is concerned, a fatal political blunder, 
an act which could be nothing less than a Congressional crime. 

The very highest legal authority says, ‘‘ Nothing but the most cred- 
ible, positive, and unequivocal evidence should be permitted to destroy 
official returns,’’ while if we shali follow the report of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin {Mr. HAUGEN] we shall rely entirely upon the evi- 
dence of Lewis and Smith, that, to put it in its mildest form, is shown 
by the testimony of a number of unimpeached witnesses to be inac- 
curate and misleading. 

My friend, Mr. HAUGEN, does not stop at asking us to set aside the 
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official returns of the Third ward. He wants us to reject the returns, 
and after that to proceed to give Mr. Langston 284 votes and Vena- 
ble and Arnold none. I want to know why we should do this, and 
am told, ‘‘Why, my dear CHEADLE, you must do that upon the testi- 
mony of Smith and Lewis, who kept a tally of the men who they 
supposed voted for Mr. Langston, and they had 284 names,’’ Upon 
inquiry I find that the law says: 


The testimony of voters concerning their own votes is not admissible to con- 
tradict the ballot and return until it is shown by affirmative testimony tliat the 
judges or clerks or other persons withdrew the tickets of electors and substi- 
tuted others for them. 


l ask my friend, Mr. HAUGEN, to point me to the evidence in the 
record, ‘‘ aflirmative’’ or otherwise, that shows thata single ticket cast by 
an elector at the Third ward had been withdrawn and another ticket 
put in its place, and he tells me very frankly that there is no such 
evidence, I then ask him and the House if, under the law, the evi- 
dence of electors who vote is not admissible to contradict the returns 
until alter, by ‘‘affirmative testimony,’’ it is shown that the ballots 
cast by electors have been taken out and other ballots put in their 
places, how can the testimony of men be admissible who declare sim- 
ply that they think the voters did vote for a certain candidate, to 
set aside an official return of the ballots that were actually cast? I 
venture the assertion that such a proposition would not be considered 
by any court in any State of the Union for one moment. Iam surprised 
that a committee of this House should have ever seriously considered 
such a ridiculous proposition. 

Conceding everything claimed by the majority report, when they 
reach Petersburgh, in the consideration of this case, the result is they 
have reduced Mr. Venable’s vote to 13,126 and Mr. Langston’s vote to 
12,639, leaving Mr. Venable’s plurality 487. 

Suppose, for the sake of the argument, that the House should de- 

cide to reject the votes of the Sixth ward, what would be the result? 
Mr. Venable’s vote would be reduced to 12,774, Mr. Langston’s vote to 
12,500, and Mr. Venable would still be ahead 274 votes, 
_ Let us go one step further and suppose that the House would con- 
clude to revise the vote of the Sixth ward, we should then have this 
result: Mr. Venable’s vote would be increased to 13,014 and Mr. Lang- 
ston’s to }2,877, leaving Mr. Venable still ahead 137 votes. 

Again, let us suppose that the House will decide to let the returns 
of the Sixth ward stand and that it will decide to reject the returns 
of the Third ward because the election board was com entirely 
of Democrats. What change, if any, in the result would this make? 
Mr. Venable comes to the Third ward with 13,126 votes. Deduct his 
vote in the Third ward, 518, and his vote is reduced to 12,608. Mr. 
Langston comes to the Third ward with 12,639 votes. Deduct his vote 
in Third ward, 174, and his vete is reduced to 12,465. Mr. Venable 
would still have 12,608 votes; Mr. Langston, 12,465 votes; leaving Mr. 
Venable a plurality of 143 votes. 

I think I have demonstrated beyond question the fact that Mr. Ven- 
able was elected. I have taken the majority report as it came to Peters- 
burgh and have applied the law and evidence of record to the two 
poems they attack, and the result is that the facts, the evidence, the 
aw, and the figures still leave Mr. Venable ahead upon the most lib- 
eral construction in favor of contestant. Standing here in my place, 
alter an exhaustive study of this case, and measuring the fall import 
of the words I utter, I do not hesitate to declare that this House can 
not eitber legally or rightfully exclude the returns of either the Sixth 
or the Third ward of Petersburgh in the light of the law and 
dents of adjudicated cases and of the testimony of record in this case. 

I have no prejudice whatever in this case, I began a ot itin 
fall sympathy with the contestant and believing that he been 
counted out, I was in the Virginia campaigns in 1888 and 1889, and 
visited half a dozen counties in the Fourth district. I went there to 
study and know for myself the true condition of the colored race. I 
talked with many men ot both races; talked with men who had voted 
for Mr. Arnold, with men who had voted for Mr. Langston, and with 
men who had voted for Mr, Venable, and I knew very much more 
when I came away about the issues and relations between the races than 
when I went there. I had demonstrated to my mind as clearly as a 





self-evident proposition in mathematics that the division in our party. 


in the Fourth district caused the defeat of the Harri-on and Morton 
electors, If there had been no division in the Fourth district they 
would have carried the State by 3,500 votes, and the Republican can- 
didate for Congress would have had 9.000 majority. 

I then began to look for the c :uses for the division and to locate them, 
and again I talked with white and colored men, so that I might learn 
every phase of the question; and when colored men came to me and 
said, *‘ Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Langston was not elected, and to seat him 
will be to inflict a great injury upon our race. It would be the very 
worst thing that eould possibly happen to our people in the Fourth dis- 
trict,’’ I began at once to stady with care this case. I then began to 
yess the evidence and learn its bearing upon every phase of this 
contest. 

I deem it proper to state here and now that I had no race prejudices 
to overcome. I was taught when a child, and have believed since I 
was old enough to comprehend its meaning, in the equality of all men 
belore the law under our theory of government. I am accused of hav- 
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ing hobbies; if I have any it is this. While a member of this House 
I have advocated equal rights and privileges for all, and have argued 
against class and caste and rankin citizenship with whatever ability 
has been given me; so that the fact that contestant is a colored man 
has no effect upon me. If I believed that he was elected by one vote, 
he should have my vote regardless of consequences, because I believe 
that the right of the majority to be represented is above parties and 
policies and that it is the supreme question under our theory of gov- 
ernment. 

It is my opinion that if my colleagues had given to this contest the 
investigation, study, and thought that I have given it there could not 
be found a score of Republicans in this House who would consent 
to vote Mr. Venable out and Mr. Langston in, either upon the testi- 
mony of record in the case, upon the law and precedents, or even as a 
political measure. 

The evidence shows that contestant’s candidacy was as an independ- 
ent. I hold that it caused a division of our vote in that district, the 
effect of which was to give the State to Cleveland and this strong 
Republican district to the Democrats. If the testimony of the wisest 
colored men in that district can be believed his campaign was just as 
injurious to the Republican party and the colored race as it could be, 

My colleagues, Mr. Burrows, Mr. Hovuk, of the Election Commit- 
tee, Mr. PERKINS, and myself, who were in Virginia in 1889, know that 
contestant was against the Kepublican State ticket in that campaign, 
and I want to say very frankly to my colleagues that, if I am asked 
to vote with my party and seat a contestant asa party measure, for 
one I shall demand as a condition-precedent that the person I vote 
for shall be required to show that he has been in full harmony and 
has acted with our party since the election of 1888. 

If honest elections by the people must be enforced, there is another 
and equally imperative requirement, aud that is that in determining 
contests in this House we shall be governed by the accepted rales of 
law and evidence. I hold that every contest should be tried upon its 
own merits ahd be decided upon the law, the evidence, and the prece- 
dents, and I only ask that this contest be so decided. 

Let us apply principles to this case as it is brought by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN], to the city of Petersburgh. and 
see what the result must be. He concedes that Mr. Venable comes to 
the city with 487 more votes than contestint. Only two wards in the 
city are attacked, the Sixth and Third wards. 

There are two facts which I think ought tobe kept before us: First, 
the hopeless division in the Republican party in these wards and, sec- 
ond, that the Third ward was the home of Mr. Venable, the sitting 
member. I hold that under ordinary circumstances, if Mr. Venable 
had ron ahead in his home ward, it would not be any evidence of 
fraud in the election; and I shall insist in this case, in view of the 
division in our party, intensified as it was by a race issue, that the fact 
that he did ron ahead is no evidence whatever of the existence of 
fraud; upon the contrary, I shall insist that it would have been re- 
markable indeed if, in the face of the race issue, he had not run largely 
ahead. There is absolutely nothing whatever in the fact that Mr. 
Venable did run largely ahead in his own home precinct to cast even 
the suspicion of fraud upon the election there. 

The House of Commons, like this one, is the sole judge of the elec- 
tion of its members. For nearly nine hundred years that great par- 
liamentary body has been trying to solve the problem of how to secure 
the honest election of its members. History tells us that scandals in 
the elections by the people, and by the House itself, became so fre- - 
quent and notorious in England that at last the determination of the 
question of elections was reierred to the courts, and that since then 
there have been no election scandals in that House. 

Honest elections by the people and by this House are absolutely es- 
sential to the peace, prosperity, and honor of this nation. I here reaf- 
firm that famous and patriotic saying of adistinguished American, ‘‘ He 


serves his y best who serves his country best.”’ Ifit be true, Mr. 
Speaker, that in any district of the Union the will of the majority 
is d ed either by force or fraud, let it not be said of this House 


that the will of the majority of the legal electors of the Fourth Virginia 
district was di and set aside by the indifference of the mem- 
bers whose duty it is to learn the facts in this contest before they ren- 
der a final judgment upon it, from which there can be no appeal. We 
are to decide in this contest the dearest rights of the people. the right 
of representation in this House, and we are charged with the high duty 
of preserving the dignity and the honor of this body; hence each mem- 
ber must know for himself the facts. How can any member tormulate 
an excuse for not knowing the facts and the truth in thiscontest? We 
speak and act not for ourselves merely; we represent and act for the 
sixty-four millions of our fellow-countrymen. We must know that 
we are right betore we go ahead. 

Standing in this presence; Mr. Speaker, I do not hesitate to affirm 
that, if weshall apply to this contest the rules of law, the ef- 
fect must be to confirm Mr. Venable’s title to bis seat in this Congress. 
I declare here and now that, if we shal! decide this contest upon the 
evidence of record in this case, we must under our oaths find in favor 
of contestee, Mr. Venable, and I take it we want to be governed by the 
law and the evidence in deciding this question of highest privilege. 
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I tell this House that there can not he found in the record of this 
case any ‘‘credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence” of the exist- 
ence of fraud at either the Sixth or the Third ward in Petersburgh, 
sufficient to justify this House to set asiftle the official returns in either 
one of those wards; and I huld that unless wecan find such ‘‘credible, 
positive, and unequivocal evidence’’ it is our first and highest duty to 
confirm the official returnsof the election by the people. Mr. Speaker, 
we have taken a most solemn oath to “protect, preserve, and defend ’’ 
this Government by the people, while we can have no binding obliga- 
tion recorded anywhere to in the least impair, annul, or overthrow it. 

This contest involves the most sacred rights of many citizens and 
the integrity and the honor of this House; therefore I claim that we can 
not afford to have it said of us that our ears were deat to the evidence 
of record in this case and that we would not be governed by the law 
and precedents which are applicable to this contest. 

In this year, when the American people are profoundly impressed 
with the sentiment that the nation’s honor and life demand the en- 
forcement of honest elections in every State and section, I think, Mr. 
Speaker, that this House can perform no higher duty to the people than 
to mse above party itself and decide this contest upon the law, the prec- 
edents, and the testimony of record in this case. Applying to it these 
principles and facts, I declare here and now that the result is that we 
come to the last precinct attacked, the Third ward in Petersburgh, with 
Mr. Venable 487 votes ahead. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I submit the following propositions in 
reference to the Third ward: First, that the rejection of the official re- 
turn and votes of that ward would be in direct violation of the plain- 
est principles of law and of evidence; and, second, that there is abso- 
lutely no legal ground or justification whatever by which this House 
can either rightfully or legally count 284 votes as having been cast for 
contestant. Theretore I conclude, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, that under the law, the precedents, the evidence, and upon the 
claims of the report of the majority of the committee, Mr. Venable was 
elected by 487 votes and is entitled to retain his seat. [Applause. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the following proceed- 
ings took place: 

Mr. BOWDEN. I understand the gentleman’s theory to be that 
Mr. Venable’s plurality arose out of the desertion by the voters of one 
or the other of the Kepublican candidates for Congress. Does the rec- 
ord disclose any considerable difference between the vote tor the Re- 
publican electoral ticket and the combined vote of Mr. Langston and 
Mr. Arnold ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I think the gentleman has misundersood me. I 
have notsaid that the result was duetothat. The point! make, and that 
I have been endeavoring to impress upon the House, is this, that the rec- 
ord shows 2,566 more Republican than Democratic votes cast, counting 
all votes cast for Arnold and Langston as Kepublican and counting all 
cast for Venable as Democratic, so that we were beaten by the division 
in our own party. I have not examined the question as to the differ- 
ence between the votes suggested by the gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
BowDEN}. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Venable’s vote was about 600 more than the 
vote of Mr. Cleveland in the district. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (at the end of forty-five minutes). 
time of the gentleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] be permitted to proceed as long as he 
desires and that it be not connted against this side. [Cries of ‘‘ Oh, 
no !’’ on the Republican side. } 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam making a speech for justice. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, justice for the other side. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, sir; justice for hoth sides. I want to say to 
my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania that I have studied this 
case with more care than I ever studied any other proposition in my 
life. I went down to Virginia believing that Mr. Langston had been 
counted out. I looked into the tace of Senator Mahone and told him 
that I thought his methods of procedure were arbitrary, but when I 
learned the facts, as I wish you gentlemen could learn them, my opin- 
ion changed. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. 
people on the other side. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I learned them from the record in this case, from 
the best men of both races in that district, from men who voted for 

Langston, trom men who voted for Arnold, and from men who voted 
for Venable. That is how I learned them. 

Mr. DALZELL. The committee had only the record to go by. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Well, I am sorry that the committee did not have 
something else in addition to the record. 

Mr. LACEY. 1 ask the gentleman why he ignores the two hundred 
and eighty-three witnesses who testified in the case? 

Mr. CHEADLE. If you will wait I will give you credit for all 
you are entitled to. Now, I will proceed with my speech. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, it is understood that this does not 
come out of the time of this side. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It does not. 


The SPEAKEK pro tempore (at the expiration of an hour). The 


The 


You learned the facts from the 


I 


ce 
a 


Chair calls the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to the fact that 
he has now occupied one hour, and, if there be no objection, the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. QO’ FERRALL] to con- 
trol the time in ‘avor of thecontestee, and the gentleman {rom Indiana 
can proceed under that arrangement. 

Mr, O7FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, the House takes a recess in ten 
minutes from thistime, namely, at 5 o’clock, and the gentleman from 
Indiana can proceed until then. 

Mr. CHEADLE resumed and concluded his remarks. 

FIRE LIMIT, FEDERAL BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y¥. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which | send to the Clerk’s 
desk, being a bill (H. kt. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed June 
12, 1882, relative to fire limits of site of post-office and Federal build- 
ing, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, e'c., That act of Congress approved July 12, 1882, be, and the 
same is hereby, amendei so as not to require that an open space of not less than 
40 feet, including streets and alleys, shal! be left between the building line on 
the north side of the site of the United States post-office, etc., building in Brook- 
lyn, N. Y. 

Anamendment recommended by the committee was read, as follows: 

Add at end of the bill, after the word ** New York,” the following: ‘‘ But no 
structure exceeding one story in height shall be erected on or over the open 
space on said northerly side of said building.” 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection to that bill, Mr. Speaker, but 
the House is about to take a recess in a few minutes, and I think there 
is only time enough leit to allow the Speaker to announce the errolled 
bills. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The calculation of the gentleman from Texas and 
those of the Chair happen to be precisely the same. [Lauchter.] If 
there is no objection to this bill, the House will proceed to consider it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingiy read the third time. and passed. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ALDERSON, indetinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily. 

To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. ByNnuM, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. McCLAMMY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily. 
Tro Mr. WASHINGTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. WHITING, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. TURNER, of New York, for two weeks, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. EWAxrt, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family, 

To Mr. LAIDLAW, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. FEATHERSTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. PAYNTER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
sickuess. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, for one week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Stivers, until Friday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report, 
which will occupy only a brief time. 

The SPEAKER. The time tor adjournment has almost arrived, but 
by unanimous con-ent the session may be extended long enough to dis- 
pose ef the report. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr, PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that the report be printed in 
the RecorD, that its reading be dispensed with, and that the statement 
be read. 

There was no 0 jection, and it was so ordered, 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 





| the amendment of the House to the bill (S, 3556) granting the right of way to 
the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company. to construct and operate a 
railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State 
of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of Gray- 
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son, in the State of Texas, having 
nqpesd so to recommend and do joomsees 


nnd age these pity tn olowing amen ee 

1. After the word * pn eT. line 2, of said House amendment, in- 
sert the words “a majority be a quorum for the transaction of 
business.” 

2. Strike out, after the went® *before,”’ on 3, line 7, of said House amend- 
ment,the words “a district j clerk of a district court, or,” and in lieu 
thereof insert the words “one of the judges, on the clerk of the supreme court 
of the Territory of Oklaboma, or a.”’ 

3. Strike out, after the words “ fliled by the,” on page 8, line 17, of said House 
amendment, the words “ district judge _ the United States court held at Mus- 
cogee,” and in Meu thereof insert the words “ judges of the supreme court of 
the Territory of Oklahoma.” 

4. Strike out, after the words ‘‘to the,” on page 4, line 3, of eaid Besveneee 
.”’ and in lieu thereof insert 





after Goh and, Sie sonteanes have 


ment, the words * ‘district court held at M 


5. At the end of section 8, page 4, line 19, of said H 
following words: “The supreme court of *snid Sorsitery. 
jurisdiction in meagan of the final judgment or decree of the district court 
section mentioned. [very appeal shall be taken within sixty days next after 
the en of such judgment or decree.” 

6, Strike out section 8 entire 

e 8, line 6, of said House a 

ng as section 8. 

‘Suc. 8, The courts established under the laws of the United States in the 
Territory of Oklahoma shall have the same jurisdiction in res of all cases 
and controversies arising between said Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Com- 
pany and every other corporation, organization, association, tribe, and person, 
that the said courts have and may by taw exercise in respect of cases and con- 
troversies between other citizens of the United States, and this without refer- 
case pe. the amount in controversy, except as otherwise in this act specially pro- 
¥ 

7. After the words “shall be,”’ on page 9, line 5, of said House amendment, 
insert the words ** prima facie.” 

And that the House agree to the same. 


noning on e 7, line 22, and endin 
coon bad ib iteu thereof insert the f 


BISHOP W. PERKINS, 
0, 8. GIFFORD, 
8. W. PEE 
Managers on the part of the House. 
H. L. DAWES, 
P. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The conferees upon the part of the House on Senate bill 3556 make this their 
separate statement as to the di ing votes of the two Houses: The only 
change made by the Senate from House amendment is to change the jurisdic- 
tion in all legal matters pertaining to the right of way from the d court 
in the State of Kansas to the United States court now established in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, all others being immaterial. Your conferees, having agreed 
to Senate amendments, ask that said conference report be adopted by the 


House, 
B. W. PERKINS. 
0. 8, GIFFORD. 
8. W. PEEL. 
The conference report was adopted. 


Mr, PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair submits a report from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills. If there be no objection, the bills will be consid- 
ered as read by title and the titles printed in the RecorpD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, repented 
that the committee Sananiend and found truly enrolled and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
: A bill (S. 109) providing for the printing of the Agricultural Report 
or 1890; 

A bill, (S. 353) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton; 

A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
7 = K, Fourth United States Infantry; 

Hl (8. 759) granting a pension to Themes H. Hopkins; 

i bill (S. 794) granting a pension to Margaret Myers; 

A bill (8. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; 

A bill (8S. 897) to establish a a port ot deliv: — at Sioux City, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington; 

A bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1294) to increase ae pension of James Coey; 

A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Ann Platt; 

A bill (S. 1308) granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon; 

A bill (S. 1521) granting a pension to David Drumheller; 

A bill (8S. 1541) granting a pension to a yg 
A bill (S. 1602) granting a pension to Wel 


of 


Wells C. Harrell; 
A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Sallie E. Rickards; 
A bill (S. 1763) granting a pension to Lewis M. Sholl; 
A bill (S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James 
A bill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Rebecca MeDonald; 
A bill (S. 1973) granting a pension to Mary A. sr 
— - ae granting a pension to Aman mam oe Watson Bowler; 
granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight; 
A bill (8. 2240) ranting a pension to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman; 
A bill (S. 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb; 
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A bill (8. 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Greely; 
A bill (S. 2423) granting a pension to Carrie M. ‘Milter; 
A bill (8. 2438) placing the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension- 


roll; 

A bill (8 8. 2553) to remove the charge of desertion and of having en- 
listed in the Confederate service from the records of the War Department 
standing against John McFarland, and to grant him an honorable dis- 


& 2719) granting an increase of ion to Henry Sprague; 
S. 2720) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Baker; 

(8. 2736) granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale; 

(S. 2753) granting a pension to Polly McArthur; 

(S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer; 

ill (S, 2972) granting a pension to Susan C. White; 

1 (8. 3005) for increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah R Bleecker; 
(8. 3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to surve 
= the seventh standard parallel between the States of Nort 


Dakota; 
bi ri (S. 3130) to @rrect the military record of William Smith, of 
Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; 

A bill (8. 3158) granting an increase of sion to Mrs. Ellen W. 
— widow of the late Capt. James S. Thornton, United States 

av, 

A vin (S. 3325) for the relief of ‘Margaret F. Smith; 

A bill (8S. 3366) granting a pension to Sarah A. Alexander; 

A bill (8. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

A bill (S. oe increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman; 

A bill (8. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum 

A bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery 
at Rock Island, I1.; 

A bill (S. 3874) granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson; 

A bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro- 
cure and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale to the United States 
of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation, in Montana; 

A bill (H. R. 785) to extend the time tor the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy 

A bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Seti of the charge of 


desertion 

A bill (H, R. 3715) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,’ approved 
July 16, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 


A bill (H. R. '7369) to restore the pension of James McCrabb; 
A bill (H. R. 7719) restoring the pension of Mrs. Catharine Sonne; 
pi ver R. 8047) 1 anager bridge across the Missis- 


ey at Hastings, 

— bill (H. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the charge of de- 
se s 
‘A bill (HL. 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in 
lieu of Indianola, Tex. ; 

A (bill H. R. 8792) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the M 9 ay River at Winona, Minn. ; 

R. 8950) to authorize the Haines’ Brackett, Fort Clark 


—-_ 
eee 


pave: 
A bill (H. R. 9486) making for the construction, re- 


appropriations 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 


pany, 


1889; 

ade ae aaa 
as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and 
district courts for the western districts of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. It. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the of the Interior to sell 
certain lands, and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the town of 
Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11569) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 

utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H, R. 11570) to set apart a certain piece of land in the State 
of California as a public park; 

A bill (H. R. 42) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 








EE am = 


1890. 





Joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print the annual reports of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry for the years 1889 and 1890; ; - 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to print eulogies on Hon. David Wilber; 

Joint resolution (IH. Res. 184) to print enlogies on Hon. Newton W. 
Nutting; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print the eulogies upon Hon. Samuel 
J. Randall; and ‘ s 

A bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery 
at Rock Island, Il. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1215) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling; 

A bill (H. R, 3107) for the relief of Col. James Lindsay; 

A bill (H. R, 4041) to remove the charge of desertion against William 
Gibbon; 

A bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River, near Washington Monument; and 

A bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light-station and fog- 
signal in the vieinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 1268) to perfect the military record of James T. Hughes; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archibald Hunley. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles, asked a conference with the 
House on said bills and amendments respectively, and had appointed 
conferees on the part of the Senate as indicated below: 

A bill (H. R. 1358) to remove the charge of desertion against John 
Milroy, and authorizing his honorable discharge—conferees, Mr. HAw- 
LEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. CocKRELL. 

A bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell—conferees, Mr. 
MITCHELL, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. FAULKNER. 

A bill (H. R. 8394) toamend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at 
Large of the United States—conferees, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. Haw- 
LEY, and Mr. WALTHALL. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the recess having arrived, the House 
now stands in recess until 8 o’clock p. m.; the evening session to be 
for the consideration of business to be presented by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] will 
preside. 


EVENING SESSION. | 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 o’clock 
p- m. by Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under 
which the House meets to-night. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the House take a recess at 5 o'clock p. m, to-morrow until 8 
o’cloek p. m., the evening session to continue until 10.30 p.m. and to be for the 
consideration of bills reported by the Committee on Military Affairs that are 
not objected to. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, by the unanimous action of the 
Committee on Military Affairs I am directed to call up first this even- 
ing bills upon the House Calendar. There are upon that Calendar 
five Senate bills, and by like unanimous instruction of the committee 
I will ask first the consideration of those Senate bills. 


RIO GRANDE SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The first business called up by Mr. CuTrcHEON was the bill (S. 
3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Company the 
right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation, in La Plata 
County, in the State of Colorado. 

The bill was read. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS UNITED STATES LANDS, ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up the bill (S. 20) granting righf of 
way across United States lands in St. Augustine, Fla. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. Speaker, I will say in a word that all these 
right-of-way bills have been submitted to the Secretary of War, and 
in the form now presented are in strict accordance with his recom- 
mendation for the protection of all the rights of the Government. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JUNCTION CITY AND FORT RILEY STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up the bill (3, 2648) granting right 
of way to the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company 
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into and upon the Fort Riley military reservation, in the State of Kan- 
sas, and for other purposes. The committee has reported in this case 
a substitute making several corrections, including in one case the name 
of acounty. Iask that the reading of the original bill be dispensed 
with, and*that the proposed substitute be read. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the rightof way be, and the same is hereby, granted to the Junction City 
and Fort Riley Rapid Transit Street Railway Company, of Junction City, Geary 
County, State of Kansas, to construct and operate a line of street railway from 
a point commencing at er near the north end of the publie bridge over the 
Republican River, in said Geary County, near and west of the Unien Pacific 
Railroad bridge ; thence north and northeast through said military reservation 
to a point at or near the post of said Fort Riley, as shall hereinafter be designated 
and determined upon. 

“Sec. 2. That the location and terminus of this railway, the width of the 
right of way, and dimension of terminal facilities for buildings, turn-tables, 
etc., for the use of said railway within said reservation, shall be made with 
and subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, or such person or persons 
as he may designate, and authority is hereby granted said street railway com- 
pany to construct a bridge for this purpose and exclusive use over said Kepub- 
lican River, at a point to be selected by said Secretary of War, or such person 
or persons as he may designate, and tu land the north end of this said bridge 
= — reservation and within 1,500 feet west of said Union Pacifie Railroad 
ridge, 

“Sec. 3. That the fare to be charged by said street railway company for the 
transportation of one passenger either to or from Fort Riley to the opposite 
terminus of the road shal! not exceed the sum of 10 cents 

“Sec, 4. That if the rights hereby conferred shall not be exercised and the 
road built within three years next after the passage of this act, all the rights 
and authority hereby granted shall absolutely cease and determine.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading: and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WEARING OF MILITARY BADGES. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up joint resolution (S. R. 6) granting 
permission to officers and enlisted men of the Army and Navy of the 
United States to wear the badges adopted by military societies of men 
who served in the war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, the Mexican 
war, and the war of the rebellion. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the distinctive 
osadges adopted by military societies of men who served in the armies and 
navies of the United States in the war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, the 
Mexican war, and the war of the rebellion, respectively, may be worn upon all 


occasions of ceremony by officers and enlisted men of the Army and Navy of 
the United States who are members of said organizations in their own right. 


Mr. KILGORE. I did not quite understand from the reading of 
this resolution what it provides in regard to the wearing of badges. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The resolution proposes only to allow oflicers 
and enlisted men of the Army and Navy to wear these badges on state 
oceasions or oceasions of ceremony. 

Mr. KILGORE. Are they not permitted to doso under the present 
law ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They are confined, I suppose, as a strict matte: 
of law, to the wearing of their proper uniforms, although on special oc- 
casions, as, for instance, when they call upon the President, they are 
permitted to wear these badges. But, to avoid any doubt, it has seemed 
best to pass this joint resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

EXAMINATION AND PROMOTION OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I now call! up for consideration 
the bill (S. 3716) to provide tor the examination of certain officers of 
the Army and to regulate promotions therein. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter promotion to every grade in the Army be 
low the rank of brigadier-genera!, throughout each arm, corps, or departmen! 
of service, shall, subject to the examination herein provided for, be made ac 
eording to seniority in the next lower grade of that arm, corps, or department 
Provided, That in the line of the Army all officers now above the grade of sec 
ond lieutenant shall. subject to such examination, be entitled to promotion in 
accordance with existing laws and regulations. 

Sec. 2, That officersof gradesin each arm of the service shall be assigned to 
regiments, and transferred from one regiment to another, as the interests of the 
service may require, by orders from the War Department, and hereafter all ap- 
pointments in the line of the Army shai) be by commission in an arm of the 
service, and not by commission in any particular regiment 

Sec. 3, ‘That the President he, and he is hereby, authorized to prescribe a sys 
tem of examination of al) officers of the Army beiow the rank of major to deter- 
mine their fitness for promotion, such an examination to be conducted at such 
times anterior to the accruing of the right to promotion as may be best for the 
interests of the service: Provided, That the President may waive the examina- 
tion for promotion to any grade in the case of any officer wlio in pursuance of 
existing law has passed a satisfactory examination for such grade prior tothe 
passage of this act: And provided, That,if any officer fails lo pass « satisfactory 
examination and is reported unfit for promotion, the officer vext below him in 
rank, having passed said examination, shall receive the promotion; And pro- 
vided, That should the officer fai! in his physical examination and be found in- 
capacitated for service by reason of pliysies! disability contracted in line of 
duty he shall be retired with the rank te which his seniority entitied him to be 
promoted ; but if he shou!d fail for any other reason he shall be suspended froin 
promotion for one year, when he shai! be re-examined, and in case of failure on 
such re-examination he shall be honorably discharged with one year’s pay from 
the Army: And provided further, That ali officers that have served as officers or 
enlisted men in the armies of the United States, regular or volunteer, during 
the war of the rebellion shall, in case of failure on such re-examination, be placed 
upon the retired-list of the Army; and no act now in force shall be so construed 
as to limit or restrict the retirement of officers as herein provided for. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I object to that bill unless some 
explanation is given. I would like to hear the report read first. It 
seems to ine that the bill might provide for the retirement of a large 
number of the officers of the Army on pay, when the present law does 


not so provide. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The report (by Mr. CurcH RON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 3716) to 
provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to regulate pro- 
motions therein, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

This bill is substantially the same as H. R. 4202, reported from this committee 
on April 18 (Report 1509) and now on the House Calendar. 

That bill and report are appended hereto, and by comparison it will be seen 
that the principal difference is the proviso to section 1, which limits lineal pro- 
motion throughout the arm of the service to second lieutenants, allowing first 
Heutenants to take their promotions under the present regimental system. 

While the committee remains of the same opinion as heretofore expressed, 
as to the injustice and inequality of the present system of regimental promo- 
tion, it is thought that it may be better to avoid the rent —e and 
shock of an immediate and entire change from the mental to the lineal 
system, 

In the ~ae that this very desirable reform may be inaugurated during this 
Congress, the committee recommend the passage of the Senate bill. 





War Derarrment, Washington Cily, June 19, 1890. 

Sik: Lreturn herewith the bills inclosed in your letter of the 17th instant. 

Senate bill 3716, to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army 
and to regulate promotions therein, is a substitute for Senate bill 3162, as you 
will see by Senate report on 3716, and should take the piace of House bill 8202, 
which is nearly identical with Senate bill 3162. You will see that there is no 
change in the general scheme of tne bill; the arrangement is more logical, and 
there is a proviso in the first section that it shall not affect first lieutenants, 
and a proviso in the third section that the President may waive examination 
in certain cases, as there are some medical officers who have already been ex- 


amined. 

Senate bill 3716 meets with the full approval of General Schoficid and myself 
and incorporates the desirable features of all the bills on the subject of exami- 
nations and lineal promotion, I think Senate bill No. 3716 a very important 
measure and trust it may receive early and favorable consideration. 

House bill 8394, to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of 
the United Btates, oes to have been inclosed by mistake. 

y 


Very respectfully, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Secrelary of War. 
Hon. F. W. Rock went, 
Of Commitiee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 


[House Report No. 1509, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
£202) to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to regu- 
late promotion of officers therein, report as follows : 

This bill provides * that hereafter promotion to every grade of the Army be- 
low the rank of brigadier-general throughout each arm, comme, oF department 
of theservice shall, subject to the examination hereinafter prov for, be made 
according to seniority in the next lowe: of that arm orcorps of service.” 

Thi. is the first important change e by the bill and substitutes lineal pro- 
motion throughout each arm or corps of the service for the —— romo- 
tion which has heretofore prevail The present system eee ro- 
motion up to the rank of captain has worked very unequally inequitably. 
In some reziments many vacancies have occu by age, death, or ion, 
and promotion has been comparatively rapid, so that now officers who, at the 
close of the war, or soon the . Stood at or near the head of the lineal list, find 
themselves in grade by those who were far below them, and themselves 
relatively fifteen or twenty. or even more, files below the position which they 
originally occupied. We believe that there are instances of captains who have 

_ been passed by lieutenants who graduated from the Military Academy and en- 
tered. the service afier their seniors had already attained the grade of first lieu- 
tenant. It would be impossibie to enumerate all the instances of injustice that 
arise from this system of regimental promotion. 

Another difficulty of this system is that it keeps the officers of the line in the 
same organizations, and with a much smaller range of sapetnere of commands, 
commanding officers, and of service, than they would have if the promotions 
were lineal throughout the entire arm of the service. 

To illustrate the effe_t of this bill, there would be a le roster of captains of 
infantry, of captains of the artillery, and of cageates of cavalry, and the same 
for first and second lieutenants arranged ng to date of commission; and 
instead of vacancies occurring and the promotions being made within the nar- 
row range of a single regiment, they would be made within the range of that 
entire arm of the service, there being twenty-five infantry ments, ten regi- 
ments of cavalry, and at the present time five regiments of artillery, so that 

romotions would constantly be made from the head of the lineal list, accord- 

ng to strict seniorit é These promotions, however, would be su as further 
— by the bill, to “a system of examination of all officers of the Army be- 
ow the rank of major to determine their fitness for promotion, snch examina- 
tion to be condu at such time anterior to the accruing of the right to promo- 
tion as may be best for the interesis of the service: And provided further, That, 
if any officer should fail to pass a satisfactory examination and is reported unfit 
for promotion, the officer next below him in rank, having passed such exami- 
on, shall receive the promotion.” 

‘The bill further provides that, if an officer who has failed in his physical ex- 
amination be found to be inca tated for service by reason of physical dis- 
ability contracted in the line of duty, he sha]! be retired with the rank to which 
his seniorit oes him to oe —— a if he should fail for any — 
reason, pro’ onally or morally, he « suspended from promotion 
one year, when he shall be entitled to a re-examination, and in case of failure 
upon re-examination he shall be wholly retired from the Army. 

The phrase “ wholly retired’ is a technical one and signifies that he shall be 
mustered out of the service with one year’s pay and allowances. A saving 
cliuse is inserted for the benefitof those who served in the war of the rebellion 
and who have since remained in the service for placing them upon the retired- 
list instead of wholly retiring them. 

In regard to this subject of examinations the committee would call attention 
to the language of the Secretary of War, in his last annual report, at page 15: 


“ EXAMINATIONS FOR PROMOTION AND APPOINTMENT. 


‘The subject of examinations for promotion in the Army has repeatedly re- 
ceived the attention of its general officers and of former Secretaries. It has been 
adopted oy, all the leading powers of Europe, is in successful operation in 
Navy, and is not untried in the Army itself, where it is authorized in alim 

in the Engineer, Ordnance, and Medical Corps. We require at the Mili- 
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tary Academy most exacting preparation for the appointment to the lowest grade 
in the commissioned service ; but once in the service and out of the tactical schools 
which immediately eee the Military a there is thenceforth no 
requirement that an officer shall continue the study of his profession which he is 
just beginniog, and that he must keep abreast with its modern improvements. 
An officer is retired for physical disability, but mental disqualifications or even 
notorious inefficiency and incompetency are now no bar to his rising to the 
highest grade of field officers. An officer reported deficientat artillery, cavalry, 
or infantry schoo! can not thereby be debarred from motion. 

“A system of non-competitive examinations with well defined limitations is 
founded on good sense and aes by our own experience as well as those 
of other countries where the efficiency of a standing army is held in the high- 
est possible estimation, I would call especial attention to the remarks of my 

redecessor upon this subject in his report for 1888. The ex«mination should 

xe 80 broad in ite perme as to require the officer to show affirmatively that 
he is qualified for the promotion he seeks. It should not, of course, be a mere 
book examination, but should give full credit to an officer's record for practical 
efliciency and usefulness in the service, thus avoiding danger of injustice to 
those who have come in from the volunteers or from the ranks,” 

As siated by the Secretary in his report, this system of examinations has been 
adopted by the leading powers of Europe and has been for some time in suc- 
cersful operation in our Navy. Ithas also been successful in those branches of 
the Army where it has been tried. 

Section 1206 of the Revised Statutes, which became a law on March 3, 1863, pro- 


vides as follows: 

“ No officer of the Corps of Engineers below the rank of field officer shall be 
poneees to a higher grade until he shall have been examined and approved 

y a board of three engineers senior to himin rank. If an engineer officer fail 
on such examination he shall be suspended from promotion for one year, wien 
he shall be re-examined before a like board. In case of failure upon such re- 
examination, he shall be dismissed from the service.” 

Section 1208 of the Revised Statutes provides that when promotions in the 
Ordnance Department of the im fps allowed by law “ No officer of the corps 
below the rank of field officershall be promoted toa higher grade until he shall 
have been examined and ge by a board of not less t three ordnance 
officers senior to him in rank. If an ordnance officer fail on such examination 
he shall be su: from promotion for one year, when he shall be re-exam- 
ined before a like board. In case of failure on such re-examination, he shall 

be dismissed from the service.” 

It will be observed that the provisions of this bill in regard to the line of the 
Army are more liberal than the provisions contained in the existing law with 
reference to the Corps of Engineers and the Ordnance Department, but there 
can be no doubt that the system of examination in these two branches of 
the service has operated most beneficialiy and has given us a service in these 
two branches of extraordinary excellence. 

The committee has given the matter full consideration and has conferred with 
the proper officers ofthe War ment and with the leading officers of high 
rank in the Army, and believes that the bill embodies the results of the most 
mature j ent of all concerned in the administration of the Army. The 
= r re-examination and for retirement from the Army, and for plac- 

ng those who acquired their disabilities in war service upon the retired-list, 
aren to be in accordance with the dictates of justice and good adminis- 
ration. 

Tue committee therefore unanimously report the bil! favorably, with the 
recommendation that it be amended by striking out the words * wholly retired,” 
in line 24, and inserting the words ** honorably discharged’’inlieuthereof. Also 
inserting after the word “Army,” in same line, the words ‘‘with one year's 
pay ;"’ and that as so amended it do pass. 


(H. R. 8202, Fifty-first Congress, first session. Report No. 1509.] 


A bill to provide fur the examination of certain officers of the Army and to 
regulate promotion of officers therein. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, Thathereafter promotion to every grade in the Army 
below the rank of brigadier-general, throughout each arm, corps, or department 
of the service, shall, subject to the examination hereinafter provided for, be 
made according to seniority in the next lower — in that arm, corps, or de- 
partment; and that the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to prescribe 
a system of examination of all officers of the Army below the rank of major to 
determine their fitness for promotion, such an examination to be conducted at 
such times anterior to the accruing of the right to promotion as may be best 
for the interests of the service: Provided, That if any officer fails to pass a satis- 
factory examination and is reported unfit for promotion the officer next below 
him in rank having passed said examination shall receive the promotion: 
And provided, That should the officer fail in his ph | examination, and be 
found incapacitated for service by reason of physical di-ability contracted in line 
of duty, he shall be retired with rank to which his seniority entitled him to be 
promoted; but if he should fail forany other reason be sha suspended from 
promotion for one year, when he shal! be re-examined, and in case of failure on 
such re-examination he shall be honorably discha with one year’s pay from 
the Army: And provided further, That all officers have served as officers or 
enlisted men in the armies of the United States, regular or volunteer, 7 
the war of the rebellion. shall, in case of failure on such examination, be p! 
upon the retired-list of the Army; and no act now in force shall be so construed 
as to limit or restrict the retirement of officers as herein provided for. 


[S. 3716, Fifty-first Congress, first session. Report No. 832. Calendar No. 1079.] 
A bill to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to 
regulate promotions therein. 

Be it enacted by the Senats and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembied, That hereafter promotion to every grade in the 
Army below the rank of ier-general, throughout each arm, corps, or de- 
ment of the service, , subject to the examination hereinafter provided 


toseniority in the next lower grade of thatarm, corps, or 
That in the line of the Army all officers now above the 


tosuch examination, be entitled to pro- 
motion in accordance isting 


for, be made accordi 


1 
with ex ws and regulations. 
Src. 2. That officers of grades in each arm of the service shall be assigned to 
regiments, and transferred from one regiment to another, as the interests of the 
service may require, by orders from the War Department, and hereafter all ap- 
pointments in the line of the Army shall be by commission in an arm of the 


cosvien, and not by commission in any particular regiment. 

Sec, est thet nt be, and he is pote semersnd to prescribe a sys- 
tem of examination of all officers of the Army below the rank of major to de- 
termine their fitness for p such an examination to be conducted at 
such times an to the of the right to promotion as may be best for 
the interests of the service : That the President may waive the ex- 
amination for to any in the case of any r who in pur- 
suance of existing law has a y examination for such grade 
prior to the of this act: And That if any officer fuils to pase a 


satisfactory examination, and is reported unfit for . the officer next 
below him in rank baving passed said examination shall receive the promo- 


¢ 





eer 
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tion: And preuaes, on eae fo ae mod hen piosiatt connate quarters that this might be used to the detriment of the old volunteer 
and be found incapacitated for service by reason of physical disability contrac officers o r : eee s he a 
in line of duty he shall be retired with the rank to waich his seniority entitled * ae f the Army; but I have conferred with various office rs and l 
him to be promoted ; but if he should fail for any other reason he shall be sus- | Nave a solute assurances that it w Il not work totheirdetriment. For 
pended Same promotion for one mann, when, oe ahald ne ro-quamined. sac Instance, but few are lett below the rank of major, and it could not 
ease of faiiure ou such re-examination he s onorably discharge P 5 ; 5 7 <2 a : Se g ; 
one year’s pay fromthe Army: And provided further, That all officers that have affec t very many even if it was so applied. But this applies only to 
served as officers or enlisted men in the armies of the United States, regular or lieutenants and captains, as will be seen. It was propo ed, in view of 
volunteer, during the war of = aon aot — of mo gee yen ST pean a | that apprehension, to enact a proviso to meet thatsuggestion; but after 
examination, be placed upon the retired-list of the Army, and ne “ | consultation with the Secretary of War and officers of the Army it w: 
as to limit or restrict the retirement of officers as . . ary ar and otcers o 1e Army it was 
force shall be se construed thought better to pass the bill in its present torm and let it become a 


i 
herein provided for. } ; 
law as speedily as possible. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, it might be well, as this is a some- 
what important bill, to add a word of explanation in addition to what 
the report states. wo} 
The muin feature of the bill, and its object, is to provide for the ex- 
amination of officers of the Army below the rank of major. It applies 
only to the lieutenants and captains in the service. 
This bill the Secretary of War and the General of the Army consider 
of more importance to the service than any other bill pending before 
Congress, I have now in my possession—received in the past few 
days—a personal letter from the Secretary of War expressing his very | 
deep anxiety and concern that this bill shall become a law at the ear- 
liest practicable date. 
The second object of the bill, beyond providing for the examination | 
of officers as shown, is to change to some extent the present system of 
promotions in the Army. The present system of promotions be!ow the 
rank of colonel in the Army is, as the House is perhaps aware, regi- | 
mental, and not lineal, through each arm of the service. For instance, 
in order that I may make myself understood, I will cite an illustration 
by saying that, under the present system of regimental promotion a 
roster is made of all of the officers of the regiment beginning with lieu- 
tenants, captains, and extending up to the colonel, and the promotion 
of each extends only through that particular regiment. The result is 
that promotions in the Army have become exceedingly unequal. For 
instance, in one regiment there might possibly be quite a number of 
deaths, resignations, or retirements resulting from casualties, disease, 
or other causes, and in such regiment the promotion of officers of the | 
lower grades would necessarily be rapid, while in another regiment in 
the same arm of the service perhaps there would be few resiguations, 
no deaths or retirements for many years. and the result would be, of 
course, that in that regiment promotion would be exceedingly slow or 
altogether stagnant. The result is that two young men graduating at Mr. GROSVENOR. Let the bill be informally laid aside tor a mo- 
the Military Academy in the same class and entering the Army on the | ment, and I wil! draw a proviso. 
same plane will find themselves in a few years widely separated in Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask that the bill may be informally laid aside 


Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him what the 
assurance was which he received trom the Secretary ot War ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That thére were but few of the old voluntee: 
soldiers left that this bill could affect. Being himself an old volunteer 
officer and the matter being wholly under his control, there was no 
danger that injustice would be done to them. 

Mr. BANKS. But what was the occasion tor the expression of opin- 
ion oa the part of the Secretary of War? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, I say that some apprehension was expvessed 
that this was a plan to weed out the old volunteer officers by this ex- 
amination. But nothing of that kind is designed or could be effected 
if the bill shall become a law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am wholly opposed to this bill 
in its present form. I know of no assurance that can be legally given 
by the chief of one of the Departments of the Government that a law 
shall be inoperative or that it shall be violated. If this law is to be 
enforced, anybody can see exactly whatitisaimed at. I have protests 
from men in the Army in more than ten States, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Post] has just said to me —— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that I 
will accept a proviso excepting these old volunteer officers? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thatis alll want. If the committee will put 
in a proviso that no officer who served through the rebellion in the 
volunteer army shall be subjected to that rule of examination, then I 
will be content—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Served ‘‘in’’ the volunteerarmy. You 
do not mean necessarily served ‘* throughout ’’ the war. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I am willing to accept such an amendment as 
that, because I am sure it would be no more than fairand right. I 
would suggest a proviso like this: ‘‘ Provided, That the examination—— 





promotion, one perhaps reaching the grade of major while the other | for the present. 
would be still occupying the position of a lieutenant. There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

I might cite an instance, as illustrating this, the Third Artillery, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chairman of the Committee on 
stationed down here at the Arsenal. There are in that regiment men | Naval Affairs [Mr. CurcHEON] will designate the next bill which he 
who were lieutenants at the time of the war and have been lieutenants | desires to have considered. 
ever since. There is one officer who is still a lieutenant in that regi- Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Objection to the bill is reserved, as I under- 
ment, who during the war commanded an entire battalion of artillery, | stand it. 
while men who occupied the same grade in other regiments are either The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is laid aside informally, and 
lieutenant-colenels or colonels commanding regiments. That is the | the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs will designate the 
effect of a pte ne ae the object ot this bill is to correct, as far | next bill to be considered. 
as practicable, that inequality. * cre an @ le icin falls 

The bill provides that promotions shall be lineal throughout the arm =e eos ee ee ee ene 
of the service in which the officer holds his commission. For instance, Mr. CUTCHEON. I now desire to call up House resolution No, 55 
a roster would be made of all of the officers in the artillery, in the cav- | °% the House Calendar. 
alry, and in the intantry arms of the service, so that all of the officers The Clerk read as follows: 
in these different branches of the service shall be arranged in their Joint resolution (HI. a Sees that names of sharpshooters and ar 
proper order, and from this time on promotions shall pr i lineally service institution medalists shal! be inscribed in Army Register, aod author- 


izing the wearing of their decorations by such medalists, 
throughout the Army and not disturb the rank ot any one, but com- Resolved, etc., That hereafter the Annual Army Register shall contain the 
mencing with men occapying the grade of second lieutenants the lineal | names of al! distinguished marksmen in the Army, and opposite or under the 
romotion would u h j . | nameof each officer, as shown by corps or regiments, who has or shall have 
| as they sn: P t rough all the gra ies in that arm of the serv qualified as a sharpshooter or distinguished marksman shal! appear a designa- 


: ° tion to that effect, with year in which such qualification or distinction was ac- 
This, I will state, was a compromise between the old House bil), quired ; and that opposite or under the name of each officer who has or shall 


which applied liveal promotions to the first and second lieutenants, | ri cpponr a designation to that eftect, wih year in which the same was won, 
Sc iethed hones cuted ie dheet a : eet ae And the winners of such medals are author ized to wear the same w ith their 
apply roughou service, which wou uniform. 

disarrange the present rank, it was thought best, and meets the ap- The committee recommend the following amendment: 

proval of General Schofield, the Secretary of War, and of all the officers Lines 13 and l4strike out: “And the winners of such medals are aulhorized 

of the Army, so far as I know, to adopt the plan suggested by this bill. | to wear the same with their uniform.” 

In other. words, that we should begin at the bottom, at the second The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

lieutenants, and let the promotionsyo up regularly through that branch The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

of = —— in which the officer a. and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ow, for many years past, since 1862, this has been the law in the FALLS CHURCH AND POTOMAC RAILWAY COMPANY 

Engineer Corps, it has been the law in the Ord ; i eee eee pppaceygang ee 

also heen enforced in the Navy, and it has worked most admirable re. | _ Mf. CUTCHEON. I eall ap Honse bill 925, to allow the Falls Chureh 

sults in those arms of the service where it has been tried. Ithas given and Potomac Railway Company ae Sneene -_ —— . _ roi 

entire satisfaction in those branches of the service where it has been in nee Government lands at Arlington, in the county of Alexan- 

force. The object is to hold the officers when they come from West | “")® '3- as 

Point and enter upon actual service—to hold them up to their work boa ee read Tr ce waite hice nen, 

pose ; ; a ted, etc., hat license and authority , anc i shy, grantec 
—, oe b bag ren lie back, neglect their daties, and the Falls Church dod Hebawsas Kailway Company, an organization incorpo- 
promotions by the changes which necessarily come to the | rated under the laws of the State of Virginia, its successors and assigns, to con- 

service by deaths, resignations, or retirements. struct and operate, by horse, cable, compressed air, or electric power, a railroad 

But I will state again that this bill. as will be seen. does not apply across and over the lands belonging tothe United States Government lying and 
i ’ 


being in the county of Alexandria, in the State of Virginia, known as Arling- 
above the rank of captain. Some anxiety was expressed from some ton, following the route already located and partially graded through the ravine 








south of the officers’ quarters at Fort Myer, and to construct a depot and such 
side-tracks aud other facilities as may be necessary for the convenient opera- 
tion of said railroad: Provided, That the route of said railroad 


Government lands and the location ef the depot grounds and the of the 
depot and all other buildings to be erected by said raiiroad on said Government 
lands shall be submitte | to and shall be subject to thea val of the Secretary 


of War, who may alter and modify, in his discretion, and said company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, shall oocupy and use said right of way and depot grounds 
subject to removal therefrom and the revocation of the license and authority 
hereby given whenever the public service, in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War, may require such revocation and removal. 


The committee recommend the following amendments: 

ie line 6, after the word “ Virginia,” strike out the words “its successors and 
assigns," 

In line 16, after the word “ depot,” strike out the word “ grounds.”’ 

In line 17, strike out the words“ and all other buildings to be erected’ and 
insert the words “and the motive power to be used.” 

In line 20, after the word ‘alter,’ strike out the word ‘‘and,” and after the 
word “ modity” insert the words “and annul.” 

In line 21, afler the word “discretion,” insert the words “any approval or 
order concerning the saime.”’ 

In line 22, after the word “‘ company,” strike out the words “' its successors and 
assigns.”’ 7 

In lifte 23, after the word “ way,” insert the words ‘‘ which shail not exceed 
50 feet in width,” 

In line 24, after the word “ depot," strike out the word ‘‘ grounds,” and after 
the word “to” insert the words “ change or.” 

In line 27, after the word * removal,” insert the words “and any change or 
removal that may be ordered shall be at the expense of the said railroad com- 
pany, and the said company shall repair, at its own expense and in a manner 
satisfactory to the Secretary of War, any damage that may be done to the roads 
upon the Government lands and reservations at Arlington and Fort Myer by 
the construction or operation of the said railroad,” 

Add a new section, to be section 2 of the bill, as follows: 

“See. 2. That if the license and authority bereby granted shall not be exer- 
cised and the railroad builtand in operation within two years after the passage 
of this act, such license and authority shall absolutely cease and determine.’ 


Mr. CANNON. I think we had better have the bill considered a 
little while and find out whatit is, I suppose it is called up now for 
the first time. I do not know that I want to object, but I want to see 
what the object of the bill is. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, this bill was referred tothe Secre- 
tary of War and to the Quartermaster-General, and their reports are 
embodied in the committee report. The amendments are in strict ac- 
cordance with the recommendations of the Secretary of War. This right 
of way cuts across a corner of the Arlington and Fort Myer reservation, 
through the ravine down back of the officers’ quarters. It cutsonly a 
little corner across there; and the bill is very well ed, and has 
been amended to conform to the recommendations of the War Depart- 
ment. It will bea very great convenience to visitors going to Fort 
Myer or to Arlington Cemetery, and in that view the comimittee have 
reported it favorably. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman will allow me, this, I think, 
is somewhat like a bill reported by the District Committee some 
months ago, is it not? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. ‘They reported another bill, but not this one. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it for the same corporation ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, that was for another corporation. This is 
a different corporation, which is already organized and incorporated, 
and which has its right of way partly graded already. 

Mr. CANNON. From what point to what point does this road 
run? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. 
dnct Bridge to Falls Church, and the bill requires them to finish 
this road within three years. We bave struck out the words ‘* its suc- 
cessors or assigns,’’ so they can not trade upon their franchise. They 
have got to do it themselves, 

Mr. CANNON. Does it give any right of way across the Aqueduct 


Bridge ? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. No, sir; all the Military Committee had to do 
with it was to give the corner across the military reservation. 

Mr. CANNON. Does this bill give them the right of way all the 
way to the Aqueduct Bridge? 

Mr. C EON. No, they get the rest of their right of way from 
the State of Virginia. They already have that. 

Mr. CANNON. How far across the Government reservation is this 
right of way granted ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I do not know that I could state that precisely, 
but I am advised that it runs through the ravine, The tleman, I 
have no doubt, remembers the ravine down back of Fort Myer. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not familiar with the location. I wish to 
know the extent of the grant. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I could not answer the question ly, but 

that; per- 


my idea is that it isa quarter of a mile, or something | 
haps a half a mile. 

_Mr. CANNON. Did the committee take into consideration the ques- 
tion of the propriety of fixing the motive power to be used? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I will say to the gentleman that this bill was 
reported by Mr. Carey, the gentleman from Wyoming, who has been 
legislated out of his seat by the admission of that State. I had no 
special charge of it and have simply reported it in his absence. 

Mr. WILLI _ of Ohio. The motive power is to be approved by 

7 0 ar. 
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As I understand it, it extends from the Aque- 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. The bill contains this provision: 

And the ivegows to be used by said railroad on said Government lands 
shall be submi to and shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
War, who may alter, modify, and annul. 

Mr. CANNON. What assurance has the committee that this cor- 
poration will construct this road ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. We have put in a proviso that if this 
road is not constructed in two years the charter shall be forfeited. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, but it enables some other company to take the 
benefit of it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, no; itis not for the benefit of any other 
company. There is another company that expects to build a road to 
the front gate of Arlington Cemetery. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Thisonly gives the right to the one com- 


pany. 

Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman tell us whether this is a mere 

ulative charter, a charter given to this corporation, organized for 

e benefit of another corporation, and if this corporation should fail 
that other corporation can go on and build the road? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that the bill provides that it must be constructed in two years. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And it provides that no other com- 
pany can do it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We have stricken out the words ‘‘successors and 
assigns,’’ so that it can only be built by this company. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I = the gentleman is thinking of 
the ect for an avenue to Mount Vernon? 

Mr. CANNON. No,Iam not; but I do know that the Washington 
and wn street railroad runs down nearly to the Aqueduct 
Bridge, and I do know that for many years they have punished us with 
horse-cars. Now, this is a proposition to build a road from the other 
end of the Aqueduct Bridge somewhere out into Virginia, and this 
gives a right of way across the reservation to enable them to doit. I 
want to know before I vote tor the passage of this bill, first, if it isa 
company that can build this railroad and can afford to rate it; 
second, that it is not to be gotten through here for the t of this 
railroad company, that in its methods is contemporaneous with Rip 
Van Winkle, so that it is practically to be operated by them, thus 
mens gee them an opportunity to give poor service and charge an 
extra 


Mr. CUTCHEON. If the bill is to consume much time I would 
fer to withdraw it. I will say to the gentleman all [ know about it is 
that it is organized by a number of gentlemen who live out in Alexan- 
dria County, and some of them at Falls Church, many of them being 
Department clerks, and the object being to make those places and their 
homes easily accessible to and from Washi They have nothing 
to do with the Wasifington and wn street railroad, 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that it is perfectly evident 
that no railroad company can afford to operate a good road without 
some such connection as I have mentioned. I will vote to grant a rail- 

Department, or any other point in Wash- 
— to A and beyond if the company will demonstrate its 
ability to build it and show that it is not a mere cover for this other 
company ; or, ifthe other company is to build it, that it be under proper 
— as to motive power and fare. 
r. CUTCHEON. e have put in every guard as to the fare and 
as to the repairs of the road. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman means to object, I will do so. 

Mr. CANNON. I will object. 

EXAMINATION AND PROMOTION OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have the amendment I suggested to 
the bill that was up before, and I retain the bill in my hand for the 
I move to amend bystriking out the words beginning at line 


oan failure on such re-examination be placed upon the retired-list of 
y. 

And insert the words, following the word ‘‘shall:’’ 

Not be included within the provisions of this act or be affected thereby. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. How is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The amendment will come in after the words 
“that all officers that have served as officers or enlisted men in the 
armies of the United States, regular or volunteer, during the war of 
the rebellion shall.’* 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What line is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is in line 19 of this written bill. 

I move to strike out the words: 
ee failure on such re-examination be placed upon the retired-list of 


And insert after the word ‘‘shall:’’ 

Not be included within the provisions of thisact or be affected thereby. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. My idea was to say that they should not be sub- 
jected to the technical examination, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the same thing. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very well; I willaccept the amendment. That 
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will inclade the old men who were in the war. Wecertainly bad not 

the slightest disposition to do any injustice to old volunteers in the 

Army who are now in the Army. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; I know that. 

Mr. BANKS. The amendment as made to the bill does not go far 

enough. It should be made to include the militia that was in the 

service of the Government during the war. They should be included 

under the same terms as the volunteers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘This relates to those who are now in the regular 

my. 

— BANKS. Mr. Speaker, it makes a distinction between those 

who were in the service of the Union during the civil war, and who 

preserved the Government, and those who are now in the regular Army 
} 
\ 


and who may have done nothing for the service of the Government or 
to preserve it. ; 
Mr. CUTCHEON. The amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GrosvENOR] reaches every one—all the volunteers. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It applies to them if they served either as vol- 
unteers or in the regular Army. 
Mr. BANKS. But I am speaking of the militia, Let me mention 
one instance where the militia rendered a great service to the Govern- 
ment during the civil war. I refer to the Sixth Regiment of Massa- 
chusetts militia. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. If there is one of those left in the Army to-day, 
then the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio applies to him. 
Mr. BANKS. I am not speaking of those who are in the regular | 
Army. Iam speaking of volunteers and the militia who were in the | 
service of the Government during the war. I say that the Government 
is under great obligations to them, especially to the Sixth Regiment of 
Massachusetts Militia, to whom it was indebted for its safety at a great | 
crisis. When the enemy was surrounding the city and preparing to 
capture it, there was no force from any section of the Republic that came 
to the aid of the Government at Washington except that Sixth Regiment 
of Massachusetts Militia, and when they reached the boundaries of the 
city the President and the members of his Cabinet went out to meet 
them, and President Lincoln said to the commander or the regiment: 
** You have preserved the Capital from the enemy.’’ That was said to 
the Sixth Massachusetts Militia alone. And when their enlistment 
expired every man enlisted again. Now, that class of soldiers, I say, 
should be included in this law if anybody is to be included. As for the 
regular Army—— 
Mr. GROSVENOR. This bili has not anything to do with that. 
Mr. BANKS. I think it has. I can show you existing statutes 
where the regulars, the volunteers, and the militia are placed upon 
the same footing. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But these are not in the regular Army. 
Mr. BANKS. I know they ure not in the regular Army, but I say 
that the militia when in the service of the Government should be put 
on the same footing as the volunteers and the Army. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. But, if the gentleman wil! allow me, this bill 
does not operate upon any voluuteer unless he is in the regular Army. 
Mr. BANKS. But we would like to make it operate upon volun- 
teers and militia also. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. If there are any of the Sixth Regiment 
of Massachusetts Militia now in the regular Army their case is covered 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. BANKS. No, Mr. Speaker; what we want is that the Sixth 
Regiment of Massachusetts Militia, who saved the Capital at the be- 
ginning of the war, and the other militia that rendered great service 
to the Government, shall be put upon the same level with the volun- 
teers when iu the service of the Government. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. So they would be but by this bill. 
Mr. REILLY. The Sixth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers | 
arrived here on the 19th of April, 1861, I believe. 
Mr. BANKS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. REILLY. Well, there were several companies of Pennsylvania 
militia that arrived here on the 18th. 
Mr. BANKS. Yes, but they came without weapons, without uni- 
forms, without officers. They were not known and recognized as the 
defenders and saviors of the Government at that time. 
Mr. REILLY. Ob, my friend is absolutely wrong in thatstatement. 
I want to state as a matter of history that there were five companies of 
Pennsylvania militia fully uniformed and equipped who were the first 
troops that arrived in Washington from any partot the Republic. They 
arrived here on the 18th of April, 1861, and two of those companies 
were from my own town, Pottsville, and known as the “ Pottsville 
Light Infantry and the Washington Artillerists,’’ and by the way, 1) 





into the service of the Government in the volunteer army. 


same, and when its term expired every man re-enlisted for the war. 
How was it with the Pennsylvania troops? The I have no doubt. 
It is for that reason I say the volunteersand militia of every State, when 
called into the service of the United States, should be entitled to the 
same conditions as the soldiers of ‘‘ The Army,’’so called. This isthe 
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may add the former was, I believe, the first company to be mustered | ebrate that event. 
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intention ofthe Government. In section 1219, Revised Statutes of the 
United States, it is said: 

No distinction is to be made between serv “ umissionec licer in the 
regular Army, and service since the 19th 8 nt volunteer forces, 
whether under appointment or con ssi f i lent yn the gov- 


ernor of a State 


They came first because they re on the short 

were in time and rendered service to tl 

be placed on the same footing with t] 
Mr. GROSVENOR. So they 
Mr. BANKS. No, they are not 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. i 


line, and if they 
they also should 
: and the volunteers. 


are. 


Lie 


question is on the endment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvEeNor 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the provision will | vd, so ‘ \ 
see exactly the effect of the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the proviso so as to read as follows 
“And provided further, That all officers that have served as officers or enlisted 


men in the armies of the United States, regular or volunteer, during the waz 
of the rebellion, shall not be ineluded within the sof this act or be af 
fected thereby, and noact now in force shall be so construed as to limit or r 

strict the retirement of officers as herein provided for.’ 

Mr. BANKS. I say, Mr. Speaker, that that should be amended so 
as to include the militia and volunteers when received in the 
of the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That would not be proper. 
gentleman has a correct idea of the scope of the bill. 

Mr. BANKS, I think I have the idea exactly. I have this idea 
I want these three arms of the service to be put on the same level be- 


rovisio 


seTVice 


I do not think the 


; cause the Government has already done that in other instances, There 
| is a series of existing statutes which declare that oflicers of the regula: 


Army, of volunteers, or of the militia, when they are in the service of 
the United States shall stand on the same footing, and whea their 
standing in the service is called in question, if the volunteers are of 
longer service than the regular Army, or if the militia are of longer 
service than the regular Army, they are to take precedence of the regular 
Army. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio 

Ml. BANKS. No, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio 
GROSVENOR ] is right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. = Thi 

Mr. BANKS. No; 
unless so specified. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lut they served in the Army—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They served only as volunteers, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. They were not drafted. 

Mr. BANKS. There are provisious in the statutes already that 
cover all these three classes precisely as I have stated. I would not 
like to have this question disposed of unless the three classes can be 
placed upon the same footing. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I assure the gentleman that they are on the 
same footing. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to encroach upon the 
brief time allotted to the Committee on Military Affairs; but in view 
of the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] 
I wish to say, so that the history of the event may be correct, that the 


The militia were not drafted, were they? 
they volunteered, did they not? 


Then the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


provides that if any officer-—— 
volunteers, properly speaking, are not covered 


| first troops to arrive in this Capital after the proclamation of President 
Lincoln of April 15, 1561, were five companies of Pennsylvania militia 


who arrived here on the 18th of April,1861. Two of those companies, 
as I have already stated, were from my own town, and one of them 


| was the first to be mustered into the volunteer army of the United 


States under the proclamation of President Lincoln. I desire only to 
make this statement in view of what the gentleman from Massachu 
setts has said, and in order that the historical facts may be correctly 
placed on record. The records of this House sustain me in this asser- 


tion, as appears from the Journal of the first session of the Thirty- 


seventh Congress, page 126, which I quote, namely: 


On July 22, 1861, the following resolution was adopted, namely 

** Resolved, That the thanks of the Ilouse are due, and are hereby tendered, 
to the five hundred and thirty soldiers from Pennsylvania who passed thro gh 
the mob of Baltimore and reached Washington on the 18th day of April last for 
the defense of the national Capita!."’ 

The survivors of these companies, rapidly decreasing in number, have 
an organization known as The First Defenders, and on the 18th of 
April each year, the anniversary of their arrival in this city, they cel- 
It is a proud distinction to which they are entitled 
by the truth of history, and hence I telt it but just to challenge the 


Mr. BANKS. Ido not doubtit, The Sixth Massachusetts did the | statement of my friend from Massachusetts. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. GRoSVENOR, it 


| was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
House bill No, 8202 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 
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ROADWAY THROUGH ARSENAL GROUNDS, AUGUSTA, ME, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I next call up the bill (H. R. 9490) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to grant to the trustees of the Maine Insane Asy- 
lum, Augusta, Me.. a license to constract a roadway through the United 
States arsenal grounds at Aagusta, Me., and allow the same to be used 
by the public. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
to grant to the trustees of the Maine Insane Asylum, Augusta, Me., a license to 
construct a roadway through the United States arsenal grounds in Augusta, 
Me., for driving purposes, to be used by the public in traveling to and from the 
insane asylum, but not for purposes of traffic or eonnen, The said license 
shall be upon such terms onl aublisionsen the Secretary of War may prescribe, 
and may be revoked by him whenever in his opinion it is desirable to do so. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SOLDIERS OF THE LATE WAR AND THE WAR WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up the bill (H. R. 3902) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers 
of the late war and the war with Mexico,’’ approved March 2, 1889, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That subdivision 3 of section 2 of the above-entitled act be, 
and the same is, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Third, That such soldier was a minor, and was enlisted without the consent 
of his parent or guardian, and was released or discha from such service by 
the order or decree of any State or Uaited States court of competent jurisdiction, 
or habeas corpus or other proper judicial proceedings, and in any such case no 
pay, allowance, bounty, or peasion shall be allowed or granted, 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the words *' United States courts,” in line 8, to the end of 
the bill, and insert the following: *‘On habeas corpus or other judicial proceed- 
ings, and in such case such soldier shall not be entitled to any bounty or allow- 
oe, or pay for any time such soldier was not in the performance of military 

uty.’ - 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This bill relates to removing the charge of de- 
sertion where minors were taken out of the military service on writs 
of habeas corpus or other judicial proceedings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY BOARD OF REVIEW. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up the bill (H. R. 11094) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to appoint a board of review in certain cases, 
The bill was read, as tollows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of War is hereby authorized to appoint 
a beard of review, to consist of three members and a recorder, from officers of 
the Army on the active or retired list, to review the proceedings, findings, and 
sentence of any court-martial for the trial of a commissioned officer or enlisted 
man, either of the regular Army or volunteer forces, where the accused has 
been dishonorably discharged from the military service of the United States. 

So, 2. That the said board of review shal! have jurisdiction of all such cases 
as shall be ordered before it by the Secretary of War, and its members shall 
serve without compensation, except such as they are now receiving, and may 
be relieved from time to time as the ex the service may uire. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and consider 
any additional evidence in case as may properly be brought before + 
under such rules and regulations as may be established the Secretary 
War, and it is hereby authorized to subpoena witnesses and to administer oaths 
when necexsary ; and the proceedings and findings, with the recommendations 
of — peers, shall be forwarded to the Secretary of War for his consideration 
and action. 

id ened ofc —_ i ae — a a = the Secretary of = 
sa review, in whole orin part, and appro y ar 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to refer to Congress the findings of 
the board of review, together with the evidence upon which the finding is 
based. The Secretary of War shall also report to Congress what action by Con- 
gress is deemed by him as necessary in order that justice may be done in the 
ease: Provided, That no right to any pay or allowances shall accrue or be re- 
vived from such amendment of the records in any case. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 

At the end of section 3 insert the following : 

“Provided, Thatthe Governmentshall be put to no expense on account of wit- 
nesses summoned on the part of the applicant.”’ 

After the word “ Congress,”’ in line 4, of section 4, insert ‘‘for such action as 
he may think proper."’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
and passed. ? 


DEPOSIT OF FUNDS OF THE SOLDIERS’ HOMES, 


Mr, CUTCHEON., I call up the bill (H. R. 9919) to authorize the 
Treasurer of the United States to receive and keep on deposit funds of 
the Soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to receive and keep on dopant. subject to the checks 
or drafts of the treasurer of the Soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia, all 
funds which may now be under the control oi the said treasurer of the Soldiers’ 
Home, or may hereafter be furnished him or in any manner come into his 
session for use in defraying the current expenses of mai the said Bol- 
diere’ Home. and, upon the request of said treasurer of the iers’ 
there shall be transferred, from funds to his credit with the United States Treas- 
urer, and placed to his credit with the assistant nited States 


in New York City, New York, such sums as he may require monthly 
terly for payments on account of “ out-door relief" to embannef teaslainel- 
diers’ Home residing at a distance therefrom. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This bill relates simply to the Soldiers’ Home 
in the District of Columbia. The treasurer of that institution now 
keeps permanent funds on deposit with the Treasurer of the United 
States. This bill proposes to allow him to keep on deposit in the same 
way current funds, so that checks may be given for ‘* out-door relief”’ 
in different parts of the country. The bill is recommended by the 
Secretary of War, by the General of the Army (who is the president 
of the Board of Managers of the institution), and is without objection 
so far as the knowledge of the committee extends. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed tor a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. F 


CANNON FOR SARATOGA MONUMENT. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up the bill (H. R. 7119) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to loan certain cannon to the Saratoga Monument 
Association. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to 
loan to the Saratoga Monument Association the following cannon, etc., ca 
ured from General Burgoyne at now on hand at the Watervliet 
arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., namely, four 12-pounder guns, one 8-inch howitzer, 
one 24-pounder howitzer, one 8inch mortar, and one 24-pounder mortar, a)l 
bronze: Provided, That the Secretary of War shall cause the four 12-pounder 
guns to be mounted on suitable carriages before their delivery. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Add at the end of the bill the following : 

“ Provided, That said cannon shall be removed from said arsenal without ex- 
pense to the United States Government.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. er, I hope we shall have some explana- 
tion of this bill. I would like to reserve the right to object until we 
know something about it. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. The Government has been at considerable ex- 
pense in the erection of a monument on the battle-field at Saratoga. 
These guns, the identical guns which were captured on that field, are 
now at the Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y. They are simply 
lying around there as old metal, being valueless as arms. The monu- 
ment association proposes te have those guns mounted and made a part 
of the decorations of the monument, which would certainly be very 
appropriate. Besides, this is only a loan, and no expense is to be in- 
eu by the United States. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to know if the gentleman would ac- 
cept an amendment to loan three or four of these to the Grand Army 


post in my town. [Laughter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We d be very glad do so if they had been 
captured in your town. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well; plenty of people in my town helped to 
capture them. 

Mr. STRUBLE. This was alittle before your day though. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, we have people there now who are able to 
do it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


STANDING OF OFFICERS, COAST SURVEY, WAR OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 6954) 
to define the standing of officers of the Coast Survey during the late 
civil war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the President is hereby authorized and requested to 
gpegene a roll of the officers of the Coast Survey who served during the late 
civil war under the orders of commanding officers of the armies and squadrons 
of the United States, and to issue to such officers of the Survey. or the repre- 
sentatives of those who are dead, a suitable certificate of honorable service with 
the Army or Navy, a the case may be, and a brevet commission commensurate 
with the service rendered and the assimilated rank they held during the war 
orders of the commanding officers under whom they 
served; and to those officers who did not hold an assimilated rank he may 
issue similar commissions with such rank as he shall deem a just aud gevoet 

rformed : That this act shal! not be con- 
its thereof to any bry:k pay or 
allowance nor to entitle them to recognition as an integral part of the Army 
and Navy of the United States at the present time. 


The committee recommended the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: : 


mend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
commensurate with,"’ 


inserting the 
pF that as so 
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retary of War to issue proper certificates that they served in the Army, y Mr. SPOONER. _ The simple fact concerning these officers is this 
and does not give them any pay or benefit other than that whatever. That at the time of the breaking out of the war there were a numbe1 
The object of the bill is simply that the position they occupied in the | of officers of the Coast Survey, which was a part of the governmental 
Army may be recognized in this manner. It is simply saying that | service, who were detailed by the proper orders to join in some cases 
they served with the Army; that is the substance of it. | the Army and in some cases the Navy. They were ordered to report 
Mr. CANNON. Were they purely civil employés? to the commanding officers in various parts of the country. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. No; they were officers of the United States Coast Mr. K ERR, ot lowa. For what purpose? 
Survey who were detailed and held what is called assimilated rank. Mr. SPOONER, For the purpose of acting as aides, performing staff 
They were called by the assimilated rank of the position they held, | duty, frequently to act as engineers, sometimes to act in showing the 
colonel or captain, as the case may be. They were assigned to staff | commanders of war-ships the channels and means of entrance into the 
duty. harbors where our fleets penetrated, performing duty as aides for gen- 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And they were under orders of the | erals in the field, etc., all of which has been duly certified to. 
War Department. Mr. CANNON, Now, will my friend allow me right there— 
Mr. CANNON. Could they have got ont of the service at any time Mr. SPOONER. And all that is asked is simply this, that they 
they chose to do so? may have certificates showing the fact of their having served in these 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not at all. various capacities. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No more than any enlisted soldier Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me right there? Is it 
could have done so. not true, and has it not been true ever since then, that the channels 

Mr. CANNON. Were they mustered? and the work on the coast have been under the charge of naval officers, 
Mr. CUTCHEON. [I think not; but they were addressed by the of- | and were not these merely people who did clerical work, clerks and 
ficial rank of the position they held. that sort of thing? 

Mr. CANNON. The same thing was true of people in more humble Mr. SPOONER. They did not do clerical work 
positions in the Army; for instance, the teamsters, the telegraph corps, Mr. CUTCHEON. They served as aids, they led fleets into the un- 
and others, was it not? known entrances of harbors, and performed other similar services. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. And this bill simply provides for the issuance of | They were officers of the Coast Survey, who surveyed these various lo- 
certificates that they served with the Army. It gives them no pay. calitiesand were familizr with them, and they acted as guides and per- 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is siraply a recognition of their service. | formed all these various services. 

Mr. SPOONER. Merely a certificate of fact. | Mr. CANNON. My understanding is that the surveying has always 

Mr.GANNON. Well, is it laying a foundation to place the widows been done by the naval officers. 

of such parties on the pension-rolls, or give them any emoluments be- Mr. CUTCHEON. No, by the Coast Survey. 

cause of the rank they held ? Mr. FLOWER. I suppose it is more a matter of sentiment than 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Notatall. Nosuch thing is contemplated. anything else which makes them want these certificates, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It simply recites a historical fact. Mr. EVANS. That is it exactly. 

Mr. CANNON. I must confess I do not see the object of it, unless Mr. CANNON, I think, if it means anything, it means that this is 

something of that kind is contemplated. the entering wedge for placing them on the retired-list in the future. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Were they ever discharged from the service ? Mr. SPOONER. ‘There is no intention of that kind whatever, and 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Ina way they were, but not as military officers. | the bill has been framed to cover any possible objection of that sort. 
They were officers of the Coast Survey. Mr. CANNON. What good can it do, then ? 

Mr. CANNON. Would the gentleman object to an amendment ex- Mr. EVANS. It is amatter of sentiment. It issimply to give these 
tending the provisions of this bill to the telegraph corps? gentlemen certificates of their service with the volunteer army during 
Mr. CUTCHEON. We havea bill precisely similar on the Calendar | the war. 
in their behalf. 

Mr-CANNON. And wagon-masters and contract surgeons? 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Do you want it to apply also to army Mr. FLOWER. I suppose it is more a matter of sentiment than any- 
nurses ? thing else. Now that we have peace and a restored Union as the re- 

Mr. CANNON. It is right and proper that we should give peusions | sult of the services and efforts of our armies, it is but proper that that 
to every one and everybody who was connected with the Army prop- | sentiment should be recognized. I would rather have over my grave 
erly, and we are already doing it- pw to a considerable extent, and | when I die, if I was entitled to that honor, the words *‘He was a Union 
will be in a short time at the rate of one hundred and fifty or one hun- | soldier’’ than any other epitaph. There are many, many others who 
dred and seventy-five million dollars a year. The only fear I have is | share the same sentiment, and in the future the words '* He was a Union 
that this bill will be an entering wedge, so to speak, in our system of | soldier ’’ will give a prouder title than any other the historian can be- 
legislation, to be followed up in the next Congress, or later on, possi- | stow. 
bly, by legislation to give purely civil employés the same rights that Mr. CUTCHEON. That is just it, and it is that feeling which 
you give now to the officers and soldiers of the Army, by this kind of | prompts the passage of this bill. 
recognition; and if that is to be done it should be done all along the Mr. FLOWER. Not thatthey may get pensions; but this sentiment 
line by a measure fully considered in all of its details, because there | is appealed to. 
are many of those who were meritorious soldiers during the late war Mr. CUTCHEON. And we have guarded the bill so that there will 
who are not yet provided for by our legislation. be no difficulty of the kind suggested by the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. ‘‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil | [Mr. CANNON]. 
thereof.’’ The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
Mr. STRUBLE, That is orthodox. sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; ‘‘sufiicient unto the day is the evil thereof.’’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
But we ought to act in all such cases with our eyes open and not go The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
willingly into evil or danger. 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman seems to see evil | passed. 
tect the Government. Mr. CUTCHEON. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, the gentleman from Alabama says I will be | 933) to grant the right of way to the Tacoma and Olympic Railway and 

here. I do not know whether I will or not. [Laughter.] The gen- | Navigation Company across certain military reservations. 

tleman himself will probably be here; but as to whether I will be here The Clerk read as follows: 

or not is something we are going to try later on. Be it enacted, etc., That the Tacoma and Olympic Railway and Navigation 
Mr. CRAIN. Well, if you are not here we will take care of it. Company,a corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Washing- 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido not see any good it can do to any man ton, is hereby granted the right of way 100 feetin width for its railway and tele- 


graph line across and through military reservations numbered 22, 23, and 24 on 
twenty-three or twenty-five years after the close of the war to have a | the west side of the narrows of Puget Sound, asestablisued by executive order 


statement made out by some officer, at the expense of the Government, - a an tne also neva nad seeomae ee n av 
; ; 5 e north side 0) g Narbor,as established by exe ' e order of June Y, ° 
o= effect that some time ago he did something in the service when | 21) situated in the State of Washington, upon such line as may be approved by 
= a eT ——_ The law provided no paper to show it | the Secretary of War. 
. hav ; 9 : ‘ 
nr BrCORER eee Teuunesd the mepert nacenmexing The Committee recommend the following amendments: 


this bill ? a an alter the ee “and, strike out the word “ eighty-six’ and insert 
. : e word “sixty-eight. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No; but I have heard what you have said | {fer line 15 add the following 

about it. * Provided, That the said railway and navigation company shall furnish to 

Mr. SPOONER. I think if you would read the report it would ex- | the Secretary of War a good topographical map of any route submitted for his 

plain the matter full approval under this resolution, and that the said right of way shali be subject 
y- ¢ to such change, revocation, or removal as may be prescribed or directed by the 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Let us have the report read. fecretary of War, at the expense of the said railway and navigation company,” 

XXI...-.437 





Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Something to hand down to their chil 
dren; something that they may be proud of. 


eee 


[ call up for present consideration the bill (LL. R. 

















10178 





The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
INSPECTOR OF MILITARY PRISONS, ETC. 


Mr, CUTCHEON. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
11237) to amend sections 1346 and 1148 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in reference to the visitation and inspection of the mili- 
tary prison and examination of its accounts and government. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That sections 1346 and 1348 of the Kevised Statutes of the 
United States be, and the same are hereby, amended to read as follows : 

‘Smo, 1346. The Secretary of War shall, with said coumissioners, annually, 
and as much oftener as may be deemed expedient, visit said prison for the pur- 
poses of examination, inspection, and correction; and they shall inquire into 
all abuses or neglects of duty on the part of the officers or other rsons 
in charge of the same, and make such changes in the general discipline of the 
prison as they may hold to be essential.’’ 

“Sno, 1348. One of the inspectors-general of the Army shall, at least once each 
yenr, visit the prison for the purpose of examining into the books and all the 
affairs thereof, and ascertaining whether the laws, rules, and regulations relat- 
ing thereto are complied with, the officers are competent and faithful, and the 
convicts properly governed and employed, and at the same time treated with 
humanity and kindness. And it shall be the duty of the inspector, at once, to 
make full report thereof to the Secretary of War." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED-LIST OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. IL now call up the bill H. R. 3911, which is the 
last of the House bills. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 3911) for the relief of certain officers of the Army retired-list. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan will 
please give his attention. The Chair is informed that a Senate bill 
similar to the one just called up is now upon the Calendar. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I beg pardon I should have called up the Sen- 
ate bill. ; 

MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill H. R. 8202 was passed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Michigan has the 
floor, and the motion will not be entertained now, but it can be en- 
tered, Will the gentleman state what the bill is? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is the bill H. R. 8202. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Senate bill was passed, and the 
House bill is on the table. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed, and I wish to say a word about it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. ‘The gentleman may enter the motion. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED-LIST OF THE ARMY, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk now has the Senate bill 
which ig. similar to the bill called up by the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr, GUTGHEON.. I ask for the consideration of the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That whereas, since the Ist day of January, 1886, certain offi- 
cers of the Army being at the time the senior officers in rank in their respective 
grades, and under the provisions of section 1257, Revised Statutes, entitled to 
be promoted to vacancies then existent in the next higher grades, were never- 
theless placed upon the retired-list of the Army without such promotion; the 
President is bereby authorized to nominate, and by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate to appoint, all such officers to the respective grades to 
which they were severally entitled, to take rank and date from the several 
times when their respective rights to promotion to vacancies became estab- 
lished, and to place them on the retired-list of the Army in the grades to which 
they are promoted. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. OsporRNE], who has charge of this measure. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to know what provision cf the 
rules governs the consideration of these bills. If I understand it aright, 
if any objection is made they can not be considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘That Is correct. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. When can that objection be made? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At any time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. At any time before being acted upon? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to the con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can they be objected to at any time before 
they are acted upon ? 

— SPEAKER pro tempore. 
all. 
a. K — of Iowa. Well, I would prefer, of course, to hear what 
ey have to say in support of the bill, reserving the right to object; 
<—s a A object then, I will object now. : 

tr. OR. I do not think a single objectio 
consideration of a bill. on nee te 


The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that under 


The gentleman must object now if at 
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the order adopted by the House on yesterday a single objection would 
prevent the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is not what the order says, and I think 
that is a forced construction. It says ‘‘bills to which there is no ob- 
jection;’’ but the gentiemas can do the same thing later on, there not 
being a quorum here, 

Mr. KILGORE. How many objections would that require ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa object 
to the present consideration of this bill ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think I will object. 

A MEMBER. Let us have a brief statement. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But I will not object now unless—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [Cries of ‘‘No!’’] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Very well; the bill will be laid aside. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object, but would like not to object at this 
time provided my objection would be effective later. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You can do the same thing later. . 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not know that I would object later, but 
I do not want to lose that right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You could defeat it without objecting. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, Iask that the bill may be informally 
laid aside. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, 


{ Laughter. ] 


Let it go on. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the last bill upon the House Calendar we 
propose to present this evening. 

I now move to reconsider the votes by which the several bills have 
been passed; and also move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I made a motion to reconsider one of these 
bills a short time ago. I gave the number of the bill as reported here 
and as read tothe House. It was House bill 8202. I moved to recon- 
sider the Senate bill that took the place of it. I do not know what 
the number is. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The House bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is the bill about the promotions of army 
officers helow the grade of major. I do not think it ought to apply in 
time of war. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will confine himself to 
the question. The House bill that the gentleman refers to has been 
laid upon the table. . 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The Senate bill is the bill that I asked to 
have reconsidered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
sider the several votes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
hi 


I ask to have a vote upon my motion to recon- 
I made rf motion before the gentleman made 


is. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowa did not have 
the floor when he supposed he made his motion, but could simply en- 
ter the motion. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not think the gentleman can take me off 
the floor and cut me out of the right to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Michigan, the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman made no motion in order, and 
when I had the floor in order I moved to reconsider. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not see that I did not have as much right 
to make a motion to reconsider at that time as the gentleman has now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan has the 
floor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I had the floor at the time ! made the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am willing to except that bill from my mo- 
tion in order that my friend may have an opportunity to make his 
motion; but I hope he will not pressit, because we regard it as a very 
valuable bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan moves 
to reconsider the votes by which the several bills have been passed, ex- 
cepting Senate bill 3716, and also moves that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. Without objection the latter motion will be» 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TRANSFER OF THE WEATHER SERVICE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up from the Union Calendar Senate 
bill 1454, to increase the efficiency and reduce the expenses of the Sig- 
nal Corps of the Army, and to transfer the Weather Service to the De- 

t of A ture. 

The SPEA tempore. The bill called up by the gentleman 
sce theetiatestiaaion nad wile tale ten copeidered in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I move todischarge the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the 
bill and consider it in the House. 


ot ed 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the further consideration of this bill and that it be con- 
sidered in the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. What bill isit? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is the bill to transfer the Weather Service from 
the War Department to the.Agricultural Department. 2s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. The 
Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask that the reading of the Senate bill may be 
dispensed with and that the substitute reported by the House com- 
mittees may be read in lieu thereof. It has been agreed upon by both 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection that will be done. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following 

“That the civilian duties now performed by the Signal Corps of the Army shall 
hereafter devolve upon a bureau to be known as the Weather Bureau, which, 
on and after the passage of this act, shall be established in and attached to the 
Department of Agriculture, and a signal corps of the Army shall remain a part 
of the military establishment, and under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
and all estimates for its support shall be included with other estimates for the 
support of the military establishment. 

“Sec.2. That the Chief Signal Officer, as head of the Signal Corps of the Army, 
shall have charge, under the direction of the Secretary of War, of all military 
signal duties, and of books, papers, and devices connected therewith, includ- 
ing telegraph and telephone apparatus and the necessary meteorological in- 
struments for use on target-ranges and other military uses; the construction, 
repair, and operation of military telegraph lines, and the duty of collecting and 
transmitting information for the Army by telegraph or otherwise, and all other 
duties usually pertaining to military signaling, which duty shall be confined 
to military matters, 

“Seo, 3. That the Chief the Weather Bureau, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, on and after July 1, 1891, shall have charge of the forecast- 
ing of weather, the issue of storm warnings,the display of weather and flood 
signals for the benefit of agriculture, commerce, and navigation, the gauging 
and reporting of rivers, the maintenance and operation of seacoast telegraph 
lines, and the collection and transmission of marine intelligence for the benefit 
of commerce and navigation, the reporting of temperature and rainfall condi- 
tions for the cotton interests, the display of frost and cold-wave signals, the dis- 
tribution of meteorological information in the interests of agriculture and com- 
merce, and the taking of such meteorological observations as may be neces- 
sary to establish and record the climatic conditions of the United States, or as 
are essential for the proper execution of the foregoing duties. 

“Seo. 4. That the Weather Bureau shall hereafter cansist of one Chief of 
Weather Bureau and such civilian employés as Congress may annually provide 
for and as may be necessary to properly perform the duties devolving on said 
bureau by law, and the chief of Said bureau shall receive an annual compensa- 
tion of $4,500, and be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate: Provided, ‘That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army may, 
in the discretion of the President, be detailed to take charge of said bureau, 
and, in like manner, other officers of the Army, not exceeding four, expert in 
the duties of the weather service, may be assigned to duty with the Weather 
Bureau, and while so serving shall receive the pay and allowances to which 
they are entitied by law. 

“Sec, 5. That the enlisted force of the Signal Corps, as now constituted, ex- 
cepting those hereinafter provided for, shail be honorably discharged from the 
Army on June 30, 1891, and such portion of this force, including the civilian em- 
ployés of the Signal Service, as may be necessary for the proper performance of 
the duties of the Weather Bureau shall, if they so elect, be transferred to the 
Department of Agriculture, and the compensation of the force so transferred 
shall continue as it shall be in the Signal Service on June 30, 1891, until other- 
wise provided by law: Provided, That skilled observers serving in the Signal 
Service at said date shall be entitled to preference over other persons not in the 
Signal Service for appointment in the Weather Bureau to places ior which they 
may be pocperty qualified until the expiration of the time for which they were 
last enlisted. 

“Sec. 6. That in addition to the Chief Signal Officer the commissioned force of 
the Signal Corps of the Army shall hereafter consist of one major, four captains 
(mounted), and four first lieutenants (mounted), who shall receive the pay and 
allowances of like gradesinthe Army, The officers herein provided foe shall 
be appointed from the Army, ineluding officers of the Signal Corps, preference 
being given to officers who have performed long and efficient service with the 
Signal Service: Provided, That no appointment shall be made until a board, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of War, shall have submitted a report recom- 
mending officers for appointment in the Signal Corps in the order of merit, 
based upon the importance and usefulness of work performed in the Signal 
Service, as said board may determine from the official records. And such 
second lieutenants of the Signal Corps as may not be promoted under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be appointed second lieutenants in the line of the Army 
with present date of commission as supernumerary lieutenants until assigned, 
and shail be assigned to the first vacancies which may occur in the grade of 
second lieutenant after the appointments herein provided for have been made. 

“Sec.7. Thatall appoiatmentsand promotions in the Signal Corps ofthe Army 
after this reorganization shall be made after examination and approval under 
sections 1206 and 1207 of the Revised Statutes, which are hereby amended so as 
to be applicable to the promotion of the lieutenants of the Signal Corps in the 
same manner as to the Corps of Engineers, and all vacancies which may here- 
after exist in the grade of first lieutenant in the Signal Corps shall be filled by 
py vn Sa Se fa. _ competitive examination and recom- 

sendation by a rd of three oflicers of the Signal Corps , 
the iaoe tt Wen g Corps, to be appointed by 

“Szc. 8, That the enlisted force of the Signal Corps of the Army shall hereafter 
consist of fifty sergeants, of which ten shall be of the first class, with pay of 
hospital stewards. No further enlistments shall be made in the Signal Corps 
for duties enumerated in section 3: Provided, That any vacancy existing or 
hereafter occurring in that portion of the force of the Signal Corps engaged in 
said duties may be filled by civilian appointees, at a salary not exceeding that 

id for the same class of work in the or Territory wherethe services may 
: (ns Cemweapd eyy ws tS neeviews shall continue until July 

. nsation may a n th iati ) 
the resent enlisted force. P Q © appropriation for the pay of 
eC. 9, at on and after July 1, 1891, the appropri t 
the Si i si tbe Aawe eball be madeull priations for the support of 


those of other staff corps of 
= Army, the Sepeperenitens for the support of the Weather Bureau shal! 
made with those of the other bureaus of the Department of Agriculture, and 
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ture to prepare future estimates 
sreafter specially developed and ex 


it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agri 
for the Weather Bureau, which shall be 
tended in the interests of agriculture 














“Sec. 10, That immediately upon the passage of this act the President is au 
thorized to appoint a board of three officials, which board shall be charged with 
the duty of examining the classes and kinds of property and the amount of 
moneys pertaining to and in the possession of the existing Signal Corps, and 
said board shall, as soon as practicable, make to the Secretary of War a report 
setting forth the amount of neys and the quantities a ls of property 
more suitable for the work of the Weather Bureau ! v for the e 
of the Signal Corps of the my, and what part said pr ‘ 
and necessary for the use of the Signal Corps the Arm i p 
prov al of said report by the Secretar f War t } 
shall be decided to properly pertaintothe Weather Bur a} ’ 
ferred to such bureau and to the « tody of the Secreta Ww 
the remaining property and funds shali« nue thie s 


Corps of the Arm 


During the reading 

Mr. CONGER said: This is quite a long bill, and | 
consent that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Let it be explained. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This bill is very familiar tothe House. I[t has 
been bere a long time 

The SPEAKER pro tem; . It has been read twice already 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Yes, it has been read in the full House. 

Mr. CANNON. Could not the gentleman from Michigan obviate 
the necessity of reading the bill by making a brief explanation ? 

The SPEAKER pr» tempore. Is there objection to dispensing with 
the further reading of the bill, [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question is upon the amendments proposed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

fhe amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COLEMAN. It was understood, Mr. Speaker, that the chai 
man of the Military Committee was to explain this bill, and unani 
mous consent was given for that purpose. 

A MEMBER. ‘This bill has been read twice already. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the biil will 
be considered as engrossed and read the third time. . 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. I do so because the objection was 
withheld with the understanding that an explanation would be made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I will make a brief ex- 
planation if it is desired. At present the Signal Corps of the Army is 
periorming the duties of the Weather Bureau. That bureau is attached 
to the War Department. It consists of a Chief Signal Officer with the 
rank of brigadier-general, fourteen second lieutenants, and a number 
of sergeants and privates. This bill proposes to divide the corps and 
to transfer to the Agricultural Department all that portion of it which 
pertains to taking observations of the weather, reporting storms, cold 
waves, and other weather variations, and to retain in the War Depart- 
ment the purely military signaling service, consisting of a brigadier 
general, ten commissioned officers, and forty sergeants. That is to re- 
main as a fixed part of the military establishment. All the rest of the 
corps, all relating to weather observations, is to be transferred to the 
Department of Agriculture and is to be hereafter under the direction 
of the Secretary of Agriculture 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can the gentleman inform the House whether this 
is recommended by the Secretary of War and Secretary of Agriculture ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Secretary of Agriculture is exceedingly anx- 
ious for the passage of the bill. He has been upon the floor within the 
last eight or ten days urging its passage, and al! the friends of agricult- 
ure throughout the country are urging it. The Secretary of War is 
willing and the Chief Signal Officer is anxious for its passage, because 
he knows he will never have peace any more since the farmers have 
got after him. [Lanughter.] This change is for the benefit of the 
farmers. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will not this proposed transfer necessitate the ere 
tion of civil officers to take the place of the military officers? 

Mr.CUTCHEON. The bill provides for the transfer of the military 
officers to the Agricultural Department until the bureau is fully or- 
ganized in that Department. It is intended to extend the operations 
of the service and make them still more valuable under the Agricultaral 
Department. 

Mr. POST. When this transfer is made, what will be left for this 
brigadier-general and his subordinates ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He will be detailed and will become the head 
of the weather service in the Department of Agriculture. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 





time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. , 
Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to 
TELEGRAPH TO TATOOSH ISLAND. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee o/ 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the furthe: 
consideration of the bill S. 1872, being a bill ‘‘to restore telegraphic 
communication between Tatoosh Island and Port Angeles, Wash.,’’ 
and that it be considered in the House. 








| 
| 


ws eye ok 


Se 





10180 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., Thar the sum of $6,890, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
pary, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of restoring and 
maintaining telegraphic communication between Tatoosh Island and Port An- 
geles, Wash,, the money so appropriated to be expended by the Chief Signal 
OMicer of the Army, under the orders of the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon ordering the bill 
to a third reading. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, A word of explanation may be desired by some 
gentlemen present. There was formerly telegraphic communication 
at this point, but the cables have been broken, and for some time past 
the service has been interrupted. It isof very great value and ought 
to be restored. : ; 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CERTIFICATES OF MERIT POR ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. Speaker, I call upthe bill (H. R. 7976) and 
I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from its further consideration, and that the 
bill be now considered in the House. 

There was no-objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That section 1216, Revised Statutes, be, and is hereby, 
amended to read : 

“Sec. 1216. That when an enlisted man of the Army shall have distinguished 
himself in the service the President may, at the recommendation of the com- 
manding oflicer of the regiment to which such enlisted man belongs, grant him 
a certificate of merit." 

Bro, 2, That section 1285, Revised Statutes, be, and is hereby, amended to read : 

*tSnc. 1285. A certificate of merit granted to an enlisted man for distinguished 
service shall entitle him, from the dete of such service, to additional pay at the 
rate of $2 per month while he is in the military service, although such service 
may not be continuous.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, YORKTOWN, VA. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up the bill (H. R, 886) providing for 
the building of a road to the national cemetery at Yorktown. I ask 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill and that it be con- 
sidered in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill, atter 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That $8,000, or so much thereof as aay be necessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, for the purpose of building, macadamizing, or shelling and 

ermanently improving the public road leading from the steam-boat wharves 

n the town of Yorktown, via the centennial monument, to the national cem- 

Gory near said town, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
ar. 


Mr. KILGORE, I do not think this bill ought to pass. 
Mr. BOWDEN. If I may be permitted to make a brief statement, 
I believe my friend from Texas [Mr. K1LGore] will withdraw his ob- 
jection. Three bills of a similar character with reference to the State 
of Virginia—all three being bills in which gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber were interested—have been passed. This is the first 
one presented from this side. It proposes to provide the means for 
reaching a beautiful work of art which has been erected by the Gov- 
ernment, the monument at Yorktown, as well as to afford a road to 
the national cemetery. I hope my triend from Texas will not object. 
Mr. KILGORE. How much money do you want? 
Mr. BOWDEN. The engineers say it will take $8,000 to construct 
this road, and it is a needed improvement. 
Mr. KILGORE, If I had the money, I would rather pay it myself. 
Mr. BOWDEN. Besides, this is a road to historic ground—— 
Mr. KILGORE. Is not Virginia able to build these roads herself? 
Mr. CUTCHEON, The General Government has spent $100,000 in 
the erection of a monument at Yorktown; and this road, as I under- 
stand, is to afford communication from the wharf to the monument. 
Mr. BOWDEN. The road at present is almost impassable. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker-—— (Cries of ** Question !’’] 
_Mr. CANNON. Not quite yet. These matters have all been pro- 
vided for this year more liberally than has been usual, in the sundry 
civil bill, I think we had better not go any further in this direction 
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at the present session of Congress. We shall meet here again next 
winter. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Yes; bat in view of the fact that every appropria- 
tion in this connection has been given to the other side of the House, 
while every Southern Republican has been cut off from recognition 
when seeking to get up a bill of this character, I think it comes with 
poor grace for any gentleman on this side of the Honse to object at 
the present time to this particular bill. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, With the permission of my friend trom Illinois 
{[Mr. CANNon] I would like to say one word. The committee had 
proposed to present just two of these cemetery road bills, a little one 
of $8,000, which will afford the means of reaching the monument at 
Yorktown, and then to balance that we proposed to expend in the 
district of our friend on the other side [Mr. O’ FERRALL] $6,000 to im- 
prove the roadway to Winchester Cemetery, in the region where Phil 
Sheridan made his gallant fight, and which many Union soldiers 
are glad to visit. We thought we would offset these two Virginia gen- 
tlemen against each other, and that everybody would call it a fair 
deal. We do not propose to bring in another one of these measures, 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I guess we will stop right here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill ? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Allow me to make a statement before the gen- 
tleman insists on his objection. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Illinois with- 
draws his objection. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. - Do I understand the objection is withdrawn ? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not withdraw it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Let me make one statement. 

The SPEAKER pro te. pore. The bill is not before the House. 

Mr. O’PERRALL. I am aware of that, but the House will indulge 
me a moment—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
O’FERRALL] asks unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the cemetery at Win- 
chester there are—— 

Mr. CANNON. 1 feel constrained to call the regular order. 

Mr. O°FERRALL. But I believe I had unanimous consent to make 
an explanation. It is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The House granted leave to the gentle- 
man from Virginia to make a statement. 

Mr.CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, what is the use of consuming 
time in this way if these gentlemen of the Military Committee want to 
transact business ? 

Mr. FLOWER. I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
Illinois is not in order. The gentleman from Virginia obtained unani- 
mous consent to address the House. 

Mr. CANNON. There will be no more business done here unless 
you proceed to do it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the parliamentary 
position. The gentleman from Virginia asked unanimous consent to 
make a brief statement, and consent was granted. The regular order 
is for the gentleman to proceed to make his statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Thenhe has the floor for an hour ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No, sir; I propose to occupy only a few moments. 

Mr. CANNON. What does the Chair call a brief statement ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rule on that when it 
comes to it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I certainly shall not occupy time unnecessarily 
and will be very brief in my remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, at Winchester there are buried 4,481 Federal soldiers, 
at Antietam 3,724 are buried, and at Gettysburgh 3,570. At Winchester 
there are only 5 acres of ground inclosed in the cemetery, and at An- 
tietam there are 10 acres, and at Gettysburgh 17 acres. It will be ob- 
served, therefore, that there are more dead—more Federal soldiers— 
buried at Winchester in 5 acres of ground than at either Antietam or Get- 
tysburgh with their much larger area. ‘There is no roadway at all to 
the cemetery or means by which a conveyance of any kind can be 
driven into the cemetery grounds at Winchester. The keeper of the 
lodge can not even step within the inclosure from his back door with- 
out walking on graves. 

The object and purpose of the bill to which I refer—not the pending 
bill of my colleague [Mr. BowprEN], but the Winchester bill which is 
to follow this—is to appropriate the sum of $6,000 for the construction 
of a necessary roadway, and to purchase a small additional piece of 
ground and enlarge the inclosure, so that some of the dead now in the 
cemetery may be removed to the new part, in order that there may be 
adriveway to and through the cemetery and a new and suitable lodge 
built. That is the sole object of the bill. 

Now, I understand that a monument has been erected at Gettys- 
burgh costing $30,000, and also one at Antietam costing quite a large 
sum, while not one dollar has ever been a for the Winches- 
ter cemetery for any monumental purpose. inchester is in the val- 
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ley ot Virginia and close by the historical battle-field of Cedar Creek, 
where Sheridan made his famous ride. It is classical ground, every 
foot of it; and every year thousands upon thousands of Federal soldiers 
from all parts of the country visit the cemetery, coming with their 
wives and families; but they can not enter or drive through the ceme- | 
tery, and nit content themselves by only looking in, for they can not 
even walk through the grounds unless they walk on the graves. Cer- | 
tainly this Congress can not refuse to appropriate the little pittance of | 
$6,000 for the purpose contemplated by this bill—a most patriotic pur- 
pose—in justice to the living and the dead. : 

Mr. Speaker, there are buried at Winchester from the State of New 
York 391 soldiers, of which number 372 are known; from Pennsylva- 
nia 444, of whom 310 are known; from Ohio 448, 329 being known; 
from Maine 207, of whom 88 are known; from Vermont 190, 71 being 
known, 119 unknown; New Hampshire 171, of whoo 52 are known; 
from Michigan 174, 55 known; Iowa 161, 42 known: Indiana 153, 34 
known; Massachusetts 209, 90 known; Virginia and West Virginia 182, 
163 being known; New Jersey 163, 44known; Maryland 163, 43 known; 
Connecticut 175, 56 known; Wisconsin 7 known, Delaware 6, Rhode 
Island 12, Illinois 5, and miscellaneous 194, there being in all 2,098 
known and 2,383 unknown, ora total of 4,481. 

Now, under these circumstances [ appeal to the gentleman from IIli- | 
nois to withdraw the objection and let this bill of my colleague and 
this Winchester bill be considered and passed to-night. 

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a single word in response. There is | 
a monument at Yorktown. I believe that was something over one 
hundred years ago : 
Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘That is the event. 

| 








Mr. CANNON. The event, and the monument later. We have at 
this session of Congress made a large appropriation, first, for Lookout 
Mountain park and cemetery for the purpose of preserving and marking 
the battle-field, and soon. Gettysburgh we are all familiar with; and 
Antietam, near by Gettysburgh, a large appropriation also. Now we 
are met with another proposition, as I understand it, to bnild a road 
and to purchase some ground. 

Mr. BOWDEN. The first bill is to build a road. 

Mr. O°'FERRALL, And so is this one; and also to purchase addi- 
tional ground and enlarge the cemetery at Winchester. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, our appropriations for this session have been 
quite liberal; exceedingly so, in fact. Weare told constantly by our 
friends on the other side that they have been too liberal. It seems to | 
me that we want something left to do next winter. Let us finish now ! 
looking after the living first; and as we have looked after all of these | 
other objects very liberally at this session of Congress already, I shall 
obiect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill is laid 
aside. : 





RELIEF OF OFFICERS ON RETIRED- LIST. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I believe the Military Committec 
in dividing the time among the various Calendars decided that we 
would devote the first hour to the House Calendar and divide the 
remainder of the time equally between the Union Calendar and the | 
| 





Private Calendar; but I understand my friend from Iowa on my left is 
now willing to withdraw his objection to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 1636, for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list of the 
Army, and I hope we will have consent to proceed with the considera- 
tion of that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the ques- 
tion to the House. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. This bill has already been read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been read, and the ques- 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I understand this bill applies to only three of- 
ficers? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Only three. | 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 1 withdraw the objection. 





Mr. KILGORE, I do not understand the colloquy between the 
gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from Michigan as to the scope 
of the bill. 

Mr. OSBORNE. It relates to only three officers. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘The bill in terms, though, is not limited to three. 

Mr. OSBORNE. No; bat only three officers now in the Army could 
be affected by the bill. It isso reported by the Adjutant-General and 
is published with the committee's report. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does this include General Merrill? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the bil] was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the bill 
‘H. R. 3911) on the same subject will be laid on the table. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, There is one more bill upon the Union Calendar, 
but according to our consent at this hour we were to pass to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and therefore I yield to the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania [Mr. OsBorNz]. 
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EDWARD H. LEIB. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that th« 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar may be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 117) for the relief of Ed- 
ward H. Leib, and that the same may be considered in the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of law reg iting appointments in the 


Army are hereby suspended tor the purposes of this act, and only so far as they 
| affect Edward H. Leib, late captain Fifth United States Cavalry and brevet lieu 
| tenant-colonel United States Army; and the Presxident of the United States is 

hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent ot the 


Senate, appoiut said kxiward H. Leib, late captain Filth United States Cavalry, 
to the grade and rank in the Army held atthe time f hia dismissal: and on 
account of his disabilities, incurred in the line of duty, the said Leib shall be 
placed upon the retired-list of the Army without regard to the limit fixed by 
law: Provided, Tunat the said Leib shall receive no pay except trom the date of 
appointment under this act, nor any pension from and after his full retirement 
as provided herein 





rhere being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


A. H. RUSH, 


Mr, OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar may be discharged 
trom the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5273) for the relief ot 
A. H. Rush, and that the same may be considered in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and ected 
to issue to A. H. Rush, late captain Compuny E, Sixteenth Regiment of Penn 
syivania Cavalry Volunteers, a certificate of honorable discharge as of the date 
of his dismissal from the Army, and all disabilities upon him by reason of said 
dismissal from the Army be, and the same are hereby, removed. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether I shall object 
to this or not. I did not understand the purport of the bill. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Itis simply to give an honorable discharge toa 
brave officer, who served all through the war until very nearly the last 
day, when he got into a little trouble and was dismissed. 

Mr. KILGORE, What effect would that have upon his pay from 
the time he was discharged ? 

Mr. OSBORNE. None at all. He was a volunteer officer, belong- 
ing to a Pennsylvania regiment, and this simply gives him an honorable 
discharge to date from the day of his dismissal. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the bill provide that he shall receive no pay 
allowance, or emolument? . 

Mr. OSBORNE. I think it does. ‘That was the intention. 

Mr. CUTCHEON., I willask the Clerk to read that part of the bill 
again. 

The bill was again read, 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, my idea is that that oflicer can 
set up a claim for his pay from that date. 

Mr. OSBORNE, We will accept any amendment that you wish. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then let the bill be amended, in the language of 
the bill which just preceded it, that this shall carry with it no pay 
allowance, or privilege by reason of his restoration. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Very well, we will accept that amendment. 1 
will ask the Clerk to read the proposed amendment 

The Clerk read as follows 

Amend by adding thereto the following 

** Provided, That said Rush shall receive no pay or emolument by virtue of 
this act.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM E, CROUSE. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar may be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. kt. 1423) to correct the 
military record of William E. Crouse, and that the same may be con 
sidered in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to grant 
William E. Crouse, late second lieutenant of the First M issachusetts Heavy 
Artillery Regiment, an honorable discharge, notwithstanding the court-marti 
proceedings of March, 1865 

The committee recommended the following amendment 

Add to the bill the following : 

** Provided, That said Crouse shal! not be entitled to any pay or allowances by 
virtue hereof.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COG! ELL. move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
Mr. COGSWELI I t ler tk te by which the bill 
passed; and also move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SPENCER D, HUNT. 
Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar may be discharged 
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from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10805) for the relief of 
Spencer D, Hunt, and that the same may be considered in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, directed to cor- 
rect the rolls and records in his office by placing the name of Spencer D. Hunt 
on the rolis as a private in Company ©, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Engineers, and granting to him an honorable discharge as of the date said com- 
pany and regiment was discharged from the service: Provided, That no pay or 
other allowances shall be claimed by reason hereof. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MAJ. JOSEPH W. WHAM. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph 
W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers, in settling and adjust- 
ing the acoounts of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army, are 
hereby directed to credit said Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United States 
Army, with the sum of $25,345.10, Government funds, of which he was robbed 
= = aham County, Arizona Territory, on the llth of May, 1889, without his de- 

auil, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
port in that case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report covers six or eight pages 
of fine print. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Twenty-cight thousand dollars ought not to 
be thrown away without some explanation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will first bring the bill 
properly before the House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
OSBORNE] moves that the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar be discharged from the further consideration of this 
bill, and that it be now considered in the House. Is there objection ? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Without objection, the bill 
will be considered as engrossed, and read a third time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object, antil we hear a statement of the rea- 
sons. 

Mr. OSBORNE. This bill is for the reliet of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, 
paymaster, United States Army, who last year was carrying this money 
to pay troops in that department. He was waylaid by a band of some 
twenty men. They had gone before him into the woods through 
which he was passing, and had in fact erected fortifications along the 
road. They were thus scattered over some three-quarters of a mile. 
It was in one of the wildest parts of the Rocky Mountains. These 
bandits fired on the escort, which consisted of some eighteen men. 
Every man in the escort was wounded, and the only man in the escort 
who was not so badly wounded he could not get away from the ground 
was a corporal who was with Major Wham. After the escort had thus 
been disabled, the robbers came out to the road, went to the ambu- 
lance, broke open the safe and took out the money. A number of 
them were afterwards arrested and tried in the United States court, 
and now Major Wham asks to be relieved from accounting for the 
amount of money that was taken from him at that time. 

Mr. KILGORE. How large was the amount ? 

Mr. OSBORNE, Twenty-eight thousand dollars. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Were they convicted ? 

Mr. OSBORNE. No, sir; they were not convicted. The jary was 
composed of Mormons, and it is understood out therein Arizona, where 
this thing occurred, that it was a conspiracy on the part of many of 
those people, and that some of the men who were connected with the 
robbery were even on thetrial jury. There isa letter from the United 
States district attorney in the report which clearly shows that the facts 
should have been sufficient to convict the men. 

Mr, KILGORE. Is not thisa bill which passed Congress before and 
was vetoed? 

Mr. OSBORNE, Oh, no. 

Mr, CUTCHEON,. Oh, no; it only occurred last year. Itisasclear 
a case as there can be, to my mind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa with- 


Mr. Speaker, [ call for the reading of the re- 


’ draw his objection ? 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CAPT. WILLIAM P, HALL, 


Mr. OSBORNE. _I now call up the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 4187) for the correction of the Army record of Capt. William P. 
Hall, United States Army. 

Whereas William P, Hall, now a captain in the Fifth Regiment of Cavalry, 
United States Army, was commissioned a second lieutenant of the Nineteenth 
—<—— of Infantry on June 15, 1868; and 

Whereas in 1569 the infantry was reduced, and the order of the War Depart- 
ment concerning said reductions required the junior officers of each grade to be 
placed on * waiting orders; and 

Whereas from such “ waiting order” list Second Lieutenant Hall was trans- 


ferred to the Fifth Regiment of Cavalry, by General Orders, numbered 59, War 
Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, dated July 14, 1869, without application 
on his part; an 

Whereas a new commission was issued to Lieutenant Hall, bearing date July 
14,1869, by which he was placed in rank below second lieutenants of his own class 
at the Military Academy, whom he before ranked, being above them in class 
standing, and also below second lieutenants of the Fifth Regiment of Cavalry, 
who graduated a year subsequent to himself, thereby depriving,him involun- 
tarily and illegally of the conk to which the date of his commi n of July 15, 
1868, entitled him: Therefore, 

Be ttenacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the army record of Capt. William P. Hall, 
of the Fifth Regiment of Cavalry, United States Army, be corrected so that his 
name shall be placed in the position upon the list of captains of cavalry which 
he should occupy, and which he would occupy had he been given his proper 
rank in the Fifth Cavalry on July 14, 1869, according to the date of his commis 
sion of June 15, 1868, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be discharged 
from the further consideration of this bill and that it be considered 
in the House. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire what effect this bill would 
have on any pay that might be due? 

Mr. OSBORNE. None whatever. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ABRAM F. M’CURDY. 
I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
| 4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. OSBORNE. 


Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary ot War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and empowered to issue and grantan honorable discharge from the Army of 
the United States to Abram F. McCurdy, late a major in the Tenth Ohio Volun- 
teer Cavalry, which discharge shali bear date as of May 30, 1864, and with the 
rank of a major, and said discharge, with said rank, as of eate, shall be 
granted, notwithstanding his dismissal] from the service by virtue of the pro- 
ceedings and sentence of a general court-martial promulgated in General Orders 
No. 98, May 30, 1864, from headquarters department of the Cumberland: Pro- 
vided, Thatno pay or allowances shall be paid said Major MeCurdy by reason 
of such honorable discharge. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
further consideration of this bill. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to know on what ground you de- 
termined to set aside the findingsof a court-martial at this late day. I 
have had one or two bills of that character pending in the Committee 
on Military Affairs for eight or nine montbs that have not as yet been 
reported, and I suppose there was a reason why this should be done. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Undoubtedly there is a reason for it. We exam- 
ined the proceedings of the court-martial in this case and discovered 
that there was not sufficient evidence before the court-martial to au- 
thorize certain findings of the court. That is the plain short of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not object. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WENRY G. HEALY. 


Mr. OSBORNE, I ask for the present consideration of the bill (8. 
745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy. 

The bill was read. as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to muster into the service, to rank as lieutenant-colonel from the 
26th day of May, 1863 (the date from which he was to take rank in commission), 
Henry G. Healy, late lieutenant-colonel Sixty-fifth New York Volunteers, wit 
all pay and emoluments, from May 26, 1863, to August 4, 1863. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
asks to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further consid- 
eration of this bill and that it be considered in the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not understand that feature relating to pay 
and emoluments. 

Mr. OSBORNE. This man was wounded in battle. He was a ma- 
jor. While wounded, and shortly after he was wounded, he was pro- 
moted. He was commissioned by the governor as lieutenant-colonel, 
but could not go to the field to be mustered; therefore he did not get 
mustered for nearly a month after the time he was commissioned. 
This is simply to make him a lieutenant-colonel and to authorize him 
to draw the difference in his pay for that month. 

Mr. KILGORE. For one month? 

Mr. OSBORNE. For one montb. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He was simply prevented from being mustered 
on account of his wound. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!”’ 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARLIN PARKS. 
Mr. OSBORNE. I now ask that the Committee of the Whole be 
discharged trom the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4820) for 
the relief of Marlin Parks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., Faas he eepet War and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to revoke the order of of Marlin Parks, late first lieuten- 











1890. 











ant Company B, Eleventh West Virginia Volunteers, and issue to him an hon- 
orable discharge from the service of the United States, to date the 18th day of 
November, 1564. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, heretofore the universal form has 
been to put at the conclusion of such a bill that it carries with it no 
pay or allowances by reason of its passage. 

Mr. OSBORNE. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I movean amendment in the form suggested. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That said Parks shall receive no pay or allowance by virtue of this 
act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. WEDGWOOD. 
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Mr. OSBORNE. Inowask todischarge the Committee of the Whole | 


from the consideration of the bill (H, R, 4382) granting an honorable 
discharge to William W. Wedgwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, direcied to is- 
sue to William W. Wedgwood, late a lieutenant in the Ninety-fifth Volunteer 
Infantry, an honorable discharge from the service. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 5, after the word “ fifth,” insert the word “ Illinois,” and in line 6, after 
the word “service,” insert the words “ to date December 3!, 1862.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. OSBORNE. There is another amendment to that bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Also add the following amendment: 

** Provided, That no pay oremolument shall become due by virtue of this a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and beingengrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HOWARD WILLISON. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7155) grant- 
ing an honorable discharge to Howard Willison, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and that it be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to set aside the order of dismissal in the case of Howard Willison, 
late second lieutenant of Company A, One hundred and third Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania ? 


| ing engrossed, 16 was accordingly 


| mittee of the Whole be d 


Mr. KILGORE. I make the same suggestion in regard to this bill. | bill and that it he put upon its passage. 


Mr. KILGORE. I think that bill ought to be amended in the same | 


way as the others. 


Mr. POST. It is not necessary, because the bill simply grants him 


an honorable discharge from the time when he was dismissed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, out of abundant caution, I think the amend- 
ment had better be added to the bill. 

Mr. POST. I have no objection. 

The amendment was réad, as follows: 


Amend by adding the following: 
“ Provided, That no pay oremolument shall become due him by virtue of this 


act.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. POST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 


CAPT. CHARLES B. STIVERS. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the farther consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. Res. 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. 
Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is en- 
titled as such officer to his pay. 

The joint resolation was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., First, that the retirement of Capt.Charies B. Stivers, of the United 
States Army, upon the finding of a retiring board on the 30th of December, 1564. 
under the provisions of the act of Congress of August 3, 1861, is a legal and valid 


retirement ; second, that said Capt. Charles B. Stivers is and always has been 
entitled to his pay as such retired officer. - 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; | 


| passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which 


the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


[O1S3 


CHARLES H. KELLEN. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6921) for th 
} 


eliet of Charles H. Kellen, and [ask unanimous consent that the Con 
mittee of the Whole be d rved from the further consideration 
the bill and that it be now t : pa 

Phere was no object : 

The bill was 1 ( ‘ 

I te ede I i t »¢ l « i 
and directed to p ) Ke } 
lientenant in ¢ ¢ 
date of December | 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Spe n 
would have. 

M POONER The po y tl { man ‘ 
s eant of h yu pAaANy lhe W 0 capta d | 
m of tl compa ip to and including the battle of 
burgh, where he received a fatal wound He was promoted by t! 
f rnor of Rhode Island to be second lieutenant, but his commissio 


rreached him. The bill would give him pay for about three da 
as ond lieutenant 


mi, ’ 


bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and b 
i read the third time, and passed. 

‘Mir. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CIHLRISTIAN 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker 
lief of Christian Fredericksen. I ask unanimous consent that the Cor 
harged from the further consideration of | 


FREDERICK 


I call-up the bill (S. 750) for the 1 


There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follow: 

Be enacted, ¢ That the Se 
and directed to issne to Christia 
N. T. Wisborg as a pri‘ 

discharge from the service of t 

lischarge issued Neil P. Wisborg, or « satis‘actor 
evidence satisfactory to the War Department of u 
ericksen with said Wisbore 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being engrossed, it wa 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OSBORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on t} 
table. 


he latter motion was agreed to 


‘tary of War be, and he is hereby, autho: 
cksen, who served under the name « 
+, Ninth Kansas Volunteers, an hono: 





ate in Comy 





ed States, upon the surrender of t! 
t t f ts loss, and D 


y proof 
1¢ identity of Christian Fred 


MARY A. LEE 
Mr.OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2407) for the 


relief of Mary A. Lee. I ask unanimous consent that the Committe: 
of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bil! 
and that it be put upon its passage. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby 
thorized and directed to pay to Mary A. Lee, mother and only he itlaw o 
Walter J. Lee, late a second lieutenant in the Twenty-eighth Regiment Mich 


gan Infantry Volunteers, the amount of pay and allowances of a second 
tenant of infantry from September 2°, 1854, tothe 10th of April, 1S¢ nid the 
pay and allowances of a first lieutenant of infantry from April 10, 184, to Au- 
gust 10, 1865, such payment to be made out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, and deducting therefrom th mount of a preny 


any, made him for such service 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
Mr. O'DONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the | 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


*GEORGE M. WHEELER. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1689) for the x 
lief of George M. Wheeler. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill and that it be put upon its passage 

There was no objection. 

The bil! was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States | nd is hereby, 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice of the Senate, to appoir t 
Capt. George M. Wheeler, United States Army,retired,« majoron the retired- 
list of the Army, with the rank and pay of that grade f n the 234 of July, 1488 
being the date on which he would have been « ible to promotion but for his 


retirement as captainon June 15 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 


| the third time, and passed. 


Mr. OSBORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wa 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
JAMES M. WILLIAMS, 
Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1037) author- 


yh 


Y 











: 
: 
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izing the placing of the name of James M. Williams upon the retired- 
list of the United States Army, with the rank of captain of cavalry. 
! ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged {vom the further consideration of the bill and that it be pat 
upon its passage, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Heit enacted, etc., Thatthe President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nom- 
inate and, by ane di with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Jaimnes 
M. Williams, late a colonel and brevet brigadier-general of United States vol- 
unteers and captain of cavalry and brevet m@or in the regular Army of the 
Un ted States, tothe position of captain of cavalry in the Army of the United 
States, and to place him upon the retired-list of the Army as of that grade, the 
retire d list being thereby increased in number to that extent; and all laws and 


parts of Jaws in conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose only. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering this bill to a third 
reading. 

Mr. KERR, of [owa. I object unless there is an explanation made. 

Mr. OSBORNE. This officer was in the volunteer Army. He was 
a colonel and a brigadier-general. He served all through the war, and 
after the war he organized a regiment, and has done excellent service 
since that time. In fact, General Gregg told me that he was really 
the best Indian fighter they had. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. How long has he been in the service’? 

Mr. OSBORNE. About nineteen years. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabie. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES T. PEALE. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I desire to call up the bill (8. 1513) to place James 
T. Peale on the retired-list of the United States Army. I ask that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill and that it be considered in the Honse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in view of his long and faithful services as major and 
brevet lieutenant-c solonel in the Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry during the late 
war and captain Second United States Cavalry on the frontier since the war 
and because of disease incurred in the service and line of his duty, the President 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and. by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint James T. Peale to the position of captain 
(mounted) in the Army of the United States, and to place him on the retired- 
list of the Army as of that grade, the retired-list being thereby incressed in 
number to that extent; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are 
hereb, suspended for this purpose only. 


There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the bill will be con- 
sidered by the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad’ to have some explanation in re- 
gard to this bill. I do not ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. OSBORNE, Mr. Speaker, Major Peale served all through the 
war of the rebellion. He came to Washington in 1561, as a member 
of one of the four companies mentioned here to-night as being the first 
troops that appeared in Washington in response to the proclamation 
of President Lincoln calling for 75,000 men. He served for some time 
as second lieutenant in the Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry, advancing 
to the rank of major and brevet lieutenant-colonel. Having served 
to the end of the war and been honorably discharged, he entered the 
regular Army, in which he served until six or seven years ago, when 
being broken down in health he was unable to perform field duty and 
was obliged to go on leave of absence. He was dismissed the service 
because be was not able to go with his command at the time that it 
went upon an expedition to the Indian country. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was he dismissed or did he voluntarily resign? 

Mr. OSBORNE. He voluntarily resigned;*but before his resigna- 
tion was accepted there was a court-martial by which he was tried and 
convicted. 

Mr. KILGORE. Convicted of what? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Because he was unable to go, and did not go, upon 
an expedition into the Indian country. 

Mr. KILGORE. What was the charge against him—absence with- 
out leave? 

Mr. OSBORNE. ‘The charge apon which he was tried was absence 
without leave. 

Mr. KILGORE. He never has been on the retired-list? 

Mr. OSBORNE. He has not. 

Mr. KILGORE. The proposition now is to restore him to the rank 
ef captain and retire him with the pay of a captain retired? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir; with the retired pay. 

ae . eaomm. And that will begin from the date of the passage 
of this bill? 

Mr. OSBORNE. From the date of the approval of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it aSenate bill ? 

Mr. OSBORNE, It is. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object to this bill. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. OSBORNE. I move to reconsider the votes by which the sev- 
eral Senate bills have been passed; and also move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES 0’ ROURKE. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9478) correcting 
the military record of Lieut. James O’Rourke. I ask that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill and that it be considered in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enaec’ed, ete., That in view of the recommendation of the genera! court- 
martial in the case of James 0’ Rourke, late first lieutenant of the Fourth Reg- 
iment of New York Heavy Artillery V olunteers, to executive clemency, and of 
his former very excellent character as an officer and a gentleman, during & serv- 
ice of over seven years both in the regular and volunteer service, the Secre- 
tary of War is hereby authorized and directed to issue to James 0’ Rourke a cer- 
tificate of honorable discharge as first lieutenant of said Fourth Regiment of 
New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers asof the date of September 22, 1865, not- 
withstanding the sentence of said court-martial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the turther consideration 
of this bill and that it be now considered in the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL- 

GORE] objects. The hour of half past 10 o ‘clock having arrived, the 
House stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rale XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
sy Mr. LACEY: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, September 23, 1890, be set apart to the consideration 
of Senate bill No. 172, known as the “ Direct tax refunding bill,” and that the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered at 40'clock p. m. of said date 
on said bill and all amendments thereto ; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 59Q) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act tocreate an auditor 
of railroad accounts and for other purposes,’’ approved June 19, 1878— 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

A bill (S. 611) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton J. Dur- 
ham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County, Ken- 
tucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, 
as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. ; 

A bill (S. 2181) to provide for the erection of 2 post-office building 
at Fortress Monroe, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2471) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men of 
the First Kansas Colored Volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 
A bill (S. 3550) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore— 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3721) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the 
estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3099)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the bill 
of the House (H. R. 9777) tor the relief of James Grace, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3100)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension 
of Noah Bisbee, formerly private Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment, 
New York Volunteers, accompanied by a report (No. 3101)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11758) to Caeaieeinas the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the 
Louisville, Covington and Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton 
et a —— Company, ee ed Westport, Carrollton and 

ngton way , accom a re No. 3102)—to 
the House Calendar. = wr . mnt 

Mr. GROUT, trom the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 


ad 
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junk-dealers, dealers in second-hand personal property, and pawn- | sign in the United States Navy.’’ 
brokers in the District of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No. | 
3103)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- | 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hen- | 


ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7342) relating to | joint resolution to authorize the President to appoint an additional er 


Mr. PUGH, I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives, 
The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

oll to ¢ at ; ittee of the Ee Tee at 

ae gees by a report (No, 3104)—to the Committee Phe VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutionsadopied by the Cham- 

ole House. se il her of C ‘rce ot Ne ‘ork y in favor n extensior 2 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported | ;* — on-called MA ‘Kinley Rete bs “ig ae a ae ee oe 

‘ : 5 al part of section | : a. eee ee ee ca peg ag pm 

Saran ry . Sas Beata ua: eaces of town uate twe joah- | in bond until February 1, 1891; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

of an act entitied " vis . SATE re a petition fr he Memphis Commercial As- 

cial districts,’’ approved July 20, 1832, accompanied by a report (No. Mr. BATE. I present a petition from the Memphis Commercial As 


chal “alend sociation, signed by the president of the association, and also by the 
3106)—to the House Calendar. president of the Cotton Exchange and Merchants’ Exchange of Mem- 


phis, Tenn., praying that a customs district be made of Tennessee and 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. Arkansas, with Memphis instead of Nashvilleas headquarters. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of Farmers’ Alliances of Union City, 
Fredonia, Erie, Volant, South Beaver, Alexandria, New Bedford, New 
Castle, Ovid, and Hempfield, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COLQUITT. There were sent to me what purports to be 
copies of petitions from citizens of various counties in the State of 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. QUINN (by request): A bill (H. R. 12077) defining ‘* woolen 
goods,’’ also imposing a tax upou and regulating the manufacture and 
sale, importation, and exportation of cotton woolens—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 12078) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, of New York—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. . | Georgia. These are copies, and I think by the rule of the Senate I am 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 12079) to amend an act enti- | not authorized to present them and that they would be rejected if 
tiled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican : 


they were presented. I merely make this statement by way of expla- 
| ‘ a y * . . - 
war, and for other purposes,’’ approved January 29, 1887—to the Com- | nation so that the petitioners may know why their request has not been 
mittee on Pensions. 


complied with. I shall not present the petitions. 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE presented a petition of citizens of Three Rivers, 
Mich., praying for a lower rate of postage upon merchandise; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORMAN, I present five petitions praying tor the passage of 
the bill for the transfer of the revenue-cutter service to the Navy De- 
; b ae partment. These petitions are signed by a large number of prominent 
Atkinson—to the Committee on Claims. : ’ citizens of Baltimore, and they have been forwarded to me by officers 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12081) granting an increase of pen- | of the revenue-marine service, who have been very active in inducing 
sion to Amos S. Bauserman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. people to sign petitions ot this sort. . 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12U82) topension Charles A. Boyles 


: : : : . . I ask that the petitions lie upon the table, the bill on that subject 
for services rendered in the war with Mexico—to the Committee on |}. ying heen reported. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. CHEATHAM: A bill (H. R. 12080) for the relief of G. W. 


Pensions. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be laid the table. 
By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 12083) for the relief of Charles B. : Re eee ee ee 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


sy Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 12084) granting a pension to Mr. TURPIE. 
Elizabeth McCabe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 12085) for the relief of 
Joseph K. Wing—to the Committee on War Claims. 


In relation to the bill (5.2538) for the relief of 
Nicholas J. Bigley, Order of Business 1598, on page 12 of the Calendar 
of to-day, to which the attention of the junior Senator from Colorado 
{| Mr. WoLcott] is particularly requested, I present a paper signed by 
: Samuel P, Conner, register for the probate of wills in Allegheny County, 
PETITIONS, ETC. Pennsylvania, certifying that letters of administration have been granted 

| on the estate of M. J. Bigley, deceased, late of Versailles Township, 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


| in that county and State. I move that the paper lie on the table. 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: The motion was agreed to. 





By Mr. BLISS: Memorial of oil-dealers, citizens of Saginaw, Mich., 
earn samp near send ote rae mem, atmo — Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
Oy Mr. CAINE: Memorial of the mayor and 16 mercantile firms the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 

f : : ‘alati aa : ing | Submitted reports thereon: 
Sa is aie Gee tatiats gate he uae Onan ae A bill (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins; and 
Commerce | <A bill (S. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H, Wilkerson. 

By Mr WALLACE of New York: Petition asking for the passace | Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
of House bill 11801 for*the relief of Macy B. Cole aie of ooo | ferred the bill (H. R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
' 
| 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


George W. Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions Boss, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
P Mr. VEST, from the Committeeon Commerce, to whom was referred 
& the bill (8S. 4405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 





r " a Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or be- 
SENATE. low the town of Quindaro, in the county of Wyandotte and State of 
THURSDAY, September 18, 1890. Kansas, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. the bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn, reported it with 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor 
Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and to place him on the re- 
tired-list of army officers was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ADDITIONAL ENSIGN IN NAVY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the joint resolution (8. R. 51) to authorize 
the President to appoint Richard H. Jackson an ensign in the United | 
States Navy. 

The amendments ot the House of Representatives were, in line 24, | Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
oa on word ‘‘ appoint,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘the said Richard | printed 15 eaten suyren of the report of the Select Committee on Irrigation 

. Jae son;’’ in line 24, after the word ‘‘an”’ and before the word “‘en- | and Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority and the testi- 

, ,to be bound in cloth in two volumes, 10,000 copies for tt : 
sign,’”to insert “‘additional;” and to amend the title nos toread: "A | rovstativcs nod 5:00) copies for the Seumie, 2 CoRie" f0F the House of Rey 


REPORT ON IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Represent 
atives, reported adversely thereon; and it was postponed indetinitely: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 60,000 copies of the report of the Select Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority, 4',000 copies of 
which to be for the use of the House and 20,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution submitted by Mr, Stew- 
ART June 25, 1490, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 4406) for the relief of John Hor- 
nick and Fred T. Evans, of Sioux City, Iowa, and Richard Dunn, of 
Forest City, 5. Dak., for loss of stock by Indian depredations; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4407) to retire the circulation 
of national banks, to issue legal-tender notes in lien thereof, to re- 
duce the interest-bearing public debt, to amend the laws in relation 
thereto, and tor other purpose; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLU MB introduced a bill (8. 4408) to provide for the adjudica- 
tion and settlement of certain rights and claims of the Cheyenne and 
Arapaho tribes of Indians, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4109) for the erection of a 
statue of the late Robert Dale Owen, of Indiana, to be placed in the 
ape of the Smithsonian Institution; which was read the first time 

y its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I beg the indulgence of the Senate, as it is very 
brief, to have the bill read as a tribute to a former distinguished citi- 
zen of my State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length,and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, as follows: 

Whereas Robert Dale Owen, then a Representative in Congress from the State 
of Indiana, on the 19th of December, 1845, introduced in the Twenty-ninth Con- 

“A bill to establish the Smithsonian Institution for the increase and dif- 
ion of knowledge among —e.. and in the face of strong opposition secured 
its substantial enactment April 29, 1846; and 

Whereas he was appoin'ed chairman of the first Board of Regents of said In- 


p 
stitution and doveted, many years of his life to its organization and suceess: 
Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, for the pur- 

of erecting on the grounds of the Smithsonian Institution, in the city of 
ashington, D, C., under the direction of the Regents of the said Smithsonian 
Institution, a statue of the late Robert Dale Owen: Provided, however, Thatthe 
expenditure of said money shall be made under and the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; the sculptor to be designated by the representatives of 
the tamily of the late Robert Dale Owen, with the concurrence and approval 
of the said Regents of the Smithsonian Iostitution. 


BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day, submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PLUMB, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
he recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions tosoamend 
the same as to vide a system of voluntary bankruptcy only, and as thus 
amended to report the same to the Senate at the ear! practicable mo- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR,. I should like to have it go over, if there be no objec- 
tion. I wish to address the Senate on it, if itis to be seriously pressed. 
and it will take time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to the resolution going over until 
to-morrow if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it go over. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice, then, that I shall ask that it retain its 
place and that it may come up in the regular morning business to- 
morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Sec of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
whether the rule or policy of his Department which requires the payment of 
checks issued in payment for silver bullion under the recent act 
of Congress over the counter of the subtreasury, instead of through the proper 
clearing-house, does not result in putting out notes of the larger denomina- 
tions instead of those suited for circulation and use in the ordinary business 
transactions of the people, and whether such method of payment does or does 
not practically result in the payment of such checks in gold coin instead of 
Treasury notes 

Mr. PLUMB. If there is no objection, I will ask the Senate to con- 
sider the resolution now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read again. 

The resolution was again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the question is 
on agreeing to the same. 


Mr. PLUMB. Before the question is put I wish to have read an ex- 


tract from a letter which I have received from a prominent gentleman | 
in New York, who is very well posted on this subject and whose opin- | 


ion, I think, is entitled to very great consideration, on account of the 
statement in which, in connection with some statements made in the 
newspapers, I have offered the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The extract from the letter will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Answering your favor of the 16th I beg to say that the bulk of the checks 
issued in payment for silver bullion, and calling for the new Treasury notes, are 
payable at the New York subtreasury. These checks are in large amounts, 
and the collecting banks donot as a rule want small notes for large sums. The 
checks being collectable only at the subtreasury counter (and notas other checks 
through the clearing-house exchanges) the runner collecting ordinarily and 
almost obviously asks redemption of the notes, and the present Admipistration 
is committed to redeeming in gold. I furnished you evidence of redemptions, 
and now inclose a later print confirming that evidence with larger figures. Our 
New York press, atevery opportunity, continues its notes of alarm and bugaboo 
predictions, and in con-equence the ultra conservatives are induced to procure 
gold while they can. The silver question is not finallysettled. The New York 
speculation and accumulations of silver threaten to arouse it. East India ex- 
chap are but partially responsive, or these accumulations would have dimin- 
ished importantly. 

But I will not weary you with a timorous horoscope. Do not despise it, 
however, I beg of you. Things no good are evil. Thereisnogood and no real 
convenience to the subtreasury in exacting a different collection of checks for 
the new notes from checks forall other moneys. If the result of a diminishing 
hoard of Treasury gold, as compared with Treasury other moneys, shall prove 
an incitement to a popular hoarding of gold, and our press will instigate that 
on slight occasion, regret will come too late. Now, when without controversy 
this matter can be corrected is the time to insist upon the correction. No bank- 
hoarding of gold isin my mind, Stocking and chimney-pot hoarding is the 
hoarding that bas a realizing sense in it; and it is that which means diminish- 
ment in the volume of circulating money. But bank withdrawals of Treasury 
gold in redemptions of unlimited tender noies, which result in a Treasury 
showing of loss of gold and gain of silver and paper, will be seized upon by 
certain influential journals here unscrupulously. A break in the market price 
of silver (and that threatens) at such a time will equal “ proof of holy writ” in 
support of fears. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to put in the following statement here from 
the financial article of a New York paper of the 5th day of the pres- 
ent month: 

Persons who have made up acalculation from the monthly statement of the 
United States Treasury claim that it shows thatof the $3,609,000 of new Treasury 
notes issued in payment forsilver bullion $2,233,100 have already been presented 
for redemption in gold, thus leaving only $1,375,900 in cireulation. This state- 
mentean not be fully authenti at subtreasury here, butthe Treasury 
officials say a great part of the new notes have come in for redemption. 

If that is correct, Mr. President, and the statement contained in the 
letter which has been read at the desk is also correct, the modus oper- 
andi is very simple. The checks are issued in the payment of the 
silver bullion that is purchased, and as they can not be used at the 
clearing-house as ordinary’ Government drafts and checks and bank 
drafts and individual checks are, they £ at once to the subtreasury. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he can state why 
they can not be thus used. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know the reason why they can not be so 
used. On the contrary, I have no doubt the entire mercantile commu- 
nity and everybody interested would be glad to have it done. The 
go to the subtreasury. preg hon person who goes with ad 
to get it paid will take large bills as a matter of convenience, if he 
takes bills at all. Therefore the bills which go out are not of a de- 
nomination which would naturally be made ase of in the ordinary 
transactions ot the people, and that of itself would result in a very 
considerable contraction of the currency. 

The Senator from: Iowa and other members of this body will spe- 
cially remember the contention there was in this body over the question 
of the issue of Treasury notes of large denominations in the redemp- 
tion of Treasury notes ot small denominations, and it was finally fixed 
in an appropriation bill by a provision requiring the Treasury, when 
it printed new notes in place of old notes which were retired for any 
purpose whatever, to have the new notes printed of the denominations 
of those retired, in order to prevent the consolidation of the currency 
of the country into a handful of large notes. , 

More than that, Mr. President, the opportunity is presented with 
fatal facility to the bank or person who presents this draft to get gold 
for it, because, as stated by my correspondent, the policy of the Treas: 
ury is to redeem these notes in gold. In point of fact, I do not sup- 

the notes ever pass over the counter, because the person presenting 
the draft would say, ‘‘I am entitled to a million dollars of notes, but 
instead of giving me the notes and putting me to the inconvenience of 
presenting them back again for the purpose of getting gold tor them, I 
will simply take the gold direct;’’ and while a bank would not in the 
ordinary course of business, unless it had some malicious intent, gather 
up from its own vaults Treasury and greenback notes and take them 
to the Treasury for redemption in gold, here is the ree a rtunity 
presented to do it without going out of the way at all; have no 
doubt that some evil result will flow from it whether it is icuously 
so ornot, As stated in the letter which has been read at the desk, that 
which is of no good is always evil. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to cal) the attention of the Senator 
from Kansas to an editorial in the Philadelphia Press of the 15th of last 
July, from which, if he will permit me, I will read a few extracts: 

GOLD, PRICE AND CROPS. 


Good crops at home, poor crops abroad, gold mapeete, and the passage of the 
silver bill vem the price-making facts of the week. 
In the Jarge and in the long, ee oe ey. ee ee 


addi rly one dollar in thirty to ouraggregate 
creased purchases of sliver will abserd about the anme progoetion of the 


aiilisdincmememnn inn ameietememanmnaaiiade “ated nadie, meet en En 





. 
7 
a 
- 


; 





qohi 


2 





1890. 








‘s si w as the original purchase under the act of 1878 did then, 
Sl arcknaes the ies of silver steadily fell, itis hard to see why 
silver should advance now. Furthermore, the administration of the act will 
depend upon its construction, and no two persons construe it alike, so that un- 
der it a Secretary will have wide liberty, and it is safe to say that for years to 
come all these powers will be used to maintain gold payments. In fact, in chang- 
ing speculative conditions the effect of the silver bill will be nil, and the “ street 
is likely to find it out. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I observed that editorial at the time 
it appeared with a great deal of concern. The paper in which it ap- 
peared is not only a very able paper, but one which is properly very 
close to the Administration. It has been given out that it more nearly 
represented the Treasury Department than any other newspaper in the 
country. It was also a conspicuous and virulent opponent of the silver 
bill, and for that reason, as well as for others I have spoken of, its utter- 
ances are, of course, entitled to great consideration. But the fear which 
I had, growing out of that article and on other grounds, that the bill, 
which was passed with such great unanimity on this side of the Cham- 
ber, would not be properly carried out, disappeared on account of the first 
step taken by the Administration, by the more or less public announce- 
ment that it was to be, as far as possible, carried out according to its 
intent as understood by its friends and promoters, and not according 
to any preconceived notion of the importance or lack of importance of 
the question or of the personal views of the Secretary in regard to the 
propriety of the enactment. , 

So, Mr. President, in offering this resolution I am not now prepared 
to say that this has been done with any intent whatever, but probably 
it is the result of some old regulation of the Department or something 
of that sort; some person in some room of the building who has these 
matters in charge has decided this question without the Secretary hav- 
ing had any opportunity to consider it. 

I suppose there is no Department of the Government in which there 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


are so many of these dust-covered rules prevailing asin the Treasury | 


Department. 
day. The Secretary of the Treasury, for the purpose of relieving the 
stock-brokers of New York, determined to exercise the power conferred 
upon him by law of prepaying interest on Government bonds, but it 
was found to be practically without avail, because of a rule in the 


One of them came to light very conspicuously the other | 


Treasury Department that no man could be paid interest on any of | 
the bonds standing in his name unless they were all presented; but it | 
would turn out, as it did in almost all cases where there was a large | 


amount of bonds in the hands of one man, that some one, two, or more 
of the bonds bad been sold, and the evidence of sale and transfer of 
the proprietorship of the bonds had not been registered and made 
known to the Departinent. 

The consequence was that the interest on the larger lots of bonds 
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000,000, and more than that—about 
were bought at about 25 per cent. p 
is perfectly safe to say that th 
this creat 


$20,000,000—because the bond 
emium or something over, and it 
» men having this money, and thereby 
control over the money market, will use it to better them- 





selves and their interest , 2nd not the interests of the peopl of the 
United States. 

Now, if this money, in place of being dur iped into the pockets of a 
favored few, had been put into the channels of trade as fast as it came 
into the Treasury last year and the year before and last month and the 
month before, it could not have been subiect to the i lot anybody, 
because, like the blood in the human system. it w d hav en dis- 
persed through the entire frame, performing its legitimate functions 

{ want tosay now, as I have said before, not with the expectation of 
its having any effect, that nothing in the world but an overwhelmir 
calamity will ever divorce the Treasury from this malicious interfer- 


ence with the business of the country, and that calamity will not com 
this year, and I hope it will never come; but we shall never have the 
Treasury occupying the proper relations to the business of this coun 
try until there has been a calamity which enforces the wickedness of 
the present system, which of course is not the misfortune or fault of 
the person who may be for the time being administering the Treasury 
Department, but the fault of the law and the fault of the system: but 
still, whoever administers that system ought to consider himself obli 
gated by as solemn an obligation as anybody ever operated under to 
put every single dollar of the money which he collects from the people 
of the United States back into the channels of trate at the earliest pos- 
sible moment in order that the withdrawal of money by the collection 
of taxes may not be hurtful to the business interests of the country 

Mr. STEWART. Mr, Pre sident, it is difficult to conc ive any reason 
why checks that are given in the purchase of silver bullion should not 
go through the ordinary channels of trade in the same manner as otber 
checks go. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not quite understand what the Senator means 
by “‘checks.’’ AsI understand the law, the y of the Treasury 
is required to pay out Treasury notes, but not checks at all. The law 
explicitly states that fo so many Treasury 
notes shall be paid. how under that provision checks can 
he paid out. 

Mr. PLUMB. Allow me to read from the circular ot 
Department on this subject 

Cheeks on the assistant treasurer of the United States, in payment of silve: 
bullion purchased at the United States mints, being payable only in the new 
issue of Treasury notes, should be presented at the counter of the subtreasur 


mecretary 


Oo many ounces of silve1 


I do not see 


the Trea aury 


| and not through the exchanges. 


could not be anticipated, and thus the whole purpose of the Secretary | 


was balked by reason of a rule made some time in the missionary period 
of the Government; and so what was intended to be wise and beneficial 
was ineffectual, and it was only under pressureof a threatened panic iu 
New York, that the Secretary concluded to change this ruling in such 
a way that whoever presented a bond, being the owner of course, might 
have interest paid on the bonds he presented without requiring him to 
show that those were all the bonds he owned. So in this case it may 
be, and very likely is, that some clerk has made this rule, that it grows 
out of some convenience of bookkeeping or something of that sort, or 
it may be that there is some animus back of it, but not that of the 
Secretary, as I am bound to believe. 

It seems to me that the sooner the Treasury Department is conformed 
in its operations to ordinary business principles the better it is going 


to be. There never has been in all the history of this Government so | 


conspicuous an illustration of the impolicy of allowing the Treasury 
Department to have anything to do which obstructs or accelerates 
business, as has occurred in the last few weeks. For months—for years— 
the Treasury Department hoarded money which was needed for the 
transaction of the business of the country, and during all that period 


of time the volume of money was constantly shrinking by reason of the | 


| thereof as may be offered in each month 


retirement ef national-bank notes, and the Secretary hugged to his | 


bosom the old idea that a certain amount was necessary to be kept on 
hand as a reserve, without any reference to the business of the country 
outside. 

Theincreasing business of the country was constantly hampered for the 
lack of that money, while he held onto it, which was taken {rom the peo- 
ple by the operations of the Government and was needed to be returned 
at the earliest possible moment, in order that the business of the coun- 
try might be properly conducted without stress; and so it happened 
that instead of putting out the money last summer, last spring, last 
winter, a year ago, or a year and a half ago, during all this time when 
the retire’ t of national-bank notes was going on, the Secretary waited 
until a panic was impending, not merely a speculators’ panic, but a 
stringency in the money market which affected the banks of all the 
cities and seriously interfered with the ordinary business operations of 
the country; and then he did what? He gave out the money to the 
holders of Government bonds, under such circumstances as to ena!le 





| 


| 


| 


them, and not him, to control the money supply of this country at | 


their pleasure. The money which the day before yesterday was in the 
Treasury and liable to be put out by the will of the Secretary, to-day 
is in the hands of the men who own the bonds to the amount of $16,- 


That is to say, the silver bullion is paid for by checks and the checks 
paid by notes or gold. 

Mr. STEWART. Under this circular they purchase silver bullion 
at the different mints and are authorized to draw drafts on the sub 
treasury at New York. But the subtreasurer at New York makes a 
rule that they must be presented directly to the subtreasury and 
they do not go through the clearing-house. There is no reason why 
they are not just as good as any other checks, because they are paya- 
ble in these notes, which are a legal tender, and these notes are redeem- 
able in gold if the holders want gold, and they are as good as any other 
checks, and why they should not go through the clearing-house is a 
matter that has not been explained 

Mr. SHERMAN. I havealways asympathy with an executive offi- 
cer who can notanswer here for himself. What has been done has been 
done in strict pursuance of the law we passed only a few weeks ago, 
and for manifest reasons the law itself provides—I sent and got a copy 
of the law and have it before me—that it shall be done, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has done precisely what is required of him i: 
the first section of this law: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase 
to time, silver bullion to the aggregate amount of 4,500,000 ounces, or s0 much 


from time 


atthe market price thereof, not ex 
ceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and to issue in payment for such pur 
chases of silver bullion Treasury notes of the United States to be prepared by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in such form and of such denominations, not less 
then $1 nor more than §1,000, as he may prescribe. and as 
into effect the provisions of this act is hereby appropri 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
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He issues his drafts upon the Treasury for the purchase-money of the 
bullion. At the mint they give a certificate for the weight 
of the bullion which, when presented to the 
payment of the amount in Treasury notes de 
Secretary of the Treasury has no right t¢ 
but these Treasury notes; and the 
to require the issue therefor ot 
crease day by day, by the purchas 
money in circulation. 

These Treasury notes had to be unfor 
nominations, but the reason was obvious and made known at the time 
the law passed. There were only vy days comparatively to prepare 
for the execution of this law alter its passage. The Department could 
not prepare and issue the smaller denominations which they are begin 
ning to be able to do now, and so they had to issue the larger denomi 
nations, which they were authorized to issue in order to get enough out 
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to meet the monthly payments. Those large notes necessarily do not 
enter into the general circulation of the country, vor was it in the 
power of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to issue the notes any faster. | 
know that the Bureau of Engraving was run night and day in prepar- 
ing them. Senators may have seen it lighted up brilliantly at night. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand all that, and I understand it is ron- 
ning now, and perhaps it was necessary to issue large notes in the be- 
ginning. Inorder to meet the emergencies they placed in the sub- 
treasury at New York a quantity of large bills and then allowed the 
other points at which parchases were made to draw drattsor checkson 
the subtreasury at New York. Now the point is that these checks 
when they are drawn are not allowed to go through the clearing-house, 
and it is alleged, whether truthfully or not, that it is the regulation 
ot the subtreasury at New York that required them to go directly to 
him and not to the clearing-house, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law provides for direct payment in Treasury 
notes in so may words and in ro other manner. He can not pay them 
throngh the clearing-hou e. The clearing-house is a convenient ar- 
rangement for general payments, by an exchange ot debits and credits, 
but this law rejuires that they be paid, not through the clearing-house, 
not by the payment of balances, but directly in these notes. ‘That was 
intended and was absolutely necessary to secure the issue and circula- 
tion of notes to the fall amount of the bullion purchased. 

Mr. STEWAKT. What difference does it make to the Secretary of 
the Treasury orto thesubtreasurer when a check or drattis drawn trom 
San Francisco on the subtreasurer, who presents it; whether it is done 
through the clearing-house or anybody else? When it is presented, 
then he pays Treasury notes, and if the party desires redemption he 
pays in gold, and it does not make any difference to the subtreasurer 
whether it goes through the clearing-house or not. 

Mr. SHEKMAN. I have no doubt if adraft should come in the 
ordinary course to any bank in New York it might go to the clearing- 
house, but it must be paid in Treasury notes and not by offsets. 
Whether the clearing-house arrangements permit this mode of collec- 
tion I do not know, but the law requires that they be paid as I have 
stated. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; when they get through they are as good 
as any other checks. It may be an arrangement of the clearing-house, 
but the allegation is that it is on account of some rule of the sub- 
treasurer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is on account of this law which was intended 
to secure the actual circulation of these notes, 

Mr. STEWART. The law has nothing to do with the going through 
the clearing-house of a draft from San Francisco or Denver or any other 

lace. 
: Mr. SHERMAN. If these checks are not collected through the 
clearing-house, it is probably because their regulations do not provide 
for them. 

Mr. STEWART. That may be the difficulty. I do not know what 
the difficulty is, but the aliegation was that it was some regulation of 
the Department, and the resolution of inquiry is very proper to find 
out where the difficulty is and what has clogged business in this direc- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to the Senator, what he must know, 
that the great object of having drafts going through the clearing-house 
is that the balances only shall be paid in money; but by this silver law 
ali drafts under it must be paid in the notes specially provided for, and 
they can not be paid by balances in the clearing-house in the ordinary 
way. Each drait must be paid specifically in this particular kind of 
money provided by law. This provision was made to secure absolutely 
the issue of this money as the bullion was purchased, so that the peo- 
ple would have the benefit of an increased circulation. 

Mr. STEWART. Then it is well that we should have the explana- 
tion, because the newspapers are commenting on it and there is consid- 
erable excitement about it, and we had better know just where the 


point is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The excitement is because the people generally 
probably do not understand the requirements of the law. As a matter 
of course it would not do to have the certificates go through the clearing- 
house unless they were presented in form, each certificate for payment in 
a particular way, and the Treasurer, as a matter of course, would refuse 
to pay them in gold or silver or in any other kind of money except 
these Treasury notes, which the law requires him to pay for them. 

Mr. STEWART. In that event there ought to be no checks ont. 
They ought to take the bullion and have the Treasury notes to deliver 
for the bullion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another difficulty. This bullion can be 
deposited in any of the mints under the law, and as a matter of course 
the mint is not the Treasury and nobody can be paid there. A certifi- 
cate is issued that the deposit has been made, and then that certificate 
is the basis tor a draft on a subtreasurer-and he is bound to pay it in 
this particular kind of money. 

Mr. STEWART. I presume this will be remedied when they have 
time to deposit the certificates at the different points where the bullion 
is purchased, and then there will be no necessity for these drafts on 
New York. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. These drafts go to the banks and they no doubt 
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receive them in money, but they must be finally paid at the Treasury 
in Treasury notes provided by law. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts] reminds me that if any 
other mode was adopted and there was a balance of credit due to the 
United States these notes might never be issued. Only the balance 
would be settled, and in cousequence the notes would not be issued. 
In order to secure the issue of every dollar of circulation payment by 
the Treasurer in these notes is required. 

There is another thing, Mr. President. The Secretary of the Treasury 
is too often called upon to relieve the money market and, in my own 
opinion, that is a power which ought to be exercised very sparingly 
and very wisely. 

Something has been said by the Senator from Kansas about the fail- 
ure to pay the interest on certain bonds caused by some regulation of 
the Department. When a registered bond or bonds or a series of them 
isshown on the books of the Treasury as the property of a certain person, 
then, as a matter of course, if the amount to his credit according to the 
books is not presented there might be some difiiculty as to the payment 
of the interest on any of those bonds because every care must be taken 
to have the bonds stamped when the interest is paid. 

There must be a proper voucher, and I can see myself the reason of 
the practice—whether there is a rule of that kind or not I do not know 
and I do not think there is any rule about it, but that it is onby the 
practice—that where the books of the Treasury show that a certain man 
is the owner of registered bonds and a portion of them are presented 
the Treasury would naturally desire to have the others accounted for. 
That may have created some delay. I do not want to express any 
doubt about what has been legally and honestly done, but I doubt very 
much whether it was good policy on the whole to prepay the interest 
for a year on the4 percent. bonds. I thoroughly believe that this scare 
in New York is somewhat a manufactured scare, gotten up by bulls 
and bears and various kindsof animals that practice their tricks in the 
New York exchanges. While there is no doubt a great demand for 
money for the movement of the cotton crop and the movement of the 
grain crop and for other purposes, I believe it is caused chiefly by the 
fact that many people bought a good many moré imported goods than 
the market demanded merely to evade the duties of the new tariff law. 
They probably speculated too largely and have got themselves involved 
more than they can readily pay for. They have bitten off more than 
they can chew, to use a vulgar expression, and they find difficulty in 
shinning around to borrow money, and this creates an aitificial scar- 


city. 

All of these things will settle themselves in alittle while, and there is 
noreal serious disturbance in the country. It is confined to New York. 
In other places none of these difficulties occur. Therefore, I think if 
we let things go along, if the Secretary of the Treasury will, as he has 
the discretion to do, pay outall the money he receives for any obligation 
of the United States, and especially for the maturing four-and-a-half 
bonds, he can pay out the money he receives and thus avoid an accu- 
mulation of money in the Treasury. He is justified in doing anything 
in his power to get out of the Treasury for any lawful parpose all the 
money that comesin. That is about all he can do. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator’s explanationof why these drafts can 
not go through the clearing-house is not quite satisfactory. These 
drafts, whether they go through the clearing-house or go through banks, 
will necessarily go ultimately to the subtreasury for collection, and 
then they will be paid in Treasury notes. All of these checks are col- 


lected —— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but as a matter of course they are al- 
ready paid in the clearing-house by being enchanged one for the other. 

Mr. STEWART. Ultimately they are exchanged one for another, 
but ultimately all the checks are presented and collected somehow. 
Let us see how that is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the first place many of these checks are paid 
by balances. The great body of them, probably 95 per cent., are paid 
by balances. These Treasury notes would never get out unless there 
was some specific provision that they should be paid out for the pur- 
chase of silver bullion. They can be paid out fornootherpurpose. They 
come back into the Treasury like other United States notes either as 
revenue or for redemption, and the Treasury can pay them out again. 
There is no m ry about that. 

That is all I desire to say. I have no objection to the passage of the 
resolution, or indeed to any inquiry that will call upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury to say why he did this particular thing or to explain any 
other measure he bas resorted to. The Senate and the House of 
resentatives have the right to call upon him for all the information in 
detail or in general in regard to any movement of the Treasury or money 
in the Treasury, and therefore I have no objection to thd adoption of 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr, ALLISON. Let it be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secre' read the resolution. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, A bill (H. R. 7369) to restore the pension of James McCrabb; 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, A bill (H. R. 7719) restoring the pension of M rs. Catharine Sonne; 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments; A bill H. R. 8047 to « onstruct a wagon bridge across the Missis- 
of the Senate to the concurrent resolution to print the report of the | ppt Xiver at Hasting Mi in. 

Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1889. | . bill (H. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the charge of de- 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report | sertion, . . | | 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of thetwo| A bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in 


Houses op the amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 3556) granting | lieu of Indianola, Tex. ; 


the right of way to the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company | A bill (H. R. 8192) to authorize the construction of a | OSs 
to construct and operate a railroatl, telegraph, and telephone line from the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn. ; : a 
the city of Anthony, in the State of Kansas, through the Indian Terri- | A bill (H. R. 8950) to authorize the Haines Bras kett, Fort Clark 
tory, to some point in the county of Grayson, in the State of Texas. | and Rio Grande Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway 
: ‘ROLLED BILLS SIGNED. | through the Fort Clark military reservation, in Texas, and ! eT 
_ ENROLLE LS SIGNED. | purposes; 

The message also further announced that the Speaker of the House A bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the construction, 1 
had = the oe a ae — —_ resolutions, and they pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbor 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-rresicent: | and for other pur poses;* 

A bill (S. 353) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton ; : | <A bill (H. i. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridyve acros 
an bill a eee ng Redmond, late private | the Savannah River bythe Middle Georgia and Atlantie Railway Com 

Jyompany K, Fou Jni es Infantry; : pany; 

A bill (S. 759) granting @ pension to Thomas H. Hopkins; | A bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 

: oa ‘ a4, ——e . ponies ne eyes; | the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 

A bill (8. granting a pension ara Fowler; : | across the Tennessee and Cumberland Kivers,’’ approved January & 

A bill (S. 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa; 1889: e and Cumberland Rivers,’’ approved January 

A bill (8. 1149) granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington: | <A bill (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes so 

A bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and di 


A bill (S. 1294) to increase the pension of James Coey; 
A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Ann Platt; 


' 
| trict courts for the western districts of Virginia 
A bill (S. 1308) granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon; 
| 
{ 
| 
{ 
} 
| 


A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and @conee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
failway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
certain lands, and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the town oi 
Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11569) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; 

A bill.(H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain piece of land in the State 
of California as a public park; 

A bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 


A bill (S. 1521) granting a pension to David Drumheller; 

A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to Mary White; 

A bill (S. 1602) granting a pension to Wells C. Harrell; 

A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Sallie E. Rickards; 

A bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Lewis M. Sholl; 

A bill (S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James; 

A bill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald; 

A bill (S. 1973) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler: 

A bill (S. 2184) granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight; 
A bill (S. 2240) granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman; | 
A bill (S. 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb: 
A bill (S, 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Greely; i 


A bill (S,. 2423) granting a pension to Carrie M. Miller { Joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print the annual reports of the Bureau 
Lh (5. ota Ing ats : MM. S1Uler; ; | of Animal Industry for the years 1889 and 1890; 
i bill (S. 2438) placing the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension- Joint resolution (S. R. 109) providing for the printing of the Agri 
} i cultaral Report for 1890; 

A bill (S. 2553) to remove the charge of desertion and of having en- | . oe aidan (H. Res. 170) to print eulogies on Hon. David Wil 
listed in the Confederate service from the records of the War Depart- ber: : Pao rr 
Scdiobenee against John McFarland, and to grant him an honora- Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulogies on Hon. Newton W. 

; os ‘ . x , s Nutting; 

: a ora, ae Acuiente Mee Stee a bee . ae — (H. Res. 215) to print eulogies upon Samuel J. Ran 

as * : “- ? oe : j dail; anc ' . 

re) ia ren; jase. eer vas ho ooue tae oo | A bill 7 = provide for the establishment of a port of delivery 

vot : ae os at Rock Islz }. 

A bill (S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer; eee ,AMES B. GUTHRII 


A bill (S, 2972) granting a pension to Susan C. White; i ; 
A bill ts 3005) for nasuas of pension to Mrs. Sarah R. Bleecker; Mr. SAWYER. 1 am instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
A bill (S. 3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to survey and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1614) for the 
and mark the seventh standard parallel between the States of North | relief of James b. Gutbrie, to report it favorably without amendment, 
and South Dakota; Mr. HARRIS, The claimant provided for in this bill is a man 
A bill (S. 3130) to correct the military record of William Smith, of | ¢iZ>ty years of age, blind, very poor, and in great need, in view of 
Tennessee; . which facts I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill 
A bill (8. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; | may - considered now. If it takes two minutes I shall withdraw the 
A bill (S, 3158) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W, | Ted™¢t- 
Thornton, widow of the tate Capt. James ¢ Thornton, United States ao pi 7- eieaeal Is there objection to the present consid- 
Navy; eration of the bill * 
bill (S. 3325) for the relief of Margaret F. Smith; Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 
A bill (S. 3366) granting a pension to Sarah A. Alexander; The bill was read; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth Stewart: mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It provides for 
A bill (S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman: the payment to James b. Guthrie, late’ postmaster at Paris, Henry 
A bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to George Blam; ? | County, Tennessee, $300, being the amount paid by him to the Goy- 
A bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery ernment on account of the loss of a package containing that amount, 
at Rock Island, II; taken from his office when it was broken open and robbed in 1875. 
A bill (S. 3874) granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson; The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
A bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro- | * third reading, read the third time, and passed 
cure and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale to the United States 
of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation, in Montana; 
A bill (H. R. 785) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina; | 
A bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman: | 
A bill (H.R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale; 
nee R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge ot | Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over without prejudice, the Senator 
A bill (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitled “‘ An act authorizing the who reported = not being present. ; 
construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,”’ appeeted aS eee” | Serena neneronee 
July 16, 1888; P ROSWELL M. SHURTLEFP. 
A bill (H.R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to Fanura I. The bill (S. 3436) to correct the military record of Roswell M.Shurte 
Wallen; \ leff was announced as next in order. 


THE CALENDAR, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there farther morning business? If 
not, that order is closed and the Calendar under Kule VIII is in order 
for one hour. The first bill on the Calendar will be stated, 

The bill (S. 2031) to incorporate the trustees of the National Iadastrial 
Institute, in Washington, D. C., was announced as first in order. 
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Mr. FRYE. That bill was reported adversely. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
IX. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to enter my protest, if I may be permitted to 
do so, against that suggestion of pry honorable friend from Maine. I 
understand that the matters which are to be considered are matters 
that there is no objection to considering at thistime. The Senate may 
vote them down when it comes to vote on them and get them off the 
Calendar; nobody objects to that; but the mere fact that a bill has 
been reported adversely does not determine that it shall not be dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think when a bill is reported adversely that 
ought to be considered in the nature of an objection. 

Mr. FRYE. It always has been in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course it is an objection to the bill, but it is not an 
objection to the present consideration of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall] the bill be passed over under Rule 
Villor Rule IX? 

Mr. INGALLS. Under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
IX. 

NEW 


YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS, 


The bill (S. 497) to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian 
lands in Kansas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 15, after the word ‘‘at,’’ to strike 
out ‘'$1.25’’ and insert ‘'$2.50;'’ so as to make the section read: 


That those persons, being heads of families or single persons over twenty-one 
years of age, who have made settlement and improvement upon, and are bona 
tide claimants and oecupants of, either in person or by tenant, the lands in Kan- 
sas which were allotted to certain New York Indians, and for which certificates 
ofallotment, dated the l4th day of September, 1860, for 820 acres of land each, were 
issued to thirty-two of said Indians, shall be, and hereby are,authorized and 
permitted to enterand purchase at the proper jand office, at any time within one 
year from the passage of this act, said lands so occupied by them, in tracts not 
exceeding 160 acres, according to the Government surveys, at $2.50 per acre, 
payrsent to be made in cash at time of purchase; antl the moneys arising 
from such sales shall be paid intothe Treasury of the United States, in trust for 
and to be paid te said Indians, respectively, to whom said certificates were issued, 
or to their heirs, upon satisfactory proof of their identity tothe Secretary of the 
Interior, atany time within five years from the passage of this act ; and in case 
such proof is not made within the time specified, then the proceeds of such sale, 
or 80 much thereof as shall not have been paid underthe provisions of this act, 
shall become a part of the public moneys of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was: ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to call up Order of Business 1598, being 
Senate bill 2538, which went over yesterday withont prejudice, not 
losing its place upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Srcretary. A bill (S. 2538) for the reliefof Nicholas J. Bigley. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ‘The fact of Mr. Bigley’s death was stated yester- 
day, and this morning the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] re- 
ported some amendments to the bill substituting James I. Buchanan 
administrator of the estate of Nicholas J. Bigley, deceased, wherever 
it is necessary in the bill, and I shall be glad, the bill not having lost 
its place on the Calendar, to have it taken up now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
ae to consider the bill (S. 2538) for the relief of Nicholas J. Big- 

ey. 
Mir. PADDOCK. [understand the bill has been reported with amend- 
ments, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The amendments are at the desk. 

The Secrerary. In line 4, after the word “‘ pay,’’ it is proposed to 
insert ‘‘ James I. Buchanan, administrator of the estate of;’’ and in the 
same line, after the name ‘‘ Bigley,’’ to insert ‘‘ deceased.’’ 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest whether it would not be better, as there 
may be possibly a change in the administration of this estate before the 
payment is made, that instead of the name of the administrator there 
should be substituted the avords ‘‘legal representatives of,’? which 
would cover any casualty that might occur hereafter. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iaccept the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as amended will be 
stated. 

The SecrerAry. After the word ‘‘pay,’’ in line 4, it is proposed 
to insert the words ‘‘to the legal representatives of;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to the legal representatives of Nicholas J. , deceased, out 
of any money inthe Treasury pot otherwise appropriated, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

‘The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, in line 6, after 
the word *‘ of,’’ to strike out ** $42,611.50’ and to insert ‘‘$21,211.50.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 








a 


The next amendment was, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ for,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ four barges sunk and destroyed, worth $600 each, and.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, to strike out 
from line 12 down to and including the word ‘dollars ”’ in line 13, as 
follows: 

And the value of the towboat Hercules, $15,009. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read as it stands amended. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of Nicholas J. Big- 
ley, deceased, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $21,211.50 being, for 70,638 bushels of coal of the value of $21,211.50, as 
found by the Court of Claims. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Commence at the line “‘ Your committee,’’ ete. 

‘The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. Woicorr June 
6, 1890, as follows: 


| Your committee are of the opinion that this claimant should have relief to 
| the extent of $21,211.50, as itis clearly proven by the testimony before the Court 
of Claims that the Government ordered the coal to be delivered at Memphis, 
and thatthe claimant brought the coal there, and in fact delivered part of the 
said coal to the United States authorities there in charge, whoaccepted and paid 
for part of the coal, and that General McPherson, to whom the claimant was 
directed. was told by the claimant that the remainder of the coal was lying 
there and that it was Government coal and needed protection, and that there- 
upona guard was ordered, buat by some means they were not taken to the 
barges. Your committee are of the opinion that the facts show an acceptance 
by the Government of said coal, and that 70,638 bushels of coal of the value of 
$21,211.50 have not been paid for, and ‘claimant should recetve that amount. 

As to clarmant’s claim for the value of the barges in which the coal was con- 
veyed, and of the towboat, all of which were destroyed, your committee are of 
opinion that the claim should not be allowed. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill, 
with an amendment inserted reducing the amount of the —— to 
$21,211.59, and ask that the miscellaneous document be printed to accompany 
this report. 








The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Nicholas J. Bigley, deceased.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the record show that Mr. Buchanan is the 
administrator of the estate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It reads, ‘‘the legal representatives of 
the estate.’’ No name is inserted. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. 

JEFFERSON COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. PASCO. I move that Order of Business 1570 be taken up. It 
was called up the day before yesterday and went over at the request 
of the Senator from Iowa. He has, I understand, examined the report 
and the bill, and he has no further objection to make to the passage of 
the bill. It is a matter of which Iam in charge as a member of the 
Committee on Claims. The bill has been read. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed consideration of the bill (S. 1910) for the allowance of certain 
awards made bya board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, 
Kentucky. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thebill hasheretofore been read at length. 

Mr. PASCO. ‘There isa committee amendment to add a new section. 

The SecreTary. It is proposed to insert as-an additional section 
the following: 


Src, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause the said awards to be 
audited, and shall pay the several sums found to be due in the manner men- 
tioned in the foregoing section to the person or persons to whom the same may 
be due as hereinbefore provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the examination 
and allowance of certain awards made by a board of claims to certain 
citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky.”’ 

RESTORATION OF IRRIGABLE LANDS TO SETTLEMENT. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The provisions of the next bill in order on the 
Calendar, Senate bill 4137, are i ted in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, I think, and therefore that bill may be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 4137) to restore the irrigable lands of 
the United States to settlement, with certain limitations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefinitely, 
in the absence of objection. 


ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Senate yesterday passed a bill (H. R. 5067) 
for the relief of Archibald Hunley with an amendment. I move that 
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the Senate insist upon its amendment to that bill and ask for a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. 
Davis, and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed. 

BLUFORD WEST SALINE, IN CHEROKEE 

The bill (H. R. 8947) to pay the administratrix of the estate of Blu- 
ford West, deceased, for the Bluford West Saline, in the Cherokee Na- 
tion, was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the Senatorfrom Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] 
is not present. I think that bill had better be passed over for the 
present. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the bill will not lose its place on the Calen 
dar. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 

SUPREME COURT JURISDICTION IN INDIAN TERRITORY, 

The bill (S. 4138) to extend the jurisdiction of the Supreme Cour 
of the United States, as the same is defined in section 709 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, to include the judgments and decrees of the highest 
courts of the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, Choctaw,and Chickasaw tribes 
of Indians, respectively, was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ihave not the bill before me and I have not read it. 
As I caught the meaning of the bill as it was read, it seems to place 
the decision of the supreme court of the Indian Territory on the same 
basis as the decisions of the supreme courts or highest judicial tri- 
bunals of the States. My recollection isthat with other Territories an 
appeal may be taken in the case of a judgment where the amount in- 
volved is $2,000, and the jurisdiction of the Federal court depends on 
it. Wasit the intention of theSenator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN } 
who reported the bill to require a large amount to entitle the parties 
to an appeal from the courts of the Indian Territory ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No amount at all is fixed in the bill. 
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shall not, in t peace, bein excess of a limit 
which the President may prescribe 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm«e ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time l passed 
IN 
he bill (S. 4155) to provide for the inspection of live , hogs, 
and the carcasses and product thereof which are the subjects of inter- 
state commerce, and for « 3. Wa lered Co it 
tee on the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Sen th mM 
Mr. VEST. “On page 4, section 3 e . it rd 
torv,’’ I move to insert “‘ or the District of Columb 
Phat it shall be unlawful for any per to transport from one Stat 
} tory into any other Sta or Te o the D ict of Co i 
ioreign country, et 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third } ead the 
| third time, and passed. 
Che bill (S. 4156) for tl] yrotection of trees and other growth on t] 
yublic domain from destruction by fire was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 
Mr. PADDOCK, The are certain amendments on the part of the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, which I have sent to the desk, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated in their 


j 
tak 


vides for certain classes of questions, questions involving the construc- | 


tion of treaties and the application of the Constitution of the United 
States to the acts ot the Indian Legislature, and the construction of acts 
of Congress in regard to the Indians within these five tribes. 
have each a supreme court, and it is a court of record with printed de- 
cisions, printed, by the way, in the Territory, and a great many of their 
decisions are very intelligent and good decisions, The controversies 
arising there in that Territory between certain classes of people who 
are within the Indian jurisdiction, the squaw men and others, have 


They | 


led the Interior Department into‘a great many turmoils and difficulties | 


and tribulations of decision, and it is thought that it is entirely neces- 
sary that theSupreme Court of the United States should have appellate 
and revisory jurisdiction over those tribunals as to such questions, so 


that a writ of error may lie, or in this case an appeal, in any case where | 


there is a Federal question involved, and only in such cases. 
Mr. DOLPH. Thesection of the Revised Statutes, then, which is made 


applicable to the Indian Territory relates only to cases where Federal | 
questions are involved, and not to cases between the different States, 


or citizens and aliens; in other words, where the jurisdiction of the 
court depends on the citizenship of the parties. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is it exactly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to that. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


RAILROAD SIDING IN WASHINGTON CITY. 


The bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, D.C., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It grants to the property-owners of square east of square 643 the privi- 
lege of constructing, using, and maintainingarailroad siding toand into 


that square, connecting with the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad at a | 


poirt on Virginia avenue between the intersection of the siding into 
square east of square 642 and the intersection of the north siding into 
square west of square 695. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEVADA, 
The bili (8. 3893) to provide for the purchase of a site and the eree- 


tion of a public byilding thereon at Nevada, in the State of Missouri, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


MO. 


order. 


The first amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 


was, in line 11, after the word ‘‘ thereof,’’ to strike out ‘‘in any dis 
trict court of the United States having jurisdiction of the same;’’ so 
as to read: 
And, upon conviction thereof, sha ! l ! i t er 
s the value of the tr 3, et 


The amendment was 
Mr. DAWES. 
q 


miscem 


agreed to 

As I heard the bill read, simple negligence is madea 
eanor and punished by fine and imprisonment. I may be mis- 
pn, but it seems to me that would be a little too severe 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read 

Che Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

B enacted, ete., That any person who shail maliciously or neg 
carelessly set on fire or cause to set on fire any woods, underbru 
rie on any of the public lands of the United States, and any mn who shall 
maliciously or negligently permit orsuffer any fire which he may have lighted 
on other lands rom to the public lands of the United States, to the 
i ry of the trees, undergrowth, or prairie upon sueh public lands, shall be 
deemed guilty of «1 misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined 
in a sum not more than three times the value of the trees or other growth so 


ligentiy and 
sh, or prai- 


perse 


to pass theref 


destroyed or injured, or imprisoned for a terin not more than three years, or 
both; one-halfof the fine to go to the informer and the remaining half into 
the public school fund of the count n which the trees or other growth so 
destroyed or injured are situated 


Mr. INGALLS. Now, what is the amendment 

Mr. PADDOCK, I suggest to Senators that they allow the bill to 
be perfected by action upon the committee amendments and then other 
amendments will be in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill goes over. 

Mr. PADDOCK subsequently said: I should like to inquire exactly 
what order was made with reference to the bill (S. 4156) for the pro- 
tection of trees and other growth on the public domain from destruc- 
tion by fire. Was it passed over without prejudice? If not, I ask 
that that may be the order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
to that bill in a day 


It was passed over without prejudice. 
I shall desire to makea 
or two. 


tatement in relerence 


RODMAN M. 


PRICE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday at my instance Order of Business 1624, 
being the bill (8. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price, was passed 
over. lask that the bill may now be considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported from the Com 
mittee on Naval Affairs have been agreed to 

fhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishonld like to have the bill read in full before it is 


| passed, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COURT-MARTIAL PUNISHMENT. 

The bill (H. R. 8201) to amend the Articles of War relative to the 
punishment on conviction by courts-martial was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that whenever by any of the Articles 
of War for the government of the Army the punishment on conviction 
of any military offense is left to the discretion of the court-martial, the 


qota 


**s 


| 
i 


The Secretary read the bill, as follow 

Beit enacted, ecic., That the 
and he is hereby, authorized a 
and justice, the accounts of Rodman M. Price, late purser in the United States 
Navy, and acting navy agent at San Francisco, Cal., crediting him with thesum 
paid over to and receipted by his essor, A. M. Van Nostrand, acting 
purser, January 14,150),and pay to said Rodman M. Price, or his heirs, out of 


any money in the Trea ‘rwise appropriated,any sum that may be 
found due him upon such adjustment 


Secre 


of the Tre 


rected to ad 


y of the United States be, 
ist, upon principles of equity 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
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CHARLES N. FELTON. 


The bill (8. 2474) for the relief of Charles N. Felton, formerly as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, Cal., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committec on Claims with an amend- 
went, in line 3, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten thou- 
sand’’ and insert ‘‘ nine thousand nine hundred and thirty;’’ so as to 
make the bil read: 

Be tt enacted, etc,, That the sum of $9,930 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasary not otherwise appropriated, to re- 
imburse Charles N, Felton, formerly ass\*tant treasurer of the United States at 
San Franciseo, Cal., for losses incurred by him in the payment of forged United 
States disbursing officers’ checks, the same having been paid without default 
or negligence on his part 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J, MARTIN. 


The bill (S. 4064) for the relief of William J. Martin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. ‘ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line9, after the word ‘‘Army,'’ to strike out ‘‘ together with 
interest on said balance since January 1, 1550;’’ s0 as to make the bill 
read: : 

Be it enacted, ele., That the claim of William J. Martin, of Oregon, heretofore 
presented to the War Department, being a balance of $7,520 alieged to be due 
and owing to him under his contract for beef-cattle, made with Lieut.G. W. 
Hawkins, in June, 1849, and for the delivery of beef-cattle under such contract 
for the use of the Army, be, and the same ts hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims tor adjudication ; and said court is directed to ascertain what amount, 
if any, is due said William J. Martin by reason of and under said alleged con- 
tract, and to render judgment therefor, any statute of limitation or prior disal- 
lowance by the War Department to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON LRON-WORKS, 


Mr. HIGGINS. Lask that the bill (5.1187) for the relief of the 
Washington Iron-Works, which was passed over without prejudice, be 
pow taken up for consideration. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

bill, which had been reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amen iment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
{ That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims to inquire into 
and determine how much the steam machinery built for the United States vea- 
ao! Lenapee by the Washington Iron-Works, under its contract with the Navy 
Department, cost the said contractor over and above the contract price and al- 
lowances for extra work, and to enter judgment in favor of Geo: M. Clapp, 
of the Washington Iron-Works, for the same: Provided, That the judgment 
shal! not exceed the sum allowed by the board convened in pursuance of a res- 
elution of the Senate of the United States, dated March 9, 1865, of which Thomas 
O. Selfridge was the president, the said allowance being set forth in Senate 
Executive Document No. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session. 

See. 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of’any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the is- 
sues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 

udgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner as in al! otlver cases 
fore the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect ; and that either party, 
laintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or jadgment of the said 
urt of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the same manner 
as now provided for in other cases. . 

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. President, { do not wish to object to this bill, 
because I am in favor of its passage, but I desire to bring to the atten- 
tion of the Senator who has it in charge the fact that it was incidentally 
discussed when the Senate had under consideration the bill for the re- 
lief of Nathaniel McKay, and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
Puerson }], who had introduced this bill at that time, in denouncing 
in unmeasured terms the report of the committee in favor of the McKay 
bill and entering complaint that the committee had not reported the 
Washington Iron-Works bill, said that this bill if it were like the Mc- 
Kay bill would not receive his support when it came up. I stated to 
the Senator that I thought perhaps he might change his opinion upon 
a careful investigation of the claim. Ido not know that he has done 
so; but if the Senator from New Jersey is op to this bill, Ishould 
not like to have it taken up in his absence. I think it ought to be 

ssed, however, at some time. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin that I 
have this morning a letter from the Senator from New Jersey, asking 
me to bring this bill up and to see if it could be passed, stating at the 
same time that he had no knowledge of its details. 

_ Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from New Jersey withdraws his ob- 
jection to the passage of the bill, of course I do not wish to have action 
upon it deterred until his arrival. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like leave to say a si 
nko Tennessee has addressed the Chair. 
the bill. > 


e word, but the Sen- 
do not wish to debate 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 18, 








Mr. HARRIS, From the reading of the bill at the desk, it seems to 
me that it provides first for an inquiry as to the amount of the costs to 
the contractor of a given work performed under contract over and 
above the contract price, and instructs the Court of Claims to enter a 
judgment for such amount as it may find that cost to have exceeded 
the contract price. I should like to know from the committee report- 
ing this bill what particular reason there is why we should ignore a 
contract and enter into this inquiry and provide for the payment ot 
an amount in excess of the contract price at which the work was to 
have been performed. I simply desire to make the inquiry and to 
have the answer, 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I will yield to the Senator from Delaware in a moment. 
I rose to say that I reported a bill like this for this claim several years 
ago, and a question like that put by the Senator from Tennessee was 
put. The question was raised by some of the most careful Senators in 
the body, and I believe they were every one of them satisfied (I think 
my recollection can not be mistaken) with the justice of the bill. I 
was in substance this: When the iron-clad vessels of the Monitor class 
and similar vesse's of that kind were a new invention, when that new 
method of constracting vessels was begun during our war, the Govern- 
ment made contracts with certain contractors that they should build 
vessels of a certain description, but that the contractor should at any 
time when directed by the Navy Department change in any particular the 
construction of the vessel according to directions; and as I said, at that 
time it was as it a man should contract to build a story and a half cot- 
tage for a servant with a provision that it might at the will of the other 
contracting party be changed into the Fifth Avenue Hotel or the Capito). 

Every naval battle that we bad suggested important improvements 
and changes, and these contractors were obliged to make those changes, 
to change the whole character and quality of the work. There was a 
provision in the contract that if they did not carry it out the Govern- 
ment might take possession of their ship-yards and do the work itself— 
a very extraordinary contract, occasioned by the exigencies of the civil 
war. These changes were made, and they delayed necessarily the com- 
pletion of work ata time when iron was enormously rising, keeping 
pace with the rise in gold. . 

I have nopersonal knowledgeof thisclaim, but Iremember when I was 
upon the committee making the investigation of this class of claims, 
and it seemed to me, and seemed to the Senate withont a dissent at that 
time, a case of the strongest justice. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that if the contract was to build 
a given vessel and the Depar' ment had the right to modify or change 
the form and character of the vessel, and it was so changed, involving 
larger expense, my question is fully answered, and I have no further 
suggestion to make. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I willstate that in this case it is only a part of the 
equity of the claim in res to this vessel, for in addition to that the 
contract itself may be said to have been made under duress, under a 
threat that if they did not enter into it the shops would be taken pos- 
session of and used by the Government in the construction of these 
vessels themselves. As appears by the evidence which is printed in the 
report accompanying the bill, the testimony of Benjamin F. Isherwood, 
chief engineer, United States Navy, assurance was given the claimants 
that the engines and boilers that they should build should not exceed 
in weight those of the steamship Paul Jones, which had been theretofore 
built, whereas in fact they exceeded in weight over 60 per cent. The 
time also was enlarged, so that in respect of the character of the work 
and the time of its fulfillment the cost over and above what the con- 
tract called for was greatly increased to these claimants. The purpose 
of the bill is to ascertain that amount according to the judgment of 
the Court of Claims, and the judgment to be entered for a sum not ex- 
ceeding that which was allowed by the Selfridge board when they 

upon this same claim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DANIEL J. MAHONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4451) for the memoval of the charge of desertion 
from the record of Daniel J. Mahoney was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It pro to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Daniel J. Mahoney, late a sailor in the United 
States Navy. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CULPEPER NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD. 


The bill (H. R. 7756) making an appropriation to construct a road 
and approaches from the town of Culpeper, Va., to the national mili- 
tary cemetery near that place was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. . 











1890. 





Mr. WALTHALL, I find in the sundry civil bill passed at this ses- 
sion the following clause: 

Approaches to national cemetery, Culpeper, Va.: For purchase of rightof way 
and the improvement of the means of approach to the Culpeper, Va., national 
cemetery, 4,500, 

This bill proposes to appropriate the same amount for the same pur- 

, and it may be postponed indefinitely. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefinitely. 


WILLIAM W. BURNS. 


The bill (S. 4096) for the relief of William W. Burns was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $7,957 to William 
W. Burns, in tull payment of the balance due him for royalty on 3,195 
Sibley tents used by the United States Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLAUDE H. 


The bill (S. 373) for the relief of Clande H. Mastin, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala., was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. ; ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three thou- 
sand nine hundred and twenty-seven’’ and insert ‘‘two thousand and 
ten;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be i enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and required to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $2,010 to Claude H. Mastin, surviving: partner of 
Le Vert & Mastin; the said sum to be received in full payment and satisfaction 


for the rent of the Le Vert Hospital and damages thereto by the United States 
authorities. 


MASTIN. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


POSTMASTERS’ BONDs. 


The bill (S. 4039) to amend sections 3834, 3836, and 3837 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, and for other purposes was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 2 o’clock and 2 minutes p.m.) The 


hour for the consideration of bills on the Calendar under the order of 


the Senate has expired. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, being the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States 
land court, and to provide for the settlement of private land claims in 
in certain States and Territories. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Vermont having charge of the 
bill [Mr. EpMuNps] is sick, and I wish it to go over until to-morrow, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Remaining the unfinished business ? 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be laid aside as the unfinished business for 
to-morrow, and I ask that we proceed with the Calendar for an hour 
longer. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that an arrangement has been made 
between the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM], the chairman 
of the Committee on Private Land Claims, and the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB] by which the bill is to go over until Saturday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over until to-morrow and then we can 
determine whether it shall go over another day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it remain until to-morrow as the unfinished busi- 
ness. I ask unanimous consent that we may go on with the econsider- 
ation of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. STEWART. For an hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 
none. 

Mr. EVARTS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What becomes of the order of the day ? 

Mr. STEWART. That is temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEWART. Temporarily. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Temporarily, to come upas the unfinished 
business to-morrow. 


The Chair hears 


Mr. President 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EVARTS. 1 ask that House bill 9014, the judiciary bill, may 


be taken up. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the Order of Business? 
Mr. EVARTS. Ido not know what Order of Basiness it is. 


in the order of arrangement next following. 
volves debate. 


XXI——638 


It is 
Tt is not a bill that in- 
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Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it not Order of Business 1860? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is Order of Business 1860. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What has become of the request of the Senator 
from Nevada that we continue with the Calendar for one hour longer? 
I thought that had been acceded to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That was the understanding of the Chair, 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that we continue the Calendar one hour 
longer and that then the judiciary bill shall take the place of the land 
court bill, the land court bill to immediately follow it. By that time 
I hope the Senator from Vermont will be able to be here. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator suspend for a moment? 
Is that the pleasure of the Senate? Isthere objection to the 
made by the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that we—— 

Mr. EVARTS. I was going to speak on that very point 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire that House bill 9014 shall be taken up, as it 
would come immediately after the land court bill which is to be set 
aside temporarily, and after that I will assent to an hour intervening 
for the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand from the suggestion of the Senator from 
New York that he does not propose to displace the present unfinished 
business 

Mr. EVARTS. No, but that has been interrupted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I also understand that he does not desire to proceed 
with the bill he suggests, at this time 

Mr. EVARTS. I will assent, after it is taken up, that it may be laid 
aside. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it desired by the Senator that the request of the 
Senator from Nevada shall be agreed to and we proceed with the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII? 

Mr. EVARTS. For one hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The bill referred to by the Senator from New York 
is amply provided for and will in due time have its right of way; 
bat—— 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘This is my right of way now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lobject to any such arrangement as the Senator sug- 
gests, that the bill shall be taken up at this time to be considered at 
some future time; but I have no objection to the Senator's bill being 
considered, and in due course of time it will be taken up and consid 
ered, 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘There seems to be no difference really in our object. 
The Jand court bill, I understand, may possibly be laid over until Sat- 
urday. So I should like to have my right of way recognized, and then 
I will set it aside for the Calendar, as is proposed, for an hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from New York asks the unanimousconsentot the Senate that 
the unfinished business which has been laid before the Senate shall be 
temporarily laid aside, it passing over until to-morrow, as the Chair 
understands, by the action of the Senate, and that the Senate now take 
up House bill 9014, known as the jurisdictional court bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from New York 
that if this agreement is made it displaces the unfinished business, 
He does not propose to proceed with the bill at this time 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
request. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others (to Mr. EvArts Move it 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera 
tion of House bill 9014. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9014) to de 
fine and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that I ask for the 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR, Let the title of the bill be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The title of the bill will be vead. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate th 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States 


sugvestion 


Objection is made to the unanimous 


yeas and nays. 


I have just come in 


Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to say a word in support of this motion. 
While we have only laid aside temporarily the land court bill, it is 
well understood that it is to vo over u 1turday. So there is no 
reason in the world, in my opinion, w ve should not take up this 


bill now. 

Mr. EVARTS. I think the senator fiom Tennessee has no occasion 
t» object to this, because I stated that | was willing, when this right of 
way was established, to assent to the Calendar being taken up for an 
hour. That is all the time that is asked for it, I believe 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, this question is not debatable, but 
if the motion of the Senator from Kansas prevails, then you displace 
the bill now the unfinished business and make Honse bill 9014 the nn- 
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finished business, and I understand that the Senator from New York 
does not at this time desire to proceed with it, 

Mr. EVARTS. As soon as the honr is up I do. 

Mr. HARRIS. That being true, it seems to me to be an unneces- 
sary proceeding to displace the unfinished business. I am perfectly 
indiflerent as to whether the Senate proceeds, after the Calendar under 
Rule VIII is dispensed with, to the consideration of the one bill or the 
other; but why the Senator should seek to displace the unfinished 
business to take up another bill that be does not propose to proceed 
with at this time I can not quite comprehend. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I only propose this—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, we can take up the hour in debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair bears no objection to de- 
bate. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have only desired that, as a gap was made by cir- 
eumstances in the consideration of the bill which is regularly before 
the Senate, the bill that stood next in order might be taken up to fill 
that space. I should give way, of course, to that bill whenever it re- 
turned if this waa not disposed of. At the same time, I agree that the 
Calendar shall be proceeded with for an hour, which is all that has 
been asked for it, I believe. I hoped that that would meet the views 
all around. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the motion to proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 9014 the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the roll will be called. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1]. 
were not paired. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator trom New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I suggest to the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that we transfer our pairs so 
that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] will stand paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON], and we vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. MANDERSON’s name was 
called). The Chair is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN }. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr, DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’S name was called). 
league [Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent from the city. 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GrBson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I desire to state that I am paired with the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. QUAY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from West Vir- 
ginia Mr. FAULKNER]. I suggest tothe Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR] that we transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. QUAY. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BARBOUR. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. Lam paired with the Senator from Indiana [| Mr. Tur- 
PIE |. 

Mr. DANIEL, I wish to state that I am paired with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Squire}. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Jones]. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] that 
we pair the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, JoNEs] with the Senator from 
Washington [ Mr. Squire], and that he and I vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is entirely acceptable. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I vote ** yea.’’ 

Mr. DANIEL. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 1 desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
Mr. TELLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I am pai 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], who I notice has not 

voted, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 12; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 
I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if I 


Is the Senator from West 


My col- 
He is 


YEAS—%. 
Allen, Evarte, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Blair, Gray, Moody, Sherman, 
Casey, Hampton, Morgan, Spooner, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Pierce, Stewart, 
Cuallom, Higgins, Plumb, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Power, Vest, 
Dixon, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Quay, Wolcott. 
NAYS—I2, 
Barbour, Cockrell, Gorman, 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Walthal 
Carlisle, Daniel, Pasco, Wilson of Md. 
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ABSENT—36, 
Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, 
Berry, Edmunds, enna, Sanders, 
Blackburn, Lustis McMillan, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPhertson, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Manderson, Teller, 
Butler, George, Morrill, Turpie, 
Call, Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 
Cameron, Hale, Payne, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hearst, Pettigrew, Washburn. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

Mr. EVARTS. AsI understand, it is desired that the Senate shall 
proceed for an hour with the Calendar. I assent to the bill being tem- 
porarily laid aside for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from New York to ask such unanimous consent ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the pending bill be tempo- 
rarily laid aside, and that the next hour be devoted to the considera- 
tion of unobjected cases on the Calendar. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? The Chair hears none, and itisso ordered. Under the order 
of the Senate, the expiration of the hour for the consideration of the 
Calendar will be at twenty-five minutes to 3 o’clock. 


LIEUTEN ANT-GENERAL, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1111) to revive the grade of lieutenant-gen- 
eral in the Army of the United States, which has been passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the grade of lieutenant-general be hereby re-estab- 
lished in the Army of the United States; and the President of the United States 
is hereby authorized to appoint, with the advice and consent of the Senate, a 
lieutenant-general of the Army of the United States. 

Sec, 2. That ae per and allowances of the lieutenant-general be the same as 
heretofore allowed for that grade. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PENSIONS TO ARMY NURSES. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
army nurses’ bill, which was passed over without prejudice. It is 
Order of Business 464. I ask that it be takenup. Let the bill be read. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 945) for the relief of women enrolled as army nurses, etc.. 
which had been reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have a substitute to offer for that bill which I 
wished to submit to the Senator from New Hampshire some four or 
five daysago. Hedid not have time then to consider it, and a few mo- 
ments since he called upon me to look at it and I did not have time 
just then. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam willing it shall be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator toexamine it and see 
whether he has any opposition to it, because if there is to be a conten- 
tion over it I have a good many data that I want to submit to the Sen- 
ate, and I should wish to have a little time to prepare them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Jam ina frame of mind tobe prepared to get any- 
thing through for these old army nurses, I think as we have revived 
the grade of lieutenant-general it would be an appropriate thing to do 
something for these old army nurses, if it is not quite so much. I pre- 
sume the Senator’s amendment will cover a great many of them, and 
I am anxious to make some with the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer this substicute for the bill—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the bill be read and then the proposed substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Pensions will be reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have asubstitute to offer for the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thecommittee amendments are first 
in order unless they are withdrawn by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment reported by the 
committee will be stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. For a moment, while the chairman of the committee 
is reading this proposed substitute, I ask that there may be a pause, 
[A pause.] The Senator trom Missouri has taken great interest in this 
subject and has carefully examined it both in the last Congress and at 
the present time. There has heen controversy between his views and 
those of the committee upon the subject, but he presents here a pro- 
posed substitute for the bill. It has been examined by the 
of the committee and by myself It is in many ee ee 
and inclusive; and so that be made, with assent of 


progress may 
the chairman of the committee, I will present this proposed substitute 
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of the Senator from Missouri and move it myself as a substitute for the 
committee’s bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire to withdraw the amendments proposed by 
the committee? 

Mr. BLAIR. Imoveasasubstitute for the entire bill and the amend- 
ments what is now sent to the desk. “ = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire, 
for the committee, proposes a substitute for the bill, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert. 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That all women employed by the Sargeon-General of the Army as nurses, 
under contract or otherwise, during the late war of the rebellion, or who were 
employed as nurses during such period by authority which is recognized by 
the War Department, and who rendered actual service as nurses in attendance 
upon the sick or wounded in any regimental post camp or general hospital of 
the armies of the United States for a period of six months or more, and who 
were honorably relieved from such service or who prior to the completion of 
such term of service were disabled in such service and honorably relieved by 
reason of such dixability, and who are now or may hereafter be unable to earn 
@ support, shall, upon making due proof of the fact according to such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may provide, be placed upon the 
list of pensioners of the United States, and be entitled to receive a pension of 
$12 per month, and such pension shall commence from the date of the filing of 
the application in the Pension Office after the passage of this act: Provided, 
That no person shall receive more than one pension for the same period, 

Sxc.2. That no fee, compensation, or allowance shall be paid to, received, or 
accepted by any agent, attorney, or other person instrumental in the prosecu- 
tion of any claim for pension under this act, and any person who may make 
any claim upon any applicant for any fee, compensation, or allowance shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined not exceeding 
$500 or imprisoned at hard labor not exceeding one year, or both, in the discre- 
tion ofthe court; and it shall be the duty of the Interior and War Departments 
to render all proper aid to applicants under this act. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not consent to the——- 

Mr. CULLOM. Would it not be wise to let this go over until these 
Senators may agree on what they want? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not i 
sist-—— 

Mr. CULLOM. 
them still. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The suggestion—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois 
floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
some misunderstanding between the Senators, and if they have not 
agreed we had better Jet the bill be laid aside. 

Mr. BLAIR. I assent to the substitute, and will let the bill passin 
that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed in the nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


n- 


has the 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the | 


third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read ‘‘A bill granting pensions to 
women who served as army nurses.’’ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 933) to grant the right of way to the Tacoma and 
Olympic Railway and Navigation Company across certain military res- 
ervations; 

A bill (H. R. 1423) to correct the military record of William FE. 
Crouse; 

A bill (H. R. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Lee; 


A bill (H. R. 3902) to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war 


with Mexico,’’ approved March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 4187) for the correction of the army record of Capt. 
William P. Hall, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 4382) granting an honorable discharge to William W. 
Wedgwood; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) for the relief of Marlin Parks; 

A bill (H. R, 4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy: 

A bill (H. R. 5273) for the relief of A. H. Rush; 

A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen: 

A bill (H. R. 6964) to define the standing of officers of the Coast 
Survey during the late civil war; 

A bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymas- 
ter, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 7119) to authorize the Secretary of War to loan certain 
cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association; 
: A bill (H. R. 7155) granting an honorable discharge to Howard Wil- 
ison ; 

A bill (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 1285 of the Revised 
Statutes relative to certificates of merit to enlisted men in the Arm y; 
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: * to fire mit of site of post ce and Federal buildir 
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| t. 949 er th iry of W errant to th 
| » Maine | \ um, A ista, Me., a nse to con- 
| i t t te 1 ds Au 
| gusta, Me., and allow the same to ! yt public 
| A bill (H. R. 9919) to the Trea r the United States 
| to receive and Di 
| trict of Columbi 
A bill (H. R. 10s for the re 
A bill (H, R. 11094) to autho: ] Secretary War to nia 
board of review in certain casx 
A bill (H. R. 11237) to amen 1346 1 
Statutes of the United States, in reference to the visitation and ‘ 
tion of the Military P: ition its and go 
ernment; 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 39) deelaring tl ré t of C 
| Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is 
| entitled as such retired officer to his pay; and. 
loint resolution (H. Res. 55) direct th f sharpshooters 
| and military service institution med ts shall b 1 in Army 
Register, and authorizing the wearing of their de ich med 
| alists. 
The message also announced that the House had pa 1 the follo 
ing bills and joint resolution 
A bill (S. 20) granting right of way across United States lands in § 
Augustine, Fla. ; 


A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


117) for the relief of Edward H. Leib 
15) for the relief of Henry G. Healy 
50) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen 


1037) authorizing the placing of the name of James M. 


- 
‘ 
‘ 


Williams upon the retired-list of the United States Army, with the 
rank of captain of cavalry 

A bill (S. 1636) for the relief of cert of 3 on the retired-list of 
the Army; 

{ bill (S. 1689) for the relief of George M. Wheelex 
} <A bill (S. 1872) to restore telegraphic communication between Ta- 
| toosh Island and Port Angeles, Wash. 

\ bill (S. 3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation, in 
La Plata County, in the State of Colorado: and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 6) granting permission to officers and en 

| listed men of the Army and Navy of the United States to wear the 
badges adopted by military societies of men who served in the war of 
the Revolution, the war of 1412, the Mexican war, and the war of the 


-llion 


The message also announced that the House had passed the follow 


! 
i 
rehe 
' 
| 
j 
' 
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ing bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the con 
rence of the Senat 
| A bill (S. 1454) to inerease the efficiency and reduce the expenses of 
| the Signal Corps of the Army and to transfer the Weather Service to 


A bill (S. 2648) granting right of way to the Junction City and Fort 
Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley military 
reservation, in the St Kansa 


ite of and for other purp 


THOMAS SHERWIN, 


| the Department of Agriculture; and 
| 


The bill (S. 4164) for the r 


considered as in Committee 


lief of the estate of 


It proposes to pay t 


thomas was 
» the 


late of Washington 


the Whole. 


legal representative of Thomas SI 


of 


erwin, deceased 


County, Maryland, $320, for stores and supplies furnished the Arm 
of the United States during the late war, that sum having been fixed 
by the Quartermaster-General as fair compensation in the case 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
SEW MEXICO CHOt LANI 
} The bill (S. 3832) granting lands to the Territory of New Mexico for 


} common school, university, and other 
| in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. PLUMB. I think that had better go ove1 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the b 
passed over. Shall it go over under Rule IX or without prejudice 
Mr. PLUMB. Let it retain its place on the Calendar 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over 
dice. 


purposes was announced as next 


l will b 


without pre 


Mr. PLUMB. Although I think it ought to goto RuleIX. Itisa 
bill of very great importance. 

Mr. HARKIS. Let it go there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be passed over unde 


Rule LX. 


DISTRICT TRUST AND LOAN 


CORPORATIONS. 

A bill (8. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mort 
gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the committee will be acted upon as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was, in section 7, line 3, after the word ‘ power,’’ to strike out the 
words ‘‘ among other things.’’ 

The amendment was ayreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 10, after the word 
‘*money,’’ to strike out the words “‘ on first mortgages of real estate.’’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 25, after the word 
‘money,’’ to insert ‘‘ for the purposes designated herein.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Thisis a very long bill and one that confers pow- 
ers which I think have never been conterred upon any corporation in 
the United States. I hardly think that we can discuss it under the 
five-minute rule, 

Mr, SPOONER. I hope the Senator will not delay the bill by an 
objection. There are pending and have been pending in the Senate 
thirteen or fourteen special bills—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, and I am anxious to have leg- 
islation; but this goes too far, 

Mr. SPOONER, Let mesay to the Senator that there is not a power 
conferred in this bill upon trust companies to be hereafter organized 
that is not conferred under the laws of nearly every Siate upon trust 
companies which have been for many years and are now in successtul 
operation. 

This bill was given very great consideration and attention by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and the Senator will find that, 
in almost every aspect in which there could occur objection to it, it 
has been guarded by the committee. A similar bill was reported fa- 
vorably by the committee of the other House, butin the opinion of the 
committee of the Senate it was altogether too liberal and did not con- 
tain sufficient safeguards. This bill will be found,I think, in the eye of 
the most critical reader of it, to have guarded against the dangers 
which were apparent in that bill and almost any that can besuggested. 
I do not know of asubject which has been before the Committee on 
the District of Columbia that has had more careful attention than this 
subject, or a bill that it has reported which has been more carefully 
studied and carefully guarded than this bill, I certainly hope that 
the Senator will not object to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I call the Senator’s attention to one clause here, 
and that is that these corporations are made perpetual. There is to be 
no end to them. - A corporation brought into existence under this bill 
will last forever. 

Mr. SPOONER. The element of perpetuity is, of course, the Sena- 
tor will remember, one of the elements of a corporation at the com- 
mon law, distinguishing it—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. But it never has been the policy of the United 
States to give unlimited power to a corporation to exist forever. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator will allow me, that objection was 
made in the committee to the bill as originally introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], as I recollect it, and we provided an 
amendment which limits the duration or life of the companies. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The term for which it is to exist may be perpet- 
ual. ‘That is an express provision in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is to be Jeft within the power of Congress at any 
time to revoke the existence of a corporation where it may see fit todo 
so. 1am willing that the bill shall be limited by amendment, it it is 
desired. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I have not a copy of the bill before me, but hearing it 
read I noticed that the committee recommend striking out some words 
in connection with loans on real estate. The bill seems originally to 
have required loans on real-estate security, but that is stricken out. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; the first mortgage is stricken out. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The first mortgage is stricken out. It was limited 
to first mortgages originally. 

Mr. VEST. That is stricken out entirely, and no words as to any 
sort of real estate are left in the bill as I heard it read. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is nothing about the security. 

Mr. VEST. In other words, then, these are simply banks, banks of 
deposit and of discount. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator will find if he studies the bill that 
they are not banks in the strict sense at all. 

Mr. VEST. I have not seen the bill, 

Mr. SPOONER. As I came inte the Chamber the Secretary was 
reading a clause which authorized such a company to receive money 
on deposit and to loan it, and in connection with that he was reading 
an amendment of the committee which limited their right to receive 
money on deposit for the purposes of this incorporation; that is, they 
could only receive money in their fiduciary capacity upon loans on 
first mortgages of real estate. 


Mr. VEST. I understand that is to be a security for the loan. If 
the Senator will just turn to that clause, as I heard the Secretary read 
it, it proposes to strike out first mortgages and to put nothing in the 
place. Now read it as it stands in the bill. 

Mr. BPOONER. ‘To loan money.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Well, that is nothing but a bank. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are all sorts of banks. 

Mr. VEST. We simply by this bill constitute banks of deposit and 
discount. You may call them what you please, security and loan com- 
panies, or anything else, but they are nothing else except national 

nkKS. 

Mr. SPOONER. It isnota bank of issue, it isnot a bank of discount 
that this bill creates, nor strictly a bank at all. It is idle to allow a 
corporation to receive money upon a trust, a trust the life of which is 
extended, and not permit it to use that money and toloanit. That 
is one of the objects of permitting it to exercise the function of receiv- 
ing. The Senator will find as the bill proceeds that every safeguard 
which we could put around it has been put around it. We did not 
wanttotie them up too much. We did not want to limit them to real- 
estate security. The bill not only limited them to real-estate security, 
but limited them to first mortgages as first presented. 

‘There may be other security better than real-estate security. They 
might buy bonds. They might see fit to invest in Government bonds. 
They might loan money on collateral security as to the sufficiency of 
which nobody could haveany doubt. The committee were not willing, 
in authorizing them to engage in a trust business under all these re- 
strictions as to the individual liability of the stockholders, etc., to tie 
their hands and limit them in the choice of security to first mortgages 
or even second mortgages upon real estate. That limit does not exist 
so far as I know as to any trust company in the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Cnief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section 11, 
line 4, after the word ‘‘States,’’ to insert ‘‘ and now doing business in 
said District.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was to 
add to section 13 the words ‘‘ subject to the approval of Congress.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, in 
section 16, line 13, to strike out ‘‘and a half;’’ so as to read: ‘‘1 per 
cent. of its gross earnings.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 
This is to be 1 per cent. of its gross earnings in lieu of all taxes. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; persona! taxes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Personal taxes; and all its stock is to be personal 
property. Consequently the whole concern is personal property, prac- 
tically so, and the people of the District of Columbia may be paying 
2 or 3 per cent., and yet these parties will pay only 1 per cent. if this 
amendment prevails. I hope the amendment will! not prevail and that 
it will be lett at 14 per cent. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to ask a question of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. ~ This is intended to be in lieu of taxes on their real estate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Notatall. But I shall not take up time to con- 
test the amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Their real estate is taxed like any other real estate ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. This is an additional tax? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee. [Putting the question.] The ayes seem 
to have it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will not insjst upon that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will not if I can help it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not care to contest the amendment. I can 
say that, having charge of the bill. I do not care to take the time to 
discrss it at length. I think I could satisfy the Senator that the 
amendment ought not to be adopted, but I want the bill to pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless the call for the yeas and nays 
is insisted upon, the Chair will again put the question by voice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the amendment be read. I did not catch it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 16, line 13, the committee report to 
strike out the words ‘‘and a half’’ after the word ‘‘one;’’ so as to 
read: ; 

And said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, in lieu of personal 
taxes for each next ensuing year, 1 per cent. of its gross earnings for the pre- 


ceding year shown by said verified statement, which amount shall be payable 
to the collector of taxes at the times and in the manner that other taxes are 


payable, 


Mr. COCKRELL, If the amendment is not agreed to, it will be 1} 
per cent, That is the only difference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw the call for the present, and will 
take another vote by voice. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading ot the bill was resumed. a 

Mr. SPOONER. In section 26, line 5, after the word ‘‘ company,’ 
I move to insert ‘‘and;"’ so as to read: 


With the secretary of the company and with the recorder of deeds of the Dis- 
trict, etc, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In section 31, line 8, after the word ‘‘amount,”’ 
I suggest that the word ‘‘for’’ ought to be inserted. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the suggestion is a good one, and I ask 
that the amendinent may be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cu1eF CLERK. In section 31, line 8, after the word ‘‘amount,”’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ior;’’ so as to read: 

And the amount for which said stockholders shall be liable in excess of their 
stock shall be taken and considered as the security, etc. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, | In section 2, beginning inline 7, I move tostrike 
out the words in parenthesis, which are ‘‘ which may be perpetual,”’ 
and in liewof thém to insert ‘‘ which shall not exceed the term of tifty 
years;’’ so as to read: 

Third, The term for which it is to exist shall not exceed the term of fifty years, 


Mr. DANIEL. I move to amend the amendment by adding the 
words ‘‘ and be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal by Congress 
at any time.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, he will find in sec- 
tion 34 this reservation, ‘‘ that Congress may at any time alter, amend, 
or repeal this act.’? That reservation is already in the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. That may be sufficient, but I have some doubt about 
it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the amendment withdrawn ? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir. I think it would be better to put those 
words in. They can not hurt if that is the sense of the bill, and ina 
conflict as to the particular provision, which is put in parenthesis, there | 
might be some room for a contention that it did not apply as to that | 
clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please repeat the | 
amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move, after the words ‘‘ fifty years,’’ to insert ‘‘and 
be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal by Congress at any time.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I move, in section 34—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A farther amendment would not now | 
be in order, there being an amendment pending in the second degree, | 
which will be stated. 


The CuierCLerRK. It is proposed to add the following to the amend- 
ment already reported: 

And be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal by Congress at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. . 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 34, lines 2 and 3, I move to strike out the | 
following words in parenthesis: ‘‘Saving and preserving all rights 
which may become vested.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment | 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Wis- 
consin to the language in lines 14 and 15 of section 8. I will read the | 
whole of the proviso. I do not understand it. 

Provided, however, That no court or judge shall commit by order oz decree to 


any such corporation any trust or fiduciary duty who is an owner of or in any 
manner financially interested in the stock or business of such corporation. 


Mr. SPOONER. The purpose was to preclade any judge from sub- 
serving his own interest by committing to a corporation in which he | 
had stock or interest these fiduciary functions. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The language ought to be transposed, then. 
Mr. SPOONER. How? _ - on 


Mr. COCKRELL. So as to read: 
That no court or judge who is an owner of or in any manner financially in- 


terested in the stock or business of euch corporation shall commit by order or 
decree to any such corporation any trust or fiduciary duty. 


Mr. SPOONER. That could not be misunderstood. 
however, to accept the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. The sentence is awkardly constructed, as it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that after the word ‘‘judye,”’ in line 
12 of the proviso, there be inserted in the part beginning in line 14, 
‘who is an owner of or in any manner financially interested in the 
stock or business of such corporation.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proviso will 
to be amended by the Senator from Missouri. 
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I am willing, 


be read as proposed 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, however, That no court or judge who is an owner of or in any 
manner financially interested ip the stock or business of such corporation shail 
commit by order or decree to any such corporation any trust or fiduciary 
duty. 

The amendmenf was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 5, line 15, I move to strike out, beginning 
with the word ‘‘ executor,’ down to the word ‘‘and’’ in line 22. I 
will briefly explain the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will first be stated. 

The CuieEF CLERK. In the fifth subdivision of section 7, line 15, 
after the word ‘‘assignee,’’ it is proposed to strike out down to and in- 
cluding the word ‘'States,’’ in line 22, as follows 


Executor, administrator, guardian of the estates of minors, with the consent 
of the guardian of the person of such minor, and committee of the estates of 
lunatics and idiots whenever any trusteeshipor any such office or appointment 
is committed or transferred to them, with their consent, by any person, body 
politic or corporate, or by any court in the District of Columbia, or in any ofthe 
States or Territories of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. The first section provides for the formation of corpo- 
rations, first, to transact ‘‘asale-deposit, trust, loan, and mortgage busi- 
ness.’’ The fifth subdivision of section 7 provides that these corpo- 
rations shall have power— 

When organized under subdivision 1 of the first section of this act, to accept 
and execute trusts of any and every description which may be committed or 


transferred to them, and to accept the office and perform the duties of receiver 
assignee— 


Then, after the word ‘‘ assignee,’’ the subdivision reads— 
£ 


executor, administrator, guardian of the estates of minors, with the consent 
of the guardian of the person of such minor, and committee of the estates of 
lunatics and idiots whenever any trusteeship orany such oflice or appointment 
is committed or transferred to them, with their consent, oy any person, body 
politic or corporate, or by any court in the District of Columbia, or in any of 
the States or Territories of the United States, 

It does not seem to me to be the suitable office of a loan and trust 
company to act in these delicate and personally responsible fiduciary 
capacitiesof executor, administrator or guardian of the estates of minors 
and lunatics. It seems to me that these offices are functions of pecul- 
iar personal trust and confidence and of very great delicacy, and they 
ought never to be confided to a corporation. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the bill which was reported from 
the committee of the House on this subject, authorized a trust com- 
pany organized under subdivisions one, two, and three to accept the 
trusts and guardianship as to the persons of minors, lunatics, and so 
on. It will be observed that the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia of the Senate have precluded by this bill any such office being given 
to trust companies. They can not become the trustee or guardian 
of a minor or become chargeable in any way with the custody of a 
person. That isa relation which involves a degree of personal k nowl- 
edge and superintendence, which, I agree with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, should not be intrusted toa corporation, but it is proper, I think, 
that the fiduciary relation growing out of the executorship, the admin- 
istratorship, or the guardianship of the estates of minors and others, 
with the consent of the guardian of the person, should be permitted 
to these trust companies. 

That was one of the objects which led to the incorporation of trust 
companies and which has made them desirable and successful in por- 
tions of the country. The humanexecutor and administrator is liable 


| to die. A man in his will makes his triead his executor or guardian 
| not knowing but that in a month after his own decease his choice may 


be removed by death or insanity or the like, and the business be thrown 
into confusion by an unwise or dishonest successor. Kut a trust com 
pany, which is subject to visitorial and inquisitorial powers of the 
court, whose stockholders are made doubly liable, and all debts of 
which growing out of the fiduciary relation are preterred, affords a de- 
gree of permanency which gives it an advantage over the individual 
guardianship of estates or administratorships. They may wisely exer- 
cise the functions of the executor, administrator, and guardian of es- 
tates, to make and alter investments, etc. No man is obliged to trust 
this relationship to such a corporation; but if men desire to do it there 
is no reason why they should not be permitted to doit, and why a well 
organized trust company may not wisely be authorized to accept and 
discharge such functions. It is done in New York, it is done in Phila- 
delphia, and it is done in all the great cities, and it is found to be ex- 
ceedingly advantageous and beneficial I would agree entirely with 
the Senator if it related to the trusteeship of the person or anything 
of that kind. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There is very considerable force in what has heen 
said by the Senator from Wisconsin with regard to the propriety of al- 
lowing these corporations to become executors, administrators, guard- 
ians, etc., although I do not entirely agree with him about it, buat 
there is one provision which it seems to me onght to be stricken out, 
and that is the words ‘‘orin any of the States or Territories of the 
United States.’’ I do not see why this corporation, located and having 
its domicile in the District of Columbia, should become the guardian 
or administrator of an estate in the State of Kentucky, when the proc- 
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ess of the court there can not reach it at all. I move to strike out 
those words. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘I shall make no contest on that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuier CierK. In section 7, line 21, after the word ‘‘Colum- 
bia,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ or in any of the States or Territories 
of the United States.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour agreed upon by the Senate for 
the consideration of the Calendar has expired. 

Mr. SPOONER. -I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be dis- 
posed of. It will take but a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DanrEv]. 

Mr. DANIEL. I agree, also, that there is great force in what has 
been said by the Senator from Wisconsin as to the separation of the 
estates from the persons of those who are under the guardianship or 
under control of a committee, but I do not quite see from the reading 
of this bill that it is clear that that is the significance of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I merely rise to say that I suppose this 
goes on with the understanding that there is the right at any time to 
object. I should like to preserve that right if the debate is to be pro- 
tracted, because this hour is taken from other matters that are pressing. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have said all I wish to say. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to call his attention to 
the language ‘‘ executor, administrator, guardian of the estates of minors 
with the consent of the guardian of the person,”’’ etc. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator will allow me to state that that has been 
the law in my State for a great many years. The appointment of a 
guardian of a child does not take away his mother’s title to his control 
under the statute. There is a digtinction in many cases between the 
guardian of the person and of the estate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Virginia will not insist 
upon this amendment. Ifa person desires to intrust the executorship 
or the administratorship or the payment of an annuity or any trust of 
that sort to a corporation he ought not to be precluded by law from 
doing it. 1 hope the Senator will not insist upon taking the sense of 
the Senate upon his amendment at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANIEL, I desire to offer an amendment, tocome in after the 
line in the bill which concerns real estate, on page 9, section 12, Sec- 
tion 12 reads: 


That any company operating under this act may lease, purchase, hold, and 
convey real estate, not exceeding in value $500,000, 


I would suggest an amendment there, to insert ‘‘and not exceeding 
in any case 10 acres,’’ 

There is very little real estate in the District of Columbia, and the 
uses for it are those which concern the whole people of the United 
States, and it is the: last place in the world in which it consists with 
public policy that a corporation should buy up and hold real estate. 
They may under this bill come in control of very large quantities of 
real estate, as in addition to the amount of $500,000 each of these cor- 
porations is permitted to hold ‘‘such in addition as it may acquire in 
satisfaction of debts due the corporation, under sales, decrees, judg- 
ments, and mortgages.’’ That might take in the whole District. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am quite surprised at the amendment 
by the Senator from Virginia. Sach acompany here is limited by the 
bill to lease, purchase, hold, and convey real estate to the sum of $500,- 
000. Itcan pot in the exercise of its corporate functions 
lease, or hold for investment real estate in the District to exceed $500,- 
000. The committee intended by that limitation, or supposed by that 
limitation, that that sum perhaps would be the limit which such a 
corporation, if a great success, would desire to invest in a building for 
its own use and for offices, 

In addition to that, we of course had to provide that they should have 
the power toreceive money and loan it, taking mortgages upon prop- 
erty in the District, and, in the event of foreclosure and the necessity 
on the part of the company to bid in the mortgaged property, that they 
might take it. 

I have no serious objection to the amendment that the amount shal! 
not exceed 16 acres, but my friend from Virginia knows, for he is a 
member of the committee, that our purpose was to guard the point he 
makes by the limitation of amount. I think it is ae. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he 
does not think it would he a good plan to have the same limitation in 
regard to real estate acquired in satisfaction of debts which is put on 
national banks? TheSenator, if I understand his proposition correctly, 
provides in section 12 that this real estate not exceeding in value $500, - 
000 may be purchased and held by the company, ‘and such in addi- 
tion as it may acquire in satisfaction of debts due the corporation un- 
es sales, decrees, judgments, and mortgages.’’ ‘That is without any 


t. 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly, 
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Mr. HOAR. The national-banking act bas a similar provision in 
some respects. It provides: 
But no such association shall hold the possession of —_ real estate under 


thortgage, or the title and possession of any real estate purc to secure any 
debts due to it, for a longer period than five years. 


A national bank acquires property in satisfaction of a debt, and after 
five years the Comptroller of the Currency interferes and they are 
obliged to dispose of it; otherwise they might, under the guise of mort- 
gages, entirely neutralize the $500,000 provision. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to that limitation. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator approves of it he can move it as an 
amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; if the Senator from Virginia will allow 
me for the moment to delay action on his amendment, I am entirely 
willing to incorporate at the end of the section this provision of the 
national-banking act: 

That no such nee shall hold the possession ofany real estate under mort- 


gage, or the tie and possession of any real estate purchased to secure any debts 
due to it, for a longer period than five years. 


Mr. DANIEL. It seems to me that that about covers it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would rather strikeout the words ‘‘ under mort- 
gage;’’ so that it shall read: . 

That no such company shal! hold the possession of any real estate, or the title 


and possession of any real estate purchased to secure any debts due to it, for a 
longer period than five years. 


Mr. HOAR, Say ‘‘under foreclosure of mortgage,’’ because after 
the foreclosure of the mortgage the five years would begin to run. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuier CLerk. At theend of section 12 it is proposed to add: 

But no such association shall hold the possession of any real estate under 
foreclosure of mortgage, or the title and possession of any real estate purchased 
to secure any debts due to it, for a longer period than five years. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator insist upon his amendment in ad- 
dition to that which has just been adopted ? 

Mr. DANIEL. I withdraw the amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CAPT. CHARLES B. STIVERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint resolution 
(H. Res, 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, of 
the United States Army, valid, and that he is entitled as such retired 
officer to his pay; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that that joint resolution be placed upon 
the Calendar, as a Senate bill in exactly the same words is now on the 
Calendar, arid when that bill shall be reached I will ask that this may 
be substituted for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The joint resolution will be placed on 
the Calendar, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution received from the House of 
Representatives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 933) to grant the right of way to the Tacoma and Olym- 
pic Railway and Navigation Company across certain military reserva- 
tions; 

A bill (H. R. 1423) to correct the military record of William E. 
Crouse; 

A bill (H. R. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 3902) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of 
certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with 
Mexico,”’ a ved March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 4187) for the correction of the army record of Capt. 
William P. Hall, United States Army; ; ; 

A bill (H. R. 4382) granting an honorable discharge to William W. 
Wedgwood ; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) for the relief Marlin Parks; 

A bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy; 

A bill (H. R. 5273) for the relief of A. H. Rush; 

A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen; 

A bill (H. R. 6964) to define the standing of officers of the Coast 
Survey during the late civil war; 

A bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymas- 
ter, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 7119) to authorize the Secretary of War to loan certain 
cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association : 

A bill (H. R. 7155) granting an honorable discharge to Howard Wil- 


lison ; 
A bill (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 1285 of the Revised 
Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to enlisted men of the Army ; 





1890. 





A bill (H. R. 9490) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant to the 
trustees of the Maine Insane Asylum, Augusta, Me., a license to con- 
struct a roadway through the United States arsenal grounds at Au- 

ta, Me.,.and allow the same to be used by the public; — 

A bill (H. R. 9919) to authorize the Treasurer of the United States 
to receive and keep on deposit funds of the Soldiers’ Home in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. rere for the relief of Spencer D. Hunt; 

A bill (H. R. 11094) to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint a 

iew in certain cases; 
eres (H.R. 11237) to amend sections 1346 and 1348 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in respect to the visitation and inspec- 
tion of the military prison, and examination of its accounts and gov- 
ernment; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 55) directing that names of sharpshooters 
and military service institution medalists shall be inscribed in Army 
Register, and authorizing the wearing of their decorations by such 
medalists. 

The bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12, 
1882, relative to fire limits of site of post-office and Federal building, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


SIGNAL CORPS OF THE ARMY. 


Senate bill 1454 has been returned from the House of 
I ask that it may be laid before 


Mr. BATE. 
Representatives with an amendment. 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1454) to increase the effi- 
ciency and reduce expense of the Signal Corps of the Army. 

Mr. BATE. I move that the Senatenon-concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives and. ask for a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conierees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Barre, Mr. HAWLEY, 
and Mr. Davis were appointed. 


SHERMAN AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent—if the Senator from New 
York [Mr. EvArRTs] does not think I am trespassing too much on his 
good nature—that the Senate may now proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 2027, being the bill (8. 4309) granting the right of 
way to the Sherman and Northwestern Railway Company through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. There are some reasons why 
this bill should be passed now, which have recently been disclosed, 
the parties being ready to build, the only impediment being this right 
of way, which I suppose would be granted in due time anyway. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the bill lead to debate? 

Mr. PLUMB. Notatall. If it does I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say before the Senator proceeds that I give 
notice that I must move to take up some one of the labor bills. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will co-operate with the Senator at the proper time 
in doing that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill named by the Senator from Kansas? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4309) granting the right of way to 
the Sherman and Northwestern Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory, and for other pu 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to fill the blank in section 3, line 25, on page 
4, by inzerting ‘‘ of the Territory of Oklahoma.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 25 of section 3, after the words “‘ district 
of,”’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘the Territory of Oklahoma,’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatshould be changed accordingtoasuggestion made 
to me by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], so as to read 
“*the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma.’’ 

eee The amendment as now proposed wil! be 
sta 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘the,’’ in line 24, it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘ judge of the United States court of the district of’ and 
insert ‘‘ supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma;’’ so as to read: 

And upon the failure of ay to make such appointment within thirty 


days after the appointment by tue President, the vacancy shall be filled 
by the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
a reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 40 of sec- 

n 3. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas to the blank in line 40, 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, before the word “court,” in line 40, to in- 
sert the word ‘‘ supreme;’’ before the word ‘‘ Territory ”’ to strike out 
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the word ‘‘Indian;’’ and after the word ‘'Territory’’ to strike out the 
word ‘‘at’’ and insert ‘‘of Oklahoma;”’ so as to fead: 

In case the referees can not agree, then any two of them are authorized to 
make the award; either party being dissatisfied with the finding of the referees 
shall have the right, within ninety days after making the award and notice of 
the same, to appeal by original petition to the supreme court of the Territory 
of Oklahoma, which court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the 
subject-matter of said petition according to the laws of the State of Texas pro- 
viding for determining the damage when property is taken for railroad pur- 
poses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading 
third time, and passed. 





, read the 


AMERICAN REGISTER TO BARK CAMPANERO. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to take up Order of Business 1746, 
Senate bill 4074. It is merely to provide an American register to a 
vessel, and it will only take a moment 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask that House bill 9014 may now be taken up 
and proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent to take up the bill named by him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire that House bill 9014 shall be before the 
Senate as the unfinished business to go on to-morrow, as I understand 
that at 4 o’clock to-day there is another appointment before the Sen- 
ate which can not be set aside, and I am not willing to dispose of that 
right of way which I now have. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tor from New York will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerk. A bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill is 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator will state his point of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to inquire what is the hour of meeting. I 
wish to know whether if an adjournment should be had it would be to 
11 o’clock or to 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
by the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is all I wish to know. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent now that the pending 
order may be laid aside temporarily for the passage of the bill I have 
indicated. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before that is done, I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion if there be an objection from 
any quarter. 

Mr. HOAR, I think we ought to spend all the time we can of this 
session in the transaction of the public business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland asks unan- 
imous consent that House bill 9014 may be informally laid aside to 
proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 4074) to provide an American register 
for the bark Campanero, of Baltimore, Md. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoys amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third Treading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 2340. 
It will create no discussion. It is a public-building bill. 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2340) for the erection of a public 
buiiding at Colorado Springs, Colo. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, tostrike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is he ) 
direeted to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including tire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and secom- 
modation of the United States post-office and other Gove t offices, in the 
city of Colorado Springs and State of Colorado, the cost of said site and build 
ing, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 
approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $75,000 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for sald site shall be invite’ by publi 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who shall make written r 
port to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of his recom 
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mendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be acsompuanes by 
the orizinal proposals and ail maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

lf, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may a inta 
commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an o rof 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary ; and 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
accom panied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or submitted 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shal! not exceed $ per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
rite for said building shal! be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Colorado shail have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
aame, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

The building shail be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Colo- 
rado Springs in the State of Colorado.’’ 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LAIRD, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 4 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate resolutions from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, December 18, 1889. 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sorrow 
of the death of Hon. James Laird, late a member of this House from the Second 
district of Nebraska. 


Resolved, Thatthe Clerk be directed to notify the relatives of Hon. James Laird 
of the passage of this resolution. Also, that the Clerk be directed to send a 
copy of this resolution to the Senate. . ' 

tesolved, That as a further mark of respect the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
I send to the desk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
se and ge late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of 

‘Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate, at the conclusion 
of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. President, death, that ‘‘sinless, stirless 
rest, that change which never changes,’’ is thecommon lot ofall. ‘‘It 
is as natural to die as to be born,’’ and yet its happening seems often 
the unnatural, and in no case so markedly as when it comes to man at 
the age when muscular strength, mental vigor, and virile capacity 
should be at the maximum. 

To the child, with its undeveloped forces, delicate frame, weak men- 
tality, and slight resisting power, the change comes so easily that it is 
almost the expected. To the old man, with emasculated energies, 
worn-out body, enfeebled physical and mental powers, who has reached 
the time spoken of by the Preacher, when he js *‘ afraid of that which 
is high, and fears shall be in the way, and the almond tree shall 
flourish, and the grasshopper shall be a burden, and desire shall fail,’’ 
the great transition comes as a relief and seems as natural as the fall 
of some tree in the forest, whose dead top and bare, specterlike arms, 
lifted beseechingly towards heaven, tell of the sapless trunk and the 
dead heart. 

But we expect nourishing shade, the springing of leaf and bud and 
flower when root and trunk and branch show the vigor of maturity 
without decadence of streugth, and when such a tree falls it carries all 
the shock of that happening which is opposed to nature. 

The taking off of James Laird, my friend of many years, my com- 
rade in a great cause, and my colleague in official duties, was not only 
the unexpected, but even alter the lapse of so many months since his 
death it seemsthe unnatural. Otsturdy frame, impressive personality, 
great vigor, impulsive force, aggressive power, he had that make-up, 
physical and mental, that seemed toimport a vitality that could con- 
qner all enemies until such time as the resisting energy was sapped by 
the taking on of many years. He was cast in mold so strong that 
one can not but exclaim— 


Ob! what hadst thou to do with cruel Death, 
Who wast so full of life, or Death with thee, 
That thou shouldst die before thou hadst grown old? 


‘The days of our years are threescore years and ten,”’ saith the 
Psalmist, but to my friend and comrade, to whom the dread summons 


Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which 


came on the 17th day of August, 1889, there had been vouchsafed but 
little over twoscore years. 

James Laird was of Scotch ancestry. His father was a native of 
Scotland, a Presbyterian minister, a man of strong intelleet, high at- 
tainments, and animpassioned orator. He transmitted his keen Scotch 
sense of justice, intellectual power, and gift of eloquence to his son. 

When James was a small child the family moved to Hillsdale County, 
Michigan. He attended the district school and afterwards entered the 
academy to receive instruction from a teacher who alterwards became 
his comrade in arms, and later his associate in the House of Represent- 
atives and hiscolleague on the Committee on Military Affairs, General B. 
M. CuTcHEon, of Michigan. The good father died while all his sons 
= young, and the mother was left with four small children to care 
for. 

The spring of 1861 ushered in the great war of the rebellion. The 
two older boys were prompt to respond to the call to arms, and al- 
though so young the patriotic spirit of the third youth could not long 
be held in check. He enlisted as a private soldier on the 24th day of 
August, 1861, inCompany K (Stockton’s), Sixteenth Regiment of Michi- 
gan Infantry, but wassoon transferred to Company G. In the autumn 
the regiment became a part of the Army of the Potomac, and the first 
battle in which the young soldier had a chance to prove the mettle in 
him was at Hanover Court-House in May, 1462. 

Except when absent from wounds received he did duty at the front 
until that proud day when with other participants he rejoiced over the 
surrender at Appomattox and the final triumph of the right. 

The story of the military career of this boy reads like a romance, al- 
most challenging belief. While yet in his teens he served for tour years 
of active vigorous war and achieved the positions of sergeant, second 
lieutenant, first lieutenant, captain, and brevet major, every promo- 
tion being given for bravery upon the field of battle. He received four 
gunshot wounds and one saber cut and was fora period a wounded 
prisoyger of war. 

At the battle of Gaines’s Mills he was struck with a musket-ball in 
the left breast, which passed through him, coming out under the left 
shoulder-blade. In this sad plight he fell into the enemy’s hands, and 
was confined in Libby prison for six dismal weeks. On account of his 
extreme youth and grievous wounds he was then exchanged, and re- 
mained in hospital near Annapolis until November, 1862, when he re- 
joined his command. 

He fought at Chancellorsville, and wasone of the bravest of the brave 
who resisted the fierce attacks of the rebel hosts at Gettysburgh. Near 
the expiration of his first term of service the beardless boy re-enlisted 
and became a veteran volunteer. 

He was with the fighting columns under Grantin the fierce struggles 
about Richmond. At Dabney’s Mills young Laird was acting as regi- 
mental adjutant. At acritical time in the engagement the enemy 
turned the Federal flank. The regiment began to retreat and before 
a new alignment could’ be made a stampede seemed imminent. I 
quote from a letter received by me from a captain ot the regiment. 

Under a galling fire Laird rode along the line encouraging the wavering and 
cursing the cowardly. Hislong hair fluttering and eye lit with enthusiasm, he 
appeared the personification of war's fiery madness. The enthusiasm of the 
boy awoke a steady determination in the men. The impending stampede 
stopped, and under his inspiring leadership the regiment took a new position 
with unbroken ranks, 

A more loyal and devoted soldier to the cause for which he fought 
did not wear the blue. His intense nature allowed no part perform- 
ance of duty. His enthusiastic loyalty and poetic temperament made 
the flag of his country the symbol of all that was good. His comrades 
testify that his loving devotion to it was so strong that he seemed to 
court the utmost danger and the most perilous places in its defense. 

Did time permit I might read by the hour from letters received by 
me from his army associates, who loved him for his open manliness, 
pure patriotism, and heroic endeavor. 

After a tion of aquarter of a century they have not forgotten 
the youthful hero who won their hearts, and have sent me their trib- 
utes to his memory. One says: 

Laird’s military career was an epitome of young heroism seldom equaled 
and never excelled. He never allowed the most daring to outdo him. He had 
a magnetic patriotism so exalted that it kept the wavering steady and lent en- 
thusiasm to the strong. He was the peer of the bravest. 

Mastered out July 8, 1865, he returned to his home in Michigan a 
battle-scarred veteran and yet a smooth-faced boy. 

Whileothers of his age had been at school, submitting to the teacher’s 
will, he had been the impetuous, dashing leader of bearded men. He 
had taken lessons from the great captains in the ‘big wars that make 
ambition virtue.”’ He had been hardened in ‘“‘the flinty and steel 
couch of war,’’? and it was no easy task to bring his turbulent spirit 
under the discipline of the school-room and the syhjection of the master. 

A short time at the college at Adrian and then a course at the law 
school of the State University at Ann Arbor and he was ready to be- 
gin life’s battles on fields more peaceful. With an associate he became 
the owner of the Hudson Post and tor about two years wielded the pen 
of the editor of a country newspaper. It was strongly and aggress- 
ively Republican in politics, and its vigorous editorials evidenced the 
pugnacious 


spirit of its young manager. 
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In June, 1871, Major Laird was admitted to the barof the State of 
Michigan, and for a time practiced law at Lansing. InJuly, 1872, he 
turned his face westward and settled at Juniata, Nebr., removing after 
a few years to Hastings, where he lived until his death. He was in 
the active practice of his profession until his election to the Forty- 
eighth Congress. ‘ 

He practiced law as he fought in battle. He attached himself to 
his client and his cause with a loyalty that knew no shadow of turn- 
ing. He threw his whole soul into the case on trial. While never a 
bookish lawyer or a close student of the law he had a mind that grasped 
the legal situation with power and the staying, fighting quality that 
wins controversies. ; 

He was a powerful advocate, armed with eloquence so enchanting 
that jurors became bis captives. Men will speak for many years of his 
courageous defense in the celebrated Olive murdercase. For the thirty 
days of the trial in that outraged and indignant frontier comm unity 
the lives of the accused murderers were kept in their bodies and Judge 
Lynch was held at bay only by the matchless bravery of their counsel, 
James Laird. 

An eminent man, who now ornaments the bench in Nebraska, says 
of his speech to the jury in the Olive case: 

It is unsur in the courage of its conceptions, in the boldness of its out- 
line, and in the height of its sublime, forceful, and impassioned declamation. 

The same jurist, writing to me a short time ago, sums up his char- 
acteristics as a lawyer in the following forceful words: 


Whether in the court-room or in the convention the contest on Laird’s part 
was one of chivalry. A military atmosphere surrounded it. There was the 


waving of plumes and banners and flags and the charge of cavalry interspersed 
with music, 


He abandoned no cause when it lacked numbers, he deserted no friend in 
the minority, he feared no opposition when he believed himself right, and he 
espoused no cause that he believed unjust. 

He won the respect and admiration of his professional brethren by 
the open fairness of his contests. Giving sturdy blows he asked no 
quarter. Chicane and finesse were weapons he did not know how to 
use. His manliness, boldness, and fairness not only won clients, but 
commanded the respect of adversaries, the confidence of judges, and 
the admiration of the public. Had he lived and continued the prac- 
tice of law he would have become one of the leaders of the Western 
bar. 

In 1875 we sat together as members of the convention that framed 
the constitution of the State of Nebraska, which is to-day its supreme 
law. His services to the State in that body, composed of the best ma- 
terial in the Commonwealth, were most important. He took front rank 
as adebater, bringing to the performance of his duties industrious re- 
search and much originality. 

Major Laird was an earnest Republican, possessed of a loyalty and 
sense of fealty that permitted no departure from the doctrines of that 
party or disbelief in its leading tenets. 

On the stump he was a mighty power, and the people of Western 
Nebraska will speak for many years of the music ot his voice and the 
persuasive force of his oratory. 

After the apportionment based upon the census of 1880, when Ne- 
braska was divided into three districts, Major Laird was nominated by 
the Republicans of the Second district as Kepresentative to the Forty- 
eighth Congress. This canvass was one of great vigor and force, and 
he was elected by a good majority. .He was elected to the Forty-ninth, 
Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congresses, and every time he went before the 
people of his district bearing the standard of his party he increased his 
majority. 

His Congressional career was signally brilliant, being characterized 
by that fearlessness that was his leading traitand marked by an ability 
that won for him friends on both sides of the aisle of political division. 
He was an active member of the Committees on Military Affairs and 
Pensions and was tireless and constant in his efforts for his comrades, 
No ex-soldier ever appealed to him in vain. and his generous nature 
could refuse nothing to the suffering or dependent. 

He lived so close to his constituents that he felt the warmest sym- 
pathy for and was devoted to the interests of the frontier settlers who, 
with such infinite labor and such terrible sacrifice, were carving out the 
great empire of the West. His appeal to Congress to do justice to the 
se'tlers on the Knevals lands, who, holding patents from the Govern- 
aaah +a gy to be driven from their homes, sounds like a trumpet 
call. He said: 


It is difficult for a man having a face-to-face knowledge of the circumstances 
surrounding these settlers to speak with that temperance that befits the lan- 
guage of judgment when discussing the wrongs perpetrated on these people 
now about to be dragged from their homes, after having been haras~ed and 
impoverished by years of fruitiess litigation,in which they have been driven 
from court to court in the name of " justice.” 

Is there no voice that pleads his cause who bravely holds his way along the 
front of civilization, laying deep and strong the foundations of a mighty State? 
ee eee strife of — — sprang Kansas and Nebraska, the first 
an avery es, even as in the olden time sprang the avenging Marius from 
the ‘‘dustand asfies.”’ * * * nd ipced — — 

Mr. Speaker, these men are my constituents; they are more, they are my 
neighbors; they are still more, they are my comrades, for in the heroic days 
nearly nine-tenths of them were Union soldiers, This will not prejudice their 


cause with you, men of the South, for you were brave and must be just and 
generous, 


In the Forty-ninth Congress he made another heroic and at last a 
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successful effort on behalf of those settlers, going to the House on his 
crutches, suffering from a severe accident from which he never fully re- 
covered, 

One of his most notable contests, the conduct of which endeared him 
to the West, was his attack upon the methods of the General Land 
Office during the last Administration. He repudiated in a vigorous 
manner the charge that a great majority of the entries of the public 
lands were fraudulent and that the great West was made up of land 
thieves and perjurers, and was bitter in his denunciation of the out- 
rageous spy system that became in so many instances merely a method 
of levying blackmail. 

His leading traits were courage and loyalty, and both were fully ex- 
emplified in his action in the celebrated Fitz-John Porter case. He had 
served with General Porter in his youth, and, fortunately, perhaps, was 
absent, wounded, at the time of the battle when his general played the 
role of a spectator, and not that of a participant. His constituency, 
almost toa man, condemned the effort to restore the displaced com- 
mander to the army list, but Laird had a boyish enthusiasm for the 
chief who led him first into battle and espoused his cause with a de- 
votion so true and a bravery so marked that criticism upon his course 
was almost disarmed. Before he made his speech upon the Porter re- 
lief bill many threatened him with political extinction it he continued 
to stand by the bill. His reply wasso admirable that I can not retrain 
from quoting it: 


Letme remark to the gentlemen who seek to bring the menace of future pun- 
ishment to bear upon the discharge of present duty that if I knew this act of 
mine would end my bodily existence, as you say it may end my official one, 
then still would I do it, and I would thank God that my loyalty to my country, 
as | understand her honor, that my loyally tomy general, as I understand my 
duty, that my loyalty to the truth, as [ know it to be, was strong enough to lift 
my conduct above the possibility of the ignominious charge to come from 
cowardly considerations affecting my life or future condition. 


The threatened punishment never came to him. While his constit- 
uents condemned his vote they admired and applauded the courage of 
his words and his affectionate fealty to his old commander. 

There was a depth in the nature of James Laird sounded only by a 
few intimates. He was not one to say: 

I will wear my heart upon my sleeve 

For daws to peck at; 
and yet to those who had his fullest confidence he would show that 
under the somewhat rugged exterior there was a love of the beautiful 
in nature and art that led to gentle deeds. 

The same prompting that taught him with deft fingers to arrange 
the flowers he loved into beautiful and attractive forms led him to cull 
out the most tender and delicate of the poets for the enjoyment of 
himself and his chosen intimates. He had exquisite sensibilities of 
which the many knew nothing. 

To me there is something pitiful in the loneliness of the last few 
years of his short life. He had no near relative living at the time of 
hisdeath. He was the last ofhisrace. The father, the strong preacher, 
died in his youth. His two older brothers were killed on the field of 
honor near his side in the early days of the war. His younger brother 
died of a distressing accident some years ago. There was leit to him 
no kin save the dear old Scotch mother, to whom her ‘‘boy Jamie”’ 
was all in all. 

How tondly he cherished her. She made her home with him and 
desolation entered the door when her form was carried through it to 
the lone couch of her everlasting sleep. After her death he seldom 
spoke of her, but when he did it was with a wealth otf rich devotion to 
her memory. 

But the reunion has come to them, and to him, as I believe, full rec 
ompense for the losses and deprivations of this transitory life. The 
gain is his, the loss is ours. 

His community mourns for a good citizen departed; his State laments 
for an efficient servant lost; I sorrow for the taking away of a true 
hearted, self-sacrificing friend. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, death must everremain to unaided 
mortal perception a deep and unsolvable problem. Neither the unin- 
spired musings of the ages nor the discoveries of science have been able 
to pierce the clouds which shroud the hereafter or lift the veil behind 
which humanity must pass. We know only that weare, that we shall 
soon cease to be, and that the mystery of existence is scarcely less pro- 
found than that of its extinction. We witness with tearful eyes and 
lips trembling with inexpressible affection a transition whose course 
we can not follow, and gaze with strained vision upon the beginning 
of a journey whose bourne we can not predicate. Upon the last scene 
of the drama of a life rich in the associations of cherished friendships 
and in the sacred ties of family and home, the curtain falls, the lights 
are extinguished, and we are leit alone in the gloom and darkness of 
death. 

That ‘‘the young may die; the old must die’’ isatruism. In the 
case of the aged, nature moves slowly in preparing us for the inevita- 
ble change. Thewhitening hairs, the furrows which time draws in the 
ground of experience, the halting step, the failing vision—all prefigure 
**the fate we dread, yet look upon.”’ 

Hence, when an aged man, decorated with the bright glories of an 
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honorable and useful life, the natural fruitage of a character strength- 
ened and purified by the trials which chasten and the successes which 
renew confidence and hope, passes away, we recognize the synonym of 
nature. 

But when a young map, rich in all manly graces, full panoplied for 
the battle of lite, whose brilliant achievements even before the skir- 
mish line is passed presage a triamphal march to the front in haman 
affairs, is stricken by the angel of death, the questioning spirit arises 
and will not down. 

‘Life takes an atom and grows it to a world,’ albeit we know 
that in the fullness of its time decay and death shall surely come. 

Life takes a child trom obscurity and grows him to the place of 
primacy among his fellows. But why, in the vigor of young manhood, 
with the harvest all unripe, he is cut down forever we can not know. 
We may believe that for him ‘death is the larger gain, not Joss and 
oblivion,’’ and in this reflection we may find some assuagement of our 
grief. But who can measure the loss to the sum of the world’s forces, 
the world’s activities, the world’s store of manhood, when such a man 
dies ? 

Such as this was he for whom to-day we mourn, and such the loss 
sustained in his early death. 

Sprung from sturdy Scotch stock, those sterling characteristics which 
distinguished the men of the north were Mr. Laird’s by inheritance. 
His earlier lite had been one of those hard struggles against adverse 
circumstances whose stern discipline has made our country splendid 
with heroic achievements. Into the brief period allotted for his activ- 
ities he had crowded the experiences of the volunteer soldier, the in- 
trepid party leader, and the trusted publicservant, And yet those who 
knew him best believed that hisstrength hadonly partially developed, 
and that in the growing maturity of his powers lay the promise of a 
future harvest of great usefulness and renown. 

When the call to arms was sounded for the defense of the imperiled 
Union the ardent nature of young Laird could not be long restrained, 
and while yet a mere boy he was found in the Army of the Potomac 
bravely fighting for his country. He endured the hardships of a sol- 
dier’s life, performing his full and equal duty alongside his older and 
stroager comrades, until the close of the war. 

He was with that valiant host through victory and defeat on the 
banks of the now peaceful river from which it took its name, in the 
swampsof the Chickahominy, on the bloody fields of Manassas and An- 
tietam, and in the trenches before Richmond. Following its standard, 
he carried the musket of a private soldier and esteemed it adecoration 
more to be valued than the baton of authority in the official household 
of an emperor. 

Mr. Laird’s service in the Army, covering nearly the entire period 
of the war, made him always afterwards a zealous, diligent, and use- 
ful arlvocate of the righteous claims of the Union’s defenders. To 
them his heart went out and his actions gave expression to his im- 
pulses. The feeling of comradeship which thrilled him in the stern 
struggle for the nation’s unity was not merely a mouthing sentiment, 
useful for the hustings and useless in the field of practical effort for 
the relief and betterment of the nation’s defenders. He felt that they 
were bone of his bone and flesh of his flesh, his brothers all, and en- 
titled to his love, his sympathy, and his assistance. And this they 
never failed to receive in fullest measure. 

Leaving the Army Mr. Laird spent several years in preparing himself 
for his chosen profession, the law. Soon after his graduation at the 
University of Michigan, in 1871, he removed to the — of Ne- 
braska and entered upon active practice. Hesoon fought his way to the 
foremost rank in his profession. He was aggressive, vigilant, untiring. 
To the court he stated a legal proposition with singular precision and 
force. He marshaled his facts with such skill as almost to carry con- 
viction without proof. He was masterful in analysis and generaliza- 
tion. As an advocate before a jury he was almost irresistible. He 
seemed at times the very incarnation of eloquence. His voice was a 
virile but soulful human nature set to music. 

Mr. Laird entered legislative life as a member of the Forty-eighth, 
and was re-elected to the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Con- 
— He was the first Representative from the Second district ot 

ebraska and died in its service. During most of his onal 
career his was the largest and most populous district in the State. 
How manifold, laborious, and enacting his duties were none but a Con- 
gressman from a new State can understand. 

His was the section which first felt the impact of the mighty stream 
of immigration which during the past decade and a half has peopled 
our State with an intelligent, industrious, and thrifty constituency. 
New England and the Middle States, uniting with the great Missis- 
sippi Valley, sent their stardiest sons and daughters to lay the founda- 
tions and rear the superstructure of the new Commonwealth. At- 
tracted by our generous land laws and drawn by the richness of the 
unvexed prairies, the ambitious tenantry of Europe swelled the flood 
of homeseekers, and added the fragality and industry of their native 
lands to the elements already engaged tn transforming the desert into 


a en, 
ith few cities, but with numerous thriving towns and hamlets, Mr. 
Laird’s district was essentially agricultural. The school-house, the 
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church, and thene per, those three great educational factors of our 
Republic, were found in almost every community. It was indeed a 
high honor to represent such a constituency, and my deceased friend 
felt it to be such. His Con career was characterized by the 
most faithful, industrious, and conscientious performance of duty. 
The calls upon his personal attention were exhaustive of time and 
strength. Countless appeals to sympathetic effort to remedy wrongs 
done by delayed justice came tohim. But he never complained under 
necessary burdens, In committee he was efficient and persistent. On 
the floor of the House he wai always vigilant, and brought the trained 
mind of a lawyer to the investigation and discussion of the questions 
presented. He was ready in debate and fertile in expedients. He was 
a born combatant. He gloried in the clash of arms and was always 
happiest in the storm and stress of conflict. His courage rose with 
opposition and his resources were at best command when the din of bat- 
tle was loudest and the cheering of his adversaries was strongest. 

He asked no quarter. He fought for victory and ex to win it. 
But he was a manly antagonist. He was ‘‘one who never turned his 
back, but marched breast forward.’’ He dealt his blows in the light 
of day full at the guarded front of opposition. The world admires a 
manly man. It has never refused its meed of praise to the man with 
convictions, and the courage to maintain and defend them whenever 
and however assaulted. Popular opinion, all powerful in its final in- 
fluence, may for the time, while swayed by prejudice, withhold its 
approbation, but it never fails to crown the man of purpose and of cour- 


age. 

Mr. Laird had frequent occasion to brave unpopularity for what he 
considered his duty. Almost alone, among his political associates, he 
stood for what he believed to be justice to his old comrade, Fitz-John 
Porter. The clamor of the press of his Stateand section did not swerve 
him; the urgent remonstrances of friends did not deter him for a mo- 
ment from his purpose. His voice was heard and his vote was given 
for the redress of what he believed a grievous wrong to a commander 
and friend whom he honored and loved. 

To Mr. Laird friendship was a sacred word. He made a shrine for 
it in his heart and sacrificed at its altar. It was at once a mantle to 
adorn excellence and to conceal frailty. With his colleagues he was 
courteous and considerate. His word stood like an immovable rock. 
His promise once given was never qualified or recalled. He was al- 
ways ready to assume responsibility for his actions and scorned to 
hide behind an excuse born of expediency. Honest, honorable, and 
straightforward, he impressed his individuality upon others by the 
very force of these characteristics. 

Mr. Laird had his faults; so have we all; but no man was ever free: 
from charlatanism and hypocrisy and no one ever possessed a more 
thorough detestation tor the Chadbands and Pecksnifis of society than 
this frank, sincere, able friend of ours. 

Mr. President, many hearts have been left much poorer by the death 
of James Laird. He will not soon be forgotten in the home of his 
adoption. That brave, generous, manly nature will long be cherished 
in the memory of the multitude of friends in Nebraska who honored 
and loved him before all others. 

The charm of his personality will not be lost. The record of his 
work will be for him an ever-enduring monument. He will need none 
other. Even unto the remotest generation, in that beautiful country 
which he helped to transform from a wilderness, ‘‘ where the arts of 
peace were unknown,”’ into a great Commonwealth, ‘‘ surrounded by 
all that adorns and embellishes civilized life,’’ the memory of his great 
service shall be borne undimmed by time, to be enshrined evermore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tions offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously; and (at 4 o’clock and 
38 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, Sep- 
tember 19, 1890, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, September 18, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CurnBerr, 
D. D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of yesterday’s 
i to be read. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I that we ought to have a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that no quorum is pres- 
ent, and there ought to be a quorum for the transaction of business. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman suggests that there is no quorum 
present the Chair will, of course, count to ascertain. Some a count. } 
There is not a quorum present. [A pause of about filteen minutes, 
during which the Speaker directed the doorkeepers to notify members 
in the lobby that a quorum’was desired in the House.}] The Clerk 
will now proceed with the reading of the Journal, a quorum being 


present. 
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Mr. O'FERRALL. Do I understand the Speaker to announce that | Stewart, Ga Taylor, Il. Venable, 


| 


there is a quorum present? snownst, Ve. Thompson Wade. Williams, Il 
2 3 siete at ; a : Stivers, "TS lien: > " 
The SPEAKER. There are 163 present. The Clerk will proceed. | Stockdale — ee a peaten, bad. om a 
Mr. O'F ERRALL | ask whether the Speaker has announced that | “ Ky Tracey, F Whiting — W om Wash 
a quorum is pre sent 2 ; , + Mo Pur ker, Whitthorne Wilsor : Ww. Va. 
The SPEAKER. There are 168 members present, Sw aene HS ‘ ‘les vole 
’ ~ ° . surner e per 
Mr. O’FERRALL. [f have this to say: I do not question the state- | farsne) Vaux Wilkinsor — 
ment of the Speakerat all; but I think there are 50 members who wil! eae 
swear that there are not that number here. Th Noll sae eas 
The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will not swear, because there is no z . . lOW1DE pail sunounced from the Cle desk 
opportunity under the rules of the House. [ Laughter. a Susther en 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was then read. ae McKINLey with Mr. MILLs 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be considered | ir. TAYLOR, of | o vith Mr. LAWLER. 
as approved. a Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I object, and call for a vot at. SN Wee Mr. PTeRce. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of’ the Journal. Mr. Moori _of New Hampshire, with Mr. CHIPMAN. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the aves Mr. SWENEY with M LURNER, of New York. 
seemed to have it. ; Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas 
Mr, O’FERRALL. Division. Mr. Dorsey with Mr. Goopx 
r . . Tr Yt 'Y - ‘ 5 rY 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 10 gi —_ ENNALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum present, Mr. Speaker. Mr. KNapr with Mr. ALDERSON, 
The SPEAKER (after having counted the House). Que nial Mr. Wit SON, of \ ashington, with Mr. Fowler. 
and thirty members present. Mr. Witson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER, 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I demand the yeas and nays Mr. EWART with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
e . » Btaftias 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. McCorb with Mr. FITHIAN. 
: The question was taken: and there were—veas 134. navs 0. not vot- Mr. BUCHANAN, oi New Jersey, ¥ ith Mr. Grnson 
ing 191; as follows: ' | Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBorr. 
YEAS—134 | Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSon, of Missons 
Adams, . De Lan Lehlbach Rife Mr. Frntey with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Lind, Reokwe Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLuNiI 
Andrew, Dolliver, Lodge Rowell. Mr. PETERS with Mr. Ma» 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dunne!l!, McCarthy Sanford ls Eee a i ag ae 
Baker, Evans, McCormick, Saurcer Ir. PRANK with Mr. PLAN! 
Banks, Farquhar McCreary Scrantor Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WuHITIN 
Bartine, Featherston, McDuftie, Scull. | Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. Ovrny - 
Bayne, Flick, McKinley Sherm an Mr W ys 4 iain ae hare 
Beck with, Frank, McRae, Smith, 11 Mr. Wave with Mr. Dock 
Funston, Miles, Smith: Vv es a. Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. Hat 
knap, Gear, Moffitt, Smyser., | Mr. Ketcuam with Mr. Co 
Bliss, Gest, Morey Spooner } X S P it] ? 
Boothman, Grosvenor Morrill, Stephenson re [r. STIVERS with Mr. RoGEns, 
Boutelle, Grout, Morrow, Stewart, Tex ; Mr. CHeapiy with Mr. BROOKSHIRE, on all political « 1S @x- 
Bowden, Hall Mudd in atislieh , | cant T on . Tome ; 

: ’ idd, tock bridge, cept Langston and Venable contest case 
Brewer, Hansbrough, Niedringhaus Struble . mee = +4} eS 
Brosius, Harmer, Nute. ’ Tavior 'E.B | Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas, on all political qu excent 
Burrows, Haugen, O’ Donnell, Taylor. J.D. | bankruptcy and national-bank legislation. 

Burton Henderson, I. O’ Neill, Ps Waele ‘ees | Mr. STEW 2 -rmon wit) , 

: Neill, Pa. raylor, Tenn Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with M AxpREW. from Septen 
Caldwell, Henderson, Iowa Osborne, Theenns a7 ontil Fri al ‘ DREW, from Septem 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Cot | 17 anti | riday, 19th. 
ane. Hill, Parrett, Turner ee is On this vote 
Cheadl ’ Hitt, Payne, Vandever, Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. SKINNER 

headle, Holman, Payson Van Schaicl > rrect > , 

Clark, Wis Hopkins, Penington Waddill, Mr. RvusseELL with Mr. BRUNNER 
Cogswell, Houk, Sekine atin” Mr. REYBURN with Mr. Evvi 

Soleman, <elley, Pickler Wattece oan wit} > = 

Comstock, Kennedy, a Welk Meas. Mr. Morse with Mr. DARGA 

Conger, Kerr, lowa Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich Mr. CONNELL with Mr. Griwes 

Oraig, p Kinsey, Quackenbush, Wickham. Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Tinian. 
Culbertson, Pa. Lacey, Raines Wi Ohi Mr. BIN - , Sp 

, 2 aines, illiams, Ohio {r. BINGHAM with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Cutcheon, La Follette, tandall, Wright h McCo> b 

Daizell, Lansing, Reed, lowa es ik Sea AS Wee dae. OPC 

Darlington, Laws, Reill For this day 

ats, Mr. JASon B. Brown with 4 ? 
NAYS Mr. JASON B. Br with Mr. DuNPHY 
NOT VOTING—191 Mr. CARTER with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Abbott, Chipman, Gifford Mill ar. CRESS Mr. Speaker, I heard the announcement of a pai 
Alderson, Clancy, Geeantas. —— bet ween my self and my colleague {| Mr. BRooksHyinl There is aspe 
Allen, Miss. Clarke, Ala. Greenhalge, Moore, N f cial exception in that pair as to the Langston case 

Anderson, Kans. Clements, Grimes Moc - Te 7 The Clerk recapitulated the names of t! ont 7 

Anderson, Miss. Ciunie, ti , a Te, ex. : < ay at 1e names of those voting 

Arnold, Cobb. _— Soren, he result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 
Atkinson, Pa Connell, Haves. ; ee Mr. HAUGEN. Is there a quorum present, Mr. S.peaker 

‘. . 3 , Mutchler I rum pt ut, vt OM KE 
Bankhead, Cooper, Ind Haynes N ; The SPEAKER. Ti is : 
ew . ° 5 i Norton, ne: ai ai There is no qnorum recorded, 

arnes, Cooper, Ohio Heard. Oates Mr. HAUGE)D ; 
Barwig, Cothran, Hemphill O' Ferrall oe Sane 0 Gam Of ie lente, 
‘anwar » = oe The ati ras tak “ar : } 
gl Covert, Henderson, N.C. O’Neall. Ind. The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
en — enon, O’ Neil, Mass. | seemed to have it 
‘ i, aod ; ‘Lr > — 
Blanchard, Crisp, een Pa Owens an Mr. O’FERRALL demanded a division. 
ee Culberson, Tex. Ketcham, Pawnter os j The House divided: and there were—ayes 113, noes 1 
1 one, we mioees, Peel, | Accordingly a call of the House was ordered 
Boat ° an, cna i er ‘ " . , _ . , . , - -* 
Breckinridge, Davidson, Latdion Nerd | rhe ( lerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
Brickner, De Haven lane. | bers failed to answer to their names 
’ ane Phel am 
Brookshire, Dibble, Lanham Piesen, : Abbott I 
Brower Dickerson, Law ’ : ’ ' »bott, jrewer, Catchings Elli 
Brown, J. B. oe - ler, oo Alderson, Brickner, Chipman Enloe 
Browne, T.M. Dorsey, Lester Ga Ra _— Allen, Mich. Brookshire Clancy Ewart 
Browne, Va. Dunphy Lester, Va R ye Allen, Miss. srower, Clarke, Ala Finley 
Brunner, ted poorer ; ee, Anderson, Kans. Brown, J. B Clements. } ithian 
Buchanan, N. J. Elliott, tl a son, Ande rson, Miss. Browne, T.M Clunie Ficed. 
Buchanan, Va. Ellis Mant : tobertson, Atkinson, Pa Brunner, ( ne Flower 
Buckalew, Enloe me Rogers, Banks, Buchanan, N. J. Cooper. I Forman 
Bullock, Ewart, ‘Martin Ind oe Barnes Buchanan, Va Cothran, Porner,” 
Bunn, Finley, Martin Tex susK, Bayne, Juckalew Culberson. Tex Fowler 
Butterworth Fitch, co os - neem selk nap Bullock ( G : 
’ ’ aso la ver CS eon tibson 
Bynum, Fithian MeAdo Sayers, Bergen, Bunt Dargan Gifford. 
’ cAdoo, Seney Rie. > ifford, 
Campbell Flood McC ae 'ges, Burrows Davidson Good ht 
G , Jlammy, Shively, Bingt aeoe on 
Candler, Ga. Flower, , McClellan Simond: or oo on Greenbaige 
Carlton, Forman, McComas, Ski aaa Bland, Bynum, Dickerson Grimes 
Carter, Forney, McCord. * 8 — Bliss, Campbell, Dockery, Grous 
Caruth, onal Maltin nider, Blount, Candler, Ga Dorsey Hall. - 
Catchings Geisse ‘ ‘ amy Spinola, Boatner, Carlton Dr ot a a 
Cheatham. — Springer Boutelle Carter, Rdmund joo 
< son, Milliken, i ’ rile, ; “Tr, cdmands, Hayes, 
tahInecker, Breckinridge Caruth Elliott, Haynes 
ve 
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Heard, McClammy, Reyburn, Thompson, 
Hemphill, McCord, Richardson, Tillman, 
Henderson, Tl. McCormick, Robertson, Townsend, Pa. 
Henderson,N.C, McKenna, Rogers, Tracey, 

' Herbert, MeMillin, Rowland, Tucker, 
Holman, Milliken, Seney, Turner, Kans, 
Kerr, Pa. Mills, Shively, Turner, N, Y. 
Ketcham, Montgomery, Simonds, Venable, 
Knapp, Moore, N. H, Skinner, Waddiill, 
Laidiaw, Moore, Tex. Snider, Wade, 

Lane, Morgan, Spinola, Wallace, N. Y. 
Lanham, O’ Ferrall, Springer, Washington, 
Lawler, O'Neal), Ind, Stahinecker, Wheeler, Ala. 
Lee, Outhwaite, Stewart, Ga, Whiting, 
Lester, Ga, Owens, Ohio Stewart, Vt. Whitthorne, 
Lester, Va. Paynter, Stivers, Wike, 

Lind, Peel, Stockdale, Willeox, 
Magner, Perry, Stone, Ky, Williams, Il!. 
Mansur, Peters, Stone, Mo. Wilson, Ky. 
Martin, Ind. Phelan, Stump, Wilson, Mo. 
Martin, Tex. Pierce, Sweney, Wilson, Wash. 
Mason, Post, ‘Taraney, Wright, 
McAdoo, Ray, Taylor, Ill, Yoder. 


Daring the roll-call the following members appeared at the Clerk’s 
desk and had their names recorded under the rule: 

Mr. Boatner, Mr. Boure.ut, Mr. BAYNE, Mr. CoTHRAN, Mr. 
DipeLe, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. BLIss, Mr. BURROWS, 
Mr. Houkx, Mr. ALLEN of Michigan, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. 
O’ FPERRALL, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. LESTER of Virginia, Mr. CLEMENTS, 
Mr. HALL, Mr. Linp, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. Post, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. 
WALLACE of New York, Mr. WADDILL, Mr. BREWER, Mr. JASON 
B. Brown, Mr. OWENs of Ohio. 

Some time subsequently the following members appeared at the 
Clerk’s desk and had their names recorded under the rule: 

Mr. Simons, Mr. CARTER, Mr. WADE, Mr. WRIGHT, Mr. TAYLOR 
of Illinois, Mr. THompson, 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk reports 178 members present—a quorum. 
The Clerk will call the roll, 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of order. I under- 
stand that a call of the House was ordered. The House is now in the 
call, and I make the point that there are only two motions in order 
when the House is in a call—either to adjourn or to dispense with fur- 
ther proceedings under the call. I understand the Speaker directed 
the Clerk to call the roll on the motion to approve the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done without objection. 

Mr. CRISP. Why, of course; I object. It is unprecedented. Such 
a suggestion has never been made in the history of Congress. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call. 

The SPEAKER. Itis time such asuggestion was made. 
on the Republican side. } 

Mr. CRISP. That is the judgment of the Chair; but the trouble is 
the Chair is not the master of this House, but the servant of the House, 
and must obey its orders. [Applause on the Democratic side, and cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ on the Republican side. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia need not recom- 
mence. 

Mr. CRISP. Recommence ! The gentleman will respond that he will 
insist on his rights, and see that no tyrant takes them away from him. 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’ on the Republican side. } 

Mr. ROWELL, I make the point of order that the remarks of the 
gentlemen from Georgia are out of order, 

Mr. CRISP. They are no more so than the remarks of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will resume his 
seat. 

Mr. CRISP. Why, of course, he will; but he will rise and resentand 
reply to any improper intimation from the Chair or anywhere else. 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order!’’ on the Republican side. ] 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on dispensing with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it, 

Mr..O’FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 142, noes 20. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER (after counting), Thirty gentlemen have arisen in 
support of the demand for the yeas and nays; not a sufficient num- 
ber. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The other side. 

The other side was cuunted. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and thirty-three gentlemen have 
arisen in the negative; not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays 
are refused. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. 


[ Applause 


Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
1 make the point of order that it is too late. 
The gentleman from Georgia asks for tellers. 


The question was taken; tellers were ordered, and Mr. O’FERRALL 
and Mr. HAUGEN were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 49, noes 115. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 38, not vot- 
ing 153; as follows: 


YEAS—1H. 
Adams Dalzell, Lehibach, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, Lodge, 
Arnold, De Lano, Mason, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingley, McComas, 
Baker, Dolliver, McCormick, 
Banks, Dunnell, McDuffie, 
Bartine, Farquhar, McKinley, 
Bayne, Featherston, Miles, 
Belden, Flick, Moffitt, 
Belknap, Frank, Morey, 
Bliss Funston, Morrill, 
Boothman, Gear, Morrow, 
Boutelle, Gest, Morse, 
Bowden, Gifford, Mudd, 
Brewer, . Grosvenor, Nute, 
Brosius, rout, O’ Donnell, 
Brown, J. B. Hall, O’ Neill, Pa. 
Browne, Va. Hansbrough, Osborne, 
Burrows, Harmer, Owen, Ind. 
Caldwell, Haugen, Payne, 
Candler, Maas. Henderson, Ill. Payson, 
Cannon, Henderson, lowa’ Perkins, 
Carter, Hermann, Pickler, 
Caswell, Hill, Post, 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Pugsley, 
Cheatham, Houk, Quackenbush, 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, Raines, 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Randall, 
Coleman, Kerr, lowa Ray, 
Comstock, Kinsey, Reed, Iowa 
Conger, Lacey, Reilly, 
Craig, La Follette, Rife, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lansing, Rock well, 
Cutcheon, Laws, Rowell, 
NAYS—38. 
Barwig, Fitch, McCreary, 
Blanchard, Forney MeMillin, 
Campbell, Geissenhainer, McRae, 
Clements, Hare, Norton, 
bb, Herbert, Oates, 
Cothran, Holman, O’ Ferrall, 
Covert, Hooker, Owens, Ohio 
Cowles, Lester, Va. rrett, 
Crain, McCarthy, Peel, 
Cummings. McClellan, Penington, 
NOT VOTING—153. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Laidlaw, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ohio Lane, 
Allen, Miss. sp, Lanham, 
Anderson, Kans, Culberson, Tex. Lawler, 
Anderson, Miss, Dargan, \ 
Andrew, Davidson, Lester, Ga, 
Atkinson, Pa. De Haven, Lewis, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Lind, 
Barnes, Dickerson, Magner, 
Beck with, Dockery, Maish, 
Bergen, pom Mansur, 
Riggs, Dunphy, Martin, Ind. 
Bing Edmunds, Martin, Tex, 
Bland, Elliott, McAdoo, 
Blount, Ellis, McClammy, 
Boatner, Enloe, McCord, 
Breckinridge, Evans, McKenna, 
Brickner, Ewart, Milliken, 
Brookshire, Finley, Mills, 
Brower, Fithian, Montgomery, 
Browne, T. M. Flood, Moore, N. 
Brunner, Flower, Moore, Tex. 
Buchanan, N.J. Forman, Morgan, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Mutchler, 
Buckalew, Gibson, Niedringhaus, 
Bullock, Goodnight, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Bunn, Greenhalge, O'Neil, Mass. 
Burton, Grimes, Outhwaite, 
Butterworth, Hatch, Paynter, 
Bynum, Hayes, Perry, 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, Peters, 
Carlton, Heard, Phe 
Caruth, Hemphill, Pierce, 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C, Price, 
Chipman, Hitt, Reyburn, 
Clancy, Kerr, Pa. Richardson, 
Clarke, Ala, Ketcham, Robertson, 
Clunie, Kilgore, Rogers, 
Connell, Knapp, Rowland, 


Russell, 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Scull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, [iL 
Smith, W. Va. 
Sum yser, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stockbridge, 
Struble, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. ‘ 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Townsend, Pa, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 


Shively, 
Stewart, Tex, 
Turner, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson. 


Rusk, 

Seney, 
Skinner, 
Snider, 
Spinola, 
Springer. . 
Stah Inecker, 
Ste Ga. 


ey, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, N, Y. 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Ww 


ie, 
Washington, 
Whiting, 


So all farther proceedings under the call of the House were dispensed 


with. 


The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. CoGSWELL with Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts, for the rest of 


the day. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 134, the nays 38. 


All farther proceedings under the call are dispensed with, and the Clerk 
will proceed to call the roll. 

The question was taken on the approval of the Journal; and there 
were—yeas 152, nays 5, not voting 168; as follows: 


YEAS—152. 
Adams Banks, Booth Caldwell, 
Allen, Mich. Bartine, Boutelle, Campbell, 
Anderson, Kans, Bayne, Bowden, Candler, Mass. 
Andrew, Beck with, Brewer, Cannon, 
Arnold, Belden, Brosius, r. 
Atkinson, ey, Belknap, ewes, Va. Caswell, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Bergen, urrows, Cheadle, 
Baker, - Bliss, Burton, Cheatham, 





1890. 
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Clark, Wis. Hermann, Niedringbaus, Shively, The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 10, not vot- 
Ooleman, Hill, Nute, Simonds, ing 180; as follows: 
Comstock, Hitt, O’ Donnell, Smith, il. 7 YEAS—135 
Conger, Holman, O’ Neill, Pa. Smith, W. Va. aa : ee cue 
Covert, Hopkins, Osborne, Smyser, ‘All al . I ale Lodge Rowel 
Craig, Houk, Owen, Ind. Spooner, - en, Micl Darlingt< M ison Russell. 
Culbertson, Pa. Kelley, Parrett, Stephenson, ree derson, Kans, De Lano McComas Sanford 
Cutcheon, Kennedy, Payne, Stivers, | | tkinson, Pa. Do liver Mect'or nick Sawyer 
Dalzell, Kerr, lowa Payson, Stockbridge, Atkinson, W.Va. Dunne McDuftie Scranton 
Darlington, Kinsey, Penington, Struble, te Baker, Evans, McKinle3 Seul 
De Lano, Lacey, Perkins, Taylor, E. B. } Banks, Farquhar Mi es Shermar 
Dingley, La Follette, Pickler, Taylor, J. D. Bartine, I ‘ atherston Moflitt, Simonds 
Dolliver Lansing, Post, Taylor, Tenn, } Bayne, Flick Morey Smith. I 
Dunnell, Laws, Pugsley, Thomas, Beck with Frank Morril! Smith W.V; 
Evans, | Lehibach, Quackenbush, Thompeon, | Belden, eee Morrow sun yaer, 
Farquhar Lodge, Quinn, Townsend, Colo, Belknap Gest Morse Spooner 
Flick ; Mason, Raines, Townsend, Pa, Bergen, Gifford, Mudd, Stephenso 
Frank McComas, Randall, Turner, Kans, Bingham, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus Stivers 
Funston, McCormick, Ray, Vandever, Bliss, Grout, Nute, Struble, 
Gear McCreary, Reed, Iowa Van Schaick | Boothman, Hall, O'Donnell, Taylor, £.B 
Gest, McDuffie, Reyburn, Vaux, soutelle, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa Taylor, J.D 
Gifford, McKinley, Rife. Waddill, Bowden, Harmer, Osborne Paytor, Tent 
Grosvenor, McRae, Rock well, Walker, Brewer, Haugen, Owen, Ind T homas, 
Grout, Miles, Rowell, Wallace, Mass. Brosius, Henderson, I}. Payne Thompson, 
Hall, Mofiitt, Russell, Wallace, N. Y. Browne, Va Henderson, lowa Payson Townsend, Colo 
Harmer, Morey, Sanford, Wheeler, Mich, Burrows, Herman Perkins Townsend, Pa 
Haugen, Morrill, Sawyer, Wickham, Burton, | Hitt, Pickler, Turner, Kans 
Hleard, Morrow, Scranton, Williams, Ohio Candler, Mass Hopkins Post Vandever, 
Henderson, I). Morse, Scull, Wilson, Wash. } Cannon Houk Pugsley Van Schaick 
Henderson, lowa Mudd, Sherman, Wright ' ; — ane kenbush, . alker, - 
ica imam LAlneSs, yuilace use 
NAYS—5 Clark, Wis Kerr, : Sow a Randall Wallace, N.¥ 
E Cogswell, Kinsey, Ray, Wheeler, Mic! 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, McCarthy, MeClellan. Coleman Lacey, Reed. lowa Wickham 
Enloe, NOT VOTINC 16 | Comstock La Follette, Reyburn Williams, Ohio 
} . VOTING—168. Conger, Lansing, Rife, Wilson, Was 
: : Craiz Aws tockwell Wright 
Abbott, Crain, Laidlaw, Rol rison, ‘ aiid Pa. a. b as heon righ 
Alderson, Crisp, Lane, Rogers, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, ' Lanhani, Rowland, | NAYS—10 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Lawler, Rusk, Crisp McClella: Parrett Shivel 
Bankhead, Dargan, Lee, Sayers, | Hill McCreary. Peninaton 
Barnes, Davidson, Lester, Ga. Seney, Holman O’ Ferrall. Reilly 
Barwig, De Haven, Lester, Va. Skinner, . ; aa ; 
Biggs, Dibble, Lewis, Snider, | VOT VOTING—-1% 
Bingham, Dickerson, Lind, Spinola, | Abbott Cothran Kilgore Roberts< 
Blanchard, Dockery, Magner, Springer, | Alderson Covert Knapp, Rogers, 
Bland, Dorsey, Maish, Stahinecker, Allen, Miss Cowles Laid Rowland, 
Blount, Dunphy, Mansur, Stewart, Ga. Anderson, Miss. Crain Lane, Rusk, 
Boatner, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Tex. Andrew, Culberson, Tex Lanbam, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Elliott, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Vt. Arnold, Cummings, Lawler Seney, 
Brickner, Ellis, McAdoo, Stockdale, Bankhead, Dargan, Lec, Skinner 
Brookshire, Ewart, McClammy, Stone, Ky. | Barnes, Davidson Lester, Ga, Snider, 
Brower, Featherston, McCord, Stone, Mo. Barwig De Haven Lester, Va Spinola 
Brown, J. B. Finley, McKenna, Stump, Biggs, Dibble Lewis Springer 
Browne,T. M. Fiteh, MeMillin, Sweney, Blanchard, Dickerson Lind, Stahlnecker, 
Brunner, Fithian, Milliken, Tarsney, Bland, Dingley Magner Stewart, Ga. 
Buchanan, N. J. Flood, Mills, Taylor, Ill. Blount Dockery Maish Stewart, Tex 
Buchanan, Va, Flower, Montgomery, Tillman, | Boatner, Dorsey, Mansur Stewart, Vt 
Buckalev, Forman, Moore, N. H. Tracey, Breckinridge Dunphy, Martin, Ind Stockbridge 
Bullock, Forney, Moore, Tex. Tucker, Brickner Edmunds Martin, Tex Stockdale 
Bunn, Fowler, Morgan, Turner, Ga, Brookshire, Elliott, McAdoo Stone. Ky 
Butterworth, Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Turner, N. Y. srower Ellis McCarthy Stone, Mo 
Bynum, Gibson, Norton, Venable, Brown, J.B Exloe McClammy, Stump, 
Candler, Ga, Goodnight, Oates, ‘Wade, Browne, T. M. Ewart, McCord Sweney, 
Carlton, Greenhalge, O’Ferrall, Washington, Brunner, Finley, McKenna Tarsney, 
Caruth, Grimes, O’ Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Ala, Buchanan, N.J. Fitch, MeMillin Taylor, I} 
Catchings, Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass, Whiting, Buchanan, Va. Fithian McRae Tillman, 
Chipman, Hare, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, Buckalew, Flood, Milliken, Tracey, 
Chaney, Hatch, Owens, Ohio Wike, Bullock, Flower Mills, Pucker 
Clements, Hayes, Paynter, Wiley, Bunn, Forman, Montgomery, Curner, Ga 
Clunie, Haynes, Peel, Wilkinson, Butterworth, Forney, Moore, N.H, rurner, N. \ 
Cobb, Hemphill, Perry, Willcox, Bynum, Fowler, Moore, Tex Vaux, 
Cogewell, Henderson, N.C. Peters, Williams, Il. Caldwell, Funston, Morgan, Venable 
Connell, Herbert, Phelan, Wilson, Ky. Campbell, Geissenhainer, Mutchler Waddill 
Cooper, Ind, Kerr, Pa. Pierce, Wilson, Mo. Candler, Ga. Gibson, Norton, Wade, 
Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Price, Wilson, W. Va. Carlton, Goodnight, Oates Washington 
Cothran, Kilgore, Reilly, Yardley, Carter, Greenhalge O' Neall, Ind Wheeler, Ala, 
Cowles, Knapp, Richardson, Yoder. Caruth, Grimes, O’ Neil, Mass Whiting, 
p ana . Catchings, Hare, Outh waite, Whitthorne 
The following additional pairs were announced: Cheadle. Hateh eciumas ie Wike. 
Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TuRNER, of Georgia, until further notice. Chipman Hayes, Paynter Wiley 
Mr. KetcHaM with Mr. RoceErs, until farther notice. eee a. arnse —. = 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the names of the mem- | Cjements. Hemphill, Peters. Williams. Ill. 
bers noted as present and not voting. Clunie, Henderson, N.C. Phelan Wilson Ks 
* . Cobb erbert, *ierce, ilson o 
The Clerk read as follows: ce. nee “her i Wile wet 
Mr, CoGsweLyt. Mr. Coorer of Ohio, Mr. CoTHran, Mr. Crisp, Cooper, Ind Kerr, Pa. Quinn, Yardles 
ven, Mr. Hare, Mr. Hempurty, Mr. Hersert, Mr. Linp, Mr. McKewna, Mr, | Cooper, Ohio Ketcham Richards Yeder 


Oates, Mr. O’ FERRALL, Mr. REILLY, 
WILry, and the SPEAKER. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 153 and the nays 
are 5; and the Journal is approved. 


Mr. Taytor of Illinois, Mr. Wape, Mr. The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. SNIDER with Mr. WHITING, until further notice. 

TheSPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 135 and the nays are 
10; no quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move acall of the House. 

The question was taken on ordering a call of the Hous nd the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it 

Mr. O° PERRALL. I ask for a division 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 1 
the Honse was ordered. The Clerk called the ro! 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the contested-election case | 
of Langston vs. Venable is n»w before the House, and in pursuance of | 
the notice which I gave yesterday, that I would move the previous 


So a call of 
question at 2 o’clock to-day, I now make that motion. 


nd the following- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


' 
The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes | 2amed members failed to answer: 
seemed to have it. | Abbott, sarwig Boatner, Buchanan, N. J 
n " hl eee lerso layne tre< nt re c Va 
Mr. CRISP. I ask for a division. Allen. Mise ~ ll ~~ 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 13. Anderson, Mis« siggs Brookshire, Anllock 
Mr. O'FERRALL. No quorum. Andrew, Bingham, Brower, 7% gunn, : 
Baker, Blanchard, trown, J B. Butierwortl 
Mr. KERR, ot Iowa. I call tor the yous and nays. Bankhead Bland, srowne, T, M Bynum, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Barnes Blount, Brunner, Cam pbe)! 


qi 


og 
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Candler, Ga. Fithian, Martin, Ind, Skinner, 
Candier, Mass Flood, Martin, Tex. Snider, 
Carlton, Forman McAdoo, Spinola, 
Caruth, Forney, MeCarthy, Springer, 
Catchings, Fowler, McClammy, Stahinecker, 
Chipman Gevwsenhainer, McCord, Stewart, Ga. 
Claney, Gibson, MeMiilin, Stewart, Tex. 
Clarke, Ala Gifford, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 
Clements, Goodnight, Mills, Stockdale, 
Clunie, Greenhalge, Montgomery. Stone, Ky. 
Cobh, Grimes, Moore, N. H. Stone, Mo. 
Connell, Hall, Moore, Tex. Stump, 
Cooper, Ind. Hare, Morgan, Sweney, 
Cothran, Hatch, Mutchler, Tarsney, 
Covert, Hayes, Norton, Tillman, 
Cowles, Haynes Oates, ‘Tracey, 
Crain, Heard, O’ Neall, Ind Tucker, 
Oulberson, Tex. Hemphill, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Ga. 
Culbertson, Pa. omdaanen, N.C. Outhwaite, Turner, Kans, 
Cummings, Herbert Owen, Ind. Turner, N. Y. 
Cutcheon, Hooker, Owens, Ohio. Vaux, 
Dargan, Kerr, Pa Paynter. Venable, 
Davidson, Ketcham, Peel, Wade, 

De Haven Kilgore, Perry, Wallace, Mass. 
Dibble, Knapp, Peters, Washington, 
Dickerson, Laidlaw, Phelan, Wheeler, Ala. 
Dockery, Lane, Pierce, Whiting, 
Dorsey, Lanham, Price, Whitthorne, 
Dunphy, Lansing, Quinn, Wike, 
Edmunds Lawler, Richardson, Wiley, 
Elliott, Lee, Robertson, Willcox, 
Ellis, Lester, Ga Rogers, Williams, Il. 
Enloe, Lester, Va. Rowland, Wilson, Ky. 
Ewart, Lewis, Rusk, Wilson, Mo. 
Veatherston Magner, Sanford, Wilson, W. Va. 
Finley, Maish, Sayers, Yardley, 
Fitch, Mansur, Seney, Yoder, 


The following members reported at the desk and were noted as pres- 
ent, under the rule: 
Mr. BAyNe, Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. BAKER, Mr. Girrorp, Mr. HALL, 
and Mr. LANSING, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 151 members present—not a 
quorum, 
My. HAUGEN, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 3 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned, 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule X XIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A bill (8. 250) making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 544) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Bar Harbor, in the State of Maine—to 
the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S, 2188) for marking the lines of battle and the positions of 
troops of the Army of Northern Virginia at Gettysburgh, Pa., and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2368) for the relief of James Grace—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (8. 2672) authorizing the Librarian of Congress to purchase 
‘“Townsend’s Library of National, State, and Individual Records, com- 
prising a collection of historical records concerning the origin, progress, 
and consequences of the late civil war’’—to the Committee on the Li- 
brary 

A bill (8. 3515) to provide for the reappraisal and sale of the unsold 

rtion of the grounds, and the buildings thereon, known as the Dear- 

rn Arsenal, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (8S. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blam, late commissioner- 
general, and James M. Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner to the 
Bareclona Exposition—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Joint resolution (8. R. 122) to print the eulogies on Hon. James B. 
Beck—to the Committee on Printing. 

Joint resolution (8. R. 123) to enable the commission having c 
of the preparation and erection of the statue, with suitable emblematic 
devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the city of Wash- 
ington to the memory of General Lafayette and his compatriots, toex- 
ecute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted by 
the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 1890—to the 
Commitee on the Library. 


—_—_— 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WALKER: 

Resolved, That the Rules of the House be amended by adding two sections to 
Rule XVI, as follows: 

“Sec. 44. No question shall be entertained by the Speaker touching adjourn- 
ment, or a recess, or to lay on the table, ur to postpone, orto pesumanevel to re- 
consider, unless a majority of the members within the bar of the House rise to 
second such question : Provided, Five members rise to object to such motion, 
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“Sec.4}. When less than a quorum is present when the vote on any question 
begins, or during the vote, a motion for the call of the House shal! then be first 
in order, and if a call of the Honse is then ordered and upon such call of the 
House a quorum is secured, the Speaker, upon the demand of any member, 
which is seconded by a majority of those voting upon a division upon that de- 
mand, shall proceed to take the vote by yea and nay upon the question pending 
when the motion forthe call of the House was made and before the House shall 
dispense with further proceedings under the order for acall of the House; and 
any member who is in the Hall of the House at any time during the call of the 
House and who fails to vote when the yeas and nays are called under this rule, 
shall be, and is hereby, fined the sum of $40, which fine shal! be deducted from 
the pay of the member fined, by the Sergeant-at-Arms, and the Speaker shall 
not entertain a motion for the change or remission of such fine; ” 


to the Committee on Rules. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the following bills of the House, which were sever- 
ally referred to the Coramittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. Cameron, late first 
lieutenant Ninth United States Colored Troops. (Report No. 3107.) 
A bill (H. R. 6908) to amend the record of Fayette Adams, Company 
I, Thirty-seventh Illinois. (Report No, 3108.) 

Mr. SCULL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 3275) for the relief of John William Cable, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3109)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
was referred the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested to transmit to the House 
of Representatives the final report of Hon. Archibald Campbell, commissioner 
on the part of the United States to carry into effect the first article of the treaty 
with Great Britain, of June 15, 1846, namely, the surveying and marking of the 
northwestern boundary between Canada and the United States, both land and 
water, and all special reports, maps, and documents accompanying the same; 
reported thesame favorably; which, accompanied by areport (No.3110), 
was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11173) to increase the pension of 
Elias D. Thompson, accompanied by a report (No. 3111)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery Geiger, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3112)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11575) granting a pension to Sylvanus B. Dorsett. (Re- 
rt No. 3113.) 

A bill (H. R. 11308) to pension Carroll Renfro. (Report No. 3114.) 
A bill ce R. 10992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Floyd. (Re- 
port No. 3115.) 

A bill (H. R. 11306) to pension Willis Brooks. (Report No. 3116.) 
A bill (H. R. 7880) grantinga pension to Mrs. G. W. Griffith. (Re- 
port No, 3117.) 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Satterfield. 
(Report No. 3118.) E 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy (Report No. 3119) ; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension of Mary Y. Dewees 
(Report No, 3120). 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3560) granting an honorable discharge 
to Almon Wetmore, accompanied by a report (No, 3130)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and reterred as follows: 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 12086) to provide for the adjudica- 
tion and settlement of certain rights and claims of the Cheyenne and 
Arapaho tribes of Indians, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 12087) for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Newport, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12088) for the relief of 


Henry Kernaghan—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12089) granting a pension to Lieut. 
George T. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 12090) for the relief of A. K. Meek— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 12091) for the relief of John 
Hornick and Fred. T. Evans, of Sioux City, Iowa, and Richard Dunn, 
of Forest City, 8. Dak.—to the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tion Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of John Irvin, Company EF, 
Sixty-fourth Obio Volunteers, for correction of record—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., protesting against passage of House bill 595, to authorize 
the use of the north pier at Buftalo, N. Y., for commercial purposes— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., in | 
favor of legislation to provide against recarrence of floods in the Mis- 
sissippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


en 


SENATE. 
. FripAy, September 19, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PADDOCK presented a telegraphic memorial of the New York 
Cotton Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas City (Mo.) Post-Office 
Clerks’ Association, praying for the passage of the House bill 10086, 
granting postal clerks an annual vacation, etc. ; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of C. Burton Phillips, of Georgia, 
praying to be reimbursed to the extent of $40,000 for materials taken 
from him by the Federal Army daring the late civil war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of a considerable number of citi- 
zens of the Territory of Oklahoma, praying that an'appropriation of 
$300,000 be made for the purpose of erecting school-houses in that 
Territory. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1426, 
of Imogene, Iowa, praying for the passage of House bill 5353, known 
as the Butterworth option bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of J. C. Merrill and 11 other citizens | 
of Floyd County, lowa, praying for the passage of a law prohibiting 
the importation of intoxicating liquor into the States and Territories | 
contrary to the laws thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table. | 

He also presented the petition of Mahala Wood, of Leon, Iowa, pray- | 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of McMillan Post, No. 463, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Baxter, Iowa, praying for the passage of Senate bill 
1094, granting service and disability pensions to ex-Union soldiers: 

| 


A 


which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Campbell and other citizens 
of Des Moines, Iowa, praying that $100 a month be granted to Rob- 
ert N. Moore, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. = 

He also presented a petition of 27 citizens of Hazleton, Iowa, and a 

etition of 26 citizens of Lenox, Iowa, praying for the passage of House | 

ill 8648, to prevent the adulteration and misbranding of food and 
ner which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of 23 citizens of New Hope Grange, Iowa; 
@ petition of Timber City Farmers’ Alliance, of lowa; a petition of the 
Defense Farmers’ Alliance, of Greene, Iowa; a petition of the Green 
Tree Farmers’ Alliance, of Davenport, Iowa; a petition of the Coon 
Creek Farmers’ Alliance, of Cedar County, Iowa; a petition of Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 1582, of Black Hawk County, Iowa; a petition of the Par- 
adise Farmers’ Alliance, of Crawford County, Iowa; a petition of the 
Hardin County (Iowa) Farmers’ Alliance; a petition of Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, No. 1653, of Long Grove, Iowa; a petition of the Walter Farmers’ 
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Alliance, No. 1441, of Farley, Iowa; a petition of the Honey Creek 
Farmers’ Alliance of Ladora, Iowa; a petition of the Washington 
Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1082, of Unionville, lowa; a petition of citizens 
Ex ; 
, 





of North zlish, Iowa, and a petition of the Jefferson Township 
Farmers’ Alliance, of Iowa, praying for the passage of the Conger lard 
bi which were referred to the Commit Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petit ‘f the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Wood County, West Virginia, signed | \. A. Kellar, pr lent, and 
Jos. H. Davis, secretary, praying for the passage of what is known as 
the pure-lard bill; which was referred to the Co tt mn Avricult- 


ure and Forestry 
REPORTS OF COMMITTE! 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Commiitee on Pensions, to whom wast 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart, 1 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1531) forthe relief of the estate of John Eric 
son, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands, I re 
port back adversely resolutions subi 
Florida [Mr. CALL]. The natural course and the ordinary course to 
be taken would be to indefinitely postpone the resolutions, but at the 
request of the junior Senator from Florida | Mr. Pasco], I ask that 
they may be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PASCO. I make that request because of the absence of my col- 
league [Mr. CALL], and not knowing what may be his further wish 
with reference to these resolutions. I have not committed myself in 
any way in favor of or against the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. Resolution by Mr. CALL, January 8, 1890 
relation to the claim of Florida under the swamp-land grant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be placed on the Ca 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. DOLPH. There isanother resolution adversely reported which 
has not been announced. ‘There were two resolutions reported ad- 
versely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The other resolution will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Resolution by Mr. CALL, December 4, 1889, 
directing the Committee on Public Lands to investigate the facts con- 
cerning alleged illegal and fraudulent conveyances of public lands in 
the State of Florida. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be placed on the Cal 
endar 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence, reported it with an amendment. 


1itted by the senior Senator from 


Mr. VEST, irom the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Osage River at someaccessible point in the county of Penton, in t} { 
of Missouri, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 10265) to authorize the construction of a bridge ac the Alta- 
maha River, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. BLAIR (by request of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) introduced a bill (S. 4410) to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of alcoholic liquors in the Territories, except for medical, scienti 


and mechanical purposes, and to regulate the manufacture and sali 
thereof for such excepted purposes; which wap read twik 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4411) toaunthorize the Washingt 
and Western Railroad Company, of Virginia, to extend its line into and 
within the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4412) for the relief of James | 
Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR, by request) introduced a bill (8.4413) to restrict the smok 
ing of cigarettes, cigars, and the use of tobacco by minors in the Dis 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Colulmbia. 

INCREASE OF SILVER MONEY. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I introduce a joi it resolution which I ask may 
be read and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 124) providing for an immediate incr 


| of silver money was read the first time by its title. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire to have the joint 
resolution read at length ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Itis short, and I shall be glad to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read at 
length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


Whereas it is claimed that the recent increase from §1 to $1.20 per ounce for 
silver bullion advanced the price of wheat, corn, cotton, and other American 
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farm products more than $400,000,000 as compared with their average prices dur- 
tng the past six years; and 
hereas the market value of said products have suddenly and unnaturally 
declined many million dollars, sooeeiisinmdions the last very bad report of the 
Department of Agriculture, showing the general poor quality and s of 
nearly all crops this year, and the very unseasonable and bad weather since 
that report was made; and 
Whereas it is apparent that said decline is due to a want of sufficient money 
in circulation to handle American products, and to the late decline in the price 
of silver bullion, said to be induced largely by foreign and home capitalists com- 
bining to lock up large amounts of money in banks, trust companies, and other 
moneyed institutions to control the price of silver bullion now in American 


meee, and thereby control the price of all other products of American indus- 
try: anc 

Whereas it is further apparent that if silver bullion was restored to its true 
parity of value with gold bullion, and a reasonable amount of legal-tender paper 


money was aided to the volume of currency, in connection with gold and sil- 
ver, prices for American farm products would be restored where they were when 
$50 per capita of Government paper obligations were in use as money, and that 
the business of the country, which depends entirely on the prosperity of its 
farmers, would revive and again become prosperous; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury is now buying large amounts of Gov- 
ernment bondsand paying out large amounts of money as interest on bonds 
one year before it is due for the acknowledged purpose of putting money in 
circulation to avoid a panic that might paralyze enterprise and thereby tend to 
bankrupt the country; and 

Whereas under such conditions Congress should useevery legitimate effort 
not only to increase the volume of money, but to break down all combinations 
formed by speculators to control prices for American produets, and especially 
the price of silver bullion, which so largely influences prices for all other prod- 
uets: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and Flouse of Representatives of the United States of 
imerica in Congress assembled, That to give immediate and partial relief to the 
present great want for money ,the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to purchase, in American markets, within thirty days 
from the passage of this resolution, 10,000,000 ounces of silver bullion, at its pres- 
ent legal requirement of weight and fineness, or so much thereofas he can buy 
at a cost not exceeding $1.2929 per ounce. Thatthesilver bullion boughtunder 
the provisions of this resolution shall be immediately coined intosilver money 
and held in the Treasury as current money. « That the silver bullion hereby au- 
thorized and directed to be ought shall not interfere with the monthly pur- 
chase of silver bullion provided for in the act passed August 13, 1890. Thatany 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated is hereby appropriated to 


pay for the silver bullion authorized and directed to be bought under this reso- 
nilion. 


BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day, submitted by the Senator trom 
Kansas (Mr. PLumB]. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie over, please, my colleague not being 
in the Chamber, retaining its place, if there be no objection, subject 
to call to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB subsequently said: If in order, I will ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the resolution which I offered on a 
previous day on the subject of the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. HOAR, I thought that went over until to-morrow at the re- 
quest of the Senator’s colleague. 

Mr. PLUMB, Oh, I did not know. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; I suggested, on account of the absence of my 
colleague, that it might lie over, unless he came in. 

Mr. HOAK. All right; I do not care. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PLuMpB on the 17th instant was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
be recom mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions toso amend 


the same as to provide a system of voluntary bankruptcy only, and as thus 
amended to again report the same to the Senate at the earliest practicable mo- 


ment, 
sate VK ‘E-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. HOAR. Lhope the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will not 
think it his duty to press that resolution at the present time. The 
bill has been very carefuliy drawn and the voluntary system of bank- 
ruptcy made as complete as it can be, so that a mere motion to strike 
out, when the bill comes up for consideration, the involantary clauses 
will present as perfect a system of voluntary bankruptcy alone as the 
committee could report if the bill were recommitted to them. The 
features are not inextricably mingled, or mingled at all in any way to 
make such a course a matter of inconvenience, 

If there is to be a discussion of the whole bankruptcy system I should 
be obliged to take two or three hours, I suppose, of the time oi the Sen- 
ate, and should do it at mach more length I presume. Like anybody 
whe makes a speech on a subject he is generally full of when he has not 
devoted himself to compressing his ideas, I should probably take longer 
in debating the question now than I should do when I came with my 
matter compacted and prepared. 

I had not supposed lately that there was any possibility that this bill 
would come up at the present session of Congress. Itis number 1l0ona 
scheme of business which has been agreed to by the Republican caucus 
and communicated to the other side, and while they have not, I sup- 
pose, taken any formal action upon it, I understand it has been gener- 
ally acceptable to them, they expressing no disapprobation of it. That 
scheme involves quite a number of subjects which will fill up the time, 
as we have, besides, an agreement to devote an hour a day to the Cal- 
endar, and the disposition of all the pension cases, which will take at 


least one day more, and the conference report on the tariff bill will be 
dealt with when it comes in. Isupposethereis no impropriety in say- 
ing that I stated when it was puton that list that I had it put there so 
that there might be no failure of fidelity to duty imputed to me, if 
there should happen to be any time left at this session, contrary to any- 
body’s expectation, and that it might be in shape to receive the respect 
that course would give it at the next session. 

It would be serious interference, I think, with the other matters on 
the Calendar to require a debate of the subject atthistime. I suppose 
nobody will question, whatever his opinion may be on a bankruptcy 
scheme, that it is a subject which deserves a respectful consideration 
on the part of the Senate, and a respectful denial of or assent to the 
desire of the business men and public bodies that have made their 
wishes known in former years and to some extent more recently. 

It is one of those subjects which have divided theopinion of the peo- 
ple from the foundation of the Government. To establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy was put in the Constitution as one of the 
enumerated powers, and, as some people think, the enumerated duties, 
of Congress, At the same time, no bankruptcy system has ever been 
permanent. 

I confess I do not think it is myself expedient that a bankruptcy 
system should be adopted as substantially a party matter, still less 
that it should be adopted as a sectional matter; and at the same time 
I should be faithless to the desires and interests and opinions of my own 
constituents if I did not do my duty by this bill. I have given a great 
deal of study to it, to make it as little exposed to the objections which 
have been presented to the previous measures by the Senator trom Kansas 
and others as I could, and I hope to have it still further amended with 
the consent of the committee. Thereare some amendments which the 
committee informally have agreed on which are not in the bill,«and 
which they are ready to present. 

I do not of course suppose that the honorable Senator from Kansas 
intended anything like indignity to me or to the committee. I do 
not make any such suggestion as that. I suppose he made the motion 
in pursuance of what he regarded as a public duty, in opposition to 
@ measure which he regarded as a public evil. At the same time, 
when a special measure has passed the House of Representatives, been 
referred to a committee of the Senate and its members have consid- 
ered it as well as they could—it is a case I have given a good many 
days of hard work and study to—I am not aware that the Senate by 
resolution in the morning hour should take up the measure and be 
asked to commit itself to a hostile proceeding in regard to it before it 
is reached upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I object,in the first place, to the pas- 
sage of a bankruptcy bill; that is, one embracing the involuntary feat- 
ures. In the next place, I should object decidedly to having such a 
bill considered with a view to passage at this session of Congress. 
Therein lay my chief motive for offering this resolution. 

This bill was not considered in the House of Kepresentatives ex- 
cept in committee. It was voted on by the House; but when I say 
it was not considered I mean that it was not open to that indefinite 
opportunity for amendment which exists here and at times also there. 
I do not mean to say that the House did not express its final opinion 
upon the general subject or upon the general features of the bill, but 
it is one of those comprehensive, far-reaching schemes which ought to 
receive, if it is to be adopted, the most ample and thorough considera- 
tion. Once adopted, it will never be amended; that is, in minor par- 
ticulars, at any rate, and it is in those minor particulars that the op- 

rtunities for oppression exist. The old bankruptcy law was proba- 

ly the most stapendons fraud that ever was enacted in the name of 
legislation. It robbed the poor for the benefit of the rich; it robbed 
the innocent for the benefit of the wicked. Itstood like a Jog across the 
pathway of the American people, and it was not until it was removed 
that the country had a decent opportunity tor prosperity, and pros- 
perity ensued almost immediately on the repeal of that law. 2 

There has been a somewhat exceptional condition of things exist- 
ing since, whereby enterprising, active, generous peop’e have fallen 
behind the times financially. I can see that it would be very wise 
and proper for Congress to so legislate as that those people may take 
the advantage of the law to make a full disclosure of their liab lities 
and their assets, giving over the latter to their creditors, and there- 
upon being discharged. But to use this most useful and wholesome 
legislative idea te fasten upon the country a comprehensive scheme for 
the collection of debts whereby the business of the country and the sol- 
vency of all small traders shall be put absolutely and unqualifiedly 
in the hands of the wholesalers and men living in the large cities, seems 
to me to be out of keeping and wrong. 

If it is to be done, | want it to be done after the Senate has had am- 
ple time and opportunity to consider it, and when it is full, and not 
when it is distracted by pending elections and the necessity of a large 
number of its members to be absent either all the time or from time 
to time, but when the Senate shall come fresh to the consideration of 
this and other public questions unembarrassed by these exterior con- 
siderations, and I should it as a misfortune to be avoided at 
every possible hazard to consider that bill at the present session of Con- 
gress. I do not, in saying this or any of these things, mean to’ reflect 
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upon the committee or upon the Senator from Massachusetts in the 
slightest degree. These things represent radical differences of opinion 
as honestly held on the one side as on the other. 

I want to get as nearly as possible an assurance that this bill shall 
not be considered at the present session of Congress. I do not want to 
be under constraint to stay here until the gavel falls at the close of the 
session, if I can help it, supposing it shall be protracted until near the 
November elections. Nobody can tell whatmay happen. Two yea: 
ago Congress sat here until the 20th day of October. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR, 
this bill in regard to any assurance as to taking it up at this session. 
I do not think it would be becoming in me to do it under the cireum- 
stances, but I will say to the Senator that the bankruptcy bill shall 
never come up with my consent at this session or at any other time 
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I do not propose to make any bargain or trade about | 


when any Senator shall claim that there is not the fullest opportunity | 


to have it considered in a full Senate and at such length as it ought to 
be considered. The Senator may take that for granted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would have taken as much as that for granted 
at all events, that on the suggestion made at the time, the Senator 
would not press whatever advantage he might have by reason of there 
beinga thin Senate, nor did I impute to him the design to have the bill 
considered when the Senate was so thin that it could not receive proper 
consideration. 


But, with the feeling I have upon this subject, I am exceedingly de- | 


sirous that every possible safeguard may be placed around the con- 
sideration of this measure, and not expecting myself to change my 
opinion as to the advisability of the passage of the bill in substantially 
its present shape, I still strongly desire if it is to be passed that the pos- 
sible effect of every single paragraph in it shall be thoroughly dis- 
cussed and understood before it receives the sanction of the Senate. 
It is a matter which is not one-sided. I am glad to say that some of 
the commercial bodies which have heretofore indorsed it have with- 
drawn that indorsement. I am glad to say that some of the oldest 
wholesale merchants of Chicago and New York have said in the most 
emphatic manner that they do not regard it as desirable. But still 
[ do know the association of wholesalers in the United States not only 
employed to draught a bill the person whose name it bears, but have set 
instrumentalities in motion throughout the United States which cost 


a great deal of money, whichindicate that their interest in this matter | 
is not the interest of all the people of the United States, or a majority | 


| 


Mr. HOAR. I think I oug 











I< to say one or two words in regard to 
what has last fallen from the Senator from Kansas. There ar prob- 
ably at this moment from one hundred 1 t vo hundred and 
fifty thousand person 1 the United States who wear upon their 
limbs the fetters of an indebtedne vhich they can only escape from 
by the operation of a national bank: iptey law. The great rivers in 
this country have naturally be ne the boundary lines of § and 
the great cities have grown up na on the b great 

| rivers, and therefore it is true th t t rcial 
towns and cities are witl t couple ¢ le of t indari¢ 
of the State in which they ! ind, | ith, | n, Hart- 
ford, New Haven, Providence, New York. Phi ’ eton 
| Charleston, Pittsburgh, St. Louis, and P: ( troi 
Buffalo, and so on. , Now therefore it happens, and ys 1a} 
pened, that whenever any business man fa \ » number ¢ 
| creditors who are dwellers in other States than the State of his own 
residence, so that no State insolvency law can set him free, and that 
condition of things is increased by the extent o » dealing of our great 
manufacturers, both corporations and vidu | nat turel 
in Providence, R. J., has his competitor in Illinois and his customer in 
Louisiana, and the source of his supply, his creditor in Pittsburgh or 
in Birmingham, Ala., and therefore it is that these men are le!t to lead 
a desolate and hopeless life, depending upon the will of some o ngle 
creditor who wishes to get an advantage for himself. 

Now, Mr. President, itisahbsolutely imp acticable, as an I l 
see on &@ moment’s reflection, to have a national bankrupt law which 

| deals with voluntary cases alone without some provision ie | 

venting of fraudulent preference by the debtor by an involuntary pro 
ceeding, because when we pass a bankrupt law, whatever may be it 
character, from that moment all the State systems of insolvency are 
suspended, so that a State gives its support to a bankruptcy law here 
at the price of an abaridonment of its local and domestic a nents 
for that purpose. 

My experience does not agree with that of the honora lator 
from Kansas as to the operations of the old bankrupt law I iS @} 
pensive, it was in some cases administered extravagantly. It “ded 
the Massachusetts insolvency system, which is admitted, I believe, to 
be one of the best in the world, under which a little workman who 
had made a contract to build a house for a gentleman and had mate 

| rials rise under his hands and had a few creditors could get ! 
| charge almost for nothing. 
I remember, Mr. President, myself, when | a youngst veing 


of the people of the United States, but of a class who by reason of the | 


passage of this or a similar bill will put a clutch upon the throat of 
all the business of a small kind carried on in the United States. 
I am speaking of these things of course simply as representing my 


own feeling, and I have the utmost deference for the feelings of the | 


Senator from Massachusetts representing a different sentiment. The 
creditor class, the wholesalers, see in this measure a wise one for set- 
ting in motion the debt-collecting processes of the United States. 
not unmindful of the fact that the framers of the Constitution put it 


Tam | 


into the Constitution, thereby perhaps imposing a nominal duty upon | 


Congress in emergencies to pass some general legislation upon this sub- 
ject; and it is because it is found in the Constitution that this bill can 
be made so far-reaching. There are no State lines which can obstruct 
its operation. 


It seizes upon men within the limits of the States and | 


| what upon the character of the community. 
| a bankruptcy system can be contrived, and has been contri 


| 


Territories equally. Therefore what Congress can do issimply what an | 


autocrat may do, 
the fact that there is this great power, and a power which is more easily 
abused than it is made use of in the right way, that I oppose the bil! 
in the first place, and in the next place, that 1 wish it shal! not be con- 
sidered until the amplest opportunity is afforded in order that every 
possible objection and suggestion for improvement may be presented. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to say a word ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. In harmony with the suggestion made by the Sen- 


There is no limitation whatever, and by reason ot | 


ator a moment ago as to the information from merchants in different | 


cities, I wish to say that I received this morning two letters from the 
most prominent business men, perhaps, in Chicago asking that this bill 
shall not be passed, at the present session at any rate. 

Mr. PLUMB. t had a dispatch vesterday from the leading com- 
mercial body of Kansas City which heretofore importuned me in the 
strongest way to give my support to this bill, in which they said they 
wished to recall their support of it, and explaining why they had 
changed their minds. 

But I do not care to argue this question, but I wanted to enforce 
the view which I have presented as far as I might, and begging par- 
don for taking the time of the Senate or even seeming to impute to the 
Senator from Massachusetts and those who favor the bill anything but 
the best of motives—of course I did not have anything of that kind 
in my mind—I am entirely willing that this resolution shall go over, 
retaining its place on the Calendar so that it may be called up in case 
any possible contingency may arise, though not regarding it as of any 
consequence in view of the declaration the Senator from Massachusetts 
has made, which is entirely characteristic of that fairness in matters 
submitted to his control or in any way under his supervision. 


XXI——639 
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Ty 


| depend upon what somebody else does 


' or my ability to pay is an off 


| 


| feature to which I allude. 


appointed an assignee of an estate of a small manufacturer who lived 
in the adjacent town of Middlebury. I attended three m« 
that estate and as assignee collected, settled, and paid the divid 
and made a journey of 6 miles down tothe town where the 
and charged $15 for my entire services as assignee, and I wa 
by the clerk who had control of the thing to $16. The clerk 
near friend of mine and afterwards my partner. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator if 
are any such assignees and any such clerks now in existence 

Mr. HOAR. I think they can probably be found. 


nds 
? 


ed 


man li 
wo 
8 ~ 


bs 
he supp th 


It depends som 


[ hope and believe that 


every Senator when he comes to look at it, including the honorable 
Senator from Kansas, will sce affords almost absolute and rea 
security against the repetition of such things as the Senator | 
plained of. ‘ 

The committee informally have agreed to strike o 
sections providing for the punishment of offenses bef 
as it is called, in the bill which we have reported. 
we propose to strike out that feature. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Whatare those prov 
out ? 

Mr. HOAR. Crimes before bankruptcy 

Mr. PLUMB. Has not the Supreme Cou 
provision of that kind is unconstitutional 

Mr. HOAR. No 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand it so 

Mr. HOAR. I am frank to say. aud I say now, ho think I 
ought not to detain the Senate much longer at this time, that it ha 
been in all the bankruptcy systems that ever existe 
whether a man has committed an offense 


sions which ar { 


I prefer my creditor to-day, the act being harimle nd noti! t 
may be converted into an offense or a crime by some ot! I 
ting me into bankruptcy within six months af urd | 1 
I think also it is somewhat uous 
when the obtaining of property under representat 
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ionsOo 
of Missou 
erted into an off 
idicated a bankrupt 


it is ] ed to stri out that 


nse again 
in that State to-day, that it should be ¢ 
the United States by my being ad 
months thereafter. For those r 
class of offenses altogether. 

I wish to say one thing more in regard to what has fallen from my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Curt Of « 


iw 


ison yropo 


mi) urse | do not innke ant 





| 


ee 


orion ented oo 


ath meesmanc APTI ee 


a2 Cin Are 


—— 


; 





10210 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 19, 





putation upon the motives of the business men to whom he has re- 
ferred, because it would be arrogant and presumptuous, considering 
the differences of opinion which exist in the country and exist in this 
Chamber, to deny or to question for a moment that the opposition toa 
bankruptcy law is founded upon as conscientious public spirited rea- 
sons as the favor of it; but at the same time it is true, as I suppose 
and believe, that there are some very large business men in New York 
and some very large business men in Chicago who have a system of 
getting preferences from the men who deal with them all over the coun- 
try—-a system of bankruptcy which prefers them and shuts everybody 
else out in the cold—and they are moving heaven and earth to defeat 
this bill, and I think it will be found there is quite as much exertion 
on the one side as on the other of that kind. But all these questions 
are not questions of the merits-—— 

Mr. POWER. How do they obtain the power to do that? 

Mr. HOAR. They have a system of contract and of understanding 
by which no man can get credit from them without an expressed or 
implied but a perfectly assured understanding that whenever they find 
themselves unable to pay their debts these creditors who supply them 
will get the preference, and then they will be started again and go on. 

Mr. POWER. That mustbe done by a system and by careful execu- 
tive work. 

Mr. HOAR. It is by the most careful executive work, indeed, and 
the most skillful and ingenious system is adopted. I ought not to say 
it, but as the Senator has gone into the merits of this thing somewhat, 
I said in the beginning, and I say now, that I do not want a bank- 
ruptcy system to be adopted in this country if it is to be adopted as a 
party measure, and I do not want a bankruptcy system to be adopted 
in this country if it is to be adopted as asectional measure. I believe, 
having much meditated upon this subject, and I hope it is not pre- 
sumptuous for me to say that I think I understand it as well as I am 
capable of understanding any subject of the kind, however much or 
little that may be, that the passage, with the assent of the representa- 
tives of the West and the South, of a moderate, safe, just, reasonable 
system for securing the distribution of property of insolvent debtors 
among creditors in the cases where it is to go to their creditors at all, 
instead of having it go all to one, would have a healing and fertilizing 
effect upon the whole country, and that such a system within three 
years would reduce the rate of interest where it is now 10, 12, or 14 
per cent, to 34, 44, 5, or 6 per cent. 

When the honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who 
is now absent, was making a very able argument upon this subject I 
asked him what was the ordinary rate of interest in his State with 
reasonably good security, and he answered me that it was 10 or 12 per 
cent., and at that time there was money by the hundreds of millions 
lying in the coffers of Wall street and State street which the owners 
would have been glad to loan for a reasonable time, or on call, or on a 
year or two years’ time, at from 2} to 3 or 3} percent. The State of 
Connecticut was at that very time borrowing money at about 2.75 per 
cent, a year. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 


der consideration, and I spent a great deal of time on it and helped to 
get it through after a great struggle. ‘The difficulty in that case was 
that the other House insisted upon an exemption of homesteads, and 
the Senate said that was unconstitutional, but on investigation by Judge 
Thurman and myself—he was also on the committee—of the decisions 
of the former bankrupt acts, we ascertained that they had allowed an 
exemption, and it was precisely the same principle. Consequently the 
Senate decided that it was constitutional and overruled the majority of 
the Judiciary Committee, and the bill was passed. I had great hopes, 
as all of us had, as w the operation of that bill, who were anxious for 
the good results that it was supposed would follow fromit. I watched 
it through its whole history and I think on the whole it did more harm 
than good. The bankruptcy courts became places where great wrongs 
were perpetrated and estates were wasted. My observation of thatex 

periment discoprages me very much in regard to any bankrupt law; but 
if we are to have what the Senator from Massachusetts says is a matter 
of great consideration and there are two hundred and fifty thousand en- 
terprising men 

Mr. HOAR. I said from one hundred and fifty to two hundred and 
fifty thousand men. 

Mr. STEWART. Well, I will say one hundred thousand enterpri- 
ing men that are shut out from business. 

Mr. HOAR. About one hundred and fifty thousand was the num- 
ber three or four years ago. 

Mr. STEWART. Even it there were but a hundred thousand men, 
it affects very materially the prosperity of thecountry. I think that I 
shall be prepared to vote for a voluntary bankrupt act, and try that first, 
and let the communities which are suffering on account of their being 
deprived of the capacity to do business to contribute to the general 
welfare be relieved. I think we might relieve them. If we pass a 
bankrupt law I am confident it will have the same effect that all bank 
rupt laws heretofore passed have had. There has been a harvest of 
what has been termed rascality under them, and they have all been 
repealed after a few years’ trial. 

I do not know whether the country would stand an involuntary 
bankrupt law at this time or not, but I should be willing to vote for a 
voluntary bankrupt law properly guarded. It is a matter that needs 
to be thoroughly considered, and you want a full Senate and attention 
when a maiter of that kind, so difficult and so complicated, is under 
consideration. I do not believe there is time at this session to give to 
the subject that consideration which it deserves. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr, President, I desire simply to say that I share 
the apprehension expressed by the Senator from Kansas as to the pos- 
sible, the probable, or perhaps I should say the certain disasters to fol- 
low the enactment of a bankruptcy law having an involuntary pro- 
vision therein. I should dislike, however, to vote to recommit the bill 
with instructions in respect to any features of the bill, and I am glad 
to hear the Senator from Kansas say he will not press his motion to re- 
commit. I sincerely hope that the bill willnot be pressed this session. 
I should like to have an opportunity to confer with the business men 
of my State before the bill shall be considered, with a-view of eliciting 
their views on the subject. That opportunity will soon, I hope, be 
presented, and until that timeshall have come I would prefer that ac- 





Mr. WALTHALL. What date was it when my colleague made that | tion should be deferred. There are probably many others who have 


statement? 

Mr. HOAR. It must have been five or six years ago, 

Mr. WALTHALL, The rate of interest in Mississippi is very much 
lower now. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt it is. The remark was made at a 
time when a bill of this kind was betore the Senate and passed the 
Senate. 

What is it that occasions the difference in the rate of interest from 
2 or 2} or 3 per cent. in this country, on the one hand, and 8, 9, and 
10 or 12 per cent. on the other, between places which can speak to each 
other by the telephone without a single emphasis in the tone of voice 
being lost in the transmission? It is that in the one place the creditor 
knows he will get under the law equal fair dealing as compared with 
any other creditor, and in the other place, whether rightly or wrongly, 
he feels not. 

Mr. STEWART. Upon that question of interest there is room for 
a variety of opinion. I do not think it depends upon a bankruptcy 
act. I think the rate of interest depends upon the volume of money 
entirely. 

Mr. HOAR. In the same country? 

Mr. STEWART. In the same country, yes. Whenever you have 
contraction and everybody is thrown out of business and there is no 
demand for money you have a low rate of interest. I could take the 
tables and show that scarcity of money produces a low rate of interest 


because securities are uncertain; but when there is a large volume of 


money borrowers can afford to pay for it and desireit. ‘The tables will 
show chat for the last thirty years. 
But while 1 am up I wish to remark that I took an active part in 


the last bankruptcy act and worked here very hard for the passage of 


it and thought it was a very essential act. 
I was on the Judiciary Committee at the time when the bill was un- 





not heard fully from their constituents on this subject who would be 
glad of the opportunity to consult with them before taking final action. 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HOAR. I will repeat what I said if the Senator will allow me. 
Mr. BLAIR. I shall move to lay the resolution on the table. Some- 
time since it was indicated distinctly by the Senator from Massachu- 
; setts that this matter would not be heard this session—— 
| Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 
Mr. BLAIR. And thereupon a debate sprang up and the time has 
been consumed ever since it was fairly decided that the bill could not 
be considered. 
Mr. HOAR. I rose to make a statement,and the last remark of the 
Senator makes it very desirable that I should repeat what I said. | 
said the Senate must not understand me to make any promises or as- 
surances that the bill should not be considered at this session, but I 
would assure the Senator that it should not be considered either at this 
session or any other one when any single Senator thought there was 
not time or the Senate was not full enough to enable both its friends 

and opponents to have full opportunity for the consideration of it. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Let the resolution go over. 
Mr. BLAIR. I will not make the motion I was about to make if it 
| is desired to let the resolution go over, but yesterday was given wholly 
to the Calendar, and I think it is due to the business that we do ex- 
| pect to accomplish this session to proceed with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

Mr, BERRY. I do not fully understand what d ition was made 
of the resolution introduced by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] 
and which has been discussed this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It lies on the table. 

,Mr. BERRY. I want to further inquire of the Senator from Kan- 
sas if it is understood that the bankruptcy bill will not come up again 
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this session. The point I wish information on is this: I desireto know 


if it is understood or was stated by the Senator from New Hampshire | ¢) <7 


that such was the understanding when this resolution went over, that 
the bankruptcy bill was not to be pressed at this session, or would not 
be again called up. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can only repeat the assurance given in the hearing 
of the Senator from Arkansas, but that really would not add to what 
the Senator from Massachusetts said. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not hear it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will not undertake to repeat that, because | 
rot be able to do so accurately. 

Mr. BERRY. 1 will wait until the Senator from Mass usetts re- 
turns to the Chamber, because it isa matter that I desire to know 
whether or not it will probably be considered, inasmuch as it will in- 
fluence my action as to the time I shall go home. 


Mr. PLUMB. ‘The Senator will find it in the Recorpn in the morn- 
ing, and I think that will answer his purpose. 
Mr. BERRY. I wish to be heard on the bill if it is contemplated to 
bring it up again. 
AFFAIRS IN UTAH. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 


not, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VILI, is 
order for one hour. 

The bill (S. 3480) to amend the act of Congress of March 3, 1887, en- 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend an actentitled ‘An act to amend section 5352 
ef the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, 
and for other purposes,’ ’’ approved March 22, 1882, was announced as 
first in order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I object to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to preface a motion bya single remark.’ It 
has been impracticable to do executive business properly lately, be- 
cause there has been so much less than a quorum present late in the 
day, and Senators object to doing anything withouta quorum. I think 
five minutes is necessary for an executive session. I move an executive 
session. 

Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 


That ought not to come out of the Calendar hou 
Oh, no. 
Before the vote is taken on the motion of 
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Senator from Connecticut, I wish to observe that there are several | 
Senators absent, some of whom I know to be opposed to the bill which | 


has just been announced, notably the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANcE], who has spoken against it. I shall therefore object to 
its consideration at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. I was not aware of that; my attention was momen- 
tarily diverted, and I was not aware that the first order upon the Calen 
dar had been called. It has, has it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.’ It has. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire tosay with regard to it that that measur 


and one which has already been passed over, retaining its place on the 


Calendar, Order of Business 1633, are in a certain sense companion 
measures, and I should be very glad to have this bill passed over with- 
out prejudice as that was. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps], 


from the Judiciary Committee, reported Order of Business 1633, and I 
understand he is indisposed, and I would like to have this bill stand 


over with that. 


when they are considered. Let this go over without prejudice. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 


udice. The question is on the motion of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEy’j, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After eighteen minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened. 

LAND SURVEYS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.), 
Calendar will be proceeded with. 

The bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2, act of May 30, 1862, was 
announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to insert after the enacting clause: 

That section 2397 of the Revised Statutes of the Un 
as to read, 

And in line 6, after the words “ section 2397,’’ to strike out 
so as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, etc., That section 2397 of the Revised Statutes of the Unit« 
be amended so as to read: 
“Sc. 2397. The printed manual of surveying instructions for the survey of 


rm 
A 


he 


ted Stat e ame 


** that 


I Stat 


the public lands of the United States, and private land claims, prepared at the | 
General Land Office, and bearing date December 2, 1889, the instructions of the | 


Commfssioner of the General Land Office, and the cial instructions of the 


surveyor-general, when not in conflict with said printed manual, or the in- 


I think very properly they may be considered together | 


ided so | 


LO211 











( 4 edt 
‘ pt ‘ t . Ss tes a i 
Mr. WALTHALI ) ( ig a clerical error, J 
line 3. to st t 9 und in lin 
t word ‘ to st ] ) 

I} i] 1dment to tl 

The amend: ‘ l 

The bill t Ss 

AS lin 

LI f i 
a th n 

Tl l aa ! ur 

rhe title was am ls to vd i 
ol the Revi i Stat ( d Sta ‘ 
for land surveys. 

Phe bill (S. 267 the puré » of a historical book of refer 
from Austin & Co. \ a inced as next in order on the Calenda 

Mr. PLUMB I suggest that that had better go over, reta 

lace on the Calendar 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. V vO Ove! out p \ 

Mr. EVARTS. Is ih } t yr I isiders | 
there is some special reason why it 1 go 01 

Mr. PLUMB. Isl to | go OV It may bea 
good thing, and it . . Iti been suggested that 
would furnish some information to disinterested persons, it | 
nish a great deal more to interested persons and in some t 

| accomplish perhaps a purp vir I ask that the! 
over for the present. 

Mr. EVARTS. Retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT The bill ¥ 9 ‘ é pla 
on the Calendar 

) VA ] 

Phe bill 5. 4165) to authori the board of superv rs of Mar copa 
County, Arizona, to issu rtain i aid of the constru yn of 
certain railroad was announced as next in order on the Calendar 

Mr. STEWART. Let that go over under Rule IX 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will not be put under Rule I} 

Mr. STEWART. I object to its consideration 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator objects to the present con 
the bill, but I hope it will remain on the Calendar without pr 

Mr. STEWART. Iobject. I want it to go over under k 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule 
jection being made. 

Pl 

Che bili (S. 3899) to provide for the purchase of a e and thi 
tion of a public building thereon at Joplin, in thi ite of M 
was considered as in Committee of the Whol 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amend: t 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim« id p 

; N . 
Che bill (S. 1420) to 1 yve the charge of desk on f ’ 
ecord of Walter Sniffens was « idered as in Committee otf t 0 

Che bill was reported from the Committee on M \iYa \ 

1amendment, to strike out all after t! ucting cla and insert 

That the Secretary of War is here! i ted to re rom ow 
ord of Walter Sniffens, as a private in y A,i ie | venth I 
of Connecticut Volunteers, the charge of desertion and substitute th 
f wing: ‘‘ Absented himself without leave, and on A st 29 
t United States Marine Corps at Norfo Va., to f 
was honorably discharged on August 29 7, at Wash ( 
| piration of term of service as a private 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the & 1 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered t l lt 
third time, and passed. 

DI ri> ‘ E r Ctr 

The bill H R. 5596 to discontinue the « ( the t 4 
and one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent n l p 
| as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without am m ‘ l to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

NEW DESIGNS FOR COI 

The bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statut: 

| of the United States, and to provide for new designs of authorized di: 


vices of United States coins, was next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iamunder the impression that the Senator from lowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] miay desire to say something about that bill. Some 
| thing in regard to the subject-matter came up in the Committee on Ay 


| propriations in connection with an amendment to a provision found in 
one of the earlier deficiency bills passed at this session of Congress, and 








‘ 


a, 


ce 


2 eS 


Tr? aor 


ah RET, 


Ss Nata ae 


10212 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. SEPTEMBER 19, 





I think this may perhaps to some extent traverse the same ground. I | instead of 80; but 80 feet was fixed after consultation in the Appropria- 
ask that the bill may go over without prejudice. tions Committee as the narrowest width for which an appropriation for 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be passed over for the present. I will send | improvement would be recommended at all; and we have attached the 
for the Senator from lowa. My impression is that he favors this bill. | condition to the improvement of various highways in remote portions 
Mr. PLUMB. I think perhaps that is true. of the District that they should be made 80 feet wide. Of course the 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will send for him. time will come when travel will be enormously increased over this high- 
Phe VICE PRESIDENT, The bill will be passed over informally. | way. The attractions in that locality are constantly increasing, the 
ALEXANDRIA COUNTY ROAD. number of people who come here is greater each year, and, as the Sen- 

The bill (S. 3106) appropriating $50,000 for improving the public ~~ from Nebraska suggests, we shall have at some time public means 
road in Alexandria County, State of Virginia, connecting the Chain, b ee and Tam afraid if the line shall be located as has 
Aqueduct, and Long bridges, and running in front of the Arlington =~ oe done in the middle of the street it will be in such a way 
National Cemetery, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. = to Smpes 2 castings travel. ; : . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill was reported fiom the Commit- | , “it: PLATT. I quite agree with the suggestion of the Senator from 
tce ov the District of Columbia with amendments, and was then re- oe wa the Toad between fences ought to be at least 80 feet. I 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and reported from that oe not aim amet looks well in the country where every inch of it is 
committee with an amendment to the second amendment of the Com- taken up wit a traveled path. There ought to be ® little grass and 
mittee on the District of Columbia. The amendments will be stated | 5P4¢e between the traveled path and the outside limits of the road. 
bn Ghote eaten. hope that 80 feet will be agreed to. , 

The first amendment of the a on the District of Columbia = ——— RESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
was, in line 6, tostrike out ‘‘and’”’ and insert ‘* by graveling or;’’ and gg de , e ; 
in line 7, after the word ‘‘ macadamizing,’’ to aaa the ale ‘or The CHIkr CLERK. In line 13 of the proposed amendment, before 
both;’’ so as to read the word feet,’ rere out ‘‘60’’ and insert ‘‘ 80. 

That the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the La a = Se oe we. 

‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of “ oae ~ 
the Secretary of War, for the purpose of necessary grading or otherwise improv- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 


ing by graveling or macadamizing, or both,the present pub!ie road from the 
Chain bridge to the Aqueduct bridge, and thence through the Arlington estate The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading read the 

i . 3 
third time, and passed. 


along the front of the Arlington National Cemetery to the Long bridge, all in 
the county of Alexandria, State of Virginia. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was to add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That a public road shall be first established along the whole route, 
free of cost to the United States, not less than 50 feet wide: And provided fur- 
ther, That ee Seesemey of War shall, on fall investigation, select the public 
road to be so improved when there shall be two or more public roads between 
the points above named. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON] has reported from the Committee on Military Affairs an 
amendment to this amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 13of the proposed amendment, before the 
word ‘‘feet,’’ strike out ‘' 50°’ and insert ‘‘60;"’ so as to read: 

Not less than 60 feet wide. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that is a pretty uarrow highway, tor 
that is what this is to be. I think when this subject has been under 
consideration in connection with the District appropriation bill 80 feet 
have been fixed as the minimum width of traveled roads to be im- 
proved in the District of Columbia. It seems to me that in making 
provision for narrow streets now we are doing permanent hurt to the 
District. I will therefore move to make the width 80 feet in place ot 
60 feet. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator from South Carolina will be at 
liberty to accept that; at any rate, that he will make no resistance to 
it. The bill originally provided for 50 feet. I was instrumental in : cape : 
getting it up to 60 feet, and I am quite willing to support a motion to ; wee: oer on = 2 te sad ae ee — 
make it 80 gg It is a great permanent highway, and it ought to be | coma the assurance of the Senater from Sam or the hot iron 
20 feet wide. . 4 oe Ss 

> AN : | Ohio that this bill has been sufficiently examined toenable us to assure 
~ r. - — N. eae to be ae a ; . | our constituents that the country will not be shocked in the course of 
2 a eeietens pa ages a eee a hundred feet. It is | a year or two by finding that some equal depredation has been com- 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say a word aboutthis matter, and I should NN ee ee bill. I think, will be the best 
like to have the attention of the Senator from Kansas. I have just | _ ot rea the ‘Senator fram ere that there io ve sevelationar 
looked hastily at thisamendment. Itdoes not provide even for 60 feetot eae tn tt, Tk nlesnivrentibecions the Secstovell the Mint oak 
traveled highway. It providessimply for60feetof highway. I donot me aa of the er on of es Teinnery. to make cextain hem 
suppose it is intended to take the whole highway into the traveled i diatlaen that have iecaer valmonintell of i think, by the acme 
Eoin eT re sree ae ae Be ene ene from Kansas himself. I think he has complained about the device on 


Mr. PLUMB. 1 think there ought tobe certainly a width pooperty | theslver dolar, haow there hae Deen complaint Stoas W aeds 
ombraged i the public helving of the atonal 65:08 least SO Soot. The the devices of the old coins can not be changed until! they have existed 
experience which has sisaaiy Sten Sad is 0 wiry sieetiesable Say tn for twenty-five years. In that time there is a sufficiently satisfactory 
this District in regard to narrow streets is that we finally come to have test eiven to the le at large, and if the device is not acceptable it 
a demand to have them widened, ai that is an immense expense, be- will .. eed ee As tothe new coins, as a matter of course the 
cause buildings have been erected and property has been subdivided | Gevice has always been left to the Director of the Mint. So I think 
in such a way that small proprietors are not willing to give it up, and there will be no danger of the temple of liberty toppling down or of 
can not give it up without cost. I think wherever there is an appro- our financial system being reversed by the passage TP he very harm- 
priation for a highway in the District of Columbia there ought to bea less bill : 
width of not less than 80 feet established now, while property is cheap, : on s : 
and thus give plenty of room for all necessary travel. colunas wt the United States? Aang? Sam wet agp % he sete 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let me suggest to the Senator that that is ‘ all: i : ; five- 
particularly important on this road, because the probabilities are that a ae ears eee ely to tee cvtes, She Sve 
there will be an electric tramway or something of that kind estab- | *",,..); ‘ ; 
lished upon it within a reasonable time. We all know by our expe- rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


rience with the Tennallytown road how utterly that has been destroyed | * thipll senting, send Hie Fated tine, ant geceed. 


NEW DEVICES FOR COINS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I nowcall up the bill which was just passed over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, I withdraw my objection to Order of Business 
1751, House bill 3895. 

The bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and to provide for designs of authorized devices 
of United States coins, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes, so as to read: 


Sec. 3510. The engraver shall prepare from the original dies already author- 
ized a!l the working-dies required for use in the coinage of the several mints, 


shall, if required by the Director of the Mint, prepare the devices, models, hubs, 
or original dies for the same. The Director of the Mint shall have power, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to cause new designs or models 
of authorized emblems or devices to be prepared and adopted in the same man- 
ner as when new coins or devices are authorized. But no change in the design 
or die of any coin shall be made oftener than once in twenty-five i from 
and including the year of the first adoption of the design, model, die, or hub 
for the same coin: Provided, That no change be made in the diameter of any 
coin: And provided further, That nothing in this section shall prevent the adop- 
tion of new designs or models for devices or emblems already authorized for 
the standard silver dollar and the five-cent nickel piece as soon as practicable 
after the passage of this act. Butthe Director of the Mint shall nevertheless 
have power, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to engage tem- 
porarily for ae. puaane the services of one or more artists, distinguished in 
their respective departments of art, who shall be paid for such service from the 
contingent appropriation for the mint at Philadelphia. 


Mr. INGALLS. I have not examined the provisions of this bill, but 


TL 


by placing tracks upon it. REANEY, SON & ARCHBOLD. 


Mr. PLUMB. I think that is trae, and if I had been going to make The bill (8. 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold was con- 
the suggestion myself as an original motion I should have said 100 feet | sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


and, when new coins, emblems, devices, legends, or designs are authorized, . 
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1890. 





The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims to inquire into 
and determine how much the steam-vessels Wateree, Suwannee, and Shamo- 
kin—bulls and machinery—built for the United States by Reaney, Son & Arch- 
bold under their contracts with the Navy Department, cost the said contractors 
over and above the contract pricesand allowances for extra work, and to enter 
judgment in favor of Reaney, Son & Archbold for the same: Provided, That th 
judgment shall not exceed the sum allowed by the board convened in purseu 
ance of a resolution of the Senate of the United States, dated March 9, 156 
which Thomas O. Selfridge was the president, the said allowan e being set forth 
in Senate Executive Document No. 18, Thirty -ninth Congress, first session 

Srec.2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so com: :ced either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the is- 
sues joined between the parties, and that the proce -dings, trial, decision, and 
judgmentof the said court shall be had in the same manner as in all other cases 
before the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect; and that either party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the same manner 
as now provided for in other cases, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
third time, and passed. 

DETAILS OF OFFICERS TO EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS, 

The bill (S. 4112) toamend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, con- 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning details of of- 
ficers of the Army and Navy to educational institutions, so as to per- 
mit the President to detail, under the provisions of said act, not to ex- 
ceed seventy-five officers of the Army of the United States; and increases 
the maximum number of officers of the Army and Navy to be detailed 
at any one time under the provisions of the act passed September 26, 
1888, to eighty-five. Bui no officer shall be detailed to or maintained 


the amendment 


at any of the educational institutions mentioned in that act where in- | 


struction and drill in military tactics is not given. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I move to add as an additional proviso at the 
end of the bill: 


Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be so consirued as to prevent 
the detail of officers of the Engineer Corps of the Navy as professors in scien- 
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court any | 














( N ROACH 
270) for the relief of the assign i ‘ 
d, was considered as in Comn the Whi 
e bill was reported from the Committee on Claims w 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
Tha risdict s1 rred to 
letermine how much the steam 1 y t i i States 
double-« ler Peoria by J n Roach ‘ le ‘ t A i the 
Navy Department, cost ¢ said contract over ‘ pric 
and owances for extra work, and to r judg é i fa rof George W 
Quit i and George E. Weed, assignees of sid m 
Provided, Thatthe judgment shall not exceed the s ved } : rwoard 
convened in pursuance of a resolution of the + ube t { ted States dated 
March 9, 1865, of which Thomas 0. Self ive was the 7 yt 
ance being set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 18, Thir 
gress, first session, and stated at the sum of $51,172.51 
Sec.2. That atthe hearing or on the trial of any suit so rime 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the « 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent 
issues joined between the parties; and that the proceedings, trial, d . 
and judgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner as in all othe 
cases before the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect ; and that either 
| party, plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgm t of the 
said Court of Claims to the Supreme ¢ irt the | ted Stat 
manner as now provided for in other cas« 


read the | 


it proposes to | 


| 


tifie schools or colleges as now provided by act of Congress approved February | 


26, 1879, entitled ‘An act to piomotea knowledge of steam-engineering and iron- 
ship-building among the students of scientific schools and colleges in the United 
States,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be: engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CAPT. CHARLES B. STIVERS. 

The joint resolution (S, I. 94) declaring, the retirement of Capt. 
Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is a House joint resolution that is iden- 
tical in its language upon the Calendar, and [ move to substitute it 
for the Senate joint resolution. It is Order of Business 2073. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 39) declaring the 
retirement of Capt. Charles B, Stivers, United States Army, valid, and 
that he is entitled as such retired officer to his pay. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I suppose the words ‘‘always has been” there 
will not go back prior to his birth at least. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, of course not. I do not think it is sub- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate 1ended id th imen 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to b engro sed a thi | , ling 1 tl 
third time, and passed 


[ETHODIST CHURCH OF MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 

he bill (S. 3461) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist FE: 
copal Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va., was 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend 
ment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘thousand”’ and before the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ tostrike out ‘‘eight hundred and fifty;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacied, e'c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 1 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the T v ise 
appropriated, to the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Martins 
burgh, W. Va., the sum of $1,000, in full satisfaction fo e and o 
said church by the Federal troops from March, 15862, to Apr 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be 


considered as in Commit 


umenament 


amended, and th 


engrossed fora third re read 


iding, 


| third time, and passed. 


JACOB BARR. 
The bill (S. 3212) for relief of Jacob Barr was considered as 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Jacob Barr, Company D 
Nineteenth Ohio Volunteers, $1,100 for money paid for a substitute 


during the late war, Barr having been required to render military serv 
| ice to the end of the war notwithstanding he had furnished a substitute 


| who also served. 
entitled as such retired officer to his pay was announced as next in | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD AT 

The bill (H. R. 7666) making an appropriation to construct a road 

and approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to the national mili 

tary cemetery near that city was considered as in Committee of the 


ALEXANDRIA, VA 


| Whole. 


ject to any criticism really, because, taking the first and second sugges- | 


tions together, the second being that ‘‘Capt. Charles B. Stivers is and 
always has been entitled to his pay as such retired officer,’’ it of course 
would mean since his retirement. I think myself that perhaps the 
joint resolution may be a little awkwardly worded, but there is no 
question as to its intention, and as it is a matter of very great impor- 


joint resolution that would require it to go back to the other House for 
action. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that Senate joint resolution 94 be post- 
poned indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JACOB KERN. 

The bill (5. 1688) for the relief of Jacob Kern was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Court of Claims to con- 
sider and adjudicate upon its merits the claim of Jacob Kern, now 
pending in that court, any statute of limitations to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘gravel,’’ to strike out 


road and approaches from the city of Alexandria, State of Virginia, tothe nati 





military cemetery near that city: Provided, Thata right of way at least 
wide, or the full width of Wilkes street east of Alfred street, in said « 
Alexandria, should first be obtained before any money is spent und he 
propriation 
And insert— 
| or macadam road and approaches from the 1 ynal militas neler ir the 
city of Alexandria. Va., via Wilkes street to the inter 1 of said street with 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| 


: | States by the city of Alexandria of at least 50 feetin width, or the full k 
tance to this gentleman I should be sorry to see any amendment to the | 


Alfred streetin said city: Provided, Thata right of way be granted to the United 
gal width 


of Wilkes street, to Payne street, and thence 30 feet in width from that point to 


the national cemetery, passing between the two private cemeteric 

So as to make the bill read: 

That the sum of $7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessat é i the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in t freasury not otherwis 
appropriated, for the purpose of constructing a gravel or macadam road and ap- 
proaches from the national military cemetery near the city of Alexandria, Va., 
via Wilkes street to theintersection of said street with Alfred street in said city 


| Provided, That a right of way be granted to the United States by the city of 


Alexandria of at least 59 fect in width, or tl 
to Payne street, and thence ® feet in width 
tery, passing between the two priv 

Mr. SHERMAN. I see the width of the road is to be 50 feet. I 
move toinsert ‘‘ 60°’ wherever ‘‘50” or ‘*30”’isused. Sixty feet isa 
narrow street. 

Mr. WALTHALL. 
Senator said. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say that a 30-foot street toa national cemetery 
is evidently too narrow, and certainly Jand in Virginia can not be so 


| legal width of Wilkes street 
that point to the national ceme 
cemeteries, 





I reported the bill. I could not hear what the 
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valuable but that it should be made 50 or 60 feet. I propose to make CHESAPEAKE FEMALE COLLEGE. 
the width 60 feet. The bill (S. 2591) giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction of the 
Mr. WALTHALL. I will state to the Senator that that clause ofthe | claims on account of property of the Chesapeake Female College, pos- 
bill was putin at the instance of the Quartermaster-General. The bill | sessed and used by the United States military authorities was con- 
was sent to him after it passed the House of Representatives, and his | sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
attention was called to the latter portion of it. He returned it with | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
the recommendation that a proviso be inserted in exactly the words | be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
which appear in the amendment. > 
Mr. SHERMAN. And that is only 30 feet for a partof the road. ee ; years ic Deer cg anagtie-o-stag= Dy veel 
Mr. WALTHALL. The proviso reads: Phe bill (S. 3643) to provide for the building of a memorial struct- 
That a rich of RP A Ey ay ee dria | Ure at Marietta, Ohio, commemorative of the settlement of the North- 
a gh way be granted to the United States by the city of Alexandria dat : . . ‘ 
of at jeast 50 feet in width, or the full legal width of Wilkes street, to Payne | Western Territory was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
street, and thence 80 feet in width from that point to thenational cemetery, | Mr. COCKRELL. I shoald like to ask the Senator from Ohio, who 
passing between the two private cemeteries. introduced this bill, if there is any way at this date of identifying the 
linfer that the Quartermaster-General made that recommendation | time when the first pioneer made his way into that great country there. 
with a plat of the town before him. Mr. SHERMAN. Probably it would be impossible to say when the 
Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wat to interfere in a matterof thiskind | first white man invaded the Indian territory there, but as to the time 
that I know so little abont; but of course a road to a cemetery or | of the landing of the colony from Massachusetts and Rhode Island un- 
even a road in a city should be 60 feet wide, so as to allow carriages to | der the Ohio Company’s purchase, the history of that event, the land- 
pass. Thirty feet wide is a lane. But I will wot interfere with it if | ing there of General Putnam and his associates, the date of settlement, 





the Senator thinks it right. is just as well known as any other fact relating to the early history of 
Mr. WALTHALL. If I had a map of the city here perhaps I could | the country. 

satisfy the Senator that that much space could not be given. Mr.COCKRELL. That is all very true, but were there not probably 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will not interfere atall. I do not know any- | a thousand or five hundred pioneers scattered through that country at 

thing about the locality. that time? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment ofthe Senator from Ohio Mr. SHERMAN. No, there were no setilers prior to that time. 
having been withdrawn, the question is on agreeing to the amendment | Early settlers went down the Ohio River to Kentucky, but the northern 


of the: committee, border there was in the possession of the Indians until this settlement 
The amendment was agreed to. was made, which was the firstorganizedsettlement in the whole North- 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment | western country. 

was concurred in. Mr. COCKRELL. As arule, in the early settlement adventurous 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


AMANDA G. WALTER. 


The bill (S. 837) to adjudicate the claim of Amanda G. Walter, ex- 
ecutrix of Thomas W. Walter, deceased, was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill may lend to a little discussion. 
It had better be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 

COOKE PARK IN GEORGETOWN 

The bill (S. 4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, 
known as Cooke Park, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, at the end of the bill to add the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That all the owners whose property in said subdivision abuts on 
the avenue shown thereon shall petition therefor. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elv., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of 
square No. 112 in Georgetown, known as Cooke Park, made by A. M. Bell, Sep- 
tembe . 26, 1885, and recorded in the office of the surveyor of sai District in book 


A. R.S., page 157: Provided, That all the owners whose property in said sub- 
division abuts on the avenue shown thereon shall petition therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 4141) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of William 
E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the United States of his 
invention relating to projectiles tor which letters patent were ordered 
to issue to him March 25, 1852, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that be passed over. I think it will lead to 
some discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

EQUESTRIAN PAINTING OF GENERAL WINFIELD SCOTT. 

The bill (5. 4211) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to 
purchase the equestrian painting of General Winfield Scott, now in the 
Corcoran Art Gallery, and painted by Troy, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN MICHIGAN, 


The bill (H. R. 8155) to grant school district numbered 7, of the 
township of Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land 
for school purposes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


pioneers led the way, and two or three or four of them would go to- 
gether. I do not know whether there is any historical record of it, 
but I was under the impression that even before that time there were 
quite a number of adventurous pioneers who had settled in localities. 
They may have remained there only a short time and then moved to 
some other point, and did not found any town. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican give the Senator a reason why that could 
not be done there. The title to the Northwestern country was abso- 
lutely in dispute, the General Government, at that time the old Confed- 
eration, claiming that it ought to belong to all the States, while the 
State of Virginia insisted that it was covered by the grant of King James 
to the Virginia colony, and Connecticut also claimed it by the grant 
from the same King James. ‘The country was illy defined, and part of 
it in the possession of British troops. The whole question of its owner- 
ship was one of the elementsof dispute, which was settled by the ordi- 
nance of 1787 by the Congress of the old Confederation, just at the time 
when the Constitutional Convention was framing the Constitution of the 
United States. I can say to the Senator there was no legal or valid 
settlement in all the Northwestern country, except the French settle- 
ments outin Illinois, prior to 1787, when the settlement was made un- 
der the grant to the Ohio Company, the first land title that was really 
established in that Northwestern country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘There ought to be a provision in the bill that after 
the erection of this building and this corporation has been organized 
no liability shall be incurred on the part of the United States for the 
maintenance of the building. It ought not to create a parcel of per- 
manent officers to take charge of the building at the expense of the 
Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to any provision the Senator 
may offer to that effect, because, as a matter of course, the people there 
in Marietta and in that region of country will provide the site, and 
there is no liability involved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri suggest 
an amendment ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think one is necessary. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the end of section 2 I think it wonld be well 
to insert: 

And all expenses connected with the maintenance of said building shall be 
borne by said corporation. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NATIONAL-BANKING SYSTEM. 

The bill (S. 3842) to reduce the amountot United States bonds to be 
required of national banks, and to restore to the channels of trade the 
excessive accumulations of lawful money in the Treasury was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with anamend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the compulsory requirement of deposits of United States bonds with 
the Treasurer of the United States by national banks is Prrcided. limited in 
amount to $1,000 of bonds for each and e national bank: That the 


voluntary withdrawal of bonds for the t of national-bank k notes shall 
not exceed the sum of $3,000,000 in any month: “and further provided, That this 
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act shall not apply to the deposits of bonds which may be required by the Sec has all along been to the effect that Senator SHERMAN was to bring them up as 
retary of the Treasury to secure deposits of public moneys in the national | soon as the tariff bill has been disposed of. Nothing has been heard of them 
banks. ati : since y were referred. Itis underst i that the He s ready to pass them 
Sec, 2. That upon any deposit already or hereafter made of any United States j att nt session r amendments were ed into that body 
bonds bearing interest in the manner required by law, any national-banking is ago, and the Western members agreed to vote for them after the silver 
association making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller should have passe . t > subject up it was 
of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, reg- eded that he id} { h : th whthe S at 
istered and countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in the whole sequently it rests at . ‘ \dopt 
amount the par value of the bonds deposited : Provided, That at no time shall | Those amendments \ ; sult 
the total amount of such notes issued to any such association exceed the amount They would enable the : <9 t . tet » to it 
at such time actually paidin of its capital stock. ee crease that ci: ‘ l ‘ ; tot 1 . f is di 
Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this | posited tosecure s 4 l 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. - a urrency ata cost that di itl 
Mr. COCKRELL. The junior Senator from Kansas | Mr. PLUMB] | yy; = tema tlie a eiainen ; 
has submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill, it | would encourage nation Dn - 
is my recollection. I sent for him some time ago, seeing that the bill | tion 2 second and of is eff 
. ‘ . . |} ment of natior } alio ich ist y ¥ 
would be reached, in order that he might be here. Ido not see him 000 per a 7 : ti hich is now ate 
in his seat, and I hardly think it would be right to go on with the bill | would facilitate t f na anks. s : 
until he comes in. | min mum the ar nited States bonds now r red to be ! 
Mr. DAWES. Let it be passed over informally. reed ee carey eee rg dy melee Seer cowenery samen 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over informally, to be called up! ters. It is : - widens the edvantanest aontand @ 
when he comes in. that these an s have not ! 1p ut the hands of Co 
Mr. SHERMAN. ink 1e Senator will allow me to explain | *'S*® ees er ; ; sins ; 
Mr, SHERMAN. I think if the Senat ll all to exp! viihe ealiemin and 
the bill for three or four minutes, perhaps the Senator from Kansas | ; 
will come in in the mean time. | Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the consent of th nate simply to 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. I should like to} state that theSun, no doubt, has fallen into a: 10n ert This bil 
hear the explanation of the Senator from Ohio. | has been upon our Calendar, reported favorably by the Com a 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this is an important bill I admit, | Finance, and therefore it was not smothered t urt te 
and if the Senator objects to its consideration I have no objection to its | in the Committee on Finance. It was sent to the Committee | 
going over; but I wish to state that I have received letters and tele- | nance and was very fairly considered, and it was reported b 
grams without number, since this bill was reported, urging its passage, | ing only these two sections recommended favorab] id j 
from business men in all parts of the United States, and appeals I have | on the Calendar. 
no doubt have been made to other Senators. The bill contains only | The bill was not called up heretofore simply because I could 
two propositions, but both of them are very important. fitup. Icould not callit up because it would interfere with the orde1 


The bill, when it was sent to the Committee on Finance, had several 


sections, but the committee reported, and as I understood unani- | 


mously, thesetwosections. I afterwards learned that the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] criticised it somewhat, and therefore 
I do not say that it is a unanimous report. 

But the first section simply provides that the banks, instead of being 
required as now to have not less than one-fourth of their capital stock 
invested in United States bonds, shall be required to deposit but $1,000 
each. That provision was made at a time when it was the interest of 
the Government to compel the banks to hold bonds. 
is no such object, but, on the other hand, the Government is the chief 


purchaser of these bonds, and it is desirable to get them into the mar- | 


ket in order to enable the Government to buy them. So it was thought 
wise to relieve the banks from the restriction which required them to 
withhold from the people one-fourth of their capital stock and invest 
it in United States bonds. ‘The only objection made to that section 
was the one stated by the Senatorfrom Kansas, that it might induce 
the banks to surrender their bonds in order to get the benefit of the 
present high premium, and thus to reduce the volume of currency. 
But the bonds I refer to are bonds deposited mainly to secure their right 


Now there | 


to be a corporation, not bonds deposited merely to secure circulating | 


notes. The first section, therefore, might possibly induce some of the 
banks to sell the bonds and throw them upon the market now, and 
this would necessarily reduce the amount of bank-notes in circulation, 
and that is the point made against it. 

The second section, however, provides that all the existing banks 
that have notes in circulation and all that are hereafter organized may 
issue notes to the full face value of the bonds so deposited. 
of that provision undoubtedly would expand the circulation. 

Mr. PLATT. How much would it expand the circulation ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ten per cent. 

I have been criticised in the papers and complaints have been made 
of me for not calling up this bill, but I did not want to call up the bill 
if it would lead to a general debate about financial problems, This bill 
is very simple and plain, and I thought it ought to pass without objec- 
tion, but there was no use in calling it up and having amendments of- 
fered and discussed involving the issuing of more greenbacks, and other 
grave problems that would excite alarm and distrust. 
criticised for not doing it. I will ask the Secretary to read a statement 
from yesterday’s New York Sun. 

The. VICE-PRESIDENT (at 1 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.). 
hour for the consideration of the Calendar has expired. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that article be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope, too, that the Senator may be allowed to con- 
clude his remarks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Ohio will finish his re- 
marks by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the article be read and then I will sec. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Wall street, not in the speculative sense, but as the financial center of the 
country, is beginning to ask what has become of the amendments to the na- 
tional-banking act which were offered in the Senate some weeks ago by Sena- 


tor SHERMAN. They were referred to the Committee on Finance, of which 
Senator SHxerman isa member, and excellent information from Washington 


The effect | 


business agreed upon, and [ could not call it up without provo 
long financial debate upon amendments of which notice had been give 


But I do believe that the passage of this bill will tend very much to 
quiet even the present agitation in the money market. The on 
section would undoubtedly cause the issue of from eleven to twel 
million dollars or more of bank notes. 

The precise effect of the first section I would not ndert e to de 
clare, because to what extent the banks holding the bonds which they 


are required to hold in order to maintain their charters would sell therm 
I do not know. If the banks that are now lation w 

sell their bonds, as a matter of course that would tend to reduce t 
circulation; but as they have now the right under the law to sell the 


issuing circu 


bonds and retire their circulation to any extent not to exceed $3,000 
000 a month, it seems to me, as the process of retirement has be 
ing on, that this bill on the whole would tend to check that pro 
would induce the national banks to issue to the full am it of 
lation authorized by law. 

1s a matter of course, under the law as it now stands, the natior 
banking system must go out of existence when the 4 per cent. bond 


are paid, or prior to 1907, because there is no basis upon which nationa 


banks can be organized, at present at least, except upon the security 
United States bonds unless Congress should hereafter devise some ot! 
form of security. The effect of this bill undoubtedly would be 1 
only to prolong but to encourage the national banks until the 4 per cent 


Therefore I think this bill will tend rather to 
ulation But of that « ry 


bonds are finally paid. 
increase than diminish the amountof ¢ 
body must judge for himself. 

I do not want to press this bill unduly, because if any S« 


nator ob 


| jects to it I can see it is not a bill any one would undertake to d 
| under the five-minute rule if there was any desire to discuss it at al 


| contraction of the currency, such a oneas has been going on for 


I have been | 


The | 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to say one thing. There 
not be any question (I personally can bear witness to it) that the} 
orable Senator from Ohio has been very solicitons about havin 
bill considered at an early date, and it has to a certain extent un rt 
edly merit. But what I have feared is that it would finally r 


the last 
| twelve months especially, by reason of the retirement of national-banl 
notes. While I agree that the national-banking system as a system 0 
| discount and deposit is wise and judicious and ought to be maintains 
it is plain to be seen that it is not long to be asystem having an 
tion to the currency of this country. The banks themselv« that 
| they want to get rid of the currency and get out of it; but in tl 
time the public have some rights, and I do not think that Con 
| ean afford to let this currency disappea t] 
| in the place of it. 
I believe to-day, as I have said before, that tl ness of this coun 
| try is in the greatest peril it has been in for years for lack of asu 
ficient circulating medium to properly carry it on. Disaster may be 


| 
| 


| so until we have a larger 


dangerously near it now, and will contin 
volume of currency and that volume of 
rency more properly distributed than it is going to be by means of t 
purchase of bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury. if we are to 
do anything in regard to this matter, it seems to me we ought to do 
that which will have reference to the future, and not merely to the 
time being, with reference to this system. 


avoided, bit we are very 
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Mr. PLATT. ‘The Senator said he feared the result of this measure | I can not therefore consent to anything which seems to be an iudica- 
would be to contract our currency. Now, as I understood the Senator | tion on the part ot Congress that the power to issue paper money will 
from Ohio and as I had supposed myself, the object of it is to increase | be continued in the national banks. I shall offer no objection to any- 
it by the amount of 19 per cent. on the bonds which are held by the | thing else except the power to issue the paper circulation. I do not 
banks, which would be some $12,000,000 or $15,000,000, I do not re- think it right to increase their circulation, because they may think 
member the exact amount now. I sheuld like to hear the Senator’s | that is an indication that Congress will perpetuate their power and 
views on that subject, as to why he thinks it would decrease rather | right to issue the circulating medium of the United States, and I do 
than increase the currency. | not believe Congress will ever do that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Under the first section of the bill the banks are au-| Now, as to their taking up their bonds, I think that is perfectly 
thorized to retain their charters by thedeposit of only $1,000 of bonds. | right. It is simply in the line of what I believe will be the destiny of 
The minimum now is $12,500, and it goes from that up to $50,000, the national banks, that the power to issue any paper circulation will 
The maximum required now, I believe, is $50,000, bat the minimum | be taken away from them. It will be taken away by operation of law 
is $12,500. Suppose that the average is, say, $25,000; that is the aver- when the bonds are all paid, and they will continue simply as banks 
age amount of bonds which the banks now have to hold in order to | of discount and deposit. 
retain their charters. Now, if you reduce that amount from $25,000 Mr. POWER. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a question? 
to $1,000 it can easily be seen that the banks will have it in their Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 
power to reduce the circulation to that extent. ‘The only thing in the Mr. POWER. What is the objection to allowing the increase up to 
way of that is that the law now provides that no more than $3,000,- | the face of the bonds, which will add from ten to twelve millions of 
000 per month shall be retired; that is, the retirement, if it is carried | money to circulate among the people throughout the country within 
to the maximum, of $36,000,000 per annum. ten days after the bill is passed ? 

Mr. PLATT. Bat, if the Senator will permit me, would not the Mr. COCKRELL. I have just stated that I was opposed to anything 
banks which now hold bonds for circulation rather take the increased | that would tend to indicate that Congress would continue in these 
circulation of 10 per cent. than to retire their bonds? national banks their right to issue paper circulation. It is not the 

Mr. PLUMB. Some of them would and some would not; but the | right way to increase the paper circulation of the United States. We 
trouble to my mind about this matter relating to the currency of the | can do it in a better way by the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
national banks is that the volume of the currency is based upon the | which would be infinitely better than this. 
self-interest otf the banks, and not the interest of the public, and I do The VICE-PRESIDENT. | Does the Senator from Missouri object to 
not think we can afford to risk anything of that kind. the further consideration of the bill ? 

I do not want to interpose to prevent the passage of any measure Mr. COCKRELL. I do. 
which any Senator may think would be helpful to the country in the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 
present financial condition, but I have the greatest possible fear, in Mr. SHERMAN. I hope it will still retain its place on the Calen- 
fact I feel perfectly certain, that nearly all of the banks ont West | dar. 
would reduce their bonds just as fast as they could. Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; let it retain its place on the Calendar. 

I know there is no reason why any bank west of the Mississippi River | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over withont prej- 
should hold on to a dollar of bonds unless absolutely required. There | udice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
might be some few hanks up in the Northern States or in other portions AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAM-SHIP G, W. JONES. 


of the East, where the rates of interest are comparatively low, which = ; ‘ 
would retain their additional circulation, but that is guesswork. Even Mr. EVARTS. I ask the ament of the Senate to consider and | 


if it should so result for the time being the time is going to come soon | * bill which will take but & moment. It is to oS American i0g- 
when the currency will go down, because the bonds will be called for | S** aS a ae of eee — be passed 
redemption and the banks will be anxious to realize the largest pos- i eee va ‘ao Bee coe a Co _— tee of the Whol 
sible premium, and the moment the premium commences to decline y Racca “bill mh 4875) top ater a ae wna 
rapidly, as it will presently, they will go ont as a matter of profit to P ae me 7 (8. )t peerens 8S Smee a 
themselves, er for the steam-ship G. W. Joues, of New York. 

Mr. POWER. To obviate what the Senator from Kansas says, I ane ee eee ordered to be engrossed for a 
move to strike out the first section, and that will simply allow the in- oa ‘hird time, and passed. 


crease of circulation up to the face of the bonds, HUICHINGON AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. Mr. DAWES submitted the following conference report: 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 1 of the | The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
amendment of the committee, in the following words—— the amendment of the House to the bill (8. 3556) granting the right of way to 


Cr DI ‘ . . the Hutchinson and Southern Kailway Company, to construct and operate a 
Mr. COCKRELL, Let the amendment be printed and the bill go | railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State 
over. It can not be considered under the five-minute rule. of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of Gray- 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have this to say: I have no objection if the | 9m, in the State of Texas, having met, after full and free conference have 
can a a . ag o recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
Senate think it necessary to do anything but pass only the second sec- | “phat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
tion, which will allow the banks to issue 10 per cent. more of circula- | and agree to the same with the following amendments: p 
tion, If the bill goes over it will stand at the head of the Calendar. | , 1. After the word " zeferces,’’ on page 3, line 2, of said House amendment in- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. _ The bill will go over without prejudice. | 2°, ‘be yords “# majority of whom shail be a quorum for the transaction of 


Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senate will just allow one or two words 2. Strike out after the word “ before,” on page 3, line 7, of said Houte amend- 
more about this matter. I should like to say one word myself. ment, the words “a district judge, clerk of @ district court, or,” and in lien 
Mr. COCKRELL. So should I. eee dbonene judges, or the clerk of the supreme court. 
Mr. PLATT. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed a moment. 3. Steiice out after Se rrgrde “ailed by Pe. oe 08, line a, of anid Blouse 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is only continuing now by unani- | 4™endment. the words * ee tee tates court held at Mus- 
mous consent. Is there objection? The Chair hears no objection. on Sata ee eee enn eames Oe 
Mr. PLATT. I know the debate proceeds by unanimous consent 4. Strike out, after the words “tothe,” on page 4, line 3, of said House amend- 
P y x 
and I am thankful for the indulgence of the Senate. ment, the words ‘ ‘district court held at Muscogee,” and in lieu thereof insert 


be : : : . th rds ‘district court of the Territory of Oklahoma having judicial juris- 
I do not speak of the national banks in any other section of the diction over the place where the land or some part of the same lies.” : 
country except my own. They are not speculative institutions there, : S. At the ont of eratien 3, page 4, line 19, of ald House emendment, odd the 
but they are banks which are doing a legitimate business to meet the | following words: “The supreme court of said Territory shall have appe 
: : aaa : . risdiction in of the final ju ent or decree of the district court in this 
wants of a business communit y, whatever they may be in other sections — mention Every oe dom be taken within sixty days next after 
of the country. I have no doubt that in our section of the country the | the entry of such judgment or decree.” 


banks which have cireulation—and they all have circulation more or | _6. Strike out section 8 entire, beginning on page 7, line 22, and ending on 


less—would avail themselves of this increased amount of cirenlation. | {,, - cotiee a a a ae ee ee 
While the silver bill was under discussion here the course of debate |- “Sec. 8. The courts established under the laws of the United States in the 
in the Senate convinced me of one thing, that we ought to prevent the | Territory of Oklahoma shall have the same jur ion in respect of all cases 
eas : " ° P . nd: th: lroad Com- 
restriction of our circulating medium and to take measures for increas- paca yt er cena i ese ne comclation, tstbe, ant person, 
ing it tosome extent. It seems to me that this is a very wise propo- | that the said courts nave er may ae ——— in open es — = a 
sition i irecti seco : troversies between other citizens of the Un tates, an without refer- 
pmpeed escdey e enh arefene I hope that the nd section of ence to the amountin controversy, except as otherwise in this act speciaily pro- 
y -. ; vided.” 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, | wanted simply to say, as an ex- 7. Afier the words “shall be,” on page 9, line 5, of said House amendment, 
planation of why I asked that the bill go over after it was proposed to | insert the words “ prima facie. 


strike out the first section, that that would Jeave the section which Ape that tine House aques to thagame. H. L. DAWES, 


vests in the banks the additional authority which they do not now pos- F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
sess, to issue an increased circulation, and that would be an encourage- Managers on the part of the Senate. 
ment to the banks to believe that they would get farther permission Bees, EEeaiee, 
hereafter probably to issue circulation. I want to say that I am un- 8: W. PEEL. . 

alterably opposed to vesting the power of issuing the paper circulation Managers on the part of the House, 


of the United States in national banks or any other corporations, and The report was concurred in. 
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PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com- 
munication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury; which was read: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., September 19, 1890 

To the President of the Senate: e 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the Senate reso 
18th instant, reading as follows: : J . 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed toinform the Se 


lution of the 


ate 


whether the rule or policy of bis Department which requires the payment of | 


checks issued in payment for silver bullion purchased under the recent act of 
Congress oyer the counter of the subtreasury, instead of through the proper 
clearing-house, does not result in putting out notes of the larger denominations 
{nstead of those suited for circulation and use in the ordinary business transac- 
tions of the people, and whether such method of payment does or does not prac- 
tically result in the payment of such checks in gold coin instead of Treas 
notes.” 

I have the honor to reply as follows 

There is no rule or policy of this Department which re 
drawn in payment of silver bullion purchased under the 1 
be paid over the counter of the subtreasury at New York. 

As a matter of fact these pass through the New York clearing-house the same 
as other checks drawn on the assistant treasurer at New York. 

In regard to the issue of Treasury notes of large denominations in payment 
for silver purchased, I have the honor to state that it was found impracticable 
to engrave and print in the period of thirty days—the time allowed between the 
passage of the act of July 14, 1890, authorizing the issue of these notes, and the 
date the purchases of silver were to commence—a sufficient supply of the new 
notes to comply with the law except 1n denominations of $1,000 and $100. 

In the course of a few days, however, certainly by the first of next week, the 
supply of Treasury notes of small denominations will be sufficient to enable 
the Department to make payments for silver purchased in notes of small de- 
nominations instead of large ones. When the supply of smal! notes will per- 
mit, the notes of large denominations already issued will be exchanged at the 
Treasury and its branches for notes of small denominations, and as fast as such 
notes of large denominations are received in the Treasury, notes of smaller de 
nominations will be paid out in their stead. 

In order to prevent any scarcity of notes of small denominations by reason of 
the necessary issue of Treasury notes of large denominations, the Treasurer of 
the United States has been inthe habit of receiving Treasury notes of large 
denominations on deposit with the assistant treasurer at New York for trans- 
fer of funds, and shipping from the Treasury notes of small denominations 
silver certiticates and greenbacks) to banks requesting them. 

With reference to the inquiry “whether such method of payment does or 
does not practically result in the payment of such checks in gold coin instead 
of Treasury notes "’ I have the honor to state that the amount of Treasury notes 
paid out to date in the purchase ot silver bullion, all in denominations of $1,000 
and $100, has been $5,200,000, of which amount $985,600 have been reccived back 
in the Treasury in the payment of dues and are now carried as cash, leaving 
the sum of $4,223,400 in circulation. 

So far asthe Department is informed there has been no demand of any mag 
nitude upon the Treasury for the redemption of these notes in gold coin. 

Tam, sir, very respectfully 


iry 


juires that checks 


cent act of Congress 


GEO, &, 
icting Seeci 


BATCHELLER, 
elary of the Treasu y. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask that the communication be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is in answer to a resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas { Mr. PLUMB],who is not now in the Chamber. I 
suggest that it might be well to let it lie on the table for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The communication, then, will lie on the 
table. 

JUNCTION CITY AND COMPANY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 2648. It is 
the bill in regard to the right of way through the Fort Riley military 
reservation. 


FORT RILEY STREET RAILWAY 
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Liclo r by gross gence permit or suffer a re, which he may v 
lighted on « rlands ass therefror »they nds of the United States, 
» the ry : rgrowth, or prairie uy; 1 such public lands, shall 
i d ad l t i our 
of conipeter i i $i o 
iprisoned for a term ti e thar \ < e to go into 
pu school fund of t \ de 
»yed or injured are ited 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Order o 1 
Mr. PADDOCK. It is Senate bill 4956 ‘ over 
| yesterday. It has been amended tomy { then 
made. 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Ord eo 
Mr. PADDOCK. It is Order of Business 1709 
Mr. HOAR. It strikes me that this is rather a peculiar | ision 
that fines for a national offense should be paid to a State organization. 
Mr. PADDOCK, It is not paid over exactly to aState organization. 


It is better to put it there than anywhere 

It is for the benefit education in the vicinage 

It seems to me rather an extraordinary 
United States offenses, the 


Ilse, is it not? 
Mr. HOAR. 


a certain class of 


ot 


provision that 
expenses for proset uting 


which are paid by the Government of the United States, should go to 
| local purposes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The effect of it is upon the immediate country 
and nowhere else; it is not, so to speak, a general offense. 

Mr. HOAR. That isthe case with all offenses pretty mucl [sup 

| pose there may be something in the suggestionof the Senat hat will 
create greater vigilance in prosecution. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill wasdrawn in the Department of Justice 
as I am informed, and was sent here in a special executive message by 
the President of the United States because it was considered a most 
important matter. It was cousidered by the land officers of the Gov 
ernment, from representations coming from the Territories, etc., as a 


subject demanding the immediate attention of Congress. Great quan 
tities of timber had been destroyed by conflagrations through gross 
carelessness, negligence, and perhaps the malicious setting of fires. 
‘he provision in question in the bill as originally drawn, now criti- 
cised, was to the effect that one-half of the fine should go to the in- 
former. This was objected to yesterday when the bill was under con- 
sideration. Ido not like the method of dividing fines with informers 
myself and readily accepted the suggestion to amend in that particular. 
Mr. HOAR. My notinsisting further is solely out ot deterence to the 


| Senator, and not out of deference to some Department of the Govern- 


ment not charged with legislative duties. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question. Do I understand him tosay that the bill itself or the amend 
ment was forwarded to this body by the President of the United States 


| by special message ? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of | 


the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2648) granting right of way 
to the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and 
upon the Fort Riley military reservation in the State of Kansas, and 
for other purposes. 


Mr. COCKRELL. It is hardly worth while to read the amendment. 


It is just a substitute striking out and inserting, and the principal | 


changes are in the names. I move that the amendment be non-con- 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWiry, Mr. Man- 
DERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. . 


PROTECTION OF TIMBER. 

Mr, PADDOCK, I ask the Senator from New York who has charge 
of the unfinished business to allow me to call up.a bill which was 
passed over yesterday, Order of Business 1709, Senate bill 4156. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 


sumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4156) for the protection of trees | 


and other growth on the public domain from destruction by fire. 
Mr. PADDOCK. The bill has been read at length. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- | 


| nature of a substitute, striking out all 
| substituting the bill reported. | 


mittee of the Whole, and the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry will be stated. 

The amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That any person who shall maliciously or in a grossly negligent, careless 


manner set on fire or cause to be set on fire any woods, underbrus! airie 
on any of the public lands of the United Seaunen. who shell ma 


“Mr. PADDOCK. The original bill, as I have before stated 
warded by the President in an executive message. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like toask i 
States has seen the amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think h 
gested this morning on this floor; an 
present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as 
mittee of the Whole, and the question is on agre 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordet 
third time, and passed 


was for- 


the President of the United 


na Che 


‘ amendment was sug- 
l the 


it is far away at the 


in Com- 
ing to the amendment. 


and the amendment 


d to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


I hope the Senate will permit me to enter a mo 


, | tion to reconsider the vote by which a bill was passed this morning. I 
curred in and that the Senate request a conference on the disagreeing | ask to enter a motion t 


» reconsider the action of the Senate in passing 
Senate bill for the relief of Jacob Barr, and ask that it may be 
placed on the Calendar to retain the place where it was on the Calendar. 


919 
Ue 


I want to have time to examine it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order will be made. 
Cie iy COURT 


Mr. EVARTS. I call for the regular order 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 9014, to delfine and re 
ulate the jurisdiction ot the courts of » United 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the bill now tob 
Senate as offered isin this form: A House bill came 
diciary Committee of the Senate ha 


state before the 

onsidered by the 
> here, and the Ju- 
lopted an amendment in the 
of the bill of the House and 


uless there is some objection, per- 


| haps it will be unnecessary to read the House bili, though, of course, 


States, and any person who shall ma- | 


if any one desires that that may be done, I have no objection to make. 
If there is no such desire, then I would ask that the Secretary may 
read the substitute reported from the Judiciary Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Theamendment reported as a substitute 
will be read, if there be no objection. 
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The Secretary read the amendment reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


‘That there shall be appointed by the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, in each circuitan additional circuit 
judge, who shall have the same qualifications and shall have the same power 
and jurisdiction therein thatthe circuit judges of the United States, within their 
respective circuits, now have under existing laws, and who shall be entitled to 
the same compensation as the circuit judges of the United States, in their re- 
spective circuits, now have. 

Sere. 2, That there is hereby created in each circuit a circuit court of appeals, 


which shall consist of three judges, of whom two shall constitute a quorum, 
and which shall be a court of record with appellate jurisdiction, as is hereafter 
limited and established, Such court shall prescribe the form and style of its 
sea! and the form of writs and other process and procedure as may be conform- 


able to the exercise of its jurisdiction as shall be conferred by law. It shall have 
the appointment of the marshal of the court with the same duties poe 
under the regulations of the court as are now provided for the marshal of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, eo faras thesame may beapplicable. The 
court shall also appoint a clerk, who shall perform and exercise the same du- 
ties and powers in regard to all matters within its jurisdiction as are now ex- 
ercised and performed by the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
80 far as the same may be applicable. The salary of the marshal of the court 
shall be $2,500 a year, and the salary of the clerk of the court shall be $3,000 a 
year, to be paid in equal proportions quarterly. The costs and fees in the Su- 
preme Court now provided for by law sha!! be costs and fees in the circuit courts 
of appeals; and the same shall be expended, accounted for, and paid over to the 
Treasury Department of the United States in the same manner as is provided 
in respect of the costs and fees in the Supreme Court. 

The court shall have power to establish all rules and regulations for the con- 
duct of the business of the court within its jurisdiction as conferred by law. 

Sec. 3. That the Chief-Justice and the associate justices of the Supreme Court 
assigned to each circuit, and the circuit judges within each circuit, and the sev- 
eral district judges within each circuit, shall be competent to sit as judges of 
the circuit court of appeals within their respective circuits in the manner here- 
inafter provided. In case the Chief-Justice or an associate justice of the Su- 
preme Court should attend at any session of the circuit court of appeals he shall 

reside, and the circuit judges in attendance upon the court in the absence of 

he Chief-J ustice or associate justice of the Supreme Court shall preside in the 
order of the seniority of their respective commissions, 

In case the full court at any time shall not be made up by the attendance of 
the Chief-Justice or an associate justice of the Supreme Courtand circuit judges, 
one or more district judges within the circuit shall be competent to sit in the 
court aceording to such order or provision among the district judges as either 
by general or particular assignment shall be designated by the court : Provided, 
That no justice or judge before whom a cause or question may have been tried 
or heard in a district court, or existing circuit court, shall sit on the trial or 
hearing of such cause or question in the circuit court of appeals. A term shall 
be held annually by the circuit court of appeals in the several judicial circuits 
at the following places: In the first circuit, in the city of Boston; in the second 
circuit, in the city of New York; in the third cireuit, in the city of Philadel- 
phia; in the fourth cirenit, in the city of Richmond; in the fifth cireuit, in the 
city of New Orleans; in the sixth circuit, in the city of Cincinnati; in the sev- 
enth circuit, in the city of Chicago; in the eighth circuit, in the city of St. 
Louis; in the ninth circuit, in the city of San Francisco; and in such other places 
in each of the above circuits as said court may from time to time designate. 
The first terms of said courts shall be held on the second Monday in January, 
1891, and thereafter at such times as may be fixed by said courts. 

Src. 4. That no appeal, whether by writ of error or otherwise, shall hereafter 
be taken or allowed from any district court to the existing cireuit courts, and 
no appellate jurisdiction shall hereafter be exercised or allowed by said exist- 
ing circuit courts, but all appeals by writ of error or otherwise, from said dis- 
trict courts shall only be su to review in the Su e Court of the United 
States or in the circuit court of appeals hereby sublhet,ae is hereinafter pro- 
vided, and the review, by appeal, by writ of error, or otherwise, from the ex- 
isting circuit courts shall be reviewed only in the Supreme Court of the United 
States or in the circuit courts of appeals hereby established according to the 
provisions of this act regulating the same. 

Sec. 5. That appeals or writs of error may be taken from the district courts 
or from the existing circuit courts direct to the Supreme Court inthe following 
CARES : 

In any case in which the jurisdiction of the courtis in issue ; in such cases the 
question of jurisdiction alone shall be certified to the Sapreme Court from the 
court below for decision, 

From the final sentences and decrees in prize causes. 

a mn anane of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by law is 
eath, 

In any case that involves the construction or application of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

In any case in which the constitutionality of any law of the United States 
or the validity or construction of any treaty made under its authority isdrawn 
in question. ‘ 

Inany case in which the constitution or law of a State is claimed to be in con- 
travention of the Constitution of the United States. 

Nothing in this act shall affect the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in cases 
appealed from the highest court of a State, nor the construction of the statute 
providing for review of such cases. 

Sec. 6, That the circuit courts of appeals established by this act shall exer- 
cise llate jurisdiction to review by —_ or by writ of error final decision 
in the district court and the existing circuit courts in all cases other than those 

rovided for in the preceding section of this act, unless otherwise by 

aw, and the judgments or decrees of the circuit courts of appeals 1 be final 
in all cases in which the jurisdiction is dependent entirely upon the o — 
parties to the suit or controversy, being aliens and citizens of the United. tes 
or citizens of different States; also in all cases arising under the patent laws, 
under the revenue laws, and under the criminal laws and in admiralty cases, 
excepting that in every such subject within its liate jurisdiction the circuit 
court of appeals at any time may certify to the Supreme Court of the United 
States any questions or sugertnnas of law concerning which it desires the in- 
struction of that court for its proper decision. And thereupon the Supreme 
Court may either give its instruction on the questions and tions certified 
to it, which shall be binding upon the circuit courts of in such case, or 
it may require that the whole record and cause may be sent up to it for its con- 
sideration, and thereupon shall decide the whole matter in controversy in the 
ome manner as if it had been brought there for review by writ of error or ap- 
Pon any case pending before the cireuit court of 


it shall be competent 
for the Supreme Court to require, by certiorari or ot 


se, any such case to be 


certified to the Supreme Court for its review and determination with the same 
power and authority in the case as if it had been carried by appeal or writ of 
error to the Supreme Court. 

In all other cases there shall be of right an a 1 or writ of error or review 
, where the matter in con- 


of the case by the Supreme Court of the United 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 19, 





troversy shall exceed $1,000 besides costs. But no such appeal shall be taken 
or writ of error sued out unless within one year after the entry of the order, 
judgment, or decree sought to be reviewed. 

_ Sec, 7. That where, upon a hearing in equity in a district court or in an ex- 
isting cireuit court, an injunction shal! be granted or continued by an interloc- 
utory order or decree, in a cause in which an appeal from a final decree may 
be taken under the provisions of this act to the circuit court of appeals, an ap- 
peal may be taken from such interlocutory order or decree granting or contin- 
ning such injunction to the circuit court of appeals: Provided, That the appeal 
must be taken within thirty days from the entry of such order or decree, and 
it shall take precedence in the appellate court; and the proceedings in other 
respects in the court below shall not be staid unless otherwise ordered by 
that court during the pendency of such appeal. 

Sec. 8. That any justice or judge who, in pursuance of the provisions of this 
act, shall attend the circuit court of appeals hela at any place other than where 
he resides shall, upon his written certificate, be paid by the marshal of the dis- 
trict in which the court shall be held his reasonable expenses for travel and at- 
tendance, not to exceed pee day, and such yments shall be allowed the 
marsha! in the settlement of his accounts with the United States. 

Sec, 9, That the marshals of the several districts in which said circuit court 
of appeals may be held shall, under the direction of the Attorney-General of the 
United States and with his approval, provide such rooms in the public buildings 
of the United States as may be necessary, and pay all incidental expenses ot 
said court, including criers, bailiffs,and messengers: Provided, however, That, in 
case proper rooms can not be provided in such buildings, then the said mar- 
shals, with the approval of the Attorney-General of the United States, may, 
from time to time, lease such rooms as may be necessary for such courts, That 
the marshals, criers, clerks, bailiffs, and messengers shall be allowed the same 
compensation for their respective services as are allowed for similar services in 
the existing circuit courts, 

Sec. 10. That whenever on appeal or writ of error or otherwise a case coming 
directly from the district court or existing circuit court shall be reviewed and 
determined in the Supreme Court the cause shall be remanded to the proper 
district or circuit court for further proceedings to be taken in pursuance of such 
determination. And whenever on appeal! or writ of error or otherwise a case 
coming from a circuit court of appeals shall be reviewed and determined in the 
Supreme Court the cause shall be remanded by the Supreme Court tothe proper 
district or tircuit court for further ings in pursuance of such determina- 
tion. Whenever on appeal or writ of error or otherwise a case coming from a 
district or circuit court shall be reviewed and determined in the circuit court 
of appeals in acase in which the decision in the circuit court of appeals is final 
such cause shall be remanded to the said district or circuit court for further 

ings to be there taken in pursuance of such determination. 

Sec. 11. That no appeal or writ of error by which any order, judgment, or de- 
cree may be reviewed in the circuit courts of appeals under the provisions of 
this act shall be taken or sued out except within six months after the entry of 
the order, judgment, or decree sought to be reviewed: Provided, however, ' 
in all cases in which a lesser time is now by law limited for appeals or writs of 
error such limits of time shall apply to appeals or writs of error in such cases 
taken to or sued out from the circuit courts of appeals. And all provisions of 
law now in force regulating the methods and system of review, througha 8 
or writs of error, shall regulate the methods and system of appeals and writs of 
error provided for in this act in respect of the circuit courts of appeals, inclad- 
ing all. provisions for bonds er other securities to be required and taken on such 
appeals and writs of error, and any “—— of the circuit courts of appeals, in re- 
spect of cases brought or to be brought to that court, shall have the same powers 
and duties as to the allowance of wee or writs of error and the conditiong 
of such allowance as now by law belong to the justices or judges in respect of 
the existing courts of the United States respectively. F f 

Sev. 12. That the circuit court of appeais shall have the powers specified in 
section 716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Sec. 13. That section 691 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and sec- 
tion 3 of an act entitled “‘ An act to facilitate the disposition of cases in the Su- 
preme Court, and for other purposes,” approved February 16, 1875, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. And all acts and parts of acts relating toappeals or 
writs of error inconsistent with the provisions for review by appeals or writs 
of error in the preceding sections 5 and 6 of this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. EVARTS. I move, in section 4, line 10, to strike out the word 
‘“‘ reviewed,’”’ after the words ‘‘shall be,’’ and substitute the word 
‘*had.”? It is an error in the print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Srewarr in the chair). That 
amendment to the amendment will be made, in the absence of objection. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. EVARTS. I send up an amendment to section 6, in line 25, 
which I ask may be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must suggest that in as important a bill as this, 
with amendments being offered and considered, we shall have a quo- 
rum present. ; 

Mr, EVARTS. There are no changes that I am now offering at all 
except to make the substitute bill in accordance with what was the 
intention of the committee. There are no amendments that I offer 
changing the structure of it at all. They are only to put it in proper 

hrase. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. A quorum of Sen- 
ators should be present when a bill of this importance is being consid- 
ered. 

Mr. EVARTS. There is no doubt about that, but I am making no 
amendments whatever except to rectify the text as was intended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New York will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 6, on page 18, line 25, it is proposed 
to strike out: 

In any case pending before the circuit court of appeals. 


And insert: 

And excepting, also, that in any such case as is hereinbefore made final in the 
circuit court of appeals. 

So as to read: 


And excepting, also, that in any such case as is hereinbefore made final in the 
circuit court of appeals it shall be competent for the Supreme Court to require 
by certiorari or otherwise any such case to be certified to the Supreme Court, 
etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. INGALLS. I offer as an additional section, to come in after sec- 
tion 12 and to be appropriately numbered, the following, which has 
been submitted to the Senator in charge ot the bill and I believe has 
his sanction and approval. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL, I suggest that there is no quoram of the Senate 
present. 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not ask for action upon the amendment, but 
only that it be reported for intormation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. L 
present, and the Chair can see that there isnot. — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators responded 
to their names: 


Allen, Dixon, Manderson, Sanders 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Bate, Evarts, Morgan, Sherman 
Berry, Frye, Paddock Stewart 
Blackburn, Gray, Pasco, Vest, 

Blair, Hampton, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Carlisie. Harris, Pierce, Wilson of Iowa 
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Md 
Coke, Higgins, Power, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Pugh, 

Danie}, Hoar, Quay, 

Davis, Ingalls, Reagan, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum being present, the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of the 
committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as section 13 the follow- 
ing: 

Appeals and writs of error may be taken and prosecuted from the decisions 
of the United States court in the Indian Territory to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, or to the circuit court of appeals in the eighth circuit, in the 
same manner and under the same regulations as from the circuit or district 
courts of the United States under this act. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the Senator from New York proceeds, will 
he permit me to offer another amendment that I propose to submit as 
an additional section, in order that it may be printed and ready for ac- 
tion when it shall be reached in the consideration of the bill hereafter? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That section 604 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended to 
read as follows 

“Sec. 604. The judicial districts of the United States dre divided into eleven 
cirenits, as follows : 

“First. The first circuit includes the districts of Rhode Island, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, and Maine. 

“Second. The second circuit includes the districts of Vermont, Connecticut, 
and New York 

“Third, The third circuit includes the districts of Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, and Delaware. 

“Fourth, The fourth circuit includes the districts of Virginia, West Virginia, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina. 

“ Fifth. The fifth circuit includes the districts of Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
and Mississippi. 

“Sixth. The sixth circuit includes the districts of Louisiana, Texas and Ar- 
kansas. 

“Seventh. The seventh circuit includes the districts of Ohio, Indiana, Ken- 
tucky, and Tennessee. 

* Eighth, The eighth circuit includes the districts of Wisconsin, Michigan, II!- 
inois, lowa, and Missouri. 

“Ninth, The ninth circuit includes the districts of Montana, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and Minnesota. 

“Tenth, The tenth circuit includes the districts of Kansas, Nebraska, Colo- 
rado, and Wyoming. 

“Eleventh. The eleventh circuit includes the districts of Idaho, Washington, 
Oregon, Nevada, and California. 

* The present judge of the cireuit shall be the cireuit judge of the fifth cir- 
cuit. The present judge of the eighth circuit shall be the ecireuit judge of the 
sixth circuit. 

“For the ninth and tenth circuits there shall be appointed a circuit judge in 
each, who shall have the same power and jurisdiction therein and receive the 
same salary as is provided in section 607 of the Revised Statutes. 

“All causes, controversies, motions, and matters which have been tried or sub- 
mitted and are under advisement in the present circuit courts in which any of 
said districts are comprised shall be proceeded with and decided by the said 
respective judges who have the same under advisement, the same as if this act 
had not been passed. 

“ The reguiar terms of the circuit court shall be held in each year at the times 
and places following, but when any of said dates shal! fall on Sunday the term 
shall commence on the following day: : 





The amendment will be received and 


























“In the district of Montana on the day of —— 

“In the district of North Dakota on the day of ——— 
“In the district of South Dakota on the day of —— 
“*In the districtof Wyoming on the day of —— 
“In the district of Idaho on the day of 

“In the district of Washington on the day of J 





Mr. REAGAN. 
printed? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Does the Senator propose to have that amendment 


The proposed amendment wil! he 


printed. 


Vite 


“J 
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I submit a proposed amend 


Mr. DOLPH. F 


9 the same purpose 





to come in as a new section, and ask that it be printed. 
i PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be received, read, 
and ordered to be printed. 
lhe Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. DoLrn, as folloy 
. That the circuit rt peal sh , . \ isdlic 
t y writ of error or appeal, to review the lien 4. or s and decrees of 
| the supreme courts of the several Territories as by th ma ive to re- 
view the judgments, orders, and decrees of list ‘ i iit courts; 
and forthat purpose the sever I riessha y irt 
to be made from time to time, be a rned to particular 1 
Mr. GRAY I should like to ask the Senator from Kan if the 
amendment which he has just submitted, which has been read at th 
desk, is drawn as an amendment to the bill reported from t] iry 
Committee. 
Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. Itisintended to be proposed as an amend 


ment to the bill when it can be reached in its consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. What I wanted to ask, asI did not gather it perhaps 
correctly in every respect, was whether it had been drawn so as to fit 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will require adjustment. 

Mr. GRAY. I notice in this bill reported from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee the circuit courts for which additional circuit judges are pro 
vided are composed of the circuit judges and one of the justices of the 
Supreme Court, so that it would seem, as the Senator's amendment 
was read, that it would require an additional justice of thes 
Court to make the amendment accommodate itself to the bill 

Mr. DOLPH. 1 ask also, in order that all the amendmenis may ap 
pear in the RrecorpD together, that the amendment submitted some 
time since by me, and which has been printed, may be read 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TI 


ipreme 


proposed amendment will b 


read. 

The Cuirr CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section 

SE . That the States of Oregon, Washington, Montana, and Idaho shall 
constitute the tenth judicial circuit,and there s} be appointed by the Presi- 





dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, for 
such circuit two circuit judges, whoshall have the same qualifications and shall 
have the same power and jurisdiction therein that the circuit judges of the 
United States, within their respective circuits,now have under existing laws, 
and who shall be entitled to the same compensation as the cir 
United States in their respective circuits now have 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


t judges of the 


The question is on the amendment 


| of the Senator from Kansas. 


Mr. INGALLS. 
up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Kansas to offer an amendment to the amendment of the commit- 
tee which was pending. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Are we proceeding now to consider this bill finally? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isan amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee pending, which will be again read. 

The Cuier CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section, as fol- 
lows: 


No: the amendment of the committee first comes 


Sec, 13. Appeals and writs of error may be taken and prosecuted from the 
decisions of the United States courtin the Indiar Territory to the Supreme 
Court of the United States or to the circuit court of appealsin the eighth cireuit, 


in the same manner and under the same regulations as from the circuit or dis- 
trict courts of the United States under this act 
Mr. CULLOM. Does that come from the committee or from some 


Senator ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee, offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not understand that the Senator from Kansa 
proposes to offer this amendment for adoption now. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from New York to inti- 
mate, he having been previously consulted, that it was acceptable to 
him. 

Mr. EVARTS. Well, that does not touch the question 
posing to open the subject generally upon the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. That can be done on my amendment 
any other question 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Senator from New York if he 
get a final vote on this bill to-day ? 


[ was pro- 
well as on 


expects to 





Mr. EVARTS. I do not know how that may be. Of course I h 
no desire to press it without a full Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is going to speak 1 1and explain 
the bill, is he not? 

Mr, EVARTS. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from New York permit me to say 
that I think the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas in re- 
gard to appealstrom the Indian Territory probably ought to be incorpo- 


rated in the provision for appeals from thesupreme courts of the Terri- 
tories if that should be incorporated in the Senate bill. That provision 
is incorporated in the bill from the House. Ido not understand that 


| it is incorporated in the Senate bill, and perhaps the two amendments 


ought to be consolidated and provision made in onesection for appeals 
from the Indian Territory and from the other Territories. 


Mr. HOAR. I suppose the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
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will be desirable in whatever form the Senate shall pass this bill, 


whether in the form recommended by the House, the form recom- 
mended by the majority of the committee, or the form recommended by 
the minority. I would suggest, therefore, that instead of offering the 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from New York, he offer 


it in whatever condition the bill may stand. 

Mr. INGALLS. The amendment I proposed is necessarily inde- 
pendent of the consideration suggested by the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
Do.rit]. While the proposition that he desires to include is cognate 
and germane, no matter whether it conflicts or interferes with the one 
I offered, still if that should not be included mine would be equally 
desirable and necessary, because it refers toa question that arises under 
an existing statute independent of the one to which the Senator from 
Oregon relers. 7 

Mr. DOLPH. That is all very true. My suggestion was only that 
it would add to the symmetry of the bill if both provisions for the 
Indian Territory and for the Territories generally were putin one sec- 
tion, which I suppose might be done without unnecessary verbiage. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, on so important a bill as this intro- 
duced to the Senate for its action, coming from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, it is incumbent upon me as introducing this measure to expose, 
as briefly as may be, but at the same time, I think, distinctly, what the 
scheme o! this proposed intermediate court is. 

We must first look at the existing evils which are felt all over the 
country in respect to the great accumulation of causes upon the docket 
of the Supreme Court. All of the Senate are as familiar with the gen- 
eral and principal facts in this regard as the members of the Judiciary 
Committee can expect or claim to be. 

The mischief stands in the fact, that can not be underestimated, of the 
retardation of the administration of justice. There are over twelve bun- 
dred causes on the docket of the Supreme Court, and something like that 
number have now for a considerable succession of years confronted the 
laborers of that court on their assembling at each annual term. The 
faithful laborers of that court have not been able to dispose of more than 
something like, at the utmost, I suppose, four hundred causes annually, 
and that would be placing the suitors four years behind in the hear- 
ing of their causes after they are complete and placed upon the docket. 
All over the country, by the suitors, by the judges, and by the pro- 
fession, this has been felt us an intolerable evil, and that the legisla- 
tive power should exercise its authority in such relief of this great 
and pressing evil as it should be competent for Congress to afford. 

Several notions have prevailed as to how this relief may be accom- 
plished. One has been that this court here might be divided into quo- 
rums to sit in separate chambers and dispose of in quorums of three 
or four, as Congress might determine, all causes that in their nature 
should not require their disposition by the whole bench—I mean con- 
stitutional and other questions that in their nature should be resolved 
at once by that whole bench. 

Another method has been suggested to much reduce the right of ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court. Already a limit of $5,000 is upon suitors 
as a right to come to that court upon questions that do not involve in 
their nature certain questions that must come up. The limit now has 
seemed to meas a member of the profession a very unsuitable line of de- 
markation for the subjects of a great government; and when I look to 
England and see there is no pecuniary limit whatever against suitors 
carrying their rights through every court to the highest court, it seems 
to me that, although now on the statute-book ever since 1875, this limit 
of $5,000 ought to be removed and treated as an impediment in the 
administration of justice that ought to be got rid of. 

If this method of the division of the Supreme Court into chambers 
to consider thus, we will suppose, three causes where they now can 
consider one, falling within the head of private justice and not em- 
bracing any notions of public interest or welfare, shall not be adopted, 
the plan has been suggested, and has been presented to the Senate as 
well as to the other House of Congress for something like twelve or 
fourteen years, of an arrangement of an intermediate appellate court 
between the courts of the United States of the first instance and the 
Supreme Court itself. 

Mr, President, there are no real faults, as it seems to me, of great 
magnitude in the present system of the administration ot justice by the 
courts of the United States in the first instance and then by direct ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States, except the inability of 
the Supreme Court to discharge its duty of hearing and determining. 
Therefore, the great point for us to meet is to provide intermediate 
courts that shall answer the purpose of our obligations under the Con- 
stitution, that shall leave entirely uncurtailed the authority of the 
Supreme Court in the great functions of its politico-legal relation to 
affairs; I mean the establishment of the supervision of laws iu the 
sense of constitutionality and other questions of a public nature, and 
that there should be provided an intermediate court of dignity and 
character and furnished with a sufficient number of judges to dispose 
of the appellate jurisdiction thus created. 

There was introduced, I think, some twelve years or more ago, a 
———— for such an intermediate court, and that included the ad- 

ition of eighteen new cireuit judges to the judicial establishment thus 
to be created. For this reason or that, which I can not recount, no 


great progress has been made in cither House of Congress towards 
meeting the present pressing and urgent occasions which have induced 
the consideration of these judicial measures, 

Mr. President, an element in that scheme of an intermediate appel- 
late tribunal included, also, the more obnoxious feature of a pecuniary 
limit, and in order to be sure that the Supreme Court should not be 
clogged in its administration of justice the $5,000 limit was in this pro- 
posed scheme that I have referred to raised to $10,000. Itcan hardly 
be said to be a measure to enable the Supreme Court to administer jus- 
tice to cut off recourse of suitors to that tribunal. There was another 
subject connected with the original jurisdiction courts, but a matter 
of appeal between these inferior courts and that was the existing scheme 
by which there was an appeal from a district judge to a circuit jndge, 
and the profession have had a general conclusion, I think, that this 
appeal from one judge to another single judge is not up to the mark of 
appellate jurisdiction and review that suitors and counsel for their 
suitors are fairly entitled to. At each end, therefore, this combina- 
tion of jurisprudence in the Supreme Court and this original start of 
litigation, the matter of appeal presses itself upon our attention. 

Mr. President, the scheme that the Committee on the Judiciary have 
reported confines its consideration wholly to the question of a proper 
provision by judicial establishment for an acceleration of the adminis- 
tration of justice in the courts of the United States. There first came 
up before our committee the consideration of whether the House bill, 
which adds two new circuit judges in each circuit, was desirable or 
useful or was to be tolerated. The scheme of the House bill was to 
abolish the distinction of courts of the first instance between the district 
courts and the circuit courts by abolishing the present circuit courts, 
and then the scheme in regard to the intermediate appellate courts 
was that there should be there three circuit judges who should be ex- 
clusively a portion of the appellate court sitting as such. I say ‘‘ex- 
clusively’’ for that is the scheme. 

There is another provision that the circuit courts—the appellate 
circuit courts I will call them—might be able to authorize a circuit 
judge to sit pro re nata in any district court. The first thing that at- 
tracted our attention was how it should be possible that in order to 
relieve the Supreme Court from an annual accumulation of new cases 
amounting to about four hundred, in nine or ten circuits of separate 
appellate courts there should be occupation enough for these tribunals 
on appeals thus reduced to a tenth or ninth. 

Senators will observe that, when we look into this matter and discuss 
it to determine how it should be distributed through these nine or ten 
circuits, we discovered that four hundred cases would only furnish 
something like forty cases of the same grade of appeals to each circuit, 
and by inquiring of the clerk of the Supreme Court we were able to 
gain alittle dissecting plan of this mass of causes on the Supreme Court 
docket among the different circuits. 

The second circuit, which includes the State of New York, disappears 
almost here asof any very great magnitude of superiority in numbers of 
causes over some other circuits. There is one notable tendency in some 
circuits to prevent the enlargement of jurisdiction growing out of citi- 
zenship. It will be noticed that in the Eastern States there is no very 
large number of cases in the annual number resting upon that ground 
of jurisdiction, but as you go West and South you find an enlargement 
of causes turning upon citizenship and a lesser proportion of causes that 
fall under the other general heads of jurisdiction dependent upon the 
subject-matter. 

Before this statement is read I should say that we did not have be- 
fore us the whole twelve hundred, but we had what would answer all 
our purposes as well, and that was the four hundred cases at the top 
of the docket. We were limited to those in the inquiry, because the 
clerk could not give us the subjects-matter that we desired unless the 
records were printed, and as we all understand the court never pro- 
ceeds with the printing of the record much beyond the possible amount 
that may be reached, I will now ask that this little schedule may be 
read by the Secretary at the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


New cases added to the docket of the Supreme Court of the United States a 
October terms, 1887, 1888, and 1889. ; 


B 








From— 1887. | 1889, 

First Circuit .........c0ressescserescesceerenerecsnnenccresseesees tteecenstaesereeeennene| = 2B] 14 | a7 
net CIR GID bs iccecenssnerinvnepsusncdorinepriwngsone canens coeserennnesnumietatacdqies | 69 67 | 78 
TR ARI sgntveenseencimnseaneevarppeonrenveererrennsveanaommaonmeneoea. Ml IE1 16 
NINN 1 ie sais, wnnsteipapboonbues-coovecetnuuinamrnannial vee} ll 23 20 
EE epeoernerere | 361 4 | 46 
Sixth circuit....... | 31 40 50 
Seventh circuit | 58} 30 40 
Eighth cireuit . B&O 76 7 
ss nsiseicneseds sbatiowecqenbeviiibibinsemcontningionusngrinsriiedies 17 | *30 20 
PR isis sai -cn cevces cosnccnes endesstnanre veusesves gutives cst gue supeconasettanyece secyer 54 32 26 
SET EIDE coche cvivetcesunsatnatt tecesn vbenss tease eolniebeertnetooursas | 18 26) il 
Court of Claims tes eenenecesnes cosent nensessnanansensessesoee tessa anganenensneasonen ets] bss 17 11 

NE c coectinhensrniciitias mvvciedhin. siestahincis ep ederim cnatan geen ae Lion 


+ Fifty-one Chinese cases. 
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1890. 





Supreme Court of the United States, Ov tober term, 1889. Cases from No. 
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take their litigations no further. 


I need not explain, not insist upon 


Our people are litigious in the sense that they like to have their 
rights disposed of, and they like to have them d pose d of by the high- 
est tribunal to which they can have access if their means will allow it. 
| The disposition, too, of lawyers in this country does not so easily yield 
to the judgment of inferior courts, howev r great respec the iv 

eel for the individual judges who may d le th u ) 
vent them taking their cases of magnitude up to the Supret 

access is open to that tribunal through th ‘path opened 

through these new appellate courts 

When it comes to that there is but one pi 1 which lity 
to any subject-matter in these new intera lat ourts 
one head of juri ion which turns upon citizenship. The 
vision that there shall be a final disposition of ¢ that tha ) 
not on subject-matter, but as to the relation of the parties to th tig 
tion, that it shall be finally dispo d of in these inte ipp llate urts 
but with this weakness, I think, even in that position, that there may 
be an ippeal if allowed by the judges them ves—one or two of them 
perhaps. 

Whether this scheme shall approve itself in tl igment of the Sen- 


ate, I think when I expose the nature and operation of the scheme that 


it will be felt to bean operative and effective method of relieving the 


| difficulties that exist. 


1 to No. 400, inclusive. 
=. j a | ae 
ee | ig8is4 é Ses 
QL 5 | ih © F253 
Sc ‘ Ps | Do syne % a 
a | Circuit, ; ey = | = § o 
be ; 2! & ; = = 
£6 = = | o S 
g° | eC s | 8; 8 £ 
ss | LS ith Ss 
ve | | 4 | eai<|/cs\;és 
- ae = = ; i 
BO) TGCS cecccecscenstscsscosccstesvesserssccscnes 9 | 9 ! i 
17 | Second ..... ;} 30) 5 2 0 ) 
IL | Third ..... - 5 1 1 4 { 
i2 | Fourth .......... Pepa . 3 “8 1 ’ 
BB | FPEGRRR once vccccrncccogcscccocce cccevecesoncses 16 17 1 
BB | BimOls ..0.ccccee coccesescccovvesrscereescsesers 12 | 16 t 9 
GS | Beets 2..ccc cccccesccsces secosccccescee ep 9; 211.. 13 
47 YY TERRE 0.2cccccees pienmneniiiinceien sammie 24 21 2 
13 Ninth. Fe tai | 6 5 » 
288 NO is niscrnsnicraindtsiente eo : 124 103 1 1 56 169 
| 
Territories... co. cee verses cee eee eee 23 
District of Columbia ......... 000000 ceccee see vee cee cee cnn cen cee cce cee ane cee eee cee 18 
State COUTUS ....ceceeeeree erepeepevcens esece . wanennebbenene if 
Court of Claims. ..........cccccee coeceeeeeee ° . pean siaehons : 2 
JSS 
a re id i, os cis dane: sugauatononsene ‘ 80 
Cases docketed on one record and cross appeals........... 20 
100 | 
otal number of cases on the docket for October tering 1359 ; ‘ . 1,622 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, this dissection of the formidable mass 
on the docket shows us that it is by no means so great a burden and so 
large a labor when distributed among the different circuits to be dis- 
posed of in the annual litigation. Of course it may be assumed that 


| the necessity of their going to the Supreme Court 


under certain advantages which will grow out of these appellate courts | 
being made convenient to the suitors and lawyers in the different cir- | 


cuits there may be an increase of appeals, but nevertheless this is the 
best guide that we have, and if Senators will look at the distribution 
of the causes that are found allotted to a circuit, the distribution of 
them under the different heads, they will at once see that what have 
been considered very formidable accumulations, such as under the head 
of patent causes or such as equity causes, are really reduced to a very 
small number in each circuit. 

I ca!l attention to this for the purpose of showing how much relief 
will be given to the docket of the Supreme Court, how much facility 


The House bill, as well as all discussions on this subject, has eon- 
templated the necessity of constitutional questions affecting either the 
laws of the United States or the treaties of the United States or the 
laws of the States that are deemed to be in conflict with the Federal 
Constitution and also with certain other subjects of national impor- 
tance, such as prize cases being brought to the Supreme Court. The 
House bill carries all these things up through these interappellate 
courts, and leaves all these subjects therefore exposed to two difficul- 
ties: first, that of being first heard in these courts and, secondly, of 
if the suitors choose 
to carry them there. 

But that is not the only mischief of tl 
Representatives, for it leaves to these 


iis scheme of the House of 
tribunals distributed all over 


| the country the opportunity of original determination on all these con- 


' . . ° 
stitutional and public questions when there are two 


and rapidity will be given in the different circuits for disposition of | 


litigation that turns only on the citizenship of the opposing parties. 

Now, Mr. President, having laid out somewhat clearly the situation 
of difficulty, I propose to lay before the Senate the method that has 
been adopted by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate and which I 
have had the honor of reporting. 

In the first place, we take no notice of any disturbance of the exist- 
ing courts of the first instance, the district and the circuit courts—mani- 
festly they have nothing to do with the question of appeals—but we 
have taken away all appellate jurisdiction among these courts of the 
first instance. We leave the circuit courts and the district courts un- 
disturbed, with the geographical range of judicial actions of the judges 
and also the subjects-matter that belong to the district courts and the 


circuit courts in the hearings in the first instance as the law now leaves | 


them. Whether or not there would be any important advantage in 
having the court of first instance confounded and all composed of either 
district or all circuit judges is a matter quite aside from the appellate 
scheme that we are now to consider. For myself, it appears to me— 
and I think that was the judgment of our committee—that when you 
get rid of the ground of complaint of an appeal trom district court to 
circuit court, and it stands as independent with the appellate recourse 
to each of them, either to the Supreme Court here or to the new inter- 


appellate court, we have got rid of ail that we need to look atin regard | 


to the appellate jurisdiction in the start from the courts of the first in- 
stance, 

The next question was how we should divide the appellate recourse 
so as to operate in reduction ofthe burden of the docket of the Supreme 
Court and also maintain as well as might be the necessary conditions 
of a justuniformity of decision. One of the first objections to an inter- 
appellate court took the form that there would be these diverse tribu- 
nals in geographical distribution over the great district of country in 
these political divisions, and that therefore all that we had secured 
heretofore by a uriformity of conclusions of any court upon great pub- 
lic questions by the appeals centering at once in the highest court here 
would be endangered. The method of the House bil! does not meet 
this difficulty at all. The only method that I can see for the relief of 
the docket of the Supreme Court rests in this, that these courts are 
created and provided for the hearing of appeals in the different circuits, 
whatever may come from that in the way of furnishing a tribunal 
that will be satisfactory to suitors or their professional advisers, and so 


yt 


e 


stages for consid- 
eration, and when they must be finally resolved in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and when diversities may arise in decisions upon 
these general and central propositions of the jurisprudence and of the 
jurisdiction by various determinations in these different circuits. 

An attempt has been made in discussion to provide for facility with 
which these doubting and divided judgments in these interappellate 
courts might be carried up, but no scheme short of that proposed now 
by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate will accomplish any great 
useful purpose. 

The first thing that engaged our attention was to discriminate what 
causes ought, irrespective of amount and from their very nat ( 
have access to the Supreme Court of the United States, and when we 
had determined that list the first determination seemed quite natural 
to us that they should go directly up to the Supreme Court as they now 
go, and that thus we should avoid all the difficulty even of mom: 
diversities of judgment on these great questions in the courts of the 
new establishment in the different circuits. We also felt that it v 
entirely unnecessary, and therefore it was unnecessarily burdensome, 
that these questions in the interest of suitors and their advisers should 
be delayed and weighed down with the expense of an appeal to the in 
termediate court when almost necessarily these questions wou!d go to 
the Supreme Court in the interest of suitors and in the interest of unif 
of jurisprudence and jurisdiction. Therefore, in the fifth section ot 
this bill we have separated from the mass of litigation those sulj¢ 
which should go to the Supreme Court,and we have provided that t] 
shall go up directly to the Supreme Court; and now that the Senators 
may have in mind this list I will ask that the Secretary read t iftl 
section of this substitute bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 


Sec. 5. That appeals of writs of error may be tak 


rou i ‘ ts 
or from the existing circuit courts direct to the Supre : Court in the pwing 
cases : 

In any case in which the jurisdiction of the court is in issue; in such cases 
the question of jurisdiction alone shall be certified to t! ( f i 
the court below for decision 

From the final sentences and decrees in prize « 3@% 

In cases of conviction of crime the punishment | iw is 
death. 

In any case that involves the coust tic , the tution 
of the United States. 

In any case in which the constitutionality of a law of the United States or 
the validity or construction of any treaty made under it ithority is drawn 
in question. 

In any case in which the constitution or law of aStat simed to bein con 


travention of the Constitution of the United States 

Nothing in this act shall affect the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in cases 
appealed from the highest court of a State, nor th ynstruction of the statute 
providing for review of such cases. 

Mr. EVARTS. This last head is left to siand under the statutes as 
they now read, and there is no occasion for interfering with that head 
of jurisdiction, and the House bill has followed this same provision, 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Senator aquestion. The 
section just read provides for an appeal direct to the Supreme Court of 
the United States or a writ of error in a case involving the validity or 
the construction of atreaty. Italso provides for the case of the validity 
or the construction of a treaty. It also provides for an appeal to the 
Supreme Court or a writ of error, as the case may be, where the con- 
stitutionality of a statute is involved, but it does not cover the case of 
the construction of a statute. 

Mr. EVARTS. It does not, and for this very obvious reason. We 
have but two beadsof jurisdiction for our tribunal, one is of citizenship 
and the other is of subject-matter. Now, these great heads or subjects- 
matter, such as patent law, criminal law, and revenue law, all of them 
include the simple and narrow question of the meaning ofalaw. We 
see no occasion for all those being treated as involving any public ques- 
tion, and the Senator will see by an examination of the following sec- 
tion, the sixth section, that although it can be made, yet in such cases 
all of them may be sent up for the Supreme Court to give advice and 
correction. 

Senators have been struck perhaps with the variation of phrase, but 
it rests upon that and upon the best consideration. The question of 
what the rate on tin-plate, for instance, is, is not a question that needs 
to go to the Supreme Court, except in the sense that there should be 
uniformity of decision, and that is provided for in the next succeeding 
section. 

Mr, President, if the committee has been successful in the descrip- 
tion of causes that of right and in their nature and in the interests of 
just administration the Supreme Court should take cognizance sooner 
or later of all these heads in the fifth section, I think the Senate will 
agree that it is better that that court should take jurisdiction as it now 
does directly of what must be finally disposed of by it. 

We come then to what shall go to these interappellate tribunals 
which the committee has named circuit courts of appeal. All cases that 
do not go under the fifth section to the Supreme Court can go to these 
circuit courts of appeal, and then the provision is that the judgments 
on all these subjects there named become final. So far as the rights of 
the suitors are concerned, they have had their original trial in the court 
below, and they have here, by a careful and competent tribunal, well 
made up, the examination of the law and the rights involved in their 
cases. 

If we are to relieve the Supreme Court, we must relieve it either by 
dividing that court into sections to sit with a lesser number than the 
whole bench or we must provide for another court that shall dispose 
finally—not finally in the sense of no opportunity of correction in the 
interests of jurisprudence and uniformity, but so far as concerns the 
rights of the suitors, they having had their day in court sufficiently in 
this new tribunal that we provide. 

Now, what are those cases that we say shall receive their final deter- 
mination in this new court? They are various cases that turn, not 
upon Federal jurisprudence, not upon Federal subjects-matter, but 
upon the citizenship of the plaintiff being in one State and a defend- 
ant in another, or aliens abroad and of citizens in our own States. 

The nature and purpose of the Constitution in providing these im- 
partial tribunals of Federal establishment, so that suitors might feel 
that they were not suing in State courts, but in a court of the United 
States, are well understood. I need not dwell at all upon that sub- 
ject. But both here and in the other House—though not soeffectually 
as here—we have had no difficulty in holding that in these circuit 
courts held in the neighborhood, so te speak, the litigation that turned 
upon citizenship should have its final determination; and if it should 
dissuade suitors to insist upon the Federal jurisdiction and they should 
find in any State a preference for the State courts, no injury would be 
done to them and no harm to the scheme of Federal jurisprudence. 

I think, therefore, that the Senate will agree that these very large 
collections of suits—large collectively—can very well be committed to 
these new circuit courts of appeal for determination. Next to them 
we put cases arising under the patent laws, under the criminal laws, 
and in admiralty. 

Now, what is our provision to guard against diversity of judgment 
in these different courts—I mean in regard to those litigations that are 
to receive their final decision in these interappellate courts? Simply 
that the court itself may, in any case before it that it deems it necessary 
or useful to be advised by the Supreme Court on any question or prop- 
osition of law, send up these questions to the Supreme Court; and then 
the Supreme Court shall have the right alternatively to answer the 
questions and send them back specifically, which shall bind the court, 
or upon looking at the subject, looking into the face as it were of the 
litigation, if it shall see fit it shall direct the record te be sent up, and 
thus the whole body of the judicial determination shall be before it. 
I conceive that the committee has not erred in thinking that this was 
a wise provision. 

Mr. President, another guard against the occurring diversity of judg- 
ments or of there being a careless or inadvertent disposition of im- 
portant litigation by these courts; [ should deprecate any opinion in 
advance that these courts would not fully meet the interest and 
confidence that should be invited for them, but still there should be 
something besides a mere judgment within these courts as to what 


ought to be reviewed in the interest of jurisprudence and uniformity 
of decision, and that is that the Supreme Court shall have a right, in 
any of these cases that are thus made final, by certiorari to take up to 
itself for final determination this or that case, and in that way the 
scheme of the committee does firmly and peremptorily make a finalty 
on such subjects as we think in their nature admit of finality, and at 
the same time leaves flexibility, elasticity, and openness for supervision 
by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. President, I have given thus the substantial scheme of the com 
mittee. Whatever follows after this, or that may have this or that 
clause in it which is useful, is really but an attendant of this scheme, 
as most of it would be an attendant of the lesser scheme of the House 
committee. There are two subjects which I will advert to for a m: 
ment. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from New York, before he leaves 
this matter of explaining the scheme of his bill as reported trom the 
Judiciary Committee, to say a word in respect to the constitution of 
the circuit court of appeals, its personnel ? 

Mr. EVARTS. I will come to that. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought the Senator was through with that portion 
of his argument. 

Mr. EVARTS. There are two provisions, not unimportant, which 
have received the attention of the profession very largely. One is of 
allowing an appeal in equity causes from injunction, a provision 
substantially the same in the House bil]. Another provision which 
has also attracted a great deal of attention from the profession and 
two Houses of Congress, I think, is a provision that in this new 
court of ours thus established, no cireuit judge or no district judge 
who may be a part of the court can sit in a case in which he has pre- 
viously disposed of the suit. Those are matters that I think the Sen- 
ate will find no difficelty in approving, and those really complete sub- 
stantially the features of this scheme. That they are important, that 
they are thorough, and that they will be effective, I think can not be 
doubted. 

Then the question is whether there are any impediments, whether 
there are any faults, whether there are any perversions of rightful admin- 
istration of justice among suitors and in the interest of jurisprudence 
at large that should discard this scheme. This scheme in this behalf 
has received very largely, almost unanimously, the favorable opinion 
ot the American Bar Association in its late meeting at Saratoga, and | 
am, I think, authorized to say in behalf of the committee and its 
scheme that the profession at large, whohave been consulted pretty 
largely, are disposed to think that this is a scheme which will be effect- 
ual, which will be a good working scheme, and will answer the objects 
in view. 

Indeed, Mr. President, I think also I may say that, so far as the jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court have taken occasion to examine this scheme, 
they have found it a working scheme that will be satisfactory to that 
court. But I do not insist upon these matters as any conclusive au- 
thority that should suppress our freedem of judgment, but simply as 
evidence that this scheme has been presented to the notice of large 
numbersof the profession and large numbers of members of the judi- 
ciary. 

I have heard it said by persons in great authority that under this 
scheme, after this accumulation is once worked off, aa we hope it may 
be by some extraordinary effort on the part of the court so as to bring 
about practically the benefits, a session of five months here might dis- 
pose of the docket, and that therefore these justices might be liberated 
for doing a share of judiciary duty in the courts of the first instance. 

I do not know whether all the Senators will agree, but for myself I 
regard it asa great misfortune that judges in banc are also not brought 
in contact with the profession and the suitors and the people in the 
courts of first instance as frequently as possible. Now, I will imagine— 
for perhaps I can not call it more than imagination—that these circuit 
judges, who are to compose this tribunal in each of the circuit courts 
in their appellate function, will, as I think, be able to dispose of the 
annual litigation in three or four months, at such distribution of terms 
as they may think fit, and they would be le!t to take the very important 
part that they now take, and can not be spared, in my judgment, in the 
courtof first instance in equity cases and in matters that belong to first 
hearings of all important matters. 

I do not desire to see a severance between these appellate judges, 
which the scheme of the House between the judges of that 
court and the jurisdiction in the first instance of the litigation that the 
circuit judges now discharge. 

Now I come more distinctly to the constitution of the court to which 
my attention has been called by the Senator from Delaware[Mr, Gray], 
and which in the natural course would have invited my attention. 
The House of Representatives, it will be seen, add two circuit judges. 
The Senate scheme adds but one. This is a very difference in 
regard to the number of judges to be appointed. It is always a mis- 
fortune that there should be what we will call a full bench of judges 
to be appointed once, and of course naturally enough they are to be ex- 
pected to derive their appointment from the political choice that the 
Constitution reposes in the President of the United States with the ap- 


proval of the Senate. This, therefore, is, as I think, agreat feature that 
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should commend itself to the Senate at once, that we reduce the num- 
ber of the judges to be appointed. Are we then to think that by doing 
this we shall cripple at all the judicial force of the circuit courts of 
appeals? I imagine not. 
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At any rate if the House scheme is to take | h 


ese judges away from their functions in the courts of first instance, 


you cripple those courts, and those courts are all felt to be scarcely less 
important than in the instance of the Supreme Court in its accumula. 
tions that we wish in the first place to dispose of in the hearings and 
trials in the first instance. ,; ; 
Then how do we constitute these courts? ‘The section operative in 
this regard gives to the Chief-Justice and associate jastic s of the 
Supreme Court and to these circuit judges in each circuit and to the 
district judges competency to sit. They therefore are within the 
range of judicial function that they can exercise in this court “under 
the circumstances that are prescribed. How, then, is this discrimina- 
tion as to who shall compose the court onthis or that section or on this 
or that occasion of jurisdiction? It is this: The justices of the Su- 
preme Court, including, of course, the Chief-Justice, being competent 
to sit, if they attend they preside. 
elder circuit judge in commission presides, and on any occasion when 
the number of the court is not made up out of either the justices of the 


Supreme Court or the judges of the circuit court, then a district judge | ritori: 


is brought in to make up the complement of the court. That is lett 
for the court itself either by its particular or general designation to ar- 
range how this or that judge of the district court shall sit in this or 
that term of the court, or on this or that special occasion, and this is 
necessary, and besides the general designation there should be the fac- 
ulty of special designation, because we have provided that a circuit 
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judge may be obliged to leave the bench when a particular case is | 


called because of his having taken part in the original decision. 

So I think the Senate will find that this arrangement meets the oc- 
casion, and we have no difficulty in thinking that the bench will! al 
ways be well filled. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
whether the scheme of this appellate circuit court makes it necessary 


York i 


to call upon a district judge to fill its complement of judges whenever | 


the Chief-Justice or associate justice assigned to that particular circuit 


shall be absent, or whether the two circuit judges will constitute a | 


quorum suflicient to transact the business without his assistance? 

Mr. EVARTS. They will constitute a quorum. 
the court shall have three justices, any two of whom shall be a quo 
rum, but have also provided that the district judges are put upon an 
equal footing as to competency with the other judges who are enumer- 
ated, and in a working court, if I may be permitted to say, wheneve1 
an occasion presents itself that the suitors, through their lawyers, de- 
sire that three should sit instead of two, they may dispose of it. 

Mr. GRAY. 
from New York upon, as it did not seem quite clear what was the occa- 


sion, as the bill reads, upon which a district judge should be called | 


Then it appears that if there are | 
two judges—tor instance, two circuit judges or an associate justice and | 


upon to sit in this appellate court. 


a circuit judge—they can still call upon a district judge to fill the com- 
plement of three. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; they can do so undoubtedly, in order to have 
a full bench, having three instead of two. There is no difficulty in the 
practical working of that arrangement. 

Mr. GRAY. Would it not be practically then always the case that 
when the Chief-Justice or associate justice of the circuit was absent. 
which would be very often of course, the district judge would be do- 
ing appellate business? 

Mr.EVARTS. It would presumptively occur, and we may say as a 
matter of course; but I do not wish to preclude the ability of suitors 
to go on with their litigation before judges. It has always been the 
rule of three if they were ready and desired to go on; in other words, 
I do not wish to disturb the competency of the quorum of two to dis- 
charge cases if they should undertake it; but it is competent to them 
to desire that the district judge should come up and thus there should 
be three judges. There may be instances in which although three 
judges were in attendance, yet one of the circuit judges might be un- 
able to sit in a particular case, the Senator understands, if he had been 
a judge in the inferior court. 

Mr. President, the Committee on the Judiciary have given very thor- 
ough examination to this scheme, and I must deprecate in advance 
any introduction unnecessarily of amendments or additions that do not 
properly belong to the scheme. There may be subjects of improvement 
in the judicial establishments and in the administration of justice, but 
unless they fall within the line which I have just stated they belong 
to general improvement in the administration of the court, and the sim- 
plicity and regularity, or what not. 

In regard to the amendment suggested by the Senator from Kansas 


of a special provision by which there shall be an appeal from the In- | 


dian Territory, I have not been disposed to oppose that, because the 
circumstances, 


| not, whether this special provi 
We provide that | 


That is just the point I wanted to hear the Senator | 
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and our laws in it (and in regard to Utah special supervision of the al 
normal condition of things in that Territory), that we have thought 
that really we should not do a wise act if we interrupted the direct 


supervision by the Supreme Court of the Territorial courts which are 
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New York, I desire as briefly as possible to state the views o 

nority. It is much to be regretted that the Senator from Ver 
[Mr. Epmunps], the chairman of the committee, who also ned the 
minority report, is not present, but he is detained from the 


1 


Sickness. 

If anything is to be done by the Congr 
this important question, the issue is 1 
| that proposed by the House of Representatives and by the 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and the other what is known as the 
division plan, which is recommended by the minority of the Judiciary 
Committee, the Senator from Vermont, the chairman of the commit- 
tee, the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALI the Senator from Mis- 

issippi [Mr. GrorGe], and myself ning the minority report. The 
bill of the House of Representatives constitutes an intermediate tr 
| bunal called a circuit court of appeals between the district courts and 
the circuit courts of the United States I 
| the Supreme Court, and in order to make that 
circuit judges are created by the House bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many by the Senate bill? 

Mr. VEST. By the Senate bill, That leads me to remark that 
the Senator from New York put great stress in the way of argument 
upon the fact that the Senate bill only created half as many new judges 
as the House bill, and that that wasa very conclusive argument in be 
half of the substitute. If that argument be worth anything, and | 
think it is, then if we create no new judges at all it is a much stronger 
| argument in favor of the proposition of the minority of the Judiciary 
Committee. 
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I have not the slightest disposition to criticise the Federal judi- 
ciary. Ihave practiced inthe United States court 1 I think I know 
| something about the p lof the Federal judiciary. But I believe 
every intelligent lawyer will agree wit! : that we need nonew judges; 
we need a new system of practice. I do not want to say anything 
disrespectful about the judges of the Supreme Court or the circuit 
| and district courts of the United States, but they are men—that is no 
| criticism on them—with like motives, passions, instincts, whateve1 
| you may term them, as ourselves and as other men, and when you 
| put a man into an office with a life tenure, and, if I might use the ex- 


pression, put him on a sort of pedestal above the rest of the people, he 
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then thinks that leisure is the first element of his new position. You 
may take the hardest-working lawyer in this country and make a Fed- 
eral judge of him and he will quit, unless it has become the practice of 
a whole lifetime, unless he is over fifty years old and work has be- 
come @ necessity, as it does with any man in any pursuit after that 
time. If he is a young man, with the passions and appetites and am- 
bitions and instincts incident to the years before fifty, the chances are 
largely in the majority that he will immediately become a dilettante. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does notthe Senator believe that the Federal judges 
of this country, including the justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the Chief-Justice, and the circnit and district judges, 
are among the hardest-worked officials in this country to-day ? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not care about going into any %- 
vidious comparisons, but I do not think so. Ido not think so from 
actual experience as a practicing lawyer for over thirty-five years. 
Take the State judges, and they open court in the morning at 9 o'clock, 
some of them at &, hold court until 12 or 1, meet again at 2, and hold 
court again until G, and then have a night session. A Federal judge 
would think his life was in danger if he did such work as that. 

Take the District judges here. They hold court three hours a day. 
They meet at 12 and hold until 3. I have never tried a case before 
them, but I was informed not an hour ago by a brother Senator who 
has that that is the fact. They sit three hours a day, and they con- 
sider that enough for the transaction of business. But they are ander 
the shadow of the Capitol; they have no constituency to whom they 
are responsible; they are not elected. 

I have the greatest respect for the Supreme Court of the United 
States. A large majority of the judges, I believe all but two, favor 
the Senate substitute, or something like it, rather than the division 
plan, to which they are terribly opposed, and why? As one of them 
told me, it destroys the dignity of the Supreme Court, it takes away 
its constitutional entity, ashe expressed it. It is now a court sui gen- 
eris; it is the court of the Constitution; it is the supreme tribunal ot 
this country. He said if you chop it up, to use his expression, like a 
piece of ginger cake, what becomes of the dignity of the court? 

Mr. President, I believe that if the Supreme Court were divided 
into three divisions with three judges each it could dispese of this 
docket that is gaining upon it year by year. I believe that every law- 
yer who has practiced in the Supreme Court of the United States knows 
that when he states his case, if he states it clearly, every one of those 
trained and experienced lawyersimmediately strikes the salient point— 
for there is hardly ever more than one or two or three salient points in 
any case—and he makes up his mind about it. He may change it 
afterwards upon argument, but in almost all the routine business in 
thai court, unless it is some exceptional case which has not been pre- 
sented in the way of precedent before in that tribunal, his mind is made 
up about it at once; and, as to that matter, I have no doubt that one 
or two or three of those judges make the decision in almost every case. 

I do not believe that it is necessary for the proper disposition of cases 
and their adjudication that the whole court should sit upon every case. 
A great many of the States have tried this in dividing up of judges, 
not dividing the court, but simply prescribing, as we have the right to 
do, the way in which their business shall be transacted. We already 
declare how many of these judgesshall be aquorum. We havearight 
to say that three of them shall be a quorum, and as the substitute for 
the substitute, which the minority of thecommittee have recommended, 
provides, if there is a constitutional question or a question involving 
some point of great importance and of great doubt, then one of the di- 
visions, the three sitting at once, can certify it up to the whole court 
in order that the nine judges or a majority of the nine shall pass upon 
it. Itis no new practice. It has been tried in this country in the 
States, and it has been tried in England, and so far as I know it has 
always worked well, 

Mr. President, I object to the House bill principally because it cre- 
ates eighteen new judges. I object to the Senate substitute reported 
by the Senator from New York from the Committee on the Judiciary 
because it simply diminishes that evil by creating nine new circuit 
judges, because in my opinion we do not want any new judges, but we 
want a change in the way of conducting business, It is simply a choice 
ofevils as between nine and eighteen. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is a great country and we have over 60,000,000 
people. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Sixty four millions. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose we had 70,000,000; that is not the question 
at all, 

Mr. SPOONER. It bas something to do, I suggest to the Senator, 
with the amount of business which will be brought inevitably to the 
Supreme Court ot the United States; it will be constantly increasing. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr. President; butif the business can be done un- 
der a different system with the number of judges we now have, why not 
try it? Why should we change the autonomy of these courts, why 
should we make new judges, without trying the present system with 


the same number of judges, but with a different way of transacting the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 19, 








business of thecourt? Why inject these nine new judges into the num- 
ber of judges now of the Federal courts without trying the other ? 

Lut at the same time I call the attention of Senators who have not 
read the minority report, which was drawn by the Senator from Ver- 
mont and with which I heartily agree, to the salient points of this 
discussion. I have no disposition to elaborate them. The substitute, 
that is, the bill reported by the Senator from New York, proposes as 
follows: 


1. For the appointment of an additional circuit judge in each circuit. 
° 


2. It provides for the creation, in each circuit, a circuit court of appeals, to 
consist of three judges, two of whom shall be a quorum. 

3. It provides that the Chief-Justice and associate justice of the Suprenx 
Court, assigned to each circuit, and the circuit judges in the circuitand the sey 
eral district judges in the circuit, shall be competent to sit as judges in the court 
of appeals. 

4. It provides that, in the absence of the justice of the Supreme Court and of 
one or both of the circuit judges, one or more of the district judges shall be 
competent to sit to make the necessary number of three for a full court, and 
two for a quorum, 


». Itexcludes from sitting in the court of appeals any justice or judge who 
had heard a cause below. 


6, It abolishes the appeals now allowed by law from the district to the circuit 
courts, and provides for a direct appeal from the district courts, in all cases ap- 
pealable at all, to the Supreme Court of the United States or to the court of 
appeals, as the case may be. 

7. It provides for appeals from the district courts and from the circuit courts 
direct to the Supreme Court in the following instances only. 

I ask the attention of Senators to this most important and salient 
point of this legislation, the restriction of the right of appeal directly 
from the district courts to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
It restricts this right of appeal in the following cases, and every law- 
yer will appreciate fully without any elaboration the importance of 
this change: 

First. Where a question of jurisdiction is raised. 

Second. Final decrees in prize causes. 

Third, Cases of crime punishable by death. 

Fourth. Cases involving the construction or application of the Constitution 
of the United States, but not in cases involving the construction or application 
of acts of Congress. 

Fifth, Cases in which the constitutionality (only) of any law of the United 
States or the validity or construction of a treaty is drawn into question. 

Sixth. In cases in which the law of a State is claimed to be in contravention 
of the Constitution of the United States. 


These are the cases in which this radical change is made, and an ap- 
peal is given from the district courts and from the circuit courts direct 
to the Supreme Court in these cases only. 

Mr. EVARTS. But, if the Senator will allow me, they do that now. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, but this is a limitation, and of course it is a rad- 
ical change; it changes entirely this appellate jurisdiction. It leaves 
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in respect of cases brought from 
the highest court of a State as the law now is. It gives the circuit 
court of appeals jurisdiction to review decisions of the district and cir- 
cuit courts in all other cases. It provides that the judgments of the 
court of appeals shall be final in all cases—this is, in cases in which 
the jurisdiction is dependent upon the character of the suitors, as citi- 
zens or aliens. In such a case the decision of this appellate tribunal 
is final. There is one of the cases, you might say, of constitutional 
jurisdiction, for the Constitution itself provides for the Federal juris- 
diction as to cases between aliens or citizens of different States; and 
yet the substitute reported by the Senator from New York takes away 
that appellate jurisdiction from the Supreme Court and makes the de- 
cision of the circuit court sitting as an appellate court final. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let me ask does it take it away when a constitu- 
tional question arises in the case? 

Mr. VEST. I understandit does, because it says in all these cases, 
and the Senator from New York lays great stress upon the fact, that 
that would relieve the Supreme Court of a large amount of its juris- 
diction. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My understanding of the bill is that if a consti- 
tutional question is involved it may go directiy to the Supreme Court, 
notwithstanding the intermediate court may have acquired jurisdiction 
on account of the citizenship of the parties. 

Mr. EVARTS. That is, where it is entirely on citizenship, and not 
en subject-matter. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; thea accept it with that construction. In 
that case, when the jurisdiction depends on citizenship, the circuit 
court, as an appellate court, delivers its judgment as a finality. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Unless some constitutional question is involved. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, unless it comes under the prcvision which I have 
read before as to the construction of the Constitution: 

In cases arising under the patent laws. 

There the circuit court, as an appellate court, has finality of decision. 


In cases under the revenue laws; 
In cases under the criminal laws; and 
In admiralty cases other than prize. 


Now, in all these cases the decision of the circuit court as an appel- 
late court is final. 


It authorizes the court of appeals to certify tothe Supreme Court questions of 
law. . . 
It authorizes the Supreme Court in the cases last mentioned to review the 


whole case. ; 
It also authorizes the Supreme Court to require the court of appeals to send 
up for consideration any case pending therein. 
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In all other cases in the court of appeals it authorizes an appeal to the Su- 
Broo. Court from the court of appeals when the matter in controversy exceeds 
1,000. 


These are the broad and leading features of the legislation proposed by the 
majority of the confmittee. 

It will be seen from the feregoing that in general the Supreme Court of the 
United States is excluded from reviewing— 

I. Cases in which the jurisdiction of the 
character of suitors. 

II. All cases arising under the patent laws. 

Ill. All cases under the revenue laws. 

IV. All cases under the criminal laws. 

V. Alladmiralty cases other than prize. 


national courts depends upon the 


These, Mr. President, are the salient points in this discussion, and 
in opposition to this system which creates these appellate tribunals and 
these nine new circuit judges the majority of the committee are of 
opinion that the Supreme Court should be divided into three divisions, 
not,as I said before, dividing the court, but that the court should transact 
its business with three divisions, and in formulating their opinions upon 


that question the following substitute is offered by the minority of the | 


States. 


committee: 
That for all the purposes of exercising its appellate jurisdiction, as such juris- 


diction is now created and regulated by law and asit may hereafter be regulated | 


by law, any three of the justices of the said court shall constitute a quorum 
thereof. 

That the justices of said court are hereby authorized and directed to make 
and carry into effect such general or special regulations as may from time to 
time be convenieut for the he: ring and determination of two or more causes in 
respect of which the appellate jurisdiction of said court is to be exercised, at the 
same time, to the end that the business of said court may be expedited. 

That any body of such justices so proceeding with separate or simultaneous 
hearings may direct that any matter or cause coming before them which in- 
volves questions of unusual difficulty or importance shall be heard before al! 
the judges, and in such case the hearing of such cause or question shall proceed 
in the same manner as if this act had not been passed. 

That causes pending, or which may hereafter be pending, in saidSupreme 
Court, in which is involved a question arising under the Constitution of the 
United States, shall be heard before the full court. 


In other words, the salient point is that the autonomy of the Su- 
preme Court and of the circuit courts and district courts as now created 
by law shall not be disturbed, and that we in the exercise of our con- 
stitutional right to establish the manner of proceeding of these courts, 
as we do in regard to the quorum necessary to transact business in the 
Supreme Court, say to the Supreme Court, ‘‘ You can transact your 
business in three divisions, still remaining the Supreme Court of the 
United States under the Constitution; but these three divisions may 
sit at the same time, and when a constitutional question is involved 
the whole nine judges or a majority of them shall hear it, or where 
any division shall be of opinion that the question before them is of 
such importance that it should be heard by the full court or a majority 
of the court, it can be certified up for that purpose.”’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand the Senator to say that this does not 
divide the court? ’ 

Mr. VEST. Ido. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It provides that ‘‘ any three of the justices of the 
said court shall constitute a quorum thereof.’’ Of course a quorum, 
whatever the number may be, is the body in a legal sense, It then 
proceeds to provide that these separate and distinct bodies, each con- 
sisting of three judges, may sit separately. So you have three bodies, 
each one containing a quorum. If that is not a division of the court 
in substance and in fact and in law, I am not able to understand it. 
The Supreme Court itself as one entire body will never have jurisdic- 
tion to hear and determine any case unless the three judges who sit 
separately may see proper to give them that opportunity by certifying 
it tothem. In all other cases the three judges who constitute a quo- 
rum may decide a question, and, although the other six judges of the 
Supreme Court of the United States may be opposed to that decision, 
they must enter it upon their records as the judgment of the Supreme 
Court. If that is not a division of the court in fact and in law, indeed, 
I am unable to understand the meaning of language. 

Mr. VEST. 
the substitute for the substitute, the amendment to the amendment, 
and that is to this effect: 


That causes pending,or which may hereafter be pending, in said Supreme 
Court, in which is involved a question arising under the Constitution of the 
United States, shall be heard before the full court. 


Mr. CARLISLE. 


Certainly; that is only one exception. 
other cases—— 


Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator stated that noconstitutional question could | 


come before the Supreme Court unless certified by one of the divisions. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I did not say a constitutional question. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. CARLISLE, My statement was a little broader than that. I 
said that ho question could conie before the Supreme Court, that is to 
say, no question which goes in the first instance to the three judzes. 
The question of which the Senator from Missouri is now speaking 
never goes to the three judges atall, but no question which goes under 
this amendment in the first instance to the three judges can ever reach 
the real Supreme Court of the United States unless those three jndges, 
or a majority of them, see proper to say that it shall go there. 


XXI——640 
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| this substitute, and we 


| six judges presents himself at the entrance to the bench 





The Senator from Kentucky overlooks the last clause of 


In all | 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is not a deadly objection, because, 
as I said before, every lawyer knows that one or two or three judges 
of the Supreme Court generally decide all the cases that come before 
that tribunal. The lawyer is fortunate in that tribunal if he secures 
the sympathetic attention of one judye of the Supreme Court in favor 
of his brief. 

Mr. SPOONER. But, if the Senator will allow me. the dex 
not the decision of three, it is the decision of the whole. 

Mr. VEST. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Tite decision when mad 
decision of two, three, four, or five: it is the d sion of the court. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, it is the decision of the court 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose you have the court divided into three 
branches or three divisions, how would you consider as a matter of law 
any one of the three as [s it a subordinate or in 
ferior court ? 

Mr. VEST. 
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yosed t > the 


is not sup} 


the Supreme Court ? 


It is the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
Mr. SPOONER. Consisting of three ? 
Mr. VEST. Consisting of the whole cot 

gives its assent to the decision, 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In point of fact they The law compels 
them to enter it upon the records of the court as their judgment, al 
thongh they may in fact disapprove of it. 

‘ir. VEST, Suppose even the broadest statement made by the Sen 
ator from Kentucky be true, any lawyer would be satisfied with the 
decision of three judges of the Supreme Court of the United State 
He would get the decision of the Supreme Court if this division con 
stituted a court of last resort. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The question is not whether a lawyer would be satis 
fied with the opinionof three eminent judges, but the question, it seems 
to me, is the constitutional question whether there can be more than 
one quorum of a judicial body any more than of any other body that is 
constituted by law. Ifthe Senator will pardon me a moment longer, 
a quorum, as I understand it, of a body constituted by law is that 
number which is authorized by law to transact the business for which 
the body was created or for which it exists, and when you constitute 
that number it transacts the business of the whole body. Therefor 
there can be but one quorum ofa lawful body, it seems to me. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis simply a verbal criticism and can be very easil 


rt, because the whole c 


do not. 


remedied. The salient point in the whole discussion isthis: Have wi 
the constitutional right to say what shall be the order of businessand 
proceeding by the Supreme Court of the United States? If the word 


‘‘onorum’’ be an unfortunate one, that can easily be eliminated from 
can provide that the court shall proceed to 


transact its business in these divisions, shall have the power to make 
rules and regnlations for the sitting of three judges in ad on, and 
three other judges, and three other judges, simultaneous! nd tl 


word ‘‘quoruin’’ can be stricken out of it. 

Mr. HOAR. fF should like to ask 
will allow me—— 

Mr. VEST. Certainly 

Mr. HOAR. muppose one ol these bodies, consisting of thre j ulyes, 
is in session, constituting for the purpose of that case, according to the 
Senator, the Supreme Court of the United State ther 
ChMalMh 


it to 


the Senator tl question, if he 


of the 
and 


a statute rig 


, and one 


his right to sit and take part in that case, have we 
prevent him? 
Mr. VEST. Ido not know that we have. 
Mr. HOAR. That is an answer to your whole proposition 
Mr. VEST. We do not compel any justice to remain away 
This substitute specifically provides 


That the justices of said court are hereby authorized and diré ke 
and carry into effect such general or sp« ial rewulations as may from time to 
time be convenient for the hearing and determination of two or more canses in 
respect of which the appellate jurisdiction of said murtis to be exercised, at 
the same time 

That is all 
to the end that the business of said court iy be expedited 

As a matter of course, if one of the other judges should sce proper to 
ignore the order of proceeding or the rule made by the Supreme Coart, 

| @ majority of the whole nine, and present himsel!, as claiming a con- 
| stitutional right, he could take his seat with the division. Itissimply 
a matter of convenience for the expediting of the public business As 


I said before, if the word ‘‘ quoram ”’ i 
by the Senators from Kentucky and Delaware, it can be stricken ont, 
and the provision simply placed here, which is all of it, that the Su 

preme Court shall transact its business or may transact it, giving them 
the power to try this thing, by divisions sitting at the same time, al! 


imenahble to the eriticism made 


| three of them const:tating the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Mr. GRAY. 
his proposition ? 


May I ask the Senator another question in regard to 





10226 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. As I understand it, his proposition is that the Supreme 
Court, now consisting of nine judges, may be divided into three divis- 
ions, with three judges in each division, sitting at the same time and 
hearing causes that have heen brought by appeal or writ of error to 











oe the Supreme Court of the United States. 
ki Mr. VEST. Yes. 
; Mr. GRAY. Now, the decision of any one of those three divisions 
would be made by a majority of two ? 


, Mr. VEST. Ot course. 
Mr. GRAY. Would it not be possible, then, that a case brought 
before one of these divisions should be decided by the opinion of two 
oe judges against the real opinion of seven? I suggest this as one of the 
iy practical results of that mode of doing business. 

Mr. VEST. It is a question for the Supreme Court to determine 
whether they will make this division or not. We simply give them 
. the authority to divide up the court, if they see proper, for the trans- 
t action of business. Now, they can also, if they see proper to do it 
, « themselves, under this substitute, regulate the question which is raised 
d by the Senator trom Delaware. 

' Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator if it is anything more than 

} just this, to order the court to resolve itself into committees, and final 
action by the body at large upon the opinions of these committees or 
commissions, a finding and a decision on cases which go before them, 
but in the end in the record it all stands by the adoption of the court 





f as the action of the Supreme Court, just as every where else, just as here 
e, in the Senate three men do all the thinking. 

a Mr. VEST. I am not prepared to go to that extent. It would be 
Bi very hard 


RS Mr. BLAIR. If theSenator will allow me, if you get the best think- 
ing any two or three men in the Senate can do upon any important 
aj question, you are a great deal surer to get justice, and get a good bill, 
Hi and get a good Jaw, than you are, as a rule, as the thing goes, I think, 
ie Mr. VEST. Ido not know whether the Senator from New Hamp- 
i shire is right about two or three men in the Senate doing all the think- 
ing, but I should hate very much to try to select the two or three men. 
I think it would produce some division of opinion. 

Mr, HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator one other question, if 
he will permit me, though I think his good nature has been taxed a 
great deal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose there were no provision about a quorum in 
the Constitution of the United States as to legislation, we could do as 
the English House of Commons does; it fixes its own quorum by stat- 
ute or immemorial usage. Now, could we constitutionally, in the 
judgment of the Senator, provide that the Senate should be cut up into 
three bodies, each of which at the same time with the others might go 
on legislating ? 

Mr. VEST. I do not think that is a fair statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is an absolutely fair one. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. The only difference is that the Constitution expressly 
says that there shall be but one Supreme Court,. while it only impliedly 
says that there shall be but one Senate. 
ee Mr. VEST. I think it says emphatically that there shall be but one 
a? Senate, 
ca Now, Mr. President, let us apply the proposition of the Senator from 
1 Massachusetts. The Constitution of the United States provides for one 
Se Supreme Court. The Constitution of the United States provides for 

: one Senate. The Senator from Massachusetts will not deny that. 
There can be but one Senate. If any other body were to set itself up 
as another Senate in this country, it would be clearly a violation of the 
law and a subversion of the Constitution. Very good. Now, if the 
proposition is that the Supreme Court can only transact its business 
with a majority of the nine justices present and sitting upon every case, 
then it applies to the Senate of the United States, which has no right 
to have committees, which has no right to delegate the examination of 
any question to any inferior number less than a quorum of the whole 
body. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senate does not delegate the enactment of law to 
committees, 

Mr. VEST. Ah, yes, that is true; it does not give the enactment of 
a law to a committee; and the Supreme Couft under this substitute 
of could also provide that the decision of every one of these divisions 
a should be submitted to the whole court, and I would have no objection 
to that, but would prefer it. 
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. Mr, HOAR,. It the Senator will pardon me, I should like to make 
t my question a little more explicit. 

ie Mr. VEST. Very well. 

rie Mr. HOAR. Supposing there was nothing in the Constitution about 
i, what constituted a quorum in the Senate, could the Senate try three 
ty o owparee at the same time, only a third of the number acting in 


Mr. VEST. I do not say that it could, because there is only one of- 
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ficer whocan preside overa court of impeachment, and that is the Chief- 
Justice ot the United States, That disposes of that question. 

But let us go further. TheSenator’s question is an ingenious one, but 
it does not meet the proposed case at all, The whole of this is simply 
to the effect that in the conduct of this business and in disposing of the 
cases which come before the court it may divide up its number for the 
purpose of hearing those cases although the final decision must neces 
sarily be made by a majority of the whole court, 

Mr. MORGAN. What would it do with cases of original juarisdic- 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. Of original jurisdiction? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, where the Supreme Court of the United States 
exercises original jurisdiction. 

Mr. VEST. All those cases of course would be heard by the ful! 
court, I suppose. 

Mr. MORGAN, Does the bill provide for them? 

Mr. VEST. No, I do not think it does. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is very remarkable that that should be neglected 
in the provisions of this bill, for it is one of the most important juris- 
dictions the Supreme Court can exercise. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think that is provided for in the substitute 
reported by the Senator from New York, either. 

Now, Mr. President, the substitute accompanying the minority re 
port was drawn by the Senator from Vermont. There are verbal criti- 
cisms that can be made in regard to it, but I submit again that the 
salient point in the whole discussion is as to the two systems. If we 
conclude that there is no constitutional objection, and it seems to me 
there can be none, to a division system as proposed in the minority re- 
port, then it is very easy to meet all the verbal criticisms made now 
by the Senator from Kentucky or the Senator from Delaware. The 
question is whether we will take one system or the other. If we con- 
clude not to take the division system, then I infinitely prefer the bill 
reported by the Senator from New York to the House bill, because it 
has only nine new judges instead of eighteen. Butif the Senate agrees 
to take the idea advocated and embodied in the minority report, and 
not to make any new judges, it is very easy to provide for the division 
system, as I have termed it, which gives to the judges of the Supreme 
Court power to transact their business by threes, and then if it is found 
necessary (and I should have no objection to it, but would be disposed 
to favor it) that the decisions of each of these divisions should go be- 
fore the full court for final adjudication, let it be so; but right here 
the two paths diverge, and the Congress of the United States must take 
one or the other. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the importance of this measure must 
be my excuse for occupying the time of the Senate in regard toit. I 
have some fixed opinions concerning the schemes upon this subject now 
before this body which I think I ought to present to the Senate. 

It will conduce, perhaps, to a better understanding of the merits of 
the several plans for the relief of the Federal courts which are presented 
for our consideration to inquire, in the first place, what are the defects 
in the presentsystem which render remedial legislationdesirable. They 
may be stated in a general way as follows: 

Virst. Under the present organization of the circuit courts the cir- 
cuits are insufiicient in number; the judicial force is not adequate to 
the transaction of the business; a very large portion of all the busi- 
ness of the circuit courts is transacted in the absence of a circuit judge 
and of an associate justice of the Supreme Court, and probably nine- 
tenths of all the business of the circuit courts is transacted by the dis- 
trict judges presiding alone. 

Second. Under the present system in a very large proportion of 
cases, there is no appeal from the decisions of the district or circuit 
courts, but the decision of a single judge is final, a condition of aflairs 
which would not be long tolerated in the judicial system of any State 
in the Union, and which has not been very inaptly termed a judicial 
despotism. 

Third. The number of cases taken to the Supreme Court by writs of 
error and appeal is greater than can be disposed of by the court. So 
there are this day upon the docket for the next term of the court one 
thousand two hundred and ninety-two cases, and I am informed by 
the clerk of the court that the number will amount to over fourteen 
hundred before the term commences. The number is constantly in- 
creasing, and from three to four years intervene from the-time a case 
is appealed until it ean be heard in the Supreme Court. 

The growth of population and business of the country, the assump- 
tion by Congress of jurisdiction over new questions of Federal cogni- 
zance, new legislation couferring upon the Federal courts enlarged 
jurisdiction and referring to them new questions for adjudication have 
greatly increased the number of cases in all the Federal courts, so that 
the Federal judicial system which was once adequate to meet the de- 
mands upon it has become insufficient. In the earlier years of our his- 
tory the delay to which litigants are now subjected by reason of the 
insufficiency of the judicial system would have been far less vexatious 
and damaging than it is at present. The causes submitted to the 
Federal courts to-day are of much greater importance than those sub- 
mitted even a quarter of a The importance and value of 


century ago. TI 
the property rights involved in litigation in the Federal courts have 
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increased with the growth of the nation and with the increase in the 
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magnitude of the great business enterprises of the country, enterprises | 


which ignore State lines and national boundaries, and claim continents 
and worlds for their fields of operation, with the invention of labor- 
saving machines, and with the utilization of steam and electricity. 
The framers of the Constitution when they provided the Federal sys- 
tem undoubtedly had little conception of the future growth of this coun- 
try and of the great demands which would be made upon the system. 
The inventor of the steam-engine little imagined that steam would 
be utilized as a motor until great steam-ships of palatial proportions 
and carrying thousands of passengers would make the trip from Liver- 
pool to New York in less than six days; and when Franklin demon- 
strated that lightning and electricity were the same he little thought 
that the subtle power of the comparatively unknown force with which 
he was experimenting would be controlled by the ingenuity of man to 
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As nas been stated by the Senator from New York, the bar associa- 
tions have discussed the question necessary relief to the United 
States courts and have recommended legislation. Eminent lawyers 
und judges have called public attention and th ition of Congress 
to the matter, so far \ It. 

rhe se heme, if I m Ly ¢ ull it s 1, } po l byt I rity of the 

| Senate Judiciary Co t is to divide the 
Supreme Court of th 1ited States into sections ig of three or 
| more judges, and to provide for the tra isiness of the 
court by several sections ng simult 3h) In other words, it 
provides for the exercis« Of the j)urisdictio ynierr ipon the Supreme 
Sourt by the Constitution by fragme t : one has 
said the proposition is to break up the grea tral luminary of our 
judicial system into asteroids of lesser magnitude 
We are confronted in the consideration of this plan at the threshold 


enable him to send his thoughts upon the wings of the lightning to the | 


uttermost parts of the earth, to carry on conversation thousands of 
miles distant, or that it would virtually supplant steam as a motive 
power, and would literally illuminate the earth. 

These two great agencies, steam and electricity, have substantially 
eliminated from commercial transactions the elements of time and space, 
and we can exclaim now with an emphasis not possible in past ages that 
‘‘time is money.’’ San Francisco and New York are nearer together 
to-day than New York and Buffalo were, commercially speaking, fifty 
years ago, and the great network of railroads and telegraph lines that 
cover a continent have made every part of the Union but suburbs otf 
great cities. The great commercial systemof the Union through these 
arteries pulsates with every heart-throb of the commercial centers of 


the Union. The capital of New England, following the march of civ- 
ilization across the continent, has become either permanently or tem- | 


porarily invested in the States of the great West, while the products 
of the prairies, farms, and mines of the West find their market in the 
commercial cities of the East. Even foreign capital seeks investment 


| the Supreme Court exercises, it must exercise as one court. 


within our borders wherever remunerative returns are promised. All | 


these things have contributed toswell the great aggregate of litigation 
of which the Federal courts have jurisdiction. Congress goes on from 
session to session adding to the jurisdiction of the courts and the duties 
ot the judges, ignoring the universal demand that comes up for relief on 
account of the overcrowded condition of the dockets of the court. 

To force a litigant into the Federal courts to-day to await the long- 


delayed decision of the court of last resort is equivalent to a denial of | 


justice. 
ises? Itisto provide adequate judicial machinery for the prompt trans- 
action of the business of the Federal courts. If this is not done, these 
courts, instead of answering the great and beneficial purpose of their 
creation and affording speedy“and impartial justice to litigants, will 
become, if they have not already become, by reason of the inadequacy 
ofthe judicial system and the long delay to which litigants are subjected, 
instruments of oppression and wrong, the meahs of denying justice to 
meritorious litigants in many instances forced into them for the pur- 
pose of delay. 

There is no consideration of economy, I beg leave to say to the Seuato: 
from New York and to the Senator from Missouri, involved in this 
question of providing for the relief of these courts that is worthy of 
consideration. The question whether there shall be one judge or two 
judges in each circuit or whether there shall be one or two additional 
circuits is worthy of consideration here only in connection with what 
will best promote the efficiency and usefulness of the courts. 

If a great nation of 64,000,000 people, with almost unlimited wealth 
and unbounded resources, can not afford asufficient judicial establish- 
ment to answer the demands made upon it, it had better abdicate and 
turn over its judicial jurisdiction to the States. We want no cheap 
judicial system. We want asystem which is adequate to the business 
of to-day and sufficient to meet the demands of the future. 
@ system under which every court and every judge of all the courts will 
have ample time to perform thoroughly and well all the duties required 
of them, and under which all the judges shall receive ample compen- 
sation for the labor performed by them. 

We have an opportunity to secure such a system. The House of 
Representatives has sent us a bill upon the subject which is not the 
least meritorious of the measures proposed, and all that is required is 
for the Senate to take appropriate action to secure its enactment into 
law. If this is not done, and this bill fails, no one can foretell when 
any relief will be secured. The same obstacles will be encountered in 
the future that have been encountered in the past whenever it has 
been attempted to secure legislation upon this subject, and necessary 
legislation will be indefinitely postponed. What these obstacles are 


every one knows. They have been sufficient in the past to prevent 
legislation. 


What is the plain, imperative duty of Congress in the prem- | 


with the question of the constitutional 
that a quorum of the Supreme Court 
jority and that the business of th 

composed of minorities 


power of Congress to pro\ id 
shall consist of less than a ma 
rtshall be transacted by sectior 


The Constitution provides that 


‘ } sricti 
oi the justices. ] 


I 

the Federal jurisdiction shall be vested in one Supreme Court, with 

appellate jurisdiction over all causes of Federal cognizance except those 

in which it has original jurisdictio: th such exceptions and unde 
de, and in such inferior courts 


such regulations as Congress may pr 
as the Congress may from time to time ordain and establish 
The Constitution provides for but one Supreme Court, and nobody 
will contend that Congress can provide another. The power of Con- 
gress over the Supreme Court established by the Constitution is to 
make exceptions to the jurisdiction which the court would have with- 
out Congressional action, and to provide regulations for the exercise of 
that jurisdiction; but the jurisdiction, original and appellate, which 


vid 
ic 


Che power 
of Congress to provide regulations for the exercise of this jurisdiction 
can not be held to extend to legislation which would break up the Su- 
preme Court into fragments and substitute several courts with power 
to hear and finally determine causes for the one Supreme Court pro- 
vided by the Constitution. At all events, it is a question upon which 
there is room for an honest diflerence of opinion, and the 
Court could find ample ground for holding that ¢ 
power to make regulations for the exercise of its juri 
would virtually destroy the unity of the court. 

But I do not propose to discuss the constitutional question further 
at this time. I do not desire to take up the time of the Senate to do 
so, and under the view which I take of the matter the proposition t 
divide the Supreme Court into sections is the last plan which should 
be adopted even if the power of Congress to do so were unquestioned 

I confess that I sympathize with those who believe that to divid 
the Supreme Court into sections and to provide for the exercise of 
jurisdiction by minorities wot 
notwithstanding wheat h 


Supreme 
ongress has not the 


liction which 


ild—and I use the expression deliberate] 
is been said by the Senator from Misso 


detract from its dignity and importance and from the weight, if n 
from the authority, of its decisions. 
The questions which the Federal courts are called upon to adjud 


We want | 


| 


It is useless to say that mere political considerations | 


should not prevent or delay legislation upon so important a subject. | 
They have done so in.the past, and they will probably continue to do | 


so in the future. 

Bills drawn with care by lawyers of ability and experience have been 
introduced into Congress nearly every session during several years past, 
only to sleep the sleep of death in committees and to fail of considera- 
tion in one or both Houses of Congress. 


: 
y ol great intri 
cacy and delicacy—questions involving the rights of the States and the 
iust powers of the three great departments of the Government; ques 
tions between States; questions between States and citizens 


States, between citizens of different State 


cate are questions of great importance, and frequent 


ites ; of other 
; and, as suggested by the 


Q 


Senator from Delaware who sits near me [ Mr. H1Gaarns], between States 
and the Federal Government and between citizens and aliens. The 
Supreme Court as the court of dernicr ressort is the final arbiter of all 


these questions. Itis charged by the Constitution with the power anc 
the duty of maintaining its own jurisdiction under the C 
and of maintaining the just powers of the other departments of 
Government as well as restraining them within their constit 
limitations. 


ymistitul 


Every law of Congress and every law of the several States of the 
Union must conform to the fundamental law of the Union, of which 
the Supreme Court is the final and conclusive interpreter Any de- 
cision of the highest judicial tribunal of any State in the Union may 
be reviewed by the Supreme Court if it involves a question arisii 
under the Constitution or laws or treaties of the United States. The 
Supreme Court is the balance-wheel in the vast mechanism of our du 
form of government. 

In short, over all this complex system of National and State Govern- 
ments the Supreme Court, in the exercise of its original and appellate 

| jurisdiction, presides, and in cases of Federal cognizance holds the 
scales of justice. No judicial tribunal in ancient or modern times was 
ever intrusted with more important or more delicate questions, and 
none has hitherto maintained greater respect for its probity and its 


learning and ability and the soundness of When you 
come to consider the questions which are referred to the Supreme Court 
for adjudication, I think we must all agree that the high character o 
the courtand the moral force of its decisions should be maintained. 
jut the gravest objection to the plan reported by the minority « 
the committee is that it takes no account of the inadequacy of the 
judicial machinery, of the judicial force in the circuit courts 


its decisions 


ind makes 
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no provision for their relief. As has been said, I think, by the Senator 
from New York to-day, the necessity for relief to the circuit courts is 
quite as urgent as the necessity for relief tothe Supreme Court. If the 
bill passed by the House should become a law, I have no doubt the 
judicial force, with the appointment of additional district judges in a 
few of the most important districts, would be adequate to meet the 
demands upon it; but if the bill reported by the majority of the Com- 
wsittee on the Judiciary of the Senate is to be adopted, there will be 
imperatively demanded for the relief of the circuit courts the creation 
of additional circuits. 

Looking to the contingency of the adoption of the substitute pro- 
posed by the majority of the Senate committee, I have proposed an 
amendment for the creation of the tenth judicial circuit, to be composed 
of the States of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and Montana, and I can 
demonstrate the need for an additional circuit upon the Pacific coast 
as well as the necessity in general for relief to the circuit courts by a 
reference to the condition of business in the Federal courts on that coast. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Missouri that all that is re- 
quired is greater industry upon the part of the judges. I do not be- 
lieve there is a Federal judge in the ninth judicial circuit, unless it 
is in one of the States recently admitted into the Union—and of them 
Iam not so well qualified to speak—who does not devote and con- 
scientiously devote his whole time to the business of the courts. Even 
as the circuit was constituted before the admission of Washington 
and Idaho and Montana, embracing three States—Nevada, California, 
and Oregon—the judicial force was insufficient. The business of the 
circuit court holding terms at San Francisco was sufficient to occupy 
the whole time of the circuit judge, Judge Sawyer, a very industrious 
and painstaking judge, so that it was with difficulty we could secure his 
presence at the circuit court of Oregon, holding terms at Portland, 
and then only long enough usually to hear appeals from the district 
court, 

The whole time of the district judge of Oregon, who has been upon 
the bench since 1859, is occupied with the business of the district and 
cireuit courts, and his labors were so great as to threaten a year since to 
break him down entirely and to destroy his health. It is well known 
that the business of the district court in San Francisco is such that the 
district judge, who is one of the oldest district judges in the United 
States, is unable todo more than to hold the districtcourts. But Congress 
in its wisdom in admitting other new States into the Union has added to 
the cirenit the States of Washington, Idaho, and Montana, and we now 
haveacircuit which embracesan area of 665,248 square miles, more than 
one-fourth of the area of all the States of the Union, which has a popula- 
tion of from two and a half to three millions, a population nearly as great 
as the thirteen original States when the Constitution was adopted, which 
hasa coast line upon the Pacific Ocean of 1,650 miles, 150 miles more than 
our coast line upon the Atlantic from the northern boundary of Maine 
to the northern boundary of Florida, and which embraces the great 
Puget Sound, one of the most magnificent inland seas upon the face of 
the earth—a circuit in which the courts have to hear and decide a large 
number of admiralty and maritime cases incident to our large foreign 
and coastwise commerce, which takes in Alaska; the usual number of 
cases that involve Federal questions and in which jurisdiction is de- 
rived from the citizenship of the parties, and in addition a large num- 
ber of cases of classes never brought in the Federal courts in the East. 
I refer to the important cases arising under the mineral laws and other 
land laws of the United States and to cases arising under the laws for 
the restriction of Chinese immigration. 

These are now provided for by law twenty-one terms of the circuit 
court yearly in that circuit, held at places thousands of miles apart, and 
itis simply impossible for the circuit judge to attend the whole of 
them or any considerable numberof them in one year, and even should 
there be an additional cireuit judge appointed, the two, if they could 
devote their whole time to the business and were not required to act 
as members of the circuit court of appeals, could not transact one- 
half of the business of the circuit courts, 

I have no objection to providing as many additional circuits as are 
necessary for the proper transaction of the business of the circuit 
courts. I do not wish to interfere with any other locality, but I assert 
what every one must and does know who knows anything about the 
history of the country, that California, Oregon, and Washington 
should not be in one circuit, with all their vast coast line and with 
the great amount of admiralty business there is in the courts of those 
districts. If this ninth circuit is to remain as now constituted, or as 
provided in the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, or 
under any other division, with California, Oregon, and Washington in 
one circuit, this substitute proposed by the majority of the Senate Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary would afford no relief. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would only increase the difficulty. 

Mr, DOLPH. As my colleague suggests, it would only increase the 
difficulty, because the duties required of cireuit judges as members of 
the circuit court of appeals would necessarily, as I shall presently 
moe take up their whole time and leave them no time for nisi prius 
duty. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to submit this question of the necessity 
of relief to the circuit courts upon what I have stated in regard to the 
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ninth cireuit alone. The necessity for relief to the inferior courts was 
admirably stated in an article in the Central Law Journal for Septem- 
ber, 1881, nearly a decade ago, from the pen, as I understand, of 
Judge McCrary, and I will ask the Secretary to read a short extract 
which I have marked from the article. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), It will be 
read, if there be no objection. The Chairs hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


5. The evils of the present lack of judicial force, and the needs of the circuit 
courts in general, may well be illustrated by reference to the situation of affairs 
in the eighth circuit, concerning which we will call attention to some of the 
more important facts. They will, in the main, apply to each of the other cir- 
cuits. No doubt the evil is more pressing in the southern and western circuits 
than in the eastern, but it is great in all. 

The eighth circuit comprises the States of Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Arkan- 
sas, Kansas, Nebraska, and Colorado—a territory embracing 517,510 square 
miles, and larger by 175,000 square miles than the original thirteen States. It 
contains a population of nearly 8,000,000, or about twice as large as that of all the 
States in the Union at the time the judicial system was established. Within the 
circuit there are held annually twenty-nine terms of the circuit court, as follows: 
Minnesota, twoterms; Iowa,eightterms; Missouri,six terms; Arkansas, four 
terms, Kansas, three terms; Nebraska,two terms; Colorado, four terms; total, 
twenty-nine terms. Some of these terms continue in session for months, and 
the two at St. Louis occupy substantially the entire year. 

Although, as already suggested, the law clearly contemplates that the circuit 
judge shall be —— at every term of the circuit court, and sit in the hearing 
ofall the more important cases, it is physically im ible for him to attend more 
than one-half of these terms, and his stay at each of the places visited by him must 
necessarily be brief. The number of causes pending in these courts and await- 
ing a hearing aggregates from three to five thousand, and in the event of the 
passage of a new bankrupt law there would be a sudden and largeincrease. Of 
course the cireuitjustice ean do but little circuit duty in addition to the great 
labor devolving upon him asajustice of the Supreme Court, The result is that, 
perhaps, two-thirds of al! the business of the circuit court is transacted by the 
district judges, sitting alone,and this notwithstanding the greatest industry on 
the part of the circuitjudge. This is,as we have seen, unjust to litigants, and 
violative of the spirit of the judiciaryacts. Itis also unjust to the district judges 
who are thus required to do double duty, and to perform services not contem- 
plated by law, and for a compensation which, as compared with their labors 
and responsibilities, is, as all must admit, grossly inadequate. 

Beyond doubt there is in this circuit alae more judicial business than there 
was in the whole Union in 1789, and yet the States which compose it are some 
of the youngest in the Union, and in the very infancy of their growth and de- 
velopment. During the lastten years these seven States have increased in pop- 
ulation to the extent of about three millionsof people, and correspondingly in 
wealth and commerce. How inadequate has been the legislation of Congress 
to provide increased facilities to neet the vast increase of judicial business 
growing out of the marvelous growth of the country! The Supreme Court has 

n increased in numbers, but as it must always act as a unit in considering 
and deciding cau-es, it is capable of dispatching little, if any, more business 
than when com of six justices. The circuit courts are organized just as 
they were in the beginning, except that the number of circuits has been in- 
creased to nine, and one circuit judge provided for each. 

The circuit judge, however, performs only the duties which in early days 
were performed by the Supreme Court justice assigned to the circuit, so that 
practically the only increase of judicial force is the creation of free additional 
circuits with a cireuit judge for each. This to meet the demands upon the Fed- 
eral judiciary occasioned by the addition of twenty-five great States of the 
Union, of at least 40,000,000 to our population, and of an incalculable amount to 
our wealth, not to mention the addition of many new and important subjects 
of cognizance in the Federal courts. In view of these facts it should excite no 
surprise that our circuit courts are overcrowded; that they are compelled to 
dispose of business with great rapidity and are still tar behindhand, and that 
many important cases are necessarily tried before a single judge. Such being 
the present situation, what may we expect in the near future if Congress shall 
continue to neglect to provide relief? : 

The business of the Federal courts is necessarily increasing with the growth 
of commerce, the increase of population and wealth, and the multiplication 
and extension of railroads and other arteriés of interstate trade. These courts 
deal very largely with controversies between citizens of different States over 
which the Constitution itself gives the Federal judiciary jurisdiction. It is 
manifest that in these days of rapid transit trade and traffic between citizens of 
different States must continue to increase, and the evils complained of must 


grow annually more burdensome until the remedy is applied. 


Mr. DOLPH. The important features of the House bill are, first, 
the withdrawal of original jurisdiction from the circuit courts and vest- 
ing it in the district courts, and making the circuit courts courts of ap- 
peal with appellate jurisdiction only, with the exception of writs of 
habeas corpus, of mandamus, and of prohibition; the appointment of two 
additional circuit judges in each circuit, who, with the present judge 
are to constitute a court of appeals, but three judges being required 
to constitute a quorum; it is provided that in the absence of one of 
the circuit judges a district judge shall be called in to act as a mem- 
ber of the court of appeals. Writs of error in proper causes, and in all 
other causes appeals are allowed from the district court to the circuit 
court of appeals in all cases of law and equity and of admiralty and 
maritime jurisdiction. , 

The judgments of the circuit court of appeals are made final in all 
cases where the jurisdiction of the court depends upon the citizenship 
of the parties, and in all other cases writs of error and appeals may be 
taken to the Supreme Court. It is also provided that writs of error 
and appeals may be had to bring up for review before the circuit court 
of appeals the decisions of the supreme courts of the Territories. The 
right of a peal from the decisions of the supreme court of the. District 
of Columbla is limited, ‘There are some other provisions in regard to 
details which I have not stated. 

The provisions of the substitute proposed by the majority of the Sen- 
ate Judiciary Committee are fully but succinctly stated in the report of 
the minority of the committee, and have already been stated by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and I will not stop to read from 
the report, but ask that the portion I have marked be inserted in my 
remarks, 
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The substitute provides: ; 

1. For the appointment of an additional circuit judge in each circuit. 

2. It provides for the creation, in each circuit, a circuit court of appeals, to con- 
sist of three judges, two of whom shall be a quorum. 7 

3. It provides that the Chief-Justice and associate justice of the Supreme Court, 


yplication of the Constitution of the 
1e construction or application of acts 


_ 


assigned to each circuit, and the cireuit judges in the circuit and the several <is- 
trict judges in the circuit, shall be competent to sit as judges in the court of ap- 
peals, . 3 

4. It provides that in the absence of the justice of the Supreme Court and of 
one or both of the circuit judges, one or more of the district judges shall be com- 
petent to sit to make the necessary number of three for a full court, and two for 
aquorum. — . 

5. It exeludes from sitting in the court of appeals any justice or judge who had 
heard a cause below. Se . : 

6. It abolishes the appeals now allowed by law from the district to the circuit 
courts, and provides for a direct appeal from the district courts, in all cases ap- 
pealable at all, to the Supreme Court of the United States, or to the court of ap- 
peals, as the case may be. hie ' 

7. It provides for appeals from the district courts and from the circuit courts 
direct to the Supreme Court in the following instances only 

a, Where a question of jurisdiction is raised. 

6. Final decrees in prize causes. 

c. Cases of crime punishable by death. 

d, Cases involving the construction or “| 
Jnited States, but not in cases involving t 

of Congress. ee 

¢e. Cases in which the constitutionality (only) of any law of the United States, 
or the oe or construction of a treaty, is drawn into question. : 

J. In cases in which the law of a State is claimed to be in contravention of 

the Constitution of the United States, , 

8 It leaves the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in respect of cases brought 
from the highest court of a State, as the law now is. ie 

9. It gives the court of appeals jurisdiction to review decisions of the district 
and circuit courts in all other cases. ; s 

10. It provides that the judgments of the court of appeals shal! be final inall 
cases— 

a, In which the jurisdiction is dependent upon the character of (he suitors, 
as citizens or aliens; 

b. In cases arising under the patent laws; 

c. In cases under the revenue laws; 

d. In cases under the criminal laws; and 

¢. In admiralty cases other than prize. . 

11. It authorizes the court of appeals to certify to tue Supreme Court ques 
tions of law. 

12, It authorizes the Supreme Court in the cases last mentioned to review the 
whole case. 

13. Italso authorizes the Supreme Court to require the court of appeals to 
send up for consideration aay case pending therein. 

14. In all other cases in the court of appeals it authorizes an appeal to the Su 
preme Court from the court of appeals when the matter in controversy exceeds 

1,000. 

These are the broad and leading features of the legislation proposed by the 

majority of the committee. 

It will be seen from the foregoing that in general the Supreme Court of the 
United States is excluded from reviewing— 

I, Cases in which the jurisdiction of the national courts depends upon the 
ebaracter of suitors. 

If. All cases arising under the patent laws. 

IIT, All cases under the revenue laws. 

IY. Allcases under the criminal laws. 

V. Alladmiralty cases other than prize. 

From such an examination as I have been able to give the matter, | 
think the House bill is better in many respects than the substitute pro- 
posed by the majority of the Senate committee. In my judgment it is 
the only measure which will afford adequate relief to the circuit courte. 
Not the least meritorious of its provisions is the one by which it is pro- 
posed to transfer the original jurisdiction now exercised by the circuit 
courts to the districtcourts. This would not greatly add to the labors 
of the district judges, as they now hold the circuit courts in the ab- 
sence of the circuit judges and of a justice of the Supreme Court and in 
conjunction with them when present, except when appeals from the 
district court are heard. 

The contingency upon which a district judge is to be called in under 


the House bill to serve as a member of the court of appeals is so remote | 


that there would be practically nothing to interfere with the terms of 


the district court; and with the exception of a few of the more impor- | 


tant districts the district judges could without difficulty transact a!| 
the business of the district and circuit courts. The consolidation of 
the circuit and district courts would simplify matters. There would 
be but one clerk, one set of records, one seal, whereas there are now 
two. Relieving the circuit judges from nisi prias duty would enable 
the circuit courts of appeals to remain in session the year round, if 
a to perform thoroughly and well all the duties required of 
them. 

I understand the honorable Senator from New York to suggest that 
under the plan proposed in the House bill there would not be sufficient 
business for the circuit courts; that something like four hundred cases 
are now appealed annually to the Supreme Court, and that when they 
were divided up among nine circuit courts of appeal there wou!d not 
be business enough to occupy the time of the courts. But the distin- 
guished Senator forgot that the present congested condition of the 
docket of the Supreme Court discourages and prevents appeals. It is 
equivalent to defeat for a party to appeal an important case to the Su- 
preme.Court to stand upon the docket for three or four years before it 


can be heard, and in many cases the decision of a single judge is sub- | 
mitted to, when if an appeal could be heard promptly in the Supreme | 


Court there would be an appeal. 

He also forgot to take into consideration the fact that in a very larjze 
proportion of the cases now tried by the district and circuit courts 
there is no appeal, but the decision of one judge is final and conclusive, 
and that the system proposed by the House allows appeals in al! civil 
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and criminal cases, except cases of misdemeanor where the punishment 
is $300 or less, from the district and circuit courts to the circuit court 
ofappeals. Under that system the right of appeal would be given to 

large number of cases, a right which would have a tend- 
ency to secure more careful consideration of cases in the district and 
circuit courts in the first instance than now given, and which in my 
judgment would afford ample business for the circuit courts of appeal. 

The system proposed by the House is simple and easily understood. 
It clearly defines the jurisdiction of the several courts "prov ided for 
It maintains the natural order and precedence of the courts and judges; 
the course of justice would be prompt and uniform, while the system is 
sufficiently comprehensive and elastic to provide for the wants of the 
future. Under it, if there were found to be too much business in a 
district court to be transacte f by the district judges the remedy would 
be plain, to create another district or appoint av additional judge for the 
district. If the dockets of the circuit courts were still overburdened 
the remedy would be equally plain; it would be to create another cir 
cuit, If that plan did not afford sufficient relief to the Supreme Court 
the remedy would be equally plain: it would be for Congress, in the ex- 
ercise of its power to make exceptions to the appellate jurisdiction ol 
the Supreme Court, to further restrict the classes of cases which should 
be appealed to that court 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] suggests to me that 
the plan of the House proposes three arguments in every case. [ have 
in my mind some amendments to the House bill should the Senate 
substitute be rejected, I do not care to offer them prior to the vote 
upon that question. I think the system proposed in the House can be 
improved, althongh I have not examined it as carefully as I should like. 

1 am inclined to think that the provision of the bill reported by th« 
majority of the Senate committee in regard to appeals direct from th« 
district courts to the Supreme Court in certain cases would, if incot 
porated in the House bill, improve it, and that the decisions of the cir 
cuit court of appeals might be made conclusive in a larger number of 
cases than provided in the House bill. Those provisions of the Senate 
bill might well be incorporated in the House bill. But the important 
difference between the House bill and the Senate substitute is that unde 
the latter double duties are required of the judges, both circuit and dis- 
trict judges, and it provides for the appointment of one judge only in 
each circuit, whereas the House bill provides for two. 

Mr. President, no one has greater admiration for the legal attain 
ments of the distinguished Senator from New York who reported th: 
substitute proposed by the majority of the Senate Judiciary Committee 
than I have. Upon questions of law his opinions are entitled to great 
weight and always receive great respectin this body; but the question 
involved here is not so much a question as to whether the plan reported 
by the Senate committee is free from legal objection as it is whether it 
will afford adequate relief to the courts. It is a question of facts and 
figures rather than a question of law. 

In my judgment it would not afford adequate relief to the circuit 
courts. It is complicated. It requires duties of the district judges 
as members of the court of appeals whichif performed would require 
them to neglect their duties as district judges. It requires of the cir- 
cuit judges nisi prius duties whichif well performed would leave them 
no time to act as members of the circuit court of appeals, and it re 
quires of them duties as members of the circuit court of appeals which if 
well performed in my judgment would leave them no time for their 
duties as nisi prius judges. It would be impossible to arrange the 
| terms of the district courts, the circuit courts, and the circuit court 


| 
| 
| 


‘ 
L 


litigants ina 


| of appeals so that they will not greatly interfere with each other. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask my honorable friend from Oregon, 
| with reference now to the first cirenit, what does he think would | 
the occupation of two circuit judges in that circuit, where I think ther 
were twenty-fourcases. Perhaps I have got the number wrong, for my 
memory is not so good at figures as [ wish it was, but my impression 
is that twenty-four cases came to the Supreme the 
States here from that circuit. 

Mr. DOLPH. I thought I had already answered that question in 
replying to the argument of the Senator trom w York. The num- 
ber of cases appealed to the Supreme Court under the present system 
in the nature of things is no criterion whatever to judge of the num- 
ber of cases that would be appealed to the circuit court of appeals. 
As I have said, the period which must elapse from the time of an ap 
| peal of a case to the Supreme Court until it can be heard discourags 
and prevents appeals. Parties to litigation in the lederal courts pre- 
fer to-settle their cases than keep great business enterpr hy 
for four years in the Supreme Court of the United States 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose then 

Mr. DOLPH. Let me finish. Another reason why under the pres 
ent system appeals are not taken to the Sapreme Court in a very large 
is that no appeal is allowed in cases where the 
amount in controversy is under $5,000 if the jurisdiction of the court 
depends upon the citizenship of the parties, Under the House bill 
which provides for an intermediate court of appeals, appeals may be 
taken in all cases, both civil and criminal, except in cases misde 
| meanor where the punishment is $300 or Jess, to the circuit court of 
appeals. 
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Mr, EVARTS. ‘There is no limit in mine. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I desire to put a question to the Senator from 
Oregon, leaving out the question of the test of the present number of 
cases that come to the Supreme Court of the United States. Suppose 
you have a circuit court in the United States in which the present cir- 
cuit judge is able comfortably to transact his business in from six to 
eight months of the year, and the district judges do the same circuit 
as a rule, perhaps with one exception. Now, if you add two circuit 
judges more, what do you expect that they are going to do with their 
time? Of course there will not be more appeals than there are cases 
below, and if the judge disposes of all these cases in six or eight months, 
as I suppose the circuit judge of our cireuit does—I do not know, 
but I presame he does it in about that time—there are two more cir- 
cuit judges who have nothing to do but act upon such cases as are 
revised to have anything for their time. 

Mr. DOLPH. If there are any such circuits as those mentioned by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, two of them shonld be consolidated, 
and the ninth circuit should be divided into two. That is all I have 
got to say on that point. As I said before, I do not know of a United 
States judge in the ninth circuit who does not conscientiously devote 
all his time to the business of the courts and then can not transact it 
promptly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Oregon with his permission. 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. What proportion of time has the circuit judge been 
able to devote to the Federal business in the State of Oregon for the 
last few years? 

Mr. DOLPH. Of course I am not as familiar with that subject as I 
was some years ago, but I understand he has only been able to give a 
few days to the Oregon district each year, probably no longer than 
was necessary to hear the appeals from the district court and to advise 
or sit with the district judge in a few of the more important cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. That has been my understanding, and the time he 
has been able to devote to that has been growing less year by year. 

Mr. DOLPH. It has been growing less year by year. I have an 
impression—lI have not the figures before me to verify my statement— 
that there is more Federal business, that is to say more judicial busi- 
ness, in the Federal courts held in the city of San Francisco, the courts 
of the northern district of California, than in any other district of the 
United States, 

Mr. ALLEN, Is it not a fact, too, that the Federal court is con- 
stantly overworked in the district of Oregon all the time? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have already said that the business has so accumu- 
lated in that district that an ambitious and industrious judge, who 
does not beuin at noon, as suggested by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest], but commences early in the morning and works all day, and 
devotes his evenings to labor, came very near breaking down a year 
ago under the strain upon him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thesame accumulation is developing on Puget Sound. 
The admiralty business, especially, is very extensive. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand, but Iam not prepared with the figures 
to show it, that not to exceed one-ninth of all the business of the cir- 
cuit courts is transacted by the circuit judyes to-day, and that if there 
were an additional circuit judge appointed in each circuit, probably 
not more than two-ninths of the entire business could be transacted by 
them, and the district judges would be left.as they are now to hold the 
circuit courts and to dispose of the large majority of business of the 
courts without the presence of the circuit judge or of a justice of the 
Supreme Court, 

Mr. President, having given my reasons for preferring the House 
bill to the Senate bill, I only add that it is but natural that there 
should be between lawyers and legislators a diversity of opinion in re- 
gard to the best plan to be adopted for the relief of the courts. Prob- 
ably no question of the same importance could arise in which there 
would not be a similar difference of opinion. But being agreed, as I 
hope we all are, that there should be some legislation for the relief of 
the courts, I hope we shall be able to reconcile our differences and to 

upon some measure which will become a law. 

If the majority of the Senate prefer the measure reported as a sub- 
stitute for the House bill by the majority of the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I shall support it upon the theory that *‘ half a loaf is better 
than no bread,’’ but feeling at the same time that the action of the 
Senate is unwise and short-sighted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I am in hopes that the Senator from 
Oregon [ Mr. DoLpn] and the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], who 
have offered amendments here, will agree about some arrangement of 
that cireuit which has been discussed here this evening, the tenth or 
eleventh circuit, or whatever the number is, for I am satisfied that we 
ought to provide now for the great and growing population on the Pa- 
cific Slope. We shall find it n to readjust these circuits very 


soon if we adopt the House bill or adopt the Senate committee’s sub- 
stitute, because the population over there isso large and they arescat- 
tered over such a vast area that it seems to me impossible that either 
the present or the proposed arrangement for circuit judges can be suf- 
ficient for the administration of justice in that region of country. 
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It would be a greater Government than we have got now that admin- 
isters justice to the people of the United States without sale, denial, 
or delay, for in all of our departments, depending of course upon the 
fact of our enormously rapid growth and expansion, we are not admin- 
istering justice through the laws of this country without delay, and 
very serious and em)arrassing delay, and I believe that there is not 
anything which more conduces to the interest and welfare of the peo- 
ple than to have short shrift of litigation, get through with it and be 
done with it. Any one whocould estimate the amount of annual tax- 
ation or expenditure that oceurs upon the citizens of this country in 
consequence of the delays in litigation would have an enormous sum 
to compute.. I do not know of any one thing that is really as great a 
cancer upon the body-politic as this thing of accumulating cases, at- 
torneys’ fees, interest, and the other disasters that attend the delay of 
litigation. 

So I think that it is the highest duty we owe to the country, one of 
the highest and possibly the very highest at this time, that weshould pro- 
vide tribunals enough to administer justice according to our system 
amongst all the people of the different States. 

The statutes of the different States on matters of practice, on ques- 
tions of the right of property, on questions of inheritance, and thou- 
sands of questions, differ from each other in forty-odd respects, and the 
Supreme Court and the Federal courts have to administer these laws 
within these different States in accordance with the local arrangement. 
We owe that much respect, and our Constitution bestows that much 
respect upon the local sovereignty. When you come to put these 
questions together, to aggregate the enormous variety of quesiions and 
the issues that are presented here, the judicial system of the United 
States is at once the most comprehensive and the grandest that was 
ever conceived of by the human mind. 

But it is an imperfect system—im perfect in a great many particulars. 
We are trying to perfect it continually, and the most striking imperfec- 
tion is the fact that we do not supply the agencies for the administra- 
tion of justice. This Government can afford the tax to do that, and 1 
am willing to vote any number of judges that are necessary for that 
purpose. 

At this particular moment of time it is a very embarrassing question 
to a man from the region of country to which I belong, because we know 
that there are pending certain political questions which affect very seri- 
ously the people of that country, where it is pro to link together 
the political and the judicial establishments of the United States in such 
a way as that it causes our people greatly to suspect the Federal judici- 
ary, to look upon them with apprehension and awe instead of as the agen- 
cies of mercy, and justice, and honesty, and truth, and decent living. 

I do not speak of my own impressions. I am —— of the im- 
pressions that are rife amongst a very sensitive people. In whatever 
response I am to give by my vote here, I must account to these people 
for the reasons upon which I act in trying to diseuss at this moment 
of time what I conceive to be an absolutely necessary and imperative 
demand upon us for the provision of institutions and establishments 
that will furnish justice without sale, denial, or delay. We have not 
in the South had justice without sale through the Federal courts; we 
certainly have not had it without denial; but what we have in that 
respect we share in common with the people of the United States in 
being subjected to very great and embarrassing delay. 

I know, Mr. President, that whenever we improve our present sys- 
tem we have got todo it under some Administration, either a Demo- 
cratic or Republican. I am willing to meet the question as I have al- 
ways been since I have been in this body, it makes no difference who 
is President. In meeting it, however, 1 think that I ean announce to 
the people of the country I represent and against the current of whose 
opinions I am now probably in some sense speaking, that there is a 
sense of duty, a sense of honor, a senseof self-respect, a sense of respect 
for this great Government of ours, which will induce this honorable 
body which has an ultimate control in matters of this kind through 
its powers of confirmation to office, to say that whatever system may 
be inaugurated will be one that in its administration, so far as the Sen- 
ate is concerned, will be administered with justice and with propriety. 

I have that much faith in this body that, no matter what the polit- 
ical exigencies may be, I will vote and express that faith by my vote 
whenever I have occasion todoso. Ido so with confidence, Mr. Presi- 
dent, believing that the Senate of the United States will endeavor to 
assist the President of the United States in getting the best man that 
can be found in every one of these circuits for the place, irrespective 
of his political affiliations. I think I can give that assurance to my 
people, and believing so I feel free to discuss this measure just as I 
should it I knew a Democratic Administration was in power and would 
have the opportunity to appoint every one of these circuit judges, 
whether there shall be ten of them or whether there shall be twenty. 

This subject has been under discussion in the Senate several times. 
We have passed one bill or perhaps two bills on this question. It has 
been very little discussed, and in the course of our discussion opinions 
have been expressed by men very eminent in the legal profession, and 
on the bench, too, in regard to the best course of action. 

1 do not intend to quote the opinions of any living man about this 
matter, though I think I know the opinions of some who are very em- 
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inent, but I am aware that I can quote with some satisfaction to the 
Senate the opinion of that able and distinguished and pure justice ol 
the Supreme Court, Stanley Matthews, who used to bea member of 
this body, and a very honored one. ivisi 
the Supreme Court into three or more sections was not constitutional. 
That was his solemn conviction. ‘There were other men then on the 


He believed that the division of | 


; og erg 
bench—I speak of none who are there now—who shared with him that 


opinion. . : 

Well, when we meet a question of that kind, which must have been 
reflected upon by men of eminent abilities and high official responsi- 
bility, and they express even a doubt as to our power to divide up the 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, that must be enough for me. I 
halt, I hesitate on that proposition, for it would be a very unseemly 
thing, a thing to be much regretted, that we should pass a law here 
dividing the Supreme Court into three sections and that they should 
refuse to act in obedience to it. It would be arraying the great polit- 
ical law-making power of the United States against the judgment of 
the Supreme Court in a matter that concerns themselves, and where it 
might be said of any judge upon the bench that he would desire to hold 
on to jurisdiction, unabridged and inaffected as it is now, which gives 
the entire court the control of all the great issues and questions in the 
land. It would put the Supreme Court, in my judgment, in a very 
embarrassing position to throw that burden of decision upon them; 
and unless the right to do this is clear and indisputable I would not 
venture upon it for the sake of the decorum that ought to exist in the 
discussion of grave opinions upon grave subjects between the two most 
prominent of the great tribunals of the country. 

More than that, I conceive it to be a right that in any court the liti- 
gants shall have the judgment ot every member of that court who may 
be present constituting a quorum, either pro orcon. I do not think 
we have a right to put three judges in charge of admiralty causes, and 
three in charge of bankruptcy causes, and three in charge of equity 
causes, and so on, distributing the powers around, and thereby depriv- 
ing a litigant in either one of these classifications of cases of the right 
to the judgment of a full bench, a quorum being of course a full bench, 
upon every question of fact and every question of law that comes up. 

Now it must be remembered in considering this question that the 
Supreme Court of the United States has jurisdiction to decide upon the 
facts of the case as well asthe law of thecase. That is a constitutional 
grant of power. When you come to consider facts, while the court of 
course has a quorum and is not therefore exactly an approximation to 
the jury, there is yet a prevalent opinion of the races of people who 
have been raised under the English common-law system at least, that 
a unanimous opinion or an opinion that is made unanimous according 
to the statute in such cases shall be rendered in every case upon the 
facts. 

Factsare difterent things from legal propositions. Legal propositions 
can be reversed and set aside, amended and reviewed. Many cases have 
occurred in our own jurisprudence where the Supreme Court even has 
reversed its own opinions. I can cite notably the legal-tender cases and 
many others of the greatest importance, but when the court settles and 
establishes astate of facts, that must remain permanent. Nobody ever 
reviews or restates the state of facts. More than that, no judgment 
is ever set aside because it is dissented from by the court. Itis merely 
the principle that is involved in it that is set aside. It is the guid- 
ance of the rule of law upon which the former case is decided that is 
departed from in a later case; but the facts remain and the judgment 
based upon those facts stands, and no court after its term has expired 
has constitutional or legal authority to reverse its own decision as to 
the facts. The judgment may stand. ‘Therefore it is of the greatest 
importance that a quorum of the court should pass upon the facts in 
every case, for it makes no difference what effect the judgment of the 
quorum of a court may have upon the gencral principles of jurispru- 
dence, when you come to the question between the plaintiff and de- 
fendant, the settlement and adjudication of the facts as between those 
parties fixes their rights absolutely; and a man has a right, I think, 


under the Constitution of the United States, in the exercise at least of 


that function of the court which empowers the court to determine upon 
the facts, tosay, ‘‘I want the judgment of the court.”’ He hasa right 
to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 12 o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, I intend to be very brief in 
this matter, and I want merely to state my opinions for myself and no- 


Will the Senator yield to me to submit a motion? 
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s country for some time have had t 
circuit judges exercise this kind of authority in an arbitrary way, and 
they do it in their chambers. 


Very large values, amounts of property, are of by decrees 
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in chambers where there is nobody in attendar perhaps, except the 
| counsel of one or the other or both of the partic That ought not to 
Justice in this country ought to be admini | with open doors. 
| The tribunals of justice ought to be a b] nany people as 
can convenicutly assemble there if t! ant to it. There ought 
to be living witnesses to every tr ’ 1 of t ong the peo- 
ple of our land, for it is the people we Chey havea 
right to be there, and these courts ought to be o; y held 
More than that; if a judge has a particul ‘ 1 who 
has not?—if he hasa particul I f convictic t 9— 
if he has friends—and who ri - 
how can he avoid when you put him in fora life position and nobod 
to scrutinize his acts except some attor ho is be ind who 
is interested in the ca 1d whose ¢ is and rent e always 
tainted by the supposed inclination he has in favor of hi ent; how 
can we expect a man of that sort not to drift off in the line of his con- 
tions or his friendships or his enmitie In other words, there is no 
guard upon him [ want to see two iges upon every iit bench 
that tries a cause, at least an appellat ise, in the Unit tates. It 
is a conservative arrange { ] hit \ least for 
the satisfactory administration of justice. It may not be that the two 
together will administer justice in any better f \ I ily 
than one by himself, yet at the same time it would be more satisfactory. 
It would save the judges a, inst a gI t deal [ private in pea hi ent 
and criticism which otherwise obtain id distre th with 
the idea that they are men who can get apart by th lves, and mak¢ 
decisions disposing of great values, questions of great importance, with 
out any human eye, except t! tt ey ! to | atching 
and considering what th 
So I am in favor of increasing t yes on th cuit bench. It 
ought to be done if we did not have lar ne { yr it ex- 
cept ju t the matters that Iam Vcal tent ito My dgment 
is that it ought to be done 
I favor the report of the Senate Judi y Com tee because it does 
not create too many judge It does not disturb the foundation a 
rangements of the present judiciary s iso suddenly and abruptly 
as the House bill, and it ms to 1 from what consideration I have 
been able to give toit, that it is a very wise provision till, I think 
in the machinery adopted by that bill th a defect in not providir 


body else about it, and I beg the Senate to indulge me a few moments | 


longer. 


I think that there is as much necessity for having more circuit | 


judges as there is for dividing the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court. A circuit judge in his isolated position now has the oppor- 


what the Senator from Oregon and the Senato1 
seemed to consider should be 

The arrangement proposed a 
Kansas is admirable, so far asmy own part of the country is concerned, 
for to have one ¢ judge for Texas 


from Kansas have both 
ngement of the circuit 
in the amendment of the 


done, for a rearra 


senator fre 
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ircuit 


ana, Mississippi, Ala 
bama, Florida, Arkansas, and Georgia is like expecting to raise a crop 
by the water that would fall upon the tk p of a man’s cabin. You < an 
not do that. The circuit judge gx ibout; his appear ind disap 
pearance is almost meteoric. You do not know when to expect him 
nor where he has gone to when he has gon i not the 
administration of justice. He goes to the docket and selects a case or 
so that he wants to try himself, or that somebody wants him to try, 
and sitsdown, and after a due season of incubation he brings out an 
opinion upon that case and goes off. 
Now, another point, and I think itis an important leration. I 


want the circuit 
oftentimes with the v: 
I have asked some of them 
of curious inquiry to knovy 


consi 
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it was that they had not long ago recommended in the midst of the 

immense labors that they should be relieved of their circuit riding 
They said, ‘‘It isa delight to us to go out and try « es at nisi prius, 
More than that, it improves us; it informs usof what the people are, 
what they think, and what they feel.’’ They are not strangers in the 
land, and they are not strangers on the judymen at n they go 


out among the people and fi 


are doing. 
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nd out whatthe peop hink 


cand what they 





So I want the cir udges to participate in the nisi prius work. | 
| want them to try ca before juries, and I want them fo feel contin 
| ually that which every judge in the United tes ought to feel who 
| must have a jury to assist him in the determination of ac:use; Iw 

them to feel that that jury is a part the e t it beins 
composed of the people of the count r duty to respect them 
| in all their rights and powers and } judges have 

that sort of respect for that great tril t} istice in this coun- 

try will not be administered in | ti intended to 
| be when in our Constitt rial at common law and 
preserved the jury system and gave a man the right of trial by jury. 

So I want the cireuit judges to go out and intermingl with the peo- 
| ple, and I want them to feel that when a court is constituted in certain 

cases the jury of the « a part of that tribunal and entitled to 
the honor of the judge, because it is the jury after all that represents 


tunity at least of being very autocratic, and while I have no complaint | 


to make based upon any experience of my own, I know that the legal 
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Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator what he would doin 


a case where twenty-one terms of the circuit court were provided for oo 


in a single year and at places some of them 2,000 miles apart. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think there must be twenty-five or thirty in the 
fifth circuit district down South. I want to relieve against that; I 
want to have more judges and smaller circuits. 

Mr. EVARTS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5o0’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, September 20, 1890, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Evecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 19, 1890. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. ; 


Theodore M. Schleier, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States 
at Amsterdam. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Charles Scoville, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Evansville, in the State of Indiana. 
POSTMASTER. 


Charles B, Nunemacher, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Clark and State of Kansas, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
To date from June 12, 1890. 


Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Class 
rank, 


18. Cadet Robert B. Wallace. 
Third Regiment of Cavatry. 
Cadet Frank M. Caldwell. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavatry. 
22, Cadet Milton F. Davis, 
Righth Regiment of Cavatry. 
19. Cadet Francis C, Marshall. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
28. Cadet James A. Ryan. 
37. Cadet Melvin W. Rowell. 
45. Cadet Lawrence J. Fleming. 
Second Regiment of Infantry. 
17. Cadet Hiram McL. Powell. 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 
40. Cadet Peter Murray. 
41. Cadet Paul A. Wolf. 
Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
36, Cadet John H, Wholley. 
Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
52. Cadet Frank B. Keech. 
Sixth Regiment of on 'Y. 
29. Cadet Harry H. Baudholtz. 
Seventh Regiment of Infantry. 
30, Cadet Henry T. Ferguson. 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry, 
48. Cadet Ernest b, Cose. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
49. Cadet Charles C, Clark. 
Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 
44. Cadet Willis Uline. 
Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
50, Cadet Joseph C, Fox, 
Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry, 
16. Cadet James R. Lindsay. 


27. Cadet Fred W. Sladen. 


. Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
38. Cadet George M. Brown. 

Seventeenth Regiment of Infantry. 
42. Cadet Henry G. Lyon, 

Exgiteenth Regiment of Infantry, 
43. Cadet George D. Moore, 
47. Cadet Charles J. Symmonds. 

Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
6. Cadet William O. Johnson. 
32. Cadet Henry G. Learnard. 
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Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 


ran 
46, Cadet Hugh Swain. 


Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
54. Cadet Vernon A. Caldwell. 


TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANT. 
To date from June 14, 1890. 


Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 
53. Cadet Edmund L. Butts. 
TO BE ADDITIONAL SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 

Attached to the cavalry arm. 

To date from June 12, 1890. 
Cadet James J. Hornbrook, to the Second Cavalry. 
. Cadet William F. Clark, to the Seventh Cavalry. 
Cadet Samuel G. Jones, jr., to the Fifth Cavalry. 
. Cadet Orin B. Meyer, to the First Cavalry. 


To date from June 14, 1890. 

. Cadet James Madison Andrews, jr., to the Fifth Cavalry. 
Attached to the artillery arm. 
To date from June 12, 1890. 


5. Cadet Colden L’H. Ruggles, to the First Artillery. 

7. Cadet Henry D. Todd, jr., to the Third Artillery. 

8. Cadet John C. Rennard, to the First Artillery. 

9. Cadet James Hamiiton, to the Second Artillery. 
10, Cadet Thomas W. Winston, to the Fourth Artillery. 
11. Cadet Alfred C. Merillat, to the Fifth Artillery. 
12. Cadet Maurice G. Krayenbuhl, to the Fourth Artillery. 
13. Cadet George Montgomery, to the Second Artillery. 
14. Cadet Clint C. Hearn, to the Fourth Artillery. 
15. Cadet William C. Davis, to the Fifth Artillery. 
20. Cadet Frank G, Mauldin, to the Third Artillery. 
21. Cadet Daniel W. Ketcham, to the Second Artillery. 
23. Cadet William S. McNair, to the Third Artillery. 
24. Cadet William J. Snow, to the First Artillery. 
25. Cadet George G. Gatley, to the Filth Artillery. 
26. Cadet Thomas B. Lamoreux, to the Fourth Artillery. 


QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 


First Lieut. William H. Miller, of the First Cavalry, to be assistant 
quartermaster, with the rank of captain. 


SECOND REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


Additional Second Lieut. James J. Hornbrook, to be second lieuten- 
ant. 
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FIFTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Additional Second Lieut. Samuel G, Jones, jr., to be second lieu- 
tenant. 
SEVENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Additional Second Lieut. William F. Clark, to be second lieutenant. 
SEVENTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY, 
Second Lieut. James T. Kerr, regimental adjutant, to be first lieu- 
tenant. 
TWENTY-SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Henry C. Hodges, jr., to be first lieutenant. 
TWENTY-FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 


First Lieut. William H. W. James, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Joseph B. Batchelor, jr., to be first lientenant. 


FIFTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut, William F. Blauvelt, to be first lieutenant. 
TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Willson Y. Stamper, to be first lieutenant. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, September 19, 1890. 
The House met at 12 e’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curneerr, 
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THE JOURNAL. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of yesterday's 


Mr. Mr O'FERRALL. I suggest that there is no quorum present. I 
ask that the Speaker ascertain whether there is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia makes the point 
that there is no quorum present. [The Speaker proceeded to count 
the House.] One hundred and sixty-six members are present. The 
Clerk will 

The Journal of yesterday’ 8 proceedings was read. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the approva! ot the Journal. 

Mr. CRISP. I object to the approval, and desire to correct the Jour- 
nal. Yesterday while the House was under a call, the call having 
disclosed the presence of more than a quorum, the Speaker, without 
any suggestion from any member on the floor, directed the Clerk to 
call the roll upon the question which was pending at the time the 
want of a quorum was disclosed. To that proceeding I interposed an 


objection. So far as I have now gone, the Journal states what took 
place. The Chair then determined that such a proceeding might be 


had by unanimous consent (although no unanimous consent had been | 


asked or given),and inquired whether ‘‘ the gentleman from Georgia’”’ 
[Mr. Crisp] objected. ‘‘The gentleman from Georgia’’ did object. 
I then understood the Speaker to hold that in that condition of affairs 
the proceeding proposed was not in order. That, Mr. Speaker, does 
not appear on the Journal. No ruling of the Speaker on the subject 
appears on the Journal, if I heard it correctly. I ask the Clerk to 
turn fora moment to that part of the Journal and see whether I am 
not correct. 

The SPEAKER. 
the Chair thinks. 

Mr. CRISP. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the Journal by 
making it appear that the Speaker sustained the objection—— ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will furnish his amendment in 
writing. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan (while Mr. Crisp was reducing his amend- 
ment to writing). A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker: How long 
must the House wait fora member to reduce a matter to writing? 
we not proceed with business? 

Mr. CRISP (after a further pause) sent to the desk his proposed 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia proposes an amend- 
ment to the Journal, which the Cierk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The point having been made by Mr. Crisp that it was not in order to proceed 
with the roll-call on the demand for the previous question on the case of Lang- 
ston vs. Venable pending proceedings under the call, the Speaker sustained 
said objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
table. 

The SPEAKER. 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. CRISP. Can he do that without giving me an opportunity to 
be heard on the proposition? Iask the gentleman from Maine whether 
he proposes to make this motion without giving me an opportunity to 
be heard. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
such opportunity. ; . 

Mr. CRISP. I only want a moment or two. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
give the gentleman the opportunity he desires. 
utes. Will that be sufficient? 

Mr. CRISP. Perhaps [ shall not want so much. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. There is no disposition on my part to delay matters at 
all. - 

Mr. Speaker, I do not understand the reason why the proposition I 
have submitted should not be put upon the Journal, when, as I under- 
stand, that was the ruling of the Speaker. The Recorp has been in 
some way altered; it does not contain a correct statement of what took 
place. I have not seen the notes at all, and I leave that matter tothe 
notes of the Reporter. I do not know who has seen the notes. But 
there has been some change from what transpired on the floor of the 
House. When I made the objection, and when I cited the authorities 
in the Journal, the Speaker replied that that was true; that it might 
be done by unanimous consent, and asked whether ‘‘ the gentleman 
from Georgia’’ objected, whereupon ‘‘the gentleman from Georgia ”’ 
did object, and distinctly understood the Speaker to hold that, there 
being objection, the proceeding was not in order. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] evidently understood the matter the same 


It does not appear on the Journal, and should not, 


I move to lay the proposed amendment on the 


I yield him five min- 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE The language that you quote is not tl lan 
guage in this Recorp. 
Mr. CRISP. It is certs inly the language of the RecorpD that I have 


before me. If there is a difference— 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
be done without objection. ”’ 
Mr. CRISP. I rea 
Mr. LA FOLLETT 
unanimous consent.’’ 
Mr. CRISP. 


» of the Speaker was It can 


1 that. 
I 


» Il understood you to say 


It can be done by 


The Speaker said, ‘‘ It can be done without objection,”’ 


’ 


| and my reply, as reported in the Recorp, is, ‘‘ Why, of course I ob- 
ject.’’ But my recollection of the colloquy is that the Speaker asked 
the question, ‘‘ Does the gentleman object ?’”’ and my response was, 


‘Why, of course I object.’? But I appeal to the official notes of the 
Reporters toshow what the statement was, because the statement of the 
RECORD now makes my reply rather irrelevant and strained. 
the Speaker asked, ‘‘ Does the gentleman object-?’’ 
was, ‘‘ Why, of course I object.”’ 
can be done without objection,”’ 


When 
my natural reply 

But when the Speaker says, “ It 
the reply was not so natural; so that 
ce failure to give an exact statement of what took 
place. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
makes? 

Mr. CRISP. My point is that the record of what took place is not 
entirely correct, and hence that it will not do to appeal to the Recorp 
to show what actually took place. 

A MEMBER. It is a question, apparently, of punctuation 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But in what way does the gentleman contend 
that it is incorrect? Does the gentleman state that what the Speake 
said is not accurately quoted, or what he said? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not say that it is inaccurate as to what IJ said, but 
as to what the Speaker said, or what I understood him to say. 

Bat what I want the Journal to show is the fact that the Speaker 
sustained my objection, to wit, that it was not in order, while the 
House was proceeding under a call, to resume the call of the roll upon 
a question on which the want of a quorum had been developed before 
the call of the House had begun. That is all I desire the Journal to 


What is the specific criticism the gentleman 


| show; that is to say, that the Speaker sustained the objection I made. 


The gent!eman from Maine moves to lay the | 


I am entirely willing the gentleman should have | 


I withdraw the proposition then, for a moment, to 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
tion? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. of Vermont. If the Speaker stated that an objec- 
tion would defeat the proceeding, that was a sustaining of your objec 
tion in advance. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
does appear in that form. 

Mr. CRISP. But my friend from Vermont will bear in mind that 
it does not appear on the Journal atall. All I desireis that the Jour 
nal shall disclose the fact that the Speaker, when the point was made 


Will the gentleman yield for a ques 


So that the ruling of the Speaker 


| that it was not in order to proceed with a roll-call pending proceed- 


| ings under a call of the House, sustained the point of orde 


way, because he promptly moved thet all proceedings under the call | 


be dispensed with. ‘That was the understanding here at, least. 

Now, to show that the Recorp is not accurate in its account of what 
transpired, I will read just a line or two: 

Mr. Criep. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of order. [ understand that a call 


of the House was ordered. The House is now in the call, and I make the point 
that there are on! 


to adjourn or to dispense with further proceedings under the call. I under- 
stand the Speaker directed the Clerk to call the roll on the motion to approve 
the Journal. 


The Sreaker. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Then follows: 

Mr. Crisp. Why, of course I object. 

Now, you see at once that that is no response to the statement of the 
Speaker. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
RECORD. 

Mr. CRISP. 


You are not reading correctly from the 


In what respect ? 


two motions in order when the House is in a cal!—either | 


to the other and the Speaker announces ‘‘ one more,”’ 


r, and there- 
upon a motion was made to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. This objection is not at all captious, but simply to let the 
Journal disclése the fact that it took place. That is all 1 desire to 
say. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Sneaker, I renew the 
proposed amendment on the table. 

The question having been taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ave 

Mr. CRISP. No quorum. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the fact that quite 
a large numberof gentlemen on this side of the House, who I unde 
stand are paired, did not rise in their places, and hence were not counted. 

Mr. CRISP. I suggest that if you gentlemen would consent to have 
a call ot the roll you could ascertain. 

A MEMBER. Call for the yeas and nays. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’ on 
the Republican side. | 

Mr. CRISP. Ah! that would disclose how many are here, and you 
do not want that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the Speaker count. 

The SPEAKER having counted the 
of 163 members. 

Mr. CRISP. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (another member h 
hundred and sixty-four members are present—a qi . 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, with the utmost respect, and in all sin- 
cerity, I ask the Speaker to exercise the prerogative placed in him by 
the rules whenever he doubts, and verify the count. I can only state, 
and I sincerely believe, as will readily be understood when it is re- 


membered that gentlemen are moving about from one part of the Hall 


motion to lay the 


s 148, noes 3. 


fouse, announced t] 


ving entered 


One 


and after an in 
and so on, that the Speaker is unable to determine, 
and necessarily so, whether the same member may not be counted more 


terval ‘‘ one more,’ 
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than once. I can only state that I sincerely believe there is no quorum 
present. I ask the Speaker, therefore, to exercise his power under the 
rules and order tellers. 

Mr. HAUGEN and others. Regular order. 

Mr. CRISP. I appeal to the Speaker in justice—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Bring in your men and then 
have a call, if you want to. 

Mr. CRISP. I appeal to the Speaker to exercise his power and 
verify the count. It is only a matter of justice when the count is 
questioned, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has counted with very great care. 

Mr, CUTCHEON (to Mr. Crisp). Why do not you bring in your 
own members and have a roll-call in the regular way, if you want it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has taken great pains with the count. 

. Mr, CRISP. Several gentlemen have been moving around from one 

part of the Hall to the other, and it would be almost impossible to 
make anything like an accurate count under the circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair isalso informed by the Doorkeeper that 
there are at least a dozen gentlemen from that side of the House who 
are just in the rear in the lobby here. 

Mr. CRISP. But there is no provision in the rule where the Door- 
keeper can inform the Speaker on such a point. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the amendment is laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. CRISP. Does the Chair decline to make that count? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I want tosay justoneword. [Cries 
of *‘ Regular order!’’] I want to say to you men—— [Cries of ‘* Reg- 
ular order !’’] . 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to my colleagues—— 
| Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’] 

Mr, GROUT. Let him say a word if he wants to. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I hope thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cura- 
DLE] will be permitted to say a word. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Indiana can not take the 
gentlethan from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] off the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, what is the pending question? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 
{Cries of ** Regular order !’’] 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Indiana 
desires to be heard on the approval of the Journal, let him be heard. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. If he wants to talk about something else, there 
ought to be no complaint, if objection is made. 

Mr, CHEADLE. I want to speak on the question of the approval 
of the Journal. 

Mr. FUNSTON. 
order. 

Mr.CHEADLE. We must remember that this is a legislative body, 
and Iam the peer of any man on this floor. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 
AndIam entitled to be heard when I am recognized by the Chair. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

A MemBer. Not when the gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will decide what is in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; that is the province of the Chair. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to turn to the Republicans here, to make 
this single suggestion, that when a challenge is made of the correct- 
ness of a count, let us have no doubt about the correctness of it. I 
trust therefore that the request for tellers will be granted. [Cries of 
**Oh!’’ on the Republican aed 

Mr. HAUGEN. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the members on the other side come in, then. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is not any doubt about the count. 

Mr. CHEADLE. You know there is not a quorum here. 

Mr. LODGE. Thereisaquorum. Make the count yourself. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. You can call for the yeas and nays and thai 
will settle it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Call in your members from the lobbies and the 
cloak-rooms. If gentlemen on the other side want tellers they can 
have them by bringing in members of their own party outof the lobbies. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is in their power to order tell- 
ers if they wish to bring in their members, We want no favors. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that in addition to those 
that were counted the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StRvBLE] and the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] have since come in and an- 
nounced themselves to the Clerk as present. Is that correct? 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is correct as far as I am conceraed, 

Mr. HERMANN. That is correct as to myself. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 
As many as are in favor will say ‘‘ay.”’ 

The question was taken; onl the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 162, noes 2. 











Mr. Speaker, I object and demand the regalar 
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Mr. CRISP. No quorum, Mr. poh. 
Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the fact that not 
every member present in the House has voted. Some gentlemen are 


ired. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I submit that 164 constitute a quo- 


rum. 

Mr. CRISP. I insist upon the point of order that there is no quorum 

resent. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from California [Mr. Ds Haven] 
did not vote, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. DE HAVEN. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair also is present, which makes 166, 
undoubtedly a quorum, although the Chair thinks that 164 members 
constitute a quorum. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I again renew my request that the Chair 
exercise his authority concerning a matter as to which there must be 
grave doubt, and that the Chair appoint tellers. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!’’] Expressing my sincere conviction that there is an error in 
this count [cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’ on the Republican side], I renew 
my request that the Chair exercise that right which is lodged in the 
Chair to appoint tellers. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair bas counted twice, as 
carefully and as accurately as he knows how to. It may be possible, 
however, that there is an error in the count, and in view of that the 
Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McKINLEY. I would do it, Mr. Speaker, as you have an- 
nounced you will, although a hundred members of the party of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] have absented themselves for the 
purpose of obstructing the public business. 

Mr. CRISP. A majority ot the House can transact business, and 
the responsibility is with that side of the House when you want to turn 
a man out who has been legally elected by the people. [Criesof‘‘Oh!”’ 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. By the simple nod of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia enough gentlemen can be brought to their seats on this floor to de- 
mand tellers or the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRISP. And to witness the unjust expulsion of a man who is 
legally elected. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. The Speakeris right, when his count is questioned 
in this way and in the present situation, to appoint tellers, even although 
it is perfectly evident that gentlemen on the other side are responsible 
for the absence of members and have occasioned the delay. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment, The Chair desires to be heard. 
No matter what the conduct of gentlemen may be who are obstructing 
the business of the House—if they are obstructing it—it is desirable 
that there should be no mistake. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Unfortunately the rules of the House permit others 
than members upon the floor, and so there is a possibility of mistake, 
and that should not be in a matter as close as this is, notwithstanding 
what may bé thoaght by the House or the country of the proceedings 
of gentlemen which make this n 

Mr. CANNON. Idesire to makea parliamentary inquiry. Suppose 
tellers are appointed on the direction of the Chair. The gentleman from 
California [ Mr. DE HAVEN ] being paired does not vote, with some other 
gentlemen. Withoutthey go through the tellers these gentlemen will 
still have to be counted, or the gentleman from Georgia, notwithstand- 
ing the presence of a quorum, by his own sweet will, may defeat action 
by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would think, in a count of this kind 
where tellers were appointed, if gentlemen present who had not gone 
through the tellers would constitute a quorom, it is not necessary that 
they should go through the tellers, but the count could be made other- 
wise. The Chair shall sorule. The Chair simply desires to have the 
count verified, so that we may not by any accident or feeling permit 
ourselves to transgress a single rule of parliamentary law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is itnot the universal practice in this House that 
members who are paired are permitted to vote to make a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. It is. This is not a question of voting. Itis a 
question of the count of a quorum, and has nothing whatever to do 
with the vote. It is whether a quorum is present. Now, gentlemen 
who are present will please pass through the tellers, the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crise] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY }. 
Mr. McKINLEY. It issimply toascertain the presence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Members present will please pass between the 
tellers. 

A MEMBER. 
in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is in 
the Hall, and will please pass between the tellers. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] The gentleman from Indiana will be 
counted as present by the tellers. 


The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoL_MAN | is present 
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Aiter some time spent in the count, 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, there are 161 gentlemen, ineluding the 
Speaker, present. 

Mr. McKINLEY. 
longer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentlemen had better re- 
main in theirplaces. The Chair hasavery strong impression that there 
are three gentlemen absent who were counted but who have not passed 
through the tellers. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That I think is the fact. 
out and have been sent tor. 

Mr. McKINLEY. 
main. 

After a pause of several minutes, sie 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York (Mr. Covent] is 
now present. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That makes 163 with the Speaker. 

Aiter a further pause Mr. ReyBuRN appeared. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That makes 164. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum. 

Mr. CRISP. Do you hold, Mr. Speaker, that 164 is a quorum? 
That brings up a question that might be essential; not that I care to 
diseuss it. I just want to call the attention of the Chair to it, so that 
he may decide it with a full knowledge of its import. It has been 
held heretofore, during the war or soon after the war by reason of the 
necessities of the case, that a quorum of the House was a majority of 
the members elected. 

TheSPEAKER. Thereseems to be a similar necessity. 
and applause on the Republican side. } 

Several MemBers on the Republican side. Another secession now ! 

Mr. CRISP. Well, 1 will not pause to consider any of these side-bar 
remarks of the Speaker. I am making a serious remark, which he met 
with an undignified remark of that kind, which ought not to be made. 
Now, there are four vacancies in the House 

Mr. ROWELL. And there ought to be a lot more. 

Mr. CRISP. The question is whether the four vagancies reduce the 
numberrequiredtomakea quorum. Inother words, whetheraqguorum 
is a majority of the number of members provided by law, or whether 
it is a majority of those who have been elected by the votes of the people. 
I do not care to argue it, but I want the Speaker to understand that 

int is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It has been ruled on frequently. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, yes; but there have been quite a number of rul- 
ings made that will not stand. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That has been settled since the war. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Someof, the most important judicial decisions of 
the country have been based upon it. 

Mr. CRISP. I donot think it has been reviewed in the House, and 
I say I am not now prepared toreview it; but itis just a question for de- 
cision. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is a question that need not be reviewed if 
‘the forty or fifty gentlemen absent on the other side who are about the 
House come into the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the first question is, What is the 
meaning of the word ‘‘ House’’ as it appearsin the Constitution? The 
Constitution provides ‘‘ that each House shall be the judge of the elec- 
tion,”’ etc., ‘‘and a majority of each House shall constitute a quorum.”’ 
Now, in regard to that, I will cite one case, and I will give the date 
when it arose and the circumstances, if the gentleman from Georgia 
takes any real interest in this question. 

The constitution of Ohio provides that a bill to appropriate money 
fora purpose not provided for by existing law shall require a certain 
= cent. of the vote of the members of the house, and the language is 
this: 
ae three-fourths of the members elected thereto 
I beg the gentleman to notice I quote exactly the language—'‘‘ un- 
less three-fourths of the members elected thereto ’’ shall pass the bill. 
An occasion arose in the Legislature of 1876-77 in the State of Ohio 
where a Mr. Nicholls, a representative from Summit County, died. The 
effect of his death was, of course, to lessen the number by one. A bill 
was passed making an appropriation, a sort of gratuity te an officer, 
not provided for, as was admitted by everybody, by the existing law. 
The vote was just large enough if Nicholls was not counted; it was too 
small if he was counted. The speaker of the house held the question 
under consideration for a day or two, examined it as well as he could, 
and decided that the bill had passed. The auditor of the State refused 
to pay the money. An application in the nature of a proceeding in 
mandamus was filed in the supreme court ef the State, and upon a mere 
motion, by a per curiam of the court, which was not published in the 
reports, it was held that Nicholls was not a member of the Legislature 
within the meaning of the constitution, and that the payment should 
be made. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the case before us is a much stronger one for the 
application of the principle. Here it is merely a question of who are 
members of the House. Isadead man amember of the House of Rep- 


Two of them have gone 


| Laughter 








I suggest that we should remain a little while | were h 


It. is a quorum we want; and we had better re- | 
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resentatives? Are the three men who have died members 
House of Representatives, and is each vacancy a member? 
326 members of this House. In other words, if every living member 
there would be 326, and that would constitute the House. 


Now, @ quorum under the Constitution consists of a majority of the 
Hor J 
110use, 


of the 
There are 


\r 


Ir. HOUK Mr. Speaker, one word. The gentleman from Georgia 
|Mr. Crisp] says that during the war. from necessity or otherwi e, if 
was held that a majo: of the members elected to this body consti- 
tuted a quorum. It was so held because members who should have 

| occupied seats in this Hall had seceded. It was then a question of se- 
cession from this body and an attempt to secede fromthe Union. The 


| same question is here n 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





| 


—— 


This is only repetition of secession. 


{| Applause on the Republican side.] Members have seceded and are 
standing out in the lobbies; and therefore if there was a necessity then 


because of secession, there is a like necessity now, and the same rule 
applies. [Applause on the Republican side. } 


And, Mr. Speaker, there 
is less excuse in this case 


was in the other. Then they be- 
lieved that one-half of this country was being imposed upon. There 
was a plausibility about that secession, but there is absolutely no ex- 
cuse for this secession, which is intended only to obstruct public 


than there 


busi- 


ness and to carry out the aims and purposes of a party that is always 
running backward. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

TheSPEAKER. Theger itleman should confine himself to the point 
of order. 

Mr. CRISP. One word, Mr. Speaker. I shall not ent nto any 
discussion of the question of secession with the gentleman from Ten- 
nesasee [ Mr. Hovuxk |] That, I trust, is long behind me 

Mr. HOUK. But I am talking about the present ion. Your 
men have seceded and are standing around the lobby now. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, well; if the gentleman refers to members of th 
House who are not here, although they are in the building, it might 
be a sufficient reply to say, if we were going to discuss the matter at 


all, that where members are thoroughly persuaded from the conduct of 
the majority here in demanding tl 


g the previous question, and from their 
past history, that they intend to turn out a man who was elected by 
the people, they naturally say, ‘‘ When you undertake that kind of 
business, you must furnish your own quorum to do it 

Mr, HOUK. That is the same excuse that they 1861 
{ Applause on the Republican side 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ten: 1D 
not get up any discussion with me about 1861. The question 
us, as the Speaker said awhile ago, is an important one, and whateve 
we have to say about it should be confined to the point at iss i 


have not looked up the question, but I just want to express my disse 
from the opinion expressed by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. G 

NOR] as to this being a stronger ease than the one stated by hit In 
that case, as I understood the gentleman, the State constitutio 
quired a vote of three-fourths of the members elected to the I 


ture. Necessarily that limited the question to mem} yhad b 
elected. But the Constitution of the United States says that ‘‘a m: 
jority of each House”’ shall constitute a quorum. ‘The distinction in 
the language is very plain. If the Constitution of the United Stat 
said that a majority of the members elected to the Ho hould con 
stitute a quorum, then this case would be on a parity) th the ca 
cited by my friend from Ohio. But the Constitutio f the United 
States does not make that provision; it provides thata majority of t 
House shall constitute a quorum 

Mr. McCOMAS. The provision of the Constitution of the United 
States is that the House shall be composed of members, and the lan- 


guage as to a quorum is, ‘‘ and a majority of each | House | 
stitute a quorum.’’ That is, a majority of members. 

Mr. CRISP. That makes the case stronger 

Mr. McCOMAS. Weaker 


Mr. CRISP. No kes it 


it makes | 


shall con 


The Cong ess ol t 


stronger 


States shall be composed of members. How many members? As 
many as are provided for by the apportionment act of ten years ago, 
with the members from the new Stat How many is that? Three 
hundred and thirty. The House is composed of mem! low many 
members? Three hundred and thirty. How many are required to 
constitute a quorum? A majority of the House. ‘That, [ say, makes 
the case much stronger. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If you say, as the Constitution does say, that the 


House shall be composed of members, and tha ity of each House 


t najor 
shall constitute a quorum, but that a smaller number “‘ may be au 
thorized to compel the attendance of absent members,’’ and so on, how 
can the latter clause relate to mem) vho do not « How can 
it apply to compelling the attendance of deceased members? Must it 
not mean the living members? Ina ler case men who were mem 


bers voluntarily absented themse! 1 now men who are member 
do the same thing 
Mr. CRISP. Wel 
Mr. HOPKINS. ct itleman a question. 
Mr. CRISP. I want to state my point, and then I will leave it t 
the country to decide. The Constitution of the United States say 


that this House shall be composed of members elected every two years. 
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The Constitution also gives Congress the right to prescribe the number 
of members of this House, and Congress has prescribed 330 as the num- 
ber. Then the Constitution provides that ‘'a majority of each House 
shall constitute a quorum to do business,’’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman hold that in 1861-62, when 
this question arose, the quorum was to be determined by ascertaining 
the majority according to the apportionment act of 1860? 

Mr. CRISP. I am not passing upon that question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But I wish the gentleman to Jet us know—— 

Mr. CRISP. Iam passiug upon an existing condition of things. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But I understand the gentleman to assert the prin- 
ciple that the quorum must be composed of the majority of the whole 
number of members as determined by the last apportionment. If so, 
how in 1861-62 could a quorum have been determined to be a majority 
of the members actually chosen and occupying seats ? 

Mr.CRISP. Now the gentleman is vindicating a decision of 1861-62. 
I am not doing that. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. But this is res adjudicata so far as the present mat- 
ter is concerned. 

Mr. CRISP. Notatall. The present question, I take it, rests on 
this plain statement: The Constitution provides that this House shall 
be composed of members elected every two years, and the number of 
members is designated by law; then the Constitution provides further 
that ‘‘a majority of each House shall constitute a qnorum.’’ Thelaw 
declares how many members shall constitute the House; and the Con- 
stitution says that the majority of this number may do business. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Letmeask the gentleman this question: Wasa 
member of the Ohio Legislature who had died elected to that body ? 

Mr. CRISP. He had been elected, but his death made a vacancy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So have these three men been elected; but they 
are now dead, and therefore—— 

Mr. CRISP. Does not my friend see the distinction? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; and the distinction is against you. 

Mr. CRISP. Very well; that is where we do not agree. 

Mr. BAKER. Allow me to ask the gentleman from Georgia this 
question: Suppose thatone hundred Congressional districts in the Union 
should neglect or refuse to elect members to this House, what effect 
would that have on this question? 

Mr. CRISP. That is the very contingency which prompted the 
framers of our Federal Constitution to put into it that provision under 
which you gentlemen have acted at this session of Congress in the pas- 
sage of the Federal-election law. 

Mr. BAKER. Now, right there—— 

Mr. CRISP. The framers of the Constitution took into contempla- 
tion the contingency that the States might decline for some reason to 
keep this body in life by refusing to make provision for the election of 
Representatives, and for this reason the Constitution lodged with Con- 
gress the power to perpetuate itself —— 

Mr, HOUK.. In the case the gentleman supposes how would you 
ever get a quorum to enact a law to fill these seats? 

Mr. BAKER. Now, take the case where 100 members refuse to per- 
form their duties 

Mr. CRISP. Those one hundred members, I say (though it seems 
to be shocking to gentlemen on the other side), are responsible to their 
constituents alone, [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’ on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BAKER, They are responsible to the country. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, that is the modern theory; that is the theory of 
progress, the advanced theory. You gentlemen who destroy all prece- 
dent, who break down everything that stands in the way of doing 
what you want to do—you gentlemen who say that ‘‘the end justifies 
the means,’’ and are willing to take any sort of short cut to “‘ get 
there,’’ you say that —— 

Mr. HOPKINS. You are trying to break down precedents we have 
had for a quarter of a century. 

Mr. CRISP. Unacted on. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, cite the case. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There bas been no record made because this thing 
was never done. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no doubt the Speaker of the House has had his 
mind called to this question before. I merely wanted to direct his 
mind to the question; and I have nothing further to say. 

The SPEAKER. The mind of the Chair has not been directed to 
this question; that is to say, he has not examined it. The Chair has 
a very distinct impression that Mr. Randall, while Speaker, decided 
repeatedly that a quorum was a majority of living members; but the 
Chair at present is unable to find a reference to the decision. Another 
gentleman has informed the Chair that such is his impression also. 
Batif the decision was made, it is one of those decisions which perhaps 
do not appear in the Journal. 

Mr. CurcHon addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Michi- 





gap. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I would be glad té.make just two or three ob- 
servations. The Constitution provides that ‘‘ the House of Represent- 
atives shall be composed of members chosen every second year by the 
people of the several States.’’ The Constitution further provides that 
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‘*a majority of each ’’—that is, of either House—‘ shall constitute a 
quorum to do business.’ At the present time there are four districts 
entitled to representation on this floor that have no representatives. 
They had chosen representatives at one time, but the persons elected 
are now deceased. 

Mr. KELLEY. Three of them. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Three of them are deceased, and no successors 
have been selected. And there are no representatives, no members 
from these districts. I submit that a majority of the House is a ma- 
jority of the districts that have chosen representatives to seats in this 
body. I think that is a fair construction of the Constitution, and I be- 
lieve that the language of the Constitution will properly bear no other 
construction. 

Mr. BAKER. Suppose that certain members absolutely refuse to 
serve who have heen elected ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That would present, of course, a different case. 
But the question prese ited now is one that I have been just discuss- 
ing. There are certain districts which have no members—— 

Mr. BAKER. ° Districts that are unrepresented. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, districts which have no representation; and 
hence a quorum of the House must necessarily, under the provisions 
of the Constitution which I have cited, consist of a majority of the re- 
maining members, Otherwise it would follow asa natural consequence 
that if a large number of the Representatives should decease we would 
still require a full majority of the entire number provided for under 
the apportionment among the States to constitute a quorum to do busi- 
ness, and which, as can readily be seen, might present a very embar- 
rassing question. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mir. Speaker, I have quite a strong impression that 
Mr. CARLISLE decided, as well as Mr. Randall, this question. I have 
only been here under Mr. CARLISLE and the present Speaker, but I 
have a strong impression that such is the case, though of course we can 
only verify it by going through the Journals. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer a single thought in 
reference to the pending question, which I think is one of the gravest 
importance, and ivis this: It has been held by some that a majority 
of the members chosen to the House, who are alive, shall constitute a 
quorum for the transaction of business; or, in other words, that a ma- 


jority of the Representatives from those districts that have representa- 


tion on this floor shall constitute a quorum of the House, within the 
meaning of the law, tor the purpose of transacting the public business. 
But let us suppose a case that might arise. Suppose that a majority 


of any House shall see proper to turn out one member, or a number of 
members, say ten members; can it be beld that that act would reduce 


the number of members requisite under the Constitution to make a 


quorum to transact business by half the number of members so un- 
seated? If this could be held to be a correct principle the size of the 


House might be reduced indefinitely. It seems to me, therefore, that 


a question of the very gravest importance, such as this, ought not to 


be determined without full and careful consideration, because we are 


entering upon an unknown sea, and in order that we may know we 
are right beyond any question it should be held that a majority of the 


whole House, within the letter of the Constitution, shall be a quorum 
to transact public business, and under existing law and the Constitu- 
tion the House centains 330 members, and 166 is a quorum. 

Mr. EZKA B. TAYLOR. But what is the House ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. The members clected at the last election and who 
have qualified. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Butsuppose ten members are unseated to-day, can 
it be held, or would it be held, that the number of members that are 
necessary to constitute a quorum for the transaction of business shall 
he reduced hy six? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Certainly. The question is, how many 
members are there to take part in the business of the House? 

Mr, CHEADLE. ‘The question is, what is the House? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. But by the Constitution itself the House 
consists of a certain number of members. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The House consists of members elected by the 
States, the membership being apportioned among the States according 
to the population. 

Mr. MCKENNA. But if the ten members are turned out, is there 
still a House in existence? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKENNA. Then, of course, the remaining members are the 
House. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Notatall. Of course itis the House; but provis- 
ion is made by which the States may fill vacancies. But it is safer to 
hold to the rule that a majority of all the members shall constitute a 

uorum. 
: Mr, EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is the rule, of course; but what is 
“the House?’’ And that is the only question. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Three hundred and thirty members. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Not at all; but the number of members 
actually existing. : 

Mr. McCOMAS. Theargumentof my friend from Indiana is Words- 
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worth’s poetry, ‘‘ we are seven.’’ Under all circumstances, according 
to him, *‘ we are seven.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the decision to be pronounced on the 
point now raised is, of course, of high aud special importance, for the 
question is clearly before the House, and the decision will necessarily 
establish a precedent of greater or less value as future emergencies may 
require, It is conceded, I believe, in this discussion that as a rule it 
has been held whenever the question has arisen in former years that a 
House of Representatives consists of the number of persons authorized 
by law to be ‘‘chosen,’’ as expressed in the second section of Article I 
of the Constitution. That certainly has been the general interpreta- 
tion of that clause of the Constitution by the House of Representatives 
whenever the question was raised. , 

There is noambignity in the language of the second section of Article 
I of the Constitution: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States, etc. 

‘*Members chosen”’ is the term employed by the Constitution. In 
other words, that the number of members authorized to be elected by 
all the States under the apportionment constitutes the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Now, there is no decision that can be regarded asa precedent, if any 
exists up to this time, that can. be fairly regarded as a reasonable in- 


terpretation of thatclause of the Constitution that holds that anything | 


less than that number shall constitute a ‘‘ House of Representatives.’’ 
It is possible that instances may be found where, upon the spur of the 
occasion and without consideration, it has been held that the number 
of members at the time members of the House constituted the House, 
but I am not aware of any such decision. I am sure that there will 
not be found any well-considered case ofthatkind. The House of Kep- 
resentatives is the number authorized to be elected; and asa matter of 
fact there have been elected to this present Congress 330 members, 
which number would constitute the House. In the Thirty-seventh 
Congress. during the late war, it was decided that a quorum consisted 
of a majority of the members ‘‘chosen’’ by the several States, Va- 
cancies may occur by death and by the action of the House, but that 
certainly does notchange the rule. A majority of the members ‘‘ chosen’’ 
for that Congress constitutes the quorum. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Will the gentleman answer this question: 
Your definition of what constitutes the House being true, does it not 
follow necessarily that the death of a single member would disrupt 
the House and destroy it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Notatall; but that would not change the constitu- 
tional quorum—a majority of the members ‘‘chosen.’’ Just as the gen- 
tleman from Georgia[ Mr. Crisp] suggested, the framers of the Constitu- 
tion anticipated a possible state of things in which, from any cause, 
members might uot be elected, and provided in such emergency for the 
necessary Federal action, through which elections,of members might 


take place in the several Congressional districts when no elections were | 


held, and had it not been for that possibility section 4 of Article I of 
the Constitution would not have been adopted. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But does not the House exist until that ma- 
chinery has first been put into operation ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House does not exist as a regularly organ- 
ized body under the Constitution of the United States until members 
have been chosen by the States and it consists of the members ‘‘chosen;’’ 
when they are sworn into oftice a majority of them constitutes a 
quorum. I have never heard any other proposition deliberately sub- 
mitted to the House than that the House of Representatives consists 


of the number of members ‘‘ chosen ’’ or authorized to be chosen, and | 


that justified the constitutional provision which clothed Congress with 

the power to provide for the manner of the election of members of the 

— in States which failed or refused to perform their constitutional 
uty. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, Would it not follow, then, if that proposition 
is correct, that every act that has been passed by this Congress is void, 
there having been vacancies in the House since it convened. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, not atall. Very clearly that does not follow. 
A majority of the members elected is ‘‘a quorum to do business,’”’ If 
& given number of districts failed to elect, the members ‘*‘ chosen ”’ 
would constitute '‘the House;’’ and so if vacancies occurred, if there 
remained a quorum, a majority of those chosen, of course they consti- 
tute a quorum ‘‘to do business,’’ What other meaning can be given 
to the term as used in the Constitution ? 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people. 


“*Chosen.”” Three hundred and thirty members have been ‘‘chosen’’ 
to this Congress; a quorum of thatnumber is 166. That number under 
the Constitution can ‘‘do business,’’ and no less number can. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Members chosen. ; 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow the Chair 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Of what number does the House of Representa- 
tives now consist ? 


Mr. HOLMAN. For the purpose of transacting business it consists 


“? 
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of 326 members, four less than the number chosen under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and authorized by law to be elected. 
The SPEAKER. Well, it consists of how many members now, four 
being dead ? 
It consists of 326 member 
The SPEAKER. Of 326 members 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. 


Then are not a majority of those 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


I think they are not a quorum 

The SPEAKER. And does not the Constitution say so? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that is not a ‘‘ House,’”’ within the mean- 
ing of the Constitution. Three hundred and thirty members were 
**chosen,’’ and a majority of them constitute ‘‘a quorum to do busi 
ness.”’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If my friend will permit me, does the House 
consist of vacant seats, or does it consist of living members? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House of Representatives, tor the purpose of 
transacting business, consists of members who are actually occupying 
their seats if they constitute a quorum; but when it comes to the ques- 
tion as to what constitutes ‘‘a House of Representatives,’’ under the 
Constitution, it is clear that the members chosen constitute the House 

| and the Constitution says a ‘‘ majority of each House shal! constitutea 
quorum.”’ I contend that that means a majority of the number an- 
thorized to be elected, or at least a majority of those chosen. 
cies that may occur can not change that quorum. 
makes no provision for changing the quorum 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques 
tion ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman understand that the four 
gentlemen who are deceased can be regarded as ‘‘ members chosen’’ 
under the terms of the Constitution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were certainly chosen members of this House. 
The Constitution, in defining ‘‘a House of Representatives,’’ 
shall consist of ‘‘members chosen,’’ and 
do business.’’ 

Mr. REILLY. There is no doubt about that 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But they have ceased to be me 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does it not follow, 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HomMAn 
chosen to succeed those gentlemen ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, clearly not. Of course the Constitution con 
templates the filling of vacancies, but the House is composed of the 


326 a quorum? 


Vacan- 
The Constitution 


says it 
t majority is a quorum ‘‘to 


mbers, 
then, if the position of the 
| is correct, that no one can be 


what changesin membership 
may afterwards occur. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly, and that is just the point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were chosen members of this House. They 
constituted a portion of the 330 members necessary to make up this 
House. This House, whether vacancies exist or not, is a House where 
166 members constitute a quorum . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thenare there not four constitutional vacancies? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Therg are four vacancies, but will the gentleman 
answer this question: How does it happen that through a long series 
of years it has been uniformly held that a House of Kepresentatives, 


a majority of ‘‘members chosen 





within the meaning of the Constitution, consisted of the number of 
| members ‘‘chosen,’’ or authorized to be 
| the preceding apportionment? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 


‘‘chosen’’ as provided for by 
I understand that the ruling has for many years 
been directly the other way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh,no. Theremay have been exceptions, I admit. 
I do not know of any, but the general ruling has been all one way, 
that the House of Representatives, when the term 


** House of Repre- 
sentatives’’ 


| 
| 
| 
is used, when the words of the Constitution are construed, 
| consist of the members who have been ‘‘ chosen ;’’ and that a major- 
ity of the members authorized to be chosen, or chosen, constitute a quo- 
rum. It has been almost uniformly held that the words ‘‘a majority 
| shall constitute a quorum ”’ are perfectly clear in their meaning, and 
that they mean a majority of the members ‘‘ chosen’’ to a House of 
| Representatives. 
| Mr. BOUTELLE. 
him this question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 
| Mr. BOUTELLE. Suppose that on the organization of the House 
there were six vacancies, caused by the fact that there have been no 
elections in six districts; would the gentleman then hold that those six 
gentlemen who might have been elected, but who were not, would 
| come in under the designation of having been chosen? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Itis aquestion that no man can answer at once un- 
| less he has thoroughly considered the matter; for the question is, Is it 
| the members authorized to be chosen or the members ‘‘ chosen ’’ that 
shall constitute the House; but that very question was at the bottom 
| of the provision to which I have referred already, that is to say, placing 
in Congress the power to provide for the ** manner”’ of the election of 
| members of Congress. And had it not been for the possibility of that 
| vacancy arising, I think, from the history of that provision, that no 
! such provision would be found in the Constitution 


Will the gentleman right there allow me to ask 
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Mr. BOUTELLE, Will the gentleman answer this question? On 
the organization of the House, with six seats vacant from the failure 
to elect, what number would the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] regard as constituting a quorum? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would still in such case regard, as I remarked 
before, for the purpose of transacting business, the persons who had 
been constitutionally elected; but still that does not remove the fact 
that ‘‘ the House of Representatives,’’ is to be composed of a given num- 
ber of members——- 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Members chosen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Composed of a given number of members chosen 
and a majority of ‘‘ the House’’ shall constitute a quorum—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But what is the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN (continuing). Shall constitute a quorum ‘‘to do 
business. ’’ 

The House, as now organized, has330members. That ‘‘is the House 
of Representatives.’’ I admit that the Constitution contemplates, of 
course, either the failure of States to elect or the expulsion of members 
from the House, and deaths, and all that; but when the Constitution 
speaks of ‘‘the House of Representatives,’’ it contemplates the number 
of members authorized by law to be elected or elected, authorized to 
be chosen or chosen. The Constitution employs the word ‘ chosen.’’ 
Surely it is safe to rest there if no broader scope is to be given to the 
words employed. No less number in any event can constitute ‘‘a 
House’’ than the number ‘‘chosen.’’ 

Mr. BAKER. What distinction would you draw between six dis- 
tricts where they refuse to elect a member, and one hundred districts 
where the members refuse to serve under the law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would have no effect on the constitutional ques- 
tion, It would not affect the constitutional organization of the House. 
It would not affect the question of what constitutesaquorum. It would 
not affect this question, for the members chosen would constitute the 
House; but I fall back upon the real question involved in this discus- 
sion, and the only question: What numberof members constitutes this 
House and what isa quorum of the House? Three hundred and thirty 
members were chosen; one hundred and sixty-six constitutes a quorum 
of that number ‘‘to do business.’’ The incidental changes are not 
provided tor by the Constitution. It declares what shall constitute a 
House and what a quorum. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Suppose thata pestilence or epidemic should 
strike all but 164 members of the House, as appears to have been the 
case at present, would the gentleman hold that because only 164 mem- 
bers were present there was no quorum, and therefore the country was 
without constitutional government until new elections could be had ? 

I want a direct answer to that question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman’s question is too problematical. It 
has too great an amount of improbability about it to admit of an an- 
swer, but whatever calamity might occur the fact remains that as the 
Coustitution provides that a ‘‘ majority of each House shall constitute 
a quorum to do business,’’ and that the House of Representatives shall 
be composed of members chosen by the several States, and the fact 
also remans that 330 members were chosen to the House and 166 is 
**a quorum to do business.’’ 

Mr. CASWELL. The Supreme Court of the United States consists 
of nine members, five members of which would be aquorum. Sup 
there were two vacancies; would not the decision of four out of seven 
be binding ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Yes; there is nothing in the Constitution affecting 
the subject. The Constitution does not fix or regulate the number of 
judges of the Supreme Court. It is a matter regulated by law. The 
law determines the number of the judges and the effect of the vacancy. 
The question here is wholly different from the contingency that the 
gentleman from Ohio mentions. It is constitutionally different from 
the pending question, This is controlled by the Constitution, that by 
law. Here the Constitution defines what a quorum shall be—amajorty 
of themembersof the House; that majority is 166 members, as 330 were 
chosen as provided for by the Constitution. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, the question presented here by the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] is 
of vital importance. The uniform construction, I think, that has 
been given whenever this question has been raised is that a quorum 
of the House shall be a majority of the members elected at the time 
and in the manner provided by law. As you are no doubt aware, Mr. 
Speaker, that is the rule or ane also laid down by all elementary 
writers on constitutional and perliamentary law, and which has been 
followed uniformly, as I have already stated, in every instance where 
the question has arisen in the proceedings ot this body. You will 
permit me, however, sir, to refer you to section 261 of Cushing’s Law 
and Practice of Legislative Assembly: 


261. * * * So in the second branch of Congress, in which, by the Consti- 
tution, the whole number of Representatives of which the House may consist 
is fixed by the last be eens increased by the number of members to 
which newly admitted States may be entitied, the quorum is a majority of the 
whole number, including the number to which the new States may be entitled, 
whether they have elected members or not, and making no deductions on ac- 
count of vacant districts, 


Now, sir, there is no controversy here as to the facts. That there 


is a full representation in this House as provided by law is shown by 
the record and conceded, and consequently there can not be any ques- 
tion as to the number necessary to constitute a quorum. A majority 
of 330 is 166, and that number not being present, it follows that no 
business can be transacted until a quorum does appear. 

The decision of Speaker Grow in the Thirty-seventh Congress was 
expressly based on this ground, ‘‘a majority of the members chosen.’’ 

Now, the records of this House show that for the Fifty-first Congress, 
beginning on the 4th day of March, 1889, there were enrolled upon the 
official records, upon credentials duly issued according to law, from the 
different States, the names of 330 Representatives duly chosen to rep 
resent the different Congressional districts as apportioned and fixed by 
law throughout the States in the Union. Consequently 166 member 
wouldconstitute a majority and a quorum of the members thus chosen. 
There are three vacancies to-day by death; but there is no question 
and can be no question, raised that 330 members were chosen, were 
elected, were duly certified and returned to this House as legally elected 
i. e., chosen. Consequently 166 members, I submit, must be held al! 
through the Fifty-first Congress as a majority of this body. 

Now, the Constitution provides that where a full House has been 
elected the executive authorities in the States, whenever any vacancy 
may occur by death, resignation, or otherwise, shal] issue writs of election 
to all such vacancies, and thisI believe hasalready been done to fill thes: 
three vecancies; and then there will be a complete number of mem 
bers of this House. The men who are elected to fill the unexpired 
terms of the other members will simply step into their shoes. __ 

Mr. HOLMAN, If the gentleman will allow me, I would sugges' 
that that is certainly supported by the decision given in the Thirty- 
seventh Congress, where, as gentlemen have already stated, a largo 
number of States were not represented. It was there held that a ma 
jority ot the members ‘‘chosen’’ to the House constituted a quorum 

Mr. REILLY. The gentleman anticipates me. I was about to say 
that the ruling made in the Thirty-seventh Congress—the Thirty 
seventh, I think—the reason why a less number than a majority of the 
full representation of the House with all the States in the Union rep 
resented was decreased in number was entirely and absolutely based 
upon the fact that a number of the districts had not chosen Representa- 
tives, and that therefore a majority of the Representatives ‘‘chosen ’’ 
by the people in the manner, at the time, and at the place prescribed 
by law was considered as constituting a majority under the Constitu- 
tion for the transaction of business, 

Section 2 of Article I provides that— 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States, etc. 


And section 5, same article, provides: 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns and qualifications 
of its own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do 
business. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the uniform construction given to 
these provisions of the Constitution has been that a quorum of the 
House cansists of a majority of the members chosen. So with the in- 
stance cited by the genlteman from New York [Mr. Baker]. Sup- 
posing that one hundred members elected had refused to serve; if they 
were elected, if they were chosen regularly and legally, they would be 
members of this House, and if they failed to serve the Constitution 
furnishes ample remedy for any such contingency, and would execute 
itself, because the House could declare their seats vacant for failure to 
attend to their duties, and new elections could be ordered, So that, 
Mr. Speaker, the whole machinery for keeping up the representation 
in this House is in perfect order, and there is no difficulty about exe- 
cuting it. If you were to follow the line of argument that upon the 
death of a member of this House the number necessary to constitute a 
quorum under the Constitution is reduced, you might have twenty-five, 
or thirty, or any other number less than an absolute majority, who, under 
that ruling, and according to that theory, would be held to be aquorum, 
according to the logic of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GREENHALGE], who spoke of such a contingency as the membership 
being reduced by a pestilence or something of that kind. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Does the gentleman claim that the business of 
the country must stop because of the failure of members to attend to 
their duties ? 

Mr. REILLY. I do, sir; if there is less than a quorum here. I take 
that position flat-footed. I take the position that where 330 members 
are regularly chosen, and where from any casualty, death, resignation, 
failure to attend, or refusal to discharge their duties a less number 
than a majority is in attendance, the Houseis without a quoram until a 
quorum can be obtained, and the machinery to accomplish that end is 
perfect and complete under the Constitution and rnles of the House. 
That is only a matter of a little time, and it is better that we should 

regularly and observe the provisions of the law and the Con- 
stitution in this than, for the.sake of any temporary advantage 
or tor the sake of expediency in any given emergency w may arise, 
stretch or violate the provisions of the Constitution and the law. 

Mr. BROSIUS. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. REILLY, Certainly. 
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Mr. BROSIUS. I direct my colleague’s attention to the second sec- 
tion of the Constitution, which provides that the House of Representa- 
tives shall be composed of members chosen every second year. Now, 
supposing one State fails to choose any Representatives to Congress 1n 
a certain year, what then constitutes the constitutional House of Rep- 
resentatives during that period ? 

Mr. RELLLY. That has been already decided and I have cited a 
precedent. Of course, the majority of the members chosen would con- 
stitute the majority of the House. That is the very proposition Tam 
contending for. 

Mr. BROSIUS. One other question. WhenaState has chosen Rep- 
resentatives and the members chosen are dead, and the State has not 
chosen others to succeed them, what is the situation ? 

Mr. REILLY. Why, a majority of the members chosen would re- 
main to constitute a quorum. It isthe same House. All the mem- 
bers were originally elected to the Fifty-first Congress and if thereis a 
vacancy because of death, resignation, or any other cause, the Consti- 
tution and the laws provide the machinery by which that vacancy may 
be filled, and before this Congress expires the vacancies will be filled. 
Elections will be held in November next and members will be chosen 
to succeed those who are dead. We have had several special elections 
already during this Congress to fill vacancies- 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can members be regarded as ‘‘chosen’’ when 
they are dead ? 

Mr. REILLY. Certainly, because they were chosen, thatis to say 
where death occurs after the member has been elected or chosen. 
They were chosen at the same time that the gentleman from Michigan 
and I were chosen, at the same time the rest of the three hundred and 
thirty members of this House were chosen, as the official records show 
The membership of this House is complete. Representatives were 
lawfully chosen by the people in every district throughout the country. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House his opin- 
ion upon this question, so far as he is able to state it now, and he states 
it with this reservation, that if a caretul examination of the question 
should lead him to a different conclusion he should not feel that the 
opinion which he now states was one to which he would be obliged to 
adhere. The Chair feels that we ought to be very careful not to strain 
a point on account of the situation that we find ourselves in to-day, 
It is very undesirable that any ruling should be made which, in prin- 
ciple, might lead to misfortune hereafter for the country or for the 
House of Representatives. The Chair has had a very decided impvres- 
sion that the late Speaker Randall once decided that a quorum was a 
majority of the living members of the House, and has so carried it in 
his mind without making any examination, but in the examination 
which the Chair has been able to make up to the present time he has 
fonnd no decision which goes to the extent required here. 

The decision of Speaker Grow on the 19th of July, 1861, upon exam- 
ination, does not seem to go as far as the Chair supposed it did, and as 
members of the House now present think itdid. That decision only 
went to the extent of seeing that a majority of the members originally 
chosen would constitute a quorum of the House. The question whether 
the decision should be that, or that a majority of those sworn in should 
be that, or constitute a quorum of the House was left expressly in abey- 
ance. It will be seen, therefore, that that decision does not go so far 
as the requirements of this situation. All previous decisions had been 
that a quorum must consist ofa majority of the members that might have 
been chosen; in other words, in this case, of a majority of 330 members. 
The only hesitancy that the Chair has about the matter is his vivid recol- 
lection of the opinion which he thinks was entertained by a former 
Speaker, Mr, Randall. Nevertheless, the Chair does not think that any 
doubtful decision ought to be made, and will therefore adhere for the 
present to the rule that 166 members constitute a quorum. 

Mr. BERGEN. Will the Chair allow me to call his attention to one 
or two cases which have not been cited ? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has any decisions bearing upon 
this question the Chair will gladly examine them. 

Several Members. Too late! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair in making the decision has expressly 
founded it upon such examination as he has been able to make, and 
would not have any hesitation in withdrawing his decision if on fur- 
ther examination of anthorities a different decision should appear to be 
proper. 

[Mr. BERGEN advanced to the Speaker’s desk and submitted some 
books for the Speaker’s examination. ] 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey calls the attention 
of the Chair to some precedents, but they are simply mentioned in a 
note, and can not now be examined. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. By the count which was made I understand there 
were 164 mem bers present, Doesthatincludethe Speaker? [ A pause. ] 
I wish it might appear in some way in the Recorp that 160 of those were 
Republican members and only 4 Democratic members. 





The SPEAKER. A motion for a call of the House would now be in | 


order. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 


I make that motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


10239 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-n umed mem- 








Li LOC A 
bers failed to answer 
Al ( i I ers 
\ < ( ‘ l wila 
4 M ( x 
\ s Mis (un i = 
Darg ! ( 
Dav La Va ve 
rnes Dil I s r 
v Dicke i 
MOCK er it 5 ‘ 
ar Dors¢ Ma : 
Duny Ma ! Ga, 
Edm Mart x 
’ i 10 cA o 
soothman Ellis [ I : I 
Breckinridg Enlo M Ss 
Brickner wat Mel Ar Stu 
Brookshire, Finley MeCreary Sw 
Brown, J.B Fit \ieM Taren¢ 
Browne, T. M. Fithi McRae I a 
Brunner Flood Millike Tracey 
Buchanan, \ Flowe Mills 1 ke 
Buckale Fo * Mont rurner 
B Fort Moore. I I \ \ 
Bu Fowl Morga \ 
B we G sel Mu ile Ve 
By Gibs« Nort Walke 
Cam pbe Goodr if 0 « 
Candler, Ga Grimes ©’ Neall, Ind \ ‘ 
Carlton Hare O Ne Mass Wh 
Carut! Hate} Outhwaite, \ 
Catchings Hayes Oweng, Ohio Wik 
Chipman Haynes, Paynter \ 
Claney Heard Peel, \ 
Clarke, A Hemphi Pe n W x 
Clements Henderson. N. ¢ Perry Willia I 
Clunie, Herbert, Peter Wilson, K 
Cobb, Hooker Phela Wils M 
Connell Kerr, Pa. Pic W < V 
Cooper, Ind. Ketchan Price Yod 
Cothran Kilgore Richards 
Cove Knapp Robert+o 
The following-named members had their names recorded at the Clerk’s 
desk under the rule 
Mr. ANDREW, Mr. BooruMAN, Mr. Covert, Mr. Herpert, Mr. 
McRAE, Mr. MorGan, Mr. Oates, Mr. PENINGTO Mr. WALKER. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 170 members present 
Mr. ROWELL. I move to dispense with all further proceedings under 
the call. 
Che motion was agreed to. 
The question was then taken on the approval of the Journal; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it 
Mr. CRISP ealled for a division 
The SPEAKER (having again put the question). On this question 
there are 159 in the affirmative and 4 in the negative 
Mr. CRISP. No quorum. 
TheSPEAKER. ‘Three gentlemen present did not vote \ quorum 
is present. The ayeshave it, and the Journal isapproved Ay use 
on the Republican side. | 


MESSAGE FROM THI ENAT 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretar inounced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bil following 
titles 

A bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mary A. Gree 

A bill (H. R. 1466 granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E\ i 

A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs. Delphina P. Walker 

A bill (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron 

\ bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson 

A bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McArdl 

4 bill (H. R. 2414) granting a pension to Nelson Rich 

A bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey; 

A bill (H. R. 2427 granting a pension to Fletcher Gallow 

A bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curti 

A bill ( H. R. 2754 grantin ,& pension to Adele Jones 

A bill (H. R. 2804) to increase the pension of Char 

A bill (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barns 

A bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsa 

A bill (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B. 


Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war 

A bill (H. R. 37354) granting a pension to John Manr 

A bill (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephen 

A bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen 

A bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. O’ Brien 

A bill (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively 

A bill (H. R. 5654 to pension Eliz ul th ht Lov ke tt 

A bill (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel 

A bill (H. R. 5851) to pension Mathew 
Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh; 

A bill (H. 2. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. 
Bradley ; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson 

A bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 


Lambert for services in the 
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A bill (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby; 

A bill (H. R. 6798 to increase the pension of George H. Brown, Com- 
pany I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of Allen Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell; 

A bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Lane Lownes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Lownes; 

A bill (11. R. 7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille; 

A bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick; 

A bill (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin; 

A bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Margaret Pratt; 

\ bill (H. I. 5059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A. Stafford; 

A biil (H. R. 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solomon, 
a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war service; 

A bill (HL. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller; 

A bill (HL. R. 9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa; 

A bill (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 

A bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson; 

A bill (H. 8. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker; 

A bill (H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 

A bill (H. R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B. Reed; 

\ bill (H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 

\ bill (H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O. FE. Hukill; 

A bill (H. R. 10208) grantirig an increase of pension to Moses Gra- 
ham; 

A bill (H.R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls; 

A hill (HL R. 10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill CH. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato; 

A bill (HL. 2. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish; 

A bill CH. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive Hechtman; 

4 bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson; 

A bill (IL. R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingscn; 

A bill (IL. R. 11169) granting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly Is- 
adora De Wolf Dimmick; 

A bill (H. R. 11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 

A bill (1H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Celia I. Woods; 

A bill (H, R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 


~ of medicine; 


A bill (H. R. 11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin; 

A bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary B. 
Cushing; 

A bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

A bill (H. R. 445) for the removal of the charge of desertion from the 
record of Daniel J. Mahoney; 

\ bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8201) to amend the Articles of War relative to the pun- 
ishment on conviction by courts-martial. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which conenrrence was requested, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Cara- 
her; and 

\ bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray. 

The message furcher announced that the Senate requested a confer- 
ence with the House on the bill (H. Kk. 5067) for the relief of Archi- 
bald Hunley, and had appointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. Davis, and 
Mr, COCKRELL conferees on the part of the Senate. 

‘Lhe message farther announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the joint resolution (S. R. 51) to authorize the 
President to appoint Richard H. Jackson an ensign in the United States 
Navy. 

The message further announced that the Senate bad passed the fol- 
lowing resolution, in which concurrence was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives coneurring), That there be 
printed 15,000 extra copies of the report of the Select Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority and the testi- 
mony, to be bound in cloth in two volumes; 10,000 copies for the House of Rep- 
resentatives and 5,000 copies for the Senate. 

‘The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge; 

4 bill (8. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. Miller; 

A bill (S. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliott; 

A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGarvey; 

A bill (8. 3232) granting a pension to Abbie R. Reddington; 

A bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamiltén; 

A bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes; 

A - (S. 3649) granting an increase of pension to Katherine W. 
Howell; 
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A bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. Lakin; 

A bill (S. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Azpell; 

A bill (S, 4209) granting a pension to Henry W. Haley; 

A bill (S. 4313) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith; 

A bill (S. 4320) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary FE. Dickey; 

A bill (S. 163) to reimburse certain persons who expended moneys 
and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions and suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of the present State 
of Nevada; 

A bill (S. 420) for the relief of Calvin Gunn; 

A bill (8. 473) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Portland, 
Me. ; 

A bill (8. 1496) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon; 

A bill (8. 1619) for the relief of St. Cecelia’s Academy; 

A bill (8S. 1634) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for money 
expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service by the 
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governor under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 1863; 
A bill (S. 2306) releasing 8S. H. Brooks, assistant treasurer of the 
United States, and his sureties on his official bond; 
A bill (8. 2538) for the relief of the legal representatives of Nicholas 
J. Bigley, deceased ; 
A bill (8S. 2738) to provide for the purchase of a site and theerection 
of a public buildmg thereon at Wilkes-Barre, in the State of Penn- ; 
sylvania; ; 
A bill (8. 3015) making an appropriation for a public monument to / 
the memory of John Ericsson, the inventor and constructer of the : 
Monitor; ; 
A bill (S. 3054) for the relief of William Smith and others: . 
A bill (S, 3463) for the relief of John A. Lynch; H 
A bill (8. 3551) for the relief of Catherine E. Whitall; 2 
A bill (S. 3611) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to adjust the sal- i 
aries of postmasters,’’? approved March 3, 1883; and 
A bill (S. 4087) to anthorize the purchase of certain manuscript papers 
and correspondence of Thomas Jefferson. 
ELECTION CONTEST—LANGSTON VS. VENABLE, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now proceed to call the roll on or- 
dering the previous question upon the resolutions reported by the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 7, not vot- 
ing 171; as follows: $ 
YEAS—17. : 
Adams, Cutcheon, Lehlbach, Russell 
Allen, Mich. Daizell, Lind, Sanford, 
Anderson, Kans. Darlington, Lodge, Sawyer, 
Arnold, De Lano, Mason, Scranton, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, McComas, Seull, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dolliver, MeCormick, Sherman, 
Baker, Dunnell, McDuffie, Simonds, 
Banks, Evans, McKinley, Smith, Lil. 
Bartine, Farquhar, Miles, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, Featherston, Moffitt, Smyser, 
Beck with, Flick, Moore, N. H. Snider, 
Belden, Funston, Morey, Spooner, 
Belknap, Gear, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Bergen, Gest, Morrow, Stewart, Vt. 
Bliss, Gifford, Morse, Stivers, 
Boothman, Greenhalge, Mudd, Stockbridge, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Struble, 
Bowden, Grout, Nute, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Hall, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Brosius, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. ‘Taylor, Tenn. 
Brower, Harmer, Osborne, Thomas, 
Buchanan, N, J. Haugen, Owen, Ind, Thompson, 
Burrows, Henderson, Il. Payne, Townsend, Colo, 
Burton, Henderson, lowa Payson, Townsend, Pa. 
Caldwell, Hermann, Perkins, Turner, Kans, 
Candler, Mass. Hill, Pickler, Vandever, 
Cannon, Hitt, Post, Van Schaick, 
Carter, Houk, Pugsley, Walker, 
Caswell, Kelley, Quackenbush, Wallace, Mass, 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Raines, Wallace, N. Y. 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, lowa Randall, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cogswell, Kinsey, Ray, Wickham, 
Coleman, Lacey, Reed, Iowa Williams, Ohio 
Comstock, La Follette, Reyburn, Wilson, Wash. 
Conger, Laidlaw, Rife, Wright, 
Craig, Lansing, Rockwell, Yardley. 
Culbertson, Pa, Laws, Rowell, 
NAYS—7. 
Andrew, Crisp, - O’ Ferrall, Reilly. 
Cheadle, Holman, Parrett, 
NOT VOTING—I71. 
Abbott, Browne, T. M. Clements, Dockery, 
Alderson, Browne, Va. Clunie, Dorsey, 
Allen, Miss. Brunner, Cobb, Dunphy, 
Anderson, Miss. Buchanan, Va. Connell, Edmunds, 
Bankhead, Buckalew, Cooper, Ind. Elliott, 
Barnes, Bullock, Cooper, Ohio Ellis, 
Barwig, Bunn, Cothran, Enloe, 
Biggs, Butterworth, Covert, Ewart, 
Bingham, Bynum, Cowles, Finley, 
Blanchard, Campbell, Crain, Fiteh, 
Bland, Candler, Ga, Culberson, Tex Fithian, 
Blount, Carlton, Cummings, Flood, 
Boatner, Caruth, regan, Flower, 
Breckinridge, Catchings, \ Forman, 
Brickner, Chipman, De Haven, Forney, 
Brookshire, Clancy, Dibble, Fowler, 
Brown, J. B. Clarke, Ala. Dickerson, k, 
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Geissenhainer, Maish, Peel, Sweney, 
Gibson, Mansur, Pennington, Tarsney, 
Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Perry, 7 aylor, Ill. 
Grimes, Martin, Tex. Peters, Tillman, 
Hare, McAdoo, Phelan, Tracey, 
Hatch, Mevarthy, Pierce, Tueker, — 
Hayes, McClammy, Price, Turner, Ga. " 
Haynes, McClellan, Quinn, Turner, N.Y. 
Heard, McCord, Richardson, Vaux, 
Hemphill, McCreary, Robertson, V enable, 
Henderson,N.C. McKenna, Rogers, Waddill, 
Herbert, MeMillin, Rowland, Wade, 
Hooker, McRae, Rusk, Washington, 
Hopkins, Milliken, Sayers, Wheeler, Ala, 
Kerr, Pa. Mills, Seney, Whiting, 
Ketcham, Montgomery, Shively, Wnitthorne, 
Kilgore, Moore, Tex. Skinner, Wike, 
Knapp, Morgan, Spinola, Wiley, 

Lane, Mutchler, Springer, Wil kinson, 
Lanham, Norton, StahInecker, Willcox, 
Lawler, Oates, Stewart, Ga. Williams, Il. 
Lee, O’ Neall, Ind. Stewart, Tex. Wilson, Ky. 
Lester, Ga. O’ Neil, Mass. Stockdale, Wilson, Mo. . 
Lester, Va. Outh waite, Stone, Ky. Wilson, W. Va. 
Lewis, Owens, Ohio Stone, Mo. Yoder. 
Magner, Paynter, Stump, 


The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. Linp with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr, TUCKER. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. ALDERSON, 

Mr. WILson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHtAan. : 
Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. KercHaM with Mr. RoGERs. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. Braas. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBoTT. 

Mr. THomMAs M, BROWNE with Mr. Harcu. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Gibson. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. SWENEY with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr. O'FERRALL. Lask that the Clerk recapitulate the names of 


those voting. ; 

The Clerk read the names of those recorded as having voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members pres- 
ent and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Brxeuam, Mr. Browne of Virginia, Mr. Coorrr of Ohio, Mr. De Haven, 
Mr. Franx, Mr. Horxkins, Mr. McCorp, Mr. McCreary, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. 
PENNINGTON, Mr. Taytor of Illinois, Mr. Wappit,, Mr. Wangs, and the 
SPEAKER. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 147, and the nays7; 
and a quorum being present, the motion is carried. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. How many are counted present and not voting ? 
The SPEAKER. Fourteen. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a privileged report from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It will take but a short time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa, reported back the bill H. R. 11459, the 
general deficiency bill, with Senate amendments, with the recommenda- 
tion that all of said amendments be non-concurred in. The bill and 
amendments were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this 
report also contains the views of the minority, recommending con- 
currence in the Senate amendment to pay the French spoliation claims. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills and a 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes 
and to provide for new designs of authorized devices of United States 
coins; 

A bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and 
one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent nickel pieces; 

A bill (H. R. 8155) to grant school district numbered 7, of the town- 
ship of Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land for 
school purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. 
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Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is 


entitled as such retired officer to his pay. 


| 


| 





| 


| ments in which 


| made by the board of claims to certain citizens of 


‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend 
concurrence was requested, bills of the following 
titles: : 

A bill (Hi. making an appropriation to construct a road and 
approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to the national military 
cemetery near that city; and 

A bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section ? act of May 30. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the coneurre! of the House was re 
quested : 

A bill (S. 373) for the relief 
of the firm of Levert & Mastin, of 

A bill (S. 497 
lands in Kansas; 

A bill (S. 945 
nurses; 

A bill (S. 1111) torevive 
ot the United States: 

A bill (S. 1187) for the relief of the Washington Iron Worl 

A bill (S. 1910) for the examination and allowance of certain 
Jeffers 


> © pre 
R. 7666 


1862 


of Claude H. Mast 
Mobile, Ala 
to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian 


riner 


granting pensions to women who served 


the vradeof lieutenant-general in the Army 


awards 
m County, 
Kentucky; 

A bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman Price; 

A bill (S. 2340) to provide for the purch ie of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Colorado Springs, in the State of Col 
orado; 

A bill (S. 2474) for the relief of Charles N. Felton, formerly assistan 
treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 3893) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Nevada, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 4039) to amend sections 3834, 3836, and 3837 of the Revised 
Statutes, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4064) for the relief of William J. Martin 

A bill (S. 4074) to provide an American register for the bark Campa- 
nero, of Baltimore, Md. ; 

A bill (8. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mort 
gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia 

A bill (S. 4096) for the relief of William W. Burns; 

A bill (S. 4138) to extend the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, asthesame is defined insection 709 of the Revised Statute 
ot the United States, to include the judgments and decrees of the highest 
courts of the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, Choctaw, 
of Indians, respectively; 

A bill (8S. 4155) to provide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, 
the carcasses and products thereof which are the 
state commerce, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4164) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, cd 
ceased; and 

A bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way tothe Sherman an 
western Railway Company through the Indian Territory 
purposes 


and Chickasaw tribe 


and 


subiects of inte 


| North 
nd for other 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE-—LANGSTON , WI 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of 
from the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. CRISP. I call fora division on the substitute presented by the 
minority. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The first question will be on the substitute. 

Mr. CRISP. And TI ask a separate vote on each of the resolutior 
the majority resolution and the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first resolution 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. CHEADLE. Would a motion be in order at this time 
commit this case to the Committee on Elections ? 

Mr. ROWELL. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The previous question bas been ordered 
Mr. CRISP. But the motion to recommit may be 
fore or after the previous question has been ordered. 

latter clause of Rule XVII, paragraph 1. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that applies to a bill that is pending 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this motion is admissible 

Mr. ADAMS. Before the Chair entertains the motion allow me to 
make a suggestion. The gentleman submits the question whether it 
would be in order to enter a motion to recommit after the previous 
question has been ordered. I submit that the nature of the previons 
question is such that this right to move to recommit should be strictly 
construed; and by the language of the rule it is evidently intended to 
reter to a legislative proposition which the House may desire to recom 
mit to a committee in order to change the form thereof. I doubt 
whether the reason of the rule, and I doubt, therefore, whether the 
rule itself, is applicable to a resolution to recommit a contested-elec 
tion case. 

The SPEAKER. 


NABLE, 


the resolution 


to re 


made either bh 


I refer to the 


Has the gentleman from Indiana any authority? 
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Mr. CHEADLE. I have none, Mr. Speaker, except the general rule 
and practice of the House. I know, in reference to the transaction of 
business bere, that it is in order to move to recommit a bill pending the 
demand for the previous question or after it has been ordered; and I 
assume the same rule to apply to any question on which the House is 
called to vote. I do not see how it can be held otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has no authority to submit, the 
Chair will feel inclined to sustain the objection made by the gentleman 
from [llinois ander the circumstances. 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, there is authority. The present 
occupant of the Chair has himself held, in the case of Waddill rs. Wise, 
that that motion is inorder. It has been so held by previous Speakers. 

The rule itself provides that— 

It shall be in order pending the motion for or after the previous question shall 
have been ordered on its passage. 

I suppose reading the preceding portion of the rule would indicate 
that this applies to bills, but the Chair has held that a question which 
has reached this stage assimilated itself to a bill, and that it would be 
in order to make fhe motion. Otherwise, Mr. Speaker, manifestly, 
the motion could not be made at all, because one could not take the 
floor away from the other side to make the motion, and the previous 
question might be demanded before such an opportunity could be pre- 
sented. I think the purpose of the rule was that the House might 
have theopportunity before voting on the final passage of any particular 
question, to consider the propriety of recommitting it to the commit- 
tee in which it originated. 

Mr. ADAMS, If there has been any decision, of course I have noth- 
ing tosay. I count on the language of the rule and I count on the 
principle that a motion for the previous question is a well recognized 
motion. Its intention is, by the very language of the rule, to cut off 
debate and bring the House to a vote on the main proposition. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman will permit me a moment I would 
like to suggest that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], 
when presiding as Speaker pro tempore, in the absence of the Speaker of 
the House, held in the Breckinridge case that that metion was ad- 
missible. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is that the only precedent? 

Mr. CRISP. Not the only precedent, for I think the Speaker him- 
self held the same in the case of Waddill vs. Wise. 

Mr. ADAMS. If a question of precedent is cited, I will say noth- 
ing, for I am not familiar with the precedents; but I say that the rea- 
son of the rule does not apply here. Here is a motion the nature ot 
which has been well known for hundreds of years; and by the very 
language of the rule its intention is to bring the House to an immedi- 
ate vote. Now, there is an exception cited in the rule, and that ex- 
ception must be strictly construed. That exception, by the language 
of the rule, evidently applies to a legislative proposition; and I doubt 
exceedingly whether it applies to any such proposition as this. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no ques- 
tion as to recommitting now before the House, and I call for a vote 
upon the question that is before the House. 

Mr. CRISP. What is that? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to Rule 
XVII, and I did submit a motion to recommit. 

Mr. LACEY. No; yousimply made an inquiry. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I eall the attention of my colleague from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] to the fact that I did submit a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would ask the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] whether this point was made in either of those cases that 
he has referred to. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not recollect that the point was made on the ease 
decided by the Speaker of the House; but there was some discussion 
of the question before the Speaker pro tempore, and he was inclined to 
hold that the motion was only in order when it came toa vote on the 
final disposition ofthe resolution; but he was clearly of the opinion that 
the motion to recommit was in order, and so held. There was some 
dispute as to when it was in order, as to whether it was in order be- 
fore the vote was taken on the substitute or whether it was on the 
final passage of the resolution submitted by thecommittee. But there 
was no doubt in his mind, and he so stated, as to the right to make the 
motion, as I understood the Speaker pro tempore, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the res- 
olution be recommitted 

Mr. CHEADLE. To the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER. To the Committee on Elections. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will say that, when that ques- 
tion was up, the question considered by the Chair seemed to be only 
as to the time when the motion should be made; and the question that 
it could not be made at all was not presented to the Chair. I do not 
think it was, 

Mr, CUTCHEON, I think you are right about that. The question 
then considered was as to time, whether before or after the previous 
question had been ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore [ Mr. BURROWS] 
held that it was after the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the practice of the House 
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the motion to recommit is in order. As many as are in favor of this 
motion will say ‘‘ ay.’’ 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 145. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and sixty- 
three gentlemen present. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Other members having appeared, the Speaker announced: One hun 
dred and sixty-six members present—aquorum. On this question th: 
ayes are 6 and the noes 145. 

Mr. O’FERRALL Did I understand the Chair to announce that 
there are 166 members present? 

The SPEAKER. That is the count which the Chair has made. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Will the Chair order a count by tellers? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia can request tellers 
under the provisions of the rule, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Let us have a count by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands tellers un 
der the rule. As many gentlemen as are in favor of taking this ques- 
tion by tellers will say ‘‘ay.’’ [The question being taken.] Two 
gentlemen rising— 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I ask, under the circumstances, if the Chair 
will not allow tellers? The Chair iscounting; no one else is counting. 
Now, our in‘ormation is that there are only one hundred and fifty- 
eight Republican members present in the city, dragged from their sick 
beds and everywhere; and only three Democrats have voted on this 
vote. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; butthere are forty of them right around in 
the corridors, and they would be here in a minute if the gentleman 
wished it, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL | 
can have his count in the regular way. Two gentlemen rising, not a 
sufficient-number, and tellers are refused, The noes have it, and the 
motion to recommit is lost. The question is on the substitute. 

Mr. CRISP. On that I ask a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John M. Langston was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia and is 
not entitled toa seat therein. 

Resolved, That Edward C. Venable was duly elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia and is 
entitled to retain the seat he holds 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on this 
resolution. 

On the demand for the yeas and nays four members rose. 

Mr. CRISP. There are four gentlemen who are in favor of a free 
ballot and a fair count, it seems, 

Mr. CHEADLE (addressing the Republican side). You ought tobe 
willing to go on record. Make your record, and give them the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Four gentlemen rising, not a sufficient number, 
and the yeas and nays are refused. The noes have it, and the substi- 
tute is rejected. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. There has been no vote upon the substitute yet. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand. The question is 
on the substitute. As many as are in favor of the substitute will say 
oc ay.’’ 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor will rise in their places 
and be counted. The Chair asks gentleman who are not voting to take 
their seats. Gentlemen behind the rail will please come forward and 
take their seats. As many as are in favor of the substitute will rise 
in their places and be counted. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 142. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The n makes the point there is no quo- 
rum present. Gentlemen will be kind enough to resume their seats. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I was paired and did not vote, though present. 

Mr. DE HAVEN. I was present, but did not vote. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
forty-eight members present. 

Mr. O’7FERRALL. No quorum present, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ROWELL. I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to thei> names: 





Abbott, Barnes, Blount, Brown, J. B. 
Alderson, Barwig, Boatner, Browne, T. M 
Allen, Miss. Biggs, Breckinridge, Brunner, 
Anderson, Miss. Blanchard, Brickner, Buebanan, Va. 
Bankhead, Bland, Brookshire, Bullock, 
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Bunn, Farquhar, Mansur, Sayers, 
Butterworth, Finley Martin, Ind, Seney, 
Bynum, Fitch, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Caldwell, Fithian, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Campbell, Flood, McCarthy, Spinola, 
Candler, Ga, Flower, McClammy, Springer, 
Candler, Mass. Forman, McClellan, StahInecker, 
Carlton, Forney, McCord, Stewart, Ga. 


Caruth, Fowler, McCreary, Stewart, Tex. 


Caswell, Geissenhainer, Me Millin, Stockd ule, 
Catchings, Gibson, Milliken, Stone, Ky. 
Chipman, Goodnight, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Clancy Grimes, Montgomery, Stump, 
Clarke: Ala. Hare, Moore, Tex. Sweney, 
Clements, Hatch, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Clunie, Hayes, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Cobb, Haynes, Norton, ‘Tracey, 
Connell, Heard, Oates, Tucker, — 
Cooper, Ind. Hemphill, O’ Neall, Ind. furner, Ga. 
Cothran, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. Curner, N. Y¥. 
Covert, Herbert, Outhwaite, Vaux, 
Cowles, Hooker, Owen, Ind. Venable, 
Crain, Kerr, Pa. Owens, Ohio. Waddill, 
Culberson, Tex. Ketcham, Paynter, Washington, 
Cummings, Kilgore, Peel, Wheeler, Ala, 
Dargan, Knapp, Penington, Wheeler, Mich. 
Davidson, Lane, Perry, Whiting, 
Dibble, Lanham, Peters, Whitthorne, 
Dickerson, Lansing, Phelan, Wike, 
Dockery, Lawler, Pierce, Wiley, 
Dorsey, Laws, Price, Wilkinson, 
Dunphy, Lee, Quinn, Willcox, 
Edmunds, Lester, Ga. Richardson, Williams, Ill. 
Elliott, Lester, Va. Robertson, Wilson, Ky. 
Ellis, Lewis, Rogers, Wilson, Mo. — 
Enloe, Magner, Rowland, Wilson, W. Va. 
Ewart, Maish, Rusk, Yoder. 


During the roll-call the following members appeared and were noted 
as present under the rule: 

Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. CANDLER of Massachusetts, Mr. CASWELL, 
Mr. FARquHAR, Mr. LANSING, Mr. LAws, Mr. McCorp, Mr. OWEN 
of Indiana, and Mr. WADDILL. 

TheSPEAKER. The call of the roll discloses 167 members present— 
a quorum. 

Mr. ROWELL. 
the call. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it 

Mr. O FERRALL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 150, noes 3. 

So all farther proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the noes have it, and 
the substitute is rejected. . 

Mr. O’FERRALL. That was on one resolution. 

Mr. CRISP. No quorum voted on the substitute, Mr. Speaker. 
The vote was taken on the stibstitute and there was no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The quesfion.is upon the substitute. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 159. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER, Those gentlemen who have not voted on this ques- 
tion will please rise. [After counting.| Five gentlemen have arisen. 
On this question the ayes are 3 and the noes 159— 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. And with those not voting there isa quorum, and 
the substitute is rejected. 

Mr.O’FERRALL. That was on one resolution, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Edward C. Venable was duly elected a Representative in the 


Vifty-first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, and is 
entitled to retain the seat he holds. 


The question was put on the adoption of the resolution, and the 
Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. A division is demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 155. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen who voted will be seated, and those 
who did not vote will please rise. [Aftercounting.] Eight gentlemen 
have arisen. On this question the ayes are 4, the noes 155, which, to- 
gether with those not voting, make 167. The noes have it, and the 
substitute is rejected. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a vote on the resolutions 
presented by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolutions 
presented by the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. There are two of them; and I ask for a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the first resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That E. C. Venable was not elected a Representative of the Fifty 


first Congress from the Fourth Congressi 1 Tirginia, and is noten 
a one ™ 1g onal district of Virginia, and is not 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa, 


I move to dispense with all further proceedings under 


That is the same resolution. 
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Mr. DINGLEY We have voted on that. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia demanded a divis 
ion of the resolutions as theystand. 7 question is on the adoption 
of the first resolution, wh the Clerk la 1 


Che Clerk read as fi 


i That E.¢ 
first Congress f 
t € it ya seat 

Mr. HILL \ pal ill nouiry i ju y 

The SPEAKER rhe gentle vill state 

Mr. HILL Is not that tl roposition | voted 
upon ? 

The SPEAKER. The gq t just voted upon came in as an 
amendment. A division of the 1 | been customary when de 
manded in the House. [Cries of ** V« Vote!’’] The noes appear 
to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the question has not been submitted at 
all 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the pardon of the gentleman from 
Georgia, and thinks that is true. The question is on the adoption of 


the resolution. 
The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. : 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Division now 
The SPEAKER. A divisi 
The House divided; and there wer yes 146. 
Mr. O FERRALL. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER. Those whoare opposed will rise in their places and 


' 
be counted. | Aftercounting. | Three gentlemen inthe negative. Those 
[ After counting, | 


m is demanded. 


who have not voted will please rise in their places. 
One hundred and sixty-three in al! 

Mr. O' FERRALL. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is right. 

Mr. BURROWS. LIcall for tellers. That will test it short of the 
veas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BurRé ind Mr. O’F ERRALL were 
appointed as tellers 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 1 

Mr. HILL. <A parliamentary ing! Mr. Speaker. Was not this 


proce eding for counting a quorum 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the parliamentary situation to be that the 
Speaker counted 163, not making a quorum, and thereupon tellers 
were called for by the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Br RRows], asI 
understand, for the purpose of counting the House. 

The SPEAKER, ‘Tellers on this vote was for action by the House. 

The tellers reported 3 in the negative 

The SPEAKER, If there are any gentlemen present who have not 
voted they will please rise in their places. [After counting. ] 
tlemen have arisen, making in all 163. 

Mr. O°-FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move acail of the House, Mr. Speaker 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. . 

Mr. O° FERRALL. Division, Mr. Speaker I « 
that vote, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I make the point of order 
dilatory motion, made for delay and no other purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia ealls 

The question was taken; and there wer 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll; and the fol 
to answel 


len gen- 


ill for division on 
that that is 


for a division. 
—ayes 100. noes ? 


owing-named members failed 





Abbott Clancy rou Mart re 
Alderson Clarke, Ala Fowl McAdoo 
Allen, Miss Clements Ceissenbaine MoCa 
Anderson, Miss. Clun G Mot 
Bankhead Cobb Gor i Mel 
Barnes, Conne MeCre 
Barwig Cooper Hare MeN 
Biggs Cothran Hatel Mill : 
Blanchard Cover Hayes Mills, 
Bland Cowles Hayne Montgomery, 
Blount Cra He Moore. Tex 
Boatner, Culberso rex Het l Mor 
Breckinridge, Cummings Her ( Vout 
srewer, Dargan if Niedringhaus 
Brickner, Davidson Hol t 
Brookshire Dibble, Hook ‘ - 
Brown, J. B Dickerson Kerr, Pa O' Ne Ind 
srowne, T. M. Dockery, Ketchar oO |, Mase. 
Brunner, Dorsev hs re Outhwaite, 
Buchanan, Va Dunphy i App 0 1, Ohio 
Bullock, Edm i Paynter, 
Bunn, Elli Lanham Peel, 
surrows, Ellis, Lawler, Penington, 
Butterworth Enloe Lee Perry, 
Bynum, Ewat Lester, Ga. Peters, 
Campbell, Finles Lester, Va. Phelan 
Candler, Ga. Fitch, Lewis, Pierce 
Carlton, Fithian Magner, Price, 
Caruth, Flood, Maish, Quinn, 

| Catchings, Flower, Mansur, Richardson, 


Chipman, Forman, Martin, Ind, Robertson, 
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Rogers, Stewart, Ga. Tucker, Wiley, McClellan, Paynter, Spinola, Vaux, 
; Rowland, Stewart, Tex Turner, Ga. Wilkinson, Mctord, Peel, Springer, Venable, 
7 : Rusk, Stockdale, Turner, N.Y. Willcox, McCreary, Penington, StahInecker, Waddill, 
ae Sayers, Stone, Ky. Vaux, Williams, Ill. McKenna, Perry, Stewart, Ga, Wade, 
ee Seney, Stone, Mo. Venabie, Wilson, Ky. MeMillin, Peters, Stewart, Tex. Wallace, Mass, 
Hhively, Stump, Washington, Wilson, Mo. McRae, Phelan, Stewart, Vt. Washington, 
Skinner, Sweney, Wheeler, Ala. Wilson, W. Va. Milliken, Pierce, Stockbridge, Wheeler, Ala. 
"ie Spinola, Tarsney, Whiting, Yoder. Mills, Price, Stockdale, Whiting, 
A Springer, Tillman, Whitthorne, Montgomery, Quinn, Stone, Ky. Whitthorne, r 
¢ 4 Stahl necker, Tracey, Wike, stouve, Tex. Reilly, Stone, Mo. wae - 
ae The following-named members appeared at the desk and were noted par nl — Seay, Wilt¥ason, 
a as present under the rule: Mr, NIEDRINGHAUS, Mr. BuRROWS, Mr. | Norton, Rogers, Tarsney, Willcox, 
+ BREWER. oa. ios Rowland, Taylor, Lil. Lg a 
* ” . > wT ‘ > 'N ? . , Ti ’ , . - 
3 Che SPEAKER, The Clerk reports 167 members present. Onell, Mens, a, a Wilson, Mo, 
’ Mr. HAUGEN. I move to dispense with all further proceedings | Outhwaite, Seney, Tucker, Wilson, W. Va. : 
. under the cal] Owens, Ohio Shively, ‘Turner, Ga. Yoder. 
, Parrett, Skinner, Turner, N. Y. ; 


iq The motion was agreed to. 
j The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Upon that question tellers have been ordered. 

Mr. HAOGEN. No, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The tellers were ordered for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether there was a quorum present. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I think tellers were ordered on that vote, Mr. 
Speaker. ° 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. If we 
ean get a quorum here by a call of the House, we can get it by yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. 
sume their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 143, noes 3, 
and there were 13 members present and not voting. 


Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GEISSENHAINER], but have voted to makea quorum. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

The names of members present and not voting were read, as follows: 

Mr. Browne of Virginia, Mr. CArTEeR, Mr. CASWELL, Mr. Coorer of Ohio, Mr. 
De HAVEN, Mr. Frank, Mr. HiLi, Mr. Lansixne, Mr. McCorp, Mr. MCK enna, Mr. 
Srewart of Vermont, Mr. SrocksrprpGr, Mr. TayLor of Illinois, Mr. WADDILL, 
Mr. Wapr, Mr. WALLACE of Massachusetts, and the SPEAKER. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 142, the nays 4. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division (called for by 
Mr. O’ FERRALL)—ayes 75, noes 2. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer: 


ee es ead 


Tellers have been ordered. ‘The tellers will re- 


aie 










7 Abbott, Cummings, Lanham, Quinn, 
Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum present, Mr. Speaker. Alderson, Dargan, Lawler, Richardson, 
Mr. HAUGEN. I call tor the yeas and nays. So. — _ a —- / 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Bankhead, *  Diekerson, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 4, not | Barnes, Dingley, Lewis, Rusk, 
voting 179; as follows: Barwig, Dockery, Magner, Sayers, 
YEAS—142 Biggs, Dorsey, Maish, Seney, 
. . Blane’ ; Dunphy, Mansur, Shively, 
Adams, ‘ Cutcheon, Lehlbach, Rowell, Bland, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Lind, Russcll, Blount, Elliott, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Anderson, Kans. Darlington, Lodge, Sanford, Boatner, Ellis, McAdoo, Springer 
Arnold, De Lano, Mason, Sawyer, Breckinridge, Enloe, McCarthy, Stahinecker, 

Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, McComas, Scranton, Brickner, Ewart, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dolliver, McCormick, Seull, Brookshire, Finley, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
Baker, Dunnell, McDufiie, Sherman, Brown, J.B. Fitch, McCreary, Stockdale, 

Banks, Evans, McKinley, Simonds, Browne, T. M. Fithian, MeDuilie, Stone, Ky. 

Bartine, Farquhar, Miles, Smith, Il, Rrunner, Flood, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Bayne, Featherston, Moffitt, Smith, W. Va. Buchanan, Va. Flower, McRae, Stump, 
Beck with, Flick, Moore, N. H, Smyser, Buckalew, Forman, Milliken, Sweney, 
Belden, Funston, Morey, Snider, Bullock, Forney, Mills, ‘Tarsney, 
Belknap, Gear, Morrill, Spooner, Bunn, Fowler, Montgomery, Tiliman, 
Bergen, Gest, Morrow, Stephenson, Butterworth, Funston, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Bingham, Gifford, Morse, Stivers, Bynum, Geissenhainer, Morgan, ‘Tucker, 

Bli Greenhalge, Mudd, Struble, Campbell, Gibson, Mutchler, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Boothman, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B, Candler, Ga. Goodnight, Norton, Turner, N, Y. 
Boutelle, Grout, Nute, Taylor, J. D. Carlton, Grimes, Nute, Vaux 
Rowden, Hall, O'Donnell, Taylor, Tenn, Caruth, Ilare, Oates, Venable, 
Lrewer, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, Catchings, Hatch, 0’ Neail, Ind. Washington, 
Brosius, Harmer, Osborne, Thompson, Chipman, Hayes, O' Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Brower, Haugen, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo, Clancy, Haynes, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Buchanan, N, J. Henderson, II. Payne, Townsend, Pa, Clarke, Ala. Heard, Owens, Ohio, Whitthorne, 
Burrows, Henderson, Iowa Payson, ‘Turner, Kans. Clements, Hemphill, Parrett, Wike, 
Barton, Hermann, Perkins, Vandever, Clunie, Henderson,N.C. Paynter, Wiley, 
Caldwell, Hitt, Pickler, Van Schaick, Yobb, Herbert, Payson, Wilkinson, 
Candler, Mass. Hopkins, Post, Walker, Connell, Holman, Peel, Willcox, 
Cannon, Houk, Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y. Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Penington, Williams, Lil. 
Cheatham, Kelley, Quackenbush, Wheeler, Cothbran, Kerr, Pa. Perry, Wilson, Ky. 
Clark, Wis, Kennedy, nes, Ww Covert, Ketcham, Peters, Wilson, Mo. 
Cogswell, Kerr, lowa Randall, Williams, Ohio Cowles, Kilgore, Phelan, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coleman, Kinsey, Ray ilson, Wash. Crain, Knapp, Pierce, Yoder. 
eemiek, we - Reed, Iowa — Culberson, Tex. Lane, Price, 

Souger, # Follette, urn, r . ‘ : 
ole. Laidlaw, Rife, 7 The names of the following members were recorded at the Clerk’s 
Culbertson, Pa. Laws, Rockwell, desk under the rule: 

NAYS—4. Mr. Funston, Mr. McDurrig, Mr. Payson, Mr. DINGLey, and Mr, 
Andrew, Cheadle, Crisp, O’Ferrall. NUTE. 
NOT VOTING—179. Mr. KERR, of Iowa (after a pause). I ask unanimous consent that 
Abbott, Candler, Ga. Dockery, Hemphill, the House now take a recess until this evening at 8 o’clock. 
Alderson, Carlton, Dorsey, Henderson, N.C. Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. If we 
es > even ny; ie now take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening, will it be necessary that 
nderson, Miss, Caruth, Edmunds, Hill, ith th : f 
Bankhead, Caswell, Elliott, Holman, a quorum should appear before we can proceed with the transaction o 
Barnes, Catchings, Ellis, Hooker, business ? fo 
pares. epee. —- aoe, Fe. The SPEAKER. The presumption would be that a quorum would 
Blanchard, Clarke, Ala. Finley, Kilgore, ' be present. By unanimous consent proceedings under the call can be 
Pland, Clements, teh, Knapp, dispensed with, and the House can take its recess now, instead of at 5 
eabe Cobb,” Flood,” ocho o'clock. 3 
t , , , ; 

Breckinridge, Connell, Flower, Lansing, Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then I ask unanimous consent for that pur- 
———- Cooper, Le a. paeee, pose. 

a ae a on , The SPEAKER. _Is there objection? 

Brown, J. B, Cothran, Fowler, Lester, Ga. ses. 

Browne, T. M. Covert, Frank, Lester, Va. Mr. O’FERRALL. No objection. [Laughter. | snes 
Browne, Va. Cowles, Gelasonhainer, a, There being no objection, the House (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes 

runner, in, n, ‘ ; : 

Buchanan, Va. Culberson, Tex. Goodnight, Maish, p. m.) took a recess until 8 o’clock ym. 

Soseaew, Cummings, mee, tes —— 

oc! . Martin, 

on” Da Hatch, Marti, EVENING SESSION. 
naan lar. —. ~eneee, The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., 
Campbell, D, Heard, McClammy, and was called to order by Mr. PERKINS, as Speaker pro tempore. 
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The Clerk read the following: 
HovsEe or REPRESENTATIVES, September 19, 1890, 


Mr. Perxrys, of Kansas, is hereby appointed Speaker pro tempore for this 
ng’s session. : 
—— T. B. REED, Speaker. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that, as the first business 


of the evening, we take up in the House and dispose of the Senate pen- | 


sion bills on the Calendar, about thirty in number. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does the gentleman from Kansas propose to take 
up all the Senate pension bills upon the Calendar in their order ? 

Mr. MORRILL. That is my proposition; that they be taken up 
and disposed of in the House. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MorriLt] that the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate pension bills now on the Calendar, and that the 
House proceed at this time to consider those bills in their order? The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

ANDREW HOPPER. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 3342) grant- 
ing a pension to Andrew Hopper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!l, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Hopper, late second lieu- 
tenantin the Hutchinson Guards, Minnesota State Militia. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3342 
granting a pension to Andrew Hopper, submit the following report: 
Yourcommitte adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows 


“The claimant, Andrew Hopper, was a second lieutenant in the Hutchinson | 


Guards, Minnesota state Militia. On the 3d of September, 562, or thereabouts, 
at Acton, Minn., in a battle with the Indians in which his company was en- 
gaged, he was severely injured in the back by his horse falling upon him, so 
that he was ordered back to Hutchinson to warn the inhabitants that the In- 
dians were approaching, which he did. He was, however, unfit for further 
service, and was discharged on account of the disabilities incurred as above 
stated. He applied to the Pension Bureau fora pension under the genera! law, 
but his application was rejected upon the ground that the Hutchinson Guards 
was a State organization, and that therefore the case was not cognizable under 
the genera! law. 

“Thechain of evidence is complete to establishthe incurrence of the disa- 
bilities alleged in the line of duty, and the fact that the organization of which 
he was a member was a State organization is the only fact that precludes his 
being pensioned under the general law. Theclaimantis now eighty-four years 
of age and in indigent circumstances, and your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill which is reported herewith.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


FRANK PD, WORCESTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 400) grant- 
ing a pension to Frank D. Worcester. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Frank D. Worcester, late a mem- 
ber of Company B, First Maine Battery of Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. FLIck) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (5. 400) 
granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester, submit the following report: 

We adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 

“ The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 400) granting a 
pension to Frank D Worcester, have examined the same and report: 

* This case, which the committee regard as one of exceptional! merit, was con- 
sidered and ee in their report made December 13, 1884. This report, with 
its recommendation, is hereby affirmed, as follows: 

“* This case, which is quite voluminous, may be briefly stated as one in which 
discharge ‘rom the service occurred on account of insanity, which was alleged 
in the medical certificate to have had existence before enlistment, and which 
was rejected at the Pension Bureau on that ground. It inv»ives a mass of tes- 
timony disproportionate to the setilement of the single point in question, and 
which it would be useless to abstract in this report. 

“*There is some evidence, but not of a high grade, which fixes upon the sol- 
dier before enlistment some eccentricities, but no aberrations; while the bulk 
of testimony, including that of the family physician, members of the amily, 
and old neighbors, shows that the soldier, while not over-bright in scholariy 
respects, was an honest, faithful boy, and, as many expressed it, “the main- 
stay of the family, so far as work was concerned.” The committee, in estimat- 
ing the value of such testimony as is conflicting, pay proper respect to charac- 
ter in giving the soldier the benefit of any doubt. 

“* The soldier came out of the service insane and has for many years been 
confined in an asylum as an incurable. If he had in him the elements of insan- 
ity before enlistment they were latent, and were first developed afterward in 

service and have controlled him since. 

“The committee report favorably upon the bill,and recommend it for pas- 
sage. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH RUMSEY. 


: The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2238) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, army nurse. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
o— and directed to place on the pension-ro!!, subject to ie aewvisions bree 


itations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Rumsey, late volunteer 
army nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
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The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) isas follows 


rhe Committee on Inv 


} ilid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S, 2238 
granting « pension to I 


zabeth Rumsey, submit the following report, recom 








ling the adoption of the Senate report, which is as follows 

rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was reterred the ll (S, 2258) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, late volunteer army nurse, have examined the 
same and re port 

Phat from the evidence on file before this appears that the 
claimant entered upon her duties as an army nurse at tve general hospital at 
Jeffersonville, Ind., upon April 14, 1864, and served in such « uy ty until July 
22, 1865, after the close of the war, when she was honorably discharged there- 
from. 


Her services are certified by Surge« 
and also by witnesess Mill 


} 


ns Ban 
er, Bryan, and Schermerhorn, who were in said serv- 
ice with her. She is certified to have been a faithful, diligent 
of the sick and wounded soldiers in hospital. The evidence also shows that she 
is now seventy yeara of age, that she is in needy circumstances, having no 
iweans of support except her own labor, which she is le 
** We think that this is a meritorious claim for relief, 
mend the passage of the bill. 






<s and Goldsmith, of the Army, 





and efficient nurse 


s3 and less able to do. 
and we therefore recom 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOUN W,. BENNETT. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3538) 
granting a pension to John W. Bennett. 
Phe bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the S 


; retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
| thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisior 

limitations of tne pension laws, the name of Jolin W. Bennett 
sign inthe United States Navy 

The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S 
granting a pension to John W. Bennett, submit the following report 

fhe facts in the case are set forth in the report of the 
Pensions, as follows: 

“ This is a bill to place upon the pension-rol! 
late an ensign in the United States Navy 

‘The record of the Navy Department shows that he was appointed an acting 
ensign January 12, 1863, and ordered to command the Violet, and served on the 
Miami. His appointment was revoked March 4, 1864. ‘he having been con- 
demned by medical survey in consequence of disabilities of a permanent char- 
acter.’ He wasagain appointed an ensign May I7, 1864 
Chimo; detached June 13, 1864, and ordered to the Fort Donelson; detached 
from the Republic June 26, 1865; granted leave of absence prior to honorable 
discharge, and honorably discharged September 15, 1865. 

** Prior to his regular appointment in the Navy he was in command of the U. 
8.8. Cossack and also of the North S:ate, both doing transport duty 

‘* As to the quality of his service, Rear-Admiral Thomas 8. Phelps makes the 
following statement : 

“This is to certify that while I was senior officer in the waters of North Car 
olina in 165, Capt John C, Bennett commanded one of the vessels ot the force 
under me, and it is very gratifying to testify to the able manner in which he 
commanded his steamer, the good judgment displayed on important service, 
and to his ready, cheerful, faithful, and intelligent obedien:e to and execution 
of all orders received, and it was with sincere regret I was finally compelled 
to part with him when, at the close of the was, he was ordered South to be 
mustered out of the service.’ 

“Captain Bennett applied for a pension, alleging rheumatism on account of 
exposure, and deafness from concussion, caused by firing on board the moni 
tors. The Pension Office disallowed his claim on the ground that he could not 
show that his disabilities were incurred in the service. The examining sur- 
geon’s certificate reports rheumatism and deafness, for which he ts rated ten- 
tenths. 

“During a portion of his service he was not enlisted in the Navy, nor was he 
an appointee, but his duties were severe, dangerous, and well ,erformed, He 
was honorably discharged for disability of a permanent character, and his in- 
firmities came upon him while in thesevice. He isan old man, withont means; 
he has a record that any one might envy, and he is very much in need of relief. 

“General Burnside certifies in the strongest terms to his skill and bravery 
while in command of the Cossack,and says ‘he won for himself my entire re- 
spect and confidence. He participated personally in the battles of Roanoke 
and New Berne.’ 

**The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I rather think it would be more busi 
ness-like to have the reports read in these cases. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman call for the read 
ing of the report in this case ? 

Mr. KILGORE. No; but in future I think they should be read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading: and being read the third 
time, was passed. 


and 
late an acting en- 





Ss 


Senate Committee on 


the name of John W. Bennett, 


and ordered to the 





I 


FREDERICK H, MACKE, 

The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 768 
granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he y 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick H. Macke, |! f 
pany A (battery), Second Regiment Kansas State Militia. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8, 768 
granting a pension to Frederick H, Macke, submit the following report 

The Senate report clearly sets forth the facts in thi 
your committee, 


CC 


case and is adopted by 


rE REPORT 

Frederick H. Macke enlisted in Company A (battery), Second Regiment Kan 
sas State Militia, in April, |361, and was discharged at Topeka, Kans., on Octo 
ber 30, 1864. He made application for pension July 12, 1486, alleging that at the 
“battle of Westport, Mo., while handling a cannon, he incurred a rupture.”’ 

The claim was rejected Novembur lH, 188%, 0n the ground that the claimant 
was not an enlisted man in the service of the United States at the time 
the alleged rupture of right side was received, but a member of the State 
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militia, and the claim was not presented and prosecuted to a successful issue 
— to July 4, 1874, as provided in section 4698, Revised Statutes, Henry A. 

acke, John S. Brauer, John A. Polley, and James 8. Anderson, comrades, 
swear to incurrence of disability as alleged by claimant, Prior soundness and 
continuance are well estab) ,and the board of examiners at Emporia, Kans., 
under date of November 8, an" ve him aspecific rating for the disability 
caused by rupture of left side. Pith amendments correcting bis service, we 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 


JAMES MALIN. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 754) 
granting a pension to James Malin. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au" 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the previsions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James in, late private in Cap- 
tain Roundtree’s provisional militia of Missouri. 


The report (by Mr. MoRR1LL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the biil (5.74) 
granting a pension to James Malin, submit the following report: 

That the facts in this case are clearly set forth by the Senate report, which is 
7 by your committee. The Senate report is as follows: 

* James Malin, the claimant under this bill, made application for a pension, 
alleging in his declaration that after serving asa private in Colonel Ips’s 
Sixth Missouri Infantry and an honorable duchome he re-enlisted in the pro- 
visional militia of Missouri for the protection of the city of Springfield, in that 
State; that while in said service, and while repelling an attack of the Confed- 
erate forces under General Marmaduke, he was severely wounded in the neck, 
the ball entering the left side of face and coming out of the back of the neck, 
passing so near the spinal column as to produce ial lysis and nervous- 

isabled frou: earning his sub- 


ness to such an extent that he has been entirely 
sistence by manual labor on account of the same. 

“On March 12, 1885, the Commissioner of Pensions rejected the claim on the 
une ‘that when wounded, as alleged, claimant was not in the military serv- 

of the United States, but belonged to a State organization, disabilities in- 
curred in which wore (and are) aot pensionable under the general law.’ 

“The incurrence as alleged is shown. ‘he claimant is now an inmate of the 
soldiers’ home at Leavenworth, Kans., and is a constant sufferer. Prior to bis 
enlistment he was able to make wages at his trade, he being a master 
carpenter. He is unable to support himself, and prays Congress for relief. 

“We recommend the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 


ELLEN COURTNEY. 


‘The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bili (S. 179) 
granting a pension to Ellen Courtney. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be tt enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Courtney, mother of Corne- 
lius Courtney, Company M, Fifth Ohio Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. FLick) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (5.179) 
granting a pension to Elien y, submit the following report: 
Your committee adopt the repert of the Senate which is as fol- 


lows: 

‘The Commitiee on to whom was referred the bill (S. 179) granting 
&# pension to Ellen Courtney, have examined the same and . 

“A bill identical in purport to that under consideration, and sustained by the 
same proof as that now laid gy ren pe gn ee 
by the committee April 3, 1888. A review of the case confirms committee 
in the favorable view then taken, and induces them to such report 
neous of the present bill, as follows: 


open was made 
named in the bill as ind t and dependent mother of Cornelius Courtney, late 
se the ists Desomben: 
on the 15th December, Apri total disabil- 
ity, occasioned by tuberculosis of lungs, and mesenterica left by chronic a 
entery of four months’ standing, with | nervous weakness, all ng 
in the service.’ He was Bolivar, Tenn., and left that place for 
Cincinnati, desiring to be addressed there; and, as alleged, entered St. John’s 
Hospital, where he died. 

“The proof is ee of the widowhood and dependence of the mother on 

son before his death, of his celibacy, and of the mother’s indigence since 

his death. The case has been pending nine years, lacking direct evidence 
his death at the hospital in Cincin . This evidence is not to be obtained, for 
the reason Se ee SS 1886: 

** Yours of the 4th instant to hand regarding the death of urt- 
ney. We regret very much not being able to give you the desired record of 
his death. The record of the hospital at that time was taken by one of the doc- 
tors to Washington to aid them in wri a history of the war. Th 
failed to return it, and now itcan not befound,. * * * Sister Vincent still 
lives, and remembers the name, but not the date of his admission or death.’ 

—— register of vital statistics of Cincinnati, under date of March 23, 1835, 
writes: 

“* Your letter of March 10 to city clerk was referred to me. The death regis- 
ter of Cincinnati only extends back to November, 1865, which is two years later 
than the date you inquire after.’ 


“So it appears that (no death record having been in 
Se= 


& 


time of the soldier's death, the tal records removed and lost, 
the circumstantial evidence on file having and the inference 
piven that no other than record evidence would be received) it has been y 
ble for the claimant to re the 

Office to sustain the claim, In that! the from the Pen- 
sion Office to the claimant that her ‘allegation that he (her son) died after his 
discharge at St. John's Hospital, at Cincinnati, Ohio, is not sustained 
records of said hospital,’ has become monotonously fatal to the claim of this 
mages mother, 

“There is, however, in the files of the case satisfactory cireumstantial evi- 
dence of the soldier's death, which justifies the committee Ppneine Sab 
fact and in reporting favorably on the bill. His certificate of discharge 
that he left Tennessee for Cincinnati, to remain there, low with con- 


“ of St. John’ 
t, Go ee eee een Se name of 





“ The widow claimant swears that she received at her home by Adams Ex- 
press, from Sister Mary Vincent, the clothes and watch of her son and $100 in 
money, as his a: left by his death in the hands of those who sent them 
toher. Two neighbors of the widow claimant, Ellen Murphy and Julia Pratt, 
swear that the facts given in her statement as proof of the death of her son 
Cornelius are known to both of them and are true; that they saw the articles 
mentioned as belonging to hersaid gon when they were delivered by the Adams 
Express to Mrs, Courtney. All which makes the assumption reasonable tAat 
the widow's boy died, and under cireumstances which entitle her to a pension. 

“ The bill is reported favorably and recommended for passage.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 


LAUBA J. IVES. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 577) 
granting a pension to Laura J. Ives, 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura J. Ives, step-mother of 
George EF. Ives, late second lievtenant of Company E, First Regiment of lowa 
Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 577) 
granting a pension to Laura J. Ives, submit the follo report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate comm , a8 follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Laura J. lves, have examined the same and report: 

“The committee repeat and affirm the statement and recommendation em- 
bodied in their report of June 5, 1888, upon a bill identical with that under con- 

ideration, and cali al attention to the representations therein made by 
the venerable James of lowa. 

“ The late Lieut. George E. Ives, of Company E, First lowa Gonaier was pen- 
sionead for chronic diarrhea and paralysis, at per month, from November 1, 
rae, aoe Sa June 4, 1874; and at $72 from June 17, 1878, to his death, Sep- 

ember 25, 

“The amounts of his pension, being those allowed under different acts for 
total helplessness, show what is confirmed by the evidence in the case and be- 
fore the committee, that for seventeen years after his discharge and until his 
death he required the constant care and services of an attendant. This at- 


tendant was Laura J. I his her, who married his father when the 
child was an infant, and who was apg eae eaae ae The care be- 
stowed by his step-mother upon this he soldier was, by the concurrent 


speengene, of Sie sepenmntadn een 06 ainaven.at Uhe-commeumanty Sn. wees 
lived, almost unexampled for its patient, self-sacrificing With 
: meena Sat Se pe eaee seas Sek ane elena Se 
so! legacy ueathed iy usba. 

“From mass of testimony presented in behalf of the bill the committee 
embody in this report the statement and appeal of the venerable James Har- 
lan, late member of this Senate from Iowa, the friend and neighbor of the de- 
ceased soldier and of the claimant: 


“* Mount PLeasant, lowa, May 14, 1888. 


“* Dear Str: Lam informed that Mrs, Laura J. Ives, step-mother of the late 
Lieut. George E. Ives, deceased, is about to send her petition to Congress, pray- 
ing for a on acvount of the services of her late step-son in the Union 
Army during the recent war of the rebellion, on whom she was dependent for 
uniary support. No more meritorious case could be possible. Had she been 
onsen by the ties of consanguinity instead of affinity, there would be no 

— of her right to Sau ar ae —— _ a ons Sa! a. 

sin every respect eq a community, w she 
lives, this would be the universal verdict. From the ear} of this 
step-son she has performed for him all the offices of an affectionate and most 
devoted noi up to the day of his death, including a — oes seven- 
teen years baiphenenea from paralysis, resulting from tary service. 
If the members of the Senate and House could know the facts as they are 
anearn Rane Se this community there would not be one vote in either branch 
against her , ; 


With great respect, your obedient servant. “* Sage WARtaN. 
‘Hon, Jas. F. Winsox, 
"United States Senale.’ 
‘The committee cordially approve the bill and recommend its passage.” 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 
JOHN MORGAN, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1706) 


granting a pension to John Morgan. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, to the isions and 
limitations of t.e pension laws, the name of Jobn ‘ @ private in 
Company B, One hundred and seventh Kegiment of New York Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

Thain teeit Peeeress at an es HR 

The teachelety wane private ieComgany B, Ona hundved and seventh New 
York Volunteers, 


unat aMarsland Heights, while intheline 3 SS ury by the 
crushing of his leg and a cut with an ax, Sisablive him and un him for 
manual labor, that such disability continues, 


Your committee therefore recommend that the bill pass. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 
IRA MANLEY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1705) 
granting a pension to Ira Manley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bea 
therized the i 
limitations of the laws, the same of Ira Monley, intean esslatantour- 
geon of the First 


Heavy Artillery. 








1890. 





The report (by Mr. SAwy£R) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid enna to —— was aan the bill (S. 1705) 
nting a pension to Ira Manley, submit the following report: 7 
one cetainae clearly shows that the claimant was commissioned assistant 
surgeon of the First Wisconsin Heavy Artillery, September 13, 1864, but for the 
reason that there was no vacancy in said regiment he was not mustered in as 
istant surgeon until November, 1864. Pare : 

“That the dkinnes reported at Camp Randall, Madison, Wis., in October, 154, 
and was assigned to duty with the sick at said camp by the surgeon in charge. 
That while on such duty, while operating on a wounded patient, he was inoc- 
ulated with poison on the fore-finger of his right hand, which soon after began 
to swell and become very painful, and was operated on a number of times by 
Surgeons Waterhouse and Borden, of the same regiment. ; 

The claim was rejected at the Pension Office for the reason that claimant was 
not in the military service at the time the alleged disability originated. ; 

Mr. Dudley, then Commissioner of Pensions, in his letter of the date of April 
22, 1884, to Mr. Matson, then chairmar of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
stated : ; J 7 

“T believe the claim to be a proper one in all respeets for equitable relief 
through the medium of your honorable body.’ 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 

time, was passed. 
JAMES B. GUTHRIE. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I now have in my hand the bill which 
I desire to ask unanimous consent to take up and consider at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read; after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etce., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James B. Guth- 
rie, of Paris, Henry County, Tennessee, late a private of Capt. James T. Dun- 


lap’s company of Tennessee a in the Indian war of 1836, and to pay hima | 
a 


pension of $20 per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. Nonron) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was-referred the bill (H. R. 11842) 
granting a pension to James B. Guthrie, have considered the same and report 
as follows: 

The claimant served as a sergeant in Capt. James T. Dunlap’s company of 
mounted Tennessee Volunteers, Fiorida Indian war, from May 16, 1836, to June 
23, 1836. This service is a matter of record in the office of the Second Auditor, 
United States Treasury Depart ment. 

In his petition for relief the claimant states under oath that he is past seventy- 
six years old, r, blind, and wholly incapacitated for labor. 

William R., Collins and James C, MeNiell, reputable citizensof Henry County, 
Tennessee, testify to an acquaintance of long standing with the claimant, and 
that his statements relative to his physical and financial condition are true. 

The bill is believed to be a meritorious one, and its passage is recommended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will be 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time—— 

Mr. KILGORE. One moment, Mr. Speaker. The reading of that 
bill reminds me of a circumstance that I would like to inquire some- 
thing about at this time. That bill comes, I believe, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Pensions. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, I have had a bill pending before that com- 
mittee for agood while. They tell me it is a meritoriousbill, but they 
will not report it, and I am inclined to dam up this business to-night 
if I can not get a whack at it. [Laughter.] Something like two 
months have elapsed since this bill was reterred to the committee. The 
man claimsa pension by reasonof long service inthe Black Hawk war; 
and it is, I believe, from information, a very meritorious case; but, 
whether meritorious or otherwise, it ought certainly to be reported one 
way or the other by the committee, and now is as good a time as any 
to put on the brakes. Is any member of the committee present? If 
so, I would like to get some information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this bill 
comes from the Committee on Pensions, and the chairman of that com- 
mittee does not seem to be present. 

Mr. KILGORE. Lhelieve there is a member present, and I feel very 
much inclined to break up this meeting unless I can get some satis- 
factory information. 

Mr. PARRETT. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the trouble has 
been, since we had the bill to which the gentleman refers before us, 
a it has been impossible to get a quorum of the committee at any 

e. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, that same reason might apply here. 
no = of the House present to act on these matters. 

r. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I would Jike to ask the gentleman from 
Texas if he has. paid any attention to his bill before the committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; and presented all the information upon 

which they can make their report. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. You have done your duty thoroughly, 


It is reported by the Committee on 


There is 


then. 
Mr. KILGORE. [have done all I thought incumbent upon me to 
do. Of course I did not want to take charge of the committee and run 


it. [Laughter. ] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
end third reading of the bill. 
Mr. KILGORE. I do not want to make the point of no quoram. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I hope the gentleman will not. This is a very 


serious question. I have a little claim here myself which i i- 
. ee yself which is a meri 


The question is on the engrossment 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD— 





HOUSE. LO247 


This is a question for the House to 


The SPEAKER pro tempor 
settle. 

| Mr. KILGORE. I can settle it as far as to-night is concerned, be- 
} cause if there is no quorum, as they tell me, in the committee to take ac- 
tion upon this bill, and they can not report either favorably or adversely 
upon it, there is certainly no quvrum in the House to pass any of them. 
Now, if this committee can not make a report in a meritorious case, or 
whether it be a meritorious case or not, it they fail to make a report 
for want of a. quorum, the House certainly ought not to undertake to 


dispose of the bills finally without a « 


iorum. but | am not inclined 
to interfere with the business that gentlemen have at heart. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is aware 


that very much business is done in the House \ 
question is on the third reading of the bill 
will be considered as read the third time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will suggest to 
a classic expression, not to make a row to-night 
| can be done for him hereatter. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, there w 
now during this session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Perhaps the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. ENLOE] will withdraw the bill for the present. 

Mr. LACEY. Isuggest tothe gentleman from Texas [Mr. KiLGore] 
| that we can call up his bill and discharge the committee from further 
consideration of it and dispose of it to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I would not want the House to do that, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, this bill will be in 
| formally laid aside. 
| Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

} The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
laid aside, not that it pass. 

Mr. KILGORE, I have no objection to that bill, but let it be sub- 
mitted to the House. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, [am willing to let this thing go on 
| for a while longer, until Iean consult with the brethren. 
| 
| 
| 


vithout aquorum. The 
Without objection, the bill 


+} 


gentleman, to use 
and we will see what 


il only be one other pension night 


The Chai suggesting that it be 





the | Laughter. ] 


JAMES MELVIN. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar 
ranting a pension to James Melvin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Melvin, late of Company I 
Sixth Massachusetts Regiment of Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of S100 
| a month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


vas the bill (S 


3414 


gv 
- 


The report (by Mr. FLick) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
granting a pension to Janes Melvin, submit the following report 

We adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows 

“The Committee on Pensions, t6 whom was referred the bill 
ing a pension to James Melvin, have examined the same and report 

“This is a bill to increase the pension of James Mel, 
Sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, from $72 to 3100 per mo: 

“The claimant enlisted atthe age of Iie was 6 feet high,weighed 
170 pounds, and had never been sick a day in his life. H lisability com 
menced with chronic rheumatism. There is no doubt as to its incurrence in 
the service; no doubt as to the progress it has made from the time of his dis- 
charge to the present. Heisnowtotally helpless. Hislecsandarmsare drawn 
out of shape. He isemaciated to that extent that there is no fleshon his bones, 
He is totally blind, and his jaws are set, so that he can not articulate distinetl: 
nor can he take any but liquid food, and that with difficulty. He lies in bed 
constantly, and for the pastten vearsin the same position. The examining sur 
geon saysin his report: 

‘*** Of course it isneediessto say that the man istotall: 
ever remainso; the most extreme case ever met. 

**In the experience of the committee nothing to compare with this « 
of suffering and helplessness has ever been presented 
for relief, 


8.5414 


grant- 


in, Inte of Company EF, 
ith 


seventeen 


helpless, and must fo 


naitic 


or called on Congress 


“The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass 
The bill was ordered to a third reading: and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM ELMIENDORPF. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3756 


for the relief of William Elmendorf. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
thorized and directed to place on the pen 
dorf, of Rapid City, S. Dak., late a private in Com: yD 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and that he be gran 
month instead of $14 per month, his; ent rating 


the 


sion-roll the 


Interior be, and he 


hereby, a 
of William Elmen- 
ninth Reg 
1 of #24 per 


turnc 





rwenty- 
ia p mlo 
re 

The report (by Mr. LAws) is as follow 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (8, 3756 
granting an increase of pension to William Elmendorf, submit the following 
report, adopting the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, namely 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.3756) for the 
relief of William E)mendorf, have considered the same and submit the follow- 
ing report: 

“ The soldier who is the beneficiary in this bill, Mr. William Elmendorf, late 
a private in Company D, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
enlisted in the Union Army in the fall of 1861 and served therein about one 
year. He is now pensione’ for deafuess in the sum of $14 per month the 
same having been granted him under his application to the Pension Bureau, 


3 











“The evidene> in the casé submitted to the committee shows that reason 
of his service in the Army the soldier, Elmendorf, became and now is totally 
deaf in one ear and partially deaf in the other; that he has suffered aleo by 
reason of such service the effects from varicose veins to such an extent that he 
is a portion of the time confined to his room, and when he is able to be out he 
is oblig: d to use cruteles or canes to enable him towalk, His een is 
clearly such as to entitle him to alarger pension than he is receiving, by 
the evidence it is shown that bis disability is nearly total. 

“The bill provides for an increase of his saunas to $24 permonth, Your 
committee recommend that the bill do pass.” 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


MRS, ANNA & TAYLOR. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2216) 
granting a pension to Mra, Anna 8. Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Anna 8S. Taylor, as dependent 
widow of I. 8. Taylor, late first lieutenant Company D, Twenty-first Llinois 
Volunteers. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 
‘The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as tollows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2216) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna 8. Taylor, submit the following report: 

In the consideration of this case the committee adopt the sopersef the fenate 
in this case as their own, which is in the words and figures as follows : 


[Senate Report No. 1086, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2216) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna 8. Taylor, have examined the same and re- 


port: 

Claimant in this case is the widow of Isaiah 8. Taylor, who served as a ser- 
geant-major in the Twenty-first Illinois Volunteer Infantry from May 9, 186i, to 
November !2, 1862, and as second lieutenant in Company D,of the same ment 
from November 13, 1862, to October 2, 1853,and as second lieutenant in Invalid 
Corps from October 3, 1863, to May 31, 1864, and as first lieutenant from May 31, 
1865, to September 30, 1867. 

‘The records of the War Department show that he had no disability prior to 
February, 1863, when the surgeon, upon examination, found him suffering from 
angina pectoris of several years’ duration, from which he had so recovered as 
not to be affected until after the battle of Stone River, when excitement 
and exposure caused a return in a very violent form. Said d originated 
from an attack of lung disease contracted prior to enlistment. The records also 
show that soldier suffered from an organic disease of heart, pneumonia, and 
disease of lungs in the service, 

Claim was rejected November 11, 1887,0n the ground that soldier's fatal dis- 
ease of heart and lungs existed prior to his enlistment into the service. 

In affidavit filed Jaly 11,1887, Dr. J. L. Hallam, of Centralia, lil, testifies that 
he treated soldier for pneumonia and disease of the lungs from 1868 to 1886; 
that soldier suffered from double catarrhal pneumonia, from which he died No- 
vember 17 or 18, 1886, 

The commander and adjutant of Wallace Post, No.55, Grand Army of the 
Republic. authenticate a petition adopted at a p= meeting January 15, 1890, 
praying that the widow of Capt. L.8. Taylor be placed upon the pension-roll on 
the und of ber husband's long and faithful service, and for the reason that 
the disabilities from which he died were contracted in the service and in the 
line of his military duty, at the battle of Stone River, December 31, 1862,and 
because the widow is now in indigent circumstances. 

The medical testimony in the case shows that soldier's death was caused by 
double catarrhal pneumonia, but it is not shown by record or other evidence 
that that identical disability existed prior to soldier's enlistinent into the service. 

The facts warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. BLISS, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1059) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Bliss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, efc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is , au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ponsiencas the name of William W. Bliss, 
late a first lieutenant of Company G, Forty-ninth Illinois Volunteers, at the rate 
of $72 per wonth, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1059) 
granting a pension to William W., Bliss, submit the following report : 

The committee, in the consideration of this case, adopt the report of the com- 
mittee of the Senate made in this case as their report, except as to the amount, 
which report is in the words and figures as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Bliss, late a first Heutenant of Company G, 
Yorty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu 
of the pension he is now seein. subject io the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, have examined the same and report: 

“The claimant is on the pension-rol! at the rate of $24 per month, being pen- 
sioned for gunshot wound of left shoulder and right foot; he claims an increase 
of pension for the loss of the right arm, which he states was wholly attributa- 
ble to the disabled condition of the left arm, the ponsiegelee comp. and that if it 
lad not been torsuch disability the accident which occasioned the loss of his right 
arm would have been avoided, This is one of the cases which is not within the 
provisions of the general pension law, and the only obtainable relief for the 
soldier is through a special act of Congress. 

* Your committee have carefully examined the evidence su 
it deduce the following facts: In the month of November, 187 
living on his farm near the town of Godfrey, Madison County, 
day of the accident he was engaged in superintending the sawing 
ter’s wood by means of certain machinery there employed ; in conducting this 
business one of the employés became in great danger of killed ——_ 
an accident ocourring to the machinery, and this claimant, in hurry of 
occasion, sprang to the assistance of the employé and attempted to 
driving-belt from the wheel on which it was running; not being able to use his 
leftarm atall, which ws nearest the wheel and pulley, it was drawn up between 
the belt and pulley, pea ges his life. 

ife, threw 


“In order to save his life, which was in great , he 
right: ona, placing it against the pulley to Sitricate Elaseetf from his perilous 
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position; in doing so, in the haste and excitement of the moment his hand 
sl past the pulley and was drawn into the fly-wheel, and his arm was torn 
at the elbow. 

“The witnesses to the occurrence all state that the accident was not occa- 
sioned by any tault or negligence on the part of the claimant, and that the act 
© throwing off the belt was nota ous one under ordinary circumstances, 
and could have been easily done without accident if it had not been for the 
disability of the left arm and shoulder, and that, in their opinion, the loss of 
the right arm resulted from the disabled condition of the left arm and shoulder, 
— is the disability occasioned by the wound for which he is at present pen- 
8 fi 

“This opinion is corroborated by several others, among them the surgeon 
who amputated the soldier's right arm. ‘ 

“It appears clearly from the further proofs that the soldier is in such helpless 
condition as to require the regular aid and attendance of another person; that 
he can neither dress nor undress himself, and that he has to be fed. One could 
scarcely be in a more helpless and disabled condition.” 

The committee recommend that said bill be amended by striking out the 
words “seventy-two” in the sixth line of said bill and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “forty-five.” 


Mr. LANSING. Mr. Speaker, what is the rate per month ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There isan amendment recommended 
by the committee. The Clerk will inform the gentleman. 

The CLERK. At the rate of $72 per month. 

The committee recommend that said bill be amended by striking out the 
words “‘seventy-two”’ in line 6 and insert in lieu thereof the words ** forty-five.” 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E, CRIMMINS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bili (S. 1237) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow of Patrick Crimmins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to tne provisions and 
limitations of the es laws, the name of aor, E. Crimmins, widow of 
Patrick Crimmins, a machinist’s helper in the United States Navy, in serv- 
ice at the naval torpedo station, Goat Island, Rhode Island. 


The report (by Mr. HiLu) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1237) aati 
a pension to Mary E, Crimmins, have considered the same, and report that sai 
bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 229, which, after careful consideration, 
is adopted by your committee as their report. 

The bill is returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 

‘ [Senate Report No. 229, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ! 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Crimmins, have examined the same, and et 

The appended report, made ~ yore committee in the Fiflieth Congress, is 
adopted, and the bill reported with a favorable recommendation, 


REPORT. 

The claimant, Mary E. Crimmins, is the widow of Patrick Crimmins, late a 
machinist’s helper in the United States Navy, in service at the naval torpedo 
station, Goat d, Rhode Island. No ciaim in this case was ever made to the 
Pension Office, as it could not be considered under the general laws, The fol- 
lowing communications which are appended will show the main facta upon 


which the claim is based. 
ime, ——— recommend the of aeee. aa i tea 
‘or precedents see r orty-seven' 2, rst session, Ma 
A. Jones; 418, El Net, chapter 411, Amos Chapman; chap- 
ter 368, David T. Stephenson; chapter 324, Mary Wade.) 


STATE oF Ruope Isianp, County of Newport, ss: 
Orrice CLERK SUPREME CocRT. 


James G. Topham, being sworn, says: ‘“ My residence is No, 9 North Baptist 
street, Newport, R. I. I am now, and was in 1874, one of the coroners in this 
city. On the 22d day of February, 1874, as such coroner, [ held an inquest upon 
the body of Patrick Crimmins at the to o works, on Goat Island, in this 
city. After hearing the evidence, the verdict of the jury was that the body was 
that of Patrick Crimmins, and that he came to his death by suffocation, while 
in the line of duty and service of the United States, in the gas-room. I am dis- 


interested. 
“JAMES G. TOPHAM, Coroner.” 
Subscribed and sworn to before me the 18th day of April, 1884, and I hereby 
certify the affiant to be credible and well known to me as the officer he repre- 
sents himself to be, and that I am every way disinterested. 
(SEAL. | THOS. W. WOOD, Clerk. 


Unirep Srates Tratninc-Suir New Hampsuire (first rate), 
Newport, 


R. I, April 12, 1884, 
I hereby certify that the late Patrick Crimmins was employed at the torpeda 
station, Goat Island, Newport Harbor, under my command, from its commence- 
ment, in the fall of 18€9, to July, 1873, when I was d ; and I have reason 


to know that he continued to be so employed until and at the time of his death, 


in January, 1874. 

He was a most , reliable man; though not a trained machinist he was 
oe ae eee. Se ay. trustworthy and intelligent in whatever he was 
called —_— he became as usefulasa ar machinist; and he 
finally lost his life in execution of a duty for which he had been selected 
oma his steadiness and inteiligence. 

He a widow and children in needy circumstances, 

E. 0. MATTHEWS 
Captain, United States Navy. 


NAvVyY-YARD, Boston, April 9, 1884, 
To whom it may concern: 
Patrick Crimmins, employed as machinist's helper at the naval sta: 


tion on Goat Island, ons in the winter of 1873-’74, the date b 
perfortanco of of ia regular aiien” He had charge of gusline aul 
one e ofa 
which he was to in order to turn on the flow of gas — 


obl 
ing. On the date , above referred to, not having returned to his home 
at the usual hour in the evening, his friends sent to the island to inquire 
him, Search was made,and his dead body was found in the gasoline vault. 
Upon investigation it was learned that he had been seen but a few minutes be- 


e 
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fore the usual time for the workmen’s boat to leave the island, running toward 
the vault, and that he had not aguin been seen alive. . 

it was concluded that, having been detained in some way beyond his usual 
time for visiting the vault, he was obliged to run in order not to miss his boat; 
that having tius exhausted his breath before entering the vault, he had taken 
deep respirations, drawing in 30 much of the gasoline fumes as to overcome 
and finally to suffocate him. He was an excellent, quiet, suber, and industri- 
ous man, whom I had known for several years. He was put in charge of the 
vault through confidence in his intelligence, and it was not deemed that there 
was any danger in entering into it, nor, indeed, was there, except for the mo- 
mentary condition a. ee he doubtless was. 

ee EDWARD P. LULL, 
Captain, United States Nary. 


‘The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


CLARA H. M’INTIRE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3448) 
granting a pension to Clara H. Mcintire. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara H. McIntire, dependents‘ ep- 
mother of Oren Mcintire, late a private in Company H, Eighteenth Regiment of 
Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MorRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 344s) 
granting a pension to Clara H. Mclntire, submit the following report : 

The Senate Committee on Pensions make the following report: : 

* The claimant isan old lady, eighty-four years of age, and fully sets forth in 
her statement, hereto attached, the ground upon which your committee base 
their favorable action. Certain letters from the soldier, Owen McIntire, were 
also placed 1n the possession of your committee, which show that the soldier 
did provide for his parents as alleged. Your committee report the bill favora- 
bly and recommend its passage.”’ 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled ; 

Respectfully represents Clara H. MoIntire,of Allston, county of Suffolk and 
State of Massachushtts, that she is eighty-four years of age; that because of ber 
great age and infirmity she can not labor for her support; thatshe has no means 
of support except the contributions of friends not legally bound to support her; 
that her husband, Silas McIntire, died in the month of April, 1888, aged eighty- 
eight years; that she was the second wife of said Silas McIntire; that she was 
married to him when his son, Oren McIntire, was but five years of age; thatshe 
performed her duties of mother to said Oren McIntire faithfully and zealously 
to the best of her ability; that said Oren McIntire was a member of Company 
H, of the Eighteenth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers in the warof the 
rebellion; that he enlisted on the 10th day of August, 1861; that he was killed 
in the battle of Antietam, Maryland, in September, 1862; that by reason of age 
and infirmity of herself and said husband they were partially dependent upon 
said son for wagons previous to hissaid enlistment and while he wasin the s-rv- 
ice: that he fully recognized his duty to aid in their support both before and 
after his said enlistment, he having contributed a part of his earnings previous 
to enlistment for that purpose and having sent them several sums of money 
while in the Army; that he was never married; that she can not procurea pen- 
sion as dependent mother under present pension law, and she hereby petitions 
your honorable bodies to grant her such relief as may seem right and just, and 
as in duty bound will ever pray. 

CLARA H. McINTIRE. 


Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


CYNTHIA A. GUDGELL. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1712) 
granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Cynthia A. 
Gudgell, at the rate of $12 a month. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.1712) 
granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell, submit the following report: 
an committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as 

ows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1712) granting 
a pension to Cynthia A, Gudgell, have considered the same and submit the fol- 
lowing "7-4 

“Mrs. Gudgell was a widow and the mother of four sons. One of them en- 
listed in the Army and served during the Mexican war; three others enlisted 
in the Union Army and served with credit therein, and were honorably dis- 
eharged ; two of her sons have died and the other two are invalid pensioners, 
broken down in health with disease contracted in the Army during the serv- 
ice, and are not able to support their motner or to give her the comforts of which 
she stands in need. Mrs. Gudgell is now clghty-three years of age; she has 
nothing whatever for her support save the little which her two surviving sons 
can giveher. Your committee think that she may be we'!l classed as a depend- 
ent parent, The bill 


vides for a pension of $12 a month, and the committee 
earnestly recom 


that it do pass.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES JOHNSTON. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the hill (8. 1154) 
to increase the pension of James Johnston. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett passage of this act the Secretary of 
authorized and directed to place on the con 
the name of James Johnston, late first sergeant of Company ©, Fif- 
ed Sai ee — rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the present 
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The report (by Mr. Nur) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1154) 
to Increase the pension of James Johnston, submit the following report 

The facts in the case appear in the report o 
which is as follows 
: “This bill was passed by the Senate at the last session of Congress, and was 
favorably reported to the House. The former report is adopted, and is as fol- 
lows 

“ The claimantin this case was first serge 
Volunteers. 


Senate Committee on Pensions, 


int in Company C, Fifteenth Maine 
He enlisted November 18, 1861, and received his final discharge 
July 5, 1866. He made application for pension April 16, I877, which was disal- 
lowed. A specigl act of Congress,approved March 3, 7, provided that his 
name should be placed upon the pension-roll, “iffound disabled by reason of 
disease of the eye. and chills andfever.”” Following this he was pensioned at 
the low ratingof $a month, which he is receivingat tbe present time, He has 
a claim for additional pension under the general law pending, resulting from 
matarial poisoning. The small pension he is receiving is for disease of eves, 
resulting from sun-stroke. It is not adequate to the disability to which it is 
applied; but the claimunt filed his declaration for increase on the ground of ma- 
larial poisoning, resulting from fever and ague. On this point the committee 
find that the testimony isdirect andample. Dr. Bussey, late assistant surgeon 
of the Nineteenth Maine Volunteers, testified in support of his claim that on 
Lecember 1, 1877, he amputated the leg of Johnston, 

“*The injury that rendered the amputation necessary was a slight cut near 
the knee-joint, which ought to, and on a healthy man would, have healed read- 
ily, but his system was depraved by malarial disease contracted while in the 
United States service, and | have no doubt the condition of his system was in- 
duced by the hardship and exposure incident to his army life in a Southern 
climate,’ 

** tHe also testifies to treating Johnston for fever and ague and disease of his 
eyes in the autumn of 1871. 

“Joseph A, Clarke, the captain of the company in which Johnston served, 
testified that he suftered greatly from fever and ague and chills at White Bridge, 
8.C.,and at Georgetown, 8.C., in the summer of 1865; and in Chester, 8, C., all 
the time the company was stationed there, so that he was unfit for duty the 
greater part of the time; and he further says, ‘I hereby certify that these dis- 
eases were contracted while in the service of the United States,’ 

* Dr. G. Z. Higgins, late surgeon of the regiment in which Johnston served, 
testifies that during the summerof 1465,at Georgetown,S.C., he was attacked 
with intermittent tever, and during the greater part of the summer was unfit 
for duty, and up tothe date of his discharge (July 5, 1866) he was unfit tor any- 
thing but light duty ; and he adds: ‘I further certify, that in my opinion said 
soldier is etill (October 26, 1874) suffering from diseases contracted as above 
stated, and that he will never recover his health.’ 

“ B. B. Murray, of Pembroke, commanding officer of the Fiftieth Maine Regi- 
ment at the time it was mustered out, and who served with it from 1861 to 1866, 
testifies that he knew Johnston well during all the time he was in the service; 
that he knew he was sick at Georgetown, 8. C,, in 1865, and adda, ‘as I under- 
stand, from malarial causes; we lost many men in proportion to our number at 
that point; I have no doubt his sickness there had much to do with his subse- 
quent condition,’ 

* This is a small portion of the testimony in support of his claim. It is suffi- 
cient to conaect his present helpless and suffering condition with diseases in- 
curred in the service. In the Pension Office his application is delayed for fur- 
ther testimony. In the opinion of the committee there is enough and it is con- 
clusive, 

‘At the present time this man is an inmate of the Soldiers’ Home at Togus, Me, 
His sight is impaired, he has but one leg, he is utterly incapacitated for any em- 
ployment whereby he can produce any revenue, and his entire income is Ha 
month, derived from his pension ra'ing. He needs relief, and he needs it now. 

“In corroboration of this proof the examining surgeons say ‘his muscular 
system is tremulous,shaky—he is badly used up.’ 

* The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


187 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


HELEN A. BEEBE. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1640) 
granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


te it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol], at the rate of $12 per month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
A. Beebe, formerly Helen A. Stow, late a volunteer nurse in the Medical De- 
partment, United States Army, during the war of the rebellion, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1640) 
granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe, submit the following report: 
Your committee recommend the adoption of the Senate report, which is as 
follows: 
[Senate Report No. 1173, Fifty-tirst Congress, first session. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (4. 1640 
ing a pension to Helen A. Beebe, have examined the same and report 

Helen A. Beebe served a period of nearly three years as a nurse in the United 
States hospitals during the late war. She is now an old woman, broken in 
health by reason of exposure and hard work in the service. Her case is fully 
stated in the affidavit hereto annexed. 

We recommend that the bill be amended by inserting the words 
lars” in lieu of the words ‘twenty-five dollars,” 
and that as amended it do pass, 


grant- 


rr 


twelve dol- 
s the amountof her pension, 


STatTé OF MICHIGAN, County of Macoin, ss 


In the matter of Helen A. Beebe, formerly Helen A. Stow, for a special act of 
Congress placing her on the rolls asa United States pensioner, personally came 
before me, a notary pubiic in and for aforesaid county and State, Helen A. 
Beebe, a citizen of the town of Richmond, county of Macomb, State of Michi- 
gan, well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being 
duly sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid cause as follows: 

That I am the above-named petitioner for the purpose as above set forth, I 
would state that on or about the 22d day of December, A. D. 1463, I was ap- 
pointed a nurse inthe Medical Department, United States Army, and assigned 
to daty at McClellan Hospital, at Hampton, Va., upon application of E,McClel- 
len, surgeon in charge; that I served as nurse from the said 22) day of Decem- 
ber, 1863, up to and inciuding the 3ist day of May, A. D. 1865, on which date I 
was discharged from the United States service at United States General Hos- 
pitel, Fort Monroe, Va., by FE. McClellen, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
in charge of hospital. 

At the date of my appointment or enlistment as aforesaid I was a widow, and 
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was a strong, healthy woman; that during my said service as nurse, and from 
the exposure incident tosaid occupation or service, my nervous system became 
shattered and greatly enfeebled, which | have never recovered, and the 
result has been to greatly affect my general health. During a part of the term 
of said service | was assigned to the surgical ward, where the exciting scenes 
80 excited my nervous system that I do not expect to ever regain ae 
ure or to get control of my broken-down nervous system, being at the time of 
my discharge greatly enfeebled or shattered, which eondifion has continued 
and increased ever since, and the effect on my general health has been to gen- 
erally break it down, so that for some time I have been unable to care for 
myself, and need the assistance of an attendant a considerable part of the time. 
me time after my dixcharge as above I remarried, and on or abow the 10th 
day of February, A. D. 1886, my husband died after along and painful sickness, 
and I was again left a widow with but limited means of support, and owing to 
my enfeebled condition, which I believe to be the direct result of my disability 
contracted while engaged as nurse, as before stated, I am entirely disqualified 
from contributing in any manner myself towards my ae. 1 herewith file 
my appointment and discharge as nurse, also — of my identity as being the 
rson I represent myself to be, and also medical testimony of my present con- 
mand proof of my now being a widow. Now, as the foregoing statements 
of facts show that my disability was the resultof hardships and privationsand 
the shocks to my nervous system while engaged as a volunteer nurse in the 
care of the sick and wounded soldiers of the late civil war, I believe and feel 
that I am deserving of help and should be placed on the rolls of United States 
sioners and receive from the Government an amount sufficient to provide 

‘or myself the necessities and comforts of life while I may live. 

For which your petitioner will ever pray. 

She further declares that she is the petitioner in said case and concerned in 


lis prosecution. 
HELEN A. BEEBE. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by tlre above-named affiant; and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said afflant, and acquainted her with its 
contents before she executed the same, I further certify that I am nowise in- 
terested in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution, and that said afti- 
ant is personally known to me; that she is a creditable person and so reputed 
in the community in which she resides, 
Witness my hand and official seal this 8th day of May, 1886. 
[sran.| SIMON H. HEATH, 
Notary Public. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3816) 
granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it come am, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret D. Marchand, widow of 
Commodore J. 8B. Marchand, late of the United States Navy, and her @ pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month from the date of the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8, 3816) 


granting a pension to my cote D. Marchand, submit the following : 
Your committee report favorably on H.R. 10054 granting a pension to Mar- 
garet D. Marchand 


Your committee further adopt the Senate report, which is as follows : 
(Senate Report No. 1587, Fifty-first Congress, first session. | 

The rt in this case; made committee in a former Con is 
adopted and the passage of the Sl vocoomemndes wiles 

This committee beg (to state that they have examined the faets in the case re- 
cited in the affidavits of Mrs. Marchand and of the witness Alice P. Thornton, 
which are hereto appended, and made part of this report: 

“On this 15th day of May, 1854, before me, 8 Harwood, clerk circuit court 
for Anne Arundel County, personally ap argaret D. Marchand, who, 
being duly sworn according to law, and says as follows, to wit: 

**In the year 1861 my husband, late Commodore John B, , then 
commander, was in command of the steamer James Adgar, off Charleston, S. C., 
engaged in the naval service of the United States Government in the late civil 
war, At that date he was in robust health and perfect physical condition. He 
had always been s man of unusually robust consti , Weighing over 200 
ponnds, and of perfectly tet ot ee 
wit, the llth day of November, 1856, until the date of his taking of 
the steamer James Adgar, in 1861, have never known him to have any sickness 
with the exception of some trivial derangement of a day’s duration, 
and never requiring any medical attendance. His habits throughout his en- 
tire life were oe regular and temperate, 

“*To the best of my eee the year 1861, 
in his usual health, and came to our home in Baltimore in breken 
in health and much reduced in flesh, after protracted blockade duty, 
the severe en nts while in command of the United States 
Lackawanna in Mobile Bay. At the date of his promotion to the 
modore, in the year 1866, my my ny ete ee physical exami- 
Re 
comm , man n 
less and livid in color. 187l he was a Seapaoaniitan 
his chest. In the winter of 1873 and 1874 Commodore Marchand confined 
to the house, suffering extremely from the moana = his feet. In the winter 
of 1874 and 1875 he had hemorrhagesof the lungs; last of these 
ap puywaien, whe chtonten Gomancteve Inramepahaesieeiliicneatiateaneibes 

Pp ian, who mmodore 
hie sickness, is now deceased. Drs, Dale and er, who Sttvedet Rie otis 
death, pronounced his complaint from which death resulted to be heart disease, 

a My belief is further strengthened by the information of Dr. Ridoute, of An- 
napolis, Md., that the defective circulation, pains in the chest, and swollen 
limbs were all symptoms of the heart disease which resulted in Commodore 
Marchand's death; and thatall these sym 
in the commeodore'’s death were produ by exposure 
continuous and excessive duties that he was called upon to perform while in 
the service of the United States Navy as above stated. 

— D. MARCHAND.’ 


‘Sworn to and subscribed the day and year Ones nAnwooD. 
“SPRIGG 


faran..) 
* Clerk Cireuit Court for Anne Arundel County.” 


“On this 15th day of May, before me, Harwood, clerk of circuit court 
for Anne ean Sea, personally Aliee P. Thoraton, who, being 
sworn n 


to , deposes and 
“Se kschotvoataes ef he wllineneen imessel Th, MMinclinnd anil died 


she has read and carefully examined the affidavit of her said sister hereto ap- 
pended ; that she has personal knowledge of the condition of health and differ- 
ent stages of disease that finaily resulted in the death of Commodore Marchand ; 
and also personal knowledge of the statements contained in the annexed afii- 
davit, and that she verily believes the same to be true. 

“ALICE P. THORNTON. 


“Sworn and subscribed this 15th day of May, 1884, before me. 


{swat..} “SPRIGG HARWOOD, 
“ Clerk: Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County.” 
The committee also desire to attach and makea of their report the fol- 


lowing account of the service of Commodore Marchand in Mobile Bay : 

“The morning of the 5th of August, 1864, found Admiral Farragut, with his 
fleet, consisting of the Richmond, Port Royal, Lackawanna, Seminole, Monon- 
gahela, | a Ossipee, Itasca, Oneida, Galena, Brooklyn, Octorara, Meta- 
comet, aud lastly the Hartford, the admiral’s flag-ship, at the mouth of Mobile 
Bay. Among the efficient officers who contributed to this important victory 
was Capt. John B. Marchand oa promoted to commodore}, of the Lacka- 
wanna. At fifteen minutes of 6 o’clock the whole fleet was under way, and 
just one hour afterwards the first gun was fired. 

* The shipsabove mentioned entered the buy, lashed to each other in pairsside 
by side, in order to prevent any confusion in passing the formidable fortifica- 
tions of the Confederates guarding the entrance to the bay. The Brooklyn and 
Octorara were in the lead. The Lackawanna, with the Seminole, was in the 
center of the lino of battle. Fort M n first opened fire upon the fleet, and 
the rebel boats Tennessee, Morgan, es, and Selma, inside of the bay, raked 
the vessels with shot and shell. 

“Just around the point of land behind Fort Morgan could be seen three 
saucy-looking gunboats and the famous ram Tennessee. The latter was then 
considered the strongest and most seen ironclad ever put afloat—looking 
like a great turtle, with sloping sides, covered with iron plates 6 inches in 
thickness, thoroughly ri together, and having a formidable iron beak pro- 
ae es — Her —wr = _ a guns of English 
make, sending a shot weighing pounds irresistibly against everythi 
but the turrets of the monitors. - 

‘In addition to these means of resistance, the narrow channel in front of the 
fort had been lined with torpedoes. These were in the water, anchored to the 
bottom, and were chiefly in the shape of beer-kegs, filled with powder, from 
the sides of which projected numerous little tubes containing fulminate, which 
it was expected would be e by contact with passing vessels. 

* Although shot and shell were flying around none the Lackawanna’s 
hull doing serious injury until she was within 400 or 500 yards of Fort Moi . 
when a heavy elongated shot from the fort passed through the ship’s side, kill- 
ing and wounding sixteen men atthe 150-pound rifle, when it carried away two 
stanchions of the taffrail, passed th the foremast, and carried away the 
head of the sheet-cable bits; then, ng through the other side of the ship, 
fell into the water. Blood and mangled human remains fora time impeded 
the working of the 150-pounder, The firing of shells from the Union fleet was 
so continuous that the Confederates were driven away from their guns. 

“At 8.30-0’clock in the morning the Union fleet had passed beyond the range 
of the guns at Fort M 
The admiral made 


as being nearest, s 
iron prow, and See errs vessels, the best adapted tothe purpose 


of executing the iral’s order, Atthe same time the was sent up to 
the Lackawanna to also attack the Tennessee. The Monongahela first struck 
the rebel craft angularly, glancing off and doing her no ble : 
“The Lackawanna was more fortunate,and struck her at right an to her 
keel. The concussion was tremendous, both vessels soon after 


vessels th 

The effect of this broadside was to force the enemy to abandon their guns, 
thereby so disabling them as to prevent their — ns on that side duri 
the remainder oftheengagement. Themen on either ship hand to hand. 
A determined attempt was here made by the crew ot Captain d, under 
his orders, to board eens See but was found to be impossible on account 
of the heavy coatings: of tallow with which the enemy’s iron decks were cov- 


“ Many of his men slipped off and fell into the water. In the to run 
down the Tennessee the stem of the Lackawanna wascut and far back 


the Hartford 
the each being too eager-to reach the enemy.’—(J. C. Kinney, in 
Seribner’s Monthly Magazine, June, 1881.) 

“After the Lackawanna had cleared the Hartford she again started to run 
down the Tennessee, but before reaching her the rebel flag had been 
down, a white one hoisted, and the ram had surrendered to the Union fleet, 
which by that time encompassed her on all sides, rendering her escape impos- 

The committee beg leave, therefore, to report the bill favorably. 


Navy DerartMENtT, Washington, August 10, 1883, 


Siz: In reply to your letter of the 2Ist ultimo, you are informed that John P. 
in the May 1, 1828; October 
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ordered -yard, Philadelphia; November 13, 1846,detached and ordered Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named afflant; and 

oxdemeghios June Ii, 1830, detached from the St. Mary’s and granted leave of ab- | I certify that [ read said affidavit to said affiant, and acquainted him with its 

sence; August 17, 1850, ordered to the naval rendezvous at Philadelphia ; Mareh | contents before he executed the same. I further certify that I amin nowise in 

15, 1852, detached and ordered to the Cumberland; July 2, 1855, detached and | terested in said case, nor am 1 concerned in its prosecution ; and that said affiant 
ted three months’ leave; September 14, 1855, promoted to commander; Oc- | is personally known to me; that he is acreditable person and so reputed in the 

tober 25, 1855, ordered to the Bureau of Construction, ete. ; September 1838, de- | community in which he resides 

tached and ordered to command the Memphis; May 23,1859,detached an auted Witness my hand and official seal s 19th day of June, 1990, 

leave; January 10, 1861, ordered as light-house inspector of the eleventh istrict ; SEAI MYER COHEN, 

August 31,1861 detached and ordered to command the James Adgar; July 16,1862, \. Pol Dist a 

promoted tocaptain; August 14, 1862, detached and waitorders; October 24, 1562, 

ordered to command the Lackawanna; November 26, 1864, detached and wait 


; Dece 30, 1864, ordered to special duty with Rear-Admiral Gregory ; a ae P in’sa 
Suly th 1865 ceed and ordered = the navy-yard, Philadelphia; July 25, DisTRicr 01 : OLUMBIA, $8 
1866, promoted to commodore; August 31, 1866, detached and wait orders; No- In the pension Glaim No. —— of Morris Lewis alias I ¥, late Company 


vember 27, 1866, ordered as member of the board of examiners; May 9, 1863, | D, Eighteenth New York Cavalry. 

detached and ordered to ordnance duty at the navy-yard, Philadelphia; Au- Personally came before me, a notary public in and for the aforesaid District 

gust 1, 1868, detached and ordered to command the navy-yard, Philadelphia; | of Columbia, J. W. Bayne, M. D., a citizen of Washi 
ug 





the « 
n, D. C., well known to 





ust 27, 1870, placed on the retiredelist; September 13, 1870, detached and wait | me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares 
ra. in relation to the aforesaid case as follows 
He died at Carlisle, Pa., on the 13th of Apri!, L&75. That he is a practicing physician, and that he has been acquainted with said 
(Claim No. 3555. Navy widow.—L.C. W.) soldier for about five years, and that during that period I have frequentiy been 
By direction of the Secretary. called upon to render professional services to Capt. Morris Leavy. He is suf- 
Very respectfully, fering from complete paraplegia, which extends from the middle of the trunk 


JNO. W. HOGG, Chief Clerk. to the toes. The muscles of the bladder are paralyzed so that he has constantly 
to be relieved by catheterization. His bowels are in the same condition, only 
acting mechanically. These injuries are the result of wounds of the back re- 
ceived during his military servicein the United StatesArmy. Ilis sufferings at 
times are terrible, and can only be relieved by the most powerful! narcotics. 
His treatment is only palliative, with no hope of cure 

The principal treatment which is adopted for him, namely, massage, electric 
ity, catheterization, and emptying the bowels, requires the constant attention of 
a trained and skilled nurse, which he has had ever since I have known him. 
tis also necessary in his treatment that he should have as much fresh air as 
possible. To procure this he is constantly attended by his son. All this in 
volves a large amount of expense, which is indispensable, and without which 


Hon. Wm. W. DupLey, ’ ' 
Commissioner of Pensions, Washington, D. C. 


It appears that Commodore Marchand entered the Navy in 1528 and was 
placed upon the retired-list in 1870, thus serving his country forty-two years. 

His widow, the claimant, makes affidavit, as set forth in the foregoing re- 

, as also does Alice P. Thornton, which satisfies the committee (in connec- 
tion with such service of forty-two years) that the disease was incurred, or the 
causes which led to it, during the long period of service of this officer. 

It has been the custom i Goma orsome time to grant $50 per month to 
the widows of brigadier-generals in the Army and of commodoresin the Navy, 
saneeeee the widows of ofilcers of higher rank. Thisis, therefore, not anex- | },¢ could not live. The disability is total. 

onal case. {e further declares ths . et a. Gractitioner — 
7” Sane nsions to widows of naval officers are paid from what is known as | Pinney or omy _ —— weithe . - ome ooh — ‘ie a Sean 
the naval fund, which accrues from contributions of the officers and men of the | ¢j)5.) of this claim. : a ' 
Navy; and naval officers have always looked forward to having their families 
receive a portion of this fund to which they have contributed, and which they | Late 
look upon as sacred to that purpose. j as sas rics a ae 
: . : og : 7 q : » wens Sworn to and subscribed before me this 12th day of June, A. D. 1890, anc 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read hereby certify that the affiant is a practicing physician in good professional 
the third time, and passed. | standing; that the contents of the above declaration, etc., were fully made 

| known to him before swearing: and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, 


JOHN W. BAYNE, 
tcting Assistant Surgeon U.S. Arini 


MORRIS LEAVY. | in the prosecution of this claim 
. ‘ . . _ } SPAL JAS. A. TAIT, Nota Public. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 5048 ; on 
granting a pension to Morris Leavy. Physician's afd 
The bill was read, as follows: Disrricr oF COLUMBIA, ss 
Beitenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the interior be, and he is hereby, au- | J" the pension claim, certificate No. -——, of Morris Lewis, alias Leavy, late 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and | Of Company D, Eighteenth New York Cavalry. 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Morris Leavy, late sergeant in Personally came before me, a notary public in aud for the aforesaid District 
Company D, Eighteenth New York Cavalry, at the rate of $100 per month, in | Of Columbia, Adajah Behrend, a citizen of Washington, D. C., well known to 
lien of the pension he now receives. , : me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares 
2 in relation to the aforesaid case as follows: 
The report (by Mr. Sawy ER) was read, as follows: | ‘That he is a practicing physician, and that he has been acquainted with said 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3948) soldier for about ——~ years, and that he has had professional knowledge of his 
granting a pension to Morris Leavy, submit the following : condition beginning ———. Have been personally acquainted with Morris Lea- 


That after a careful examination of the Senate report made herein, which is YY [°F about two years. He suffers from complete paraplegia, in my opinion 
hereto annexed and made a patt of this report, your committee eters the | incurable. His condition is heart-rending. I have attended him off and on for 
case to be a meritorious one, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. | the last two years for this condition. 1 did not know him prior to my atten 


. tion. He needs constant attention of a nurse; that is, night and day. The 
[Senate Report No. 1502, Fifty-first Congress; first session. | | paralysis includes his bowels, and everything below his stomach is paralyzed. 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- | He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for twenty-six 
sion to Morris Leavy, have examined the same and report: | years, and that he has no interest, cither direct or indirect, in the prosecution 
Leavy served as a private from February 11, 1862, to May 25, 1863, in | of thisclaim. 
Company I, First New York Volunteers, and from July 25, 1863, to September ADAJAH BENREND, M.D 
12, 1865, as sergeant in Com y D, Eighteenth New York Cavairy. At Sabine Late Hospital Steward, U.S.A 


Cross-Roads, in April, 1864, he was shot in the right leg, and stabbed near the ; . 
spine and right side. For these disabilities he was pensioned at $8 per month Sworn to and subscribed before me this 3d day of June, A. D. 1890, and I 
from September, 1465, to June, 1866; at $20 from then till June, 1872: at $24from | hereby certify that the afliant is a practicing plrysician in good professional 
then till October, 1879, and at from that date. The man is pensioned at the | Standing; that the contents of the above declaration, etc., were fully made 


highest rate possible under the general law. known to him before swearing: and that [ have no interest, direct or indireet, 
After a careful examination of the papers in this case your committee are of | i" the prosecution of this claim. soreieletind, “a . 

the opinion that the claim is of ial merit, and believe an increase to $100 | SEAI MYER COHEN, Notary Public. 

per month, the usual amount in these extreme cases, is fully justified by the 

evidence filed and attached hereto. The bili is reported favorably with an JUNE 19, 1890. 


amendment, and as amended its passage recommeded. Dear Sir: Lam at present in debt to Dr. J. W. Bayne the sum of $159 for the 
——— | last few months, and Dr. Belirend I owe also some money. I can not tell how 
much; I paid him abill six months ago. My medicine bill is very heavy. It 
cost me about from $18 to $20 per month, not including instruments which J use 
District op CoLUMBIA, ss: for instance, I use the silk catheter to draw my urine. They cost me 75 cents 
In the matter of pension claim of Morris Lewis, alias Leavy, Company D each. I need twoa week. Have been using them for the past fifteen years 
th New York Cavalry. “ * | Then comes the syringes for the bladder and bowels, which cost me $15 to $20 
iain came before me, a notary public imand for aforesaid District of | pet year. A large physician’s battery cost me $0. I use a great deal of rnbhes 
Morris Leavy, citizen of the town of Washington, D. C., well known 
to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, de- 
clares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 
While in a band-to-hand fight with the enemy’s cavalry at Sabine Cross- 
Roads, Louisiana, in April, 1864, I wae stabbed in the back near the spine and 
nea my right side,and received a — wound in my right leg. About that 
time the enemy charged upon us, I was taken prisoner, and kept in prison fif- : ime and we j 
teen months; much of the time in the stockades exposed to the hotsun ana | te third time, ayd passed. 
storms, where I suffered fearfully from exposure and neglect. Asa result of | JESSIE BENTON FREMON 
the wounds and exposure I have not walked in almost twenty-five years, and a. 2 geen ; € 
T became para! from my breast to my feet. The only way I can be moved The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4233 


General affidavit. 


goods in my condition, which are very expensive 
Yours, very respectfully 


WVORRIS LEAVY 
. S10 Fifth Street Northwest. 
aon « VINAL, Ksq 5 Washin zion D 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 


is by being strapped into my wheeling-chair. Iam in misery at all times, It an tins sie Bento émo 

is so great that daily I have to inject at least 15 grains of morphine to ease the ee en a ta-Jen - mt rire 

pains.. = condition requires a nurse day and night, which costs me $50 per The bill was read, as follows 

month, th board for nurse, and to apply the necessary treatment with chee Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

tricity and baths. I have to be lifted on and off my bed. thorized and direeted to place on the pension-roll. subject to the provisions and 

I can not lie down, and have to sit up day and night. I keep an attendant by 
the day, which costs with board about $50 per month. I have one ortwo family 
who prescribe a deal of medicine, which is very expensive. My 

took care of me until her health broke down, worn ont. She is to-day a 

total wreck owing to her care and attention devoted tome. I have spentall my | 

means, all that I could control, for medical aid in America and Europe,without | The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (4. 4233 

relief. I have been gradually qoawe worse. Lam advised that I can not live granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont, submit the following report, be- 

at } 

sio 





limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jessie Benton Frémont, widow of 
the late John C. Frémont, a major-generai of the United States Army, and pay 
her a pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $2,000 per annum. 


The report (by Mr. LAws) is as follows: 





years in this condition. I make an to Con to be pensioned | ing Senate report on same bill, which is adopted by your committee, namely 
at Sain'per month, a for my n ties while I in I am now pen- “The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill grant- 


ing a pension to Jessie Frémont, have examined the same, and report that the 
passage of the bill is recommended.” 


MORRIS LEWIS auias LEAVY. 








. 
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Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I find on this page bills granting pen- 
sion to Mrs. Frémont, Mrs. McClellan, and Mrs. Crook. I ask unani- 
mous consent that they be passed over and be made the special order tor 
next Wednesday, immediately after the reading of the Journal; that 
the previous question be considered as ordered, with the privilege of 
one hour’s debate on the three bills. 

Mr. KILGORE. I donot think I would be inclined to agree to that 
proposition; for we find that makingan order of that kind simply com- 
pels the House to take up in the midst of the hurry and excitement of 
other business these three important bills and pass them without con- 
sideration at all. It would be much better to havethem considered in 
the House at an evening session, because they would receive more at- 
tention than they would under the plan indicated by the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the request. The 
gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous consent that the three bills 
designated by him be laid aside this evening with the understanding 
that they be brought up immediately after the reading of the Journal 
on Wednesday next, with one hour’s time given for the consideration 
of these bills, aiter which a vote is to be taken. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. MORRILL. Task, then, that this bill be passed over informally; 
and make the same request in regard to the other bills granting pen- 
sions to Mrs. McClellan and Mrs. Crook. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Why not take them up now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman trom Kansas asks that 
this bill and the bill granting a pension to Mrs. McClellan and Mrs, 
Crook be laid aside informally, so that they do not lose their places on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Why not take them up to-night? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas objects to 
their covsideration except in a full House, as the Chair understands, 
and there is not a quorum present. 

Mr. KILGORE, [ do not think I can agree to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. We are all in his power. 

There was no objection, and the bills were laid aside informally. 


AMANDA M, SMYTH. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 3183) 
granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth. 
The bill was read, as tollows: 


Be it enacted, etc., ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda M. Smyth, widow of the 
late Brig, Gen. Thomas A. Smyth, of the United states Army, and pay her « pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the rate of $30 per month which she 
is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.3183) 
granting an increase of pension to Amanda M. Smyth, recommend the adoption 
of the Senate report, which is as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 1403, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 
This claimant is the widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas A. Smyth, of the volan- 
teer service. 
Thomas A. Smyth, at the first call of the President for volunteers to suppress 
the rebellion, in April, 1861, organized a company for service in Wilmington, 
Del,, but becoming impatient at the delay met eae regiment in that 


eity he proceeded to Philadelphia, Pa.,with his company joined the Twen 
fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers as Company H, which was enlisted for thee 
three months’ service 


This regiment spent its period of service in doing guard and picket duty in 
jland and Virginia. On October 17, 1561, n Smyth epantneed the 
service as major cf the Fir-t Regiment Delaware Volunteers. During the next 
six months he devoted his time and strength to drilling the regiment, a work 
for which he had a great love and capacity. In May, 1862, Major-General Wool 
‘ort 


nted Major Smyth provost marshal th, Va, 
n the bl divixion on the southern road at Antietam 
Baler Smyth first showed his courage and ability as an officer. Atter his line 

been driven back he rallied a few brave boys about him and returning to 
the line of attack recovered the regimental colors, which had been left on the 
field, all the color guard baving been either killed or wounded. In the 
on Marye’s Heights, Fredericksburgh, Major Smyth confirmed the opinion 
for courage au skill which he had earned ut Antietam. Here received 
spete mention fot ‘coolness and ability ’’ while deploying his regiment as 

rmishers. 

He was promoted to lieutenant-colonel of the regiment on December 31, 1862, 
and to the rank of colone! on , 1863. 

The First Delaware won lasting distinction on Sunday, May 2, at Chancel- 
lorsville, where, after being outflanked, Colonel Smyth sdved the Union right 
by a quick and unex change of front. Soon after this it, in 
which Colonel Smyth had displayed soldierly qualities of the h order, 
he was put in command of the Recond Brigade Third Division, Second 
He took this command thro Gettysburgh and Bristow’'s , at both of 
which en ments he won ih distinction and the highest praise of his su- 

riors. He was wounded in the face just ing Pickett’s famous charge 
n the former battle, but he resumed his d after his wound was dressed at 
the fied hospital, and shared in the glory of the enemy’s defeat. For his con- 

mended for promotion by 


M charge of French's 
rs' 


* 


duct in this en; m: Fan- 
cock and Hays. At Bristow’'s Station it was a part of Smyth's that 
ured the rebel the figh 


Br e' of the Army of the Potomac, which position he held with marked 

ability for a month. leovinn resumed smemaal Third Brigade he «uc- 

vely received special mention fron. his superiors at & North 

Anna River, pers De oa = : 7 y oa 
. and fina’ Petersow on Ju and Early 

Colonel Smyth was : n command of vi and as wl 


and Deep Bottom. At Ream’s Station he again commanded his brigade, but in 
os ember he resumed command of the division during the absence of General 
ns. 

He was promoted to the grade of brigadier-general on October 1, 1864, and, 
alternately commanding the brigade and the division, be participated in the 
battles of Hatcher's Run, capture of Petersburgh, pursuit of Lee, and finally at 
Farmville, where he fell at the head of the column, mortally wounded. He 
was shot through the face and neck by a sharpshooter on April 7, 1865, and he 
died two days later, the last general officer of the Union Army to lose his life 
in the great struggle, which virtually ended on the very day that General 
Smyth breathed his last. 

On March 30, 1867, a commission as brevet major-geveral of volunteers, to 
date from April 7, 1865, was issued in his name for gallant and meritorious sery- 
ices before the enemy at Farmville, Va. 

Mrs. Smyth, the widow, is now in necessitous circumstances, depending 
wholly upon her present pension of $30 per month, She resides at Wilmington. 
Del., with her daughter, an only child, who is earning a mere pittance—not 
enough to support herself—for services in a store. General Smyth entered the 
Army at twenty-nine years of age. and before he bad accumulated any means. 
He came to Wilmington from his native country, Ireland, only three years be- 
fore the outbreak of the rebellion, and followed the trade of wood-carving. 
Hence he had no opportunity of providing for his widow, not even for the ex- 
actions of the barest necessities, before hisuntimely death. Mrs. Smyth is now 
fifty-two years of age, and her ability to maintain herself will grow less instead 
of more as the years _ away. 

The loyal citizens of Delaware, asa mark of their sense of the great and patri- 
otic services of General Smyth, soon after his death raised a sum of about $8,000 
for the benefit of Smyth's widow, the petitioner, but this sum was lost through 
embezzlement of trustee. 

In view, therefore, of the illustrious services of General Smyth and of his 
heroie death and of his widow’s reduced and helpless condition, your commit- 
tee recommend passage of the bill, with the following amv ndment: Inline 
8 strike out the words “one hundred” and insert the word “ fifty.” 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


GURDEN L. WIGHT. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4243) 
granting an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wright. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $45 per month. 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gur: 
den L. Wright, late private Company K, Twenty-fourth Michigan Infantry 
Volunteers, this act to take effect from its passage, and the pension hereby 
granted to be in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4243) 
granting an increase of pension to Gurden L, Wright, submit the following res 
rt . 


Pour comuitics recommend the adoption of the Senate report, with an amend- 
ment. The Senate report is as follows: 

as 

report: 


“ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4243) 
an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wright, have examined the same an 

- — is a bill to increase the pension of Gurden L. Wight from $36 to $50 per 
mon 

“ The claimant was a member of Com y K, Twenty-fourth Michigan In- 
fantry. He was baily wounded in the left leg at Gettysburgh in Julv and 
was again wounded in the same leg at Petersburgh, Va., in June, 1364, and on 
account of this wound his leg wasam the field. Inflammation ensued, 
the stump never ly healed, and he claims an increase of pension corre- 


properly 
sponding with the rae allowed for amputation at the hip-joint. This was de- 
nied by the Pension Office on the ground that he is able to wear an artificial 
hi 


a The claimant admits that he sometimes wears it, but never without 
suffering and inconvenience; and this is a nt from the fact, as stated in the 
affidavit of Dr. Shank, of Lansing, Mich., that there is a tender scar on the end 
of the stump, which blisters and becomes grads inflamed; an: the doctor 
Wusbiatthenvumtiasticti-ia 
ng ets caer (oidinony ng this aahement to the entire satisfac- 
tion of the committee.” 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, amended 
so that the name shall appear as Gurden L. Wight. 

The committee recommend to amend by striking out the word 
“Wright” and inserting the word ‘‘Wight,’’ both in the body and 
title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to hear the report read in that case. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to state that the bill as it passed the Sen- 
ate fixed the rate at $50. month, and the committee recommend at $45, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that the 
Senate passed the bill at the rate of $45 per month. 
Mr. BREWER. ‘Then it is a misprint in the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro om een The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the committee. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, and the bill and title will be amended as recom- 
mended. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that under the law as it is the bene- 

of this bill would be entitled to $36 per month. 

Mr. MORRILL. He would be entitled to $36. It was an amputa- 
tion of the leg, and if it had been amputated a little higher up he 
would have been entitled to $45. He has a running sore the time 
and is entitled to $45. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT SHELL. 


The next Senate biil on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
3191) for the relief of Albert Shell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be. and hereby is, authorized 











1890. 








d directed to remove the charge of desertion standing on the records against 
Albert Shell, as a late private in Company I, in the Twelfth Regiment of Michi- 
n Infantry, and substitute therefor “Absent without leave from March }4, 
862, to August 12, 1862, when he enlisted under the name of Alfred Ryther, in 
Company F, in the Fifth Regiment of Michigan Cavalry,and served faithfully 
till mustered out and honorably discharged on June 22, 1365; "" and the Secre- 
tary of War is further authorized, upon the surrender of the discharge issued 
to said Albert Shell under the name of Alfred Ryther, or the proof of its loss or 
destruction, to cause to be issued to said Albert Shell, as a member of said Com- 
ny F. in said Fifth Regiment Michigan Cavalry,an honorable discharge in 
Ris proper name. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3191) fur 
the relief of Albert Shell, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

That they believe the soldier entitled to relief asked and recommend the bill 
do pass. 


War DerartrMent, Washinglon Cily, March 18, 1890. 


Sir: In compliance with your request of the 15th instant, received this day, 
for a full military history, ete., of Albert Shell, erroneously designated as Al- 
fred Sheil in the inclosed Senate bill, No. 1528, which, together with the appli- 
cant’s petition, is herewith returned, I am directed by the Secretary of War to 
inform you that the official records show that Albert Shell was enrolled Decem- 
ber 2,1861,and mustered in December 19,1861, for three years as a private in 
Company I, Twelfth Michigan Volunteers, and that he was present with his 
company until March 14, 1862. when he deserted at Niles, Mich. 

He re-enlisted under the name of Alfred Ryther on August 12, 1862, for three 
years, as a private in Company F, Fifth Michigan Cavalry, with which organi- 
zation he was mustered out and honorably discharged on June 22, 1865. 

Under date of September 14, 1889, Mr. Shell made application to this Depart- 
ment for removal of the charge of desertion, which fully agrees with the in- 
closed petition in the matter of the reasons given by him for leaving the Twelfth 
Michigan Volunteers, and which contains nothing that does not appear in the 
latter. 

The application was denied by the Department on September 28, 1889, on the 
ground that, inasmuch as the absence between his desertion and re-enlistment 
exceeded four months, the case is not covered by the act of Congress (section 3) 
approved March 2, 1889, the law governing the subject. : af 

No other papers besides the application referred to have been filed in this De- 
ne, Salt 

e respectfu - 
oe r F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Ariny. 
Hon, F. M. Cockre.t, 
United Siates Senate. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA WALLACE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 4254) 
granting a pension to Eliza Wallace. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Wallace, widow of 
Thomas Wallace, late private Company H, Sixteenth Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. ; 


JOSEPH B. SELLERS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar avas the bill (S. 3988) 
ting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That theSecretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph B. Sellers, late private Com- 
pany I, Twenty-seventh Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of total disability. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 398s) 
granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers, submit the following report : 

Your committee adopt the report made by the Senate Committee on Pensions, 
which is attached hereto as part hereof and is as follows, to wit: 


[Senate report, No. 1321, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3988) granting 
a pension to Joseph B. Sellers, late private Company f, Twenty-seventh Indiana 
Volunteers, have examined the same and report: 

That this case was before the committee at the last session of Congress. A 
favorable report was made therein May 8, 1888. The report then made is hereto 
attached, approved, and made a part hereof. There is no change in the condi- 
tion of the soldier since said report was made. The committec adhere to their 
former action, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 1259, Fiftieth Congress, first session. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Joseph B, 
Sellers, praying for an increase of pension, have examined thesame and report : 

The joner was a private in Company I in the Twenty-seventh Regiment 
of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, in the war of the rebellion of 1861. He isalready 
& pensioner at the rate of $36 per month, and his claim for increase has been re- 
— by the Pension Bureau solely on the ground that be is now receiving the 
= est amount allowed by the general law for the disability under which he 


It appears, from the evidence on file in the Pension Office and from the addi- 
tional evidence on file before this committee, that the soldier was twice wounded 
by gunshot, once through the right leg, at Cedar Mountain, Virginia, August 
9, 1862, from which having recovered and returned to duty, he was again struck, 
at the battle of Dallas, or New Hope Church, Georgia, about 5 inches below the 
knee, in the left leg, on the 25th of May, 1864. He lay out all night of the 25th: 
next day was carried tu the hospital tent, where his leg was amputated by the 
. eae Canaan eo lay —— poauas od and was finally taken in 

noogsa, re. 8 r the: i ir 
ue the first time dre , 5 y: amputation, the limb 
wn also in the same manner that the claimant's leg was amputated 
3#inches below the knee-joint; that the flaps were not sufficient to aa the 
end of the bone; the cicatrix adheres to the bone; the soldier is in almost con- 
stant pain, suffering from palpitation of the heart induced by the extreme eensi- 
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tiveness of the stump; that this sensitiveness is permanent; that the patient is 
very nervous, restless, and sleepless; that his suffering is constant, and that he 
is totally incapacitated for any iad of manual labor. 

{ nder these circumstances the committee are of the opinion that the pension 
of petitioner should be increased to $50 per month, and do lerewith report a bill 
for that purpose and recommend its passage. 

¥ our committee, however, recommend that the Senate hill 3988 be amended 
by striking out the words “total disability,” in the last line of the bill, and by 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “ forty-five dollars per month, from the date 
of the approval of this act, and in lieu of the pension he is now receiving,” 
and recommend the passage of the bill as thus amended. 








The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALMON R, TOBEY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S 
to remove the charge of desertion against Almon R. Tobey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


2750) 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove from the records of the War Department the charge of 
desertion standing against Almon R. Tobey, late a private in Company I, Fif- 
teenth Regiment Maine Infantry Volunteers, and substitute therefor “ Dis- 
charged on February 1, 1862, from military service by civil process on account 
of being under the age of cighteen years.” 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (4. 2750) ta 
remove the charge of desertion against Almon R. Tobey, having considered the 
same, respectfully report : 

That they have considered the evidence in this case and belicvve that the 
charge of desertion should be removed from the record of this young soldier, 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, Februcry 23, 1888, 

Sin: I have the honor to return House bill 2537, Fiftieth Congress, first seg- 
sion, authorizing the removal of the charge of desertion againat, and the issue 
of an honorable discharge to, Almon R. Tobey, Company I, Fifteenth Maine 
Infantry Volunteers, left at the Department by Hon. James Laird, of the House 
Committee on Military Affairs, and in compliance with instructions to report 
as follows: 

The official record shows that Almon Tobey, age eighteen years, was enrolled 
and mustered into the United States service on January 25, 1862, at Augusta, 
Me., to serve three years as a private in Company I, Fiftee nth Maine Infantry 
Volunteers, and that he deserted on February |, 1862, at Augusta, Me. 

The record furthershows that Almon R. Tobey was again enroiled on August 
16, 1862, for three years, as a private in Company F, Ninth Maine Volunteers, 
and that he served with that organization until his muster-out on June 30, 1865, 

In his statement to this office of January 14, 1886, the applicant sets forth that 
in January, 1862, he enlisted in Company I, Fifteenth Maine Volunteers, as a 
drummer, without the consent of his parents, he being then but fifleen years 
old, though giving his age as eighteen years; that his father came to Augusta, 
Me.; that he demanded his release from the Army, and that, being refused, he 
took the necessary steps before the proper authorities and obtained his release 
from the regiment by legal process. That in August, 1862, he got the consent of 
his parents and enlisted in the Ninth Maine Volunteers. 

This statement was substantially reiterated by the applicant on March 2, 
1886, under oath, and corroborated by the sworn testimony of Benjamin Tobey, 
the father of the applicant, and by one John W. Trask. A certificate from the 
clerk of Kennebec County, Maine, dated May 9, 1587. was also presented, set 
ting forth that no entry can be found on the records of the county court for 1862 
of any proceedings in Tobey’s case on a writ of habeas corpus, and that under 
the law as it existed at that time no record was required to be kept of writs of 
habeas corpus or proceedings under them, and that aga matter of practice no 
record was made and preserved in such cases. 

The application was denied by this office on the ground of insufficiency of the 
evidence to establish (in the face of the official record which reports the appli- 
cant to have deserted on February 1, 1362) that he was about that time dis- 
charged on account of minority from the United States military service on a 
writ of habeas corpus, and that, as the absence between desertion and re-en)ist- 
ment exceeded three months, the case is not covered by the act of Congress ap- 
proved May 17, 1886. 

fam, sir, very respectfully 


ee 


your obedient servant, 
R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General, 


The Secretary or WAR. 


From this record it clearly appears that Tobey was a minor and was mustered 
into the service January 25, at Augusta, Me., for three years, and on February 
1, six days thereafter, he is charged with desertion, at the same place. 

The records further show that Tobey was again enrolled August 16, 1862, as 
a private in Company F, Ninth Maine Volunteers, and served with that organ 
ization until mustered out on June 30, 1565, nearly three years. It further ap 
pearsfrom the proof presented to the War Department that young Tobey was 
taken from the company in which he had first enlisted about February !, 1862, 
by his father, under process of law. 

It further appears that the court having jurisdiction to issue writs of habeas 
corpus at that place kept no record of its proceedings, and it is presumed, for 
this reason, no record evidence can be presented to and filed inthe War Depart- 
ment to show that, instead of actually deserting as charged, this young soldier 
was released from further military duty by civil, legal process. Itisunderstood 
that generally, if not universally, the civil courts of the States took jurisdiction 
to issue writs of habeas corpus to bring before them and to discharge those who 
were enlisted in the Army under age without their parents’ consent, etc 
no question was raised as to the validity of these proceedings. 

While these State courts might not bave had the authority to discharge a sol- 
dier enlisted in the service of the United States, yet they assumed such jurisdic- 
tion and authority and exercised it, and doubtless the parents of the soldier as 
well asthe soldier considered the proceedings valid and legal. As the mili- 
tary authorities yielded obedience thereto, it is not right or proper that the sol- 
dierin his case, a minor, should have his record stained with a charge of de- 
sertion which never occurred. 

It is clear that in justice and equity the record of this soldier asa private in 
Company I in the Fifteenth Maine Infantry Volunteers should be so corrected 
as to remove the charge of desertion and show the actual occurrence as it was: 
and that ia, discharge from further service under the civil process on account 
of being under the age of eighteen years. 

Your committee recommend the bill do pass. 


aud 


The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


aces 
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DAVID A, PARKHURST. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1456) 
correcting the military history of David A. Parkhurst. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he ishereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the military record of David A. Parkhurst, late of Com- 
pany A, First Michigan Sharpshooters, so as to relieve him of the charge of de- 
sertion of date September 30, 1864: Provided, That such correction shall give 


him pe claim for pay or allowance for the time he was absent from his com- 
mand, 


The report (by Mr. Sx1peEnr) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Aftairs,to whom was referred the bill (S. 1456) 
correcting the military record of David A. Parkhurst, having considered the 
same, respectfully report: 

David A. Parkhurst, when a boy of fifteen years enlisted in the United States 
Army, and because of wounds received in battle at Spottsylvania was sent to 
a hospital and afterwards furloughed from the same. He failed to return to 
the hospital and was marked on the rolls of his command asa “deserter.” Aft- 
erwards, at the age of seventeen years, he entered the naval service of the 
United States, under an assumed name, and served on the United States steam- 
ships Lafayette and Ozark, receiving an le from the latter 
vessel June 14, 1865. 

An application to the War ent for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion was denied September 19, 1887, on the ground that the case is not covered 
by the act of Con approved May 17, 1486, which was held by the Depart- 
ment not to include ‘' deserters”’ who enlisted in the Navy. 

While approving the decision of the War Department in such cases, your 
committee believe, because of the extreme youth of this boy at thetime of 
enlistment, the fact of his being wounded once or twice in infantry service, 
and the fact that he did not desert while actually in the line of his duty, but 
from the hoepital where he had been sent because of wounds received in bat- 
tle, and for the further fact that he faithfully and creditably served out his entire 
time of enlistment in the Navy, out with an honorable discharge, he 
should be entitled to more than the ordinary consideration in such cases, and 
with due regard for the precedents in such cases, make this exceptional, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


War DerartrMent, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, August 20, 1588. 

Sen: I have the honor to return the comm 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs of August 


wnication 
3, 1888, referring a petition from 
D. A. Parkhurst, of Com y A, First Mich’gan Sharpshooters, for removal of 


eharge of to report as follows : 
As shown the official record, David Parkhurst was enrolled eighteen) 
Decem der 962, and mustered in March 20, 1863, as a private of Company A, 


until June 20, 1864, 
at Petersburgh, Va. 
He was under treatment in hospital a totes boas teed from 
ee ee ee to return from fw , 

In ae ga to this office for removal of of desertion he made 
substantially the same statement as that contained in the inclosed ion 
namely, “that while a deserter from Company A, First Michigan S 


heen! in the Navy and served on monitor Ozark under the name of 
Charles Perkins.” 
The application was denied on September 19, 1887, on the ground that the case 


i t red by the act of Congress approved May 17, | which is held by 
the Department not to — deserters who enlisted > the’ Navy. 
am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 2 ERLTUS. 
Acting Adjutant-General. 
The Secrerary or War. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
read the third time, and passed. 


ASHER W. FOSTER. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1696) 
for the relief of Asher W. Foster. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, anc he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the records of the War Department charge of 
desertion now standing thereon against the name of Asher W. Foster, late 
quartermaster-sergeant of Company G of the Fourteenth Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SNrpER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Millitary Affairs. to whom was referred the bill (S. 1696) for 
the relief of Asher W. Foster, considered the same, respectfully report: 
That they have carefully examined the evidence in this case and believe that 
Asher W. Foster did fay Fe eyes ph ee nega Ley DN 
ae, F POSS a0 SE, Senne ee ernyeNe CED aL OD en 


The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


War DerarrMenxt, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’s 


May 
3 ted regim: 
ites ects until Saly 13, 1000, hens ho was pues Sepemes Snes 


ment, 
rf for removal of the charge of desertion soldier, pre- 
sented tot office in November, ines applicent (hostess the charge 


of desertion against pie pcm enven, shat he did not desert; that it was satis- 


factorily shown that he did not, upon his return to the Fourteenth Indiana Vol- 
“ite 


October, 

application referred to was denied by this office on the ground that his 
enlistment as a substitute September 9, 1363, without a discharge from the 
Fourteenth Indiana Volunteers, constituted him a deserter from that organiza- 
tion by operation of law (twenty-second, now fiftieth, article of war), and the 
Department was Ceuneee powerless to remove the charge. 

T am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

R. C. DRUM, Adjutan!-General. 
The SecreTary or War. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM 8, BENNETT. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 2597) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of William 
8. Bennett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause the records to be so amended as to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William S. Bennett, late a member of 
Company C, First Nebraska Cavalry Volunteers, and that an honorable dis- 
charge be granted to said Bennett as of date January 9, 1865. 

The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2597) to 
desertion 


remove the charge of from the military record of William 8. Bennett, 
hav considered the same, respectfully eae 
wi S. Bennett was enrolled June 15, 1861, in Company C, First Nebraska 


Cavalry, re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer January 1, 1564, and deserted while 
in the at Fort Kearney, Nebr., January 9, 1865. 

He was in service, therefore, over three years and a half, and ous at Fort 
Donelson, Pittsburgh Landing, and in several lesser en ments. His record 
during all the time, until just prior to his confinement desertion, was good, 
and his deportment as a soldier without blemish, and secured the commenda- 
tion of his company officers. 

The desertion of the petitioner was ed by the unsoldierlike, tyrannical, 
insulting conduct of a captain, who, whilein the act of presuming to insult a 


young girl in the presence of her mother and sister, was discovered by Ben- 
nett, who was asked to remove the officer. Thereupon the officer denounced 
Bennett, called him a vile name, was assaulted by Bennett therefor 


This officer at the time appears not to have been on duty and wasdrunk. For 

this Bennett was arrested and placed in the (as he says) for two 
or more without trial, and from w he then 

The record of the officer assaulted shows that he tende his resignation Oc- 

rs to be about the time the assault was committed, 


tober 17, 1864, which ap 
which resi ion was in effect forced, and was accepted. Colonel Livingston, 
approving his resignation, says: 

“The of the service requires the immediate acceptance of this resigna- 
tion. captain has become the slave of liquor, and n intoxicated always 
diagraces his uniform. Neglect of duty, habitual drunkenness, and conduct, 
when under the influence of liquor, which is a seandal to the service, impera- 
tively demand that he be allowed to leave the service.” 

The records also show that this captain * was placed in arrest November 12, 
1864, and his limits strictly confined to his private quarters."’ He was released 
from arrest on approval! of his resignation. 

Your committee is ot the opinion that under such circumstances the petitioner 
should have the relief he asks. 

The following statements are from claimant under oath, and from his com- 
pany officers, which your committee ask may be considered a part of this re- 
port. Colonel Livingston has been deceased several years. 

STATEMENT OF W. 8. BENNETT. 
PAWHUSKA, OsaGE Nation, InpIAN TeRRrrory, November 26, 1889, 

I do say that while I was on - asa at Fort Kearney, Nebr., about 
the last of October or the first of November, in the year 1864, I did into an 
adobe house known as the post-office, at Fort Kearney, Nebr., and see and 
find one , captain of K, of the First Nebraska Ca’ 
in the act of committing an indecent act in the presence of her mother and 
ter on one Jenny Nages (I believe was her name), she asking me to take him 


out. 
I told her I could not,as he was an officer. He secing me in their 
told me in these words: “ You 





ce 
out of here, you son of a bitch ;”’ then and 


there I assaulted him, knocked down, and pounded him good, for which I 
was arrested, kept in the for the period of two months or more; 1 
don’t quite remember. out—I think it was some time in December— 


went to the mountains of Colorado, and-did not return to be mustered out. 
During the war of the rebellion I was in the battles of Fort Donelson, Tenn., 

ttsbu Landing, u, Mo., skirmishes in Jacksonport, Ark ; 
———————— the month October, 1861, while on duty on the Iron 


Railroad, 's Station, Missouri. 
This was the first c that was me during my soldiering, 
and for which I think I eS: emtiay nay officer. My first 
by reason of asa was sent to Nat 
Ward and I have not got it. My second > by rea- 
of desertion, is in the same hands. I will further state a 


the ; also, at the time that Col. R. R. Livingston, the one that pre- 
ferred charges me, was my enemy at the time of trouble; did not 
think I would get a ee ae I deserted. 

You can ask of Governor Alvin Saunders, if he is living, as Senator T. W. 
tos gut ny oeaneet =e; aes before I left house; aa 
of ey cumpans. C Teme e- ; also T. J. W. E. anda 
number of others of the old First Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Ca , if they 


3 WM. 8. BENNETT, 
Company C, First Nebraska Veleran Volunteer Cavalry. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of November, 1889. 
L. J. MILES, 
Uniled States Indian Agent. 
STATEMENT OF COMPANY OFFICERS. 
Perv, Nesr., February 19, 1890. 
United States Senate: ™ 


laudable effort to remove the stigma of 
William 8S. Bennett, a former soldier of my 


to ~eam © ast soldier. The 
foundation facts which you present in your for his relief are substan- 


7 
[ 
: 



































































































1890. 





was insolent, arbitrary, and unreasonable while drinking. 
le arose while he was in a maudlin state of intoxication. : 

Mr. Bennett did not resist an officer in the legitimate discharge of his official 
duties, but resented the insults of an intoxicated officer outside of his official 
capacity. It was therefore not insubordination on the part of W. S. Bennett, 
but the assertion of independent American manhood in the defense ofa lady 
and himself that caused the difficulty which resulted in his leaving the Army. 
Mr. Bennett had served faithfully with his company and regiment for over 
three years, or until the war was practically over, and was then forced out with 
this blotch upon his good name, rather than lie imprisoned to await a trial for 
insubordination, because of the unlawful and unjustifiable act of a drunken of- 
ficial. Heshould have the relief sought, and I hope that you may be successful 
in freeing his name from the stain desertion, which now mars his otherwise 
good record. 

Very respectfully, etc., 





Captain 
The troub 


THOS, J. MAJORS, 
Late Captain Company C. 


The above statement we freely and fully verify as true, having no other in- 
than to do justice to an old comrade. 
Ss WILSON E. MAJORS, 


Late Lieutenant, Company C, First Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. 
F. M. MEDLEY, 
Sergeant, Company C, First Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. 
Fr. L. PROUTY, ‘ 
Private, Company C, First Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. 
The committee recommend the bill do pass. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN HINSMANN. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.2086) 
to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, late of Company G, 
Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is herelvy, authorized 
and direeted to so correct the military record of John Hinsmann, late private 
in Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, as to make 
it read that said Hinsmann died on March 5, 1864, from services performed while 
in theline of his duty. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (5. 20°6) to 
correct the military record of Jobn Hinsmann, lateof Company G, Eleventh Ken- 
tueky Cavalry, having considered the same, respectfully report : 

That the records are undoubtedly wrong in so far as John Hinsmann, late of 
Company G, Eleventh Kentucky Cavalry, is reported as deserter. The com- 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass. with amendments as follows: 

Between words “on” and “ March” insert ‘or about.” 

Strike out words ‘‘from services performed” and insert after the word 
* while’ the words “in the service of the United States.’ 

REPORY. 

This soldier, as appears by the records of the War Department, was enrolled 
February 29, 1864, at Covington, Ky., to serve three years, in Company G. 
Eleventh Kentucky Cavalry. There is no record that he was ever mustered 
into the United States service. Ona muster-roll of the company, covering from 
February 29, to August 31, 1864, he is reported *‘ Deserted at Paris, Ky., 
March 5, 1864,” and is similarly reported on the muster-out roll of the company. 

It appears clearly from the testimony that about March 1, 1864, this soldier, 
with his company, left Covington to join the regiment at Mount Sterling; that 
when they were at Paris he was taken sick and deranged and was left at a farm- 
house ; that when the ambulance came for him the next day he was gone, and 
when inquired for afterwards, the woman of the house said that he had left the 
house against her remonstrance, and that she had heard that a soldier was 
found dead about 8 miles from the place on the day after he left her house, He 
has never returned to his family, and no person testifies to having seen him 
alive since he leftthe house. The prevailing belief in his company was that the 
man was out of his mind, and had wandered away from his company and been 
killed by bushwhackers. He was a man of good character; he enlisted from 
patriotic motives, and his family relations were all pleasant. 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


NEwront, Ky., June 16, 1890, 
GENTLEMEN : I made the pay-rolls of Company G, Eleventh Kentucky Cav- 
alry, in which John Hinsmann was reported asa deserter. John Hinsmannen 
listed as a ae in Covington about the Ist of March, 1864, and became 
deranged while on the march to join the regiment at Mount Sterling, Ky. We 
left him at a house between Paris and Mount Sterling, and when we returned 
with an ambulance the next day we were informed that he kad wandered away 
from the house. He had besome so infirm that, although he could understand 
English very well when sane and when we left him, he could not understand a 
word of English. 

The easiest way of di ng of his case in mak the rolls was to write after 
his name “ Deserter.”’ e afterwards found that a Union soldier that answered 
the description of Hinsmann was found dead on the 6th of March about 10 miles 
from where we left him, You know we did not know anything at the time of 
pensions for widows or we would have been more particular about the men- 
tion on the rolls. There could have been no reason for the desertion of Hins- 
- mann, as his family relations were of such a character that he would not have de- 
serted his wife, and, from the outbreak of the rebellion, he was a strong Union 
man and was captain of a home-guard company. The two commissioned offi- 
cers of the company at that time are both dead, and you will have to be con- 
tent with the evidence of privates. Should you wish affidavits setting forth the 
above facts I will furnish them. I hope you will report favorably on Senate bill 


; Respectfully, yours, 
T. E. LIVEZEY, 
Late Sergeant, Company G, Eleventh Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 
The Commirrre on MILITARY APFAIRs, 
House of i 
The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET E. PIERCE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3332) 
granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce. 


a. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Margaret F. Pierce, widow of Capt. 
Henry Hubbard Pierce, late first lieutenant of the Twenty-first United States 
Infantry and major of the First Connecticut Heavy Artillery, United States 
Volunteers, be increased to $40 per month ‘ 

The report (by Mr. GoopNicH?) is as follow 


Phe Committee on Inva 






i Pensions, to whom wa rred the bill (8, 3332 
granting an increase of pension to Marga: k. Piere bmit the following 
report: 

rhe report of the Senate Committee on P vhi vou mat ‘adopt 
as their own, sets forth the facts in the case s appended heret 

Your committee,in view of all the facts case eof o7 on that Mrs 
Pierce's pension should be increased re return the aceor ying 





bill with the recommendation that 


| 





out the word ‘‘forty,’ {and ir 


flv 


ir 


ne 
e. 


REPORT. 

rhe claimant, Margaret E. Pierce, is the widow of Henry H. Pierce, late of 
the Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry. She was pensioned, on a 
eount of the death of her husband, at the rate of $17 per month, beginning Ox 
tober 3, 1883, with an additional sum of $2 per month for each of three minor 
children. She now asks that thiy be increased to the rate allowed the widows 
of officers of the rank of major, bn the ground that such was the real rank of 
said soldier. 

The accompanying petition is presented in support of this claim 
a review of all the evidence in the case your committee 
and recommend that it do pass, 

Petition of Mrs. Margaret E. Pierce for in 

My husband, Henry Hublard Pierce, was, during the entire war, a member of 
the First Counecticut Artillery. He entered astripling of a boy as private sol 
dier and rose to the full ragk of major of one of the best regiments in the service. 

During continuous service of four years and five months he was three times 
brevetted, The first time waa for ‘gallant and meritorious service in action at 
Petersburgh mine,”’ where he commanded a battery of ten 10-inch mortars, and 
where he was without intermission engaged from 4.45 a. m. till 10.30 p. m., and 
used for the first time the expeclient of putting thirty 12-pound canister shot un 
der the bursting charge of the 1)-inch shells, which proved of great utility, keep 
ing quiet the most dreaded flauking batteries of the enemy’s line. (Page 49, Ad 
jutant-General’s Report.) : 

Another brevet was for ‘““¢onspicuous gallantry,”’ a very distinguished and 
distinguishing compliment, given to only ten officers during the entire war. 

‘This was conferred for * service in action at Graveyard Bend, Va.,”’ where 
with his own battery of three30-pounder Parrotts and another of four 20-pounder 
Parrotts under his command, unaided by our Navy, he repulsed the rebel fleet 
in its efforts to pass the obstrections in the James River on the night of Janu- 
ary 23. This fleet consisted of three rams, the wooden gun-boat Drury, and a 
small torpedo boat. Thesectud shot frorm the battery struck the Drury, and 
the third exploded her magatine, completely destroying her. zh: 

In this engagement he was wounded, with eighteen of his men. Of this 
affair General Henry L. Abtptt, colonel of First Connecticut Artillery, says 
“Too much praise can not be given Captain Pierce, commanding the battery 
for his excellent conduct,”’ F 

After this, a vacancy occurting, Captain Pierce was promoted to be major of 
his regiment. During that yvarhis nervous system was entirely broken down 
by the use of quinine, which was issued as a ration, and from the effects of thi 
exposure, which made so hevoica remedy necessary, he never recovered. 

Although my husband didnot die upon the battle-field, he is none the leas a 
martyr to the cause, for it w4s to the labors and exposure undergone in the ser\ 
ice that he owed his death. 

As will be seen by accompanying ‘‘ orders,’’ he was engaged in an explora 
tion which has opened up a bitherto unknown country, He laid down his life 
that others might find homes in the beautitul and fertile valleys of the Okana 
kin and Methow. The work imposed upon him, so peculiarly fitted for it in 
every other way than by physical strength, was more than his broken-down 
body eould endure, and six days’ march away from civilization he obeyed the 
last ** order.”” 

I have three children to tear andeducate. The eldest willbe sixteen 
and will then forfeit her $2 per month, at a time when every cent 
tant in heracquisition of un education. 

My pension is, including that of my three children, $69 per quart« 


and after 
report back the bil! 
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is so impor 


[do most 


EEE En 


earnestly pray for an incréase in this being granted, that I may be saved the 

struggle which confronts any woman left alone, without technical knowledge 

of any sort that might be applied to earning her own living. " 
MARGARET FE, PLIERCH 


Morcawxtrows, W. VA.,, 
February 26, 1886 
West VIRGINIA, 
County of Monongalia, s: 
The foregoing was subscrifed and sworn to before me in my said county 
I hereby certify that the esfiant is personally well known to me to be ¢ 
doubted credibility. 


STATE OF 


and 
f 
eofu 


Given under my hand anil officia! seal this 27th day of February, 1886 
[SEAL.] FE. SHISLER, Notary P 
|General Orders, No, 22. 
HMSADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OW THE COLUMBIA, 
Vancouver Barracks, Washington Terrilory, July 25, 138 


The department commander announces with regret the death of First Lieut 
and Bvt. Capt. Henry H. Pierce, Twenty-first Infantry, while om special duty 
in the field, engaged in important topographical explorations, under 
instructions from these hea? quarters. 

The record of this officer is one of marked character and distinction 
decease suggests special muntion. 

Entering the service for the preservation of the Government as a serweant in 
the Fourth Connecticut/Volunteers in May, 1861, he was promoted to the rank 
of major, rendering valuable and distinguished services, for which he was three 
times brevetted, on ore occasion for “conspicuous gallantry.”’ 

At the close of the war he was commissioned a second lieutenant in the First 
United States Infantry, and subsequently, being transferred to the Twenty 
first Infantry, wawpromoted to first lieutenant in May, 1874, 

He possessed n#t only those qualities which grace an officer of the Govern - 
rent, but as a scolar he had few equals, and as an author he held high rank. 
His literary attainments were of the first order. The excellence of his transla- 
tions of the Lath: classics and bis own compositions have already received 
marked testimonials and strong commendation from some of the most eminent 
scholars of the age. 

During the past eight years he has served a good rtion of the time at re- 
mote frontier posts,and hasalso been engaged against hostile Indians in the 


special 


and his 


LL LL 
—— 
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Northwest. Intheautumn of last year he was ant in a military reconnais- 
sance in an unexplored district of a Territory, and at the hour of his 
death was occupied in completing the work then begun. 

The exposure and hardships of military life in the 
frontier had undermined b s physical strength, and fixed its fatal hand 
upon him. He died athis in the field, in the line of duty, and his remains 
now rest, buried near the Upper Columbia River, mid the wild scenes of nature, 
far from friends and kindred. 


civil war and on the 


In the death of Lieutenant Pierce the service has lost a most earnest and valua- 
Die officer, and the sympathy of the department commander is extended to his 
bereaved meaty 

By order of Brigadier-Genera!l Miles. 

0. D, GREENE, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 


(Regimental Order No, 49.) 


IILADQUARTERS TWENTY-FIRST INFANTRY, 
Vancouver Barracks, Washington Territory, August 9, 1883. 

The colonel announces to the regiment the death at Foster Creek, Washing- 
ton Territory, on the 17th day of July, 1883, of First Lieut. Henry H. Pierce, brevet 
captain, United States Army. and brevet major of volunteers, 

‘aptain Pierce entered the military service im May, 18¢1, as a sergeant of Com- 

ny A, Fourth Connecticut Infantry, afterwards the First Connecticut Artil- 

ry, and rose through the several grades until be reached the rank of major in 
May, 1865. He was three times brevetted for gallantry on the field of battle, 
once for ‘conspicuous liantry,”’ while in command of a water battery on 
ames River, Virginia, in 1865. His service in the field was continuous from 
ay, 1861, to the surrender of the Contederate army at A attox, Va., April 
1865. He served at various times as judge-advocate an tnapectonqunenal of 
brigades. His brevets, one of them the most distinguished that can be conferred 
upon a soldier, and the testimonials of his superier officers, bear witness to his 
fidelity and courage; and frequent service in staff positions, requiring know}l- 

and tact, is evidence of his intellect and cultura, 

n October, 1867, Captain Pierce was appointed a second lieutenant in the 
United States Army, and assigned to the First Infan’ and while on duty in 
the State of Louisiana was a: nted by Maj. Gen. 0,0. Howard superin ent 
of education in that State. e duties of this i t office he administered 
with integrity and intelligence. By direction the President of the United 
States he was detailed in the summer of 1869 on duty in the University of West 
Virginia, as professor of mathematics and military tactics, and remained in this 

tion for a period of five years. 

On his promotion to the rank of first lieutenant io 1874, he joined his regiment 
and served with it at various frontier stations. was in command of a com- 
pany in the campaign of 1877, oon the Nez Percé Indians, in the famous pur- 
suit of Chief Joseph from the wai to the Misseuri River, and shares with 
his regiment the credit of having participated in one of the most remarkable 
marches recorded in modern warfare. In 1878-'79he was professor of military 
science in the military school at Orchard Lake, Mich, October 1, 1880, Captain 
Pierce was appoin utant of the ‘Twenty-first Infantry,and served in this 
capacity until October 14, 1882, when he resigned to accept the detail of pro- 
fessor ot military science and tactics in fic a Seaea ae which 
position he was recommended by the entoommander. 

While adjutant be was detailed by Brig. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, commanding 
ye of the Columbia, tocommand a scienfific ex expedition from 
old Fort Colville to Puget Sound. This duty was di in a manner so 
satisfactory that his report of the exploration was publ _—- of the 
honorable Secretary of War, on the recommendation of the neral of the 
Army. Family afflictions compelled Captain Pierce to resign his professorship 
and to return to his regiment in F. last. At thetimeof hisdeath he was 
in command of a second cophenoeas tion, having for its object the recon- 
naissance of the unexplored coun ween the Columbia River and Puget 
Sound, along the line south of the forty-ninth parallel. 

The estimation in which he was held by the department commander has been 
published to the world in the department order aanouncing his decease. Cap- 
tain Pierce, though he was never actively en in that profession, was edu- 
cated for law. He was an origival writer of distinotion, and made translations 
of the /neid of Virgil and the Odes of Horace, uctions of the highest lit- 
erary merit. His lite was one of honor and The spirit which led 
him, amid the cares and annoyances of army routine life, to undertake literary 
Jabor was commendable in the highest d and is worthy of imitation. 

Asa mark of respect to the memory of Captain Pierce, the officers of the 
‘Twenty-first Infantry will wear the usual badge of rourning for thirty days, 


By order of Col, H, A. Morrow. 
DANIEL CORNMAN, 
First Lieutenant and Adjatant Twenty-first Infantry. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. WILLIAM. 


‘The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 626) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Williams, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enaeted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interiar be, aud he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary #. Williams, as widow of 
Edward Palmer, Company G, Thirty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. F'L1ck) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5S, 626) 

O7Fnks Vill Gaseed the Bonate July 98 1800, and pourcementnes odes ths vopert 
n uly 26, , and your committee adopt 

of the Senate Committee, as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was refetred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Williams, have examined the same and report: 

“Mary E. Williams claims pension as the widow of Edward Palmer, late a 

private Company G, ———— Massachusetts Volunteers. She drew a 
sion as above soldier's widow from the time of his death until her samaodene 
to Williams, when the pension legally terminated. Hersscond husband proved 
to be a criminal and is now serving his second term inthe State prison for arson. 
The decree of divorce filed with the papers at the Pension Office in favor of 
Mrs. Williams is absolute and gives her the custody of ther only child. She 
married Williams in 1874; was divorced from him in 1887. ee 
dependence on her own labor for her support, are shown. 
merit, and in view of the testimony hereto attached your tommittee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. Pay 3 


Beach &) 
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WICK MORGAN, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1480) 
granting a pension to Wick Morgan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wick Morgan, late —— of the 
Seventy-sixth Regiment of Enrolled Missouri Militia and late major of the 
Fifteenth Regiment of Missouri Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1450 
granting a pension to Wick Morgan, submit the following report: 

Maj. Wick Morgan made application to the Pension Bureau, but his claim 
was rejected upon the ground, first, that the disability was contracted while he 
was a member of a State organization and, second, that he could not furnis) 
[ayes of hospital treatment for disease, or medical treatment for same, while 

n the United States service. 

It appears from the evidence of Col. John D, Allen, of the lieutenant of his 
company, and of bis *‘comrades in arms” that he contracted the diseases of 
rheumatism and chronic diarrhea while superintending the erection of Fort 
No. 2 at Springfield, Mo., in January, 1863. 

The evidence is conclusive to the committee that he suffered from that time 
up to the date of his discharge and to the present time from the effects of the 
diseases cont) at Fort No.2. This is fully shown by the evidence of Dr. E. 
V. Lafoon, who treated him at the time of his discharge, and also up to the 
present time. 

He has shown why he can not prove the hospital record for his diseases. He 
was carried to the private house of one Jenkins atSpringfield, Mo., with a view 
of obtaining there better treatment than he could get in the hospital, and Dr. 
King, the regimental surgeon, treated him at that time and subsequently; but 
Dr. King is now dead. 

He continued in this state of disability to such an extent that he had to be 
transferred in a wagon to the point where he was finally discharged. 

The evidence upon these facts is conclusive and can admit of no doubt what- 
7 


ever. 

This case was rejected in the Pension Office for the reason that the claimant 
at the time he incurred the disability was a member of the enrolled militia; but 
it appears that the regiment to wh Major Morgan belonged was in contin- 
uous service and was afterwards merged into the Fifteenth Missouri Regiment, 
aregular volunteer ization, and continued in service during the remainder 
of the war. It is fu shown that the disability continued and was aggra- 
vated and increased by the latter service. 

The rule of the committee has beeh not to consider favorably claims for dis- 
eases contracted in the militia service, but it seems to your committee that the 
fact that the organization to which claimant belon was afterwards merged 
intoand became a part of the volunteer service of the United States removes 
this case from the operation of thisrule. In cases where men were enlisted and 
incurred disabilities before being mustered into service Congress has uniformly 
held that they were entitled to pensions. This seems a stronger case than 


those. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


BETSEY A. MOWER. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1468 
ting a pension to Betsey A. Mower. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!!, subject to the visionsand 
limitations ofthe pension laws, the name of Betsey A. Mower, widow of Genera! 
James A. Mower, United States Army, and pay her at the rate of $100 per 
m 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1468) 
granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. Mower, submit the following re- 


rt: * 
PeThis bill was favorably reported by the Senate in the fo!lowing report, which 
is adopted as the report of your committee with a recommendation that the 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1468) granting 
a pension to Betsey A. Mower, have examined the same, and eer: 

applicant is the widow of Maj, Gen. Joseph A. Mower, who died in 187() 

of disease contracted in the service. She was pensioned at $30 per month and 

this was increased to $50 per month by a special act of Congress,and subsec- 

quently, by act of the Fifticth Congress, her pension was increased to $75 per 


mon 
The applicant has two children dependent upon her, one of whom has been 
an inmate of an asylum een peas and the other in feeble health, 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
LOUISE SELDEN. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 1552) 
granting a pension to Louise Selden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed the name of Louisa Selden, widow of the late 
Capt. J. M. Selden, of the United States Revenue Marine Service, on the pen- 
sion-roll as a pensioner at the rate of $30 per month, 


The report (by Mr. WrLson, of Kentucky) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid to whom was referred the bill (S. 1552) 


nting a pension to Louise Selden, leave to return the same with the 
amanda that i be polieren Committee on Pensions, who are 
charged with the consideratiun of matters therein set forth. 


bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
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NELSON MONROE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calender was the bill (S. 2560) 
to increase the pension of Nelson Monroe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Nelson Monroe, 
late first sergeant of Company H, One handred and fifty-seventh Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension of $75 per month, in lieu of the pension now 
received by him. / : 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALMON WETMORE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3560 
granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
ana directed to correct the military record of, and grant an honorable discharge 
to; Almon Wetmore, late a private in Company H, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Reserve Corps Volunteers, said correction and discharge to be made as of May 
31, 1-65. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
this completes the Senate bills. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The Chair is advised by the Clerk that 


e ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I nowrenew my request that the three bills grant- 
ing pensions to Mrs. Frémont, Mra. McClellan, and Mrs, Crook, re- 
spectively, be laid aside, with an order of the House that they be called 
up for consideration on Wednesday next immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, and that an hour be then allowed for the discussion of 
the bills, atter which they shall be voted upon, the previous question 
being considered as ordered. 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
effect will this order have with reference to privileged reports ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair supposes the order would 
be subject to the priority of conference reports or other privileged re- 
ports. Without objection, the order proposed will be mage. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


Is there objection to the request of the 


What 


RETTA AND ANNA HORRELL. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I call up the bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension 
to Retta Horrell and Anna Horrell. ’ 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the names of Retta Horrell and Anna Horrell, 
daugiters of Robert Horrell, late captain of Company A, Eighty-fourth Regi- 
are ee eae Volunteers, on the pension-roll, at the rate of $10 each per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was reterred the bill (H. R. 
9031) granting a pension to Retta Horrell and Anna Horrell, submit the follow- 
ing report: 

That the beneficiaries are the daughters of Robert M. Horrell, who enlisted 
as captain, Company A, Eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
September 2, 1861, and was discharged July 21, 1862. 


The evidence filed in his widow's claim for pension shows clearly by his reg- | 


imental surgeon, officers, and comrades that he contracted in the service inflam- 
mation of the bowels and chronicdiarrhea. That this existed while home on 
furlough, immediately at discharge, and continuously until death on August 
10, 1887, is shown by hisfamily physician, and gives in detail specific treatment 
year alter year. This is corroborated by respectable neighbors and comrades. 
The evidence of death from same cause is satisfactorily established also by 
medical and lay testimony. Your committee is satisfied this case woud have 
been granted but for delay by loss of an affidavit of widow's marriage to sol- 
dier or its being overlooked in Pension Office until the widow died, about De- 
cember, 1859. , 

The evidence before your committee shows that one of the daughters, Anna 
Horrell, is feeble-minded and has disease of the heart; that she can not be leit 
alone, pogeeens her sister Retta to stay closely at home, which renders her sis- 
ter less abie to provide for their mutual maintenance, which, however, Retta 
does by her personal labor as best she can under these circumstances. That 
they are both without any means of support or property other than the little 
furniture in their rooms. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, amended by striking out 
the name * Retta Horrelland ” and inserting ‘‘twenty,” instead of “ten each,” 
and making “names” and “daughters” singular number, “name” and 


“daughter.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the report was read and ayreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, the title being amended so as to read, ‘‘ A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Anna Horrell.”’ 


FREDERIKA B. JONES. 


Mr, CAINE. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3174) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones, 


X XI-——642 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Taterior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Frederika B. Jones, widow of the 
late Brig. Gen. Roger Jones, on the pension-roll, a her a pension at the 
rate of $100 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. KILGORE. 
‘The report 


nd pay 


I ask for the reading of the report in this case, 


by Mr. Browne, of Virginia) was read, as tollows: 


rhe Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 3174) grant 
ing a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones, have had the same under considera 
tion, and find that she is the widow of the late Brig. (i Roger Jones, who 
served with great distinction in the late war of the rebellion 
The following letters and extracts from newspapers describe the advance 
ment of this officer on account of his gailantry pecially i estruction of 
the arsenal at Harper's Ferry, during the late war 
WAR DEPARTMENT, A; 2, 1861 
My DEAR Sir: I take pleasure in apprising you that, in consideration of you 
very skillful and gallant conduct at Harper's Ferry, | have ordered a commis 
sion to be issued to you as assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of 
captain, 
SIMON CAMERON, See fi Wea 
Lieut. RoGeR JONEs. 
WaAnkh DEPARIMEN Washington, April 22, 1s6l. 


My Dear Sir: Lam directed by the President of the United States to com- 
municate to you, and through you to the officers and men under your 
mand at Harper's Ferry Armory, the approbation of the 
and their judicious conduct there 


com 


Government of yours 


; and to tender vou and them the thanks of 
the Government for the same. 
Iam, sir, very respectfully 
“IMON ¢ MERON HW 
Lieut. ROGER JONES, 
Late Commanding at Harper's Fer 
CAPT. ROGER JONES, THE MERO OF HARPER'S FERRY 


Written for The Telegraph, 

In the excitement of the present difficulties, [ hope the 
Capt. Roger Jones, the hero of Harper's Ferry, will not be forgotten. In com 
mand of Harper's Ferry, one of the mostimportant stations and arsenals in the 
country, and Jearning through pickets that be had thrown out for miies, thata 
large body of Virginians were coming to attack him, tosecure the large number 
of minié and other muskets that were there, he notified the Government. They 
did not see proper to re-enforce him. Without orders he made preparation to 
blow up the building containing the arms, and in fact workshops and all, to de- 
feat the purpose of the secessionists, the capture of the Government 
that place 

It is now generally admitted that had they secured the arms at Harper's 
Ferry, they would have attacked Washington, first having secured the co-op 
eration of the secessionists of BRaltimore and Maryland Atth. t time Wash 
ington was at the mercy of an invading Southern army. There were ove: 
twenty thousand stand of the mest approved arms at Harper's Ferry at that 
time. The secessionists at Harper’s Ferry were spies on Captain Jones 
every movement of his was watched and reported. 
throughout the buildings by a trick. 


important services o f 






( 


arms at 


and 
He distributed the powder 
He carried kegs of powder in the chat! 





| bags of the soldiers, circulating that he was changing the quarters of the sol 
| diers. When h.s scouts had annou: ced to him that over three thousand Vir 
ginians were advancing, and were within 2 miles of the place, he and his littl 
| band fixed the trains and destroyed the arms and buildings and fetreated to 
| ward Chambersburgh. How effectually he succeeded is well known 

If Captain Jones had acted like the great majority of Southern officers, what 


an incalculable amount of mischief he would have done. It was expected, as 
is now positively known, that Harper's Ferry would yield without a struggle 
and that the arming of the secessionists would be accomplished. Captain Jones 


is a son of General Jones, formerly Adjutant-General of the Army. His parents 


and allhis relations are Virginians. Ie isa cousin of Colonel Le in the 
command of the Virginia forces, 
CARLISLE BARnacKs, PA,, April 20, 1861, 


Sin: Immediately after finishing my dispatch of the night of the [8th instant 
I received positive and reliable information that 2,500 or 5,000 State troops would 
| reach Harper’s Ferry in two@iours from Winchester, and that the troops from 
Halltown, increased to 300 men, were advancing and were at that time (few 
| minutes after 10 o’clock) wichiu twenty minutes’ march of the Ferry. 
| Uuder these circumstances I decided the time had arrived to carry out my 
determination as expressed in the dispatch above reierred to, and accordingly 
gave the order to apply the torch. In three minutes o s both of the arsenal 
buildings, containing nearly 15,000 arms, together with the carpenter's shop 
which was at the upper end of a long and connected series of workshops of the 
armory proper, were in a complete blaze. 

There is every reason for believing the destruction was complet 

After firing the buildings I withdrew my command, warching all night, and 
arrived here at 2.30 p. m. yesterday, where I shall await orders 


le 





Four men were missing on leaving the armory, and two deserted du the 
night. 
Respectfully, I am, sir, your obedient servant 
k. JONES, 
First Lieutenant R. M. Riflemen, Con nd 1 Department Re ‘ 
The AsstIsTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL. 
Headquarters of the Army, Washington D. ¢ 
A copy respectfully furnished the Assistant Adjutant-General, headquarter 
of the Army, New York. 
New York Herald, April 2 if 
THE UNITED STATES ARMORY AT MNARPER’S FERKY DESTROYED, 


WA 
General Seott has just received a telegraphic dispatch from Captain Kings 
oury, stating that he had burned the army buildings, the troops having evacu 
ated and marched into Maryland. 
Th re were 15,000 stand of arms in the arm which were all destroyed, 
There was a large torce from Virginia on their way to seize the armory 


HINGTON, April 19, 1861, 


TY 


order to get possession of the arms This will be sad disappointment to th: 
| Virginia troops, who confidently expected to get possession of these arins 
General Scott received a dispatch at 2 p. m. to-day dated Chambersburgh, 19th 


instant, from the commander of the arsenal at Harper's Ferry, as foliows 

** Finding my position untenable, shortly after 10 o'clock last night 1 destroyed 
the arsenal, containing fifteen hundred stand of arms. « 
| mory building proper 


id burned up the ar- 
and under cover of the nig! vithdrew my m d 
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forty in number, almost in the presence of 2,500 or 3,000 troops. This was ac- 


ener with but four casualties, 
await orders at Carlisle. 


com 
I will 


I believe the destruction was complete. 
“R. JONES, Captain Commanding.” 


CARLISLE, PA., April 19, 186). 


Lieutenant Jones, late in command at - ge s Ferry, arrived here with his 
command of forty-three men at 3 p. m. 

Lieutenant Jones, having been advised that a force of 2,500 troops had been 
ordered by Governor Letohe er to take possession of Harper’ 8s Ferry and findin 
his position untenable, under direction of the War De ment, destroyed all 
the munitions of war, armory, arsenal, and all the buildings. He withdrew his 
command under the cover of night, and almost in the presence of 2,500 troops. 
He |ost three men. 

Fifteen thousand stand of arms were destroyed. 

The command made a forced march of 30 miles last night from Harper's 
Ferry to Hagerstown, in Maryland. 

Lieutenant Jones and command looked much worn and fatigued. They were 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population. 


PHILADELPHIA, April 19, 1861. 


A dispatch received here from Washington says all the arms that were at 
Harper's Ferry were burned in a pile. 





(Commercial Advertisor, New York, April 20, 1861. | 
THE HARPER'S FERRY AFFAIR. 


The exciting report was received on Friday that the Government buildings 
= angen 8 Ferry had been destroyed. Later dispatches furnish the following 
cts 


A DISPATCH FROM THE OFFICER IN COMMAND, 

General Scott received a dispatch dated Chambersburgh, 19th instant, from the 
commander of the arsenal at Harper's Ferry, as follows: 

“Finding my position untenable, short y after 10 o'clock last night I de- 
stroyed the arsenal, containing 15, 000 stand of arms, and burned up the armory 
building proper, and under cover of the night withdrew my command, 40 in 
number, almost in the presence of 2,500 or 3,000troops. This was accomplished 
with but four casualties. I believe the destruction was complete. 

“T will await orders at Carlisle. 

“R, JONES, Captain Commanding,” 
THE REASON OF IT. 

Lieutenant Jones, late in command at Harper’s Ferry, arrived at Carlisle with 
his command of 43 men at 3 p.m. on Friday. 

Licutenant Jones, havi ~- — that a fo of 2,500 puonge hae 
ordered by Governor Latcherse of ym tna ae oe finding 
his position untenable, under ‘dioectien of the War destroyed 
the munitions of war, armory, arsenal, and all the buildings. 3 withdrew his 
command under the cover o night and almost in the presence of 2,500 troops. 
He lost three men. 

Fifteen thousand stand of arms were destro 

The command madea forced march of 30 wrtlee last night from Harper’s Ferry 
to Hagerstown, in land, 

Lieutenant Jones and command look much worn and fatigued. They were 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population. 

LIEUTENANT JONES'S ACCOUNT. 

He states that inasted: on Thursday that 6v0 Virginians were spavpeties ty 
the Winchester road to seize the — — ohne iles * vom er in straw in 
all the buildings and waited a Oe of the the picket guard, who gave 
the alarm, and the garrison set on fire a erie carpenter-shop, and pow- 
der fuses, and then began to retreat: 

The citizens of Harper's Ferry, who were evidently in league with the party 
advancing to seize the arsenal, were instantly in arms, pursued, fired, = — 
two regulars. Two others deserted before the reached 
They marched al! night, missed the railroad train at wn, an eke = 
nthe Woderal Wonpsteshedserea the Potomacbridge at Harper's Ferry th 

sthe ra ru across e 
people rushed in the arsenal. Lieutenant Jones believes that large n 
perished by the explosion. Repeated explosions occurred, and he owe n light 
of the burning buildings for many miles. 

* Lieutenant Jones, w arrived from aoe s Ferry, is a son of the late 
Adjutant-General Jones, of the United States Arm 

“The troops are by the night march. They were fed by the ~ 
as Chambers: rgh, and were recei with loud cheers along the route 

e. 

In view of the gallantry and very distinguished services of General Jones, the 
committee recommend t this bill do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not understand distinctly from the reading 
of the Clerk what amount of pension this bill to pay. 

' The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred dollars per month. 

Mr. LANSING. What was the rank of this officer? 

Mr. WHEELEK, of Alabama. A ‘ull brigadier-general. 

Mr. KILGORE. It has never been customary to passat these Friday 
night sessions bills carrying so large an amount. 

Mr, LANSING. I object to the further consideration of this bill 
to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would not be willing in the present case to de- 
part from our ordinary practice. 

Mr. MORRILL. lask unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside 
informally, retaining its place. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill go over until Wednesday next along with the three bills included 
in the previous order, and that the previous question be considered as 
operating after debate of half an hour. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro there objection to the order proposed 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Before the order is made, I to inquire for in- 
formation whether this officer died in the service. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. He did. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
order proposed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], and 


that order will be considered as made, 


tHoVvegn 


CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD HOTISE. 


EMILY FRY. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension 


to Emily Fry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the prov sions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily Fry, widow of Nathanie! 
Fry, late a soldier in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. SmysEn) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the a (H.R. poem grant- 
ing _pae to Emily Fry, have considered the same and respectfully repor! 
as follows: 

Mrs. Fry filed an application in ee Pension Bureau April 18, 1878, declaring 
that she is the widow of Nathaniel Fry, who rendered service as a soldier in 
= je ae and while in said service participated in the battle at Stoning- 

on Poin 

The claimant was married to the soldier on the Ist day of March, 1835, and 
he died am ay? 24, 1857. She has not remarried since death. 


T Sovenacans fail to show the service claimed, and the 
—— 3 epelleniion w rejected on that ground by the Pension Bureau. 
© records of a reales office, State of Semnacion. show, however, 
that. Nathaniel sles a private in Capt. Joseph Stanton’s company from 
June 8 to June 17, 


John D. Geer, of Griswold, c Conn. — that he is seventy-three years old 
and was well acquainted Nathanie the claimant’s husband; also 
that his (Geer’s) father aay a pete in on war of 1812 and he han him 
and others who were with him say that Nathaniel F: we A in a service and 
participated with him (Geer’s — in the battle of 

The claimant and Joshua S. Rathburn also swear to ae ‘often heard Na- 
thaniel Fry converse relative to his service in the war of 1812, and also to his 
nen oe ee of his said service and of his participation in the 

tle 

Mrs. Fry is re and very poor and your committee believe that, as an 
act of iusiien, the relief prayed for by her should be granted. 

The bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. MARIA B, JUDAH. 


Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. I ask the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 5835) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Maria B. 


Judah. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to increase the onof Mrs, Maria B. Judah, w+ Abape 
Maj. Henry M. Judah, United States Arey, and pay her at the rate ‘of $25 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now paid 


The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentacky) is as follows: 


on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5835) grant- 
ing an increase of 7 pention to Mrs. Maria ia B. Judah, widow of Maj. Henry M. 
J of United States Fourth Infantry, have examined the same and rec- 


ts passage. 

Maj. Henry M. Judah a poco (> at West Point July 1, 1843, with General 
Grant. He was appointed second lieutenant of the Eighth United States In- 
fantry on that date. Appointed second lieutenant Fourth United States In- 
fantry April 19, 1846. Brevetted first lieutenant September 8, 1847, for gallant 
and meritorious conduct in the battle of del Rey, Mexico, Brevetted 
captain September 13, 1847, for gallant and meritorious conduct in the battle of 


Chapultey Mexico. He wasa nted first lieutenant of the Fourth United 
nee ans as 26, 1847, captain Fourth United States Infantry Sep- 
m 
While his comm in the Fourth a he was commissioned 
colonel of the ee California ‘appointed eon ese 6, 1861, 
until November He was ned brigadier ited States Vol- 
unteers March 21, ioe, Sones major of the Fourth atten | Silos Infantry: 
June 30, 1862. He was mustered out “Ss =) volunteer eee August 24, 1865, 
when he returned to Bast as of his old regiment and was in com- 
mand of P’ ew Veh ahetehaonmebunitthetanatin 
1866. of Officers and Grad- 


death, J 14, Register of the 
uates of the Military ry Academy by Bvt. Maj. Gen. George W. Cullum, page 37, 


Mrs. Judah is nee a & pension of $20 month, 
Your committee recommend ee to $25 per month in lieu of the pen- 
sion she now receives. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
E. T. HANLON. 


Mr. LAWS. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9436) granting an 
increase of pension to E. T. Hanlon. 


guise ete. That tho Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
ll the name qf E. T. Hanlon, 


jie of Company i ity-ccond in lieu of the ‘Ohio Volunteer Intaniry, and npigd 
: report (by Mr. Laws) ee 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, was referred the bill (H.R. 
9436) granting an increase of eS TI Manion, submit the following re- 
Claimant enlisted A 11, 1862, E, Fifty-second Ohio Volunteers. 
oot ai tes a aren at $5 a month from 
a 1883, ond at 950 fous March at ot ht, iene 
ir 
a ae ie ee for > 
ier ¢, ee a 9, 1889, on the that no injustice had 
Sotnanees eet eeet ieeuent has Bean unaiie to tpmenstony basinen oh 
1879 and that he His officers testify to his 


present condition of claimant to be one of inability to any labor 
of any kind, and that he is confined to his room and beda portion 
of the time, and that he is a constant and great sufferer. 


Sreprrverre 10. 
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1890. 


Your committee are of opinion that claim for an increased pension isa just 
one and recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIS BROOKS. 


Mr. MCRAE. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
11306) to pension Willis Brooks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and direcied to place on the pension-roll the name of Willis Brooks, 
Longview, Ashley County, Arkansas, who served as private in Captain 
ouse’s company, Major Webb's battalion Alabama Volunteers, Creek war of 
836, and pay him the same pension as is allowed by law for service in the war 


of 1812, 
The report (by Mr. De LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11306) grant- 
ing a pension to Willis Brooks, have considered the same, and report: 

The War Department rts that Willis Brooks was a private in Captain 
House’s company, Major Webb’s battalion, Alabama Volunteers, Creek War, 
from June 2, 1836, to September 1, 1836. 

M. D. Boyd and T. C. Phillips, citizens of Ashley County, Arkansas, swear 
that they have been acquainted with the claimant for forty years,and know 
that he is seventy-four years old, a cripple, and unable to work; also that he is 
in needy circumstances, having no income or means of support. 

The bill seems to be a meritorious one, and your committee therefore recom- 
mend its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY Y. DEWEES. 
Mr. ROWELL. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11457) to in- 
crease the pension to Mary Y. Dewees. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Mary Y. Dewees, widow of Thomas B. Dewees, 
Jate major Ninth United States Cavalry, the sum of $70 per month, in lieu of 
the amount she is now receiving. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Thomas B. Dewees entered the service of the United States as a private Sec- 
ond Dragoons in March, 1858. Was promoted corporal and sergeant in 1859. 
In 1861 was promoted second lieutenant for faithful services in his own regi- 
ment ; moted first lieutenant the same year. Was brevetted captain for gal- 
lant andl quoribovdoms services at the battle of Beverly Ford, Va. In the battle 
of Beverly Ford he was severely wounded, his face having been split open by a 
saber wound. He was ured, taken to Libby prison, transferred to Macon, 
Ga., and thence to Columbia, 8. C. He escaped from Columbia, walking bare- 
footed to Knoxville, Tenn., where he rejoined the Union armies. In 1866 he 
‘was appointed captain of the Second Cavalry. He served on the plains under 
Generals Custer, Crook, Merritt, and Miles, taking a in every campaign 
against the Indians. In 1880 he wasappointed major of the Ninth Cavalry, and 
General Sheridan placed him in command of Fort Reno, Indian Territory. 
While at Fort Reno he drove the Payne boomers out of Oklahoma. In the 
campaign against the Sioux Ipdians his face was frozen, his old wounds broke 
out,and he was crippled with inflammatory rheumatism. In 1881, while en- 
gaged in-active campaign against Indians he was stricken with stricture of the 
cesophagus. He died of cancer in 1886, after long antl excruciating suffering. 


An amendment reported by the committee to strike out ‘‘$70’’ and 
insert “‘$40’’ was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


KE, A. HIBBARD. 


Mr. HAYES. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 1869) granting a 
pension to E. A. Hibbard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. A. Hibbard, now of Omaha, 
Nebr., widow of E. P. Rollins, late of Company H, Thirty-fifth Regiment of 
Iowa Infantry. 


Mr. KILGORE. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred, the bill (H. R. 
1869) granting a pension to E. A. Hibbard, widow of E. P. Kollins, submit the 
following report: 

The soldier, E. P. Rollins, enlisted in Company H, Thirty-fifth lowa Infantry, 
August 9, 1862, for three vears. He was injured in line of duty by a gunshot 
wound, losing a finger, and also received injury to his knee. Following this, 
he was transferred to the Veteran Reserve Corps, and on March 9, 1865, received 
a certificate for discharge, on the ground that he had not been able for duty for 
ee and on this certificate was discharged March 21, 1865, at Indian- 
apo : 

The records of ital treatment show that he was at P. H. Burnside bar- 
— Indianapolis, Ind., from January 24 to February 25, 1865, complaint not 

, and from February 26 to March 21, 1865, suffering from chronic diarrhea, 
and on that day was discharged in accordance with certificate above mentioned : 
and, without giving dates, we will say that he was also reported sick repeat- 
7 during the years 1363 and 1864. 

ow, from the date of this discharge, when he would presumably start home, 
he has never been beard from, and letters on file show that nothing has been 
heard from him by his wife or his relatives, and that they have taken every 
means to trace him out, but all without success. 

These letters state, as an argument for believing that he is dead, that his rela- 
tions with his family and friends were such that there would be every reason 
to epee that he would return to them; and they also recite, as facts justify- 
ing this same belief, that he himself has never made application for pension, 
back pay, or bounty, although it seems clear that if living he would have been 
entitled to some, or all, of these claims. 

It is, of course, under the circumstances, utterly impossible to show either act- 
ual death or date of death, and so the Pension Office was doubtiess justified 
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in not allowing the claim; but the conviction forces itself upon the committee 
with irresistible force that his death must have almost immediately followed 
his discharge from hospital, and, of course, in fact, the circumstances must be 
mere conjecture, but it was doubtiess so, that be was unknown, as no know! 
edge ever reached any of his friends of the fact. In any ordinary matter this 
absence for this length of time, taken in connection with bis sickness at and 
preceding his discharge, would be treated as conclusive of death, and,if so, it 
would reasonably follow that that death must have occurred almost immedi- 
ately after the discharge. 

At this session of Congress the Senate, in Report No. 107, in the case of Cath- 
erine Morris, has treated such absence asevidence of death, and this committee, 
in Report No, 523, has adopted in the same case the Senate report to this effect. 
The same rule in such a matter should govern in matters relating to pensions 
as well as any other affairs in business, Therefore, believing that the said 
soldier died as stated above, we recommend the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read the third time. 

Mr. TARSNEY. How is it that the report in this case traces the 
history of a soldier named Rawlins and yet the pension is inthe name 
of a woman named Hibbard? Has she been married since or has she 
a husband living now ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill was reported by the gentle- 
man from Iowa[Mr. FLick]. He can probably state the circumstances. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I would like to know before we pass the bill 
whether we are going to enter upon the practice of pensioning a wo- 
man as a widew who is not a widow. 

Mr. LANSING. Let the bill be again reported. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. LANSING. Now, this man disappeared twenty-five years ago, 
and under the limitations of the pension act she would receive pension 
from the time of his disappearance if the bill was passed in its pres- 
ent shape. 


Mr. MORRILL. Oh, ‘no; but from the passage of the act. 


Mr. LANSING. That is not the eftect of this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is the provision of the law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has examined the report 
and does not find anything in it except that the bill proposes to pen- 
sion a Mrs. E. A. Hibbard, widow of E. P. Rollins, and does not seem 
to enter into any explanation as to why this change of name appears. 

The Chair will direct the bill to be laid aside informally for the pres- 
ent. 


JONATHAN S&S, BRINK, 


On motion of Mr. SCRANTON, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Brink, was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonathan 8S. Brink, dependent 
father of John Brink, late of Company K, Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, war of 1861: Provided, That this pension shall begin on the 27th da 
of March, A. D. 1873. 

The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (17. R. 
3617) granting a pension to Jonathan 8, Brink, having considered the same, re 
portas follows: 

John Brink, the only son of the above-named claimant, enlisted as a private 
in Company K of the Eleventh Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry, to serve 
three years, and was duly mustered into the United States service on the 26th 
day of August, A. D. 1861. 

On the 3d day of April, 1863, he was regularly discharged from the service of 
the United States by reason of the resection of 8 inches (including the artie 
ulation) of the right humerus, resulting from a gunshot wound received in 
the service and in the line of his duty, at Windsor, Va., in January, 1863, 

For the injuries resulting from this wound the soldier wasduly pensioned by 
the United States at the rate of $15 per month by certificate No, 3248, the rate 
of pension granted in itself showing the gravity of the injury he had sustained 

The soldier was killed at La Grange, in the State of Kentucky, on the 25th 
day of March, A. D. 1873. 

On the 9th day of April, 1880, Jonathan S. Brink filed a claim for pension as 
dependent father of John Brink, which claim was rejected on the ground that 
the death cause had no relation to the injuries incurred in the service. 

The following facts are ascertained from the evidence on file in the cass 
Jonathan 8S, Brink, this claimant, isan old man, sixty-eight years of age, witli 
no property whatever, wholly unable to perform manual labor, and entirely de 
pendent for support on persons not legally bound to support him. The soldier 
was his only son, and in every way, including the payment of portions of his 
pension money, acknowledged his obligation to aid in the support of his aged 
father. The mother died in February, 1853, having been married to this claim 
ant on the 26th day of August, 1343, and that the soldier was never married 

The only testimony obtainable as to the manner of the death of the soldier is 
contained in the statement of the telegraph operator that he was killed by fa 
ing off the cars and that this accident happened because of the crippled cond 
tion of the soldier’s right arm. On this point the surgical description of the 
wound and its resu)ts, as given by Dr. H.S. Cooper, the family physician, b« 
comes important. The doctor's language is as follows: 

“I saw him immediately after his return from the Army, at which time I ex- 
amined his wound. A ball or other missile had passed through the right bu- 
meérus and some seven or eight inches of the bone had been resected, and the 
resection practically destroyed the use ofthe right arm. The power of prehen- 
sion was gone, and there was no streneti: comparatively in the member. Any 
violent or sudden movement of the body requiring the use of that arm for the 
purpose of maintaining his equilibrium would entirely upset him, and hence 
he was, from the crippled condition of his arm, far more liable to accidents than 
other men of hisage. The lack of power in this arm was, in all probability, 
the prime factor in producing the accident, since noreliance could be placed on 
his right arm.” 

This statement is corroborated by the testimony of Benjamin M. Green 

Under all the facts of this case your committee are of the opinion that the 
claimant is equitably entitled to the relief prayed for, and we therefore recom- 
mend that the bill do pass, amended by striking outall the words after “ sixty- 
one.” 


TY¥segaTratyy see aD 








10260 





The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELLEN FINNERTY. 


On motion of Mr. ANDREW, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
7184) granting a pension to Ellen Finnerty was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Finnerty, motherof Thomas 
IP’, Finnerty, late of Company K, First Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. FLick) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
7184) granting a pension to Kilen Finnerty, submit the following report: 

Ellen Finnerty isthe dependent mother of Thomas P. Finnerty, who was a 
member of Company K, Firat Massachusetts Infantry. Thomas P. Finnerty 
was a good soldier, and was wounded in the head by gunshot wound in action; 
from this wound epilepsy was developed, and with which he was afflicted up 
to the date of his death, 

Ellen Finnerty is seventy-two years old, almost totally helpless and destitute, 
and for years prior to the death of her sun depended on him for sup , he re- 
maining single and using his earnings to support her. Sheapplied for pension, 
which was rejected on the ground that the soldier's death was not attributable 
to his army service. 

‘The testimony shows that the soldier was killed by being thrown from a rail- 
road track by a locomotive, One witness testifies thatshe saw him walking on 
the railroad track in front of an approaching train, carrying his shoes in his 
hands and gesticulating wildly with his arms, and he was found dead in close 
proximity to where she saw him, with one leg broken and body bruised, un- 
eer by the engine before mentioned. 

The evidence shows he was oilten afflicted with epileptic attacks and when 
#0 afflicted would at times seemingly be insane and violent before a spasm 
would intervene. He was a man of exemplary habits, sober and industrious. 

Your committee believe from all the testimony in this case that the soldier 
came to his death by reason of an attack of epilepsy, and that therefore this 
bill should pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA LEACH. 


Mr. COGSWELL, I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be ét enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
nud limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Leach, who was t 
widow of Robert Morrison, private in Company H, One hundred and fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr.CrA1G) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach, submitted the following report: 

Thet Martha Leach was the widow of Robert Morrison, Company H, One 
hundred and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers, who enlisted August 29, 1861, and 
died of wounds at the Wilderness, Virginia, May 12, 1864; that she was pen- 
sioned as his widow until September 23, 1869, when she married Patterson Leach; 
that said Leach died August 17, 1889; that she is nearly sixty years of age, in very 
paw health, and has no meaus of support other than daily labor, which she 
s unable to perform. 

You committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD A, CABEEN, 


On motion of Mr. FLOWER, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
3534) to grant a pension to Richard C, Cobeen was considered. 
It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ived and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Richard C. Cobeen, who 
was a soldier in Company A,in Owen's Battalion, in the Mexican war, and pay 
him a pension of $& per month, commencing January 29, 1837,the date of the 
act entitled “An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexi- 
can war, and for other purposes.”’ 


The report (by Mr. H1L1.) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3534) grant- 
ing a pension to Richard C. Cabeen, have considered the same and respectfully 
submit the following report: 

The claimant was a private in Capt, E. J. G w's company, which was at- 
tached to Colonel Doniphan's First Missouri Volunteers and rendered service 
from February LL, 1847, to April 5, 1847,in the war with Mexico. 

The applicant filed his deciaration June 2, 1887, claiming a service pension as 
a survivor of the Mexican war under the provisions of act of Congress 
proved January 29, 1887, but the Pension Bureau ed the claim July 2, 
1887, apon the ground that the organization to wh the claimant belon 
was never mustered into the United States service. 

The records of the War nt contain no evidence of the existence of 
the organization to which the claimant belonged, but it appears from the evi- 
dence on file and the licant’s statements that his company was by 
command and au ty of Col. A.W, Doniphan, of the First Missouri Volun- 
teers, commanding the United States forces operating in New Mexico known 
asthe “Army of the West.” 

The com ny was organized out of the teamsters, traders, and gine fetes. 
ers generally that had acoompanied Colonel Doniphan's command in cam- 
paign known as ‘‘ Doniphan's expedition " to meet atemporary military emer- 
wency thatarose near the city otf Chihuahua, in Mexico. The claimant was a 
trader in Mexico and was pressed into the service together with other traders by 
eel Doniphan and while so serving actually bore arms and participated in 

The Secretary of the Interior,in sustaining on a the rejection of the 
claim onthe ground that the claimant was not regularly enlisted into the United 
States service, uses the following language : 

* Itappears from the evidence that the appellant performed faithful service 
during the short time that said organization to which he belonged was in exist- 
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ence, and also participated in a battle in which said organization was engaged, 
and where it performed gallant and meritorious service, so that the Department 
has no hesitation in expressing its regret that the visions of said act (the 
Mexican war-service act) can not be extended to him, and to his comrades of 
saic command, and its belief that this claim affords a meritorious and com- 
mendable case for Congressional action.” 

It may be stated that the claimant's service has received recognition from the 
Government by the allowance to him of a warrant for bounty land. 

The claimant is now about sixty-five years old and in poor and needy cir- 
cumstances. 

Your committee, believing the case to be one of exceptional merit, - yo 
fully return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, how- 
ever, as follows: By striking out all after the word “ month,” in line 7; also 
by inserting, after the word “ battalion,” in line 6, the words “ attached to Colo- 
nel Donipban’s First Missouri Regiment; ’’ also by changing the name “ Co- 
been" to “‘Cabeen” wherever it occurs. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; 

and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended to conform. 


JAMES A, RICE. 


Mr. KINSEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of James A. Rice. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of James A. Rice, late a private 


in Company F, Seventh Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, and tq issue to him an 
honorable discharge as of the last date when he was present with said regiment. 


The report (by Mr. K1NsEyY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill . It. 5587) 
for the relief of James A. Rice, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

James A. Rice was enrolled September 10, 1861, asa private in Company F, 
Seventh Kentucky Volunteers, to serve three years. 

On April 30,1862, he was reported as having deserted April 2, 1862,at Camp 
Carter, and the muster-out roll, dated at Louisville, Ky., October 5, 1864, reports 
him deserted at Cumberland Ford, Ky., April 7, 1862. 

This soldier was enrolled July 26, 1863, in Company G, Forty-ninth Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry \ olunteers, to serve twelve months, and was mustered out 
with Company F of that regiment on December 26, 1864. 

It appears very clearly from testimony submitted to your committee that he 
was left at Camp Carter sick with typhoid fever at the time he is reported as 
having deserted ; that he got a discharge from the hospital there, was taken care 
of at the house of a Mr. Baker for two weeks,and was then removed to the 
home of his father in Harland County, Kentucky, where he remained sick four 
or five months, 

In the mean time his re 
then difficult to reach, 
regiment was. 

Having fully recovered from his illness, Mr. Rice enlisted in Company G, 
Forty-ninth Kentucky, as stated above, being assured at the time by the captain 
of his company, as is clearly shown, that a transter from the Seventh to the 
Forty-ninth Kentucky ment would be secured for him. Your committee 
are of opinion that this soldier never had any intention of deserting the service 
and that his absence from the Seventh Kentucky is satisfactorily explained. 

We therefore recom mend that the bill do pass with the following amendment : 
Strike out all afterthe word “the,” in line 7,and insert in lieu thereof “7th day 
of April, 1862,” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the committee. F 

Mr. TARSNEY. I would like to inquire of the gentlemen on the 
committee who have investigated this case if in 1863, when this soldier 
re-enlisted in another regiment, he got a bounty, and why he was not 
able to rejoin his own regiment, it being in the same State where he 
re-enlisted. This is an explanation, I think, due to the House before 
we undertake to pass this bill; and if there is any explanation in the - 
papers before the committee I think we are entitled to then. 

Mr. KINSEY. This bill, Mr. Speaker, comes from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, where it was investigated. No bounties were paid 
in Kentucky at that time—— 

Mr. TARSNEY. The United States Government was paying boun- 
ties in 1863, 

Mr. KINSEY. No bounty was paid there at that time. 

Mr. TARSNEY. The Government of the United States gave a 
bounty wherever the person was enlisted, anywhere in the United 
States. 

Mr. KINSEY. There is no evidence that he received a bounty. 

A portion of the report shows that he did not intentionally desert 
the Army, but the condition of the State of Kentucky wassuch at that 
time that he could net rejoin bis own regiment, being unable to 
get to that part of the State. It appears that be enlisted in the Forty- 
ninth Kentucky Regiment, and was assured at the time by the cap- 
tain of his company that a transfer from the Seventh to the Forty- 
ninth would be secured for him. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Does the report so state? 

Mr. KINSEY. Yes. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ido not think it was read. It is a very material 
fact if he disclosed the fact at the time that he belonged to another 
organization and was informed that a transfer would be secured, and 
would make a material difference in the case. 

Mr. KINSEY. I ask the Clerk to read that portion of the re- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Rice enlisted in Cmeny G eae Kentucky, as stated above, be- 
ing assured at the time by the ca n of his company, asis clearly shown, that 


ment had moved intoapart of Kentucky which was 
it also appears that he did not know just where the 
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atransfer from the Seventh to the Forty-ninth Kentucky Regiment would be 
secured —- 


Mr. TARSNEY. That is sufficient. I have no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. — 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MAJ. HENRY A. READ. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 111) for relief of Maj. 


Henry A. Read. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas Henry A. Read, late major of the Ninety-ninth Pennsyivania Volun- 
teer Infantry, was dismissed the service of the United States on the lyth day of 
February, 1863; and aay ' 

Whereasthe President of the United States by the following letter from the 
Secretary of War to the governor of Pennsylvania did remove the disability 
resting upon the said Maj. Henry A. Read, by reason of said dismissal, in the 
subjoined order, to wit: 

“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
** November 2, 1863, 

“Ser: I have the honor, by order ofthe Secretary of War, to inform you that 
the disability in the case of Henry A. Read, late major Ninety-ninth Pennsy|- 
vania Volunteers, is hereby removed, except that he will not be permitted to 
re-enter the same regiment, and he can be recommissioned an officer of volun- 
Siem, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
** Assistant Adjulaat-Gencrel 
“ His Excellency the Governor or PennsyiL vant, Harrisburgh, Pa,” 

Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause the record of the War Departmeut to be corrected and to 
grant tosaid Henry A. Read an honorable discharge trom the service of the 
United States, bearing date of November 2, 1863: Provided, That by this reso- 
lution or of the amendment of the record of said Henry A, Read, hereby pro- 
vided for, the said Read shall receive no pay or allowance whatever for time 
subsequent to the date of record of dismissal. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the abseuce of objection, the joint 
resolution will be considered as ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and the question recurs on its passage. 

The joint resolution was passed. 


IRENEUS SHORTRIDGE. 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. K. 2496) correcting the mili- 
tary record of Ireneus Shortridge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Ire- 
neus Shortridge, he being a sqidier in the Union Army in the late war and a 
meinber of Company B, Sixty-third Indiana Volunteers. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as {ol- 
lows: 


Add to the bill the following: 
“Said honorable discharge to date from September 28, 1862." 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affiirs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.2496) 
correcting the military record of Ireneus Shortridge, having considered the 
same, respec! fully report: 

lreneus Shortridge, a minor, enlisted in Company B, Sixty-third Indiana, Feb- 
ruary 15, 1462, but is reported on the muster-roil October 31, 1862,as having de- 
serted. The record and pension division of the War Department makes the 
following report of the case: 


Case of Ireneus Shortridge, late private Company B,Sixly-third Indiana Volunte rs. 
RECORD AND Pension Division, May 20, 1590. 


Ireneus Shortridge, private Company B, Sixty-third Indiana Volunteers, was 
enrolled (as eighteen years old) on February 15, 1462, to serve three years. He 
was present with his company on June 30 and August 31,1862; buton the mus- 
ter-roll of October 31, 1862, he is reported ‘ absent, deserted September 2s, | 62, 
Indianapolis.” He never returned to his company, which was retained in serv- 
ice until May 3, 1865. The muster-out roll gives as date of his desertion Octo- 
ber 16, 1862. 

The records on file at the War Department fail to show that he was ever ar- 
rested: but a transcript from the records of the Cass Councy (Indiana) circuit 
court shows thata writ ot habeas corpus was issued on a petition of Samue! 
Shortridge, for release of his son from service as a soldier; that the cause was 
heard before Horace P. Biddle, presiding judge, eleventh circuit, Indiana, on 
December 2, 1862, and that the judge made the following order: ‘* December 2; 
parties appeared, pleadings were had, and evidence heard. It appearing that 
the said jreneus enlisted without his father’s consent before he was eighteen 
years old he is discharged.” 

No testimony is on file at the War Department to show the whereabouts of 
this soldier from about September 2%, 1862, when he is reported as having do- 
serted, until pronounced released from service as a soldier, on December 2, 
1862, by the judge of a State court, which is held not to be a court of competent 
jurisdiction to release soldiers from the service of the United States. 

His application for removal of the charge of desertion was rejected in 1486 be- 
cause the records fail to show that this soldier was taken from his company by 
writ of habeas corpus, but on the contrary show that he deserted two months 
prior to the proceedings in his case by a State court. 

Since 1886 the status of the case has not been changed. 

Respectfully submitted, ' 

9 F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. 8. Army 

The Secretary ov Wan. 

The father of Ireneus testifies that the boy came home on furlough sick, and 
was utterly unable to return at the date of its expiration, and continued ill and 
unable to travel, and that he proceeded to the Cass circuit court, State of In |i- 
ana, and successfully prosecuted a writ of habeas corpus for his release. The 
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iftida vit of the father, Lemuel Shortridge, who {fs vouched for by Representative 
OWEN as a most reputable gentleman, is as follows 
STATE OF INDIANA, Jasper County, ss 


_ Lemuet Shortridge. tirst being duly sworn, on his oath says his son Ireneus 
late of Company B, Sixty-third Indiana Volunteer Infantry, came home from 
ludiunapolis, Ind., on three days’ furlough on or about September 25, 1862, and 
did not return to his regiment at the expiration of his said furlough on account 
of his being very sick, so much so that he was totally incapacitated from travel 
or being otherwise removed. Afliant turther swears that he notified Col. Will 
iam Williams, commanding officer of the Sixty-third Indiana Volunteers, that 
his son was unable to return on account of sickness 

The said colonel, by threats of force, demanded his return 
which I at once informed him that I would institute habeas corpus proceedings 
which JI did, and had him discharged December 2, ts62 Afliant furthe 
that during the interim which elapsed between his son's furlough and discharge 
from September 25, 1862, to December 2, 1862) he was at home, and was with and 
under his control. 


upon receipt of 


r swears 


LEMUEL SHORTRIDGE, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2!st day of July, 1890. 

JACOB M. TROXELL, 
Justice of the Pea 

Your committee amend the bill by adding at the close of line 7 as follows 
‘Said honorable discharge to date from September 28, 1862,” and, so amended 
recommend the bill do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. One moment. It is usual in such cases to put a 
clause in the bill that a soldier shall receive no pay or emoluments by 
reason of this act. Would it not be well, out of abundaut caution, to 
put that in this case ? 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. Without objection, the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas will be considered as accepted 
‘There was an amendment reported by the committee, and perhaps we 
had better dispose of that amendment first. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I will say to the gentleman that this w: 
the case of a boy fifteen years of age who was taken out bf his tathes 
under a writ of habeas corpus. 

Mr. KILGORE, I have no objection to the bill, but I say there 
ought to be an amendment to prevent him from receiving any pay o1 
emolument by reason of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. KILGORE was reported, as follows 

Provided, That he shall receive no pay or emolument by reason of the passage 
of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

EMILY ONDERDONK, 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily 
Onderdonk. 

‘Tbe bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Emily Onder 
donk,a resident of Battle Creek, Mich., at the rate of $12 per month, on ac 
count of disability resulting from disease contracted while serving as a hospital! 
nurse during the war of the rebellion 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2425) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk, submit the following report 

Emily Onderdonk, whose maiden name was Emily Rowell, entered the sery 
ice as an army nurse July 6, 1563, being duly commissioned by Miss Dix and 
the Western Sanitary Commission. Sle was assigned to duty at Webster Hos- 
pita!, Memphis, Tenn., and served there acceptably to December 7, 1863; she 
was then transferred to Gayosa Hospital, serving until November 1, 1864 

Mrs. Onderdonk has her commission and order on file. From exposure and 
fatigue in caring for the sick and wounded Mrs, Onderdonk suffered from an 
attack of brain fever, aud had hardly recovered when she was attacked with 
camp feverand pneumonia, From the sickness incurred in the service she has 
never recovered and is a constant sufferer from nervous debility and is unfitted 
to labor. 

In view of these circumstances the passage of the bill is recommended 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS P. NOROS, 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to 
Louis P. Noros, late of the Jeannette expedition to the Arctic Ocean 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enac’ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
therized and directed to place upon the pension-rolis the name of Louis P, 
Noros, late of the United States ship Jeannette,in the expedition to the Arctic 
Ovean, and allow him a pension at the rate of $25 per month 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Insert, after the words “ pension-rolls in line 4, the words “subject to th: 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws; also strike out all after the 
word “ocean,” in line 6. 

The report (by Mr. RANDALL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 9215) gra 
ing a pension to Louis P. Noros, have considered the same and beg leave to sub 
mit the following report: s 

The records of the Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department, show that th 
claimant enlisted at New York May 17, 1879, as a seaman for the cruise of the 
United States Arctic steamer Jeannette and served on board of that vesse! until 
she was lost, and subsequently in the search for Lieutenant-Commander D 
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Long and parts, and was finally discharged from the service on June 1, 1883, at 

Washington, D.C. 
In his petition for relief the claimant declares that his health and bodily vigor 
have been impaired by the terrible hardships, exposure, and rr 
and as time goes by the effects of ordeal 


in the frozen regions of the 

beeome more and more visible. He can now perform only the lightest kind of 
labor, and he finds himself, through no fault of his own, unable to earn a Hve- 
Mnood at he ordinary employments which, were his health not impaired, would 
ve open to him. 

The claimant further declares that when the Jeannette was abandoned in the 
ice he was a member of the boat’s crew of Lieutenant De Long; that when, after 
a thousand miles’ journey in the boat, the party landed at the mouth of the 
Lena River their provisions were exhausted and the men worn out witli fa- 
ligue and exposure; that then Seaman Nindemann and himself were sent ahead 
for food and help; that after a journey of sixteen days, during which they en- 
dured the most terrible privations from hunger and , they reached a cam 
of natives and it was through the efforts of Seaman Nindemann and hi f 
that the bodies of Lieutenant De Long and his companions were recovered and 
the records of the expedition preserved. 

Governor Brackett, of Massachusetts, seven members of the governor's coun- 
cil, Hlon. H. C. Hartwell, president of the Massachusetts senate, Hon, W. ©. 
Barrett, speaker of the Massachusetts house of representatives, and forty-nine 
members and senators of the Legislature of that State, indorse the claimant's 


petition, and ask that the relief prayed for be granted. 
After a review of the facts your committee recommend the passage of the bill 
with the followingamendments: Insert after the word “ pension-rolls,” in line 


4, the words * subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws ;"’ 
also strike out all after the word “ ocean,” in line 6. 


The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

IRA AGAN, 


Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10727) granting a pension to 
Ira Agam. * 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Keil enacted, ee,., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby ,author- 
ized and directed to put the nameof Ira Agam, a corporal, Someoeg C, See- 
j 


ond Regiment United States Dragoons, on the pension-rolls, subject to the 
limitations and provisions of the pension laws, 

‘The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Amend so as to spell the claimant's surname Agan, instead of Agam, andalso 
amend the title in thesame manner. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10727) grant- 
ing a pension to Ira Agam, have considered the same, and report: 
‘The claimant was a corporal in Troop C, Second United States Dragoons, from 
January 25, 1837, to January 25, 1840, and rendered service in the Florida Indian 


war. 

He filed an application in the Pension Bureau April 17, 1885, declaring that 
about May 25, 1839, at Dead Man's Bay, Florida, he was attacked with intermit- 
tent fever, which resulted in heart disease. The claimant was unable, how- 
ever, to furnish the proof necessary to show that he contracted the disease in 
the service, and his application was copseqaeny aaares. 

Mr. Agan is now seventy-one years old and entirely disabled for the perform- 
ance of manual Jabor. He is a sufferer from rheumatism, rupture, and disease 
of heart, and the testimony on file traces the last-named disease as far back as 
ISM. Heand his aged wife are entirely destitute of property, and their only 
means of support is what his wife earns by weaving — 

The facts are substantiated by the sworn statements of Joseph H. Wetmore, 
Alfred Wilson, Charles Tyler, and other reputable citizens of Allegan County, 


Michigan, 
In view of the claimant's service, his great ae, disability, and destitution, 


your committec recommend the passage of the 
Amend so as to spell the claimant’s surname Agan, instead of Agam, and also 
amend the title in the same manner. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

MARY A. BLAISDELL. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10398) for the 
relief of Mary A. Blaisdell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piece on the pension-roll, at the rate of $75 per month 
the name of Mary A. Blaisdell, widow of the lateGeneral William lan 
pay her a pension fram and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

In line 5, after the word “of,” strike out the w 
in lieu thereof the word “ fifty.” 

The report (by Mr. FLIck) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 2 =. 
10398) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Blaisdell, submit the follow- 


grebe 
who was killed in 
Second 


“ seventy-five’ and insert 


in rt: 

‘The claimant is the widow of General William Blaisdell, 
Wattle before Petersburgh, June 23, 1864, while in command of the 
Brigade, Second Division, Second Corps. 

General Blaisdell entered the service as private 


Company H, Fourth United 
States Infantry, Jan 19, [841 ; was promoted corporal July 1, 1841 . 
February |, 1843; transferred to the general vesraiting osrvies Suter Sh and, 
at his own request, was honorably by Special Orders No, 3, 


rs of the Army, April 22, 1853, 
During his service in the Mexican war was engaged with his in the 
. first two battles under General Taylor, and was under General in 
one of his battles, up tothe capture of the city of Mexico. Inthe taking of 
city he received two severe wounds. 
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He was mustered into the volunteer service June 13, 1861,aslieutenant-colone}, 
Eleventh usetts Infantry, and commissioned colonel October 11, 1861. 

He received the brevet of b ier-general of volunteers, June 23, 1864,“ for 
gallant and ished uct.” He served continuously with his regi- 
ment in the Army of the Potomac to July, 1863; on recruiting service in Boston, 
Mass., to November, 1863; Sane First Brigade, Second Division, Third 
Corps, to March 24, 1864; commanding his ment to June 20, 1864, and was in 
command of the Second Second Division,Second Corps.to June 2%, 
1864, upon which date he was killed in action before Petersburgh, Va. 

The evidence before the committee shows that he was recommended for pro- 
motion to the rank of brigadier-general by Major-Generals k, Hum- 
phreys, and Sickles for t and meritorious servicesin the battles and opera- 
tions of the Ist, 24, and 3d of May, 1868; by General Prince, for the manner in 
which he commanded the First Brigade, Second Division, Third Corps, in the 
re of a — of November, 1863. His widow, this applicant, is now poor 
and dependent. 

The committee are of the opinion that the pension in this ease be increased 
from $30, her present pension, to $50 per month, and that said bill be so amended, 
and when so amended that said bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

JAMES M’MULLIN. 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5869) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James McMullin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James MeMullin, late of Company 
1, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
the Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, at the rate of $40 per month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5869) grant- 
ing = ananesan of pension to James McMullin, have considered the same and 
re as follows: 


n the matter of House bill No. 5869, of James MeMullin, we find he enlisted 
in 1862 in Company I, One hundred and eighteenth New York Infantry, and was 


honorably therefrom June 30, 1865; re-enlisted April, 1866,in Sixth 
United States Cavalry; honorably discharged April 2, 1869; re-enlisted April 5, 
1569, in same company and regiment, and honorably May 2, 1872, for 
total disability ; t while a member of the One hundred and hteenth New 


York he took part in ten general en ments, and while in line of duty at 
Fort Harrison, Virginia, September 29, was wounded in left arm by gun- 
shot (ball never removed); that whilein the Sixth United States Caval 

in line ofduty,in an with the ians near Richardso 
March 7, 1868, he was wounded in right side, 


uma, 
That while in thesame company and ment. 


, and 
n, Texas, 
ball passing out near spinal col- 


at Pilot Grove, Tex., February 


22, 1869, he was thrown from a wagon and had his broken and ankle dislo- 
cal while he was acting in line of duty; that in same company and 
regiment, on Dosseubes 26, 1871, had his feet and han frozen, necessitating 


to go to Junction City, 
., and on his return, within time of leave, was overtaken by a severe snow- 

of the storm and injuries so by him received, as above 

set out, im his progress in traveling, and he became so sore from wounded 
leg and ankle and wounded side that he became exhausted, lost his course in 
the storm, had his feet and hands frozen before hiscompany ; that 
he had_ no witness to prove records of the com 
showed his leave of absence, 


8 pension was in- 
at the same time the disability aris- 
included in his certificate. The 
he can not ly to the 
much need of and which is war- 


committee believe that the bill 
a aes a aan ae mee hoes pam, 
recommendation. 


and it is therefore returned with a fa I 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANN BURNETT. 


Mr. GEST. Mr. , ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Bur- 
nett. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Ann 
widow of James W. Burnett, who wasa captain in Company G in the Thirtieth 
SS eee rate of 
—— dollars per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 
, oy by inserting “twenty” in the blank in front of the word “dollars,” 
n tine 
The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
Mr.GESI. I ask unanimous consent that the title of the bill be 
amended so as to read: ‘‘ Ann Roberts,’’ instead of “‘ Ann Burnett,’’ 
and that the same amendment be incorporated in the body of the bill. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Amend by inserting, in line 5, after the word * of,’ the words “ Ann Roberts, 
formerly.” 
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Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, is Mr. Roberts, the husband of this 
woman, now living? : = 

Mr.GEST. No, sir. The report has not been read. Ifthe gentleman 
desires the report can be read. s 

Mr. TARSNEY. She is a second time a widow, then? 

Mr. GEST. Yes. 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
: The title of the bill was amended to conform to the body of the bill. 


ALEXANDER MOORE. 


Mr. PARRETY. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alex- 
ander Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Alexander Moore, late cook and 
nurse of Company H, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, war of the 
rebellion. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

In lines 4 and 5, strike out the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limita- 


tions of the pension laws,” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘at the rate of 
$12 per month from the date of approval hereof.” 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore, have considered the same and 
submit the following report: 

It appears from the mass of testimony submitted in support of the bili that 
upon the organization of the Twenty-fourth Indiana Volunteer Infantry the 
oheimant, who was a young man in good health, but ineligible for enlistment 
on account of a deformed leg, went with the regiment as nurse and cook. 

He remained with the regiment some five months and was a vigilant and at- 
tentive nurse. The regiment suffered an epidemic of measles and chronic di- 
arrhea during the claimant's stay with the organization, and his services in 
attending to the wants of the sick were in constant requisition day and night, 
so much so that his health gave way and he was obliged to return home, suf- 
fering with rheumatism and diarrhea. His health continued to be so much 
impaired from said diseases that he was obliged to abandon his trade (that of a 
shoemaker) on account of being unable to sit, and he still remains unable to do 
any manual labor on account of his sufferings from said diseases, 

he facts above stated are sworn to by James T. Bailey, John Crow, Henry 
C, Shafer, William Quackenbush, John H. Preston, George Weinnour, Capt. W. 
L. Merrick, Capt. Thos. J. Reed, Alexander Reed, James S, Thomas, A. Hutch- 
ins, and Daniel T. Fry, all members of the regiment in which the claimant 
rendered the service and lost hishealth. These witnesses are all neighbors and 
acquaintances of the claimant of many years’ standing and personally know 
the facts testified to; that they are all credible men and good reputable citizens 
is certified to by Governor Alvin P. Hovey, of Indiana. 

The claimant resides at Petersburgh, Ind. 

There is no provision in the general pension laws for eases of this kind, but 
your committee recognizing the equity and justice of the claimant’s prayer for 
relief by special act of Congress, respectfully return the bill, recommending its 
yoemee. amended by striking out-the words “subject to the provisions and 

imitations of the pension laws,” in lines 4 and 5, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “at the rate of $12 per month from the date of approvai hereof.” 


Mr. TARSNEY. Is not that a departure, too? This man was not 
enlisted, never was mustered into the service, as I understand it, and 
never was exposed to danger. 

Mr. PARRETT. He acted as a volunteer nurse. 

Mr. TARSNEY. He acted as cook and nurse, according to the re- 

What different position is this man in than the teamsters, black- 
smiths, and thousands of other non-combatants who were connected 
with the Army? Are we toinclude all of them? We might as well 
include the telegraph men and the tens of thousands of others in no 
wise connected with the military service of the country. Let us stop 
before we go another step. 

Mr. HAYES. What comntittee was this reported from ? 

Mr. BELKNAP. From the Committtee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HAYES. I certainly have no objection to this bill; but I have 
a similar bill in that committee, but I have been unable to get any 
report concerning it. 

r. TARSNEY. I do not want to object to this one particular bill, 
but it is opening the door to place upon the pension-roll every non- 
combatant connected with the Army. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Is not the door already open? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Then it ought to be closed. If all your teamsters, 
all your cooks, if all your hangers-on of the Army, servants.of officers 
and every one else, are to be placed upon the pension-roll, we ought to 
know it. They should be placed upon the pension-rol! if this man is, 
because they all ought to stand on an equality. When you get away 
from the line of pensioning the men who volunteered, who enlisted, 
and who fought and exposed themselves to the dangers of war—when 
you get beyond that line you are in a dangerous field. 

Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I know this man 
and I know the circumstances. They appear in the report. He went 
into this company as a cook and nurse. He remained there five months. 
The reason why he was not mustered into the service was on account 
of a defective leg. The measles broke ont in the regiment and for 
months he acted as a faithful and efficient nurse during all the sick- 
ness, until he himself fell sick and had to be sent home as an invalid. 
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He contracted such disease as resulted in rhenmatism and diarrhea, 
which have followed him ever since. Heis now poor and helpless, and 
an object of pity. 

There is no question that the disease was contracted while he was 
in the service, acting under the direction of the captain of the com- 
pany in which he was regarded as enlisted, although he was not ae- 
cepted asa volunteer. It is a case which appeals by its merits as 
strongly as that of any volunteer nurse who has been allowed a pen- 
sion under similar circumstances. As to precedents, there are numer- 
ous precedents for pensioning nurses who have suffered injury by 
reason of the service they rendered during the time they were engaged 
in such service. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the precedent estab- 
lished is that a nurse must have had six months’ continuous service in 
order to be pensioned. This case does not disclose any such record 

Mr. PARRETT. It discloses the record of five months’ service. 

Mr. TARSNEY. And further it appears from this record that this 
man entered the service as a hired cook. An emergency arose, the 
measles broke out in the camp 

Mr. PARRETT. He did not enter the service as a hired cook; he 
entered the service just as any other soldier entered the service, and re- 
ceived no compensation whatever. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Every soldier was enlisted to perform the duties 
of a soldier, and was mustered in asa soldier. He was not hired to 
perform the duties of a company cook or oflicers’ cook. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the Speaker 
pro tempore announced that the nces seemed tu have it. 

Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call for a division. 
I believe it is a meritorious case. It ought to be passed if any bill is 
passed. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire whether this man enlisted 
and was rejected afterwards. 

Mr. PARRETT. He enlisted, but was not accepted or mustered in, 
on account of this defective leg, but he continued in such service as he 
could perform. Hecontinued for tive months afterwards inthe Army, 
and rendered very valuable services. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. He had the spirit to stick to the work after 
he, was rejected as a soldier, and he performed such s 
I think he ought to have a pension. 

Mr. PiICKLER. I would like to ask the gentleman trom Kansas 
[Mr. MorRit] if this bill was not reeommended by the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was recommended by the committee by a very 
close vote. I remember that myself and two or three others voted 
against it in the committee. 

The House having divided on the question of the passage of the bill, 
there were—ayes 17, noes 13. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ido not want to object tothe passage of this bill 
in a manner that will stop others, and I ask to have every man who is 
present vote and let that settle it. Let the vote be taken over again. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Let us have another vote and 
stand by that. It seems to me that this case goes too far 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, there will be an- 
other vote taken. 

The House having again divided, there were—ayes 14, noes 15. 

Mr. PARRETT. I shall raise the point that there is no quorum 
voting. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. PARRETT. Yes, I will. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will be 
laid aside informally with the understanding that it shall not lose 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. PARRETT. No, Mr. Speaker, I can not consent to that. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Yon will prevent the passage of any further bills 
this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore, Then, if there is no objection, the bill 
will be laid aside informally, with the understanding that it shall not 
lose its place upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PARRETT. Ido not propose to let it go. It 
ease. I understand it personally and know the party 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside. 

Mr. PARRETT. And my friend was mistaken 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gentleman 
from Indiana the bill will be laid aside without prejud 

Mr. PARRETT. I want to say right her: 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the next bill. 





rvice as he could, 


is a meritorio 
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ISAAC N. JACOBS, 
Mr. LACEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10985) grant 
ing a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place upon the pension-roll the name of Isane N. Jacobs, father of John W 


Jacobs, of Company D, Thirteenth lowa Infantry Volunteers.at the rate of —~ 
dollars per month, subject to the limitations of the pension laws. 
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ALEXANDER MOORE, 


Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I have not withdrawn the point that 
I made with reference to that bill I called up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the bill was 
Jaid aside informally, under the order of the House, not to lose its place 
on the Calendar. That is certainly as much as the gentleman can ac- 
complish by raising the question. If he raises the que:tion there is no 
quorum for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Speaker, there was an irregularity in taking 
the vote twice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The order of the House is simply to 
lay the bill aside informally without losing its place on the Calendar, 
so that the gentleman loses no privileges. 

Mr. PARKETT. J would like to have the report read (the whole 
of the report was not read), and then have another vote taken upon the 


bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman be satisfied with that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will bein order. The Clerk 
will report the bill before the House, After that, if there be no ob- 
jection, the Clerk will again report the bill called up by the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

ISAAC N. JACOBS, 


The bill was again read. 

Mr. LACEY. ‘There isan amendment that ought to have been sug- 
gested by the committee, and I have added it to the bill which I have 
sent up to the desk. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10955) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs, submit the following report: 

Isane N. Jacobs is the father of John W. Jacobs, who was a soldier ot Company 
1), Thirteenth Lowa Infantry, and who is now dead and died from disease con- 
tracted in the service. Isaac N. Jacobs is seventy Sve poate old, is in destitute 
circumstances, in feeble health, and prior to the death of hisson was very largely 
apa on him for support, 

John W. Jacobs married and left a widow, but no children, and the widow is 
dead, having survived him but ashorttime. The licant is not entitled toa 
pension under the general law, because of the mans carne of his son, but your 
committee, in view of the fact that his wife survived him but a short time and 
that he left no children, and in view of the destitute condition of his father, rec- 
ommend the passage ofthis bill, 

The amendment offered by Mr. LACEY was read, as follows: 


lusert in the blank, in line 6, afterthe word “ of,’ the word “twelve.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

ALEXANDER MOORE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now permit the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to call up the bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pen- 
sion to Alexander Moore. 

‘Mr. WALKER. What I want to get at is this, Mr. Speaker: If 
this report is read and we then have a vote, will the gentlemam from 
Indiana be satisfied ? 

Mr. PARRETT. I want to make this statement: My friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, is a little mistaken. 
When the matter was called up some weeks ago, when he was present, 
the bill was withdrawn; but it was called up on Friday, the 12th or 
13th, when the gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] was acting 
chairman, and I was there and submitted some further i tion in 
connection with the bill, and at that time it the committee. 
Jlappening to be present, I saw that it passed the committee then pres- 
ent unanimously, and I think if there is any member of the committee 
here who was present that day he will verify my statement. 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course I am unable to say what took place when 
I was absent, but I remember very well that the bill was considered 
aud rejected when I was present. 

Mr. PARRETT. It was withdrawn at that time. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I suppose the House is able 
to determine this matter. 

Mr. WALKER. I want tomake afew remarks in this connection. I 
want to say this, that I have a bill here that Iam exceedingly anxious 
to get through, but I will not give a vote that my conscience does not 
justify if I never get it passed. I have my views on this question, 
and | think that this is purely a matter of right or wrong for the minds 
of members o! this House to determine. If the gentleman desires the 
full report read, and will then submit to the vote, whatever it may be, 
and let the business of the House go on, then I do not object. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. In the event of the House acting on 
the request of the gentleman from Indiana the Chair does not see any 
propriety in yielding, as suggested by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, unless it disposes of the bill if another vote is taken. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Unless we have that assurance, 
I shall object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose that the gentleman 
from Indiana violates his conscience here, and I the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will not have his rasped by voting for this bill. 

As for myself, if this young man volunteered, was willing to go into 
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the Army, and was rejected by the mustering officer, but still re- 
mained with the Army and did his duty; and then when measles 
broke out in the regiment nursed the soldiers in that disease, which 
took off more than any other disease in the Army, I believe it is an 
exceptional case; and I do not believe the objection raised by the 
gentleman from Missouri will obtain. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes the time of the House 
will not be consumed at any considerable length by this matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I raise the question of order, Mr. Speaker, that 
the gentleman is not speaking to any question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe I have the floor. We have got before us 
in the consideration of this measure the report from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. They have brought it in here and have reported 
unanimously in its favor, and the general practice here is to stand by 
the report of a committee. I am mated to see the chairman of the 
committee now taking the back track against his own committee wha 
had considered this matter, and whose report is unanimously in favor 
of allowing this boy his pension. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 

The question was put; and the affirmative vote was counted as 19. 

Mr. LANSING. r. Speaker, I understood we were to have this 
report read. Unless the report is read, I object to the further consid. 
eration of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask this question again: If the 
question is submitted to the Heuse and it decides by a vote, after ar- 
gament, against this claim, will the gentleman then make the point 
of no quorum, so that we would do no more business? 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.’’ 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. The decision will be submitted to, whatever 


t is. 
Mr. WALKER. Then I withdraw my objection. 
The report was read, as follows: ’ 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10456) pote pension to Alexander Moore, have considered the same and 
submit the following report : 

It aypeess from the mass of testimony submitted in su rt of the bill that, 

upon the o ization of the Twenty-fourth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, tho 

e t, who was a young man in health, but ineligible forenlistment on 
leg, went with the regiment as nurse and cook. 

He remained with the regiment some five months and was a vigilant and at- 
tentive nurse, The regiment suffered an epidemic of measles and chronic diar- 
rhea during the claimant's stay with the organization, and his services in at- 
toning be the wants of the siek were in constant uisition day and night, 
so much so that his health gave way and he was obl to return hume, suffer- 
ing with rheumatism and diarrhea, His heaith continued to be so much im- 
paired from said diseases that he was obliged to abandon his trade (that of a 
agennnnes account of being unable to sit, and he still remains unalle to do 
any man labor on account of his ‘erings from diseases, 
he facts above stated are sworn to James T. Bailey, John Crow, Henr 
C, Shafer, William Quackenbush, John H. Preston, George Weinnour, Capt. W. 
L. Merrick, Capt. Thos. J. Reed, Alexander Reed, James S. Thomas, A. Hutchins, 
and Daniel T, Fry, all members of the ment in which the claimant rendered 
the service and lost his health, ‘These witnesses are all neighbors and acquaint- 
ances of the claiaant of many years’ See and personally know the facts 
testified to; that they are all credible men and good reputable citizens is certi- 
fied to by Governor Alvin P. Hovey, of Indiana. 

The claimant resides at Petersburgh, Ind. 

There is no provision in the ee pension laws for cases of this kind, but 

equity and justice of the claimant’s prayer 


The question is on the passage of the 


account of a 


our committee, recognizing 
‘or relief by special act of Congress, or return the bill, reeommending 
tthe wo 


its passage, amended by striking ou ‘subject to the Visions and 
limitations of the pension laws,”’ in lines 4and 5, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “at the rate of $12 per month from the date of approval hereof.” 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, that bill, ! suppose, is a 
very brief one. Will the Clerk read it again? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill again. 

The bill was again reported. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. How is it to be amended? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By striking out the words ‘‘subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws’’ and inserting 
the words ‘‘at the rate of $12 per month.’’ 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. That makes it at the rate of pension 
given to nurses. I will ask my friend from Indiana [Mr. PAkReETr] 
whether he is personally acquainted with this nurse. 

Mr. PARRETT. Iam. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. And you vouch for bis being an honor- 
able man, and that the story as set forth in the report is true? 

Mr. PARRETT. The facts are vouched for by Governor Alvin P. 

report states, and I know the facts to be correctly stated. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mi h Mr. Speaker, there can be no question 
that if this man lost his th as stated in that report he is entitled 
to a pension, but I suggest that the bill should be amended by striking 
out the words ‘‘and cook,’’ so as to pension him as a nurse. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, 1 hope that amendment will not 
prevail. I do not believe in subterfuge in legislation. It was neces- 
sary in order to make even a plausible case of connection with the 
Army, to show that he was connected with the Army at all, to state 
that he wasacook. I do not intend to call a quorum on this bill; I 
know it is going to be passed; but I want to give notice right here that 
it shall not be used as a precedent at the coming session. We are toa 


Hovey, as the 
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quorum and thus prevent the passage of meritorious pension bills that 
are pending, but I give notice that at the next session no such measure 
as this shall pass with my consent. : 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, there is no subterfuge 
about this amendment, If there had been any I should not have ol- 
fered it, The facts as they appear by the record, upon which alone 


It appears that he had a deformed limb, and was thereiore unfit for act- 
ive service in the Army. He is not the only nurse that I know of who 
was in like condition. I had a brother who was unable to bear arms, 
but who exposed himself on a dozen battle-fields as a nurse, under the 
officers of the Christian Commission. 

He has never asked for a pension, but if he had lost his health while 
doing his duty, as he did, at least as well as his tive brothers who were 
in the Army, and if he applied for a pension in consequence of such 
disability, I should say he would be entitled to it; and to say that 
this man is not entitled to a pension when it appears that he lost his 
health by his services to sick soldiers, and when we have pensioned 
hundreds of nurses here, is absurd on the face of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is on the antendment of 
the gentleman frem Michigan to strike out the words ‘‘ and cook.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HENRY W. HALEY. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from the turther consid- 
eration of Senate bill 4209, granting a pension to Henry W. Haley, and 
that it be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Tuat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry W. Haley, who was cm- 
ployed as a secut during the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the Senate report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is still with the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; I have asked unanimous consent that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration. 

Mr. KILGORE, ‘The bill has never been reported by the House 
committee, I believe. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was reported in the Senate, and the Senate re- 
port is here. This man was badly shotin the thigh. I was stationed 
with the command at the time. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
WHEELER] will remember the occasion very well, because he was on 
the other side, and the shot was fired by one of his men. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. In what fight ? 

Mr. MORRILL. In the fight at Fort Donelson, on the 3d of Feb- 
ruary. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Oh, yes; I recollect it very well. 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have a bill myself, a meri- 
torious case that has not been reported from the committee, but I would 
not ask the House to pass it without its being reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This can be brought up now only by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, under the circumstances I will not object; 
but let the Senate report be read. 

The Senate report was read, as follows: 


apension to Henry W. Haley, have « xamined the same and report: 

This isa bill to pension Henry W. Haley, now living near Orange City, in Vo- 
lusia County, Florida., and who was employed as a scout during the late war 
in the years 1862 and 1863, The services in this capacity rendered by Haley are 
verified by Col. William P. Lyon, who commanded the Thirteenth Wisconsin 
Regiment, and was in command of that regiment at Fort Donelson, Tennessee, 
on or about the 3d of February, 1863. In testifying in this case Colonel Lyon 
makes affidavit to the following facts: - 

“ An attack was made on our troops at Fort Donelson, on the Cumberland 
River, by the Confederates, said to be commanded by Generals Wheeler and 
Forrest, and I was ordered by Col, W. W. Lowe, of the Fifth lowa Cavalry, at 
Fort Henry, to go with my regiment to Fort Donelson, to the relief of the 
troops there, commanded by Colonel Harding of the Eighty-third Illinois Vol- 


force which had been thrown across the Fort Heary road. 

“Mr. Haley was with the advance guard by my order; a skirmish followed, 
in which Mr. Haley was shot in the thigh, and severely wounded. As lL ree- 
ollect the tacts his thigh was shattered and he was permanently crippled. Mr, 
Haley was intensely loyal to the Government and rendered valuable service 
asascout. He impressed me asa brave and reliable man.”’ 


Lyon writes in regard to Haley : 

** Not being mustered in as a soldier, the general pension laws do not, I sup- 
pose, reach his case. He was amost valuable scout. He was brave, savacious, 
and trustworthy, and intensely loyal to our cause. He is now old and poor, 
“espe . better entitled than he to the bounty of the Government.” 

one 


of the supreme court of the State of Wisconsin, and is justly regarded as one 
of the most valued citizens of the State, 
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near the end of the present session for me to raise the question ofa! 


we can.vote, are that this man lost his health in nursing sick soldiers. | 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the | 
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The bill was ordered toathird reading; and it wasaccordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
PETER R. EDDY. 
Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I call up the bill (H. R. 4872) to remove the 
( harge of desertion from the record of Peter R. Eddy. 
Che bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secrerary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to cause the records of the War Department to be so amended as 
to remove the charge of desertion from the service record of Peter R. Eddy, 
late a private in Company F, One hundred and twenty-first Ohio Infantry Vol- 
unteers, and to grant «an honorable discharge to said Eddy from the service of 
the United States Army as of January 22, 1863 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMs, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (11. R. 4872) 
to remove the charyze of desertion from the record of Peter R. Eddy, having 
considered the same, respectfully report 

Phat Peter R. Eddy did not desert, but went home on averbal permission 
from his captain, as shown by the evidence of his captain, first lieutenant, and 
orderly sergeant. Atthe time the soldier went home he was sick, whieh sick- 
ness developed into subacute spinal rheumatism. 

The evidence of his neighbors and of his family physician shows that he never 


| recovered his health sufficient to be of any service as a soldier; that he reported 


his condition to his captain, and that in May, 1563, hisec.iptain visited him at his 
home, and states that at that time the soldier was unfit for military duty. 
Under these circumstances the committee are of the opinion that the charge 
of desertion was wrongfully made, and recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


ALEXANDER F. DUTTON, 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
the relief of Alexander I. Dutton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacied, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Alexander F. Dutton, late a volun- 
teer in the naval service of the United States, upon the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. KILGORE, I ask tor the reading of the report in this case. 
‘The report (by Mr. Lewis) was read, as follows: 


I call up the bill (H. R. S169) for 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom wasreferre:| the bill (H. R. 3169) 
for the reliefof Alexander F, Dutton, have had the same under consideration 
and find thatthe beneficiary of the bill was forced into the Confederate service 


| by the conscript law of the Confederate States; that while serving as such con- 
| script he was taken prisoner by the military forces of the United States and was 


contined at Alton, Iil., as a prisoner of war; that while confined at Alton he 
volunteered in the naval service of the United Statesand served asaseaman on 
board of the United States frigate Susquehanna, Capt. Alfred Taylor command 
ing. 

fhe committee find further that while serving asa seaman in the Navy of the 
United States, and in the line of his duty, the said Alexander F. Dutton con 
tracted disease which resulted in disability, entitling him to pension under the 
peusion laws, but his claim for pension has been rejected by the Pension Bureau 
because of claimant's former service in the Confederate army. 

Thecom mittee tid that in consequence of this decision of the Pension Bureau 


| said Dutton can not receive or obtain the pension to which he is justly entitled 


in any way but by act of Congress, and the committee are clearly of the opinion 





that Dutton’s compu!sory service in the Confederate army should not be held 
to deprive him of the privileges and benefits resulting froin his voluntary serv- 
ice in the Navy of the United States. The committee find that a bill precisely 


similar to the one under consideration was unanimously reported tavorably 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Fiftieth Congress. (See Report 3963, 


Fiftieth Congress, second session.) They therefore report the bill back with 


| the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 


| was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4209) granting | 


unteers. Atthetime H, W. Haley,a loyal citizen of Tennessee, was acting asa | 
scout in our service, and I took him with me on thatexpedition. Beitore reach- | 
ing Fort Donelson my advance guard encountered the pickets of the rebel! | 


In a letter to the member of the committee who makes this report, Colonel | 


Lyon was one of Wisconsin's best soldiers, and is well qualified to | 
estimat~ the value of this man’s service. He isnow oneof the associate judzes | 


MRS. M. l. FELCH. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R, 8388) granting a pension to Mrs. M. P. Felch. 

The bill was read, as tollows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior | and he hereby is, a 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roils the name of Mrs. M. P 
Feich, at the rate of #25 per month, for services rendered during the late war 


as hospital nurse, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
The report (by Mr. LAws) is as follows 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HL. R. 





S388) granting a pension to Amanda M, Felch, submit the following report 

Amanda M. Felch, formerly Amanda M, Farnhan:, as appears from her sworn 
statement, served as a nurse with the Army of the Potomac trom July, 1461, to 
May 1, 1865, part of the time with the Third Vermont, and a larger part of the 
time with the First Brigade, Vermont troops. 








She served in hospitals in front of Washington during winter of L86l and | 
| went withthe Army tothe peninsular campaiyn, cari the sick and wounded 
at Yorktown, Lee's Mills, Wiiliammeburgh, Gaines’ Mills, Golding's I and 
to Harrison's Landing, part of the time moving on foot with the troops. She 
was assigned by Miss Dix to duty at Fredericksburgh, Va., after having served 
in hospitals at Antietam and Hagerstown. Claimant was allowed to furnish 
herself with a team, at her own expense, to carry supples furnished by the 


Sanitary “Commission. 

Claimant's services were nz, arduous. and faithful,and for a considerable 
portion of the time without ¢ She is now over filty-tive years old 
and deserving. In the opinion of vourcommittee there is no question that the 
service was rendered a; stated, and that the claimant is entitled to a pension, 
and we therefore recommend that the bill do pass, amended by striking out the 
words ‘‘ twenty-five,” in line 5, and inserting the word “twelve” instead 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read and agreed 
to. 
Che bill as amended was crdered to be engrossed and read a third 


mppensation 


The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and: passed. 
et LINATAIADOOOT OAT AT OUDpDaELsys)DIhy LTIsiITyTc Lt Bsrense? =] 
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THEODORE L. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexander. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Sedetonz of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and direcied to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and timitations of the pension laws, the name of Theodore L. Alexander, late 
a teamster in the quartermaster’s service in the war with Mexico, in consider- 
ation of bis taking arms and actually icipating in the battles resulting from 
the defense of Fort Pueblo against the assaults of the Mexican forces, in obe- 
dienes to the orders of his commanding officer. 


The report (by Mr. De Lano) is as follows: 


_ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9225) grant- 
ing » pouston to Theodore L. Alexander, have considered the same and report 
BEB TOLLOWS: 

The claimant served from June 9, 1847, to October 31, 1847, as a teamster in the 
Quartermaster's Department, United States Army, in the war with Mexico, 

His application for pension under the act of January 29, 1887, was rejected by 
the Pension Bureau on the ground that he was not an enlisted man during said 
war, but wasa civilian employé of the Quartermaster's t. Henow 
asks to be pensioned by special act of Congress, and he ares in his petition 
that after eaing enmseson into the service as a teamster at New Orleans, La., 
he shi for Vera Cruz immediately and landed there about July 1, 1847. 

Avt point he was pat on duty in Brigadier-General 's brigade 
and went with it lo Pueblo, where his team was taken by General Scott's army 
in its advance wpon the city of Mexico; he (the claimant) was transferred to 
post duty under Quartermaster Webster, at Pueblo. That after the capture 
of the city of Mexico Pueblo was besieged by the Mexican forces, and the pe- 
titioner was placed under arms by his commanding officer and assisted in the 
defense of the t. They were with the enemy and under fire for 
about twenty ht days, when the siege was raised. 

‘The petitioner further declares that he does not know — one now living 
who can corroborate his statements relative to above facts. The fact that he 
was left at Pueblo is, however, a matter of record. The claimant also swears 
that be is sixty-four years old, disabled by hernia, and partially dependent upon 
others for support, 

The magistrate before whom the claimant's statement is sworn states that he 
has known the claimant for twenty yearsand that he is a man of good reputa- 
tion for truth and veracity in the community in which he resides. 

Your committee have at this session favorably reported a bill amending the 
act of January 29, 1887 (commonly known asthe Mexican war service act), so as 
to include within its provisions those who actually icipated in je dur- 
ing said war, whether regularly enlisted or not, r, Alexander would be a 
beneficiary under that bill should it receive favorable action at the hands of 
Congress, and therefore the private bill for his relief is reported back with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a.third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HOSEA BROWN. 


Mr. HERMANN. Leask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, ot the war of 1812. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he fs hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Hosea Brown, formerly a mem- 
ber of See Edward Burgess’s a of New York militia,and who was 
in the military service in the war of 1812, to $40 per month in lieu of the $8 per 
month he is now receiving under his pension certificate numbered 24580. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) is as follows: 

The Committe on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7471) increas- 

ing the ion of Hosea Brown, have considered the same and : 

he claimant was a private in Capt. E. Bu 's com of New York 
Militia and served from October 27, 1814, to November 16,1814, in the war of 
1812, He is now a pensioner on account of said service at $8 per month, under 
the act of March 9, 1878. 

This claimant is now nearly ninety-eight years old and has been y 
helpless for years. He requires the constant aid and attendance another 
person, and his financial condition is such that the county in which he resides 
makes a regular allowance to aid in his ouput. 

Your committee are of the opinion that facts warrant the favorable action 


of Congress, and the bill istherefore returned with the recommendation that it 
do pass, amended so as to allow a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDERSON MALONE. 


Mr. TRACEY. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11912) for removal 
of charge of desertion from Anderson Malone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
oon tenant veinann aie c of SS ee Cereens 
ene late of Company H, One hundred and tenth Regiment of United States 


The report (by Mr. Osporwe) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11912 
for the removal of the charge of desertion from Anderson Malone, eee had 
the same under consideration, re : 

A Malone enlisted tn y H, One hundred and tenth United 
States Colored Infantry, in 1864. Hecame home on sick leave from the captain 


commanding his company, and he never et re- 
turn to his command, but suffered from a g¢ illness of which died 
after the war. Affidavits from aneighbor, Moses Malone, and comrade, 


isaac W. Townsend, are hereto subjoined 

ity to return to his command, 

Srate or AcapaMA, Limestone County: 
Personally appeared before me, James E. Horton, of probate court in 

and tor eaid county and Moses Malone, aged being 

duly sworn, deposes and that he lives on the Malone about 7 miles 

north of Athens, Ala., and that he was well acquainted , 

and that said Anderson lived on the same one-fourth of a mile from 

the said Moses; and that he knew that Anderson Malone joined 


but continued to 
mdersca's house suite he was aiskc, wos eb bis 


. 


recovered 
and that he was often at said 


Lpaoco 


CLONGAPTAQTANAT. RVOMOPRT). LUO on 


bedside when he died, and assisted to bury him,and that he, Anderson, was 


never able to go back to his command ; that he has no interest in the prosecu- 
tion of this claim, 
MOSES (his x mark) MALONE, 
Witness: 
Jos. G. Hcy, 


W. H. TURRENTINE. 


Subseribed and sworn to before me this —— August, 1890; and I have no in- 
terest in this claim and believe the witness to be truthful. 
(Sma. } JAMES E. HORTON, 
Judge of Probate Court. 


STaTe OF ALABAMA, Limestone County: 


eat appeared before me, James E. Horton, judge of probate court in 
and for county and State, Isaac W. Townsend, fifty-one years, who, 
being duly sworn and says that he was a private in Company H, One 
hundred and tenth Regiment United States Col. Troops, and that Anderson 
Malone was a member of the same company and regiment; that said Anderson 
Malone was sick while in camp near A Ala., and that Captain Wilson, 
commanding said company, gave the said rson leave to go home; and that 
he never saw said Anderson any more until after the close of the war; and that 
he found the said Anderson after he came home; and that he never re- 
= his health, but c¢ ntinued to linger until his death; and that in his opin- 
n the said Anderson was never able to rejoin his ; and that he has 
no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
ISAAC W. (his x mark) TOWNSEND. 
Witness: 
Jos. G. Hutt, 
W. H. Turvryrrs. 


Subscribed, sworn to, and attested before me this August 27, 1890. 
under my hand and official seal this 27th day of August, 1890. 
femany JAMES E. HORTON, 
Judge of Probate Court. 


The committee also submit the report of the Secretary of War, which is as 
follows: 


Case of Anderson Malone, lale of Company H, One hundred and tenth United States 
Colored Infantry. 


RecorD AND Pension Division. 


The official records show this suldier to have heen enrolled December 10, 1863, 
at Athens, Ala., for the period of three years, and that he appears to have served 
faithfully in the above-named organization until July 2, 1864, when he deserted 
at the place of enlistment (Athens, Ala.), and thereafter did not rejoin his com- 
mand, which was retained in service until February 6, 1866, nor did he report 
his whereabouts or the cause of his absence to the proper military authorities 
of the United States. 

The following is a synopsis of the testimony heretofore submitted tothe De- 
nag mye a connection with application for removal of the charge of deser- 
tion, to wit: 

Alice Lampkens, who claimed to be the soldier’s daughter, testified March 1, 
1890, that her father was sick when he left his command about July 2, 1864, to 
see his family who were also sick ; that he continued sick for several months, 
and when he reco he learned that his regiment had been captured by 
General Forrest and taken to Mobile; that he never got entirely well of the 
injuries he received in service, and about two years after the war he died of the 
disease which caused him to leave the regiment. (The records on file fail to 
show the soldier sick at any time while in service.) 

Kennady Crenshaw fied May 21, 1890, that he lived on the same farm with 
the soldier's family ; that the so’ came home sick and grew worse until he 
died, never being able to work or do military duty after he came home, on ac- 
count of diarrhea, 

Peter and Moses Malone, in separate affidavits dated May 21, 1890, gave tes- 
timony similar to that of Crenshaw, Peter declaring that the soldier died in the 
fall of 1864, Moses swearing that he died some six months after leaving the 


Army. 
ane Townsend, a comrade, testified May 10, 1890, that he knew the soldier 
well and knows that he was taken sick in the fort near Athens, Ala., and was 
rmitted by his officers to go home to his wife about July, 1864. 
On June 4, 1890, it was by this Department that the testimony submitted 
was not s' t to warrant favorable action, and the application for removal 
of the of desertion and for an honorable was therefore denied. 
On June 3, 1890, Isaac Townsend (who had already testified) declared that the 
soldier was suffering from diarrheaatthe time renee Athens, 
Ala., on September 24, 1864, and that he (the soldier) was out in country on 
leave of absence for his health at that date, and he missed 
he (affiant) did not see the soldier again until the close 
lone was then down sick with the same disease, from which 
—_ from which he died. 


Given 


3 


an amendment of record, and al 2, — “ dented. 
on — 
“Since then the status of cir bcadtbee by the introduction 
ot . 
new iy y. fitted 
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HANNAH HURST, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
5895) to grant a pension to Hannah Hurst. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the In 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Hannah Hurst, 
widow of William Green, who was a soldier in Company I, of the Illinois 
Mounted Volunteers, in the Mexican war, and pay her a pension at $8 per 
month from January 29, 1887, the date of the act granting pensions to soldiers 
of the Mexican war. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5895) grant- 
ing a pension to Hannah Hurst, have considered the same and report as fol- 
ene claimant's late husband, William Green, was a private in Captain Dun- 
lap’s Independent Company, Lllinois Mounted Volunteers, and served from 
May 21, 1817, to November 7, 1848, in the war with Mexico. Green died in the 
fall of 1864, and the claimant remarried to one Jolin Hurst on the 10th day of 
July, 1865. Hurst died August 16, 1832, and the claimant has since remained a 

dow. 
i lication for pension on account of the Mexican war service of her said 
ee William Green, was filed at the Pension Office by the claimant, but 
the same was rejected March 20, 1888, on the ground of her marriage since the 
soldier’s death. She now asks a pension by special act at $8 per month from 
January 29, 1887, the date of the passage of the Mexican warservice pension act. 

In her application for pension, executed September 16, 1887, the claimant 
stated that che was born August 16, 1822, and hence she is now in the sixty-eighth 
year of her age. Her identity as the widow of William Green is fully shown, 
as is also the fact that she is obliged to work out asa nurse in order to gain a 


livelihood. 3 ; 

The of the bill is recommended with the following 
Strike out all after the word *‘ month,” in line &. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read and agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


terior be, and he hereby is, au- 


amendment: 


MARY E. GRAHAM. 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 8302) granting a pension to Mary E. Graham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary E. Graham, 
invalid daughter of Barton W. Graham, deceased, late a sergeant in Company 
H, Sixty-third Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $20 
per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8302) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Graham, respectfully report as follows: 

That said Mary is the invalid daughter of Barton W. Graham, late a sergeant 
in Company H, Sixty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers, who enlisted in 
August, 1862, and was honorably discharged May 31, 1865; that at the time of 
his enlistment he was ina sound condition and in good physical health, and 
that while he was with the Army, and in the line of duty he sustained an injury at 
a place called Crcoked Creek, in the State of Kentucky, in the month of January, 
1863, while on picket and in line of duty, and at said time he was taken sick, and 
remained so for a long time; in fact, continued to be in a sickly condition and 
in uncertain health up to the time of his death, which occurred November 8, 1886, 
and the sickness contracted in the service was the cause of his death; that his 
said daughter is now thirty-five years of age, unmarried,and has no means of 

rt; has been sick all her life,and is a confirmed invalid; and that said 
soldier, though often declaring that he would, never did apply for a pension, 
and left no widow surviving him ; that owing to bodily infirmities said asta 
is unable to earna living. 

‘The above facts are testified to by G. W. Boyd, Schuyler Latourette, James 

, colonel of the Sixty-third Indiana, and Henry Latourette. In the 
light of the father’s service, which seems to have been faithful, the fact that his 
health became impaired during the service, and was never restored; that he 
left no widow surviving him, and that his daughter is an object of charity, it 
would seem that this case calls for the candid and careful consideration of the 
committee. 

Therefore your committee recommend the ge of the bill, amended, how- 
ever, by striking out the word “twenty,” in line 8 of the bill, and inserting 
the word “twelve, ’’ so as to grant her a pension of $12 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read and 
to 


"Fhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


I 


LUMAN B. PALMETER. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I ask the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5802) for the relief of Luman B, Palmeter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing on record against Lu- 
man B, Palmeter, late a private in Company B, Seventy-eighth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Carey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House bill No. 5302, 
entitled “* A bill forthe reliefof Luman B. Palmeter,” have had the same under 
consideration, and report it to the House with the recommendation that it 


pass. 
The committee in making this report are controlled by the following rea- 


The records show that this soldier was enrolled in Company C, Seventy- 

—_ Pennsylvania Volunteers, on September 15, 1863, to serve three years. 

His age at enlistment is stated at eighteen years. Upon October 3, 1863, he was 

admitted to or field hospital at Stevenson, Ala., and from that time to 

* with short intervals, was an inmate of various hospitals in 

and Tennessee. He was furloughed on January M4, 1864, and was re- 

deserted on February 13, 1864. The granted to him with 
to go to Brownsville, Pa., expired on February 13, 1864. 


i 


: 
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The records of this case further show that the said Luman B. Palmeter, 
against his father’s wishes, ran away from home at the age of seventeen years 
for the purpose of enlisting in the Union Army. His father was exceedingly 
averse to his becoming a soldier, and on the 6th of January, 1864, gave a power 
of attorney to Dr. E. X. Giebner to procure the discharge of his son from mili- 
tary serviec. The power of attorney stated that the son was at that time a 
minor 

A sworn certificate of the said Dr. E. X. Giebner is filed, stating that while he 
was unable to see lease of the said Luman B. Palmeter from the military 
service, he was able to pr iim a furlough for thirty days; and that during 
and after the expiration furlough he, the said Dr. E, X. Giebner, had ex- 
amined Palmeter and found him untit to perform active duty on account of 
lumeness originating from a sprained ankle, and general weakness; which con- 
dition he certified to the proper authorities at Nashville, Tenn. 

The said Luman Lb. Palmeter, on January 27, 1885, testifies that upon the ex- 
piration of his furloug und as soon as he felt able to report back to the hos- 
pital, he was willing and desirous of returning to his regiment, but that his 
father insisted upon his remaining at home, stating that he was trying to pro- 
cure a discharge for him, and that he would def 
desertion ! 


re the re 





ft 
ol 








nd him against any charge of 
and that through his father’s threats and persuasions he was re- 
strained from joining the regiment to which he felt that he owed his duty, 
based upon his oath of enlistment 

Robert Leslie, Calvin Leslic, and Marti 
1885, substantiate the above state: 

Application has been made to the War Department for the removal of the 
charge of desertion by the said Luman B. Palmeter, which was refused on the 
ground that the evidence submitted was not sufficient to establish the fact that 
the applicant was prevented from completing his term of enlistment by dis- 
eases contracted in the line of duty. And subsequently a similar application 
for the removal of the charge rtion was refused upon the ground that 
the case did not come with purview of section 2 of the act of Congress 
approved March 2, 1859 

In view of all these facts it seemed right and proper to the committee that as 
the said Luman B. Palmeter was at the time of his desertion a minor,and was 
prevented from returning to His regiment by the threats and persuasions of his 
father, and as he is further prevented froin securing an honorable discharge by 
a technical construction of the acts of Congress above referred to, that relief 
should begranted him in thi *, and the committe 
mend. 

The committees herewith append to this report a statement of facts submitted 
by the War Department bearing upon this case of the date of May 12, 1890, 


1 MeMullen, in affidavits of February, 


nents 





of dose 


eas accordingly so recom 


Case of Luman (B.) Pal late private Companies C i B,S ghth Pe 
syle t Volunteers. 
REcoRD AND Pension Division, March 12, 1890, 
Lumin Palmeter, private Company C, Seventy-eighth Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, was enrolled on September 15, 1463, to serve three years llis age at en 
listment is stated as eighteen years. 
On October 3, 1563, he was admitted to general field hospital, Army of the 


Cumberland, at Stevenson, Ala., with diarrhea; entered geveral hospital No, 
13, Nashville, Tenn., October 23, 1863, with acute diarrhea, and was returned to 
duty on November 11, 1863; entered general hospital No. 19, Nashville 
on December 18, 1563, with chronic diarrhea, was furloughed on Jan 
18}4,and was reported as having deserted on February 15, ls64 
found of his having returned from furlough. 

The company muster-rolls of December 31, 1863, and to February 28, 1565, re 
port him ‘absent, sick (at Nashville), since November, 1863 The roll of Apri 
30, 1865, and the muster-out roll of Company B (to which he was transferred in 
September or October, 1864), dated at Nashville, Tenn It, 1865 
show him “deserted, date unknown.”’ 

The turlough granted him, with permission to 
on February 13, 164 

The following original papers were also submitted to the War Departax 


Pen 


n 
ry 15, 


sO ¢ 


on September 


roto Browns lle, Pa.. expired 





1. A power of attorney from Silas A. Palmeter,the soldier's father, to Dr. } 
X. Giebner, executed on January 6, 1864, anthorizing said Dr. Giebner to pro 
cure the discharge of his son from the military service. This ower of attor- 
ney states that the son at that time was still a minor. 

(The law governing at that time, regarding minors in the milita servi is 
found in section 2 of the act of Congress approved February 13 2. which re- 
pealed section 5 of the act of Congress approved September 28, 1850, providing 


for discharge of minors enlisted without the consent of their parents or gnardi 
ans, provided, that after date of this act no person under age of cighteen shal! 
be mustered into the United States service, and the oath of enlistm taken by 
the recruit shall be conclusive as to his age.) 

2. A sworn certificate of E. X Giebner, M. D., as attending physician, dated 
on February 15, 1864, stating that Luman Palmeter, of the Seventy-eighth Penn 
sylvania Volunteers, has been examined by him, and the doctor considers him 
unfit to perform active duty of a laborious kind on account of lameness origi 
nating from a sprained ankle and general weakness. 

In connection with the application for removal of the charge of desertion 
this ease the following testimony has becn submitted : 

Luman Palmeter, of Sandy Lake, Pa.,the applicant, on January 27, 1585. tes 
tified that he ran away from home and enlisted against his father wishes, being 
only seventeen years of age atthe Lime. After the expiration of his furloug), 
and as soon as he felt able to report back to the hospital, he was willing and 
desirous to do so; but his father insisted on his remaining at home, stating 
that he was trying to procure adischarge,and that he would defend him agains! 
any of the consequence of desertion; and thus, through bis father’s persuasion 
and threats, the applicant was kept at home until the close of the war 

E. X. Giebner, of Sandy Lake, Pa., on February 6, 1555, testified that he has 
been a practitioner of medicine since 1554; was family physician of the Palme- 
ter family prior to and during the late war, and is well acquainted with Luman 
Palmeter; that in January, 1864, applicant’s father gave him a power of attor 
ney to go to Nashville and try to procure theson’s discharge on account of his 
minority and having enlisted without the father’s consent; that he failed to 
procure the discharge, but secured a furlough for thirty days, the soldier at that 
time suffering from a sprained ankle and genera! weakness; that at the end of 
the thirty days the soldier was examined by affiant, who believed him not in 
condition to perform the duties of a soldier, and so certified to the proper au- 
thorities at Nashville; that applicant's father peremptorily refused to permit 
his son to report to the proper authorities in person; that in affiant’s opinion 
the applicant has never been fit for military duty from the time he came home, 
on account of a lameness in one of his ankles. 

Robert Leslie, Calvin Leslie, and Martin McMullen, of Mercer County, Penn- 
sylvania, in affidavits of February, 1885, testified that during the war they were 
neighbors of the Paimeter family; that they know that Silas A. Palmeter pre 
vented his son, Luman, from returning to the Army after the expiration of hi- 
furlough, the son being anxious to return. 

No other testimony in the case is on file in the Department. 

On November 17, 1#85. it was determined by the Department that, as the « 
dence submitted is not deemed sufficient to establish that this soldier was pre 
vented from completing his term of enlistment by reason of physica! disability 
incurred in the line of duty, there is no provision of law ander which the appli- 
| cation can be granted. 
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Subsequent to thie foregoing adverse decision an act of Congress was ap- 
proved op March 2, 1889, section 2 of which authorizes the removal of a charge 
of desertion upon satisfactory proof that the soldier was a minor and was en- 
listed without the consent of hie parent or guardian, and was released or dis- 
charged from such service by the order or decree of any court of competent ju- 
risdiction on habeas corpus or other proper judicial proceedings. 

As the testimony does not show that proper judicial proceedings were had in 
this case, which is a requisite for favorable action under the law now in force, 
the status of the case has not been changed. 

Respectfally submitted, 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The Secrerary or Wark. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
: . WILLIAM H. DE FREEST. 


Mr. HAYES. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1883) 
directing the Secretary of War to amend the record of William H. De 
Freest. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of War be directed to amend the record 
of the War Department in the case of William H, De Freest, late second lieu- 
oe of Company B, First lowa Cavaltry, so as to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge, 


The report (by Mr, CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1883) 
to amsend the record of William H. De Freest, having examined and considered 
the same, report that they recommend itdo pass, with an amendment by way 
of addition thereto, as follows: . 

* Provided, That this act shall not be construed to give to said William H. De 
Freest any pay or allowance for any period of time he was absent without leave 
and not in the performance of military duty, or to such time as he would have 
been discharged by limitation of time of enlistment, or otherwise.” 

The said De Freest was second lieutenant of Company B, First ment of 
Towa Cavalry, and was cashiered by sentence of general court-martial promul- 
gated August 21, 1863, for two instances of intoxication, being found not guilty 
on some of the specifications. This was done a'ter two years of actual service 
in the regiment, and however well founded at the time it answered its purpose 
so faras the geod of the service was concerned, and now after twenty-seven 
years have there sooms to be no reason why this soldier should rest 
under this stigma. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read and agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN L. KEARNEY. 


Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I ask the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9254) to increase the pension of Stephen L. Kearney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Stephen L. Kearney, late first lieutenant Third 


pagans United States Colored Troops, a pension of $50 in lieu of the pension 
he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Fick) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
oe ranting an increase of pension to Stephen L. Kearney, respectfully report 
as follows: 

Applicant was a soldier in the regular Army during the war with Mexico, and 
served during the late war as a lieutenant in the Fi th Regiment of Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers,and as first lieutenant in Gomerey G, Third Regiment 
United States Colored Troops; and while corona the last-mentioned regi- 
ment in Florida he contracted rheumatism, for which he was allowed a pension 
of $4.25 per month under the general law, which pension he surrendered in or- 
der to receive the benefits of the act of January 29, 1887. 

Under the act of February 25, 1889, his pension was increased to $12.25 per 
month, which sum he is now receiving. He now asks to be placed upon the 
pension-roll at the rate of $50 per month, 

Your committee, in view of the fact that the petitioneris suffering from rheu- 
matism tosuch an extent as to render him unable to perform manual labor, and 
as there is no doubt as to the fact that his disability is due to his long and fuith- 
ful service, report back the bill with the recommendation that said bill be 
amended by striking out the words “ fifty dollars” in sixth line thereofand in- 
serting ‘ $25," and when so amended that said bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read and agreed 
to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HANNAH E, WINNEY. 


Mr. O'DONNELL. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R, 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place upon the invalid pension-roll, at $8 a month, the name of Hannah E. 
wvulie w — of James P. Winnie, of the United States Marine Corps, war 
w ex 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7149) grant- 
ing a pension to Hannah E, Winney, have considered the same and report: 
The claimant's late husband, James P. Winney, was a sergeant in the United 
States Marine », and served from December 10, 1845, to March 1, 1847. He 
died September 5. and his widow, Hannah E. Winney, filed an appl 
for pension underthe Mexican war service act of January 29, 1887, but the same 
was rejected April 2, 189, by the Pension Bureau, on 2 
was not in Mexico, on the goast or frontier thereof or en route thereto, at any 
time during the Mexican war, his entire service during that war having been 


rendered in Philadelphia, Pa, Theclaimant is now about sixty-six years of age,. 


and has pot remarried since the soldier's 


Your commitiec have at this se<sion favorably sopetes to the House a bill 
amending the uct of January 29, 1887, so as to recognize the service of those sol- 
diers who served sixty days or more during the war with Mexico, whethersaid 
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service was readered at the seat of war or not, and there are also numerous 
precedents for the allowance by ial act of the relief prayed for in this bill. 

The bill is, therefore, reported k to the House with the recommendation 
that it do Amend the bill by spelling the surname of the claimant and 
soldier Winney; also by striking out the word “‘twelve,”’ in line 4, and substi- 
tuting in lieu thereof the word “ eight.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read and 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, the title being amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill granting a 
pension to Hannah E. Winney.”’ 


LOVEY ALDRICH. 


Mr. COLEMAN. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey 
Aldrich. e 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au. 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Lovey Aldrich, widow of Taylo: 
Clark, who served as a soldier in the ht Infantry of New Hampshire in the 
war of 1812, and also widow of Caleb Aldrich, of the Rhode [sland Line, war o! 


rire coe sum of $30 per month in lieu of the pension now drawn by said Lovey 
rich, 


Mr. KILGORE. Read the report. 

The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9736) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich, have considered the same and re- 
port as follows: 

The claimant's late husband, Caleb Aldrich, was a iets in the New Hamp- 
shire and Rhode Island Line, and served in the volutionary war. The 
claimant is now receiving a pension at the rate of $12 per month under the gen- 
eral pension laws. 

Edwin C. Aldrich, a son ofthe claimant, swears that she has no property what- 
ever, and, with the exception of her pension, is entirely dependent upon him 
for support. His own means are very limited and he has a family to support. 
me papers on file atthe Pension Bureau show that the claimant is ninety year» 
of age. 

voor committee are of the opinion that the case is a deserving one,and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

N. W. LEASURE, 


Mr. CRAIG. Iask unanimous consent for the cousideration of Housa 
bill 9026, granting a pension to N. W. Leasure. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of N. W. Leasure, widow of Rob- 
ert Warden, late jor of the Twenty-eighth Pennsy!vania Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension of #25 per month. 

The report (by Mr. CRAG) is as follows: 


So phan eae se ey to ee ae phous = bill (H. R 
9026) grant a on to Nancy W. re, su t the following report : 
Nancy o Lasese was the widow of Maj. Robert Warden, of the —_—* 
eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, who died in the service in 1862. She was 
granted a pension of $25 per month. In 1870 she married another gallant 
soldier, Daniel Leasure, colonel of the One hundredth (Roundhead) Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, brevet brigadier-general, and who died October 4, 
18-6. 


The circumstances surrounding this case would seem to your committee to 
_ a restoration to the pension-rolls, and they recommend the passage of 
the 2 

Mr. CRAIG. I move to amend by striking out in the sixth and sev- 
enth lines the words ‘‘ Robert Warden, late majorot the Twenty-eighth”’ 
and insert ‘* Daniel Leasure, late colonel of the One hundredth;’’ and 
also strike out the words ‘*and pay her a pension of $25 per month.”’ 

The amendments were adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. From the reading of that bill it appears this lady 
is the widow of some deceased officer, but is the beneficiary under a 
different name. I wish some gentleman would state why this is. 

Mr. CRAIG. She was the widow of Major Warden and drew his 
pension until 1870, after which she married Col. Daniel Leasure, who 
died in 1886. She simply saved the Government something like $6,000 
by marrying the second time. [Laughter.] She asks now to have 
her name restored as the widow of Col. Daniel Leasure. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

CARROLL RENFRO. 


Mr. McRAE, Iask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11308) to pension Carroll Renfro. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it eo, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the sion-roll the name of Carroll Renfro, 
of Camden, Ark., who served as a private in Capt. John W.Otey'’s company, 
Alabama Volunteers, Creek war, and pay him the same pension as is al- 
lowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11308) 
fant ae nea, - ne re - 

The records of the War Department show that the claimant wana private in 
“Se . Otey’s com Volunteers, Creek war; enrolled May 


a 
nW * Alabama 
26, 1 and mustered with company, July 16, 1838, 
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J. R. Hildreth and J. W. Moore, citizens of Buena Vista, Ark., testify that the 
claimant is seventy yearsold, and by reason of age and infirmity is unable to 
support himself by manual labor, and he (the claimant) has no property or other 
means of livelihood. ' 

The case is believed by your committee to be a meritorious one, and the bill 
is thereiore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


DAVID H. THOMPSON. 


Mr. REED, of Iowa. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11794) for the reliet of David H. Thomp- 
son. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the charge of absence without leave now standing on 
the records of the War Department against David H. Thompson, lute of Com- 
pany D, First Michigan Cavalry Volunteers, be,and the same is hereby, re- 
moved, he having voluntarily returned to his regiment and faithfully served 
therein until the close of its term of service, and having been mustered out of 
the service therewith, 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11794) for the relief of David H. Thompson, having considered the same, respect- 
fully report the same back with a favorable recommendation. 

This man was a soldier in Company D, First Michigan Cavalry. The facts of 
the case are set forth in the accompanying report of the War Department. 

Your committee areof the opinion that upon the facts shown the soldier 
ought to be relieved from the charge of “ absent without leave,’ and therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


Case of David H. Thompson, late of Company D, First Michigan Cavalry. 
RECORD AND PENSION Drviston, August 23, 1890. 

A report in this case was furnished the House Committee on Military Affairs 
on March 27, 1886, in connection with House bill No, 5609, Forty-ninth Congress, 
first session, of which report the following is a cony : 

* David H, Thompson was enrolled August 12, 1861, and mustered in Septem- 
ber 7, 1861, to serve three years, in Company D, First Michigan Cavalry, and 
served therein until August 31, 1562, when he was cap ured at the battle of 
Second Bull Run, He was paroled on the field September |, 1-62, reported at 
Camp Parole, Annapolis, Md., October 23, 1862, deserted trom said camp in De- 
cember, 1862, was arrested as a deserter ($30 reward allowed) January 4, 1864, by 
the provost marshal, Sixth district, Michigan, and rejoined his regiment April 
25, 1864, From this latter date he served faithfully until August 24, 1864, when 
he was mustered out of service, 

“On or about March 15, 184, a communication was received by the command- 
ing general, Departmentof Washington, from Norman Johnson, deputy provost- 
marshal, Sixth Congressional district, State of Mich gan, in which he (Johnson) 
certified that Thompson ‘had been engaged in recruiting in Minnesota (?) some 
three or four months,’ On the basis of this communication the commanding 
general, Department of Washington, removed the charge of d. sertion against 
the soldier, on April 25, 1864, which removal has been accepted as valid by this 
office, but as a careful search of records failed to elicit any evidence that he was 
on recruiting service, either in Minnesota or Michigan, during the period of his 
absence, he was and is considered as having been absent without leave from 
December 15, 162, to January 4, 1864, 

“The only evidence presented to this office that has reference to the unau- 
thorized absence of this soldier, is embodied in a letter addressed by him to 
Hon, D. B. Henderson, M. C., in which he states that while at Parole Camp, An- 
napolis, Md., he was sick with chronic diarrhea, piles, and hemorrhoids, and 
the lieutenant of Company H, First Michigan Cavairy, let him go home, prom- 
ising to notify him when he was exchanged, but he failed to do so; that as the 
President's proclamation made him a deserter, he went to recruiting, and mus- 
tered sixty men into the service, and on the day he was arrested he had twenty- 
four men mustered in 

“No application for the removal of the charge of absence without leave has 
ever been received at this oflice.”’ 

The status of the case has not been changed by the introduction of additional 
testimony. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F, C, AINSWORTH, 
Oaplain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM COMPTON. 


On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, the bill (H. R. 4168) for 
the relief of William Compton was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Compton, late a private 
in Company I, Second Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. TAYLor, of Tennessee) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4168) 
for the relief of William Compton, submit the following report : 

WiliiamCompton enlisted asa private in Company I, Second Kegiment Tennes- 
see Cavairy, September 22, 1882, and was discharged on surgeon's certificate of 
pane rs Merch 9, 1863. The nature of the disability is notdisclosed by the rec- 
ords of the War Department, nor is the certificate of disability on file. 

On October 3, 1873, he filed an application for pension, alleging that about 
February, 1863, while ¢rivingan ambulance during the night, and about to cross 
the Stone River, Tennessee, he missed the ford, and the team went over the 
bank, falling in the river, he being thrown between the borses and on the tongue 
of the vehicle with such force that he was ruptured, from which rupture he has 
suffered ever since. 

He furnished evidence of prior soundness, the testimony of the first lieuten- 
ant of his company and others as to incurrence of the disability in the service, 
and of neighbors as to existence of rupture at discharge. The claim would 
have been admissible upon the evidence presented, but for a letter written by 
one R. R. Reagan, when postmaster at Gatlinburgh, Tenn., who wus also a 
member of claimant's company. in which the writer admits that Compton was 
hart by going over the banks of Stone River and that he was also struck over 
the atthe same time with a gun in the hands of a Confederate, and that 
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in consequence of the injuries was sent to hospital, but at the same time charges 
the claimant with prior unsoundness, 

This adverse information sent the case in the field for special examination. 
When confronted by the special examiner, Reagan denied all knowledge of 3 
previously existing hernia, states that he heard it said that claimant was rupt- 
ured prior to enlistment, but could not namea single person who furnished 
him the information imparted to the Pension Office. The special examiner re- 
ports Reagan as unreliable. 

The only adverse testimony obtained during the special examination was 
that of the divorced wife of the claimant, whose reputation for truth is reported 
by the special examiner as questionable, She testifies that at time of her mar- 
riage with Compton, which occurred before the war, he bad some trouble in 
the abdominal regions, which was greatly worse at his return from service, he, 
as she had been informed, having been hurt in the Army by being thrown out 
of an ambulance at Stone River. Compton was a hard-working man prior to 
enlistment, but much disabled after discharge. On the other hand, the evi- 
dence obtained by special examination as to prior soundness is overwhelmingly 
in favor of the claimant, while the injury at Stone River and the existence of 
rupture following thereupon is clearly established. 

Notwithsianding this showing, the testimony of the divorced wife, who, aside 
from her lack o/ truthfulness as reported by the special examiner, is unques- 
tionably biased against the claimant, formed the basis of the rejection of the 
claim on the ground that the evidence is not sufficient to show origin of the dis- 
ability in the service. 

Your committee, however, after carefully weighing all the evidence in the 
case, are of opinion that the claim is meritorious, and therefore report favora- 
bly on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and heing engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


SARAH E. PALMER. 


On motion of Mr. BOUTELLE, by unanimous consent, the bill 
R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah FE, Palmer was considered. 

The bill is as tollows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, au- 
thorizedand instructed to place the name of Sarah E. Palmer, an army nurse, 


of Dover, Me., upon the pension-roll, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 
per month. 


H. 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) is as follows 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R, 
1117) granting a pension to Sarah FE. Palmer, submit the following report 

fhe Committee on Invalid Peosions in the Fiftieth Congress made tue fol- 
lowing report, which is hereby udopted by your committee 

Claimant served as nurse for nearly three years in the army hospitals, a 
portion oi the time being employed in the *‘low-diet kitchen,’ at Alexandria, 
Va. Her services seem to have been exceptionally meritorious,and claimant 
is indorsed by C. 8S. Doughty Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Foxcroft, 
Me. She is aged and infirm. 

“ Dr. E. A. Thompson, of Dover, Me , certifies that he hag known claimant fo 
over thirty years, and that her disability (varicose veins) was undoubtedly ocea 
sioned by long standing in the hospitals. Her disabilities are so severe as to 
incapacitate her from earning a liveliiiood, as she bas bravely done since the 
close of the war, Her term of service was one of exceptional length, and, ac- 
cording to a mass of testimony, of unusual valueto the Government.” 

Your committee report the bill back favorably, and recommend its passage 
with the following amendment, striking out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and in 
“$12 per month.”’ 


H. 


serting 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


NOAH BISBEE. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R, 
11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, formerly private, Com- 
pany K, Eighty-ninth Kkegiment New York Volunteers, was considered. 

The bill was read, as tollows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and instructed to place upon the pension-rolls of the United States 
the name of Noah Bisbee, formerly a private in Company K, Fhighty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, at the rate of & per month, in lieu of the pension 
of $39 per montu which he is now receiving 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Commiitee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
11726) to increase the pension of “oah Bisbee, submit the following report 

Noah Bisbee, while servingas private of Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, and engaged in front of Petersburgh, Va., June 


Is, 1464, 
received a gunshot wound of the right foot. 


The wound became gangrened, 


and on April 3, 1865, the leg was amputated about half way between the knee 
and ankle. 
In consequence of a faulty amputation the stump became a running sore, and 


after years of great suffering it became necessary to perform another amputa- 
tion, which was done on May 5, 1889,4) inches of bone being removed. The 
stump after the second amputation was a long time healing.a portion of the 
tibia exfoliated and came ou’, which proved that there was some disease up and 
ubove the point of reamputation, An amputation above the knee would prob 
ably remove this disease, but inasmuch as the pensioner is now nearly seventy 


years of age such amputation would almost surely result fatally, He neve 
was able to wear an artificial limb. 

It is the opinion of his attending physicians that had his leg been amputated 
above the knee it would have been much better and saved him years « iffer- 
ing and expenses, it appearing in evidence that the pension received by him is 


insufficient to pay tor medical and other attendance, of which he is almost con- 
stantly in need and has been ever since his discharge 

The amputation being below the knee, the general laws permit no higher 
rate of pension than $30 per month, the amount now received by him. But it 
is clearly shown by the medica! e on file that Bisbee is much worse off 
than a person with a sound stump near the hip-joint and otherwise in the en 
joyment of good health. Ii« inability to wear an artificial limb, coupled with 
his advanced age and enfeebled constitution due to many years of suffering 
from the ulcerated stump, makes him almost entirely dependent upon others 
for assistance and confines him the greater part of the time to his bed 

In the opinion of your committee Bisbee should receive the same pension as 
those who by reason of shortness of the stump are unable to wear au artificial 
limb, and they therefore report favorably on the accompanying billandask that 
it do pass, amended however by striking out the word 
serting therein instead the word “forty-five.” 
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The bill was ordered to be en and read athird time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN REILLY. 


On motion of Mr. MOFFITT, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
4745) directing the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to 
Jobn Reilly wis considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to 
issue an honora dle discha from the service of the United States to John 
Relily, late captein Third Marine Corps, Missouri Volunteers, said honorable 
discharge to dats December 31, 1861, the ‘day on which the said Joha Reilly's 
service terminated, and up to ‘which he received pay: Provi-ed, That this act 
shall not entitie the said John Reilly to bounty, pension, or extra pay, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes taken; “and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then (the hour of 10 0’clock and 30 minutes p. m. having arrived) 
the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


ADDITIONAL EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 
A communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 


mitting estimates ot deficiencies for the expenses of the United States 
Courts—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 5 of Rule X XL, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: 


Whereas, on the I!th day of September, 1890, a resolution of inquiry was in- 
troduced in this House and was on that day referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads; and 

Whereas, more than a week has elapsed since the summa of said resolution 
to said committee and no report has been made thereon by said committee : 


Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Railroads be, and they hereby 
are, . instructed and directed to report said resolution back to the House with- 
out delay ; 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

Also: 


Whereas, on the 11th day of September, 1890, a resolution of inquiry was intro- 
os in the House and was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads; 
an 

Whereas more than a week has elapsed since the reference of said resolution 
ea and no report has been made thereon by said committee : 

ercfore, 

Resolved, That the Committee onthe Pacific Railroads be,and they are hereby, 
discharged from the consideration of said resolution, and that the same be now 
brought before the House for immediate on; 


to the Committee on Rules, 


_ 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 987) granting a pension to Mary A. Miller—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGar- 

—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (8. 3232) granting a pension to Abbie R. Reddington—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton—to the 
Committee on Invalid pensions. 

A bill (8. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3649) granting increase of pension to Katherine W. How- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid P. 

A bill (S. 3995) granting a pension te Myra E. Lakin—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Azpell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 4209 
mittee on Ihvali 

A bill (S. 4313) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4320) granting a pension to Mra. Mary E, Dickey—to the 
wa ill “Sen to shaame cua ho expended moneys 

A bi 63) to reimburse persons w. 

services aud supplies in invasions and suppress- 

ig Inn hostilities within the territorial limits of the present State 
evada—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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ction. (8. 420) for the relief of Calvin Gunn—to the Committee on 
ms, 
b 


ill (S. 1398) to grant the right of way through the public lands 
for irrigation pu to the Committee on the bublic Lands. 

A bill (S. 1496) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1619) tor the relief of St. Cecelia’s Academy—to the Com. 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1634) to indemnity the State of Pennsylvania for money 
expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service by the 
governor under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 1463— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (8. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliott—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2306) releasing S. H. Brooks, assistant treasurer of the 
United States, and bis sureties on his official bond—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2738) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Wilkes-Barre, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3015) making an appropriation tor a public monument to 
the memory of Jobo Ericsson, the inventor and constructer of the 
Monitor—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 3054) for the relief of William Smith and others—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3463) for the relief of John A. Lynch—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3551) for the relief of Catherine E. Whitall—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3611) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to adjust the sal- 
aries of postmasters,’’? approved March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post-Office Department. 

A bill (8. 4087) to authorize the purchase of certain manuscript pa 
pers and correspondence of ae Jefferson—to the Sunsitiien on 
the Library. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SMITH, of Lilinois, from the Committee on Claims, re 
favorably the bill of the Senate (8. 921) for the relief of John Finn, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3122)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. Rh. 11814) to provide the as- 
sessor of the District of Columbia with plats of subdivisions outgide 
the cities of Washington and Georgetown, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3123)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

He also, from the same committee, ed favorably the joint reso- 
lution of the House (H. Res. 214) extending the “‘act fixing the rate 
of interest to be charged on arrearages of general and taxes 
now due the District of Columbia, if paid within a time specified’’ to 
October 31, 1890, accompanied by a report (No. 3124)—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 11588) for the relief of the Washing- 
ton Iron Works, accompanied by a report (No. 3125)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, re favorably 
the bill of the House (H, R. 11987) to pension Mary ane Martin, ac- 
cmnanien by a report (No. 3126)—to the Seemtiaes of of the Whole 

ouse. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11583) for relief of Sarah Jane 
Fowler, widow of John H. Fowler, late a patrolman of the Metropoli- 
tan police force of the District of Colam accompanied by a report 
(No. 3127)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of pe Senate (S. 3116) to punish the carrying 
or selling of deadly or dangerous weapons within the District of Co- 
lumbia, accompan oe (No. (No. 3128) —to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CANDLER, of from the Select Committee on 
the Guadro-Centenaal of the Discovery of America, to which was re- 
ferred the following resol 


Resolved, Set rtomentoes by the chairman of a teens 


tee on pet y ny es ee a ed exhibition In Chisago, and 
ee we censdebtion into Geaoneant et space allotted to - 
and ali all other matters seidiunstaiiion inthe daaoaaee the Unined 
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displays and other matters pertaining to the displays of the United States at 
anu exhibition, and all other matters in connection with said exhibition 
which may appear to the said subcommittee advisable to report to the House, 
and to submit the result of said inquiry and examination to this Congress at 
the beginning of the second session thereof; and the expense of said inquiry 
and examination be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and the chair- 
man beauthorized to draw for same on the Sergeant-at-Arms in sums not to €x- 
ceed $500; 


which, accompanied by a report (No. 3129), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XU, a bill and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 

ws: 

— Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12092) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr.GROUT: Joint resolution (H. Res. 225) to provide for print- 
ing 500 copies additional of report of sanitary engineers on District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BLISS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 226) releasing to the State 
of Michigan any revers.onary or other interest the United States may 
have in certain lands granted by Congress to aid in the construction of 
a railroad from Amboy to some point on or near Traverse Bay, Mich- 
igan—to the Committee on Public Lands. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 12093) to place the name of George 
B. r on the ion-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 12094) for the relief of John M. 
Wright, of Audrain County, Missouri—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 12095) granting a pension to Julia 
S. Richards, of Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 12096) granting a pension to Julia 
A. O’Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12097) to remove the 
charge of desertion against the name of Carl Understein—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of Trenton (N. J.) 
Typographical Union, No. 71, in favor of international copyright bill — 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: Petitionof A. B. Hackman and 
others, citizens of Whiteside County, Illinois, praying for the intro- 
duction of a law to prevent the transmission through the United States 
mails of certain publications, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- Reads. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Adam Stockinger, of Versailles, Ind., 
for a free reciprocity trade with Canada-—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Indiana Millers’ Association, for the adoption 
of the reciprocity amendments to the tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NORTON: Various affidavits in support of claim of John M. 
Wright—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of the survivors of the 
Seventy-fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania, asking for the bestowal of the 
medal of honor for special acts of bravery upon Capt. Frederick Opp- 
man, of Company PD of that regiment—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. - 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, September 20, 1890. 
The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 


Prayer by Rev. Joun E. BuSHNELL, of Roanoke, Va. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of Liberty Alliance, No. 15, 
of AllenCounty, Indiana; a petition of Mayville Alliance, No. 9, of Elk- 


hart County, Indiana, and a petition of Tanker Alliance, No. 34, of 


ae eae the eens cone land 
. bill; were referred to the mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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Mr. QUAY presented petitions of Farmers’ Alliances of Elbridge, East 
Green, and Carter Hill, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of the Conger lard bill 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 


which were referred to the Committee 


Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Cheyenne County, Nebraska, and # petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 721, of Mount Pleasant, Nebr., praying for th we of the Con- 
ger lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Avricultureand 
Forestry. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of McAlester, Ind. T., 
praying for the passage of House bill 3839, for the protection of persons 
employed in the mines of the Territories of the United States: which was 


referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 89, of 
Reed Township, Cass County, North Dakota, praying for the passage 
of what is known as the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Luther S. Bent, president 
of the Penn Steel Company, at Sparrow’s Point, Md., and a petition 
of citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the passage of the bill trans- 
ferring the revenue-cutter service to the Navy; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr. ; 
a petition of citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa; a petition of citizens of 
Nebraska, and a petition of citizens of Union, Nebr., praying for the 
passage of what is known as the ‘‘ pure-food ’’ bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a long telegram in the nature of a petition 
from the delegates to the State Republican colored convention of South 
Carolina, numerously signed by members of the convention, praying 
for the defeat of the Conger lard bill and legislation that affects the 
cotton-seed interest, which is a large industry. 

I also present numerous memorials from colored conventions held in 
many counties in the State of Tennessee, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill. 

I move that the petition and memorials be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented two petitions of citizens of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-food 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Fayette County, Texas, 
praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-food bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Cherry Mound I’armers’ 
Alliance, No. 1611, of Ion, Iowa; the petition of Valley Alliance, No. 
1310, of Mt. Pleasant, Iowa; the petition of Mayflower Alliance, No. 
1313, of Delta, Iowa; the petition of Norah Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
1355, of Elgin, Iowa; the petition of East Branch Farmers’ Alliance, 
of Marble Rock, Iowa; the petition of Mills County Pomona Grange, 
No. |, Patrons of Husbandry, of Silver City, Iowa; the petition of 
Washington Center Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1408, of Storm Lake, Iowa: 
the petition of the Sanford Farmers’ Alliance, No. 36, of Sanford, Iowa; 
and the petition of Mt. Hope Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1190, of Walnut, 
Jowa, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill: which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (8S. 573) granting an increase cf pension to Mark F. Car- 
ter, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Green 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 
building at the city of Staunton 
ment. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4205) to reimburse the Miami Indians of Indiana for money 
improperly withheld from them, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Fréeman, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, {o whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 6148) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, the widow of 
Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the United States 
Army in the warof the rebellion, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H, 
R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, late a second 
lieutenant in Company I", of the Third Regiment of Missouri Volun- 


2082) for the erection of a public 
Va., reported it without amend 
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teers in the war with Mexico, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, trom the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H,. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, late 
a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war with 
Mexico, reported it without amendment,and submitted a report thereon. 


TRANSFER OF INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by tre Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the 
transier of certain appropriations for the Indian service, on the books 
of the Treasury, to report it tavorably without amendment, and I ask 
present action upon it. The reason for this measure is contained in a 
letter to the Speaker of the House of Representatives from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, which I have in my hand and which is printed 
already in the Recorp. If any Senator desires it to be read again I 
will read it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to transfer upon 
the books of the Treasury the sum of $1,739.56, from appropriation 
‘*Telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, 1891,’’ to appropria- 
tion *‘ Telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, 1 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FORT DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. STEWART. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 4388) 
granting a right of way on Fort Douglas military reservation in the 
Territory of Utah. It is for a street railroad. The company are ready 
to build it and the measure is approved by the War Department. The 
Department are very anxious that the road shall be built for the ac- 
commodation of the post. I ask for the present. consideration of the 
bill, if there is no objection. It is a short bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TENODOR TEN EYCK, 


Mr. HAMPTON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the Pres- 
ident to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and 
to place him on the retired-list of Army officers, to report it back fa- 
vorabiy without amendment, and I ask unanimons consent that the 
bill may be considered now. I will state that a similar bill has passed 
the Senate on one or two occasions, but it has never before passed the 
House of Representatives until this session. 

There heing no objection, the Senate, as in Committce ot the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the President be, and is, authorized and empowered 
to restore to his former rank in the Army and ang upon the retired-list of 
army officers Tenodor Ten Eyck, late a captain in the Eighteenth United 
States Infantry: Provided, Thatthe said Tenodor Ten Eyck shall be entitled to 
no pay and allowances as an army officer for the time he may have been out of 
the military service, but shall, from the date of his restoration, be entitied to 
the pay and allowances pertaining to an officer of his rank on the retired-list : 
Provided further, That he shall receive no pension from and after the passage of 
this act. 

Mr. PLATT. Does that increase the retired-list of the Army ? 

Mr. CULLOM, It puts this man on the retired-list. I do not know 
how much it increases it, The Senate has passed the same bill, I think, 
two or three times, but it never passed the House of Representatives 
before. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought all bills of this character contained a clause 
that the retired-list of the Army was increased for this purpose only 
and should not be increased permanently. 

Mr. CULLOM. The same bill was reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and this bill has just the House ot Representa- 
tives. I hope there will be no objection to it. It is for the relief of a 
very meritorious officer. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 4414) for the relief of George L. 
Key; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Aflairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4415) forthe relief of Neafie & Levy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 125) to extend the 
time of payment to settlers on the public lands in certain cases; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

HENRY 8. FRENCH. 


Mr. HARRIS. 1 ask leave to present at this time a concurrent res- 
olution. ITtis somewhat voluminous and I will not ask that it be read, 


but I ask that it be printed and lie upon the table, as I may ask the 
Senate to consider it on Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will be so ordered. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Whereas Senate bill No. 145, for the relief of the legal representatives o/ 
Henry 8. French, referred the claim to the Court of Claims; and 

Whereas said bill does not require said Court of Claims to determine the juris 
dictional fact of the loyaity of the said Henry 8. French; and 

Whereas said bill passed the Senate and subsequently passed the House o;/ 
Represer tatives and was sent to the President and was, by concurrent resol u- 
tion, recalled from the President in order that the bill should be so amended 


as to soars the court to determine the question of loyalty of the said Henry 
8S. French: Therefore, 


Reso ved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That said bil] 
be re-enrolled, and in the re-enrollment of said bill there shall be inserted afte: 
the word “ parties,”’ in 1 ne 9 of said enrolled bill, the foliowing: 

“And if said court shal! find that said Henry 8. French did not give any aii 
and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Go, 
ernment of the United States, and such loyalty having been thus established: ’ 

So that said bill when re-enrolled shall read as follows : 

“An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. French, 


“ Be it enac'ed by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the legal representatives of Henry S. French, 
deceased, late of Nashville, Tenn., be, and are hereby, authorized to bring suit 
in the Court of Claims for the recovery of the net proceeds of 230 bales of cotton 
taken at Jonesborough, Ga., in September, 1864, by General William G. Le Duc, 
by order of General Sherman, and turned over to the Treasury agent, and by 
him sold and the p 8 paid into the Treasury of the United States: and for 
this purpose jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said court to hear and deter. 
mine and render judgment in conformity with the rights of the respective par 
ties; and if said court shall find that said Henry &. French did not give any aid 
and comfort to the rebelllion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and, said loyalty having been thus established, if it 
shall further find that said. Henry 8. French in buying such cotton did not vio- 
late any non-intercourse act, and that it, or any part thereof, was taken by the 
officers of the United States and the proceeds turned into the Treasury, then, 
and in that event, judgment shall be entered for the claimant for such proceeds, 
which judgment shall be paid out of the captured and abandoned property 
fund; and the said court shall, in the hearing of said claim, consider any evi- 
dence that may have been taken under the direction of the Southern Claims 
Commission in regard to the claim of Henry 8. French, with authority on the 
part of the United States or the claimants to take additional testimony under 
the rules of said court: Provided, That an appeal shall lie in said cause from 
said court to the Supreme Court as in other cases,”’ 


NATIONAL-BANKING SYSTEM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o'clock and 22 minutes p. m.). If 
there be no further morning business that order is closed, and the Cal- 
endar under Kale VIII is in order for one hour. The first bill on the 
Calendar, in regular order, will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Order of Business 1790, House bill 6104—— 

Mr.SHERMAN. The bill pending is the bil! reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance about the national-banking system. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Was not that passed over subject to call? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it comes up now, firstin order on the Calen- 
dar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The consideration of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3842) to reduce the amountof United States bonds 
to be required of national banks, and to restore to the channels of trade 
the excessive accumulations of lawful money in the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the bill was up yesterday the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power] moved to strike out the first section, which 
would leave only the second section, and that provides for the issue 
by national banks of 100 per cent. of the amount of bonds held by 
them, instead of 90 per cent. There was objection made to the first 
section of the bill, and I did not wish to press it unless I was sure 
ot its probable effect. I have no objection to the amendment and will 
let the vote be taken upon the passage of the bill with the second sec- 
tion only left. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, as I said yesterday, this bill can 
not pass in my judgment without considerable discussion. There will 
necessarily be amendments offered to it. I do not believe that what 
it proposes is the best way of increasing the paper circnlation of the 
United States. I say frankly that I shall be convpelled if the bill is 

ressed to offer an amendment requiring the withdrawal of every dol- 
ar of national-bank circulation and the substitution in lieu of that 
circulation of United States notes or greenbacks. I believe that ought 
to be done to-day. I believe that the banks ought to be compelled to 
retire their paper circulation, and in lieu of it that the United States 
should issue United States legal-tender notes to replace it. As it is, 
the banks are gradually retiring their circulation and diminishing the 
paper circulation of the country by the amount of their notes retired. 
think, instead of giving them power to increase their circulation at 
will and retire it at will, we should compel them to retire it and make 
the Government of the United States issue the United States legal- 
tender notes, the best paper currency that this country or any other 
country has ever had, to the fall amount of the national-bank notes. 
Then we should prevent any contraction of the currency and we should 
take the control of the finances out of the hands of a combination and 


a ly. 

‘Mr. President, the things that have been witnessed in the last two 
or three weeks in regard to the power of corporations over the circala- 
tion of this country have not been creditable. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Will not theSenator be satisfied to interpose his objec- 
tion and let the consideration of the Calendar go on? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall net be long. I say those things have not 
been creditable to this country. We have seen the Secretary of the 


Treasury drawn in by the speculators in stocks and grain in the city | 


of New York to pour out every dollar of surplus in the Treasury to 
save them and to save their imaginary profits in their speculationsand 
gambling. J ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Montana[ Mr. Power], to strike out 
the first section of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I interpose my objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will go 
over. The next bill on the Calendar will be announced. 

DR. CARL RUCKERT. 

The bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Riickert was consid- 
ered asin Committeeofthe Whole. It is adirection to redeem United 
States 5 per cent. coupon bond No. 117042, for $1,000, act of March 3, 
1864, ten-forties, with interest thereon from the Ist of September, 1875, 
to the 18th of July, 1879; also United States 6 per cent. coupon bond 
No. 198344, for $1,000, act of March 3, 1465, consols of 1865, with in- 
terest from the Ist of January, 1876, to the 27th of February, 1879, in 
favor of Frederick Pistorius, attorney for Dr. Carl Riickert upon the sur- 
render of the bonds and the filing of a bond of indemnity which shall 
be satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury in double the amount 
of the coupons belonging to the bonds. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


METROPOLITAN SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 4119) granting the right of way to the Metropolitan 
Southern Railroad Company through the property of tne United States 
in Montgomery County, Maryland, was announced as next in order, 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

DRY-DOCK AT ALGIERS, LA. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask the Senate totake up Order of Business 1365, | 


Senate bill 200, which is on the list of unobjected cases passed over 
without prejudice under Rule VIII. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 
TheCuterC.LerK. The bill (S. 200) for the establishment of a navy- 
yard and dry-dock on the Government reservation near Algiers, La., 
with an appropriation therefor. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT; If there be no objection, the bill will be | 


regarded before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the 


amendments reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs will be stated. | 
Mr. PASCO. I should like to inquire what order of business is now | 


being considered ? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Order of Business 1365, Senate bill 200. | 
Mr. PASCO. I interposed an objection to the consideration of that | 
bill the other day, and I have not since been consulted in reference to | 


it. I object to its present consideration. 


Mr. GIBSON. I move to take up the bill, notwithstanding the ob- | 


jection. 


ment. 
Mr. FRYE (to Mr.Greson). You can not do that. 


Mr. GIBSON. Then I hope the Senator from Florida will with- 


draw his objection. This is an important matter to the people I repre- 
sent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We are operating under a special rule now. Un- 
der that special rule the Senator can not move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill without regard to the objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the Senator from Florida will withdraw his 
objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill goes over. 


ESTATE OF GEORGE W. LAWRENCE, 


The bill (8. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate 
of George W. Lawrence was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the claims of George W. 
Lawrence for further compensation for the construction of the United 
States monitor Wassuc, to hear and determine and render judgment 
upon it, under certain rules and regulations provided. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT M’FARLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 4272) for the relief of Robert McFarland was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I observe that that is oneof the bills which tram- 
ple under feet the proceedings of a general court-martial and treat 
the case just as if there had not been a court-martial at all. It is an 
inattention doubtless on the part of the Senator making the report, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. That can not be done under the present arrange- | 
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and I ask that the bill may be passed over until I can offer a substitute 
forit. Ihave no doubt the claimant may be entitled to some relief, 
but not in the form in which this bill is. — 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT The bill will be passed ove 


udice. 


r without prej- 


a’ riAU 


| 
| A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 


its Clerk, announced that the House 


1d passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it request I 


i the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer 

A bill (H. R. 1883) directing the Secretary of War to ame 
ord of William H. De Freest 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk 

A bill (H. R. 2496) correcting the military record of Ireneus Short 
ridge; 

A bill (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Alexander F. Dutton 

A 


} 
bi 
ec 


nd the ree- 


A bill (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C. Cabeen 
A bill (H. R. 3647 granting a pension to Jonathan S. Brink 
bill (H. R. 4168) for the relief of William Compton 

A bill (H. R. 4745) directing the Secretary of War to issue an hono1 
able discharge to John Reilly; 
A bill (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Robert 
A bill (H. R. 4872) to remove the charge of desertion fron 
ord of Peter R. Eddy; 

A bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of James A. Rice; 

A bill (H. k. 5802) for the relief of Luman B. Palmeter; 

A bill (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Mrs. Maria 6. Judah 

A bill (H. R. 5869) granting an increase of pension to James M« 
Mullin; 

A bill (H. R. 5895) to grant pension to Hannah Hurst; 

A bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney 

A bill (H. R. 7184) granting a pension to Eilen Finnerty; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 8388) granting a pension to Mrs. M. P. Felch 

A bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to N. W. Leasure 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Anna Horrell; 

A bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to Louis P. Noros, late of the 


i 


i the rec 


| 
| Jeannette expedition to the Arctic Ocean; 
| A bill (H. R. 9254) to increase the pension of Stephen L. Kearney; 
| A bill (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pension to E. T. Hanlon 
A bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich 
A bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Plaisdell: 
A bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore 
A bill (H. R. 10727) granting a pension to Ira Agan; 
| <A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs 
| A bill (H. R. 11306) to pension Willis Brooks 
A bill (H. R. 11308) to pension Carroll Renfro 
4 bill (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension to Mary Y. Dewee 
| <A bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach; 
| A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry; 
| A bill (H. R. 11726) toincrease the pension ot Noah Bisbee, formerly 
private Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers 
| A bill (H. R. 11794) for the relief of David H. Thompson 
A bill (H. R. 11842) for the relief of James b. Guthrie; 
| <A bill (H. R. 11912) for removal of charge of desertion from Ander 
son Malone; and 
| <A joint resolution (H. Res. 111) for relief of Maj. Henry A. Read, ; 
The message also announced that the House had passed the follow 
ing bills, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 
A bill (S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. Blis 
A bill (S. 2086) to correct the military record of John Hinsmann 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry ; 
A bill (S. 3332) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce; 
A bill (S. 3988) granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers; and 
A bill (S. 4243) granting an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wright. 
The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 
A bill (8S. 179) granting a pension to Ellen Courtney 
A bill (S. 577) granting a pension to Laura J. Ives; 
A bill (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary E. Williams 
A bill (S. 754) granting a pension to James Malin 
A bill (S. 768) granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke 
| <A bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of James Johnston; 
A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Mary FE. Crimmins, widow of 
Patrick Crimmins; 
| <A bill (S. 1456) correcting the military history of David A, Park- 
| hurst; 
A bill (S. 1468) granting a pension to Betsey A. Mower; 
A bill (S. 1480) granting a pension to Wick Morgan; 
A bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Lonise Selden; 
A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe; 
A bill (S. 1696) for the relief of Asher W. Foster; 
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A bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to Ira Manley; 

A bill (S. 1706) granting a pension to John Morgan; 

A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell; 

A bill (5. 2216) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna 8. Taylor; 

A bill (S, 2238) granting a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, army nurse; 

A bill (S. 2560) to increase the pension of Nelson Monroe; 

A bill (S. 2597) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of William S. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 2750) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon R. 
Tobey; 

A bill (5, 3183) granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth; 

A bill (S, 3191) for the relief of Albert Shell; 

\ bill (S. 3342) granting a pension to Andrew Hopper; 

A bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to James Melvin; 

A bill (8. 3448) granting a pension te Clara H. McIntire; 

A bill (8S. 3538) granting a pension to John W. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore; 

A bill (S. 3756) tor the relief of William Elmendorf; 

A bill (S. 3816) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 

A bill (8. 2948) granting a pension to Morris Leavy; and 

A bill (8. 4254) granting a pension to Eliza Wallace. 

UNCOMPAHGRE RESERVATION. 

The bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre res- 
ervation was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is not that a bill which was vetoed by the Pres- 
ident? 

Mr. FRYE. It was reported back with the objections of the Presi- 
dent obviated. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 would say to the Senator from Missouri that the 
original bill was vetoed because of some objectionable feature init, and 
another bill was drawn up by the Department to meet the objections 
of the President. 

Mr. VEST. Let that bill goover. I want to examine it. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it goover without prejudice, then. 

Mr. VEST. Let it go over under Rule IX, because it will create 
some debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask the attention of the Senator from Missouri. I 
think the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is not here to- 
day, has had his attention called to this bill. Ido not know that I 
have a right to speak for him, but I think it is perhaps satisfactory to 
the Senator from Colorado. My only point was that being so perhaps 
the bill had better remain on the Calendar without prejudice until he 
returns. 

Mr. VEST. Verywell. Letitgoover. I want toexamine the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
Viti. 


SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 4175) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
the indebtedness to the Government of the Sioux City and Pacific Rail- 
road Company wus considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator reporting the 
bill if this is one of the land-grant and bond-aided railroads? 

Mr. FRYE. It is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, is there a proposition to settle the indebt- 
edness of all the Pacific railroads upon the same principle as this? 

Mr. FRYE. There is not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why, then, should an exception be made in the 
case of this company ? 

Mr. FRYE. This is alittle hundred-mile railroad practically owned 
by the Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Company, and the Chicago 
and Northwestern Railroad Company has a parallel road to this, and 
it ig not worth anything. It is not worth the while of Congress to be 
dealing with mortgages and things of that kind touchingit. The Chi- 
cago and Northwestern can destroy it any day it pleases; but it was 
thought there was an opportunity to get several hundred thousand dol- 
lars if somebody was authorized to make a settlement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much bonded indebtedness is the Govern- 
ment liable for on account of this road? 

Mr. FRYE. I think, interest and all, about $1,600,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the prospect is a few hundred thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. ' RYE. Yes, sir. I would not give a cent for it, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it independent of the Union Pacific and the 
other Pacific railroads? 

Mr, FRYE. Entirely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So that these other companies are not indirectly 
responsible for the bonds issued to it. 

Mr. FRYE. Notatall. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT ERIE, PA. 

The bill (S, 4239) to provide for the sale of the old custom-house 

building in the city of Erie, Pa., was as next in order. 
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Mr. QUAY. Let that bill go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

WILLIAM W. WEBB. 

The bill (S. 1808) for the relief of William W. Webb was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate,to appoint William W. Webb, late a 
captain of cavalry and brevet major in the Army ofthe United States, to the po- 
sition of captain of cavalry in the Army of the United States, and to place him 
upon the retired-list of the Army as of that grade (the retired-list being thereby 
increased in number to that extent); and all laws and parts of laws in conflict 
herewith are suspended for this purpose only: Provided, however, That said 
Webb shall receive nopay or allowances as such retired officer prior to his con- 
firmation under the provisions of this bill : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


KANSAS TRUST AND DIMINISHED RESERVE LANDS. 


The bill (S. 4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and 
diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the adoption of 
the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FERGUS FALLS, MINN. 


The bill (S. 2944) for the erection of a public building at Fergus 
Falls, Minn,., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 13, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘one hundred and fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five,”’ and 
in the same line, after the word ‘* dollars,’’ to strike out ‘* which said 
sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated forsaid purpose out of any mon- 
eys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated;’’ soas to 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation 
of the United States courts, post-office, internal-revenne, and other Government 
offices, in the city of Fergus Falls and State of Minnesota, the cost of said site 
and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, eleva- 
tors, and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 53, te strike out: 

So muchOf the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray tlie 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expeuses of said commission, and 
other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 66, after the word ‘‘money, ’’ 
to strike out ‘‘appropriated by this act shall be available except as 
hereinbefore provided ’’ and insert ‘‘shall be used for the purpose 
mentioned ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to th® 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State o! 
Minnesota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 74, to strike out the 
following clause: 

After the said site shall have been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been pared by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be avail- 
able for the érection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, clevators, and approaches. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
CUARTEL LOT, IN MONTEREY, CAL. 
The bill (S. 4258) releasing the right, title, and interest of the United 


States to the piece or parcel of land known as the ‘‘ Cuartel ’’ lot, in 
the city of Monterey, Cal., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ACCOUNTS WITH STATE OF FLORIDA. 
The bill (S. 3044) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the balance found to be due the State of Florida, according to the ac- 
count stated between the General Government and such State by the 





said Secretary, under the authority of the act approved March 2, 1889, 
known as the deficiency appropriation act, was announced as next in 
order. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authori o sett 
the account stated between the United States and the State of Florida, under 
the authority of section 5 of the act approved March 2, 1889, entitled “An act 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fis 
cal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes; ’’ ar 


i 
in making such settlement he is hereby authorized to set off what is found t 
be due by the State to the day of settlement, on account of principal and inter 
est upon the bondsof the State, in which a portion of the Indian trust funds has 
been invested, against what is found to be due the State to the same date for 
moneys expended by her during the Indian hostilities of 1549and 1856 and 1857, 
and to surrender such bonds and the coupons thereto to the governor of said 


State upon making such settlement. And in making the settlement the Secre- 
tary is directed to follow the statement of the account as made under the au- 
thority of said act. as found in the letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
dated December 16, 1889, published as Executive Document No. 68, House of 
Representatives, and to adopt the first mode of settlement proposed, near the 
foot of page 3 of said document, continuing the computation of interest upon 
the principal on both sides to the date of settlement. And such sum of mone; 
is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise a; 
priated, as is necessary to make such settlement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that bill had better be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the amendment re- 
ported by the committee be agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object that that amendment be agreed to, 
but I ask that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice, 

LIGHTS IN STATE OF WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 3744) to provide additional ligbts on the navigable chan- 
nels of Puget Sound and the rivers tributary thereto, in the State of 
Washington, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 12, after the word ‘‘ designate,’’ to strike out ‘‘that 
the necessary expenditure for the establishment of said post-lights be in- 
cluded in the appropriation for lighting of rivers for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1891;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That thirty post-lights, for the use and convenience of nav- 
igation, shall be established along the navigable channels of the Snohomish 
River, the Skagit River, the Nooksack River, and the La Conner Slough, and 
along such other channels of Paget Sound and the rivers tributary thereto, in 
the State of Washington, as may be necessary for the requirements of com- 
merce; that said post-lights shall be of such character and located at such 
points along said channel as the Light-Hduse Board, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may designate; and that the sum of $10,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same hereby is, appropriated for 
the establishment and maintenance of said lights. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PENALTIES ON GUNBOAT PETREL. 
The bill (S. 2915) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known 
as the Petrel, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTER FOR DISTRICT SUPREME COURT. 


The bill (S. 845) to provide for the appointment of a reporter for the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was,in section 1, after the word ‘‘ court,’’ at the 
end of line 4, to insert ‘‘ who shall hold his office during the pleasure of 
said court;’’ so as to make the section read: ; 


That the supreme court of the District of Columbia is hereby authorized and 


directed to appoint a reporter for said court, who shall hold his office during the 
pleasure of said court. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 3, line 2, after the word “ re- 
ports,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ata price per volumeto be fixed by said court ”’ 
and insert ‘‘the price notexceeding $5, style and number of pages of 
= volume to be fixed by said court;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 


Src. 3, Thatsaid reporter shall have the privilege of the sale of said published 


reports, the price not exceeding $5, style and number of pages of each volume 
to be fixed by said court. . - a 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask about that. Are these re- 


ports to be published at the expense of the Government? 
Mr. EVARTS. No. There is nothing in this enactment to provide 
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for any such thing. The subject received careful attention from the 

Judiciary Committee, who were satisfied that this was a proper arrange 

ment. Thereisnothing but this prov mn of salary, and alse the com- 
mittee inserted that there should be a limitation of the price that the 
I f 


yrter shall charge to the m 





Mr. COCKRELL. I see that the committee have td I ) 
| pose, an ordinary ] ie of reports a : 
Mr. EVARTS. That.is the t t 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is simply an outra 
than robbery of the legal px t 
to put these reports at $5 a volt 
Mr. EVARTS. The Senator will a 
ready a reporter appointed by the court 7, 
but there is a very limited itronag wr them. t 
| to the patronage of the suitors and the profession in the 
| District of Colum! a. The price at which he now sells them and whi 
is found necessary to give him a re nable income is 0 rd w 
count oak this down to ws t exter il le nog it to tl 
court to make it less. That is th ) 
Mr. COCKRELL. How is the reporter paid now 
Mr. EVARTS. He is paid now entirely by the sale of his books, 
and he charges $6.50 a volume, and he can not sell more than enough 
| to give him a reasonable income. You can not enlarge the patronage 


and, therefore, when there is a limited patronage of a book there is 


ccomplished here is to give him a salary of $1,500 and to limit the 
“ost of his book as an exterior limit at $5, one dollar and a half less 
than the price now imposed, and to limit it also to such reduction as 
the court may direct. Soit is an improvement in every 
suppose, over the present condition 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should not the United States, then, pay re 
porters for the United States district courts all over the country? This 
court has been getting on for a d long while without any reporte: 
paid by the United States, and now we coine in and propose to have 
the United States assume the payment of a salary of $1,500 a year to 
this reporter. Why not extend the same thing to the reporters for the 


respect is we 





district courts and the circuit courts throughout the United States ? 
And we have a beautiful corps of court reporters. 
Mr. EVARTS. That would depend upon the ci mstances of each 
case. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I think it will not hurt to have the bill go ove 
until next session. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice, 
Mr. EVARTS. If the objection is insisted upon, I have no ability 
to dispose of the bill otherw 
Mr. COCKRELL, I think we had better lay it aside until I can 
look into it a little further. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be pa 1 over. 
POWER OF CONSULAR COUR 
Che bill (S. 4122) to regulate the confinement of prisoners sentenced 
| by courts created under treaties and laws of the United States in cer 
| tain cases was considered as in Committee of the Whol 
The bill was reported by the Committee on the Judiciary with amend 
ments, in line 5, after the word ‘‘imprisonment,’’ to strike out ‘‘and 
imprisonments of and;’’ in line 6, after the words * under the,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘judgments’’ and insert ‘‘judgment in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘any to insert ‘‘ mixed court or;’’ inline 7, after the 
word ‘‘court,’’ to strike out ‘‘created under the authority ’’ and insert 
‘established in any foreign country under any treaty or convention ;’’ 
in line 9, after ‘‘ United States,’’ to insert ‘‘ with the government of 
such foreign country and in line 12, after ‘‘ United States,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘And provided further, That no prisoner shall be ito the United 
States for confinement without the approval of the Attorney-General! 
of the United States; *’ so as to make the bill read 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section 5546 of t Res d Statuteso 
the United States shall apply to the « es of sentences to ' yn iY ay 
the judgment of any mixed court or consular court established in any eig 
country under any treaty or convention of the United States with the 5 
ment of such foreign country: Pre led, ‘That no prisoner shall be sent from 
the country in which he was convicted and sentenced elsewhere than to the 
United States. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH SERVICE. 


and for other purposes was announced as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hardly think it worth while to consume the 
| time by reading that bill now. 
Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the bill may go over without prejudice. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 


The bill (S. 4234) to establish a limited post and telegraph service, 
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MISS FRANCES THATCHER. 


The bill (H. R. 5521) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the nameof Miss Frances Thatcher, daughter of Abijah 
Thatcher, who served as a soldier in First Company, Twentieth Con- 
necticut State Militia, in the war of 1812, and the grand-daughter of 
Union John Thatcher, who served as a soldier in the war of the Revo- 
lution, at $18 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS, 

‘The next business on the Calendar was the following resolution, re- 

wrted by Mr, MrrciHELt from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
toads July 28, 1890: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to make inquiry and investigation as to whether there are in existence 
in the hands of private parties any records of the late so-valled Confederate 
government which, in his opiniow, are valuable to the United States in pro- 
tecting it against frauds or overpayments in connection with the claims of cer- 
tain late mail contractors of the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Texas, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia, or their legal representatives, 
for and on account of services alleged to be due under their respective con- 
tracts for the performance of mail service for the years 185s, 1859, 1860, and 1861, 
and to report to the Senate at as carly a date as practicable the nature of such 
Confederate records and their value to the Government, in his opinion, and the 
amount for which the same can be procured by the Post-Office Department for 
the use of the United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

FREE-DELIVERY POST-OFFICES. 

The bill (S. 925) extending the privileges of the free delivery of 
mails was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation of what 
effect that will have on the postal revenues and whether it will add 
largely to the deficiency that exists there. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have sent tor the report and will have it ina 
few minutes. Let the bill go over, and we can return to it again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over temporarily. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN., 

The bill (S. 2599) to submit to the Court of Claims for adjudication 
the title of William MecGarrahan to the mineral and other interests of 
the Rancho Panoche Grande tract of land in the State ot California, 
and for other purposes was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator reporting that bill [Mr. TELLER] is absent 
to-day, and I think it had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

: PATRICK L., DUNN. 

The bill (S. 1561) to remove the charge of desertion against Patrick 
IL. Dunn was announced as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is reported adversely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over under Rule IX, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over under Rule IX. 

HENBY EAST. 


The bill (H. R. 4909) for the relief of Henry East was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that be passed over. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let it go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
IX. 


The question is on agreeing to the reso- 


FEES OF CERTAIN ATTORNEYS, MARSHALS, ETC. 


The bill (S. 3529) to amend section 837 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert : 

That the district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United 
States for the districts of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Washington, and 
Wyoming shall be entitled to receive, ively. double the fees now allowed 
by law for the like services to other district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of 
the courts of the United States, but neither of them shall be allowed to retain 
for fees and other emoluments ony oe sum inthe aggregate than such 
other district attorneys, marshals, and clerks, respectively, are allowed by law 
to retain, and all fees, moneys, ad emoluments received by them, respectively, 
above such e amount «hall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States; and their accounts shall be made, audited, returned, and settled at the 
same times and in the same manner that the accounts of other district attor- 
neys, marshals, and clerks are required to be made, audited, and settled; and 
whenever in either of said States the same person holds the office of clerk of 
both the circuit and district courts he shall be allowed to retain for his per- 
sonal compensation and emolument as aforesaid only such sum as is by law al- 
ee to be retained by a person holding the office of clerk of only one of the 
said courts. 

Seo, 2. That the foregoing section shall expire and cease to be in force on the 
30th day of June, A. D. 1835. 

Seo. 3 That section 887 and section 840 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same are hereby, repealed; and so much of section 16 of the 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the admission of the State of Idaho into the 
Union, and for other purposes,” approved July 3, A. D. 1890, as provides for fees 
and compensation of district attorneys, mars! and clerks of the courts of 
the United States, and so much of section 16 of the act entitled “An act to pro- 
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vide for the admission of the State of Wyoming into the Union, and for other 
urposes,”’ approved July 10, A. D. 1890, as provides for fees and compensation 
of district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United States are 
hereby repealed. 

Mr. PIERCE. In line 5 of the first section of the amendment, after 
‘Washington,’ I move to insert ‘‘ North Dakota,’’ That must have 
been omitted by mistake. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In line 5 of the first section of the amendment, 
after the word ‘‘ Washington,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘* North Da- 
kota;’’ so as to read: 

That the district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United 
States for the districts of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Maomtana, Washington, North 
Dakota,and Wyoming shall be entitled to receive, respectively, double the fees 
now allowed by law for the like services td other district attorneys, marshals 
and clerks of the courts of the United States, etc, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill regulating the fees 
and emoluments of district attorneys, marshals, and clerks in the 
States of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Washington, North Dakota, 
and Wyoming.”’ 

FREE-DELIVERY POST-OFFICES. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the Senate now take up Senate bill 

925, which was passed over a few minutes since. 

There being no objection the bill (S. 925) extending the privileges 

of the free delivery of mails was considered as in Committee of the 

Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

Roads with amendments. 

The first amendment was,in line 8, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to 

strike ont ‘‘ three ’’ and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to read: 

And the same are hereby extended to all cities and towns haying a popula- 

tion of not less than 5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 

and Post-Roads to recommend that the next amendment reported by 

the committee be disagreed to, so that the bill will stand at $5,000. 

Mr. STEWART. You meana population of 5,000? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, where the post-office has shown a gross reve- 

nue of $5,000 in the previous fiscal year. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to know what will probably be the 

effect of that bill in regard to increasing the expenditures, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state the case. A resolution offered by 

myself was passed through the Senate some time since calling upon the 

Postmaster-General for information upon that subject, and this is his 

reply: 

e OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1890. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following resolutiog 

of the Senate: 

* Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed totrans- 

mit to the Senate an estimate of the increased cost required to extend the free- 

delivery system of the Post-Office Department to all cities and towns having not 

less than 3,000 inhabitants or where the post-oflices show a revenue of at 

least $5,000 for the past fiscal year; also afurther estimate of the increased cost 

in case such system were extended to all cities and towns having not less than 

5,000 inhabitants or where the post-offices show a gross revenue for the last 

fiscal year of $7,000 or more." 

And in response thereto submit the information therein required, as follows 

1, The number of places “having not less than 3,000 inhabitants or wher« 

ep post-offices show a gross revenue of at least $5,000 for the past fiscal year’ 

s 


2. The number of places “having not less than 5,000 inhabitants or where 
the post-oflices show a gross revenue for the last fiscal year of $7,000 or more”’ 
is 204, . 

The population has been ascertained from the last general census, taken by 
authority of State or United States law. The above figures will be largely in- 
creased by the additional revenue at the close of the fiscal year, June 30, 1890, 
and by the national census to be taken this year. 

It is estimated that to extend the free-delivery system to all of the places and 
offices described in the first section of the resolution, 664 in number— 


Which we do not recommend because that took in all places where 
the population was as much as 3,000 or more— : 


the cost would be about as follows (as the actual population is now much 
in excess of that shown by the census, probably an average of three carricrs to 
each place will be necessary): 


Estimate. 
664 officers, 1,992 carriers, at $600... 000 .cccesceserencererssersrereeeese eevseces $1, 195, 200 
eee OUI sara etter det emasntnenties ocinbev citi oicnnt. one cossss waren cesetatpesouese 121, 846 
1,317, 040 


That is the estimate, provided we include all places of 3,000 inhab- 
itants or more. Now we come to the next estimate: 
Under the second section of the resolution the places and officers described, 





294 in number, being the extension recommended in the Postmaster-General's 

report, the cost would be about as follows: 

294 offi 1,029 carriers (average of 3} to cach office), at $600.................. $617, 400 

ReciSemtal SRS CIOS 000000 ‘esveveccneniesicesce ésessvessresesenscnsevesocccnsenseseseest oseccosncese 61,825 
679, 228 


ee el 





: 
/ 





1890. 





The above figures represent the estimated cost for the next fiscal year, pro- Roads was. in line 9.1 


vided all the offices should be established, to commence July 1, 1890, so lar as 
the pay of carriers is concerned. The incidental expenses would be about the 
game at whatever period of the year the service mizht commence. 

Taking into consideration the number of offices which would apply or be 
ready for the service and have the other requirements in addition to popula- 
tion or revenue, itis probable that an appropriation of $600,000 under the first 
estimate and $350,000 under the second would be amply sufficient for the next 
fiscal year. 4 r ; 

The pay of carriers given is the compensation for the first year. After that 
»eriod their salaries will be increased $250 each by promotion, as required by 
aw. 

JNO. WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General, 
Hon. Levi P. Morrow, 
President of the United States Senate, 


The committee recommend that we take in all places where the pop- 
ulation exceeds 5,000 or where the gross receipts of the office for the 
preceding fiscal year amounted to as much as $5,000 or more. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That report of the Postmaster-General and the 
action of the committee are based upon the census of 1880 or any sub- 
sequent State census taken ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the figures will be wholly changed by the 
census of 1890. It seems to me that the census has progressed far 
enough so that the Senator could very readily ascertain the numberof 
cities and towns now in the United States whose population exceeds 
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5,000 and is under 10,000, and we should know exactly what we are | 


doing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would be a little difficult to do that at this 
session, and I suggest that this bill should be passed at the present time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oughtwe not to perfect it as much as possible, 
to get all the information we can ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. We have all the information it is possible to get 
at this time, and I think we have enough to justify the legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL, There is no question that they have sufficient 
information at the Census Office to give an approximate statement of 
all cities whose population exceeds that nu mber. 

Mr. MITCHELL, The Postmaster-General recommended in his re- 
port to include all places, if I recollect aright, where the population 
amounts to 3,000. The committee would not recommend that, but 
confined it to those places where the population is 5,000. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not object 
to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to hear first what the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SAWYER] has to say. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was going to say that experience has shown that 
wherever we have extended the free-delivery system we have increased 
the business more than the cost of the free delivery, in New York and 
all principal places. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about the principal places; 
but how about the small towns; has it paid there? 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no doubt that it has not to such a great ex- 
tent, but the extra penny that they have to put on with the free deliv- 
ery of drop letters encourages business, and my judgment is that the 
Government will get more in revenue even with cities of 5,000, buat I 
would not consent to go lower than that. The Postmaster-General 
recommended that it should be extended to cities of 3,000, but we did 
not think we ought to go to that extent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The only question is about extending it to towns 
of 5,0U0 inhabitants. There is no question in the larger towns, those 
with a population of twenty or twenty-five thousand, that the tree- 
delivery system has largely increased the receipts. There is no doubt 
of that. 

Mr. SAWYER. It has a great deal more than paid for itself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that perfectly. If it willdo itina 
town of 5,000, the next thing will be why not have tree delivery all 
over the United States? 

Mr. CULI.OM. That is true in some countries. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is true in England now. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is free delivery to every neighborhood there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But is the population of the United States in 
such a condition that we can deliver letters to all the people? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not think so. We may come to that in the 
future, but it will be a great while from this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so myself. There are some portions of 
the United States—New Mexico, the Dakotas, Montana, and other 
States and Territories—where it would be difficult to carry out such a 
system. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This is a very moderate advance. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think it will he a long while before the popu- 
Jation will be close enough in many parts of the country to have the 
free-delivery system adopted. 

Mr. SAWYER. My judgment is that the enactment of this bill will 
increase the postal receipts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment reported by the 
committee will be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the next amendment will be disagreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
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en vy legisiation by cities hay ra populat 1 of 1v,000 per- 
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year, 
Mr. SAWYER I am authorized to withdraw that amendment 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MITCHELL, 
‘or more’’ 


l move another amend nt, to insert the words 
after the word ° dollars,’ in line 9: so as to re 

Where the post-office has shown a gross 
previous fiseal year 


The amendment was agreed to 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 
ments were concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bilis 
on the Calendar has expired. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that one more bill may be considered. We 
occupied ten or fifteen minutes in the presentation of morning busi- 
ness. 


Mr. BLAIR. 


I object to the consumption of any time beyond what 


| by the rule has been given to the Calendar so that the unfinished busi- 


| 
| 


ness may be proceeded with or that room be made for other business 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Senate bills 

from the House of Representatives for reterence. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills received from the House of Represt ntatives were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill | H. R. 1883 directing the Se et ry of War toamend the record 
of William H. De Freest; 

A bill (H. R. 2496) correcting the military ree 
ridge; 

A bill (H. R. 4745) directing the Secreta 
orable discharge to John Reilly; 

A bill (H. KR. 4872) to remove the charge of desertion 
of Peter R. Eddy; 

A bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of James A. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 5802) tor the relief of Luman B. Palmeter; 

A bill (H. R. 11794) for the relief of David H. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11912) for removal ot charge of desertion from Ander- 
son Malone; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 111) for relief of Maj. Henry A. Read. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions 

A bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer 
A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk 
A bill (H. R. 3169) tor the relief of Alexander F. Dutton 
A bill (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C. Cabeen 
A bill (H. R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Brink 
A bill (H. R. 4168) for the relief of William Compton; 
A 
\ 
4 
1 
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rd of Ireneus Short 
y of War to issue an hon- 


from the record 


bill (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Roberts; 
bill (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Mrs. Maria B. Judah; 
bill (H. R. 5869) granting an increase 
Mullin; 
bill (H. R. 5895) to grant a pension to Hannah Hurst; 
A bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney 
A bill (H, R. 7184) granting a pension to Ellen Finnerty; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brow) 
of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 8388) granting 2 pension to Mrs. M. TP. Felch 

A bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to N. W. Leasure 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Anua Horrell 

A bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to Louis IP. Neros, late of the 
Jeannette expedition to the Artic Ocean; 

A bill (H. R. 9254) to increase the pension of Stephen L. Kearney 

A bill (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pension to EL. T. Hanlon 

A bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich; 

A.bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief ot Mary A. Bla 

A bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Ira Agan; 

A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N, Jacobs. 

A bill (H. R. 11306) to pension Willis Brooks; 

A bill (H,. R. 11308) to pension Carroll Renfro 

A bill (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension of Mary Y. Dewees 

A bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry; 

A bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, for- 
merly private, Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers; and 

A bill (H. R. 11842) for the relief of James B. Guthrie. 
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MARGARET E. PIERCE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 3332) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret E. Pierce, which was, in line 7, before the word 
‘dollars,’ to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH B. SELLERS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3988) granting a pension 
to Joseph B. Sellers, which was, in line 7, after the words “‘ rate of,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ total disability’ and insert ‘$45 per month from the 
date of the approval of this act, and in lien of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GURDEN L. WIGHT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives tothe bill (8. 4243) granting an increase 
of pension to Gurden L. Wright. 

The amendments were, in line 6, before the word “‘ late,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ Wright’’ and insert ‘‘ Wight’’ and to amend the title so as to 
read: ‘‘An act granting an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wight.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN HINSMANN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 2086) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John Hinsmann, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment 
Kentucky Cavalry, which were, in line 7,after the word ‘‘ on,’’ to in- 
sert ‘‘ or about,’’ and in line 8, after the word “ seventy-four,’’ tostrike 
out ‘‘ from services performed while in the line of his duty.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. For the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] I 
move that the Senate concur in the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays betore the Senate the un- 
finished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], which will 
be read. 

The Curer CLerkK. Add after section 12 of the amendment of the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

Src. 13. Appeals and writs of error may be taken and prosecuted from the de- 
cisions of the United States court in the Indian Territory to the Supreme Court 
of the Unived States, or to the circuit court of appeals in the eighth circuit, in 
the same manner and under the same regulations as from the circuit or district 
courts of the United States, under this act. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I certainly do not wish to interfere so 
far as the right of appeal from courts in the Indian Territory to the cir- 
cuit court of appeals is concerned, because it is a matter of which I am 
not fully informed and of which the Senator from Kansas is far better 
informed. If I understood the remarks of the Senator from New York 
yesterday in presenting the bill reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee, he opposed the provision of the House bill, which is not con- 
tained in the bill of the committee, to allow appeals from the sapreme 
courts of the Territories. I regret that I have not had time to read his 
remarks carefully this morning so as to inform myself of the reasons 
for that opposition. It seems to me that it would be well, for the pur- 
poee of relieving the Supreme Court apart from the hearing of appeals 
from the supreme courts of the Territories, as well as to afford speedy 
appeals in certain cases and a speedy determination of appeals from the 
supreme courts of the Territories, if that provision was inserted in this 
bill, and, if it is to be inserted, with a word or two words a provision 
for appeals from the supreme court of the Indian Territory will be in- 
cluded with the provision for appeals from the supreme courts of the 
other Territories. I should like to ask the Senator from New York if 
it was not his intention to provide in the substitute he reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary for appeals from the supreme courts of 
the Territories. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator, perhaps, was not in the Senate when 
I explained the reasons why we did not provide for appeals from the 
Territories, and it is not the intention of the committee to allow that 
amendment to receive itssanction. The reasons are these: The subject- 
matters to go up from the Territories that under this bill from the States 
would go to this interappellate court are not numerous, and all con- 
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stitutional questions should go up, and if they were introduced into 
this bill of the committee they would go up directly to the Supreme 
Court as they go now. 

I gave as a reason that the condition of these Territories was regarded 
by the committee as temporary, and, as we all know, they are few in 
number. They are Utah, New Mexico, and Arizona; and, as there is 
a provision for appeals in the Territories for second hearings, it was 
thought quite unsuitable that there should be interposed another tri- 
bunal of review. 

Mr. DOLPH. What has the Senator to say of the class of cases in 
which the decisions of the circuit court of appealsis final? Why should 
not cases from the Territories, in which the decision of the circuit court 
of appeals is final, be taken to that court rather than be brought to 
the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. EVARTS. For the very reason that the number of these cases 
in the Territories is very small. They have already received doubl« 
supervision by appeals in these Territories. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is that any reason why they should be allowed the 
higher privilege of coming to the Supreme Court of the United States 
rather than to go to the circuit court of appeals? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; for this reason, and only for this reason, that 
in these cases that go to the circuit court of appeals there has been no 
revision in the courts below. It is only the first-instance settlement 
that goes right up to this interappellate court, whereas in the Terri- 
tories there has been a court of original jurisdiction, original decision, 
and appeals to the courts of the ‘Territory in fact. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the plan proposes three hearings of certain classes 
of cases that originate in a Territory and only two in a State, does it 
not? 

Mr. EVARTS. This bill only provides for one appellate court, one 
the Supreme Court of the constitutional and other questions enume- 
rated, and betore this interappellate court in all other eases, and a 
certain enumeration of them makes the decision upon them final in 
these circuit courts. We saw no reason for allowing the circuit court 
of an adjacent State, of an adjacent circuit, to pass an additional su- 
pervision over the secondary decision that has been made by the su- 
preme courts of the Territories. 

Mr. DOLPH. Perhaps I have not made myself clear to the Sena- 
tor. I may be in error in regard to the state of the law, but I think I 
am not. This bill reported by the majority of the Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary does not, as I understand it, affect appeals from the 
supreme courts of the Territories. - 

Mr. EVARTS. Not at all. 

Mr. DOLPH. As I understand the law as it is at present, appeals 
are allowed from the supreme courts of the ‘Territories in all cases in- 
volving Federal questions, the same as they are from the circuit courts 
in the States. They are also allowed in cases where the jurisdiction 
depends on the citizenship of the party, but with this difference, I be- 
lieve, that as the law stands it only requires that $2,000 shall be in con- 
troversy in order to entitle a party to snch an appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, whereas in the States it requires $5,000. 

Mr. EVARTS. The bill repeals both those. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the bill repeal the provision for taking cases by 
writ of error and appeal from the supreme courts of the Territories 
in all cases where the jurisdiction of the United States courts depends 
upon the citizenship of the parties ? 

Mr. EVARTS. This bill pays no attention whatever to Territorial 
courts. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think it should. 

Mr. EVARTS. It leaves the law as it now stands. If the Terri- 
torial scheme needs to be reformed it can be reformed by itself. Therea- 
son why we do not incorporate it in the through this interap- 
pellate court is that the Territorial subjects are limited and have re- 
ceived a determination inside of them by the review of a supreme 
court of the Territory sitting in banc. 

Another reason was that there was in general a better supervision of 
the decisions in these Territories by the Supreme Court than by the 
collateral court not within those Territories; that is, a collateral court, 
the circuit court of appeals in a neighboring circuit that does not in- 
clude these Territories, but that it was temporary also. Utah, as we 
thought, should have this supervision directly, and in New Mexico and 
Arizona these questions should come direct to the Supreme Court. 
These will soon become States, as we all expect, and therefore there 
was no symmetry that would include appeals to collateral circuit eourts 
of appeal for review of decision of the supreme bench of the Territory. 
That is the ground of it. It is aot for me to say whether it is wel! 
taken or not. 

Mr. DOLPH. So far as the subject of collateral appellate courts is 
concerned I do not think that figures in the caseatall. ‘The provision 
of the House of Representatives is that the Territories shall be annexed 
to or incorporated in these judicial circuits for the purpose of the ex- 
ercise of appellate jurisdiction by the circuit court of appeals. So the 
Territories would be as much a part of these judicial cireuits as the 
States. 

Now, the reason why the decisions of the Territorial courts or the 
cases in the Territorial courts have been twice heard is the very reason 
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| 
why they ought not to have preference over cases of a similar character civil cases, The limitation provided in the sixth section of t 
and importance which arise in the States; but if the present system is | clares that 
left to stand, if in dealing with this wholesubject of relief to the courts he final t aa 7 — 
and appeals, we leave the law in regard to appeals in the Territories to | ' es £ ascerta i 
stand as it is the Supreme Court will exercise jurisdiction of cases which on adel aaeataeiliccra . : eae 
originate in the Territories where the jurisdiction of the Federal courts ' ¢ error oF 
depends entirely upon the citizenship of the parties in which only nal judgmen ‘ 
$2,000 are involved. If that had been |e tanding as it is defi 1 the original act 
Mr. EVARTS. There is no such relation of citizens in the Terri- | there would have been no trouble: the right of appeal was admitted 
tories at all. | and the jurisdictional sum was $1,000, which was sfactory to all 
Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon if | the interestsinvolved there. Butin theactest a 
there is any limitation in appeals from the supreme courts of Territories | government of Oklahoma the forty-second se \ decla 
dependent upon the citizenship ot the parties ? | eeteaieteimedieienneenny hetthenend 
Mr. EVARTS, Not at all. | of the United States courts in the Indian Territory to th ne 
Mr. DOLPH. The amount is $2,000 in the Territories, whereas it | United States in the same manner i ler th 
is $5,000 in the States. cireuit courts of the United States, except as otherwise provide 
Mr. EVARTS. That might be a reason for changing that arrange- Mr. PLATT. That relates to exclusive jurisdiction in « . 
ment, but it has no bearing upon bringing it into this system of ap- | instances. 
peals. ; | Mr. INGALLS. Undoubtedly; and while it is possible that the ¢ 
Mr. DOLPH. Suppose it were $5,000, is there any reason why ap- | fect of this section numbered 42 in the Oklahoma act may have been 
peals should be taken from Territorial courts to the Supreme Court of | to repeal the sixth section of the act establishing the court in the In 


the United States that does not apply to the taking of cases from the 
circuit courts of the United States and the district courts of the United 
States in the States to the Supreme Court? Is there any reason why 
the cases originating in the Territories should be preferred? In other 
words, if we are to create an intermediate court of appeals, why should | 
not that intermediate court of appeals have jurisdiction and their de- 
cisions be final in the same character of cases that are tried in the Ter- 
ritories which are tried in the States? 

The Senatorsays that this will betemporary. Wedo not know how 
long it will be, but I can not conceive that that is a valid argument 
against including the Territories in the circuits, because whenever they 
are admitted as States then they are assigned to some circuit, and if 
they are assigned in the mean time by the Supreme Court of the United 
States or by this bill to some circuit for this purpose and cases arising 
in the Territories put upon a par with those in the States, I can not 
seethat the symmetry of this bill or the system would be destroyed or 
that any harm would be done. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the symmetry is this: There are 
hearings in the courts of the first instance in the circuit and iv the | 
district courts in the States, and there is now interposed a review of a 
circuit court of appeals. In the Territories there is a review by a su- 
preme court within them of the trials and decisions in the first instance 
in the Territories. So far as the burden is concerned, certainly it is 
legitimate to say thatitis temporary. But a reference to the schedule 
that I have given shows that the number of cases in all the Territorics | 
together does not amount fo a serious burden to the Supreme Court. 
Then, if the Senator would dissect these few causes that go up from 
each Territory, to determine what involved constitutional questions 
and what involved only questions of private interest, he would find a 
still greater reduction of them; and now we have reduced it to the 
three Territories that I have named, having made five Territories into 
States. 

The committee have thought it better that it should remain as itis. | 
A restatement of the distinction will not emphasize it. If the Senate 
think otherwise, it is for them to so determine whenever a motion is 
made as an amendment to this bill. But I have pointed out the rea- 
sons, and they are reasons given upon full exploration of that disposi- 
tion of them. 

Now, with regard to the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 
Kansas, I have treated that as an exceptional situation. The Indian 
Territory is permanently a Territory, and it is peculiarly situated, and | 
the subject-matter that it is thought very desirable should be some- | 
what promptly and easily reviewed in the circuit courts of the United | 
States makes a distinction between this particular Territory, being a 
sort of abnormal condition of jurisdiction which I have seen good rea- 
son to think should admit that amendment. That amendment being 
made, it is quite competent for the Senator from Oregon to propose 
an amendment including all the Territories, but they staud upon en- 
tirely different considerations from those which apply to the Indian | 
Territory. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think perhaps it is due to the Sen- | 
ate that the Senator from Kansas, who moved theamendment, should | 
explain the necessity of it. Perhaps the distinction between the In- 
dian Territory and the Territory of Oklahoma, and between the courts 
of the Territory ot Oklahoma and whatare called technically the United 
States courts in the Indian Territory is not fully understood. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not understand that the Senator from Oregon 
interposes any objection to the adoption of my amendment. Hethinks 
that this provision should be liberalized and enlarged. The necessity 
and propriety of the amendment that I propose being admitted, of course 
aS superfluous toenter upon any enlarged consideration of its mean- 

g. 
The act providing for the establishment of a court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, at Muscogee, was approved on the Ist of March, 1889, and it pro- 


vided for the exercise of jurisdiction in certain defined criminal and | 





dian Territory, or what is known as the Muscogee court, yet that being 


the case it would leave the matter so that appeals could only be taken 
in cases where $5,000 was involved. o whether the provision of sec 
tion 6 of that act was repealed or not, it is im tant that the provis- 


ion which is to be enacted, if the amendment I propose shall be adopted, 
should be incorporated in this proposed act. I believe that the neces 


| sity of it and the propriety of it are recognized by the Senator fro 
| New York having charge of the bill, and that it is not disputed by th 


Senator from Oregon, who desires to enlarge its provisions so as to ma 

them applicable to the proceedings in the Territorial courts generally 
Mr. PLATT. And, as has already been suggested by the S« 

from New York, there is no possible way in which the prox 


lator 


eedings in 


the first instance in this court can be otherwise reviewed 
Mr. INGALLS. No. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on agreeing to the amend 
| ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGA! to the amendment 


| of the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. to 
come in as an additional section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArRngIs in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon will be read 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following as an add 
tional section: 


Sec. 15. That the circuit court of appeal shall have the sam¢ 
diction, by writ of error or appeal, to review the judgments, orders, and de- 
crees of the supreme courts of the several Territories as by this act they m 
have to review the judgments, orders, and decres 
cuit eourts; and for that purpo eral 
Supreme Court, to be made from ti to time, be assigned to particular cir 
cuits 


Mr. EVART Mr. President, I have sufliciently pointed out the 
reasons why the committee have omitted this clause, and I hope the 
amendment now proposed will not be adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New York, al 
though he says he has already pointed out the reasons why this is not 


appellats rie 


sof the 


district court and ei 
' 


e the s« lerritories shall, 


by orders of the 


a proper provision to be incorporated in the bill, to repeat briefly, if 
he will, the reason why. 
Mr. EVARTS. Certainly; it will be no trouble 


{s I have stated, the interposed court of appeals for such as are em 
braced within it is to give a review of what has been disposed of only in 
the first trial or hearing in the various circuit or district courts, and it 
cives therefore a review, without which there would be no review nnolk 
it was had in the Supreme Court of the United States. Inregard tothe 
Territories, there is a hearing and trial in cou e f 








rts of ft j l in¢ 

and there is an appeal there to the supreme irt sitting in bane ot 
each Territory upon those questions. If thi heme is applied to ap 
peals and writsof error of and to th ipreme courts of the Territories, 
they will have had a double r \ hereas in the States there will 
have been but one review short of th me Court. There seer to 
/ us no reason why there should be a iti | interposed apy t 
jurisdiction over the supreme courts of the Territories, They ar 

fac tory courts, or hould I b ind th ( re { ) in entire i ‘ 
in regard to this introduction of Territ ! per 

I have also insisted upon the fact that the number « i s carried 

up to the docket of the Su eme Court would be very few t youldn 
be embraced within constitut estions, we will say, or what are 
by this scheme to be carried dir to the Supreme Court; that the 
Territories are few in number; that the amount, as shown in the sched 
ule which has been read, already carries only something like twenty 
three canses, I think, from all the Territories within an annual crop 
| so to speak, of litigation; and we have already turned six of those into 
states, 


Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator right there, if he will 
permit me, whether there will be, under his scheme, any limitation in 
the appeals and writs of error from the court in banc in a Territory to 
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the Supreme Court of the United States, such as is imposed upon cases 
determined in these intermediate circuit courts of appeal? There can, of 
course, be no such limitation in words as that imposed there in regard 
to the jurisdiction which is obtained by reason of citizenship in the 
States, but is there any analogous or other limitation? 

Mr. EVARTS. As the Senator suggested, the citizenship clause is 
inoperative in the Territories. That we all understand. Therefore 
that large head does not go up to the Supreme Court in that sense, and 
there is no reason for stopping it in the circuit courts of the adjacent 
circuits. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill does not touch the question of the removal 
of causes from the Territorial courts to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. EVARTS. Not in the least; it has nothing to do with the Ter- 
ritories, It is a provision of an interposed review between the courts 
of the first instance and that of final resort. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me inquire, it you had an appeal to the near- 
est adjacent circuit court, what cases then would be necessary to go to 
the Supreme Court? Any other than those involving constitutional 
questions, of which there are very few ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Which would go up direct. Those wouldstill go up. 

Mr. STEWART. They would still go up? 

Mr. EVARTS. They would still go up direct. They would go to 
these courts, and the others are very few in number and are fading out 
all the while. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I am in favor of this amendment. 
There are a large number of cases that would be appealed if they could 
be disposed of without great expense and speedily. The appeal tothe 
supreme court of the Territories, where the same judges sit in bane 
that tried the case below, is entirely unsatisfactory. It is really no 
appeal. I have practiced in the Territories a great deal, and it is really 
an unsatisfactory appeal. The litigants in the Territories are fre- 
quently unable to go to the additional expense of coming to Washing- 
ton, but if they had an appellate court near at hand it would be agreat 
convenience, and it would save clogging the Supreme Court here and 
relieve it to that extent. I apprehend the circuit courts would be able 
to do the business, and I think it would be a much better arrange- 
ment. 

From my experience in the matter I think an appeal tothe adjacent 
district would subserve the ends of justice and be a convenience to the 

ple. I can not see how it would mar the system inaugurated in this 
bill. Suitors would be entirely satisfied witn an appeal to the circuit 
court in all ordinary cases, and they would feel then that they had a 
remedy. It is one of the objections to living in a Territory that the peo- 
ple are compelled to submit to the decisions of one judge practically. 
There is a sort of understanding that almost everything is affirmed in 
the supreme court of the Territories. 

Mr. VEST. The judge who made the decision below is part of the 
court. 

Mr. STEWART. The judge who made the decision is part of that 
court, and if he is overruled he is ready to overrule the next man. Two 
of them agree to stand by each other. 

Mr. VEST. Each is there to sustain his own judgment. 

Mr. STEWART. He is there to sustain his own judgment, and it 
is a very unsatisfactory appeal. But if you give an appeal to the ad- 

jacent circuit it will be cheap and expeditious and I think will pro- 
mote the ends of justice, 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish tomodify my amendment. Let the modifica- 
tion which I propose be read. I have sent it to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the amend- 
ment as modified. 

The Curer CLerK. After the word ‘‘Territories,’’ in line 4, in- 
sert: 

In cases in which the judgments of the circuit courts of appeal are made 
final by this act. 

So as to read: 


See, 15. That the circuit court of appeal shall have the same appellate juris- 
diction, by writ of error or appeal, to review the judgments, orders, and de- 
crees of the supreme courts of the several Territories, in cases in which the 
judgments of the cireuit courts of appeal are made final by this act, as by this 
act they may have to review the judgments, orders, and decrees of the district 
courtand circuit courts; and for that pu the several Territories shall, by 
orders of the Supreme Court, to be made from time to time, be assigned to par- 
ticular circuits. 


Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has 
suggested that the words inserted should be after the word “ appeal,’’ 
in the first line. Iask the Secretary to read the amendment as if those 
words were inserted there. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Seo. 1, That the circuit court of opel in cases in which judgments of the 
circuit courts of appeal are made final by this act shall have the same appellate 
jurisdiction, by writ oferror or appeal, to review the judgments, orders, and de- 
erees of the supreme courts of the several Territories as by this act they may 
have to review the judgments, orders, and decrees of the d court and cir- 


eult courts; and for that purpose the several Territories shall, by orders of the 
Supreme Court, to be made from time to time, be assigned to lar circuits, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon mod- 
ify his amendment as suggested by the Senator from Massach usetts? 
Mr. DOLPH. Yes; I will have the words inserted there. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as last read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer the following amendment—— 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York has the 
oor. 

Mr. EVARTS. I supposed the vote had only been taken upon the 
modification. I have no objection to the modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the question was put upon the 
amendment as modified, the Senator from Oregon having a periect right 
to modify his amendment before action of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the question be put over again. 

Mr. EVARTS. On that subject I desire to be heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator was deceived in re- 
gard to it the Chair will put the question again, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. EVARTS. I wish to be heard upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the ques- 
tion upon the amendment of the Senator from Oregon, then, will be re- 
garded as an open question to be put again. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I had risen to ask a question of the 
Senator from Nevada on my lett, and only gave up to this proposed 
modification. I was going to ask the Senator what classes of cases are 
in his mind that would be beneficially treated by this rehearing over 
again in the circuit courts. Ifit turns only on the question that there 
is not a proper arrangement of the supreme court in the Territories 
in the regard that he has mentioned, it seems hardly to give a good 
reason now for allowing an appeal when it can all be remedied by 
changing the law by retasing, as thisscheme of the committee does re- 
iuse, the right to sit in the tribunal to a judge who has once passed 
upon the question, 

Now, what questions are there? There are no revenue questions 
there. There are no patent causes out there. There are no criminal 
causes except the ordinary criminal causes, and they have a right of 
appeal at any rate. 

My objection is that the modification of this scheme which is pre- 
pared for the States alone should not be encroached upon by incon- 
veniences that are apparent in the Territorial establishment. If you 
have new courts there is no reason why you should have one more 
hearing than is now had in the States, and then when you come under 
this modification, what are these? ‘They are patent causes, revenue 
causes, criminal causes, and admiralty. How many of those are there 
in the Territories? 

Mr. STEWART. I supposed that this amendment covered the ap- 
peals in the Territories that now go tothe Supreme Court of the United 
States. If it does not cover the appeals that can now go under the law 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, itis inadequate. You want 
to have it cover all the appeals that could go to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and in that case it applies to the entire business of the 
Territories over a certain limited amount. ‘The cases all go up there, 
and I do not see why they might not in this regard go to the circuit 
court adjoining and save expense and expedite business, If they could 
get relief in that way, it would be much more expeditious and would 
be a great deal better. . 

Mr, EVARTS. What cases? 

Mr. STEWART. All sorts of cases. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Senator from Oregon proposes 
by his amendment as modified to take all those cases which can now go 
to the Supreme Court of the United States from the supreme courts of 
the Territories (which if they came up in a State would stop under 
this bill with the circuit court of appeals) and transfer the jurisdiction 
from the circuit court of appeals anid have those cases stopped there. 
In other words, if John Brown, in the Territory of Arizona, sues hiz 
neighbor, John Smith, for $25,000, or for any othersum, there beinga Fed- 
eral question involved, a question under the Constitution of the United 
States, or any of those enumerated in this bill, it will go, as now, trom 
the supreme court of the Territory to the Supreme Court of the United 
States; but if a suit for $25,000 involves another kind of question en- 
tirely—for instance, as to whether there was grace on a sight note— 
that will go (although now it would go to the Supreme Court of the 
United States) to this circuit court of appeals, and stop there. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not see how it would stop there. 

Mr. STEWART. If the language is not suflicient we could make 
it stop there. We have the power to govern the Territories. ‘There 
is no doubt that the Congress of the United States has a right to gov- 
ern the Territories and to provide courts for them. Congress can put 
the jurisdiction upon a circuit court or anybody it pleases where Con- 
gress may design to do it. I say it would be a great improvement 
upon the system if the entire mass of business that may now go to the 
United States Supreme Court could go to the adjoining circuit court 
ani be disposed of there without further expense and delay. If it is 
to be confined to those cases of which the Federal courts have jurisdic- 
tion in the States, it would amount to nothing, but I understood it was 
to reach all cases where there is an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. It would be much better for the Territories to have 
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an appeal to an adjoiuing circuit court and dispose of the cases speedily | 


than to go to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr, President, I do not wish to take up the time of 
the Senate. I am certainly a little obtuse myself, or I have not been 
fortunate in making my proposition understood by the Senate. Weare 
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proposing in this bill to create a new court, an intermediate court of | 


appeals, which shall have jurisdiction over certain cases appealed from 
the district and circuit courts in the States. As toa portion of the cases 
which may be appealed and decided, there still exists an appeal from 
their decision to the Supreme Court of the United States, but as to the 
following cases their decisions are final: 

Cases in which the jurisdiction of national courts depends upon the 
character of suitors. 

All cases arising under the patent laws. 

All cases under the revenue laws. 

All cases under the criminal laws, 

All admiralty cases other than prize. 

But the Senator from New York savs that this bill does not inter- 


fere with the present right of appeal from the supreme courts of the | So I think the Senator from Oregon should understand that his quali- 
Territories to the Supreme Court ot the United States or affect the sys- | 


tem at all. I admit that. That is the defect in the bill, in my 
judgment. I think when we are creating a new intermediate appel- 
late tribunal, the appeal trom the supreme courts of the Territories 
ought to be required to go, inthe first instance at least, in cases where 
the decision of that tribunal is made final, to that court. As it now 
stands, I am not prepared to state from memory what is the limitation 
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There is no head of citizenship in the Territories, and 


are citizenship 


l-ask, are there any admiralty causes? None. Are there any revenue 
causes? None. Are there any patent causes? None. But there is 
| general jurisdiction no doubt of mewm and m that does not involve 


constitutional questions, and that would go in the State to this inter- 
appellate court. But the Senator by his qualification has cut them all 
out, and is only going to send up those that do not exist as a matter of 
any substance or interest. 


rhe scheme of the sixth section is that all that must not go by the 


| fifth section, on considerations we all understand, dire« tly to the Su- 


preme Court, certain causes are stopped with the qualification of re- 


| view by certiorari or by consultation, and then all the other cases that 


as to the amount involved in a case which entitles it to go up to the | 


Supreme Court. In the Revised Statutes I see the amount is $1,000, 
except in the Territory of Washington, where it is $2,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And in the Indian Territory $5,000. 

Mr. STEWART. 
gon that his amendment limits its operation, so that very few cases 
would go there. His amendment as was first proposed did not confine 
it to cases where the judgments of the circuit courts of appeals are 
made final, but was made to apply to all the cases appealed from the 
Territorial courts. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill as reported by the majority of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee provides for direct appeals in certain cases from 
the district and circuit courts in the States. It then provides for ap- 
peals in certain other cases from these courts to the intermediate court 
of appeals. The objection of the Senator from New York to my amend- 
ment is that there are already inthe Territories two hearings provided 
for; that before those cases are appealed at all from the supreme court 
of the Territories the cases have been twice heard and adjudicated, 
and to let them go to the intermediate court of appeals and then to the 
Supreme Court would be in effect four hearings. 

New, I do not think that the amendment will be as useful as it would 
be without the modification, but to remedy that I propose to limit the 
appeal from the supreme court of the Territory to the intermediate 
court of appeals to the classes of cases in which the decision of the in- 
termediate court of appeals is final, so that there will be no more hear- 
ings allowed in that class of cases than there are under existing law, 


cuit court of appeals and will not go to the Supreme Court. Thatclass 


the national cvurts being dependent on the character of suitors, all cases 
arising under the patent laws of the United States, all cases arising 
under the revenue iaws of the United States, all cases under the crim- 
inal laws of the United States, and all admiralty cases other than 
prize. 

Why should these classes of cases, if originating in a Territory, be 
preferred over the same class of cases in the States if originating in the 
States? Why should suitors who bring their suits in the Territorial 


an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, whereas suitors 
in the same class of cases in the States are required to be content with 
an appeal to this intermediate court of appeals and with its final judg- 
ment? I think these cases ought to be put on a par, and I cannot see 
for my life that the annexing these Territories and making them a part 
of the circuits for this purpose destroys the symmetry of the Senator’s 
bill. It seems to me it preserves the plan and promotes the harmony 
of the whole business. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have already pointed out the distinction in the 
State, that the only appeal to the interappellate court is from the courts 
of first instance, where they have had no review whatever, whereas the 
project now is that when cases of the same nature have been brought 
in the Territories and have there been reviewed in banc there shall be 
a@ new review by the court in banc. That I pointed out. Senators 
can understand that, and see that, whether it is valuable or not inref- 
erence to ether considerations, it stands upon its own merit. 

The difficulty is that some do not like the supreme court in a Terri- 
tory because of the sitting of a judge who has sat in the court below. 
Now, when you come to the Senator’s amendment, which is to have a 
review by carrying into this interappellate court only those that stop 
there and the lists are read, they are patent causes, they are revenue 
causes, they are criminal causes, they are admiralty causes, and they 


I should like to suggest to the Senator from Ore- | 


| are thus within the jurisdiction, and there are many of them, of the 


interposed court go up as a matterof right to the Supreme Court with 
the only limitation that there shall be a limit of a thousand dollars. 

It the Senator had not put the qualifications on his amendment 
there would have been causes that would go into this interappellate 
court and would be the subject of review again in the Supreme Court. 


fication has cut out all substantial basis of reaching or needing an ap- 
peal; but if in the cases he supposes, and the Senator trom Massachu- 
setts supposes, he wishes them to go into the interappellate court of 
the circuit, very well, then they would go there, but they would not 
stop there necessarily, only at the option of the directors. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from New York a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly, 

Mr. VEST. Does not his argument against this amendment in so 
far as it applies to the double appeals trom the cases that are tried be- 
fore the district judge, for instance ina Territory, apply to the system 
as it now prevails? in other words, do not litigants in the Territories 
have this double appeal now ? 

Mr. EVARTS. 
a treble appeal. 

Mr. VEST. No; Tunderstand that under the modification now made 
by the Senator from Oregon the cause stops with the circuit court. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ifthe Senator will attend to the point, I agree under 
that list the causes from the Territories that would stop in the circuit 
court are an entirely inconsiderable list. They donot amount toany- 
thing. They are patent causes; they are citizenship causes, of which 
there are practically none in the Territories; and criminal causes and 
admiralty. Those are the only heads that are stopped in the circuit 

Mr. VEST. Thereis nothing more important than criminal causes. 

Mr. EVARTS. But there is no complaint about them that I know 
of. There is an appeal to the Supreme Court in such cases as are pro 
vided, 

The difficulty is that the moment you put in the qualification and 
carry to this appellate court only those that stop there, there are none 
such originating in these Territories, speaking by and large If the 


Senator from New 


York 


They have a double appeal, but this is to give them 


t ! \ n 1 | Senator will withdraw his amendment it then will carry such cases ag 
the only difference being that it shall be finally determined hy the cir- | the Senator from Massachusetts sugzested that are to go into the cir- 


é ‘ c rt, iba | cuit courts and have a second review there, alter having had one in the 
of cases, as I have said before, are cases in which the jurisdiction of | 


supreme court of the Territory, and then they would be in the mass 
that can go up to the Supreme Court of the United States from this in- 
terappellate court. So it is one or the other horn of the dilemma, it 
seems to me, for the Senate to take. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLpu |. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The read as 


amendment will be 


| modified. 
courts in these classes of cases be privileged by being allowed to take | 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section 


| to the amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary 


Sec. 15. That the circuit court of appeal.in cases in which judgments of the 
circuit courts of appeal are made final by this act, shall have the same appellate 
jurisdiction, by writ of error or appeal, to review the judgments, orders, and 
decrees of the supreme court of the several Territories as by this act they may 
have to review the judgments, orders, and decrees of the district court and eir- 
cuit courts; and for that purpose the several Territories shall, by orders of the 
Supreme Court, to be made from time to time, be assigned to particular circuits, 

Mr. TURPIE. If there are any cases which need the action of an 
intermediate appellate court it is that class of cases which come over 
by appeal from the Territorial courts. I know of one instance, and I 
have heard of several others, in which valuable rights have been com- 
promised, settled disadvantageously to claimants, in order to avoid the 
delay occasioned by appeal to the Supreme Court here. This court is 
very distant from the scene of Territorial litigation, and the ordinary 
time in which a case may be reached, three years, is a very serious de 
lay to litigants residing in those parts of the country. 

I hope that the amendment wiil prevail. I think it will be in the 
interest of the administration of justice and the expeditious dispatch 
of the business of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question]. The ayes appear to have it, 
The ayes have it. 
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Mr. TURPIE. I ask for a division. 

Mr. EVARTS. Now I ask leave in line 31 of section 6 of the com- 
mittee bill to make an amendment which—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was a division demanded on 
the question just put by the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR, I hope there will be no further question. 

Mr. VEST. It was announced carried. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood that it was carried. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it, when the Chair distinctly heard a demand fora 
division. 

Mr. VEST. I think that was called for by the Senator from Indi- 
ana under a misapprehension. 

Mr. DOLPH. I bope the Senator will withdraw the demand. It 
can be renewed in the Senate when we have a fuller attendance. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the amendment of the Senator from Oregon 
has a good object, and that, for the reasons stated by the Senator from 
Indiana and the Senator from Nevada, we ought to adopt an arrange- 
ment which will enable cases from the Territories not involving con- 
stitutional or distinctly Federal questions to go to this court of appeals 
and stop there; that is, such cases as, if they arose in States between 
two citizens thereof, would stop in the State courts might properly be 
sent to this court of appeals and stop there. I doubt whether the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon as he has now drawn it pre- 
cisely accomplishes his object, and I doubt whether it is limited to his 
object, but I think if the Senate adopt it, it will be very easy, in con- 
ference or before the bill finally passes, to submit to the Senator from 
Oregon some change of his amendment which would accomplish ex- 
actly his object. 1 think the Senate would be very glad to accomplish 
that object. So I trust the amendment may be adopted without fur- 
ther objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask leave to make an amendment to line 31, in the 
sixth section of the committee bill, which is simply to relieve a seem- 
ing obscurity that my attention has been called to by a Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment moved by the Sena- 
tor from New York will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 18, section 6, line 31, strike out the 
word ‘‘other’’ before ‘‘cases;’’ and after the word ‘‘cases’’ insert 
**not hereinbefore in this section made final;’’ so as to read: 

In all cases not hereinbefore in this section made final there shall be of right 
an appeal or writ of error or review of the case by the Supreme Court of the 
United States where the matter in controversy shall exceed $1,000 besides costs, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now offer the amendment I sent to the desk a mo- 
ment ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: é 

Sec.—. That the States of Oregon, Washington, Montana, and Idaho shall 
constitute the tenth judicial circuit, and there shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
for such circuit two circuit judges, who shall have the same qualifications and 
shall have the same power and jurisdiction therein that the circuit judges of 
the United States, within their respective circuits, now have under existing 
laws, and who sha! be entitied to the same compensation as the circuit judges 
of the United States in their respective circuits now have. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I hope this amendment will not be 
adopted. It is foreign to this subject, however important a rearrange- 
ment of circuits may be, and however proper it is that there should be 
an additional circuit, which Iam not disposed to question. I have 
nothing to say as to the circumscription of the new cireuit which the 
Senator has named. Other Senators, however, have made other circum- 
scriptions, and the Senator from Kansas has read for information and 
had printed a general rearrangement of the circuits. 

These questions have not come from the Committee on the Judiciary ; 
they are introduced here on the face of the matter aside from the pres- 
ence of this bill here. ‘They all belong to other considerations, and if 
the bill is to be impeded or embarrassed by natural differencesof opin- 
ion as to what ought to be the proper circumscription of a new circuit, 
or whether there shall be a general rearrangement, as the Senator from 
Kansas has proposed, it will be seen that this bill, which isdefinite in 
its purposes, will be embarrassed by difference of opinion both here and 
in the other House upon these collateral questions, Why this modifi- 
cation of the circuit courts or the creation of an additional circuit is 
delayed till this moment no very good reason has been given, but there 
is very good reason why this important bill that the country is de- 
manding, the courts and thé profession and the suitors, should not be 
embarrassed by collateral considerations. 

Therefore, without any hostility to the measure itself of a new cir- 
cuit, or the measure of the very particular nature of what States shall 
be included in that new circuit, without any reference to that or any 
hostility to it, I hope that this amendment will not be made to the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH.. I hope the Senator from New York will understand 
that I am not at all hostile to a measure for the relief of the courts, and 
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I would not willingly do anything which would embarrass the passage 
ofthe bill, I can not see how the relief provided for by my amendment 
would embarrass the passage of the bill which has been reported tothe 
Senate. This subject-matter has been before the Committee on the 
Judiciary for many months, I introduced quite early in the session a bill 
to create the tenth judicial circuit and had it referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. I submitted this amendment which I now offer, 
some time since, and had it printed and referred to that committee. So 
it could have been fully considered, and I think I may say safely that 
the matter has been to some extent considered by the committee or by 
a subcommittee. 

The trouble arises in regard to the Pacific coast, that the number of 
States embraced within the judicial circuit has been doubled within 
the last year by the admission into the Union of the new States which 
are incorporated in that judicial circuit. I have already expressed 
my opinion as to what relief would be afforded by the bill reported by 
the majority. I have expressed the opinion that the additional duties 
put upon the circuit court would not be compensated for by one ad 
ditional judge. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ishould like tomakean inquiry of my colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the organic act for the admission of the 
two Dakotas provide that they shall be attached to some particular cir- 
cuit? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think it does. 

Mr. PLATT. It is either the eighth or ninth. 

Mr. DOLPH. The new States attached to the ninth judicial dis- 
trict are Washington, Idaho, and Montana. Wyoming is attached to 
another circuit. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The three new States of Washington, Idaho, and 
Montana are attached to the ninth circuit, so that the ninth circuit, if 
no change were made, would include California, Oregon, Nevada, 
Washington, Idaho, and Montana. 

Mr. DOLPH. So the circuit would include those States, with, as I 
stated yesterday, over 665,000 square miles of territory, more than one- 
fourth of all the territory of the Union, and nearly 3,000,000 inhab- 
itants, and with more foreign and coastwise commerce than all the 
United States had in 1830, if my recollection serves me. It is con- 
stantly increasing with the incident business of the Federal courts and 
admiralty and maritime jurisdiction. . 

Mr.GRAY. Ishould like toask the Senator from Oregon a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Delaware ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I should be glad to hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. GRAY. I have been out of the Chamber for some time, and 1 
should like to ask the Senator, in the first place, whether the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has been 
adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH. No, it has not been offered formally, as yet. 

Mr. GRAY. That is an amendment which has received the assent 
of the Senator from New York, I believe. 

Mr. EVARTS. To oneamendment I gave assent, the plan proposed 
about the Indian Territory; not the other. 

Mr. GRAY. But Iam speaking about the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Kansas which proposes to increase the number of cir- 
cuits from nine to eleven. I understood the Senator trom Kansas yes- 
terday to say that that amendment had in substance the approval or 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. EVARTS. No, theSenator is mistaken; it was the other amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas about the Indian Territory. The 
Senator from Kansas understands the situation that I stand upon. That 
amendment to which I assented has been adopted. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon is speaking of the necessity 
for increased judicial service upon the Pacific coast, and it will be nec- 
essary to add, I suppose, on the plan of the Senator from Kansas, to the 
number of judicial circuits—— 

Mr. DOLPH. My amendment provides for a tenth judicial circuit, 
leaving the ninth to stand as it does, taking Oregon from the ninth. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator provide in his amendment (for I have 
not had time to examine it) that there shall be two circuit judges for 
the new circuit ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes; the circuit judge now for that circuit is a resi- 
dent of California, and resides at San Francisco. That would be left 
in the ninth circuit and one judge appointed there; but, of course, if-a 
new judicial circuit was created there would have to be two judges for 
that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would then correspond with the report of the 
majority of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, it would beon the same general plan. I noticed in 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] that he pro- 
vides for two additional circuits, but only provides for the appointment 
of one circuit judge in each of the new circuits, and the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn] provides for two additional cir- 
cuit judges. 
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Mr. DOLPE. 
when the new circuit was created. Under the old law there would be 
one. I donot think it is the intention of the Senator from Kansas in 
the new circuit that there shall be but one circuit judge, because there 
could not be very well a court of appeals iv that event with that force. 

Mr. GRAY. I take it tor granted he does not look to that, but still 
the amendment only provides for one circuit judge. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Kansas in making a rearrange- 
ment of the old circuits would leave the present allotment undisturbed 
except in two instances, I think he said, and I believe he has a clause 
that provides for that. 

Mr.GRAY. Itisin these words. After establishing eleven circuits, 
defining the territory, it goes on to say- 





The present judge of the circuit shal! be the circuit judge of the fifth cir 
cuit. he present judge of the eighth circuit shall be the circuit judge of the 


sixth cireunit. Forthe ninth and tenth circuits there shall be appointed a cir- 
cuit judge in each, who shali have the same power and jurisdiction therein, 
and receive the same salary as is provided in section 607 of the Revised Statutes. 


Mr. EVARTS. What does he do about the eleventh circuit ? 
Mr.GRAY. He does not do anything about it. 


Mr. DOLPH. And for the ninth and tenth ? 

Mr. GRAY. The ninth and tenth are covered. The eleventh does 
not seen to be provided for. I take it for granted it was an omission, 
and he could not have considered the amendment as perfected, but | 
wanted to be sure of that fact as that is such an obvious omission. 

Mr. EVARTS. The amendment as proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas is an imperfect amendment, but the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Oregon is complete in itself. If the Senate adopts 
it it will incorporate itself with this bill withont any other further 
arvangement. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And leaves all the other circuits complete. 

Mr.GRAY. The reason I call attention to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, as well as the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon, is because I believe that there is a necessity for an increase in 
the number of circuits. It seems to me that this enlarged judiciary 
service can only properly be done by adding to the number of circuits. 


Of course the Chief-Justice and the associate justices of the Supreme | 


Court can not be assigned numerically, as they are now, to the nine 
circuits, but some arrangement Will have to be made. 
Mr. DOLPH. One justice will have to be assigned to two circuits. 
Mr. GRAY. 


place in these new States, there onght to be an increased judicial serv- 
ice which can only be properly supplied by the increase of judges. 
Mr. DOLPH. 
quiring these additional duties of circuit judges as members of the 
courts of appeal will put so much additional labor upon them that it 


will not be compensated for,by one additional judge, and if the ninth 


judicial circuit is to be left as it isnow, with six States instead of three, 
as heretofore, as I said yesterday, the judicial force is inadequate, and 
it will be impossible that the business shall be transacted. 

I donot care what measures of reliet are adopted as to other portions 
of the Union. I am liberal in regard to that myself. 
there should be too great economy shown in this matter. We ought 
to be liberal enough to supply sufficient judicial force. I am only 
speaking of the Northwest mainly, what was originally the Oregon 
Territory, a very rapidly growing section of the country, and I was 


trying to provide for its immediate wants as far as the judicial system | 
In this change new duties are required of the present | 


is concerned. 
circuit judge, and considering the fact that three States have been 
added tothe ninth circuit recentiy, I think there ought to be an addi- 
tional circuit and it ought to be put in this bill. Of course I can not 
help the fact that the bill offered by me to create an additional circuit 
has not been reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, or that 
this amendment has not been acted upon by that committee, I do not 
think the request is unreasonable. 


The plan proposed by the Senator from Kansas is to attach Montana | 


to another circuit. Well, if the Senate chooses to make a circuit com- 
1 of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, I shall not complain, although 


think Montana can be well added to the circuit, because the business | 


in Idaho and Montana in the Federal courts will not be very great as 
compared with Washington and Oregon, and there seem to be a great 
many things in common between Montana and the rest of the North- 
west, and with a direct line of transportation from all the States, but, 
as I say, I am not so particular about that so that the necessary relief 


is obtained, but it can not be obtained if Oregon and Washington, with | 


their admiralty business, are to be attached to California. 
dertake to provide for California. 
ninth circuit. 
which probably Arizona and New Mexico and Utah would be attached 
to the niath circuit, in all probability would increase the business of 
that circuit and probably be equivalent to withdrawing Oregon; but I 


I do not un- 
I leave California and Nevada as the 


am not undertaking to provide for that. Iam willing that the parties | 


interested should do that. I merely ask for this additional circuit to 
embrace Oregon and Washington and as much territory lying to the 
east of those States as the Senate is willing to incorporate in the plan. 

Mr. HOAR. t 
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There would be naturally an appointment of one 


It seems to me when we consider the extent of the | 
country covered and the growth in the near future that must take | 


I was proceeding to say that in my judgment the re- | 


I do not believe | 


The amendment just adopted by the committee, by | 


Mr. President, it is quite manifest that we must have | 
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nited States before 


' 


a new 


arrangement of the judicial cireuits of the 
long : 


Nobody questions that rhe admiss 


10on of new States, and the 
changes in population, and the growth of the new States alike demand 
that; but it seems to me that the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon ought not to be a opted now upon this vill, be ise th t only 
deals with one particular part of the country 

rhere is a difference of opinion amon st pe presenting that 
part of the country and they a las t wht to done 
in regard to this one circuit When we do it, as ediv we shall 
next winter, the whole puntry « y to be ta t consideration 
and it seems to me that we certain ht not lo the fou 
Senators from the new States of Idaho and W e who 
are very seriously affected by the judicial arrangements in 1 they 
are to be included, and we can not of course ha ny ) n of th 
wishes of those important communities. SolI hope all t matter 
will be left off this bill, with which they have no relation or connect 
whatever, and that aseparate bill will be introduced and passed ror the 
whole country. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to make an inguiry. As I under 
stand, these amendments proposing to make new circuits do not come 
from the Judiciary Committee at al! 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. CULLOM It seems to me that there ought to be more time 
given for the consideration of the matter of dividi ip the country 
into new cireuits, and I should rather h »pe that for the present al 


that branch of the business w 
Mr. DOLPH. My amendment for the same purpose has been be 
fore the committee tor some time. 


Mr. CULLOM. 


yald fro over. 


Has that been adopted by the committee 


Mr. DOLPH. No, and I do not know that it will be I do not 
want to take the chances on that. 
Mr. EVARTS. Phe Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpn] is quite 


} 
right in saying that I should not understand his motion as being in 
| tended to interfere with this general bill. The only objection I have 
| male to.his amendment, and that [ should make to that proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas { Mr. INGALLS], is that this bill will be loaded 
down with subjects of difference that never can be composed promptly 
and must give as many subjects of debate, for aught I know, as any 

other general subject. 

Fhe Senator from Oregon, I think, understands that the Northwest- 
ern States which are included in the description of his circuit are not 
all satisfied to be included in that circuit rhe new States of the 
Northwest on this side of the Rocky Mountains want to be grouped with 
adjacent States on this side of the kocky Mountains. If all were agreed 
about either the early proposition, that is the tenth circuit separately, or 
| the eleventh circuit, and arearrangement—ifall wereagreed about them, 
it would be of no great importance about putting it in this bill, but 
| there is no such resolution on that subject; no committee bas passed 
| upon it; different Senators have not been heard in the Senate at least, 
and this bill ought to be free from such an embarrassment [ am 
| very desirous that this bill should be passed, if possible, to-day, and 
that it should go with the House bill into conference. 
about the matter. It is idle to say that we can all agree in a moment 
about these eleven new arrangements when there is a difference of 
opinion among Senators from that portion of the country 
| Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think the argument of the Senator from 
New York in charge of this bill in opposition to the amendment offered 
by my colleague is a good one. He seems to think that this bill may 
be loaded down and that it is necessary to compose difficulties and that 
all should agree in order to get this billthrough. The factis, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary have been unable to agree about this very bill, 
and instead of having composed matters in the Judiciary Committee 
and having brought in here a bill upon which they agree, they comé 
to the Senate with a divided committee, one portion of the committee 
differing from the House and proposing a new programme, and the rest 
of the committee differing from the House and the majority of the 
| committee and proposing another scheme dividing up the Sapreme 


That is my view 


| Court and having three or four Supreme Courts of the United States 
| instead of ‘‘ one ”’ that is provided tor by the Constitution of the United 
States 
So the argument of the 1ator in charge of the bill that there is dif- 
ficulty in the way, that we are not all able to agree, it seems to me 
not well founded. The proposition of my colleague is simply to provid 
| in view of the admission of six new States into this Union, one new 
circuit on the Pacific coast, which shall tal no alf of that num 
| ber, Washington, Idaho, and Montana. It seems to me that it is ger- 
mane to this bill. It is on the same subject, and entirely appropriate. 
No point can be made against it on that ground, and it does seem to 
| relieve our ninth circuit, composed 1empire of country—Califor- 
| nia, Oregon, Idaho, Washington, Montana—-I believe Montana is to 
be attached to the ninth ciren inder the act of admission of that 
State, but I am not quite tain about that—would not be altogether 


wrong; and now is the time to remedy this business so far as that sec 
tion of the country is concerned by the adoption of the amendment of- 
fered by my colleague, which is to provide one new additional circuit, 
not two, as proposed by the Senator from Kansas, but one only; that 
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circuit to be composed of the States of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, 
and Montana. 

In the mean time if we can here and now have some understanding 
about how the remaining cirenits can be arranged, that will be all 
right. If we can not that will be deferred until next session, as sug- 
gested by.the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and then, aiter 
the matter shall have bern investigated by the proper committee and 
reported upon, we can adjudicate in reference to the whole business, 

Mr. HOAR. We shall have to change this section then, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Possibly, but I do not think it likely that that 
will be necessary. It seems to me that when this bill is up and when 
it passes the Senate and is likely to go toa conference committee where 
in all probability an agreement will be reached and the bill become a 
law at the present session, we must in view of the immense amount 
of country now incladed in the ninth circuit and in view of the im- 
mense amount of business as stated by my colleague yesterday, the 
great amount of admiralty business accumulating all along the Pacitic 
coast from the Mexican boundary to Alaska, which concentrates and 
develops in those courts and which must be considered in those courts— 
I say in view of all these things, it seems to me it is due to that sec- 
tion of country, it is due to the litigants, it is due to the justices now 
in charge of those circuits, that one new circuit should be organized 
this time. 

As I said, at the next session, if we are not able to do it now, let us 
reorganize the whole business, and if necessary even to change the 
boundaries of the ninth circuit to any extent, it can then be done. I 
sincerely hope that the amendment offered by my colleague will pre- 
vail. It will not embarrass matters any more than they are embar- 
rassed now. Weare in somewhat of confusion now in regard to this 
bill, as I have stated, and I do not think the difficulties will be aggra- 
vated at all by the adoption of the amendment proposed by my col- 
1 





eague. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I think there can be no doubt in 
the mind of anybody familiar with the condition of litigated matters 
in the West that there is certainly very great injustice and very great 
injury being worked by reason of the territorial boundaries ot the 
present circuits. I do not think the greatest suffering comes trom the 
ninth circuit, I think the greatest inconvenience and injustice come 
from the present territorial arrangement of the eighth cireuit, extending 
from St. Paul on the north to Little Rock on the south, and from St. 
Louis in the east to Denver in the west. 

We all realize that in view of the admission of the new States and 
the great growth in the West there must soon be a complete change 
in the boundaries of the circuits, and perhaps two or more additional 
circuits added, The bill now before the Senate is, in my opinion, of 
such transcendent importance that its passage ought not to be imperiled 
by clogging it with any amendments or conditions changing or adding 
to the circuits. I! anything, however, is to be done in that direction, 
it should not be done, in my opinion, by the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, which leaves the other circuits as they are already, 
all inconvenient, all needing change, and segregates one circuit in a 
corner of the country and adds to the bill something not in the least 
germane to it, adding an additional circuit to a bill which seeks only to 
provide relief for the Supreme Court of the United States. 

If anything is to be done with the subject, I think the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas should be taken up, and that we should 

tiently go into the question as to how these different circuits may 
oa divided, how many additional circuits should be created, and what 
shall be their boundaries. But in view of the importance of this bill, 
it seems to me that those of us who live in circuits which suffer by 
reason of the utter impossibility of business being transacted, owing 
to the onerous duties of the judges and the large tracts of ground cov- 
ered by the circuits, had better endure the ills we have than in any 
possible way imperil or postpone the passage of this bill which is of 
such supreme importance. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, will the Chair be good enongh to 
state the parliamentary condition of the question? I offered an amend- 
ment yesterday intended to be proposed as an additional section cover- 
ing this whole subject. I was called from the Chambera few moments 
since on public business, and on my return I find that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] is supposed to be 

nding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Oregon proposing to create a new circuit is now the pending question 
before the Senate. The printed amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas has not been offered, as the Chair is informed, 

Mr. INGALLS. I offered it yesterday. 

’ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that when presented by the Senator it was not at that moment 
in order, bat was printed for information, and has not been considered 
as a pending amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. 1 agree with the Senator who last spoke, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that either this subject should be wholly dealt with or not at all. 
If one circuit is to be changed or modified, the whole question should 
be dealt with. " 

The ‘law's delay ’’ has been the reproach of justice since courts 
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were instituted, and I suppose that it will be until the end of time. I 
have no encouragement to believe that whether the House bill is agreed 
to or the Senate committee’s amendment or the plan recommended by 
the minority of the committee there will be any special or particu- 
lar relief of the courts. ‘There will still be overworked judges, and 
there will still be litigants to whom there will be practically a denial 
of justice. But we are dealing with a great subject, and it ought to 
be dealt with as a whole and not in parts; and while there is undoubt- 
edly a congested condition of the docket of the Supreme Court, and 
while there is inexcusable and indefensible delay in the local and sub- 
ordinate tribunals, there is a great tundamental difficulty underlying 
this whole question, which arises from the improper and inappropriate 
subdivision of this country into circuits and districts. 

Now, take the eighth circuit, in which theState of Kansas is located, 
of which Judge Brewer was recently the incumbent, and in which he 
has been succeeded by Judge Caldwell, of Arkansas, extending, as the 
Senator trom Colorado [Mr. WoLcorrt] has said, trom St. Paul to Little 
Rock and trom St. Louis to Denver, with an enormous and constantly 
increasing population, with vast interests, with increasing commerce, 
with new questions arising under corporation laws, life, marine, and 
fire insurance, and all the great questions that have arisen under mod- 
ern jurisprudence, with the enormous stimulus given to industry and 
trade and commerce by our institutions. One great difficulty in that 
circuit arises from the fact of the physical incapacity of the judge to 
attend to the business that is properly before the court in the different 
districts in that circuit, and the plan proposed by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. EvArts], in the scheme of the majority of the com- 
mittee, will be only a temporary and partial relief. TheSenator from 
Colorado has characterized it as a measure of supreme and of the greatest 
importance, It is only one element, Mr. President, in the problem 
with which we are dealing, but one of the most important and one of 
the gravest questions to be considered is in connection with the redis- 
tribution of the districts into circuits for judicial purposes. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator trom Oregon [Mr. DoLrH]} 
has been ‘or a long time before the Judiciary Committee. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] also offered an amendment propos- 
ing to create an additional circuit. That was referred to the same 
committee. The entire subject has been belore that committee for 
many months, and while it is true that it was not formally considered, 
it was referred to a subcommittee for purposes of consideration, and 
was by informal action postponed to await the decision of the Senate 
upon the question that is presented in the bill that is now offered and 
supported by the Senator from New York. No action was taken for- 
mally in the committee. I was a member of the subcommittee, I be- 
lieve its chairman, and I was instructed generally to prepare such a 
scheme alter consultation with Senators whose interests were invol ved— 
the Senators from the new States which have not been assigned at 
all, the Senators from those States that were to be taken from one cir- 
enit and located in another—and then to submit to the Senate, when 
the bill came up, such a scheme as appeared, alter consultation and 
conference, to be best adapted to meet the requirements of the situa- 
tion. 

lam, therefore, entirely responsible for the groupingand for the segre- 
gation of the different districts, and it is entirely trae, ashas been said 
by the Senator trom Illinois [Mr. Cur Lom] and by others who have 
spoken upon this question, that this amendment does not appear with 
the sanction of the committee and is not approved entirely by those who 
are affected by it; bat the same may be said about the bill that is pro- 
posed by the Senator from New York. That did not receive the sanc- 
tion of the commitiee, and there are many men of many minds upon 
ail the propositions which are involved in that bill and which are now 
under consideration before the Senate. 

I was one of those, four in uumber I believe, in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, who did not tavor either the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives or the amendment reported by the majority the com- 
mittee. I believed and still believe thata proper solution of this ques- 
tion would be by a division of the Supreme Court into guorums of 
three—not as has been sneeringly said, not as has been somewhat scof- 
fingly said by those who were oppo-ed it, three different Supreme 
Courts, but one Supreme Court divided for purposes of convenience 
into quorums of three—to whom should be assigned from time to time 
the consideration of the great mass of causes that come before that 
tribunal, which, as a matter of fact, could be decided intelligently by 
any ordinary justice of the peace. 

The great bulk of the causes that are brought before that tribunal 
have been determined by the precedents of a thousand years. The 
are trivial, they are formal, they require nothing but the simplest know!- 
edge of precedents and of causes that have been a thousand times de- 
cided from the days of the horn books; and to say that that great ag- 
gregation of wisdom, with their gowns and their gravity, must all sit 
on that bench and must all be assembled in one entity upon every occa- 
sion when a little cause involving a patent or some other of the small 
and casual piepoudre questions that come before that tribunal from 
time to time is an absurdity. I would not say that upon great consti- 
tutional upon novel questions, upon those involving vast 
amounts, upon which concurrence of opinion might be necessary, there 
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should not be a session that should embrace the assembled wisdom of 
the entire nine of those judges, nor would I permit any cause to be de- 
cided by one of the quorums of three without the consent of the entire 
nine. : 

I believed when this matter was before the committee, and I be- 
lieve still, and I shall continue to believe until convinced by stronger 
arguments than have yet been presented, that the great aggregation o! 
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business, the great congestion of the docket, the great denial of jus- | 


tice of which so much complaint is made, is due to the fact that on 
account of the precedents that have been established and on account 
perhaps of the disinclination of the members of that tribunal them- 
selves to consider these questions separately from day to day, the en- 
tire number of the judges sit there trom the time they assemble until 
they adjourn hearing these causes individually and one atter the other 
as they are called upon the docket, and I have nodoubt that with an 
intelligent application of this provision of the subdivision of that 
tribunal into quorums of three, the entire mass of causes on that docket 
could be disposed of within two years at the outside, and that there- 
after they could be kept up to date from year to year with no sacrifice 
of the dignity of the tribunal, with no loss to its prestige or power, 
and with no sacrifice of its privileges or prerogatives, and with no 
diminution of the rights of the humblest or the greatest suitor at the 
bar of that tribunal. 

But to revert to the question of the circuits, it is one of the great- 
est elements of the problem in whose attempted solution we are en- 
gaged, and any bill, or any system, or any scheme that endeavors to 
deal with this question and leaves that out will be fatally defective. 
I do not say that the plan which is proposed in the amendment | have 
had the honor to suggest is perfect. The Senator from Oregon states 
that he does not want California included in the Pacific coast circuit. 
Very well, but where is it to go? It is impossible to suit everybody. 
Calitornia must be included somewhere. It is a district. It has im- 
portant interests involved; and when Arizona and New Mexico are ad- 
mitted as States, and also Utah, very likely we might make another 
circuit that would relieve somewhat the situation of its embarrass- 
ments and complications. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose the Senator’s amendment should be 
adopted as presented, and then again suppose the bill as reported by 
the majority of the committee should be adopted, is it not a tact that 
under the bill, as it would then stand, all the circuits except the new 
ones would have two circuit judges and the new ones would only have 
one? 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. I said that yesterday. This is tenta- 
tiveandexperimental. It ws not possible forthe Judiciary Committee 
to formulate an amendment that should be adapted to this subject un- 
til we knew what the Senate was going todo. , We could not tel! in 
the committee whether the Senate would agree to the House bill, or 
whether it would agree to the amendment reported by the majority ot 
the committee, or whether it might not afterwards, in a sudden spasm 
of common sense, accept the proposition submitted by the minority of 
that committee. We could not predict. We had no means of proph- 
ecy. Wecould not foretell; and therefore this amendment is tenta 
tive and experimental only. I have no pride of opinion about it. In 
the course of three or four weeks last past I have consulted from time 
to time with the Senators from States interested, and have submitted 
the arrangement prepared as the result of my observation and of my 
conferences with those who are concerned. ‘The first circuit remains 
unchanged, and also the second. The third embraces, in addition to 
those States now included, the State of Maryland. Then the southern 
circuits have been brokenup. The sixth includes thedistrictsof Loui- 
siana, Texas, and Arkansas. In the cighth the Senator from Iowa 
protests against the inclusion of his State with Wisconsin, Michigan, 
Illinois, and Missouri. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is not the eighth circuit as proposed, in the judg- 
ment of the Senator, too large in a business point of view? 

Mr. INGALLS. There is much to be said in deiense of that idea, 

Mr. CULLOM. The State of Wisconsin with the large city of Mil- 
waukee, the State of Michigan with the large city of Detroit, the State 
of Illinois with the large city of Chicago, the State of Missouri with 
the large city of St. Louis and also of Kansas City, and then the State 
of Iowa which has no very large city, I believe—those four States 
would make a circuit larger than it was before considerably. It seems 
to me that those great cities furnish a large amount of business for the 
courts and it would make the circuit entirely too large. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think there is much of sense and force in that 
suggestion, as there is in everything the Senator from Illinois «ays. 
Bat, as I said, this is not decisive; it is a matter of discussion and <e- 
bate, and it may be rejected because there is no absolute concurrence 
of opinion about it. That is what we are trying to get; that is what 
we are endeavoring to secure in regard to the bill that is now belore 
the Senate from the Committee on the Judiciary. The fact that there 
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is no definite, positive agreement in regard to the limits of these circuits 
at this time is no reason why the subject should not be considered. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not think 
that the Senators representing the various States should have an op- 
portant local question as well as 
important general question. 

Mr. INGALLS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. If that be true, is it quite fai 
just as two new States are coming in and their Senators not yet here? 

Mr. ING ALLS. I do not propose to go int . new 
States, and my suspicion is vague and perhaps ill founded that there 
will not be a great deal of business in the new States which will re- 
quire us to adjust the judicial circuits so far as they are concerned, 
lhere is propriety in deferring action until those States shull be rep- 
resented here, but their representatives will not arrive until after we 
have adjourned, and it is my judgment that there is no graver ques- 
tion, no more important question, and none the practical solution of 
which would add more to the efficiency of our judicial system than 
the readjustment and redistribution ot the judicial districts into cir- 
cuits under our system. 

I submit the matter to the Senate with deference, and only suggest 
that if the subject is to be dealt with at 
a system, and not piecemeal. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the necessity for some action which 
will enable the Supreme Court to dispose of the business which comes 
betore it is recognized by all. Three plans, in fact, are here for con- 
sideration: the one submitted by the House bill, that submitted by the 
majority of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and that presented 
by the minority of the committee. 

My inclination at first was to favor the view presented by the minor- 
ity of the committee, but discussion and information, possibly cor- 
rect, that a number of the members of the Supreme Court doubt the 
constitutionality of such a provision as is contained in the minority 
report incline me to favor the plan presented by the majority of the 
committee; and one reason which inclines me to that is that the adop- 
tion of that plan will take away the autocratic powers, or at least will 
limit the autocratic powers which have been exercised by circuit judges 
for some time past and which have seemed to me sometimes to be in 
utter disregard of law and of right. 

rhis idea reconciles me to consent to the appointment of this addi- 
tional number of judges, which I suppose weare to have appointed in 
a partisan way in the rearrangement of the judiciary system. The 
time has been when we have had Presidents who cou!d select judges 


r to 


settle these things 
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all it should be dealt with as 


for their fitness for the position, and not on strictly partisan lines; but 
I suppose we can hardly expect it in these times and under the pre 

ent Administration. Notwithstanding that, for the purpose o cur- 
ing relief, | am willing to adopt the plan presented by the majority of 
the committee, and I desire to say that in doing that it seems to me 
we ought to make provision for rearranging the circuits The new 
States which have just come in certainly ought to have some provision 


made for them. 

The enormous size of the eighth circuit has been pointed out, which 
requires some rearrangement. Then the fifth circuit, as I believe it is 
called, which covers the States of Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Missis 
sippi, Louisiana, and Texas, requires a new arrangement. 
judges who have acted in that circuit have 
that they could do but little to aid in the administration of justice. 
They have been so hurried that we have had circuit judges who, when 
a petition was presented. would say to the attorneys, ‘‘State the sub 
stance, I have not time to hear it read;’’ or when an answer was pre- 
sented would say, ‘State the substance of it, I have not time to hear if 
read.’’ Things like that have occurred. 

I see in the rearrangement proposed by the Senator from Kansas that 
that circuit will be made into two circuits; and when we think of a 
country extending from the Savannah River to the Rio G. .nde consti 
tuting one circuit, the enormous size of it, the great population, the 
immense amount of business, it will be seen that 
cuit judge is necessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the distance in miles from one point to the 
other? 

Mr. REAGAN. [From Augusta to El Paso, I would he 
2,000 miles, or very near it. So, Mr. President, while there may be 
some inconvenience which the majority of the committee do not seem 
to have contemplated, it seems to me that we are now at a point where, 
ifthe committee will take up the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas, it will be very easy to arrange a system of circuits, and 
so as to meet the necessities of 
the country by one act, and atone time dispose ot the question so as to 
give the necessarv convenience for the adjudication of causes in the 
different parts of the country and so as to unload the Supreme Court. 

Iam not a member of the committee, and while I have not made a 
special study of this subject my hope is that we may now—and it seems 
to me it can be done with very little difficulty—rearrange the circuits 
and so far as I can see the plan presented by the Senator from | 
seems to me to be a very good one, 
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So great is the necessity for some arrangement for the new States re- | should go to that ‘‘one Supreme Court,’’ to be considered by a quorum 


cently admitted and for the States en the Pacific coast, that I feel much 
inclined to support the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ore- 
gon, but that leaves the balance of the country in acondition to require 
action, and it seems to me that it is better that we should abandon the 
idea of providing a single new circuit, and that now while the bill is be- 
fore us we should adopt an arrangement of circuits which will meet the 
necessities of the country, and I am inclined to think that the plan pre- 
sented would relieve the Supreme Court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
question is on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLpn | to the amendment of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. INGALLS] that if there shall be now by Congress any re- 
arrangement of the circuits, itought tobe complete. Iam very clearly 
of the opinion that Congress ought not at this time and in connection 
with this bill to enter upon the subject of reforming the circuits 
throughout the United States. The arrangement of circuits is a matter 
of some consequence to the bar of the different States. I should not be, 
for one, at all satisfied with the arrangement proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas as to the circuit in which it is proposed to place Wiscon- 
sin. The reasons which have been given by the Senator irom Illinois 
{Mr. CuLLom] by way of objection to that proposition meet my entire 
concurrence. 

The Senator from Kansas says that this is a tentative proposition, 
and, of course, is not to preclude discussion and amendment; but it is 
hardly possible, I submit to the Senator, in a discussion of this sort in 
the last days of this session, to propose amendments which would 
enable the Senate to make, perhaps, such a just and fair reformation 
of these circuits as would be necessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. All that would be required would be to take a State 
out of one circuit and put it in another. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a simple proposition which, if true, would 
be easily carried out, but I should want to make some investigation as 
to the business in the different States. I knew more about the busi- 
ness to be done by the circuit judge in Wisconsin while I was at the 
bar than I do now, for I have not been able to practice law and do my 
duty in the Senate. I think the majority of the committee before re- 
porting any bill reforming the circuits throughout the United States 
would need to give the Senators from the various States an opportu- 
nity to be heard, and those Senators, I take it, would want to consult 
somewhat with the judges and with the bur in their States. There is 
a great amount of statistical information to be obtained which a com- 
mittee ought to have beiore it before engaging in any such work. 

Missouri, Illinois, Iowa, MicHigan, and Wisconsin manifestly ought 
not to be in the same circuit. 

Mr. INGALLS. They are all in the same circuit. 

Mr. SPOONER. All by this proposition. I have had no oppor- 
tunity to consider this subject. Then the amendment never has been 
referred to the committee. It was introduced on the 19th, and it seems 
to me very clear that a proposition as broad as this should go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary for its investigation and report at the next 
session of Congress, to be taken up and discussed on its merits, It may 
be germane, but it is not essential to the discussion or the determina- 
tion of the main proposition before the Senate. 

While the amendment of the Senator from Kansas as to the eighth 
circuit would place too many States in that circuit, it seems to me his 
proposition as to the tenth circuit might perhaps place too few in that 
cireuit. 

One thing we are all agreed about, and that is that a bill ought to 
be passed and speedily passed, passed before we adjourn, to relieve the 
congested calendar of the Supreme Court of the United States and to 
prevent a recurrence of such a condition. Every lawyer knows and 
almost every intelligent citizen knows that the situation for some years 
has been one almost disgraceful and amounting in a great many cases 
practically to a denial of justice. 

I have looked over somewhat the plan proposed by the poe Eo 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]—for I believe it has his 
careful personal attention—and I shall vote for it with great pleasure. 
I believe it to be the best. It is simple; it is not overweighted; it 
provides the minimum of new judges, and yet enough, I think, to trans- 
act the business. It is in my opinion clearly free from any constitu- 
tional objection and will afford the needed relief, and afford it abso- 
lutely. 

The plan proposed by the minority I cannotvotefor. That ‘‘spasm 
of common sense,’’ which my friend from Kansas seems to think if 
one were attacked by it would lead to an approval of this proposition 
of the minerity, I do not expect to suffer from. I have some doubt, 
although I express that doubt with great distrust in view of the fact 
that the Senator from Kansas, the Senator from Vermont, and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri seem to have ne doubt about it, as to its constitu- 
tionality. It is quite clear to me and always has seemed clear to me 


that the men who framed the Constitution of the United States intended 
that there should be ‘tone Supreme Court,’’ and that all cases which 
under the laws of the United States should go to the Supreme Court 


of that body. 

This proposition to divide it into three quorums, so that you may 
have three bodies, each a court competent to hear and determine, sit- 
ting at the same time and engaged in the hearing of different causes, 
seems to me to be nothing more nor less than an attempt to make sub- 
stantially three Supreme Courts. It is a violation, it seems to me, of 
the spirit of the constitutional provision. Ihave thought that a suitor 
who was authorized by the laws of the United States to take his case to 
the Supreme Court was entitled to haveit heard and considered and ad- 
judged by the ‘‘oneSupremeCourt’’ provided for by the Constitution, 
and the Senator from Kansas, I thought, saw the difficulty about this 
matter, for he suggested, as I understood him, that he would not be 
willing that these quorums of three judges should be authorized to 
make a decision and promulgate it as a decision of the court without it 
first receiving the approval of a quorum of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. INGALLS. The decision would be, as I understand, the de- 
cision of the court. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. Mr. President, if the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Kansas should not be adopted, then the final decis- 
ion would be made by the three judges, and it could hardly be said, it 
seems to me, to bea decision of theSupreme Court. If adopted, his propo- 
sition involves this element, which I should not wish to see introduced 
into our judicial system, that three judges should hear a cause, and six 
judges, if you please, should decide it without a hearing. I should 
want, if I were practicing law, the men deciding my cause to hear it. 
Theargument of a cause is of great value. Step into the Supreme Court 
of the United States; listen to the argument of a cause before that body. 
All of the judges, as a rule, are in their places; as a rule they are at- 
tentive, and the questions which they put from time to time to coun- 
sel elicit information that is of value and importance. Unless we are 
prepared to say that oral argument before this court of last resort is 
of little consequence it seems to me that the old-fashioned system, that 
the judges who hear the cause should decide it, is the one to which we 
should adhere. 

It is undoubtedly true, as the Senator from Kansas says, that cases 
are carried to the Supreme Court of the United States for delay, which 
have been already decided and which ought not to be permitted to go 
there; but I think it is not true that in a great majority of cases, or in 
a great many cases, which are carried to and argued in that court, the 
questions are of little consequence, questions that have already been 
disposed of by decision and precedent. In this great country, with its 
rapidly growing business and wonderful development, new questions 
are arising, as we all know, every day, questions of great difficulty, and 
they are almost all of them questions which ought to be heard by a 
quorum of the body which has to decide them. 

I shall vote against any proposition to connect with this bill a re- 
formation of the circuits, either as a whole or singly, and I shall vote 
for the bill reported by the majority of the Judiciary Committee. i 
am opposed to splitting up that great tribunal into sections, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as a matter of course, in regard to the 
expediency of either of the systems which are proposed, that question 
is tobe determined by every Senator for himself. Ido not feel inclined, 
however, to submit to the criticisms which have been made on the mi- 
nority report yesterday and to-day in regard to the constitutionality ot 
the proposed division of theSupremeCourf. The Senator from Oregon 
to my right [Mr. MrrcHELL] spoke in rather a sneering way of three 
Supreme Courts in the teeth of the Constitution, and now the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] repeats substantially the same argu- 
ment. 

I said yesterday that this was not a novel thing. There is nothing 
menstrous about it. It has been practiced for years in this country 
and the constitutionality of it has never been doubted. I have before 
me the provision of the eonstitution of Rhode Island, which one of the 
Senators from that State, the junior Senator [Mr. Drxon], called my 
attention to yesterday. Section 1, article 10, ‘‘ of the judicial power,”’ 
provides as follows: 

Sxction 1, The judicial pewer of this State shail be vested in one supreme 
court, and in such inferior courts as the General Assembly may, from time to 
time, ordain and . 

Identically the words of the Constitution of the United States, sub- 
stituting ‘‘General Assembly ’’ for ‘‘Congress.’’ Now, turning tothe 
statute of the State made under that constitution, I find the following 
provision: 


Srcrion 1— 

As to the judiciary— 
The supreme court shall consist of a chief-justice and four associate justices: 
to be elected, commissioned, snd to hold their offices as prescribed in the con” 
stitution. 

a * * * , * * 

Sec 3. Any one justice of the supreme court shall be a quorum— 

Any one of the five— 
for all purposes whatsoever, except for the trial of petitions for new 

arrest of and ation final decrees 


de- 

motions in judgment, in in 
, and indictments for any crime punishable by death or 

for , and any two justices thereof— 





' 
- 
‘ 


es 





1890. 





Out of the five— 
shall be a quorum for all purposes whatsoever. 

Further than that, the next section provides 

Said court may be held by different justices thereof at the same time and in 
different places in the same or different counties, etc. 

And the constitutionality of that law has never been questioned. No 
issue of the sort has been made in the State, and it is the system now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Possibly, if it-had been questioned, it might hay: 
been declared to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. VEST. It is very remarkable that, with as eminent lawyers as 
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there are in Rhode Island, with a bar in the city of Providence equal | 


to any bar inthe United States, its constitationality has never been 
questioned if there was any doubt about it. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the date of the statute ‘ 

Mr. VEST. It is published in the revised statutes of Khode Island 
of 1842. 

Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. VEST. 

Mr. DAWES. 
charter. 

Mr. VEST. 


Is that the new constitution or the old one? 
I take it for granted that this is the new constitution 


I do not suppose this is the last amended constitution, 





Rhode Island lived for a long time under the original | 
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The Secretary called the roll; and th 


following Senators answered 
to their names 


All Dix { 1 Spooi 
Bart Dolph M Stewart 
a I I I Stockbr 
B Frye Ve 
. Hart \ a 
( la I 
‘ = : 
‘ iT 
» I 
Da 1 
ne PRESIDING OFPIChh rort na I to 
their names. No quorum is present 
Mr. HAWLEY. I think there is a quorum clos¢ y which can be 
obtained if we wait a few moments { number of Senators a ray 
in conference committee. 
The PRESIDING OFFICE ihe Chair will await the pieasut 
| the Senate. 
Mr. HARRIS. How many Senators are reported preset 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-on 
Mr. VEST. I move an adjournment 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Iti yved by the Senator m Mis 


but it has been the constitution of the State for a number of years, cer- | 


tainly since 1842, This is the revision of 1842. 

Mr. DIXON. That provision of the constitution has never heen 
changed. Other provisions of the constitution have been changed, but 
that provision has never been changed since it was originally placed in 
the constitution. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to say that 
this has always been the law in that State. 

Mr. DIXON. It has been in the constitution since 1842. 

Mr. VEST. So, Mr. President, it seems that all this time the law- 
yers of Rhode Island have been so utterly oblivious to this monstrous 
proposition which has been langhed at, ridiculed, and sneered at here 
in this Chamber, that they have fallen over it, stumbled over it, and 
have never seen this thing before. 

That is all I care to say in regard toit. 1 know from the tone of the 
debate here that the minority report will not be adopted, and I shall 
not even propose, so far as Jam concerned, theamendment which accom- 
panies that renort, but, like the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], 
I shall not change my opinion in regard to the system that the minor- 
ity has proposed, by reason of anything that has been said here, and 
certainly not by this sneering and ridiculing process which we have 
seen in the last two days. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the 
amend ment offered by the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. Dotrn]. 
ting the question.} The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. INGALLS. [ ask for a ‘livision. 

Mr. VEST. What amendment is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLpn]. 

Mr. COKE. Let it be read. 

The SecreTary. It is proposed to insert as 4 new section: 

Sec. 16. That the States of Oregon, Washington, Montana, and Idaho shall 
constitute the tenth jucicial circuit, and there shall be appointed by the Presi 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
for such cireuit two circuit judges, who shall have the same qualifications and 
shall have the same power and jurisdiction therein that the circuit judges of the 
United States, within their respective circuits, now have under existing Jaws, 
and who shall be entitled to the same compensation as the circuit judges of the 
United States in their respective circuits now have 

The question being again put, there were, on a division—ayes 11, 
noes 13. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that before the announcement of the re- 
sult, as the sentiment of those present has been indicated, it be taken 
as if the amendment had been rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be offered again in full Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the question be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. That will adjourn the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I donot call for the yeas and nays. 
question be resubmitted to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not let it be taken as rejected, and then it 
can be proposed again when the bill is reported to the Senate ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to anything that can be properly 
done. 

Mr. HOAR. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
quorum. 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been sufficiently announced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It being suggested that there is no 
quorum present, the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
pass with less than a quorum. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘There will not be any final action taken now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the roll be called. 

Mr. HARRIS. I sball not make any suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-eali will proceed. 


Let the question be put again by unanimous consent. 
The division has already developed the want of a 





f Put- | 


| pect of making progress with th 


souri that the Senate do now adjourn 

The motion was not agreed to 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Ar1 directed to re- 
quest the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee move 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the presence of absent 
Senators. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that he be directed to request the at 
tendance of two absent Senators; only two are required to make a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 1s on the 
Senator from ‘Tennessee | Mr. HARRIS] 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. 
SHERMAN entered the Chamber and respectively 
names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum is now present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that all fur 
be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from Te 
nessee that all further proceedings under the call be dispensed with 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. 


motion of the 


PLUMB, and Mr 


answered to thei 


ther proceedings under the call 


L rise, Mr. President, to say that if there is not a pros 
bill now before the Senate I should b 


| glad to ask that it be informally laid aside in order that I may call the 


IL gay let the | 


| the existing circuit courts direct to the Supreme Court 


I am hardly willing to see a bill of this importance | 


attention of the Senate to one or two labor bills, which I think will 
oceasion no discussion and may soon be disposed of. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ishould hope a vote might be taken on t 
ment of the Senator from Oregon. 


* ame nd 


Mr. DOLPH. I think it would not be judicious to a vote by 
yeas and nays at this time, and, in order to facilitate the business of 
the Senate, I will withdraw the amendment if I can do so under the 


rule at this time, giving notice that [ shall probably offe 
the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Che Chair understands that the ré 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. BLAIR] is objected to 
Che pending question being on the amendment offered by the Senato 
from Oregon, it will be withdrawn at his request by the consent of the 
Senate. The Chair hears no objection, and the amendment is with 
drawn. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I des to offeran amendment which 


b AZAD IN 


I send to the desk, to be inserted in section 5, after line 10, on page 16. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert in section 5, after line 10, 
page 16, the following 

In all cases of conviction of fe rn 

In all cases where the matier in dispute is the whit » persona erty « the 
right to the custody of ach 

Mr. DANIEL. I will briefly explain the purport and effect of this 


amendment. Section 5 provid 


Chat appeals or writs of error may be taken from the district courts or from 


nthe following cases 


In any case in which the juriedict 1 of the court is in issue; in such cases 
the question of jurisdiction alone shall be cer ed to the Supreme Court from 
the eourt below for de . 

From the final sentences and deerees in prize causes 

In casesof conviction of « 1¢ the punishment whereof provided by law is 


death 


Just there, Mr. President, this amendment would come in and would 


| provide for ail cases of felony and all cases where the matter in dispute 
| is the right to personal liberty or the custody of a child. 


It is necessary to say bat little to explain the genius and animus of 
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this amendment. It is for the purpose of giving the right of appeal to 
the highest tribunal in this country in cases of conviction of felony and 
in cases where the matter in dispute is one of personal liberty. It has 
seemed to me to be a very incongruvus thing in our system that, while 
matters of commerce, titles to real estate, and all pecuniary affairs in- 
volving property of a certain amount, are appealable by appeal or writ 
of error to the Supreme Court of the United States, we have shown 89 
little account for the right of personal liberty that the only cases of 
appeal provided for are those where the conviction of crime is followed 
by the punishment of death, and in certain other cases where there 
has been a division of opinion between two judges who tried the case 
below. 

In the foundation of this judicial system it was not apprehended by 
those who framed it that the Federal jurisdiction would be very ex- 
tensive or involve any very great variety or number of cases; but it bas 
been constantly increasing, and, in the nature of things, the Federal 
jurisdiction has grown to comprehend other matters than those which 
were in contemplation in the organization of it. We have the internal- 
revenue system, comprehending a great variety of offenses. We have 
to a degree taken cognizance of the matter of elections; and there are 
many matters connected with Federal elections which are now made 
punishable by statute. The fiscal system of the United States, counter- 
feiting, and a great variety of offenses connected with customs, tax 
laws, and finance have become punishable under the laws of the United 
States. 

This is a republic, The right of the citizen is the highest thing 
that a republic is constituted to guard. What is a matter of $5,000 
in a debt or in a piece of real estate? How is that comparable in value 
to the right of a man to go acquit and free? 

Furthermore, Mr. President, in the jurisprudence of the United 
States Supreme Court, their decisions upon commercial questions and 
upon a great variety of qnestions, some of which are rather peculiarly 
those of Federal jurisdiction, have built up a body of jurisprudence 
around them. Why should not there be a body of jurisprudence ema- 
nating from the opinions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
to guide the courts below in all those matters of offense which are 
punishable by depriving the citizen of liberty as well as upon those 
other branches of the law which are so frequently beforeit? Itisvery 
often the case that a man is imprisoned by the judgment of a single 
judge, and then avain by two judges where the circuit and the dis- 
trict judge are sitting together. 

The opinion of one or of two men, not subject to review, in which they 
act under responsibility to no one, and without having the eyes of the 
whole country directed upon them, is to place in the bench a power 
which it does not seem to me becoming to leave there without the right 
of the judges who sit for the whole country to review its exercise. 
Judges who are not highly conscionable, who do not feel the attermos% 
sensibility in the exercise of their functions, are apt to be mere care- 
less when they know they are not subject to review than when they 
are aware that the highest tribunal in the land may be called upon to 
supervise their actions. 

Farthermore, Mr. President, it is of necessity the case in a repub- 
lican form of government that the judges, no matter what party may 
be in power, will partake more or less of the feeling of that party to 
whom they owe the office which they hold. In times of political ex- 
citement we know the fact that judges, as well as other persons, are 
amenable to its influences, and without making any invidious or the 
slightest personal reference, we do know the fact that the bench of the 
country has not at all times been free from those influences. 

Now, Mr. President, in any case where a man may have the stigma 
of a telon put upon him and in any case where his personal liberty is 
involved, it is the duty, as I conceive it, of the law-making power in 
this country to give him every opportunity that our system of jurispru- 
dence can afford him to have a fall, thorough. and ample detense. 

The American people have indicated their opinion upon this subject 
in the most clear and emphatic manner. I do not know of a single 
State in this Union where a man may be deprived of his liberty or may 
suffer to the extent of having the brand of a felon put upon him, in 
which he has not, as matter of right, the privilege of appealing to 
the court of final resort in his State. When the court of final resort in 
a State has given the sanction of its opinion in a calm and in a delib- 
erate view, every one feels that the ends of justice have been attained. 
There is universal acquiescence in the justice of the law, which is its 
highest sanction. 

Sir, why shall we not have that in this republican Government? Why 
shall we say to any citizen that the man from one section or the other 
who has $5,000 in dispute shall have the Chief-Justice and all the judyes 
of the Supreme Court to pass upon his right; and why shall it be said, 
as it is said in other cases, that the right of a patent may be investi- 
gated there; that the question of a treaty ray be investigated there,and 
other cases where minor amounts of money or less sacred rights are in- 
volved may be investigated there, and yet where character and liberty 
are concerned they shall not be investigated there? It is a contra- 
diction, in my judgment, of the spirit of free institutions, and if the 
feature I pro be embodied in this bill, as it seems to me it ought to 
be, onr Federal jurisprudence will be assimilated to the jurisprudence 
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of all or nearly all of our States, and a new and an additional guard 
will be given to the right of the citizen. 

In a recent case the Supreme Court of the United States has shown 
its extra sepsitiveness to those offenses which may be branded as fel- 
onies when they approach the person of one of its judges, and in a de- 
cision, which I do not propose to criticise further than to say that it 
was one very surprising to many of the profession, it was held that an 
officer of the United States guarding a judge of that tribunal was ex- 
ercising the right of self-defense in shooting down one who approached 
his person in a threatening manner, although there was no law o! the 
United States to provide for the case. 

Mr. SANDERS. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to state that 
I do not understand that to be the decision. I understand the decis- 
ion was that the person referred to was exercisinz the right of defend 
ing an officer of the United States, and not the right of self-deiense. | 
think there is a wide distinction between the two statements. 

Mr. DANIEL. He was defending an officer of the United States. 
We do not differ in our understanding nor in what my expression indi- 
cated. I mean the same as if he were in self-defense. It was held to 
be exercising that right the same as in self-defense. That is the idea 
that I intended to convey. The officer of the United States who killed 
a citizen finds that there is no tribunal in the country, according to the 
judgment of the United States Supreme Court, which can hold him in 
any manner responsible. 

If that decision shall be the correct decision, how will it be if a 
deputy marshal shall defend a marshal, if a deputy supervisor shall 
deiend a supervisor? The person of a supreme judge of the United 
States has no more sanctity than that of the humblest citizen in this 
land. The Constitution of the United States and the spirit of its law 
is no respecter of persons. Human life and human liberty are sacred 
because they belong to their possessors, not because their possessor 
may hold one rank or may hold another rank. 

It is true and it is right that additional guards should be put around 
those public officers who by reason of their public position may be 
threatened, for it is the duty of the Government to defend every one 
of those whom it intrusts with the exercise of high responsibility and 
of delicateduties. A judge of the Supreme Court of the United States 
should be defended, and every officer ot the United States should be 
defended in the exercise of his duties to the Government, if it requires 
the calling out of the Army and the Navy and militia, because he goes 
to perform a public function in the name of the people of the United 
States; but his life is no more to him than that of the humblest citi- 
zen; his liberty is no more to him than that of A B or C D; and when 
the institutions of this country show such delicate and exquisite sensi- 
bility to anything which shall threaten the life or the limb of a dig- 
nitary, it is appalling for me to reflect that the citizen of this country 
may be coudemned to imprisonment and stigmatized for life and shall 
have no opportunity to appeal to the highest tribunal in the land which 
he supports and stands ready to defend. 

I hope, Mr. President, that this ax:endmert wii be adopted, and 
in nty judgment it will fill a gap in our Federal jurisprudence which 
has long cried for and needed amerdment. 

Mr. EVANTS. Mr. President, I should desire to say something 
upon this amendmest, but I think we have reached a stage this after- 
noon when it is quite apparent +z can not expect a voting quorum 
on account of pairs, and I am quite willing that this bill shall now be 
laid aside informally for such action by the Senate on other matters as 
they may approve. I therefore ask unanimous consent that that may 
be accorded, and the bill hold its place on Monday as the unfinished 
business of the Senate. 


PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the pending bill be laid aside informally, 
and that we now proceed with the consideration of private pension bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unobjected cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the pending bill, the regular business, be informally laid aside and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension 
cases on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish it to be the understanding that we shall not 
take up any other than pension cases this afternoon. 

Mr.SAWYER. That will be the understanding. 


HOUR OF MEETING ON MONDAY, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet at 12 o’clock on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator trom 
Kansas that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 12 o'clock 
on Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM W. BLISS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1059) granting an in- 
crease of peasion to William W. Bliss, which was, in line 4, before the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘seventy-two’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five.’ 

Mr. CULLOM. Although I do not think a pension of $45 is enongh 
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for this poor man, yet rather than risk not getting the bill passed with 
a larger amount, I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF PETER LYLE. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iask that Order of Business 238, being the bill 
(S. 119) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter Lyle, de- 
ceased, on page 6 of the Calendar, which was passed over without preju 
dice, be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is ita pension case ? 

Mr. HIGGINS. No, itis not a pension case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is in direct violation of 
agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
mous consent, 

Mr. HIGGINS. 
generally. 


the unanimous 


That will interfere with the unani- 
I thought the agreement applied to private bills 
I withdraw the request. 

SANFORD KIRKPATRICK. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, I ask that Order of Business 1916, House 
bill 10231, may be taken up, as it was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. SAWYER. Is it a pension bill? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is a pension bill, and was passed over 
without prejudice when the Calendar was under consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from lowa? 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick. 
It proposes to place upon the invalid pension-ro!l of the United States 
the name of Sanford Kirkpatrick at the increased rate of $40 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I asked the other day when this case was up that 
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it might go over, because in reading a very unnecessary and Senseless | 


and useless whereas in itI supposed it was an effort to pension a citi- 
zen of the United States for an injury received while in the perform- 
ance ot the duties of a civil office, and I therelore objected to it. 
an examination of the report in the caseI find that the man was very 
badly afflicted in his eye-sight and that it was in consequence of that 
detect in his eye-sight that the other injury recited here occurred. It 
is simply for an increased disability which incidentally grew out of the 
original affliction. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to, 

REV. 

The bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll of the United States Rev. Thomas James, of Koches- 
ter, N. Y., late a member of the military police attached to the Com- 
missary Department and Freedman’s Bureau in the Department of 
Kentucky, and pay him $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN J. TULLY. 

The bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

WILLIAM B. M’CREERY. 

The bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. 
McCreery was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
to place on the pension-roll the name of William B. McCreery, late colo- 
nel Twenty-first Michigan Infantry, at $60 per month, in lieu of the 
sum he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


rHOMAS JAMES. 


Tully was an- 


MRS. CLEMENTINE FINK. 

The bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine 
Fink was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Clementine Fink, widow 
of Captain Fink, late of Company —, First Regiment ot Michigan Vol- 
unteers, at $30 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
September 2, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
creasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink, haveexamin 





11687) in- 


d the same and re- 


port: 

The report on which this bill was passed by the House is conenered in, and 
is as follows: 

“The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IR. 


11687) grauting a pension to Mrs, Clementine Fink, submit the tollowing re- 
port: 


_ “Captain Fink was the husband of claimant, and served as a private soldier 
in the Florida war and was sergeant-major of the Eighth Regiment. He after- 
wards served in the Mexican war, and was brevetted lieutenant for meritorious 


X XI——ti44 


Upon | 


10289 


conduet at the taking of the City of Mexico, where he re ived three seve 








gunshot wounds, which disabled m from active for six mouths 
“Captain Fink was evetted s« nd lieuter lant and meritorious 
service in leading the attack on the Heights of ¢ ec, being the first ma 
over the rampart lie was pr ted capta “¢t died while in the 
service in the State of M 
eclaimantis draw za isi i t € low 
of a captain, but thts ih t Vv sevent tw 3 ‘ble and 
poor, and has no mea 5 tb that sur which is inadequate for that 
purpose, and the s 3 re t ended by O. B. Wile i y ra 
whe is acquainted wit { 3 in this « as th 
Phe bill is reported favorably w 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER the Chair ealls the attention ot the 
Senator trom Wisconsin to the fact that ther t 1 1 the bill 
Does he wish to have it filled 
Mr. SAWYER. I guess we had better pass it over for t 
The PRESIDING OFFICER It needs the desig 
j pany. 
Mr. COCKRELL, In this case it is not material. It 
report either. 
Mr. SAWYER We had better pass the bill over r the present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be passed over poral 
until the Senator from Wiscon in look ati 
Mr. BAWYER sub eq u¢ itly said It i immaterial whether that 
blank is filled or not in House bill 11687 l ask that the b be pu 
on its passage. 
The bil! was report d to the Sen without amen ent, ¢ ereal to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
ELIZABETH ABI I 
Che bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension tol abeth Ab ‘ 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on tl 
pens n-roll thenameof Elizabeth Abell, of Jackson Count Indiana 
widow of George W. Abell, of the Twenty-second Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers. 
The bill was reports i to the Senate without amendment, o i ) 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET M. CLEMI 
rhe bill (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to M et M. Clement 
was considered as in Committee of the W hole. Itt pose to ace on 


| the pension-roll the name of Margaret M. Clements, widow ot J 


It proposes | 


| Clements, late a lieutenant in Company H, Eighty-third > ol 
} tinteers, 
| ‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment lered t 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH A. MAI! 

The bill (H. QR. 5548) to place the name of rah A. Smail upon the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whol pro 
poses that Sarah A. Smail, blind and dependent sister of James H 

| Smail, deceased, late a private in Company Bb, Fifth | i ] 
Volunteers (and who was killed in battle lukw, in the State of M 
sissippi, on or about September 1%, 1 ull | cel the 
| pension-roll and granted a pension 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amend lered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
WILEIAM 

The bill (H. R. 9935) granting pe ion toWilliam Stover was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Wh It propose 0 place on th 
pension-roll the name of William Stover, late of Company |, ‘Twenty 
fourth Regiment of Iowa Infant 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLARA REI 

he bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to ' 1 Reed v 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It propo to place « e 
peusion-roll the name of Clara Keed, late widow of George Dustin, a 
private in Company IF, Twenty-third Wisconsin Vo 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| a third reading, read the third time, and 1 ed 


a third reading, 


ZAD M’CLAIN 
The bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain wa 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole it 
pension-roll the name of Conrad McClain, late o 
dred and uinth Regiment of New 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 


Vv ot onihs 
1OTK intaniry, 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
VES, RI EECCA FE, IMON 
rhe bill (H. R. 8211) grantir increase of pension to Mra, Re 
E. Simon wad considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propose 
. ' ' 


to reissue the pension certificate of Mrs. Rebecca FE. Simon. widow ot 
William I. Simon, late surgeon United States Navy 
pension at $50 per month in lieu of the pension now paid | 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment 
read the third time, and passed, 


and allow her 
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JOHN CLARK, 

The bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to increase the 
pension of John Clark, late a private of Company F, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry Kegular Volunteers in the Mexican war, 
from $8 to $20 in lieu of the pension now drawn by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOUN B. ROPER. 

The bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B, Roper was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
John B, Roper, late a lieutenant of Company A, First Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteers in the Mexican war, upon the pension-rolls at $30 per 
month in lieu of the pension of $17 now being received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B. REED. 

The bill (H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John B. Reed, late 
lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Dlinois 
Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to continue the name of John B. Reed, late lieutenant-colonel of 
the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, on the 
pension-roll at $50 per month in lieu of the pension of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RANSOM FE, BRAMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to Ransom E. 
Braman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
to plave on the pension-roll the name of Ransom E. Braham, late a mem- 
ber of Company I, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at $45 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. LILLIS OTIS, 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the Senate go back on the Cal- 
endar to Order of Business 1560, being the bill (HR. 7840) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis. It was passed upon the idea that it wasa 
pension which could be granted under the new law. It is under Rule 
IX, but I wish to make a statement about it. I have conferred 
with the chairman of the committee and with others. This party is 
very poor, and if there is going to be a pension granted to her it ought 
to be granted now, and the report shows that it is a case which ought 
to be granted under this bill, I think. I think there will be no objec- 
tion to taking it up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place the name of Mrs. 
Lillis Otis on the pension-roll, as the widow of Uriah Otis, deceased, a 
soldier of Company C, Twentieth Connecticut Infantry, in the war of 
1861 to 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA M’CREARY. 

The bill (H. R. 2317) granting a pension to Anna McCreary was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes-to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Anna McCreary, widow of Robert McCreary, late 
private of Company D, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MALINDA FOREMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
sion-rolls the name of Malinda Foreman, widow, and minor children 
of William H. Foreman, late of Company H, Ninety-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. GROVE. 


‘The bill (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to pay to John 
H; Grove, late a member of Company C, Thirty-fourth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers, a pension of $60 a month in lieu of the amount now 
paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABIGAIL HUGHES, 

The bill (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls of the United States the name of Abigail Hughes, widow 
of Benjamin G. Hughes, late of Company F, Seventy-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infoxtry,. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILTON BARNES. 


The bill (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Mil- 
ton Barnes, late lieutenant-colonel in the Ninety-seventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, a pension of $50 a month in lieu of the 
amount now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, aad passed. 

SARAH M’CORMICK. 

The bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah MeCormick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah McCormick, of Woodleaf, Rowan County, 
North Carolina, widow of Jacob Rary, a soldier of the war of 1812, at 
$25 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

AGNES R. RICE. 


The bill (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Agnes R. Rice, widow of Parson C. Rice, late 
private Company C, First Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRENTISS M. FOGLER. 

The bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M. 
Fogler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Prentiss M. Fogler, of Augusta, Me., late a 
captain fn Company I, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteers, to $50 
a month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


URIAH BRYANT. 


The bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Uriah Bryant, late a soldier in the Florida war in 
Capt. N. G. Foster’s company and Colonel Cooper’s regimentof Georgia 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. ANDERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of John A. Anderson, late a private in Company I, Fifth United 
States Artillery, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. M. E. DANIELS. 

The bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the nameof Mrs. M. E. Daniels, formerly Mrs. M. E. 
Glines, a volunteer nurse in the late war, at $12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordefed to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L,. NASH. 


The bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Mary L. Nash, 
dependent sister of Samuel L., Nash, Company H, Thirty-second Massa- 
chusetts Regiment, and Andrew J. Nash and Francis J, Nash, both 
of Company B, Thirty-fifth Massachusetts Regiment, a pension of $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. VOSBURGH. 


The bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Vosburgh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the ion of James H. Vosburgh, late private Company 
H, Forty-ninth ete Obio Volunteers, to $50 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. REED, 


The bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-rolls the name of Thomas J. Reed, captain of Company E, 
Sainte dunt Regiment Indiana Volunteers, Third Division Thir- 
teenth Army Corps. 
The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 











1890. 





VILLIAM TOLLE. 


The bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle was con- 
sidered as in Commitiee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll William Tolle, father of Francis H. Tolle, late a member 
of Merritt’s Missouri Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SILAS BEEZLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley was considered as in 


Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Silas Beezley, of Ore- | 


gon, $25 per month as pension for services in the Black Hawk war, in 
Capt. Jesse B. Brown’s company of Illinois Mounted Rangers, and for 
disabilities suflered and incurred in said service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER CALLISON. 

The biil (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison was consid- 

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 


roll the name of Ajexander Callison, who enlisted for the Mexican war | 


and did service on the frontier as a soldier in Company B, Powell’s Bat- 
talion, Missouri Mounted Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PRESLY HALE. 
The bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase tle | 


pension of Presly Hale, late a private of Company FE, Sixty-filth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, to $40 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CALVIN RASOR. 

The bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-rolls the name of Calvin Rasor, late a member of Company K, 
Fourth Regiment Indiana Legion, Ohio Home Guards, and allow him 
a pension for wounds received while engaged under the authorities of 
the United States in the battle of Panther Creek, Kentucky, on or 
about September 20, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY A. BARNUM. 

The bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Henry A. Barnum, late brigadier-gen- 
eral and brevet major-general of volunteers, at $100 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. DUNN. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I ask unanimousconsent to take up Order of Busi- 
ness 2072, on page 22 of the Calendar. i 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. 
Dunn. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Company,’’ strike out the letter ‘* K ”’ 
and insert ‘‘C;’’ and in line 9, arter the words ‘‘rate of,’ strike out 
“fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-two;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pensions laws, the name of John M. Dunn, late first lieuten- 
ant of Company C, First Regiment Delaware Volunteers, and subsequently of 
the Seventh Delaware Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per 
month in lieu of the rate of 4 per month, which he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I movea further amendment, in line 7, after the 
word ‘‘subsequently,’’ to insert ‘‘ first lieutenant of Company C.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LEWIS W. BLOOM. 

The bill (H. R. 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of 
Etna, Kans,, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
poses to place upon the pension-roll the name of Lewis W. Bloom, late 
a member of the Fifth Ohio Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. A. W. ACKLEY. 
The bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | 


pension-roll the name of Mrs. A. W. Ackley, dependent mother of John 
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1 T Ac ate eT ( } r. yurth ik nel Michig t 

1 Th \ eers 

t, ( 1 to 
? ; 

) idered 
is 1 Comn tled ‘‘An 
| act to restore | 1 proves ine 9, 1880, shall 
| be construed so as to lu within its ] ; Mary E. Hicks, 
|} widow of Capt. Danie i t Ad 1 Geo M in war, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and pa 
| : . 7 i 

Che bill (H. R. 1007 granting a iwion to Montraville A. Har 
rington was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Montraville A. Harrington, de 
pendent father of Fazelo A. Harrington, deceased, late colonel of the 
| I'wenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers 
| rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
j 
i A OH. 
| The bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to M Maria L. Me- 

Culloh was considered as in Committee of the Whol It proposes to 


place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Maria L. McCulloh, widow 
| of J. Floyd McCulloh, late captain Company I, Second Regiment Poto 
| mac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteers 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered t 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


| MRS. LEON: Coo 

| Phe bill (H. RK. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon was 
| * , 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes taplace on the 


pension-rolls the name of Mrs. Leonora Coon, widow of the late Denby 
L. Coon, late adjutant of the Second Battalion, Third Regiment Mich- 
igan Cavalry, at $14 per month 

The bill was reported to the iate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


ALONZO HIN 
The bill (H. R. 5812 » Hix was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pe 
sion-roll the name of Alonzo Hix, late 


| 
Legion, in the war of the rebellion. 
| 


granting a pension to Alon 
Company D, Fifth Indiana 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


MRS. EMELINE JANE B HN EI 


The bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush 
nell was considered as in Committee of the Whole It propose 
the name of Emeline Jane Bushnell on the pension l as a nurse, at 
$12 a month. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendme: 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


ordered to 


i 
The bill (H. Bt. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin tiunn was consid 
ered as in Committee of the Whol: t proposes to place on the pension- 


roll the name of Calvin Gunn, late a member of Capt. Isaac G. Messec’s 
company of California Volunteers, in the HHumboldt (California) Indian 
war of 1858. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
@ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ATON KEI 
The bill (S. 3760) granting a pension to J. ton Kelso wa n- 
sidered as in Committee of the Who! It prop to place on the 
| pension-roll the name of J. Seaton Kelso, late in irgeon Second 


| Wisconsin Cavalry. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


ENATH TUI 

| The bill (H. I. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, a 
| Revolutionary pensioner, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of A i Turner, widow of 


Samuel Dunham, late a Revolutionary soldier, from $12 to $30 p 
month during her natural life. 

Mr. COCKRELL 

The PRESIDING OFFICE! The report will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand exactly upon what basis 
' that pension is being granted. It is a bill ‘* to increase the pension of 
Asenath Turner, a Kevolutionary pensioner.’’ It gives her a pension 
as widow of Samuel Dunham, a Kevolutionary soldier. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The report will be read, in accordance 
with the request of the Senator from Missouri. 


Let the report in that case be read 











Eh er. Fie eG, | en ar sen oo ee 


nee 
ia sarnne 








4 
i 
4 
H 


10292 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLArn 
September 15, 1890: 
The Committee ou Pensions, to whom was referred the bill to increase the 
pension of Asenath Turner, have examined the same and report: 
The report of the House committee is adopted, the bill reported favorably, 
and ite passage reeommended, 
HOUSE REPORT. 


_ The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 8381) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Asenath Turner, have considered the same and 
report: 


The claimant's late husband, Samuel Dunham, was a private in the Connecti- 


cutline, war of the Revolution, and she is now a pensioner at $12 per month on 
account of his said service, 

The evidence accompanying the bill shows that the claimant is past eighty- 
four years of age, and that her sole property is $0 in bank to pay funeral ex- 
penses, a life interest in a small dwelling-house, and 10 acres of unproductive 
land. This property is covered by a mortgage of $300, and the claimant has the 
interest to pay. She has an invalid son who is dependent upun her for sup- 
port, and her only source of income is her said pension and the land referred to. 

There are precedents for the allowance of the increase provided for in the 
bill, and the bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose Turner is dead or it would not be pro- 
posed to pension her, as a matter of course. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WwW. G TRIBCE. 


The bill (H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of W. G. Triece, late a private of Company H, Tenth 
Pennsy)]vania Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA G. CLARK. 

The bill ¢H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rol! the name of Emma G. Clark, widow of First wieut, Will- 
iam T. Clark, Company E, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN SCUDDER, 


The bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder was cou- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls, at $12 per month, the name of John Seudder, father of 
John Sidney Sendder, late a private in Company I, Twentieth Regi- 
ment New York State Volunteers. 

The bill was reporied to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RACHAEL A, FENSTAMAKER, 


The bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Rachael A. Fenstamaker, widow of 
Isaac N. Fenstamaker, first lieutenant Company F, Sixty-third Regi- 
ment of Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ~° 


CLARISSA BARKER. 


The bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarissa Barker was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Clarissa Barker, widow of William P. Barker, 
late a private in Company FE, Sixth Regiment New York Heavy Artil- 
lery Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY CANNON. 

The bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter 
of James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary 
Cannon, the blind and dependent daughter of James Cannon, de- 
ceased, late a private of Company D, Ove hundred and twenty-fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID STOCKWELL 


The bill (H, R, 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of David Stockwell, late of Captain Vaughn's 
company, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volan- 
teers, : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


i 


SEPTEMBER 20, 





JOHN GRACE, 


The bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to Johu Grace was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Grace, father of Edward Grace, late a ser- 
geant in Company A, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thig is the first time that I have seen that class 
of cases considered and passed. Here is a case where the soldier died, 
leaving a widow and children. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let the bill go over, if the Senator objects. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to state the point. I do not know why 
this bill should go over more than one or two others of the same kind, 
and I want to call the attention of the Pension Committee to it 

The soldier died, leaving a widow and children. His widow is pen- 
sioned. In process of time she marries; the children arrive at the age 
of sixteen; and after al] that, then the father comes in as a dependent 
father of that deceased soldier. I think that is carrying the question 
ot dependence entirely too far, and I want to call the attention of the 
committee to it. In this case— 

John Grace is the father of Edward Grace, who enlisted in Company A, 
Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteers, September 2, 1861, and died July 
3, 1863, of wounds received in action at Port Hudson. He had another son who 
also died from wounds received in action, The wife of claimant, and mother 
of these two soldiers, applied for pension, but her claim has been rejected by 
the Pension Bureau because the soldier, Edward Grace, left surviving him a 
widow who was pensioned and continued to draw pension until her remarriage 
afew years later. The mother of Edward Grace is now dead, as is also his 
widow, as shown by the evidence before your committee. 

I think that is carrying it too far, but still I will let this go through 
as the others have gone through, but I hope the committee will adopt 
a different rule in such cases. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us go on, and I will talk to the Senator about 
it afterwards. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, it is Saturday afternoon and 5 o’clock. 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish the “enator would not make the motion. 
We are almost through with the pension bills. It is near the end of 
the session. Let us go through with the remaining bills on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BATE. We have been here all day. Itis Saturday afternoon, 
and I think other hours can be devoted to these bills. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is near the end of the session, and we have gone 
almost through the Calendar of private pension bills. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will not take more than ten minutes more. 

Mr. SAWYER. No, it will not take more than ten minutes to go 
through with all that are on the Calendar. 

Mr. BATE. Very well; 1 withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 
If there be no amendment as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will 
be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE 8, LAWRENCE, 


The bitl (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine 8. Lawrence 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Catharine 8, Lawrence and pay her a 
pension as an army nurse of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. CATHERINE EDMANDS, 


The bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Cath- 
erine Edmands was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place the name of Catherine Edmands, widow of J. Cush- 
ing Edmands, late a lieutenant-colonel of the Thirty-second Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll at $30 a month in lieu 
ot the rate she now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES E. OSBORN. 


The bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles FE. 
Osborn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pay toCharles E. Osborn, Jate a soldier of the Mexican war, $25 a month 
in lieu of the amount of pension now paid him under certificate num- 
bered 14986. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FANNY A. PUTNEY. 

The bill (HM. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney was @onsid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Fanny A. Putney, widow of Elum Putney, formerly 
a member of Capt. Thaddeus Sheldon’s company of New York Militia, 
war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA EFNER. 


“The bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efner 
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a pensioner of the war of 1812, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Eliza 
Efner, a pensioner of the war of 1812, at $30 per month in lieu of the 
amount now received. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. REED. 
The bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. 
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| 
| 


Reed, formerly a | 


private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll, at $60 per month, thename of William W. Keed, for- 
merly a private in Company D, in the Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMPSON RILEY. 


The bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley was | | 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 


the invalid-pension rolls, at $20 a month, the name of Thompson Riley, | 


of Capt. Lemuel Ford’s company of Indiana troops in the Black Hawk 
war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

EDWIN D. BRADLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposés to pay to 
Edwin D. Bradley, late a colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio 


Infantry Volunteers, war of 1861 to 1865, a pension hereafter of $50 | 


per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. MICHAEL HARGAIN. 

The bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Hargain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Michael Hargain, late a seaman on the United 
States schooner Otsego, to $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICAGER HANCOCK, 


The bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Micager Hancock on the pension-roll at $25 per month, he 
being 4 soldier in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to’the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS EGAN, 

The bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas Egan, Jate a private in Company G, 
Sixth Missouri Infantry, at $40 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered fo 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C. EBERT. 

The bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Ebert was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William C. Ebert, disabled while acting as a 
volunteer citizen soldier in the provost guard, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH ANDERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson was | 
It proposes to place on the | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


pension-rolis the name of Sarah Anderson, the heipless sister of Wiil- | 


iam B.S. Anderson, late private in Company I, Fifth Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. W. SEELY, 

The bill (H. R. 8163) granting « pension to W. W. Seely was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of W. W, Seely, late a private in Company H, 
Second Regiment of Minnesota Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. MONROE. 

The bill (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the 
pension now granted to James M. Monroe for “‘ loss of lett leg and part 
of right foot,’’ as a member of Company G, Forty-second Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, be increased to $40 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


third time, and passed. 


ordered to 


LAWRENCE M. CAFFLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 7463) for relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin w is considered 
is in Committee of the Whole [It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Lawrence M. Caffiin. late athird assistant engineer on 
the United States steamer Republic. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ndment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

MARY SNEAI 
The bill (H. R. 6349) increasing the pension Marv Snead, a Revo 


lutionary pensioner, was considered as 
proposes to increase the pens! 
Snead, a private soldier of th: 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde! 


in Commit the Whole. It 


wid Bowdoin 
Revolutionary war, from $12 to $30 pet 


eo 


yn of Mary Snead rw of 


raAT 


MALINDA COLLINS. 


The bill (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins was consid- 
s to place on the pen- 
f James L. Collins, a pri- 
Enrolled Missouri 
Enrolled Missouri 


sion-roll the name of MalindaCollinus, widow « 
vate in Company A, Sixth Regiment Provisional 
Militia, and Company H, Seventy-fourth Regiment 
Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed tor a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS H. WILKERSON 


The bill (S. 1040 


granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place ou the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas I. Wilkerson, a private in the com- 
pany of Capt. John W. Biven’s company of Arkansas Home Guards, 


attached to the First Regiment of Arkansas Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 


, ordered to 
, and passed. 


THOMAS G, BOSS, 


The bill 
Boss was 


yranting an 


as in 


Thomas G 
It pre 
late private in 

Infantry, at $50 


increase of pension to 


H. R. 9316 
considered of the Whole. 
place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas G. boss, 
Company C, Sixteenth Wisconsin Veteran V: nteer 
per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


Committee pores to 


ordered to 


CLARK STEWART 


‘he bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-rolls the name of C ark Stewart, late a private in Company D, 
Fifteenth Illinois Volunteers, at $40 a month, on account of total blind- 
ness, in lieu of the pension he is now receivin 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
a third reading, 
Mr. BATE. 


amendment, ordered to 
read the third time, and passed. 


I move that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. SAWYER, I rose to make the same motion 
The motion was agreed to; and (at5o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) the 
“enate adjourned until Monday, September 22, 1890, at 12 o'clock m 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, September 20, 1890, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m Prayer Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 

The Journal of yesterdiy's proceedings wa ; 

The SPEAKER Without objection, the Journal will be considered 
as approved. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the approval of the Jour 
nal 

Che question was taken; and t Speake iounced that the aye 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O°’ PFERRALL D ” 

The H use divided; and th il 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Ye 1 

Pending the divi of the H ju tion of ordering the 


yeas and nays, 

Mr. O’FERRALL said 
on the other side recorded a 
be recording the names of the Democrats as he « 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has not 


Mr. peaker, are the nam« ol 


the yuare « 


ints them. 


seen an 


gentlemen upon the 
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Mr. O’FERRALL. 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. 
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Republican side rising on the demand for the 
seven gentlemen rising-—not a sufficient num 
Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers on the yeas and nays. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Demand the other side. 


Mr. O'FERRALL. 


and there were—noes 156. 


The SPEAKER, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


I cal] for the other side. 
The negative yote on the demand for the yeas and nays was taken; 


Not a suflicient number—— 
I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 
Too late. The other 


Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. 
side has been taken. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
The SPEAKER, 


count,] Forty-four gentlemen rising. 


Mr, CRISP. 

The SPEAKER. 
made. There are 44 gentlemen now rising. 
tuat gentlemen on that side have appeared, only to disappear. 
planse on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 


dered, 


The SPEAKER. 


Kentucky. 


You only counted 37 just now. 
There were but 37 at the time the count was 
This is not the first time 


hogy and nays. Thirty- 
r. 


‘That does not change the situation at all. 
Tellers are demanded. As many as are in favor 
of taking this question by tellers will rise in their places. 


The Chair did not understand the gentleman from 


[After a 


[Ap- 


Nor is this the first time that the count of 
the Speaker turned out to be incorrect when there were tellers or- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I said in response to the Chair that it was 
not the first time that the count of the Speaker had turned out to be 
incorrect when there were tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that on yesterday the 
count by the tellers showed two less than the count by the Speaker, 
and that result was because two gentlemen disappeared after the count 
was made by the Speaker. The Chair is glad of the opportunity to 
make the statement to the House. 

Mr. CRISP. The *‘ gentleman from Georgia ’’ desires to say there 
was a difference of six. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are ordered; and the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. HAUGEN] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’Frr- 
RALL] will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. CRISP. There was a difference of six on the count yester- 
day. 
The SPEAKER. A difference of three, and one gentleman, Mr. 
SANVORD, of New York, came in afterward. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Georgia was one of the tellers 
yesterday and desires to challenge that statement. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman trom Georgia can challenge it as much 
as he pleases, but the fact was not as the gentleman trom Georgia has 


stated. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


the tellers reported—ayes 147, noes 58. 
Accordingly the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nay 0, not 


voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—151. 

Adams, Culbertson, Pa, Laws, Sanford, 

Allen, Mich Cuteheon, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Lind, Seranton, 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, Lodge, Seull, 
Atkinson, W.Va. De Lano, Mason, Sherman, 
Baker, Dingley, McCormick, Simonds, 
Banks, Dolliver, McDufifie, Smith, Til, 
Bartine, Dunnell, McKinley, Smith, W. Va. 
Rayne, Evans, Miles, Smyser, 

Beck with, Farquhar, Moffitt, Snider, 
Belden, Fiick, Moore, N. H. Spooner, 
Belknap, Flood, Morey, Stephenson, 
Bergen, Frank, Morrill, Stewart, Vt. 
Bingham, Funston, Morrow, Stivers, 

sliss, Gear, Morse, Stockbridge, 

yothman, Gest, Mudd, Strable, 
Boutelle, Gifford, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Nute, Taylor, LL 
Brewer, Grout, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D 
Brosius, Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Brower, Hansbrough, Osborne, Thomas, 
Browne, Va. Harmer, Owen, Ind, Thompson, 
Buchanan, N, J. Haugen, Payne, Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, Henderson, DL Payson, Townsend, Pa, 
Burton, Hermann, Perkins, Turner, Kans. 
Caldwell Hill, Pickler, Vandever, 
Candler, Mass. Hitt Post, Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Pugsley, Waddill, 
Carter, Houk, Quackenbush, Walker, 
Caswell, Kelley, Raines, Wallace, Mass. 
Cheadle, Kennedy, Randall, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheatham, Kerr, lowa Ray, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wis, Kinsey, Reed, Iowa Wickham, 
Cogswell, Knapp, Reyburn, will Ohio 
Coleman, Lacey, Rife, Wilson, Wash. 
Comstock, La Follette, Rockwell, Wright, 
Conger, Laidlaw, Rowell, Yardley. 
Craig, Lansing, Russell, 
NAY—®0. 


The country will judge as to the fact. 
On the demand for the yeas and nays the House again divided; and 


SEPTEMBER 20, 


a 
NOT VOTING—1l74. 

Abbott, Crisp, Lanham, Reilly, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Richardson, 
Allen, Miss. Cummings, Lee, Robertson, 
Anderson, Kans, Dargan, Lester, Ga. Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Andrew, De Haven, Lewis, Rusk, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Magner, Sayers, 
Barnes, Dickerson, Maish, Seney, 
Barwig, Dockery, Mansur, Shively, 
B Dorsey, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 
Blanchard, Dunpby, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Bland, £dmunds, McAdoo, Springer, 
Blount, Elliott, McCarthy, StahInecker, 
Boatner, Ellis, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Enloe, McClellan, Stewart, Tex, 
Brickner, Ewart, McComas, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Featherston, McCord, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J. B. Finley, McCreary, Stone, Mo. 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, McKenna, Stump, 
Brunner, Fithian, MeMillin, Sweney, 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, McRae, Tarsney, 
Buckalew, Forman, Milliken, Tillman, 
Bullock, Forney, Mills, Tracey, 
Bunn, Fowler, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Butterworth, Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga, 
Bynum, Gibson, Morgan, Turner, N. Y, 
Campbell, Goodnight Mutchler, Vaux, 
Candler, Ga. Greenhalge, Norton, Venable, 
Carlton, Grimes, Oates, Wade, 
Caruth, Hare, O’ Ferrall, Washington, 
Catchings, Hatch, O’ Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Ala, 
Chipman, Hayes, O’ Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
Clancy, Haynes Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Clements, Hemphill, Parrett, Wiley, 
Clunie, Henderson,Iowa Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Cobb, Henderson,N.C. Peel, Willcox, 
Connell, Herbert, Penington, Williams, Ill. 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, Perry, Wilson, Ky. 
Cooper, Ohio Hooker, Peters, Wilson, Mo. 
Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Phelan, Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, Ketcham, Pierce, Yoder. 
Cowles, Kilgore, Price, 
Crain, Lane, Quinn, 


No quorum voting. : 

The following pairs were announced, until further notice: 

Mr. McKINL&y with Mr. MILLs. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illmois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr, TUCKER. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FIvHiayn. 

Mr. Coorrr, of Ohio, with Mr. W1Lson, of Missouri. 

Mr, Fintey with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr, CLUNIE. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr, BLAND. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DocKERyY. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BiaGs. 

Mr. MILLikeNn with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. Henprrson, of Iowa, with Mr. CurpMAN. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. KetcHAm with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. THomas M. Browne with Mr. RoGers. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Those that are noted as being present and not vot- 
ing, together with those voting, are not sufficient to make a quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Imovea call of the House. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!”’ 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HAUGEN subsequently withdrew the motion for a call of the 
House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to havea call 
of the House, and I renew the motion. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let the record show who the absentees are. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutch- 
inson and Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a rail- 
road, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the 
State of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the 
county of Grayson, in the State of Texas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, bills and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Riickert; 

A bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor 
Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and to place him on the re- 
tired-list of Army officers; and 
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A joint resolution (I. Res. 224) authorizing the transfer of certain 
appropriations for the Indian service, on the books of the Treasury. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendment of the Honse to the bill (S. 2648) granting right of way to 
the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and | 
upon the Fort Riley military reservation, in the State of Kansas, and | 
for other purposes, asked a conference with the House thereon, and | 
had appointed Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL | 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the | 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1454) to increase the efficiency 
and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of the Army and to trans- 
fer the Weather Service to the Department of Agriculture, asked a con- 
ference with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. Bars, Mr. 
HAwLey, and Mr, DAvis conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of | 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- | 
quested: 

A bill (S. 4375) to provide an American register for the steam-ship 
G. W. Jones, of New York; 

A bill (S. 4211) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to 
purchase the equestrian painting of General Winfield Scott, now in the 
Corcoran Art Gallery, and painted by Troy; 

A bill (S. 4156) for the protection of trees and other growth on the 
public domain from destruction by fire; 

A bill (S. 4112) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, con- 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions; ‘ 

A bill (8.4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, known 
as Cooke Park; 

A bill (5. 3899) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Joplin, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 3613) to provide for the building of a memorial structure 
at Marietta, Ohio, commemorative of the settlement of the Northwest- 
ern Territory; 

A bill (S. 3461) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va.; 

A bill (8. 2591) giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction of theclaims 
on account of property of the Chesapeake Female College, possessed 
and used by the United States military authorities; 

A bill (8. 1688) for the reliet of Jacob Kern; 

A bill (S. 1420) to remove the charge ot desertion from the military 
record of Walter Sniffers; 

A bill (S. 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, de- 
ceased; and 

A bill (S, 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold. 

Mr. HAUGEN, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes | 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYSON and others. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 59. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11158) toauthorize the | 
New Orleans Terminal Railway and Bridge Company to construct, op- 
erate, and maintain a bridge and all the necessary approaches thereto 
over the Mississippi River above the city of New Orleans, State of 
Louisiana, on the left bank of the Mississippi River, to the opposite bank 
in said State, accompanied by a report ( No. 3131)—to the House Calenda. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 724) for the relief of the sufferers 
by the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3132)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8548) concerning the rank 
and pay of certain officers of the Navy having served.a full term as 
chief of a bureau in the Navy Department, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3133)—to the House Calendar. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- | 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 12098) to establish a United States 
land court and to provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of | 
private land claims in the Territories of Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, and 
New. Mexico, and in the States of Colorado and Nevada—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12099) amend- 
ing and re-enacting section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United | 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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| to place the name of Annie FE. Remi 


men’s Benevolent Association of Colored Republicans 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: A bill (HH. R. 12100) granting 
a pension to Samuel T. Caston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (for Mr. Kren, of Maine A bill (1. R. 12101) 
ck, late hospital nurse, on the pen- 
sion roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. J 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 12103) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Byron Bristo!—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 12104 » pension Sarah W, 
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Under clause 1 of 


102) for the relief of Anna Bohl- 






SENATE. 


MONDAY, SE ple mber LS9v. 
Che Senate met at 12 o’cloel 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Re G. | ) 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturd | and ap- 
proved. 
PETII 
Mr. EVARTS presented a memorial of the Produce Exchange of 
Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against the use of a pu erat Buf. 
falo for private purposes; which \ erred to the Committee on Com- 
merce 
Mr. VOORHEES presented memorials, numerously signed by citizens 
of South Bend and Salem, in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against 
| the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill; which were ordered to lie on 


| the table. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of 20 business firms of 
Clinton, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of a bankrupt *y bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1397, of 
Fairfield, lowa; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1552, of Spirit 


Lake, lowa; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1779, of Kossuth 
County, Iowa, and a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1270, of 
Dubuque County, Iowa, praying for the pa » of the Conger lard 
dill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For 
estry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of numerous citizens of Rome, Ga., 
asking that ‘‘ you doin all candor and frankness use your influence and 
power to defeat the Senate’s confirmation of the pendin 
lard bill.”’ 

I also present a memorial of the Equal Rights Association of the 
United States, of Galveston, Tex., and other associations in behalf of 
the great industrial interests of the South, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill, and setting forth that last year $400, - 
000,000 worth of oil was made out of 
dustry which employs a very 
South. 


lalso present a memorial from Jat 


r compound- 


cotton seed, and that it is an in 
large numberof the colored people of the 
3 Johnson, president of the Screw- 
remonstrating 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill * y detrimental 


to the interest 


is being ve 
sof our race 


snd earnestly requesting 
efllorts to prevent its pas Ing ’ 


in the Senate. 


you to use all 


I also present a memorial of citizens of Jefferson, La., stating that 
they have learned with alarm and much displeasure that there is now 
pending before this body the Conger lard bill, and remonstrating against 
its passage. This memorial is signed by C. L. Brown, A. J. Kemp 
and others. 

I also present a petition of citizens of Pine Bluff, A stating that 

We, the undersigned citizens of the State of Ark 4, respect y request 
you as our friend to prevent, if possible, t enactment of a la axing 1 


compounded in part with cotton-seed o 


Signed by George Robinson, pastor St. Paul Baptist Church, J. C., 
Corbin, principal of Branch Normal College and grand 
Free Masons, and other officials. 

I also present a memorial of the Republican central 
Jefferson County, Louisiana, signed by representative « 


retary colored 


ymimittee ol 


red citizens, 


| remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard |! 


I also present another memorial from cit ton, Tex., in 
I ' ’ 
behalf of the great ind rial interests of the South, protesting against 

ee ! 


the passage of the Conger lard bill. 

I move that these 1 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I presenta remonstrance, numerously signed, addressed 
to the Fifty-first Congress {rom citizens of the parish of Jefferson, in 
the State of Louisiana, colored people who write their names, giving 
their individual signatures, which I suppose to be two or three hun- 


1emorials b ed to t! 


Committee on Ag 
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dred. Their protest is very brief, only two pages of type-writing, and 
I ask that it be inserted in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I will state the substance of the memorial. The 
memorialists go on and set forth the reasons ot their opposition to the 
passage of the Conger lard bill, the interest that they have in the de- 
velopment of the cotton-seed industry, and that the Conger lard bill is 
a direct tax upon their industry for the benefit of the lard producers 
of the West. They state that it is the basis of income of a numerous 
class amongst the wage-earners of the cotton States, and they view with 
alarm the passage of the Conger lard bill as a destruction of their in- 
dustry; and their reasons are set forth in full. I move that the me- 
morial be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present amemorial of the Tenth Ward Central Club 
of New Orleans, La. , setting forth, among other things, that the Conger 
lard bill is more particularly a direct blow at the Republican bone and 
sinew of that section of the country, ascotton and the seed thereof are 
raised mainly by the citizens of colored descent, who are as a rule the 
tillers of the soil in the South. 

I also present a memorial of like character of the Screwmen’s Benev- 
olent Association of the parish of Orleans, Louisiana. 

I move the reference of these memorials to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a telegraphic petition of the New York 
Produce Exchange, praying for the passage of a general anti-adultera- 
tion law and protesting against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Associated Clerks, Cleveland 
post-oflice, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that an annual vacation of 
fifteen days be granted to clerks in first and second class post-oflices; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. CULLOM. I present two petitions signed pretty extensively 
by business men in Chicago who formerly signed a memorial remon- 
strating against the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill, and now sign 
» petition asking leave to withdraw their memorial and favoring the 
passage of the bill. I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented a memorial of citizens of Bell County, Texas, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
relerred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Bell County, Texas, pray- 
ing for the passage of what is known as the Paddock “‘ pure-food’’ bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I presenta memorial of the Central Trades and Labor 
Assembly, of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the passage of 
the Conger compound-lard bill, and stating that ‘‘its passage would 
prove an irreparable injury to the laborers of thiscity,’’ and asking that 
every effort be used to defeat its passage. The memorial is signed by 
J, Boes, president of the association. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of 25 firms and citizens of Texas, 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3586) for the relief of Johanna Willoth, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3438) for the relief of John K. Hummer, reported it withan amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 1677) granting a pension to John Speech, private Company B,One 
hundred and twenty first United States Colored Infantry, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was recommitted the 
bill (S. 2761) granting a pension to Mrs, Sarah A. Aspold, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8, 3258) granting a pension to Adaline L. Miller, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, trom the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Thomas Richardson, b te private, Company B, Seventeenth Regiment 
Jil nois Volunteers, praying to be allowed an invalid pension, submit- 
ted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. 4416) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Richardson; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to Mira Baldwin, re- 
ported it without amend ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
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the bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, in 
the State of Missouri, reported it with amendments. 


HENRY 8. FRENCH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a con- 
current resolution offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
coming over from a previous day. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. 

The concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. HARRIS on the 20th in- 
stant was read, as follows: 

Whereas Senate bill No. 145, *‘forthe relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry 8. French,” referred the claim to the Court of Claims; and F 

Whereas said bill does not require said Court of Claims to determine the juris- 
dictional fact of the loyalty of the said Henry S. French; and 

W hereas said bill passed the Senate and subsequently passed the House of 
Representatives and was sent to the President and was, by concurrent resolu- 
tion, recalled from the President in order that the bill should be so amended 
as to require the court to determine the question of loyalty of the said Henry 
8. French: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That said bill 
be re-enrolled, and in the re-enrollment of said bill there shall be inserted after 
the word * parties,” in line 9 of said enrolled bill, the following: 

“And if said court shall find that said Henry 8S. French did not give any aid 
and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and such loyalty having been thus established ;”’ 

So that suid bill when re-enrolled shall read as follows: - 

“An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry 8S. French. 

“Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the legal representatives of Henry 8. French, 
deceased, late of Nashville, Tenn., be,and are hereby, authorized to bring suit 
in the Court of Claims for the recovery of the net proceeds of 23) bales of cotton 
taken at Jonesborough, Ga., in September, 1864, by General William G. Le Duc, 
by order of General Sherman,and turned over to the Treasury agent,and by 
him sold and the proceeds paid into the Treasury of the United States; and for 
this purpose jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said court to hear and deter- 
mine and render judgment in conformity with the rights of the re«pective par- 
ties; and if said court shall tind that said Henry 8S. French did not give any aid 
and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States,and said loyalty having been tiius establisined, it it 
shall further find that said Henry S. French in buying such cotton did not vio- 
late any non-intercourse act,and that it,or any part thereof, was taken by the 
ofticers of the United States and the proceeds turned into the Treasury, then, 
and in that event, judgment shall be entered for the claimant for such proceeds, 
which judgment shall be paid out of the captured and abandoned property 
fund ; and the said court shall,in the hearing of said claim, consider any evi- 
dence that may have been taken under the direction of the Southern Ciaim: 
Comniission in regard to the claim of Henry 8. French, with authority on the 
part of the United States or the claimants to take additional testimony under 
the rules of said court: Provided, That an appeal shall lie in said cause from 
said court to the Supreme Court as in other cases.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
current resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. Of course I have no objection to the amendment of 
the bill, and my simple inquiry is whether this is the customary way. 
The Senator from Tennessee has probably looked up the precedents and 
is able to state. 

Mr. HARRIS. There are precedents for this character of amend- 
ment. I find no method of dealing with the question except by re- 
enrollment, and there are several precedents of that character. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was the bill correct when it passed both Houses? 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill as it was originally introduced passed both 
Houses, but in draughting the bill I by oversight neglected to require the 
court to determine the question of loyalty. The bill was recalled {rom 
the President of the United States in order that that requirement should 
be incorporated in the bill. It is a bill that has passed the Senate, I 
think, upon two or three occasions previously, but the oversight was 
not noticed by me or by the committee of either Honse, or by either 
Honase, and the bill passed without the requirement. 

Mr. INGALLS. This is intended to be passed by the other House 
also? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, this is a concurrent resolution. It goes to the 
other House necessarily. 

Mr. INGALLS. It seems to me it is establishing a very vicious and 
dangerous precedent to amend a bill by concurrent resolution. It ap- 

rs to me it would be very much better, if the bill was incorrect, to 
ave it properly passed. The same vote that would pass the concur- 
rent resolution would repass the bill. We have no means of knowing 
whether the amendment that is proposed to be made to the bill that 
has already passed is one which would bring it within the requirements 
of the law or not. Of course the Senator says there are precedents. I 
wou d reply to that that there ought not to be any such precedents. 
If there are any, it is unfortunate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Journals of both Houses show the passage of 
this bill. ‘Sney show that by concurrent resolution the bill was re- 
called from the President. The bill is now in the custody of the Sen- 
ate, the original enrolled bill. This resolution recites all the facts, 
shows the reason why it was recalled, shows the amendment proposed 
in the re-enrollment, avd the Journals of both Houses will show a full 
and complete explanation of the whole transaction. 

There was an additional bill introduced by the member of the corz 
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mittee who reported the bill from the Senate committee, but the com- | 


mittee found it difficult to deal with it in view of the embarrassment 
of the former bill having passed and having been recalled; and looking 
at the precedents I find that this is the method by which such errors 
have been heretofore corrected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the con- 
current resolation. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read again, please. 

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
current resolation. [Putting the question.] The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. I suggest to the Senator trom Tennessee 
another method by which it seems to me the same end may be reached ; 
that is, by naanimous consent, that the bill shall be reconsidered and 
amended. Then it can go to the House of Representatives for concar- 
rence in that amendment. 


The question is on agreeing to the con- | 


| of the building that might be 
It will require practically the same process | 


that he proposes, but it will be effective and in accordance with par- | 


liamentary usage and practice. ; 
Mr. HAWLEY. I concur with the Senator from Towa. It seems 
to me a very extraordinary thing to direct the enrolling clerk to cor- 


rect a bill, to reach a certain end, without even prescribing the precise | 
language in which he shall doit; and to prescribe that language in the | 


manner here proposed, it seems to me, if I am allowed the expression, 
would be still more ridiculous. It is just as easy to reconsider the vote 
passing the bill and amend it and send it to the House of Represent- 
atives—that is practically a second bill—as it isto send this concurrent 
resolution to the other House. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, this method was 
thought to be by the chairman of the Committee on Claims, who I re- 
gret is not now in his seat, and myself upon investigation the shortest 
and easiest and the best method of curing the error. 

I am perfectly content, if there be doubt in the mind of any Sena- 
tor as to the propriety of this course, to let the concurrent resolution 
go to the Committee on Claims, or any other committee that is appro- 
priate, let the question be investigated, and let the report of that com- 
mittee be presented to the Senate for its action. The Senator from 
Wisconsin, the chairman of the Committee on Claims, having had the 
whole matter brought to his attention, quite agreed with me that this 


While I have great regard for this venerable and deserving and pa- 
triotic woman, and would be glad to give her a pension of twelve or 
fifteen dollars a month, or put her on the retired-list, orin any other way 
to accomplish what she desires, | protest against establishing a precedent 
that will put us into the business of commerce and trade and huck- 
stering in this wing of the Capitol. 

The resolution may lie over or it may go to the committee. I shall 
certainly doall that I can to prevent the use of any part of this build- 
ing tor these purposes, at the same time avow ing my entireinclination 
and willingness to do anything to oblige this deserving woman. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, [ thoroughly concur in the con- 
clusions of the Senator from Kansas. I think it isaltogether well that 
such booths should not be established throughout the Capitol; but my 
information is that there is a niche on the basement floor of this wing 
assigned without occasioning inconven 
lence or annoying or troubling any one. 

If I thought that this was to be an entering wedge for the re-estab- 
lishment of booths throughout all the floors of the Capitol, the House 
and Senate wings, I should oppose it as strenuously as the Senator 
from Kansas seems disposed todo. But I think that every member of 
this body knows the person who is to be benefited by the passage of 
the resolution. For more than a quarter of a century she has been as 
much a fixture in this Capitol as one of the statues in its Rotunda, 
She is a harmless and helpless old woman, and I introduced this reso- 


| lution believing that the Senate would be disposed to treat this as an 


| any reason on earth why we should be granting these special priv 


; ground upon which we base her right to favors— 


was the best method, and if here he would recommend that this con- | 


current resolution pass. 


to the committee and let it be there considered. All I desire is to put 


But if there be doubts let the resolution go | 


the bill in such a shape that it may be approved by the Presidentand | 


that the Court of Claims may investigate the whole matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reference of the 
resolution to the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. No objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

MRS. CLARA MOBRIS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
consideration at this time: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That Mr. Edward Clark, Architect 
of the Capitol, be, and he is hereby, directed to select a niche in the basement of 


the Senate end of the Capitol in which Mrs. Clara Morris may be allowed to 
display and sell papers, maps, and other wares. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the same. 

Mr. INGALLS. That had better be referred to the Committee on 
Rules under the precedents. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Where does it make provision for Mrs. Clara 
Morris? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 


In the basement. 

I hope there wil] be no objection to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let her have a place here. 

Mr. INGALILS. I ask that the resolution may lie over or go to the 
Committee on Rules. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. HOAR, 
here? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If it will satisfy the Senator from Kansas, I 
should prefer that the resolution lie over, because I trust we may con- 
sider it here in the Senate. The Committee on Rules has not had a 
meeting for a month, and there will not be another meeting of the 
committee during this session, in all probability. It it will satis'y the 
Senator from Kansas, let the resolution lie over. 

Mr. INGALLS, Mr. President, we have had a great struggle in years 
past to clear the corridors of the Senate extension of the Capitol of 
booths and luneh-stands and the seats of those whose] doves, an’ oth- 
ers who have disposed of merchandise in the templeof liberty. I hope 
before we return to the precedent that would be established by passing 
this resolution we shall have at least considered whether we can not 
make some other arrangemeut for this very meritorious and deserving 
woman that will be equally satisfactory, without interfering with the 
convenience and the administration of affairs in this part of the build- 
ing. Thereiscertainly and evidently impropriety in turning this build- 
ing into a place of merchandise, 


Let it go to the Committee on Rules, 
Let it lie over. Why not let this old lady have a place 


If there is no objection to the present | 


exceptional case. I am entirely content, as suggested by the Senator 
from Kansas, that the resolution shall lie over, but I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to consider and dispose of it in a day or two. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to it, and ask that it go to the Commit- 
tee ou Rules, Letthat reference be made, if in order, now; and, if not, 
I object to a second reading of it, if that is necessary I do not see 
ileges 
There are other just as de- 
Is it because she ha® got privileges here for twenty 
years that she is entitled to their continued enjoyment? Is that the 
because we have given 


to one deserving woman instead ot toall. 
serving women. 


them to her for twenty years? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, 
time, 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. PLUMB. I trust this will not go over, under the circumstances 
because by to-morrow we are apt to have a large list of applications 
here, and propositions to amend by inserting the namesof other per 
sons. If the resolution is passed now, we may probably get rid of the 
subject once forall. [f we are to grant such privileges by resolution 
ot the Senate, which can not be taken away without the passage of a 
repealing resolution, it is too valuable a thing to go without more per 
sons endeavoring to secure the advantage ot it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Rules, in the absence of objection. 


We gave them to everybody else at the same 


Oh, no; not atall. Let the resolution go to the 


YOSEMITE VALLEY LAND 


Mr. PLUMB. I submit a resolution which I ask may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to carefully inquire 
and report to the Senate at his earliest convenience whether the lands granted 
to the State of Californiaon certain conditions by act of Congress approved June 

) 1864, have been spoliated or otherwise diverted in whole or io partfrom the 
public d, if so, what steps, ifany, in his judge 
ment are necessary and proper to be taken in order that the necessary public 
use may be subserved and further spoliation prevented 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolu- 
tion, merely stating that it refers to the grant made by an act of Con 
gress June 30, 1864, of what is known asthe Yosemite Valley and the 
Mariposa Big Tree Group. It has been widely stated in the public 
prints, and also repeated in more or less private conversations by per- 
sons who have been there, that the Yosemite reservation has been al- 
most entirely given up to private use under the shelter of such leases 
as remained when the granting act was passed, but the extension of 
which has operated to prevent that public use which was evidently in 
contemplation by Congess. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask theSenator whether it be true. as represented 
in the mayazines and represented by photographs, that some of these 
growths to quite an extent have been cut down. Is that tru: 

Mr. PLUMB. That is, I have no doubt, entirely true, and the work 
of spoliation is going ou according to the statements to which I have 
alluded, which are en! | At least they came from a credi- 
ble source. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is not that a violation of the 
original act? 


*( 






ise contemplated by the grant, ar 


rely cre 


conditions in the 


Mr. PLUMB. It isa question as to what power the United States 
reserved over this matter, and there is probably none that Conyress 
can exercise except that of an investigation; but that this Yosemite 


| Valley bas been given over to private use in at least a great measure, 
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to the exclusion of the public, and to the destruction of the scenic 
effects which exist there in the state of nature, is probably true with- 
out any qualification. 

The Committee on Public Lands have had the matter incidentally 
under consideration in connection with another proposition, and to-day, 
at the suggestion of the committee, I prepared this resolution, I think 
by the time Congress assembles here next winter we may have informa- 
tion which may probably lead to some judicial examination, or at all 
events some other remedy being applied to the condition of affairs now 
existing. : 

ro VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lytion. 

The resolution was agreed to, 

CLASSIFICATION OF SUGAR. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish the Senate 
with copies of all reports made by customs officials, special agents of the 
ury Department, and others, relative to differences in test and classification of 


ieipetied engnap at the ports of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia since 
June 25, 1890, 


LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I beg leave at this time to offer a resolution which I 
ask may be printed and lie on the table, and I will call it up to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution to provide for an investigation in the interest of labor and capital. 


Whereas certain statements made in the memorial of the Woman’s National 
Industrial League of America for the protection of women aad children em- 
= in the mills and factories throughout the United States, and presented 
n the Senate on September 3, 1890, demand that the truth or falsity of these 
Statements be known: Therefore 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to inves- 
tigate these charges. 


That said committee shall have power to send for papers and persons, take 
testimony under oath, and report @e results of this investigation to the Senate 
at the earliest practicable moment in December next. 

That the expenses of said committee shall be paid out of the funds of the con- 
tingwent expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator ask the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? If not, the resolution will lie on the table. 
RANCHO PUNTA DE LA LAGUNA, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order 
for one hour. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2212) relative to the 
Rancho Punta de la Laguna; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Private Land Claims 
with an amendment, to strike out all aiter the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is,authorized and di- 
rected to carefully investigate the said allegation in the preamble of this act 
mentioned, and if he shall find that said allegation is true he is hereby author- 
ized and directed to make good any such deficiency so found to exist to the per- 
sons justly entitled thereto, by issuing to them patents for an equal quantity of 
the unoccupied, mnagposgmates, and unreserved public lands of the United 
States Inthe State of California, not mineral, to be selected by them, respect- 
ively, within three years next after the passage of this act,and not afterward, 
and in tracts not less than the subdivisions provided for in the United States 
land laws, and, if not surveyed when taken, to conform, when surveyed, to the 
general system of the United States land survevs; and the issuance and accept- 
ance of patents uncer this act shal] be deemed and taken as a release to the 
United States of all claims of al! persons so found to be entitled as aforesaid to 
any andall lands not embraced in the survey made under the confirmation of 
said grant in the preanrble to this act mentioned. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to strike out, in line 12, the words ‘‘ three 
years’’ and insert ‘‘one year;’’. so as to read, ‘“‘ within one year next 
after the passage of this act.’’ 

Mr. STEWART. There is no objection to that. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 12it is proposed tostrike out the words 
“three years ’’ and insert ‘‘one year;’’ so as to read: 

To be selected by them, respectively, within one year next after the passage 
of this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Private Land Claims reported an amendment to 
the preamble, to insert, after the word ‘‘ Whereus,’’ the words ‘‘it is 
alleged that;’’ and in the seventh line, before the word ‘‘the,’’ to insert 
“‘that;’’ so as to make the preamble read: 

Whereas it is alleged that 5,099.93 acres of land embraced in the Rancho Punta 
de la Laguna, in the counties of Santa Barbaraand San Luis Obispo, State of 
California, granted and confirmed to Luis Arellanes and Emilio M 0 
have been appropriated to the use and d of by the Uni States, an 


that the said contirmees, claimants, and owners have been deprived of the use 
ofthe same: Therefore. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The preamble as amended was agreed to. 


DAILY RECESS. 


The next order of business was the resolution submitted by Mr. 
MorGAN, August 2, 1890, providing for a daily recessof the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. That might as well be postponed indefinitely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be indefinitely post- 
poned, in the absence of objection. 


SUEPORT OF ENTRY AND DELIVERY AT NECHE, N. DAK. 


The bill (S. 4308) to create a subportof entry and delivery at Neche, 
in the State of North Dakota, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered io 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE TO POST-OFFICE EMPLOYES. 


The bill (H. R. 10086) granting leaves of absence to clerks and em- 
ploy¢s in the first and second class post-offices was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with an amendment, inline 5, after the word ‘* post-offices,’’ to 
insert: 


And the employés of the mail-bag repair shops connected with the Post-Office 
Department of the United States, whether employed by the month, day, or 
otherwise. 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That from July 1, 1890, the clerks and employés attached to 
first and second class ffices, and the employés of the mail-bag repair 
shops connected with the Post-Office Department of the United States, whether 
employed by the month, day, or otherwise, be allowed leaves of absence, wit) 
full pay, for not exceeding fifteen days in any one fiscal year: Provided, That 
noclerk nor employé be granted a leave until he has performed service for one 
year. 

Mr.PLATT. Sothat if an employ¢ isemployed there for one month 
only he will get fifteen days’ leave of absence. 

Mr. SAWYER. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLATT. Or if employed for one day only. 

Mr. SAWYER. No, he must be employed a year before he can get 
that leave of absence. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the whole bill be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to understand thatalittle further. How 
is it about the small offices scattered in remote parts of the country 
where there is no considerable population ? 

Mr. SAWYER. This only applies to post-offices of the first and sec- 
ond class. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, it only applies to the first and second class offices ? 

Mr. SAWYER. That is all. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask for the reading of the bill again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Thisisthe same privilege, as I understand, enjoyed 
by the letter-carriers now. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the last phrase should be amended go as to read: 


Leave under the provisions of this bill. 


Mr. SAWYER. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. REAGAN. I sup all of us have had petitions from t 
office clerks throughout the country asking for the passage of a law like 
this and referring to the fact that leaves of absence have been allowed 
to letter-carriers and perhaps to others. It is but a repetition of that 
which we have all the time before us. First an eftort is made to get 
into office, and after getting in to secure special privileges. It seems 
to me that it is only n to hold an office in order that there shall 
be special legislation in favor of the office-holder. 

I know, Mr. President, how unpleasant it is to have to oppose the 
interests of classes of men, especially when they are banded together 
to secure special privileges for themselves, but there is a duty that 
stands above the mere question of courtesy and kindness. I feel, as 
all others do, that I should be glad to do a kindness for every human 
being if it was in my power; but thousands of people seek these ap- 
pointments who are willing to perform the duties of the places and 
can not obtain them. Hundreds of thousands of people at home, 
just as good as these employés, working hard for much less pay, are 
never paid for doing nothing, and why should these furm an exception 
to the rule? Why should they be paid for doing nothing? 

It is in the power of the Department, if they become wearied and if 
they desire to rest, to allow them a rest, but when they rest let them, 
like other people, rest at their own expense. 

What reason is there why we shal! make privileged classes in this 
country? I dislike to expose myself to the prejudices of others by 
opposing these efforts et class legislation, but it seems to me it has 
gone to that extent that it becomes a patriotic duty to resist all this 
sort of class legislation. Let men, if they accept office, perform their 
duties, and if they are to be relieved from work let them stop receiv- 
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ing pay for the time being, just us other people at home, when they 
stop work from sicknes8 or to obtain rest, cease to get the profits of 
their employ ment. 

Why should public officers or clerks be placed upon a higher plane 
than other citizens? If humanity governs us we should extend that 
humanity to those who suffer most and who need most, and not to 
those who have been placed in offices that others can not obtain. 

Mr. President, I trust that the bill may not be passed, but if it should 


stitution of the United States extending the right of suffrage to women 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over, Mr. President. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The joint resolution will be passed over. 
NDARIES OF UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION. 
Mr. DAWES. On Saturday a bill went over without prejudice in 
order to give the Senator from Missouri { Mr. Vest] an opportunity to 


wwamine it Tt : f Business 1812. Senate hi 240 71 

be the pleasure of the Senate to pass such a bill certainly there is a ee eas me a cans . ea aon ~ « e i os ag A : =. 
portion of it that ought to be stricken out. it has been suggested to ce = he ‘ sti = —* 1 withdraws his objection. isk that it 
me that I can object to the consideration of the bill, but I will first Th a. oa ae ol ad ile ai aa lee ani aia 
state the objection to that part of it and then J shall object to its fur- ; a : : —- ee ie o . ' 4 pn , as in pment e 0 the V 10 e, 
ther consideration. It is that part of it which requires fifteen days’ proceeded to consider tne i 4242) to change the boundaries of the 


Uncompahgre reservation. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike ont the proviso al the end of the 
first section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


leave of absence to be granted whether persons are employed by the 
month, the week, or the day, so that a man might be employed one 
or five daysand under such a Jaw be granted fifteen days’ leave of ab- 
sence. Mr. President, that is not right; itis not logical: it is not sen- 


ible The Cuter CLERK In section 1, line 9, atter the word ‘‘ domain, 
sip.e. 
le ee , it is Se strike out: 
Mr. FRYE. The bill requires the persons to be employed a year. proposed to strike ou i 
. ° . 7 moride owever. " ‘ . erson shall ave s io ’ _ , in 
Mr. HARRIS. The proviso distinctly requires that the leave of | Provided, however, That no person shall have a right to make, claim. or a 


, quire title to any portion of said lands who may be upon any portion thereof 
absence shall not be granted unless the employé has served for a year | a 


at the time this act takes effect, ors 


| have been upon the sume at any pre- 
prior to demanding his leave. vious period with the purpose of acquiring any title thereto, either then or sub- 
Mr, REAGAN. I understand that now, but I did not when I first ee 
spoke. I objeet to the further consideration of the bill. rhe amendment was agreed to. — bas a 
Mr. EVARTS. I hope this bill will pass. There is nothing in it Mr. DAWES. In section 2, at the beginning of line 8, I move to in- 
except this: That in these post-office employments, which are busy ones | s¢rt the words ** of not less than ninety days.”? 
every day in the year, there shall be allowed the very moderate vaca- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 
tion of fifteen days picked out here and there according to the conven- rhe Cuter CLerK. In section 2, after the word “ notice,’’ at the 


ience of the Post-Office establishment. That isa very small allowance. | end of line 7, and before the word “and,” at the beginning of line 8, 
Fifteen days of vacation is not in the interest of idleness. It is in the it is proposed to insert ‘‘of not less than ninety days;’’ so as to make 
interest of good service during all the rest of the year, and there are no | the section read: 
employments at which vacations are not taken, and always, as I think _Skc. 2. That the lands declared in section 1 of this act to b 
properly, in the public service where they must conform to the needs ele om sacl pont ee ne ee ee eee stent 
of the public service as to the dates and times that they shall have asphaltum, or coal; and all lands containing olthes mine ait: aopbuieun, oF 
this and not have their real vacation spoiled by not having any means | coal shall be disposed of at public auction under the direction of the Secretary 
of subsistence during that time. : i. eee Ree eieaeneren eaeescncaa ts ten Cees eickene = eanae 
With regard to private employés they choose their own vacations. | the minimum price ot $10 per acre; and the proceeds of all such sales, over and 
They choose them when they are not busy or when they find it very | above the expenses incurred in effecting the same, shall constitute a fund inthe 
convenient otherwise to take a vacation; butin the publicservice these | 7 id Une — t ing 7 on Gevoted to theeducation and civilteation of 
meritorious clerks should be at least on the footing of fitteen days with- | firect NS SO RBEESS SHAT Heveattes 
out loss of pay, and thatis all there is in this bill. The amendment was agreed to. 
ae ees reg ap aay tga ag te ape The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
and vacati g : t. stices o aaa 
the Supreme Court have two or three months a year with $10,000 each. * po tag gt ee to be engrossed fora third reading. read the 
Members of the House of Representatives and of the Senate with their | ynirq time, and passed ae , : oe 
$5,090a year take vacations whenever they please,and their pay goes on Mr. DAWES. "Wheeek in @ bill of the same tiile returned by the P 
all the same. So with the members of the Cabinet, and so with all the ident of the United States with his objections, which the committee 
higher classes, if you choose 80 to style them, as far as salaries are con- have reported back without recommendation. Of course they do not 
cerned, of Government employés or officers all over the countey. want it passed after this bill has passed, but the Constitution requires 
Now, the good employer necessarily gives something of vacation or something to be done with it. The Constitution requires that it shall 
of letting up from the severity of: labor which comes from constant be immediately submitted for reconsideration, and the yeas and nays 
co Tape eee ee as gaeene oe taken. Ithink, perhaps, it may remain on the Calendar for the present. 
‘ . > z ’ 4 gon 
service. Setting that aside, the fact that the masses of the people in PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH, PA. 
eee te eats ea a ~ ne The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bili on the Calendar will be 
: ht ‘ie : 4» | stated. 
responsible employer like the Government of the United States, which The hill (&. 4990) maki ee i le a aes 
is not obliged aan from its employés more than they should give, sige — os ne aa - —— ee eee 
to the injury of their spiritual and mental and physical constitution, ee ee ee a ee ey Say: TO 
, ; . ; announced as next in order. 
should not set the best of examples and not the worst of examples to- | 





sa part of the pul 
nt under the pre-emption and homestead 


; ; : : Mr JAY. se at go ove rit > ice 

wards this comparatively unrewarded class of its servants who are em- ~ tae Mok A. = The ee jadi ane uh ever eitent 

braced within the provisions of this bill. ee eee 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will go | °° 


CHARLES P. CHOUTEAU. 

The bill (S. 1857) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of 
Chouteau, Harrison & Valle, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Court of Claims be, and is hereby, authorized to grant a rehearing 
in the case of Charles P. Chouteau, surviving partner of Chouteaun, Harrison & 
Valle, No. 6034; and said court shall have further jurisdiction to hear and de- 
termine and render judgment in said cause upon the following basis: The 
said court shall ascertain the additional cost which was necessarily incurred by 
the contractor, Charlies W. McCord, for building the ligit-draught monitor Etlah, 
under the contract of July 9, 1863, in the completion of the 


over. 

Mr. SAWYER, I will move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of that bill notwithstanding that objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would be in violation of our understand- 
ing in the morning hour. 

Mr, PADDOCK. If the bill goes over, I hope it may go over with- 
out prejudice. I think the Senator from Texas will be induced to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish the Senater would withdraw his objection 
and let the vote be taken on the bill. Wecan dispose of it in a moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. We want to discuss it. aeea Soar aiaanaal ae 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator’s objection is in the interest of aristoc- | any changes or alterations in the plans and specifications re ( lired and delays 
racy very clearly. in gerne “ ——— . Prov fed, be — additic _ cost in com- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the — pieting the same and such changes or aiterations in the plans and specifications 


required and delaysin the prosecution of the work were occasioned by the Goy- 


ator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SAWYER] to proceed to the consideration of | e™ment of the United States ; but no allowance for any advance in the price of 


eet tt CCC ET 


‘ | labor or material shall be considered unless such advance occurred during the 

the bill a 
> - ss . i = prolonged term for completing the work rende ! necessary by delay result- 
Mr. SAWYER. I will withdraw the motion and let the bill go over | ing from the action of the Government aforesaid, and then only when such ad- 
without prejudice. | —e could a have — avoided by the —_ ise < menns ! : ! — and 
7 oN : . 2 ‘ ; ciiigence on the part of the contractor provided further, That the com- 
a VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- | pensation fixed by the contractor and the Government for specific alterations 

udice. 


in advance of such alterations shall be conclusive as to the compensation to be 
— sitet eal madetherefor: Provided, That such alterations, when made, complied with the 
WOMEN SUFFRAGE, - specifications of the same as furnished by the Government as a‘oresaid: And 

_ : “ . : provided further, That ali moneys paid tothe contractor by the Government 

The joint resolution (S. R. 1) proposing an amendment to the Con- } over and above the original contract price for building said vessel shall be de- 
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ducted from any amount allowed by said court by reason of the matters here- 
inbefore stated: And provided furtha , That ifany such changes caused less work 
and expense to the contractor than the original plan and specifications, a cor- 
responding deduction shall be made from the contract price and the amount 
thereof be deducted from any allowance which may be made by said court to 
said claimant, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 





LARRABEE & ALLEN. 


The bill (S. 968) for the relief of Larrabee & Allen, of Bath, Me., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enactiag clause and insert: 


That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims to inquire into 
and determine how much the bull of the United States double-ender losco cost 
the contractors, Larrabee & Allen, over and above the contract price and allow- 
ances for extra work, and to enter judgment in favor of Amos L. Allen, survivor 
of said firm, for the same: Provided, That the judgment shali not exceed the 
sum allowed by the board convened in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate 
of the United States, dated March 9, 1865, of which Thomas 0. Selfridge was the 
yresident, the said allowance being set forth in Senate Executive Document 

vo. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session. 

Sec. 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defendaut, shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the 
issues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
judgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner asin all other cases 
before the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect ; and that either party, 


. plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 


Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same manner 
as now provided for in other cases, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 

The tithe was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Amos 
l.. Allen, survivor of the firm of Larrabee & Allen.’’ 


LABOR-COST IN STEEL RAILS, 


The next business in order on the Calendar was a resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. McPHERsoN, August 11, 1890, directing the Commis- 
sioner of Labor to furnish to the Senate a statement of the labor-cost in 
1 ton of steel rails. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under Rule 
i 

PROHIBITION OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 2) proposing an amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, impor- 
tation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors was 
announced as next in order, 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely ask for a vote on the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the resolution go over under Rule 
VII1 or under Rule 1X? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New Hampshire proposes to have 
a vote on it, Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair begs pardon; he misunder- 
stood the Senator from New Hampshire. ‘The Senator from Kansas 
asks for the yeas and nays on the passage of the joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read. 
information on the question. 

Mr. DOLPH. LIrise to a point of order. 


We ought to have some 


Has any objection beer 


inter to the consideration of the joint resolution ¥ 
Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to the consideration ot the res- 
olution. The report is brief. It will not take anything like the time 


which has been consumed on many bills that have passed under this 
order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can not the Senator trom New Hampshire state the 
substance of the report ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I think so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded toread the report submitted’ by Mr. BLAIR 
from the Committee on Education and Labor August 13, 1890. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not necessary to read all that. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to hear it all. It is a very inter- 
esting document. 

Mr. STEWAKT. Ishould like to suggest to the Senator that it is 
hardly possible to dispose of a constitational amendment under the 
five-minute rule. It can not be done, I think. 

Mr. BLAIR. Idesire the vote without debate. The Senator from 
Missouri [ Mr. CocKkRE.L.L] desires to hear the report, and the reading 
of the report will be a beief matter. If the Senator would waive that 
request I should be glad of a vote without taking the time of the Sen- 


The report is now at the desk and will 
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ate; but the Senate is not often acting upon a more important matter than 
this. Itis hardly a subject to be trifled with, and I think we could 
give five or ten minutes to the reading of the report, which would save 
time in the end and do some good work for the country. I ask that 
the reading be proceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Buarr, from the Committee on Education and Labor,to whom was referred 
Senate Resolution No. 2, being joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, importation, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors, by direction of the 
sneaee submits the following report, recommending the passage of the reso- 

ution, 

The joint resolution pending is in the following terms: 


[S. R.2.—Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States in relation to the manufacture, importation,exportation, transportation, 
and sale of alcoholic liquors. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing amendment to the Constitution of the United States be,and hereby is, 
proposed to the States, to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of 
three-fourths of the several States, as provided in the Constitution: 


“ ARTICLE —. 


“Specrion 1. The manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage shall be, and hereby is, forever pro- 
hibited in the United States and in every place subject to their jurisdiction. 

“Sec, 2, Congress shall enforce this article by al! needful legisiation."’ 

The substance of this joint reso!ntion has been pending in every Congress 
since and including the Forty-fourth. 

The original resolution as reported to the Senate in the Forty-ninth Congress 
is in the following language : 


{S. R.32.—Forty-seventh Congress, first session. ] 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution in relation to al- 
eoholic liquors and other poisonous beverages. 


Pesolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-hirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol. 
lowing amendment to the Constitution be, and hereby is, propose: to the States, 
to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the severa\ 
States, as provided in the Constitution : 


“ARTICLE —. 


* Sperion ]. From and after the year of our Lord 1900the manufacture and sale 
of distilled alcoholic intoxicating liquors, or aleoholic liquors any part of which 
is obtained by distillation or process equivalent thereto, or any intoxicating 
liquors mixed or adulterated with ardent spirits or with any poison whatever, 
except for medicinal, mechanical. chemical, and scientitic purposes, and for use 
in the arts, anywhere within the United States and the Territories thereof, shall 
cease; and the importation of such liquors from foreign states and countrie< to 
the United States and Territories, and the exportation of such liquors from and 
the transportation thereof within and through any part of this country, except 
ior the = and purposes aforesaid, shall be, and hereby is, forever thereafter 

rohibited. 

Pr Sne, 2. Nothing in this article shall be construed to waive or abridge any ex. 
isting power of Congress, nor the right, which is hereby recognized, of the 
people of any State or Territory to enact laws to prevent the increase and for 
the suppression or regulation of the manufacture, sale, and use of liquors, and 
the ingredients thereof, any part of which is alcoholic, intoxicating, or poison- 
ous, within its own limits, and for the exclusion of such liquors and ingredients 
therefrom at any time, as well before as after the close of the year of our Lord 
1%0; but until then, and until ten years after the ratification hereof as pro- 
vided in the next section, no State or Territory shall interfere with the trans- 
portation of said liquor or ingredients, in packages safely secured, over tha 
usnal lines of traffic, to other States and Territories wherein the manufacture, 
sale, and use thereof for other purposes and use than those excepted in the first 
section shall be lawful: Provided, That the true destination of such packages 
be plainly marked thereon. 

“Sec. 3. Should this article not be ratified by three-fourths of the States on or 
before the last day of December, 1890, then the first section hereof shall take 
effect and be in foree at the expiration of ten years from such ratification; and 
the assent of any State to this article shall not be rescinded nor reversed. 

“Sec. 4. Congress shall enforce this article by all needful legislation.” 

A large portion of those of our people who have devoted special attention to 
the nature and extent of the traffic in intoxicating liquors have been convinced 
that its national proportions could only be controlled by the exercise of national 
power, The enormity and variety of evils resulting from the traffic are ad- 
mitted by all. Even those whose capital and personal interests are involved 
in it do uot hesitate to declare that it would be a source of rejoicing to them if 
the business itself did not exist. They console themselves in its prosecution, 
and in the enjoyment of its profits, by the reflection that if, as individuals, they 
were not concerned in it, others would be sure to take their places and supply 
the appetite which already every where existsand imperiously demands supply. 

Probably there is not an intelligent person in the United States, orin the civ- 
itized world, who will not at once answer, if questioned, that alcohol is the 
souree of more hurt to society than any other one known cause. The difficulty 


arises in the selection of methods and agencies for the removal of these admit- 


} 
| 
| 


ted evils, 
During the last hundred years in all the States of the Union there has been an 


| ineessent effortby moral suasion and by legisiation to re<cue society from the 


fiend of intoxication. Undoubted.y by the pressure of all known agencies for 
good, through the pulpit, the press, by private intercourse and personal appeal, 
as well as by legislation in the States, great benefit has been accomplished. 
‘The nature of alcohol is better understood and it is now conceded to be a poison. 
Its evil consequences are intelligently comprehended and charged home upon 
their true cause. 

Butall the while, by hereditary taint as well as by original contraction, the 
habit has maintained its hold upon the community, and in many individual 
cases it to-day seems to have a more inflexible control of its victim than did 
the habit of intoxication in former years, It appears to be like a disease which 
becomes more and more unmanageable and surely fatal the longer it exists in 
a community, so that to-day the evil of intoxication on the whole is felt to as 
great an extent in American s:--ciety as during any former period, and is ruin- 
ing as many bodies and destroying as many souls as ever in proportion te the 
total number of our population, In other words, the ageucies which have 
hitherto been employed, whether of law or persuasion, have failed to grasp 
the situation, and to-day the ravages of alcohol in the country and in the 
world among civilized and uncivilized men sre greater than ever before. The 
production of intoxicating drinks, both distilled and fermented, is increasing, 
and the world as a whole is succumbing slowly but surely to the snares of this 
enticing vice. 





: 
' 

: 
: 





1890. 





There have been license laws and prohibitory laws, and many honest and vig- 
orous efforts have been made for their eniorcement in the various States of the 
Union. Butevery form of legal effort, combined with the most energetic, de- 
cided, en' husiastic, and continuous eftort by the pulpit, press, and chureh, and 
by personal solicitation, has not sufficed to effect a permanent reform. It does 
not follow, however, that because this evil is unconquered if must reniain 
so. Genuine political liberty has first been developed in recent history and in 
ourown nation. The conflicts and struggles of mankind for almost six thou- 
sand years were necessary to itsevolution. There is that element of divinity 
in human nature which can and will overcome all opposing tendencies in the 
race, as a whole as well as in the individual, When the utfermost strength of 
man, created in the image of God, oo forth in alliance With his Creator, for 
his salvation, the drinking appetite of the world can be overcome by the world 
as surely as the resolute individual can reform and live. 

For additional means wherewith to combat this evil, the hosts of temperance 
reform bave called and are calling upon the nation, as a nation, to stretch forth 
its arm and strike down the cluef curse of all time. 

As the Constitution of the United States is almost universally construed, the 
National Government has nojurisdiction over the liquor traflic within the States. 
The National Government has, however, the exclusive power to regulate com- 
merce, both internal and external, and with the Indian tribes; and itreeognizes 
all articles as subjects of legitimate commerce which are the subjects of com- 
merce between any of the States or inthe commercial world, subject sometimes 
to many, sometimes to few, sometimes to no restrictions whatever. Alcoholic 
beverages in all their formsare universally recognized subjects of commerce. 
Thus the National Government, regulating and protecting commerce between 
the States and foreign nations, becomes in practical «ffegt the protector of the 
liquor traffic. Just what its powers may be when the Constitution shall be con- 
strued by a Supreme Court made up of men determined to find its uttermo:t 
powers to limit. or even to destroy, the traflic, it is unnece-sary now to inquire. 
No such judicial tribunal now exists and none should exist which will torture 
a desired doct: ine froma recusant Constitution. A court which willextort good 
from the Constitution bya fore-d and unnatural construction will upon occasion 
find evil with at least equal facility. We well know that very few of our peo- 
ple and only the smallest proportion of the lega! profession and of the judiciary, 
either of the States or of the nation, up to ths time, have believed that under 
the Constitution the National Government can interfere for the restriction 
and destruction of the liquor trade in the States. Equally difficult will it be to 
find any considerable number of students who have studied our Constitution 
and laws who believe that the power to prohibit the traffic in intoxicating liquors 
with foreign nations can unquestionably be exercised by the National Govern- 
ment under the Constitution in its present form. 

And yet, until the national power can be exerted as a whole by excluding liq- 
uors from abroad, and by prohibiting the manufacture at home, and the trans- 
portation of the manufactured articleany where throughout the country, as well 
as the sale among ind:viduals, it will be impossible to effectua.ly accomplish th« 
destruction of the liquor traffic. Of what availis a prohibitory law in Maine 
and New Hampshire, or in Dakota or Kansas, when surrounding nations and 
States manufacture andsel! andtransportat liberty, seekinga market wherever 
they will? 

The appetite already exists. The demandiseverywhere. And, although pro- 
hibitory laws may interpose slight obstacles to the gratification of the appetite, 
nevertheless they are partial, oftentimes total, failures; and, sooner or later,a 
discouraged and disgusted community will abandon the effort to mop up the 
ocean in despair. 

National law, enacted under an amended Constitution, cou'd prohibit impor 
tation, could prohibit transportation and sale, and in concurrence with like leg 
islation by the States (the union of the power of the nation and the power o! 
the States), thus securing the entire strength of the whole community. could 
soon put an end to the traffic. Under such restrictions in a generation or two 
the consumption of alcohol as a beverage would practically disappear. Alco 
hol would still be manufactured, distributed, and sold under the restrictions 
appertaining to other poisons; and its use as a medicine and in the arts would 
not be interfered with. Its manufacture and distribution would be contro! led 
by like regulations as those made with reference to dynamite, nitro-glycerine, 
and gunpowder, and the whole family of poisons, and, in fact, all articles of 
greatand dangerous potency which, nevertheless, have their legitimate uses 
for the benefit of mankind. 

Those who urge an amendment of the National Constitution to secure the re- 
moval of the evils of intoxication are not careful that the uttermost power which 
possibly may be concealed in the Constitution be put forth to this end before 
an attempted amendment. 
doubt, of the true meaning of the Constitution, it should be removed at once by 
a bold and affirmative and unmistakable declaration against the liquor traffic 
embodied on the Constitution itself for the general welfare. It should be made 
aggressive and explicit. 

We should seize this great evil by power analogous in its completeness and 
vigor to that of taxation and of making war. No foreign invader, nur all the 
military powers of the world combined, could do the harm to the American 
people under which they are continually suflering from he trade in aleoho! 
and for the national preservation the Constitution should declare inflexible and 
perpetual war against it. 

The timorous, uncertain, and ineffectual efforts of States should not be relied 
upon. It is indispensable tothe very existence of their police powers, which 
have been given for the preservation of good order, good health, and good 
morals in society, that the powers of society, as a whole, operating in and 
through the national functions, should re-enforce, protect, and preserve the 
police powers of the State. The nation is but the aggregate of the States, and 
the parts can not be expected to accomplish their own good with the aggregate 
operating against them or even passively reposing upon them with its conti 
nental bulk. 

Such is the line of argument, briefly stated, of those who believe that this 
joint resolution should be made part of the Constitution. 

Your committee, whether unanimous or otherwise, in the holding to this 
view, are of the opinion that the resolution should be ‘avorably reported, and 
should be submitted by Congress to the action of the States for another reason 
It being a fact that a very large proportion of the American people are anxious 
that the national Constitution be amended in accordance with the resolution, 
we believe that they have a right to be heard in the forum of the State Legisla- 
tures, where alone the question can be decided whether the national Constitu- 
tion shall be amended. That Constitution points out definitely the manner in 
which a change in its provisions may beeffected. ‘Che Constitution of the coun- 
try must be amended from time to time to correspond with the evolution of the 
nation itself, for it is impossible to fetter the growth of the nation in any diree 
tion. It will grow, peacefuily or otherwise, The Constitution must yield here 
ani there, corresponding to the necessities of the times and of the people, and 








the necessury changes be peacefully made,in accordance with the methods of 


amendment pointed out in the Constitution itself, or revolution and bloodshed 
will perform their work. The Constitation and the spirit of the age must be 
one. Whenever any considerable and respectable portion of the American peo- 
le (and no considerable number can fail to be respectable) desire changes in 
he fundamental law, and ask respectful consideration of their propositions 
by the nation at large, we hold it to be the duty of the Congress to give them a 
status in the court provided by the Constitution for its own amendment. 
They have a right that their contention be placed in proper form before the 
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local Legislatures and the people before they have demonstrated that they ar 
able to secure its ratification by three-fourths of the States That ratificatio: 
if it comes at all, will come as a result of agitation end discussion of the ver 

proposition wich they ask to have submitted The true question for Congress 
to cousider is not whether three-fourths of the States wil! ratify, after diseu 
and agitation, but whether the subject ce 


thos- who desire the subr 





«sion 
cerns the public welfare, and whether 
ission of the resolution be of sufficient number t 
lieve the proceeding from the charge of trivial and ine 
upon grounds like these, your committee are pressed by the overwhelmin 
linportance of the subject to the nation and to the world and by the vast m 
ber, not to say the majority. of the mor: nd intellectual forces of the countrs 
which demand the suumission of this joint resolution to the consid 
the States, We therefore report it f rably and recommend its pa 
We append the brief reports of the committee upon this nt reso n 
the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses, which contain addit l 
portant for consideration in connectio th this subject 


Mr. BLAIR. 
vious Congresses, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let those r@ports be read. 
this report, and this report says they are very important in the con 
sideration of this subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask that they may beprinted inthe Recorp. They 
are brief and the Senator is willing, I suppose, that that should be 
cone. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No 
time to read them. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and continued the 
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It is hardly necessary to read the reports made in pi 


Chey are a part ot 


I want to hear them read, for I have not had 


eading, a3 follows 





Senate Report No. 1727, Fiftieth Congress, first session 
Mr. BLatr, from the Committee on Education and Labor, submitted 
lowing report (to accompany 8S, R.12 





By direction of the Committee on Education and Labor Mr. BLAIR submits 
the tollowing reporton Senate resolution No. 12, entitled *' Jo nt resolution pro 
posing an amendment of the Constitution of the United States in relation to 


the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportat'on, and sale of alco- 
holic liquors,’ recommending its submission to the States to become valid as a 
part of the Constitution when ratided by the Legislatures of three-fourths of 
the several States as provided in the Constitution 

The joint resolution is in the following words 

Piftieth Congress, first session. S,R,12 

Joint resolution proposing an amendment of the Constitution of the United 

States in relation to the manufacture, importation, exportation, transporta 





tion, and sale of alcoholic liquors 





Resoived by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein Phat the 
following amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and hereby 
is, proposed to the States, to become valid when ratified by the I egisiatures of 
three-fourths of the several States as provided in the Consiitutic 
ARTICLI 

Sxerrion 1, The manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 

sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverawe shall be, and hereby is. forever pre 


hibited in the United States, and in every place subject to their jurisdictior 
Sec. 2. Congress shall enforce this article by all needful !ezislation 
In submitting this favorable report upon the aforesaid joint resolution it is 
proper to say that there are members of the committer who concur in the re 
port recommending the subm session of the proposed amendment to the States 
who do not, by such action, indicate their approval of the adoption of the amend 
ment as a part of the Constitution nor that they would themselves advocate its 





ratification by the Legislatures of the States; but, in deference to the nmense 
mass of petitions for this amendment of the organic law, comi ig from the peo 
p n all parts of the country and believing that an opportunity should be 
given tothem to be heard upon the merits of their cause in the forum of the 
States, where alone it can be heard and decided, the majority of the committec 
would ceem a refusal to subm he proposed amendment to the States for con 


ial of the right of a party to be heard in court 
The method provided in the Constitution for 


sideration analogous to the d 


| 
} upon a question of private rig 











| its own peaceful amendment would be destroyed by failure to submit the prop 
osition for amendment in cases of grave moment involving the approval and 
prayers of multitudes of the people, for where the remedy sought is admitted 


to be without the jurisdiction of the fundamental law the petition is really ad 
dressed to the only tribunal which can enlarge that jurisdiction; that is to sav, 





to the States themselves. Should,then, (Congress in such case refuse to sul- 
mittue proposal to the States, such refusal would constitute a substantial cd: 
nial of the right of petition itself. 
The changes in the national Constitution made indispensable by the develop 
| ment of the nation can only be peacefully accomplished by a judicious and lib 
era! exercise of the power ot Congress to propose amendments to the States 
| upon the petition of those who desire to be heard in the great court of the 
people exercis ng their sovereignty through the States,as in the formation of 


the Constitution. 

It is well known that, but for thet tes tha 
the opportunily to amend the Constitution would he most liberally afforded by 
Congress in accordance with the forms provided in that instrumert, the orig 


ief in the conventions of. the 








inal ratification never would have been obtained Some of the States ratified 
; only because it was firmly believed that whatever n ht be the op ons of 
| Congress upon the modifications desired by those who considered the inatr 
ment proposed for ratilication as fatally defective without them, the suggest« 
amendments wou!d be submitted to the subsequent action of the States al) ( 
|} asa matter of course, 
} While the committee would by no means justify the submission of triflin 
| uncalled-for propositions forthe consideration of the States, yet they firmly be 


rnment demand that there be no captious or arbitrary denial of the 


| liewe that the perpetuity and peace of the country under the forms of constitu 
| tional gov 














right of petition for the amendment of the fundamental law through the forms 
| of Cor essional submis 1 to the tribumal of the people of the Sta‘es 
| The agitation for national legislation for the extirpation of the tiafticia alco 
holic poison made and sold t sedasa erage will never cease to distur 
and finally destroy great il part until they submit the question of the 
| enlargement of national « stitution irisxciction so as to include contr 
the subject 
Wh 1is proposed amendment is submitted to the action of the States the 
subje« ill pass in its important tures from the national arenato that of tl 
several ates until the fate of the proposed amendment is decided When de- 
| cided, if adversely to the ratification, the sul twill be « uted from na 


tional politics. at least for many years, 
If on the other hand the proposed amendment should be ratified an come 
part of the national law, the chief curse of the world would be summoned to 
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the block of national justice and die by the hand of the only power which can 
wield an ax big and sharp enough to cut off its bydra head. 

Then we should bave peace, ms 

But the agitation for the destruction of the liquor traffic can not cease until 
the evils which it inflicts upon mankind are removed or the human race is de- 
stroyed. 

It is useless to ery peace, pence, when there isno peace. It is time to face the 
subject. Evasion bas become almost impossible, and the effort requires an uc- 
tivity which is too exhaustive for its long continuance, 

Judging from the petitions whieh have been presented to Congress during 
the last few years, many of which are representative of great bodies and of 
communities whose individual signatures have not been obtained, it can hardly 
be doubted that at least ten millions of the American people are desirous of 
mascons legislation for the destruction of poisonous, that is to say, of alcoholic, 
drinia, 

These people represent a power of thought and a moral force far greater than 
their mere numbers. Whoever expects to withstand the shock of their charge 
will yet regret that its irresistible power was not seasonably realized. 

These petitions for the opportunity to amend the national Constitution must 
be heard and will be heard. Those who will oppose them in the States will yet 
demand that they shal! be heard in the States upon the proposition of a prohib- 
itory amendment of the national Constitution. 

To deny this is to subvert the republican form of government, and the hon- 
orable opponents of the measure will not always refuse to its friends that hear- 
ing in court which is thesacred right of every American, and especially in a 
matter of 80 great national concern. 

It is claimed by the advocates of this amendment that the liquor traffic is a 
unit of evil which submerges the whole nation, and that there can be no com- 
plete and certainly no permanent elevation of any part above this ‘‘sea of 
trouble" which is not the result of a lifting force exerted continuously by the 
nation in itsorganic eapacity everywhere throughout the whole country, co- 
operating with and supplementing, and, when necessary to accomplish the end, 
overruling and subordinating the action of the States. 

At the present time the police power in the Statesis fettered and thwarted in 
its efforts to suppress this evil within the limits of the States, respectively, by 
the national guaranties of protection to transportation and the rights of manu- 
facture and sale existing in all the States and localities which declme to impose 
the necessary restriction. 

Thisevil runs with the blood throughout the whole system of national life, 
and nothing but national constitutional treatment will cure it. 

It is not a local dixease. To be sure there are local ulcerations, but they ex- 
tend.all over the body. It has become a confluent eruption which must be 
medicined from within as well as from without. Itcan not be cured by the ex- 
ternal application of patches of plaster upon the States, whose combined sur- 
faces, with that of the Territories, cover that of the entire national body. 

The police power in government, the power of the people to preserve order, 
health, and good morals, is said to be vested in the States. The liquor traflic is 
believed by the advocates of this resolution for the amendment of the Constitu- 
tion to be directly destructive of society and consequently of all the ends for 
which the police power exists. From the very nature of the liquor evil and the 
fact that we are a nation aod but one nation, thisomnuipresent national evil can 
not be controlled by the feeble efforts of States. From their juxtaposition they 
could hardly protect themselves against each other even if they were absolutely 
independent nations. But now the nation controls both interstate and foreign 
commerce, protects the manufacture,wherever local law permits it, and the dis- 
tribution and sale to such extent everywhere that without national action the 
evil must be perpetual so far as its removal depends upon law. 

National constitutional legislation, therefore, becomes necessary to preserve 
the police power itself, which, under existing national laws and the relations 
between the States themselves, as well as between the General Government 
and the States, is nullified, and the health, morals, and good order of society 
are destroyed. 

Such are a few of the arguments by which the advocatesofthis measure press 
its consideration upon us. 

The proposal to amend the Constitution in this regard has been pending in 
Congress since the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress. 

The form ot the proposition as now submitted has been modified soas to har- 
monize the conflicting views of its own friends and to secure, so far as the com- 
mittee is aware, the universal support of all who desire the national prohibi- 
tion of the traffic in alcoholic poisons made to be used as beverages. 

The report of the committee of the last Congress in favor of a like amend- 
meut is herewith submitted as a part of this, together with the able and exhaust- 
ive address before the committee by A. M. Powell, esq., who represented the 
National peeeenaee Society, and the lucid and comprehensive argument of 
Mrs, Ada M. Bittenbender, the accomplished attorney of the Woman's National 
Christian Temperance Union, both of which are in rated as a part of this 
reportand will render further discussion by the committee unnecessary. 

‘his form of amendment was proposed and advocated by the chairman of the 
committee in the House of Representatives of the Forty-fourth Congress, and 
in every Congress since until the present, the Fiftieth Congress. The form in 
which the amendment was int uced at this session by the chairman of the 
committee, and in which it is now reported without alteration, has been agreed 
upon by the leading temperance organizations of the country, by all of whom 
it is indorsed and supported. 


[Senate Report No. 1563.—Forty-ninth Congress, first session. | 
Submitted by Senator BLArr : 


The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred joint reso- 
fution of the Senate No. 6, “ proposing an amendment to the Constitution in 
relation to alcoholic liquors and other poisonous beverages,’’ have considered 
the same, and by a majority of their number report the joint resolution back 
favorably and recommend its , and that the proposed amendment be 
submitted to the Legislatures of the States for their action, with a view to the 
ratification thereof, as provided in the Constitution. 

The committee does not deem it necessary to discuss the evils wrought by the 
use of alcohol in its various forms and degrees of purity and of adulteration as 
a beverage upon the life, health, industry, property, morals, character, and des- 
tiny of the American people and of the world. 

atever remedy, whether by the enactment and enforcement of laws, by 
the forces of education and motives addressed tothe moral nature and will of 
the individual, or by a combination of all restrictive agencies, the whole peo- 
ple, with very few exceptions, admit the existence of the curse itself, and cry 
out, “Who and what shall deliver us from this body of death?" Your com- 
mittee believe the public sentiment is ripe for the consideration and adoption 
of the best means, and of all the means, and the exertion of all the forces, both 
in the nation and in the States, to effect the extirpation of the alcoholic evil, 

Thus far the people have struggled to accomplish this end with no help from 
national law. On the couteary he recognition and protection given to alco- 
holic drink as property, as a legitimate article of manufacture everywhere and 
for all uses, and of commerce, both interstate and international, by the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States, have always constituted one of the chief 
obstacles to the success of that great movement known as the temperance re- 
form, and until there be a change in the fandamental law of the nation giving 


complete jurisdiction over the subject to assist, and, if necessary, to reverse the 
action of the States by the power of the whole body-politic throughout the 
whole national! domain, the efforts of the people through State and loca) agen- 
cies will always be greatly hindered and generally in the end wil! fail. 

But, however that may be, the question considered by the committee is not 
one primarily touching the merits of the proposed amendment itself, but 
whether there is a sufficient public sentiment in favor of the submission of the 
oncntenset to the action of the people to require the passage of the joint reso- 

ution, 

The majority of the committee believe that the minds of the most careful 
and conservative studentsof the liquor problem are rapidly coming to the con- 
clusion that this evél must and only can be removed by national legislation en- 
forced by the national will in co-operation with the efforts of the State. 

in nearly every voting precinct of this country there are American citizens 
who desire the proposed amendment tothe national Constitution. They are 
determined upon political action. They will have it through existing political 
organizations, or they will destroy one or both the great parties of to-day and 
form one which will consent to take the sense of the cents ween the question 
of amending the Constitution so as to give national jurisdiction over the traflic 
in strong drmk, Why should they be denied the opportunity to be heard in 
the only forum which can upon the question? When any considerable 
and respectable portion of the American people desire to plead their cause in 
the great tribunal of sovereigns who,in a free country,decide every funda- 
mental issue in the last resort, it is the duty of Congress to enact such prelimi- 
nary legislation as is here proposed, so that under the forms of the Constitution 
they can be heard on the question of itsown amendment. To deny this is of 
the very essence of despotism,and for Congress unreasonably to refuse the 
hearing is just cause of revolution. The people will demand a hearing for every 
large and respectable minority, and to grant this opportunity is the purpose of 
this resolution. Whatever may be the result, all must abide by it. But there 
can be no justification of a denial of the right to be heard, 

Until that right is granted, there will be, there can be, no peace to political 
parties in this country. If there could be, it would prove that the nature ofour 
Government was already changed and that under the forms of a progressive free 
Republie we are become a hide-bound despotism, having a name to live, but 
really already dead. 

Your committee are unable at this late period of the session properly to pre- 
sent the great cause the promotion of which is the purpose of this resolution. 
Fortunately it is not necessary. We appeal to the universal sentiment which is 
the very basis of our political institutions, the right of every voting citizen to be 
heard at the polls upon every great question which concerns the public weal. 
Than this there can be none more important, and we earnestly hope the resolu- 
tion may be adopted in the furtherance of the exercise of the primal rights of 
American sovereignty, which is that of each citizen to be heard by all, and of 
any considerable portion of the people to demand a verdict of the whole upon 
great issues which concern the general weal. 


Before the reading was concluded, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The hour for the consideration of the Cal- 
endar has expired. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the remainder of the report may be printed 
in the Recorp. It is only a page. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The entire report will be printed in the 
RECORD in the absence of objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 4209) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry W. Haley. 

CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, being House bill 9014. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States, the pending question being on the 
amendment proposed by Mr. DANIEL to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary in section 5, after line 10, to insert: 


In all cases of conviction of felony. 
In all eases where the matter in dispute is the right to personal liberty orthe 
right to the custody of a child. 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dan- 
IEL], who is not in his seat, offered this amendment, I think, without 
full attention on his part to the provision that is made in the bill for 
a review in criminal cases. If he will Jook at the sixth section, he will 
find that there is a general and comprehensive appeal in criminal! cases 
to the new cireuit courts of appeals, and that they are also put on the 
same footing for further review in the Supreme Court with other im- 
portant measures and measures concerning property and personal right. 

It is a mistake, Mr. President, in any discussions before the public 
or in the Halls of Congress to treat alike the subject of appeals in pri- 
vate suits between parties and appeals on matters of public justice. 
Public justice is not a qnestion between plaintiff and defendant ever. 
It is purely a question of ascertaining, first, the corpus delicli and, sec- 
ond, whether the accused is guilty. The Constitution has clothed 
every accused person with great ions. The district attorney 
has no personal interest. The judge, the guardian of the law, andthe 
jury are always ready to see that justice is done. The Government 
provides witnesses at its own expense when called upon by the pris- 
oner to do so, 

So, then, you can not make an analogy between the contestations of 
private rights and the proper disposition in the administration of jus- 
tice of these public utions. But it is of great importance that 
thereshould be an uate and thoroughly satisfactory mode of dealing 
with criminal causes, and there has been a good deal of dissatisfaction 
on the part of the public that the situation in which criminal jurispra- 
dence and jurisdiction have rested ever since the adoption of the Con- 
stitution should remain. The t system is,as we all under- 
stand, that the trial is before a cirenit judge or a district judge, as the 
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case may be, and there may be an appeal from the district to the cir- 
cuit court, but thereafter there is no appeal of right. 

There is, however, a very beneficial provision which has been re- 
sorted to whenever there was really occasion of judicial doubt, and 
that is, that, two judges sitting.on a difference of opinion the Supreme 
Court should be consulted. Of course the Supreme Court can not be 
consulted or any question of fact, nor can any appellate court be con- 
sulted on questions of fact in criminal jurisprudence. It is wholly 
for the jury to pass on that question. 

If the jury acquit, that is the end of the matter; the Government has 
no review. If, on the other hand, there is a conviction, then, besides 
the tendency of all concerned in these matters to see that in no doubt- 
ful case shall there be any infliction of punishment, we have the fur- 
ther provision, always benevolently exercised in the States and in the 
Executive here, of pardon. So the subjects are not similar, of private 
judgments and criminal sentences or judgments. 

The Senator from Virginia has proposed a method that would prac- 
tically be very injurious, it seems to me, to the purposes he has in 
view. If the Senate will notice the arrangement of this measure, all 
cases put under section 5 go directly up to the Supreme Court. The 
Senator has proposed to enlarge the subjects that go up to the Supreme 
Court directly, and can not possibly go to the interposed new circuit 
courts of appeals, which would not be consonant with either the con- 
venience or interests of criminals and their advocates and defenders. 
What is provided in regard to a direct appeal in criminal matters to 
the Supreme Court is limited to capital cases. 

The Senator proposes to add what he must consider rather indefinite 
descriptions of cases of felony and all cases involving personal liberty. 
As we have no common law of the United States, and can not resort 
to the common law to determine what a felony is, this is a very indis- 
tinct description, The clause in the Constitution which guaranties 
personal liberty in regard to public prosecution uses the description 
** capital or other infamous crimes;’’ which is the only constitutional 
phrase, I think, that we have, or perhaps the only legal phrase that we 
have on that subject. It is true that in statutes we sometimes of late 
have put into the penal clause a statement thai it shall be called a fel- 
ony, but that has not been very much favored, it seems to me, by wise 
framers of criminal law; and the only way that we can find out a fel- 
ony would be by having an analogy to the sentence of confinement, | 
suppose, in State’s prison in distinction from jails and penitentiaries 
and such places. 

Now, is it desirable that these classes of criminal jurisprudence and 
jurisdiction shall not be carried to these new courts that are near to the 
criminal? and, as I havesaid, it is there a provision that criminal cases 
shall be appealed to them of right. As to any further consultation or 
review by the Supreme Court of criminal cases Jess than capital, there 
is a provision embraced with the other similar head, that by consulta- 
tion with the Supreme Court on the part of the circuit courts of appeal, 
by asking instructions, then the court above, the Supreme Court, may 
take the whole subject up for cognizance, and then there is the right 
of the Supreme Court to order any one of them up by certiorari. It 
seems to me that this bill has been very observant of the rights of crim- 
inal appeal, and that any conclusion that every inferior criminal case, I 
mean inferior to those of capital punishment, is to go directly to the 
Supreme Court, would be a great burden there. It would suppress 
most of the appeals that would be carried by any such general disposi- 
tion to facilitate appeals, and would deprive the ready recourse that is 
provided in the bill, as it now reads, to the cirenit court of appeal. 

As to what is meant by a cause involving personal liberty, I do not 
know whether that means a case where its subject-matter relates to 
personal liberty or whether it means what would result by a sentence 
in interfering with personal liberty, that is, a sentence to confinement 
to jail, or what not. Ido not know that the Senator has any such 
thing in his mind as that every case in which there is an imprison- 
ment, and not for a felony, should goup. Therefore, I think we can 
get nothing really valuable out of this proposed amendment, even in 


the interest which I recognize, the propriety of the proper protection of 


the accused. 


There is another head it introduces, of going directly up to the Su- 

reme Court on the question relating to the custody of achild. That 
is notacriminal matter. That isa civil right, prosecuted always either 
in the form of divorce cases or of equity cases or of habeas corpus. It 
has nothing to do with criminal! cases, and why every child should be 
carried up as a matter of law, as it were, to the Supreme Court, I really 
can not appreciate. Probably some incident of importance in a special 
case has addressed to the Senator’s sense the need of very complete re- 
view, but just look at the number under our constitutional arrange- 
ments that would possibly be in this matter of the custody of a childa 
subject of Federal jurisdiction. 

Over marriage we have nothing to do; over divorce we have nothing 
to do; over settling alimony we have nothing to do, and what can we 
possibly have to do with a child’s custody except now and then a ha- 
beas corpus case that may come up no doubt, but really not probably 
within the constitutional habeascorpus? We may have a case between 
an alien husband or wife in alitigation in a Federal court, and we may 
have also between citizens of one State and those of another State 
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which may involve the custody of a child as coming out of these ju- 






risdictious, but really, Mr. President, [ think the Senator must have 
been a little inattentive to any occasion in our « <perience or the pro- 
prieties of any part of this bill in sending up the question of the ecus- 
tody of a child directly to the Supreme urt, « ially if i a ha 
beas corpus as well that carr the child uy 

So, Mr. President, I think this amendment ) i ury that i 
is worse than unne i be db ivi ‘ 0 
of the defending of criminals f lom 0 one 
is now provided by the sixth s h I ial appeal 
into these circuit court [ h t wil! 
not be adopted 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I desire to offer a an iment th 
form of a substitute for the bill. If time permitted, I sh to 
have it printed. I do not know whether the Senator from ! 
purposes pressing this measure to a vote to-day or n 

Mr. EVARTsS rose. 

Mr. VEST. I remarked that I did not know whether the Senator 
proposed to have a vote upon this auestion to-day 

Mr. EVARTS. I should hope we might have a vote, 
I know without very much delay. 

Mr. VEST. I ask, then, that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLENinthechair). Th 
ment of the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

Mr. VEST. I ask also that it be printed, if time permits. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 


clause and insert 


That for the purpose of exercising its appellate jurisdiction, as su 
tion is now created and regulated by law and as it may hereafter be | ilat 
by law, the Supreme Court of the United States may sit in divisions and 
bane. 

Thereshall bethree divisions, numbered |, 2, and 3, respectively, the d 
numbered 1 to be composed of the Chief-Justice and two associate just 
each of divisions numbered 2 and 3 to be composed of three associat: 
The Chief-Justice shall make assignment of the eight associate justices to the 
three divisions, and such assignment may be changed by him from time 
time. The associate justices shall be competent to sit in either division 
may interchange with each other by 
dered by the Chief-Justice. 

Each of the divisions shall have the power to hear and determine causes and 
all questions arising therein, subject to the provisions hereinafter contained. 
All final decisions of any cause by either of said divisions shall be considered 
by the court in banc, and if the Chief-Justice and four associate justices, or five 
associate justices, shall concur therein, judgment shall be entered accordingly 
upon the records of the Supreme Court as now provided. 

The presence of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice or of two associate 
justices shall be necessary for the transaction of business in either of said di- 
visions, and no decision shall be rendered in any cause without the concur- 
rence of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice or of two associate justices, 
The Chief-Justice shall apportion the business of said divisions, and may, in bis 
discretion, order any cause pending before the court to be heard and decided 
in the first instance by the court in banc. Whenever the Chief-Justice and one 
associate justice or two associate justices sitting in either of said divisions may 
be of opinion that any cause before them should be heard by the full court, 


and 
agreement among themselves or as or- 


they may so order, and the cause shall then be heard and determined by the 
court in banc. 

Division numbered I shall be presided over by the Chief-Justice, and, when 
he is not sitting, by the associate justice in said division oldest in commission, 


and divisions numbered 2 and 3 shall be presided over by the associate justice 
oldestin commission of those present at each session, 

Causes pending or which may hereafter be pending in the Supreme Court in 
which is involved a question arising under the Constitution of the United States 
Shall be heard by the full court. The Chief-Justice and justices of the Supreme 
Court are hereby authorized and directed to make and carry into effect such 
general or special reguiations as may be necessary for the purposes of this act. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, i desire simply to remark that my ob- 
ject in offering this amendment is more for the purpose of formulating 
and getting upon record the opinions of the minority of the Judiciary 
Committee on this question than with any view of obtaining the leg 
islation which is expressed or framed in the amendment. The vacant 
seats here to-day evidence how little interest there is generally evinced 
on this question, although it is one of the most important to the people 
of the United States that can be contemplated by any lawyer or cit 
izen. 

It seems to me that the real question that ought to have our atten 
tion is as tothe manner of business and not as to the jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court. There has never been any real salient interest among 
the profession in the United States as to the jurisdiction of that court. 
It has been a remarkable fact that the judiciary act of 1759 has lasted 
ever since the date of its enactment practically without an amendment. 
it isa monument to the wisdom and the legal ability of the men who 
framed it that, with all the expanded conditions of our country in the 
way of population, property interests, and territorial acquisition, that 
act has stood in all these years, with the aggressive changed condition 
of our country, just as it was enacted, practically. So it is nota ques- 
tion of jurisdiction, and yet we are here to-day involved in a question 
of jurisdictiomgawhat shall the Supreme Court be permitted to adjudi- 
cate and what not? 

It seems to me that the real point is as to the method of conducting 
business. The evil that is before the people of the United States, and 
it is a very great evil, involving millions of dollars—millions of dollars, 
I speak it advisedly—is as to the manner in which business is con- 
ducted in the Supreme Court. Every lawyer knows that instead of 
cases being carried up now by wealthy defendants, corporations espe- 
cially, to the Supreme Court in order to have important points adjudi- 
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cated, they are taken there for delay; and, as a Senator remarked here 
in our Saturday’s session, an appeal to the Supreme Court or going 
there by writ of error to-day, when the defendantis a wealthy corpora- 
tion or a wealthy individual, is a prac.ical denial of justice. It is 
equivalent to from three to five years’ delay, and the poor man who is 
the plaintiff in the case dies a pauper before that litigation is deter- 
mined. That is the crying evil, and the question is how to get rid of 
it. It is not a question of jurisdiction; it isa question of the method 
of doing business, 

Since this debate commenced I confess that I have informed myself 
a little more accurately in regard to the question as to a division of the 
Supreme Court, as itis termed. It is not a division of the Supreme 
Court, My friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] expressed great 
surprise the other day at the idea that any one should talk about divid- 
ing the Supreme Court, and said that this must be a division of the 
Supreme Court. I confess that as that amendment, which was drawn 
by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, the Senatortrom Vermont 
[Mr. EpMUNDS], reads—I mean the original minority amendment— 
there being three divisions, when we have one Chief-J ustice and eight 
associate justices of the Supreme Court, it made the adjudication or 
judgment of one these divisions final, and the case might have arisen, 
would have arisen doubtless, where two out of three judges on a 
division would hold one way and the other six judges comprising the 
Supreme Court of the United States might entertain a different opin- 
ion. I have endeavored to remedy that in the amendment that I now 
offer. Every final adjudication by one of these divisions must be con- 
sidered afierwards by the whole court in banc, and the consent either 
of five justices or of the Chief-Justice and four associate justices would 
be necessary to give it finality as a judgment of the Supreme Court. 

But recurring to the surprise that was expressed about this proposi- 
tion, that it was unconstitutional, that no such thing had ever been 
heard of by a lawyer, I confess that when I rose to the discussion of 
it, this matter having been under the control and in the hands of the 
chairman of the committee, a very able lawyer and one in whom we 
all have the very greatest confidence, I had not given that amount of 
attention to it which a lawyer and legislator ought to give before ventur- 
ing an opinion. I have examined it since. I read upon Saturday the 
constitution of Rhode Island and the statutes of Rhode Island, which 
provide for exactly this sort of case. ‘They have there five justices of 
the supreme court. They have the same constitutional provisions that 
we find in the Constitution of the United States, substituting the Gen- 
eral Assembly or Legislatare of Rhode Island for the Congress of the 
United States. For certain purposes one justice of the supreme court 
of Rhode Island is a quorum and for all purposes two justices consti- 
tute a quorum, and that has been the law and constitution since 1842, 
without any question by the bar of Rhods Island, and they have at 
Providence as eminent a bar as there is in the United States, I say with- 
out any hesitation, 

But I have found another case just as strong and just as applicable, 
and that is the case of California. There is nota better bar in this 
country than that of California, nor are there any State reports which 
stand higher, and every lawyer knows that tobeso. I have before me 
now the constitution and legislation of the State of California. Sec- 
tion 1 ‘‘ of the judicial department,’’ in the constitution, says: 


The judicial power of the State shall be vested in the Senate sitting as a 
court of impeachment, in a supreme court, superior courta, justices of the peace, 
and such inferior couris as the Legislature may establish in any incorporated 
city or town, or city and county. 


Section 2 provides that— 

The supreme court shall consist ofa chief-justice and six associate justices, 
lhe court may sit in departments— 

We call them in this amendment ‘‘ divisions,’’ but here they are 
called ‘*aepartments ’’— 
and in bane, and shall always be open for the transaction of business, There 


shall be two departments, denominated, respectively, department one and de- 
partment two. 


It is very obvious that the two departments were created on accouut 
of the number of the judges, there being the chief-justice and six as- 
sociates: 

The chief-justice shall assign three of the associate justices to each depart- 
ment,and such assignment may be changed by him from time to time. The 
associate justices shall be competent to sit in either department, and may inter- 
change with each ocher by agreement among themselves or as ordered by the 
chief-justice, 

I have incorporated that same idea in the present amendment to meet 
the objection made on Saturday by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
which he considered very conclusive as to this question. He asked 
me, ‘‘Suppose that the amendment of the minority w@® adopted and 
then one associate justice should offer himself to sit in a division to 
which he had not been assigned, could you exclude him under the 
Constitution of the United States?’’ Under the amendment as at 
present formulated and which this is based upon, this provision of the 
constitution of California, these justices may interchange, serve upon 
one division or upon another, and it is presumed that that matter 
would be amicably adjusted between them and as the exigencies of the 
court demanded. 
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Each of the departments shall have the power to hear and determine causes 
and all questions arising therein, subject to the provisions hereinafter contained 
in relation to the court in bane. The presence of three justices shall be neces- 
sary to transact any business in either of the departments oes such as may 
be done at chambers, and the concurrence of three justices shall be necessary 
to pronounce a judgment. The chief-justice shall apportion the business tothe 
departments,and may,in his discretion, order any cause pending hefore the 
court to be heard and decided by the court in bane. The order may be made 
before or after judgment pronounced by a department; but where a cause has 
been allotted to one of the departments and a judgment pronounced thereon 
the order must be made within thirty days after such judgment, and concurred 
in by two associate justices, and, if so made, it shall have the effect to vacate and 
set aside the judgment. 

I do not care to read the remainder of the provision, because I have 
read only enough to show that the principle which has been so much 
objected to here and which is considered the destruction of the Supreme 
Court as anentirety has been adopted in two of the States of this Union, 
where there are eminent lawyers and where they have the same con- 
stitutional provision as to the State that we have as to the General 
Government; and no question has ever been made that the constitu- 
tion had been violated by this legislation, but on the contrary.it has 
stood unchallenged, and upon conference with lawyers practicing in 
those two States I am authorized to state that the system has been 
eminently and practically successiul. It has given entire satisfaction 
to the legal fraternity, and on the dockets of those supreme courts to- 
day we do not find the congestion spoken of by the Senator from New 
York as to the business of the courts. On the other hand, the supreme 
courts of those two States are up with their dockets, and an appeal to 
the supreme court, either in California or Rhode Island, does not 
amount to a denial of justice, as it does when you take a case now to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, 

Mr. DIXON. If the Senator from Missouri will pardon me, I will 
state that the purpose of dividing the supreme court in the State of 
Rhode Island was to relieve the docket of the congested state in which 
it had come to be, 

Mr. VEST. Yes, so I am informed by other lawyers besides the 
Senator from Rhode Island, and I have no doubt about the fact. It is 
the same way in California. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ishould like toinquire of the Senator, if he will 
allow me, whether that court does divide up in different sections sit- 
ting at the same time. 

Mr. DIXON. It sits at the same time in different sections and at 
the same time in the same county. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Oregon will look at the Recorp 
of Saturday’s proceedings he will find a copy of the constitution and 
laws of Rhode Island which I read on Saturday. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I heard the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. It specifically provides that the divisions shall remain 
in session at the same time, just as is the provision in California. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him in regard to 
California whether the text he read is from a statute or trom the con- 
stitution ? 

Mr. VEST. It is from the constitution. 

Mr. EVARTS. So I supposed. 

Mr. GRAY. That is just the question I was about to ask. I find 
it is in the constitution, and that therefore so far as the instance he is 
citing, the case of California, is of value as a precedent, it does not 
touch the question of the power of Congress to legislate under the con- 
stitution for the Supreme Court of the United States, that is established 
by the Constitution of the United States, inasmuch as he was reading 
from the constitution of the State of California, which is omnipotent in 
that regard within that State. 

Mr. VEST. But the Senator, to be entirely candid, must meet the 
question that in Rhode Island there is a constitutional provision and 
then a statute, so that Rhode Island since 1842 has had identically 
the case that has excited such apprehension and horror here, a division 
of the supreme court of that State, if it be a division, and there has 
been no challenge of that practice. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I do not understand the provision in the State of 
Rhode Island to be the same or substantially even the same as that re- 
ported by the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary. As I un- 
derstand the Senator, the Rhode Island statute is something similar 
to the amendment which he has now offered. That is quite different 
from the one reported by the minority of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and it was against that one that I made myremarks. It wasa 
proposition to divide the Supreme Court into three parts, giving to each 
part the right to sit separately or to sit at the same time, and each one 
to hear different causes, and the statutory provision that the Supreme 
Court should enter the judgments of these separate divisions as the 
judgments of the court itself unless the division itself should ask to 
have a case reheard. I contended that that was a division of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States into three separate tribunals, and I 
am still of that opinion. 

But the amendment which the Senator now offers is different, be- 
cause it provides that the judgment of these several parts of the court 
shall not be final. but shall be reviewed, as it were, by the court in 
bane; and the only objection to that, if it he an objection, is that judges 
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will sit in the final determination of the case who did not hear the ar- 
guments. So three judges will hear the case and nine judges will de- 
cide, six of whom did not hear it at all. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, as to the last objection, which is 
the only one remaining, because the Senator admits that the amend 
ment I have offered to-day eliminates the first objection—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, about the division of the court. 

Mr. VEST. As to the last one, I have simply to answer as a prac- 
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sarily so under the autonomy of our Government, and it will be so for 
good or evil unto the end. — 

I tell Senators now that this thing of putting upon the people of 
this country nine more Federal judges is abhorrent to popular opinion, 


| | do not care what a majority of the lawyers of the country may say. 


} sion; 


tical lawyer who has practiced in the Supreme Court that I have always | 
considered myself extremely fortunate if I had the attention of three | 


judges of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. CARLISLE. You may not get the attention ofone of them in 
the divisisn proposed, and will not get the attention of the rest of them 
when they 4me to make the final decision, because they will not be 
there at all. 

Mr. VEST. That maybeso. You may imagine a great many cases. 
But I have simply this to say, that every cause in the Supreme Court 
of the United States is argued on briefs and orally, but sometimes on 
briefs alone, and in the majority of cases only by brief, and those briefs 
are directed to be printed, and so many copies are filed with the clerk 
of the court, which are furnished to the judges, and every judge will 
have it in his power to look at that brief which finally decides the case. 
Nolawyer believes that any oral argumentin the Supreme Court doesany- 
thing more than explain his point. You can notcatch the Supreme Court 
of the United States as you do a massmeeting. You cannot take those 
nine experienced judges and run them oft by a bit of declamation into 
deciding law which they do not deliberately and after reflection believe 
to be the law. It is a brief that decides every case in the Supreme 
Court. You may take the most eloquent orator who has ever existed 
in this country and let him go before the Supreme Court and tear pas- 
sion into tatters and bring tears to the eyes of every bystander, and a 
brief of one page from a lawyer who understands the case and who 
stammers out sentences until they are scarcely audible will be success- 
ful. Every lawyer knows that. 

So the position of the Senator from Kentucky, with due respect to 
him, amounts to nothing. 
divisions have heard the case, when it comes up in banc, as a matter 
of course the other judges will require to know the points, and the 
brief is there before them to show what the points are, and that brief, 
as I affirm here, will decide the case one way or the other. 


| litigants and without this delay with the present number of judge 


Ia 
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a lawyer myself; Iam proud of it; Iam devoted to my profes- 


I know nothing else by which I could make my livelihood; but 

I am here as a legislator, and I believe it is bad policy to go into this 
business as we are doing now 

I believe that it is our duty to try the system as it exists. I believe 


we ought to endeavor to change the form of proceeding 


nthe supreme 
Court of the United States without increasing the judiciary, I have 
not the slightest question that the effect of this bill will be to raise ob- 
jections all over the country against the feature to which | have al- 
luded. The Senator from New York, with his long political experiens 


admiited as much when he declared here as one of the principal 
ments for this bill that it was much preferable to the legislation of the 
House of Representatives, because we had under this bill 
judges instead of eighteen. If it is better to have bi 
not to increase the number at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a non sequif 

Mr. VEST. It is not a non sequitur, because if I am correct the busi- 
ness can be transacted with the judges we have, and there i 
in the whole case. If youadmit that you must have more judges, then 
it is a non sequitur, but if I am correctin saying that we can administe 
it, that we can carry on the business of the Supreme Court 


onlv nine new 


it nine, it : hetter 


3 the pont 


accent iblyv to 
and 


| under a different form of proceeding, then it is our duty to attempt it 


The briefs decide the case, and after these | 


Mr. President, as I said before in opening this discussion, as far as I | 


am concerned we are here at this point where we must take one road 
or the other; we must either create nine new judges of the Federal 
judiciary or we must endeavor to remedy this glaring evil, a conges- 
tion in the business of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
leave the number ot judges as they are to-day. 


I will be entirely frank about this matter. I hope I have the cour- 


age, I believe I have it, to do what I think right here without regard to | 


popularclamor. If I believed that the remedy suggested by the ma- 
jority of the committee was the proper one, I would vote for it, no 


matter what amount of objection there might be outside of this Cham- | 


ber and amongst the people of the United Statesin regard to it. Iam 


here to exercise my judgment, and I would exercise it without regard | 


to whether it is popular or not, and I endeavor todo so. At the same 
time, a very wise and eminent English judge madea remark which has 


| by a vote and wiped ont by 


alwaysstruck meas eminently applicable to theconduct of public busi- | 


ness in acountry like ours. He said that all justiceshould be admin- 
istered in a manner acceptable to suitors; in other words, that the 
courts of the countryshould be popularized as far as possible; that the 
system adopted should command the respect and confidence of the peo- 


like a criminal, dragged there because there was no other redress to be | 


had, but that he went in the sublime confidence that his rights of 
property and of person would be conserved and preserved by the judge 
who had been placed upon the bench. x 
Mr. President, in my section of country and in my State—and it is 
not alone in that regard—there is a deep-seated and earnest protest 
against the increase of the Federal judiciary. Any man who knows 
the people of the United States must know thereason. This is a coun- 
try based upon popular elections. It is acountry based upon the will 
of the people. 
the administration of its laws to the consent and confidence and affec- 
tion of the people. The very minute that you break down this rule 
and undertake by force to administer law in the United States—I do 





| satisfied until he got to the supreme court and argued his «: 


It is a country that appeals in all its Jaws and in all | 
| successful in two of the States ¢ 
| expense of making nine new judges? 


not mean its execution, but the administration of justice—whenever | 
you undertake to do it by force you destroy the great bulwark of the | 
judiciary system of the United States, which is the confidence and | 


respect of the people. 


I am not here to state whether it-is right or wrong; I state a fact 

There is not one of the Western States, I do not believe there is one of 
the Eastern States, but I know there is not one of the Western States 
in which the people have not taken the power of appointing judges 
away from the governors of the States and vested it in the people. 
That is the trend of popular opinion all over this country, and neces- 
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But we have never attempted anything. This is an experim 
first impression. I know asa lawyer in my State, and I believe it i 
so in the State of New York, although I should not for an instant put 
my opinion against that of my eminent friend who advocates this bill 

but I know that in Missouri some years ago, finding the docket of the 
supremecourt congested just as that of the Supreme Cou nited 


nt of the 


tof the 
States is, we provided for an intermediate tribunal to relieve that court. 

In the first place we established what was called a district court in 
analogy with the practice in the State of New York as to theirsupreme 
court. They have a supreme court in each district, and their highest 
tribunal is the court of appeals. We have in Missouri a supreme court 
to which appeals and writs of error go directly from the district courts, 
But, in order to relieve this congestion which has been spoken of, some 
years ago we established what was called a district court, ther: 
a number of districts or divisious in the State 
of the circuit judges, who sat in bane and heard within a 
jurisdiction cases that came to them by appeal or writ of error from 
the circuit court at nisi prius. We tried it faithfully, and what was 
the result? It was the most miserable failureever attempted. It was 
wiped out unanimously after four years’ trial. Any 
a case to this district court found the jud 
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ion below sitting there in banc, and, more than that, he was al ways dis- 
satisfied with the judgment of the circuit court judges, and if the case 
amounted to anything it was carried on to the Supreme Court, and no 
relief at all was given. After four years’ trial we dismissed it unani- 
mously; nobody was in favor of it It was put into the constitution 


a unanimous vote 
Then we adopted what we called a supreme court 
was composed of three eminent lawyers selected 


commission, which 

’ by the judges of the 
supreme court and commissioned by the governor, who passed upon cases 
and certified up their decisions to the supreme 


court, because we had a 


| constitutional provision that there should be but one supreme court, and 
ple; and that when a suitor went to a court of justice he did not go | 


therefore it was necessary that the judgments of this commission should 
be passed upon and made the judgments of the supreme ¢ 
tried that for five years, and it wasa miserable failure. 


urt. We 
No lawyer wa 
wwe there; he 
must have the judges of the supreme court, some of them at any rate 


to hear his appeal or to read his brief; and I prophesy here now asa law- 

| yer that we shall find that this intermediate cou: mposed of circuit 

court judges, will be a miserable failure and give t of satisfaction 
to the profession or to litigants 

Why not take the Supreme Court asitis? Why not try this depart 

ment or division plan, which has been tried and practically found to be 


this Union? Why should we go to the 
Why should we antagonize the 
public sentiment of this country overwhelmingly against the increase of 
the .Federal judiciary 

I may speak, Mr. Pre 
tions as a lawyer 


ident, 
a legislator 


to practically deaf ears, but my convic- 


and a citizen are fixed upon this ques- 


| tion. 
The life tenure of office in Federal judges is abhorrent to the people. | 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the great question whether we can 
get along with the administration of justice so as not to make a denial 
to the suitors of the justice they seek, is before us, and has been before 
Congress for many years. ‘The necessity has been admitted every- 
where, admitted in the Halls of Congress, admitted by the profession, 
admitted by the judiciary; and the question arises how we are to meet 
that duty which is upon us. There arc hut two modes. One is by 
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proceeding with the judicial establishment as it now exists, with such 
rearrangement of their powers as may be conferred upon them; the 
other is by providing an intermediate court of appeals, that, distributed 
through the different cirenits, may be able to dispose of, satisfactorily 
to suitors, certain heads of jurisprudence and jurisdiction. There are 
but two modes, either to handle the establishment as it now exists or 
to provide an intermediate court. 

‘The encomiam upon the famous statute drawn by Chief-Justice Ells- 
worth is recognized by every lawyer and by every judge. The only 
thing that has happened to that statute has not been in the nature of 
man nor in the wisdom of jurisprudence nor in the credit of a judicial 
establishment; it has been the growth of the United States; and we 
are to look to the United States, observing all the necessary conditions, 
I agree, of proper distribution of judicial authority. But you can not 
alter the fact that what was wise and what was suflicient, what was 
noble and generous and maintained its supremacy for the great growth 
of this nation, has now outlived that purpose, unless some arrange- 
ment is found by which the Supreme Court shall be clothed by such a 
distribution of its authority as will enable it to discharge what the 
one court sitting in bane can not discharge. You must confront the 
question, You can not put it upon the ground that in California they 
have framed their constitution so as to allow a division of jurisdiction. 

If that is to be our only recourse, then an amendment to the Con- 
stitution must be resorted to, and then the difficulty of constitutionality 
which divides the profession, which divides the Senate, which divides 
the House of Representatives, disappears, and it stands then in the same 
position as in California, 

it is not for me to say whether you can expect, or can desire, or can 
promote an amendment of the Constitution. All we can say and must 
say is that the preponderence of opinion, judicial and professional, and 
of the community interested in litigation, is hostile to the scheme of a 
division of the Supreme Court into chambers. 

I have not expressed any opinion as to the constitutionality of it. 
I have nothing to say upon that as an abstract question. All I now 
say is that it has never been a practical measure, and, in my judgment, 
never will be a practical question before the two Houses of Congress. 
If it is ever to assume the proportion and weight and pressure of a 
practical measure it will be in reference to an amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, enabling the great power of this court 
to be divided. That question we do not diseuss here, 

It has been said that this method of an intermediate court, not as I 
understand it in condemnation or criticism of the distribution that is 
made, but in the substantial fact of an intermediate court and on the 
experience which is cited, will be a failure. It may be so, but it never 
ean be accepted as a failure until it has been tried. When it has been 
tried and the profession and the court and the community are agreed 
that they will have no interval of judicial examination between the 
court of the first instance and the Supreme Court, then they will pro- 
vide a large enough courtand with division into chambers that can dis- 
pose of the business. Let me say to the Senator from Missouri that no 
course short of that can ever become a practical measure that will dis- 
pense with some relief of the Supreme Court by carrying a certain power 
of judicial decision into one of the tribunals. 

Therefore, this is a practical measure. The Senator can not expect 
to pass through this Congress the measure dividing the Supreme Court 
into chambers, which I do not criticise or discuss. Wecan pass through 
this Congress, at least, this measure; and if one method and another 
are to be balanced and debated forever and forever, then nothing is 
done and we stand as an imbecile power under the Constitution, with 
all the legislative will of that great instrument and of the people be- 
hind us, absolutely imbecile before this mass of injustice denial of 
hearing before the peopleof thiscountry. We can not evade theques- 
tion. We can not fold our hands; we can not postpone; we can not 
wait for relief on circumstances. Circumstances accumulate; circum- 
stances embarrass, and we must in solid judgment determine whether 
we will give relief. 

This measure, perhaps, the Senator will agree, that I have had the 
honor to espouse in behalf of the committee on this floor, is as well ad- 
justed a scheme as any other. It offers an affront to any criticism or 
any judgment, less perhaps than any other measure that has either 
been proposed or certainly than that which is in the House bill. There- 
fore, Mr. President, we must determine, it seems to me, whether we 
are appalled at the difficulties before us and are hopeless and abdi- 
cate our authority. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I will make a single remark in reply to 
the last portion of the address of the Senator from New York. This 
is now the last week, or possibly next to the last week, of this session 
of Congress. We meet again in December; and a bill of this sort, it 
seems to me, would only become better, if it has the virtues claimed 
for it by the Senator from New York, by permitting it togo over until 

deliberately 


consid- 


the next session of Congress, when it can be more 
ered than it has been. 

As a matter of course I can not, ander parliamentary rules, refer to 
the manner in which the bill came to us from the House of Represent- 
atives. I state as a historical fact that it did not come to the Senate 
by a vote of the majority of the members of the co-ordinate branch of 
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the Legislature. It was passed in a peculiar way, by counting as pres- 
ent those who were absent really or refusing to vote. It was passed 
in deference to the opinions of one or two members, two certainly, of 
the Judiciary Committee of the other House; and, I say it with great 
respect, without debate practically, and without examination by the 
body of the House of Representatives. It was hurried through that 
body on a report from the Committee on Rales under the new system 
or practice which obtains now. It does not come to us with the sanc- 
tion of the grave and analytical consideration and discussion which 
should appertain to a measure of this kind. But very few of the law- 
yers in the House of Representatives had anything to say about it, or, 
1 am authorized to say from the Recorp, knew anything about it. 

This bill comes now to the Senate with an evenly divided Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. It received five votes, asthe record shows, in its 
favor, one of which votes I know was given in a perfunctory sort of way, 
without any zealous co-operation in the objectof the bill. It comes here 
with the opposition of four members of the Judiciary Committee, and, 
leaving myself out, three of them are as eminent lawyers as are upon 
the committee or in either branch of Congress. 

But I am frank to state, and do state now, that my objection to this 
bill is to the increase of judges. So far as the details of the bill are 
concerned prepared by the Senator from New York, I have no criticism 
to make. He says that there will never be any settlement of this 
question until the system crystallized and represented by the bill that 
he has reported is tried. Mr. President, there never will be any set- 
tlement of the contention that I make here to-day until we have tried 
the system of divisions, as they are called, amongst the Supreme Court 
judges withoutincreasing the number. The Senator is trying an ex- 
periment without any precedent so far as the judiciary of the United 
States is concerned. If he goes into an analogy, so far as the States 
are concerned, he is trying a precedent which has not been successful 
in many of the States of the Union, and conspicuously not in my 

| own, 

| J bring here two States, one of which since 1842 has had a constitu- 
tional provision that I have read and astatute since 1870 authorizing 
its judges to sit in division at the same time and hearing cases ar- 
gued before them; and in that State it has been an eminent success. 
I bring another State, the State of California, where the same practice 
obtains under a constitutional provision, aud, permit me to say to Sen- 
ators, also by legislation adopted in pursuance of that constitution; 
and in that State it has been an eminent suceess. So we have here two 
conspicuous examples of the trial of the system that I advocate, in 
which that system has been eminently successful. My friend from 
Louisiana [Mr. Greson] says that one of the French courts is admin- 
istered in the same way. 

Mr. GIBSON. The supreme court of France, the French court or 
cassation. 

Mr, VEST. They have the same system in England. Iam almost 
afraid to bring a precedent here from England, there has been so much 
said about English influence in the tariff discussion and I am a little 
sensitive; but, if we are to go back to what we used to call the mother 
country, the practical experience of the English lawyers is crystallized 
in the system which I advocate here to-day in what is called the divis- 
ion system. They have it in England, and have had it for over a 
hundred years without an interval, and the English courts are pro- 
verbial for their swift administration of justice, unless it be the old 
court of chancery which Dickens has immortalized in Bleak House. 
A great many ot the abuses, I am informed by the newspapers, in re- 
gard to that court have been mi , if not entirely removed. But 
the English courts stand in the annals of civilization without a peer, so 
far as the administration of justice is concerned. Now, we have all 
these precedents in our own country and abroad, the result of practice, 
the result of experiment, the result of the best endeavor of lawyers 
who have devoted their whole lives to the profession. 

Mr. President, why can not we try thissystem now without increas- 
ing the number of Federal judges? I want to be entirely frank in this 
matter. It has been suggested, doubtless, I have no question of it, in 
the minds of some of my brother Senators, that I want no more Fed- 
eral judges because there is a Republican Administration in power 
which might be called upon to appoint them. I have thought of that, 
and I would rather have in any office men who agree with me polit- 
ically. Iam a Democrat. 

Mr. BLAIR. What did the Senator say? 

Mr. VEST. I did not say that Iam not a Democrat. I said I am 


one. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was only a question whether—— 

Mr. VEST. Yes, the Senator from New Hampshire has questioned 
everything else; I suppose he will question that next. 

Mr. BLAIR. I say there was only a question whether he was a Dem- 
ocrat ora Mugwump. I wanted to be sure. 

Mr. VEST. When the Magwumpe are found to be composed ofsuch 
material as I am, the Democratic majority in this country will be prac- 
tically unanimous, whenever that comes about. 

But what I wanted to disclaim was this: I am not speaking from any 
partisan standpoint. In the vicissitudes of politics in this 
country it is safe to assume that the appointment of the judiciary will 
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be equalized between the two parties, if they continue to exist, in the 
general result. I am willing anyhow to take the chances of political 
life and of political contest as to these appointments. 

I take it for granted, and am periectly willing to concede, and would 
be ashamed if I did not believe that any President of the United States 
would appoint only trom the most eminent in the profession to these 
high offices which have a life tenure and are the greatest reward of t! e 
profession of the law and the greatest civil promotion that is possible 
under our form of government. I have no complaint to make of the 


appointments that have been made by Republican Presidents as to the | 


Supreme Court of the United States or as to the circuit or district courts. 
I am atiacking what I believe to be a system of legislation entirely an- 
tagonistic to the public sentiment of this country, and that is the in- 
crease of Federal judges, until we have exhausted every sort of trial to 
relieve the presentcondition of the Supreme Court of the United States 
as to delay in litigation. 

All that the Senator from New York has said as to trying the system 
he proposes applies with equal force to the amendment thatI have had 
the honor to offer here to-day. I believe there is not a Senator here 
who will stand in his place and say that it is desirable to increase the 
number of Federal judges in this country unless it is absolutely neces- 


sary. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks the num- 
ber of Federal judges in this country has increased, compared with the 
number established by the judiciary act of 1789, in proportion to the 
increase of the population, business, and wealth ot the country. 

Mr. VEST. That question is susceptible of an answer, if I chose 
to indulge in something like an Irish bull, in both ways. In some 
portions of the country the Federal judges have nothing to do practi- 
cally. There are district judges in the United States who do nothing. 
There are States in the United States where the office of Federal judge 
is a sinecure to all intents and purposes. There are others that are 
overworked. Asa general proposition, I admit that if the judiciary 
had been distributed as other branches of the Government, in propor- 
tion to population, there has been no such increase. 

But that brings me to observe again that the fault is in the prac- 
tice. It is in the administration of the law. We have some circuits 
to-day that are too large. I live in acircuit which is absolutely an 


outrage in the way of judicial formation, where a judge is required to | 


go from the Mississippi River to Denver and from the northern ex- 
tremity of Iowa to the southera extremity of Arkansas, and where his 
hotel bills and traveling expenses eat up one-half of hissalary year by 
year. What is the result of thissystem? It isa rare thing for the 
circuit judge to spend over a week in the city where [ reside, which is 
a place of 150,000 people and the second city in the State of Missouri, 
and at Jefterson City, thecapital of the State, the circuit judge, if he 
comes at all, stays one day; and the associate justice of the Supreme 
Court, on his circuit, comesand hears one argument possibly, and then 
leaves the business of the court to the district judge. 

Mr. BLAIR. How many districts have you in Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. We have two districts in Missouri, the eastern and 
western districts, and the district judges are the hardest worked men 
in the State. My old law partner is one of the judges now for the 
western district, and he is one of the most industrious lawyers I have 
ever known without exception. He works day and night, and is de- 
voted to his profession, and has not one minute tospare. But I know 
of district judges who do nothing. The wholesystem is unequal. It 
is unjust to the lawyers; it is unjust to the people. We do not need 
more judges; we need a reorganization of the circuits and of the dis- 
tricts and of the manner of procedure in the Supreme Court.. I hon- 
estly believe this. 

I have no doubt, if the Supreme Court were directed to do its busi- 
ness as proposed in this amendment, by divisions, that in five years—I 
am safe in putting it at that limit—the docket of the Supreme Court 
would be cleared and it would then be enabled to carry on its business 
notwithstanding the large increase of population and business through 
out the country. ; 

But, as I said before, Mr. President, from the tenor of this discussion 
upon Friday and Saturday it seems that this increase in the judiciary 
is determined upon, and at the heels of a long session of Congress, 
without one single additional argument in favor of any change from 
those that we have had for the last ten years, we are now told by the 
Senator from New York that the crisis has arrived and that this bill 
must be at once. 

I had hoped that the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
detained from the Senate to-day and for the past week by sickness, 
would have been here to discuss this question, which he has studied 
and analyzed thoroughly. I had hoped that other lawyers in this 
body distinguished for their professional ability would exhibit more 
interest in it. Here we are in the closing hours of the session with 
empty benches appealed to to dispose of this question, which has no 
novelty aboutit, but which was ing upon the people of this country, 
upon the bar associations, upon the judges, upon the lawyers every- 
where, just as much ten years ago as it is to-day. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? He 
has been long a member of this body. I ask him whether at any time 
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| heretofore there has been a proposition made in the Senate for this di 
vision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. I can give a history of that matter which is quite in- 
teresting, but Ido not care about bringing in the names of distin- 
guished persons and being personal This idea of a di on of the 

| Supreme Court has been within my personal knowledge mooted here 
| for the last five years anyhow, | ibly betore. It wasad ated, if I 
| am not mistaken, by an eminent ju : of tl preme Cou f the 
United States, who, together with ; ther ju th members ot 
that body, are to-day its warm advocates ut its the stren 
ous opposition of the older justices, or a number of t and I hon 
estly believe upon the ground that roy ( t 
| call it, of the Supreme Court, its constitutional d t Ent 
was the expression used. As one of the judges told me, it was like 
| dividing upa piece of ginger-cake and cutting it into pie that if 


| these divisions were established there would be no longer any great 
| central luminary under the Constitution, but that the Supreme C 


| of the United States would immediately become fragmentary and in 
significant and lose its influence with the people. 
Mr. MITCHELL, Does the Senator think there is anythin rin that ? 


Mr. VEST. No, there is nothing in it. Mr. President, when the 
people of the United States cease to look at substance and follow shad- 
ows, there is no hope for this country. 
Court really. It is simply a questi 
ready enacted that so many just 
stitute a quorum. 


| 
| 
} 
| 
! 
} 
} 
| 
| It isno division of the Supreme 
We have al 
ces of the Supreme Court shall con- 
If we did not have the right to do that, then there 
is something in the argument made here to-day; but, if we did have 
| the right to do that, then we have a right to say how the business ot 
that court shall be transacted, and it is for us 
| 
' 


m as to procedure. 


as the legislative power 
of the country to pass upon that question. 
Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I only asked to be advised of what 
I supposed I was correctly informed. This is now the time and th 
place for the first time when the public attention of both Houses of 
Congress has been directed as to the method of this interappellate 
court. In neither House since 1276, orthereabouts, hasthere been any 
| production of this measure intothe Senateand theother House. There 
| has not been a crystallization enough to make an amendment, ora 
suggestion, or an argument, as I aver, on this subject on these floors. 
IT am very familiar with the whole agitation in the profession. Ihave 
| taken a partinit., I have nothing to say on these questions, but on 
| the fact I am now dealing with, that there is no purpose, no will, no 
judgment, no opinion that has taken the form of public opinion and 
professional opinion or judicial opinion of this scheme of dividing the 
| court, I think I am right. Whether there will come to be one, I do 
not know. There is not now. ‘There is a demand that some measure 
shall be adopted, and all minds are turned to some judicious, effica- 
cious, and suitable distribution of the mass of judicial authority which 
can not now be disposed of by the SupremeCourt of the United States. 
| But the Senator overlooks all the difficulties about the disturbance 
in the courts below, at there being discontent there, at there being no 
| opportunity to have review short of coming to the Supreme Court of 
| the United States. Has all that mass of opinion and interest and feel- 
ing disappeared of asudden? One great ery all over this country, 
North and South, East and West, is, give us good courta within the 
reach of the means and the comforts and the opportunities of the suitors 
and the profession. What is to become ofallthat? The Senator would 
leave it just as it is, to come up to this court, 
| Iagree that if well diseussed as to the mass of accumulation it would 
| accelerate and remove that difficulty in regard to all portions of the 
| country, but the other proposition is that they do not want to rest 
| upon one man’s decision alone and have nothing between that and the 
Supreme Court of the United States. They must take that fiat or else 
have no appeal and no recourse, and they have no appeal and no re 


-| course except this at arm’s length, at great distance and great ex- 


pense. 

The Senator’s view does not reach this proposition, and when he 
tells us, and tells us truly, that some judges are idle and some are over- 
| taxed, that has nothing to do with this question. Let those evils be 
| corrected. If this is true in the great circuit in which Missouri falls 

it isa malarrangement. Let that be corrected. If the two district 

judges, able and excellent men as I believe them to be, and as he pro 

nounces them, are overtaxed, let there be another judge to help them; 
| and if in other portions of the country circuits should be united and 
more work done, if district judges are idle let there be a rearrange- 
j;ment. I pray, Mr. President, do not introduce dificult burdens, mis- 
| chiefs that have nothing to do either with one or the other of these 
| 


methods of appellate jurisdiction 

Now, Mr. President, we are at the decisive point. I believe that the 
great body of the two Houses of Congress have made up their minds 
that something should bedone and something must be done. I think 
all have faced the difficulty that the enlargement of the judiciary 
should not be tolerated unless necessary; but they think it is necessary. 
Then the question is whether a particular scheme that follows the line 
of thought and opinion that have been directed to this subject is worthy 
of attention and will give relief. 


3ut I can not be mistaken ia saying that it is utterly impossible that 
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this body should ever be brought to a trial of divided chambers of the 
Supreme Court until some other method has failed. Then my opinion 
is that the recourse will be to the Constitution itself. Of what benefit 
is it to cite to us the courts of France or the courtsof England? They 
are perfectly right. This plan may be perfectly right in desiring that 


a whole bench should not be occupied upon every class or every in- 
stance of judicial determination. That lean understand. But weare 
facing the Constitution as it is, and it is quite true that reasons might 


be given why our people might desire to preserve the unity, the sole- 
ness of the supreme appellate court. Yet the nation mustfinally give 
the rule, and that is that its dimensions are such as will no longer tol- 
erate an adherence to that. 

This method that I have had the honor to advocate in behalf of the 
committee does promise relief. It is so regarded by the judges, so by 
the profession, and so by the public, and if it is necessary that we must 
take a step even in a direction where the future of the path can not be 
wholly foreseen in order to take another path that will be luminous to 
the end, let us take our path, but be sure that there shall be no divis- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States till it shall have been 
illuminated by example and trial of an opposite method. 

Mr. VEST. I understand now that the Senator from New York pro- 
poses to bolster up this proposed legislation by publicsentiment. While 
I should advance any legal opinion with great timidity and hesitation 
in antagonism to that of the Senator from New York, as to public sen- 
timent I do not defer to that Senator, and I undertake to say here and 
now, and I believe the almost unanimous opinion of this body will 
bear me out in it, the public sentiment of the people of the United 
States isabsolutely against the increase of the number of Federal judges, 

I do not believe there is in any State in this Union any other feel- 
ing but one of hostility to such an increase. There is nothing in this 
feature of the Federal judiciary that commends it to the people. It 
may be right; I have nothing tosay about the life tenure. It is 
crystallized in the Constitution, and was put there by the greatest 
men who ever lived in the history of the United States. It may be 
right, but the people of this country want no more judges for life as 
to number, if they can avoid it, If there be public sentiment to be 
evoked in this discussion, it is overwhelmingly against the salient, dis- 
tinctive feature of this bill, which puts into existence nine new Fed- 
eral judges to be retained there. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator undertakes, I will not say to treat 
with scorn, but to depreciate this idea of a division, as it is termed, of 
the Supreme Court, because he says there has been no action taken 
heretofore in that direction; that there has not been enough opinion in 
that regard to crystallize a measure to be brought before Congress by 
the advocates of this division of the Supreme Court, as it is termed, 
and he wants to know why this sudden change. There has been no 
change. I want to say nothing personal in this debate, but I must be 
permitted to observe that the firstand most conclusive argument I ever 
heard in favor of this division was from the distinguished Senator from 
New York. He is the father of the system which I advocate here to- 
day. Iam willing now to leave the question of the constitutionality 
of this amendment to the Senator from New York, because I know his 
absolute impartiality and hisability asalawyer. Asa matter of course, 
I do not state that the Senator has from any except proper motives 
changed his ideas, if he has changed them, in regard to this matter; 
but it is not so absurd, it is not so ephemeral, it is not so unsubstantial 
an idea as has been suggested, because the Senator from New York, 
with his great ability and great experience, championed for a long time 
the very system which I stand here to-day honestly to advocate as the 
-hest relief for the evils that are pressing upon us. 

The Senator speaks about public sentiment in regard to this matter. 
I say there is no public sentiment, outside of one feature of this bill, 
amongst the people at large, and that is the increase of the Federal 
judiciary. What do the people know about the details of procednre in 
the Supreme Court? Who has ever made this a burning issue except 
the Bar Association of the United States, and that has been divided 
from beginning to end, and it is divided to-day? The Senator from 
New York knows that the most eminent lawyers in this country hold 
diverse opinions upon this question, and I take it that the four mem- 
bers of the Judiciary Committee who have signed this minority report, 
if they can claim nothing else, can claim enough standing in the pro- 
fession to be entitled as representative men to be heard in regard to 
this matter.” 

Sir, in all the public questions presented to me, I have never had a 
more decided opinion than in regard to this matter. It seems to me 
that there should be a proper adjustment of the manner of procedure 
in the highest tribunal in the land, a proper regard for the public sen- 
timent of the country, a proper regard to economy, which would be 
the smallest ofall points in the direction of our attempting to transact 
the business of the Supreme Court and of the judiciary of the United 


’ States generally with the present number of judges, rather than to fly 


in the face of the public sentiment of the country by creating nine new 
officers for life against the will of the people. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, what I asked the Senator's attention 
to was this, that all this great mass of public opinion and interest ofsuitors 
and of the profession and of judges hes been that they wish accessible 
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courts distributed all over the country, ample and adequate, that would 
relieve the congestion of their businessin coming here forit. I pointed 
out to him that this method would relieve this congestion here and so 
} far remove an objection of the local interest. But what has become of 
| that opinion that they wanted and want now courts ofadequate appel- 
| late jurisdiction that can be reached short of coming here? 

Now, on the other topic the Senator has not heard a word from me 
| on the constitutional question in which he is interested. He has paid 
me great compliments. I have understood and I have fathomed two 








things. I have fathomed the Constitution and have estimated it, 
rightly or wrongly; but I have fathomed another thing, and that is 
whether there was enough of voice and vote anywhere in this country 
to support the view that is now espoused by the Senator here, and in 
which he says the ablest argument he has seen on that subject came 
from me. That is what I as a Senator am dealing with. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, I do not press the question, but I should 
like in the entire frankness in which I have discussed this matter to 
have the Senator’s opinion as to the question of the constitutionality 
ot the division system, as it is called. 

Mr. EVARTS. I understood the Senator to say that the best argu- 
ment he had heard or seen in favor of that had come from me. 

Mr. VEST. But I wanted to know if the Senator had changed his 
opinion. We know there are changes in public life. 

Mr. EVARTS. I never revoked it, even in a newspaper paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; then the Senator believes it. 

Mr. EVARTS, But I have drawn the attention of the Senate and 
what concerns the public to what my opinion is, and let me add, with 
great respect to what the opinion of the Senator from Missouri is, the 
question whether everything is to go to pieces because there are argu- 
ments that will bear examination and may be finally right. If I could 
have found that there was the least support in either House of Con- 
gress, or in the profession, or in the judiciary, that would carry through 
a measure which would relieve usin any other direction, [should have 
been more free as to discarding or disapproving this method or any 
other method of interappellate courts. 

I do not find now that the Senator has any expectation that that 
scheme can be substituted here on this floor forthis, If itcan be done, 
let it be done. Then we march forward; but all I can say, or all I 
can hear, all that I can imagine, is that a halt is to be made in this 
slow march of the last fourteen years, to take a new invigoration, not 
towards movement, but to slumber and sleep. That is what we are 
to vote on. That is to be disposed of; and if there is an alacrity, if 
there is a consonant movement, if there is behind us a wish let it be 
put in place of this measure that is pro ; but do not defeat the 
provisions that are accessible and have been debated for the last four- 
teen years. 

I am told directly and by authority that in the last session of the 
American Bar Association at Saratoga, which collects eminent lawyers, 
and conspicuously from the southern and western portions of the coun- 
try its most eminent lawyers, there were two out of the whole body 
who favored the system of chambers for the Supreme Court of the United 
States, whén we were able to divide the committee of the Bar Associa- 
tion sgme ten years ago four and five, and to divide the general assem- 
bly of the lawyers, which I had the honor of addressing, in the propor- 
tion of about two-fifths to three-fifths of it. We have now come down 
to this, that there are only two in the profession who favor it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be again read, please. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 16, section 5, after line 10, insert: 


In all cases of conviction of felony. ¢ 
In all cases where the matter in dispute is the right to personal liberty or the 
right to the custody of a child. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I sympathize with that portion of tha 
amendment that was offered by the Senator from Virginia, against 
which I have just voted, which sought to increase the list of criminal 
cases that are appealable to the Supreme Court. This bill as it comes 
from the Committee on the Judiciary makes a very wise provision, that 
‘*in cases of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by 
law is death ’’ there shall be an opportunity for review in the Supreme 
Court-of the United States, thereby relieving what has always been 
considered by myself and by those with whom I have conversed on the 
subject as an anomaly in our jurisprudence, that we should in a mat- 
ter involving $5,000 have access to the highest tribunal in the land, 
while a person whose life was involved by the judgment of a Federal 
court was denied access to that tribunal. That is relieved by this pro- 
vision, but I think it should go further, and I think that in every case 
where the judgment involves restraint of personal liberty, that in every 
case of felony in which imprisonment is a part of the punishment ad- 
judged by the court, there should be the right of appeal. 

I think in the adjustment of our judicial system we should show 
that favor to personal liberty, and in addition to the cases where the 
punishment is death we should also provide that in cases involving im- 
prisonment, involving the personal liberty of a citizen of the United 
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States, there should be the opportunity given him to have the cause 


of his imprisonment reviewed by the highest tribunal in the land. | 
therefore move to add, in section 5, after line 10, the words ‘or im- 
prisonment;’’ so that the paragraph shall read: 

In cases of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by law is 
death or imprisonment. - 

Mr. EVARTS. Imprisonment in jail or penitentiary? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; it covers cases where the punishment adjudged 
by law is imprisonment. Mana 

Mr. EVARTS. lLagree to this punishment in jail or penitentiary, 
and not in what we call felonious penalty. What is the Supreme 
Court to do about all this matter of ordinary criminality? The sixth 


section carries everything into these courts that are near the origin of | 


the criminal prosecution, 
of those the court itself can send it up to the Supreme Court and the 
Supreme Court can send down for it. 


There is a clear provision that in every one | 


Here you are loading the Su- | 


preme Court by a direct appeal to them with everything that comes up | 


to a penalty that covers imprisonment for thirty days. 
No, Mr. President, we can not deal in this way. 


Whatever you put | 


into the fifth section can go to any of these neighboring tribunals. ‘The | 


great complaint has been that in the court of first instance a single 
judge disposes of this punishment. Now we are providing a general 
right of appeal to these interposed courts and a thorough provision 
whereby any one of them may be carried up to the Supreme Court. 





Mr. PASCO, I should like to suggest to the Senator from Missouri 
that the matter of the definition of fe lony is prescribed by the State 
Statutes usually, but that the idea would be reached by using a differ 
ent word—that is, ‘‘offenses which are punishable by imprisonment 


in penitentiaries.’’ I think many of these offenses are designated in 
the United States statutes merely as misdemeanors, though under our 
State laws they would amount to felonies; and if the amendment be 
modified so as to express the idea of the Senator from Mi 
it would be much more satisfactory. 

Mr. VEST. I sugg 
from Delaware will permit me, after the word ‘‘death,’* to insert ‘‘ or 
imprisonment in the penitentiary.’ That would meet the idea of the 
Senator from Florida |Mr. Pasco], which I think is correct 

Mr. GRAY. I will accept that modification of the amen 
The only doubt I have about it is—I have not had an opportunity to 
look at the statutes—whether that description of a punishment ina 
penitentiary would correspond with the penal code of the United State 
as contained in the statutes, and whether the punishment is so de- 
scribed, that the person upon conviction if there should be 
ment in the penitentiary —— 

Mr. EVARTS. I think there is generally when a crime is created, 


souri, I think 





gest, then, in line 10 ot section 5, if the Senator 
' 
I 


ment 


imp! ison- 


| and in all common-law crimes it is always accompanied with a defini 
| tion of the punishment, and the only recourse the courts can make is 


Whatever you put under No. 5 is taken out of No. 6, and every one | 


that comes under a punishment and a penalty that imprisons the ac- 


| other infamous crime, 


cused, the convicted, goes directly to the Supreme Court of the United 


States. What benefit is that in all the humble cases? 
travel up to the Supreme Court of the United States under this dis- 
tribution of the sixth section? It goes, it is stopped, and you have a 
good solemn review before the court that is thus constituted. Besides 
this question, we have been told all over this country that they wanted 
competent relief and not stand under what they call one-judge power, 
and now the effort is that everything which involves imprisonment in 
jail is to go directly up to the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
not go anywhere else. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if my friend from Delaware will permit 
me, let me suggest to him that the operation of this amendment of his 
ifadopted would give a direct appeal in all cases by writ of error from 
the district court of the United States as to revenue cases where the 
punishment is ten days in jail or twenty days. And more than that, 
take the court of the Indian Territory, where the jurisdiction to-day is 
over misdemeanors exclusively—the court at Muscogee—and over the 
lower grade of felonies, because I made an unsuccessful but very ear- 
nest fight to give that couft jurisdiction over all felonies,and the House 
of Representatives cut down the jurisdiction to the lower grade of fel- 
onies and misdemeanors. A man in the Indian Territory can be sent 
to jail by that court for ten days, and under the amendment of the 
Senator he would have a direct appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. Asa matter of course, in ninety-nine cases out of one 
hundred it would amount to practically nothing, because that class of 
criminals would have neither the means nor the ability in any way.to 
take the appeal. 

This leads me to say something in regard to what are called Federal 
telonies. I have not any of the law books before me, nor have I ex- 
amined the question lately, but as I understand a Federal felony it is 
where the act involves imprisonment in the penitentiary, not in jail— 
the States prison, and that is what I mean by penitentiary. 

Mr. EVARTS. There isa distinction. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that there is technically a distinction. 

Mr. REAGAN. Some of the States make that distinction, but in 
some of the acts of Congress in regard to misdemeanors provision is 
made for imprisonment in the penitentiary, and sometimes provision 
is made for imprisonment without the use of the word ‘‘penitentiary.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Well, I suppose that originates from the fact that we 
use the penitentiaries of the different States for the imprisonment of 
Federal offenders. As I understand the meaning of a Federal felony, 
it is that the offender can be imprisoned in a State penitentiary or ina 
penitentiary, and below that the oftense is a misdemeanor. 


The question ison the amendment of the 


Mr. SPOONER. Has not the length of time of imprisonment some- 
thing to do with it? 
Mr. VEST. Ido notthink it has. I confess I make this statement 


without having consulted the authorities lately or having had any oc- 
casion in practice to look into the matter, but that is my impression of 
what is termed a Federal felony. But if the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware is to be pressed it ought to be confined to those offenses, 
because as it stands now it takes in misdemeanors where a man may be 
sent to jail for one day. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator will allow me tosay that in a large num- 


ber of cases disposed of in the district courts of the Western States for | 
selling liquor to Indians the punishment is $10 fine or ten days’ im- | 


prisonment. ‘ 
Mr. VEST. All these grades of offenses under the non-intercourse 
law would have this appellate right, and they are almost innumerable. 


How is it to | 


to that measure of punishment. 

i call attention to the constitutional phrase which is ‘‘a capital o1 
which im understood to mean the 
penalty, where the head is shaved and all that, whereas in jail nothin; 
of that kind takes place, and some penitentiaries may have greate: 
gravity of punishment in some States than in others. But so far as | 
know the only recourse that the courts of the Federal Government can 
have is to the statutory direction to find whether it isan infamous crime 
to make a felony; but usually we do name the punishment, and lately 
we have endeavored to give gravity to what have already been called 
misdemeanors by calling them felonies and saying 
the subject. 

I think there is danger of what the Senator from Missouri has sug 
gested, that if vou take this appeal directly to the Supreme Court you 
lose the benefit of the appeal to these local or nearer establishments. 
I should suppose it would be regarded by the criminals and by their 


tate’s present 


nothing more on 


| lawyers a much more valuable protection for the accused than to have 


it limited to coming up to the Supreme Court. 
ally poor. There are exceptions, of course. 


Criminals are gener- 
The nature of the crim 


| varies, butnotso very much under the Federal jurisprudence. The only 


crimes that belong to those who are rich or have the under 
our scheme is under our tax laws, ete. I think, therefore, it is dan- 
gerous to interfere with what has been fixed very beneficially by the 
fifth section in reference to the enlargement of appeals 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Delaware | Mr. GRAY ] as moditied, 

Mr. EVARTS. I should rather put it in, if the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the Senator from Delaware will agree to it, as lawyers, ‘‘ or 
other infamous crimes,’’ which is the language of the Constitution. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the object we have in view could be better at- 
tained by the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts]. I had endeavorad by the amend ment I offered to keep 
the framework of the present paragraph by mere} 


crimen falsi 


ly adding words to it 
so as to enlarge the number of crimes beyond those of which the pun- 
ishment is death, but what would accomplish the object in better shape, 


| I am free to confess, would be the framing of the paragraph thus 


In cases of conviction of crime the punishment whereof 
death, or of other infamous crimes. 

Which would be, as the Senator sugvests, the phrase of the C 
tution. 


In eases of conviction of crime the punishmer 
death, or of other infamous crimes 


f provided by la 


But it does not read well. 


Mr. EVARTS. It would then be applic ible to the tf pumber. 
Mr. GRAY. I understand that. 
Mr. EVARTS. Put it ‘‘on conviction of other infamous crimes.”’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. In line 10, alter the word ‘‘death,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the words ‘or of other infamous crimes;”’ so as to read 


In cases of conviction of crime the punishment whe ) 1 
death, or of other infarmous crimes 

Mr. INGALLS. They will not do. 

Mr. HOAR, Let it read in this way 

In cases of conviction of infamous crimes or of crimes thie iishme where 
is death, 

That will be better, to let it precede the sentence 

Mr. INGALLS. The Ianguage of the Constitution in Article V 
that— 


No person shal! be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime 
unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, et 


Mr. GRAY. So that, adopting the language of the Constitution, it 
would read in this wise: 
In cases of conviction of capital or otherwise infamous crimes, etc. 
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I will withdraw the previous language suggested by me. 
Mr. INGALLS. If I may be permitted, I suggest that it read: 


In cases of conviction of capital or otherwise infamous crimes. 


Mr. GRAY. 





And leave out the rest of the sentence? 


Mr. INGALLS, Yes. 
Mr. GRAY. So that the amendment, withdrawing the other I have 
offered, would be tostrikeout in line 9 all after the word ‘‘crime’’—— 


Mr. INGALLS. No; all after ‘‘conviction.’’ 

Mr. GRAY. All after the word ‘“‘crime’’ as I am going to put it, 
and insert between the word ‘‘of’’ and the word ‘‘crime’’ the words 
“capital or otherwise infamous.’’ 

Mr. iINGALLS. And strike out all the remainder? 

Mr. GRAY. And strike out all the rest of that paragraph, so that 
it would read: 


In cases of conviction of capital or otherwise infamous crimes, 


Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. EVARTS. I think that will undoubtedly meet the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 9, after the word ‘‘ crime,”’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words ‘‘ punishment whereof provided by law 
is death;’’ and before the word *‘crime,’’ in line 9, to insert the words 
‘capital or otherwise infamous;’’ so as to read: 


In cases of conviction of capital or otherwise infamous crimes. 


Mr. INGALIS. ‘‘A capital crime.’’ 
The Curer CLERK. It is proposed % amend so as to read: 
In cases of conviction of a capital or otherwise infamous crime. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware is modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. If there is no other amendment pending I desire to 
offer one or two amendments in section 3 for the purpose of eliminat- 


ing from the bill the having of district judges in the appellate courts. 


These judges have already a larger burden to bear than any other class 
of judges. They hold the district courts, and in most all cases in my 
section of the country they hold the circuit courts. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ifthe Senator will permit me to suggest to him, it 
is impossible to hear him on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr..PASCO. The purpose ot the amendment which I propose to 
offer is to eliminate from the bill the power of placing the district judges 
upon the bench of the intermediate appellate court. These judges 
already have heavier burdens to bear than any other class of judges. 
They hold the district courts, and in most cases they hold the circuit 
courts also; that is almost always the case in the section of country in 
which I live, and I think, on consultation with other Senators, that it 
is the case nearly all over the land. 

I think, too, that these judges being so much engaged with the work 
of the lower courts ought not to be in the consultation rooms with the 
other judges in these appellate courts; and with this end in view I have 
prepared the following amendments. I pro to amend section 3, 
in lines 3 and 4, by striking out the words ‘‘and the several district 
judges within each cireuit;’’ in line 15, by striking out the word ‘‘ dis- 
tric:’’ and inserting ‘‘circuit;’’ and beginning in line 16, with the 


word ‘‘ within,’’ striking out toand including the word “assignment ’’ | 


in line 418, as follows: ‘‘ within thecircuit shall be competent to sit in 
the court according to such order or provision among the district judges 
as either by general or particular assignment,’’ and insert, ‘* from other 
cirewits,’’ and then inline 19, striking out the words ‘‘court: Provided, 
That,’’ and inserting ‘‘ Chief-Justice of the United States to assist in 
holding the court. But.’’ The section will then read as follows: 


Sxc.3. That the Chief-Justice and the assocate peftee of the Supreme Court 
assigned to each circuit and the circuit judges within each circuit shall be com- 
petent to sit as judges of the circuit court of appeals within their respective 
cirouits in the manner hereinafter provided. 


Then, further down in the next paragraph: 


In case the full court at any time shall not be made up by the attendance of 
the Chief-Justice or an associate justice of the Supreme Court and circuit judges, 
one or more district judges from other cireuits shall be designated by the Chief- 
Justice of the United States to assist in holding the court, But no justice or 
judge before whom a cause or question may have been tried or heard in a dis- 
trict court, or existing circuit court, shall siton the trial or hearing of such cause 
or question in the circuit court of appeals. 

I offer these amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated in their 
order. 

The Caier CLERK. In section 3, line 3, after the word “ circuit,’’ 
itis proposed to strike out ‘‘and theseveral district judges within each 
circuit;’’ so as to read: 

Sec, 3. That the Chief-Justice and the associate justices of the Supreme Court 
assigned to each circuit and the circuit j within each circuit shall be com- 
petent to sit as judges of the cireuit court of appeals within their respective cir- 


cuits in the manner hereinafter provided. 

Mr. PASCO. The question may as well be taken upon that amend- 
ment first, because the amendments further on in the section wiil not 
have to be made unless this is adopted. This brings up the question 
as to whether the district judges shall sit in the appellate circuit court. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
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Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EVARTS. This amendment would cripple the court entirely, 
The House has provided that there shall be no circuit judges at all ex- 
cept these appellate judges, and there has been a disposition to think 
that the circuit courts below of the first instance and the district courts 
might be confused or confounded, This bill leaves that aside, and we 
go right on, Now we havea provision by which the Supreme Court 
judges here and the circuit judges created or existing and the district 
judges shall be competent to sit in the appellate circuit court. It can 
not be supposed that the judges of the Supreme Court can always or ex- 
cept under peculiar circumstances be expected toattend, Then we have 
two cireuit judges, and what are we to do forthe third? Why thesup- 
ae amendment, as I understand, which the Senator from Florida 

as proposed is that we shall draw in circuit judges from other circuits. 

Well, what is to happen to other courts then? This is fatal to the 
scheme, and I know no reason why any exception should be taken to 
the district judges serving. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, which will be read, 

Mr. PASCO. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

Several SENATORS. Ob, no. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator from Florida will yield to the 
appeal to let the vote be taken by sound, and in case the result is not 
satisfactory to him then when the bill has been through the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and reported to the Senate, he can again call for the 
action of the body. 

Mr. PASCO. That will be satisfactory, Mr. President. 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
| Senator from Florida, 

The amendment was rejected. 

| Mr, PASCO, I will reserve the calling of the yeas and nays until 
| the bill comes into the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I offer the amendment of the minority ot the Judiciary 
Committee as a substitute for the bill as amended. I wanted to wait 
| until the amendments of the committee were all disposed of and then 
| offer that as a substitute for the whole bill. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered ae a substitute by the Senator from Missouri, which will be re- 
ported. 

Mr. INGALLS. The question on that can as well be taken in the 
Senate after the amendments have been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill has not been reported to the Senate yet. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not yet; but I say the question on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri can just as well be taken in the Senate 
after the bill has been reported from the Committee of the Whole, if 
he is willing. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the bill been reported to the Senate yet? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
is in order. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; it is in order. 
vote on it. I will not press it now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS, Was the amendment of the Judiciary Commitiee 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not understand the Sen- 


ator. 

Mr. INGALLS. The question before the Senate was upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Committee on the Jadiciary, which 
was to strike out and insert, and I inquired whether or not the ques- 
tion had been taken in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair should have put that question. 
The bill will be regarded as before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The question is on the amendment reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary as amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What isthe question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary as amended, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to understand the questionexactly. My 
colleague has an amendment which he desires to offer, and that is an 
amendment to strike out and insert. Now, if we agree to one amend- 
ment to strike out and insert, that will possibly preclude the offering 
of other amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. Except in the Senate. It would at this parlia- 
mentary stage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill is in the Senate now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not yet 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is in Committee of the Whole upon 

to the amendment as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Ido not care. I just want a 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will now be reported to the Sen- 
ate, if there be no further amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate concur with the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. VEST. Now I offer my substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment wil! be stated. 

The Corer CLerRK. In lieu of the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, it is proposed to insert: 


That for the purpose of exercising its appellate jurisdiction, as such juris- | 


diction is now created and regulated by law, and as it may hereafter be regu- 
lated by law, the Supreme Court of the United States may sit in divisions and in 
bane. : . - 

There shall be three divisions, numbered 1,2, and 3, respectively, the division 
numbered 1 to be composed of the Chief-Justice and two associate justices, and 
each of divisions numbered 2 and 3 to be composed of three associate justices. 
The Chief-Justice shall make assignment of the eight associate justices to the 
three divisions, and such assignment may be changed by him from time to time. 
The associate justices shall be competent to sit in either division, and may in- 
terchange with each other by agreement among themselves or as ordered by 
the Chief-Justice. Each of the divisions shall have the power to hear and de- 
termine causes and all questions arising therein subject to the provisions here- 
inafter contained. 

All final decisions of any cause by either of said divisions shall be consid- 
ered by the court in bane, and ifthe Chief-Justice and four associate justices or 
five associate justices shall concur therein, judgment shall be entered accord- 
ingly upon the records of the Supreme Gourt as now provided. 

The presence of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice or of two asso- 
ciate justices shall be necessary for the transaction of business in either of 


* gaid divisions, and no decision shall be rendered in any cause without the con- 


currence of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice or of two associate jus- 
tices. 

The Chief-Justice shall apportion the business to said divisions, and may, in 
his discretion, order any cause pending before the court to be beard and de- 
cided in the first instance by the court in bane. Whenever the Chief-Justice 
and one associate justice, or two associate justices, sitting in either of said di- 
visions may be of opinion that any cause before them should be heard by the 
full court, they may se order, and the cause shall then be heard and determined 
by the court in banc. 

Division numbered 1 shall be presided over by the Chief-Justice and when 
he is not sitting, by the associate justice in said division oldest in commission, 
and divisions numbered 2 and 3 shall be presided over by the associate justice 
oldest in commission of those present at each session. 

Causes pending, or which may be hereafter pending in the Supreme Court, 
in which is involved a question arising under the Constitution of the United 
States shall be heard by the full court. 

The Chief-Jastice and justices of the Supreme Courtare hereby authorized 
and directed to make and carry into effect such general or special reguiationsas 
may be necessary for the purposes of this act. 

Mr. PASCO. If that completes the reading of the substitute, I re- 
new now the amendment I offered to the original bill, and that I sup- 
pose is first in order; but if it is the wish of the Senate I am perfectly 
willing that the vote shall be taken upon the substitute first. I sub- 
mit the amendment to the Senate, however. 

Mr. HARRIS. The part proposed to be stricken out must be per- 
fected before the question gn the substitute is taken, and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Florida must be acted upon before the vote 
is taken upon substituting the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HARRIS. No, on the amendment of the Senator from Florida 
proposing to perfect the amendment made in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida, if that is his motion. 

Mr. EVARTS. Let the amendment of the Senator from Florida be 
reported again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The Cuter CLERK. 


The question is on the substitute offered 


It will be again read. 


circuit;’’ so as to read: 

That the Chief-Justice and the associate justices of the Supreme Court as- 
signed to each circuit and the circuit judges within each circuit shall be com- 
petent to sit as judges of the circuit court of appeals, etc, 

Mr. PASCO. On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr]. 

Mr. DAVIS(when his name was called). 
ator from Indiana [ Mr. Turpre}. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont[Mr. Morritt]. 
vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPiErson]}. 
Tennessee is willing, we may transfer our pairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Then I vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN }. 
I should vote “ nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evsris]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpmuNDs]. 


Iam paired with the Sen- 
[am paired with the Sen- 


Iam paired with the 
If I were not paired, I should 


Iam paired with the 
If the Senator from 


If he were present, 
I am paired with the 


I am paired with the Sen- 


1 
| 


! 
| 


In section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘ cireuit,’’ | 
it is proposed tostrike out ‘‘ and the several district judges within each | 


LOSLI 


I am paired with the Sen- 


Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 


. SANDERS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 


nior Senator trom Indiana [Mr. VooruH! [f he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’S name wascalled), I desire to 
announce for the day that my colleague [Mr. WASHBI 3 neces 
sarily absent and is paired with the lator ym Lou ! M 
GIBSON ]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name w ( i am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. W1 [If } resent, 
I should vote ‘‘nay. 

The roli-call was concluded 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce th my colleague M 
TELLER] is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. BERRY 

Mr. DAWES. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Co! 
QUITI |. I do not know how he would vote if present and therelore | 


withhold my vote. 


Mr. HARRIS. My pair having been transferred under the arrange 
ment announced by the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. Hiaarns], I vote 
** yea.’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is my vote required to make a quorum 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it will be. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I vote ‘‘ nay Iam paired with the Sena 


tor from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], but | have the liberty to 
@ quorum. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. My colleague [Mr. McMILLAN] is paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 

Mr. BLAIR. If it is necessary I can vote to makea quorum; other 
wise I do not desire to vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. BLAIR. 

Mr. DAWES. 
**nay.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Under the conditions of my pair with the 
Senator from Maryland I am at liberty to vote to make a quorum. | 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VooRHEES], and the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. PUGH] is paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmuNps]. By the transfer of 
those pairs the Senator from Alabama and myself will be at liberty to 
vote.» I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PUGH. Under that arrangement I vote 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 31 


ote to make 


The Chair thinks it is necessary 
Then I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 


1 am at liberty to vote to make a quorum, and I vote 


lL vote ** yea : 
as follows 





YEAS—1 

Sarbour Gray Pugh Walthal! 
Bate, Hampton Ransom 

Cockrell Harris un 

Coke, Pasco, 

Aldrich, Evarts Jonesof Nevada Sawyer, 
Allison, Fry¢ Mitchell Sherman 
Blair, Hale Moody, Spooner, 
Casey, Hawley Morgan Stewart 
Cullom, Higgins Pierce Stockbridge 
Dawes, Hiscock Platt Wilson of lowa, 
Dixon, Hoar Power Wolcott 
Dolph Ingalls Sandei 

ABSENT —40 

Aller Coiquitt Hearst, Plumb 
Berry, Danie), Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 

| Blackburn Davis Kenna Squire, 

| Blodgett, Edmunds MeMillan, Stanford, 
Brown, Eustis, McPherson Teller 
Zutler,. Farwell, Mandersor Turple 

Call, Faulkner, Morrill, Vance 
Cameron, George Paddock: Voor en 
Carlisle, Cribson Payne, Washbur 
Chandler, Gorman Pettigrs Wilson of Md 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I now offer, jor the purpose of per- 


| fecting the part to be stricken out if the substitute is 


I am paired with | 


not adopted, the 
amendment offered by me in Committee of the Whole with a verbal 
change. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The Corer CLerk. It is proposed to insert as a new section the 
following: 

Sec. 16. That the States of Oregon, Washington, Monta and Idaho shall 
constitute tme tenth jud ai circuit, and there shall e appointed by t Presi 
dent of the United States and with the advice and consent of the S« te. for 
sifch circuit two circuit iges, who shall have the same qualificationsand shall 

| have the same power and jurisdiction therein that the circuit judges of th 
United States, within their respective circuits, now have under exist ng laws 
and under this act, and who shall be entitled to the compensation as the 
circuit judges oft! United Statesin their respective circuits now have 

Mr. DOLPH, I am not going to discuss this amendment at this 


time. I discussed it all I desire to doin Committee ot the Whole. But 
the necessity for relief to the present ninth circuit arises in large 
part irom the fact that within the last three months there have been 
added three new States, making six States in the ninth circuit instead 
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of three 





I have not been negligent about the matter, for on the 4th of 


December, 1889, I introduced a bill to create an additional judicial cir- 
cait, which was as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the States of Oregon, Washington, and 
Montana shall constitute the tenth judicial circuit, and the judge thereof shall 
receive an annual salary of $6,000, 


That bill has not been reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 


for which I am not to blame. I regret to find that there is consider- 
able opposition to my amendment on this side of the Chamber, not be- 
cause it is not meritorious in itself, but because Senators say that all 
the judicial districts should be rearranged into circuits. That may 


be true, but it is a matter that I have no control over. 
that I am not responsible for. 

I had been in hopes that during Saturday and to-day the parties inter- 
ested might agree upon a division of districts into circuits that would 
give relief to al) sections of the country, especially the Northwest, but 
Senators do not seem to be agreed among themselves. They are not 
agreed to support the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas 
| Mr. INGALLS], and as I have no control over that matter, in accord- 
ance with my promise when I withdrew the amendment on Saturday 
last to prevent a roll-call, I now offer it again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope this amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allow me to add a word, I wish 
to say that my amendment is so drawn that it does not interfere with 
the structure of the bill atall, It is complete in itself and will not 
require any remodeling of the bill. It simply provides for an addi- 
tional circuit and the appointment of two circuit judges. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. The 
question of new circuits is one that covers the whole country, and if 
there were a scheme that had been adopted by the Senate, and there- 
fore expressed their judgment on the distribution of the circuits, it 
would be no embarrassment to this bill that it should be put upon it, 
because then it would be an act by the Senate passing upon this dis- 
tribution. The circuit proposed by the Senator from Oregon may be, 
perhaps, the very best circumscription of the States that shall be in- 
cluded within it in that portion of this country. He is quite right in 
saying that it is a complete measure, and therefore it would only be an 
addition that there was another circuit and two circuit judges were to 
be appointed; buta broader scheme has been presented, and, so far as 
I can gather, has received the general assent ot the Senate in the event 
that a redistribution is to be made. Nevertheless, it is impossible to 
say whether that rearrangement would not eneroach upon this circuit, 
and whether this circuit does not need to be balanced with the other 
circuits that are to be deranged. 

I hope that this amendment will not be placed on the bill to which 
it has no relation of itself, and especially I would point out that before 
this bill can go into operation, if the scheme is adopted by the two Houses 
of Congress, as we are so near the meeting of the December session, 
that, as well as that which the Senator from Kansas presented, might 
well await further disposition by the Senate, I therefore hope the 
amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. DOLPH. Just one word more, and I address that distinctly to 
my friends on this side of the Chamber. 

There is no impropriety in providing for the rearrangement of the 
districts into circuits upon this bill. This measure has the 
House, and if we could just determine what is best to be done and put 
it on this bill, this is the shortest way to secure the necessary legisla- 
tion. I have no faith whatever, and I do not believe that any other 
member of the Senate has, that any bill reported from the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate will pass the House at the present session 
providing for the redistribution of the Federal judicial districts into 
circuits. If wedo not during the present session there is a strong 
probability that the same obstacles which have been in the way in 
legislating upon this question may exist, and it may be twenty years 
before we have the power to agree among ourselves upon tke rearrange- 
ment of the judicial circuits. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, whatever may be the view as to the 
general policy of dealing with the subject of the readjustments of the 
circuits upon this bill, there can be none concerning the propriety of 
acting upon the amendment oftered by the Senator from Oregon. The 
subject is one of the greatestimportance, and it ought not to be dealt with 
in a fragmentary and partial way. I donot know what the sentiment 
of the Senate is upon the question, but I entertain the views that I ex- 
pressed when the bi!l was last under consideration, that this amend- 
ment is germane and that properly considered it would afford an im- 


It is a matter 


mense amount of relief in connection with the other measures that 


are proposed in the bill which are supported by the Senator from New 
York. 

In order to test the sense of the body, therefore, I move to strike out 
all after the first word of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Oregon and insert the amendment that I offered when the bill 
was in Committee of the Whole, providing for eleven circuits. It isnot 
necessary that it should be read now, because the Senate understand it. 
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Of course it is not entirely satisfactory-to all the Senators the interests 
of whose States are involved, but if the amendment can be adopted it 
can go into conference and there the adjustment can be made. I will 
not ask that my amendment be read, because it has been already read 
and the Senators are familiar with its provisions. I will ask that the 
question be first taken upon agreeing to the amendment I offer. 

Mr. DOLPH. I raise the point of order that the Senator’s amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to ask how 
many circuits are proposed to be created in this revision of the cireuits? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator trom Oregon proposes one. 

Mr. HARRIS. How many does the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas propose? 

Mr. INGALLS. Eleven in all—the same that I offered when the bill 
was in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. While the amendment of the Senator from Oregon 
proposes to increase the number one, making ten in all. 

Mr. DOLPH. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. One would make ten and the other eleven. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. DOLPH. That the amendment offered by meis an amendment 
to an amendment, as I understand. 

The VICE-PKESIDENT. The Chair will first submit the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dorn]. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The question in the Senate is on the amendment 
of the Committee of the Whole. Do I understand that that has been 
acted upon ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment of the committee has not been acted 
upon. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope the vote will be taken upon the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu], if that is in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course the Senator from Oregon does not wish to 
juggle with this business, He isa plain, straightforward, and direct 
man. : 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the Senator think I have attempted to juggle 
with it? 

Mr. INGALLS. I said the Senator did not wan todoso. Whether 
I thought he had been or had not been juggling is not in issue at all. 
The Senator brought that in. If the Senator desires to push that in- 
quiry farther, of course Iam ready, but I hope he will not raise it 
until I make some suggestion of that kind myself. 

I was about to say that, of course, the Senator understands very well 
that if his amendment should be agreed to, the matter would not rest 
there. That would be an indication that the Senate preferred to deal 
with the questionof the readjustment ot the circuits in connection with 
the general scheme of this bill. I will therefore suggest that he waive 
the point of order and let us take the voteon my general amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; I can not do that. I will not stop, however, to 
make the suggestion I was abeut to make, nor do I consider that it is 
juggling at all to insist upon my amendment. I introduced it on the 
4th day of December, and had it printed and laid on the desks of Sen- 
ators. 

Mr. INGALLS. We shall all vote now against it.- 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam notsosureaboutthat. I donot think the Sena- 
tor can speak for anybody but himself on that question. 

Mr. INGALLS. The result will show. 

Mr. DOLPH. It may. In the first place, if the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas was adopted I should vote against the bill, be- 
cause it would not then afford us any relief whatever. It weuld sim- 
ply be to readjust the districts into judicial circuits, so that perhaps the 
Senator would be satisfied, but it would leave our circuit the same as 
it exists now, and it would leave us to fight the question of a new cir- 
cuit standing alone. 

I am perfectly willing that this whole matter shall be adjusted. I 
am not a member of the Judiciary Committee and I have not had ju- 
risdiction as a member of any committee of this subject, and I can not 
undertake to say what will be satisfactory to the people in the seventh 
and eighth circuits. Ican only speak for my own, and I am doing 
wkat every Senator claims the right to do here. I have simply offered 
an amendment, which answers the purpose I have in view and which 
does not interfere with the general structure ot the bill, and I am ask- 
ing for a vote upon it. 

1 shall not be very greatly disappointed if the whole matter goes over 
in order that all the circuits may be adjusted together; but I do not 
want them adjusted in such a manner as not to afford relief. Nobody 
can take the map and look at it without being satisfied that we must 
have two circuits on the Pacific coast, and we must come this way 
far enough to get additional territory to make two circuits. We are 


circumscribed in that regard. Circuits can be formed in other parts of 
the Union and they can come this way and States can be grouped to- 
gether; but three of those States in which the courts have admiralty 
and maritime jurisdiction are too great to be put in one circuit, snd 
we must at least have two on the Pacific coast, coming this way far 
enough to get territory. 
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That is the reason I insist upon this matter of a new circuit addi- 
tional to the ninth circuit. The Senate can vote upon it, and if it Is 
voted down we can try to take it up at some other time, but I suggest 
to Senators that it will be years before we shall have the opportunity. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the | i 


Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLpx]. ; ; 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President,I voted before and will vote again 
with the Senator from Oregon for his amendment, but it seems to me 
that some arrangement ought to be made by which the sense of the 
Senate may be taken on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas, because the eighth circuit and the fifth circuit both, while not 
quite as badly situated as the States embraced in the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon, are very greatly in need of being changed, 
and it will require an additional circuit to meet the necessities of those 
two circuits andof the new States which have been admitted. Would 
it not be practicable for the Senator from Oregon to withhold his 
amendment until a vote can be taken on the amendment of the Sena- 
ator from Kansas? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair has stated, as I understand, that the 
question ison my amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not understand that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My understanding has been that the ques- 
tion stands in this position: That there has been reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the Senate an amendment in the nature of a 
substitate for the entire bill, 
from Oregon offers an amendment, which is an amendment in the sec- 
ond degree. Now the Senator from Kansas offers an amendment to 
the amendment, which is an amendment in the third degree. It seems 
to me that that is out of order, and, furthermore, I wish to state that 
I hope 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have apart of Rule XVIII 
read bearing upon the subject under consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

But pending a motion to strike out and insert, the partto be stricken out and 


the part to be inserted shall each be regarded for the purpose of amendment as 


a question; and motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have pre 
cedence. 


air. WILSON, ofIowa. I do not doubt the doctrine of that rule at 
all, but it does not change the position I have stated. The amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole is to strike out and 
insert, There is an amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLPH] to amend that amendment. After that there comes 
another amendment to amend that, which is an amendment in the third 
degree. Therefore it seems to me that the vote must be taken first 
upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon, after which 
the Senator from Kansas may-present his amendment, and to that 
amendment I desire to have an opportunity to offer an amendment, 
and if that is to be held as an amendment in the second degree, then I 
have no opportunity to offer an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, what is the question ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
pending question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I appeal to the Senate from the decision of the 
Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question then is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ? 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. On which I demand the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon demands the 
yeasand nays. Is the demand seconded ? 

Mx. HARRIS. What is the question ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maine that the appeal of the Senator from Oregon from the 
decision of the Chair be laid on the table. 

Mr. HALE. There is no debate permissible on the motion. 
we shall have the vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
onded ? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the proposition be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask exactly what the question is? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair decided that in his opinion the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas was first in order. 
From that decision the Senator from Oregon appealed, and the Sena- 
tor from Maine moves to lay that appeal on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask further whether the amendment made in 
Committee of the Whole has or has not been acted upon? 

Mr. DOLPH. It has not been acted upon in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been acted upon in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the Senator from Oregon moves to amend that 
amendment, Is that the fact of the case? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the Chair. 





Is the demand for the yeas and nays sec- 
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| Mr. HARRIS, 


And then the Senator from Kansas moves to amend 
She 


imendment of the Senator from Oregon ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the Chair 

Mr. HARRIS. I desired to get the exact status of the question. It 
isan amendment in the third degree. 

Che Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrit1], or I should vote ‘ 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suggest to the Se: 
as we did on the last vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then [vote ‘‘nay.’’ I tran 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Morrie] to 
[Mr. McPHERSON ] 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). My pair with thes 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] is transferred to th 
from Vermont [Mr. Morriiu], and I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Evstis]. 
** yea.” 


[am paired wv 
; f 
iator that we tra our pairs 


er my pair with the Ser 


the Senator fre 


Tam paired with t 
If he were here, I shou!d 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry] 
my vote. 


Mr. PUGH 


the 


—— 
thhold 


I am paired wit! 
In his 


absence I w 


when his name was cal 
ator from Vermont [| Mr. Epmunps]. 


led). 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 


{ am paired with the Sen 
I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], unless my vote is necessary to 
make a quorum, which I think it will be, in which event I will tak: 
the liberty to vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wi1son ], and therefgre for the 
present withhold my vote. If itis found necessary to make a quorum, 
I shall be at liberty under the terms of my pair to vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has 
a general pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. HEARST. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. STANFORD], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce for the day that my colleagu: 
[Mr. TELLER] is necessarily absent from the Chamber, and is paired 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Co! 
QuitT], but I am at liberty to vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘ 


}uUNnIOL 


hay 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows 
YEAS—18, 
Coke, Higgins, Pierce sawyer, 
Davis Hoar, Platt, Spooner, 
Dixon, Ingalls, Power, Wolcott. 
Hale, Moody, Keagan, 
Hawley Morgan, Sanders 
NAYS—23 
Allen, Cullom, Gray, Stewart 
Barbour, Dawes, Hampton Stock bridge, 
Bate, Dolph, Harris, rurpie, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Manderson, Vest, 
Carlisle, Frye, Mitchell, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Gorman Ransom, 
ABSENT—& 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Tones of Nevada, Quay, 
Allison, Daniel, Kenna, Sherman 
Berry, Edmunds, MeMillan, Squire, 
Blair, Eustis, McPherson, Stanford 
Blodgett, Farwell, Morrill, Teller, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock Vance, 
Butler, George, Pasco Voorhees 
Call, Gibson, Payne Washburn 
Cameron, Hearst Pettigre Wilson of lowa 
| Casey, Hiscock, Plumb, \ on of Md. 
| Chandler, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no quorum voting. The roll 
| 


will be called. 
‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names: 

Allen 





Dolph, | 
I 


Ingalls Ransom, 
Barbour -varts, Manderson Reagan 
Bate, Frye, Mitchell Sanders, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Moody, Sawyer, 
Blair, Gray, Morgan, Spooner, 
Carlisle, Hale, Paddock, Stewart 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Harris, Pettigrew Turpie, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Vest, 
Davis, Hearst, Power, Walthall, 
Dawes, Higgins, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa 
| Dixon, Hoar, Quay, Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is always held, I believe, that when the calling 
of the yeas and nays discloses the want of a quorum it is as if no re- 
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sponse had been made, and I beg therefore to submit but a single 
statement in support of the ruling of the Chair. 

The bill having been reported to the Senate the question was upon 
agreeing to the amendment made in Committee of the Whole. The 
amendment made in Committee of the Whole was to strike out and in- 
sert—to strike out the House bill and insert what had been agreed to 
in Committee of the Whole. Under Rule XVIII, for the purposes of 
amendment the part to be stricken out and the part to be inserted 
were each original questions, and each open to amendment in the sec- 
ond degree; and my amendment therefore was plainly in order, and the 
Chair was right. 

Mr. DOLPH. My amendment was in the second degree, and the 
Senator’s amendment was in the third degree. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that Rule XVIII may be read by unani- 
mous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Rule XVIII will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


If the question in debate contains several propositions, anv Senator may have 
the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not be 
divided ; but the rejection of a motion to strike out and insert one proposition 
shal! not prevent a motion to strike outand insert a different proposition; norm 
shal! it prevent a motion simp!y to strike out; nor shall the rejection of a mo- 
tion tostrike out prevent a motion to strike out and insert. But pendinga mo- 
tion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be in- 
serted shall each be regarded for the purpose of amendment asa question ; and 
motions to amend the part to be strisben out shall have precedence. 


Mr, COCKRELL. I desire to say just one word. I did not under- 
stand the question as stated by the Senator from Kansas, but I now 
think the Senator from Kansas is right. I shall change my vote and 
vote to sustain the Chair. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. The reading of the rule only confirms me 
in the opinion I have expressed, and that is that the Chair and the 
Senator from Kansas are not correct. The last proposition contained 
in the rule is as follows: 

But pending a motion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out 


and the part to be inserted shal! each be regarded for the purpose of amendment 
as a question 


That is one thing. 
And motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have precedence. 


The Senator from Oregon moves to amend the part to be inserted and 
the Senator from Kansas moves to amend the same part. Therefore 
there isa question on the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, and that and the part to be stricken out taken together are 
simply one question. Then an amendment is offered by the Sena- 
tor from Oregon to the previous amendment in the first degree, and 
that single question is made up of two parts, the one to be stricken 
out and the other to be inserted. Thatis an amendment in the second 
degree. Then comes the proposition of the Senator from Kansas to 
amend that, which is an amendment in the third degree, and it puts 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, under the ruling of the 
Chair, beyond the power of any Senator to offer an amendment to it, 
and I desire, if it is to be voted on, to have an opportunity to offer an 
amendment to it before the vote is taken. 

Mr. PLATT. I think this question turns upon whether the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon was, strictly speaking, an 
amendment to an amendment. I understand it was not; but that un- 
der the rules of the Senate it was an amendment to an original ques- 
tion, and one which is declared by the rules of the Senate to be an 
original question, and therefore the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas was one in the second degree. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be again called on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine to lay the appeal of the Senator from 
Oregon on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitTT]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] with the right reserved 
to each to vote to make a quorum; and to makea quorum I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHers], but if my vote is neces- 
sary to make a quorum, I am at liberty to vote for that pu 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wiison]. Unless it is neces- 
sary to make a quorum, I shall withhold my vote. 

‘The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. SANDERS. I vote ‘‘yea’’ to make a quorum. 

Mr. DAWES. I vote *‘ yea’’ to make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, rfays 17; as follows: 








I am paired with the 


YEAS—28. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Evarts, Hoar, 
Allison, Davis, Hale, Ingalis, 
Cockrell, Dawes, Hawley, Moody, 
Coke, Dixon, Higgins, Morgan, 
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Pettigrew, 


Power, Sanders, Spooner, 
Pierce, Pugh, Sawyer, Stewart, 
Platt, Reagun, Sherman, Wolcott, 

NAYS—I7. 
Allen, Doiph, Harris, Vest. 
Barbour, Frye, Manderson, Walthall, 
Bate, Seoadin. Mitchell, 
Biackburn, Gray, Stock bridge, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Turpie, 
ABSENT—39. 

Berry, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blair, , Edmunds, Kenna, Squire, 
Blodgett, Eustis, MeMillan, Stanford, 
Brown, Farwell, McPherson, Tellier, 
Butler, Faulkner, Morrill, Vance, 
Call, George, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gibson, Pasco, Washburn, 
Casey, Hearst, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, 


So the motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amend- 
ment pro by the Senator trom Oregon [Mr. DoLrn]. 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. I desire now to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the word ‘‘Iowa,’’ in line 20 of the amendment, 
and inserting the same word at the end of line 22 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will permit me, I will accept that 
amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, I suppose so far as my own amendment is 
concerned, before the yeas and naysare ordered, I can modify it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Well, let the Senator from Kansas accept the modi- 
fication of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. INGALLS. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it in order now to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This amendment will first be stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order 
to offer an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has accepted the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wrison |. 

Mr.SPOONER. Iam notspeakingof that. I am not speaking now 
of the assent or acquiescence of the Senator from Kansas, but of the 
right of a Senator to offer an amendment regardless to the assent of the 
Senator from Kansas to this proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would be an amendment in the third 


Mr. SPOONER. Then it would not be in order to offer an amend- 
ment to this amendment ? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it will be after it is voted upon. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will it be in order after it is adopted, if it shall 
be adopted ? 
Mr. HALE. That question can be acted upon when it is reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be in order to add to the amend- 
ment after its adoption. The amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Iowa to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas will first be 


stated. 
See oars in the eighth subdivision, line 20, 
t is 


The Corer CLERK. 
after the word ‘‘Ilinois,’’ to strike out *‘ lowa;’’ and in 


line 22, before the word * Minweote” ¢ to strike out ‘‘and;’’ and after 
the word ‘* Minnesota,’’ to insert ‘‘ and Iowa;’’ so as to read: 


mighth. de circuit includes the districts of Wisconsin, Michigan, Lili- 
aK Ss, an 

Ninth. The ninth cireuit includes the districts of Montana, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Minnesota, and Iowa. 


And the entire amendment is: 


Sec.—. That section 604 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended to read as follows 

“Sec, 604. The ae districts of the United States are divided into eleven 
s,s — follow: 
~— fret cirouit in includes the districts of Rhode Island, Massachusetts, 

ire, an 
The second cent includes the districts of Vermont, Connecticut, 
ps New York. 

“Third. The third oot includes the districte of Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
New Jomeny and Dela 

ae rth. The 1 ; cireuit includes the districts of Virginia, West Virginia, 

Nort b Carolina. and South Carolina. 

“Fifth. The fifth circuit includes the districts of Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 


and M 
e sixth circuit includes the districts of Louisiana, Texas, and Ar- 


“Sixth, T 

“Seventh. The seventh circuit includes the districts of Ohio, Indiana, Ken- 
tucky, and Tennessee 
= E 2 elghth circuit includes the districts of Wisconsin, Michigan, 

“ Ninth. The ninth wdeonts Sapnies the districts of Montana, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Minnesota. and I 

“Tenth, The —_ circuit fanbudes the districts of Kansas, Nebraska, Colo- 
rado, and Wyoming 








“ul 
x, *4 


*? 
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“Bleventh. The eleventh circuit includes the districts of Idaho, W ashington, 
Oregon, Nevada, and California. ca : 

“ The present judge of the cireuit shall be the circuit judge of the fifth 
cireuit. The present jadge of the eighth cireuit shall be the circuit judge of the 
sixthcircuit, For the ninth and tenth circuits there shall be appointed a circuit 
judge ineach, who shal) have the same power 6 therein, and 
receive the same salary as is provided in section 607 of the Revised Statutes. . 

“All causes, controversies, motions. and matters which have been tried or sub- 
mitted and are under advisement in the present circuit courts in which any of 
said districts are comprised shall be proceeded with and decided by the said re- 
spective judges who have the same under advisement, the same as if this act 

ad not been passed. 7 
. The suauied terms of the circuit courtshall be heldin each yearat the times 
and places following, but when any of said dates shall fallon Sunday, theterm 
shall commence on the following day: 

“Tn the district of Montana on the 

“In the district of North Dakota on the 

“In the district of South Dakota on the 

“In the district of Wyoming un the — day of —— 

“In the district of Idaho on the day of “. 

‘In the district of Washington on the ——— day of 


Mr. SPOONER. 








day of ——— 
day of 
day of ——-. 




















I move to amend by striking out at the end of line 
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90 of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas the words ‘‘and | 


Missouri.’’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ment is not in order. 
Mr. COCK RELL. 


What was the amendment accepted by the Sen 
ator from Kansas? 


I did not catch the reading of the amendment 


offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson ], which the Senator | 


from Kansas accepted. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be again stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment suggested by Mr. WILSON, of 
Towa. 

Mr. SPOONER. The parliamentary situation as to this amendment 
is a very good commentary, it seems to me, upon the legislation pro- 
posed by it. I think no one will dispute the proposition that there 
ought to bea readjustment of the judicial circuits throughout the United 
States. Perhaps some of the circuits are too small, and many are too 
large, and some are not, from a geographical standpoint, properly com- 
posed, but I submit to the Senate that a proposition of this magnitude, 
toreform and readjust the judicial cireuits throughout the whole United 
States, ought not to be acted upon without some investigation by a com- 
mittee. 


what the condition of the Federal business is in their own States, there 


who would be able, without consultation with the bar in their circuits 
and with the judges, to determine precisely what the boundaries of those 
circuits should be. 

The Senator from Kansas has proposed an amendment here which 
never has been before a standing committee of this body, which has 
had no investigation or consideration, so far as I know, by any com- 
mittee. No statistical information has been gathered or is laid before 
the Senate. He has made circuits or proposes cireuits which I think 
any Senator upon inspection would say ought not to beadopted. Take 
the eighth circuit; it is proposed to include ‘‘ Wisconsin, Michigan, 
Illinois, lowa, and Missouri.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘‘Iowa’’ has been stricken out there, and it 
reads ‘‘Illinois and Missouri.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER. By the grace of the Senator from Kansas in ac- 
cepting the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, the State 
of Iowa is dropped out of that circuit in the amendment. I proposed 
to strike out the State of Missouri. That did not meet the approval 
of the Senator from Kansas, and it was not accepted; so that it was 
ruled out of order and I am precluded, except by the grace of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, from offering the amendment. I find no fault with 
him—— 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator ought not to criticise or censure me in 
that way, because he never made any suggestion about it to me. I am 
entirely willing that any amendment suggested by any Senator shall 
be considered and agreed to if the Senate thinks it proper. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am calling attention to the anomalous situation 
that here is a proposition to reform and readjust all the cireuits of the 
United States, and yet no Senator in this body by parliamentary right 
can offer an amendment to it which can be acted upon or which will 
be in order except by the grace of the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. INGALLS., ‘The Senator certainly must be aware that when 
this amendment is acted upon it will be subject to amendment, 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to move an amendment before the amend- 
ment of the Senator is acted upon, and I am precluded from doing so. 
The Senator from Iowa moved to strike out the State of Iowa and the 
Senator from Kansas accepted it. I moved to strike out the State of 
Missouri and that was not acceptable or accepted, and it was ruled out 
of order, 

Mr. INGALLS. I do accept it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, well, it has been ruled out of order. 


Mr. CULLOM. Let us see whether it isin order or not. It may 


I venture to say, while there are Senators here who may know | probably want to be heard as to the location of that State in a judicial 


| cireutt. 
are very few who would be able to say what it is in their circuits, and | 


| not accede to. 
| Missouri in another cireuit. 


10315 


Mr.SPOONER,. I am submitting to the Senate that we ought not 


to consider a proposition to reorganize the judicial circuits of the United 
States in a parliamentary 


situation which precludes a Senator from 
having the right to offer an amendment to it or from having one acted 
upon unless it is accepted by the Senator who proposed the plan 


Mr. HALE. Vote it down, then. 

Mr.SPOONER. Iam making an argument against the amendment 

Mr.HALE. Vote it down. 

Mr.SPOONER. If you vote it down, that is all I asl That will 
be right. Iam making an argument against the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. LI should like to ask whether the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin is accepted 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it has beer 
accepted by the Senator from Kansas. 


Mr. MANDERSON. So that the amendment of the Senator fro 
Kansas is now amended by strixing out lowa and Missouri from thx 
eighth circuit and placing [owa in the ninth circuit. Missouri seems 
to have seceded from the circuit, and isoutinthecold. Certainly the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin should not be accepted 


i 


¢ th tn a | until Missouri has been added to some one of these other circuits. 
The Chair is of opinion that that amend- | 


Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Wisconsin to say he 
proposed to put it in another circuit 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no; that was not his proposition. 

Mr. INGALLS. If he was indulging in a piece of jo 
notacceptthe amendment, of course. I: 
ous; 


I do 
supposed the Senator wasseri 

but to suppose that I proposed to drop one State from a circuit 
and leave it nowhere, of course would be facetiousness that I would 
I understood the 


larity 


Senator to say that he desired to put 


Mr. SPOONER. LIhad aright or I had not to move to amend by 
striking out the State of Missouri from the eighth circuit. The Sena 


tor did not accept my amendment, and I did not suppose he would, 


| nor did I care whether he did or not, for I made it for the purpose of 
| bringing to the attention of the Senate the circumstances under which 


it is proposed to enter upon this broad field of legislation. I would 
not undertake to add Missouri to some other circuit by a motion of 
mine without consultation with the Senators from Missouri. There 
are Senators here who represent that State, and Senators who would 


I supposed Missouri, if excepted from the eighth circuit, leay- 
ing Wisconsin, Michigan, and Illinois, the Senators from Missouri, 
probably, if this proposed legislation were to be consummated, would 
want to offer an amendment which would locate Missouri somewhere, 

The amendment of the Senator from Kansas and that of the Senator 
from Oregon should be defeated, and next session, upon due investiga 
tion and after giving Senators an opportunity to be heard, the Senate 
can and doubtless will deal with the entire subject by a bill relating to 
it mainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the question be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kansas | Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Oregon | Mr. DoLpu]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing tothe 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLpn]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now let us pass the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Now the question recurs on the amend 
ment offered as a substitute by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presume that the proposed substitute should 
be perfected before that vote shall be had; and, in order to reach per 
fection as far as possible, I move to strike out, on page 15, line 31, ‘‘St 
Louis’’ and insert ‘‘Omaha.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 15, in section 3, line 31, it is proposed 
to strike out “‘St. Louis’’ and insert ‘‘ Omaha;’’ 


In the eighth circuit, in the city of Omaha 


Mr. MANDERSON, 


o as to read 


Mr. President, the eighth judicial circuit j 


| composed of the States of Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, Kan 


| 
} 


| 
| 


| sas, Nebraska, South Dakota, North Dakota, Wyoming, and Colorado 


Its area is, I should say from a glance at the map and from my reco! 
lection of the conditions, at least two-t 
of Alaska, of the United States. It is by all odds the largest circuit 
in the United States. Itis made upof States quite thickly populated 
and with large interests. Thelargest city in it is the city of St. Louis, 
a most important metropolis, having, of course, that amount of litiga- 
tion which comes with metropolitan life and metropolitan conditions 
But the State of Missouri and even the States of Missouri and Arkan 
sas by no means have any very great proportion of the litigation in 


ifths of the whole area, outside 


be, if it is in order or accepted, that we shall get out of the difficulty. | the United States courts in that cireuit. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the 


amendment is in order if accepted, but it would not be in order as an 
independent amendment. 


i 





A glance at the map or a reference to the recollection of Senators as 
to the territorial conditions will show that St. Louis is not only on 
the eastern edge of this circuit, but well to the southeastern corner of 
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the circuit; and certainly fairness and justice require that parties liti- 
gant should attend courts at some central portion of the circuit. The 
next largest city in this circuit by the last census is the city of Omaha, 
larger by the census than Kansas City, Mo. 

Kansas City would be an infinitely better place, as its seems to me, 
to hold the courts for this circuit than St. Louis, but the central point, 
the point most accessible by railroad communication, the point of ad- 
vantage to litigants, to witnesses, to jurors, and to judges, is certainly 
the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; and if the matter of the 
designation of the court town for this circuit could be left to the Con- 
gressional delegations from the different States which compose the 
eighth circuit I have no question but that all, except the Congressional 
delegations trom Missouri and Arkansas, would declare themselves in 
favor of this central point. 

Ido not know what the committee may feel like doing with refer- 
ence to this matter. I hope they may accept the amendment, and I 
should hope that that sense of fairness which always characterizes that 
distinguished member of the Judiciary Committee, the Senator from 
Missouri, would prompt him to lend his acceptance to this change. 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘The list of cities given for the first meeting in the 
different circuits of the new court is taken in the bill of the Judiciary 
Committee from the list agreed upon in the House of Representatives. 
Any one whe reads the list will see that they are uniformly the prin- 
cipal cities, recognized as the principal cities in each circuit, and there 
is a provision in the clause by which thereafter these courts may sit 
from time to time in such other places as they may choose. I hope, 
therefore, no derangement will be made of the list, when it is quite in 
the power of these courts to sit in other’ places, and the list is that 
taken from the House of Representatives where this arrangement has 
been made. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I am not an advocate of this bill, I 
had very little to do with the arrangement of its details. I simply want 
to state in confirmation of what has fallen from the Senator from New 
York, that to now strike out the city of St. Louis and put in the city 
of Omaha would violate the rule which has obtained ip regard to all 
the other proposed circuits and would make an invidious distinction 
against the city of St. Louis. 

I am not disposed to go into any argument as to the transportation 
facilities relatively between OmahaandSt, Louis. St. Louis isregarded 
as the metropolis of the country upon the western bank of the Mississippi 
River, and whilst there has been the ordinary amount of change in trade 
which obtains in all countries that are being rapidly settled and opened 
up, the supremacy of that city in business interests and in population 
has still been maintained. 

For myself, as a Senator from Missouri I ask nothing except that the 
same rule shall be applied to that city that is applied to large cities of 
the United States or as to the places in which the courts shall be held 
in the respective circuits. If the experience of the courts after being 
established under this proposed bill should show, as the Senator from 
New York has observed, that it is necessary to hold the court at any 
time in the city of Omaha or any other locality in the circuit, that dis- 
cretion is given to the court under the provisions of the bill; and i 
am not disposed to go into any controversy as to local interests about 
this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I now ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute that I have offered. I ask that it be read again, as some Sena- 
tors have come in since the amendment was read before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be again 


The Carer CLERK. It is proposed to strike ont all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and to insert: 


‘That for the purpose of exercising its appellate jurisdiction, as such jurisdic- 
tion is now created and regulated by law, and as it may hereafter be lated 
by law, the Supreme Court of the United States may sit in divisions and in banc. 

There shall be three divisions, numbered 1, 2, and 3, respectively, the division 
numbered 1 to be composed of the Chief-Justice and two associate justices, and 
each of divisions numbered 2 and 3 to be com of three assoc: justices. 
The Chief-Justice shall make assignment of the eight associate justices to the 
three divisions, and such assigninent may be changed by him from time to 
time. The associate justices shall be competent to sit in either division, and 
may interchange with each other by agreement among themselves or as or- 
dered by the Chie/Justice. Each of the divisions shall have the power to hear 
and determine causes and all questions arising therein subject to the provisions 
hereinafter contained. a 

All final decisions of any cause by either of said divisions shall be considered 
by the court in banc, and if the Chief-Justice and four associate justices, or five 
associate justices, shall concur therein judgment shall be entered accordingly 
upon the records of the Supreme Court as now provided. 

The presence of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice or of two associate 
justices shall be necessary for the transaction of business in either of said divis- 
ions, and no decision shall be rendered in any cause without the concurrence 
of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice, or of two associate justices. 

The Chief-Justice shall apportion the business to said divisions, and may, 
in his discretion, order any cause pending before the court to be heard and de- 
cided in the first instance by the court in banc. Whenever the Chief-Justice 
and one assoviate justice, or two te justices, sitting in either of said 
divisions may be of opinion that any cause before them should be heard by the 
full court, they may so order, and the cause shall then be heard and determined 
by the court in banc. 


Division numbered 1 shall be presided over by the Chief-Justice, and when he 
is not sitting by the associate justice in said division oldest in commission, and 
divisions numbered 2 and 3 shall be presided over by the associate justice old- 
est in commission of those present at each session. Causes pending, or which 
may be hereafter pending in the Supreme Court, in which is involved a ques- 
ny arising under the Constitution of the United States shall be heard by the 

ull court, 

The Chief-Justice and justices of the Supreme Court are hereby authorized 
and directed to make and carry into effect such general or special regulations 
as may be necessary for the purposes of this act. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon agreeing to this amendment the 
Senator from Missouri demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. : 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu], but if the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HiGGrins] will consent to a transfer of pairs, I will vote. 
I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). On the transfer of 
pairs, as suggested by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAi,rIs], | 
will vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded, , 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis], and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] is paired with the 
Senator from Vermont[Mr. EpMunps]. By an arrangement between 
the Senator from Alabama and myself we transfer our pairs and I vote 
“ee ” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. PuGi] is already recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Jones], with liberty to vote to make a quorum. Therefore I vote 
**nay.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. GeorGE]}. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VoorHeEEs]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Blackburn, Dixon, Marris, Vest. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Ingalls, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Platt, 

NAYS—36. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Manderson, Ransom, 
Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, . 
Allison, Frye, Moody, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Gray, Mo Z Sherman, 
Bate, Hale Paddock, Spooner, 
Casey, Hawley, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Higgins, Pierce, Turpie, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Power, Waithall 
Davis, Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott. 

ABSENT—38. 

Berry, Dawes, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blair, Edmunds, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Eustis, McPherson, Teller, 
Brown, Farwell, Morrill, Vance, 
Butler, Faulkner, Payne, Voorhees, 

‘ George, Pettigrew, Washburn 
Cameron, Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of iowa, 
Chandler, Hearst, Quay, Wilson of Mad. 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 

Daniel, Jonesof Nevada, Squire, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, when the question was put on the 
amendment of my colleague to substitute the name of Omaha for that 
of St. Louis in the eighth circuit there was not an understanding on 
this side of the Chamber as to the question. Therefore, there was no 
satisfactory vote by the friends of that amendment. I ask unanimous 
consent that that vote may be taken over again. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then, Mr. President, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which that amendment was disagreed to; and I desire to say 
that there is no Senator in this Chamber who, if he knew exactly the 
geography of that circuit, if he knew the business of the circuit, if he 
knew what would best subserve the interest of litigants and jurors and 
all in that circuit, would vote against this amendment—not a Senator 
on this floor, if -he desired to do full and fair justice to the litigants, 
jurors, witnesses, and business interests in that circuit. ; 

St. Louis of course is a great city, but it isin the extreme south- 
eastern corner almost of the circuit. Omaha ically is very 
nearly the center of the circuit. It is the center of the railwa; 
systems which do the transportation business in that t. The rail- 
roads radiate from Omaha to every corner, every section, every part of 
the circuit. Omaha is the place of exchange for two-thirds of the busi- 


ness of that circuit outside of Missouri and Arkansas, The constite- 


' 
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ents of my friends here from Montana in going to St. Louis, litigants 
and jurors, will have totravel nearly 1,500 miles. It seems to me an 


the larger part of the circuit. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the Senator may find himself mistaken. 
Montana is not in the eighth circuit. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I intended to say Wyoming and Colorado. That 
part of the circuit is not so far, but the distance is very great. North 


and South Dakota are also very distant from St. Louis. They are com- 
paratively near to Omaha. One thing is certain, that Omaha is the 
most accessible point in the circuit for litigants and jurors and all, con- 
sidering the general area and the lines of railroad transportation, and 
by all odds it is the most satisfactory place to locate the sitting of the 
court. 


Mr.°COCKRELL. I regret that the Senator from Nebraska was not 
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speaking for the bar of Colorado, one of the important States in the 


otecrn eet circuit, I willsay that between St. Louis and Omaha it is a question 
outrageous arrangement that for a great circuit like that, an empire in | 
itsarea, the court should be held at St. Louis, a point so distant from 


in at the time his colleague offered the amendment so that he could | 


have made the same speech at that time. 
the encomium he has paid to the locality in his State. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I shall be satisfied 
when Senators on this side have an opportunity to vote understand- 
ingly. Several-Senators have told me that they did not understand 
that that was the question on which they were voting at the time the 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is possible, and I think it very probable, that 
if we go back over all the amendments that have been acted upon 
we might reverse ourselves upon a good many of them. I am per- 
fectly willing that we shall consider undone all that we have done and 
vote upon all of them, and I make that proposition. The Senator ap- 
peals to his side of the Chamber as if this were a political question. 
I appeal to the other side of the Chamber to let us take the vote over 
on these other questions. It will be just as fair and right and just. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I think it is unprec- 
edented in the Senate, upon a statement of this kind, that the vote 
was not understood at the time it was taken, that the question was not 
apprehended correctly by Senators, to have the vote retaken. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly the Senator hasa right to move to reconsider. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly, I have a right to move to reconsider. 
I have already made that motion once, and I now renew it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On quite a number of these questions I doubt 


I hope he is satisfied with | 


| the courts. 


very seriously whether all Senators understood them, and I think if | 


the Senate was to be polled there are a good many other questions that 
have been voted upon which the Senate did not understand; and I do 
not intend—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
my suggestion would be that the misunderstanding of the question was 


as to which is the lesser of two evils, and if the seat of the court can 
not be at Denver I think we should very much prefer St. Louis. 

‘ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the jun- 
ior Senator from Nebraska that the vote by which the amendment of 
his colleague was rejected be reconsidered. 


Mr. HARRIS. CheSenator from Nebraskaasked unanimous consent 
to offer the amendment that had been rejected, and the Senator from 
Missouri distinctly objected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair understood the Senator from 
Nebraska to make a motion to reconsider: 

Mr. PADDOCK. I moved to reconsider the vote 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the understanding of the Chair 


The question is on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment offered by the senior Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON ] was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table, and upon that I call the yeas and nays. [‘‘No!"’ ‘‘No!?’] 
Well, I move to lay the motion on the table. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN. 


Senator from 


In line 27 of the amendment of the committee, 
page 15, section 3, I move to strike out ‘‘ Richmond” and insert 
‘*Baltimore.’’ I do this for the reason that in that circuit it is per- 
fectly well known (I regret I have not the statement here from the 


judges) that probably more than half of the business of the circuit ig 


transacted in Baltimore. Ido not think there can be any question 
about it. I think it was an oversight in those who drew the amend- 
ment to insert Richmond instead of Baltimore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be reported 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 15, section 3, line 27 
‘*Richmond’’ and insert ‘*‘ Baltimore;’’ so as to read 
of Baltimore 

Under the provisions of the bill this matter is left to 
If the judges see proper to hold this court in Baltimore 


strike out 


In the fourth circuit, in the city 


Mr. VEST. 


at any time on account of the public business they can do so. All this 
squabble about localities is leather and prunella. 
Mr. GORMAN. I have only to remark that the Senator from Mis- 


souri, not over fifteen or twenty minutes ago, delighted the s 


enate with 


| a description of St. Louis, its population, its resources, and the n 


If 1 may interrupt the Senator for a moment, | 


not upon this side of the Chamber, but certainly among those who voted | 


**no’’ upon the other side of the Chamber. 
Mr. COCKRELL. But your colleague said it was upon that side. 
Mr. MANDERSON, It was a lack of understanding upon both sides. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then that is shifting it. Iwas going to come 


sity for having St. Louis designated as the one place where there should 
be held at least one term of the court for the hth circuit 

Mr. VEST. I did not, Mr. President. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iso understood the Senator. 


Cig 


Mr. VEST. I never did anything of the sort. I made the same 
| argument I makenow, and that is that the question is with the judge 
entirely. I made the very identical argumentI make now. ‘Therefor 


to the defense of my friend ‘rom Nebraska, and to state that certainly | 


when he presented his amendment he had made it sufficiently plain 
what his wishes were, so that there could be no misunderstanding on 
that side of the Chamber. 
ator upon that side of the Chamber could have been Jed into voting ig- 
norantly after the remarks made by the senior Senator from Nebraska, 
because he certainly presented the claims of Omahaand of his State in 
as strong terms, I may say, as hisdistinguished colleague has, and they 
have both presented them as strongly as it is possible for them to be 
presented, with a good deal of coloring in addition. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
an understanding as there ought to have been as to the question when 
the vote was had on account of the confusion in the Chamber, and the 
mixing up of a parliamentary motion for which nobody in particular 
was responsible. There was not that understanding about it which 
enabled Senators to vote intelligently upon it. It wasa very unsatis- 
factory vote, and, as I believe, not expressive of the views of some Sena- 
tors, at least, on this side. 


I do not think it is possible that any Sen- | 


WhatI meant to say was, that there was not such | 


Mr. COCKRELL. The same state of facts has existed in regard to | 


nearly all these amendments. Awhile ago an appeal was taken from 


the decision of the Chair, and some of the Senators were mistaken as | 


to what the condition of the case was and as to the exact effect of the 
appeal. 

Mr. CULLOM., I was one of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some upon both sides of the Chamber were mis- 
taken. Now, if that is the ground upon which we are to go back and 


reconsider a question we must have a reconsideration upon all, and we | 


shall begin at the beginning. I make that proposition. The appeal 
has been made to that side of the Chamber which controls the body. 
If they are willing, by unanimous consent, to go back and consider al! 
the questions, then I will consent that this one shall be reconsidered. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There are a number of Senators who are not per- 


| say that all this squabble about localities is leather and prune lla. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘Then I think the Senator from Nebraska and mysel| 
are greatly mistaken. I supposed the question was between Omaha 
and St. Louis a few moments ago 

Mr. VEST. It was not debated by me as 
Louis and Omaha. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand perfectly that the bill provides that 
the court can be held at any place in the circuit hereafter, but I thin] 
under all the circumstances, considering the importance of Baltimore, it 


a question between St 


would be a matter of greater convenience if that were designated 
the one place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maryland to strike out ‘‘ Richmond” and inser 
**Baltimore’’ in the amendmentof thecommittee. [Putting the que 
tion.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I call fora division. 

The question being put; there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 15 


no quorum voting. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. . No quorum is present. 
Mr. HARRIS. Then let the roll be called. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 


The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 


to their name 
Allen Eevarts Manderson Reaga 
Allison rye Mitchell, Sande rs 
Sate, (;orman Moody, Sawver 
Blaekburt ,(iray, Morgan, Sherman 
slair Hale, Paddock, Spooner, 

| Carlisle Hampton, Pasco, Stockbridge 
Casey, Harris, Pettigrew, Curpie, : 

| Cockrell, Hawley, Pierce, Vest, 

| Coke, Higgins, Platt, Walthall! 
Cullom, Hiscock, Power, Wilson of lowa 
Davis, Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott, 
Dixon, Ingalls, Quay, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 


sonally acquainted with the character of the two cities in question, and | 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to place upon record for the benefit of the 
members of the conference committee on the tariff bill that are in ses- 
sion, although not with the leave of the Senate yet from the necessi- 
ties of the case, and that our absence, therefore, will not count against 
us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators, more than a quorum, 
have responded to their names. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iunderstand that the Senator from Maryland in- 
tends to insist upon a division on this question; and it is exceedingly 
important that before the Senate disperses there should be a brief ex- 
ecutive session. While [ regret to interfere with the convenience or 
comfort of the Senator from New York who has charge ot this bill, I 
feel it to be my duty to move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before that motion is put, I ask the Senator 
from Kansas to yield a moment that I may move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to, 

HENRY S, FRENCH. 

Mr. SPOONER. Lappeal to the Senator from Kansas to indulge 
me to make a motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
his motion? 

Mr. INGALLS, Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘To-day, while I was absent from the Chamber on 
business of the Senate, a concurrent resolution introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] relative to the amendment of the 
bill for the relief of the legal representative of Henry S. Freneh was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. I wish to state a fact in con- 
nection with that matter; and I ask that that vote may be reconsid- 
ered and that the concurrent resolution may take its place on the Cal- 
endar without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Scnator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and the vote will 
be reconsidered, and having been reconsidered, the concurrent resolu- 
tion will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. Without prejudice. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the concurrent resolution may lie on the 
table so that the Senator from Wisconsin may call it up to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will lieon the table. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 23, 
1890, at 12 o'clock m. 





Does the Senator from Kansas withdraw 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 22d day of September, 1890. 


UNITED STATFS DISTRICT JUDGE, 


John A. River, ot Wyoming, to be United States district judge for 
the district of Wyoming, as provided by act approved July 10, 1890. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Benjamin F. Fowler, ot Wyoming, to be attorney of the United 
States tor the district of Wyoming, as provided by act approved July 
10, 1890. . 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Joseph P. Ravkin, of Wyoming, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Wyoming, as provided by act approved July 10, 
1890. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Corps of Engineers. 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Potter, to be first lieutenant, August 12, 
1890, vice Spencer, resigned. 

Additional Second Lieut. Chester Harding, to be second lieutenant, 
August 12. 1890, vice Potter, promoted. 

Medical Department, 

Col. Edward P. Vollum, surgeon, to be chief medical purveyor, with 
the rank of colonel, August 28, 1890, vice Baxter, appointed Surgeon- 
General. 

Lieut, Col. Bernard J. D. Irwin, assistant medical purveyor, to be 
surgeon, with the rank of colonel, August 28, 1890, vice Vollum, ap- 
pointed chief medical purveyor. 
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APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


SEPTEMBER 22, 








William Clarence Braisted, a resident of Michigan, to be an assistant b 
surgeon in the United States Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 22, 1890. 
INDIAN 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate Sepiember 19, 1890. 
POSTMASTER. 


Jabez T. Denning, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 
Richmond and State of Georgia. 


AGENTS. 


Davis Wade Matthews, of Salem, Oregon, to be agent for the Indians 


of the Klamath agency in Oregon. 


Al Hussey, of McMinnville, Oregon, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Grande Ronde agency in Oregon. 
DISTRICT JUDGES. 

John A. Williams, of Arkansas, to be United States district judge 
for the eastern district of Arkansas. 

John A. Ryner, to be United States district judge for the district of 


Wyoming. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Benjamin F. Fowler, to be United States attorney for Wyoming. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. f 
Joseph P. Rankin, to be United States marshal for Wyoming. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, September 22, 1890. 


D. D. 


APPROVAL OF JOURNAL OF 


FRIDAY. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curnsert, } 


SEPTEMBER 19. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of Friday’s Jour- 
nal, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nay 0, not vot- , 
ing 173; as follows: j 


Adams, 

Alien, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 


YEAS—152. 
ae. at, 
ngton, ansing, 
De Lano, Laws, ” 
Dingley, Lehibach, 
Dolliver, Lind, 
Dorsey, Lodge, 
Dunnell, Mason, 
Evans, McComas, 
Farquhar, McDuffie, 
Featherston, McKinley, 
Flick, Miles, 
Flood, Moffitt, 
Frank, Moore, N. H. 
Funston, Morey, 
Gear, Morrill, 
Gest, Morrow, 
Gifford, orse, 
Greenhalge, Mudd, 
Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, 
Grout, Nute, 
Hall, O'Donnell, 
Harmer O’ Neill, Pa. 
I n, Osborne, 
Henderson, I! Owen, Ind. 
Henderson, lowa Payne, 
Hermann, Payson, 
Hill, Perkins, 
Hitt, Pickler, 
Hopkins, Post, 
Houk, Pugsley, 
y. Quackenbush, 
aon tee Rendalt 
owa i 
Ketcham, Ray, 
any —— Iowa 
napp, urn, 
7, Rife, 
La Follette, Rockwell, 
NAY—0. 

NOT VOTING—173. 
Brosius, Catchings, 
Brower, Chipman, 
Brown, J. B. Clancy, 
Browne, T. M. Clarke, Ala. 
Browne, Va. Clements, 

ner, Clunie, 
Buchanan, Va. Cobb, 
Buckalew, Connell, 
Bullock, Cooper, Ind. 
Bunn, Cooper, Ohio 
Butterworth, Cothran, 
Bynum, Covert, 
Cam I Cowles, 

‘ Ga. Crain. 

Carlton, Cr >, 
Caruth, Cu. « rson, Tex. 


Rowell, 

Russell, 

Sawyer, 

Scranton, 

Scull, 

Sherman, 

Simonds, 

Smith, fil. i 
Smith, W. Va. | 
Smyser, ‘ 
Snider, 
Spooner, , 
Stephenson, f 


Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 


Thomas, 
‘Thompson, 


ae ae 
ownsen 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 

Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 

Wade, 

Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 


Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright. 








re 


senna 
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Flower, Magner, Parrett, ; 
Forman, Maish, Paynter, Stump, 
Forney, Mansur, Peel, Sweney, 
Fowler, Martin, Ind, Penington, Tarsney, 
Geissenhainer, Martin, Tex. Perry, ri 
Gibson, McAdoo, Peters, Tr acey, 
Good night, McCarthy, Phelan, Tu 
Grimes, McClammy, Pierce, rT 
Hansbrough McCiclian, Price, Purner, 
Hare, MeCord, Quinn, Vaux, 
Hatch, McCortnick, Keilly, Ver able 
Hayes, McCreary, Richardson, Washing 
Haynes, McKenna, Robertson Wheele: 
Heard, MeMillin Rogers, W tis 
Hem phill, McRae, Rowland, Whitt 
Henderson, N.C. Milliken Rusk \V 
Herbert, Mills, Sanford W 
Holman, Montgomery, Sayers, Wil 
Hooker, Moore, Tex. Seney, W 

Kerr, Pa. Morgan, Shively, Williams 
Kilgore, Mutchler, Skinner, Wilson, 
Lane, Norton, Spinola, Wilso 
Lanham, Oates, Springer, Wils 
Lawler, O’Ferrall, Stahlnecker, Yardley 
Lee, O’ Neall, Ind. Stewart, Ga. Yoder. 
Lester, Ga O' Neil, Mass. Stewart, Tex. 

Lester, Va. Outhwaite, Stockdale, 

Lewis, Owens, Ohio Stone, Ky. 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Wrie@nt with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WADE with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLUNTE. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILson, of Missonri. 
Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr, TUCKER 

Mr. Buiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. McKINLey with Mr. MILtLs. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. Fintey with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 


Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 


Mr. Wrison, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 
Mr. THOMAS M. BRowNE with Mr. Rogers. 
Mr. Perers with Mr. MANsSUR. 

Mr. Brosius with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. Preece. 


Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biacas (except bankruptcy and national- 


bank legislation). 
The vote was recapitulated, 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will announce the names of those pres- 


ent and not voting. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Brower, Mr. Beowne of Virginia, Mr. CaATCHINGS, Mr. Cooper of Ohio, 
Mr. De Haves, Mr. McCorp, Mr. McKenna, Mr. O’FERRALL, Mr. SANFORD, 


Mr. YARpury, and Mr. Speaker Reep. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 152 
are none. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. No quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

The question was put. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Division. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I make the point that the motion for a 
division is dilatory. Any one can see there is but one person on the 
Democratic side, and if any motion is dilatory I think the motion for 


@ division in this case is clearly so. 
A call of the House was ordered, 


The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer: 


Stone, Mo. 


Turner, Ga, 









and the nays 


Lanham, 
Lawler, 


Lester, Ga 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Magner, 


Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 


Abbott, Campbell, Elliott, Lane 
Alderson Candler, Ga Ellis, 

Allen, Miss Candler, Mass. Enloe, 

Anderson, Miss. Carlton, Ewart, Lee, 
Andrew, Caruth, Finley, 

Bankivead Catchings Fitch, 

Barnes, Chipman, Pithian, 

Barwic. Claney, Flower 

Beck with, Clarke, Ala Forman, Maish, 
Bigs. Clements, Forney. 

Blanchard, Clunie, Fowler, 

Bland, Cobb, Geissenhainer, 

Blount, Connell, Gibson 


Boatner 
Breckinridge, 
Brickner 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brown, J.B 
Browne, T. M. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 


f 


Cooper, Ind. 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 

Crisp, 


Culberson, Tex. 


Cummings, 
Dargan, 
Davidson 
Dibble. 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 


Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 

Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, N.C. 


Herbert, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Kerr, Pa, 
Kilgore, 


Martin, Ter. 


McClammy, 


McCormick, 


Montgomery 
Moore, Tex. 


| orxeatl, Ina 
O'Neil. Mase 
hu site 
iw s Ob 
Parre 
Pa 
| Pe 
| re 
j 
i 2 
| pi, 
Vr 
ly 
I ri 
€ : WwW I 
BECI 
Mr. O'NI 
iined a 
message I 


that the Senatk 


bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 


bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
pension-roll ; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


ee ere ee 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


. 0521) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances 


tionary pension 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daug! 
James Cannon, late of Company D, Ons 


LO319 


_ 
Richardac Wheeler, A 
rt rtson Ky Wh ' 

i ra “ Vi h 
Row $ vi 
i ~ \ 
1 \ 
aye 
\b 
i 
) ( { i 
( t 
AT 
i 1 i i 
{ ] y M e 1 
s home on a ( nl 
1} Af RON iil EN 
+} S 5 1 -4 

rom the if {r. M 1K, 1 

had 1 without ndment bil of the 


1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. k. D 
¥ Kay l . e 
. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley 


2317) granting a pension to Anna McCreary 
2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman 
. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock 


. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Eb« 
. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. G 


. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes 


. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James 
. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes 


5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Smail upon the 


i atcher 
5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix 
. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa bark 
. 6349) increasing the pension of Mary Snead, a Revolu 
er 
7463) for the relief of Lawrence M. Caftlin 
. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn 
7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon 
7718) granting a pension to Thomas Evan 


ter ¢ 


hundred and twenty-fifth Re 


ment New York Volunteers: 








A bill (H. R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs. Lillis Ot 
A bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John ¢ 
A bill (H. R. 7917 ranting an increase of pension to ] a ‘ 
pensioner of the war of 1812 
A bill (H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John | eed, Jat 
lientenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth ] it | 
Volunteers 
bill CH. 8028) for the 1 el « und i! 
A bill (H. S16 t L pen to W. W ‘ 
A bill (H. SY t ‘ to M | 
| Simon 
A bill H. 8234 ion to Cathari: Lawren 
A bill (Hf. 8500 ou John A lersor 
A bill (H. R381) to in pension of Asenath Turner ‘ 
Revolutionary pension 
A bill (H. S473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley 
{ bill (CH. 640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell 
A bill (H. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jans 
| nell; 
A bill (H, g increa r th sion é M. M om 
A bill (H. 9054 nting 4 pen i to> i MeCorn 
i A bill (H. 084) granting a pe ) Sto 
\ A bill (H. 9] r the 4" 1 W d. fo lv a 
private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio \V tee! 
: A bill H, { rat nu | Isl 0 Lewis W. Bloom of Etna 
| Kans. 
} A bill ( H. 9°70 ting 1 Ine of pension to ¢ 1 a 
| born: 
' 
' A bill (H. YOR ! t per ntoJo cudder 
A hi 1 (HH. 9 i ‘ oi pension to John G. Boss: 
| A bi H. 31 pension to Mar M. Clements 
| A bill (H 937 f Fanny A. Putney 
A b HH. ranting an increase of pension to Mrs. Cathe 
rine Edmands 
A bill (H. 940 intipg an increase of pension to Michael Haz 
| sain 
A bill (H 952! t 


A bill (H. 
Braman; 
A bill (H 


. 9666) grantin 


929) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark; 
¥ an increase of pension to Ransom F, 


. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; 
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A bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker; 

A bill (H. R, 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain; 

A bill CH. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to P. rentiss M. 
Fogle r 

A bill (H. R, 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. 
McCreery ; 

A bill (H, R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; 





A bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 
A bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- 
ton; 


A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash; 

A bill (H. R, 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed; 

A bill (H, R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; 

A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs, Maria L. McCulloh; 

A bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 

A bill (H, R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H, Vos- 
burgh; 

A bill (H, R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; 

A bill (H, R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice; 

A bill (H,. R, 11075) for the relief of John B, Roper; 

A bill (H. R, 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson; 

A bill (H, R, 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A, W, Ackley; 

A bill (H, R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H, R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum; and 

A bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs, Clementine Fink. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. Bliss; 

A bill (S. 2086) to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry; 

A bill (S. 3332) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce; 

A bill (S, 3988) granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers; and 

A bill ‘s 4243) granting an increase of pension toGurden L. W right. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence ot the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins; 

A bill (S. 925) extending the privileges of the free delivery of mails; 

A bill (S. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson; 

A bill (8. 1808) for the relief of William W. Webb; 

A bill (S. 2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known as the 
Petrel; : 

A bill (S. 2944) for the erection of a public building at Fergus Falls, 
Minn. ; 

A bill (8. 3106) appropriating $50,000 for improving the public road 
in Alexandria County, State of Virginia, connecting the Chain, Aque- 
duct, and Long Bridges, and running in front of the Arlington Na- 
tional Cemetery ; 

A bill (S. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence; 

\ bill (S. 3529) regulating the fees and emoluments of district at- 
torneys, marshals, and clerks in the States of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, 
Montana, Washington, North Dakota, and Wyoming; 

A bill (S. 3744) to provide additional lights on the navigable chan- 
nels of Puget Sound and the rivers tributary thereto in the State of 
Washington; 

A bill (S. 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso; 

A bill (S. 4122) to regulate the confinement of prisoners sentenced by 
courts created under treaties and laws of the United States in certain 
cases; 

A bill (S. 4175) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
the indebtedness to the Government of the Sioux City and Pacific Rail- 
road Company; 

A bill (8. 4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and di- 
minished reserve lands in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. 4258) releasing the right, title, and interest of the United 
States to the piece or parcel of land known as the ‘‘Cuartel’’ lot to 
the city of Monterey, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn; and 

A bill (S. 4388) granting a right of way on Fort Douglas military 
reservation in the Territory of Utah. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it, 

Several members called for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 81 an 43. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I call for the yeas and na 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 85, nays 70, not vot- 
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ing 170; as follows: 


YEAS—85. 
Anderson,Kans. Outcheon, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Arnold, Darlington, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Atkinson,W. Va. DeHaven, Miles, Stockbridge, 
Bartine, Dingley, Moffitt, Taylor, E. B. 
Bayne, Dolliver, Morrow, Taylor, Il. 
Beckwith, Dorsey, Morse, Taylor, J. D. 
Belden, Plick, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn. 
Belknap, Flood, Osborne, Thomas, 
Bingham, Frank, Owen, Ind. Thompson, 
Bliss, Funston, Payne, Townsend, Colo, 
Boothman, Gear, Perkins, Vandever, 
Boutelle, Gest, Pickler, Van Schaick, 
Brower, Gifford, Pugsley, Waddill, 
Burton, Grout, Quackenbush, Wallace, Mass. 
Caldwell, Henderson, Iowa Raines, Wallace, N. Y. 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Randall, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cannon, Hill, Ray, Williams, Ohio 
Cheadle, Kinsey, Rockwell, Wilson, Wash. 
Clark, Wis, Laidlaw, Rowell, Wright. 
cages, Lansing, Smith, Il. 
Coleman, Laws, Smith, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ohio Lehlbach, Spooner, 

NAYS—70. 
Adams, Dunnell, Lacey, Reyburn, 
Allen, Mich, Evans, La Follette, Rife, 
Atkinson, Pa. Farquhar, Lind, Russell, 
Baker, Featherston, Lodge, Sanford, 
Banks, Greenhalge, Mason, Scranton, 
Bergen, Grosvenor, McComas, Seull, 
Bowden, Hall, McCord, Sherman, 
Brewer, Harmer, McDufiie, Simonds, 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Moore, N. H. Smyser, 
Carter, Henderson, Il, More Snider, 
Caswell, Hitt, Morrill, Stivers, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Mudd, Struble, 
Comstock, Houk, Nute, Townsend, Pa 
Conger, Kelley, O'Donnell, Turner, Kans. 
Craig, Kennedy, O'Neill, Pa. Walker, 
Culbertson, Pa, Kerr, lowa Payson, Wickham. 
Daizell, Ketcham, Post, 
De Lano, Knapp, Reed, Iowa 

NOT VOTING—I70. 

Abbuitt, Cowles, Lee, Rogers, 
Alderson, Crain, Lester, Ga. Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, Lester, Va. Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Sawyer, 
Andrew, Cummings, Magner, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Dargan, Maish, Seney, 
Barnes, Davidson, Mansur, Shively, 
Barwig, Dibble, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 
Biggs, Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Blanchard, Dockery, McAdoo, Springer, 
Bland, Dunphy, McCarthy, Stahinecker, 
Blount, Edmunds, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Elliott, McClellan, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Ellis, McCormick, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Enloe, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Ewart, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brosius, Finley, McRae, Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, Milliken, Sweney, 
Browne, T. M. Fithian, Mills, Tarsney, 
Browne, Va. Flower, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Brunner, Forman, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, Morgan, Tucker, 
Buckalew, Fowler, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Bullock, Goodnight, Norton, Turner, N, Y. 
Bunn, Gibson, Oates, Vaux, 
Burrows, Geissenhainer, O’Ferrall, Venable, 
Butterworth, Grimes, O’Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Bynum, Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass. Washington, 
Campbell, \ Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala. 
Candler, Ga. Hatch, Owens, Ohio Whiting, 
Carlton, Hayes, Parrett, Whitthorne, 
Caruth, oa Paynter, Wike, 
Catchings, Peel, Wiley, 
Chipman, Hem Ser Shill, Penington, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, rson, N Perry, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Herbect Peters, Williams, Ill. 
Clements, Holman, Phelan, Wilson, Ky. 
Clunie, Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Kerr, Pa. Price, Wilson, W. Va. 
Connell, re, uinn, Yardley, 
Cooper, Ind. Tane, illy, Yoder. 
Cothran, Lan s Richardson, 
Covert, Lawler, Robertson, 
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The following additional pair was announced: 


a al 


Mr. Linp with Mr. Prerce until further notice. 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded; and 
the House accordingly (at 1.15 p. m.) adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to report an additional) 
rule, to be known as Rule XLVI: 
“Rote XLVI. 


** Contempt of the House.—When a call of the House discloses the presence of 
oman, any member absenting himself on the succeeding roll-call for the 
of breaking a quorum shall be arraigned at the bar of the House and 

fined in in a sum not exceeding $500;’ 


to the Committee on Rules, 





1890. 





By Mr. COLEMAN: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested, 
if not incompatible with the public interests, to furnish to this House a state- 
ment of all moneys and funds received and collected from occupiers, owners 
lessees, or agents of certain tenements in the city of New Orleans, and of cer 
tain plantations in the State of Louisiana, seized by authorities of the United 
States during the years 1862, 1963, 1864, 1865, by Capt. John McClure, assistant 
quartermaster United States Army, or by Beujamin F. Flanders, then supery 
ing specia! agent of the Treasury Department, and by them transmitted to the 
Treasury Department at Washington, together with the names of the indiv 
uals from whom received, and the several amounts received.and also what, if 
any, disposition or disbursement of said sums has been made by the Depart- 
ment; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 373) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner 
of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 925) extending the privileges of the free delivery of mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

A bill (8.945) granting pensions to women who served as army 
nurses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 1111) to revive the grade of lieutenant-general in the army 
of the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1420) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Walter Sniffens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 
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A bill (S. 4211) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to 
purchase the equestrian painting of General Winfield Scott, now in the 


Corcoran Art Gallery, and painted by Troy—to the Committee on toe 
Library. 

. bill (S. 4258) rele ing the right itle, and interest of the | nited 

‘$tates to the piece or parcel of land known asthe ‘‘ Cuartel’’ Jot to the 
f Monterey, Cal.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn—to the Com 
mitte on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 438%) granting a rigt way on Fort. Douglas m ry 
reservation in the Territory of Utah—to the Committ tary 
Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 


A bill (S. 1808) for the relief of William W. Webb—to the Commit- | 


tee on Military Affairs. 


A bill (S. 1910) for the examination and allowance of certain awards | 
made by a board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Ken- | 
| of the Whole House. 
A bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price—to the Commit- | 
| sions, reported favorably the following bills ot the House; which were 
| severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 


tucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 


tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2340) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Colorado Springs, in the State of 
Colorado—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S, 2474) for therelief of Charles N. Felton, fermerly assistant 
treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 


A bill (S. 2538) for the relief of the legal representativesof Nicholas | 


J. Bigley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2944) for the erection of a public building at Fergus Falls, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3106) appropriating $50,000 for improving the public road 
in Alexandria County, State of Virginia, connecting the Chain, Aque- 
duct, and Long Bridges, and runningin front of the Arlington National 
Cemetery —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3461) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 3643) to provide tor the building of a memorial structure 
at Marietta, Ohio, commemorative of the settlement of the Northwest- 
ern Territory—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 3744) to provide additional lights on the navigable chan- 
nels of Puget Sound and the rivers tributary thereto in the State of 
Washington—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3893) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Nevada, in the State of Missouri—to 
the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3899) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Joplin, in the State of Missouri—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 4096) for the relief of William W. Burns-—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4122) to regulate the confinement of prisoners sentenced 
by courts created under treaties and laws of the United States in cer- 
tain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


the United States, as the same is detined in section 709 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to include the judgments and decrees of 
the highest courts of the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, Choctaw, and 
Chickasaw tribes of Indians, respectively—to the Committee on the Ju- 


digiary. 

a bill (S. 4156) for the protection of trees and other growth on the 
public domain from destruction by fire—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 


to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
Mr. ANDREW, fromthe Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 


referred 2 memorial trom the Indiana Yearly Meeting of Friends, asking 
co-operation by the United States Congress with other powers ayainst 
the slave trade in Africa, reported the same favorably: which, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 3134), was referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported tavorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 7147) granting a pension to B. Jones. ae- 
companied by a- report (No. —to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Com 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 9950) granting a pension to B. §. 
3136. ) 

A bill (H. R. 12013) to pension John D. Bagley. Report No. 3137. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with amend 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 10873) to increase the pension of 
Robert Hall, accompanied by a report (No. 3138)—to the Committee 


9105 
3135 


Roan. (Report No 


Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 


A bill (H. R. 9575 
Report No. 3139. ) 

A bill (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter, 
No. 3140. ) 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H,. R, 11925 
increasing the pension of William L. Horn, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3141)—to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. GROUT, trom the Committee on the District of Columbia, re 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2884) to prevent the spread 
of scarlet fever and diphtheria in the District of Columbia, accompanied 
by a report (No, 3142)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, trom the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11792) for the relief of Denis 
Kelly, accompanied by a report (No. 3143)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3861) pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building at the city of Battle Creek, 
Mich., accompanied by a report (No. 3144)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, from the Committee on Naval A ffairs, 
reported favorably the following bills of the House; which were seve: 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


granting a pension to Dr. Francis Lambert 


Report 


A bill (H. R. 11996) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record ot John Cassidy. (Report No. 3145.) 

A bill (H. R. 1840) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser. Report No. 
3146. ) 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was 
referred the memorial of delegates of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nation of Indians in regard to their claim to lands lying between the 
ninety-eighth and one hundredth meridians west longitude, known as 
the leased district, situate in the Indian Territory, reported a bil] (H.R 
12106) to fully execute article 3 of the treaty between the United State 


|} and the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nationsof Indians, concluded on the 


A bill (S. 4138) to extend the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of | 


A bill (S. 4164) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, de- | 


ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


X XI——646 


: 


28th day of April, 1866; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a 
report ( No. 3147), referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, a bill of the following title was 
duced, read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R, 12105) granting a charter to th: 
Woman’s National Press Association of the United States— 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


intro 


to the Com- 

















a are eae ee ee 
en ait eeegheaemens marke otha ch eile 
. — ~" — = — ae 


hector he et elytra 
—~ PS ES ee ee 


Fi 





10322 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
by Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12107) for the relief of Thomas 


Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 12108) for the relief of George Con- 
way—to the Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. SHIVELY: A bill(H. 8. 12109) granting a pension to James 
©. Wattleworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bili (H. R.12110) for the relief of William 
Mitchell—to the Committee on War Claims 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the soldiers and sailors of Jo Daviess 
County, Illinois, in tavor of removing the remains of General Grant 
to his old home at Galena, I)].—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of 1,200 citizens of California, for the 
enactment of such laws as will prevent the further landing of immi- 
grants upon our shores—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Resolutions adopted by the New 
England Conterence of the Methodist Episcopal Church for Federal aid 
of tree public schools—to the Committee on Education. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial signed by a large number of cit- 
izens of Salina, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of any bank- 
ruptey bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Little Rock (Ark, ) Post- 
Office Clerks’ Association, favoring the passage of House bill 10086, 
granting clerks in first and second class post-oflices an annual vacation 
of fifteen days; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE presented a petition of the Fruitland Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 36, of Whitehall, Mich., praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of Webster Alliance, No. 11, of 
Otter Vale, Wis., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


99 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2047) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone; 

A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs; and 

A bill (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pension to E. T. Hanlon. 

Mr. SAWYER, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURP{E, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexan- 
der, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4131) granting to the county of Clallam, State ot 
Washington, certain public lands in trust, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R, 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich, re- 
ported it without amendment, and sabmitted a report thereon. 

He also from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


RELATIONS WITH CANADA, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
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lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be authorized 
to continue its investigations with all of the duties and powers authorized by 
the resolutions of the Senate relating to that committee of July 31, 1858, Decem- 


ber 6, 1888, and December 4, 1889, during the coming recess and the next session 
of the Senate. 


THE ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted bythe Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
BLAIR] on August 29, 1890, to report it with amendments; and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as proposed to be amended 
will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the expense of reporting the hearings given by the Committee 
on Education and Labor on the joint resolution (S. R.2) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic iiquors be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ments of the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


SALE OF USELESS OR DAMAGED PROPERTY OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to sell at public auction, for cash,such useless or damaged property in his 
charge as the mmittee on Contingent Expenses of the Senate shall decide 
ought to be sold; and that he pay the amount received therefrom into the 
Treasury of the United States. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4417) granting a pension to George 
B. Edgar; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4418) for the relief of Thomas F. 
Rowland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4419) to establish a life-saving 
station at Heron Island, Maine; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a join resolution (S, R. 126) pro- 
viding for the distribution and sale of the United States Statutes by 
the Secretary of the Interior; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying letter of the Attorney-General, referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 127) providing for 
the erection in the District of Columbia of a suitable memorial build- 
ing, in the vault of whichshall be placed the mortal remains of Ulysses 
S. Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], coming over 
from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PLUMB, as follows: 

Whereas certain statements made in the memorial of the Woman's Nationa! 
Industrial League of America for the protection of women and children em- 

loyed in the mills and factories throughout the United States, and presented 


n the Senate on September 3, 1890, demand that the truth or falsity of these 
statements be known: Therefore, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to inves- 
tigate these charges. 
hat said committee shall have power to send for papers and persons, take 
testimony under oath, and report the results of this investigation to the Senate 
at the earliest practicable moment in December next. 
That the expenses of said committee shall be paid out of the funds of the con- 


tingent expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I understand the resolution—I have not read 
it—it authorizes a committee to be appointed by the Senate to inves- 
tigate into matters which fall clearly within the jurisdiction of every 
State. What right have we to go around by a committee to examine 
into what occurs in workshops, etc.? Each State has supreme contro! 
ot ail police regulations, certainly of all matters affecting the morals, 
cleanliness, good order, and happiness of its people. I do not know of 
any example of this kind. Perhaps there may be some in our history. 

r. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be again read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, let it be read again. I think the attention 

of Senators has not been called to it. It is not to inquire into public 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chiet Clerk read the resolution. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does seem to me that to authorize a committee 
of this body, which is generally regarded as the most dignified and im- 
portant political body in the country, to go and visit the various work- 


shops and places throughout the country under the jurisdiction of the | 


States—for instance, to go to the city of New York and see the con- 
dition of the buildings in which people employed onder State laws 
are working day by day, to examine into complaints that might be 
made ayainst local officers, police wardens, etc.—would be rather an ex- 
traordinary business, Itstrikes me, therefore, that the resolution ought 
hot to pass. Ss a 

Mr. INGALLS. We can not vote intelligently on this subject until 
we know what the statements made in the memorial are. I have not 
heard that read. It may be that they arematerial. TheSenator from 
Ohio perhaps has read the memorial, and is therefore better instructed 
than [ am. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not, but I should like to hear it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly if the resolution is to pass we ought to 
know what the allegations are on which the action of the Senate is in- 
vited. I therefore ask that the memorial may be read. 


Mr. PLUMB. .The memorial was printed some days ago, and is 


among the public docaments of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not happen to have the good fortune to see if. 

Mr. FRYE. The resolution goes to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses under the rules. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The resolution ought to be referred to some com- 
mittee. I do not know what would be the appropriate committee. 

Mr. FRYE. It must go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Bat still I think it ought to be referred to some 
committee having charge of some matters that are brought in ques- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the reading of the memorial that we 
may know what we are acting upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read, if there be no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Memorial of the Woman’s National Industrial League of America for the pro- 
tection of women and children employed in the mills and factories through- 
out the United States. ° 


The Woman's National Industrial League of America, having carefully 
watched the tariff debates in the United States Senate, and having from otrown 
observation and experience obtained facts which corroborate the statements 
made by several Senators, respectfully submit the following memorial: 

Evidently the intended protection liberally bestowed by the House and Sen- 
ate does not protect labor, but is only fruitful to the inanufacturers in this coun- 


omen and children of tender age are virtually the slaves of powerful cor- 
porations. 

In the cotton and woolen mills of Pennsylvania, New York, and the New 
England States women and children work at from 35 to 75 cents a day; their 
day's work consists of ten hours; hence at from 3} to 7} cents per hour. 

According to the census of Massachusetts of 1555, 23 per cent. of all persons 
employed in the cotton and wovlen mills receive only $2.10 to $4.50 per week, 
—— to from two to three looms each; while in Great Britain they have 
charge of from one to two looms only. 

Families in these aforementioned States falsify the entries in their family 
Bibles so as to enable them to put their children earlier to work than the law 
permite, being unfortunately forced to resort to these means in order to be able 
to meet current living expenses. 

The ose of the Woman's National League was appointed by the chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor to investigate the status 
of the working women in this country, and has also for years past carefully 
watched the abuses of these corporations, and from actual facts and statistics 
gathered —— to your honorable body for protection to these unfortunate 
women and children. 

Immediately after the passage of the tariff in the House on May 21 last, when 
a bountiful provision of an advance of 50 per cent. on the ad valorem duty was 
granted to the cloak manufacturers, they, on the 5th day of June, notified their 
women workers that their wages would be reduced 25 percent. Receiving 
the mselves a further protection of 50 per cent. on the ad valorem duty, yet re- 
ducing in turn their women wage-workers’ pittance to a further reduction of 
od cent., seems like grinning mockery and wanton cruelty. 

e silk weavers of Bethlehem, Pa., have been notified by their employers 
that a reduction of 40 per cent. of their wages has been decided upon ; they, for 
self-preservation, had to strike. 

These silk-ribbon manufacturers have also been liberally provided for with 
an advance of 2u per cent. by the House and Senate on their goods, Receivinga 
bounty of 20 per cent. extra, and asking their white slaves to contribute from 
their already scant wages 40 per cent., seems almost inhuman. 

Your memorialists also respectfully submit to you that women in New York 

y are making boys’ jackets for 15 cents each (in fact, a whole jacket for the 
price of two loaves of bread); a pair of pants for 12 cents each. 

Women finishers in the woolen wills in Pennsylvania, according to Pennsy!- 
vania annual report of the secretary of internal uffairs for 1883, receive only 45 
cents a day (not girls, but full-grown women); women spinners, 71 cents per 
day; women — from 42 to 64 cen‘s per day; women weavers, 40 to #0 
cents pe~ day, the latter to experts only. 

In the knit-goods factories women (not girls) receive 55 cents per day for 
winding spools; women spinners, 50 cents per day; yarn twisters, 63 cents per 
oe: yarn spinners, 66 cents per day; reelers, 65 cents per day. 

irls at work in Pennsylvania in the shoe and boot factories receive 3) cents 


per day. 
In the textile fabric factories the women spinners and spoolers receive from 


47 cents to 55 cents per day, and the winders 66 cents per day, while the dress- 
ers of woven textiles get only 43 cents per day. 


According to the chief of the bureau of statistics of labor in Massachusetts, | 


in his twentieth annual report, for 1890, on page 570, he states ‘hat 391 female 
children from ten to thirteen years are employed in the factories of Massachu- 
setts, and that 69,807 girls of the age from fourteen to nineteen years are doing 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| Mr. FRYE, 


law. 
vestigate and to see whether the law is being complied with or being 


10323 


Considering that out of the 114,223 girls of the age between four- 
teen and nineteen years in the whole State of Massachusetts 69,807 girls are fac- 
tory girls, or over 61 per cent. of the whole girl population of that age, it seems 
almost ineredible but for the facts presented in that official report. 

In volume 2, page 215, of 1885 the following 








factory work. 


the Massachusetts census for 


Startling confession ig recorded ‘During the year ending June 30, 185, 15,538 
women were furnished with work at home, and the amount paid to these 
women for the whole year was $514,362,” or at the average of $53.10 a year of 
three hundred and twelve working days, equal to 103 c« s per day. 
All this respectfully submitted, and, earnest y asking for relief, your memo 
rialisis will ever pray 
CHARLOTTE SMITH, Pre i 
CATHERINE BERGEN, Se far 
Wasnineton, D.C., Sepler ¢ ” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senate. with 
reference to the disposition of the resolution ? 
Mr. FRYE. Under the rule it goes to the Committee on ( went 
Expenses, 
Mr. PLUMB. I do not sounderstandit, Mr. President. I of course 


defer to the Senator’s better recollection of the rule, but I am quite 
sure that it is not the uniform practice tosend a resolution of this kind 
to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 
It provides for the payment of thee ‘pense ofthe com 
mittee out ot the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand, but if it is to be referred it should be 


| referred to a committee, it seems to me, having in charge, not the mere 


scrip of the Senate, but the general subject which is covered by the 
resolution. 

I only want to say in regard to this matter that it seems to be en- 
tirely within the scope of the jurisdiction of the Senate. Itis just what 
we are doing through the agency of the Government by the Labor Bu 
reau. It might be objected that we were creating a new source of in 
vestigation when we might make use of the old one, but that some 
thing of this kind might properly be done, especially in view of the 
allegations made, there does not seem to me to be any doubt. 

If the chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, whe is 
present, whose committee is mentioned in the resolution as the proper 
agency of investigation, should prefer to have the resolution go to that 
committee to ascertain whether it is proper to recommend the investi 
gation to be had, I should not object to that. 

After that has been determined upon, then I can conceive how the 
agency of the Committee on Contingent Expenses might come in for 
the purpose of ascertaining if the necessary money is in the contingent 
fund; but I do not conceive that the judgment of that committee would 
be material to the Senate in determining whether the investigation 
ought to be had, because if there be no money for the contingent ex 
penses the Senate has a way of providing funds, 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am not willing to let this resolution 
and memorial pass from the present consideration of the Senate with 
out saying one word with reference to the imputations made in the 
memorial with regard to the State which I have the honor in part to 
| represent. I did not see that anything was said particularly about 
| Connecticut, but it was classed with the New England States as being 

one of the States in which child labor was employed and improperly 
worked. 

This matter has received a great deal of attentionin Connecticut, 

and our statutes upon the subject are very stringent, so much so that 
no child may be employed in any factory in Connecticut under thirteen 
years of age. Between thirteen and fourteen years of age children 
may not be employed unless they are sent to school twelve weeks or 
sixty school days of the year. They may be employed for the other 
| portion of the year. From fourteen to sixteen they may not be em 
ployed more than ten hours in the day, and severe penalties are pro- 
vided for any manufacturing establishment which shall violate this 
| It is provided that agents shall be appointed by the State to in 


violated. 
Connecticut has been appointed as an agent for this purpose. 
makes it his business each year to visit all the 
and see whether there are any violations of th: 
an annual report. 
I have, therefore, felt that it was my duty to say that this was not 
a subject which had not received the attention of the State I have the 
honor of representing in part. I believe that, so far as the stricture 
contained in the memorial are concerned, they do not in any respe 
apply to the State of Connecticut. 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, so far as there is any allegation or in- 
sinuation in this paper that the employés of factories in Massachusetts 
are not receiving adequate compensation or fair compensation when 
compared with the compensation paid for like labor in other countries, 
Massachusetts welcomes the most thorough investigation. She has 
| Spread out before the country year after year, with the feeling that it 
| was commendable, the example which she has set in paying compen- 
| sation to those she emplovs in her factories at such rate as to enal)l 
| them to lay up in her savings-banks more money than is in the ‘Treas 

ury of the United States atthismoment. Theretore there is no method 
of investigation to which those who signed this memorial may invite 
Congress which she will not welcome and to which she will not fur- 
nish every facility for reaching those most poorly paid and clad in all 
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her borders, that she may herself take hold of the work and bring 
them up to a higher and better level. 


The absurdities in this paper are so glaring that their origin can not 
j 


be mistaken. There is an assertion here that 15,538 women are em- 
ployed in Massachusetts at 10} centsaday. There is no such false- 
hood so glaring ever stated by the enemies of the home employment 
of the people of Massachusetts equal to this. It is based on the 
fact that 15,535 women receive employment at home, are furnished 
with work at home, such as they can devote themselves to in addi- 
tion to their domestic duties, and the value of that work in a year 
amounts to $514,362, in the aggregate, and that, Mrs. Charlotte 
Smith says, goes to show that so many thousand women in Massachu- 





ours, at 10; cents per day... 

If this were worth an investigation, Mr. President, the people of 
Massachusetts would be glad of an opportunity to show up the condi- 
tion of every employé—man, woman, and child—in all her borders, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think that the daylight ought to be 
let into this question by every possible opening. In the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts we have acted on that theory, and nearly twenty 
years ago, at any rate—I can not give the exact date from memory— 
we established a bureau whose duty it was to take the labor statistics, 
and that burean has been either in the charge of persons who were 
specially devoted to what is called labor reform or such persons have 
been employed in the collection of the statistics, so that it would be 
quite sure that the trath as it seemed to them would be stated. I 
think there has never been a time when some person who was activel} 
opposed to the Kepublican party, which was the dominant party in 
that Commonwealth, has not been employed by the Commonwealth in 
the collection and statement of these labor statistics, so that full jus- 
tice should be done to that side of the question; and the reports of the 
chief of that bureau have been sometimes criticised by the manufact- 
urers and by the friends of the protective tariff as, in their desire to do 
justice, going too far sometimes in the deductions which were drawn of 
late years. Until he came here, Mr. Carroll D. Wright, whose statistics 
have been quoted very freely on the other side of the Chamber, was 
the head of that bureau, and this memorial makes extracts from the 
more recent reports of the present head of the bureau there. 

In addition to the constant annual supervision and inspection and re- 
port of the labor bureau, we have stringent laws against the employment 
of children in factories, against the employment ofany person more than 
a certain number of hours a day, and when the children get old enough 
to be employed our laws require that before they shall be employed they 
shall have attended school a certain number of monthsin the year, and 
an official is appointed for the special purpose of seeing that law strin- | 
gently enforced, That is in addition to many other laws for the benefit 
of laboring classes of the people; and, as my colleague has said, these | 
laboring classes have deposits in our savings-banks amounting now to 
more than $315,000,000, and there are some of our large manufactur- 
ing cities where the operatives in those cities could buy the whole city, 
the mill-plants, dwelling: houses, and everything else, by their savings- 
bank deposite. 

There does not need, so far as my own Commonwealth is concerned, 
this national instrumentality of research, but it may be that it would 
find some sources of information which the Census Bureau does not 
avail itself of, and it may be that the report would receive a public 
acquiescence and assent which the report of our home commission 
would not receive everywhere. It may be that there are other States 
in the Union where they have not the same domestic instrumentali- 
ties. So, for one, if this committee or any committee of the Senate is 
willing to undertake the duty of investigating this subject, I will 
cheerfully support any proposition to give them the power to pay the 
expenses, 

The policy of the protective tariff, as I understand it, is based upon 
the theory and the belief of its friends that the country can not pros- 
per, continue, and remain in substance a republic unless its laboring 
men, who constitute the large majority of its citizens, are in a condition 
of comfort, respectability, intelligence, and have leisure enough to en- 
able them to understand and deal with the government of the Common- 
wealth intelligently and to exercise the great function which in the 
last resort is theirs. And whatever agencies of Jabor or executive pow- 
ers we devise under the Constitution, in the last resort and finally, will 
be the result of this class of our citizens which must be recorded in cur 
legislation and which must control and govern the course of our bistory. 
So if this committee shall report any practical scheme of making this 
inquiry by national authority, by doing it themselves or otherwise, I 
shall welcome that report and shall support it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, if an intelligent stranger who had 
read the Constitution of the United States should happen to be sitting 
in the galleries and hearing this discussion, might he not very well in- 
quire whether this was a branch ofa State Legislature or a town meet- 
ing? Would he conclude that it was the Senate of the United States 
acting under the authority of the Constitution of the United States? 

I know it has been urged lately in argument here in the Senate of 
the United States that by Congressional legislation on the subject of 
the tariff we could regulate the price of commodities and of wages. 
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Are we to undertake now to take up the general subject of regulat- 
ing the wages of laborers—men, women, and children? That might 
seem to follow the other. But, surely, Mr. President, somewhere 
we must remember that this is the Senate of the United States acting 
under the Constitution of the United States, and we must inquire what 
authority we have over such a subject as this. Suppose that the facts 
alleged in this memorial should turn out to be true, what power has 
Congress to act upon the subject? Whatcanit do? Can it order the 
increase of the wages? Can it punish the employers? Can it do any 
act that would mitigate the condition of those wronged or punish the 
wrongdoers ? 

Mr. President, in view of the vast interests with which the Congress 
of the United States is required to deal under the Constitution, it seems 
to me we might content ourselves with limiting our action to those 
great subjects which we have a right to act upon and which it is our 
duty to act upon, and that we might assume that the people of the 
several States are capable of self-government; that they are capable of 
conducting their own affairs; that they are capable of managing their 
own domestic concerns. 

I do not know whether this resolution now before us is subject to 
objection. If it is, I shall object to proceeding further with it, but in 
any event it seems to me the Senate ought to have respect enough for 
itself to refuse either to refer the resolution or to appoint a committee 
of investigation on the subject proposed to be inquired into, 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I shall move the reference of the reso- 
lution myself to the Committee on Education and Labor. I did not 
design to take any part in the discussion, I do not know anything 
about the allegations which have been made, but representations were 
made to me from a source that seemed to be credible that verbal in- 
formation might be obtained as the result of this investigation which 
would be of great value. But I can not help noting the rather ex- 
traordinary position assumed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
who succeeded last year in getting a committee of the Senate to go to 
the State of Texas to investigate the subject of irrigation in that State, 
and, using his own language, I might inquire what benefit could have 
come from that investigation in view of the fact that the United States 
has not now and never did have an acre of land in that State, and con- 
sequently could not carry out a system of irrigation there, no matter 
what facts we might find as the result of the investigation; and yet 
the public money, at the instance of the Senator from Texas, was spent 
in Texas for that kind of investigation which is just as pertinent and 
certainly no more so than an inquiry with regard to the welfare of the 
State of Texas in respect to the rate of wages or any other question 
which might be supposed to be of more or less public interest, because 
it concerned citizens of the United States. 

I observe myself in regard to points of order in the Senate that every- 
thing is in order that the majority of the Senate want to do, and I have 


observed also that everything is constitutional when it involves an ex- 


penditure of money for the benefit of the locality which is interested, 
irrespective of the political creed of those who represent that locality 
on this floor. So Iam not very much concerned about the Constitution 
at the present moment, because I know it will get just that various in- 
terpretation. I know the Senators from Texas will vote for measures to 
distribute seeds to the needy people in that State whenever they can get 
a chance to do so, and I know they will vote to investigate the subject 
of irrigation and of artesian wells and underflow and everything of that 
kind in that State, to be paid for out of the Treasury, just as often as 
they can get the consent of Congress. 

I move the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. REAGAN, I wish to say a word in response to what has been 
said by the Senator from Kansas, The Senator assumes that I have 
proposed to violate the Constitution, and therefore that that absolves 
him from his oath, and that he can afford to do so because I have done 
so. Mr. President, the question of the investigation of the irrigation 
and reclamation of the arid lands of the United States was a great 
pubiic yuestion of much national concern. Much of the land to be 
looked to was in the Territories, and not in the States, but some of it 
was in the States. The question of making appropriations for exper- 
imental wells was not new to Congress, and it was not proposed by 
me, though I have not opposed it in former Congresses, as I remember, 
but it was not proposed by me and was not supported by me, but was 
by that Senator. 

The committee charged with the inquiry did make an investigation 
of the subject of irrigation at El Paso, Tex., where there was a great 
matter of international interest involved concerning a Territory of the 
United States as well as the territory of Texas—I mean the Territory 
of New Mexico. That investigation was as important and national in 
its character as any that I know of having been engaged in by either 
branch of Congress. 

I thought I would say this much in reply to the Senator, and I repeat 
that if I had done as the Senator supposed, if I had violated the : 
stitution, that would not be a good reason why he should do so, Such 
a suggestion is not an answer to the inquiry which I made as to where 
we get the power to act upon this subject. If the facts here alleged 
should turn out to be true, what can we do to relieve the oppressed, or 
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what can we do to punish the wrongdoers? What power have weover 
the subject? If we have no power over it, why should we occupy the 
time of the Senate and disgust the country by encouraging any such 
thing as this? 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the statute requires and provides that | 
no payment shall be made out of the contingent fund which has not | 


met the approval of the Committee on Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, and in consequence of that requirement of the statute the Senate 
adopted a rule, which is Rule XXV, for the appointment of standing 
committees, which provides: 

A Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
consist of three Senators, to which shall be referred al! resolutions directing 
the payment of money out of the contingent fund of the Senate, or creating a 
charge upon the same. 

Now, this resolution directs the Committee on Education and Labor 
to investigate a matter and provides that the cost of the investigation 
shall be paid out of the contingent-expense fund of the Senate. To 
be sure, the Senate is, as the Senator from Kansas says, a rule to it- 
self, but that standing rule can not, in my judgment, be overruled by 
a motion of the Senator from Kansas without having first given notice 
of a desire to change the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the custom of the Senate under the rule 
to be to refer such propositions as this, if they are to be referred at all, 
to the committee dealing with the general subject to which the propo- 


sition relates. That is, if this were to be an investigation relating to | 


the public lands, it would go to the Committee on Public Lands; if an 


investigation relating-to the Pension Office, to the Committee on Pen- | 


sions; if it required any reference at all, and such committee would 
determine whether the investigation was expedient and would deter- 
mine whether the resolution needed any change or alteration as to the 
manner of conducting the investigation, and then when it would come 
back it would be referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
under the statute. That would be the second reference. That would 


be merely for the purpose of determining whether it was a proper subject | 


for expenditure from the contingent fund and whether the contingent | wi{hout any compensation to them except the poor privilege of breath- 


fund was sufficient to bear the expense. 

Ido not understand that the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
conceives itself charged with the duty of inquiring into the expediency 
of certain investigations relating to the great subjects to which they 
belong. So, if the Senate has any doubt about this investigation or the 
method or the time of making it, it seems to me the resolution ought 


.to go first to the Committee on Education and Labor, and when they 


report it the Committee on Contingent Expenses will consider it in re- 
lation to the fund. 

As I see that the memorialist states that she is already employed by 
the Committee on Education and Labor to make this class of investiga- 
tions, I should like to ask’ the Senator from New Hampshire, the chair- 
man of that committee, what is the nature and character of that ap- 
pointment, and whether that expense is paid already out of the funds 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not know as to the power of a 
committee to make an appointment of this description or as to the ex- 
istence of an appointment of this description. 
been interested in this class of subjects, as possibly the Senate gen- 
erally understands. She has appeared before the committee, and fre- 
quently such matter as she brings before the committee is the subject 
of conversation; she makes inquiries, but she has no pecuniary rela- 
tion whatever to the Committee on Education and Labor of the Sen- 
ate, nor have they with Mrs. Smith. 

There is such a thing as human beings being interested in subjects- 
matter which relate to the welfare of mankind and of making occa- 
sional inquiry and collecting information interchangeably without its 
being the subject-matter of dollars and cents. 

Mr. COCKRELL. She isacting, then, as amicus curix of the com- 
mittee? : 

Mr. BLAIR. I think she isa friend of the committeeand also of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No doubt about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. And interested in the welfare of mankind. 

Mr. CO-KRELL. I see this memorial says: 

The pati of the Woman's National League was appointed by the chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor to investigate the status 
of the working-women in this country, and has also for years past carefully 

hered appeals Siiisiieas bonschia Dee} tor precaution to tease wndeotonnse 
Conran children. r r Si 


Mr. BLAIR, Mrs. Smith probably refers in what she saysin the first 
clause there to an investigation made some seven years ago, in which she 
was a witness and in which she was requested by the chairman of the 
committee in the prosecution of the inquiry to ascertain facts which 
were laid before the committee at that time. That, however, has long 


since passed, and as the Senator will see there is no logical connection | 


between her first assertion and the subsequent statement which she 
makes with reference to her having been in recent years employed in 
the collection ot facts and statistics, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
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ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senate a few days ago, on the 

| motion of the Senator from Kansas, voted in favor of a tariff commis- 


| Sion, an organized body, which I usppose of course will be under oath, 
at salaries of $7,000 a year, and I think there are to be seven of them, 
| whose business it is to be to make investigations of just such questions 
as these, if I understand what its business is to be. I have heard of 
no objection to that commission in the conference. I voted for it, very 
much to the dissatisfaction of some ot my political friends on this side 
of the Chamber. 

I believe it is a good establishment, and I wantit to havea fair swing 
at the tariff. Ido not like the Senator from Kansas, if that is his pur- 
pose, to begin to withdraw from the commission now, in advance, 
some of its necessary and proper labors and refer them to committees 
of Congress. I think the best thing we can do is to have this resolu- 
tion referred to the committee, and for the committee to hold on to it 
until we get a report from the conference committee on the tariff bill, 
and see whether or not they intend to sit down on that commission and 
d stroy it. I hope that they will not. 

I think it will be an admirable adjunct to the tariff that is expected 
to be enacted as a perpetuity, and by means of which I think we may 
be able to get valuable information about the workings of the tariff, 
and particularly in regard to matters like this where women and chil- 
dren are neglected because they have no votes. As this protest or rep- 
resentation makes apparent, they are neglected and thrown down to 
very low starvation wages and are really receiving a great deal of un- 
necessary abuse from their employers and masters, if the representa- 
tions are correct, and are suffering very much, If there is any human- 
ity in the human heart that looks towards the alleviation of the cares 
and toils and trials of labor, the first place we ought to address our 
attention to is to these poor sufferers who have no votes and can not 
therefore help either of the great political parties, and who are leit to 
worry and work along and earn money and wealth for their employers 


ing the breath of life, and that in a bad atmosphere. 
So I trust the Senator from Kansas will take that course and allow 


| his resolution to go to the committee, and I hope the committee will 


hold on to it until we see whether the conference committee on the 
tariff have got tired of his proposition or atraid to have a commission 
that will have a continual inspection of the workings of this new tariff 
system we are about to put upon the country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should be interested in hearing the report of any 
commission appointed by anybody anywhere in the United States to 
go to New England and visit our factories and our schools and our 
churches, and everywhere they choose, at proper times and hours, if 
they conduct themselves civilly, and I should be glad to hear what 
they have to say after they get through. ~ 

I do not think we haveanything to conceal or very much to be ashamed 
of in the history of our State; and as to a commission of this kind to 
inquire into the condition of the laboring classes, we have about one 
| hundred and fifty towns—I have forgotten how many, because we are 
adding a town or twoevery year—and we have two hundred and forty- 
nine members of the Legislature in the lower house—a very large Leg- 
islature for the size of the State, and twenty-four senators, There is 
a member of the Assembly for about every two thousand five hundred 
people. They will on an average very well represent the intelligence, 
sense, and humanity of the people. They have been passing laws on 
the subject from the time they were an infant colony, when the select- 
men of the town were looking out for children whose parents were neg- 
lecting them and had the right to bind them out to trades and see that 
they were sent to school. 

We have been regulating the hours of labor and punishing people 
| who employ children who had not been to school for a certain time; 
and our one hundred and fifty towns are governed in all matters relat- 
ing to pauperism and education and highways and a variety of such 
things by an executive body known as the board of selectmen, from 
three to seven, ali highly respectable and many of them elderly gentle- 
men, who are usually sort of fathers of the town and who know pretty 
much all about evervbody, and in the old-fashioned country, towns 
know every poor family and every vicious family. They are to look 
| outafter all these, and there area half dozen jurors, prosecuting officers, 
| and ten or fifteen justices of the peace that we select ourselves, and we 
have laws covering all imaginable points concerning the domestic life 
of the people. We have one hundred and fifty commissions such as 
this would be perpetually in session, created by an authority which 
has a right to create. 

Now, this most estimable lady says she has been for years stndying 
the social life of New England. . I think she has hardly had as much 
| time for it as I have, because she has been here about as steadily, as | 
have seen, in the city of Washington. Ido not think she knows of the 
condition of affairs there as well as the selectmen of the one hundred 
and fifty towns in the State. But if the Congress of the United States 
finds itself out of work and is so broadly and universally and minutely 
benevolent that it can not find enough to do in the great national and 
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international affairs of this countr 
I hope it will be cordially receive 
it has to say when it gets through. 

I do not think, strictly speaking, this is any of Congress's business, 
I do not think it can do anything in the premises. I think the tariff 
commission which has been spoken of has a direct relation to the reve- 
nue powers of Congress and the raising of taxes to support the Govern- 
ment, and if its inquiries go so far as to see how women and children 
are employed, all well and good. I can see some relation to our busi- 
ness in the work of the tariff commission, but I do not see any rela- 
tion in the work of this proposed commission; but at the same time I 
do not object to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This document, presented to the Senate under 
the sanction, I believe, of the distinguished Senator trom Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB], has some very remarkablestatements init. The distinguished 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has taken very strong ground that 
it would be in violation of the Constitution to make the inquiry here 
proposed or the investigation bere contemplated. Now, I desire to 
submit to that distinguished Senator that it grows immediately out of 
the statement in this memorial that— 

Immediately after the passage of the tariff in the House on May 21 last,when 
a bountiful provision of an advance of 50 per cent. on the ad valorem duty was 
granted to the cloak manufacturers, they, on the Sth day of June, notified their 
women workers that their wages would be reduced 25 per cent. Receiving 
themselves a further protection of 50 per cent on the ad valorem duty, yet re- 


ducing in turn their women wage-workers’ pittance to a further reduction of 
25 per cent., seems like grinning mockery and wanton cruelty. 


I appeal to the Senator from Texas, if Congress has the constitutional 
power to pass a tariff law and does pass a tariff law granting a high 
degree of protection to the cloak manufacturers and others, for the 
avowed and declared purpose of enabling them to pay higher wages to 
their workmen than they could otherwise pay and higher wages than 
is paid in foreign countries, and after they have received the benefit of 
this high protective tariff they turn around and rob their employés and 
grind them down into the very dust, helpless and dependent as they 
are, has Congress no power to grant relief in such cases. 

Mr. REAGAN. I merely suggest to the honorable Senator that I 
think it would be better for him to address his suggestion to these who 
favor the policy he is criticising and who voted forit. I neither fa- 
vored it nor voted for it, and even as to those who did so I suggest to the 
Senator that if there was an unconstitutional and unjust action that is 
no warrant for other unconstitutional and unjust action. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am not criticising the position 
of the Senator—not at all. Iam simply presenting this matter to him 
in the light in which it is before the Senate to-day, a practical com- 
mon-sense guestion. Here we have granted protection to these manu- 
facturers to the extent of 50 or 100 percent. We have by the bill only 
recently passed by the Senate increased the protective duties for what 
purpose? To enable them"to pay higher wages to their employés than 
they could pay without a protective tariff, and a higher rate of wages 
than is paid in foreign countries, to enable them to manufacture and 
nae upon the market products in competition with those produced 

y the pauper labor of the world, and now when that bill has not yet 
become a law we see what the protected manufacturers are doing. 

We learn that from the agent of the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Education and Labor, this president of the Woman’s 
National League, who has been gaining information for the benefit of 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and who has, if not by direct 
appointment, as she claims, yet certainly in conference and consultation 
with that committee, been making an investigation of these mattors. 
This is a very grave accusation to bring against New England, Penn- 
sylvania, and New York. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator answer me a question? What is his 
authority for designating this lady as the agent of the distinguished 
chairman of the committee ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because she says that— 


W. 9, 

of the Uonste Goummitienen Micantion ond Laver to tovectignie thonmtan of 
the working-women in this country. 

She was appointed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that there is no such ap- 
ae existing. Some years since, an investigation was ordered by 

Senate, which was made, and this lady was then as a wimess re- 

quested to ascertain facts, which she did obtain and which she stated 
to the committee. That matter is over, and there is no relation of the 
kind at the present time. This Jady, the Senator knows very well, is 
largely interested in humanitarian q and she is well informed; 
she is often in consultation, not alone with the members of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, bot with many other members of the 
Senate, ppon this general subject-matter, and undoubtedly these as- 
sertions which she makes here are to her well authenticated. I know 
nothing in regard to them, and I do not wish the Senator to base his 
proposition or his speech or the force of his suggestions upon such as- 
sumed relations as that these statements are made by this lady as the 
agent of the chairman or any member of the committee or of the whole 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not enter into a discussion of the ques- 


, and wants to go down and sce us, 
, and I shall be glad to know what 
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tion between the chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor 
and the president of the Woman’s National League as to the 

and authority conferred by the chairman upon her. She is able to 
take care of herself. I have read what she says in this printed memo- 
rial, which comes to the Senate under the sanction of the distinguished 
Senator, and she says: 

The president of the Woman's National League was a: 
man of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor to 
of the working-wumen of this country. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does she say when? 

Mr. COCKRELL. She does not say when, and she does not intimate 
that the appointment has ceased. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator goes on to garbie and misinform the Sen- 
ate from the document, unless they examine for themselves, as if what 
she states in this paper is upon authority or from the direction 
of the chairman or other members of the Committee on Education and 
Labor. She says no such thing, and | have pointed it out to the Sen- 
ator, and I ask him to construe the document according to its meaning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Permit me to say that the explanation which 
the Senator gives is not in here, I read it verbatim et literatim et punc- 
tuatim: 

The president of the Woman's National League was appointed by the chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor to investigate the status 
of the working-women in this country, and has also for years past carefully 
watched the abuses of these corporations, and from actual facts and statistics 
gathered appeals to your honorable body for protection to these unfortunate 
women and children. 

Not a word is said in this about her having been a witness before 
the Committee on Education and Labor six or seven years ago, and 
that being the only authority she had. I have read the whole thing. 
There is no garbling about it. It is plain English. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator submit to an interraption ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield to 
the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I say the Senator’s own reading does not justify him, 
for the lady herself does not assert that this memorial is in any sense 
the result of any appointment that she received from the Committee 
on Education and Labor, or its chairman. She says she was appointed, 
and I say that she was, as a witness, requested to obtain facts, and she 
did obtain them, of importance, years ago, in an investigation which 
took place in the year 1883. She alludes undoubtedly to that, and she 
does not undertake to claim that this memorial is in any way the re- 
sult of any agency or authority derived from the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senate is just as competent to 
determine what this language means as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire or myself, and as to the question of veracity and the question of 
power between the distinguished chairman ot the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor and the distinguished president of the Woman’s Na- 
tional League, I leave it to them to settle. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no question between them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, there is another strange 
thing in this memorial: 


In the cotton and woolen mills of Pennsylvania, New York, and the New 
England States women and children work at from 35 to 75 cents a day; their 
day’s work consists of ten hours; hence at from 3} to 7} cents per hour. 

fone ecording to the census of Massachusetts of 1845, 23 per cent. of all 
employed in the cotton and woolen mills receive only $2.10 to $4.50 per week, 
attending to from two to three looms each; while in Great Britain they have 
charge of from one to two looms only. 

Families in these cheempatiene’ | States falsify the entries in their family 
Bibles, so as to enable them to put their children earlier to work than the law 
permits, being unfortunately forced to resort to these means in order to be able 
to meet current living expenses. 


Are these facts in regard to those great New England States that the 
people of the United States have been accustomed to look to as great aud 
worthy exemplars in all that is upright and noble and honest and just 
and proper? Does this memorial contain iacts? Is it true that the 
highly protected manufacturers of the New England States have the 
iron heel upon the necks of their laboring people and compel fathers 
and mothers to falsify the record in the holy family Bible in regard to 
the birth of their children in order that they may put them to work 
at a tenderer age than the law allows? Is this the fruit of protection 
in New England? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit a question ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hate to be nelemenens but still I will yield. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not noticethe Senator's last remark about the 
fruit of protection, and all that sort of stuff, but as to the observations 
of this Smith, she may have heard of a case possibly, whereupon 
with the hasty generalization of some people she speaks of it as a habit. 
If it be, it is pretty strong evidence that somebody is watching those 
families to see that they do not employ children under age, and watch- 

them so closely that an occasional rd has to falsify the 
de record. The supervision is pretty close already, is it not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. eee Com punished for it? Are they not 
still, according to the testimony of the president of the Woman’s Na- 
tional League, working there under the deception practiced by the fal- 
sification of the family Bible record? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why, Mr. President, I am astonished that one of 


inted by the chair- 
nvestigate the status 
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the best men in this world, an able lawyer and an influential and val- 
uable Senator, will talk that kind of thing. Does he suppose that he 
could find with a lantern searching tor twenty years in New England 


in all probability a single case like that spoken of? I want him to be | 


on that commission. I think we ought on the whole to havethat com- 
mission; not for the good of our people, but for the education of for- 
ers and the people of the Northwest and South. “a 
fr. COCKRELL. A wonderful change has come over the spirit of 
the dream of the Senator, then. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— pe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, I shall have to yield. 

Mr. DAWES. So far as the State of Massachusetts is concerned, 
her Senators have already in the hearing of the Senator from Missouri 
made all the answer to what is in that paper that its source or its state- 
ments are entitled to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Dol understand the distinguished Senator from | 


Massachusetts to be casting a reflection upon the source from which 
this memorial comes? Is that what the Senator means? Does he mean 
that the source does not entitle it to any credence or consideration ? 

Mr. DAWES. I mean just this, that the Senators from Massachu- 
setts have made all the answer to everything that reflects upon Massa- 
chusetts that the seurce from which it comes or the character of the 
statement requires at their hands, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that; and what isit, Mr. President, 
but a direct reflection and an assertion here that the source is nota 
good one and the information is not correct? It is a direct reflection. 
Notonly that, but it is a reflection upon the Senator who has presented 
it here, indorsed it, and asked that it may be investigated. 

I leave this question, Mr. President, for them to decide. Here the 
charges are. They are made by the president of the Woman’s National 
League, who has had the honor of the confidence of the chairman of 
the Committee on Education and Labor to the extent of being employed 
by that committee in work, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator may put what interpreta- 
tion he pleases upon my statement. It is not for me to put his inter- 
pretation onit. ‘TheSenator, however, shall not forget that the Senators 
from Massachusetts said that they welcomed any investigation of any 
character that was honest and faithful and searching into the allega- 
tions or insinuations or statements in that paper, believing as they did 
that the result would show the utter groundJessness of it. That is what 
the Senators from Massachusetts stated. The Senator from Missouri 
will put such interpretation on it as he pleases; it stands on the record. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It stands there, Mr. President, and can only be 
interpreted as I have interpreted it. But here is a more grave charge, 
if possible: 

According to the chief of the bureau of statistics of labor in Massachusetts, 
in his twentieth annual report, for. 1890, on page 570, he states that 391 femaic 
children from ten to thirteen years are emploved in the factories of Massachu- 
setts, and that 69,307 girls of the age from fourteen to nineteen years are doing 
factory work. Considering that out of the 114,223 girls of the age between 
fourteen and nineteen years in the whole State of Massachusetts,69,807 girls are 
factory girls, or over 61 per cent of the whole girl population of that age, it 
seems almost incredible but for the facts presented in that official report. 

In volume 2, page 215, of the Massachusetts census for 1885, the following 
startling confession is recorded: ‘‘ During the year ending June 30, 1885, 15,538 
women were furnished with work at home, and the amount paid to these 
women for the whole year was $14,362,” or at the average of $33.10 a year of 
212 working days, equal to 103 cents per day. 


Ten and three-fifths cents per day for the laboring women of Massa- 
chusetts! 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 
Mr. COCKRELL. Wait amoment. We have heard of the laborers 
in India, Italy, and China, the pauper laborers of the world, receiving 


from 8 to 10 or 12} or 15cents per day, but we are left to the census of 


Massachusetts of 1885, as quoted by the distinguished president of the 
Woman’s National League, for the information that the women of 
Massachusetts receive 10} cents per day. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the document the Senator from Mis- 
souri has read does not say any such thing as what he states. The Sen- 
ator has been misled in the excitement of his speech. He complained 
of my colleague for a reflection on somebody. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Will the Senator let me read it again ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; I will give the opportunity in a moment. The 
most charitable thing that can be said about the Senator’s speech is 
that there is not the slightest indicatioh of reflection in it anywhere. 
No man who could have reflected a second would ever have made such 
an utterance, The census states that there are certain women in Mas- 
sachusetts who work in the mills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the quotation at all. If the Senator 
will permit me—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me make my statement. I will see that the Sen- 
ator has fall opportunity to say anything he wants to say before I get 
through. That census states that there are certain women who work in 
ee a ae Avoung not state the wages, 

women, however; but are engaged in regular, 
honest Then it says that there are certain other women 
whose work is sent to them at their homes. 
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Mr. REAGAN, 
cents per day. 
| Mr. HOAR. 


It does say that they receive from 35 cents to 75 
Never mind; that is something else. 

Those other women perhaps spend 99 percent. of the entire time in 
their household duties. They are mothers of families who take care 
| of their children and go out and visit theirneighbors. They get a lit- 
| tle spare time in the aiternoons, and they takein a job of binding shoes, 

Perhaps they spend an hour a week on it, perhaps they spend two hours 
| @ week on it, and perhaps they spend two hoursaday. The amount 

that the people who give these little scraps of their time to work, 
which they take in from out of doors, and the number of women is 
recorded, it is in the census; and the writer of this memorial puts the 
quotation marks, as the Senator will see, on the first line, at the top 
of the page, and then the writer remarks that that is at tl rage of 
$33.10 a year, or 10} cents a day. 
Now, suppose some good lady in Washington who isa deacon’s wife 
takes in a piece of work for a charitable fair, and she does it in an hour, 
| and sends it to the fair and gets a dollar for it, and that goes to foreign 
missions, or to the education of the Senators from Missouri, or any 
| other charitable object that you can conceive. It would be just as 
| proper to say that that deacon’s wife, who worked but two hours in 
| the full year and got a dollar from that fair for doing it, giving the 
| money to the educational object which I thought of, and there being 
| three hundred working days in the year, worked at the rate of a third 
| of a cent a day for her work, as it is to say what the Senator from Mis- 
souri has said, and they might just as well take a debate where that 
thing should be stated and say in comparison with some foreign country 
where they were actually compelled to work for that low rate under 
a system of wages, that in the United States respectable women in 
Washington were driven by the necessity of educating my honorable 
friend from Missouri or somebody else to work all the year round as 
slaves at the rate of a third of a cent a day. 

Now, my friend from Missouri, whose intelligence and ability and 
integrity I respect as highly as I do anybody in the Senate or any where, 
whatever he may think of the tariff, however much he may dislike 
Massachusetts, if he does dislike her, and I do not believe he does, I 
am quite sure does not want to leave it there, and make a speech where 
he apparently would be uncerstood to say that the Massachusetts cen- 
sus had declared that these women who took in a little work in addi- 
tion to their home duties were working at the rate of 10 cents a day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
seems to think that Iam the author of this report, and that I am r 
sponsible for itsstatements. I have commented fairly and justly upon 
the statements in this report. This is an official document. It was 
presented to the Senate by the distinguished Senator from Kansas. If 
is signed by the president of the Woman’s National League, and by 
the secretary, a lady who has had the indorsement of the chairman of 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and I quote from that report 
Now, the Senator from Massachusetts says that the author of this re 
port has not stated all the facts. I leave that for the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the author of the report to settle. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. What I said was ex- 
actly this, that the Senator from Missouri asserted to the Senate that the 
Massachusetts census contained a certain statement which it did not 
contain, the quotation marks stopping before he gob to the statement 
which he imputed to that census, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I read from this document, and only stated what 
it states. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; the Senator did not, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did read it verbatim, and I will read it again, 
and the Recorp will show that what I have said is literally true 
The Recorp will contain the quotation. 

Mr. HOAR. When the Senator reads it again let it end where the 
quotation ends. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


During the year ending June 30, 1885, 15,538 women were furnished with work 
at home, and the amount paid to those women for the whole year was $514,962 


ave 


_ eee 


I will read it again: 


Mr. HOAR. Now, where does the quotation end ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is the ena of the quotation. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report shows it. I am quoting from it, 
When a Senator quotes from a report must he quote the quotation- 
marks and everything? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; he always ought to do it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Most aSenator stop to say to the Senate, ‘‘ Here 
is the end of the quotation marks and here is the beginning of another 
quotation mark?’’ The Senator from Massachusetts never did such a 
thing as that upon the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. When the Senator got through the reading before 
without calling attention to where the quotation marks stop, he went 
on to say this is what the Massachusetts census said, aud that is the 
trouble with him. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I read it as I read it now 


Or at the average of $53.10 a year of 312 working days, equal to 
day. 
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That is the statement of the president of the Woman’s National 
League. As to whether she has collated the facts and stated them cor- 
rectly, it is not for me todetermine. That question is forthe Senators 
from the States named to settle with the lady who has made the state- 
ments. I have not stated a solitary thing that was not contained in 
this memorial, and the Senators are disposed to ridicule and burlesque 
these statements as not worthy of credit, considering the source whence 
they emanate, and so on. 

But, Mr. President, why did they make objection to this resolution ? 
Why, when the distinguished Senator from Kansas introduced it, did 
they not let the resolution go through? I say if the statements in this 
memorial are true, if we have given the protected manufacturers of 
those States from 50 to 100 per cent. protection to enable them to pay 
higher and better wages to their employés, and they are grinding them 
down the way they are, the way this memorial states they are, Con- 
gress has the power to afford relief. 

Mr. PADDOCK, Ii the Senator will allow me, I made a small cal- 
culation here based upon the Senator’s figures in reference to the earn- 
ings of these people. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not made any figures. If the Senator 
will permit me, I will’state that I have only read the figures given in 
this memorial, They are not mine and I know nothing about them. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will use the term ‘*presented.’”’ I will not 
charge the Senator with being the author of the figures, but taking the 
figures that he has presented and upon which he has dwelt with some 
attempt at disparagement of the labor system of New England. 

Mr. COCKRELL, LI presented the memorial. I presented no figures. 

Mr. PADDOCK. You read the figures. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I read the memorial. 

Mr. PADDOCK, Is not that presenting the figures therein to the 
Senate? 

Mr, COCKRELL, No, it was already presented. I simply quoted 
what was before the Senate. I did not present them; they were pre- 
sented by the distinguished Senator from Kansas and were brought up 
here and read in the Senate as the property of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK, Well, they are the figures which the Senator has 
given and upon which he has dilated, and in presenting which he has 
taken occasion to disparage the labor system which is under discus- 
sion. Now, taking the extreme figures which the Senator has pre- 
sented, I have made a calculation to show what an ordinary family 
of the laboring class of average numbers would earn in that manufact- 
uring country. The man I think it is universally conceded will earn 
at least $2 a day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no such figure as that here. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iknow, These, relating to the head of the fam- 
ily, are my figures. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Well, then, present your own figures, 

Mr. PADDOCK, It is susceptible ot proof undoubtedly, I think, 
that the man, the head of the family, earns $2 per day in those manu- 
facturing States, That would be nearly $60 a month. The woman,as the 
Senator admits, earns 7 cents an hour, That for ten hours per day is 
nearly $21 per month. Take an average family of five, there would prob- 
ably be three young persons in it who without- this opportunity to 
labor of course would contribute nothing to the support of the family. 
But in this case, according to the Senator’s figures as to remuneration, 
which he thinks are very absurd in a free country like this, they would 
earn 34 cents per hour, which for ten hours per day would be for the 
three nearly $30 per month. This would makea gross earning for that 
family of about $110 a month. These are approximate estimates, but 
are very nearly if not quite correct. 

Mr. HOAR. About $1,350 a year. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I venture to say that in an agricultural country, 
such as the Senator has the honor to represent, and even in my own 
State, which is equally prosperous at least with his, there are very few 
families of the strictly laboring claas who earn very much more than 
that. I mean the families of men who live altogether by their own 
manual labor. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment, I came in just as he was making use of his res showing 
the wages received. My recollection is that he coun Sunday as a 
working day for the purpose of the calculation, My impression is they 
do not work Sundays in New England. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They work nights sometimes on extra labor. I 
think my figures are substantially correct. But, Mr. President, I only 
wanted to contribute just so much to this discussion as seemed neces- 
— to explain the figures produced by my distinguished friend from 

issouri. 

Mr. STEWART. I shoald like to inquireif there is anything in the 
statement to show that these women who had occupation given to them 
at home worked through the whole year. Some of them may not 
have done more than a day’s work, 

Mr. PADDOCK. That Ido not know. The Senator from Missouri 
speaks of a certain number of women who have earned a certain num- 
ber of hundreds of thousands of dollars, as I remember his figures, 
ina certain length of time. I venture to say that the same numberof 
women in his State or my State have not earned so much money in the 


same time. I do not believe the Senator will be able to pick out la- 
boring women, women who contribute to the support of the family by 
labor, who have contributed so largely in the same space of time in 
the agricultural States of the West as these women who have this op- 
portunity in the manufacturing districts of the country to do labor 
which is not furnished in our country, and which they can as well do 
as not, and would gladly do, and thus contribute to the support of the 
family. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Missouri was greatly disturbed by 
a remark I made, alluding to the source from which this paper came 
to which Mrs. Smith has put her name. The ear-marks of this paper 
are perfectly unmistakable. No Senator has been compelled to listen 
to the debate upon the tariff here for the last six weeks who can have 
the slightest doubt as to the origin of this paper. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
make one correction of the observation that was made by the Senator 
from Kansas? I desire to say to the Senator from Kansas that my cal- 
culation was not subject to the criticism that he made upon it, because 
I made three hundred days or about that the basis of the calculation, 

Mr. PLUMB. I was speaking of thecalculation made by the month. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Missouri, I think, understands it 
just as well as anybody else; and having supposed that he had the in- 
dorsement of a Senator on this side to the statements that have been 
made the warp and woof of debate on the other side of the Senate for 
six weeks, he jumped at the value, as he thought, the enhanced value, 
of these statements coming from that source, forgetting that when the 
Senator who introduced this paper presented it he said he knew noth- 
ing at all about the truth of the statements in it. Nobody can read 
this paper and hesitate as to the conclusion that it was drawn for the 
purpose of deceiving the public and making them believe that Mrs. 
Smith had put her name to a paper charging that the bureau of sta- 
tistics of Massachusetts said that there were 15,000 of her women who 
worked for 10 cents a day, and that the wages of every man, woman, 
and child in every factory ran from 75 cents to 47 cents or 55 cents a 
day. Sir, no man—— 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me to finish the sentence. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly; I will allow you to do anything. I only 
wanted to ask you a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does theSenator from Massachusetts yield 
to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to know who the Senator from Massachusetts 
charges with having prepared or written this paper. It would be quite 
interesting to know. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not charge anybody. 

Mr. GRAY. You charge that the lady whose name was signed to it 
did not write it. 

Mr. DAWES. Thisis, Irepeat, astatement made over and over again 
upon the floor of the Senate and met here by the statistics, and proved 
to be without the slightest foundation. These figures have been gath- 
ered up by some cunning hand who has induced Mrs. Smith for some 
purpose or other to put her name tothe paper. The Senator from Mis- 
souri shall not misconstrue my statement that the origin of this paper 
is too unmistakable toentitle it toany further consideration; but, never- 
theless, whatever may be its origin, I repeat that there is no statement 
in it, however absurd, that whoever is affected by it in Massachusetts 
will not make haste, glad haste, to demonstrate before any committee 
that it is utterly groundless. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts bas 
made it very clear that the authorship of this paper might be attrib- 
uted properly to the Senator from Missouri. I do not know but that 
that may perhaps be true, but I have not really the impression from 
the general tenor of the remarks of the Senator from Missouri that 
there has been any collusion between him and Mrs. Smith with refer- 
ence to the origin of this document. I gathered the impression that 
for some reason the Senator from Missouri was a little shy of the lady, 
and that he might possibly be suffering a little in his feelings on ac- 
count of some perhaps unmentionable matter, criticism or otherwise, 
that had led him to seek this opportunity, in an indirect way, to take 
his revenge. I think that really on a full investigation it will be found 
that in some way the lady has hit the Senator, and he ought to be more 
open and more candid. Certainly he should, before this debate closes, 
rise in his seat and disclaim absolutely that he did really write this 
document himself. He ought to go as far as that. 

Now, I want to say with reference to this lady, Mrs. Smith, whether 
there has been upon either side of the Chamber any attack upon her 
or not, and whether it be attended with any neg or involve any 
ridicule or not, that I am ready to stand up here or anywhere and say 
that I believe in Mrs. Charlotte Smith as a good woman and a true 
woman and an intellectual woman, a woman who finds out some things 
that are not so, but she finds out a great many things that are so, and 
her heart is always for her fellow-men and her fellow-women. She is 
for the human race. She mearis good, and does a great deal of it. 

Now, I do not know about this document. I know nothing about 
the sources of it except that Mrs. Smith gives her name to it, and I 
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may be so mistaken in reference to my apprehension of the general re- 
lations between the lady and the Senator that they got it up together. 
That may all be so; the Senator from Massachusetts may be right; but | 
yoa may be sure of this, that Mrs, Smith has not sign anything but 
what she believed to be true. Theseallegations may be exaggerations; | 
they may be errors; they may be some of them facts and others the re- | 
verse; I can not say with reference to that; bat it is undoubtedly a | 
document which the lady honestly signed. I do not believe that here | 
or anywhere any one who knows Mrs. Smith 
direction or otherwise to traduce either her character, her motives, or 
her abilities. 

A word now in regard to the disposition to be made of this whole 
subject. It came in here without my volition, without my knowl- 
edge. It has been proposed to refer the matter of the making of this 
investigation to the Committee on Education and Labor. I should 
very much prefer for the Senate to decide that matter. After this long 
debate, there has been an investigation much more extensive than the 
committee would be able to make. No report probably could be ob- | 
tained upon this subject at the present session. I see the resolution | 
contemplates an investigation and a report between now and some time 
in the month of December. The Senate has the whole subject. The 
Committee on Education and Labor can not dispose of it in a way to 
facilitate ultimate action. 
be willing to withdraw his motion for reference and that the Senate 
will act directly on the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. , 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 


I hope that the Senator from Kansas will | 
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Mr. HISCOCK. Before that motion is put I ask the Senator from 


Pennsylvania to yield to me for a moment that I may call up for pres- 
ent consideration a bill which will take no time and for the passage 
of which there is very great necessity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania with- 
draw his motion ? 

Mr. QUAY. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I wish to call up a House bill which hase been 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I ask to 
have that committee discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill and that the Senate consider it. As the Senate is aware, it is im- 
possible to procure a quorum of that committee to consider the bill. 
It is the bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12, 
1882, relative to fire limit of site of post-office, and Federal building, 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to be informed from the Secretary’s 
desk at what date the bill was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Within a very few days. The bill passed the 
House of Representatives on the 17th day of September. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ordinarily a proposition to discharge a committee 
from the consideration of a bill implies some censure upon the com- 
mittee, and I should not be willing, as one member of the committee, 
to rest under that implication. 

Mr. HISCOCK, 
was no such intention asthaton my part. I have the fullest confidence 
in the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and have no doubt 


I will state to the Senator very distinctly that there | TupNen, of Georgia, as a member of the conference committee on th 


| at my request if went over until I could examine the bill. 


for a moment if the committee were here to attend to it and consider | 


it, they would report the bill favorably. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill pa sed the House of Representa- 
tives on the 17th and was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds on the | 8th of September. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course there has been no opportunity, as the 
Senator says, to obtain a meeting of that committee since then. If 
the bill, which I have looked over, is recommended by the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury Department I have no doubt whatever the 
committee would report it favorably. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is so recommended. 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam quite willing for one that the committee 
should be discharged in order to bring the bill before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask that the bill may go over until to-morrow; and 
I will examine it before that time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will consent to the reading of the 
House report upon the bill, I am sure he will be entirely satisfied that 
the bill ought to pass. There is necessity for the immediate passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. I will examine the bill between now and to-morrow 
morning, and if I see no objection to it I shall then ask to have it 
called up. 





| 
| 
| 
| 


It was prepared by the | 
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. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection. 
There is no doubt about the propriety of the bill. 
Mr. PASCO. I will look atthe report and perhaps after we come 
out of executive session I may withdraw the objection. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Very well. 





STEAMER NEPTUNO. 


Mr. QUAY. I yield the floor to the Senator from New York [Mr. 


would undertake by in- | EVARTS]} with the understanding that I shall insist on my motion 


after his bill is disposed of. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am desirous of asking the consent of the Sen- 
ate to pass a bill that will take but three minutes, to give a register to 
aship. It is of importance that it should be passed. I ask the 
ate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11654) to provide 
an American register for the steamer Neptuno. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee ofthe Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Sen- 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire for information if going 
into executive session now will abbreviate the hour devoted to the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
stands. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two hours and twenty-five min 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


It will not affect it, the Chair under- 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


Mr. PASCO. Just before the Senate went into executive session the 
Senator from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] called up House bill 7983, and 
I have ex- 
amined it and wish to withdraw the objection I made. I ask unani 
mous consent that the bill may be considered at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the Calendar number? 

Mr. PASCO. It is not on the Calendar. The request was that the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds should be discharged from 
the consideration of the bill with a view to its consideration by the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress 
passed July 12, 1882, relative to fire limit of site of post-office and led 
eral building, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the committe: 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill. Is ther 
objection to its present consideration ? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee ofthe Whole, pro 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reporfed to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had appointed Mr. 


bill (H. R. 4416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports 
and for other purposes, in place of Mr. MILLs, excused, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were there 
upon signed by the Vice-I’resident: 

A bill (H. R. 1215) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling; 

A bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Green 

A bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald 

A bill (H. &. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs, Delphina P. Walker 

A bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

A bill (H, R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; 

A bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson 

A bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McArdle 

A bill (H. R. 2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich; 

A bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey; 

A bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway; 

A bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis; 

A bill (H. R. 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Kridler; 

A bill (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 3107) for the relief of Col. James Lindsay; 

A bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar; 

A bill (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B. 
Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war: 

A bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann 

A bill (H. R, 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes 
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of the United States, and to provide for new designs of authorized de- 
vices of United States coins; 

A bill (HL. R. 4041) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
iam Gibbon; 

A bill (FH. R. 4451) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of Daniel J. Mahoney; 

A bill (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens; 





A bill (i. 3%. 5144) grenting a pension to Jonas H. Keen; 
A bill (1. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. O’Brien; 
A bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor Ten 


Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him on the retired- 
list of army officers; 
A bill (1. R. 5596) todiseontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and 
one-collar gold pisces and three-cent nickel piece; 


\ bill (HL. R. 56z8) to inerease the pension of David Shively; 

\ bill (H. RB. 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett; 

\ bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel; 

A bill CH. R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for service in the In- 
dian war; 

A bill (H. &. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welch; 

A bill (I. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. 
Cradley; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson; 

A bill (1. R. 6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Riickert; 


A bill (1. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 

A bill (LL. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby; 

A bill (11. R. 6798) to increase the pension of George H. Brown, Com- 
pany I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers; 


A bill (H. R. 6853) for the reliet of Allen Morris; 
A bill (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman; 
A bill (H, R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 


Potomac River near Washington Monument; 

A bill (H. R 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell; 

A bill (A. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Lane Townes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Townes; 

A bill (HL. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (I. R. 7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille; 

A bill (H. 2. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick; 

A bill (HL. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin; 

A bill (FH. R. 7964) granting a pension to Margaret Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma Stafford; 

A bill (H. R. 8155) to grant school district No. 7, of the township of 
Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land for school pur- 
yOBCS 5 
A bill (H. R. 8201) to amend the Articles of War relative to the pun- 
ishment on conviction by courts-martial; 

A bill (H, R. 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solomon, 
a private in Company A, First Indiawa Infantry, Mexican war service; 

A bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D, M. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 9138) granting a pension to Elizaheth Gushwa; 

A vill (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 

A bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Jounson; 

A bill (H. R. 9945) to inerease the pension of Charles Barker: 

A bill (H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 

A bill (H, R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B. Reed; 

A bill (H. RB, 10154) to inerease the pension of John N. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O, E, Hukill; 

A bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Gra- 
ham; 

A bill (H, R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls; 

A bill (H. RB. 10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) granting @ pension to Wiatt Parish; 

A bill (HL. R, 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman: 

A bill (H. RB, 10651) granting a pension to J, W. Robertson ; 

A bill (HL R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; 

A bill (AH, R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 

A bill (H. BR. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


Vosburgh; 

A bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of ‘Mary E. Hicks; 

A bill (H. R, 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice; 

A bill (H. RB. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson ; 

A bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. 

A bill (H. R. 11169) granting a pension to Isadora bitter, formerly 
Isadora De Wolf Dimmick; 

A bill (HL. R. 11345) to inerease the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 

A bill (H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased; 


A bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia I. Woods; 
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A bill (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 
of medicine; 

A bill (H. R. 11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the transfer of certain 
appropriations for the Indian service on the books of the Treasury ; 

Joint resolation (H. Res, 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. Charles 
B, Stivers, of the United States Army, vaiid, and that he is entitled as 
such retired officer to his pay; 

A bill (S. 20) granting right of way across United States lands in St. 
Augustine, Fila. ; 

A bill (8S, 117) for the relief of Edward H. Lieb; 

A bill (8. 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter; 

A bill (8. 160) to open abandoned military reservations in the State 
of Nevada to homestead entry ; 

A bill (S. 745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy; 

A bill (8. 750) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen ; 

A bill (8. 1037) authorizing the placing of the name of James M. 
Williams upon the retired-list of the United States Army, with the 
rank of captain of cavalry; 

A bill (8. 1636) for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list 0 
the Army; 

A bill (8. 1689) for the relief of George M. Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 1872) to restore telegraphic communication between Ta- 
toosh Island and Port Angeles, Wash.; 

A bill (8. 2392) creating an additional land office in the State of 
North Dakota; 

A bill (8. 2835) to amend an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
“An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry in place 
of Middletown;’’ 

A bill (S. 3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation, in 
La Plata County, in the State of Colorado; 

A bill (8. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and 
Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State of Texas; 

A bill (S, 3751) to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between 
Cedar Point and Dauphin Island; 

A bill (8. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and 
es Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle 
Pass 

A bill (Ss. 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Ten- 
nessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 4280) te authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (S, 4281) to ‘authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Oconee River, in the State of 

Joint resolution (8. R. 6) granting spuntecions to oflicers and enlisted 
men of the Army and Navy of the United States to wear the badges 
adopted by military societies of men who served in the war of the Rev- 
olution, the war of 1812, the Mexican war,and the war of the rebellion; 
and 

Joint resolution (8. R.51) to authorize the President to appoint an 
additional ensign in the United States Navy. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. INGALLS. Regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the consideration of 
the Calendar for one hour. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I ask the consent of the Senate that 
the judiciary bill may be taken up and disposed of, and then the Cal- 
endar can run on uninterruptedly. for aught I know, for all the rest of 
the day. There is nothing left but the vote on the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to substitute Baltimore for 
Richmond in the list of seats for the of the circuit court. Aiter 
that there is nothing but the question of the passage of the bill, and it 


can soon be d 
Is there objection to the request made by 


of. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from New York? 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust we shall go on with the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator trom Maryland, I believe, has said all 
he desires to say on his amendment, and the roll was about being called 
yesterday on the amendment of the Senator from Maryland to substi- 
tute Baltimore for Richmond. That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is not the question on the amendment of my col 
league [Mr. Vest]? 

Mr. EVARTS. That amendment had been d of before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland with- 
draw his objection ? 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, the unanimous understanding of the 
Senate before we went into executive session was that we were to 
on for one hour with the Calendar. I have no desire to obstruct 
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Senator from New York, but that was the distinct understanding; and | ment I have just indicated, contemporaneous and concomitant with 
the question was put, it will be remembered, before we went into ex- | the granting of these privileges by Congress; but I think it ought to 
ecutive session, and I think it was understood al! around that we should | be distinctly understood that this legislation would not pass enop- 

roceed for one hour with the Calendar and then resume the regular | posed or unobjected to if it were not upon the expectation that that 


usiness. improvement, whatever may be the cost of it, shall be carried out by 
Mr. EVARTS. The Senator will agree that the judiciary bill can the 1 silroad company. y 
be soon out of the road. | Mr. HOAI Is it the understanding of the Senator from Delaware 


Mr. PADDOCK. On my inquiry before the Senate went into ex- | that the passage of this bill makes it more likely and certain that the 
ecutive session the assurance was given by the Chair that the Calendar | depot on Sixth street, on the public park there, will be maintained ? 


hour would not be lost thereby. | Mr. HIGGINS. 1 understand so. 
Mr. EVARTS. If objection is made, I suppose it is useless for meto | Mr. HOAK. 1! object to the bill, then. 
insist upon the judiciary bill at this time. |} Mr. INGALLS. Understand what? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the Calendar. | Mr. HIGGINS. I wnderstand so. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first order of business on the Calen- | Mr. INGALLS. I did pot understand the interrogatory. 
dar will be stated. | Mr. HIGGINS. The Senator from Massachusetts put an interroga- 
BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. tory tome. “ie 
” Ah nderstood ne hens Pp law > ay < 
Mr. INGALLS. There wasa bill passed over without prejudice dur- or. SR. eaten the Senator from Delaware to say that 


this bill would not pass were it not for an understanding accompany- 
ing its passege that the railroad company was to make certain expend- 
ittrres in relation to access to its present station—large expenditures 
which would make a large pablic improvement, as he concedes. I 
asked the Senator from Delaware if his understanding was that the 
passage of this bill rendered it more likely or more certain that the 


ing my absence the other day, and I ask that it may now bé taken up 
for consideration. It is Order of Business 1645, Senate bill 3441, re- | 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia, of local im- 
portance, and I think it will not require much debate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the | 
bill (3. 3441) supplementary to an act entitled **An act to authorize the | present Sixth-street depot would be maintained in the future, and the 
construction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of | Senator does so understand. If that is the view, I object 
Columbia.” Mr INGA LLS. As the ch Lif om of the committee, I ‘be z to state 

_ The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- that the understanding of the Senator from Delaware is de with- 
bia with amendments, . . . : ait ad out foundation, and if the Senator would be good enough to review 
The Great amendment =m, section 2, line G, alter the word ** rail- his own information, which was derived, I think, from acting as one 
road,” toinsert * cast of Sixth street and west of Twelfth street, south- | o¢ the subcommittee who reported this bill, | am sure he would modity 
west; ’’ so as to make the section read: 


his reply to the Senator from Massachusetts. I have here before me 

Sec.2. That itshall be the duty of the commissioners of the District of Co- | 4 map of the city of Washington upon which every tract of property 
lumbia,and they are hereby authorized and empowered whenever they con- hah tn Genesthed as acenadtiin te anasked and this bill el ; 

sider it a public benefit, to grant the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company that is described as accessible 1s mar ed ont, and this bi eliminates 

permission to lay, maintain, and use side-tracks and sidings from the main | every single question that is in dispute between the railroad corpora- 

lines or line of said railroad east of Sixth street and west of Twelfth street | tion and the people of this District, or as to the occupation of the 

southwest into any real estate in the said city abutting on the strecis or avenues - as " : 
Sixth-street depot. I affirm myself that being opposed to the con- 


on which such line of such company is or may be situated, which may be used ; ’ 7 
or occupied for manufacturing, commercial, or other business purposes, by par- | tinued location of the depot in that locality, if I believed there was 
; P = ; ; y} P y 
ties desiring the use of such facilities. Such side-tracks or sidingsshali be laid | any connection, mediate, indirect, or remote, between the passage of 
and maintained under the direction of said commissioners, and in such manner this bill and ti ed locati f the d . bat locality. } 
as shall least obstruct the use of the public streets for ordinary purposes. < ane 1 eee «i location of the depot in that locality, 
would myself oppose i 
ne was agreed to. a I aflirm that it is the distinct understanding that every question in 
The next sme eee — oe ~ « alter the words L | dispute is eliminated from this bill and that its passage is required for 
street, ae insert “an east of Delaware avenue; ”’ in line 7, after the | the purposes of public convenience and public quiet and public repose. 
words “‘ Eastern Branch, — unsere and south of K street, south- If the Senator from Massachusetts would be good enongh to exam 
east; ’’ and eae 1e word — _ to insert “‘east of Sixth | ine the map that lies before me, upon which the squares and blocks 
+ oats “ west welfth street, southwest; ’’ so as to make the sec- | and lots have been designated, he will see that the road is mereiy to 
ion read: 


? ‘ have access to property lying south of the railroad track into ware- 
Sac. &, That the Usitimore and Petcmnas Eadisend Company ts hereby author- | houses and store-houses and commission mercbants’ places and the 
ized and empowered to acquire, subject to the approva! of said commissioners, : , : rer ay we : 

for the purposes of ita Saaieeen any one or more of the squares of ground in | T0U4-houses and engine-houses of the company, which is absolutely 


the city of Washiagen south of the tine of the said railroad and north of L, | essential for the public interests of this town. 
street and east ware avenue and north of the Fastern Branch and south The obie f this is ize 088) -ertai ets to en 
of K street, southeast, and east of Thirteenth street, southeast, and any one or The object o 8 is to legalize tho on ng of certain streets to « 


more squares as shall be approved by the said commissioners abutting on the able the company to reach those localities, to legalize the lines that 


line of said railroad on Maryland and Virginia avenues east of Sixth streetand | have already been laid across those streets, and to prevent the ques- 
west ae ethe Ce a ee ene Ene, os use tracks som tions which are continually arising by reason of the allegation of some 
convenient points on the e road intothe said property, and to . . : 5 . 4 ok 
cross such streets as may be necessary for that purpose, and to construct parties in the interest that the company has no right under the deci: 


thercon sueh Snaiiinhen epapey ponecstes Lar its businessand approved by said | ion of the courts to cross thestreets, avenues, and highways of the city 
commissioners, and to maintain such facilities in connection therewith; such The Senz ’ Massac tts is right. : I be re 
tracks, where they cross streets, to be laid and maintained under the direction ” enster fram Ma busstts fs right Ef this bill was to be re 


of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and in such manner as shall ognized in any way whatever as the assurance on the part of the Senate 


leas: obstruct the moet ~ streets for outiunay purposes, And in case said | OF a28an agreementon the part of the Senate, directly or indirectly, ly the 
company shall be unable for any reason to acquire such properties, or any por- -motest infer specifies f » Baltimore and Potomac lz 
Sion inesoal, by pusdhase Saliy tang Ge aueaieel tap One ooereamm te aay pas remotest inference or specifically, that the Baltimore and Potomac Lail 


ner provided by sections numbered from 648 to 663, both inclusive, of the Ke- road Company oe te continue So compy Sixth atrest and to be per- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia; but nothing herein con- | mitted to remain where it is in its present location, I would oppose it 


tained shall authorize the condemnation of any church or school property or | But I affirm, on the contrary, that this matter was fally examined be- 

pregerty ts Vanes eaeee. fore the Committee on the District of Columbia by a subcommittee, 
The amendment was agreed to. s who examined every tract that is mentioned in this bill and inspected 
The next amendment was to add as a new section: it personally. 
Sec.4, That Congress hereby reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator answer an inquiry of mine ? 

om, Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. DAWES. Will the property to which the Senator alludes, 
The bill was to the Senate as amended. which is now on the south side of the tracks, and to which they desire 
The VICE-P IDENT. The question is on concurring in the | to have access, be the south side of any track rendered neccesary to 


amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. the Sixth-street depot ? 
Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, this bill is one of great moment to | Mr. INGALLS, Entirely so. 
this District and it will tend probably to the solution of what has been Mr. DAWES. So that access to that from their main track would 
one of the most puzzling problems in regard to the administration of | remain precisély the same, whatever disposition was made of this bill ? 
the District. There has been an understanding, as I am informed, that, Mr. INGALLS. Exactly the same asit is now. ‘There is no single 
as a consequence of the passage of this bill or in the event of the pas- | tract of land that is mentioned in this bill or to which access is per- 
sage of this bill, by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company there | mitted by this bill that is not outside of the disputed territory, and 
shall be carried out an improvement by which the bed of the road will | there is not a tract, lot, or block that is not required for the business 
be taken off Sixth street and put upon the Mall, and that it will be so | interests of this city, and to which gccess is not to be permitted for 
covered, making a covered way, as to conceal it from public view, and | that purpose alone, and under the direction and control of the District 
that the present bridge over Sixth street will be replaced by an ade- | commissioners, and subject absolutely to the action of Congress here- 
parame in respect to its size, its proportions, its cost, and its | a‘ter. 
ty. ae Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, as stated by the Senator from Kan- 
I should have been very if this measure had been accompanied | sas, I was one of the subcommittee which examined into this matter. 
by some provision that make the carrying out of the improve-| The report was drawn by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MoMrr- 
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LAN], who is not now in the Senate. He has gone home, and I ex- 
tremely regret that he is not here to express his own views for himself. 
I also am sorry that the other member of the subcommittee, the Sena- 
tor ftom North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], is absent—so that the Senate 
could have the benefit of the views of all the members of the subcom- 
mittee who thus looked into this question. 

In the first instance, the bill as introduced by the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] called for the right to enter upon squares 
and reservations and blocks running all the distance from the tunnel 
through to the Long Bridge, but the subcommittee thought that it was 
best that no grant should be made of such right at any point east of 
Sixth street, but that it should be confined to the opportunity or the 
right to enter cross-streets and to havesidings into reservations and pri- 
vate places of business along the line of the road between Sixth street 
and the tunnel. 

The question that was asked by the Senatorfrom Massachusetts calls 
for this reply. It was the suggestion made to the subcommittee by 
the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. ae that the best solution 
of this problem would be that the station should remain at Sixth street. 
So far as my own judgment goes, I differ with the distinguished gen- 
tlemen who have expressed their views that it ought not to be there. 
I think it ought to remain where it is. I think that is the best place 
for the convenience of the people who visit Washington and the citizens 
of Washington. I do not think you can put it in any better place, and 
I do not believe it will ever be put in another place. But if it is to 
remain there I agree with the suggestion which was made by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, that the tracks should be taken off Sixth street 
and put on the Mall, and then covered over in such a way as not to make 
it ansightly, but to make it a proper improvement as far as it can be 
consistently with retaining the beauty of the public reservation. 

Mr. HOAR. What do you call the Mall at that point ? 

Mr. HIGGINS, I mean the public square just back of the station. 
This bill does not touch that question necessarily, and hence the re- 
marks that I made. 

It is perfectly true, as stated by the Senator from Kansas, that it is 
consistent with the passage of this bill that the question whether that 
station remains at Sixth street or is removed from it is left perfectly 
open. _It is true, and it is also very probable, that the other members 
ot the District Committee entertain the view that the gentleman from 
Kansas has expressed as his view, that the bill does not stand in the 
way of the removal of that station, that it was not intended to stand 
in the way of it. 

To repeat what I have already said, so far as my own view is con- 
cerned, and that as I understood it of the Senator from Michigan, it 
was best that the station should remain where it is now, but the rea- 
son why I made the remark I did was to put it upon the record that 
the granting of these rights at this time should not be considered as a 
waiver on the part of Congress in the exercise of its powers and duties 
in this behalf; that it should not be regarded as a waiver by Congress 
of the right to call upon the railroad company, if that station should 
remain at Sixth street, to take the tracks off that street and put them 
on the public reservation alongside and in the manner I have already 
indicated, so as to makeit a proper improvementin connection with it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Kansas 
in thinking that this passenger station should be removed from its 
present location. When it was put there there was one vote only in its 
favor in the House of Representatives, and that was obtained by a mis- 
take. I can call it by no other name. I do not think that we should 
commit ourselves to any Jegislation which is in danger of being con- 
strued to give to this railroad the further equitable right to remain 
where it is or that should enable the railroad to say that we have au- 
thorized it to make a great expenditure, which it only would have 
made with the expectation that that license was to be continued. 

I think it should be put upon record in connection with this bill, 
either on a eet of the committee stating that it is their unanimous 
opinion that this bill is not intended in any way to ee the pub- 
lie right or to give any new equities to the railroad in regard to that 
question, or that a declaration of that sort should be inserted in the 
bill itself, one or the other, especially after what has been said by the 
Senator from Delaware, who seems to be the only member of the sub- 
committee which dranghted the bill and prepared it who is now pres- 
ent in the Senate, and who thinks that his associates on the subcom- 
mittee agree with him in the opinion he has ex 

I therefore object to the further consideration of the bill, I have no 
objection to its going over without — and if to-morrow a writ- 
ten report from the committee shall be put on file to that effect or a 
declaration of amendment inserted in the bill itself, I shall make no 
further objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will go 


over, 
THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 


ng an amendment to the Con- 
tion to the man 


The joint resolation (S. R. 2) pro 
stitution of the United Passes! in 


ufacture, importa- 
tion, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors was an- 


nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over. 

Mr. BLAIR, Is it objected to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the joint resolu- 
tion will go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that objection is made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator from 
Maryland to object. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the objection for a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn for the pres- 
ent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not wish to make any remarks on this matter 
myself, but I want to say, in justice to those who may be for the joint 
resolution and those who may be against it, that several gentlemen on 
both sides of the Chamber have said to me that they desired to be 
heard, and I do not think it ought to be pressed at this time. I should 
hope that it may be passed over without prejudice and upon my own 
suggestion, for the reasons that I have given. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr. BLAIR. I should like to call attention to Order of Business 
1874, which was passed over without prejudice yesterday without my 
observing it at the moment. It is a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, extending the 
right of suffrage to women. If no one cares to speak upon that meas- 
ure, I should be very glad to have a vote upon it. If there is no ob. 
jection, I ask for a vote upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the joint resolution will bo 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A joint resolution (8S. R. 1.) proposingan amend- 
ment to the Constitation of the United States, extending the right of 
suffrage to women. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution has been read at 
1 


ength. 
Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays on its passage. 
Mr. VEST. Let the joint resolution be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House 0 of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds o herein), That the fol- 
towine agit article be proposed tothe 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which, when ratified by three- 
units of the said Legislatures, shall be valid as part of said Constitution, 
namely: 

ARTICLE —. 


Section 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall 4 be de- 
nied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of se 

Src. 2. The Co shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to > enforce 
the provisions of this article. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the joint resolu- 
tion will go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Withou re judice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without prejudice. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOBOKEN, N. J. 


The bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public building 
at Hoboken, N. J., to meet requirements of site, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL W, aemanentneed 


The bill (H. R. 2106) to remove the re of desertion against Daniel 
W. Selleck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

en Getto and directed to remove the 

Cnnpan B, of the Ninth Be "Regiment of Sedinen Gataninens mia a cate 
th er dcedbanned from the military service on of 


therefor, the 26th February, 
1864, b of under of tee and of Co og 
_ y reason ne fee hme acres —_— 


oS ee 
seinen baaehd tellesh ete Pobronry 2 1Se4, 
ing under the So ae Saving callote withendtio tame anon of be 
or consent of his paren 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LAND AT BATON ROUGE, LA. 

The bill (H. R. 3857) to provide for the disposal of a portion of the 
United States military reservation at Baton Rouge, La., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 


» 
> 
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The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BATE, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, August 20, 1890, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3857) 
to wide for the dis 1 of a portion of the United States military reservation 
at Baton Rouge, La., having considered the same, report: es : 

This is a bill in which it is to transfer title from the United States to 
the congregation of St. Joseph’s Catholic Church, of Baton Rouge, La., certain 
ground now included in the United States military reservation and occupied as 
a burial ground. : _ ; 

As stated in the report of the House Committee on Military Affairs— 

* The occupation by the church of the ground for the pur above stated 
existed, according to the testimony of the oldest citizens and traditions of the 
said church, prior tothe uisition of the said reservation by the United States. 
The Catholic congregation held undisturbed possession of their grave-yard until 
1862, when the exigencies of war required the tombs to be leveled to the ground 
in order that the at Baton Rouge could be more easily defended. The pur- 
pose of this bill is to restore to this church the title of the said grave-yard in 
order that it may no longer be subject to desecration and that it may hereafter 
be ? 


There appears no reason why the prayer of this bill should not be granted. 
Upon the contrary, to grant it simply means to give to these people again con- 
trol of the ground where their dead are buried, and of which they had the use 
and occupancy before taken possession of for military purposes. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


[House Report No. 849, Fifty-first Congress, first session.]} 


This bill proposes to transfer title from the United States, if it has any, to the 
congregation of St. Joseph’s Catholic Church, of Baton Rouge, La., to a certain 
parcel of ground now included in the United States military reservation, used 
and occupied from time immemorial as a burial-ground or grave-yard. 

The occupation by the church of the ground for the purposes above stated ex- 
isted, according to the testimony of the oldest citizens and traditions of the said 
church, prior to the acquisition of the said reservation by the United States. The 
Catholic congregation held undisturbed possession of their grave-yard until 
1862, when the exigencies of war required the tombs to be leveled to the 
ground in order that the post at Baton Rouge could be more easily defended. 
The pur of this bill is to restore to this church the title of the said grave- 
—_ in order that it may no longer be subject to desecration and that it may 

ereafter be protected. The committee suggest the following amendment: In 
section 1, line 21, afterthe word “forever” add the following: ‘‘ unless hereafter 
required by the Secretary of War for use of the United States for military pur- 
poses,”’ and as amended the committee recommend that the bill pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted by 
Mr. QuAY August 18, 1890, providing for the adoption of certain or- 
ders for the government of the Senate during the present session. 

Mr. QUAY. That resolation has fulfilled its purpose; it may goover. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall it be indefinitely postponed ? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

JOHN J. TULLY. 

The bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J. Tully was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a bill I asked to have go over -before. 
Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 


SHAWNEE AND DELAWARE INDIANS, 


The bill (S. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of 
the Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee 
aw 3 and for other purposes was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very important bill. 
read explanatory of it. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Dawes, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, August 28, 1890, 

Mr. BLAIR. I will inquire if the report is very long. I am anx- 
ious that we should reach the labor bills on the Calendar, which are di- 
rectly in advance. I have been waiting along time. Those matters 
are much more important, and we shall be wasting time to have a long 
report read. 

Mr. DAWES. I can state the case in three minutes. 

Mr. PLATT. This is a very important matter. I hope the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire will not object to the bill. It is a simple 
matter of justice. 

Mr. DAWES. Here are three different claims, the ciaims ot the Dela- 
wares, the Shawnees, and the freedmen. The Delawares and Shaw- 
nees claim under the treaty with the Cherokees equal rights with the 
Cherokees in all the property and funds ot the nation. The Cherokees 
have received from time to time rental for the Cherokee Strip, and have 
in council ordered it to be divided per capita between the Cherokees of 
the pure blood, excluding the freedmen and the Delawares from par- 
ticipation in it. 

object of this bill, so far as that is concerned, is to authorize these 
bands, the Delawares by their chiefs and the freedmen by a guardian 
to be appointed with the of the Secretary-of the Interior, to 
bring suit in the Court of ms to assert their rights in law and in 
equity to these funds. 

The Shawnees have a claim of a different character. They havea 
fand which was to be distributed among their orphans. An agent was 
appointed to take the money out there, and he defaulted. The United 


Let the report be 





States passed a law to reimburse theirfund. It was the opinion of the 
Interior Department some eight years ago, when the law passed, that 
this man was the agent of the Shawnees when he defaulted, and not 
the agent of the United States, and therefore they declined to pay the 
money. The object of this bill, so far as the Shawnees are concerned, 
is to enable them to go into the Court of Claims and settle that point. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the amount involved ? 

Mr. DAWES. Theamount involved in the Shawnee matter is about 
$9,000. The question whether they are entitled to interest on it in 
reimbursing their fund is a question also submitted to the court. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much is involvedin the other matter? 

Mr. DAWES. The other matter was the share of the freedmen and 
Delawares in the rental of the Cherokee Strip all of the time since it 
has been rented to the cattle syndicates, $300,000 a year for three or 
four years. They have from time to time distributed that per capita 
among their own blood to the exclusion of all others. The United 
States passed a law to take from their trust funds $75,000 to reimburse 
these freedmen alone out of the first year’s rental. Whoare the freed- 
men entitled to that is a matter of question between the United States 
and the Cherokees. The Cherokees claim that a great many men 
claiming to be the freedmen covered by the treaty have come in from 
Kansas and Missouri to obtain the benefit of thissum. 
tions are submitted to the Court of Claims. 

I will state further that whatever is the result of the claim of the 
Delawares and freedmen comes out of the funds of the Cherokees here 
in the Treasury, and not out of the funds of the United States. The 
claims of the Shawnees, if they prevail against the United States, will 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. If-they fail to pre 
vail it will be because the Court of Claims finds that the man who de 
faulted was their agent, and not ours. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If theclaim issustained toa portion of this Cher- 
okee Strip rent fund, that fund will amount to about $1,200,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I should think by this bill it would amount to over 
a million dollars, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, you propose to pay the attorneys here. 

Mr. DAWES. No; the portion of the freedmen and Delawares of 
the whole fund will be as their numbers compare with the numbers of 
the whole nation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much will that be probably if the attorneys 
are to be paid 10 per cent.? 

Mr. DAWES. Of the pure bloods there are perhaps 18,000. The 
freedmen entitled to it are estimated by some to be 1,600 and by 
some 1,900; but they are multiplying very fast as time goes on. The 
Delawares are a small band of Indians. Thereare four or five hundred 
of them, and their numbers compared with these others will give some 
little idea of the amount. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It wiil be in proportion, then, to the numerical 
strength of the different parties. 

Mr. DAWES. That is it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the amount that they should be entitled to 
would go over $150,000, 10 per cent. would be an enormous fee to 
charge. 

Mr. DAWES. It is ‘‘not exceeding 10 per cent.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know, but you had just as well pay 10 per cent. 
You allow that. 

Mr. DAWES. The agent for the Shawnees is the only man that I 
know of. The man prosecuting the interests of the Shawnees is the 
only man who has appeared before the committee having any interest 
at all in this claim. No man has appeared representing the freedmen 
and the Shawnees that I know of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the reading of that part of the report 
commencing— 

The history and basis of these claims, as set out and provided for in sections 
1, 2,and 3 of the bill, are as follows 

Mr. DAWES. If there is no objection, I will answer the question 
of the Senator from Missouri in reference to the attorneys’ fees, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the Senator have leave to speak. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Senator from Massachusetts will proceeed. 

Mr. DAWES. The principal of the claim of theattorney represent- 
ing the Shawnees is about $9,000,000 and the interest, if the Court of 
Claims say he is entitled to it. He has an agreement with the Shaw- 
nees to have 10 per cent. of that claim. He has no agreement that I 
know of as to any of the others. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Who is that? 

Mr. DAWES. The attorney representing the Shawnees has an agree- 
ment that he shall be allowed 10 percent. The original bill, approved 
by the Department, came down here requiring that there should bere- 
tained out of that sum 10 per cent. for the attorney. You see the 
difference between this bill and that, authorizing the Court of Claims to 
allow an attorney such attorney’s fees as the Court of Claims may deem 
reasonable, not exceeding 10 per cent., s0 that what he shall receive is 
within the judgment of the Court of Claims, not exceeding 10 per cent. 
of the principal sum. 


All these ques- 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let that part of the report that I refer to be read, 
commencing with the words ‘* Prior to the year 1866,”’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The portion of the report referred to will 


be read, 
The Chief Clerk read from the report submitted by Mr. Dawes, 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, August 28, 1890, as follows: 


Prior to the year 1966 the Cherokee Nation of Indians claimed and possessed 
a tract of country in the Indian Territory bounded on the north by the State 
of Kansas, on the east by the States of Missouri and Arkansas, and on the south 
by the Choctaw, Creek, and Seminole Nations of Indians. 

On the 19th day of July, 1866, the Cherokee Nation made and entered intoa 
treaty with the United States, and among other things the contracting parties 
stipulated and provided in article 5: (1) That the United States may settle civ- 
flized Indians, friendly with the Cherokees and adjacent tribes, on unoceupied 
lands east of the ninety-~wixth degree west longitude in the Cherokee Nation ; 
(2) on such terms as may be agreed upon by the tribes and the Cherokees and 
approved by the President of the United States, with the provision that the 
tribes settling should abandon their tribal oneiesess and pay into the Cher- 
okee national fund a sum of money which i sustain the same proportion to 
the then existing national fund that the number of Indians sustain to the whole 
number of Cherokees then residing in the Cherokee country; and on compli- 
ance the Indians settting shal! be incorporated into and ever after remain a part 
of the Cherokee Nation, “ equal in every respect with native citizens.” 

Article 16 of this treaty provides that the United States may settle friendly In- 
dians in any part of the Cherokee country west of the ninety-sixth degree west 
sonata, to be taken in compact form and conveyed in fee-simple to each of 

© tribes. 

Article 9 of this treaty provides that all freedmen who were liberated by vol- 
untary act of former owners or by law, as well as free colored persons who 
were in the country at the commencement of the rebellion and are now resi- 
dents in the Gearaeee Nation or who may return in six months, and their de- 
scendants, shall have all the rights of native Cherokees. 

On the 7th day of June, 1869, the Shawnees made an agreement with the 
Cherokee Nation, under theauthority of the aforesaid fifteenth article, yielding 
and paying to the Cherokee Nation $5,000 of their perpetual annuities and $50,- 
000in cash. For this payment of money the Cherokees to receive the 
Shawnees into the Ghoavabae Nation on the unoccupied lends east of the ninety- 
sixth degree west longitude, in the Cherokee Nation. Indian Territory, and 
that they shall be inco into and ever after remain a part of the 
kee Nation on equal terms in every respect, and with all the privileges and im- 
munities of a native citizen of the Cherokee Nation. ‘“Stipulating that the 
Shawnees who shall elect to avail themselves of the provisions of this agree- 
ment shall register their names and permanently locate in the Cherokee coun- 
try within two years from the date of this agreement; otherwise they would 
forfeit all rights under this agreement.” 

This agreement was approved by the President on the %h day of June, 1869, 
in the manner as is authorized by the aforesaid fifteenth article. And, to wit, 
nine hundred Shawnees complied with the provisions and conditions of this 
agreement, moved and settled in the Cherokee Nation. 

On the 8th day of April, 1867, the Delaware Indians made and concluded an 
agreement with the Cherokee Nation, under the aforesaid article 15 of the 
treaty of 1866. In said agreement it is provided (1) that the Cherokee Nation 
will sel) to the Delawares a quantity of fand east of the ninety-sixth degree of 
west longitude in the Cherokee Nation, in exgregate equal to 160 acres for each 
individual Delaware who had been enrol ebruary 18, 1867, who should 
elect to remove to the “ Indian country.” Names could be added by the Dela- 
Ware council within a month after the signing of the agreement. (2) The Dela- 
wares agree to payto the Cherokees for the land $1 peracre. Upon compliance 
with the stipulations and conditions of the — ay me the Delawares were to 
be incorporated into the Cherokee Nation, with the same rights and immuni- 
ties and the same participation in the national funds as native Cherokees, 
and children thereafter born of such Delawares shal! be in all respects regarded 
as native Cherokees. 

The agreement was ratified by the national committee June 15, 1867; and to 
wit, fourteen hundred Delawares moved into the Cherokee Nation under the 
authority of this agreement, 

Referring to the freedmen claiming rights under the ninth article of the said 
treaty, it was ascertained that the census and roll recently taken, under the re- 
cent act of Congress, shows that there are over five thousand persons. 

From the time of making and entering into the aforesaid articles of the 
treaty and the agreements, up to May 19, 1883, the Shawnees, Delawares, and 
freedmen were accepted and recognized by the Cherokee Nation as Cherokee 
citizens, with all the rights, benefits, and immunities of native Cherokees, as 
provided and obligated by the aforesaid treaty and agreements. 

About this time the Cherokee Nation received from the Government $300,000, 
appropriated by Congress out of funds due under appraisement of Cherokee 
lands west of the ninety-sixth degree west longitude. This money the Chero- 
kee lewisiative council directed by an act to be paid out per capita to Cherokees 
by blood only in the Cherokee Nation. 

On July 5, 1883, the Cherokee Nation leased, rented, or granted to an associa- 
tion of persons, who are United States citizens, a permit to occupy and 
all of the vacant land belonging to the Cherokee Nation west of the ninety- 
sixth degree west longitude, or west of tbe Arkansas River in the Cherokee 
Nation. This leave was made to run for five years, ata rental of $100,000 
year. The act of the Cherokee national council authorizing this lease 
and promised that when $300,000 was paid into the Cherokee national treasury 
the amount should be paid out per capita as the council should direct. 

In May, 1886, this amount was paid into the Cherokee national treasury, and 
the Cherokee national council passed an act requiring the Cherokee national 
treasurer to pay the said money out per capita to Cherokee citizens by blood 
and descent only in the Cherokee Nation. This action ved the Shawnees, 
Delawarves, and freedmen of their share and portion of money. This pay- 
ment was $15.50 per capita. 

At thesame session of this council an act was passed and approved construing 
the rights of the Shawnees, Dvlawares, and freedmen. By this act the inten- 
tion of the Cherokee Nation is clearly shown that the Cherokee Nation will not 
allow the Shawnees, Delawa and freedmen to ever participate in the distri- 
bution of or the allotment of their lands west of the Arkansas River in the 
Cherokee Nation, 


Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will consent that the residue of 
this report may be printed without being read. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think this is a very importaat case, involving 
very grave interests, 

Mr. BLAIR. About $9,000, I believe. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I must ask that the report be read. I think it 
is instructive to the Senate, and I am glad tosee that the Senator from 
New Hampshire is listening to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say that nobody probably has heard a word of 


it. Itisacase which involves $9,000. We have passed about fifty 
Indian biils this session, and not one touching the great interests of the 
mass of the laboring people ot this country, I think it is trifling with 
an imporant matter by interposing with a very trivial one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can object to the bill if he wants to 
do so. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thereadingof the report will be resumed. 


The Chief Clerk resumed and continued the reading of the report, as 
follows: 


The justification and detense the Cherokee Nation set up for their acts and 
these violations are as follows: 1. Because the amount paid by the Shawnees, 
Delawares, and freedmen is not adequate or equivalent under the provisions of 
the treaty; 2. Because the lands west of the ninety-sixth degree west longitude, 
belonging to the Cherokee Nation, was set off, appropriated, and diverted for 
a er © purpose, before these agreements were entered into. 

This position of the condition of these people is by the committee regarded 
as serious and calculated to keep up and open contentions and hinder and ob- 
struct the = of these people; it is deemed best to provide a to settle 
the status of t people in the country, and their claims to their rights, by 
sending the matters of dispute to the Court of Claims, and this plan is agreed 
to by the Cherokee delegates as well as the Shawnees. 

The original bill provided for an appropriation to pay the Shawnees for the 
defaulted payment of 1886, out of Cherokee funds, as was provided in the act of 
October 19, L888, but the committee find that the money paid out to the Cherokee 
c\tizens at the time was money derived from the ng of the lands west of 
the Arkansas River a apes and that the rtments and Con- 
gress do not recognize the right of Cherokee Nation to lease the said lands, 
and the lessees of these lands have been ordered to vacate and remove from and 
off the lands by the Ist of October, 1890; therefore the committee conclude it 
proper and justice to all to send the whole question to the courts for a proper 
and a final decision. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now I want the other part read, the report of 
the committee itself, which was made by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes], which seems to reflect upon one of my constituents. 
I must have that part read referring to section 4 of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The part of the report referred to by the 
Senator will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Referring to the subject-matter, and the provision of section 4 of this substi- 
tuted bill, the committee finds as follows: That in November, 1863, William P. 
Dole was Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and caused to be placed to the credit 
of H. B. Branch, su tendent of Indian affairs, the sum of $89,000 for pay- 
ment per capita to Shawnee tribe of Indians. 

Superintendent Branch was instructed by Commissioner Dole to make a care- 
ful examination as to the number of Shawnee orphans, and retain in his hands 
the amount found to be due to them, allowing them to share equally with the 
other Indians in the per capita payment, 

He was also instructed to e a thorough investigation respecting the dis- 
position that had been made of the money that belonged to the Shawnee or- 

ans, and paid to the jians or the Shawnee council, to be applied for the 

netit of the hans, including the payment made on the 29th of ber, 1860, 
to certain a under bonds, and the payments made previously, and if 
he should find that any of the money rightfully belonging to the orphans had 
been squandered or misapplied, to retain from the remittance such additional 
sums as he should find to be withheld or misapplied, and make payment to the 
balance of the tribe. 

On the 29th of January, 1863, Superintendent Branch reported that he made 
payment on the 20th, 2ist, and 22d of January, 1863, to these Shawnees; that he 
ascertained the number of orpkans to be thirty-eight, and retained out of the 
annuity $70 per head for such, making $2,660 withheld. He ulso reported that, 
owing to the default of Shawnee guardians, he withheld from the Shawnee 
tribal fund the further sum of $7,846.29, making a sum total of $10,506.39 which 
has been held from the Shawnee tribal fund since January 23, 1863. 

The committee further find thatSuperintendent Branch failed to settle his ac- 
counts with the United States Government, and defaulted for a large amount, 
and embezzled the aforesaid sum, $10,506.39, which he withheld out of the Shaw- 
nee tribal fund on the 22d of January, 1863. ’ 

The committee further find that this tribal fand, out of which this payment 
was made and Branch embezzled the said amount, under the provisions of the 
seventh article of the treatv made with the Shawnees and the United States 
1832, and article 3 of their treaty of May 10, 1854, the United States stipulated 
and agreed to pay to these Shawnees 5 per cent. per annum on this annuity 
fund, and thatthe ob! is not released or discharged by the embezzlement 
of ex-Superintendent ; 
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payment of money appropriated by Congress, by a forced construction of the 
act, and refuse and neglect to disburse the funds as the act directs. “— 


The committee are of the opinion that the (peeee and wise d 
subject is to refer these matters to the courts a careful and a thorough inves- 
tigation and final settlement. Therefore they submit a substitute for the bills 
S. 2321, S. 2322, and 8, 4005. 

And the committee recommend it do pass, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar bas expired. ' 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from New York will allow the 
pending bill to be continued. It will only take a few minutes. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us finish up this bill. It is very meritorious. 

Mr. EVARTS. I give way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The title of the unfinished business will 
be stated. 

The Cuter Cierk. A bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from New York kindly permits the bill 
which has been pending to go on without prejudice to his bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. If House bill 9014 is taken up, I give way in order 
that the bill which has been pending may be finished. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will go over. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it will. 

Mr. BLAIR. The time to work as we are approaching so near the 
end of the session is very limited, and we ought to meet at least as 
early as 11 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Illinois, that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday will now be resumed. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9014) to de- 
fine and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. EVARTS. Whenthe Senateadjourned lastevening, the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] was 
pending. The yeas and nays were ordered, and on the rolf-call it was 
shown that there was not a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator is in error 
in supposing that the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. There was no call of the yeas and nays. A di- 
vison was called for. ‘ 

Mr. EVARTS. I thought there had beea acall of the yeas and nays. 
At any rate a division was called for. I ask that the matter may be 
taken up at that stage now. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the | , 


Senator from Maryland [ Mr, GorMAN ]. 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is that? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Corer CLerK. On page 15, section 3, line 27, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘ Richmond’? and insert ‘‘ Baltimore;’’ so as to read: 

In the fourth circuit, in the city of Baltimore. 
Mr. BARBOUR. I desire to say a word on that question. 
Mr. GORMAN, I ask that the vote on the question may be taken | 
by a division. 
Mr. BARBOUR. I simply desire to say that this amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland is a change which would be very undesirable 
to the circuit, in my judgment. The circuit consists of the States of 
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, and the two Carolinas. The change 
of the location of the court from the central point at Richmond to an 
point like Baltimore, it strikes me, would be an unreasonable 
thing. Maryiand is on one side, on the northern side, and South Car- 
olina on the southern side; and to take the court and plant it at Balti- 
more, instead of Kichmond, would operate great inconvenience, and 
it strikes me that it is a very unreasonable proposition. 
I insist, sir, upon the court remaining where it is. 
I understand from the remarks of the Senator from Missouri 
Mr. Vest] yesterday, that the bill—I have not examined it myseli— 
ves the matter with the judges to sclect the location of the court 
they please, and if Richmond be not a suitable place, I presame 
will select a place that is more suitable to them. But I 
it that the Senate should not judge the matter, but leave 
the location of the court where it is now. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Maryland (Mr. GorMAN], on which a division has been 
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Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 24, 1890, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exe 


ulive nominatio) 


ved by the Senate the 23d d 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY 
Eleventh Regiment of Infantry 
First Lieut. Ralph W. Hoyt, to be captain, September 19, 1890, 


vice Sage, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Robert L. Hirst, to be first lieutenant, September 19, 
1890, rice Hoyt, promoted. 

Second Regiment of Cavalry. 

Second Lient. Roger B. Bryan, to be first lieutenant, Sept 
1890, vice Holton, deceased. 

Additional Second Lieut. Orin B. Meyer, of the First Cavalry 
second lieutenant, September 18, 1890, vice Bryan, promoted. 

TERRITORIAL JUDGES OF PROBATE. 

Francis L. Daggett, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
Washington County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire 
September 25, 1890. 

Charles Foote, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Juab 
County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire September 25 
1890. 

Stephen V. Frazier, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Lich 
County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire September 25 
1890. 

William Goodwin, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Cache 
County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire September 25, 
1890. 

Hector W. Haight, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
Davis County, in the Territory of Utah, vice Thomas J. Brandon, 
whose term will expire September 25, 1890. 

Charles A. Herman, of Utah Territory, to be jadge of probate in 
Tooele County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire Sep- 
tember 25, 1890. 

Jacob Johnson, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in San 
Pete County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire Septem- 
ber 25, 1890. 
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6 
Henry Shields, of Utah Territory, tobe judge of probate in Summit 
County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire September 
25, 1890. 
25, L 
Thomas S. Watson, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
Wasatch County, in the Territory of Utah, as provided by section 19, 
chapter 397, volume 24, laws 1887, United States Statutes at Large 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate Seplember 23, 1890, 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
George Maney, of Tennessee, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Paraguay and Uruguay. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 23, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by Rev. J. H. Courupert, D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 
The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on the approval of Friday’s Jour- 
nal, and the Clerk will ca!l the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nay 1, not vot- 
ing 169; as follows: 
YEAS—155. 
Adama, Brewer, Conger, Gear, 
Allen, Mich. Brosius, Craig, Gest, 
Anderson, Kans. Brower, Culbertson, Pa. Gifford, 
Arnold, Browne, Va. Cutcheon, Greenhalge, 
Atkinson, Pa. Buchanan, N. J. Dalzell, Grosvenor, 
Baker, Burrows, Darlington, Grout, 
Banks, Burton, De Lano, Hall, 
Bartine, Caldwell, Dingley, Harmer, 
Bayne, Candler, Mass. Dolliver, Haugen, 
Beck with, Cannon, Dorsey, He , Li. 
Belden, Carter, Dunnell, Henderson, lowa 
Belknap Caswell, Evans, Hermann, 
Bergen Cheadle, Farquhar, Hii, 
in Cheatham, Featherston, Hin, 
Bliss, Clark, Wis. Flick Hopkins, 
Boothman, Jogswell, Flood, Houk, 
Boutelle, Colewan, Frank, Kelley, 
Bowden, Comstock, Funston, Kennedy, 
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Kerr, lowa Morrow, Rockwell, Taylor, J.D. 
Ketcham, Morse, Rowell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Kinsey, Niedringhaus, Russell, * Thomas, 
Knapp, Nute, Sanford, Thompson, 
Lacey, ©’ Donnell, Sawyer, Townsend, Colo, 
La Folleite, O' Neill, Pa. Scranton, Townsend, Pa. 
Laidlaw, Osborne, Scull, Turner, Kans, 
lansing, Owen, Ind. Sherman, Vandever, 
Laws, Payne, Simonds, Van Schaick, 
Lehibach, Payson, Smaith, il. Waddill, 
Lind, Perkins, Smith, W. Va. Wade, 
Lodge, Pickler, Smyser, Walker, 
McComas, Post, Snider, Wallace, Mass. 
MeCormick, Pugsley, Spooner, Wallace, N. Y. 
MeDuffie, Quackenbush, Stephenson, Wheeler, Mich, 
McKinley Raines, Stewart, Vt. Wickham, 
Miles, Randall, Stivers, Williams, Ohio 
Moffitt, Ray, Stock bridge, Wilson, Wash, 
Moore, N. H. Reed, lowa Struble, Wright, 
Morey, Reyburn, Taylor, E. B. Yardley. 
Morrill, Rife, Taylor, Il, 
NAY—1, 
Mason. 
NOT VOTING—169. 
Abbott, Crain, Lee, Richardson, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Lewis, Rowand, 
Andrew, Dargan, Magner, Resk, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Davidson, Maish, Sayers, 
Bankhead, De Haven, Mansur Seney, 
Barnes, Dibble, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Barwig, Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Biggs, Dockery, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McCarthy, Springer, 
Bland, Edmunds, McClammy, Stahinecker, 
Blount, Elliott, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Boatner, Ellis, McCord, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Enloe, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Ewart, McKenna, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Finley, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, MeRae, Stump, 
Browne, T. M. Fithian, Milliken, Sweney, 
Brunner, Flower, Mills, Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Forney, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Bullock, Fowler, Morgan, Tucker, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, Mudd, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Butterworth, Gibson, Mutchler, Turner, N.Y. 
Bynum, Goodnight, Norton, Vaux, 
Campbell, Grimes, Oates, Venable, 
Candler, Ga. Hansbrough, O’ Ferrall, Washington, 
Carlton, Hare, O’ Neall, Ind, Wheeler, Ala, 
Caruth, Hatch, O’ Neil, Mass, Whiting, 
Catchings, Hayes, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Haynes, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Clancy, Heard, Parrett, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Hemphill, Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. Peel, Willeox, 
Clunie Herbert, Penington, Will th 
Cobb, Holman, Perry, Wilson, Ky 
Connell, Hooker, Peters, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa, Phelan, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ohio Kilgore, Pierce, * Yoder. 
Cothran, Lane, Price, 
Covert, Lanham, Quinn, 
Cowles, Lawler, Reilly, 


‘The following-named members we:e announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 
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Mr. 
Mr, 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs. 

ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Wricuar with Mr. GeIsSsSENHAINER. 

YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 
WADE with Mr. Dockery. . 

FRANK with Mr. BLAND, 

McKENNA with Mr, CLUNIE, 

Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WriLson, of Missouri. 
McCorp with Mr. Frrur1ayn, 

GREENHALGE with Mr, TUCKER. 

Biiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBorr. 

BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Ewart with Mr. Henprerson, of North Carolina. 
Witson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. SwWeney with Mr, Wuirtinea. 

Mr. THomAs M. BROWNE with Mr, Rocers. 

Mr. Perers with Mr, MANSUR. 

Mr. Lrxp with Mr. Prerce. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas. 


The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 


Mr. O’FERRALL (after a pause). Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to 


have the vote announced. 
The SPEAKER. 


The Chair notices the gentleman’s anxiety. 


Mr. O'FERRALL. Alter the roll-call is concluded, the business in 


order is that the announcement be made by the Chair as to the result. 
I believe the roll-call has been concluded. 

The SPEAKER. 
tlemen may come in and make a quorum. 
Mr. O’FERRALL, 
ruling of the Chair—— 


Yes; but it is quite possible that some other gen- 
But the roll-call is concluded; and under the 
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The SPEAKER. The roll-call is not concluded until the announce- 
ment of the result. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Under the ruling of the Chair, no one not pres- 
ent when the roll-call was going on can be recorded as present and not 
voting. Mr. Speaker, with all due deference, I call for the announce- 
ment of the result of the vote. 

[A pause. ] 

Mr. O’FERRALL, Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now 
adjourp. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
order during the roll-call. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how I am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will examine and see how the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mason] isrecorded. [A pause.] The gentle- 
man is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. MASON. That is right. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. TUCKER], but have voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to know whether I am recorded, and how 
I voted on the first roll-call. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND], but have voted in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GEISSENHAINER], but have voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. YARDLEY. Iam paired with my colleague from Pennsy! vania 
[Mr. KERR], but have voted for the purpose of making a quorum. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. I am paired with my colleague 
[Mr. ALDERSON]. If he were present I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I desire to inquire whether I am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The vote having been recapitulated, I insist 
that the result should be announced. 

Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. Speaker, Iam notpaired. Ihave been voting 
for the last two weeks pretty solidly. I would like to know whether 
I am recorded with the ayes. [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. BLISS. Iam paired with my colleague from Michigan, Judge 
CHIPMAN, but have voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to inquire how the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O’FeRRALL] has voted on this question. I should 
like to know whether he has been excused by the House under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia has not been ex- 
cused. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I will tell the gentleman that I can answer for 


I make the point that the motion is not in 


myself. I never yet voted to commit a larceny, and I do not propose 
to do it in this case. [Applause in galleries; derisive cries on the 
Republican side. } 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Whatis the difference between perpetrating a lar- 
ceny and perpetuating one? [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. } 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I would like to inquire what the gen- 
tleman from Virginia has done with the whole of the other side of the 
House. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL] a question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I submit that this proceeding is dilatory, Mr. 
Speaker. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I would like to know whether the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, when he was seated on a contest by a Democratic 
House, considered that “‘larceny;’’ and, if so, whether it was not Demo- 
cratic *‘larceny.’’ 

Mr. O’FERRALL. It was the larceny of votes on the part of Re- 
publicans in Virginia that deprived me of my seat. I came here, and 
a Democratic Congress vindicated my right and gave me my seat. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Yon got it by a majority vote, did you 
not? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes; and many Republicans declined to vote 

inst me in that contest. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The only evidence that you hada right 
to the seat was that you were seated by a majority ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes, sir, but—— 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Why are you not willing to abide by 
a majority vote at this time? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, the course of the Republican party 
in the last Congress will be remembered, when for days and weeks they 
sat here refusing to vote and breaking a quorum in the contested-elec- 
tion case of Sullivan vs. Felton. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Why did not you count them? 

Mr. BAKER. Regular order. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Now, if you gentlemen could sit here and re- 
fuse to seat Mr. Sullivan, the Democrats have a perfect right to retire 
and — larceny of a seat from this side. [Cries of ‘‘ Regulaz 
order!”’ 
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Mr. MASON, 
the negative. 

Mr. MAson’s vote was recorded as above. ; 

Mr. MOREY. I desire to inquire if my name is recorded as having 
voted. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not recorded as having voted, but the gentle- 
man is noted as present and not voting. 

Mr. MOREY. I will ask if I am permitted to vote? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right. 

Mr. Morey’s vote was recorded as above. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 155, the noes are 1. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER _—— to submit the question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. A division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and the Speaker announced, the affirmative vote 
being more than 100 and the noes 1, a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote. I vote in 


hers failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Covert, Kilgore, Quinn, 
Alderson, Cowles, Lane, Reilly, 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Lanham, Richardson, 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, Lawler, Robertson, 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex. Lee, Rogers, 
Bankhead, Cummings, Lester, Ga, Rowland, 
Barnes, Dargan, Lester, Va. Rusk, 
Barwig, Davidson, Lewis, Sayers, 

7 Dibble, Magner, Seney, 
Bingham, Dickerson, Maish, Shively, 
Blanchard, Dockery, Mansur, Skinner, 
Bland, Dunphy, Martin, Ind. Spinola, 
Blount, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Springer 
Boutner, Elliott, McAdoo, Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, Ellis, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Brickner, Enloe, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Brookshire, Ewart, McClellan, Stockdale, 
Brown, J.B. Finley, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brunner, Fithian, McRae, Stamp, 
Buchanan, Va. Flood, Milliken, Tarsney, 
Buckalew, Flower, Mills, Tillman, 
Bullock, Forman, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Bunn, Forney, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Butterworth, Fowler, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Geissenbainer, Mutchler, Turner, N. Y. 
Campbell, Gibson, Norton, Vaux, 
Candler, Ga. Goodnight, Oates, Venable, 
Carlton, Grimes, O’ Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Caruth, Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, are, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Cheadle, Hateh, Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Hayes, Parrett, Wike, 
Clancy, Hlaynes Paynter, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Peel, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Hemphill, Penington, Willcox, 
Clunie, Hendersou,“N.C ‘Perry, Williams, Il), 
Cobb, Herbert, Peters, Wilson, Ky. 
Connell, Holman, Phelan, Wilson, Mo, 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Paice, Yoder. 


The following members appeared during the call and were recorded 
as present under the rule: 


Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. FLoop. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with all further 
proceedings under the call. 
Mr. PAYSON. A parliamentary inquiry first. 


? 
Mr. HAUGEN. Never mind. 


Has a quorum ap- 


Mr. O’FERRALL. I desire to know whether a quorum is present. 

Mr. HAUGEN. [I insist on the motion. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the approval of the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of Friday, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question wastaken; and there were—yeas 160, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 165; as follows: 


YEAS—160. 

Adams, Caldwell Flood, La Follette, 
Allen, Mich. Candler, Mass. Frank, idlaw, 
Anderson, Kans. Cannon, Funston, Lansing, 
Arnold, Carter, Gear, Laws, 
Atkinson, P Caswell, Gest, Lehlbach, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cheadle, Gifford, Lind, 
Baker, Cheatham, Greenhalge, Lodge, 
Banks, Clark, Wis. Grosvenor, Mason, 
Bartine, capewell, Grout, McComas, 
Bayne, Co! " Hall, McCormick, 
Beckwith, Comstock, Harmer, McDuffie, 
Belden, . Haugen, McKinley, 
Belknap, Henderson, Ill. Miles, 
Bergen, Culbertson, Pa. Henderson, Iowa Milliken, 
Bingham, tcheon, Hermann, Moffitt, 
Bliss, Hill, Moore, N.H. 
Boothman, Darlington, Hitt, Morey, 
Bowden’ Di ley ; fo” Seo 

n, yi orrow, 
Brewer, Deities: Kelley, Morse, 
Brosius, Dorsey, Kennedy, Mudd, 
trower.V Dunnell, ae eaemes, 

a. le ute, 

Buchanan,N.J. F » Kinsey, 0’ Donnell, 
Burrows, F rston, Knapp, O’ Neill, Pa. 
Burton, ' Lacey, Osborne, 





So 
ee 


Owen, Ind. 


Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Pugsiey 


Quackenbush, 
Kair 
Randa!! 
Ray, 

Reed, Iowa 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 


eA, 


Abbott, 
Alder sol), 
Allen, Miss. 


Anderson, Miss. 


Andrew, 
Bankhead, 
jarnes, 
Barwig, 
Biggs, 
Blanebard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Breckinridge, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
‘ampbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Cariton, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Claney, 
Clarke, Ala. 
( 

sf 

( 

( 

sf 

( 


~ 


‘ements, 

‘Nunie, 

Jobb, 

Jonnell, 

Sooper, Ind. 

Yooper, Ohio 
Cotbran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 


The SPEAKER. 
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Stephenson, 


Rowell, Stewart, Vt. 
Russell, Stivers, 
Sanford, Stockbridge, 
Sawyer Struble, 
Seranton, Sweney, 
Scull, raylor, E.B 
Sherman, Taylor, It. 
Simonds, faylor, J.D 
Smith, lil raylor, Tenn, 
Smith, W.Va, Thomas, 
Smyser Thompson, 
Snider Townsend, Colo 
Spooner, Townsend, Pa, 

NAY—0 

NOT VOTING—165 

Crain, Lawler, 
Crisp, Lee, 


Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, 

De Haven, 
Dibble, 
Dickerson, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 

Ellis, 

Enloe, 

Ewart, 
Finley, 

Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Flower, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Haynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, 
Herbert, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Kilgore, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 


ent and not voting. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Lixp, Mr. BARtTINe, Mr. Coorrer of Ohio, Mr. Di 


N.C. 


Lester, Ga, 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Magner, 
Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind, 
Martin, Tex, 
McAdoo, 
MeCarthy, 
McClammy, 
McClellan, 
McCord, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan, 
Mutchler, 
Norton, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 
O' Neall, Ind, 
O'Neil, Maas. 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, Ohio 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Pierce, 
Price, 
Quinn, 
Reilly, 


Mr. McKenna, Mr. O’ FeErRRALL, and the Sreaxer. 
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Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 

Van Schaick, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 

Walker, 
Wallace, Mass, 
Wallace N. Y. 
Wheeler, Mich. 


Wickban, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright, 
Yardley 
Richardson 


Robertson 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
farsney, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
‘Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N.Y. 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willeox, 
Williams, Dil. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Yoder. 


The Clerk will record the names of members pres- 


IIAveEN, Mr. McCorp, 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to record my vote 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has that right. 
Mr, LIND’s name was recorded iu the affirmative 
Mr. BARTINE. Mr. Speaker, I desire also to record my name 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman is recorded as present and has a 
right to vote if he desires, 
Mr. BARTINE’S name was recorded in the aflirmative, as above 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Let us have a recapitulation of the 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting 
TheSPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 160, the nays are none 
and with the members present and not voting the Journal is approved. 
‘The Clerk will read the Journal of the proceedings o! Saturday 
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of Saturday's proceedings. 
Mr. O’FERRALL, I did not catch the announcement of the Speaker. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] I respectfully ask that the Speaker 
announce the vote. 
TheSPEAKER. 


, as above. 


vote. 


The Chair has already announced the vote. | Cries 
of ‘* Regular order !’’ ] 
The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Does the Chair decline toe announce the vote’ 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 

Mr. LODGE. 
nal. 

The SPEAKER. ‘TheChair anuounced the 
ative.and none in the negative. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, Well, I raise the question of no quo: 

Tne SPEAKER. And the Chair overrules it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I make the point that there is no quorum pres- 
ent. I make that point in good faith. 

The SPEAKER: But there is a quorum present. 

Mr. O°-FEKRALL, One handred and sixty members are not a qno- 
rum, 

The SPEAKER. 
rum. 

Mr. O’ FERRALL. 
present and not voting. 


He did announce it 
I ask that the Clerk continue the reading of the Jour- 
vote as 160 in the attirm- 


um. 


The Chair did not say that 160 members was a quo- 


You did not announce the names of members 
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Several Mempers. They were announced. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order !’’ 

The Chee k continued the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, were the names of members pres- 
ent and not voting announced, enongh to make a quornm ? 

The SPEAKER, They were. 

Mr, O'FERRALL. At what time? 

The SPEAKER, At the proper time. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that 
there is no quorum present to transact business. There must bea 
quorum present before the Journal can be read or approved. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present, and the Clerk will continue 
the reading of the Journal. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal of Sat- 
urday’s proceedings. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I demand a division. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Virginiademandsa division. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the re- 
quest for a division be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was then approved. [ Ap- 
plause on Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will now read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of Monday’s proceedings. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I demand the reading of the entire Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is getting it. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, I see that the Clerk has turned over a great 
many pages of the Journal thatdo not appear to have been read. [ask 
for the reading of the entire Journal. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair is informed that the entire Journal is 
being read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading ef the Journal; which 
was then approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

\ bill (S. 968) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of the firm of 
Larrabee & Allen; 

A bill (S. 1857) forthe relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of Chou- 
teau, Harrison & Valle; 

A bill (8. 2212) relative to the Rancho Punta de la Laguna; 

A bill (8. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre reser- 
vation; and 

A bill (S. 4308) to create a subport of entry and delivery at Neche, 
in the State of North Dakota. 

VONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—LANGSTON VS. VENABLE. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the adoption of the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. O'PFERRALL. 1s it not. on the call for the previous question ? 

Mr. ROWELL. No, sir; that was ordered before. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Well, there was a yea-and-nay vote ordered on 
the resolution declaring E. C. Venable not elected. 

The SPEAKER. One moment; the Chair will ascertain. 

Mr. O'PERRALL. All right, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘There isa regular way to geta yea-and-nay vote. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Clerk 
will call the roll. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, is this on the main question? 

The SPEAKER. Oda the first resolution. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I would like to have the resolution reported. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I+ is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia requests: that the 
resolution be reported. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerl: will proceed to 
eall the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 1, not 
voting 173; as follows: 

YEAS—15i. 


Adama, Bingham, Caswell, Dolliver. 
Allen, Mich. Boothman, Cheatham, Dorsey, 
Anderson, Kans. Bouteile, Clark, Wis. Duannell, 
Arnold, Bowden, — Evans, 
Atkinson, Pa. Brewer, ——s 
Atkinson, W.Va. Brosius; Comstoek, 
Baker, Brower, Conger, — 
Banks, Buchanan, N. J. Craig, ° 
Bartine, Burrows, Culbertson, Pa, Funston, 
Rayne, Burton, Gear, 
Beckwith, Caldwell, Dalzell, Gest, 
Belden, Candier, Mass. Darlington, Gifford, 

\ De Lano, Greenhalge, 
Bergen, Carter, Dingley, Grosvenor, 


Grout, 

Hall, 

Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Ill. 


Henderson, lowa 


Herinann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 

Ke ley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Ketcham, 
Kinsey, 
Knapp, 
Lacey, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Lansing, 
Laws, 
Lehibach, 
Lind, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 


Anderson, Miss. 


Andrew, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Breck inridge, 
Brick ner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth. 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Alm 
Clements, 
Clunie, 
Cobb, 
Sooper d 

, , Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 


Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. 
this question in order to make a quorum. 


Lodge, Pickler, 
Mason, Post, 
McComas, Pugsley, 
McCormick, Quackenbush, 
McDuffie, Raines, 
McKinley, Randail, 
Miles, Ray, 
Milliken, Reed, Iowa 
Moffitt, Reyburn 
Moore, N. H. Rife, 
Morey, Reckwel! 
Morrill, Rowell 
Morrow, Russell, 
Morse, Sanford, 
Mudd, Sawyer, 
Niedringhaus, Scranton, 
Nate, Seull, 
O’ Donnell, Sherman, 
O' Neill, Pa. Simonds, 
Osborne, Smith, Lil. 
Owen, Ind. Smith, W. Va. 
Payne, Smyser, 
Payson, Snider, 
Verkins, Spooner, 

NAYS—1. 

Cheadle. 

NOT VOTING—173. 

Crain, Lee, 
Crisp, Lester, Gar 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. 
Cummings, Lewis, 
Dargan, Magner, 
Davidson, Maish, 
De Haven, Mansur, 
Dibble, ‘ Martin, Ind. 
Dickerson, Martin, Tex. 
Dockery, McAdoo, 
Dunphy, McCarthy, 
Edmunds, McClammy, 
Elliott, McClellan, 
Eliis, McCord, 
Enloe McCreary, 
Ewart, McKenna, 
Finley, MeMillin, 
Fitch, McRae, 
Pithian, Mills, 
Flower, Montgomery, 
Forman, Moore, Tex. 
Forney, Morgan, 
Fowler, Mutchler, 
Frank, Norton, 
Geissenhainer, Oates, 
Gibson, O’Ferrall, 
Goodnight, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Grimes, O'Neil, Mass. 
Hansbrough, Outhwaite, 
Hare, Owens, Ohio 
Hatch, Parrett, 
Hayes, Paynter, 
Haynes, Peel, 
Heard, Penington, 
Hemphill, Perry, 
Henderson, N.C. Peters, 
Herbert, Phelan, 
Holman, Pierce, 
Hooker, Price, 
Kerr, Pa. Quinn, 
Kilgore, Reilly, 
Lane, Ri \ 
Lanham, Robertson, 
Lawler, Rogers, 





Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, EB. B. 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo. 
Townsend, Pa. 
Turner, Kans. 
Vandever, 
Van Sehaick, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N. Y- 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stock bridge, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vaux, 
Venable, 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Washington, 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright, 
Yardiey, 
Yoder. 


Mr. Speaker, I have voted on 
I am paired with my col- 


league [Mr. ALDERSON], and therefore desire to withdraw my vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the namesof members pres- 

ent and not voting. 
The Clerk reported the foilowing-named members as present and not 


voting: 


Mr. Briss, Mr. Browngof Virginia, Mr. Cooper of Ohio, Mr. DE 
HAVEN, Mr. Frawk, Mr. McConp, Mr. McKenna, Mr. O’FERRALt, 
Mr. STocKBRIDGE, Mr. WADDILL, Mr. Wane, Mr. Wrient, Mr. Yarp- 
LEY, and the SPEAKER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. How many are reeorded, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Enough to make 166. A quorum being present, 


the question is upon the second branch of the resolution. 


as are in favor of its adoption will say ‘‘ay.”’ 
Mr. CHEADLE. I trust that we wil) have the yeas and nays on 


this. 


Mr. PAYSON. I object. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. I demand a division. 
The SPEAKER. A division isdemanded. Asmany as are im favor 


will say ‘ay.’ 


Mr. PAYSON. A parl 


from the 
therein. 


As many 


iamentary inquiry. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending question. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That John M. Langston was elected a 


tative in Congress 


Congressional district of Virginia, and is entitled toaseat 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 


The 


seemed to have it. 


was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes” 
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Mr. O'FERRALL. I demand the yeas and nays. 
* 'The question was taken on the demand for the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. Twogentlemen rising—nota sufficient number. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the jury that tries this | 


case will be willing to go on record, will be willing to be polled. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ on the Republican side. } 


Mr. BOUTELLE. They could bring in their men if they wanted to. 


They have the power to order the yeas and nays if their men will 
come in. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is all right, but I was just saying that I 
thought that thejury that is trying this ought to be willing to be poiled. 

Mr. O7FERRALL. Donotdodge. Put yourselveson record as per- 
petrating this outrage. ve 

The SPEAKER. Two gentlemen rising—not a sufficient number, 


and the yeas and nays are refused. The ayes have it, and the resolu- | 


tion is adopted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I demand a division. 

Mr. BAKER. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. The result has already been announced. 
ayes have it, and the resolution is adopted. 
the Republican side and in the galleries, } 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I call for a division. 


{Prolonged applause on 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr, Speaker, Mr. Langston is here and ready to be | 


sworn in. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wonder if I am not entitled to a division. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. Let the Chair understand. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] demanded the yeas and 
nays. ‘ 

Mr. CHEADLE. And when the Chair decided on that demand I 
asked for a division. 
The SPEAKER. 

tion about it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I myself do not want to have 
any question, but, after all, what are the facts? The call was made 
for a division, or rather for a vote. The vote was taken, and then the 
demand for the yeas and nays was made, and but two gentlemen rose 
demanding the yeasand nays. Now it is toolate todemand a division. 

Mr. MASON. And the Chair has announced the result. 

Mr. CANNON. And the Chair has announced the result. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late. 

The oath of office was then administered to Mr. Langston. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, the bill (H. 
R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer Neptune. 

The message also announced that the Senate requested the return by 
the House of the bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Un- 
compahgre reservation. ' 


SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTION CONTEST—MILLER VS. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. ROWELL. I eall up the ease of Miller vs. Elliott. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That William Elliott was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 


first Congress from the Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina, and is 
not entitied to retain a seat therein. 


Resolved, That Thomas EB. Miller was duly elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina, 
and is entitled to bis seat as such Representative. 


Mr. ROWELL. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. 
ation, 

The question was taken on consideration, and the Speaker announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 
The House divided; and the Speaker announced that the ayes were 
155. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairoverrules the point. 
present. [Applause on the Republican side. J 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Does 155 constitute a quorum of this House ? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all; but there are other members present 
besides those voti 

Mr. O’PERRALL, I say that no quorum has voted and no quorum 
is as disclosed by the vote. 
. McCOMAS. There is a quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. Some other gentlemen have come in since the vote 
was announced, : 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Fair play is fair play, and that is all I want of 
——- this question as to the consideration of this case. 

Ss ER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Does the Speaker decline to hear me ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chairdoes. Thegentleman is here for delay. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I am not here for delay. This case has just 
been called up. [Derisive applause on the Republican side.] I have 
appeared before howling mobs before, and this does not deter me from 


The Chair thinks there ought not to be any ques- 


And upon that I raise the question of consider- 


There is a quorum 


yet: 
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standing here and demanding my rights. This case has been sprung 
upon this House without any notice whatever. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is upon the previous question. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 
| Mr. O’PERRALL. 


Divisien. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 154. 
Mr. O°FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker 
TheSPEAKER. Those opposed will rise. [After a pause. ] 
tlemen not voting will please rise. 
Mr. CONGER. I understand the 
FLooD] did not vote. 
The SPEAKER. Twelve not voting. and sixty 
members are present. So the previous question is ordered. 
| Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 
|} TheSPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
| [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’ on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker—— [Criesof ‘‘ Regular order 
| on the Republican side. ] 
| TheSPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise 
| Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand thattwenty minutes for debate 
| 


(yen- 


yentleman from Ne Mr. 


w York | 


One hundred SiN 


are allowed. I would like to hear a statement of the reasons for the 
seating of this man. 

Mr. ROWELL. I donot desire debate. 
| on the Republican side. } 
| has been printed. 
| ‘The question was taken on the adoption of the resointions; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
| Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 
| The House divided; and there were—ayes 156. 
| Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker, is either voting or 
| present. 
‘ 
' 
| 


| Cries of ** Vote !’’ “* Vote! ”’ 
The report of the Committee on Elections 


A MEMBER. One more in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 157, 1 no, and 9 not 
voting. So the resolutions are adopted. 

Mr. ROWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be |aid on 

| the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Next case !”’ on the Republican side. | 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr, Speaker, | move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the general deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BuRROws in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the general deficiency bill, and the Clerk will report 
the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


| 
' 
} 
| 
A bill (H., R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies: in the ap- 
propriations of the fiseal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior years, and fos 
| other purposes. 
} 
| 
| 
1 
| 
| 
} 
| 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, | 
sent to dispense with the first reading of the bill 

Mr. McCREARY. 
ter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ido not blame the 
Kentucky for being a little behind in legislation; 
reply that_it is the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to know what the motion is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is the general de- 
ficiency bill with the Senate amendments. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think I would like to have them read. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I object to dispensing with the 
Mr. CASWELL. I suggest that the gentlemen be 
appear. ([Laughiter. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. 


wk unanimeas con 
What bill does the gentleman re/erto? | Laugh 


yentleman from 
but I will say in 





readin 


worn iff a4 


they 


The Clerk will read the first amendment 

Mr. O’'FERRALL. I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to make a brief statc- 
ment in regard to the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve my right to have the 
amendments read, but I would be very glad to hear my friend from 
Iowa give his explanation. - 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the uniform prac- 
tice of the Committee of the Whole, if the reading of the amendments 
is demanded, is that the first Senate amendment shall be read and 
placed before the committee for consideration. If the gentleman in- 
sists upon it, the first amendment will be read. 

Mr. McCREARY. ISlow many amendments are there? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. One hundred and fifty-four. 

Mr. FLOWER. Read them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And if the committee will permit me 
I will make a brief statement in regard to them. 








ad is 
‘acne 


{ 
| | 
| 
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Mr. McCREARY. I reserve my right to demand the reading of all 
the amendments, but I would be very glad to hear the gentleman froma 
Iowa make his explanation, which may be satisfactory. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. How much do the amendmentsadd 
to the bill? 

Senate amendments numbered 1 and 2 were severally read, and, on 
motion of Mr. Henperson, of Iowa, were non-concurred in. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a 
word to the Committee of the Whole. There are one hundred and fifty- 
four amendments which have been put on this bill by the Senate, mak- 
ing an aggregate increase of $2,644,955. 95. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Making the total of the bill how 
much ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, oflowa. Theaggregate would be $7,875, 481.73. 
The Committee on Appropriations have recommended non-concurrence 
in all of the one hundred and fifty-four amendments, but among the 
amendments is one embracing the French spoliation claims. It is the 
last amendment to the bill (No. 154), and it covers an appropriation 
of $1,239, G88, 89, 

Notice has been served upon the committee that a motion will be 
made to coucur in that amendment, and I desire now to ask unani- 
mous consent of the committee to non-concur in the other one hundred 
and fifty-three amendments, leaving this last one, the French spolia- 
tions amendment, to be considered separately in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked to non-concur in 
the one hundred and fifty-three amendments of the Senate indicated 
by the gentleman from Iowa. Is there objection? 

Mr. MoCREARY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. The Clerk will read the 
next amendment, 

Amendments numbered 3, 4, and 5 were severally read, and, on 
motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, were non-concurred in. 

Amendment No, 6 was read, as follows: 

To meet deficiency in appropriation for contingent expenses of United States 
consulates, $40,000, 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill whether the amount provided for in this amendment, $40,000, is 
in addition to the amount reported by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs in the diplomatic and consular bill, and, if so, why it is required. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Thisis a deficiency. We gave in the 
other bill all that was asked for, and this additional amount is put on 
by the Senate by way of amendment, and we propose now that the 
House shall non-concur in thisamendment until we can get the reasons 
of the Senate for putting it in the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. The Committee on Foreign Affairs, of which I 
have the honor to be a member, reported to this House an appropria- 
tion bill in which we thought we had recommended the appropriation 
of a sufficient amount of money to pay the expenses of our consulates; 
but if $40,000 in addition to what we reported is needed I should like 
to know the reason why it is needed. 

Mr. BREWER. If the gentleman will permit me I will state to 
him that this item is for a deficiency for the last fiscal year. The ap- 
propriation to which he refers was for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand that; but the Committce on For- 
eign Affairs last year also reported an appropriation bill covering this 
matter. I had the honor then to be chairman of that committee, and 
we were of the opinion that we reported a sufficient amount to pay the 
expenses of our various consulates. Now, if it is necessary to appro- 
priate $40,000 in addition to that I simply ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill the cause why it is necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, we are asking non- 
concurrence in the appropriation. The Committee on Appropriations, 
like the gentleman from Kentucky, desire to get the reasons of the 
Senate tor inserting this amendment in the bill. However, I will say 
to the gentleman that notwithstanding the appropriations made in the 
regular appropriation bills pre by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, there have been deficiencies in this service every year, running 
from $40,000 to $50,000. But we are not now asking concurrence in 
this Senate amendment. On the contrary, we are asking non-con- 
currence, in order that we may obtain from the Senate their reasons 
for putting it in the bill. 

r. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I understand very well what the 
custom is in managing appropriation bills. The gentleman in charge 
of the bill comes in and asks us to non-concur in the amendments ot 
the Senate. That is the first step. Then the bill is referred toa com- 
mittee of conference, and they bring in their report, and that confer- 
ence report has to be — as a whole or rejected as a whole. 

Now, what I am after is to ascertain what the necessity is for appro- 
priating $40,000 in addition to the large amount appropriated for the 
consulates at the last session of Congress. I am aubiens of ascertain- 
ing the fects. I wantto know whether this additional money is needed, 
and, if so, why is it needed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to 
say to the gentleman that this is a Senate amendment, put on by the 
Senate and not by the House, and that the House committee now ask 
non-concurrence in the amendment in order that they may get from the 
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Senate the reasons for putting it in the bill. We have not put this 
item on the bill; we are not asking to put it on the bill; on the con- 
trary, we are seeking to eliminate it from the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. Well, if the gentleman from Iowa will admit 
that he knows of no reason why he should adopt this amendment, I 
shal! not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Iowa is to 
non-concur in the amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I know that; but I thought that possibly I could 
draw out from the gentleman in charge of this bill some statement ot 
the reason why this item had heen put in by theSenate. However, if 
he knows of no reason, and admits that, then I make no objection to 
his motion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have answered the gentleman by 
the general statement that at no time for years has the committee of 
which he is a member, the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported a 
sufficient amount for this service, and I have no doubt that that will 
turn out to be so in this instance. But this is a matter which we did 
not have before us. Nothing of the kind was before the House. This 
amendment was put on by the Senate; and we are against it unless 
good reasons are offered for it. 

Mfr. McCREARY. And the gentleman from Iowa does not know the 
reason why it was put on? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have no reason to give the gentle- 
man. I want to learn the reasons from the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be non- 
concurred in. 

There was no objection. 

The seventh, eighth, and ninth amendments of the Senate were read 
and non-concurred in. 

The tenth amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 9, after line 20, insert the following: 

“For post-office at Dayton, Ohio: for completion of building in excess of 
limit, $10,000." 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move concurrence in this amendment with the 
following amendment: 

Add to the amendment of the Senate : “ For completion of court-house and post- 
‘office at Winona, Minn., $10,000,”’ 

Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered that when this appropriation 
bill was before the House I offered an amendment providing that 
$15,000 be added to the amount in the then pending bill. Only $5,000, 
however, wasappropriated. Since the bill passed the House the Super. 
vising Architect of the Treasury Department has reported to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the necessity of as the $10,000 which 
has not yet beenappropriated. I ask that thisappropriation be made. 
it should properly be provided for at this point in the bill. I hope 
there will be no objection to it. I have here a letter to Senator ALLI- 
son from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 
| Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to say a word on this subject. 
| Here are one hundred and fitty-four amendments. Many of them un- 
| doubtedly ought to be concurred in, some of them with amendments. 
But if the Committee of the Whole are going into these details now, 
| and if matters which we have not had before us and have had uo qp- 
| portunity to investigate are to be brought in, the result will be that 
| we may be on this bill for at least three or fourdays. I hope the Vom. 
mittee of the Whole will non-concur in this amendment, and we 
can take the matter up in conference and consider it there. If the 
| course proposed by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNEL1] be 
| adopted in this instance we shall have our hands full of this matte: 
| fordays. I warn the Committee of the Whole of the danger of open- 
ing this door. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This matter was before the committee. This 
amendment would have been put on in the Senate but for the acci- 
dental absence for a moment of the Senator from Minnesota who had 
the matter incbarge. These papers have been transferred to the House 
Committee on Appropriations; and it is exceedingly important that we 
should now adopt the améndment I have pro: 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Minnesota will allow me a 
moment. This nga on, I believe, is for an additional appropria- 
tion for the public building at Winona, Minn. 

Mr. DUNNELL, It simply appropriates $10,000 to complete the 
building. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I say to my colleague on the committee [Mr. Hewn- 
DERSON, of Iowa] that the limit of cost for this building was $150, - 
000. The Supervising Architect, when we for the completion 
of the building in the sundry civil bill, estimated for $10,000 less than 
the limit, and we appropriated only the amount recommended. But 
subsequently, being more fully advised, the Supervising Architect sent 
urgent letters to the committee saying that the other $10,000 would 
be required. It seems to me that it — be appropriated, but I 
will say to my friend from Minnesota if, having now presented 
the subject, he is willing that the amendment be non-concurred in it 
seems to me the matter can be taken care of in conference. - 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. Perfectly well. The matter will be 


safe there. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I do not know whether the amendment to the 
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item of the Senate can be adopted and then the amendment as amended 
non-concurred in, I apprehend there is no difficulty in that. I move 
the amendment to item No, 10—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa (to Mr. DUNNELL). 
eur. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to non- 
concur in the Senate amendment with the amendment which has been 
reported. , . 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, is that parliamentary ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated the motion as made by the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman ought to move to concur with 
an amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That was my original motion. I think there will 
be no objection to it after the statement of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON]. I ask a vote on my motion 
to concur with the Senate amendment, with the amendment which has 
been read. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. DUNNELL was agreed 


Move to non-con- 


I move to non-concur with the amendment which 


to. 
The eleventh amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

After line 2,on page 10, insert the following: 

** For court-house and post-office at Pittsburgh, Pa. : 
elevators, and approaches, $110,000."" 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
non-concurrence. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
an amendment—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is just the 
result I predicted. If we go on in this way we shall spend four or five 
days on this bill. I warn the Committee of the Whole now to vote 
down these motions; otherwise we shall not make any progress. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I withdraw my motion. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. . 


For heating apparatus, 


I move to concur in the Senate amendment with 


Amendments numbered 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and | 


23 were severally read and non-concurred in. 
The Clerk read amendment No. 24, as follows: 


(24) Toenable the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a commission of scien- 
tific or mechanical experts to report on the best method of safe and vault con- 


struction, with a view of renewing or improving the vault facilities of the Treas- | 


ury Department, $3,000, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to submit a proposition 
to the committee, that if any member wants to call attention to any 
particular amendment he may do so, and that all of the others, with 
the exception of amendment No. 154, the French spoliation amendment, 
be non-concurred in. ' 

Mr.*McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the reason I called for the read- 
ing of the various amendments of the Senaté was because I did not 
know that this report would be made to-day, in the first place; and 
also, because we have had no opportunity heretofore of examining these 
various amendments. I did not know what was in a single one of the 
amendments until this morning, not having had a chance to examine 
them, and I have been reading them in advance of the Clerk in order 
to ascertain what amendments had been reported by the Senate on 
which I desired a special vote. Iam, as yet, unable to say which of 
these amendments I would like to have read especially. For the pres- 
ent, therefore, at least, until I can finish the reading of the amend- 
ments, I desire the Clerk to proceed in the usual way. I will state 
again that I am reading in advance of the Clerk; and if I find I can 
agree with the gentleman from Iowa that we should non-concur in all 
of the amendments except the one to which he refers, I shall withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, I want simply to say in response to 
the gentleman that this bill has been printed since August 19 with all 
the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And the report for some time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; and the report for several days 


t. 

Mr. McCREARY. Yes, that is true; but we have al! been very 
busy —— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Where? 

Mr. McCREARY (continuing), With other matters, and had no 
notice that this question would come up to-day, and have therefore 
had no opportunity to examine the amendments. I venture the asser- 
tion that there are not ten men in the House who have examined the 
amendments and are able now to state what the bill proposes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Onur charitable presumption was that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky and his friends during the last ten days were 
studiously engaged in an attempt to understand what was in the bill. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. FLOWER. And the presumption was also that the gentleman 
from Maryland was delaying the presence of a quorum by not being 

t and doing his duty as a member of this House. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to say to the gentleman from Maryland 

that I am ready at any time to compare my record with his or with 
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| any other member of this House for punctuality and attendance here. 
I have been in my seat as often as the gentleman from Marlyand has 


| been, and I doubt very much if I have been absent as often as he has 
been. A 


Mr. McCOMAS. 
| done very well. 
| Mr. McCREARY. And I have heard it stated that during the last 
| forty-eight hours there was a diligent hunt around the city, frantie- 
ally seeking for the gentleman from Maryland, who had gone down 
to make a speech in some part of his district, when they 
for a quorum here. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But he was here at the right 
wanted, while the gentleman himself was not. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. He was absent at the right time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I call for the regular order 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on non-concurrenc 
amendment just read. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments Nos. 24, 25, and 26 were non-concurred in 

Amendment No, 27 was read, as follows: 


27) To pay Winfield 8S. Hancock for services rendered in the office of the 
| 
| 


property clerk, District of Columbia, from July 17, 1888, to Angust 22, 1ss8, inelu 
sive, at $3 per day, $111. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to non-concur in this amend 
| ment. I very much desire that we should have some method of dispos- 
ing of, or treating, these numerous amendments, such as that recently 
suggested by the gentleman from lowa[Mr. HENDERSON |. Whenever 
a committee of the House comes in with many amendments, [ have the 
} same reluctance which the gentleman from Kentucky has expressed 
to non-concurring in all of them, simply because the committee can not 
give us the information that we deem desirable. But if we follow 
through the vast number of amendments in this bill, over a hundred 
it is evident that we shall make no more progress towards understand- 
| ing what the Senate proposes by them than if we formally agree to 
ron-concur in all of them, as sugyested by the gentleman in charge ot 
the bill. So that I should very much like to see the method he pro- 
poses adopted as a kind of compromise between the two inethods o! 
thoroughly and strictly considering each one of the amendments, o1 
formally non-concurring in all of them ina body. I really think the 
gentleman from Kentucky ough: to agree that there should be a gen 
eral non-concurrence, I myself felt the same hesitation that he feels 
but I have been going through the various amendments and | do not 
know of one of them now which I desire to withhold from the consid 
eration of the conterence committee. 

I withdraw the motion to non-concur. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments Nos, 28 and 29 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 30 was read, as follows: 

In line 7, page 31, strike out the word “for” and insert “four.” 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It seems to me that this is merely a 
clerical error; and wherever a clerical error occurs that is corrected by 
the Senate we ought tu agree to that. I ask if the gentleman is not 
| willing to recommend concurrence in such amendments? This is evi- 
| dently @ misprint in the original bill by printing the word “‘tor’’ for 
| ‘*four,’’ and the Senate has made the necessary correction. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would say to the gentleman from 
Alabama that there are several formal amendments of this character 
which will be agreed to in the conference, It is the judgment of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and we have carefully considered the 
matter, that we would make better progress and save the time of th: 
House by simply moving to non-concur in all of these amendments at 
| this time; and I hope this course will be pursued. It is unanimons! 
| recommended by the committee, with the exception, of course; 
singie amendment with reference to the spoliation claims. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I have great respect for the judgment 
of the committee, and I do not desire to interiere with the plan 
have marked out. I withdraw the suggestion. 

The amendment was non-coneurred in. 

Amendments Nos. 31 to 79, inclusive, were each severally non-con 
curred in. 

Mr. McCREARY. 





Well, I doubt that very much; butstill you have 





needed him 


time when he was 





in th 





of the 





they 





Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of thi 
gentleman from Iowa a moment I will say that I bave looked through 
the amendments of the Senate and I have no objection to non-concur 
ing in all the amendments except the one hundred and fifty-fourth. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I hope that will be 
done, and that unanimous consent will be given to non-concur in all 


i 
except amendment 14. 





The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that all amendments be considered as non-concurred in except 
the amendment which he has named, No. 154, known as the French 
spoliation claim. 

Mr. McCREARY. It was the gentleman from Jowa who made the 
request. I say I have looked through the amendments, and f have nc 

| objection to non-concurring in all except No, 154. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, on page 128 in the bill is found 
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the last amendment, being the French spoliation claims. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have aleo recommended non-concurrence, but a 
member of the committee [Mr. CoGSwW&LL] gave notice that he was 
going to move to concur, I wart to say now that we had better try 
and arrange, if we can, informally, upon the amount of time to be con- 
sumed in this debate. 

Mr. McOOMAS. I gave the same notice, and I want to make the 
same arrangement. 

Mr. COGSWELL. 
ment. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is to concur in the amendment No. 154, which should be read, 
unless the reading is dispensed with. 

Mr. McCREARY. My friend trom lowa [Mr. HenpERson ] said, I 
believe, when the reading of the bill began, that there would probably 
be some agreement with regard to time on the discussion of the one 
hundred and fifty-fourth amendment. Has there been any suggestion 
on that subject? 

Mr, McCOMAS. I move to concur in the amendment with the fol- 
lowing amendment: ‘To strike out of Senate smendment 154 the 
claims after which the word ‘insurance’? appears in the list which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The parliamentary situation is this: Senate 
amendment No. 154 is before the committee for consideration. Is its 
reading demanded? 

Mr. PEEL, I think we had better have it read. 
some importance. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
items. 

Mr. CANNON. 

a list of items. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
capitalation of names. 

Mr. PEEL. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HenpERson], who 
has charge of the bill, will give his attention, I will say that my opin- 
ion is, the amendment being very important, it ought to be read; but 
as the Chair announces that it is very long and made up of items, I 
will be satisfied with a statement. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The reading of the amendment will 
give no light at all as to the character of it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Then it is a very improper amend- 
ment if it does not give us any light. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Nothing will begained by reading it, 
atall. It will take time. The amendment isin print. I would like 
to reach an agreement as to the length of time to be consumed in debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
withdraw his request for the reading of the amendment? 

Mr. PEEL. 1 withdraw it, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I think it ought at least to be read, 
so that we can see what it is. The gentleman who hascharge of the bill 
says it is an amendment that gives no conception of what itis. Now, 
an amendment of that sort-——— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. Unanimous consent is 
asked to dispense with the reading of the amendment. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the readingis dispensed with. The 
amendment is before the committee for general debate. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Now I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. CoGswELL] what would be agreeable 
as to time for debate. 

Mr. COGSWELL, I think about six hours. 

Mr. McUOMAS. I think much Jess than that should be sufficient. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwas about to suggest one hour on 
each side. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. How much time would that leave 
for me? I would like to have some time on this. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I suggest that an hour and a half on a side will 
be sufficient for the discussion on the amendment and the motion to 
concur with an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I suggest that 
the members of this House are tired and want to get home, and that 
an hour and a half on each side will be sufficient. I hope gentlemen 
will be satisfied with that. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I suggest to the gentleman that we might have 
two hours’ debate to-day and then take a vote, say, at 2 o’clock to-mor- 





[ move that the House concur in the amend- 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the House concur with 


It is a matter of 
It is a long amendment, made up entirely of 


Nothing will be gained by reading it. It issimply 


It is a long amendment, and it is simply a re- 


row. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will tell you what I will do. Let 
us take two hours for general debate to-night and one hour to-morrow, 
an hour and a half on each side. That will be ample. 

Mr. McCOMAS, ‘That is enough. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What is the uaderstanding ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Two hours for debate to-night and 
one hour to-morrow before taking a vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Anhour to-morrow without regard to the time 
when the consideration of it begins to-morrow. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, Coas- 
WELL] will give his attention. There may be a complication as to 
the division of this time, as the motion is first to non-concur, then to 
concur, and then to concur with an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I presume it will be conceded that 
the gentleman irom Massachusetts [Mr. CoGSwELL] will control the 
time in favor of concurring. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent isasked that general debate 
upon this amendment be limited to three hours, the time to be di- 
vided equally; the gentleman from Massachusetts to control the time in 
favor of concurring, and the gentieman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON | 
the time in opposition to the motion to concur. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I would like to control some of that time. 

Mr. COLEMAN. At what time does debate commence? 

The CHAIRMAN. Immediately. 

Mr. McCREARY.” I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa if we are 
to take the vote to-morrow. Are we to have two hours’ debate this 
evening and vote to-morrow, or is the vote to be taken this evening at 
6 o'clock ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There are to be two hours’ debate 
this evening, one hour to-morrow, and then vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Lowa ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I wish to have some time for debate. 
I understand that it was first suggested that the vote be taken at 2 
o'clock. I will not object to its being taken at 2 o’clock, for I wanta 
little time myself. 

Mr. COGSWELL. 
row at 2 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question. The gentle- 
man from Iowa asks unanimous consent that general debate upon these 
amendments be limited to three hours, two hours this evening and 
one hour when the bill shall again be considered, the time to be equally 
divided between the two sides. Is there objection ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would ask the gentleman from Iowa to make it 
four hours, in view of the fact that there are two propositions of con- 
currence—one to concur, and the other to concur with the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I would remind the committee that there is a spe- 
cial order for to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition stated by the Chair is that there 
will remain one hour for debate when the bill is again reached. 

A MEMBER. What is the special order ? 

Mr. MORRILL. The bills granting pensions to Mra. Frémont, Mrs. 
McClellan, and Mrs. Crook. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What is the proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question again. The 
gentleman from Iowa asks that two hours be given for debate this even- 
ing, and one hour on the next day that this bill shall be up for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I will agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the Chair will state to the gentleman 
that the special order would displace the consideration of this matter, 
but the time for debate after that speciai order is disposed of would re- 
main when the bill was again up for consideration. 

Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. CoGswk.1] will be recognized to control the time 
in favor of the motion to concur. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And that the vote will be taken on 
that and all amendments pending at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts will control 
an hour and a half in support of the motion to concur and to concur 
with an amendment, and the gentleman from Iowa will contrel the re- 
mainder of the time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I want to control some of that time. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I will give you all the time you need. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to concur takes precedence, and of 
course will be the first for consideration. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, there has been an abundance of 
literature—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will pardon me for a moment, I 
would like to ask unanimous consent that leave to print be given to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANsUR] and all others who desire 
to print remarks on this subject in the Recorp. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unanimous 





Let us go on to-night and take the vote to-mor- 


consent that general leave to print be granted on this question. Is. 


there objection? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I desire to amend that by a request that two 
memorials that I hold in my hand may also be printed in the RecorD. 
They are connected with this matter, and go to show that the memori- 
alists are the owners of these claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The memorials are as follows: 

Bosron, September 5, 1890. 
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On the 9th of April, 1883, the original (of this copy) was forwarded to Senator 
Hoag, and other copies were handed to Congressmen, including Messrs. Lona, 
CouLtns, and Morse, of our State, all threeof whom were indefatigable in their 
efforts to secure justice tor these lo ,egiected claimants. The cause was de- 
feated on the eve of the dissolution of Congress, and aimost at the last moment, 
by the persistent and successful filibustering of an ——— who refused to vote 
for the deficiency appropriation bill as it had come from the Senate, unless that 
body should first recede from the amendment in the biil which included an ap- 
propriation fur the payment of said claims. a 

If you eould conveniently see Senator Hoar I presume he would show you 

: ring the original sigwatures, 

ena as before stated, that it had been executed and for- 
warded to the Senator on the 9th of April, 1888, although it did not appear in the 
Traveiler until September | following, about which latter date it was expected 
to be soon acted upon in the House. Inow take this favorable opportunity to 
call your particular attention to an unjust and unwarrantable assertion made 
by Mr. Pose in @ speech on this subject in the Senate, as an opponent of the 
cause, which I hope will be refuted when the French spoliation matter comes 
before the House. I inclose the remarks to which I refer as made by Senator 
PLUMB. 

On referring to the list of cases decided by the Court of Claims, as published 
in the ConGRESSIONAL RecorDof August 19 last, it will be noticed thatal! claims 
allowed were in favor of administrators or executors of original claimants and 
for myself 1 can say that lam the only surviving son and oldest heir to the es- 
tate of Edward Holbrook, an old Boston merchant, and I am his administrator. 
I was born October 18, 181!, and am now nearly seventy-nine years of age. 

My claim as administrator is $6,302, and is one of the two or three first cases 
proved and allowed by the Court of Claims more than five years ago. 

It could not be expected that the administrators and executors could give 
their time and personal attention to pursue and secure the payment of these 
claims by establishing the requisite evidence before the court, and there was 
no other course for them excepttoemploy ageats and attorneys to perform this 
service for them. 

My father, Edward Holbrook, was an origina! claimant. 

Very respectfully yours, ete., 
GEORGE HOLBROOK. 

Hon. Witetam CoGswetx, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


“ They now represent administrators and claim agents to an exteut which 
forbids the expectation that one single dollar of these claims will ever go toany 
person who was entitled to it by reason of the original loss. In fact, itisaciaim 
of claim nts, a claim of attorneys. a claim which has gained strength only 

use of its age and of the fact that it has got finally into the hands of a few 
men who have come to represent that potential force which too often finds ex- 
pression in the two Houses of Congress in the payment of sams of money ont of 
the Treasury which could not be bad under ot circumstances. ’’ 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned respectfully set forth that they represent certain «laims 
nst the United States known as “ French spoliation claims;’’ that said 
ms, by an acv of Congress January 20, 1485, were referred to the Court of 

Claims for an opinion as to the liability of the United States for (he payment of 
said claims, and the amount thereaf, and that said court has affirmed and re- 
affirmed its decision that the United States is unquestionably liable for a cer- 
tain class of said claims, as shown by its reports to Congress. 

Now, therefore, your memorialists fully and most earnestly pray you 
to make the necessary appropriations during t present session of Congress 
for the payment of all such spoliation claims that have been decided as due from 
the United States without further delay. 

Frederick O, Prince, administrator de bonis non of James Prince, late 
of Boston; Chas. G. Wood, administrator of estates of Abner 
Wood and Wm. Faris, late of Newburyport, Mass.; John D. 
Bryant, administrator cum lestamento annexo of Charles Jones, 
late of Boston, deceased ; David Greene Haskins, jr., adminis- 
trator estate of David Greene, late of Boston; Thomas Cushing, 
administrator estate of B. M. Watson, late of Boston; Horace 
Obear, administrator estate of Josiah Obear, late of Beverly, 
Mass., per Chas, Q. Terrill, his attorney; James J. Myers, ad- 
ministrator estate of Stephen Gorham, late of Boston, Mass. ; 
Hollis R. Bailey, administrator of estate of Daniel Gilman, late 
of Boston. ; John Lowell, jr., administrator estate of Tuthili Hab- 
bart, late of Boston; Ebenezer Gay, executor of the will of Ebe- 
nezer Gay, late of Hingham, Mass.; Philo S. Shelton, executor 
of Benj. P. Horner's estate, Boston; Geo. B. Chase, adminis- 
trator estate of Stephen Chase, and executor of estate of Sarah 
Chase; Ww. L. Candler, administrator estate Seth Webber, late 


of Bosten, Mass. 

Charles K. Cobb, administrator estate of John Codman, late of Dor- 
chester, and of estate of Stephen Codman, late of Boston; Charles 
I. Brown, administrator of the estate of Abner Chapman, late of 
Winchester, Mass.; Douglas Frazar, administrator of the estate 
of Samuel A. Frazar, late of Duxbury, Mass.; J. M. Fiske, admin- 
istrator of the estate of John and Joseph Winn, late of Salem, 


Mass.; Hersey B. Good win, administrator of the estate of William | 


Mackay, lateof Boston; James G. Freeman,receiver of the Boston 
Marine insurance Company; Robert Codman, administrator de 
bonis non of estate of Ebenezer Wheeling, late of Newburyport; 
Lawrence Bond, administrator of estate of Nathan Bond, late ot 
Boston, deceased; Eben P.Seccomb, administrator of estate of 
Capt. Philip Kessom, late of Marblehead, deceased; Edmund 
Bridge, administrator of estate of Samuel Bridge, late of Hoston, 
Mass.; Frederic Dodge, administrator de bonis non of Matthew 
Bridge, lateof Charlestown, Mass.; Thos. H. Perkins, administra- 
tor of estate of John Coffin Jones,late of Boston; Charlies F. 
Adams, adruinistrator de bonis non of P. C. Brooks, inte of Boston ; 
Benj. E. Morse, Samuel T. Morse, Jotin T. Morse, executors of the 
will ot Eliakim Morse, late of Watertown. Mass.; Edw. LBrowne, 
administrator of the estate of Israel Thorndike, late of Beverly ; 
Edward [. Browne, admir.istrator of the estate of Moses Brown, 
late of Beverly; H. H. Hunnewel!, administrator de bonis non ot 
Arnold Welles (the elder) and of Arnold Welles (the younger) 
and executor of Jolin Wellies, by C. T. Lovering, attorney ; George 
Holbrook, administrator of the estate of Edward Holbrook, late 
of Boston, Mass. 

Robert Grant, administrator of the estate of William H. Bordman, 
late of Boston, Mass.; Fisher Ames administrator of estate ot 
Fisher Ames. late of Dedham, Mass. ; Fisher Ames, administrator 


of estate of Join Worthington, late of Springfield, Mass. ; Chas. U. | 


Cotting, administrator estates Joshua and John F. Loring, late o1 


Newton, Mass.; F. R. Sears, administrator de bonis non, with the | 


will annexed, of David Sears, by U.T. Lovering, attorney; Wm. C. 
Williamson, attorney for the administrator de bonis non of Elias 
Hasket , late of Salem, Mass.; Wilman W. Blackmar, ad- 
ministrator of estate of Francis Amory, late of Boston ; Benjamin 
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F. Delano, administrator of Samuel Delano, late of Duxbury 
Mass.; Arthur T. Lyman, administrator of estate of Theodore 
Lyman, late of Waltham; Wm. Z. Grier, administrator of estate 
of Nathaniel Fellows, of Boston; William B. Weston, adminis 
trator of estates of Ezra Weston, and Ezra Weston, jr., late of 
Duxbury, Maae.; James C. Davis, administrator de bonis now of 
estate of Cornelius Durant, late of Boston, Mass.; William 3. Car- 
ter, administrator estates William Smith and Tristram Barnerd, 


late of Boston, Mass.; Jerome H. Fiske. administrator de bonis 
ron estate of Benjamin Eddy, late of West Cambridge, Mase 
Henry J. Gardner, administrator estate of the late Matthew Cobb, 
of Portland, Me; Charles A. Welch, administrator estate of Will 
iam Stackpole, tate of Boston; Charles A. Wetch. survivi g trustee 
under act of Legislature of Massachusetts of the Masaachu 
setts Fire and Marine Insurance Company of Boston: John ( 
Ropes, administrator de bonis non, cum 1enfoa », estate 
Phos, Amory, late of Roxbury, Mass, 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, there is an abundance of litera- 
ture, legal and historical, in regard to the matter under consideration. 
I have no desire toaddtoit; norecanI. Itwould be but a repetition of 
that which has been said, well said, and better said than I can 
it upon this subject. 

Technical minds may dispute this as they will, but it is as much a 
part of the history of this country as any other well known feature in 
the history of this country that late in the last century France, for 
purposes of her own, spoiled ourcommerce. She drove it from the sea 
so much so that the merchants almost abandoned sending their ships 
to sea, 

Mr. Jefferson, then Seerctary of State, invited the merchants of this 
country to again sail their ships upon the waters, stating that the Gov- 
ernment would take care of them, for the reason that our income from 
import duties was falling away, and we werein great need of these im 
port duties to pay the current expenses of the Government. Washing 
ton followed that paper of the Secretary in a message affirming that 
position. Our vessels put to sea, and to the extent of many millions 
of dollars they were spoiled, and in pursuance of a request of the De 
partment of State, as these vessels were spoiled, the owners filed their 
evidence and their claims in that Department. 

In 1800 we made a treaty with France, and in the negotiations lead- 
ing to that treaty France made claims iu large amount mpon this Gov 
erument for certain acts which it was claimed this nation had done. 
We met those claims by offsetting claims of our citizens for these ves- 
sels which had been destroyed. The result of that negotiarion—be 
cause I do not intend to-night to go fully into this matter—the result 
of that negotiation was the treaty of 1800, as is well known, and the 
final withdrawul of the claims of this country and the withdrawal of 
the claims of France, and when the treaty was sent to France for con 
firmation it was returned by Napoleon with his own interpretation ap 
pended to it, which was that he understood that the claims of this 
nation and the counter-claims of France were abandoned and that 
each party regarded that matter as settled. We accepted the interpre- 
tation, and proclamatiun was made that the treaty of 1800 had been 
contirmed. From that time to this, some fifty Congresses have re 
ported advising the payment to these private citizens of these just 
claims, because they had been taken and used as an offset to the French 
claims. With one or two exceptions, until this date, the equity, the 
justice of these claims, has never been disputed. 

Now and then, for purposes which I will speak of hereafter, objec 
tion has been made to the payment; in some cases because of the con- 
dition of the Treasury, in some cases because of party policy, but 
never until within a few years has the justice, the validity, the iden 
tity of these claims been disputed. But finaily, to meet the objections 
which every claim is bound to have raised against it in the Congress 
ot the United States, in 1485 the Court of Claims were given the power 
and the duty of passing upon each individual claim, and the result of 
their examination and determination, so far as they have gone, is be 
fore this House in the amendment now pending, in which I have moved 
concurrence. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, reserving the remainder of my time, I will ask 
those gentlemen who have advised non-concurrence to give us their views 
and to state the reasons why their proposition should prevail rather than 
my motion, which is that, now that there is an opportunity, this Gov 
ernment should pay at least some of its honest debts. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BucKALEW]. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, two yearsazo, on the 9th of Au- 
gust, I submitted to the Housesome views upon this important question, 
aud in that speech I endeavored toshow by original documents and by bhi 
torical records that these so-called French spoliation claims are wholly 
destitute of any foundation in law, in equity, orin morals, asagainst the 
Government of the United States. Granting that there wasa moral ob- 
ligation originally upon the French Government, an obligation which 
had no legal sanction, it does not follow that there is any obligation, 
mural or legal, upon the Government of the United States to reapond 
to any portion of these claims 

Now, sir, originally by the report of 1807, which is in fact the only 
report favorable to these claims ever made during the generation of 
| men who were contemporary with the occurrences out of which they 

sprang, in that report of 1807 these claims were put distinctly upon the 
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| ground that the Senate of the United States, by striking out the sec- 
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ond article of the treaty of 1800, made our Government liable; but 
never until alter 1826, when the point was raised on account of a mis- 
translation in the Department of State of a word from the French, did 
we hear of the supplemental argument connected with that, imputing 
to the ratification of Bonaparte the foundation of a bargain between 
the two countries by which our Government became liable for these 
claims, 

Now, sir, take that original ground set forth in the report of 1807. 
When that report was made and this matter was pressed upon the at- 
tention of the Gosernmeut why did not Congress accept the report? 
Why did not the Government provide this claimed compensation for 
these allegedinjuries? It has been said that the financial condition 
of the Government was very bad at that time. The minority of the 
Committee on Appropriations cite upon that point a former report of 
Senator Fry, of Maine, in which he makes a plain mistake which 
they unconsciously copy. 

Sir, in 1807 the Government of the United States had a surplus of 
$7,000,000, money which was not needed ior any public purpose. In 
1808 the Government had a surplus exceeling $8,000,000, That sur- 
plus was the result of the wise and economical administration of Mr. 
Jefferson as President. Why, then, did not the Government apply 
these surplus moneys, or a portion of them, to the payment of these 
claims? The men then administering the Government were contem- 
poraneous with the transactions out of which these claims arose and 
knew all about them. 

But the fact is, Mr. Jefferson was troubled to know what to do with 
the surplus in the Treasury in those two successive years. It could not 
be applied to the payment of the public debt, which was not due tor 
some years, and Mr. Jefferson actually suggested the application of the 
money to internal improvements of a judicious character, or to the sub- 
ject of education—not, however, on the principles of the Blair bill, be- 
cause he suggested that an amendment to the Constitution would be 
required to justify such an application of the money. 

But the point that I make is that he and the public men eugaged 
with him in the administration of the affairs of the Governmeat were 
looking around for objects to which to apply this surplus, and I ask 
why was it that with this report of 1807 in favor of these claimants, 
the only clear report in their favor until 1827, no provision was made 
for their payment? Congress did not even adopt the report of the 
committee. Now, Mr. Chairman, what was that report? It was, asI 
have already stated, that the Senate of the United States, by striking 
out the second article of the treaty of 1800, had deprived these claim- 
auts of an opportanity of obtaining payment of their claims by future 
negotiations with France. 

That is where the case was put then and where it stands now. I 
hope gentlemen will pay attention while I answer this suggestion, be- 
cause it will take only a momentand will dispose of the real argument 
upon the subject of these claims. 

That second article of the treaty of 1800 was in fact an indefinite post- 
ponement of these claims; and the inevitable result under it would have 
been that they would never have been the subject of negotiation be- 
tween thetwoGovernments. Now whathappenedintheSenate? Every 
Senator representing aclaims constituency, and speaking for them, voted 
and worked zealously to strike out that article of the treaty. The two 
Senators from Massachusetts, Mr, Dwight Foster and Mr. J. Mason, 
the two Senators from Connecticut, the two from New York, the two 
from New Jersey, the two from Pennsylvania, the two from Delaware, 
the two from Maryland, andone from South Carolina, representing every 
port where these losses had been incurred by citizens—every one of them 
over and over again during a whole month fought that second article of 
the treaty in order to defeat it and have it struck out. 

Having before them the secret journal of our negotiators at Parisin 
three large manuscript volumes, having the final report of our minis- 
ters who made the treaty, with a fall knowledge of all the facts, the 
claimants through their own Senators zealously working for them, put- 
ting forth their best efforts for a whole month, as the secret journal of 
the Senate proves, succeeded in striking out that second article of the 
treaty, which excision was afterward agreed to by France. What is 
their attitude now? What is their position, speaking through the 
mouth of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoGSWEDL], repre- 
senting one of these claims States? Why, it is that the striking ont of 
that article, which was struck out by their own Senators and in their 
own interest, fixes upon the Government of the United States the lia- 
bility to pay this enormous amount of money. 

This is what men down East call ‘‘smart;’’ the men who perform it 
may be designatedas ‘‘smart’’ men. Ahighcompliment! Butitis the 
naked fact, unadorned and unanswerable, that those claimants them- 
selves, through every member of the Senate who represented them and 
was zealous in their behalf, struck out that article of the treaty in the 
United States Senate on the 3d of February, 1801. And now, forsooth, 
because they struck it out, we are to pay them this twenty or thirty 
million dollars from the public Treasury! Observe that by their own 
arguments, that report of 1807, and by the real argument to-day, this 
is the foundation of their demand. This thing was done by their own 
Senators, and for reasons which are explained in the report of the com- 
mittee, which I hope every gentleman who may not have read it will 
read before casting his vote to-morrow. 


UE nEIEIEIEEE EERE EEEEEREEEEREEEEERREERERREEEEES 


The second ground of the claims (both grounds must be maintained 

| in order to support them) is that the Government of the United States 
received a consideration for abandoning negotiation upon these claims 
against France. 

Some people are under the impression that the United States received 
money from France which it should now pay over. The Government 
of the United States never received a dollar, Others are under the 

impression that France had old treaties then in existence against us 

| which were burdensome to the American people or Government, and 
that in order to get rid of those treaties we gave up these claims. That 
is utterly false; there is not a word of trath in it. Those treaties had 
been broken by France and declared abrogated by the Congress of the 

United States two years and more before the treaty of 1800 was made. 

Those old treaties were not then in existence; and the Court of Claims 

admits this in the most unqaalified terms in their third opinion, al- 

though they had not admitted it in the first. 

There was no consideration, then, in either of those old treaties. Was 
there anything on the part of France that was a consideration to us 
for giving up the claims? Nothing under heaven. It has been pre- 
tended that they had an old guaranty ot their West India Islands. 
Well, that was a provision of one of those old treaties that were de- 
funect. Besides, the Court of Claims in its last report acknowledges 
that there is nothing in the old guaranty argument made in bebalf of 
these claims. Therefore I can dismiss that. 

Then it has been pretended sometimes that we made a treaty with 
England, the Jay treaty, in 1794, ratified in October of the tollowing 
year, and that that treaty conflicted with the old treaties with France, 
and therefore we had violated them and France had a right to com- 
plain. Why, sir, do not the people who talk about this matter know 
that the twenty-fifth article of the Jay treaty expressly reserves out otf 
that treaty the prior rights of France? There was no conflict and no 
ground of complaint for the French. 

To be sure, afterwards in 1796~-’97 and 1798, when they passed their 
war decrees against our commerce and sent forth their government 
ships and their commissioned privateers to sweep our commerce from 
the seas, our Congress, acting by rightful authority and doing its 
duty to our country, declared the old treaties abrogated for that 
reason. It is true that France then lost her old treaties. They were 
then thrown aside forever; they ceased to have existence. And be- 
cause of that fact, arising from the fault of France hereself, the Jay 
treaty came into force under the general law of nations, and had 
preference over any conflicting claims of France for privileges in our 
ports which under the old treaties of 1778, while they were in exist- 
ence, she would have possessed. 

This short narrative will show that there was no ground of claim on 
the part of France by reason of the negotiation of the Jay treaty with 
England. Consequently trom this statement, based on original docu- 
ments, not colored or perverted in a single particular, it follows that 
there was nothing from which the Government of the United States 
desired to be discharged in 1800, which constituted a consideration for 
our abandonment of the prosecution of these claims against France. 
These are the two grounds on which these claims must rest, namely, 
the amendment of the treaty by the Senate, which I have already ex- 
plained, and the acceptance of some consideration of value in some form 
| from France, which would constitute the object and purpose of the 

abandonment of the claims. 

Now, why were the claims abandoned when the treaty of 1800 was 
made? They were abandoned simply because we could not obtain 
from France an agreement to pay them. After six months of diligent 
negotiation for the purpose, after the very best eftorts were put iorth 
by our negotiators, Chief-Justice Ellsworth, Mr, Vans Murray, our 
minister at The Hague, and Mr. Davies of North Carolina, able and 
patriotic men, France refused, utterly refused, to pay the claims; and 
all that was left to our ministers was to obtain a new treaty, which 
did secure most valuable privileges to our merchants and shippers, (in- 
cluding these very claimants), from France. For by that treaty of 1800 
we secured open ports in France for our merchants and our shippers, 
free trade, free commerce, immensely profitable commerce in that time 
of general warin Europe. These were 4 

Our negotiators succeeded also in obtaining the release of forty ships 
and their valuable cargoes which had been seized by France, but which 
had not yet been finally condemned by her prize courts, amounting in 
value, atanav of twenty thousand each, to $800,000, or, say, three- 
quarters of a million, which was obtained by these merchant people 
by the provisions of thattreaty of 1800. Whatmore? By thattreaty, 
in the filth ‘article, we secured a recognition of and engagement of 
France to pay all the damages which had accrued under her decree of 
1793, where she had seized the provisions of American ships and ap- 
plied them to her own use under the necessities of the times. That 
was another provision of this treaty. 

Those claims were ascertained shortly afterwards by a commission, 
and our Government paid the whole of them—namely , $4,000,000—to 
these claimants out of the purchase-money for Louisiana, which we 
bought by the treaty of 1803. So that by the treaty of 1800 we obtained 
this sam for the merchants of Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and 
Charleston, also the release of forty ships and their cargoes, three- 

quarters of a million of dollars, and secured the ultimate payment of 
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$4,000,000 more, which bad accrued under the French decree of 1793, | 
and secured tor them also open ports, free and profitable commerce with 


France. 


These, Mr. Chairman, were most valuable concessions at that time, | 
tor prices were then very high and commerce was profitable because of 


the pendency of European wars. 
complain betore this House? , ne 
The article of the treaty of 1800 which provided the indefinite post- 


What ground, then, have they to 


ponement of the claims was struck out by themselves through their | 


Senators. The abandonmentof the claims was because, alter long con- 
sideration and various conferences, their allowance could not be secured 
from France; not because of valid claims of France then existing, 
but simply because, after six months of diligent labor on the part of 
our ministers, they ascertained that they could not obtain from France 
recognition of the spoliation claims, But I waive that; I strike at the 


two main points, either of which is fatal to the claims on original | 


grounds. 
We are told, Mr. Chairman, that a large number of reports in the 
Senate and House during the last sixty years have been made in favor 


of these claims; although, as I have already said, for the first quarter | 
of a century after the treaty of 1800 that single report of 1807 was 


made in their favor, and three or four strong, powertul reports were 
made against them. 

Mr. Chairman, how have these later reports been obtained in the 
two Houses of Congress? General Dix, inaspeech in 1846, made against 
the claims, in the United States Senate, explained how reports were 
then obtained in their favor, namely: By sending the subject to stand- 
ing committees when they were known to have a bias in favor of the 
claims, by sending them to select committees when the standing com- 
mittees were not javorable, and by withholding them from any com- 
mittee when a committee presumed to be in favor ofthe claims could 
not be obtained. 

The claimants or their counsel at Washington—because they have 


always had counsel here—of course would not introduce the claims and | 


send them toacommi unless they were sure of a favorable report. 
By this management, during the course of sixty years, they have accu- 
mulated a large number of favorable reports, but I venture to say that 
three-fourths of those reports have been written by the claimants’ coun- 
sel themselves. We know that no one was heard before these com- 
mittees before 1885 on the side of the Government; whereas the claim- 
ants or their counsel would appear before the committees and furmsh 
them with their circulars and statements cx parte, and then after a time 


same performance would be gone through with and the older reports 
copied and repeated. And if you will go through these alleged forty 
or forty-five reports before 1885 you will find them to bear a strong fam- 
ily resemblance, simply repeating over and over again the misstate- 
ments and blunders contained in the circulars and statements of the 
claimants’ counsel. And some of them appear'even in the minority re- 
port of this committee, made here to this House within a day or two. 
There are almost as many blunders as there aru paragraphs, and that is 
eapable of being demonstrated. I have not the time now to go through 
with them, and I shall ask leave of the House to append to my remarks 
in the RECORD simply a statement of the errors contained in the mi- 
nority report, in their order. 

Mr. PICKLER. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I would 
like to ask him about the Court of Claims, and how they came to find 
favorably on the subject. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. The gentleman calls my attention to the Court 
of Claims. These claimants made a master movement in the session 
of 1885. They came to Congress asking and begging Congress to let 
them go before the Court of Claims and have their claims examined, and 
have reports made to Congress with reference to the law and facts per- 
taining to them, with a provision that the opinion of the Court of 
Claims should not bind the claimants or bind Congress. 
dent Harrison, who was then in the Senate, suggested an additional 
amendment, and that was that nothing contained in that act should be 
construed as binding the United States for the payment of the claims. 

That was the way in which the subject was sent to the Court of 
Claims, They can not give a judgmentfor them. If they could give 
a judgment there would be an appeal to the Supreme Court, and the 


‘United States could be heard in that high tribunal upon some of the | 


extraordinary propositions to which the Court of Claims was unfortu- 
nately committed in its first report. 


up their report accordingly and committed themselves; and then in 
their second, and particularly in their third report, took back many of 
those concessions which had been made to the claimants in the first, 
vital concessions absolutely necessary to the support of these claims. 


The court finally stated that there were no old treaties for the United | 
It said there was war | 


States to be relieved from in the year 1800, 
between the United States and France’in 1798 and after, that being 
the old ground of Silas Wright in 1834. And if the gentleman will 
examine the report of the majority of the committee he will find a 
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number of other matters. I say that court (the Court of Claims) un- 
| fortunately, before it fully understood the subject, took incautiously 

the statements of the claimants’ counsel and committed themselves; 
and afterwards, by the sheer force of truth, the court in its subsequent 
report was obliged to concede those statements away. 

But it found a new ground, a very small one indeed, and that is ex- 
amined also in the report of the committee, and, as faras [ understand it, 
theopinion of the Court of Claims stands on that particular ground, anew 
ground, which is more unfounded than any other and less plausible, 
| namely, that our negotiators made an offer of 8,000,000 francs to France 
to get rid of certain provisions of the old treaties. Why, it is not true 
at all. There is not a word of truth in it; they were misled by the 

careless blundering of the old reports on that subject. The 8,000,000 
francs were not to be paid by the United States, but to be by the claim- 
| ants an abatement of their indemnities, it they should be allowed them, 
an abatement to be made in consideration that the Government would 
renew the old treaties in other respects and thus get the difficulties 
out of the way of these claimants so they could get their money from 
| France. That is all. I understand the Court of Claims are standing 
upon that miserable little pretense of an argiiment, overlooking, as they 
must have overlooked, the report of our negotiators to the Secretary of 
| State at the end o/ the negotiation, which explained that perfectly. If 


they had ever seen that they would not have taken that ground 
Our negotiators at Paris, without authority from our Government, 
| exceeding their instructions in their zeal for these claimants aud in 


their interest, made that offer to France. 
| 


Mr. COGSWELL. 
‘Mr. BUCKALEW. 
Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. 
Mr. COGSWELL. 
000,000, I will 
Mr. BUCKALEW. I[am not talking about the amount of the claims, 
Mr. COGSWELL. The gentleman said that they amounted to $25, 
000,000 or $30,060,000. Does the gentleman claim that there is 
such amount involved ? 
Mr. BUCKALEW. 
Mr. COGSWELL. 
entire argument. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. 
$10 or $100,000, 000. 


Will the gentleman allow me ? 
So much for the report of the Court of Claims 
Will the gentleman allow me? 
I will allow you, sir. 
With all the blanket claims, amounting to $30 





ny 


Certainly, I do. 
Very well; then I understand the gentleman’s 


r itis 


It does not affect the argument, wheth 
It has nothing to do with the part of the argu- 


ment that I have been going over, which relates to the validity or in 
a report would come into Congress; then at a subsequent session the | 


validity of these claims. Now, Mr. Chairman, I suppose my time i 
nearly up, but there is one thing I will mention- 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman hasoccupied thirty-four minutes 
The Chair understands that the gentleman is to consume forty-five 
minutes, it he desires. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
| minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
utes. 
| Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And has eleven minutes remaining. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, to go to another ground of de- 
fense for the United States against these claims, which in itself is de 
cisive, and ought alone to control the decision, we all know that war 
| losses are lost and lost forever, that is, all individual losses, unless the 
| treaty of peace which ends the war (which sometimes, but rarely is the 
| case) makes provision for them. Now, in the years 1798, 1799, and 
1800, up to the date of the treaty of that year, the legal relation be- 


I yielded the gentleman forty-five 


The gentleman has occupied thirty-four min 





And Presi- | 


Now, the report as made by the | 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HenpeRrson] shows that that court in its | 
firet report accepted one point after another, upon the grounds stated | 
to them by the claimants’ counsel, accepting them to be true, and made | 


tween the United States and France was the relation of war, and the 
absolute demonstration of this last condition is given in the report 
of the majority of the Committee on Appropriations in the fair, an- 
| deniable statement, that by the French decrees which levied war upon 

our commerce, by the acts of Congress, half adozen in number, mostly 
passed in 1798, which returned the compliment by making war with 
France, and by the decision of the Attorney-General in 1794, officially 
made to the Secretary of State, and by two decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States itself, one at the August term, 1800, and the 
other by Chief-Justice Marshall,speaking for the unanimous court in 
1801, there was public war between France and the United States ex- 
| isting, with all its appropriate incidents and consequences, in the years 
1798, 1799, and 1800, and until that relation was ended by the treaty of 
peace of that year. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr, BUCKALEW. Certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like, in view otf the fact that Congress has 
the power to declare war, to know how the gentleman interprets the 
| act of the 2d of March, 1799, ‘‘An act giving eventual authority to 

the President of the United States to augment the Army,’’ which be 

| gins by saying that ‘‘it shall be left to the President of the United 

| States in case war shall break out between the United States and a /or- 

eign power to augment the Army.’’ Now, that is on the 2d of March, 

| 1799. How does the gentleman reconcile that with his statement that 
| the acts of Congress declared that war had broken out at that time? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Well, now, if the gentleman pleases, the Chief- 

| Justice of the United States, John Marshall, took up these acts of 
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Congress and went over them seriatim, with a unanimous court behind 
him, and decided that these acts of Congyvess constituted upon our part 
war against France. | shall notstop to give the several provisions con- 
tained in these acts now, as | have not time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like toask the gentleman one more question 
relative to the acta. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. 
yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. DIBBLE. 
that I have here. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Ifyouwill makeitshort I will. [Afterapause. ] 
If you have got to hunt for it, I will goon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DIBBLE. Very well; go on, 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, this matter was carefully argued 
by Silas Wright in 1834 upon these acts of Congress of 1798 and later, 
and he was answered by Mr. Webster four days afterwards. At that 
time neither of them a to have been aware that this subject 
had really been twice decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States; nor were they aware of the opinion of the Attorney-General 
upon the subject at the very time officially pronouneed. In the debate 
in 1835 there was no knowledge of that. Much of our present informa- 
tion has been obtained within a few years, some of it from the French 
archives. The Fleurieu letter is the most important contribution of 
knowledge upon this subjeet of the claims that has been obtained for 
half a century, and is printed in the majority report. 

Sir, if I thought these claims were even equitable claims upon the 
Government of the United States I would be silent. I might vote for 
the claims, ancient as they are, and destitute of legal foundation as 
they are; but when I know from a thoreugh examination, made in 
former years and in the last Congress and again at the present session— 
when I know that the provision regarding these claims was stricken 
out of the French treaty in the Senate by the claimants themselves 
through their own Senators, I am excited to indignation at the impu- 
dence of the demand for this enormous amount of money based on such 
grounds. They are responsible themselves; they seek to take advan- 
tage of their own wrong. 

| know from an examination that the United States received no money 
and no release from the treaties, no release from French demands, 
as has been falsely pretended. We know that the relation existing 
between the two countries when these claims arose was the relation of 
war, from the decision of the Supreme Court, a tribunal of the United 
States which has twice made a deliverance on the subject, and a tri- 
bunal having authority to make a decision binding upon us as well as 
upon the people of this eountry. 

When we know that these forty-four or forty-five reports that have 
been accumulating during these years were simply manipulated by 
claimants’ counsel here at Washington, made ignorantly by these com- 
mittees, as they had not studied the subject for themselves, but were 
misled by ex parte statements and garbled documenta, repeated over 
and over again, making the same blunders and falsehoods, I am im- 
pelled by a conviction of duty to stand up and even within this lim- 
ited period of time, without citing the documents literally, to enter as 
one Representative of the people my sincere and earnest protest against 
the indorsement of this measure. I consider it to be, as I have said, 
unfounded in law, unfounded in equity, unfounded even in any vague 
moral obligation against the United States. 

EXTENDED REMARKS, 

‘The views of the minority ’’ of the Committee on Appropriations, 
as reported to the House, deserve some attention, and they admit of a 
convenient and brief reply. 

The minority express the opinion that a report from the Judiciary 
Committee at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress shows good rea- 
son for refusing an appeal to the Supreme Court in the spoliation cases 
(Report 350 H. R.). But there was a report of an opposite character 
making a (air and satisfactory reply in the case signed by seven mem 
bers of that committee, constituting one-half the whole number whc 
acted upon the subject; and the fifteenth member of the committee, 
who was absent, is now understood to be opposed to the claim. 

The minority say: 

The act of 1855 was intended to provide a final settlement of this long pending 
question. 

But the act of 1885, meaning the reference act, in its sixth section care- 
fully excluded any such conclusion, as shown ‘by the majority report 
of the Committee on oe wamaange The subject of the claims was 
left entirely open for the judgment of Congress after reports from the 
Court of Claims should be made, and it was further provided that noth- 
ing in the reference act should commit the United States to the pay- 
ment of the clams. Therefore theconclusion of the minority that ‘if 
Pee not been intended the act would not have been passed ’’ 

uite unfounded. 
statement by the minority that een 000,000 additional to 
the present proposed appropriation will be required to cover the al- 
lowed claims is a wild estimate, and is answered by the majority re- 
port of the committee  {t takes no aceountof insurance and bankrupt 
claims, and it makes a deceptive estimate based upon the action of the 


Well, if it is not to come out of my time, I will 


It will come out of the gentleman’s time. 
I would like the gentleman to answer a question 


court already taken upon blanket claims for large formal amounts, 
nor does it take into account reconsidered or excluded claims which 
may be hereafter admitted. 

‘A few salient points on the history of the claims”’ 
by the minority: 

1. “* The justice of the claims was admitted by the generation con- 
temporary with them.”’ This statement by the minority is completely 
answered and overthrown by Exhibit B appended to the majority re- 
port, in which the facts connected with the consideration of claims be- 
fore 1825 are fully set forth. 

The minority repeat once more the statement that Bonaparte’s rati- 
fication of the treaty of 1800, as amended, was upon acondition which 
indicated a bargain between the two governments, that condition being 
indicated by the word ‘‘ Pruvided.’’ But this error of translation from 
the French, which occurred in the State Department in 1826, has been 
twice corrected in reports from the Appropriations Committee and onght 
no longer to be persisted in. 

The minority say: 

France never denied her liability for these depredations. 


This misstatement has also been twice corrected by the Appropria- 
tions Com mittee, accompanied by full proof. The minority rely upon 
an alleged declaration of Bonaparte at St. Helena as favorable to their 
views. A statement by one of the most mendacious of men in any 
ease where his reputation, his action or motives, could come in ques- 
tion is entitled to little weight. But the extract given omits the con- 
text and is therefore mi i (See Exhibit A, appended tothe ma- 
jority report.) The minority say: 

The retrenchment of the second article — 

Of the treaty of 1800— 
was entirely satisfactory to our people, and especially to those who had lost by 
these depredations. 


are submitted 


This is in flat contradiction of the argument heretofore always made 
in behalf of the claims from the earliest reports downward. It has 
always been the complaint of claim advocates that the striking out of 
that article of the treaty and concurrence therein by France deprived 
them of future negotiation upon their claims, but since it has been dis- 
covered by an examination of the executive Journal of the Senate that 
the article was struck out by Senstors re ing the claimants the 
ground of argument is shifted and a new departure taken. 

The minority add: 

No doubt was entertained that this— 

The striking out— 
threw upon the United States the moral liability to be substituted for France. 


Why then did the nine Senators from Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and South Carolina, the most 
earnest and determined representatives of the claimants, vote against 
the treaty after itsamendment? (First Ex. Jour. of Senate, page 377.) 
Undoubtedly they so voted because they were hostile to the treaty, in- 
asmuch as it left no liability in favor of the claimants resting upon 
either France or the United States. 

The passage cited from the Marion report of 1807 puts the claims 
upon the ground that our Senate struck out the second article of the 
treaty of 1800 in to the view of the minority as now 
expressed, which is that that was entirely aeceptable to the claimants. 
The other of the Marion to be noted is its erroneous as- 
sumption theold treaties with France were ‘‘ then existing between 
the two governments ”? when the war captures were made. 

The minority quote from Senator Frye his explanation why the 
claims were not provided for when the Marion report was made in 1807, 
namely, the financial condition of the Government. But General Dix 
long ago pointed out that a surplus of $7,000,000 existed in 1807 and 
shoe +59 000,000 in 1808, not needed for Government purposes and 
fully available for the payment of these very claims, 

The minority refer to the large number of reports made in Congress 
in favor of the claims during the last sixty years; but there can be no 
utes ht Sen oe ae upon ex parte hearings and 

influence of many tations 


nder the treaty of 1519 (for the pur- 
chase of Florida), Gal GEE whet the geneahann the anke claims for 
pensation has 
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force. Under the treaty of 1831 we recovered but 53 per cent. of the 
claims France for ns subsequent to the year 1800, 

there was no real defense to their allowance, and in the nego- 
tiation of the treaty of Ghent by John Quincy Adams, Albert Galla- 
tin, and Henry Clay we gave up or abandoned our citizen claims 
against England which existed prior to the war of 1812, England re- 
fusing to pay them and we being compelled to take a treaty without 
their allowance, as in the case of the negotiation of 1800 with France 
we were also compelled to do. " 

Finally the misecite bring forward again the old blunder about Mr. 
Jefferson’s circular to the merchants in 1793, although that circular and 
the observations concerning it have no proper relation to the present 
cdiaims. This matter is fully explained in the majority report of the 
Committee on Appropriations. As the foregoing constitute the ‘salient 
points”’ of the minority views, selected by them as the strong and 
convincing points in favor ot the claims, it is reasonable to conclude that 
the claims can not be supported by a fair statement of facts and by 
substantial and solid reasoning thereon. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to discuss the 
merits of these claims in five minutes, for, although I have given some 
time and attention to their investigation, even if I had an hour I do 
not believe that I understand the question well enough to intelligently 
discuss it and instruct this House upon it in that time. In my five 
minutes I propose to speak of the manner of the consideration of these 
claims and the impropriety of their consideration upon a deficiency 
bill. I hold in my hand the rules of the House and I read: 


All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as foilows, namely: Su relating— 

1. To the election of members: to Committee on Elections. . 

2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

3. ‘fo appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Government, as 
herein provided, namely: For ve, exeeutive, and judicial expenses; tor 
sundry civil expenses; bor fortifications and coast defenses; for the District of 
Columbia; for pensions, and for all deficiencies: to the Committee on Appro- 
pelyitone. * * * * . . 


30. To private and domestic claims and demands, other than war claims, 
against the United States: to the Committee on Claims. 


Thas it will be seen that the matters that are to be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations to go upon the great money bills are 
specially spoken of, matters to carry on the Government in pursuance 
of existing law, but when you come to the domain of claims, whether 
-barred by the statute or otherwise, then the jurisdiction is given to the 
Committeeon Claims. Under the rules of this House the French spolia- 
tion claims, one hundred years old, went to the Committee on Claims, 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANsUR], with an exhaustive 
report which I have not had time to read, has reported them back to 
this House and they rest upon the Calendar for, consideration. 

But the Senate of the United States, in its wisdom, takes these claims, 
mere claims, and, by way of an amendment, puts them upon a general 
appropriation bill which must pass in order to carry on this Govern- 
ment—a general bill which is required to provide for pensions and for 
@ great many other objects. The Senate say, ‘‘ We will fasten these 
claims upon this general bill and make it drag them through.’’ That 
is the whole of it. ‘‘Ah, but,’’ says somebody, ‘‘ are not these judg- 
ments of the Courtof Claims?’’ No. Letme read from the act touch- 
ing this matter: 

That on the first Monday of December, in woh rene the Court [of Claims] shall 
report to Congress for final action the facts found by it, and its conclusion in all 
hich it has disposed of not une spenee, Such finding and 
report of the court shall be taken to be merely isory as to the law and facts 
found, and shall not conclude either claimant or Congress, and all claims not 
tt within the period of two years shall be forever 
. act shall be construed as committing the United 
States to the payment of any such claim. 


No judgment, you see; merely advisory action; yet the Senate, pro- 
fessing to cut out the insurance claims, puts these items upon this gen- 
eral appropriation bill. See the viciousness of such legislation! Pro- 
feasing to cut out the insurance claims, they leave in $150,000 of them 
in round numbers. Now, I want gentlemen to understand what they 
are doing if they concur with the Senate in this amendment by way of 
making a vicious precedent. Let me read, for the purpose of illustrat- 
8 my position, a clause from the Bowman act. The act provides 
that— 

Whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the Senate 
House of or before either House of Congress, which in- 
volves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee or House 
may cause the same, with the vouchers, proofs, and documents pertaining 
thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States, and the 
shall there be dealt with in such manner and under such rules as the 
adopt. When the facts shall have been found, the eourt shall not 
ent thereon, but shall report the same to the committee or to the 
by which the cause was transmitted for its consideration. 


is how your war claims go to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act. The court investigates the cases and reports them back 
= Congress for consideration. see Bowman act is far stronger 

more binding upon Congress than the act touching the French spolia- 
tion claims, yet who proposes to take these war claims and put them 


a 


j 


prs 





upon a general money bill? If you do this for the French spoliation 
claims, then with greater degree should you do it for these war claims. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say further that in my opinion there 
are not ten men within the sound of my voice who have given greater 
investigation to this question of French spoliation claims than I have, 
and yet I have simply to say that if I was called upon as a judge to 
pass upon them I would not know whether they were good claims 
against the United States or not. How many members can rise in their 
places here and say that they know from an examination of the figures 
and the facts or their merit generally that these are claims that ought 
to be allowed? Let these claims be discussed when the question is 
reached upon the Calendar, under the able and exhaustive report made 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANsur 
on Claims. 

Let three days, ‘ive days, a week, if necessary, bé given to their con- 
sideration; and let them stand or fall upon their own merits, as all 
claims should. But let us keep our great money bills, that are made 
up under the rule which I have read, to carry on the Goverrment, to 
pay the pensions, to sustain the soldiers’ homes, to appropriate money 
in pursuance of existing law—let us keep those bills, privileged as 
they are, free from all manner of claims, just and unjust. If you do 
not, if you follow a different policy, then you break down your Com 
mittee on Appropriations, you impair the efficiency of the House, you 
bring scandal upon the public appropriations and the public service. 
As to these claims, as well as claims under the Bowman act, whether 
they are good or bad makes no difference, their place is not here. 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield six minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERs]. \ 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, as I have bnt six minutes, I wish to 
call the attention of the committee to a single proposition involved in 
these claims. They all or the great body of them arise from captures 
made during ths years 1798 and 1799. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman will permit me to say that the ma- 
jority of these claims, according to a tabulated statement which I have 
here, arose prior to 1798 and 1799. 

Mr.SAYERS. Very well; I speak of the claims arising in the years 
1798 and 1799. With reference to those claims the question which this 
Congress will have to decide is this, Did a state of war exist during the 
years named between the United States and the French Republic? If 
so, then there is no duty upon the part of the Federal Government to 
compensate sufferers for losses in consequence of depredations by the 
armed vessels of the French Republic upon American commerce. 

Mr. HILL. At this point, ir the gentleman will permit me, I would 
like to ask a question for information, as Iam not familiar with this 
matter. Suppose there was a condition not of open actual war, but of 
eonstructive war, if I may so call it, a condition of things not known 
to the merchant marine generally as war. 

Several Members. A war of beligerents. 

Mr. HILL. Well, I will call it constructivewar. If that was the 
condition of things what is the obligation of the Government ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I presume that the gentleman from I)linois [ Mr. 
Hit] in deciding as to whether there was a war actually existing dur- 
ing those years will accept the opinion of the Attorney-General of the 
United States given at the time, and also a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States a few years later, as decisive of the proposi- 
tion. 

The opinion of the Attorney-General is contained in the following 

Buck TAVER™s, August 21, 1798. 

Sir: Having taken into consideration the actsof the French Republic relative 
to the United States, and the laws of Congress passed at the last seasion, it is 
my opinion that there exists not only an actual maritime war between France 
and the United States, but a maritime war authorized by both nations. Conse 
quently, France is our enemy; and to aid, assist, and abet that nation in her 
maritime warfare will be treason in a citizen orany other person within the 
United States not commissioned under France, Butin a French subject, com- 
missioned by France, acting openly according to his commission, such assist 
ance will be hostility. The former may be tried am! punished accordir.g to our 
laws; the latter must be treated according to the laws of war 

I have thought it my duty to make this communication in consequence of the 
information you received from Rhode Island of the intentions of a Frenchman, 
whose name I do not now call to mind, who is «aid to be somewhere in this 
country on the business of buying ships and supplies of a military kind for the 
West Indies. He should be apprehended and tried as a traitor, unless he hasa 
commission and acts according to it, in which case he should be treated as an 
enemy and confined as a prisoner of war. 

I have the honor, etc., 


] trom the Committee 


CHARLES LEE. 
To the SecreTany or STAT: 
(Bas ve. rust 


The opinion of the Supreme Court gZ term 


1800) is as follows: 


The decision of this question must depend upon another; which is, whether 
at the time of passing the act of Congress of the 2d of March, 1799, there sub- 
sisteda state of war between the two nations. It may,! believe, be safely laid 
down that every contention by force between two nationa, in external matters, 
under the authority oftheir respective governments, is not only war, but public 
war. If it be declared in form, it is called solemn, and is of the perfect kind; 
because one whole nation is at war with another whole nation: and al! the 
members of the nation declaring war are authorized to commit hostflities ayain-=t 
all the members of the other, in every place and under every circumstance. In 
such @ war all the members act under @ general authority and al! the rig)ite and 
consequences of war attach to their condition. 

But hostilities may subsist between two nations more confined in ils nature 
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and extent, being limited as to places, persons, and things; and this ia more 
properly termed imperfect war; because not solemn, and because those who 
are authorized Lo commit hostilities act under special authority, and can go no 
further than to the extent of their commission. Still, however, it is public war, 


becanse it is an external contention by force between some of the members of 
the two nations, authorized by the legitimate powers, 

Itisa war between the two nations, though allthe members are not author- 
ized to commit hostilities, such as in a solemn war, where the governments re- 
strain the general power. 

Now, if this be the true definition of war, let us see what was the situation of 
the United States in relation to France. In March, 179¥, Congress bad raised an 
army, stopped all intercourse with France, dissolved our treaty, built and 
equippe: i ships of war, and commissioned private armed ships, enjoining the 
former and authorizing the latter to defend themselves against the armed ships 
of France, to attack them on the high seas, to subdue and take them as prize, 
and to ree apture armed vessels found in their possession, 

Here, then, let me ask, what were the technical characters of an American 
and French armed vessel, combating on the high seas, with a view the one to 
subdue the other and to make prize of his property? They certainly were not 
friends, because there was a contention by force; nor were they private ene- 
mies, because the contention was external, and authorized by the legitimate 
authority of the two governments. If they were not our enemies, I know not 
what constitutes an enemy. 

Second. But, recondiy, it is said that a war of the imperfect kind is more 
properly called acts of hostility or reprisal, and that Congress did not mean to 
consider the hostility subsisting between France and the United States as con- 
stituting a state of war. In support of this position, it has been observed that 
in no law prior to March, 1799, is France styled our enemy, nor are we said to 
beat war. This is true; but neither of these things were necessary to be done; 
because as to France, she was sufficiently described by the title of the French 
Republic; and as to America, the degree of hostility meant to be carried on was 
sufficie ntly described, without declaring war or declaring that we were at war. 
Such a declaration by Congress might have constituted a perfect state of war, 
which was not intended by the Government. 


These two papers—the opinion of the Attorney-General and the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States—are, it occurs to me, 
conclusive upon the question as to whether or not war existed between 
the two Governments. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In connection with the documents to which the 
gentleman has just referred, will he not also have printed with his re- 
marks the reports of some forty-five different committees who have 
considered these claims and acted upon them favorably, those commit- 
tees embracing some of the ablest lawyers that have ever sat in Con- 
rress ? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I will not. The gentleman can print any- 
thing that he wishes in connection with his own remarks. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the committee to the follow- 
ing language of the court bearing upon a point which is important 
when considering some of the items of the Senate amendment: 

Following in the path marked out by the Supreme Court in the prize cases 
which came before them during this period,and of which Bas vs, Tingy isa 
fair example, we are led to the conclusion that where ae vessel was fitted 
for the purpose of attacking armed French vessels,and of recapturing Ameri- 
can vessels seized, she fell within the rules of war, and if captured, became legit- 
imate prize The relations of the two nations being strained to hostilities within 
certain distinctly defined bounds, within those bounds the active agents of 


either Government were subject to the rules of war, and vessels intending to 
seize must submit to seizure. 


If gentlemen will turn to page 130 of the bill under consideration, 


Will the gentleman allow me a question right 


‘they will find an item amounting to more than $50,000 as payment for 


a ship and its freight, which bore a commission, or letters of marque 
and reprisal, authorizing it to prey upon and capture French commerce 
wherever it might be found. This was an armed vessel carrying seven- 
teen guns. 

Mr. HILL. Was that the ship John? 

Mr. SAYERS, It was; and the Court of Claims, passing upon the 
claim for the value of that ship and its cargo, finds against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, as follows: 


COURT OF CLAIMS,—FRENCH SPOLIATIONS, 
[Act of January 20, 1835, Stat. L., 243.) 


Ship John, Levi Putnam, master. No. 4, William Gray, administrator de bonis 
non of Williaa Gray, jr., deceased, claimant. No. 12. Fisher Ames, adminis- 
trator de bunis non of Fisher Amea, deceased, claimant. No. 778. Fisher Ames, 
administrator de bonis non of John Worthington, deceased, claimant. 


CONCLUSIONS OF FACT, 


These cases were tried before the Court of Claims on the 50th day of Novem 

ber, 1886, 

The claimants were represented by William Gray, esq., and the United ese, 
defendants, by the Attorney-General, through his assistant in the 
of Justice, Benjamin Wilson, esq., with whom was Assistant ieee 
Robert A. Howard. 

The court, upon the evidence and after heari 
ing the same with the briefs of counsel on each si 
follows: : 


William Gray, jr., deceased, wasa citizen of Boston, Mass., and in 1799 was the 
owner of a ship called the John, aduly tered merchant vessel of the United 
States, of 175 tons burden, and built at ry, Mass., 1794. 

The John sailed from em, Mass., under the command of Levi Putnam, 
master, in March, 1799, with a cargo of provisions, bound for ere and —— 
tar. Having arrived and discharged her cargo at these ports, and shi 
new cargo at Gibraltar, she again set sail, on June 28, 1799, for the East In 
tices spocisied of 13 ulpes of il-proot brandy (1,971 gallons).38,000 

© consis Oo pipes oil- 
nena h milled d dollars and $1,000 in gold, owned by and on account of 
said William Gray, jr.; 3,500 Spanish milled dollars, Sauee and shipped on 


the arguments and consider- 
, determine the facts to be as. 
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account of Fisher Ames, as a citizen of the United States, and 1,893 Spanish 
milled dollars, owned oy and shipped on account of John W orthington, a citi- 
zen of the United States. The money, in each case, was to be laid out in pur- 
chasing a return cargo in the East Indies. 

In prosecuting her voyage the John touched at St. Jago, Cape Verde Islands, 
and while lying there at anchor was captured, July 12, 1799, by the boats of a 
French squadron under the command of Commodore Landolphe. The cargo 
was taken out and retained by the captors and the ship carried out to sea. 
What became of the Jolin does not clearly appear, but it was never restored 
to the owner nor taken to a prize court. 

According to one report, she was burned by the captors, and according to an- 
other she was recaptured by an English man-of-war. 


If, 


At the time of the capture the John was armed with seventeen 4-pound guns 
and her crew consisted of twenty-six men. 

She carried a commission or fetter of authority from the President of the 
United States; but whether this commission was given under the provisions of 
the act of Congress of June 25, 1798 (1 Stat., 572), or under the act of July 9, 1798 








(1 Stat,, 578), does not appear. 
Although so armed and commissioned the John was bound on a commercial 
voyage. 
Ill. 
The value of the mip. $6, 000. 00 
The invoice value of 17 pipes of brandy lesueasosen-ahpee 2, 402. 00 
Thirty-three thousand Spanish milled dollars . «sve 33, 000. 00 
One thousand dollars in gold .. ss 1,000.00 
The fre —* anes 5 at ee ve of the: capture, amounting to ‘tw vo-thirds 
WO PRED 0 tecnstnvtineaepedbidhthidibapgtatbidnpasaiewetenee pehiatnateeene a ww» 2,916.66 
Total value of ship, pareo, and ane ane to said William 
Gray, jr., deceased .. snetincomevace Gh, S18. 66 


The value of 3,500 Spanish milled ‘dotiars, ‘the pert of ‘the cargo belonging to 
said Fisher Ames, deceased, the claimant in case No. 12, $3,500, 

The value of 1,993 Spanish milled dollars, the part of the cargo belonging to 
said John Worthington, deceased, the claimant in case No. 778, $1,993. 

Said claims were not embraced in the convention between the United States 
and the Republic of France, concluded on tie 30th of April, 1803. They were 

net claims growing out of the acts of France allowed and paid in whole or in 
part under the provisions of the treaty between the United States and Spain, 

concluded on the 22d of February, 1819, and were not allowed in whole or in 
part under the provisions of the treaty between the United States and France on 
the 4th of July, 1831. 

The claimants, in their respective capacity, 
which have never been assigned 


were the owners of said claims 


SONCLUSIONS OF LAW. 


The court decides as conclusions of law that said seizure and condemnation 
were illegal, and the owners and insurers had valid claims of indemnity there- 
for upon the French Government prior to the ratification of the convention be- 
tween the United States and the Frenclf Republic, concluded on the 30th day of 
September, 1800; that said claims were relinquished to France by the Govern- 
ment of the United States by said treaty in part consideration of the relinquish- 
ment of certain national claims of France against the United States, and that 
the claimants are entitled to the following sums from the United States : 


William Gray, administrator in case No. 4, to the value of the ship... 8 “. 2 
Invoice value sane ‘Sayenes t to William eortzn ies DP crccntiricavigouvieiess 
Freight earned .. petues encchanontceusemmpeacese tose. 


Total for said Gray... 

Fisher Ames, claimant in case No. ‘12, tothe value of the cargo ‘belong- 
ingto Fisher Ames, deceased 

Fisher Ames, administrator for John Worthington, claimant in case 
No, 778. to the value of the cargo belonging to said Worthington...... 


By the court. 

Filed or 7, 1887. 

A true 

Test, thie’ doth day of November, 1887. 
[SEAI«] 


3, 500. 00 
1,993, 00 


JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims, 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
league from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress these 
claims were referred to the Committee on Claims as they have been in 
this Congress; and there came from the committee in thgt Congress, 
as I understand there has in this, a report of the majority of the com- 
mittee in favor of allowing these claims. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM], in connection with myself, filed in the last Congress 
a minority report; and I will say in this connection that there never 
was a more vigorous lobby brought to bear to enforce claims of any 
kind in this House than there was before that committee in the last 
Congress. 

I do not think that any considerable portion of these claims are now 
owned by the descendants of theoriginal owners. They are most largely 


I now yield four minutes to my col- 


owned by insurance companies, some of which have been recently re- 
vived for the sole purpose of prosecuting these claims after the lapse of 
nearly a century and when they were abundantly compensated by large 
remiums for the losses they sustained. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Whom do they belong to? 

Mr. COGSWELL. [have just filed a letter, which will appear in the 
REcoRD to-morrow, showing thata very large proportion of these claims 
now belong to the estates of the original claimants. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to say that, in my opinion, this isonly 
the entering wedge; that there are to-day, as I understand, claims to 
the amount of $40,000,000 against the United States for French spoli- 
ations. 

Mr, CoGSWELL rose. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I can not yield because I havenot time. This 
is only the beginning. Originall oe amounted to only afew 
millions: but in the course of a hund the amount has grown 
to about forty millions, if they were all al . I know that gentle- 





1890. 





men who argue the other side of this question will say that large num- 
bers of these claims have been rejected; but there are a great many still 
pending that are undecided. 

There never was any foundation for these claims. The Government 
of the United States entered into a treaty with France in 1778, and in 
the arguments in the last term it was claimed that the failure of the 
United States Government to comply with the conditions of the treaty 
guarantying the integrity of the French territory in the West Indies 
was one of the reasons for the indemnity claimed by the French Gov- 
ernment against the United States, which it is claimed was abandoned 
by France because our Government agreed to pay these claimants, 
and that that was one of the reasons why this claim should now be 
allowed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the United States Government was not under 
any obligation to maintain the integrity of the territory of France in 
the West India Islands. France herself, by the actof her Legislative 
Assembly in 1793, released them from any allegiance that was due to 
France, believing, as they asserted in the declaration, that all men 
had a right to self-government. Therefore, by this act of their Legis- 
lative Assembly they released all their colonies from any obligation to 
remain an integral part of the French Government and territory, and 
it would be absurd to insist that the Government of the United States, 
atter the French had themselves absolved their own colonies from 
allegiance, should be under any obligation to maintain the integrity of 
the French territory there. The minority report on these claims in 
thelast Congress, as I have said, was submitted by myself and the 
gentleman from Texas, Mr. LANHAM, and presents the grounds of 
our opposition to their allowance, and I submit the same as a part of 
my remarks. 


The undersigned, members of the Commiitee on Claims, have to express the 
opinion that French spoliation claimants have no just demand against the 
Government of the United States. 

Their claims, now ninety years old, originated in the years immediately pre- 
ceding the convention treaty between France and the United States, dated Sep- 
tember 30, 1800, and are founded upon acts of French bostility against our com- 
merce for which no redress could be obtained, though such redress was dili- 
gently sought for by our Government and the means for obtaining it faithfully 


ursued, 

. In fact it is conceded that our Government was not originally liable for those 
individual losses suffered before the treaty of 1890 was made, and that the ac- 
tion taken by it on behalf of the claimants upto the date of that treaty was com- 
pl \ely free from all cause of complaint. 

Nor can it be questioned upon any ground of authority or reason that our 
Government had a perfect right to abandon the prosecution of those claims 
against France whenever their recovery became desperate, hopeless, or im- 
practicable, and to make a treaty of amity and commerce with France (a3 was 
done in 1890) without any provision therein concerning the claims, No legal 
duty or moral obligation rested upon it to continue negotiation upon the claims 
without reasonable prospect of success, or to permit the continuance of hostile 
relations between the two countries under the circumstances which then ex- 
isted. And it was for our Government to judge conclusively as to the practica- 
bility of claims recovery and as‘to the rightfulness and policy of restoring by 
treaty, upon obtainable terms, relations of peace and friendship between France 
and the United States. Upon those questions its decisions as made are not now 
subject to review and reversal by court, Congress, or citizen. 

In framing the treaty of 1800 the American negotiators were compelled to ac- 
cept the second division of Bonaparte’s ultimatum of August 11 (Report of 1826, 
p. 616), which involved an abandonmentoftheclaims. Butat their solicitation 
the French negotiators subsequently to a second article for the treaty, 
which was, in substance, an indefinite postponement of claims negotiation. It 
was very correctly described as such by M, Fleurieu in his letter to Talleyrand 
of June 11, 1802 (Appropriations Com. =. 1888, p. 26), and if it had been re- 
tained in the treaty would have been utterly worthless to the claimants. It 
was plainly a diplomatic device which in form postponed claims negotiation to 
“a convenient .” but virtually abandoned it forever. (Rep., 1826, p. 683.) 
Asked for by the American negotiators to save the point of honor under their 
instructions, and because ‘they dreaded exceedingly the clamors of the ship- 
owners and merchants of the United States,” it was conceded by the French 
negotiators because it was harmless as a provision for the future. (Appropria- 
tions Com. Rep., 10,and Fleurieu, Id., 27.) 

It is to be regretted, in view of su’ uent events, that the second article of 
the treaty was not left untouched by the Senate. Doubtless, in that case, it 
would have remained to this day an inoperative and useless provision; but the 
pretenses of reasoning for the claimants, founded upon its expungement from 
the treaty, could have had no existence. 

In regard to this article Mr. Clay, in his aes on May 20,1 said : ; 

“The Senate is also best able to estimate the bability which existed of an 
ultimate recovery from France of the amount due for those indemnities, if they 
had not been renounced, in making which estimate it will no doubt give just 
weight to the painful consideration that repeated and urgent appeals have been 
in vain made to the justice of France for satisfaction of flagrant wrongs com- 
mitted on y of other citizens of the United States subsequent to the 
period of t h of September, 1800.” 

But whether the abandonment of negotiation upon the claims was virtually 
provided for by the indefinite postponement provisions of the treaty, or was 
patna by Senatorial expungement of that provision from the treaty, is an 

mmaterial nm. In either case the right of abandonment v in our 
would afford a complete sauction to what was done. 

Ittol that the only possible pretense of claim against the United States 
must be oa upon the ground of bad faith or fraud—a surreptitious and wrong- 
ful use of the claims for a public purpose, accompanied and followed by the false 
pretense on the part of Government that the claims were uncollectible, 
and therefore worthless. If thisimputation upon our Government were as true 
as it is false, there would be ground for the parties injured to claim 
redress, The wrongdoer—the t of the United States—should in that 
case in damages to the extent of the injury inflicted. 

But all general presumptions are against this charge, and any fair examina- 
tion of historical facts explodes it. It isto be presumed that our Government 
was friendly to the ans, supported them in good faith, and only abandoned 
them when they could be enforced. It is also to be presumed that if the 
Government used collectible claims for a public purpose the fact would be set 
forth distinctly in some contemporary public document and be at all times by 
public officials frankly avowed. 

But, passing general presumptions, the known facts are decisive against the 
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henge, and for convenience those facts may be stated in the following condensed 
orm: 

1. Our Government, between 1793 and 1300, put forth strenuous and continued 
efforts by negotiation to prevent French depredations upon our commerce and 
to obtain redress for injuries actually committed. 

2. By sundry acts of Congress passed in 1798-'99 our Government made and 
authorized hostilities against France by our vessels of war, by our merchant- 
men wherever assailed, and raised a military land foree for protection of our 
coasts from insult and invasion. By act of Congress of 7th July, 1798, our Gov- 
ernment also declared our treaties with France (which that power had openly 
broken) to be null and void. These laws, which established or recognized a 
state of war between France and the United States, were all enacted to favor our 
merchants and shippers and tocoerce France to respect the rights of free com- 
merce in which they were deeply interested. 

8. The main objects of the negotiation with France in 1800 was to restore 
peaceful relations with France mainly for the advantage of our merchants, and 
to obtain indemnities for losses they had sustained, and these objects were pur- 
sued by our envoys at Paris for many months with the utmost diligence. Their 
instructions from our Department of State show the great anxiety felt by our 
Government to favor the interests of our merchants and secure their claims, 
including those accrued pending hostilities as well as those of earlier date. 

4. Bonaparte’s negotiators, in the fifth article of the treaty, agreed to pay our 
merchants claims for property taken under the French decree of 9th May, 1798, 
and the Bordeaux embargo, and those claims (called “ debts"’) were finally ex 
tinguished by a $4,000,000 payment under the Louisiana purchase convention 
of 1808. They also agreed by the treaty to give up a large namber of our ves- 
sels seized but not finally condemned, and also agreed to fair and friendly regu- 
lations of trade which secured our merchants open ports in France and luecra- 
tive French trade. 

In these respects the convention treaty of 1800 was exceedingly valuable to 
our merchants ard shippers, and it stands a monument to the zeal and deter- 
mination with which our Government sought to promote mercantile interests 
and welfare. 

5. But Bonaparte’s negotiators refused indemnities for our captured vessels 
and cargoes which had been finally condemned in their prize courts, declaring 
in discussion that indemnities therefor were barred by war and were not de- 
mandable under the law of nations. (Reportof 1826, pp. 617-618,633.) The as- 
sertion which has been sometimes made that they acknowledged the justice or 
legality of those claims and the liability of France to pay them is untrue. 

6. In order to baffle negotiation upon, and to prevent even discussion of, the 
disputed claims, the French negotiators demanded the renewal of the old trea- 
ties of 1778 with a retronetive operation from their date,as a preliminary con- 
cession and asthe condition upon which the consideration of claims on both sides 
should proceed. That this demand was not made sincerely or in good faith 
but for the reason just stated, will become plain enough to any one who will 
carefully read the records of the negotiation, and is placed beyond dispute by 
the confidential and instructive letter of M. Fieurieu to Talleyrand, dated June 
11, 1802. 

That letter (lately obtained by our State Department from the French records, 
and now made accessible to the historical student by its publication in the ap- 
pendix to the report of the Appropriations Committee at the last seasion of 
Congress) exposes completely the motives of the French negotiators in pro 
ing and insisting upon the renewal of the old treaties. It was because they 
knew thatthe American negotiators could not and would not renew the treaties 
that the demand for their renewal was made. It was to place an insuperable 
obstacle in the way of claims negotiation at the outset, and not because treaty 
renewal would be valuable to France, that those defunct instruments were 
placed in the forefront of the correspondence. 

Very rarely in the history of nations has the secret history of a diplomatic 
negotiation and the motives of those concerned in it been more fully exposed 
than in the instance before us. What was left untold by the official correspond- 
ence is divulged by the Fieuricu letter and by the secret journal of the Ameri- 
can envoys. 

The French negotiator in his letter to Talleyrand appears in the attitude of 
a most reliable witness; he had no motive to misrepresent or conceal the facts 
within his knowledge ; his letter was confidential, and therefore presumably 
sincere, and his information about the matters upon which he wrote was direct 
and complete. After alluding to the war argument against the American 
claims, and that those claims had been urged notwithstanding that decisive 
ground of objection, he proceeded to say that the French negotiators then op- 

sed to the American demand ‘‘the demand for the re-establishment of the 
old] treaties in their integrity. We had clearly foreseen that they were not au- 
thorized to, and that they never would, consent tothis demand,.”’ After refer- 
ring to the reasons which rendered concession to the French demand by the 
Americans impossible, and stating in substance that the demand made by the 
French negotiators could be made the occasion for large and exaggerated claims 
on their part, he adds: 

* This was not because we regarded that re-establishment (ot treaties] as very 
advantageous for France, but it was our arm of attack and defense, ete,”’ 

Again, he speaks of the second article of the treaty as follows: 

“In effect article 2 of the convention recalled the treaties without rendering 
them obligatory for the moment, and postponed to another time the negotia- 
tion both as to the treaties and as to the indemnities mutually due or claimed. 
By this arrangement we reserved to ourselves to return to the treaties if the 
Americans ever wished to return to the indemnities. * * * In plain terms, 
article 2 of the convention is nothing but an indefinite postponement, but that 
postponement is to our advantage, for, having stipulated in the convention all 
that can truly interest us in our commercial relations, as well as the safety and 
property of French citizens in the United States, we can leave in oblivion some 
articles of ancient treaties, either practically indifferent or whose execution, 
such as that of the article which stipulates the guaranty by the United States of 
our possessions in America, is, properly speaking, but a matter of words and of 
illusions. 

“The Americans, on their side, clearly foresaw, thoroughly felt, that they 
would never obtain even a discussion of the indemnities, still less their payment, 
* * * Such was the state of affairs at the signing of the convention; such it 
was well understood on one side and the otherto be; and if it is not presented 
thus clearly and expressed in a manner thus explicit, this was from condescen- 
sion, so to speak, and to arrange things for the American plenipotentiaries, 
who appeared to dread exceedingly the clamors of the ship-owners and mer- 
chants of the United States if the convention should stipulate a forma! renun- 
ciation of indemnities.”’ 

This letter is fair proof thatthe French negotiators’ position in controversy 
(shown also by former official documents) was, that our claims were barred 
from recovery by war; that when pressed urgently to admit them as matters 
of negotiation they made the counter demand that the old treaties should be 
renewed; that this demand was made simply to defeat claims negotiation, they 
well knowing that it would not and could not be conceded; that they did not 
deny that the old treaties were without force, having been annulled by war and 
by acts of Congress (to say nothing of their open breach by French decrees, 
and captures thereunder), but they required their “ re-establishment in their 
integrity ’’ as the condition upon which negotiations should proceed. 

The concession due to truth was fully made that they did not regar:! the re- 
establishment of the treaties “as very advantageous for France; "’ that some of 


{8 
4 
%q 





7 





10350 


their provisions were indifferent, and the execution of others, such as the guar- 


anty provision (so much spoken of), ‘a matter of words and of illusions.” The 
sum of the statement is, that they made ademand for treaty restoration in bad 
faith and insincerely, having no right to demand nor expectation of obtaining 
it. Thedemand was strictly and traly @ pretense, a pretendeddemand of what 


they dic not want and which they knew would not be obtained. The new treaty 
would give them what wasdesired, in its commercial privileges. 

7. From the foregoing statements of fact it results that the claims were aban- 
doned in the negotiation because their allowance by France could not be ob- 
tained, and that Lhe second article of the treaty of 1800, in ite original form, was 
a virtua! abandoninent of them under the form of an indefinite ponewent, 
‘There was no bartering of them away for a consideration ; not ing of them off 
for a discharge from old treaties, but simply a suspension of effort for their re- 
covery because France would not pay and could not be compelled to pay them. 
It may be added that our envoys had nw power to revive the old treaties in 
their integrity, and did not by any act ordeciaration acknowledge them as sub- 
sisting or admitany obligation or duty resting upon the United States to re- 
new them. 

8. The senate of the United States ratified the treaty of 1800 (with the second 
article struck out) by a vote of 22 to 9, the affirmative vote including most of 
the Senators from States along the Atlantic seaboard where the claimants re- 
sided. (Senate Hxeeutive Journal, volume |, page 377.) Evidently this action 
was not taken in hostility to the claimants—to imperil any chance of claims-re- 
covery in the future, bit for reasons heretofore fully explained and which will 
endure the most searching debate. The Senators had before them the official 
correspondence which pocenees and accompanied the negotiation of the treaty, 
thesecret journal kept by our envoyaat Paria, and the decision of our Supreme 
Court in Lae ve. Tingy, 4 Dallas, page 37 (which was heard at the August term, 
1800), and knew very well that the claims would never be voluntarily paid by 
France and could not be enforced against her as legal obligations, The friends 
of the claimants in the Senate therefore, on February 3, 1801, etruck out the in- 
definite postponement seetion of the treaty, because it was worse than worth- 
less as an international ————— and was calculated to mislead persons un- 
aequainted with its true ¢ 

ltmay be added here that the enpjansiten appended by Bonaparte to hisrati- 
fieation of the treaty as amended by the Senate, while it could have no 
upon the treaty it-elf or qualify a ratification of it which was unconditional 
and absolute, was, in the language of Mr. Jefferson, ** a legitimate inference " 
of claims renouncement or abandonment. Plainly, as claims for war losses 
Sages not survive a treaty of peace and amity unless expressly provided 

or rein 

® in no way, at no time pending ence nentnsaotetin treaty 
of l300, did onr Government acknowledge the existence of the old treaties of 

\77&, or any rightof France to demand their renewal; in fact, these former 
treatios were then extinct, and the demand for their , as we have already 
seen, was an i.upertinent and hypocritical ‘‘ pretense,’’ put forward simply and 
only to baffle the American envoys and prevent any consideration of the Amer- 
ican claims. 

WW. The American negotiatora did not ever = pespene (as has been incautiously 
asserted) that our Government should pay to France 8,000,000 of francs—€1,600,- 
000—for a discharge from certain arti of the old treaties. They did ofter. 
under an extreme anxiety to get the claims acknowledged, in the extremity of 
their efforis to thatend, and misied by informal ations of one or more of 
the French negotiators, to take the old treaties with the right to extinguish 
their ebnoxious rovisious by a deduction of the sum mentioned from the 
amount of the private claims allowed. (Report of 1826, page 643.) In their re- 
pert to John Marshall, Secretary of ~~ dated October 4, 1800, they say : 

‘The American ministers * * an unlimited recognition of the 
former treaties, though accompanied with a provision to extinguish such privi- 
legesolaimed under them as were detrimental to the United States, by a pecu- 
niary equivalent to be made out of the indemnities which should be awarded 
to American citizens; a compensation which, though it t have canceled 
but a small portion of the indemnities, was nevertheless a liberal one for privi- 
leges which the French ——— had often admitted to be of —_ use to France 
under the construction which the American had given to the 
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Thiwoffer was, of course, 
was teo smal! in amount se 


by the French 
uaranty and port-pri 
dec) 


neh negotiators 
able tothe granting of en noton|y that the treaties should 
qualified recognition, but that their future operation should not be varied, in 
any particular, for any consideration or compensation w 

tein plain that the offer was made in the interest of the American claimants 
and to becarried out at their expense, in order to win the great object of nego- 
tiation, an acknowledgment of their claims, 

By a sacrifice of $1,600,000 they might win an allowance from France of more 
than $20,000,000, a = modern estimate of theirclaims. But this 
offer was not a recognition of the old treaties as existing obligations, but a 
proposition to renew them with their obnoxious provisions expunged. If ac- 
cepted by France it would give to our Government and claimantsthe option to 
get indemnities for the latter upon their submitting toa moderate abatement 
oftheir demands, It was to get tthe private claims allowed, and nvt to relieve 
our Gynemeet from defunct treaties, that the offer was made, 

— ee Ses yonteee ae oe 
t sree views of a majority of the Com on propriations at the 
last session of Congress (Committee Report N: Con- 
ress), establishes solid grounds of opposition to the 
fy the United States, 

We place little reliance upon the expressed opinions of public men favorable 
to these claims. Itis a eras 
i that they are not 
tof © them, and the 


= false or im y to control 
ane of Government liability is to be ‘Setealoete upon the Ayo now much 
better known than sanding: fen mer debates, when an outlay of $5,000,000 only 
was popeced, \inatenlaltinananeans sum which now constitutes the claim- 
a 


It is a noteworthy fact that the older a claim is the more ardently it 
is advocated by professional guardians of the 8 honor, but the 
allowance of a claim which was totally ignored by the early statesmen 
of the country for the first quarter of the century, and when for many 
years there was a surplus of millions in the Treasury, would be a se- 
rious reflection on the honesty of these men. oe 
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hausts the hour on our side, and we will have no more time this even- 
ing. I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact that a 
report from the Committee on Appropriations on this question was 
laid on the desks of all members, and I hope gentlemen will examine 
it before the vote is to be taken to-morrow. 

Mr. COGSWELL. You have already had your time. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint reso- 
lutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 20) granting right of way across United States lands in St. 
Augustine, Fla. ; 

A bill (8. 117) for the relief of Edward H. Leib; 

A bill (8. 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter; 

A bill (S. 160) to open abandoned military reservations in the State 
of Nevada to homestead entry; 

A bill (8. 745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy; 

A bill (8. 750) for the reliet of Christian Fredericksen ; 

A bill (8. 1037) authorizing the ing of the name of James M. 
Williams upen the retired-list of de u United States Army, with the 
rank of captain of cavalry; 

A bill (S. 1636) for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list of 
the Army; 

A bill (8.1689) for the relief of George M. Wheeler; 

A bill (8. 1872) to restore tel hic communication between Ta- 
toosh Island and Port ash. ; 

A bill (8. 2392) creating an additional land office in the State of North 
Dakota; 

A bill (S. 2835) te amend an act March 3, 1887, entitled 
**An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry, in place 
of Middletown;”’ 

A bill (8. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and 
Seuthern Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State ot Texas; 

A bill (S. 3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation, 
in La Plata County, in the State of Colorado; 

A bill (8S. 3751) to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between 
Cedar Point and Dauphin Island; 

A bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and 
ee to. erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle 
Pass, ; 


ex.; 

A bill (8. 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State of 

A bill (S. 4281) to ‘authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Oconee River, in the State of Georgia 

Joint resolution (8. R. 6) ssuntine seniaitentnatiions and enlisted 
men of the Army and Navy of the United States to wear the badges 
adopted by military societies of men who served in the war of the revo- 
lution, the war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the war of the rebellion ; 

Joint resolution (S. R.51) te authorize the President to appoint an ad- 
ditional ensign in the United States Navy; 


A bill (H. R. 1215) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling; 

A bill (H RB. 1338) granting a pension to Mary A. Green; 

A bill (H.R. granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald; 

A bill (A. R. 1568) ting a pension to Mrs. Del P. Walker; 

A bill (HL. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

Aen R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; 

A bill (H. R. 2279 ee ee ee Jackson; 

A bill (HL. R. 2385 @ pension to Barney McArdle; 

A bill (H. R, 2414) the pension of Nelson Rich; 

A bill SB SUT h pentind 0 pension te-distlinr Octane 

A bill (H. R. 2427) granting 

A bill i i oth petite eneotente Stone tl: Geoten 

A bill (H. RB. 2804) to increase the of Charles W. Kridler; 

A bill (H. R. 2965) a to Rachel Barnes; 

A bill 3 of Col. James Lindsay; 

A bill (H.R. to grant a pension to James Knetsar; 

A bill (H. R. 3587) te pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B. 
Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war: 

A bill (HL R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann; 

A bill (H. R. 3896) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and to provide for new designs of authorized devices 
of the United States coins; 

ee ee against Wiil- 
iam ; 

A bill (A. R. 4451) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the of Daniel J. Mahoney; 











1890. 





bill (H. BR. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens; 
bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen; 


A 
A . 
A bill (H. 8. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. Obrien; 


A bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor Ten | propriations for the Indian service, on the books of the T 


Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him on the retired- 
list of Army officers; 

A bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and 
one-dolllar gold pieces and three-cent nickel piece; 

A bill (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively: 

A bill (H. R. 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett; 

A bill (H.R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel; : 

A bill (H. R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for services in the 
Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh; 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. 
Bradley; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson; 

A bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Riickert; 

A bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 

A bill (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby; 

A bill (H. R. 6798) to increase the pension of George H. Brown, 
Company I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of Ellen Morris; 

A bill (H. RB. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River near Washington Monument; 

A bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker; : 

A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell; 

A bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Lane Townes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Townes; 

A bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille: 

A bill (IL. R. 1869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick; 
bill (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin; 
bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Pratt; 
bill (H. R..8059) granting a pension to Emma A. Stafford ; 
bill (H. R. 8155) te grant scheol district No. 7 of the township of 
Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land for school 


> ie 


uUrposses ; 
e A bill (H. R. 8201) to amend the articles of war relative to the pun- 
ishment on conviction. by court-martial ; 
A bill (H. R. 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solomon, 
a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war service; 
A. bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller; 
A bill (H. R. 9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa; 
bill (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 
bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 
(H.R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson; 
(H. R. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker; 
(H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 
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. R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
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R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 
H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill; 
(H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Gra- 
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ham; 

A bill (H. &. 10234) restoring Rebeeca Young to the pension-rolls; 

A bill (H. R, 10245) to place the name of Hattie McConnell on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 10320) granting an increase of pension to Nancy Cato; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish; 

A bill (H. R, 103°0) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman; 

A bill (HL. R. 10651) granting a pension to J, W. Robertson; 

A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 

A bill 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H. Vos- 


10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; 
10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice; 
oy care a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson; 
11075) for the relief of John B. Roper; 
. 11169) ting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly 


11345) to-inerease the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 
11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
Josiah R. Brown, deceased; 
11417) to inerease the 
11543) granting a 
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ion (H. = 39) declaring the retirement of Capt, Charles 


LO351 


, valid, and that he is entitled as 





B. Stivers, of the United States Army 
such retired officer to his pay; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res, 224 


authorizing the transfer of certain ap- 


reasury. 

' 

FRANK D. WORCESTER. 

| Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like unanimous con- 

sent to reconsider the vote b 1 & pension bill was passed. The 
1? 


ls. Task the Clerk to report the 


} . wit 
| claimant is already on the pension 
| title of the bill. 

' 

' 

' 


The Clerk read as 
A bill (S. 400) granting a pension to | 


follows 
cD. Worn 

There being no objection, the vote by which the bill was 
| reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER. 


} sions. 
} 
| 


passed was 


The bill will be referred to the Committee on Pen 


CONFEREES ON THE REVENUE BILL, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILs] is unable to serve on the committee of con 
ference on the tariff bill. The question is, will the House excuse the 
gentleman from service on the committee? Isthereobjection? [ After 
a vause.] The Chair hears none. The Chair will appoint in his place 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. DisBLe] twenty minntes, or so much of that time as he may «: 
| sire to oceupy. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, the question which is mainly urged 
against the payment of these claims is that the acts of the French le- 
publie and the counter-acts on the part of the United States consti- 
tuted war between the two countries, and the assertion has been made 
that all of the claims were embraced within this period, which is 
termed a period of war. 

Now, as a matter of fact, of the claims inthis bill, amounting to 
$1,239,000, $730,000 accrued prior to the period called the period of 
war and $509,000, or 41 per cent. of the whole, were during that pe- 
riod. 

| take it tor granted that, if war did not exist between France and 
the United States, then certainiy the French Government was bound 
to make reparation for the seizure of the property of citizens of the 
United States. It does not take one specially versed in international 
law to understand that plain proposition. If war did not exist, then 
these were valid claims against the French Government, and once main 
tained by the Goverament, when surrendered by the Government vo! 
the United States in order to get rid of the counter-claims made on the 
part of the Government of France, it was, as was said by Mr. Clay, the 
taking of private property for public use without compensation, and 
the United States is bound to make reparation to its citizens whose 
property was thus utilized. 

Now, if a war existed between France and the United States, when 
did the war begin? Gentlemen on the other side of this question say 
it began in 1798. It certainly had not begun at the time of the abra- 
gation of the treaties in July, 1798, because Congress expressly, in pass 
ing the act abrogating them, which was a provision of the act of J une, 
1798, gave as one of the grounds for doing so that France had disre 
garded the rights of the United States to be neutral in the war. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. If thegentleman will excuse me a moment, that! 
refers to a war between France and England. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The act says, in so many words, that France had 
acted in contravention of our just claims of being neutral in the war 
between France and England. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Yes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. We claimed neutrality in the very act abrogating 
the treaty, which was abrogated in so many words hecause of the vio- 
lation of our neutral rights. Where, then, does the United States 
stand according to her own official declaration? 

At the outset of the war the President proclaimed the position of 
the United States ; and I have failed to see any official declaration any 
where by which that claim of the President was ever retracted. 
eral Washington issued a proclamation ofneutrality, That established 
the position of the United States. Now, when did the war break out ’ 

‘There was a time when France depredated upon the commerce of the 
United States, when our merchantmen had gone out under the invita- 
tion of Jefferson, Secretary of State, and under the proclamation of the 
President, as communicated in acireular tothe merchants of this coun- 
try, and subsequently communicated by Washington in his message to 
Congress, where he said that the merchants of the United States had a 
right te carry provisions te the ports of England and France under the 
proclamation of neutrality, and that if any of them were interfered 
with to report the facts to the State Department, and the Government 
would take steps to indemnify them. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Oh, no. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Lsheuld have said, to get indemnity for them. 


——————— 
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Now, what changes were made in that status? Did France declare 
war? ‘The very act of France, about which stress is made here, occur- 
ring after the Jay treaty, was the passage of a decree in which they 
stated they would notify neutral nations that they would treat the ves- 
sels of such neutral nations exactly as those neutral nations permitted 
England to treat them. 

That was the act of France, not an act of war, but an act against 
neutrals; not addressed simply to the United States, but addressed to 
Hamburg as well, which was a neutral power; addressed to other 
neutral powers that were not engaged in the war between Englandand 
France. Under that decree, operating against neutrals, the effect was 
as I shall state, and it was because of the Jay treaty, which operated 
to prefer England to France. This preference is not prevented by the 
proviso of the twenty-fifth section of that treaty, as my learned friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW] stated. The truth was this: 
That under the French treaties (the treaty of amity and commerceand 
the treaty of alliance, under which the independence of this country 
was effected by the union of the French and the American armies) 
there was an agreement between France and the United States, that 
free ships should make free goods, and that in time of war the Ameri- 
can flag should protect from seizure everything except actual con- 
traband of war onan American ship. Sothat under the treaty, when 
once the American flag was hoisted to the mast-head of an Ameri- 
can ship, a French cruiser had noright to seize anything, enemy’s prop- 
erty or otherwise, unless it was actually contraband of war, going toa 
hostile port. 

But the Jay treaty conceded to England much higher privileges re- 
garding American vessels bound to French ports, and instead of the 
doctrine that free ships make free goods they conceded to England the 
right to seize enemy’s property in American bottoms, and they ex- 
tended the contraband of war far beyond where the law of nations 
carried it, and agreed that provisions and various other articles not 
contraband of war under the law of nations, should be seized when 
going to French ports in American bottoms. That was the grievance 
of France that is not provided for in the twenty-fifth section. And it 
was on account of that mainly that France passed a decree that she 
would treat neutrals as neutrals permitted England to treat their ves- 
sels. 

Now, in whataspect was the spoliation an act of war? The French 
Republic disclaimed being at war with the United States. She sent her 
minister here with a special message to the Senate bearing the colors 
of France as an emblem of French good-will, with the statement that 
in the legislative halls of France the colors of the United States were 
floating alongside the colors of France. And yet gentlemen say the 
two nations were at war. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. That was before the war. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It was during the period of these spoliations which 
you are trying to cover with the war blanket. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No, but before. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Here it is. It was during that period. It was the 
ist day of January, 1796, and these spoliations began in 1793. 

Mr. BUCKALEW, No, but you are speaking of the period of war. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, then, we will go right into the period which 
the gentleman — of as the period of war. Gentlemen have said 
on the floor of this House that all these claims were in the period of 


war. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No, sir; but most of them. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, theevidence shows, if you mean 1798, 1799, 
and 1800, that most of them were notin the period of war; only 41 per 
cent. of them come in that period. Now let ustake up one of thecases 
in that period. I happen to havea record right here. Here is the 
case of the schooner Betsey, William Dennis, master. That schooner 
was of the port of Salem, Mass., and sailed from that port on the 17th 
of August, 1798. She was seized by a French cruiser on the 18th day 
of September, 1798, and she was carried intoa French port. Her cap- 
tain was kept on board of the French cruiser, and her mate made a 
protest in which he states: 


JOUN TAPLEY'S PROTEST. 


Be it known by this instrument of protest that I, John Tapley, mate on board 
the schooner Betsey, of Salem, the Len aoa | of Mr. Hardy Ropes, merchant and 
citizen of the United States of America, do hereby depose and declare that 
on the I7th of August, in the year of our Lord 1798, did sail out from Salem 
the schooner, well stanched and found, to proceed on her intended v: to 
Jeremia, in the Island of Hispanola; nothing material happened to me 
during the until the 18th of September, at about 4 o’ 


noon, was rded 7 ® French schooner vateer, under the name of La 
Reneeutnt, Capt, Louis Duprat, who ssteasl the captain, William Dennis, on 
board the 


rivateer, with his papers: after examining them kept the above 
said Capt. William Dennis on board of her until Unis day; took possession of 
the schooner by sending a oe six privateer’s , and ordered 
the said vessel to Portde Paix, where I arrived on the 18th of September; on 
my arrival the justice of the peace came on , Sealed up the hatchways, 
and ordered me with two of my people on shore to be in : my 
examination the vessel's papers were sent up to Cape for a trial; on 
tbe 29h of said month I received the condemnation of the schooner Betsey and 

r cargo. 

Therefore, | do hereby solemaly protest instead and lieu of the ° 
William Dennis, as being kept on board the privateer La tate 
Duprat, against the privateer, captain, owners, and all concerned ir pro- 
ceedings in detaining the said in Dennis the law of nations ; more- 
over for having turned the schooner out of her way,as being a neutral prop- 





EEE 


erty, intending to apply to the French Government in France for the losses and 
lawful interests which may and might occur; the said protest being made as 
well in behalf of myself and captain as the owner, underwriters, and al! con- 
cerned in the schooner Betsey and her cargo. 

Port de Paix, September the 29th, 1798. 


. JOHN TAPLEY., 
Witnesses: 


Joun Ivery, Mariner. 
BENJAMIN AsuBy, Cook. 


I, the undersigned, sworn interpreter of the government at Port de Paix 
certify thatthe translation in the other part conforms to the original signed by 
John Tapley. 


In testimony of which I have signed these presents and have affixed my seal 
to them. 


Port de Paix, 29th September, 1798, or 8th vendémiaire, 7th year of the French 
Repatile one and indivisible. 

SEAL, 

Vedanwed : Protest and translation No. 2. 

Please notice that he protested against France for this detention and 
condemnation of the schooner as being neutral property. - 

Now, we have here what the cargo of that schooner consisted of. It 
is found in the decree of condemnation of that court. She had acrew 
of six men; she had 10,500 red-oak staves, 8,000 feet of boards, 15,500 
feuillards, 40 hogsheads in bundles, with their cooperage attachments, 
and 4 hogsheads of cod-fish. And the court say that in the trial they 
have seen the register of the schooner Betsey, which states her to 
be the property of Hardy Ropes, merchant, of Salem, State of Massa- 
chusetts, clothed with the seal of the collector of the port of Salem,and 
have seen the sea letter, written in four languages, likewise clothed with 
regular seals and signatures granted to William Dennis to go to Jeremy, 
loaded with cod-fish, flour, and wood, dated on 17th of August, 1798, 
and have seen the articles of agreement between Dennis and his crew of 
six men,.and bave seen the clearance of the custom-house, and have 
seen the certificate granted to the captain that he was a citizen of the 
United States. 

Now, do they condemn that vessel as an enemy’s vessel? No, they 
condemn that vessel because it did not have a réle d’équipage or crew 
list, which under the French decree was required of neutral vessels— 
not enemy’s vessels, but neutral vessels—and which was in a different 
form from that prescribed in the treaty between France and the United 
States, and they go on and condemn the ship, and they condemn 
it as the vessel of neutrals, under French decrees directed against 
neutrals. And yet gentlemen say that it is a case covered by a state 
of war between the United States and France, and virtually say that 
our President and Secretary ot State and distinguished envoys who were 
sent to France to demand indemnity for this and similar outrages were 
all mistaken, and had no right to claim reparation from France at all ! 

I have said of the position of France that every one of her decrees 
was against neutrals. It was under color of such decrees that she 
seized these ships. The real ground which we had for reclamation 
from the French Government was that her tribunals, in pursuance of 
these acts, condemned and sold these ships. It was the action of her 
prize courts, which under any system of international law gave us the 
right to hold France responsible. It was exactly the ground on which 
we held Spain responsible. For whenever one of these French cruisers, 
instead of carrying vessels to a French port, carried them, under a 
treaty with Spain, to a Spanish port and condemned them, we had re- 
course against Spain. Spain has paid to the United States, under this 
very class of cases, for every vessel that was so carried and condemned 
by French prize courts held within the jurisdiction of the Spanish 
Government. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 
What has he to say in regard to that class of cases referred to by the 
gentleman from Missouri where captured ships were armed and sailed 
under letters of marque and reprisal ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam glad the gentleman called my attention to that. 


PENNETIER. 


The gentle means the gentleman from Texas. I would like to have 
the volume from which the gentleman cited. 

Mr. SAYERS. The has it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I take issue as to the fact of these 
vessels having letters of marque and re The decision of the court, 
as set forth in the book, as exami by me in the moment I had to 
look at it, states that these are the facts: That the vessel was armed; 
that her captain had a commission from the President; but that it did 
not appear that it was under these acts of Congress. It did not appear, 
in other words, that she had letters of marque and reprisal, and it was 
farther found—— 

Mr. SAYERS. What kind of a commission did she have ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, she certainly did not have a commission of 
marqueand reprisal. Certainly thedecision of the court must be taken 
as to the circumstances, and the court’s decision was that there was no 
proof as to what sort of a commission she had. 

The Government attem to show that she had a commission of 
marque and reprisal, and to show it; but it was shown aflirma- 
tively that she was on a commercial voyage, and not on a military voy- 


-* SAYERS. What was she doing with cannon? 











1890. 








Mr. COGSWELL. They all carried cannon at that time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Every vessel at that time went armed. There were 
pirates on the Spanish Maim; and vessels carried cannon before this 
war and carried them after it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And carried them for signal purposes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The matter was fully brought beiore the Court of 
Claims in some cases, perhaps in this very case. The whole matter 
came up and was weighed and discussed, and the court decided that | 
when a vessel went out under the acts of Congress with the intention 
ot preying upon the French commerce or trying to recapture vessels, and 
went out with that kind of commission, she was outside of any claim 
tor damages; and this case was decided favorably to the ship John, 
because it was in proof that she went on a commercial voyage. That 
is the fact in the case, and I will get the note and print it in my re- 
marks. . 

Mr. SAYERS. It will be printed in my remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. DIBBLE. You will find that it states it almost as I have said: 
that the captain had a commission from the President of the United 
States. Whether it was under the two acts referred to there does not 
appear; but it does appear that she was on a commercial voyage. 

Now, so far as there was a limited state of war, where a ship, whether 
a privateer or on a commercial voyage, in the course of her voyage tried 
to recapture a vessel or vessels, and wascaptured herself, she could not 
make reclamation against the French Government. But the vessels 
which were on commercial voyages, the peacetul vessels of trade, were 
not subject to any seizure, unless the two countries had been at full, 
actual war; and these were commercial vessels. 

Again, I am glad the gentleman referred to the gentleman from Texas 
because he said she had letters of marque and reprisal to prey on the 
commerce of France. Now, the acts that were passed by the Congress 
of the United States were simply against the French armed vessels. | 
Where letters of marque were granted—not of reprisal—they authorized 
American vessels to recapture other American vessels that had been 
seized by the French, authorizing them to resist French cruisers, and 
the last was an act authorizing American public armed vessels to repel 
French cruisers from the line of our trade because they were there to 
prey upon our commerce. Those were not acts against the commerce 
of France. Why, sir, the commissioners in their report expressly stated 
that fact. In one of their addresses to the French commissioners they | 
said that they did not adopt any hostile measures, but merely adopted 
measures in defense of their own commerce without retaliating upon | 
French commerce. Yet gentlemen come here and speak of letters of | 
marque and reprisal upon I'rench commerce. ‘There is not a tittle | 
of it in acts of Congress or in the actions of the American vessels un- 
der those acts. 


j 
The Constitution of the United States provides that Congress shall 


have power to declare war.: In this instance, as late as 1800, Congress 
declared that war did not exist, I will read from the act, the one 
which I desired to bring to the attention of my friend from Pennsy)- | 
vania [Mr. BucKALEW] awhile ago, but in the hurry I was unable to 
lay my hands upon it. Gentlemen who are present remember the pre- | 
vious act which was read here, providing that in event of war break- | 
ing out the Army should be augmented. That is the act which was | 
passed in March, 1799, during the peried which they say was a period | 
of war, right in the middle of that period. That act provided that in 


ment the Army, and there were other acts passed re-enforcing the Army, 


looking to the probable occurrence of war in the future, but not to an 
existing war. 


case war should break out the President should have authority toaug- | 
} 


Then in 1800, on the 30th day of February, while negotiations were | 


pending in France, Congress passed this act, referring to one of the acts 
which had in the previous year been passed authorizing certain enlist- 
ments to be made to increase the Army: 

That ag! further enlistinents under the second section of an act entitled “An 
act to augment the Army of the United States and for other purposes" shal! be 
suspended until the further order of Congress, unless— 

And here is the important part of it, which shows the position taken 
by this Government— 
unless in the recess of Congress and during the continuance of the existing 


differences between the United States and the French Republic war shall break 
out between the United States and the French Republic. 


Here is the distinction made in the act passed in 1800, when the 
period covered by these claims was expiring, because they run only 
to mber 30, 1800. Here is an act passed on the 20th of Febru- 
ary, 1800, by our predecessors in the Congress of the United States, 


that enlistments should cease unless, in the recess of Congress and 
while these “‘differences”’ continued to exist, war should break out 
between the United States and France. Conyress spoke of these ‘‘dif- 
ferences,’’ referring to these sroliations of which we complained, and 


the acts committed on our side of which France complained. They 
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Conzress is a higher authority than the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and it has been so held by the Supreme Court itself. In the 


| Clinion bridge case Justice Miller in delivering the judgment of the 
| court said: 


Questions of this class are international 
tween the foreign nations interested i» the treaties and the political departments 
of our Government When those departments declare a treaty abrogated, an 
nulled, or modified it is not for the judicial branch of the Government to set it up 
and assert its continued obligation. If the court could do this, it could annul 
declarations of war, suspend the levying of all armies, and become a great in- 
ternational! arbiter instead of acourt of justice fc 
of the United States. 


questions and are to be settled be- 


yrthe administration of the laws 


This, then, is within the sphere of Congress, not within the sphere 
of the Supreme Court. 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, the Supreme Court itself, in one of these cases 
that have been decided, has said that, while a limited state of war ex- 
isted, it affected nothing but the cruisers and armed vessels engaged 
in it, and was expressly limited tothem. The court say in so many 
words that a limited state of war,such as existed when two cruisers 
fought upon the sea, was confined to that class of cases and was not 
pertect war. And it went further by its decision in the case of Talbot 
rs. Seeman. There are only two of these cases, and in oneof them the 
court decides this very question, that these were not acts of war, but 
merely acts for which the Government could demand reparation. What 
were the circumstances of that case? They were these: 

As I stated before, the French Government treated neutrals as neu- 
trals permitted the English to treat them. A French cruiser seized a 
Hamburgship, a German vessel from Hamburg, which, like the United 
States, was a neutrai power; and that vessel was recaptured from the 
French vessel by an American cruiser, which demanded salvage from 
the Hamburg people for the service rendered by the recapture, 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. DIBBLE. Allow me to compléte this statement. Now, in that 
case the court decided that the United States cruiser had a right to de- 
mand from the owners of the German vessel salvage for the service 
rendered by rescuing the vessel from the hands of the French. That 
was the first question decided. The Americans claimed that they were 
entitled to half the value of the ship and cargo under an expression 
used in the salvage act, ‘‘jor the rescue of vessels captured from the 
enemy,’’ and the question then arose whether by this act Hamburg 
and France were enemies. 

That was the gist of the question in regard to the amount of salvage, 
becausé if France and Hamburg were enemies, by this transaction of 
France in seizing the ships of Hamburg, then the salvage was one-half 
otherwise the amount of the salvage would be determined by the court 
ou general principles of law. The court decided that Hamburg, al- 
theugh her commerce was spoliated, did not occupy towards France, 
nor France tewards Hamburg, the relation of anenemy. ‘Therefore, 
by parity of rea-oning, acts of spoliation against American vessels were 
not acts of war, but were violations of neutrality rights; and our Goy- 
ernment never desisted from demanding indemnity, until it was by 
mutual consent agreed in the treaty of 1800 that both France and the 
United States shonld renoance their respective claims against each 
other. In other words, these claims were surrendered as a set-off against 
the claims France urged against the United States. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield six minutes tothe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Vaux]. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, the literature upon this subject is 
voluminous, and to discuss the history of the legislation with regard 
to these claims or even to refer to it would require more than the 
few minutes.allowed me. Therefore I shall not undertake to do what 
no sane man would attempt: to go through all vhis literature and this 
legislation. But there are one or two points which I desire to impress 
upon the House, points upon which its decision as to the validity of 
these claims ought in my judgment to rest. 

In December, 1793, General Washington sent a message to Congress 
on the relations which then existed between France and the United 
States. I have not had time to read it, but I call the attention of gen- 
tlemen who are still in doubt to this document as published on page 
9 of the report of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR], Mr. 
Jefierson preceded that message with a circular; and that also I shall 
not undertake to read, because it would consume too much of my time. 
But trom these two facts I deduce a proposition, that the character of 
the origin of these claims was set out by General Washington and by 
Mr. Jefferson; and on thisside of the Honse at least that is anthority. 
I do not know whether it is anywhere else or not. 
these papers. 

Special attention is called to the following circular letter of Mr. 
Jefferson to the merchants of the United States, cited from Wharton’s 
International Law, page 606, and to the following extract from the 
message of President Washington: 


I quote here 


I have it in charge from the President to assure the merchants of the United 
States concerned in foreign commerce or navigation that due attention will be 


by the war-declaring and war-determining power, which said 


were spoken of as **differences,”’ not as ‘‘ war.’’ paid to any injuries they may suffer on the high seas orin foreign countrie 
. : . > . contrary to the law of nations or to existing treaties, and that on the forward 
Now, we have at one end the neutrality proclamation of the I resi- ing hither of well authenticated evidence of the same, proper proceedings will 
dent and at the other end we have an act of Congress which provides be adopted for their relief. (Mr. Jefferson, Secretary of State ,to Mes Duke 


that the angmentation of our Army shal! cease unleas, after Congress & Co., August 31,1793, 4 Jeff. Works, 31. 
shall adjourn war shall happen to break out. On a question of war! This statement was followed by another from the President } 
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Washington, in his message to Congress, December 5, 1793, after 
speaking of the unfriendliness of the French minister, said: 

In the mean time I have respected and pursued the stipulations of our treat- 
les according to what I judged their true sense, etc. 7 

The vexations and spoliations understood to have been committed on our 
vessels and commerce by the cruisers and officers of some of the belligerent 
oWers appeared to require attention. The proofsof these, however, not hav- 
-” been brought forward, the description of citizens supposed to have suffered 
were notified that on furnishing them to the Executive due measures would 
be taken to obtain redress of the past and more effectual provisions against the 
future. (Volume 4, Annals of Congress, page 15.) 

To show the importance of this circular letter and the extract from 
Washington’s message, attention is called to the following comments 
of Senator Clayton, once Secretary of State, in his address delivered 
in the Senate of the United States, April 23 and 24, 1846. He said: 

It appears this circular was carefully distributed among the merchants in all 
the seaports of the United states. It presents the extraordinary case, the only 
one I am aware of in the history of this Government, of a direct communication 
from the Executive to all concerned in foreign commerce and navigation. Its 
object, on its own tace, is not merely to assure them of indemnity for the past; 
it does not assure them that due attentio: will be paid to any injuries they may 
have suffered, but it does, in the most solemn manner, pledge the faith of this 
Government to them “ that due attention will be paid to any injuries they may 
suffer on the high seas, or in foreign countries, contrary to the law of nations 
or to existing treaties.” And it does solemnly further pledge the faith of the 
Government to all those who may thus hereafter suffer, that, “ on their forward- 
ing (to the Department of State) well authenticated evidence of the same, the 
proper proceedings will be adopted for their relief.’’ 


I have not the time in the few minutes allowed me to discuss the 
proposition that during a portion of the period when these spoliations 
occurred we were in a war with France. I have not been taught that 
there was such a war, but I quote from an authority which certainly 
ought to be binding on France. 

It was Napoleon who gave life to the part of the treaty under discus- 
sion; the proviso containing the renunciation by the two states was 
writien by him. He knew whether we were at war or at peace; above 
all he knew whether the claims were valid against France and just. 

On page 129, volume 2, of General Gourgaud’s Memoirs of Napoleon, 
will be found remarkable words which should settle this controversy. 
Napoleon said: 

The suppression of this article at once put an end to the privileges which 


France had by the treaty of 1778 and annulled the just claims which 
America might have made for injuries done in in time of peace. 


This was exactly what the First Consul had proposed to himself in 
fixing these two points as equiponderating each other. The words 
which follow are memorable. He adds: 

Without this it would have been impossible to satisfy the merchants of the 
United States and to banieh from their memory the losses they had suffered. 

Senator Clayton, as already quoted, when Secretary of State, refer- 
ring to these propositions as set out in the message and the circular to 
which I have just referred, in answer to the position that there is 
nothing in all this matter that justifies the payment of these claims— 
which, I believe, is the argumentot our friends who are opposing them— 
Senator Clayton, in 1846, undertook to explain to Congress the liabil- 
ities and obligations which then existed on behalf of the Government 
of the United States to our citizens who had claims against France for 
these spoliations. It was not doubted then that these claims were 
just; it was not doubted then that they had validity. 

Now it is asserted that the striking out of article second from the 
treaty (this is the view of one of the gentlemen on the other side or of 
one of the reports) amounted virtually to a denial of the liability of 
either party, particularly the United States, to these citizens. But 
when you come to look at the reason why the French Government 
agreed to this you will find these lin«s; as they are only three I can 
read them: 

The suppression of this article at once put an end to the privileges which 
France had possessed by the treaty of 1778 and annulled the just claims which 
America might have for injuries done in time of peace. 

In other words, they said, ‘‘ We will cry quits; we will not ask the 
United States to make good her obligations to us in regard to the West 
Indies; and we will not agree that France shall pay to the United 
States any part of these claims.’’ In other words, when this article 
was taken out of the treaty and the claimants who had been injured 
by these acts of France found that they were driven to further delay, 
believing that by negotiating for eight years they would get nothing, 
they preferred by their Senators in Congress to agree that this article 
should be stricken out, trusting to the honor and honesty of the Amer- 
ican people to pay them what, by the treaty and by this article, were 
agreed to be just claims of one country against the other. In other 
words, they agreed to trust to the justice of the United States to re- 
ceive remuneration for the losses they had suffered by these depreda- 
tions. But I will quote the paragraph in this report: 

The gentlemen opposed to these claims in the report of Mr. HEN- 
DERSON seek to impair the strength of these claims on an hypothesis, 
a theory, a dedaction which is so forcible in its weakness that it ought 
to be made memorable. The report states: 

5. That this result of mutual releases was worked ont by an amendment of 
the treaty of 80th of September, 1800, made by our Senate and agreed to 


France. Reference is here made to the second article of the in its 
nal form, and which, vafortunately for the argument, was str out of 
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treaty , the votes of Senators from the Atlantic seaboard, who especially rep- 
resented the claimants in the Senate and were devoted to their interests. When 
we turn to the text of the article struck out, the explanation of their action be- 
comes perfectly c ear; for that article was in fact an indefinite postponement of 
the claims, and was equivaient to their relinquishment or abandonment; in 
other words, it was worse than worthless to the claimants and was, therefore, re- 
jected by the seaboard members of the Senate. 


The truer interpretation would be that the claimants, unwilling to 
wait eight years for continued negotiations, with all the risks involved, 
were satisfied to rely on the honor, honesty, and justice of the United 
States. So their Senators voted. This is the common-sense meaning 
of the votes of the “‘ seaboard ’’ Senators. Their honest judgment dic- 
tated their votes. They rested their judgment on their innate sense of 
justice. Itis hardly possible calmly to consider so violent an assump- 
tion. so extraordinary a theory, so visionary an hypothesis. 

President Washington and Mr. Jefferson laid down the grounds on 
which these claims rested. From that time until 1826 nobody seriously 
doubted their validity. When Mr. Clay, as Secretary of State, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate, sent in a report showing the grounds 
on which these claims rested, no one undertook to suggest that the 
United States could take refuge behind any pretense and maintain that 
we were not responsible. And then Mr. Webster, who, I suppose, is 
regarded as authority, in commenting upon this communication of Mr. 
Clay, laid down the law, declaring it as his opinion that the Govern- 
ment of the United States was responsible to these claimants for their 
justclaims. Now theascertainment whether they were just or not was 
possibly a judicial question; and Congress has referred to the Court of 
Claims the decision of this judicial question. 

We quote Mr. Webster: 


Mr. Webster, commenting upon the statement made by Mr. Clay as Secretary 
of State, in May, 1826, in transmitting Document 102 tothe Senate, delivered the 
following remarks: 

Betore the interference of our Government with these claims, they constituted 
just nst the Government of France. They were not vague ex- 
ae possible future indemnity for injuries received,too uncertain to 

regarded as valuable or to be esteemed property. They were just demands, 
and,as such,they were pro . The courts of law took notice of them as 
roperty. They were ca ie of being devised,of being distributed am 
2.eirs and next of kin,and of being transferred and assigned,like other 
and just debts. A claim or demand for aship unjustly seized and cunfiscated 
is property as clearly as the ship itself. It may not beso valuable or so certain, 
a it is as clear a right and has been uniformly so regarded by the courts of 
aw. 

rhe rs show American citizens had claims against the French Govern- 
ment for six hundred and fifteen vessels unlawfully seized and confiscated. If 
this were so, it is dificult to see how the Government of the United States can 
release these claims for its own benefit with a = te ate than it could 
have applied the money to its own use if the nch Government had been 
ready to make compensation in money for the property thus illegally seized 
and confiscated ; or how the Government could appropriate to itself the just 
claims which the owners of these six hundred and fifteen vessels held against 
the wrongdoers, without making compensation, any more than it could appro- 
priate to itself, without making compensation, six hundred and fifteen ships 
which had not been seized. Ido not mean to say that the rate of compensa- 
tion should be the same in both cases ; I do not mean to say that a claim fora 
ship is of as much value asa ship; but I mean to say that both the one and the 
other are property, and that Government can not, with justice, deprive a man 
of either for its own benefit without making a fair compensation. 

It will be perceived at once, sir, that these claims do uot rest on the ground of 
———— or omission on the of the Government of the United States in 
de ing satisfaction from That is not the ground. The Govern- 
ment of the United States in that performed its fuli duty. It remon- 
strated against these illegal seizures; it insisted on redress ; it sent two special 
missions to France charged expressly, among other duties, with the duty of de- 
manding indemnity. But France had her subjects of ao also against 
the Government of the United States, which she pressed with equal earnestness 
and confidence,and which she would neither postpone nor relinquish, except on 
the condition that the United States would postpone or relinquish these claims. 
And to meet this condition and to restore harmony between the two nations 
the United States did agree firstto postpone and afterwards to relinquish these 
claims of its own citizens. In other words, the Government of the United States 
bought off the claims of France against itself by discharging claims of our own 
citizens against France. 


Mr. COGSWELL., I yield the remainder of the time to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’ NEILL]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. And I yield the time tomy col- 
league, Mr. VAUX, to enable him to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Webster, in discussing this question, as you will 
find on 14 of the report to which I have already referred, clearly, 
positively, and emphatically asserted the proposition that the United 
States was liable to pay the claims. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, the Court of Claims was authorized to con- 
sider the proofs; in other words, to try the case. And bear in mind 
the fact, gentlemen, because it is an important one in this issue, 
that in pursuance of this action on the part of the Government of the 
United States it appropriated money to send to France and elsewhere 
to get the legal evidence and Te documents to prove—what? That 
the claims werejust? That they had no foundation in law, or in equity, 
or in the political science of the times? What did they send them for? 
They sent distinguished men from the United States for a specific pur- 
pose, and these men returned with proofs to go before this tribunal, 
authorized by the Government, to determine the question whether or 
not the claims that were presented had |} nds en which to rest. 

The Court of Claims considered and many of them. One 
distinguished gentleman said awhile ago, during this discussion, that 
there were so many millions of dollars involved that they did not know 
how many remained behind. But the Court of Claims decided some 
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of them; and for the claimants whose claims were thus proven, whose 
claims were subjected to judicial serutiny and passed that scrutiny, I 
speak here to-day. Ispeak in behalf of the claims of men which passed 
through, first, a political judgment and, second, a judicial judgment, 
and which are betore us now for appropriation. : 

Now, a°single word and I am done. In opposition to this case, and 
it is not at all singular, Mr. Chairman, that in all of these deductions, 
in all of these hypotheses, it is not strange that somebody could find 
an argument against them in a hundred years’ trial. W hy, I could 
find an argument in a hundred years to prove that this is not a Con- 
gress, probably. You could find an argument in that lapse of time to 
prove anything, especially if what you sought to prove was a hundred 
years old. F 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question ? : 

Mr. VAUX. My dear sir, I must decline to yield. I would yield 
to you with the greatest pleasure if you would give mean hour. I| 
would yield you half of it. 

But in the report made on the general deficiency bill by the gentle- 
man from lowa[Mr. HenpeRson ] there are two lines towhich I wish 
to call your attention and which I shall read, and J ask any man ac- 
customed to deal with theories and hypotheses and fine distinctions 
whether he ever saw or heard of anything like it? I think if there 
ever was a fabric built on thin air, this deduction is the best evidence 
of it [have ever seen. They say: 

When we turn to the text of the article struck out, the explanation of their 
action becomes perfectly clear; for that article was in fact an indefinite post- 
ponement of the claims, and was equivalent to their relinquishment or aban- 


donment; in other words, it was worse than worthless to the claimants and 
was, therefore, rejected by the seaboard members of the Senate. 


As I said before, and repeat to emphasize it, a more violent assump- 
tion, a more unfounded supposition, a more extraordinary definition 
can not easily be found. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That was said a hundred years ago | 


by others who knew the facts whereof they spoke. 

Mr. VAUX. Yes, sir; error isold. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman las expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PERKINS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration Senate amendments to the general deficiency bill, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
submit a request to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wil} hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish, at the earnest request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan, the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to withdraw my motion to reconsider Senate bill No. 3716 to pro- 
vide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to regulate 
promotions therein. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion will be withdrawn. 


COLUMBIAN CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move that the House do now | 


adjourn. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Before that motion is submitted 
I ask unanimous consent to pass tlie following resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read, subject to 
objection. 

Tke Clerk read as follows: 


Resoived, That a subcommittee, of which the chairman shall be one, be ap- 
pointed by the chairman of the Select Committee on the World’s Fair, to in- 
quire into the progress of the details for the holding of the proposed exhibition, 
and to examine into the amount of space allotted to the varions Government 
displays and other matters pertaining to the displays of the United States at 
the exhibition, and all other matters in connection with said exhibition 
which may appear to the said subeommittee advisable to to the House, 
and to submit the result of said inquiry and examination to this Congress at 
the beginning of the second session thereof; and the expense of said inquiry 
and examination be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and the 
chairman be authorized to draw for same on the Sergeant-at-Arms in sums not 
to exceed $500. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1s there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. KILGORE. There ought to be some evidence of the necessity 
of this before we authorize a junketing expedition on the part of mem- 
bers of the House. Thereshould bea report reatl or some explanation 
given by the gentleman from Massachusetts or somebody. I reserve 
the right to object until I know what it means. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. It is not unlikely that this 


House will be calied upon for farther legislation immediately upon the 
assembling of Congress in December. 


Mr. KI RE. That is just what I am to. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. And it is necessary that this 
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committee should have information that they can give to this House 
and that they can give to the commission appointed by the Govern- 
ment to take charge of the Government exhibits. To-day the chair- 
man of the commission called upon me for astatement in regard to the 
accommodations which they require for the Government’s exhibits, 
| and what division of the Government appropriation should be made. 
This is a large appropriation that we have made and it is important 
that this committee should have some degree of knowledge in regard 
to it and in regard to its distribution. This resolution which we have 
presented to the House for unanimous consent is, it seems to me, of 
great importance, and we think it should be passed by the House at 
this time. There are other important matters relating to expenditares 
that the committee should investigate and understand. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not agree to that. sup- 
pose the purpose of this investigation is to find ont the necessity foran 
additional appropriation for the World’s Fair. A report from the offi 
cials in charge of that exhibition can advise this House at its meeting 
in December as to the amount of ground and the provision made for 
the Government exhibits without sending a junketing expedition out 
there on that subject. Therefore I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. [ desire to submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FLOWER. I think we should have a little recognition on this 
side. There is a matter that I very much desire to call up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, PERKINS). Pending the motion 
to adjourn, the gentleman from South Dakota submits a report from 
the Committee on Public Lands. The Clerk will announce it 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bill 789, opening to settlement «a portion of the Fort Randall military 
reservation in South Dakota. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not know how we can transact business with- 
out a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. This is a privileged matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. I know, but we have no quorum. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have madea motion to adjourn 
and I am entitled to have that motion put. 


REPRINT OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion to adjourn the 
| 


ooo 





Chair will submit to the House the following request: Mr. HeNpEK 
son, of Illinois, asks nnanimous consent that 3,000 additional copies of 
public act No, 260 of the present session (the river and harbor act 
be printed, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Committee 


on Rivers and Harbors. If there be no objection, the request will be 


granted. [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 
TRANSFER OF WEATHER BUREAL, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. BUCHANAN] to withhold his motion long enough toallow me 
to get conferees ordered on the bill transferring the Weather Bureau 
The Senate has returned the bill and asks for aconference, and I wish 
simply to get a conference ordered 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will yield for a moment for 
that purpose. 
| Mr, FLOWER. I think the gentleman ought to yield to me. 
| Mr. CUTCHEON. The Senate has returned the bill (S. 1454) for 
the transfer of the Weather Bureau, with a request for a conference; 
and I ask unanimous consent that the House insist upon the amend 
| ment which the House unanimously adopted and agree to the conte: 
| ence asked for by the Senate. 
| ‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
| The motion of Mr. BucttANAN, of New Jersey, was then agreed to: 

and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House ad 
journed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rale X XTI, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. PAYNE: 


| Resolved, That Rule XV be amended as follows 
At the end of Rule XV add the following clause 

“4 Whenever on a vote by yeas and nays aquorum fails toappear on the re« 
ord made under clause 3 of this rule, there shall be a call of the House, and the 
order for the yeas and nays on the pending question shall at the same time be 
operative. The Clerk shail call the roll, and each member, as he answers to his 

name, voluntarily appears, or is brought before the House under the proceed- 
} ings of the callof the House, shall vote on the pending question. If those voting 
on the question and those whoare present and fail to vote shall together make 
a majority of the House, the Speaker shall declare that a quorum is constituted 
and the pending question shal! be decided as the majority of those voting shal! 
appear;” 


to the Committee on Rules, 
By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: 


Resolved, That Turner K. Hackman be, and he is, continued in the service of 
the House as riding page during the recess between the first and second ses- 
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sions of the Fifty-first Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House, at the same rate of compensation now received by him; 


to the Committee on Accounts. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports ot committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Pablic Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2970) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Altoona, in the State of Pennsylvania, accompanied by a re- 
port (No, 3148)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (HL. R. 10418) to increase the pension of Thomas A. Rowley, 
late brigadier-general United States Volunteers. (Report No. 3149, ) 

A bill (H. R. 11640) granting a pension to Mary B, Cook. (Report 
No. 3150. } 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferved to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGarvey. 
(Report No. 3151.) 

A bill (8. 782) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge. (Report No. 
3152.) 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S, 3649) granting increase of pension 
to Katherine W. Howell, accompanied by a report (No. 3153)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. 
Miller, accompanied by a report (No. 3154)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H, R. 9545) granting a pension to 
Washington Grigsby, accompanied by a report (No. 3155)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11141) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk. (Report No. 
S156. ) 

A bill (S. 2471) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men of 
the First Kansas Colored Volunteers. (Report No. 3157.) 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11951) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, of New 
York, accompanied by a report (No, 3158)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr, NUTE, trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S, 2531) granting an incease of pension to Benjamin T. Baker. 
(Report No, 3159.) 

A bill (S. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brown. (Report 
No. 3160. ) 

A bill (S, 2575) granting an increase of pension to Margaret Flaherty. 
(Report No. 3161.) 

A bill (S. 3159) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. Davis, 
(Report No, 3162.) 

A..bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton. (Re- 
port No, 3163.) 

A bill (S. 3431) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson. (Report 
No, 3164, ) 

A bill (S. 3543) granting a pension to Salina B. Merrick. (Report 
No, 3165.) 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7432) making an appropria- 
tion for the establishment of a military post in the interior ot Alaska, 
and for the exploration, etc., of the valley of the Yukon River, re- 
ported, as asubstitate therefor, a bill (H. R. 12111) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to canse an exploration and survey to be made of the in- 
terior of the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice, and, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 3166) referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bil! of the House (H. R. 10905) to authorize the New York 
and New Jersey Bridge Companies to build a bridge across the Hudson 
River between New York City and the State of New Jersey, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3167)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE, on behalt of the minority of the Committee 
ov Commerce, submitted their views in writing thereon; which were 
ordered to be printed and referred to the House Calendar, 


2 mene 


ER ———— 


Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12012) to grant a pension to Han- 
nah B. Shepherd, accompanied by a report (No. 3168)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 


SILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a joint resolution of the following title 
was introduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Joint resolution (H. Kes. 227) relative to the 
International Marine Conference—to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was made: 


A bill (S. 4045) granting a pension to John Farrell—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged,and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12112) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of James B. Gallagher—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Theressa 
D. Doubles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 12114) for the relief of Amos L. 
Allen, surviving partner of the firm of Larrabee & Allen—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 12115) for the relief of Neafie & 
Levy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12116) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Melvin Culp, and authorizing his honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 12117) for the relief of George Ball— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12118) granting a pension to 
Eliza Jane Saunders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 12119) for the relief of the estate 
of Stephen A. Norton, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tennessee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 12120) to increase the pension of 
Mary Condy Ringgold, mother of George H. Rivggold, late lieutenant- 
colonel and deputy paymaster-general, United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H. R. 12121) to relieve John L. Raymond, 
late sergeant of Company G, Sixty-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Af- 
tairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Ten petitions of various boards of trade and busi- 
ness concerns, praying the passage of House bill 11744, regarding mail- 
ing-hoxes at railroad stations—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of W.S. Sims, executor of Ann Sims, 
of Warren County, Mississippi, for reference of claim for rent of prop- 
erty to the Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition for the relief of E. B. Myer, admin- 
istrator of the estate of John Fortune, on Indian depredation claim of 
Douglas County, Oregon—to the Select Committee on Indian Depre- 
dation Claims. 

By Mr. MCDUFFIE: Petition of Lewis King on claim for horse—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILES: Petition for the passage of a bill for the reliet of 
George Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of officers of Walker Post, Grand 
Army ot the Republic, of Portello, Mich., requesting that a pension 
be granted Eliza Jane Saunders, stepmother of Philip N. Saunders, 
late member of the Twentieth Michigan Intantry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of life-saving crew ot Oswego, N. Y., tor 
increased pay—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of William Johnson, administrator of 
the estate of Thomas J. Johnson, late of Fayette County, Tennessee, 
for reference of claim for stores and supplies to the Court of Claims 
under provisionsof the Bowman act—tothe Committee on War Claima 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, September 24, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate acommunication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 22d instant, certain reports made by customs officers and special 
agents of the Treasury Department relative to differences in test and 
classification of imported sugars at the ports of New York, Boston, and 


nance, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I present five separate petitions, quite numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Nebraska, in which they set forth the adul- 
teration of the food products of this country, and pray for the passage 
of what is known as the Paddock bill, Senate bill 3991, and ask that 
it be enacted into law, instead of any partial, incomplete, or inade- 
quate measure which does not fully protect the people in every par- 
ticular. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the passage of legislation providing means 
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to stop overflows of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Commerce. 
He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 


burgh, Pa., remonstrating against the use of Government piers by pri- | }ic park, by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn., reported it without amend- 


vate parties; which was referred tothe Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Carter Hil! Farmers’ Alliance ot 
Corry, Pa., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the memorial of W. Lee Stiles and 17 other citi- 
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Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the Broken Kettle Farm 
ers’ Alliance, No. 1763, of Jefferson, S. Dak. ; a petition of the Farmers 
Alliance of Sully County, South Dakota; a petition of the Winnebago 
Valley Farmers’ Alliance, No. 283, of Cedar, Hand County, South Da 
kota; a petition of the Plainfield Farmers’ Alliance, No. 294, of Kim- 
ball, S. Dak. ; a petition of the Highland Farmers’ Alliance, No. 88, of 
Canton, 8. Dak. ; a petition of the Harmony Farmers’ Alliance, No. 93, of 
Jerauld County, South Dakota, praying tor the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of Excelsior Alliance, No. 16, Bea- 
ver Falls, Beaver County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the 


: ; : . | Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
Philadelphia since June 23, 1890; which, with the accompanying pa- | and Forestry. 
pers, was, on motion of Mr. HALE, referred to the Committee on Fi- | 7 


REPORTS Ol! 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4403) to provide an American register for the steamer Joseph 
Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were relerred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. Rk. 3169) for the relief of Alexander I’. Dutton; 

A bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Blaisdell; 

A bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to Louis P. Noros, late of the 


COMMITTEES, 


a : bd | Jeannette Expedition to the Arctic Ocean; and 
Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of | 


A bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, former! 
private, Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Voluntee 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Aflairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the use of a por 
tion of the United States military reservation at Chattanooga for a pal 


| ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


zens of Packinton, Pa., remoustrating against the passage of the Fed- | 
’ passag 


eral election bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of 


Elk City, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition signed by a large number of 
persons of Kane County, in the State of Illinois, praying for the pas- 
sage of certain laws in relation to the distribution of the mails. 


tion. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post-Koads. ’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SANDERS presented the petition of Albert Norton, late a pri- 
vate in Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment New Jersey Infantry, pray- 
ing to be allowed certain back pay alleged to be due him; which was 
rejerred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented four petitions of citizens of Salem, Bur- 
lington, and Camden Counties, in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the passage of what are known as the ‘‘ pure food’’ and ‘‘ pure 
lard’’ bills; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 


Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of Union Alliance No. 16, of 


Coesse, Ind., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial signed by a large number of colored 
people, citizens of Arkansas, respectfully remonstrating against the pas- 


sage of the compound-lard bill; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of La Grange, Fayette 
County, Texas, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of citizens of Hardeman County, 
Tennessee, praying for the passage of what is known as the Paddock 
pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of Nodaway Island Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 113, of Andrew County, Missouri; also, one of Mineral 
Springs Farmers’ Alliance, No. 95, of Holt County, Missouri; also, 
one of Hazel Grove Farmers’ Alliance, No. 100, of Andrew County, 
Missouri; also a petition of Norwood Farmers’ Alliance, of Wright 
County, Missouri, praying for the passage of what is known as the 
Conger lard bill, and also praying that the Committee on Agriculttire 
may give prompt consideration to it and report it back to the Senate. 
I move that these petitions be referred to the Committee on Agricult 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Lassure the Senator that the bill will have prompt 
and careful attention. 


There | 
are several subjects connected with the petition pertinent to that ques- | 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE LAIRD. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably, with certain amendments, the joint resoln- 
tion (H. Res. 152) providing for the printing of eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the late James Laird, and I ask for its present consid 
eration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


REPRESENTATIVE 


The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 5, be 
fore the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;"’ in 
thesame line, after the words ‘‘ twothousand,”’ toinsert ‘‘five hundred 
in line 6, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike ont ‘‘ four’’ and insert 
‘“‘seven;’’ and after the word ‘‘ thousand ’’ toinsert “ five hundred,’’ so 
as to read: 

That taere be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the lak 


James Laird, a Kepresentat 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate 
the House of Representatives 


10,000 « 
SOO cot 


ve from Nebraska, 


opies; of which 2 


es shall be for the use of 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and pas 


the 


“dl. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill 1420) for the relief of Albert 
Norton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom pan) 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Military A flairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4421) granting a pension to M, 
W. Goff; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mittee on Pensions. 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 44 granting increase of pension to 
Mrs. Frances A. Suddards; which read twice its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill 1423 the relief 
Neptune Works; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


(s 


Com 


») 


v«! 
was 


for of the 


the 


| Committee on Claims. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


+) 
enable the 


Mr. POWER (by request) introduced a bill 1424) to 
Secretary of the Interior to complete the appraisement and sale of lands 
patented to certain Flathead Indians in the Bitter Koot Valley in Mon- 
tana, and providing for the removal of said patentees to the Jocko re 
ervation; which was read twice by its title, and referr 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 4425) for the relies 
of James A. Windsor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill 1426) to ;frovide for the 
public lands valuable for coal, although notadapted to agriculture, and 
for the payment for such survey out of existing appropriations for sur- 


1 to the Com 


(SS. survey oO 


| veys in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (8. 4427) granting a pension to 
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Rose Mullin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4428) granting a pension to Matilda 
S. Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

EDWARD D. MARCHANT. 


Mr. EVARTS. I introduce a joint resolution andask that it be im- 
mediately considered. It is merely to correct the wording of a name 
wherein there is provision made in the late sundry civil bill. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 128) to correct an error in the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other 
purposes,”’ approved August 30, 1890: was read the first time by its 
title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. COCKKELL. Let it be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 


ica in Congress assembled, Tiiat section | of theact entitled “ An act making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 





ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,” approved August 30, 1890, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so that in the clause making appropriation: for 
the purchase of portraits under the Department of State the words “ Dalton E. 


Marchant” shall read ** Edward D. Marchant,"’ 


There being no objection, theSenate, as in Committeeof the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS, Was this a mistake in enrollment or in the original 
framework of the bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. It was in the bill. The committee of which I am 
chairman had to do with this matter. It is the purchase of portraits 
of John Quincy Adams and Henry Clay forthe State Department, and 
the artist named is Edward Dalton Marchant. The gentleman who 
represented the family not having the nameaccurately in hisown mind, 
consulted Appleton’s Cyclopedia and found there that it was Dalton 
E. Marchant, and that is the way theerroroccurred. That is all there 
is about it. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

PORTRAIT OF DANIEL D. TOMPKINS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library: 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on the Library be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to inquire inte the propriety of purehasing the portrait 
of the late Daniel D. Tompkins, Semarly Vice-President of the United States, 
anc governor of the State of New York during thé war of 1812, which said por- 
trait was painted by the celebrated artist Jarvis,and is now on exhibition in 
the Corcoran Gailery of Art in the city of Washington. 


INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the. House of Representatives concurring), That the Sec- 
retary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy be requested and they are hereby directed to examine 
the report and recommendations made by delegates of the United States in 


the International Marine Conference, dated February 20, 1890, and as far as the 
same apply to subjects under the jurisdiction of their respective 


ments, 
and are approved by them, to prepare and submit to Congress bills for the enact- 
ment into law of said recommendations, 


’ THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 
Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10,000 copies of the 
report No. led, Fifty-first Congress, first sexsion, and of Miscellaneous Docu- 
ment No. 21’, Fifty-first Congress, first session, being the t and hearing 


under the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution in re- 
lation to alcoholic liquors, to be in pamphlet form. 


SHAWNEE AND DELAWARE INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.). Is 
there further morning business? If not, that order is closed, and the 
Calendar under Rule VII! isin order for one hour. The first bill on 
the Calendar will be stated. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims 
of the Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Chero- 
kee Nation, and for other pu . 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not propose to antagonize this 
bill. Iam willing that exact justice should be done to every Indian 
of all the Indian tribes in this country, and that they should have am- 
ple opportunity to sue in the courts to ascertain if anything is due them 
from any of the citizens of the United States or from the Government. 
But I desire to take this opportunity to contrast the action of Congress 
concerning the Indians with its treatment of its own citizens. We 
vate millions annually for the purpose of teeding lazy, ignorant, filthy 
savages and of educating their children, and clothing them and 


porting them. [am quite willing to join in doing everything that 4s 
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dictated by humanity and everything that promises to civilize and ele- 
vate the Indians, but I want Congress to understand the great injustice 
that is being done teAmerican citizens. While we are voting millions 
for Indians, widows, aged widows, who braved the dangers of frontier 
life to settle the remote portions of this country are in want, and their 
children are going without schooling, because they can not obtain from 
this Government the payment of just claims, and have no opportunity 
to go into the courts to establish their claims and aseertain whether any- 
thing is due to them. 

As early as 1796 the Government provided by law that if an Indian 
who belonged to a tribe in amity with the United States went from a 
reservation and stole a horse or destroyed property the owner should 
not be allowed to fellow him on the reservation to retake the property 
or to secure compensation in any way, but that the claim should be 
made to the Government, and in the mean time the United States guar- 
antied ultimate indemnity. That law was kept on the statute. book 
until February, 1859, when the provision for indemnity from the 
Treasury was repealed, but it was provided that such repeal should 
not interfere with the right of the citizen to have payment out of the 
annuities and other moneys coming from the United States to the 
tribes, and that provision continued in force until 1870. 

All the time the law has invited ‘the presentation of these claims. 
While providing by law that claimants should not undertake to rem- 
edy their own wrongs the Government has invited them to present 
their claims, with the proofs and with the formalities provided by the 
Secretary of the Interior, to be passed upon by him, leaving it for Con- 
gress to make an appropriation for their payment. For thirty years, 
except in an occasional case, there have been no appropriations for the 
payment of these claims, and over 5,000 citizens of the United States 
having just claims to-day against the Government are deprived of jus- 
tice, and many of them are suffering on account of the non-action of 
the Government, while we have all the time had statute-book law 
providing that a white man who goes upon a reservation and destroys 
or steals property or commits an injury to an Indian and is convicted, 
shall pay twice the value of the property taken or destroyed, und if 
he does not pay it the Government shall pay it. We are careful that 
the Indians shall receive compensation for every injury done by a 
citizen; we vote them millions for their support, while we are deny- 
ing justice to thousands of American citizens. 

I have tried to call the attention of the Senate to it from time to 
time. There is a bill on the Calendar providing that these claimants 
may go into court and adjudicate their claims for Indian depredations. 
I have been in hopes it would be reached soon, but we spend a great 
deal of time upon inconsequential matters, and there does not seem to 
be a prospect of reaching it this session. 

So I take this opportunity of calling attention to this matter. The 
neglect of Congress of these claimants is a disgrace and ashame. No 
fair-minded man can examine the matter in connection with the pro- 
visions we have made for paying claims of Indians against the Govern- 
ment and against citizens, and the provisions which prevent au Ameri- 
can citizen from securing any relief whatever for aa injury by an 
Indian except from the Government except he goes into the Interior 
Department in the way provided by law, without saying that our treat- 
ment of these claimants is a disgrace to the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. Mz. President, I do not quite understand the bear- 
ing of the remarks as made by the Senator from Oregon. If theSena- 
tor means to intimate—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I said I did not oppose this bill. 
opportunity to make the statement I did. 

Mr. DAWES. I wishto say in response to the Senator that he must 
be aware that the committee that reported this bill has been quiteanx- 
ious. as well as himself, to have a remedy and a proper tribunal for hear- 
ing all of the claims to which he has alluded, and that it has industri- 
ously in times past addressed itself to that question. It is a question 
involving a great deal of difficulty, and in view of the amount of busi- 
ness upon that committee that committee itself recommended the ref- 
erence of that question to a select committee specially appointed, whose 
sole business it should be to consider that question, and that special 
committee has had during this present that matter exclusively 
for its consideration. I understand that it bas reported a bill. 

I have not examined the bill and do not know its merits. I know 
there are several bills looking to the end which the Senator has urged 
heretofore as well as now, which have been before the Committee on 
Indian Affairs; but in the amount of labor imposed upon that commit- 
tee it was with a desire to te the very end the Senator has sug- 
gested that that committee itself suggested the idea of a special com- 
mittee, which should have nothing else to consider but a proper remedy 
for the evils of which the Senator has spoken, and which | think the 
committee who reported this bill appreciate, pe not to the full 
extent that the Senator does, living as he does in the midst of the re- 
gion where these outrages have been more frequently committed than 
elsewhere. 

But I hope the Senator will not apply to this bill or to the commit- 
tee who reported this bill any inference or any reflection that they have 
selected out an. measure and given the go-by to the great 
question to which he has alluded. 


I simply took the 
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Mr. DOLPH. I did not criticise the committee, if the Senator will Mr. PLATT. Itcomesoutof the amount recovered, and the United 


it me to state, nor this bill. On the contrary, I said I was quite 
willing to do exact justice to every Indian, but 1 just wanted to con- 


when it deals with the Indians. 


Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if the com- | 
mittee ascertained the amount of money that it is proposed shall be | 
partitioned by this bill, the amount of money that the Shawnees and | 


Delawares will receive. 

Mr. DAWES. The amount that the freedmen would be entitled to ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not mean what they are entitled to, but the 
amount of the funds to be so partitioned. 

Mr. DAWES. In round numbers I suppose there are a million dol- 
lars which have been distributed by the Cherokee Nation among the 


should have hada proportionate part of. 
agree with former Congresses and with this committee, the Cherokee 
Nation would have to make good to thefreedmen and the Delawares a 
sum equal to their proportionate part of the fund, reaching somewhere 
in the neighborhood of a million dollars. It is made up in this way: 
The United States appropriated $300,000 upon payments toward the 
Cherokee Strip some five years ago. The Cherokees asked for an ad- 


vance,as it was called,and the Government of the United States appro- | 
priated $300,000 on account of the Cherokee Strip. They took that | 


sum of money and, instead of distributing it among all their people, dis- 
tributed it to a class. 
that out of their trust fund asum sufficient should be taken to equalize 
that. In the mean time they received $300,000 a year rental trom the 
cattlemen on the Cherokee Strip. I do not know how many times 
$300,000 have been repeated annual payments. ‘Thosestand precisely 
like the other. I think there is fully a million of dollars which they 
have distributed per capita to a class that the other classes claim they 
have been unjustly deprived of. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr, President, this is a proposition—— 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Am I entitled to the floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine rises to a ques- 
tion of order, 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator from Texas, 
but I wish to inquire of the Chair under what rule the Calendar is 
being considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under an agreement entered into by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. Is it under the five-minute rule? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: It is under the five-minute rule, Rule 
VII. 

Mr. HALE. Each Sevator to speak once on a question ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. This seems to be an act of Congress which author- 
izes a litigation that the parties have the right to enter upon without 
the did of an act of Congress, but this act authorizing the litigation 
makes the Government of the United States responsible for the attor- 
neys’ fees between these parties, and it indicates that the fees for the 
amount recovered shall be 10 per cent. I suppose that is 10 per cent. 
on each side, but if it is on but one side the attorneys are interested in 
this bill to the amount of at least $100,000, and how much more the 
Lord only knows. If the other side is to get the 10 per cent., then it 


will take their 10 per cent. out of what they get; so this bill should | 


perhaps be entitled a bill for the benefit of attorneys in Washington 
or elsewhere. ; 

Now, why should the Government of the United States take upon 
itself the responsibility and expense of litigating between these pri- 
vate parties that need no act of Congress to get into court? If under 
the law they are entitled to the property they have only got to bring 
their proceedings in law or in equity, as the case may be, before the 

roper court and obtain the necessary decree. It seems to me that this 

Il will greatly benefit attorneys at the expense of the persons inter- 
Ido not know whether this 10 per cent. is to be paid out of this 
fund. If it is, it is compulsory legislation, and acompuision upon the 
Indians to surrender $100,000 or more. I1 not, it is to be paid out of the 
general Treasury, the people of the country at large are to be taxed to 
enable these parties tocarry on their lawsuits, in which the general pub- 
lic have no earthly interest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired. 

Mr. PLATT. As I understand the matter, these Delaware and 


Shawnee Indians and freedmen have no right now to go into the Court of 


Claims; and in the second place, with regard to this amount which is 
reserved to be paid to an attorney, if the attorney for e.ther the Dela- 
wares or the Shawnees or the freedmen recovers any sum in the Court 
of Claims, the Court of Claims may make an allowance tor the attor- 
me fees not exceeding 10 per cent. 

ae HARRIS. Does that allowance come out of the amount recov- 


Congress came in and passed a law requiring | 


| pay t a 
| ascertained the number of orphans to be thirty-eight and retained out of the 


| States is not likely to suffer in this litigation beyond $10,000 anyway, 
} and from what 
trast the action of Congress when it deals with its own citizens and | 


I have known of the affairs down there it has seemed 
to me that the Delawares and freedmen had at least a fair claim to 
some portion of this money which the Cherokees have received and di- 
vided among the pure-bloods only, and the only way in which they can 
get it, as I understand, is for this act to be passed enabling them togo 
into the Court of Claims and to there prosecute a suit for if 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him, if these In- 
dians and freedmen have no legal or equitable right on which they can 
go into court, what right have they to ask for this action? 

Mr. PLATT. They have a righttoask Congress. Itis the very rea- 
son why they should ask Congress to authorize them to go to the Court 


| of Claims and bring their suit there to see whether they are not entitled 
re bloods, which it is claimed by the freedmen and Delawares they | 
If theCourt of Claims should 


to some portion of this money. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I called the attention of the 
tor making this report yesterday when this bill was up to that part of 
his report-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that he has already occupied his five minutes on this 
bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out section 4. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That motion is in order 
Senator can be heard. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday I called the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to that part of his report which I had read in part 
only. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIn] insisted upon 
the residue of the report being inserted in the Recorp, and in the re 
port I find that the committee say: 

The committee finds as follows: 


Sena- 


and on that the 


That in November, 1863, William P. Dole was 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and caused to be placed to tive credit of H. B, 
Branch, superintendent of Indian affairs, the sum of $89,000 for payment per 
capita to the Shawnee tribe of Indians 

It seems that there was at that time a Commissioner of Indian Af- 


fairs and a superintendent of Indian affairs, and that H, | 
was that superintendent. Then it goes on to say: 
On the 29th of January, 1863, Superint« 


> Branch 


ident Branch reported that he made 
ent on the 2 th, 2lset, and 224 of January, 1863, to these Shawnees: thathe 


annuity $70 per head for such, making $2,640 withheld He also reported that, 
owing to the default of Shawnee guardians, he withhe!d from the Shawnee 


| tribal fund the further sum of $7,846.39, makinga sum total of $10,506.39 which 


has been held from the Shawnee tribal fund since January 2%, 136 

rhe committee further find that Superintendent Branch failed to settle his ac- 
counts with the United States Government and defaulted for a large am 
and embezzled the aforesaid sum, $10,506.39, which he withheld out of the 
nee tribal fund on the 22d of January, 1363. 

The committee further find that this tribal fund, out of which this payment 
was made and Branch embezzied the said amount, under the provisions of the 
seventh article of the treaty made with the Shawnees and the United States, 
1832, and article 3 of their treaty of May 10, 1854, the United States stipulated 
and agreed to pay to these Shawnees 5 per cent. per annum on this annuity 
fund, and that the obligation is not released or discharged by the embezzlement 
of Ex-Superintendent Branch. 

Mr. President, that is a very grave charge for this committee to bring 

, . . mn 
against this late superintendent of Indian aflairs, The committee 
further say: 

The committee further find that in 1884,in the act making appropriation to 
supply deficiencies, ctc,,the sum of $9,437.62 was appropriated to be paid to the 
Shawnees on account of arrears of annuities due under the third article of the 
treaty of May 1, 1854, caused by the defaleation of Harrison B. Branch, super- 
intendent of Indian Affairs, in 1461 and 1862. The difference between the sum 
withheld and the sum appropriated, namely, $1,068.77, was recovered from the 
sureties on the bond of Ex-Superintendent Branch 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator in charge of this bill whether 
the committee made any investigation, and do the records justify these 
grave charges which have heen preferred against Harrison B. Branch? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it the rule that no Senator can speak but once ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. On any one question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is on another question 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand it so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Missouri to strike out section 4. 

Mr. DAWES. There are two answers to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. One is that when I spoke before I was speaking in the 
time of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. He asked meaques 
tion, which I answered. I did not occupy my own time. The next 
is that this is a new question. The committee acted upon this evi- 


| dence—— 


Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to know whether the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has spoken once upon the pending question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not on the pending question. 
The pending question is on the amen:iment of the Senator from Mis 
souri to strike out section 4. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand that the Senator from Missouri 
offered an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I most unquestionably did. 

Mr. BLAIR, What is it? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. To strike out the entire section 4 of this bill. 

Mr. HALE. If this bill is objected to it will go over, will it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go overif objection be made to its 
consideration. 

Mr. HALE. 
on this one bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Here is a large body of freedmen who have been kept 
out of a large sum of money because there is no place for them to go to 
assert their claim. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will push bis bill and get it through I 
shall not object. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state the evidence upon which the committee 
acted, in answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Missouri. They sub- 
mitted this bill to the Interior Department, and the Interior Depart- 
ment reported the history of the case in which they had found this de- 
falcation, and they had commenced a suit upon the bond of this man 
on account of the defalcation, and recovered from his bondsmen in the 
suit something less than $2,000 of the sum, which was deducted from 
the $10,000. Congress thereupon, in 1884, passed a bill to reimburse 
the fund because of this defalcation. Then when that bill came before 
the then Secretary of the Interior, he came to the conclusion that the 
man who defaulted was, when defaulting, acting for the Shawnees, and 
not for the United States, and that in acting for the Shawnees this ought 
to come out of the Shawnee fund, and uot out of the United States, and 
therefore he declined to obey that law and pay that money out of the 
Treasury of the United States, but said he felt it his duty to resubmit 
the matter to Congress. That was four or five years ago. It was re- 
submitted to Congress for further legislation, and has been pending from 
session to session till now. Whether he acted asthe agent of the Shaw- 
nees or the agent of the United States, the committee thought was a 
fair question to submit to the Court of Claims, and that is why they 
have reported this feature of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator will withdraw that, I hope. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Senators can vote it down if they wish. 
only occupy a moment to take the vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. MCP HERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to return to the 
Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 4242) to change the 
boundaries of the Uncompahgre reservation. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (8S. 1454) to increase the efficiency and reduce the ex- 
penses of the Signal Corps of the Army and to transfer the Weather 
Service to the Department of Agriculture; agreed to the “conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr, CurcH Bon, Mr. ROCKWELL, and Mr. WHEELER, 
ot Alabama, managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3716) to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army 
and to regulate promotions therein, with an amendment in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 


Mr. INGALLS. Senate bill 3441 was taken up yesterday in the 
morning hour and passed over under the objection of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] after it had been read through. I have pre- 
pared an amendment which meets his objection, and I ask that the bill 
may be now considered, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed consideration of the bill (8, 3441) supplementary to an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia.”’ 

Mr, INGALLS. At the end of section 3 I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuigr CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 3 the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act and no ex 
made by said railroad company hereunder shal! be hel 
said company any right, legal or equitable, not now 
passenger station of said company on Sixth street. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PORTLAND AND PUGET SOUND RAILROAD COMPANY. 
The bill (H. R. 9630) granting a right of way through and a right to 





If it is to take long debate, the hour will be consumed 


It will 


nditure that may be 
or construed to give 
, to retain the 
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terminal grounds in the State of Washington to the Portland and Puget 
Sound Railroad Company, and for other purposes was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ido not think that theSenator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAWEs] ought to press the consideration of that bill at this time, 
in consequence of the absence of the Senator from Arkansas, who takes 
a special interest in the matter, and I am sure the bill will lead to dis- 


cussion. I must therefore ask that it be laid over. Let it retain its 
place on the Calendar, 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator will not object to the passage of 
this bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I distinctly stated that I asked that it might be 
laid over. The Senator from Arkansas may return. 

Mr. DAWES. Which Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs]. 
If the bill is insisted upon, I shall be compelled to object to it. 

Mr. DAWES. I will say that the Senator from Arkansas helped to 
prepare this bill and is in favor of its passage. I only want tosay—of 
course I do not object to its going over without prejudice—that i 
should like if possible to secure action upon the billatthissession. If 
the bill is not passed, it will stop the construction of a railroad from 
Portland, Oregon, by the way of Tacoma, to Seattle. It can not be 
built unless it crosses this reservation, and every right of the Indians 
and of the public should be guarded in the bill; and if there is further 
amendment of the bil! that will secure that end, the committee will 
be anxious to incorporate it. But it would be a serious disaster to the 
people in that region of the country if this railroad should be stopped 
at the border of this reservation on its way to Portland, by the way of 
Tacoma, toSeattle. Thatisall Ihavetosay. Does the Senator object? 

Mr.COCKRELL. [ask that the bill may go over without prejudice. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over without prejudice until the Senator 
from Arkansas [ Mr. JonEs] returns. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before that suggestion is acted upon I wish to appeal 
to the Senator from Missouri. I hope that he will withdraw his objec- 
tion to this bill and not ask that it go over. As has been stated by 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, this is a matter that 
is local and particular to the Stateof Washington. The location of 
this reservation is at least 200 miles from the boundary of any other 
State. The bill has been so amended by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs that I think it bas the entire approval of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, whose presence the Senator from Missouri wishes before the bill is 
considered. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, that I have telegrams both from the 
chambers of commerce of the city of Seattle and the city of Tacoma, 
urging upon me to do all I can to expedite the passage of this bill. 
It is a matter of serious consequence that this permission be given to this 
company. It has been constructing a bridge across the Columbia River. 
It has thousands of men along the line of this road grading and build- 
ing, and by reason of the failure of permission from Congress to go over 
this Indian reservation for a short distance its line of road is com- 
pletely broken in two, so that the city of Seattle and the city of Tacoma, 
which are greatly interested, are through their chambers of commerce 
telegraphing me to do all in my power to see that the early completion 
of the road shall not be thwarted or postponed. Therefore it is I trust 
the Senator from Missouri will withdraw his objection and allow the 
bill to be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Missouri to object to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall be compelled to object if this thing is 
thrust upon me. I have asked two or three times that it be allowed 
to go over without prejudice, and if that is not satisfactory I shail ob- 
ject to the bill and letit go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

ELLERY C. FOLGER. 

The bill (H. R. 2174) to remove charges of desertion from Ellery C. 
Folger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
authorize the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from 
Ellery C. Folger, late a member of Company H, Eleventh New York 
Volunteers (Ellsworth Fire Zouaves), and to grant him an honorable 
discharge as of August 1, 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COURT AT LITTLETON, N. H. 

The bill (S. 3482) to provide for a term of the circuit and district 
court at Littleton, N. H.,was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘here- 
atter,’’ to strike out ‘‘and until otherwise provided by law,’’ and in 
line 7, after the word ‘‘district,’’ to strike out the words ‘* said term 
to be in addition to the terms now required by law to be held at Con- 
cord and Portsmonth, in said district;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That bereafter there sha!l be held annually, on the last Tuesday of August,a 
term of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the district of 
New Hampshire, in the town of Littleton, in said district. 





1890. 





The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was to strike out sections 2 and 3, as follows: 


Sec, 2. That the marshal of said district shall appoint at least one deputy to 
reside in said town of Littleton, unless he sball reside there himself and also 
maintain an office at that place of holding court. 

Sec. 3. That the judge of the United States circuit or district court for said 
district may, by order, from time to time, appoint and hold additional special 
terms of said court in said district for the disposal of the unfinished business 
thereof, whenever the interest of the public and the condition of the docket 
shall so require. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

The bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall it be passed over under Rule VIII 
or Rule IX? 

Mr. HARRIS. 
require debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule LX. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that will not go over under Rule IX, but that 
it will be allowed to retain its place on the Calendar if the. Senator ob- 
jects to its consideration now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over for the present, then, without preju- 
dice, but it will require more debate than the five-minute rule will 


It may just as well go over under Rule IX; it will 


allow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice, 


JEANNETTE ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 


Mr. HALE. Order of Business 952, being Senate bill 728, was passed 


over without prejudice in the absence of the Senator from New Hamp- | 


shire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 
sion, 1 wish to ask the Senate to pass upon the bill now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (5.728) in recognition of the merits of 
Chief Engineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of 
the other officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition. 


The first section proposes to authorize the President, by and with | 


the advice and consent of the Senate, to advance Chief Engineer George 
Wallace Melville, United States Navy, one grade, to take rank from 
the same date but next after the junior chief engineer having the rela- 
tive rank of commander, as a recognition of his meritorious services in 


successfully directing the party under hiscommand after the wreck of | 


' the Arctic exploring steamer Jeannette, and of his persistent efforts 
through dangers and hardships to find and assist his commanding 
officer and other members of the expedition before he himself was out 
of peril; and he is to be allowed the pay of a chief engineer as if he 
had been commissioned on the same date as the junior chief engineer 


having the relative rank of commander at the passage of the bill, such | 


increased rate of pay to begin from the date of its passage. 

The second section provides that Melville shall hereafter continue to 
be next junior to the junior chief engineer having the relative rank of 
commander at the passage of the bill, and whatever grade he may 
hereafter occupy shall be increased by one number, but the total num- 
ber of chief engineers shall not be increased. 

The third section directs that suitable medals be struck at the 
United States Mint in commemoration of the perils encountered by 
the officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition and as an ex- 
pression of the high esteem in which Congress holds their services in 


the expedition, and that one of these medals be presented to each of | 


the survivors of the expedition, and one to the heirs of each of the 
deceased members, and that such medals may hereafter be worn as a 
part of the uniform of such officers and men as may still be in the 
naval service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation of what 
the effect of this bill will be upon others in the Navy, I see there is 
no report with it. There ought to be a written report to accompany 
such a bill. 

Mr. HALE. There is a report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, there is I see by the Calendar, but it is not 
marked on the copy of the bill I have. 

Mr. HALE. There is a very careful report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. HALE. The reading of the report will cover the whole case, 
for it is quite long. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is marked on the bill I have ‘‘ Calendar No. 
952, reported by Mr. CHANDLER without amendment. April 16, 1890,”’ 
but there is no sign of a report having been made with it, as is usual 
in printed bills which are accompanied by reports. It is certainly a very 


gross negligence on the part of the Public Printer, or of some one, in | 


y 


i 
oe 
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not inserting the fact that there was a printed report with the bill, be 
cause nearly all the others have it. 
Mr. HALE. My copy of the Calendar shows it 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar shows it, but the printed bill does 
not show it on its face. Take, for instance, Order of Business 991, Sen- 
ate bill 3471, ** Report No, 740.’’ The bills nearly always show upon 
| their face that there is a report, with its number. 
Mr. HALE, It is quite likely that the report was 
was reported from the committee. 


filed after the bill 


Mr. COCKRELL. Thatmaybe. That would account forit. What } 
is the date of the report? 

Mr. HALE. April 25, 1890. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the bill was reported to the Senate April 


16,1890. That accounts for it. 

Mr. HALE. There were a few days intervening. 
|} Mr. REAGAN, I[ask the Senator from Maine if the provision of th« 
bill which provides that there shall be no increase in the numbe 
officers of this grade is not in conflict with the subsequent provision 
that the passage of this bill shall not prevent the promotion in the rank 
and pay of other officers. 

Mr. HALE. That is a clause always put in bills of this kind. It 
adds nething to the list, only where an officer is promoted for what is 
equivalent to gallant conduct on the battle-field he is put up so many 
numbers, and then every one below is filled into the place he leaves, 
but it adds nothing of course to the whole number in the list. The 
report states the case very fully and was drawn with care by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who was Secretary of 
the Navy at the time of the gallant conduct of this officer, and took 
great interest in it. 1 can assure the Senator from Missouri and the 
Senator from Texas that there is in this nothing beyond the bills or- 
dinarily passed of this kind and it adds nothing tothe numbers in the 
grades. We can have the report read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let a part of the report be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will not the Senator from Maine state the substance 
| of the report? It is very long and its reading will absorb the rest of 
| the morning hour probably. If that could be done I think it would 
| satisty the Senator from Missouri. It is a matter of newspaper ac- 
count, and literature is full of the same subject-matter. 

Mr. HALE, Ido not want to consume the time of the Senate in 
|} making an explanation and then have the report read besides, 
| Mr. COCKRELL, About the shortest explanation I know of is a 
carelully prepared report. 

Mr. HALE. ‘If the Senator insists, let the report be read. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, April 25, 1890, as follows 


i 
t 

» nf 
ro 


| In reporting this bill favorably the Committee on Naval Affairs call attention 
to the meritorious record of Chief Engineer Melville throughuout his entire ca- 
| reer inthe Navy, as well as to his special services in Arcticexpeditions, for 
which it is now proposed to extend to him suitable recognition. 
Mr. Melville entered the Navy in July, 186l,and was actively employed dur- 

ing the war ofthe rebellion. He was attached to the Wachusett when she capt 

ured the Florida, in the harbor of Bahia, Brazil, and rendered valuable asaist- 

ance at thattime. Prior to the capture the captain of the Wachusett desired 
| information regarding her battery. Mr. Melville volunteered for this danger 
| ous service and managed to get on board the Florida, but was driven off. He 
| designed a torpedo for blowing up the Florida and was at work upon it when 
| the captain of the Wachusett decided to destroy her by ramming. 
} In the conference before this decision was reached the chief engineer was ¢ 
| fearful lest the shock of ramming should loosen the boilers from their fastenings 
| and seald every one near the engines. Mr. Melville volunteered to stay below 

alone to work the eng: nes and take his chances of death by scalding. After the 
capture he was detailed for duty on the Florida, to get the machinery in proper 

condition, and was selected for even more important subsequent duty in con- 
| nection with the Florida. 
| Having given much attention to torpedoes and devised a torpedo filting for 
| ships, Mr. Melville served as a volunteer in the torpedo flotilla under Admiral 

Porter. 
| After the war and until his first Arctic service,on the Tigress, Mr 
| record is that of duty faithfully performed. 
| 
| 


leiville’s 
Whenever arduous service was 
demanded he was ready to apply for it,and his reputation inthe Navy became 
that of a man always ready for any work. 

When the Tigiess went to the relief of the Polaris expedition, Mr. Melville 
volunteered and became her chief engineer. Under great disadvantages he 
kept the machinery in such efficient condition that in thirty days this little 
yacht got as far north as De. Kane’s expedition did in three years, and gccom- 
plished the object of the search But for the energy and ski!l displayed by Mr. 
Me'!ville this could not have been done, and the creditdue him was freely given 
in an official report by Commander (now Commodore) Greer 

Next followed a cruise on the Asiatiestation, where his zeal and energy a 
found many opportunities for useful application. 


gain 


In 1879 he joined the Jeannette expedition, the story of which, with its details 
of heroism and fortitude, is so well known. From the beginning he showed 
that readiness to do just the right thing when most needed and that feriility of 
resource under dishearteniny circumstances which sodistinguished him Lieu- 
tenant De Long, in his private journal, constantly records hi« admiration for 


Melville's skill and fidelity 
De Long says: 

‘ Near the island the ice was a}l alive, and Melville left his boat and supplies, 
and carrying only a day's provisions and his instruments, at the ri#k of his life 
went through the terrible couss, actually dragging the dogs, which from fea: 
refused to follow their human leaders. If this persistence in landing u 
island, in spite of the superhuman difficulties he encountered, is not reekoned 
a brave and meritorious action it will not be from any failure on my part to 
make it known.’ 


In speaking of the landing on Henriett 


a Island, 


sor this 


During the terrible march over the ice after the wreck of the Jeanne! Mel 
| ville’s indomitable energy was constantly displayed, as wel! as during the 
| stormy voyage of the whale-boat, when, with frozen hands and aching frame, 
| he tended the sheet to guard against the danger of ewamping the frail! aft 

After reaching a place of sheiter his first thought and his constant endeavor 
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was to reach the authorities, who could give him the necessary aid to search 
for and succor his missing comrades of the other boats. Unsuccessful in his 
efforts to secure a guide unti! the arrival of the exile Kesmah, he seized this first 
opportunity and began his search amid the rigors of a Siberian winter. 

The story of this terrible journey, told in simple and modest language in his 
book, In the Lena Delta, has given the world a record of constancy and cour- 
age which has never been surpassed. With hands and feet frozen so as to be 
almost helpless, alone with the Yakuts on the shores of the Arctic Sea, bis su- 
preme courage and endurance compelled the prosecution of the search when 
even those hardy natives were cowed by the elements and unwilling to go on. 
His comrades were then past he|p and his sufferings in trying to aid them were 





unavailing 

The further details of his second exhaustivesearch, which enabled him to tind 
the bodies of De Long and his party and recover the valuable records of the ex- 
pedition, need not be given here 

After his return to the United States and the resumption of ordinary duty for 
a time, he volunteered for the Grecly relief expedition, and by his advice and 
experience aided in its efficient preparation and by his energetic service in its 
complete success, 

Since then his record has been, as always, that of willingness w accept any 


duty, however arduous or responsible, and of faithful and efficient performance 
after it is once begun 

In view of such a record, the committee feel that the proposed promotion, 
so hong after the deeds which it is intended to recompense, isan act of tardy 
justice and hardiy adequate. The usual reward for distinguished bravery is 
an advancement of thirty numbers; this gives but fifteen. England rewarded 
the members of the Nares expedition, which was a failure after nine months 
on account of seurvy, by knighting the commander and promoting every officer 
a grade. 

The committee also believe that the proposed recognition of the meritorious 
conduct ef all the members of the expedition by the bestowal of a medal! of 
honor is a fitting tribute to their fortiinae and bravery under circumstances of 
danger and trial, and calculated to show that the nation appreciates and en- 
courages those manly traits which insure the preservation of its institutions 
against all periis. 

Attention is called to a report submitted to the House February 13, 1889, on a 
similar bill, a copy of which is hereto appended, and to the account of the 
Jeannette expedition, given by the Secretary of the Navy in his report of No- 
vem ber 20, 1882. which is also annexed. 

Mr. Meiville'saccount of his expedition, which is entitled In the Lena Delta, 
a narrative of the search for Lieutenant Commander De Long and his Com- 
panions, etc., is published by Houghton, Mifflin & Co., Boston. 

Mra. De Long bas edited a work in two volumes, entitled The Voyage of the 
Jeannette, The Ship and Ice Journals of George W. De Long, which is aiso 
published by Houghton, Mifflin & Co. 

See also Proceedings of a Court of Inquiry, convened at the Navy Depart- 
ment, Washington, October 5, 1882, to investigate the loss of the Jeannette, and 
published as H. R. Ex. Doo. No. 108, Forty-seventh Congress, second session. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let that House report be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
{House Report No. 4026, Fiftieth Congress, second session. } 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the re- 
warding of Chief Engineer George W. Melville, United States Navy, for mer- 
jtorious services, have considered the same and submit the fojlowing report : 

The bill is so framed that neither the interests nor the sensibilities of any per- 
son can be injuriously affected. The reward to be given is simply the promo- 
tion of Chief Engineer Meiville one grade in his own corps, causing him to 
take rank from the same date but next after the junior chief engineer having 
the relative rank of commander at the time of the passage of the bill. In order 
that no officer shall be injured by this otion, the number of chief engineers 
holding the relative rank of comma: (the rank to which the promotion is to 
be made) is to be increased by one, and the number of chief engineers holding 
the relative rank of lieutenant-commander (the rank from which the promotion 
is to be made) is to be decreased by one. thus leaving the number in 
the two grade« affected the same after the motion as before. 

The onty benefit conferred on Chief Engineer Melville is a recognition of his 
services by giving him an earlier promotion than he would have had in the 
—- courve of events, at the same time not retarding the promotion of any 
one else, 

It appears, therefore, that the eeapetien of no officer will be delayed an in- 
stant by the promotion of Chief Engineer Melville. 

It would not be a long time before he would receive the promotion which is 
provided for in this bill, as he has only seventeen seniors in the grade of lieu- 
tenant-commander of his corps. 

The bill thes gives advancement of eighteen numbers only instead of a pro- 
motion ofthirty numbers, as is customary when rewards heroism. 

The qualities as officer and man displayed by Chief Kngineer Melville th h- 
out the cruise of the {ll-fated Jeannette, and especially during the retreat of her 
crew over the ice and waves of the Polar Sea, to the desolate shores of 
Siberia, and most strikingly during the search for the remains of Lieutenant- 
Commander De Long and his party in the perils and privations of an Arctic 
winter, have invoked the admiration of the world. 

All have united in praise of his services as well as in wonder that such serv- 
ices should remain without recognition from the Government for which they 
were performed. 

There is undeniable evidence of self-sacrifice and absolute devotion to duty 
$n serving his country. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out lines 8, 9, and 10, in section 
3 of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. After the word “‘members,” at the end of line 
7, it is proposed to strike out: 

And that such medals may hereafter be wert as a part of the uniform of such 
officers and men of said expedition as may still be in the naval service. 


Mr. HALE. I think that isa proper amendment. I do not object 
to it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, COCKRELL. I ask that the appendix, commencing on page 3 
of the report and going down to page 4, may be read, so that it may 
appear in the Recorn, 

The Secretary read as foilows: 


APPENDIX. 
In its veport te the Secretary of the N: the naval court of inquiry on the 

Jeannette expedition makes the athousinesenasneiens ragged 
‘Besides the mention aiready made, however, 


is due to 
Lieutenant-Commander De Long for the high 


commendation 
displayed by him inthe 
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conduct of the expedition ; to Chief Engineer Melville for his zeal, energy, and 
professional aptitude, which elicited << encomiums from his commander, and 
for his subsequent efforts on the Lena Deita."’ 

The House Committee on Naval Affairs, in its report (Forty-eighth Congress, 
second session, Report No. 2602, pp. 4, 5) on the Jeannette expedition, reviewed 
ee conduct and actions of Chief Engincer Melville in the following 
words: 

“The third boat's crew, under command of Chief Engineer Melville, did, on 
the 26th day of September, 1881, find a place of safety and receive supplies from 
the natives, some of the members of the party being in a disabled condition. 
The party under his command arrived at a small Siberian village called Gee- 
omovialocke. The country and language were entirely unknown to Mel 
ville and his party. Melville didnot know that Lieutenant-Commander De 
Long and his party had escaped destruction by the storm which overwhelmed 
Lieutenant Chippand his party , but it was the opinion of Melvilleand others of his 
party that Lieutenant Chipp’s boat and Lieutenant-Commander De Long’s were 
submerged by the waves and their crews drowned, and noinformation was re 
ceived by Engineer Melville of the arrival of Lientenant-Commander De Long 
on the Lena Delta until his receipt of the message, by a Russian exile named 
Kusmah, from Nindemann and Noros. 

“As soon after receiving this message as Melville could procure the means of 
making search for De Long and his party, acting on information obtained from 
Nindemann, he made a long and diligent search, in which he underwent great 
privation from cold and hunger, such as few men have ever endured and sur- 
vived, In this search he came very near where the remains of De Long and 
his party were afterwards found. 

“If Melville had known, shortly after his arrival at Geeomovialocke, what 
he afterwards knew of the arrival of De Long and party on the Lena Delta, he 
could and would have rescued Lieutenant De Long and party, which fully ap- 
pears by his immediate action on the receipt of this information.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let his record be read. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

CHIEF ENGINEER MELVILLE’S RECORD AND ARCTIC SERVICES. 


Entered the Navy July 30, 1851, as third assistant engineer. 

Promoted to second assistant engineer December 18, 162. 

During the war of the rebellion served on the U.S. S. Michigan, Dacotah, Wa- 
chusetts, Maumee, and on the torpedo-boats of the North Atlantic blockading 
squadron. 

Promoted to first assistant engineer January 30, 1865. 

Cruise on Tigress, Arctic relief steamer, June 16,1873, to November 24, 1873. 

Cruise on Jeannette, Arctic expedition, April 4, 1879, to December 6, 1582. 

Cruise of Thetis, Greely relief expedition, March 25, 1884, to November 17, 1831. 

The committee report the bill favorably and recommend its passage. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
MIAMI INDIANS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. A few days ago the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
DANIEL], who is not now present, reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs the bill (S. 4205) to reimburse the Miami Indians for 
money improperly withheld from them, stating at the time that he 
would follow with a written report. When he went away he author- 
ized me to present the report which should accompany that bill, and 
which I now do, and ask that it may be printed. The bill is on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be received and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report in this case having been printed sub- 
sequently, the bill ought to have had some note upon it, so that when 
we got the bill we should know that a report was made, or the same 
thing will occur that occurred in reference to the bill which has been 
pending this morning, which upon its face did not show that any re- 
port had been made, and was, therefore, to that extent deficient and 
misleading. The printed bill ought to show on its face by some memo- 
randum or something to indicate that a report had been made to ac- 
company the bill. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF PETER LYLE, DECEASED. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Before the next order of business is taken up, I ask 
that Order of Business 238, which was passed over without prejudice, 
may be acted upon. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the order of business? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Order of Business 238, being the bill (S. 119) for 
the relief of the legal tatives of Peter Lyle, deceased. 

Mr. BLAIR. I must ask that the Senator allow that bill to be 
passed over now without prejudice. I hope that the labor bills that 
there seems to be such an evasion of by a combination of innoceni cir- 
cumstances may now come to the front. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Has the morning hour expired? 

Mr. BLAIR. It has notquite expired. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are two minutes remaining of the 
hour for the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was the bill the Senator from Delaware 
asked to take up? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bill 119. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that it may be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ican not doit. The Senator will see the necessity I 
am under of pressing the labor bills, 


PRODUCT OF CONVICT LABOR. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenext order of business will be stated, 
The bill (H. R. 3286) to prevent the product of convict labor from 
being furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Govern- 
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ment, and to prevent the product of convict labor from being used upon 
public buildings or other public works was announced as nextin order. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New | 


Hampshire in charge of this bill, and who has reported it, as to whether 
there is any written report accompanying it or not, 
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Mr. BLAIR, There is not, Upon the general subject-matter the | 


Senate and the country are thoronghly informed. I ask that the bill 
may be read, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not make any difference about reading 
the bill just now. The question with me was whether there was a 
written report or not, that we might have an explanation of it, and 
that might determine the propriety of whether the bill should now be 
considered. That was the only question. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no written report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar has expired. The unfinished business, being the bill (H. 
R. 9014) to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, is now in order. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, 
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adjusted, and afterwards it went ont in committee of conference be- 
cause of the pendency of this resolution in which we had hoped that the 
matter would be determined That, I think, was the reason why 
the Senate surrendered the provision it made in that bill at that time. 
I had hoped the whole matter would be adjusted in the framing of 
this resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY Phe « 


ommittee of conference could not put in any 


| new matter. We could only confer upon that about which the two 


Houses had disagreed 


Mr. GORMAN. This lk it open to the action of Congress here 
after? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ye | hope the matter will be adjusted to satisfy 
the Senator. I do notcare toinsist upon a large majority of Republic- 
} ans on this board. If you raise the issue, of course then I would rather 
that the Republicans have some majority, but it is quite fair that there 
should be a liberal representation of Democrats on the board, and there 
is nobody who regrets the death of Colonel Harris, a Democrat, more 
than the Republican members of that body. There was no partisan 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not want to delay the consideration of the | 
unfinished business of course, but I think this is the proper time to | 


present a conference report. Jt will take bat a short time, | believe 
Mr. COCKRELL. A conference report is always in order. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I submit the report of the committee of conference | 


on House joint resolution 138, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments o!f the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res.138) to increase the 
number of members of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers and to fill vacancies in such board, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
and agree to the same with the following amendment: Strike out from the 
text of the resolution the name of Augustus B. Farnham, and also sirike out 
the name of Thomas W. Hyde, proposed to be inserted by said amendment, 

JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
E. C. WALTHALL, 
CHAS. F. MANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
B, M. CUTCHEON, 
E. 8. WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing in the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How does that report leave the question ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It leaves the question of filling the vacancy in 
Maine until the next session, as there was so much disagreement about 


ship about him in managing the homes. 

Mr.GORMAN. So far as the partisanship of the board is concerned, 
I have very little personal interest in whether the gentlemen of this 
hoard are Democrats or Republi but the rule, as | understand, has 
heen heretofore that the board sh 
be about equally divid 


Mr. HAWLEY. Th: 


ld be non-partisan and that it should 


e has been a tair representation ot both parties. 


| IT will say for the information of the Senator that, while the board has 


the part of each House have filled the uncontested vacancies, and they | 


have agreed frankly to just drop the Maine matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask theSenator to let the resolution be read as 
it has been agreed to, and then we can see what will be the effect of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended by the conference committee. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assenvled, That the Board of Managers for the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers shal! hereafter consist of eleven members, and 
the following-named persons be, and are hereby, appointed managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Voluntzer Soldiers, that is to say: Epmunp N. 
Morri.t., of Kansas, for the unexpired term of office of John A. Martin, de 
ceased; Alfred L. Pearson, of Pennsylvania, for the unexpired term of office of 
John F. Hartranft, deceased ; and William B. Franklin, of Connecticut, Jolin 
C. Black, of lilinois; —— ——, of Maine, and George W. Steele, of Indiana, for 
the terms of office commencing on the 2ist day of April, 1890, to fill vacancies 
occasioned by the expiration of terms of office and by the increase provided 
hereby. 


Mr. GORMAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Con- 
necticut how does that leave the board? It has been non-partisan 
heretotore. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does not settle the question the Senator refers 
to atall, That will be open as far as Maine is concerned, but will arise 
more particularly in connection with the Ohio vacancy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is left out? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is an independent matter. Colonel Harris 


having died since the joint resolution passed the House we shall make | 


an attempt to settle the Ohio controversy in an independent resolution. 
After this resolution passed the House Colonel Harris died and we did 
not feel at liberty in conference to put the name of his successor in. 
It leaves both those vacancies, the Ohio vacancy and the Maine vacancy, 
open, and we passed what we all agreed upon. I understand theSen- 
ator desires to get something likea balance between the parties on the 
board, and we have desired to doso and do so by some sacrifice. I 
agree with him entirely, but this does not interfere with what he de- 
sires. That will be fairly considered, I hope, in filling the Ohio and 
the Maine vacancies. 

Mr. GORMAN. In the consideration of one of the appropriation 
bills, if I am not misinformed, the whole matter was attempted to be 





j 
; 


been Republican most of thetime, every officerof that board who draws 
any salary isa Democrat. General Franklin, General McMahon, and 
some others have moderate salaries given them as a sort of compensa 
tion for loss of time. 

Mr. GORMAN, [I think the trouble with the board is not so much 
the politics of the members of it as the extravagance heretofore in the 
conduct of these various institutions, which has been growing every 
year, but at the same time I should like as a matter of information 
to ascertain from the Senator how the board will stand by thea 
of this report. What will be its condition ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not tell the nator without figuring on it. 
We increased the number one in order to gratify the friends of General 
Black, who had been on the board years and who wanted to go 
back, and we obliged him about that. Now thedeath of Colonel Har- 
ris takes one Democrat out of the board. The Maine matter would 
take a Republican out of the board except for the fact that under the 
law Colonel Hyde will continue to serve until somebody is appointed 
to succeed him. For Indiana and Illinois Black and Steel were put 
on, one Republican and one Democrat. I should say the board stood 


, 


loption 


| about five or six to four, or something like that. 
it and we could not wait any Jonger. The committee of conference on | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in th 
port of the conference committee 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HAWLEY subsequently said: The Senate a short time ago co 
curred in and approved a conference report concerning the manage 
ment of the volunteer soldiers’ homes. The report was of course pr 
pared by the clerks, and special care was taken, and in such cases it 
olten oceurs that mistakes will happen. I wish to have the Senaté 
reconsider the vote of the Senate concurring in the conference repor! 
It is done with the full assent of the conterees of the House of Rep 
sentative 

Mr. PLATT. 
is reconsidered. 

Mr. HAWLEY 


recommitted 


then my colleague will have to withdraw it after it 


I will ask consent to have it reconsidered and then 
| move to reconsider and recommit. 

The VICK-V RESIDENT, The Senator from Connecticut moves to 
reconsider the yote by which the conference report on the joint resolu 
tion (H. Res. 138) to increase the number of members of the Board o 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and 
to fill vacancies ia sach board was concurred in. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now I move to recommit the conference 


report. 
The motion was agreed to, 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT 
the unfinished business. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the hill (H. R. 9014) t 
; 


define and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United states 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 


The Senate resumes the consideration of 


| ment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] to the amendment 


made as in Committee of the ‘Whole, which will be stated 

The Cuier CLERK. On page 15, section 3, line 27, it is proposed to 
strike ont *‘Richmond’’ and insert ‘‘ Baltimore;’’ so as to read 

In the fourth circuit, in the city of Baltimore, 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no disposition, of course, to interfere with 
the general framework of this bill as reported by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. EvArts], but I offer the amendment to strike out “‘ Ric! 


mond ’’ and insert ** Baltimore’’ upon the representation of the bar and 


Sy. 
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of the United States judges in that circuit as at present constituted, The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 





pe ee and on the statement that probably as respects two-thirds of all the YEAS—22. 
i business that comes to acourt of this sort, Baltimore would be the most | Aldrich, Frye, Pierce, Stockbridge, 
Me | convenient place. It is more desirable on account of its greater com- | Allison, Gorman, Plumb, wee 
mi | merce, larger population, easy access to West Virginia, etc. I am sorry aren, Hiewine ‘ od a lls 
4 Be I have not with me the statement of the judges, in which it is shown Cockrell. Mitchell, Spooner, p 
the that probably two-thirds of all the cases originated at Baltimore, and it | Dolph, Moody, Stewart, 
eo was at the sugyestion of the members of the bar of Baltimore and of the NAYS—28, 
‘KE present judges that I made the motion. pasbews, Qeteets, ete Foes, 
ca es ¢ wiactiy aware om awtein £ e, Sullom, earst, *latt, 
ipe Iam perte etly aware, as stated by ‘my friend from Virginia [ Mr. Sackbara. enon. Hiscock, Push, 
et BARBOUR], that under the provisions of the bill it is competent for | Blodgett, Evarts, Hoar, Ransom, 
Pe the circuit court to hold its sessions in Baltimore if it shall so deter- | ae ws toa. va 
: % a L L . Me : é oorhees, 
ie) e mine. I have not offered the amendment for the purpose of antago- | (oy. ” ae ccataeom Walthall, 
re & nizing Richmond. I recognize that it is nearer, geographically, the ABSENT—34 
center of the circuit than is Baltimore. ButI feel called upon to make Allen a ae “MeMillan Sittin 
this statement and to ask fora vote of the Senate upon the amend- | ferry, Eustis, — Morgan, ' Squire, - 
ment, Blair, Farwell, Morrill, Stanford, 
Mr. EVARTS. I have but a word to say on this subject. These — aa” gb turpis 
places were named inthe House bili, and presumably they were named | Chandler, Gibson. Pettigrew, Vance, 
after conference among the Representatives of the different States in- | Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Washburn. 
cluded in the various circuits, and they have made a list that adopts | Davis, Jonesof Nevada, -Keagan, 
Dawes, Kenna, Sanders, 


very prominent positions in every one’s mind. As to this choice, per- 
sonally I have nothing to say. Baltimore is undoubtedly the largest 
city, and Baltimore is more occupied by business that would come be- ar ; 
fore these courts than Richmond is; but the cireait contains Maryland, | 2™endment made as in Committee of the Whole. 
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, and South Carolina, and I The amendment was concurred a 1 the bi 
can not think that the appellate tribunal will find that all its business | The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
comes trom Baltimore. ‘his is only the place for holding the sessions | * third time. i ; 
of theappellate court. The existing circuit court will be held at Balti- | ‘The bill was read the third time. ; . 
more for all business arising there, and I should think that the appeals | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill pass ? . 
would be grouped around Richmond from all the States indluded in Mr. VEST. Task for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 
that cirenit quite as well probably as at Baltimore. | a and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- © TOL. s : : 
ment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] tothe amendment Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am 
made as in Committee of the Whole. paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGe]. If he 
The question being put, there were on division—ayes 10, noes 16. were present, I should vote “* yea. : : ‘ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum having voted, the roll will | Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with the 
be called. Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MoRRILL}, as 1 do not see the junior Sen- 
Mr. INGALLS. Why not have the yeas and nays by consent on | 4tor from Colorado (Mr. WoLcorr], with whom I transferred pairs a 
the amendment, which will save time and probably result in the de- | Moment since, if he does not come in I shall withhold my vote. I 
velopment ot a quorum ? should vote ‘nay ’’ if at liberty to vote. a . 
Mr. GORMAN. That is perfectly satisfactory, and I ask for the | _ Mt. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
yeas and nays. Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. ; 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call Mr. PUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the senior 
the roll. Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps]. 5 ; eel 
Mr. ILARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the | _ Mr. QUAY (when hisname wascalled). Iam — with the ce aed - 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morritt]. Heretofore I have had an | Senator from West Virginia (Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were present, I . 
agreement with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiGGINs] to transfer | Should vote “ yea. 
our respective pairs, but I do not see him in the Chamber. The roll-call was concluded. @ 
Mr, WOLCOTT. I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia Mr. HARRIS. I ask the junior Senator from Colorado {Mr. WoL- 
[Mr. Kenna], and the Senator from Tennessee can make a change of wre if he voted under the fmpression that we had transferred our 
pairs with me if he likes. —- saa 
Mr. HARRIS. Then we transfer our pairs, and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the| Mr. HARRIS. I vote “nay. Ra ‘ . 
junior Senatorirom West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were pres- | _ Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (atter having voted in the affirmative). I 
ent, I should vote “nay.” mr to ask whether the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wixson] has 
voted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then I withdraw my vote, unless it shall 
be necessary to make a quorum. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [ Mr. WILson |. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on concurring in the 








Sa ee bo as 
Pree £ car J. 


Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’sS name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent from the Senate. The 
air which has heretofore existed between the Senator from Indiana 

Mr. TurPIE] and myself has been transferred to my colleague. 

The ro}ll-call was concluded. ; 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Mr. EVARTS. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that I under- 
TELLER], who is necessarily absent, is paired with the Senator from | Stand the Senator from Maryland (Mr. WILsoNn] would vote for this 
Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. I make the announcement for the day. bill, unless some one has later information. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I voted ‘nay ”’ on this proposition. I am paired Mr. CULLOM. I think it my duty to announce that the Senator 


with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs], but I voted under the | fom Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] some days ago returned to his home 
advice of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. on account of illness, with the statement to me in writing that he 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr, | Would return as soon as he was able to do 80, if he became able before 
Congress adjourned. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam informed that the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WiLson] would vote in the affirmative on the passage of 
this bill, if he were present, I therefore feel at liberty to vote, and 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 6; as follows: 
YEAS—4. 
Allen, Dixon, Hoar, Power, 
Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Butler, Evarts, McPherson, Reagan, 
Cameron, Frye, - Manderson, Sawyer, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Casey, Gray, Moody, Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hale, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
. Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Pierce, Walthall, 
Callom, Hearst, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Higgins, Plamb, Wolcott. 
NAYS—6. 
Barbour, Blackburn, Harris, Vest. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Eustis], but by transfer of pairs with theSenator from Kentucky 
CARLISLE], who is paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
Prerce], I will vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the affirmative). The pair here- 
tofore existing between my colleague [Mr. WASHBURN] and the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [ Mr. Gipson], with whom he was paired, has been 
transferred to myself. I desire to withdraw my vote, as the Senator 
from Louisiana is not present. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). Unless my vote is 
needed to make a quorum, I withdraw it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. aoa 
who was paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], 
has come into the Chamber since the transfer of our pairs, I withdraw 
my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis}. 

Mr. BLAIR, As I understand my vote is not necessary to make a 
quoram, I withdraw it and annouace my pair with the senior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Grorar]. 
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ABSENT—34. 


Aldrich, Eustis, MeMillan, Squire, 
Berry, Farwell, Morrill, Stanford, 
Blair, Faulkner, Paddock, Teller, 
Brown, George, Payne, Turpie, 

Call, Gorman, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Pugh, Washburn, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkanas, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 

Edmunds, Kenna, Sherman, 


So the bill was passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 
| 


| resolution authorizing the Clerk of the House in the 


The title of the bill was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill to establish | 


cireuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases the 
jurisdiction of the courts ot the United States, and for other purposes.’’ 
Mr. EVARTS. I move that the Senate request a conference on its 
amendment with the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint | 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Evarrs, Mr. Hoar, | 


and Mr. PUGH were appointed. 
HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 
Mr. HALE. 
meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REGISTER TO STEAMER JOSEPH OTERI, JR. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask for the consideration of a bill reported from 
the Committee on Commerce by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], 
Senate bill 4403, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 


proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4403) to provide an American regis- | 


ter for the steamer Joseph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ESTATE OF JOHN ERICSSON. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a bill which will only take a moment. 
1531) for the relief of the estate of John Ericsson. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1531) for the relief of the estate of 
John Ericsson. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, in line 10, after the word ‘‘steamer,’’ to strike ont ‘‘and 
interest on said sum, at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, frorii the 
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(8. R. 128) to correct an error in the act entitled ‘‘ An act making ap 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal! 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,’’ approved August 
30, 1890, 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
enrollment of the 
of pension Mrs. Mary B 
in the body of the bill, so as to cor 


bill (H. R. 11773) granting an in 
Cushing, to insert the letter ‘‘ B”’ 
spond with the title of said bill. 


reas¢ to 


it 
ENROLLED BII 


ies Site N BI, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Danii 


A bill (H. R. 1894) to pensicn Silas Reezley; 

A bill (H. R. 2317) granting a pension to Anna McCreary 

A bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman 

\ bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock 

A bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Ebert; 

A bill (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove 

A bill (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Parnes 

A bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James 

A bill (H. R. 4358) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Smail upon the . 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5521) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances Thatcher 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix; 

A bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa Barker; 


A bill (H. R. 6349) 
tionary pensioner; 

A bill (H. R. 7463) 

A bill (H. R. 7523) 


increasing the pension of Mary Snead, a Rev 


for relief of Lawrence M. Cafilin 
granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; 


\ bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon 
A bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan; 
A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 


| James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Reg 


date of said decision of the Court of Claims to the date ot the passage | 


of this bill;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is, directed to 
pay to the personal representatives of John Ericsson the sum of $13,930, for the 
Cease found due said Eriessoh, by the Court of Claims, in February, 1857, for 
his services in planning the United States war steamer Princeton and planning 
and superintend‘ng the construction of the machinery of the said steamer. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 


I need hardly remind the Senate that the | 


Government of the United States has very recently dispatched one of | 


its cruisers with the remains of this celebrated man to convey them to 
his native land. I need not remind the Senate, either, that within a 


| 


| 


week past the Senate has passed a bill appropriating $30,000 to erect a | 


monument to his memory. 

This bill proposes to pay a debt which the Government has owed for 
many years to him, and it has been reported favorably on the finding 
of the Court of Claims after a full and careful examination. I hope 
there will be no objection to the passage of this bill to pay the estate 
of that distinguished man this sam which has been so long delayed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Naval A ffairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment | 


was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PURCHASES FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. HALE. [I introduce a joint resolution and ask that it be read. 
It is very brief. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 129) making an appropriation to purchase 
nickel ore or nickel matte.to be used for certain naval purposes was 
read the first time by its title and the second timeat length, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase, 
at his discretion, nickel ore or nickel matte to be used in the manufacture of 
nicke!-steel armor plating for vessels already authorized to Le constructed, and 
of armor-piercing projectiles, and for other naval purposes. 


Src. 2. That the sum of $1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


is hereby appropriated for this purpose. 
Mr. HALE. I ask that the joint resolution lie on the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will lie on the table. 
The above joint resolution (S. R. 129) was subsequently, on motion 
of Mr. HALE, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCP iHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution 


| 
j 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 


j 


ment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis 

A bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza fn 
pensioner of the war of 1812. 


A bill (H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John 5B. Reed, late lieu 
tenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Ili: Vol 
unteers; 


A bill (H.R. 
A bill (H.R 


t. 8163) granting a pension to W. 


ROHS 


for the relief of Alexander Callison: 


W. See ly 


A bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca | 
| Simon; 

A bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine S. Lawrence 

A bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson 

A bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner 


Revolutionary pensioner; 


A bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley 

A bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell 

A bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush 
nell; 

A bill (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe 

A bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick; 

A bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, tormerly a 


private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers; 


A bill (H. Rh. 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of Etna, 
Kans. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Os 
born; 

A bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder; 

A bill (H. R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B, 
Boss; 

A bill (Hf. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M. Clements 

\ bill (H. R. 9371) tor the relief of Fanny A. Putney; 

A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine 
Edmands; 

A bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har 
gain; 

A bill (H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark 

A bill (H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to Ransom F. 
Braman; 

A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to Jobn Grace 

A bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachel A. Fenstamaker 

A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain: 

A bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss W. 
Fogler: 

A bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B, 
McCreery ; 

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover 
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A bill (H.R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 
A bill (JI. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- 
ton; 


bill 
bill 
bill ( 
bill 
bill ( 
bill 
bill 
bill 
bill 


(Hf. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash; 

. R. 10231) to inerease the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick ; 

. 8. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; 

. R, 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed; 

t. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; 

t. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCulloh; 

11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson; 

. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley; 

bill 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 

Bradley, | lonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 
\ bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register tor the steamer 

Neptuno; 
A bill 
\ bill 


>>> >>> > > > > 


H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum; and 
H. R, 11687) inereasing the pension of Mrs. Clementina Fink, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask that the message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives in regard to the bill (8. 3716) to provide tor the examination 
of certain officers of the Army and to regulate promotions therein may 
be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (8S. 3716) to provide for the 
examination of certain officers of the Army and toregulate promotions 
therein, 

" Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate non-coneur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and ask for a committee of con- 
ference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to ask my colleague on the commit- 
tee whether it would not be better to consent to the House amend- 
ments, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have conferred with some of the members of 
the committee and I tried to confer with the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, but did not have the opportunity. Those with whom I conferred 
thought we had better ask for a conference. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Is the Senator not willing to accede to the amend- 
ments? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I thought so, but I conferred with two or three 
members of the committee and they thought we had better have a con- 
ference. I tried to get to the Senator, but he was engaged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that the Senate disagree to the amendments of 
the House of Representatives and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MAN- 
DEFPSON, and Mr, COCKRELL were appointed. 

BOUNDARIES OF UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. MORGAN. l ask unanimous consent to withdraw my motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 4242) to change the bound- 
aries of the Uncompahgre reservation was 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, DoLpH in the chair). 
objection? ‘TheChair hears none. 
bill stands passed. 


Is there 
The motion is withdrawn, and the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan; 

A bill (S. 3257) granting a pension to Mary Crook, widow of George 
Crook, late a major-general in the United States Army; and ° 

A bill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont. 

MRS. MARY B, CUSHING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following concur- 

rent resolution of the House of Representatives, which was read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That tlie Clerk 
of the House be authorized in the enrollment of the en R. 11778) granting 
an increase of ponsion to Mrs. Mary B. Cu-hing, to insert letter “B” in the 
body of the bill, 80 ae te correspond with the title of said bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. That raises exactly the same question that is raised 
by the concurrent resolution I offered. Let it lie on the table for the 


present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table. 
UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 


Mr. RANSOM. I move to take up Senate bill 1042, the land court 
bill, which was laid aside informally the other day, owing to the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps]. I hope the Sen- 
ate will take it up now and dispose of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Betore the vote is taken I wish to say a word in reply 
to the suggestion of the Senator from North Carolina. It is true it 
was suggested that that bill be laid aside informally from Thursday 
until Saturday. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





A 
cet CL, LLL LLL LLL LLL LDL LLL LL LLL LLL LAL LLL 






SEPTEMBER 24, 


Mr. RANSOM. Without prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was suggested that it be laid aside from Thursday 
until Saturday on account of the illness of the Senator from Vermont. 
An objection was made to that disposition of the bill, whereupon the 
Senator from New York moved that the Senate proceed to the consid 
eration of the judiciary bill, and the Senate sustained the motion and 
thereby displaced the bill to which the Senator from North Carolina 
refers. So the bill was not set aside informally, but it was displaced 
by the judgment of the Senate. The original request had only been 
with a view to delay until Saturday in the consideration of that bill 
Meanwhile the judiciary bill has consumed until now, Wednesday. | 
am informed that the tariff conference committee is likely to report to 
morrow—— 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I must interpose an objection to the 
Senator’s proceeding. As I understand the rulesof the Senate, debate 
is not in order upon a motion to take up a measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from North Carolina to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill he has indicated. 

Mr. BLAIR. . I simply replied to the suggestion of the Senator from 
North Carolina. I hone the motion will not prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from North Carolina to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 1042) toestablish a United States land 
court, and to provide for the settlement of private land claims in cer- 
tain States and Territories. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to know if it is in order to move to recom- 
mit the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Not until it is up for consideration. 
question is on the motion of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BLAIR. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to make an inquiry, and the answer will 
govern somewhat my vote. It was my understanding when this bill 
was laid aside that it was Jaid asiae informally, the consideration to be 
resumed when the court bill was disposed of. Is that correct? 

Mr. GORMAN and others. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was displaced by a formal vote of the Senate upon 
the request that it should be laid over until Saturday, and here it is 
the foliowing Wednesday. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New Hampshire is technically 
correct. House bill 9014 was taken up by a vote which technically did 
displace the Jand-court bill, but it was the unanimous and universal 
understanding (and I do not believe the Senator from New Hampshire 
will deny that) that upon the conclusion of the consideration of the 
judicial bill the consideration of the bill of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims was to be resumed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do deny it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will leave it to a majority of the body. 

Mr. BLAIR. The motion became necessary only because objections 
were interposed in open Senate. Thereupon it was moved, and the bill 
was disposed of in the ordinary way by sustaining the motion, as the 
Senator who was then in the chair must remember. 

Mr. HARRIS. As stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, it 
was moved and carried by vote of the Senate, the Senator from New 
York distinctly announcing in connection with his motion that if the 
Senator from Vermont came in and asked for the consideration of the 
bill now moved by the Senator from North Carolina he would give way 
and yield to it and let him have the right of way. There never was a 
more perfect understanding that this bill should have the right of way 
when it was demanded than there was when that vote was taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the distinct recollection of the 


The 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee is quite 
right in what he has stated so far as my action and expression on the 
floor of the Senate were made. There was doubt whether the Senator 
from Vermont might not be able to come in the next day, and the view 
was that then, especially in consideration o1 his health, the bill of the 
Judiciary Committee would be laid aside informally that the other 
might be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theroll will be called on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from North Carolina '{Mr. RANsom] to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk ed to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when ‘his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmunpDs]. This land-court bill was re- 
ported from a committee of which he is a member and he informed me 
that he was in favor of the bill. So I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was calied). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoornEes]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. CALL] ispaired 
with the Senator from South Dakota {Mr. Perrrarew}. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. 
Eustis]. 

Mr. BLATR. 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorer]. 
should vote ** nay.’’ 


I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 


If he were present, I 


The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 7; as follows: 
YEAS—41. 

Allen, Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Bate, Dixon, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Dolph, McPherson, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Frye, Mitchell, Vest, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morgan, Walthall, 

y, Gorman, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell; Gray, Piatt, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hale, Pugh, 

Colquitt, Harris, Ransom, 
Cullom, Hearst, Reagan, 
NAYS—7. 

Hawley, Moody, Plumb, Wolcott. 
Higgins, Pierce, Power, 

ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
Allison, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Barbour, Edmunds, Kenna, Squire, 
Berry, Eu McMilian, Stanford, 
Blair, Farwell, Morrill, Teller, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Turpie, 
Call, George, Payne, Vance, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Quay, Washburn. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resamed the consideration of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a 
United States land court, and to provide for the settlement of private 
land claims in certain States and Territories. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrisinthechair). The pend- 
ing question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Woucotr]}, which will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 13, in lien of subdivision 7, it is pro- 


posed to insert: 


Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora 
greater quantity of |and than was originally granted by the Government under 
which the claim had inception, or for any greater quantity of land than was 
legally granted by such Government when the same was made. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to say in reference to the tak- 
ing up of this bill and proceeding with its consideration, that it is to 
my mind an absolute absurdity tor any Senator to contend that when 
it is asked that a bill be informally laid aside and there is objection, 
it immediately succeeding that a vote of the Senate is called for it ac- 
comp!ishes the same end. The truth is, when this bill was laid aside 
it was done by a tormal vote of the Senate, because several Senators, 
whose names I do not know, but | heard their voices plainly and dis- 
tinctly, interposed their objection. Accordingly it was necessary for 
the Senator from New York to make the motion which he did make; 
and now from the fact that he was in accord with the Senator from 
Vermont or the Senator from North Carolina that at any time when it 
was convenient for them tosuspend the public business that had been 
intrusted him and give way tothis bill, which had been displaced by a 


vote of the Senate, tor Senators to reason that there was no objection, | 


and that I am wrong in what I stated to the Senate, that there was no 
unanimous understanding, which alone concludes Senators, that this 
bill should be resumed when the court biil was disposed of, is, it seems 
to me, entirely contrary to the ordinary rules of logic or good sense. 

Now, I am opposed to the consideration of this bill at this time, not 
from any opposition to the bill itself, but because there is other and, 
as it seems to me, exceedingly more important business pending, and 
there is very little time indeed to consider it. I have been notified 
but a little while ago, or at least so understood in conversation, that 
the tariff conference report would be in here to-morrow, and, after 
these four days beyond what was expected that the court bill would 
ocoupy had elapsed before we have arrived at its conclusion, there is 
no time remaining unless it be this afternoon to consider the five im por- 
tant labor bills next upon the list, which we have been almost upon 
for several days on the Calendar, and yet by a strange coincidence or 
combination of circumstances have been unable quite to reach. 

Mr. President, this bill is before the Senate ip accordance with the 
vote of the Senate to take it up, and I inquire of the Chair whether 
it is in order to ask at this time to take up any other bill in order that 
it should be displaced. If it isin order, I desire to move to procecd to 
the consideration of Order of Business 1984, being the bill (H. Rk. 11120) 
providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen. and 
mechanics arising underthe eight-hour law. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair whether it is in order to make that motion at the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that it is in 
order to move to postpone the further consideration of the pending bil! 
and then to move to preceed to consider any bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Chair would state, in regard to the state- 
ment he has just made, whether he means that that can be done by one 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion ot the Chair the first 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I desire to say that on this vote I am paired with the | 


motion would be to dispose of the pending bill by 


p stponing it toa 
day certain or i: 


definitely, and when p it would be in order 


stponed 
to move to consider any bill upon the Calend 


iar. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. President, my recollection of this matter 
is so entirely diferent from that of the Senator m New Hampshire 
that I feel warranted in calling his attention to that differs and if 
this refreshing of his recollection shall cause him to believe the facts 
to be as I will state them, I do not think he Ly this motion, 
although it may be in the opin the Chair in idoubt- 
edly is. 

The private land claims bill has b under d i he Senate 
of the United States, to my knowledge, for the last seven yea In 
the early days of my Senatorial career.I was a member of the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and I remember that six years ago, 
under the efficient leadership of the then chairman of the committee 
Mr. Bayard, of Delaware, a bill passed the Senate. I think that in 


every Congress since that time such a bill has passed the Senate. Ox 
casionally an amended Senate bill or an independent bill has passed 
the House of Representatives. But during all these years ther 


has 


been a failure of legislation uvon this important subject-matter be- 
cause of the non-concurrence of the two Houses. 
Some years ago it was my fortune to visit that portion of the United 


States that was under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and | found a 
condition of affairs to appeal not only to my better judgment, but to 
my sense of right and justice. I do not believe that there is a bill 
upon the Calendar which is more worthy of consideration and action 
than the one now before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. The President has sent in a special message on the 
subject. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Besides that, this question has become one ot 
such vast importance that the President of the United States, as sug 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr, PLATT], has sent a spe- 
cial message to Congress asking, urging, that some legislation be had 
upon this matter; that treaty rights are involved; that rights of prop- 
erty are involved. 

It is better, as I look at it, that even a bad bill should pass upen 
this subject than that no bill at all should obtain. 

This bill was under consideration by the Senate some days ago. On 
account of the illness, supposed to be temporary, of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs]}, upon the suggestion of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Evarts], in charge of the judiciary bill, that bill was 
substituted, with, as I recail it, the distinct understanding that at the 
close of the jadiciary bill or on the return of the Senator trom Vermont, 
who is deeply interested inthe pending bill, it should be replaced on 
the Calendar. 

This is the bill naturally in order under the understanding on both 
sides of the Chamber, and I appeal to that sense of right which al ways 
characterizes the Senator from New Hampshire that this important 
measure should be allowed to proceed. I appreciate as fully as he 
does the importance of the consideration of the labor bills that have 
come to us trom the House of Kepresentatives, but I submit to him that 
on every question of precedence and of right this bill should be pre- 
ferred to those he has named. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I voted to take up this bill, and J 
shall vote against the motion made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to displace it. I am not entirely satisfied with the bill and do 
not know that I shall vote for it; but when it was laid aside I under 
stood, and the Vice-President has stated that such was his distinct un- 
derstanding, that it was laid aside because of the illness of the Senato 
from Vermont, and in the expectation that he would speedily return 
to the Chamber, and that it was not the purpose or understanding that 
it should be displaced. 

There is another reason why I shall vote against displacing the pend 
ing bill at this time. It is known, I sappose, by all Senators that at 
a conference of Republican Senators a scheme or schedule of bills wa 
agreed upon to be taken up, as is generally done in order that the basi 
ness of the Senate in the last davs of the session may be facilitated. 
That schedule of proposed legislation was submitted to the Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber, and has been thus far, as I think it 
usually is, observed by them. I hold in my hand the order of busi 
ness as fixed by that schedule. First, conference reports. 
the lottery bill, which has been disposed of. 
culture act,which has been disposed of. Then came No. 4, the private 
land claims bill. Then came No. 5, the judicial court bill. Because 
of the illness of the Senator from Vermonv the last-named bill was snb- 
stituted, for the time being, for the former, changing because of that 
the order of business. Then came the labor bills, the first of which 
my friend from New Hampshire moves to take up at this time, and in 
favor of which I am. . 

Now, I submit to him that this order of business ought to be ob 
served, and that it is in the interest of legislation that we follow it, as 
both sides of the Chamber are disposed to follow it, and that there 
should be no attempt upon either side to break in uponit. The bill 


Then came 
Then came the timber 


to which be refers and in reference to which the motion is made is 
next in order on this schedule of business, House bill 11120. 
Mr. President, I wish to say that I feel myself con- 


Mr. HOAR. 
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strained to vote to take up and dispose of the private land claims court 
bill. I consider myself bound in honor to do it. Iwas present at the 
conference of a majority of the Senate that agreed upon a certain order 
of business. That order of business was made public by the gentleman 
who presided over the conference and was communicated to the «ther 
side for their approbation. 1 do not mean that they committed them- 
selves formally to it, but it was decided that it should be one agree- 
able to them, and it was understood that it was agreeable to them. 

Now, I do not care anything about this private-land bill. I do not 
mean by that that I am not interested in other parts of the country as 
well as in my own, but I do not know enough about it to takea great 
deal of personal interest in it. I take great personal interest in the 
labor bills, because I have given a good deal of attention to that sub- 
ject; aad the labor bills got an enormous advantage by the agreement. 
They come next. Thereisa large number of very important bills which 
the members of the Senate havea great interest in, the revenue-marine 
bill, the pure food, the compound-lard ‘bill, the Indian depredation 
claims bill, the bankruptcy bill, the interstate-telegraph bill, and all 
the District of Columbia bills, which by that arrangement are put 
after the labor bills. 

I do not think that, having got that great advantage for the bills 
which I favor for a chance to have the consideration of the Senate, I 
ought to come in and attack one bill which is now more than half fin- 
ished, I suppose, which takes precedence of those bills under this ar- 
rangement; and therefore I do not feel at liberty to vote to lay the 
pending bill aside. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, in view. of what has been said by 
the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Massachusetts, I feel 
called upon to explain a vote in the negative which I gave ashort time 
since. 

I recognize perfectly the moral force and effect of the conference, 
and I heartily concurred in its action. Iam more anxious than any 
Senator on this floor can be that a proper bill should be passed provid- 
ing for a court for the settlement of these private land claims. On a 
scrutiny of this bill I find that it is a bill which would work a hard- 
ship, and not a benefit. I fiad that it needs amendment. 

It would be presumptuous in me to say to Senators here that a bill 
needs amendment which has passed through other sessions of the Sen- 
ate, which was reported by this committee, were it not for the fact that 
| live where these claims are situated. I live where people are familiar 
with these grants. I know that this bill, uncertain in its tenor as to 
what are claims that are settled, what are claims that are adjudicated 
or complete, will lead to more litigation, to more trouble, to more un- 
settling of titles a thousand-fold than if no bill should be passed. 

If the Senate can spend the time for the next few hours in amend- 
ing the bill, if they will give attention to the amendments as they may 
be discussed, and are willing to take the time near the close of the ses- 
sion necessary to make this a perfect bill, the Western country would 
be greatly benefited by its passage. But I know that at the closing 
hours almost of the session, when every Senator has something that he 
thinks should be brought to the attention of the Senate, if any bill is 
passed at all it will not be a bill so well considered as to work justice 
either to those who desire to settle upon the public domain or as to 
the legitimate owners of Spanish and Mexican land grants, towards 
whom we are bound by every principle of treaty and honor to do jus- 
tice. 

My object in voting ‘‘nay’’ was in the hope that we could rerefer 
this bill to the committee, that those of us who believe that amend- 
ments should be made to the bill and changes made in it could have the 
opportunity before the committee of presenting our views, and not 
taking up the attention of the Senate. 

I am a member of that committee. As I explained the other day, 
i was not here when this measure was considered by it. It is being 
pressed by men who live 2,000 miles from any Mexican land grant. It 
is not pressed, as | understand, by any Senator who lives in the coun- 
try or is familiar with the actual status of the Mexican and Spanish 
land grants. It was for that reasononly, that the business of the Sen- 
ate might be facilitated, that I voted not to take up the bi!] at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. WilltheSenator permit me to ask him why he has 
not the time to discuss it? I am certain the Senate has listened to all 
his suggestions and will be glad to hear him again. I believe it is our 
duty as a nation to dispose of this question and settle these titles, and 
I am ready and willing to hear the Senator orany other Senator, and to 
vote for any amendment that will perfect the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senate will take the time to properly con- 
sider the bill 1 do not object to proceeding with it. 

Mr. RANSOM. We will stay here with you night and day, if neces- 


’ 


sary. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, thereseems to be a little bit of mixt- 
ure here of public obligation and of private obligation, according to 
the statements of various Senators, in regard to the attitude of this 
bill upon our Calendar and the things to be done. I voted against 
taking it up and will readily vote to recommit it, or to lay it on the 
table, or to otherwise postpone its consideration, without myself being 
conscious of violating that honor of which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HOAR] spoke so feelingly a few moments ago. I do not con- 
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sider that there is any question of honor involved in it. An order of 
business was agreed upon. It is persuasive at the best, but, putting 
that as stroi™ly as it can be put, this bil! was laid aside that something 
else might be put in front of it, and I was not conscious at all of any 
understanding about it. 

Every Senator, of course, must speak for himself, but I was totally 
unconscious of any understanding whatever that it was to come up at 
any particular time. On the contrary, I thoroughly understood that 
it was to await the return in health of the Senator from Vermont. | 
believe that the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] left the 
city for his home in the belief that this bill would not come up be- 
cause of the fact which I have stated. I may be incorrect as to that; 
but I know he has very great interest in the bill, and I feel quite sure 
that he did not expect it to come up again at this session. I do not 
speak for him, but I speak of that to show that what has been said 
bere is not of any binding force or effect upon any person except ac 
cording to the understanding of individual Senators at the time. 

This bill will, in my judgment, be harmful in its present shape. | 
do not believe that some provisions of the bill ever were considered in 
committee. I am bound to believe they were not considered in com- 
mittee. Ithink I cansee that in the consideration of this bill one or two 
leading features are those only which have been practically under con- 
sideration. The committee very naturally desired to avoid the results | 
which followed the establishment of the commission in California, and 
they have in a certain morbid way, as it seems to me, pursued that 
idea, and very properly, and yet oblivious largely of the fact that the 
conditions which obtained in New Mexico and Arizona were not such 
as obtained in California. Californiaat that time was distant from the 
entire country, separated by ranges of mountains, with no public com- 
munication, with no telegraph, or anything of that sort. There was 
no public opinion; there was no way of informing the public of what was 
going on, and the value that attached to the public domain was very 
much less than obtains now. 

Of course it is entirely proper to guard against any possible recur- 
rence of the frauds, if I may call them so, that obtained in the admin- 
istration of the commission in California; but in giving attention to 
that point the committee has overlooked entirely some provisions of 
this bill or else it would not have reported it here with a provision which 
is not at all applicable to these land claims, but is a serious and a dan- 
gerous modification of the system of general land laws. 

One of these sections, to which I called attention the other day, has 
no relation by its language, whatever the intention may have been, 
near or remote, and it can not be adapted ina moment.. It is some- 
thing that has got to be done with great care, and I believe that the 
best interests of this country and of all the things thatgrow out of the 
adjustment of these land claims would be subserved by recommitting 
the bill to the committee, either now or after some more discussion, in 
order that these various questions may be brought directly to the mind 
of the committee. 

As much as I desire to have something done, I can not vote for this 
bill under present circumstances. I should regard that I was forieit- 
ing my obligation practically to do so; thatis to say, in assuming todo 
something that was helpiul toa certain class of people I should be cer- 
tain that we were overturning practically the public-land system of 
the United States. Of course, as the Senator from Colorado has said, 
we can sit down here with a certain degree of patience, and with no 
mind for the business that is behind, and it can be culminated at this 
session. ; 

To the bills which have come from the other House, that the Senator 
from New Hampshire speaks of, I bave no objection. WhetherI have 
or not I do not presume it makes any difference about it anyway, but 
I have felt as though this was not the proper time to take up this 
bill in view of the important question which has been the subject of 
some discussion, and of other questions which naturally arise on this 
bill and which would come up, and which can not be solved, in my 
judgment, properly in the heat of a rapid debate. There ought to be 
several days to attend to this bill, it necessary. It ought to be dene 
in a leisurely way, not crowded, as it is apparently the intention, upon 
the Senate when it is not full, and when by reason of the prospective 
dissolution interest is at the minimum. 

It istrue we can say, if we care to say so, that it can go to the other 
House and there be amended, and thereby shirk our own responsible 
duties in connection with it. It does not seem to me that that is proper. 
As I said, when this bill was displaced I regarded it as absolutely dis- 
placed except as the Senate might take it up hereafter. 

Mr. BLAIR. So did I. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not regard it as resting at all upon the obliga- 
tion ot the agreement in the Republican caucus, assented to by the 
Democratic side of this Chamber, and I certainly did not regard it, 
and so stated to the junior Senator from Colorado yesterday, asin line 
on account of any order of business that had been established, but as 
displaced until the Senator trom Vermont should return. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not think that we shall get 
a better time to consider the bill than the present. If it is put off un- 
til the next session there will be a re then that does not exist 
now. It has been forty years since a portion of this territory was ac- 
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quired, and about thirty-five or more since the Gadsden purchase. 
There has been a constant effort for the last twenty years to pass some 
bill to settle these titles. The committee have had a great many meet- 
ings and have presented this bil lwhich follows the precedents of other 
bills that have been reported by the Committee on Private Land Claims 
for the same purpose from session to session for fifteen or twenty years. 
Some of the ablest men in the Senate, some of the most experienced, 
have had this matter under consideration. 

The amendment which is suggested by the Senator from Colorado is 
a very simple one and can be easily understood. The question is 
whether we shall limit the amount of land to be confirmed to 11 leagues, 
or whether we shall confirm-it to the extent of the original grant or 
claim, whatever it may have been. That is a very simple question, 
and eau not be better understood than it is now. 

As to the matter snggested by the Senator from Kansas, I saw the 
force of the point he suggested the other day, and I think some change 
ought to be made in the bill in that respect. I have no doubt that w 
can during the debate make an ajnendment that will answer tbe pur- 
pose. I think the bill now having the right of way, it being before 
the Senate by a large majority, we ought to go on and get the sense of 
the Senate at all events upon these very vital questions, and I think 


when that is done we shall have made such progress that we can soon | 


pass the bill. But if we lay it aside without having the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Colorado voted on, or if we send it back 
to the committee without instructions, it will be here again with the 
same complications it now has. 

As to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, there will be no 
controversy over that. It deals with the attempt to conform this meas- 
ure to the land laws. When he has his amendment prepared, I pre- 
sume there will be no controversy over it, but the main question is as 
to the extent the confirmations shall go. Upon that, as a member of 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, I should like a vote of the 
Senate before I act any further on it in committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me to 
interrupt him, I should like to call his attention to what was the actual 
course of events in the Senate with reference to this bill when it was 
displaced on the request, first, for unanimous consent and then on 
motion. 
{Mr. EvArts] asked the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
pending business, which was the land-court bill, be temporarily laid 
aside and that the judiciary bill be considered. 

I desire that House bill 9014 shall be taken up, as it would come immediately 
after the land-court bill, which is to be set aside temporarily, and after that | 
will assent to an hour intervening for the Calendar. 

Objection was made to that. 

Mr. BLAIR. What Recorp is the Senator reading ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. On page 11121. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not find the language. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator will find it within a finger’s length | 


of the foot of the page, in the right-hand column. 
Mr. BLAIR. I have the place now. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Again: 


Mr. Evarrs. I desire that House bill 9014 shall be taken up,as it would come | 


immediately after the land-court bill which is to be set aside temporarily, and 
after that I will assent toan hour intervening for the Calendar. 


Then I pass along: 


The Presipixe Orricer (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The Senator from 
New York asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the unfinished busi- 
ness which has been laid before the Senate shall be temporarily laid aside, it 
passing over until to-morrow, a: the Chair understands, by the action of the 
Senate, and that the Senate now take up House bill 9014, known as the jurisdic 
tional court bill. 


Mr. Harris. I desire to suggest to the Senator from New York thatif this | 


agreement is made it displaces the unfinished business. 
to proceed with the bill at this time. 
The Prestprve Orricer. Is there objection ’ 
Mr. Hanus. Yes; I object. 
The Presipine Orricer. Objection is made to the unanimous request 
Mr, SuexMAw and others (to Mr. Evarts). Move it. 


Thereupon the Senator from New York moved the consideration of 
the bill. Then the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Hawrey] inter- 
Allow me to say « word in support of this motion. 
temporarily the land-court bill, it is well understood that it 1s to go over 
until Saturday. So there is no reason in the world, in my opinion, why we 
should not take ne sie bill now. 
Mr. Evanrrts. I think the Senator from Tennessee has no occasion to object to 
this, because I stated that I was willing, when this right of way was established, 


to assent tothe Calendar being taken up for anhour. That is all the time that is 
asked for it, I believe. 


He does not propose 


Then further along the Senator from New York | Mr. hv ants] said— | 


near the foot of the page Senators will find it: 


Mr. Evanrs. I have my | desired that as a gap was made by circumstances in 
the consideration of the bill— 


And that circumstance was the illness, supposed to be temporary, of 


the Senator from Vermont— 


which is regularly before the Senate, the bill that stood next in order might be 

taken up to fill that space. I should way, of course, to that bill whenever 

it retarned if this was not disposed of. At the same time I agree that the Cal- 

Tune be proceeded with for an hour, which fs all that has been asked for 
ve. 
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Here is his language: | 


While we have‘only laid | 
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Not only does the Recorp show this fact, but theSenator from New 
York in charge of the judiciary bill stated upon the floor, as I unde 
. . . > ‘s 

stood, that at any time, on the return of the Senator trom Vermon 


and his demand that the regular order should be proceeded with, he 
would permit the judiciary bi!l to he set ; e for the pending private 
land claims bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will theSenator from Nebraska allow mea nt 
No one has suggested at any time that the Senator from New York 
who was anxious to interpose his bill and get it considered, \ 10 
willing and gracions and assent ne to whatsoever was nec iry to ge 
his bill considered. But the fact is that he could not it done by 
reason of objections, and those objections the Senator trom Nebraska 
has not read, although they are in the sa colloquy from \ h he 
selects such portions as seem to favor his view of the subject 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, [ had n onc] so 
way to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. BLAIR. It wasanpart of the colloquy, but Senator failed to 
read it 

Mr. MANDERSON. Il think I have read evervthing in the « you 
that pertains to this issue. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the s« ean tind anything else { ut 
to it I will read it 

Ir. BLAIR. Three times objections were made to the course sug- 


gested by the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Doiriin the chair), The Sena 
tor from Nevada has the floor, and can vot be interrupted unless with 
his consent. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it very evident that the understanding 
was that this bill should have the right of wav whenever—— : 

Mr. BLAIR. Why wasit necessary to take a vote if there wa 
imous consent ? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will 
pend a moment. When a Senator desires to interrupt another Senator 

| on the floor, he should address the Chair and obtain the leave of the 
| Senator, for by interruptions without leave two or three Senators will 
| be talking at the same time and there will be so much contusion that 
it will be impossible for the Reporter to take down the proceedings 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Chair allow me to observe that I think 
| rule should be enforced more than 1 per cent. of the occasion 
there is an opportunity for its enforcement ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks so, 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the point made’ 

Mr. STEWART. Allow me to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will sus 
pend. The Chair stated that when a Senator has the floor addressing 
the Senate, if he is to be interrupted, consent must be obtained by first 
addressing the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes; that is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatis necessary to prevent three or 
four Senators from talking at the same time. 

Mr. STEWART. The very fact that a vote was had to take up the 
other bill does not conflict with my understanding of the unanimous 
agreement that this bill should be considered. The objection was not 
to the consideration of this bill; the objection was to displacing it even 
temporarily, all agreeing that it should be considered. Some objected 
| to having it temporarily laid aside, but it was manifestly the sentiment 
of the majority that it should be temporarily laid aside on account of 
| the peculiar circumstances. Others wished to have it go right 
| That was the situation at the time. 

So important a measure as this ought to have consideration, and it 
we pass it over now it will go over for probably another year. It ha 
been delayed and delayed, and here are great communities, two Tet 
ritories and a portion of a State, with unsettled titles; and those who 
have lived in a courtry where the titles are unsettled know very 
the embarrassment and the evi! growing out of it 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will ask the Senator to what two Territoriesdie 
refers? 

Mr.STEWART. Arizonaand New Mexico. The best! 

Territories, a large portion of it 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada yield 

Mr. STEWART. Inamoment. Large portions of that land is in 
conflict, so that settlers can not go there, and so that those who have 
property there do not know what todo with it. They have been wait 
ing fora whole generation. We agreed to carry out the treaty forty 

years ago, and we have kept these people until a whole generation is 
past without giving them their rights, 

Mr. PLATT. I desired to interrupt the Senator from Nevada for the 
| purpose of saying somewhat by way of reply to the suggestion made 

by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMr] that I saw the Senator from 
| Vermont [Mr. EpMunps] just before he left for home on account of 
illness, and I asked him, ‘* What is to become of the land-court bill? 
It is in your charge.’’ He said, ‘‘I do not wish to have that delayed 
until my return. ‘That is to be in charge of the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. RaNsom] and the Senatorfrom Nevada [ Mr. Rrewarrl. 
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It is well understood that they are to call it up and go on with it.”’ I 
simply thought I, perhaps, ought te say that. 

Mr. SPFEWART. That was my understanding; and we desire now 
to go on with the bill. 





Mr. PLUMB. That is satisfactory as far as it goes. That did not 
affect my understanding of the situation at the time when the bill went 
over. I have never put it on the ground that the convenience of the 
Senator from Vermont was to be considered by allowing him time to 
come back; but I spoke of it going over in connection with his absence 
and his illness as something which had conveyed to my mind an im- 
pression, and a very decided one, about what the order of the Seate 
was to be in regard to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


Hoar], who is not now in his seat, alluded with great unction to the 
obligations imposed upon Senators by a caucus arrangement in regard 
to the order of business, I recognize those obligations as fully as any- 
body, quite as fully as the Senator from Massachusetts, and observe 
them as rigidly and as constantly. He went on further to observe that 
by an arrangement made in caucus these labor bills obtained a great 
advantage, and his whole conduct on the subject is in the way of some 
criticism, as though I was pursuing a course with reference to this 
whole affair inconsistent with the honorary obligations of a Senator 
who belongs to a party. 

Mr. President, I have no special reply to make to that, but I assure 
the Senator from Massachusetts that this bill, which I have asked to 
have considered (which is to send to the Court of Claims those men 
who have just claims as we believe under the eight-hour law for excess 
of labor performed under compulsion, claims for payment for services 
extorted from them under the apprehension that if they did not ren- 
der those services they would be without any employment and wages, 
and so subject to want and starvation for themselves and their fam- 
ilies), at any time but for that caucus arrgngement could have been 
moved in open Senate and taken precedence of any other measure but 
the tariff bill; and so of one or two other of the labor measures of 
which I, asc hairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, hap- 
pen to be in charge. 

This Congress has now been in session almost a year. During all 
that period of time nota single proposition, except the educational 
bill, which had not the happiest fate, which was really the supreme 
labor bill that has been before the Congress of the country since I have 
known anything of human affairs—with the exeeption of the consid- 
eration which was given to that bill no labor measure whatever has 
occupied a moment of the attention of theSenate. The Houseof Rep- 
resentatives has sent these five measures here, which formerly the 
Senate has been interested in, some of which we have passed, the 
subject-matter of all of which we have considered more er less in 
former Congresses. The House of Representatives, I say, has sent 
these bills here, and I have been endeavoring to get some action upon 
them. Ihave done the uttermost that could be done te facilitate 
their being placed in the line of early epportunity of action. The 
caucus came, and the caucns, against my desire, placed the bills in a 
position where there was even then great doubt of their being reached 
and acted npen ; but it was the best that could he obtained. 

Well, so much for the caucus partof it. I haveobserved everything 
in the line of caucus obligation to the fullest extent with reference to 
these bills and all other bills; but if I had not done that, I ask if 
caucus action is to be conclusive upon all the new emergencies that 
may arise in subsequent affairs? Are weto be bound forever bya cau- 
cus arrangement which at the time was supposed by those who it. 
pated in it would have resulted in reaching these bills—many at 
thought—alongtimeago’? But personalappealsand othercircumstances 
have used up a great deal of time that nobody had anticipated would 
be 


Here isa measure about which there is so much controversy that if 
it was not interfered with by some explosion of this kind it would have 
unquestionably drifted along in debate the whole week. Here are Sen- 

most deeply interested who say that the bill will become an out- 

‘upon all the rights which they are bound to defend, and, although 
it is forty years since it was the duty of the country to do something, 
yet here is to be a great judicial crime per and it is the 4 
ject of grave and perpetual debate almost. Is the Senate to submit in 
these closing hours of the session, for the sake of getting rid of a sub- 
ject, to have imposed upon it and the country an immature measure 
that nobody will be satisfied with? Whois most concerned to be sat- 
isfied with the legislation? 

Can there be no new circumstances? Can there not come a time 
when it is proper to review or to act in opposition even to the ill-con- 
sidered work of a caucus committee, generally made by gentlemen who 
have certain measures in which they are interested, and which they 
asa rule bring to the front, and the legislation of the country has to 
anccumb to it, er a Senater be charged with failing to observe his 
henor, when at a subsequent period and under entirely different cir- 
cumstances he asks to push to the {ront.a measure whieh 
sands and thousands of common laboring men who have eT 
the country for some of these claims almost a score of years, for 


opportunity te show that they onght to be paid, to cay nothing about 
their being paid? 
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Mr. President, I have said all that I wish to say upon this subject. 
I think this labor bill ought to come up. The land-court bill having 
been taken up in the Senate as a new question, to be considered de novo, 
under existing circumstances, disregarding caucus action, disreg: urding 
al] these questions of dispute, after the Senate has voted to take the 
bill up under these new circumstances, I have asked for its postpone- 
ment. 

Now, I will give way on that motion very readily to any friend of 
the measure or any other Senator who may wish to make a motion to 
recommit the Jand-court bill, so that its immaturity may be removed, 
that its errors may be expunged, that it may be made what it ought 
to be in the general judgment of the Senate. I will give way to a mo- 
tion of that kind. If no such motion shall be made, I should like the 
Senate to say which of these two bills it will consider. 

Mr. STEWART. If we had had the hour that has been spent in 
discussing this question we might have made some progress with the 
land-court bill; and if the time is exhausted by trying to displace the 
regular order of business, so that the Jabor question can not be consid- 
ered, I do not think that those having charge of the Jand-court bil! 
will be responsible. I think those who have brought in a new ques- 
tion to occupy the time will have a portion of the responsibility to 
bear. I think we could have got through with the land-court bill by 
this time. We ought to get through with it very shortly, and there 
will be abundant time for the other bills if we can go on with the busi- 
ness before us regularly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcortT] to the pending 
bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I madea motion, or I will make a motion to postpone, 
or to recommit the bill if the friends of the measure prefer that. 1 
want to make a test to know which of these two bills the Senate pre- 
fers to consider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves 

Mr. BLAIk. I will make a motion to postpone the consideration of 
the bill in order that I may move to proc: | to the consideration of the 
arrears-of-labor bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the mo- 
tion should be either to postpone indefinitely or to postpone to a day 





certain. 
Mr. HARRIS. Let the motion be to postpone until to-morrow. 
Mr. BLAIR. Of course, I do not move to postpone the bill indefi- 


nitely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire restate his motion ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope that the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not persist in his motion. Perhaps I ought to have spoken before on 
this matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What is the motion? 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to lay the pending bill on the table, and if 
that motion prevails, I shall then move to proceed to the consideration 
of the labor bill. . 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to withdraw 
his motion that I may ask the Senate to consider at this time—— 

Mr. BLAIR. My motion is to lay the pending bill on the table, 
which does it no harm. That can be acted upon without.debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. PLATT. As the motion is not debatable, I should liketo make 

a parliamentary inquiry. What becomes of the bill ifit is laid on 
the table? Is it equivalent to killing the bill? Can it be taken up 

vote? 
en PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that it can 
be taken up by a majority vote of the Senate at any time when such a 
motion is in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the ing motion ’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to lay the pending bill on the table. Is the Senate ready for 
the question? 

The motion was not to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] to the pend- 
ing bill, which will be read. 

The Cuier CLERK. In section 13, in lieu of subdivision 7, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora 

-of land than was 


greater gonney granted by the Government under 
which claim had inception, or any ae oa Freater cunntity of of Jand than was 
legally granted by such Government when 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the amendment. offered by the Sen- 


ator from Colorado seems to be fair upon its face; yet I do not feel that 
ee a) peor nder the Jicy of Mexico there 
were several pene ap cele ae over pe There were a 


the | pen the iad SS as ii = 


were grants made to ‘These, as a rule, were male to 
heads of families for a league o , or a labor of land, and to single 
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men first for a quarter of a league and afterwards fora third of a league 
ef land. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator from Texas whethér he is now 
speaking about grants made by the Mexican federal government in 
Mexican territory, or whether he is speaking of grants made by State 
governments in their own limits ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Most of the grants to which I refer were grants 
which, while they were made under the authority of the national col- 
onization law of the Republic of Mexico, were made under a delegated 
authority by the states of Mexico. I will state to the Senator that my 


understanding is that the states did not make these grauts in virtue of 


their own sovereignty, but by authority delegated to them by the na- 
tional Congress of Mexico. 

Mr. MORGAN. By the constitution of Mexico? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, by the constitution of Mexico and the coloniza- 
tion law. I had stated two classesof grants, Then there isa class of 
grants known as empresario grants. These described large territories, 
and they were made upon conditions. 


be induced to settle upon the land within a time specified, and other 
conditions which were to be complied with. Then there were under 


both Spain and Mexico military grants. Thesegrants for military serv- | 


ices and for special services other than to settlers and to emigrants 


were as a rule absolute titles, not conditional titles as in the case of the | 
titles made to the citizen, who was required to settle upon the land | 


and occupy it under the general colonization law for six years, build 
his monuments for corners, plainly mark the lands, introduce the 
amount of stock required and pay the Government dues, which ranged 
along between three and five dollars a labor to the Government. The 
larger grfnts than 11 leagues were grants, as far as I know, unless 
granted for military or special services, empresario grants, and those 
grants, I take it, it is not the purpose of Congress to confirm. 

So, if it be true that no action is required to confirm the perfect 
grants, it seems to me that we should consider what the policy and 
practice of Mexico were, what the law was. If there can be any law 


shown by which citizens or emigrants were te have titles by virtue of | 


settlement and occupation to more than 11 leagues of land, it issome- 
thing that I do not know of, except for empresario grants. 


There were at the time of the revolution in Texas and the annexa- | 


tion numbers of empresario grants in Texas with conditions unfulfilled. 
They remained unfulfilled, and there never was any pretense that the 
grantees were entitled to the land on these empresario grants where 
they had not introduced the required number of settlers and complied 
with the terms of the law. 


If the proposition is te go beyond 11 leagues of land, I do not know | 
what it can be for unless it be to confirm these empresario grants, as | 
they are termed. Soin this view I do not think that I can vote for | 


the amendment, though it is apparently fair upon its tace. 
Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I do not think we have any need on 
this amendment to discuss the question of how many cases would arise 


for the discrimination that is suggested. All that I have to present to | 


the Senate upon this subject has relation to the very point itself of how 

a court can be put under such constraint as this clause imposes. I be- 

lieve this to be a court in every proper sense. It is created for partic- 

ular jurisdiction, but it is not intended to cripple it as to the general 

principles and duties of courts to do justice, to examine and decide ac- 
* cording to the truth. 

There are grants that we will suppose are perfectly valid for a larger 
area than 11 square leagues. That is the postulate upon which the 
argument is now to proceed, that under the previous engagements, un- 
der the previous endowments, under the. previous recognitions, and un- 


der previous possessions under the laws and customs and authority of 


Government that reigned over this region before we acquired it, there 


are areas where there is every degree of firmness and rectitude of title. | 


Then this says but no such confirmation shall be given, notwithstand- 
ing the territery embraced in the treaty requires that whatever was 
right and proper for that Government is to be right and proper for us. 

All these things being conceded in respect to a territory described by 
metes and bounds, but whose circumscription includes more than 11 

uare leagues, there shall be a decision of the court to that effect, to 
wit, that the man who has a good title by metes and bounds as thus 
circumscribed, and yet the judgment shall give a decision and confirm 
a right for a lesser part of it. How can a judge, how can a court, how 
can a law-making power enable a court to decide in behalt of a claim- 
ant that he is entitled to 96,000 acres and therefore he shall have judg- 
ment for 48,000? Was there any tribunal ever invented or called into 
ing that could write into its decree in terms, “this plaintiff is en- 
titled to 96,000 acres; therefore we give judgment for 4%,000?’’ 


But, Mr. President, this sudden jump {rom justice and power in the | 


very decree that proceeds to state it and enforce it has this infirmity: 
When a judgment is given forall the area included within the cireum- 
scription of right, then a title is confirmed and is understood, but when 
the enunciation is that one-half of it is decreed, where isthe half? Is 
there anything in the court to determine that? Is it a question of dis- 
eretion and eaprice that as you are entitled to 96,000 acres you shall 
have48,000? Whois to have the rest? The United States? Are the 


wie 
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| plaintiffs and the United States put upon the footing of tenants in com- 
} mon of the 96,000 acres? Short of that, no judgment whatever can be 
framed. If you confirm a certain number of acres you must have a 
description of those acres or else you must give to the plaintiff a ter 
ancy in common with the United States for the whole 


area. 


If, then, you come to drawing this line to mark out the 48,000 acres 

for the United States and the 48,000 acres for the private rightiul claim- 

| ant of the whole, where is the line to be drawn? Is it a judicial fun 
tion to draw it? Half may be valuable; half may | :paratively ot 
little value. Is then a line north and south, or east and west, to be 
drawn, and who is to draw the line? Is the poor land to go to the ° 
plaintiff and the good land to the United States, or by an oppo 
tribution ? 

| No, it is not a judicial transaction. It never can be ajudicia ' 


action to find that a plaintiff is entitled to 96,000 acres, and there 
| he shall have judgment for48,000 acres. This arrangement of th 
| ation of the 11 square leagues'is written with a scratch of a pen, bu 
it is not a judicial transaction and no court can act upon it in th 
lesser infirmity in the matter that I suggested of 
plaintiffs good acres are. 

I must think, therefore, that the amendment proposed by the Sen 
| ator from Colorado who sits near me is quite right in removing noi 
| only this blot upon the administration of justice and the dignity and 


aying where the 


| faith of the treaty, butupon the infirmity of the transaction its 
it is iropossible of execution in dividing the land. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that some member of the committee ought to 
explain clearly to the Senate why this limit of 11 square leagues is 
placed in the bill. Of course there must be a reason anda theory upon 
which that limitation is made, and that ought to be explained. Pe 
| haps I ought to know myself. 
| Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, in response to the suggestion of the 
| Senator from Connecticut, I will state (and I am very sorry to detain 
| the Senate with the statement) the origin of this 11-league provision 
| in the bill. The bill puts a limit upon the confirmation of all grants 
| to be made by the court contemplated by the bill at 11 leagues. The 
| Senator from Connecticut asked some member of the committee to ex 

plain the 11-league business. 

Twenty-four years before the treaty of Guadalupe Llidalgo, in Au 

| gust, 1824, the Government of Mexico, from which of course we derive 
| this land, declared by a solemn law, what they denominated a national 
law, that no greater quantity than 11 leagues should be granted within 
the limits of that country, about 50,000 acres of land, I believe. The 

junior Senator from Texas tells me exactly 48,758 acres. 
| ‘Lhe Government of Mexice declared that to be her law, and that is 
| the origin of the principle embodied in this bill. By the treaty which 
we made with the Government of Mexico we stand exactly in the place 
of that Government in reference to all land grants that the people 
| claimed, that the people had, whether they were citizens of Mexico or 
| whether they were foreigners. By the treaty we stepped right into the 
| shoes of Mexico. 

It is admitted, for it can not be denied, and it isnot susceptible of de- 
nial, that after August 4, 1824, there could be no claim under a Mexi- 
can land grant for an areaexceeding llleagues. It has been intimated 
in the debate, and it was a natural conception from a casual reading of 
the history of land grants, that while the Republic of Mexico itself had 
declared by law that it could not grant more than 11 leagues, yet the 
separate states of Mexico, called in the Mexican law the territories of 
Mexico, could grant a larger area of land than 11 leagues, 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like tosay tothe Senator from North Car 
olina, if he will allow me, that there is just as much, distinction in 
Mexican history and in the Mexican constitution and laws between a 
territory and a state as there is in the United States. A state there 
| is just as much of a state as it ishere, and a territory there is just what 
it is here. 

Mr. RANSOM, I will not take the time to quibble about words. 
| The Senator from Alabamaand myself might differ on that point. My 
| impression, as positive as an intelligent impression can be, is that the law 
| of Mexico inspeaking about what it terms states in Mexico calls them 
territories. But whether they are called states or whether they are 

ealled territories, they were governed by the general law of the voun- 
try, and no state or no territory—have it as you will—after August 4, 
} 


that 


Aly 





1824, could grant to any person more than 11 leagues of land. 

I do not propose te take up the time of the Senate, but if there should 
be any dispute about that I have the history here, taken from the bis- 
tory of the land laws of the United States, and I have the land laws 
of Mexico itself, all declaring that neither these states nor territories 
after August 4, 1524, could grant more than 11 leagues. ~ 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. From the fact that so much opposition appears io this 
limit of 11 leagues which the court may confirm, I am led to conclude 
that there have been some grants atsometimeof mere than 11 leagnes. 
| Mr. RANSOM, If the Senator from Connecticut will pardon me, I 
| was coming to that. I was disposing, in the statement which I am 
making, first, of the grants which toek place after August 4,1~24, and 
showing that they could not exceed 11 leagues. In reference to grants 
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before 1824, if the Senate will give mea little of their attention, I think 
I can make myself clear. There were grants made or promised by the 
Spanish Government, and there were grants made, if you may call them 
80, bythe Mexican Government as a province of the Dominion of Spain 
betore 1821, and perhaps before August 4, 1824. There is a period be- 
tween 1821 and 1824 about which there is some doubt. My own im- 
pression is that not one was ever made after 1821; but I state that only 
as my impression. I do not declare it to be a fact. 

Before that time the Spanish Government and the Mexican Govern- 
ment, as a province or State under the Spanish Dominion, had made 
larger grants, and they had made grants of two general characters, two 


general classes. One of the classes you may cal! completed or perfected 
or consummated grants. The other you may call incomplete or eqni- 
table or inchoate grants, and very often those grants exceeded 11 leagues, 

Mr, SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. RANSOM, Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What, in a word, is the distinction between the 


completed or perfected grants and the inchoate grants? 

Mr. RANSOM. I will give the Senator from Wisconsin all the in- 
formation I have upon that subject, and Iam not surprised at the 
question, because at first it was amystery to me, but I have looked into 
itas wellasI could. I know the Senator from Wisconsin will not take 
it amiss if J say to him that that question has been decided repeatedly 
by the State courts in the States where those grants lay, and almost as 
repeatedly by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a branch of the law which I have never had 
occasion to be familiar with, and I thought the Senator, being the chair- 
man of the Committee on Private Land Claims, might perhaps in a 
word or two explain. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will draw the distinction as briefly as it is pos- 
sible for me todoit. A perfected grant under the Spanish or Mexican 
law, to come right to the kernel of it, was agrantin which the grantee 
had been invested with actual ion of the premises. 

Mr. STEWART. It required more than that. 

Mr. RANSOM, If the Senator will just wait in patience a little 
while, I will give him an opportunity. 

The Mexican law and the Spanish law, both the same upon this sub- 
ject, required as the final seal livery of seizin, if I may call it so in 
speaking to the Senator from Wisconsin. As the final seal upon the 
land grant it required that an officer of the government representing 
its sovereignty should, in the presence of the neighbors, in the pres- 
ence of the public, upon a declared day, go upon the premises, well 
defined by metes and bounds, and there in the broad daylight, after 
proclamation, giving notice to all the world, and place the grantee in 
actnal possession of the land. 

That was called—I wil! give the English words for it, not the Mex- 
ican or Spanish—‘‘juridical possession.’’ Iapprehend, if I may say it 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, that my friend from Nevada was about 
to tell him what he would have anticipated, that prior to this there had 
been other preliminaries, There had been aconcession; there had been 
a promise of the sovereignty that upon A B going and taking posses- 
sion of certain lands and performing certain conditions of various char- 
acters he should finally be invested with this juridical possession; but 
I think I am not in error in stating that this juridical possession was 
absolutely essential in Mexico to a perfect title. 

Mr. President, I think I know what every Senator is saying on this 
subject. He is saying very much what the Senator from New York 
| Mr. EvArts], who has just spoken upon the floor of the Senate, said. 
He is saying that if these grants were made by Spain before 1824 for 
more than 11 leagues, how is it that the Committee on Private Land 
Claims in this bill bas confined the confirmation of a grant to 11 
leagues? If the Senate will hear me, I will try to make that clear. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I understand the Senator, it is this possession 
which consummates and makes perfect the grant. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir; that is my impression about it. 
what the Supreme Court ot the United States has said. 

Now, then, I repeat that Senators may ask, how is it, if Spain ever 
granted or promised to grant or put in the on of any one of her 
citizens or any foreigner a larger amount of land than 11 leagues—about 
50,000 acres of land—how is it that the Committee on Private Land 
Claims for the last twenty years has been coming before the Senate and 
proposing a bill which reduces the limit to 11 leagues. If I can have 
the attention of the Senate, I think that every Senator who hears me— 
I do not wish to be presumptuous about it—will say that in equity 
the proposition is one of extreme grace and not of hardship to the 
claimant for more than 50,000 acres. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate in the first place to the 
value of that Spanish land at the time these grants are said to have 
been made, It becomesinteresting in this connection and in no other 
way. Fifteen dollars was the lawful price for a league of Mexican 
land, 

Mr. DAWES. A square league? 

Mr, RANSOM. Abont 5,000 acres~-4,870 or 4,880 acres. 

Mr. COKE. Four thousand four hundred and twenty-eight acres. 

Mr, RANSOM. Four thousand four hundred and twenty-eight acres, 
as theSenator from Texas says. Have it that way. Fifteen dollars 
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was the lawfal price for that land according to the Mexican law, or, in 
other words, one-third of a cent per acre, and $40 a league for that which 
was subject to irrigation and could be cultivated would be not quite a 
cent an acre. 

Mr. President, we stand in the place of the Mexican Government to 
all intents and purposes, and under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
we must carry out our obligations to these grantees or claimants. | 
respect the tender conscience of gentlemen who talk about the national 
faith, but if they have considered the subject they will see that they 
are stretching it to the very last extremity and even beyond that. 

Vhat did the Mexican Government do itself? We have the history 
here. The land commission appointed by the Governmentof the United 
States to examine these questions have left no donbt upon it, and the 
Mexican Government tree times from i824 to 1848, by public law and 
by repeated proclamations, called upon the claimants of these land 
grants to comply with the conditions under which they were prom- 
ised, and denounced a forfeiture if the conditions were not complied 
with, 

Gentlemen tell us we violate national faith, we commit spoliation, 
we are bound to carry out the obligations of Mexico as she regarded 
them; but I want the ear of the Senator from Connecticut for one mo- 
ment. He may not be satisfied with the proposition which I have 
just announced. When was the Jaw confining the limit to 11 leagues 
enacted? On the 4th of August, 1824. How long was it before the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and the Gadsden purchase? Twenty- 
four years in one case and twenty-nine in the other; and daring all 
that time the Mexican Government was calling upon these claimants 
to come forward and perfect their grants by fulfilling their obligations 
and the conditions of the grant. It is a cruel and barbaroug hardship 
that this Government——. 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator allow me” 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HEARST. _DoI understand from what the Senator says that 
this is a gift to the American people from our Government, and that 
they have no right there? 

Mr. RANSOM. A gift to whom? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. To the holders of these grants. 

Mr. HEARST. I did not understand it to mean anything of the 
kind. Iam nota pauper myself. I do not want the Government of 
the United States to give me anything; and if I own 96,000 acres I do 
not want 25,000 acres for it either. 

Mr. RANSOM. With very great deference I will say that I was not 
thinking of the Senator from California; I was not thinking of his land 
grants, or of hiscondition at all. Weallonly wish we were in the same 
condition as he; and it will hardly be received as an argument upon a 
question of law or equity here what any one of us may think we would 
do or would not do. 

Mr. HEARST. You made an assertion that I could not understand, 
and I want to understand your position. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator from California had listened to me 
he would hare known exactly what I mean; that this is an equitable 
claim, and nothing but an equitable claim, and that the Government 
of the United States carrying it out is exerting its grace, its equity to 
the utmost, and in ninety-nine cases out of one hundred, in my judg- 
ment, it is not bound to give anything. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me ask my friend a question. 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to get at the truth in this matter. Why 
should not the surveyors-general and the United States attorneys in 
these several Territories be instructed to select claims and summon the 
men, and put the burden upon us? 

Mr. RANSOM, Oh, Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecticut 
had given himself the trouble, though this is not the first time that 
he has asked questions upon this subject and I hope it will not be the 


That is | last one, no doubt if this matter had come before the Senator from 


Counecticut on some committee with which he was connected he would 
have found ont that as far back as 1854 the Government of the United 
States made it the duty of the surveyors-general of these Territories 
to inquire into the origin, the nature, the character, the extent, the 
law, and the equity of all these claims, and the Senator would then 
have learned —— 7 

Mr, HAWLEY. Mr. President —— 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam very glad to have his interruptions, but I am 
only afraid of tiring the Senate witIrthis old story. If the Senator had 
borne with me a little longer he would have found that these surveyors- 
general in the first and then a commission appointed in the sec- 
ond place, during seventies, undertook to make some report upon 
these matters, and he would find that over a thousand claims were pre- 
sented to the surve eral and the commission, anda large num- 
ber of them were refi tothe Land Office in this city, and one hun- 
dred and fifty of them were referred to Congress, and about eight hun- 
dred and fifty of them stand to-day under a cloud. 

I do not know why I should be so interested*in this matter, for i 
suppose of any man in the Senate a man from North Carolina has the 
least personal interest in such a matter, but if the Senator from Con- 
necticut had looked into this history he would have found this start- 
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ling fact confronting him, that while New Mexico and Arizona con-| Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir; inchoate or equitable estates. The Su- 
tain not quite 150,000,000 acres, the claims of the grantees amount to | preme Court makes the two terms synonymous. 

80,000,000 acres at present, more than one-half of the land in all New Mr. SPOONER. That applies only to those estates which wer 


Mexico and Arizona combined. He would have found that the sur- | granted upon condition, and as to which the conditions have not been 

veyors-general of the Territories, the land commission, and all who | performed, and which the Government of the United States as the 

have looked into it were startled, confounded, appalled at these enor- | successor, if you please, of the grantor may or may not at its sovereign 

mous demands upon the Government of this conntry—one-half of those | will grant, regrant, or revoke 

two great Territories claimed under clouded, and mythical, andheaven | When I look at section 13 of this bill it seems to me it excludes, 

knows what kind of grants from old Spain and Mexico. although I may be altogether mistaken, merely inchoate or ¢ table 
Mr. HAWLEY. I should really like to know whether the Senator | estates as to which the grantee has no legal right 





refers to claims in which there has been some progress made or claims | Mr. RANSOM. There isa very broad exception in th 
which have never been put into force in any way or shape. Doeshe!| Mr. SPOONER. Section 13 provides 
refer t6 men who are already in possession and whose titles are sup- That al! the foregoing proceedings and rights sha lucted and d ed 
posed to be clouded, or tomen who hold some old Spanish or Mexican | subject to the following provisions, as well as to tl ther pre ns of this 
rs that have never been applied to lands? [a RP Se Eee ta 
Mr. RANSOM. I am very much obliged—and it is no pretense or | fully and regularly derived from the Government of Spain or Mexico, and c 
form that I say so—to the Senator from Connecticut when he asks me | that at the date of the acquisition of the Territory by the United States t 
that question. I was justapproaching that point in the line of my state- | (iment would have had a lawful right to make perfect had the Ter 
ment when the Senator asked me the question. nearer een ee 
As I have so often said before, and as has been repeated upon this | 
floor a hundred times, this bill does not affect—as the lawyers say it | 
has no jurisdiction whatever of a perfect claim—a completed claim. | 
The Supreme Court of the United States, in case after case before it, | 
to which I can refer if it will please any gentleman, has so declared in 
the Florida cases, in the Lovisiana cases, and even in the California cases, 
and the State courts of Texas have so declared, and the State courts of 
Florida, and all of the States in the Louisiana purchase have so de- | 
clared. , 
I have here one of the ablest decisions I ever read from the supreme | 
court of Texas, the case of Hancock rs. McKinney, in which they say 
that the courts of the country by force of the treaty itself, which is the 
supreme law of the land, are obliged to take notice of a perfect title, | mean to ask him another question by way of answering his question 
and where a man has a perfect title Congress can not take it from him. | but by way of putting light upon this question I will ask the Senato: 
I suppose there is not a lawyer here, if his attention has been called if he does not think that that clanse excludes perfected titles? I am 





That is not all 
end that the United States are bo 

Not as a matter of grace. Weare not bound to do anythirg asa 
matter of grace 
and that the United States are lx d, upon the principles of pub! \ 
the provisions of the treaty of cessi to respect and permit to become comy 
and perfect. 

Now, does the Senator claim that that refers to a purely inchoate 
floating claim that the Government is at liberty to reject or to confirm 
as it chooses ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I think I can answer the Serfator 
from Wisconsin. I certainly can to my own satisfaction. I do not 


to it at all, who does not know of fifty cases in the Supreme Court of | not doing it by way of debate. I am only doing it to find the impres 
the United States and in the State courts where that fact has been | sion upon the Senator's mind. 
stated. Mr. SPOONER. Iam notat all clear as to the distinction which the 
In reply to the Senator from Connecticut, I will say that this bill | Senator draws or attempts to draw between an inchoate and a periected 
does not touch the title of a man who has a perfect right to his prop- | title in this connection. I know the difference upon the general prin- 
erty. Asthe Supreme Court said in the case of Frémont vs. The United | ciples of law, but it seems to me, if I may be permitted to say so to 
States, in what is known as the Mariposa grant, Chief-Justice Taney | the Senator, that this subdivision to which I have just called hisatten 
and Judge Campbell, although they differed in the judgment of the | tion excludes from coniirmation and the consideration of the court any 
case, agreed, as did all the judges, in one thing, that this legislation | claim except one which under the laws of Mexico at the time this ter 
only referred and only could refer to inchoate or equitable grants. ritory was acquired the grantee had a right in law to periect, and, 
If a man in New Mexico, ora man in Arizona, ora man in California | second, the Government of the United States having by the treaty ac 
has a perfect title, the courts of the country are obliged to take cogni- | quired the property, only such claims as the United States are bound 
zance of it and protect him. That dismisses that part of the case, the | upon the principles of public law or by contract to permit to become 
pertect title part. Now, we come to the incohate titles, what the Su- | completed and perfected. 
preme Court very properly called the equitable titles. We come to Now, Mr. President, I am not at this moment able to understand 
what may be very properly termed concessions granted to A, B, ©, or | upon what theory in the case covered by section 13, where the grantee 
D, or fifty or one hundred persons, difterent people, by the Mexican or | under the Mexican Government is entitled from the United States, 
the Spanish Government of so much land when certain things should | upon the principles of public law or by the provisious of the treaty of ces- 
have been done, when tne land has been so long cultivated, when so | sion, to perfect a grant of, if you please, 93,000 acres, it is proposed 
many farmers, or herdsmen, or artisans have been settled upon it; | here to confine his recovery to a lesser number of acres. 
when so many conditions have been performed, and which the grantee | Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator. I thought I had an 


did not perform. | swered it. I do not care to repeat myself. 
In reply to the first question the Senator from Connecticut asks me, | Mr. SPOONER. 1 understood the Senator’s answer, and the Sena- 
and in reply to the Senator from California, 1 want to state distinctly | tor’s answer upon the — 


that in my judgment—I do not say that is the judgment of the com-| Mr. RANSOM. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for asking 
mittee, for I should go far beyond what would be proper if Isaid that— | the question, because if I have not made myself clear, I desire to mak« 
the equity is very slight indeed upon this Government to go back and | myself clear. 
make valid and give life and right and power and vigor to a claim Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has made himeelf clear, and I thin} 
which for twenty-four or twenty-nine years the grantee or the con- | upon the Senator’s statement of the law and the facts his answer to 
cessee had not tried to make perfect under the demands of his country. | the question which I put to him a littie while ago was a complete one 
I say that a court of equity does not sit in a civilized country under | The Senator said this law was applicable only to inchoate grants, to 
the sun that, when that court considers the immense increased value | grants which the Government had a right to recall if it saw fit 
of that country, when it sees under the mere influence of the American | Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator at once. I understand 
flag and American law a country that was only worth one-third of a | the Senator. I need not ask the Senator from Wisconsin the question 
cent an acre is now worth a dollar and a quarter, or five, or ten. or | I am going to put tohim. Every lawyer, every intelligent nran, every 
twenty dollars—when it sees the lands neglected and that the grantees | fair-minded man in the world will give the answer the Senator must 
for twenty-five or twenty-nine years would noteven assert theirclaims, | give me. May not an inchoate, an equitable title have the force of the 
when it sees these halls and passages and corridors and lobbies crowded | law? Does it not have the force of law? But I say that in a large 
with people seeking for those lands, it would say that 50,000 acres of | number of these cases—not perhaps in every one, far from it—I do not 
American land is a grand and munificent compensation for 60,000 or | know what circumstances may have happened in the fulfillment of the 


100,000 of the wild waste of Mexico. obligations of these concessions in M: o, but in a Jarge number ot 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? | these cases the equity would be very meager indeed and very slight 
*Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure. upon which a grant could be perfected 


Mr. SPOONER. I have listened with great interest to the veryelo-| I thank the Senator from Wisconsin for putting the question to me, 
ao speech which the Senator has made upon this subject, and I con- | for it may be that I did not in my general statement make myself as 
my want of acquaintance with these Mexican and Spanish grants, | clear as I should have done. This })i!! does not deny, this bill does not 
I never had any occasion as a practicing lawyer or as « student of law | pretend to deny, this bill ought not and should not deny the confinma- 
to give special attention to the subject, and the Senator, of course, is | tion of any cleat and definite and fair graat made by the Government 
quite familiar with it. of Mexico or the Government of Spain to a grantee. 
Mr. RANSOM. I never was, until very recently, myself. Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, the Senator will permit me 
‘Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator to say repeatedly in the | to ask if it is a clear, definite, and fair grant from the Government of 
course of his argument that this bill applies only to cquitable estates. | Mexico, which onght to be confirmed beeause it isa elear, fair, aad 
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definite grant, why should the recovery be limited by act of Congress 
to 11 leagues, when the clear, fair, definite grant by Mexico was larger 
than that? 3 

Mr. RANSOM, I will answer the Senator. 
to it; I thank him for bringing me right to that question. If it is a | 
clear, fair, straight grant this bill does not deprive him of it in the 
least; this bill does not take an acre of land from him, but this bill 
does not confirm that grant except for 50,000 acres and leaves him his 
remedy to come to Congress with the same right he has now and the 
same right he had under Mexico or Spain. 

Mr. HOAR. Will theSenator from North Carolina allow me to make 
& suggestion in that connection ? 


Mr, RANSOM. =I will. 
Mr. HOAR. I was very much impressed by the argument of my 
honorable friend from New York [Mr. Evarrs] until I looked at the 


bill after he made it, and it struck me that the bill was framed per- 
haps on this theory: Down to the present time we have treated the 
eontirmation of these Spanish grants as @ legislative question. It was 
an obligation like a Government bond which ordinarily does not go 
into the courts, and we settle in Congress what is the obligation. We 
settled the question whether they were payable in gold or currency, and 
soon. There are a thousand public obligations which we treat and do 
not commit to the courts of the country. That is the case with most 
of our treaty obligations with foreign nations. Wedeal with them here. 

The fourth paragraph of section 13 provides that— 

No claim shall be allowed for any land the right to which has hitherto been 
lawfully acted upon and decided by Congress, or under its authority. 

In other words, from the date of the treaty or the acquisition of this 
land until to-day we have treated the question of our obligations as to 
these titles, not as a judicial one, but one to depend upon the sense of 
justice and of publicobligation of Congress. That isaffirmed nowin the 
bill. That is not objected to so faras I hear, and it was not objected to 
by the Senator from New York in his earnest argument, 

Now, this bill proceeds tosay that all questions under this of public 
obligation having been determined by Congress hitherto and upto the 
present time, we still reserve all questions above 11 leagues, if that 
is the amount, as a legislative question, while even on the ground that 
Congress decides now, for instance, that there never was a lawful grant 
above 11 leagues, we do not mean to allow the courts to set one up. 
That we reserve for our own consideration. Then the bill says, begin- 
ning in section 12: 

That all claims which are by the provisionsof this act authorized tobe pros- 
ecuted shall, at the end of two years from the taking effect of this act, if no 
petition in respect to the same shall have then been filed as hereinbefore pro- 


vided, be deemed and taken, in all courts and elsewhere, to be abandoned and 
shall be forever barred. 


Then it goes on to say, in the seventh clause of section 13: 


Seventh. No confirmation shail in any case be made or patent issued for a 
greater quantity than ii square leagues of land to or in the right of any one 
original grantee or claimant, or in the right of any one original grant to two 
or more persons jointly, nor for a greater quantity than was authorized by the 
respective laws of Spain o: Mexico applicable to the claim. 

I should understand that to mean that a claim for a greater quantity 
was not authorized to be prosecuted in acourt, Where you say ina 
bill that the court shall not render judgment for more than $5,000 it 
would seem a pretty strong implication that a claim for more than 
$5,000 should not be prosecuted in the court and would be excluded 
from the court. Now certainly that would either be the construction 
of the act, or the alternative would be that anybody who saw fit, in- 
stead of prosecuting a suit,to come to Congress for a remedy hereafter, 
anybody who saw fit to disclaim so much of what he might conceive 
his claim, not exceeding 11 leagues, might sue for the balance. 

The Senator from New York says, how are you going to determine 
whether he shall have a judgment for his best piece of land or his worst 
piece of land, or how is it just to give a man who claims 96,000 acres 
48,000? Te answer is that the meaning of this bill seems to be that 
the man must determine thatfor himself. He can not come before this 
court for a claim except for some distinct land for which he wants the 
title confirmed, and he can not come before this court and have the 
title confirmed for above 11 leagues. 

Mr. RANSOM, May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. Has he never known aman to bring suit for a much 
larger quantity of land than he secured by a judgment ? 

Mr. HOAR. I was trying to come to the aid of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope so. 

Mr. HOAL. And I think my proposition may perhaps aid him. A 
man may undoubtedly bring a suit for $100,000 when he expects to 
get a judgment for fifty; but you can bring suit fora specific thing like 
a horse in replevin ora hundred thousand acres of land in a real action 
when the court has not jurisdiction over replevins for horses or real ac- 
tions for 100,000 acres. You can bring a suit for 100,000acres of land 
and get judgment tor on)y 50,000 acres. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President-—— 
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Mr. RANSOM. 
tion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PuLatr in chair). 


Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 


The Senator 


I am glad he has come | from North Carolina is entifled to the floor in his own right. 


Mr. RANSOM. A very wise man, a very great man, and in my judg- 
ment one of the greatest men who ever sat in this body, now a mem- 
ber of the Supreme Court, Jate a Senator from the State of Mississippi, 
once remarked to me when the Senator from Massachusetts was put- 
ting a question tosomebody, ‘‘Always think twice before you answer 
a question put by the Senator from Massachusetta,’’ and it was avery 
wise piece of advice. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
oue question. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me reply to this question. 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir, not until I am done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iwill give way in one minute. If I understand 
the Senator*‘from Massachusetts, he has declared that the court would 
not have jurisdiction except for the 50,000 acres or 11 leagues. The 
Senator sees exactly where I am coming to. If the court has not juris- 
diction of cases over 11 leagues, he knows that the grantee would not 
be bound by any action of the court, because it would be going beyond 
its strength if it touched the matter. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. RANSOM. I will give way to the Senator from Nevada, and 


| then answer the Senator from Massachusetts. 


Mr, STEWART. The Senator from Massachusetts probably sup- 
posed this was on action in ejectmént or an action to recover a particu- 
lar piece of ground. If I can have the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts a little while I think I can enlighten him somewhat on 
this subject. The question of recovering specific lands as in an action 
of ejectment will not arise in these proceedings. These claims are 
generally grants within exterior boundaries which are named in the 
grants and are sometimes miles away, including thousands and thou- 
sands of acres if you follow it out on the exterior boundaries, more than 
the land actually granted, and this provides, as all these bills provide, 
for the presenting of the claim. 

The first question is the validity of the claim, no matter of what size 
the claim is. The holder can present it and ascertain the validity of 
the claim. Then the next proposition is to have it surveyed. It oc- 
curs sometimes that the courts have had it done, and sometimes the 
land department locates it. This bill carries thatout and then locates 
where it is, and if the parties come in and claim that they are entitled 
to a million acres of land somewhere within those bounds, the first 
thing to be investigated is whether they had any Jands at all, and that 
having been ascertained, the land would be selected to the extent of 
the grant, if there is no other limitation upon it, within the exterior 
boundaries, but this puts a limitation as to the quantity. : 

That limitation as toquantity was generally contained in the grants ; 
for instanee, 10 leagues, and then they would name certain ex 
bovudaries. The proposition then was to see whether the party had 
any claim at all, so that it is not a suit for a specific thing, and the 
description does not describe any specific thing. It describes a coun- 
try, within which some land is to be subsequently ascertained, and 
ordinarily the grantee is supposed to have the right of selection of the 
location of his lands within these exterior boundaries. 

So it is apparent that there will be no difficulty under this law at all. 
Whatever claim a person had he would not be thrown out of court. 
If he had a valid claim he would have it confirmed, and if there was 
no limitation he would have a limitation placed upon it by an original 
grant, and if there was a further limitation placed upon it by Congress 
he has the selection. 

I do not think there will be any difficulty or hardship in this. If 
injustice should be done in a particular case the party would have the 
advantage under this bi!l of having the main question determined that 
he had a valid title, and all can have that question determined, which 
will be very important. Then having a valid grant, ifhe does not get 
what he is entitled to, he can come to Congress; and this, asI said the 
other day, is entirely in harmony with former legislation upon this 
same question. Take for example Florida. There laws were 
appointing a commission and authorizing them to examine the titles 
and report upon them, and where the title did not exceed 2,500 acres 
they could confirm it absolutely. All the small claims were confirmed 
in that way in Florida, and the others were reported to Congress that 
further proceedings might be had. 

This is to orgauize a court to investigate these titles. They will be 
presented and the court can confirm them to the extent of 48,000 acres. 
If there is any hardship that comes from that we can hereafter meet that 
question. This bas been considered so often in the Senate and by such 
eminent mem and passed here with this limitation so frequently, that 
I came to the conclusion—first I objected to the limitation, but I finally 
came to the conclusion, on thinking it all over, that it was best to let 
the bill pass in this shape; that it would cover the most meritorious 
cases, and those cases where the claimants have an excess will be 
for further consideration of the confirmation of that title, and I think 
those having interests there had better accept this limitation. 





1890. 





Mr. RANSOM. I feel that I have taken up too much of the valu- Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. sir 
I simply have | 


able time of the Senate at this late day in the session. 
aword farther to say. Aiter very careful investigation of the question 
myself—and I am saying this in regard to the general remark I made 
about the invalidity and worthiessness of most of these claims—I have 
no doubt that there are some claims and many claims that Congress or 
a court of equity or even a court of law woald confirm and that ought 
to be confirmed. 

I wish to repeat again that I have been a little surprised not to see 
my friend from Kansas here. I have been surprised, if | may take the 
liberty of saying so, at my friend from Colorado, and I have been sur- 
prised after we have had this question here for eighteen years certainly, 
and probably before, at the objections made to the bill. There are no 
clauses in this bill but what have passed the fire of the Senate now five 
times. ‘This is the first time we have had a vote or shall have a vote 
upon the question of whether there should be a special court for this 
special service or whether it should be the regular court of the Terri- 
tery. That provision of the special court is new; at least the Senate 
has passed but once upon it, and one other provision in the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Nevada is new, and that has been amended 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

Now, I hope it is not amiss for me to say that the governor of New 
Mexico and the delegation appointed by the peuple of New Mexico 
have been before the committee and explained their wishes and their 
views upon the bill, and the last objection that they have had to it was 
that they did not think we had made the bill as broad as it ought to 
be in reference to the small holders, the occupants by possession in the 
Territory, and we made it as broad as they desired it. 

The Senator from Colorado took occasion this morning to say, and 
perhaps very properly—lI find no fault with him forsaying it—that all 
the Senators and all the people of the country who are interested in 
this bill did not approve of it, but Senators 2,000 miles away from 
there were favoring the bill. There is the Senator from Nevada; there 
is the Delegate from New Mexico; there is the governor of New Mex- 
ico. Is thatall, sir? Where did this bill have itsorigin? It has the 
sanction here of Judge Thurman, of the senior Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Epmunps], of Mr. Justice and Senator Davis, of Illinois, of Mr. 
Garland, ex-Attorney-General of the United States. It has the sanc- 
tion of a majority of the Senate by four votes to one for the last eight- 
een years. This is the sanction with which it is presented to-day. 

The bill may not meet and does not meet and can not meet every 
emergency or exception that may arise. It is impossible that any bill 
for the first time constructed and passed upon a new subject cau meet 
all the difficulties and exceptions that may arise. Mr. President, this 
great thing, this beautiful thing that we call equity, this grandest of 
all human principles of law, this principle that tempers the law and 
makes it nearer the law of nature and of God, had its origin and has 
had its maintenance since in the great fact that no law can be made to 
meet all the hardships and all the difficulties that may oceur in its 
administration. 

The people of New Mexico and of Arizona are crying for this law. 
Their Legislatures have appealed to Congress, their governors have ap- 
pealed to Congress, representatives from the people have appealed to 
Congress. The President of the United States sent a message to the 
Senate bared upon a law written by the Mexican minister to the late 
Secretary of State, asking us to act upon this matter. I hope, sir, the 
bill will pass after we have heard gentlemen upon it as well as we can. 
I am very sorry that I have detained the Senate so long. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to a question before he 
closes ? 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment of the Senator from Colorado 
{Mr. Woicotr]—and I believe that is the pending question—says: 


Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora 

ter quantity of land than was originally granted by the Government un- 

r which the claim had inception, or for any greater quantity of land than was 
legally granted by such Government when the same was made. 


Now, I see in section 6 your bill provides: 

That it shall and may be lawfui for any person or persons or corporation, or 
their legal representatives, claiming lands within the limits of the territory de- 
rived by the United States from the Kepublic of Mexico and now embraced 
within the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, or Utah, or within 
the States of Nevada or of Colorado, by virtue of any such Spanish or Mexican 
grant, concession, warrant, or survey as the United States are bound to recog- 
nize and confirm by virtue of the treaties of cession of said country by Mexico 
to the United States which at the date of the passage of this act have not been 
confirmed by act of Congress, or otherwise finally decided upon by lawful au- 
thority, and which have not be¢ome compicte and perfect, in every such case 
to present a petition, etc. 

That would seem to indicate in the use of the words ‘‘Spanish or 
Mexican” an origin of title from two different sources, one probably 
from the mother country, Spain, and one from Mexico. Now, theSen- 
ator in his remarks this morning, in discussing the quantity to be in- 
cluded in a grant, referred to the Mexican act of 1824, which confines 
the amount of the grantsto 11 leagues. Were there not grants of lands 
within the territory ceded to the United States prior to that time, and 
if so, under what law were they granted and what were the amounts? 

Mr. RANSOM. Is that the question the Senator wants me to 
answer? 
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Mr. RANSOM. 


I will try and not go over the same ground I have 
aiready occupied. 


I do not know how many—I dd@not know whether 
live or five hundred—but there were grants made by the Spanish Gov- 
ernment before the Mexican Government & government was estab- 
lished, before 1821, but none, ifany, of those grants had been com 
plied with. I want the attention of the Senator from Missouri 

Mr. COCKRELI lf am listening 

Mr. RANSOM. If the conditions of those grants had 
if they had been « ympleted and perfected and the grantees 
placed by the Spanish or Mexican Government in possession, this bill 
does not apply to tl [f for the twenty-four years from the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo and t enty-nine years from August 4, 1824 
3}, the date of the Gadsden purchase, the grantees of laims 
had not completed their grants, had done nothing to complete them 
had notimproved them, had not cultivated the land, had not brought 
population, then I, for one, say that 50,000 acer 
a grant of that character will 
Government, and instead ot 


ustice, he ought to hold 


as 


1 fulfilled 


had bee i 


rem. 

: 
he ty 
h 


to 185. those ¢ 


; of land toa man with 
be a gracious act upon the part of th 
1is complaining that we are refusing him 
is hands and thank us that we have 
given him a chance for 50,000 acres of land where he had not fulfilled 
the conditions of his contract. I stated, but t Senator from Mis 

souri did not hear me, that four times during the twenty-four y 
from 1824 to 1848, the Mexican Government called upon these grantees 
to fulfill their conditions and complete their grants; that it threatened 
a denouncement or a forfeiture of the grant itself 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did that denouncement ever take place ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I am sorry I can not tell the Senator about that 
I have tried to find out and I have failed to find out Chere isa very in 
teresting question upon that subject. I have desired to find out how 
many ot these land grants Mexico has confirmed in the last seventy 
years. I know this much, I see it in the history, that in 1853 the dic- 
tator Santa Anna revoked and annulled every one of the grants. 

Mr. COCK RELI In 1853? 


up h 


} 
ne 


2s, 


That was alter the cession. 


Mr. RANSOM, After the cession of one part of the territory. | 
am not claiming under that l only stateit. Idismissthat. It has 
nothing to do with this case. The Mexican Government afterwards 


revoked that decree. 

Now, Mr. President, let m« to the from Missouri that 
this whole question here is whether these grantees—I call them such 
to avoid apy circumlocution—did their duty and complied with the 
conditions of their grants and havea perfect title. If so, this bill does 
not touch them, and there is not a court in one of the Territoriesor one 
of the States that will not enforce or defend their rights, Ifthey have 
slept upon these concessions, if they did not do their duty and try to 
secure these grants, it is a bad course for them to come here and find 
fault because we will not do, as Congress did in one grant, give them 
1,700,000 acres and in another grant 1,000,000 acres ot land. 

Here is the argument that I have addressed to the equity and the 
judgmentoftheSenate. You take anacre of landin Mexico to-day that 
has stood there, and it would sell as it sold forty or fifty or one hun- 
dred years ago, at a quarter or half a cent an ac Across the line 
under the laws of this Republic it is worth $5), $5, $10, or $20 an 
acre. If any man, if any claimant, if any grantee has an inchoate, 
an equitable title, if he has a title that in the judgment of my friend 
from Colorado or my friend from Connecticut or my friend from Cali 
fornia would entitle him to relief and recovery, all he will have to do 
after he has got his 50,000 acres is to come to Congress and ask for the 
residne of hisclaim. Ido not know but what in the near fature it 
will be developed by this court that this bill ought to be amended, and 
a larger or asmaller and narrower provision made in this respect; but 
I say this much: This bill to-day, if it is passed, does not take th: 
shadow of right or of property from any human being, for it secure 
every poor man in the possession in New Mexico of his home withou 
cost, and where a man has an inchoate equitable title and he can prove 
it, it gives him 50,000 acres of land bim the same remeds 
he has now for the rest before Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like 
cludes, if the committee has no datain regard to these denounced land 
grants. HasourGovernmentobtained from the Mexican Government 
no information in regard to the claims which have been denounced by 
the Mexican Government, or which have been or which thereby becam« 
forfeited ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I hate to keep the Senate so long; Iam almost tired 
of hearing myself. If there is any information of that sort [ have not 
been able to lay my hand upon it »w that it is exactly 
pertinent to the Senator’s question, but I think it will throw some 
light upon this subject when I| state that the population of New Mexico 
in 1250 was 61,000 people. That was the population, and then they 
were claiming, ata low calculation, 50,000,000 acres of the lands in that 
Territory. ‘They were met, confronted, and beaten down by the absurd 
enormity of the claims presented to Congress and to the Interior De 
partment for settlement. 

I do not want to repeat what I said the other day. 


Su senator 


e 
re, 


and leaves 


to ask the Senator before he 


con- 


I do not kn 


I have no right 


to appeal to the Senate in this way, but, as the chairman of this com 
mittee, looking, in my feeble way, into our duty in respect to these 
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lands, I must say to the Senate that they can not act too cautiously and 
too prudently and avith too much reserve upon this question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, ldo not assume to be learned in the 
matter of Spanish and Mexican Jaws or the laws of these Territories in 
general, but I have one advantage of having no possible interest in this 








matter, I do not know a claimant; I do not know any man in posses- 
sion whose title is disputed. I look at the bill before us as a periect 
stranger. 
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ot the better in the fight. It kept possession of a vast area of land, 


but it set the good example after all, having gone that far, of paying | He asks what is the matter. 
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degrees in the holding of these lands. Smith bought from Jones, and 
Jones from Robinson, and Robinson from Wilcox, and so on, up to the 
man who gave $100 for an old piece of parchment that a Spaniard had, 
and Smith, now in possession, having held this land since 1848, since 
we took possession of that country, and the old Mexican having evi- 
dently lived there jor a generation or two, Smith now has no more doubt 
than the old hidalgo had that the title is perfect, and he does not come 
into your coart, and so be is gone irrevocably within two years, 
Resting there calmly in the midst of his flocks and herds, he is in- 
formed by a United States marshal ‘‘ this is all Government land.’’ 
He is told, ‘‘ Your title is not complete 


Mexico $15,000,000 tor the land taken, and agreeing in addition to pay | and has not become complete and perfect; it has not been confirmed 


claims to the extent of not more than three and one-quarter millions, 
So far so good, 

Then in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, made in the face of all the 
circumstances that have been discussed at length here since this bill 
has been pending, we promised to make good everybody’s land claim, 
and in section after section, tried, as the treaty shows upon its face, to 
be honorable and just about the whole matter. 

Now we are contronted with the fact that there have been some cloudy 
and doubtful titles down there. The Spanish rulers and after them 
the Mexican authorities, and I do not know but some of the Mexican 
States individually, were in the habit of throwing oat freely a deed or 
some sort of paper or authority for taking possession of tracts of land, 
large and small, in their unoccupied and, if you look at it then, almost 
useless, territory. By the treaty aforesaid we agreed to make good all 
equitable and just claims of all these people, whether they were in 
possession or not in possession, and we did not say anything about 11 
leagues or any other limitation of any kind. We took itas we found it 
and agreed to do as near as we could whatever Spain and Mexico be- 
fore us had promised to do. 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the Senator allow me on that point, which has 
been mentioned several times, to just show what we did agree to do? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir; give the protoco]. I have read it, but I 
am quite willing to have the Senator read it, because it will gointo my 
remarks. 

Mr. REAGAN, The second article of the protocol of the treaty 
with Mexico provides: 

2. The American Government by suppressing the tenth article of the treaty 
of Guadalupe did not in any way intend to annulthe grants of lands made by 
Mexico in the ceded territories. These grants, notwithstanding the suppression 
of the article of the treaty, preserve the legal value which they may possess, 
and the grantees may cause their legitimate | titles} to be acknowledged before 
the American tribunals. 

So that the Senate will see that it speaks only of grants and titles, 

Mr. HAWLEY. ‘The language of the treaty and the protocol is 
honorable—entirely so, The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RAN- 
80M] reminded me that we had a commission in this matter under the 
Jaw of 1854, I think it was. I was aware of that. I think it was a 
very good commission, I think the purpose was good and the work of 
it was good. I think we might imitate it and improve upon it, and 
renew thatsort of work in settling these titles to better advantage than 
we are likely to do by the bill now before the Senate. 

The reading of it, inSuenced by uobody’s arguments pro or con, 
when this bill was before the Senate in the good old colony days, I had 
almost said, prejudiced me against it from the start. I will say that 
if we doubted the titles of some of the people in possession there, we, 
the United States being a sovereign, have the rightof eminent domain, 
and being a sort of residuary legatee to lands not already taken up, 
would be under an obligation to bring suit ourselves, to go out and 
search out the people who were trespassers upon lands or were practi- 
cally trespassers upon United States lands, seek them out and bring 
suit against them, and take them belore our courts and eject them. 

That seems to me the natural course now. I do not see why there 
should not be a revision and reserve if necessary, an examination of 
these existing surveys, a mapping out of the lands that are now pub- 
lic lands of the United States, and an examination of the lands outside 
of that line which could be very well defined I suppose, and then call 
upon men who were trespassers to get out. 

On the other hand, what do we do by this bill? We say, to con- 
dense it, that persons claiming title in said Territories to lands ‘‘ which 
at the date of the passage of this act have not been confirmed by act of 
Congress, or otherwise finally decided upon by lawful authority,’ and 
‘‘which have not become complete and perfect,’’ may go into court. 

I think that clause is surplusage. The persons holding the titles 
which are claimed ‘‘ which at the date of the passage of this act have 
not been confirmed by act of Congress orotherwise finally decided upon 
by lawful authority ’’ are to go into court. If their claims have been 
linally decided by lawful authority they have become complete and 
periect beyond question; and if that has not been done, they have not 
become complete and perfect. Persons thereforeclaiming titles ‘‘which 
at the date of the passage of this act have not been confirmed by act 
of Congress or otherwise finally decided upon by lawful authority ”’ 
may go to the court created by this bill; and if they do not go, if rest- 
ing in the perfect confidence that their titles are good they fo not go, 
atthe end of two years they have lost their possessions. 

Now, they may be people in the second, third, fourth, fifth, or sixth 


SS 


by Congress or otherwisedecided upon by lawiul authority.’’ Hesays, 
“All I know about is the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo.’’ ‘‘ Yes,”’ 
but you should in addition have come before a certain court two or 
three years ago or five years ago or ten years ago, and have shown that 
your tille was good.’’ ‘* Why,’’ says he, ‘‘nobody in the world ever 
before told me that my title was doubtful in the slightest degree, and 
this is the first that I have heard of it.’’ The lawyers sit down with 
him, or the marshal if he is kind, and explains that there were certain 
defects in that title, and it was his duty to have come forward and 
have the thing examined and perfected. 

I submit that a law which is obviously susceptible of leading to such 
misfortunes and injustices is not a wise law. 

I have another objection toit. It says: 

No confirmation shall in any case be made er patent issued for a greater quan- 
tity than 11 leagues of land, 

I have again and again asked Senators in conversation, and I asked 
it four or six years ago, for aught I know, how they could justify that. 
A Senator has actually said here within an hour that the court could 
confirm the title, perhaps pass favorably upon the papers, or the evi- 
dence as to possession, and all that, and then give the man a paper 
that would authorize him in taking 11 leagues of land to shift around 
and float around upona big grant until he found a good spot and take 
that. 


A Senator has said within an hour that then the poor claimant, hay- 
ing gone through the mill of an act intended to give eternal peace to 
the Territories, might come to Congress for a remedy to obtain 5 or 10 
leagues more. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
100,000 acres, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Under the old commissioners possibly. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me one 
moment? I wish the particular attention of the Senate to the state- 
ment I am going to make. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It it is really an argument, I can not yield. 

Mr. RANSOM. It is simply a statement. It isan answer to the 
question put by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ifthe Senator is going to answer what I stated, I 
should like to enlarge my question a little. In the first place, as I 
understand, if the Senator from Connecticut will allow me, there are 
grants which contain more than 11 leagues which have been confirmed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now suppose—— 

Mr. RANSOM. Right there I desire to say-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. For a moment. 

Mr. RANSOM. Right there I desire to put in my answer. I have 
here the debate upon this question which occurred six years ago, a very 
long and a very able debate, and the statement was made there by the 
late chairman of the Committee on Private Land Claims, Mr. Bayard, 
and he challenged contradiction, and the statement was concurred in 
by the Senate, that in the whole history of these Calilornia, New 
Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Colorado, and other land grants, in no instance 
had a court recognized more than 11 leagues. The then Senator from 
Arkansas, Mr. Garland, thought there was one case perhaps in which 
it was slightly exceeded, but I have not been able to find the case. 
Mr. Bayard stated then that there was no case in the courts where they 
had given a judgment for more than 11 leagues, and he was asked this 
question in the debate: 


In the Mariposa land grant did not the Supreme Court of the United States 
ullow more than 11 leagues? 


And the answer was: 
No, not quite 10 leagues, 


Mr. PLATT. What case was that? 
Mr. RANSOM. Not quite 10 leagues in the Mariposa land grant. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to say that if that be so the Senator has 
not helped his bill at all, because there has been put in quite unneces- 
sarily a clause which apparently refuses to carry out an honorable bar- 
gain. Before 1824 Spain was perfectly at liberty to give grants as 
as she chose, and after 1824 Mexico said that none should be val 
beyond 11 Jeagues, I suppose there may be some of the old Spanish 
ts—— 
Mr. RANSOM. Congress confirmed two grants, one of them for 
1,700,000 acres and the other for 1,000,000 acres. 


1 understand there have been confirmed grants for 
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Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there are too many up at once. I under- 
etand the Senator from North Carolina to say that there have been con- 
firmations of land of 11 leagues. 

Mr. RANSOM. By Congress. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Idonotcarebywhom. They were Spanish grauts. 

Mr. KANSOM. That is one of the reasons, one of the facts, that 
made the Interior Department and the Government halt. It was, | 
suppose, the fact, the thing itself, that made the Government stop in 
confirming these land grants. Congress, no doubt, in its conscience, 
believed it was right to confirm the grant of 1,700,000 acres and another 
grant of a million acres. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That answers my purpose. There has been con- 
firmation, then, of land grants that have covered more than 11 leagues. 

Mr. RANSOM. Not by the courts, but by Congress. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Exactly. Iunderstand. The Senator has helped 
me to do mischief to the bill. This bill intends to put this thing in 
the hands of the courts, who can not give more than that because the 
courts can not be trusted, while Congress might carry out the bargain 
and confirm an old grant. I say I do not care one farthing whether 
there is an old grant living that covers more than 11 leagues; I protest 
against that language in the bill. If we have sworn to our hurt, let 
us keep the bargain, and if keeping the bargain will not hurt us, then 
I suppose some men will say ‘‘ keep it.”’ I understand there are any 
number of these grants covering more than 11 leagues. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to call attention to an act of the Mexican 
Congress dated in 1823. Article 3 of the act of the Mexican Congress 
of January 4, 1823, provides: 

That empresarios who shall introduce at least two hundred familics, shall 
Sea contract with the Executive, inform him of their resources, and 
business to be pursued, to enable the Executive to designate the province 
ete. 

In which, of course, ‘‘province’’ means the ‘ 
the grant was to be located. 

ART. 19. To each empresario who introdaces and establishes two hundred 
families shall be granted at the rate of 3 #aciendas and 2 labors (equal to about 
66.775 acres), but he will lose the right of property over said land unless popu- 
lated and cultivated in twelve years from the date of concession. The pre- 


mium can not éxceed 9 haciendas and 6 labors, whatever may be the number of 
families he introduces (equal to 200,324 acres). 


By article 20— 

The proprietors of said lands at the end of twenty years must alienate two- 
thirds of the same by sale or in any other manner they please. 

And by article 21— 

The provision contained in articles 19and 2 are understood as governing 


contracts made in six months from the 4th January, 1823; afler that time the 
Fxecutive can diminish the premium as he may deem proper 


That is in regard to the lands in California, lands in North Colorado, 
and all Jands that belong to the Territory —— 

Mr. HAWLEY rose, 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will excuse nie just a second. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Those are grants going above 11 leagues. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly, very far above 11 leagues and made by 
the federal government of Mexico in the teiritories. 

Now, the Senator from North Carolina, if I did not misunderstand 
him entirely, said that the word ‘territory ’’ used in the Mexican 
land grants, or in respect of the Mexican land grants by our courts, had 
reference to an area, and not to a political division. 

Mr. RANSOM. You misunderstood me. 


‘territory’ in which 


Mr. MORGAN. Did I? 
Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir. I said they used the word “ territories’ 


where we would use the word ‘‘ States.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. That is quite a mistake. 

Mr. RANSOM. Perhaps I am mistaken, but I think not. 

Mr. MORGAN. In the constitution of the United States of Mexico 
adopted in 1924, which I have before me, part 5, title 2, it is provided: 

5. The parts of this federation are the states and territories as follows: The 
state of the Chiapas, Chihuahua, Coahuila and Texas, Durango, Guanajuato, 
Mexico, Michoacan, New Leon, Oajaca, Puebla de los Angeles, Queratero, San 
Luis Potosi, Sonora and Sinaloa, Bobasco, Tamaulipas, Vera Cruz, Xalisco, Yu- 
catan, Zacatecas; the Territory of Upper California, Lower California, Colima 
and Santa Fé of New Mexico—a constitutional law shal! fix the 
Taxcala. 

Showing that the territories of Mexigo were not in any sense states, 
and the word ‘‘ territory ’’ was never used to designate a state, because 
they are the political divisions of the country. Itisin respect of those 
territories mentioned in this constitation that the tederal government 
of Mexico had the right of disposal, but when the Government of Mex- 
ico was formed, the republic was formed succeeding the empire under 
Iturbide, the states of Mexico, like Virginia and the original thirteen, 
owned all the land within their borders and had claims like our States 
had upon lands outlying beyond their borders. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe Texas was a state of Mexico, was it not? 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘Coahuila and Texas’’ are mentioned in this con- 
stitution as a state, but they separated from each other. Coahuila 
went off by itself and rejected Texas because she was an uproarious 
young sister and could not be handled; she was a rebellionist, a seces- 
sionist, the only time I ever knew the Government of the | nited States 
to have any affection for a seceding state, except at the time of the old 


character of 
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thirteen, but since then they never had any a 


at Te tion lol € 
until they took Texas, and they took 


l ; 
Texas iato their bosom with the 


greatest possible haste and to the perfect delight all parties con 
ce ned, i cas and the ba ance, but Texas claimed t! she owne i hei 

iis, and no doubt she did. 

She did not buy them from M »yand she did not buy them from 
the United States, and yet she has got them e got them by con- 
quest, bv merely driving out a political power. Coahuila had thesame 
right exactly as Texas had, and Sonora and Sinaloa had the same right, 
and all the border States had the same right; but California did not 
have it—neither ‘)pper nor Lower Calitornia—nor did these other Ter- 
ritories mentioned here. Mexico has still got, I think, twenty-one 
states and three territories, 

I merely wanted to call the attention of the Senator from Connectieut 
to the fact that this matter about confining the power of the courts to 
11 leagues came out of that federal law of Mexico, by which Mexico 
disposed of her domain in areas not larger than 11 leagues, what she 
owned in her then territories, not in states. . There is not a! 


a lawye: 
on this floor who can show a grant from 1824 down to this time in the 
state of Sinaloa or in Sonora, or apy other Mexican state, 
full record is not kept in the state instead of by the federal yovern- 
ment. You will goin vain to look for a record ora land grant in the 
Mexican capital within any state of the Mexican Republic. 
not find one; they ar 


} +} 
wiuere tne 


You can 
e allin the archives of the different states, and the 
surveys are made under warrauts issued by the states, 

Mr. RANSOM. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Connex 
ticut and the Sepator from Alabama, [ should like to read a paragraph 
upon this question trom the most distinguished case, | understand, 
that ever was decided in Texas. 


Mr. MORGAN. The Texas decisions were all made in regard to 


this very law of 1824, which the Senator has referred to, where the 
grants are empresario grants. 

Mr. RANSOM. Exactly so. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Alabama wil! have an 


opportunity to explain further. + 

Mr. MORGAN. The empresario grants were grants made to cap 
tains of emigrants who purchased the grant—it was considered a pur 
chase—on condition that he would bring a certain number of families 
within a certain time upon a certain area of land within the territory 
of Mexico. 

Mr. STEWART. Within the last few years there have been con 
tracts made by the general government for surveying lands in the 
various states of Mexico, in Sonora and Chihuahua and other places 


giving them a percentage of the land if they would survey it. I have 
seen the contracts, 
Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator is wrong about that. The general 


Government of Mexico has not a foot of land in Sonora. 
Mr. STEWART. She is making grants there 
Mr. MORGAN, Ob, no, I beg pardon of the Sen 

heard of one such grant. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, Mr. President, I resume the floor. I re- 
peat, and then I leave it, that I have heard nobody fairly and squarely 
assert that we are right in declaring that we will not give over 11 
leagues under any circumstances. There is not a lawyer or a Senator 
who has said it squarely and fairly. He has apologized; he has said 
it was too much. That is not the question. lic has said that the 
land has become very valuable, That is notthe question. Theques- 
tion is what we promised by the treaty. 

I hope we all resemble this bill in one respect. It grows better as 
it grows older; it is Originally it said that in al! 
cases where the court decided for the tenant or the claimant, in all the 
cases in which the decision was against the National Goverement, the 
United States attorney should take an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. Mind that the bill in its then form did not protect 
some of the small tracts and small holdings as it does now, and that 
everybody who was hauled into court and everybody who won his case 
should have his case carried to the ‘supreme Court on all questions of 
law and all questions of fact, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States should be at liberty (and of course if the thing was doubtful it 
would be its duty) to bring in more evidence. 

Now, I am not a practitioner; I believe my name is on the roll, but 
I never had a fee for practicing before the Supreme Court of the United 
States. However, I should be astonished to go in there some time a 
few years hence and find a few Mexicans there trying to defend thei: 
title to 1,500 acres of land that they held since 1548, and bringing up 
there their little bits of local evidence, bringing Tom, Dick, and Harry 
two or three thousand miles to help them testily before the nine judges 
of the great Supreme Court and protect them in the title to that land, 
and compelled to come there by a Government which did not seek 
them and bring against them a writ of ejectment and appeal before a 
court, but which said to them ‘‘Go and do this, or within two years 
you will lose all your land.”’ 

On any such appeal 

I read from the bill— 


the Supreme Court shall retry the cause,as well the issu< f fact as of 
may take testimony in addition to that givenin the court below, aod ma 


itor; I have never 


a venerable friend, 
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the record of the proceedings below as truth and justice may uire; and on 
such retrial and hearing every question shall be open, and the decision ot the 
Supreme Court thereon shall be final and conclusive. 

I do not see how they could go any further except for the suggestion 
of the Senator from Nevada that if they did not then get justice they 
might come to Congress, which is where they started, 

Mr. SPOONER. Do I understand the Senator to read from the bill 
that the Supreme Court ison appeal to examine witnesses and take 
testimony ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. And try the case de novo 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will read it again. 

Mr. PLATT. Not oral testimony. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why not? There is no limitation. I think there 
is perhaps a provision that it may be taken by deposition, but lam not 
sure. But this is just what it says: 

On any such appeal the Supreme Court shall retry the cause, as well the issues 
of fact as of law, and may take testimony in addition to thatgiven in the court 
below, and may amend the record.of the proceedings below as truth and justice 
may require; and on such retrial and hearing every question shall be open, and 
the decision of the Supreme Court thereon shall be final and conelusive. 


Mr. PLATT. With regard to that taking of testimony, it would 
have to be done undes the rules of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, Isupposeso. They would not bring witnesses, 

Mr. PLATT. The rules of the Supreme Court require thatall testi- 
mony shall be taken by depositions except in those Stafes where oral 
testimony is allowed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, But this presents a new jurisdiction to the Su- 
preme Court, and they would have to modify their rules so that they 
could examine witnesses orally if they should see fit. This proposed 
law gives them authority to do so, and it seems to imply that it is their 
duty to do it, 

Mr. PLATT. I correct myself. So far asthe Supreme Court is con- 
cerned I suppose its rales would require this testimony to be taken by 
deposition. In cases which are tried in the States in the different cir- 
cuits or districts sometimes oral testimony is introduced in conformity 
to the practice of tho-e States, but I do not suppose there could be any 
oral testimony in the Supreme Court under this bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That the practitioners can say much better than I 
can, Quite likely not. It makes very little difference so far as the 
expense, the labor, and the torment of the claimant may be. He has 
to take testimony after his case has been carried to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. But they have not got through with him then. 
If a patent is to be issued to him, there is to be asurvey. The limits 
are to be carefully defined, aud then— 

One-half of the necessary expenses uf making the survey and plat provided 
for in this section, and in respect of which a putent shall be ordered to be 
issued, shall be paid by the claimant or patentee, and xhall be a lien on said 
land, which may be onforved by the sale of so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary for that purpose, after a default of payment thereof. 

A man who had no doubt for forty years that his title was perfect is 
brought up to the Supreme Court of the United States at very heavy 
expense, and then he has to pay for the expenses of survey, having 
known all about his land for a generation or two. 

There are other minor provisions that I should like to criticise, but 
these, in my judgment, are suflicient. The whole process is wrong. 
The United States is a claimant itself against the men in possession 
and should bring its writ of ejectment. As to those who have never 
taken possession, but have Spanish and Mexican papers entitling them 
to it, we are safe enough. They must come to the Land Office of the 
Interior Department to perfect them, and we can then defend ourselves. 
We shall be respondent and they claimant. 

Mr. WOLCOTT obtained the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to make 
an observation in reference to the argument just made by the Senator 
from Connecticut ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Connecticut seems to me to be 
laboring in his argument, while naturally he should make it, undera 
very thorough and radical mistake, and that is in assuming that these 
large grants of land are in the possession of old Mexicans and people 
who occupy them. I venture the statement that there is not one in 
forty of them but what is owned by speculators, who never plowed a 
furrow on the land or owned a littlestock on it. Theyare in the hands 
of speculators, not settlers at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not overlook the fact that there might be a 
succession of holders there, because I illustrated by the patents of 

tobinson, Smith, Wilcox, and others. But while there may be spec- 
ulators whose original title was founded in nothing, let us suppose that 
on the whole a majority of the people are not thieves, and there may 
be men who have bought from purchaser to purchaser, and who may 
honestly be entitied to the land. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator from Colorado has taken the floor. Does 
he desire to go on to-night ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should prefer very much to go on in the morn- 
ing. I have been waitingin the hope of having an opportunity tospeak 
to my amendment. There are a number of citations I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to, and I could probably have them so codi- 
fied to-morrow as to save some time, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the Senator from Maine about to make a motion to 
adjourn ? 

Mr. HALE. I rose to move on executive session. 

Mr. BLAIR, I was going to ask that the pending bill be informally 
laid aside that we might take up some of the labor bills for about an 
hour, 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Colorado, before he yields the 
floor, allow me to read a section or so of the colonization law of 1824? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. Inasmuch as it seems to be the sense of 
the Senate that this bill should be taken up and carried on to its con- 
clusion, I preter in such orderly manner as I may, when it suits the 
pleasure of the Senate, to speak to this amendment and to speak to it 
at some little length, perhaps for half or three-quarters of an hour. 

Mr. HALE. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not interpose any objection to that. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is no objection to that motion, the pending 
bill not losing its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Before the question is put on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine, the Senator trom Alabama desires to read the Mex- 
ican colonization law of 1824. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire merely, by consent of the Senator from Col- 
orado, to read three seetions of the act, which I think will profit him 
in his argument. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam anxious to hear it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis whatiscalled the colonization law of the state 
of Coahuila and Texas. They were then states in the Mexican Re- 
public. 

Article 1 


Recollect this emanates from the state— 


All foreigners who, in virtue of the general law of the 18th of August, 1824, 
whieh guaranties the security of their persons and property in this republic, 
shall wish to emigrate to any of the settlements of the state of Coahuilia and 
‘Texas, are permitted to do so; and thesaid state invites and calls them. 


**Emigrate’’ to that state. It goes on then and makes provision 
abont the kind of people who are to come there: 
ArT. 9. Contracts made by the contractors or empresarios with the families 


which come at their expense shall be guarantied by this law so far as they are 
in conformity with the provisions thereof. 


That is, the contracts are guarantied by the state. 


Arr. 10, In the distribution of lands a preference shall be given to the mili- 
tary in consideration of the ents issued them by the supreme executive 
entitling tavu to tana, and to Mexican citizens not military, between whom no 
other distinction shall be made than such as is founded in their special merit 
and services rendered the country, or in equal circumstances a residence in the 
place where the Jand is situated. The quantity, whereby the lands are to be 
distributed, shall be designated in the following articles. 


It then goes on in article 11 to show what is a league, and what is a 
sitio, and what is a vara. 


Art. 12. Adopting the aforesaid unit as a standard, and observing the dis- 
tinction to be made on distributing lands between ing lands or those suit- 
able for raising stock, and irrigablie tillage land and that which is not irrigeble, 
this law shall grant tothe contractor or contractors for forming new settlements 
five sitios of grazing land and five labores, of which at least one-half shall be 
land not irrigable, for every hundred families they shall introduce and estab- 
lish in the state; but they shall receive this premium only for eight hundred 
families, although they should introduce more ; and no fraction whatever, not 
completing one hundred, shall entitle them toa premium, not even proportion- 
ally. 

Then it proceeds further to show that the contractor must pay the 
cost of the survey. ‘Then, in article 22: 

Art. 22. The new settlers shail pay to the state, as an acknowledgment for 
each sitio of grazing land, $30; for each labor not irrigable, two and one-half; 
and for each that is irrigable, three and one-half; and so on proportionally ac- 
cording to the class and quantity of land distributed to them ; but the payment 
thereof need not hoauaaietes under six years from settlement, and in three in- 
staliments; the first in four, the seeond in five, and the third in six years, under 
a penalty of forfeiting the land for a failure in any of the said payments. The 
contractors and the military mentioned in article 10 shall be exempt from this 

yment; the former as regards the lands granted them as a premium, and the 
latter tor that which they obtain agreeably to their patents. 


These are state decrees, showing that the title comes from the state, 
and every feature connected with it is a state transaction and not a 
federal transaction. 

Mr. RANSOM. Now, will fhe Senator from Colorado, as there is a 
little involuntary difference between my friend from Alabama and my- 
self on this question, allow me to read only one paragraph ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the difference seems entirely voluntary, 
but I am very glad to have the Senator read whatever he wishes. 

Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to read one paragraph to settle the whole 
of this question about the grants made by those states conforming to 
the general law. I read from page 390, volume 7, of Texas Reports. 
I read from the brief of Judge Hancock, of Texas, a gentieman well 
known to many Senators here, and I, am informed by the Senators 
from Texas that he is one of the ablest lawyers in the State: 


It is coneeived that this act of the 18th of August, 1824, became an organic 
law to the state governments, neither revoeable at the caprice of the General 
Government nor to be varied at the pleasure of the states. It was the terms 
and conditions wpon which the t ee 
domain was made, and equally binding upon governments, The stateof 
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Coahuila and Texas, in the colonization law of the 24th of March, 1825, expressly 
refers to and recognizes the governing force of the national colonization law ; 
and,in the seventeenth article of said state law, particularly directs that the 
twelfth article of the general jaw should be observed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. 
executive business, : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 

eration of executive busines’. After five minutes spent in executive 
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I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of | 


session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes | 


p- m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 25, 
1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Sepiember 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
William Clarence Braisted, a resident of Michigan, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the United States Navy. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Second Lieut. George Barnett, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
first lieutenant in that corps. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 


Additional Second Lieut. Chester Harding, to be second lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles L. Potter, to be first lientenant. 


24, 1890. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 24, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CORRECTION IY AN ENROLLED BILL. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair desires to call the attention ofthe House 
toa bill which has been enrolled, granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Mary B. Cushing. In the body of the bill the name is stated as 
“*Mary H. Cushing.”’ The Chair understands the correction should be 
made to correspond with the title, and that it should be ‘‘Mary B. 
Cushing.”’ 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I have just received a telegram from 
my colleague [Mr. WILson, of Missouri], dated September 23, in reply 
to an inquiry I sent him at the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KENNEDY], a member of the committee, and he wires me that the 
correct name is Mary B. Cushing; and in this connection I offer the 
following resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House be authorized, in the enrollment of the bill (H. R.11773) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 8. Cushing, to insert the letter *' B,”’ in the 
body of the bill, so as to correspond with the title of said bill. 


The resolution was adopted. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 
The oath of office was then administered by the Speaker to THom As 


E. MILLER as a Kepresentative in Congress from the Seventh Congres- 
sional district of South Carolina. 


BOUNDARIES OF THE UNCOMPAHGRE RESERVATION. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the following re- 
quest of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THe SENATE OF THE UntTep STarxs, Seplemer 23, 1890, 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Represent- 
atives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the 
Uncompahgre reservation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the Senate will 
be complied with. Is there objection? [Altera panse.] The Chair 
hears none. 

CONFEREES ON TRANSFER OF WEATHER SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 1454) to increase the efliciency 
and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of the Army, and to trans- 
fer the Weather Service to the Department of Agricultare: Mr. Ccrcn- 
Bon, Mr. RocKWELL, and Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 

ASSASSINATION OF GENERAL BARRUNDIA. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report and 
a resolution from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, which, by the 
Tules, ought to have been made within a week; but, owing to circum- 
stances over which the committee had no control, that report has not 
been made and the resolution offered; but I now offer it. 

The Clerk read as‘Tollows: 


Resolved, That the killing of General Barrundia on the steamer Acapulco, by 
authorities of Guatemala, while on board an American ship and while un- 
der the protection of the flag of the United States, demands an immediate in- 
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| command of Captain Ingraham 


HOUSE. 


L037 
vestigation, and the President of the United States is requested, if not incom 
patible with the public interest, to transmit to the House of R -presentatives all 
information in his possession concerning this transaction. 

Mr. HITT. The Committee on Foreign Affairs report a substitate 
for the resolution read by the Clerk 
Che substitute was read, as follows 


Resolved, That the President of the ted States is re on 
sistent with the public interest, to transmit t > H stives 
all information in his possession conc iz th rz of « ra rrundia 
on the steamer Acapulco by the authorities of Guat ala, w ard of an 
American ship and under the protecti of the flag the { States 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I w ask that the resol n be taken 


up for consideration. The committee, believing, from the publicity and 
discussion concerning this event, that all information should be 


given 

concerning it, have unanimously recommended the reselution now 
offered as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of thesubstitute 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker— 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HITT. How mach time does the gentleman 
want? I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I should like to have ten minut 

Mr. Speaker, I offered the resolution in regard to the death of Gen- 
eral Barrundia, and also offered the substitute which has just been 
read. I hope the substitute will be adopted. The killing of General 
Barrundia by the Guatemalan authorities on the United States steam- 
ship Acapulco has attracted wide attention, not only in this country, 
but in Central and South America, and also in Europe. Public indig- 
nation has increased as the facts of this killing have become known, 
and public sentiment demands that there should be a thorough and 
searching investigation into the killing of this distinguished political 
refugee on an American vessel and under the flag of the United States. 

General Barrundia was in 1885 the minister of war under PB&rrios, 
then President of the Republic of Guatemala. He was a man conspic- 
uous in Central America because of his scholarship and of his courage. 
Under the general mutations and changes in Guatemala he had become 
an exile from his own country, and at the time he was killed had taken 
passage upon an American vessel for Panama. 

There was no law and no precedent to authorize the United States 
minister to Central America, Mr. Mizner, to direct or to even suggest 
to the captain of the Acapulco that it was his duty to give up this pas 
senger upon his vessel to the authorities of Guatemela. And, Mr. 
Speaker, when United States Minister Mizner advised Captain Pitts, 
who was in command of the Pacific Mail steam-ship Acapulco, over 
which was floating the flag of the United States, that it was his duty 
to give up this passenger, he violated the law and all precedents re- 
lating to such cases. 

I wish the resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
to be adopted, because I believe Minister Mizner exceeded his authority 
and is unworthy to be a United States minister; and the captain of the 
Acapulco committed a crime, or a blunder worse than a crime, and be- 
cause I believe also that the United States officers in command of the war 
vessels Ranger and Thetis, that were within pistol-shot of the tragedy 
when it occurred, failed to do their duty; therefore we owe it to our 
selves, we owe it to our country, and we owe it to our flag to investi- 
gate carefully the circumstances under which the killing occurred, and 
provide for proper redress and for proper punishment. 

Mr. Speaker, there are a number of precedents that may be cited in 
discussing the Barrundia tragedy. 

We all remember with what pride we looked upon the action of Cap- 
tain Ingraham some years ago when he protected Martin Koszta, a Hun- 
garian refugee, who had come to this country and declared his intention 
Soon after his declaration he went to 
Smyrna, and while there was kidnaped while on shore by Austrian 
sailors and taken on board their ship. The next morning after he was 
kidnaped a United States war vessel, the St. Louis, arrived, under the 
and when he understood the facts he 
demanded of the officer in command of that Austrian vessel that Martin 
Koszta be immediately restored to his liberty or he would fire upon 
the vessel; and Martin Koszta was immediately restored to his liberty. 

During the late civil war Mason and Slidell went on board the Eng 
lish vessel Trent at Havana. The United States authorities, after 
boarding the Trent and arresting these Confederate emissaries who 
were on their way to Europe, were compelled by the British Govern- 
ment to deliver them up again on the ground that the United States 
authorities had no jurisdiction on board a ship flying the British flag. 
It was held in that case of no consequence that Mason and Slidell were 
emissaries of those in rebellion against the United States. The fact 
that they were passengers on board a British ship was held to be suffi- 
cient $0 entitle them to the protection of the British flag. 

The right of asylum was in 1835 notably offered by the United 
States in behalf of Guatemala, the same country whose authoritie 
have lately so flagrantly insulted our flag. In 1885 the Pacific Mail 


Mr. McCREARY 


steam-ship Grenada lay in the Salvadoran port of La Libertad, hav- 
ing on board the Guatemalan minister to the United States and five 
of his friends, all of whom were alleged to be revolutionists, 
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thorities of Salvador attempted to compel the captain of the Grenada 
to surrender them all, but the captain refased and even threatened to 
fire on the Salvadoran officers and soldiers it they attempted to board 
his vesse]. The attempt of the authorities of Salvador was then aban- 
doned and the Grenada, with all her passengers, went on her way with- 
out further molesgation and the act of that brave captain was applauded 
and indorsed. 

Now, sir, Captain Pitts, of the Acapulco, when he received General 
Barrundia upou his vessel as a passenger, undertook to deliver him at 
Panama, and he then seemed to properly appreciate his duty and re- 
sponsibility. When he entered the port of Champerico the day before 
the killing, the Guatemalan authorities demanded that General Ear- 
rundia be surrendered up to them, but Captain Pitts, as he should 
have done, refused to deliver him up, declaring that Barrundia was a 
political refugee and his passenger bound for Panama; bat when he 
arrived at San José, another Guatemalan port, and received a letter 
from United States Minister Mizner, he seems to have ceased to ap- 
preciate his duty and to have backed down-from the position taken by 
him at Champerico, which he should have maintained at all hazards. 

There aresome who allege that the assault was commenced by General 
Barrundia himself. I deny that allegation. General Barrundia was 
a passenger on the Acapulco. He had a right to be there, and he 


was entitled to the protection of the American flag while on board ; 


the Acapuléo, just as the Guatemalan minister when he was in Sal- 
vadoran waters in 1885 and his surrender demanded was protected by 
the American flag. General Barrundia did not bring on the diffica ty. 
The authorities of Guatemala were allowed by Captain Pitts to go 
upon that vessel armed. They were allowed to go armed to the state- 
room of General Barrundia, and knock roughly on the door, and then 
the captain told the general that he was compelled to turn him over 
to the Guatemalan anthorities. General Barrundia knew what that 
meant, and he saw the soldiers with their guns presented. He knew 
that as soon as he was turned over to the Guatemalan authorities it 
would mean death to him, and, after they commenced the assault in 
this: way, General Barrundia did as he had aright todo, he endeavored 
to defend himself, and he was shot to death by repeated volleys—the 
American passengers having been driven below deck as if to prepare 
for a tragedy—the blood of a political refugee running in streams on 
the floor, while the American flag drooped from the mast as if ashamed 
of the dastardly and disgraceful scene. 

The offense against the flag of the United States consists in those 
armed soldiers going upon an American vessel, and there, under the 
American flag, shooting down a man who had taken passage upon 
that vessel, Sir, the deck of an American vessel is the same as the 
territory of the United States, and the Guatemalan soldiers had no 
more right to go upon that vessel and shoot down General Barrundia 
under the American flag than they had a right to come upon American 
soil and shoot him down. 

Sir, where is our boasted ‘‘ vigorous American policy ?”’ 
was shot down on the 28th day of last August. The majority in this 
House paid no attention to his death. I introdaced a resolution on 
the subject in this Honse on the 13th day of this month, and to-day 
is the 24th, and still nothing has been done. 

The SPEAKER. The-time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY. Task one minute more. If I had time I would 
present the *‘peace and friendship’’ clause of the treaty between the 
United States And Guatemala, which is still in force, and I would like 
to talk about the ‘‘ honor and humanity ’’ which should exist between 
sister nations whether they have treaties or not, but these subjects will 
come up again when we have more time. 

I trust the President will transmit to the House of Representatives as 
soon as the resolution is adopted (for this House can not afford to refuse 
to adopt the resolution) all the information he has concerning this sad 
and unfortunate tragedy, and that a thorough and searching investi- 
gation will be made that will inflict punishment where it is deserved, 
and preserve from insult and stain the American flag. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the committee were all in accord, and I 
believe the House will be all in accord for the passage of this resolu- 
tion, as we all desire to know the facts in regard to the killing of Gen- 
eral Barrundia on an American merchant vessel. The instances cited 
by the gentleman from Kentucky are interesting, but they do not pre- 
sent parallel cases. In the cases he refers to, the vessels were national 
vessels, ships of war, while this was an American merchant vessel. 
We want to ascertain just what took place there, and what part every 
one took in it. The country where this event occurred is one where 
events involving similar questions have occurred before, and inasmuch 
as the gentleman trom Kentucky has spoken in the most positive terms 
of facts and the rule in the case in question I will read for the informa- 
tion of the House the instructions sent by a recent Secretary of State, 
Mr. Bayard, to our minister there in relation to the last precedizfy case 
which arose. It is, I believe, the latest instructions from the State 
Department to our legation in Central America on this point. 

It was the case of Gomez, a Nicaraguan, a political fugitive, in timeof 
peace, while this is the case of an armed man, a general, in time of 
war, who, having been repulsed and disarmed on one side of his country, 
sought passage on an American merchant vessel to go to the other side 
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of his country in order to join the armed forces of Salvador, there en- 
gaged in war upon his own country. Gomez took passage upon an 
American vessel and this incident occurred in a Nicaraguan port, where 
he was claimed by the authorities on the ground that every book on 
international law ever written declared that a merchant vessel in a 
port is sudject to the police of the port, to the law of the country. 
The captain, on the advice of the consul supported by our minister, re- 
fused to deliver upa man who wasa political fugitive on this same line of 
steamers and the man had gone away. Mr. Bayard, as Secretary of 
State, wrote, March 12, 1885, to our minister, Mr. Hall, as follows: 

From the brief outline given by the consul! of the subsequent proceedings, it 
appears that the government authorities at San Juan del Sur, upon the arrival 
of the Honduras at that port, requested the captain to deliver up Mr, Gomez 

This he declined to do, and set sail without proper clearance papers. 

_The consul reports that for these offenses the captain has been tried by the 
Nicaraguan Government and found gulity, and although he has not been able 
to learn the nature of the sentence, he is convinced from the present attitude 


of the government, that the sentence will be executed in case of the return of the 
captain or the vessel within the jurisdiction of the Government of Nicaragua. 


That is the reason Captain Pitts was so careful in the late case; he 
did not want to have his vessel taken when it returned. Then, Mr. 
Bayard goes on: 

As the nature and character of the proceedings against the captain of the Hon- 
duras are not known to this Department, a full and detailed raport should be 
made as early as practicable. It is clear that Mr. Gomez voluntarily entered 
the jurisdiction of a country whose laws he had violated. 

Under the circumatances it was plainly the duty of the captain of the Ilondu- 
ras to deliver him (Gomez) to the local authorities upon their request. » 

It may be safely affirmed that when a merchant vessel of one country visits 
the ports of another for the purposes of trade, it owes temporary allegiance 
and is amenable to the jurisdiction of that country, and is subject to the laws 
which govern the port it visits so long as it remains, unless it is otherwise pro- 
vided by treaty. 

Any exemption or immunity from local jurisdiction must be derived from the 
consent of that country. No such exemption is made in the treaty of com- 
meree and navigation concluded between this country and Nicaragua on the 
2ist day of June, 1867. 

Iam, etc., 
T. F. BAYARD. 


I cite this as the last expression of the ruie in case of merchant ves- 
sels in a port sent to our legation in Guatemala by the State Depart- 
ment. 

It had been often stated by the predecessors of Mr. Bayard, by Mr. 
Everett, February 17, 1853; by the Attorney-General in 1876, and re- 
peatedly since; by Mr. Fish, May 2, 1876, and Mr. Wheaton says.the 
transportation of military persons by a neutral makes a merchant ves- 
sel subject to confiscation even if she had been impressed by violence. 

This man was killed on an American merchant ship in a Guatemalan 
port. We know not the circumstances trom any official source, though 
information such as that cited by the gentleman from the press and other 
sources indicates that he was killed in resisting an officer who was en- 
gaged in executing the local law of the port of San Jos¢, where martial 
law prevailed. We want to kuow all the facts about the case. I am 
advised we shall get them very promptly and fully from the State De- 
partment. I hope the resolution will now be put on its passage and 
adopted. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to make a single remark in response to 
the gentleman’s reference to the Gomez case. 

Mr. HITT. I mustask the previous question. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want toask the gentleman aquestion. He has 
referred to the Gomez case. I assert that the Gomez case is not anal- 
ogous to the Barrundia case and has no bearing upon it whatever. Gen- 
eral Barrundia was a passenger on the Acapulco. He was not engaged 
in revolution, was not aiding or assisting the enemies of Guatemala, 
was not an officer or soldier in the service of the enemies of Guatemala; 
he was simply traveling like any other passenger, and under the cir- 
cumstances it was the duty of Captain Pitts, in accordance with the 
precedents and the law, to protect him as a passenger, and not aliow 
him to be shot down on the deck of an American vessel carrying the 
American flag. 

The Gomez case, to which the gentleman from Lilinois refers, was 
controlled by our treaty with Nicaragua, which in its second article 
subjects not only our merchant vessels, but our ships of war to the 
laws and statutes of Nicaragua. Nothing of the kind exists in any 
treaty ever made between the United States and Guatemala. On the 
contrary, our last treaty with Guatemala uses very broad language, 
and allows citizens of the United States and Guatemala to sail with 
their ships with all liberty and security from any port to the places of 
those who are now or hereafter shall be at enmity with either of the 
contracting parties, and the same liberty was extended to persons on 
board of ships, so that they could not be taken out of such ships unless 
they were officers or soldiers in the actual service of the enemies of 
Guatemala. 

Mr. HITT, I have not heard any ‘* question ’’ from the gentleman; 
but I know that every question which may arise in the mind of any 
member ot this House will be answered when we receive the commu- 
nication from the State Department. 

Mr. McCREARY. What we want is a full and*thorough investiga- 
tion; that is the object of the resolution. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution reported by 
thecommitteeasasuhstitate for the original resolution, it was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, addressed | 


the Chair. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a privileged question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
tion, I have no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we had better go on with the deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The session is drawing near its close 
and we must get this bill into conference. I must insist on my mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Stew- 
ART} insist on his right to present a privileged report? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I must insist. 

The SPEAKER. 
the Chair before the gentleman from Iowa was recognized ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I rose simultaneously with the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
us. 

Mr. CANNON. The report of my friend from Vermont [Mr. Srew- 
ART] can come in as well two hours later. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. This report is a matter of higher 
privilege. I have been holding it forabout a week and want to get rid 
of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Weall want to get rid of the appropriation bill, so 
that we may go home. 

SPEECH OF HON. ROBERT P. KENNEDY. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Vermont is 
entitled to make his report, as he statesit is privileged. The Clerk will 
read the substitute reported by the Committee on the Judiciary for 
the resolutions referred to them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House, deeming ita high duty that the utmost courtesy 
and decorum demanded by parliamentary law and precedent should mark the 


I desire to make a privileged report. 
If that may be done pending my mo- 


proval of the unparliamentary language used by Hon. Rosprerr P. Kennepy, 
a Representative from the State of Ohio, in his speech delivered on the floor of 
the House on the 3d day of September, 1890, and published in the Concres- 
s16NAL Recorp of September 14. 1890. And considering it ~mgneeneape tosep- 
arate the unparliamentary portions of said speech from such parts thercof as 
may be parliamentary: Therefore, 

Be it further resolved, That the Rublic Printer be directed to exclude from the 
permanent ConGREssIONAL Recorp the entire speech of Hon. Ronerr P. Ken- 


NepDY in the first resolution mentioned. 


Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, addressedthe Chair. [Cries of ** 
“Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. 
resolution. 

Mr. KENNBSDY. I desire to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, let us vote. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I ask for the reading of the report 
in my time, as part of my remarks. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the resolutions rela- 
tive to the speech of Hon. Rornert P. Kexyepy, published in the Conerrs- 
si1oNAL Recorp of September 14, 1890, having considered the same, report: 

The Constitution assures to members of the House freedom of debate. 
freedom, however, like that of civil liberty, is held under well recognized lim- 
itations, marked by rules of procedure and general parliamentary law, which 
are founded in reason and experience and are absolutely essential to the or- 
derly conduct of public business. 

The co-ordinate branches of Congress are independent and at the same time 
interdependent—in- separate action independent, in joint action interdepend- 
ent. This mutual relation is such that unfriendly conditions between the two 
bodies must be obstructive of wise legislation and little short of a public ca- 
lamity. The rules of both Houses and well settled principles of parliamentary 
law alike forbid criticism of proceedings in either House by a member of the 
other. Differences between the two Houses should be settled in a spirit of re- 
spectful courtesy, and, when (as must frequently occur) irreconcilable, should 
be submitted to without recrimination. 

Applying these established principles to the speech in question, it must be re- 
garded in its references to the Senate individually and generally as a grave 

nfraction of parliamentary law and an abuse of the privilege of the House, It 
is in spirit and substance a bitter arraignment of the Senate for an alleged fail- 


Vote!’ 


The question is on the adoption of the substitute 


ure to yield prompt assent to a measure pending therein which had passed the | 


House. Your committee are of opinion that neither the wisdom or unwisdom 
of the Senate in this » nor the methods of its action, nor the motives of 
Senators are proper su of remark or criticism by any member of the House 
acting in his official capacity. Such criticism is so interwoven with the sub- 
stance of the speech in question that its excision would ser onsty mutilate and 
practically destroy its integrity. 

Your committee recommend the adoption of the -ulstity 
with submitted, 


Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, [ do not desire at this 
time to add anything to what is stated in the report; and I now de- 
a. the ao question upon the adoption of the resolution, resery- 
ingt 


nce of my time in case it should be necessary to occupy it. 
The SPEAKER. 


resolution here- 


The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 


Sob 
ei; 
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I move that the House resolve itself 


Did the gentleman from Vermont rise and address | 


I think it was an even pull between | 


j x -PNNED 
mutual relations of the two Houses of Congress, does hereby express its disap- | Mr. KENNEDY. 


| indulgence of thirty minutes’ time granted to me, because I do not 


This | 


LO3SI 


Vermont that if the previous question is seconded now there can be 
no other debate. 

Mr. OATES. As a member of the committee | wish to say that 
while I concur in the report, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ken 


NEDY] wishes to be heard, I am entirely willing he shall have the 
| time, 
| Mr. TRACEY. Let him be heard 
Mr. McKINLEY I understand there is no intention on the part 
| of the gentleman from Vermont, in moving the previous questi: to 
deprive the gentleman from Ohio of that right 
: Mr. STEWART, cf Vermont. I do not desire to cut off the privi- 
| lege of the gentleman to make his case, and will ask him |] nuch 
| time he desires ? 
Mr. KENNEDY. I should like to be recognized in my ov ht. 
| [ donot believe that I will need over thirty minutes. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But, Mr. Speaker, although the gentleman 
from Vermont may not wish to deprive the gentleman from (hio ot 


that right, still, as the Chair has stated, if the previous quest 
ordered there can be no turther debate. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Iam entirely willing 
tleman from Ohio shall have what time he needs. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I want at least thirty minutes, I think. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I yield to the gentleman thirty min- 
utes and reserve the remainder of the time. 
| Mr. KENNEDY. Ido not want to take the time 
;} man, but in my own right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how it 
ence to the gentleman if he gets his thirty minutes. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I prefer not to accept the time of the gentleman. 
| Mr. BOUTELLE. It seems, Mr. Speaker, that this is a case where 
| the House is practically called upon to pass censure of a serious char- 
acter on a member of this body, and it would he an ontrage if he should 
not be heard. 

Mr. NUTE. He is going to be heard. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, he should be heard fully 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope there will be no objection to letting the gen- 
| tleman have all the time he desires. 

Mr. TRACEY. We do not want any more gag laws. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for thirty 
minutes. 


ion 1s 


that the gen- 


from the gentle- 


makes any ditYer- 


Mr. Speaker, ' shall not ask this House for the 


wish under any circumstances to waste the time of this body. I think 
it but fair however to myself that I should be heard at least briefly 
on this question. I believe that every member of this House on both 
sides of it will bear me witness that I have not sought to influence 
the vote of a single member of this body on the question that is now 
presented. 

[ believe that I have spoken to no one with regard to the subject save 
and except the gentleman from Vermont, who has just offered the reso- 
lution, and the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the speech I have uttered upon this floor I have asked 
| this committee either to leave in the Recorp in its entirety or strike 
} it out entirely. Iam ready to stand before the people of America on 

that speech without the dotting of an ‘‘i’’ or the crossing of a ‘'t,’’ be- 
lieving that the people of this country in their first judgment, as well 
| as in their sober second judgment, will approve every word that I have 
; uttered. 
| At the meeting in Philadelphia last night the Speaker of this House 
| 
| 


uttered this sentence: 


But, my friends, the great thing in this world is the people. They make and 
they unmake parties ; they create history; they govern and move, and the 
people of the United States are alone responsible for this Government, and it 
is their business to know and to act upon their responaibilites. 


I know of no parliamentary body in this land that represents the 
people of the United States so fully, so completely, and so entirely in 
all respects as the body to which you and I belong, the Houseof Rep- 
resentatives. If the people of the United States are not to be heard on 


| this floor I ask you upon what floor shall the people of America be 
| heard ? 


Mr. Speaker, [ have heard from the country. It has been charged 
by a few persons that I have given aid and comfort to the Democratic 
party in what I have said upon this floor. I ask you, sir, what indi- 

| cation comes from that side of the House that I have conferred any 
benefit or comforted anybody on that side of this Chamber, I Gold in 
my hand clippings from various newspapers throughout all America, 
and I testify to you here to-day that in all of these lines there is not 
one single Democratic paper that has approved my speech on this floor, 
I hold in my hand here clippings from hundreds upon hundreds of Re- 
| publican newspapers throughout all of this country, and, with one or 
| two exceptions, my words upon this floor have been approved by the 
| Republican press and by the people of the country. 
| I hold in my hand here, Mr. Speaker, letters—and these are only a 
| few of the great mass I have received from the country—from every 
| section of the land, from Maine to California and from the Lakes to the 
| Gulf, indorsing word for word and letter for letter the language and 
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spirit of the speech I made upon this floor, and I am willing to stand 
belore the people of my country and wait tor their indorsement upon 
this question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the party to which I belong has pledged itself, in 
the great cainpaigns that have gone before and in the platforms which 
it has enunciated, that if ever it should be intrusted with power it 
would perform certain duties and redeem certain pledges made to the 
people of these United States. And oneof the first, I will say the first 
pledge, and the greatest pledge was that the Republican party, if it 
ever came into power, would put upon the statute-beoks of our land 
a law for the protection of all citizens, high and low, rich and poor, 
black and white, so that they might go to the ballot-box and deposit 
their ballots and have them counted as cast. It is because my party 
failed to do that that I stood upon this floor and spoke of its broken 
pledges, its broken promises. 

1 hold in my hand a book, issued by the national Republican com- 
mittee of the United States, and the first promise that it there assures 
the people that the party has redeemed is the promise of the Repub- 
lican party for the passage of this election bill. This House has per- 
formed its pledges, and, as the Speaker of this House said in Maine the 
other day, it has redeemed every one of them as carefully as it would 
have executed a deed of trust. It is because these pledges are not re- 
deemed—and._ I do not speak now of this House, for it has done its 
part—it is because they are not redeemed that I was heard upon this 
floor. And I am willing to be heard not only here, but every where 
throughout the length and breadth of thisgreatland. If for that lam 
to be judged, then I am ready now for the judgment of this assembly 
and the judgment of the people of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, | believe that when truth starts upon its ouward march 
of progress the God of justice and of judgment never stops nor stays it. 
I have made speeches upon this floor that have sunk into that REcoRD as 
the rain-drops sink into the ocean, that were lost forever; but I have at 
last made one speech upon this floor that the people of the United States 
have heard. And you may blot it out ‘rom that, Reconp, you may 
sweep it from existence, so far as this House is concerned, but you 
can not blot it {rom the quickened consciences of the 60,000,000 peo- 
ple of America. 

Abraham Lincoln onee uttered a magnificent sentence, whieh deserves 
to become immortal, when he said: 

If ever I feel the soul within me elevate and expand to dimensions not wholly 
upworthy of its ee Architect, itis when | bebold the cause of my coun- 
try, forsaken by all the world besides,and I, myself, standing solitary and 
alone, hurling defiance in the face of her vicarious oppressers. Here before 
high heaven and all the world, without regarding the consequences, I swear 
eterna! fidelity to the just cause, as I deem it, of the land of my life, my liberty, 
and my love. 

Mr. Speaker, I-can not hope to rival the words of the great emanci- 
pator; I can not hope to rival the worthy deeds of the great leader of 
republicanism and of liberty, but with the onesingle talent thatGed has 
given me I am ready to stand on this floor and everywhere defending 
the rights and liberties of the peor, the downtrodden, and the op- 
pressed. For nearly five years I stood in defense of my country, and 
on fifty of her battle-fields and conflicts testified my devotion to the 
cause of liberty and union. Of what avail wasall this if liberty is now 
to be trampled under foot? Fortwenty-five years since that time I have 
testified, wherever opportunity has been presented, my devotion to the 
cause of liberty and justice, and have labored and spoken with earnest- 
ness and zeal in favor of a free ballet and a fair count for my country- 
men every where. 

The other day, when I went down the steps of this Capitel, after I 
had spoken in this assembly, on the pavement below I met an old 
colored man, bowed with years, his hair gray, curly, and crisp; and 
with tears in his eyes and quivering lip heshook my hand and blessed 
me because I had spoken in behalfot his people. I would not exchange 
his blessing for the proudest toga that any one wears. Mr. Speaker, 
others may seek the plaudits of the powerful and the great; but, as for 
me, I shall, be content to stand by the side of the plain people whom 
Abraham Lineoln loved. Others may seek for the acclaim of the high- 
born, the titled, and the rich; but, asfor me, I shall be content with 
the tears, the gratitude, and the blessings of the poor, the lowly, and 
the oppressed. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like half an hour 
te speak for the Senate now. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say just one 
word, 

The SPEAKER. The Honse will be in order. Gentlemen will 
please take their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, much as I have been 
impressed by the eloquence of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEN- 
NEDY |,1 must say that he bas not said one word touching the real ques- 
tion which this resolution presents tothe House. Nobody questions his 
fidelity to the principles of liberty and nobedy would challenge the 
record which he has made in defense of those principles. The question 
here is not as to the accuracy of what he said or whether it is true or 

The question is whether in that speech which he made here, which 
was in spirit and in substance a bitter and savage arraignment of a.co- 
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ordinate branch of this Legislature for its failure promptly to agree to 
@ measure then pending there, which had passed this House—whether 
that was a violation of parliamentary law and the privileges of this 
House. That is the only question. On that question this committee, 
to whom you have referred this subject, have no doubt, and we say 
that if the people of the country, if the “plain people ”’ of the coun- 
try, are under the impression that that sort of an assau!t upon the co- 
ordinate Wranch, whether it be true or false, when made here, is cor- 
rectly made, then I say, Mr. Speaker, that the unanimous judgment 
of this House ought to correct that impression. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will thegentleman kindly state for information 
whether the committee report in favor of expunging certain portions 
of the speech which they find tobein violation of parliamentary usage 
or the entire speech? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The resolution which was read pro- 
poses to expunge the entire speech, and the reason is stated that this 
temper of criticism, which we say is clearly and undoubtedly unpar- 
liamentary and contrary to the established methods of doing business 
between the two Houses, is such that it is impossible to excise what is 
objectionable without so mutilating the speech that even at the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] we decided to 
recommend the expunging of the whole speech. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask for information, for I want to act intelli- 
gently. LIread that speech, and there is a large portion of the speech 
which has nothing objectionable in it in a parliamentary sense. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is probably so; but the gentle- 
man from Ohio requested that if we cut out any portion of the speech 
we shonld omit the whole of it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman will permit me this suggestion, 
even the consent of the gentleman from Ohio would hardly warrant us 
in establishing the very dangerous precedent of expunging fiom the 
ReEcORD remarks that are not subject to objection as being unparlia- 
mentary. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, it wasthe judgment of 
the committee that the obnoxious parts of the speech could not be cut 
out without so mutilating it that it would not be aspeech. Its in- 
tegrity would be destroyed; its sense would be destroyed, and there- 
fore we thought it should go out entirely. 

Mr.STRUBLE. If the gentleman will permit me, in view of that 
statement would it not be better to express the disapproval and re- 
gret of the House rather than to expunge the speech entirely from the 
Recorp? 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. That is a question which the gentle- 
man may answer for himself. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. By expunging the whole speech we expunge’ a 
part of the Republican platiorm. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Oh, no! 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If wedo, we repudiate the very essence of Re- 
publican doctrine. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
friend. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
moment.” 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr, Speaker, I ask fér the previous 
question. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ ‘‘ Vote!” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust we will not be forced toa vote upon this 
question. I think we ought not to be forced to a vote now. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. We cau not afford to have gag law. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 93. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is dilatory. 

Mr. FLOWER. I make the point of order that it is a dilatory mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman seriously make that point? 

Mr. FLOWER. I make the point of order that it is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman makes the point of order that 
the demand for the yeas and nays isa dilatory motion. The Chair 
hardly thinks so. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 65, not 
voting 120; as follows: 


I have not yielded the floor to my 


I hope the gentleman will yield it to me for a 


YEAS—is. 

Adams, Brower, Cogswell, Evans, 
Allen, Mich. Browne, Va. Conger, — 
Anderson, Kans. Buchanan, N Craig, FE 

. Pa. Burrows, Ca Tex. Funston, 
Banks, Burton, Culbertson, Pa, Gear, 
Bartine, Caldwell, Ca \ Gest, 
Bayne, Candler, Mass. Dalzell, Gifford, 
Belknap, Cannon, De Lano, Grosvenor, 

\ : Dibble, Hall, 
Blount, 4 Diekerson, Hansbrough, 
Boatner, Cheadle, Dolliver, Harmer, 
Brewer, Cheatham, Dorsey. Haugen, 
Brookshire, Clark, Wis. Dunneil, Haynes, 
Brosius, Clarke, Ala. Enloe, Henderson, Ill. 
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Henderson, lowa McCreary, Randall, Sweney, 
Hermann, MeMillin, Ray, Tarsney, 
Hill, McRae, Reed, Iowa Taylor, Il. 
Hitt, Miles, Reyburn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Holman, Milliken, Rock well, Thomas, 
Hopkins, Moffitt, Rowell, Tillman, 
Houk, Morey, Russell, Townsend, Colo. 
Ketcham, Morrill, Sanford, Townsend, Pa. 
Kinsey, Morse, Scranton, Tracey, 
Krapp, Niedringhaus, Sherman, Vaux, 
Lacey, Nute, Shively, Walker, 
Lansing, Oates, Simonds, Wallace, Maas. 
Laws, O'Neill, Pa. Smith, Li). Wallace, N. Y. 
Lehlbach Owen, Ind. Smyeser, Wheeler, Ala. 
Lind, Owens, Ohio Snider, Wheeler, Mich. 
Lodge, Payne, Stephenson, Wickham, 
Mason, Payson, Stewart, Tex. Wilson, Wash. 
McAdoo, Perkins, Stewart, Vt. Wilson, W. Va. 
McCarthy, Post, Stivers, Wright, 
McComas, Pugsley, Stock bridge, Yardley 
McCormick, Quackenbush, Stockdale, Yoder 
NAYS—6. 

Abbott, Cummings, Lester, Va Sayers, 
Allen, Miss. Flick, Magner, Seull, 
Anderson, Miss. Flood, Maish, Seney, 
Andrew, Forney, McClellan, Smith, W. Va. 
Arnold, Greennhalge, McDuffie, Stone, Ky. 
Atkinson, W.Va. Hare, Moore, N. H. Struble, 
Baker, Hatch, Moore, Tex. Stump, 
Boutelle, Hayes, Morgan, Taylor, J. D. 
Bueckalew, Hemphill, Madd, Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Herbert, O’ Donnell, Vandever, 
Caruth, Nooker, O’ Ferrall, Van Schaick, 
Clancy, Kelley, Osborne, Whitthorne, 
Clements, Kerr, lowa Penington, Wike, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Pickler, Williams, Ohio. 
Coleman, Lanban, Reilly, 
Cowles, Lee, Richardson, 
Crisp, Lester, Ga. Rusk, 

NOT VOTING—I1®. 
Alderson, Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Price 
Bankhead, Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Quinn, 
Barnes, Cothran, Laidlaw, Raines, 
Barwig, Covert, Lane, Rife, 
Beck with, Crain, Langston, Robertson, 
Belden, Dargan, Lawler, Rogers, 
Biggs, Darlington, Lewis, Rowland, 
Bingham, Davidson, Mansur, Sawyer, 
Blanchard, De Haven, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 
Bland, Dingiey, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Bliss, Dockery, McClammy, Spooner, 
Boothman, Dunphy, McCord, Springer, 
Bowden, Edmunds, McKenna, Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, Ellis, McKinley, Stewart, Ga. 
Brickner, Ewart, Miller, Stone, Mo. 
Brown, J. B. Finley, Mills, Taylor, E. By 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, Montgomery, Thompson, 
Brunner, Fithian, Morrow, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, Mutehbler, Turner, Kans. 
Bullock, Forman, Norton, Turner, N.Y. 
Butterworth, Fowler, . O’ Neall, Ind. Waddill, 
Bunn, Frank, O'Neil, Maes. Wade, 
Bynum, Gei$senhainer, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Campbell, Gibson, Parrett, Whiting, 
Candler, Ga. Goodnight, Paynter, Wiley, 
Oatchings, Grimes, Peel, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Grout, Perry, Willcox, 
Clunie, , Heard, Peters, Williams, Lil, 
Comstock, Henderson, N.C. Phelan, Wilson, Ky. 
Connell, Kennedy, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GrEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DocKERy. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

My McKenna with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILson, of Missouri. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FIrH ran. 

Mr. Buiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. BuTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. FrxLey with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr, WILson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. Tuomas M. Browne with Mr. Rocers. 

Mr. Perers with Mr. MANsvR. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. PEEL. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. BARTINE with Mr. WILLIaAMs, of Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 140, the nays 65; 
and the previous question is ordered. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. KELLEY. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr.STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to offer a substitute for 
that resolution at this time ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think we ought to have a substitute for the res- 
olution. I ask unanimous consent to offer a substitute. 


the substitute read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [M1 
ubanimous consent to offer a substituts 

Mr. BAYNE. Ll obiect 

The SPEAKER Ubjection i 
adoption of the resolution. 

' , 

The question was. taken a 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask fora di 

Mr. STEWART, of Vert ir. ENLOI 
and nays. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (whil He 
of ordering the years and nay Speaker, | 
the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary wi 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151 
138; as follows 

YEAS 
Adams, Dalzell Lind 
Allen, Micl De Lano Lodg« 
Ailen, Miss. Dibble Maish 
Anderson, Miss. Dolliver Mason 
Andrew, Dorsey, MeCarthy 
Atkinson, Pa Dunnel McClellan, 
Banks, Enloe, MetComas, 
fartine Evans, McCormick 
Barwig, Farquhar, Mectreary 
Bayne, Forney, MeMillin 
SJeck with, Funston, McRea 
Belknap, Gear, Miles 
Bergen, Gest, Milliken 
Bingham, Harmer Moffitt, 
Blount, Hatch Moore, Tex 
Boatner, Hayes, Morey, 
Brewer, Haynes, Morgan 
Brookshire Heard, Morrow 
Brosius, Hemphill, Morse, 
Buckalew, Henderson. Ill. Niedringhaus 
Caldwell, Henderson, lowa Nute 
Candler, Mass, Herbert, Oates, 
Cannon, Hermann O’ Ferrall, 
Carter, Hill, O' Neill, Pa. 
Caruth, Hitt, Owens, Ohio 
Caswell, Holman Payne, 
Cheadle, Hooker, Payson, 
Clancy, Hopkins Penington 
Clarke, Ala. Ketcham, Perkins, 
Clements Kinsey, Post, 
Cobb, Lacey, Price 
Coleman La Follette Quackenbush, 
Craig, Laidlaw, Randall, 
Crain Lanham, Ray, 
Crisp, Lansing, Reed, Iowa 
Culberson, Tex. Lehlbach, Reilly, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lester, Ga. Rey burn, 
Cutcheon Lester, Va. Richardson, 

NAYS 
Anderson, Kans, Dickerson, Kelley, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Featherston Laws 
Raker Flick McAdoo, 
Boutelle, Flood, Morrill, 
Brower, Gifford, Mudd, 
Clark, Wis. Greenbalge, O’ Dosnell, 
Cogswell, Grosvenor, O' Neil, Masa. 





Mr, BAYNE. 
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I object. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 


Conger, 
Cummings, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Arnold, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Belden, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Bowden, 
Breckinridge, 
Brickner, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Carlton, 
Catchings, 
Cheatham, 
Chipman, 
Clunie, 
Comstock, 
Connell, 


Hall, 


Hansbrough, 


NOT VO 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cothran, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Dargan, 


Darlington, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds 
Ellis, 
Ewart, 
Finley, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Flower, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Frank, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 
Goodnight 
Grimes, 
Grout, 
Hare, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Houk, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kerr, Pa, 
Kilgore, 
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Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 


Osborne, 
Pugsley, 
TING—138 
Kna 
Lane, 
Langston, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 
Lewis, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind, 
Martin, Tex. 
MeClammy, 
McCord, 
McDuffie 
MeKenna, 
McKinley, 
Miller 
Mills, 
Moprtgomery, 
Moore, N. H. 
Mutchler, 
Norton, 
0’ Neall, Ind. 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, Ind, 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Peel, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 
Quinn, 
Raines, 
Robertson, 


S1 BLE] asks 
| 
nb } i1e 
t 
> yea 
i j at l 





Scranton 

all, 
Sherinan 
Shively 

Snider 
Stephenson 
Stewart, Tex 
Stewart, Vt 
Stockbridge 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky 
Stump, 
Taraney 
Taylor, Teun. 
rhomas, 
Tillman, 
lownsend, la. 
Tracey, 
rurner, 
Vaux, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Mich 
Wickham, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright 
Yardley 


Ss 





Ga 


Sawyer 
th, W. 
Smyser, 
Taylor, J. D 
lPownsend, Cola 
Vandever, 

Van Schaick, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Sim 


Va 


Rogers 
Rowland, 
seney, 
Simonds, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Lil 
Spinola, 
“pooner 
Springer, 
Stahinecker 
Miewart, Gia, 
Stivers, 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, E. B, 
Taylor, Il, 
Thompson, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Kans, 
Turner, N. Y. 
Waddill, 
Wade, 
Washington, 
Whiting, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Wiitleox, 
Williams, It), 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Yoder. 
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So the substitute reported by the Committee on the Judiciary was 
agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until farther 
notice: 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. JAson B, Brown. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. Martry, of Texas. 

The following on this vote 

Mr. Browne, of Virzinia, with Mr. PARReErt?. 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. Fow.er. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. | 


Mr. TAY Lor, of IVinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 
lhe result of the yote was then announced as above recorded. 


MDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, 
DERSON, of Illinois 


of Iowa, was recognized and vielded to Mr. HEN- 


CORRE 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take from the Speaker's table a Senate joint resolution to cor- 
rect an error which has occurred in the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The joint resolution (S, Kt. 128) was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled “ An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,” approved August 390, 1£90, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended, so that in the clause making appropriation for 
the purchase of portraits under the Department of State the words ** Dalton E. 
Marchanp’’ shall read ‘* Edward D. Marchant. 


rion OF A BILI 


The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER Ol 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield now for aminute to the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Grout]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). 
the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ENLOE, | Idesiretoknow whether we have done anything more 
with the resolution reported from the Committee on the Judiciary and 
under consideration awhile ago than to.adopt the substitute reported 
by that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant o! the chair is 
informed that the parliamentary situation is that the original resolu- 
tion, as amended by the substitute, has been adopted by the House. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent for an even- 
ing session. 

AMempBer. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the farther consid- 
eration of the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that there 
is a special order for this morning which takes precedence of other 
business. I desire to say, however, that if it is satisfactory to all the 
members present, realizing the importance of having this deficiency bill 
go to acommittee of conlerence, 1 am willing to postpone the special 
order until Friday or Saturday morning, with the understanding that 
it shall then come up in the same way that it would to-day under the 
order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Make it lriday. That is private-bill day. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well; say Friday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas | Mr. Mor- 
RLLL] asks unanimous consent that the special order be postponed un- 
til Friday morning next immediately after the reading of the Journal. 
Is there objection ” 

Mr. ENLOE. I object. 
private-bill day ; 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I ask unanimous consent that it be taken 
up immediately after the deticiency bill is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘That does not require unanimous con- 
sent. If the special order is not presented before it will come up in 
regular order after the deficiency bill is disposed of. 

Mr. MORRILL, Well, U give notice that I will call it up imme- 
diately after this bill is disposed of. 


BUSIN ESs. 


lor what purpose does 


I make the objection because Friday is 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels; 

A bill (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley; 

A bill (H. R. 2317) granting a pension to Anna McCreary; 
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A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

| A bill (A. 
| A bill (H. 
| A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
pension-roll; 

| A bill (H. 
| A bill (H. 


R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman; 

R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock: 

R. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Ebert; 

R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove; 

R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes; 

R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James; 

R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; 

R. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Smail upon the 


R. 
R. 


5521) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher 
5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix; 

A bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa Barker; 

A bill (H. R. 6349) increasing the pension of Mary Snead, a Kevoiu- 
| tionary pensioner; 
| <A bill (H. R. 7463) for relief of Lawrence M. Cafilin; 

A bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; 

A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon; 

A bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan; 

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Reg- 
iment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis; 

A bill (H, R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efner, 
a pensioner of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John B. Reed, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison; 

A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W. Seely; 

A bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca FE. 
Simon; 

A bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine S. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, a Rev- 
olutionary pensioner; 

A bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell; r 

A bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush- 
nell; 

A bill (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick; 

A bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; 

A bill CH. R. 9126) for the relief ot William W, Reed, formerly a pri- 
vate of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H.R. 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of Etna, 
Kans. ; . 

A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Os- 
born ; . 

A bill (H. R. 9302) granting 
| A bill (H. R. 9316) granting 

Boss; 
A bili (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M. Clements; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Patney; 

A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Cath- 
erine Edmands; 

A bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har- 


a 


a pension to John Scudder; 
an increase of pevsion to Thomas B. 


in; 
A bill (H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G, Clark; 
A bill (H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to Ransom EF. 
Braman; 
A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; . 
A bill (H. R. 9226) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker; 
A bill (@. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M. 


Fogler; 

A bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. 
McCreery; 

A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain; 

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to Wiliiam Stover; 

A bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 

A bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harrington; 

A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash; 

A bill (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

A bill (H.R. or granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10557).for the relief of W. G. Triece; 

A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. MeCulloh; 

A bill © R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson; 

A bill (H, R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley; 

A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer 


N ; 
Tipu (H. R. 11662) 


ting a pension to Henry A. Barnum; and 
A bill (H. R. 11687) ex = 


creasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the jollowing 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public building at 
Hoboken, N. J., to meet the requirements of site; 

A bill (H. R. 3857) to provide for the disposal of a portion of the 
United States military reservation at Baton Rouge, La.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12, 1882, 
relative to fire limit of site of post-office and Federal building, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which concurrence was requested, a bill and a joint 
resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2106) to remove the charge of desertion against Daniel 
W. Selleck; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 152) providing for the printing of eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late James Lair‘. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution (S. R, 128) to correct an errorin the act entitled ‘‘An act 
makins appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved August 30, 1880; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in which 
concurrence was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Seere- 
tary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy be requested, and they are hereby directed, toexamine the 
reportand recommendations made by the delegates of the United States in the 
International-Marine Conference, dated February 20, 189), and as far as the same 
apply tosubjects under the jurisdiction of their respective Departments and 


are approved by them, to prepare and submit to Congress bills for the enact- 
ment into law of said recommendations. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of Senate amendments to the general deficiency 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itseif into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair) and resumed the consideration 
of the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 11459) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for prior years, and tor other purp: ses. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Under the arrangement made yester- 
day one hour remains for debate—thirty minutes on each side. As 
the Committee on Appropriations is entitled to close, I suggest that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoasweELt] proceed now to 
occupy his thirty minutes. 

Mr.COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, doI understand that the last half- 
hour will be given to the committee, or is the time to be so divided 
that those who favor concurrence shall have the closing half-hour ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, the motion to concur has precedence 
of a motion to non-concur. The proponent of that motion is certainly 
in charge of the pending question, and has the opening and the reply. 
Therefore the last half-hour should be given to the party in charge of 
the motion now before the House, which is the motion to concur. I 
submit that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GoGSWELL] has 
the closing thirty minutes. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined this matter somewhat 
(as the same general question was raised two years ago), and is clearly 
of opinion that the bill is in the hands of the committee reporting it, so 
far as concerns the opening and closing of the debate. The pending 
question is on an amendment placed upon the bill by the Senate, in 
which the Committee on Appropriations has recommended non-con- 
currence. There are three motions now pending—one to non concur, 
another to concur, and still another to concur with an amendment. So 
far as the division of time is concerned, the Chair is of opinion that the 
Committee on Appropriations have the right to open and close the gen- 
eral discussion. The gentleman from Massachusetts f Mr. CoGswELt] 
is therefore recognized to control the first half-hour. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the French spoliation claims are 
old. I will not retbrash the old straw. I will only restate the case. 
In 1778 we made two treaties with Franco, in which she agreed to 
aid the then struggling colonies to obtain their independence, and 
Yorktown reminds us how well she kept her pledges. The United 
States guarantied her the protection of her West India possessions, and 
certain exclusive port privileges. 

In 1794 our Jay treaty gave these port privileges to England and 
guarantied them to England exclusively. And when Europe made 
war on France we declined to help to protect France in her West In- 
dia possessions. 
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The act cuntemplated payment. 


6 al 
LOS85 
Tn retaliation France seized the vessels ot American merchants; but 

at no time was there a state of war between our country and France. 
Subsequently, in 1800, we made another treaty with France whereby 
| to get rid of our national liability for indemnity for having failed to 
| keep our treaty of 1778 in the past, and also in the future, we released 
| to France these private claims of our citizens against her for these 
spoliations. This was paying a past obligation and buying a release 


for the future of the Government from its own liability and paying for 
it with private means. 

sation. 
After forty-five favorable reports in one or other of the Houses, Con- 
gress, by the act of January 20, 1885, sent these claims to the Court ‘of 

| Claims to ascertain the merits of each claim judicially. 
Section 5 made it the duty of th 
Secretary of State to send abroad for evidence and documents reijating 
to the claims, and Congress sent to France and her islands, and t 


Luis 


It was taking property withoat ju 


t compen- 


evidence of captures and condemnations and values has been used he 
fore the court as the act of 1885 directed. 

Section 6 shows the intent of Congress, By it the court is enjoined 
to report every year to Congress for final action the facts and its con- 
clusions in all eases which it has disposed of, and not previously re- 
ported. 

Congress reserved the right to act upon them finally, but snch final 
action was certainly expected each year. The claimants were sent to 
court, and at great expense and loss of time have been before the court 
now for five years, invited thereto by the act of 1885 

The court affirmed the views taken of these claims by the executive 
and national authorities of the generation in which our Government 
asserted to France that these claims of our citizens were just, so just 
that we were willing to go to war to maintain them. 

The certificates from the court (Mansur Report, pages 43, 53, 63, and 
64) show that the court has disposed of claims reported to Congress 
amounting to $19,281,726.26, and dismissed $17,514,978.11, and has 
allowed $1,666 ,748.15, 

Large numbers of the claims rested on tradition and were filed to 
save the statute of limitation. No case stands unless the capture is 
proved and a copy of the condemnation is produced,showing the capt 
ure to have been illegal. Then the proofs must show the vessel’s ton- 
nage and the value of the cargo. In numerous instances the bills of 
lading and invoices are lost and customs records destroyed, which still 
further reduce the claims. 

The last Attorney-General estimated the claims filed as $30,000,000 
Of these over nineteen millions have been disposed of, and one of the 
decisions of the court will still further redace the balance materially. 

The treaty was signed September 30, 1800, but not ratified until 
July 31, 1801. During the interval of ten months it is estimated that 


the French captured one hundred and twenty of our vessels, The court 
has rejected all! claims for these losses. 
Charles Sumner averaged each vessel and cargo at $14,000. Evenat 


a lower valuation a million and a halt dollars of these claims are thus 
excluded, leaving under the Attorney-General’s estimate about nine 
millions of claims undisposed of. 
The claims owned in the families of the ori 
sought to be cared for by my amendment. 
Section 1 of the act of 1885 only permits recovery by the legai rep- 
resentatives of those citizens of the United States who had valid claims 
to indemnity against France arising out of illegal captures, condemna- 
tions, etc., prior to the ratification of the treaty of September 30, 180. 
The court requires in each case proof of what is called ‘‘identity’’— 
that is, that administration has been granted to or tor the family of 
| the original loser—and no favorable findings can be obtained until the 
court is satisfied that such is the case upon testimony taken alter notice 
to the Attorney-General, whose assistants attend and cross-examine. 
The consideration for these claims which binds the Government in 
equity to pay for them is obvious, 
Mr. Sumner in his report graphically tells of the promises of Wash 
ington and Jefferson to our merchants. He says: 


rinal losers are those 


As the intelligence of these spoliations reached the United States, our whole 
commerce was fluttered. Merchants hesitated to expose ships and cargoes to 
such cruel hazards, It was necessary that something should be done to enlist 
again their activity. At this stage the National Government came forward vo 
untarily with assurances of protection and redress, 


This was in a cireular letter dated August 27, 1793, by Mr. Jeffer- 
son, Secretary of State, as follows: 
I have it in charge from the President to assure the merchants of the United 


States engaged in foreign commerce or navigation that our attention will be 
paid to any injuries they may suffer on the high seas, or in foreign countries, 
contrary to the law of nations and existing treaties, and that on their torward 
ing hither well and authenticated evidence of the losses, proper proceedings 
will be adopted for their relief. (French Spoliation, Executive Document, 1826, 
page 217.) 

This circular was adopted by President Washington in his messag« 
of December 5, 1793, where he speaks as folluws: 

The vexations and spoliations understood to have been committed on our 
vessels and commerce by the cruisers and officers of some belligerent powers 


appeared to require attention, The proof of these, however, not having been 
brought forward, the description of citizens supposed to have sutlered were no- 
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tified that on furnishing them to the Executive due measures would be taken 
to obtain redress of the past and more effectual provisions against the future. 

It was in pursuance of these promises that our commerce again 
tempted the dangersof capture. The merchants presented theirclaims, 
Their justice was admitted by France, who presented her counter na- 
tional claim for our violations of the treaty of 1778, which aided to 
secure to us our independence. Napoleon, who as First Consul ne- 
gotiated the treaty for her, called them ‘just claims.’’ We were in 
the mood to go to war with France, but finally we surrendered them 
by the treaty of 1800 to obtain the relief from France of her reclama- 
tion upon our Government. 

Now, the reasons for the promises of Washington and Jefferson were 
twofold: 

First. The duty to protect our citizens and their commerce. 

Second. The need of duties on imports. 

At that date our national debt was seventy-seven millions. 

Our duties from imports in 1879 were seven and one-half million dol- 
lars, and the whole expenses of the Government only seven millions. 
(Annals of Congress, 1799-1801 pages 1263, 1264. ) 

Certainly one-half of these imports came in American vessels, which 
were less liable toseizure than those of the combatants; and the promise 
of redress for captures certainly brought to the national exchequer from 
our commerce more than a million and a half dollars a year, or more 
than the sum total of al! the French spoliation claims in the eight years. 
This valuable consideration, actually received by our Government, is 
not usually taken into the account, 

The second consideration was in the release from France which the 
treaty of 1800 secured in exchange for the barter of these private claims. 

Aside from her sacrifices of lite, the French minister of finance esti- 
mated the cost to France of the war she made in support of her guar- 
anty of our independence to be many million dollars. 

To have kept our reciprocal guaranties would have cost us many 
millions, for we were also bound to them for the future. 

Americ ‘a obtained immunity from this cost by relieving France from 
payment of these private claims of her citizens. 

Our Government has secured payment of all other reclamations of 
our citizens, These also might have been recovered but for their sur- 
render by the treaty of 1-00, which released France from their pay- 
ment, 

England, under the Jay treaty of 1794, paid our citizens for spolia- 
tions upon our commerce of the same date, with some of the present 
claims, arising out of her war with France. 

Under the Florida treaty of 1819 with Spain we made that nation 
pay us five millions for some of the French spoliations before 1800, upon 
the ground that the condemnations were permitted on Spanish soil. 

It can not be contended that these claims would not have been paid 
by France, lor other privateers of that nation continued their spolia- 
tions after 1800, and, although payment was long delayed, she was 
compelled to pay $5,000,000 to our citizens by the treaty of 1831, Gen- 
eral Jackson having first withdrawn our minister and a war to vindi- 
cate the claims being threatened. (Wharton’s International Law Digest, 
volume 3, pages 91-95, 147.) Jacksonsaid in his message of December 
6, 1831, ‘‘ They will never be abandoned,’’ and they were not, 

We demanded and received payment of similar claims due our citi- 
zeus from the Two Sicilies tor like depredations under the treaty of 1832, 
and also trom Denmark by the convention of 1830. 

My motion is to concur with an amendment excluding all insurance 
and bankruptcy claims reported by the Court of Claims, leaving such 
to be considered by the House on the favorable report of the Committee 
on Claims, 

It is plain that the Senate intended to exclude these claims and to 
confine this appropriation to the representatives of the original losers. 
Some of these insurance claims remain, however, by inadvertence. 
For this reason only lomitthem by my amendment, This action does 
not prejudice those claims. It helps to secure payment of the rest. 

The total amount of the Senate amendment is $1,239,688,98. The 
insurance cases and the one bankruptcy case aggregate $126,610.33. 
The remaining cases amount to $1, 112,578.65. 

This sum we should now pay to the yee of the original 
sufferers. I believe we can now pay it. I hesitate to increase the ap- 
propriations, but I fear more to delay this just payment when we are 
able to pay. 

As the chairman of my committee [Mr. CANNON] has shown by the 
table Iadd here, we may feel safe in a net surplus if we pay the 4} per 
cent. bonds, if we pay ‘the pensions we have granted by a new pen- 
sion law, and allow sixty millions of reduction of tariff revenue by the 
McKinley tariff bill, soon to be a law. Thatsurplus will approximate 
$17,000,000, 

This last amendment on the last appropriation bill reduces that sur- 
plus $1,239,688.98. We can afford to do ourduty. Let us concur 
with the Senate and pay at this time this sum to these long-delayed 
but deserving debtors. 


I read the extracts from the speech of the chairman of the Commit- 


tee on Appropriations, recently delivered in the House, showing the 
condition of our resources and the state of the surplus: 


ED 


Expressed in tabular form, we have the following: 
Revenues, 1891: 
Ordinary, estimated December ie, Me eiitiesd sen cactinnoectcwaniengescebens 


$385, 000, 000. 00 
Postal receipts 


disiengatinctinaitetasines:dapehawinessinedienceantus siuevesasaseipowenet 65, 414, 337. 34 
450, 414, 337. 34 
Add ag of actual asuianey revenues, 1890, over estimate 
for 189 17, 000, 000. 00 


467, 414, 337. 34 





Total revenues 
Appropriations: 
Total made at this session, including perma- 
nent appropriations and deficiencies............ 
Deduct for deficiencies,.....ce.0--+erscsnceeerseeees 


$460, 6466402. 73 
38,511, 541.17 
422, 134, 861. 56 

Deduct for sums in river and harbor and other 
acts that will not be Ppeneee aang the 
fiscal year 1891... seeeeee 20,000, 000, 00 


Dated AOD socets cnn es vebctssceietecccntinesinnsettons 
Surplus... 


- 402,154, 861.56 


. 65, 279. 475. 78 
Add tellenee of net cash in ‘Treasury ‘afer deducting 4 dett- 
ciencies not paid prior to July 44, 500, 957.90 
Add fractional silver and mn a ‘in Treasury............... 23, 002, 008, 00 
Add for national-bank fund under act of July 14, 1890........... 54, 207, 975. 00 
Total surplus... sovssessecssecerseees 186,990, 416. 68 
Deduct for 4k p per cent. ‘bonds not Tedeemed 
for sinking fund for 1891. swe $80,015, 7E0. 00 
Estimated requirement under new pension 
law so farassame can be adjusted thisyear.. 30,000, 000.00 
Estimated reduction of revenue under the 
SE tia e hen rcontchenaceses cxcpimsesanndinnsomninsetnucs 60, 000, 000. 00 
—-——— 170, 015, 750. 00 





Net surplus... sesesseesereee 16, 974, 666. 68 

Should it be the poiley ‘of the @ovesnment, & as s1 think it will be, to redeem 

the $80,015,750 of 4) per cent. bonds, so as to carry $48,000,000 of thern into the 

sinking fund under its requirements for 1892, the net surplus, asshown above, 
will be increased by that amount to $64,974,666.68, 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I think the claims contained in this 
bill should be paid. In the two minutes allowed to me it will be im- 
possible to advance any particular reason therefor; but in that time I 
can say this, that so far as 1 am acquainted with the claimants who 
presented their claims to the court under their supposed right to in- 
demnity, they possess them as the heirs or descendants of the original 
people who suffered in consequence of these depredations on our com- 
merce by French privateers. They are notclaims in the hands of specu- 
lators. I knowofa numberin California who are the direct descendants 
of those who suffered loss, and, as has just been said by the gentleman © 
from Maryland [Mr. MoComas], it is clear to me that the original 
attitude of our Government towards those who were victims of these 
depredations is sufficient upon which to ground these rights now pro- 

prosed to be recognized by the Senate amendment. 

When Mr. Jefferson issned his circular to the merchants of this coun- 
try and told them that they would be protected, he did it because it 
was desirable that we should have a commerce and arevenue from im- 
ports and that our ships might go to sea with the assurance of being 
protected by the United States, and that whatever they-might suffer, 
indemnity would be provided or secured by the Government. This 
was the assurance under which our ships ventured to sea, and it is 
shown in these reports that our Government derived a revenue of some 
$15,000,000 in consequence of this promised protection, »s shown by 
Jefferson in his letter, and as indicated by Washington in his message 
to Congress. They acted upon this assurance in good faith, and sup- 

they would be indemnified by our Government. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. Hirt]. 

Mr. HITT, Mr. Chairman, these French spoliation claims came some 
years ago before a committee of which I was a member, and the gen- 
eral history which has been recounted here was most carefully inves- 
tigated by that committee, voluminous as it is and far as it extends 
back into the last century. As the result of our investigation I joined 
with the other members of the committee in a report that they were 
just claims; and I believed so then, as | do now. We are given the 
opportunity here, in the payment of these claims, to liquidate a part 
of the debt incurred in achieving the independence of this country. 
By the bill we , which was substantially adopted afterward, 
and which is the law, the claims were referred to the Court of Claims 
to determine which were valid and how far they were valid, That 
determination of the court has been had. It is before us, and it re- 
mains only for Congress now to keep faith, long deferred, with those 
who represent the dead—dead removed from us by three generations; 
the dead who suffered and were despoiled and whose sufferings and 


spoliation were of the of the independence of our country. 
Mr. COGSW I two minutes to the gentleman trom Min- 
nesota [Mr. DuNNELL]. 
Mr. DUNNELL. . Chairman, it is not my purpose to go into the 


merits ot this question. It would be impossible in so brief a time to 
do that. I have for many years eptertained the conviction that the 
Government of the United States ought to settle these claims, and I 
have once or twice vOted im that direction. The arguments that were 
made here yesterday are the arguments that have been made from time 
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to time for fifty, seventy-five, or one hundred years. The argument ot | ficiency bill. Why not step up, like little men, and say you do not 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] yesterday was for delay; | want to pay them? That you want to continue the monument of dis- 
that this might be done two years from now or at some other time than | grace and infamy which stands all along the line—showing that this 
the present. Now, I think the Government of the United States is in | Government does not pay its honest debts if it can help it. Come up 
& position to be jealous of its honor, and we ought to remove the stain | manfully and do not skulk behind the old arguments which the coart 
that rests upon us as a government because of our long retention of | has turned down. Come up an 
fands that were intended for other parties than the Government. 

The Government to-day has funds that do not belong to it, but [ Here the hammer fell]. 
which belong to the heirs of these men to whom these moneys should | The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman xpired. The 
have been paid long ago. I never have been very much moved, Mr. =. from Iowa [ Mr. } 11 : 

' 


say you can not pay them; come up 
and say you do not want to pay them— 


ENT ‘ . ' eat ti thirty 
Chairman, by the cry that a claim was old. No matter whether it be | minutes. 
old, provided it be just. Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. |! 

Mr.COGSWELL. Lyield one minute to the gentleman from Maine | from Illinois [Mr. Payson 
(Mr. Msiirken]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, all I desired to say in this con- 
nection was to testify to the fact that what was said by my friend trom 
California [Mr. Morrow] is entirely true as to my section of the coun- 
try. I know about a great many of these claims in the State of Maine. 
I know to whom they belong, and I do not know of one case where the 
claims are not now held by heirs of the original sufferers. So far as | 

| 


4 


{[Mr. PAYSON addressed the committee. See Ap; 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, this matter should 
never receive the final action of Congress until at least two weeks of 
solid time have been given toits consideration. Since the Senate (which 
I mention with diffidence) has placed upon this bill these French spolia- 
tion claims, I have devoted every spare moment of my time to their 
investigation, spending such hours of the day and night as I could find 
for that purpose. 

I want to warn my associates on this floor that they stand in the 
presence of a great wrong, as I view it, upon the people of this nation 
and the public Treasury if the French spoliation claims are appropri- 
ated for in this bill. 

In the last Congress, under the appeals that came to me from New 
England, I voted, as has been stated here, to send this matter to the 
Committee on Appropriations, that it might be put on the general ap 
propriation bill, so that these claims might come back here—for what ? 
The language of the resolution is ‘‘ forthe consideration of the House,’’ 
binding no one, leaving each and all free and untrammeled to vote as 
the discussion, the law, and the facts might warrant. The discussion 


the claims in my State are concerned, they have not been gathered up 
by attorneys. [ should not consider it any argument against their 
payment if they were; but I know of course there is a prejudicein the 
minds of some people against paying claims which attorneys have 
gathered, perhaps at a very small percentage of their cost. But at all 
events that is not the case with regard to these claims in my State. 
Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, there is only time lett to say that 
these are private claims which were taken and used successfully by this | 
Government to offset counter-claims of France. In the second article 
of the treaty of 1800 provision was made for a commission to settle 
these claims on both sides. That article was stricken out, which both 
sides understood to mean that one set of claims washed the other. 
This was done by this Government by taking the private claims of its 
citizens, claims which it has not yet paid. It has yet to pay them. | that followed determined me to voteagainst these claims, and if a vote 
To support this position I quote Napoleon, who said the claims were | had been reached then and there, my vote would have been in the 
just, and if not settled in this way our merchants would have claims | negative. The hard work which I have devoted to this question since 
for indemnity on France for depredations committed in time of peace. | the Senate put this amendment on this general deficiency bill has left 
‘*In time of peace,’’ says Napoleon, and if I understand history cor- | in my mind a clear conviction that these claims are wrong, without 
rectly, he was a man who was something of an expert on the question | any foundation on which to stand. I have examined them as a law- 
whether the status was one of peace or war. yer and as a lawmaker and believe them to be wholly without merit. 
In support of that position I quote Chief-Justice Marshall, who says: The loosest statements, Mr. Chairman, are made in regard to these 
These claims are just, and should be paid. claims. I have heard scores of people say that the Louisiana purchase 


A ; : ; | entered into these very transactions and that for these claims we re 
I quote Dr. Wharton in his last work on international law, where | ceived a part of that purchase. 


: No friend of the French spoliation 
he goes over the whole case and says: | claims dares to make that statement on this floor. The statement 


The preponderance, the vast preponderance of the argument, is decidedly in made that we have received the money of these claimants. I chatleng: 
favor of these claimants. 


’ any man living to point to a dollar that has ever entered the publi 
The bill has twice passed for their payment. It was vetoed by Mr. Treasury on account of French spoliations. Notadollar! Yet gen 
Polk because of the expense of the Mexican war; and yet Congress, by | tleman talk even here about our enjoying the money which shonld go 
almost a two-thirds vote, passed these claims over the veto. It wase| to these claimants on account of French spoliations. They say it isa 
vetoed again by Mr. Pierce, not because they were invalid, but for stain on the honor of the Government of the | nited States because it 
other reasons, They were again passed by an almost two-thirds vote has received and kept these claimants money. ‘To put it mildly, this 
over that veto; and the arguments we had yesterday and have to-day | is al! romance, for this Government never got a dollar ora 

and will have in the closing hour of this debate, Mr. Chairman, are the fromthem. ee 
same old arguments that have been hurled by the few against these Why, Mr. Chairman, our Government did all in its power and in 
claims until we sent the matter and the facts and the law to the Court curred the greatest expense, even to entering upon war, tu protect ou 
of Claims. The Court of Claims have turned down every one of these citizens and recover for them this money. But France refused to give 
arguments against them, both as to the law and as to the fact. it, and after every effort was spent these people lost their claims. This 

Every one of these claims pending on this bill has been carefully | Government had no benetit out of the matter whatever. My friend 
sifted, and every one of them has had an individual trial. Talk about | from Massachusetts { M r. COGSWELL | objects to these being character 
$25,000,000 or $30,000,000! When yousent this matter to the Court of ized as ‘‘ old, staleclaims ’’ and speaks ot stale objections tothem. Sir 
Claims the claimants filed what were called blanket claims. Out of | there never has been a proposition before Congress that was loaded 
the whole of the blanket claims we had not exceeding $30,000,000; they down with such misrepresentations and false statements as the friend 
have taken $19,000,000 of those claims and sifted them out till they of the French spoliation claims have poured into their discussion every 
are brought down to less than $2,000,000. There are about $11,009, - where except upon this floor, Iam compelled tosay. I donot make the 
000 remaining, and in the same ratio, if the same sifting process goes on, charge as to the diseussion here. jut I say to you, Mr. Chairman, and 
the tota! of these claims capable of proof before the court will not be | to my colleagues on this floor, let not the House of Representatives be- 
in excess of $6,000,000. The motion pending is a proposition to pay | Come a morgue for assembling the dead, decayed, and rotten car 
$1,150,000 of them, with only something like $4,000,000 that can pos- | of otherdays, ar 
sibly come after, and these it will take four or five years to prove up. Mr. HOPKINS. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Oh, Mr. Chairman, what has come over the spirit of the dreams of Mr. HEN DERSON, of Iowa. Ican not yield asecond. I haveonly 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in saying we ought not to put | twenty minutes, and I should have two days. 
these claims on a deficiency bill? In the Fiitieth Congress he voted | Mr. HOPKINS. TI was only going to ask— eet 
to instruct the committee to bring them in ona deficiency bill. What Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Pardon me; I would gladly yield if I 
has come over the spirit of his dreams when he says we have not time could. I trust the gentleman will not interrupt my argument when I 
to discuss the merits of these claims? He said yesterday there were have so much I want to sity. ; 
not ten men in this House who understood the question any better And now, Mr. Chairman, let me say another thing—I was pursuing 
than he. I take him at his word. in the Fiftieth Congress he said: | 4 different thought, but was broken in upon—we have here a proposition 

As one member of this committee I have read with great care the decision | PUt OD this bill by an amendmentof theSenate. I will only pause here 


of that court. I believe from the best light I can get the Government of the | to say, and with great respect for the Senate, that the more I learn as 
United States, three generations after these claims are due and payable, ought 





ny benefit 





ee 


——————e 


a legislator the more I long for the time to come when I can vote for a 
ae ten. proposition toelect United States Senators by a direct vote o! the peopie. 
I want to do that in order to dignity the office of United States Senator. 
And while I stand here 
charged with the responsibility of this appropriation bill I will not 


And what has come over the spirit of the dream of my friend from 


Towa (Mr. Hexperson) in charge of this bill? He voted in the | I say this with all respect, but [ mean it. 
Fiftieth Congress to instruct this committee to report them on the de- 


ig 
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give my consent to have this amendment go on the bill, satisfied as I 
am of its injustice from beginning to end. 

Now, it has been said that we are bound by the act of 1885. I have 
here the original bill introduced in the Senate. Was it presented at 
thé request of the Government? Was that legislation inaugurated at 
the instance of men who wanted to protect the public Treasury? The 
measure was introduced by a Senator from Massachusetts who is com- 
mitted, as Massachusetts always has been, in favor of trying to get this 
money out of the Treasury. The friends of the French spoliation 
claims brought forward this measure. And let me sav that not one 
report (there may be one exception) in favor of this proposition was 
ever presented anywhere near the period when these claims arose that 
did not come from a special committee. The regular standing com- 
mittees in early times declared against this proposition; as the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Payson] says, have declared that these claims 
should not be paid; have declared that the Government was under no 
obligation to pay them; declared in express language that the Govern- 
ment has done all in its power to collect these claims for the people. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Wow many reports of that kind were ever made? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman will have the indas- 
try to read the report which I made from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations he will find every report enumerated. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have read Charles Sumner’s report, in which I 
have much more confidence than in yours. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is the way you do; you read 
only one side, and reports made from the headquarters of these claims. 
You will find (and [ hove with profit) that the early tavorable reports 
came mostly from ‘‘ special committees,’’ which usually are organized 
in favor of the matter sént to them. 

Now, I want to say another thing, Mr. Chairman. We know that 
in this Congress we have appropriated $56,000,000 more than in the 
second session of the last Congress. I will not stop to analyze the ap- 
propriations to show the necessity for this, but it is a fact. We know 
that we refused to pass the per diem pension bill because we could not 
aflord to. How will you gentlemen deport yourselves in your dis- 
tricts when you go before your people and give that reason for not vot- 
ing jor this per diem pension bill? How will you answer when some 
poor fellow comes up to you with an empty sleeve and asks why you 
did notdo it? You tell him that the expenditures of the Government 
had been enormously heavy and you could not afford to do it, and he 
responds byasking you: ‘‘ Did you not vote to pass the worthless French 
spoliation claims that are a handred years old, with the original claim- 
ants all dead? Didn’t you do that? And yet you tell me you could 
not afford to give me the per diem pension bill.’’ Get your answer 
ready if you intend to vote for this proposition. 

Gentlemen, what claimant is there living that sustained a loss? 
Men are represented here who went through bankruptcy, or their 
assignees are here, or their descendants, claiming for insurance, when 
as a matter of tact they got war risks and made a big profit out of the 
risks, and now they want to be paid for the losses besides. ‘The ac- 
counts show that they were ahead on the investment, and yet they 
want us to give to these people, long aiter the original claimants are 
gone to their graves, the money a second time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But my amendment omits those. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa... Oh yes, I know; so the gentleman 
says; and we were told that there was not one of them in this amend- 
ment; and yet I referred it to the Department of Justice and found 
that more than one half of the claims in this amendment are for insur- 
ance claims. And the gentleman himself would not dare to face his 
God and bis country and advocate those claims here or elsewhere as 
valid. Of the two hundred and forty-three claims in this amendment 
one hundred and twenty-five are insurance cases and one isa bankruptcy 
case, 

But, Mr. Chairman, the bill of 1885 fixes no rule. It does not dis- 
tinguish as between bankruptcy or insurance or any other claims. 
There is no rule laid down in the bill for our guidance. 

The act of 1485 expressly exempts us from being bound by the opin- 
ion of the court either as to the law or the facts; and yet you propose 
to put this entering wedge into the Treasury without adopting any 
rale for the future. Why, even Senator Fryer, from Maine, in a re- 
port which he submitted ou this question, admitted and stated in the 
report that these claims should not be allowed until they had the con- 
sideration of the Supreme Court of the United States. This amend- 
ment lays down no rule whatever. I contend that if money is to be 
appropriated full and careful legislation should first be had, fixing the 
rules to be applied in making payments. 

Now, then, we have had it thrown in our faces this morning again 
that the vetoes given by the Presidents were given for other reasons 
than because of the injustice of theclaims. Ideny thefact. That rea- 
son was given; that the claims ought not to be paid. Other reasons 
were also assigned. 

Gentlemen say they were vetoed because we had not money enough 
in the Treasury to pay the claims. Why, Mr. Chairman, have gentle- 
men forgotten history? In 1836, under the act of June 23 of that 
year, because of the fact that we had such a surplus in the Treasury 
that we did not know what to do with it, the Congress of the United 
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States deliberately distributed among the several States (then twenty- 
six in number) the sum of $37,468,860. Our Treasury was absolutely 
flowing over. These men who made that distribution of the public 
funds knew about the French war and the pretended claims. They 
knew we were engaged in it, and not a dollar, even by the fathers who 
formed part and parcel of the original Government, and when the 
claimants themselves were living, when the facts were all fresh in the 
memory of men, proposed to pay a dollar of this alleged indebtedness, 
even when our coffers were ranning over with gold and silver. Talk 
to me about the fathers favoring these claims! 

And another point in the same connection: They say there was no 
war. Why, the gentleman from South Carolina (tr. DIBBLE] and 
others here would reverse the opinion of the Attorney-General of the 
Government, living at the time, given that there was war; they would 
reverse the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, which 
three times decided that there was war; they would reverse the acts 
of Congress which canceled, as we had a right to do under the law of 
nations for the violations of France, our treaty obligations and de- 
clared we were in a state of war. The French Assembly at the same 
time, contemporaneously with the acts of our own Congress, declared 
in effect that we werein a state of war; and here is Thomas Jefferson, 
in a letter written in 1798, during the very time when these proceed- 
ings took place, who says: . 

It is true then that as with England we might of right have chosen either war 
or peace, and we have chosen peace,and pradently, in my opinion; so with 


France we might also of right have chosen either peace or war, and we have 
chosen war. 


Why, my fellow-colleagues, war raged so that we captured one hun- 
dred armed vessels; our own merchant ships were armed with commis- 
sions from our Government, authorizing them to war on French com- 
merce on the high seas. There were great naval battles fought. Com- 
modore Truxtun, and other distinguished officers of the American Navy, 
won fame for the Government and glory for themselves in the war con- 
ducted with France, and yet gentlemen tell us there was no war. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will you allow me just a moment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not; you know tiatI have not 
the time. 

He who with his vessels goes on the high seas when war is raging 
takes his risk himself. If there was a war they have no claim. If 
there was a war the claims that they allege are valueless; and, Mr. 
Chairman, that there was a war can not be denied on the face of the 
record. Even the Court of Claims has been forced to admit it. 

But reference has been made to Napoleon, with fine effect, in the 
same connection. Ab, yes! there is another illustration. He was 
quoted by the great army of attorneys who appeared before our sub- 
committee in the interest of the claimants, able, clean men, I make 
no charge against them, but they were gentlemen that do not work 
for nothing; they told our subcommittee what Napoleon said. I did 
not believe it proper that our subcommittee should alone undertake 
to find the truth as to these claims on an ex parte showing by claim- 
ants’ able and numerous attorneys, and I asked the Department of 
Justice if. there was any one who could give us light on the subject, 
presenting the Government’s side of it, or whether we must pass on 
the claims on the statements of able, accomplished, and interested 
attorneys. I can not learn that this has ever been asked before by a 
committee of Congress, but it seemed to be proper with such enormous 
claims pending here. 

The Attorney-General responded, and sent agentleman who gave us 
the information, told us the facts, and put his finger on the page and 
line where the proofs were to be had. I said to him, ‘* What about 
this Napoleonic story?’’ He went and translated the whole thin 
bearing on the point, the context and everything, and you will fin 
it in the report which I caused to be laid upon all your desks this 
week. And when you take the whole context together, it does not 
sustain the Napoleonic chargeatall. Napoleon, Marshal Ney, Murat, 
and the whole array of French witnesses drop into insignificance and 
fail to bear witness for these claims. 

I never in my life investigated a law proposition or a proposition of 
fact so absolutely destitute of rightful claim as the French spoliation 
claims, and I say to yon here and now that the Congress or the Ad- 
ministration that shoulders these claims will, in my opinion, justly 
sink into oblivion. 

They talk about the amount being a mere bagatelle. I questioned 
their attorneys about that, and the lowest estimate was four and a half 
millions, the highest ten millions; the eloquent gentleman trom Mary- 
land [Mr. a ae this morning that the amount may 
nine millions. Mr. Russell, of the Department of Justice, whom the 
Attorney-General sent to us and who has examined each of these 
claims and assisted in making the argument in regard to them in the 
Court of Claims, told us that between forty-eight and fifty millions of 
dollars of claims had been filed in the Court ot Claims; and after de- 
ducting tor blanket petitions he gave it as his opinion that the amount 
which would be allowed by the Court of Claims would not be less than 
$30, 000, 000. 

In the last Congress, in reply to a letter from Mr. Rogers, of Arkan- 
sas, the then Attorney-General sent him an estimate, which appears in 
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the RecorD, giving the best judgment after an investigation by the 5 
Department, and they then put the lowest estimate at $33,000,000. It | 
is all very well to belittle the amount now, when youare getting your | 
arm into the Treasury. It is all very well when you are opening the 
doors, so that the beys can come in and begin to fill their pockets at 
the expense of the Government; but the claims grow as the number of 
ships did. Let me give you an illustration. Mr. Webster, when he 
stated the number of ships, gave it as 615, and he was only a stone’s 
throw from the period of these events. Mr. Sumner, at a later date, 
gave the number of ships as 885. Now they continue to grow, and 
every year each ship seems to breed a new one. 

The records now show, as the Department of Justice informs your 
cotimittee, that the total number is 2,399 ships. And more of them 
are on the way, Mr. Chairman, all under full sail, and well manned, 
officered, and victualed. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I will 
not attempt to speak longer, because [ know my time is exhausted; 
but I appeal to this committee in the name of integrity, to your oath 
as Represeatatives, to put the seal of condemnation upon these claims, 
as three committees, one of the Senate and two of the House, did, in 
emphatic language, before the sound of the French-American war had | 
died away on the Atlantic. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime furdebate has ended, and the question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] | 
to concur, with an amendment which he offers, and which the Clerk | 
will report. | 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I suppose it would be in order to offer another 
motion after this is voted on, to concur with an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will depend on the action of the committee 

| 
| 


j 
| 
| 
| 





entirely. If the committee moves to concur with the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maryland, no further amendment will be in order, 
but if the action of the committee—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, is that absolutely correct? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will have agreed to it in that 
form and that will be the end of amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, but if the Chair please, there may be some 
gentlemen who may want to concur with one amendment, and others 
may desire to concur with adiflerent amendment. It seems to me that 
that would be entirely proper, and I think this is reversing the rule 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
it votes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course it is; but the question that the Chair is 
considering, as I understand it, is whether or not there can be a mo- 
tioa to concur with one amendment after another has been agreed to. 
For instance, the gentlemay from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] might 
move to concur—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that there can be 
but one amendment pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is not the question, if the Chair please. When 
that amendment has been acted upon, is it not competent to move to 
concur with a still further amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN, If the committee refuses to concur with the 
amendment, then another motion will be in order; but if the commit- 
tee concurs with an amendment, that is the end of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The only way out of it is for the 
committee to vote down the amendments and carry the motion to non- 
concur. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I desire to make 
is an amendment to insert in this bill a claim which was inadvertently 
left out by the clerk of the Senate committee. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. They put in ali the other claims in connection 
with this particular vessel, but left this claim out. I make that state- 
ment for the information of the House, 

Mr. COGSWELL. That can be put in by unanimous consent, and 
I think no one will object. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. We object to all these claims. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask unanimous consent to insert this item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous | 
consent to offer an amendment. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. That it may be incorporated in the amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand this amendment increases the 
number of claims. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, It does. | 

| 


The effectis for the committee to consider when | 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa object? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do. 

Mr, O’FEKRALL. Mr. Chairman, I am sure the gentleman from 
Towa will not object if he understands the matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of fowa. I would like to say just here, that if | 
any of these claims are going in, the amendment suggested by the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia ought to go in too. By an oversight in making | 
up the Senate amendments, it wasnot put in. It is a mere matter as 
to whether you are going to put them in or not. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If it was by an oversight that this was not 
put into the Senate amendment, I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. O’PFERRALL. Mr. Chairman, I understand that objection has 


| been withdrawn by the gentleman from Iowa, 


Mr. MCCOMAS. I ask for a vote on my amendment, to concar with 
an amendment striking out the insurance and bankrupt claims 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition, so that 
there may be no misunderstanding. The gentleman from Virginia 
asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment, which he has sent to the 
desk, and that it be incorporated in the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maryland. [Cries of ‘*No!’’ ‘‘No!’’] 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask that it be incorporated in the 
amendment. 


Senate 


The CHAIRMAN. That isnotinorder. The way suggested is the 
only one by which it can be done. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I ask that it may be incorporated in this Senate 
amendment, orin the bill. I donot care how it is done so that it is done 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would sug ‘est to the gentleman from 


Virginia that it could be arranged in conference. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No, sir; that is the point, whether or not it 
could be arranged in conference. As I understand, it was the inten- 
tion of the committee of the Senate to insert this claim, but it was left 


| Out inadvertently. 


Mr. CANNON. 
an amendment. 


The parliamentary motion would be to concur with 
The gentleman from Maryland proposes an amend- 
ment. Now, you have an additional amendment that you want to 
offer. If the gentleman from Maryland will accept the proposition as 
a part of his amendment the vote will be taken on concurring with an 
amendment, that of the gentleman from Virginia included. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, but I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois that puts the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia into 
the same boat with the amendment of the gentleman trom Maryland, 
and if his amendment fails the amendment of the gentleman trom 
Virginia will go with it. As this is a matter of oversight, the House 
can very well correct it by inserting it and letting it be part of the bill, 
because it was simply a clerical omission. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will give his attention, the 
Chair would suggest this, if the committee sees fit: that the gentle- 
man from Virginia have unanimous consent to offer his amendment 
to be inserted in theSenate amendment. Then the question will recur 
upon the motion to concur with the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. 

Mr. CANNON. Thatcannot bedone. There are but two motions 
in order—one is to concur with an amendment, and the other to concur 
without an amendment. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
it can be done-by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, how? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let usdispose of the amendment and 
the motion to concur with an amendment and if these claims should 
go on the conferees will fix that on. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say to the gentleman, if that is to be the 
course, it seems to me the better way is toask unanimous consent that 
the House conferees may bring this matter to the attention of the Senate 
conferees. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 
tion of the matter. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I am not particular about the mode, Mr. Chair- 
man, so that it is done; and I ask unanimous consent that the Honse 
conferees may be permitted to call it to the attention of the Senate con- 
ferees. 

Mr. CANNON. 
ate amendment. 

Mr. O’ FERRALL, 


We will attend to that. 
Otherwise the conferees can not have any jurisdic- 


3ut that it is to abide the general fate of this Sen 


Let that be understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee has no power over the question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Let it be understood, then, that the committee 
of conference is to iusert this claim in the event, as a matter of course, 
of concurrence in the Senate amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That can not be agreed to in committee, Of 
course the House can do so if it chooses. The question is on the mo- 
| tion of the gentleman from Maryland to agree to the Senate amend 
ment with an amendment which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clérk read as follows: 

Strike out al) of the insurance and bankrupt claims designat 
ule accompanying the House report 3121. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry 
80 as to get some information, and to get another matter of claims be- 
fore the House. The question I desire to ask is whether it will be in 
order to attach to this Senate amendment the House bill containing 
the claims known as the Bowman-act claims, the claims that have 
favorably acted upon by the Court of Claims and included in the bill 
that passed the House two of three wecka ago? 
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amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the motion of the gentleman from 
Maryland to be indivisible; that it is a motion to concur with an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
motion to conenr. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The effect of the adoption of the amendment of 
th: gentleman from Maryland will be to close the question so far as 
the committee is concerned. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would state to the gentleman from Maryland 
that I would be glad for the committee to adopt his amendment, but 
not to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I think they shouldall be putin. [Cries 
“Regular order!’’] This is the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair bas decided that the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Kentucky would not be in order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, The Chair can not have decided upon a 
point that I am about to make, 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Doesthegentleman make another pointof order? 













































































That is correct. 
I think it should be taken separately from the 


of 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; I was about to make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I was about to suggest to the House 
that whatever is right with regard to one class of these claims is right 
with regare to the other class, and I desire toask unanimous consent, 
just as wasasked in the case of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
O’ F eERRALL}, that the committee of conference be instructed and re- 
quested, or requested and instructed, whichever is the stronger way 
of putting it, to attach these claims to this bill in conference. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided that the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole can not instruct the committee of conference. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, I do not want the House to be | 
con(used or to receive any wrong impression with regard to the char- 
acter of the claim presented by me. 
is a French spoliation claim. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
of anybody on the subject. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I know that, but some minds might get con- 
fused nevertheless. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas] to concur in the Senate amendment 
with the amendment offered by him, which has just been read by the 
Clerk. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 65, noes 98, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I eal) for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; 
noes 98. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman, would a motion to con- 
cur with an amendment be in order at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment would be in order at this time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Mr. Chairman, the agreement was that 
we should have a vote on the question of non-concurrence and the two 
amendments all together. That was the agreement yesterday, that we 
should have the vote at the end of the three hours of debate. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to move to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment with an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present oceupant of the chair knows noth- 
ing about any agreement one way or the other. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The agreement was made yesterday 
that at the end of three hours’ debate we would vote on the motion to 
non-concur and the amendments pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that whatever may have 
been said, unless an agreement was distinctly reached, the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Stron®]} can not be cut off from his parliamentary 
right to offer an amendment. There is no amendment now pending, 
and he has a right to offer one. 

Mr. O’PERRALL. Mr. Chairman, would the amendment which I 
sent to the Clerk's desk awhile ago be in order now? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would if the gentleman had the floor, but he 
has not the floor. [Langhter.] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move to concur inthe Senate amend- 
ment with the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that it is out of 
order to include those claims, because they were not in the original 
bill and have never been reported to the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, a portion of the amendment, 
I submit, is in order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
tainly be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
it is all out of order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 


i 
The claim that I have presented | 


There is no attempt to confuse the mind 


and the tellers reported—ayes 71, 


A portion of the amendment must cer- 
If any portion of the amendment is out of order 


Then I will offer another amendment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks not. The question is on the | Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, Irise to a point of 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There wasan agreement distinctly made 
by unanimous consent that when the three hours’ debate were concluded 
we would vote upon the three propositions, and I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. CoGswELL] to say if it was not the agree- 
ment. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I so understood the agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis informed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that the understanding was as stated by the gentleman 
from Lowa, and if that is the case, the Chair can not entertain the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Recorp does not show it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Iowa can not take 
me off the floor. And the gentleman, I am sure, will not object to my 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Iowa can not bring for- 
ward a private agreement to control the action of the Committee of the 
There is nothing in the RecorpD to show any such agreement 
as he states. And, Mr. Chairman, I submit that the gentleman from 
Iowa will not object to theamendment which the gentleman from Ken- 
tueky proposes. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. 
Mr. Chairman, 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Unless the Reconrp discloses such an agreement 
as is stated by the gentleman from Iowa the Chair can not consider it. 
Any agreement that is not of record the Chair can not take into consid- 
eration. Does the gentleman say that it was so agreed in the House? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was distinetly so agreed, and I called 


It will take but a moment. 
I mustinsist upon the point of order, 


| attention to it asecond time. 


The CHAIRMAN. Willthe gentleman refer to the page of the Rec- 


| ORD showing the agreement ? 


Mr. RICHARDSON, I think the gentleman will find that it was 
simply an agreement to close debate, not to shut off all other amend- 
ments. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I submit that my amendment can be 
read and disposed of in a shorter time than it will take to determine 
in regard to the agreement. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Here is the language I used: 


And that the vote will be taken on that and all amendments pending at that 
time. 


That was the language of the agreement, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. CoGswEL1] who had charge of the matter on the 
other side admits that such was the agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was not pre- 
siding at the time referred to and knows nothing about the proceed- 
ings. But it would seem to have been the clear understanding that 
the vote was to be taken upon the amendments as they then stood after 
the debat~ had closed, and the Chair does not feel that he isat liberty 
to enlarge the agreement in any manner. 

- Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Iowa will not ob- 
ject to my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to submit his amendment, notwithstanding the agree- 
ment—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I must object to all new amendments. 
I stand on the agreement made, and we have no right to go beyond it. 

_The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will put the pending ques- 


Mr. it. EN LOE. I desire to inquire what right the gentleman in 
charge of this bill had to enter into any agreement unless the House 
itself consented. 

Several MemBers. The House did consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the Recorp shows 
an agreement by unanimous consent that after the close of the three 
hours’ debate voting should begin on the questions then nding, 

Mr. ENLOE. Was that in the Committee of the 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE, Then I ask w ether the Committee of the Whole can 
change the rules of the House? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I submit that the Chair has already de- 
cided that, there having been one motion to concur with an amend- 
ment and that motion being voted down, another motion of the same 
character is now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. As a general parliamentary principle there is no 
doubt aboutit; but in this case there intervenes an agreement of which 
the Chair was not aware, made yesterday. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the Chair to rule on my question of order, 
whether or not an agreement made in the Committee of the Whole can 
change the rules of the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is binding upon the Committee of the Whole, 


of course. 
Mr. ENLOE. "Bat I ask whether it binds the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. We are now in the Committee of the Whole. 


eal 
¥. 





1890. 





This agreement was made in the committee. The Chair assumes that 
no one desires to contravene an agreement made yesterday by unani- 
mous consent and which is a matter of record. The Chair was not 





aware of this agreement at the time he proposed to entertain the amend- | 


meut. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
amendment may be read. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
consent that an amendment may be read. 

Several members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for by Mr. 
DiIBBLE)—ayes 65, noes 92. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let us have the yeas and nays in the House. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. Dip- 
BLE were appointed. 


I ask unanimous consent, then, that my 
It is very short. 


Is there objection ? 


92, 
TheCHAIRMAN, ‘The motion to concur is rejected, and the Senate 
amendment is non-concurred in. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
taken is equivalent to agreeing to the motion to non-concur. 
The CHAIRMAN. Iitis. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
The motion was agreed to. . 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 


I now move that the committee rise. 


The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous | 


The committee again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, noes 


I understand that the action just | 


the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consideration | 


the bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 


prior years, and for other purposes, had directed him to report that the | 


committee recommended concurrence in Senate amendment numbered 


10 with an amendment, and non-concurrence in all the remaining | 


amendments of the Senate. - 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask a separate vote on amendment numbered 
i54, relating to the French spoliation claims. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to taking the question in gross 
apon all the other amendments in which non-concurrence is recom- 
mended ? 


There being no objection, the question was taken; and all of the | 
Senate amendments, except amendment numbered 10 and amendment 


aumbered 154, were non-concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is now upon concurring in amend- 
ment numbered 10 with an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to amendment nungbered 10 the following: 

“For completion of court-house and post-office at Winona, Minn., $10,000.”’ 

The question was determined in the affirmative; and amendment 
aumbered 10 was concurred in with the amendment read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon non-concurring in 
amendment numbered 154. 

Mr. McCOMAS. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Irisetoaparliamentaryinguiry. Whatis the pend- 
ing question? Is it on concurrence or non-concurrence? 

The SPEAKER. It is on non-concurrence. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then “ay” isavote against the Senate amendment, 
and ‘‘no”’ is in favor of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state further that if the House re- 
fases to non-concur, concurrence follows. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Let us understand this matter. An 
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Reilly, Smyser, rarsney, Whe Ala 
Richardson Snider Thomas, Wheeler, Mich 
Rife, Stephenson, Thempson, W hitthorne, 
Rowell, Stivers, Townsend, Colo. Wickham 
“ayers Stockdale, rownsend, Pa. Williams, Ohio 
Seney, Stone, Ky Turner, Ga Wileon, Wash, 
Shively, Swenes Vandey 
N 4) ~ 
Adams Dibble Miles, Sera 
Andrew, Danne Milliken, Scu 
Arnold, Flow Moftiut Sh . 
Atkinson, Pa. Gear, Morrow, ; d 
Atkinson, W. Vs Gre halge Morse, ti! 
Baker, Grosvenor Mudd art, ‘lex 
Banks., Grout, Nute, St Vi 
Beiden Hansbroug 0’ Donne!) lg 
Bergen’ Harmer, ) rrall, 
Bingham, Henderson, Ill. O' Neil, Ma Tay I 
3outelle, Hierma ©’ Neill, Pa Ca Lb 
Buchanan, N, J. Hitt, Osborne i r, Ter 
Candler, Mass Hooke: Peters, ru K . 
Catchings, Houk, Quinn Van rai 
Claney, Lester, Va. Randall Vaux 
Cogswell, Lewis Ra Waddil 
Coleman, Lodge R urD Wa 
Covert McCarthy R ‘ Wa Mase, 
Crain, McComas, Rus \ N.Y 
Culbertson, Pa. MeCormick Russell, Wil son, 
Cummings, McDuffie, ford Ya 
Dali IcK , ! 
SOT Vi ING 12 
Abbot Cl Ketcha Prices 
Aldersor Co I R ’ 
Anderson, Mias. Coo; Ind i w le toberts 
head oop Ohio Le Roger 

Barnes Cothr. Le ! Rowland 
Bayne Crisp, Magne Skinner 

|} beckwit Culberson, Tex Mansur Smith, W. Va, 
Biggs, Dargan, Ma Ind, Sy; 
Bianchard, Dar t lartin, Tex. 3; 
Bland, Davidson, Mason § 
Boatne De tiave IeAdoo Stahlnecker, 
Boothman Dingle MeClammy, Stewart. Ga 
Bowden Dockery MeCord, Stone. Mo 
Breckinridge, Dunphy, McKinley, Struble, 
Brickner, Edmunds, McRae Tavior, EF. B, 
Brown, J.B Elis Mille rillman, 
Browne, T. M. Ewart, Mills, lracey, 
Browne, Va. Finley Montgomery, Pucker, 
runner, Fitch, Moore, Tex. Purne W. ¥. 
Buchanan, Va. Fithian Mutechler Wade 
Bullock, Flood, Norton, Washington, 
Bunn, Forman Oates Whiting, 
Burrows Fowler, 0’ Neall, Ind Wike, 
Butterworth, Frank, Outhwaite, Wiley, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Owen, Ind Willeox, 
Caldwell, Gibson, Owens, Ohio Williams, 1! 
Campbell, Grimes, Parrett, Wilson, Ky 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, Payne, Wilson, Mo 
Carlton, Hemphill, Paynter, Wilson, W. Va. 
Caruth, ane N.C. Peel, Wright 
Chipman, Holman, Perry Yoder 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Ph 


affirmative vote is in favor of non-concurrence; those opposed to the | 


French spoliation claims will vote ‘‘ay.”’ 
The SPEAKER. The negative vote is in favor of concurrence. 
the negative side should prevail, the amendment wil! be concurred in. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 87, not voting 
127; as follows: 


YEAS—1i11. 

Allen, Mich. Cobb, Hare, Laws, 
Alien, Miss. Comstock, Hatch, Lester, Ga. 
Anderson,Kans. Conger, Haugen, Lind, 

ne, Cowles, Haynes, Maish, 
Barwig, Craig, Heard, McClellan, 
Beiknap, Cuteheon, Henderson,lowa McCreary, 
Bliss, De Lano, Herbert, MeMilhin, 
Blount, Dickerson, Hill, Moore, N. H. 
Brewer, Dolliver, Hopkins, Morey 
Brookshire, Dorsey, Kelley, Morgan, 
Brosius, Kennedy, Morrill, 
Brower, E Kerr, lowa Niedringhaus, 
Buckalew, Farquhar, Kilgore, Payson, 
Burton, Featherston, Kinsey, Pe:ingion, 
Cannon, Flick, P, Perkins, 
Carter, Forney, Lacey, Pickler, 
Caswell, Funston, La Foliette, Pierce, 
Cheadle, Gest, Laidlaw, Po, 
Cheatham, Gifford, \ Pugsiey, 
Clark, Wis. » Quackenbush, 
Clements, Hall, Lansing, Reed, lowa 


| 


If | 


So the motion to non-concur wa 


agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced 


Mr. FLoop with Mr. CHIPMAN, 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. Fri 


Mr. KercHaM with Mr. Tra: 


claims. 


ild vote 


ABBOTT, on 


on t 4s vote, 


EY. 
Mr. BOATNER with Mr. OWENs, of Ohio, on the 
Mr. BOATNER wo 
OweEns, of Ohio, would vote against 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. 


‘} 


the Fr 


Mr. BARNES would vote to concur in the Senat 
norr would vote against concurrence. 
Mr. CARUTH with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, on this question. 
Mr. CARLTON with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, on this question 
Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. Grssow, on this question. 


LEE would vote for, and Mr. OATES against. 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. PEEL, on the French spoliation claims. 


T 


for the Senate 


tne 


rest of the day. 


French spoliation 


amendment; Mr 


lation claims. 


niment: Mr. Ap 


Mr. Crisp with Mr. HEMPHILL, on the French spoliation claims, 
Mr. BowDEN with Mr. McKAak, on the French spoliation claims. 
Mr. Lee with Mr. OAres, on the French spoliation claims, 


Mr. 


Mr. DARLINGTON would vote *‘ yea;’’ Mr. PEEL, ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. Yoper, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. CuLBERSON, of Texas, for the rest of the day 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. ALDERSON, until further notice. 

Mr. CASWELL with Mr. TILLMAN, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I find that 1 voted inadvertently on this question, 
and desire to change my vote. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the gentleman can 
withdraw his vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of 

| mittee of conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Henperson ot 
Iowa, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE as conferees on the part 
of the House. 


Iowa. I move the appointment of a com- 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosubmit a request to the House. 
It is well known that there is a large number of bills on the Calen- 
dar /rom the District Committee awaiting action. Some of them are 
important matters, though small in themselves, and I have selected 
some twelve or filteen out of forty to which I think there will be no pos- 


sible chjection if the Hoase was full or otherwise, To reach these bills 
I desire to ask unanimons consent thatan evening session be held this 
evening, commencing at 8 o'clock. 


2 TheSPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request. Is#here ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman from Vermont that there be an 
evening session at § o’clock tor the consideration of District bills not 
objected to? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let me ask the gentleman whether 
the Pennsylvania Railroad bill is on the list. 

Mr. COLEMAN. That is the question I also desired to ask. 

Mr. GROUT. No, sir. We have no intention of bringing it up. 
It is well understood that that bill can not pass without a quorum. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, Then are any of the trust bills pro- 
posed to be brought up? 

Mr. GROUT. It was our intention to bring up bills entirely unob- 
ie to; but the gentleman had better be present and determine for 

imsel f, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will certainly be present. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Let me suggest to the gentleman 
from Vermont that he amend his request by omitting the trust 
bills—— 

The SPEAKER, 
from Vermont? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
object. 

Mr. BERGEN. I object. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let me ask the gentleman from Vermont if he 
will not agree to limit the session to half past 10 o’clock; if so, I for 
one will not object. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I would also ask him to state that 
the trust bill and the railroad bill will not come up. 

Mr.GROUT. Iaccept the proposition to limit the session; and have 
stated already that the bills to which exception is made will not be 
taken up. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, I think there are so many ex- 
ceptions that we may as well except all of them. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Why notgivethe District Committee aday? We 
have taken a good deal of their time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why not give options a day? 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Illinois will listen for a mo- 
ment concerning certain necessary legislation in reference to the Dis- 
trict, I do not think he will object. There is a provision to extend the 
time for the payment of taxes. It was extended in May-—— 

Mr. CANNON. Then call it up and pass it now. 

Mr.GROUT. I have not the bill in my hand. Besides there is 
another bill, a Senate bill, providing against the spread of scarlet fever 
and diphtheria, which ought to be passed. 

Mr. CANNON, The trouble is at a session such as you suggest now 
that you will get up here with a baker’s dozen of members present, 
and somebody comes who, either through contrariness or with a real 
desire to serve the country, objects to everything. Now, the gentle- 
man can get his important bills, I am satisfied, acted upon when there 
is a quorum present, and the two which he has referred to can no doubt 
be passed by unanimous consent at any time. 

Mr. GROUT. But there are others besides them. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Then I would suggest to the gentleman to ask 
that a day be set apart for the consideration of District business. We 
have had to take several days from the committee, and it is but fair, 
to allow them some time in return. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam willing that there should be a day, and would 
suggest Saturday. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man again. The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous consent 
that an evening session be set for to-night for the purpose of consider- 
ing bills unobjected to from the District Committee. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. 

Several MEMBERS. 


Is there oljection to the request of the gentleman 


Unless House bill No. 9795 is excepted I shall 


I object. 
Regular order ! 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RUSSELL. I desire to makea privileged report from the Com- 


mitiee on Printing, 
Mr. MORRI).L. I call up the special order for to-day, the bills 
rains pensions to Mrs. Frémont, Mrs. McClellan, Mrs. Crook, and 
rs. Jones. consideration to be limited to one hour onall four of them. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. MORRILL. 
one hour's debate. 


Was the previous question ordered? 
The previous question was ordered at the end of 
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JESSIE BENTON FREMONT. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as foilows: 

A bill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jessie Benton Frémont, widow of 
the late John C. Frémont, a major-general of the United States Army,and pay 
ler a pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $2,000 per annum. 

Mr. KILGORE. J want to makea point of order on those bills. The 
point is that the order which was made on last Friday evening directed 
that this bill and others be taken up immediately after the reading of 
the Journal to-day. That hour has passed, and the point I make is 
that the bills have lost their place and can not now be taken up under 
that order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that reasoning is a little close. 
The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is that bill subject to amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. There was an understanding that there should be 
an hour’s debate on all the bills, apparently. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am willing to waive the debate if the other side 
are. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘* Vote !’’] 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is the bill subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question isordered. Thebill is not 
open toamendment. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and was accordingly read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE and Mr. CHEADLE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 150, noes 20. 

Accordingly the bill was passed. 


ELLEN M. M’CLELLAN. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (8. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen M. McClellan, widow of the 
late George B. McClellan, a major-general of the United States Army, and pay 
her a pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $2,000 per annum. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask if the previous question 
is also ordered on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. On all of them, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then it is not subject to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is not subject to amendment. 

Mr.CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentaty inquiry. I will ask 
if this is one of the bills which has been on the Calendar for some time 
under a special order? 

Mr. MORRILL. It has been on the Calendar for three or four weeks. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Whentheorder for the previous question was made 
was the bill’subject to amendment? 

Mr. MORRILL. It was not subject to amendment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Was the debate limited on this bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. Debate was limited. 

Mr. CHEADLE. What was the limit of time? 

Mr. MORRILL. On all four of the bills sixty minutes. [Cries of 
“Vote!’? ‘“Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 119, noes 16. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the bill ought to pass 
without a quorum, andI make the pointof no quorum present. [Cries 
of *‘Oh, no!’’ ‘Don’t do that!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count if gentlemen will be kind 
enough to come forward from behind the screens. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. KILGOKE said: Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that there is a quo- 
rum present, and I will not make the pointon this. I omitted to make 
the point on the other, thinking that a quorum had voted. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had without amendment the bill (H. R. 2174) 
to remove charge of desertion from Ellery C. Folger. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 9014) to de 
fine and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. 

The message farther announced that the Senate returned to the House 
the bill (8. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre resee 
vation. 


eo 
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MARY CROOK, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3227) granting a pension to Mary Crook, widow of George Crook, 
late a major-general in the United States Army. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
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thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll of the United States the name | 


of Mary Crook, widow of George Crook, late a major-generai in the United 
States Army, and to pay her at the rate of $2,000 per annum, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act, and subject toall the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension-laws. 


Mr. CHEADLE and Mr. TARSNEY addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] ‘is 
recognized. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, as I have voted against both of the 
previous bills and intend to vote for this one, I desire iu one brief word 
to give my reason for it. General Crook died while in the service of 
his country. The other two did not. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. A parliamentary inquiry. 
time is allowed for debate on this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that an hour was allo: ,ed 
on all the bills, and the Chair knows no reason why it should not be 
all ocenpied on one bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker, slowly, but as surely as fate itself, 
the Congress of the United States is departing from the faith of the 
fathers and from the spirit of the principles which underlies this sys- 


How much 


tem of government. Only the other day this Congress enacted into | 


law a bill which provides that the widows of the men who died that this 
Government should not perish might, if dependent upon their labor 
for their living, be pensioned at the munificent rate of $8 a month. 
That was the amount considered to be suflicient to meet their wants 
and provide for them a living by those who are charged with the duty 
of providing for him who fell in battle and for his widow. 

To-day, before the same session of Congress expires, it is proposed here 
in this tribunal of the people to enact three special laws by which the 
widows of certain comrades shall be given not $3 a month bat $2,000 
a year, and that ander a Government where it is proclaimed in the or- 
ganic law that all of its citizens ought to be and are equal before the 
law. (Cries of “‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Inu behalf of the common soldiers—— [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ 
**Vote!’’] 

TheSPEAKER. The House will be in order. 
to waste the time by disorder ? 

Mr. CHEADLE, I wantto say by way of parenthesis, “Mr. Speaker, 
that neither the jeers, the sneers, objections, nor anything om earth 


Will the House cease 


can prevent me from standing here in my place, a Representative of 


the common people, and calling the attention of my colleagues to 
these elementary principles ypon which depend the perpetuation of the 
institutions that our comrades saved from destruction. [ Applause. ] 
I want to call the attention ot my colleagues to the fact of the mar- 
velous influence of precedents. I remember to have read only a few 
years ago that for the first time in this House of Representatives it was 
proposed to depart from the general pension law, a law that provided 
a difference between the pensions ot the officers and of the enlisted men, 

a law which has provided a difference in the ratings in the pensions to 
be given the widows of the officers and the widows of enlisted men, 

and at that time it was held that it would not be taken as a precedent, 

but it has been. 

I want to say here and now that the people who pay the taxes, the 
wealth producers of this country. every mother’s son of them, object 
to this form of legislation. They favor the enforcement of the general 
laws. Against the magnificent services rendered by the deceased hus- 
bands of these widows I have not one word to say. I could not, if I 
would, detract in the least from their well-earned fame; but I stand 
here and tell you that this Goverument of ours, founded upon the peo- 
ple themselves, has repaid them well for all the services they have 
rendered. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. And they have spent it. 

Mr.CHEADLE. Andtheyhavespentit. ButTIcallattention to this 
fact. that in your general law you provided that the widow of one man 
shall have $3 a month, provided that she is in actual need, while to the 
others you give $50 and $100 a month, and, in this instance, $2,000 a 
year. I want to say that in the brief time I have sat in this House a 
representative of the people it has been my privilege to object at all 
_times to the allowance of these large pensions, because I believed that 
“ft was the beginning of the end of the pension system itself. I want to 
impress this one fact on the attention of the House, that the time is 
rapidly coming when the amount required to meet the demands of the 
— service will heso great, unless we adhere strictly to the general 

w, that there wil! be an uprising of the tax-payers against it; and 


these large pensions ar: the ones that so largely increases the amount | 


of the agyregate expeuse of pensions until it now exceeds $120,000, 000 | 
& year. 

I want to say that from the golden shores of the Pacific to Maine, 
and from Michigan to the Gulf, I have received letters !rom people in 
the common walks of life thanking me for the position I have taken in 
demapding at the hands of the Government that all men shall stand 





| under the same order. 
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equal before the law. 


I am opposed to clase legislation—class legisla- 
tion in pensions; 


class legislation on any liue that may be enacted. I 
am not opposed to these particular persons, but I am opposed to the 
principle which underlies this legislation. I enter my protest and the 
protest of the common people of this country against so radical a de- 
| parture from the fundamental principles upon whi i the whole super- 
structure of the Government rests. [Cries of ‘* Vote! ‘Vote!’’ } 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker [Criesof ‘* Vote!’’ ** Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The same authority that brings this question up 
gives an hour for debate. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman whe has just sat 
down has expressed my view in regard to this subject, and these gentle- 
men who call fora vote on this matter would probably not call at all if 
the fact of their calling was reported before the common people of their 
districts, because they know that their votes in this House, passing bills 
appropriating $2,000 a year as pensions to the widows of men who re- 
ceived from $400 to $500 a month, while they only vote for $8 a month 
for the widows of men who risked their lives in the defense of the coun- 
try, and who were only paid $13 a month during their service, do not 
meet a patriotic response in the hearts of the people of this country. 

I know that in the last war the men all over the country who went 
into the Army when they knew there was a demand for soldiers did 
not wait to dicker for a position or to secure an office in the Army. 
They went in as private soldiers, trasting to the fortunes of war to 
place them in a position which their merit would assign them to. I 
tell you, Mr. Speaker, that if the precedent that is being set or fol- 
lowed persistently shall be maintained for any great length of timeon 
the part of our Government, when the next war comes men of talent 
and ability will wait and wait and wait until their talents are appre- 
ciated by giving them an office or a position that will command a sal- 
ary before they will enlist in the defense of theircountry. I tell you, 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of this House, that if we wish to make our 
country strong, if we wish to make it so that when war comes men will 
fly to the rescue without waiting for a position to be assigned to them, 
you must continue to make this a government recognizing the equality 
of all men before the law, and not making privileged and special posi- 
tions for men to occupy in the service, and | emphasize the protest that 
has been made by the gentleman from Indiana i Mr. CHEADLE] against 
giving high pensions to the representatives of a class of men some of 
whom, in the judgment of many of our people, did not render the most 
distinguished services, while you give a pension of only $8 to the wives 
of the men who periled all in defense of their country. [Cries of 
**Vote!"’ ** Vote!) 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FLOWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FREDERIKA B. JONES. 


There is another one of these bills coming over 
The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3174) granting a pension to Mra. Frederika B. Jones. 


Be it enacted, e/c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Frederika B. Jones, widow of the 
late Brig. Gen. Roger Jones. on the pension-roll, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $100 per month from and after the passage of this act 


The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. paker, I would like to know something 
about this lady before we vote upon the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Browne, of Virginia) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. BR. 3174) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and find that she is the widow of the late Brig. Gen. Roger Jones, who 
served with great distinction in the late war of the rebellion 

The following letters and extracts from newspapers describe the advance- 


ment of this officer on account of his gallantry, especially in the destruction of 
the arsenal at Harper's Fervy, during the late war: 


The SPEAKER. 


5 


War Derarruent, April 22, 1861. 
My Dear Sir: I take pleasure in apprising you that in consideration of your 
very skillful and gallant conduct at Harper's Ferry, I have ordered a commis- 
sion to be issued to you as assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of 
captain. 
SIMON CAMERON, 

Secretary of War. 

Josrs 


Lieut, RocER 


WAR DepartMENT, Washinylon, April 22, 1961, 
My Dear Sia: Iam directed by the President of the United States to com- 
municate to you, and through you to the officers and men under your com- 
| mand at Harper’s Ferry armory, the approbation of the Government of yours 
and their judicious conduct there, and to tender you and them the thanks of 
one Government for the same. 
Lam, sir, very respectfully, 
SIMON CAMERON, 
Secrctary of War. 
Lieut. RoGeRr Jones, 
Late Commanding at Harper's Ferry 
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CAPT 


ROGER JONES, THE HERO OF HARPER'S FERRY. 


[Written for the Telegraph. ] 


In theexcitement of the present difficulties, I hope the important services of 
Capt. Roger Jones, the hero ot Harper's Perry, will not be forgotten. In com- 
mand at Harper's Ferry, one of the most important stations and arsenals in the 
country, and learning threugh pickets, that he had thrown out for miles, that 
a large body of Virginians were coming to attack him, tosecure the large num- 
ber of minié and other muskets that were there, he notified the Government. 
Irhey did not see proper to re-enforce him. Without orders he made prepara- 
tion to blow up the building containing the arma, and in fact workshops and all, 


todefeat the purpose of the secessionists—the captare of the Government arms 
at that place 


It is now generally 


admitted that had they secured the arms at Harper's 
Verry they weald have attacked Washington, first having seeured the co-opera- 
tion of the secessionists of Baltimoreand Maryland. Atthat time Washin n 
was atthe mercy ofan invading Southernarmy. There were overtwenty thou- 
saud stand of the most approved arms at Harper's Ferry at that time. © se- 
cessionists at Harper's Ferry were spies on Captain Jones, andevery movement 
of bis was watched and reported. He distributed the powder throughout the 
buildings by atrick. Hecarried kegs of powderin the chaff- of the soldiers, 
cireulating that he was changing the quartersof the soldiers. hen his scouts 
had aunocuneed to him that over three thousand Virginians were advancing, 
and were within 2 miles of the place, he and his little band fired the trains and 
destroyed the armsand buildings and retreated toward Chambersburgh. How 
effectually be succeeded is weil known. 

If Captain Jones had aeted like the great majority of Southern officers, what 
an incaloulable amount of mischief he would have done. It was expected, as is 
now positively known, that Harper’s Ferry would yield without a struggle and 
that the arming of the secessionists would oe accomplished. Captain Jones is 
a son of General Jones, formerly Adjutant-General of the Army. His parents 
and all his relations are Virginians. He is a cousin of Colonel lee, now in the 
command of the Virginia forces. 


CARLISLE BARRACKS, PA., April 20, 1861. 
Immediately after finishing my dispatch of the night of the 18th instant 


Sin 


I received positive and reliable information that 2,500 or 3,000 State troops 
would reach Harper's Ferry in two hours from Winchester, and that the troops 
from Halltown, increased to 300 men, were advancing and were at that time (few 
minutes after 10 o'clock) within twenty minutes’ march of the Ferry. 

Under these circumstances I decided the time had arrived tocarry out my de- 
termination asexpressed in the dispatch above referred to, and accordingly gave 


the order to apply the torch. In three minutes or tess both of the arsenal buil.- 
ings, containing nearly 15,000 arms, together with the carpenter's shop, which 
was at the upper end ofa long and connected series of workshopsof the armory 
proper, were in a complete biaze. 

There is every reason for believing the destruction was complete. 

After firing the buildings I withdrew my command, marching all night, and 
arrived here at 2.30 p. m. yesterday, where I shall await orders, 


pose men were missing oa leaving the armory, and two deserted during the 
night. 


Respectfully, I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
R. JONES, 
First Liewtenan! BR. M. Riflemen, Commanding Department Recruits. 
The ASsIsTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Headquarters of the Army, Washington, D. C. 
A copy respectfully furnished the Assistant Adjutant-Gencral, headquarters 
ofthe Army, New York. 


{New York Herald, April 20, 1961.) 
THE UNITED STATES ARMORY AT HARPER'S FERRY DESTROYED, 
WASHINGTON, April 19, 1861, 


General Scott has just received a telegraphic dispatch from ~\—- Kings- 
bury, stating that be had barned the armory buildings, the troops having evac- 
uated and marched tnto Maryland. 

There were 15,000 stand of arms in the armory, which were all destroyed. 

There was a large force from Virginia on their way to seize the armory, in 
order to get possession of the arms. This will be a sad disappointment to the 
Virginia troops, who confidently expected to g *t possession of these arms. 

General Scott received a dispatch at 2 p.m. to-day dated Chambersburgh, 19th 
instant, fromt ecommander of the arsenal at Harper's Ferry, as follows: 

“ Finding my position untenable,shortly after 10 o’clock last night I destroyed 
the arsenal, containing fifteen hundred stand of arms, and burned up the ar- 
mory building proper, and under cover of the night withdrew my command, 
40 in number, almost in the presence of 2,500 or 3,000 t This was ac- 
complished with but four casualties, I believe the destruction was complete. 


I will await orders at Carlisle. 
“R. JONES, Captain Commanding.” 


CARLISLE, PA., April 19,1861 

Lieutenant Jones, late in command at Harper's Ferry, arrived here with his 
command of 43 men at 3 p. m. — 

Lieutenant Jones, having been advised that a force of 2,500 troops had been 
ordered by Governor Letcher to take possession of Harper's Ferry, and findi 
his position untenable, under direction of the War Department, destroved 
the munitions of war, ns all the buildings. He withdrew his 


command under the cover of night, and almost in the presence of 2,500 troops. 
He lost three mep. 


Fifteen thousand stand of arms were destroyed. 

The command made a forced march of 30 miles last night from Harper's Ferry 
to Hagerstown, in Maryland, 

Lieutenant Jones and command looked much worn and fatigued. They were 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population. 


PHILADELPHIA, April 19, 1861. 


A dispatch received here from Washington says all the arms that were at 
Harper's Ferry were burned in a pile. 


[Commercial Advertiser, New York, April 20, 1861,] 
THE HARPER'S FERRY AFFAIR. 


The exciting report was received on Friday that the Government buildings at 


Pape Ferry had been destroyed. Later dispatches furnish the foliowing 
‘acts: 


A DISPATCH PROM THE OFFICER IN COMMAND. 

General Scott received a dispatch dated Chambersburgh, 19th instant, from the 
comm of the arsenal at Harper's Ferry, as follows: 

“Pinding my position untenable, shortly after 10 o'clock last night I de- 
stroyed the arsenal, containing 15,000 stand of arms and burned up the armory 
building proper, and under cover of the night withdrew my command, 40 in 


number, almost in the presence of 2,500 or 3,000 troops. This was accomplished 
with but four casualties. I believe the destruction was complete. 


“JT will await orders at Carlisiec. 
“R. JONES, Captain Commanding." 
THE REASON OF IT. 


Lieutenant Jones, late in command at Harper's Ferry, arrived at Carlisle 
with his command of 43 men at 3 p.m.on Friday. 

Lieutenant Jones having been advised that a force of 2,500 troops had been 
ordered by Governor Letcher to take of Harper's Ferry, and a 
his position untenable, under direetions of the War Department, destroyed al 
the munitions of war, armory, arsenal, and all the buildings. He withdrew 


hiscommand under the cover of nightand almost in the presence of 2,500 troops. 
He lost three men. 


Fiftcen thousand stand of arms were destroyed. 


‘The command madea forced march of 30 miles last night from Harper's Ferry 
to Hagerstown, in Maryland. 


Lieutenant Jones and command look much worn and fatigued 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population. 


LIEUTENANT JONES'S ACCOUNT. 


He states that hearing on Thursday that 600 Virginians were approaching b 
the Winchester road to seize the arsenal they put piles of powder in straw in all 
the buildings and waited quietly the approach of the picket-guard, who gave 
the alarm, and the n set on fire the outhouses, carpenter-shop, and pow- 
der fuses, and then began to retreat. 

The citizens of Harper's Ferry, who were evidently in league with the party 
advancing to seize the arsenal, were instantly in arms, pursued, fired, and killed 
two a. Two others deserted before the troops reached Hagerstown. 
They marched al! night, missed the railroad train at Hagerstown, and took 
omnibuses to Chambersburgh on Friday. 

As the Federal troops rushed across the Potomac bridge at Harper's Ferry, 
the people rushed in the arsenal. Lieutenant Jones believes that large num- 
bers perished by the explosion. Repeated explosions occurred, and he saw a 
light of the burning buildings for many miles. 

Lieutenant Jones who has arrived from Harper's Ferry, is a son of the late 
Adjutant-Generai Jones, of the United States Army. 

The troops were exhausted by the night march. They were fed by the peo- 
ple of Chambersburgh, and were received with loud cheers along the route to 
Carlisle. 

In view of the gallantry and very distinguished services of General Jones, the 
committee recommend that this bill do pass. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions what amount is carried by this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill comes from the Committee on Pensions. 
I know nothing whatever in regard to it any further than that it calls 
for a pension of $100 a month. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, is it now in order to move to recom- 
mit this bill with instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BREWER. Then I move that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions with instructions to strike out $100 per month 
and insert $50. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] to recommit this bill with instructions 
to strike out $100 and insert $50. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I will say in reply to the question 
of the gentleman from Michigan that under the rule established the 
bill conforms to bills which have been heretofore passed granting pen- 
sions to widows of brigadier-generals of the regular Army, I am 
told there is no case where the widow ot a brigadier-general has been 
given a pension different from the rate mentioned in this bill. 

Mr. BREWER. This not for the brigadier-general; it is for his 
widow. ' 

A MempBer. There are plenty of cases. 

The motion of Mr. BREWER was agreed to; and the bill was recom- 
mitted with instructions. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the House bills of like purport with the two 
bills passed were laid on the table. 


NAMING OF NAVAL VESSELS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Sen- 
ate bill 540, which relates to the naming of the ships of the Navy, be 
now taken up and considered. It authorizes the Secretary of the Navy 
to name the vessels in accordance with the modern classification. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatsection 1529 ofthe Revised Statutes of the United States 
be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 1529. The vessels of the Navy of the United States shal! be divided into 
four as follows: First rates, second third rates, and fourth rates."’ 


They were 


That 1530 be amended so as to read as follows: 

“ Spc, 1530, Vessels of and above 5,000 tons displacement shall be classed as 
first rates; those of and above 3,000, but below 5,000 tons displacement, as sec- 
ond rates; thoseof 1,000 and above, but below 3,000 tons ent, as third 


by the Secretary of the 
it, according to the following rule: 
shall be named after the States of the Union, cruisers after the 
cities, unarmored coast-defense vessels after rivers, and armored coast-defense 
vessels after importantevents or names connected with the history of the United 
States. Vessels of special classes shall be named appropriately to the service 
for which they are designed." 


The committee recommended amendments as follows: 


Be er peas een ae insert in lieu thereof 
he following: 
, "Spc 1529, The veasels of the Governmentofthe United States shall be divided 


| 
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into four classes, and shall be commanded as nearly as may be as follows: First 


and second rates by captains, third rates by commanders, and fourth rates by 
lieutenant-commanders or lie utenants.’’ 


Strike out section ‘531 as proposed to be amended and insert the following: 


“ Vessels of the first rate shail be named after the States of the Union, vessels | 


of the second rate after cities of the United States, vessels of the third rate 
after important events or namesconnected with the naval history of the United 
States, and vessels of the fourth rate after lakes and rivers of the United States.’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman | 


from Maine that this bill be now considered ? 


Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I will ask to have 


the report read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The bill has been printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know, but the report has not been either read 
or printed. I heard the bill read, but no explanation was given at the 
time it was called up. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I can explain the object of 
it very briefly. The statutes which are cited in the bill refer to a time 
when the Navy was classified by line-of-battle ships, by the number of 
guns they carried, and when it was divided into sailing vessels and 
steam-vessels. The law then required that vessels of a certain class 
should be named after States, rivers, ete. That classification is found 
to be utterly inadequate for the present types of ships, and this meas- 
ure, coming from the Senate, has been very carefully considered. Con- 
ference has been had upon it with the Navy Department, and in its 
amended form it is the result of deliberate and intelligent considera- 
tion of the whole subject. It simplifies the naming of the ships and 
conforms it to the modern classification. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
of naming the ships is detective. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As I have already stated, the first rates used to 
be line-of- battle ships, carrying so many guns; there were sailing vessels 
and steani-vessels, sloops-of-war, frigates—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. What did the names have to do with that? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
types or classes should be named after the States of the Union, and that 
certain other types should be named after cities. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You so provide? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Exactly; and we have changed the classification. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why do you want to do that? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Because certain types of ships have become ob- 
solete. We no longer build the old style of sailing line-of-battle ships; 
we no longer build frigates. We propose now to classify our vessels by 
tonnage, a vessel of over 5,000 tons displacement being regarded as of 
the first class, and so on; and we provide that the class of names for- 
merly appropriated to line-of-battle ships, which were then the largest 
vessels, shall now be applied to vessels of the first class, as determined 
by their displacement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What does the bill provide as to the names of 
vessels of that class? ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They are named for States, just as our largest 

have been heretofore. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does this bill make any change in the methods 
of commanding? I observe a provision that certain officers shall be in 
charge of certain kinds of ships; why is that? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Only to conform to modern requirements and the 
practice of the Department; that is all 

Mr. McMILLIN. Can not the Secretary of the Navy make the as- 
signments? 

e Mr. BOUTELLE. The old law provided for different assignments 
because there were different ranks and grades; but that law simply af- 
forded, as does the present bill, a formula or system which is essential 
to discipline and to the proper classification of commands. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it intended that the name of the vessel 
shall indicate its class? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is the object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But if a vessel should be called the Missis- 
sippi or the Ohio, how could it be known whether the name referred 
to the State or the river? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is one of the difficulties which we must 
overcome the best way we can. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then the name would not be a sufficient in- 
dication in that respect? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We can oniy accomplish our object as far as 


Mr. McMILLIN. I am afraid you are getting into worse confusion 
than you are getting out of. 

The question being taken on the amendments, they were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
ecordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motien to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to, 
BESSIE S. GILMORE. 


Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 





which I send to the desk, and that 
the same. 

rhe bill was read, as follows 

A bill (S.5) of Bessie 

i wacted, el¢., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby dir 
cee - nited States 5 per cent yupon bond numbered 3871 
July 14, 1870, with interest thereon from the lst day of August, 1876, to the [2th 
August, i881; also one United Stxtes5 per cent. coupon bond numbered 
r 3500, act of July i4 Teo with interest thereon from the Ist day of Au- 


1c House now proceed to consider 


for the relief 3. Gilmore 

ected to re- 
2, for $1,000, act of 
sae dal 
tlday © 


BAIOL. fe 


gust, 1 , to the 2!st day of May, 1881; also one United States 5 per cent. 1040 
| coupon bond, numbered 2 3, for $500, act of March 3, 184, with interest thereon 
| from September 1, 1876, to July '8, 1879, in favor of Bessie 8. Gilmore, who claims 
| to have been the owner thereof, on Septembe r l4, 1876, at which time itisalleged 
they were stolen ftom her, and who further claims that they were afterward 
| destroyed by the thief or thieves, upon the said Bessie 8. Gilmore furnishing to 
| the Treasury Department a bond of indemnity, with good and sufficient sure- 
| ties, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to secure the 
| United States against loss or damage in consequence of the redemption of said 

bonds, 

The SPEAKER. there objection to the present consideration of 


| Committee 


I would like to know wherein the present system | 


The law provided that vessels of certain of those | 


eee CCL ALC 
————E 


| bonds nor coupons have been presented. 


this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS 
be read. 

The report (by Mr. 


The Committee on ( 


Reserving the right to object, I 


ask that the report. 


BootuM 


AN) was read, as follows 


laims, to whom was referred the bill (S for the relief 


of Bessie 8S. Gilmore, submit the following report 

Your committee, having considered the bill (8.5) herewith returned, for the 
relief of Bessie S. Gilmore, respectfully report that the said bill is identical in 
terms with the bill of the House (H. R. 4020) heretofore by the House referred to 
this committee. We here adopt as a part of this report the report of the Senate 


' 
nance, of this ¢ 


on F 


'Sena 


ongress, which sets forth the facts of the casc. 


» Report No 3, first session, | 


(>. 


Fifty-first Congres 
The Committee on Finance, to which was referred the 

of Bessie S. Gilmore, respectfully reports: 

That it is clearly shown by the papers on file that Mrs. Beasie S. Gilmore was 

1¢ owner of the bonds deseribed in the bill, amounting to $2,000; that they 


oO fe, 


bill 5) for the relief 


«1 


were in her possession on board the Kremen steamer Neckar, in September, 
1876; that while on the voyage they were either lost or stolen and have never 
been recovered; that active efforts were made by the officers of the boat, by the 
police officers on the arrival of the steamer at Bremen, and by the German au 
thorities to recover the bonds, without success; and that al) the circumstances 
indicate that the bonds were destroyed to avoid detection They were called 


in in due course by the Treasury De; var tune ut prior to July 1, 1881, but neither 
Mrs. Gilmore a; yplied to the Treasury 
Department for relief under existing law on or about June, 1480, and established 
to the satisfaction of the Comptroller her ownership of the bonds and their loss. 
The Comptroller adds: 

“It does not sufficiently appear that these bonds, or any of them, are d 
stroyed. Under the provisions of the Revised Statutes, sections 3702, 370 icf 
3704, no relief in the present condition of the case ean be granted to M Gi 
more. Whenever the bonds have beea outstanding a sufficient length of time 
it is probable that she may obtain relief from Congress 

More than four years having elapsed since the date of the Comptroller's r 
port, and it appearing that neither bonds nor coupons have been presented fo 
payment, and it being clearly established that the claimant has a right to t! 
bonds and the proceeds, your committee is of the opinion that she is entitle: 
to relief by the payment of the amount of the bonds and the coupons matu 
ing to the date of the call, upon her furnishing to the Treasury Department 
bond of indemnity in the usual form. 

Your committee therefore recoinmends the passage of the bill with an ame: 
ment in the nature of a substitute, more accurately describing the bond 









TrReasury DeranruEpyT, Orrick or THE 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 18 
Sim: I have the honor to inform you, in reply to your letter of the Iith in 
stant, that the U nited States coupon bonds described in the bill for the relief otf 
Bessie 8. Gilmore (S. 5, Fifty-first Congress, firat session) are still outstanding 
unpaid, and that no uetooedl has been paid thereon since the dates mentioned 
in the bill. 


SECRETARY. 


Respectfully, yours, 
GEO, E. BATCHELLER 
tcting Secrelary 
Hon, Justre S. MorrRini 
Chairman Commitice on Finance, United States Senat« 


Your committee unanimously agree that the relief contemplated should b 
granted. We therefore recommend that the bill of the House (ff. R. 4020) bei 
definitely postponed and that the Senate bill (S. 5) be passed. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
ot the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, House bill No, 4020, 
identical in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed, will be laid 
on the table. 

‘There was no objection. 

OPENING OF FORT LYON MILITARY RE 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. 
Committee on Public Lands. 

TheSPEAKER. Thetitleofthe bill which comes before the House 
as a privileged report from the Committee on Public Lands will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8. 2805) to provide for the disposal of the Old Fort Lyon and Fort Lyon 
military reservations, in the State of Colorado, to actual settlers under the pro- 
visions of the homestead law 


The SPEAKER. 


SERVATION TO SETTLEMENT, 


I rise to a privileged report of the 
» i 


This bill has already been read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When was it read? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, On the 7th of August; 
printed in the Recorp of August &. The question of a 


and it was 
quoram was 
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raised at that time by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RocErs], and 
we did not happen to have a quorum, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the bill read now. I am entirely 
willing that it be not printed again in the Recor; but I think it ought 
to be read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, is this a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The bill will be read, if there is no objec- 
tion. The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the lands embraced in the former military reservation 
known as Fort Lyon and the former military reservation known as Old Fort 
Lyon, in the State of Colorado, shall, from and after the passage of this act, be 
subject to disposal to actual settlers thereon,as lands held at the minimum 
price, according to the provisions of the homestead laws on)y: Provided, That 
section numbered 4.in township numbered 23, range numbered 51, shall not be 
subject to the provisions of this act, and it is hereby exempted from the same, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to inquire of the gentleu.an in charge of 
this bill why it limits the price at which these lands shall be entered 
to the minimum price. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, These lands were embraced in a 
military reservation which has been abandoned for military purposes 
and turned over to the Interior Department. Under the general stat- 
utes these lands would have to be sold; but it has been the practice of 
the Government for a long time in such cases to pass a bill opening 
the lands to homestead settlementonly. That is all that is authorized 
in this case, 

Mr. McMILLIN, But you provide that these lands shall be entered 
atthe minimum price. What is the object of that limitation? Gen- 
erally lands on or adjacent to these military reservations are more val- 
uable than lands open to homestead settlement. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. But, being entered under the home- 
stead law only, the land can not be taken at any other price. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then a second question is, how it is that the en- 
try is limited to certain individuals? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Thatisa mistake. It is notsolim- 
ited. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iso understand the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. No, it is limited to nobody in par- 
ticular, but is open to any settlers under the homestead law. 

Mr. HEARD. ‘‘To the settlers thereon ’’ is the language of the bill, 
[ think, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is the statement of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, No; that is a mistake. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Let meask the gentleman if the commutation 
feature of the homestead law applies to this. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I suppose so. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It ought not, 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Colorado in reply 
to the gentleman from Tennessee says that the statement is not em- 
bodied in the bill that its provisions are limited to thesettlers thereon. 
I clearly understood the bill that way from the reading of it, and the 
gentleman gives as a reason for that provision of the bill, because these 
people can not otherwise get title. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. The gentleman misapprehends the 
scope of the billinthatrespect. It provides for the bona fide settlers, 
few in number; but the lands are open to anybody under the existing 
law. 

Mr. HEARD. Iso understood from the reading of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. No such provision is in the bill. I 
ask a vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the amendment. 

TheClerk read as follows : 

Add section 2, as tollows: 

That the lands embraced in the former military reservation known as Pagosa 
Springs military reservation, lying partly in townships 35 and 36, ranges 1 and 
2 west of the New Mexico meridian, c taining 22,471.77 acres, in the State of 
Colorado, sha!l, from and after the passage of this act, be subject to disposal, to 
actual settlers thereon, according to the provisions of the homestead laws only, 


with the exception of the land reserved by Executive order of May 22. 1877, 1 
mile square for town site purposes, which shall not be affected by this act. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to have a word with the gentleman from 
Colorado before the vote is taken on this amendment. I understand 
that the sections to this bill, both of them, preserve the commutation 
feature of the homestead law; that is, that after six months’ settle- 
ment said lands may be commuted at the rate of $1.25 per acre. If 
that provision is embodied in the bill I think it ought not to pass this 
House. 

These are old military reservations that have been abandoned as such 
and transferred to the publicdomain. Certain persons have ‘‘ squatted "’ 
upon them, to use a common phrase—settled upon them without title. 
This bill is here now, if tor any purpose atall, for the purpose of validat- 
ing the title of these actual settlers. To that I have no objection. 
They onght to have preference, becanse they are on the Jands, and as 
far as that is concerned I do not object; but I do not believe in allow- 
ing people to go ou the lands, live there for six months, then commute 
them at the rate of $1.25 an acre, and go somewhere else and make an- 
other entry. Many of these old military reservations contain valuable 
lands. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. Fof the information of the gentle- 





| 
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man from Michigan I will state to him that as a matter of fact these 
lands are not settled. A few people have gone on them, few in num- 
ber, but nobody can get title until they are open to settlement. Now, 
we allow them to be opened under the provisions of the homestead law 
just as any other of our public lands have been opened. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But I understand all of our recent legislation in 
reference to the public lands has been with the view of exempting such 
lands from the commutation feature of the homestead law. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, This provision does not allow pre- 
emption—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But I am not talking of pre-emption. I am 
talking of the commutation feature of the homestead fiw, which has 
been excepted in all of our legislation with regard to the public lands 
recently. 

Mr. LACEY, That was only stricken out from the Oklahoma bill, 
but it was afterwards modified. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. This, I will state to the gentleman, 
is like all of the bills reported from the Public Lands Committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the Committee on the Public Lands recom- 
mend it I will not make objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
just read. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was . 

The title of the bill was amended to conform. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Public Lands. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands have had under consideration Senate amend« 
ments to House bill 789, and recommend that the House non-concur in said 
amendments and ask a conference with the Senate thereon. 


Mr. McMILLIN. What is the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. For the opening of the Fort Randall military res- 
ervation in the State of South Dakota. I will state that this bill 
passed the Senate some months ago, where it was amended and returned 
to the House and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. The 
committee recommend the House to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments and ask a conference. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the nature of the amendments of tha 
Senate? 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘They provide for setting apart a section for'the use 
of the militia in the State. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from South Dakota, that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate and ask a conference thereon. 

The motion was adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have the regular 
order. 

BATTELLE & EVANS. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Joszrn D. Tay- 
LOR] is recognized, . 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. This is a bill that has been once read and the report has been 
read, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] called for the 
reading of the bill and the report. He examined both of them and 

thinks the report and bill are all right. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H, R. 3028) for the relief of Battelle & Evans. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 01 
the bill ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the bill read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ena ted, elc., That the claim of Battelle & Evans. growing out of an al- 
leged contract made by them with the United States, through the commissary 
of subsistence and the quartermaster at New Creek, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, in 1862, for the delivery of beef to the United States Army, and for the 
return of the hides and tallow of the animals slaughtered under the said con- 
tract to some point on the Baltimore and Obio Railroad, is hereby referred to 
the Court of ims for trial and adjudication; and if in such case it shall be 
shown to the court that either of such officers of the Government stipulated 
and agreed with the claimants to deliver the said hides and ta/low (o or for the 
use of the said Battelle & Evans at some point upon the said railroad, and 
that the Government failed to perform said engagement as tothe whule or any 
part of said property so ag’ to be delivered, then and in that case the court 
shal! render a judgment for any damages that were thereby sustained in favor 
of the said Baitelle & Evans. or their legal representatives, and which dam- 
ages shall be found by the court not to have been heretofore paid. 


The SPEAKER. . Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the bill? 
Mr. HOPKINS. _I object under the present form of the bill. I may 
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be mistaken, but from the reading of the bill I understand that the 
claimant would not necessarily be limited to the value of the hides 
and tallow. There’ore I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR. There is no claim beyond that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, but the bill does not read that way. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The bill was examined by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] very carefully, and also by the 
gentleman from Texas [ Mr. eeceek 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk will report the 
bill sent up by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER}. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAM-SHIP G. W. JONES. 
Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of the bill (8.4375) to provide an American register tor 


the steam-ship G. W. Jones of New York. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steam-ship G. W. Jones, purchased and 
wholly owned by an American citizen and repaired at New York, to be regis- 
tered as a vessel of the United States under the name of Czarina, 

Sec. 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said steam-vessel, steam- 
boiler, steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be 
granted the proper and usual certilicate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant 
marine, without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes. and 
appurtenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States 
and were not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests 
to be applied in the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances 
will be the same in all respect« as to strength and safety as are required in the 
ins ‘ion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save 
the fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not being constructéd 
pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are of un- 
stamped iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if 
said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength 
and safety. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bil! called up by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER]? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have a statement concerning this bill. 

Mr. FLOWER. This vessel was built in England in 1883, at a cost 
of $37,500. She has been repaired by American workmen at an expense 
of $30,700. They want to get her out from under the English flag and 
put her under the American flag. The bill is unanimously reported by 
the committee. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
after the report is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce,4o whom was referred the bill (S. 4375) to pro- 
vide agi American register ‘or the steam-ship G. W. Jones, having duly consid- 
ered the same and accompanying evidence, report as follows: 

The steam-ship G. W. Jones was built in 1883, at Sunderland, England, by the 
firm of J. Biumer&Co. Hertonnage is 627tons net. She was originally owned 
by the New Brunswick Trading and Commercial Company, of London, and was 
by them sold, in 1887, to R. M. Phillips, a citizen of the United States and a resi- 
dent of the city of New York, for the sum of $34,05v. 

After the purchase of this vessel by sir. Phillips, and while employed by him 
in the carrying trade between New York and the West Indies, she was seriously 
damaged by collision near Ferpandina, Fla., but outside of American waters, 
The injuries sastained r-quired extensive repairs, all of which have been made 
in American ports, namely, New York and Philadelphia by American firms, for 
which vouchers and receipts, verified by affidavits, amounting to $30,746.73, 
have been submitted, 

She was valued and appraised at New York September 4, 1590, by the marine 
surveyor and the surveyor and inspector of hulls of that port, who under oath 
certify her present value to be $30,000, 

The owner, Mr. Phillips, a resident of New York, doing business at No. 21 
State street, in said city, and a native-born American citizen, is desirous of ob- 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


I reserve the right to object until 


taining an American register for his vessel, and having practically rebuilt this | 


ship in the United States, expending more than three-fourths of her cost or 
present value, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know the number 
of that report. 

Mr. FLOWER. That report is a Senate report. 
is not yet printed. It was put in last night. 

Mr. DUNNELL, Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. FLOWER. Yes; it was put on the Calendar yesterday. 
BINGHAM reported it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There are several bills here that have been on 
the Calendar cousiderably more than one day, which we would like to 
have considered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [Aftera pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, and the House bill of similar import was 
ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. FLOWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that at 5 
o’clock to-morrow afternoon the House take a recess until 8 o’clock, 


The House report 


Mr. 
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the evening session to be devoted to the consideration of Senate and 
House bills pertaining to Indian Affairs, bills to which there is no ob- 
jection, the evening session to continue until half past 10 o’clock. 

Mr. McMILLIN. For the present | shall object. I thiak we have 


| time to dispose of those bills in the regular sessions of the House, and 





| 
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I think we ought to do the work there. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like tosuggest to the gentleman that there 
are a number of these bills of great importance. My request is that 
we only consider those to which there is no objection, and I h ype we 
can have the opportunity to consider them. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let it go for the present and we will see to-mor- 
row what the sitnation is. It is pretty wearing on those who have to 
come here day and night. 

Mr. PERKINS. Idonotthink the gentleman from Tennesse 
MCMILLIN] has wearied himself greatly in that regard. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have wearied myself enough so that I do not 
intend to do it any more unless there is necessity for it. I am re 
sponsible to my constituents for my attendance during the sessions o! 
the House, and I am not ashamed of my record in that regard. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreefl to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the Horse adjourned. 


Mr. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were introduced and referred as follows: 

3y Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A resolution and memorial to 
the Congress of the United States by the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, praying that all crimes committed within the 
Territory prior to the time it was opened to settlement shall be prose 
cuted at the proper costs of the United States, and that a suitable ap- 
propriation be made for that purpose—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a joint resolution of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Oklahoma, with regard to the urgency of having Indian reservations 
negotiated for by the Cherokee Commission opened for settlement—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intto 
duced and referred as follows 
By Mr. SCRANTON: 


Whereas harsh and brutal treatment of political prisoners is now universal! 
condemned by all civilized nations; and even from England remonstranc« 
have been addressed to the Russian Government in behalf of Russian subjects 
inearcerated tor political reasons; and 

Whereas several American citizens (Dr. Gallagher, W. Kent, J. Wilson, 1 
Whitehead, and others) are now underzoing imprisonmentin England tor polit 
ical offenses against the Government of that country, and are, according to even 
otticial reports and admissions, being treated with exceptional and unjustifiah! 
severity: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That this House respectfully and earnestly request the President 
to cause inquiry to be made as far as practicable into the condition and euse 
of these prisoners, and should the reports referred to prove correet, then to 
endeavor to secure for them humane and decent treatment pending efforts 
in their behalf which, it is anticipated, will prove that they have not been fairly 
or lawfully convicted of the offenses charged against them, and are theref 
entitled to their release 


| to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsy|vania: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, December 3, 1890, be set apart for the consider: 
tion of House bill No. 750, a bill to authorize the payment of damages sustaine 
by citizens of the State of Pennsylvania from Union and Confederate troops 
during the late war, as adjudicated and liquidated by the State of Pennsy! 
nia under the provisions of an act of the General Assembly of said state of Pent 
sylvania, approved the 22d day of May, A.D. 1871, and tiat the previous ques 
tion shall be considered as ordered at 40'clock p. m. of said date d bil 


u 


on sa land 


| allamendments thereto; 


to the Committee on Rules 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule X XIV, the following Senate resolution wa 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as tollows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 15,000 extra copies of the report of the Select Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority and the teati- 
mony,to be bound in cloth in two volumes, 10,000 copies for the House of Rep 
resettatives and 5,00u copies for the Senate ; 
to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whieh was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7-02) to 
acquire by purchase or condemnation lots 11 and 12 of the subdivision 
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of the square No. 689, in the city of Washington, D. C., reported, as a 
substitute theretor, a bill (H. R. 12122) to aequire by purchase or con- 
demnation part of lot No. 7 and lots Nos, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
and 16, ot the subdivision of the square No. 689, in the city of Wash- 
ington, D.C.; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 
3169); referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the stateof the 
Union. 

Wr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12029) for the relfet of 
\. 8. Johnson, administrator of Thomas Johnson, deceased, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3170)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

\ bill (FT. R. 4679) for the relief of James McCauley. (Report No. 
3171.) 

A bill (11. R. 12008) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 


in the case of Augustus P. Burditt. (Report No. 3172.) 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, from the Committee on Patents, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1904) for the relief of the heirs of 
Clifford Arrick, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 3173)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DELANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (8. 4046) granting a pension to William Nor- 
wood, accompanied by a report (No. 3174)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 
221) to anthorize the Postmaster-General to transport the Australasian 
closed mail from San Franciseo to New York tor Great Britain at re- 
duced rates or free of cost, accompanied by a report (No. 3175)—to 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12062) to providean Amer- 
ican register for the steamer Joseph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La., ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3176)—to the House Calendar. 

He also, trom the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, re- 
ported favorably the jomt resolution of the House (H, Res. 218) to 
allow the Postmaster-General to expend $10,000 to test at small towns 
and villages the system of the tree-delivery service, and for other pur- 
poses, accompanied by a report (No, 3177)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported oe 
aniend ment the bill of the House ( H. R. 9616) granting increase of 
sion to Georgianna C, Hall, dependent mother of Maj. John W. ‘ll. 
iams, deceased, late surgeon United States Army, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3178)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, trom the Committeeon the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11208) for the erection 
of a statue of Robert Dale Owen in or on the grounds of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, accompanied by a report (No. 3179)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WICKHAM, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House ( H. R. 5474) te make payment to 
E. H. Mix, E. H. Griswold, D. D. Griffith, and C. C. Goodspeed, on erro- 
neous land-entry payments, accompanied by a report (No. 3180)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Com merce, reported withamend- 
ment the following bills; which were severally referred to the House 
Calendar: 

A bill (A. R. 12044) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in 
the State of Missouri. (Report No. 3181.) 

A bill (H. R. 12043) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, in the 
State of Missouri. (Report No. 3142.) 

Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committeé on Naval Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3539) in recognition of the merits 
and services of Chief Engineer George Wallace Melville, United States 
Navy, and of the other officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expe- 
dition, accompanied by a report (No. 3183)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3of Rule XXTI, joint resolutions of the following titles 
were introduced, severally read twiee, and as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Joint resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte for use 
in the manufacture of nickel-steel armor—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request): Joint resolution (H. 
Res, 229) providing for the ereetion im the District of Columbia of a 
suitable memorial building, in the vault of which shall be 
the mortal remains of Ulysses 8. Grant—to the Committee on 
Buildings and Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12123) granting pension to 
Sophia Wenzel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 12124) for the relief of the ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of George W. Lawrence—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. FLICK: A bill (H. R, 12125) granting a pension to Isaac 
Clark, Company D, Seventu Kansas Cavalry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 12126) for the relief of J. C. Julian, 
of Knox County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 12127) for the relief of Mrs. 
Jennie Harbison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 12128) for the relief of Thomas 
F. Rowland—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Petition of employés, working as laborers in 
the custom-house at New Orleans, La., asking for the passage of the 
labor bill reported on favorably giving to all persons employed by the 
Government $2 a day tor their labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of P. Cudmon and others, for the purchase 
of Mona Island, of Spain, and St. Thomas, of Denmark, as coaling sta- 
tions for our Navy and merchant marine—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition in support of pension claim of John W. 
Noodring—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, affidavits and evidence in support of the pension claim of Julia 
8. Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 25, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of William Clark and other 
employés of the ninth district of the United States Life-Saving Service, 
praying to be allowed increased compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of the Jackson Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 23, of Fort i Wlesna: Ind.; # petition of the Central Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, No. 28, of Ashby, Ohio; a petition of the Washington Township 
Farmers’ Alliance, No. 7, 0: ‘Allen County, Indiana; a petition of the 
Brook's Woods Farmers’ ‘Alliance, No. 41, of New Bedford, Pa.; a pe- 
tition of the West Lawrence Farmers’ Alliance, No. 38, of Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Indus- 
trial Union, No. 9, of Fort Ransom, N. Dak., and a petition of Farm- 
ers’ Alliance No. 19, of Waverly, Wash., praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of all the wholesale grocers 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forest 

He ake presented the petition of T. R. Smith, seeretary of the Ohio 
State Grange, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

Mr. BLAIR. I presenta memorial of certain Republicans of Green- 
ville, 8. C., stating that they beg leave to “ protest against the passage 
of the Conger lard bill and rely upon you to defeat the same.’’ The 
memorial is signed by Zion Collins, Henry Sims, H. H. Mabley, and 
many others. I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Cherry Creek Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, of Buffalo County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure and Forestry. 

oe SAWYER presented a memorial of 40 business men of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., remoustrating against the passage of a bankruptcy law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (for Mr. MCMILLAN) presented a petition of 
the Patrons of Industry Association No. 1112, of Oceana County, Mich- 
igan, praying for legislation te control the sale of meat, oleomargarine, 
and adulterated foods; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Porestry. 
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Mr. PLATT. I present a memorial of the Prescott and Arizona 
Central Railway Company in reierence to Senate bill 4165, authorizing 


the county of Maricopa to issue certain bonds in aid of the construction | j;. , 


of a certain railroad. This bill is pending before the Senate, and while 
I have not examined this memorial careiully [ find that it purperts to 
give certain facts, as I understand the memorialists, in relation to the 
matter before the Senate. _I ask, therefore, that it may be printed as a 
document, and laid on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not quite hear the first remark of the Senator. 
Is the memorial in favor of the passage of the bill ? 

Mr. PLATT. It is a memorial in favor of an amendment to the 
bill, as I understand it. Ido not state anything of my own knowl- 
edge with reference to what is contained in the memorial, but it is a 
memorial of one of the parties interested, and I think it deserves to be 
printed in order that it may go to the committee, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be printed as a docu- 
ment, and lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4258) increasing the pension ot Francis Gilman, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 8088) granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 11457) to increase the pension of Mary J. Dewees, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT PEORIA, ILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. #943) to 
provide for the establishment ofa portof delivery at Peoria, il. Itis: 
very brief bill, and I think there will beno-objection toit whatever. | 
ask that it may beconsidered now. Thereis a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury recommending it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

, EXTENSION OF SETTLERS’ PAYMENTS. 

Mr. PLUMB. From the Committee on Public Lands I report wit! 
amendments the joint resolution (S. R. 125) to extend the time of pay- 
ment to settlers on the public lands in certain cases. The measure is 
of some importance within a narrow compass, and it is designed really 
for the purpose of correcting oy enlarging the provisions of a statute 

Jast year. I will venture to ask the Senate to consider it now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee on 
Public Lands will be stated in their order. 


The amendments were, in line 10, to strike out the words “‘ and it 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUS! 
A message from the House of Representatives, by PHERSO? 
lerk, announced that the House had otlowing bills 

A bill (S. 4375) to provide an American 1 er fi t i-ship 
C. W. Jones, of New York: and 

A bill (8S. 5) for the relief of Bessi Gilm 

‘The message also announced that the House had } i » bill (S. 

| 540) to amend sections 1529, 1530, and 1531 of th tatntes of 

the United States relating to the Navy. with am h 
requested the concurrence of the Senate 

The message further announced that the House had disag i to all 
the amendments of the Senate to the biil (H. R. 11459) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for th: l year 
ending June 30,1890, and for prior years, and for other pur vith 


shall be his duty;’’ in line 11, after the word “for,” to insert ‘‘ not | 


exceeding; ”’ 
out the remaifder of the joint resolution, in the following words: 
And the failureto pay aforesaid shall not work a forfeiture of the said settler’s 


and in the same line, after the word “due,’’ to strike | 


land or in any way prejudice his claim before the General Land Office, and no | 


penalty shall be exacted for such extension. 
So as to make the joint resolution read: 


Resolved, etc., That whenever it shall appear by the filing of such evidence in 
the offices of any registerand receiveras shail be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the [nterior that any settler on the public lands, by reason of a failure of crops 


for which he is ia no wise responsible, is unable to make the payment on his | 
or pre-emption claim required by law, the Commissioner of the Gen- | 


homestead 
eral Land Office is hereby authorized to extend the time for such payment for 
not exceeding one year from the date when the same beeomes due. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4429) providing for the more com- 
plete endowment of the law department of the Howard University in 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

WITHDRAWAL OF 

On motion of Mr. BARBOUR, it was 

Ordered, That the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Arlington, 
Va., have leave to withdraw the papers relating to said case from the files of 
the Senate, subject to the conditions imposed by the rule. 

MRS. MARY B. 

On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary request the House of Representatives to return 
Gunn bill (f. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 
g- 


PAPERS, 


CUSHING, 


the exception of amendment numbered 10; that it had agreed 
ment numbered 10, with an amendment in which it requested th 
currence of the Senate; thatit asked a conference with the Senate on t 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. Hrexyper 
SON of Iowa, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BIJ 

Mr. HALE. lLask the Chair to lay before the Senate the a 
the House of Representatives on the deficiency appropriati 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and ‘or prior yea 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. 1 move that the Senate insist upon its amendments to 
the bill and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representa 
tives 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
» conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. CoCKRELL were appointed. 
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LABOR AND CAPITAL, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, ask leave to make an explanation 
in regard to the RECORD, on page 112750f No, 234, September 24. A 
misconstruction may possibly be placed upon the langnage which I 
will now read. The Senator {rom Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar jaddressed 
the Chair. 

Mr. CockRet.. Wait a moment We have heard of the laborers in India, 
Italy, and China, the pauper laborers of the world, receiving from 8 to LO or 125 
or 15 cents perday, but we are left to the census of Massachusetts of 1855, as 
quoted by the dist 'nguished president of the Woman's National League, forthe 
information that the women of Massachusetts receive LO} cents per day. 

In the use of the word 


quoted ’’ there may be a misinterpretation 
or a misunderstanding. 


Just before there I quoted the entire passage 


| from the memorial Che memorial says 

In volume 2, page 215, of the Massachusetts census for 1885, the following 
startling confession is recorded “ During the year ending June 30, 1885, 15.538 
women were furnished with work at home, and the amount paid to these 
women for the whole year was $14,5 

That is the end of the quotation. ‘Then the president of the In- 
dustrial League goes on to say 

Or at the average of 10a year of thre sundred and t ‘ vorking days 
equal to 10% cents per day 

The part of my quotation, ‘‘or at the average of $35.10 a year o 
three hundred and twelve working days, equal to 104 cents per day, 


| was not extracted from 


the census report, but was taken from this 
memorial, or petition, or whatever it was, of the president of the Woman’s 
National League. The word *‘ quoted ’’ in the quotation I have read 
from my remarks might be construed as indicating that the while « 
those tour lines wastaken from thecensus. The subsequent discussio 
between the Senator from Massachusetts and myself, because I alter 
wards read that, showed clearly where the quotation began and ended 
and what was the language o dent of the Woman’s National 
League. 

I desire, if t e the words ‘‘ as quoted 
stricken out because it would leavea faise impression, and to lave the 
words ‘‘ as represented,’’ or “‘ interpreted,’’ or ‘‘ constrned ’’ inserted so 
as to show clearly that there is no indorsement of this statement ‘‘ o1 
at the average of $33.10 a year of three hundred and twelve days, equal 
to 104 cents per day,’’ by myseif, or reference to it as coming from the 
eensus report. Ali through the discussion | stated clearly that [ was 
simply quoting from what this lady had said in her memorial or re- 
port, and I wanted it distinctly understoed, as [ said then, that L was 
not responsible for the correctness of thestatement; that Lleft itte the 
Senators who were disputing it and the lady 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Record? 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator mean by asking to have those 
words stricken out? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply mean that im the final Recon as pub- 
lished the words ‘‘ as quoted’’ should be omitted, 

Mr. HOAR. Bat that would leave me in a very singular position. 


the pre 


he Senate will permit it, to hav 


to settle. 
Is there objection to the correetion of the 
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The Senator does not claim now that he did not say exactly what is in 
the Recon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I have no objection to letting it remain. 
I may have used exactly the language. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator did, and he does not claim that he did 
not say exactly what isin the Recorp. I said that he had said it at 
the time. He then said, as I understood him, in substance, that he 
did not say so. Now it turns out that he did say so, not weighing the 
force of his words. The candor and fairness and sense of justice which 
always characterize my honorable triend from Missouri induce him 
now to point out the difference between the words that he used and 
the meaning which he intended to convey. If he should strike them 
out of the KecorD it would leave me in the position of having made a 
claim which was not warranted at all by the Recorp. 

The Senator from Missouri said in substance, not now giving the 
words, he having conveyed the meaning to me, and I suppose to every- 
body who heard him, which I thiak his language conveys when care- 
fully read, that the ceneus of Massachusetts had said that there were 
women in Massachusetts employed at 10 cents a day, when in pointof 
fact all that the Massachusetts census had said was that women who 
took in work at their own houses earned a certain amount which, be- 
ing divided by the entire year, made 10 centsaday. It was asif the 
Senator from Missouri being in Congress the whole year except a week, 
in that week should give a legal opinion for $500, and that fact being 
stated, somebody should say that that meant he had been employed as 
a lawyer at $1.50 a day through the year. That is the difference be- 
tween what the census said and what the gloss which was put on itsaid. 

I think this explanation of the Senator is all that is necessary to set 
him right. Nothing was needed to set him right so far as the purpose 


86 to do was concerned in anybody’s mind, but I do not think the Kec- | 


ORD ought to be altered, becanse it would leave me in an awkward 
place. 

Mr COCKRELL. I did not think of the following language which 
I see was used in the colloquy, and it would leave that rather mean- 
ingless. I will therefore let the matter remain just as it is. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION. 

Mr. STEWART. I desiretooffera resolution. By the terms of the 
resolution under which the Select Committee on the Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands was appointed it will terminate at the end 
of this session. That resolution reads: 

That the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands be 
continued during the present session of Congress. 

There are some matters still pending before the committee, and it 
may be tiat the Senate will at the next session consider the matter of 
enough importance to have it made a permanent committer. I ask 
therefore that the committee be continued during the present Congress, 
and for that purpose I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chiei Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands be continued during the present Congress. 

Mr. STEWART. It is not proposed to spend any money except to 
close up the matters we have had under consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution go to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. That is the proper place for it to go. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘There are no expenses in connection with it, 

Mr. OOCKRELL, I suppose it will coatinue the employment of a 
clerk during the recess, 

Mr. STEWART, Ob, no; no employment of a clerk during the re- 
cess. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let the resolation lie over until to-morrow 
morning and I will look at it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution will go over. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it go to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit aod Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

PURCHASE OF NICKEL ORE FOR THE NAVY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rale VILL is in order 
for one hour. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before proceeding with the Calendar I should like 
to inquire of the Senator from Maine who sits tarthest from me [ Mr. 
HALE] if he has reported the joint resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to purchase nickel ore for the use of the Government. 
I should like to make the inquiry of the Senator from Maine, as 1t is 
® matter of some importance. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator refers, I presume, to the joint resolution 
which I introduced yesterday auth »rizing the Secretary of the Navy 
in certain emergencies that now exist to purchase nickel ore and nickel 
matte to be used in the construction of the new shi The joint reso- 
lution was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, which held a 


meeting yesterday and unanimously directed me to report it to the 
it as soon as it is 
is morning, but I am 


Senate, I have no doubt that the Senate will 
reported, and I intended to make the report 
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informed that the other House is likely to pass a similar joint resolu- 
tion this morning, and under this condition [ thought it advisable to 
hold the report hack for ashort time, and if the House resolution comes 
in to ask that it be taken up and passed, so that it will not be between 
the two bodies, giving the other House the opportunity, if so inclined, 
to pass the joint resolution first. 

Mr. BUTLER. It isa matter of some importance, and I therefore 
hope the Senator from Maine will not lose sight of it, in order that we 
may get it through at an early date. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not delay it long. 


PRODUCTS OF CONVICT LABOR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar will be 

stated, 

The bill (H. R. 3286) to prevent the product of convict labor from 
| being furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Government 
and to prevent the product of convict labor from being used upon pub- 
lic buildings or other public works was announced as first in order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any réport with that bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. There is not a printed report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have an explanation of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill explains itself. I do not suppose that I can 
| make any particular explanation of the bill. It is quite explicit. 
Senators are as familiar with thesubject-matterasIam. The bill pro- 
poses to prevent the product of convict labor from being furnished to 
or for the use of any Department of the Government, and to prevent 
| the product of convict labor from being used upon public buildings or 

other public works. It has just been read. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator please define what is convict 
labor ? 

Mr. SPOONER. The labor of convicts. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not think I will define it, Mr. President. I will 
refer the Senator from Missouri to: almost any ordinary dictionary; 
certainly a law dictionary will give him the information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator tell me whether the labor of 
the soldiers who are punished for breach of military discipline by sen- 
tence to labor for greater or less time about the camps or elsewhere is 
convict labor? F 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not think I will. 
any obligation to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator please tell me whethé that 
great Government shop at Leavenworth, Kans., which is under the 
control of the Secretary of War, and where deserters and others are 
confined, and who are making shoes and many other things for the 
Army—whether their labor would be prohibited by this bill? 

Mr, BLAIR. I can not say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ithink, then, that, unless we know what the bill 
is, we had better let it go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Questions of a sophistical nature and suppositions 
that might be raised by those who may not care to have the bill passed 
at all, questions that the courts can answer, if indeed they be ques- 
tions at all, I should prefer not to waste my time or that of the Sen- 
ate in the effort to elucidate to so good a lawyer and Senator of so 
much more than average intelligence as the Senator from Missouri, 
who makes these interrogations. 

The Senator thought he had found a man who could not answer the 
questions and that he would trifle with him. Ido not wish-to enter 
into an exhibition of myself in the way of a legal examination after I 
have been dulled by reason of my services upon other than the 
law committees of the Senate, now for many years devoting myself 
principally to other committee work. I do not want to be subjected 
to examination as a student in the presence of the Senate, for I might 
get something wrong. But I want this bill to pass, and the American 
people want this bill to pass, and under the circumstances I hope the 
Senator will overlook any fault of feebleness that I may exhibit and 
be willing that the bill be considered and that it become a law, or at 
all events that it be considered and that the Senate act on their judg- 
ment of its provisions as to its becoming a law. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Mr. President, I was very anxious that we should 
have some explanation of the bill. I knowit isin violation of the five- 
minute rule tospeak twice on the same question, but I ask unanimous 
consent to do it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I shall end this controversy. I think that 
Orders of Business 1985, 1986, and 1987 propose to go into the general 
question of regulating the labor of the country, and we can not con- 
sider a question of that magnitude under the five-minute rule, and I 
object to the consideration of each of those bills. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made to the bills named, 
they will go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask if it will answer the purpose of the Senator as 
well to let them be passed over without prejudice. There may be an 
7 for their consideration under the five-minmte rale hereafter. 

r. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire prefers that I 
shall put it in that form I will do so, but I am obl to give him 
notice that these bills can not now or at any other time be considered 
under the five-minute rule. 











Ido not think Iam under 
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Mr. BLAIR. I dv not know whether the Senator included Order of 
Business 1988, being House bill 9632. 

Mr. HARRIS. No, Idid not. I included the other three propo- 
sitions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Orderof Business 1985, being House bill 
3286, which is now under consideration, will be passed over, and Orders 
of Business 1986 and 1987. 

The bills passed over are as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3928) to prevent the employment of convict labor upon 
the construction or repair of any building, house, or other structure 
belonging to the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 9791) constituting eight hours a day’s work for all la- 
borers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or by or on behalf of the District of 
Columbia, or by contractors doing work for the Government of the 


j 


United States or the District of Columbia, and providing penalties for | 


violation of the provisions hereof. 
Mr. BLAIR. Then those bills being passed over without prejudice, 
I suppose Order of Business 1988, House bill 9632, is now in order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That is now in order. 
IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABOR. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 9632) to amend ‘*‘ An 
act to prohibit the importation and migration of foreigners and aliens 


under coatract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its | 


Territories, and the District of Columbia,’’ but before concluding, 

Mr. GORMAN. As was stated yesterday frankly by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, the majority of this body have agreed upon an order 
of business for the remainder of thissession. Thethree bills which have 
been passed over and the one now being read are to be considered when 
we reach them in their order under that understanding, and therefore, 
with a view of having a fair consideration for each of them (which | 
trust will be had before the Senate adjourns), I object to the present 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr, BLAIR, This bill, the Senator will observe, is not one of those 
included in the caucus arrangement. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is one of the labor bills. 

Mr, BLAIR. It is a labor bill, but not one of the two that 
upon the caucus programme. ‘This will depend upon the action of the 
Senate under the present order. Doubtless having been objected to 
here it will fail of consideration; at least I do not see how it is possi- 
ble to reach it unless we consider it under this order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
over. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill goes over without prejudice, I understand. 

Mr. GORMAN. Without prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR. But-with the intimation, do I understand, 
not likely to be considered under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not say that. 

Mr. BLAIR. I give notice that I shall endeavor to call it up again. 


that it is 


LAND PATENTS. 























The act also authorized the Secretary to reserve from sale a qua e 
reservation, not excee: sing eighteen contignons sections as a new reservation 
for the Indian party—those who did not desire to become citizens. The Indian 
party, or what should remain of the S'ockbridge and Munsee tribe after t 
execution of that law, was to be thereaf snown simply as the 'Stockbrid 
tribe of Indians.’ 
This act was carried into effeet I retary of the Inter le sau 
I ority, selaside eighteen sections reservation the use of t idian 
' party, and this little reservation they are now occupy r The re le in 
pursuance of the act, showed one hundred and twelve persons w! letermined 
not to accept citizenship, and who were thus legally determined tot rth 
constitute the ‘Stockbridge tribe.’ 
The present bill provides that th rhteen sections and iprising this 
} Small reservation shall be examined and appraised i scre lots, the ¢ raisal 
to describe each lot, stating the value of iy improvementst ay be thereor 
and sich other detaiis as are necessary to insure justice to (he individual mem 
bers of the tribe in the further exe ition of the proposed ’ After due not 
in the newspapers, the lands are to be sold at pub A ‘ und the wit 
reservation is to be disposed of in t! ne manner a e balanee of the 
townships was sold and disposed of unt le r the provisions of the law i 

* The individual members of the tribe, however, a ermitted ‘ 
ne eae ames Sane S ee appraised, as follows Each head of a family for } 

lf or herself 160 acres and for each minor child 80 acres, and each adult mate 

| not the head of a family, 80 acres, and each female over eighteen years of age 
and not included in any family, 40 acres, the land so selected by any individ 
ual to be charged to him or her at the fixe l value at $2 per acre, and such im 
provements as may be on the same to be charged at the rate stated in the ap 

| praisal, it being provided that the value of the lands and impré rents 60 

| selected shall not exceed the estimated sum which, in an eve ‘ ttion 
would have fallen to the lot of the selectce. 

“After the selections are made and the balance of the land disposed of as 
provided, the fund arising therefrom, together with all mons inthe Treas 
ury of the United States to the credit of said tribe, with th interest thereon 
and a sum of money, now in the keeping of the United States, recovered, by 
suits, for pine timber cut and removed from the reservation, amounting to 
about $3,557.16, is to be divided among the individuals of the tribe pro rata, 
except proper deductions are to be made where individuals have select« a vd 
had allotted to them portions of the land. Provision is made for taking the 


were 


Objection being made, the bilkwill go | 


The bill (8. 4357) declaring the function of patents for lands in con- | 


firmation of statutory grants thereof in certain cases 
as next in order. 
Mr. MITCHELL, 
Mr. SANDERS. 
objection. 
Mr. MITCHELL. It ia a very impof¥ant bill, involving very im- 
portant constitutional questions, and it certainly can not be ‘considere d 
under the five-minute rule. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
STOCKBRIDGE INDIANS. 

The bill (5.712) for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, 
in the State of Wisconsin, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. COC 
very long. 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. S 
BRIDGE September 12, 1890: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S$. 712) enti- 
tled “A bill for the relief of the Stockbridge tribo of Indians, ir 
Wisconsin,"’ beg leave to make the following report : 

With the exception of an unimportant amendment, which appears in italics 
in lines 1 and 2 of the House bill, the same measure was favorably reported to 
the Senate during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress. (Vide Report 2262, 
toaccompany 5.1881.) The committee now adopts that report and recommends 
the passage of the bill. 

The report is as follows : 

“In 1871 the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians was occupying a reser- 
vation Shawano County, Wisconsin, consisting of two townships of land. 
A portion of the tribe then desired to terminate their tribal relations and be- 


come citizens of the United States. 
= _ urports toamend. That act provided for the appraisal and sale of the 
rvation and improvements thereon under the direction of the Secretary of 
the | Interior. Two rolls were to be made, one containing the names of those 
desiring to become citizens, and the other the names of those who wished to 
preserve their tribal relations. The funds derived from such sale, together 
with a fund then in the Treasury to the credit of the tribe, were to be divided 
between the citizens and the Indian parties in proportionto the number of each. 


XXI——651 


was 


Let that bill go over. 
I hope the Senator from Oregon will withdraw his 


KRELL. Let the report be read in that case. It is not 


rocKk- 


announced | 


necessary enrollment. 

‘Those who now make up the Stockbridge tribe are pi 
to perform the duties of intelligent citizenship 
country. For many yearsthey have maintain 


ably as well prepare: 
as any Indians in the h 
ithe 


ed schools or reservation,and 


it is said that all the adults can read and write. They ail speak the English 
language. 

“The bill is in line with the policy of Congress relating to the Indian [t pro 
vides for extinction of the tribe and the absorption of the ndividuals to the 
body of citizens. It terminates all questions of supervis and annuities, and 
relievesthe State by providing that the land shai! be subject to taxation 

We therefore report the bill to the Senate, with certain amendment vhich 
will appear, and, as thus amended, recommend its passage 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to make some inquiry in regard to 
this bill. It seems that this Stockbridge tribe of Indians consists o! 
one hundred and twelve Indians who re fused to take their allotments 


in severalty under the law of 1871 
vere then set aside, 


and for whom 1% se 
and now it is proposed to give them th 


tions of land 


opportunity 





of making selections of lands in severalty and then » nese of the 
rest and dividing it out. I see a very interestivg clause here on pa 
8 of the bill, and I ask the attention of the Senator in charge ot t 
bill to it. Ido not know that I understand it exactly. Section 
says: 
Sec, 4. That from the proceeds of the sale of lands, as provided pre 
ceding sections of this act, or from the sum of money to the credit of idl tribe 
' on the books of the Treasurer of the United States, shall be paid the expenses 
of appraisal and sale of said lands, the amount due to individuals of the tribe fo 
improvements as returned by said appraisers 
The language I want to call particular attention to is thi 
5 
and the amount cue to individuals by contracts or agreements with said tribe 
| for counsel and services rendered said tribe, e ther before the Executive 1} 
partment, the Congres of the United States,or any committee thereof!, or 
fore the Court of Claims or any court of the United St ston. in the matterso 
fense and prosecution of the interests and rights of said tribe 
I should like to inquire has there been any suit in the United States 
| court or in the Court of Claims? Here isalittle band of one hundred 


and twelve Indians. Itisatribe. It iscalled by law the Stockbridge 
| tribe, and it hasa sachem or chief. It seems that all their rights we 
| settled in 1871. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE Itisa part of the tribe 
; Mr. COCKRELL. All the rights of this band, as well as the oth 
| were settled, because a certain portion of them were given their lands 
inseveralty and became citizens, and we lost all controlof them, They 


Therefore Congress passed the act which | 


| sume the most of them are living upon the land. Now 
3 the State of | 


are now simply citizens as much as any other men in the United States 


but there were one hundred and twelve who maintained their tribal! 
relation and continued to be a tribe. We had settled all their rights 
Here they have their interest in these 18 sections of land, and [ pre 


, L want to know 
why we are going to pay counsel fees and attorney 


fees in su ha 
asthis? What rights have they to go before the Court of Claim What 
right did any one have to come bere and represent them befor e I 


partments? This is a very s 
not see anything on earth 


ispicious clause in the billto me. I 
that a regular attorney could perfor) 
these Indians. ‘The United States had taken charge of them and had 
set these lands off and declared them for the Indians as a tribe, and 
gave them a tribal name, and now that weshal! propose to pay for any 
suit that may have been brought in the United States courts, or any 


cal 
n for 


| thing of the kind, I do not think is right. I must move to strike out 
| all of that clause. I do not see any necessity for it. It is opening the 
door to thousands of dollars to be extracted under some imaginary 
| contract. We have had too many troubles about contracts between 
| claim agents and Indian tribes in regard to the services supposed to be 
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rendered in lobbying before Congress, when they are a curse to the 
Indians instead of a benefit to them. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The Senator will allow me to suggest that 
there is no objection to striking out that portion of the section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ThenI movetostrikeoutthe words I have quoted, 
from line 7 to line 13 of section 4, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page8, in section 4, line 7, after the word ‘‘ap- 
praisers,’’ it is proposed to strike out: 

And the amount due to individuals by contracts or agreements with said tribe 
for counsel and serv s rendered said tribe, either before the executive de- 
partment, the Congress of the United States or any committee thereof, or be- 
fore the Court of Claims or any court of the United States, in the matters of de- 
fense and prosecution of the interests and rights of said tribe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MONTANA AND WYOMING RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The bill (S. 3894) to grant to the Montana and Wyoming Railroad 
Company a right of way through the Crow Indian reservation, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I object to that bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, objection being 
made, 


ACQUISITION OF LANDS IN CONNECTION WITH COAL MINES. 

The bill (8. 2623) to authorize the acquisition of lands for coke ovens 
and other improvements, and for right of way for wagon-roads, rail- 
roads, and tramways iu connection with coal mines was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word “‘ ex- 
ceeding,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one hundred and sixty ’’ and insert ‘‘eighty,’’ 
and after the word ‘'require,’’ in line 19, to strike out the following 
proviso: 


Provided, That in case of the acquisition of a right of way for the construction 
of a wagon-road, railroad, or tramway in connection with such mine, as here- 
inafler provided, a portion of such land may be taken and entered at each end 
of such right of way. 

So as to make the section read: 

That any person or association of persons legally qualified under the laws of 
the United States to eater coal lands, or any corporation organized under the 
laws of any State or Territory of the United States, and owning not less ‘ san 
640 acres of coal land in one body, and baving or desiring to open and operate 
acoal mine on the land so owned, shall be entitled to take and enter at the 
proper land office, by legal subdivisions, not exceeding 80 acres of public land, 
not valuable for coal or other minerals, or otherwise appropriated or reserved, 
for the purpose of erecting thereon a suitable plant, consisting of coke ovens, 
dumps, trestles, machinery, buildings, tracks, or other improvements necessary 
or proper in connection with the operation of such coal mine, such land to be 
entered in one body and contiguous to or as near the land so owned as the nature 
of the ground and the convenient operation of the mine may require. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to strike out sections 3 and 4, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Src.3. That there is hereby granted to any person, association of persons, or 
corporation mentioned in the first section hereof a right of way, not exceeding 
100 feet in width, over any public land, not otherwise appropriated or reserved, 
for the purpose of constructing and operating thereon a wagdn-road, railroad, 
rail or wire-rope tramway in connection wiéh such coal mine and to be used in 
transporting the product thereof: Provided, That if the construction of such 
railroad or tramway shall interfere with the use of any public highway pre- 
viously existing. such highway shall be reconstructed in the most vemiie lo- 
cation at the expense of the person or corporation acquiring such right of way 
before occupying the same. 

See. 4. That such right of way may be acquired by the location and staking of 
such road or tramway thereon, the filing of a map of the same in the proper land 
office, the approval thereof by the Secretary of the Interiur, and the notation of 
the same upon the plats in said land office, and after such location and staking 
all the lands over which such right of way shall pass shall be disposed of subject 
to such right of way, the filing of such map to be made within six months after 
such location, if upon surveyed lands, and. if upon unsurveyed lands, within six 
months after the survey and approval thereof by the United States: Provided, 
That if such road or tramway be not completed and in operation within five 
years after the approval of such map the rights herein granted shall be forfeited. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concarred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


The bill (S. 4187) to limit the right of entry under the pre-emption, 
timher-culture, desert-land, and homestead laws was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. INGALLS, That is adversely reported. 

Mr, SAWYER. 


Let that bill be passed over under Rule LX, as itis 
reported adversely. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rale IX. 
The bill (S. 4176) to limit the right of-entry under the pre-emption 
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timber-culture, desert-land, and homestead laws was announced as next 
in order. 
Mr. INGALLS, That is in the same condition. 
Mr. SAWYER. Let it be passed over under Rule IX. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over under Rule IX. 
LANDS ON WHICH MINERALS ARE DISCOVERED. 


The bill (S. 4162) requiring the United States to defend the title of 
homesteaders under the laws of the United States in all suits where 
the land is claimed to be mineral beeause of phosphate deposits was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
ameudment, to strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That any person who has madeor who may hereafter make an entry, at any 
proper land office, under the homestead or pre-emption laws, of any lands of 
the United States subject to such entry, not known at the time to contain valu- 
able deposits of mineral, shall have the right upon complying with the further 
requirements of the law in other respects to receive a patent for the land so 
entered, notwithstanding any discovery of mineral deposits upon or under the 
surface of any of said lands after the date of suchentry: Provided, That this act 
shall not affect the status of any entry heretofore canceled, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read fhe 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to call attention to the necessity ofan amend- 
ment of the title in the bill which has just been passed. Itshould be 
amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The title should be amended beyond question. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call the attention of the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands, who reported the bill, to the necessity for a change 
in the title. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the title so as to read, ‘‘A bill con- 
cerning agricultural entries of land on which mineral deposits are sub- 
sequently found.’’ ' 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON AND CUMBERLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The bill (8.4310) to authorize the Washington and Cumberland 
Railroad Company to extend its road into the District of Columbia 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that that may go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. i 

LEASES OF COAL MINES IN CHOCTAW NATION. 

The bill (S. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein 
contained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights 
to mine coal in the Choctaw Nation was announced as next in order. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the de- 
scription be omitted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
no errors in it. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that that bill go over for the present without 


Let it be read, so that we may see that there are 


prejudice. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 


J, L. @AIN AND OTHERS, 


Mr. SPOONER. I desire to submit a report at this time. Before 
submitting it to the Senate I desire to say in regard to it that some 
time in the early part, I think, of the session the Committee on Claims 
reported favorably with certain amendments Senate bill 151, for the 
relief of J. L. Cain and others. Within a few days the House of Rep- 
resentatives has passed and sent to the Senate House bill 2990 for the 
accomplishment of the same object. This House bill was referred to 
the Committee on Claims of the Senate. It was impossible for us to 
obtain a formal meeting of the committee, and because of the favorable 
report upon the other bill, which is identical, it being now on the Cal- 
endar, I report back the House bill with the recommendation that 
it be amended as the committee recommended the Senate bill should 
be amended, and with the recommendation that as amended the bill 
shall pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a written report? 

Mr. HARRIS. There is a report on the Senate bill. 

Mr.SPOONER. There was a long written report made by the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] accompanying the Senate 
bill, setting forth at length the findings of the Court of Claims in favor 
of these parties and giving the reasons for the amendments which the 
Committee on Claims thought ought to be made to the bill, reducing 
the amount somewhat. I therefore report with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS, Order of Business 1359, Senate bill 151, for the re- 
lief of J. L. Cain and others, when reached on the Calendar was passed 
over informally at my request, because of the fact that the House bill 
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upon the same snbject had come to the Senate and was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. I ask that the Senate may now consider the 
House bill as reported by the committee in lieu of Senate bill 151. 

Mr. PASCO. Are the bills identical, I should like to ask the 
Senator? 

Mr. HARRIS, 
reported by the committee. The House passed the bill exactly as | 
introduced it here. The committee amended the Senate bill. The 
committee have adopted as changes of the House bill the amendments 
that they incorporated in the Senate bill. The House bill is amended 
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And to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the dis- 
posal of the Old Fort Lyon and Fort Lyon and Pagosa Springs mili- 


| tary reservations, in the State of Colorado, to actual settlers, under the 
| provisions of the homestead laws.’ 


There is no difference now, with the amendments 


precisely as the Senate bill was reported, and one bill was a copy of | 


the other. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others. 

The Committee on Claims reported to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the respective sums of money as hereinafter provided to the respective persons 
named herein, or to their heirs or legal representatives, to wit, for cotton taken 
by order of General A. E. Burnside tostrengthen the fortifications at Knoxvilie, 
Tenn., November 17 and 18, 1863, to wit, J. L. Cain, six bales, less his proportion 
of the loss of the % bales, 24 bales, equals 3§ bales, at 75cents per pound, $1,461.25; 
Hugh G, Kyle, administrator of A. A. Kyle, deceased, 7 bales, less his proportion 
of the 95 bales lost, 2§ bales, equals 4§ bales, at 75 cents per pound, $1,711.25; 
Alexander Kennedy, 10 bales, less his proporiion of the loss of the 95 bales 34 
bales, equals 6§ bales, at 75 cents per pound, $2,463.25; W. C. Hazen, surviving 
partner of G. M. Hazen, deceased, 34 bales, less his proportion of the loss of the 
9% bales, 11 bales, equals 22} bales, at 75 cents per pound, $8,308.25. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill (S. 151) for the relief of J. L. 
Cain and others be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MircHEeELL, Mr. Hic- 
GIns, and Mr. PAsco were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A. message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2805) to provide for the disposal of the Old Fort Lyon and Fort Lyon 
military reservations, in the State of Colorado, to actual settlers under 
the provisions of the homestead laws, with amendments in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

The message farther announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 4411) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken 
and used by the Army of the United States, as reported by the Court 


of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as | 


the Bowman act, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution providing for the printing of 31,000 copies of the sixth an- 
nual report of the United States Civil Service Commission, for the year 
ending June 30, 1889, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 
MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate a bill of the 
Senate, which has been returned by the House of Represenatives with 
amendments, for the disposition of lands in the Fort Lyon and Pagosa 
Springs reservations in Colorado. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray inthe chair). The Chair 


lays before the Senate a message from the House of Representatives re- | 


turning with amendments the bill (S. 2805) to provide for the disposal 
of the Old Fort Lyon and Fort Lyon military reservations, in the State of 
Colorado, to actual settlers, under the provisions of the homestead laws. 
The amendments will be read. 
The Secretary read the amendments of the House of Representatives, 
which were to add as a new section the following: 


Src. 2. That the lands embraced in the former military reservation known 
as Pagosa Springs mili reservation, lying partly in townships 35 and 36, 
1 and 2 west of the New Mexico meridian, containing 22,471.77 acres, in 

the State of Colorado, shall, from and after the passage of this act, be subject 
to 1, to actual settlers thereon, > to the provisions of the home- 
stead laws only, with the exception of the land reserved by Executive order of 


May 22, 1877, 1 mile square for town-site purposes, which shall not be affected 
by this act. 


| the Calendar has expired, and th« 


Mr. PLUMB. The amendment of the House consists in adding to 
the provisions of the Senate bill t! 


e matter of another bill which has 
already passed the Senate and which operates to bri: wether in one 
measure the provisions of two bills heretofore passed by this body. I 
therefore move that the Senate « rin the am imen 

The motion was agreed to. 
i t OF M I [01 
Mr.SAWYER. I move tl the Senate dav it be 
to meet at 12 o’clock to-morro 


rhe motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE ROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSO? 
its Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliance with its request the bill 


(H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 6B. Cushing. 
The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8247) te au 
thorize entry of the public lands by incorporated cities and towns for 
cemetery and park purposes. 
The message further announ¢ 


two 


“d that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 4) authorizing 
the establishing of a public park in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to 
six years within which suits may be brought against accounting officers 
and the sureties on their official bonds, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. CASWELL, Mr. MoCorMIck, and Mr. OATES man 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement 
a portion of the ort Randall military reservation in South Dakoia, 
asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Payson, Mr. TuRNER of 
Kansas, and Mr. HOLMAN managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

USHING. 


MARY B. ‘ 


Mr. SAWYER. 
change one letter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the bil! 
(H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary B, Cushing, 
which has been returned from the House of Representatives at the re- 
quest of the Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move thatthe votes by which the bill was ordered 
to a third reading and passed be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. In line 4, after the word ‘‘ Mary,’ 


‘ 


I ask leave to call up a little pension bill just to 


Il move tostrike 


out ‘‘ H.’’ and insert “ B.;’’ so as to read: ‘‘Mary B. Cushing.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
UNITED ATES LAND COURT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bills on 


Chair lays before the Senate the un- 


| finished business coming over from a previous day. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con 
tion of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States | 
to provide for the settlement of private land cla 
and Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
ment submitted by the Senator 
will be read. 


sider 
nd court, 

ms ip certain Sta 
pend 


ug quest is on the amend- 


on 
from Colorado [Mr. W oT? |, which 


The SECRETARY. Insection 13, page 18, strike out the seventh sub 
division and insert in lieu thereof 
Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued for a 


greater quantity of land than was originally gra 
which the claim had ince f 


ption, or for 
lega 


ly granted by such Governmer 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon this quest 
orado [Mr. WoLcorr] is entitled to the fl 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, it is more than forty years since 
the close ot the Mexican war, and it is a national disgrace that during 
that time the Congress of the United States has taken no action look- 
ing to the observation of the treaty which was entered imto in 1848 in 
the respects to which this bill relates. Under the provisions of th: 
treaty, the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, we entered into a solemn : 
pact to secure to the people in the conquered territory the possession 
of the property to which they were entitled under the laws of Mexico. 
We owe this duty, not alone because we agreed by tbe obligations of 
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a treaty that we would see that these titles were confirmed, but we 
owe it doubly, because we brought into this Union a conquered peo- 
ple, differing from us in language and laws and customs. We en- 
tered into a solemn compact with them that we would see that such 
titles as they had received from the country which they left unwill- | 
ingly should be secured to them under the laws of this Republic. We 
have carried out in no way whatever a single one ot those treaty obli- 
gations. Except in the State of California, and except certain laws to | 
which I shall refer, which brought no final consummation of title, no | 
steps whatever have been taken in these forty years looking to the per- 
fecting of the titles to the grants which came to us from Mexico under 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 
Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator if he will yicld to me to call at- 
tention to the fact that there have been grants—— 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I will come to all that. | 
Mr. STEWART. Grants covering 7,732,000 acres confirmed al- } 
1 


ready—— 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I prefer not to be interrupted by the Senator at 
this time. I will come to that point during the course of my remarks. | 


Mr. STEWART. So there has been something done. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I prefer to reach that point in my own way, if 
the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. STEWART. I understood the Senator to say nothing had been | 


done. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator interrupted me in the middle of a 
sentence, Possibly if he had waited until I was through he would | 


have learned what I have to say on that subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). 
tor from Colorado declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. WOLOOTT. If, however, Mr. President, it is a disgrace that | 
we have not up to this time secured the title of these lands in the 
hands of their legal holders, it is still true that the passage of this bill 
as it stands at present would be an infinitely greater disgrace. The 
bill as it stands is utterly unjust and unfair and indefensible. It isa 
bill which is asked for by nobody who has valid interests in the grants 
from Mexico, and a bill which is desired by no good citizen who wishes 
that this country should fulfill its obligations. 

The amendments which will be necessary to complete this bill are 
manyin number. The one pending at this time before the Senate is 
a provision which strikes out the limitation of 11 leagues found in the 
bill and substitutes therefor a provision that the grant may include as 
much land as was originally granted by the government under which 
the claim had inception, and shall not be allowed for any greater quan- 
tity of land than was legally granted by such government when the 
same was made. 

Mr. President, I have heard of but two objections to this amendment. 
One of them came from the Senator from Texas |Mr. REAGAN], who 
said yesterday thatall of these grauts were in the hands of speculators 
and land sharks who desired to enforce them at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. I beg leave to correct the Senator from Texas, There are | 
in New Mexico and elsewhere hundreds of these claims still in the 
hands and the possession of the legitimate descendants and the lineal 
descendants of the Mexicans to whom the grants were originally made, 
and where grants are not in their hands if the Senator would investi- 
gate he would ascertain that in nearly all the larger grants which have 
passed out of the hands of the original grantees there is secured to the 
families and the descendants of every one of the Mexican grantees a 
home within the grant, the same farm which they and their fathers | 
have occupied for years. He would find that uniformly throughout 
New Mexico and Colorado whoever has purchased from the Mexicans 
these grants has recognized the right, the right growing almost by ' 
prescription, to the Mexican owner to live in his little adobe house and 
cultivate his farm and raise his family and still continue in his home. 

It is true that it is not wise that there should be large holdings of 
land in this Republic, and yet there have never been large holdings of 
land with so little detriment to the interest of this nation as those 
which are held by the owners of these grants. They come of use in 
many ways. For instance, the Congress of the United States, some 
years before corporations had become a by-word and a reproach, had 
authorized railroad companies in the West to take from the public lands 
adjacent to their road sufficient timber with which to construct it. 
The Interior Department held that this did not extend to improvements 
or repairs; that if you built a bridge with Government timber and 
your bridge became rotien you could not replace it with the timber ad- 
jacent, and it held that if the timber did not grow adjacent, but grew 
20 miles back or 30 miles back of the piece of road you were then con- 
structing, the law did not apply to it. The result has been, in Colo- 
rado at least, that wherever ties or timbers have been needed for the 
construction or repair of a railroad we have had to go to the Mexican 
grants which were valid, and some of which had been confirmed, and 
there get our timber for the construction of our railroads, 

The transfer of these grants in no wise has cut out the original owners 
of the soil. Where the Mexicans have parted with them they have ob- 
tained value received for them. But if it were true that every acre of 
these valid Mexican grants had passed into the hands of tors 
and syndicates I do not see wherein our ob _under the treat. 
would be lessened. If the grants were valid grants and we agreed wit 
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Mexico that we would sustain them and protect them if they were valid, 
I fail to see wherein we are relieved of our obligation by reason of the 
fact that the title may have passed to Americans or to corporations or 


| syndicates. 


The only other objection to the amendment came from the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], who stated in his place here yes- 
terday that in his opinion ninety-nine out of every hundred of these 
Mexican grants were fraudulent. The remark is significant when one 
comes to examine the harsh and unjust provisions of this bill. His 
claim was that the limitation of 11 leagues should stay within the bill, 
because in 1824 the Republic of Mexico had enacted a provision that 
thereafter there should be but 11 leagues of land granted. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. WOLCOTY!. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator, but I sim- 
ply wish to say that I have not read over the Recorp this morning to 
see what I said yesterday, but I am under the impression that the Sena- 
tor from Colorado attributes words to me that I did not use. I have 
no recollection of having said only one in a hundred was valid. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iso understood the Senator. If he did not say 
so, I very gladly make the correction. 

Mr. RANSOM. On the contrary, I think I said that 1 had no doubt 
that many, of them were just. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I should like to ask what this bill 
would do if it passed as it now stands with valid grants prior to 1824. 
In the whole consideration.of this measure but little attention seems 
to have been paid to the granting power prior to our acquisition of this 
territory. Except the very interesting and instructive remarks which 
were made last evening by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], 
nothing has yet been said intelligently as to the source of the power 
that existed prior to our acquisition of the territory and the manner 
of the,grant. ’ 

For three hundred years exactly, from 1521 to 1821, Mexico was 
dominated by Spain. During those years, up to 1754, all grants of 
land within the territory of Mexico were supposed to be referred to the 
King of Spain for approval. They were made by the viceroys, referred 
to Spain, and sanctioned by the King. In 1754 by proclamation it 
was enacted that thereafter grants should be made by the viceroys or 
presidents of the assemblages which governed Mexico locally, and that 
they should have authority to make grants from time to time without 
referring them tothe home governmentin Spain. From 1786 until 1821 
it was enacted that grants might be made by the viceroys or govern- 
ors, or by the intendentes, the intendente being the military governor 
of the province, who likewise acted astreasurer. In 1786 the divisions 
of Mexico which still exist were made by the Spanish Government. 
For convenience in governing the country it was divided into different 
divisions which still exist except where we have carved our States out 
of the territory which formerly belonged to Mexico. 

Up to 1821 numerous valid grants exceeding 11 leagues were made 
by the Government of Spain. I have before me a petition from a man 
on the Peeos River who asks for some 12 leagues granted him in 1742, 
and the surveyor-general reports that the grant is valid and recom- 
mends its allowance. There were numerous grants before 1824 made 
by valid Spanish authority which have not yet been confirmed. This 
Government has confirmed, out of over three thousand and more grants, 
just forty-eight, and since 1879 we have not confirmed one. There are 
many Spanish grants, as valid as those which have been confirmed, ex- 
ceeding 11 leagues, which have not yet been passed upon by the Con- 
gress ot the United States. 

If that be so, I ask upon what principle of justice the Senator from 
North Carolina can say to those people, ‘‘ Because you did not have in- 
finence enough to get your measure through Congress, because you did 
not have the money or the power to come before the Senate and the 
House of Representatives and pa the passage of a bill confirming 
your grants, therefore you shall be limited to 11 leagues, however valid 
your right may be to more than 11 leagues.’’ ’ 

The Spanish Government had undoubted authority to make these 
grants. It made them by scores, completed grants, resting upon no 
condition now to be fulfilled. —_ bill proposes to say to the holders 
of those grants, ‘‘You can take but 11 leagues notwithstanding the 
validity of any grant before this time made.’’ If the Senator from 
North Carolina is in earnest in his statement and believes that there is 
now no valid outstanding grantnot yet confirmed by Congress exceed- 
ing 11 leagues, I ask him then why he objects to this amendment. If 
it be true that nothing now exists unconfirmed having valid existence 
exceeding 11 leagues, what can be the objection to an amendment 
which says: 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued for a greater quan- 
tity of land than was originally granted by the Government under which the 
claim had inception, or for any greater quantity of land than waslegally granted 
by such Government when the same was made, 

If his desire is to protect the rights of this Government, if he be- 
lieves that under the laws of Mexico no valid grant could have been 
made and is now outstanding exceeding 11 leagues, where is it in this 
amendment that the rights of the Government are not fully protected ? 
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Mr. REAGAN. 
so as to have it printed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. REAGAN. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 


Mr. MORGAN. To this bill? 
Mr. REAGAN. I propose an amendment to the bill under consid- 


eration, and ask that it be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. It ought to be reid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment 
heing read ? 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator want it read ? 


Mr. MORGAN. It itwill interfere with the Senator, I do not ask it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is an important amendment, and if the Senator 
desires to hear it I ask that it be read. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator can have it read if he wishes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
which the Senator from Colorado wished to refer to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well; let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The SECRETARY. 
cided,”’ it is proposed to insert: 


Any claim of title or right to land acquired from the Republic of Mexico by 
the United States by the treaties between these two countries, and embraced 
in the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Utah, and in the States of Col- 
orada, Nevada, and Wyoming, and not duly recorded in the State or Territory 
and county or counties in which the same is situated at the time of such record, 
or not duly archived in the proper land office of the United States, or notin the 
actual possession of the grantee thereof, or some person claiming under him 
prior to the accruing of juntor title thereto from the sovereignty of the soil un- 
der circumstances calculated to give notice to the junior claimant, has never 
had, and shall not have, standing or effect against such junior title, or color of 
title, aequired without such or actual notice of such prior claim of title or right; 
and no condition annexed to such grants, not archived or recorded or occupied 
as aforesaid, has been, or ever shali be, released or waived, but actual perform- 
ance of all such conditions shall be proved by the person or persons claiming 
under such title or claim of right in order to maintain action thereon, and the 
holder of such junior title, or color ot title, shall have al! the rights of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States which have heretofore existed, or now exist, aris- 
ing from the non-performance of ali such conditions. 

Non-payment of taxes on any claim of title to land, dated prior to the acqui- 
sition of the territory and land aforesaid by the United States from the Republic 
of Mexico, nor recorded or archived as herein provided, by the person or per- 
sons so claiming, or those under whom he or they so claim, from that date up 
to the date of fhe passage of this aci, shall be held to be a presumption that the 
right thereto has reverted to the United States, and that said claim is a stale de- 
mand, whieh presumption shall only be rebutted by payment of all taxes on 
said lands, State or Territorial, county, city, or town, to be assessed on fair valu- 
ation of such lands by the proper authorities, and paid without commutation 
forany part of the above period, 

No elaim of title or right to land in the Territories and States aforesaid, prior 
tothe acquisition of the same by the United States from the Republicof Mexico, 
which h .s not been duly recorded in Se pret State or Territory and county 
where the land was situated at the time of such record, or which has not been 
duly archived in the proper land oftice, shall ever hereafter be deposited in any 


land office of the United States, or recorded in any of the States, Territories, or | 


eounties aforesaid, or delineated on the maps of any Jand office, or used as evi- 
dence in the land court herein provided for or in any of the courts of the United 
States, and that the same are stale claims; but thisshall not affect such rights or 
presumptions as arise from actual possession. By the words ‘duly recorded”’ 
as herein used it is meant that such claim or title of right to land shall have been 
recorded in the proper office, and that mere errors in the certificate of registra- 
tion, or informality, not affecting the fairness and good faith of the holder 
thereof, with which the record was made, shal! not be held to viliate such record. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I have referred to the authority of 


the Spanish Government and to the manner of its exereise up to the | 


year 1821. In 1821 Iturbide conquered Mexico from Spain, threw off 
the yoke of Spain, and was made regent. At the end of two years, in 
1823, he was overthrown, and a provisional government was organized 
in 1824. Two constitutions were adopted, one in January and one in 
October. The constitution of October, 1824, describes the boundaries 
of the Republic of Mexico, declaring what were states and what were 
territories. It declared all of the different provinces to be states ex- 
cept Upper and Lower California, Colima, and New Mexico of Santa 
Pe With that exception all of the different territorial divisions were 
declared to be states in the federation of Mexico. In that yeara law 
was passed by the Mexican Republic to the effect that thereafter but 
11 leagues of land could be held in the hands of one perspn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In what year was that? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In 1824. One league of land was to be held for 
irrigation, 4 leaguesof land to be used for cultivation, but not farnished 
with water for irrigation, and 6 leagues for pasturage. Thatlaw, how- 
ever, was, as was stated by the Senator from Alabama, intended to be 
applicable to the territories alone. The states had greater powers than 
have the States of these United States. They had absolute control of 
their lands. We find soon afterwards the state of Coabuila and Texas 
granting to two individuals the exclusive right to mine coal within the 
state of Coahuila and Texas. We find them giving to other persons 
the exclusive right to navigate the rivers of Coahuila and Texas and 
the exclusive right to settle upon the land along the borders of those 
rivers. We find them enacting a law that whoever settled upon the 
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lands 
and should not be subject to any depts which they might have con 


Does the Senator from Colorado | tracted prior to that time; and that seems to be the foundation of the 


| liberal statutes which Texas has passed shielding her citizens from the 
payment of any debts they do not desire to pay. 


Mr. REAGAN, Oh, the Senator ought not to make that statement, 

| I beg pardon, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 1 Colo yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. With pleasure. 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly the Senator ought not to mal ha 
statement as that. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I make the statement because I <ind that among 

the exemption laws there is no state that has ever approached the lib 
erality of Texas in the protection of its citizens against executions 

| Mr. REAGAN. That was nottheSenator’sstatement. It wast! 


| nobody in Texas was bound to pay a debt unless he chose to do it 
|} Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. I amglad to learn thatthe obligation 
exists there. 


Mr. REAGAN. We do have a st 


atute of limitations of four years 





| against written instruments and two years on open accounts Those 
statutes of limitation have been vindicated, it seems to me, by the wi: 
dom of requiring people to settle up their accounts. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I have nodesire in the world to impute to the citi- 
zens of Texas any desire not to pay their debts, but I made re‘erence 
| only to the liberality which has ever characterized the State of Texas 
in protecting its citizens ayaint outside creditors, : 
But these different states, Mr. President, exercised most liberally 
land most freely the absolute control of their domain. The federal 
government of Mexico had nothing todo with it. The federal gov 





ernment did not in any way contro! it. These laws then applied solely 
to the territories. We find also, however, that alter 1824 the gor 
ernors of the territories granted 20 leagues, and in some cases granted 
more than 20 leagues. We find that since we conquered Mexico and 
took that territory into our domain, surveyors-general of the United 
States have reported to the Secretary of the Interior in favor of the 
allowance of those claims upon the ground that if the governors of 
these territories made these grants, in the absence of any evidence to 
the contrary, they were presumed to have had the authority to make 
them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would it interrupt the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Colorado yiel 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ‘To which Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To the Senator from Texas ? 
- Mr. WOLCOTT. With pleasure. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator’s statement is, as I understand him 
I may have misunderstood the statement—that the states of Mexico 
had unlimited control over their lands. 
tor’s statement. 
| Mr. WOLCOTT 
| the border. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know that 20 border leagues and 10 littoral on 
the coast. If the Senator will pardon me, I think he has not referred 
| to the constitution of Mexico under whose delegated authority these 
states acted in land matters, and the national colonization law of 1#24 
Under the constitution and national colonization law that authority 
is delegated to the states to make these land grants, and they have to 
be made in contormity with them. 
| Mr. WOLCOTT. Ihave before me the constitution of 
the laws. 
| Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President—— 
| Mr. WOLCOTT. May I be permitted to answer the Senator from 
Texas for a moment and then I will yield. I find by my reading of 
them that undoubted authority was vested in the state of Coahuila 
and Texas to dispose of its own lands, The question is not one of 
great importance in determining this matter, because this bill does not 
assume to deal with any of the lands formerty owned by Coahuila and 
Texas; and I only mention it asshowing generally the authority which 
was conferred and left with the different states making up the Mexi 
can Republic to deal with their own lands, 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for indicat 
ing to me that he would Jet me interrupt him. I have here the Jaws 
of Texas, Paschal’s Annotated Digest. I believe it is known univer- 
sally 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator rise toask meaquestion? If he 
does not wish to ask me a question I prefer not to be interrupted. The 
Senator occupied yesterday afternoon and, as far as I am concerned, he 
may have to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. RANSOM. Itisimmaterial tome. Isimply wished to call the 
Senator’s attention to the law to which he had referred and which ‘he 
| had, in substance, quoted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado de 
| cline further to yield to the Senator from North Carolina ? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator desires to refer me to the statute, | 


shall he very glad to hear him if he thinks it important. 
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Mr. RANSOM. I will not interfere with the Senator after his inti- 
mation that he does not desire to be interrupted. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. So, althongh this law existed on the statute-books 
of Mexico, it was still trne that the states with the 20-league limita- 
tion might pass upon the granting of title to their own territory, and 
it was also true that the governors of territories assumed to make 
grants exceeding 20 leagues, and their authority to make them seems 
never to have been called into question. 

Following this, in 1836 Texas seceded, and was afterward acquired 
by the United States. Under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo we find 
that we took outof Mexico, as shown by the maps existing at thatdate, 
the whole of Upper California, a portion ot Sonora, the whole of New 
Mexico, of Santa Fé, and all that portion of Coahuila and Texas lying 
east and north of the Rio Grande River. This was followed by the 
Gadsden purchase in 1853, where the line east and west was brought 
south so as to include 35,000 additional square miles, The original 
line was from the river Gila east. This line brought the southern 
boundary of the United States some 20 miles to the south, embracing, 
as I have said, some 35,000 square miles of additional territory and 
giving to this country the additional right to use the Colorado River 
and the Gulf of Lower Calitornia for the transaction of its commerce, 
and for that the sum of $10,000,000 was paid. 

When we took this territory, as 1 have said, we took it with the sol- 
emn obligation upon us to perfect the titles which had been granted. 
We find, as I have said, that there were scores of titles which came 
from Spain prior to 1824. We come upon scores of titles issued by 
governors of Territories in which they assumed to grant more than 11 
leagués, and which titles have since been recognized by this country. 

Immediately atter the Mexican war, immediately after the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty, our Interior Department, animated by a zeal which 
has not since characterized it, attempted to secure some fair settlement 
of these questions, The matter was investigated very carefully and 
very patiently by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. 
sutterfield, who, in his instructions to surveyors-general in 1854, and 


in his reports to the Department, called attention to the utter lack of 


equity in attempting to limit these grants to 11 leagues. He referred 
to the fact that valid grants for more were still in existence. 

Later than that, Mr. Hazelton, of the House of Representatives, 
made a very exhaustive report upon the condition of these grants, and 
he showed the lack of equity in any attempt to limita grant to 11 
leagues. 

When we took the territory we had the treaty obligation resting upon 
us, and thereupon, in 1851, after the discovery of gold in California, a 
law was passed appointing three commissioners to report upon all the 
titles in California only. The commissioners’ court was to exist for 
two years. Whoever asked for the determination of his title within 
the two years could have it considered. Whoever claimed under a 
grant and refrained from asking the decision of the commission upon 
his grant was to beforever barred, Congress afterwards extended the 
time for a vear further, and afterwards in certain claims extended the 
time for six months. 

That legislation applied to California. So far as the territory em- 
braced in this bill is concerned, to wit, the southwestern part of Wyo- 
ming, a portion of Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona, there has never 
been one particle of legislation looking to this relief except the provis- 
ion of 1854, which made it incumbent upon the surveyors-general to 
investigate all Mexican and Spanish grants, giving them authority to 
subpoena witnesses and tocall for the production of papers, requiring 
them to carefully investigate each grant, and then make a report to 
the Secretary of the Interior, and where their report was in favor of 
the validity of the grant the Interior Department was required by the 
act of Congress to withdraw the land from further entry. 

With that exception no legislation whatever has been had respect- 
ing any portion of this territory except that since the acquisition of 
the territory there have been forty-eight confirmations of grants, some 
of which were in California and some of which were in Colorado, New 
Mexico, and Arizona. No other legislation of any character has ever 
been attempted which would quiet the titles of the Mexican grants 
within Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona. 

Mr. President, passing from the amendment respecting the 11 
leagues to the general character and provisions of the bill, let me say 
that this bill provides a court which shall expire by its own limitation 
in two years anda half. During that time, within two years from the 
date of the passage of the bill, all persons who do not hold claims 
which have been lawtully acted upon and decided by Congress or un- 
der its authority are required to come before this court and have their 
titles determined. I wonder if the Senate is familiar with the number 
of these grants and the character of them which must be determined 
within these two years. 

Mr. RANSOM. If it does not disturb the Senator-—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Nothing disturbs me, sir. 

Mr. RANSOM. I should like to ask him, for the purpose of making 
it right, what in his judgment would be a proper limitation. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will cometo that and answerthe Senator with 
pleasure. Mr. Hazelton, of Wisconsin, a member of the House of 
Representatives, submitted from the Committee on Private Land Claims 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 25, 





areport in 1882 in which, after a careful investigation of the subject, 
he says among other things: 
We must therefore conclude that there are in the Territory of New Mexico 


alone about 1,000 private land claims, 71 of which, as before stated, have been 
confirmed, leaving over 900 yet to be adjudicated. 


He says further: 
If the confirmation of these claims were left entirely to the court— 


This was a report with reference toa bill which had been introduced 
calling upon the district courts to investigate these patents— 

If the confirmation of these claims were left entirely to the court, it would, in 
my judgment, be a low estimate to fix the limit within which they wouldall be 
confirmed at twenty-five years 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘Would it trouble the Senator if I should ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that it is pertinent to his line of argu- 
ment—I do not think it is—buta question that has seemed important 
to me and of a radical nature touching the whole subject is whether it 
is not the duty of Congress, even if it be a consequence that indemni- 
fication would be given to honest men under the existing policy, to 
change radically the policy of permitting this land to go in such vast 
quantities to individual holders? Here are whole counties that go to 
the ownership of single individuals, in violation of the land policy in- 
dispensable to the prosperity of thecountry. J donot understand, my- 
self, that there is such sanctity in private titles to land that they can 
interfere with the general public welfare. The country can seize, if 
necessary, these vast quantities held, held even by legal titles, and con- 
fiscate them to the general good, and give to the individual holder such 
indemnification as may be just, as the lands in England came to be 
held by private parties to the public injary, as the lands of Ireland to- 
day are in the hands of landlords until Gladstone and the whole Lib- 
eral party and the Tory party are now seeking a way of annihilating 
those titles, it may be by purchase, making a transfer for the public 
good. Now, is it not a thing that ought to be considered in this great 
question whether the country should not destroy this method of dis- 
tributing the soil, which is the existence of the nation as a whole, even 
if it be necessary to indemnify ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator from New Hampshire could see the 
bulk of this land in New Mexico, less than 1 per cent. of which is ara- 
ble enough for anything but sage-brush to grow upon, threading a little 
stream, dry most of the year, and then a long range of mesal land ex- 
tending backwards for miles covered with nothing but sage-brush, 
where nothing can be cultivated, where cattle can subsist and eke out 
a scanty living, I do not feel that he would think that this country 
was in any very great danger because a few individuals hold this land. 
But if it be necessary, to carry out the Senator’s idea, that lest we fall 
into the unhappy condition of Ireland we should divide these grants, 
I think we shouid first do our duty and carry out the solemn treaty 
obligations which we have entered into and first give to the legitimate 
owners of the land the title to their property, before we talk about 
taking it away from them by any process of law. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest that this 
land is just the same character of land that itis proposed to make three 
times as valuable as the prairies by irrigation, and that in the future 
these irrigated lands owned in such vast quantities may perhaps con- 
stitute dangerous land monopolies. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not know that the Senator is aware of the 
fact that in order to irrigate lands you must have water, and there is 
no water within handreds of miles of the bulk of these lands. There 
is no water running above them, and no possibility of ever bringing 
water over upon these mesas. If it were not for that one defect, that 
the water does not exist, they could be made most valuable by irriga- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. That would apply, I suppose, to the whole irrigation 
theory. 

Mr WOLCOTT. Not at all. It applies to these grants in New 
Mexico. Ido not know that the Senator is aware of it, but 95 per 
cent. of these grants lie in New Mexico and Arizona, where there are 
long arid tracts of dry land with never a thimbleful of water for hun- 
dreds of miles. It is not in the irrigable belt at all; it is not in the 
portion of the country where irrigation is sought to be carried out, and 
therefore the doctrine or the theory as to irrigation could in no sense be 
held to apply. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator, then, to excuse me; I understood 
the controversy was about something. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The controversy is about something. It is about 
land. It is about land where we have agreed to confirm the title by 
treaty to the legitimate holders. 

Mr. BLAIR. Bat Isu these lands were valuable lands, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
further? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It seems to me the Senator from New Hampshire 
is trifling with this subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not atall. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. He asks if the land can be irrigated. I tell him 
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that it certainly can not be. I tell him the lands are valuable only 
for grazing purposes; that they have not the value which he seems to 
imagine they have, but they have value to their owners; that in large 
volume and with great acreage they become valuable for grazing pur- 
poses. They have value or their owners would not desire to have their 


titles secured to them by the Government. As to how much their value | 


ts, as to whether it would be greater or less if they could be irrigated, 
is not a question for consideration here and now. It is sufficient to 
state that there are certain grants containing a certain acreage which 
we have agreed to confirm, and which by this bill we are now trying 
to sneak out of our duty to confirm. 

The private land claims in Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona are 
stated in this report, and it gives rather a succinct statement of the 
condition of these claims. There are forty-eight claims confirmed in 
New Mexico and Colorado. 
7,732,890 acres. Upon an average these would exceed the 11-leagues 
limit which the bill provides. 

Mr. FRYE. How many acres are there in 11 leagues? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. About 48,000 acres. As a matter of fact, we find 
that twenty-two out of the forty-eight exceeded the 11-league limit. 


ry, ) imiti , a s was i ¥ , j i : 
Now, the law of 1824 limiting grants to il leaguc 8 was in force when | and itis provided when they come into this court the confirmation nmst 


our Congress passed upon these grants. The question was raised then, 
but it was found that if they were granted they were granted bya 
legitimate authority and should be validated. You find grants here 
for 110,000 acres, one for 121,000 acres, another for 194,000 acres, and 
the Maxwell grant for 1,714,000 acres of land. 

These grants were confirmed by Congress. There are now twenty- 
five pending in the land offices in New Mexico and Colorado, which 
have not yet been reported upon by the surveyors-general, amounting 
to 1,913,301 acres. There are sixty-eight pending in Congress from 
New Mexico and Colorado. As I have stated, Congress has confirmed 
no grant since 1879. There aretwelve grants pending ia Congress from 
Arizona for confirmation. There are countless other grants which have 
not yet even come into the surveyor-general’s office. 

The surveyor-general in the earlier days after the Mexican war re- 


ported from New Mexico and Colorado that the Mexicans and Indians | 


who held the tities to their grants were unwilling to surrender them 
to the surveyor-general. They were the ark of their covenant. They 
were all they had toshow their title to their property, and they in their 
ignorance of our laws, not realizing how generously we intended to 
confirm their grants as soon as we could get the testimony, refused to 
give up their papers, fearing that they would not get them back again. 

So in addition to all these grants which are not yet confirmed there 
are countless others. It is reported by the Secretary of the Interior 
that there are some nine hundred in New Mexico alone which have 
not yet been reported upon. These grants are all to come under the 

rovisions of this bill. The Senator from North Carolina says that the 

ill is not intended to covér grants which are already perfect. The 

hraseology of the bill and the past legislation on the subject do not 
r him out in that statement. ‘Thereare forty-eight grants confirmed 
in New Mexico and Colorado, no more. We have never had a law 
passed the effects of which are as I have stated except the law pro- 
viding that the surveyor-general shall make report to the Secretary 
of the Interior as to the character of the grants, and shall recommend 
whether they be confirmed by Congress, and that when they recom- 
mend them favorably the land embraced in the claim shall be with- 
drawn from entry. 

Outside of that we have no legislation whatsoever, and as to this 
territory there is no way under heaven now existing under which the 
owner of a grant may have his title confirmed. If it were in Califor- 
nia he could go to the commission while it existed. He can not do 
that with these lands. He can go to the surveyor-general and get a 
report, which counts for nothing except to withdraw the land from 
further entry. If the Government of the United States sees fit to file 
a bill against him or commence a suit in ejectment against him, he 
may contest the title, and therein his title may be validated. The 
Government of the United States has refrained from bringing such 
suits, It brought one the other day on the Maxwell land grant, and 
the Government allowed some great sum for attorneys’ fees, and was 
signally defeated before the circuit court in Colorado. I have never 
known a case where the Government has filed its bill to set aside these 
grants in Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona. If that be not done, 
then the only way that the title can be confirmed is by act of Con- 
gress, the Senate and the House passing a biil confirmingit. There 
is no Senator in the reach of my voice who does not know whata 
difficult proceeding that is, how reluctant this body is, how reluctant 
this body has ever been, to pass any law granting to apy individual 
acreage of ground, Bills of that character do not belong here; they 
belong in the courts, They belong in some tribunal which can ex- 


amine witnesses and which can deal with the question intelligently; | i. lands. and I have read very carefully the law requiring the sur 


they do not belong here. 

There is no way, therefore, except as to these forty-eight grants for 
title, to confirm them except by actof Congress. The President of the 
United States has recommended that legislation be had. This bill 
does not touch the question which makes the present laws and the 
present absence of law so unjust. This bill does not assume to pass 


The aggregate of the confirmed claims is | 
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npon all those titles which are not questioned, but which are ngt con- 
firmed; but in reality itdoes. The provisions of the bill are as folloy 
That it shall and may be lawful for any person or persons or corporatio 
their legal representatives, claiming lands within the | of the territory 
rived by the United States fr 1 the Repub of Mexico and ne embrace 
| within the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Ariz 1, or Utah, or within 
} the States of Nevada or of Colorad y virtue any 8 i Spanish or Mexican 
| grant, concession, warrant, or surve' + United States i to 
nize and confiri y : f thet ities of cess o l co ry Mexico 
to the United States which at the date of the passage of t u ‘ tt b i 
confirmed by act Congress, or ot vis nal i va 
thority, and which have 1 np 
to present a petition, et 
That sounds as if it included a number of cass { doe t do 
anything of the kind. It say 





| whisper has ever been uttered, for exceeding 11 league 


Which at the date of the passage of this act have not b i 
of Congress, or otherwise finally «tecided upon by lawfu 


have not become complete and perfect 


There is no way whereby they can become complete and perfect « 
cept by contirmation Cherefore it is intended that ali 
shall be brought into this court. It is intertded that 
they shall be brought into this court, or thei: 


these grant 
‘ ithin two years 
holders forever barred, 
be limited to 11 square leagues, and shall be held to 11 square leagues 
and no more, there being no provision as to what part of the estate the 
11 leagues shall be carved out of, and if the holders do not file their 
claim within two year 
abandoned their claim 
There are in New Mexico and Colorado scores of claims resting upon 
no conditions, valid grants concerning which testimony 
the surveyors-general and reported favorably upon, 


they shall be deemed and held te have forever 


was taken by 
against which no 
doubling and 
quadrupling in places 11 leagues, of which every citizen has recognized 
the validity, and where no one has ventured to dispute the title, with 
no sort of litigation concerning it, and waiting only for Congress to 
confirm; and as to these grants, instead of trying to quiet title, instead 
of trying to confirm a rightful grant, a legal grant, a grant recognized 
by the State and local authorities. by everybody in the vicinage, this 
bill proposes to tear up and destroy these titles which have never been 
questioned and to authorize this Government to seize 
these valid grants exceeding 11 square leagues. Such a course is in 

iquitous, and under no pretense of right or justice can it be in my 
opinion sustained. 

Why should a man be deprived of his legitimate claim because Con- 
gress has not confirmed it? In all these years some forty-eight people 
have been able to have their grants confirmed, whilst scores of them 
are down in the Interior Department with favorable reports, waiting 
only the consideration of Congress. I say it is iniquitous and unjust 
that we should attempt to tear up and destroy these titles and provide 
that within two years all these people must come before the court 

The Senator from North Carolina said the bill was not intended to 
apply to grants where there was no question; but there will always be 
questions until Congress has confirmed them. People in California 
holding grants were unfortunate enough to take the ground that the 
Senator from North Carolina does. In 1851, as I stated - 

Mr. RANSOM. J must-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Colorado, I know, if he thinks 
about it, will not make the mistake of supposing that this bill is at all 
similar to the act creating the commission in California, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is this great distinction or difference that has 
been lost sight of too often, I think, in the Senate, and therefore I de 
sire to emphasize it. I will detain the Senate butamoment. The act 
creating the commission to determine private land claims in California 
declared that every title to every acre of land in California, whether it 
was inchoate, or equitable, or complete, or perfected, must be presented 
to that commission, and no title could be held in California unless it 
passed through that commission. 

Mr. STEWART. And it had to be presented within two yea 

Mr. RANSOM, And it had to be presented within two years. On 
the contrary, this bill does not aftect complete or perfected titles, Fut 


the great distinction was in the Louisiana and Florida purchase. There 


and to steal al! 


the act creating the co.nmission for the settlement of private land 
claims in those two Territories was just like this bill 
choate or imperfect titles 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I understand perfectly the dis- 
tinction between the two acts. 1 have read them both. I understand 
perfectly the law authorizing the commission to deal with the Caliior- 


relerring 10 in- 


veyors-general to report upon the titles, and I say as to this provis 
of section 6, which says that all titles— 
which at the date of the passage of this act have not been confirmed by act of 


Congressor otherwise finally decided upon by lawful authority and which have 
not become complete and perfect 


that no lawyer can read it and advise a client that if he holds a claim 
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outside of California and he has not had it confirmed by Congress, he 
can safely stay out of this court which dies within three years, and 
which within two years must take jurisdiction of the case of his grant 
or he shall be torever held to have abandoned it. Nolawyer can read 
that and advise a client that he would be sate in withholding his testi- 
mony from the court unless he had authority or the sanction of a grant 
and a patent from Congress 

In California the people thought they might rely upon claims that 
had not been questioned, and if they did not go into court they would 
not thereby he dcbarred, but the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in the case of Botiller vs. Dominguez, in the October term of 1883, 
held very definitely that if within the three years’ limitation—it was 
first two years and then extended a year—the holders of a grant did 
not go before the commissioners and have their titles examined and 
perfected, it did forever bar their settingthem up. TheSupreme Court 
held that great hardship might ensue and had ensued in certain cases, 
that there should be further legislation to help these people, that it was 
inequitable, but yet such was the law. ’ 

Mr. DAWES. Did that extend to every grant, whether it was ques- 
tioned or not? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir; in California every grant of every char- 
acter, whether questioned or not, that if the holder did not go betore 
the commissioners and have it passed upon he was forever barred. The 
court held: 

No title to land in California dependent upon Spanish or Mexican grants can 


be of any validity which has not beer submitted to and confirmed by the board 
provided for that purpose under the act of March 3, 1851. 


The Supreme Court held here asa matter of course that although this 

might be an absolute violation of our treaty obligations with Mexico, 
yet it was the duty of the court not to determine the treaty obligation, 
not to pass upon the question as to whether or not the United States in 
passing this statute had not violated every obligation of honor, but that 
its only duty was to construe the statute as it found it, irrespective of 
the injustice that might be worked upon the holders of the grants which 
this Government had bound itself to respect. 
- So I say, Mr. President, that under the provisions of this act we are 
requiring within two years every holder of a grant, large or small, and 
whether qiestioned or not (excepting the holders of the forty-eight 
grants which have been confirmed by Congress), to come into this court 
and prove their case or be held to have torever abandoned their claims. 
Sir, it can not be done. 

Further, Mr. President, this bill provides, not that the people may 
come in-— 

Mr. STEWART, It gives them the opportunity to come in. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Do you expect this court in three years to decide 
three thousand land cases involving titles extending back to the six- 
teenth and seventeenth centuries within one year after their filing ? 

Mr. FRYE. Is there no provision for its extension ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. None whatever; and if a case is decided against 
the clainiant the Government, which has all the machinery of the law 
at its disposal, may appeal the case and come here to the Supreme 
Court of the United States and the Supreme Court of the United States 
shall make itself a justice of the peace court and subpena witnesses 
and examine them and try the case de novo, treat it exactly as if it had 
never been tried before, and treat it as a case first arising in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

It provides that if a party is injured he must appeal and he must 
file his proof and his appeal within six months, but if the Government 
appeals the Government need not file its appeal until six months after 
the Attorney-General up here shail have received a succinct statement 
from the district attorney out there as to the fall character and condition 
of the case, and if he neglects to perform his duty for five years that ap- 
peal need not be filed until he has fulfilled his duty and filed a succinct 
statement of the case with the Attorney-General. 

We are treating these holders as if they were robbers, as if our obli- 
gations meant nothing, as if we had no duties to fulfill towards these 
people. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina ’? 

Mr. WALCOTT. Is it for a question? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, for a statement. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then I can not yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Colorado declines 
to yield. 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish to say to the Senator-——— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. After declining to yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado declines 
to yield, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
yield, and I do. 


Mr, RANSOM. ‘Thiswill not trouble the Senator from Colorado one 
bit. The committee have already determined that the time of this 
court onght to be longer than it is, that it should be extended; that 
the time named in the bill is too short; and I have already asked the 


The Senator from North Carolina knows I would 








judgment of the Senate. 
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Senator from California and he promised to answer what was his view 
about the length of time of the statute of limitations. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am, fortunately, a member of this committee, 
and I have not yet learned that there was in the breast of this commit- 
tee the opinion that the bill did not continue the court a sufficient 
length of time. 


Mr. RANSOM. ‘The Senator was not present at the meetings of the 


| committee when this bill was adopted; I do not think I exagyerate 


when I say four times. My friend from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] says 
it was six times that the meeting was put off on account of the absence 
of the Senator from Colorado. If he had been present he would have 
known that that was one of the questions which would be left for the 
It was placed at a short time so as to avoid, 
if possible, the objection that this would be a court forever. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, a further provision to which I think 
the attention of the members of the Senate who are lawyers should be 
called in this bill is in section 12. Here is a court which is to exist 
for three years only. That section provides— 

That all claims which are by the provisions of this act authorized to be prose- 
cuted shall, at the end of two years from the taking effect of this act, if no peti- 
tion in respect to the same shall have then been filed as hereinbefore provided, 
be deemed and taken, in all courts and elsewhere, to be abandoned and shall 
be forever barred: Provided, That in avy case where it shall come to the knowl- 
edge of the court that minors, married women, or persons non compos mentis 


are interested in any land claim it shall be its duty to appoint a guardian ad 
litem for such persons under disability. 


But if this disability exists during the whole two years and it is not 
brought to the attention of the court, yet under the provisions of this 
bill the rights of such minors or persons non compotes mentis are forever 
barred. There is no provision saving them from the exemption unless 


| the district attorney shall learn that people interested in a certain claim 


are non compotes or uirder legal disability, and unless he brings it to 
the attention of the court the rights of those people are forever barred. 
In other words, if there were people who could not file their claim 


| within two years, and the district attorney not knowing of the case did 


not draw the attention of the court to it, the rights of those people 
under the provisions of this bill would be forever barred. 
Mr. SPOONER. It seems to me in reading this bill—I only men- 


| tion it to see if the Senator concurs with me—that this provision bar- 


ring the right of recovery when the suit is not brought within two 
years is as broad as it possibly could be made by language, and the 
party is not only precluded from bringing his suit before this special 
court, if I recoliect it, but the statute declares that this is a conclusive 


| presumption of abandonment applicable in all courts and places. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. He is forever barred from presenting a claim any- 
where unless he comes before this court within two years and pre- 
sents it. 

There is another provision of this bill to which I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate. It seems as if there were even fewer bowels 
of mercy in this Committee on Private Land Claims now than there were 
four years ago, and fewer four years ago than six years ago, for upon 
examination of other bills which have the Senate I find that 
each bill prepared and bronght in by the Private Land Claims Com- 
mittee is harsher than the preceding one. 

In the last bill which was brought before the Senate there was apro- 
vision that the testimony taken before surveyors-general, testimony 
which can never be reproduced, for the witnesses are scattered to the 
winds of heaven, taken with great care by these different officials, 
could be used and might be used as legal evidence before this court 
and that this court should give that testimony such weight as they 
thought it deserved. This provision of the bill says that the testimony 
of these witnesses may be used before this court only if they are dead. 
You take these Mexican populations of the West wandering and scat- 
tered, if they have left their lands it is utterly impossible forty years 
after the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo that you shall search around and 
find one of themliving. Any provision thatsought to protectlegitimate 
rightsshould have within it a clause that the testimony gathered by the 
United States officials should be introduced in this court and should 
be given the weight which the court thought it ought to have. 

I have, sir, in a very scattering and desultory fashion, called the at- 
tention of the Senate to most of the defects of this bill as I read it, in 
a way most unsatisfactory to myself, but I believe that I have touched 
generally upon most of them, if not upon all of them. 

There is undoubtedly a great and crying uccessity for the passage of 
some bill on thissubject. We need it; the country needs it; the set- 
tlers need it. Those desiring to enter upon the public domain and ac- 
quire homestead entries need the of some law. But the true 
principle upon which a law should be enacted was laid down by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. Butterfield, in 1854. 
He said it was obligatory upon this Government to deal with these 
land questions exactly as Mexico would have dealt with them had the 
sovereignty not changed. 

That is the duty imposed upon us, and a bill which shall be fair and 
just must contain provisions that all —— holding grants which are 
not confirmed by act of Congress may in some inexpensive way come be- 
fore some tribunal and have their claims upon. The bill should 
provide that whether their claim be for 1 league or 50 leagues square, 








1890. 


it it represents a valid contract of the Mexican Government, we should known that there were a great many claims confirmed there whi 


enforce it and carry out its provisions and secure to the holder an un- 
doubted right to all the ground to which he is entitled. 
vide thatil appeal be taken itshould be taken in the ordinary way, and not 
by dragging the claimant and his witnesses 2,000 miles to Washington to 
be heard. The bill should provide that the court should hold its ses- 
sions and be in existence for a sufficient length of time to enable all hold- 
ers and owners of claims to come beiore it. Itshould contain provisions 
that the costs should not be secured by a bond to the Government in 
advance. We assume to be legislating here for the poor owners of land, 


and yet we compel them within two years to come and try their title or | 
be forever barred, and then in another provision we say to them, ‘‘ Un- | 


less you give a bond for costs you can not file your petition at all, and 
it you do not file your petition within two years you have forever for- 
feited your claim.”’ 

The provisions of law that we should enact ought to have these sec 
tions carefully guarded. Without them we can hope for no satisiac- 


Itshould pro- | 
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forged and fraudulent. 


Of course there may have been some that were 
ist 


and equitable, and 1 know there were. 

Undoubtedly in many cases the claimants got more than they were 
entitled to; bat with all that was said about California they have had 
but a little more than is already confirmed in this much-abused New 
Mexico. There were over 5,000,000 acres ofclaimsthat were presented 


to the California commission that wer« urveyed, and ina large number 


| that were presented no surveys were made, and it is stated that the 
| number that have not been presented can not be estimated. I know one 
in Arizona covering 4,000,000 acres of land which will be revived at 
once, and itis possibly a forgery. The surveyor general says it is a 
forgery and he has not any means of investigation. 
How many of these claims are fraudulent we do not know, but they 
can not be investigated if this testimony taken ex parte is to be prima 


| facie, and the Government put upon the proof to coutrovert it. 


tory relief, either to the public or to the holders of these claims, and | 
until some such law is passed and unless some law is passed which | 


shall give every holder of these lands the right to come into court and 


shall stand as prima facie evidence in any court which we create, your | 


title is good and you shall not be required to go back of that and find 
your witnesses and produce them before the court, but unless the in 
tegrity of this testimony may be questioned, it shall be valid before 
this tribunal which we create, and the court will give it such weight 
as they think it deserves. 

It is very easy, Mr. President, for Congress to override all treaty 


¢ | could bescrutinized by the courts. 
have his title tested, and which shall say to him that the evidence | living and in the neighborhood who would know something about the 
which the surveyors-general collected at great cost from 1854 to now | 


You 
might as well confirm them all. I think it is a mistake to use the evi- 
dence even of those who are dead, because if these grants are valid 
there should be required evidence of them in the first place which 
It they are valid thereare those now 


possession. I would not give a cent for ex parte testimony taken before 
a surveyor-general, given by Mexicans as to location, etc. The grant 
ought to be sufficiently explicit so that it can be found. If they 
thought anything of their land they would have entered upon it, and 
monuments would have been perpetuated and known. 

As to the time of presenting a claim within two years, a party hav- 


| ing a large tract of land, thousands and thousands of acres, claiming 


obligations, but it is not statesmanship; and the legislation proposed | 


in this bill is not governed by that sense of justice and equity and mo- 
rality which should animate a great nation in dealing with a conquered 
people and its descendants. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Colorado is evidently not ac- 


as he did with regard to this measure. I know something about the 
testimony in these cases and the alleged frauds in California. Com- 
plaint is madeabout thecourts. They found that testimony was man- 
ufactured there in the most shameful manner. 


the cases were fraudulently made up. Why, they made up a title to 
the city of San Francisco alter the city had got twenty or thirty thou- 


sand inhabitants— yes,a hundred thousand inhabitants—and they made | 


it up so as to deceive the very elect and to require an investigation in 
Mexico to discover the forgeries. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. STEWART. Let me go on a little while. 
try a case, the San Jacinto case, in California. It wasasuit to set aside 
a patent. That was two or three years ago. There was brought in 
the testimony of Mexican witnesses who deliberately swore to things 
that happened before they Were born. They were so coached that they 
would swear to almost anything ex parte, and I wastaken to the house 
where the ex-governor, Pio Pico, had manufactured a whole quantity of 
titles which troubled the people very much; and Pio Pico himself was 
before the court and testified, and his testimony as compared with his 
former acts bore no relation whatever tothem. He invented entirely 
new stories. so that those who had experience in the fraudulent manu- 
facture of titles could put no reliance whatever upon the cx parte testi- 
mony taken before thesurveyors-general. A man would take one of these 
ignorant Mexicans out there and tell him this was so and so, and get 
him to swear to almost anything and everything ex parte. At my sug- 
gestion, we limited the reception of such testimony only to those who 
were thought to be dead, that we would nse only that part of it, and 
those who were living should be brought before the court, so that the 
court itself should have a chance to see the witnesses and know some- 
thing about them. 

Over 7,000,000 acres have been confirmed in New Mexico, and there 
have been only 8,000,000 confirmed in California, There were many 
more people living in California than in New Mexico when we acquired 
the country, and many more valuable grants. There were three or 
four times the number of people occupying that country, and with all 
the complaint of the fraudulent confirmation of claims only about 
8,000,000 acres were confirmed in California, and over 7,000,000 have 
been confirmed already in New Mexico by acts of Congress. Here is 
the Maxwell grant for some 2,000,000 acres. If that had been origi- 
nally investigated by a court, the grantees would have got no such 
amount; it is even doubtful whether the grant itself existed; but it 
was a Congressional confirmation and the Supreme Court could not 
réach if, I venture to affirm as my belief that of the 7,000,000 acres 
confirmed at least 4,000,000 are fraudulent. 

Now, to use testimony taken ex parte of those who are still living is 
well enough, but to use that where they are not living would be worse 
because it would be utterly unreliable and would trammel the court. 
I am in favor of a court to investigate these questions. I am in favor 
of a close investigation. The commission in California was composed 
of honest men, and they did the best they could, but now it is well 


I had occasion to 


any title in that country, can present it in two years, and one yea 
would be sufficient in which to present his claim. 


There is no hard- 
ship in that. 


In California, where the Mexicans were entire strangers 


| and had not lived for forty years among the Americans as they have 


Mr. Stanton went out | 
there and disposed of millions and millions of property by showing that | short. 


| I introduced a bill to this effect to make it permanent, and to put it in 


| court. 


| to present their claims. 
quainted with the situation or he would not make such a proposition | 


in New Mexico, two years was allowed, and it was amply sufficient 
A claim that can not be presented within 
two years can not have much merit. It can not be a great hardship 
to require claimants to thousands of acres of land to present their 
claims within two years. Two years is ample so far as that is con 
cerned. 

As to the time of the existence of the court, I think that is too 
I do not think the court can accomplish this work in two years. 


the Interior Department, and to take from the twelve-bundred-dollay 
clerks in the garrets judicial functions and turn the cases over to the 
I think this court ought to be in the Interior Department, a 


| permanent institution, for the Interior Department determines more 


important judicial questions than the Supreme Court of the United 
States, two for one, every year—more important rights depending upon 
them, which are determined partly by clerks, and we ought to have 
such a court in the Interior Department as a permanént institution. 

{ am opposed to that limitation in the bill, and I agree with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado that there ought to be further time. 

Coming to the next question which the Senator discussed, as to the 
11 leagues, I conceive that if there were valid claims which turned out 
to exceed 11 leagues, if they were kept up from the beginning down, 
it might be a hardship to limit them to1l leagues. That might be, 
but since 1824 there have been nogrants made there of more than 1] 
leagues. The grants for over 11 leagues are very old grants. 

As | understand, the colonization law of Mexico ot 1824 applied to 
New Mexico and Arizona; there is no doubt about that. I have in- 
vestigated that question and it has been held right through that since 
1824 they could not grant more than 11 leagues. What were granted 
before that time were usually conditional grants for settlements or 
something given to a favorite. They are very vague grants, but if any 
of them turn out to be bona fide, when this court examines them and 
finds there is a bona fide title and the conditions have been complied 
with, if one should be discovered in the course of this investigation 
where hardship would occur-—and there will not be many—Congress 
will have power to relieve in that particular case; and rather than give 
more than 48,000 acres now in such a case, it seems to me we had bet- 
ter pay the money or do anything to relieve the people of this shadow 
that you will put over them. A bill that will make it possible to 
cloud the whole country with such unlimited claims will create great 
dissatisfaction and great uneasiness in that country, particalarly in 
Arizona. 

Here is the Piralto claim hanging over the most fertile and cultivated 
part+4,000,000 acres of land spread over that country—and to pass a 
bill that all these cases may be brought into court and the titles jeop- 
ardized seems to me ought not to be done. It perhaps would be better 
to go still lower and confirm a smaller portion than 48,000 acres, and 
to have all larger claims investigated further, But what we want isa 
court to examine these matters thoroughly. I have advocated this 
very much, This is the best measure that has been brought forth, 
because it provides tor an adequate coart. The difficulty about the 
other measures was that they provided for no adequate court to investi- 
gate the cases, to try fraudulent claims, There will be hundreds of 
claims for an unlimited quantity of land, and great uneasiness will be 
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produced. I think those who claim over 48,000 acres of land can just 
as well wait until they have tested their title and had it developed in 
these cases, because it would not destroy their equity to give them this 
much. They would be in the same position they are now, with the 
advantage of having had their titie examined and reported upon by a 
competent court. 

This bill has passed in practically this shape many times, and there 
are protests against its passage. ‘The surveyor-general of New Mexico 
made a most strong and urgent protest against it last year, showing 
what terrible injustice it was to pass this bill or recognize these titles at 
all. He claimed that they were all fraudulent. I differ with him. 
I think that portion is radical and extreme, but after hearing the dis- 
cussion in the committee, having been at first in favor of allowing 
them to present the claims, for whatever they had, these documents 
were presented to the committee, and I then agreed to this bill to give 
& proper court, and I was willing that we should try the experiment 
of investigation to the extent of confirming 48,000 acres, and that is 
an empire. Forty-eight thousand acres is a great deal of land. It is 
more than 10,000,000 were when these pretended grants were made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. How will they determine it? 

Mr. STEWART. They determine it just the same. They have 
the same privilege under the laws to select their lands in compact 
form. That is recognized, and that has been the general principle. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me, suppose parties 
coming here and making claims, asa great many do, that they are the 
owners of grants larger than 48,000 acres—take the Mara grant in New 
Mexico, where the claim was for a larger amount, and the parties claim 
that that was the grant and that they own the wholeof it. They own 
all of it as much as they own any part of it. Suppose this bill becomes 
a law, and they should come into this tribunal, and suppose the court 
should find that the grant is good; how is the court going todetermine 
as to the Jocus of the 48,000 acres that are to be approved, and then 
what becomes ofthe balance? Is there still an equity, or is that equity 
cut off by this decision ? 

Mr. STEWART. In the first place, by the Mexican law the out- 
boundaries were given within which the grantees might select their 
land, and if these out-boundaries within which they might select the 
land were confirmed, they would have the right of selection inside, 
and then it would be the duty of the surveyor-general to turn it over to 
the Commissioner of the Land Office, having madea survey of the land, 
and then it would go before the court for an investigation, and the court 
has full and ample authority to determine it. 

The whole thing is submitted with the privilege according to the 
Mexican law of selection. If it includes more than they are entitled 
to, they have that privilege under the Mexican law, and no court could 
take from them the right of selecting if the boundaries included more 
than thetitle. They made these grants going from mountain to mount- 
ain and from hill to hill, or so much land in their general boundaries 
was given, and they would have so much land within those general 
boundaries, and they would have 48,000 acres to be selected tollowing 
the Mexican law as the court would be bound to do. The surveys 
would be made according to the selection of the parties, being required 
to make them in some form. The surveys come beiore the Commis- 
sioner of the Genera] Land Office, and if there is no objection they 
would be confirmed and go before thecourt. Thathas got to be worked 
out by the court. 

Mr. MITCHELL. When that is done that would be an end of the 
equity upon the part of those claimants to anything beyond the amount 
confirmed. 

Mr. STEWART. Notatall. It would be all that would be con- 
firmed. That wonld be set apart tothem, but if they have got equities 
Congress always has the power to give them relief, and is constantly 
open, enabling parties to apply for relief. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada under- 
stands perfectly well that the very basis upon which we are now argu- 
ing is that the claimant is found to be entitled to 96,000 acres and 
judgment is given for one-half, and there is no mode whatever of de- 
termining where that halfis. Now, the proposition that he lays be- 
fore the Senate is that by the grant a man is entitled to 11 square 
leagues and that is all he is entitled to, and the exterior boundaries are 
shown within which not his right to exterior boundaries beyond the 11 
square leagues, but the exterior boundaries embrace the whole area 
within which he is entitled to his 11 square leagues; and the function 
then was of these land courts to determine that he was entitled to 11 
square leagues, but entitled to only 11 square leagues, and then they 
were to be located, as we all understand, by such arrangement as he 
refers to. Our proposition here is that by metesand bounds a claimant 
is entitled to an area of 96,000 acres and he is to have but half, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not an incontrovertible fact which all of us 
admit, that when that adjudication takes place, when the law and the 
court both have said to the claimant, ‘‘ You are entitled to 11 leagues 
and no more,’’ then no matter how much may have been the grant 
originally, ai] equities and all right and all claim that the claimant 
may have within the bounds of that areaare entirely adjudicated upon, 
cut off, and destroyed? That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. STEWART. By this bill he will get but 11 leagues, but if he 


had a good title to more, as shown by the judgment of the court be- 
low, if he had an equity, there is nothing in this bill that destroys 
that equity; it only adjudicates upon the right he has and gives judg- 
ment fora certain amount. It determines the validity of his claim, 
and gives judgment for 11 square leagues. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Take a case like this: Suppose I have a claim 
for a thousand dollars against the Senator from Nevada. I insist that 
thisis a valid claim. You say, “‘ No, I think you have a claim, but I 
do not think it extends to that amount; sueme.’’ I gointo court and 
the court gives me $500. That disposes of the whole claim. 

Mr. STEWART. I will give you a case that occurred right here, 
Murphy’s claim for a contract, and the Department made him give a 
receipt in full, and a man is often compelled to give such a receipt in 
order to get anything. He must from the necessity of having his 
money. In the case I refer to, the man could not get along without 
it, and he was here broke and could not get home, and they made him 
give a receipt in full, and at this very session of Congress the commit- 
tee reported that he was not bound by that receipt, that he had a claim 
in equity, and we passed a bill referring that to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That isa very different thing. A receipt may 
be open to question. 

Mr. STEWART. The facts were known about it. If a claimant 
came forward and had a meritorious case he would be heard, and 
whether he would or not, it is going a great way to give him 48,000 
acres on these mythical claims that arose previous to the cession. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam not saying, as far as I am concerned, that 
that is not right. ‘The Senator from Nevada in his argument a little 
while ago spoke of the equities these claimants would have for the 
balance of the lands where they had been given 11 leagues. Now, I 
say there is no such equity left. If you submit this claim to the judg- 
ment of a court and the court gives so much, that is the end ot the 
whole business. 

Mr. STEWART. I thinkso myself, unless a case should arise where 
there would be exceptions. I do not think a case would arise that 
would come here. I do not believe we shall have any more Maxwell 
grants. I think it would be practically the end of it. Ido not be- 
lieve that there are any of these old claims where they are entitled 
equitably upon any principle, when they come to be investigated, to 
more than 11 leagues, but I say if there should be such cases developed 
they would be cases for Congress to settle on equities that might arise. 
If there has been a grant made and an equitable and honest claim 
within certain boundaries that can be found to exist on investigation, 
those claims would be investigated by the court, and if found right 
would be confirmed. They would then have the right to come for 
further relief, because such questions as that are constantly coming be- 
fore Congress. 

But I say now that it seems to me expedient to pass this bill and do 
this much, without throwing a cloud over everybody’s home in these 
Territories, because I do not believe there will be an acre of land in 
these Territories but what there will bea claim to—not an acre in either 
one of these Territories but what there will be a claim to; and even 
with the 48,000 acres limitation the people protest against it. There 
is hardly anybody down there who wants that done, because they say 
they will be overwhelmed with traudulent claims. 

I sympathize with them, but I think a competent court ought to be 
selected to settle these matters. It was proposed to turn them over to 
the district court of the Territory and then to the supreme court of 
the Territory. I that, because I did not think they had any 
courts down there with the time and ability to investigate these cases; 
and consequently I favored a special court, and favored giving its judges 
a good salary and an attorney and an interpreter to go down on the 
ground and investigate the cases, with an appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. The district courts, located as they are, and 
pressed with other business, have not the machinery to investigate these 
cases, and there would be local influences brought to bear upon them, 
so that there would be practically no trial in the court below, and the 
cases would go to the Territorial supreme court where three judges sit, 
and each would be interested in sustaining his judgment, and the re- 
sult would be an affirmation of the judgment of the court below. So 
the cases would all go up to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
The Supreme Court of the United States would not examine the orig- 
inal documents. 

I advocate a court composed of competent judges, as it is a very im- 
portant matter to examine these titles. I think the most important 
thing in this bill is to get a tribunal where these questions can be de- 
termined. We could not agree upon many details of this bill, and I 
waived my objections to them because I believed witha proper tribunal 
for the people to go before it would relieve them from the frauds that 
would C, ponstiont under a weak tribunal. Under a weak tribunal 
the whole thing would be covered up and the settlers would have 
nothing left. We must have a strong tribunal, and the limitation to 
the confirmation of 48,000 acres. That will relieve a good deal of the 
apprehension which is felt, for there is a great deal of apprehension 
now on the eee eee that their homes will be taken 
from them by any we may pass. Meetings have been held in 
Pheenix, Ariz., their principal tewn, protesting against the passage of 
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any bill, and they eveu denounced me for having advocated this bill or | grantor. 
any bill. They said it would take their homes away trom them out- | 


t. 
at majority of the people want these claims entirely repudiated be- 
cause they believe that many of the grants are fraudulent and manu- 
factured. I think some of them are genuine; but we want a court 
competent to determine these questions, and when they are deter- 


mined so that there is no suspicion of fraud, 48,000 acres ought to be | 


ample for any one grant. If there is a case of hardship peniling this 
investigation by the court, when the judgment of the court is agaiust 
a@ man, he can come to Congress. Let us have a court there that can 
investigate these cases and a court competent to investigate, and the 
court should not be allowed to grant an unlimited quantity of land to 
aclaimant. The whole community stand trembling now when we 
limit it to 48,000 acres. They think there ought to be a smaller lim- 
itation, and yet I say this is in analogy to what was done in Florida. 
There we allowed the courts to confirm 3,500 acres. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question at this 

int? 

Wie. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I made an inquiry of the Senator from Colorado, bas- 
ing my inquiry upon thesupposition that there were values to the land 
to be selected in that country. His information is to the effect that 
the subject-matter of the controversy is not worth much. 
these grants are for 4,000,000 acres, I am told, and the Senator pro- 

to confirm 48,000 acres only, leaving the rest in controversy. I 
should like to ask what is the use of making two bites of a worthless 
cherry. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It does not leave the balance in controversy. 
would cut it off and dispose of it entirely. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator from Nevada to state that 
it leaves the balance all open to be in controversy afterwards, Now, 
if these lands are of no value, why not let them all go, since there is 
the same controversy over the 43,000 acres as over 4,000,000 acres ? 

Mr. STEWART. It closes up the entire matter in executing the 
obligations of the treaty, unless Congress should come to the conciu- 
sion that some injustice had been done in a case, and then it could ex- 
amine that particular case. Nothing here will prevent Congress from 
making that examination. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no appeal from the court to Congress. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘There should not be any appeal. Congress is not 
bound to act upon the judgment of the court, but Congress may do it. 
You have, for instance, a Court of Claims passing upon claims. The 
claims come to Congress for appropriation,and sonyetimes you send a case 
to the Court of Claims to find the facts, and then you may refuse totake 
their report when you come to investigate the testimony, and the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin has found that he could not follow the court in 
some cases. That was noappeal from the court to Congress. Congress 
authorizes the court to find the facts, and so here there is a court to in- 
vestigate these claims and make a judgment as to their validity, and 
after having made the judgment as to their validity they confirm to 
the extent of 48,000 acres. 

Mr. SPOONER. What do they do with the rest? 

Mr.STEWART. They do not determine as to the rest. 
the power of Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Following out the Senator’s analogy, I would not 
think it would be a fair proposition, if a man had a claim against the 
Government for $40,000, and Congress, looking it over, thought at the 
time it was a prima facie case, so that they could send it to the Court 
of Claims with-authority to enter a judgment, that the bill should 
limit the recovery to half the amount found by the court to be due, 
when the other half might be just as completely due. 

Mr. STEWART. I can find you a very long list of bills 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not finished. The balance might be just as 
much due as the half allowed to be recovered. 

Mr. STEWART. I can find you avery long list of bills authorizing 
the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Treasury to investigate 
claims and pay them, not exceeding a certainamount. You will find 
that it is a very common thing to have an investigation and to pay not 
exceeding a certain amount, and you find cases presented to the Court 
of Claims where they are to find judgment not exceeding a certain 
amount. I think you will find that is a very ordinary thing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But in a case where that has been done, after 
that amount has been found, the parties can come back to Congress and 
Congress can allow more. 

Mr. STEWART. I think they can. 

Mr. SPOONER These are cases where the Government of the 
United States is omnipotent on the subject, and where the party has 
no remedy except that which is given by the statute. He must take 
that or nothing. He can not come to the Court of Claims except on 
the terms prescribed by Congress. 

As I understand it, here is a case where you create a tribunal and that 
tribunal is to have jurisdiction only of grantsin which the United States 


It 


That is in 





is bound upon principles of public law, to follow the language of this | 


bill, or by treaty obligation to permit the grantee to perfect the grant 
this Government had not made, buta grant that he derived from another 


Some of 
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Now why is not this tribunal, if 


it can be trusted to decide 
the question as to the original 


grant and the performance of the condi- 


| tions if it be a conditional grant, and to render judgment in the ma 





| 


| litical department of the Government, and the political department 


ter—why isit to be limited to llleagues? Supp: 


urt finds upon 
the same proof that it should be 20 leagues, tl 


f . 
© ve ¢ 


iat the grant was actually 


20 leagues and that the Government of the United States is bound by 
| treaty to permit the grantee to ps his claim for 20 leagues, uy nh 
what theory do you limit it? Th urt either can be trusted or it can 
| not. If it isa court which by the law is to be discredited, if you ar 
to legislate upon the assumption that the court will be incor ipetent to 
get at the truth or of not sufficient integrity to declare t truth, ¥ 
create it at all? j 
Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator want an answer to the question 
Mr. SPOONER. I am asking the question for the purpose of hav- 
ing it answered. 
Mr. STEWART. I know that is what the Senator want This 


matter of complying with treaties is addressed exclusively to the p 


he 
il } 


has seen fit for forty years to do nothing, to give no adequate remedy 
in these cases. In its discretion it has not seen fittodo so. Now, the 
political department has its representatives, and they determined that 
these claims were fraudulent, that they were manufactured, and if they 
come in to an unlimited extent some of them that have been lying in 
abeyance may spread over and inconvenience large settlements. There 
is one claim that takes the heart of a Territory, the Piralto claim, where 
there are millions in question. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. STEWART. Letmefinish mysentence. There are millionsin 
question, and the people there, in view of the frauds that have been 
committed, are very suspicious of further fraud, by which they n 
driven from their homes. 

This political department has seen fit to keep these questions open 
for forty years until settlement has gone there. Now we providea 
court in which all these claims may be presented, and we think it is in 
expedient to give them the power of unlimited e 
there may be some other adjustment of such case Che titles arose 
under very different circumstances. There have been many grant 
which are indeterminate, ranning away back hundreds of years, which 
can not be described in a proper way, and it is necessary that 
thing should be done in order to quiet these matters. 

There is no doubt that Mexico in dealing with this matter would 
take into consideration these questions, as she has done. She has fox 
feited many of these grants and declared them open. ‘There have been 
improvidentgrants made by Mexico, and many of them have been di 
puted and set aside. Santa Anna in 1853 annulled them by whole 
sale, and if he had continued, the annulment would have been carried 
into effect on account of their not being occupied, and they would hav 
been turned over to the Indians. They were improvident in making 
these grants, and Mexico, whether she reserved the right or not, ha 
exercised the right most freely and set aside grants that were previous] 
made, on technical grounds. The general ground was that the co1 
ditions of the grants had not been complied with. I know of many 
cases in Mexico where they had complied with them to the letter and 
Mexico said they had not been complied with in spirit, and set them 
aside. Weare only to deal with these grants as Mexico would deal 
with them. That is the only obligation we are under. 

If all these territories had been left so that Mexico would have had 
to deal with them, one-half of these grants would not have been su 
tained, because the lands are not occupied. She required strict occu 
pancy. I think in California we dealt mach more liberally than Me» 
ico would have dealt. When land proves valuable and people desire 
to settle it up, Mexico has a way of investigating these titles. I sa 
we have gone on for forty years and have confirmed in this territor 
over 7,000,000 acres of land, improvidently I think, a large part of 
without investigation, on ea parte testimony before the 


vay be 


nfirmation becaus« 


Onde 


urveyor-yen- 


eral. I have heard of claims covering many millious of acres in Ari 
zona. 


I say this having been done in this improvident way we are now for 
the first time establishing a court to investigate the ¢ It is said 
if that court can be trusted at all it ought to be trasted to give judg 
ment to the full extent of the grants. It may be that technically a 
grant is legal, it may be that all the conditions the court can find ont 
will show that they have been complied with, bu 


aims. 





in these immense 


grants it will be found that there was something subsequently to be 
done when you come to investigate them. 

I know several titles in California where it is admitted now that the 
claims were false. They have gone past the reach of the courts. Ido 


not see why it is not acting in good faith for the Government of the 
United States in dealing with this question to say we will confirm 48, 
000 acres of this land upon the judgment of this court, and if confirm 
ing these enormous grants is going to drive people from their homes 
we will not confirm the claim but let the claimants present it, as they 
will do, and when they have had the judgment of this court they 
have something substantial on which to rest their claim; the 
will not go through as these others did, where seven millions 
acres have been confirmed, and we find the cour! 
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claims 
and odd 
‘If we had 


saying 
aying 
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power to go behind this we would not confirm the grant.’’ They would 
not touch the Maxwell grant if they had power to go behind it, but 
they are bound by the act of Congress. It seems to me there is a good 
deal in this view of the question. I came to its consideration with the 
same view the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Colorado 
have, 

Mr. SPOONER. If my friend will allow me, I have been very much 
interested in his explanation. I do not wish to be understood by the 
question which I put to him as being opposed to this limitation, but 
ordinarily you would not limit a party in such a way, and I desired to 
ascertain the peculiar circumstances under which the Senator thought 
this limitation ought to be imposed now. 

Mr. STEWART. Ordinarily I would not doit, but these are claims 
fifty, yes, seventy-five years old; most of the claims to these larger 
gravts are one hundred or two hundred years old. That country has 
gone through several revolutions since then, and we do not know how 
many more are coming. If we pass the bill without a limitation the 
people will be disquieted until the court has determined the question. 
The whole country will be up in arms about it; they will feel that 
their little homes are put in jeopardy. I do not think if we pass this 
we ought to put them in jeopardy any further than this bill does. A 
great many people there protest against putting them in jeopardy to 
that extent. 

These claims entirely rest with Congress to determine what is a fair 
and what is an honest adjustment of these vagueclaims. That is with 
Congress. The equity is upon Congress to do about what the Mexican 
Government would do under such circumstances, a country that has 
been revolutionized several times since these grants were made. Un- 
derall the circumstances we are attempting to do what Mexico would do. 
1 think we are dealing with them and have dealt with them much 
more liberally than Mexico would have dealt with them, according to 
my experience with clients who have acquired rights in Mexico in the 
way she treats titles that she has granted and the exactness with which 
she compels the grantees to comply with all the conditions, 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARST. Do you know of one single case ever presented to 
the Republic of Mexico which was not sustained by the Mexican Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. STEWART. I can tell you where the grants are several deep, 
where they have made one lap over another. Take, for instance, So- 
nora; there are half a dozen Americans who have gone down to Sonora 
and acquired title where the land was denounced. Mexico would find 
some fault with the grant and set it aside. There have been a good 
many claims for surveying contracts by Americans there, and some of 
those are pending before the Claims Commission, because the Mexican 
Government discovered the contracts for land that had been made 
there. 

Mr. HEARST. I speak of land on which citizens lived. 

Mr. STEWART. I donot know of any case where Mexican citizens 
lived on the land in good faith and complied with all the conditions, 
but it is in reference to these vague grants that I speak. The idea of 
aman living on 4,000,000 acres of land! Take the Piralto claim, a 
claim never heard of, a claim two hundred years old. That country 
had been in the hands of the Apaches for a hundred years. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me, in reply 
to the question of the Senator from California, to read a clause which 
gives the history of this? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. Of course the United States history does not pre- 
tend to go into the detail of what may have happened in Mexico, but 
it gives the laws here. This is from the report of Special Agent Hop- 
kins, appointed by this Government to examine these questions: 


On the 30th of May, 1834, the constituent congress of tirs state of Sonora is- 
sued decree No, 10, which provides as follows: 

“ Anticie |. Six months’ further timeis granted to possessors of lands who 
have failed to obtain titles of ownership thereof, as required by decree No. 10 
of the 28th of June, 1833." 

Article 2 declares that if at the end of this time, which shall not be extended, 
the possessors of lands shall not appear and make their grants effective, their 
jlands shall be denounceable, and the claimants thereof shall be subject to the 
penalties imposed by the organic law of the treasury, which is about to be 
passed, 


On the 11th of July, 1834, the same thing was done. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Those were conditional grants, were they not? 

Mr. RANSOM, Nearly all of these were conditional grants. 

Mr. HEARST. They were conditional grants and grants of this kind: 
A kind of a go-between fellow would get a lot of land for the purpose 
of making settlement, and would get hold of it and not build a house 
or get anybody to live there, and the Government did better than our 
Government has done, it settled the question and said if in a certain 
time they did not havea house there and cattle on it that was the end 
of it. Now, what we need inthis case is something that will makean 
end of it some time or other, 

While I am up | wili say that I think this four-million grant serves 
a very good purpose here about every five minutes. I doubt myself 
whether there is any such grant in Arizona or New Mexico, but it 
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answers the purpose here to make out that the whole country is cov- 
ered with grants and that they are all genuine. 

My opinion is that three-fourths of all the claims in New Mexico 
and Arizona are fraudulent, and so it will be decided when the court 
gets there. That is what the honest people there want. There were 
hundreds of claims taken up twenty fiveor thirty yearsago by stockmen, 
and they have run them into Spanish grants according to their notion, 
It may be that they have a Spanish writing to show something about 
it. So it goeson all over the country. But there are genuine good 
people living there,Germans who were transferred from Mexico to this 
country, and some Americans who were transferred, and many good 
old Spaniards. If you go there they wiil give you a horse and saddle 
to ride around, and you can stay a month, and they will never charge 
youacent. They have no law to protect them from any one going 
into their peach orchard and making a settlement there to-day; they 
cap not go before a constable or justice of the peace; and they have 
been living there for thirty years under a Government that agreed to 
protect them. 

Mr. STEWART. I concur with all that my friend from California 
says. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada, 
first, isthere any claim as a basis tor this limitation that there was not 
power in the Spanish Government or in the Mexican Government to 
make a grant exceeding 11 leagues? 

Mr. STEWART. There was no such power after 1824. 

Mr. MITCHELL. After a certain date, but prior to that time there 
was no limit. 

Mr. STEWART. Prior to that time there was none. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Thenif this bill should becomea law, as proposed 
here, a peculiar anomaly would be presented. SupposeI have a claim 
to a certain amount of land covered by a Spanish or Mexican grant. I 
go before this court and present my claim. The court hears the testi- 
mony on my part and on the part of the United States, and it finds 
that my grant isgood. The first thing you would have to do after that 
in connection with it would be to find the limits of the grant, how 
much land is covered by it, because if it was so indefinite that you could 
not find the boundaries perhaps it would not be held to be a grant at 
all. Therefore they must find the limit of the boundaries of the grant. 
There must be something reasonably certain about it. Now, suppose 
the claimant who presents his case has within its boundaries, which 
are shown to be reasonably certain, 100,000 acres and the court describe 
it in their opinion necessarily. Then they must say, ‘“‘but under the 
law we have only jurisdiction to approve 48,000 acres,’’ and the court 
must go to work in some way—I do not know how exactly under this 
bill—to determine which part of the whole grant they will find to be 
good and that shall be approved. That is about the way the thing 
will work. 

Mr. STEWART. My friend from Oregon assumes that these grants 
are bounded by certain defined boundaries. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think a great many of them are not; I think 
many of them are so indefinite and uncertain that they ought to be re- 
jected by any court as a whole. 

Mr. STEWART. The principal evidence of their locality is that 
there isa ranch house and a place where they ranch stock at some 
point. That is the home place, and the bounds are spelled out by the 
vaguest guessesimaginable. They getso many acres. You find where 
itis. They do not know the boundaries of it. They only know where 
such a man lives. They know he lives there and that is the home 
ranch, and they go there, and when you come to make them spell out 
the boundaries they are very indefinite. They can get around the 
home ranch and they can get 48,000 acres. They can get just as well 
fifty or one bundred thousand acres. The boundaries were made in 
Spain one hundred and fifty years ago for a country here that they 
had never seen, and they are necessarily pretty vague. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course the grant must be made definite before 
it can be confirmed. Now, suppose the grant is an entire grant of 
60,000 acres. The court can conlirm only 48,000 acres. The question 
which the Senator from Oregon puts to the Senator from Nevada, as I 
understand it, is who is to determine the boundaries of the 48,000 acres 
which are to be confirmed. Would it be regulated by the description 
in the petition, or is the claimant to be permitted to select out of the 
entire grant of 60,000 acres the 48,000 acres which he will take, or is 
the court to ition it out of the entire grant? 

Mr. STEWART. I think I can explain it. 

Mr. SPOONER, It is only an administrative difficulty, perhaps. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I can explain it. That point is arising 
all the time. There are grants in California which exceed 11 leagues. 
They had their exterior boundaries, and they are between such a river 
and such a mountain, probably taking up 75,000 acres. Some of these 
grants in that way the court confirmed to the extent of 11 leagues, but 
they were within tho exterior boundary of the general country named. 
I will tell you how they got atit. Whenthey came to cutit down they 
recognized tbe right of the party to designate the part of the grant 
under the Mexican law; that is, they recognized his right to make a 
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general selection. There have been controversies here; they have been P 


litigating the question for thirty years here whether they had a right | 
to do it or not, where there was conflict with other grants, and how it 
was to be placed where there were such indefinite boundaries. That 
has been one of the great difficulties in the California land cases. 

In the first place, the.grant was confirmed and then it was turned 
overalterawhiletothe Land Department, and then they would appeal to 
the Secretary of the Interior. 
heard long arguments and appeals and testimony to determine where 
they ought to have it so as not to conflict with somebody else who had 
also a graut. There would be two or three grants within those general 
limits. They would grant to one and then they would grant an exten- 
sion, an addition, and so they went on, and there were three or four 
grants, probably ‘four or five grants, within the same general bound- 
aries, They did not know any of the boundaries. They would recog- 
nize the first grant and the ne xt would lap onto it. That is one of the 
things to adjust. They had the question part of the time in the dis- 
trict court and part of the time before the Land Department. Itcreated 
administratively a great deal of difficulty. 

The same thing will arise here. You will find two or three grants 
within the same general selection. You will have the general grant 
and then the addition. You will have an additional grant, and so there 
will be balf a dozen grants you will find right in the same general de- 
scription. 
it is administrative. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
theory of the bill is that as toa grant of over 48,000 acres there can 
be no confirmation by the courts beyond that limit 
going into court may prove the facts—— 

Mr.STEWART. He has to prove the facts. 

Mr.SPOONER. He may prove the facts to establish a grant of 60,000 
acres or 75,000 acres, or whatever it may be, his recovery being limited, 
however, to 48,000 acres. Now, I should like to ask the Senator how 
under this bill the court is to segregate from the entire grant the 
48,000 acres. 
made. It would allege that the grant was made of, say, 75,000 acres. 
There is nothing in this bill, as I remember it, which gives to the grantee 
or the party claiming under the grant the right, declat ing for a larger 
grant, to select the tract which the court shall confirm to him. How 
is that to be regulated ? 


I have been there in many cases and have | 
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lish that for ninety days, and then they come in and have a iiearin 
before him, and that is all transmitted to the Commissioner, a 


disposed of in that way. If they do not come in they take the matt 
to the surveyor-general, who selects for them. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can understand, of course, that if the grant is 
a grant of 48,000 acres the court takes the proofs and decid vt j 

| is a valid grant, and the grant not heing definite in metes and b it 

may become the duty of some administrative off I I cate 
the grant. 

Mr. STEWART. That is what it is 

Mr. SPOONER. But that does not mect the dif ) ! have 
in my mind, Suppose the petition is filed showing or alleging a grant 
and it is an entire grant of 75,0000 acres Che court investigates itand 


finds that the condition, if it were a « 





ondi tiona ul s 


ant, I been per- 

formed; and that upon principles of general Jaw or carrying out the 
obligations of treaty the grantee is entitled to perfect the grant. Now, 

| who is to locate the 48,000 acres out of the 75,000 acres which the 


| / . . . . > 
| court finds is the grant which it is to confirm? Wher 


Therefore you have got to carve it out first, and then next | 
' 


Now, if my friend will allow me, I understand the | 


| 


| it was then. 
, but that the party | 


he. grant was 


found to be greater than 48,000 acres, is the grantee to have no voice 
in the selection of the 48,000 acres? Is that to be left entirely to the 
survey or-general ? 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. How is that to be carried out 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The wag it has been carried out all th 

Mr, SPOONER. I mean under this bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Under this bill it is turned over in the 


same way 
the California law, 

We enlarged oe 
The practice is that the surveyor-general notifies the surrounding 


The bill isin the same language of 
and under that they followed the Mexican custom. 
it. 


| parties, in the first place, and takes testimony on the ground where 


' there are surrounding claims, 


pose a court has determined there was a grant of 7 
| confirm that gra 
The petition would necessarily allege the grant asit was | 


Would the court be at liberty to make the 
partition without statutory authority? 
Mr. STEWART. You do not want any statutory authority. They | 


would follow the decisions in the California cases 
out. This is not different from aclaim for 20 leagues or 30 leagues 
which the court did not confirm. 
were presented in California to the land commission, with their hounda- 
ries given, were confirmed for less land than was claimed in the peti 
tion. I think that was trae of more than half of them in California 

Mr. SPOONER. Was not that because the ,court found that the 
grant was for less land? 

Mr. STEWART. Sometimes they found the grant was for less land; 


11 leagues, and cut it down for that reason. 
would make a survey of it according as best he could. He presented 
the survey to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and le 
would hear testimony where it ought to be heard, and then it would 
go to the Secretary of the Interior. Some of those cases were trans- 
ferred directly to the district court and some of them came to the Su- 
preme Court on that question. It is a very difficult thing to adjust, 
hut you must adjast it if you can, because these grants are very in 
definite in their nature anyhow. 

Mr. SPOONER. The trouble is that this is a statutory court, and 
it will only have the jurisdiction and power conferred upon it by the 
statute. 

Mr. STEWART. In addition to locating, power is conferred upon 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, subject to appeal to the 
court after itisdone. He must locateit. He must use his discretion, 
and that power is conterred in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Commissioner of the General Land Office is to 
locate the land after the court has confirmed the grant ? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, after the court has confirmed it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the court is to confirm the location made by 
the Commissioner of the Land Office on the proof made before the court 
on appeal ? 

Mr. STEWART. In the first place, what the court will have to do 
is to find whether it isa valid grant. If it isa valid grant then the 
first thing to investigate is where the papers are; then “they will con- 
firm it to the extent fora patent. They will say this man is entitled 
to a patent for 48,000 acres. Then the surveyor-general rqakes the 
survey the best he can; finding where the lines ought to be; hearing 
testimony on the ground. That is the way the Mexican Government 
did; they would hear the question on the ground. He will try to trace 
it up; he will report to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and then itis provided in this bill that when the survey or-general 

~has made a plat of it he shall publish that plat by which all parties 
interested in the surrounding ground will be notified. He will pub- 


so as to get at the exterior boundaries. 

That is as to the location of the grant. But sup- 
It can 
where the 


Mr. SPOONER. 


»,000 acres, 
ant only as to 48,000 acres, Who is to settle 
18,000 acres lie? 
Mr. STEWART lake that exact Here is a grant for 100,- 
000 acres of land. It names this mountain and that mountain as the 
exterior boundaries, The grantee has it somewhere in that country. 
The court finds that that isa valid grant,the whole of it. If he had to 


select the whole he would not have any definite boundaries to go upon, 


case, 


| because it does not run in definite boundaries, ‘hese large grants 
were not made with definite boundaries; they were made in Spain. 
The people had not been in the country at all; they knew the names 


It has been worked | ’ 


More than half of the claims that | ’ 


| the same way. 


of some rivers and mountains, 


but nothing definite 
Phen what did they do? 


about the country 
The alcalde would go on the 


grant, and if 
there were no other grants within those boundaries to interfere with it 
he would letthe man who claimed it take it and divide it off 
If it was a grant for 100,000 acres, the same grant, and he il 
lowed to take 48,000 he would simply take it in the same wa He 
would not go to any definite boundariesin eithercase. He would find 


| where this man lives and make that an initial point, and then take testi 
sometimes they found that they did not have power to grant more than | 


Then the surveyor-general | 


mony on the ground and then file his plat; 
no mistake about it, afterhe had made his survey he would give notice 
to the world to come in. It took between twenty-five and thirty ye 
to settle these surveys in California, and they all bad to come up in 
Whether the whole grant is confirmed, or a part of it, 
does not make any difference so far as loc the 
process is the same. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ican understand as to the location of the entire 
grant. If my friend will pardon me, he is entirely familiar with this 
subject and [am not at all, although I have the duty of voting upon 
the bill, and therefore I take the liberty of addressing these inquiri: 
to him. What I still do not understand is this: The claimant files h 


and that there might 


i's 


ating it is concerned 


| petition in this conrt alleging a grant of general description amounting 


| the court having found a grant 


| 


if you please, to 100,000 acres. 
orig 


The court takes the finds that the 
inal grant was made, that the condition has been performed, that 
ther re is no ground for entry, therefore, for breach of condition, was 
not on the part of Mexicoand is not on the part of the United State 

and, therefore, so far as the strict right is concerned, 
this limitation by the act of Congress, the clain 


pro rf 


in le pende nt of 


iant would be entitled 


to periect the grant. 
Now, at that point, the right having been found in favor of the claim 
ant, under this limitation on the power of confirmation by the cour 


of 100,000 acres, can only 
Who is to determine what 48,000 acre 


confirm 48, - 


000 acres. s out of the 100.000 


acresshall be confirmed? ‘The bill does not leave it to the selection 
ot the claimant. 

Mr. RANSOM. ‘The court would decide it— 

Mr. STEWART. As the surveyor-general goes there— 

Mr. RANSOM [ k pardon for inte rfering with the Senator from 
Nevada 

Mr. STEWART No matter. In the first place, the bill provides 


that the surveyor-general shall go upon the ground and set it off. Then, 
having called the witnesses there and set it off, he shal! publish it. 
Then he shall send up the survey here for the omer al of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office; and if the Commissioner of the Gen- 
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eral Land Office makes a decision, and if the grantee is dissatisfied 
with that he can go before the court and have it located. All that 
machinery is provided in this bill for location there. I do not know 
whether any further machinery to locate it is needed. If so, I should 
like to have it presented. It seems to me that machinery is very fa- 
miliar to the Land Department and very familiar to the courts, because 
it has been applied to entirely analogous cases, to almost all the cases 
in California, 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I desired to correct the Senator from 


Colorado [Mr. WoLcorrt], so as to save time, when he was on the floor, 
but he would not permit it. He had an idea that the states of Mexico 
could, after the 24th of August, 1824, make larger grants than for 11 
leagues. Tosettle that question beyond cavil I desired to present this 
authority. Iread from the laws of Texas, Paschall’s Annotated Digest, 
article 554, being {rom the general act ot the Congress of Mexico of Au- 
gust 4, 1824: 

It shall not be permitted to unite in the same hands with the right of prop- 
erty more than | league square of land suitable for irrigation, 4 square leagues 


in superficies of arable land without the facilities of irrigation, and 6 square 
leagues in superficies of grazing land. 


The note following that section of the law is as follows: 


This decree was enacted before the state governments were organized under 
their constitutions; and emanating from the supreme power, it was enforced 
in all the provinces of states, 

Mr. President, I am very glad to hear Senators call fora vote. Iam 
anxious to have a vote, but I desire to say that some things are reason- 
able,and some are unreasonable, and some are absolutely unreasonable. 
How can any human being suppose that the Government of Mexico, 
carrying out a deliberate land policy, should declare in a law equa) to 
an organic law that no man should hold more than 11 leagues of land, 
and yet that that same Government by some absurdest of all infatua- 
tions should turn around and say that it would not grant more than 
11 leagues to a citizen or to a foreigner, but it would allow its inferior 
states, its territories, its provinces, or whatever you may call them— 
that it would allow the little states it had to grant all of their terri- 
tory if they wished to do it? 

Mr. President, I wish the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAtr] 
were here. I hoped he would hear me, because I desire to answer a 
question which he put. The Senator from New Hampshire asked, and 
asked with some force, why it wasthat this bill confined the grant to be 
confirmed to ll leagues. I stated yesterday, and I repeat to-day, that 
after the act of the Mexican Congress in 1824 a grant in excess of 11 
leagues was unlawful and impossible. That is the first proposition. 
Ah, my friend from New Hampshire is here, I see. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hear the Senator’s words. 

Mr. RANSOM. The second proposition is that of all the grants of 
over 11 leagues made by Spain or Mexico before 1824 there is scarcely 
one of them that is not covered all over with badges of fraud, with 
forgery. ‘The manufacture of these titles in Mexico under the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo became, as my friend, Mr. Bayard, said in debate 
here, a fine art. This is nota trifling matter. No more serious ques- 
tion can engage the attention of the Senate. I challenge any Senator 
here, I do not care how well acquainted he may be with these Terri- 
tories, to show the Senate any part of the history of these private land 
claims that is not suspicious. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question at that point? 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose it is true, as the Senator from North 
Carolina says, and I take it it is true, that nearly all of these grants 
are fraudulent 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam coming right to that point. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I asked the Senator to yield to aquestion. Sup- 
pose all the grants made by Spain and Mexico prior to 1824 were fraud- 
ulent, would it not be greater protection to the Government of the 
United States now to provide a bill to submit the question as to the 
validity of those grants without limit to a court, making it the duty 
of the court to reject every fraudulent grant in toto, and simply protect 
the two or three or four valid grants, if there are that many, rather 
than to say the whole thing shall be submitted and the court shall 
only grant 11 leagues? Would there not be greater protection to the 
Government ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator. 
terruption, but I was coming to that very point. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would there not be less objection to that course? 

Mr. RANSOM. I was answering the question of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLArR], and I will presently answer in full the 
question put to me by the Senator from Oregon. 

If the Land Office of the United States, if the Department of the 
Interior, if the history of these cases in the courts of justice, State, 
Territorial, Federal, and the United States Supreme Court, if the re- 
ports of all the surveyors-general, if the reports of the Land Commis- 
sioner, if the public history of these land grants are to have any con- 
sideration these grants are, and so admitted to be in the arguments 
here to-day, almost one successive series of fraud upon fraud. 

1 interrupted my friend trom Nevada to read to the Senate that the 
Government of Mexico itself four times in twenty-four years called upon 





I do not regret the in- 
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these grantees to come forward and complete their title,and the presump- 
tion in reason and the presumption in law is that where they did not 
do it and where they failed for a quarter of a century under a demand 
from their Government to have their titles confirmed, the claims were 
forfeited and are gone. 

There is asettled principle of the law of nations (Kent lays it down, 
every writer upon publiclaw lays it down) that when territory is ceded, 
unless there is an express stipulation to the contrary in the treaty, the 
territory acquired must come under the general policy of the conquer- 
ing county. Now, what is the policy of this Government? It was 
the policy of the old Roman state to let the favorites of the senate or 
of the consuls go and seize the lands in the conquered provinces and 
farm them out. That was the principal source and cause of the down- 
fall of the Roman republic. There is not in history a country in the 
world that has failed to restrict the possession of land within reason- 
able limits but that has suffered, and suffered grievously, from the error. 

Now, what is the policy of the United States? The policy of the 
United States is that the public land shall become the happy homes of 
free people. This Government does not mean to go out of its way to 
grant imperial domains, to confirm royal principalities. It wants the 
public land and the private land everywhere to be, as I said before, the 
happy homes of independent and intelligent freemen. This provision 
is in accordance with that policy. Isitright? Must this Government 
strain ite conscience? Must it invent some new way of granting a 
patent to an obscure grant of one hundred years ago for a million or 
five hundred thousand or a hundred thousand acres of land against 
what is avowed and acknowledged to be its wise policy, and does the 
Senate propose by its vote upon thisamendment to overthow this vital 
and sacred principle of our institutions? 

I am glad my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] put the question 
that he did; and I am sorry I ventured a little interference while my 
friend from Nevada was answering him so well. This bill undertakes 
to adhere as well as it can to the national policy of not giving up these 
lands to a few men, of not patenting them to them, of not selling them 
to them,even. I stated the other day, and I believe it is true, that by 
the laws of the Government of the United States no man can acquire 
more than 640 acres of public land. If I am wrong I trust I shall be 
corrected. 

Mr. STEWART. Three hundred and twenty acres. 

Mr. RANSOM. Then a man can get 320 acres in some other way. 
I put it at the outside limit. But let me say to my friend from Wis- 
consin that this bill, in a proper consideration for our duties under the 
treaty, not desiring to violate the spirit of the treaty in any sense, has 
expressly declined and omitted any forfeiture against the residue of 
any grant over 48,740 acres, or 11 leagues, This bill leaves every man 
with a grant over that amount thé same equities, the same claim, the 
same pretension to relief that he has now. Let mo ask the Senator 
why this complaint, why this protest, why this aggressive opposition 
tothis bill? The bill does not say that the excess of 48,000 acres shal! 
be forfeited. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Carolina 
yield? 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER, The Senator does not illumine by his eloquent re- 
marks the point as to which I desired information. 

Mr. RANSOM. Does the Senator want me toanswer him about the 
amount of land? 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to say to the Senator that the only point 
of my interruption was to elicit, if I could, some information as to the 
manner in which, where the court found the grant to be in excess of 
11 leagues, the 11 leagues were to be determined for confirmation. We 
must be guided more or less, and generally are more than less, by the 
recommendation and report of our committees. I never gave this sub- 
ject the slightest thought until the bill was taken up; and if one may 
not put a pertinent inquiry to the chairman of this committee as to a 
detail of the measure without being classed among the enemies of 
the bill by him and as being among those who are willing to give away 
royal domain, I shall exceedingly regret it in its influence upon our 
legislation hereafter. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have not said one word about the Senator from 
Wisconsin in that respect. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have indicated no opposition to this bill. I have 
endeavored simply, as I must vote upon it, to ascertain, if I could, what 
it means and what is intended to be accomplished by it, and nothing 


else. 

Mr. RANSOM. Now, I will try to answerthe question of my friend 
from Wisconsin. He must permit me to say that he asks a question 
in the Senate that I am pretty well satisfied, from his high character 
as a lawyer, he would not ask in acourt of equity. But itisa we 
question. I may be wrong about it; I am speaking for myself, I 
am not ing for the committee; but I suppose, in carrying out the 
idea of Senator trom Wisconsin, that a grantee under a Spanish 
grant of 500,000 acres comes with his petition into court, and that upon 
an examination of his title the title is found to be good, and the court 
allows him 50,000 acres, or 11 leagues and more—— 
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Mr. SPOONER. Now, right there my question comes. 

Mr. RANSOM. How shall that be done ? 

Mr.SPOONER. That was all of it. 

Mr. RANSOM. That will be done exactly as in a similar case, on 


@ similar principle at least, it is done in every court of equity in the 


world, The part that can be laid off to him will be assigned to him 
under a survey made under the direction of the court. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I think I know 
something about the principles of equity which govern courts of com- 
mon-law jurisdiction and courts of chancery in the partition of estates. 
This is not a court of equity, as I understand it. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, itis, sir. It is a court of law and a court of 
equity—a court created expressly to consider and to determine equi- 
table claims and titles. 

Mr. President, not to take up the time of the Senate, let me ask my 
friend a question. 
apieceofland. The first tenant brings suit for it; he recovers his judg- 
ment, and he is entitled to one-fifth of the land. The other tenanis 
in common are not there; they do not claim it; they do not want it. 
He has a judgment for one-fitth. The court, of course, will order a 
survey to be made, and that that one-fifth part shall be an equal part 
in value of the whole tract; just so this court, I believe, would say— 
I know it ought to do it—that the 50,000 acres should be taken from 
the whole tract, and it should be a fair part of it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado denounces this bill. He 
applies the term ‘‘iniquitous’’ to it. He spoke of the wrong that 
would be done to suitors in those cases because they are required to 
present their claims in two years. I have in my hand a bill presented 
at this session of Congress in the Senate by the distinguished Senator 
from Colorado, and, not quite as hard-hearted as the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, he only gives the suitors in his bill three years. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, let me state to the Senator 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
yield? 

Mr. RANSOM. Oh, yes; I will let the Senator interrupt me, al 
though he would not permit me to interrupt him. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will show the difference. The bill which I pre- 
sented, by request, and which has some very excellent provisions in it, 
contains a provision that the court shall last indefinitely, but the peti- 
tion must be filed within three years. The pending bill ends the whole 
court in two years and a half. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator had been where I wish he had been, 
he would have known that that clause was put iu there simply as tenta- 
tive and so that the sense of the Senate could be taken upon it. | 
thought that the court ought to be at least for five or ten years, other 
members of the commiitee thought it ought to be for life. We put it 
at the shortest time that was demanded, to take the sense the Senate 
upon it. 

The Senator tells us that this is an iniquitous bill, and yet this coun- 
try is to-day standing in the place of Mexico, and I read from the laws 
of Mexicoshowing that they did not give two years to put their claims 
in. They demanded that unless the conditions were complied with and 
the evidence furnished in six months, and no further time was given, 
the claim should be forfeited. 

Mr. HEARST. You must bear in mind they were speculative claims, 
too. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, a good many of them were speculative claims. 
If the officers of the Government are to be believed, nine out of ten of 
them at the lowest calculations were not only speculative claims, but 
fraudulent claims. 

Mr. President, I was glad to hear the Senator from Colorado, and th: 
Senator from California, too, say that those people there needed relief. 
I was very glad to hear the Senator from Colorado repeat my words yes- 
terday, that they were crying for reliefand for remedy. Here is a bill 
that gives almost a complete remedy, that secures to every poor man 
his home of 160 acres without cost and without expense; that secures 
to every man who desires his grant confirmed for 50,000 xcres, and who 
can establish it, composure and the settlement of his rights. Here is 
@ bill the whole war against which is upon the 11-league clause. I 
have shown that Mexico has repudiated that principle. I have shown 
that four times she called upon the claimants to make their titles good. 
I have shown that for twenty-four years they did not doit, and the 
history of the country shows that the great majority of these cases are 
false and fraudulent, forged from beginning to end. 

Now, if the people of Arizona and New Mexico want relief, why not 
give ittothem? Does it deprive the owners of grants of more than 
50,000 acres of any right? It leaves them exactly where they are to- 
day. There is no contest over this bill, except whether the Senate shall 
carry out the policy of the General Government and make no easy road, 
furnish no facilities, make no contrivances to secure a grant of the public 
lands to a man of more than 50,000 acres. 

Mr. President, I have nothing to say against the honest holders of 
these titles. Some of them are good; some of them may suffer some 
little inconvenience; some of them may be delayed a little; but it 





’ 


strikes me that if the innocent holders of these large grants want them | your petition at all because we have got no jurisdiction.”’ 


7 . . - » | 
Five parties are tenants in common, if you will, of 
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confirmed the best way in the world to do it is to go before t t 





They must find their title valid and good, and when the court finds 
| it there will be no di ulty in Congress cor ming it. 

The other day the Senator from Ne a | Mr. S WART the S« i 
tor from Florida [ Mr. Pasco], and myself exa i many cases ofa 
Similar character where the commissions in Flori were a to 
grant only 3,500 acres; but when id the pa had a clear t 
to more acres they invariably granted it Iu > if 1 ‘ 
investigation finds that an h ‘ 1 to y 
quantity of land in New Mexico and Arizona, the court will de : 
how it is and the party wi come before Congress and t n Cong 
can do what is 1 gut in the pre " if 7 : possession of that land 
vital to the life or the prosperity of t ple, ¢ ma 
ome arrangement by which they will get : t th i 

| can be held in safety, Conger \N nt it 

If nobody else offers it I vy ‘ ina t to the ex te 
ing the time to three years t rese! of a petition; and 

| shall ask the Senate at the right time to ex lite of this cour 
| five y irs instead of t ) l thin ought tol 
years, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. I it, I do not care about being classed 

| with the men who want to admit fraudulent claims from Mexican 
sources by our legislation here, but I think it isour duty to have asys- 
tem of law in regard to this matter that can be executed properly and 
definitely; that the Senate can understand thoroughly well; and for 
that reason I am opposed to the bill asit stands. I thought I could 
yield my objections to it at one time, but I find on listening to the a1 





a fact which 
Does the Senator from North Carolina | 


guments of Senators here thi 
in an improper attitude. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask a question of the Senator from North Car 
olina, with the leave of the Senator from Alabama 
I think it desi 
committee formed any 


it I can not do so without putting myself 


t is merely about 
know. Have the 
opinion as to the number of cases which are 


rable for the Senate to 





| likely to arise under this measure ? 


|} wellasIcan, I 


| conclusive. 
| that is the end of it. 


Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator from Massachusetts as 
intended to have made a statement on that matter. 
I have my own impression about it. The committee came to no posi 
tive conclusion on that point. I will only state to the Senator from 
Massachusetts what the Commissioner of the General Land Office saye 
He says that there are now private land claims in New Mexico and 
Arizona of over 80,000,000 acres of land. 

Mr. HOAR, My question was as to the 
not the number of acres involved. 

Mr. RANSOM. They have already heard from about two thousand. 
There are over a thousand that have come under the cognizance of the 
Land Office here, and a still larger number that are in the registe: 
office. 

Mr. HOAR. That would be 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, so far as the confirmation of frand- 
ulent grants is concerned, I am informed (I do not know whether it is 
correct or not) that out of the cases which the Congress of the United 
States has acted upon directly, quite a large percentage of them has 
been found later to be fraudulent. So this is a very poor tribunal be 
fore which to call these cases, especially as our action is definitive and 
When we pass a law hereconfirming a Mexican land grant, 
If the court upon perjured testimony and under 
the influence of fraud makes a decree in regard to one 


number of separate casé 


over four thousand in all ? 


of these grants 


| aflirming it or confirming it, that can be set aside afterwards by anap 


| peal from that court on a b 


| 


ll of yn is final, 

irt of the United States in the 
enator from Colorado, puts this whole 
subject upon a ground that es itour duty to have a bill here which 
in terms and according to its effect disposes of every « land 
grants either by an affirmance or disaffirmance of title, fora plaintiff can 
not stand ina court and bring hi 
whichshowsin him anabsolutely 
he has in some form or ot 
United States that he may set that title up. He must have the judg- 
ment of a court upon the law that he is entitled to his tract of land o1 
he must have a confirmatory act of Congress or the confirmatory action 
of a surveyor-general or of some tribunal organized under the laws o! 
the United States before he can have a standing in court to bring his 
suit to vindicate his title and to enforce it against a trespasser or one 
who intrudes upon his property. 

That being so, of course any bill that proposes to deal with this sub- 
ject ought to deal fully and completely with it. This bill does not 
so deal with it. The bili says that the court shall have no jurisdiction 
of what is termed in the bill a perfect Mexican title; the court shall 
not pass upon it one way or the other. Suppose I hold one of these 
grants and I present a petition to the court, in which I set forth the 


review, but our acti 


The recent decision of the Supreme Cot 


case of Dominguez, read by the 
mak 
of these 


e 
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action of ejectment upon a state of facts 


good title under the Mexican laws until 
Government of the 


er got the consent of the 


facts and averments which give me a perfect title tothe land. The 
moment I present that petition the court say: ‘‘ We can not entertain 
Having no 
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jurisdiction they can not decide anything. The plaintiff goes out of 
court—— 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask a question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. In a moment, if you please. The plaintiff goes 
out of court because he has in his petition presented a case where he 
has a perfect title. The court does not decide that he has a perfect 
title. The Government has never affirmed that he has a perfect title; 
no tribunal under the United States laws bas ever consented that that 
man has a perfect title, but when he comes to bring his action upon 
that title under the authority in the case of Dominguez he goes out of 
court because he has no title. He is cut oft from all opportunity by 
the Government denying the court jurisdiction to hear and determine 
whether a man has a title or not. NowlI will yield to the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, right there is a question that troubled me 
earlier. The Senator made this very important point the other day: 
Suppose that the petition sets up that the title is imperfect and it is proved 
to be a perfect title? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ue goes out of court. 

Mr. BLAIR, He would go out of court on proving that he hada 
perfect title? 

Mr. MORGAN. Hegoes outof court, and, asa matter of course, goes 
out without adjudication, because the court has no jurisdiction to pass 
upon the title, except to reject the case; that is all. 

Mr. RANSOM. I must say that it gives me very great pleasure to 
come face te face with the Senator from Alabama. Not only I but 
everybody knows he isa lawyer. I was not myvelf positively aware of 
it until last night when I looked over the debate on this matter; but I 
will tell the Senator irom Alabama that the jurisdiction clause in this 
bill is taken identically, the names only being changed, from the juris- 
diction clause in the act providing for commissioners in the Territory 
of Louisiana acquired by purchase. 

If the Senator will pardon me, I know he does not mind an inter- 
ruption, he asks what is a man in New Mexico or Arizona or Colorado 
to do who bas a perfect title? I need not answer that question to the 
Senator from Alabama. The Senator from Alabama knows that that 
man has as much a place in court upon his perfect title from New 
Mexico or Arizona as he has if he lived in the State of Alabama or 
North Carolina. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unfortunately the Senator from North Carolina is 
differing with a much more important set of people than I am, on—— 

Mr. RANSOM. Let us not get away from the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Supreme Court ofthe United States held just 
the reverse in the Dominguez case. 

Mr. RANSOM. Task the Senator’s pardon, I tell him that is ex- 


- actly where he makes his mistake. It was the same correction that I 


made of the Senator from Colorado to-day. 

The Senator has drawn his inferences from the same case which came 
from California, The act of Congress creating the commission in Cali- 
fornia differed from the act of Congress creating the commission for 
Louisiana and Florida. That act required that before any man even 
in California could have title to his land he should present his claim 
to the commission and they should passuponit. But there is no such 
provision in this bill; and no one can know better than the Senator 
from Alabama that when a man has a perfect title in Colorado or 
New Mexico or Arizona he has a right to go into a Territorial court or 
into a State court and lave his redress. 

Mr. PASCO. I have here the decision of the Supreme Court-—— 

Mr. RANSOM. I will ask my friend from Florida if he will please 
read the case. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to interrupt 
him ? . 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly L will; but Ido not expect to get through 
before Christmas if I keep on yielding in this way. 

Mr. PASCO, I will simply call attention to the case of the United 
States vs. Wiggins, which I have no doubt the Senator may have over- 
looked at the present time. It is in reference to the perfect titles that 
are referred to in the Florida cases in the eighth section of the treaty 
with Spain: 

That the perfeci titles made Ly Spain before the 24th of January, 1818, within 
the ceded territory, are intrinsically valid, and exempt from the provisions of 


the eighth article, is the established doctrine of this court, and that they need 
no sanction from the legislative or judicial departments of this countty. 


Those are the perfect titles similar to those referred to in this bill, 
and the position taken by the committee in reference to them is the 
sawe as the Supreme Court has taken in this decision, and they need 
no sanction from the legislative or judicial department of the country. 

Mr, MORGAN. Has the Senator that article of the treaty before 
him? 

Mr. PASCO, I can get it in a moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. It will be found on examinatiou of that article of 
the treaty that it makes special provision for the protection of those 
titles that are considered perfect under the § law. Our treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo does not make any such provision. 

Mr. PASCO. The coart take the tion that they are covered by 


the law of nations, and are intrinsically perfect. 


Mr. MORGAN. But the titles granted by Spain before a certain 
date are ratified in that treaty. The date is fixed in the treaty. 

Mr. PASCO. That is the date on which the Spanish jurisdiction of 
those claims ended. They were held complete up to that time, and 
could not be changed by any action or non-action on the part of the 
Congress ot the United States. 

Mr, MORGAN. The want of application of that authority depends 
upon the fact that there was a disputed document in Florida between 
Spain and the United States, and a controverted question about which 
some men were hanged by Jackson in Pensacola or thereabouts; and 
in settling the treaty arrangements between the two countries those 
facts were alluded to and there was a certain date up to which it was 
conceded, as I remember, that Spain retained its complete jurisdiction, 
and the grants made by that Government before that time were con- 
firmed by the treaty. The treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo does not in- 
dulge in any of those specific statements about the date when the juris- 
diction of Mexico ceased. It isa broad treaty. It confers upon the 
United States Government certain general powers which are a substi- 
tute in every respect for the powers of the Mexican jurisdiction, which 
is removed by the treaty from over that territory. We succeeded to it. 
According to my conception of it the case is very distinguishable from 
that mentioned by the Senator from Florida. 

As to the case mentioned by the Senator from North Carolina, first 
by myself, the case of Dominguez, which we are controverting about, 
did the United States undertake by an act of Congress to declare that 
titles derived from the Mexican Government were valid or were not 
valid according to the will of the Government of the United States? 
The Supreme Court have not held that, but they hold in the case of 
Dominguez that the Government of the United States, succeeding to 
the sovereign powers of the Government of Spain, must give its assent 
to these grants by law or by judicial decision of some kind before they 
are valid, before they will sustain an action of ejectment. It can not 
be imputed to the Government of the United States that they took 
charge in their legislation ef every grant that had been made in the 
State of California, then the territory of Mexico, and that they deter- 
mined that no grant should be valid until it had received the sanction 
of the Government of the United States, if at the same time there were 
perfect grants in California. It can not be imputed to the Congress ot 
the United States that we have destroyed perfect grants in order to get 
jurisdiction in California over imperfect grants. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him to in- 
quire if that decision was not made under the act in relation to the 
land commission in California? 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That act was included init. It was not proceed- 
ing under the act. It was an action of ejectment or an action of tres- 


pass, 

Mr. REAGAN. Iknow; but depending upon that; and that act it- 
self, as I understand it, required that all claims should be presented for 
adjudication, while this bill makes no such requirement. 

Mr. MORGAN. Under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo how could 
the Congress of the United States require that a pertect grant under 
the Mexican law should receive the sanction of Congress before it was 
valid? How could they do that? They never meant to do it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think it ought not to have been done, because un- 


der the treaty— 
In the said territories rty of every kind, now belonging to Mexicans 
not be inviolably respected. The present owners, the 


re 
heirs of these, and all Mexicans who may hereafter acquire said property by 
contract shall enjoy with respect to it guaranties equally ample as if the same 
belonged to citizens of the United States. ; 

Arr. 1X, The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall not preserve 
the character of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is 
stipulated in the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the 
United States and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Con4 
gress of the ''nited States)— 


That is, the citizens shall be admitted— 


to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the United States, accordin 
to the principles of the Constitution; and in the meantime shall be maintain 
and in the eee aerate of their liberty and property and secured 
in the free exercise of their religion without restriction. 

And the protocol to that says : 


2, The American Government by epegveetng the tenth article of the treaty of 
Guadalupe did not in any way intend to annul the ea of lands made by 
Mexico in the ceded territories These ts, notwit ding tne suppression 


article treaty, preserve which they ma: and 
aeienaes ences their eattimate | tee) tol be qaknowtodged beieet the 
American tribunals. 

If the Senator will allow me, I want further to state in this connec- 
tion that a number of courts have held that the courts were bound to 
take notice of titles derived from Mexico. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that the Texas courts have so held. 








